Courageous organisations battle daily on our behalf to safeguard
children and parental rights from the global culture of deviancy and
death pushed by sexual obsessives. While we entrust our children to
Our Lady's maternal care and protection, this first-hand report from
the President of Family Watch International reminds us to place
our frontline soldiers of Christ under her victorious mantle as well.

Obama's Radical Sexual
Agenda at the UN

SHARON SLATER

“Quick!” said a UN delegate, grabbing my arm, “The U.S.
delegation is in the hallway trying to convince a group of delegates
from developing countries that they should accept “comprehensive
sexuality education” without recognizing the “right of parents!”

He immediately had my attention.

I 'was at the [March 9, 2012] UN Commission on Status of
Women (CSW) in New York with the FWI team trying to protect
the family and family values during this critical meeting.

Petition/Campaign to Stop the Sexualization of Children

At CSW our team, with support of youth from all around the
world, had just launched our petition campaign calling on the UN
and governments to stop the sexualization of children through
dangerous “comprehensive sexuality education” programs.

We had been aggressively lobbying delegates all week asking
nations not to accept provisions calling for “sexuality” education.
We urged them to demand that the rights of parents to guide the
sex education for their children be recognized in the three main
documents under negotiation, one on combatting HIV/AIDs,
one on preventing maternal mortality and the main document
negotiated at CSW every year called “Agreed Conclusions.”

The schedule had been gruelling, especially for developing
nations that only had one delegate to cover the negotiations on each
ofthe three documents. It was literally impossible for such countries
to keep up. We know because we stayed up many of those nights
analyzing the latest drafts, which were complicated and deceptive
in the ways they tried to promote an anti-family agenda.
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Obama Administration Blocks Provisions
Recognizing Parental Rights, Religious and Cultural Values

Negotiations on the maternal mortality resolution were being
completely controlled by the U.S, since it was their original
resolution to begin with. But to everyone’s surprise, the U.S.
unilaterally stopped the negotiations. They then produced a new
text which was supposed to be a compromise text. While the text
still contained most of the controversial anti-family elements
like paragraphs calling for “sexuality education” for children
and “reproductive rights” for both women and girls, they had
removed the key provisions calling for recognition of parental
rights and respect for national sovereignty and religious and
cultural values.

The U.S. arrogantly refused to put these provisions back
in, clearly showing the Obama administration’s contempt for
parental rights, religious and cultural values, and displaying great
disrespect for the positions and views of many other member
countries.

Fortunately for me, due to lack of space, the UN had kicked
the delegates out of the room where nations had been engaged in
intense closed negotiations on this U.S.-led resolution, ostensibly

aimed at preventing maternal mortality. The reality was that the .

resolution appeared to be just an excuse to promote the radical
feminist agenda internationally to appease Obama’s supporters.

Laurie Phipps was the lead negotiator for the U.S. delegation,
and as I came upon her in the hallway she was explaining in a very
patronizing way to delegates from developing countries why the
“right” of parents did not need to be mentioned in the paragraphs
regarding sexuality education and a “right” to sex education.

I was fuming.

I pushed my way through the delegates and challenged her
exclaiming that the majority of Americans firmly believe that
parents have the “right” to guide the education of their children
and that she was abusing her mandate to represent the American
people. I exclaimed that the Universal Declaration on Human
Rights also recognizes this “right” of parents and that what she
was doing was wrong and she was not representing the views of
the American people.

She was taken aback and finally asked me what delegation I was
with. Ttold her I'was an American citizen and that Americans would
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be ashamed of what she was doing. She demanded that I l'eave
telling me that was interrupting “intergovemment.al” negotiations.
While I backed off, I continued listening from a distance.

Promoting Abortion Under the Guise of Reproductive Ri.gl_lts

Ms. Phipps then began to tell the delegates in her patronizing
voice, as if she were speaking to school children, that she had no
idea why people were saying that “reproductive rights” included
abortion because clearly they did not and that it was very important
to have such a reference in the document.

It was all I could do to restrain myself from challenging her
again. Instead, I waited until she was done and as the delegates
walked away I informed them that Ms. Phipps was intentionally
misrepresenting the facts because she knew full well tha? her
boss, U.S. Secretary of State Hillary Clinton, in a Congressional
hearing admitted that the Obama administration considegs even
the weaker term, “reproductive health,” to include abortion, let
alone “reproductive rights.”

U.S. Coercion and Manipulation Achieves “Consensus”

I'had also overheard Ms. Phipps firmly say there was no chance
for any further changes to the maternal mortality resolution despite
the fact that numerous controversial provisions remained. It was
clear that the U.S. was going to coerce the developing countries
(and it is now common to blackmail them with the threat of
withdrawal of aid money), to get “consensus” on their highly
controversial resolution.

A number of delegations were extremely upset by the U.S.
manipulation and strong-arm tactics. Caught off guard by the U.S.
actions, African nations whose lone delegates were overwhelmed
with the other negotiations going on, especially their own
resolution under negotiation to combat HIV/AIDS, were unable’to
stop the U.S. from declaring consensus on the maternal mortality
document. My guess is many counties did not even have a chance
to read the document before it was adopted. This certainly did not
improve the way that much of the world views the U.S. .

In reality there was no consensus on the radical provisions in
the document, and a number of African countries subsequently
withdrew their co-sponsorship from it. .

One African delegate was so angry he said he was going to go
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to accept controversial anti-family provisions in the HIV/AIDS
resolution, especially after it became quite clear that the U.S. and
the European countries were bent on using the HIV resolution to
promote sexual rights and especially the LGBT agenda.

In fact, I think it was the last straw when the EU proposed
a provision promoting the controversial International Guidelines
on HIV/AIDS and Human Rights. This. awful document says
that to combat AIDS, nations must legalize same-sex marriage,

W back to his country and write articles and do press conferences
]| to let his people know thgt what is coming out of the UN is not
[ | consensus but rathe'r policy made by manipulation, blackmail,
cocercion and deception. He reported having been shoved out of
| H”u the way by a U.S. delegate as he was trying to explain to a fellow
Il African delegate how harmful comprehensive sexuality education
i 1s and why it needed to be opposed.

Holy See Delegate Calls the U.S. to Account

for Promoting Agendas that Hurt Women and Children

These excerpts from the official statement of the delegate
from the Holy See upon the adoption of the U.S. resolution on
maternal mortality seem to eloquently capture the feelings of
many delegations:

“My delegation notes with grave concern various agendas

which were being advanced during the negotiations regarding

so-called “reproductive rights . .. ,”

“Language contained with the ICPD Programme of Action
afﬁ.rms respect for religious and ethical values. Regrettably, the
main sponsor failed to allow a Pparagraph to affirm these principles
which respect conscience and the freedom of religion ... ”

“It is the sacred and solemn responsibility of parents to
care for their children and no one — including the state —

[the US] of the text to not recognize the prior and primary
responsibilities, rights, and duties of parents regarding their
ch11dren, is disrespectful of the nature of marriage and the
family and undermines international law...”

“Thp advancement of an agenda which promotes “sex
education” and artificial contraception to children, and
completely disregards their parents’involvement, is antithetical
to the role of the state which has the responsibility to promote
the common good of the family and society... ”

U.S/EU Exploit AIDS Pandemic to Promote Sexual Rights
E ortunately for those of us who want to protect the family and
family values the U.S. shenanigans and manipulations on the
matemal mortality document began to backfire. The developing
countries had had quite enough of the U.S. bullying and refused
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abortion, prostitution and comprehensive sexuality education
for children. Please note that the U.S. delegation also announced
in their briefing that they were supporting the reference to these
controversial guidelines yet again.

African Countries Refuse to Back Down

The resolution to combat HIV/AIDS became stacked with
controversial U.S. and EU proposals that actually promote the
destigmitization of the highest risk behaviours for spreading AIDS.
The African and Islamic delegates were so upset with the way the
U.S. handled the maternal mortality resolution that thankfully,
they did the almost unthinkable — they stood up to the U.S. and the
EU. They refused to accept the provisions promoting sexual rights
which included comprehensive sexuality education for children.
They refused to come to consensus even though it meant that their
own resolution was thrown out. I think everyone was in shock.

U.S. Obsessive Focus on Sexual Rights Ruins Negotiations

By that time, delegations had to focus on the main document
“Agreed Conclusions.” The African voting bloc, feeling the
power they had to refuse the demands of the developed countries,
continued to strongly refuse to accept the unacceptable. They
determined again that no document was better than a bad
document and made it clear that they would no longer be bullied
by the Western countries and especially by the U.S.

In the end it was the U.S. that ruined the main CSW document,
which was supposed to have the objective of helping rural women
overcome poverty. The U.S. had again tried to turn that document
into a radical feminist document and were refusing to recognize
the “right” of parents, demanding sexuality education and also
demanding language promoting “modern contraceptive methods”
and multiple references calling for “access” to contraceptives.
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The U.S. delegates also refused to allow the reference to
“reproductive rights” to be placed in a context that would limit its
meaning to make it hard for it to be used to promote abortion. They
said they had “instructions” not to come to consensus unless all of
their demands were met. So in the end the main document had to be
thrown out too, all because of the U.S. obsessive focus on sexual rights.

CSW 2012: A True Victory for the Family

All in all CSW was a great pro-family victory because the
developing countries, especially the African Group, stood up to the
U.S. and the EU when it really counted, not just in a statement but
in action — refusing to accept the unacceptable. This will put them
in a position of strength in the future as everyone will now know
they mean business when they say they can’t accept something.

Some people wonder why the U.S. is losing  popularity
worldwide. Could it possibly be because internationally, the
Obama Administration is pushing initiatives to advance a radical
sexual rights agenda that they would never dare push in the U.S.?
Remember, President Obama recently issued a directive to U.S.
embassies and agencies saying that the U.S priority is to promote
LGBTrights even in countries like Pakistan, and in African countries
with the highest HIV rates. At CSW we saw firsthand how the Obama
Administration is clearly making enemies right and left by trying
to force a radical sexual rights agenda on the developing world.

Benedict and Barack

The Pope and Obama are on the same stage in Yankee Stadium
in front of a huge crowd.

The Pope leans towards Mr. Obama and said, "Do you know
that with one little wave of my hand I can make every person in
this crowd go wild with joy? This joy will not be a momentary
display, but will go deep into their hearts and they'll forever
speak of this day and rejoice!"

Obama replied, "I seriously doubt that! With one little wave of
your hand... Show me!"

So the Pope backhanded him and knocked him off the stage!

AND THE CROWD ROARED & CHEERED WILDLY

- and there was happiness throughout the land!
- AMEN!
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