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FIRST SHOTS FIRED AT GOALS 2000 

OlfTCRY GROWS FOR 


SCRAPPING 

NATIONAL SCHOOL 


BOARD 


President Cli ntoll. Edllcat ion 
Secretary Richard Rilev, te:Jch~rs 
lInion ieaders and llI~lIlY sclJool 
administrators praise the Goals 2000 
education act as a voluntary guideline 
to help improve the quality of 
secondary education. 

What they don't mention is Ihat 
Goals 2000' also creates Iwo new 
fedeJaJ_ boards charged with 
establishing academic standards. Qne 
of Ihose boards is the N:uional 
Educa.tion Stardards and Improvement 
Council (NEStt;:·, 

\) NESIe. literally a 10 nH? 111 ix'r 
'national school board to be appointed 
solely by President CJinton, is charged 
\\;th selecting the national curriculllll1 
in public schools. 

Local schools which (lccept ('hapter 
I funding grants through Goals 2()00 
will be forced to use that national 
curriculum, and thereby overrule the 
curriculum chosen by local school 
boards and parents. 

NESIC is the center piece of Goals 
2000, complete with funding and 
enforcement authority. It is the NESle 
that takes the much touted "voluntary 
guidelines" of Goals 2000 and turns 
them into a mandatory, all powerful 
education police state controlled by the 
federal Department of Education. 

The tirst hints of the curriculum 
chosen by NEStC are beginning to 
emerge. starting with the outrageous 
history guidelines announced last 
November. 

The American history standards. 
which are to be a model for state and 
local school districts. don't even 

'mention the Wright Brothers, Thomas 
Edison. Robert E. Lee or Paul Revere. 

At the same time, the new standards talk 
about the Ku Klux Klan 17 times. the late 
Senator .foe McCarthy, or McCarthyislll I () 
times and discuss in' detail the Native 
American Declaration of Sentin'lenls while 
1lIl:l1\ioliing, Ihe Gettysburg, Address only 
once. 

The guidelines emphasize Illulti­
culturalism, focusing on minorities, causing 
many critics to see the new standards as 

FOCUS ON MINORITIES 

But it is the NESIC that is the 
driving force behind the development of 
these guidelines. and it will soon turn 
them into the Goals 2000 national 
curriculum. . 

Finally. to help slow the proccs:;. 
Uniled States Senalor Nancv 
Kassebaulll has introduced legislalioil 
to eliminate the NESIC and effectively 
cut the teeth of Goals 2000. 

Her Bill. S.323, ......ould also 

The National Center for History in the Schools at the University ofCalirornia at Los Angeles is 
responsible for the history guidelines outlining 31 standards that students should learn about 
American history. The standards focus on such issues as the role of women, immigrants and 
blacks in history. 

According Co che stalidards: SIUJmL~ shoutd he ahle 10 U~'I1l('I!-trall: lDuim(:JI1ding or cb:Jl1gjng gOld•.,. 
rilles :lnd till! rilles ri diffcrO'lI "",",CIl h",: 
• Con'l'nrintl gO'ldcr rolC'l in tilc Nn'1h. Sou!h ::JI1d w~ in tile :JI1lihdlum period 
• I\lInlvnlllllitc role!! riwomOl ill the reform mO\lemO'lI~ "r.~"tllll::rtil"l!. aholitiro. Icmpcr::Jl1l:C :JIld 

\V'IInal', ~uflr!lgc 

.1\1I:lJ\"linlllitc goo Is .,(!he IR4R ~,'ca Falls "l1cclar:rtiun of SCIltimcnL~ :auJ evaJu:rting its 
irnpnct <"'4'.1 Sl'X.id", 

anti-Western culture. European white males 
are usually portrayed in a negative light 
while minorities are described as heroically 
surviving their oppressors. 

Tllese history guidelines have been 
condemned nation-wide. Illost i Illportantly 
in a recent vote in the U.S. Senate. All but 
one Member of the Senate voted to 
denounce the history standards.' But other 
than to express its disapproval. the Senate 
vote lacks any authority. to stop the 
guidelines from moving forward into the 
classroom curriculum. . 

Meanwhile, this revisionist history is 
being worked into text books and teacher's 
guides Later this year, new guidelines for 
Geography, science and other subjects are to' 
be introduced into the system. Early 
indications reveal that these new stand.1rds 
will be every bit as outrageous as those 
covering the subject of history. 

eliminate allV federal alllhoritv to 
approve or' endorse any nat'lolwl 
standards. thereby assuring that Goals 
:WOO remains voluntary Clnd reduce ils 
impact on local schools. 

Senator Kassebaulll's Bill. while rial 
taking strong enough Slti!ps to fully kill 
Goals 2000, is the first real shot being 
fired at what is fast becoming a natiolial 

. education nightmare. 

Parents. concerned teachers and local 
school boards must continue to stav 
vigilant and vocal in strong opposition to 
Goals 2000. Strong support for Senator 
Kassebaum's Bill could send shock 
waves into The White House and the 
Department of Education to warn them 
that the death of Goals 2000 is not rar 
behind. 

For the sake of the children. it must 
be so.• 

inside... :;. Thl~ DeWeese Report .... ". '. . - page 2 
':',' Goals 2000 - Details You Can Use, page 3
". I ' • 
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We've talked a great deal about 
protecting private property rights, and 
we've talked about the victims of 
environmental regulations. Americans 
are losing their homes and their jobs; 
whole families are being torn apart; 
towns are disappearing; retired couples 
are losing their retirement nest eggs: all 
because of environmental propaganda 
that is not based on fact or science. but 
on the political goaJs of a radical few. 

Let me make it perfectly clear -- the 
problem is not just an over 7.ealous 
federal bureaucracy even though the 
goals of the environmental movement 
are now enacted by almost every agency 
of the Federal government. including 
NASA and the benevolent Park Service. 

In addition. members of the radical 
environmentalist movement have 
gained leadership roles in a great 
number of our most trusted nationtll 
institutions including National 
Geographic and the Audubon Society. 

The same situation is true of the 
national entertainment comnmnity and 
the news media. The 
environmentalists' message turns up in 
movie scripts and sit-corns like the. 
"Simpsons" Most environmental 
reporters for radio, television, 
magazines and newspapers have 
accepted environmental propaganda 
that says the world is in the throws of an 
environmental Armageddon. Of course 
their reporting is then tainted with the 
same message, rarely responding to 
opposing views. 

Is it wrong to want to dean our air 

and water and protect endangered species? 
Of course not. 

However, when scientific . proof disputes 
the claims of global warmi ng, ozone 
depletion and acid rain, yet the dire 
predictions and propaganda go 011 unnbated 
-. Ihen y\JU must look deeper into the real 
purpose behind the scare tactics. 

In fact, I'm describing a radical 
movement that openly advocates the 
curtailing of most manufacturing, 
lumbering. fishing. ranching and farming in 
this nation. They are having great success 
as they use legislation like the Clean Air 
Act Clean Water Act. Endangered Species 
Act, Super Fund and wetlands regulations to 
achieve their purpose. 

I'm talking about a "movement" that says 
man is not part of the ecology •• but instead 
is a cancer on the Earth, Environmentalists. 
and their fellow travellers in the Animal 
rights movement, believe that your pets are 
slaves. They believe that animals 
performing in circuses are slaves. They 
believe that chickens which produce eggs 
and cows that produce milk are slaves and 
political prisoners. They believe their 
mission is to free the animals from their 
oppressors -- you and me. 

1'111 talking about a "movement" that. in 
just the past few weeks has succeeded in 
shutting down six forests in Idaho and 
Montana. The forests have. been shut down 
from any productive human activity, 
including. lumbering. mining and 
recreational activities. 

The stated purpose is to revert use of the 
forest toUpre-European" America •• back to" 
the days before Christopher Columbus 
landed on American shores. Of course. that 
nleans that the only humans allowed to 
inhabit the forest, or use it for any purpose 
will be Indians. 

You see, as the environmentalists grab 
the forests from productive activity (for 
which they have been safely used for over 
one hundred years) these carefully preserved 
forests aren't being preserved for Americans 

. like you and me. Not even for 
recreational use. 

No hunting, no fishing. no 
swimming, no white water railing, no 
walks in the woods with your children. 
YOli aren't allowed. American soil is 
not 10 be trespassed on by Americans 

I'm talking about a "movement" that 
only two weeks ago sl,Icceeded in 
introducing wolves into areas where 
their presence endangers the farms, 
Iivestocks and children. of those 
Americans living there. And if the 
property owners shoot the wolves when 
they attack, the property owners will be 
arrested for defending their propeny 

. and families. 

SELF-EVIDENT 
The second paragraph of the 
Declaration of Jndependence 
begins..."We hold these truths to be 
self evident. .." Webster's defines "self 
evident" as ... "needing no proof of its 
truth." . The same ideals that our 
founding fathers regarded as "self­
evident", including liberty, limited 

. government and free enterprise are the 
guiding principles of the American 
Policy Center. 

Subscriptions to SELF EVIDENT are 
$29.00 per year. 

SELF EVlDENT 

14140-L Parke Long Court 

Chantilly, Virginia 22021 

(703) 968-9768· Office : 
(703) 968-9771 - FAX 

American Policy Center, Publisher· 

Thomas A. DeWeese, Editor 


C 1995 SELF EVIDENT 

All rights reserved. 
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Reality 
The American Policy Center has 

received a large number of letters from 
supporters and concerned parents who 
are asking for specific details on .Goals 
2000. 

Many parents contacted their local 
schools after receiving APe's 
"Citizen's Appeal For Legislative 
Reconsideration", which calls on House 
Speaker Newt Gingrich to repeal' the 
Goals 2000 law. 

Armed w1th APe's warnings or the 
dangers of Goals 2000, these parents 
wanted to know if their schools were. 
involved in the program. The parents 
found school administrators and 
teachers who were either ignorant of 
Goals 2000 or they deliberately. 
attempted to down play the dangers. In 
frustration parents turned to APC for 
answers. 

To provide parents and supporters 
with a clear understanding of Goals 
2000 in its simplest form, SELF­
EVIDENT herein lists the stated goals 
(in the box on the right) and an 
interpretation of the true impact of 
Goals 2000 on the right. Permission is 
hereby granted to reproduce this 
information. 

. Goals 2000 codifies into Federal law 
. . ..

eight education goals (as printed III the 
accompanying block). The goals 

preparedness for ;..elmol. Thl." requires 
collaboration with representatives from the 
health and medical, child'care ... education 
communitie:f to identifY the scope of each 
agency, institution or provider's 
responsibility and accountability with 
regard to preparing children for school. " 

In other words, from birth, the child will 
be observed and controlled in its 
development by government agents. If the 
parents are hunters or watch Rush 
Limbaugh or'serve red meat at the dinner 
table, the parents may be determined to be 
damaging and therefore unsuitable in the 
child's preparation for schoo! 

OBE AS NATIONAL 

CURRICULUM 


Goals 2, 3 and 4 call for a national 
standard, which opens the door to a national 
curriculum. . 

To help develop that national 
curriculum. a federal program called the 
"New AmeriCan Schools Development 
Corporation (NASDC) was set up under 
Goals 2000.' Its purpose is to award 
contracts to "d~.si&l-.teams" such. as the 
previously menTiOiied "Roots and Wings". 
The design teams Mil help cornrnunities 
create schools that Mil reac.h \the·.!1~ti~nal. 
educati9}uoals.: . 

So 	 far. NASDC has selected eleven 
design teams to creat~ model .2.aE 
programs. The. much discussed history
'.~ I'. bee did b I 

gUl~ellnes lave n eve ope YI SUC 1 

certainly seem laudable and harlllleSS! deSign t~ams. . For ~llple tile t se of 
enough. But a closer look shows that .\Phomcs IS prohlb'~ ana text bo~ks are. 
stating goals and implementing them 
are quite different when dealing with 
the Federal government. 

TAKING AWAY I 

PARENTAL CONTROL )
'1 

Goal I, for example, states that all l
I 

children Mil enter school ready to 
learn. The problem comes in 
government implementation. 

For example. "Roots and Wings", 
one of the federally contracted "design 
teams" involved in designing Goals 
2000 programs states. "all persmf,". 
agencies and institutions with whom 0­
6l'ear-old children interact .../muld he 
held re,"pon:rible for enhanCing {heir 
development, thus contributmg to their 

bell1g chrmged to assure they 1!0ii1 cont::un 
bras :md gender stereo-~s 

'. Most important. in order tOllOW receive 
the Federal government's critical Chapter I 
funding, every state mllst adopt the 
curricululll "content standards" of Goals 
2000 or draw up their own for approval by 
the federal Department of Education.. 

FEDERAL CERTIFICATION OF 
TEACHERS 

Upon accepting Federal Chapter I 
funding and the Goals 2000 guidelines that 
go Mth it, local schools Mil find they must 
also assure that their teachers are certified to 
teach the new methods. That certification 
can only come from the source -- the Federal 
governill~ Those wanting to be certified 

Stated Goals .' 


The National Education Goals 
in Brief 

By the year 2000: 

• 	 All Children Ready to Learn 

• 	 90 Percent Graduation Rate 

All Children Competent in Core 
Subjects 

• 	 First in the World in Math and 
Science 

Every Adult Literate and Able to 
Compete in the Work Force 

• 	 Safe, Disciplined, Drug-Cree 
Schools 

ProCessional DeveJopment for 
Educato" 

• 	 Increased Parental Envolvement 
in Learning 

must teach only by t~g aBE m~~~Ods. 
. . . . . 
The push for a national teacher 

certificate is being led by the National 
Education Association and the 
American Federation of Teachers. As 
in <111 other aspects of Goals 2000, the 
noble rhetoric touted for natioMI 
certilication IS assured teacher 
excellence. However, the significant 
change parents and students Mil gain 
from certification is an artificial 
increase in teacher wages. 

It is significant that while the 
teacher unions support certification, 
they oppose all other measures such a 
merit pay and career ladders that 
attempt to reward good teachers. 

A NATIONAL SCHOOL 

BOARD 


.1 Goals 2000 has created a new 
independent agency, the National 
Education Standards and Improvement 

(lnntil1ued (m rage 4) 
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1 Environmentalist Lies Cause Pain and Damage 
(Continued from page 2) 

This same "movement" is also 
moving to introduce Grizzly Bears into 
other areas under the same 
circunlstances as the wolves. When 
local citizens protest because of the 
danger to their families and homes. 
,they're told by the environmentalists 
who dream up these programs. that the 
citizens can either live with the bears or 
leave. After all. they are told by the 
compassionate environmentalists. it is 
the humans who have invaded Grizzly 
habitat. 

1'111 tal ki ng about a "movement" 
that is working right now to implement 
a plan to render the entire Mississippi 
River, and its tributaries, including the 
Ohio and Missouri Rivers. into a 
historic park -- with 'all commercial 
traffic banned 

The National Parks Service, US. 
Army Corps of Engineers, The Fish and 
Wildlife Service and the U.S. Coast 
Guard are developing a plan in 
conjunction with the Governors of ten 
states to subvert private property and 
local community control of the entire 
length of the Mississippi, from the 
Canadian border to the Gulf of Mexico. 

Under the guise of the Endangered 
Species Act, wetlands regulations and 
even historic preservation, 
environmentalists are taking steps to 
prohibit farmers. home owners. 
businesses. and even entire towns frol11 
rebuilding on land once it is Oooded by 
the rivers.' In fact. the plan calls for 
banninng development of farming on 
land Oooded over one hundred years 
ago. 

The same actions :ue being taken in 
the West along the Columbia River and 
in the East along the Hudson River. 

These are the reasons that the battle 
for property rights is being fought in 
every corner of this nation. The 
ownership and control of private 
property is the most valuable tool in our 
arsenal to stop the radical 
environmentalists "movement" that is 
behind all that I've just outlined -- and 
I've only mentioned a few of their 
outrageous plans for the nation. 

What this war on property rights is 
really about is an assault on Western 
Culture. It has nothing to' do with 
protecting the environment. Rather. it's 
a power grab by those who advocate the 

destruction of your Way of life. 

Step by step. freedom by rreedom. they 
creep closer to their goal as they use 
irlllocent-sounding appeals about the 
protection of air and water and fuzzy little 
animals. 

The current assault on smokers. who are 
facing banishment from private 
establishments as well as public buildings. is 
but a precedent-setting test from which to 
stage the rest of the radical envi ron mentalist 
agenda. 

If they continue 10 get their way, their 
pbns c:l!1 for the b:mning of «'11110ng other 
thillgs) perfume. milk.' beef .. wool. silk. 
garbage disposals. cars. refrigerators. air 
conditioners. nea collars and the baking of 
bread. All of these things are considered 
dangerous and evil by the radical 
environmentalists. The list is endless. 

The tactics the environmentalists use to 
spread their propaganda to unsuspecting 
victims is insidious. indeed. 

They have invaded your children's 
classrooms - drumming in a pavlovian 
response to environmental lies. 

Now. after a day of indoctrination. a 
child leaves his classroom and goes home 
ashamed that his hard-working. honest. 
church-going father. who hils raised him 
with loving care. is now a "murderer of 
trees" because he's a lumberjack. 

The same is tme for the daughter who 
mns home in tears because People For .the 
Ethical Treatment of Animals (PET A) has 
been in the classroom to teach that her 
mother is a murderer because she hUllts and 
eats meat. 

Children are at the mercy of such 
outrageous lies because they are not allowed 
to hear an alternative argument. Their 
ability to think and reason has been clouded 
bec:uise of Outcome-based Education 
(OBE). 

The student can't read. can't write .and 
can't perform multiplication tables. His 
individuality is stripped away as he is taught 
not to make \\I3ves. to get·along with others. 
and to. above all. love Mother Earth. 

But adults aren't safe from the 
propaganda machine.. either. 
Environmentalists are quietly putti ng their 
message in your favorite T. V show and 
Soap. Environmental disasters are fast 

becollling the favorite movie plot. And 
even businessmen are being forced to 
put the environmentally correct 
message into thetr commercials. 

Movie theaters are the latest target. 
as environmentals are producing short 
subject filtl1s to make unsuspecting 
ticket buyers gasp over the impending 
doom of our planet After you've been 
thoroughly indoctrinated. you're 
allowed to see the film for which you've 
p~d. . 

The assault 011 Western Culture is :l 
crisis that won't be solved sllIlply 
bec<1t1se we now have a new Republic:m 
Congress. It wlll only be stopped when 
Americans like you understand the 
lll:lgt"itllde of the danger to our freedom 
and culture Victory will come only 
when you begin to fight in your local 
comllltlnity as your property. or your 
neighbor's, falls prey to the 
"movement. " 

Make no mistake. the target is your 
property. your wealth and your culture. 
They must be stopped.• 

Goals 2000 

Details YOll Call Use 


Council (NESICl. which \\;11 serve as 
a federal oversight body. I () members 
will serve on the NESIC All of them 
will be appointed by President Clinton 

In effect. the NESIC will fUllction 
as a lIatiolla( school board. However, 
this IIl1elected body is likely to be 
dOlltinated by the' education 
establishment. not by parents and grass 
roots' reformers. There is no 
requirement of bipartisanship or 
balance on the NESIC 

Significantly. this new federal 
bureaucracy wi II remove Illllch of the 
control of 'neighborhood schools from 
individual communities. 

These, then, are the details behind 
the innocent sounding promises of 
Goals 1000. The laws authorizing this 
regulatory nightmare will do nothing 
toward improving scholarship in our 
children. instead. it will wrap them 
tightly in . the red tape of the 
Washington bureaucracy. unable to 
read. write or reason.•. 
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A~1ERICAN POLICY CENTER 
14140-L r.rIt~ l"'IIt <:0011 • Chantilly. "A 11011 • rho,", (70J) 9M-97M. FlU (7o.H 9AA-9771 

Dear Friend of APC: 

You and I have a chance to stop a major part ~f Goals 
2000 -- before it has a chance to harm our local schools. 

But only if we act quickly -- and with force. 

Please sign the enclosed "Citizen's Request for 
Discharge" and return it to me today. 

Let me explnir.. 

I've told you that Goals 2000 means the federal 
government can now take ov.r our local schools. 

That means federally mandated curriculum 'including 
Outcome-based Education (OBE). 

It also includes the outrageous new history standards 
that don't mention Thomas Edison, Paul Revere and others • 

. Goals 2000 can mandate this curriculum through a 
provision in the Act that sets up the "National Education 
Standards and Improvement Council" (NESIC). 

NESIChas been given the power to dictate curriculum, 
control teacher certification and grant or withhold federal 
money to .local schools. 

, In short, NESIC is literally a national school board run 
by the bureaucrats at the Department of Education. 

But you and I have a chance to stop NESIC -- right now. 

Because U.S. Senator ~~ncy Kassebaum has introduced 
Senate Bill 323 which would eliminate the NESIC. 

That means the very worst part of Goals 2000 would be 
demolished. ,F6r our children we must make sure that happens. 

But Senator Kassebaum's Bill is far from victory. First, 
it must be voted out of Committee or "discharged" before the 
whole Senate can vote on it. 

And on that Committee are Ted Kennedy (the chief sponsor 
of the original Goals ~OOO Bill), Kennedy's best friend, 
Christopher Dodd, and ultra-liberal Barbara Milkulski. 

They:are strongl~ against eliminating the national 
school board and are prepared to do anything to stop us. 

I promised Senator Kassebaum that I would do anything 
possible to help her discharge her Bill to kill NESIC out of 
Committee so it can be voted on by the Senate. 



.' 


That's why it is urgent that you sign and return the 
enclosed "Citizen's Request For Discharge" right away. 

Senator Kassebaum needs to prove to the other members of 
the committee that she has strong popular support nationwide. 

It's the only way to assure S. 323 will pass. 

Repealing legislation is the most difficult task in the 
legislative process. 

Ted Kennedy has powerful. allies in the National 
Education Association (NEA), who will stop at nothing to 
defeat this Bill. 

I promised Senator Kassebaum that I would deliver the 
support she needs. But I simply can't do that without you. 

I need thou~ands of signed "Discharge Requests." And 
that will take money that is just not in APC's treasury. 

But you and I may never have another opportunity 'to stop 
the Goals 2000 monster. We must act quickly and with force. 

Will you help me? Will you send me a check for at least 
$17 today? The NEA will spend millions to back Ted Kennedy 
against our efforts. 

But we can win with the strength of thousands of signed 
nDischarge Requests" to Senator Kassebaum's Committee. 

As I've mentioned before, APC has its own printing 
presses and mailing equipment. I'll keep the costs down. But 
still it will cost over $75,000. And I need it over the 
next two weeks or it will be too late. 

So please, if you can, send as much as $25, $50 or even 
$75 or $100 right away. Together we can kill Goals 2000 and 
begin to give our children a proper education. 

Please sign and return your nCitizen's Request For 
Discharge" and your most generous cmltribution today. 
Senator Kassebaum is counting on me. I'm counting on you. 

Tom DeWeese 
President 

P.S. The enclosed issue of my newsletter SELF-EVIDENT will 
explain in greater detail the dangers of Goals 2000 and the 
NESIC national school board. Thanks for your help. 



104TlI CONGRESS 
1ST SESSION S.323 


To amenf) the Gonl~ 2000: Educate Amcrica Act to eliminate the National 

Education Standards and Improvcmcnt Council,' and for othcr pllrpose~. 


IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES 

FEBRUARY t (Icglslath'c day, .JAKUARV30), 1995 


Mrs. KASSEBAUM introduced the follo\\;ng hill; whieh waR read twice and 

referred to the Committee on I./nbor and Human Resources 


A BILL 

To amend the Goals 2000: Educate America Act to eliminate 

the National Education Standards and Improvement 

Council, and for ,other purposes. 

I Be it enacted by lhe Senate and IIollse of Representa­

2 tives of the United Stqtes ofAmerica in Congress assembled: 

3 SECTION 1. ELIMINATION OF THE NATIONAL EDUCATION 

4 STANDARDS AND IMPROVEMENT COUNCIL. 

S (a) AMENDl\IENT.-Part B of title II of the Goals 

6 2000: Educate America Act (20 U.S.C. 5841' et seq.) IS 

7 amended to read as follows: 



-----

---

\.,III£I:.N ~ tiI:.UUI:.~ I t-UH UI~l,;HAKL11:. UNII t:U :::, I A I t:~ St:NA I t: MM1170 

Committee: Committee on Labor and Resources 

Committee Chairman: Nancy Landon Kassebaum, Kansas 

Discharge Request for Bill #: S.323 

Reasons for Discharge Request: 
When enacting Goals 2000 during the 103rd Congress, it was the intention 

of the Congress that the Goals 2000 guidelines be voluntary assistance to local 
schools. 

. However the establishment of the National Education Standards and 
Improvement Council (NE~,!....C:) has created ',3 new bureaucracy that creates federa I 
cent rol of loc'a I school curriculum, teacher cert if ication and federa I educat ion 
funds, The control of the NESIC exceeds the intention of Goals 2000. 

S.323 will eliminate the NESIC and return control of education to local 
s-:hcol boan:is. il": is the~'effJre requesle<..i LitalLlle Cum!T.itlee discnurgc S .323 to 
allow a vote befor~ the Senate as a whole. 

T 9 be completed by committee staff only 


Date Received: 


Date presented to Chairman:
---;--- ­

Processed by: ___________ 

Discharge Requested By: 

Citizen's Signature 

do nrt !!Cpa-lIIe 

Il\1MEDIATE REPLY TO TOM DEWEESE 

c/o American Policy Center· 14140-L Parke Long Court • Chantilly, Virginia 22021 

Dear Tom: I ... 

YES. 1 will help you and Senator Kassebaum take the ieeth out of Goals 2000 by eliminating the NESIe. 

o 	 I have enclosed l1~y signed "Citi7.en· s Reqllest for Disch:uge" to help move S 32) Ollt of Committee for a full vote 
before the U.S. Senate. . 

o 	 To help APe fund this urgent effort I have enclosed my check for: 

$100 __$75 __$50 __$)5 $17 __Other ___ 

, Please make checks payable to APe. ' . 
Because APC engages in legislative activities with the U.S. Congress. contributions to APC are not tax-deductible. 

NAME____________________________________ 

ADDRESS______________~----~---------

CITY_________ STATE___ ZIP_____ 

My Friend, 

Goals 2000, Outcome based Education and the scare tactics of radical 
environmentalism are robbing your children of an education that should be 
based on basic skills and sbund science. APC is dedicated to changing that. 
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Why the U.S. Department ~f Education Should Be Abolished 
a y a E N a 0 Y C H U K 

When President Clinton signed Goals 2000 into law a year ago last March. he 
promised. "This is the beginning. It is the foundation. Today we can say America 
is serious about education." 

Serious? Now? Mter more than 200 special programs and a few trillion dollars 
in federal aid. one wonders just what America was these Ilist 30 years if not serious 
about education. But Clinton wasn't joking. And, in a sense. he was right about 
geuing more serious than the federal government has been before. The Goals 
2000: Educate America Act of 1994 is a benchmark in federal education legisla­
tion, not for its budget. but in terms of the amount of power it grants the federal 
government to meddle with state and local school boards. 

CO"'TI;-.ILEI) ON P.\CI:: 10 

JOHNNY 

BE GOOD! 


Character education tries to 
retake the American classroom 

lay'ANGELA DALEj 

1
';'15 ctMR THAT SOMI:THING is afoot when the 
Pre1ident oCthe United States. the U,S, Con­

, . gress, 32 governors, and nearly 300 cities, 
school districts and chambers of commerce 
declare a week, as they did this past Octo­
ber. as National Character Counts 

Week. Or when William Bennett's Bool! ofViI1lU$: Ii 
Tmuury of Grrol M<mll SIorils, takes possession of 
TIw Nf/IJ.' Yori n1lW Best Seller List for 70 weeks 
and counting, Or when a much publicized study 
released last month by the Carnegie Foundation 
for the Advancement ofTeaching determined that 
good schools must "teach ethics along with aca­
demics.~ Even Keith Geiger, p'resident of the Na­
tional Education Association. took up what he 
grandly called "the fallen nag of 'character educa­
tion'" in one of his recent advertorials. 

Morali!}' is back in vogue, and character educa­
tion is becoming a growth stock in education, It is 
not that politicians and bureaucrats have been born 
again, But they see that the chickens of secular 
humanism-that 50-year experiment in relativism 
and good thinking in a social vacuum...;.ha\'e come 
home to roost. Seduced by popular culture and 
abandoned by authori!}' ligun:s. the youth of to­
day has sunk into a morass of violence and amo· 
rali!)' which have policy makers and ordinary citi· 
zenswomed. In last year's annual Phi Delta Kappal 

, Gallup education poll, respondents ranked "light­
ing, violence, and gangs" in a tie with "lad<. ofdis­
cipline" as schools' number one problems, Said 
Frederick Close, director oreducation for the Eth­
ics Resource Center in Wouhington. D.C.. "The fun­
damental tngedy ofAmerican education is not that 
we are turning out ignoramuses bl!t that ":e are 
turning out savages," 

A report by the non-partisan Public Agenda 
Foundation yielded similar observations. As one ob· 



"THE CRYING GAME": Ed~alJon Secretaty Richard Riley (shown here meelinqtlle press after his confumatfonln 1993) is~desperatelylO keepU1e Oepar1mentof Eua!lon alive 

$32-BILLION BOONDOGGLE: The·case against the U.S. Department ofEducation 

\\.th Coals 2000. the federal govemmentlinally 
dared 10 go where it had previously feared to tread 
in the arena ofeducation. claiming that the national 
interest required decisive action. To that end. Goals 

. establishes "world class standards"-i.e.• federal 
guidelines-for what every child al every school in 
America should know to be a fully productive citi­
zen in "the expanding global economy." The law 
also creales a trio of oversight commiuees under 
Ihe authority of the Department of Education: the 
National Education Goals Panel (NEGI'); the Na­
tional Education Standards and Improvement 
Council (NESIC). and the National Skills Standards 
Board (NSSB). As Goals has drawn unfriendly lire 
from crilics of the federal role-past and furure­
the NEStC in particular has come under the most 
f,re as the body that is supposed to review and cer­
tifY all content standards submitted by the stall:s. 
Climon has not yet appointed members of the 
N ES[C and probably never will. Rep. William 
Goodling. chairman of the Howe Economic and 
Educational Opporlunities Commillee. recently 
introduced legislation to scrap NEStC and prohibit 
NEGP from certifying national standards. 

The "Goals:' of Goals 2000 arc eight.fold. all 
of which look prelly reasonable at first: . 

• All children will start school ready to learn. 
• The high school graduation rate will increase 

to at least 90 percent. 
• American students will leave grades four. 

eight. and 12 having demonstrated competency 
in Challenging subject mailer... and every school 
in .-\.merica will ensure that allstudenu learn to 
usc their minds well. so they will be prep;1red for 
responsible citizenship. further le;1ming. ;1nd pro· 
dUCtive employment in our modern economy.· 

• The nation's teaching force will have aCCess to 
programs for the continued impro"ement of their 

In 1980, Ronald Reagan singled out 
Carter's newest Cabinet office as 
another fine example of the federal 
government meddling Tn an area In 
which it had absolutely no business. 
He promised that shutting down the 
Education Department would be a top 
priority in his new administration. 
He failed. 

professional skills arid the opportunity to acquire 
the knowledge and skills needed toinstruet and 
prep;1re al\ Americans studenu ror the next century. 

• The U.S. will be lirst in the world in science 
and mathematics achievement_ 

• Every adult American will be literate .and will 
possess the knowledge and skills necessary to com­
pete in a global economy and exercise the rights 
and responsibilities of citizenship. 

• Every school in' America will be free ofdrugs 
and violence and will olTer a disciplined environ· 
ment conducive to learning. 

The goals arc supposed to be ,·oluntary. Edu­
cation Secretary Richard Riley told Tiu Nalitnl(J/ 
joumtJ/ that "98 percent" of the money in Goals 
2000 goes straight 10 the stat,es, adding •. "1t has 
zero regulations and a four· page application. ~ But 
Congress docs not appropriate 5500 million for 
state grants and national programs without at· 
taching a few strings. or making sure that those 
eight goals are actually met. 

In that respeCt. GoalS 2000 begins to look more 

like a .set o( mandates than a set ofgoa15. First 
and (oremost, no state can receive a piece of that 
lucious half·a,billion dollar pie without lim sub­
mitting its curriculum and content standards to 
the National Goals Panel ror federal approval­
"to assure all Americans that the standards arc • 
indeed. top notch." It·s an olTer mOst states can· 

. not alTord to I'1:fuse. though some are having sec· 
ond thoughts. State legislatures in Montana. New 
Hampshire. South Dakota. Virginia. and Wyoming 
are curre;u!y debating whether to apply for sec. 
ond.year ·Goalsd grants. In Virginia's case. the' 
state would be giving up as much as S 12 million 
in federal aid. Montana would lose $2.8 million. 

The runding process is just the usual bureau· 
cratic dance·the reds force states to perform. Even 
",'orse are the supposedly voluntary national Stan· 
dards. By now, the uproar ov~r the national his­
tory standards is well known. The controversy "''liS 
not simply about the standar~s' dubious content 
or questionable intent. The issue struck at the very 
hear! of the whole debate over ·voluntary" fed­
eral standards. That there arc no assurances that 
such standards will become rederally mandated 
is bad enough. And. as critics such as lynn Cheney 
noted. most textbook companies comply with na­
tional standards, voluntary or not. So. before long. 
as textbooks will begin to reneCt the 'new stan· 
dards. no matter how inane. and as schools re.· 
place outmoded textbooks, the national standards 
will be imposed anyway. 11 is a Jose·lose scenario: 
either comply now voluntarily or submit later by 
"attrition." 

Goals 2000 intrudes into the home in the' Par· 
ents-as-Teachers" program. a brazenly meddling 
new initiative which is supposed to train new 
mOlhers and fathers how to be good parents by 
sending in social workers to monitor the home.. 
I! expands the role of the school as a service pro· 
vider-a place where there is "one-stop shopping" 



./ ....... 


so that not on Iv is education olTered on the school 
site. but social service,. welfare. health care. nu­
trition. and child care services are as well. 

It is easy to see wht' Goals 2000-along with its 
companion. the 1994 Improving America's 
Schools Act (a $12.5 billion reauthorization oflhe 
1965 Elementary and Secondary Education Act)­
represents to conservatives and education critics 
that final. near-apocalyptic expansion of the U.S, 
Department of Education's powers which they 
have long claimed was inevitable. II is easy to sec 
why, in the manufactured euphoria over Goals 
2000, calls for the abolition of the Department of 
Education have intensified. 

SINC;: THf. DI:P.\RTMf_'1T's CRI:,,\TlON in 1979. 
federal education spending has tripled, 
and the regulations have expanded expo­

. nentially. Between 19BO and halfway 
through the Bush administration in 1990. the 
department's budget nearly doubled to $24.6 bil· 
lion from S14.2 billi!>n. By. 1995, the department's 
budget had ballooned again to $32 billion. 

Conceived by the Carter admini$lration as 
pat'back to the National Education Association for 
its delivery of the teachers' vote in the 1976 elec· 
tion, the Department 'of Education was initially . 
intended to olTer vague direction to American 
education, oversee federal education programs, 
including student financial aid, and gather and 
disseminate information to the public, This is a 
charitable way of saying that the Department was 
expected to pander to education's special inter· 
em. such as the unions. the taxpayer·funded reo 
search and development centers. and other ben· 
eficiaries of government largesse, . 

Special interests have long considered the Edu· ' 
cation Department their own playground. Former 
Reagan Secretary of Education WilliamJ. Bennett 
describes his rim encounter with the NEA assec· 
retary in his 1992 book. The De.l-lllu;ng of"",.mea: 
"On January 29, 1985; the day after my Senate, 
confirmation hearing, [NEA President] Mary 
Harwood Futrell and some ofher colleagues came 
to my office .... The NEA initiated the meeting in 
order to 'establish a dialogue' with the Reagan 
administration .... Mrs. Futrell indicated that she 
and her colleagues hoped we would work together. 
Surely we would disagree from time to time, she 
told me. Then came the'real reason for our meet· 
ing. Mrs, Futrell told me that she hoped that if, 
we did disagree, we wouldn't do so publicly. Work. 
ing through our dirrerences privately would be 
much better than a loud public debate, This is a 
time for cooperation. she said. not confrontation.· 

We are in in this together. the union was tell· 
ing Bennett. But as he and others who have tried 
to use the office to do something about the prob­
lems of education have quickly discovered. the 
special interests are in it for themselves. 

Compared to other agencies, the Education 
Department is pretty small fry. If abolished. as 
many Republicans on CapilOi Hill hope. only 
5,131 bureaucrats and their clerical support would 
be turned out into the real world. \Ct despite its 
comparati\'ely small size, the Department is a mi· 
crocosm of the bu'reaucrlltic morass so common 
in federal government. Within its\,alls are 15 dif· 
ferent offices, o"erse~ing more than 240' pro· 
grana, covering C\'er:-·thing from bilingual edu· 
cation and school lunch programs to college 
loans. It maintains a ci\·il rights office which, un· 
der the Clinton regime. has vigorousl)' pursued 
action against those institutions receiving federal 
education dollars it believes may be violating gen· 
der or racial equity mandates. It supervises a net· 
work of 35 loosely regulated regional education 
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"DON'T WALK AWAY FROM THE KIDS": President Clinton and Education Secretary Richard Raey (above) say, wiUl 
some irony, thai 'cUlling the lederal education budget now would be like cUlling defense during the Cold War.' 

BILL AND BELl: Reagan's second Secretary of Education William J. Bennett (below, left) called for Congress to 
shut down the Department of Education. His predecessor, Terrel 'led' Bell (below, right). did everything he could 
to block Reagan administration efforts to kill the Department " 
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laboratories and research and development cen­
ters. the work of which sets the trends that are 
eventually carried Out in classrooms across the 
nation. 

far from being a "Czar." the education secre­
tary was supposed to have very little power_ Con· 
gress made it clear in the legislation creating the 
department that the secretary and his underlings 
were Mprohibited from exercising any direction. 
supervision, or comrol over the curriculum. pro· 
gram of instruction, administration, or penon­
nel of any educational institution. school, or 
school system." Moreover. "states. localities. and 
private institutions. not the Department of Edu­
cation. comrol school policies. The [department) 
is only there to assist states. localities and students 
in their education related pursuits." 

Over the years. as the secretary's office has be· 
come a hot seat. that prohibition was more or less 
observed, even as the Department's budget au­
thority expandcd. The most William Bennett 
could claim for the office ...as that it was a "bully' 
pulpit." But under the Clinton administration, 
especially in the wake of Goals 2000 and the re- . 
newed Elementary and Secondary Education Act, 
the power Congress tried to keep out of the De· 
partment of Education has finally become cen· 
tralized. . 

T
HE WORn "ml!CATIO;o;" OOf.s not appear 
once in the U.S. Constitution. but the 
federal'go"erriment's interest in edu­
cation goes all the way back to the 

Founding. The very first "cducation"law was en~ 
acted. in the first few .years of the Republic with 

. the Ordinance of 1785, which established regula. 
tions for surveying land in the western territories 
and required seuing aside a 16th portion of ev­
ery township for educational purposes. 

The U.S. Office of Education was opened in 
1867 by President .~ndrew Johnson. Originally 
christened the "Education Department" and 
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"EVEN MONEY": House Speaker Newt Gingrich says the chances are good lhat. 
Congress will act. t.o abolish the Department. of Education this year 

charged with coliecting 
data and statistics about 
the nation's schools, the 
office had a budget ofonly 
$15,000 and four employ­
ees. Although the Civil 
War ...as over, the concept 
of states' rights was' not 
quite dead. Public fears of 
federal meddling in the 
affairs of local school dis­
tricts prevented Johnson 
from making the office a 
full·Oedged cabinet-level 
office. 

After bouncing around 
the Dep~rtment of I nte­
rior and the federal Secu· 
rity Agency over the next 
several decades. the Office 
of Education was finally 
incorporated with the new 
Department of Health. 
Education and Welfare in 
1953. (Eisenh'ower could 
never remember the "Edu­
cation" part. referring to 
the' department as 
"Health. Welfare and 
Whatnot.") 

Expanding the govern· 
.mem's role in education in 
the Fifties was justified by 
the fear of falling behind 

the Soviet Union, especially after Sputnik. The 
federal role increased again in 1965, when Lyndon 
John'son signed the Elementary and Secondary 
Education Act as part of his "War on Poverty." 
The ESEA_hich Was reauthorized last year over 
fierce Republican opposition and signed by" 
Clinton a week before the November elections­
literally poured billions of aid 
into the education of impover­
ished ("Chapter '") students: 
school lunch prognms: campus 
health services; and other 
projects ostensibly related to 
school improvement. (The ori· 
gins of Goals 2000's "one-stop 
shopping" schools is right there 
in Lyndon Johnsoll's ESE.-\.) . 

In 1980. Ronald Reagan 
singled out Caner's newest Cabi­
net office as yet another fine ex­
ample of the federal government 
meddling in an area in which it 
had absolutely no business. He 

. promised that shutting down the 
Education Depanment would be 
a tOP prioritY in his new admin· 
istration. He failed. 

for one thing, he made Terrel 

H. Bell his first Secretary of Edu· 
cation. Bell ran the Office ofEdu­
cation under Nixon and ford. He 
was an old education establisment 
type who had not only favored the 
creation of the Department of 
Education. but actually testified before a Senate 
committee in support of Carter's bill. With such 
predispositions toward a strong federal role in 
education. Bell was the 1"I'Ong man to preside over 
the dismantling of the depanment. 

", wasn't arrogant enough to think [ could 
teach Ronald Reagan to usc his considerable per­
suasive powers to fight for the nation's schools," 
Bell recalled in his patronizing 1988 memoir. Tiu 

. Thirt.mlh Man. "I felt all I needed was a chance 

There is no 

to get on the inside. ,,..here I could preach the 
gospel of education to the mO"ers and shakers of 
the new administration." . 

Bell fought hard to preserve the Department 
and ilS various progTams and subdivisions. One 
such program Bell was adamant on saving was 
Educational Research and Development. 

The phrase may conjure up images of stooped 
PhDs laboring diligently to build a beuer black­
board. or developing new ways to allow teachers 
to turn their back on their studenu without be­
ing pelted by food. rocks. or e)(Crement. But that 
is not what the Office of Education Research and 
Improvement (OER1) does. 

'n fact. OERI-formerly the National Institute 
of Education-is the impetus behind most of the 
"innovations" in education over the last 20 years. 
Opened in 1972 under the Nixon adminis[r3tion. 
the Institute was the educational equivalent of the 
National Institute of Mental Health, established. 
to conduct research on child development. alter­
native teaching methods. and other important 
areas worthy of investigation. though not neces­
sarily by the government. 

Today. OERI maintains 10 regional labs and 
25 special research and development CeOlen, 
from which emerged such chimeras as child·cen­
tered education. funding equity. "mainstreaming:- ' 
the ·open classroom," and the earliesl fonns of 
Outcome-Based ·Education. (Indeed" OBE guru 
William Spady was a director ofOER!'s far West 
Regional Lab in San francisco during the early 
Eighties.) 

.In the first few years of the Reagan Adminis­
tration. the N1E was directed by Edward Curran, 
a "movement conservative," as Bell called him. 
who was critical of many of the Institute's pro­
gnms. especially its oversight of the regional labs. 
Curran believed that the NI E was a waste and 
wanted to see it abolished. Unfonunately. the only 
person with the authority to make that decision 

was Bell. and he was a big N1E 
supporter. 

InJune 1983, Ronald Reagan 
gave a speech in which he en­

evidence to suggest 
that we as a nation 
are educating our 
children better than 
we did In the 
preceding decade. In 
fact, there Is 
significant evidence 
to suggest that we 
are dOing our job 
more poorly than 
ever before. 

couraged everyone within the ex· 
ecuth'c branch to suggest ways he 
could reduce the 5i ze of govern­
ment. Curran took the presi­
den!'s encouragement seriously 
and wrote. a letter to Reagan. b)' 
way of White House Counsel Ed 
Meese, olTering up his agency for 
elimination. He emphasized that 
the NIE was not doing an)·thing 
the private sector couldn't do 
better. and the federal go,·ern· 
ment had no role in such educa­
tional research. Besides. the 
N [E's $53 million budget was 
nothing to scoff at. and he was 
more than happy to lose his job 
if it meant phasing out a super­
fluous agency. 

He lost his job, alright. But 
Reagan never sa" the letter. N ei­
ther did Meese. Instead. the letter 
happened to be intercepted by 

Deputy Ghief ofStaff Dick Darman. who passed it 
b.1ck to Bell:-Not coincidentally. Bell had just ...on a 
major light with budget director David Stockman 
to leave the NIE intact-in fact. he acuiallv con­
vinced S(oclunan that research needed even more 
money. But there was Curran-an ideologue, a 
"movement conservative"-going behind his back 
and undennining all of his hard ....ork. So on June 
10, 1983. Bell infonned Curran that his sel"\lices as 
NIE director were no longer ~equired. 



Robert Sweet. Curran's deputy and another 
"movement conservative" who shared his bos~' 
views on the government's role in education. 
found himself appointed interim directorofNIE. 
Sweet. currently president of the Virginia·based 
National Right to Read Foundation. a pro-phon­
ics organization. has nothing good to say about 

i 
I his old agency. now· the $438 million Office of 

Educational Research and I mprovement. He says 
"it's bad. all bad: Most of its programs are un­
proven. Sweet says. Even ;fCongress cannot abol­

i ish the entire Education Department. Sweet ar. 
gues, "the most important thing ~o eliminate is 

I OER!. It has really done the most to bring about 
the destruction of education in the last 30 years." 
The Deparunent may make the policies. but OERI 
lays the foundatiori. What is theory today cO,!ld 
be law tomorrow. 

The regional labs and centers in particular. 
Sweet explains. have grown tOO big for their ownI good. They are in many ways "free agen!.!." Each 
of the 10 labs has an annual budget of $3-8 mil­
lion. All of the labs and specialized research cen· 
ters are fully networked. and reap millions of dol· 
lars annually in private research grants. Perhaps 
most surprisingly. the labs even have their own 
lobbyist in Washington. 

Diane Ravitch. a former Bennett aide who be· 
came Director of OERI from, 1991 to 1993. still 
supports the idea of federal education research. 
but admits that "the labs (were] a constant irrita· 
tion." Ravitch recalls that when she Iirst arrived· 
at OERI, department veterans advised her to not 
bother lighting with the labs. Its lobby was too 
strong. "When I used to be grilled by congress· 
men during budget time: Raviu;h says, "most of 
their questions were supplied by the labs." 

During the Reagan.Bush years. the OERI did 
come up with something useful on occasion. 
Ravitch points to a series called '''Helping Your 
Child." which dealt with subjects ranging from 
reading and math to basic values. (Ravitch's reo 
placement, a former NEA apparatchik, 'report·" 
ed\y tried to kill the series because it was "too 
bourgeois.") 

Even Chester E. Finn. Ravitch's predecessor at 
OERI during the Reagan and Bush administra· 
tions and an early booster of NIE. says that the 
place is plagued by special interesu. In 1989. Finn 
wrote an article in EdUl:Il{if)11 W~d called'''Policy, 
Interest Groups. and the 'Gang of 237,'" refer· 
ring to the 237 people working for the president 
"ho effectively exercise veto power over any ini· 
tiative taken within the executive branch. "You're 
what is called a 'policymaker,'" Finn wrote. ·(blut 
therein lies the rub. Just try to make some. Try. 
especially, to make any policy that differs in the 
ti n iest detail from those the government has rol· 
lowed ror the last three decades." 

Testifying this past March before a House bud· 
get committee on the. prospeCts of abolishing the 
Education Deparunent. Finn said whatever legiti­
mate reasons there might have been 30 years ago 
for federal invoh'ement in education (''There were 
genuine quantity·and·access problems at the 
time ...... ) have long since disappeared: "The es­
sential nature of the education problems facing 
the United States is altogether different today. 
And programs conceivedfor one purpose are sel· 
dom suited to another. This ... is the central rea· 
son that current federal activities in the field of 
education are not suitable means to produce the 
performance improvements and efficiency gains 
that analysts urge, that parents. taxpayers, and 
employers demand. and that governors, legisla· 
tors, and community leaders now seek from their 
schools." 

In January, William Bennett a~d Lamar AJex· 

ander asked a House education panel to take their 
old d,parunent. please. "The federal education 

i apparatus illultrates what has gone awry in Wash· 
' ington over the past several decades:' they said 

in a joint statement. "The national government 
has become meddlesome. intrusive and bullying ... 
much of what it mandates or encourages is mis· 
guided. It keeps people from doing what is right 
for their children, communities and states .... And, 
particularly in the last several years. it has begun 
to lift from our communities the sense that they 
are responsible for the renewal and reform of 
American education and to suggest, instead. that 
Washington knows best and is taking charge." 

THERE WAS O:"E OTHER BIG reason why 
Ronald Reagan could not keep his 
promise to abolish the Education De· 
partment: a hostile Congress. Even 

with 'that brief four year period 'from 1982 until 
1986 in which the RepubliCans controlled the Sen· 
ate. there was no hope of getting necessary sup­
port in Congress to kill the department. Now. af· 
ter 15 years as a full Cabinet·level agency. the po­
litical tide has turned on the Education Depart· 
ment. 

Abolishing the Department now enjoys wide· 
spread support in Congress. particularly among 
gung.ho conservative freshmen in the House of 
Representatives. Florida Congressman joe 
Scarborough heads a special congressional task 
force aimed at taking apart the federal education 
apparatus. "If the federal government would reo 
treat from this area. allow parents, teachers, and 
students who wantto take control of the academic 
agenda, this country would be better off," 
Scarborough declared before an animated crowd 
on the Capitol steps in February. 

Scarborough's task force has met more than a 
dozen· times since january. It recently issued a reo . 

' port detailing some of its initiallindings. 
Education spending as a percentage of gross 

domestic product increased from 4.1 percent in 
1979 to 4.7 percent in 1992. Per pupil spending 
for K·12 students increased in constant dollars by 
38 percent between 1976 and 1992. Meanwhile, 
the high school popUlation fell frortl over 14 mil· 
lion in 1975 to 11.3 million in 1990, a decline of 
24 percent. It bears repeating. too, that SAT scores 
have declined steadily since 1969. The average 
verbal score declined from 463 in 1969 to 423 in 
1994, and the average math score declined from 
493 to"79. 

·Since the performance changes are so mild and 
the spending changes so extreme," the task rorce 
reported. ·we mwt question the value ofthe spend· 
ing~ In faa it appears to have no effea whatSOe'Ver." 

All 73 House Republican freshmen are com· 
mitted to abolishing it. So is House Speaker Newt 
Gingrich, who voted in favor of creating it as a 
freshman ,congressman from Georgia.· Recently. 
Gingrich called the thing "an enormous disap· 
poinunent." and in March suggested thatthe odds 
of the 104th Congress voting to abolish the De· 
partment "are at least even money." 

The promise seems to have teeth this time-the 
House Labor. Health, and Human Services, and 
Education Appropriations Subcommittee voted in 

. february to slash $1.7 billion from the Education 
Department's $33.7 billion. including $173 million 
from Goals 2000. and $105 million from ESEA's 
Chapter I programs. In April, the Senate reduced 
the Howe recisions to $-127 million, opting to cut 
only $7 million from Goals, $5 million from school 
to work. and $72 million from Chapter I. 

Not surprisingly, President Clinton and his 

Education Secretary Richard Riley suggested that 
cutting federal involvement in education was the 
equivalent of child abuse. "We don't want to walk, 
away from the kids." Clinton cried out to an au· 

,dience of sympathetic PTA members in Washing. 
ton last month. The Republicans' proposed live 
percent CUt. Riley moaned, could cause ;\merica 
to "lose its sense of educational purpose." Yet 
Riley's authority has been consistently diminished 
during his reign by his tendency always to look 
for scapegoats to blame for the abysmal perfor. 
mance of federally supported education. Are rest 
scores failing? Blame television. Are American 
students behind those of other nations? Blame 
lack of parental invovlement. It is li[[le wonder 
that one critic characterized Riley's woeful appear. 
ances as "the crying game." " 

A
NY t.l:GISLAnON TO,\.IIOLISH the Education 
Department will almost certainly be 
vetoed. The White House's new strat· 
egy is to portray the Republican 

CUts as an effort to sacrifice education to gi\'e tax 
breaks to the rich. Clinton's new mantra is, "Cut· 
ting education right now is like trying to cut de· 
fense during the Cold War"- an irritating. if 
somewhat ironic phrase he has recited in speeches 
to the PTA. National Education Association. and 
the American Association of Newspaper Editors. 

For critics of the Deparunent of Education, the 
point is that education is just too important to be 
run by the same mentality that runs the Post Of· 
lice. "There can be no doubt that the Department 
of Education did not add value to the educational 
performance in the 1980s. ~ Congressman 
Scarborough's task force reports. "There is no evi· 
dence to suggest that we as a nation are educat· 
ing our children better than we did in the pre· 
ceding decade. In fact, there is. signilicant evi. 
dence to suggest that we are doing our job more 
poorly than ever before." 

Even if the Education Department "'ere abol· 
ished that might not mean an end [0 the federal 
government's meddling role in education. House 
Speaker Newt CingTich, for instance, IUppOru a 
scheme by moderate Republican Congressman 
Steve Cunderson ofWisconsin to merge the Edu· 
cation Department with the Department of La· 
bor. That concerns people like Bob Sweet, who 
have been in the system from both sides and know 
how easy it is to bury bureaucracy within more 
bureaucr.lCY, Such a move, Sweet says. would be 
worse than letting the Department alone. 

The Clinton Administration argues that it is 
doing its part in cutting back the Department's 
excesses by consolidating or eliminating 37 pro· 
grams. Such programs targeted for elimination 
include education for Native Hawaiia05. educa· 
tion infrastructur~. and Indian set· asides for in· 
terlibrary cooperation, The "consolidated" pro· 
grams'arejust part ofan elaborate budgetary ver· 
sion of the shell and pea game. Special purpose 
funds for, say. deaf and blindness education and 
special education innovation are simply being 
thrown into a giant $2.7 billion grant pool. The 
same goes for adult and vocational training 
money. 

In the face ofsuch persiflage, many members of 
the House remain undeterred. james E. Geoffrey, 
Scarborough's chief legislative aide, says legislation 
is in the works to shut the Department of Educa· 
tion down, although he could not say when it would 
be introduced. And so for now, the leviathan reo 
mains. fattened by 15 years of power and over a 
trillion dollars that have made it rich but impover. 
ished the educational system of the country. ii 
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Take Washington out ofeducation. 

19, ' 
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, By Rep. Undsey O. Graham 

T
J1e Department of Education has failed mis­

, ,erably to improve education in our country. 

What's more, it has become an intrusive and 


," , meddlesome f~rce in the education of our 
youth. It's time to eliminate the Department of 
Education and return control to the states, localities, 
school boards, parents and teachers. , , 

Our Founding Fathers never intended for the feder­
al government to control education. As the 10th' 
Amendment states: "The powers not delegated to the 
United$tates by the Constitution, nor prohibited by it 
to the States, are reserved to the States respectively, or 
to' the people." Education is not m'entioned here, thus 
it is the states' and localities', rightful role to oversee 
the education of their youth. 

, " Itwasn't until 1867. under the direction of 
President And~e~Johnson, that the federal govern­
mentbecame involved in education by creating the 
Education Department. Itwas never established as a 
Cabinet-level office ou~ of fear offederal in trusion of 
local school contr()1 and creatingan unwanted bu­
'.reaucracy., ' , 

, 'In 1979, due to politkal pressure from special-inter­
, est groups led by the National Education Association 

(NEA) and an astounding increase in legislation, 
PresidentJimmy Carter elevated the status of the 
Office ofEducation to the Cabinet level. This was the 
beginningof P1e expanded role of the federal govern­
ment in education. New legislation and new programs 
provided federal money to schools with significant 
strings attached. , 

Today, the role of ~eDepartment of Education 
has proliferated. It employs over 5,100 people;ad­

, ministers 240 programs and has a budget of$33 bil- " 
lion. Clearly, the Deptirtment ofEducation has be­
come a more-intrusive force than even its strongest 
proponent envisioned, leaving state and local entities 

" 	with limited authority over the education of their 
-Yom" ' 

It is the general beliefof many Democrats that in, 
creased spending will solve many of the nation's social 
problems including America's education woes. 
Statistics prove that, where education is concerned, 
that is not the case. As the federal governmen t spends 

Return control 

'to'the 

. states 


, increasing funds on education, enrollment in the pub­
lic schools is declining. , 

From 1979, at the department's inception, to 1992" 
spending as a percent ofGDP increased from 4.1 per­
cent to 4.7 percent The number ofgraduating high 
school students went from 3,152,000 during the 1976­
77 school year to only 2,534,000 in the 1992-93 school 
year - a 16 percent decrease. The com,bination of de­
clining enrollments and increased spending has led to 
a significant increase in per pupil spending - a total 
of $1,436 more was spen t per pupil from 1976-77 to 
1992-93. 

The most unfortunate reality ofall this is that 
at the same time federal spending on education 
has increased, students' performance has fallen. 
Reading levels are down as are students scores 
on standardized tests such as the SAT and 
ACT. 

The number ofstudents scoring above 750 (out of 
a possible 800) on the verbal SAT section has de­
din~rl hvhalffrnm 2,R17in 1972 to 1.241 in lQQ~ 

even though the number ofSAT test-takers im:.reased 
.by 22,000 during this period. Even more revealing is 
the fact that locally controlled private school students 
outperform public 'school students by as much as 12 , 
percent on the SAT. ­

Moreover, our children are not faring well against 
studentS around the world. Among nations that partic­
ipated in the 1991 International Assessment of ' 
Education Progress (lAEP) only Jordan and Slovenia 
performed worse than the United States in math and' ' 
science proficiency. Ironically, the United States has ' 
one of the highest spending levels on education 
among tested nations. For example, while the United 
States spent 5.3 percent ofGNP on education in 1990, 
Korea, the top performer in the survey,spent only 4.1 
percent 	 , 

It is obvious to me that by taking control out of the 
hands oflocaland state officials the D<;partmen,t of 
Education had done little to increase the effectiveness 
of public education and, in many cases, may have cre­
ated circumstances that have had just the opposite ef­
fect. Ithas politiCized the process and added layers of 
unnecessary bureaucracy. 

Too much time is spent complying With' regulations 
and implementing programs that have little educa- ' 
tional benefi t for most studen ts; throwing money at 
the problem is not the answer. Aone-size-fits-all plan . 

seldomworks in America, and it certainly doesn't work 


. in public i:!ducation. What is good for the youth ofNew 

York is not necessarily good for the children ofmy dis­

trict, and what is good for the children ofmy district 
probably would not be very effective for the youth of 
New York. 

Our children deserve the same quality ofeducation 
that we experienced. Take the power away from 
Washington and return it to the communities, states, 

. parents and teachers. 

Rep. Graham, a&publiCanfrom South Carolina, is a . 
memherofthe HotISt&onomic andEducational 
t1hhMt'lf'Iit;~ r.tml.miHpp., 
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Fr
! BY Rep. Major ~ens, " ,'I'" prOilches; ~ecent develop'~ents, however, were ~~v-' 

mg the U mted States away from the extreme of too IIt­
'lie decision toeradi~~te the'Departmeniof :de federal involvement toward the golden me;:m ofbaJ­

.7: ' , ~clucation waspn)bably made,in the atmos- ance~ Mter President Reagan's "Nation at Risk" report 
,~, ' ,phere ofa lynch mob. The .screams ofjuve-: and, President, Bush's' , "America 2000,'" President 

':: 
, .:' '. ,.-: niles intoxicatedby q.eir ne~ly found pow-, 

eri; or the gt:llmbles ofenibihered old men pasSionate­
ly {ondIi~g their pers~nal:vende,ttas and 'lusting for re-:,; 
venge. It~ one orboth ofthose irrational sets ofem,o-' " 

,tio~'~hic_h gave birth to this monstrouS decision by the 
Re'illlblic.anGonference> ,:', '. " ,:,', '. ' 

This acq.Qn represepts a headlong plunge'back in­
to.theda~fages. The irony and trage<;tyofit;s that. it 
:was an extreme, action taken by educated leaders 
-whosho'uicl have already learned:mticb about the 
danger,of extremes (l,nd"thed~sif'~bil!ty of golden, 
IIlians. ,,' , ' :,' '-: ',:.. :" , ,'. , ',;; 
/ 9nceagain we are witriessingthe spectacle of ' " 

The federal role

.. ',,,,.'. . 

illeducation is 

too:m~ager 


, 
,beastly f!lnibling by ~erican leaders who'do ript' , 'Clinton had the wisdoni to stay the course with Goals 

, 	un~etstand anci appreCiate the fact that fate haS te~: 
por,,!-rily~signed 'them· the, task' of, carrying tHe" 
eiu'th 'stivilization 'to' anew level. We are the leaders,
oCUte fn!~wofld and we musfneVl~r approach a 'ita! , 
fmiction like education with the mentality ofjuve-';, 
niles' out~f-contiol or bit(er ,old men who don't give 

'a damn.' - . 
:', •• : • 

i' ',_ .,'' ", ' . . . . 

. ;"'.' ~ong-.-thecompeungindustriruized nati9n:~, the, 

,2000, not a report or concept paper, but legislation 
which became law. 

". The Department ofEducation has become the gen­
erator ofguidance and assistance without control. In 
accordance with agreements reached by bQ~h parties 

•arid most ofthe nation's goyernors, a clear flight plan is' 
.' 'now in motion. There is a powerful thrust in the direc~ 
. tion of meaningful educational reform across the na­

non. . .' ". ' . . '.. 
,:rheq~estiollthen is, why this sudden mob try for 

United.States already has th~smallestfedei"al or~entra1,,· the destruction of the Department of 'Education? 
¢ducatioll'agency. It isnotan'exaggerationt() say,iliiu:, :' ;Wby ar~ thepolitital descend~nts of the George 
we:are atg.e extreme' end-of the spectium and.have;::> Bush, who wanted to be known as the "Education 

,ei:Ted by haVingtoo meager a fe~eral government iol.e ' ',' President," now demanding the extermination of 
the mition'seducation.:· , . , ' , , , ', ;the federal effort to improve education? The ques­

,.A(:the other extreme are nation~ like Japan and.' ·.tion must be answered and the burden ofproof restS 
, Ftan~e With ~omeweaknesSes app~ent a:ISo in their ap-, :' squ'!-rely on the shoulders of the Neanderthals'who 
. 	 "'.'~ .' , ,." - . 

--, - ..:;-;';", ...... :.".. '.... 

have screamed for this re~olu~~n~rychange:, ",' 
The Depa,rtment of Educauon IS al~e;tdy, m ~erms: I ' 

of the number of employees;oneofthe smallesrof' 
the cabinet-level entities. It w~s drastiqllly ,dqwn- ' 
sized and streamlined a few years after itsbirili.:The 
DOEniust continue because its mission is to do what 
the states can never do. The depa-rtlnentmust look": 
down.in a process of reviewing and analyzing im~ . ' 
provementefforts taking'place,throughollttpena:. ' 
tion, .' ' ,,' " 

','•• •• 	 ,', 

It must lift up arid spread thepest models and.princi­
pIes throughout the nation. The DOEmust $o's~Plti­
nize educational deve1opmeritsthroughout,the~o,dd . 
and take steps to guarantee that Americ(l's children are" 
exposed to the best pedagogical practices thus far dig,.·· 
covered:The DOE must insure that the !esSons,'experi­
ence and wisdom of the past are propedy utilized .while i: .' 
at the same time it must provide the vision that guides" 
the cqtmtry's schooling into the challenges ofthe2ist ' 
century. .... , .,.' , '. . "'.. ­

Fate has temporarily tossed the leadership of the de-' 
mocratic world into the hanqs ofAqierican decision­
makers.We tan fumble the ball and trip on brightly col­
ored threadS ofpettjness and short sightedness. Orwe 
c,an seize the initiative arid be guided by the knowledge. 
. that civilization, is a race. betw:eeneducanon and:cata~ 
strophe. '. '."',, i;, " 

Education m,lIst be this nation'snumberone.pnori:':. 
ty. TCiachieve, this goal thefemustalways be 'a 
Department ofEducation. ' 

Rep. O/pens, aDemocratfrom N.w YOrk,: isa ~er~f 

theHouseEC'onomic'(J,ndEdufiational (Jppcirtunitiis . 

Committee. " .. 
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HUDJON IMPACT 

IIISUlnnler 1995 SHAPING THE FUTURE NUlllber 4i 

The Wall Street Journal 
June 14, 1995 

Getting Richer (At Different Rates) 
By JOHN C. WElCHER 

The 1980s are turning out to be 
the most interesting decade in 
American economic history since 
the 1930s, a subject of endless de~ 
bate. Now economic inequality is 
back in the news, as critics of the 
Contract With America cite the 
1980s to argue that Republican 
proposals to cut taxes and spend~ 
ing will increase disparities in 
wealth: The rich will get richer 
and the poor will get poorer, just 
as they did when Ronald Reagan 
was president. . 

The problem with this argument 
is that the distribution of wealth 
was about the same after all the 
policy changes as it was before. 
It's true that the rich got richer, but 
so did the middle class and the 
poor, to about the same extent-and 
different people were rich at the 
end of the decade than at the be­
ginning. 

There is not much information 
on the wealth of indi vidual Ameri­
cans. The most extentsive data 
come from surveys of several 
thousand households conducted 
every few years 
for the Federal 
Reserve Board. 
These households 
are asked detailed questions on 
their assets and their debts. The 
surveys are expensi ve, so they 
aren't conducted very often. The 
two most recent ones that have 

been made available to research­
ers happen to be for the years 1983 
and 1989, years that bound the 
long economic upturn that started 
under President Reagan. The story 
they tell is not one of increasing 
inequities and immiseration. 
Most Groups Gained 

The surveys show, first of all, a 
huge increase in the total real 
wealth of American households­
to $16.8 trillion in 1989 from 
$12.7 trillion in 1983. The wealth 
of the average household rose by 
about 20%, to $181,000 from 
$151,000. (These are net worth 
figures, after debts are subtracted 
from assets. All the numbers are 
expressed in 1989 dollars.) 

As the accompanying table 
shows, average wealth increased 
for every type of household except 
one-single women with children. 
Average wealth also increased for 
all but two age groups: for those 
under 25, it fell 13% to $13,500 
from $15,300, and for those be­
tween 65 and 74, it fell 7% to 
$254,800 from $273,300. Average 
wealth for every other age group 
increased by at least 8%. 

The surveys report increases for 
every identified racial and ethnic 
group. Average wealth rose by 
about 24% for white households 
and 35% for blacks. Both of these 
categories exclude Hispanic 
Americans. Their circumstances 
are less clear because the two sur-
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GROUPS OPPOSING GOALS 2000 , 
.~ 

Citizens for Educational Freedom 

Concerned Women for America 


Coral Ridge Ministries 

The Christian Coalition. 


Eagle Forum 

The Family Foundation 


Family Research Council 

Focus on the Family 


National Association of Christian Educators/ 

Citizens for Excellence in Education 


National Parents Commission 

u.s. Citizens Alliance 


Social Renewal Foundation 




The Truth about Education Reform 


From: Rick Lail <73704.1246@dub-gw-3.compuserve.com> 

Date: 1995/09/12 

.MessageID: 810919093$3119@atype.com#1I1 

approved: militia-request@atype.com (99ab48250aca7fb8e7f1ebbfa5468f83) 

organization: CompuServe, Inc. (1-800-689-0736) 

return-path: <news@mhadf.production.compuserve.com> 

newsgroups: misc.activism.militia 


You may asked why I would post an edcuation article in this 

newsgroup? Outcome Based Education, the current rave in 

edcuation reform that is out to undermine our great nation has 

and still is turning our kids brains into mush.Anita Hogue, the 

mother that fought Outcome Based Education in PA and has 

criss-crossed the country speaking out against this type of 

education that .wants to indoctinate our kids into the New World 

Order of Bush and Clinton, has a homepage on the WWW at 

http://www.fyi.net/-anita . 


Read how Goals 2000 and the School to Work Act is out to raise a 

dumbed down workforce that asks no questions. You will see why 

the Dept of Ed. must be eliminated, not rolled into another 

government agency. See why when educrats talk about parental 

involvement, it means that parents give their kids to the 

education system.OBE started with Bush and continues with even 

worst *reform* under Clinton. This the stuff that teaches kids 

that it is okay if that can't read, write, or do math, just as 

long as they feel good about themselves. Soc ism finest hour in 

the US. 

I have been fighting this crap for 3 years now. I know what their 

agenda is. It is to destroy our Constitution through Global 

education and multiculturalism. A must read for all who hold this 

nation dear. 
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Rep.al Goall 1000 
A Project of the American Policy Center Inc. 

14140·L Parke Long Court, Chantilly, Virginia 22021 

- •.. THIS IS joSTA MONSnR TKAT WILL DBVO'DR SWRmING.... ~ 
(former Secretary of Bducation Bill Bennett) 

•.•• IT'S -1,000 PAGBS or UG'OLATION THAT WILL SPAWN BVBN ,.OU 
llBG'OLATIONS ON BOW TO RON (LOCAL SCHOOL DISTRICTS) .•• IT'S 
CRAZY .. - (former Secretary of Bducation L...r Alexand.er) 

Dear Friend: 

We've kicked the social planners out of control of the 
U.S. Congress. Now it's time to kick them out of our 
children's classrooms. 

That's why it's urgent that you,sign and ,return the 
enclosed CITIZEN'S APPEAL FOR LiGISLATIVE RECONSIDERATION to 
demand 

. 
the repeal of President Clinton'S "Goals 2000". 

>.. 

I will then send it with thousands more directly to 
Republican Speaker of the House Newt Gingrich. 

Speaker Gingrich must have your Signed Citizen'S Appeal
right away ashe continues to direct the agenda for the 
Republican-controlled 104th Congress. 

Goals 2000 takes away,parent'srights over their, 
children, creates a huge new federal bureaucracy over our 
nation's schools and makes OUtcome Based Education (OBE) a 
federally mandated school curriculum. 

Nothing is mo~e important, for the new Congress than the' 
repeal of this disastrous ,liberal ,program. 

Goals 2000 was passed by the liberal led 103rd Congress.
That's why it must be repealed now - before it can do any 
more damage to our schools. 

I have had the Legislative Reconsideration Appeal form 
reproduced because I need you 'to take an active role in 

,getting the repeal of Goals 2000 on the agenda. 

So please, ,don't delay. Sign and return your CITIZENS 
APPEAL FOR LBGISLATIVB RECONSIDERATION form right away. 

Speaker Gingrich has a huge job ahead of him as he sets 
out to undo all the mess the liberals,have left him. He must. 
hear ,from you and thousands of parents, grandparents and 
others concerned about the education of our children. 

For the children, it's urgent that you respond today. 

Why can't Jo~y and Suzy read? 

Well here's what one teacher who has taught for over 24 

http:Alexand.er
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And what are those "content standards"? 


Goals 2000 'states that all children in America must 

start school ready to learn. . 

This means that the government plans to takeover the 

responsibility for raising infants, toddlers and pre­
schoolers... ' 

•.. this is a direct ,threat to parental control. 

Arid I'm sure you've read recent news reports of the new 
guidelines for teaching history. 

George Washington, Thomas Jefferson,' Robert B. Lee, 
Thomas Edison, the Wright Brothers and the Declaration of 
Independence won't be mentioned., 

But Aztec kings and the Klu Klux 'Klan will be used to 
teach our children how America was formed. 

These history guidelines 'are the first to come from 
the Goals 2000 mandates. 


It's gOing to get much worse. , 


I've been told that the geography guidelines will 

require that maps of the world -reflect greater equity and 
less bias." 

I kid you not. 

This insanity must stop. 

<,Goals 2000 destroys our childrens' chances to get an 
education. In fact, Goals 2000 will produce stupid children. 

Goals 1000 endangers the future of America. 

Goals 2000 must be repealed - now. 

That's why it's 'vital that you sign and return your
enclosed CITIZEN'S APPEAL FOR LEGISLATIVE RECONSIDERATION 
today, so the repeal of Goals 2000 can be placed high up in 
consideration by the new Congress, , , 

Speaker Gingrich has a massive job to do. The liberals 
left a huge mess. He needs help in deciding where to begin: 

, And nothing is more important that the education of our 
Children. Goals 2000 will hurt them and must be stopped. 

But, in spite of the fact that Republicans now control 



Fb~NC ~ . C1TIZEN"S-AP'P-EAC"FOA LEGJSLATIVE RECONSIDERATION 
Ee1 t70 

A. Submitted To: 
'Honorable Newt Gingrich, Speaker 
United States House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515 

B. Legislative Branch: 

House of 
Representatives 

C. Reason For Reconsideration Request: 

The Goals 2000 education guidelines bill and its counterpart, the 
Elementary and Secondary Education Act, essentially establish a 
Federal School Board, reduce parental rights, create a huge new 
Federal bureaucracy over local schools 'and require OUtcome Based 
Education (OBE) as a Federally mandated school curriculum. 

It is clear, with the new Republican majority in the U.S. Congress, 
that reconsideration of Goals 2000 is warranted and so hereby 
officially requested. 

TIle ........___ flldIt Ulilads-. doll ...." ...... 11111 .........,~ a_ '1 IIIIiGD ...II1II_....... 
...... II1II 11M fII..UIIiIId S- _II1II ........ _ .... flllIIII U. S. c:c..-. 

BY________~--~----------------_D~,__------------ ­
.iplbn 

... _-'...... _- .... _---_ .....•.....••• -_ ........---_ ........ __ ......._- .••......• _-_ ..-..... . 

Reply to Tom DeWeese 

American Policy Center 
14140-L Parke Lou& Court 
Chantilly, Va 22021·1649 

Dar·Tom: 

YES, 1will beIp you IDd APe fi&II& tar &be ........ ofGIll' cbiJdr-. 


[j 	 To dcm.IDd d:uI! 1be DeW RepubHc:a ~ repel) die ........Golla 2000.1 haw Iiped IDd eadosed 
my "Citizeas Appeal Far LJ!Ii·'1ftve l.ecxmlideimw... ,'.. . 

[j 	 To help APe ftmd Ibis YblIfbt I.. ..,'OIIdIB)'''tar: 

. SI00 175 S50 135' 117 . 0diIIr1 .- - - - - - , ­
....1IIIIb -pit cbeck pII)'Ible 1D APe. APe iI. SOl(cX4) p_ooea arpni,..m 
~ 1D APe ...... ""'Paibll. . 

~Nam.,__________________________________ ____________--_________ 

A&na~________~____----____________________~__----------_ 
C~__~________~__________________~·s..,______~.____________ 

My Friend, 
APC receives no Federal grants or subsidies .. We depend entirely 

on your support to fund our vital programs. . Please help APC fight for 
real education for our children. ~ 

-z:oO\.. tp.,4/Al'/U'-_ 
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~ople and 'subverts parental authority. 
Officials in the Education Department 

say the charges are nonsense. but that 
hasn't slowed down the Religious Right a 
bit The Christian Coalition. the Eagle 
Forum. Citizens for Excellence in Educa­
tion. Concern~ Women for America aOd 
the Family ~esearch Council have all 
climbed-aboard the anti-Goals 2000 band­
wagon. 

Goals 2000 offers states and local 
school districts federal funds for educa­
tion reform. provided that those jurisdic­
tions agree to establish high performance 
standards. The bill's opponents say those 
standards are an attempt to assert federal 
control over education. 

. According to Education Week. one of 
the key figures in the anti-Goals 2000 
drive has been Lon Mabon. a Religious 
Right activist who runs the Oregon Citi­
zens Alliance. Mabon's group. which had 
formerly limited itself to attacking legal 
rights for homosex.uals. is apparently 
branching out 

Speaking at a rally in Columbus. Ohio, 
last October. Mabon told protestors. "You 
are a part of this war. You are in this thing. 
and you need to' make a .:ommitmenr be­
cause if you don:t. they win." ;;__. 

Robe!1_~ilJlom1s ofCitizens ror Excel­
lence in Education is also leading the 
charge. In a rambling appeal fordonations 
last month. Simonds asserted that Goals 
2000 "will affect every person. every fam· 
ily and every business in the nation. This 
federal grab of aU local control of educa­
tion is a threat to our ':Nay of government. 

. our entire education process and aU family 
rights to privacy." 

Simonds charged that a provision of 
Goals 2000 that encourages teachers to 
visit parents with young children at home 
to help them plan educational activities is 
dangerous because it usurps parental 
rights. even though the program is com· 
pletely voluntary. . 

"Parents must obey every directive of 
the social worker or face severe conse­
quences." Simonds wrote. "Parents. basi­
cally. will lose control of how to raise 
(train) their own children. Spanking. (;/' 
even telling a child NO. can now be CJf 

i Religious Right Groups
Target 'Goals 2000' 
Education Program b1-C( 7,.fE 

Religious Right groups have ,launched 
an all·out war against Goa!st~OOO. an 
cdu~ion measure signed into law by 
President Bill Clinton earlier this year 
charging that the new program foists :'out: 
come· based education" on the American 

~ 

sidered repressive and destructive 10 your 
child. and therefore ABUSIVE." 

While decrying the Religious Right's 
mean-spirited auacks. Secretary of Edu· 
cation Richard Riley insists he welcomes 
input from religious conservatives. In an 
address at George Washington Universi· 
ty. Riley said. "I urge these skeptical par· 
ents. by the same token. to pu II back from 

. maJcing public schools a political football 
and give the process a fair chance." 

Other defenders of Goals 2000. how· 
ever. believe that ReligiOUS Right leaders 
are whipping up hysteria against the mea­

. sure at the grassroots as part of their ongo· 
ing war against Clinton. "A lot of these 

: groups simply hate Bill Clinton:' Kevi" r 
Walker of Project Appleseed. a pro-edu- f 
cation reform group based in SI. Louis, 
told Education Week. "This is an ideolog· 
icalbattle that is taking place in the public 
schools." '. " 

-"\ . , .....7'­
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by Rich Drey. 
(Q~ 7AE. 

,Jed Bn:Iwn. a noted opponent 
of Outcollle Based Education. 
spoke recently In Old Town. 
Idaho. aaainat the OBE pro­
grams that are In our sehooIalD 

levels Including adult. ,He 
received his degree frolll Western 
Washington In 1973 and hiS 
Masters of Education degree 
from the Uruverslty of WashIng­
ton In 1980 and Is continuing 
his work toward a Ph.D. ,In the 

, W .."'*'8tPI1,J.~"'~;~ field of Educational Research. 
, mat our t::OW!tIy. ,; .... :.; He, ~ a candidate for Super-
B~ laid that the pe.ru. . Intendent of Public Instruction 

menra plaD fOl' GoaIa 2000. wID 
sbIft the raeare.h base for teadl­
iDI' to ~ baled Instad 
of educaUon balled. In psymolo­
g. the t.erIll learning 18 ayncmy­
1ll0US with conditioning. TIt. 
<C"'''''U!:mtng will c:ba:n&It the,atU­
tudI:s aDd wIues of the younc. 
"Goal. 2000, 1111 the witching 
hOur." sal., Brown. with full 
implementation In Washington
State by>:1998 and the natIOD by 
tile ,..,2000' . 

1Tle,t1rturi of educatlDlt .. a 
.....n ,ol'JP,DU:ed plan to destroy
thl" iDdtiitcfu:atJaiD hi chJ1dren
tIIit J:Ia.t"'made Amea,_. _ 
~,~ c:x-taaa Its ~ 
In Ul'fE"SCO(tT'nHed Natlons 
E'd\relutCfllat;',sehllltlfte- and ' 
Cultural'Oip,nJAtli:n)' wlUelf' , 
~ the' edUc8i:IDn syetelD.i
Orii ~~d ,_natl_ 

~~~'=d::
bodY.,!. loeated In OeD'evat 
~ali~diiy.lIfb 
(bIIiID'i:'Caf&ti"lw'mnrlOc:atectl:, 

, 1WtiilMf~,tji5w'~ 
, ~... st!II;D~iQ~ fin' alf' 
'.d'Qo.~O.; '1I')'1If~·. In,., th4' 

~oIi11n•. 

arl' .' tiia~lIY8te.·1«.jr,!,:'~I~,.,'~':"~'~'
" ' . :::~, ~~r:p;C,: 

p '" "baf~m~!UWI~ 

tt Ot CM~tMtifau:rof attU 

tude. an(r~ nu.' prOceaa 

Wilt be' ~ cradle. ttl' gr&'n! and 

be ongi:itDg:' ~ clf'd'iIr mabt val{ 

ua:~ IgnGred wtIl be the 

rallll1ly value. Children will 

~ be considered "At R1sk~ 


, untA"~er(otbeiwtse. Cfitld 

" 	 PlTAtetlWi servtces wID have th. 

p(nRr to jUdgeWilether or no' ' 
parentli an: pladng their chJl' 
dnm at rt8Ii 1bJ" not confiJrm1ng 
to t1teti sj1Itemlr' under tbe 
'HeatthY~,,~o,me-, .yl.ltatl~" 

vate' sehoolili and bome 
dOlin, W1l1 Dot circumvent 

t'lwOblem qrGoala 2000. la 
.rtlI.IfUft. the hfgb' ecbooI dtpb 

"Will' be eliminated anet 
I. 	laced wtth a ·Certlflcate. al 
laster.· Children, wtll net be 
fble to're.:etve this certlfie:ate 

E ,they IJUIt!'t tIJeo lltandarcil 
tabltshed by GOALS 2000, 

i: 	 Wl)riler:a wID not be able 
, 8ndemployment wtthout thII 
er11ftcate. Every chJld will not 
ave the chance to go to college. 

lIlI Mr. BI'UWIl.baa over 20 ~ 
PI ez:per1ence In aU facets or edu­
':atlon and has worIuxt til publtc 

aind private scbools at all age 
II: 	 ' 

for the State of Wash.!ngton In 
1992., He baa been blackballed 
by aU schociJs systellls for belng 
outspoken on the future of edu­
cation. He b&s started his own 
foundation called the Phronests 
Group which Is networked 
throughout the country wtth 
other opponents of OBE and 
GoaIs 2000. In January of 1995 

d ' 
a production quality vt eo Will 
be available from the foundation 
to help educate everyone about 
the perils that will be effecting 
our children. For further Infor­
Illation plea••'call the Idaho 
CItizens Awareness Network 
II.CAN.I at 208-263-1767. 

~ 



·' 
Major Objections to Goals 2000 


[&l 	 Federalizes the local school classrooms. 

[&l 	 Paves the way for Federal control of education, Camel's nose under the tent. 
, 	 ' 

[&l 	 Establishes a National School Board. 

[&l 	 Will create national curricula for all local schools. 

'1.iI Tramples on parenti!llrigtlts;, Weakens family autonomy, 

[&l 	 Gives federal and state government the power to determine if individual homes 
and parents are providing al'proper phy~, emotio'nal and learning 
environmentll -- terms which are not defined. Such unprecedented powers are 
chilling to Constitutional guarantees of family autonomy and privacy, and 
further intrude government into the home. 

[&l 	 Leaves room for vast abuses by overzealous government officials at the 

expense of parents who may hold a different philo~ophy from that of the 

government official. 


[&l 	 Gives incredible . power to unspecified government bureaucrats - who dQ not 
answer to the citizens - to set standards and write regulationa.to implement 
this new power of government to intrude into the domain of the family and 
parents. 

[&l 	 Will require a large expansion oUederal and state bureaucracy to implement. 

[&l 	 Will fund school based clinics which distribute condoms and refer for 

abortioflS. (Title III, Sec. 301) 


I.iI 	 Requires schools to' train.pa,ents {the highly controversial PAT program}. 

(Title VI, and'Title lV~ Sec. 601) 


[!J 	 Req"iJeI pliV'~intervention into family and how families raise their 

childrm 'PI," bfftI'rtcr.age 5. (Title H, Sec. 207) 


[&l 	 No provisions, for parental consent. 
. 	 '. 

[&l 	 Goals 2000 is utopian and unrealistic. It is Orwellian in its sweeping new 
powers that it grants to government bureaucrats to encroach on the 
prerogatives of parents and the family. It sweeps away 350 years of the 
successful American tradition of local control of local schools. It is a blueprint 
for socialism. (2/95) 

THE FAMILY FOUNDATION 
800 I Forbes Place. Suite 21t. SpringC;eld. Y A 22151 Tel' 703-321-8338 Fax: 703-321-9332 

(Oller) 

http:regulationa.to
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~SilH:e rhad bee-n trn.ir.ed (\~ 


Bozeman a 3t'X s'-~e., ! wa~ pr&1ft'iluMl 

to IR:' raii:e:enc governors ana 
,Doily Chronicle 	 delivered a package. or infor­
m:ltion (abou~ Goals 2000).~ 
O'Brien said this monling in a 
telephone interview, She said 
she had sex with a number of 

Militia 
story 
\Vonlan claiIns 
she was sex 
slave for Goals 

, 2000,program 
,'By ROB CH/\ ..'\n ' 

Chronicle Sta1f Writer 

Goals 2000 is a way of turn­
ing children i,nto p~rtectn:ilild· 
cunt:'ol subj~ts.'a~cordin, to' 
a woman who ,claims to be a . 

. recovered victim ,of mlad con­
! trol. " ' 
" Cathy O'Brien alsu said she 
. was ab'JSt'd 1n biZarre sexual; , 
ritu~ by three former 'U.s. . 
presidenrs, two Canadian ' 
'prime min:~tei"$. several U.s: , 

, SoI:nators a.'1d a cabi:tet mem­
'~r. , ,.' ',' 
, O'Brlen. 38'. spoke to about 
~' 30 people at a Citizens for a. ' 
, Free America meeting lues­

day night. a chapter of the' , 
, Noxon-based Militia of Mon­

tana., She said she worked With 
fanner Secretary of Education 

,	William Ber.nett on deveJopillg' 
what she called "Global Educa­
tion 2000," now kuown as 
Goals 2000. 

Goats 2000 offers &rant 
money to :itates and kscal 
s.:hools to improve education 
met."od13. It :uso encourages 
stmes to develop standards for 
i.,-nproved teaching to be 
:e.1ched by 2000. ' 

Critks have charged Goals 
2COO would allow the federal 
govemmcnt to take away deci­
sion-r.laking rights from local 
school bo;:u-ds. O'l3r.en drew a 
round 0.[ app!a~lse ior her criti-, 
dsms of (he pr()~'T:un, 

O'Brie:t said she worked 
v.ith Bennetl and fo:-mer Ten­

. ;h::,"~f.· l;".... , L"'mar .'~exande.. 
pr.."ni)tin~! t:':e program at a 
ll).~ ~o"'E.'mor's c()nfe-rence in 
T(~:1:1~~~. 

govemors at the convention. 
Ted SchwiIlden. Montana'S 


governor at the time. said he 

didn't recall O'Bri~n's pres­

ence at the convencion,


"r feel overlooked.~ 
· SCh....inden said this moming, 


"I was certainly there, I don't . 

remember ar.y seductions, r 


. think you ought to refer htilf to () 'Brien said gU\'!;ml~~t;W 
.. a good. psychiatrist." agents hadn't killp.d che-m to 

, A1.1east one member of the {l~t."·..cnt fu"~Il~r r'·v~r"t:b" of 
militia group!ound O'Brian-. mmd control secrl'ts beQuse . 

, story wprthy of further inveSti; that would make' martyrs e)f 
· gatioQ."· . them. . 


"'That's tint-hand informa­

tion,". said Goedon Helgerson: 

"We haven't really followed up 

too much on this.. The lovern­

ment's capable of doinK any­
thina'," ' . 
,'BOl~ S\.l~rit'ltendent 

·Paula Butterfield said Presl- . 
.. dent Busn'i administration Hr.' , 
; troc1uced Amertca 2000. the , ., . 
'. prcde~e9sor of Goals 2000. iii . 
, 1~~. p.,ot 1984. O'Brien said 
·,the proje,:t was &nnett'scre. 
ation that he worked on d,uin, 

'the Reagan admic.istration, . " 


"O'Brien said ellat trori:dn- ' 

fancy. her family,llad ~xually'I"

a.bused her, She said her fa.. " 


. the.r made pOrnographic , i'. ' 
: movies of her as achild. She .: ~ 
cl;imed gavemme,nt leaders 

" decided to keep Sexually abus­
ing her so she ",ould have 
nlu£tiple personalities,

She said she dnally escaped . 

tht mind conl'.r'Ol with the help , . 

·	or Mark Phillips. Speaki.ng ae 

the Tuesday night meeting. 

Phillips said he worked in goy. 

ernment miDd control projcct$. ' 

in the 1960s. and later worked 

for CIA cover oreanizalions be.­

fore he was financially ruined .. 

(ar knowing too much about 

the projects, 


He s.ajd he spent eight 

months "fusing" O'Brien's per.:

!!onality back together after 


. "r~$cu.i.ng~ h.er from her gov­
ernment controllers. O'Brien 
and Phillips said they make 
their livini"5 now lecturing to 
doctors, mental health experts 
and the pubUc on the threat of ' 
mind control. Phillips charges 
between nothing and SSOO a 

.day to counsel other I1lind con­

trol viccilns back to ianity,

O'Brien said,· . 

http:r~$cu.i.ng
http:Speaki.ng
http:O'l3r.en
http:trn.ir.ed
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F·~--·· OBE in.Chadron 
Is it whatwe wallt for our kids? 
'~~7~~ " ,

( bcpe tbil all CODCemed cidzens 
paid close auentioo to the special 
page ill last week's Your Neigbbon 
outlining die Chadron City ScboolJ 
Vision Document. This docwnent 
wiD ,be me first piece ill the fMDa­
doD of a oew educaIion direction for 
our schools. , 

I was involved in tbis pnxess and 
bave to say at this point that I am 
not sold 00 the outcome of the many 
IIM'erinp and Iboasaads of dollars being speDt to resII'UCtUre oor educadoa 
system. 	 , ' 

Doo't misunderslaDd me, please. ( believe the teacbe:rs and adminisUalioD 
we have ill Cbadroa,are dedicafed to our students. ( abo beDeve !bat mosa 
of Ibem work very ba'd ~Ilessoos that will reacb,teacb and make a 
diffaence in Cbeit students' lives. I also believe tbat !bose, same readJen 
wiD continue to do so. w~ system of educadon we have. 

However, in sa:&~~J .I also beDeve that the dirc:ai9B we are beading­
In oar~':- 'la1m:ma. I believe tbat we ate in me beJinnin. 
staaea of ouacome-~eduatdoa. Oupe-baled educadoD, as I UDder· 
stand it. 	will focas a lot of attend. on self-esteem. social stills, 
mul1icn.lturalism IIDd die altanpl to meec almost every need o( a student 
tbrouab the school. 	 ' 

WIIaf. we are doinllll an America 2OOl,~ is DOt any ilfl'ereDl tban, 
many schools across the nadoa. While die goals aDd objectives of the new ' 
sy.. were dilCUued • lengtb by me School CmJmunity JmprovemeDl 
Tea. results 1ft ~ly.s~ to tbal in ~QSI of the ocberslafeS. Tbe 

, ~siDti.bIri~C:~~:4':~':_Al <MCRW .. _,__~" "of"" ,.,l~~~',,<,141-., said at die oadoaal Govem<n' Conference on EducaIiOD.; "WIaal ' 
....ID Is the toea1 rescrucwriDa eX society. What is bappeniDl in America 

wbal is bappening in Kaosas and the Great Plains is, not simply a 
cIIIII..:aII.m in the usuai winds o( cbaDge...it amounts to .. a total trans­

Spencer's 
Spot 

by Chris 
Spencer 

society,•.. you can't gel away from it. You: can'l go into I'W'31 
10 ineo the cburdJea. yoo can't go into governmenl or into 

- (Jolm Woodward, wbo babeen wortinl as a faciUlatoI' 
witIa ScbooIs spent many yem • MCREL.) 

P'reIidIIIl CUnton, in pusbing for Goal! 2000. demonstrated the urgency, 
• 	 1M ..... level to resuucuue the ruMjoo', ed"fi'joo sX$u:m. It would 

an orpnized effort is being made to bring the entire,nadon.under 
a . . ... . tem, wbile at the same lime eucouraging community involvement 
~... ' ., -. a -(eeling- of CflDmunity ownership. But I doo'l beDeve Ibis 
• Ywbat die peqlle o(0ladn:D or America want..' 7 

1'nIIiiIIIII associate o( me CIintons, Micbael Lerner, may have deScribed 
wbl& it plaDned for the rest:ruc:lDR:d school system and tbe:refore resttuc­
tured society. ~ main emphasis will be 011 learning boW to'piay. bow' (It-, " 

creare. bow to be an iDdividuaJ, and bow to Dve and work coUecdvely.. 
-After the socialist revoludoo., educalioo will have a mucb broader role. 

Every community will begio to develop faciUties for extensive educational 
opporamides mall areas oCbuman inteUec:tualure..." 

Add co that Ibis quote from the Natiooal Center on Education and the-. 	 . 



stanO 11.. W1l1 lOCUS a IOi ot aue'i1U~ Ob ~...;:~ wcaa1 skills, 
. mu1ti<:UIturaIiIm and die attempt to meet aImDSt every Deed of a ·SIUdaIl 

u.oop die scbooI.. . . .. . . . 
Wbaf. we are daml • III America m> tdaool II DDt my cIft'c:i'cIit ... 

tDaIIy acbools ai:rou die aaDoo. WbfIe' tile pis.. objec.'Ola -of tile aew 
ayIlaD were dilCllllCd • lea.... by .. Scboal Cmmmnky ~ 
TeaD. rcsulU Ire ranatably Iimiltw to IbM ill ....of.. CIfIber .... 1'110 
~~"liIDIIddeslllQO"''''i-- .. . :~.McOme" ct ~ c.....W;;; ~i" -,j~iiaaIlti' '. 
.. .. lIIid.dleaadclul·~I·ccmt~~ 

die lOC&I ~olaoday.WbailNni"".'. Aa.a 
iI happening ill Kansas UId &be Orea PIIiDI iI DOl....,. • 

....IUIdIJO ill &be usoaI winds of c:bege•••it 8IDOUDD' kI•• a .... li'ii»o: 
.........~y ••- •• you c:an't get away from iL You C8II't go inIo runiI 

go iD&o tbe c:burd:Iea. you c:an'l ,0 mao ~or iDIo 
" (Jobo Woodwanl, wbo _____ as. faciU~ 
SdIooIs spent inany yem ItMCREL..) . .." 

.. If CliDtoo. in pusbing Cor GgaIs nn demOOS1nlled tbe III'J'DCY 
• til IIIiooallcvel to ~ die parigg's 'D'km.mm. It woaId 

aD orpD.ized effort is being made to bring die COIR.-1JDIIer 
wbiJe at die same lime eocouragiDg conalPUDity iDvolw:mIeIIt . 

• 	"fee1iDg" of aJIDIDIIDily 0WDCI'IIbip. But 1 a't IIoIitIvedds 
wbal tbe people ofQadroa or America... 

UIOCiaIe of die CliDIoas, Mic:bIcI Lerner., ...,....,. f.IeSaibId 

. It pWmed for dletelU"lliOSURll ac:boal .........1[........ 


....IDCie4y. "'Ibc maiaetDJ'lbMil WgUc__ Iela" "wID,...,. _ •. .., 
aeare, bow to be 8D iDdMduaJ, aDd bow 10 live and wutcolccdwilr.. 

"After the aociaUst re'VOlulioo. ednati<» will have a mac:b IIfoIdet me. 
Every aamUDily wiD begin todewJop facilities for exlalSive ..... 
opponunides in aU areas of buman iDltUectuaJ Ute..." , . . 

Add to !bat Ibis quoce from tile N'*-I 0:nIet CID. EdDcadm IDd dIJc . 
Ealuamy from a pial 10 l'eStruc::Ulreeda£adon: "Our objective is 10 mike 
sc:boois of the IdDd we bave deaaibed as die norm, DOt ~ em::pdai .Jl 
wj.D require a ctaaac in me prevailing cu.IbIr&-tbe 1UiIDda, val.. , DQaDI 

and iIccepted ways of doiDgdUags-tbat dd'iDes die aaYirmDleaC IbM ...­
mines wbetber iDdiYidual scbooIs sacX:eed or fall ia tIM"lrIDSfmDllioo JIO"cess:' 	 . . . 

Add to tbese ideas die iDput from Iabcx'. From tile Sec:rewys.of UIbor'I 
Cmuniuioa OIl AdaieviDg NCC'CIIIIII)' Skills (SCANS) we read: "many am­
pIDiea bave moved openUiODs 10 paces witb cbeap, relaliWlly pocrty eda­
CIIIed Iabcx'. Wbaf. may be auciaI. &bey say.· is tile cIcpeDdaIlility of .·Iabor . 
force aDd bow _0 it em be managed and IntirIed-«Jt its JCDCIIlCldlal»­
tiooaI. kMl, a1tboqb a IID8D cadre of bigbly educafed cre8Ihe people II 
~ciaI to innovadoa and powtb. EDding disaimiDation·_ c'wnPtI 
values are probably IIlt'R import.MI' tbaD'readinl aDd movinglow-iDc:oIDe 
fiIDilies iDto the middle class." 

From 8DOCbcr IaIurqut."Amelic:a's Cboice: Hip SIdDs or Low W..,· 

we read: "Most employees UDder cbis model need DOt be educated: 11 is fir 

more importaIIllha tlley be reliable, steady aDd willing 10 follow din:c­
~: 	 . 

BiD Spady, director of tile IDIIemItiooaI Ceotel' 011 Oucx:cmo-Bated Re­

IItI'UCtm'ing aDd tile Hip Suca::a Nctwart adds lbis: "I raIk about two kinds 

of ~ c:be.... 1bal IRiOd to bappen if !be syMCm is JOiaI kI be 

ICtiousIy OD~ ODe is, yoU bave to stop beiDl time-based. TIle 

ICalDd seep is 10 stop beiDa caniaalum-based.•. 


HeDce. dae .... for baaic a::ademic stUdies tate a bact seat to 1DOIdio. 
die "proper" ........,. _ .......- . 

Besides dcvekJPaI dae -rfabt" altitudes, IICbools must aL~ provide for 
die needs of dae conamllDity frtm die cradle to die Jl'lYe..To'oo tbal we 
must bave JlfOII'IIID.I dial provides services for infants (like Head Suwt) • 
wen as deYeJop programs tbal provide for Hfe Ioog learning. 

The school would be the dispensary for SQCialservices. We" beard cbis 
idea from die School Community.lmprovelDCllt Team's fadlitalOrlcbaDge 
agent Jobn Woodward. Woodward also eocouraged the group to CIOIWder 
ICllger scbooI. days or year-round IICbool'schedules for ~beUermeat of 
education and Ihe students. . 

.. ' Be sme yau bow wbat is happening .at your IICbooJ and communitY. 
"'Ibis is just Ihe tip of die iceberg," iri die words of Ron Sunseri. a fmDer 
swe legislator .iD die swe of Oregon. iit bis boot "Uoder.iranding 10 TlUtb 

. about Edocadoa Reform.' Mucb of Ihe infonnation used here was Ulken 
from his book. .Several of Ihe resources be quotes, I abo have. . . 

Many wiU say !bat we are not involved in outcome-ha'ICU educatiCll. but 
Lbe similarities iD wbat we are develoPing and wbal outcome-based educa­
tion bas sbown to beiDotbe:r. areas are just too modl for me 10 call it 

anything else.. . . 


( urge you 10 get ~~~scbool systeln. and rand auc (<<~.

SdIools bave -. ailltti IXU.IDDIliIY in9Olven.:nt aod lllilblw 0IIr 

'admiDistl'aIiOG aMtI!:aI!8ets will gladly IID5Wcr }'t'lir que8tiaaI. :: .. '.' ...., . 


http:import.MI
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;;' /fJII President's Report . 
~ National Association ofChristian EducasorslCitizens for Excellence in Education 
NACE/CEE Box 3200· ~~CA 92628. Dr. Robert Simonds . 

November, 1994 

Dear Parents and Grandparents, Protectors of God's Little Ones, 
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and foreboding times to be sure. But. as I review writings from each of the ages past. each 
generation felt the same -- and rightfully so! But our Christian leaders, pastors and statesmen 
of the past rose to every occasion and saved our nation and our people. Will they now? , . 

It's no different today, beloved. The GOALS 2000: Educate America Act will affect 
every person, every family and every business itt the nation. This federal grab of all local 
control of education is a threat to our way of government. our entire education process and all 
family rights to privacy. 

Like most catastrophic legislation, GOALS 2000 has the most upbeat and laudable .. 
goals you've ever heard. Ijust wrote a few lines on this deception in our September letter. 
Now I would like to explain how you will be affected and warn Christian and conservative 
parents about what not to allo\\, the government's wen-intentioned programs to do to you and 
your children. 

There are good Christian, Bible-based programs available to par,ents that will produce 
outstanding, well-disciplined and happy children that can have a very bright future. We must 
stick to Christian training materials .. We will explain all that in this letter. 

Also, we believe that we (CEE parents) can bring about the dismantling of GOALS 
2000, step~by-step. We are now writing an "Analysis of GOALS 2000." This new book is 
not yet complete, but. Lord willing. we will have funds to print it within two months. 

You may remember 'our Critique ofAmerica 2000: An Education Strategy (Bush plan) 
sold nearly 40.000 copies, just to our chapters and members.CEE was able to defeat "America 
2000" legislation that could have destroyed our family structure a$ we know it. Then President 
Bush refuse.d to sign the wild KennedylBiden congressional education bills until they 
conformed to our America 2000 book. Only three of fIfteen liberal bills were passed. All 
because of that one little book. The three that Bush signed were innocuous enough. The other. 
twelve were not. 

Our "GOALS 2000" book is even more necessary because we do not have a discerning 
president who will listen to parents and then veto the wild liberal proposals. 

One of the saddest and most dangerous of all the programs Congress has approved, right 
now, is the "Parents As Teachers" (PAT) funding in the "GOALS 2000" bill. It is now an 
officially-funded program under Title 4. Section 402 (a)(2)(J), which says, "use part of the 

'HelpIng Chlfaen To A BrIghter Future:. 
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funds received under this title to establish, expand or operate Parents As Teachers programs 
,	or Home Instruction for Preschool Youngsters (H.I.P.Y.) programs." (Birth through 5 years 
old) ,- ' 

'In Section 405'(2) PAT provides personal visits, screenings and in-home instruction to 
parents for children 3 to 5 years old. Also, Section 407 says no parent is "required to 
participate." However, the pressure is on from the birth (in hospital) visits, to push parents to 
sig~-up for a PAT social service program., Sounds innocent enough and helpful, 'doesn't it? 

However, be warned in advance NOTtd' sign-up for any of the PAT and H.I.P. Y. 
parenting programs, or any of the many other programs offered. Pastors, listen-up! This could 
involve all of your young mothers and mothers of all children in your church. 

Here are some sound reasons why you must infonn these mothers of the dangers: 

, 	 Everything is "child-ceritered" -- not parent-centered . .A..t fIrst lhoughl. iL 
doesn't sound too bad. Remember. this is all child psychology and social 
science philosophy -- not Biblical teachings. The focus is on complete freedom 
for every child. This is the reigning philosophy in secular parenting today and 
in many aBE programs now being used. ' 

• 	 Parental control or discipline is-often considered to be too restrictive. The child 
grows'up thinking he can do what "he" wants. Christians know that children 

, must be held to a Biblical standard -- what we parents know is best for the . 
child. These programs emphasize the child choosing what he feels is best-­
unacceptable to Christians. ' 

This is the same philosophy of teachers who leta' child wander around the 
classroom and talk while the teacher is talking. A chaotic situ'ation. It creates 
an atmosphere that makes learning nearly impossible. not only for the 
wandering child, but for the entire class. 

• 	 This popular parenting philosophy starts with "demand feeding" of a baby. 
When he/she cries, you must feed him. You know how badly that can tum out. 
Parent-controlled feeding is thefrrst real training program for a child. How 
peaceful your life can be when training takes hold. And it only takes a few 
weeks of real training. We are offering a program in this letter that is a godly 
and near-perfect example of what God was talking about when He said "Train 
up a child ... ". (Prov.22:6, KJV) 

It is called PREPARATION FOR PARENTING. It all starts right here. 
Young parents are raving about this new Christian parenting program. The fIrst 
program is for children from birth up to eight months. CEE Vice-President 
Kathi Hudson has used it and highly recommends it' , 

, The second program is PREPARATIONfor the TODDLER YEARS (five 
months to fifteen months.) " 

There is a third program called GROWING KIDS GOD'S WAY. ,It goes from 
fifteen months to pre-teens. TRAINING! TRAINING! TRAINING! Not just 
teaching. but solid Biblical TRAINING. These are ,all put out by GROWING 
FAMILY'S INTERNATIONAL, by Gary and Anne Marie Ezzo. 

• 	 Another danger with the government PAT, H.I.P.Y and other programs is social 
workers or psychologists coming to your home to visit. They are to "evaluate" 
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• 	 A parent who is ill, heavy, tired, depressed, handicapped or appears to be of 
low-level intelligence. . 

• 	 Stress on the family. undue spoiling ofa child. parent who travels too much. 
·loss of ajob.low-level income. 

• 	 If none of the above. the social worker is to look for allergies. heavy cigarette 
smoking. family history of hearing loss. lack of stimulation or over stimulation! 

.No category for NORMAL is provided or1teeded! We are all "at-risk" families. The 
opinion of the visiting social worker is law. . 

These programs are now being introduced in all fIfty states. It will be harder now that it 
is law in GOALS 2000 PAT programs. but. believe me. we willstop these injustices to 
Christi?..n f,fmme~. Chri~tja!l~ ?!'P. the tp-rfet~ of Sen~tl)r~ Biden a.l1d Kennedy in th~ U.S. 
Senate. We need ea:h of YOu to PMY. oear partners with Ciuist and CEE. 

For six straight months now we have had a $9.000 per month deficit. Your prayerful 
help and sincere sacrifice can enable CEE to continue our battle to literally save our families 
and our dear, little, innocent children. "lfnot us, then who? Ifnot now, then when?" former 
President Reagan used ~o.say. 

" 
nOh. help usfight against our. (God's) enemies. for men are useless allies. 
But with the help ofGod we shall do mighty acts ofvalor. For He treads· 
down our foes. "(P. 108:12-13, L.B.) 

We will not fail your children or your grandchildren, beloved. Please help iIi the best 
way you can, by your prayers and your gracious and kind support. You makeCEE possible. 
Great miracles are happening for God's little ones right now. Keep praying. We are under 
very heavy spiritual attack. We need you so much. Ifonly e~ch of us will respond, God will 
supply! We love and appreciate your confidence. My walk is bathed; in the Word of God daily. 

YoUr heavily burdened but always praying friend, 

a,Lot,,~ . 
Bob Simonds, Th.D .. 

. 	 . 

P.S. My daughter, Kathi Hudson has used this new "GROWING FAMILY'S INTERNA­
TIONAL" program. Get it, dear one! Give it to your children, your church and friends. See. 
the description on the back of the enClosed card . 

. Order our other great Christian books now for your Christmas gifts. 

NOTE: Education Newsline will now be quarterly '-- next issue will be January,. 1995. 

NOTICE: Because of increased printing and mailing costs, we are forced to drop all those 
whom we have not heard from in the past two years. Please send in your $20.00 membership 
today S9 you will still be a part of God's efforts, through CEE, to save our children. 



Victory i ~hington 


Parents win major federal fight 

March 17-Goals 2000 passed Congress today. 
Buriedinside was an unheralded amendment by Sen. 
Charles Grassley {R-Iowa) which fundamentally 
changed the old Hatch Act. (See Pages 2 &3) 

Here is how is happened: 
• For over a year NPC chairman Peg Luksik has 

been meeting in Washington with Senate staffers, and 
education officials to gather information, explain par­
ents' problems, and develop solutions. These meetings 
were hosted or attended by Sen. Gressley's office. 

• The impossibility of parents using the provisions 
of the Hatch Act to protect their children and family's 
pri:vacy rights was discussed at length and alternative 
language considered. . 

• Sen. Grassley decided to offer a parental rights 
amendment to Goals 2000 for which many NPC mem­
bers helped supply documentation. 

• When the Senate did not want to vote on Gras­
sley's amendment, he !'lffered a "compromise;' which 
was a rewrite of Haka 
. • Negotiations took place between Sen. Grassley 

and the US Department of Education on the language. 
• The ·compromise" was passed unanimously by 

the Senate on February 8, and passed the House Edu­
cation and Labor committee by a 384 vote. 

• When the education bureaucrats analyzed the 
language they tried to change it by putting the hurdles 
back. .NPC members helped save the amendment in 
Conference Committee with their phone calls. 

On March 17 th~ Federal law changed. 

Cmembers still have much to do! The educa­
'on establishment is already preparing to influence 

the regulations the US Department ofEducation will 
write to implement the Grassley Amendment. We 
must be ready to respond. 

. Contact your Congressman aDd US Senator 
~ and ask them to send you a copy of those 
regulations as soon as they are written. 

We will update you through our 800 number mes­
sage line as events develop, BO you can call in and hear 
the latest action needed. 

We are making a difference because of your 
support! Let us continue helping you protect your 
rights as parents. Take a minute 12.du to fill in the 
form on.Page 3, and send a contribution. 

Sen. Grassley has stated that heis ready to do it 
again.· The battle over the Senate version of HR6 
looms ahead. 

'fu win the victory, we need Jm&h 2fl2lh 
Don't let our children lose because offunding prob­

lems. I know you will be as generous as possible. 
May God bless you and yours in a special way

today. .. .' 

For His Children,,!? J(.'*;£ (l1Vdntum 

P.S. For PAmembers: Sen. Mike Fisher is intro­
ducing identical language to Grassley in the PA . 
Senate. Contact your senator for co-sponsors. 

~ Grassley Amendment 

• Protection of Pupil 

• . Rights - Pages 2 & 3 
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1.a!!s~EYAME~MENT T~ ~~,!!,s 2000 I 

Sen. Grasslers amendment to Goals 2000 sim­

plifies section 439 of the General Education Provisions 
Act, the Protection of Pupil Rights, to make it more 
user friendly for parents seeking its protections and 
bureaucrats seeking its implementation. 

The amendment strikes the requirement that it 
be a "research and experimentation program," which 
was defined as a "program or project designed to 
explore or develop new or unproven teaching methods 
or techniques." Practically speaking, this was a very . 

The amendment further strikes the requirement 
that it be the "priman' propose" ofthe activity to 
reveal private information. 

The Senator's amendment simply requires that ifit 
reveals private information, tlllre must be prior written 
consent. 

In effect what this means for parents is that they 
no longer have to show that it is a research or experi­
mentation program or that it is a psychiatric or psy­

:;~;;~;~;;:=~~~ IliJ::::::::~::~f 

gram,· which means any federally funded , .. ... ,",9.......... analysz.s, or evaluation revealed pnvate In 


education program administered by till 
Department ofEducation. This universe is signifi- . 
cc.ntly broader and easier to define. 

.The amendment strikes the requirement that the 
student submit to "psychiatric examination, testing, or 
treatment, or psychological examination, testing, or 
treatment." Tbeseterms were cumbersome and 
unclear to parents and bureaucrats. 

The amendment now applies,to -any SUMley, 

cnalysis, or evaluation.· Tlllse terms are cleo.rer 
to till parent and till person implementing tM lan­
guage. 

formation, that it was in a federally funded 
program, and that tlllir consent was not obtained. 
This is much easier for a parent to demonstrate and 
will thus provide wider protection lor parents and stu­
dents. 

The Senator's amendment further adds an affirma­
tive responsibility for the educational agencies and 
institutions to give ~effective notice" to the parents 
and students of their rights under this section. 

The remedy under the language is the threat of 
.losing federal funding, though the Secretary is to seek 
voluntary compliance before removing funding. 

P. E~ P. 
parents Empowering Parents 

4:ZJ Many ofyou have asked for accurate, up-tcHiate material ~ use in the area ofsex education. The 

Medical Institute of Sexual Health has produced' a slide presentation with text that can be adapted for a 

variety of audiences. We recommend it highly. 

Original ,Price $100 NPC Suggested Gift ·$88 ' 
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Text: 
Protection of Pupil Rights 

.	SEC. 439 (a) An instructional materials, including 
teacher's manuals, films, tapes, or other supple­
mentary material which will be used in connection 
with JDI survey, analysis. m: evaluation as part of 
am: applicable proia'am shall be available for 
inspection by the parents or guardians ofthe 

children. 


(b) No student shall be required, as part ofany 
applicable program, to submit to A survey, analysis.. 

..m.: evaluation that reveals information COI.1cerning: 

(l) political aftliations; 

(2) mental and psychological problems 
potentially embarrassing to the student or his 
family; 

. (3) sex behavior and attitudes; 
(4) illegal, anti-social, se1f-in~ating and 

demeaning behavior; 
(5) critical appraisals ofother individuals with 

whom respondents have close family relationships; 
(6) legally recognized privileged or analogous 

relationships such as those oflawyers, physicians, 
and ministers; 
or 

. Continued on Page 4 

0 __ Yes, I would like to help parents! Enclosed is my gift to the National Parents Commission Ib 
(see below) In the amount of $.____ 

49 _ Iam recommending that this newsletter 
be sent to the people on the enclosed list. 

___ I am ordering from P.E.P. (Use second 
sheet if required.): 

A copy of the offidal I8glstration and financial information 
may be obtained fI'om the Pa. Dept of State by calBng 
(ton-tree In Pal 1-8OC).732..Q999. 

Item Ortljl!red Amt. 

SubTotal 

Ship•• Hdlg. 

TOTAL 

Make checks payable to: *-Natlonal Parents Commission". and mall to: Parents' Clearing House, 
I Entrance Drive, Johnstown, PA 15905. 

Amt. 

MyNmne: __________~-------------------
Addr~: _________________________________________________________ 

City, State, Zip ______________________._. __ 

Phon.: ___ -·__ ~-____··_ 

$3.00 

• Note: H there Is an error in your name or address, please help Us by correcting it. Vol 2, NO.2 
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2bt ofGrassley Am.encl.m£n.t Con.tinued from Page Three 

(7) income (other than that required by 
law to determine eligi,bility for participation in 
a program or for receiving financial assistance 
under such program), 

without the prior consent ofthe student (ifthe 
student is an adult or emancipated minor), or in 
the case of an unemancipated minor, without the . 
prior written consent of the parent. 

(c) Educational agencies and institutions ~ 
W parents.Dru! students effective~2f.thm 
rights :u.n9.tt tlm section. 

(d) ENFORCEMENT =.:IM Secretary Wll 
00mIl ikti2n.i& th§ Secrataa determjnes 
IPWlpriate i2 enforce tbii section, except 

tilB1 action i2 terminate assistance provided 
JmdeI Jm 8Imlicable program.&lWl ~~m 

. if~ Seqetm determines tlm =. 
(1)·thm hM ~ a failure mcomply with 
~sectiQn;lYl.d 

(2) compliance ffi.th il!dl section cannot 

" secured bI voluntary means. 

. (e) OFFICE AND REVIEW BOARD _. 
.:IM Secretarymrul establish or designate.m 
~ and review h2ml within the Department 
mEducation minvestigate. process, review, m!i 
adjudicate violationS mw~ established 
~ thii section. 
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