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KILLING “"THE LEAST OF THESE"”

In 2003, four collegeroommatessameup with the idea
thatwould eventuallypbecomehesocialnetworkingweb-
site Facebook.Users may post messagesand photo-
graphs link with friends,andjoin any of severalgroups
(church,school,likes/dislikes,etc.). The websiteis used
worldwide.Buttheyoungmensurelydid notenvisionthe
long list of problemsthey would encounteralong the
way, including determininghow to dealwith “delicate”
materialpostedonthewebsiteby Faceboolkisers.

Early this year, an ltalian

Faceboolgroupcameunder
fire for launchinga scathing
- attack against children af-

flicted with Downsyndrome.
In lessthan 24 hours,more
than 1,700 Facebookusers
had signedup as “fans” of

thegroup.Thepagefeatured
aphotograptof ababywith Down’sandtheword“scemo
[stupid]” scrawledoverhis foreheadThegroup’sadmin-
istrator offered a suggestion—"Let’suse Down'’s [sic]

kidsfor targetpracticebecausé’s theonly endthesepar-
asitesdeserve. The creatorof the pagealsoreferredto

thechildrenas“uselesdaggageand“foul creatures.”

Italian authorities denouncedthe webpageand urged
Facebookio censorit. While legal issuespreventedan
immediateclosingof the offensivepage,it wasremoved
within amatterof days.Some50 Facebookisersquickly
createdival pagesMorethan20,000peoplesignedupas
“fans” of thesepages.

Mara Carfagnajtaly’s equalityministercalledthe page
“dangerous”and “unworthy of civilized society.” She
told the newspaperCorriere della Serathat, “Inciting
crimeis thesamethingascommittingcrime...” andthose
responsibldor thepag€e'will befoundandcharged.”

Downsyndromechildrenastargetpractice T hisis surely
just anisolatedexampleof anintolerantnut. We wish.

The samemonththe Facebookpageopened,a Russian
journalistpublicly advocatedhekilling of disablednew-
borns.In anarticletitled, “Finishit off soit doesn’tsuffer
(emphasiadded).’AleksandmNikonovsaidthatfor many
familiesthebirth of a disabledchild would belike living

in “hell” andthat“the killing of thenewbornis in factthe

sameasan abortion.” Nikonov saidtaking the life of a

disabledinfant is “true humanism”and suggestedhat
parentof suchnewbornsshouldbe giventhe legalright

to havethemeuthanizedwhich hecomparedo theright

of family membergo endlife-sustainingcareof patients
in a“vegetativestate.”

Nikonov,whodescribedlisabledhewbornsas“defective
blanks” and“newbornidiots,” wastakento taskby the
motherof a disabledchild. “The authoris not raising a
disabledchild—thatis why his generalizecdconclusions
aboutthe life of disabledpeopleandtheir families...are
just speculations,’said SvetlanaShtarkova.Joined by
anothemmotherof a disabledchild, shewrote a letter of
complaintto the Board of the Union of RussianJour-
nalists,which scoldedthe newspapethat publishedthe
articlefor failing to presenta balancedook at theissue.
Nikonov wascriticized for not realizing he was humili-
ating peoplewho alreadyhave a disabledchild, but he
steadfastlyglefendedhis position:

You make people suffer for the sake of ideologies and
interpretations of humanism you have in your head.
What we offer is choice, and you wrap it inside out,
presenting it as if we call for killing of all those disabled
people. Nothing like that! We don't stand against wheel
cart ramps or your right to bring up disabled children;
we stand for the right to choose.”

Nikonov said that the original title of the

articlewas,"Commanderfinish meto spare
thesuffering.”He saidit is awell-recognized
referenceto a war-time scenario,where a

woundedsoldierasksthathebesacrificedso

asnottoslowdownhisretreatingsquad.

AuthorDeidreClarkarguedhattherightto expres®ne’s
opinionis sacredregardles®f how it may hurt the feel-
ingsof others.“Therearelots of thingsthatlots of people
write thathurtsomeone’seelings.Y ou don’'twantevery-
onein the newspapeto just write thingsthatwon’t hurt
anyone,” she said. “But [Nikonov's] debateactually
endedup beinga goodthing for Russiabecaussomany
peopleare now discussingthe problemof Down Syn-
drome[sic] babies (emphasis added).”

Thelnstitutefor the Studyof DisabilitiesandBioethicsat
RegentUniversityusedits blog to questionvhy somany
people have expressedsurprise and outrage over the



Russian’sarticle. “Nikonov’s intentis no differentthan
what the rest of the pro-deathcrowd say, just slightly
moreuncivilized,”it read.Theblog entrycontinued:

Let's begin with Nikonov's own words of the title. New-
borns with disabilities are suffering; therefore they
should be finished off. Also, these newborns are its—not
baby boys or girls, or even newborn humans, they are
nonhuman. Harsh? Yes, but exactly the same sentiment
that many Western countries are swallowing. (The
Netherlands routinely kills disabled newborns as well
as the elderly and the infirm. Scotland is talking about
assisted suicide for children. Dignitas in Switzerland will
help do you in for a fee. Canada’s medical community
increasingly calls for the legalization of assisted suicide.
The pro-death crowd in the US isn't happy that only
several states have already legalized assisted Killing—
they want more).

Nikonov hasn't learned the Western trick of making Kill-
ing much more acceptable when it's prettified. The pro-
death crowd would recoil in horror at the description of
finishing people off. Instead, they talk about euthana-
sia, aid in dying, dying with dignity—-making the ugly
beautiful. Most people don't like ugly, but they do like
beautiful. It's simply a matter of lying often enough that
the lie becomes desirable truth.

However, the pretty-talking pro-death crowd is really
down with Nikonov, because any way you slice it, fin-
ishing off is the intent of assisted suicide and euthana-
sia, warm fuzzy terminology notwithstanding.

Here’s what Nikonov said in a Radio Free Liberty inter-
view:

Parents, in particular parents, should be free to decide
the fate of their own offspring. If you want to bring up a
child with Down syndrome, you can do it. But if you don't,
you can euthanize him. Why is prenatal abortion legal
and post-natal abortion is not?

Well, he’s got a point: If we feel free to allow and legal-
ize the abortion of unborn children with Down syn-
drome and other “defects,” as we have done, then why
not allow and legalize killing after birth?

Logically, there should be no difference. At least
Nikonov is consistent—kill-sorry, “finish off” children with
disabilities wherever you find them, unborn and born.

While publicly distancingthemselvesfrom
Nikonov,manyjournalists bloggersandpoli-
~ ticiansrealizethis is not the endof the story.
. ‘Like it or not, thedebateabouteuthanasias
gatheringstrengthin WesternEuropetoo,”
Nikonov  Wrote one blogger.“It's all aboutquality of
life. Whenit's notpresentlife itselfis meaninglesanda
burdenfor relatives...”But onemustwonderif Nikonov
andthoselike him take sucha standfor the sakeof the
disablecchild—orfor thesakeof themselves.

As thoughFacebooldoesnot haveenoughcontroversy,
one (former) userchosethe websiteto announcéhis in-
tentionto commitsuicide—aftemurderinghis 9-month-
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old son,Wyatt. StepherGarcia,25, detailedthe killings

for his Facebookpagejust before committing the act.
Garcia’smotive wasrevengeagainsthe child’s mother,
Katie Tagle, who had left him. But Garciaclaimed he
killed Wyatt to savehim from a “difficult life” in a one-
parenthome.“It was the only way we could be happy
without Katie,” he wrote.“l did this out of love for our
son,to protecthimandmyself.”

Garciasaidhis sonwould have“never
beenhappy” becauseof the ongoing
battle for custody betweenthe two S
adults.”l did notwantto keepfighting &7
her,butl did notwantto justgiveupandgive herWyatt. |
did not wantWyatt to havethatlife. Understandandre-
spectthat...lunderstanany actionswill havedevastated
alot of livesbut, | couldnotcontinueto live therestof my
life in constantpain and watch our sons|sic] life be
thrownaway...” Garciareferredto Wyatt asa “precious
andbeautifulbabyboywith aheartof gold.”

Doesthis way of thinking—Kkilling to preventwhat one
suspectsnay leadto humansuffering—soundamiliar?
Nikonov and the personresponsiblefor the anti-Down
syndromechildrenpagewouldsurelyrecognizet. Butlet
usrecallthe words of the late Vice PresidenHubertH.
Humphreywhoin hisfinal speectsaid“the moraltestof
governments how thatgovernmentreatsthosewho are
in the dawn of life, the children;thosewho are in the
twilight of life, theelderly;thosewho arein theshadows
of life; the sick, the needyandthe handicapped.Let’s
just hopePrincetonUniversity doesnot offer Nikonov a
job asaprofessoof bioethics.

THE PRAYER PROJECT

Joinusin daily prayerfor thepeoplewhoareactivein the
Pro-Abortion Movementand thosewho havenot been
strongin theirclaimedpro-life convictions:

March: U.S.SenatéMajority LeadeHarry Mason Reid,
D-Nev.; April: VanessaCullins, vice presidenfor medi-
calaffairsat Planned?arenthoodrederatiorof America;
May: pro-abortiorf‘Christian” actresslaneFonda; June:
Rep.Bartholomew Thomas “Bart” Stupak, D-Mich.,
who betrayedhe Pro-Life Movementby supportingthe
ObamaHealthCarePlan;andJuly: Mavis Leno, radical-
ly pro-abortiorwife of talk showhostJayLeno.

ADOPTION=TERROR?

Whenit comesto pregnancyPlannedParenthoodiiews
adoptionasjustoneof severathoicesTheimplicationis

thatall optionsareequalfrom bothamoralandpractical
perspectiveRegardles®f the choicea mothermakesit

shouldbe validatedthroughpraiseandsupport After all,

themostimportantthingis thatshehadachoice.
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Do supportersof the PlannedParenthood-ederatiorof

America(PPFA)really look atadoptionasachoiceequal
to abortion?Do they honestlybelieveadoptionis a rea-
sonableoptionthat shouldbe considered®o theytruly

seeadoptionas “the loving option?” In otherwords, is

theirpositionheartfeltor is theirrhetoriccarefullychosen
for publicrelationsgpurposes?

Let's contrastthe number
of abortionscommittedby

ABORTION vs. ADOPTION
PPFA 2000-2007

YEAR | ADOPTIONS | ABORTIONS | PPFA affiliates to adop-
2000 2,486 197,070 | tions referrals. (Keep in
2001 1,951 213,026 mind that if a mother
2002 1,963 230,630 | choosesbortion,Planned
2003 1,774 244,628 Parenthood will “help,”
2004 1,414 255,015 butmotherswhodecideto
2005* | 2,413 264,943 let their children live are
2006 2,410 289,750 | senton their way.) Based
2007 4,912 305,310 onthenumbersalone,one
TOTAL | 19,323 | 2000372 | couldeasilymakeastrong

*2005 adoption referral data was not
cluded in PPFA’'s 2005-2006 Annua
Report (In fact, the word “adoption” we
nowhereto be found.) Yet the figure for
2005 appearedin its 20062007 Annue
Report No explanation for the initi

in-casefor the argumenthat
< PPFA-style “counseling”
is biasedtowardabortion.
After all, of the pregnant

omission has ever been provided.

customerseerbyPlanned

Parenthoodlessthanonepercentwasreferredfor adop-
tion. Butthereis muchmoreevidenceo backtheclaim.

A nationwideauditof federallyfunded“family planning
clinics” conductedeveralearsagoby the United States
General Accounting Office found that PPFA had the

highestaverageabortionreferral rate. (PPFA affiliates

that do not commit “surgical” abortionsare requiredto

refer for the deadlyprocedure.)lhe audit revealedthat

the overallratefor abortionreferralat “family planning
clinics” nationwidewas5.7 percentbut PPFA’'saverage
was 35.2 percent.The audit found that one affiliate had

referred77.7 percentof its pregnanttustomerdor abor-

tionandanothersent86.4percento anabortionist.

A surveyof PPFAcustomergonductedaroundthesame
time showedthat 89 percentbelievedtheir “counselor”
wasstronglybiasedn favor of abortion.Some80percent
saidPPFAgavelittle or noinformationaboutfetaldevel-
opmentor possiblecomplicationsrelatingto the proce-
dure.Most revealingof all, 90 percentof thosewho had
an abortionsaid therewas a strong chancethey would

havechosenife for the child hadthe “abortion choice”

not beensoforcefully advocatedy the PlannedParent-
hoodemployee.

Thereis no reasonto believe anything has changedat
PlannedParenthoodn fact, thesituationis nowworseas
its employeesand supportershave becomeeven more
vocal,brazerandforceful.
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If thereis onethingmoretelling thanstatisticst is hearing
directly from thosewhowork for and/orsupportPlanned
ParenthoodConsidettheshrill responsePPFAreceived
after it merely mentionedthat Novemberwas National
Adoption Month on its Facebookpage(errorsin origi-

nals—fartoomanyto point out;emphasisdded:

As an adoptee, | am appalled that Planned Parenthood
would promote “National Adoption Month”. This month
was designed to promote foster children and find them
permanent homes. The adoption industry has hijacked
this month to serve their own needs. Telling women that
they can choose open adoption is despicable...| am pro-
INFORMED choice. Open adoption cannot be included
in the choice because it is not legally enforceable.

- Linda Gambino

Shame on you for supporting National Adoption Month.
The so called “Open adoption” isn't legally enforcable
and often times is just a ploy to get the natural mother to
make that “loving choice” (gag). | am a victim of the
closed adoption experiment gone wrong and even
though | know my natural family, | am not “allowed” to
have my birth certificate. In turn, | am supposed to be
grateful for the falsified document | hold that bears the
name | was given to conceal my natural identity forever.

I will never support an industry who's only concern is
amputating families for a profit instead of trying to keep
them together...

- Tracy Butler Calmer

Some teens who experience an unintended pregnancy
choose adoption. You can choose either open adoption,
in which you help choose the adoptive parents and can
stay in touch with the child, or closed adoption, in which
the names of the birth mother and adoptive parents are
kept secret from one another.

Shame on you Planned Parenthood for promoting the
secrecy and lies in adoption. Open adoptions are not
legally enforceable and often adoptive parents close it
after they get the child. Closed adoption allows people
to be discriminated against because they are not allow-
ed to have their original birth certificates or other infor-
mation about their genealogy and heritage. | am very
disappointed...

- Shelby Beegirl

Sofar, PlannedParenthoodsupporterdhavecondemned
both openand closed adoption,with one personeven
mocking the statementhat releasinga babyto another
family is a“loving choice.”But these&ansof “choice” are
notfinishedattackingadoptiorandthosewhosupportt:

| believe going through a pregnancy and then giving up

a child is TORMENT on a woman. THe “what ifs”, the “I

should haves” “If only | kept my baby” must play out in
her mind until the day she dies.

THe few adoptive children | know of had sealed adop-
tions. One found out that his mom was on drugs and is
the reason he has personality issues/struggles and is
angry over that.He is an adult now and will most likely
carry his anger throughout his life. THe other adoptive
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people | know of have many questions of their birthpar-
ents that they will never ever find out. MOst adoptions
are secretive, few are open to the desires of both par-
ties. NO DOUBT, everyone involved-birthmother/father,
her/his parents and grandparents. Child and the new
adoptive parents are forever CHANGED. It must feel
almost like a divorce situation (which my family had
when | was a pre-teen).

- Diane Bandy

Another Planned Parenthood supporter backed Bandy’'s

opinion:

| hear u. my aunt will never see what she gave birth to.
adoption isnt purely good or bad. with the economic
collapse 1 billion of the 6 billion people go to bed hun-
gry. 100 million children r orphans. notice the us popu-
lation is 300 million people. adopting orphan children of
all ages + abilities can b a dream come true for an or-
phan. however, forcing women to create children bc a
couple wants a perfect newborn is to often the case, +
babies r literally stolen to support the adoption busi-
ness. many people idealize perfect newborns + forget
the others. i am happy to see a movement of full spec-
trum prolife from cradle to grave rather than life ending
at birth. the money spent against women in the name of
children should go to real children + their mothers. i en-
courage people to open their homes to needy orphan
children. it is about time that people recognize real
[born] children rather than focus on potential [preborn]
children.

- Jackie Gysler

Don't forget how difficult adoption is on the child in-
volved. Secrets...all about your background...no one
thinks we should know the truth.

- Ginny O’Connell

Just because | think abortion is a woman'’s choice so is
adoption! It is up to that woman alone what she does

with her body!
- Debbie lacovelli-Shaffer

The most loquaciouspro-abortionadvocateof all was
HanneAnderson:

“Adoption is a permanent solution to an often temporary
problem”...and the “I wonder if he/she is alive” and “ |
wonder if he/she is being abused” and “I wonder if she
knows she is adopted” and “I wonder if she knows | love
him/her” and “I wonder if he/she knows that | was told
adoption was best for him/her” and “I wonder if he/she
is ok” and “l wonder if where he/she lives” and “l wonder
if he/she knows that | love him/her” etc.

| have heard many stories of natural mothers who
where sold “Open Adoption” and later the adopted
parents relocated and cut off contact with the natural
mother. | agree Planned Parenthood should not be pro-
moting “Open Adoption” as it is not a viable choice. It is
also not enforceable in Canada.

The adoption agencies just cloak thier coercion in a
more incideous way with the final result breaking up
more families and separating a sacred bond between
mother and child.
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Adoption is not a choice as a choice denotes 2 viable
options. Many times when a mother doesn’t have
enough money or support to raise her child she is left
with no other option.

It can only be an “choice” if she is fully informed of the
lifelong grief, pain and suffering she will endure. How it
will affect every relationship she has after adoption and
how it will affect her sense of self. Adoption is a loss on
a soul level that can never be rectified. Adoption Agen-
cies now do not provide all of this information to women
and girls who are pregnant. It can only be a “choice” if
she is fully informed of the detrimental effects on her
child...

Adoption is not a viable option. Adoption strips children
of thier heritage, sense of belonging and connected-
ness...To remove children from thier entire family is
inhumane and cruel.

Again adoption is not right and is abusive to children.
Being cut off from your family of origin and not having
any contact with your extended family members and
your heritage is abuse.

And thesepeoplecall themselve$pro-choice”?Theyare
pro-abortionis everysenseof theword. Sadly,the views
expressedy theseindividuals arethe normin the Pro-
AbortionMovementNowonderPPFAhassuchlopsided
abortionversusadoptiorfigures.

GIRL SCOUTS UNDER FIRE—AGAIN

Girls Scoutswhichis listedin theDishonorablévention
sectionof TheBoycottList, hasbeencriticizedfor allow-
ing a disturbing PlannedParenthoodublicationto be
distributedat the annualmeetingof the United Nations
(UN) Commissionon the Statusof Women. “Happy,
Healthy and Hot” was passedout during a “no-adults-
welcome”paneldiscussiorthatwashostedoy TheWorld
Associatiorof Girl ScoutsandGirl Guides.

N\

“Happy,HealthyandHot”
encourageyoung people
infected with the human

“wtn  immunodeficiency virus

H!i‘ﬁm (HIV) toexploretheirsex-

umewiir - uality. “Masturbationis a

greatwayto find outmore

3 aboutyour bodyandwhat
N\ . you find sexually stimu-

lating,” it recommendsYoung peoplearealsourgedto,
“Talk aboutor actoutyourfantasiesTalk dirty tothem.”

“Happy, Healthy and Hot” says laws requiring HIV-
positive peopleto revealtheir healthstatusto potential
sexpartnerswill “violate therights of peopleliving with
HIV.” Thereadelis urgedto seektherepeabf suchlaws.
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Overthe pastseveralmonths,The UN PopulationFund
(UNFPA), UN Educational Scientific and Cultural Or-
ganizatiofUNESCO),andInternationaPlannedParent-
hoodFederatiorhaveall releasedeportspromotingim-
plementatiorof highly controversiaprogramsdesigned
to indoctrinateyoungpeople(seethe Winter 2010edition
of Special Reports which is available through LDI's
website). Theseinclude teachingchildren as young as
five to besexuallyactiveandurgingchildrento be vocal
activistsin supportf “abortionrights.”

“INTERACTIVE ACTIVITIES”

Note: This article includes text that some people may find
offensive. Please use appropriate discretion!

PlannedParenthoodVaterlooRegion(PPWR)is push-
ing two programsof “highly interactiveactivities” thatit
claims“answerqguestionsabouthealthysexuality.” The
PPWRprogramsaredesignedor pre-teerchildren.

Just4 Girlz and Hangin’ With the Boys*“explore” such
topics as puberty, “social constructionof masculinity,”
healthyrelationships birth control, and sexually trans-
mitted diseasesPPWR claims the programsencourage
participantsto “voice their perspectiveschallengesand
choicegegardinghealthysexuality.”

Like all PlannedParenthoodffiliates,PPWRIs a strong
advocateof peer-to-peerindoctrination. This is often

accomplishedhroughthe useof skits and othertheater-
typeproductionsThe key factorin its PeerTheatreEdu-

cationProgram(PTEP)is that“youth gettheinformation
from peopletheirownage.”Thecastis comprisedf high

schoolanduniversitystudents.

One PTEP productionis
titled, “Sexploration”™—a
series of vignettes that
follow the lives of aboy
andgirl. “On their quest
for sexual knowledge”
PPWRexplains the pair facesmanyissues;personified
by interestingand humorouscharacters.’'Sexualhealth
topics addressednclude sexually transmitteddiseases,
“pregnancyoptions,”the media’sportrayalof sexuality,
birth control options,healthyrelationshipspuberty,ho-
mosexuality bisexuality,transgenderand masturbation.
By the time the play ends,everyonewill have“a good
dealof knowledgethatwill aidthemin makinginformed
decisiongegardingsexuality.”

SEIPLORATON

PEER THEATRE : BY YOUTH... FOR YOUTH

PPWRdescribedts programas“gay-positive,non-judg-
mental[and]pro-choice”andsaidit “createsasafespace
for participantsto expressthemselvesand challenge
themselvesvith differentperspectives.Virtually every
PlannedParenthoodffiliate hasapeer-to-peeprogram.
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BASIC SCIENCE

TheDublin, Ireland-basedbna Institutefor Religionand
Society(IIRS) haslaunchedanadvertisingcampaigrthat
promotegeligiouspractice.Thekeymessagef thecam-
paign,“Here’s alittle science—thgracticeof religionis
goodfor you,” begann Dublinwith 110busshelterads.

“This campaigns unprecedentedsaidlIRS
Director David Quinn. “Nothing like it has
evertakenplacein Ireland,or anywhereelse
thatwe know of. Its aimis to presenia posi-
tive imageof religion.” He wantsto let it be
known thatmanystudiesexist that showthe

Quinn
numeroudenefitof religion.

The effort is basedon a reportby PatriciaCaseyM.D.,
titled, “The Psycho-SociaBenefits of Religious Prac-
tise.” The pieceexaminedthe variousscientific studies
which haveshowedthatreligious practiceis associated,
on average,with lower levels of depressionmarital
breakdownteenpregnancyandalcoholanddrugabuse.
It alsoaidedin fasterrecoveryfrom bereavemerandill-
nessjongerlife expectancyandsoforth.

The campaignwasfirst conceivedin 2006 whenbooks
like TheGod Delusionwerebestsellers.”"We wantedto

counterthis negativityby pointing to the evidencethat,

on the whole, religious practiceis beneficial both for

individualsandfor society,”Quinnsaid.“If thecampaign
getsagoodresponsewe hopetoroll it outin otherparts
of the countryin the nextyearor two.” He notedthatthe

campaigns non-denominationah nature.

BASIC MATH

Growingbirth ratesamongreligiousbelieversandfalling

ratesamongsecularcouplesare poisedto dramatically
shift the political anddemographianake-upof Western
countriestheorizesProfessoEric Kaufmanrof Birkbeck
Collegeat the University of Londonandauthorof Shall
the Religiousinherit the Earth? Demographyand Poli-

ticsin the21stCentury

Kaufmannsaidthatwhile seculampopulationsare“static
andheadingor decline, religiouspopulationsaremulti-

plying. He argueghat“the morereligiouspeopleare,the
morechildrentheywill have”andthosewith particularly
strongbeliefsarereproducingfasterthananyone.”

This is setto havepolitical implications,Kaufmannsaid,
as believersunite to fight againstthe liberal agendaon
issuessuchasabortion.Forexamplehecontendghatthe
once-smalultra-OrthodoxJewishcommunitywill make
up the majority of Jewsbothin Israelandthe Diaspora
betweer2050and2100.In 1960,justafew percenbf the
Jewsof Israelstudiedin ultra-Orthodoxprimaryschools.
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In 2012,athird of all Jewishchildrenbetweersevernand
elghtwnl doso.

Kaufmannalsopointedoutthatevangelical$n

| the United Statesdoubledtheir shareof the

white Protestantpopulationin the 20" Cen-
tury; primarily throughbirths,notconversions.
p 4 Moreover hesaidthat,overall, religiouswom-

Raufmann €N have above-replacemertertility, whereas
non-religiouswomen, overall, tend to have below-re-
placementertility.

=R

Despitethe secularizatiorof young people,expertssay
the proportionof non-religiousAmericansto peakat 17
percensoonafter2050.Thepeakwill comemuchearlier
in major cities becaus®f religiousimmigrationandlow
secularfertility.

Kaufmannnotedthat the more fundamentalisteligions
tendto losefewerchildrento secularsocietyandastheir

adherentsbecomebetter organizedand more techno-
logically savvy,theirretentionrateshavegrown.In addi-

tion, peoplein the morefundamentalisteligionstendto

marrywithin their own religion, which serveso support
thefamily andadvancets mores.

Otherfactorsaresetto contributeto thistrendin theWest.
Poorimmigrantstendto be morereligious.While Chris-
tian churchattendancéasdeclinedby 40 percentin the
United Kingdom, it had remainedstablein Londonbe-
causemostof its practicingChristiansarenon-whiteand
manyothersarewhiteimmigrants.

QUOTABLE QUOTE

“And if we’re talking aboutmaternalhealth,you cannot
have maternalhealthwithout reproductivehealth. And

reproductivehealth includes contraceptionand family

planningandaccesso legal,safeabortion”

- U.S. Secretary of State Hillary Clinton, respamgio a question after
a meeting at the G-8 Summit in April 2010

“THE PERFECT WAY TO SAY YOU CARE"

Note: This article includes text that some people may find offensive.
Please use appropriate discretion!

There are so many ways a personto supportNaples,
Florida-basedPlanned Parenthoodof Collier County
(PPCC).From “tax deductibledonationsthat are so es-
sentialto keepingour doorsopen,to volunteering...time
andenergyto our cause,readsa PPCCstatementthere
isawayfor everyondo help.

One way a personmay supportPPCCis throughthe
purchaseof its “homemade,handcrafted,baked-with-
love” cookies.Thesetraditionalcookiesaretoppedwith

fondanticing, individually wrappedn aclearcellophane
envelopewith a“thoughtfulmessagebntheback.They
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are packagedn a box with white tissuepaperandtied
with apurplesatinribbon.

PPCC describesthe cookiesas “a fun, creative party
favor, [and] a perfectuniquegift for friends and loved
ones...”Theyare,asPPCCputit, “The perfectway to
sayyou care.”Beautifullywrapped‘traditional” cookies.
Mmmm. Soundsweet—inmorewaysthanone.

i Oh, did we mentionthat the cookiescomein
severalshapes®ne may selectcookiesshaped
= like birth controlpills, condomsPlannedParent-
hood’s logo, and various sexual body parénd the
cookiesare “a discreetway to show your supportfor
reproductiveandsexuahealth.”Did theysay“discreet’?

This is a good exampleof how to take somethingsweet
andinnocentandturn it into somethingthatonly a pro-
PlannedParenthoodzealotcould love. PlannedParent-
hoodcookies—theerfectwaytosay,“I'm disgusting.”

PETITIONS

LDI occasionallyreceivesrequeststo publicize and
endorsepetitiondrives.While commonlyusedwe view
the petition as one of the leasteffective ways to bring
aboutchange.The rare casewhen a petition could be
worthwhilesurelyexists butit is generallyusedasa way
to gathercontactinformationthatwill be usedfor fund-
raisingactivities.Suchinformationis oftensoldto other
groupsthatmayuseit for anynumberof purposes.

LDI will not supportor endorsea petitiondrive for any
reasoror causeunlessorganizersi) pledgeto keeppri-

vatetheaddresseandphonenumbersof thosewhossign,
which meansthey may not be sold, tradedor otherwise
releasedto any other party; and 2) pledgeto not use
gatherednformationfor fund-raisingpurposesinlesshe
signergrantsexplicit permissionfor it to be utilized in

suchamanner.

Peoplewho sign a petition do soin the hopethat some
specificgood will comeof it. They do not expecttheir
personainformationto beusedin anyotherway.Usinga
person’spersonablatain anunauthorizedvay is a viola-
tion of trust. After all, theinformationdoesnotbelongto
us sowe haveno right to do anythingwith it otherthan
thatwhichwasclearlymadeknownin advance.
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