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Dear Fellow Catholic:

A few days ago I stayed up until 4 a.m. to put
the finishing touches on a critical legal brief on
behalf of a group of pro-life activists we are
O —_ defending in the federal district court in Portland,

Counsel Oregon.

Thomas F. Portelli, Esq.

President and General qunsel
Christopher A. Ferrara, Esq.

The brief I have just filed in Oregon is

West Coast Litigation Counsel but the latest skirmish in a five-vear
James M. Bendell running battle with Planned Parenthood and
its high-powered law firm---a battle which
Advisory Board has exhausted our tiny staff, and

threatens to deplete what is left of our
rapidly dwindling bank account.

Msgr. Charles T. Moss

Fr. Kenneth Baker, SJ. Ten years ago we founded this organization to
Fr. William F. Ashley provide free legal assistance to Catholics who are

Fr. Ignacio Barreiro suffering persecution because of their Faith.

Fr. John A. Perricone Now, as I write this letter to you, the
Association is facing some very serious choices
about whether, and to what extent, it can continue

to battle on against anti-life and secularist forces with huge
material advantages in every department.

THE ELeYe in this one case alone could easily destroy us,
but we simply cannot give up. We cannot just “cut and run” like
the other lawyers who refused to take this case when they saw who
they would have to oppose and how much it would cost.

No, we cannot give up. Because what is at stake in this
case is nothing less than the very existence of the activist pro-

life movement.

If we lose this case, then any pro-life activist can be
hauled into federal court and saddled with a multi-million dollar
damage award and a permanent injunction which could land him or




her in jail merely for saving the “wrong” things about
abortionists.

You may have read about this case in the newspapers, or seen
the feature about it on Sixty Minutes a couple of months ago.
Quite simply, this case represents the greatest threat to the
pro-life movement in the past 30 vears.

The result in this case is so frightening that even
some pro-abortion commentators have said “Wait a
minute, that’s going too far!”

Let me explain

A Dangerous Theory

In February of 1999 a federal jury in Portland awarded a
local affiliate of Planned Parenthood and a group of abortionists
the preposterous sum of $109 million dollars, based on nothing
more than two pro-life posters and a pro-life Web gsite alleged to
be “threats.”

There is not a single threatening word in the posters or the
Web site---not one threatening word! Yet these two posters and
the Web site were the entire basis for Planned Parenthood’s
unprecedented federal lawsuit against the pro-lifers who
published the posters and whose organization merely lent its name
to the Web site for about two weeks.

The posters and the Web site do nothing more than condemn
abortionists as being guilty of crimes against humanity---which,
of course, they are---provide readily available public
information about particular abortionists, and call for peaceful
protest against their killing. '

Amazingly, neither the trial judge nor Planned Parenthood’s

Web site. Yet our motion to dismiss the case was denied, Planned
Parenthood was allowed to go to trial based on the claim that
non-threatening communications were “threats” in violation of
RICO, the federal anti-racketeering statute, and FACE, the
Freedom of Access to Clinic Entrances Act.

That’'s right: the Catholic pro-lifers we are defending were
forced to go to trial on federal racketeering charges based on

nothing more than two non-threatening posters and a Web site.




Now, according to Planncd Parenthood, the pro-lifg
defendants in this casc *should have known” that becausc of
violence against abortionists in 1993 angd 1594, their own later
posters of abortionists would bo *Derceived” or *interpreted” as
thrcats by the named abortionists.

And it docsn’t matter what the poster or web sitc actually
Ssays! Nor does it matter that these communications have
absolutely nothing to do with the shooting of abortionists. The
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And not just posters or Web sites would become

“racketeering” under this erous theory. Virtuallv agv form of
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Lotential “threat® in violation of RICO and FACE)

No wonder oven liberal commentators have axpresscd alarm
about this casc!




