






              Amnestyinternt material

Bilaga 3: Sammanställning av ordförandenas svar på svenska sektionens enkät i abortfrågan, hösten 2010

Inledning

Under oktober 2010 har den svenska sektionen sänt ut en enkät till samtliga ordföranden i Amnestysektioner och -strukturer. Enkäten innehöll frågor om huruvida sektionerna/strukturerna arbetat eller arbetar aktivt med frågor rörande abort, hur de förhåller sig till Amnestys nuvarande hållning i abortfrågan och hur de ser på en eventuell utvidgning av abortpolicyn.

Totalt har fjorton svar på enkäten inkommit. De sektioner som inkommit med svar är följande: 


Argentina, Belgien (FL), Frankrike, Kanada (ES), Danmark, Italien, Luxemburg, Peru, Polen, Slovakien, Tyskland samt tre icke namngivna sektioner (ordföranden hade möjlighet att inte namnge sig sig själva och sin sektion).

Nedan följer en sammanställning av sektionernas svar på respektive fråga i enkäten.

1a. Is AI’s position on abortion an issue that is currently on the agenda in your section/structure?
Ja: 3 (AI Italien, AI Kanada (ES), AI Peru) 
Nej: 11 (AI Slovakien, AI Luxemburg, AI Polen, AI Tyskland, AI Belgien (FL), AI Danmark, AI Argentina, AI Frankrike samt tre icke namngivna sektioner)

1b. If ‘yes’, please elaborate your answer in 1a 
AI Italien: We are campaigning on abortion in Nicaragua.

AI Kanada: Only as a discussion item at the board level in response to AI Sweden's potential ICM resolution. Other than that, it has remained mostly settled since the last ICM resolution on the topic. 

AI Peru: It is at present about therapeutic abortion.

AI Polen: Only in operation side.

AI Frankrike: A small team is watching what is going on, ready to get into a debate and to consulte members.


1c. If ‘no’ – what do you believe the reason for this to be? (samma sektion kan ha kryssat i flera svar)

The issue is not prioritized in my section/structure: 

8 (AI Slovakien, AI Luxemburg, AI Belgien (FL), AI Danmark, AI Tyskland, AI Argentina, AI Frankrike, icke namngiven 1)

The issue is controversial in my section/structure: 

3 (AI Belgien (FL), icke namngiven 1, 2. 


There is a lack of knowledge and/or interest concerning the issue in my section/structure: 1 (AI Slovakien)

Other: 

1 (AI Tyskland: ”AI's position on abortion is accepted by a majority of our members (see also answer to question. Hence, there is no need for prioritizing the discussion about it”)

Ej svarat: 

AI Italien, AI Kanada (ES), AI Peru, AI Polen

2. In your opinion, do the majority of the members in your section/structure consider AI’s current policy on abortion to be adequate to protect women’s human rights?

Ja: 5 (AI Slovakien, AI Luxemburg, AI Italien, AI Tyskland, AI Peru)

Nej: 4 (AI Argentina, AI Danmark, AI Frankrike, ej namngiven 3)

Vet ej: 5 (AI Belgien (FL),  AI Polen, AI Kanada (ES), icke namngiven 1,2)

Please elaborate your answer in 2

AI Slovakien: This issue was never raised on any occasion by any member since 2007 ICM, therefore I believe they are happy with the current situation.

AI Luxemburg: While the discussions during the adoption of the policy where quite controversial, the matter is no longer in the spotlight. Nevertheless, we lost a few members that found the policiy too restrictive and hence, not adequate to protect women's human rights. 

AI Italien: There continues to be some criticism of the position from members who are against abortion, but they are a small minority.

AI Tyskland: In our opinion, the position goes as far as AI - being a global human rights movement - can reasonably go. Going further would necessitate AI taking a position

on: What is human life and when does it begin?, How can a just balance be drawn

between the rights of a woman and the rights of a fetus? AI is certainly not in a position to give persuading answers to these questions. Additionally, going further would cause a lot of legal and other difficulties for some sections in the "Global South".

AI Danmark: The majority of members as well as the board agree that the AI's current policy is not adequate. However despite the fact that we agree with the principals put forward by the Swedish section in 2009 the Board feels that the organisation is not yet at time where it will be possible to reach a stronger agreement at the ICM.

AI Belgien: It has been a few years since the debate was held. At that time, the vast majority found AI's policy adequate and sufficient. We have no information on the

eventual shift of public opinion today.

AI Kanada (ES): I did not take part on the section discussion last time this was before the ICM, so I cannot say for sure. However, at the board level there is disagreement. Some of us feel that the policy should be expanded, while others feel the current policy is a good compromise. The issue isn't generally framed in a "protecting women's human rights" way by those who prefer the current policy or are even opposed to that, whereas among those who favour expanding the policy, it is.

AI Argentina: Most people in my section think that women should have the right to chose what to do with their bodies.

AI Peru: Previous the global decision there was a internal debate and the position was in favor to have an strategy about sexual and reproductive rights in the movement.

AI Polen: It is very difficult to assess. it was hard to convince members for the actual policy, some of them even left AI Poland. Now we can't really conduct open discussion about extension of policy because the subject is controversial and we can loose support and became the hero of first pages in the newspapers.

Icke namngiven 1: There are many pro-abortion groups already in this country, where unlimited access to abortion is controversial. Many members would, I think, find an expansion of AI's present policy to be an inappropriate expansion of our work, though many also personally support abortion as as aspect of reproductive freedom and may also support pro-abortion groups.

Icke namngiven 3: Members in our section believe there must be a complete access to abortion procedures not only in cases of rape,sexual assault or incest.

3. To your knowledge, are there any ongoing discussions within your section/structure on potentially extending AI’s current policy on abortion? 
Ja: 2 (AI Kanada (ES), AI Frankrike)

Nej: 12 (AI Slovakien, AI Luxemburg, AI Tyskland, AI Belgien (FL), AI Italien, AI Danmark, AI Argentina, AI Peru, AI Polen, tre icke namngivna)

Please elaborate your answer in 3
AI Kanada: Our only discussion is in response to AI Sweden's activities around this.

AI Frankrike:The small team about SRHR has engaged discussions but it is not the whole section. Within this group, the issue is much debated. Must be debated! While the practice is unfortunately not quite up to it, safe, legal and easily accessible abortion for all women is provided for by French law. We could presume that a majority of AI members would support the implementation of such a law throughout the world but it is to be discussed. For religious or philosophical reasons, a number of members will be opposed to call for extending AI’s current policy on abortion.

AI Slovakien: Not aware of any.

AI Luxemburg: A few members that wanted an extension of the policy have since then left our section in order to join an organisation specialised in defending women's rights. The reason for their departure was, in their point of view, the narrowness of the actual policy and the "bureaucracy" of the movement, making changes too slow.

AI Tyskland: The general feeling is that our plate is already quite full and that this is an issue well convered by other organizations that specialise in it. There is also a sense that to move towards a more encompassing policy would be detrimental to AI. 

AI Belgien (FL): In our section, the burka ban is much more on top of mind.

AI Italien: Even those who favor a more liberal position think that the current position is a good compromise which we can use for our work.

AI Argentina: My  section is involved in other strategic discussions. The abortion issues is not being addressed right now. However, people in my section would be happy to discuss it if the issue becomes important in terms of the international agenda.

AI Peru: We are expecting the International Secretariat make the evaluation of the current policy.

AI Polen: We don't initiate them because of black PR we are afraid of. We can do it when in the whole movement we will be ready for such discussion.

Icke namngiven 1: See above.

Icke namngiven 2: There are many pro-abortion groups already in this country, where unlimited access to abortion is controversial. Many members would, I think, find an expansion of AI's present policy to be an inappropriate expansion of our work, though many also personally support abortion as as aspect of reproductive freedom and may also support pro-abortion groups.

Icke namngiven 3: Currently, there are not ongoing discussions on this matter, but there

will be in the following months, specially if there is the possibility to present a Resolution during the next ICM

4. What do you estimate to be the standpoint of the majority of the members within your section/structure when it comes to extending AI’s current policy on abortion to include making abortion safe, legal and easily accessible for all women?

Positivt: 5 (AI Slovakien, AI Belgien (FL), AI Danmark, AI Argentina, icke namngiven 3)

Negativt: 5 (AI Luxemburg, AI Tyskland, AI Belgien (FL), AI Polen, icke namngiven 1

Ingen åsikt: 3 (AI Italien, AI Peru, AI Kanada (ES), icke namngiven 2)

Annat: 1 (AI France:”Must be debated!”)

Please elaborate your answer in 4 
AI Slovakien: Most of our members are young, educated woman therefore I think its only logicel to suppose they would be positive.

AI Luxemburg: The majority of our members would probably consider an extension of the actual policy not acceptable for a movement like ours. Even during the adoption of the actual policy, some considered the subject being too political and therefore dangerous for the impartiality of the movement, see above.

AI Italien: It would be difficult to reopen the debate since we have treated the issue in two ICMs (and AGMs)

AI Kanada (ES): It is hard to say. The current position was indeed a compromise in our section, as there were many people on both sides of the issue. If this were to come up again, my feeling is that most members would favour staying with the current position, but there are people in the section who would argue strongly for extending the policy.

AI Belgien (FL): Abortion has been legal in our country since +/- 15 years. The public has shifted its opinion too (to a more progressive opinion). 

AI Tyskland: See answer to question 2.

AI Argentina: Most people think that access to legal abortion is a human rights issues - of course there are exceptions.

AI Peru: We have not discussed that matter.

AI Polen:  The policy is in accordance in polish law and extending them could not

understand and seen us not needed. In the operational point of view we are also happy about we do some work and our policy it is seen us support but not the one leading which is quite comfortable

AI Frankrike: While the practice is unfortunately not quite up to it, safe,

legal and easily accessible abortion for all women is provided for by French law. We could presume that a majority of AI members would support the implementation of such a law throughout the world but it is to be discussed. For religious or philosophical

reasons, a number of members will be opposed to call for extending AI’s current policy on abortion.

Icke namngiven 1:  See above.

Icke namngiven 2: Based on past experience, the issue would be quite difficult and divisive in our section.

Icke namngiven 3: ej svar.

AI Danmark: ej svar.

5. In your opinion, what positive effects may result from extending AI’s current policy on abortion to include making abortion safe, legal and easily accessible for all women? 

AI Slovakien: It would gain the status of "basic human right", at least in some circles and in the long run, I believe, generally

AI Luxemburg: Give support to women and/or organisations in countries where abortion is neither legal, nor safe, nor accessible. In Luxembourg, our section would be involved in the ongoing discussions about the legal modifications of the local abortion law.

AI Tyskland: None. 

AI Italien: The position would be more coherent.

AI Belgien: Better match with human rights


AI Danmark: Ej svar.

AI Kanada (ES): 
- More connection with some women's rights groups
- Greater popularity among some groups of people 
If expanding the policy leads to safe, legal and accessible abortion: 
- Less maternal mortality nd more opportunites for women and girls
- Better quality of life for children
- A more respectful and empowering abortion process for women

AI Argentina: We would be protecting an important right of women and working towards the reduction of thousands of deaths caused by unsafe abortions.

AI Peru: We have not discussed that matter in the section.

AI Polen: In my point of view there is much more other issue we should firstly bring to discussion than this one.

AI Frankrike: Effects for women obviously positive.

Icke-namngiven 1: None.

Icke namngiven 2: Clarity on the policy. 

Icke namngiven 3:  This will be a great step forward in the protection of women's rights.

6. In your opinion, what negative consequences may result from extending AI’s current abortion policy to include making abortion safe, legal and easily accessible for all women? 

AI Slovakien: More negative press, more hate speech from church/conservative circles, less money from fundraising.

AI Luxemburg: Loss of credibility regarding our claim to be impartial, being considered as a "Pro Choice" movement, deterioration of the relationship with religious movements/organisations and departure of members

Icke namngiven 1: Controversy would detract from other work by absorbing a great deal of energy. Many members would depart from the organization. 

AI Tyskland:  See answer to question 2.

AI Belgien: Very offensive and aggressive reactions in some regions/religions.

Icke namngiven 2: It would cause some significant difficulties for us. There was a significant degree of negative discussion and responses during the SRR debate. In particular, the policy change impacted on our work with school groups. We are slowly rebuilding that relationship but a furher change would pose a significnt challenge.


AI Italien: A new discussion would open up a debate which might become more difficult than in the past because the members who are against abortion are more outspoken now and might make the debate difficult and conflictual

AI Danmark: Though the Danish section agrees that this is an important issue and that AI should eventually continue the discussion on reproductive rights we believe that the ICM 2011 is not the time for such a discussion. 

1) Opening the discussion again at this time may result in a weaker compromise than the one already achieved - after long and challenging discussions.

2) 2) At the ICM 2011 landmark - and probably very challenging - discussions concerning AI's governance, growth etc. are going to be on the agenda which doesn't make the timing ideal for policy discussions on abortion.

AI Kanada:  

· Fewer donations

· Bad press

· Public backlash in some section

· May undermine growth in some of the BRICS countries

· Will likely involve further concerns about diluting our work/overburdening ourselves

** Note that during our discussion of this issue, we recognized that while concerns about donations, press, etc. are important and affect the organization, we must reach decisions based on principles and law, not popularity.

7a. Has your section/structure used AI's current abortion policy in its work/activities in the last years? 

Ja: 9 (AI Italien, AI Kanada, AI Frankrike, AI Belgien, AI Peru,  AI Polen, AI Argentina, AI Danmark), icke namngiven 3.

Nej: 5 (AI Slovakien, AI Luxemburg, AI Tyskland, icke namngiven 1, 2)

7b. If yes – in which ways has your section/structure used AI's current abortion policy in the section/structure's work/activities in the last few years? 

AI Tyskland: We have referred to it when working on the issue in the context of the Dignity Campaign.

AI Kanada (ES): I'm actually not sure. It is certainly not an explicit "headline" in our work. I asked this question at our last board meeting and I seem to remember that the policy had been used in the Stop Violence Against Women work and possibly maternal mortality  work, but that it is somewhat buried in the actions.

AI Italien: Work on Nicaragua action, postcards on 8 March were on Nicaragua: the position is visible.

AI Argentina: By putting pressure on the authorities in order to adopt a wide approach to reproductive rights.

AI Polen: AI PL works together with other partners such as Polish NGOs to implement of Polish law which is similar to AI's abortion policy. We also take part in discussions regrding violations of this law in Poland.

Icke namngiven 1: There have been two instances - one international campaigning issue and the other was a domestic matter in which our involvement was responsive and reactive rather than proactive campaigning.

7c. How has the policy been applied with reference to your section/structure’s work on the Demand Dignity campaign?

AI Slovakien: Not at all.

AI Luxemburg: No specific application of the policy during the Demand Dignity campaign.

AI Tyskland:  See answer in 7b.

AI Danmark: We have focused on forced evections to begin with and have only just begun working on maternal mortality, focusing on access to health care during pregnancy and birth. 

AI Kanada (ES): I'm not sure. 

AI Italien: Work on Nicaragua action, postcards on 8 March were on Nicaragua: the position is visible.

AI Argentina: It has not really been applied in this context yet.

AI Peru: Related to the work against maternal mortality

AI Poland: It is both a national and an international aspect, contact the director for more details.


Icke namngiven 1: It has not been used.


Icke namngiven 2: ej svarat.


8a. Have your section/structure received questions from members and/or the public regarding AI’s position on abortion? 

Ja: 9 (AI Italien, AI Luxemburg, AI Danmark, AI Frankrike, AI Belgien, AI Argentina, AI Peru, AI Kanada (ES), AI Polen)

Nej: 5 (AI Slovakien, AI Tyskland, icke namngiven 1, 2, 3)

8b. If yes – what reactions have you encountered when explaining AI’s position on abortion? (många har ej svarat, vissa sektioner har kryssat i båda alternativen)

Positive reactions: 5 (AI Danmark, AI Kanada (ES), AI Luxemburg,  )

Negative reactions : 4  (AI Italien, AI Danmark, AI Kanada (ES), AI Luxemburg, AI Polen)
Other: 1 (AI Argentina: ”It depends on the people”)

Please elaborate your answer in 8b

AI Luxemburg: Some joined the movement because they were informed about the new policy and thought that AI would lobby actively Luxembourg's authorities for making abortion laws less restrictive. On the other hand, some considered the subject being too political and therefore dangerous for the impartiality of the movement respectively not acceptable personally due to their religious opinions.

AI Tyskland: Ej svarat.


AI Belgien: We have received both supportive and negative reactions

AI Italien: Some negative reactions from anti-abortionists when the position was debated; no reactions since.


AI Denmark: Mostly positive reactions, but also some negative especially from religious groups.

AI Kanada (ES): I can't speak to every situation. In my experience there is generally acceptance of the current policy. Sometimes there is religiously-based disapproval. This was particularly the case when the policy was set. Rarely does anyone say it should be expanded, though this doesn't mean some support isn't there.

AI Argentina: Some people with religious views regard our policy as reasonable. However, many other people with religious views disagree because they resist sexual education and other reproductive rights. People with no religious views, mainly feminist inside and outside AI, strongly reject our policy since they believe that legal abortion is a

human rights issue.

AI Peru: Positive reactions in NGO's working with women's rights.

AI Polen: Usually it is negative because catholic society usually have a different view.


AI Frankrike: Some donors announced they will stop giving money because of our new policy. Others gave more, saying it's courageous and that they have been expecting that for a long time.
 

Further comments
AI Peru: We would like to continue to be in contact about sexual and reproductive rights.




