RIGHT TO LIFE ACTION COALITION OF OHIO
POLICY DOCUMENT – VACCINE ETHICS
The Right to Life Action Coalition of Ohio (RTLACO) sees increasing trends toward
mandated vaccines with little to no exemptions for moral or religious objection.
We stand against these Constitutional violations. The Christian conscience, bodily
integrity, and personhood of the human being must be protected.
The Right to Life Action Coalition of Ohio presents 10 points as the foundation of our
position on vaccine ethics.
WHEREAS
1. Many vaccines are still produced and tested1 using human diploid cell cultures
originally harvested from aborted human beings (hereby referenced as unethical
vaccines),2,3,4,5 which in turn, has had an impact on families’ access to common, ethically
produced vaccines at present; researchers have developed several new fetal cell lines
from aborted human beings to supplement or replace the original fetal cell lines.6,7,8,9
2. Remnants of the DNA of aborted human beings are present in unethical vaccines10
and researchers are currently studying the level of risk to patients receiving these
vaccines and the manufacturing protocols necessary to reduce this risk,11 with guidance
from the FDA.12
3. Some pharmaceutical companies are moving away from unethical production and
testing of vaccines because of public pressure,13 but more must be done to produce
ethical vaccines—that is, derived from animal, plant, synthetic, or human cells from
consenting adults—and demand ethical alternatives of more companies, particularly
when taxpayer funding is involved.14
4. Interdenominational church positions on the use of unethical vaccines may differ,15,
16,17,18,19,20
but our common goal of ethical production and testing of vaccines remains;
the Right to Life Action Coalition of Ohio seeks to find unity among various positions,
where biblical personhood and the Word of God can be our foundation and where the
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rights of persons remain intact—the rights of born persons not to be forced to violate
their own bodily integrity and/or moral conscience and the rights of pre-born persons
not to be trafficked, commodified, and/or experimented upon without their consent.
5. There are religious arguments that permit and sometimes encourage participation
in vaccinations that use the originally aborted fetal cell lines; these arguments include,
but are not limited to, the amount of time that has passed since the original abortions
and the intent of the original abortions not being for vaccine production.21,22 We find
these arguments to be in error. Christians must demand an end to the trafficking and
commodification of human beings at all stages of life and must not participate or accept
practices that perpetuate and encourage the relationship between abortion, biomedical
science, and human trafficking, regardless of when that connection was initiated or how
long a practice has been socially accepted.
6. The production and testing of vaccines using the remains of aborted human beings,
regardless of manner of conception and without their consent, is morally unacceptable
and must be opposed. The Right to Life Action Coalition of Ohio strongly urges the
rejection of such vaccines.
7. The right of bodily integrity and the right to refuse medical treatments for moral,
religious, health, or other reasons,23 must remain intact and protected by law when an
individual considers whether to vaccinate or not. Bodily integrity emphasizes the
importance of self-ownership and self-determination of human beings over their own
physical bodies. The Right to Life Action Coalition of Ohio regards the violation of bodily
integrity as unethical and intrusive.
8. Humans are made in the image and likeness of Almighty God (Genesis 1:26-27);
We have a duty to honor and care for the body God has given us as a temple of the
Holy Spirit (Romans 12:1, 1 Corinthians 3:16, 1 Corinthians 6:20, 1 Corinthians 10:31)
and therefore, to force or coerce a person to administer a substance into their body
against their will is a violation of their biblical personhood. Such mandates and
coercions are also a violation of the dignity of the human person, because freedom
of religion and freedom of conscience are fundamental to human dignity.24
9. Parental decisions regarding vaccinations of children must be determined by the
family and not by the State, according to biblical mandate (Romans 13:1-7) and legal
precedent;25,26 the family and the Church are legitimate authorities distinct from the
civil magistrate and as such, the Right to Life Action Coalition of Ohio rejects the
subordination of the family and Church to the State in these matters.
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10. Threats to religious freedom, as well as compelled speech,27,28 in relation to forced
or coerced vaccinations,29,30 are already a reality in several states.31,32,33,34,35,36,37
BE IT RESOLVED
The production of a vaccine or any medical therapy derived from the remains of a
human being intentionally killed is wholly unethical and should be made unlawful.
The Right to Life Action Coalition of Ohio affirms the inalienable right to life of preborn human beings, and thus, their right not to be trafficked, commodified, and/or
experimented upon. The Right to Life Action Coalition of Ohio also affirms the rights
of all people to refuse medical treatment and to reject violations of their and their
family members’ bodily integrity, moral conscience, and Constitutional protections
through forced or coerced vaccines.
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED
The Right to Life Action Coalition of Ohio affirms that, while the family, the Church,
and the State have distinct spheres of authority, the State is subordinate to the family
and the Church in matters of vaccination. Therefore, we acknowledge that Christians of
all stations have a duty to reject unethical vaccines, to inform others of the connection
between abortion, human trafficking, and biomedical science, and to publicly demand
that ethical alternatives be produced, tested, and brought to market by pharmaceutical
companies and public health officials.
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