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FIRST SHOTS FIRED AT GOALS 2000

OUTCRY GROWS FOR
SCRAPPING
NATIONAL SCHOOL
BOARD

President - Clinton,
Secretary Richard Rilev, teachers
union leaders and many school
adnnnistrators praise the Goals 2000
education act as a voiuntary guideline
to help improve the quality. of
secondary education.

Education

What they don't mention is that
Goals 2000 also creates 1wo new
federal, boards charged  with
establishing academic standards. One
of those boards is the National
Education Standards and lmprovemem
Cotmcﬂ (NESITT.-

/ NESIC. literally a 19 member

" -patiomal school board to be appointed
solely by President Clinton. is charged
with selecting the national currictulum
i public schools.

Local schools which accept Chapter
t funding grants through Goals 2000
will be forced to use that national
curriculum. and thereby overrule the
curriciumy chosen by local school
boards and parents.

NESIC is the center piece of Goais °

2000, complete with funding and
enforcement authority. It is the NESIC
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 first hints of the curriculum
chosen by NESIC 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
- tocal school districts, don't even

inside...

‘mention

the . Wright Brothers,
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 Joe McCarthy, or McCarthyism 19
times and discuss in “detaif the Native
American Declaration of Sentimments while
mentioning the Gettysburg Address only
once.

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

Thomas-

multi- -

But it is the NESIC that s the
driving force behind the development of
these guidelines, and it will soon turn
them into the Goals 2000 nat:onal
curricuium,

Finally, to help slow the process,
United  States:  Senator  Nancy
Kassebaum has introduced legislation
to eliminate the NESIC and effectively
cut the teeth of Goals 2000.

Her Bull, §.323,

would also

FOCUS ON MINORITIES

blacks in history.

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

According to the standards:
roles and the roles of different women by:

women s suftrage

npact ony mua_v

Students should he able 10 demonstrate undertanding of changing gender

W Comparing gender roles m the Newth, South and West m the antthellum penod
& Analyzing the roles of womas in the reform movements of education, abolition. temperance md

8 Analyvsng the goals of the 1848 Sencca Falls ‘Dcdnmum of Sentiments Jnd evalugting its

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

Thase history guidelines have been

conderined nation-wide, most importantly
in a recent vote in the U.S. Senate. All but
onie 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 curnculum :

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 standards
will be every bit as outrageous as those
covering the subject of history.

Th,e DeWeese Report

Goals 2000 - Details You Can Use

eliminate any federal authority to
approve or endorse any national
standards. thereby assuring that Goals
2000 remains voluntary and reduce ils
unpact on local schools.

Senator Kassebaum's Bill, while not
taking strong enough steps to fully kill
Goals 2000, is the first real shot being
fired at what is fast becoming a national

. education nightmare.

Parents, concerned teachers and local
school boards must continue to stay
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 far
behind.

For the sake of the chtldren it must
beso. ¢




Who Are These People?

ENVIRONMENTALIST LIES CAUSE
PAIN AND DAMAGE

and water and protect endangered species?
Of course not.

By
Thomas A. DeWeese
President
American Policy Foundation

Remarks by Tom Delt'eese befire the
Conservative Political Action
Conference (CPAC)
February 10, 1995

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 goals of a radical few.

Let me make it perfectly clear -- the
problem is not just an over zealous
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 national
- ingtitutions including National
Geographic and the Audubon Society.

The same situation is true of the
national entertainment community and
the news media. The
environmentalists' message turns up in

movie scripts and sit-coms 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 clean our air

However, when scientific proof disputes

the claims of global warming., ozone

depletion and acid rain, yet the dire
predictions and propaganda go on unabated
-- then you must look deeper into the real
purpose behind the scare tactics.

In fact, FI'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, Environinentalists,
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.

I'm 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 huinan activity,
including. lumbering, mining and

_ recreational activities.

The stated purpose is to revert use of the

forest to"pre-European” America -- back to,

the days before Christopher Columbus
landed on American shores. Of course, that
means 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.

_ All rights reserved.

Not even for
recreational use.

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

I'm talking about a "movement” that
only two weeks ago succeeded in
introducing wolves into areas where
their presence endangers the farms,
livestocks 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 property

" and families.

Contimeed on page 1)

SELF-EVIDENT

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

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

Subscriptions to SELF EVIDENT are

© $29.00 per year.

SELF EVIDENT

14140-L Parke Long Court
Chantilly, Virginia 22021
(703) 968-9768 - Office :
(703) 968-9771 - FAX

American Policy Center, Publisher -
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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 APC's
"Citizen's Appeal For Legislative
Reconsideration”, which calls on House
Speaker Newt Gingrich to repeal the
Goals 2000 law.

Armed with APC's warnings of 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 umpact 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 in the
accompanying block). The goals
certainly seem laudable and harmless
enough. But a closer look shows that
stating, goals and impiementing them
are quite different when dealing with
the Federal governiment.

TAKING AWAY |

PARENTAL CONTROL !
- i
Goal |, for example, states that ail (
children will 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 persons.
agencies and institutions swith whom 0-
6 vear-old children interact should he
held responsible for enhancing their
development, thus contributing to their

preparedness for school.

* design

s

~ teach the new methods.

This requires
collaboration with representatives from the
health and medical. child'care.. education
communities 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 "design teams" such as the
previously mentioned "Roots and ngs
-The design teams will help communities

create schools that will reach the national

educauon__goals

So far. NASDC has selected eleven
teams to create mode|
programs. The much discussed history
giiidéTines have been developed by. such
design teams. For example the use of
- Phonics is prohibited “and text books are
‘being changed to a8sure they 88T contain
bias and gender stereo-types.

. Most important, in order to-now receive
the Federal government's critical Chapter |
funding. every state must adopt the
curriculum "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 |
funding and the Goals 2000 guidelines that
go with it, local schools will find they must
also assure that their teachers are certified to
That certification

can only come from the source -- the Federai
governhxeg‘. Those wanting to be certified

—

/

Stated Goals

The National Education Goals
” ug B::nef

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 Aduit Literate and Able to
. Compete in the Work Force

*  Safe, D:sc:phned,Drugﬁ'ee ‘
~ Schools -

»  Professional Developmént for
Educators

e Increased Parental Envolvement

in Learning
P

must teach only by tlémg OBE methods

The push for a national teacher
certificate is being led by the National
Education  Association and  the
American Federation of Teachers. As
“in all other aspects of Goals 2000. the
noble rhetoric touted for national
certitication is  assured teacher
excellence. However, the significant
change parents and students will gain
from certification is an anificial
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

Goals 2000 has created a new
independent agency, the National
Education Standards and {mprovement

" (Continued on page 4)




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
circumstances 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 ail, they are told by the
compassionate environmentalists. it is
the humans who have invaded Grizzly
habitat.

Pm tatking 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. U S.
Army Corps of Engineers, The Fish and
Wildlife Service and the US. 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 from
rebuilding on land once it is flooded by
the rivers.  In fact, the plan calls for
banninng development of farming on
land flooded over one hundred years
ago.

The same actions are being, taken in
the \WVest 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 {'ve just outlined -- and
I've only mentioned a few of their
outrageous pians for the natton.

What this war on property rights is
really about 1s an assault on Western
Culture. [t has nothing to do with
protecting the environnient. Rather, it's
a power grab by those who advocate the

" facing

destruction of your way of life.

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

The current assault on smokers, who are
banishment from private
establishments as well as public buildings, is
but a precedent-setting test from which to
stage the rest of the radical environmentalist

‘agenda.

If they continue to get their way, their
plans catl for the bunning of (among other
things) perfume, milk, beef. wool, silk.
garbage disposals, cars. refrigerators. air

‘conditioners, flea 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 paviovian
response to environmentatl lies,

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

The same is true for the daughter who
runs home in tears because People For the
Ethical Treatment of Animals (PETA) has
been in the classroom to teach that her
mother is a murderer because she hunis 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
because of Qutcome-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 waves, to get-along with others,
and to, above all, love Mother Earth.

from the
either.

aren't safe
machine.

But adults
propaganda

Environmentalists are quietly putting their
message in your favorite T.V. show and
Soap. Environmental disasters are fast

becoming the favorite movie piot. And
even businessmen are being forced to
put the environmentally correct
message tnto their commercials.

Movie theaters are the latest target,
as environmentals are producing shon
subject films to make unsuspecting
ticket buyers gasp over the impending
doom of our planet. Afler you've been
thoroughly  indoctrinated,  you're
allowed to see the film for which vou've
paid.

The assault on Western Culture is a
crisis that won't be solved simply
because we new have a new Republican
Congress. It will only be stopped when
Americans like you understand the
magnitude of the danger to our freedom
and culture.  Victory will come only
when you begin to fight in your local
conununity as your property. or your
neighbor's, falls prey to the
Mmovement.”

Make no mistake, the target is your
property. your wealth and your culture.
They nuist be stopped. ¢

Goals 2000
Details You Can Use

(Continued from page 3)

Council (NESIC). which will serve as
a federal oversight body. 19 members
will serve on the NESIC. All of them
will be appointed by President Clinton.

In effect. the NESIC wll function
as a national school board. However,
this unelected body is likely to be
dominated by the  education
establishment, not by parents and grass .
roots ' reformers. There 15 no
requirement of bipartisanship or
balance on the NESIC.

Significantly. this new federal
bureaucracy will remove much of the
control of neighborhood schools from
individual communities.

These, then, are the details behind
the tnnocent sounding promises of
Goals 2000. The iaws 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. ¢




AMERICAN Poucv CENTER

14140-L Parke Long Court @ Chantilly, VA 22021 . Phone (703) 96R-9768 & Fax (703) 968-9771

Dear Friend of APC:

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

But only if we act qﬁickly ~- and with force.

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

Let me explain.

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

That means federaily mandated curricdlum‘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).

NESIC has been given the power to dictate curriculum,
control tedcher 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.

AAAAAA

Senate Bill 323 whlch would eliminate the NESIC.

That méans the very worst part of Goals 2000 would be
demolished. For 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 ﬁdlscharged" before the
whole Senate can vote on it.

And on that Committee are Ted Kennedy (the chief sponsor
of the original Goals 2000 Bill), Kennedy's best friend,
Christopher Dodd, and ultra-liberal Barbara Milkulski.

They are strongly 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 thousands of 31gned “Dlscharge 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
"Discharge 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 "Citizen's Request For
Discharge" and your most generous contribution today.
Senator Kassebaum is counting on me. 1I'm counting on you.

/g\inc i ele
/é;W4 ' gLZZéé&éZ,,
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.



104t CONGRESS ‘
1ST SESSION o S. 323

To amend the Goals 2000: Educate America Act to eliminate the National
Edueation Standards and Improvement Council, and for other purposes.

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES

FEBRUARY 1 (legislative day, JANUARY 30), 1995

Mrs. KASSEBAUM introduced the following bill; which was read twice and
referred to the Conmimittee on Labor and Human Resocurces

A BILL

To amend the Goals 2000: Educate America Act to eliminate
the National Education Standards and Improvement
Council, and for other purposes.

st

‘Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representa-
tives of the United States of Ameﬁca in Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. ELIMINATION OF THE NATIONAL EDUCATION

STANDARDS AND IMPROVEMENT COUNCIL.
(a) AMENDMENT.—Part B of title II of the Goals

2000: Educate America Act (20 U.S.C. 5841 et seq.) is

~ N B W

amended to read as follows:



LHHICEN o REMUES T FUR DioLRARGE UNITELD OSITAITEDS SENAITL 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 Natlonal Education Standards and
Improvement Council (NESIC) has created & new bureaucracy that creates federal
control of local school curriculum, teacher certification and federal education
funds. The control of the NESIC exceeds the intention of Goals 2000.

$.323 will eliminate the NESIC and return control of education to local
scheool boards. [ is therefore reguested that the Cummittee discharge $.323 to
allow a vote before the Senate as a whole.

To be completed by committee staff only . :

' Discharge Requested By:
Date Received: g a Y
Date presented to Chairman:

Processed by:

Citizen's Signature

donct seperate

IMMEDIATE REPLY TO TOM DEWEESE

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

Dear Tom: ™~ "~ T

R

YES. | will help you and Senator Kassebaum take the teeth out of Goals 2000 by eliminating the NESIC.

0 Thave enclosed my signed “Citizen’s Request for Discharge™ to help move S. 323 out of ('ommrttee for a full vote
before the U.S. Senate.

[0 To help APC fund this urgent effort I have enclosed my check for: ’

$100 $75 $50 $35 $17 Other §

Please make checks payable to APC. ‘
Because APC engages in Iegxslatwe activities with the U.S. Congress. contributions to APC are not tax-deductible.

NAME

ADDRESS

CiITY 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 sound science. APC is dedicated to changing that.
For real education for your children, please help the American Policy Center.

o7l
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BY BEN BOYCHUK

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? After more than 200 special programs and a few trillion dollars
in federal aid, one wonders just what America was these last 30 years if not serious
about education. But Clinton wasn't joking. And, in a sense, he was right about
getting 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.

CONTINUED ON PACE 10
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JOHNNY
BE GOOD!

Character education tries to
retake the American classroom

BY ANGELHA DALE|

T 15 CLEAR THAT, SOMKTHING is aloot when the
President of the 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 Benneut's Book of Virtues: A
Treasury of Great Moral Stories, 1akes possession of
The New York Tines Best Seller List for 70 weeks

. and counting. Or when a much publicized study

released last month by the Carnegie Foundation
for the Advancement of Teaching determined that
good schools must “teach ethics along with aca-
demics.” Even Keith Geiger, president of the Na-
tional Education Association, ok up what he
grandly called “the fallen llag of ‘character educa-
tion™ in one of his recent advertorials.

* Morality is back in vogue, and character educa-
tion is becoming a growth stock in education. It is
not that politicians and bureaucrats have beenborn
again. But they see that the chickens of secular
humanism-—-that 50-year experiment in relativism
and good thinking in a social vacuum—have come
home (o roost. Seduced by popular culture and
abandoned by authonity figures, the youth of to-
day has sunk into a morass ol violence and amo-
rality which have policy makers and ordinary citi-
zens worried. [n last year's annual Phi Delta Kappa/

- Gallup education poll, respondents ranked “fight.

ing, viclence, and gangs” in a tie with “lack of dis-
cipline™ as schools’ number one problems. Said
Frederick Close, director of education {or the Eth-
its Resource Center in Washingron, D.C., “The fun-
damental tragedy of American education is not that

© we are turning out ignoramuses but that we are

turning out savages.”
A report by the non-partisan Public Agenda
Foundation yielded similar observations. Asone ob-

CONTINUED ON MCE 8

ALUSTRATION BY MATHAN ERLI




CONT INLI- D FROM ICE 1

With Goals 2000, the federal government finally
dared to go where it had previously feared to tread
in the arena of education, claiming that the national
interest required decisive action. To that end, Goals

- establishes “world class standards™—i.e., lederal
guidelines—Ffor what every child at every school in
America should know to be a fully productive citi-
zen in “the expanding global economy.” The law
also creates a trio of oversight committees under
the authority of the Department of Education: the
National Education Goals Panel (NEGP), the Na-
tional Education Standards and Improvement
Couneil (NESIC}, and the National Skills Standards
Board (NS8B). As Goals has drawn unfriendly fire
from critics of the federal role—past and future—
the NESIC in particular has come under the most
fire as the body that is supposed to review and cer-
uly all content standards submitted by the siates,
Clinton has not yei appointed members of the
NESIC and probably never will. Rep. William
Goodling. chairman of the House Economic and
Educational Opportunities Committee, recently
introduced legislation 0 scrap NESIC and prohibit
NEGP from certifying national standards.

The "Goals” of Goals 2000 are eight-fold, all
of which look pretty reasonable at first:

* All children will start school ready to learn.

* The high school graduation rate will increase
to at [east 90 percent.

* American students will leave grades four,
c:ght and 12 having demonstrated competency
1n challenging subject matter... and every school
in America will ensure that all students learn o
use their minds well, so they will be prepared for
responsible citizenship, further learning, and pro-
ductive employment in our modern economy. -

* The nation’s teaching force will have access to
programs for the continued improvement of their

In 1980, Ronald Reagan singled out
Carter’s newest Cabinet office as
another fine example of the federal
government meddling in an area In

_ which it had absolutely no business.

He promised that shutting down the
Education Departmient would be a top
priority in his new admmistratlon.

He failed.

professional skills and the opportnity 10 acquire
the knowledge and skills needed to instruct and
prepare all Americans students for the next century,
* The U.S. will be first in the world in science
and mathematics achievernent.
» Every adult American will be literate and will

" possess the knowledge and skills necessary to com-

pete in 2 global economy and exercise the rights
and responsibilities of citizenship.

+ Every school i America will be [ree of drugs
and violence and will offer a disciplined environ-
ment conducive to learning.

The goals are supposed to be voluntary. Edu-
cation Secretary Richard Riley told The National
Journal that “98 percent” of the money in Goals
2000 goes straight to the states, adding,.“It has
zero regulations and a four-page application.” But
Congress does not appropriate $500 million for
state grants and national programs without at-
taching a few strings, or making sure that those
cight goals are actuaily met,

{nthat respect, Goals 2000 begins to look more
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T “THE cnvms GAME™: Educaﬁan Secretary Richard Riey (shown here meeting the press after his confirmation In 1993} is tmnq desperately to keep the Department of Education afive

- $32- BILLION BOONDOGGLE The case against z}ze U.S. Depaﬂmem of Education

like a set of mandates than a set of goals. First
and foremost, no state can receive a piece of that
lucious half-a-billion dolar pie without fiest sub-
mitting its curriculum and content standards o
the Nadonal Goals Panel (or federal approval—
"to assure all Americans that the standards are,
indeed, top notch.” [t's an offer most states can-
not alford to refuse, though some are having sec-

" ond thoughts. State legistatures in Montana, New

Hampshire, South Dakota, Virginia, and Wyoming
are currently debating whether (o apply for sec-
ond-year “Goals” grants. [n Virginia’s case, the’
state would be giving up as much as $12 million
in {ederal aid. Montana would lose $2.8 million.

The {unding process is just the usual bureau-
cratic dancethe [eds force states to perform. Even
worse are the supposedly voluntary national stan-
dards. By now, the uproar over the national his-
tory standards is well known. The controversy was
not snmply about the standards’ dubious content
or questionable intent. The issuc struck at the very
heart of the whole debate over “voluntary” fed-
eral standards. That there are no assurances that
such standards will become federally 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 reflect the new stan-
dards, no matter how inane, and as schools re.’
place outmoded textbooks, the national standards
will be imposed anyway. [t is a lose-lose scenario:
cither comply now voluntarily or submit later by
“attrition,”

Goals 2000 intrudes into the home in the "Par-

_ enis-as-Teachers” program, a brazenly meddling

new initiative which is supposed (o train new
mothers and fathers how 1o be good parents by
sending in social workers t¢ monitor the home,
Tt expands the role of the school as a service pro-
vider~-a place where there is “one-stop shopping”



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

[t is easy to see why Goals 2000—along with its
companion, the 1994 Improving America's
Schools Act {a $12.5 billion reauthorization of the
1965 Elementary and Secondary Education Act}—
represents 1o conservatives and education eritics
that final, near-apocalyptic expansion of the U 5.
Department of Education’s powers which they
have long claimed was inevitable. [tis casy to see

why, in the manufactured euphoria over Goals

2000, calls for the abolition of the Department of
Education have intensified.

3
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INCE THE DERRTMENT'S CREATION in 1975,
federal education spending has tripled,

and the regulations have expanded expo-.

- nentially. Between 1980 and hallway
through the Bush administration in 1990, the
department's budget nearly doubled to $24.6 bil-
lion [rom $14.2 billion. By 1995, the department’s
budget had ballooned again to $32 billion.

Conceived by the Carter administration as
payback to the National Education Association for
its delivery of the teachers’ vote in the 1976 elec-

tion, the Deparument of Education was initially |

intended 1o offer 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-
ests, such as the unions, the taxpayer-funded re-
search and development centers, and other ben-
eficiaries of government largesse.

Special interests have long considered the Edu--

cation Departmént their own playground. Former
Reagan Secretary of Education William J. Bennett
describes his.first encounter with the NEA as sec.
retary in his 1992 book, The De-laluing of America:

"On January 29, 1983; the day alter my Senate .

confirmation hearing, [NEA President] Mary
Hamwood Futrell and some of her colleagues came
1o my oflice.... The NEA initiated the meeting in
order to "establish a dialogue’ with the Reagan
administration.... drs. 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 lor our meet-

ing. Mrs, Futrell told me that she hoped that if *

we did disagree, we wouldn't do so publicly. Work-
ing through 6ur differences privately would be
much better than a loud public debate. Thisisa
time for cooperation. she said, not confrontation,”
We are in in this together, the union was tell-
ing Bennett. Butas he and others who have tried
to use the oflice to do something about the prob-
lems ol 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 Capitol Hill hope, only
5,131 bureaucrats and their clerical support would
be turned out into the real world. Yet despite its
comparatively small size, the Department is a mi-
crocosm of the bureaucratic morass so common
in federal government. Within itswalls are 15 dif-
ferent offices, overseeing more than 240 pro-
granis, covering evervthing from bilingual edu-
cation and school lunch programs to college
loans. [t maintains a civil rights ofTice which, un-
der the Clinton regime, has vigorously pursued
action against those institutions receiving lederal
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'I‘ WALK AWAY FROM THE XIDS™: President Clinton and Education Secretary Richard Riley (above) say, with
some irony, that “cutting the lederal education budget now would be like cutting defense during the Cold War.*

BILL AND BELL: Reagan's second Secretary of Education Wiliam J. Bennett (below, left} called for Congress to
shut down the Department of Education. His predecessor, Terrel *Ted” Bell (below, right}, did everything he could

to hlock Reagan administration etforts to kill the Department.
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“EVEH MONEY"™: House Speaker Newt Gingrich says the chances are goed that
Congress will act to abolish the Department of Education this year

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 “prohibited from exercising any direction,
supervision, or control over the curriculum, pro-
gram of instruction, administration, or person-
nel of any educational institution, school, or
school system,” Moreover, “states, localities, and
private institutions, not the Department of Edu-
cation, control school policies. The [department]
is only there to assist states, Ioca!i(ies and students
in their education related pursuus

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 expanded. The most William Benneu

could claim for the office was that it was 2 “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-

pariment of Education has finally become cen-

tralized.

®,
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HE WORD "EDUCATION” DOFS not appear

once in the U.S. Constitution, but the

federal ‘goverriment's interest in edu-

cation goes all the way back to the

Founding. The very first “education” law was en-

acted.in the [lirst {ew years of the Republic with

.the Ordinance of 1785, which'established regula-

tions for surveying land in the western territories

and required setting aside a 16th portion of ev-
ery township for educational purposes.

The U.S. Office of Education was opened in

1867 by President Andrew Johnson. Originally

christened the “Education Department” and

charged with collecting
data and statistics about
the nation's schools, the
office had a budget of only
$15,000 and four employ-
ees. Although the Civil
War was 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-fledged cabinet-level
ofTice.

Alfter bouncing around
the Department of Inte-
rior and the Federal Secu-

several decades, the Office

of Education was [inally

incorporated with the new

Department of Health,

Education and Welfare in

1933. (Eisenhower could
. neverremember the “Edu-
" cation” part, referring to
the * department  as
“Health, Welfare and
Whatnot.™)

Expanding the govern-
ment'stole 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
Johnson signed the Elementary and Secondary
Education Act as part of his “War on Poverry.”
The ESEA—which was reauthorized last year over

APM‘DEWWTO

fierce Republican opposition and signed by

Clinton a week before the November clections—
literally poured billions of aid
into the education of impover-

rity Agency over the next -

to get on the inside, where | could preach the
gospel of education to the movers and shakers of
the new administration.”

Bell fought hard 10 preserve the Deparument
and its various programs and subdivisions. One
such program Bell was adamant on saving was
Educational Research and Development.

The phrase may conjire up images of stooped
PhDs laboring diligently to build a better black-
board, or developing new ways to allow teachers
to wrn their back on their students without be-
ing pelted by food, rocks, or excrement. But that
is not what the OfTice of Education Research and
Improvement (OERI) does.

In fact, OERI—f{ormerly 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 administration,
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 centers,
from which emerged such chimeras as child-cen-
tered education, funding equity, “mainstreaming,”
the “open classroom,” and the earliest forms of
Outcome-Based Education. (Indeed, OBE guru
William Spady was a director of OERI'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-
grams, especially its oversight of the regional labs,
Curran believed that the NIE was a waste and
wanted to see it abolished. Unfortunately, the only
person with the authority to make that decision
was Bell, and he was'a big NIE
supporter.

In June 1983, Ronald Reagan

ished (“Chapter 17) students; H
school lunch programs; campus There is no gave a speech in which he en.
health services; and other gyidence to suggest touraged everyone within the ex-

projects ostensibly related to
school improvement, (The ori-
gins of Goals 2000's “one-stop
shopping” schools is right there
in Lyndon Johnsow's ESEA) .
In 1980, Ronald Reagan
singled out Carter’s newest Cabi-
net office as yet another fine ex-
ample of the (ederal government
meddling in an area in which it
had absolutely no business. He

istration. He failed.

For one thing, he made Terrel
H. Bell his first Secretary of Edu-
cation. Bell ran the Office of Edu-
cation under Nixon and Ford. He
was an old education establisment
type who had not only favored the

that we as a nation
are educating our
children better than
we did in the
preceding decade. In
fact, there is

are doing our job
more poorly than
ever before.

ecutive branch to suggest ways he
could reduce the size of govern-
. ment. Curran took the presi-
dent’s encouragement seriously
and wrote a letter to Reagan, by
way of White House Counsel Ed
Meese, offering up his agency for
elimination. He emphasized that
the NIE was not doing anything
the private sector couldn't do ~
better, and the federal govern-

_ promised that shutting down the ment had no role in such educa-
Education Department would be Slgmﬂcant evidence tional research. Besides, the
a top priority in his new admin- {9 suggest that we NIE's $53 million budget was

nothing to scofl at, and he was
more than happy to lose his job
if it meant phasing out a super-
fluous agency.

He lost his job, airight. But
Reagan never saw the letter. Nei-
ther did Meese. Instead, the letter

creation of the Department of

Education, but actually testified before a Senatc
committee in support of Carter's bill. With such
predispositions toward a strong federal role in
education, Bell was the wrong man to preside over
the dismantling of the department.

*f wasn’t arrogant encugh to think [ could
teach Ronald Reagan to use his considerable per-
suasive powers to fight for the nation’s schools,”
Bell recalled in his patronizing 1988 memoir, The

. Thirteenth Man., "] felt alt [ needed was a chance

happened to be intercepted by
Deputy Chief of Staff Dick Darman, who passed it
back 10 Bell*Not coincidentally, Bell had justwon a
major fight with budget director David Stockman
to leave the NIE intact—in fact, he actually con-
vinced Stockman that research needed even more
money. But there was Curran~an ideologue, a
“movement conservative”—going behind his back
and undermining all of*his hard work. S0 on June
10, 1983, Bell informed Curran that his services as
NIE director were no longer required.
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Robert Sweet, Cugran’s deputy and another
“movement conservative” who shared his boss’
views on the government's role in education,
found himsell appointed interim director of NIE.
Sweet, currently president of the Virginia-based
National Right to Read Foundation, a pro-phon-
ics organization, has nothing good to say about

his old agency, now the $438 million Office of -

Educational Research and Improvenient. He says
“it’s bad, all bad.” Most of its programs are un-
proven, Sweet says, Even if Congress cannot abol-

ish the entire Education Deparument, Sweet ar-

gues, “the most important thing to eliminate is

OERL. It has really done the most to bring about
the destruction of education in the last 30 years.”
The Department may make the policies, but OERI
lays the foundation. What is theory today coyld
be law tomorrow.

The regional labs and centers in particular,
Sweet explains, have grown too big lor their own
good. They are in many ways "[ree agenis.” Each
of the 10 labs has an annual budget of $3-8 mil-
lion. All of the labs and specialized research cen-
ters are {ully nerworked, and reap millions of dol-
lars annually in private research grants. Perhaps
most surprisingly, the labs even havc their own
lobbyist in Washington.

Diane Ravitch, a former Bennett aide who be-
came Director of OER! from. 1991 to 1993, sull
supports the idea of {ederal education research,
but admits that “the iabs {were] a constant irrita-

tion.” Ravitch recalls that when she [first arrived-

at OER!, department veterans advised her to not
bother fighting with the fabs. [ts lobby was 00
strong. “When [ used to be grilled by congress-
men during budget time,” Ravitch says, “most of
their questions were supplied by the labs.”

" During the Reagan-Bush years, the OERI did
come up with something use{ul 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 re-

placement, a former NEA apparatchik, report- ™

edly 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 interests. In 1989, Finn
wrote an article in Education Ieek called “Policy,
Interest Groups, and the ‘Gang of 237, refer-
ring ta the 237 people working for the president
who elfectively exercise veto power over any ini-
tiative taken within the executive branch. “You're
what is called a ‘policymaker,’™ Finn wrote, *{bjut
therein lies the rub. Just try to make some. Try,
especially, to make any policy that dilTers in the
tiniest detail from those the government has lol-
lowed (or 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 involvement 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 difTerent today.
And programs conceived for 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 efliciency gains
that analysts urge, that parents, taxpayers, and
employers demand, and that governors, legisla-
tors, and community leaders now seck (rom their
schools.”

In January, William Bennett and Lamar Alex-

ander asked a House education panel to take their
old department, please. “The [ederal education
apparatus illustrates 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 communitics 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.”

o,
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HERE WAS ONE 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 controlied the Sen-
ate, there was no hope of getting necessary sup-
port in Congress to kill the department. Now, al-
ter 15 years as a (ull Cabinet-level agency, the po-
litical tide has turned on the Education Dcpar(-
ment.

Abolishing the Department now cnjoys 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 waking apart the federal education
apparatus. “If the {ederal government would re-
treat {rom this area, allow parents, teachers, and
students who want to take control of the academic
agenda, this country would be better ofl,”
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. [trecently issued are-
" port detailing some of its initial findings:

Education spending as a percentage of gross
domestic product increased from 4.1 percent in
1879 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 from over 14 mil-
lion in 1975 to 11.3 million in 1990, a decline of
24 percent. [t bears repeating, 0o, that SAT scores
have declined steadily since 1969, The average
verbal score declined from 463 in 1969 t0 423 in
1994, and the average math score declined from
493 10 479.

“Since the performance changes areso mzld and
the spending changes so extreme,” the task force
reported, “we must question the value of the spend-
ing. In fact it appears 10 have no effect whausoever.”

All 73 House Republican (reshmen 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-

pointment,” and in March suggested that the odds -

of the 104th Congress voting (o abolish the De-
partment “are at least even money."

The promise seems to have teeth this time—ithe
House Labor, Health, and Human Services, and
Education Appropriations Subcommittee vated in

. February to slash §1.7 billion (rom the Education

Deparunent’s $33.7 billion, including $173 million
from Goals 2000, and $105 million from ESEAs
Chapter | programs. In April, the Senate reduced
the House recisions to $427 million, opting to cut
only $7 million from Goals, $5 million from school
to work, and $72 million from Chapter 1.

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’c want to walk
away {rom the kids,” Clinton cried out to an au-
dience of sympathetic PTA members in Washing-
‘ton last month, The Republicans’ proposed five
percent cut, Riley moaned, could cause America
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 {ederally supported education. Are test
scores failing? Blame television. Are American
students behind those of other nations? Blame
lack of parcma! invoviement. It is little wonder
that one critic characterized leey s woeful appear-
ances as “the crying game.”

*,
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NY LEGISLATION TO AsOLISH the Education
Department will almost cerrainly be
vetoed. The White House's new strat-
egy is to portray the Republican
cuts as an effort to sacrifice education to give 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, il
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 Department of Education, the
point is that education is just too important to be
run by the same mentality that runs the Post Of-
fice. “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 [orce 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 significant evi-
dence to suggest that we are doing our job more
poorly than ever before.”

Even if the Education Department were abol-
ished that might not mean an end to the federal
government's meddling role in education. House
Speaker Newt Gingrich, [or instance, supports a
scheme by moderate Republican Congressman
Steve Gunderson of Wisconsin to merge the Edu-
cation Department with the Department of La-
bor. That concerns people like Bob Sweet, who
have been in the system (rom both sides and know -
liow easy it is to bury bureaucracy within more
bureaucracy. 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 Deparument’s
excesses by consolidating or eliminating 37 pro-
grams. Such programs targeted for elimination
include education for Native Hawaiians, educa-
tion infrastrucwure, and Indian set-asides for in-
terlibrary cooperation. The “consolidated” pro-
grams-are just part of an elaborate budgetary ver-
sion of the shell and pea game. Special purpose
funds for, say; deal 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.

[n the face of such persiflage, many members of
the House remain undeterred. James E. GeofTrey,
Scarborough's chiel legislative aide, says legislation
is in the works to shut the Department of Educa-
tion down, dithough he could not say when itwould
be introduced. And so [or now, the leviathan re-
mains, fattened by 135 years of power and over a
trillion dollars that have made it rich but impover-
ished the educational system of the country.
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- Education Department
- should be dismantled

mmommaW»Mu "
does very little that can’t or t more appropriataly be done

at state and local levels. Except far a few respmmbihﬁns thatcmld :

be transferred, the department is unnecessary. -
At its inception 129 years ago, the depamnt’smhmmmsup-
~ port of local education decision-makers was clearly definad. It was

. ‘tocollect “such statistics and facts as shall show the candition and

progress of education in the several states and territories.” Con-

Mﬂh&dmhwammagowhatmmmmm
Schooling is fimdameatally ths task of families and commumnities.

That is not simply our opinion. It is fact — fact supported by the

“numgnmmmbymammmummuxmmanmununwaemm

20 years, the National Assessmant of Education Program has

tracked what students know and can do in reading, writing, science,
math and other subjects. The data, according to NAEP, show Hlittle

’ovemnchmgeinsmdeutpnﬂaencymmauhgeamronsd
the 20 year-assessment period the Department of Education has
- existed as a Cabinet-level institution with the explicit mission “to-

promote educational excellence throughout the nation.” Gzarlyit

‘hashadmsxgmﬂcammpactmmdeutpemrmw

“The department has succeeded, however, at growing very large.

Simettspmﬁ'cmthebepmentofﬁenhhandiimnm
'in 1979, it has more than doubled in gize, Its budget has risen to $31
hﬂhmhmtwbﬂlm Its programs have increased from 140 to.
" more than 240. Most of the money and programs have little class-

room impact. The fiederal government pays oaly § percent of public
elementary and secondary school costs. Andommngmnpamy N

sum carries a stoep price patd in paperwork.

, Grmmmedepanmmmmemmm:mmn
does an outstanding job in gathering data But the task could essily
 be overseen by ancther department, such as Health and Human

. Services. The department’s Office of Civil Rights obviously could

. g0 to the Department of Justice. Granted, too, the department hes -~
.. some worthwhile programs. Head Start and grants for belping edu-

cationally disadvantaged youngsters have proved useful.

formemandoﬁnrmmmatdmshowmbuftwmmm;;

bewmwdvhblmkmuwﬂnm
Aﬂmdwunwmmn»uwmmmnaﬂkuwusummhmﬂsm-

AdentsxftheU‘s.Depaxmtn!demtionwamenwnmm

- federal fimding was delivered as block grants,
mtma&hnnknammdﬁmpw “Noonomﬂdnﬁeeh
wWas gone. Dtmﬁenandht'lm : ,
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By Rep. Lmdsey 0. Graham

he Department of Education has failed mis-

erably to improve education in our country.

What's more, it has become an intrusive and

meddlesome force 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 néver intended for the feder-

al government to control education. As the 10th’

- Amendment states: “The powers not delegated to the

United States by the Constitution, nor prohibited by it
to the States, are reserved to the States respectively, or

~ tothe pcople Education is not mentioned here, thus

itis the states’ and localities’ rightful role to oversee
the education of their youth.
- Itwasn’tuntil 1867, under the direction of
President Andrew Johnson, that the federal govern-
mentbecame involved in education by creating the

"|. Education Department. It was never established asa

- Cabinet-level office out of fear of federal intrusion of
local school control and crcanng an unwanted bu- . -
-reaucmcy

In 1979, due to polmcal pressure from speaai—mter— )

" est groups led by the National Education Association
(NEA) and an astounding increase in legislation,

_ President Jimmy Carter elevated the status of the
Office of Education to the Cabinet level. This was the
begmmng of the expanded role of the federal govern-

-} mentin education. New legislation and new programs

' provxded federal money to schools with significant
strings attached.

- Today, the role of the Departmcnt of Education

has prollfemted It employs over 5,100 people, ad-

- ministers 240 programs and has a budget of $33 bil- .-

lion. Clearly, the Department of Education 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 thelr /

*vonth,

*

Itis the general belief of many Demiocrats thatin-
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 government spends

Retum control
to the
states

- increasing funds on cducanon enrollmentin the pub-
lic schools is declining.

From 1979, at the depart.ment sinception, to 1992,
spending as a percent of GDP increased from 4.1 per-.
centto 4.7 percent. The number of graduating 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 combination of de-
- clining enrollmenis and increased spending hasled to

asignificantincrease in per pupil spending —a total
of $1,436 more was spent per pupil from 1976-77 to
199293,

» 0

The most unfortunate realnty of all this is that A
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 of students scoring above 750 (outof
a possible 800) on the verbal SAT section has de-
clined hv half from 2. 817 in 1872 t0 1,241 in 1993

The Hill l Wednesday, June 14 1995

Take Washmgton out of educatlon'

even though the number of SAT test—takers irrereased

by 22,000 during this period. Even more revealingis
the fact thatlocally controlled private school students s
outperform public school students by as much as 12 R R

percent on the SAT. -
Moreover, our children are not farmg well against

students around the world. Among nations that partic-
.ipated in the 1991 International Assessment of

Education Progress (IAEP) only Jordan and Slovenia

performed worse than the United Statesin mathand

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 of GNP on education in 1990,
Korea, the top perfonner in the survey, spentonly4.1-
percent. ,

Itis obvious to me that by taking control out of the
hands of local and state officials the Department 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. It has 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 benefit for most students; throwing moneyat -

the problem is not the answer. A one-sizefitsall plan
seldom works in America, and it certainly doesn't work
- | in public education. What s good for the youth of New

York is not necessarily good for the children of my dis-
trict, and what is good for the children of my district

probably would not be very effective for the youth of

New York.
Our children deserve the same quality of education
that we experienced. Take the power away from

Washington and return it to the communities, states, -+
- parents and teachers.

Rep. Graham, a Republican from South Carolina, i isa

| member of the House Economic and Educational -

Otortunities Commitiee,




Kﬂhng Educauon Dept. would be’ beastly

By Rep. Major Owens

Education was probably made in the atmos-

‘ ‘ers or the grumbles of embittered old men passionate-

ly fondhng their personal vendéttas and lusting for re-. |-
venge. Itwas one or both of those irrational sets of emo-- |.
- tion which gave birth to this monstrous decwon by the T

‘Republlcan Conference.- - -

*This action represents a headlong plunge back 1n-" '
_‘to the darkages. The ifony and tragedy of it is that it .
was an extreme action takén by educated-leaders |

who should have already learned ‘much about the

danger ¢ of ¢ extremes and. the desnrabrhty of golden, :_

means. . BCERPEAN

Once agam we are w1tnessmg the:rspectacle of )
.beastly fumblmg by American leaders who.do not '

- Understand and appreciaté the fact that fate has tem-

porarily- assigned ‘them- the -task of carrying the-
- “earth’s ¢ivilization to'd new level. We are the leaders., |-
- 6f the free world and we must never approach a vital
function like education with the mentality of Juve-‘ 5N

niles out-of-control or bltter old men who don't glve
a damn C :
B Lo .o -

a Among the competmg mdustnallzed nauons the | -
_ Umted States already has the smallest federal or cem;ralf; :

1 educauon agency. Itis notan exaggeration to say that
- we are at- the exireme end of the spectrum and. have .|
‘erred by havmg too meager.a federal govemment role -

m the nation'seducation.:

S

'he decmon to eradlcate the Depamnent of

. ‘phere of a lynch mob: The scréams of j juve-|”.
" niles intoxicated by their newly | found pow- .

President,”
: | . .the federal effort to improve education? The ques- -

“ At'the other exiremie are natmns like japan and N

~ France thh some weaknesses apparent also in their ap-‘ :

' proaches Recem developments however, were mov- -

ing the United States away from the extreme of too lit-

tle federal involvement toward the golden mean of bal- -

ance. After President Reagan’s “Nation at Risk” report
. and- President - Bush's “America 2000,” President

The federal role
m education is
too meager

- Clinton had the wisdom to stay the course with Goals

--2000, not a report or concept paper but leglslatxon

- which became law. - :

. The Department of Education has become the gen-
erator of guidance and assistance without control. In
accordance with agreements reached by both parties

-and most of the nation's governors, a clear flight plan is

" “now in motion. There is a powerful thrust in the direc- -
- tion of meamngful educauonal reform across the na-
\ .-tlon
The: quesuon then is, why this sudcien mob ¢ry for

K the destruction of the Department of Education?

“Bush, who wanted to be knoéwn as the “Education
now demanding the extermination of

:-tion must be answered and the burden of proof rests
: squarely on the shoulders of the Neanderthals who

 have screamed for this revoluuonary change : 4
The Department of Education-is already, in terms;_" s
of the number of employees, oneof the smallestof " |- :

‘Why are the” pohtrcal descendants of the George -

the cabinet-level entities. It was drastlcally down- "
sized and streamlined a few years after its birth, The :
DOE miust contiriue because its mission is to do what

the states can never do. The 'department must look )
. down in a process of reviewing and analyzing im- . | -
provement efforts taking’ place throughout the na: 1. -

tion.

~ Itmust hft up and spread the best models and.;pnnr:k |
- ples throughout the nation, -The DOE must also scruti- * | -
nize educational developmerits throughout the world' .

and take steps to guarantee that Arnerica’s childrenare

exposed to the best pedagoglcal practices thus far dis-" |- i

covered. The DOE must insure that the lessons, experi- -

ence and wisdom of the past are properly utilized while = |

at'the same time it must. provrde the vision that guideés

"~ the country’s schoolmg into the challenges of Lhe 2lst>- L
_century. '

_Fate has':t.empomnly tossed the leadershlp of the de-- |

1 mocratic world into the hands of American decision-

‘makers. We can fumble the ball and trip ori brightly col-

ored threads of pettiness and short sightedness. Or we

can seize the initiative and be guided by the knowledge .

‘that civilization is a race between educauon and cata—,_
strophe. g

Education must be tlus nauon § number one. pnon-'.f

.' ty. To ‘achieve this goal there ‘must always be'a
Departmentof Educauon : .

Rep Owens aDemocratﬁvaew Yoﬂz uamemberof

the HauseEconomzc and Educatwnal Opportumtzes
‘ Commzttee : .
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Getting Richer (At Different Rates)

By Jonn C. WEICHER
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 individual 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 expensive, 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
and1989, 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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GROUPS8 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
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The Truth about Education Reform

From: Rick Lail <73704.1246@dub-gw-3.compuserve.com>
Date: 1995/09/12

‘MessagelD: 810919093$3119@atype.com#1/1

approved: militia-request@atype.com (9%ab48250aca7fb8e7flebbfa5468£83)
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.fvi.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 is 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. Socialism finest hour in
the US.

I have been flghtlng 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.

[ HOME } - [ HELP | - [ CONTACTS ] - [ SEARCH ]
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Repeal Goals 2000 = Cagi

A Project of the American Policy Center Inc. - ‘ :
_14140-L Parke Long Court, Chantilly, Virginia 22021 A ' ": NTL

*...THEIS IS JUST A MONSTER TEAT WILL DEVOUR EVERYTEING..." ¢
‘ (former Secretary of Education Bill Bennett)

"...IT'S.l,OOO PAGES OF REGULATION TEHAT WILL SPAWN EVEN MORE
REGULATIONS ON HOW TO RUN (LOCAL SCEHOOL DISTRICTS)...IT'S ‘
CRAZY." (former Secretary of Education Lamar Alexander)

Dear Friend: . ' r
We've kicked the social planneré 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 LEGISLATIVE RECONSIDERATIQN'tO

demand the repeal of President Cllnton 8 "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 as he continues to direct the agenda for the

Republican-controlled 104th Congress.

Goals 2000 takes away parent's rights 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 more important. for the new Congress than the -
repeal of thls dzsastrous 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. ‘ o

I have had the Legialative Reconslderatmon Appeal form
reproduced because I need you to take an active role in

. getting the repeal of Goale 2000 on the agenda.

So please, don't delay. Sign and return your CITIZENS
APPEAL FOR LBGISLATIVB RECONSIDERATION form rlght 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 educatzon of our children.

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

Why can't Jognny and Suzy read?

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

mmPollcythaSOl(c)(‘)mmmmmnmmmm.


http:Alexand.er

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 take over the
respon51b111ty for raising infants, toddlers and pre-
schoolers. ’

_.this is a direct threat to parental control.

And I'm sure you've read recent newéAreports of the new
guidelines for teaching history.

George Washington, Thomas Jefferson, Robert E. Lee,
Thomas Edison, the Wright Brothers and the Declaratlon of
Independence won't be mentmoned

But Aztec kings and the Klu Klux'xlan-wiil be used to
teach our children how America was formed.

These history gﬁidelines*are'the first to come from
the Goals 2000Vmandates

It's goxng to get much worse.‘

I've been told that the geography guldelznes 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 2000 endangers the future of America.

Goals 2000 must be repealed - now.
A 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 decxdlng 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



- CITIZEN'S APPEAL FOR LEGISLATIVE RECONSIDERATION 2w

EC1170
A. aubmitted To: ' B. Legislative Branch:
‘Honorable Newt Gingrich, Speaker .
United States House of Representatives House of
Washington, DC 20515 ‘ Representatives

C. Reason For Reconsideration Request'

The Goals 2000 educatlon guldellnes 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.

WWlmd&MMMwaMWWMhhmﬂm .
persaast 1 the iews of the Unised Steses and the picielines and roies of the U. S. Congress.

BY___ _ Date
aipm i
‘ B0 WOT DUTAN
" Reply to Tom DeWeese
American Policy Center |
14140-L Parke Long Court
Chantilly, Va 22021-1649
Dear Tom:

| YE&IaﬂnnbyunudAPCﬁﬁ:ﬁrﬂneﬂnahnefuldﬁunn

[0  Todemand that the new Republican Congress asmmoan xmwmm
! mz“meagWRmn&% 2000,

[0  Tohelp APC fund this vital effort I have enciosed my chock for:
$100 375 ___ $S0___ S35 SI17___ Othr$__

Mmﬁeym&Mmﬁhwm APC is 8 501(c)(4) grasaroots organization.
Contributions to APC are not tx deductible.

Name
Address . ; A

' My Friend, . : .
APC receives no Federal grante or subsidies. We depend entirely
on your support to fund our vital programa.' Pleaae help APC fight for

real education for our children.A
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peopl and subverts parental authority.

Officials in the Education Deparunent
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, Concerneg Women for America and
the Family Research 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 federai
control over education.

" According to Education Week, one of
the key figures in the anti-Goais 2000
drive has been Lon Mabon, a Religious
Right activist who runs the Oregon Citi-
zens Alliance, Mabon's group, which had
formerly limited itseif to attacking legai
rights for homosexuals, 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 inthis thing,
and you need to make a commitment be-
cause if you don’t. they win.” ;

Rebert Simonds of Citizens for Excel-

Religious Right Groups
Target ‘Goais 2000’

Education Program 294

Religious Right groups have Jaunched
an all-out war against Qgglg"ZOOO. an
edugation measure signed into law by
President Bill Clinton earlier this year,
charging that the new program foists “out-
come-based education™ on the American

5

sidered repressive and destructive 1o your
child, and therefore ABUSIVE.™
While decrying the Religious Right's
" mean-spigited attacks., Secretary of Edu-
cation Richard Riley insists he welcomes
input from religious conservatives. In an
address at George Washiagton Universi-
ty, Riley said, “I urge these skeptical par-
ents, by the same token, to pull back from

_ making public schools a political football-

and give the process a faif 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 Climon.” Kevin
Walker of Project Appleseed. a pro-edu-
cation reform group based in St. Louis,
told Education Week. “This is an ideotog-
ical battle that is 1aking place in the public

A

schools.” ’
“ . K

lence in Education is also leading the -

charge. In arambling 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 ali local control of educa-
tion is a threat to our way of govemment,

- ourentire education process and all family
rights 10 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 paremtal
rights, even though the program is comi-
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. Spacking, &
even telling a child NO, can now be o
. [al

r
f
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| Bdncaﬂon system in peril
by Rich Dreyer levels including adult. He
&E?AE recetved his degree from Western

. Jed Brown, a noted opponent Washington in 1973 and his
of Qutcome Based Education, Masters of Education degree
spoke recently in Old Town, from the University of Washing-
Idaho. against the OBE pro- ton in 1980 and 1S continuing

that are in our schools in  his work toward a Ph.D. in the

~ field of Educational Research.
. He.was a candidate for Super-
' Intendent of Public Instruction

ment's plan for Goaly 2000, will for the State of Washington in
;ﬁ?mthe research base for teach- 1992, He has been blackballed
poychology based instead all schools systems for being

of education based. In psycholo- :{;tspokm on_the future of edu-
dy. the term learning Is synony-  cqtion, He has started his own
mous with conditioning. THS g, ndation called the Phronesis
will change the.att- .05, which is networked

“ throvughout the country with
b?)a:h 33303‘;&‘ :::gh}:ﬁ other opponents of OBE and

y tation w n Goals 2000. In January of 1995
suimp&!cmznb, 1998 and mamahh"tw“ a production quality video will
the 2000. be available from the foundation

year to help educate everyone about
e feture of Q“:ﬁ““,‘;:o; the perils that will be effecting
ln‘z"idmlhm in children our children. For further infor-
han:made W om mation pleases call the Idaho
m Citizens Awareness Network
proud sl e e oo LCAN) at 208.260-1767.

Edueiticnal,” Screntifie and . . C —
Cultural a’rgam:ation} whtcH
overgeel the educitton

bo is located inm- Gefmvaa
!‘&W 2 ,mmﬁm**’g

vumrx:hu

-education: cyst’ém In_the
equalization dqw
it} g Chitttrer-n:

tiorf of chfldrenr fristéad of attté
tudes and viiltiés: This process

will be from, cradle to grave and
be origafng: One of 'the matn val
ues 'typically ignored will be the

family value. Children will
, alw:,yn be considered “At Risk®
: pr%ven othierwise, Clitld
“wm have the
power to rudge ether or not -
parents. are gffadng their child
dren at risk
to their systems’ under the
“Healthy Home Vlaitation

. vate' sehocla and homa
‘dnlmg will not circumvent
R m«»: of Goale 2000. In
: ¢ high schoal diplos
will be eliminated and
laced with a “Certificate of
§aster.” Children. will net be
ble to-receive this certificate
E} ‘they meet the standards
jtablished by GOALS 2000.
i workers will not be able
R find employment without this
ertificate. Every child will not
ave the chanee to go to college,
¥ Mr. Brown, has gver 20 years
Ff experience in all facets of edu-
- ‘ation and has worked tn public
aind private schools at all age
o : ‘



‘Major Objections to Goals 2000

E E B @ @ ©

Federalizes the local school classrooms.
Paves the way for Federal control of education. Camel s nose under the tent.

Establishes a National School Board
Will create national curricula far all local schools.
Tramples on parental rights: Weakens family autonomy.

Gives federal and state government the power to determine if individual homes
and parents are providing a "proper physical, emotional and learning
environment" -- 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.

Leaves room for vast abuses by overzealous government officials ét the
expense of parents who may hoid a dlfferent philosophy from that of the
government official.

Gives incredihle power to unspecified government bureaucrats — who da not
answer to the citizens - to set standards and write regulations.to implement
this new power of governmant to intrude into the domain of the family and
parents. :

Will require alarge exp’ansioh of. federal and state bureaucracy to implement.

Will fund school based clinics which distribute condoms and refer for
abortions. (Title |, Sec 301)

Requires schools ta train.parents (the highly controversral PAT program).
(Title VI, and Title IV, Sec. 601)

me intervention into family and how families raise their
childeass-frent birtir torage 5. (Title Il, Sec. 207)

No provisions for parental consent.

 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

8001 Forbes Place. Suite 211. Springficid. VA 22151 Tel: 703-321-8338  Fax: 703-321-9332

~ (over)
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Bozeman

: Daily Chronicle

Militia
story

Woman claims

~she was sex

slave for Goals
2000 program

- ‘By ROB CHANEY
_ Chronicle Staff Writer

R Y BT
suinnhN SunJAls

Goals 2000 is a way of turn-

- ing children into perfect mind-

control subjects, according to’
a woman who claimstobe a .

. recovered victim of mind con-
‘< trol. R “

Cathy O'Brien also said she

- was abused in bizarre sexual”

rituais by three former US. |

. presidents, two Canadian

'prime ministers. several US..

- senators and a cabinet mem-

ber. . L
" Q'Brien, 38, spoke to about -

- 30 people at a Citizens fora. .
Freé America meeting Tues

day night, a chapter of the- -
Noxon-based Militia of Mon- -
tara. She said she worked with
former Secretary of Education

“William Bennett on developing’

what she called “Global Educa:

~lion 2000, now known as

Goals 2000,

Goals 2000 offers grant
money to states and local
schaals to improve education
methods. It also encourages
states to develop standards for
impraved teaching to be
reached by 2000. R

Critics have charged Goals
2000 would allow the federal
government to take away dack
sion-making rights from local
school boards. O'Brien drew 2
round of applause for her criti-
cisms of the program.

O'Brien said she worked
with Bennett and former Ten-
auuses Gov. [Lamar Alexander
proanoting e program at a

1944 governor's conference in
Tennesses.
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“Since [ had been traived as

Casexsigve . ! was progrituted

to the @lerent governors and
delivered a packagé of infor- -
‘mation (about Goals 2000)."
O'Brien said this morning in a
telephone interview. She said
she had sex #ith a number of
govemors at the convention.

Ted Schwinden, Montana's
governor at the time, said ha
didn't recall O'Brien’s pres-
ence at the convention.

*[ feel overlooked,”

" Schwinden said this moming.

“T was certainly there. [ don’t
remember any seductians. [

.think you ought to refer her to

8 good psychiatrist.” :

" gation.”

. At least one mermber of the
militia group found O Brian’s

story worthy of further investi-

“That’s first-hand informa-
tion,"” sald Gordon Helgerson;
“We haven't really followed up
too much on this. The govem-
mgnt'§ capable of doing any-

‘Bozeman Superintendent

- Paula Butterfield said Presi- -

-

'dent Bush's administration in-*°

troduced America 2000, the = -

- predecessor of Goals 2000, ia
'1988, not 1984. O'Brien said
-the project was Bennett’s cre

ation that he worked on d'.u'ing

‘the Reagan administration, .~

“O'Brien said that from in- -
fancy, her family had sexually’;
abused her. She said her fa- -

- ther made pornographic

. movies of her as a child. Shé.‘-‘f«’

claimed government leaders

. decided to keep sexually abus-

ing her so she would have
multiple personalities.
She said she finally escaped

the mind control with the help - -
-of Mark Phillips, Speaking at

the Tuesday night meeting,
Phillips said he worked in gov-

erament mind control projects

in the 19603, and later worked
for CIA caver organizations be

" fore he was fnancially ruined -

for knowing too much about

_ the projects.

He said he spent eight
months “fusing” O’'Brien’s pes-
sonality back together after

“rescuing” her from her gov-

ernment controllers. O'Brien
and Phillips said they make
their livings now lecturing to
doctors, mental health experts
and the public on the threat of -
mind control. Phillips charges
between nothing and $500a

.day to counsel other mind con- |

trol victims back to sanity,
O'Bricn said.
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O'Brien said governmene
agents hadn't killed them to
prevent furiner ewelat by of
mind control secrets becayse |
that would make martyrs of
them. »
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I OBE in Chadron

Is it what we want for our kids?

I hope maét%llqc;]ng;t%ed citizens
paid close auention to the special
page in last week's Your Neighbors
outlining the Chadron City Schools

| Spenéer's

Vision Document. This document s ot
will be the first piece in the forma- , 4
tion of a new education direction foe .
our schools. . , by Chris
I was involved in this process and Spencer

‘have to say at this point that I am
not sold oo the outcome of the many
mmngsandﬂmmdsofdolhrsbangspemmmmmednmm
system. -

Don't misunderstand me, please. Ibehevethcmchmandadmsmsumm
we have in Chadron are dedicated to our students. I also believe that most
of them work very hard preparing lessons that will reach, teach and make a
difference in their students’ lives, | also believe that those. same teachers
walleonﬁmtodoso,whateversystanofedumnonwehave

However, in saying that, [ also believe that the directioa we are heading
in cor edikadbin sy iiwronglbelzvethalwearcmmebcmmng
stages of outcome-based education. O -based education, as T under-
stand it, will focus a lot of attentifit on self-esteem, social skills,
mulucnlumhnnmdthemmmtomeuahnostevuyneedofasmdem
* through the school,

Whnmmdomgasmmnmmmmlmnmanydiﬂuemm
mywhmhmkum%kt&gmhaﬁo@mmﬂmem'
" system were discussed a¢ leagth by the School Community Improvement
Team, results are remarkably similar to that in most of the other states. The
coinacidence of these similarities is (9o much @ ignore.
&mymamcwmmm@wmmmm
spamity, said at the national Governoss’ Coaference on Education, "What

hthetotalresmxcnmngotsooety ‘What is happening in America
dwhatislmppenmngamasandtththlamsmnotsxmplya‘
,mmunusualwmdsofdmge it amounts to.. a total trans-
youean‘tgetawayimmu.Ymmtgoxmonual
BN can't 8o mto the churches, you can't go into government or into
. hide.” (John Woodward, who has been working as a facilitator
Rha Schools spent many years at MCREL.)

‘ MCﬁmon,mpushmg for_Goals 2000, demonstrated the urgency
a the amtional level to restructure the_pation's education. system, It would
an organized effort is being made to bring the entire nation under

‘tem, while at the same time encouraging community involvement
jte a “feeling” of community ownership. But I don't believe this

lally what the people of Chadron or America want.

Trosed associate of the Clintons, Michael Lerner, may have described
what is planned for the restructured school system and therefore restruc-
tored socicty. "The main emphasis will be oa learning how to-play, how -,
create, bow to be an individual, and bow to live and work collectively. -

"After the socialist revolution, education will have a much broader role,
Every community will begin to develop facilities for extensive educational

.oppostunities in all areas of human intellecmal life..."
Add o that this quote from the National Center on Education and the



g Slalid i, Wil locus 2 10t Of aUCLU Ob see-csibedl, 30C1a1 Skiils,
»mulnminnaimmdmeauunptwwdmwmwohm T L
through the school. , .
Whmwmdmngsmmmmﬁhmmydﬂmm : A
many schools across the nation. While the goals and objectives of the new .
system were discussed at length by the School Improvement o
Team, results are remarkably similar (0 that in most of the otber staes. The [l )
cotactdence of these similarites is wo mchum o

G T S S e SR

b hmeson.lmnmrmgolsoday What is bappening
“mnwmmmmwmmumm-
Imation in the usaal winds of change...it smounts (.. a total trans-
gof society,... you can't get away from it. You can't go into rural
m&gommemmymmigohmgommwmw‘
gnd hide.” (Jdmwmmmmmmmuawnm
BEhadron Schools spent inany years st MCREL.) .
m&nmmmshmgfotmmmmmw
uum&mwmm
mmmmmummwmswﬂmmw
jsiem, while at the same time encouraging commumity involvement -
e & "feeling” of community ownership. But 1 don't bokieve this
ally what the peopie of Chadron or America wapt. ’
#od associate of the Clintons, Michael Lerner, sy -gave describod
wnmfaummmﬂm,w.

cwz.bowmbemmdmdml andbowtokvcmdwrkcolecﬂvdy ,

Aﬁadnmaxinmminnm.edmnmﬁnhaveammm
Everyummnmhywiﬂhegmmdevebpfwhﬂafmexmvcm
opportutitics in all areas of buman intellectnal life...” :

AddwmmmquowmnmeNaﬁmlCmMmEmmd&c’
Economy from a plan o restructure edacation: "Our objective is 0 make
schools of the kind we have described as the norm, not the exception..kt . . -
will require a change in the prevailing calture-—ibe attitudes, valoes , noms . ' -
and accepted ways of doing things—that defines the environment that deter- )
mwmmmmmu&dmnm«mm
cess.”

Add to these ideas the input from labor. letheumysoﬂ.xba‘s

. Commission on Achieving Necessary Skills (SCANS) we read: "many com-
panies have moved operations 0 places with cheap, relatively poorly edu-
cated labor. What may be crucial, they say, is the dependability of a labor
force and how well it can be managed and trained—oot its general educe-
tional level, although a smail cadre of highly edncated creative people is
essential to innovation snd growth. Ending discrimination -and changing
vs)nuuepruhb!ymm:mpormnhmmdmguﬁmomgbw»
families into the middie class.”

* From another labor repart, "America's Choice: High Skills or Low Wages,”
we read: "Most employees under this model need not be educated. It is far
more important that they be reliable, sieady and willing o follow direc- -

" doms.” - .

Bill Spady, director of the International Center on Outcome-Based Re-
stracuxing and the High Success Network adds this: *1 talk about two kinds
of profound changes that need 1o happen if the sysiem is going © be
mﬂymmhued.Onemyouhavemuopbemgmbamm‘
scoond seep is 10 stop being carricolum-based.

Hmmenadfumwmncmmh:abo&mwm:
the “proper” attitades and "values.”

Besides developing the rlght"mimdes.schoolsmustampmwdefm
the needs of the community from the cradle to the grave. To do that we'
must have programs that provides services (or infants (like Head Start) as
well as develop programs that provide for life long learming.

The school would be the dispensary for social services. We heard this
idea from the School Community. Improvement Team's facilitalor/change

- agent John Woodward. Woodward also encouraged the group to consider
longer school days or year-round school ‘schedules for the bettenment of
education and the students.

. Bemywhowwha:shamnmgatywmlandmmumty
“This is just the tip of the iceberg,” in the words of Ron Sunseri, a former
state legislator in the state of Oregon, in his book "Understanding o Truth
_#bout Education Reform." Much of the information used here was taken
from his book. Several of the resources he quotes, I also have.

Many will say that we arc not involved in outcome-based education, bnt
umhnuummwemdevck)pmgmdwwoutmmcbasededum-
mmmwwkmmmmJWMMfmmemwln

ng

;meywwgamvdwdnnnxhodsymmfunmfwwsdf
mmvelmgau’hﬁwmmtymvolvemm:dlbww,

-administratiot 8R4 teachers will gluﬂymwwﬁrqumm
e e —
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President’s Report
National Association of Christian Educators/Citizens for Excellence in Education
NACE/CEE Box 3200 « Costa Mesa, CA 92628 » Dr. Robert Simonds

November. 1994

Dear Parents and Grandparents Protectors of God’s Little Ones,

- ey

1Csey Ut ve are living 1n "orminous' d.,‘)s would ‘\c\e'\ trug, Thaes
and foreboding umcs 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 eévery business in the nation. This federal grab of all local
control of education is a threat to our way of governmcnt, our entire education process and all
famﬂy rights to privacy.

o ;,....,a‘_.._‘,.

Like most catastrophic legislation, GOALS 2000 has the most upbeat and laudable -
goals you’ve ever heard. I just wrote a few lines om 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 allow the government’s well—mtcnnoncd programs to do to you and
your children.

There are good Christian, Bible-based programs available to parents 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 Crifique of America 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 as we know it. Then President
Bush refused to sign the wild Kennedy/Biden 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 disceniing
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 Children To A Brighter Future.”.
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: funds received under this title to establish, éxpaﬁd or operate Parents As Teachers progréms
“or Home Instrucnon for Preschool Youngsters (H. 1 P. Y ) programs " (Birth through 5 years
old) |

‘In Section 405 (2) PAT provxdes 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 parent.s to
sign-up for a PAT social service program. Sounds innocent enough and helpful, doesn’t it?

However, be warned in advance NOT (¢ sign~up‘f0r any of the PAT and HLP.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 inform these mothers of the dangers:

« Lverything is "child-centered” -- not parent-centered. At {irst thoughiy, ii
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 parennng today and
in many OBE programs now being used.

¢ Parental control or discipline isoften 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 choosmg what he feels is best --
unacceptable to Christians.

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

- This popuIar, parenting philosophy starts with "demand feeding” of a baby.
‘When he/she cries, you must feed him. You know how badly that can turn out.
Parent-controlled feeding is the first 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. 1t all starts nght 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 PREPARATION for 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.

'9 Another danger with the governmcnt PAT,HIP.Y and othcr programs is social
workers or psychologists commg to your home to visit. They are to "evaluate”

2



s A parent who is ill, heavy, tired, deressed handlcapped or appears to be of
low-level intelligence.

. Strcss on the family, undue spoiling of a child, parent who travels too much,
loss of a job, low-level income.

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

No category for NORMAL is provided orheeded! We are all "at-nsk families. The
opinion of the visiting soc1al 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 will stop these injustices to
Christian families. Christiane ore the tarcets of Senators Biden and Kennedy in the 118,
Senate. We need each of you to PRAY, dear partners with Christ 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. “If not us, then who? If not now, then when?" former
President Reagan used to say. :

"Oh, help us fight against our (God’s) enemies, for men are useless allies.
But with the help of God we shall do mighty acts of valor. For He treads.
down our foes.” (P. 108:12-13, L.B.)

. We will not fail your children or your grandchildren, bcloved Please help in the best

- way you can, by your prayers and your gracious and kind support. You make CEE 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. If only each of us will respond, God will

supply! We love and appremate your confidence. My walk is bathed in the Word of God daily.

Your heavily burdened but always praying friend,

Bl ot

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 chﬂdrcn your church and friends. See
the description on the back of the enclosed card. -

- Order our other great Christian books now for your Chnstmas gifts.

NOTE: Educarion 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 so you will still be a part of God's efforts, through CEE, to save our children.
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Parents win major fed,etal fight

March 17-Goals 2000 passed Congress today.

Buried inside 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:
o 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. Grassley’s office.

‘o The impossibility of parents using the provisions
of the Hatch Act to protect their children and family’s
privacy 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.
o When the Senate did not want to vote on Gras-
eley’s amendment, he offered a “compromise whlch
was a rewrite of Hatch.

® 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 38-4 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.

- OnMarch 17 the Federal law changed.
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A mes.s;{ge from NPC Chalrman:

“NPC members still have much to do! The educa-
ion establishment is already preparing to influence
the regulations the US Department of Education will
write to implement the Grassley Amendment. We
must be ready to respond.

" Contact your Congressman and US Senator
NOW 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, 5o 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 parénts. Take a minute today to fill in the
form on Page 3, and send a contribution. o

Sen. Grassley has stated that he'is ready todo it -
again.- The battle over the Senate version of HR6
looms ahead. :

To win the victory, we need each of you,

Don't let our children lose because of funding prob-
lems. Iknow you will be as generous as possible.

May God bless you and yours in a special way
today. S

For His Children,
Fog Lulaik, @llirman

PS ‘For PA members: Sen. Mike Flsher is intro-

~ ducing identical language to Grassley in the PA.

Senate. Contact your senator for co-sponsors.

W Grassley Amgndmem
W Protection of Pupil
B Rights - Pages2 &3
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Sen. Grassley’s amendment to Goals 2000 gim-

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 techmques Practically speaking, th1s was a very .
small universe of programs

. The Senator’s amendment changes the
universe to apply to “any applicable pro-
gram,” which means any federally funded
. education program administered by the
Department of Education. This universe is stgmﬁ
cantly 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.” These terms were cumbersome and
unclear to parents and bureaucrats.

The amendment now applies to 'any survey,
analysis, or evaluation.” These terms are clearer
to the parent and the person zmplementmg the lan-

guage.

GRASSLEY AMENDMENT TO GOALS 2000 |

R S TN AL TR

The amendment further strikes the requirement
that it be the “primary propose” of the actmty to
reveal private mformatlon

The Senator’s amendment simpty requires that if it
reveals private information, there must be prior wntten
consend.

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-
chological test with the primary purpose of
revealing private information.

They must simply show that the survey,
analysis, or evaluation revealed private in-
formation, that it was in a federally funded
program, and that their consent was not obtained. -
This is much easier for a parent to demonstrate and
will thus prov;de wider protection for 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.' |

variety of audiences. We recommend it hlghly

Parents Empowering Parents

@ Many of you have asked for nccurate up-to-date material to use in the area of sex education. The
Medical Institute of Sexual Health has produced a slide presentation with text thnt can be adapted for a

NPC Suggested Gzﬂ $88
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:l'éxt: ,
Protection of Pupil Rights

‘SEC. 439 (@) All instructional materials, indluding

teacher’s manuals, films, tapes, or other supple- -

mentary material which will be used in connection
with any survey, analysis, or evaluation as part of
any applicable program shall be available for

inspection by the parents or guardians of the
children.

(b} No student shall be required, as part of any

applicable program, to submit to 8 purvey, analysis,
- or evaluatjon that reveals information concerning:

(1) political affliations;

____Yes, | would like to help parents!
| (see below) in the amount of §

(2) mental and psychological problems
potentially embarrassing to the student or hm
farmly;

(3) sex behavior and attitudes;

(4) illegal, anti-social, self-mcnmmatmg and
demeaning behavior;

(5) critical appraisals of other individuals with

* whom respondents have close family relationships;

(6) legally recognized privileged or analogous
relationships such as those of lawyers, physicians,
and ministers;
or

- Continued on Page 4

Enciosed is my gift to the National Parents Commission £

S —————
I {tem Ordered - Quantity Amt. Each Amt, Ext. l

| ® ____ | am recommending that this newsletter I -

be sent to the people on the enclosed list.

K | am ordering from P.E.P. (Use second

| sheet if required.);

A copy of the officlal registration and financial information
may be obiained from the Pa. Dept ofswabyealnng
(toil-free inn Pa.) 1-800-732-0999.

Subd Total

Ship.'& Hdig.
TOTAL -

- | Make checks payable to: “National Parents Commission”, and mali to Parents’ CIearlng House,

| 8 Entrance Drive, Johnstown, PA 15905
My Name:

Address:

City, State, Zip _

Phone: ___
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Text of Graésley Amendment Continued from Page Three

(7) income (other than that required by " that pction to terminate assistance provided

law to determine eligibility for participation in under an applicable program shall be taken only
a program or for receiving financial assistance " if the Secretary determines that - -
under such program), ' : A
o ) (1) there has been a failure to comply with
without the prior consent of the student (if the such sectiop; and ' :
student is an adult or emancipated minor), orin . | |
the case of an unemancipated minor, without the - (2) compliance with such section cannot
prior written consent of the parent. - : ‘ " be secured by voluntary means.
(c) Educational agencies and institutionsghall =~ . .(e) QFFICE AND REVIEW BOARD --
give parents and students effective notice of their The Secretary shall establish or designate an
rights under this section, : ~ office and review board within the Department
. - : : of Education to investigate, process, review, and
(d) ENFORCEMENT - The Secretary shall . adjudicate violations of the rights established -
take such action as the Secretary determines - under this section.

National Parents Commission Non-Profit Org.
Home Office ‘ ‘ U.S’; :olst:ge
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