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PLANNED PARENTHOOD EMBARKS ON NEW CAMPAIGNS
Group Targets Europeans And Africans

“Using strongly anti-religious language,the European
branchof the InternationalPlannedParenthood~edera-
tion (IPPF)hasrecentlyissueda documenentitled'Why
We Needto Talk aboutAbortion,” reportedthe Catholic
FamilyandHumanRightsInstitute(C-FAM). Thedocu-
mentcalls for the legalizationof abortionthroughouthe
EuropearUnion (EU). Eachmembercountryis giventhe
responsibilityfor makingit happenbut IPPF-Europés
notwilling towait. It hasdemandedhattheEU Commis-
sionandthe EuropearParliamentctto “drive theissues
forward” and“keepthemhighonthepoliticalagenda.”

” In an article titled, “International Planned

ParenthoodFederation Launchesa New

Abortion Campaign in Europe,” Maciej
g Golubiewskireportedthat the IPPF-Europe

documentlauds the EuropeanParliament
Golubiewski and the Council of Europefor issuingtwo
pro-abortion reports in recent years. The document
qguotesfrom the EuropeanParliament’s“Van Lancker
Report,”which calls for unrestrictedabortion“rights” in
everyEU country.

e

IPPF-Europes targetingeU’s primarily Catholicstates
of Ireland, Malta, Poland,Portugal,and Slovakiawhere
women are faced with “no other option than forced
pregnancy’unlessthey want to risk their lives through
illegal abortionor to travelabroado haveit. ‘Unplanned
pregnancyis portrayedasa‘shock,’ leadingto ‘clear-cut
panic.” An abortedlife is equatedto an exerciseof a
woman’sright‘to choose...,”Golubiewskireported.

The IPPF-Europe paper exemplifies what pro-life
activists have long known; the pro-abortionstrategyof
linking the Pro-Life Movementwith religion helpspro-
mote abortion.“This is an appealto religious bigotry,”
said DouglasR. Scaott, Jr., presidentof Life Decisions
International. “Unfortunately, employing religious big-
otry anda ‘do not force your beliefson others’mentality
cangoalongwayin muchof Europe.”

ThedocumentriticizesSlovakiafor letting doctorsclaim
“conscientiousobjection” sotheyarenot forcedto com-
mit abortions‘IPPF hasclearlytakensidesin thedebate
aboutreligiousfreedomin Europe,”Golubiewskisaid.

Includedin thelPPF-Europelocuments asectioncalled
“Every abortionhasastory.” A strategyoftenusedby the
PlannedParenthoodrederatiorof America,thesections
a collectionof storiesof womenwho supposedlgxperi-
encedan unwantedpregnancyOnestoryis of a Slovak
woman who abortedher child and was subsequently
chastisedby a RomanCatholicpriestat Mass.The story
endswith the woman’sCatholichusbandeavingher. Of
course thereis no evidenceprofferedto supportthis or
anyotherclaim. Still, it serveghelargerpurposeGener-
ally, it instills anti-religioussentimentMore specifically,
it evokesananti-ChristiarresponseAnd evenmorespe-
cifically, anti-Catholicfervoris generated.

In an article titled, “IPPF and UNFPA Ramping Up
Abortion Campaignsin Africa,” C-FAM’s Samantha
Singsonshowedthat pro-abortionforcesarenot limiting
their effortsto Europe.“In abid to makeabortionwidely
legalin Africa,” shereports]PPFandthe UnitedNations
PopulationFund(UNFPA) “have beenworking diligent-
ly atthe African Union (AU) for a continent-widestrate-
gy thatdelivers'sexualandreproductivenealthservices,’
including‘safeabortion.”

Singsonreportedthat the two rabidly
pro-abortiongroupshave beenmed-
dling in Africa for a long time. She
said IPPF and UNFPA have been
“key players” in drafting and pro-
f motingthe AU’s “ContinentalFrame-

work on Sexual and Reproductive
HealthandRights.” Thedocumenpromotesmplement-
tation of “sexual and reproductivehealth and rights,”
which includes abortion, into national health systems
acrosdAfrica:

In 2005, IPPF co-authored a draft of the Framework which calls
on all AU states to “create an enabling environment for prevent-
ing unsafe abortion,” “promote the expansion of post-abortion
care and the use of menstrual vacuum aspiration (MVA) tech-
niques,” as well as “encourage a responsible debate to demystify
taboos about abortion.”

IPPF and UNFPA were also “key players”in drafting
The Maputo Plan of Action (namedafter the Mozam-
biquecity wherethedocumentvaspresented)yvhichis a



three-yeaplanto implementthe provisionsof the“Conti-
nental Frameworkon Sexualand ReproductiveHealth
and Rights.” The Maputo Plan of Action includespro-
posedhealth programcosts, targets,and measuredor
abortion“services.” It calls on all African countriesto
“enactpoliciesandlegalframeworks,™prepareandim-
plement national plans of action” and “refurbish and
equip facilities for provisionof comprehensivabortion
careservices.”

The Maputo Plan of Action is not to be confusedwith
The MaputoProtocol,which calls for legalizedabortion.
Singsorexplained:

The Maputo Protocol is a legally binding document on states
which have ratified it. So far this includes 21 of the 53 AU mem-
bers. Future ratifications remain uncertain as controversy swells
around the Protocol’s provision for legalized abortion on demand.
At least one state that ratified the Protocol explicitly rejected this
provision.

IPPF and UNFPA are hedging against stalled ratification [of The
Maputo Protocol] by using a two-pronged approach to promote
abortion on the continent. While they work to get more states to
ratify the legally binding Protocol, they are insinuating abortion
into health ministries by getting health bureaucrats to implement
the non-binding [Continental Framework document] and Maputo
Plan of Action both of which call for abortion.

A recently releasedUNFPA's proposal
statesthat The MaputoPlanof Action will
be “the focus of future activities” for the
group’swork in Africa. Calling the docu-
menta modelfor otherregionsto emulate,
: ~ Under-Secretary-Generabf the United

Obaid Nations and UNFPA Executive Director
ThorayaAhmed Obaidsaid,“Now the realwork begins
on nationalimplementationWe all standreadyto support
Africa in this clearcommitment.”

C-FAM, whichoperatesdivisioncalledthelnternational
OrganizationResearclGroup (IORG), is headediy D.
Austin Ruse."C-FAM andAustin Ruseenjoyanimpec-
cable reputationfor conductingexcellentresearchthat
resultsin high quality material,” Scottsaid.“If C-FAM
reportsit, you cancountonits accuracy.”

ATTACKED FOR TIES TO “"RADICAL"” GROUP

Pro-abortionactivists often work with their allies in the
mediato attackpro-life leadersandlawmakersThemost
recentvociferousattackis againstthe HonorableKevin
Andrews, a Member of the Australian Parliamentand
Minister for ImmigrationandCitizenship.

“It is obviousthat somepro-abortionzealotwasin the
United Statesor searchinghe Internetin aneffort to find
somethinghatcould be usedto attackKevin Andrews,”

July-August 2007

The Caleb Report

saidLDI President DouglaR. Scott,Jr.“They eventual-
ly discoveredhat Mr. Andrewsand his wife, Margaret,
aremembersof our Board of Advisors.To pro-abortion
activists onemayaswell beamemberof theNaziParty.”
Kerry-AnneWalshandMichelle Singerof
m Australia’s Sun-Herald coauthored an
_ .. W | article titled, “Andrews in radical group
thatboycottsDisney,” in which the Minis-
ter was called an “adviser to a radical
.ﬁ' right-wing internationalorganizationthat
K.Anorews  advocateseconomichboycottsto achieve
social and political change.”In the very next sentence,
Andrews was said to be “officially listed” as an LDI
board member. Notethat LDI was labeled“radical” in
thetitle of the article andbotha “radicalright-wing” and
“extremist” organizatiorin the body.“Talk aboutadmit-
ting abiasright off thebat,” Scottsaid.

“Kevin and MargaretAndrews are membersof LDI's
Boardof Advisors,” Scottexplained:‘He playsnopartin
determiningLDI policy or strategyTheplacingof prom-
inent lawmakers or businessleadersin an advisory
capacityis a commonpracticeandvirtually all organiza-
tionsdoso.ThePlannedParenthoodrederatiorof Amer-
ica hasmanymemberson its boardof advocatesDoes
this meanevery memberis intimately involved in deci-
sion-making?0f coursenot and any reasonablgerson
who is not trying to pushanagendaby using half-truths
andinnuenddknowsit.”

Walsh and Singer referredto one LDI boycott target,
GlaxoSmithKline as“respected. Thepairgoesonto say
that the company‘manufacturesand distributescontra-
ceptivepills andis involvedwith producingthe so-called
abortiondrugRU-486." Thetruthis thatthe Companyis
a boycotttargetbecauset supportsPlannedParenthood
andfor nootherreason whatsoever.

The writers claimed Andrews “immediately distanced
himself’ from LDI whenaskedaboutthe associationTo
supportthis claim they quoteda spokesmarfor the law-
makerwho saidthe Minister “hasnotbeenaskedor, nor
givenanyadvice,nor is heinvolvedin the operations’of
LDI. “This hardly constitutesdistancing himself from
LDI,” Scottsaid.“Neither Kevin nor MargaretAndrews
hastried to keeppeoplefrom knowingabouttheir pro-life
convictions.Theyarebothstronglyandproudly pro-life.”

The writers arguedthat Andrewsshouldnot servein the
Australiancabinetbecauséie hasa “conflict of interest.”
After all, theysuggestedAndrewscould be calledupon
to “make decisionsthat affect companiesboycottedby
the extremistbody he advises.”Scottrespondedy cal-
ling thestatementlaughable”and“utterly ridiculous.”
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Andrewswasaskedwhy he“acceptedhe
boardpositionif hewasnotinvolvedin the
operationf the organization.”Scottsaid
theanswets simple.“Kevin andMargaret
Andrewsaremembersof LDI's Boardof
Advisors. Advisors. A-d-v-i-s-o-r-s. This
meansthat, if asked,they advise. Just

M. Andrews
whatpartof theword ‘advisor’ is confusingto thesetwo
activists?Are theysoblindedby their zealoussupportor
the kiling of preborn human beingsthat they cannot
understangimpleandcommonlyusedwords?”

Stunningly, Walsh and Singer claimedthat, “Emails to
LDI aboutMr Andrews’srole wentunanswered.Scott
calledthe statementflatly untrue.” Theresponseentto
thereportergeadasfollows:

Kevin and Margaret Andrews have been friends of mine for many
years. They serve on our Board of Advisors strictly as a favor to
me. They have absolutely no role in this organization...

Kevin and Margaret Andrews are honest and talented individuals.
While lawmakers are called “honorable” just because they re-
ceived a few more votes than their opponents, many do not de-
serve the title. Kevin Andrews actually lives up to the title. He is
truly an honorable man.

| hope someone in the abortion or family planning industries has
not been working to get allies in the media to do their dirty work
by tarnishing the reputations of these two good people. While
some would do such a thing with no regard for the truth, | trust
you would never allow yourself to be used in such a way because
you value intellectual and professional integrity, regardless of
your personal positions on such issues.

According to Walsh and Singer, LDI is “vehemently
opposedto any organizationthat provides abortion or

sexualreproductionadvice.” Once again, this is a lie.

“While we obviouslyopposeany groupthat commitsor

advocatesabortion,we do not necessarilyopposethose
thatgive ‘sexualreproductiveadvice,” Scottsaid.

It appearsthat one of the most upsetting aspectsof
Andrews’associationwith LDI is theuseof aneconomic
boycott to impact philanthropicdecision-making:Boy-
cotts are universally seenas a peacefuland legitimate
meango affectchange,”Scottsaid.“In fact, thestrategy
has beenused by many Australian organizationsand
individuals.Why doesit seenmthatthe strategyis notthe
real problem that Walsh and Singer have with LDI?
Rather |t is whatwe standfor thatupsetghem.”

Scottsaidit is oddthatpro-abortiorapologistdValshand
Singerthink Kevin Andrews shouldbe ashamedf his
pro-life convictionsandhis associatiorwith LDI. “These
two peopleembracaleathasa ‘solution’ to adult-created
socialproblems yet theythink it is Kevin Andrews who
shouldbe ashamed®evin Andrewsseesleathasanon-
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solutionandwe urgethewritersto join usin seekindife-
affirming, positive, long-termand real solutions to the
problems faced by women experiencingan untimely
pregnancy.”

“It is unfortunatehatWalshandSingerhavenoroomfor
the truth asthey pushtheir agenda,”Scottsaid.“These
womenaredemagoguew/ho areintenton destroyingan
honorable man. Honesty and journalistic integrity be
damned.”

5" The Sun-Herald story was picked up by
{ othernewsagenciesn the country,includ-

F¥E 1" ing the AustralianBroadcastingCompany
= 'L (ABC). Barrie Cassidy,hostof the news-
magazine‘insiders,” raisedthe issuedur-
Cassiby  INg an interview with Andrews.“l...read
this morningthatyou areanadvisorandanhonorarypa-
tronto theradical—ast’'s describedn the newspaper—
radicalpro-life groupLife Decisionsinternationalls that
true?” Andrews respondedby saying he has beena
patron(Americansusethe term“advisor”) for aboutten
years.”

“This group advocates economic boycotts against
companiegroducingcontraceptivepills,” Cassidysaid.
“Is thatsomethingthatyou support?”’Andrewssaidthat
as a memberof LDI's boardof advisors,he is not in-

volvedin day-to-dayoperations.

Cassidypursuedthe matter.“But as a patronyou lend
your supportto thatorganization...yowouldn’t putyour
nameto it unlessyou supportedheirtacticsandtheirtac-
tics areto supportan economicboycottagainstcompa-
nieslike GlaxoSmithKline for example.”

“Look, thebottomline is thatthisis anorganizatiorwhich
is pro-life,” Andrewsresponded:EverybodyknowsI'm
pro-life. I'm patronof an organizationthat's pro-life.”
Cassidytheninsertedhewords,”And pro-economidoy-
cotts.”

“Well, asto the way in which they advocatea pro-life
outcome that'sfine...” Andrewssaid.“I'm a patronof
it. ’'m notrunningawayfrom that.” (Hmm, didn’t Walsh
and Singer claim Andrews had distancedhimself from
LDI?)

Cassidyhadanotherquestionto askon the subject.“I'm
just curious[about]onething. Whathavetheygotagainst
Walt Disney?Why aretheydemandinga boycottagainst
Walt Disney?”

“This is a perfectexampleof a ‘journalist’ thatdoesnot
do hishomework,”Scottsaid.“Not only areboycottsrec-
ognizedasa legitimatepractice,oursis againstcorpora-
tions thatfund PlannedParenthoodlt hasnothingwhat-
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soeverto dowith companieghat produce'contraceptive
pills.” DisneyfundsPlannedParenthoodlt’s thatsimple.
It would not havebeendifficult for Cassidyto find these
factsif hehadjusttakenamomentto look.”

“'m goingto try to belesscritical of the Americanpress
from now on,” Scottsaid.“At leasttheytry to maketheir

storieslook balanced Walsh, Singerand Cassidyhave
goneso far over the top that their bias is plain to see,
giving themaninstantaneoukck of credibility. All three
havefailed thebasictestsof truejournalism.A disinterest
in pursuingand reportingthe truth representthe most
egregioudailure of all.”

LDI receivedseverale-mailsfrom Australianswho read
the Sun-Herald storyand/orwatchedhe“Insiders”inter-
view. Nigel Freitaswasappalledby whatheread:

[ read the story in the Sunday papers published here and was ap-
palled. This is absolutely blatant journalistic bias. | could not find
anything at all about your organization that is either “extreme” or
“radical”. Please keep in mind that the Fairfax papers are basic-
ally staffed by secular Marxists, so anyone to the right of Fidel
Castro is considered “right wing”.

We have an organization here called “Media Watch”. They broad-
cast on the state run ABC. Essentially, they too are leftists, but
I've emailed them (mediawatch @your.abc.net.au) and | suggest
you do the same. Good Luck.

Freitasattachedhcopyof hismessagéo MediaWatch:

An article published in the Sun Herald today caught my eye...As
a former student journalist, | was quite frankly shocked at the
overt bias displayed in this “article”.

The continued use by the journalists of ‘radical’ and ‘extremist’ to
describe a pro-life advocacy group appears unwarranted. What
exactly is radical and extremist about this group? They boycott
companies they don’t agree with, oppose abortion and reject vio-
lence. Greenpeace campaigns in a similar way—-are they radical
and extremist as well?

They attempt to smear Kevin Andrews as not being impartial be-
cause of his association with this group. Peter Garrett [a member
of the minority Labor Party in Australia’s parliament] is a member
of Greenpeace; does this affect his ability to make impartial deci-
sions? If not, why not?

While some may find this group’s beliefs distasteful, there is no
evidence to justify the use of terms like ‘radical’ and ‘extremist’.
There is no evidence provided of a history of or links to, violent
actions, violent behaviour or violent beliefs.

A visit to the LDI website shows “its leaders unequivocally con-
demn acts of violence committed in the name of the Pro-Life
Movement. Violence is morally reprehensible and contradicts the
fundamental premise that every human life is precious and de-
serving of respect...”

| searched the website in vain to find something that could be
classified as “extremist”. A Google search on this group returns
nothing of an extremist or radical nature.
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Opposing something and campaigning against companies that
support it is an exercise in democracy that is carried out by
groups on both the right and left. It appears that only because this
organization is “right wing” is this kind of language employed.

Will MediaWatch inquire as to why these terms have been used?

Katalin Longdon,whoidentifiedherselfas“a Christianin
Sydney, alsoreadthearticle:

[ just finished reading the Sun Herald's biased article here in Syd-
ney. | have never heard of your organization, but like to research
online for the “true” stories.

[ noticed Kerry Anne-Walsh’s and Michelle Singer’s (Any relation
to ethicists Peter?) bias with words like “radical right wing” inter-
national organization, “respected” global pharmaceutical [when it
referred to GlaxoSmithKline]. These “adjectives” rang alarm
bells. It was great to see your [press release] refute these
points...Thanks!

Many people wrote to the newspaperand television
networkwith commentsaboutthe story. The mostout-
rageougesponsenadeseveralaccusationgagainst_DI,
all of whichwerepresentedsfact:

Life Decisions International (LDI) promotes itself as “a pro-life
organization advocating economic boycotts against companies
providing abortion advice.”

LDl also maintains a Boycott List against organizations they con-
sider to be “too liberal”, which includes the American Automobile
Association (AAA), National Association for the Advancement of
Colored People (NAACP), the Girl Scouts, The Lions Club, and
the Young Womens [sic] Christian Association (YWCA).

They also boycott companies that have a no-discrimination policy
on hiring gays, with a special campaign against the Walt Disney
Company for their non-discriminatory...policy.

The American Coalition of Life Activists [ACLA] which is an organ-
ization [sic] with which Life Decisions International is affiliated and
financially supports goes one step further and activly [sic] advo-
cates anti-abortion violence and supports the killing of doctors
who perform abortions.

None of this perturbs Andrews, “As to the way in which they
advocate a pro-life outcome, that’s fine,” he said.

Kevin Andrews should be reported to the Australian Federal
Police as he admits he is “in frequent and extensive contact” with
“foreigners” who are themselves members of “extremist, reglion-
based [sic] organizations” which “advocate bombings and other
violence against civilians”.

Kevin Andrews should be be [sic] charged with “intentionally
providing support to an organization, whilst being reckless as to
whether it was a terrorist organization.”

The only problem with this diatribe is that absolutely
none of it is true.LDI doesnot “describeitself’ in the
mannerthe authorclaimed.LDI doesnot keepa list of
groupsconsideredo be “too liberal.” The boycott has
nothing to do with non-discriminatiorpolicies.LDI has
never beenin contactwith ACLA. LDI is not “affiliated”
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with the group (or any other).LDI hasnever givenone
pennyto ACLA. (Nigel Freitasreferenced.DI’s strong
anti-violencepolicy in hismessagé MediaWatch.)

“Where did this personget suchgarbage?'Scottasked.
“One cannotaccidentally’besowrong.Thisis clearlyan
exampleof theintentionaldisseminatiorof lies by a per-
sonwithoutintegrity.”

Anotherpersonwroteto aska questiorandmakea point.
“Are their[sic] reallystill peopleagainstibortionandgay
people?? ou would think thesepeoplewould havegiven
up by now andrealisedwe live in the‘to eachtheirown’
era.”

“Andrews [sic] nutty colleaguesn LDI alsoareagainst
Lions Club, Rotary, American CancerSociety,” wrote
JeremyBenthanof BrisbaneHe continued:

We understand how the Taliban embraces such mad fundamen-
talism but how do these people get to be...government minsters
[sic]?...The actions of Kevin Andrews...prove if nothing else the
man is a bigot. Do we need such people in our parliament?”

LDI doesnot opposethe missionsof the Lions Club,
Rotary,or AmericanCancerSociety.LDI objectsto their
involvement with Planned Parenthood. And how
Bentham can concludethat Andrews is a “bigot” is
outsidethe boundarief reason:Like everyoneKevin
Andrewshashis faults, but bigotry is unquestionablyot
one of them,” Scott said. “Unscrupulousleftists like to
usethe word againstanyonethat disagreeswith them.
They seemto enjoy substituting'Nazi’ or ‘terrorist’ or
‘zealotwhen'bigot’ getsabit overused.”

One personwho refusedto identify himself sounded
morelike apro-abortiorPAmericanthananAustralian:

This government, through their links with the religious right, has
continued to chip away at the seperation [sic] between church
and state. Religious representatives in state schools, religious
ideologies driving the abortion and euthenasia [sic] debates and
now a minister supporting the boycotting of companies on the
grounds of religion.

“The soonetthis right wing fascist{/Andrews]is dumped
the better,” wrote Christopherfrom Brisbane.“He be-
longsin abygoneera.”

Interestingly,someone hassoughtto include mentionof

the Sun-Herald article on Wikipedia, the online encyclo-
pedia.“The entryhasevenmoreerrorsthanthe article,”
Scott said. “We have repeatedlytried to correct the
errors,but the personor personskept changingthe text
backto thelies. WikipediahasprohibitedLDI from mak-
ing correctionsWhile peopledisagreeonthesemportant
issuescan’twe atleastagreeto betruthful whenwriting

or talking aboutthem?”
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The timing of the baselessattackson Andrewsis no
coincidenceA federalelectionwill be heldin Australia
sometimebefore mid-January.“Kevin Andrewsis the
targetof anorchestrateghro-abortiorattack,” Scottsaid.
“Theywouldloveto seehim defeated.”

ACTION: Please pray that Kevin and Margaret Andrews Wwill

be giventhestrengththeyneedto perseverePray,too, for those
whopersecutéhem.

The Caleb Report

QUOTABLE QUOTE

“Believing awoman’splaceis in the home[anti-abortion
extremists],have declaredwar on women’s rights. A

woman who cannot control her own reproductionis

hardlyin a positionto run for the U.S. Senatestarther
owncompanyor join themilitary.”

— Cynthia Tucker, editorial in Th&tlanta Journal-Constitution,
January 22, 2006

PLANNED PARENTHOOD BUDGET UP

In 2006, LDI PresidentDouglasR. Scott, Jr., warned
that, “If the current trend continues, the Planned
ParenthoodFederationof America Inc. [PPFA] will

commanda budget of more than $1 hillion in three
years.”"While PlannedParenthood’$udgetcontinuego
rise,thepacehasslowed—andathersignificantly.

In FiscalYear2005-20006PPFAtook in$902.8million,
which is an increaseof 2.4 percentover the previous
reporting period. In Fiscal Year 2004-2005,PPFA’s
incomehadrisenawhopping8.4 percent.
|p] slowed, the amount the abortion-committing
goliathgeneratefrom Americantaxpayersose
by a staggeringl0.75percent.In the Fiscal Year 2004-
2005, the electedrepresentativeef Americantaxpayers
gave$272.7million to PlannedParenthoodwhichrepre-
sented30.9 percentof its overall budget.In the 2005-

2006 Fiscal Year, taxpayersprovidedmore thana third
of thebehemoth’dudget($305.3million).

“This ‘not-for-profit’ entity endseveryfiscal year with
tens of millions of dollarsin ‘excessrevenueover ex-
penses,”Scottsaid. The “excess”for 2004-2005alone
was $63 million. In 2005-2006alone, the excesswas
$55.8million.

On June30, 2006,PPFAhad net assetdotaling $839.8
million, of which $330.9 million was unrestrictedand
another$116.6million wastemporarilyrestricted.‘This
is essentiallya savingsaccount,”Scottexplained.“The
moneyis sitting in a bank and drawing interest.It will
somedayeusedo advancd?PFA’sdeadlyagendastill,
despitethesenugesums thegroup’shierarchyincessant-
ly claimsto need—andhavearightto—moretaxdollars.”

While the rate of PPFA’sbudgetincreasesas

Page 5



The most proficient abortion machine in the United
States,PPFA admitsto kiling 264,943prebornhuman
beingsin 2005 alone (up 3.9 percentfrom 2004), gen-
eratinganestimatedt100million. In 2004,ascantl,414
customerswere referred to adoption agencies;down
more than 20 percentfrom 2003.PPFAreportedno re-
ferrals to adoptionagenciesn 2005. In fact, the word
“adoption” is not usedanywhere in PPFA’s 2005-2006
Annual Report.

PPFA claims to preventthe “need” for abortionwhile
simultaneouslyvorking to increasets shareof thelucra-
tive abortionmarket.In 1984, PPFAcommittedjustover
5.5 perceniof all abortionsin the United StatesBy 2004
thatfigure hadrisento nearly20 percent.

PPFAsold 1,245,506°emergency”birth control kits in
2005 (up nearly 26.6 percentfrom 2004).Every PPFA
“clinic” dispensesemergency’birth control. Most pre-
scribeit overthe phoneandacceptordersovertheinter-
net,withoutanexam.In thevastmajorityof cases;emer-
gency”birth controlcausesnabortion butPPFAwrong-
ly andintentionally claimsthedrugsare“contraceptives.”

UPDATE: CORPORATE FUNDING PROJECT

A new Boycott List was releasedhe last weekof July
2007.Therearefar too manychangego includeherein.
However,the following corporationsare no longerboy-
cott targetsAllendalePharmaceutical®lackjackPizza,
Chum, Circuit City, Cost Plus World Market, Darling
International GeorgeWeston,InternationalGameTech-
nology,MacTarnahan'8rewing,NeimanMarcus,Tom-
my Hilfiger, Unilever,andWillis Stein.

The Allstate Corporation,which appearson the most
recently published edition of The Boycott List, is no
longeraboycotttarget.

The July 2007 edition of The Boycott List includesa
significantly expanded'DishonorableMention” section.
Additional information may be found by visiting the
“Organization Watch” page on LDI's website
(fightpp.org[click on“Projects™).

The March-April 2007 editionof The
Caleb Report includeda story about
the “American Idol” project titled
“Idol Gives Back.” LDI objectedto
the fund-raising effort because
amongthosegroupsselectedas beneficiarieswere the
pro-abortionUnited NationsChildren’sFund(UNICEF)
and Savethe Children. Pro-life activists were askedto
contactseveralcorporateofficials in an effort to getthe
two pro-abortioncharities dropped,but as far as we
know, notevenonepersorreceivedaresponse.
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A LIE OF OMISSION

“It is ludicrous.” This wasthereactionof LDI President
DouglasR. Scott,Jr., to a statemenmadein defenseof

The Leukemia& LymphomaSociety's(L&LS) support
for humanembryonicstemcell experimentation.

LDI, which publishesa list of corporationghatfund the
abortion-committinggroup PlannedParenthoodrecently
updatedhe“DishonorableMention” sectionof The Boy-
cott List. The sectionidentifies nonprofit organizations
that “are linked to PlannedParenthoodand/orits agen-
da.” Like PlannedParenthoodL&LS actively supports
embryonicstemcell experimentation.

“Planned Parenthoodsupports such experimentation
becausat seeksto promoteits causeandjustify its act-

ions by further devaluinghumanlife. While othergroups
may do so for what may be more altruistic reasonsthe

endresultis thesame,”Scottsaid.

“This is a complexandemotionalsubject,and| think it
thereforerequiresthat we carefully analyzethe facts,”
wrote Doug Lubbersin a statemento a pro-life activist
who had written to expressoppositionto the charity’s
supportof embryonic stem cell experimentation:‘But
everything following that sentencewas an attemptto
evadehefacts,”Scottsaid.

“I believe that your information derives from the fact
that L&LS, alongwith the Lehigh Valley Hospitaland
Health Network and 520 other patientadvocacygroups
were cosignergto a letter to the Houseand the Senate,
datedJanuaryl10, 2007, supportingthe Stem Cell Re-
searchEnhancemerict.” Lubberswrote.

“This is an attemptto justify the signing of the letter,”
Scottresponded:It is like saying,‘Yes, we signedthe
letter,but sodid LehighValley HospitalandHealthNet-
work and 520 other groups.’ Fair enough.The hospital
andothergroupsareresponsiblgor their havingsigned
andL&LS isresponsibldor addingits name.”

“Although the Congresspassedhat legislation, it was
vetoedby thePresidenin June,”Lubberswrote.“There-
fore, this law has not been implemented. We are left
with the intellectualexerciseof why 522 organizations
decidedo cosignsuchaletter.”

“Although | do not haveanyappreciatiorfor thedetailof
the proposedegislation,” Lubberswrote, “l think it safe
to saythattheremayhavebeemmanydifferentreasondy
theseorganizationsall of whicharenowmoot.”

“Intellectual exercise’?Now moot'? Hogwash!,”Scott
said. “The fact is that L&LS wantedthe legislationto
passL&LS opposedheveto.lt is simplyprovidencehat
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PresidentGeorgeW. Bushwasin office at this moment
in time and he choseto veto the measureHad another
personbeenpresidentor hadtherebeenenoughvotesin
Congresgo overridetheveto,thebill couldhavebecome
law. L&LS is attemptingto excusets actionsby saying,
‘Well, we failed to getwhatwe wanted,solet’s pretend
we hadnorole in trying to makeit happen.””Scottcom-
pared the statementto a child who had been caught
throwingrocksfrom anoverpassn anattemptto hit cars
onthefreeway.”Well, atleastl missedall thecars,’the
child couldsay.Thatis true,but hadthe effort been'suc-
cessful,'someoneavould probablyhavebeerkilled.”

Scott said the groups did not have
“many differentreasons’for supporting
the legislation. “There was only one
reasonfor supportingthe bill. These
groupswantto expandembryonicstem
cell experimentationand they want federal taxpayer
dollarsto fund it.” He alsosaidthe subjectis not “now
moot” becauséefforts to passthe samekind of bill will
continue.” Scott said that if L&LS had no intention of
being part of thesefuture efforts, Lubberswould surely
have said so. Moreover, L&LS should have publicly
withdrawnits namefrom the list of thoseendorsingthe
legislation. (The letter mentionedby Lubbersis even
availablethroughtheL&LS website.)

Lubbersclosedhis statementvith thesewords:“Let me

clearly statethat the Societydoesnot ‘support the de-

structionof innocentlife’. Nothingis fartherfrom being
true, asevidencedy the Society’spolicy—The Society
opposeshefertilization of humaneggsfor the purposeof

research.”

If this werethe entiretext of the L&LS policy, it would
showthat the charity opposeghe fertilization of human
eggsfor the express purpose of conductingexperiments
on them,” Scottsaid. “But if the embryoswere created
without that specific purposein mind, it is okay to do
whateveryou wantto them.WetrustMr. Lubberswould
be outragedif he wereto hearsomeonesay, ‘Sure, but
the Jewsarealreadydead.It's okayto makelampshades
out of their skin solong aswe didn't kill the Jewsfor the
expresgpurposef makingthelampshades.”

“Was it okayfor the Naziregimeto experimenbn Jews
after theywere alreadydeador if theyweregoingto be
kiled eventuallyanyway?” Scott asked.“After all, the
argumentwith stemcell experimentations that the em-
bryoswill justbe‘flushed’ anywaysowhywastethem?”

Amazingly, Lubbersdid not quotethe entiretext of the
policy. He stoppedat theword “research.(“The Society
opposeshefertilization of humaneggsfor the purposeof
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research”.)He useda period and quotationmark at the
end of the line. But the policy, which L&LS claimsis
based“on the leading scientific and biological advice
currentlyavailable,”is actuallymuchlonger.Adoptedin
June2005,it is simply called“Policy on HumanEmbry-
onic StemCell Research™:

Biomedical research on human embryonic stem cells has the
potential to improve our understanding of the molecular nature of
cancers, including those of the blood and immune (lymphatic)
systems. Such knowledge could significantly help the develop-
ment of disease-specific, targeted therapies to provide increased
cure rates with reduced toxic effects.

Laboratory studies of human embryonic stem cells can lead to the
development of tissue-specific stem cells, such as those that form
blood and immune cells. This research could result in more effec-
tive and less toxic stem cell transplantation, which is an important
treatment of leukemia, lymphoma and myeloma. There also is
potential (although not part of our Society’s own mission) to utilize
human embryonic stem cells to speed development of treat-
ments for juvenile diabetes, Parkinson disease, heart disease,
spinal cord injuries and other common disabling conditions.

Medical research requires balancing risks and benefits. Human
embryonic stem cell research involves ethical, legal and social is-
sues as well as scientific issues. Therapeutic human embryonic
stem cell research can be accomplished under rigorous guide-
lines that safeguard human subjects. The Leukemia & Lymphoma
Society therefore supports the use of human embryonic stem
cells for research and development of therapies whenever the
proposed research is judged meritorious by the Society’s appro-
priately constituted scientific review committees and Board of Di-
rectors. The Society also supports the use of somatic cell nuclear
transfer techniques to produce human stem cell lines. These new
stem cell lines are vital for research on disease mechanisms and
may lead to transplantation therapies that would not be compro-
mised by immunologic rejection.

All research involving human subjects and human embryonic
stem cell research funded by the Society should be accompanied
by strict scientific and ethical guidelines at the grantee institution.
These guidelines should correspond to the Guidelines for Human
Embryonic Stem Cell Research published by the National Re-
search Council of the National Academy of Sciences in April 2005.

The Society unequivocally opposes the use of human embryonic
stem cells, either derived from a fertilized egg or from the process
of somatic cell nuclear transfer, to clone a human being. The
Society opposes the fertilization of human eggs for the purpose
of research, but supports obtaining human embryonic stem
cell lines for research from frozen fertilized eggs that would
otherwise be destroyed (emphasis added).

Research using human embryonic stem cells isin its early stages.
New research developments, opportunities and challenges will
continue in future years. Consequently, the Public Policy, Patient
Services and Medical and Scientific Committees of the Society
should continue to review these guidelines, at least annually, so
as to remain current with the scientific, humanitarian, legal and
ethical implications of developments in this field.
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“Mr. Lubbers’ response is intellectually shallow and @ Good Kind Of Nagging
utterly ridiculous. And omitting a key part of the L&LS
policy makes it deceptive as well,” Scott said. “Mr.

Lubbers would have us believe this is a ‘complex’

sue, but it is not as complex as he would like us to think.

is-

In fact it is quite simple. We urge L&LS to end its sup-

port of embryonic stem cell experimentation.”

IN YOUR OWN WORDS

LDI often provides space for it supporters and detractorsave
their say about various issues. If you have a comment/opimid
any issue relating to LDI or life issues, do not be shy! Send it tg

A Commendation

| am writing as an American citizen and as a Catholic to
commend your organization and its agenda of fighting Planned
Parenthood and, especially, its pro-abortion stance. | believe that
as the general public comes to understand more about Planned
Parenthood, the less support it will receive in our society. Thank
you.

—J. H. Bennett

Moking It Manogeable
JudyCelanolikes the new letter-writing strategyimple-
mentedto support of the Corporate Funding Project
(CFP):
I just received the most recent mailing, including the new letter
writing strategy. | just had to write to thank you! Thank you for

making a task that used to seem overwhelming, so very manage-
able! | have already started writing :)

Details aboutthe letter-writing strategyare includedin
thematerialsentto LDI Partners.

Refuses to “Poy”

| am a legislator in South Dakota that will always be 100% pro
life. I am interested in your boycott list and will let others know
(esp. South Dakota companies) but | will not pay for the list. If you
want my help let me know at my email address...

— Rep. Gary L. Jerke

Thanks For The Reminder

[T]hank you for reminding me that AOL is a boycott target. This is
the last email you will receive from me on AOL...

Keep up the fantastic work. You are a real inspiration to me and
thousands of others. And we'll stay with you in this critical work.
— Dave Kothman

Writing Two Per Week!

I'm just getting to this today because we were out of town these
past 10 days. Also just a note to you that ever since you wrote
that much needed paragraph chastising “us” (most accurate to
me!) about not writing letters to corps, | have been trying to write
2 a week. Thank you for the ‘gentle’ nudge!

I'm very grateful for all that you do. God’s peace to you.
— Liz Hildebrand

July-August 2007

n
us!

The Caleb Report

I've finally gotten brave and written a letter—after procrastinating
a long time and boycotting, but not writing.

My 14-year old son has been nagging me to write letters, since he
knows we have stopped using products on The Boycott List,
dropped credit cards, and moved a retirement account (away
from Chase Manhattan).

— Leaella Shirley

o Prewritten Letters

Thank you from the bottom of my heart for all your work on the
boycott list. You are a great inspiration to me. Do you have any
pre-written letters that we can send to CEQ’s too?

[ withdrew my $ from Bank of America, but would like to find out if
the new credit union also supports them. Local branches do not
know what corporate does as demonstrated by the B of A man-
ager.

How can | help you besides donating? Once again, you are in my
prayers and heart. | have spread your website to groups of
people.

— Rose Vitug

LDI doesnot offer prewrittenletters.We do notwantthe
letters received by corporateleadersto all soundthe
same.We can,however,offer somebasicguidelinesfor
letter-writing. Tell the chief executiveyou areboycotting
the companybecauseof its supportof PlannedParent-
hood. Include a sentenceor two asto why you do not
approveof suchdonationsBe sureto saythatuntil LDI
saysthe companyhas beendroppedfrom The Boycott
List, youwill continuetheboycott.

THE PRAYER PROJECT

Pleasgoin usin daily prayerfor themenandwomenwho
areactivein the Pro-AbortionMovementandthosewho
havenotbeenstrongin their claimedpro-life convictions:
July-Gerard L. Stockhausen S.J., presidentof the
University of Mercy Detroit (UMD); August—-Malcolm

S. “Steve” Forbes, Jr., presidentand chief executive
officer of boycotttargetForbes Inc.; September—Mayor
Antonio Villaraigosa, D-Los Angeles; October—Jack
Kevorkian; November—Simon Cowell of “American
Idol” fame; and December—pro-abortion Australian
reportersKerry-Anne Walsh, Michelle Singer, and
Barrie Cassidy.

The Caleb Report, an official periodical of Life Decisions Internaal
(LDI), is published six times per year. Opiniongeessed herein do njot
necessarily reflect the views of every LDI Partoermembers of its Boand
of Directors/Advisors or staff. This publication ynle copied so long as tl
appropriate citation(s) are included. It may betgdoso long as prop
acknowledgment(s) are provided. Write: P.O. Box&h1Washington, DC
20013-0161. Phone: (540) 631-0380. All past editiofiThe Caleb Report
are available on our website (www.fightpp.org).
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