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We NOW know how to take 
down Roe v. Wade and 
Abortion in America! 

 
 

All it takes is one state Human Life Amendment to overturning Roe v. Wade and 

Abortion throughout all states in America.  A State Human Life Amendment is a 

constitutional amendment to a state’s constitution that would recognize unborn 

children as persons legally. 

 
For More Information:   www.UnbornChildren.com  
 
 
 

 
U.S. Supreme 
Court Justice 

Harry Blackmun 
 

Architect of the 1973 
Roe v. Wade 

Decision 

"[If the] suggestion of personhood [for the unborn] 
is established, the [abortion rights] case, of 

course, collapses, for the fetus' right to life is then 
guaranteed specifically by the [14th] Amendment."

1973 Roe v. Wade Decision 

(Writing for the Majority) 
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Roe v. Wade  Actual Audio 
from the Oral Arguments before the U.S. Supreme Court 

 
Argued on October 11, 1972 

Decision released January 22, 1973 
 

Audio of this transcript is available online at: 

www.UnbornChildren.com 
 
Over the next eight minutes you will hear brief audio excerpts from the United States Supreme Court in Roe v. 
Wade, the court case which legalized Abortion throughout America.   While people’s opinions on abortion often 
vary, once you hear the words directly from the Supreme Court Justices and the Attorneys in the case it can 
easily dispel many myths and misunderstandings on abortion.  Actually hearing it in their own words, directly 
from the source, also reveals surprising details on how to end Abortion in America once and for all.   Keep this 
in mind as you listen: The key is recognition of unborn children as persons legally through constitutional 
protection. 
 

 
Sarah Weddington 

Attorney for Roe 
(ARGUING FOR 

ABORTION) 

...you would agree, I suppose, that 
one of the important factors that 

has to be considered in this 
case is what rights, if any, 

does the unborn fetus have? 
 
 
That’s correct. 

 
Justice 

Byron White 

 
Sarah Weddington 

Attorney for Roe 
(ARGUING FOR 

ABORTION) 

... is it critical to your case that the 
fetus not be a person ...? 

 
... But how about the fetus? 

 
State has no 
compelling State interest. 
 

... would you lose your case 
if the fetus was a person? 

Then you would have a 
balancing of interest. 

 
Justice 

Byron White 
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Sarah Weddington 

Attorney for Roe 
(ARGUING FOR 

ABORTION) 

 
If the State could show that the fetus 
was a person under the Fourteenth Amendment, 
or under some other Amendment, or part of the 
Constitution, then you would have the situation of 
trying-you would have a State compelling interest 
which, in some instances, can outweigh a 
fundamental right. 

your case depends primarily on 
the proposition that the fetus 
has no constitutional rights? 

 
Even if the Court, at some point, 
determined the fetus to be entitled to 
constitutional protection, you would 
still get back into the weighing of 
one life against another. 
 

That's what's involved in this case? 
Weighing one life against another? 

 
... if the facts were different and 
the State could prove that there was  
a "person" for the constitutional right. 
 

 
Justice 

Harry Blackmun 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Justice 

Potter Stewart 
 

 
Sarah Weddington 

Attorney for Roe 
(ARGUING FOR 

ABORTION) 

 
if it were established that 

an unborn fetus is a person… 
you would have almost an impossible 

case here, would you not? 
 
I would have a very difficult case. 
 

… this would be the equivalent- 
after the child was born,  

if the mother thought it bothered her health 
any having the child around,  

she could have it killed.  
Isn't that correct? 

 
That’s correct. 

 
Justice 

Potter Stewart 
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Robert Flowers  
Attorney for State 

of Texas 
(ARGUING FOR 

UNBORN 
CHILDREN) 

 
within what framework should this 

question be decided? 
 
I believe that the Court must 
take these-the medical research 
-and apply it to our Constitution 
the best they can. 
 
 

I think that possibly we have 
an opportunity to make one of 
the worst mistakes here that 
we've ever made. 

 
Justice 

Potter Stewart 
 

 
 
 
 
 

For More Information: 

www.UnbornChildren.com 
 
 
 
 

There is Only 
ONE WAY  

To END Abortion: 
a State Human Life 

Amendment 


