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John Roberts is no constitutionalist. 

John Roberts is not pro-life. 

The words of John Roberts do not uphold the Word of God, nor
the words of the United States Constitution, nor the Pro-Life position:

John Roberts, as a candidate (subsequently confirmed) for the United States 
Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia, nominated by President 
George W. Bush Jr., in 2003:

In the Senate confirmation hearing for judicial candidate Roberts, when he was 
pressed on the abortion issue; the words of John Roberts:

“Roe v. Wade is the settled law of the land. It is not ­ it’s a little more than settled.  It was reaffirmed in the face of a challenge that it should be overruled in the Casey decision. Accordingly, it’s the settled law of the land. There’s nothing in my personal views that would prevent me from fully and faithfully applying that precedent, as well as Casey.”
www.theamericanview.com/index.php?id=349&print=1

Can any conscientious pro-lifer in America honestly look in the mirror and tell yourself, 

"There's nothing in my personal views that would prevent me from fully and faithfully applying 

that precendent"  [i.e., Roe v. Wade] ???

Have we so dumbed-down what it means to be "pro-life" ( 'thank you' National Right to Life, for repeatedly compromising on principle !), that pro-lifers would be so foolish as to give support to

a nominee who has said he will "fully and faithfully" apply a baby-murdering court-ruling,
despite what the Bible and the U.S. Constitution say ? Are we insane ?

“The American View,” a new nationally-syndicated one-hour radio program, co-hosted by former 

presidential candidate Michael Anthony Peroutka, and John Lofton, had this to say about 

John Roberts' immensely flawed assertion above, made in 2003:

"This is a very significant statement because it reveals: (1) That Roberts, obviously, does not know that 

Roe v. Wade and all the various pro-abortion court decisions which supposedly “legalized” the murder of innocent, unborn children are NOT law because they are all man-made rulings which contradict God’s Law forbidding murder. Thus, because these rulings contradict God’s Law, these 
rulings are NOT law!" [ www.theamericanview.com/index.php?id=349&print=1 ]

That is clear, biblical, constitutional thinking.  Roberts' promise to fully and faithfully apply a 

30-year old judicial precedent instead of the eternal, immutable, and universal Word of God, is tragic. Furthermore, if judges and all other officials take an oath to uphold the Constitution
of the United States (as it is written !), then why would an opinion of a court, any court, take precedence over the written text of the original document ? That would be like saying the opinions of men about what the Bible says take priority over what the Bible itself says in the written text. 



How has American justice become so perverted that lawyers and judges think their allegiance to judicial precedent, stare decisis, can somehow take precedence over their sworn oath to uphold the written text of the U.S. Constitution ? The Constitution says what it says, not what men say it says ! Furthermore, we must always assert Biblical Supremacy over the laws of men. No law of man can rightfully command what God forbids, or forbid what God commands 

(e.g., Exodus 1:15-22; Daniel 6:7-13; Acts 4:19,20).  

"We ought to obey God rather than men." Acts 5:29

Let's take a step back in history, say 65 years or so; and let's transpose ourselves to the continent of Europe, around the year 1940, in Germany, Nazi Germany, to be precise. Imagine there is a judge, named Herr von Roberts-stein, who is up before National Socialist Party officials for consideration 

as a judge in the machinery of the national government under the Fuehrer, mass murderer Adolf Hitler. Let's assume Hitler has already made clear his intention of implementing "the final solution" for the Jews, "life unworthy of life" as thought by some demented souls. And during the course of his interview with Hitler's officials, he is asked if he will uphold the Fuehrer's decrees and dictates implementing the extermination of the Jews. The ca. 1940 Herr von Roberts-stein replies:

“The Fuehrer's decrees are the law of the land... There's nothing in my personal views that would prevent me from fully and faithfully applying those precedents."

History has shown us the fate of such monsters before the courts of justice at the Nuremberg trials for their crimes against humanity. Many were hanged. 

Are we to become complicit with those who defend the murder of the innocent unborn in our own day, in an American Holocaust costing multitudes of human lives MULTIPLE TIMES 

IN NUMBER (45 million and counting...) to the six million or so Jews murdered in the 

Third Reich's death camps ? Are we to just give a "pass" to John Roberts because 

George W. Bush fools Americans again with yet another BIG LIE, about Roberts being 

"a person who will faithfully apply the Constitution" 

[ www.thestate.com/mld/thestate/12172953.htm ], 

as Bush falsely stated at the White House press conference when he announced Roberts as his nominee on July 19 ? Remember that Bush also effusively praised pro-abort, pro-sodomite, internationalist, and former-Council on Foreign Relations (CFR) member, Justice Sandra O'Connor when she retired.  What does Bush know about fidelity to the Constitution ?

As Jefferson George said in "VIEWPOINT: Pro-lifers are selling out,"
"If Roberts does not know abortion is murder and the government has a duty to protect unborn children, he disqualifies himself. Roberts is a legal positivist who declared his commitment to “faithfully” support the killing of children if our system requires him to do so."  www.theheraldbulletin.com/story.asp?id=14399

There should be a Pro-Life 'litmus test'
So what's wrong with a 'litmus test' ? The baby-murderers have a litmus test: They won't support anyone for the Supreme Court who won't agree that there is a 'right' to murder babies in the Constitution, or who at least won't overturn the contrived, fabricated, imagined 'right' that we are supposed to believe that Seven Supreme Court justices "found" there in the 7-2 1973 Roe v. Wade opinion.   U.S. Supreme Court Justice Antonin Scalia - no abortion right in Constitution
 
Jesus Christ gave us His 'litmus test' to rightfully judge men:
"Beware of false prophets, which come to you in sheep's clothing, but
  inwardly they are ravening wolves.
"Ye shall know them by their fruits [actions]. Do men gather grapes of thorns,
  or figs of thistles ?
"Even so every good tree bringeth forth good fruit; but a corrupt tree bringeth
  forth evil fruit.
"A good tree cannot bring forth evil fruit, neither can a corrupt tree bring 
  forth good fruit.
"Every tree that bringeth not forth good fruit is hewn down, and cast into 
  the fire."
"Wherefore by their fruits ye shall know them." Matthew 7:15-20


Jesus also said: "Judge not according to the appearance, 
but judge righteous judgment." John 7:24


The Word of God is sovereign, authoritative, eternal, immutable, and universal;
for all men, for all nations, for all time.

"Man shall... live... by every word that proceedeth out of the mouth of God."
Matthew 4:4
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