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IWHC

INTERNATIONAL WOMEN'S HEALTIT COALITION
24 East 21 Street, New York, New York 10010 Telephone (212)979-8%00
Fax (212)979- K09 L-Mail/lmermer iwhe@ige.ape.ory

April 1, 1996

Mrs. Hillary Rodham Clinton
The White House

1600 Pennsylvania Avenue
Washington, D.C. 20500

Dear Hillary,

It was wonderful to see you March 19 at the Council on Foreign Relations event. As you
suggested, I talked to Melanne, She suggested I send you a letter conveying our thoughts. So
here goes...

Your presentation to the Council was superb in content and delivery. Your capacity to fit the
message to the audience is quite remarkablc. The transcript reminds me just how forceful a
spokesperson you are for the kind of U.S. foreign policy that we and our colleagues in the U.S.
and around the world would like to see. While your references to women’s economic lives were
right on target, I felt that your statements on population and family planning policies and
programs did not fully reflect the recent significant shift in thinking on these issues.

As you know, at the Cairo Conference on Population and Development, the U.S. led the world’s
governments to a fundamentally transfortned vision of the scope of population and family
planning policies and programs and their importance for women, for families and for countries.
The “Cairo paradigm™ is centered on women's health, empowerment, and rights, especially
reproductive health and rights. While recognizing demographic and environmental concerns, the
Cairo agrecment, reinforced and extended in Beijing, makes individual well-being and rights the
central concern, emphasizcs the quality of information and services, and disallows coercion,
discrimination and violence in matters of reproduction and scxuality.

Further, these agreements recognize that family planning services are not sufficient, especially
when they are poor quality as so many are. Governments concluded in Cairo that contracepu'ves
are best delivered, and most likcly to be utilized effectively, in a context that supports women’s
and children’s health, and men’s responsibility for their own sexuality and fertility, as well as the
well-being of their partners and children.
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Mclannc cxplained (hat you had to shorten your Council speech while you were giving it, and
that references to Cairo were in the original text. 1 certainly understand the need for shortening,
but describing family planning only as a meaans to stabilize population growth in over-populated
devéloping countrics, to reverse environmental degradation, and to reduce abortions in the
developing world is not where the undcrstanding and consensus currently arc in the international
community. Rather, individual rights and well-being arc thc dominant themes for population
policics, themes that are proving programmatically more effective and that arc garncring broader
political will. The current U.S. Conpgress hasn’t internalized this consensus yet, but they will as
their constituents bring pressure to bear.

In informal meetings as well as focus groups across the country, IWHC has found that this new
understanding of “population” resonates extrcmely well among U.S. women of different
backgrounds. The Cairo paradigm shift significantly broadens the constituency to include not
Just those concerncd about “population” and thc cnvironment, but also health professionals,
human right activists, women’s organizations and movements, and the broader social justice and
development communities that have never supported “population control.”

At several Council on Foreign Relations sessions, and in other fora, we have worked to
toster this ncw understanding. Your voice on these issues is critically important. As Melanne
suggcested, here is some language that may be useful to you when discussing the issues:

[ ] We support family planning programs to ensure that all individuals and
couples, especially women, enjoy their basic right to decide freely and
responsibly the number and spacing of their children.

= The Clinton Administration and most of the world’s governments have agreed
that family planning scrvices, while necessary, arc not sufficient. 'What is needed
are good quality rcproductive health services that arc accessible and affordable.
Thesc include services to ensure that pregnancy and delivery are safe and that
infants are healthy; family planning information and scrvices; information and
scrvices to prevent sexually transmitted diseases including HIV/AIDS; and
programs to climinate violence against women.

] These investments in reproductive health save women’s lives, protect their health,
and are csscntial for women’s full enjoyment of their human rights. They also
help to achieve population stabilization and environmentally sustainable
dcvelopment.
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Of course, many variations on this theme, including fucts and anecdotes, could be developed for
particular audicnecs. As an example, I enclosc a copy of Joan Dunlup’s recent speech (o the
League of Women Voters.

IWHC is continuing to work on development of messages to extend and cffcctively engage the
broad constituency of women who will enthusiastically support this agcnda. We're thrilled that
you are speaking about the realities of women’s lives around the world, as you have experienced
them... and that you are such a forceful and committed advocate for women’s rights. We believe
the Cairo Consensus is one of the most important accomplishments of the Clinton

Administration, and we are doing all we can to make sure it is implemented. We would be
delighted to talk with you further.

With best regards.

Sincerely yours,

fenne Germain
Vice President and Program Director

Enclosure



REMARKS BY JOAN DUNLOP
“The Beijing Conference: Can Political Energy Muke 2 Difference?”
March 20, 1996
27th Annual Symposium on International Relations
Presented by the l.cague of Women Voters of Connecticut Education Fund
Yalc University Law School

Good morning. | am very pleased to be here, and want to thank the 1.eague of Women Voters of
Connecticut and in particular, Carolyn Circen, who worked so hard to put this program together. I
am so pleased (o see s0 many young people here today. Your interest and energy and
commitment are truly wonderful to see.

I will speak this morning about the Fourth World Conterence on Women, held in Beijing last
Scptember, and about what the conterence agreements mean for women -- and men -- throughout
the world, and here in the U.S. Then I will offer some ideas about how to keep the passion, the
solidarity, the commitment and the strength of the women's movement as [ experienced it in
Beijing alive here, in our workplaces, families, communities, on campuses and in the corridors of
policy-making power in statchouscs and in the U.S. Congress and White 1 louse.

Lct mc start by tclling you somcthing about the International Women’s Health Coalition. Wc arc
a nonprofit organization of 20 peeple, based in New York City, with an intemational Board and a
mandate to work with individuals and groups in Asia, Africa, and Latin America to promote
womcen'’s reproductive and sexual health and rights. We make grants to reproductive health

service providers and advocacy groups in Cameroun, Nigeria, Brazil, Chile, Peru and
Bang”ladesh.

We publish books and reports. We convene mectings on ncw or ncglected issucs like
reproductive tract infections. And we work to influence the work of population and health
professionals, national governments. and intemnational agencies.

Why do we do this work?

100 million women who should be alive are not, according to Harvard economist Amartya Sen.
These women are missing. Where have they gone? They died as little girls because they didn’t
get enough tfood. They weren’'t immunized. They were victims of violence. They were left to die.
Or, they were aborted when their parenis discovered they weren't going 10 be boys.

Lach ycar, between six and seven hundred thousand women dic from pregnancy-related causes —
neurly all in the developing world. These deuths could be prevented if women had access to safe,
high quality scxual and reproductive health care. :

At least six million young pcople worldwide have been infected with HIV, the virus that causes
AIDS. Nearly half of all III'V infections in the world have occurred to people younger than 235.
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By agc 18, girls worldwide have received an average of 4.5 FEWER yeurs of education than
boys. In Uganda, only 5 pereent of girls reach high school.

Women’s lives closer to home aren’t always better. In the U.S., between 40 and 50 percent of
women in homeless shelters are there because of domestic violence in their homes. And nearly
20 pereent of women who give hirth in the U 8. each year do not receive adequate pre-natal care.
Many of thcsc women are teenagers. women ol color, or women with low or no incomes.

The Intcrnational Women's [Iealth Coalition does the work it does because we know the realities

of women’s lives. We know the powct women have to changc their lives. their communities.
their countries and the world.

What is our work? We provide small grants -- often sced money. But more importantly, our
program officers provide moral support, managerial and financial cxpertise, and a sounding
board. ''his is intensive work. And in countries like Nigeria, we’re one of the few organizations
doing it. At the global level, we work with international agencics, like the World Health
Organization and the World Bank, to make sure that they arc accountable to the world’s women.
Our staff attend meetings, writc position papers, and advise scnior-level policy-makers.

The best example of this global work was at the International Conference on Population and
Dcvclopment -- better known as the Cairo Conference -- held in September, 1994, and in Beijing
at the Women’'s Conference. There, we were part of a 25 persun lobby of long-time colleaguces of
ours -- women from Bangladcsh, Peru, Mexico, Poland, India, Kenya, Atgentina and Russia. We
worked as a coordinated lobby, the pace of which sometimes cxhaustcd cven the most tircless
advocates for women’s rights, including me.

In Cairo, and in Beijing, we mct cvery morning at 6:30 to share information and plan strategy.
And we often didn’t got to bed until the carly hours of the next morning. We were on.
delcgations, working the “tloor” of ncgotiating rooms. and in the corridors talking to the press,
both U.S. and intermational. The press was critical. They listened to us. they understood our
message, and thcy quoted us in their storics. ‘The media helped generatc tremendous interest in
these conferences, throughout the world. And tremendous energy. We're still feeling that six
months after Bcijing.

Now, lct me give you iwo examplcs from Beijing of the power of the international lobby we
coordinated, the powcr of these women from Nigceria, Chile, Cameroun, Pakistan, Mexico, South
Africa and other countries. ['11 start with Amparo Claro, a long-time colleague from Chile....

... This lobby also madc a difference in making sure that the Platform of Action agreed in Beijing
includcs a chapter on the girl child. This chapter defines the rights of girl children 10 have
equality with boys -- in education, training, cconomic opportunity and human rights. The African
women, including our collecagues {from Nigeria and South Alricu, were determincd to fight and
win this chapter for their daughters. ‘They were also determined that the right of girls to equal
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access to inhcritance would be proclaimed in Beijing. And they got that too, at the 11th hour, but
they got it. The true heroines of Beijing were the African women. They were extraordinary in
their focus, detcrmination and tirelessness. I stood in awe,

What did women achieve in Cairo and in Beijing? What do these conferences mean tor the lives
of women in Kenya or India? What do they mean for us, for women in this country, in this room?

In Cairo, the world agreed that individuals are central to the qucstion of population, and any
solution requires commitment to human rights and to women. The numbers game is over. This is

a question of rights and of women’s equality. This is a sca-changc, a benchmark. We like to say
that thc world will never be the same after Cairo and it’s true.

In Beijing, governments went beyond what they agreed in Cairo. In Beijing, govermnments of the
world agrecd that human rights standards and international laws cannot be applied differently to
women than to men, even if culture and tradition may seem to sanction rcstrictions on women'’s
rights. Many of you probably remember 1lillary Rodham Clinton saying with conviction,
“Women’s rights are human rights and human rights are women’s rights.”

The final agrcements made in Beijing also say clearly that adolescents have the right 10
reproductive and sexual health education, information and services, taking into account the
cvolving capacity of the child or adolescent. This language is truc to the basic premise thal the
nceds of the child come first, as cxpressed by the international community in the 1990
Convention on the Rights of the Child

And perhaps the most critical achicvement of Beijing is that women’s sexual rights were placed
firmly within human rights. This is much more than the right (o say no to sex -- that infamous
New York Times headline. Sexual rights mean that women have the right nol to be raped, or have

their genitals mutilated, or to be sold as a wife or prostitute. 1t’s a crucial building block of
individual freedom.

These agreements were reached in Beijing through a ncw dialogue, unprecedented in
intcrnational policy-making. And this centered, not surprisingly, on women. More countries were
rcpresented by women than at any previous confercnce. And these women were not tokens -
therc bceause of whom they married. In Beijing, women served as dclegates because they were
professionals, experts, elected officials, activists and leaders of women’s organizations, Many of
these women had participated, as government delegates or NGO observers in previous global
conferences, and therefore were skilled in the process and substance of U.N. negotiations.
Without question, their cxpertise and experience were critical to the outcomes of the conference.

‘Thc ovcrall messages from the Beijing conference to the world are: first, equality is not for
debate; it is desired, csscntial, and will come about. Second, coercion, discrimination and
violence must be eradicated from the lives of women, wherever they occur -- in economics,
politics, health care and within communities and families. Third, the vision of population and



development adopted in Cairo in 1994 is truly global policy. And fourth, women's rights arc
human rights. Governments and non-govcrnmental organizations must now deliver, and the
women of the world, working in partnership with men, will hold them accountable.

Now, we want 1o build on the energy, the strength and the determination of women in Beijing
that [’ve described. Some of you [ know were in Beijing, so you know what I mean. The vitality,
the diversity, and the commonality of our experiences was extraordinary. I believe that we need
to build on that energy. that commitment. that power.

[ belicve that women who care about the world need 1o take hold of foreign policy in this
country. | believe that women need to design foreign policy so it makes scnse in the 21st century.
We need to make sure that U.S. foreign policy holds to the ideas and ideals of Cairo and Beijing.
In short, we as women need to presume. And we nced to raise our collective voice.

1 don’t believe we want isolationism. I don’t belicve that is where the majority of the women in
this country arc. 1 don’t believe we want to pull up the drawbridge and live in a fortress U.S.A. I
believe that what we need is a women's lens on forcign policy and foreign assistance.

What do I mcan by a women's lens? I mean a way of looking at the world, a way of transforming
how a problem is viewed. A way of coming up with a better, smarter and more humane solution.
The international women’s health movement has dong this with the question of “population.™
Now it’s time to get the women'’s lens focused on foreign policy, here in this country.

Why? Because there’s no hiding place from diseuases like AIDS and other infections and viruses.
There’s no hiding place from a deteriorating environment. It affccts the air we breathe and the
water we drink. And there’s no hiding place from the issucs of migration and refugees. It’s an
illusion that the U.S. can retreat from these issues. It’s not possible. We live in a global world,
getting smaller and closcr to cach other all the time. [ realize this everyday when my staff tries to
get me on-line on the [ntcrnct.

I believe that in this global world, our voices need to be heard. Because when we vote. we must

votc not only for ourselves, but also for the women whose lives arc affected by the policies our
elected officials adopt.

We have an opportunity now to mobilize togcther. To bring pressure on the media. On our
communities. In our classrooms and in boardrooms. And eventually on the Congress of the
United States 10 change the conventional wisdom on foreign policy.

The International Women’s Health Coalition is in the process of forming a National Prcsident’s
Council to join us in making our presence felt in the five citics: New York, Washington,

Chicago, Atlanta and Los Angeles. The New York City and Washington President’s Councils arc
alrcady off the ground.



What is the President’s Council all about? It’s about women having an influence on forcign
policy and foreign aid. It’s about women being in the room, and heard. When I go to Capitol
I1ill, staffers tell me, “nobody lobbies on women’s issues. ‘There are no women’s voices here.”
And T want to change that. | want to chal]c;lgc the conventional wisdom. I want to create a new
vision. a women’s vision. for thc 21st century.

What.the Beijing conference showed is that change can come about through intcnsc
collaboration, discipline and a shared purpose. That change may not be immediately visible; it
will be at least a 10 ycar process. Still, I am convinced that the Beijing agreements will have an
impact. Such a diversc asscmbly will effect change, large and small, in public and private
arenas.

Positive energy pervaded thc ncgotiations in Beijing -- an intensely political conference about

women s lives. This cnerpy will be Kept alive by non-governmental organizations and by women
likc you and me, as we work for the realization of the commitments madc, remade, and extended
in Beijing.

o ol ok

You’ve heard me say a lot of things this morning. Now I’d like 10 hear from you. What do you
think about women’s voices on foreign policy? What do you think about the role of American
women, and young Amecrican women -- so many of whom I see here today -- in an increasingly
global world? What do you think is the best way to keep alive the energy gencrated in Beijing,
and to hold our governments accountable 1o what they said in Beijing. How can we assure that
the Beijing Conference makes a difference in our lives. in our daughters’ lives. and in the lives of

womcen in Bangladesh. Peru. India. China. Zimbabwe, and South Africa -- and in I{artford and
Ncw Haven and Boston and Kalamazoo?

I helieve that if we work together, if we keep our eye on the prize, if we are tough-minded and
passionatc, and if we presume that we CAN change the world -- the world in which we live our
daily lives and the global world in which we all live - that we will. In fact, I know it.

Thank you.





