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Special 2006 federal election issue

Dear Pro-life, pro-family friend:

What’s at stake and how we got here

It has been 18 years since the infamous Morgentaler decision
in which the Supreme Court of Canada struck down limited
“restrictions” on abortion and urged Parliament to draft a
new abortion law. To this day, Canada still operates in a legal
void as our nation is the only Western democracy to
have no law or any federal regulations preventing abor-
tion. As a result, a pregnant woman can have her

child killed for any reason, at any time
during her pregnancy and almost always
with taxpayer funding. With more recent
“medical advances” and new permissive
legislation, the child can be killed soon
after conception with the abortifacient
morning-after pill or destroyed for sci-
entific experiments thanks to Bill C-6,
the reproductive and experimental tech-
nologies legislation passed in 2004.

The abortion lobby, their allied politi-
cians and their media friends all claim that
abortion is a constitutional right. However, the
judges who wrote the majority decision in
Morgentaler, did not find abortion to be a constitutional
right but rather struck down the law on narrow security-of-
the-person grounds. Indeed, they established the need for
Parliament to regulate it. But Parliament has abrogated its
duties in ignoring not just the Supreme Court’s request and
the will of the majority of Canadians, but its responsibility to
address fundamental issues of rights and justice.

Abortion violates the rights of the unborn and the injustice
results in more than 100,000 abortions each year, with a
total death toll since 1969 of more than 2.6 million unborn
babies. Yet many parliamentarians are still silent on this
issue. It is perverse to think that the blood spilled by the
killing of so many babies could be described as having con-
tributed to ‘social peace”, as Jean Chretien did in the 2000
election campaign.

And just as human life is invalidated, denigrated and
destroyed at the beginning of the cycle of life, so it is now at
the end. Last year, a private member’s bill brought the issues
of euthanasia and assisted suicide to the forefront. It is, as
we have long warned, the next logical progression of the cul-
ture of death let loose by abortion.

Our role as voters

We know that the unborn child is a human being. This
knowledge is not a religious belief but scientific fact. We also
know that the child in the womb is as deserving of protec-
tion before the law as you or I. So we must ask ourselves:
does the person I intend to vote for recognize these very
simple and straightforward facts?

Fr. Norman Fitzpatrick, long-time (former) principal of St.
Michael’s College School in Toronto, asked congregants in a
homily a few years ago whether their MP represented their
views and their values. He said that if the MP did not, the
person to blame was yourself. He urged his listeners to not
be afraid to vote for candidates who are pro-life and pro-
family and who share one’s own moral values.

Does the candidate that you intend to vote for share your

views on the life and death issues of abortion and
euthanasia? If a candidate does not share your
pro-life views, that candidate does not
deserve your vote.

As we noted during the last elec-
tion: “We must act on our pro-life
convictions and demand that our
elected representatives do, too. If we
do not, then we must share the
blame for creating victims of abortion
(mother, child, extended family, soci-
ety, our nation). We must demand
that Parliament act to protect human

life from the time of conception (fertil-
ization) to natural death.”
During the last federal election, Parliament saw
an increase in the number of pro-life Members of
Parliament. It is worth noting that only one pro-life Liberal
incumbent lost, despite the large drop in Liberal numbers in
Parliament — and that MP lost to another pro-lifer! Canadians
hunger for men and women of principle in politics, and pro-
life and pro-family candidates provide a much-need opportu-
nity to fill that void.

It is your responsibility to know where your candidates
stand on life issues. The CLC Voter’s Guide will be available
online at wwwlifesite.net. It will list all the candidates for all
the ridings outside Quebec. If you do not have web access or
cannot find your candidates (information continues to come
into our office throughout the campaign), call Campaign Life
Coalition for more information. In Toronto call (416) 204-
9749. Others may call us toll free at 1-800-730-5358. You can
also contact your local CLC representatives.

We strongly encourage you to talk to your candidates (and
their supporters) about life issues, so that not only do you
understand the candidates’ positions, but those seeking your
support also know how important life issues are to voters.
You won’t be the only one doing so and the cumulative
effect of such questions sends a signal to candidates that
they had better not ignore moral issues on the campaign
trail. We cannot stress enough the importance of this aspect
of the election process.

We urge you to put aside partisan considerations and vote
pro-life. If are able to do more to help pro-life candidates —
volunteer in their campaign office, put up a lawn sign, what-
ever — please do. Candidates who stand up for human life




deserve to have us stand alongside them.

The parties and leaders
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~ Conservative Members of Parliament are

X ‘ﬁ pro-life and many more voted to protect

| the traditional definition of marriage. But
the party’s official position on abortion,
as voted on by a slender majority of dele-
gates at the Montreal convention last
March, is for a Conservative government
to not introduce pro-life legislation.

In 1993 when Stephen Harper was run-
ning as a candidate for Parliament for the Reform Party, he
answered the CLC questionnaire by declaring that he would
vote on moral issues according to the majority of his con-
stituents and that having already solicited their opinion on
the issue, would vote to maintain abortion but could sup-
port defunding it. As leader of the Conservative Party during
the 2004 election campaign, Harper said that Conservative
MPs would have a free vote on the issue but framed the
issue as “a woman'’s right to choose.”

Harper is a very astute man and chooses his words careful-
ly. The terminology was typical pro-abortion language that is
used in an attempt to portray abortion as being acceptable.

More recently, in a December 11, 2005 letter to the editor
of the Washington Times, Harper stated, “a new
Conservative government will not initiate or support any
effort to pass legislation restricting abortion in Canada.”
Then he went on to distance himself from Republican politi-
cians by noting his “differences on many issues with some
American conservative politicians.” It is clear that Harper is
trying to signal to Canadians that he is not pro-life.

It seems that Harper did not need the advice of Ontario
Progressive Conservative leader John Tory who, two weeks
into the federal campaign, urged his federal cousins to
eschew social conservatism, urging them to be “inclusive”
and to respect “diversity.” He said that the party should not
divide the country by introducing moral issues to the political
debate. Tory, who is pro-abortion, pro-same-sex-‘marriage’,
obviously does not want a Conservative Party that is “inclu-
sive” of pro-life and pro-family Canadians. His support for
diversity involves the silencing of social conservative voices.

Despite Harper’s carefully calculated move of highlighting
the party’s concerns with same-sex “marriage” on the first
day of the campaign, he hasn’t provided the leadership on
this issue that many social conservatives would like to see
from him, leaving some people fearful that he may fail to
fully capitalize on the issue.

We are worried that once again the Conservative Party is
blowing its chance to make serious inroads, by not promot-
ing policies that are unabashedly pro-life and pro-family. We
are positive that such a strategy would connect with many
ethnic voters who currently support the Liberal Party and re-
connect with many Christian voters who have long given up
on politics because no political party leader has represented
or addressed deeply held concerns.

The Liberals: In recent years, the successive Liberal govern-
ments under Jean Chretien and Paul Martin, have aggressive-
ly pushed through legislation that destroys human life by
permitting embryonic stem cell research, and undermined
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the family by legalizing same-sex “mar-
riage.” They have punished provinces
that do not fully fund abortions (Nova
Scotia and New Brunswick) and appoint-
ed radical, pro-abortion, anti-family
judges to the Supreme Court.

Chretien suppressed pro-life voices in
his caucus and declared that there
should be no national discussion of abor-

tion because on that particular issue, Canada had “social
peace.” Martin went further, declaring during the 2004 fed-
eral campaign, that the Liberal Party supports “a woman’s
right to choose” as a matter of upholding the Charter of
Rights. The party has no official position on abortion and it
is unlikely that delegates will want to open the issue for
debate any time soon. Furthermore, despite promising to fix
the “democratic deficit” so apparent under Chretien, Martin
has actually taken a harder line.

During the same-sex “marriage” vote, the Prime Minister
required cabinet ministers to support redefinition and, we
heard, pressured MPs to support the legislation. This was
after ensuring the Supreme Court, while hearing the refer-
ence case asking for a constitutional opinion on the matter,
was stacked with supporters of same-sex “marriage”. In
August 2004, four months before the Court rendered its
decision, Martin appointed to the Supreme Court, Rosalie
Abella and Louise Charron, two radical, pro-gay feminist
jurists from Ontario.

We are worried that, once again, the Liberal Party is attack-
ing traditional Canadian values of life and family.
Furthermore, we are concerned that Paul Martin’s strident
pro-abortion and pro-same-sex “marriage” positions could
drive voters away from the many pro-life and pro-family
Liberal candidates — approximately a quarter of the Liberal
caucus supports life and family — who truly deserve our sup-
port.

The NDP: The NDP is officially pro-
abortion, pro-euthanasia and pro-
same-sex “marriage.” Last Fall, NDP
leader Jack Layton — whom we know
well from his days in the 1980s of
directing police to arrest pro-lifers wit-
nessing outside Morgentaler’s Toronto
abortuary — booted Bev Desjarlais out
of caucus for daring to vote for the
traditional definition of marriage. Still,
almost every election, a candidate for
the NDP returns the CLC questionnaire indicating that he or
she is pro-life.

These people deserve our support — especially if there is
no other pro-life candidate in the riding. If there is a vote on
abortion, euthanasia or another life issue, the pro-life side
will need every vote in Parliament we can get. And just a
someone like Bev Desjarlais defied her party and did the
right thing during the marriage debate (despite the fact that
she is pro-abortion and pro-euthanasia), pro-life NDPers
could also stand against their party on a matter of principle.

We are deeply saddened that the NDPB, a party which pur-
ports to speak for the “little guy”, has become so extreme in
its support for killing the tiniest of human beings (the
unborn) and the most vulnerable in society (the elderly, the
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disabled, the sick). We are shocked that a party born of prin-
ciples to give a voice to those whose voices were not heard
in the public square, could so callously support abortion
and euthanasia. But we must not allow the party’s immoral
positions and leader’s hardline stance to lead us to punish
pro-life and pro-family candidates who have, as a matter of
principle, not abandoned the most vulnerable Canadians
who are desperately crying to have their voices heard.

The CHP: The Christian Heritage Party is
the only party whose principles are
derived from Scripture and whose plat-
form includes respect for the sanctity of
human life and the uniqueness of tradi-
tional marriage. The men and women who
stand for the CHP at election time are able
to highlight social conservative issues in a
‘ - way that even some pro-life candidates
from the major parties, do not. Where
there is no pro-life candidate among the main parties a vote
for the CHP sends a clear message that none of those par-
ties’ candidates represent your first priorities of life and fam-

ily.

A final word about the parties: In Canada, citizens vote
not for a party or even leader but for the local candidate
who becomes their member of Parliament — their representa-
tive. While the party label may be an indication of the candi-
dates’s views — a starting point for examination — it cannot
be the last word. We care about the candidate’s party, its
policies and principles, but from the beginning CLC’s policy
has been to support pro-life candidates who will vote pro-
life on the issues.

It doesn’t make any sense for pro-life voters to oppose a
candidate who defends the sanctity of human life, simply
because of party affiliation. When looking at the issues of
abortion, euthanasia and reproductive technologies, it is
necessary to look at the candidate’s views on these issues,
not the party label, and determine from the candidate
whether he/she will vote according to his/her views, rather
than the party’s or leader’s policies. As Father Frank Pavone
of Priests for Life in the United States has said, the order of
importance when considering who to vote for is: the candi-
date, the party’s policies and the leader. While all are impor-
tant, the candidate’s personal views and commitment to vote
accordingly, are the most important.

Beware the false arguments

Many MPs and candidates will try to side-step the issue and
they use various tactics. Most commonly used is the patently
untrue argument that abortion is a constitutional right.
Many federal politicians claim that abortion is a provincial
matter. They are just attempting to pass the buck.
Conveniently, many provincial politicians claim it is a federal
matter. In a way, they are both right. As a healthcare service,
which is how abortion is perversely treated in Canada right
now, abortion is funded and largely regulated by the
provinces. But when it is treated as a criminal matter or in
some circumstances as “healthcare,” it is a federal matter. So
the matter of whether abortion should be legal or not and
whether there should be restrictions with criminal sanctions
for violations, is a federal matter.
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Politicians will sometimes seek “wiggle” room in wanting
to keep abortion legal in “exceptional” circumstances such
as cases where the mother’s health is in danger or in cases
of rape and incest. These are unnecessary “exceptions” that
have great emotional appeal.

According to traditional medical ethics and sound pro-life
principles, a medical intervention designed to prevent the
death of the mother that inadvertently causes the death of
the child in the womb (ectopic pregnancy or cancer of the
uterus), is not considered an abortion and is therefore
not illicit. So while the argument for the health exception
carries strong emotional appeal, there is no substance to it.

On the “exception” of rape and incest, although the cir-
cumstances of conception are traumatic, they cannot be
used to invalidate the dignity of the life created, and there-
fore the disposal of that life by abortion should not be per-
mitted. In fact, when pro lifers accept these “exceptions”, it
undermines the pro-life principle that the unborn are full-
fledged members of the human race and thus deserve every
legal protection that the rest of us enjoy. It should be noted
that numerous studies have found that conception during
rape or incest is extremely rare. Again, there seems to be a
powerful emotional case for this exception which does not
stand up to moral or logical scrutiny. Women who find
themselves pregnant in such cases deserve love and support,
not the trauma of an abortion which would only compound
the original outrageous indignities they have already suf-
fered.

Moral issues on the campaign trail

When we went to press before the Christmas break, there
had been very little discussion of moral issues during the
campaign. Abortion has not been mentioned at all; same-sex
“marriage” only slightly. On the first day of the campaign,
Conservative leader Stephen Harper was asked by journalists
about same-sex “marriage.” He said that a Conservative gov-
ernment would be open to revisiting the issue and that all
members of his caucus would have a free vote.

The Liberal Party has tried to score points by attacking
Harper over same-sex “marriage” by insisting that he state
whether he would use the notwithstanding clause to bring
back traditional marriage. Sadly, Harper responded that he
would not invoke the clause, leading pro-family voters won-
dering whether the Conservative leader is really committed
to the defence of marriage. However, the Tories say that they
can defend marriage without the use of the notwithstanding
clause. Enshrine Marriage Canada and many others doubt
that will be possible once the Supreme Court gets another
chance to rule on the issue, should a new pro-marriage vote
pass in Parliament.

We are deeply disturbed that moral issues — issues that
reflect the kind of country Canada is — are being ignored by
politicians and journalists alike, except in the most cynical
and politically expedient ways wherein which they are men-
tioned but never discussed.

It is our responsibility as citizens to raise them directly
with the candidates and their representatives, during all-can-
didates meetings, in letters to the editor and in radio call-in
shows. We must not permit Canada to forget the moral
assault perpetuated on this nation since 1969 and to allow it
to continue out of sight and out of mind.
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Same-sex “marriage”

Yes, this is also a very important issue. The natural family is
the cradle of life, in which new life is most ideally conceived
and nurtured. The legal acceptance not only of same-sex
“marriage,” but also of all other attempts to change sex into
a recreational, solely feel-good activity, separate from procre-
ation, are ultimately attacks on the dignity and sacredness of
human life.

However, as serious as it is, the same sex “marriage” issue
cannot be compared to the devastation of the culture of
death spawned by abortion. If anything, same-sex unions are
a natural symptom of the abortion mentality which generally
results from a life of selfish, pleasurable and emotional pur-
suits. Base your voting decision first on direct life issues,
then on the candidates’ views and commitment on same-sex
“marriage” and then other important issues.

Vote! Jan. 13, 14, 16 or on the 23rd

Get out and vote pro-life on January 23. Better still, arrange
to vote at the advance polls on Jan. 13, 14 and 16 to ensure
you don’t miss the opportunity to vote. The voter informa-
tion card that the government sends you shows the address
of your advance polling station. Or, go to http://www.elec-
tions.ca/ and enter your postal code in the section “Find
your electoral district.” You can also vote now if you will be
or are already out of the country. See the elections Canada
website or call us at 1-800-730-5358.

We repeat the words we
used for the June 2004
election:

It is your responsibility
to elect MPs that will
uphbold the values that
you believe in. No issue
could possibly be as
important as abortion.
Without the basic right to
life all else is meaning-
less. There is no social
Justice issue that comes
even close to the impor-
tance of this one. Don’t

Winning legislative
battles is a simple
numbers game;
if the pro-death,
anti-marriage side
has more votes,

they win; if we have

more votes, we win
|

accept anyone telling you otherwise. If we stand together

for pro-life candidates, we will make a difference in this
country. We desperately need pro-life MPs, regardless of
party, to belp enact pro-life legislation.

In each of the last three elections, voter turnout has fallen.
Experts expect that trend to continue. That means if we do
go out and vote in unison for pro-life candidates, and
strongly encourage others to do likewise, we will have a
greater influence than we might have had in previous elec-
tions. It would be a tragedy if we let this opportunity to

elect pro-life men and women, regardless of party, slip past
us. With pro-life political successes south of the border and
renewed vigour and enthusiasm here in Canada among pro
lifers, it is just a matter of time until the tide changes in our
fair country. But we need every pro-life Canadian to commit
to helping elect MPs who share our commitment to life and
defeat those who don’t.

Winning legislative battles is a simple numbers game; if
the pro-death, anti-marriage side has more votes, they win; if
we have more votes, we win. Every pro-life, pro-family MP
sent to Ottawa is a vote for life-saving, family defending leg-
islation and each such MP brings us closer to the goal of a
pro-life majority. To be sure, there is still a long way to go
and lots of work ahead of us, but together, by supporting
only pro-life candidates, when that is a possibility, we will
elect a pro-life Parliament.

On Monday, January 23, vote pro-life.

Ignore the tactics of intimidation or ridicule that are used
to try to silence you. There is far too much at stake for the
future of our nation and for our very freedoms, to be con-
cerned about personal discomfort. Always be calm and cour-
teous but firm. Whatever you do on behalf of life and truth
in this election will be remembered forever by almighty
God. We strongly urge you to be good and faithful servants
for the Creator of Life and Family.

Action Items:
1) Pray for Canada - for the candidates who stand up for
life and family, for voters that they may make wise choic-
es and for the next government that it leads Canada on a
path that is moral and righteous.

2) Become informed about the issues and the
candidates. Check out www.lifesite.net for both the
Voters’ Guide and daily news updates.

3) If your candidates’ information is not in the Voters’
Guide, call us at 1-800-730-5358 or (416) 204-9749.

4) Be pro-active - engage your local candidates about
life issues during all-candidates meetings, when you
visit their offices or when they or their
campaign workers visit or call you.

5) Support pro-life candidates in whatever way fits your
schedule and abilities.
6) Vote pro-life on January 23. Better yet, vote at the
advance polls and avoid the possibility of not being able
to vote due to a storm or personal impediment.

Yours for life and family

o tgl

Jim Hughes

National President

As you can see from this newsletter, there are many issues that Campaign Life Coalition must address and on so many fronts. Please use
the card and envelope enclosed in this package to financially support your local CLC organization.

Your generosity is greatly appreciated.
If you do not wish to be on our mailing list, please contact us at the address below.

Published by Campaign Life Coalition Canada,
104 Bond Street, Suite 300, Toronto, Ontario, Canada M5B 1X9

phone: (416) 204-9749 fax:

(416) 204-1027 email: clc@lifesite.net website: www.lifesite.net

Please forward any questions or comments about CLC National News to Paul Tuns at the above address.

Page 4

Campaign Life Coalition National News January 2006



