Excerpts from remarks by Jim Kopp (convicted killer of Dr. Barnett Slepian) to the court at his sentencing hearing on May 9, 2003:
I stated in the newspaper interview, that abortion is murder. No one has disproved it. No one has even so much offered one shred of evidence to refute it. The prosecution won't even say the word baby. Judge, I take it as proof. I said it in the newspaper article. The newspaper article came into the trial. The prosecution could have responded to the newspaper article in that regard. No response. It's proven.

What does the Church say about abortion? No one ever has the authority to destroy unborn life. This is a statement by John Paul II in 1979 in Washington, DC. No one, no Supreme Court, no New York State Legislature, absolutely no one has the authority to destroy unborn life, no doctor, no nurse, no mother, no matter how sympathetic, no one ever has the authority to destroy unborn life. The pope is saying that abortion is not a matter of politics or voting, just like any other form of murder is not.

Here is another quote from John Paul II, quote, abortion is death. It is the killing of an innocent creature. Another quote, whatever may be laid down by civil law in a matter of abortion, no one can ever obey a law which is in itself immoral, and such is the case of a law which would admit in principle the liciety of abortions, nor can one take part in a propaganda campaign in favor of such a law or vote for it. Moreover, one may not collaborate in its application. Declaration on Abortion, Paul VI. Probably this last phrase. Judge, one may not collaborate in its application, I humbly submit to you that to prosecute someone who tries to use force against an abortionist, for the purpose of protecting unborn life, that person, the Legislature, Supreme Court, judge, prosecutor, law enforcement, FBI agent, detective, they are collaborating in the 6application of a law which admits, in principle the liciety of abortion.

These babies are not dying of old age, Judge. Someone is tearing them to pieces. Someone is killing them. The people who do that killing require peace- Anyone who protects them is cooperating. And I can be accused of beating up on you over much, but I say the same thing about myself. Anyone who stands by, anyone who stands by - - here is another quote, abortion is killing of potential life. It is not pretty. It is not easy. This is a quote from Dr. Slepian, dot com article. The inner seed of that quote sounds almost like the Pope.

What about the use of force to try and stop abortion? What does the Church say about that? St. Ambrose said quote, he who does not repel an injury to his fellow, if he is able to do so, is as much at fault as he who is able to, who commits the injury. That citation is in New Catholic Encyclopedia, page 593.

St. Thomas Aquinas said the following: Stopping an act of aggression in defense of oneself or another must be with the moral certitude that harm will be inflicted upon that individual if force is not used. That's from section IIa-IIae q.64 art. 

Who is even suggesting Dr. Slepian was not going to work the next day if he was able? He had received a warning just the day before and he decided to ignore it. Many pro-lifers over many years begged him to stop. Doctors had been shot at for six years before 1998. Quote: The moral law of God does not unequivocally condemn the use of force to stop persons who seek to harm innocent life. The use of violence to protect human life from attack is not intrinsically immoral. Those who take up arms against abortionists cannot be simply condemned, nor are they guilty of murder, end quote. This was done by Bishop Austin Vaughan, V-A-U-G-H-A-N, Bishop of New York, Former Rector, New York Seminary.

I would refer also to the New York State CPL. I have got written down here 245.45, but I don't think that's the right section anyway.

MR. BARKET: It's not the right one.

THE DEFENDANT: All right. Anyway, there is a section in the law, I'm sure you are familiar with it. This is me paraphrasing, force is justified to protect a person from greater injury. The theory that supports that New York State law is based on Aquinas. I mean, 600 years before this country was even here Aquinas was codifying in a way, successful outcome and so forth.

*   *   *

An extreme exaggeration of consideration for the safety of Dr. Slepian will always and only be done at the expense of the children. For all the debate in this matter the prosecution has no plan to protect the children or even consider them. Even if I failed at my goal to preserve Dr. Slepian's life, nonetheless, I would be the only one I know of in this case who even had a plan whereby at the end of the day both Dr. Slepian and his victim will still be alive. Who will advocate for the children? Who will take their position? Who will take, as a goal, that the children remain alive and that their mothers have bodies and mind that are not scarred with the violence of abortion?

Why should the safety of Dr. Slepian be put above the safety of weak, vulnerable children, when Dr. Slepian had every opportunity to stop killing, and the children had no opportunity to run away from him.

*   *   *
My intention was to save children about to be murdered by Dr. Slepian. Any abortionist still murdering children in 1998, or 2003 for that matter, indicates a level of stubbornness which calls for strong effort to protect children. The goal of protecting children is not symbolic.
The Court:
*   *   *

I guess in spite of all your education and all your intelligence, Mr. Kopp, there is one thing you haven't learned and that's that in the pursuit of one's goal, your objective, that no matter how moral or just it may appear, does 

Not permit the infliction of violence on your adversary.

What may appear righteous to you may appear immoral to someone else. And obviously, the reverse is true.

I also believe that many who may support your beliefs do not support your methods. You have referred to that and so has Mr. Marusak.

The bottom line, I suspect, is that no civilized society can tolerate or excuse excesses that are tantamount to anarchy or to terrorism.

Mr. Barket, with regard to the comparison you made to the John Brown case, I will take my chances.

      It is the judgment of this Court, Mr. Kopp, that you be sentenced to an indeterminate sentence having a maximum of life imprisonment.

      The Court hereby imposes a minimum period of incarceration of twenty-five years.
