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Abstract 
Anchored theoretically in critical discourse analysis and by using analytical tools from 
legitimization theory, this essay explores the communication within one particular kind 
of anti-abortion activism, called sidewalk counseling. Informed by previous research on 
abortion discourse, this study critically analyzes transcribed, authentic video material and 
accounts for legitimization strategies employed in sidewalk counselor language. The aims 
of this study are to investigate the linguistic make-up of sidewalk counselor 
communication, as well as how or to what extent sidewalk counselors motivate their 
activism in their speech, and to explore potential power relations in the communication. 
The results show that sidewalk counselors use a number of legitimization strategies in 
their communication, and they also indicate a power structure based in religiousness. Key 
findings include that appealing to interlocutors’ emotions is the most commonly used 
strategy by sidewalk counselors in the examined conversations, while referring to a 
hypothetical future is the least used strategy. 
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1. Introduction 

Abortion has been legal all over the United States since 1973 but is still one of the nation's 
most polarizing issues. Movements and debaters have been battling the question for 
decades, and as this essay is being written, abortion is yet again a highly topical subject 
in the US. The recent passing of Supreme Court justice Ruth Bader Ginsburg, a pro-
choice advocate, followed by her confirmed replacement, pro-life advocate Amy Coney 
Barrett, is just one event that fuels the debate on abortion this very moment (History.com, 
2020; BBC World News, 2020). 

Anti-abortion activism comes in different shapes and forms. For some activists, the 
battleground is the actual ground outside an abortion clinic, and what is performed there 
is called sidewalk counseling. Sidewalk counseling is defined in Hill v. Colorado (2000) 
as “efforts to educate, counsel, persuade, or inform passersby about abortion and abortion 
alternatives by means of verbal or written speech, including conversation and/or display 
of signs and/or distribution of literature”. As this type of activism is part of a larger 
political debate affecting millions of people, it is of interest to examine it closely. 

The background for this essay is informed by and built on studies by Condit (1990), Burns 
(2005), Sprague and Greer (2012) and Ferree, Gamson, Gerhards and Rucht (2002). 
Employed as this study’s analytical framework is Fairclough’s critical discourse analysis 
(1989; 1992; 2013). Reyes’ (2011) and van Leeuwen’s (2007) legitimization theories are 
incorporated to provide a wider perspective in the analysis. While there is a large body of 
research on abortion discourse, research concerning anti-abortionist activism language in 
general and sidewalk counseling in particular, which is the main focus of this essay, is 
scarce. This study aims to contribute toward filling this gap. 

 

1.1 Purpose and research questions 

This study has an exploratory purpose. By gathering data from real-time produced 
sidewalk counselor speech documented in video form, the aim is to investigate a sample 
of sidewalk counselor communication and answer the following questions: 

• To what extent do sidewalk counselors legitimize their speech, and how? 

• Are there any discernible power relations in sidewalk counselor communication? 

 

To answer these questions, this study follows a mixed-method approach. By transcribing 
and categorizing sidewalk counselor speech, the purpose is to quantitatively measure the 
potential legitimization therein. The potential power relations are to be explored in a more 
qualitative manner by means of a critical discourse analysis. 
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2. Previous research 

For several decades, the issue of abortion has been addressed by scholars from various 
perspectives, for instance covering economic, legal, and class angles on the topic 
(Vecchia, 1990). To better comprehend sidewalk counselor communication and to lay a 
foundation of historical context, this section of the essay consults previous research on 
abortion discourse. 

Condit’s extensive study from 1990 traces the development of the public abortion 
discourse in the United States between 1960 and 1985. Presented here is how ideological 
discourses are likely to be spurred by society’s controversial topics, and with the case of 
abortion, values connected to morals, ethics and culture have brought on the two 
prominent ideologies of pro-choice and pro-life. The former supports abortion rights and 
the latter denounces abortion. Linking public discourse to rhetoric, Condit analyzes and 
defines persuasion through arguments in a number of public texts and connects their 
vocabulary to changes in society. In the 1960s, after a long hiatus of not being publicly 
discussed, abortion was again touched upon in, for example, newspapers and magazines. 
According to Condit, this was mostly in the form of cautionary tales, telling people it was 
dangerous. Following this, in the 1970s, abortion discourse grew a legal element. This, 
Condit avers to be an effect of abortion cases at the time being brought before the 
country’s highest judicial authority. Pro-choice rhetoric portrayed having control over 
one’s pregnancy as a fundamental right, and with the renowned case of Roe v. Wade 
(1973), the US Supreme Court ruled abortion to be legal across the nation, giving 
pregnant individuals an absolute right to terminate the pregnancy at any time during its 
first three months. A few years later, in the 1980s, abortion discourse branched out into a 
territory of television. Condit describes this as a stage when dramatized portrayals of 
abortion reached mass audiences, and she concludes that much broadcast content of the 
time displayed abortion as a matter for pregnant, unmarried women or pregnant and 
married women in “seriously problematic situations” (p. 139). 

Further work on abortion discourse can be attributed to Burns and his substantial 2005 
study. Essentially covering the 20th century in its whole, Burns investigates contraception 
and abortion as being the subjects of polemical and judicial debates in the United States. 
By examining speeches and writings as well as laws and policies on reproduction, Burns 
points out how legislators, physicians and activists have collectively shaped the discourse 
on abortion through the years, concluding that the debates have taken “odd twists and 
turns” (p. 6), for example in that physicians at times have been instrumental in banning 
abortions and at other times the contrary. Moreover, the study exemplifies how Catholic 
opposition to birth control and abortion have played a part in the history of reproductive 
rights in the country, for instance with hindering legislative reforms by a, for the 
movement successful, framing of abortion as a threat to marriage. 

Publishing their article in 1998, Sprague and Greer contribute to the abortion discourse 
scholarship by identifying and analyzing the leading standpoints on both sides in the 
abortion debate. Accentuated in their research is that while opinions on the topic may 
vary by class and gender, the most dominant group in society is economically privileged 
white men, and therefore, opinions of this group shape the discourse considerably. One 
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of the findings presented in the article is that both pro-life and pro-choice movements 
recurringly argue for their cause by proposing so-called logical dichotomies, where an 
anti-abortionist one typically would consist of the fetus set against the pregnant person, 
their lives considered to be of equal value (p. 62). 

Ferree, Gamson, Gerhards and Rucht published ample research on abortion discourse in 
2002. Their book is themed by the idea of a media-induced public arena where speakers 
and audiences interact, and the authors use abortion discourse in the shape of newspapers, 
surveys and interviews in Germany and the United States as theoretical litmus paper, 
illustrating how the respective countries live up to ideals of democratic debate in practice. 
Particularly the authors’ US-based findings on religious claims offer insights of relevance 
to this study, discussed in sections 4.2 and 5. 

The scientific achievements from the reviewed literature presented above provide key 
information for analyzing sidewalk counselor communication. For instance, it clarifies 
how public conversations, powerful groups in society, and Catholic Christianity have 
been highly influential in shaping what has been said about abortion historically, paving 
the way for present and future conversations. It is evident that there is a growing body on 
abortion discourse research. However, a gap seems to exist regarding linguistic anti-
abortionist discourse research. The present study aims to contribute toward filling this 
gap. 

 

 

3. Methodology 

The material for this study consists of transcribed sidewalk counseling videos, described 
along with the data collection process in section 3.1. Section 3.2 briefly introduces 
discourse as a theoretical concept and discourse analysis. Sections 3.3 and 3.4 are 
dedicated to this study’s analytical framework, which is critical discourse analysis 
together with legitimization theory. 

 

3.1 Material 

While the debate surrounding abortion exists in several parts of the world (cf. Pew 
Research Center, 2015), the material for this study comes exclusively from the United 
States, where both the anti-abortion movement and its adversary, the pro-choice 
movement, are well established. As mentioned in the introduction (see this essay’s p. 1), 
sidewalk counseling is a type of activism that takes place outside of medical clinics where 
abortions are provided. Sidewalk counselors place themselves, alone or in groups, outside 
these clinics. Here, they talk to people who pass by or go into the clinic. The choice to 
focus this study on sidewalk counseling videos has several reasons. One main reason is a 
desire to study this type of activism in a context where the communication is produced in 
real time. Since the study’s focus is not on comparing anti-abortionist communication 
with the activities of other movements, but rather on examining the one side alone, all 
material is gathered from sources that represent a stance against abortion. The videos are 
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published online where their originators essentially have free rein to express their views. 
Taken into account in the analysis is the idea that representatives from any movement, 
sidewalk counselors included, would preferably publish material which highlights 
success or positive achievements for their cause, rather than the contrary. For practical 
reasons, too, online published videos are selected for this study’s material, due to their 
accessibility. Additionally, the accessibility of the videos supports the idea of sidewalk 
counselors as being actors in the larger abortion debate, which affects millions of people. 

The study’s data collection process was initiated by operating with a strategy that Fyfield, 
Henderson and Phillips (2020) term as search and scroll, that is, the practice of entering 
a number of keywords into a search bar, and following this, scrolling through the list of 
search hits to find items that agree with the aim of the search. The keywords used here 
were “sidewalk counseling” and the search was performed on the video-sharing platform 
YouTube. To avoid as much as possible of any impact from YouTube’s search algorithm 
(ibid), all prior web history and so-called internet cookies were completely cleared 
beforehand. The search yields hundreds of videos; both sidewalk counseling training 
videos, which tend to have an interview format, and videos filmed during live activism, 
on the streets outside medical clinics. From the latter, the ones with a thumbnail (that is, 
a reduced-size photo or video of the original) displaying an outdoor, sidewalk setting, 
were selected for further consideration. Thumbnails of this sort are the data collection’s 
selection priority (cf. Fyfield et al., 2020, p. 7-8), consisting of just over 100 videos in 
total. Using online random selection generator Random Picker (Miniwebtool.com, 2020), 
eight of these videos were chosen for transcription. The purpose of transcribing the videos 
is to convert the spoken communication within them into written, and by this more easily 
categorized data, onto which this study’s analytical tools (see sections 3.3 and 3.4) can be 
applied. During the process of transcription, which revealed itself to be one of the most 
time-consuming parts of this project, the quantity of eight videos was deemed too large 
for the scope and time frame of this study. It was consequently adjusted to four videos 
(the first four that the Random Picker produced). Together, the four selected videos cover 
41 minutes of communication between sidewalk counselors and other people, a volume 
deemed sufficient for the scope of this study. Transcribed, they hold 8313 words. This 
constitutes the material of this study.  

 

3.2 Discourse analysis 

The concept of discourse is in itself not entirely undisputed or unambiguous. Definitions 
somewhat differ in terms of what discourses encompass and signify. One definition of the 
term is “a particular way of talking about and understanding the world (or an aspect of 
the world)” (Jørgensen & Phillips, 2002, p. 1). By delimiting the world we live in, we 
construct different discourses, which we use to describe different parts of the world, for 
instance with ‘medical discourse’ or ‘political discourse’. Discourse analysis, hereafter 
abbreviated as DA, is the analysis of the patterns that people’s utterances follow in said 
various parts of the world. The basis of DA stems from a constructivist idea: discourse is 
not ever neutral, but instead an important part of shaping social relations, identities and 
interpretations of the world (ibid). Depending on how one sees the world, one will act in 
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a certain way. DA seeks to explain how people’s reality is represented in communication 
and in social interactions, and likewise, how discourse is part of constructing that reality.  

 

3.3 Critical discourse analysis 

Researchers have historically adopted numerous theories and approaches in endeavors to 
explore discourse around controversial topics. During the second half of the 1980s, 
Fairclough, among other scholars, contributed to the development of a framework of 
critical discourse analysis, hereafter CDA, drawing on social science theories to study 
ideologies and power relations in public discourse (Blommaert & Bulcaen, 2000). CDA 
regards social identities and relationships, at least partially, as products of how people use 
language. Thus, similarly to DA (see 3.2), CDA follows a social constructionist 
reasoning. It is believed that discourses are constituted as well as constitutive, that is, 
discourses are influenced by other social practices and societal processes, and they are 
both shaping and shaped by the world around (Jørgensen & Phillips, 2002). Chouliaraki 
and Fairclough (1999, p. 4) state that “it is an important characteristic of the economic, 
social and cultural changes […] that they exist as discourses as well as processes that are 
taking place outside discourse, and that the processes that are taking place outside 
discourse are substantively shaped by these discourses”. Like this, CDA draws from 
critical theory of language, which considers language use to be a form of social practice 
and recognizes the context of language usage crucial for discourse (Fairclough, 1992). 
Seeing that they shape the world, CDA theory maintains that discourses have ideological 
effects in that they contribute to constructing and reconstructing power relations between 
different groups in society. The critical element in CDA consists of exposing these 
ideological effects (Fairclough, 1989). Thus, CDA lends itself as a suitable theoretical 
framework to understand anti-abortionist activism discourse, having established its 
historical, political and social significance (see this essay’s section 2), in this essay 
concentrated on sidewalk counselor speech. 

The previous research consulted for this study suggests that religion has been influential 
in shaping anti-abortionist discourse (see section 2), and because of this, religious 
elements were somewhat expected to be discernible in the analysis of this study’s 
material. As will be clarified further in this essay, sidewalk counselor communication is 
indeed to a large extent located, as Fairclough (2013) terms it, with one evident and 
overarching authority: Christian religiousness. This adds to the CDA notion of a power 
structure in the analyzed communication, and not just any power, but a higher power. 
This higher power, which practicing Christians oftentimes refer to as God, is by definition 
the highest authority for believers (Merriam-Webster, n.d.; Burns, 2005). 

In sum, by manual analysis of the transcribed videos, this study critically examines what 
sidewalk counselors verbally communicate in interaction with other people. Assuming 
that sidewalk counselors communicate what they do with a conviction of that their cause 
is the right one (that is, trying to stop people from having abortions), the theory of 
legitimization will be applied to the analysis. 
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3.4 Legitimization 

Legitimization refers to the process of how people legitimize their utterances in 
communication. Scholar van Leeuwen (2007) describes legitimization as characterized 
by answering the question of “why” – why speakers communicate what they do. The 
function of the process is effectively that a speaker can justify or rationalize a statement 
with it. Legitimization is, in other words, done by invoking certain theoretical authorities 
in what is said, aiming to convince or assure interlocutors of the reliability of one’s 
communication. According to van Leeuwen, these matters, although being quite 
philosophical, can be categorized into different groups of legitimizations by reference to 
authority figures or tradition, moral evaluation, goals and uses of institutionalized social 
action, and mythopoesis (that is, narratives that reward legitimate actions). Another 
scholar, Reyes (2011), develops van Leeuwen’s category system into one oriented toward 
political discourse. For clarity, it should be mentioned that van Leeuwen uses the term 
“legitimation” in his work, whereas Reyes uses “legitimization”. The two appear to be 
used synonymously and to carry the same meaning in texts within their research field. 
The second variant, legitimization, is used in this essay, as Reyes’ theoretical expansions 
provide the present study with its analytical tools. The categories set forth by van 
Leeuwen and developed by Reyes are useful for the analysis of sidewalk counselor 
communication because they can assist in determining the make-up of sidewalk counselor 
communication, and in turn, to measure and understand it. While Reyes presents the 
categories as a way to investigate political leaders’ speeches, they can be extended in 
relation to activist speech for the purpose of drawing attention to how legitimization 
occurs in an anti-abortionist communication. The categories of legitimization applied in 
this study are the following: 

1. Legitimization through emotions 

2. Legitimization through a hypothetical future 

3. Legitimization through rationality 

4. Voices of expertise 

5. Altruism 

 

Each category is further explained in the following subsections. 

 

3.4.1 Legitimization through emotions 

Appealing to emotions can allow people to influence the opinions of their interlocutors. 
Not seldom is this accomplished by creating two sides of a given phenomenon, the 
speaker having themselves and their interlocutor “on the same side”, creating an “us”, 
and negatively depicting the “other side”, creating a “them”. As a strategy, legitimization 
through emotions builds on evoking strong emotive effects, such as fear, sadness, anger, 
love or safety. For example, the mentioning of a word like “death” can alert certain 
feelings or responses in people’s minds, which in turn could make them prone to reassess 
the matter in question (Reyes, 2011). 
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3.4.2 Legitimization through a hypothetical future 

Utterances that take this category are likely to either be posing a future threat or promising 
some kind of attainable success. Speakers can strategize this by displaying the present as 
a time that needs taking action or making important choices, and these would be for the 
sake of potential results or consequences in the future. “If you do this, that other thing 
will not happen” is a basic example of this legitimization (Reyes, 2011). 

 

3.4.3 Legitimization through rationality 

This strategy of legitimization undertakes a scale or conception of rationale for the topic 
in question. Statements or arguments of this category oftentimes carry a sense of them 
having been built on much thought and evaluation (Reyes, 2011). Also using pragmatic 
and to-the-point expressions, such as “It worked then, why would it not work now?”, are 
typical for this legitimization (van Leeuwen, 2007). 

 

3.4.4 Voices of expertise 

The voices of expertise strategy is used to display that the speaker is an expert or very 
knowledgeable about the matter in question (Reyes, 2011), and refers to the 
“authorization” a speaker intends to create in the dialogue (van Leeuwen, 2007). 
However, it is not to say that one would have to be an actual expert to claim this “expert 
authority”, but rather that one would see to mention the relevant credentials (ibid). For 
example, one would strengthen their arguments by presenting them with certain numbers, 
statistics, or other features that could be interpreted as formal or official information 
(Reyes, 2011). 

 

3.4.5 Altruism 

The process of legitimization can also happen when speakers wish to appear as not driven 
only by personal interests. Altruism as a strategy incorporates proposals of a greater good, 
a care for other people or society as a whole. Speakers can justify their reasoning and 
actions on the grounds of other people’s well-being by, for instance, stating to be the 
voice for people in need (Reyes, 2011). 

 

As van Leeuwen (2007) points out, legitimization strategies like the five described above 
can occur separately or in combination. They are effective as strategies since people share 
certain values and ideas of the world, and the meanings of words are determined and 
modified in the context of these values and ideas (Reyes, 2011). What appears to be a 
common factor in the categories is the creation of two sides, as in the “right and wrong” 
or the “us and them”, which is no new concept regarding people’s social relations in 
history and society (Fairclough, 1989). 
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To summarize, the present study follows a critical discourse analytic approach to sidewalk 
counselor communication, focusing on legitimization in real-time verbally produced 
communication documented in video form. By manual analysis, each transcript is 
examined and, in accordance with legitimization theory, utterances deemed eligible are 
extracted and categorized (this is further explained in 4.1). The purpose of quantifying 
the data is to make it measurable. In turn, this can assist in determining the make-up of 
sidewalk counselor communication, and thus contribute to answering the research 
questions of this study. Admittedly, the scope and the time frame will have their effect on 
any research project, and this essay is no exception. For transparency, it must be 
mentioned that this study has its limitations due to the comparatively small amount of 
material. This will be further commented on in the sections below. 

 

 

4. Results 

This section presents the results of this study. Firstly, in 4.1, the findings of legitimization 
strategies are presented and analyzed. Secondly, in 4.2, the findings of power relations in 
sidewalk counselor communication are analyzed and discussed. 

 

4.1 Legitimization strategies in sidewalk counselor communication 

The transcripts together hold 138 sidewalk-counselor produced utterances deemed 
eligible for categorization and analysis. In this study, an utterance denotes one unit of 
speech that is preceded and followed by a pause or change of speaker. The utterances can 
either make up for one entire turn in the transcript or be a part of a longer turn of several 
consecutive speech units, however, one counted utterance here represents one speech unit 
preceded and followed by a pause or change of speaker. Utterances not included in the 
analysis are the ones considered off-topic, including greeting phrases and backchannels 
(such as “yeah” and “uh-huh”), as well as unintelligible material due to poor sound or 
video quality. The 138 utterances collectively yield 165 category hits, 32 of which are 
hits of one utterance taking two categories, and these are included in the counts for both 
strategies concerned in Table 1. Out of the total 138, 68 utterances take the category of 
legitimization through emotions, making it the most employed strategy at 49,28%. The 
category of altruism is the second most occupied, measuring to 23,91%, and the 
legitimization through rationality strategy is only slightly less used with its 21,74%. 
Voices of expertise makes up for 15,94% of the legitimizations, and legitimization 
through a hypothetical future measures to 8,7% in this data. This categorization is 
presented in Table 1. 
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Table 1. Categorization of utterances from all transcripts combined. 

 

Examples of the categorization to each strategy are accounted for as this section 
continues. 

 

4.1.1 Legitimization through emotions in the data 

In three out of the four transcripts, legitimization through emotions shows itself to be the 
most used strategy. As mentioned in 3.4.1, this strategy centers around appealing to 
interlocutors’ feelings in hope to influence their opinions or, in the sidewalk counselor’s 
case, to change their mind about going through with an abortion. Examples of this in the 
data are listed as follows: 

1. Extract from Transcript 1 (Appendix A, p. 21) 

“… you have really no position to be arguing about law when you stand for the death of 
children” 

This utterance takes the category of legitimization through emotions as the speaker uses 
the emotionally charged words “death of children”. 

2. Extract from Transcript 2 (Appendix B, p. 46) 

“… they just want money, what is it, six hundred dollars to kill a little boy or a girl” 

Again, the speaker here mentions the killing of small children. Also stated is that abortion 
is an unjust procedure only performed for money, which can be interpreted as something 
that would evoke emotions. 

3. Extract from Transcript 3 (Appendix C, p. 55) 

“…and you can sleep at night” 

To be able to “sleep at night” is understood as legitimization through emotions, appealing 
to a person’s ability to not feel guilty. 

4. Extract from Transcript 4 (Appendix D, p. 68) 

“… you don’t wanna add, a sin on top of another sin, adding the sin of murder on top of 
the sin of fornication, right?” 

Referring to sins and murder, this utterance is interpreted as a legitimization through 
emotions. 

Legitimization strategy Number of utterances 

Legitimization through emotions 68 

Legitimization through a hypothetical future 12 

Legitimization through rationality 30 

Voices of expertise 22 

Altruism 33 
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As described in Reyes (2011), arguments or statements of this nature can be used to 
trigger emotional responses from the interlocutor. The data indicates a prevalent 
referencing to the act of murder, which according to Condit tends to be an effective 
“rhetorical move” (1990, p. 46). The issue of murder is a universal concern and equating 
this with abortion can create a compelling argument against the procedure (ibid). 

 

4.1.2 Legitimization through a hypothetical future in the data 

As described in 3.4.2, utterances of this nature tend to either pose a future threat or 
promise some type of success. Examples in the data are: 

1. Extract from Transcript 2 (Appendix B, p. 40) 

“Five years they help you, food, clothing, diapers, finances, doctors…” 

Here, the speaker lists what their interlocutor can be assisted with if this person decides 
not to abort. The “five years” makes this a legitimization through a hypothetical future. 

2. Extract from Transcript 3 (Appendix C, p. 51) 

“I promise you God will punish you” 

This speaker promises their interlocutor a future despair, taking the category of 
legitimization through a hypothetical future. 

3. Extract from Transcript 4 (Appendix D, p. 66) 

“… I have a friend, uh, who is in his early twenties, his wife, uh has a baby at home, two 
years old, and she just gave birth to another baby and she just graduated with her 
bachelor’s degree” 

This sidewalk counselor expresses to their interlocutor that it is possible for this person 
to both have children and continue with their studies, which denotes hypothetical future 
events. 

Since one could presume sidewalk counselor speech to be much about possible future 
babies, it is interesting that legitimization through a hypothetical future is the least used 
strategy in the data of this study. The reason for this result can potentially be related to 
the general abstractness of the future, that no one really can know what will happen, so 
other strategies are chosen before this one (Reyes, 2011).  

 

4.1.3 Legitimization through rationality in the data 

This strategy, as mentioned in 3.4.3, brings about a scale or conception of rationale to the 
matter at hand. Examples of sidewalk counselor utterances in this category are: 

1. Extract from Transcript 1 (Appendix A, p. 39) 

“… would you scream at a man beating his wife?” 

With this utterance, a sidewalk counselor explains their activism by likening abortion 
with domestic violence. It is interpreted as legitimization through rationality. 

2. Extract from Transcript 3 (Appendix C, p. 51) 
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“… if you killed me right now, you would go to jail forever, you would pun- be punished 
right?” 

Here, the speaker equates abortion with murder. This is interpreted as legitimization 
through rationality as the speaker, like in the example above, is stressing that abortion 
and severe violence is equally immoral.  

Legitimization through rationality makes up for almost 22% of the total usage and is the 
third most employed strategy out of all five. A significant core to these utterances is that 
they maintain that the human fetus is a being of identical value to a human person (Condit, 
1990). It appears that, because of this value, an abortion always has ethically undesirable 
elements according to sidewalk counselors. 

 

4.1.4 Voices of expertise in the data 

As defined in 3.4.4, this strategy is used to make the speaker appear as an expert on the 
topic in question, for example by bringing up relevant credentials in the conversation. 
Examples are: 

1. Extract from Transcript 1 (Appendix A, p. 32) 

“Research the etymology of the word” 

Here, a sidewalk counselor urges an interlocutor to research the word “fetus”. The 
utterance takes this category because the speaker appeals to research and the study of 
word origin. 

2. Extract from Transcript 2 (Appendix B, p. 43) 

“… they don’t want you to see that, that’s a fact” 

Voices of expertise would be referring to “facts”, as is done here. 

3. Extract from Transcript 4 (Appendix D, p. 62) 

“…that’s how they market it” 

This utterance is interpreted as a voices of expertise legitimization, since the it could be 
giving the speaker an appearance of having knowledge or information about something 
not everyone does. 

The strategy of voices of expertise is connected to a speaker’s construction of authority 
in a conversation (van Leeuwen, 2007). It is the next to least used strategy out of all five 
in this study’s data. This could be because of some speakers not wanting to be perceived 
as precisely this, authoritative in an unapproachable manner. However, one cannot rule 
out the possibility of speakers potentially aiming for the exact opposite with this strategy, 
that is, to strengthen their arguments by producing what can be interpreted as superior 
information (Reyes, 2011; Condit, 1990). 
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4.1.5 Altruism in the data 

Altruism as a legitimization strategy, as described in 3.4.5, is used to display a care for 
other people or society as a whole. Examples of this in sidewalk counselor 
communication are: 

1. Extract from Transcript 1 (Appendix A, p. 23) 

“I care about the rights of these women” 

This utterance takes the category of altruism as the speaker declares an interest in other 
people’s welfare. 

2. Extract from Transcript 2 (Appendix B, p. 44) 

“… we’re the voice for these babies” 

Similar to the example above, this sidewalk counselor states to be “the voice” for other 
people, which makes this utterance an altruism legitimization. 

3. Extract from Transcript 3 (Appendix C, p. 53) 

“But we saved a baby” 

The speaker claiming to have saved a baby (that is, from death) makes this an altruism 
legitimization. 

4. Extract from Transcript 4 (Appendix D, p. 57) 

“… our church stands ready to help you” 

“Standing ready to help” other people is interpreted as being an altruism legitimization. 

Altruism is the second most employed strategy after legitimization through emotions. 
Though some interlocutors in the transcripts express disagreement to these arguments and 
statements, a care for the well-being of other people is one of the sidewalk counselors’ 
main claims throughout the examined communication. Corresponding to what is 
mentioned in 4.1.3, an important factor also to the altruism category is sidewalk 
counselors’ position that an independent human being exists from the moment of 
conception (Sprague & Greer, 1998). The care for other people, which characterizes this 
strategy, would therefore be understood to concern both fetuses and pregnant people. 

 

4.1.6 Utterances taking two categories 

One utterance takes two categories at 32 instances in this data. This, because the utterance 
presents itself to be ambiguous in the process of categorization. No utterances were 
identified as taking more than two categories. Examples are: 

1. Extract from Transcript 1 (Appendix A, p. 30) 

“… what’s wrong with rape?” 

This utterance is interpreted as taking both the category of legitimization through 
emotions and legitimization through rationality. The rhetorical question of “what is wrong 
with rape” could induce strong emotional responses, while it is also used by the speaker 
to parallel abortion with rape. 
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2. Extract from Transcript 2 (Appendix B, p. 40) 

“… you’ll regret it, there’ll be a hole in your heart that’ll never go away” 

This utterance is categorized as both legitimization through emotions and legitimization 
through a hypothetical future, since the speaker is appealing to their interlocutor’s 
potential future feelings, which according to them, will “never go away”. 

3. Extract from Transcript 3 (Appendix C, p. 49) 

“… you’re gonna face a wrathful God, who will punish you and your, your, is it your wife 
or girlfriend?” 

Both legitimization through emotions as well as legitimization through a hypothetical 
future are discernible here, since the utterance both poses a future threat and refers to the 
interlocutor’s partner. 

 

4.2 Power relations in sidewalk counselor communication  

Beside legitimization, a feature that shows itself to be very prevalent in the analyzed 
transcripts and sample is speech referring to elements of Christian religion, suggested by 
ubiquitous references to, for example, God, Jesus, church and sins. This indication is to a 
great extent corroborated by the literature consulted in section 2 of this essay and can, 
according to CDA theory, be interpreted as the overarching authority in sidewalk 
counselor communication (Ferree et al, 2002). Religious beliefs have been important in 
the formation of ideas about abortion for decades. As Sprague and Greer point out, “it is 
not difficult to see the abortion debate as a struggle over who gets to dominate whom” 
(1998, p. 70), and it seems that the most difficult issue for both sides is meeting their 
opponent on a philosophical level. Pro-lifers, including sidewalk counselors, maintain 
that we, as a society, should submit to the will of a higher power. The reasoning behind 
the activism is much based on that “whatever is biblically justifiable to protect the born 
child is biblically justifiable to protect the unborn child” (ibid, p. 71), in other words, 
posing threats or even violent actions are approved by God if it means hindering abortion. 
Utterances in this study’s sample that exemplify this are, for instance: 

1. “… you don’t wanna add, a sin on top of another sin, adding the sin of murder on top of 
the sin of fornication, right?” (Transcript 4, Appendix D, p. 68) 

2. “I promise you God will punish you” (Transcript 3, Appendix C, p. 51) 
3. “… you’re gonna face a wrathful God, who will punish you and your, your, is it your 

wife or girlfriend?” (Transcript 3, Appendix C, p. 49) 

 

Burns (2005) points out that some Christians base their opposition on “natural law 
doctrine, that is, the idea that there are certain God-given processes […] meant to be used 
only for their natural purpose” (p. 132). The God-given process in question here is the 
sexual act, which from this perspective is meant for reproduction. As mentioned above, 
sidewalk counselors consider their activism as a way of serving their God, and this is for 
instance suggested by the claims of being “the voice for these babies” (cf. Transcript 2, 
Appendix B, p. 44). With this, a power structure based on religiousness within the 
sidewalk counselor can be thought to exist (Jørgensen & Phillips, 2002). Moreover, the 
utterances listed above indicate a power structure based on religiousness that takes form 
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between the sidewalk counselor and their interlocutor, as God or other religious features 
are verbalized in the sidewalk counselor’s arguments against abortion. In the cases 
documented in this study’s transcribed videos, the power structure seems to have both 
successful (see Appendix 2, 3 and 4) and fruitless (see Appendix 1) effects for sidewalk 
counselors; successful cases here denoting when the sidewalk counselor seems to 
convince their interlocutor to not go through with an abortion, and fruitless cases denoting 
the opposite. The cases with, for sidewalk counselors, successful outcomes, then, can 
possibly have been reached with the circumstance that the interlocutors shared the same 
religious beliefs as the sidewalk counselor and therefore were more inclined to agree than 
a non-religious person would be, and that the opposite occurred in cases where the power 
structure does not function in favor of the sidewalk counselor. However, this is merely a 
speculation, and will be discussed in the next section of this essay. 

To conclude this section, the studied sidewalk counselor communication indicates a 
power structure based on religiousness. The power appears to exist in two ways. The first 
way is within the religious person, where the idea of God as the ultimate decision maker 
or moral compass endorses sidewalk counselor activism. The second way is between the 
sidewalk counselor and their interlocutor, where elements of religion are verbalized in 
the conversation, seemingly with a purpose of motivating reasons to avoid abortion. In 
both circumstances, a higher power of God, or the like, represents the perceived authority 
in a power structure, however, in the secondly mentioned way, the sidewalk counselor 
can utilize this perception in their arguments by mentioning, for example, God, Jesus, or 
the act of sinning. 

 

 

5. Discussion and conclusion 

This section discusses the results of this study. As mentioned earlier, one should bear in 
mind that these results and the conclusions that follow should be understood to reflect 
this particular sample and cannot be said to represent all sidewalk counselors in the United 
States. As described in section 3.3, within the field of CDA, language is viewed as a form 
of social practice. Social practices, which activism is considered an example of, are the 
means by which social relations are procreated or challenged, and by which different 
interests are served (Fairclough, 2013). It is the questions pertaining to interests that relate 
discourse to relations of power (Fairclough, 1989), such as: How is speech positioned or 
positioning, and whose interests are served or refuted by this? What are the consequences 
of this positioning? Asking these questions enables one to focus on the elements that make 
up the communication, such as legitimization, which is examined in this essay. A 
combined approach of CDA and legitimization theory should accommodate the 
requirements needed for the analysis of sidewalk counselor communication because it 
provides dual points of analytic entry. Both parts have explanatory functions as they are 
applied to the data. 

One of the aims of this study was to answer the research question of “To what extent do 
sidewalk counselors legitimize their speech, and how?”. The results show that close to 
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50% of the examined utterances take the category of legitimization through emotions. 
This is one of the most notable findings of this study. As described in 4.1.1, abortion is 
repeatedly defined as something harmful by sidewalk counselors, which can evoke 
emotional responses within their interlocutors. Sprague and Greer (1998) state that 
“emotions are trusted as valid sources of information” (p. 57), which appears relevant to 
this finding. From this understanding, an emotionally triggering conversation could have 
a person contemplating abortion more inclined to trust their feelings as the information 
that matters the most, and perhaps decide not to go through with the procedure. A result 
like this would be the sidewalk counselor’s goal and could possibly explain why this 
strategy is the most used one. Further insights as to why legitimization through emotions 
is opted for to this large extent is something that would be interesting to investigate in a 
study of larger scope. 

Another prominent result is that altruism is the second most occupied category of 
legitimization. Utterances here can both express a care for pregnant people and for 
fetuses. This finding aligns with the notion that a majority of anti-abortionists consider 
fetuses to be babies or children from the moment of conception (Ferree et al, 2002), and 
could explain why this strategy is used to the extent that it is. Positioning fetuses as 
bearers of rights like all other humans would subsequently take away pregnant people’s 
right to bodily autonomy, but with the altruism strategy, sidewalk counselors seem to 
modify pregnant people’s body rights into humanitarian responsibilities. As can be seen 
in section 4.1.5, these humanitarian responsibilities are mainly spoken of as being the 
driving force as to why sidewalk counselors as a group do what they do, but also as 
something the sidewalk counselor and the interlocutor can do together: “we saved a baby” 
(cf. Transcript 3, Appendix C, p. 53). 

As shown in the results, the category of legitimization through rationality is nearly as 
occupied as altruism. An important factor for understanding this would be to remember 
that what is considered rational is not the same for all people. Nevertheless, CDA would 
argue that reality is constructed by signifying things through a perception of rationality. 
For instance, as can be seen in the data, similes of abortion and murder are not rare (cf. 
Fairclough, 1992, p. 194-195). The right to not be murdered allows sidewalk counselors 
to strategize rationality by making comparisons to historical events that feature a denial 
of rights, such as slavery or the Holocaust (cf. Transcript 1, Appendix A, pp. 20, 22, 34-
36), and for many people, arguments of this nature would be hard to disagree with. One 
can therefore draw the conclusion that this is why legitimization through rationality is one 
of the most used strategies.  

The results also show that the category of voices of expertise is the next to least used 
strategy out of all five, measuring circa 16% of the total usage. The sidewalk counselors’ 
“life begins at conception” position is held with stating information about fetuses that the 
speakers claim to be scientifically proven. On the one hand, employing scientific 
authority could be a means through which sidewalk counselors seek to appeal to non-
religious interlocutors unconvinced by religious reasoning for opposing abortion, but on 
the other, such secular messages appear to be conjoined with the speakers’ religious 
arguments, according to which every child is “a gift from God” (cf. Transcript 2, 
Appendix B, p. 41) and the choice to have an abortion is consequently denying God’s 



 

 16 

will. From this understanding, sidewalk counselors interpret and integrate ideas from 
scientific discourse into their anti-abortion religious practices. 

Moreover, the results show that the category of legitimization through a hypothetical 
future is the least used strategy out of all five. This is worth noticing because, as 
mentioned in 4.1.2, one could expect sidewalk counselor communication to be centered 
much around possible future babies, but the findings do not point to this. What they do 
indicate, though, is that this strategy sometimes occurs in combination with legitimization 
through emotions (see 4.1.6). Unwanted pregnancies are, as pointed out in Ferree et al 
(2002), “not just about the life of a future child but also about sexual permissiveness” (pp. 
163-164). Abortion would then, from this understanding, disturb the defense and the 
upholding of traditional family values. Still, at 8,7% of the total amount, the results show 
that other strategies tend to be chosen before this one. This could potentially be because 
of the future’s characteristic of being very abstract, making it difficult to form strong 
arguments of this kind (Reyes, 2011).  

Another aim of this study was to answer the research question of “Are there any 
discernible power relations in sidewalk counselor communication?”. As mentioned in 
section 3.3, it was somewhat expected that religious elements would appear in this study’s 
material. Reading the transcripts and the sampled data, it becomes evident that sidewalk 
counselor communication is indeed influenced by Christian religious beliefs and 
practices. According to CDA theory, this can be interpreted as the overarching authority 
in sidewalk counselor communication (Ferree et al, 2002). Exerting an authority coming 
from a higher power like God could potentially both serve and negate the interests 
(interests such as hindering abortion) of sidewalk counselors depending on the 
interlocutor’s beliefs or attitudes. As Jørgensen and Phillips put it, an “identity as a 
Christian […] can challenge an identity as a feminist or as a worker” (2002, p. 110), 
suggesting that appealing to God, or the like, would not grant an agreement between 
sidewalk counselors and their interlocutors if they do not share religious beliefs. 
Conversely, which appears to be the case in the situations of Transcript 2 and 3, it can be 
effective to mention the higher power to a religious person. It is perhaps the most 
successful in more conservative or Christian areas of the US, and therefore exercised to 
a wider extent by sidewalk counselors there. However, these are only speculations, but 
could be examined in future studies. Again, what stands out as especially important in the 
analysis of this study’s material is that the findings must be understood by considering 
that different notions of truth seem to exist, and as mentioned in section 3.3, they would 
represent a certain understanding of the world. As a consequence, what is considered 
rational and right can differ between sidewalk counselors and other groups in society. The 
critical difference seems to lie between truth as a matter bestowed upon this certain group 
of believers of God and truth as “arrived at through reasoned enquiry in the public sphere 
of open participant debate” (Chouliaraki & Fairclough, 1999, p. 34), that is, a truth that 
is reached by other people, both religious and not, but they do not recognize truth in the 
same way as the former group. The truth that sidewalk counselors recognize makes them 
position their speech in ways that would serve their interests.  

In conclusion, this study has shown that sidewalk counselors legitimize their utterances 
using at least the five strategies accounted for in this essay. Particularly worth noticing is 
that the predominantly used strategy involves appealing to people’s emotions, while the 
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least used one refers to a hypothetical future. In addition, the examined communication 
also suggests a power structure based on religiousness. This structure can be understood 
to exist both in sidewalk counselors’ relationship with God as well as the social 
relationships between sidewalk counselors and other people. This study aims to contribute 
to current linguistic research by addressing key elements of communication within the 
particular kind of anti-abortionist activism that is sidewalk counseling. As the results 
cannot be seen to describe sidewalk counselor communication in general, but rather serve 
as a basis for future studies, it would be of interest to complement this study with further 
research on the topic through, for instance, other theoretical approaches or with larger 
volumes of material. 
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Appendices 

This section contains four separate transcripts, which together constitute the data for this 
study. Mark-up symbols used here are the following: 

• Speaker IDs are given at the beginning of each turn, for example “W” for “Woman”. 
• Hyphen “-“ at the end of an utterance marks interrupted speech or overlap. 
• Ellipsis “…” at the beginning of an utterance marks speech continued after interruption 

or overlap. 
• Question mark “?” at the end of an utterance marks speech with rising intonation. 
• Comma “,” marks repetition or short pausing. 
• Hyphen “-“ in the middle of a word marks self-interruption. 
• “(unintelligible)” marks occurrences when no reliable transcription was possible due to 

poor sound or video quality. 
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Appendix A: Transcript 1 

Transcribed video: “Abortion Clinic Sidewalk Counselor In Action” 

URL: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=G7pczEEvwKI&ab_channel=LawrenceSylvain  

 

Woman … to talk to you, you’re, you're just full of it, you’re absolute 

(W) full of it, you know what, you're not, you’re, why don’t you just 
do something better with your life than harass people who are 
just seeking medical care 

  

Sidewalk counselor 1 Medical care medical care for who ma’am 

(SC1)   

  

W  Yes, for themselves because- 

  

SC1  What about- 

  

W  … they have a right to it, they are not doing anything illegal, 
you're just a perverted- 

  

SC1  Ma’am, slavery- 

  

W  … fundamentalist 

  

SC1  … slavery was once legal as well, should that mean we’ve kept 
it around 

  

W  Oh brother, you're just playing a tape, you're making absolutely 
no sense and you should just go home 

  

SC1  Uh no ma’am- 

  

W  I’m serious 

  

SC1  Tho-those are actually your arguments, those aren’t our arguments, 
you see just because, just because abortion- 

00:20 
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W  (unintelligible) … think about safe space- 

  

SC1  … just because abortion is legal, that doesn’t make it moral, so 
that- 

  

W  You know what, that is your business- 

  

SC1  … argument is completely fallacious 

  

W  … that’s your business, you think it’s wrong, that’s your business, 
don’t get an abortion, but gee, guess what, you’re a guy, you don’t 
have- 

  

Passerby 1  Can I say one thing, I live down the street, you’re too loud, that’s 
both (unintelligible) 

  

W  Yeah, and by the way, you are breaking the law 

  

Sidewalk counselor 2 No we’re not 

(SC2) 

  

W  This is disorderly conduct 

  

SC2  No it’s not 

  

W  You're too loud, yes it is 

  

SC2  No ma’am 

  

W  It is a city ordinance, this is disorderly conduct 

  

SC2  (unintelligible) … you have really no position to be arguing about 
law when you stand for the death of children 

  

00:40 

01:00 
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W  Dude, it's legal, so shut up 

  

SC2  So was slavery, so was slavery 

  

W  Oh, please 

  

SC2  That’s your argument 

  

W  No it’s not 

  

SC2  It was legal then, was it okay? 

  

W  That’s, that's irrelevant and- 

  

SC2  No, it’s, it’s exactly your argument 

  

W  ... it’s completely aside from this discussion 

  

SC2  Your argument is if it’s legal it’s okay, it’s moral 

  

W  No 

  

SC2  So was slavery 

  

W  Because there is nothing wrong with abortion, that’s the 
(unintelligible) 

  

SC2  With slaughtering children? 

  

W  It's not slaughtering children, these are fetuses, it’s not the same 
thing 

  

SC2  That means th- why are you, why are you speaking Latin, fetus 
means little, small child 

01:20 
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W  Oh, it does not 

  

SC2  It does 

  

W  Babies are born 

  

SC  Look it up, look at the etymology 

  

W  When you’re talking about, and you know what, don't even talk 
science, you just have this fundamentalist view that everybody 
should follow and you know, you don't care about the rights of 
women, you don't care that this is just your moral view 

  

SC2  I care about the rights of these women 

  

W  No 

  

SC2  The little women that go in there 

  

W  You just care about your own agenda, just go to church, why don’t 
you serve the community and do something good- 

  

SC2  Well, ma’am we both have agendas, we both, we both, that’s 
what we’re doing right now- 

  

W  … all you’re doing is shouting and screaming at people 

  

SC2  … that’s, that’s what we’re doing right now, we’re not shouting 

  

W  You know what, you're not making a difference 

  

SC2  Your voice is actually higher than mine 

  

W  You’re not making any bit of difference at all 

01:40 

02:00 
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SC2  Can I show you? You wanna see Carmelo? 

  

W  I don’t care 

  

SC2  He’s alive today because of this work is that a difference? 

  

W  Oh, please 

  

SC2  Would you like to see? 

  

W  No 

  

SC2  Ba- and back to the science, did you know that from the moment of 
conception it has all the biological components of a human being? 
The only difference is size, level of development- 

  

W  That’s, that’s also a load of crap 

  

SC2  … environment and degree of dependence, that's a fact 

  

W  No it’s not 

  

SC2  Yeah you really need to do your homework, most pro-choice 
advocates today just say yes it's a human, yes it’s a child but we 
should still be able to kill it, your argument is about forty years too 
old 

  

W  You know, I think it’s convenient that you’re just a bunch of men 
over here standing like (unintelligible) 

  

SC2  Ma’am, why would you presume on what I identify as 

  

W  Because 

  

02:20 

02:40 
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SC2  In this day and age you’re going to presume and I'm a man just by 
looking at me? How do you know what gender I identify as 

  

W  Because you're a Christian extremist 

  

SC2  Christian extremist 

  

W  And you’re imposing your views onto other people 

  

SC2  If it's- 

  

W  So you’re obviously a ma- 

  

SC2  … ma’am you're, you’re doing that right now ma’am, that’s 
hypocrisy, you're here imposing your views upon me at the moment 

  

W  No, I'm not 

  

SC2  It's hypocrisy, you just did, you called, you called me a religious 
extremist 

  

W  What? 

  

Sidewalk counselor 3 Why are you out here if you’re not pushing your views on people? 

(SC3) 

  

W  No, we’re trying to protect the people from harassment from people 
like you 

  

SC2  Ma’am you came over here to us, that's-  

  

W  Yeah because 

  

SC2  … that’s Carmelo 

03:00 



 

 27 

  

W  Look- 

  

SC2  You say we’re doing no good, he’s alive 

  

W  … beautiful baby 

  

SC2  He's alive today 

  

W  That’s a beautiful baby 

  

SC2  He was moments away from death, should he be dead? 

 

W  I don't know, I don’t know anything about this person 

  

SC2  That’s what you’re arguing for- 

 

W  I do not know anything about this story  

  

SC2  … the babies that are going in there today 

  

W  I don’t know anything about this person 

  

SC2  The babies, I’ll tell you the story, she was on, in pre-op, the father, 
the father- 

  

W  So you’re trying to change the law for people 

  

SC2  … the father heard us and he went in and got her out, he'd be dead 
today if you had your way, should he be dead? 

  

(interference by other, unintelligible) 

  

SC2  Um, this is Carmelo, should he be dead? 
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W  I, you know that’s, that’s not even a relevant argument, it really 
isn’t 

  

SC2  It’s very relevant 

  

W  No it’s not 

  

SC2  It’s what happening today 

  

W  It is not, because I can point out many cases, many cases where 
women are victims of incest or they’re, they’re victims of rape- 

  

SC2  Okay 

  

W  … or, or, or their, their fetuses are killing them- 

  

SC2  Their little child 

  

W  … or, or they can’t, you know you keep correcting me with that and 
that doesn't mean anything, just let me- 

  

SC2  That's what the word means 

  

W  No, let me tell you this, that does not mean anything to me, okay? 

  

SC2  The word, definitions don’t matter? 

  

W  So just cut it off 

  

SC2  Definitions don’t matter 

  

W  Because that’s irrelevant 
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SC2  Definitions don’t matter 

  

W  It, it matters in that the sense that what you’re describing as this, 
this thing is- 

  

SC2  Baby 

  

W  … not, okay, it's not a baby 

  

SC2  Human, human 

  

W  It’s a baby by definition after it's born 

  

SC2  No 

  

W  Babies are, when the baby- 

  

SC2  No, no 

  

W  … when the child can live separate from the mother, when the, 
when the child is a fetus it's part of the mother, it requires- 

  

SC2  When it’s a little child it’s a part of the mother 

  

W  … it requires the mother's body- 

  

SC2  Sure 

  

W  … to survive 

  

SC2  Of course, that's how you came into the world too 

  

W  And when, and when, yes, and when that separation occurs that’s 
when it becomes a baby 
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SC2  So we should be able to slaughter a child- 

  

W  It’s not slaughter 

  

SC2  … based upon where, based upon where it’s located 

  

W  Just like, you know what, in Psalms- 

  

SC2  So the argument is location 

  

W  … in the Book of Psalms 

  

SC2  Yes 

  

W  They actually did do infanticide, and it was- 

  

SC2  I’m sorry? 

  

W  … yes, they did 

  

SC2  Where 

  

W  In, in uh I can look it up for you, but they talk about blessed be 
the man who smashes the- 

  

SC2  Dashes the stone, dashes the baby against the rock, yeah 

  

W  … yeah against the rocks 

  

SC2  That was a imprecatory uh passage about the enemies of God had 
been slaughtering the Israelites’ children by doing just that, and 
so is essentially an imprecatory song basically saying justice 
should be done to them, and let it be done to them in war, which 
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was done to us, the Israelites, you really should do context and, 
and understand the meaning of the passage and the history, yeah 

  

W  Baby steps, I used to be a Sunday school teacher 

  

SC2  Okay 

  

W  But, so I know some Bible (unintelligible) passages 

  

SC2  And now, and now, and now you’re standing for this 

  

W  I’m not a pro, I'm not a scholar 

  

SC2  Okay 

  

W  I, I’ll give you that 

  

SC2  Could I just have one thing, one question I have for you 

  

W  Obviously you know a lot more about the Bible than I do, so 

  

SC2  One question, you brought up rape 

  

W  What, yeah 

  

SC2  Cause you brought up rape, what’s wrong with rape? 

  

W  It’s, okay, I see where you’re going with this, I know what you’re 
saying 

  

SC2  So can you- 
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W  It’s like you're forcing, you're forcing your will onto somebody 
else and here's the defenseless child whose will, and it's not the 
same thing 

  

SC2  How is it not the same thing 

  

W  You know, because it is, it is a fetus, it is 

  

SC2  A baby 

  

W  Okay, here we go again 

  

SC2  Small child 

  

W  We’re talking in circles, all right 

  

SC2  Small, small child 

  

W  But, let me tell you this, you stand here and you're saying get in 
your safe space and all this stuff like we're not willing to engage, 
yes we are but your arguments, you're like talking on a loop 

  

SC2  Do you notice that we've been challenging your position and every 
time we do you just change the subject or say we're not going to talk 
about it any longer? 

  

W  No, I’m talking about your definitions and when you're talking 
about this is a fetus and this is a baby 

  

SC2  Fetus means small child 

  

W  Yeah and you keep saying that and you know- 

  

SC2  Cause it’s a fact 
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W  It’s not a fact, it’s not a fact 

  

SC2  Research the etymology of the word  

  

W  It’s not a scientific nor is it a medical fact, it is your opinion 

  

SC2  No, no no, we’re talking about words  

  

W  It’s your opinion, your words 

  

SC2  Words would be the word itself 

  

W  See, you’re, you’re so frustrating to talk to because you're insisting 
on these words- 

  

SC2  Truth 

  

W  … and these definitions 

  

SC2  Truth 

  

W  It’s not truth, it’s your truth- 

  

SC2  Would you research the etymology- 

  

W  … it’s not every- 

  

SC2  … of the word before you say that it’s not that 

  

W  It doesn’t, it doesn’t even make a difference- 

  

SC2  It does, that’s what the word means 
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W  … because scientifically and medically we know what the 
definition is 

  

SC2  Yes 

  

W  And that's what's important 

  

SC2  Right 

  

W  And you're going by your own definition and your own 
interpretation of science 

  

SC2  No 

  

W  Which is very biased and it’s- 

  

SC2  Ma’am, ma’am, would, would you do some research on the moment 
of conception you would see that- 

  

W  A fertilized egg 

  

SC2  A fertilized egg at the moment of conception has its own DNA, has 
its- 

  

W  So you probably believe that birth control and contraception is also 
a form of murder 

  

SC2  I believe any birth control that kills a baby is murder, yes 

  

W  So the birth control pill is murder in your definition 

  

SC2  Any, any pill that actually ends the life of a human being would be- 

  

W  And do you, do you realize how irrational you sound? 
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SC2  … malice aforethought 

  

W  Do you have any clue at all? 

  

SC2  No ma’am, have you noticed that, your, listen, your claiming 
something’s irrational doesn't make it irrational (unintelligible) 
be irrational 

  

W  But, here’s the thing, this is legal, and don’t- 

  

SC2  So was slavery 

  

W  … see, now you’re gonna go to the slavery argument, you know 
what, this is too frustrating 

  

SC2  Do you have an answer there, ma’am do you have an answer 
(unintelligible) 

  

SC1  No, you’ve brought up no response 

  

W  No, no because, because the slavery argument is not relevant 

  

SC2  Was it legal to kill Jews? 

  

W  At some point, it doesn’t, no, no no, you’re- 

  

SC2  Was it moral? 

  

W  No, your point is irrelevant 

  

SC2  It’s completely relevant, you're saying it's irrelevant ma’am doesn’t 
make it irrelevant 

  

W  The reason why it's legal is because it's, it’s the right thing to do 
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SC2  According to? 

  

W  It’s, it’s the right to- 

  

SC2  According to? 

  

W  Probably the majority of- 

  

SC2  So was slavery 

  

W  … people on this planet 

  

SC2  That’s the same argument for slavery that said, well, it's legal- 

  

W  No, because- 

  

SC2  … and it's right for most of us, we have slaves 

  

W  See, I don't think I want to get into a slavery argument with you 

  

SC2  Any, anything, well (unintelligible) 

  

SC1  Uh no you don’t 

  

SC2  Of course you don’t 

  

W  Because when you're talking about, no because- 

  

SC2  It’s called a reductio 

  

W  Oh, whatever 

  

SC2  And you’re reducing to absurdity 
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W  You’re reducing to absurdity 

  

SC2  Your arguments are reducing to absurdity, ma’am can you just 
try to answer that? 

  

W  What? 

  

SC2  Well, at the time of slavery in the United States, slave owners said 
look, it's on my property, I have the right to define what’s a person 
or property on my property 

  

W  Because they’re fully formed human beings with a conscience and 
with a will 

  

SC2  Thank you 

  

W  And they were, okay, and you’re, and see, this is, this is the thing- 

  

SC2  So 

  

W  … this is why I don't wanna talk to you because, because you're, 
you're trying to make these false equivalencies and they're not valid 

  

SC2  Okay 

  

W  And the thing is you're gonna keep going there 

  

SC2  Well (unintelligible) 

  

W  So that's why I'm done, that’s why I’m done 

  

SC2  (unintelligible) you’re walking away because you don’t have an 
answer (unintelligible) 
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W  No, I’m walking away because your argument is irrelevant- 

  

SC2  Can I- 

  

W  … and it’s ignorant- 

  

SC2  It’s completely relevant 

  

W  … and it’s extremely biased 

  

SC2  At the moment of conception- 

  

W  So, you know, I’m wasting my time 

  

SC2  Of course you’re, now you’re walking away, it’s a typical 

  

W  You know what, typical what, you’re typical 

  

SC2  It’s a typical MO of a Planned Parenthood supporter, ma’am 

  

W  You’re typical because you’re playing a loop, and you have 
rehearsed this many many times 

  

SC2  Ma’am, ma’am I'm, I’m, I’m addressing your organization 

  

W  No you're not 

  

SC2  I would encourage you- 

  

W  You’re just going, you’re resorting to your own- 

  

SC2  I would encourage you to think, you mentioned a moment ago 
that you were a Sunday school teacher 
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W  I was 

  

SC2  Okay, so you're no longer a professing Christian 

  

W  No, I’m not 

  

SC2  Okay, so I want to encourage you to consider that your faith in the 
past, the fact that you've left now 

  

Passerby 2  Is the dog being okay, and also do you want me to take that one? 

(P2) 

  

W  You can take him, sure 

  

P2  Okay 

  

SC2  I just wanna share with you the Gospel 

  

W  I have read the Gospel 

  

SC2  Christ, is, is God, and he lived a life that was sinless, and he died 
for sinners, arose from the dead 

  

W  That’s what you believe 

  

SC2  That’s what he said, and- 

  

W  That is what he said according to a book that you live by 

  

SC2  Well the entire scripture’s (unintelligible) 

  

W  And I do not live by that book 
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SC2  Right, I know you don't, that's obvious, but, the Bible teaches that 
all of us are sinners, we’re not better than you, we’re sinners- 

  

W  You sure act like you are 

  

SC2  We're sin-, we-, we're not, we’re sinners- 

  

W  With the way you scream at people, the way you do 

  

SC2  … we’re sinners, would you scream at a man beating his wife? 

  

W  No, I would pull him away, I would call the cops 

  

SC2  You would try to stop him 

  

W  Yes, of course 

  

SC2  Right, that’s what we’re doing 

  

W  All right, all right, bye, you got it 

  

SC2  God bless you (unintelligible) 
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Appendix B: Transcript 2 

Transcribed video: “Baby Saved Mother Relieved” 

URL: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=8EAUSs_Gkl8&ab_channel=DanHolman  

  

Sidewalk counselor 1 (unintelligible) 

(SC1) 

  

Woman  (unintelligible) thank you 

(W)   

  

SC1  (unintelligible) right 

  

Sidewalk counselor 2 Right, here, here's their free help 

(SC2) 

  

SC1  (unintelligible) information right over there  

  

SC2  Five years they help you, food, clothing, diapers, finances, 
doctors, whatever you need 

  

SC1  (unintelligible) help you (unintelligible) 

  

W  (unintelligible) 

  

SC1  (unintelligible) Oh you have (unintelligible) 

  

W  (unintelligible) 

  

SC1  (unintelligible) you love that son, right (unintelligible) 
unconditional love (unintelligible) right there, his brother or sister 
is right now, are you considering abortion? 

  

SC2  I hope not ma’am, you’ll regret it, there'll be a hole in your heart 
that’ll never go away 
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SC1  (unintelligible) 

  

W  (unintelligible) I’m gonna go across the street 

  

SC2  Go talk to them, spend ten minutes and talk to them 

  

W  I (unintelligible) 

  

SC1  (unintelligible) 

  

SC2  Is there something we can do to help you to change your mind 

  

SC1  (unintelligible) 

  

SC2  No, it’s, no, we’re saying that she needs help, we will help her 

  

SC1  (unintelligible) you know that right, we’re not shaming you 
(unintelligible) this is something (unintelligible) 

  

SC2  They just want your money ma’am, it’s a big moneymaker 

  

SC1  Yeah, you know this is something (unintelligible) 

  

SC2  They don’t care about you 

  

SC1  (unintelligible) 

  

SC2  It’s a gift from God’s hand, this little baby 

  

SC1  (unintelligible) 

  

SC2  A gift from God’s hand 
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SC1  (unintelligible) he’s just asking you, put your trust in him 
(unintelligible) 

  

SC2  He will bless you, ma’am, he will bless you with, yeah 

  

SC1  (unintelligible) father's not around, no money, no nothing, but 
she got information (unintelligible) she even called this place, 
there's women here that had an abortion or at least considered 
abortion (unintelligible) at least give them a chance, if there’s not 
working there, give them a chance, they would love to talk to 
you, and come alongside even after that child comes, comes, out 
easy to you, so please (unintelligible) call that number, tell them 
your situation, you go into detail with them (unintelligible) 

  

SC2  There will no, be no judgment, they will, whatever you say they 
will 

  

SC1  No, no, they won’t judge you, or as he precedes, shame you in 
any way 

  

SC2  And they've heard it all before 

  

SC1  And I tell you what, I (unintelligible) two of my children been 
aborted, because what I thought made a man was for how many 
beers (unintelligible) and how many women I could sleep with 

  

SC2  Before he found Christ 

  

SC1  That, before I found Christ, and I look back, and I see this is why 
(unintelligible) matter of fact, the second child I found out was 
aborted with the woman had a one-night stand with, five years 
later (unintelligible) I said are you all right (unintelligible) no 
child support, that’s how heartless I was, and I'm telling you as a 
man, there is a God who is eternally full of love for you and all 
your children in your situation, so, please, don't even think of this 
and, and get those (unintelligible) get this number 

  

02:00 

02:20 

02:40 

03:00 

03:20 



 

 44 

SC2  And you, God turned up a divine appointment where you would 
meet us, and your heart would be touched 

  

SC1  And your heart would be touched (unintelligible) 

  

SC2  And you probably we're wrestling in your mind, like should I, 
should I not, should I not 

  

SC1  Yes 

  

SC2  God give me a sign, you got two of ‘em, yeah 

  

SC1  Yes 

  

SC2  This man is here like three four days a, a week 

  

SC1  Yes 

  

SC2  If there's something personally we can do or I can do, I can give you 
my number 

  

SC1  But I know they personally can't immediately 

  

SC2  And, and they try to take the information, they don't want you to 
have it 

  

SC1  Yeah they do try to take the information, they don’t want you to see 
that, that’s a fact, we’re looking at four or five hundred dollars 
(unintelligible) 

  

SC2  Do you have a pastor or priest or somebody that you can talk to or? 

  

SC1  Yeah (unintelligible) 

  

SC2  That you could just share your heart with and 
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SC1  Have you talked to your ministry? It’s not a bad idea 

  

SC2  If you, yeah 

  

SC1  There's people, I'm sure there's people ready to come alongside you, 
with your situation 

  

SC2  You don't know me, and I, well, if there's something I can do, I will 
leave my number, if you want 

  

SC1  (unintelligible) this one here, yeah I’ll (unintelligible) 

  

SC2  The Alpha Women’s Center, they, um, they give like, five outfits 
of baby clothes, and then they give you Bibles and Bible studies, 
and if you turn them in you can earn free formula, and diapers, but 
it's solely Christian, it's a good, there's no government funding so 
they answer to nobody 

  

SC1  And like I said, a lot of these counselors, counselors have gone 
through a lot of what these mothers have gone through and maybe 
what you’re going through 

  

SC2  Cause they would understand your heart, and where it is, and what 
hurts 

  

SC1  Yeah 

  

SC2  He would understand more than me, but we're the voice for these 
babies there 

  

SC1  Yeah, and, so they, that unique child (unintelligible) 

  

SC2  What is your name? 

  

W  Jasmine 
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SC2  Jasmine? 

  

SC1  Jasmine, okay 

  

SC2  (unintelligible) 

  

SC1  Father, I pray for Jasmine right here, Lord, you know her situation, 
we've gotten (unintelligible) 

  

SC2  Thank you, Lord 

  

SC1  Even as you formed Jasmine in her, in the womb of her mother, 
Lord God you formed her and knit her- 

  

SC2  Thank you 

  

SC1  … why is she standing here right now, Lord God- 

  

SC2  Thank you Jesus 

  

SC1  … you knew her before the foundational world, and you know these 
children by name, let alone Jasmine, so Father, we pray that you 
give her courage, fill her with that love, for her children, and 
courage to go forward, as you called her to do, you say you do not 
give us more than what we can bear, according to your word Lord 
God, in your riches, you said trust in the Lord with all your heart, 
lean not on your own understanding but in all your ways 
acknowledge Him, and He'll be the director of your path, and be 
anxious for nothing, so Father I lift up Jasmine to you, Lord I plead 
for your mercy, work in her heart, give her courage to go forward, 
to love these children because you give her love, when I pray this 
in Jesus name 

  

SC2  Heavenly Father, I broke all ten of the commandments and you sent 
the Lord Jesus because I was, I just deserved death and Hell, and, 
and your son, you gave us your son, Lord God, you sent your baby 
boy down here and he went to that cross, all naked on a cross for 
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every disgusting sin we ever committed, and only by his death, 
(unintelligible) resurrection, our sins are forgiven in full, past, 
present and future, anyone can have this, Lord Jesus, and I just thank 
you for having Jasmine here Lord God, and for what you're placing 
on her heart, Lord God, and you are, you are real and you're a good 
God, you gave your best for our worst Lord God, and I just ask you 
to cover her and protect her, Lord God give her your wisdom, this 
life is gonna end, the next one will not end, you love us enough to 
die on a cross for all of our worst 

  

W  (unintelligible) 

  

SC1  (unintelligible) I mean, she can also (unintelligible) you probably 
drove here, but she can give you a ride anywhere you might wanted 
to go, if you took a bus or anything? 

  

W  No I, I drove 

  

SC1  You drove? Is there anything else we can do? Would you want to 
try to do them first before you come, come here? 

  

SC2  When you walk through the door they will do everything, they 
just don't (unintelligible) we try to tell people you know, um, 
Planned Parenthood? Margaret Sanger started that to exterminate 
black people, that's the reason, people that go and give, the, them 
money, that's what they're doing, and every life is created in the 
image and likeness of God and is precious 

  

SC1  This, this is such a, a detriment to even our society as it was 
(unintelligible) 

  

SC2  They just want money, what is it, six hundred dollars to kill a 
little boy or a girl 

  

SC1  You've been, this has existed all your life, now we’re older, didn't 
come, this didn't (unintelligible) was seventy-three, but we've 
seen the breakdown, of family, or irresponsible men, of being 
one of those guys, since this became legal in seventy-three, and 
you're young, it's been around all your life 
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SC2  God, if you're real, show me, you got two right here saying, 
please, this baby will bless you, God will bless you, no matter 
what the situation, it's so final ma’am, it’s so final… They're just 
butchers, again, from, from the pits of Hell, from Satan, there’s 
nothing good 

  

W  I’m not gonna do it 

  

SC2  You're not? Is there something I could do or you want a number 
or, can I hug you? Thank you Jesus, thank you, thank you, thank 
you, thank you, I’ll give you my number, Jasmine, if you want it, 
do you, okay, you want Tony’s too, I can give ‘em both 

  

W  Okay 

  

SC2  All right, if you need anything, I have a Jesus thing on my, um, 
answering machine, so if I'm not there, you'll see like a Jesus 
message, but if, if there's anything you need or what, please 
(unintelligible) just ask, okay? 

  

W  Thank you, um, I know that’s a bad picture, but can I take a picture 
of it so? 

  

SC2  Oh, sure you, come on 

  

W  Thank you 

  

SC2  Thank you Jasmine, please call, okay? 

  

W  (unintelligible) 

  

SC1  Bless you, bless you 

  

SC2  Praise be to you Lord Jesus, Lord Jesus 
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Appendix C: Transcript 3 

Video: “A Father Rescues His Child from Abortion” 

URL: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=uNrxBiodgVA&ab_channel=noplannedparenthood  

  

Sidewalk counselor 1 If your girlfriend or wife's in there have an abortion, if your 

(SC1) girlfriend or, or wife is in there havin’ an abortion you're still a 
father, right? You're just a father of a dead child 

 

SC1  How's it going man? Not so good? Hey 

  

Man  (unintelligible) 

(M) 

 

SC1  Hey, I'm Todd 

  

M  (unintelligible) 

  

SC1  Hey man 

  

M  How are you 

  

SC1  So what’re you doing here? 

  

M  Yeah 

  

SC1  You having an abortion? 

  

M  Yeah 

  

SC1  Yeah, you know that all babies were created in the image of God? 
You know, and that at conception, you know Jesus came to Earth- 

  

M  Right 

  

00:20 

00:40 



 

 50 

SC1  … and he was conceived, right? That's how God came and revealed 
himself, to us, right? 

  

M  Yeah 

  

SC1  So if you're actually going in there and killing, uh, killing that, 
stopping that from happening, you're actually a dad that killed his 
own flesh and blood, his own child 

  

M  Yeah 

  

SC1  You know, and, and God says that he hates those that shed innocent 
blood, God hates you if you do that, which means he's at enmity 
with you, right? 

  

M  Yeah 

  

SC1  It means he's got a problem, that unless you repent, unless you ask 
for forgiveness and change your ways, you're gonna face a wrathful 
God, who will punish you and your, your, is it your wife or 
girlfriend? 

  

M  Yeah, she’s my wife 

  

SC1  Your wife? 

  

M  Yeah 

  

SC1  Be a hero, man, this is your only chance to be a hero right now 

  

M  (unintelligible) 

  

SC1  You know, years from now your wife will blame you 

  

M  (unintelligible) 
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SC1  Because you didn't stand up and protect her, you didn't stand up and 
protect your children, you know this most likely will ruin your 
marriage? I mean, you're a man- 

  

M  Yeah, I know 

  

SC1  … you're supposed to defend your children 

  

M  I know, I know everything, but something main, main thing is 
physical, financial is very problem because I come (unintelligible) 

  

SC1  Yeah, but you know what you're doing, your, that's called child 
sacrifice, you're sacrificing your child so you could be financially 
better off, that's what people did in old times, they sacrificed their 
children so rain would come 

  

M  Yeah 

  

SC1  You know, that, so that, so the crops would grow, and you're doing 
the same thing, you're saying I'm sacrificing my child so, I have 
more money, so things would be better 

  

M  Moneys not matter, money’s not big deal, my, my son is big, I know 
everything 

  

SC1  Yeah, so why, why, what's a good reason to kill your own little 
boy? What's a good reason? Ask your father, father, what's a 
good reason when I can kill my own child 

  

M  (unintelligible) 

  

SC1  Mother, tell me when I can kill my own child, it's not a little 
thing, it's a big thing 

  

M  Yeah 
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SC1  It's like, it's like if you killed me right now, you would go to jail 
forever, you would pun-, be punished, right? 

  

M  Yeah 

  

SC1  I promise you God will punish you, because you killed your 
child, God says that, he says I hate those that shed innocent 
blood, I hate, God hates them, you know, so if, if she hasn't done 
it yet, run in there and stop her, i-if she has already killed her, her 
child, your child, then, you better repent and ask for forgiveness, 
and plead with God that he forgives you, and commit your life to 
doing right, and doing good 

  

M  So 

  

SC1  Your, your child someday will be little, and he'll tug on your 
pants- 

  

M  Yeah (unintelligible) 

  

SC1  … and say papa papa, I love you, you know 

  

M  Yeah 

  

SC1  But you're the type of man, that says, no, I'm going to kill you, 
and why, why are you going to kill him? What reason can you 
give, that it's okay for you to kill your son? Or your little girl, 
your little baby girl, you killing it 

  

M  (unintelligible) 

  

SC1  I'm right, right? 

  

M  Yeah, you’re right, I know I, you’re right, you a hundred percent 
right, I’m wrong, I know 
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SC1  Well I pl-, I plead with you, be a man, go in and help your wife, 
don't, don't let her slaughter, you know what they do? They 
actually take the baby and they rip it apart 

  

M  Yeah 

  

SC1  And it feels, it understands, ho-how, how pregnant is she, how 
many year, how many months pregnant is she? 

  

M  One month, one and a half month 

  

SC1  One, one and a half months? 

  

M  Yeah 

  

SC1  Okay, so, so it it, you could take, you can take a two-year-old 
child and show ‘em a picture, um, a six week, um, baby, in the 
womb, and ask that child what is that, and she'll say it's a baby, 
even little kids, how do we grow up to be men, and drive our 
women to kill our children, how do- how does that happen, man? 
Where, where has things gone so wrong? 

  

M  Okay (unintelligible) I talk to 

  

SC1  Go 

  

M  Okay thank you 

  

SC1  Go, I'll pray for you, man, hurry, walk fast, be a man of God, a hero, 
brother, go, quick 

  

SC1  You change your decision? 

  

M  Yeah 

  

SC1  So no abortion? 
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M  No (unintelligible) 

  

SC1  No abortion? 

  

M  No 

  

SC1  Yeah, all right man, give me a hug, brother 

  

M  Thank you 

  

SC  Good job, man 

  

M  Thank you 

  

SC1  Hey, you could have a baby, all right, that's good 

  

M  Thank you (unintelligible) what’s your name? 

  

SC1  My name is Todd 

  

M  Todd, ah 

  

SC1  Yeah I thank God for you, man, do you see? I was talking to this, 
this beautiful woman here, and she thinks we're kind of giving 
people a hard time, right, and judging ‘em 

  

Woman 1  I mean, you (unintelligible) 

(W1) 

  

SC1  But we saved a baby 

  

W1  (unintelligible) 
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SC1  But, man, so your wife is happy I bet 

  

M  Yeah (unintelligible) 

  

SC1  She, what, she's gonna be happy, she's gonna look at you as a hero 

  

M  Yeah 

  

SC1  She's gonna, she's, she’s gonna say we went in the abortion clinic, 
and my husband saved you 

  

M  I have two kids (unintelligible) I have two, one is uh fifteen and 
eleven, two, I have two sons 

  

SC1  Good job man, I'm so proud of you, you know, I was so proud of 
you 

  

SC1  (unintelligible) good man 

  

M  Thank you 

  

SC1  What was your name? 

  

M  Babu 

  

SC1  Babu? All right, yeah, well thank you man, well, I'd li- I’d love to 
love to meet your wife, you know, so, an-and when you come out 
I'd love to say good job, thank you 

  

M  (unintelligible) 

  

SC1  ‘Cause God’ll bless your decision, man 

  

M  Yeah, eh 
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SC1  And, and you can sleep at night 

  

M  Yeah, I cannot, last night I cannot sleep 

  

SC1  Yeah 

  

M  Because I work all night, I uh, last night I could barf all night, no 
sleep, still down, just coming here 

  

SC1  Yeah, yeah 

  

M  Errh 

  

SC1  And God is good, man, God will bless you 

  

SC1  Thank you, thank you 

  

M  I appreciate you 

  

SC1  Thank you, I appreciate you too 

  

SC1  Good job, good job, I’m very proud of you 

  

Woman 2  Thank you 

(W2) 

  

SC1  You will have a beautiful baby, you will have a beautiful baby, I'm 
so proud of you guys, God is good, what a good guy huh? 

  

W2  (unintelligible) my husband 

  

SC1  He's a good guy, comes in and saves the day, it's what he did, he 
came in and saved the day 
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Sidewalk counselor 2 This is for you all, it's not much, just a little like, baby bag 

(SC2)  so, we um, we got like a little, yeah it’s just a few things in here it’s 
not a whole lot (unintelligible) 

  

SC1  Good job 

  

SC2  Congratulations on your baby 
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Appendix D: Transcript 4 

Video: “Heartwarming: Baby Saved!” 

URL: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=YFWaEawXJ_0&ab_channel=ApologiaStudios  

  

Sidewalk counselor If you folks are here today for an abortion, please come talk to me, 
(SC)   we'll help you, before, during and after you give birth, I'm from   

First Baptist Church at Briar, our church stands ready to help you, 
if you're here for an abortion consultation, if you're here for an 
abortion you're actually committing a crime today, sir, is your 
girlfriend here for an abortion today? 

  

Man  I don’t know 

(M) 

  

SC  Birth control? 

  

M  (unintelligible) 

  

SC  Birth control? 

  

M  I think so 

  

SC  You think so? 

  

M  Yeah (unintelligible) 

  

SC  Why don’t you come over f-, why don’t you come over for a minute, 
I'll turn this off 

  

SC  So you’re just here for birth control? 

  

M  I don’t know, that’s my cousin, I have two daughters already 

  

SC  You do? 
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M  Yeah, I just brought her over here to see (unintelligible) 

  

SC  Okay, so you don't know why she's here 

  

M  No, she doesn’t wanna tell me honestly 

  

SC  Well, probably what's going on, just so you know what they do here, 
uh this is an abort-, mainly abortion clinic, they do the, do some 
birth control 

  

M  (unintelligible) I searched it up 

  

SC  Oh you did? 

  

M  Yeah, so that kind of popped up in my head, but I kind of don’t 
wanna ask her, cause- 

  

SC  She’s your- 

  

M  … well I asked her- 

  

SC  Yeah 

  

M  … but she doesn’t wanna fully tell me 

  

SC  Yeah, so probably what, so what's happened in the state of Texas is 
the state attorney general made it, uh, made a mandate, and the 
governor, they made a mandate, that says that they're not supposed 
to be doing abortions while the coronavirus- 

  

M  (unintelligible) 

  

SC  ... thing is on, so, an abortionist is here, he's in the ba- we see his 
car is, his car is here in the back, and so, we know that he is here, 
now we don't know whether he’s doing abortions or not, but um, 
uh, basically, uh it's about to go to the Supreme Court, and so today 
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anyway they're not supposed to be doing ‘em, so, I would encourage 
you, are you a Christian? You got a cross around your neck 

  

M  Yeah 

  

SC  Yeah? So you-are you, like, where do you go to church 

  

M  Uh, well I’m from Terrell 

  

SC  Okay, where do you go out there? 

  

M  Uh, there’s this small little church, uh, what’s it called, it's um 
(unintelligible) 

  

SC  It’s just a little church? 

  

M  Yeah it’s a family, like, some guy that goes, well we have a 
business 

  

SC  Mhm 

  

M  We have a family business 

  

SC  Mhm 

  

M  So he showed up there (unintelligible) 

  

SC  Oh okay 

  

M  (unintelligible) he just invited us, I went once, I haven’t been to 
church in like three years 

  

SC  Yeah 
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M  (unintelligible) 

  

SC  All right 

  

SC  Hey man, hey, bring her over, man 

  

M  We’re going home 

  

SC  Are you going home? 

  

M  Yeah 

  

SC  Why? 

  

M  (unintelligible) 

  

SC  She’s not doing it? Dude, are you serious? 

  

M  Yeah 

  

SC  So what’s she doing, going back in to get something? 

  

M  No, she’s going to tell them to take her off the list, ‘cause they 
already have a list of people (unintelligible) 

  

SC  Dude, really? What'd you say to her? 

  

M  I just told her to think about it 

  

SC  Yeah? 

  

M  Well I didn’t even say anything, I just told her to think about it 
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SC  You really? 

  

M  Oh yeah  

  

SC  Wow 

  

M  So 

  

SC  Wow dude, hey 

  

M  Now I’m going home 

  

SC  Give me some knuckles man, hey, come here, come here, come 
here, so, here's my email, all right, um, and, this is the church I go 
to, right, with our church number, but that's my email, so look, if 
you guys need, and I mean this man, if you guys need anything, at 
all, just send me an email, all right, or call the church, and tell ‘em 
you talked to the guy, you know, at the clinic? 

  

M  Yeah 

  

SC  And we will help, it'll be our, it’ll be an honor, it's not like, that you 
guys would be, like we would look at it like uh, you know here's 
just, we would be more like, yes we get to help somebody 

  

M  Okay 

  

SC  So, that's how we are, all right? 

  

M  (unintelligible) 

  

SC  So man, take that, and you got my contact, that's a gospel message 
in there, just a straight-up gospel message, and so, um, you know if 
you're familiar with Church you've probably heard a lot of that 
before but, yeah, when we do, we-we really do care, about you guys, 
what's her name? 
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M  Her name is (unintelligible) 

  

SC  Man, good job, man, I mean all you gotta do sometimes is talk to 
somebody and say hey, you know 

  

M  Uh yeah I got two daughters, so, just I know, and- 

  

SC  Yeah 

  

M  … the m-, their mother lo- actually lost two of ‘em 

  

SC  Uh-huh 

  

M  So yeah I kinda know what you- 

  

SC  Hey 

  

M  … I, I, I thought it was just a woman’s clinic, until I (unintelligible) 

  

SC  Well, that's the thing, right? Like that's, that's how they market it, 
well man, it's nice talking t-, I, yeah if you guys, anything man, call, 
email, whatever is easiest for you, text, whatever 

  

M  Okay 

  

SC  And um, you know just let us know what it is, Terre-, Terrell I mean, 
I actually know some folks out that way too 

  

M  Yeah? 

  

SC  So, like, you know if it's not me I can like get it to you through them 
or something 

  

M  (unintelligible) 
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SC  Yeah man  

  

M  Yeah (unintelligible) 

  

SC  All right man, God bless, yeah 

  

SC  So you're gonna keep that baby? 

  

Woman  I don't know 

(W) 

 

SC  I think you should, and if you want it ever like adopted out, that guy 
right over there, will adopt your baby, that guy with a camera there, 
he’d adopt your baby, I was just talking to him about it, I have other 
friends that would too 

  

W  (unintelligible) 

  

SC  I’m gonna give you what I gave-, so that you have one okay? 

  

W  Okay 

  

SC  Um, it's got, I'm the pastor of missions at this church, that's my 
email, (unintelligible) got my phone number 

  

W  Okay 

  

SC  Okay? If you keep your baby, and I- please keep your baby, that's 
what I'm saying, we will help you, before, during, and after, your 
pregnancy, whatever you need, anything, so if it's money, you need 
a place to go, you need anything, we will help you, our church 
wouldn't look at it like uh that (unintelligible) needs help, that 
stinks, we don't wanna help her, it would be more like, yes we want 
to help (unintelligible), so, please, keep your baby, and uh l-, 
here, think about this, I got five kids, you have any other kids? 
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W  No 

  

SC  Okay, so this would be kinda, different huh? How old are you? 

  

W  Nineteen 

  

SC  Oh wow, yeah I got married when I was nineteen, so I kind of, so, 
I know it's hard, I'm not saying it's easy, but, I have a three-year-old 
right now at home, and when I come home from something like this, 
she runs to the door, and she says daddy, and she jumps up in my 
arms and hugs me, now I'll tell you something I know it can be hard, 
sometimes, but I've never seen God, abandon somebody, who 
makes a choice to keep their baby 

  

W  (unintelligible) 

  

SC  You know? And so what I'm saying to you, is if we could help you 
with that, we- it would like, um be like the highlight of our year, 
you know what I'm saying? So, we care about you and I know we've 
never met you and it might seem weird, but uh, and I know you're 
out in Terrell? 

  

W  Yes 

  

SC  Is that right? It doesn't matter, like, I've got friends out that way that 
do these kinds of things too, so, there's people that’ll adopt, but I, I 
would encourage you to keep that baby, because, uh there's a, are 
you a Christian? 

  

W  Yes 

  

SC  Okay so you've heard the term Jehovah Jireh? Ever hear that? 
Sometimes it's in songs 

  

W  I think so yeah 
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SC  It means God will provide, okay, and sometimes God uses people, 
and so, if we could be the people that help, then for us that would 
be an honor, it would be a joy, and a blessing, so, my f- email, he's 
got my phone number, phone number for the church, address for the 
church and the website, this is also a gospel message, so, let me ask 
you real quickly, what, if you were gonna tell somebody what the 
gospel is what would you say? Like how does somebody get right 
with God 

  

W  I don’t know but I think (unintelligible) this, because I know, God’s 
decisions, and I know the Bible and I know what they say about 
abortions, so (unintelligible) fifty, forty percent, yeah 

  

SC  Yeah? 

  

W  I’m not a hundred percent sure yet 

  

SC  Well, I would beg you, you know as, as a Christ-, as somebody 
who's grown up in the church, you know, Bib- the Bible says you 
shall not kill 

  

W  Yeah 

  

SC  And um, God, it says that God hates the hands that shed innocent 
blood, and so, why would you wanna get rid of the baby, what's 
your thinking along that line?  

  

W  I don’t think I’m ready to, it is my firstborn and I, I don’t know how 
to be a mom, I don’t know how (unintelligible) gonna be like 

  

SC  Sure 

  

W  I have my future (unintelligible) I was going to college, I was- 

  

SC  Mhm 

  

W  … gonna do a lot of things, and (unintelligible) stopped me, and 
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SC  Well what, you know, I have a friend, uh, who is in his early 
twenties, his wife, uh has a baby at home, two years old, and she 
just gave birth to another baby and she just graduated with her 
bachelor's degree, now, do you have a husband or a boyfriend who 
would marry y- 

  

W  Boyfriend 

  

SC  Okay, is he gonna like commit or what 

  

W  Oh yeah 

  

SC  You think so? 

  

W  Yeah but- 

  

SC  He’s a good guy? 

  

W  … I don’t actually wanna get married- 

  

SC  Why? 

  

W  … I don’t wanna be married so soon 

  

SC  But you’re a Christian 

  

W  Yes, but, it was a, I won’t say it was a mistake but, we took care 
of it  

  

SC  Uh-huh 

  

W  We were like, protecting 

  

SC  Mhm 
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W  Some things were not (unintelligible) 

  

SC  Right 

  

W  (unintelligible) but, I don’t wanna get, married, what if it, it 
doesn’t work 

  

SC  But should you kill a, a ba-, co-should-should you kill a baby for 
that? No, I mean you know that, I know it's hard, but we will help 
you, and you can still go to college, I mean we will help you, I 
mean it 

  

W  (unintelligible) 

  

SC  Like we will, we will get help for you, I promise you that, so, 
um, you don't have to, you don't have to kill your baby, and I'm 
begging you not to kill your baby, that's what I'm doing, I'm just 
begging you not to do that, um, we will help you, no matter what 

  

W  Okay 

  

SC  That's my promise to you, and um, he's got my number, so, do 
you want my number? 

  

W  Uh, I can get it from him 

  

SC  You get it from him, all right 

  

W  I can get it from him 

  

SC  You can get it from him my email’s right there, but uh, you know 
please, uh and you can test us on this I invite you to test us on 
this and see if we won't do it, and if God won't provide, for you, 
I, uh and uh, I would encourage you look, you know that, sex 
outside of marriage is sin 
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W  Yeah 

  

SC  Right? 

  

W  Yeah 

  

SC  But you don't wanna add, a sin on top of another sin, adding the 
sin of murder on top of the sin of fornication, right? I mean, the-
the Bible says not everyone who says that they're a Christian is 
really a Christian, Jesus says that, right? I would encourage you, 
I had to do this, I was a pastor and I wasn't a Christian, so I'm not 
judging you, I'm saying this was me, I thought I was good, but, 
you know when you start seeing patterns in people's lives just, 
the Bible invites us to examine ourselves, and a great place to do 
that is in the book of First John, so if you look at uh one John, 
you know it's a short book, five chapters, that's a good thing to 
read, um, and, if you need help with that too, you know as far as 
you walk with Christ, we're also available for that, we’re-we 
want to serve (unintelligible) and we want to see you keep the 
baby, so I know you're kind of unsure, but I-I hope you'll go from 
f-that forty to, what’d you say sixty percent- 

  

W  (unintelligible) 

  

SC  … or whatever, to a hundred percent, because this baby is real, 
that's a real human, you were once in your mom's womb, and that 
baby can, you know, it's human life, you-you shouldn't kill it, um, 
you should let it, let your son or your daughter live, and we will 
help you 

  

W  Okay 

  

SC  Okay? 

  

W  Yeah, I will call you if I need an-any help 

  

SC  Please, yeah it's a lot of times people don't- 
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W  Yeah 

  

SC  … you know I know, they just need to be reminded sometimes 
(unintelligible) praying for you okay? 

  

W  Thank you 

  

SC  All right God bless you 

  

W  God bless you 
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