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ING THE INNOCEN

To all candidates:

Please return this signed questionnaire to the individual who gave it to you.
If unable, you may return it to the address at the bottom of the signature page.

Dear Candidate,

Many misunderstand the actual issues behind the Right to Life debate.

It is first important to understand that the Roe v. Wade and Doe v. Bolton decisions of
January 22, 1973, authorized abortion in all 50 states—by defining and protecting who

would perform these acts. They were to be done only by medical professionals.

Until 1973, every state regulated the practice of medicine according to the principles of the
Hippocratic Oath, the foundation of medical ethics since antiquity. But Roe and Doe struck
down these ethical standards and dismissed the Hippocratic Oath as dated and irrelevant.
In doing so, the Court severed medical law from its moral foundation—the duty to 'do
no harm.” After Roe, in the United States, medical science could be used to intentionally
harm.

“I will give no deadly medicine, even if asked. Similarly, I will not give a woman
medicine that causes an abortion.” The Hippocratic Oath

The Dobbs decision of 2022 did not address the High Court’s profound legal dismissal
of ethical standards in medical statutes. The Court merely admitted that under Roe, they
had assumed the role of ‘lawmakers’ for the States. They then returned authority over
abortion laws to the states. States could do whatever they want. But there was no Supreme
Court commitment or comment on the ethics of human killing by medical science. Roe’s
ethical implications regarding killing human babies remains untouched.

Roe fundamentally altered the practice of medicine in the United States. It made the
intentional killing of a human being an accepted medical act—an inversion of the healer’s
vocation. Until this moral wound is understood and addressed, the pretense that Roe
is 'overturned' remains a dangerous misunderstanding.

Please review the following questions carefully. Your answers will help clarify your
understanding of these vital issues and your commitment to restoring the principles of true
medicine—care and protection for the vulnerable innocent.
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Candidate Questionnaire

1. Do you believe the medical profession should ever be used to intentionally take the life of
a patient, or to use medical procedures to intentionally harm or destroy a vulnerable
patient—especially a vulnerable pre-born child? Would you ever authorize, fund, or refer
such acts within your jurisdiction?

O Yes O No Comments:

2. Should state law protect both patients and practitioners who uphold the Hippocratic
Oath’s prohibition against intentionally killing or harming a patient? Would you vote to
protect or expand such legal safeguards in your jurisdiction?

O Yes 0 No Comments:

3. Roe v. Wade and Doe v. Bolton redefined medical practice to include the intentional
destruction of human life. Therefore, would you vote to authorize, fund, or refer individuals
within your jurisdiction to third parties or entities who sought to do so? (FYI Planned
Parenthood is currently the number one provider of abortions in the US and the number one
provider of medicalized gender-transition to minors.)

O Yes [ No Comments:
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