
October 24, 2022 

 

 

City of Bowling Green 

304 North Church Street 

Bowling Green, OH 43402 

 

Re: Proposed Ordinance 9031, amending and adopting Section 39.01 of the codified ordinance 

of the City of Bowling Green, concerning unlawful discrimination 

 

Dear Council President Hollenbaugh and Members of the Bowling Green City Council: 

 

On behalf of Ohio Right to Life (ORTL), its board of directors, affiliated chapters, and 

statewide membership, we write to share our organization’s strong opposition to the proposed 

amendment to Bowling Green’s antidiscrimination ordinance. 

 

We share the Council’s genuine desire to champion women and their preborn children, but 

the proposed amendment will do the opposite. It will have a chilling effect on actual choices 

available to women. Whether intentional or not, it unfairly and unreservedly penalizes local pro-

life pregnancy resource centers and similar groups that give women a real choice and a real say 

about their futures. 

 

The amendment will force local pro-life pregnancy resource centers to employ individuals 

who oppose the organizations’ fundamental pro-life vision and mission, or risk criminal and civil 

penalties. Pregnancy resource centers exist to provide women and their families with support and 

provide certain resources, but this amendment will prevent them from fulling this mission simply 

because the organizations focus on life-affirming options available to women. This amendment is 

part of a calculated and callous effort by the ever-hungry abortion lobby to eliminate choices 

available to women by undercutting pregnancy resource centers.  

 

In addition to being morally distasteful, the proposed amendment is also unconstitutional 

– precisely because of the chilling effect it will have on pregnancy resource centers.  As written, 

the amendment violates free speech protected by the First Amendment.  The United States District 

Court for the Eastern District of Missouri recently struck down an antidiscrimination ordinance 

targeting pregnancy care centers – uncoincidentally similar to the amendment currently being 

considered here – because it violated the First Amendment.1  Like that ordinance, this amendment 

conflicts with the liberties assured by the Constitution. If passed by this Council, the amendment 

will be challenged in court by many organizations – including ours – and it will be struck down. 

 

For these reasons, we urge the Council to reject the proposed amendment. Please contact 

us with any questions and we look forward to hearing from you. 

 

 
Peter Range, 

CEO of Ohio Right to Life 

            
Mike Gonidakis, 

President of Ohio Right to Life 

 

 
1 See Our Lady’s Inn v. City of St. Louis, 349 F. Supp. 3d 805, 823 (E.D. Mo. 2018). 


