
EEven before formal invitations
to previous attendees and donors
were in the mail, table sales for
CCV’s 26th Annual Partnership
Banquet were brisk.

Jerry Lyon, CCV’s Vice-presi-
dent of Operations and the event’s
coordinator, was not surprised.  

“With David Barton as keynote
speaker we’re expecting a sell-out,”
Lyon explained.  “It’s first come,
first served, and folks didn’t want
to miss out.”

In the fall of last year, CCV
sponsored a seven-city patriotic
tour featuring Barton, an interna-
tionally renowned American histo-
rian, Christian author and founder
of WallBuilders. Throughout the
three-day tour, he spoke to stand-
ing-room-only audiences.

During the tour CCV received
numerous requests to bring David
back to Ohio at the first opportu-
nity.  

“We had not yet engaged a
speaker to deliver the keynote
address at our Partnership Ban-
quet,” said Lyon, “so Barton was a
natural choice.  But Barton speaks
to over 400 groups annually. We
made our request, but were doubt-
ful that he would be available.
When we received our confirma-
tion, we were elated.”

The choice of Barton was more
than a response to popular
demand.  

“Underlying all of David Bar-
ton’s work is the desire to see this

nation returned to its uniquely
Christian moral foundation,” Lyon
expounds.  “That is the same
theme that underlies CCV’s mis-
sion and work.  It is a message that
today is more critical than ever –
critical to the very survival of our
nation.  And no one delivers that
message more convincingly, or in a
more constructive and encouraging
tone, than David.”

Barton founded WallBuilders in
1989.  The organization’s three-
fold goal mirrors CCV’s mission
statement.  That goal is to exert a
direct and positive influence in
government, education
and the family by (1)
educating the nation
concerning the
Christian founda-
tion of our nation;
(2) providing
information to
federal, state and
local officials as
they develop public
policies that reflect
Biblical values; and
(3) encouraging Chris-
tians to be involved in
the civic arena.

Over the years, Wall-
Builders has acquired hun-
dreds of original
documents, many of
them hand-written by
founding fathers. It is
primarily through
those original

manuscripts that WallBuilders has
been able to document the rich
religious and moral history of
America as well as to establish the
original intent undergirding Amer-
ica’s foundation documents. A
number of those original manu-
scripts will be on display prior to
the banquet.

Also on display – and available
for purchase – will be WallBuilder’s
own extensive store of educational
and motivational books, CDs and
videos. 
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Even the liberal New York
Times admitted – gleefully – that
much of the so-called stimulus
package is funding for the presi-
dent’s social re-engineering pro-
grams. The paper’s January 28
headline bridging two articles on
the bill read, “Stimulus Offers
Road to Retooling Social Policy.”

Without hearings and without
public debate, radical anti-faith,
anti-family programs have been
put in place with the signing of
this bill. A few examples follow.

One of the most direct and
insidious attacks on per-

sons of faith is a provision that
grants federal funds for the reno-
vation of existing colleges and
universities. The provision specif-
ically denies access to those funds

if the facility being renovated is a
religiously based or faith based
institution, or if the facility being
renovated simply allows religious
worship to take place.

In order to qualify for the
funding, schools would be forced
to bar on-campus worship or
even Bible study – a direct viola-
tion of federal law, which says
that schools receiving federal
financial assistance cannot limit
access to facilities or discriminate
against people of faith.

Senator Jim DeMint (R-South
Carolina) discovered the provi-
sion and immediately proposed
an amendment to kill it.

Said DeMint, “Democrats are
looking for every opportunity to
purge faith and prayer from the
public square. This will empower

the ACLU with ambiguous laws
that create liability for schools,
universities, and student organi-
zations. This is an attack on peo-
ple of faith…”

His amendment failed.

Certainly one of the most
controversial and difficult-

to-sell aspects of President
Obama’s social agenda is his
push for universal socialized
health care. Through the “stimu-
lus package” he has effortlessly
taken a giant step toward that
goal.

The bill first provides $20.3
billion to accelerate adoption of a
national medical database to elec-
tronically track the medical
records of “every individual in the
United States.” It next allocates 

H.R.1: Stimulus for an
Anti-family Agenda
H.R.1: Stimulus for an
Anti-family Agenda
Fear, Haste, Closed Doors Replace Hope, Change and Transparency

House Minority 
Leader John Boehner 

(R-Ohio’s 8th District)
and the $787 billion

spending bill he fought
vigorously to defeat.

At first glance, addressing eco-
nomic legislation may appear to
be a departure from CCV’s mis-
sion.

It really is not.
CCV is about families. Specifi-

cally, about upholding and protect-
ing the uniquely Christian family
values and freedoms that are foun-
dational to America’s past, and crit-
ical to America’s future survival.

On so many levels, the so-
called “economic stimulus pack-
age” passed by both houses of the
U.S. Congress and signed into law
by President Obama on February
17 represents a direct attack on
those values and freedoms. It is
not only within our mission,
indeed, it is our solemn duty to
brace the families of Ohio for its
catastrophic impact.

Although economists and
political analysts have found many
ways to slice and dice President
Obama’s massive, signature
spending bill, for our analysis most

provisions can be placed into one
of two basic categories: those
specifically designed to advance the
President’s anti-family social pol-
icy; and those that simply repre-
sent a ramping up of the moneyed

pork-barreling and payoffs that
have characterized Washington
politics for years, elimination of
which was the primary theme of
Obama’s presidential campaign.

Direct Anti-Family Funding



Anti-American
The controversial stimulus

package rushed through the
House and Senate and signed into
law in Denver with great fanfare
totals $787 billion, slightly less
than the two previous versions.
When debt is added, the bill still
totals in excess of $1 trillion, a
number that average Americans
cannot truly comprehend. The
version passed actually represents
an increase in spending measures
($505 billion), offset by a decrease
in tax relief ($282 billion).

It is particularly troubling
that in the tax relief portion of
the bill, small businesses are
almost entirely left out. Accord-
ing to House Minority Leader
John Boehner (R-Ohio), approxi-
mately one-third of one percent
of the total bill — $3 billion – is
directed to tax relief for that sec-
tor of our economy that has been
most effective in true job creation
during the past two decades.

The balance of the spending

portions of the 1,073-page bill –
that is, those portions not
directly connected to anti-family
social programs – still negatively
affect all Americans. They are
wasteful, special-interest spend-
ing programs, for which Ameri-
can families will be paying for
generations to come through
higher taxes and inflation.

On the very week that major-
ity party legislators were meeting
behind closed doors to ensure
that their pet projects were not
cut from the final version, Presi-
dent Obama told an audience in
Elkhart, Indiana, “Understand,
this bill does not have a single
earmark in it.” Such a statement
represents deceptive semantics,
at best. The majority of the bill’s
spending programs are pure pork
– tailored to special interest and
local projects that will result in
the creation of few if any perma-
nent jobs. 
Just a few examples:
w $2 billion for a clean-coal power

plant with specifications matching
one in Mattoon, Illinois;

w $10 million for urban canals;
w $2 billion for manufacturing

advanced batteries for hybrid cars;
w $255 million for a polar icebreaker

for the Coast Guard;
w $300 million to buy new “green

friendly” cars for federal employ-
ees;

w $1 billion for ACORN-eligible
block grants;

w $43.6 billion directed to programs
that the Office of Management and
Budget has rated as “ineffective” or
results not demonstrated.”

w $53 billion to a “Stabilization
Fund” to reward states that have
spent irresponsibly and find them-
selves in serious debt;

w $30 million for a “wetlands restora-
tion” project to protect harvest mice
in the San Francisco Bay area
(House Speaker Nancy Pelosi’s
very last-minute addition); – and

w Senator Harry Reid’s (D-Nevada)
11th hour addition, $8 billion for a
super train between Las Vegas and
Los Angeles.
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$1.1 billion for the Agency for
Healthcare Research and Quality
to conduct “comparative effec-
tiveness research,” the purpose of
which is to evaluate the merits of
different medical treatments to
“determine the best practice for
the treatment of a certain condi-
tion.” The National Coordinator
of Health Information Technol-
ogy then is charged with the
responsibility of monitoring
treatment to ensure that physi-
cians are prescribing only the
treatments that have been evalu-
ated appropriate and cost-effec-
tive.

These provisions are identical
to those advocated by former
Senator Tom Daschle, Obama’s
first pick to head the Department
of Health and Human Services,
in his 2008 manual, “Critical:
What We Can Do About the
Health-Care Crisis.” According
to Daschle doctors must be
forced to give up autonomy.
Under the plan, every medical
decision would be made by fed-
eral bureaucrats, not doctors,
patients or families. Ultimately,
the plan would apply not only to
federally funded health care, but

to the private sector as well.

While on the one hand the
health care plan outlined

above limits every citizen’s health
care to what a federal medical
czar deems cost effective, on the
other hand this bill ironically
directs $2.7 billion to the NIH
for, among other things, embry-
onic stem cell research. Not only
do the majority of Americans
consider research requiring the
death of human embryos morally
objectionable, but in addition
years of private research using
embryonic stem cells have
resulted in zero cures. Cost effec-
tiveness would demand that
available funds be channeled into
research using adult stem cells –
research that has a proven track
record of life-saving cures.

Whereas public outcry pre-
vented inclusion of some of

the president’s most radical “fam-
ily planning” (read: abortion pro-
moting) programs, the bill passed
still halts funding of abstinence
education programs while direct-
ing $1 billion to a new “Preven-
tion and Wellness Fund,” which

would be available for education
programs on sexually transmitted
diseases. (Examples of recent gov-
ernment expenditures in STD
prevention include funding for a
transgender beauty pageant in
San Francisco and an event called
“Got Love? – Flirt/Date/Score.”)

President Obama would
take the education of our

children out of the hands of par-
ents, local communities and even
states. This bill takes a large leap
toward federalization of the
nation’s education system. Its
$150 billion, covering nearly
every aspect of education, would
more than double the Depart-
ment of Education’s current
budget. Private and religious
schools, of course, are excluded.

Many consider President
Obama’s environmental

initiatives questionable from
both a scientific and economic
perspective and detrimental to
our nation’s true energy inde-
pendence. The bill passed fun-
nels billions into those
questionable programs. 
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To his Indiana audience,
President Obama also bragged,
“The plan that we’ve put for-
ward will save or create three
million to four million jobs over
the next two years.” But his
own budget office cautioned, “It
should be understood that all of
the estimates presented…are
subject to significant margins of
error.” Global Insight estimates
that the plan will create only 2.5
million jobs; Macroeconomic
Advisers places the number at
2.3 million. And most of these
are temporary jobs tied to specific
projects. Experts estimate that the
cost-per-job-created will be some-
where between $229,000 and
$262,000. The CBO further
warned that hundreds of billions
of the expenditures authorized by
the bill would not take place until
2011 and beyond.

From Fear to Haste
to Waste

In his inaugural address Presi-
dent Obama declared, “We have
chosen hope over fear.” But fear
was his weapon of choice in cam-
paigning for this bill. “A failure to
act, and act now,” he said, “will
turn crisis into a catastrophe.”
And so gigantic spending projects
worthy of weeks or months of seri-
ous study and debate were added
to the massive bill behind closed
doors and with little or no discus-
sion. 

After receiving the “emer-
gency” measure on February 14,
President Obama left it on his
desk and headed off to Chicago for
a leisurely Valentine’s weekend.
Even upon returning, he again
postponed signing the bill until a
prime-time op could be arranged
outside of Washington. 

On February 13 the Wall Street
Journal reported that the federal
agencies that will be responsible
for implementing the bill’s many
programs simply do not have the
contracting manpower to manage
such an unprecedented explosion
of spending. Many of the projects
would require environmental
impact studies, which alone
would require five to eight years to
complete under normal circum-
stances. It would not have been a
“catastrophe” to take the time

necessary to properly
review and debate such
programs before voting on them.

Economists and political ana-
lysts alike are concluding that
President Obama’s urgency to
pass this bill without debate is
driven by disdain for our nation’s
exceptional free enterprise system.
Writing in National Review, Rich
Lowry pointed out that from 1983
to 2000, the size of federal govern-
ment relative to our gross domes-
tic product (GDP) actually
declined from 23.5 percent to 18.4
percent. “Federal spending didn’t
shrink,” he points out, “but it
grew at a slower rate than the
economy, providing more breath-
ing room for the private sector.”

Lowry continues, “It had
bounced back to 20.9 percent last
year, and could conceivably go as
high as 28 percent this year.
According to Newsweek, in 2010
total U.S. government spending
will be 39.9 percent of GDP, only
about eight percentage points
below the average in the socialistic
eurozone countries.”

Conservative financial and
political analysts warned that by
the end of President Obama’s first
term our health and public educa-
tion systems could be national-
ized, and our nation could be
effectively a socialist welfare state.
They were ridiculed.

Church and para-church
prophets warned that by the end

of President Obama’s first term
marriage and family in this nation
would be redefined, the nation
would be even more firmly
entrenched in the holocaust of
abortion, and those who express
beliefs contrary to any of these
outcomes would face legal perse-
cution. They, too, were ridiculed.

Both
the ana-
lysts and
prophets
appear to
have been
wrong –
but only
with
respect to
their time
schedule.
Even they
could not
have pre-
dicted how

effectively President Obama would
take advantage of the nation’s eco-
nomic crisis to jumpstart all those
goals.

TAKE ACTION
For legislators to stand up

against this bill, which is so
destructive to the economic and
moral fabric of our nation, meant
subjecting themselves to criticism
from and ostracism by their col-
leagues and to ridicule from the
mainstream, liberal media. 

The following Ohio legislators
voted NO to passage of H.R.1:

• Sen. George Voinovich
• Rep. Steve Austria
• Rep. John Boehner
• Rep. Jim Jordan
• Rep. Steven LaTourette
• Rep. Robert Latta
• Rep. Jean Schmidt
• Rep. Pat Tiberi
• Rep. Michael Turner
Please visit our Website and

click on Contact Your Elected
Officials to send these elected rep-
resentatives a message of encour-
agement and thanks. Let them
know that we will be counting on
them to stand firm against the
tidal wave of anti-family, anti-
faith, anti-American legislation
that is sure to follow. 

House Majority Leader
Nancy Pelosi (D-CA)
and President Barack
Obama – jubilant after
passage of the bill that
fast-forwards their anti-
family social agenda.
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OOn January 23,
President Barack
Obama issued an exec-
utive order – the sec-
ond of his brief
administration – to
rescind the Mexico
City Policy.

The effect of the
order was to take hun-
dreds of millions of
dollars out of the hands
of family planning
organizations in other
countries that do not
perform or promote
abortions, and place
them in the hands of
organizations that pro-
mote abortion as a pri-
mary method of family
planning and popula-
tion control.

That effect is trou-
bling in itself. Perhaps
even more troubling,
though, is what this
order says about the
value our president
places on human life.
Rescinding the Mexico
City Policy confirms
the emptiness of our
newly elected president’s pledge
to work to reduce abortions and
speaks in loud, clear tones of his
determination to expand the
holocaust of abortion not only
nationally, but internationally as
well.

Background
The Mexico City Policy ini-

tially was implemented by Presi-
dent Reagan in 1984 at a United
Nations’ Population conference in
Mexico City (thus the name).
The purpose of the Reagan mem-
orandum was to halt U.S. family
planning dollars from being
directed to foreign non-govern-
mental organizations (NGOs)
that perform abortions or

“actively promote” abortion as a
method of family planning and
population control in other coun-
tries.  The policy was rescinded by
President Clinton in 1993, but
restored by President Bush on the
first day of his first term.

It is important to note that
the Mexico City Policy did not cut
off assistance to foreign NGOs
involved in family planning.  It
simply insured that the organiza-
tions receiving such funds were
not in the business of performing,
promoting or forcing abortion.

Forces promoting abortion as
a means of population control
have tagged the Mexico City Pol-
icy the “global gag rule,” a term
that is deliberately misleading

and nonsensical.  In
fact, under the pol-
icy, organizations
receiving U.S. fam-
ily planning funds
could still use them
to provide referrals
for abortion in cases
of rape, incest or to
protect the life of
the mother.  They
could use them to
treat injuries caused
by abortions. They
could even use
them for post-abor-
tion care.  They
simply could not
use them to advo-
cate or perform
abortions. 

Clarification
If there was any

doubt about Presi-
dent Obama’s disre-
gard for the life of
the unborn and dis-
dain for those who
uphold the sanctity
of all life, the state-
ment that he
released after

rescinding the Mexico City Policy
surely erased that doubt.

After an awkward attempt to
disguise his death sentence in the
language of “empowering women
and promoting global economic
development,” President Obama
concluded with this remark:  “In
addition, I look forward to work-
ing with Congress to restore U.S.
financial support for the U.N.
Population Fund (UNPF).”  

At President Bush’s insistence
the United States has withheld
funding of the UNPF primarily
because of that group’s support of
the abusive, coercive abortion
policies of China and other
nations.  And now our president
“looks forward” to using our tax

U.S. Back in the Business
of Exporting Abortion

BY EXECUTIVE ORDER:

U.S. Back in the Business
of Exporting Abortion

Continued on page 8



C
Change in Columbus

Columbus – It
is one city in
which all Ohioans
take pride!

After all! It is
our state capital,
and home of the
Ohio State Buck-
eyes!

Money Maga-
zine recently rated
our capital city the
eighth best large
city in the U.S. to
inhabit. It’s the
15th largest city
in the U.S., and
Greater Colum-
bus has a popula-
tion of over 1.7
million, making it
the 32nd largest
metropolitan area.

Residents of
Columbus, however,
don’t think of their
city in terms of its
largeness. Columbus is the home
of the Neighborhood Pride Initia-
tive. Its residents strive to main-
tain a strong sense of family and
community pride. It’s a big city,
yes, but one with a small town
feeling.

For many years, unfortu-
nately, one less-publicized but
undeniable statistic has damaged
the reputation of our capital city
and has stood in the way – in the
way not only of community
pride, but of community and
family safety as well: For a city of
its size, Columbus historically
has had more than its share of
sexually oriented businesses. 

And with sexually oriented
businesses come the inevitable
“adverse secondary effects” (as
the U.S. Supreme Court dubbed
them years ago): increased crime
and decreased property values. 

Pride Returning
In 2004, shortly after joining

CCV to head up its Columbus
office, Director of Governmental

Affairs Barry Sheets conducted
research into the number of busi-
nesses legally operating as sexu-
ally oriented businesses in
Columbus. The numbers were
staggering in all categories – adult
book stores, massage parlors,
escort services, even bath houses.
The most shocking number,
however, was in the category of
nude or semi-nude strip clubs: 48
within the limits of the City of
Columbus alone.

Just recently, Sheets took
another count. As of December
2008, there were only 19 such
strip clubs operating in the City
of Columbus. A 60 percent
reduction!

That’s good news – for all the
men, women, children, families
and communities of Columbus.
It’s good news for all Ohioans!

How did it happen? Each sex
business that has ceased to oper-
ate during the past four years has
its own set of circumstances. But
three significant factors con-
tributing to this positive change

can be clearly identified.
Citizen concern!

During the past few
years our Citizens’
Courier has reported on
several highly publi-

cized Columbus strip club clos-
ings. (To review, visit CCV.org
and click on Change in Colum-
bus.) In most cases, the investiga-
tions that led to these closings
began when citizens voiced their
concerns to local law enforce-
ment. 

CPD! When citizens com-
plained, the Columbus Police
Department responded. Their
investigations frequently uncov-
ered all the crimes so often asso-
ciated with sex businesses –
particularly prostitution and ille-
gal drug sales. Often months of
time-consuming undercover
investigative work were necessary
before clubs finally could be
closed on public nuisance
charges. 

CDA! In the fall of 2007,
after a five-year legislative battle,
CCV was successful in working
with state legislators to pass the
Community Defense Act, which
placed two important regulations
on all sex businesses throughout

Change in Columbus
60% Decrease in Strip Clubs = Good News for Families
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the state. Hours of operation were
restricted, and physical contact
between nude employees and
patrons was prohibited. These
straightforward statewide regula-
tions have curtailed illegal activity
and made it more difficult for
these businesses to profit from it,
while greatly facilitating the moni-
toring of sex businesses by local
law enforcement officials.

Sound regulations; citizen con-
cern; law enforcement: All three
factors must be in place. And
when they are, as the Columbus
numbers prove, a community can
change for the better. 

Your Action 
If you live in a neighborhood of

Columbus, or in any Ohio com-
munity still threatened by the
presence of sexually oriented busi-
nesses, please realize that you
might be the missing factor pre-
venting positive change.

“It’s what we call the “Power of
One,” says CCV’s vice-president
of public policy, David Miller, who
authored a citizen-action hand-
book with that title, available as a
download on CCV’s Web site.

A sound law, the Community

Defense Act, is in place. Your
community is served by a law
enforcement
agency. If your
community and
your family are
suffering the
adverse secondary
effects of a sex
business, contact
your local police
department and
ask that they
investigate to
determine
whether that busi-
ness is operating
in accordance with
the two regula-
tions of CDA.
Encourage your
neighbors to do likewise.

Perhaps you have grown accus-
tomed to the existence of a strip
club or other sex business in your
community. Perhaps you do not
feel personally threatened by the
secondary crimes associated with
that business. Perhaps calling your
local law enforcement officials
places you out of your comfort
zone.

If that description fits you,

please consider the message that
all strip clubs send to our culture

and especially to our
youth. First, strip
clubs are built on the
lie that women are
objects, the primary
function of which is
the sexual satisfac-
tion of men. And
underlying that lie is
an even more funda-
mental message:
God’s plan for our
sexuality, the life-
long, one-flesh rela-
tionship between one

man and one woman,
is not relevant in our
culture. 

Consider also the
individual lives damaged by all
strip clubs. The women trapped in
a degrading, abusive business. The
families dismantled because of a
husband and father addicted to
the false messages of strip clubs. 

Consider those messages. Pray
about those individuals and fami-
lies. And then consider again
making that call – and becoming
the final factor necessary to posi-
tive change in your community.

The President’s 
Report 

As educational and inspiring
as Barton’s keynote address will
be, the focal point of CCV’s Part-
nership Banquet, as always, will
be the report delivered by CCV’s
president since 1991, Phil Bur-
ress.

“It’s a little intimidating to
share the podium with a capti-
vating, engaging speaker like Bar-
ton,” Burress admits, “but I still
look forward to this one opportu-
nity that we have each  year to
share with so many friends –
face-to-face – the amazing victo-
ries God has made possible
through their support during the
past year.”

“Equally important,” says
Burress, “will be laying out our

strategy for the challenging year
ahead.  Newly elected officials at
the federal and state levels have
made very clear their opposition
and disregard for the moral val-
ues that we know are so impor-
tant to the past and present of
our nation and state. CCV has
campaigns in place to counter
those inevitable attacks. Our
friends need to know about those
campaigns, and they need to
understand the critical role that
they can play in implementing
them.”

The Awards
A final component of this

year’s Partnership Banquet will
be the presentation of three “sec-
ond annual” awards, awards
introduced at last’ year’s 25th
Anniversary Event:

• The John Peter Muhlen-
berg Pastor Leadership Award,

for an Ohio pastor who distin-
guished himself during the past
year by applying the truths of
Scripture to the needs of our cul-
ture.

• The William Wilberforce
Elected Official Leadership
Award, for an Ohio elected offi-
cial – at any level of government
– who has exemplified outstand-
ing moral leadership.

• The Rosa Parks Citizen
Activist Award, for a grassroots
citizen/activist who has stepped
out of his/her comfort zone to
defend Christian moral values in
his community.

CCV’s 2009 Spring Partner-
ship Banquet will held at the
Schiff Conference and Banquet
Center in the Cintas Center on
the campus of Xavier University.
For details and reservation infor-
mation, visit CCV.org or phone
(513) 733-5775.

SPRING BANQUET
Continued from page 1

BARRY SHEETS

CCV’s Director 
of Governmental Affairs
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dollars to support such atrocities.
This blatant disregard for life

shocked many of those who
had believed the president’s
campaign rhetoric.  A January
30 USA Today/Gallop poll
revealed that the reversal of the
Mexico City Policy was Presi-
dent Obama’s most unpopular
action to date.  Sixty-five per-
cent of Americans disapproved.

Negative reaction to the
rescinding order extended
beyond this county.  Particularly
telling was the reaction of lead-
ers in less-developed countries
that are the recipients of U.S.
family planning funds.

Congresswoman Martha
Lorena de Casco of Honduras
expressed “deep regret and sor-
row” that “one of President
Obama’s first decisions is to
revoke the Mexico City Policy.”
She elaborated, “I interpret this
action as a promotion of abortion
and a threat to the national legis-
lation of my country.”

Senator Liliana Negre de
Alonso, Vice-president of
Argentina’s Senate, had this to
say:  “We can’t say we defend
human rights if we don’t defend
the first human right, the Right to
Life from conception to natural
death.  To use public funds to
finance groups that promote abor-
tion is not respecting the First
Human Right – Life.”

Christine Vollmer, president
of the Caracas-based Latin Ameri-
can Alliance for the Family com-
mented, “This is a horrible way
for President Obama to begin to

relate with the United States’
neighbors to the South.”

Pro-abortion advocates, of
course, heralded the reversal.  Par-
ticularly jubilant was the Interna-
tional Planned Parenthood
Federation (IPPF) – the world’s
largest and wealthiest abortion
provider and a significant contrib-
utor to the Obama campaign. On
their Web site, the IPPF lists their
payoff expectations, and first on
the list is “rescinding the global
gag rule,” followed by “restoring
funding to the United Nations’
Population Fund.”  President
Obama is on track to meet and
exceed those expectations.

In an interview with the BBC,
an IPPF spokesperson stated that

under the Bush administration –
thanks to the Mexico City Policy
– the organization had lost more
than $100 million in funding.

Many pro-life organizations
considered the Mexico City Pol-
icy the most effective pro-life pol-
icy of the Bush and Reagan
administrations.  Key to its effec-
tiveness was the fact that the
order did not reduce funding for
family planning.  It simply
insured that those funds would
not end up in the hands of mili-
tant organizations that would
use them to expand abortion as a
method of family planning and
population control. 

The timing of President
Obama’s rescinding order seemed
to serve as an exclamation point:
One day after the anniversary of

the U.S. Supreme Court’s deadly
Roe v. Wade decision.  

One day after millions had
marched or met in memory of the
45 million innocent children
deprived of life in this country, an
order was signed that, if allowed
to stand, will result in the deaths
of millions in other countries as
well.  

TAKE ACTION
Rep. Christopher Smith (R-

NJ) has introduced a bill (H.R.
708) that would override the pres-
ident’s executive order. The bill
has 62 co-sponsors, including
Ohio Congressmen John
Boehner, Jim Jordan, Robert Latta
and Patrick Tiberi. 

H.R. 708 has been assigned to
the Committee on Foreign
Affairs, with no hearings to date.

Please send your Representa-
tive a message asking that he/she
do everything within his power to
encourage passage of H.R. 708 to
restrict assistance to foreign
organizations that perform or
actively promote abortions.

Visit CCV.org and click on
“Contact your elected officials” to
easily send that message.

While on CCV’s site, register
to receive our e-mail updates so
that we can keep you up-to-date
on this and other legislative
issues.
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U.S. Congressman from
Ohio’s 4th District, one of 
the co-signers of H.R. 708.

 


