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Foreword

“I will bless the Lord at all times; His praise shall con-
tinually be in my mouth. My soul shall make its boast in 
the Lord; the humble shall hear of it and be glad. Oh, 
magnify the Lord with me, and let us exalt His name 
together.” Psalms 34:1-3 (NKJV)

If you ever start on a journey with the Lord, reading Psalms
34:1-3 is a good way to begin. I have written this book to glorify

the Lord Jesus Christ, to praise and glorify His name. I invite you
to come on this journey with me as we magnify His name together.
This book is also intended to strengthen and encourage the saints
as we remember and meditate on the great and glorious works of
the Lord.

In 1973, the Supreme Court decision in the landmark case
called Roe v. Wade legalized abortion in all 50 states, which
resulted in grave consequences. Most people thought Roe v. Wade
would never be overturned. But the Lord called me and the incred-
ible saints who joined me on a journey to reverse Roe and He has
faithfully performed His promise to end the “covenant with death”.
See Isaiah 28:14-22. 
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CHAPTER ONE

Introduction  
Reversing Roe v. Wade: My Journey 

With God, Norma, Sandra, 
Operation Outcry, and  

The Moral Outcry

Something Amazing Has Happened

A great and mighty thing has happened in the land. Something 
has shaken the mountain tops. It has shaken the land to its 

core. The enemies of God are moaning, mourning, and gnashing 
their teeth.1 They cry loudly and angrily. But the people of God are 
rejoicing. But don’t worry, no one has to be an enemy of God. “For 
if while we were enemies we were reconciled to God through the 
death of His Son, much more, having been reconciled, we shall be 
saved by His life.”2 This book will hopefully be full of the glory of 
the Lord, of His judgments, His grace, and His mercy. Abortion has 
been a great national sin. Perhaps the worst in our history. At last, 

1	 There are many Bible verses about the enemies of God. Like Satan, Matt.16:23: 
human enemies of the Cross, Phil. 3:18; and friends of the world, James 4:14.

2	 Romans 5:10.
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the “covenant with death” (NAS) has been annulled. The “agree-
ment with hell” (KJV) has been cancelled and “No longer stands.”3

What is this mighty thing that God has done? He has cancelled 
the “covenant with death,” the “agreement with the grave” that 
were entered into by the Supreme Court of the United States in two 
landmark cases, Roe v. Wade and Doe v. Bolton.

What many, many people said could never be done, has 
been done. Roe has been reversed! He has “risen up as at Mount 
Perazim”, and his name is The Lord, The Master of Breakthroughs. 
He has done amazing, unusual, and extraordinary things. (Isaiah 
28:21) He has done things which have never been done before in 
American history because the Lord Jesus Christ is the Prince of 
Life. He is the Lord of Lords and King of Kings.

I had the privilege of being part of this journey alongside so 
many other groups and individuals who recognized that abortion 
hurts women, men, families and society.

On February 11th, 2000, God gave me a mighty promise: that 
that the “covenant with death” created by U.S. Supreme Court’s 
companion cases of Norma McCorvey, who was the “Roe” of Roe 
v. Wade, and Sandra Cano, who was the “Doe” of Doe v. Bolton, 
would be cancelled. How could this happen? What did He do that 
was “unusual and extraordinary”?

It is the purpose of this book to give glory to God for the great 
things He has done. I have watched the Lord fulfill His Word. I 
have represented Norma and Sandra, the two plaintiffs in the two 
landmark cases that brought abortion on demand to America, in 
their legal efforts to reverse Roe v. Wade and Doe v. Bolton. Now, 
through this book, you can go on this amazing journey with me. It 
also portrays an exciting future of revival, repentance, restoration, 
and healing for America. God is on the move as C.S. Lewis said 

3	 Isaiah 28:18
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about Aslan the King in The Lion, the Witch and the Wardrobe. 
Jesus is on the move, the Lion of Judah. He is the Coming King!

On June 24, 2022, at 10:10am Eastern time, after 49 years of 
supposedly being “the law of the land,” Roe v. Wade was over-
turned by the United States Supreme Court in Dobbs v. Jackson 
Women’s Health.4 As the President of the Justice Foundation and a 
member of the bar of the US Supreme Court, I was blessed to be 
Lead Counsel or Co-Counsel on five major written Amicus Curiae 
(Friend of Court) Briefs at the Supreme Court in that historic 
milestone case. Dobbs reversed Roe v. Wade and will go down in 
history as one of the Supreme Court’s greatest cases. It has already 
affected the whole world.

Who deserves the credit for that victory? God alone. Even for-
mer President Donald J. Trump on the very day of the decision, 
when asked if he deserved the credit, said in unusually modest lan-
guage for him: “God did it.”

God did use President Donald J. Trump in “amazing, unusual, 
extraordinary” ways, as He also used The Justice Foundation, and 
others, in reversing Roe v. Wade and its successor case, Planned 
Parenthood v. Casey. Casey had weakened Roe in 1992, but not 
killed it completely. It allowed some safety regulations and restric-
tions on abortion, but still allowed the supposed U.S. Constitutional 
“right to abortion” to overturn every effort of every state to ban 
abortion. Why do I call it a supposed U.S. Constitutional “right to 
abortion”? Because as Dobbs correctly explains, a “right” to abor-
tion never existed in the Constitution.

Who Are These People?

Norma McCorvey is more well known as the “Roe” of Roe v. 
Wade. She was more visible publicly than Sandra Cano, the “Doe” 

4	 Dobbs v. Jackson Women’s Health Organization, No. 19-1392, 597 U.S. ___ 
(2022)



4

Allan E. Parker, Jr.

of Doe v. Bolton, the companion case to Roe which created the 
health exception, which allowed abortion on demand up to the 
moment of birth in America.

Norma lived a life of contradictions and conversion. She started 
out as simply a woman of the streets, a sometimes drug seller. 
Someone who lived a hard life. Her story is told in Chapter Three. 
She had three children, and the first child was raised by her mother. 
The second child Norma placed for adoption. The third child, who 
became the Roe baby, was also placed for adoption. Norma never 
had an abortion. Even though Norma became the lead Plaintiff in 
Roe v. Wade, it only takes nine months to have a baby, but it took 
three years to take her case from March 3rd, 1970 (the date it was 
filed) to January 22nd, 1973, the date the Supreme Court decided 
her case and that of Sandra Cano, the “Doe” of Doe v. Bolton. The 
Court combined them as companion cases, though Norma came 
from Texas and Sandra came from Georgia, to open the floodgates 
of abortion death into America.

On March 4, 2020, at the very beginning of the fiftieth or “jubi-
lee” year after Roe’s filing, the Court heard an oral argument in the 
June Medical Services, LCC v. Russo, 591 U.S. 1101 (2020), a case 
involving whether a state could require abortionist to have hospital 
admitting privileges to treat women’s abortion injuries. It became 
the last case in which the Court struck down an abortion safety 
regulation on the grounds it violated Roe. 

On March 16, 2020, shortly after they made their internal deci-
sion in that case, when only the Court and God knew what had 
been done, the Supreme Court announced their building would be 
closed to the public because of their “sheer terror” over “the over-
whelming scourge” of coronavirus, which lasted over two years, 
until they had finally reversed Roe. They were one of the last gov-
ernment buildings to reopen.

Why do I call Norma and Sandra’s two cases decided together 
on January 22, 1973 a “covenant with death,” an “agreement with 
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the grave”? It is based on Isaiah 28:14-22. I’ll tell the more com-
plete story of how the Lord gave me this amazing passage in a 
later chapter. But right at the beginning you need to know that on 
February 11th, 2000, as I was given the opportunity to represent 
both Norma and Sandra in their legal efforts to reverse their own 
cases, the Lord gave me this life changing Isaiah 28 scripture:

God Speaks to the Judges

“14 Therefore, hear the word of the LORD, you scoffers,

Who rule this people who are in Jerusalem,
15 Because you have said, “We have made a covenant with death,

And with Sheol we have made a pact (agreement).
The overwhelming scourge will not reach us when it passes by,
For we have made falsehood our refuge and we have concealed 

ourselves with deception.”
18 Your covenant with death will be canceled,

And your pact (agreement) with Sheol (the grave)  
will not stand;

When the overwhelming scourge (or pestilence) passes through,
Then you will become its trampling ground.

19 As often as it passes through, it will seize you;
For morning after morning it will pass through,  

anytime during the day or night,
And it will be sheer terror to understand what it means…..”

21 For the LORD will rise up as at Mount Perazim, (which means 
The Lord, The Master of Breakthroughs (2 Sam 5:17-20)

He will be stirred up as in the Valley of Gibeon,
To do His task, His unusual task,

And to work His work, His extraordinary work.” (NASB 1995)



6

Allan E. Parker, Jr.

That passage marked my life from that day forward to work 
and pray for the reversal of Roe and Doe. God gave a promise that 
He would end the covenant with death that was Roe and Doe. Doe 
allowed abortion on demand and death up to the moment of birth. 
He also gave me the promise that He would do His work, doing 
unusual and extraordinary things to end that “covenant with death.” 
Other versions call it “His alien, or incredible work.” I think you 
will agree as you read further that He has done incredible things. 
This book will show you some of the “amazing, extraordinary” 
things that He has done, as He promised in Isaiah 28:14-22.

On June 24th, 2022, the Supreme Court of the United States 
released its official decision in Dobbs v. Jackson Women’s Health 
which explicitly reversed Roe and Casey. Doe was the companion 
case to Roe v. Wade, and involves the story of Sandra Cano, told 
in chapter four. The Dobbs decision was as serious for America as 
doctors using a life-saving defibrillator on a dying patient – stand 
clear! On June 24th, the Supreme Court gave a shock to the nation. 
God said that Roe would be reversed and it has been reversed. On 
that day, the Supreme Court struck down one of the most evil deci-
sions ever made by the United States Supreme Court which had 
stood for 49 years at that point. Other evils the court once said the 
Constitution supported, but no longer upholds, were slavery, seg-
regation, and forced sterilization.

Amazing and Extraordinary Acts of God

Here are just a few of the amazing, extraordinary things that 
God did to reverse Roe v. Wade:

1)	  For the first time in American history, two people (Norma 
and Sandra) who won landmark Supreme Court cases went 
back to the Court seeking reversal of their own cases.
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2)	 In 2007, the Supreme Court cited the Amicus (Friend of 
the Court) Brief of Sandra Cano and 180 Operation Outcry 
Women Injured By Abortion to uphold the federal ban 
on partial birth abortion. This was only seven years after 
declaring unconstitutional 38 state laws banning the grue-
some late-term partial birth abortion under Roe.

3)	 There was a gradual change of Supreme Court Justices over 
22 years, some in very serious and unusual ways.

4)	 The election of a formerly pro-choice New York playboy 
turned President, Donald J. Trump, who became the most 
prolife President in American history.

5)	 The numerous prophetic words and their fulfillment 
that President Trump would have three Supreme Court 
vacancies in his first term and confirm three nominees in 
amazing ways.

6)	 The Dobbs case was considered 22 times by the Supreme 
Court before it was officially taken by the Court. Normally, 
about 99 times to 1, the Court will simply say no the first 
time they consider any case. Cert. denied – No appeal! 
Down comes the gavel.

7)	 Finally, the Court resisted slander, libel, physical, politi-
cal, and verbal threats, intimidation, an actual assassination 
attempt against Justice Kavanaugh, and the first leak to the 
press of a full draft of a complete opinion, and still had the 
moral courage to do the right thing and reverse Roe.

Now, how did all that happen? Let’s go back the beginning. Get 
ready for an amazing journey.
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Operation Outcry: Courageous Women Speaking The 
Truth About Abortion

Operation Outcry is a national mobilization effort of post-abor-
tive women who have told the United States Supreme Court the 
truth about what abortion does to women. Operation Outcry over-
comes the two great lies of the abortion industry with truthful 
testimony from those women who have personally experienced its 
tragedy. Those lies are: “It’s not a baby” and “Abortion is good for 
women.”

Operation Outcry was birthed by the Lord in 2000 to overturn 
the greatest injustice of the twentieth century, one of the greatest 
holocausts the world has ever known – the systematic destruc-
tion by a nation of approximately one third of its own children. 
Ironically, this women’s movement was initially spearheaded by 
two women formerly associated with the legalization of abortion – 
Norma McCorvey, who was formerly “Jane Roe” of Roe v. Wade, 
and Sandra Cano, who was formerly “Mary Doe” of Doe v. Bolton. 
These two women’s own infamous Supreme Court decisions 
together brought legalized abortion on demand to America in 1973.

Operation Outcry is a grassroots legal effort which needs your 
help to end this injustice to women and children by bringing about 
the Final Days of Abortion in America now that Roe v. Wade is 
reversed. Eventually total victory is within our grasp. You can 
become part of this movement to end the injustice of abortion. This 
book is written for those who have ears to hear and eyes to see.

“And on that day the deaf shall hear the words of a book, 
and out of their gloom and darkness the eyes of the blind 
shall see. The afflicted also will increase their gladness in 
the Lord, and the needy of mankind shall rejoice in the Holy 
One of Israel. For the ruthless will come to an end, and the 
scorner will be finished, indeed all who are intent on doing 
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evil will be cut off; who cause a person to be indicted by 
a word, and ensnare him who adjudicates at the gate, and 
defraud the one in the right with meaningless arguments.”

Isaiah 29:18-21

Operation Outcry offers a message of hope, encouragement 
and forgiveness to those women who have been deceived and mis-
led by our highest courts, and our culture.

Operation Outcry encourages women to seek forgiveness 
and healing from the Great Redeemer and Healer, Jesus Christ. 
Abortion is a terrible sin, but it is not the unforgivable sin. Those 
women who were forced, or beguiled by fear, shame or pressure 
of circumstances, or by spouses, boyfriends or parents into partici-
pating in the “covenant with death”, namely legalized abortion, are 
now able to stand up and make a difference for themselves and for 
others. After all, let none of us forget that “all of us have sinned and 
fallen short of the glory of God.” Romans 3:23. Their testimonies 
are redemptive to others who face similar difficult decisions in cri-
sis pregnancies. They bring honor and recognition to the lives of 
their unborn children whose loss of life they deeply grieve. 

This movement is based on a promise of God to end the “cove-
nant with death,” the “agreement with the grave”, that is legalized 
abortion. Isaiah 28:14-22. You will learn about that promise and 
our need to trust in God for its fulfillment. Abortion is the silent, 
hidden killing of “innocent human life” and the destruction of 
women’s consciences, futures and sometimes their lives. It is also 
a soul killing tragedy for many men. This book is a call for repen-
tance and a promise of forgiveness. It points the way to healing for 
all women and men who have participated in abortion. It is a call 
to the church to offer repentance, forgiveness, healing, and recon-
ciliation, in Jesus’ name.
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For the first time in American history, two women who won 
landmark Supreme Court decisions went back to Court to overturn 
their own cases. In chapter three, you will meet Norma McCorvey, 
the plaintiff in Roe v. Wade, whose identity was kept secret in her 
court case by using the legally fictitious name, “Jane Roe”. You 
will learn how Norma journeyed from unsuccessfully seeking an 
illegal abortion, to being a pro-abortion advocate, to working in 
an abortion clinic, to actually facing the truth about abortion and 
becoming a pro-life advocate, through the hand of God.

Norma wanted the truth behind her story to be revealed. 
Although she believed abortion was necessary and right for many 
years, the gruesome reality of abortion intruded upon her con-
science as time passed. You will learn how the reality of working 
in an abortion clinic transformed her opinions about what abortion 
really does to women. Her story is a proclamation to the nation 
about the destruction and wickedness of abortion and a call to 
return to God’s justice, not man’s. You can read the affidavit she 
gave to the Supreme Court in chapter three.

Next, you will meet Sandra Cano. Sandra was the real woman 
whose identity was hidden from the court in Doe v. Bolton by the 
legal pseudonym, “Mary Doe”. You will learn about the tremen-
dous fraud on the court that is the basis for the “Doe decision”, 
which legalized abortion on demand and led ultimately to partial 
birth abortion. An abortion was sought in her name, by others pur-
porting to act for her, but she herself never wanted an abortion. 
In fact, she fled to Oklahoma while the Doe case was pending to 
avoid being forced into an abortion by her mother and her lawyer. 
The real facts of her case exemplify that abortion was not about 
Sandra’s right to choose but about the coercion of others. Abortion 
today in practice is often equally coercive.

You will also learn about Donna Santa Marie, (a teenager) in 
New Jersey. Like too many teenagers who become pregnant before 
they are married, Donna Santa Marie was forced by her parents 
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to have an abortion. It was not her “choice”. Though the Supreme 
Court in the dark years of Roe’s reign once held even minors have 
the “right” to have an abortion, it was her parents and the abortion-
ist who decided, not Donna. Although she struggled to resist the 
death of her child, her cries for help and her child’s survival from 
a punch in the stomach finally ended in the abortion that took her 
child without her consent.

One of the most fundamental purposes for which government 
is established is to protect human life. That is why the Constitution 
says twice: “No person shall be deprived of life, liberty or property 
without due process of law.” Amendments Five and Fourteen. The 
Constitution never mentions abortion as a right, but it expressly 
mentions life twice as a Constitutional right. Donna’s story, while 
horrible, is not unlike that of many girls across this nation and is 
part of the silent tragedy that occurs in abortion clinics every day.

Donna Santa Marie’s story is typical of many, but seldom 
heard. The shame and secrecy of abortion is so deep that women 
usually don’t speak out about the pain and the hurt. Women are told 
by society that abortion is okay, a good thing, a “right” thing. Then 
why are they left alone to wonder why a “right” feels so wrong? 
They were told by the men they thought would love and protect 
them, to whom they gave their most personal physical intimacy, 
that it is now “their” problem. Why, if sex is so intimate, do they 
now feel so alone? Why, since it takes two to produce a child, is it 
just a “woman’s right” and not a man’s responsibility? 

Why, if the abortion facility is there to help them, are they not 
told about the true nature and consequences of abortion? Why, if 
it is a woman’s right to choose, is she never given a full range of 
choices? In chapter five, you will hear the truthful testimony of 
many of the thousands of women who have already given us legal 
testimonies to tell courts and legislatures about the great harm their 
abortion did to them and those they love.
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The Two Great Lies of Abortion

Abortion is legal in America because of two great lies. One, 
“It’s not a baby.” And two, “It’s good for women.” The first lie 
will be overcome with scientific and medical evidence. The second 
lie can only be overcome with the truthful testimony of women 
who have had abortions. Most Americans believe that abortion is 
legalized murder, the taking of innocent human life. Though many 
do not let this stop them from also wanting legal abortion to help 
women. And many, including some members of the United States 
Supreme Court, think this abortion tragedy is necessary for women 
to achieve full dignity and an equal place in society.

In other words, many think abortion is good for the mother. 
The Supreme Court once said that Americans rely on abortion. 
In the words of Justice Sandra Day O’Connor, in 1992, when she 
weakened Roe, but would not kill it by completely reversing it,

“But to do this [reverse Roe] would be simply to refuse to 
face the fact that for two decades of economic and social 
developments, people have organized intimate relationships 
and made choices that define their views of themselves 
and their places in society, in reliance on the availability 
of abortion in the event that contraception should fail. The 
ability of women to participate equally in the economic and 
social life of the Nation has been facilitated by their ability 
to control their reproductive lives. See, e.g., R. Petchesky, 
Abortion and Woman’s Choice 109, 133, n. 7 (rev. ed. 
1990). The Constitution serves human values, and while 
the effect of reliance on Roe cannot be exactly measured, 
neither can the certain cost of overruling Roe for people 
who have ordered their thinking and living around that case 
be dismissed.”

Planned Parenthood v. Casey, 505 U.S.  
833, 851 (1992) (emphasis added).
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Operation Outcry (www.operationoutcry.org) seeks to mobi-
lize post-abortive women to provide written testimony (sworn 
questions and answers) which are filed with the courts in specific 
legal challenges to abortion. Most people and judges in America 
have never spoken to a woman about what it is like to have an 
abortion. [In the Dobbs case that reversed Roe, Operation Outcry 
filed 4,728 sworn testimonies of women injured by abortion]. 

Most women who have an abortion never want to talk about it 
again. They are ashamed, secretive and hide the truth in the secret 
places of their heart. Many husbands do not know their wives 
had an abortion before they met and married. Many parents do 
not know their daughters had an abortion. Post-abortive women 
and the abortion industry go to great lengths to maintain a tremen-
dous veil of secrecy. As a result, state laws and court cases give the 
highest degree of confidentiality to abortion medical records, even 
over most other medical records. Yet this curtain of secrecy only 
protects the lie that abortion is good for women. In 2000, when 
Operation Outcry began, the Supreme Court had seldom or never 
heard from women witnesses about what abortion actually does to 
women. Yet the Court has said:

“Abortion is a unique act. It is an act fraught with con-
sequences for others: for the woman who must live with 
the implications of her decision; for the persons who per-
form and assist in the procedure; for the spouse, family, and 
society which must confront the knowledge that these pro-
cedures exist, procedures some deem nothing short of an 
act of violence against innocent human life; and, depending 
on one’s beliefs, for the life or potential life that is aborted.”

Planned Parenthood v. Casey, 505 U.S.  
833, 856 (1992).
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Even in the Casey decision itself, the Court admitted that 
abortion can cause “devastating psychological consequences” 
to women. Casey, supra, at 852-853 (1992). Later in Gonzalez, 
the Court would admit, based on an Amicus Curiae Brief and 
Testimony of 180 Operation Outcry Women, that “some women 
come to regret aborting the infant life they once created and sus-
tained.” Gonzales v. Carhart, 550 U.S. 124, at 159 (2007).

The media and abortion industry speak as if abortion is a good 
thing. Then why is it so secretive and shameful? In the absence of 
truthful testimony, the lie will win. If women who have had abor-
tions, who now recognize that it was wrong, who feel its hurt and 
anguish, who know the truth, will come forward and tell the courts, 
legislatures, social media and the world the truth, then the lie can 
be swept away. If not, the lie will continue to win. In chapter five, 
there are excerpts from the sworn affidavits of some of the women 
who have actually had abortions. But we need more testimonies. 
You will know the truth and the truth will set you free.

Many people do not want to know the truth. Some say America 
does not want to hear, but enough women speaking out will get 
their attention and force the courts to look at the truth. Evil thrives 
in the denial of truth. For example, in the past, there were lies that 
Jews were not “real persons”, but sub-human, or that black slaves 
were not “real persons”, but property. The truth eventually won, 
and now, with women coming forward, the truth will once again 
prevail over the decades of lies. As Alexander Solzenitzn has said: 
“The most powerful weapon in the world is a word of truth.”

The truth about abortion is that it is the taking of an innocent 
human life. No amount of denial can hide that fact from the human 
conscience forever. Just as “child”, “toddler”, and “adolescent” are 
all words used to describe human beings before adulthood, so too 
are “embryo” and “fetus”. That is why every woman who partic-
ipates in abortion will eventually come to know at a deep, deep 
level in her conscience that abortion is wrong. In 2007, in Gonzales 
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v Carhart, the Supreme Court has acknowledged the child in the 
womb is an “infant life” at the moment the child is aborted. Thus 
we should use their words, – infant life. Abortion kills infants.

These affidavits reveal a variety of women’s responses, in the 
women’s own words. Some women know abortion is evil from the 
beginning; others may not feel it at first. A woman may not realize 
what she has done until she holds her next child in her arms after 
birth. Some women try to assuage the guilt by telling themselves 
the same words the abortion industry uses; that it was her “choice”. 
She may feel better about herself if she can convince others to have 
abortions. How can abortion be wrong if everyone does it and it is 
legal?

Some women push the denial so deep that they forget at a con-
scious level that they even had an abortion, according to their own 
sworn testimony. Some hurt, but find no one will talk about it or let 
her grieve for the loss of her child; the child that is not only a part 
of herself, but a separate human being as well. The pain goes deep 
and becomes more and more disturbing if healing and forgiveness 
are not found. It becomes “complicated grief” in the words of men-
tal health professionals like Millie Lace of Concepts of Truth. You 
will hear the truth from women who are not afraid to testify. You 
will hear the truth from women who want to prevent other women 
from feeling the pain of a decision they thought was the right one 
for them at the time, but which they now deeply regret. You will 
hear the truth.

Forced Abortion

In chapter six you will read about forced abortion-which is 
common, but which is (Praise God) illegal now in all 50 states, 
and what you and others can do to stop it now through The Justice 
Foundation’s Center Against Forced Abortion (CAFA). Courageous 
women share their stories about forced abortion, rape and incest 
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and provide compelling firsthand testimony against exceptions 
for these things by telling America the truth that abortion hurts 
women, even in the hardest cases. Why add the trauma of abortion 
to what is already a traumatic situation for a woman?

Chapter seven explores how the 9/11 attacks shook the nation. 
Was it related to abortion in some way?

Birth of The Moral Outcry Petition

Chapter eight tells about the amazing birth in prayer of The 
Moral Outcry Petition asking the Supreme Court to reverse Roe. 
Eventually 539,108 Signers joined an unusual brief at the Supreme 
Court and two of its unusual and extraordinary arguments were 
actually discussed by members of the court in the final oral argu-
ment and written about in final decision reversing Roe.

Chapter Nine allows you to put yourself on the Court. You can 
read some of the compelling, even shocking, written arguments 
that were in the five Amicus Briefs filed by The Justice Foundation 
on behalf of their amazing and unusual clients. This was the most 
briefs ever filed by a single lawyer or organization at the Court at 
least in recent times.

Finally, is this just fascinating history or is there a place for you 
in this journey? Read chapter ten and you decide.
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CHAPTER TWO

What is Operation Outcry?

[This chapter was first written in 2002 – Because The Lord 
told us to “Record the vision and inscribe it on tablets that 
the one who reads it may run, for the vision is yet for the 
appointed time; it hastens toward the goal and it will not 
fail.” Hab. 2:2-3 *[Material in brackets] was inserted after 
Roe was reversed to update it for the 2023 edition, and to 
show that God has accomplished what He said He was 
going to do. Now that we know Roe has been reversed, 
let’s see how it all began.]

As stated in the introduction, Operation Outcry: Silent No More 
is a national grassroots and legal effort to collect evidence 

about what abortion does to women from the very women who 
have had abortions. This evidence is mostly hidden in the hearts of 
women who have had abortions. They have many reasons to con-
tinue to hide that evidence and not come forward, but Operation 
Outcry (www.operationoutcry.org) wants to mobilize Americans 
to help these women find the courage and confidence to come for-
ward. They need to be lifted up in prayer. They need to be offered 
forgiveness and healing through the church. Churches need to offer 
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counseling, embracing them with forgiveness, encouragement, and 
help for direction.

Why should any woman open herself up to the pain that comes 
from reliving her abortion memories? These women are usually 
painfully and actively, consciously or subconsciously, engaged in 
repressing these memories. They do not want to relive them. They 
do not want to share them with anyone. They are painful and trau-
matic. [They have made the unselfish decision to share intimate 
details of the worst thing that has happened to them, so that others 
might not make that same painfully devastating choice to have an 
abortion.]

Operation Outcry (www.operationoutcry.org) is a way to help 
women help other women avoid the pain of abortion by not choos-
ing it, or healing from it. [It still is – we need more testimonies 
today because now our next big goal is to Make Abortion Illegal 
in All 50 States.] Not only to redeem the pain these women feel, 
but a way to prevent millions more women from suffering from the 
pain. Operation Outcry is a way to overcome evil with good. It is 
a way to redeem the pain and produce something good for women 
and society. It is a legal effort to bring the truth to the courtrooms 
[and legislatures] that brought this pain and injustice to millions of 
women and children in the first place.

Helping Norma and Sandra

The Justice Foundation has [had] the honor of representing 
Norma McCorvey, the “Roe” of Roe v. Wade, and Sandra Cano, the 
“Doe” of Doe v. Bolton, in their legal efforts to overturn their two 
cases that brought legalized abortion on demand to America. The 
Justice Foundation intends to [and did and will continue to] present 
affidavits [and declarations under penalty of law] from thousands 
of post-abortive women to the courts and legislatures of this coun-
try and eventually to the Supreme Court of the United States to 



19

Reversing Roe v. Wade

show legally admissible evidence that abortion should no longer 
be constitutionally protected.

Because Norma and Sandra were the actual parties to Roe and 
Doe, they are in a unique position to return to court to seek to 
overturn those decisions. Under the Federal Rules of Procedure, 
they can file motions seeking to set aside their court cases on the 
grounds they are no longer “just.” Justice is the legal standard. 
They must file these motions in the original courts that rendered the 
decisions. In Norma’s case, that is the Northern District of Texas, 
Dallas Division, United States District Court. For Sandra, her case 
was filed in federal district court in Atlanta, Georgia.

Because the State of Texas has never repealed its anti-abortion 
law, if Roe v. Wade were overturned tomorrow, [which it was on 
June 24, 2022], then it would immediately become a crime for a 
doctor to perform an abortion in Texas. No legislation would be 
required because the law is still on the books. [That is why Texas 
abortion businesses had to move to other states to kill infants very 
soon after Dobbs.] It was simply not enforced because of the deci-
sion in Roe v. Wade that the law was unconstitutional. 

This existing Texas law is a good model for others states 
because it criminalizes the conduct of the doctor, not the woman. It 
rests on the same premise as Operation Outcry that women are enti-
tled to legal protection from abortionists and others during one of 
the most vulnerable periods of their lives: pregnancy. The women 
need protection from doctors, [and those who sell chemical abor-
tion pills today], who would prey upon them for financial gain as 
the abortion industry has done for many years, and as the affidavits 
document. The doctor can be held criminally liable because he or 
she is not under financial, emotional, psychological, or social pres-
sure like the woman and should be held to a higher legal standard.

In Sandra’s case Doe, Georgia however, had already repealed 
its “abortion is a crime” law and replaced it with a liberal abortion 
statute, even before Roe and Doe. Georgia allowed abortion, for 
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the “health of the mother” if a panel of three doctors agreed. Even 
this [seemingly] modest legislative compromise to protect women 
from exploitative abortionists failed to satisfy the extremists on 
the Supreme Court. In Doe, the Court rejected the Georgia law 
and said the abortion decision would be made only by the woman 
under pressure and any doctor she can find to perform the abortion 
at any time. If you simply wanted better “healthcare”, wouldn’t the 
opinion of three doctors be better than one?

Affidavits we have already received show that many women 
would never have had an abortion if it had not been legal in the first 
place. The law is an important moral teacher for many individuals, 
who would never consider abortion if it were illegal. (Galatians 
3:24-26) But because abortion is legal, some people participate, 
just as “good” Germans participated in the Holocaust and justified 
it on the grounds that it was legal and thus was not wrong. But the 
human conscience cannot be fooled forever. The still small voice 
that separates us from the animals and constitutes the better angel 
of our nature needs to be heeded. Women need to be Silent No 
More, and let the truth be known. Let a tidal wave of truth sweep 
over America! We need everyone who loves the truth to help us 
gather evidence by encouraging women to come forward now. 
[Still true today!]

The Justice Foundation Begins

The Justice Foundation is a non-profit public interest litigation 
foundation. We represent people at no charge in landmark cases 
that affect the public interest, which means the cases are so import-
ant that everyone is affected by them. We started in San Antonio, 
Texas as the Texas Justice Foundation. [But as we began to deal 
with national issues, it was later decided to drop the “Texas”] TJF 
is supported entirely by voluntary contributions. All contributions 
are tax deductible. More information about the Justice Foundation 
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can be found at our web site, www.thejusticefoundation.org. Tax-
deductible contributions can be made on the website or sent to the 
following address: P.O. Box 40458, San Antonio, Texas 78229.

Since our founding in 1993, we have gone to court to assist 
citizens at no charge in cases advancing limited government, free 
markets, private property, and parental rights. Prior to becoming 
TJF’s CEO and Founder, I taught civil procedure at a school of 
Law in San Antonio, Texas from 1987-1993. I started my pro-
fessional practice as a litigator in Corpus Christi, Texas, where I 
represented public school districts, as well as other business defen-
dants for eight years.

TJF’s first litigation sought a constitutional right to school 
choice under the Texas Constitution. The case was filed in June, 
1993, and went all the way to the Texas Supreme Court. On January 
30, 1995, the Texas Supreme Court opened the door for school 
choice, by declaring that the Texas legislature could adopt school 
choice under the Texas Constitution, though it held that whether to 
do so was a question for the legislature rather than the courts.

The Justice Foundation has since taken many cases in the area 
of education reform and is a leading advocate of parental rights. 
In 1995, the Texas legislature made it the number one objective of 
public education that “parents shall be full partners in the educa-
tion of their children”. This noble objective is far from achieved 
in practice since most schools treat the students as “their” chil-
dren rather than those of the parents. Too many educators feel that 
they are the “professionals” and the parents are to simply drop the 
children off, do as they are told, and leave the real work to the 
professionals. I have been honored as a “Hero for Children” by the 
Texas State Board of Education and as a “Shining Star of Texas” 
by Texas Governor Rick Perry.

[Today we call our agenda “Justice For Children.” We seek 
to welcome all children to life through birth, and then have the 
opportunity through school choice for an education chosen by the 
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parents with state funding following the child to the best school for 
the child, whether public, private or charter.]

God’s Promise to End the Covenant with Death

What is an organization like this doing representing Norma 
McCorvey and Sandra Cano, “Roe” and “Doe”? TJF is not a pro-
life organization, as I told Sandra Cano the first day she asked us 
to represent her. We are a “Justice” organization, though when we 
started out, we only wanted to be a “legal” organization. As a law-
yer trained at the University of Texas School of Law, I did not 
know much about “justice”, only legal matters. Another organiza-
tion already had the name “Texas Legal Foundation”, so my wife, 
Susan, suggested we call ourselves the “Texas Justice Foundation”. 
The Board agreed, so we adopted that name. One of the board 
members, Fritz Steiger, particularly felt that “Justice” needed to be 
reclaimed from the left. God cares more about Justice than any of 
us can ever truly understand.

Little did I realize then how much I had to learn about “justice”. 
I did not realize that justice and righteousness are the foundation 
of His throne. “Righteousness and justice are the foundation of thy 
throne; lovingkindness and truth go before Thee.” (Psalm 89:14) 
(See also Psalm 97:2). Later the Lord began to reveal: “The execu-
tion of justice is a joy to the righteous, but is terror to the workers 
of iniquity.” (Proverbs 21:15). When our first case went to the 
Texas Supreme Court, I saw these words were inscribed on the 
dais of the Texas Supreme Court, “Sicut Patribus Sit Deus Nobis.” 
At the time of my oral argument, I only recognized the Latin for 
Deus, meaning “God”. It gave me comfort to see His name before 
me. The phrase means, “As God was with our fathers, so He shall 
be with us.” I Kings 8:57. This became the unofficial motto of the 
Texas Justice Foundation.
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On February 11, 2000, unusual events happened that convinced 
me God will use Operation Outcry [and He did use us. The Justice 
Foundation still maintains the largest collection in the world of 
sworn testimony by women hurt by abortion] to end the covenant 
with death that is legalized abortion. Sometime before that date, 
Harold Cassidy, a lawyer from New Jersey, had called and said 
that Sandra Cano and Norma McCorvey would like for someone 
to represent them. Sandra was going to call us on Friday, February 
11, 2000. We had arranged to visit Norma the following Monday, 
February 14th, Valentine’s Day, in Dallas, Texas. At this time, I did 
not know where Sandra Cano lived.

All through the week, I waited eagerly for February 11th, and 
contemplated the journey that had led us to this day. I kept asking 
God, “Is this really something TJF should do?” I kept asking Him 
to make His will absolutely clear to us. I also realized in the back 
of my mind that this could be a terrible battle. It could be a life and 
death struggle with the forces of darkness. It was not a battle in 
which I eagerly wanted to participate. I kept asking God, “Are you 
sure? Is this really something TJF is supposed to do? How can we 
“break through the stronghold of abortion?” How can there be a 
breakthrough? How can anyone overturn Roe v. Wade?”

On the morning of February 11th, 2000, Clayton Trotter, my 
general counsel, and I agreed to meet at the Cornerstone Church 
Chapel to pray. This was Pastor John Hagee’s church, of Global 
Evangelism Television, which was located in our neighborhood. 
We cried out to God and we gave our fears to Him, and asked for 
His anointing if this was His will. We took a brochure of the Texas 
Justice Foundation and threw it on the ground. We picked it up 
again as the staff of God. We dedicated ourselves and the Texas 
Justice Foundation fully and completely to accomplishing God’s 
purpose with respect to abortion. 

[On the other hand, unlike me, Clayton had dreamed of help-
ing to reverse Roe v. Wade since his early days in law school when 
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the decision had been made in 1973. He almost dropped out of 
law school in disgust over a profession that could not even tell 
when human life began and should be protected. But his family 
persuaded him to stay in law school so that perhaps someday he 
might “do something about it”. That day came on June 24, 2022, 
but it took years to get there.]

About 2:00 o’clock in the afternoon, Sandra called me. She 
began to pour out a story of deception that shocked even me, and 
I do not shock easily. Not just the lies of abortion that, “it’s not 
a child” and, “it’s good for women,” but lies about her very own 
case that were presented to the court by her attorney. Her incred-
ible story is told in detail in chapter four. But for me, one of the 
highlights includes the fact that during the pendency of the “Doe” 
case, Sandra fled to Oklahoma to avoid having an abortion forced 
on her by her mother and her attorney. She came back and partici-
pated in the cased when they promised her she did not have to have 
an abortion. 

Further, in 1988, when Sandra wanted to come forth publicly 
and prove to the world she was the pro-life “Mary Doe” and that 
abortion violated her conscience, her own lawyer fought against 
her to keep the records sealed. The legal pseudonym “Mary Doe,” 
which had perhaps been originally intended to protect Sandra’s 
identity when she did not want it disclosed, was now being used 
to prevent her from unsealing her own records. Her own attorney, 
rather than acting in Sandra’s interest, worked against her to pre-
vent the records from being opened.

Sandra is not a well-educated woman, having only completed 
the eighth grade. She has a heart of gold, and she knows she loves 
children. But she was powerless before the legal system. She went 
down to the courthouse many times to try to read the legal records 
herself. First she went to state court, then to federal court, and there 
the records were sealed. Then when she finally got them, it was 
as if they were in a foreign language to her. It was as if she were 
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legally illiterate. Finally, she obtained the assistance of a dedicated 
Atlanta attorney, Wendell Bird, and Michael Farris, then President 
of the Home School Legal Defense Fund, who helped her unseal 
the records and prove to the world that she was “Mary Doe” of Doe 
v. Bolton fame.

It was also during this first conversation I told Sandra that we 
were not a pro-life organization. We were a “Justice” organization 
and if she looked at our past activities, we had not done very much 
pro-life work. But I told her we would be honored to represent her. 
I asked her where she lived and she told me she lived in Atlanta, 
Georgia. To my amazement, I was actually going to be in Atlanta 
for another meeting the following Tuesday and Wednesday and 
asked if I could meet with her. She was available. 

Months earlier, when I had not even known I would be meeting 
Sandra, my secretary had asked me how many days to schedule for 
an Atlanta meeting. There was only one day of activity, but I told 
her, “Schedule two days. I just have a feeling something will come 
up.” Now I saw that the Lord had been directing my steps to have 
this extra time in Atlanta to meet with Sandra. [Sandra went to be 
with The Lord on September 30, 2014.]

When I got home that Friday evening, my wife handed me a 
little booklet and said, “I think this is for you.” The name of the 
booklet was, “The Bed’s Too Short, and Other Spiritual Essays,” 
by Bob and Rose Weiner. She said, “I’m not sure why, but I think 
you need to read this. While I was at the home school library, I had 
to catalogue this book. I couldn’t tell what kind of book it was from 
just the cover so I had to read it to determine what Dewey Decimal 
System numbering should go on the book.” I had not told her all of 
my thoughts and fears, but as a kind and loving wife she knew how 
much we had been praying about this case.

The booklet is based on a passage in the Bible that, it seemed, 
I had never heard of before, nor will have many of you. It is not a 
common passage for preaching. Isaiah 28:20 says, “The bed is too 
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short on which to stretch out, and the blanket is too small to wrap 
oneself in.”

As I perceived the message, this essay focused on the fact that 
if you are receiving this message it means your ministry is going to 
grow. You are either going to expand your borders and accept the 
anointing of God, or you are going to stay where you are and feel 
too cramped and crowded. The essay even included the Prayer of 
Jabez, I Chronicles 4:10, which I did not really notice at that time, 
and which had not yet become very popular or so widely known in 
the Christian community, as it is now. This was the first time that 
God apparently brought the prayer of Jabez to my attention, but I 
actually forgot about it until many, many months later when I went 
back to reread the essay. [God certainly has expanded our territory 
as Jabez prays in that prayer.]

With the story of fraud on the Court included in chapter four that 
Sandra told us that day, and this little essay book, I was beginning 
to feel very confident that God was leading, guiding, and directing 
our steps. I felt excited we had agreed with the Lord to accept this 
expansion of our ministry to a national level and be involved in this 
life and death struggle. However, being the cautious lawyer that I 
am, and more of a Gideon than a David sometimes, I felt I should 
check the context of this obscure passage of Scripture to make sure 
that it was not being misinterpreted.

On Saturday morning, February 12, 2001, I went back to look 
at the verse in context. The Lord poured out a flood of revelation 
from His Word from Isaiah 28:14 to Isaiah 39:8. The key verses are 
Isaiah 28:14-22:

“14 “Therefore, hear the Word of the Lord, oh scoffers,
Who rule this people who are in Jerusalem,
15 Because you have said, “We have made a covenant with 
death, and with Sheol (the grave) we have made a pact.
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The overwhelming scourge will not reach us when it 
passes by,
For we have made falsehood our refuge and we have con-
cealed ourselves with deception.”
16 Therefore thus says the Lord GOD,
“”Behold, I am laying in Zion a stone, a tested stone, A 
costly cornerstone for the foundation, firmly placed. He 
who believes in it will not be disturbed.
17 “I will make justice the measuring line And righteous-
ness the level; Then hail will sweep away the refuge of 
lies And the waters will overflow the secret place.
18 Your covenant with death will be canceled (annulled), 
And your pact (agreement) with Sheol (the grave or 
hell) will not stand; 
When the overwhelming scourge passes through, Then you 
become its trampling place.
19 As often as it passes through, it will seize you; For morn-
ing after morning it will pass through, anytime during the 
day or night, And it will be sheer terror to understand what 
it means.’’
20 The bed is too short on which to stretch out,
And the blanket is too small to wrap oneself in.
21 For the LORD will rise up as at Mount Perazim,
He will be stirred up as in the valley of Gibeon,
To do His task,
His unusual task,
And to work His work, His extraordinary work.
22 And now do not carry on as scoffers,
Or your fetters will be made stronger;
For I have heard from the Lord GOD of hosts of decisive 
destruction on all the earth.”

Isaiah 28:14-22 (NASB)



28

Allan E. Parker, Jr.

Let me show you what the passages meant to me that day. When 
I read verses 14 and 15, I began to get goose bumps that God was 
speaking about abortion to the scoffers, who are people who do not 
believe in God, but who were ruling his people in Jerusalem. Some 
translations even call these people “judges”.

“Therefore, hear the Word of the Lord, oh scoffers,
Who rule this people who are in Jerusalem,
Because you have said, “We have made a covenant with 
death, and with Sheol (the grave) we have made a pact.
The overwhelming scourge will not reach us when it 
passes by,
For we have made falsehood our refuge and we have con-
cealed ourselves with deception.”

Isaiah 28:14-15

So, here is God speaking to judges who do not believe in Him. 
This is God’s reaction to what they have said in their heart, “We 
have made a covenant with death, and with Sheol we have made a 
pact.” Some translations use the word “grave” instead of “Sheol”. 
It hit me right between the eyes that both Roe v. Wade and Doe v. 
Bolton were a covenant with death. They were an agreement with 
the grave. They were a decision by judges of the United States 
Supreme Court, who did not fear God, but rather either scoffed 
or doubted whether there was a God, and in their 7-2 agreement 
said in spiritual effect, “Open wide, O grave, we are about to send 
you millions of babies before they ever see the light of day.” Some 
translations translate “Sheol” as “hell” so it could be said the judges 
have made an agreement with hell to bring death to millions. It also 
struck me with unusual vividness after hearing Sandra’s testimony 
that the court had made, “...falsehood our refuge...” and “...con-
cealed ourselves with deception...”. (See chapter four for a fuller 
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description of all the fraud on the Court in Doe.) Later I found out 
the abolitionists of slavery had called the Supreme Court’s pre-
civil war pro-slavery Dred Scott decision a “covenant with death” 
based on the same scripture.

This is what God says to those judges next,

“Behold, I am laying in Zion a stone, a tested stone, a 
costly cornerstone for the foundation, firmly placed. He 
who believes in it will not be disturbed (in a hurry).

Isaiah 28:16

Of course, all Christian believers know that the stone, the tested 
stone, the costly cornerstone is Jesus Christ. It is only the blood of 
the Lamb which can atone for the blood of abortion. His sprinkled 
blood speaks a better word than the blood of innocent babies cry-
ing out for justice from the ground. (Genesis 4:10-16, Hebrews 
12:24). It is only Jesus Christ, to whom all authority has been given 
in heaven and earth, who can set aside the unlawful decree of death 
known as Roe and Doe. It is only the Lord God who can trample 
out the vintage where the grapes of wrath are stored.

This was also a warning to me personally not to be too much 
in a hurry, which is a constant weakness of mine to push, push, 
and push, “Why aren’t we doing this now?” “Why aren’t we doing 
this?” Especially with so many women’s and children’s lives at 
stake, we want relief now. But God’s timing is not always our tim-
ing. The Lord also states:

“And I will make justice the measuring line, and righ-
teousness the level; then hail shall sweep away the refuge 
of lies, and the waters shall overflow the secret place. And 
your covenant with death shall be canceled, and your pact 
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with Sheol shall not stand; when the overwhelming scourge 
passes through, then you become its trampling place...”

Isaiah 28:14-17

I remembered vividly that just the day before I had told Sandra 
we were not a “pro-life” organization, but a “justice” organization. 
I remembered in 1993, I had not wanted to call our new organiza-
tion a Justice Foundation, but the Texas Legal Foundation, and that 
it was my wife who said we should call it a Justice Foundation. 
God seemed to be saying He wanted this Justice Foundation to be 
involved in ending abortion directly.

More importantly, “justice” is the exact legal standard used in 
Rule 60 of the Federal Rules of Procedure as “the measuring line.” 
Rule 60 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure states: “On motion 
and upon such terms as are just, the court may relieve a party or 
a party’s legal representative from a final judgment, order, or pro-
ceeding for the following reasons . . . (5)(b) . . . it is no longer 
equitable [just] that the judgment should have prospective appli-
cation.” (Emphasis added). Remember, “Righteousness (which 
includes equity) and justice are the foundation of His throne.” 
(Psalm 97:2). Equity is essentially fairness or justice.

The amazing, overwhelming point for which I am thankful is 
the promise of God to the scoffing judges who rule over His people 
that, “Your covenant with death shall be canceled, and your 
pact with Sheol shall not stand.” (Isaiah 28:18), Roe v. Wade and 
Doe v. Bolton will be canceled (annulled). [This promise sustained 
me for 22 years until it was fulfilled on June 24, 2022 in Dobbs.]

This was not a passage that I had sought out looking for guid-
ance about abortion. The initial Isaiah 28:20 passage about the bed 
being too short was one I had never consciously heard of before. 
Yet here in Scripture was the written promise from the Word of 
God. Here was confirmation to me that we were to move forward. 



31

Reversing Roe v. Wade

In addition, the passage also tells in general terms how the cove-
nant with death shall be canceled. It states that, “...Then hail shall 
sweep away the refuge of lies, and the waters shall overflow the 
secret place.” (Isaiah 28:17). 

Sometime between January, 2000, when I first met Norma 
McCorvey, and February, 2000, I had already begun to think that 
women’s testimony would be helpful to overcome Roe v. Wade. 
[The idea had come to me in the Dallas Airport on my way home 
from meeting Norma at my first March for Life in D.C.] I had felt 
abortion could best be refuted by women who had experienced it 
first-hand. In legal terms, as witnesses, they could testify based on 
their personal knowledge.]

I had never “seen” this passage in Isaiah before, though I had 
read the whole Bible in a year several times at least, but how do 
you sweep away a refuge of lies? You sweep it away with a tidal 
wave of truth, an overwhelming flood. For every lie spoken there 
needs to be many telling the truth. A single hailstone is not very 
dangerous, but a storm of hailstones can destroy strongholds of 
lies. And the waters overflowing the secret place, I believe, are the 
tears of women filling out the Affidavits. No woman has yet filled 
out our Affidavit and told the court about her abortion without cry-
ing painful tears. Those tears allow the cleansing flood of truth to 
come out and be written down. 

The truth that abortion hurts women is hidden in the secret 
place of women’s hearts in America. There are millions of women 
who have had abortions who do not talk openly about it; but they 
think about it often, even decades later. It will take their tears to 
unlock the secret place of their heart. Tears of grief, tears of pain, 
tears of repentance, and finally God can turn that mourning into 
beauty for ashes and tears of joy. [Isaiah 61:3].

The Lord in this passage also addressed my own feelings of 
inadequacy to undertake such an incredibly difficult task. How 
could TJF succeed where so many others had failed for so many 
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years? There are and were, certainly smarter, brilliant attorneys 
who have struggled against Roe v. Wade and those who would 
come forward to defend it. The Lord answered the question of who 
would do the decisive and important work when He said:

“For the Lord will rise up as at Mount Perazim, He will 
be stirred up as in the Valley of Gibeon; to do His task, 
his unusual task, and to work His work, His extraordi-
nary work.”

Isaiah 28:21

At that time, I did not know anything about Mount Perazim. 
Remember, I had not sought out this passage. My Bible gave two 
references for this unusual, Old Testament example of God’s power 
on behalf of His people, II Samuel 5:20 and I Chronicles 14:11. 
Both describe Baal-perazim as a place where David fought a great 
battle against the Philistines. David inquired of the Lord, saying, 
“Shall I go up against the Philistines? Wilt thou give them into my 
hand?” And the Lord said to David, “Go up, for I will certainly 
give the Philistines into your hand.” I had been constantly asking 
God if we should get into this battle. Could we win? How could we 
break through? So, David defeated his enemies at Baal-perazim, 
and he said, “The Lord has broken through my enemies before me 
like the breakthrough of waters.” Therefore, he named that place 
“Baal-perazim”. To my great surprise and amazement, a footnote 
said that Baal-perazim meant, “the master of breakthrough”. Here 
was a direct reference to a battle where the Lord “broke through” 
when I had been praying, “How can anyone break through the 
stronghold of abortion?” Notice also that David’s victory was like 
a breaking of waters and there is the breaking of waters in the birth 
of every new child and in abortion.
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The Lord also goes on to point out that it will not be attorneys, 
but He who will do, “His task, His unusual task, and to work His 
work, His extraordinary work.” Remember that this Word came to 
me through my wife and the little pamphlet, The Bed’s Too Short, 
on February 11, 2000. Nine months later, in November, 2000, I 
believe this prophecy began to be partially fulfilled in the first 
one of the most unusual elections in America’s history. [Donald 
Trump’s election in 2016 was even more unusual and extraordi-
nary – wow!]

The 2000 Presidential election was the most prayed about elec-
tion in American history [up to that point]. It was one of the closest 
and most controversial, and the only one decided by the Supreme 
Court of the United States of America itself. I believe, in the polit-
ical and spiritual realms, that the 2000 election was about abortion. 
George W. Bush became the President of the United States through 
the sovereign will of Almighty God. Like Lincoln who freed the 
slaves, President Bush did not receive a majority of the popular 
vote. [President George W. Bush did appoint Justice Samuel Alito, 
after conservatives rose up in an unusual fashion and demanded the 
withdrawal of his nomination of Harriet Myers, an unknown law-
yer to most, with no judicial experience. Justice Alito went through 
a difficult hearing which caused his wife, Martha, to leave the hear-
ing room early in tears. [Justice Alito eventually became the author 
of the Dobb’s decision which reversed Roe itself.]

Vice President Al Gore; The Democratic candidate, said if 
George W. Bush was elected President, legal abortion would end 
in America. Women like Jill Ireland and Kate Michelman said if 
George Bush was elected President, then women will lose the right 
to choose. Just as Caiaphas, the high priest, was correct in pre-
dicting the death of Christ was for the good of the whole nation, 
though it turned out in a way he did not anticipate, these secular 
prophets were correct in predicting that the election of George W. 
Bush would end a woman’s right to choose to kill her own child.
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Even Sarah Weddington, Norma’s pro-abortion attorney in the 
original Roe case fears and predicts that legalized abortion will 
soon end. [Sarah Weddington died on the day after Christmas, 
December 26, 2021, about a month after the Dobbs case was 
argued. The crowning achievement of her career – the Roe v. Wade 
case – only lasted six months after her death. Here is a photo of her 
huge grave marker which she is reported to have designed herself. 
Note the shape is that of a large woman and in the place of her 
uterus is the phrase – “Sarah Weddington Winning Attorney, Roe 
v. Wade, U.S. Supreme Court, 1973.” According to her own testi-
mony she aborted her only child by going to Mexico when abortion
was illegal in Texas. Like many women she later divorced the man
she had her abortion with, and she died childless. I actually grieved
over Sarah’s death when I learned of it, though it did seem to me to
be a sign that Roe v. Wade was passing away. It appeared that she
had not repented of her actions and received the salvation of The
Lord that Norma – her client had. [More on this later and about
Norma’s death.]

[I prayed for Sarah’s salvation and blessing many times over 
the years. I did also for Justice Ruth Bader Ginsburg and everyone 
involved in the abortion industry, like former Planned Parenthood 
Director from Texas, Cecile Richards. As I said before, “all of us 
have sinned and fall short of the Glory of God.” Romans 3:23. I 
never pray for the death of any human; we pray for their salvation 
and blessing to live as long as necessary to repent. “It is appointed 
for man to die once, after this comes judgment.” Hebrews 9:27. 
“God desires that no one perish, but that all should be saved.” II 
Peter 3:9. So should we.

But despite what some might hope, there is no reincarnation, 
and no repentance after death, only judgment. Jesus paid the penalty 
for our sins, but we must accept His justice, repent and surrender 
our lives to Him or die in our own sins and suffer eternal punish-
ment. “For the wages of sin is death, but the free gift of God is 
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eternal life”. Romans 6:23. “To as many as receive Him, He gives 
the right to become children of God, even those who believe in His 
name.” John 1:12. If you have not turned from your sinful life and 
received Jesus as your Savior – you can do so right now – wherever 
you are – whatever you have done-simply and sincerely ask Him to 
save you right now and promise to follow Him from this point on 
with the Help of His Holy Spirit. “For everyone who calls on the 
Name of The Lord shall be saved.” Romans 10:13.]

Just as Abraham Lincoln was elected President of the United 
States without a majority vote, George Bush was elected President 
without a majority of the popular vote. Just as Lincoln was dragged 
reluctantly from his moral position that slavery was wrong, but not 
worth destroying the Union, to the Emancipation Proclamation; 
George Bush and this country may be dragged along by events 
beyond their control to the eventual conclusion that Roe v. Wade 
must be overturned. In another parallel to slavery, I later learned 
one of the most prominent abolitionists identified slavery and the 
Dred Scott Supreme Court decision as a “covenant with death.”

[In 2017, when we started The Moral Outcry Petition, we called 
abortion a Crime Against Humanity like slavery and segregation. 
That argument was mentioned in Oral Argument and the final writ-
ten Opinion in Dobbs. Wow. The Safe Haven argument was also 
considered by the Court. See chapters eight and nine.]

The Lord showed me many more things in that passage all the 
way through the end of Isaiah 39. There was a total of 48 lessons 
altogether the Lord showed me that weekend. There are too many 
to explain in this book.

If you think I am reading too much about abortion into this 
passage, I would also point out Isaiah 30:33, which states:

“Topheth has long been ready, indeed it has been prepared 
for the king. He has made it deep and large, a pyre of fire 
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with plenty of wood; The breath of the LORD, like a torrent 
of brimstone, sets it afire.”

Isaiah 30:33

This passage seemed to mean a lot in my spirit as I read it, but I 
did not know what “Topheth” was. I had never heard of “Topheth.” 
A footnote in my Bible describes it as, “the place of human sacri-
fice to Molech”. Molech was the God of human sacrifice. Women 
threw their babies into the belly of the idol which was heated up to 
kill the babies. Yet the promise of God is that, “...the breath of the 
Lord, like a torrent of brimstone, sets it afire”.

[In 2005, a group of Operation Outcry Women and I prayed 
for the end of abortion in that very Valley of Ben-Hinnom outside 
Jerusalem where Topheth had stood. Several women of Operation 
Outcry spontaneously began weeping and wailing as we prayed. 
The eerie sounds echoed across the valley against the walls of 
Jerusalem to the rocks below. It was desolate and deserted then. 
Since our prayers of repentance there it has become a place of 
life, hope and prosperity. It was one of the last places we prayed 
about reversing Roe in Jerusalem in June 2022 before Dobbs was 
released. We prayed with Rick Ridings at a 24/7 house of prayer 
called Succoth Hillel right over Topheth. Even though it was late 
evening when we arrived, a little child in a locked playground 
came up and smiled at me. I felt it was a sign the children would 
live and Roe would be reversed in Dobbs.]

There were also references to the sealed records which Sandra 
Cano was faced with when she first tried to prove she was Mary 
Doe. Isaiah 29:11 says, “The entire vision shall be to you like the 
words of a sealed book, which when they give it to the one who is 
literate, saying, ‘Please read this,’ he will say, ‘I cannot, for it is 
sealed’.” Thus her prolife lawyers in 1988 were barely able to get 
the books opened and were not able to reverse Doe v. Bolton at 
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that time, though they considered various options. “Then the book 
will be given to the one who is illiterate, saying, ‘Please read this,’ 
and he will say, ‘I cannot read’.” This reminded me of Sandra who 
had told me just the day before that she could barely understand or 
comprehend the legal documents or procedures she was faced with 
when she got the records.

The passage below embodies the essential principle that chil-
dren are the work of God’s hands. This is the firmest truth for a 
respect for human life. And yet our Supreme Court has denied that 
and the Lord says to them:

“Woe to those who deeply hide their plans from the Lord, 
and whose deeds are done in the dark place, and they say, 
‘Who sees us?’ or ‘Who knows us?’ You turn things around! 
Shall the potter be considered as equal as the clay, that 
what is made should say to its maker, ‘He did not make 
me’; or what is formed say to Him who formed it, ‘He has 
no understanding?’”

Isaiah 29:15-16

He also called for the writing of this book by saying,

“Now go, write it on a tablet before them and inscribe it on 
a scroll, that it may serve in the time to come as a witness 
forever. For this is a rebellious people, false sons, sons who 
refuse to listen to the instruction of the Lord; who say to the 
seers, ‘You must not see visions’; and to the prophets, ‘You 
must not prophesy to us what is right, speak to us pleasant 
words, prophesy illusions. Get out of the way, turn aside 
from the path, let us hear no more about the Holy One of 
Israel.’”

Isaiah 30:8-11
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[This passage is why I am updating this book so that you 
know these things were prophesied by the Lord long before they 
occurred.]

I did not want to write a book like this at first. I did not under-
stand this verse when I first read it, and some may think I still 
don’t. A woman on our staff felt called to write a book about her 
experiences as a post-abortive woman so she could help other 
women avoid her pain. Another woman, Kathleen Cassidy, one of 
the founders of our Women’s Health Protection Task Force, wanted 
to write a book. Someone who is very close to us had excellent 
relations with a major publisher. Yet, I resisted, feeling that a book 
had nothing to do with a legal effort, and that it would be too much 
of a burden on our resources to write a book about this project. I 
felt it might take time away from important legal work. I was in a 
hurry to get things done, as usually books take a lot of time. And 
I was too reluctant to go out on a limb, and publicly proclaim the 
coming end of abortion.

However, when I went to Wichita, Kansas, to speak to a group 
about Operation Outcry, I had committed to my staff to pray about 
whether to write a book and seek the Lord’s guidance. While there, 
a woman, a faithful prayer warrior who knew nothing about our 
discussions about writing a book, told me she felt she had a word 
from the Lord for me. She told me I was supposed to write a book 
about this, that the Lord had told me important things people of this 
country needed to hear. The Lord would take the burden of writ-
ing the book upon Himself. She flecked away drops of dust from 
my shoulders and said, “This will be how the Lord will take the 
burden away from you, as if it was dust on your coat.” I received 
her word in my spirit as confirmation and direction from the Lord. 
Then, as I reviewed the Isaiah Scriptures I have referenced above, 
I saw again that the Lord had directed the writing of His words 
on a tablet and in a scroll so that it might serve in a time to come 
as a witness forever. When Roe and Doe are canceled, it will be 
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clear the Lord, the Master of Breakthrough, deserves the credit, 
not attorneys. [Amen. Hallelujah! He alone deserves the praise and 
glory. Roe was reversed on June 24, 2022.]

When I returned from Kansas, I found a totally free week on 
my calendar, a very rare event. I spent the week at home and the 
beginning of this book came forth.

Abortion is the shedding of innocent blood, which God hates, 
as should we all. (Proverbs 6:17) But the Good News is He sent 
His one and only Son to pay the legal penalty for our sins, death 
on a cross. Whoever believes in Him will not perish but have ever-
lasting life. (John 3:16) Fortunately he loves us enough to die for 
our sins. God is doing His unusual work, which includes warning 
of even greater destruction to come if America does not turn back 
to God. If we repent, He longs to protect us again. If we persist in 
turning our back on Him, He will turn us over to our own lusts and 
the due penalty for our sins is death.

Anthrax Attack on Supreme Court

On October 29, 2001, the United States Supreme Court, which 
legalized murder and “constitutionalized” injustice in Roe and Doe, 
was forced to meet outside the Supreme Court building for the first 
time since it was built. The reason: the scourge or pestilence of 
anthrax was detected. The Court building was contaminated and 
every member of the Court was placed on antibiotics to protect 
them from getting this first plague-like scourge to attack the Court. 
Yet, here is what the Lord said in the Isaiah passage:

“Your covenant with death will be canceled, And your pact 
with Sheol will not stand; When the overwhelming scourge 
passes through, Then you become its trampling place. As 
often as it passes through, it will seize you; For morning 
after morning it will pass through, anytime during the day 
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or night, And it will be sheer terror to understand what it 
means.’’

Isaiah 28:18-19

[The Supreme Court was also forced to close its doors to the 
public from March 16, 2020 until late 2022 because of the “over-
whelming scourge” of COVID-19. One definition of a scourge is 
pestilence or disease. More later on this.]

I had no idea what this meant on February 12, 2000, when I first 
read it, but the subsequent 9/11 terrorist attacks on the World Trade 
Center and the Pentagon followed by numerous anthrax attacks 
brought “sheer terror,” just as the prophet Isaiah prophesied and 
the scourge even reached the Court. The whole Isaiah Chapters 
28-39 passage also includes the intriguing story of Hezekiah seek-
ing the Lord’s help against Sennacherib. A great king of Assyria 
approached Jerusalem and besieged it for the purpose of destroy-
ing it. He mocked the God of Israel telling Israel not to trust in 
God. Hezekiah heard it, tore his clothes, and covered himself with 
sackcloth and entered the House of the Lord. Then he sent one 
of the strangest messages in Scripture to Isaiah the prophet. Keep 
in mind that there is a great foreign army in front of Jerusalem. I 
would expect him to tell Isaiah about this great army and ask for 
prayer. Instead he tells his messengers to go to Isaiah and say:

“Thus says Hezekiah, ‘This day is a day of distress, rebuke, 
and rejection; for children have come to birth and there is 
no strength to deliver.’”

Isaiah 37:3

What does a foreign army besieging Jerusalem have to do with 
children coming to birth and there is no strength to deliver? Children 
are a blessing from the Lord. They are always a blessing, and never 
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an unmanageable burden. Yet there are millions of children who 
should be coming to birth every year in America, and there is no 
strength to deliver them. [Women who get abortions often say and 
feel: “I can’t do this – I don’t have the strength.] Instead of being 
delivered, babies are being killed. We need a mighty deliverance. 
God answered Hezekiah’s prayer of repentance and faith with a 
mighty demonstration of His own power, forcing the foreign king 
to return to his own homeland where he was killed by his own 
sons. The covenant with death will be cancelled.

The full story of how the Texas Justice Foundation got to 
February 11, 2000, also shows God’s leading. It begins a few years 
before, with TJF’s General Counsel, Clayton Trotter, who was a 
professor of business law at Trinity University in San Antonio, 
Texas. We first met at our neighborhood precinct convention 
because we both wanted to elect pro-life candidates to office and 
ensure that the Republican party kept the pro-life agenda of its 
national and state platforms. Clayton worked as a volunteer with 
us on some issues, including filing our first Amicus Brief before 
the United States Supreme Court in 1994 in U.S. v. Lopez. Clayton 
and I helped prepare the San Antonio public defender for his oral 
argument before the United States Supreme Court in Lopez which 
struck down the Gun Free Schools Act.

In Lopez, for almost the first time since the New Deal era, the 
Supreme Court struck down a federal statute on the grounds that 
Congress did not have power under the commerce clause to reg-
ulate an intrastate activity such as education. This is an important 
principle of federalism which was reaffirmed by a majority of 
the Supreme Court in 1996 in U.S. v. Morrison. In Morrison, the 
Supreme Court struck down part of the Violence Against Women’s 
Act which made it a federal crime to harm women. Of course, 
both carrying a gun at school and harming women should be and 
are state crimes in every jurisdiction. Policing criminals in this 
regard is a local responsibility of state and local governments, not 
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a federal job under our Constitution. This “New Federalism” is 
an important development and could be persuasive to some mem-
bers of the court in overturning Roe v. Wade. Some Supreme Court 
Justices have written they believe abortion is a matter that should 
be returned to the states under proper principles of federalism. 

Clayton was in law school at the University of Texas in 1973 
when Roe v. Wade and Doe v. Bolton were decided. He nearly left 
law school and refused to become a lawyer because of his disgust 
with Roe. How could he join a “profession” that could not tell when 
human life began? What he had thought was a noble profession 
trying to do good and seeking “justice”, had become an instru-
ment of injustice, mandating that every state in the union follow 
the Supreme Court’s tyrannical, minority view of the Constitution.

A firestorm of protest among academic scholars and members 
of the legal profession greeted the Roe decision. There was, and 
still is, widespread agreement that Roe v. Wade was one of the most 
unsound constitutional decisions in the history of the United States 
as a matter of legal theory. A majority of the Supreme Court, at one 
time or another, have so indicated in their writings and said that 
Roe should be overturned. But in 1992 when the decision finally 
came back before the United States Supreme Court in a case called 
Planned Parenthood v. Casey, a majority of the Court held that 
even though Roe v. Wade may have been wrongly decided, it had 
become part of the fabric of society. Under the doctrine of stare 
decisis, a majority held the decision should continue to have bind-
ing effect as an interpretation of the constitution. Again, Justices 
Kennedy and O’Connor, the key swing Justices on the Court stated 
it this way:

“To eliminate the issue of reliance that easily, however, 
one would need to limit cognizable reliance to specific 
instances of sexual activity. But to do this would be simply 
to refuse to face the fact that for two decades of economic 
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and social developments, people have organized intimate 
relationships and made choices that define their views of 
themselves and their places in society, in reliance on the 
availability of abortion in the event that contraception 
should fail. The ability of women to participate equally in 
the economic and social life of the Nation has been facil-
itated by their ability to control their reproductive lives.”

Planned Parenthood v. Casey, 505 U.S.  
833, 856 (1989).

While Clayton was working as a volunteer in the late 90’s 
with TJF in limited government, free markets, private property, 
and parental rights cases, he constantly told me that TJF should do 
something on the pro-life issue. His constant refrain was, “If we’re 
a justice organization, how can we not do something about abor-
tion?” My constant reply was, “Clayton, we are not called to fight 
abortion. We both know it’s wrong, but only God can end abortion 
in America and I feel God has called us to work on other issues.” 
Clayton is a man of great faith and he continued to pray that, “Roe 
v. Wade is not the law of the land in America. There is a higher law 
than Roe v. Wade which is true justice.”

Women’s Health Protection Task Force

In 1997, two recent women graduates, Kathleen Cassidy-
Goodman and Anna Torres, of St. Mary’s Law School in San 
Antonio came to me and asked if they could work on prolife activ-
ities. They began to represent women who had been injured by 
abortion under the umbrella of the Texas Justice Foundation. We 
had been contacted by Elizabeth, a young woman who had an 
abortion performed on her at the Alamo Women’s Health Services, 
Inc. abortion facility in San Antonio, Texas. It turned out that her 
abortion was performed by abortion facility employees rather than 
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an actual doctor. The bookkeeper and her husband thought, after 
watching abortions, that they could perform them as well as the 
doctor. [Today the abortionists claim abortion is so simple you 
don’t have to see a doctor – nurses can do it, or you just take a pill. 
This gives women a lower standard of care than men, and results 
in death and other injuries.] They began scheduling abortions and 
pocketing the money themselves, instead of reporting it to the 
abortion doctor. Elizabeth, and numerous other women, received 
severe injuries during their abortions.

Elizabeth’s uterus was ruptured. One of the most common risks 
of surgical abortion is a ruptured uterus. Since the baby is literally 
scraped out of the mother’s womb with sharp instruments, it is very 
easy to puncture a woman’s uterus. In fact, it is so common that 
when women sue for malpractice against abortionists for ruptured 
uteruses, the abortionist’s defense is often that this an accepted, 
standard risk of abortion. They never tell a woman seeking an 
abortion the risk is so great that if they puncture the uterus it is 
simply considered part of the risk of having an abortion, but this 
is their defense after the fact and they can be successful at making 
that claim stick.

In addition to Elizabeth, others had also been injured in the 
same clinic. To our shock and dismay, as Anna Torres and Kathleen 
Cassidy Goodman began to work on the case, we found that the 
Texas Department of Health was doing nothing to protect wom-
en’s health in this situation. The culture of protecting abortionists 
rather than women was so strong that the Department of Health 
was doing nothing about it. In fact, we obtained the sworn testi-
mony of a Texas state trooper who stated the Department of Health 
was not cooperating with the Texas Rangers.

This was my first shocking exposure to the realities of the abor-
tion industry. Instead of protecting women, as the Roe decision 
assumed they would, abortionists were intent primarily on exploit-
i  
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court in Houston, Texas, abortion doctors who performed abortions 
themselves in their own offices and were seeking to avoid being 
regulated by the state of Texas, testified that high volume abortion 
facilities needed regulation because they were like “cattle calls.” 
(Women’s Med. Ctr. v. Bell, 248 F.3d 411 (5th Cir. 2001).

I still did not feel personally called to work on abortion, but if 
these young women were willing to volunteer their time and work 
on these cases, I felt we had to go forward. Thus, we created the 
Women’s Health Protection Task Force to try to protect women 
injured by abortion. We worked on strengthening abortion facility 
regulations in Texas, which failed to provide adequate regulations. 
This is sadly true in every state in the Union. The defenders of the 
abortion industry, represented at this time by the Center for Law 
and Reproductive Policy, work to protect the doctors, rather than 
the women.

When Texas stiffened its regulation, the abortionists sued. 
The abortionists won at the trial court level but were reversed 
by the Fifth Circuit Court of Appeals which basically upheld the 
provisions of Texas Abortion Facility regulations, except for two 
interesting exceptions. After hearing extensive testimony from 
abortion doctors themselves, the Fifth Circuit struck down the por-
tion of the regulations which required abortions to be performed 
in a manner which enhanced a woman’s “dignity,” “self-worth,” 
and “self-esteem.” The Fifth Circuit held that because abortion is 
nearly always a tragic decision, it cannot be objectively performed 
in a manner which enhances a woman’s “esteem” and “dignity”. 
Yet, these were the very reasons given by the U.S. Supreme Court 
in Casey as to why legal abortion had to continue to be the law of 
the land. Casey claimed that abortion enhances a woman’s dignity 
and autonomy.

“These matters, involving the most intimate and personal 
choices a person may make in a lifetime, choices central 
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to personal dignity and autonomy, are central to the liberty 
protected by the Fourteenth Amendment. At the heart of 
liberty is the right to define one’s own concept of existence, 
of meaning, of the universe, and of the mystery of human 
life. Beliefs about these matters could not define the attri-
butes of personhood were they formed under compulsion 
of the State.”

Planned Parenthood v. Casey, 505 U.S. 
 833, 851 (1992)

Yet Casey was not based on any evidence from women about 
how abortion actually affected women. The Supreme Court merely 
assumed abortion was good for women. To the contrary, the Fifth 
Circuit’s decision was based on actual evidence from abortionists 
themselves and the real impact of abortion on real women. This 
shows the effect that actual evidence can have in changing the 
opinion of the courts about abortion.

On February 18, 1999, I had a very vivid, realistic dream of 
hand-to-hand combat, a knife and fist fight. I do not normally 
remember my dreams at all. I have never based my conduct on 
a dream in the past and did not significantly change my conduct 
based on this dream, but it is something that I have pondered in 
my heart ever since. In the dream I saw an evil-looking Texas 
“Icehouse”, known in other parts of the country as a tavern or 
beer parlor or beer joint. There were black-jacketed thugs hanging 
around outside and it was a seedy-looking place. I knew it was a 
good place to avoid. But something was telling me that I had to 
go inside. I felt compelled to go inside and as I started in, I was 
attacked. I threw my attacker to the ground, finally, very hard. He 
got up with a knife and stabbed me several times, but not mortally, 
and I finally stabbed him to death. This was not a nightmare. I was 
not terrified or panic-stricken like in a bad dream. It was just a very 
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realistic dream. I even related it to my wife, Susan, the next morn-
ing because it was so unusual.

I recorded this dream on the February 18th page of my journal 
at the time which was based on, My Utmost for His Highest, by 
Oswald Chambers. The passage for that day was, “Rise, let us be 
going” based on Matthew 26:46. Oswald Chambers stated:

“The disciples went to sleep when they should have kept 
awake, and when they realized what they had done it pro-
duced despair. A sense of the irreparable is apt to make 
us despair, and we say, “It is all up now, it is no use try-
ing anymore.” If we imagine that this kind of despair is 
exceptional, we are mistaken. It is a very ordinary, human 
experience. Whenever we realize that we have not done 
that which we have had a magnificent opportunity of doing, 
then we are apt to sink into despair; and Jesus Christ comes 
and says – “Sleep on now, that opportunity is lost forever. 
You cannot alter it, but arise and go to the next thing.” Let 
the past sleep but let it sleep in the bosom of Christ, and go 
out into the irresistible future with Him.”

There have been despairing times for me in my life as I looked 
at past failures. I know that for many of the women who have 
had abortions, despair can be a constant companion, or a constant 
threat, because they think that there is nothing that they can do to 
overcome this one act. But Oswald Chambers says that we can go 
forward and that just as the disciples sinned by sleeping when they 
should have been watching with Jesus, we can arise and do the next 
thing. He says:

“If we are inspired of God, what is the next thing? To 
trust Him absolutely and to pray on the ground of His 
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Redemption. Never let the sense of failure corrupt your 
new action.”

Sometime later I came back to this page in my journal and 
wrote, “Life Litigation League – come in the Name of the Lord! 
Do not let past failures hinder our future action – Life Litigation 
League will be our greatest victory.” After the second dream, which 
I will describe in the next paragraph, and our Monday morning 
meeting, we purposed to form a Life Litigation League and do pro-
life work.

The next day, Saturday, February 19th, 1999, almost a year 
before I ever met Norma, I had another extremely vivid dream 
which followed the previous night’s dream. This time it was about 
hand-to-hand combat with Roman legions. I was holding a very 
blunt, short sword and I had to fight very, very hard. I did not die. 
The battle was very vigorous, but finally I killed my opponents. 
It was not scary, terrifying, or panic inducing. There was a sense 
of great realism about the dream. Again, I felt that it was a very 
necessary battle, but not a pleasant one at all. Later, I learned that 
when Joseph interpreted Pharoah’s dream, he said it came twice in 
different forms because the thing was certain and would come soon 
(Genesis 41:32).

The following Monday morning, we met with Pastor Peter 
Spencer and an attorney in private practice named Terry George. 
Terry attended Peter’s church, Harvest Fellowship Church in San 
Antonio. Peter is an extremely brave, dedicated, artistic, talented, 
gifted, and passionate preacher. He has not been afraid as a preacher 
to speak out against abortion. In that meeting both he and Terry 
George encouraged Texas Justice Foundation to become more 
involved in the abortion issue. Pastor Spencer felt very strongly 
that we needed to focus on the harm to women, not just the harm to 
the child. He strongly felt the church needed to be compassionate 



49

Reversing Roe v. Wade

towards women in crisis pregnancies. We must address the real 
harm that abortion and unplanned pregnancy does to women.

Again, I was not sure the Texas Justice Foundation should be 
involved in this, though it certainly was a noble, worthy purpose. 
By this time Kathleen Cassidy Goodman and Anna Torres were 
working as staff on the Women’s Health Protection Task Force. 
As a result of the meeting, Terry George began to work with us as 
a volunteer on the Women’s Health Protection Task Force and we 
began to have meetings with potential donors about whether or not 
Texas Justice Foundation should form a “Life Litigation League”. 
We felt, at the time, perhaps that it was something that a separate 
organization should be created to do. We also considered having 
Kathleen Cassidy-Goodman, Clayton Trotter, and Terry George 
form a specialized litigation firm for the purpose of suing abor-
tion providers for malpractice. We constantly prayed for God’s 
guidance as to what direction He wanted us to go. The word from 
Oswald Chambers for that day, February 19th, was:

“We have to take the first step as though there were no God. 
It is no use to wait for God to help us, He will not; but 
immediately we arise, we find He is there. Whenever God 
inspires, the initiative is a moral one. We must do the thing 
and not lie like a log. If we will arise and shine, drudgery 
becomes divinely transfigured.”

My Utmost for His Highest Journal:  
Selections for the Year, The Golden Book of Oswald 

Chambers, A Barber Book: Discovery House Publishers

We attempted to follow this advice by taking the first step, 
even though we didn’t know where we were going. And yet, just 
as Oswald Chambers suggested, later events clearly demonstrated 
God was with us. This has happened so often now, I have begun to 
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say to our staff, “I don’t know where we’re going, or how we’ll get 
there; but He does, and He will.”

On March 19th, 1999, I offered Terry George a full-time 
Women’s Health Task Force position with TJF based entirely on 
faith, not on our financial condition at the time.

At this time, Clayton Trotter, was still a full-time professor 
at Trinity University in San Antonio, Texas. Clayton was very 
involved as a volunteer in our efforts at this time. The Texas Justice 
Foundation voted to consider starting a separate pro-life litigation 
foundation and offer Clayton a full-time job with the new pro-life 
litigation foundation. After prayer, he declined to accept the posi-
tion even though he felt passionately about ending Roe v. Wade. It 
was quite miraculous that the board of the Texas Justice Foundation 
would vote to even consider using some of the resources of the 
Texas Justice Foundation for a pro-life litigation league.

TJF had been formed as an organization to fight for limited 
government, free markets, private property, and parental rights. 
Our organization had somewhat avoided social issues in the past. 
The decision and the calling seemed to be unanimous by the Board 
that we should explore our options, though there was still a desire 
to keep it separate from the Texas Justice Foundation by creating 
a separate entity.

I want to further testify to the faithfulness and provision of the 
Lord Jesus Christ. As a former trial lawyer and professor, I knew 
nothing about fund-raising. When we started the Texas Justice 
Foundation, we had a grant from a corporation which wishes to 
remain anonymous to litigate for school-choice in Texas. This 
$100,000 dollar grant would last us about a year.

If God had told me that I would have to raise as much money as 
has been given to the Texas Justice Foundation, I would probably 
never have taken the job. It is God who provides the resources and 
directs our footsteps. It is because of the Lord, working through the 
voluntary contributions of His people, and even secular entities, 
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that we are able to survive. May of 1999 saw the Texas Justice 
Foundation in great need. I shared our great need with the staff and 
explained that God would be faithful if we were doing God’s will. 
Throughout my adult life, since I became a Christian in 1981, my 
life verse has been, “But seek first His kingdom and His righteous-
ness and all these things shall be yours as well.” (Matthew 6:33 
RSV). That month we received a miraculous contribution from a 
major corporation that had no reason whatsoever to give as greatly 
as it did to the Texas Justice Foundation.

I want to emphasize that I am a sinner and not a “holy” per-
son on my own that deserves any protection, blessing, or grace 
from the Lord. It is His unmerited grace and favor that sustains us. 
Throughout this time period, there were times when I felt a lack of 
faith, a hesitancy, lusts of the flesh, and other sins. It is God Who is 
faithful, not man. Only He can make and fulfill the vision.

By July, 1999, the idea of a for-profit law firm did not seem to 
be going anywhere. That summer, we added “helping women who 
had been injured in abortion” to a list of possible projects for the 
Texas Justice Foundation itself and submitted it at an Executive 
Summit to some of our major donors, supporters, and other Texas 
leaders. Many people were passionately committed to supporting 
that type of project, though we still did not know where we were 
going, or how it could be accomplished.

During October and November, 1999, I received a resume from 
Judge Jimmy D. “Skip” Hulett, Jr., who had been appointed as a 
District Judge by President Bush, in Beaumont, Texas. He was 
planning to move to San Antonio, Texas. He had experience in 
family law and was a passionate Christian attorney who had spo-
ken about the need to restore Christian justice and law in America. 
He seemed a perfect fit for the Texas Justice Foundation. Even 
though we had no money at the time, the Lord moved me to offer 
him employment, which he accepted, and he began work as our 
President in January, 2000.
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Sometime in 1999, our Women’s Health Protection Task Force 
members told me about a lawyer named Harold Cassidy and the 
Donna Santa Marie case which he had filed in New Jersey. Harold 
was one of the leading attorneys on the nationally famous Baby 
M case, which dealt with surrogate motherhood. He is one of the 
nation’s leading experts on birth mothers who place their children 
for adoption. Donna Santa Marie was a sixteen-year-old minor 
who was forced by her parents to have an abortion. 

They told me about Harold’s very interesting theories that abor-
tion was the termination of the mother-child relationship. Harold’s 
analysis was very intriguing and made abortion a parents’ rights 
case. If abortion is the termination of a parental right, then we are 
denying women equal protection when we treat women who go 
into abortion clinics differently from those who go into adoption 
agencies. Harold, in my opinion, is undoubtedly the best pro-life 
trial lawyer in America. He has sacrificed much for the pro-life 
cause.

Let me use a simple version of Harold’s analysis here. Imagine 
two women in the same circumstance, facing an unwanted preg-
nancy that places severe pressure on them. Both are scared, alone, 
shocked, in emotional turmoil, and not sure what the future holds 
for them. They are afraid, possibly panic-stricken, and facing pres-
sure from outside individuals or circumstances.

One woman is considering adoption. Before she can place her 
child, she must legally terminate her parental rights and those of 
the father. The law provides her extensive due process protections 
to protect her from being exploited at this vulnerable time in her 
life. For example, even if she signs a document agreeing to place 
the child for adoption, such a document is not legally binding in 
any state until at least a few days after birth. This goes against 
the theory of Roe v. Wade that what happens with her body is a 
woman’s choice and that she can make this decision for herself. 
Instead, the law presumes that she cannot fully know, understand, 
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and appreciate the consequences of placing her child for the rest of 
its life until she sees that baby in her arms after birth. The law pro-
tects her from outside pressure, coercion, or financial inducement. 

The fact is that many, many, many women who at first see no 
way to take care of their child and are willing to place them for 
adoption, in fact change their minds after the baby is born and do 
successfully care for their child. We do not allow anyone to pres-
sure that woman into making the decision to adopt, nor do we allow 
others to pay her for the child, even though under the reasoning of 
Roe, it might be considered “her body”, her autonomous decision.

Now in the other case, the pregnant woman decides to terminate 
her parental rights by going to an abortion clinic. Here she signs 
an immediately legally binding document which is her consent to 
terminate her parental rights through abortion. In most states, she 
receives no counseling, and certainly not from an independent, 
neutral, third–party agency licensed by the state to protect her like 
an adoption agency. This is still true even though today thousands 
of such independent non-profit counseling centers called preg-
nancy resource centers exist across America. 

Instead, she is at the mercy of people who have a financial 
interest in pressuring her to decide quickly. In the high-volume 
abortion facility, which abortionists themselves have called “cattle 
calls”, the staff is interested in processing her quickly and subtlety 
coercing her into making the decision. They tell her that it will be 
more dangerous or more expensive the longer she waits. Yet they 
tell women who come in later stages of pregnancy that abortion is 
“safe” up to the moment of birth. They do not counsel her about 
adoption alternatives, nor the fact that the man is legally respon-
sible to support the child throughout the child’s childhood. Nor 
do they give her any other advice except to get an abortion. They 
do not adequately inform her of the nature and consequences of 
abortion. This second woman is given no protection under the law.



54

Allan E. Parker, Jr.

One woman terminating her parental rights gets legal protec-
tion, the other does not. To treat women in the same or similar 
circumstances, a vulnerable pregnancy, differently depending on 
whether they go through the door of an adoption agency or an abor-
tionist is a denial of equal protection of the law. It was the women 
injured by abortion who sought out Harold. These and other theo-
ries were very interesting, new, and persuasive to me. However, I 
doubted that anything could overturn Roe v. Wade. 

A look at its abortion decisions shows that the Supreme Court 
often is not guided in this area by evidence and constitutional law, 
but by assumptions and a worldview that is hostile to life and does 
little to protect the true interest of women. I still further felt that 
TJF was not called to this battle, so I wished him well, but did not 
want to participate.

Sometime later in the fall of 1999, Harold Cassidy himself 
called me to discuss his theories. He was asking for our legal help 
and explaining his legal theories persuasively. It wasn’t until quite 
a bit into our discussion, that Harold, a devout Catholic, let down 
his legal guard and informed me that he was also trying to orga-
nize a worldwide prayer campaign to support the litigation. In my 
mind, the possibility of success began to appear a little more likely. 
If there were concerted prayer efforts, perhaps something could 
break through the stone wall around abortion. Just having a bril-
liant legal theory, and excellent witnesses (Harold has some world 
class expert witnesses), does not guarantee success in the court 
room, as I had painfully learned in our school choice case.

Harold wanted me to come to his conference in Washington, 
D.C., in January 2000, and speak in favor of his effort. I agreed. At 
that time, I believed that his legal theories were correct: that they 
were the right thing to do. Sometimes you just have to do the right 
thing and let the chips fall where they may. However, I still felt 
that I was merely supporting Harold’s efforts and that TJF was not 
going to be involved in a major way.



55

Reversing Roe v. Wade

Since I would be going to the March for Life in Washington, 
D.C., in January for the first time, and preparing to provide some 
assistance to Harold in whatever way we could, I was given Norma 
McCorvey’s book called Won by Love. This was the story of how 
Norma McCorvey, the “Roe” of Roe v. Wade, was transformed by 
the overwhelming love of God from a pro-abortion advocate to a 
pro-life advocate. As I read the book, I began to feel Norma should 
be involved some way in overturning Roe v. Wade. I had only read 
half the book by the time I met Norma in Washington, D.C., at the 
Rose Dinner, which is the annual banquet in conjunction with the 
March for Life held each year in Washington on the anniversary 
of Roe v. Wade. I was introduced to her briefly for the first time by 
Harold and I told her that I thought she would be very involved in 
overturning Roe v. Wade. I did not know at that time, as I hadn’t 
even finished her book, that she had dedicated her life to overturn-
ing Roe v. Wade. She had even created her own non-profit ministry 
called “Roe No More”.

The day after the Rose Dinner was the day scheduled for 
Harold’s conference. There was a tremendous snowstorm that 
day that shut down the federal government and the Washington, 
D.C. airport and metro. Thousands of people were stranded in 
Washington, D.C., that day. Many people came to the conference 
in the March For Life hotel who would not otherwise have been 
able to attend. In addition, some people who were supposed to 
come to the conference could not. 

What seemed to be a terrible disruption in Harold’s plans, 
turned out providentially to be a blessing. We were able to dis-
cuss plans with Harold in much greater detail than we had before. 
Norma herself was snowed in and stayed to watch, unknown to me 
at the time. Norma saw me and heard me speak. TJF’s President 
Emeritus, Judge Jimmy D. “Skip” Hulett, Jr., was with me at that 
time. We offered the services of TJF to file an Amicus, or Friend of 
the Court Brief, on behalf of Norma McCorvey and Sandra Cano in 



56

Allan E. Parker, Jr.

the Donna Santa Marie case if they were willing to have us repre-
sent them. Harold had already been in contact with the women and 
explained his case to them. Both of them had indicated to Harold 
their willingness to assist in Donna Santa Marie. We told Harold 
that he could offer our assistance to the two women who had ironi-
cally won landmark abortion cases if they so desired.

On the way home from Washington, I had to have a layover in 
the Dallas-Fort Worth Airport, on the way to San Antonio. I had 
been deeply stirred by marching in front of the Supreme Court and 
by meeting Norma McCorvey, the “Roe” of Roe v. Wade. I was 
reflecting on these things, pondering them in my heart, when it 
hit me for the first time that Norma McCorvey herself could file a 
motion to overturn Roe v. Wade. Such a motion would have to be 
filed right there in Dallas, Texas, in the original court where Roe v. 
Wade started.

It involved a little known and seldom used Rule of Civil 
Procedure called a Rule 60 Motion. In fact, even though I had 
taught civil procedure for six years, I did not know about the rule 
when I taught at the law school. But a few years earlier, in one 
of our education cases, TJF had represented a little girl who had 
been assaulted five times in two years in her public middle school. 
She was denied a transfer to a safer school on the grounds that it 
would violate a thirty-year-old desegregation decree. For the first 
time in my life, we filed a Rule 60 Motion seeking relief from the 
thirty-year-old decree. After a year and a half of litigation, we were 
successful in getting this little girl a transfer to a safer school.

I pondered the rule in the Dallas Airport. It seemed to me that it 
was a viable method for attacking Roe. There are no time limits in 
such a case, unlike many Rules of Civil Procedure. The Supreme 
Court used the same mechanism to set aside its own twelve-year-
old precedent in 1995 in Agostini v. Felton. Agostini was a religious 
liberty case. Thus, I knew it was legally possible, but I kept asking 
God, “Is this really what You want us to do? How can anyone break 
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through the stronghold of abortion?” At this point, I felt that it was 
a good idea, but if it was just my idea, I did not think it would have 
much chance of success. Then February 11th-12th, 2000, came, 
and after my first conversation with Sandra Cano, we received 
God’s promise that He would cancel the “covenant with death”. 
We became the lawyers for Norma McCorvey and Sandra Cano.

In March, 2000, we held a press conference at the Washington 
Press Club to announce that Norma McCorvey and Sandra Cano 
were filing a Friend of the Court Brief in the Donna Santa Marie 
litigation. We offered Clayton Trotter a job as General Counsel 
on April 29, 2000. Clayton gave up a tenured faculty position to 
accept as of June 1, 2000.

Around March, 2000, a woman named Susan began to meet 
with us at our weekly prayer sessions on Wednesdays at noon. She 
came to have very detailed Scriptural messages, directives, and 
warnings for us. These were so specific we wondered whether they 
came from God or Susan. However, the Lord seemed to be saying 
to us the same things in other areas. After a while, Susan revealed 
that she had suffered the pain of abortion in her life. She felt that 
God was leading her to help women who had been hurt by abor-
tion. She became the Director of Women’s Outreach of the Texas 
Justice Foundation and a leader of our efforts to reach post-abor-
tive women.

By August, 2000, Texas Justice Foundation had the greatest 
number of employees that it ever had in its seven-year existence. 
We were doing both conservative legal cases and issues on property 
rights, school choice, limited government, etc. We also found that 
we had no money. We had dedicated our organization to the Lord 
as the staff of God. But in August, 2000, I wrote the death certifi-
cate of the Texas Justice Foundation. It was a letter of termination 
and release of all the employees, including myself and Clayton, 
who had left a tenured position two months before, because we had 
no funds. I wept and prayed and cried out to God. This was the 7th 
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anniversary of Texas Justice Foundation. It felt like death of our 
vision.

Birth of The Justice Foundation

I believe this was the beginning of the new Justice Foundation 
in the eighth year of our existence. We were forced to completely 
re-evaluate our priorities. We had to lay off one-third of the employ-
ees of the Texas Justice Foundation and leave only those activities 
which were related to our new mission. We kept only our cases 
which were on appeal in the area of property rights and determined 
that we would not take any new property rights cases. We also kept 
our Parental Rights Council, but very reduced. Our focus was to 
be overturning Roe v. Wade. In September, we met with a major 
Christian philanthropist, and talked with him about Operation 
Outcry. During that meeting, he gave us the Prayer of Jabez:

“And Jabez called upon the God of Israel saying, “Oh that 
you would bless me indeed, and enlarge my territory, that 
Your hand would be with me, and that You would keep me 
from evil, that I might not cause pain.”

I Chronicles 4:10

I wrote in my journal that Jabez means, “born in pain”, as the 
new Justice Foundation has been born in pain. It hurts to lay off 
employees when you have been like family. I also checked, at that 
time, on whether or not it would be possible to change the name 
to The Justice Foundation, rather than simply the Texas Justice 
Foundation. We later did change the name officially to The Justice 
Foundation. The philanthropist and his family later became one of 
the Pillars of the Justice Foundation, a major financial contributor.
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When considering whether to fight abortion, one of the warn-
ings I received in early 1999 from Carol Everett, the author of The 
Scarlet Lady, and a former abortionist, was we could expect our 
funding would decrease dramatically if we got involved. I didn’t 
believe her, but she was right on the money. Between March, 2000, 
and August, 2000, we suffered a severe decrease in funding. Until 
Roe and Doe are canceled, [and now until abortion is made illegal 
in all 50 states] we will always need your help financially to con-
tinue this project. If God is speaking to your heart, please listen to 
Him and give generously. Tax deductible gifts can be mailed to The 
Justice Foundation, P.O. Box 40458, San Antonio, Texas, 78229, 
or made by credit card at www.thejusticefoundation.org.

In October 2000, the Lord directed me to study the faith of 
Abraham, because my faith was being tested severely at this time. 
Our financial situation was still very weak, but I wanted to be like 
Abraham in my faith. This is why I relate the promise that God has 
given to end the covenant with death when I speak about Operation 
Outcry and in this book. Even when he was old, and as good as 
dead, it is said of Abraham:

“Yet with respect to the promise of God, he did not waiver 
in unbelief, but grew strong in faith, giving glory to God, 
being fully assured that what He had promised, He was 
able also to perform.”

Romans 4:20 (NASB)

My faith is not in legal skill, Presidents, lawyers, or judges, 
but in the Lord Almighty. In Genesis 18: 20, the outcry of Sodom 
and Gomorrah was so great, it reached the Lord’s ears. This was 
the first great lesson that God gave to Abraham in righteousness 
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and justice. Abraham was supposed to teach this justice and righ-
teousness to his children (Genesis 18:19). The angels told Lot later 
they were,

“...about to destroy this place, because their outcry has 
become so great before the Lord that the Lord has sent us 
to destroy it.”

Genesis 19:13

This is another sense in which the term “outcry” is an appropri-
ate name for this legal effort. I believe that the outcry from sexual 
sins, abortion, and the spilling of innocent blood cries out to God. 
If we do not cry out for mercy, if we do not repent, then God would 
be unjust to Sodom and Gomorrah if He does not punish America 
as well for its sexual sins.

Legal Strategy

Operation Outcry seeks to overturn the U.S. Supreme Court 
ruling of Roe v. Wade [and now to Make Abortion Illegal in all 50 
States] by mobilizing those who have been silent about the harmful 
effects of abortion. This can be accomplished only through prayer 
and with the testimonies of women who have suffered harm from 
abortion.

We are engaged in a mobilization effort to gather testimonies 
from thousands (Norma wants millions) of post-abortive women 
who have suffered from the tragedy of abortion. These testimonies 
are collected and submitted to The Justice Foundation, who will 
then organize and prepare the forms to be used as evidence in liti-
gation to preserve the life of the unborn and protect the women who 
are harmed, exploited, and deceived at their most vulnerable time 
in motherhood. These forms may be used in a series of court cases 
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to end the systematic exploitation of women by abortion. [They 
have also been used in state legislatures and the U.S. Congress]

A woman has the right to be protected from exploitation 
during one of the most defenseless times in her life: A Vulnerable 
Pregnancy! In 1973 the Roe Court said:

“We need not resolve the difficult question of when life 
begins . . . the judiciary, at this point in the development of 
man’s knowledge, is not in a position to speculate as to the 
answer.”

TJF engaged in a Threefold Legal Strategy to Overturn Roe v. 
Wade, which proceeded in three phrases.

Strategy 1: The Donna Santa Marie Case

In 2003, we filed Friend of the Court briefs on Norma and 
Sandra’s behalf in the Donna Santa Marie case, in which they 
asked the Court to overturn their cases. This was a historic event in 
United States jurisprudence. This case will be appealed all the way 
to the United States Supreme Court.

[This was the first time the U.S. Supreme Court was legally 
made aware that Roe and Doe – Norma and Sandra – both wanted 
to reverse their own cases. But the Court declined to hear this case. 
Reversal had to wait for another day.]

Strategy 2: Suing the Texas Department of Health 
for Failure to Protect Women’s Health in Abortions

TJF filed a lawsuit January 22, 2002, on behalf of eight women 
hurt by abortion against the Department of Health in Texas asking 
for judgment that the Texas Department of Health and the Board of 
Medical Examiners failed to adequately protect women’s health by 
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not enforcing existing abortion facility regulations. [The case was 
successful, resulting in a settlement with the State of Texas that 
paid attorney fees, and obtained the following relief for our clients 
and the women of Texas:

•	 TDH presented to the Board of Heath (“the Board”), a 
recommendation it adopted, a proposed rule requiring 
abortion facilities to provide a pamphlet about abortion risk 
to all women seeking an abortion.

•	 TDH will send a letter to abortion facilities indicating that 
TDH considers the sonogram part of a woman’s medical 
record, which she has the right to see at any time if she 
so requests, including a request made during the sonogram 
procedure.

•	 TDH will recommend a proposed rule to the Board that 
it require abortion facilities identification for all women 
to obtain an abortion. If the woman does not have such 
identification, she will be required to execute an affidavit 
indicating that she does not have appropriate identification 
and indicating her date of birth. Abortion facilities will be 
required to keep a copy of the identification presented or 
the affidavit in its files.

•	 TDH will send a memorandum to all abortion facilities 
reminding them of their statutory duties regarding parental 
notification and advising that surveyors will be looking 
for appropriate documentation that a reasonable effort was 
made to notify the parents in accordance with Chapter 33 
of the Family Code. The surveyors will examine minors’ 
files to ensure the reasonable effort was made. TDH will 
instruct its surveyors to oversample minors’ files to search 
for evidence of parental notification.

•	 TDH will jointly develop a training program for abortion 
facility personnel concerning their individual duties to 
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report child abuse, how to identify and recognize abuse, 
and the jurisdiction of Protective and Regulatory Services 
and local law enforcement over child abuse. 

•	 TDH currently conducts one unannounced yearly inspection 
at each of the approximately forty abortion facilities in 
Texas. TDH will recommend a proposed rule to the Board 
to change rule 139.31 (c)(1) which allows a surveyor to tell 
an abortion facility the exact day and time of the survey, 
and instead, adopt a rule that these yearly inspections be 
unannounced, although they will occur within a three-
month period prior to the anniversary date of the facilities’ 
licenses. In addition, TDH will conduct additional, 
unscheduled surveys at a minimum of ten percent (10%) of 
the abortion facilities in Texas each year.

•	 TDH will notify abortion facilities that individual 
counseling must be provided concerning private medical 
information and that a woman seeking an abortion must be 
given a private opportunity to ask questions.

•	 The Texas Medical Disclosure Panel will reevaluate the 
adequacy of the risk disclosure currently required for 
the D&C procedure on List A. The Panel also agrees to 
establish a separate procedure and listing of medical risks 
for abortion under List A.

Strategy 3: Overturning Roe and Doe

The third strategy was to challenge Roe v. Wade under Federal 
Rule 60 as no longer just and equitable. As parties to the litiga-
tion, Norma and Sandra can reopen their cases and ask that they be 
reversed. We need thousands of affidavits, and we cannot file until 
we have enough evidence. By helping to collect affidavits, you can 
hasten the day we file the Motion. We will pray and seek the Lord’s 
timing for this filing, but you must help us now.
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[Norma and Sandra, though both were deceased by that time, 
were finally successful on June 24, 2022, when Dobbs reversed 
Roe. In chapter 7 and 8 we will revel in God’s power and glory by 
showcasing the signs and wonders He performed.]

The Importance of Women’s Testimony

[Now that Roe is reversed, the battle begins to Make Abortion 
Illegal in all 50 States. Testimonies are more important than ever.]

If you are a woman who has had an abortion, we need your 
truth. You can fill out the declaration form online or download a 
form from our website at www.operationoutcry.org. The Bible says 
if you confess your sins, God will forgive you. “If we confess our 
sins, He is faithful and just to forgive us.” I John 1:9. You may 
feel your sin is too great for God to forgive. But there is healing in 
confession.

“By this we shall come to know (perceive, recognize, and 
understand) that we are of the Truth, and can reassure 
(quiet, conciliate, and pacify) our hearts in His presence, 
whenever our hearts in [tormenting] self-accusation make 
us feel guilty and condemn us. [For we are in God’s hands.] 
For He is above and greater than our consciences (our 
hearts), and He knows (perceives and understands) every-
thing (nothing is hidden from Him.)”

1 John 3: 19-21 Amplified Bible, Zondervan

The Bible states it another way when it says: “He who con-
ceals his [her] sins does not prosper, but whoever confesses and 
renounces them finds mercy.” (Psalm 28:13). Shame and secrecy 
are not from God but from Satan. Satan hides in the darkness. God 
lives in the light. As you cry out to God, ask Him to, “Hide your 
face from my sins and blot out all my iniquity. Create in me a clean 
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heart, O God, and renew a steadfast spirit within me.” (Psalm 
51:9-10). Finally, know this:

“Therefore,[there is] no condemnation (no adjudging guilty 
of wrong) for those who are in Christ Jesus, who live [and] 
walk not after the dictates of the flesh, but after the dictates 
of the Spirit. For the law of the Spirit of life in Christ Jesus 
[the law of our new being] has freed me from the law of sin 
and death.”

Romans 8:1-2 AMP.

You are not alone. “All have sinned and fall short of the glory 
of God.” (Romans 3:23). [4,728 women have already filled out an 
affidavit or on our declarations page which were submitted to the 
Supreme Court in the Operation Outcry Brief of 2,249 Women 
Injured by Abortion in the Dobbs case. But we need thousands 
more for the battle in every state. 

Very soon after the Dobbs decision, our Operation Outcry rep-
resentative from Indiana called us to ask for women’s testimonies 
since the legislature was considering banning abortion. We gave 
them all our Indiana testimonies to put one from every county on 
the desks of the legislators. A few of our key Operation Outcry 
representatives testified in person. Indiana passed the law banning 
abortion with a few exceptions, which means we keep working. The 
women’s testimonies show we don’t need rape and incest excep-
tions. Incest exceptions especially only help the abuser, because 
the evidence of his crime is destroyed and the abuse continues. 
With respect to a rape exception, why add the trauma of abortion 
to a rape victim’s life. We can do the same or more in every state 
where abortion is still legal.]

Operation Outcry: Silent No More allows post-abortive women 
who have suffered in silence from the harm of abortion to speak 
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out. No longer do these women need to hide behind the fear of 
their shame. The abortion industry has abused, exploited, and used 
women, and then cast them aside, along with killing their children. 
This national mobilization effort provides post-abortive women the 
opportunity to inform America of the true nature of abortion and its 
consequences. The most effective people to share this message are 
those who have experienced abortion.

[We are asking post-abortive women today to fill out a legal 
form called a declaration under penalty of perjury, a one-page doc-
ument consisting of nine questions about their abortion experience. 
A declaration form can be found online at www.thejusticefounda-
tion.org/operationoutcry, or download the form, fill it out and mail 
your declaration to: The Justice Foundation, P.O. Box 40458, San 
Antonio, Texas 78229.] These declarations will be used as evi-
dence to demonstrate how abortion harms women. Sharing your 
testimony encourages other women to choose life. Additionally, 
many post-abortive women are relieved when they realize that they 
are not alone in their suffering. Those who know their pain but 
have received God’s forgiveness need to be Silent No More and 
bring America this message of hope, healing, and purpose through 
the testimony of God’s Word and truth in your own lives. Men may 
fill out the declaration and describe how abortion affected them, 
and these will be used.

The information – but not personal contact data – from com-
pleted declarations may also be used to inform legislatures and 
American leaders about the risks of abortion. (The woman may 
tell us whether to use her first name, initials only or full name. We 
recommend initials or first name, unless you are publicly speak-
ing about your abortion after healing.) The Justice Foundation is 
a non-profit organization and Operation Outcry is a legal mobili-
zation effort. It is not political action to support Operation Outcry, 
and collecting testimonies does not jeopardize the non-profit tax 
status of any church or organization. 
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We understand that some of these women may not be in a 
position to allow their full names to be used. The testimonies will 
be kept confidential in our office. Each woman has the option of 
checking either full name or initials only. If the woman desires 
her testimony remains confidential, her initials will be used and 
the remainder of her personal information will be blacked out. All 
addresses will be blacked out when the forms are submitted to the 
court. TJF will make every effort to protect women’s confidential-
ity, and courts have protected women. Most likely it will be kept 
confidential, but we can make no absolute guarantee in litigation. 

Operation Outcry Saves Lives

You might not have the faith at this point to believe Operation 
Outcry will be ultimately successful in making abortion illegal in 
all fifty states. I, myself, resisted involvement for many months 
because I did not think anything could overcome Roe v. Wade. 
Faith is a gift given by God and He gives it in different measures 
to different people. Yet, you might still want to participate in 
Operation Outcry simply because it is the truth. It is the right thing 
to do and it advances the pro-life cause. Some people feel it could 
be as useful as the movement to ban partial birth abortion, which 
was not successful in overturning Roe v. Wade, but certainly did 
increase public awareness of the gruesome nature of abortion and 
the fact that it was killing a human child. It also helped prepare the 
hearts of the Supreme Court Justices as they had to open their eyes 
and rule on this admittedly “gruesome procedure.” (Gonzales v. 
Carhart, 2007). You might want to support Operation Outcry even 
if you do not have sufficient faith to believe in its ultimate success. 
It saves lives even as we are collecting the testimonies.

The first example of saving lives is a woman named Christine 
who heard about Operation Outcry on the radio. It was not even 
a live broadcast, but a tape delayed broadcast of a program aired 
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at 2:00 A.M. When we came to work the next morning, we found 
a woman’s desperate voice on our answering machine saying the 
women describing their abortions were just like her. Christine was 
also pregnant again and considering abortion again. Sharon, one 
of our women attorneys with abortion in her own past, called her 
immediately that morning. Christine was desperate, but she wanted 
forgiveness and repentance. She also said she was going to go to 
a church. While encouraging her to go to church, Sharon told her 
that she did not even need to wait that long and that forgiveness 
was available through Jesus Christ right away if she wanted it. 
Sharon led Christine in a prayer of salvation and encouraged her 
to go to a church. She also found out where she was living and put 
her in touch with a helping ministry right in the apartment com-
plex where she lived. She assisted her in getting pre-natal care. 
Christine decided to save the life of her baby.

Another example of saving lives through Operation Outcry 
occurred in July 2001. A young girl, 14 years old, called our office 
and spoke to Kathleen Cassidy-Goodman, a leader on our Women’s 
Health Protection Task Force. The teen explained she was pregnant 
and her mother was forcing her to have an abortion. This situation 
is so common, yet so infrequently discussed. The Supreme Court 
had given minors the right to “choose” an abortion in Planned 
Parenthood v. Danforth, but our affidavits show in too many situa-
tions it is not the child’s decision, but the parents’.

The parents are often not thinking of the child, but of the shame 
and embarrassment that will occur to the family if this occurs, or 
the “harm” to their daughter’s future. The harm from taking a 
human life and its effect on their daughter is hidden from them, but 
revealed in our affidavits. This young girl heard about the Texas 
Justice Foundation through a Crisis Pregnancy Center. 

She asked Kathleen to talk with her mother on Wednesday 
night at 6:00 P.M. Shortly before 6:00 p.m., the young girl called 
Kathleen and said she wanted to talk to her mother by herself. 
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Kathleen said, “Fine,” but asked her to call her afterwards to let 
her know what happened. The next morning, the young girl called 
again, crying that her mother was still insisting that she have an 
abortion. Kathleen wanted to go to court immediately to get a tem-
porary injunction to prevent this parent from forcing her child to 
commit murder. However, TJF believes strongly in parental rights, 
though not in the right to force a child to commit murder, just as 
a parent could not lawfully force a child to steal or commit other 
crimes against humanity.

I told Kathleen we must first appeal to the mother as the one 
in authority before we would ever go to court. I also asked if there 
were any other authorities in the child’s life and Kathleen explained 
the young girl went to church. 

I asked Kathleen to contact the girl’s Catholic priest since 
he was the family’s recognized spiritual authority over the child 
and mother. Kathleen and the local priest went to visit the mother 
together. Kathleen also took affidavits already collected from 
women who had been forced to have abortions by their parents. 
The names and addresses were deleted to protect the confidenti-
ality of the women. However, the pain of having been forced to 
have an abortion and the lifelong consequences of that decision 
were apparent to the mother. After a discussion with her priest and 
reviewing the evidence, the mother gave permission for the young 
girl to go into a home for unwed mothers. Thus, this child and this 
family have been spared tremendous pain. After a time of healing, 
the mother brought her daughter home to be with her.

In far too many instances, the sexual license of the 60’s allows 
older men to prey on teenage girls. This is not liberation. This is 
exploitation of women. Yet Planned Parenthood, in San Antonio, 
celebrated in its newsletter the fact that it “helped” by providing 
birth control for a 13-year-old girl. Sex by 13-year-old girls is 
sexual abuse, and should be reported to the public authorities, not 
celebrated.



70

Allan E. Parker, Jr.

Center Against Forced Abortions (CAFA)

As a result of collecting over 2000 testimonies of Women 
Injured By Abortion, TJF started a sub-ministry called the Center 
Against Forced Abortions. In 2009, TJF’s Center Against Forced 
Abortion [CAFA] provides free legal resources and training for 
women, lawyers, police, school counselors, and pregnancy resource 
centers to help mothers who are being unduly pressured, forced or 
coerced into an unwanted abortion. We estimate the Center’s train-
ing, assistance, and legal tools save between 1000-2000 mothers 
and babies annually. You can go to www.thejusticefoundation.org/
cafa for all the free resources available to stop a forced abortion. 
You can also call us at (210) 614-7157.

On a final, somewhat side note, I want to say one thing about 
the name, Operation Outcry. Some don’t like the name because 
it sounds like Operation Rescue. While Operation Outcry is not 
linked to Operation Rescue in any manner, formal or informal, I 
believe the historical record should show that Operation Rescue 
did produce fruit that will benefit the overturning of legalized 
abortion in America. In particular, Operation Outcry’s strategy of 
a Rule 60 Motion to reopen Norma’s case would not be possible 
if Norma herself had not been converted through the efforts of an 
Operation Rescue sidewalk counselor’s little girl.

As described more fully in chapter three and Norma’s book, 
Won By Love, Reverend Flip Benham and Operation Rescue moved 
into the offices immediately next door to A Woman’s Choice abor-
tion clinic where Norma McCorvey was working at the time. She 
was a hellcat, as she describes herself. She was abusive to them, 
yet they overwhelmed her with Christian love and witnessing. At 
last, through the efforts of a little girl, the daughter of a sidewalk 
counselor, Norma was invited to a church where she gave her heart 
to Jesus Christ. It was the growing realization that working in the 
abortion clinic was wrong, and that she was hurting women, that 
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lead her to give her heart to the Lord and led to her conversion first 
to Protestant Evangelicalism, and then to Roman Catholicism.

Second, while Sandra Cano was always convinced she would 
not personally kill any child, and abortion was personally wrong, 
she was not always actively pro-life. It was not until 1988, when 
Operation Rescue actively picketed and rescued at abortion clinics 
in Atlanta that Sandra was convinced she was not doing enough to 
stop abortion in America. Seeing the sacrifices of pro-life rescuers 
proved to her that she needed to do more. It was then she began the 
lengthy and difficult process of unsealing her records to prove she 
was “Mary Doe”. She began to speak out against abortion because 
of the efforts of Operation Rescue. Thus, in a very real sense, if it 
were not for Operation Rescue, the two ladies who are critical may 
not have been part of Operation Outcry today.

Operation Rescue was a controversial effort because it involved 
engaging in civil disobedience in order to save the lives of women 
and children at abortion clinics. Many Christians are uncomfort-
able with the thought of civil disobedience and did not want to be 
linked in any way with Operation Rescue. 

Operation Outcry does not involve any illegal conduct whatso-
ever. It does not involve sidewalk counseling or appearing in front 
of abortion clinics. It is merely collecting truthful testimony for 
use in a court proceeding. Churches should be comfortable with 
Operation Outcry because it is not political in any way. It is not 
lobbying. It is a justice issue, which should be of great concern 
to the church. It is not campaigning for any candidate or for the 
passage of any particular legislation. Thus, it is perfectly appropri-
ate and legal for any church or non-profit group to participate in 
Operation Outcry in any manner since it does not violate IRS rules 
for 501c(3) corporations such as churches and pregnancy care cen-
ters. All the church is doing is collecting, encouraging, and sharing 
the truth. This is justice, not politics. TJF is also a 501c(3) orga-
nization like most churches. Churches can even contribute to TJF, 
and some are doing so on a regular basis.
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CHAPTER THREE

Who is Norma McCorvey?  
And Why Does “Jane Roe” Want to 

Overturn Roe v. Wade?

[This chapter was originally written in 2002, before 
Norma’s death and Dobbs. Material in Brackets added 
after the Dobbs victory overturned Roe v. Wade]

This is the story of Norma McCorvey, a woman who had a very 
hard life, who ended up pregnant and scared. She wanted an 

abortion as the only way to handle what she considered a “prob-
lem” pregnancy. She never set out to be the lead plaintiff in a suit 
to bring abortion to America. She just wanted an illegal abortion, 
quick and easy. She wanted a life, not a landmark lawsuit. Yet she 
became the “Jane Roe” of Roe v. Wade. She was not told, nor could 
she imagine what the weight of guilt would feel like for causing 
millions of deaths.

She felt used by the young lawyers who wanted to make 
abortion legal in America. One of her lawyers had had an abor-
tion herself in Mexico and now wanted others to do it as well. 
How often we want others to participate in our shameful deeds 
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to assuage our own guilt. That lawyer, Sarah Weddington, now 
suffers from breast cancer which evidence shows is linked to an 
increased risk from abortion. [She survived, and lived until Dec. 
26, 2021; 25 days after the Oral Argument in Dobbs, but before 
the decision reversed what she felt was her greatest achievement.] 
Norma was used by the system and her attorneys to bring legalized 
abortion to America. Most of this part of Norma’s story has been 
told in a made for TV movie, starring Holly Hunter as Norma, and 
in a book by Norma called I am Roe. During this period, Norma 
was an active pro-abortion advocate.

But Norma’s story did not end there, as those favoring abortion 
would have liked. Now the story moves to 1995, when Norma was 
working in an abortion clinic in Dallas, at times with her friend. 
Operation Rescue pro-lifers moved into the offices next door and 
hell breaks loose, at least on Norma’s side. Heaven seems to break 
loose from the other side. Even before their arrival, Norma’s con-
science had been bothering her greatly about the things she saw 
going on in abortion clinics. She saw the unsanitary conditions, the 
greed for money rather than concern for the women, the pain and 
crying of the women, and the baby parts in the clinics. She began to 
hear the sound of children’s feet when there were none. She heard 
the laughter of little children when there were none.

Eventually, the love of a little girl, Emily, the daughter of an 
Operation Rescue sidewalk counselor, brought Norma to church 
and the love and forgiveness of Jesus Christ. She found forgiveness 
in the love of God and has dedicated herself to pro-life work, [until 
the illness that caused her death in 2017.] She started her own min-
istry, “Roe No More”, and is a frequent speaker against abortion. 
Here is a poem she wrote about her feelings at this time.
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Empty Playgrounds
By Norma Mc Corvey

“Dear Lord, I sit across from a playground
that I visited this eve with a small child.

I know of such places where children play
and I know I’m the cause of them not being
filled with laughter and joy.

These grounds are empty
because the innocent children were killed –
dead because of the sins that I committed.

I hope, Lord, that there is a wondrous playground
that you have in heaven,
one that is well-guarded with angels
who will protect these children
and keep them safe and happy.

Lord, please make them smile and laugh up there
so that when the glorious day comes
when I’m brought up to heaven,
the children will not hold this sin against me. 

Every time I see
an empty playground, I pray
with all my heart that yours will be full.

The sun is setting low, now,
and my heart hurts for the children
who have been torn apart by abortion.
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I hope that you can put them back together
and make them whole.

If you like, Lord, you can use my body parts
in order to make these children whole –
I’ll give myself up gladly.

I know, Lord, that you can do this,
if not only for them,
for the love that I have for each and all.

For God, you gave your only Son
and his shed blood for us.

You offered your body so that we could be whole.
Yet all I did was give my baby away
so that other women could tear theirs apart.

For that, I’ll never be able
to look you in the face without shame.”

This part of the story has also been told in Norma’s second 
book, Won By Love. You are encouraged to read the book Won by 
Love for the full story.

This rest of this chapter tells how Norma came to be involved 
in Operation Outcry, [and her last days on earth.] Remember from 
chapter two how I first met Norma briefly at the Rose Banquet in 
connection with the March for Life and Harold Cassidy’s confer-
ence about the Donna Santa Marie case in January 2000. Norma 
watched my participation in Harold’s conference, unknown to me. 
By February, she had asked us to represent her in Donna Santa 
Marie’s case. We were scheduled to meet with her on Monday, 
February 14, Valentine’s Day, 2000.
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On Friday, February 11, 2000, we spoke with Sandra, and on 
Saturday we received the promise of God that the covenant with 
death would be cancelled (Isaiah 28:14-22). See Chapter Two. We 
were all thrilled and excited as we came to work on Monday morn-
ing for a staff meeting prior to leaving. I shared the promise of God 
given to me in Isaiah that weekend with my staff. Then we went 
to Dallas to meet Norma. The following briefly describes our first 
meeting on February 14, 2000, Valentine’s Day.

Clayton Trotter, myself, Skip Hulett, and Kathleen Cassidy-
Goodman traveled together to see Norma. She still lived in Dallas 
and worked with her friend, Connie Gonzales, but was now at Roe 
No More Ministries. What a change!

Kathleen told her, “We spoke with Sandra Cano on Friday.”
Norma McCorvey asked, “Oh, how is she?”
Kathleen responded, “She was great. She was really willing 

to speak with us. Skip and Allan are going down there tomorrow. 
They are going to be meeting with her on Wednesday, as well.”

“Oh, cool!”
Norma told us how she felt called by the Lord to speak against 

abortion. She said, “He likes for me to go out and speak. I wish He 
wouldn’t sometimes. You know, it gets kind of lonely. Depressing.”

Clayton introduced himself. Then I shared with Norma what 
the Lord had given to us that Friday and Saturday in Isaiah. As I 
explained in chapter two, He has given us the promise in Isaiah 
28:14-22 that the covenant with death will be cancelled.

Norma asked, “It started in Isaiah 28:14?” As she read the pas-
sages, Norma gasped.

“Yeah, exactly.” I said, “And He has made it very, very clear to 
me, if we walk in His Way and do it His Way, and we walk in the 
Spirit, God is going to overturn Roe v. Wade.”

Norma responded, “I agree. I agree. Thank you, Jesus.”
Clayton shared, “This morning when I was driving into San 

Antonio, I was playing a tape on spiritual warfare. And the first 
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song on it is, “Some men trust in horses, and some men trust in 
chariots, but we will trust in the name of our Lord.”

Then a very strange thing happened, I said. “That’s why I prob-
ably won’t be much help in this meeting because the Lord has been 
saying to me all weekend, that I must rely on him totally and com-
pletely, even if it seems strange or odd. When I came in, I may be 
the only one that got the message on your sign, 

‘This is God. I will be handling all your problems today. I 
do not need your help.’ 

(God hit me like a slap in the face that I was to just sit back and 
say nothing. I was not to take the lead, as I normally would, but to 
just let God handle the whole situation. Even though this was our 
first meeting, I was to say nothing.) I continued, “The Lord has 
been showing all of us in amazingly independent ways that Roe v. 
Wade will be cancelled. It’s a confirmation that God is going to do 
His work through us. We have some legal ideas but it’s going to be 
God that directs and guides our path. It has to be God who directs 
and guides our path. Every step of the way. If we take a big step, 
then we’ve got to seek God to be sure it’s His path. But we have 
got to be in His Will every way and every day.” From this point on, 
I was pretty silent.

Kathleen, our devout but very practical Catholic, [Clayton and 
I and most of the rest of the team are Evangelicals, or other kinds of 
Christians] told Norma, “We would like to tell you what happened 
this morning. We have an office and we have about 16 people in 
our office. About half of them are women, maybe a little bit more 
than half. We were having our Monday morning staff meeting and 
two or three women that were in the staff meeting walked up to me 
afterwards and said, ‘We have to pray for you. It’s a special prayer 
we need to pray because God has told us the women need to pray 
over you.’ And so, there is some role for others to play and there’s 
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some role for me and I don’t know what it is. I am willing to do 
whatever it is God is calling me to do. But I am astounded. I just 
get chills thinking about it now. There were two or three women, 
I can’t remember, that said the same thing and they were all right 
there behind me and they said a special prayer for women, so I 
don’t know what it is, or why it is, but I am glad to be here.” (This 
was the first I had heard about the special women’s prayer at work 
that morning. Unknown to me the women had anointed Kathleen’s 
feet with oil and tears and told her she would have a special role to 
play that day. When she came out, I noticed Kathleen was shaken, 
but she wouldn’t tell me what had happened. This is not her normal 
prayer style.)

After a long discussion with Norma about her involvement in 
the Roe case, she agreed to be part of overturning her own case. 
It was her heart’s desire at that time, and she eagerly embraced it.

Clayton said, “Lord Jesus we need to confess that You are our 
Guide and You are our North Star and there’s a lot of woods we’re 
trying to go through here and as long as we look to You, we are not 
going to be lost. We just confess that. And Lord we thank you that 
you put us together as brother and sisters in the family of God and 
we just ask that You give us wisdom and knowledge and under-
standing and forgiveness for one another and for those who do evil 
in the world, Lord, and just guide us by Your Spirit. We know that 
You will not fail because Love never fails and we praise You for 
that Word. Amen.”

Norma added, “And Father thank You for sending these beauti-
ful people to me and for making these crazy dreams come true. And 
You know what that dream is, Lord. I don’t have to say. You know 
my heart. And I want You to hold these people close to you and 
unite them and give them the wisdom, the knowledge, the access, 
anything that they need, Lord God, please just let it be at their 
fingertips when they‘re praying. And we ask this in your Precious 
Son’s Name, Jesus Christ. Amen.”
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This concluded our amazing first visit with Norma. She is a 
precious, wonderful character and a new child of God. God is 
shaping her and molding her into the image of His Son. She bore 
in her heart a heavy load of guilt for legalized killing, though she 
is forgiven in Jesus because she confessed her sin and asked for 
forgiveness. She began to speak out about Operation Outcry across 
the country. [Her personal ministry was called Roe No More]

[Here is the affidavit that Norma filed in the Rule 60 Motion to 
ask the Supreme Court to reverse her own case, Roe v. Wade. It pres-
ents the heart of what she wanted to tell the Court about abortion. It 
summarizes her life experience, her abortion clinic experience, and 
her pro-life experience. It is a critical piece of American history.]

2003 Affidavit of Norma McCorvey

[IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT  
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS

DALLAS DIVISION

Norma McCorvey, formerly known as §

JANE ROE, §

§

Plaintiff, §

V. § CIVIL ACTION NOS. 3-3690-B

§ AND 3-3691-C

HENRY WADE, Through His Official §

Successor in Office, William §

“Bill” Hill, Dallas County §

District Attorney, §

§

Defendant. §
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Norma McCorvey, being of full age deposes and says:

“My name is Norma McCorvey and I reside in Dallas, Texas. 
I am competent to make this affidavit. The facts stated in this affi-
davit are within my personal knowledge and are true and correct. 

Thirty-three years ago, I came before the United States District 
Court, Northern District of Texas, Dallas Division as The Plaintiff 
‘Jane Roe’, the young woman whose case legalized abortion in 
the United States, Roe v. Wade. At that time, I was an uninformed 
young woman. Today I am a fifty-five-year-old woman who knows 
the tragedy that arose from my unsuspecting acquiescence in 
allowing my life to be used to legalize abortion.”

“In 1970, I told this Court in the form of an affidavit that I 
desired to obtain an abortion never really understanding the rami-
fications. Today, I once again appear before this Court in the form 
of an affidavit to present evidence never presented in my earlier 
case, but today I come with a complete understanding of what my 
participation [in]Roe v. Wade has brought to this country. My per-
sonal experience with this three-decade abortion-experiment has 
compelled me to come forward, not only for myself and the women 
I represented then, but for those women whom I now represent. It 
is my participation in this case that began the tragedy, and it 
is with great hope that I now seek to end the tragedy I began.”

“Because of my role in Roe v. Wade and my subsequent expe-
rience with abortion, this Court will be provided with information 
and a perspective unavailable from other source[s]. Previously, the 
courts, without looking into my true circumstances or taking the 
time to decide the real impact abortion would have upon women, 
used me, my life, and my circumstances to justify abortion. Those 
judges who made the earlier decisions never had the advantage 
of the real facts to base their decision because the entire basis for 
Roe v. Wade was built upon false assumptions. Consequently, the 
decision was rendered in a vacuum totally devoid of findings of 
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facts and solely based upon what abortion advocates wanted for 
women. Because the courts allowed my case to proceed without 
my testimony, without ever explaining to me the reality of abor-
tion, without being cross-examined on my erroneous perception of 
abortion, a tragic mistake was made – a mistake that this Court has 
the opportunity to remedy.”

“The years following the Roe v. Wade decision have been very 
difficult, in a number of respects, but my life was never easy. Prior 
to my pregnancy with the “Roe” baby, I gave birth to two other 
children. My first, a daughter, was adopted by my mother. It was 
difficult to part with my child, yet I have always been comforted by 
the fact that my daughter is alive. My second daughter was raised 
by her father, a young intern at Baylor Methodist Medical School. 
He wanted to get married and make a home, but I wasn’t ready for 
that kind of commitment. Later, when I became pregnant with the 
“Roe” baby, I was really in a predicament. My mother expressed 
her disapproval and told me how irresponsible I had been. She 
made it clear that she was not going to take care of another baby.”

“Although I knew I was pregnant, I waited for a while before 
I went to the doctor. While I was waiting to be examined, I ques-
tioned some of the ladies in the waiting room about whether they 
knew where a woman could go to have an abortion. A lady told me 
where an illegal clinic was located and told me that it would cost 
$250.00. Following our discussion, I told the doctor that I wanted 
to have an abortion, but he refused stating that abortion was illegal. 
He didn’t believe in abortion and gave me the phone number of an 
adoption attorney.”

“When I had saved about two hundred dollars, I took a cross-
town bus to the illegal clinic, which turned out to be a dentist’s 
office that had been closed down the previous week. For some rea-
son, I felt relieved yet angry at the same time. All my emotions 
were peaking; first, I was angry, then I was happy, and then I’d cry. 
From the abortion clinic, I took the bus to my dad’s apartment and 
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decided to speak with the adoption attorney. The attorney set up the 
meeting and referred me to Sarah Weddington, the attorney who 
represented me in Roe v. Wade.”

“Following the adoption attorney’s introduction, Weddington 
invited me out to dinner. Although Weddington and I were about the 
same age, our lives were quite different. She was a young attorney, 
and I was homeless and lived in a park. Unconcerned about poli-
tics, I sold flowers and an underground newspaper that described 
the types and availability of illegal narcotics. At the time, I sim-
ply sought to survive. During our initial meeting, I met with Sarah 
Weddington and her friend, Linda Coffee. Both Weddington and 
Coffee had recently finished law school, and they wanted to bring 
a class action suit against the State of Texas to legalize abortion.”

“During our meeting, they questioned me, “Norma, don’t you 
think that abortion should be legal?” Unsure, I responded that I did 
not know. In fact, I did not know what the term “abortion” really 
meant. Back in 1970, no one discussed abortion. It was taboo, and 
so too was the subject of abortion. The only thing I knew about 
the word was in the context of war movies. I had heard the word 
“abort” when John Wayne was flying his plane and ordered the 
others to “Abort the mission.” I knew “abort” meant that they were 
“going back”. “Abortion”, to me, meant “going back” to the con-
dition of not being pregnant. I never looked the word up in the 
dictionary until after I had already signed the affidavit. I was very 
naive. For their part, my lawyers lied to me about the nature of 
abortion. Weddington convinced me, “It’s just a piece of tissue. 
You just missed your period.” I didn’t know during the Roe v. Wade 
case that the life of a human being was terminated.”

“That evening, the two female lawyer[s] and I discussed the 
case over a few pitchers of beer and pizza at a small restaurant in 
Dallas. Weddington, Coffee, and I were drinking beer and trying 
to come up with a pseudonym for me. I had heard that when-
ever women were having illegal abortions, they wouldn’t carry 
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any identification with them. An unidentifiable woman was often 
referred to as Jane Doe. So we were trying to come up with some-
thing that would rhyme with “Doe”. After three or four pitchers of 
beer, we started with the letter “a” and eventually we reached “r” 
and agreed on “Roe”. Then I asked, “What about Jane for the first 
name?” Janie used to be my imaginary friend as a child. I told them 
about her and how she always wanted to do good things for people, 
and it was decided – I became Jane Roe, by the stroke of a pen.”

“These young lawyers told me that they had spoken with two 
or three other women about being in the case, but they didn’t fit 
their criteria. Although I did know what “criteria” meant, I asked 
them if I had what it took to be in their suit. They replied, “Yes. 
You’re white. You’re young, pregnant, and you want an abortion.” 
At that time, I didn’t know their full intent. Only that they wanted 
to make abortion legal, and they thought I’d be a good plaintiff. I 
came for the food, and they led me to believe that they could help 
me get an abortion.”

“After our meeting, I went to my father’s apartment and began 
to drink alcohol heavily. I was depressed with my plight in life. 
I tried to drown my troubles in alcohol. Shortly thereafter I even 
attempted suicide by slitting my wrists. When my father questioned 
me about what was troubling me, I responded that I was pregnant 
again. When he asked me what I was going to do, I responded that 
I was thinking about having an abortion. He inquired, “What is 
that?” I said, “I don’t know. I haven’t looked it up yet.”

“Later, Weddington and Coffee presented the affidavit for my 
signature at Coffee’s office. I told them that I trusted them and that 
I did not need to read the affidavit before I signed it. I never read 
the affidavit before signing it and do not, to this very day, know 
what is written in the affidavit. Both Weddington and Coffee were 
aware that I did not read the affidavit before I signed it. At no time 
did they tell me that I had to read it before they accepted my signa-
ture. I told them that I trusted them. We called ourselves ‘the three 
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musketeers.’ I know now that is one place where I went wrong. I 
should have sat down and I should have read the affidavit. I may 
not have understood everything in the affidavit and I would have 
probably signed it anyway. I trusted the lawyers.”

“My lawyers never discussed what an abortion is, other than to 
make the misrepresentation that “it’s only tissue”. I never under-
stood that the child was already in existence. I never understood 
that the child was a complete separate human being. I was under 
the false impression that abortion somehow reversed the process 
and prevented the child from coming into existence. In the two to 
three years during the case no one, including my lawyers told me 
that an abortion is actually terminating the life of an actual human 
being. The courts never took any testimony about this, and I heard 
nothing which shed light on what abortion really was.”

“In 1972, Sarah Weddington argued in the courts, presump-
tuously on my behalf, that women should be allowed to obtain a 
legal abortion. The courts did not ask whether I knew what I was 
asking for. The abortion decision that destroyed every state law 
protecting the rights of women and their unborn babies was based 
on a fundamental misrepresentation. I had never read the affida-
vit, and I did not know what an abortion was. Weddington and the 
other supporters of abortion used me and my circumstance to urge 
the courts to legalize abortion without any meaningful trial which 
addressed the humanity of the baby, and what abortion would do 
to women. At that time, I was a street person. I lived, worked, and 
panhandled out on the streets. My totally powerless circumstance 
made it easy for them to use me. My presence was a necessary evil. 
My real interests were not their concern.”

“As the class action plaintiff in the most controversial U.S. 
Supreme Court case of the twentieth century, I only met with the 
attorneys twice. Once over pizza and beer, when I was told that 
my baby was only ‘tissue’ and another time at Coffee’s office to 
sign the affidavit. I had no other personal contacts. [Ed. Norma 
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may have had phone calls with Linda Coffee.] I was never invited 
into court. I never testified. I was never present before any court on 
any level, and I was never at any hearing on my case. The entire 
case was an abstraction. The facts about abortion were never heard. 
Totally excluded from every aspect and every issue of the case, I 
found out about the decision from the newspaper just like the rest 
of the country.”

“In a way, my exclusion, and the exclusion of real meaningful 
findings of fact in Roe v. Wade, is symbolic of the way in which 
the women of the nation and their experiences with abortion have 
been ignored in a national debate by the abortion industry. The 
view that is presented is the view of what the abortion industry 
thinks is good for women. The reality of women’s experiences is 
never presented.”

“I never had an abortion and gave the baby up for adoption. 
It was only later in life that I was confronted with the reality of 
abortion. Being unskilled and uneducated, with alcohol and drug 
problems, finding and holding a job was always a problem for 
me. But with my notoriety from Roe v. Wade, abortion facilities, 
usually paying a dollar an hour more than minimum wage, were 
always willing to add “Jane Roe” to their ranks.”

“In 1992, I began working in abortion facilities where I was 
always in control. I could either make a woman stay or help her 
leave. My duties were similar to those of a LVN or an RN, such as 
taking patients’ blood pressure and pulse and administering oxy-
gen, although I never took any statistics or temperatures. Basically, 
I would stand inside the procedure room, hold the women’s hands, 
and say things to distract them by saying, ‘What is the most excit-
ing, or happiest period of your life?’ Meanwhile, the abortionist 
was performing what is represented as a “painless” procedure and 
the women were digging their nails into me in an effort to endure 
the pain.”
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“I worked in several abortion facilities over the years. In fact, 
I even worked at two facilities at the same time. They were all the 
same with respect to the condition of the facilities and the “coun-
seling” the women receive. One clinic where I worked in 1995 was 
typical: Light fixtures and plaster falling from the ceiling; rat drop-
pings over the sinks; backed up sinks; and blood splattered on the 
walls. But the most distressing room in the facility was the “parts 
room”. Aborted babies were stored here. There were dead babies 
and baby parts stacked like cordwood. Some of the babies made 
it into buckets and others did not, and because of its disgusting 
features, no one ever cleaned the room. The stench was horrible. 
Plastic bags full of baby parts that were swimming in blood were 
tied up, stored in the room, and picked up once a week. At another 
clinic, the dead babies were kept in a big white freezer full of doz-
ens of jars, all full of baby parts, little tiny hands, feet, and faces 
visible through the jars, frozen in blood. The abortion clinic’s per-
sonnel always referred to the dismembered babies as ‘tissue.’”

“While all the facilities were much the same, the abortion doc-
tors in the various clinics where I worked were very representative 
of abortionists in general. The abortionists I knew were usually of 
foreign descent with the perception that the lax abortion laws in 
the United States present a fertile money-making opportunity. One 
abortionist, in particular, would sometimes operate bare-chested, 
and sometimes shoeless with his shirt off, and earned a six-figure 
income. He did not have to worry about his bedside manner, learn-
ing to speak English, or building a clientele.”

“While the manners of the abortionists and the uncleanliness 
of the facilities greatly shocked me, the lack of counseling pro-
vided the women was also a tragedy. Early in my abortion career, 
it became evident that the ‘counselors’ and the abortionists were 
there for only one reason – to sell abortions. The extent of the abor-
tionists’ counseling was, ‘Do you want an abortion’? Ok, you sign 
here and we give you abortion.” Then he would direct me, ‘You 
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go get me another one.’ There was nothing more. There was never 
an explanation of the procedure. No one even explained to the 
mother that the child already existed and the life of a human was 
being terminated. No one ever explained that there were options 
to abortion, that financial help was available, or that the child was 
unique and irreplaceable. No one ever explained that there were 
psychological and physical risks of harm to the mother. There was 
never time for the mother to reflect or to consult with anyone who 
could offer her help or an alternative. There was no informed con-
sent. In my opinion, the only thing the abortion doctors and clinics 
cared about was making money. No abortion clinic cared about the 
women involved. As far as I could tell, every woman had the name 
of Jane Roe.”

“Typically, most of the women would cry as soon as the suction 
machine was shut off, or, at some point. Sometimes, I thought that 
they realized what had been done to their babies. Once, I heard a 
woman call her mother and say, ‘I just killed my baby. I’m so glad 
you never killed me!’’

“The doctors always hid the truth from the mothers. I would 
say about 80 percent of the women would try to look down during 
the abortion and try to see what was happening. This is the reason 
the doctors would start with the scalpel: to make sure there was 
just blood and torn up ‘tissue’ for the women to see. Specifically, I 
remember one woman who came in for an abortion, a pretty, sweet 
young woman about eighteen years old, with a teddy bear. During 
the procedure she looked down and saw the baby’s hand fall into 
the doctor’s hand. She gasped and passed out. When she awoke 
and asked about what she saw, I lied to her and told her it didn’t 
happen. But she insisted that she had seen part of her baby. A few 
weeks later, when she returned for her follow-up exam, she was 
a changed person: her sweetness had died and had been replaced 
with an indescribable hardness. I could not look her in the eye. 
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It took quite a few beers that night to make that particular day 
go away.”

“In all of the clinics where I worked, the employees were 
forbidden to say anything that might talk the mother out of an 
abortion. While the abortionists’ counseling was non-existent, my 
counseling technique gradually became different depending on my 
mood and the stage of my career. The experience of abortion began 
to take its toll on me. In later years, I would sometimes take all the 
instruments that were used in an abortion procedure and purposely 
leave a little of the blood on some the instruments. Laying the 
instruments out on the little table in front of the woman, I would 
tell her, ‘This is the first instrument that is going to be inserted into 
your vaginal area.’ It would have just had a little smudge of blood, 
and I thought it was very dramatic. In retrospect, I don’t even know 
why I was doing these things. It was as if I was trying to talk these 
women out of the abortion – something we were forbidden to do.” 
“In other counseling sessions, I would demonstrate the position 
and warn her that the instruments were sharp, and that if she moved 
the doctor might slip, and puncture her uterus, and she would bleed 
to death. In other situations, when a woman asked me how much 
it cost, I asked her in response how much she wanted to pay to kill 
her baby. She replied, ‘They told me it wasn’t a baby.’ I responded, 
‘What do you think it is inside you, a fish?’ Other times, I would 
comfort them after the abortion by saying, ‘It wasn’t a baby. It was 
only a missed period.’ Sometimes when I managed to make the 
women unsure, I would offer to refund their money except for the 
ultrasound.”

“After I saw all the deception going on in the abortion facili-
ties, and after all the things that my supervisors told me to tell the 
women, I became very angry. I saw women being lied to, openly, 
and I was part of it. There’s no telling how many children I helped 
kill while their mothers dug their nails into me and listened to my 
warning, ‘Whatever you do, don’t move!’ Because I was drunk 
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or stoned much of the time, I was able to continue this work for a 
long time, probably much longer than most clinic workers. It is a 
high turnover job, because of the true nature of the business. The 
abortion business is an inherently dehumanizing one. A person has 
to let her heart and soul die or go numb to stay in practice. The 
clinic workers suffer, the women suffer, and the babies die. I can 
assure this Court that the interest of these mothers is not a concern 
of abortion providers. I obviously advocated legalized abortion for 
many years following Roe v. Wade. But working in the abortion 
clinics forced me to accept what abortion really is: It is a violent 
act which kills human beings and destroys the peace and the real 
interests of the mothers involved.

Signed and Sworn to by Norma McCorvey, the former Roe of 
Roe v. Wade, June 11, 2003.

[In her Rule 60 Motion to Reverse Roe v. Wade, eventually filed 
with the U.S. Supreme Court in McCorvey v. Hill, 385 F.3d 846 
(5th Cir. 2004)(cert. denied)(2005). The Supreme Court declined 
to hear Norma’s appeal in February 2005. They did not rule against 
her on the merits. They simply declined to take her case, which 
action has no precedential power and left her free to pursue rever-
sal by other means. She was crushed, but grateful that her position 
that Roe should be reversed was officially on file at the Court. Her 
conscience could be clear. She continued to speak publicly against 
abortion for many years. Comments about her final stage of life 
follow later.]

Norma’s Last Days

[As Norma got older her heavy smoking years caught up with 
her health wise. Her final days were spent in a nursing home in 
Katy, Texas where she was cared for by their staff and her daugh-
ter Melissa and her family. Norma died in 2017. Before she 
died, I spoke with her by phone several times. We had stopped 
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representing her by then. After the Supreme Court declined to hear 
her case, there was not much to do legally but wait for more oppor-
tunity and a more open-minded Court. But knowing she was ill and 
getting worse, I called her a time or two to reminisce and see how 
things were going.

Norma told me that she was happy and safe in her facility. She 
also said she was doing a prolife documentary on her life with a 
team from England and that they were paying her for her story. I 
was happy for her. It is customary if someone is doing a film or 
documentary about you that they pay you for your rights and for 
your time. Norma and I were glad that her conversion to the cause 
of Christ and the prolife side would get one more airing. In what 
became our final call she also thanked me for representing her at 
no charge all those years. She thanked me for trying and was glad 
that we had taken her case back to the Court, even if they did not 
want to listen at that time.

When she died in 2017, I was asked to speak at the funeral. The 
arrangements were made by Father Frank Pavone, Norma’s friend, 
and the one who led her conversion to the Catholic faith. Later, 
three years after she died, and while the Louisiana Hospital admit-
ting privileges case was before the Supreme Court that could have 
reversed Roe, a new documentary came out after Norma could no 
longer defend herself or tell her story. The documentary was timed 
for maximum political effect. It was prepared by people with a 
very definite pro-choice bias. Here is my press release about the 
documentary.

Lawyer for Norma McCorvey (Jane Roe of Roe v. Wade): 
“Don’t Trust the FX Documentary”

In the leaked excerpts of the upcoming FX Documentary “AKA 
Jane Roe,” liberal, pro-abortion activist and film producers attempt 
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to destroy the memory of Norma McCorvey, more commonly 
known as Jane Roe of Roe v. Wade.

Allan Parker, the founder and president of The Justice Foundation, 
represented Norma McCorvey from 2000 to 2005 in her legal 
efforts to reverse her own case. With news reports of the upcoming 
documentary, Mr. Parker has released the following statement:

“In view of my many conversations with Norma and consider-
ing the sworn testimony she provided to the Supreme Court, I 
believe the producers of the newly-released FX documentary 
‘AKA Jane Roe’ paid Norma, befriended her and then betrayed 
her. This documentary cannot be trusted and the perception it 
attempts to create around my friend and former client, Norma, 
is probably false in my opinion.”

###

Here are the most important facts:

•	 Norma’s sworn testimony provided to the Supreme Court 
details her efforts to reverse Roe v. Wade.

•	 Norma changed her mind from being pro-abortion to 
being pro-life after working in the abortion industry. 
The actual reality of the callous disregard for women led 
her to change her mind on abortion.

•	 Once she became pro-life, Norma fought with all of 
the power and effort she could muster to reverse Roe v. 
Wade, including asking the Supreme Court to hear her 
case again. McCorvey’s arguments in her Rule 60 Motion 
which she filed have still not been ruled on by the Court to 
this day.
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•	 Norma McCorvey loved Operation Outcry, the women 
who had been injured by abortion and those that helped 
Norma collect testimonies of women injured by abortion.

•	 Every year on the anniversary of Roe v. Wade, she felt the 
grief, sorrow and burden of another million babies killed 
in America. Even though she knew she was forgiven, she 
still felt legally responsible for the deaths. She felt used and 
abused by the legal system, including her lawyers and the 
Supreme Court.

After viewing the video, it is still hard to know what to think 
or what is true without all the evidence. The documentarian’s took 
hours and hours of film and paid Norma (the same action for which 
they accused others of exploiting her) and selective editing can 
make anyone appear to take views opposite to their true positions. 
I have seen such editing many times.

Even Norma’s pro-abortion biographer, who was critical of 
Norma in many ways, wrote a book called “The Family Roe” in 
which he came out after her death and criticized the documentaries’ 
claim that Norma had been paid to change sides from pro-death to 
pro-life by saying:

“The film would also produce one more {lie}, a big one 
that made national news. As a Times headline put it: ‘Roe 
v. Wade Plaintiff Was Paid to Switch Sides, Documentary 
Says:’… Norma had not, in fact, been paid to become 
pro-life. She’d simply been paid to give speeches after 
her conversion-just as she’d been paid to speak before it. 
Despite the headlines she’s said nothing to the contrary.” 
Prager, Joshua, “The Family Roe,” WW Norton and Co., 
2021, p. 469.
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As to her Christianity I believe she was sincere, but not a deep 
Christian thinker. The film showed a sign on her nursing home bed-
room wall that says: “Jesus is my boyfriend.” That was kind of 
a picture of Norma. Not what every Christian would put on the 
wall, but Jesus loved her and she loved him. She had confessed her 
sins in public and private many times. She felt crushing guilt every 
year around the anniversary of Roe as another million babies were 
killed. It was enough for the thief on the cross who confessed his 
sins and who said to Jesus: “Remember me when you enter your 
kingdom.” And Jesus replied: “You will be with me this day in 
paradise.”
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Who is Sandra Cano?  
And Why Does “Mary Doe” Want to 

Overturn Doe v. Bolton?

Excerpted from
SUPREME DECEPTION

By Sybil Lash, Sandra’s friend
Copyright © 2002 by Sybil J. Lash

Early Departure

It’s dark just before 5:00 A.M. The alarm is turned off before 
it has the opportunity to sound. Every time Sandra and I make 

another trip, I am awakened every hour by the concern of meeting 
our travel schedule.

Sandra and I are going to tell her story again. It’s about abor-
tion. It’s about lies and being used. It means telling the personal 
pain of Sandra’s life. But babies are dying, and women are still vic-
tims, so I feel my way through the dark house. I have left Sandra’s 
phone number downstairs again.
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Sandra Cano has become a good friend and someone that I 
deeply admire. She is the real “Mary Doe” of Doe v. Bolton, the 
companion case to Roe v. Wade, the two United States Supreme 
Court decisions that legalized abortion. Both decisions were 
announced the same day, yet most Americans don’t even know 
about Doe v. Bolton.

Sandra’s life is dedicated to telling the truth about the lies and 
deceptions involved in the Doe v. Bolton case, even though she 
supposedly “won”. Her fight means Sandra must guard her pri-
vacy, living in fear for her family’s safety. No phone book contains 
her name. Only those she trusts know her address. She was once 
shot at while holding her grandchild on her front porch. She has 
had her car vandalized because of her stand. She shuns the spot-
light and lives an underground type existence.

Today she will make one more dreaded airline trip to tell a 
story she is convinced must be told. And as usual, she has asked 
for my help. That’s why I stumble my way to my kitchen at 5:00 
A.M. to call her.

Sandra’s case changed the face of United States law. While Roe 
v. Wade left the states some authority to prohibit abortion in the last 
three months of pregnancy, Doe v. Bolton effectively removed that 
authority by its broad definition of “health”. Partial birth abortions 
are based on Doe v. Bolton. Yet Sandra never wanted an abortion. 
All she wanted was legal help to get a divorce and regain custody 
of her two oldest children. Sandra was used and misled. She was 
misrepresented before the highest court in the United States. Why 
did this happen? Sandra believes her lawyer wanted someone to 
fit her own plans. Now all Sandra wants to do is set the record 
straight.

Many have asked, “Who is the woman named on this case? 
Is she a strong feminist? Is she driven to achieve abortion rights? 
Has she become rich and famous?” I’ve heard these questions and 
others like them so many times, and the answer is simply, “No.” 
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Sandra is an uncomplicated person. She doesn’t enjoy notoriety. 
She wishes that she could avoid the controversy her story stirs up. 
All she wants to do is get her story out, right the wrong her case 
has caused, and then go home and continue to raise her “special 
needs” grandsons.

Sandra’s case helped divide this nation into two camps: “pro-
life,” or those against abortion; and “pro-choice,” those wanting 
abortion to be legal. While many abortion supporters claim they 
only want to spare women from the burden of an unwanted preg-
nancy, it is a fact that eliminating the unborn has provided to be a 
very profitable endeavor. On the other side of this chasm rests close 
to forty million children in the U.S. alone who were never given 
the right to life. And there are so many women who underwent 
abortions and now struggle with feeling they were pressured and 
used at the most vulnerable time in their lives. These women suffer 
emotionally and physically, yet they have no protection or recourse 
under the law regarding the misinformation, physical pain, emo-
tional suffering, and botched procedures that have left many ill and 
even sterile, because of Roe v. Wade and Doe v. Bolton.

Sandra suffers. She knows all too well that these procedures 
are allowed because of a court case that supposedly represented 
her. But the case was a lie. Sandra never wanted an abortion. She 
was used because she was too poor, too desperate to do anything 
but trust her lawyer. So now Sandra fights the only way she knows 
how, by opening the private areas of her life over and over again as 
she speaks to groups willing to consider the truth about her case.

I go downstairs without turning a light, shuffling sleepily 
through our house feeling my way into the dark kitchen. The dull 
light over the stove blinds me as I dial. He answers. I never know 
how much of what I say he understands. The only word he says 
is “Sandra”. She is given the phone. She is already awake. She 
always is before one of our trips. I assure Sandra that I’ll pick her 
up in an hour. Then I paddle off quietly to shower, dress, and pack.
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The dogs have taken my spot on the bed and are all settled in. 
Bear, our Golden Retriever, has her head on my pillow and little 
Auggie is on his back with all four feet in the air sound asleep next 
to my husband. Bryan understands that I have to help her. When I 
first told him of Sandra’s plight, he looked at me across the kitchen 
table and simply said, “Alright Sybil, we’ll help her.” He has been 
totally supportive of our commitment to Sandra. He never ques-
tions a trip and is my greatest source of encouragement when I get 
frustrated or discouraged by the lack of action on Sandra’s behalf.

Sharing Her Story

As the shower drags me awake, I recall the first time Sandra 
told me her story. She has been trying to get the world to listen 
to that same story for over a quarter of a century. When she first 
told me her story, she was nervous about the old concerns: of not 
being believed, being considered stupid that such events could go 
on without her knowledge. Because of these concerns, the facts 
came out in a random order. At the first meeting she brought a 
friend who just sat there silently, but Sandra felt more confident 
with this woman in the room.

The second time I heard the story was a few weeks later, Sandra 
just talked and again there was no timeline. The events of her life 
were related running from the past to present and back again. When 
I sat down with my notes there was one overwhelming constant, 
the facts never changed. No matter how disturbed the timeline was, 
the facts remained the same. She has written judges and telephoned 
anyone she thought might remotely help her. I admire her tenacity. 
While I dry off and dress, I can’t help but wonder if other people 
would continue on and not give up in the face of what Sandra has 
encountered. I finish packing, slip from the house, get in my car 
and drive into the early morning fog.
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The eldest of six children, Sandra grew up poor in Atlanta. Her 
early life began to build the desperation that caused her to become 
the vulnerable centerpiece in Doe v. Bolton. Because of financial 
problems, Sandra’s family lived with grandparents who suffered 
numerous infirmities. Sandra’s mother was sometimes overcome 
by the stress of the family’s circumstances. Being the eldest child, 
Sandra became the focus of that frustration and stress. Her moth-
er’s experience of being overwhelmed by her circumstances and 
her difficulty in coming to grips with that frustration set a pattern 
for Sandra’s life. Throughout those early years, Sandra’s attempts 
to alleviate her mother’s suffering filled her childhood.

School proved unbearable for Sandra. She was poor, over-
weight, and suffered from Bell’s palsy, a condition that often left 
half her face paralyzed and drooping. To avoid the ridicule she 
faced each day, Sandra finally dropped out of school in the ninth 
grade. Her mother tried to force Sandra to return to school, once 
even breaking a broom handle across her daughter’s back as the 
two argued in the front yard as the bus arrived. But Sandra’s formal 
education had ended.

Within the next few years Sandra married the first man she ever 
kissed. On their third date, Joel asked Sandra to go meet his grand-
mother. Sandra’s parents thought she was traveling a distance of 
fifteen miles from Atlanta. Instead, they received their daughter’s 
call when she arrived in Oklahoma many hours later. Outraged, 
they ordered Sandra home with the threat of having Joel arrested. 
When the pair quickly returned, Sandra’s parents first beat her with 
a belt, then drove the couple to Centre, Alabama, for a quick mar-
riage ceremony. It was a matter of family honor. . . .

Then when her first child was only a few months old, Sandra’s 
father died unexpectedly. To Sandra’s disbelief, her mother remar-
ried only three weeks later to a stepfather who made it quite clear he 
did not want Sandra and her family in his life. She was devastated 
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in a way I can barely grasp. The only security she had ever known 
was gone.

How did it feel to be that vulnerable? I think about those days 
as I drive down Interstate 85.

Getting the Records

The car is always a safe haven on a cold morning. It carries me 
to her modest home. I’m a little uneasy in this part of town and am 
always grateful when Sandra’s new husband walks her to the car. 
He makes her feel a little more secure and a little less alone as he 
carries her suitcase out of the house.

Sandra will miss the comfort of her routine and the two “spe-
cial needs” grandchildren she is raising. She has promised to bring 
them a gift. Preparations for a trip are so involved for her. She has 
to stock everything they will need during her absence because her 
husband doesn’t drive and the children make our leaving emotion-
ally stressful for Sandra.

We are quiet as the car travels on. I’m not sure what Sandra is 
thinking. As for me, I think about the role I play in Sandra’s life.

I am not Sandra’s manager. I am her friend. I help when she 
travels and assist her as she shares the truth about her involve-
ment in the abortion controversy. Sandra and I came together from 
totally different directions. My life’s work, after being wife and 
mother, developed as a public advocate for the causes my family 
and I believe in so deeply. I am an activist. Sandra is a victim. Our 
strong friendship has taken us much farther. Now when Sandra 
goes out to speak, I travel with her and help her present her story in 
a way that keeps the details chronologically correct and the focus 
on the main points she wants to communicate. But I have to smile 
at any suggestion I could ever put words in Sandra’s mouth. She 
will not allow anyone to distort or change the facts she works so 
hard to tell. I may help Sandra speak, but no one speaks for Sandra.
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Sandra’s audiences include widely diverse groups such as legal 
workers, political activists, and church congregations, often com-
bined together. For many years following the 1973 Doe v. Bolton 
decision, Sandra was ignored because she only had her word to 
dispute her lawyer’s side of the story. Then in 1988, Sandra got 
her court records unsealed. She went to the courthouse where they 
were kept and asked the clerk how to go about finding out about 
her case. Only then did Sandra finally know how she was used and 
deceived when she was most vulnerable.

For a short time afterward, Sandra was the focus of various 
media. She was interviewed in newspapers and on television. She 
traveled to other states to tell her story. Surely, she thought, if peo-
ple knew the truth about her case, they could help get this legal 
misrepresentation resolved. In the end, nothing changed, except 
that Sandra began to suffer as the threats and, later, the violence 
against her began.

It constantly amazes me that the popularity of an issue seems 
to depend more on such things as good marketing and “political 
correctness” rather than facts. If Sandra’s situation has happened 
to someone with money or prestige, the wrong would have been 
righted over a quarter of a century ago. But at that time Sandra was 
naive, ignorant, and vulnerable, with neither the resources nor the 
outright ability to get the truth out.

How She is Seen

We arrive at the airport ninety minutes ahead of flight time. 
We’ve learned the hard way that we need the extra time. I surprise 
Sandra with a new pair of comfortable shoes, a gift from a friend. 
It would be out of the question for Sandra to spend enough on her-
self for a new pair of shoes. She is raising two grandsons who have 
special needs, and her husband is a day laborer. The shoes fit well. 
She is grateful for them. Without the welcome gift on her feet, she 
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would be walking the long way to the gate in pain, but without 
complaint. Eventually, I’d know by her limp that she was in pain. 
That is just the way she is.

Once we were late for a flight and the only parking spot I could 
find was quite a distance from the terminal. As we scurried along, 
dragging our small suitcases behind us, we spotted an abandoned 
wheelchair. Sitting Sandra in it, I piled both suitcases in her lap and 
pushed as fast as I could. One wheel rubbed against Sandra’s leg, 
and she finally asked me to slow down. We laughed and laughed at 
the sight we must have presented. We made the flight but learned 
we must allot more time. Lessons learned.

Today, as usual, people stare at Sandra as we hurry through the 
airport. She is heavy and I watch as some passing people turn on 
her with stares, whispered comments, half-hidden laughs and looks 
of disgust. I hope Sandra doesn’t notice. Travel is difficult enough 
for her. She doesn’t need to be made to feel any more uncomfort-
able than she already is. Sandra refuses to respond to the looks, 
except to apologize to me. “Oh, Lord,” she gasps as she gets very 
winded at our pace and becomes flushed. “I must embarrass you.”

Reaching our gate, we show our drivers licenses for identifica-
tion. This is the only reason Sandra travels under her own name. 
Otherwise, she fears pro-choice activists will find her again. She 
refused to stop speaking out when her car was vandalized with 
painted graffiti and, when she faced threats and name-calling. It 
was only after she was shot at with her grandson in her arms that 
she realized the danger.

Once we are seated at the gate Sandra begins to look for the 
pilot to arrive and board the plane. She prefers the older ones; the 
more experienced the better. If a younger pilot boards our plane, 
she’ll look at me nervously. She also looks to see if the pilots 
appear well rested. I’m not sure how this is all judged, but I know 
from her countenance how her judgment goes.



103

Reversing Roe v. Wade

It’s too bad the judges in Sandra’s case didn’t apply the same 
scrutiny to the evidence and facts presented in her court hearings. 
Things could have turned out differently, and we probably wouldn’t 
be sitting in this airport, waiting for our boarding call to begin.

Our seat numbers are called and we make the slow walk down 
the ramp to the plane’s forward door. We try to stay to one side as 
business travelers pass us as they adhere to their busy schedules. 
To them air travel is part of everyday life. To us it is an endeavor 
packed with challenges.

Our assigned seats are halfway down the plane. As we enter, we 
quietly request a seat extension for Sandra. The regular seat belts 
are just too uncomfortable for her. As we make our way down the 
aisle, I watch the faces of some passengers as they see us coming, 
the eyes that plead, “Please don’t sit in my row,” and the look of 
total relief as we pass on by them. Sandra and I usually joke about 
their reactions. Sandra never judges them and is always relieved 
when our seating doesn’t interfere with another passenger’s space.

We finally arrive at our row, where we have the window and 
middle seats. Sandra likes the window to make it easier to sleep 
but she never requests it. Only after I have insisted that I have no 
preference does she choose her seat. After the flight attendant goes 
over safety features, Sandra is handed the demonstrator seat belt 
for her seat extension. The plane finally rolls along the runway, and 
after all the rush we begin to relax. We have made the flight.

Speaking will be difficult for Sandra this time, and I’m glad 
as she nods off for a short nap. She has been battling bronchitis 
for the last few days and has not slept well these past nights. She 
hates traveling, between being away from the grandchildren and 
the stress of telling her story, she’s exhausted. Adding illness to 
her thoughts that she sounds and looks like a hillbilly means that 
today’s trip is an especially uncomfortable one.

And then Sandra worries about her husband. He just doesn’t 
understand her intensity about this issue. He wants her to stay home 
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and be with the children. He resents being sole caretaker while she 
is away. He also becomes jealous and worries out loud that these 
trips may lead her to finding some other man. She and I share our 
disbelief at such an idea. Hurting someone else is the last possible 
thing on Sandra’s mind. Besides, our time is always so limited on 
these trips even for the people we are supposed to meet. All we 
ever seem to do is run from one place to the next, from the car to 
the airport gate, to the plane, to the hotel, to the meeting, back to 
the hotel, to the airport, to the plane, back home.

Sandra would never purposely break a promise, yet alone a 
marriage vow, without justification. Sandra never accepts any 
speaking fees, only reimbursement for travel expenses. The only 
income her family has is from a small disability check and her 
husband’s day labor wages, but a recent injury has kept him from 
working. Sandra’s life of financial difficulty continues today.

But money is not her motivation. Sandra’s worst fear is that 
she would hurt anyone. Though she hates to leave her family, even 
for short times, she does it because she knows so many women 
have been hurt because of her court case. Sandra was used to make 
abortions legal by being misrepresented before the highest court in 
America.

The plane levels off and the little drink cart makes its appear-
ance. As the flight attendant works her way down the aisle 
dispensing drinks and peanuts, Sandra is staring at her. The flight 
attendant notices and Sandra is concerned that the woman will 
wonder why. The flight attendant gets to our row and Sandra wants 
the woman to know that her airplane earrings are what captured 
Sandra’s attention. In that moment I know that Sandra notices the 
stares she receives and that those stares hurt. But she would never 
want anyone else hurt in that way, so she explains to the flight 
attendant why the stare. It would be a much better world, if what 
we are as a person on the inside, mattered more than how we look 
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on the outside. It would be a much nobler goal to fine-tune one’s 
character instead of one’s waistline.

We get our drinks and open our worn file folder to review 
what we’ll address at the upcoming meeting. She’ll be tired this 
time, making the timeline of events blur in her presentation. That’s 
where I come in, as her friend and helper. After a brief introduction 
Sandra and I will step to the podium. I’ll ask her questions, which 
she will answer. This is Sandra’s favorite format. Her audience will 
get to see Sandra’s personality as well as hear her story, and hope-
fully they will come away admiring her as much as I do.

The Affidavit

Even after all our time together, I am still amazed that in the 
American judicial system a case like Sandra’s can get as far as 
the U.S. Supreme Court without the plaintiff being properly repre-
sented or identified. For the thousandth time I ask myself how the 
Supreme Court can decide a case where facts are misrepresented 
or not presented at all, how an individual’s circumstances could be 
used to change standing law when that change had nothing to do 
with what the plaintiff originally sought.

When Sandra became pregnant with her third child, she knew 
clearly that she could not depend on her first husband or her fam-
ily for support, financially or emotionally. Wanting her child to 
have a better life, she made the heart-wrenching decision to give 
up her child for adoption. When she became pregnant with her 
fourth child, her stepfather announced he had endured enough. He 
then gave inaccurate information to authorities to have Sandra’s 
two oldest children placed in foster care. Sandra was frantic and 
desperate.

She went to Atlanta Legal Aid asking for help. She wanted to 
obtain a divorce from her child-molesting husband and to regain 
custody of her children from foster care. There she was introduced 
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to Margie Pitts Hames, an attorney who led Sandra to believe she 
would work hard to achieve her divorce and regain her children. 
Little did Sandra know that Pitts Hames was planning a major 
woman’s issue case, an attempt to legalize abortion.

Sandra believes Pitts Hames was looking for someone desper-
ate enough not to ask questions, someone who probably wouldn’t 
understand the technical legal jargon her paperwork would involve. 
She planned to hide her true intentions by promoting the excuse 
she needed to keep her plaintiff’s identity a secret.

Sandra was so relieved to finally have some capable authority 
figure say she would help her. She trusted her attorney and signed 
every paper Pitts Hames put in front of her without question. She 
approved anything to help speed her case, get her divorce, and 
regain her children. To Sandra’s surprise, her mother began work-
ing with the attorney, and as her family began to accept her once 
again Sandra grew even more trusting. She believed she would 
win her divorce and get her babies back soon. When someone is 
desperate enough, they are vulnerable to people who promise a 
solution to their problems, individuals who portray themselves as 
powerful trustworthy figures. I can’t help but wonder how many 
others have been used as Sandra was.

Sandra insists that no one, at any time, went over the contents 
of the attorney’s papers with her. Records show she never once tes-
tified in court. She remains amazed that no official of any court ever 
asked her face-to-face what the case was about. If they had, she 
would not have carried this burden for over a quarter of a century.

During one conversation with Pitts Hames, Sandra was sur-
prised when she was briefly asked about her stand on abortion. 
Sandra was confused on why such a question would come up in a 
case about divorce and child custody. Sandra gave what she thought 
was a reasonable answer that would pass over what she saw as an 
unrelated topic. Sandra said that she did not believe in abortion for 
herself, but she couldn’t say for anyone else. To Sandra’s relief, 
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the matter was apparently passed over. In fact, Sandra’s sister has 
stated that at that particular time Sandra didn’t even know what an 
abortion actually was. Today, Sandra believes that the lawyer was 
trying to get her to volunteer words that could be used to benefit the 
arguments for abortion.

In the legal hearings that followed, Sandra appeared in a court-
room only one time, as part of a group of pregnant women who 
remained seated and silent. She was never identified or singled out 
in any way. In fact, the only evidence filed in the case that suppos-
edly came from Sandra was an affidavit signed May 5, 1970. That 
affidavit will be addressed during Sandra’s presentation when she 
speaks tonight. This is how that affidavit describes Sandra:

“I am presently pregnant with my fourth child and am very 
disturbed at the thought of carrying another child, as I feel 
I cannot care for the child properly. I am very nervous and 
upset at the thought of raising another baby. I cannot cope 
with the responsibility of caring for another child. It drives 
me almost crazy to think about it.”

“I have two children in a foster home because I was unable 
to care for them. I adopted out a third child last year. I feel 
I cannot love another baby and I am depressed all the time 
thinking about my pregnancy. I do not want another baby.”

“I have been a patient at Central State Hospital in 
Milledgeville (Georgia) and I am afraid I will end up there 
again because I am so nervous over being pregnant. My 
health is poor and the thought of carrying another child for 
nine months and having to give it up again makes me feel 
like crying all the time. I know if I had to give another baby 
away I would end up in Milledgeville for sure. I understand 
an abortion is a dangerous thing and that there are risks 
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involved in performing an abortion, even under the best of 
circumstances. Knowing all these risks and problems, I still 
desire an abortion.”

“I feel that after this abortion is performed that I do not 
want any more children. I desire to be sterilized, in any 
manner the Doctor sees fit, at the same time as the abortion 
is performed.”

Sandra refutes this affidavit point-for-point in nine specific 
parts:

(1)	Sandra was not, “nervous and upset at the thought of rais-
ing another baby.” That statement is simply a lie. Sandra 
was nervous and upset at having to live with a convicted 
child molester. She was nervous and upset about not know-
ing how her babies in foster care were doing or who was 
watching them. She even worried about simple things like 
whether or not the foster caregiver remembered how her 
children liked to be put to bed. The affidavit begins with a 
lie and simply continues.

(2)	The affidavit states that she, “cannot cope with the respon-
sibility of caring for another child. It drives me almost 
crazy to think about it.” As Sandra says, this is an outright 
lie. Sandra always asks me to consider why she sought out 
a lawyer to get her children out of foster care and returned 
to her if she could not cope with the responsibility of caring 
for her own children. When the time came to place her next 
children up for adoption, she didn’t go crazy. She made a 
difficult decision based on what she believed was best for 
her children.

(3)	The affidavit continues by stating, “I have two children in 
a foster home because I was unable to care for them.” The 
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only reason Sandra’s children were in foster care was due to 
information furnished to authorities by Sandra’s stepfather, 
who had made it well known he did not want either Sandra 
or her children around. The affidavit gives the impression 
that Sandra willingly put her children in foster care, which 
is compounding the lie.

(4)	The same statement stresses that Sandra, “was unable to 
care for” her children. Again, this is simply not true. These 
words have hurt Sandra the most. At the time her children 
were taken from her Sandra was gainfully employed. She 
has never been on drugs or abused alcohol. She has always 
tried to be the best example she could be to her children, 
regardless of the circumstances. Her life has been one long 
sacrifice for others.

(5)	Another affidavit statement says, “I have been a patient in 
Central State Hospital in Milledgeville.” This is factually 
true but very misleading. Central State is a mental hospital. 
Sandra was there for a few days to be observed. She has 
never been readmitted. The misinformation given to the 
hospital, which led to Sandra’s observation, came from her 
stepfather, the same person who had her children placed in 
foster care.

(6)	The affidavit supposedly quotes Sandra as saying, “I 
know if I had to give another baby away, I would end up 
in Milledgeville for sure.” Sandra did place this baby for 
adoption. It was heart-wrenching and difficult, but Sandra 
wanted to do what was best for her child. And for the record 
she did not wind up in a mental institution.

(7)	The affidavit states that, “I know an abortion is a danger-
ous thing and that there are risks involved in performing 
an abortion, even under the best of circumstances.” It is an 
absolute lie to say Sandra knew such things at that time. 
Sandra was never told about the effects of an abortion at 
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any time throughout the legal process, yet alone that her 
case was about abortion. In fact, it seems ironic that such a 
statement was ever included in the argument for abortion, 
since the mental and physical risks of abortion are not told 
to women. They are not even told of the medical or physi-
ological risk, e.g., breast cancer or post abortion syndrome. 
Special laws have had to be passed so that a woman can 
know the identity of the abortionist.

(8)	The affidavit continues, “I desire to be sterilized.” Again, 
the affidavit includes a lie. Sandra’s attorney and her mother 
forced this decision, and it did happen. Sandra found her-
self alone in a hospital room after giving birth to her fourth 
child who was given up for adoption. Her husband was not 
around, being in trouble with the law again. At this most 
vulnerable time she was again pressured by people who 
wanted to control her life and use her circumstances for 
their own gain and was sterilized.

(9)	Finally, the affidavit highlights the statement, “Knowing all 
these risks and problems, I still desire an abortion.” This is 
the height of all the lies contained in the affidavit. Sandra’s 
lawyers did try to arrange an abortion for her before the 
case was heard in an Atlanta federal court. Horrified at such 
a plan, Sandra fled to her husband’s family in Oklahoma to 
avoid being forced to have an abortion. She only returned 
to the Atlanta area once she received assurances that she 
would not have to undergo an abortion.

Lies, lies and more lies! And Sandra pays the price of those lies 
each and every day.

Sandra never had an abortion. On November 7, 1970, Sandra 
gave birth to a baby girl and gave her up for adoption. As for Joel, 
he remained in trouble with the law as he kidnaped and molested 
children three times in six weeks towards the end of 1970. Joel was 
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apprehended and pleaded guilty. On January 21, 1971, he was sent 
to prison and subsequently served ten years.

On May 17, 1971, Sandra’s divorce was granted. She had been 
married for six years and the union produced four children. Joel 
died in November of 1988 at the age of 46.

Lack of Facts

Our plane arrives and our host is waiting for us. We check 
into our hotel room and Sandra immediately heads for a long, hot, 
uninterrupted bath. I know of no one who enjoys this little ritual 
more than Sandra does, for this brief time she will be alone with no 
demands on her.

While she enjoys her private time, I think back to when I first 
read the transcript of the case’s arguments presented before the 
U.S. Supreme Court. How can it be possible that someone want-
ing a divorce and the rescue of her children from foster care could 
be so misrepresented by a lawyer? Was the deception so easy that 
all that was needed was an affidavit included in a stack of papers 
Sandra signed in simple trust?

In oral arguments before the Supreme Court, Dorothy T. 
Beasley, representing the State of Georgia, made several state-
ments that leap out from the transcript to even a non-lawyer like 
myself. They include:

“We know of no facts. There are no facts in this case. No 
established facts.”

“It is not a complete divulgence of the facts surrounding 
her (plaintiff’s) circumstances.”

“We know of no facts about her at all.”
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And finally, “No interrogatories were answered, no proof 
was submitted.”

Twice the justices asked if “Mary Doe” was a real person. Pitts 
Hames, responded, “Yes, your honor,” and referred to the affida-
vit that Sandra points out was so full of lies. Dorothy T. Beasley, 
arguing on behalf of the baby, was asked the same question and her 
response was, “I don’t know, we know no facts.” And yet in spite 
of these statements, the court continued with the case.

Pressure on Politicians

The only parallel that I can personally draw out is from my 
experience in the political arena. I have witnessed some politicians 
ignoring facts when it comes to legislation. Allow me to explain.

In my background I have some appreciation and understanding 
of the pressure put on those in the political arena. I have lobbied 
for five years and I served as a legislative aide for six years in my 
home state of Georgia. I was an aide to Representative Mitchell 
Kaye of the 37th House district. I got to watch closely how laws 
are introduced, debated and either passed or rejected. I was very 
fortunate to work for an intelligent and honest man. Representative 
Kaye always wanted facts to back up every opinion. He would 
listen to opposing views but, in the end, relied on the facts and the 
desires of his constituents to make a final decision. There are others 
I have encountered who are unwavering in their stand to defend 
and protect the Constitution of the United States. I do think that 
we need more men and women to run for political office who will 
carry out the intention of the Constitution to secure freedom and 
rights for the Sandras of this world, the vulnerable in our society.

They must be unyielding in their stand because great pressure 
is put upon them. Individuals and groups enter this arena with the 
sole objective of furthering their own causes and agendas. In a lot 



113

Reversing Roe v. Wade

of instances, the omission of some facts or reporting one side of 
the issue is concerned fair game. Allow me to share this example:

Sandra and I are both residents and taxpayers of the State 
of Georgia. I am sorry to say that at the time of this writing, the 
political party that favors the death of children through abortion 
currently holds power. [As of 2002.]

For more than a decade a simple bill known as, “A Woman’s 
Right to Know” has been introduced and reintroduced in the 
Georgia legislature. I have watched this bill closely for over ten 
years while pro-life individuals tried to get it out of committee. 
And even now, the bill continues to be reintroduced. It has never 
made it out of committee, has never been given the opportunity to 
be voted on by the General Assembly.

This simple bill that keeps being reintroduced in the Georgia 
legislature would require a woman’s referring physician or the doc-
tor scheduled to perform an abortion procedure on her to provide 
her with six basic items of information at least twenty-four hours 
before the abortion procedure took place. These items include:

(1)	The name of the doctor performing the abortion.
(2)	The medical risks associated with the particular abortion 

procedure the doctor plans to use.
(3)	The probable gestational age of the unborn child.
(4)	The medical risks associated with carrying the child to term 

instead of proceeding with the abortion procedure.
(5)	The medical assistance benefits that may be available for 

prenatal care of the unborn child.
(6)	The fact that the father is liable to assist in the support of 

the child.

Supporters cannot get this simple and basic law passed in 
Georgia even though seventeen other states have enacted this 
legislation.
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The forces that work against such laws are truly amazing to 
watch. Opposition to such a law is openly led by paid lobbyists. 
They know when any such bill is going to be heard in committee 
before any “pro-life” supporters are informed.

When hearing meetings are scheduled, these opposition lobby-
ists are seated front and center in the hearing room. Their associates, 
those friendly to their cause, fill the rest of the room. At one such 
meeting there were only three “pro-lifers” able to make it into the 
hearing room. I know because I was one of them.

I don’t know what the influence is that creates and supports 
such a system, but it has worked effectively for more than a decade. 
You have to acknowledge their ability to manipulate the political 
process, and “John Q. Public” back home never suspects a thing.

One-year post-abortive women came and lobbied the Georgia 
State Legislature in favor of “A Woman’s Right to Know” legis-
lation. They roamed the hallways of the state capitol and called 
on any senator or representative who they thought might listed to 
them. It was emotionally and physically draining for these women, 
but they didn’t give up.

They begged for “A Woman’s Right to Know”. They explained 
the pain of living with making such a monumental decision with 
the little information given to women at abortion clinics now. They 
didn’t want other women to suffer as they have suffered. But even 
with all their efforts, the bill was never brought out of committee 
to be voted upon.

You see, in a Georgia State legislature committee there is no 
mandatory-recorded vote on any issue considered. Legislators can 
go back to their home districts and lead people to believe anything 
they want, because there is no proof either for or against then.

The fact is the actions of some Georgia state legislators are 
really nothing more than dirty little secrets that stay behind the 
closed doors of committee rooms during final wrangling and deci-
sions. Such a system allows a legislator to remain in good standing 
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with abortion supporting forces in the capital city of Atlanta, 
(where the abortion industry is strong and active) yet return to their 
home districts throughout the state appearing as if they are a true 
“pro-family” elected official. They can run the roads back home 
presenting a “pro-family” image, then come to Atlanta and vote 
however the head of their political party tells them to vote so they 
can keep their prestige and power and take their share of “pork” 
back home.

Why would anyone be opposed to a bill that simply gives a 
woman about to undergo a serious medical procedure all the rea-
sonable information she needs in order to make a complete and 
thorough decision? Make no mistake. If the governor or the lieu-
tenant governor or the speaker of the house wanted such a bill to 
come out of committee, it would have years ago.

The Justices’ Response

As we dress for dinner, Sandra is nervous about her appear-
ance. She gets “butterflies” about speaking and feels the anxiety of 
getting her message across. There isn’t one element of speaking in 
public that she enjoys.

She looks in the mirror a final time, combs her hair again and 
gives it a final touch of hair spray.

We go to meet our host for dinner. Sandra and I are introduced 
to those sponsoring this event. They are kind, gentle and dedicated. 
They too are frustrated with the response to their efforts to get the 
truth out about abortion. The simple fact is that it is wrong to lie, to 
deceive and to manipulate women at any time, but especially when 
they are vulnerable. They are unwavering in their desire of “justice 
for all”. Yet, they are ridiculed and mislabeled and their motives 
generalized to fit the stereotype of extremists and hate mongers. 
Hopefully our presence will encourage them to continue with their 
efforts to educate the general public that abortion scars women.
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Sandra and I take our seat at the head table. Sandra carefully 
watches to see which fork to use. She is accustomed to simple fare 
and the place setting with its multiple forks and the 1000 people 
seated in front of us are intimidating. She endures the discomfort 
as she bares the undeserved guilt over her involvement in the court 
case, with a little shrug and a look in her eye that indicates, “I don’t 
want to disappoint anybody.”

After all, the decision of whether or not to allow the elimina-
tion of a woman’s unborn child would be a huge load for anyone to 
carry. The court’s decision determined whether Sandra would end 
up getting shot at or not. The justice’s decision determined whether 
she would live in fear for the rest of her life. Their response would 
influence how people would judge Sandra sight unseen. Passions 
from both sides of the abortion issue would be focused on Sandra 
once they discovered who she really was.

But how did the courts consider Sandra personally? In the Doe 
v. Bolton case, the United States Supreme Court issued a ruling that 
I still have trouble comprehending. The court plainly said,

“If the (original federal) court says the proffer of proof was 
unnecessary, then why do we need to be concerned about 
whether she (the plaintiff, “Mary Doe”) is fictitious or a 
real person?”

In other words, the justices of the U.S. Supreme Court didn’t 
care who Sandra was. She didn’t matter in their rule of law. The 
truth about her case didn’t matter to them. Her circumstances didn’t 
matter. Desires didn’t matter. Everything in the Doe v. Bolton deci-
sion was based on the lower court’s record, throughout the process 
judges were continually told lies and then based their decisions on 
the lies they were fed.

It would be justice if they could experience what Sandra’s life 
has become. It would be justice if they received the same treatment 
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that she has endured all these years. Doe v. Bolton was supposed 
to be a class action suit about pregnant women, but Sandra was 
the only pregnant woman named in the suit (hidden as “Mary 
Doe”). The rest were health professionals, physicians, nurses, and 
counselors. All of them wanted abortion to be legal. All needed a 
desperate woman who would sign whatever papers were placed in 
front of her.

It didn’t matter who she was or what she really wanted. It didn’t 
matter to the U.S. Supreme Court if she was real or not. Sandra 
didn’t matter. It didn’t matter that she was just a poor woman ask-
ing for help in obtaining a divorce and regaining custody of her 
children.

When the Supreme Court ruling was announced Sandra was 
with her mother watching television. Her mother was ecstatic and 
told Sandra that she had changed the law. At that moment Sandra 
felt a great doom and weight come upon her shoulders. She still 
bears that guilt today.

I have seen how that weight has permeated every area of 
Sandra’s life. I have seen her pain up close. As long as she is phys-
ically able, she’ll continue to speak out until her name is no longer 
associated with the killing of the unborn.

It is time for us to speak. We are given a warm introduction. 
We make our way to the podium and adjust our two microphones. 
I encourage her under my breath and look her in the eye to make 
sure she is ready.

As we stand before the crowded banquet audience, I remind 
myself that I can never fully comprehend the pain or frustration 
Sandra has experienced. Although we have gone over and over 
exactly how this happened to her, a part of her will never under-
stand. Sandra is afraid of the courts and believes the worst will 
happen if anything goes before a judge. She steadfastly believes 
the justice system works only for those with the most influence and 
money.
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Sandra believes that others have found “Lady Justice” not only 
blind but also tone deaf and mute as far as their circumstances 
were concerned. Those vulnerable in our society too often watch 
from the sidelines while the rich and politically connected get the 
speedy trials and “special justice”. Too often the winners are those 
who can hire the attorney that can best spin the truth and plant 
doubt. In Sandra’s eyes, American Justice has become a debate 
club where justice and truth are not the primary goals, only win-
ning the argument. The person with the most money hires the best 
defender and wins.

Even though she voices these thoughts she still believes with 
her whole heart that, eventually, the truth will stand, especially 
concerning her case. Otherwise, she wouldn’t put herself through 
the ordeal of speaking tonight.

Sandra has an abiding faith in the power of Jesus Christ. The 
assurance of His love overshadows all other knowledge in her 
life. This great love sustains her and gives her strength. Her belief 
is basic but unshakable. She believes with her whole being that 
someday the right person will listen to her story and come forward 
to right this great wrong. She doesn’t know when or where, but she 
knows this in all certainly. Until that time, we’ll continue to accept 
speaking engagements and endure the discomfort of travel.

The Absent Media

Everyone at this evening’s banquet knows that no T.V. footage 
about this event will be seen on the nightly broadcast. Stories like 
ours are never considered important news. I have sadly learned 
from experience that in order to be promoted in today’s media, an 
item has to be “politically correct,” and those in control define what 
is and isn’t politically correct. They do not believe our side of this 
controversial issue is worth hearing. Those who hold the power to 
“keep the public informed” will ignore Sandra’s appearance.
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I often watch news shows and read newspapers and news mag-
azines that supposedly feature “investigative reporting”. Isn’t it 
funny how the percentage of blacks on death row is front-page 
news but the percentage of black children aborted is not considered 
“newsworthy”? Blacks in America number roughly 12 percent of 
the population but account for more that 35 percent of the abor-
tions. In my home state of Georgia 54 percent of the abortions 
performed last year were on blacks by mostly white doctors. The 
vast majority of black political leaders in the state of Georgia and 
black voters belong to a political party that is committing genocide 
to their race. No one sees any contradiction and no one thinks that 
that is newsworthy.

Where are the experiences of post-abortive women reported? 
I’ve never seen that as a topic on a talk show, a television news 
magazine, or the headline of a supposedly “unbiased” investigative 
series. Both former workers from the abortion industry and women 
who have undergone abortions are more than willing to testify, to 
tell what they know. I have seen post-abortive women plead for 
someone, anyone who would listen to the truth of what happened 
to them. Some of the medical professionals who clean up the car-
nage are willing to speak. Why is this side of the abortion issue 
never covered by the media?

Only once have I experienced the frustration that Sandra lives 
with every day. I’ll never forget that day, the day I learned that 
there is bias in the media. I realized there is a force that decides 
what is newsworthy and what is ignored depending on what is 
“politically correct”.

The date was Thursday, January 22, 1998. Sandra and I were 
in Washington, D.C., to attend the annual March for Life, the mas-
sive “pro-life” rally held every year on the anniversary of the Roe 
v. Wade and Doe v. Bolton decisions. Nellie Gray and her volun-
teers have been staging this pro-life event every year since these 
decisions became law. She would not let the anniversary of this 
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murderous decision pass without being remembered. Nellie and 
her volunteers work all year to plan, organize and orchestrate the 
dinner and the march.

While many American cities hold their own March for Life 
events, the central one in Washington, D.C. is a huge celebration 
for life. Families from all over the U.S. come every year, no matter 
what the weather or inconvenience. The children literally grow up 
with this event as part of their family history.

The 1998 program was very special, as it commemorated the 
25th anniversary of the court decisions. Surely this time the media 
will listen, I kept telling myself. This time they will have to cover 
the story fairly. March for Life’s 25th anniversary of Roe v. Wade 
and Doe v. Bolton was just too well planned, too big of a story for 
the media to ignore. There were hundreds of people at the Rose 
Dinner and thousands at the March for Life. This landmark event 
featured the three main people who have had more to do with abor-
tion that anyone in the United States. Dr. Bernard Nathanson was 
there. Norma McCorvey was there. And Sandra was there. All 
scheduled to speak. All ready to say they were “pro-life”.

You can’t ignore someone like Dr. Nathanson who for years 
ran the largest abortion clinic in the nation, in New York City. It 
was open for business 364 days a year, only closing its door for one 
day every twelve months. Dr. Nathanson coined the phrase “pro-
choice” and “a woman’s right to choose”. He was there when the 
statistics of how many women died from illegal abortions were fal-
sified. They were deliberately embellished and presented before the 
United States Supreme Court as the truth. These made-up facts are 
part of the record of Roe v. Wade. But Dr. Nathanson could not live 
with the facts he came to know so well, the truth he could no longer 
deny. Not only did he stop performing abortions, Dr. Nathanson 
produced a powerful video entitled, “The Silent Scream” to show 
the world what a baby does as the abortion instruments approach 
the child in the womb. This video indisputably shows the baby 
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realizes something is wrong and tries to get away from the invad-
ing object. It is not the peaceful end of the baby’s life that woman 
have been led to believe. Dr. Nathanson was convinced that when 
Americans saw the video, they would realize what abortion really 
was. He has converted to Catholicism and was there that day to 
share his story.

Norma McCorvey, better known by her court case name, “Jane 
Roe” of Roe v. Wade, was present. Norma has also experienced 
a religious conversion and is now actively “pro-life”, telling the 
world at every opportunity that she is convinced abortion is the ter-
mination of a unique and irreplaceable life. She too was not given 
complete information regarding her court case. She has started the 
ministry “Roe No More” and works tirelessly to get her story out. 
She was ready to share her experience, who better than the woman 
whose name is most associated with abortion.

The third person, of course, was Sandra Cano. “Mary Doe” 
of Doe v. Bolton would once again tell the world that she never 
believed in abortion and never had an abortion. She would explain 
that her attorney did not carry out Sandra’s desires in the court-
room, and that her case was based on lies and deceit.

So, the 1998 March for Life has the three most publicly associ-
ated people concerning abortion there to firmly state their “pro-life” 
positions at the Rose Dinner the evening of the 25th anniversary of 
these monumental court decisions. Could there be a more perfect 
opportunity or better setting for the media to inform America about 
an important event filled with truth everyone needs to know so they 
can decide about such a divisive issue as abortion for themselves?

We believed this 25th anniversary event was so important that 
Sandra and I spent two nights away from home instead of our usual 
one. She worried about her grandchildren terribly, but Sandra was 
determined to support this special event in every way she could. 
And with our high expectations, we made sure we were in our 
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room to watch the news, to judge the quantity of the coverage for 
ourselves.

But the lead stories on the major networks were not about the 
March for Life. None of their reporters covered the Rose Dinner 
speakers. As Sandra and I sat in our hotel room and switched to 
every channel, we did find two stories, over and over again. One 
dominated the news, and the other was the only coverage we could 
find related to the 25th anniversary of Roe v. Wade and Doe v. Bolton.

The main story was about Monica Lewinsky. The day we 
arrived for the March for Life event was the day the story broke 
about the White House intern sexually involved with the President 
of the United States. Well, you say, of course such a huge news story 
would overshadow an event that has taken place annually over the 
past twenty-five years. The only problem with such reasoning is 
that the media had not just found out about the problems with the 
presidential intern. The story had been ignored for months; some 
say for more than a year. Why was the decision made to broadcast 
the story on the 25th anniversary of the Roe v. Wade and Doe v. 
Bolton decisions? By doing so, the media was able to pigeonhole 
the March for Life event by claiming to have something bigger to 
cover instead.

As for the second story, the media showed Vice-President Al 
Gore across town attending the “pro-choice” dinner celebrating the 
25th anniversary of legalized abortions. The “pro-choice” dinner 
was featured. The “pro-life” dinner, with its three highly visible 
speakers, was ignored. So much for objectivity by the media.

The Attendees

Someday there should be a special place in our history books 
for the individuals who work so hard to produce events like the 
March for Life. You have to admire these people for going forward 
year after year and not giving up, especially when you consider the 
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odds that are against them. These people continue in their fight to 
remind the world that “we are endowed by our Creator with cer-
tain inalienable rights,” and that the first of these rights is the right 
of life.

After all, if the people influencing the politicians and the news 
controllers can make the world think that a life is of no value, then 
what is the next step? Is it too hard to carry that thought forward 
to where someone can argue that others may also not hold value 
to society? Those too sick, those too old, those in the wrong eth-
nic group, those too religious, or those not holding to the “right” 
religion? Who can determine when someone does not contribute 
enough to society, and should be denied to their right to life? It 
happens every day, in abortion clinics across America. “Pro-life” 
people are really fighting for all of us. Someday the world will see, 
but for now it is truly an uphill battle for these defenders of the 
unborn. After all some of their biggest opponents hold power in 
the media.

I look out over the crowd before us and wonder just who is 
listening to Sandra this time. Have they always been “pro-life” or 
are some seared by a personal abortion experience?

Abortion providers supply trained individuals who know just 
how to apply the proper pressure to get their desired result; another 
confused mentally manipulated woman; another aborted baby. The 
providers spread such lies as, “It’s just like having your tonsils 
removed,” or “It’s no more than the cartilage in your ear,” or “The 
fetus doesn’t feel pain.” Are those who have lived through this 
deception here for this meeting?

Some present claim to be pro-life Christians who vocally 
oppose abortion and speak against anyone involved in abortion 
procedures. But I know of some who didn’t keep to their spo-
ken convictions when their daughter became the victim of an 
unwanted pregnancy. They quickly and quietly had their daughters 
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take advantage of the abortion procedures they speak against now. 
Hypocrisy can abound when an issue hits too close to home.

Will such a family live the rest of their lives holding onto the lie 
that, “If the neighbors don’t find out, then it’s as if the pregnancy 
never happened. Our family is pro-life, don’t you dare tell anyone 
we took you to a clinic.”? Betrayed by her own family, the woman 
is left to bear the loneliness, the guilt, and the regret. The child is 
never to be mentioned again and the woman has no one with whom 
to share her thoughts. Are such people here to listen to Sandra’s 
story?

I see many men in the audience. Are any of them recalling a 
time when they forced a wife, a sister, a daughter, or a lover to have 
an abortion? This so-called “great feminist victory” has reduced 
the responsibility of fathers to a few hundred dollars and ride to a 
clinic. Some men actually claim to believe that such an offer some-
how absolves them of their responsibility to both the woman and 
the child. His life goes on unaffected; the abortion is a quick fix to 
any pending financial or social responsibility. Sandra is about to 
start telling her story. Are those men listening?

Many women are present. How will Sandra’s story affect them? 
Throughout America, especially inside abortion clinics, women are 
not told the risks of an abortion procedure, such as the increased 
chances of later miscarriages, breast cancer or sterility. Women are 
never told of the sensation they will experience when the tiny life 
they carry is removed. Later in life they describe the experience as 
an actual loss of part of themselves physically, mentally, and emo-
tionally. They are never the same.

Are there women present who have had an abortion? If so, 
will Sandra’s story dig up memories they have tried so hard to put 
behind them? What mind games must these women play in order 
to bear the consequences of their abortion?

So many women who have undergone abortions now routinely 
state that they are left with feelings of guilt, condemnation, and 
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self-loathing. These women are haunted by thoughts like, “How 
could I not know it was a baby?” or “He didn’t love me enough to 
want his child and stand by me.” And then there is the mystery of 
what the child would have looked like and what he or she could 
have become. The ache of wanting to let the child know, “I loved 
you, and I still love you. I’m so sorry. Please forgive me.”

Of course, not all women who have undergone an abortion 
experience these emotions. Some are in very deep denial. I believe, 
some would even destroy their “unwanted” born children if it were 
legal. They could strap them in a car and watch it roll in a lake or 
systematically drown them in their own bathroom or throw them 
in the trash once they are born. After all, isn’t that what legalized 
abortion does, just before birth instead of after? Isn’t it supposed to 
be a quick fix, a solution to a problem pregnancy, an unwanted life?

Abortion supporters claim their position provides the answer 
for such chilling statements as, “A pregnancy at this time would 
ruin your life.” Or, “What about your career, your college degree? 
These are more important at this time.” Or what about, “It would 
destroy your parents if they knew you’d gotten pregnant.” And 
then there’s, “This pregnancy can be taken care of quickly and qui-
etly and no one will ever know. You can spare everyone if you 
just go forward with this procedure.” As a result of following this 
logic, millions of women are carrying a pain so horrific and so pen-
etrating that they dare not speak about abortion, lest the memories, 
fears and emotions overwhelm them. The secret remains a closed 
door in their mind and soul, and few want to open it.

Sandra shares the burden of these women. She blames herself 
for being used in the court proceedings that have allowed abortion 
to be declared legal. Sandra believes that her case made women 
fair game for the mental manipulation these women have endured. 
That’s why she is here, to let them know she was used as they were. 
She never wanted her case to be a landmark anything, just a routine 
divorce.
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Deliberate Deception

Sandra and I begin by explaining why there are two of us 
behind the podium. The fact that Sandra is much more comfort-
able with a question-and-answer format. She doesn’t worry about 
her thoughts rambling or about having to think too far ahead. We 
will be reviewing what we went over on the plane. If something is 
omitted or not covered with the proper detail we can go back over 
it. They will experience her personality more if she is relaxed. Our 
goal to have them appreciate Sandra for who she is and what she 
has been through.

We cover her humble childhood, her marriage, and the circum-
stances that caused her to go to Atlanta Legal Aid. We get to the 
Supreme Court case and I am deeply concerned that the audience 
will not grasp this information. Here is the proof that Sandra’s facts 
never changed but her lawyer, Pitts Hames, told completely differ-
ent versions of Sandra’s actions. In the Supreme Court transcript 
Pitts Hames stated that:

“She applied to the public hospital for an abortion, where 
she was eligible for free medical care. Her application there 
was denied. She later applied, through a private physician, 
to a private hospital abortion committee, where her abor-
tion application was approved.

She stated that:

“She did not obtain the abortion, however, because she did 
not have the cash to deposit and pay her hospital bill in 
advance.”

The truth is far different. Quite simply, these events never 
occurred. Sandra never applied to the public hospital for an 
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abortion. Her application was never denied because her applica-
tion never existed. She never requested for a private physician to 
submit an abortion application on her behalf. These statements are 
a complete fabrication on Pitts Hames part to make her desire for 
abortion on demand legal. How do we know this?

Pitts Hames was betrayed by her own words. After Sandra got 
her records unsealed in 1988, interest in the story was directed not 
only to Sandra but to her attorney, Margie Pitts Hames, as well. 
Pitts Hames was interviewed and her version of events appeared 
in the Fulton Daily Report, a legal newspaper in Atlanta. There 
she revealed that an abortion had been scheduled for Sandra at a 
private hospital, Georgia Baptist. The cost of the procedure was 
taken care of for Sandra. “As for the hospital bill, Sandra’s law-
yers raised money to cover it.” Also, according to the article, Dr. 
Donald Block volunteered to perform the abortion for free. This 
is the same doctor who delivered Sandra’s first three children. He 
would eliminate the fourth at no charge.

The revealing thing about this recollection is that it contradicts 
the argument Pitts Hames made to the United States Supreme Court. 
Remember she stated before the justices that Sandra applied to a 
private hospital for an abortion and that the application for abor-
tion was approved but she did not obtain the abortion, however, 
because she didn’t have the cash to deposit and pay her hospital 
bill in advance. The truth of why Sandra didn’t go ahead with the 
abortion is quite different than what the court was led to believe.

So, what did happen? Yes, an abortion was scheduled for 
Sandra. Without Sandra’s will or consent, the lawyer and Sandra’s 
mother had planned to eliminate the child. Sandra found out about 
the plan the night before she was to enter the hospital. She fled to 
Oklahoma by bus to save the life of her child.

Sandra believes that the Supreme Court was deliberately 
deceived. Things that Sandra had no knowledge of, and never 
consented to, were presented as actual events. There were two 
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miscarriages of justice. The first was Dorothy T. Beasley’s state-
ments concerning the lack of evidence.

“We know of no facts about her at all.”

“There are no facts in this case.”

“It is not a complete divulgence of the facts surrounding 
her circumstances.”

“We know no facts about her at all.”

“No interrogatories were answered, no proof was 
submitted.”

The second were the lies that were presented to the justices 
as truth. Once again, what Sandra wanted didn’t matter. The true 
facts didn’t matter. Sandra believes Pitts Hames had a goal and 
nothing would stand in her way. The tools used to accomplish this 
goal were lies and deception brought before the highest court in 
America.

The Reason For Her Resolve

Near the end of Sandra’s presentation is where she has the most 
difficulty emotionally. Sometimes she is unable to go on and I have 
to finish for her. When she first related her life’s story to me, it was 
the only time she wept.

After her records were unsealed in 1988 there was much pub-
licity that caused Sandra to be reunited with the daughter she had 
placed for adoption, the child who was the center of the Supreme 
Court action. Sandra took her daughter and grandchildren into her 
life and home.
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Shortly afterwards, while standing on her front porch holding a 
grandchild in her arms, Sandra was shot at, the bullet coming close 
to striking both Sandra and the baby. Fearing for her life and the 
lives of her family, Sandra decided to give up public life and “go 
underground”. She might have remained that way living in fear of 
being discovered again, and her story might have ended there. But 
Cory changed everything.

Sandra’s newly found daughter gave birth to Cory on April 26, 
1992, twenty-two years to the day after the filing of the Doe v. 
Bolton case. Cory was premature. According to his birth certificate, 
he was only 28 weeks old and 9 inches in length, weighing 9.4 
ounces. Although he was a perfectly formed baby boy, his lungs 
were not developed enough to sustain life. Sandra and her daughter 
watched as Cory fought for every breath, he only lived a few hours.

Through those hours, the nurse on duty never referred to Cory 
as anything more than a “fetus”. Cory was given no medical aid. 
He was simply allowed to die.

Sandra realized something that afternoon. Cory was considered 
nothing more than a “fetus” because of her Supreme Court case. 
And babies bigger than Cory were dying every day because of her 
case. Some are full term. In the procedure known as “partial birth 
abortion” the baby is delivered feet first and stabbed in the back of 
the head with scissors, the child’s brain is suctioned out before the 
head leaves the mother. All this has happened because of Sandra’s 
case, all because she was used and the facts were not important.

Has she become angry and bitter? No, she is Sandra. She tries 
to do the right thing and tries to please. At one point, she lived in 
an apartment where the residents were mostly Spanish speaking. 
Some were in this country legally and some illegally. Their chil-
dren didn’t know about Easter baskets, so she used $200 of her 
$900 disability check to buy them all Easter baskets. She is raising 
two grandchildren with this money and the funds were not discre-
tionary by any means. She needed the money for her basic living 
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expenses but wanted the apartment children to experience the joy 
of Easter. These children were not all planned. They weren’t from 
two-parent households. Some don’t even know their fathers. There 
isn’t enough money for all these children’s basic needs. None of 
these things mattered to Sandra. The only thing that mattered to 
Sandra was that they were children whom she wanted to show love 
and kindness. To have this unselfish, loving grandmother carry the 
responsibility of the killing of children is so unjust.

At this point in our presentation, Sandra sometimes becomes so 
overcome with emotion that I have to finish for her. But Cory set 
Sandra’s resolve. His life, though brief, changed Sandra forever. 
No matter what, she will continue in her effort to have America 
know the truth.

Connecting With The Hurting

We work together to complete Sandra’s presentation. After 
we close and the master of ceremonies makes the usual remarks 
and comments, people come to speak with Sandra. Some clasp her 
hand and offer support. I once saw a woman remove her religious 
medal from her own neck to give to Sandra for comfort. Sandra 
was deeply moved. On the trip home she held the medal and mar-
veled at the woman’s thoughtfulness. Some come with tears in 
their eyes to offer sympathy that she was treated so unjustly by the 
courts. Some come to have their photo taken with her.

And then there are those at the edge of the crowd. I thought 
some of them might be with us this evening. And they are. It seems 
they always are. They come forward when the others have left. 
They are the women scarred by abortion. [See Operation Outcry 
Chapter.]

These women live with the fact that some people will never 
understand how they could have undergone such a procedure. They 
always expect to hear condemning comments such as, “How could 
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you not know it was a baby?” or “Surely you must have known 
what you were going to do was wrong.” They expect to be rejected 
by people who cannot comprehend the pressure that led to their 
vulnerability, so they wait for the others to leave first. Their actions 
that fateful day, when they were so desperate, remain unknown 
to others for fear of ridicule, and to keep their own self-loathing 
hidden.

They come forward quietly. They share what women aren’t 
told before an abortion procedure. Once again, I hear them say 
things we’ve heard before in different cities.

“They never told me my baby would feel pain.”

“They told me it was no more than the cartilage in my ear.”

“They didn’t tell me that my baby girl had brainwaves and 
fingerprints.”

“They never told me of the sensation that I would feel when 
the life was removed from my body, or that the same feel-
ing would engulf me with the same intensity every time the 
procedure was remembered.”

“They never told me about the nightmares.”

“They never told me of the depression that I would experi-
ence every year on the anniversary of that event.”

“They never told me how hard the secret would be to carry.”

“I cannot pretend that it never happened.”
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I hear those comments so often, as I stand beside Sandra. I hear 
their voices and hope in some way that we’ve made them feel less 
alone and given them the hope that in the future other women will 
not be treated as they were. Just as they judicial process manipu-
lated Sandra; clinic personnel manipulated these women.

These women share so many of the same things. There’s always 
the burden of the secret. Some anxiety of,

“The friend who took me to the clinic knows, but will she 
keep the secret?”

“They never told me how to tell my current husband. When 
you first meet a man, you don’t tell him. Later, as you get 
to know him and realize you want to share your life, how 
do you tell him?”

“How do I tell my children? If they knew, would they ever 
see me in the same way again?”

“Will this one event that influences every other area of my 
life remain a secret?”

“They never told me at the clinic how complicated the 
“simple procedure” makes your life.”

Some of these women tell us they have even asked women to 
go with them while they tell their husband that they are post-abor-
tive, because they just couldn’t face him alone. I’ve yet to hear a 
“happy” story about abortion. I have yet to hear the clinics give a 
response that has satisfied these women’s tortured souls.

On average it takes two years of counseling for a post-abortive 
woman to come out of such a tormented life. That’s two years of 
struggling and dealing with the results of an abortion procedure 
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after years of denial. [Some women are getting healed more 
quickly today with more healing resources available. Each woman 
is different.]

Post-abortive women regularly deny the connection between 
eating disorders and abortion, between a promiscuous lifestyle and 
abortion, between attempted suicide and abortion, between the fear 
of intimate relationships and abortion. Some are left facing how 
abortion left them physically as well as emotionally.

A Place For Healing

There is one place where the secret is revealed. The naked 
truth of the abortion experience is faced head on. I’ve witnessed 
women come out of the denial with a sorrowful dignity. They can 
finally mourn the little person they’ve tried to ignore for so many 
years. This place of restoration and healing is called the “National 
Memorial for the Unborn”.

It is in Chattanooga, Tennessee. My husband, Bryan and I first 
learned of the Memorial when we were asked to help Sandra with 
her role in their dedication ceremony. The “National Memorial for 
the Unborn” is the site of a former abortion clinic purchased by 
“pro-life” supporters.

The abortion clinic opened in 1975. One-half of the building 
housed the actual abortion chambers. In its years of operation, 
35,000 lives were lost in those rooms. Ten years after the abor-
tion clinic opened, a small group of Christians rented an office in 
the building just across the street from the abortion clinic. There 
they established AAA Women’s Services, a crisis pregnancy cen-
ter. They were joined and supported over the following years by 
those desiring to assist women in a crisis pregnancy and help save 
children. Together with individuals from various church denomi-
nations and pro-life activists, they formed the Pro-Life Majority 
Coalition of Chattanooga (ProMaCC) in 1999.
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Within the span of two years, the co-owners of the abortion 
clinic, both women in their fifties, were diagnosed with cancer and 
died. The commercial landlord who had leased out the building to 
the abortion clinic was forced to file for bankruptcy. Word of the 
impending sale of the building containing the abortion clinic was 
passed along to the ProMaCC coalition members with only four 
day remaining to enter a bid.

Before the deadline the coalition put together $300,000 to bid 
towards the purchase of the property containing the abortion clinic. 
The main opponent to the coalition in the bidding was the abortion 
doctor, but the abortionist dropped out of the bankruptcy auction 
when the coalition bid reached $294,000.

As the new owners, ProMaCC was able to evict the abortionist, 
since the clinic’s lease had expired two days before the sale papers 
were signed. Half of the building was remodeled to provide a cen-
ter of support for women dealing with a crisis pregnancy.

The other half of the building, which had contained the abor-
tion chambers, was demolished with a bulldozer. In the ruins the 
next morning a neatly placed little teddy bear was found. Someone 
had come in the night and left it. A memorial was built on this site 
to remember those valuable lost lives, and to recognize the grief 
carried by the millions of living victims of abortion.

The “National Memorial for the Unborn” is a fifty-foot-long 
granite wall, which holds memorial plaques ordered from for-
ty-seven states throughout America. These plaques bear names, 
dates and messages expressing in adequate words the outpouring 
of grieving hearts.

This memorial site provides a tangible and accessible place 
for people to express grief and remembrance. And people come, 
all sorts of people come. Grandparents come to acknowledge 
the grandchild they will never hold. Fathers come, some who 
wanted the baby, but their desires were determined “immaterial” 
to the wishes of the mother and/or those putting pressure on her to 
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eliminate the baby. Other fathers come to try and get over the guilt 
of giving a woman in their life the unfair ultimatum of, “Kill it or 
I’ll leave”. Family members come who wished they had intervened 
to save the life of a child they now will never know.

Most moving of all are the mothers of the aborted children that 
come to this place. Over and over, on the brass plaques that are 
composed by individuals and placed on the wall, and in letters to 
the aborted children left on the ledge, one reads, “Please forgive 
me. I’m so sorry. I’ll hold you in heaven.”

I have taken post-abortive women to the Memorial. When they 
first experience the Memorial site, they are engulfed in regret and 
sorrow. But as we stand there and they read the letters and the 
plaques from other post-abortive women, they are fortified with 
the realization that they are no longer alone. The emotional toll and 
energy that was extracted feeling shame is replaced with a quest 
for truth and justice. They are renewed to fight against the manip-
ulation of women and to end legalized abortion on demand, to no 
longer live a lie or have the truth of what living with the secret of 
an abortion is like hidden and denied in their mind.

[Abortion Recovery Healing Resources are available nation-
wide now. Call or text Option Line at 800-712-4357 or go to 
OptionLine.org to chat.]

On some days the guilt these women suffer seems bigger than 
life. But on other days the factors that worked against them help 
relieve the guilt they carry. Days like when they visit this memorial.

When these post-abortive women unite, and they will, when 
their truth is known, and it will be, the legislative, executive, and 
judicial systems will have to act. The simple question of, “Is this 
a separate human being?” will be addressed. The basic DNA evi-
dence used by agents of many courts today will have to be applied.

During the argument in Doe v. Bolton heard before the Supreme 
Court Wednesday, October 11, 1972, one of the justices actually 
compared an abortion to a tonsillectomy. And I quote, “But you 

4156
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wouldn’t contend, would you, that the State would have authority 
to enact a statute or sustain a statute that would forbid tonsillecto-
mies, for example?”

No longer will that argument be a substitution for scientific evi-
dence. Once basic DNA evidence, the type regularly used in other 
court cases, is applied to abortion cases judges will have to face 
the truth. Science, logic, and common sense will someday enter 
this arena of lies, deception and manipulation. I firmly believe that 
with all my heart.

[Sadly that day has not yet come, but The Moral Outcry 
Petition, Chapter 8, continues to make the DNA and other new 
science argument.]

The Providers

Shouldn’t it be wrong to manipulate a woman at the most vul-
nerable time in her life? Shouldn’t women have the same legal 
protection and rights during this medical procedure as during 
adoption, when full medical disclosure and a complete review of 
all the rights and options available must be given and understood 
before final action can occur?

Even if a woman abuses her child, the parent-child relationship 
has legal protection and legal recourse before the relationship can 
be terminated. Shouldn’t it be wrong to permit a woman to make 
an irreversible decision with insufficient information.

Some abortion providers have left the industry. Some were the 
owners of clinics, some were the doctors who performed the abor-
tions, some were the counselors who talked to the girls, and some 
were the medical assistants whose job was to make sure all of the 
baby was removed from the womb. They are willing to speak about 
their experiences, what they saw, and what they did. I have heard 
their stories on more than one occasion.
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It is not easy for these individuals to relive their roles in the 
“pro-choice” movement. But their desire for the world to know 
the truth is greater than the pain of facing the damage they caused.

At a convention in Chicago, former abortion providers shared 
their experiences as the video “Meet the Abortion Providers” was 
made. It is available through the Pro-Life Action League offices in 
Chicago, IL and on YouTube. This video along with other videos 
and written testimonies are a window into the abortion industry 
that presents a picture they certainly don’t volunteer.

Abby Johnson’s life as a former Planned Parenthood Employee 
of the Year, who comes to the truth and deeply regrets her “choice” 
is told in the movie “Unplanned”. Abby’s ministry can be contacted 
at “And Then There Were None”.

For starters, I was shocked to learn from these people, that they 
and their former co-workers used to laugh behind closed doors at 
the term “pro-choice”. There was no “choice” given by the “coun-
selors” at their abortion clinics. The only “choice” concerned which 
clinic a woman would use for their abortion procedure.

I am told that in such “counseling sessions” all focus is taken 
off the baby and put instead on some trivial expectation. For exam-
ple, a teenage girl may be told, “If you have a baby, you won’t be 
able to be a cheerleader. You won’t be able to enter a beauty pag-
eant.” What kind of logic is that, on one side cheerleading, on the 
other the destiny of a unique, irreplaceable human being?

What happens with that “logic” after the young woman under-
goes an abortion procedure? These women have come forward with 
notarized affidavits [Operation Outcry] stating they have redefined 
themselves and their self-image. Motivated by self-loathing, they 
become promiscuous, sometimes ending up having multiple abor-
tions. They never become a beauty queen or cheerleader because 
of the emotional pain caused by their abortion.

Former abortion providers have admitted that their clinics 
intentionally prescribed the lowest dose birth control pill. Without 
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informing the patient, the pill would have a 30 percent failure rate. 
The result was repeat business.

Some former providers say their clinics treated women for 
venereal disease without informing their patients that the anti-
biotics prescribed would negate the effects of their birth control 
medication. The outcome? Another 10 to 15 percent repeat busi-
ness rate from the women who had supposedly been “helped” by 
the clinic they trusted.

If abortion is so right, why do post-abortive women and former 
abortion providers feel so bad? Why are these former clinic work-
ers now so horrified about the work they did?

I have learned abortion clinic workers are taught to deny the 
experience of “post-abortion syndrome”. If a woman who under-
went an abortion procedure calls the clinic back asking about her 
nightmares or depression, she is told that she must have had such 
problems before the abortion took place.

One former clinic director came to the sad realization that 
abortion is not about helping women but about greed. She regu-
larly encountered providers who didn’t care about the woman and 
didn’t care about the baby or the undeniable fact that “so many 
women are dying” following legal abortion procedures. This direc-
tor found her conscience would no longer permit her participation 
and she quit.

In 1997 in the United States, there were 1,186,039 legal abor-
tions reported to the Federal Center for Disease Control. Using an 
average cost per abortion of $450 that means the abortion industry 
generated $1,462,050 each day in 1997 alone. That is $533,648,250 
a year. Eliminating the unborn is a very profitable endeavor.

[The Abortion Industry is a big 2-billion-dollar business with 
total assets of 2.165 Billion:
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Total Income .......................................... $1,665.1 million
Government ............................................. $ 563.8 million
Donations ................................................. $ 630.8 million
Non-Government clinic income .............. $ 365.7 million
Other ........................................................ $ 104.8 million
Profits ....................................................... $ 244.8 million
Abortions ............................................................ 332,757

National Office & Affiliate Financial Data 
Combined Balance Sheet: National Office and Affiliates

June 30, 2018
Total Assets 2,165.6
Total Liabilities 283.9
Net Assets 1,881.7

Source – Summary from – https://www.plannedparent-
hood.org/about-us/facts-figures/annual-report People who 
perform abortion procedures consistently deny any damage 
to post-abortive women, physically, or emotionally. These 
women are left alone with their fears. I know. I have lis-
tened to them tell Sandra and me their stories.

Pro-choice supporters are right about one thing. Abortion is 
about women. Only the supporters and advocates promoting abor-
tion focus on their cause. What is in the woman’s best interest, 
complete information, is never considered.

How sad that these women are alone with the fear that their 
husbands will leave them if they learn about the abortion. So, they 
keep the knowledge to themselves, even if the abortion took place 
before their marriage. These women fear their children may end 
up hating them if they learn about their mother’s abortion experi-
ence. They even fear the judgment of their friends if they confide 
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in them about an abortion and seek comfort for the struggles they 
now silently battle.

Most sad to me are the post-abortive women who fear the con-
demnation of their churches if anyone learns they underwent an 
abortion procedure, regardless of how long ago it happened. I have 
seen how a relationship with Christ has brought comfort and heal-
ing to Dr. Nathanson, Norma McCorvey, and Sandra Cano. The 
simple fact that God loves me brings peace. Because of Christ’s 
sacrifice, God, in His great love, has forgiven me. God is giving 
me strength to face each day. I pray they will all experience that 
comfort someday.

For now, these women are isolated, guilty, and abandoned. 
They think their experience is safely locked away. But the truth 
keeps surfacing again and again, with great remorse. They feel 
pressure from (family, lover, counselor, etc.) to keep quiet. As long 
as they remain quiet there is no threat to the powers that put them 
in this cauldron. The women are left to bear these scars alone for 
the rest of their lives.

But the truth will always stand, and a legal effort is underway 
to overturn Roe v. Wade and Doe v. Bolton. Allan Parker, CEO and 
Founder of the Justice Foundation (www.txjf.org) is representing 
Sandra Cano and Norma McCorvey. There is now a legal opportu-
nity for all post-abortive women and people who stand with them 
to be able to have their truth known in court. See www.opera-
tionoutcry.org.

Would there be a need for such questions if the procedure were 
anything but abortion? A television commercial for a prescrip-
tion medicine contains more information and warning than these 
women received in their entire abortion process.

Finally, a chance to be heard. I believe that these organizations 
will persevere. In the end the courts will decide the abortion issue 
based on fact and testimony. I believe the U.S. Supreme Court will 
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rectify the way Doe v. Bolton was heard. This time it will matter 
that the people represented in the cases are real.

For more information on this court proceeding or to learn how 
anyone can stand with these women, please contact: The Justice 
Foundation, P.O. Box 40458, San Antonio, Texas 78229, (210) 
614-7151 or log on to www.operationoutcry.org.

Sandra and I return to our room emotionally spent, moved by 
the women’s pain, and deeply humbled that Sandra’s story brought 
them comfort.

We will catch a few hours’ sleep before returning to our homes. 
It is both an honor and responsibility when someone like Sandra 
has given you her trust. Bryan and I don’t want to do anything that 
would let her down.

Sandra has been hurt and used so many times. And until more 
Americans know the facts behind Sandra’s case, I will again set 
my alarm for 5:00 A.M. We always need extra time at the airport.

As I am finishing this manuscript the United States is still 
reeling from the events of September 11, 2001, and its wanton 
destruction. Nearly 3,000 precious lives were lost at the World 
Trade Center alone. President Bush has rightly declared war on 
terrorism and more than 85 percent of Americans support him in 
this decision. Yet every day more than 3,000 innocent, helpless 
babies die from legalized abortion in the United States. When will 
the war against them end? Speak up, you can help put an end to 
these acts of terrorism.

Sybil J. Lash, permission granted to include this mate-
rial in this book.© 2002
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Update on Sandra’s Death and Beyond –  
Gonzales v. Carhart

[Sandra died on September 30, 2014, before she could live to 
see Roe reversed in Dobbs on June 24, 2022. But she would be 
rejoicing in Heaven if she could see it.]

The Supreme Court declined to take her Rule 60 Motion case 
in 2006. They did not rule against her, they just refused to hear the 
case. The Supreme Court gets around 8,000 to 9,000 requests to 
take an appeal (known as cert. petitions), but only accepts 80-90 
or less per year. Thus, every appeal has a 99% chance they will not 
take your case, known as denying cert. So, the Court was not ready 
to hear her case. Then, their decision had no binding effect as a 
precedent. The legal battle continued, but in another way.

Finally in an amazing, extraordinary way in 2007, Sandra’s 
name was cleared at the Supreme Court on April 18, 2007, in 
Gonzales v. Carhart. The Court actually cited her Amicus Brief (pri-
marily prepared and authored by Lead Counsel Linda Schlueter) 
at the Supreme Court filed by The Justice Foundation attorneys 
on behalf of Sandra Cano and 180 Women Injured by Abortion. 
Sandra was finally able to explain how she and the Court were 
deceived in her case.

In addition, based on the testimony of the 180 Women of 
Operation Outcry Injured By Abortion on the Brief, for the first 
time ever the Court called the child an “infant life” at the moment 
of abortion. Why? The Court explained why in writing in its deci-
sion by citing to the actual pages of Sandra and the Women’s Brief 
saying: 

“While we find no reliable data to measure the phenome-
non, it seems unexceptionable to conclude some women 
come to regret their choice to abort the infant life they once 
created and sustained. See Brief for Sandra Cano, et al., 
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[180 Women Hurt by Abortion] as Amici Curiae in No. 
05-380, pp.22-24. Severe depression and loss of esteem can 
follow.” Gonzales v. Carhart, 550 U.S. 124, at 159 (2007) 
(emphasis added).

In addition, the Court upheld the federal partial birth abortion 
ban, after declaring 38 partial birth abortion bans at the state level 
unconstitutional in 2000 in Stenberg v. Carhart (2000). 

Consider this! In 2000, the year we were called to collect the 
testimonies of women and take Norma and Sandra back to the 
Court, they had just said Roe was so strong that governments could 
not even ban a procedure in which the child was almost born alive, 
but the head remained in the body with the legs sticking out, while 
a suction devise crushed the baby’s skull and suctioned out the 
child’s brain. Unimaginable horror!

In fact, a senior leader of the pro-life movement whom I had 
gone to in 2000 to tell about Operation Outcry’s call to reverse Roe 
told me: “Al, they just looked into the pit of hell and didn’t blink. 
They will never overturn Roe v. Wade.”

He was crushed in 2000 right after Stenberg. But in 2007, only 
seven years later, a remarkably short legal time, Sandra and 180 
Women’s voices were heard in the Court through their Brief. This 
time the Court upheld the ban on partial birth abortion and in effect 
reversed its 2000 decision and actually cited the women’s testi-
monies as one of the reasons. Pages 22-24 of The Brief, cited by 
The Court contains quote after quote of women’s testimonies of 
the devastation caused by abortion. Actual quotes you will read 
in the next chapter. How do we overcome Satan? By the Blood of 
the Lamb and the word of their testimony. Revelation 12:11 And 
by hearing the Word of the Lord and obeying Him. Obedience is 
a neglected doctrine in much of Christianity today, but blessing 
comes when we hear and obey.]
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What Abortion Does to Women

By 2002, hundreds of women had already come forward with 
written testimonies to let the truth be known about abortion. 

By 2003, when we filed the Rule 60 Motions for Norma and Sandra 
about 1000 testimonies were provided to the Court. Far more than 
the one affidavit of Norma and Sandra in their original cases. But 
for hail to “sweep away the refuge of lies,” (Isaiah 28:17), we need 
a flood of hailstones. A few hail stones are not a threat, though 
you might scurry for shelter, but thousands pelting the ground can 
destroy a building. By the time of the Dobbs decision, we filed 
4728 legally admissible written Operation Outcry testimonies, 
with the Supreme Court, because the Lord told us to do so. 

Prior to Dobbs, the Supreme Court viewed motherhood as suf-
fering saying:

“The mother who carries a child to full term is subject to 
anxieties, to physical constraints, to pain that only she must 
bear. That these sacrifices have from the beginning of the 
human race been endured by woman with a pride that enno-
bles her in the eyes of others and gives to the infant a bond 
of love cannot alone be grounds for the State to insist she 
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make the sacrifice. Her suffering is too intimate and per-
sonal for the State to insist, without more, upon its own 
vision of the woman’s role, however dominant that vision 
has been in the course of our history and our culture.”

Planned Parenthood v. Casey, 505 U.S.  
833, 856 (1989).

This view ignores the suffering that abortion brings to women. 
Abortion was viewed by the Court in Casey as an end to women’s 
suffering from pregnancy. We need women to tell the court the 
truth about the suffering of abortion.

In this chapter, answers to the questions we have asked women 
about their abortion will be shared in their own words. I always felt 
the women are far more eloquent and knowledgeable about the lies 
of abortion than I am. You will read excerpts from the women’s 
sworn answers, with first names if they have signed their testimo-
nies in such manner, or initials if the women prefer.

I am inspired by the courageous women who have allowed us 
to use their names. This is the sworn truth, admissible in a court 
of law. They join us in calling on other women to share their testi-
mony in courts and legislatures across the country. 

But first, if you have had an abortion, you are not alone. If you 
need healing, as these women did, there is help all across the nation 
at no cost to you. Here are the toll-free numbers:

Healing Resources For Women and Men

1.	 International Helpline for Abortion Recovery (based in 
the US):

The International Helpline for Abortion Recovery trained 
phone consultants have experienced the pain of abortion and are 
ready to help you with your abortion recovery healing process.
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•	 They provide 24/7 confidential help and care.
•	 They listen to you and help you find the abortion recovery 

program nearest you.
•	 They mail resources and follow up to make sure you get 

the help you need.

If you have questions or need help after abortion, please call 
1-866-482-LIFE (5433).

For more information go to www.internationalhelpline.org.
CALL NOW! The first step in the journey of healing can begin 

with your call.

2.	 Option Line:

It doesn’t matter if your abortion was yesterday or 20 years ago. 
Option Line provides emotional support after abortion through a 
hotline where you can speak to someone about the way you feel 
right away or connect you with a group in your area that meets in 
person.

For help with your unplanned pregnancy visit:
•	 OptionLine.org to chat
•	 Or call/text 800-712-4357.

Option Line also provides weekend retreats ready to help 
women sort through any difficult emotions from a past abortion.
Option Line is here to help.

3.	 Support After Abortion

In an atmosphere of acceptance and flexibility, Support After 
Abortion provides an options-based approach to emotional and 
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spiritual healing. You can choose a program that best suits your 
needs. Over 800 agencies are available to help you.

•	 Call Support After Abortion: 844-289-HOPE
•	 Visit Website: www.supportafterabortion.com

Their mission is “To end the demand for abortion through heal-
ing people impacted by abortion.”

4.	 H3 Helpline – Help, Hope, Healing

H3 Helpline is a national after abortion helpline. They offer after 
abortion support and help, hope, healing for the pain of abortion.

•	 Call 1-866-721-7881
•	 Visit Website: www.h3helpline.org

Call H3Helpline and one of their Phone Coaches will provide 
you with healing information.

According to a peer reviewed article in the prestigious British 
Journal of Psychiatry, 

“Women who had undergone an abortion experienced an 
81% increased risk of mental health problems, and 10% of 
the incidence of mental health problems was shown to be 
attributable to abortion.”5

If only ten percent of one million women a year who have 
abortions suffer these symptoms, then 100,000 women a year are 
suffering. I believe it is far more. In fact, the evidence of the link 
between abortion and suicide is so strong that in my legal opinion 

5	 Coleman, Priscilla, “Abortion and Mental Health; Quantitative Synthesis 
and Analysis of Research Published 1995-2009,” (2011) 199, 180-186, DOI: 
10.1192/bjp.bp.110.077230 (a meta-analysis of 22 studies).
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every suicide hotline and every therapist or counselor who deals 
with depression and anxiety has a legal duty to screen for abortion 
in a woman’s past and refer her to those who are competent by 
training to deal with post abortion trauma.

The women tell us what this psychological trauma is really like.

Legally Admissible Testimonies From Operation 
Outcry Women

How has abortion affected you?

“The truth was that two months following the abortion 
I would lose my womb causing a gradual reduction in 
my estrogen production, leading to estrogen deprivation 
resulting in delayed depression during an early and hard 
menopause. An abortion, not pregnancy, caused serious 
consequences. The truth was that the night before my abor-
tion I asked aloud, God, is there anything wrong in what I 
am going to do? Man says it isn’t even life. What do you 
say? I didn’t hear an audible response and assumed it was 
OK. However, in the morning, a clerk from the clinic called 
to let me know that the doctor had to cancel his appoint-
ments for that morning and asked me what I wanted to do? 
I did not remember the night before; I did not make the 
connection. I was not listening. I informed my husband 
and he asked about the next Saturday. So I made another 
appointment and I became responsible for my child’s death.

Myra, Texas

“No one forewarned me of the repercussions of an abor-
tion. It was a simple procedure of removing “tissue,” so 
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why the pain, the sudden emptiness? I awoke night after 
night to the sound of screams, they were mine! There are 
no words to express the deep dark hole I found myself in, 
no phrase to describe the depth of my despair.”

Kay, Idaho

“I fell into deep depression and battled nervous tension that 
even affected my bodily functions. I developed stomach 
ulcers and was put on sedatives to which I became addicted. 
By age nineteen, I could take no more of the heartache and 
torment resulting from my abortion and decided one day to 
end my life. I know the Lord had other plans for me, as I 
was found unconscious and rushed to the emergency room 
where my stomach was pumped. My life continued, but I 
lived in hidden shame and guilt, with the pain and knowl-
edge that I was responsible for ending my baby’s life. I 
don’t know if there is any greater agony on this earth.”

Daria, Alabama

“A part of me died that day as I realized I would never hold 
or see that child. I became angry and depressed. I started 
drinking heavily, doing drugs, and became very promiscu-
ous. I didn’t think anyone would love me unless I gave them 
sex in return. I got pregnant two more times and choose 
abortion each time. With each abortion my addictions got 
worse. I even attempted suicide 3 times. Because of the 
choices I had made my life was a mess and was spiraling 
out of control.”

Luana, Iowa
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“There was an increase of self-destructive behavior regard-
ing sexual activity, drugs, and alcohol. I was irrational and 
full of fears. I would become overwhelmed and fall apart 
emotionally but not knowing why. Ten years passed before 
I was able to admit to myself that I had killed my child 
and was able to grieve for him. After thirteen years, I have 
given up hope of conceiving another child.”

Mayela, Texas

“Immediate depression – long term guilt and unforgiveness 
– I have no other children.”

Barbara, Texas

“Many ways. Emotionally, physically. Started doing drugs 
after abortion. Relating to my children. Loving my chil-
dren. Depression, rages. Guilt, shame, bad relationships.”

Mary Frances, California

“Great sorrow and shock when I realized what I had done 
out of sheer ignorance. I miss deeply the child that I lost 
by spontaneous abortion and the two children whom I 
murdered. I love my living three children with all my heart 
and wish I knew the other three that I don’t have. I have so 
much time for them all now.”

Cheryl, California
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“The women’s center told me “It is just a glob of pregnancy 
tissue”... “it will be a short outpatient procedure”... “prob-
lem solved.” Instead, the abortion ushered me down a 
staircase, as I found myself spiraling into deep depres-
sion. The abortion became my prison cell of postabortion 
grief, substance abuse, shame, and heartbreak. No one 
at that women’s center told me the truth of the development 
of my baby, my option for adoption, or the devastating fall-
out from post-abortion grief and regret. The abortion tore 
through my life like a hurricane...I changed from a young 
woman entering nursing school, hard-working, eager to 
help people... to a broken, promiscuous, alcohol indulging, 
partying girl, looking for any way to numb the emotional 
pain from the gnawing reality of the loss of my child and 
what I had done.” 

Sue, Ohio

“I am always feeling unwanted and empty. I have a hard 
time feeling close or attached to the two children I do have.”

F.A., Wisconsin

“Depression, angry. Pain, hopeless.”

G.I.C., Texas
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“My abortion has affected me in numerous ways. I felt tre-
mendous guilt and confusion in the recovery room. I felt I 
had done something terribly wrong but didn’t understand 
why I felt that way. I was very depressed and withdrawn 
afterward and could not talk about what I was feeling. I 
was unable to discuss the abortion for many years, despite 
my husband trying to discuss it with me. I never revealed 
my abortion as part of my medical history. It affected my 
relationship with my husband for over 20 years. I wor-
ried about being punished for killing my baby and feared 
I would lose my children after they were born. I have had 
many medical problems that I attribute to having the abor-
tion including pre-term pregnancies, abnormal paps, and 
abnormal periods.”

S., Texas

“Ashamed and saddened.”

Joanne, Georgia

“If I imagine what hell is then I say that is how my life was 
before I found counseling and healing. I became an alco-
holic, lost my will to live, hated life in general.”

Lisa, Oregon

“Years of mood swings, eating disorders, promiscuity, low 
self-esteem and relationship with my other children.”

Reatha, Maryland
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“A lot of guilt. I was a Christian at the time and I chose 
my husband over God. It also allowed the spirit of death to 
enter my soul.”

Jeanne, California

“I spent years going from relationship to relationship and I 
became more sexually active. Alienated from family, prob-
lems in school, old friends became distant.” (3 abortions)

Maureen, Pennsylvania

“After my abortion, my life was very emotionally unsta-
ble. I had severe episodes of depression and found myself 
crying uncontrollably for no reasons. Thank God a few 
years ago I accepted that God had forgiven me for killing 
my baby or allowing doctors to kill my baby, and God has 
healed me of depression.”

Tina, Georgia

“Emotionally – physically. I was 25 when I had my abor-
tion. I’m 42 now and there is not a day goes by I don’t think 
about how I murdered my baby.”

M.A.C., Texas

“It’s BEEN HELL!!! Grief, anger, low self-esteem, con-
demnation, feelings of immense regret – wondering how 
my life would have been different with my child. If I had 
allowed my child to live, I would have felt so much better 
about myself.”

Mary Jane, New York
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“Severe depression, especially in January, knowing my 
child would be another year older.”

Wendy, New Jersey

“It affected me in so many ways I can’t list them all. I lost 
trust in people – in love – in God. I looked into reincarnation 
in hopes that my child would return in another pregnancy. I 
felt hopeless inside and used “cocktail hour” to get through 
my life.”

Dianne, New York

“Ten years after the abortion I almost had a nervous break-
down. Have suffered emotionally for twenty-five years.”

D.E., Georgia

“Made me feel ashamed and guilty.”

Beverly, Texas

“Severe guilt knowing I killed my baby. Depression, lack 
of self-respect. Most of all, the empty arms and not having 
known and experienced my baby.”

Sandra, Georgia

“Emotionally, I feel now like I killed those babies and just 
because it was legal didn’t make it right.”

Florence Anne, Texas
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“I dealt with years of shame, guilt, and loss. It was not until 
I began speaking of the abortion, did I start healing.”

Jennifer, Colorado

“I struggle with intimacy. I also feel like I have to keep it 
a secret – almost as if I would not be accepted in society.”

Karyn, Texas

“Very negatively! I have had depression, guilt, sleepless-
ness, counseling, etc. Not a day goes by that I don’t think 
about killing my baby.”

D.K., Arkansas

“I was an emotional wreck for several years because I 
thought God was punishing me by not allowing me to carry 
a pregnancy to term.”

K.E.K., Maryland

“It’s robbed me of peace, joy in the blessings of my life, my 
self-esteem has been shot to pieces.”

Victoria, North Carolina

“I went from being on the Dean’s List in college to getting 
F’s, incompletes, and withdraws. I attempted suicide. I was 
depressed. The guilt was overwhelming.”

H.A.K., Tennessee
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“It caused me to have emotional problems and a lot of 
nervous problems. I regret what I have done. I did have 
nightmares in the very beginning after my abortions. I was 
in complete denial. I have serious problems with men. It is 
hard for me to trust them.”

J.L.K., New York

“It has affected me in the following ways: One, it changed 
my life dramatically. I was in denial for the first two years. 
Trying to ignore it had happened and trying to suppress. I 
didn’t think anyone would understand. I certainly felt like 
I could not go to God because how could He forgive me. It 
hurt me because I had killed my child. It hurt me because 
I would not know that child. I went through anger, severe 
depression, insomnia, and fear. I had no peace whatsoever. 
I was miserable.”

Cori, North Carolina

“Emotionally/mentally: Guilt, shame, isolation, depres-
sion, despair, regret, remorse, self-hatred, self-destructive, 
suicidal (hospitalized), inability to forget baby, baby’s 
death date and baby’s due date, in ability to forgive myself, 
loss of sexual interest, outbursts of rage and anger, help-
lessness and troubled relationships. Physically: Precancer 
of cervix two years after abortion. Stillbirth four years after 
abortion.”

Paula, Wisconsin
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[We could go on, and on, and on with the agony of abortion. 
When the 2002 Operation Outcry book was written, there were ten 
more pages like these. Eventually, our 4,728 legally admissible tes-
timonies were given to the Court in the Dobbs case. I, along with 
Clayton Trotter, Mary J. Browning, Kathleen Cassidy-Goodman, 
and Mary Ann Randolph also filed a brief on behalf of 375 Women 
Injured By Second and Third Late Term Abortions and Melinda 
Thybault, acting on behalf of 336,214 Signers of The Moral Outcry 
Petition described in chapter eight. This was one of only eight pro-
life briefs filed at the Cert. Petition phase of Dobbs. That’s when 
you ask the Supreme Court to take a case, but they turn you down 
99% of the time.

In a truly unusual, extraordinary way, the Dobbs case was 
reset and reconsidered by the Supreme Court 22 times before it 
was accepted. The decision to accept it was announced on May 17, 
2021. That day was Shavuot, or the Day of Pentecost on the Jewish 
calendar that year.

After the Court agreed to hear the case, 80 pro-life briefs were 
filed of which four more were written by The Justice Foundation. 
See chapter nine.]

Were you adequately informed of the  
consequences of abortion?  

[Lies, Deceit, Misrepresentation By The Abortion Industry]

“I was told that at this stage that the baby had not taken 
form yet and it was just a mass of tissue and the procedure 
would be like a D & C.”

Barbara, Texas
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“No. I had a second trimester miscarriage less than a year 
after my abortion, never knew this was a risk.”

Mary Frances, California

“No. Not at all. I was encouraged by the abortion clinic 
doctors that it was painless and without consequences.”

Cheryl, California

“Not at all. I was not told that there would be any 
consequences.”

G.B., Wisconsin

“No. I had no idea how much it would affect me emotionally.”

Sylina, Georgia

“No – the emotional consequences for me were 
devastating!!”

Tamela, Maryland

“No, not the mental or emotional ones only the physical 
ones, like cramping and possibility of punctured uterus. 
Not breast or cervical cancer increase.”

Lisa, Oregon
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“No one talked to me about anything. I was put in a room 
with other girls to wait until they called me.”

L.M.C., Tennessee

“I was told it was only tissue not a baby.”

M.C., California

“No, I was told it was a procedure, relatively painless – no 
side effects.”

Wendy, New Jersey

“No – I was not told of the depression that followed.”

Mary Anne, Georgia

“Not the emotional consequences.”

Cecilia, Florida

“No. The only problem they mentioned was infection if 
you went swimming in a lake, or excessive bleeding under 
very rare circumstances, according to the clinic.”

Shawn, Texas

“No – I didn’t know there were any consequences. Everyone 
acted like it was nothing – no big deal.”

Christina, Delaware
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“No. I didn’t know that the hurt would never go away. Any 
future physical problems were not discussed.”

Dianne Marie, New York

“No. I did not ask. My doctor did not offer any information.”

Lisa, Virginia

“No. I was told it was a quick fix for everything and there 
were no consequences to 99.9% of the women.”

Candice, California

“Absolutely not – it was only described as a quick fix – “no 
one has to know.”

Debbie, Nebraska

“Looking back, I remember being told it was the right thing 
to do. I was told the difficulties of being a mother and rais-
ing a child. I was so young and had my whole life ahead of 
me. There were so many girls there that day.” 

P.C.O., Louisiana

“I do not recall being told of any serious consequences, 
physically, emotionally, or psychologically. The Santa Ana 
Health Department where I had the pregnancy test advised 
me that I couldn’t afford to have the baby.”

Rashelle, California
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“None were explained to me. I was asked if I felt I could 
live with myself after abortion – no information was given 
to me so how could I honestly answer this question, so I 
lied and said, “yes”.”

Donna, California

“No. I was told there were no side effects.”

Amy Marie, Colorado

“No – not at all; no consequences were discussed, physical, 
emotional, mental, etc. They told me, “You know it’s just a 
bunch of cells, don’t you?” I didn’t believe it in my heart.”

Kimberly, Ohio

“No!!! Not one person informed me of anything, it was just 
an “option”!”

Erika, Oklahoma

“No one discussed with me any moral issues whatsoever. I 
was told there was nothing to be embarrassed or ashamed 
about.”

Scherrie, Kansas

“I was not informed of any consequences of the abortion. 
I was not told of the emotional or physical consequences. 
While I was still under the effects of the sedation, but after 
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the procedure was completed, I began loud, uncontrollable 
sobbing. I remember coming out from under the anesthetic 
hearing the nurse telling my mother that I had been crying 
uncontrollably. I don’t know when I started sobbing, but I 
can say that even though my body had been numbed to the 
pain, my mind had not. I can honestly say this was and is 
the lowest day of my life.”

Debera, Texas

“No. No one told me that I would hear cries in the middle 
of the night.”

Brandy, Georgia

[We could go one and on. The original 2002 Operation Outcry 
book included another 20 pages of this. We have thousands of sim-
ilar testimonies. The abortion industry lies to and damages women. 
Billions of dollars in civil damages are due to abortion industry 
victims. May these lawsuits come soon!]

Did anyone pressure you into having an abortion? If so, who?

[The pressure comes from different sources, but huge numbers 
of women feel pressured. [About one-half of the 4,728 women’s 
testimonies we submitted in Dobbs say they were pressured.] Is 
this a woman’s choice? These answers give the lie to the phrase – 
“It’s a woman’s choice.”]

“Yes. My gynecologist because I had been “spotting”.”

Cheryl, California
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“Yes. Psychiatrists, social worker, my mother, boyfriend, 
“friends”, even a minister. In the first instance the money 
was borrowed. In the second it was “decided” for me.”

Nancy, Iowa

“Yes. Parents.”

I.S.A., Texas

“Yes. The man who I was pregnant by.”

Paula, Ohio

“Yes. My husband.”

Grace, North Carolina

“Not my first one but my second one was due to the pres-
sure of the father.”

Lisa, Oregon

“Yes – the babies’ fathers. Two abortions per father.”

Kimberly, California

“Yes. My husband at the time.”

Lillian, California
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“Friends and father of the baby.”

Reatha, Maryland

“Yes. My fiancé at the time and supported by my father and 
stepmother. My ex-husband said I couldn’t marry him if I 
was pregnant. My parents said I could get pregnant again.”

Jeanne, California

“Boyfriends – fear of telling parents, no support.” (3 
Abortions)

“Yes. Parents.”

Lisa, Arizona

“(1) My father and brother. (2) My husband.”

Mary Ann, Florida

“Yes. My boyfriend – the father. Planned Parenthood rec-
ommended it.”

Pamela, California

“Family Planning Clinic in Victoria, Texas – gave me 
money for abortion.”

Joy, Texas
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“Yes, the counselor, when I told her I was afraid of being 
a parent she used my fears to make the decision easier and 
faster.”

R.A.C., Texas

“Yes, my boyfriend and my co-workers.”

Mary Anne, Georgia

“Yes, my husband the first time. The Department of Family 
Children Services.”

Cecilie, Florida

“Yes, the father and his friend – an older attorney who 
assured me that I would ruin everyone’s life if I carried the 
baby and that my husband could take my kids – I would be 
an unfit mother. Like killing my baby would make me a fit 
mother?”

Dianne, New York

“Yes. Mother – she was too embarrassed. We were in a 
Lutheran Church that was/is pretty much a “social club”.

Ra Shelle’, Kansas

“Yes. Mostly my parents but also my then boyfriend.”

Janet, Wisconsin
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“Yes, someone did pressure me. It was my husband at 
that time.”

Betty, California

“I felt pressured because I was asked a question and not 
given the option to think about it and get back to Planned 
Parenthood with my decision.”

Charlene, Pennsylvania

“Yes, the father of the child, my husband. That I had to 
or else.”

Michele, Texas

“Boyfriend was insistent that abortion was the only accept-
able solution. I was so afraid of losing the relationship, I 
went ahead and aborted. The abusive relationship ended 
four months later.” [Very common with abortions.]

P.B.M., Illinois

“Yes. The nurse practitioner that I saw at Kaiser Permanente. 
She made many comments about needing to get rid of a 
problem I had, which at that time, I didn’t think I had one.”

Tara

“My mother and the doctors and nurses.”

C.M., Texas
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“Yes. The father of the baby and friends.” [Very common.]

P.C.O., Louisiana

How has abortion affected others in your life?

“I regret very much not telling my father the truth when 
I was pregnant. I couldn’t live with myself and when I 
finally did tell him, he just wept because he would have 
helped me.”

L.A., New York

“My parents were grieved and I believe the people per-
forming abortions are searing their own consciences.”

Tamela, Maryland

“When my daughter had her abortion, she said, “You did it.”

Kathleen, New York

“Yes, my first born.”

Grace, North Carolina

“Yes, it definitely has, especially my other children. I took 
out my frustration on them and then didn’t understand it 
at the time. When I explained it later they were hurt and 
shocked by my decision to have an abortion.”

Reatha, Maryland
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“I drew others in, e.g., roommate gave me the money 
against her better judgment. We spent years not talking to 
one another.”

Maureen, Pennsylvania

“My husband told me I was going crazy and it caused prob-
lems between us.”

L.M.C., TN.

“Both sisters who took me and my parents carried guilt. It 
also made for bitterness. My husband has to deal with my 
anxiety and crying spells at times. I don’t trust men. I fear 
having to have a hysterectomy.”

Christina, Delaware

“They feel that part of me died. They have watched me die 
slowly over the years. Time did not heal. My family wor-
ries constantly because of my self-destructive nature.”

Sheila, Florida

“My abortion put up walls between me and my children 
and I became verbally abusive to them.”

Kathy, Oklahoma
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“My husband and family suffered emotionally from my 
depression.”

Diane, Tennessee

“I was feeling guilty for the last 19 years, that made me 
incapable of letting myself receive abundance and the 
blessings they have to give. My children and my husband 
didn’t get the best of me.”

Brenda, Texas

“They’ve had to deal with me and my emotional problems 
and depression.”

S.M. J., Michigan

“The father was torn up from it. We went our separate ways. 
No one else seemed to mind.”

Jeanne, Oklahoma

“My husband, who wants a child of his own – will never 
have that blessing because of my abortion experiences.”

Joy, New York
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“My sister-in-law and I have cried over the death of my 
child, her niece/nephew. We both look forward to holding/
hugging “Baby Christian” in heaven, though our loss on 
earth is great.”

P.B.M., Illinois

“It caused a lot of problems in my marriage. My husband 
was with me when I had the abortion. It has affected me as 
a mother. I had two children before and it has affected the 
way I treat them. I could not get close to them because of 
the guilt and remorse of what I did with the child I aborted 
I did not deserve to enjoy them.”

Melanie, Illinois

“I had a hard time bonding with my daughter. I was also 
angry at my husband, who was my boyfriend at the time of 
the abortion, and I would treat him very rudely. Forgiveness 
has made our relationship grow.”

Tara

“Because of the fact that I still struggle with anxiety and 
depression at times as well as a slight stutter, it has affected 
my whole family financially, socially, and emotionally.”

Lori, Ohio
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Based on your own experiences, what would you tell  
a woman considering an abortion?

“Never, never have or consider an abortion – it will stay with 
you the rest of your life. The pain never really goes away.”

Barbara, Texas

“You do not want to go down the road I have been down. It 
will affect you the rest of your life. Having an abortion does 
not make you not a mom. Your nightmare just begins.”

Mary Frances, California

“Never to destroy the precious miracle of life that God has 
blessed her womb with. Someday in the future she will 
long to hold that child and love that child and it would be 
too late if she killed him or her.”

L.A., New York

“Not to have one. Listen to your gut instinct, which tells 
you this is a baby and as a mother you naturally want to 
take care of it, not kill it. That if I could do it over again, I 
would not let it happen again.”

I.S.A., Texas
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“Please don’t. You will truly regret it. In this critical time 
there are people who want to help you. People who will 
love you not just your baby. I wish I had known about the 
Care Pregnancy Center in my area. Go to them. They will 
support you.”

K.H.A., Georgia

“There will be consequences to future pregnancies, depres-
sion after; premature births, non-healthy pregnancy; regular 
hospital stays during the pregnancy. Fear of not having 
healthy children and sex life to follow.”

G.B, Wisconsin

“I would tell her to reconsider and to not have an abor-
tion. I would tell her of the many long-term effects of the 
abortion. I would tell her of the physical, emotional, and 
spiritual consequences of having an abortion. I have shared 
my personal experience many times with women consid-
ering an abortion and the pain associated with having the 
abortion, as well as the effects of those that have trusted me 
with their abortion experience. I would tell her that I think 
it is murder.”

Susan, Texas

“Don’t do it – EVER for any reason! The emotional conse-
quences alone are not worth the quick fix – you’ll spend the 
rest of your life regretting it.”

Shirley, California
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“Please don’t have an abortion. You’ll regret having one for 
the rest of your life. The child deserves a chance, even if 
you’re not ready for a baby. You can always give it up for 
adoption.”

Dennie, New Hampshire.

“It is a self-destructing decision that pulls you into a down-
ward spiral. Every aspect of your life is affected. You 
eventually feel tremendous guilt which you try to cover and 
compensate for and never can.”

Maureen, Pennsylvania

“That it is something you never forget. It is not the easy 
way out because there are consequences you have to live 
with the rest of your life.”

Lisa, Arizona

“The scars are on your heart forever – you’ll remember the 
child’s predicted birthday for years. The hole in your heart 
doesn’t fill even if you have other beautiful children.”

Mary Ann, D.C.

“DON’T DO IT!! It hurts more than you can imagine. It’s 
murder!”

Charlene, Michigan
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“Please, please get all the information available to you, 
check with family members for their input, talk with the 
father’s family (if possible), and find out if there is the pos-
sibility of adoption as a solution rather than abortion.”

Pamela, California

“I would tell her the hell I have been through and that they 
people who represent the clinics either lie or withhold the 
truth to complete the abortion and they don’t care about her 
or the baby.”

Rhonda, Texas

“It may seem right at the time or the only thing you can do, 
or it is okay or you’re right but the emotional pain you will 
feel later will be unbearable.”

L.M.C., Tennessee

“Not to abort because sooner or later you will deal with the 
guilt and shame of the choice to murder your baby.”

M.C., California

“It never goes away and you will always think of what could 
have been and the anger of how the government allows this 
hideous procedure.”

Nora, Georgia
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“There is a lot of pain, and blood. Unbelievable pain. 
Depression, grief! Lots of grief.”

M.A.C., Texas

“Please pray. There are so many other options. You can 
never forget you have murdered your own baby.”

Cecilia, Georgia

“Don’t do it. It will be the worst mistake of your life. As 
difficult and painful as your situation may be, nothing com-
pares to the agony of killing your child. Don’t ignore the 
subtle voice from within that tells you it’s wrong. That 
is the voice of God pleading with you to keep your child 
alive.”

Shawn, Texas

“I have talked to friends who have thought of having an 
abortion – told of my terrible experience and told them that 
it was the worse choice I ever made.”

Linda, Texas

“Don’t do it. You cut off your own soul when you take the 
life of your child. You will deeply regret not experiencing 
the life of your child. The mental and emotional damage is 
beyond description. It’s torture.”

Sandra, Georgia
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“Don’t do it! Life is such a precious gift. If you feel you 
can’t take care of a child then adoption is the only answer.”

K.E.K., Maryland

“It’s a permanent solution for a temporary problem – too 
permanent. The pain of giving a child for adoption doesn’t 
come close to the pain of realizing what you’ve done.”

Victoria, North Carolina

“I would tell them of the overwhelming suffering that I 
went through. I would tell them that the guilt is too much to 
bear, and that it stays with you forever. It changes you and 
destroys you.”

H.A.K., Tennessee

“I would share with them that they do not have to know 
the torture and torment that I dealt with. That there are far 
more consequences in having an abortion than in having a 
child. It is a decision that they cannot erase. It will impact 
them for the rest of their lives. It is total destruction both 
physically and emotionally.”

Cori, North Carolina
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“Don’t do it. I will happily take her baby if she’s not willing 
or able to be a good mom. Something spiritual, emotional, 
and physical will happen. It’s a painful experience in all 
these areas.”

Jeanne, Oklahoma

“It’s not worth it!!! Give the child a chance to live! Killing 
the child may cure your pregnancy, but there is NO CURE 
for the years of pain and agony that will follow. Only God 
can and will restore you after the aftermath of abortion.”

Melissa, Kansas

“Don’t do it – it will change your life in a way you can’t 
imagine – it’s NOT a quick fix – it’s the worst thing I’ve 
ever done – It’s absolutely unnatural for a woman to kill 
her child.”

Debbie, Nebraska

“I [would] try to explain the hell it creates. I counsel at a 
pregnancy center now. We give the women all the informa-
tion they need to make their decision.”

Sheila, Florida
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“I would tell her that abortion is a short-term solution 
with long term consequences. The emotional and possibly 
physical consequences outweigh the temporary relief felt 
when the pregnancy is “taken care of.” An abortion once 
performed, can never be reversed and is very difficult to 
handle emotionally. It is very possible that an abortion 
would hinder future pregnancies.”

Elizabeth, Minneapolis

“Be prepared to face a lifetime of guilt, shame, disappoint-
ment, anger and the possibility of never being able to have 
children again because of the scar tissue that an abortion 
leaves behind.”

Yvonne, Illinois

“Your emotions, fears, and increased hormones have made 
you vulnerable and the quick and easy “out” of abortion 
looks like the only solution. It is not. It is a trap that once 
sprung will leave you with a lifetime of regret. You will 
never stop counting the birthdays that should have been.”

Linda, Texas
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Based on your own experience, what would you tell a court 
that believes an abortion should be legal?

“Think of a mother’s heart. It should not be legal to kill 
human babies. Do you wipe away the tears? Iowa is expe-
riencing a shortage of workers. The children are innocent 
and have the potential to contribute to society. Adoption 
would be better. Abortion destroys faith and family. It will 
make you feel dead.”

Nancy, Nebraska

“That abortion is murder. A mother knows by instinct – that 
abortion is killing her baby – that is why there is emotional 
turmoil in making the decision to have the abortion.”

I.S.A., Texas

“They are wrong. It destroys more than just a child’s 
life. It also destroys the mother’s. Life is precious, please 
uphold it.”

Karen, Georgia

“I would first say I believe it is murder to kill an unborn 
child. I would say that if women knew what they later 
learned from their mistake, they would understand that it 
was murder. I would tell them of the hidden statistics of the 
many long-term effects women suffer in relation to having 
an abortion such as miscarriage, reproductive problems, 
and the mental anguish of taking a life. I would say to the 
courts that if a woman saw pictures of what a fetus was like 



181

Reversing Roe v. Wade

developmentally, how brutal the abortion procedure is, how 
a baby suffers during the procedure, and the possible long-
term effects, they would never choose to end their babies 
life. I would tell the courts of the many women I have met 
who are still suffering because of their abortions and they 
don’t know why. I would say I have not met anyone who 
has had an abortion who has not expressed regret in having 
it. I would tell the courts they should be protecting women 
from this harmful procedure and to not be influenced by 
those profiting from abortions. I would tell them to listen to 
the experiences of those who have gone through an abor-
tion and to not listen to those who have something to gain 
from performing them.”

S., Texas

“That they are allowing mothers, out of ignorance and lack 
of information, to destroy their relationships with their 
children and that abortion being good for women is a lie!”

Jennifer, Georgia

“Just because a “fetus” doesn’t have a name doesn’t mean 
it’s not a person. At 28 days it has heartbeats; does that 
constitute life? It is the most unnatural act of the “civilized” 
world for a mother to kill her own baby.”

Paula, Ohio
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“Listen to those voices of those who have experienced the 
physical and emotional consequences. A whole segment of 
society – men and women – are suffering because they did 
what was wrong even though it was legal.”

Shirley, California

“It seems like an answer to a difficult situation. As with 
most quick fixes, though, it creates tremendous psychologi-
cal and emotional difficulties that overflow and stay hidden 
for years. In most cases continues into the following gen-
erations if not addressed. God is the only answer at that 
point.”

Maureen, Pennsylvania

“I would ask them since murder is illegal and they know it 
is, then why are they allowing millions of babies to be mur-
dered each year. ABORTION IS MURDER!!! I would also 
ask them do they care about all the emotionally and phys-
ically scarred women and men left over after an abortion.”

Tina, Georgia
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CHAPTER SIX

More Women’s Stories – Forced 
Abortion, Rape, And Incest –  

Why Abortion is Not The Answer

As you can see from the previous chapter, the women’s own 
words are very powerful. The Bible tells us our testimony and 

Jesus can overcome Satan, the Father of Lies.

“And they overcame him because of the blood of the Lamb 
and because of the word of their testimony, and they did not 
love their life even when faced with death.”

Revelations 12:11

One of the ways that Abortion Hurts Women is that once it is 
legal it allows other people to force women to have abortions to 
solve their problem, not because the woman wants an abortion. As 
you read in chapter four, Sandra Cano herself, the “Doe” of Doe 
v. Bolton, had to flee to Oklahoma to avoid having an abortion per-
formed on her against her will. As you saw in the previous chapter, 
many people unduly pressure women into having abortions. As a 
result of what we learned from collecting women’s testimonies, we 



184

Allan E. Parker, Jr.

created the Center Against Forced Abortion in 2009. Fortunately, 
forced abortion is illegal in every state. Even in pro-abortion states 
like New York or California, only a voluntary abortion is legal. It 
is illegal to unduly pressure, coerce or force a woman to have an 
abortion in every state.

The three most common types of forced abortion are:

1.	 Adult parents or guardians forcing a minor female to abort.
2.	 An adult male forcing a woman to abort his child.
3.	 Human trafficking or prostitution with forced abortion by 

the trafficker.

All forced abortions in every state are illegal. You can find free 
legal tools and training to help anyone stop forced abortion on 
our website: www.thejusticefoundation.org under Center Against 
Forced Abortion (CAFA).

Here is Molly White’s statement about parental pressure. Molly 
White was our Texas Operation Outcry Leader for many years.

“How could you get pregnant again? How do you think you are 
going to be able to take care of another baby? What are our friends 
going to think? You are going to have an abortion and if you don’t 
your father and I will not help you anymore. You will be on your 
own!” Those are some of the things my parents yelled at me when 
I told them I was pregnant.”

“On February 13, 1985 after buckling under intense pressure 
from my parents, I was taken to an OB/Gyn clinic in Temple, 
Texas for a scheduled abortion. My mother drove me and did all 
the talking to the doctor who was going to perform the abortion. I 
did not say a word. I was emotionally numb and withdrawn. I can’t 
remember the conversation, but I do remember my mother coming 
up with all the excuses as to why I needed to have the abortion. The 



185

Reversing Roe v. Wade

doctor did not ask me any questions. If he did, I don’t remember. I 
don’t even remember what he looks like or what his name is. 

All I do remember is that we were in the same clinic where 
the doctor who delivered my triplets just a couple of years earlier 
practiced. This doctor and the nurses had to know me well. Not too 
many women delivering triplets were patients at their center. They 
had to remember the trauma that I experienced when two of my 
triplets were stillborn. I have no doubt the whole clinic staff knew 
very well the details of that delivery.”

“After the consultation with the doctor I was taken to an exam-
ining room where he would begin the two-day procedure that he 
and my mother agreed upon. Looking back, I was just in the early 
stages of a first trimester pregnancy. Nine maybe ten weeks is all. 
Why a second trimester procedure? I believe now it was for more 
money. Second trimester abortions are more expensive than first 
trimester abortions. They are also more emotionally traumatizing 
for the patient.”

“After the doctor finished inserting laminaria to dilate my 
cervix he left the room. I crawled off the table and began getting 
dressed. The more I thought about what was about to happen to 
me and my baby, the angrier I got. All of the pent-up frustration, 
hurt and anger that I felt because my parents were pressuring me to 
have an unwanted abortion exploded. I began to yell and cry very 
loudly. The nurse rushed back in the room and asked me what was 
going on? I told her to get the doctor and explained that I did not 
want to have this abortion, I never wanted to have the abortion. I 
wanted the doctor to remove the laminaria.”

“The nurse retrieved the doctor. I told him, “I don’t want to 
have an abortion. I never wanted to have the abortion. My parents 
want me to have it. I have already had an abortion, I just buried two 
babies and I have a little boy at home. I DO NOT WANT TO DO 
THIS”, I told him.”



186

Allan E. Parker, Jr.

“‘It’s too late now’, the doctor replied. “If I remove the lami-
naria it could damage your cervix”. Feeling like a trapped animal 
and believing what the doctor said, I slumped in despair and left.”

“I had a miserable night from the pain of my cervix being 
dilated and the emotional anguish I was feeling. I told myself that I 
was NOT GOING TO GO THROUGH WITH IT. I will simply tell 
the doctor that I do not want the abortion. Surely he will listen and 
help me, I thought.”

“I was taken back to the clinic the next day with the resolve 
of not having the abortion. I spoke with the doctor and told him, 
again, that I did not want to go through with the abortion and all the 
reasons why I didn’t want the abortion.”

“Again, he said, ‘It’s too late. Now you have dilated and you 
will miscarry if I don’t complete the procedure.’”

“That did it, being vulnerable, ignorant, emotionally trauma-
tized and feeling like I had nowhere to go, no help and no support, 
I went through with the rest of the procedure the whole while cry-
ing and telling the doctor repeatedly that I did not want to have an 
abortion, I did not want to have an abortion.”

“I left the clinic that day a walking dead woman. I was dead to 
myself. I was dead to my feelings and I was dead to my emotions. 
I locked them deep within the recesses of my heart just so that I 
could go through the motions of living.”

“That pressured, unwanted abortion caused me to have deep 
emotional problems and deep seeded anger and hatred towards my 
parents, doctors, nurses, and men. It also caused damage to my 
cervix, endometriosis and a tumor which grew within my womb. 
But, most of all, that abortion caused bonding and nurturing issues 
with my adorable son who had to live with an emotionally and 
psychologically traumatized mother for many years.”

“Legal abortion has opened the door to violence and exploitation 
of pregnant women. I am angry with the medical establishment, the 
legal system, and our lawmakers for allowing pregnant women to 
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be victimized everyday by abortion providers and family members. 
According to research, 64% of women who have had an abor-
tion report being forced, pressured, or coerced into an unwanted 
abortion decision. (Rue VM, Coleman PK, Rue JJ, Reardon DC. 
“Induced abortion and traumatic stress: A preliminary compari-
son of American and Russian women.” Medical Science Monitor. 
10(10):SR5-16 (2004).) Lawmakers should make sure this does 
not continue to happen in the United States or anywhere else in 
the world for that matter. I hope my testimony brings light into this 
shameful consequence of a so called “woman’s right to choose” 
and leads to the end of legal abortion across America and more 
pregnancy support and care centers to help pregnant women have 
healthy and happy pregnancies and babies.”

Rape and Incest

Incest is actually the easiest “exception” argument to refute. 
Incest is rape by a family member against a minor child. If the 
abuser can take the child to get an abortion without anyone know-
ing, and claiming someone else is the father, then the abuse simply 
continues, sometimes for years. That is what happens in many 
cases, and abortion facilities notoriously do not follow child abuse 
laws and report minor abortions. An under-age girl is prima facie 
evidence of a rape or sexual assault because such a minor cannot 
legally consent to sex.

Soon after Dobbs reversed Roe v. Wade, a classic example of 
this made national news. The case of a ten-year-old girl who was 
raped made national news when her abortionist, with the abortion 
industry publicists and sympathetic national media, released the 
story of the tragedy of a girl who had been raped, and had to travel 
to another state to get an abortion. 

Of course, the rape is a tragedy and a crime. Did the abortion-
ist notify the authorities about the rape as required by law? Not 
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according to authorities. Did anyone ask the girl what she wanted? 
Or did everyone just assume she wanted an abortion. 

The abortionist was investigated and potentially charged with 
failure to report this child abuse. Thankfully, because of the public-
ity the authorities investigated and charged the mother’s boyfriend 
with the crime. In the normal case, the abortionist would have just 
killed the child, destroyed the evidence, and allowed the abuse to 
continue.

Why add abortion trauma to the trauma of rape? Why do we 
assume that abortion is the answer. My experience with the testimo-
nies of women who have been raped show two kind of responses. 
In one, the woman chooses to keep the child and finds that healing 
actually comes from giving life. Whereas she was a victim of a 
heinous crime. Now she was a heroine who gave life. Some kept 
the children and found that the child gave her life new meaning. 

Others chose to abort. They can report feeling after abortion 
as if they were the criminal now. Someone who had killed a child, 
instead of a victim of crime.

We cannot imagine the bond and life-giving healing that 
can occur even after the horrible tragedy of rape. As strange as 
it may seem, in Nigeria, the Nigerian army has been accused of 
forced abortions. https://www.reuters.com/investigates/special-report/
nigeria-military-abortions/. The women were captured by Islamic ter-
rorists and forcibly impregnated. Then they were returned to their 
homes, and the Nigerian soldiers felt the children were going to be 
terrorists who must be eliminated. The women were traumatized 
even further by forced abortion and had become deeply attached 
to their babies in the womb. The babies are innocent human beings 
who deserve life. 

Of course, no woman has to parent the child if she does not 
want do so. She should receive free counseling and support from 
society and use The Safe Haven laws if she so desires.
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Nona’s Story

Nona was date raped when she was 15 years old. Everyone 
thought abortion was the answer to her problem. Here is her tes-
timony when she was testifying against a rape exception in an 
abortion ban law, except to save the life of the mother, before the 
Arkansas legislature. After hearing her testimony, and reading the 
testimony of Arkansas Operation Outcry women, Arkansas passed 
a law in 2021 to ban abortion except to save the life of the mother, 
with no rape exception. Arkansas and all 50 states allow a woman 
to use Safe Haven laws to relinquish the child at birth. All pro-
life laws allow abortion to save the life of the mother. The lead 
sponsors were State Senator Jason Rapert and State Representative 
Mary Bentley.

Here is Nona Ellington’s testimony before the Arkansas Senate:

“My name is Nona Ellington. Thank you, Madame Chair. It 
is an honor to be here today. I am in support of SB6, the Unborn 
Child Protection Act. I represent thousands, and probably millions, 
of women that have been hurt by abortion. 

I was 15 years old. I was a victim of date rape and as hor-
rible as that date rape experience was, when I went to Planned 
Parenthood realizing I was pregnant, they told me “the best thing 
you can do is since it is just a blob of tissue, is to go ahead and have 
an abortion since you are so young and still in high school.”

“Well, my mother and my sister took me to have an abortion 
as I wasn’t given any other options at all. As a result of that one 
abortion at age 15, I was never able to have children – ever. Instead 
I had five miscarriages. Three of them were tubal pregnancies that 
required emergency surgery and very near-death experiences. I 
also in 2014 went through breast cancer as a result of that abortion. 
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Studies have proven the link between abortion and breast cancer. I 
had the genetic testing done proving that I am not a carrier of the 
breast cancer gene. Thank you for considering this bill for all of the 
women of Arkansas”.
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CHAPTER SEVEN

9/11 Shakes the Nation – Sheer 
Terror to Understand What it Means

One of the most horrific and devastating events in American 
history was the terrorist attack of 9/11 against the World 

Trade Center. Could this have been related to the issue of abortion? 
I believe with all my heart that it was. Let me explain.

We began to collect the testimonies of women hurt by abortion 
in the year 2000. In 2001, Molly White of Operation Outcry and I 
attended our first National Press Conference at the National Press 
Club in Washington, D.C. We were with a group of major national 
pro-life leaders in a combined effort called “Shake the Nation”. It 
was organized by incredible pro-life activist, Janet Folger Porter. 

Janet had also been the one who gave us the name Operation 
Outcry: Silent No More in Fort Lauderdale, Florida, shortly after 
we had begun to collect women’s testimonies by appearing on 
national Christian radio and television programs with women with 
abortion in their past. The women would tell their stories and then 
we would ask other women to call or write us and tell us their 
stories. 

One of the first national ministries to have us on the air was 
the D. James Kennedy Center for Reclaiming America. Janet was 
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their Executive Director at the time. After hearing our story of why 
we were collecting testimonies and the promise of God that Roe v. 
Wade would be reversed, Janet asked if we had a name. I said no, 
she said, “Let’s pray.” We held hands, we bowed our heads and she 
prayed. At the end, she said, “How about Operation Outcry: Silent 
No More?” I said, ‘That’s amazing.” We all felt it was the perfect 
name. We continued to pray into it.

Later I contacted Bill Gothard of The Institute in Basic Life 
Principles and asked him if he would pray for our ministry and help 
us. He said, “Al, you don’t just need prayer, you need outcry.” He 
knew nothing about the name that that Janet had proposed, but that 
we were not quite using yet. Instead he said, “I’m just now writing 
a book on the power of outcry. For something like this you don’t 
just need regular prayer, you need the power of crying out to God.” 
This was a real confirmation to me. His book The Power of Crying 
Out can be found at Barnes and Nobles, https://www.barnesandno-
ble.com/w/the-power-of-crying-out-bill-gothard/1103165279.

Back to Washington, D.C., The Shake the Nation Campaign 
was going to send rattles to Congress asking them to pass a national 
pro-life law banning abortion. It also had a television ad associated 
with this campaign that would be shown across the nation.The ad 
showed millions of babies on the National Mall. which disappeared 
one at a time, as the headline “Roe v. Wade is Decided” displayed 
on a newspaper above the babies. The disappearing babies contin-
ued until one-third of the babies were eliminated, the number of 
aborted children because of abortion in each generation.

This was the first time for the women of Operation Outcry to 
appear in public, and perhaps the first time post-abortive women 
had appeared at a national pro-life press conference. The other 
pro-life leaders spoke first and towards the end, Molly White was 
allowed to give her testimony. In my opinion, it shut the mouth 
of the lions. The hostile media which felt perfectly free to attack 
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pro-life leaders were silenced by the powerful testimony of Molly 
White.

At the end of the press conference, some of the female report-
ers came to Molly and asked questions, almost sympathetically. 
One asked: “I’m sorry you had a bad experience, but wouldn’t you 
want other women to be able to have abortion, if it doesn’t hurt 
them?” Molly answered, “It always hurts women. You can’t kill a 
child without it wounding you.” I remember that then one of the 
reporters’ friends said to her, “You know my daughter just aborted 
my grandchild.” She said it with deep sadness. The other reporter 
turned and said to her, “I didn’t know that.” She said, “I know, I 
haven’t told anyone.” And they turned and left. Abortion wounds 
everyone.

At the end of the press conference, as we were finishing up and 
preparing to leave, I said, “Janet, I have a feeling that God’s going 
“Shake the Nation” somehow.” That was September 4th, 2001. 
One week later, God shook the nation when the planes of terror-
ists crashed into the symbol of America’s financial and economic 
power, the World Trade Center. America was so shocked that we 
had to pull our national ad campaign “Shake the Nation” because 
the nation had been shaken to the core.

Now, how is that attack related to abortion? Remember that 
on February 12th, 2000, the Lord had given me the passages from 
Isaiah all the way from Chapters 28 to 36, especially focusing on 
Isaiah 28:14-22. One of those key passages said that it “shall be 
sheer terror to understand what this message means.” It also said 
that the overwhelming scourge would be coming day after day.

So I guess you could say that one week before 9/11, after our 
Shake the Nation press conference, I had a premonition, a feeling, 
that something bad was going to happen. Was the Holy Spirit try-
ing to tell me something? But I had no idea what the words God 
had told me really meant in Isaiah 28:19 which said, “And it will 
be sheer terror to understand what it means.” In the footnotes, it 
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said to understand the report or the message. So all I had was a 
feeling and I talked about it with Janet, but I didn’t tell anyone else 
that something was coming. Then on September 11th, America 
was shaken and shattered. With what kind of a problem? “Terror 
attack.” I went back to the passage and I found this also, that the 
Lord had told me would happen in Isaiah 29:2-4, 

“I will bring distress to Ariel, and she will be a city of 
grieving and mourning; And she will be like an Ariel to 
me (Ariel is another name for Jerusalem, the capital). 
I will camp against you encircling you, and I will set up 
siegeworks against you and I will raise up battle towers 
against you. Then you will be brought low; from the earth 
you will speak, and from the dust where you are prostrate 
Your words will come. Your voice will also be like that of a 
spirit from the ground, and your speech will whisper from 
the dust.”

Verses 5-8 continues: 

“But the multitude of your enemies will become like fine 
dust, and the multitude of the ruthless ones like the chaff 
which blows away;and it will happen instantly, suddenly. 
From the Lord of armies you will be punished with thunder 
and earthquake and loud noise, with whirlwind and tempest 
and the flame of a consuming fire. And the multitude of all 
the nations who wage war against Ariel, even all who wage 
war against her and her stronghold, and who distress her, 
will be like a dream, a vision of the night. It will be as when 
a hungry person dreams—And behold, he is eating; But 
when he awakens, his hunger is not satisfied, or as when 
a thirsty person dreams—And behold, he is drinking, but 
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when he awakens, behold, he is faint and his thirst is not 
quenched.”

Note that there were a multitude of nations represented by 
the Islamic terror groups that joined forces to bring that attack on 
America. It was a terror attack. Remember that it was like a dream 
to everyone, one of the most common things that I said to other 
people and that I heard on the television was “I cannot believe it.” 
“It is like a dream” or “it is like a nightmare”. I cannot believe this 
is happening.” What brought down the two towers? It was not the 
initial explosion which was like a thunderous earthquake, like a 
loud noise with whirlwind and tempests and the flame of a consum-
ing fire. It was the consuming fire which melted the steel girders 
which brought the towers down. Doesn’t that describe the attack?

Then the next year after the attack, I watched the Memorial at 
Ground Zero and I was shocked that a small dust devil came down 
and began to swirl. It lifted up dust as the names of the dead were 
read the first year. It seemed to me as if verse four was fulfilled. 

“Then you will be brought low from the Earth. You will 
speak, and from the dust where you are prostrated. Your 
words will come. Your voice will also be like that of a 
spirit, from the ground, and your speech will whisper from 
the dust.”

It seemed as if the cries of the dead to be remembered as their 
names were read came up from the dust. I have to confess that I 
feel I failed the Lord in not bringing this message to America at 
that time, but perhaps America and the Church were not ready to 
hear it, or even I to say it. I believe 9/11 was a judgment of God for 
the sin of abortion, one of America’s four great sins.

I believe that America has committed the four great sins that can 
bring national destruction as prophesied, foretold and explained 
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in the Bible. God punished his own chosen people, the nation of 
Israel, with national destruction when they committed these four 
great sins. Are we any better than Israel? No. Is God a fair and 
equal and just judge judging all the same? Yes.

What are the four great sins? Number one: Forsaking God. 
This is the greatest and original sin. I believe that we commit-
ted that sin in 1962 in the school prayer case when the Supreme 
Court removed God from our public schools and our public life in 
Engel v. Vitale. You can chart the history of America and it is an 
increasingly downward spiral after 1962. A perversion, degrada-
tion and loss of national prestige has occurred from that day forth. 
Slow enough that there’s time to repent, and unstoppable without 
repentance.

Number Two: Shedding Innocent Blood. The second sin that 
man committed after eating fruit from the tree of knowledge of 
good and evil and forsaking God in the garden was the sin of 
shedding innocent blood. Cain killed his brother Abel because he 
wanted his own way and he was angry.

Number Three: Sexual Immorality on a vast scale.
Number Four: Greed.
You can find references to all these things in the Bible as the 

reason for the national destruction of Israel. It is time for America 
to repent. We need national days of repentance and even a year of 
repentance before the final judgments of God come upon the Earth 
and America.

How do you escape the judgment of God? How do you escape 
the wrath of God which is justifiable wrath because of the killing 
of so many children and the rank perversion that we are experi-
encing in our culture today? You have to ask for forgiveness and 
turn to God. Psalms 147:3 (NASB) “He heals the brokenhearted 
And binds up their wounds.” God is saying to America right now: 
“America, return to me and I will return to you.” 
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I first heard that message from the Lord as I cried out under the 
Cross of the First Great Awakening on Saint Simons Island. As I 
cried out in a language of unknown tongues, I didn’t even under-
stand it as I cried out to God. But George Pond, a fellow employee 
then and now a TJF Board member, who was with me at the time 
then said, “I know what it means. God is saying America return to 
me and I will return to you.” God has said that many, many times to 
Israel and other countries throughout the history of man. He longs 
for us to repent rather than to suffer judgment.

If you have not turned from your sins and accepted the salva-
tion and healing of Jesus Christ, please, for your own sake and His, 
do it now. 

Critical Prayer Time At the Republican National 
Convention

The importance of prayer to the success of this effort was fur-
ther highlighted to me at the 2000 Republican National Convention 
in Philadelphia where our Declaration of Independence and our 
Constitution were drafted. On August 1, 2000, I was in the guest 
section. I walked down from the top section to the floor and I went 
out to the hospitality suite. I thought I’d go through there and get a 
little something on my way home. I had never been in the hospital-
ity suite. As I was wandering around, I noticed an interfaith chapel. 
“Oh, that would be great. I’ll just say a prayer before I go home.” I 
went in and introduced myself. Some very, very sweet people said, 
“Oh, would you like us to pray for you?” And I said, “I would love 
that!” I started to tell them we represented Norma McCorvey and 
Sandra Cano, that we were working to overturn Roe v. Wade. They 
immediately pulled a man over named Richard J. Simmons, who I 
did not recognize.

I began to tell him a little bit about our work and before he even 
heard much, he said, “Oh, we need to pray for strength to those 
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who turn back the battle at the gate. That’s what we need to pray 
for you, for strength to those who turn back the battle at the gate.”

I asked him, “What do you mean?”
He said, “That’s what you are in. You’re in a battle. You need 

strength to turn back the battle.”
I said, “Where’s that come from?”
“Isaiah 28:6.” This was before I had told him about the Isaiah 

passages 28:14-22.
I said, “I believe we have been promised by God that He is 

going to end Roe v. Wade soon and TJF is to be part of it.” He was 
very aware of the passage: “...your covenant with death will be 
annulled...,” (Isaiah 28:18). I shared with him our vision and how 
it came to us. He said it was amazing how God had shared the same 
passages with him. He was familiar with Topheth being a place of 
human sacrifice and he had been praying against abortion for many 
years.

Richard, better known as Dick, also had an apartment right 
behind the United States Supreme Court. He was there to pray 
for the Supreme Court and Congress. He has had as many as 30 
men sleeping and praying there. Before that, when Clayton and 
I were walking in the Supreme Court area, Clayton said, “Allan, 
we’ve got to have an apartment here. We’ve got to have an apart-
ment or office right near here. We’re going to be working here. 
We need to be here.” I said, “Oh, yeah. Well, Clayton, when and 
if we need it, the Lord will provide it.” And sure enough, the Lord 
provided a place to stay or work whenever we are in D.C. at Dick’s 
place. Dick is now with The Lord and his place is now called the 
American Center for Prayer and Revival. Thousands of prayers for 
the end of abortion have filled that place over the years.

Dick was also the leader of Men for Nations, a pre-dawn national 
prayer offensive for men. Richard believed men particularly need 
to be involved in offensive prayer, before dawn as in war. Men 
often ask, “Is there a role for men in Operation Outcry? We’ve 
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been hurt, too.” We need men to lead in prayer. Praying for those 
in authority like the Supreme Court, the President, and Senators, 
is particularly spiritual warfare. 1 Timothy 2:1-8. Richard believes 
it’s pre-dawn attacks that are the most successful in the military. 
Jesus arose before dawn. David arose before dawn. Richard called 
for a men’s pre-dawn national prayer offensive. He agreed to lift us 
up and be one of our prayer warriors for Operation Outcry.

Dick told me, “We have to pray so that God can do His work. If 
we pray, then God will do His work, but if we don’t pray, then God 
will watch us try to do His work.” He told me this even before I 
had shared the Isaiah 28:14-22 passages, but it reconfirmed for me 
again what God said in Isaiah 28:21.

“For the Lord will rise up as at Mount Perazim (Master 
of Breakthrough), He will be stirred up as in the val-
ley of Gibeon (when the sun stood still), To do His task, 
His unusual task, and to work His work, His extraordi-
nary work.”

Isaiah 28:21

This confirmed again for me that I should not be a mocker or a 
scorner or despise the things of God or not believe that God will do 
His unusual work or work in unusual ways in Operation Outcry. 
After hearing His promise to cancel the covenant with death, the 
Lord warns us as believers: 

“And now do not carry on as scoffers, or your fetters will be 
made stronger; For I have heard from the Lord God of Hosts 
of decisive destruction on all the earth (land in RSV).”

Isaiah 28:22 NASB
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God is the one who does the work. Our job is to believe and 
obey. He has guided and directed us on this journey so far.

Also, read Isaiah 29:5-8 below and see if it does not chillingly 
describe the collapse of the World Trade Center by a consum-
ing fire.

“But the multitude of your enemies will become like fine 
dust, And the multitude of the ruthless ones like the chaff 
which blows away; And it will happen instantly, suddenly. 
From the LORD of hosts you will be punished with thunder 
and earthquake and loud noise, With whirlwind and tem-
pest and the flame of a consuming fire. And the multitude of 
all the nations who wage war against Ariel, Even all who 
wage war against her and her stronghold, and who distress 
her, will be like a dream, a vision of the night. It will be 
as when a hungry man dreams, And behold, he is eating; 
But when he awakens, his hunger is not satisfied, Or as 
when a thirsty man dreams, And behold, he is drinking, But 
when he awakens, behold, he is faint And his thirst is not 
quenched. Thus the multitude of all the nations will be who 
wage war against Mount Zion.”

Isaiah 29:5-8

A consuming fire destroyed the World Trade Center, and the 
Pentagon driven by the jet fuel of the planes hitting them directly. 
How many times did you hear people say, “It seems like a dream. 
It can’t be real.”



201

CHAPTER EIGHT

Birth of The Moral Outcry Petition

We started out in 2000 with Operation Outcry and then, in 
2017, we began to represent Melinda Thybault (pronounced 

“Té-bo”), the Founder of The Moral Outcry Petition. On Jan 15, 
2017, I was watching Glory of Zion’s Sunday morning program 
on TV at my home. As I listened, I bolted right out of my chair 
because one of the prophetic intercessors there was saying some-
thing like “What was tried 17 years ago, but was not ready, is now 
ready. The roads are completed.” I felt immediately that the word 
was for me because it was 17 years after the time from 2000 when 
we first began to try to overturn Roe. I felt the Lord was telling me 
the roads were complete to go back to the Supreme Court. My wife 
felt the word also meant that networks were complete that were 
needed for the work. I was excited, but what did it mean? What 
could I do? I just waited in expectation to see what the Lord would 
do next.

In March 2017, a few months after receiving that word, 
Melinda Thybault contacted me and said “Has anybody ever filed 
a petition to reverse Roe at the Supreme Court?” She had had a 
vision in prayer or a picture in her mind of people rolling out a 
petition before the Supreme Court. So she contacted me. She was 
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one of the Pro-Life Prayer Directors with her husband, Denny, at 
the International House of Prayer in Kansas City. (IHOPKC).

She had seen a vision while praying one day of a scroll being 
rolled out before the Supreme Court as was rolled out in Parliament 
by Willian Wilberforce in the movie “Amazing Grace” to end slav-
ery in England. She said, “I think we ought to do this. Has it ever 
been done before?” I said, “I don’t think its ever been done before”. 
Then she said, “Can it be done?” I thought a bit, then said, “Yes. I 
think it can be done. There’s no rule against it, so why not?” And 
we prayed, prayed, prayed, and that was the birth of The Moral 
Outcry Petition.

Along the way on this God journey since 2000, I had visited 
IHOP-KC several times with great prophetic significance. The 
very first time I visited, a prophetic intercessor group there prayed 
for us. One of the groups who knew nothing about us said, “I feel 
Isaiah 28 is a very important scripture for you.” As you know 
by now, Is. 28 was an incredibly important passage to me. It had 
changed the direction of my life. This encouraged me to believe 
that it really was the Lord Himself who gave us the promises in 
Isaiah 28, and that the “covenant with death would be annulled; 
that the agreement with the grave would not stand”; that He would 
“breakthrough” with amazing, extraordinary events; and that it 
would be sheer terror to understand this message. See Isaiah 28:14-
22. I had the promise, but little did I know how it would unfold.

Later I learned that IHOPKC had gone into 24/7 prayer in 
September 1999. One of the things they were praying for was an 
end to abortion. Just four months later in January and February 
2000, we got the call to start Operation Outcry and go back to the 
Supreme Court with Norma and Sandra. I believe that Operation 
Outcry was birthed in part by IHOP-KC’s prayers. In addition, in 
2000, Lou Engle and “The Call” got the call from The Lord to start 
The Call to End Abortion. Through action and through prayer he 
gathered 400,000 young people in 2000 to pray on the National 
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Mall for the end of abortion, Lou crafted a 22-word prayer that 
has been prayed millions of times: “Jesus, I plead your Blood over 
my sins and the sins of my nation. God, end abortion and send 
revival to America.” Now Roe has been reversed and revival is 
coming next!

In 2017, The Moral Outcry Petition was created to ask the U.S. 
Supreme Court to reverse Roe v. Wade, Planned Parenthood v. 
Casey and Doe v. Bolton, the Court’s abortion decisions. 

We called it The Moral Outcry because of a phrase used by 
Justice Scalia before his death. He sent out a friend to thank inter-
cessors who wore red tape on their lips with the word “LIFE” 
emblazoned on it as they prayed in a Silent Siege in front of the 
Supreme Court. (See bound4life.com) He thanked them, but said 
Justice Scalia had asked, “Where is the moral outcry against 
abortion?”

On December 1, 2021, in oral argument the Supreme Court 
Justices discussed two of the reasons for reversing Roe given in 
The Moral Outcry Petition. On June 24, 2022, the Supreme Court 
reversed Roe and Casey and actually wrote in the decision about 
two of the reasons for reversing Roe given in The Moral Outcry 
Petition for doing so.

The Moral Outcry Petition achieved justice by seeking the 
reversal of Roe and will now further galvanize that Moral Outcry 
to Make Abortion Illegal in all 50 States. It will continue to wake 
up the nation and galvanize the national conscience to end the 
scourge of abortion in America. It will declare that as a people, we 
do not accept the compromise that leads to the unnecessary death 
of millions of innocent babies.

The Moral Outcry Petition, through its Founder, Melinda 
Thybault, operates under the non-profit umbrella of, and is rep-
resented legally by The Justice Foundation. As a signer of the 
petition, your name (but no other data) may be shared with various 
courts and legislatures across the nation, as they consider to restrict 
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or ban abortion in their states. Our ultimate goal is to make the 
Crime Against Humanity, which is abortion, illegal in all 50 States.

Here are the reasons why abortion will be illegal and unthink-
able in all 50 states.

1.	 Abortion is a Crime Against Humanity
2.	 Abortion Hurts Women
3.	 Safe Haven laws in all fifty states eliminate all burden of 

parenting without killing the child if the mother wishes to 
relinquish her child at a safe place at no cost, unlike abortion

4.	 Millions of women are waiting to adopt newborns
5.	 New science shows life begins at fertilization

See www.themoraloutcry.com.

Denny and Mindy Thybault Share Their Thoughts 
on the Reversal of Roe v. Wade

These are some thoughts shared by the Thybaults at our 
Celebration of the Reversal of Roe v. Wade on Sept. 24, 2022.

“Hi, everyone, Mindy (Melinda) Thybault here. We just want 
to say hi to everyone and I’m glad we could join you briefly to 
celebrate The Lord’s greatness in overturning Roe v. Wade. After 
our original children left home, and we were empty nesters, the 
Lord led us to adopt three beautiful biological children we love 
dearly. Through prayer, the Lord told us to adopt four frozen 
human embryos. The Lord eventually placed two of their frozen 
embryo baby pictures before the U.S. Supreme Court, thanks to 
Allan Parker and The Justice Foundation. They provided years of 
representation for us, numerous briefs, advice, and assistance, all 
at no charge, and countless prayers. We just want to thank the Lord 
for this. This was His idea. He was the one that orchestrated this 
whole Moral Outcry Petition. So, we give Him all the glory, all the 
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honor unto Him. We’re just really honored to be a part of it with 
Allan Parker.”

“So we wanted to mention a few little bullet points of how this 
even happened, how just a mom and a dad with way too many kids 
at our age came up with this idea via The Lord.”

“We were contending in the Global Prayer Room here in Kansas 
City International House of Prayer for the overturning of Roe v. 
Wade. We were given a scripture by somebody up in Michigan who 
gave Denny the scripture, Ezekiel 21:27. “I will overturn, overturn, 
overturn. It will be no more.” Mindy and I (Denny – Mindy’s hus-
band) grabbed a hold of it with our prayer team. We shared that and 
said, “Let’s go after it. Let’s spend some energy in this.” We asked, 
“God, what do you mean? You’re going to overturn Roe v. Wade? 
What does that look like?” “So then shortly after that we had a 
prophetic word given to us.” Somebody came to Mindy and said, 
“I think you’re supposed to be a part of challenging Roe v. Wade.” 
And the woman followed it up with, “I wasn’t sure if you’re going 
to be pregnant.” I thought, “What on earth?” 

On another early occasion, Mindy had received a prophetic 
word about a pregnant woman finding favor with the Supreme 
Court which we actually were planning on doing because The Lord 
had asked us to loan Him my womb. He wanted us to adopt fro-
zen embryos and place them into my womb, even after menopause 
and give birth. Wow. We really had to pray into that one, but He 
convinced us it was Him, and we obeyed. Prior to that we had 
adopted, through traditional adoption, three precious newborn girls 
who were in danger of abortion.”

“So we really went after this because Denny had gotten that 
Scripture and we said, ‘Okay, Lord. This has got to be your idea and 
you’ve got to Do it.’ Our three traditionally adopted girls were still 
young and with us as a major part all the way on this journey. So 
we decided to adopt four frozen human embryos who would other-
wise die if they were not adopted by someone.” “And one morning 
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I (Mindy) woke up a few weeks later and we were both in prayer 
and I kept seeing William Wilberforce roll out his petition before 
Parliament to overturn the slave trade. So we contacted Allan and 
said, ‘Has anybody ever petitioned the Supreme Court to reverse 
Roe?’ and the rest is history. In the Dobbs case that reversed Roe, 
we included over half a million signatures on The Moral Outcry 
Brief and we just can’t believe that it happened.”

“The Lord told us to adopt four frozen embryos at the start of 
this process. They were another couple’s children who would oth-
erwise be discarded or destroyed. Their precious human life would 
be ended. They are just as precious to God as any other human life. 
While we believe in vitro fertilization in some highly regulated 
practices may be ok, it is very often abused and ends with the death 
of human beings. But we believe saving human life is always mor-
ally good.”

“So we knew Gideon (our first frozen embryo child) was the 
start of the petition because he was born first. His picture and story 
were in the very early Moral Outcry briefs. We knew Pearl was 
the end piece to this journey. The two boys in the middle were 
miscarried naturally. And so while Mindy and I (Denny) were in 
the hospital, she was giving birth to Pearl. We’re in labor, she’s 
pushing hard. Day Two: We had a conversation in the room and I 
just said, ‘You know, I really want the Lord to give us a scripture 
and I want Him to just really point out Daniel 7:22, which states 
that God made a judgment in favor of the saints. You can go back 
to read it, but Daniel 7:22 is a critical prophetic passage to us and 
this time we are living in. And so I really wanted him to give us 
some kind of sign during this delivery with Pearl – that this is truly 
the end of Roe v. Wade.’”

“Long story short, Day Two of the delivery goes by, Day Three 
goes by, Day Four of pretty hard labor since Mindy is over 50 years 
old at this time, I completely lost track of that thought of asking for 
a sign until we had to have a C-section right away. So the doctors 
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threw us in a room and they get Mindy all prepped and everything. 
Then all of a sudden, when Pearl is now finally on a table after 
birth, I’m like ‘Oh, Daniel 7:22, where’s that?’ So I asked how 
much did she weigh? And how long is she and all those things, 
but they did not mention 7:22. Then I said, ‘Okay, no sign I guess. 
Okay wait, wait. What time was she born?’ And the nurse flips 
through her paper. She was born at exactly 7:22.”

“It was amazing and the Lord kept giving us hugs like this. 
The whole journey along the way. So we just knew at that point 
that was a hug from the Lord, saying I am going to do this – this 
will be the one that reverses Roe. Here’s your sign: Daniel 7-22. A 
judgment in favor of the Saints, so she was born Christmas Eve, 
December 24, 2021, just a few weeks after the Oral Argument in 
Dobbs. But six months to the day later on her six-month birthday, 
June 24, 2022, Roe was overturned. 

“We love you guys. Have a great time and join us as we and 
The Justice Foundation have now turned The Moral Outcry Petition 
asking the Supreme Court to reverse Roe v. Wade into The Moral 
Outcry Petition to Make Abortion Illegal in all 50 States. Praise 
the Lord. Thank you all for signing The Moral Outcry Petition. 
(See www.themoraloutcry.com) Be blessed in the Lord and in the 
power of His strength.” From Denny and Melinda Thybault.

In the Book of Exodus, the Lord asked his people to make a 
contribution for the work of the Lord and the Sanctuary. He said:

“Tell the sons of Israel to raise a contribution for Me; 
from every man whose heart moves him you shall raise the 
contribution. And this is the contribution which you are to 
raise from them: gold, silver, and bronze, blue, purple and 
scarlet material, fine linen, goat hair, rams skins dyed red, 
porpoise skins, acacia wood, oil for lighting, spices for the 
anointing oil and for the fragrant incense, onyx stones and 
setting stones, for the ephod and breast piece. And let them 
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construct a sanctuary for Me, that I may dwell among them. 
According to all that I am going to show you, as the pattern 
of the tabernacle and the pattern of all its furniture, just so 
you shall construct it.”

Exodus 25:1-9

The continued work of Operation Outcry and The Moral Outcry 
Petition to Make Abortion Illegal In All 50 States will not be easy. 
It takes more than just money. It cannot be done by one person, or 
one group alone. It is a massive work that will require the contri-
butions of many people in many ways whose heart is moved to be 
part of ending legalized abortion in America. The Lord’s pattern is 
for each to give as they have been blessed. To freely and cheerfully 
give. I want to lay out all the ways anyone can be involved and ask 
you to prayerfully consider your role.

First, cry out to God. Everyone reading this book can and should 
pray that God will help us. Then sign The Moral Outcry Petition 
to Make Abortion Illegal in all 50 States at www.themoraloutcry.
com. (See Chapter 8) I would ask you to stop right now and pray 
for the success of this effort as the Holy Spirit leads you. Do it now 
so that you can be a part of this effort even if this is all you are 
ever moved to do. Organize prayer in your area. The Moral Outcry 
is a crying out to God first. Then it is a powerful truthful witness 
and legal strategy. There is power in crying out, which is more 
than just prayer. There is a special reason why this project is called 
Operation Outcry.

The Moral Outcry continues to emphasize the key role of 
women who have had abortions. If the women remain silent, if 
they refuse to tell the truth, then the lies of abortion will continue to 
deceive millions. The Moral Outcry and Operation Outcry recog-
nize that too much of the truth has remained locked up in the secret 
place inside women’s’ hearts until now. This is the opportunity for 
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women who have had abortions to overcome evil with good, to 
confess their sins and receive healing and bring healing to a nation.

Outcry is also a key phrase because it involves the deepest 
level of communication with God. It is not just a casual prayer. It 
is not just once a week on Sunday. It is not a prayer someone else 
prays for you. It is a deep cry from the heart. It conveys pain, grief, 
shame, hurt, longing, struggle, and the need for God’s help in the 
face of our human helplessness.

More Amazing and Extraordinary Things God 
Has Done!

In the Dobbs case, we filed 4,728 women’s testimonies 
Operation Outcry collected over the years. If you’ve been a finan-
cial supporter, you have kept us alive in order to do that work. I 
want to thank you. Thank you. Thank you. We cannot exist without 
financial contributions from people like you.

Now, what are just a few of those unusual and extraordinary 
events in American history relating to reversing Roe? See Isaiah 
28:14-22.

1.	 First of all, in 2000, that two landmark litigation winners 
would ever go back to the Supreme Court to say, “Please 
reverse our cases.” That has never happened before that they 
would even ask for reversal, and it’s even more amazing that 
they would eventually succeed. At first, they were denied, 
but on June 24, 2021 their desire was granted.

2.	 Then in 2007, the Supreme Court upheld the federal ban 
on partial birth abortion in Gonzales v. Carhart, 550 U.S. 
124 (2007). “Abortion Foes See Validation for New Tactic.” 
Here’s the New York Times:
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What is the new tactic? Bringing women’s voices and testi-
mony to the Court and the New York Times declares it a victory 
for this new tactic of abortion foes. This was a big national news 
story. Just seven years earlier in 2000, in Stenberg v. Carhart, 530 
U.S. 914, the Supreme Court declared unconstitutional 37 state 
laws that banned partial birth abortion. In the same year, the Lord 
told us to begin to collect women’s testimonies and take Norma 
and Sandra back to the Supreme Court. The New York Times says 
“Abortion Foes See Validation For New Tactic.”

Based on the new tactic – collecting the women’s testimonies 
and giving it to the Court, here is what the Court said because God 
told us to help the women come forward. God told the women to be 
courageous. We took their voices to the Court and here’s what the 
Court said for the first time in American history: “Some women 
come to regret their choice to abort the infant life they once 
created and sustained.”

Breakthrough! Before that, the Court had always called the 
child at the time of abortion a “fetus” or “potential life”, thus dehu-
manizing the infant in the womb. And the Court also said “see 
pages 22 to 24 of the Brief of Sandra Cano and 180 Women 
Injured By Abortion, “… Severe depression and loss of esteem 
can follow.” That brief was primarily authored by Linda Schlueter, 
also a former professor of law who was a Justice Foundation 
employee at that time.

What was on pages 22-24? Line after line of women’s testi-
monies. What God had told us in Isaiah 28:14-22 had finally come 
true. How do we overcome Satan? By the word of their testimony 
and the Blood of the Lamb. Rev. 12:11. So the Court admitted the 
child at the moment of the abortion was an infant life, and thus in 
effect that “Abortion is a crime against humanity” because you’re 
killing humans and you’re hurting women. A crime against human-
ity occurs when the government withdraws legal protection from a 
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class of human beings. If that’s true, abortion simply couldn’t last 
forever, could it?

More Amazing and Extraordinary Things God 
Has Done! Here Are A Few Of The Unusual Prayer 
Events

Now, here are just a few of the unusual prayer events along 
the journey. Millions of prayers have been offered for the end of 
Roe v. Wade. I thank God for every one of you who prayed over 
the years. How many of you have attended prayer events to pray 
for the end of Roe v. Wade? Thank you, thank you. Thank you to 
everyone who prayed and took action in some way for the reversal 
of Roe. It was all important and it was all necessary in the fullness 
of God’s time.

It took millions of prayers to accomplish this. I believe God 
hears the cries of His people. The Bible says He allows evil to 
flourish for a while, so that men have time to repent, and that the 
wicked may be punished. He doesn’t want to bring anyone to death 
and eternal judgment. Jesus came that we might have life and have 
it abundantly. He wants everyone to repent and have eternal life in 
Jesus Christ. John 3:16.

But in 2000, we began to really pray in earnest. I knew God 
had promised to end the covenant with death, but I knew it could 
not end without prayer. I am grateful to the Catholic Church which 
was faithful even in the original Roe case to file a brief telling 
the Court abortion was unjust and not in the Constitution. I am 
grateful to the millions of Catholics who prayed over the years. 
Sadly, at the time of Roe, mainline apostate Protestant women’s 
groups filed briefs urging the Court to find a right to abortion to 
help women. However eventually, I am grateful to say, millions of 
people like myself in other Christian churches were awakened and 
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also began to pray and act for an end to abortion. When His people 
pray together in unity with Him, it pleases God.

I have now lived through two tremendous historical events 
which surprised most people at the time. I believe both were the 
result of God’s grace and the prayers of His people. The first was 
the fall of the U.S.S.R. and Russian Communism and the tear-
ing down of the Berlin Wall. The second was the reversal of Roe. 
Millions were praying for both. I persisted in the battle for so long, 
ultimately 22 years, because of God’s promise; I knew His people 
were praying and I had lived through the fall of the Berlin Wall.

I prayed with many, many prayer movements. For example, 
on February 2, 2016, The Justice Foundation joined with many 
national prayer groups coordinated by Dai Sup Han of Prayer Surge 
Now, and began 10 days of 24/7 prayer for the Supreme Court. It 
moved into a daily prayer for the Supreme Court from 2016 to 
today. Every day we pray for the Supreme Court. But on the 11th 
day, right after we ended the 10th day of 24/7 prayer and switched 
to one hour a day; Justice Scalia died under unusual circumstances. 

Was that an unusual thing in American history concerning a 
Supreme Court Justice? Justices have died before, they’ve retired 
before, but his vacancy by death under unusual circumstances at 
that time galvanized the eyes of our nation on the Supreme Court! 
And wasn’t it miraculous that Senator McConnell grew a steel 
spine and held that seat open for a year in an election year? That’s 
unusual.

On April 16th, 2016, an unusual event called “United Cry” 
was organized on the National Mall. I went with the women of 
Operation Outcry and we prayed. It was hosted by United Cry, 
founded by Rachel and Lewis Hogan, to stir pastors to pray for the 
end of abortion and revival in America. See www.unitedcry.org.

The Justice Foundation and myself began a friendship at 
that event with Johnathan Cahn, the bestselling author of “The 
Harbinger” and many other amazing books like his most recent 
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book “The Return of the Gods”. His books deeply impacted me 
along the journey, as well as my relationship with Lou Engle and 
the Call, and Matt Lockett of Bound4Life in D.C., as well as Jason 
Hershey and the amazing story of David’s Tent in our nation’s 
Capitol along with Sara Ballenger and Capitol Hill Prayer Partners, 
Pierre Bynum of Family Research Council, and so many others.

In June 2016, Donald Trump met with 1000 evangelical leaders 
in New York City. I was blessed to be there, wondering why me? 
And if I should support this man? Who would dream that a former 
playboy, pro-abortion, reality TV star, New Yorker who never held 
public office before would become the most pro-life president in 
American history. In fact, on the day Roe v. Wade was overturned, 
Fox News reporters even asked Donald Trump, “Do you take credit 
for this? Some might think he would say yes, but he said, “No, God 
did this.” Donald Trump said that. See Fox News, June 24, 2022. 
(https://www.foxnews.com/politics/trump-praises-supreme-court-
decision-overturning-roe-v-wade) CNN reported to the contrary 
and the New York Magazine, ran an article the same day called 
“No, Trump, God didn’t overturn Roe v. Wade”. I suppose opinions 
will always differ, but after what I have seen and heard and experi-
enced, I believe God did it. To God be all the glory.

Along the journey of The Moral Outcry, we eventually unrolled 
The Moral Outcry scrolls as Melinda had envisioned in prayer and 
as you can see from the following photos at several places. 

The first scroll had a quarter million names. It was five feet wide 
and 125 feet long. I never would have dreamed of creating such a 
thing, but a worship leader, artist and musician at IHOP-KC named 
Jonathan Baldwin created the scroll based on Mindy Thybault’s 
dream. We unrolled it at the beginning of the Supreme Court 2019-
2020 term after marching the scroll on a pole carried between two 
men from the Spirit of Justice Park in D.C. a few blocks away to 
the Court itself.
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We later unrolled that scroll in various other places. We unrolled 
two of them, which were necessary to include all half a million 
names, at the Lincoln Memorial, the man who defeated slavery, 
and the Martin Luther King Memorial, the man who defeated seg-
regation. That same night, we prayed in front the Supreme Court 
on Nov. 30, the day before the Dobbs Oral Argument which was 
held on December 1, 2021.

The Scroll was also rolled out in the Rotunda of the Arkansas 
Legislature shortly before they adopted a law outlawing abortion 
in Arkansas except to save the life of the mother. They made the 
five reasons in The Moral Outcry Petition the legislative finding of 
fact in the law. (You can see pictures on pages 236 & 237.)
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The Moral Outcry Petition Scroll with 250,000 Signatures in the  
Arkansas Capitol Rotunda
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Unusual, Extraordinary Governmental Events

Before The Moral Outcry Petition was born, a book came out 
called “The Law of Judicial Precedent” which gave me the idea for 
The Petition and the argument that it was a legitimate legal strat-
egy to severely criticize a wrong Supreme Court decision as a way 
to reverse the Supreme Court. That was in 2016, one year before 
Melinda called me and said, “Could someone do a petition?” An 
unusual book called “The Law of Judicial Precedent” was co-au-
thored by eight judges, including then Judges Kavanaugh and 
Gorsuch as appellate judges, saying that “severe criticism” was a 
valid reason for a court to overturn a prior wrong decision. 

Few even saw the book when it came out. Who reads books 
like these? But for some reason I saw it and when Melinda called 
me in 2017, one of the reasons I said “Yes, you can do a petition” 
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was because we need to tell the court abortion is a crime against 
humanity. That is “severe criticism” indeed since the Nazis were 
given the death sentence after their crimes against humanity. 
Abortion hurts women and the Safe Haven laws in all 50 states are 
a better alternative than killing children and injuring their mothers.

Here’s another unusual and extraordinary event. Do you 
remember the Trump/Clinton debate when he said: “yes, I will 
appoint two to three judges who will reverse Roe v. Wade.” That 
was a prophetic statement, one that no other Republican candidate 
would have said. The standard Republican line was they would 
appoint “strict constructionists.” But a status quo Republican 
judge would preserve the status quo of Roe v. Wade, as they had 
for years. On the other hand, a strict Constitutionalist would honor 
the Constitution and the meaning the people who ratified it gave it. 

The legitimacy of our form of government in a secular sense 
comes from the consent of the governed. For the first time in 
American history, a President got to nominate and confirm three 
justices in their first term. Who gets credit for that? Donald Trump 
didn’t do that. God bless him. I thank God for Donald Trump and 
all of us who acted over the years to reverse Roe, but God did it, 
as President Trump credited Him with it. I often said during these 
years that Donald Trump was not our Savior, but his meteoric rise 
from nowhere to President was evidence that there is a Savior.

Then we had the nomination of Neil Gorsuch to the U.S. 
Supreme Court. It took the “nuclear option” to get him on the 
court; the elimination of the filibuster rule in the Senate, just for 
judicial nominations. There is still a filibuster for legislation, but it 
was eliminated for judges, so Neil Gorsuch could be confirmed to 
the Court. His name means Champion and he was one of the five 
justices to overturn Roe v. Wade.

Then came the Brett Kavanaugh nomination. He had to go 
through the Hearing from Hell, didn’t he? And then, once the 
preliminary decision in Dobbs was released, he had to face an 
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assassination attempt. A man was arrested outside his home with 
instruments of death and burglary in his hands. And yet, Justice 
Brett Kavanaugh was one of the five judges who held firm and 
reversed Roe v. Wade.

Then there was the death of Justice Ginsburg on Rosh Hashanah 
2020. Why is that date significant? Because Rosh Hashanah is the 
beginning of the Ten Days of Repentance on the Jewish calendar. 
She was Jewish and she died on the first day of the ten days of 
repentance. We don’t pray for anyone’s death, but her death led to 
the nomination of Amy Coney Barrett in the middle of the Ten Days 
of Awe (Repentance) on a day called the “Sabbath of Repentance”, 
Sept. 26, 2020, leading to Yom Kippur – The Day of Atonement for 
our sins. Only God could arrange that timing.

In the middle of the Ten Days of Awe on Sept. 26, 2020, 
we, The Justice Foundation and Operation Outcry, were on the 
National Mall playing The Moral Outcry video where the words of 
the Supreme Court’s 1973 Oral Argument in Roe were heard. You 
can see the video at The Moral Outcry Petition website. See www.
themoraloutcry.com. We prayed that day with millions of people 
around the world for the end of Roe v. Wade. It was called The 
Return with co-leaders Kevin Jessip, Jonathan Cahn, and many 
other groups, including our group co-sponsoring it.

Franklin Graham held the March in Washington the same day as 
the Return in 2020 from the Lincoln Memorial to the White House, 
to the Congress and the Supreme Court. Catholics, Evangelicals, 
Charismatics, Christians of all flavors were united in praying for 
the end of Roe v. Wade, and eventually the end of legal abortion, 
just as slavery and desegregation were ended. And we don’t have 
any exceptions today for slavery and segregation, do we? 

At 5:04 in the afternoon, The Return ended with shofars blow-
ing the trumpet, the ram’s horn which is what the Jewish people do 
on Rosh Hashanah. Who blew the first Ram’s horn? The Bible says 
when the law was given to the Jewish people on Mount Sinai, a 
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shofar blew, and it was God himself or an angel of the Lord blow-
ing that shofar. At the same exact time the shofars were blowing 
at 5:04 p.m. on the National Mall, Donald Trump came out of the 
White House into the Rose Garden. You could hear the shofars 
blowing as he said, “I nominate Amy Coney Barrett to be the next 
Associate Justice of the Supreme Court.”

Unusual and Extraordinary Legal Events

Now what are some amazing and unusual legal events in the 
Dobbs case? It will be as famous in American history someday 
as Brown v. Board of Education, the case that ended segrega-
tion in America. Dobbs is now the case that ended the supposed 
Constitutional protection for abortion.

This is amazing. When did the Dobbs case arrive at the Supreme 
Court? Almost all cases at the Court come on a petition for cer-
tiorari. Mississippi said in effect: “please take our case because 
the lower court struck down our law, which was only a minor 
restriction on abortion.” The law banned abortion after 15 weeks 
gestation, and still would have allowed 90 percent of abortions at 
earlier stages to continue. Every petition to the Court concludes 
with a prayer. So they prayed legally. That’s in the document. 

Mississippi prayed-please take the Dobbs case from the Fifth 
Circuit and reverse it and uphold our law. That Petition arrived on 
March 16th, 2020. That was the exact same day that the U.S. Supreme 
Court shut its doors because of the coronavirus. Coronavirus was a 
scourge, a pestilence, the “overwhelming scourge” (see Isaiah 28) 
that came in waves, day by day. 

The Court was shut down for over two years because of the 
overwhelming scourge of coronavirus, a plague of worldwide 
Biblical proportions. And because of the sheer terror it caused 
them. Fear of death. Because the Court locked down and began to 
put their Oral Arguments on their website live, more people could 
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listen and pray for the Supreme Court in the Dobbs case than I 
believe in any other case in American history.

March 16, 2020, was shortly after the March 4, 2020 Oral 
Argument when The Supreme Court upheld Roe again in the June 
Medical Case. But then the “overwhelming scourge” of coronavi-
rus hit. See Isaiah 28:14-22.

So Dobbs, the case that would reverse Roe, arrived on March 16, 
2020, the same day the Court shut down because of the pandemic. 
99 times out of 100, the Supreme Court rejects these petitions. In 
order to help the Court decide to take the Dobbs case, The Moral 
Outcry and Operation Outcry filed a joint brief asking them to do 
so with over 336,000 signatures. We were one of only eight pro-
life groups, who said, please take the Dobbs case.

Then, after ours and other briefs were filed, the case was “con-
sidered” by the Court. Should we take the case? But the Court 
normally says no, no, no. Around 99 times out of 100 they refuse. 
The first time it was set for consideration, they said we’re going 
to reconsider this again. They reset it another time. Then they said 
we’re going to reconsider this another time. They reset it, reset 
it, reset it. The case was reset 22 times and considered just on the 
decision whether to take the case and hear it. That number alone is 
amazing. But they finally released their decision to hear it on May 
17th, 2021, which was the day of Shavuot on the Jewish calendar, 
which we know as Pentecost. On the day of Pentecost, when the 
Holy Spirit came down, and the Law was given to the Jewish peo-
ple, the Court said: “Cert. granted: we’re going to take Dobbs.”

It caused a firestorm just that Roe would be reconsidered. But 
on the day of Oral Argument, as I was standing in front of the Court, 
I was shocked to hear a new slogan from the pro-death crowd. 
They were shouting “Abortion Forever. Abortion Forever. 
Abortion Forever,” just as the segregationists like Gov. George 
Wallace of Alabama said “Segregation Forever” as he blocked the 
schoolhouse door. But just like segregation (which the Supreme 
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Court had upheld in Plessy v. Ferguson for 58 years) was even-
tually reversed, so the issue of Plessy and segregation came up 
in the Dobbs Oral Argument and The Moral Outcry Petition. The 
Solicitor General of the United States had to admit that Plessy and 
segregation were wrong. This was one of the two arguments made 
in the Moral Outcry Petition that was brought up in Oral Argument 
and written about in the final decision. 

Eventually Dobbs was even the first Supreme Court decision 
ever to be leaked in full to the American public through Politico. 
But instead of intimidating the Court as intended, the leak mobi-
lized more millions of people to begin praying for the Supreme 
Court, didn’t they? How many of you prayed after that?

More Amazing Things in Dobbs – Amazing Briefs

First of all, the whole pro-life movement filed 80 Amicus Curiae 
Briefs at the Court on the merits, compared to 40 for the pro-abor-
tion side. This overwhelming predominance occurred for the first 
time in History. In a similar way, the pro-life side outnumbered 
the abortion side in front of the Court for the first time in history. 
In fact, at one point 20 buses from Liberty University arrived and 
groups of 50 students at a time kept coming like companies of 
soldiers to stand guard before the Court, while the oral argument 
thundered inside. Unusual and extraordinary and thrilling as I saw 
it unfolding. The Young People have arrived!!

Let’s get to the amazing things that even more directly impacted 
us at The Justice Foundation and our new, unusual, and extraor-
dinary clients. We filed written arguments called Amicus Curiae 
Briefs for Operation Outcry and The Moral Outcry at the Court 
in Dobbs. But some new clients arrived on the scene as well. The 
Justice Foundation ended up filing four more briefs in the Dobbs 
case at this merits phase, when the ruling on the merits of the argu-
ments is made, for a total of five in Dobbs, including the earlier 
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brief at the cert petition phase asking the Court to take this case. We 
had been working on reversing Roe for 22 years. God had given us 
a lot of good evidence and arguments. So we were prepared to file, 
hopefully with God’s help, excellent briefs. We thought we would 
file two. No other group filed so many directly.

But He had more amazing things up His sleeve. One of the 
amazing new briefs we filed was for the Jewish Pro-life Foundation, 
The Coalition for Jewish Values, Rabbi Yakov David Cohen, Rabbi 
Chananya Weissman, and Bonnie Chernin (President, Jewish Life 
League). The Jewish Pro-Life Foundation called our liaison to 
Israel, Allison Ngo Griffin, when the Court announced it would 
take Dobbs. Allison had built a great relationship with the Jewish 
Pro-life Foundation. Cecily said, do you think you could ask your 
boss if he would file a brief for us in the Dobbs case? We rejoiced 
to represent them at no charge, as we do all our clients. This was so 
unusual that an article came out later in a secular Jewish magazine 
asking in effect, “Why are Christian lawyers representing Jews?” 
It was a great article because it explained that we love the Jewish 
people and we are both pro-life.

But what else about this Brief was unusual? Beside a Christian 
group representing a Jewish group? As far as we know, it may 
have been the first time a Jewish voice at the Court was pro-life. 
Think about Justice Ginsburg, a vocal, prominent pro-abortion 
Jewish woman. Think about secular Jews. Many Jewish briefs 
even in Dobbs said, in effect, women need abortion for women to 
be successful. But the new Jewish voices in this brief were the first 
ones that quoted the scripture saying the Torah (Old Testament) 
says that child sacrifice is an abomination to God. Judaism was 
the first religion which eliminated child sacrifice according to the 
Rabbi’s. And very powerfully, they acknowledged that as victims 
of the Holocaust themselves, we Jewish people know a crime 
against humanity when we see one and abortion is a crime against 
humanity.
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Final Arguments at the  
Supreme Court

The Jewish Brief

INTEREST OF AMICI

The Jewish Pro-Life Foundation promotes life-saving solutions 
to unplanned pregnancy by providing the Jewish community 

with much needed pro-life education, Jewish-friendly pregnancy 
care and adoption referrals, and healing after the terrible trauma of 
abortion.

The Coalition for Jewish Values (“CJV”) is a charity incorpo-
rated in the State of Maryland and operating pursuant to 26 U.S.C. 
§501(c)(3). CJV represents over 1,500 traditional, Orthodox rabbis 
and advocates for classical Jewish ideas and standards in matters 
of American public policy.

Rabbi Yakov David Cohen is the founder and director of the 
Institute of Noahide Code (www.Noahide.org). He received his 
Bachelor’s Degree at the Rabbinical College of America and was 



226

Allan E. Parker, Jr.

ordained Dayan at the United Lubavitcher Yeshiva NY. He is a 
Renowned Talmudic scholar and Dayan-Jewish Judge.

Rabbi Chananya Weissman received his rabbinic ordination 
from Rabbi Isaac Elchanan Theological Seminary (RIETS) and 
received an M.A. in Jewish Education from Azrieli Graduate 
School of Jewish Education & Administration. He is the author of 
hundreds of articles and seven books on a wide range of subjects, 
including Tovim Hashnayim: A Study of the Role and Nature of 
Man and Woman, a scholarly work based on primary Torah sources.

Bonnie Chernin is Founder and President of the Jewish Life 
League and serves on the Board of Directors of the Jewish Pro-
Life Foundation. The Jewish Life League maintains that human 
life, both before and after birth, is sacred and that the pro-choice 
position of mainstream Jewish organizations is antithetical to the 
Jewish faith. She is a Grief Recovery Method Specialist and a 
Certified Professional Coach assisting women in achieving their 
life and career goals.

Amici are Jewish religious leaders and organizations who agree 
that legal abortion in America is an egregious wrong that must be 
rectified. Jewish law prohibits abortion and Judaism obligates us 
to protect innocent life in the womb. The views of other religious 
groups have been repeatedly presented to the Court. This plead-
ing to the Court is Amici’s attempt to rescue innocent children in 
the womb from execution, as commanded in our Bible, Proverbs 
24:11-12: “Rescue those being led away to death; hold back those 
staggering toward slaughter. If you say, ‘But we knew nothing 
about this’, does not He who weighs the heart perceive it? Does 
not He who guards your life know it? Will He not repay everyone 
for what they have done?”
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SUMMARY OF ARGUMENT

Judaism has a strong legal tradition of protecting human life 
and prohibiting the murder of “infant life”

6 in the womb. Pregnancy 
and childbearing are considered religious and social responsibili-
ties, making it incumbent upon Jews to protect the safety and health 
of both mother and child. Jewish doctrine also recognizes that in 
very rare cases the infant life in the womb may pose a serious 
threat to the mother’s life, and in this rare instance a termination is 
permissible.

7

This very narrow exception to the prohibition of abortion in 
Judaism was biblically justified for a breech birth. Life threatening 
situations now occur in less than 1% of all pregnancies, making 
this exception almost inapplicable. 

Abortion is antithetical to Torah principles. The act of abortion, 
and the industry that promotes and benefits financially from it, vio-
lates all Jewish ethics and morals.

The history of Judaism includes many existential threats to 
Jewish life in the form of state sponsored mass murder. This makes 
us especially sensitive to the plight of the child in the womb, whose 
protection under the law was completely abrogated by Roe v. Wade, 
Doe v. Bolton and Planned Parenthood v. Casey.

This tragic human rights violation must be remedied. The 
Mississippi law in this case seeks to protect the God-given right to 
life for babies of 15 weeks gestation and beyond. Yet, most signif-
icant developmental milestones occur during the first eight weeks 
following conception. A baby’s heart beats at 22 days, and her 
brainwaves can be measured at 6 weeks.

6	 Gonzales v. Carhart, 550 U.S. 124, at 159 (2007) hereafter Gonzales.
7	 Rotzeach uShmirat Nefesh – Chapter One. No 9. https://www.chabad.org/

library/article_cdo/aid/1088917/jewish/Rotzeach-uShmirat-Nefesh-Chapter-
One.htm
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At 9 weeks all internal organs are present and the baby is sen-
sitive to touch.

8

As early as 8 weeks, the “infant”
9 feels real physical pain 

during an abortion.
10 This is much sooner than the 15-week issue 

before the Court, a gestational age when the pain felt by the baby 
must surely be considered. Jeremiah 22:3 admonishes us to avoid 
causing pain and death to the powerless: “Do what is right and 
just; rescue the wronged from their oppressors; do nothing wrong 
or violent to the stranger, orphan or widow; don’t shed innocent 
blood in this place.”

Science has advanced a great deal since 1973 when Roe v. Wade 
and Doe v. Bolton were decided. A new human being is formed 
at the moment of conception, a human being that never existed 
and will never exist again. This Court has a providential oppor-
tunity to correct its misguided error of 1973. The Jewish concept 
of Teshuvah allows for Heavenly forgiveness of sins against the 
most vulnerable among us. Amici implore the Court to study our 
arguments in this filing and thereby find the moral authority and 
conviction to overturn Roe, Doe and Casey. Indeed, to apply the 
protective elements of the 14th Amendment of the Constitution to 
all children.

8	 Endowment for Human Development. Prenatal Summary. https://www.ehd.
org/prenatal-summary.php

9	 Gonzales 159, 160.
10	 Expert Tells Congress Unborn Babies Can Feel Pain Starting at 8 Weeks. Ertelt, 

Steven. May 23, 2013. Life News. https://www.lifenews.com/2013/05/23/
expert-tells-congress-unborn-babies-can-feel-pain-starting-at-8-weeks/
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ARGUMENT

I.	 Judaism Is The Original Pro-Life Religion. It Was The 
First Religion In Human History To Sanctify Human Life 
From Conception To Natural Death And To Prohibit Child 
Sacrifice.

Judaism has a strong legal tradition of protecting human life 
and prohibiting the murder of innocents. Jewish law and tradition 
emphasize and support the moral right to life for all human beings 
at every stage of development based on the understanding that all 
people are created in the image of God; therefore, each of us has 
intrinsic value and worth with a destiny to fulfill God’s vision for 
humanity on Earth. Psalm 139:13-16 reveals this: “For you cre-
ated my inmost being: you knit me together in my mother’s womb. 
I praise you because I am fearfully and wonderfully made... My 
frame was not hidden from you when I was made in the secret 
place. When I was woven together in the depths of the earth, your 
eyes saw my unformed body. All the days ordained for me were 
written in your book before one of them came to me.”

Rights in the Jewish tradition are entitlements given by God 
through the Torah. A right entails a duty not to interfere with the 
rights-holder’s exercise of her or his right, or a duty to actively 
save anyone from having their right violated. Duties are com-
manded (mitzvot) to enforce legitimate rights. Hence a baby, from 
the moment of conception, has the right not to be prevented from 
continuing to live and grow in utero, and to be nurtured there.11 
All of us who are able to do so have the duty to enforce this right of 
the child in the womb: Leviticus 19:16: “Do not stand idly by when 
your neighbor’s life is at stake.” Pro-abortion groups “support every 

11	 Jewish Pro-Life Foundation Response to National Council of 
Jewish Women. Jewish Pro-Life Foundation. July 27, 2020. https://
jewishprolifefoundation.org/pro-life-blog/f/jplf-response-to-ncjw
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woman’s legal right to make decisions about and have control over 
her own body.” While this is true about a number of decisions, 
nobody has the moral right to kill another human person. In fact, 
the child in the womb is a separate individual from the mother with 
a different genetic code, often a different blood type or gender. The 
child in the womb may not even have any of the eventual receiv-
ing mother’s DNA or race in cases of in vitro fertilization (IVF). 
According to the International Covenant on Civil and Political 
Rights: Article 6.5 – a pregnant woman cannot be executed.

12

The Almighty gives clear instructions on the life issue in 
Deuteronomy 30:19: “This day I call the heavens and the earth 
as witnesses against you that I have set before you life and death, 
blessings and curses. Now choose life, so that you and your chil-
dren may live.”

Judaism considers abortion to be murder. One of the most pro-
lific and influential Torah scholars in the history of Judaism, rabbi, 
legal authority, physician and philosopher Moses ben Maimon, 
referred to as Maimonides, declared in his compilation of Jewish 
law, the Mishneh Torah: “The definition of murder according to the 
Noahide13 Laws includes a person ‘who kills even one unborn in 
the womb of its mother,’ and adds that such a person is liable for 
the death penalty.”14

The Talmud15 (Sanhedrin 57b) says that an unborn child is 
included in the Noahide prohibition of bloodshed that is learned 

12	 Sentenced to death when pregnant. https://law.stackexchange.com/
questions/3495/sentenced-to-death-when-pregnant. See also Cornell Center 
on the Death Penalty Worldwide. In almost every country in the world, it is 
illegal to execute a pregnant woman. Of the 92 countries that retain the death 
penalty, 83 have passed laws prohibiting the execution of pregnant women.

13	 Pertaining to Seven Laws of the Noahide Code. http://noahide.org/
sevenlaws/ These laws apply to all humans, not just Jews.

14	 Abortion and Judaism. The Noachide prohibition on abortion. https://
en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Judaism_and_abortion

15	 What Is the Talmud? Definition and Comprehensive Guide. Chabad.org. 
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from Genesis 9:6-7: (from a direct translation of the original text), 
“He who spills the blood of man within man shall have his blood 
spilt for in the image of God made He man. And you, be fruit-
ful, and multiply; swarm in the earth, and multiply therein.”16 The 
Talmud interprets “the blood of man in man” to include a fetus, 
which is the blood of man in man. Things that are prohibited under 
the Noahide laws are also prohibited to Jews.17

Clearly, the Jewish religion prohibits child sacrifice, the mod-
ern-day version being abortion, as stated in the Torah:

Leviticus 18:21: “Do not give any of your children to be 
sacrificed to Molek, for you must not profane the name of 
your God. I am the Lord.”

Psalm 106:35-38: “They mingled with the nations and 
adopted their customs. They worshipped their idols, which 
became a snare to them. They sacrificed their sons and 
their daughters to false gods. They shed innocent blood, the 
blood of their sons and daughters, whom they sacrificed to 
the idols of Canaan, and the land was desecrated by their 
blood.”

Rabbinical opinion on the issue of abortion in Judaism includes 
that of the supreme halakhic18 authority in modern times, Rav 

https://www.chabad.org/library/article_cdo/aid/3347866/jewish/What-Is-the-
Talmud-Definition-and-Comprehensive-Guide.htm

16	 Abortion in Halakhic Literature. J. David Bleich. Contemporary Halakhic 
Problems Vol.1 KTAV Publishing House. 1977. pp. 330-331. https://drive.
google.com/file/d/1RgE1RnuQvB4hiCa-

v7123LqOK3MuA9--/view?usp=sharing

17	 Ibid.
18	 Refers to Jewish legal code. What Is Halakhah (Halachah)? Jewish Law. 

Posner, Menachem. https://www.chabad.org/library/article_cdo/aid/4165687/
jewish/What-Is-Halakhah-Halachah-Jewish-Law.htm
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Moshe Feinstein, who stated, “Not only are Jews prohibited from 
having an abortion, but they are prohibited from assisting non-
Jews from having an abortion, too. According to halacha, abortion 
is prohibited for non-Jews; it’s actually a capital crime. A Jewish 
doctor may not perform an abortion even if it would result in antip-
athy towards Jews.” (Igros Moshe, Choshen Mishpat 2:73:8). In 
responsum 69, Rav Moshe not only categorizes abortion as blood-
shed; he unequivocally warns against relying on an erroneous heter 
(decision)19 for aborting babies with physical abnormalities.20

Additional rabbinical authority declaring protections for chil-
dren in the womb follows:

Rav Joseph B. Soloveitchik
“I consider the society of today as insane...I read from the press 

that in Eretz Yisrael [Land of Israel] they permit abortions now! 
Sapir [Pinchas Sapir, Israeli Minister of Finance] comes to the U.S. 
and asks that 60,000 boys and girls should leave the U.S. and set-
tle in Eretz Yisrael. When a child is born, it’s also immigration to 
Eretz Yisrael, and yet you murder the children.”…. “And if you 
kill the fetus, a time will come when even infants will be killed...
The mother will get frightened after the baby will be born...and 
the doctor will say her life depends upon the murder of the baby. 
And you have a word, mental hygiene, whatever you want you can 
subsume under mental hygiene...And there is now a tendency for 
rabbis in the U.S. to march along with society, otherwise they’ll be 
looked upon as reactionaries.” In 1975, Rabbi Joseph Soloveitchik 

19	 Loophole in the law. How does “getting a heter” work. https://judaism.
stackexchange.com/questions/56224/how-does-getting-a-heter-work

20	 The Halakhic Debate on Abortion Between Moshe Feinstein and Eliezer 
Waldenberg. p.7. https://drive.google.com/file/d/1kwN0eLWj8VS2ropFLEj
KD32voGuxdpXB/view?usp=sharing
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said: “to me it is something vulgar, this clamor of the liberals that 
abortion be permitted.”21 

Rabbi J. David Bleich
“A Jew is governed by such reverence for life that he trembles 

lest he tamper unmindfully with the greatest of all divine gifts, the 
bestowal or withholding of which is the prerogative of God alone. 
Although he be master over all within the world, there remain areas 
where man must fear to tread, acknowledging the limits of his sov-
ereignty and the limitations of his understanding. In the unborn 
child lies the mystery and enigma of existence. Confronted by the 
miracle of life itself, man can only drawback in silence before the 
wonder of the Lord.”22

Rabbi David Novak
“At this point I would ask my fellow Jewish ethicists, espe-

cially the traditionalist ones: Does our reverence for human life as 
the image of God not require that we treat every human life, even 
the miniscule human life of the newly conceived embryo, with 
what the Jewish tradition calls ‘human dignity’ (kvod ha-beriyot)? 
Surely we are not obligated or even permitted to kill a human life, 
however prehuman it looks, for the sake of someone else’s thera-
peutic needs – that is for the sake of somebody to whose life the 
embryo is not a direct threat. We certainly are not obligated or even 
permitted to kill an embryo for the more indirect benefit of the 
advancement of possible helpful scientific information. I believe 
that we are neither obligated nor permitted to do so. I believe that 

21	 “You Murder the Children”: Rav Soloveitchik on Abortion. Menachem 
Ben-Mordechai. The Jewish Press/ https://www.jewishpress.com/blogs/ 
a-banner-raised-high/you-murder-the-children-rav-soloveitchik-on-
abortion/2013/09/23/

22	 Abortion in Halakhic Literature. J. David Bleich. Contemporary Halakhic 
Problems Vol.1 KTAV Publishing House. 1977. p. 370. https://drive.google.
com/file/d/1OncqrDEfIxlmYkgwnWKOz18VhKhlzVJj/view?usp=sharing
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we are prohibited from doing so. We can discover that prohibi-
tion (issur) in philosophy and thus argue it to anyone, anywhere, at 
any time. The argument need not be confined to persons who are 
required to live according to our own moral theology, although our 
moral theology certainly can confirm it.”23

Rabbi Chananya Weissman
“It should not need to be debated that unborn children have 

the right to be born, and the lives of the elderly and infirm are no 
less precious than the lives of society’s most fortunate. The rich 
and powerful do not have the right to decide the value of anyone’s 
life, nor when someone has ‘already lived their life’ and it’s time 
for them to go. That is strictly the purview of God, who forbids 
us to make such distinctions or calculations, even for the alleged 
‘greater good.’ It is always for the greater evil. It is always to dis-
place God. The Torah teaches that every life is a unique world, and 
every moment of every life is infused with the potential to achieve 
great spiritual heights.”24

Rabbi Norman Lamm, Retired Chancellor of Yeshiva University.
“The freedom of parents to crush prenatal life, which now 

seems to be in vogue, will eventually lead to utter destruction,” 
Rabbi Norman Lamm stated in 1970, “because it is only a small 
leap of logic from feticide to infanticide, to getting rid of infants 
who may not fulfill our ideals of mental and physical health, or 
eventually, ethnic and genetic respectability.” Rabbi Lamm reiter-
ated those themes in a sermon from 1976: “Never, never, must we 
allow this desacralization of life — whether in the form of benev-
olent euthanasia or free and easy abortions ... or any of the other 

23	 The Sanctity of Human Life. Novak, Rabbi David. Georgetown University 
Press; 1st edition (May 1, 2009). P. 68. https://drive.google.com/file/d/1DQ1
TLuVdxsCi0jxEX7DdtYFSDEzTgCCB/view?usp=sharing

24	 A War on God and Creation. Weissman, Rabbi Chananya. https://www.
chananyaweissman.com/article.php?id=288
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manifestations of this fundamental antagonism to life — to influ-
ence us.”25

Rabbi Shimon Cowen
“The opposition of Noahide law to the abortion of an unborn 

life, except in very special circumstances, embodies one of the 
deepest norms of human society, the protection of life. In other 
words, Torah forbids abortion on demand, whether by a Jew or 
non-Jew.“26

Rabbi Pinchas Teitz
“Shedding innocent blood in Jewish life is so reprehensible 

that at times even those not responsible for the act of murder who 
hear of such an incident must dissociate themselves from it. This is 
expressed by the recitation of the elders of the city in whose prox-
imity a dead man is found.

In the eglo arufo27 ceremony that the Torah mandates, they 
must wash their hands, saying: ‘Our hands did not shed this blood,’ 
even though there is no reason to assume that they were directly 
involved in the death. How, then, are we to respond with less than 
shock to the killing of 100,000 fetuses through abortion in Israel, 
year after year? This is certainly a sin against Torah ... It is a crime 
against Jewry, against mankind, and even against the Land itself 
– for the Torah clearly warns that the Land, in its sensitivity to cor-
ruption, can tolerate no bloodshed.”28

25	 Ben Shapiro, Judaism And The Unborn: Which Stance Is The Right 
Stance?. Kantor, Miles. The Daily Caller. https://dailycaller.com/2018/07/18/
judaism-unborn-ben-shapiro/

26	 Should We Care If Non-Jews Abort Their Babies? Kantor, Myles. 
August 10, 2018. https://www.jewishpress.com/indepth/opinions/
should-we-care-if-non-jews-abort-their-babies/2018/08/10/

27	 Refers to the hand washing commandment. Deuteronomy 21:7. https://
www.chabad.org/library/bible_cdo/aid/9985 

28	 Rabbi Teitz’ Opinion on Abortion Law in The Jewish 
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Rabbi Menachem Mendel Schneerson
Advising an expectant mother in 1971, Rabbi Schneerson (the 

Lubavitcher Rebbe) wrote, “Should there be those who desire to 
persuade [you] that — God forbid — you perform an abortion: 
Tell them that this constitutes deliberate murder of a creature who 
is as yet unable to protect himself from those who seek to murder 
him.”29 

Jews were active in the early pro-life movement in America. 
The following rabbis stood in the public square defending life.

Rabbi Joshua Sperka
“We have experienced the impact of a society which, step by 

step, has betrayed humanity’s essential reverence for the sacredness 
of human existence,” he said during a Senate Judiciary committee 
meeting in 1967. “These words disguised the mass murder of a 
people. We are dealing with human life and the consequences of 
this proposal no man can foresee.”30

Rabbi Joseph Karasick, Past President of the Union of Orthodox 
Jewish Congregations of America.

“To destroy a human embryo is sacrilegious interference with 
life itself and akin to murder. Only when there is actual and acute 
danger to the life of the mother does Jewish religious law permit ter-
mination of pregnancy,” he said. According to Rabbi Karasick, the 

Observer May 1976. P.10. https://drive.google.com/
file/d/1_kXEfSrCXi6koc6-kyZZCjWW9ZtU-17n/view?usp=sharing

29	 Ben Shapiro, Judaism And The Unborn: Which Stance Is The Right 
Stance? Kantor, Miles. The Daily Caller. https://dailycaller.com/2018/07/18/
judaism-unborn-ben-shapiro/

30	 We should be terrified’: What Michigan women should know if abortion 
becomes illegal. Gray, Kathleen.

Detroit Free Press. Aug. 8, 2019. https://www.
freep.com/in-depth/news/politics/2019/08/08/
abortion-illegal-michigan-roe-wade-overturned/1790907001/
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Talmud asserts that ‘whoso sheds the blood of man within man his 
blood shall be shed.’ This has been traditionally interpreted as con-
stituting a commandment against the killing of unborn children.”31

Rabbi Bernard L. Berzon, Past President of the Rabbinical 
Council of America.

“In Judaism, the life of an unborn child is sacred and only when 
It (sic) is a threat to the mother can the moral issue of abortion 
be resolved. For each person to decide arbitrarily, on the basis of 
economics or convenience, whether a fetus is to survive is literally 
for man to play God and is religiously blasphemous and socially 
destructive.”32

Victor Rosenblum
Mr. Rosenblum was a Jewish attorney who helped defend the 

Hyde Amendment case before the Supreme Court.33 In March 
1973, Mr. Rosenblum expressed his disagreement with the Roe v. 
Wade decision before the McLellan Committee of the U.S. Senate, 
stating that, “The real test of our humanity is not formal viability. 
It is not our ability to survive outside the womb. The test of our 
humanity, rather, is our concern with facilitating human survival 
and human achievement through developing science’s capacity to 
nurture and enhance human life in all its manifestations.”34

31	 2 Top Orthodox Rabbis Score ‘Blanket ’Abortion Permission. Dugan, 
George. July 11, 1970. https://www.nytimes.com/1970/07/11/archives/2-top-
orthodox-rabbis-score-blanket-abortion-permission.html

32	 Ibid.
33	 Harris v. McCrea, 448 U.S. 297 (1980), https://aul.org/wp-content/

uploads/2018/10/1980-Harris-v.-McRae.compressed.pdf
34	 Statement of Professor Victor Rosenblum, Vice Chairman of Americans 

United for Life, before the McLellan Committee of the US Senate. March 7. 
1973. https://aul.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/08/1973-03-07-AUL-U.S.-
Senate-McLellan-Committee-Statement.pdf
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Even when New York passed the Reproductive Health Act in 
2019, the Rabbinical Council of America (RCA) released a public 
statement. “Jewish law opposes abortion, except in cases of danger 
to the mother. Most authorities consider feticide an act of murder; 
others deem it an act akin to the murder of potential life.” The 
RCA maintains that “abortion on demand, even before twenty-four 
weeks from the commencement of pregnancy, is forbidden,” the 
statement continued. “There is no sanction to permit the abortion 
of a healthy fetus when the mother’s life is not endangered.”35

II.	 The Prohibition Of Abortion In Judaism Has One Narrow 
Exception, To Save The Life Of The Mother In Extremely 
Rare Circumstances. This Exception Is Reflected In Every 
Pro-Life Law And Should Not Be Used To Justify Unlimited 
Legal Abortion.

If the life of the baby is being mortally threatened, then it is 
mandated to save that baby’s life by whatever means are appropri-
ate. On the other hand, Judaism provides a permission to abort a 
child only to save the life of the mother if the infant in the womb 
mortally threatens her life. In biblical times, this exception to the 
prohibition of abortion was intended to be used only in the case of 
imminent death of the mother because of breech birth, when the 
baby would act as a danger “rodef” to the mother.36

Currently, less than 1% of the abortions performed in the 
United States are done in order to save the life of the mother, and 

35	 Jewish women express anger after Orthodox rabbis compare abortion to 
murder. By Sales, Ben. Feb, 3, 2019.

The Times of Israel. https://www.timesofisrael.com/jewish-women-express-
anger-after-orthodox-rabbis-compare-abortion-to-murder/

36	 One who is “pursuing” another to murder him or her. According 
to Jewish law, such a person must be killed by any bystander 
after being warned to stop and refusing. https://drive.google.com/
file/d/11uEtR7DLESaDKg8Q6_aLqiToxYQmFRCF/view?usp=sharing
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all legislation drafted to protect “infant life”37 includes this excep-
tion. Justifiable abortions are very much the rare exceptions to 
the prohibition of “shedding innocent blood” (shefikkhut damim), 
which the Jewish tradition recognizes to be a universal prohibi-
tion. When the mother experiences a life-threatening medical crisis 
during pregnancy, it is now often possible to remove the growing 
child from the womb and place him/her in a neonatal intensive care 
unit to grow to term. Therefore, ectopic pregnancy is now primar-
ily the only case where the pregnancy must be terminated to save 
the mother’s life.38

A note about Exodus 21:22-25, the mistranslation of which has 
led many to conclude that Judaism condones the mass slaughter of 
infant life.

This conclusion is entirely false. The verse describes a case in 
which fighting men in close proximity to a pregnant woman inad-
vertently cause a miscarriage. The Torah specifies that the guilty 
party would be prosecuted for involuntary manslaughter only if the 
pregnant woman herself dies. If the infant in the womb dies, they 
must pay only a monetary fine.

Long used by abortion advocates to reframe abortion as legal 
in Judaism, this text is not a license to abort infant life; rather, it is 
a reference to involuntary manslaughter requiring an adjudicated 
fine. It is not a capital crime. Rabbi Ahron Soloveitchik warns 
against using biblical text to justify unholy attitudes and actions. 
He stated, “the Torah is compared to the sneh, the Burning Bush, 
because “fire gives heat, light and devours fuel, but the light of 
Torah must only give warmth and light, love and hope; it must 

37	 Per Gonzales 159, 160
38	 What is AAPLOG’s Position on “Abortion to 

Save the Life of the Mother? https://aaplog.org/
what-is-aaplogs-position-on-abortion-to-save-the-life-of-the-mother/
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never be used to destroy or kill. This is not Torah; it is a perversion 
of Torah.”39

Jewish Pro-Life Foundation board member, Rabbi Shlomo 
Nachman, corrects the mistaken translation and bias that perme-
ates much of pro-abortion arguments stemming from this religious 
text. He clarifies, “This verse must be carefully understood. Many 
translations read ‘and a miscarriage occurs’ rather than ‘a prema-
ture birth results’ as I have it here. The passage, in my opinion, 
is to ‘a premature birth’ when the context is considered. The text 
actually says that if the child ‘departs’ [“yasa”] the womb and no 
other damage ensues from the event. In other words, if because of 
the struggle the baby is born early but is otherwise fine, then the 
men may be required to pay damages for their carelessness but no 
more. ‘But if other damage ensues,’ i.e. the baby is born with some 
deformity or born dead, then the standard penalties will apply, ‘an 
eye for eye, tooth for tooth’. If the child dies as a result, the men 
are guilty of the murder, a life for a life. The text makes no sense 
any other way. The Hebrew term shachol references an abortion 
or miscarriage. That word is not used here. There is conclusive 
evidence that both Torah and Rabbinic halacha regarding the pre-
birth child as fully human and subject to the same protections and 
respect as all other people.”40

III.	Abortion Is Antithetical To Torah Principles, All Of Which 
Provide Sensible, Effective, And Wholesome Guidelines For 
Human Thriving And Human Interaction, Both Personally 
And Professionally. The Act Of Abortion, And The Industry 

39	 Rabbi Ahron Soloveichik and NCSY—An Appreciation. Jewish Action. 
Luchins, David. Jewish Action. Winter 2011. https://jewishaction.com/
tribute/rabbi_ahron_soloveichik_and_ncsyan_appreciation/

40	 Abortion and Related Issues. Nachman, Rabbi Shlomo. April 17, 2018. 
http://learnemunah.com/being/abortion.html 
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That Promotes And Benefits Financially From It, Violate 
All Jewish Ethics And Morals.

Judaism leads the way in providing support to women, children 
and families. Discussion about abortion must include acknowledg-
ment that an innocent child dies in each abortion, and that abortion 
poses great dangers to vulnerable mothers, fathers, families, and 
communities. Our tradition teaches us to advocate for vulner-
able and victimized targets of abuse and murder. Proverbs 31:8 
demands, “Speak up for those who cannot speak for themselves.” 
We acknowledge the harms done by abortion and speak out to pre-
vent them.

Women suffer horribly after abortion with devastating phys-
ical, emotional, psychological, and spiritual problems.41 Many 
regret the abortion decision and suffer in silence. Mothers and 
fathers endure a chronic sense of desolation and alienation from 
God. Abortion has become an accepted means of birth control, 
encouraging irresponsible, dangerous sexual activity leading to an 
explosion of sexually transmitted disease. Women die from legal 
abortion.42

The devastating effects of abortion on men go unspoken in 
pro-abortion circles. It is now confirmed that men grieve lost 
fatherhood, resulting in broken relationships and dysfunctional 
family life.43 We heed Jeremiah 29:6, emphasizing the importance 
of the family even in difficult times: “Marry and have sons and 

41	 See Cert. Petition Amicus Curiae Brief of 375 Women Hurt By Late Term 
Second And Third Trimester Abortion previously filed in this case for actual 
testimonies.

42	 Abortion Side Effects | Abortion Dangers – After Abortion. The Elliot  
Institute. https://afterabortion.org/abortion-risks-abortion-complications- 
abortion-dangers-abortion-side-effects

43	 Men’s Pain and Need for Healing After Abortion Is Real. Feb. 2, 2018. The 
Elliot Institute.

https://afterabortion.org/mens-pain-and-need-for-healing-after-abortion-is-real/
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daughters; find wives for your sons and give your daughters in 
marriage, so that they too may have sons and daughters. Increase 
in number there; do not decrease.”

Judaism demands a high level of compassion and mercy for the 
vulnerable and defenseless. No other demographic is as vulnerable 
as the defenseless child in the womb. Abortion allows no compas-
sion for infants in the womb who are given no pain medication 
before being starved, poisoned, burned, dismembered, and whose 
skull is punctured and crushed after partial delivery or who are 
delivered perfect and alive for organ harvesting.44

Judaism’s biblical tradition identifies the child in the womb as 
precious, valuable, and unique. Isaiah 49:1: “Before I was born the 
Lord called me; from my mother’s womb he has spoken my name.” 
And Jeremiah 1:5: “Before I formed you in the womb I knew you, 
before you were born I set you apart, I appointed you as a prophet 
of nations.”

The weekly Sabbath is considered the most holy event of the 
Jewish calendar. Jewish law forbids many daily activities on the 
Sabbath in order to concentrate on God’s presence and spiritual 
pursuits. Nevertheless, when human life is endangered, a Jew is 
required to violate any Sabbath law that stands in the way of sav-
ing that person. The concept of life being in danger is interpreted 
broadly; for example, it is mandated that one violate the Sabbath 
to take a woman in active labor to a hospital. Jewish law also 
not merely permits, but demands, that the Sabbath be violated in 
order to save infant life in the womb. As lifesaving activity is the 
only situation in which a Sabbath violation is permitted, were the 
infant child not deemed alive by the Torah, this behavior would be 
entirely prohibited.45

44	 Live Action Simulated Abortion Procedure Videos. https://www.
abortionprocedures.com

45	 Pikuach nefesh, https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Pikuach_nefesh
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Jews have a keen sense of injustice and speak out against it 
without reservation, as in the case of a death row inmate who may 
be wrongly accused. Yet, innocent infants in the womb have no 
comparable advocate; instead, American law under Roe allows 
killing them for any reason with no second opinion or legal defense 
required. The United States Legal Code46 considers the murder of 
innocent people a capital crime, therefore, killing innocent infant 
life should be a crime, not a right, as abortion advocates claim. The 
American priority of assigning a severe penalty for taking innocent 
life corresponds to the moral foundations of our Republic based 
on the Judeo principle that life is of paramount concern. Because 
children in the womb are innocent persons, the law must provide 
them with equal protection.

This also pertains to the challenging cases of children conceived 
in rape or incest. According to traditional Jewish law, people con-
ceived through these unfortunate circumstances are not given the 
death penalty. Rather, they are not allowed to marry a Jew or have 
a Jewish lifestyle.47

The emotional health of the mother and the reputation of the 
family can be better served through the life-saving option of adop-
tion rather than termination, allowing the child to live a productive 
life and the parents to live without guilt after abortion.48

Abortion industry practices dramatically contrast with Jewish 
ethics and moral guidelines in business, cleanliness, sexual pro-
priety, responsibility to protect friends and neighbors from harm, 
honesty, and women’s safety. Exodus 23:7 admonishes us: “Keep 

46	 18 U.S. Code § 1111
47	 Negative Commandments. Chabad.org. https://www.chabad.org/library/

article_cdo/aid/901723/jewish/Negative-Commandments.htm
48	 Sexual Assault Pregnancy and Abortion: What the Research Says. 

After Abortion. The Elliot Institute. https://afterabortion.org/
sexual-assault-and-abortion-survey/
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away from fraud, and do not cause the death of the innocent and 
righteous; for I will not justify the wicked.”

Abortion providers have long been exempted from standard 
medical practices and regulatory oversight. They perpetuate sex 
crimes by routinely failing to report evidence of sexual assault and 
sex trafficking. They fail to provide informed consent to patients 
and fail to counsel patients on alternatives to the abortion proce-
dure or possible immediate and long-term negative consequences 
of the procedure.49

Jewish ethical standards run contrary to the profiteering within 
the abortion industry, activities that media outlets suppress to main-
tain public support for a sanitized perception of the industry. The 
illegal sale of body parts and the extreme violation of basic moral 
standards regarding dismemberment of born alive babies runs con-
trary to Jewish ethics. Judaism prohibits desecrating the human 
body, but abortion destroys a human body, and the harvesting of 
baby parts for profit defies Jewish respect for the dead.50

When Roe v. Wade and Doe v. Bolton were decided, abor-
tion industry leaders, lawyers, and abortionists used the limited 
evidence of life in the womb to argue successfully for unlimited 
abortion legalization. Dr. Bernard Nathanson, was a Jew, a found-
ing member of NARAL, and the owner of the largest abortion 
clinic in Manhattan where over 60,000 human beings were aborted. 
Eventually, scientific evidence in the form of new ultrasound guided 
abortion technology convinced him that he had denied these chil-
dren their humanity and presided over their deaths. He spent the 
remainder of his life defending the rights of infant life.51

49	 Behind Closed Doors. LiveAction.org. https://www.liveaction.org/
what-we-do/investigations/

50	 In the Market for Fetal Body Parts, a Baby’s Brain Sells for $3,340. The 
Daily Signal. April 20, 2016. https://www.dailysignal.com/2016/04/20/
in-the-market-for-fetal-body-parts-a-babys-brain-sells-for-3340/ 

51	 Bernard Nathanson’s Conversion. Catholicism. https://www.ewtn.com/
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Today, the Justices have all the information needed to fully 
understand and acknowledge the status of the infant life, and have 
done so in Gonzales, at 159, 160. From conception onward, chil-
dren in their mother’s womb manifest humanity to such an extent 
that only a decision that protects their lives and futures is humane 
and just.

IV. 	Jewish Experiences Throughout History As State Sponsored 
Targets Of Genocide And Eugenics Gives Us A Unique 
Opportunity To Recognize The Injustices Wrought On Our 
Innocent Unborn Brothers And Sisters By Abortion.

Genocide

Jewish victims of genocide throughout history have been 
redefined as subhuman, legally stripped of personhood and civil 
liberties, tortured, and murdered. Similarly, infant life in the womb 
is redefined as subhuman, legally stripped of personhood and civil 
liberties, tortured, and murdered.

Pro-abortion advocates deliberately employ propaganda suc-
cessfully utilized by Adolf Hitler to reconstruct compassion and 
concern for women facing unplanned or unwanted pregnancy into 
lethal tools that facilitate elimination of “infant life,” per Gonzales 
at 159. Evidence of this technique is exposed in a memo dispatched 
to Nazi indoctrination outlets. “We must use every means to install 
in the population the idea that it is harmful to have several children, 
the expenses that they cause and the dangerous effect on women’s 
health…It will be necessary to open special institutions for abor-
tions, and doctors must be able to help out there in case there is any 

catholicism/library/bernard-nathansons-%20%20%20conversion-12002 See 
NY Times article also.
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question of this being a breach of their professional ethics.”(Adolf 
Hitler 1942)52

Commonplace descriptions of babies in the womb declare that 
the presence of arms and legs isn’t an indication of human life 
and that the baby is nothing more than a parasite. These lies rob 
infants in the womb of their humanity, dignity, and divinely cre-
ated existence. The lies originated with Nazi propaganda, when 
the sub-humans and parasites in question were Jews in their shops, 
homes, synagogues, and yes, in their mothers’ wombs. Consider 
the following illustrations found in the brochure, Abortion: The 
Hidden Holocaust:53

THEN

“In 1936, The German Supreme Court refused to recognize 
Jews living in Germany as legal ‘persons.’ From that point on 
they had no rights or protection under the German Constitution. 
Shortly thereafter the Nazis began their “Final Solution”54 – put-
ting over 6,000,000 Jews to death.”

NOW

“In 1973, The U.S. Supreme Court in its Roe v. Wade deci-
sion ruled that unborn babies are not legal ‘persons.’ From 
that point on they had no rights or protection under the U.S. 

52	 Doctors, Pregnancy, Childbirth and Abortion during the Third Reich. 
Chelouche, M.D., Tessa. Medicine and the Holocaust. Vol 9 March 2007. 
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/17402341/ 

53	 Abortion: The Hidden Holocaust. AbortionFacts.org. https://www.
abortionfacts.com/literature/abortion-the-hidden-holocaust

54	 The Final Solution. Holocaust Encyclopedia. https://encyclopedia.ushmm.
org/content/en/article/the-final-solution
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Constitution. Since that decision, over [60,000,000] babies have 
been put to death by abortion in this country.”

THEN

“Jews are ‘sub-human.’ The sub-human, that biologically 
seemingly complete creation of nature with hands, feet, and a kind 
of brain, with eyes and mouth, is nevertheless a completely differ-
ent, dreadful creature. He is only a rough copy of a human being, 
with human-like facial traits but nonetheless morally and men-
tally lower than an animal... For all that bare a human face are not 
equal.” (Pamphlet published by the Race Settlement Main Office, 
Germany, 1942)

NOW

“Unborn babies are ‘sub-human.’ Fetuses, especially those 
as old as five or six months, elicit our sympathy... because they look 
disconcertingly like people... But, this sympathy is misplaced... 
While [it] may, perhaps, possess some flickering of sensation, or 
some capacity to feel pain, this is equally true... of creatures like 
fish or insects... a proper respect for the right to life requires that it 
not be respected where it does not exist.” (Commentary on “Can 
The Fetus Be An Organ Farm?55)

THEN

“Jews are ‘parasites.’ The Jew was always only a parasite in 
the body of other peoples.” (Adolph Hitler, Mein Kampf, p. 419.)

55	 Mary Ann Warren, Case Studies in Bioethics, October 1978, p. 23-24. https://
onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.2307/3561446?sid=nlm%3Apubmed
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NOW

“Unborn babies are ‘parasites.’ A woman would have the 
right to abortion just as she has a right to remove any parasitic 
growth from her body.” (Gloria Steinem, author and feminist 
leader, on CNN, Sept. 9, 1981.) 

Another propaganda tactic used by abortion industry lobbyists 
justifies child murder for research purposes. Billions of taxpayer 
funded research dollars support gruesome experiments on aborted 
babies, the immoral and unimaginable procedures hidden in sci-
entific language and dubious claims of benefits to society. Jewish 
torture and murder by Nazi doctors such as Josef Mengele at 
Auschwitz were designated as medical research, too, and declared 
good for society.

THEN

“Torture is ‘medical research.’ To explain the concentration 
camp experiments, Dr. August Hirt56 supplied this rationale, “These 
condemned men will at least make themselves useful,” he said. 
“Wouldn’t it be ridiculous to execute them and send their bodies 
to the crematory oven without giving them an opportunity to con-
tribute to the progress of society.” (Aziz, Doctor of Death, 3, 305)

NOW

“Human fetal tissue research is the gold standard,” 
Professor Irving Weissman, head of Regenerative Medicine at 
Stanford University, August 2020.57

56	 Auschwitz-Birkenau: Nazi Medical Experimentation. Jewish Virtual  
Library. https://www.jewishvirtuallibrary.org/nazi-medical-experimentation- 
at-auschwitz-birkenau

57	 Members of NIH human fetal tissue research ethics advisory board 
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Many abortion influencers and judges apply competency 
tests to infant life the womb, denying their personhood based on 
limitations in intelligence, consciousness, development and inde-
pendence. Amici recognize the audacity and short-sightedness of 
denying anyone personhood based on arbitrary measures, knowing 
that this leads to unbridled crimes against humanity as in the Final 
Solution58 and the abortion holocaust.

Elie Wiesel, Romanian-born American, Jewish writer, pro-
fessor, political activist, Nobel Laureate, and Holocaust survivor 
personally experienced the irrational racism that leads to dehuman-
ization and mass murder. In 2005, he gave a speech at the opening 
ceremony of the new building of Yad Vashem, the Israeli Holocaust 
History Museum: “Jews were not killed because they were human 
beings. In the eyes of the killers they were not human beings! 
They were Jews!”59

In a 1999 speech in Washington, D.C., Mr. Wiesel stressed our 
obligation to defend the defenseless. “We must always take sides. 
Neutrality helps the oppressor, never the victim. Silence encour-
ages the tormentor, never the tormented.”60

The dehumanization of children in the womb has allowed mil-
lions and millions and millions of abortion crimes in the name of 
justice, rights, healthcare, biomedical research, improving the gene 
pool, convenience, and even religious liberty. Millions and mil-
lions and millions of human beings brutally killed for profit, to 
avoid criminal prosecution or social embarrassment, to keep a job, 
or regrettably due to fear, uncertainty, coercion, manipulation, and 
threatening ultimatums.

revealed. LifeSiteNews. Aug 4, 2020. https://www.lifesitenews.com/news/
members-of-nih-human-fetal-tissue-research-ethics-advisory-board-revealed

58	 The Final Solution. https://encyclopedia.ushmm.org/content/en/article/
the-final-solution

59	 Elie Wiesel. Wikipedia. https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Elie_Wiesel
60	 Elie Wiesel The Perils of Indifference. April 12, 1999. American Rhetoric. 

https://americanrhetoric.com/speeches/ewieselperilsofindifference.html
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Eugenics

Eugenics abortion of imperfect babies has increased in scope 
with improvements in genetic testing. Jewish resistance to this 
modern genocide is based on our respect for life and our experi-
ence as targets of eugenics-based mass murder.

The rise of eugenics ideology and science started in America 
with the Racial Hygiene movement. Eugenics science provided 
the foundations for Hitler’s war against the disabled and eventu-
ally the Jews to create a pure Aryan race.61 Margaret Sanger and 
her American Birth Control League became primary sponsors of 
eugenics during her lifetime. She associated herself with Adolph 
Hitler, praising him for his racial politics of eugenics. She changed 
the name of her organization to Planned Parenthood during WWII 
in order to disguise her affiliation with the Nazis.62 This year the 
President of Planned Parenthood has finally admitted publicly the 
founder’s racist and tragically eugenicist past.63

Frederick Osborn, who signed Margaret Sanger’s “Citizens 
Committee for Planned Parenthood,64 became president of the 
Population Council in 1957. The Population Council brought the 
abortion pill to the United States in 1994. Originally called Zyklon 

61	 Eugenics in the United States. Cultural Anthropology; https://
courses.lumenlearning.com/culturalanthropology/chapter/
eugenics-in-the-united-states/

62	 Uncovering the Racist and Anti-Semitic Roots of Abortion. Margaret 
Sanger’s Search for the Pure Race. Scholar’s Corner. https://www.
scholarscorner.com/uncovering-the-racist-and-anti-semitic-roots-of-abortion/

63	 Planned Parenthood CEO Admits Its Founder Margaret Sanger 
Was a White Supremacist, But Still Embraces Her. Bilger, Micaiah. 
LifeNews Apr 18, 2921. https://www.lifenews.com/2021/04/19/
planned-parenthood-ceo-admits-its-founder-margaret-sanger-was-a-white-
supremacist-but-still-embraces-her/

64	 The Population Council, which brought the abortion pill to the 
U.S., has a shocking history that’s nothing to celebrate. Novielli, 
Carole No 14, 2017. Life Action. https://www.liveaction.org/news/
population-council-founded-eugenicists-promoting-abortion-turns-65/
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B, Nazi scientists developed it in gaseous form to kill Jews in con-
centration camp ‘showers.’65 RU-486 is now used in 40% of all 
abortions due to inflated pricing and low overhead costs.66

Nat Hentoff, a Jewish champion of “inconvenient life,” opposed 
eugenics abortion of imperfect babies after discovering reports of 
experiments in what doctors at Yale-New Haven Hospital called 
“early death as a management option” for infants considered to 
have little or no hope of achieving meaningful “humanhood.” Nat 
then interviewed happy handicapped adults whose parents could 
have killed them but didn’t. In 1984, Mr. Hentoff investigated the 
post-birth murders of Down Syndrome Infant Doe and a spina 
bifida Baby Jane Doe. He realized that eugenics abortion was 
the beginning of a slippery slope that would one day justify the 
slaughter of innocent human beings based on cost, inconvenience, 
and imperfection. He became a vocal advocate for life among his 
pro-abortion peers.67 In 1991, Mr. Hentoff spoke out against the 
abortion industry’s campaign to exploit parental fears of disability 
to increase business.68

Seen for what it really is, the abortion holocaust parallels 
and rises beyond crimes against humanity from which Jews have 
suffered dearly. After WWII, international consensus coalesced 

65	 Company That Made Zyklon B for Nazi Holocaust Made 
RU 486 for Abortions. Novielli, Carole. Feb 23, 2014. 
LifeNews.com. https://www.lifenews.com/2014/02/23/
company-that-made-zyklon-b-for-nazi-holocaust-made-ru-486-for-abortions/ 

66	 Some GOP-led states taking closer look at abortions done through 
medication. Crary, David. The North State Journal. Apr. 15, 2921. https://
nsjonline.com/article/2021/04/some-gop-led-states-taking-closer-look-at-
abortions-done-through-medication/

67	 To be liberal and pro-life. Nat Hentoff, Champion of ‘Inconvenient Life’. 
Donohoe, Cathryn The Washington Times. Nov. 8, 1989. http://groups.csail.
mit.edu/mac/users/rauch/nvp/consistent/hentoff.html

68	 The Specter Of Pro-Choice Eugenics. Hentoff, Nat. The Washington Post, 
May 25, 1991. http://groups.csail.mit.edu/mac/users/rauch/nvp/consistent/
hentoff_eugenics.html 
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around the need to hold to account those responsible for genocidal 
activities. The Nuremberg Trials identified major players involved 
in implementing the Final Solution, as well as those engaged in 
gruesome medical research on prisoners condemned to death. 
Abortion experiments on Jewish women and their unborn chil-
dren was a specialty of Dr. Josef Mengele, who in his time was a 
respected medical authority and doctor. The knowledge and skill 
he acquired from his research transferred into an illegal abortion 
practice during his exile in Argentina.69

CONCLUSION

We must end abortion, an appalling crime against humanity. To 
begin the process of reconciliation with our Creator, to restore the 
dignity of those who have perished, and to return our country to 
a life affirming nation. Amici ask the Court to rise above political 
concerns and to contemplate the Divine promise bestowed upon 
every human being as pledged in Jeremiah 9:11: “For I know the 
plans I have for you, declares the LORD, plans to prosper you and 
not to harm you, plans to give you hope and a future.”

PRAYER

Amici respectfully pray this Court to reverse the decision below.

We owe a great debt of gratitude to Cecily Routeman, the 
Executive Director of the Jewish Pro-Life Foundation, for the col-
lation, collaboration, and the writing of the Jewish Brief. She was 
the major author, and since our clients were the real experts in this 

69	 Auschwitz Concentration Camp. Josef Mengele. Auschwitz – Stories. 
https://www.fold3.com/memorial/285875898/holocaust-survivors-their- 
stories-page4/stories



253

Reversing Roe v. Wade

area, we acted as their servants getting their viewpoint before the 
Court.

After the Jewish Brief, we then filed The Moral Outcry Brief 
that now had over 500,000 signatures. The names of The Signers 
were in The Brief in a Dropbox link. So in just in the extra year it 
had taken from the filing of the Mississippi Appeal, the number of 
Moral Outcry signers grew massively. We also represented 2,249 
Operation Outcry women as Amicus Curiae. This was a beautiful 
combination of the original Operation Outcry women and the new 
Moral Outcry Signers. These women were saying to the Court in 
effect: “Please don’t hurt other women as we’ve been hurt and Safe 
Haven is a better alternative”. Here is their brief we filed:

EXCERPTS FROM THE MORAL OUTCRY & 
OPERATION OUTCRY SUPREME COURT AMICUS 

CURIAE BRIEF IN DOBBS
(filed by Attorneys Allan E. Parker, Jr., R. Clayton Trotter, 

and Mary J. Browning)

Interest of Amici

Melinda Thybault (pronounced Té-bo), the founder of The 
Moral Outcry Petition, who has collected over 539,108 signatures 
as of July 4, and the Signers, are convinced that this Court’s abor-
tion cases are a crime against humanity. “Severe criticism” like 
this, as well as significant major changes in factual and legal cir-
cumstances, constitute a compelling new mandate for the Court to 
do justice by reversing Roe v. Wade (hereafter Roe), Doe v. Bolton 
(hereafter Doe) and Planned Parenthood v. Casey (hereafter 
Casey). Melinda Thybault is filing this Amicus Curiae Brief, indi-
vidually, while acting on behalf of all The Moral Outcry Petition 
Signers. She is joined by over 2,249 Women Injured By Abortion, 
The National Institute of Family and Life Advocates (NIFLA), and 
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Florida Voice for the Unborn. Amici seek a more humane society 
with justice for the children, with mercy and compassion for the 
mothers, and with love for the new families that will be created 
by Safe Haven laws, if women so choose. Melinda Thybault and 
The Signers, as do all citizens, have the right to petition the United 
States government for redress of grievances. U.S. Constitution 
Amendment I. With all due respect, Amici believe the Supreme 
Court is the specific branch of their government which has com-
mitted this crime against humanity by forcing all states to legalize 
abortion.

Many states, if not most, would make abortion a crime if 
they could do so in order to perform one of government’s most 
“self-evident” and important purposes, to protect and defend the 
fundamental and unalienable right to human life. The Declaration 
of Independence states: “We hold these truths to be self-evident, 
that all men are created equal, and endowed by their Creator with 
certain unalienable Rights, among these are Life, Liberty, and the 
Pursuit of Happiness –

That to secure these rights, Governments are instituted among 
Men, deriving their just powers from consent of the governed, . . .” 
(emphasis added) Therefore, it is the duty of this Court to redress 
and correct this grave injustice which the Court itself created. A 
crime against humanity occurs when the government withdraws 
legal protection from a class of human beings resulting in severe 
deprivation of rights, up to and including death. 

Melinda Thybault and her husband Denny are also passionate 
practitioners and advocates for children’s lives and adoption. After 
raising three of their own biological children, they felt the call to 
adopt three additional children through domestic newborn adop-
tion. With these three little adopted ones still in the home, and after 
reaching menopause, Melinda and Denny “adopted” human beings 
at the frozen embryo stage. These “unwanted” children were con-
ceived through another couple’s in vitro fertilization process.
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These frozen embryos were viable outside their mother’s 
womb and thus “potentially able to [and actually did] live outside 
the mother’s womb, albeit with artificial aid.” Roe v. Wade, 410 

 (1973) U.S. at 160. (The Court’s definition of viability).
These “unwanted” children’s biological sex (male or female) 

at the early embryo stage can actually be determined in the lab six 
days after fertilization, as Melinda’s doctor’s notes show:

“EMBYROS GRADE PGS RESULTS
TVBE #4 4AA 46, XX Normal Female

#6 4AA 46, XY Normal Male”

Their first human embryo child was placed in Melinda’s womb 
after being viable, but frozen outside his mother’s womb for seven 
months. See his human embryo photo below:

Gideon – Outside His Biological Mother’s Womb,  
“albeit with artificial aid.” Roe at 160.

That human child, named Gideon Wilberforce Thybault, was 
later born alive because he was viable and alive outside and inside 
her womb. Here he is after his birth.
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Gideon

This loving act of adoption of frozen human embryos outside 
the womb at fertilization is the opposite of abortion. Gideon’s 
journey from his viable frozen embryo stage (while outside his bio-
logical mother’s womb) to his birth through his adoptive mother 
Melinda as a beautiful child provides living evidence that, with 
today’s science, viability begins at fertilization. Melinda is now 
[July 22, 2021] carrying Pearl, Gideon’s biological sister, in her 
womb, another human embryo child that has been frozen outside 
the womb. Melinda is very much “with child” at this time.
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Pearl-Viable Outside Her Biological Mother’s Womb

2,249 WOMEN HURT BY ABORTION

Operation Outcry Women Injured by Abortion are women who 
were injured by their own abortions and their abortionists. Most of 
the Women Injured by Abortion suffered grievous psychological 
injuries, but many suffered severe physical complications as well. 
All were exposed to the risk of serious physical injury, as well as 
serious psychological injuries, and thus have a profound interest in 
protecting other women from such injuries. All of the Operation 
Outcry Women have personally experienced abortion in actual 
practice, not just theory.

Operation Outcry Women have experienced first-hand, some 
multiple times, the callous reality of the abortion industry. They 
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and the vast majority of women who go to high volume abortion 
facilities like Respondent’s, are treated as a business asset or cus-
tomer, not as a patient. Therefore, the word “patient” will not be 
used in this Brief because there is no real doctor/patient relation-
ship in most abortion facilities, only the technical or legal fiction 
of a doctor/patient relationship. It is standard practice for a woman 
to not even see her doctor until she has paid her money and is 
prepped for the abortion. A normal doctor-patient relationship does 
not exist, despite the fundamental expectation espoused in Roe v. 
Wade, 410 U.S. 113 (1973) (hereafter “Roe”), that the decision 
should be left to the woman and her doctor alone.

NIFLA

The National Institute of Family and Life Advocates (NIFLA) 
is a national legal network for pro-life pregnancy resource centers 
and medical clinics. Its purpose is to provide legal training, consul-
tation, and education to its membership of pro-life centers, which 
number 1,600. Of these members, over 1,300 operate as medical 
clinics providing medical services, such as ultrasound confirmation 
of pregnancy to mothers contemplating abortion, and STI testing 
and treatment.

FLORIDA VOICE FOR THE UNBORN

Florida Voice for the Unborn is a pro-life grassroots lobby-
ing group based in Florida’s capital city, Tallahassee. It exists 
to positively influence laws and regulations that affect, directly 
and indirectly, all infant lives – from the moment of conception 
onward. The work of Florida Voice for the Unborn is guided by 
faith in God’s only Son, Jesus Christ. The group seeks to attract 
the support of all Christians as well as other persons of good will, 
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while operating entirely independently from any church or other 
organization.

SUMMARY OF THE ARGUMENT

Roe, Doe, and Casey should be reversed at this time under 
stare decisis and The Law of Judicial Precedent in the interest of 
Justice. Five sound and necessary reasons to reverse Roe, Doe, and 
Casey exist independently, under The Law Of Judicial Precedent, 
on grounds that would warrant such a course, even if the makeup 
of the Court had remained unchanged, see The Law of Judicial 
Precedent, §50, p. 415. These reasons are based on “severe crit-
icism,” new science, women’s actual abortion experience, and 
major changes in factual circumstances and law.

A.	 First, Abortion Is A Crime Against Humanity.

The first sound and necessary reason for overturning a Supreme 
Court decision [and making abortion illegal in all 50 states now] 
is as follows:

§47[D] “The decision has been met with general  
dissatisfaction, protest or severe criticism.”

“The Law of Judicial Precedent”, at p. 399 (emphasis added). 
Through The Moral Outcry Petition, over 500,000 Americans have 
correctly identified legalized abortion as “a crime against human-
ity” which is very, very “severe criticism.” With due respect to the 
Court, every single signature on the Moral Outcry Petition is, by 
itself, evidence under The Law of Judicial Precedent because each 
person calling abortion a crime against humanity is “severely” crit-
icizing this Court’s abortion jurisprudence. 
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Operation Outcry respects the Court and its desire to do jus-
tice, and believes the Court will eventually find the wisdom, 
courage, and fortitude to change the law in light of these remark-
able, new, changed circumstances and continued “severe criticism” 
for 48 years. Most reasonable observers would agree that Roe has 
been met with general dissatisfaction and major protest since its 
inception. The Court has an ethical and moral duty to never for-
get past crimes against humanity, to never stand by silently while 
one is occurring today, and to rescue the perishing. “Yes, rescue 
those being dragged off to death – Won’t you save those about to 
be killed? If you say, ‘We know nothing about it’, won’t He who 
weighs hearts discern it? Yes, He who guards you will know it and 
repay each one as his deeds deserve.” Proverbs 24:11.

Roe, Doe, and Casey are truly a Crime Against Humanity like 
Dred Scott and Plessy v. Ferguson.

B.	 Second, Abortion Hurts Women.

The second reason or “new circumstance” is that substantial 
new evidence now shows that abortion hurts women, as does the 
Operation Outcry Women experience expressed in this Brief. 
See 4,728 Testimonies of Women Injured By Abortion, https://
www.dropbox.com/sh/p2fi4taxmrbivyz/AAAP_aenldXwXb34K-
tcq_X8la?dl=0. These testimonies were collected by Operation 
Outcry, a project of The Justice Foundation, beginning in 2000 on 
behalf of Norma McCorvey (the former Roe of Roe v. Wade) and 
Sandra Cano (the former Doe of Doe v. Bolton) as they filed Rule 
60 Motions in their efforts to reverse their own cases.

C.	 Third, Safe Haven Laws in All 50 States.

This case presents an excellent opportunity to reverse Roe, 
Doe, and Casey, while still preserving for women the freedom of 
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“Roe” from the burden of parenting an unwanted child – a freedom 
which Casey felt constrained to continue, since there was “nothing 
more” for women at that time. Casey stated:

“Abortion is a unique act. It is an act fraught with con-
sequences for others: for the woman who must live with 
the implications of her decision; for the persons who per-
form and assist in the procedure; for the spouse, family, and 
society which must confront the knowledge that these pro-
cedures exist, procedures some deem nothing short of an 
act of violence against innocent human life; and, depending 
on one’s beliefs, for the life or potential life that is aborted. 
. . . Her suffering is too intimate and personal for the State 
to insist, without more, upon its own vision of the woman’s 
role, . . . ”

Planned Parenthood of Southeastern Pa. v. Casey,  
505 U.S. 833 (1992)  

page 853. (emphasis added)

Yet today there is “much more.” As a matter of law, there are no 
more “unwanted” children in America because of the major change 
in circumstances known as Safe Haven laws. Because of Safe 
Haven laws in all fifty states, women can now have the freedom” 
of Roe, and make their own decision about the ultimate direction 
of their life, without the crime against humanity of killing the child 
and injuring themselves.

Today, in all fifty states, a better alternative to abortion exists 
through the Safe Haven laws. This is a major evolution of soci-
ety and the law of criminal neglect or abandonment which started 
in 1999.

Freedom from the “unwanted” child can now be obtained with-
out killing the “infant life” (per Gonzales, at 159) that this Court 
has already recognized exists in the womb when it is aborted. Even 
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if states ban or restrict abortion completely, or if only one clinic 
exists in a state, no woman would have to parent for a baby if she 
does not have the desire or ability to do so.

Safe Haven laws in all fifty states allow every woman to relin-
quish her child at a designated safe place within a designated time 
after birth and eliminate all burden of parenting and providing for 
the unwanted child. She can transfer responsibility to the state with 
no questions asked, no legal procedure, and unlike abortion, at 
no cost.

D. Fourth, Millions Of Women Desire to Adopt Newborn 
Infants. Instead Of Being Killed, Children Will Be Loved 
By These Waiting Families. Safe Haven Children Will Be 
Adopted, Not Indefinitely Placed In Foster Care.

There are millions of Americans who desire to adopt newborn 
infants. Safe Haven will allow these children to go to loving homes 
instead of a painful, early death. The result would be a more just, 
humane, and healthy society, even for women who might choose 
abortion today. Thus, it is time to advance to a society in which we 
provide justice for the “infant,” mercy to the mother, and love to 
the families that are longing for children.

E.	 Fifth, New Evidence Proves Life Begins At Conception.

Fifth, new science, including but not limited to DNA testing, 
in vitro fertilization (IVF) and sonograms, which were not avail-
able to this Court in 1973, now show what the Roe Court did not 
know, or even the Casey Court, that life begins at conception. But 
the Court has now correctly found in Gonzales that abortion termi-
nates an “infant life,” at 159 at the moment of the abortion.
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Roe, Doe, And Casey Are Truly A Crime Against Humanity  
Like Dred Scott And Plessy v. Ferguson

Abortion is a crime against humanity. Like Dred Scott v. 
Sanford, 60 U.S. 393 (1857), which purported to enshrine slavery 
in the Constitution forever. It is unjust. Dred Scott also decided 
unjustly that African Americans “had no rights which the white man 
was bound to respect”, at 400. The Dred Scott decision prevented 
national compromise from occurring and many commentators feel 
it eventually led to the Civil War. A crime against humanity occurs 
when the government withdraws legal protection from a class of 
human beings, as this Court did in Scott.

Roe, Doe, and Casey also constitute a crime against humanity 
like Plessy v. Ferguson, 163 U.S. 537 (1896) (hereinafter Plessy). 
Plessy denied legal protection to a class of human beings, African-
Americans, as Dred Scott did. Plessy ignored the plain language of 
the Fourteenth Amendment, as Roe does. Plessy accepted the gloss 
that “separate but equal” was “equal;” while Roe ignores the right 
to “life” explicitly mentioned, but not yet guaranteed in full, in 
the Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments (“nor shall any state deprive 
any person of life, . . . without due process of law,”).

The preferred dehumanizing euphemism for abortion is “termi-
nation of pregnancy.” But what is a human mother pregnant with? 
A human infant life. Gonzales, supra. Unlike the abortion indus-
try, which only mentions “liberty” (but not “life,” both of which 
are guaranteed in the same sentence), the Fourteenth Amendment 
actually protects the explicitly mentioned right to life. When the 
government withdraws legal protection from a class of human 
beings, it is the classic definition of a crime against humanity.

Amici remind this Court of its universally respected decision 
in Brown v. Board of Education of Topeka, 347 U.S. 483 (1954) 
(hereinafter “Brown”) for two major reasons. First, the Supreme 
Court reversed its own 58-year-old decision which had approved 
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segregation in Plessy v. Ferguson. Reversal did not require a con-
stitutional amendment or civil war, but it was controversial. Roe is 
only 48 years old, not 58. Second, Plessy’s Court-approved segre-
gation as the “law of the land” was well settled, and unjustly relied 
upon by millions. Yet the Court courageously, justly, and wisely 
overturned its own 58-year-old precedent, its own “crime against 
humanity” to use the modern expression. Brown was ultimately 
vindicated by widespread acceptance. Roe is still not uniformly 
accepted even after 48 years.

Protecting Life is a Moral Good (Gorsuch)

In addition, there is the persuasive moral and legal argument 
that “the intentional taking of human life by private persons is 
always wrong.” “The Right to Assisted Suicide,” Harvard Journal 
of Law and Public Policy, Gorsuch, 2000, Summer; 23(3), 599-
710, at 697. The Court in Gonzales has acknowledged that abortion 
involves a “painful and difficult moral decision,” and the American 
common law has always been based on the basic proposition that 
protecting human life is a moral good. “Human life qualifies as 
such a basic value.” Gorsuch, id. at 699.

“The fundamental and irreducible value of human life is 
further evidenced by the fact that it is essential to well-be-
ing. To have a good and fulfilled life, one must have life. 
Human beings are not merely rational beings, but corporeal 
bodies. Their fulfillment depends on their having physical 
lives, life is intrinsic to human fulfillment.” Id. . . 

Justice Gorsuch goes on to state:

“The alternative to an absolute rule against private, inten-
tional killing, moreover is troubling territory.” Id. at 701.
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Justice Gorsuch makes a compelling “argument for respecting 
life as a sacrosanct good” in the article. Id. at pages 696-702. Amici 
agree wholeheartedly, as does the common law and American tradi-
tion. Most doctors have a conscience that is bothered by the taking 
of “infant life” per Gonzales. Human life in the womb is an unde-
niable fact, and killing that life can produce depression and trauma 
in anyone, including doctors, who take that life. Only one abortion 
facility exists in Mississippi despite an abundance of qualified doc-
tors, because most doctors do not want to kill “infant life.”

Abortion Hurts Women, see Amicus Curiae Brief of 375 Women 
Injured By Second and Third Trimester Late Term Abortion filed in 
this case. Amici 2,249 Women Injured By Abortion’s written affi-
davits and declarations under penalty of perjury describe for this 
Court the women’s gruesome experience of abortion’s “devastat-
ing psychological consequences” Casey at 882 from abortion at all 
stages of pregnancy. Many, many women are morally conflicted as 
this Court has recognized. Many women feel they have murdered 
their own child, with devastating consequences.

Safe Haven Laws  
Render Abortion Obsolete And Constitute A Major  

“Change In Circumstances.” Therefore, They Are A Sound 
And Necessary Reason To Reverse Roe, Doe And Casey Under 
The Law Of Judicial Precedent. Mississippi’s Safe Haven Law 
Meets The Unwanted Child Needs Of Women Without Killing 

“Infant Life” (See Gonzales), or Injuring Women  
With Abortion Trauma

Today, there is a better way to give women the freedom and 
liberty envisioned by Roe and Doe without killing the “infant” in 
the womb, Gonzales, at 160, and injuring the child’s mother. That 
better way is the dramatic social evolution in the law of criminal 
child abandonment called Safe Haven laws. Beginning seven years 
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after Casey, in 1999, today all fifty states have now adopted Safe 
Haven laws which allow women to be free from the burden of 
an unwanted child without killing the child. These laws remove 
all risk of injury to herself from post-abortion trauma as a matter 
of law.

Under the Court’s current legal abortion regime, women have 
the “liberty” to kill “infant life,” but when they do so, many suf-
fer the associated trauma, grief, and “devastating psychological 
consequences” as stated in Casey at 882, and “severe depression 
and loss of self-esteem” as stated in Gonzales at 159, that comes 
from killing an innocent human being. Under Safe Haven laws, 
any woman can now relinquish her baby at a hospital, fire station 
or other designated safe place in each state, within a set period of 
time, which is 3 days in Mississippi. She will suffer zero abortion 
related trauma, which Operation Outcry Women attest can last for 
decades, if there is no abortion.

The Safe Haven law is totally free to women, unlike abortion, 
making this liberty equally available to the rich and poor. Freedom 
or “liberty” from the unwanted child described in Roe and Casey is 
now absolutely and totally guaranteed in all states, with much wider 
availability than abortion, at no cost to the woman, unlike abortion. 
Even small communities usually have a fire station, police station 
or emergency room of some kind. Some type of “medical facility” 
is far more abundant than abortion facilities. There are about 128 
hospital Safe Havens in Mississippi, plus adoption agencies.

Using Safe Haven laws, women don’t have to suffer the grief 
and trauma that many, many women have experienced after their 
abortion. Safe Haven laws often give women far longer than the 
abortion industry does to decide which option they will choose – to 
personally care for the child or Safe Haven relinquishment or tra-
ditional adoption. Abortionists constantly pressure women to make 
quick decisions about abortion, claiming it is riskier the longer one 
waits, while also telling women it is “safe” no matter how late 
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into the second or third trimester one has the abortion. Safe Haven 
Laws give the full length of pregnancy, plus additional time after 
birth to decide. State laws vary with 3, 30, 60, 90 days, commonly, 
or up to 1 year after birth in North Dakota. If she is low-income, a 
woman can have Mississippi Medicaid pay for her pre-natal care 
and delivery of the baby at no cost, with no legal obligation to care 
for the child whatsoever. The Safe Haven law eliminates the need 
for any woman of any color, income, or sexual orientation, to bear 
the burden of an unwanted child.

Low-income women are much better protected by the 
Mississippi Safe Haven law than they are by the abortion indus-
try because baby relinquishment is free to all women as opposed 
to an often-expensive abortion, especially late term abortions. 
The abortion industry and its supporting Amici express concern 
for low-income women and are willing to disproportionately 
abort low-income women’s children, especially Black children, as 
Planned Parenthood has admitted. But Mississippi has decided this 
concern can be better served by providing free Safe Haven relin-
quishment and 18 years of freedom from parenting and providing 
for the child through adoptions by the millions of waiting families. 
With the Safe Haven laws, no abortion-related guilt or trauma from 
taking the life of one’s own child will fall on the pregnant mother.

America is deeply divided on the issue of abortion. Yet everyone 
wants to help women in difficult pregnancies. Many view abortion 
as a “necessary evil.” Many people view it as simply “evil.” With 
Safe Haven, abortion is now absolutely an “unnecessary evil.” 
Since, as Gonzales admits, abortion is the taking of “infant life,” 
it is in fact a crime against humanity. That is why even Casey’s 
attempted “compromise” designed to end the controversy has been 
met with intense, “severe criticism,” including being called “The 
Worst Constitutional Decision of All Time.”

Indeed, Safe Haven laws did not exist in the past when many 
women of older generations had their abortions. Casey (1992) did 
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not consider Safe Haven laws since the first came into existence 
seven years later in Texas in 1999. The abortion industry does not 
inform women of these Safe Haven laws, nor of the “devastating 
psychological consequences” (Casey) or “severe depression and 
loss of esteem” (Gonzales) suffered after abortion. See testimonies 
of Women Injured By Abortion.

The burden of an “unwanted” child was a large factor in the 
Court’s analysis in Roe itself and Casey.

“Maternity or additional offspring, may force upon the 
woman a distressful life and future. Psychological harm 
may be imminent. Mental and physical health may be 
taxed by child care. There is also the distress, for all con-
cerned, associated with the unwanted child, and there is the 
problem of bringing a child into a family already unable, 
psychologically and otherwise, to care for it.”

Roe, 410 U.S. 113 at 153. (emphasis added)

But today, with Safe Haven as a far better alternative, as a 
matter of law, there are no unwanted children in America and 
legal transfer of responsibility is free to every woman for any 
or no reason, if she so chooses.

The Safe Haven laws completely eliminate the “reliance” inter-
est which so concerned the Court in Casey. Now, in exchange for 
relatively short months of pregnancy, society (either the state or 
adopting parents) will provide 18 years of freedom from the once 
“unwanted child” burden. This is a major, substantial change in 
circumstances that has never existed before in American history. 
Today in every state, every woman has a deeply controversial right 
to 1) abort her child in the womb – the “infant life” which used to 
be treated as murder in most states, or to 2) the uniformly accepted 
transfer of responsibility for the child, (which used to be treated as 



269

Reversing Roe v. Wade

criminal neglect or abandonment). The Signers believe the right 
to abort should be eliminated in favor of Safe Haven transfer of 
responsibility, if she chooses.

Two Million Women Desire To Adopt Newborn Children 
Every Year Which is a “Major Change in Circumstances” 

Under The Law of Judicial Precedent

At least two million Americans every year are now waiting 
to adopt newborn children. Far more people are waiting to adopt 
newborns than the number of aborted children per year. American 
Adoptions https://www.americanadoptions.com/pregnant/waiting_ 
adoptive_families

This development satisfies Casey’s stare decisis reliance test 
because there is no longer a need for abortion to give freedom from 
unwanted children to women. Women do not seek abortion for its 
own sake, they seek to be free of the child.

So it is time to say as a country, “Don’t kill the children. Don’t 
hurt yourself. Give us your baby and we will transfer those chil-
dren to the vetted families who are waiting to give them a loving 
home. We will love them all: love the mother, love the baby, love 
the adoptive families.”

Today Science Clearly Demonstrates That Life Begins At 
Conception. New Scientific Advances Justify Changing Prior 

Precedent Under Stare Decisis

Children like Gideon are undeniably and obviously viable at 
the frozen embryo stage, outside their biological mother’s womb. 
A complete, separate, unique, living human being exists from 
the moment of fertilization. A human being is created when the 
sperm and the egg are fused in fertilization. Today, with in vitro 
fertilization, that process can and does occur outside the mother’s 
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womb in many cases. Pearl was frozen for over 4 years. Pearl was 
alive and viable, though frozen and maintained artificially out-
side her biological mother’s womb, until ready to be received into 
Melinda’s womb.

If one believes in human rights today, the most important ques-
tion should be, “When do ‘human rights’ begin?” The answer is 
when we become human – at conception. Melinda Thybault’s 
“adopted” son, Gideon, was alive and viable outside the womb. 
Human fathers and human mothers produce humans.

The Law of Judicial Precedent further notes in Section 50, p. 
415, 

“A change in the court’s organization or in judicial personnel 
should not throw former decisions open to reconsideration 
or justify their reversal except on grounds that would have 
warranted such a course if the makeup of the court had 
remained the same.” 

The majority of lower court federal judges, who are the only 
ones to have considered, based on factual evidence presented, 
these five reasons to reverse Roe, Doe and Casey, have been per-
suaded by them that it is time to re-evaluate Roe, Doe, and Casey. 
For example, in a unanimous decision, the Eighth Circuit recently 
urged this Court to consider re-evaluating abortion based on these 
five reasons stating: “ . . . good reasons exist for the [Supreme] 
Court to reevaluate its jurisprudence.” MKB Management Corp., 
et al. v. Wayne Stenehjem, et al., 795 F.3d 768, at 733 (2015) (cert. 
denied). The Court further stated:

“To begin, the Court’s viability standard has proven 
unsatisfactory because it gives too little consideration to 



271

Reversing Roe v. Wade

the ‘substantial state interest in potential life throughout 
pregnancy.’”

Casey, 505 U.S. at 876, 112 S. Ct. 2791  
(plurality opinion)

PRAYER

The cry of Melinda’s heart, and the voice of her plea and that of 
the other Amici, echoes the ancient cry of Esther who dared, with 
trembling, prayer, and fasting to humbly appeal as follows:

“If it please the Court, and if I have found favor, let there be 
a decree that reverses the orders of this Supreme Court who 
ordered that infants in the womb throughout all of America 
should be destroyed. For how can I endure to see my people 
and my family slaughtered and destroyed.” Adapted from 
Esther (Est) 8:5-6.

Appendix 1:

THE MORAL OUTCRY PETITION

A Petition to the Supreme Court of the United States from the 
People of the United States

To the Honorable Justices of the United States Supreme Court:

We, The People of the United States, humbly petition you 
to redress and correct the grave injustice and the crime against 
humanity which is being perpetuated by your decisions in Roe v. 
Wade, Doe v. Bolton, and Planned Parenthood v. Casey (the abor-
tion cases).



272

Allan E. Parker, Jr.

WHEREAS: The United States Supreme Court committed a 
grave injustice and a crime against humanity in the Dred Scott 
(slavery) decision by denying personhood to a class of human 
beings, African Americans; 

and
WHEREAS: The Supreme Court committed a grave injus-

tice and a crime against humanity by upholding the “separate but 
equal” doctrine in Plessy v. Ferguson which withdrew legal pro-
tection from a class of human beings who were persons under the 
Constitution, African Americans; and

WHEREAS: A crime against humanity occurs when a gov-
ernment withdraws legal protection from a class of human beings 
resulting in severe deprivation of their rights, up to and including 
death; and

WHEREAS: In Brown v. Board of Education, the Supreme 
Court corrected its own grave injustice and crime against human-
ity created in Plessy v. Ferguson by reversing and abolishing the 
58-year-old “separate but equal” doctrine, thus giving equal legal 
rights to African Americans; and

WHEREAS: Under the doctrine of stare decisis the three abor-
tion cases mentioned above meet the test for when a case should be 
overturned by the Supreme Court because of significant changes in 
facts or laws, including but not limited to the following:

a)	 The cases have not been accepted by scholars, judges and 
the American people, as witnessed to by the fact that these 
cases are still the most intensely controversial cases in 
American history and at the present time.

b)	 New scientific advances have demonstrated since 1973 that 
life begins at the moment of conception and the child in a 
woman’s womb is a human being.
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c)	 Scientific evidence and personal testimonies document the 
massive harm that abortion causes to women (see www.
operationoutcry.org and www.afterabortion.org).

d)	 The laws in all 50 states have now changed through Safe 
Haven laws to eliminate all burden of child care from 
women who do not want to care for a child. See www.
nationalsafehavenalliance.org.

e)	 Public attitudes favoring adoption have created a culture of 
adoption in the United States with many families waiting 
long periods of time to adopt newborn infants.

BE IT RESOLVED: We urgently plead with you and pray to 
the Lord Jesus Christ for the United States Supreme Court to do 
the right thing, as you did in one of your greatest cases, Brown v. 
Board of Education, which overturned a 58-year-old precedent of 
the United States, and reverse, cancel, overturn and annul Roe v. 
Wade, Doe v. Bolton, and Planned Parenthood v. Casey.

“We hold these truths to be self-evident, that all men are 
created equal, that they are endowed by their Creator with 
certain unalienable rights, that among these are Life…”

Agreed to and signed by 539, 108 Signers whose names are in 
a Dropbox in footnote 2.

Hannah S. – The First Formerly Frozen Human 
Embryo to File a Brief at the Supreme Court

And then the last brief came along. I did not think we would 
have time or resources to file something, but God….

I’ll just tell you the story. A wonderful woman I had never met 
named Marlene called me and said, “I have read a story about what 
you’re doing from a pro-life website. I think I have an interesting 
story that might help you.” Marlene and John stated: We completed 
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all of the requirements for the State of California for adoption; we 
were chosen by Hannah’s placing family and we chose them and 
their frozen embryos. We have an open adoption. You don’t get 
that with a donor embryo program as this is through a physician 
and due to HIPPA, the doctor cannot tell you who the donor family 
is. We did a home study and all that entails (FBI background check, 
adoption education classes, social worker visits before and after 
Hannah’s birth, financial records, health records showing John and 
I were healthy and had the means to raise a child) an adoption 
contract between us and the placing family. We were fully vetted. 
Hannah does not have to wonder about where she came from or 
any medical concerns. We do not have an adoption decree because 
Hannah and her siblings that we adopted were legally property and 
not boys and girls protected by the Constitution under the law.

In an embryo donation, you pick from a list of frozen embryos 
that the doctor has the couples have donated to him. You choose 
based on the egg donor and sperm donor’s physical characteristics 
(hair color, eye color, skin color, etc.) and their GPA as many times 
these are college students looking to earn money for tuition for 
their sperm/egg.”

After she told me her story, and more prayer, we agreed to rep-
resent her and her husband John, and her daughter, Hannah S, who 
is the first known formerly frozen human embryo to ever file a 
brief before the U.S. Supreme Court. That’s amazing folks. We 
didn’t plan it. 

Clayton Trotter was one of the lawyers on the brief. He is the 
General Counsel of The Justice Foundation, Mary J. Browning, 
from Missouri was our lead counsel on this case. We were all three 
lawyers on it, but I called Mary and said, “I don’t know if we can 
do this one, unless you’re really willing to take the lead.” Which 
she did.

All of us are former embryos but most of you weren’t frozen.
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Clayton Trotter Discussing Hannah’s Case

I was a first-year law student when Roe v. Wade was decided. 
I had black hair and a black beard and I could play handball 2 
hours a day. I was sitting in the Student Union at the University of 
Texas School of Law reading the daily Texan. The headline said 
that Lyndon Baines Johnson had died and Roe v. Wade had been 
decided allowing the abortion of babies in the womb as a constitu-
tional right. This has been a 50-year journey for me.

I wanted to quit law school. I mean, I had this extensive con-
versation with my mom, my dad, and my wife, Susan. How can 
they not know a baby is a human being? Any farm boy knows that. 
And they said, “Why don’t you stay in law school? You worked 
very hard to get there. Go ahead and finish Law School, maybe one 
day you’ll be able to do something about it.”

Well, June 24, 2022 is the day that something was done about 
it, praise God. But God! God is faithful. God is faithful. So first 
thing I want to do is thank you. Thank you, and thank you some 
more. We also want to thank our supporters and prayer warriors. 
You have been an integral part of creating a new culture of life in 
America. I believe we are going to see pro-life California. We’re 
going to see pro-life New York. We are going to see pro-life Alaska 
without abortion on demand.

And now let’s talk a little bit about Hannah and Marlene. I 
love telling Hannah’s story. I tell Hannah’s story every chance I 
get. It’s an amazing story. She never lived in her genetic mother’s 
womb. Hannah was conceived in a Petri dish. And then Marlene 
says, “Like a lot of birth moms who want their child but are unable 
to parent that child; Hannah’s genetic parents were unable to parent 
any more children. So, they lovingly, courageously and heroically 
chose an adoption plan for Hannah and her siblings while they 
were all frozen embryos.” Hannah was frozen for two years.
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But Marlene is a hero. She came in and said, I will adopt that 
embryo and placed it in my own womb. Nine months later Hannah 
was born in the natural way and she’s now a graduate student at 
Baylor University in Texas. She proves that Life begins at fertiliza-
tion. With a little technical assistance, an embryo can survive and 
thrive outside the womb. 

I like to think of Hannah as standing in the Supreme Court. 
I wish we could have had her there during the Oral Argument, 
standing in kind of in the back waving, “Hi, I’m viable. I’m here.” 
But COVID and court protocol would not allow that, but her brief 
includes her baby embryo and later pictures. We asked for an 
extraordinary five extra minutes of Oral Argument as an Amicus 
so that she could speak which we felt was very justified. But the 
Supreme Court didn’t grant it. Now here you can see her photos 
and read her story as the Court actually read it in her Brief.

Hannah S. – The First Known Formerly Frozen 
Human Embryo To Ever File a Brief at the U.S. 
Supreme Court – By Mary J. Browning

INTEREST OF AMICI CURIAE

Hannah S., hereafter Amicus Hannah, began her life through 
in vitro fertilization. She was formed outside her mother’s womb 
and was sustained there, in a frozen state, for two years. Hannah 
was a human being from the time of fertilization. She is now an 
adult and a graduate student pursuing a Master’s degree in Social 
Work. Hannah plans to help others, orphans, adoptive children, 
and families seeking options regarding adoption. To the best of 
our knowledge, Hannah is the first formerly frozen embryo person 
known to file an Amicus Curiae Brief at the United States Supreme 
Court. Normally, today frozen embryos are treated as property, as 
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slaves were once treated. They are donated to others but not legally 
adopted.

John and Marlene S.
Hannah’s parents are John and Marlene S. They were the first 

couple to “adopt” a human frozen embryo as their child, that is, 
Marlene was the first woman to have an “adopted” embryo, frozen 
shortly after fertilization, placed in her womb. As the “adoptive” 
mother, allowing Hannah to be placed in her womb, Marlene sup-
plied oxygen, nutrients, a warm place to grow, and love. Isn’t that 
what every human needs? Up to that point, the vetting and selec-
tion criteria such as a home study required to adopt a child had not 
been applied to obtaining a frozen embryo, but it was voluntarily 
chosen by Marlene S. and John S. before “adopting” Hannah in the 
frozen embryo form of life.

SUMMARY OF ARGUMENT

The story of this adoption and this Amici Curiae Brief will 
reveal that Roe’s70 measuring line for viability has now been 
moved all the way back to fertilization by the modern scientific 
advancement called in vitro fertilization. Roe, at 160, has this via-
bility definition: “ ‘viable,’ . . . potentially able to live outside the 
mother’s womb, albeit with artificial aid.”

Advances in science have eliminated the distinction between 
previability and viability. Previability prohibitions on elective 
abortions should be constitutional because viability occurs at fer-
tilization, as proven through in vitro fertilization techniques.

70	 Roe v. Wade, 410 U.S. 113, 93 S. Ct. 705, 35 L.Ed.2d 147 (1973).
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ARGUMENT

Since Roe, viability has been identified as the pivotal point for 
balancing of interests between the mother’s rights to privacy and 
the state’s interest in “potential” life. In 1973, the Roe court stated:

“With respect to the State’s important and legitimate inter-
est in potential life, the ‘compelling’ point is at viability. 
This is so because the fetus then presumably has the capa-
bility of meaningful life outside the mother’s womb. 
State regulation protective of fetal life after viability thus 
has both logical and biological justifications. If the State is 
interested in protecting fetal life after viability, it may go so 
far as to proscribe abortion during that period, except when 
it is necessary to preserve the life or health of the mother.”

Id, at 163-164, (emphasis added).

The Roe court declined to ‘speculate” as to when life begins, 
stating:

“We need not resolve the difficult question of when life 
begins. When those trained in the respective disciplines of 
medicine, philosophy, and theology are unable to arrive at 
any consensus, the judiciary, at this point in the develop-
ment of man’s knowledge, is not in a position to speculate 
as to the answer.”

Id, at 159 (emphasis added).

In vitro fertilization, non-existent at the time of the Roe 
decision, is defined by Webster as: “fertilization of an egg in a lab-
oratory dish or test tube; specifically: fertilization by mixing sperm 
with eggs surgically removed from an ovary followed by uterine 
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implantation of one or more of the resulting fertilized eggs – abbre-
viation IVF.” The baby is created in a laboratory and transferred to 
a uterus. The baby contains all the components of a separate life to 
become fully developed, at the time of fertilization. The frozen 
embryo lives outside his or her mother’s womb, “albeit with arti-
ficial aid,” Roe at 160, which is part of the scientific advancement 
of “man’s knowledge.” Roe at 159. Hannah’s life is proof-positive 
of this fact.

How It All Began

In December of 1997, John and Marlene invited Ron Stoddart, 
the executive director of Nightlight Christian Adoptions, and his 
wife, to join them for a dinner play. The play was “An American 
Christmas” and was set around 1900, with actors in full Victorian 
regalia. John and Marlene were longtime family friends with Ron 
and had broached the idea of “adopting” frozen embryos with him. 
He was in favor of the idea. During the dinner program, an actress 
playing the role of a relative from Germany was lamenting that 
San Diego, unlike her native country, had no snow at Christmas. 
Touching the cheek of a little girl, she began a soliloquy about a 
snowflake:

In the intricate design of each flake of snow, we find the 
Creator reflecting the individual human heart.71

The name of the embryo adoption program was settled: The 
Snowflakes Embryo Adoption Program.

Backing up. John and Marlene were married in 1985. When it was 
time to start a family, they were unable to become pregnant, like 

71	 Author Unknown.
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so many others. After several years, they sought answers from a 
fertility doctor and went through treatments. Still no pregnancy. 
Finally, in January of 1997, Marlene was diagnosed with prema-
ture ovarian failure. She posed a question that would change their 
family’s history, and maybe history itself: “Are there any embryos 
we could adopt?”

This is when John and Marlene began working with Ron 
Stoddart and the Snowflakes Embryo Adoption Program was born. 
Babies born through the Program are now known as Snowflake 
babies, a term that has become ubiquitous in embryo adoption. 
Wikipedia even has a “Snowflake Children” page. Hannah was the 
first snowflake “adopted” and born alive. (She was not the first 
embryo viable outside her mother’s womb, that was Louise Joy 
Brown born on July 25, 1978, five years after Roe.)72 And the rest, 
as they say, is history.

While going through the in vitro fertilization process, Marlene’s 
doctor suggested donor embryos, where couples anonymously 
donate embryos to a doctor, who decides what is done with them. 
John and Marlene learned they might be able to choose the genetic 
hair and eye color. That seemed more like buying a car, than grow-
ing a family.

John and Marlene also learned the “donation” process was 
nothing like adoption – there were no screenings of the couples 
who received the donated embryos, no home studies and no back-
ground checks. John and Marlene thought, “Things are donated 
– money, food, clothing, time. You don’t donate life.” A frozen 
embryo is a life, created at fertilization, but is currently treated as 
property. For example in McQueen v. Gadberry, 507 S.W. 3d 127, 
at 149 (Mo. App. 2016) the Court treated frozen embryos as prop-
erty “with special characteristics.”

72	 www.history.com This Day In History, July 25, 1978.
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WHERE WE ARE TODAY

On June 24, 2017, a picnic at Fairgrounds Park in Loveland, 
Colorado, was like so many other picnics, yet unlike any other. 
There were families and friends, food and fun. But what set this 
picnic apart was that all the children there had been “adopted” as 
frozen embryos. The occasion was the celebration of the 20th anni-
versary of the Snowflakes Embryo Adoption Program at Nightlight 
Christian Adoptions. As indicated, infra, John and Marlene had a 
role in the founding of the program as their daughter, Hannah, was 
the first “adopted” frozen embryo.

It was not a small undertaking to launch an entirely new cat-
egory of adoptions. There were legal issues, as well as finding 
couples interested in placing their unwanted embryos for adoption, 
along with couples desiring to adopt them. But the success of the 
program is proof of both – the willingness to acknowledge that 
frozen embryos are lives and couples desiring to adopt them.

Science, and the life of Hannah, and the other “snowflake 
children” or “IVF babies”, prove that viability outside the womb 
actually occurs at fertilization. Hannah was one of the frozen 
embryos “adopted” from a couple that already had five children. 
With their family complete, the couple was concerned and selfless 
enough that they wished to give the remaining embryos a chance 
to be born.

Doctors can take photographs of the embryos, substantially 
magnified, as embryos are too small to be seen by the naked eye. 
See the first pictures for Hannah’s baby book. See below:
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Hannah and Two Siblings Viable Outside the Womb  
Day of Thaw

Hannah and Two Siblings Outside the Womb  
Day of Transfer

The embryonic photos above are actual photos of Hannah, as an 
embryo, not ultrasounds. It is unknown which of the three embryos 
in the photos is Hannah. The first photo was taken on the day of 
the thaw, the second photo was taken the following day, before 
the transfer to Marlene’s womb. Of note in looking closely at the 
photos is that overnight, in a petri dish, the embryos advanced 
to their next stage of development. This is called “compaction”, 
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when the cells start to move to one side and a fluid-filled sac is 
forming. This is a complete human life growing on its own. Not “a 
clump of cells,” as abortion proponents frequently call embryos.

Thus was their journey. One that evolved from infertility to 
helping start a movement that allowed infertile couples to still 
experience pregnancies while helping alleviate a troublesome 
development in the in vitro fertilization industry. In couples’ des-
peration to start a family, doctors were obliging them by helping 
create as many embryos as possible, often far more than they even-
tually might use, leaving a surplus of embryos in frozen storage.

Hannah’s life proves life begins at fertilization. Hannah stands 
for the lives of all embryos in or out of the womb, especially those 
targeted for abortion.

 Hannah After Birth



284

Allan E. Parker, Jr.

 Hannah at 8 months

Citizens in Indiana value even human remains from the womb. 
This Court agreed that human remains be treated with dignity 
by state law. In 2018, Indiana enacted a law related to the dis-
posal of fetal remains. One provision of the law “excluded fetal 
remains from the definition of infectious and pathological waste.” 
Box v. Planned Parenthood of Indiana and Kentucky, Inc., et al., 
129 S. Ct. 1780, 1781 (2019). The state claimed it had an inter-
est in “the humane and dignified disposal of human remains”. The 
Seventh Circuit invalidated the law indicating the state’s interest 
was “not legitimate”. Id. 1782. Citing Akron v. Akron Center for 
Reproductive Health, Inc, 462 U.S. 416, 452, n. 45, 103 S. Ct. 
2481, 76 L.Ed.2d 687 (1983) this Court reversed, having “already 
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acknowledged that a State has a ‘legitimate interest in proper dis-
posal of fetal remains.’” Id.

Further evidence that life has value, from inception, is found in 
Justice Thomas’ concurring opinion in Box, at 1781-1793 (empha-
sis added):

“The use of abortion to achieve eugenic goals is not merely 
hypothetical. The foundations for legalizing abortion in 
America were laid during the early 20th-century birth-con-
trol movement. That movement developed alongside the 
American eugenics movement. And significantly, Planned 
Parenthood founder Margaret Sanger recognized the eugenic 
potential of her cause. She emphasized and embraced the 
notion that birth control ‘opens the way to the eugenicist.’ 
Sanger, Birth Control and Racial Betterment, Birth Control 
Rev., Feb. 1919, p. 12 (Racial Betterment). As a means of 
reducing the ‘ever increasing, unceasingly spawning class 
of human beings who never should have been born at 
all,’ Sanger argued that ‘Birth Control ... is really the great-
est and most truly eugenic method’ of ‘human generation.’ 
M. Sanger, Pivot of Civilization 187, 189 (1922). 

In her view, birth control had been ‘accepted by the most 
clear thinking and far seeing of the Eugenists themselves as 
the most constructive and necessary of the means to racial 
health.’ Id. , at 189. It is true that Sanger was not referring 
to abortion when she made these statements, at least not 
directly. She recognized a moral difference between ‘con-
traceptives’ and other, more ‘extreme’ ways for ‘women to 
limit their families,” such as “the horrors of abortion and 
infanticide.’ M. Sanger, Woman and the New Race 25, 5 
(1920) (Woman and the New Race). But Sanger’s argu-
ments about the eugenic value of birth control in securing 
‘the elimination of the unfit,’ Racial Betterment 11, apply 
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with even greater force to abortion, making it significantly 
more effective as a tool of eugenics. Whereas Sanger 
believed that birth control could prevent ‘unfit’ people from 
reproducing, abortion can prevent them from being born in 
the first place. Many eugenicists therefore supported legal-
izing abortion, and abortion advocates—including future 
Planned Parenthood President Alan Guttmacher—endorsed 
the use of abortion for eugenic reasons. Technological 
advances have only heightened the eugenic potential for 
abortion, as abortion can now be used to eliminate children 
with unwanted characteristics, such as a particular sex or 
disability.”

This concurring opinion is a history lesson on the origins of 
Planned Parenthood and Margaret Sanger’s intentional design to 
use birth control and abortion to foster a eugenics agenda. It is 
unlikely the Roe Court could even imagine the magnitude of “the 
horrors of abortion” as a form of birth control that we have today. 

Once before, in our history, an entire class of people, African 
Americans, were unjustly considered property.73 Today, human 
beings, capable of life outside their mother’s womb, are considered 

73	 “They [African Americans] had for more than a century before been regarded 
as beings of an inferior order, and altogether unfit to associate with the white 
race, either in social or political relations; and so far inferior, that they had no 
rights which the white man was bound to respect; and that the negro might 
justly and lawfully be reduced to slavery for his benefit. He was bought and 
sold, and treated as an ordinary article of merchandise and traffic, whenever a 
profit could be made by it. This opinion at that time was fixed and universal in 
the civilized portion of the white race. It was regarded as an axiom in morals 
as well as in politics, which no one thought of disputing, or supposed to be 
open to dispute; and men in every grade and position in society daily and 
habitually acted upon it in their private pursuits as well as in matters of public 
concern, without doubting for a moment the correctness of this opinion.” Dred 
Scott, Plaintiff in Error v. John Sanford, 60 U.S. 393, at 408, 19 How. 15 L.Ed 
691 (1856)
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property, with “special characteristics” which can be bought and 
sold, dismembered and dissected, the subject of litigation, or placed 
in a mother’s womb to bring forth a new human being.

Abortion is not contraception and any attempt to think of abor-
tion as a contraceptive is wrong. Contraception prevents human 
life from starting. Abortion is the horrible killing of human life 
after it has begun. The Mississippi legislature made its perspective 
very clear. In section C of the Act: “(c) Based on the findings in 
paragraph (a) of this subsection, it is the intent of the Legislature, 
through this act and any regulations and policies promulgated here-
under, to restrict the practice of nontherapeutic or elective abortion 
to the period up to the fifteenth week of gestation.”

Hannah at her college graduation
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As in The Emperor Has No Clothes, it is time to admit life 
does begin at fertilization. Unlike the folktale, this is no laughing 
matter. It is logically evident that life begins at fertilization, as the 
example of Hannah clearly demonstrates. There is really no need 
to make something that is so simple complicated.

You see, a human is a human no matter how small.
A human is a human no matter which side of the uterine wall.74

It is truly an illusion to say that we cannot determine when life 
begins – it begins at the beginning.

CONCLUSION

It is time for this Court to let the governed have a voice. It 
is time to get out of the business of forcing Americans, in every 
state, to pretend that the emperor has clothes – that abortion is okay 
because some people don’t want to admit the obvious that abor-
tion is infanticide. Many, many Americans already believe that life 
begins at fertilization. Science proves it is true. The life of Hannah 
proves it is true. It is time to let the citizen, through their elected 
representatives, pass enforceable laws that reflect that truth, that 
life begins at fertilization.

All “previability” prohibitions on elective abortions should be 
legal and enforceable. This Court has the ability, but does it have 
the courage and the will to right this wrong?

74	 Adapted from oft-quoted portion of Dr. Seuss’s Horton Hears a Who, 
Random House Children’s Books (1954) A Person Is A Person No Matter 
How Small https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Horton_Hears_a_Who!
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circulation, though I don’t know how many, maybe millions. “We 
ain’t obscure no more”.

Allan Parker again – I want to highlight Mary Browning 
because she was the lead author on Hannah, Marlene, and John’s 
brief. As she was writing, she put in an unusual literary device, a 
poem, well, just a prophetic statement. While writing the brief, she 
called me and said; “Al, can we put this in the brief? Can we say 
a person’s a person, no matter how small.” And I said yes. So she 
made it into a poem for the Supreme Court.

“You see, a human is a human, no matter how small.
A human is a human no matter which side of the uter-
ine wall.”

(Paraphrasing Dr. Seuss’ “Horton Hears a Who”)

We’re just getting started. There may be roughly 150,000 
to 170,000 babies alive this next year because Roe v. Wade was 
overturned.
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CHAPTER TEN

How Can You Help Make Abortion 
Illegal in All 50 States?

I believe this message is for the Body of Christ. I am often just a 
reluctant witness; I confess to my shame. But I am one who is 

being trained by God to delight in doing His will. As I stated ear-
lier, I resisted writing this book at first. After all, who am I to have 
anything to say, but the Lord made it very clear it was to be written. 
The February 11, 2000, Isaiah passages which contain the promise 
that “your covenant with death will be annulled, and your agree-
ment with Sheol (the place of the dead) shall not stand,” (Isaiah 
28:18 (Amplified Bible. Zondervan Publishing)) also contain sev-
eral passages about writing a book. He says:

“9 Now, go, write it on a tablet before them and inscribe it 
on a scroll. That it may serve in the time to come as a wit-
ness forever. For this is a rebellious people, false sons, sons 
who refuse to listen to the instruction of the Lord;

10 Who say to the seers; “you must not see visions”; and to 
the prophets. “You must not prophesy to us what is right! 
Speak to us pleasant words, prophesy illusions.” Get out of 
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the true way, turn aside out of the path, let us hear no more 
about the Holy One of Israel.

12 Therefore, thus says the Holy One of Israel: Since you 
have rejected this word and have put your trust in oppres-
sion, and guile, and have relied on them.

13 Therefore, this iniquity will be to you like a fall,

14 whose crash will then come suddenly and swiftly, in an 
instant. And He shall break it as a potter’s vessel is broken, 
breaking it in pieces without sparing so that there cannot 
be found among its pieces one large enough to carry coals 
of fire from the hearth or to dip water out of the cistern.

15 For thus says the Lord God, the Holy One of Israel: In 
repentance and rest you shall be saved, in quietness and 
trust is your strength. But you were not willing.…

18 And therefore, the Lord earnestly waits to be gracious to 
you; and therefore He lifts Himself up, that He may have 
mercy on you and show loving kindness to you. For the 
Lord is a God of justice. Blessed are all those who wait for 
Him, who expect and long for Him.”

Isaiah 30:8-18

The final battle of The Moral Outcry To Make Abortion Illegal 
In All 50 States will not be won by man; it will not be won by 
TJF. It will not be won by smart lawyers. It can only be won by 
God. – And the first step – reversing Roe v. Wade has been accom-
plished by the Lord, the “Master of Breakthroughs.” Isaiah 28:21, 
2 Sam. 5:20. We have the promise of God in Isaiah 28:14-22, that 
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the covenant with death will be cancelled, but that should be a spur 
to us to cry out to God to remind Him of His Word and His prom-
ise. Join us in this prayer of David,

“O give us help against the adversary, for deliverance by 
man is in vain. Through God we shall do valiantly; and it is 
He who will tread down our adversaries.”

Psalm 108:12-13

When Roe v. Wade and Doe v. Bolton are overturned the Lord 
said this would happen, then:

“18 On that day the deaf will hear words of a book, And out 
of their gloom and darkness the eyes of the blind will see.

19 The afflicted also will increase their gladness in the 
LORD, And the needy of mankind will rejoice in the Holy 
One of Israel.

20 For the ruthless will come to an end and the scorner will 
be finished, Indeed all who are intent on doing evil will be 
cut off;

21 Who cause a person to be indicted by a word, And ensnare 
him who adjudicates at the gate, And defraud the one in the 
right with meaningless arguments.”

Isaiah 29:18-21 (NASB)

Why does God wait so long to abolish evil? To give man time 
to repent, and then comes judgment, if there is no repentance. All 
of us in America must repent and be saved from the wrath of God.
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Contribute Testimonies of Abortion’s Pain

The testimonies of the women hurt by abortion are figuratively 
worth their weight in gold. Their voices must be heard and ampli-
fied. It is hard to find courageous women willing to speak out. 
There is no national database, no phone listings. They do not stand 
on the street corners shouting how abortion affected them. The pain 
is hidden in secret, as their testimonies show over and over. 

Second, a testimony is like gold in that it has to be refined and 
purified in a woman’s heart, usually by time and pressure, some-
times in a furnace, before she is willing to speak out. Finally, it is 
like gold in that every woman’s testimony is extremely precious 
and valuable.

If you would like to submit your testimony, you may use your 
full name, though if you have not told your family and gone through 
a healing class, we suggest you use your initials or first name only, 
to protect your identity. The courts have protected the identity of 
women who want to use initials or fictitious names in the past, so 
we will do everything in our power to protect the confidentiality of 
your name. 

Giving your testimony in writing is all you have to do to be 
a part of Operation Outcry (www.operationoutcry.org). That is 
enough. Your testimony will be shared as and where needed. If you 
would like to also speak out publicly, we can help you share your 
stories with others. After healing, and if you feel led, we can help 
you to begin to speak out on talk radio, on pro-life programs, at 
church, and wherever you can tell the truth. One national abortion 
recovery program is even called “Surrendering the Secret,” by Pat 
Layton. Call your local Christian radio or TV station, and secular 
talk shows or community programs, and tell them you want to tell 
your story. Do not be afraid to speak out!
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Find Abortion Recovery Programs Near You

1.	 International Helpline for Abortion Recovery (based in 
the US):

The International Helpline for Abortion Recovery trained 
phone consultants have experienced the pain of abortion and are 
ready to help you with your abortion recovery healing process.

•	 They provide 24/7 confidential help and care.
•	 They listen to you and help you find the abortion recovery 

program nearest you.
•	 They mail resources and follow up to make sure you get 

the help you need.

If you have questions or need help after abortion, please 
call 1-866-482-LIFE (5433).

For more information go to www.internationalhelpline.org.
CALL NOW! The first step in the journey of healing can 

begin with your call.

2.	  Option Line:

It doesn’t matter if your abortion was yesterday or 20 years ago. 
Option Line provides emotional support after abortion through a 
hotline where you can speak to someone about the way you feel 
right away, or connect you with a group in your area that meets in 
person.

For help with your unplanned pregnancy visit:
•	 OptionLine.org to chat,
•	 or call/text 800-712-4357.
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Option Line also provides weekend retreats ready to help 
women sort through any difficult emotions from a past abortion.
Option Line is here to help.

3.	 Support After Abortion

In an atmosphere of acceptance and flexibility, Support After 
Abortion provides an options-based approach to emotional and 
spiritual healing. You can choose a program that best suits your 
needs. Over 800 agencies are available to help you.

•	 Call Support After Abortion: 844-289-HOPE
•	 Visit Website: www.supportafterabortion.com

Their mission is “To end the demand for abortion through 
healing people impacted by abortion.”

4.	 H3 Helpline – Help, Hope, Healing

H3Helpline is a national after abortion helpline. They offer after 
abortion support and help, hope, healing for the pain of abortion.

•	 Call 1-866-721-7881
•	 Visit Website: www.h3helpline.org

Call H3 Helpline and one of their Phone Coaches will pro-
vide you with healing information.

It has been liberating for many women to be given “permis-
sion” to grieve the loss of their child. Many have found such relief 
to talk about it at last. The truth has finally set them free. Through 
Christ-centered healing programs, many are transformed. Giving 
testimony has deepened their healing and broken through layers of 
denial and a self-destructive lifestyle. If you have had more than 
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one abortion, you can fill out one declaration for all or one for each 
abortion separately. See www.operationoutcry.org or www.thejus-
ticefoundation.org.

We sincerely ask that you distribute these forms to your friends 
and other women who have experienced abortion. The testimonies 
of these women can impact America. Thank you for prayerfully 
considering supporting Operation Outcry. We need your help in 
finding and encouraging women to fill out the declaration. You 
may know a wife, a sister, aunt, niece, or friend, who has had an 
abortion. Tell them about Operation Outcry and how they can help 
end legalized abortion in America. Encourage them to put aside the 
pain, find healing, and help get out the truth. Be there for them in 
their grief and ask for their help. 

If you work at a pregnancy resource center or an abortion 
recovery healing ministry, you should be able to encourage many 
women to come forward and tell their story. Operation Outcry 
has been endorsed by almost all of the national abortion recovery 
leaders. Some have even shared their own testimonies with us like 
Millie Lace, and Sheila Harper, author of “Save One.”

Share The Moral Outcry Petition to  
Make Abortion Illegal (And Unthinkable)  

in All 50 States

We need activists and churches throughout America to distrib-
ute the Petition or a link in the pews or in emails to every member 
of the church. It is important that post abortive women not be sin-
gled out for embarrassment, but women who have had abortion 
should be encouraged to find healing in a Christ centered abortion 
recovery program, then fill out the declaration later. Post abortion 
healing should be offered with names of local providers, if possi-
ble. All this is available at www.thejusticefoundation.org
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The Final Charge

ABORTION SHOULD BE ILLEGAL AND UNTHINKABLE  
JUST LIKE SLAVERY AND SEGREGATION

Oswald Chambers certainly has it right when he says that we 
can lose the vision by spiritual leakage. We have to let God fulfill 
it, but we have to constantly look for it. In 2000, I certainly did not 
know exactly when the vision of Isaiah 28:18, that, “...the cove-
nant of death shall be canceled,” would be fulfilled. But it was. I 
thought it might take three years, my wife thought seven. She was 
right in part; the first victory on the federal partial birth abortion 
ban came in seven years. 

Neither of us thought it would take 22 years. But the Lord has 
strengthened and sustained us all along the journey. We must trust 
God. After giving us the extraordinary promise in Is. 28:14-22, and 
even stating that He will be the One to do the work to overturn Roe 
v. Wade, He says to us, His people:

“And now do not carry on as scoffers, lest your fetters be 
made stronger; for I have heard from the Lord God of Hosts 
of decisive destruction on all the earth.”

Isaiah 28:22

I don’t believe God gave us the Roe v. Wade reversal victory 
to see us lose the Final Battle to Make Abortion Illegal in all 50 
States. Now that you have heard the message and the promise of 
God, is it time for you to become involved in the effort of The 
Moral Outcry Petition and Operation Outcry? Are you being asked 
by the Holy Spirit be involved? Do not say to yourself, “Well, 
there’s not really a God or God’s not really involved in this ending 
of abortion. I’m not going to do anything.” Don’t say “it can’t be 
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done.” Nothing is impossible with God. It is time for you to arise 
and become involved. If you do not, if the women and the church 
do not heed this call, then the fetters, the iron prison chains which 
bind us at this time will become even stronger.

“5 Blessed is he whose help is the God of Jacob,
Whose hope is in the Lord his God,

6 The Maker of Heaven and earth, the sea,
and everything in them —

The Lord, who remains faithful forever.
7 He upholds the cause of the oppressed and gives

food to the hungry.
The Lord sets prisoners free,

8 the Lord gives sight to the blind,
The Lord lifts up those who are bowed down,

The Lord loves the righteous.”

Psalm 146:5-8 (NIV)

He is Coming Soon!

“11 I saw heaven standing open and there before me was a 
white horse, whose rider is called Faithful and True. With 
justice He judges and makes war.

12 His eyes are like blazing fire, and on His head are many 
crowns. He has a name written on Him that no one knows 
but He Himself.

13 He is dressed in a robe dipped in blood, and His name is 
the Word of God.”

Revelations 19:11-13 (NIV)
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Will you join us in the battle for Justice by prayer, testimony, 
signing The Petition, or financial donations? Everyone can share 
the good news!
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