
U.N. ABORTION AGENDA STOPPED
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Vatican Representative Archbishop Renato Martin ieadstheattackIn Cairo to keep abortion
on demand out of the family planning measures of the U.N. Population Conference.

By Rep. Christopher H.Smith

The real story of a major pro-life victory at the
recent United Nations population control confer
ence held in Cairo is yet untold.

After months of scheming, plotting and arm-
twisting— and packing the conference with a le
gion of Planned Parenthoodoperatives —the Clin
ton Administration and its allies suffered a stun
ning defeat in their attempt to impose abortion on
demand on the rest of the world.

The hnal conference document, called Pro
gramme of Action, was all things considered a re
markable victory for global pro-life forces and the
100 countries throughout the world that proiecl tho
lives of their unborn children.

Led by a highly skilled and tenacious Vatican
delegation, dozens of African, Central and South
American countries joined Muslim states to resist
abortion lobby bullying, despite vigorous opposi
tion From the Clinton delegation at preparatory
meeiings in NewYork and Cairo,

The final conference document affirmed all na
tions' "sovereignty" to protect and cherish tlie pre
cious lives of unborn babies, and said that "in no
case should abortion be promoted as a method of
family plarming."

This consensus language, which even the U.S.
reluctantly swallowed in the end. is identicalto the
wording won in Mexico City in 1984 under then-
President Ronald Reagan.

EXPOKllNG AHUmUlilJ kbiiUHi)
Let there be no mistake about it. This anti-

abortion policy wasn't in the Clinton script for
Cairo. The StateDepartment in March underscored
the extreme pro-abortion position the U.S. was
promotingin an "action cable" sent to every U.S.
ambassador and envoy abroad.

The cable directed U.S. officials to lobby for
eigngovernments forlegal abortion,noting:

"A comprehensive strategy begins with the
need to ensure universal access to family planning
and related reproductive health services, including
access to safe abortion. The United States believes
Aat access to safe, legal and voluntary abortion is a
ifundameptal rightof allwomen ... ihe UnitedStates
'dele'gadori'wilfalso be working for stronger lan
guage on the importance of access to abortionser

vices."
It is sad but true that the United States has one

of the most permissive abortion policies in the
world, forced on us not by the legislativeactions of
the U.S. Congressor even the Executive Branch,but
decreed byihe U.S. Supreme Courtin the now infa
mous 1973 Roe u Wade decision.

That decision nullified the legal personhood of
an unborn baby at any time prior to birth.
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Tragic Resuus At Home
The nightmarish results since then have been

emotionally and physically scarred mothers — the
walking wounded desperately inneedofreconcilia
tion — and more than 30 million dead children; a
national scandal.

Every yearmore than 140,000 women are bru
tally raped, a300-percent increase in thenumber of
rapes since the legalization of abortion. Incidents
of child abuse and neglect have risen approxi
mately 400 percent since legalization of abortion
and. In like manner, spousal abuse has skyrocketed
over the past two decades.

Every year approximately 25,000 people are
murdered in the United States — a substantial in
crease in the heinous crime from the days when life
was protected. And violence of abortion itselfhas
shot up. Every year more than 1.5 million unborn
children are killed by abortion — one child's life ex
terminated every 20 seconds.

Under presidents Ueagan and Bush, thepro-life
movement was making incremental gains in re-es
tablishingprotectionsfor the unborn. The election

of iiill Clinton, however, was a major victory for the
"culture of death."

President Clinton is trying to force U.S. taxpay
ers to pay for abortion on demand at any time be
fore birth, as part of his health care reform. He is
trying to expand the number ofabortionclinics.

The president is using the federal bureaucracy
ti) accelerate the importation of the l-rcnch abor
tion drug RU-4a6. He has. by presidential decree,
reversed the long-standing policy protecting live
unborn babies from dangerous experimentation
and fetal tissue transplantation.

Uill Clinton's full-court press in Cairo not only
failed to establish a "fundamental" global right to
abortion, but triggered a serious backlasii against
the goverimient of the United States.

Hardball tactics employed by the Clintonites
were deeply resented in the developing world
where family is revered and children are seen as
blessings to be cherished, not burdens to be eradi
cated. The Cairo results call into cjuestion Amer
ica's moral leadership, prestige and basic ethics.

The push for globiJ abortion ondemand, with
President Bill Clinton taking the lead. Is an omi
nous turn from a decade ago — and smacks of cul
tural imperialism. The rich nations of the worldare
seeking to imposea crueldoctrineon the emerging
democraciesand developingcountires.This "doc
trine" treats babies as burdens rather than as bless
ings. and the policy treatschildren as a kindofpol
lution rather than as bearers of solutions to the
challenges posed byenvironmental degradation.

Despite this, the pro-abortion movement did
make some inroads. The conference gave legiti
macy to abortion for the first time.

This contradicts numerous U.N. and regional
human rightscovenantsthat regard protectionsfor
the unborn childas basichuman ri^ts. Article 4 of
the American Convention on Human Rights stales,
"Every person has the right to have his life re
spected. This right shallbe protected bylaw, andin
general from the moment ofconception."

Even the 1989 U.N. Convention on the Rights of
the Childacknowledges that "the child, by reason of
his physical and mental immaturity, needs special
safeguards and care, including appropriate legal
protection,before as wellas afterbirth."

The billions of dollars in pledges required to
carry out the priorities of the Cairo Conference put
the very survival ofan entiregeneration ofchildren
at risk. Some of the world's richest aiid most pow
erful elitists think there are just too many people
walking around, and they are proposingdraconian
steps to rid the planet—onceand forall—of big
families and hundreds of millions of litde children.

Tiil tkiui
Abortion on demand is being touted as a

means of thinning the herd, as if human beings
were cattle or deer. Children are not anirnals, but
preciousgiftsfromAlmighty God. The Cairo men
tality absolutely devalues, devastates and dehu
manizes unborn babies of all races, colors and gen
ders. The Cairo Conference had the potential to
alterpublic attitudes to say"Children are no longer
welcomeon planet Earth."We can't let that happen.

Cairo could have been a watershed event for
the abortion rights movement. It was not.

Still, no one doubts that President Clinton's
well-oiled population-control machine will con
tinue to "push the envelope" at future U.N. confer
ences in Copenhagenand Beijing. Nor is there any
doubt that U.S. taxpayers will be forced to subsidize
a portion of theenormous new population control
funding goalsestablished in Cairo.

Nor will friends of the family and vulnerable
unborn children be lax, uninformed or unprepared
to meet the challenge.

Congressman Christopher H. Smith (R-NJ) was
an official observer at the U.N. Conference on Popu
lation and Development in Cairo,Egypt.*


