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Chapter 1

Witnessing the Assault at the International Level

“Who are you?” the United Nations delegate urgently asked me. My 
heart was beating fast as she dragged me into the hall during a brief break 
in an intense UN negotiating session in Geneva, Switzerland. 

Who was I? I was a full-time mom. But somehow I had managed 
to help this UN delegate support her pro-family position during heated 
negotiations.

That UN conference was one of the pivotal points in my life. At the 
time, I was a typical stay-at-home mom with all the trimmings—carpool-
ing, soccer games, a busy husband, and four active children, the youngest 
just entering kindergarten. I had never been actively involved in a cause 
and didn’t even like to get a babysitter for an afternoon, let alone to travel 
across the world to a United Nations conference. 

Yet, at that UN meeting, I came face to face with disturbing events 
that would change the course of my life. 
There, I had my first glimpse of the cal-
culated, organized, worldwide assault 
on the family and witnessed for myself 
destructive forces that are affecting our 
nation and the world as a whole.   

So how did I end up at a UN con-
ference in the first place? In 1999 my 
husband Greg received an e-mail from 
his former law professor describing an experience he had in defending the 
family at the UN. The account had a powerful impact on both my husband 
and me. We wanted to learn more, so we attended a World Congress of 
Families2 in Geneva, Switzerland. A World Congress (not to be confused 
with a UN conference) brings together government, religious and com-
munity leaders; scholars; experts in family issues; and concerned citizens 
who are working to preserve the family around the world. 

2 The World Congress of Families (WCF) is a biennial conference chaired by Dr. Allan Carlson of the 
Howard Center for Family, Religion and Society. (See www.worldcongress.org.)

At that UN meeting, I had my 
first glimpse of the calculated, 
organized, worldwide assault 
on the family.
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Although several speakers at the World Congress described the attacks 
on the family that occurred at the UN, I still found this hard to believe. I 
had never been exposed to anyone who was actually trying to undermine 
the family. I wondered why anyone would be against the traditional family. 
Little did I know that I would soon have the chance to see for myself just 
who and what was working against all I hold dear. 

My First UN Experience

A few months later, I was invited by a friend to attend my first United 
Nations conference, also held in Geneva.3 There, we quickly found ourselves 
surrounded by people seeking to undermine the family. 

Much of the opposition to the family was initiated by the “radical 
feminists” and other special interest groups in attendance, representing 
nongovernmental organizations (NGOs)4 from all over the world.  

By radical feminists I do not mean women who are working to further 
the legitimate rights of women. I mean women who espouse a militant, 
anti-patriarchal ideology that all men oppress women and who work to 
legalize abortion and to promote lesbian, transgender and homosexual 
rights, among other things. 

These NGO representatives were working closely with the majority of 
the UN member states, intent on ensuring that the document to be negoti-
ated would promote their anti-family views. I was appalled by their tactics.

I was especially surprised to see my own country, the United States, 
leading the charge to promote policies harmful to the family. I wondered if 
anyone on Capitol Hill knew what the U.S. delegates at the UN were doing. 
I was certain the majority of the people in the United States had no idea.

At the opening session, the chairperson announced that the UN 
delegates would be negotiating various segments of the conference docu-
ment simultaneously in different rooms. This immediately put poor 
nations at a disadvantage as many did not have enough delegates to 

3 This conference was a regional preparatory meeting, part of the five-year review of the progress 
made on the UN Beijing Declaration and Platform for Action from the Fourth World Conference 
on Women, originally held in September 1995. This five-year review also is known as Beijing +5.
4 There are more than 3,000 NGOs in consultative status with the Economic and Social Council 
of the United Nations. These UN-accredited NGOs are essentially special interest groups that 
are authorized to participate in UN conferences and they greatly influence the goals, policies and 
programs of the UN. Out of the more than 3,000 UN-accredited NGOs, only about 20 work 
together in a small coalition to try to protect the family; and, of those 20, only a small number 
regularly participate in UN conferences.
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send to each room. It is the developing nations that usually support 
pro-family positions at the UN, so it seemed this was a calculated move 
by the conference planners.  

My friend and I recognized a man we had seen at the World Congress 
of Families, and we introduced ourselves to him. Fortunately, he was a 
veteran pro-family lobbyist. He asked me to monitor negotiations that 
were being held in a small room. 

NGO representatives and UN delegates alike crowded around a small 
table trying to listen and to get close enough to grab one of the few copies of 
the document5 as it was passed out. Incredibly, some official UN delegates 
even found it difficult to obtain a copy of the very document their country 
was supposed to be negotiating.

There were no translators and, since the negotiations were conducted 
in English, those who had a good command of English had a major ad-
vantage. This meant people from the United States, Canada, and fluent 
English speakers from the European Union dominated the proceedings. 

There was standing room only. Since the bag I was carrying was heavy 
and bulky, I set it down in the corner and moved toward the front so I 
could hear. Some UN delegates also had to remain standing even though 
NGO representatives, who are supposed to be observers, had prominent 
places at the table. One NGO representative proceeded to present her 
feminist “wish list” of proposed amendments to the document. It seemed 
that the feminist NGO representatives were running the show, and it was 
difficult to distinguish between them and the UN government delegates.

I had been instructed by the more experienced pro-family lobbyist to 
note which delegates made comments favorable to pro-family positions. 
My page remained blank. It appeared there wasn’t a single pro-family 
delegate in the room. 

Instead, I heard outrageous demands. Many of the radical ideas dis-
cussed in an earlier women’s caucus meeting were being proposed for 
inclusion in the document. (See examples of the feminist agenda pushed 
at this conference in Chapter 6, “The Assault on Motherhood.”) I was 
shocked that these controversial ideas were even being considered for 
5 Each year the Economic and Social Council of the United Nations holds conferences on social 
issues. The goal at these UN conferences is to produce an influential resolution or, on occasion, 
a binding treaty on the topic of the meeting. Every sentence of every paragraph is discussed and 
negotiated word by word until “consensus” is reached and an outcome document is adopted that 
member states agree to implement. 
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inclusion in a UN document and found it hard to believe that not even 
the U.S. representative was opposing them.

Finally, a woman across the room raised her hand and meekly requested 
that respect for “religious” diversity be added to the document.  

Her suggestion sounded benign, so I was surprised when all the del-
egates—including the delegate from the United States—strongly opposed it. 
The other delegates actually laughed at her and condescendingly remarked 
that it was neither necessary nor appropriate to include respect for religion 
in the document. 

At the time, I didn’t know that “respect for religious and cultural 
values” is one of the most controversial phrases in UN negotiations. This 
is because the radical feminist agenda runs directly counter to all of the 
world’s major religions, and if countries are required to respect religious 
values, the feminists cannot force their agenda on the world. 

Radical feminists see religion—and particularly denominations they 
consider “patriarchal”—as the major barrier to women’s “empowerment.” 
In other words, this was a very significant addition.  

The delegate, trying to defend her proposal, insisted that respect for 
religion was already included in several other UN documents and the other 
delegates challenged her to prove it. The delegate’s English skills were 
limited, so she fumbled and stuttered.

I started shaking. I realized that in my bag in the far corner of the 
room I had the very tool that would help 
this delegate defend her position. My 
bag contained a small language guide6 
that identified UN consensus language 
in favor of the family from previously 
negotiated UN documents. The section 
on religion contained the exact cita-
tions this delegate needed to support 
her position.  

Could I possibly squeeze my way over to the corner where my bag 
was, find the language guide with the citations, and hand it to the delegate 
before I was thrown out? 

6 Roylance, S. A Guide for Language Supportive of the Natural Family in the Six Core International 
Treaties and the Seven Major UN Conference Documents. (1999). South Jordan, UT: Worldwide 
Organization of Women & United Families International.

I realized that in my bag in the 
far corner of the room I had the 
very tool that would help this 
delegate defend her position.



Witnessing the Assault at the International Level 5

Nervously, while everyone in the room was distracted with the tension 
of the argument, I made my way through the tightly packed room back to 
my bag, found the guide, and opened it to the right page. Though I could 
tell those around me were becoming annoyed, I squeezed back through the 
crowd, made my way over to the brave delegate, and stood behind her. My 
heart was pounding. I wasn’t sure that UN protocol allowed me to hand 
her information during negotiations. I waited until attention was diverted 
from her for a moment, discreetly placed the booklet into her hands, and 
pointed to the references on religion. Because she was flustered and didn’t 
know who I was or what I was handing her, at first she didn’t even look at 
it. The argument continued.  

After what seemed like forever, the delegate suddenly realized that 
I had handed her just what she needed. She quickly raised her hand, an-
nouncing that she had found the citations.

After the delegate read them to the group, the chairman announced, 
“The Beijing Platform! You must find precedence for your suggestion in 
the Beijing Platform for Action, as that is the document we are reviewing.”  

At no point had the chairperson asked anyone else to similarly support 
their amendments. The delegate’s face fell. How could I help her now? I then 
remembered that the night before, when I had stayed up late studying a copy 
of the Beijing Platform, I had underlined and starred the references to religion.

Could I squeeze back through the crowd to my bag again? I had already 
been the recipient of several hostile looks, and I needed to make sure I 
wasn’t too obvious. The room was warm, and someone had just opened a 
window, so I acted as if I needed to get some air and made my way to the 
window. Then slowly, I pushed my way around the perimeter of the room 
until I reached my bag and found the needed references. 

In the meantime, someone had handed the delegate a thick booklet 
containing the Beijing Platform, and she was frantically trying to find 
a reference to religion. I made my way back over to her, handed her my 
booklet with the underlined references, and told her it was the Beijing 
Platform. She looked very stressed and nervous, and I felt exactly the same. 
Because I was unsure of the UN rules for NGOs, I was worried I might 
do something out of order and get thrown out.   

She raised her hand and exclaimed that she had found the Beijing 
references and then asked for permission to leave the room to consult. She 
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then pulled me into the hallway, introduced herself as the delegate from 
the Holy See (that is, the Vatican, which has observer status at the UN), 
and asked, “Who are you?” 

I was a nobody by UN standards. However, I just happened to be in 
the right place at the right time with the right tool to help a UN delegate 

support her pro-family position during 
intense UN negotiations. The whole 
experience was quite surreal.

The delegate explained that it was 
difficult for her to follow the arguments 
as she was new to the UN and her Eng-
lish skills were limited. Using the Beijing 
Platform and my UN language guide, 

she and I discussed possible rebuttals to the arguments being presented.
It was a life-changing experience to be an eyewitness to what occurred 

and to see that someone as inexperienced as I could actually play an active 
role in influencing UN negotiations. 

Peer Pressure Impacts Negotiations  

After that experience, I joined my friend in another room to witness 
negotiations calling for a worldwide repeal of all laws against homosexual 
acts. The tension in the room was almost palpable. Again, the organizers 
had chosen a small room, and people were standing wall to wall. 

Among those standing was the Vatican delegate I had helped earlier. 
I tried to get inside the room so I could send her a friendly look to give her 
some moral support, but the room was too crowded. She had been standing 
through several hours of exhausting negotiations, and she looked totally 
frazzled. She was being pressured by all the countries represented in the 
room to agree to the homosexual provision. 

She had firmly held her ground to that point, but since  these negotia-
tions required consensus7, the entire room was pressuring her to cave in.  

7 Consensus at the UN is generally defined as the absence of a formal objection. If one or more 
UN member states speaks up and refuses to accept a provision under negotiation, they can usually 
prevent it from being adopted. However, there is tremendous pressure put on delegates during 
negotiations to not hold up consensus. Often delegates who are opposed to a provision that the 
majority of countries are in favor of are pressured into entering a reservation to that provision, 
stating their country will not be bound by it. They can also issue a statement clarifying their 
interpretation of provisions in a negotiated document.  

I just happened to be in the right 
place at the right time with the 
right tool to help a UN delegate.
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The pressure against her intensified until, finally, she left the room to 
call her superior on her cell phone. She then charged back into the room 
and interrupted the proceedings. With all eyes on her, she announced that 
the Vatican was withdrawing its opposition to the homosexual provision. 

I was stunned. I wondered how a representative of the Vatican could 
have caved on an issue so important to the Catholic faith.

The room erupted with cheering and clapping, and there was an air 
of jubilation as they thanked her. The opposition had won! They did not 
even continue to negotiate the last few paragraphs of the document because 
they now had what they really wanted. It seemed that the whole conference 
had been organized to pass that one phrase.

The Vatican delegate  later told us that her superior had decided it was 
not worth the struggle because these were just preliminary negotiations. 
She said the homosexual provision would be taken up in later negotiations 
in New York where they would have more support from other delegations 
not present at this regional meeting.

I did not fully understand, but I commended the delegate for her efforts 
and tried not to show my disappointment. She looked relieved that it was over 
and thanked us for our support. She said it made a big difference to see us 
there. She said just knowing that she was not alone filled her with peace. She 
apparently held out as long as she did because of the support she felt from us.

It was unbelievable to me that peer pressure and intimidation could 
play such a crucial role in UN negotiations that affect the entire world. At 
that moment, the idea was indelibly impressed upon my mind that if more 
people had been there to give her moral support, she may not have caved in.

Processing it All

After returning home from that first UN conference, I had even 
more questions. 

Yes, I had seen some pretty disturbing things but, I wondered, did 
these obscure UN negotiations occurring halfway across the world matter? 
Could these UN documents have any impact on my family? Did a mom 
living in Gilbert, Arizona, even need to worry about any of this?

One thing that was clear was that many of the UN participants had 
made it their life’s work to influence UN negotiations. If they thought it 
was so important, maybe it was. I wondered if there were similar influential 
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people or groups or other policymaking bodies around the world with the 
same drive to destroy the family. What about in my local community? Or 
in my children’s schools?   

Round Two

In my journey to find answers to my questions, a few months later I 
participated in a continuation of these negotiations at a UN conference held 
in New York. Again, the pro-family NGOs were vastly outnumbered by 
the feminists and sexual rights activists. Again, I was disturbed to observe 
Canada, the European Union and the United States (under the Bill Clinton 
administration) together pushing a sexual rights agenda.

It is important to note that Muslim countries often are fearless in 
standing up for the family. A delegate from Pakistan, nicknamed “Super-
man” by one of my colleagues, led the battle on the floor this time. He gave 
an impassioned plea to Western countries to stop wasting the delegates’ 
time with sexual rights provisions and, instead, to start working on the 
issues that matter most to women in poverty—i.e., basic health care, clean 
water, food and shelter. The head of the Nigerian delegation later asked 
me, “So why is the West so obsessed with sex?” I looked at him, shrugged 
my shoulders, and replied, “I wish I knew.”

Delegates from Sudan, Iraq, Poland, Syria, Nicaragua and other 
countries all rallied to squelch the efforts that had been mounted. Fortu-
nately, with the help of the pro-family coalition, they defeated some bad 
provisions. However, the victories did not come easily. 

Raining on Their Parade

Each night at the UN, the feminists held an official caucus meeting. As 
we entered their meeting room, it was clear that these women were angry 
with the pro-family contingent. Apparently accustomed to controlling a 
lot of what happens at the UN, they were extremely unhappy that we were  
present. I was dumbfounded to witness the “weeping, wailing and gnash-
ing of teeth” as woman after woman vented, some literally shedding tears.

The protocol seemed to be to introduce yourself, state the organiza-
tion you were with, and then proclaim, “… and I am a lesbian.” Again, I 
found this shocking at a UN forum. After such introductions, they would 



Witnessing the Assault at the International Level 9

either cry or yell, complaining about the pro-family presence. One young 
girl, who looked to be about 18 years old, began to cry and said, “I am a 
lesbian, and I am so angry at these people! So many years of hard work to 
help women, and it is all being destroyed!”

Another young girl declared, “This used to be the only safe place for 
us, and now they’ve ruined it!” 

For years, the UN has been the stomping grounds for radical feminists 
and sexual rights activists to effectively 
and quietly push their agenda upon the 
world with little or no opposition. We 
were ruining their party. 

Final ly, an older woman an-
nounced, “I am a lesbian, and I am so 
angry that I just want to go home, but 
if I do, they will win!”

After listening to this for some time, I raised my hand. When I began 
to speak, some of the women tried to stop me, but the chairwoman, who 
was head of the Women’s Environment and Development Organization 
(WEDO), firmly reminded them that I had just as much right to be there 
and to express my opinion as they did. 

I said, “I am a woman, and I care about other women just like you do. I 
know it may not seem like that to you, but it is true. I and others who are here 
with me just believe in helping women in a different way than you do.”  

The meeting ended and my colleague Lynn Allred and I went up to 
the chairwoman, introduced ourselves and thanked her for being fair. 
She responded that it was an open meeting. Then she looked at us and 
said something to the effect of, “You girls are young and obviously not 
acquainted with much of the world, and you are naïve. When you get 
older and are wiser, you will see the world in a different way. You are in 
the minority. The world is changing.” 

Just before this conference, on March 7, 2000, the State of California 
had overwhelmingly passed Proposition 22 defining marriage as the legal 
union of a man and a woman.8 Lynn looked the chairwoman in the eye 

8 Since this conversation in 2008, California’s state constitution was amended to define marriage 
as only between a man and a woman. A federal district court decision declaring the amendment 
unconstitutional is being appealed by man/woman marriage supporters. Ultimately this case is 
expected to be considered by the U.S. Supreme Court.

The UN has been the stomping 
grounds for radical feminists and 
homosexual activists.
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and asked, “If we are in the minority, then why is it that California, one 
of the most liberal states in one of the most liberal countries in the world, 
just decided by an overwhelming majority to affirm that marriage should 
be between a man and a woman?” The chairwoman was speechless. There 
was nothing she could say.

On a lighter note, at one point a member of a prominent feminist NGO 
approached us and said there was a disturbing rumor that the pro-family 
coalition was importing “attractive young women to seduce the delegates.” 
She demanded that we explain ourselves. We frumpy mothers looked at 
each other and tried not to laugh as one of us replied, “Look around. This 
is as good as it gets, and if we qualify under your definition of attractive 
young women, then we’ll take that as a compliment!”

Our Message Impacts Negotiations

As the UN conference continued, the negotiations proceeded at an 
excruciatingly slow pace. Social liberals and conservatives locked horns on 

issues related to sexual orientation, re-
productive rights (abortion), sexual 
rights, parental rights, and language in 
support of the family. Both sides were 
frustrated with how slowly the work 
was moving. The mood spiraled down-
ward, and the verbal attacks increased. 
As a way to counteract the accusations 
and provide a reality check, the pro-

family coalition leaders planned a blitz to pass out flyers to all of the confer-
ence participants. One of our flyers said, “If the West was not so preoccupied 
with sex, the document would be done.”   

There were about 30 people in our ad hoc pro-family group. We spread 
out and distributed flyers to as many delegates as we could. Somehow, it ap-
peared to the opposition that there were hundreds of us. Within 10 minutes 
it seemed everyone had a copy. I had stationed myself at the bottom of the 
escalator and asked those getting off, “Did you see this yet? Come have a look!” 
Most everyone took one. Some thanked me, and others gave me dirty looks. 

One lady looked at me, crumpled the flyer, and threw it at my feet. 
Several smiled sarcastically and said they had already seen it. Warm reception 

Social liberals and conservatives 
locked horns on issues related to 
sexual orientation and sexual 
rights.
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or not, our flyer definitely had an impact, and the tide started to turn in 
our favor as more and more UN delegates felt emboldened to speak out on 
family issues without fear of being accused of “holding up the document.” 
The other side became less strident in their efforts to promote their sexual 
agenda.

What happened to the actual document under negotiation? All refer-
ences promoting abortion and broad sexual rights were eliminated. It was 
a huge victory for the pro-family coalition.9 

Why Focus on the UN?

You will soon see exactly how negotiations at the UN and at other 
international meetings are undermining families worldwide. Also, once 
you understand the strategies and attacks on the family at the international 
level, you will more readily recognize them closer to home where the same 
tactics are used—sometimes by the same groups or their affiliates. 

So, while part of this book focuses on what happens at the UN and 
how that is endangering families worldwide, other parts show how similar 
groups and people are working at the national, state and local levels to 
undermine the family. 

Forces Working to Destroy the Family

Experts agree that, worldwide, the traditional family as an institution 
is slowly disintegrating. Yet, how exactly is this coming about? What forces 
are at work to destroy the family? Of course, it is not just one person, group, 
law, policy or movement that is the root cause of the breakdown of the 
family. Rather, there are multiple forces that, when combined, are having 
a devastating impact.

You most likely could easily identify some of these sources as you 
have seen them at work in your own community, perhaps even in your 

9 I have represented various pro-family organizations at UN conferences and at other events 
discussed in this book. For the most part, however, I have represented either Family Watch 
International (FWI), the organization for which I have served as president since 1999 or United 
Families International, for which I served as president from 2001 to 2006. Also, at each UN 
conference, I and others at Family Watch have worked with the pro-family coalition, which consists 
of a number of small, but effective, nongovernmental organizations working at the UN to protect 
life and the family. To avoid repetition and bogging down the narratives of my UN experiences, I 
typically have not identified which organization I was representing for each experience. All of the 
successes I discuss in this book were supported by a number of dedicated volunteers and staff from 
the various organizations with whom I have worked.  
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own family. Yet, like me, you may not fully comprehend how effective the 
enemies of the family truly are. 

As I expose the aspects of what is behind the various assaults on 
the family, you will see that there are some well-intentioned individuals 
and groups who are actually being used as pawns, and there also are well-
intentioned people who unknowingly promote policies that harm families. 
And you will learn how your tax dollars are supporting groups and projects 
that undermine the family. 

The Sexual Rights Movement and the Family

As you read about the various groups and individuals who are work-
ing to weaken the family, you may notice that most share a common goal: 
They seek to create a right to sex outside of marriage without having to 
take responsibility for the consequences. When sex occurs outside of 
marriage, it doesn’t matter if it is heterosexual, homosexual, premarital 
or extramarital; the evidence shows that any sexual activity outside of a 
traditional marriage, sooner or later, is damaging to the individual and to 
society, and especially to the institution of the family.

Sadly, what many are trying to promote as a “right” to sexual activ-
ity comes at a cost that is much greater than most realize. Indeed, as the 
traditional family disintegrates, children are hurt, economies decline, and 
nations are weakened. (See Chapter 3 for supporting data.)

Yet, almost daily, we see examples of how pervasive this disintegration 
is. In fact, a UN official publicly revealed his animosity toward the family. 
Representing the United Nations Population Fund (UNFPA), he unabash-
edly declared that the breakdown of the traditional family is a “triumph” 
for “human rights.” He further claimed that high rates of divorce and out-
of-wedlock births are not a social crisis, but rather, represent a “triumph” of 
“human rights” against “patriarchy.” UNFPA, receives millions of dollars 
annually to promote “family planning.” Yet it would seem that their true 
goal is to “plan” the traditional family out of existence.  

Sadly, I believe many of those who are attacking the family do so 
because their families have failed them. You will learn more about this in 
the chapter titled “Who Could be Against the Family.”


