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Bucharest, May 7, 2009 

 

Mr. Hans-Gert Poettering, President    

Parliament of the European Union     

Bruxelles 

Via electronic delivery 

 

Re.: Proposed Amendment 45a (Annual Report on 

Human Rights) 

 

 

Dear Mr. Poettering: 

 

PRO VITA Bucharest is a nongovernmental, nonprofit, civic organization which promotes 

the interests of the natural family, marriage, and the welfare of children, both born and 

unborn. We monitor legislation and policy, domestically and internationally, and lobby in 

favor of policies and legislation which benefit the family, children, parents, and marriage. 

PRO VITA espouses the marital union between a man and a woman and promotes the view, 

contained in Article 16(a) of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, that the natural 

family is the foundation of society and is entitled to protection by the society and the state. 

 

We respectfully submit this Note to express deep concerns and firm opposition to the 

following amendment recently proposed to be added to the European Union’s 2008 Annual 

Report on Human Rights: 

 

45a. [The European Parliament] Underlines the importance of promoting sexual and 

reproductive health rights, as a precondition for any successful fight against 

HIV/AIDS, which causes enormous loss in terms of human lives and economic 

development, affecting particularly the poorest regions in the world; firmly 

condemns the recent declarations made by Pope benedict XVI, banning the use of 

condoms and warning that condom use could even lead to an increased risk of 

contagion; is concerned that those statements will severely hamper the fight against 

HIV/AIDS;  points out that empowerment of women also helps to counter 

HIV/AIDS; calls on the governments of the Member States to act together to 

promote sexual and reproductive health rights and education, including on the use of 

condoms as an effective tool in the fight against this scourge. 

 

The reasons for our opposition and concerns are the following. 

 

First, as we gather from documents debated and circulated in the United Nations on similar 

topics, the phrase “sexual and reproductive rights” consists of code words for promoting 

abortion, immoral sexual practices, risky lifestyles, and promiscuity. This interpretation of 

the proposed amendment has frequently been promoted by representatives of various 

countries of the European Union, some of which occasionally claimed to speak on behalf of 
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the entire European Union on this subject. We and our constituency firmly oppose this 

interpretation and reject the European Union’s attempts to promote it through this proposed 

Amendment. 

 

We similarly reject the attempt to inject this terminology in international instruments with 

the intent to legitimize it in the international law of human rights. Therefore, on this occasion 

and in this forum we express the view that there is no right to abortion under international 

law. Nor does international human rights law recognize the existence of “sexual rights.” The 

Amendment should not be used as a vehicle for creating “new rights.” 

 

On the contrary, we share the belief, enshrined by the world community in Article 6 of the 

International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights, that “every human being has the 

inherent life to right.” We view the human embryo as a “human being” from conception, a 

person deserving to live and to benefit from the protection of the law. 

 

We secondly object on grounds of conviction and belief. Our constituency promotes 

abstinence as the first and foremost method for reducing and eliminating the incidence of 

HIV infection. Based on conviction and belief we also affirm our right to teach our children 

that abstinence is the most important and preferred method for both preventing HIV 

infection and from contracting it in the first place. Regretfully, the amendment discounts this 

common-sense and most obvious solution to halting sexually transmitted diseases.   

 

Third, we view the amendment as an affront to the many millions of citizens of the European 

Union whose religious beliefs are in accord that, far from being encouraged, sexual 

immorality should be discouraged through abstinence. 

 

Finally, we reject the Amendment’s call on Member States to act jointly to promote sexual 

and reproductive health rights. Imposing abortion and risky lifestyles on Member States is 

not a wise allocation of resources and surely not among the prerogatives granted to the 

European Union by its citizens. Many Member States, Romania among them, experience a 

serious demographic crisis. Contrary to the urging of the Amendment they are in need to 

adopt policies that will drastically reduce the rate of abortion.  

 

Respectful of your position, we request Mr. President that our Note be filed among the 

official papers of the European Parliament and be noted in its various committees as 

appropriate. 

 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

Bogdan Stanciu 

President 

PRO VITA Bucharest 

 

 


