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MINUTES OF THE SENATE COMMITTEE ON FEDERAL AND STATE AFFAIRS
The meeting was called to order by Chairman Lana Oleen at 11:15 a.m. on March 9, 1994 in Room 254-E of

the Capitol.

All members were present

Committee staff present: Mary Galligan, Legislative Research Department
Mary Ann Torrence, Revisor of Statutes
Jeanne Eudaley, Committee Secretary

Conferees appearing before the committee:
See attached agenda

Others attending: See attached list

Sen. Oleen announced the hearing for SCR 1622 and stated the proponents and opponents both would be
heard today. She stated the proponents will be given 30 minutes for testimony, and that she wanted to allow
time for opponents and questions from the committee. The remainder of the time is needed for discussion and
action on bills previously heard.

Sen. Oleen introduced Todd Tiahrt, one of the sponsors of the Resolution, who gave supporting testimony
(Attachment 1). Sen. Walker questioned Sen. Tiahrt how parental responsibility can be mandated; how he
would propose to enforce parental responsibility and how parents can be required to live up to those
responsibilities. Sen. Walker questioned accomplishing that by passing a Resolution to amend the
constitution. Sen. Tiahrt responded that he objects to the government’s intervention in the rights of parents.
and stated the reason for the legislation is to amend the Constitution to give parents exclusive rights, instead of
implied rights as is the case now. Sen. Parkinson stated he agreed with Sen. Tiahrt but does not agree with
amending the Constitution. He stated that parents are required to provide educational opportunities for their
children, and they should have the right to choose between public and/or private schools. However, he stated
his concern is if it is left optional for the parents, as he believes it would not be in the best interest of some
children to leave that option open to the parents. Sen. Tiahrt responded he does not know anyone who would
purposely hold their children back and would choose not to educate their children. He stated his belief is that
the vast majority of parents want to open options for educational opportunities for their children. He asked the
committee to focus on the parents and give them options, as he does not share the concerns of Sens.
Parkinson and Walker. Sen. Tiahrt stated the object is to keep the government from intruding; he stated the
need for less government in peoples’ lives. Sen. Ramirez requested the chairman ask committee members to
hold questions and let other proponents give testimony, because of the limited time. Sen. Oleen stated she
indicated the 30 minutes were for proponents, which is more than the committee normally allows for one side
of a bill, and that she wanted committee members to be able to ask questions as the hearing progresses.

Other proponents appearing before the committee were:

Cleta Renyer, who relinquished her time to Marsha Strahm. Written testimony (Attachment 2)
distributed to committee;

Marsha Strahm, who relinquished her time to Steven Graber. Written testimony (Attachment 3);
distributed to committee.

Steven Graber, (Attachment 4).

Sen. Parkinson referred to the testimony from Ms. Renyer relating to abortions and the parental notification L

recommended by that group and if Mr. Graber’s support of this Resolution is to affect the abortion law and
render it unconstitutional. Sen. Parkinson stated he agrees with a parent’s fundamental right to raise children,
but he is concerned this Resolution is being used to test other statutes, then asked Mr. Graber what he meant
by that statement. Mr. Graber stated the belief that parents have primary control, and that the government
should be involved only when abuse is found. He referred to many students being termed “at risk” and the

Unless specifically noted, the individual remarks recorded herein have not been

transcribed verbatim. Individual remarks as reported herein have not been submitted to —l
the individuals appearing before the committee for editing or corrections.
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various reasons students are termed “at risk. He also objected to student assessments as well as psychological
testing done in the schools and the fact that parents do not have access to records, educational material and
other programs in the schools. He stated many parents are opposed to some educational programs that their
children are being exposed to at school, and they have no control over the programs. Sen. Walker asked what
was Mr. Graber’s main objection to government being involved in education and the public schools and the
fact education might not be provided to some children if it was an option of some parents. Mr. Graber
answered he wants academic freedom in our educational system so that children are taught the facts, and they
are able to make their own decisions from the evidence. He referred to the subject of evolution vs. creation;
that the students being told those who believe in evolution are right and the students who believe in creation
are wrong. He believes the teacher should give all options, then let the students decide. He stated he does not
think it right that students be failed in a course because they do not believe what is being taught in the
classroom. Sen. Parkinson asked why he thought passing this Resolution would change things, and Mr.
Graber stated the parents would have primary say and could govern what is being done in the classroom and
what their children are being taught.

Sen. Oleen introduced Jim McDavitt, who gave testimony (Attachment 5) supporting the Resolution. Mr.
McDavitt stated the educational system is the major contact all of us have with the government, and that
government has sought to enlarge services, which causes it to intervene in areas it should not be involved in.
He asked the senators to support the Resolution and stated it will take humility on your part to do so, but many
people will appreciate that. Sen. Gooch stated he knows there are problems in the educational system and
pointed out the testimony supports going around those problems. He encouraged the proponents to try to
improve the system and the need for them to work with the system. He stated they are not addressing the
problems that are there. Mr. McDavitt referred to a personal incidence and stated the states’ philosophy is that
it is the primary caregiver and that the parents are secondary. Sen. Vidricksen asked Mr. McDavitt of his use
of the “primary control by the family” phrase and what he meant by that. Mr. McDavitt stated he is asking the
committee to consider the parents first, but does not want to negate the states’ authority when it has a valid
interest, such as neglect and abuse. Sen. Oleen stated there is three minutes of proponents’ time for one more
proponent and asked the group to select who it would be. Sen. Oleen introduced Catherine Holthaus, who
gave testimony (Attachment 6), supporting the Resolution. Sen. Oleen announced written testimony
(Attachment 7) has been distributed from Austin Vincent supporting the Resolution. Also distributed to the
committee is the testimony (Attachment 8) from Patricia Baker, executive Director of the Kansas Association
of School Boards, who opposes the Resolution. Sen. Oleen introduced Dr. Janice Mauck, who had heard of
the hearing only this morning, but gave testimony to the committee. She will submit written later (Attachment
9). Dr. Mauck stated a great need for parental responsibility and recalled in her many years of working with
children, seeing them as victims of rape, incest, abuse, both mental and physical. She stated if we truly care
for childrens’ welfare, we would be talking about parental responsibility instead of parents rights and control.
She stated she did not want to see our Constitution amended for this type of legislation which will make it
harder for SRS, doctors and social workers to help those children in need and urged the committee to vote
against this legislation. Sen. Oleen closed the hearing for SCR 1622.

Sen. Oleen called the committees’ attention to SB 658, creating an inaugural fund and announced the
commiittee will consider it tomorrow, since there are only 5 minutes left. She asked the committee to consider
four things regarding the bill: 1. Limitations; 2. Where will the excess funds go? 3. Cap on contributions;
4. Penalties.

Sen. Hensley introduced pages from his district who have assisted the committee today.

Meeting adjourned at 12:05.
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STATE OF KANSAS

TODD TIAHRT
SENATOR, 26TH DISTRICT
1329 AMITY
GODDARD, KS 67052
316-794-8903
STATE CAPITOL 143-N
TOPEKA, KANSAS 666 12-1504

913-296-7367 TOPEKA

COMMITTEE ASSIGNMENTS
VICE CHAIRMAN: ASSESSMENT & TAXATION

VICE CHAIRMAN: JOINT COMMITTEE ON COMPUTERS
& TELECOMMUNICATIONS
MEMBER: EDUCATION
TRANSPORTATION & UTILITIES
JOINT COMMITTEE ON
LEGISLATIVE POST AUDIT

SENATE CHAMBER
Testimony on SCR 1622

March 9, 1994

Thank you Madame Chairman and fellow Senators for the opportunity to testify in
favor of SCR 1622. This is a relatively straight forward resolution. As you know it
would require 2/3 of the members of the Legislature to pass this legislation so that it
can go on to Kansas voters. This is a very high mountain to climb and I would not
be here if I did not think this was an important issue that does need to go to the
voters of Kansas.

The resolution simply says that “parents and guardians shall retain the
fundamental right to exercise primary control over the care and upbringing of their
children and wards in their charge”. A lot of people don’t think that this is a
problem since it is implied that parents are responsible for their children. But what
we're finding out is that there are two different reasons that parents and guardians
rights are being questioned and sometimes totally ignored.

The first reason was brought to my attention by teachers in the State of Kansas. I
live in a very conscientious neighborhood where parents are very concerned about
their children’s education. When we have parent-teacher conferences, one or both
parents from each child shows up. We usually have 100% participation. I'm told
that this is not the same across Kansas. In some schools only a small percentage
show up. They are not living up to their implied responsibility as parents. I believe
this legislation would move the responsibility back to the parents along with their
rights. Back to those who are responsible for the upbringing of these children.

The second reason came to me through personal experience. Last year when I
choose to bring my family with me to Topeka, I requested copies of my children's
records so I could take them to the schools here in Topeka. I was told that I did not
have the right to see my children school records. Iremained calm even though it
came to mind that my wife and I are responsible for bringing these children into the
world. We're responsible to see that they have proper nourishment. We see that
they are properly clothed. We see that they have proper health care. I believe we
are responsible parents. Yet we’re not responsible enough to trusted with our own

children school records.

et G, /774
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Others have contacted me, concerned about how our government can, in some way
or other deny them access to records or even take their children from them. This is
a bigger problem than most people think. We often think that people get what they
deserve but people have contacted me and told me that the State denied them their
rights to the parental authority over their own children. In some fashion we must
make it very clear to both parents and to our government that parents and
guardians must be responsible for kids.

Parents must learn to teach children respect for authority because if we do not we
will have classrooms that are total chaos. We will also have anarchy in our streets.
And in certain places of our civilization we have that today. Parents and guardians
must learn to teach responsibility. If we don’t we will have kids that commit acts
without any thoughts of what consequences follow. We must have parents that
teach honesty, trust and the knowledge that people need to work hard. I don't want
to take a lot of time in each of these areas but somehow we must relay what is
important to renew our society.

I think this is a good first step. It clearly spells out who has the fundamental right to
exercise primary control along with that comes responsibility. It also relieves the

responsibility of government from trying to impose on people unnecessarily. I see it
as a win-win situation.

I think it is important that you move this forward. I would ask you to listen to
testimony of the people who follow and give the people of Kansas the opportunity
to clarify rights and responsibilities to not only parents but also to the institutions of
this State. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,
Todd Tiahrt

State Senator
26th District
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TESTIMONY, SCR 1622, SENATE FEDERAL AND STATE AFFAIRS, 3/9/94

Senate Concurrent Resolution No. 1622 is a pro-family, pro-life bill. Right
to Life supports the fact that parents and guardians retain the fundamental
rights to exercise primary control over care and up bringing of children and
wards.

Abraham Lincoln once said, "The strength of a nation lies in the homes of its
people." It is our conviction that the family is the back bone of society as
a whole. History shows that if any society wants to survive, it must uphold,
strengthen, and continue to build upon the biblical institution of marriage
and family.

Looking at the parental rights issue from a pro-life prospective we see the
usurping of parental authority in some of the sex education programs, the mas-
sive campaign of passing out condoms in the schools, the government sponsored
commercials to entice our kids to use condoms without any consideration of
moral richt and wrong or parents view on the subject.

The most blatant usurping of parental authority is the fact that a school nurse
or a judge can take it upon themselves to allow my daughter to have an abortion
without my knowledge or consent. How can they justify their part in the
killing of my grandchild, putting my child in danger of death or maiming from
the abortion, breaking her spirit because of the guilt of murdering her child,
putting a barrier between her and her parents because of the abortion secret.

I really don't know why this Resolution came about but I can see SO many areas
beside life issues where the parents are the last to know, the last to be con-
sidered but the first to suffer the consequences of yet another government
program.

Respectfully submitted, Right to Life of Kansas, Inc.
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Concerned Women for America
of Kansas
P.0O. Box 4, Seneca, Kansas, 66538
(913) 336-2091

March 9, 1994

Senate Federal and State Affairs Committee
Lana Oleen, Chairperson

Senator Oleen and members of the Committee:

My name is Marsha Strahm. I am a legislative liaison for Concerned Women for
America of Kansas. Founded in 1979, CWA is the largest non-partisan, politically
active women's organization in America with over 600,000 members.

We come before you today to express our support for SCR 1622 a proposition
to amend the Kansas Constitution in regard to the fundamental rights of parents

and guardians to exercise principle oversight in the care and nuturing of their
chilren.

"Control" is not a trendy word these days but perhaps that is because we tend

to view it from a negative perspective. But in a nation where crime is becoming
more of a national threat, perhaps it is a word worth revisiting. Some may

find it positive and refreshing that parents are understanding once again the
importance of commitment to provide guidance and boundaries for their children.

The need for all institutions of your society to take responsibility for their
own realms and to avoid interfering with (while continually protecting) other
institutions cannot be over-emphasized.

This is an opportunity: for you, the legislator, to say to the people across
Kansas that you encourage strong families and hold in high regard the role
parents and guardians play in the lives of their children. We must view this
opportunity as a catalyst to bring about a renewed appreciation of the family,
understanding that the institution of the family is the most powerful vehicle
for effecting constructive changes in our society.

CWA of Kansas would respectfully urge you to act favorably on "SCR.1622 and

thereby allow the people of Kansas to acknowledge and reaffirm their fundamental
rights of parenting.

Thank you for your time and attention.
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The technical legal term for the civil rights issues raised in

this matter is the term 'fundamental right'. This term has nothing
to do with the favorite whipping boy of the press when it tries to
discount positions that vary from their own. No, 'fundamental
rights' means those rights that are basic in the tradition and
fabric of our society.
It means those foundation stones without which the building would
collapse. The term 'tradition" is not just a preferential way of
doing things. It means the tradition of our legal truths; what we
have learned from the past that has passed the test of time and
secures to The People life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness.
We have learned that if we take away these legal traditions freedom
is lost. It is like the fabric of the garment of our society.
Remove it and the society begins to unravel, come apart and no
longer be fit as a covering or even to be called a garment. A
prime example is the slavery issue of last century. The
Declartation proclaims that "all men" are created equal and
endowed with the same inalienable rights. But we excluded certain
men and the exclusion flew in the face of what we said we believed
in the Declaration. Society unravelled. Society came apart and
nearly destroyed itself. Freedom was lost. A great scar still
remains in the conscious of the nation.

We quote some court language and as you study Volume I you
determine which basic fundamental rights are brought into issue.
Remember, the Bill of Rights DOES NOT CREATE FREEDOMS! The Bill of

Rights, the first ten Amendments to the Constitution are

1 W?fa&-ﬁw
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prohibitions on the government. They prohibit the government from
entering certain areas. The areas set out in the Bill of Rights
are not exhaustive but only representative of the rights long
recognized at Common Law.

The Constitutional principles that govern basic rights
have long been decided. For example, nearly sixty (60) years ago,
the U.S. Supreme Court acknowledged the basic common law truth that
parents and guardians are the primary directors in the "upbringing
and education of children under their control." Pierce v. Society
of Sisters, 268 U.S. 1070, 1078, (1925). Citing Meyer v. Nebraska,
262 U.S. 1042, (1923), with favor, the Court reinforced what it had
said in Meyer that,

the right of the individual to contract, to engage in any
of the common occupations of life, to acquire useful
knowledge, to marry, establish a home and bring
upchildren, to worship God according to the dictates of
his own conscience, and generally to enjoy those
privileges long recognized at common law in the pursuit
of happiness. Id. at 1045.

Further, the Court reaffirmed that,

The established doctrine is that this liberty may not be
interfered with under the guise of protecting the public
interest,...by action which is arbitrary or without
reasonable relation to some purpose within the competency of
the state to effect. Determination by the legislature

of what constitutes proper exercise of police power is not
final or conclusive, but is subject to supervision by the
courts. Id.

The Meyer doctrine was given full blessing by the Court
in Board of Education v. Barnette, 319 U.S. 624, (1943), when it
considered whether a statute mandating students participate in the
flag salute was constitutional. 1In deciding that such coercion
could not be sustained, the Court said:

2



If there is any fixed star in our constitutional
constellation, it is that no official, high or petty, can
prescribe what shall be orthodox in politics, nationalism,
religion, or other matters of opinion or force citizens to
confess by work or act their faith therein.... the action

of the local authorities in compelling the flag salute and
pledge transcends constitutional limitations on their power
and invades the sphere of intellect and spirit which is
the purpose of the First Amendment to our Constitution

to reserve from all official control. Id. page 642.

While there is no provision in the Constitution where it
specifically states, 'parents shall have the primary control over
the education and upbringing of their children'. The Court has
firmly held this fundamental right, the "primary role of the
parents in the upbringing of their children is now established
beyond debate as an enduring American tradition." Wisconsin v.

Yoder, 92 S.Ct. 1526, 1541-1542, 406 U.S. 205, 232 (1972).

The fundamental theory of liberty upon which all
governments in this Union repose excluded any general
power of the State to standardize its children by forcing
them to accept instruction from public teachers only.
The child is not the mere creature of the State; those
who nurture him and direct his destiny have the right,
coupled with the high duty, to recognize and prepare him
for additional obligations." Id. p. 1542.

Lest we be accused, as indeed we have been in the recent past,
of quoting old law, put it in the headlines that constitutional
truths are doctrines that impact all factual situations and do not
change Jjust for factual convenience. So, we find the above
doctrines being reafirrmed as recently ago as Planned Parenthood v.
Casey, 112 S.ct. 2791 (1992). The Due Proces Clause of the
Fourteenth Amendment disallows any deprivation of liberty. Since
Mugler v. Kansas, 123 U.S. 623 660-661, 8 S. ct. 273, 291, (1887),

certain government actions have been barred REGARDLESS OF THE

3
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FAIRNESS OF THE PROCEDURES USED TO IMPLEMENT THEM" cf. Daniels v.
Williams, 474 U.S. 327,331, 106 S.Ct. 662,665 (1986). "Thus all
fundamental rights comprised within the term liberty are protected
by the Federal Constitution from invasion by the States." Whitney
v. California, 274 U.S. 57 373, 47 S.Cct.641, 647, (1927). Casey,
Id. p. 2804. The most familiar of these substantive liberties
includes the fundamental rights of parents set out in Pierce v.
Society of Sisters, 268 U.S. 510, 534-535, 45 S.Ct. 571, 573 (1925)
Casey, Id. p. 2805. "It is a promise of the Constitution that
there is a realm of personal liberty which the government may not
enter." Casey, Id.

PruneYard Shopping Center v. Robins, 100 S.Ct. 2035, 447 U.S.
74, (1980), makes it clear that the States can expand a Federal
Constitutional right but cannot restrict such a right.

You see, privacy, jobs, homes, travel, matters of conscience
and education are beyond the proper extended control of government.
I may not believe in one thing you do or agree with one thing you
say. But, I best be ready to defend against all odds your right to
say and believe or none are free and it only depends on who is in
control as to who is free and who is not.

It is important to stress that basic fundamental rights are
not sourced in the government or any constitution and that they are
timeless. The Declaration of Independence gives the source. It
claims they are an endowment by the Creator. Whether or not one
subscribes to an understanding of origins that includes a Creator

or not, the point is made that these unalienable rights are
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inherent in the human being. They come with the package.

They are timeless in that they transcend every form of
government whether a dictatorship, democracy or a monarchy. They
do not emanate from the State, they are "self evident".
Therefore, whether we have a king or president, regardless who is
president, basic fundamental rights are beyond tampering, beyond
regulation, and beyond legislation. They are beyond the societal
changes of culture and what is acceptable or unacceptable social
mores, custom, or activity. These basic fundamental rights are not
changed by a change in the value system of a given society. And
history tells us when a government becomes oppressive of these
basic rights by forcing a value system contrary to inalienable
rights, that government is soon gone. Therefore, basic fundamental

rights are timeless.

This becomes even more clear when we understand the words of
the Declaration fully holding that inalienable rights emanate from
a given source and are an endowment which includes among other
rights life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness. Having a
source outside of the government and its documents including the
Constitution, it is clear then that government and its officials,
and the Declaration so states, are only the stewards and
governmental responsibilities cannot impact on fundamental rights
in a legitimate way, certainly they cannot eliminate or restrict
fundamental rights which belong to the people.

Again from the Declaration of Independence, it is "all men"

y.s



that are endowed. This is not "all States", or "all governments",
or "all constitutions", but "all men". The first qualification for
having an inalienable right or being a repository of an inalienable
right is being a human being. Once one is a human being the mere
fact of one's existence dictates that there are certain inalienable
rights reserved to that individual that cannot be arbtrarily
diluted by any source other than the Benefactor.

What says the Declaration of the purpose of government? It is

instituted to "secure" these inalienable rights to The People.
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DO WE NEED A PARENTAL RIGHTS
AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION OF THE

STATE OF KANSAS?
by Ruth Hetsman

. WHO DECIDES? Because rovies such as Prelty
Woman (sated R) have been shown recently in Wichita
public Schools, the Doard looked al a policy to regulate/™
just what kinds of movies can be shown. R, Wught spok
of the "teachers' employment agreement atticle called
Academic Freedom which basically provides that 3 teacher
is tree to utllize instructional materials which they find
appropriate for their class and they cannot be restrained
before the fact" Or. Vaughn, Superintendent, voiced his
opinion on the subject . “There's a movie that children
could not see unless i--my child could not see unless |
altend--why should they see it al school?--because we act
in the school in place ol the parents...so we schools act in
that just like we would be able to do many other things we
could not do other than the fact we--that 1s & function of
school. *  Afer further discussion he contnued, ™ .we
don't take away the parental rights while there--we stand in
place of..."

. KANSAS CHILDREN. According to the Lxecutive
Director of The Corporalion for Change, “¢hildren arg
community_owned” The slate says, "It takes @ whole
village to raise a child”. Also, children are considered "an
economic resource as clean air, abundant waler, good
roads and infrastructure.. "-nol people. bt equal 0 \hings-
The Kansas State BOE says, "The KSBE has a stiong
commitment o ensuring that glf yound chidien in Kansas
yrow up in the best circumstancyes passible lo enable them
to become caring, compelent. and contnbuting membeis of
our society."

STATE INTERVENTION IN PRIVATE SCHOOL: The
Living Word Church school/daycare in Middleton, Chio
received a surprise visit ftom the Depariment of Education
in Columbus with a list of “accusations. One of the arcas
of "violation" was their use of A Beka curriculumLwhich. was
i - mentally appropriate”. A Christian
based, academically strong program that the parents like.
This facility 1s accredited by ACS!--not by the State of Ohlo.
The state is threatening "courl action” and considering
closing the school.

+ GAY CURRICULUM: "I sex-educalion classes don't
deal with. homosexuality, what about school counselors?
What do they know about the topic? ‘Probably not very

much. says Joyce Ruejer, distiict conrdinalor for guidance
and counseling  Althcugh all counselors ate traming n
childhood drvelopment they probably would have 1o scek
outside resourtes 1o deat with students’ homosexuality.
And that would run them smack aganst the parentat-nights
How much counseling could the schools give on

issue:
sgenething  of s nature without informing a child's
ents”™

PARENTAL CENSORSHIP: In the November, 1883,
issue of NEA Today, an adicle by Kathy Carlson explaing
that the Billings public schools voled 1o restrict students'
access (o a hook. King_Stork by Howard Pyle. She ootes
that parents objectzd for 1easons ranging from oo much
violence. to refurences of the "smell of Christian blood” to
the “most scnous” being the Hlustrations of the princess
weanng “revealing” clothing. I'his author believes that
restricting access to this book for K-6 students s
consorship and Inndars the “freedom to read".

. SCHOOL CONDOM DISTRIBUTION ‘ew papers have
reporied the wajor defeal in the issuc of condoms passed
oul lo students by schools wilh parental consent or
knowledge. a3t 1 decision last week, the appellate
division of the NY state supteme Court found that gving
condoms te minor chitdien without consent of their parents
or quardians violates “the civit rights of parents or
guardians undet the substaniive due process clauses of
{he 14t Amendment of the U S. Consirtulion.”

calls avking if a parent can opt a child out
of a progiam, does the chid have to take lhe state
sgeppyinents,  do slichnts have o answel pr:r-.aonal
questions aboul ther belicls. how can g parent know whal
ts happening i the classroem, can the school require my
child to be in counseling without my permission, etc
Where do we draw the line?  Who imakes the final
deciston? Wil the government make a bettar parent than
you?

Weokly | recewe

This proposed amendment states: “Parents and
guardians shall retain the fundamental right to
exercise primary control over the care and
raising of their children or wards in their care.”

1yideo Transcription, Wichita Public Schoul Board , Jan. 1094
25upporting F amilies & Young Children i Ks. KSBE, Dec., 92,
3 “Gay teenagers who ‘come oul' find fittte suppont”, C. Crumbo,

p 3

The Wichita Fagle, Apt 12, 1993
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RESEARCH UPDATE
S LOCAL CONTROL DEAD?

NATIONAL STRINGS?
Editor's Note: Whether you agrec or disagree with the
decisions by this school board. it.is.of ulmost urgency that
you_understand this community could nol make. is own
decision but had_lo "submit to the control of the Federal

Govemment®. CONTROL THE MONEY, CONTROL THE SCHOOLS!

“The problem began when cheerleaders al Hempsiead
High (Texas) started engaging in other extracurricular
aclivities besides cheerleading. Eatlier this year, low of
the 16 girls admitted 1o being pregnant.” The lucal school
hoard dismissed the girls expressing concerns about heaith
nsks to the girls and pomting out thal unwed parents were
not good models for other students. Next one of the guis
got an abortion but the school board did nol let the girl
retum to cheerleading bocause it "sent the message thal
abontion solves problems".

Enter tho federal govemnment. The school board was told
that thay were violating Tille IX of the 1972 Education
Amendments that prohibits discrimination against any
person “on the basis of pregnancy, childbinh. or recavery
therefrom..." The result? "The school hoard reversed the
policy--though not its position passing a resolution that
slated 'the Federal Government is wrong in robbing local
communities of the power to deoal will' their own
problems,..” The school distnict did not have the funds to
fight.

“Apparently, some people haven't yet caught on that
there are strings aftached to the federal dollars sent to
towns like Hempstead.”

National Review, Nov, 29, 1993, Jack Chambers "Not Much to
Chaer About”

2 316 838 9599
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"CHALLENGE TO AMERICA™

A four-pant  education series which made direct
comparisons of lhe elementary and high school levels in
the U.5, Germany, and Japan, aired on PBS in January,
1994 This is an extiemely critical piece of propaganda
hat will be shiown to business leaders and legisiators in an
allempt to "sale” Goals 2000 tu the American people.

It blatantly states that teaching individualism and self-
reliance, hislorically_a part of being an American, are
no longet. of yalue but actually hurt our ¢hitdren.

American schools and parerds are pictured as selfish,
ouldated, and acwally harming/uninterested v therr
ohuldren wiile Cieomany and Japan are praised 1epeatedly
foor i “sucCess” as school models we should adopt and
parents thal really care about their Kids.

‘MASTER" FOR PUBLIC SCHOOLS
"Rockford's 1axpayers have been ordered by the U.S
District Court to spend millions to inlegrate the city's
schools and make sure minorities get an educalion equal
to that of whites.” This article then sights similar problems
in the Kansas Cily, Missouri. Dr. Cugene kubanks us
chairman of the monitoring commiltee that uversees court-
ordered spending in Kansas City. "Eubanks also has a
major role in Rockford, where he_is a ¢ourt-appointed
‘mastet for public. schools, Here Fubanks has areater
control over school spending. .Hvi_s.anmaxe inteatalien:
ralated spending decisions along."

What is a court-appointed "master'? Eubanks, as
masler, "will have authority to promplly impiement
remedies., will work with schaol officials and plaintiffs in
formulating and carrying out remedies. The School Board
will not have the powar to veto his actions, however."
"Being the master means Eubanks can give orders to carry
out The Qrder, wilhoul consulting the School Board. The
board can appeal his decisions to the court, bul his
directives will be carried out during the appeal.3

Sunday Register Star, Rockford, IL, Sun, Nov, 7, 1993, Chuck
Sweeny “A lesson? Mixed report card in K.C.

§Rod«ovd Reqister Star, May 4, 1993, "Board OKs maste’
Rocklord Register Star, May 16, 1693, "School master says fear not”

MEDIA SAYS THERE IS NO LOCAL CONTROL!
v an editonal eimphasizing the "predictable” appeal of the
lawsuits aginnst the Kansas school-finance law (wo very
ieveating stalements were made that show the mindset of
many toward local controt.

"Fven though the Kansas Constitution clearly makes the
state’'s 304 local school boards the scrvants of the
Legislzdure when it comes {o educalional policy, the 11
schoul  bowds  cling to ther warped view aof the
Constiwation.  that they, not the Legislature, have the final
say m what school hudgets should be and how much local
propcerty  owners should be taxed to support public
schools.”

“In g refated decision last year, the high coun ¢Hectively
said hat local contiol, the ratlying cry of the 11 school
hoords and their patrons, is dead. When it comes to
educational policy and educational laxes, the Legisiature
tules "

Ax we hove slaled many times, the Kansas Quahtly
Herdormance  Accreditation  process  eliminates local
control...no matter what the hurcaucrats say.. even the
Cagle Editorial Staft can see this fact.

"A siate judge has ruled the state of Kansas has the
authotity 10 supersede local districls when it comes to
finaneing equal education 2

1"Hoo boy Schoot lingnee mess o diag on and on in appeals
LANST The Vaduts bagle Eoitorial S1aff. Man. Jan 10, 1494
JUReum wrmeanes on back burner, The Wichita Fagle, M Berry,
/3, 1994

KANSAS OFFICIAL VIEW OF CONTROL

Lotat control means that you, the parent/voler, elects a
local board and that hoard of educuation is held accountabie
fo you Vhen you have a problem, you call the board
member.  \With the state in controf, do you think the
bureaucracy will have lime to listen to your problem?

State Board of Education, Kansas Tralning and
Retraining Plan says, "Today, development in lhe
carliest years of life involves a more variable set of
agency responsibilities, including. less exclusive
involvement of the families and involvement of
child care, education, health, and social services
agencies " (con'l next page)

KEW-NET, INC., P.O. BOX 483, WICHITA, KS 67201 (316) B838-9589
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Special Committee on Children's [nitiatives...

IS YOUR FAMILY AT RISK? says, “the public policy of Kansus should be
The State of Kansas funds the Parents As sdequate food, shelter, ¢lothing, heaith care, and
Teachers Program--a parenting program where a nurduring environment for every Kansas child”
home visits are made by a government (parents are nol mentioned).
representative determining if your family is "at
risk”. The following is a list of guidelines to ALL CHILDREN WILL BE AFFECTED
determine if problems exist. \We all abhor abuse and neglect. REPORTED cases have

ncressed  in Ihe last scveral years, but ACTUAL

« lilness or handicapping condition at birth

(includes emergency delivery, premature, birth CONFIRMED cases have declined. tilt govemment

groups conlinue to introduce legislation lo regulate ALL

Yalsl:;?\l'o( failure 1o thrive (Slow giowth. Roo! CHILDREN, not just dysfunctional. Laws aiready exist o
angetile. { nLilness): handig true negiect and ubuse cases
+ Delay in any area of development detected Hl the foundational docurnent tor much of the restructuring of
through observation and screening {parcnt educalor el care laws s called "The Unfinished Agentir’
(.ie'len:.llr‘\les).' ith ine iate chi “Fnst the nation must redefine education as a process thal
nability of parent 10 cope Wi inappropriate child begins at binh, recognizes that the potential for learning
behavior (mmmmpmm); vegins even earlier. and encompasses the physical, socal
. Low functioning parent (loo ill, too heavy. oo emotional, and cognitive development of
lired, low-level intelligence, handicapped). children.. profound changes in family structure and stabiity
. ln'abxlity of parent to' relate 19 of cpnnecl with child coupled with the necessity for educating all childien are
{caring .amtude, effective relahgnshlp): lorcing sociely lo assume greater responsibilily for the
« Qverindulgence, undue spoiling on part of pacent, successfully development and education of children .
Low level of verbal response of communication with
child; “Although  we  believe  an approach  emphasizing

intervention mn early childhood is necessary for poor and
olhrerwise disadvantaged children, we also betieve that all
children, nol just those who are at the greatest sk of
giopping oul, would benelit from a more compiehensive
and  coordinated approach  to education and child
development..more  allention should be paid lo the
developmental needs of all children from conception
through adolestenze.”

« Negative or hostile pehavior toward chutd (paren
qels. unreasonably angry o has trouble controfling
own lemper),

« Undue siress thal adversely affects family
functioning (family death, divorce, sgparation,
\raveling parent, moving, birth of a sibling. 3
children ynder age of 3, prolonged.iliness in famiy.
mss_oiis?.h_lQleg.\&Lounmme._oywc.rowm!

conditions, cooflict); The Unfinished Agenda: A New Vision For Child Development and
« Indication of child abuse, and tducation”, A slatemant by the Research and Poilcy Commitiee of
e Other (ME&MKM&HM&..JBC.K of the Committee for Ceconomic Development, pages 5.6, 17
limulati errmutation. i !
w‘ wdhwpfonm_u,!ew Nole. The Children's Intiatives and the State Board of
tp ) ’ Education bouk “"Restructuring Schaols for a Future
arents As Teachers, State of Kansas Kansas® (eference this report.
Timing is everything, and the time is now!
by Jim Mchavitl :
Those of you readers who happen 10 be in "sules”, which is my recent hackground, can appreciate those Iittle stones you
get told to ilustrate the need for ceitan: yaits” that must be cosssidnes g Lattivited for sales lo go higher

Well, it seems that there was a cenain Pharmacist who was called by a certain upset customer about how the drugaist
had talked la the customer's wile previously in the day. The druggist begaed for a chance to explain why the unfortunate
incident had occurred.

“You see Sir, my day began at home with the alarm clock picking last rught to go dead. Gelling up late there was no time
{or a shower, so | went down to get breakfast only to find my wile was ill. Setiling for cold cereal | found out there wis no
mitk. $o | went to work hungry and | frustratedly bioke the key off in the front door lock.”

" went around to the back of the drug store and broke a small window to get 1n, but 3 minules after gelting inside the
police had me “spread-eagled” on the floor. After 25 minttes of 1ecord checks and explaining that | really did own the place |
was very late to open up for business."

"When | got the cash from the money bag into the register, with customers waiting. | found | had no dimes Su. | opened
the large safe, got a rall of them out, but when | broke them open they fell alt over the fioor. Bending down to get them, |
managed to have all of them in my hand, put when | straightened up | cut my head on the open diawer and dropped them
all again!”

"And, right then....right then....is when your wite called.....and asked for instructions on how to use a rectal tharmometer!”
Timing is EVERYTHING

And, the {ime is long pasl to get our State Constitution to specify those fundamental freedoms we have as parents.

KEW-NET, INC., P.O. Box 483, WICHITA, KS 67201 (316) 838-95989
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THE IMPACT OF SCIENCE UPON SOCIETY
by Betrand Russeil, 1954
“| think the subject that will be of most importance politicaily
is mass psychology...The social psychologist of the future
will have a number of classes of school children on whom
they will try different methods of producing  an
UNSHAKABLE CONVICTION THAT SNOW IS BLACK."

‘Various results will soon be arrived at: first, that
influences of the home are obstructive. Second, that
not much can be done uniess indoctrination begins
before the age of ten,,."

“It Is for the future scienlist to make these maxims precise
and discover exactly how much il costs per head o make
children believe thal snow is black When the technique
has been perfected, cvely government that has been in
charge of education for more (han one generation will be
able to control its subjects securely without the need of
armies or policemen.”

OUR COURSE OF ACTION
by Becky Elder

Through an amendment to the Kansas Stale
Constitution, parents and guardians can
reassert those fundamental rights which are
already theirs, the rights to exercise primary
control In the upbringing and education of
their children. Raising and educating our
children is a precious freedom and a
tremendous responsibility. Many parents in our
state are ready, willing, and able to undertake
this task, These parents must find unequivocal
support from society and civil government. Al
our institutions and governments must uphold
and encourage this effort. In unison, by an
articulation of the people of this great stale,
through a constitutional amendment, we must
make plain our intentions to support those
parents and the freedom they are pursuing,
raising and educating their children as they see
fit.

As the 21st century approaches, many
institutions and their agents, both public and
private, are now using the very real and
distressing statistics of cultural disintegration as
evidence that the family has failed to carty out
this responsibility towards the children and that
parents roles must change making room for
state aid, state planning, and community
decision making in the rearing and education of
the children. Parents as partners, not as
primary_ authorities, along with public agengies
children's _appropriate future and preparation

X 316 838 9599
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LICENSING PARENTS: HOW FEASIBLE?
by Claudia Pap Mangei
An analysis of LaFollette's Licensing Parents thesis

Hugh LaFoliettc "notes that the state requires licenses for
many hazardous activities, even though denial of a license
can inconvenience, deprive of benefil, or even hann an
individual.  LoFollette concludes 1hat parenting is an
activity potentially harmitul o children ..Consequently, in
light of the apparent potential for harm, and nced for
compelence, all parents should be licensed."

He goes on to explain "Theie are many ways to rear a child
and some, though they pose no threal to & child's well-
being, may be inconsistent with community standards of
child-rearing

While  discussing enforcing the licensing of parents,
LaFollelte says, "We might nol puiish parents at all.-we
might just remove the children and pul them up for
adoplion ”

“The availabilty of reliable predictive screcning procedures
has hecen explored with focus on the identification of
abusive parents through use of demographic factors or 'at
nsk’ ciitena, screening for patential child abusers through
use of the Child Abuse Potential Inventory, and prenatal
identification of ‘high risk’ parents through use of a Family
Stress Checklst.”

The conclusion according fo the analysss is favorabie (o the
roncept of “a licensing program in which parents were
granted either regular or provisional parenting licenscs
would be morc objective, expeditious, and less costly in
lerms of both financial expenditure and individual burden
for the state and family

Family Law Quartory, Vol XX1, No. 1, Spring, 1988

FUNDAMENTAL RIGHTS OF PARENTS!

Without the fundamental rights of parents
recognized and functional, when the parent
and the state disagree on what will he a
“caring, competent and  contributing
member of society. " who will decide?
Whose  standards, whose judgment  will
peval?

The familiar thoughT that good fences make
good neighbors seems an appropriate one
as we consider the answers to questions
beiny asked by many Kansas parents. In
the interest of good government, sirong
families and a promising future in this state,
many Kansans are working to see a good
fence placed between the fundamental
rights of parents to exercise primary control
over the upbringing and education of their
children and the tawful functions of the
slate.

KEW-NET, INC., P.O. Box 483, WICHITA, KS 67201 (316) B38-9599
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DIRECTOR'S CORNER
by Jim McDavilt

| can always find a lighter side to whatever i am
doing, and a sense of humor can sustain a person
when reality seems grim. Bul, this week | spent time
in the legistature getting a feel for their reaction to 8
Kansas Constitutional Amendment and | can say
without doubt thal, as far as Kansas Educational and
Children's issues goes, the inmates have indeed
locked the doctors in the hasement and are running
the hospitall

Don't get me wrong, the legislators were very
favorable to the idea that the slate constitution lock in
the fundamental right of parents to raise their children
without government intrusion. And, a good number
could see that this might take some burden off of
them in deciding cerain issues, but the established
"industries” _of edycation and several pcrpheral
grganizations. are _ha it. Believe me, the
educational unions and the "Educrats” think
giving you the right to be the “real" parents, as
opposed to them “owning" and raising your kids
would be disaster, And they are beating up on your
legisiators.

Al of this means that you as parents arc going to
have (o raise the roof off of this. You are going to
have to call your legislator and tetl him/her that
you are in need of a written statement of your
fundamental right to be your chlid's parent.

Further. you must make it cleat_that you will nol
glve up that right to a lower level. government
employee, You must tell them that you are infinitely
more qualified and your child doesni’'t need to he
"raised” by others. And, then give your legisiator your
stories about any problems you have faced in
exercising parental rights in your child's schooll

Finally, you must ask for the peuple to have the abilty
fQ. ' ision, since the amendment goes
{o the people after it is approved by the legislature if
you DO NOT do that, you wil find your parental
pretogatives eroded to a point of non-exislence. And,
| find no humor at ail in that.

OUR CONVICTION
Fundamentai rights support the structure we call
soclety in ail it forms. Fundamental rights are
\imeless and immutabte, they have preceded all
forms of civil government and remain intact even
when men attempt to tamper and infringe upon
them. When clvilizations recognize and hold
zacred fundamental rights, those civilizations
flourlsh in freedom. When these rights are
neglected and suppressed, chaos cnsues and
collapse is Inevitable,

KEW-NET, INC.,
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GOALS 2000: EDUCATE AMERICA ACT

it is our underslanding that Senate Bill will be
introduced the last week of January. A similar bill has
already passed the House. YOU MUST CONTACT
YOUR SENATORS TODAY AND TELL THEM TO VOTE
NO!

The Pennsylvania Parents Commission has written
papers documenting facts about this program. GOALS
2000 wili mandate OBE for everyons,

Did you know? "Mrs. Clinton was a director of the pro-
OBE National Center on Education and the Economy,
which Univ. of Rochester education professor Marc
Tucker spun off trom a Carnegie study in mid-1980s.
Under Labor Dept. auspices the center sponsored a
Commission on the Skilis of the American Work Force,
with  Mr. Magaziner 3as chairman..in 1990, the
commission feleased a report, ‘America's Choice;
High Skills or Low Wages' that sought towed industoys
Total Quality Management_and education's QBE. the
report made the dubious claim that employers were
net so much concerned about basic literacy and math
skills as they were that workers have good social
attitudes, including the ability to wark in groups.
Hillary Clinton and lra Magaziner then were made co-
chairmen for implementation.”

“Mrs. Clinton also serves on the board of the New
Standards Project (co-directed by Marc Tucker), which
is developing OBE tests for the nation. The NSP's
stated objective is 'to develop a radically new
approach to the assessment of student progress that
would drive fundamental changes in what is taught
and tearned,.”

The Clintor Administration has "presented a plan to re-
authorize the $10 hillion Elementary and Secondary
Education program in such a way as to cut off funding
for any school system failing to abide by Goals
2000...the Clintonites are attempting to centralize
authority over education to an unprecedented and
dangerous degree.”

"Hushed takoover of American education” The Washington
Times, 10-25-93

5

PARENTAL RIGHTS RESTORATION ACT
AMENDMENT TO GOALS 2000

Grasoley 15 sponsoring the amendment fo (Goals

The amendment empowers parents LY requiring
knowledge and wrntlen consent before their child
participates  in activities involying  personal values,
aftitudes, beliefs. or sexual behavior. This is an attempt to
support @ senes of Supreme Court decisions that
eslablished parents with the chief responsibility for the
upbringing and educaton of their children. (he
amendment states: "Pucpuse: 1o prohibit the use of funds
for aclivities related lo a sludenl's personal values,
allitudes. beliels, or sexual behavior withoul certain
consent, notification. and access (0 information.”

Lo,

2000.

ot more information contact. Sen Charles Grassley, 135 Senate
Office Bldy, Washington, D.C. 20510

P.O, Box 483, WICHITA, KS 67201 (3186) 338-9599
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Testimony of Jim McDavitt

Senate Federal and State Affairs Committee
March 9, 1994

Proponent of SCR 1622

Thank you Senator Oleen, and members of the committee for allowing me to address you today. | am Director of
Kansas Education Watch, an organization of taxpayers, parents and professionals in education which support SCR
1622. | would briefly like to make two points regarding our request for this committee to favorably report this
resolution.

FIRST-Fundamental rights are not granted by Constitutions, they are only enumerated by Constitutions.

Like physical laws which govern our physical lives, fundamental rights are ordained by a higher power. They exist to
be discovered and acted upon by mankind, but they are not invented by us.

We take for granted that scientists are not the ones who invented the elements in Chemistry or the laws of Physics
which govern the universe. And we know that the natural laws weren't legislated in or out of existence. Any legislator
here would have a difficult time gaining support for a bill to repeal the law of gravity.

But it is a little more difficult for some to accept that fundamental rights are the same way. We are endowed by our
Creator with those rights, and only place them in our Constitution as we discover them. And it would be difficult to
imagine a more fundamental right than that of parents to direct their children's upbringing.

Point 2- They are placed in a Constitution for a reminder to those in power in government.

| believe that it is a fair statement to quote the old adage "The government that governs least governs best." It is my
belief that the founders of our country agreed with this idea. Yet an excellent case can be made for concluding that
we don't have anything close to a government that governs least today. And the people who have come to testify
here have experiences that point out why the people of Kansas need a chance to place this amendment in their
Constitution.

There are those who would argue that this right already exists in Kansas. | would say a lot of the evidence
disagrees. But it certainly cannot be argued that parenting isn't important enough to Constitutionally guarantee
parents the primary role in their children's lives.

In my personal experience with services provided to children, | have a 12 year old girl who was interviewed in school
by SRS pursuant to a complaint filed by someone else, in which a teacher had made unacceptable comments and
physical contact with her and her classmates. Even though | was not suspect in anything | was not contacted.
Further, my child was asked during the interview if she wanted to be the one to send this teacher to prison. And after
all questions about his behavior were answered, she was grilled on whether | ever did any of these kinds of
things.

Upon hearing what had happened at school, | called the investigator with SRS. | was told that they didn't have to
advise me of an interview, whether my child was a suspect or a victim, and that if my child exercised her rights to
have me present, they would take her into custody until they could arrange a time convenient for them for me to
be there. All of this when my child was guilty of no wrong. It is possible to understand, though, why a system like
SRS, which works so closely with education, is so intolerant of parental rights, when some educators will
unflinchingly say that up to 95% of all families are dysfunctional.

Time prevents my giving more examples of where the interests of parents are fast becoming secondary. | would
simply say that | ask you to give the people a chance to erect the wall this amendment can provide. It will take
humility on your part to do that. But it will also be appreciated by tens of thousands of Kansans that you did.

Thank you. M Feid v Szt
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EXERCISE C. [In each of the introductory paragraphs below,
underline the thesis sentence. Then indicate in the blank which
construction.(funnel or contrast) was used. Finally, number the
factors in the preview of main supporting points.

1. Many parents complain that their teenagers do not come to
them with their problems. These adults think that their
children are attempting to keep them “in the dark” about
their activities. Assuming that the teen has some suspicious
reasons for not coming to them with his problem, parents
blame him for the lack of communication that results.
However, the fault for the teen's hesitancy to discuss his
problems openly with his parents often lies entizely with the.

ults, because of their lack of understanding, Lheir auto-
matic distrust, and their constant preoccupation with other
ciivifies. :

Type of Introduction -.-. CM %KQSNF ........

2. Too often parents think the way to rear a child is to give him
guidance in the proper way to think and act, This “guid-
ance’' too often becomes an actual molding of his per-
sonality to.suit the parent, as is seen in parental lectures
beginning with the old cliches, “if [ were you I would. .. .”
or “When ] was your age I...." These parents, while they
may have the good of the child at heart, are nevertheless
making a grave mistake by trying to compel him to act or

" think in certain ways. Whiat the teen needs instead.is a type
of love which gives him the f Ty confidence to

develop his own opinions in matters such as religion,
moﬁhty, and choice of EnendiJ
C ontras

Type of Introduction .. o . 7020 0o
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DISTRICT INSERVICE EVALUATION

gy

JANUARY 17, 1994

SESSION #
Inadequate Excellent
1. Were the objectives and goals of this 1 @ 3 4 5
inservice activity well defined and specified? N
2. Were the objectives of the inservice activity 1 @ 3 4 5
attained?
3. Was the content of this inservice session 1 @ 3 4 5

sufficiently well organized and sequentially
developed in order to assure optimum learning?

4. Do you feel that you were prepared to @ 2 3 4 5 %
incorporate what you have learned in this v
inservice into your own assignment?

5. Was the subject matter presented effectively? 1 @ 3 4 5

6. Did the presenter exhibit knowledge of the 12 /73) 4 5
subject matter regarding his business background? :

7. Rate the materials used in this inservice I 2 @ 4 5 :
(text, film, handouts, etc.)

8. How would you rate this inservice activity? 1 @ 3 4 5

COMMENTS:

Urginally, I was disappointed with this inservice because 1 thought it was going to cover
information on Fastery Learning. This seems to beé a pertinent subject Tor the School.
Furthermore, we have heard a great deal about drug and alcohol prevention., It truly seemg
like a waste of time.

In addition to my initial reaction to the information, I have grave concerns over some of
the content Mr. Jennings brought up. We were told that as teachers we should be as
caregivers for our students because families no longer are capable or able to do a good
Job of it. Also, that 95% of our students are tramatized beyond their learning

_capabilities. PNy Question is: What credentials does a teaching certificate offer for
the art of caregiving. It seems to me that we all are human, and just because 1 happen

_to work for the state, that in itself, does not make me a better parent for each one of
my students. Also, I am a parent;I am part of a family. We may not do everything perfea

_.according to the standards of those not in my family. And, why is it necessary that my

_.family be perfect? You see, when a school offical tells me that I am not good enough
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for my own children,I become a bit defensive, And, personally, I believe rightly
so. I certainly do not want other teachers doing the caregiving for me. FPlease do
know that I do recognize the need for loving, caring, serving, and giving acts of
kindness to students. From my understanding of Mr. Jennings's message, he was not
referring to this as caregiving.

Also, I am greatly interested in knowing where and how his statistics were
formulated to determine that mirety-five percent of students are having problems
that place them "at risk." I realize Mr. Jennings was quoting information he had
gained from a Wichita School Conference., Nevertheless, 95% seems far too high,

In addition, I would like to know what Mr. Jennings's definition is of
Religious Fanaticism as well as how it is measured, He used this term as part of
our students' trama condition,

As an individual and as a teacher, I am greatly concerned about where this type
of influence is taking education for today and for tomorrow, Even though society
seems to be changing and parents are busy working away from home, some struggling to
maintain their families, many families are solid, secure, and are in control. These
families are doing a wonderful job of loving and caring for their children. As
educaters, I simply believe we need to be careful when presenting blanket statements
that include all families and all children in a negative light. If we continue to
declare all fit into a specific category, I believe more parents will be moving
their childreninto other non-public educational settings,

Thank you for giving me the opportunity to express my concerns.

Sincerely,



March 9, 1994
Chairperson Lana Oleen
Senate Committee of
Federal and State Affairs

Senator Oleen, and committee members:

The most recent issue of the Kansas School Board Journal states
that "Over the past decade, we’ve lost a lot of hope as a nation...
because of a relentless message throughout the 1980°’s that nothing
works, that we can’'t make a difference, and that we should all
withdraw from engagement in civic and community life.... But those
messages are wrong." Then it goes on to list ways that can make a
difference in the lives of children. One of those items is that
"there is overwhelming evidence about the impact of involved parents
on improved student outcomes®.

The problem with society, schools, and children, it is assumed,
is that parents Jjust don’t care. Lionel Alfred, co-chairman of the
KERA Commission stated " Parents don’t give a damn about their
children or what we do with them." Millions of dollars have been
spent on social programs to either help parents or to pick up where
they refused to fulfill their responsibilities to their children.
vYou'’ve worked hard as legislatures to find ways to meet the needs of
those children whose parents weren’'t willing to parent. Many bills
have been passed that force parents to accept responsibility. Other
bills have given over the responsibility to social agencies, or the
schools.

However, with all the care and concern, and social programs it
has become evident that the programs designed to help parents have
begun to replace parents, or at the least discourage parental
involvement. I am sure that that was never the intent of any
program, but it is happening. 1°d like to give three examples of a
parent being displaced by a program or policy. 1)A parent told me
that her 12 year old daughter came home from school and said," Mom,
in class today, (boys and girls together) we learned how to
masturbate, and where our pleasure points are." This mom was very
upset that she had no knowledge about this class information prior to
this. She said that if she had known, she could have talked to her
daughter ahead of time to help her be more understanding of and less
_ embarrassed by the material. Besides that, she commented that she
didn’t think the school’s job was to teach masturbation. 2) Another N}
parent was discouraged with the amount of homework her son was ™
bringing home and his lack of understanding of a math concept. In ?:\5
talking to the teacher she found out that the classes were shortened o
regularly to allow time for class counseling sessions. She told me 3 :
that she had nothing against the class discussions but she would have ?
liked to have been told that her child was receiving group ﬁ%
counseling. When she requested that he be allowed to work on math
(because he really needed to) in place of group counseling, she was
told that that was not . possible. Not that anything was wrong with
her child, but some children needed the counseling sessions and they
didn’t want those children to be left behind. 3)I, personally, have
experienced a taste of this. I made it a habit to attend my



children’s parties at school. I was asked to coordinate the treats
for a party for my son’s class. When I arrived with the treats, the
teacher told me thanks and goodbye. I told her I had planned to stay
for the party, and she said I didn’t need to. I told her I had
planned to stay and what could I do to help. She said " I don’t want
you to stay, because the other children might feel bad if you are the
only parent here. Goodbye". I did not feel encouraged to be more
involved!!

As a Social Worker who'’s expertise is in working with children
and families, I was really beginning to believe that Lionel Alfred
was right. I have worked for years with families to try to get them
to take the responsibility for raising their children. 1I°’ve worked
to get disfunctional families to understand how much their children
need a parent’s love, attention, and involvement with their life.
Today, I am really pleased, and filled with renewed hope, as I know
all of you must be. We have all worked long and hard to encourage
parents to become more involved with their children. I am filled
with a sense of relief that there really are parents who "do give a
damn about their children", and are taking an active role in insuring
that their children will not become a burden to the state. The
children of these parents will feel more secure and loved because of
the effort they see their parents making on their behalf. aAnd, who,
according to the KASB’s article, will no doubt do better in school
because of it.

I am here as a professional in the field of Social Work to thank
you for the opportunity you have given to parents, to express
themselves, and to encourage you to vote yes for the Parental Rights
Amendment. That action will be a vote of confidence for parents who
are fulfilling their responsibilities to their children, and will
cost nothing to implement. These people really need your
encouragement and support. In parenting classes I teach an idea
called "catch them doing good". The idea is that if you reward and
recognize those who are doing a good job, they will be encouraged to
continue. When parents who are doing a good job are supported, they
can be a role model for others, and the benefits could be reflected
across our cities and nation. G.K. Chesterton said, "We know through
history that conscience is cultivated in the family. The family
instinct is the indestructible minimum of morality, the one germ of

social consciousness." Wouldn’t it be nice if all families were
willing to cultivate morality, and social consciousness in their own
children?

All of us in the social service business and you in the
legislature have dealt with families with problems for so long, it is
a pleasant surprise to work with families who are doing a good job of
parenting and are asking for nothing but your vote of confidence.
Don’t you think?

. Thank you for your time, and all your work on behalf of the
poeple of Kansas.

Respectfully,

o A Hocheea
: /}CUL(/ . LD

Catherine L. Holthaus LBSW
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AUSTIN K. VINCENT
ATTORNEY AT LAW

2222 PENNSYLVANIA
TOPEKA, KANSAS 66605.1255
(813) 234-0022
1-800-245-68170

March 9, 1994

Senator Lana Oleen, HAND DELIVERED
Chairman, Senate Federal and State

Rm. # 136-N

Capitol Building

Topeka, KS 66612

Re: CHECK Position in support of SCR 1622 (Parents' Rights
Constitutional Amendment)

Dear Senator Oleen:

I am writing as the Legislative Liaison for the Christian Home
Educators' Confederation of Kansas (CHECK). I do not speak for
all home educators; however, CHECK is comprised of representa-
tives of thirty-seven local home education support groups
throughout the state and, to my knowledge, is the only statewide
organization serving home educators.

Home educators hold to the conviction that parents have the
responsibility to rear and educate their children. Right and
responsxblllty go hand in hand. Every objective legal student
recognlzes that parental responsibility and right is firmly
grounded in our legal herltage The roots of this responsibili-
ty/right tandem run deep in the common law, back to the writings
of William Blackstone. This principle has been restated consist-
ently by the U.S. Supreme Court. For most home educators, it
originates in the Scriptures which inform our faith.

On the responsibility side, home educators have assumed the
educational burden which otherwise would be passed onto the
state. They ask nothing in return except the liberty to continue
in their labor of love. CHECK's position is that home educators
who wish to retain that right and responsibility should not even
receive financial assistance from the state through vouchers.

That this amendment is even necessary is a reproach to our socie-
ty. We believe that we have come to that point because of the
increasingly common cry that "the State is primarily responsible
for the education of its children. This perspective has been
the genesis of one task force and proposal after another, all
seeking to increase the state's involvement with the family.

,/<¢ﬁih,az:,;2z,a¢
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The question is not whether we should protect children from
physical abuse or neglect. There is no debate on that issue.

This amendment would do nothing to obviate or weaken child abuse
laws.

Yes, there are irresponsible parents, and increasingly so. The
question is, has this malady been spawned by too much freedom, or
by a societal attitude which shuns responsibility for children?
As government makes takes more and more of the burden for chil-
dren on itself, it creates a dependency and an expectancy which

encourages irresponsibility. There is only so much authority to
go around. As the state's control waxes, that of the family
wanes. 1Is it surprising to hear the cries for taxpayer funded

parenting in the form of daycare? Where will it all stop? How
much damage to the family must be inflicted?

If you as policymakers truly wish to encourage a strong society,
you should encourage strong families. That is accomplished by

reinforcing parental right and the responsibility that accompa-
nies it.

The parental rights amendment will be a constant reminder to
legislators, executives, judges and, most importantly, to par-
ents, that the family should be and, in most cases, 1s the best

training ground and authority structure for the children that
have been entrusted to us.

T want to thank you for the precious time you have taken to read
this and to consider this important issue.

Submitted,

=

Austin K. Vincent

AKV/amv:CK-AMD21
cc: Committee Members
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ASSOCIATION

KANSAS

March 9, 1994

To: House Judiciary and Senate Federal & State Affairs Committees

From: Patricia E. Baker
Associate Executive Director/General Counsel

Re: Concerns Regarding HCR 5040/SCR 1622

Dear Committee members:

On behalf of boards of education in Kansas, I would like to ex-
press concerns regarding the possible effects of the enactment of a
Constitutional Amendment as embodied in HCR 5040 and SCR 1622.

Certainly we have no disagreement with rights of parenthood nor
with the recognition of parental responsibilities. Courts have consis-
tently upheld the right of parents to raise children and to direct
their upbringing. Wisconsin v. Yoder, 406 U.S. 205, (1972), Meyer
v. Nebraska, 262 U.S. 390 (1923), and Pierce v. Society of Sisters,

268 U.S. 510 (1925). In Pierce the United States Supreme Court

held: "Under the doctrine of Meyer v. Nebraska , {Supra.} we think

it entirely plain that (The Act) . . . unreasonably interferes with
the liberty of parents and guardians to direct the upbringing and
education of children under their control. . . The child is not the
mere creature of the state; those who nurture him and direct his desti-
ny have the right, coupled with the high duty, to recognize and pre-
pare him for additional obligations." (Portions omitted)

What more does HCR 5040 or its counterpart SCR 1622 offer than
has already been acknowledged as a constitutional right? What protec-
tion is afforded that cannot be had under current interpretation of
our Constitutions?

If, indeed, the sponsors of these measures believe that an amend-
ment to the Kansas Constitution will mark a change from current legal

interpretations, what will those changes be?
W?/ ¢/h
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From an education perspective is it fnreseen that parents may
determine whether a child attends school at all? Currently, parents
may choose public or private schools in Kansas, but the Courts have
consistently held that the State does have a compelling interest in
requiring education for all its citizens. Would this change?

Do the sponsors envision parents directing the curriculum in
public schools for their children? Would public schools be required
to meet parental wishes in each individual situation?

Are the provisions of HCR 5040 and SCR 1622 intended to override
or change the interpretation of statutes or State Board regulations on
required courses of study? On required child abuse reporting?

Our Constitution should be amended only when there is an apparent
need to rectify a past problem or to recognize new circumstances.
Parental rights are and have been consistently recognized by our
Courts. Even before the birth of this nation, such rights and atten-
dant responsibilities were recognized at Common Law.

If there is evidence that parents are being denied their funda-
mental rights in rearing children, everyone should be concerned. If
there is some other agenda implied in HCR 5040 and SCR 1622, everyone
should also be concerned.

Certainly if this Constitutional Amendment is adopted the State
and its agencies and subdivisions may look forward to a great deal of
litigation on this subject.

Thank you for your attention to our concerns. Please contact me
if I can be of any assistance in this matter.



Janice T3. MMauck, TA@

Cognitive Rehabilitation Therapist
Consultant in Adult Learning Disability

Telephone
(913) 235-2103 421 Woodlawn
Topeka, KS 66606

FEDERAL AND STATE AFFAIRS COMMITTEE
Senators:

Thank you for allowing me to speak to you to speak in opposition to SCR 1622
on such short notice. In fact, this proposed amendment just came to my attention
this morning as | was attending another meeting. ‘

My name is Janice B. Mauck, Ph.D. | reside in Topeka. | am a certified public
school teacher, and | currently work in a psychiatric setting at a local hospital.
Although | am the current president of the Topeka American Assn. of University
Women, | am speaking on my own behalf.

| am opposed to this amendment for many reasons --- most of them based on years
of experience and training. As a public teacher, | witnessed hundreds of examples of
bad parenting.--- Children who came to school improperly cared for and supervised,
often the victims of abuse, neglect, and incest. Parents were often called to respond
to questions in regard to behavior or their children's welfare. Most of the time, the
parents could not or would not assume responsibility or even acknowledge that their
children were at risk. | have personally witnessed children with filthy clothes, and
bodies who would tell me that there was no water, heat, or food in the house because
of parental neglect. Is it a parent's right to take no responsibility for these things?

s it a parent's right to tell a qualified educator that it is all right for his child to use
poor grammar because that it what is spoken in the home? s it a parent's right to
keep a child from attending school because he is needed to work in the home?

Child care workers have struggled for years to achieve the laws that are now currently
on the books in regard to child safety and welfare. Each one of these laws would

be in jeoprady and subject to constitutional review if this amendment were enacted.

| have also worked with poor parents over the past 20 years ---parents who were
addicted to drugs and alcohol, parents with severe emotional disorders. These parents
were often incapable of providing care for children, but were hostile to outside help
either because of suspicion or the fear that the child's monetary benefits might be
taken away. In turn these children grew up to continue the same patterns of distructive
parenting.

| am aware that the majority of parents want only the best for their children. They are
willing to make sacrifices to provide the best in education, health care, and emotional
and spiritual support. Values are not the issue here. Child welfare and parental
responsibility are the issues. This amendment has the potential for making it much
more difficult for the educators and child welfare workers te do their jobs. Parents'
rights are inherent. Children's rights often get tangled in legal discussions and
emotional outbursts on all sides.

African Proverb: It takes an entire village to raise a child.

Thank you for allowing me to testify.
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