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By Jeanne E. Head, R.N.

Due to the Obama Administration’s 
radical pro-abortion agenda, the 
United Nations Commission on the 
Status of Women (CSW) again failed 
the most vulnerable women of the 
developing world.

The theme of this year’s Commission 
was “The empowerment of rural 
women and their role in poverty and 
hunger eradication, development 
and current challenges.” One would 
expect that such a theme would be 
a source of agreement rather than 
controversy.

However, the Obama Administration 
insisted on pushing its pro-abortion 
and anti-family agenda, and as a result 
the CSW failed to reach agreement 
on two major documents that should 
have called for actions and resources 
to give real help to rural women. In 
place of action, the United States 
and European Union delegations 
attempted to use the suffering and 
poverty of rural women as a tool to 
promote their ideology.

Even after negotiations went beyond 
the scheduled two weeks into a 
third week, consensus could not be 
reached on the major document of the 
meeting—“Agreed Conclusions”—
which was supposed to be promoting 
ways to help rural women get out 
of poverty. Stating that they were 
following “instructions,” the U.S. 
delegation refused to agree to the 
document unless their demands for 
controversial anti-life and anti-family 
language were met.

One of four resolutions that did 
pass during the regular sessions 
was the U.S.-sponsored maternal 
mortality resolution—“Eliminating 
maternal mortality and morbidity 

Obama Administration’s Radical Agenda Causes Failure 
at UN Commission on the Status of Women

International News

th rough the  empowerment  of 
women.” Unfortunately, rather than 
focusing on calling for actions and 
resources to make the delivery of 
their children safe, the U.S. maternal 
mortality resolution focused more on 
controversial issues and actions and 
resources to decrease the number of 
children women deliver. 

A l though  the  U .S .  c l a imed 
they wanted a non-controversial 
resolution that really focused on 
decreasing maternal mortality and 
morbidity, much of the controversial 
language was inserted by them. The 
resolution included, for example, at 
least 20 phrases containing the term 
“reproductive health” or “reproductive 
rights.” (Although no UN-negotiated 
document defines these terms to 
include a right to abortion, U.S. 
Secretary of State Hillary Clinton 
does. She testified in a congressional 
hearing that these terms do include a 
right to abortion.)

In sharp contrast, the U.S. resolution 
includes very little about providing 
women in the developing world 
(where 99% of maternal deaths occur) 
the kind of maternal health care that 
has saved the lives of women in the 
developed world for over 60 years and 
provides a safe outcome for mother 
and child. As the Holy See delegation, 
which took a strong stand throughout 
all the negotiations, pointed out in 
protest, “With regard to the present 
resolution, my delegation stresses 
that the elimination of preventable 
maternal mortality and morbidity is 
directly linked to the provision of 
adequate healthcare. What are needed 
especially are skilled birth attendants, 
prenatal and postnatal care for mother 

and child, and emergency obstetric 
care.”

The U.S. resolution had been rammed 
through without adequate negotiations 
and without proper consideration of 
the concerns delegates expressed 
relating to life and family issues. 
It was reported that, even though 
consensus was declared, it was a 
dubious consensus characterized by 
manipulation, deception, enormous 
pressure, and coercion. 

One observer reports that because 
of the way the U.S. handled the 
negotiations and passage of the U.S.-
sponsored resolution (which they 
totally controlled), many African 
and Mideast delegates were so upset 
that they stood up to the U.S. and the 
European Union during negotiations 
on the two remaining documents. As 
a result, a number of African countries 
refused to accept the unacceptable 
and decided in both cases that no 
document was better than a bad 
document.

These delegates first abandoned 
(during the regular session) their own 
resolution on preventing and treating 

HIV/AIDS because of the refusal 
of the U.S. and the European Union 
to delete or amend controversial 
language that had nothing to do with 
preventing or treating HIV/AIDS. 
Finally, in the extended session, they 
rejected the “Agreed Conclusions” 
document unless the controversial 
language was amended or deleted, 
which the U.S. refused to do.

Women in rural areas deserve less 
talk about decreasing the number of 
children they deliver and more action 
on helping them and their babies to 
live. The death of one mother in a 
rural community has a devastating 
impact on the family and the whole 
community. The loss of mothers and 
babies due to a lack of even basic 
health care and the failure to dedicate 
adequate resources to save women’s 
lives is the greatest impediment 
to eradication of poverty and to 
development in all areas.

Jeanne Head, RN, is National Right 
to Life’s vice president for international 
affairs and UN representative for 
National Right to Life.

The title of Monsignor Lisante’s 
speech is “Life, Liberty, and Other 
Things You Can’t Mandate Away.” 
Always one of the featured events 
at every convention, the Prayer 
Breakfast is an event you won’t want 
to miss. Making this Friday morning 
gathering even more enjoyable is that 
Jaime Thietten will entertain us with 
her amazing voice. Mrs. Thietten has 
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just released a new CD, “Love Along 
The Way.”

I look forward to seeing you in 
June at the convention. For more 
information, visit www.nrlconvention.
com today. Be sure to stop back often 
as it will be continually updated. See 
you at the Hyatt Regency Crystal 
City hotel! 


