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The Legal and Societal Disaster of Roe v. Wade

Dear Dignitaries,
Dear members of West Virginians for Life, and

Dear friends of the right to life:

As president of the National Right to Life Committee, | bring you greetings from the
national organization. In particular, we wish to congratulate you on the 30" anniversary
of the annual convention of West Virginians for Life. The first convention was 30 years
ago in Charleston, WV | was there with you.

It has been my honor to represent West Virginia on the Board of National Right to
Life since 1979. | was also the president of West Virginians for Life for 15 years, from
1976 until 1991. In that year, the Board of National Right to Life elected me president of
National Right to Life. | have held that position ever since. And | have continued as
West Virginia’s national board representative.

I mention this history to emphasize that pro-lifers from West Virginia have
participated in the national right-to-life movement for a long time. This trend continues
today. Karen Cross, the former Executive Director of West Virginians for Life, now
serves as the director of the National Right to Life Political Action Committee in
Washington, DC. And due to the hard and persistent work of West Virginians for Life,
our state has also been a pioneer in fostering a pro-life orientation in both political
parties.

When | say “hard work” | think of course of the sacrificial efforts of Karen Cross, her
successor Mary Ann Buchanan, Melissa Adkins, Brian Louk, and all the other staff
members of West Virginians for Life.

And | honor Charlotte Snead who has been President of West Virginians for Life for

15 years.



At National Right to Life, we are most grateful that you work so effectively. West
Virginia has one of the best organized right-to-life chapters in the nation.

As a popular movement, the right-to-life movement is different in a profound way
from all others. Unlike the typical interest group, we do not lobby and educate and
pursue legislation on our own behalf. We primarily work to protect the life of someone
else, the unborn. We already enjoy the right to life. We speak on behalf of those who
do not yet have a voice, who have no vote. We work to protect the defenseless.

To understand what motivates pro-lifers we need to look no further than the
Declaration of Independence. And we also need to look at the damage that the U.S.
Supreme Court has done to the principles expressed in that document.

Let me quote from the Declaration of Independence:

We hold thes’e 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, Liberty and the Pursuit of Happiness.

Pro-lifers often stop after this phrase, but the next statement is important, too. It
says,

That to secure these Rights, Governments are instituted among Men, deriving
their just Powers from the Consent of the Governed...

Consider the above words, and this is what wei learn:

The right to life is a [quote] “self-evident truth.” It is not based on the speculations
and shifting opinions of men.

The right to life is [quote] “unalienable” and an essential part of us. It exists
independently from what others want. It is not a grant from government. It exists,
whether there is a government or not. And it certainly can’t be ruled out of existence by
unelected judges.

The government derives its [quote] “just Powers from the Consent of the Governed,”
namely us. The Founding Fathers believed in “the capability of a people to govern
themselves,” as Abraham Lincoln put it.

The reason for government is [quote] “to secure these Rights.” So the Constitution
is, to use the words of political scientist Paul Rahe, the “instrument for the
implementation” of the Declaration of Independence. Thus, judges are not free to ignore

the principles laid down in the Declaration of Independence.






