
trol, school aid, personal liberties and
many more.  However, it would seem that
the cutting edge issue is abortion, even
though not always openly admitted.  To say
that the pro-abortion side is worried is an
understatement.  It may well be that they
could be described as panicky.

How else can we explain the
totally unprecedented obstructionist tactics
of Senator Daschle, since he has had con-

trol of the Senate?  In the
20th century, there has been
nothing comparable to his
obstruction of federal court
nominees.  While it took
Bush Sr., Reagan and
Clinton an average of 81
days for their first 11 judicial
nominees to be confirmed, it
is now 1½ years, and eight of
his first eleven have not yet
even had committee hear-
ings.  

In the past, there have
been individual instances of
holding bills to prevent their
coming to a vote and pas-
sage, but one looks in vain to
find a precedent for the cur-
rent wholesale blockage of
about 150 bills that have
passed the US House of
Representatives, often by
very large margins.  Central
to these have been pro-life
bills.  In almost every case, if
such bills had been brought
to the floor of the Senate for
an up or down vote, they

would have passed.  A great many of them
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Unprecedented HardBall Politics
Will it Succeed?

There is no ques-
tion that we are about to
see a political train wreck
at the national level.  Our
pro-life President, George
W. Bush, has committed
himself to appoint federal
judges who respect the
Constitution and who
interpret laws rather than
make laws from the bench.
Clearly, the leadership of
the Democratic Party has
interpreted this to mean
that he will appoint judges
who may very well over-
turn Roe v. Wade if they are
appointed to the US
Supreme Court.  The
Clinton administration was
upfront in using a litmus
test and even bragged
about it.  The Republicans
would be justified in doing
the same, but have elected
to state that they will not.  

Even so, pro-
abortion forces in the
United States are deeply
worried.  This President remains highly
popular and could very well be reelected
for a second term.  If such is the case, Mr.
Bush will be able to nominate and place
anywhere from 1 to 4 justices on the Court
during his terms of office.  What will their
positions be on the abortion issue?  That
seems to be the central concern of the pro-
abortion forces in the United States.  Yes,
there are other concerns: taxes, gun con-
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As time marches on, the slippery
slope becomes more and more evident.
Hardly a year ago we were hearing an
almost unanimous chorus that they would
only use the leftovers from in vitro fertil-
ization when conducting stem cell
research.  They would not create new
embryos just for the purpose of killing
them to get their embryonic stem cells.
Further, they wouldn't create human clones
to be killed at the fourth or fifth day to
obtain those elusive embryonic stem cells.  

But a year later, the slippery slope
has been greased.  The main chorus we're
now hearing from these same voices
sounds a bit different.  Now they do want
to clone humans but do not want to implant
them and bring them to term.  The reasons
they give are in terms of abnormalities,
deaths, etc.  They don't mention any moral
reasons, of course.  

But while they would oppose this
"reproductive" cloning, now they sing a
different tune regarding research cloning
or, as they misname it, "therapeutic"
cloning.  Now we hear a chorus stating that
if we would only allow research cloning,
we could cure just about every disease in
the book.  Of course, the evidence of any
such cures has been slim to none, whereas
the evidence for cures by adult stem cells
frequently comes tumbling at us with
information of new successes.  But now,
quite contrary to what they were saying
one year ago, they seem to feel that it is
crucial to the future health of the world to
allow them to clone and kill.  

If they can change their minds on
this so rapidly inside of one year, just what
do you think their positions will be a few
years from now?  

Very recently in Washington,
someone applied for a patent on how to
make a "humouse."  Yes, you read that
right, half-man and half-mouse.  And no, it
wasn't Disney, it was a serious person.

Think a moment now.  This per-
son wants to do two awful things.  He
wants to create a half-animal, half-human.

Further, he wants a patent on his manufac-
turing process.  Is human life a commodi-
ty?

Increasingly, it seems obvious
that we must stop this.  Every nation
should completely forbid any human
cloning.

News On Immune Cells
The new stem cell discoveries

you're hearing about, almost without
exception, have related to embryonic stem
cells.  These are the stem cells that can
only be obtained by killing a four or five-
day-old human embryo.  

You aren't hearing many of the
developments that are coming from adult
stem cells.  When you use adult stem cells,
you don't have to kill anybody.  You just
use that individual person's own cells, and
these may be as available as skin cells.
Adult stem cells have distinct advantages
over embryonic ones.  If a stem cell is
taken from another embryo, your body
may reject these cells the way it would a
transplanted organ, but not if it's a cell
from your own body.  

Further, embryonic stem cells are
very plastic, that is, they can turn into
almost anything else, but we don't know
how to control them.  They have a tenden-
cy to grow wild and to form tumors, while
adult stem cells don't do this. 

Recent news from the journal
Nature is an all but ignored development
by the media, but has great promise for
treating diseases like diabetes, immune
deficiencies, Parkinson's, spinal cord
injuries, etc.  Scientists have converted
stem cells into immune cells, calling the
process "direct and elegantly simple."

But we've seen a nearly complete
suppression of news on this new discovery.
In contrast, the secular media continues
with their frantic arguments that embryon-
ic stem cells are best.  Of course, they
never mention that to get embryonic stem
cells, in each case, the researcher must kill
a tiny new human.

In a recently publicized, nation-
wide public opinion poll, Americans
rejected embryonic human cloning 59% to
26% – better than two to one – even if it
cured cancer or other major diseases.

"Destroy" Or "Kill"
Those of you who try to keep

track of the ongoing debate and progress of
stem cell research and cloning, please take
note.  In everything I read, when the sub-
ject arises, we hear about surplus embryos
being "destroyed."  We hear about research
experimentation on them, after which they
are "destroyed."  We hear about research,
or "therapeutic" cloning and experimenta-
tion, after which the clone is "destroyed."
But think a moment.  We don't destroy liv-
ing humans.  If we violently end their lives,
we call this killing.  We destroy things.  We
kill people.  If we, as pro-lifers, continue to
use the word "destroy" when we talk about
the direct killing of a human embryo or a
clone, then, by virtue of that wording, we
help to dehumanize these tiny humans.
When we dehumanize them, it's easier to
kill them.  So let's quit using "destroy"
when we talk about the violent elimination
of a living human embryo.  Let's start to
use the correct word–kill.

Cloning’s Slippery Slope
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Do you think it odd that the
largest private funding source for breast
cancer research is giving sizeable grants to
entities whose activities actually cause
breast cancer?  You aren't the only one, but
that's exactly what is happening.

First, some background informa-
tion on this monolithic fundraising organi-
zation.  The Susan G. Komen Breast
Cancer Foundation was founded in 1982
by Nancy Goodman Brinker after losing
her sister, Susan Komen, to breast cancer.
According to their latest annual report, the
Foundation and its affiliates have raised, in
sum, over $300 million and have made
more than 600 grants totaling over $70
million.

The key to Komen's financial suc-
cess has been its annual Race For the Cure,
a 5K run/fitness walk, which began as a
single event in Dallas in 1983 and has
grown to over 100 races with over one mil-
lion participants.  The 2000 event raised
$83 million, which represented sixty-three
percent of Komen's total gross revenue.

Komen has a network of over
70,000 volunteers and 100 staff members.
They have affiliate groups in more than
110 cities in the United States and have a
presence in Italy, Germany and Greece.
Local affiliates keep up to seventy-five
percent of the funds they raise.  A mini-
mum of twenty-five percent is given to the
national headquarters. 

Most people are familiar with the
Race For the Cure and have a positive
impression of the organization.  Many pro-
lifers have themselves participated in one
or more of the races.  The Komen
Foundation's mission is indeed noble.
They want to "eradicate breast cancer as a
life-threatening disease by advancing
research, education screening and treat-
ment."  However, there is a darker side to
the Komen Foundation that many are just
now becoming aware of.

Several affiliates of the Komen
Foundation have given grants to Planned
Parenthood, the largest single promoter
and provider of abortion in America.  In
Denver, for example, not only did they
give nearly $200,000 to Planned

Parenthood of the Rocky Mountains, they
awarded over $18,000 to the Boulder
Valley Women's Health Center, a notori-
ous, late-term abortion clinic.

Komen grants to the abortion
industry are usually categorized as funding
for education or screening.  They make a
good faith effort to see that the funds are
used for the designated purpose.  However,
this is no guarantee against commingling

of funds with abortion services.
The irony of affiliates of the

largest, private funding source for breast
cancer research giving grants to Planned
Parenthood should escape no one.  Twenty-
eight out of thirty-seven worldwide studies
have independently linked abortion with
breast cancer.  Seven studies report a more
than twofold-increased risk. 

Joel Brind, Ph.D., is a professor
of biology and endocrinology at Baruch
College of the City University of New
York and the leading expert in the abor-
tion/breast cancer connection.  When we
apply his calculations to Planned
Parenthood, we come up with the follow-
ing grim estimation.  Since 1977, Planned
Parenthood has performed over three mil-
lion abortions.  Sound medical research
indicates that they may be responsible for
22,500 additional deaths of women due to
breast cancer as a result of their abortions.

Why is Komen funding one of the
root causes of breast cancer?  The answer
may lie with its founder.  Nancy Goodman
Brinker has strong ties to the Planned
Parenthood of Dallas and Northeast Texas

affiliate.  She currently sits on their
Advisory Council and was the 1996 recip-
ient of the Gertrude Shelburne
Humanitarian Award.  This award was
named for the woman who was primarily
responsible for founding this local PP
organization.  It is a sad case of political
philosophy taking precedence over the fun-
damental mission of the Komen
Foundation – with tragic results for the
women they strive to protect.

Call to Action
First, do research to find out if

your local Komen affiliate is indeed fund-
ing Planned Parenthood or another entity
of the abortion industry.  If a women's
health clinic is listed, check to see if they
perform or refer for abortions.

Second, if your local affiliate has
a connection to the abortion industry, meet
with those in charge.  Calmly and rational-
ly share the medical research that demon-
strates a link between abortion and breast
cancer.  Here is an Internet link that will
provide you with documentation:
www.abortionbreastcancer.com.  Also
explain the extent to which Planned
Parenthood is involved with abortion.  The
following link will connect you to PP's lat-
est statistics on abortion:
www.all.org/stopp/rr0204.pdf.

Ask for a firm commitment,
preferably in writing, that Planned
Parenthood or any entity of the abortion
industry will no longer be a beneficiary of
their funds.  If they agree, thank them and
urge people to continue to support the pos-
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"These two people were pro-life and we
don't want pro-lifers on the circuit courts,
so don't send us any more."  Bush's reaction
to this has been that he will continue to
nominate the same type of judges.  

Let's look at the Fourth Circuit
Court of Appeals, which has 15 seats.  Bush
inherited 5 vacancies and no new ones have
occurred.  One seat has been filled and
there are 2 nominees who have not had
hearings.  So, at this point, there are 4
vacancies.

The most outrageous situation is
the Sixth Circuit Court of Appeals.  It has
16 members, but on January 1, 2001 there
were 7 vacancies and one more has
occurred.  That is a total of 8 vacancies out
of a 16-member court.  Bush has nominat-
ed 8 new judges, but only one has been con-

firmed and 7
have not yet
even had hear-
ings.  We can
point to the fact
that 2 nomi-
nees, Deborah
Cook and
Jeffery Sutton,
have been
waiting for 18
months for
hearings before
the Senate
J u d i c i a r y
C o m m i t t e e ,
and none have
been held.  It is
all but impossi-

ble for this Circuit Court to function at half-
strength.  Yet, it would seem that Daschle's
evaluation of these 7 nominees is that, by
his judgment, they are too conservative,
therefore, he will not allow hearings.  He'll
do this in the hope that his control of the
Senate will be maintained after the next
election and that President Bush will then
acknowledge the futility of nominating pro-
life judges and send up nominees that the
pro-abortion forces can accept.  This is a
political variant of the old game of chicken.
Who is going to give in first?

If you analyze the numbers in the
chart above, you will see that during the 
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would have passed over a filibuster.
However, Mr. Daschle's tactic has been that
if they are never brought to a vote, there is
no chance of them passing.  

Such unprecedented, hardball pol-
itics carry a future risk.  Having been stung
by Democrat leadership, if the Republicans
regain control of the Senate, it would be
entirely possible to see them retaliating in
kind – a risk that Senator Daschle is taking.
Why has he been brought to these extreme
measures?  The answer would seem to be
obvious.  Those special interests that domi-
nate and control the national Democrat
Party have apparently told him that he
must, under no circumstances, allow the
federal courts to become more conserva-
tive.  The National Education Association,
ACLU, NOW, trial lawyers, Hollywood,
P l a n n e d
Parenthood and its
allies, may well
have sent a firm
message to Mr.
Daschle, "Stop
them by any
means possible.
Take the risks
inherent in this
u n p r e c e d e n t e d
type of obstructive
tactics.  Hope
you'll control the
Senate after the
2002 elections and
regain the presi-
dency in two
years.  Under no
circumstances should you to allow Mr.
Bush to appoint the type of federal judges
he has pledged to appoint.  Remember that
nominees to the US Supreme Court almost
always come from the appellate courts.
Therefore, it is the appellate court appoint-
ments that you must obstruct in every way
possible."  

Has, in fact, Senator Daschle's
track record been one of unprecedented
obstruction?  All we have to do is look at
the evidence.  By first looking at the leg-
islative record (see graph on page one), we
note that of all of the pro-life bills that have
come before Congress and been passed by
the House, Mr. Daschle has allowed only

Hardball Politics continued from page 1

Continued on next page

one to be voted upon by the Senate – the
Born Alive Infant Protection Act.  This was
probably because he knew that it had an
80% to 90% approval rate.  As a result, he
arranged that it be passed by a voice vote so
that there would be no individual records.  

Judicial Appointments to Appellate Courts
2001-2002

There are a total of 179 circuit
court judicial positions, which are lifetime
appointments.  In many ways, what a pres-
ident can do in four years is important, but
it is said that what is of greater importance
is the judicial legacy he leaves behind him,
for that lives on for decades. 

First, let's note the Fifth Circuit
Court of Appeals, which has 17 seats.
When Bush took office, it had 3 vacancies.

No new ones have occurred.  He has nomi-
nated 3 candidates, one of whom was con-
firmed.  The other 2 have been "borked."
The first was Judge Charles Pickering, the
second, Judge Patricia Owen.  Both were
highly qualified and had been recommend-
ed by bipartisan authorities, including the
American Bar Association, which is one of
the most liberal groups in the United States.
Each was subjected to several months of
intense criticism.  Finally, each in turn was
defeated in the Senate Judiciary
Committee, on a straight party line vote, by
a margin of one.  It seems clear that these
two nominees have been defeated to send a
message to President George W. Bush.

Year

2002
2001
2000
1999
1998
1997
1996
1995
1994
1993
1992
1991

President

G.W. Bush
G.W. Bush

Clinton
Clinton
Clinton
Clinton
Clinton
Clinton
Clinton
Clinton
G. Bush
G. Bush

Senate Control

Democrat
Democrat

GOP
GOP
GOP
GOP
GOP
GOP

Democrat
Democrat
Democrat
Democrat

Yearly Average
Court Vacanies

30
31
23
22
20
25
15
15
19
17
21
23

President
Average

31

20

22

Data is from the Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts, the U.S. Senate Website, and the 
Federal Judicial Center, through the efforts of Tom Jipping J.D. at Concerned Women for America.



96 months of the Clinton Presidency,
vacancies on all of the appellate courts,
nationally, averaged 20.  During George W.
Bush's time in office, vacancies have been 
over 30 in 15 of the 21 months, to date, and
have averaged 31.  This is a 50% higher
vacancy rate on the Federal Appeals
Courts.  Clearly this is because of Daschle's
unprecedented obstructions.  This is also
true if we go back further to George Bush,
Sr., who had a Democrat Senate, but things
were a little more polite back then and his
average vacancies were 22.  

It would seem that the pro-abor-
tion forces in Washington are reacting in a
rather desperate fashion and are using a tac-
tic never used before.  They are stalling and
obstructing legislation and, more specifi-
cally, appellate court appointments, as well
as other federal appointments, in the des-
perate hope that they can keep conservative
and pro-life nominees from being appoint-
ed.  Failing this, their big worry is that the
composition of the US Supreme Court will
be changed from a pro-abortion position to
a more pro-life one, and from other more
liberal to more conservative positions.  

The big question is, who will win
this tug of war?  Much depends on the
results of November's election, and much
more will depend on the result of the presi-
dential election in 2004.  Stay tuned.

If you haven’t been to our web-site recently, be sure to

check it out at wwwwww.lifeissues.org .lifeissues.org We are constantly

adding new information to the site to make it more useful.

And remember, if you miss Dr. Willke’s daily radio show,

you can view transcripts of them, or hear an online broad-

cast any time of day.

abortion issue?  The research shows 41 per-
cent said training on counseling, while 39%
said resources for preaching and the oppor-
tunity to share experiences regarding pro-
life activities with other priests.  34% want-
ed ideas for parish and school activities.

We now have a better idea of how
priests obtain most of their information on
abortion (73%) from literature from pro-
life groups and (56%) from their diocese.
The most helpful venues for pro-life infor-
mation were short newsletters (49%) and
videotapes (22%).  Pro-life web sites may
be a wealth of information because about
half (46%) of those polled use the Internet
to get information.

Priests for Life was familiar to
84% of the priests polled, with 78% of
them having a very or somewhat favorable
impression of the organization.  As a result,
you may want to have them assist your
efforts to reach out to more Catholic clergy.
Contact Priests for Life, PO Box 141172,
Staten Island, NY 10314.  Phone
718.980.4400.  www.priestsforlife.org

Another contact for Catholic
resources is the Secretariat for Pro-Life
Activities, US Conference of Catholic
Bishops, 3211 4th St., NE, Washington, DC
20017.  Phone 202.541.3070.
www.usccb.org/prolife
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itive things the Komen Foundation does.  If
they refuse to separate themselves from the
abortion industry, there are steps you can
take.

In the same calm and rational
fashion, meet with the local sponsors of the
Run For the Cure race and ask them to
withdraw their support.  Also begin notify-
ing the pro-lifers in your community by
writing an article in your local pro-life pub-
lication, listing those sponsors who have
refused to withdraw their support.
Distribute the information to pro-life
churches and organizations.  Write letters to
the editor and consider taking out a news-
paper ad in the weeks prior to the event.  If
you have a sympathetic local newspaper,
ask them to write an article.  The contro-
versy and media attention this generates
will help educate the public to the link
between abortion and breast cancer, while
exposing Planned Parenthood's aggressive
role in the abortion industry, at the expense
of women's health.

Hardball cont’d from previous page Research continued from page 3 Priests continued from page 6
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As we approach the 30th anniver-
sary of abortion-on-demand, some pro-lif-
ers have expressed a frustration that unborn
babies are still being killed, even though
the numbers are decreasing.  What would
help end this modern day holocaust?  It’s a
common opinion among pro-life leaders
and educators that abortion would end
sooner if the churches would actively edu-
cate and motivate the members of their con-
gregations and parishes regarding this
issue.  A positive development toward this
end has been a project by Priests for Life
who commissioned a credible survey of
priests on the abortion issue.

Protestants also take note.  The
survey reveals information that may shed
light on how you too can approach your
pastors to activate the abortion issue within
non-Catholic churches.

Wirthlin Worldwide, a highly
respected polling firm, surveyed over 500
priests across the nation by telephone.  In
part, the study was designed to "measure
priests' general awareness of abortion and
abortion issues in the US and discover how
priests address the issue of abortion in their
own ministry."

The results provide a snapshot,
revealing areas where individuals and pro-
life organizations have an opportunity to
work with priests to promote education and
motivation within more Catholic parishes.

Priests' Knowledge of Abortion
The research showed that a major-

ity of priests are generally informed regard-
ing the basics on abortion.  65 percent knew
that abortion was legally available through-
out the nine months of pregnancy.  68%
were aware that most abortions are per-
formed for social or economic reasons – the
reason for over 98% of all abortions done.   

Most priests substantially under-
estimated the number of abortions done in
the US each year.  Only 7% said there were
over 100,000 abortions performed annual-
ly.  The reality is that, every year, over 1.3
million unborn babies die on the altar of
"choice".  Further, 57% felt that the rate of
abortion is lower in their community com-
pared to the general population.  Only 4%
thought that it was higher.

Inside the Minds of Priests On the Abortion Issue

Abortion rated as the most impor-
tant issue with about half of those polled
(52%).  It was closely followed by poverty
(43%) and drug abuse (34%).  Euthanasia
and assisted suicide came in fourth (26%).
(The percentages do not add up to 100
because respondents were able to select
more than one answer.) 

How They Address the Abortion Issue
The priests were asked, as repre-

sentatives of the church, how often did
they mentioned the abortion issue.  19 per-
cent said once or twice a year, 40% said
every few months,  25% mentioned abor-
tion every few weeks and 14% mentioned
it weekly or more.  How often do they
preach on abortion?  32% admitted that
they never dedicated an entire homily to
abortion, while 55% did once or twice a
year.  Only 10% preached exclusively on
abortion every few months and 2% did so
every few weeks.

When they do preach about abor-
tion, 78% talk about the rights of unborn
babies, 60% about post-abortion healing
and forgiveness, 56% speak to the issue of
harm to women and how this action
offends God and 44% address the need to
change the law.

A vast majority (76%) felt that
they addressed abortion about the right
amount, while 22% felt they were not
addressing it frequently enough.  The two
most common reasons given for not
addressing it enough was that there are too
many issues to deal with (29%) and that
abortion is a sensitive issue (15%).  Only
1% indicated a concern that there would be
a woman in the congregation that may
have had an abortion.

When asked in what other ways
did they address the abortion issue, a wide
variety of reasons were given, the most
common being counseling (40%), commu-
nity involvement (34%) or in general meet-
ings or sessions (24%).  

The poll seems to indicate that a
majority of priests are open to further edu-
cation.  36% felt that a majority of the peo-
ple they serve know all they need to know
about abortion.  59% felt they didn't know
enough.  It also appears that the members

of Catholic parishes are eager to hear more
on this issue.  When asked how receptive a
majority of the people were to abortion dis-
cussions, 87% felt they were very or some-
what receptive, while only 9% felt they
were not very or not at all receptive.

A valuable result of the poll
shows which abortion-related activities
priests would most likely promote.  71%
said the distribution of educational materi-
al in the parish, 59% indicated a special
mass, 37% would allow a guest speaker for
an evening event, while 27% a guest week-
end preacher.  32% would participate in a
prayer vigil at an abortion clinic.  77%
would be very or somewhat likely to place
a local or national hotline phone number
on the cover of the parish bulletin that
refers people to alternatives to abortion. 

While 40% of the priests polled
said that there were no obstacles to make it
more difficult to address the abortion issue,
23% indicated that the issue was very emo-
tional, 14% noted a lack of interest on the
part of the congregation and 12% said it
didn't fit in the church.

Their Personal Response
When asked how important the

abortion issue was to them personally
when voting for candidates, 37 percent
said it was extremely important and 37%
indicated it was very important.  25% said
that it was only somewhat or not very
important. 

Researchers asked them how
important should the abortion issues be for
Catholics when deciding who to vote for.
31% responded extremely important and
42% said very important.  26% indicated
only somewhat or not very important.

Perhaps one of the most revealing
results of the research was that the priests
polled clearly felt that the responsibility for
ending abortion was not theirs.  Who
should bear this responsibility?  A full 62%
said laity in the church, 16% indicated the
government and only 11% said the clergy.

How We Can Assist Them
What would help priests to per-

sonally feel more equipped to address the 
Continued on page 5



the abortion pill by excluding the partici-
pation of adolescents.  This is alarming
because the FDA allows RU 486 to be
administered to adolescents.  Further, the
FDA has received reports of two 15-year-
old girls experiencing adverse life-threat-
ening events. 

These serious complications have
troubled the FDA to the point that they
posted an alert to health care providers on
their web site.

Danco Laboratories claim these
grave complications represent an
"extremely small incidence" of problems.
That is of little comfort considering this is
the company that depends upon the income
from sales of this human pesticide.  It's
even more disconcerting to know that the
FDA assigned Danco the responsibility of
monitoring adverse reactions to the drug.
One could legitimately make a case of the
fox guarding the hen house.  The whole
RU 486 process has been cloaked in secre-
cy.  Danco even refuses to divulge how
many women have used the abortion pill.

Recently, three organizations rep-
resenting women and doctors – Concerned
Women for America, the American
Association of Pro-Life Obstetricians and
Gynecologists, and the Christian Medical
Association – have filed a Citizen Petition
with the FDA asking them to immediately
revoke its approval of RU 486.  The peti-
tion is the result of a 22-month investiga-
tion, which included the inspection of
8,000 documents released by the FDA.

We owe these fine organizations a
debt of gratitude.  The Petition is a well-
thought-out document, which clearly states
the dangers of RU 486 to
women's health.  President
Bush and the heads of
the FDA should pay
close attention to its
contents and use it to
protect women and their
babies by withdrawing the
FDA's earlier approval of
RU 486.

RU 486 effectively kills the child.
Underestimating the age of an unborn child
considerably diminishes the drug's effec-
tiveness in killing.  In addition, the abor-
tion pill is not effective with ectopic (tubal)
pregnancies.  This is when the baby attach-
es inside the fallopian tube, and surgery is
required to prevent the death of the mother.
Tragically, the tiny developing baby dies.
Ultrasound is crucial to the woman's health
during a chemical abortion by making sure
that the pregnancy is in the uterus.  The
FDA has reports of three ruptured tubal
pregnancies among women who used RU
486.  One of them died.

Brenda Vise, a 38-year-old resi-
dent of Hamilton County, Tennessee, died
September 12, 2001.  The lawsuit against
the abortion facility alleges that she died
from a massive infection resulting from a
ruptured ectopic pregnancy, five days after
taking the abortion pill.

Systemic bacterial infections are
another possible side effect.  To date, there
have been two victims, one of whom died.
On September 1, 2001, an unidentified
Canadian woman died from a gangrene
infection.  She was part of the RU 486 clin-
ical trials there.  Tragically, the symptoms
of an RU 486 abortion – severe abdominal
cramping, bleeding, dizziness and weak-
ness – mask underlying complications of
this chemical abortion drug.  This woman
went to the doctor and was told her symp-
toms were normal for a chemical abortion.
Three days later she was dead.  

Vancouver abortionist and clinical
trial overseer, Ellen Wiebe, said that she
"did not consider it important" to inform
women of the possible risks because less
than "one percent of women in other clini-
cal trials develop infections."  Tell that to
the family of the dead woman.  They
would probably disagree.

A 21-year-old suffered a heart
attack three days after using RU 486 – nor-
mally very rare for someone that age.

The FDA waived its own require-
ment during the American clinical trials of

Being faithful was not a primary
objective of William Jefferson Clinton.
However, to one constituency, Mr. Clinton
exhibited a level of faithfulness that
Hillary could only dream about.  The spe-
cial interest group that could count on Mr.
Clinton through thick and thin was the
abortion industry.  Perhaps his motivation
was to keep the howling feminists at bay
during the sordid sexual scandals through-
out his presidency.  Whatever the reason,
Mr. Clinton looked for every opportunity
to advance abortion-on-demand.

One of the legacies imposed on
America by the Clinton administration was
RU 486, the abortion pill.  Using the
immense political muscle of the presiden-
cy, Mr. Clinton was able to transform the
US Food and Drug Administration (FDA)
into a political tool for his radical, pro-
abortion agenda.  It worked.  On
September 28, 2000, just months before he
left office, the FDA approved RU 486.

What has happened since?  Is
there any validity to the concerns of pro-
lifers that this human pesticide is a danger
to women's health and well-being?  Or was
it a case of crying "wolf"?  Examine the
facts and then decide.

The FDA was in a rush to approve
the distribution and sale of RU 486
because they knew that if George W. Bush
won the presidential election against Al
Gore, all bets were off.  A pro-life
President Bush was sure to bring the fast-
track process to a halt.  The FDA decided
to take a shortcut and used Subpart H to
approve RU 486.  The action was unprece-
dented, as this route was designed and has
been used only for life-threatening illness-
es, such as quickly getting AIDS drugs to
dying patients.  It appears that the FDA
believes pregnancy is a life-threatening
disease.

Another failing on the part of the
FDA was to not require the use of ultra-
sound to date and locate the pregnancy.
There is only a brief window of opportuni-
ty during a woman's pregnancy in which
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hand-written note of thanks and encourage-
ment.  They also enclose an appropriate
lapel pin featuring
a cross and dove
with the ten-week
baby feet pin.  The
pins are available
from Heritage
House, www.her-
itagehouse76.com. 

This new
project has had
some very positive
outcomes.  Not
only is the pastor
thanked for his
pro-life sermon,
the lapel pin is a constant reminder to him
and his congregation of the plight of
America's unborn babies.  Further, a posi-
tive relationship is established with an
influential member of the community.  The
pastors become familiar with the local pro-
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The pro-life message is often most
effectively communicated when a pastor
speaks on the matter to his congregation.
The clergy have a great deal of influence on
their members and can greatly impact their
thinking and actions on issues like abor-
tion, euthanasia, cloning and embryonic
stem cell research.

It is often said that if America's
pastors would assertively address the issue
of abortion from their pulpits, this modern-
day-holocaust would likely be a grim part
of our nation's past. 

Dayton Right to Life understands
the importance of pastors speaking out.  As
a result, this Ohio Right to Life chapter has
developed a new projected called, "Pastor
Praise."

The chapter encourages individu-
als in the greater Dayton area to notify
them when a pastor effectively preaches on
the sanctity of innocent human life.  Dayton
Right to Life responds with a personal

life group as a source of information and
educational materials.  

The response from area pastors
has been totally positive, which encourages
them to conduct future sermons on these
critical issues of our day.  In addition, they
may also encourage other clergy to speak
out from their pulpits.  If you'd like more
information on "Priest Praise", contact
Angie McGraw at Dayton Right to Life,
211 S Main St., Ste. 830, Dayton, OH
45402.  Phone 937.461.3625.  E-mail 
amcgraw@daytonrtl.org


