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Bush Vears Right with Wrong
Decison on UNFPA

by Brian Dixon, Diector of Goverment Relations

Frst Lady Laura Bush sad last year that
“the fight against terroriam is afight for the
rights and dgnity of women.”

Few agendies are doing as much to win
that fight as the United Naions Population
Fund (UNFPA). The Fund led a glabd effort to
provide crucid reproductive hedth care and
family planning services to women in refugee
camps in and out of Afghanistan. In fact,
Secetay of State Colin Powell prai sed
UNFRswak in Afghanistan and provided an
emegency grant of $600,000. President Bush
requested that Congress provide UNFPA with
$25 million in 202. Congress voted to give
them even more: $34 million.

From the refugee criss in Afghanidan to
the scourge of femde genitd mutilation, from
efforts to ensure trained medica asd stance for
pregnant women to providng contraceptives
for hedth centers thraughout the develgping
world, UNFPA has along recod of success
UNFR hasd s been the key force in ensuring
that wamen have the ability to choose thenum-
ber and gacingof their children.

Reneging on a Promise

In ashocking and disastrous policy
reversd, though, President George W. Bush
annauncad that the U.S. wauld no longer pro-
vide any funding for the life-saving and worl d-
improving work of UNFPA. The $34 million
that wes approved by large, bipartisan mgori-
ties of both houses of Congress would be
pemanentlywithheld.

The administration damed it was doing
so0 because UNFPA supports Chinds coercive
population pdicies While thereis much evi-
dence that the Chinese government hasindeed
engaged in coercion in its population pro-
gram, there is no evidence that UNFPA has
paticipated in, or supported, any coercive
practices. In fact, numerousfact-finding
teams, including one appointed by President
Bush himsdf, have found that UNFPA works

to diminate coercion in Chindsprogam and
to devd op programs that give women choices
in family planning.

Bushsfact-finding team retumed from its
visit to UNFPA's China program and recom
mended tha the United Sates continue its
funding. But Bush ignored therecommenda
tion because asmdl, but vocal, group of reli-
gious conservaives have long opposed UNFRA
and any agency that works to provide women
with family planning information and contra-
ceptives. These effortsare led by Congressman
Chris Smith (R-NJ) and the Population
Reseah Inditute—both with gellar fa-right
credentials. Smith once cdled birth control
pills “baby pesticides,” and PRI's president
described contraceptives as “offensive to
humean dignity.” Together with other individu-
ds and arganizations, they waged war to end
funding for the agency. In the end, Bush
canceled $34 million that Congress voted to
provide UNFPA.

Theewill beno i mprovement in therights
of women in China because of this action.
UNFR is the only voice for humen rights with-
in Chinds population program; it is the only
agency tha hashad any successin movingthe
Chinese government away from birth quotas
and targets, and it has gven Chinese women
red chaices in contr aceptive methads.

UNFPA taday warksin 3 counties within
China As part of the agreement creating the
project, China agreed to eliminate dl birth
guotss, to bar coercive practices and to allow
outsde, independent monitaring of the pro-
gramand invesigation of any claims of coer-
cdon. Asaresult,the UNFPA Chinaprogram is
the most nonitored internaiond project in
the world. Every legitimate monitoring visit
hasfound the same thing: that UNFPA is mak-
ing important strides in improving human
rightsfor Chinese women.

It is obvious that Bush's action was not
about improving human rightsin China—
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because if that were the gaal, there are far more dfec
tivemeansfor the United S atesto use. And theBush
administration has not attempted to tie increased
inteinaiond tradeto human rights. As Congressman
Joe Crowley (D-NY) noted in a speech in the United
States House of Representatives, the people who
made this decision are the same ones pushing for
incessed trade with China Crowley sad, “Its okay
for Motarola to build a factary in Chinaand employ
women, and through their factory hedth clinic share
lists with the Family Ranning Authoritieson who is
or who isn't having ababy. But [according to the
Bush administration] it'snot dkay for UNFPA towork
to educate women on their richts and eradicate coer-
con infamily planning programs.”

Andjug amonth bg ore announcing the UNFPA
decison, the Bush administration announced a pan
to provide the Chinese Minidry o Health—the very
same Minidry that provides a large percentage of the
abotions in China, the abortions that UNFPA oppo-
nents have sized on—with a nearly $15 million
grant to hdp address China's growing A IDS crisis.

Who Really Suffers

But it’s not jug wamen in Chinawho will suffer
from this disastrous decision. UNFPA works in 141
other countries to provide desperately needed ser-
vices. As aredult d this action, programsto provide
subd dized caontraceptives to couplesin rurd villages
in India will be suspended. A project to upgrade
health facilities and expand repoductive health
sewicesin Algeriawill bedd ayed.

Women araund the warld who have come torely
on UN FPA assistancewill find that ass stance gone.

Expets have estimated thatthe loss of U.S fund
ing could resultin two million additional unintended
pregnancies, 4,700 maternd deaths, the deaths of
77,000 children under age 5 and 800,000 abortions.
These are ironic results for a decision made to
gppesse abortion opponents.

The dedsion ignited a firestom o outrage ater
nearly ayear of virtua immunity from criticiam. Few
foreign policy dedisions by the Bush administration, or
any recentadminidration far that matter, have been so
blatantly based on domegtic political considerations

These consider aions overrode the support
UNFPA has from bipartisan mgoritiesin both Houses
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o ngess from Colin Powdl, and from the admin-
istrations own “fact-finding” team. In fact, UNFPAs
suppatis overwhelming.

UNFR supportersin Congress are ganning to
react swiftly upon retun to Washington. The Senate
Appopriaions Gommittee has dready goproved leg-
islation that would boost the U.S. contribution to
UNFR to $50 million and requie the Presdent to
relesseit

In the House, legislation has been introduced
tha wauld likewise ensure a contribution to UNFPA.
Passage of such legidation is crudal to enauretha
women in Chinaand everywhee d < have access to
voluntay family planning and to protect their rights
to determinewhether and when to have children.

The concern for the women o China expressed
by people like Rep. Smith and the Population
Reseah Ingitute is underwhelming. They are not
inteested in ensuring these women have access to
voluntay family planning; they are committed to
diminating the right of women to usecontraceptives

And the Bush action will do nothing to improve
the lives of women in China. It will, in fact, make
their lives—and the lives of poor women around the
world—even worse. | t punishes innocent women far
theabusesof Chinds government.

Thats unwarthy of a grest nation and needs to
be rever =d immediady.

Until Gongress acts to restoe funding to UNFPA, a group of individuals hasdecided to take matters

into their own handsand isurging 34 million Americans to send ane ddlar each to UNFPA.  If you'd
like to participate, you can send a dollar to UNFPA & 220 E. 42nd Sreet, New York, NY 10017.
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Health rkersanding outside a faily plannig clinic i haa.
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