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MINUTES OF THE HOUSE COMMITTEE ON JUDICIARY.
The meeting was called to order by Chairperson Michael R. O’Neal at 3:30 p.m. on February 8, 1995 in
Room 313-S-of the Capitol.

All members were present except:
Representative David Adkins - Excused

Committee staff present: Jerry Donaldson, Legislative Research Department
Jill Wolters, Revisor of Statutes
Cindy Wulfkuhle, Committee Secretary

Conferees appearing before the committee:
Representative Darlene Comnfield
Marsha Strahm, Concerned Women of America
Ruth Heithsman, Citizen
Cathy Holthaus, Citizen
Dr. Steve Abrams, Citizen
Debra Dowler, Citizen
Becky Elder, Citizen
Steve Graeber, Citizen
Mrs. T.C. Moster, Citizen
Kent & Patty Dunn, Citizens
Glenda Ryan, Citizen
Sydney Hardman, Kansas Action for Children

Others attending: See attached list

Hearings on HCR 5009 - Constitutional amendment (Kansas) regarding rights of parents for upbringing
and education of their children, were opened. :

Representative Darlene Cornfield appeared before the committee as the sponsor of the resolution. She stated
that this proposed constitutional amendment regarding parental rights would be added to the State Bill of

Rights. (Attachment 1)

Attorney, Steve Graber, Hutchinson, appeared before the committee as a proponent of the resolution. He
explained that it is important to understand that the proposed amendment does not add to existing fundamental
rights, but brings the Kansas Constitution into compliance with existing Federal Constitutional laws. The
provision which states that “parents shall have the primary control over the education and upbringing of their
children,” does nothing more than recognize the fundamental rights that parents have the primary control over
their children. (Attachment2)

Cathy Holthause, Citizen, appeared before the committee in support of the proposed constitutional resolution.
She commented that the passage of this resolution would be a vote of confidence for parents who are fulfilling
their responsibilities to their children. The most important thing parents can do is to be involved with their

children. (Attachment3)

Marsha Strahm, Concerned Women for America, appeared before the committee in support of HCR 5609,
She told the committee that this resolution is an opportunity to encourage strong families and hoid in high
regard the role parents play in the lives of their children. The family institution is the most powerful vehicle

for effecting changes in our society. (Attachment 4)

Steve Abrams, appeared before the committee as a proponent of the resolution. He stated that, in general,
most students who have problems have parents that are not involved in their everyday activities. The students
that are the best behaved tend to have a lot of involvement from their parents.

Unless specifically noted, the individual remarks recorded herein have not been transcribed
verbatim. Individual remarks as reported herein have mot been submitted to the individuals
appearing before the commitice {or ediiing or comections.
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Becky Elder, Citizen, appeared before the committee in support of the proposed constitutional amendment.
She provided the committee with a copy of The Road Goes On, a publication of the Christian Worldview

Library. (Attachment 5)

Debra Dowler, Citizen, appeared before the committee as a proponent to the resolution. She commented that
freedom to raise children from unfounded government intervention and gross abuse of position can only be
protected by an amendment to the State Constitution. (Attachment 6)

Mrs. T.C. Moiser, Citizen, appeared before the committee in support of the proposed HCR 5009. She told
the committee that parents need to be wise in raising their children because God has entrusted those children to
their care and parents must defend their family against state intervention. When parents fail in their
responsibilities, the state does need to step in to provide care and protection for the child.(Attachment7)

Ruth Heitsman, Citizen, appeared before the committee as a proponent of the constitutional resolution. She
stated that it does not take a whole village to raise children. It does not take less family and more government
agency intervention to raise children. It does not take a government partnership to raise children. It takes

loving parents. (Attachment8)

Glenda Ryan, and Kent & Patty Dunn provided the committee with examples of how they believe that
government currently has more control over their children than they do. (Attachments 9 & 10)

Jim McDavitt , Executive Director Kansas Education Watch, & Kansas Association of School Boards, did not
appear before the committee but requested that their written testimony be included in the committee minutes.
(Attachments 11 & 12)

Some committee members had concerns as to whether SRS would have to contact the alleged abuser before
they did an investigation, even if the abuser was believed to be the parent. Some members also believed that
the Kansas Constitution should not be tinkered with unless it was absolutely necessary. Other members
questioned whether the stories the conferees told were actually true.

Sydney Hardman, Kansas Action for Children, Inc., appeared before the committee with suggested
amendments. She stated that they were not opposed to the ideal of parental rights but that there are an
increasing number of children who do not have nurturing families and which are not ensured of safety and
security. (Attachment 13)

Hearings on HCR 5009 were closed.

The committee meeting adjourned at 6:45 p.m. The next meeting is scheduled for February 9, 1995.
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STATE OF KANSAS

DARLENE CORNFIELD
REPRESENTATIVE, 90TH DISTRICT
SEDGWICK COUNTY
7 WEATHERLY COURT
(316) 755-0543
VALLEY CENTER, KANSAS 67147

COMMITTEE ASSIGNMENTS

CHAIR: JOINT COMMITTEE ON PENSIONS
INVESTMENTS & BENEFITS

MEMBER: APPROPRIATIONS

SUBCOMMITTEES: BUDGET REFORM & GOVERNMENT
IMPACT
CORRECTIONS & PUBLIC SAFETY
KPERS RETIREMENT ISSUES

STATE CAPITOL—115-S
TOREKA TOPEKA, KS 66612-1504
(913) 296-7682

HOUSE OF

February 8. 1995 REPRESENTATIVES

Chairman O’Neal and members of the Judiciary Committee. It is my privilege to be the primary
sponsor of the Parental Rights Amendment that you are hearing today. I am glad to say that this
Amendment is not proposed by Lobbyists or some small special interest group. The initiators of
this legislation are the fathers and mothers statewide who are experiencing “real” usurpation of
their rights as parents in many areas by government agencies and educational systems. In my four

years serving as legislator, many, many parents have called me with stories of the intrusion of their
rights by government.

Last year when I introduced this amendment I was unaware of the nationwide movement to
enumerate this right in all state constitutions. It is further proof that this is a significant problem in

all states by numerous parents, not just a few social conservatives, as some would have you
believe.

Many parents express their uneasiness to share, as they believe no one believes them or no one is
willing to do anything for them. The worse scenario is that the parent is seen as exaggerating the
truth and perceived to be covering up the real wrong doing. The frightening thing to me is that I
am getting calls and letters daily about abuses. Let me say to those of you who have horror stories
about neglect, that I have just as many from innocent, loving parents who are being abused.

In today’s Wichita Eagle, which is the best source of mis-information said, “Were the rights of
Kansas parents to raise their children as they see fit under assault, such an addition to the
Constitution would be timely and welcome.”

Mr. Chairman THE TIME HAS COME and I would ask you to listen to the conferees we have
here today and act responsibly by reporting this bill favorable for passage.

ene Cornfield
State Representative
90th District

House Judiciary
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EDITORIALS |

Not a problem Forget parental

ne of the more touching concerns
0shown by the Republican social con-

servatives who control the Kansas
House of Representatives is for the welfare
of the litigant class. Apparently concerned
that Kansas lawyers need some economic
development, the social conservatives, led
by Rep. Darlene Cornfield, R-Valley Cen-
ter, are proposing that the Kansas Constitu-
tion be amended to guarantee parents the
right to decide how their children should
be brought up and educated.

Though they’re not openly supporting the
amendment, the organizations that repre-
sent Kansas lawyers must gleefully be an-
ticipating its adoption. Anytime you add
language to the Constitution, you create
opportunities for lawyers, through creative
use of lawsuits, to explore what that lan-
guage means — at a cost of $125 an hour
per lawyer or more.

To be fair, Ms. Cornfield and her sup-
porters would likely deny that their prima-
ry purpose in proposing the amendment,
which the House will consider today, is that
every lawyer who wants a job gets one. Ms.
Cornfield instead sees the amendment as a
“definite statement that we recognize par-
ents are the primary and premier authority
in their children’s lives.”

Were the rights of Kansas parents to
raise their children as they see fit under
assault, such an addition to the Constitution
would be timely and welcome. But Kansas

rights amendment

already recognizes that state government
should not and must never infringe on the
rights of parents to — in the proposed

amendment's words — “direct the upbring-.

ing and education of their children.”

Indeed, the state intervenes in Kansas
families in only two significant ways; by
requiring that all children receive an edu-
cation and by terminating the rights of
parents who don't or can’t care for their
children properly.

In the first instance, Kansas parents who
do not approve of the curriculum that local
public school boards make available can
legally opt out. They can send their chil-
dren to a religious school, or, if they wish,
school them at home with minimal interfer-
ence and direction from the state.

As for termination of parents’ rights, the
state, if anything, often waits too long to
conclude that parents are abusive and irre-
sponsible, and to move their children into
safer, more stable settings. Indeed, the an-
nals of the state welfare agency are rife
with reports of children who were harmed
— or even died — as a result of being left
too long with incompetent and/or abusive
parents,

The amendment, in short, is a club for
attacking a monster that does not exist.
Unless the House wants to ensure that ev-
ery Kansas lawyer, no matter how medio-
cre, never lacks a job, its members should
vote the amendment down today.
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Constitutional Protection for Parental Rights:
The Meyer-Pierce Legacy

Robert P. George and Jana V.T. Baldwin
June, 1994

[T]he custody, care and nurture of the child [should] reside first
in the parents, whose primary function and freedom include preparation
for obligations the state can neither supply nor hinder.!

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.?

For the last several decades, a significant amount of social and legal
commentary has focused on the relationship of parent to child and the family to the
state. As the economic and political life of America has changed profoundly over the
years, family law has correspondingly undergone a host of changes. Today, as a
result of the crisis confronting the American family, a scholarly, legal and public
debate rages over family policy.> "Children’s Rights" advocates argue that children
should have, and the state should recognize, greater autonomy from their parents in
deciding how to live. Indeed, some scholars and activists argue for the liberation of
children from their parents control as part of a larger attack on the institution of the
nuclear family.*

Against this backdrop, the Constitution limits the use of state power to

diminish parental rights and undermine the family. Although the Constitution does
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not deal explicitly with parental authority, the Supreme Court has specifically
recognized parental rights of custody and control. In the landmark decision of Meyer

v. Nebraska,’ closely followed by Pierce v. Society of Sisters,® the Court stated that

parents have a substantive due process right to "bring up children."” Although these
cases were handed down in the 1920s they are no mere archaisms, but rather have
withstood the test of time. Indeed, Justice Brennan has remarked of Meyer and its
progeny: "I think I am safe in saying that no one doubts the wisdom or validity of

those decisions."® The precedents Meyer and Pierce generated have further solidified

the principle that parents should have the predominant role in raising their children.
In Meyer,’ the Supreme Court held that the right of parents to raise

their children free from unreasonable state interferences is one of the unwritten
"liberties" protected by the Due Process Clause of the Fourteenth Amendment.’® The
Court invalidated a state statute prohibiting foreign language instruction to school
children, recognizing the right of German-speaking parents to have their children
taught German. The Court found that the state’s interest in encouraging American
ideals by prohibiting the teaching of foreign languages is not great enough to permit
infringement of the rights of parents to raise their children as they see fit.!! The
Court rested its opinion in large part on the rights of parents to control the activities
of their children,'? concluding that the statute was an interference "...with the power

of parents to control the education of their own.""?

Two years after Meyer, the Supreme Court in Pierce invalidated an

Oregon statute requiring parents to send their children to public school, holding that
the statute "unreasonably interfere{d] with the liberty of parents and guardians to

direct the upbringing and education of children under their control.""® Pierce made

-




clear that the constitutional rights of a parent are not limited to physical custody, but
that parents possess the right to direct their child’s "destiny."!¢

The principle enunciated by Meyer and Pierce, that parents have the

right to direct the upbringing and education of their children, has survived the many
turbulent changes of the last several decades. A line of decisions following Meyer
and Pierce further cemented the rights of parents to exercise their own best judgment

in raising their children. For example, twenty years after Pierce, the Supreme Court

in Prince v. Massachusetts'’ stated that "[i]t is cardinal with us that the custody, care
and nurture of the child reside first in the parents, whose primary function and
freedom include preparation for obligations the state can neither supply nor hinder."!®

Meyer also helped undergird the Supreme Court’s decision in Parham
v. J.R."” In Parham, the Supreme Court deferred to parents’ wishes to place their
child in a mental hospital, stating that "the law’s concept of the family rests on a
presumption that parents possess what a child lacks in maturity, experience, and
capacity for judgment required for making life’s difficult decisions.?® The Court
emphasized that simply "because the decision of a parent is not agreeable to a child
or because it involves risks does not automatically transfer the power to make that
decision from the parents to some agency or officer of the state."?!

More recently, in the prominent case of Santosky v. Kramer,* the

Supreme Court acknowledged that "freedom of personal choice in matters of family
life is a fundamental liberty" and stated that natural parents have a "fundamental
liberty interest...in the care, custody, and management of their child."? Similarly,

in Bowen v. American Hospital Ass’n,* the Supreme Court recognized "a

presumption...that parents are the appropriate decisionmaker for their infants."*



The constitutional protection of parental rights recognized by the federal
courts has been affirmed and enforced by state courts.”® The recent case of Alfonso
v. Fernandez? illustrates that the parental rights doctrine, while viable, is under attack
today. In Alfonso, parents of New York high school students challenged the New
York School Board’s condom distribution program, arguing, among other things, that
the program unconstitutionally denied parents the right to opt their children out of the
distribution program. On December 30, 1993, a New York appeals court held that
the New York Board of Education’s condom distribution program was illegal and

unconstitutional absent a parental opt-out provision. Citing Meyer and Pierce, the

court recognized that the petitioners enjoy a "well-recognized liberty interest in
rearing and educating their children in accord with their own views..." including "the
right to regulate their children’s sexual behavior as best they can..."?® The court
determined that "no matter how laudable its purpose, by excluding parental
involvement, the condom availability component of the program impermissibly
trespasse[d] on the petitioners’ parents rights" by substituting the School Board’s
judgment for the petitioners’ judgment without a compelling necessity.?

Alfonso demonstrates that the Constitution still stands as a staunch

defender of parental rights. Alfonso and its parental rights predecessors such as

Meyer and Pierce are rooted in the recognition that parents possess the right "to direct
the upbringing and education of children under their control."*

Despite the firm constitutional basis for parental rights, traditional

concepts of parental authority are under attack from private and public groups seeking
to give the state greater control of the upbringing of children, as evidenced by the

appeals in the Alfonso case. Opponents of parental rights understand perfectly well
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the significance of Meyer and Pierce as obstacles to their agenda, and the need to

undermine these precedents in order to achieve their goals.>!

In accordance with the court’s decision in Alfonso, the New York

Board of Education voted to revise the condom distribution policy to permit parents
or guardians of unemancipated students to opt their children out of the distribution
component of the program. The New York Civil Liberties Union ("NYCLU"),
however, moved to intervene in the action for the purposes of filing an appeal and
People About Changing Education ("PACE") and the Coalition For the Homeless

moved for leave to appear as amici curiae to argue in favor of reversing the court’s

ruling. These groups argued that affording "parents or guardians an ‘absolute veto’
over unemancipated minors [ability] to receive condoms [in school] impermissibly
infringes on New York City public school students’ [constitutional] rights."*> The
court denied NYCLU’s motion to intervene, and the NYCLU lost a subsequent appeal
of that denial. The New York Bar Association and the New York State Attorney
General had also moved to appear as amici curiae in favor of the NYCLU’s motion
to intervene and in opposition to the court’s ruling.

The relentless zeal with which the NYCLU (and even the State of New
York, as represented by the New York Attorney General), sought to overturn the
court’s ruling in Alfonso makes clear that the right of parents to make substantive
choices regarding their children’s education and moral upbringing remains in
jeopardy.

In short, the protection of parental rights should not have to be achieved

on a piecemeal basis through unpredictable and expensive court challenges. The
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i1,

constitutional mandate articulated by Meyer and its progeny is clear: The right of

parents to direct the upbringing and education of their children shall not be infringed.

Robert P. George is an Associate Professor of Politics at Princeton University, and a Presidential

Appointee 10 the U.S. Commission on Civil Rights. He is the author of Making Men Moral: Civil

Liberties and Public Morality (Oxford University Press, 1993). Jana V.T. Baldwin was counsel for

plaintiffs in Alfonso v. Fernandez, the December, 1993 decision which overturned New York City’s

condom distribution policy.
The views expressed in this memo are those of the authors, and do not necessarily reflect the

views of other organizations with whom they are affiliated.
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Pierce v. Society of Sisters, 268 U.S. 510, 535 (1925).

For commentary discussing the difficulties facing today’s family, see generally, Giving Children a
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THE BASICS
By Steven W. Graber
The technical legal term for the civil rights issues raised in
the Weaver incident is the term ’‘fundamental rights’. This term
has nothing to do with the term "fundamentalist" the favorite
whipping boy of the press when it tries to discount positions that
vary’from those of 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 a building would
collapse. The term ’tradition" does not mean, simply, 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 Declaration 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 soul of the nation.
Several of these basic inalienable rights are at issue in the
1 House Judiciary

2-08-95
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evidence that follows. We quote some court language and as you
study Volume I you should 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 prohibitions on the governmment. They prohibit
the government from entering certain areas. The areas set out in
the Billvqf 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. ~or 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 Sigtexs, 268 U.S. 1070, 1078, (1925). Citing Mever 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 1life, to acquire useful
knowledge, to marry, establish a home and bring up
children, to worship God according to the dictates of his
own congcience, and generally to enjoy those privileges
long recognized at common 1law in the pursuit of
happiness. Id. at 1045.

Further, the Court reaffirmed tﬁat,

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
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in Board of Education v. Barmette, 319 U.S. 624, (1943), when it

considered whether a statute mandating students participate in the
flag salute was constitutiomal. In deciding that such coercion
could not be sustained, the Court said:

If there ig 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 wupon 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, aé indeed we have been in the recent paét,
of quoting o0ld law, make note that constitutional truths are
doctrines that impact all factual situations and do not change just
for factual convenience. So, we find the above doctrines being

reaffirmed as recently ago as Planned Parenthood v. Casey, 112

3




S.Ct. 2791 (1992). The Due Process 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 FAIRNESS OF

THE PROCEDURES USED TO IMPLEMENT THEM" cf. Daniels v. Williamg,

474 U.S. 327,331, 106 S.Ct. 662,665 (1986). "Thus all fundamental
rights comprised within the term 1liberty are protected by the

Federal Constitution from invasion by the States." Whitney v.

California, 274 U.S. 57 373, 47 S8.Ct.641, 647, (1927). Casey, Id.

p. 2804. The most familiar of these substantive Liberuvies 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 *-hat there is a
realm of personal 1liberty which the government may not enter.

Cagey, 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 one thing as yéu 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 origing that includes a Creator
or not, the point is made that these wunalienable rights are
inherent in the human being. They come with the package.

They are t_neless in that they transcend every form of
government whether a dictatorship or democracy or a monarchy. They
do not emanate from the state, they are "self evident". Therefore,
whether we have a king or president, and regardless of who is
president, basic fundamental rights are beyond tampering, beyond
regulation, and beyond legislation of any sovereign. 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 of

governmental responsibilities cannot impact on fundamental rights
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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"
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 arbitrarily
diluted by any source other than the BeneZactor.

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

instituted to "secure" these inalienable rights to The People.



TESTIMONY 7C HOUSE JUDICIARY COMMITTEE
RE: PARENTAL RIGHTS AMENDMENT
BY CATHERINE L. HOLTHAUS LBSW
FEBRUARY 8, 1995

Representative Michael 0’Neal, and Members of the committee;

I would like to address the committee from the viewpoint of one who
has worked in the field of "children and families" for 15 yvears. My
goal as a Social Worker is to protect children and help families stay
intact and healthy by teaching them to be caring, nurturing parents
who are willing to put out the energy it takes to actively parent. I
want families to be independent, responsible, giving, and successful,
and not addicted to social assistance programs. The reason is
because those who become dependent on the "welfare" system tend to
pass the addiction on to their offspring, and it becomes an unending
cycle. My experience in working with foster children, teen
pregnancy, and children in the classroom setting has allowed me to
personally observe this fact.

However true this may be, I have found that there are many more
children who are being hurt by the system (government intervention).
There are now so many "social programs" being mandated by the federal
and state government that it has become government intrusion into the
lives of healthy children and their families. At the Governor’s
Conference on Education in 1990, it was stated that "schools have
become social agencies". Former Secretary of Education, Lamar
Alexander endorsed school involvement with families from "bivth to
death". These statements express an assumption that all families are
dysfunctional and need government intervention BEFORE they ever do
anything that causes one to think they might need some help.

In a recent newspaper article, a PTO was recognizing the hard work of
teachers. It stated, "...the reality of conducting school has grown
out of proportion to the original idea of school. School today
includes more than the basic learning for a child. It includes
planning his or her recreation, planning his or her food, planning
patterns of behavior and directing the capacity to get along with
others. The task is large, but our teachers are working hard at it
and need help from parents, and others in the community. Teachers
know that education has a broader meaning than it once did, and that
they have become the planter of seeds of knowledge, the tillers of
talents, and the builders of responsible citizens." Maryeville
Advocate, Novembery <, 1993, !
As you can see, the school has virtual'y taken over every aspect of
parental responsibility, for every chiid,- ~-t Jjust for the abused,
or neglected child. There are no seperate programs for healthy
children from healthy families. Healthy children receive the same
"medicine” as the dysfunctional children, which includes counseling,
sex education, drug education, meditaion, and behavioral modification
techniques. Children who do not want to be involved in these
(cont.)
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types of programs, and would like to spend more time learning
academics have no option. These are required classes.

Other programs include: early intervention, with plans for every
child to have a state assigned mentor; involvement with a child
before it’s born; required comprehensive health exams tp provide
early identification of education, health, social, or emotional
problems; breakfast; lunch, after-school care and snack: daycare;
drug and alcohol education; sex education; AIDS education:
counseling; summer programs; parent education; and medical services.
Most of these are required during the school year and STRONGLY
pressed upon parents. '

Many of these programs deal with family beliefs, privacy of the
family, privacy of the child, private thoughts of the child,
attitudes of one towards the other, family habits and behaviors, and
how the child feels about those things. According to Steven Kosser,
a licensed clinical psychologist, "these type of questions are used
in psychotherapy. When used by amatuers or given haphazardly on the
pretense of education, they can cause psychological harm to
children®.

A mother told me her 5th grader (age 11) came home from school and
informed her that "Today in class we learned where our sexual
pleasure points are." The parent’s comment to me was "I didn’t even
know she was in a sex education class. I wish the school would have
informed me, so I could have prepared her or removed her."

Another mother told me of her 2nd grader coming home with a picture
he had drawn of getting a spanking. He said they were supposed to
think of a time when they felt bad and draw it. When asked when he
had received a spanking he said " don’t you remember when I was
little (age 4) and you spanked me when I broke that window?" The
boy clearly had to think hard about a time when he felt bad to think
back 4 years, but it was a class assignment and he was compelled to
do it.

Children as young as 3rd grade are taught in Sex Education about
mutual masturbation, vaginal sex, oral sex, and anal sex. They often
see movies that parents would never let them watch at home. Children
mature at different levels and have different needs and to subject
them in class groups to issues they aren’t ready for is a question-
able practice that parents should have a say in.

There is clearly an opinion that parents are not capable, and that
the school (or government) must be the determiner of a child’s
well-being. A counselor legally can see a child several times before
parents are even told that their child is seeing a counselor. The
Kansas State Board of Education has OUTCOMES for young children ages

birth through 8 years. Outcome 8 states: “"Families will have the
parenting skills and knowledge of resources they need to ensure thg
well-being of their children." In other words, the state will decide
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how parents should parent THEIR OWN CHILDREN and what resources they
should be involved with.

In 1970, Urie Bronfenbrenner did a study comparing the Russian way of
childrearing to the American way. Russian schools had all control
over the children, and they lived together in collectives with
parental visiting hours. He observed a change in the new generation
of young mothers who had been raised in institutions where parents
were considered "partners", but were not allowed to fulfill parental
roles or responsibility. Traditional nurturing was provided by the
collectives. Posters covered the walls emphasizing "collaboration
with their group" and ‘“appropriate group behavior". He was “struck"
by the change of parental response to children.

"The plane was leaving Tashkent fovy Alma-ata in a few moments .
Aw I stepped aboard, I saw an empty seat next to a young mother with
her baby, and seized the opportunity. The child was aboult 6 months
of age. I wae struck by the way in which the mother held it--the
infant's upper body away from her own. There was more of the
unexmpected to follow. Ae we gol into conversation, the child began
Lo fuss: the mother without tuvning her head, plumped a chocolate
into the baby's mouth and continued to talk about herself. page 3

She and her husband were students. She was a chemist, and he a
mathematician. The little girl kept fussing, but the mother did not

wpeoak to her ov even pull her clowse. I had to suppress an lmpulse to
take her up myself. The inhibition was strongly reinforced by what
was happening. Every time the child whimpered, another chocolate had

boen popped into her mouth o that by now her face, arms, and dress
were streaked with brown. S$till the mothery did nothing.

I reoached into my pocket...and took out a "wash and dry". I
explalined it e purpose and offered it to my companion. "Spasibo" she
gald with & smile, and undoing the wrapper and sniffing the
fragrance, proceeded, with slow, measured strokes, to wipe her own
by ow. )

I learned later the purpoge of her Jourmney. In Tashkent where
ghe and her husband lived, there were no places left in public
nurser iews. The gituation in Alma—-Ata wag far better, and she waw
Flying therye to enroll her baby. BSome relatives were living there.
"Bewidoeg 1t was only a couple hours by Jjet o that i1t would be eawsy
Lo gelt wup to see the baby on occasional weskends ., A World of Two
Childhoods, by Urie Bronfenbrenner .

It is my professional opinion that this is the direction that the
state of Kansas is heading~- not by purpose--.but because the state
is so focused on meeting the needs.of the few who do need help that
it is hurting the many who do not need state intervention. Contrary
to popular belief most families are NOT dysfunctional. If this were
true, than most of you on the sommittee would be dysfunctional, also,
since you all are from a family.
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G. K. Chesterson said, "Whatever inspiration or idea we trust as a
substitute for the family becomes a cold temple. The builders of
that cold temple shall see his folly, the gradual dehumanization of
his own children before his own eyes."

Government spending on social programs has gone from $143,725 billion
to $787,000 billion in the past years, and yet we have more social
problems than ever before.

The majority of Kansans are functioning, caring, responsible,
involved families whose taxes help to fund the programs that I
mentioned that are to aid the non-tax paying persons. It is my Jjob
to help these types of families. sadly, healthy families have no say
about whether their own children participate in such programs, or
receive my "help" in the classroom. These children deserve the
support of each of you on this committee by way of your supporting
their parents in decision making rights and responsibility. Please
support the Parental Rights Amendment.

Thank you for your consideration and help.




(ONCERNED
Dr. Beverly LaHave ~ @MEK Cathy Holthaus”
President )IMERICA Area Representative
C e ————

Testimony on HCR 5009 before the House Judiciary Committee
By Marsha Strahm, Legislative Liaison, CWA of Kansas

Mr. Chairman, Members of the Committee:

Concerned Women for America (CWA) is a pro-family women's organization with over
600,000 members nationally and approximately 10,000 state-wide members. Concerned
Women for America is structured to give women and men across the country a voice at
both the national and state levels; turning the concern they have into productive
action by working to preserve, promote, and protect traditional values regarding public
policy issues. We do so not because we are "old-fashioned" or because we long for
"the good old days", but rather because these values are enduring, and timeless, and
because they work.

Last year seven states introduced Parental Rights Amendments. At least twelve
additional states are certain to introduce this important amendment in 1995, with
efforts for sponsors underway in 27 more.

There are many negative influences on families today, but perhaps the most
dangerous is the pervasive attempt by government to micro-manage every aspect of
family life.

Through tax policies, government is forcing parents to spend less and less time
with their children, then riding to the rescue with every conceivable social service
to replace the absent parent. Though many parents may be unaware of it, their rights
are quietly being undermined through government initiatives, particularly education
bureaucracies.

Some states now allow public schools to send students off-campus for psychological,
reproductive and other types of counseling without their parents knowledge; schools
distribute contraceptives and condoms against the expressed will of parents; legislators
and school officials are actively lobbied to mandate values-neutral, contraceptive
based sex-education; and state agencies and commissions are recommending that legisla-
tures mandate in-home visits and/or in-home parent training by the state.

It has been noted that widespread loss of the role of the family leads to the
deterioration of society and the eventual collapse of a nation. The "experts" have
had thirty years to test their education and child-rearing theories. During thirty
years of education "reform", the United States has slipped from first in the world in
science and math to the lowest scores of the industrialized nations. According to the
Census Bureau, the United States now has the highest divorce rate in the world, the
highest teen pregnancy rate, the most abortions, the highest percentage of children
raised in single-parent homes, the highest percentage of violent deaths among the young,
and a male homicide rate which is five times greater than any other developed country
except Mexico. 4,000 years of human history testifies that it takes strong families,
not government intervention, to rear successful, productive citizens. It is for this
reason, that CWA joins with other pro-family groups to support the Parental Rights
movement.

Concerned Women for America of Kansas -~
PO, Box 1 * Sencca, KS 66338 + Phone (913) 3362001 House Judiciary
2-08-95
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By recognizing parental responsibility and the right of parents to teach and
train their children in their own values rather than the values of the state, the
Amendinent assures religious freedom and pluralism.

The Amendment is not intended to be a legal sanctuary for those parents who
have violated their responsibilities. Child abuse and child neglect are criminal
offenses and override any claim in the name of parental rights.

The United States Supreme Court has consistently affirmed parental rights.
The Amendment would give parents an effective legislative vehicle to ensure that
their rights are respected by governments at all levels.

The Parental Rights Amendment would help to assure that public policy be
supportive rather and harmful to family integrity and would serve to be a
catalyst to help revitalize our culture.

Certainly much more could and should be said in the way of public discourse
regarding parental involvement and commitment to our families.

CWA of Kansas would respectfully urge you to act favorably on HCR 5009 and

thereby allow the people of our state to acknowledge and reaffirm their fundamental
rights and obligations relative to parenting.

Thank you for your consideration.
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Dr. Beverly LaHaye ’\ U b OMEN :
President Cathy Holthaus
Ay Area Representative

Traditionally, U.S. law and the various institutions operating under the auspices of the
state have recognized the inherent right of parents to direct the care, upbringing and
education of their children without interference by the state. A number of Supreme Court
cases have reinforced these rights. The most important cases, Meyer v. Nebraska (1923)
and Pierce v. Society of Sisters (1925), are discussed at length on the accompanying
report, Constitutional Protection for Parental Rights: The Meyer-Pierce Legacy by
George and Baldwin. The following are highlights from seven Supreme Court cases
upholding the rights of parents.

1923: Mever v. Nebraska The Court invalidated a state law which prohibited foreign
language instruction to young school children for the reason that the law did not
promote education, but arbitrarily and unreasonably interfered with the "natural
duty of the parent to give his children education suitable to their station in life.”
The Court established that the liberty protected by the Fourteenth Amendment due
process clause included "the right of the individual to establish a home and
bring up children . . and, generally to enjoy those privileges long recognized at
common law as essential to the orderly pursuit of happiness by free men."

1925: Pierce v. Society of Sisters the Court struck down an Oregon law which required
every child to attend public schools. ol |

"The fundamental theory of liberty upon which all governments in this Union
repose excludes 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 cregture 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."' ,

Concerned Women for America of Kansas
PO. Box 4+ Sencea, RS 66538 ¢ Phone (913) 336-2001] L{ -5




1968: Ginsberg v. New York The Court upheld a New York law making it illegal to sell
pornographic magazines to persons under seventeen years of age. The Court
identified several justifications for the restrictions, including an assertion that

"eonstitutional interpretation has consistently recognized that the parents’ claim
to authority in their own household to direct the rearing of their children is
basic in the structure of our society." '

1972: Wisconsin v, Yoder The Court upheld parental claims, based on grounds of both
religious freedom and parental rights, to exempt.children from state compulsory
education laws as applied to children beyond the eight grade. The Court indicated
that the state may not interfere with the First Amendment freedoms of parents
unless there is "harm to the physical or mental health of the child or to the
public safety, peace, order, or welfare. . . . The religious freedom claim in Yoder
was buttressed by the "history and culture of Western Civilization [which] reflect
a strong tradition of parental concern for the nurture and upbringing of their
children."

1977; Moore v. City of East Cleveland The Court struck down a housing ordinance
limiting occupancy of a dwelling unit to only members of a traditional nuclear
family, thus excluding a grandmother and her two grandsons who were cousins
rather than brothers, Justice Powell noted:

Our decisions establish that the Constitution protects the sanctity of the family
precisely because the institution of the family is deeply rooted in this nation's
history and tradition. It is through the family that we inculcate and pass down
many of our cherished values, moral and cultural,

1979: Parhamv. J.R. Chief Justice Warren Burger wrote for the majority opinion:

"Qur jurisprudence history has reflected Western civilization concepts of the
family as united with broad parental authority over minor children . . . The
law's concept of the family rests on a presumption that parents possess what a
child lacks in maturity, experience, and capacity for judgment required in
making life's difficult decisions. More importantly, historically it has been
recognized that . . . parents. . . act in the child's best interest. . . The stafist
notion that government power should supersede parental authority in all cases
because some parents abuse_and ect children i nant to rican

fradition."
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1982: Santosky v. Kramer This case dealt with the termination of parental rights. The
Court noted that few forms of state action are both so severe and so irreversible.

Thus, the Court said parental rights cannot be terminated based on the evidentiary
standard of a preponderance of the evidence, but rather the state must support its
allegations by at least "clear and convincing evidence."

The fundamental liberty interest of natural parents in the care, custody, and
management of their child does not evaporate simply because they have not been
model parents or have lost temporary custody to the State.

In recent years, there has been a subtle shift in the way the Court has viewed the
relationship between public schools and students. Historically, it was assumed the school
operated in loco parentis (in the place of the parent), and that its authority was the
delegated authority of the parent and should never contradict the authority of the parent.
As compulsory education laws have proliferated, the Court in recent years has enabled
schools to undergo a metamorphous from protector of parents rights to protector of the
interest of the state.

— It appears the authority of the school began this shift in the 1960s when the Court

"% recognized independent civil rights for students, thus putting the school in the position of
the state in ensuring these civil rights for students. (See In re Gault 1967, which
established the principle that minor children may not be denied basic rights in juvenile
court proceedings; Tinker v. Des Moines 1SD which found that the First Amendment
rights of three students had been violated when they were suspended from school for
wearing black armbands to protest government policy in Vietnam; Goss v. Lopez 1973,
which held that students facing temporary disciplinary suspensions from public school
are entitled to such due process protections as prior notice and an opportunity for a
hearing.)

From this point forward, the case law on student/parent/state rights is somewhat

_schizophrenic.  Planned Parenthood v. Danforth overtumed the parental consent
requirement of a Missouri abortion statute, while H.L. v. Matheson upheld a Utah statute
requiring notice to a minor patient's parents prior to an abortion. In Matheson, Justice
Burger commented, "It is cardinal with us that the custody, care and nurture of the child
reside first in the parents, whose primary function and freedom include preparation for
obligations the state can neither supply nor hinder."

Thus, parents now find themselves in need of clarifying statutes to ensure their right to
raise their children without interference from the state. |

[12/94; Pr-Rts3)
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-Editor’s Note The followmg article is
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Jusﬁce recently mmled out some 17, 000
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abducted children cases. The mailing
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ammano‘ ""’masposible The "

7‘4‘”11‘ »

clulﬂmw‘“ mgsi

wo‘§ m‘z‘g i #RIT
fromanotherl
maymmupcmthe
or even a child R'ho‘ﬁ‘asretnmedor '
been concealéd by parents.”

A Onthef’:icedflt ‘such advice
is fine aid probably p ridént. There are
in falt lots of msecmwhcﬁ'parents
abuse, abdict, abandon or even Kill
thelrownchrldren. Buttiﬁ%ni‘aybe '
more lurkmg behmd the apparently

ﬁfi anes
o -\\‘ g,‘;n { 35 ‘; g Ay e

Theanmu Worldunvubraymmdu
"bdwftbdadlunmnbeb'nlfmdby&e
Chiurch of Jesus Christ as She applies Biblical
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He returns by exercising Biblical asthority over
His creation through the ordained institutions of
Jamily, church and civil government: THE ROAD
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sensible advice offered by the manual.
One of the crusades of certain
movements on th e extreme lefl in re-
cent years has n to cast doubt upon
the whole eoncept ‘of the traditional ~
family and o cast suspicion upon the.
parents of children. ’I'here are cases on
record where "child abuse" has merely
served z as an excuse ‘for the state in the
form of socxal workers and counselors,
to intrude mto the pnvate “affairs of the
family and usurpauthonty over chil-
dren, therr rearmg and their education.
There are also cases “on record in which
parents have lost custody of their own
children because the /. ghose to raise the

child in 'é;gis of wbr the state, in the

guise jusi mentloned, dldn't approve.
Unusual rg}lgxous yractxces _dletary

habits, educational practices in 1 the .
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appropnate Bgt Polly in Cali-
fornia was gg&krdnapped and murdered
bya relatrve, but Sy aviolent convict
w1th a record who had been
paroled by the state, "Anthony
Williams, an }-yeur—old child in the
District of Columpxa kldnapped by an-
other: ex-eon last month, was not a vic-
tim of his parents erther, nor were thou
sands of other children victimized by
criminals whom the state refuses to
keep locked up or whom it lets out of
jail as soon as possible. ..

The lef}. is able to gain credi-
bility in its crusade precisely because it
exploits such atrocities as those in
South Carolina and Florida to buttress
its dubious claim that the traditional
family is obsolete and that leaving the
reanng of chrldren to their natural par-
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ents exposes the kids to brutality and
backwardness. The Clinton adminis-
tration and the Justice Department un-
der Janet Reno are lousy with leftists of
this kidney, and since the department
contracted with the National Center for
Missing  and Exploited Chtldren, which
also tends to lean in tlus drrectton, to
produce the manual in quesnon, it'sa
fair inference that the manual may be
pushing a hidden agenda and trying to
conscript local polrce agencies into 1ts
crusade S daiasd mz FETE v AL

" There are however }00d
things about the manual, espemally its
advice that "law enforoement agencres ’
respond to every report ofa mrssmg
child as if the child s il immediate
danger.” In the case of Antliony’
Williams, the Washfhgton police ap-
parentlydtdn'ttakethafhne,and -
tragedy might well Tiave ensued had it -
not been t‘or the x:issr“'('iuous sedfch eﬂ'orts
prrvately org ony’s b
mother, Tt no do&gs 4 £00d idea to
search the child's hoiise and quiz the
child's parents mlatrves to“ﬁnd out '
exact.ly whai mrght happer ed to
the CHild and where“ff'he“ Wply’ rdii
off, he Thight have goﬂe 1 don't
have to leap to suspicions about parents
or the relévance of the traditional fam-
ﬂytotakesuehmeasures N e

If that's affthefiew manial
seeks to do, fine, but thgb Clinton-Reno
concept of justice has 5o often in the
past turned out fo be notltmg more than
the most ‘naked effort to seize power
over parents, familiés and pnvate social
institutions that cmzens as well as po-
lice officers need to raxse an eyebrow at
the department's apparent eagerness to
put mom and dad in the police’ line-up.
Reprinted from Thé ‘W'ashmgton Times,
National Weekly Edmon November
21-27, 1994 P
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a mmonty report ‘ "Sure?ir 1fGod is

Don’t Forget:
'God & Government
Thursday Evenings

7:00 p.m.
Beginning January 19

T il

I I I I

Moses, Joshua, AAPS,
. .and
The House of
Medicine

L L. S
o T
T

Editor’s Note: 'Thts address was giveh
by Charles W. McDowell, Jr., M.D., at

the 51st annual meeting of the Associa-

tion of American Physicians and Sur-.
geons on October 14, 1994, immedi- '
ately aftér the. death knell of the na-
tional healthi care “plan had rung in the
103rd Congressional session. ;

" It was the AAPS and in particular,
their executive director, Jane Orient,
who had initially cast doubt on the le-
gality of Hilla C'Imton s healthcare
task force that had been meetmg and
planmng in secret. By bnngmg this to
the attention of the judicial aulhontles
MPS was ablé (o pry into trplms of

the taszlgbrcg 'gngi se to fgﬁﬁ" hc

m.nht

the strategres and th e mean i;r;g
thcare

the mgeb et % lhe nahonahzanon of
medicine in this coun —

In the foIIomng remarks Dr Mc—
Dowell expresses his segttments ‘about
the battle in the medrcaljeld but the .
wisdom and encouragement set jbrth
could just as well be used. d for the bat-
tles in educatzon "One person’s tenaczty
will always 1 make a dmference and one
person’s fazth will always be a witness .
to motxvate others We hope that as the
new year commences these words will
help you and your family take up your
daily roufine with great understandmg
of its necesszty and its. qﬂecaveness

- UM ) .
Dr Jordan scheduled tlus

tlme for IEI‘SOnal I‘Cmarks ﬁ'Om t_he Can

President. . I have thought a great deal
of what to say to vou today and it is
very personal. '

.. AAPS has gone through an in-
terestmg year. We find ourselves em-
broiléd in a law suit against the White
House and the Justice Diepartment.

Physicians are awakening.and looking -

those " A

to AAPS for direction. We are being
quoted in newspapers, TV, and radio.
The concept of high-deductible insur-
ance with Medical Savings Accounts is
actually being debated in the local,
state and national forums. -

Our board has been active to
say the least and faced with serious,

: soul-searchmg questions. They have

performed willingly and well in my
opinion. They are a credit to you who
vpted them this position of responsrbﬂ-
ity.

.. .Well, what do Moses, Joshua,
and therr relatronshrp to God teach us
about AAPS and why we find ourselves
in our present posmon? %,‘;

o When Moses ledthe Israelites
outongypt, aﬁerGodhadmadea dis-
tinct impression on. Pharoah, he led
them to the land that God had promised
Abraham and his descendants
As they were porsed on the

RN

banks of the Jordan Rrver, Moses sent

from each

mme back
said thit

with us, noonecanstanda us."

.. . .God was angry he Israclites
for not having fatthmllimandde— ;
clared that none but Joshua and Caleb
would ever see the promrsed land. So
the Israelites wandered in the wilder-
ness for forty years until all the elders
who had disobeyed God s will for them
had dred -

;- After Moses dled, Joshua led
the remammg Israelrtes across the Jor-
dan River and captured the promised
land. )

.. . The trip from Egypt to the Jor-
dan Rtver crossing takes less than two
weeks, but failure to obey.the principles
that God had given them caused many
of them to wander for forty years and
never sée the land of Abraham.

As I see it, the House of
Medicine is much like-the spies who
first looked at the promised land and
saw a foe too great«foﬁhem We know
that all of the many medrcal organiza-
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tions, except AAPS, and a few others
have compromised the principle of Hip-
pocratic Medicine on the altar of apa-
thy, on the slippery slope of expedi-
ency, to the siren of power, for a seat at
the table, or at the worst for the mone-
tary imperative. This may sound harsh,
but no matter how you sugar coat it the
facts bear it out. I believe that many or
perhaps most physicians don't agree
with their organizations.

AAPS was founded 51 years
ago on the principle of freedom in
medicine. We embrace the Oath of
Hippocrates that places the patient in
charge of medical decision making,
with the physician acting as his ally,
Most importantly, the physician an-
swers to no one other than the patient.
This is Private Medicine.

" This principle has led AAPS
in the past, leads now, and must lead in
the future. Our members join AAPS
because they know where we stand.

Not everyone agrees with us, but every-
one, including those actively opposed to

__us, knows we stand by our beliefs and
w111 fight for them.

For me, the principles are
founded in the Scriptures. Many
lessons from both the Old and New
Testaments serve as my guide.

When we are unsure or faint of
heart, Nino Camardese reminds us that
God and one are a majority.

Moses told the Israelites before
Joshua led them across the Jordan:

DEUT 7:17-18 "If you should
say in your heart, These nations are
greater than I; how can I dispossess
them? You shall not be afraid of them;
you shall well remember what the
LORD your God did to Pharoah and to
all Egypt."

God had put the big hurt on
Pharoah and gave us a very clear pic-
ture of what a mighty God He is.

' The House of Medicine is
floundering. It is without values and is
addicted to the opiate of membership at
any cost. This latter point is accentu-
ated by the paradox that when the orga-
nization becomes more important than
the profession (and its principles), it is
doomed to shrivel and die. The more it

strives to be all things to all people, the
more poorly it is defined.

AAPS articulates and fights
for what we believe is right and what,
in their heart of hearts, almost all
American physicians believe.

It is because AAPS is different
that we find ourselves in our current
position. y

H’ow are we dlfferent?

Our entry into our current law-
suit against Hillary Clinton and the
Health Care Task Force is a good ex-

ample. An observer of the Washington

scene felt that the Health Care Task
Force violated the Federal Adwsory
Committee Act, known as FACA,

~ Your board almost two years
ago voted to proceed on the course of
holding the government to obeying its
own laws by filing a law suit asking
that the Task Force be declared a
FACA committee. n

"A'FACA committee must open

all its meetings to the public, divulge
who the committee members are, and

‘assure 4 balanced representatton of dif-

fering points of view,

Our small orgaMhom hold- ;

ing to a principle, has caught the gov-
ernment in a snare of desperate fabrica-
tions, side stepping, and casual disre-
gard of the truth, time and time again.
No one could have expected this suit to
be timed and orchestrated to meet the
needs of the health-care debate in the
public and in Congress in the way that
it has.

Our board was faced with an
offer by the Justice Department to settle
the suit. It was necessary for us to ex-
plore the possibility of settlement. The
terms of the settlement offer are or-
dered confidential by Judge Royce
Lambert at this time. Suffice it to say
your board voted to not accept the set-
tlement offer, again on the basis of
principle, although some experts ad-
vised us to do the opposite. Present cir-
cumstances make that decision look
very good. I feel without question the
Hand of the Lord is guiding the way for
AAPS.

I feel He blesses our principles
and our dependence on Him in seeking

His wisdom and discernment. How-
ever, the battle is not over.

This scripture was given me
by my pastor. He called when he was
on vacation, and said that the Holy
Spirit pressed it upon his heart for me
to hear it. This was during our most
difficult moments of the settlement con-
ferences.

JOSHUA 1:7 "Only be strong
and very courageous; be careful to do
according to all the law which Moses
My servant commanded you; do not
turn from it to the right or to the left, so
that you may have success wherever
you go." G e
1:8 "This book of the law
shall not depart from your mouth, but
you shall medxtate onit day and night,
so that you may be careful to do accord-
ing to all that is wntten in it; for then
you will make your way prosperous
and then you will have success."

1:9 "Have Lnot commanded
you? Be strong and ¢ oourageous' Do
‘not tremble or be dlsgnayed, for the
““LORD your God is w1th you wherever
you go."

We do not know where the

 corporate actions of the-House of -

Medicine may lead our profession. We
may wander in the wilderness before
~we are led across our own Jordan River.
" Butlet us join Joshua and Caleb in our

"minority report" so asto be ready to
lead medicine on the true path Cross-
ing over the Jordan was just the begin-
ning for the Israelites as it will be for
us. We will need to be vigilant, stead-
fast, and faithful to our cause.

The prophet Jeremiah said
years ago what is too true today:

. JEREMIAH 9:23 "Thus says
the LORD, Let not a wise man boast of
his wisdom, and let not the mighty man
boast of his might, let not a rich man
. boast of his riches;"

9:24 "But let him who boasts
boast of this, that he understands and
knows Me, that ] am the LORD who
exercises loving kindness, justice, and
righteousness on earth; for I delight in
these things, declares the LO

I leave you with one last point.
For me it is one of the hardest to obey.
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This comes from the prophet Isaiah:
Yet those who. wait for the
LORD ‘ g
Will gain new strength;
They will mount up w1th
wings like eagles, RS
They will run and not get
tired, R
They will walk and not be-
come weary.

the last year and God bless you.
Reprinted with permission from the As-
sociation of American’ Physicians and
Surgeons. For moreinformation on the
AAPS write 1601 North Tuscon Blvd.
Suite 9, Tuscon, AZ 85716 1-800-635-
1196. B

Kot e

Thank you for’ your support for

What’s News at the
LIBRARY?

New Classes Have Started

With the commencement of 1995 we
are off to a fast start with the classes be-
ing offcred at the Library. We arc very
gratified by your response and will
strive to provide you with excellent in-
siruction at a cost from which we will
all benefit.

Thanks to Quf teachers, Hilda Kil-
groe in Art and Spanish, Brian Ander-

. son in Fitness, Betty Evans in Ballet and

James Stivers in the evening God &
Government class. And many thanks to
Love Box for giving us room in the Fit-
ness Center Come join us.

Usbome Books.. Galore !

with the introduction of a great selec-
tion of books from Usborne Publishers.
We are trying to find the topics and ti-
tles that interest and benefit you. If you
don’t find something you were looking
for on the shelf, let Joyce know. And
don’t forget that Deb Shelley’s Curricu-
lum Corner is helping us pick and
choose between many useful options.
What a benefit to be able to see before
we buy!

Oh, no...Higher Postal Rates...
, . Again

Thanks to the United States Postal
Service, and in the interest of putting
more resources in the Library, we re-
gret that we will have to-make the Road
Goes On an every other month publica-
tion. When the rates go back down,
we'll go back up! Sorry, sorry, sorry.

Come See Us At The

Joyce has takcn us into a new pursuit LIBRARY
'THE ROAD GOES ON U8 Postise
PAID
A Pubhcatzon of Wichita, KS
< Christian Worldvnew lerary Permit No. 1536
“P.O. Box 546
Wichita, KS 67201

316-832-3319

“ But solid food is for the mature, who by constant
use have trained themselves to distinguish good

from evil.” Hebrews 5:14 NIV




Members of the House Judiciary Commitlee
February 8, 1995

RE: Parental Rights Amendment

Thank you for allowing me to speak in support of the Parental Rights Amendment.
My name is Debra Dowler. | worlk at Winfield State Hospital. 'ma Union
Steward, City Council member, a volunteer firefighter and First Responder with
EMS.

b ¥ =\ / .« ’: \
. L | Dualin) VRAYNan) ,
I'm married with two sons, one a minor the other married and in the army. My

husband is a pipe welder at Strother Field.

(346 ve)

On September 19, 1993, our farily was torn apart due to humiliating actions by
the local government official. A situation occurred because of our power-hungry
Mayor who had just been appointed as police chief over our new police force.

The following story could be yours--especially if you have a teenager.

My youngest son, Dustin, is a typical teenager. He disliked deoing school work so
his grades were down. He did not like to do chores before doing things with his
friends. So, on September 18, at midnight, he left a note (see attached), took
some clothes, and moved fo his grandmother’s house. She agrees that Dustin
should not have to do chores or have any responsibility at all. She thinks he
should be waited on hand and foot which she does.

This is where my story begins.

After finding the note, my husband felt Dustin should come back to try to work our
problems out. He went to my mother's to bring Dustin home. Tempers flared
when my mother and oldest son met my husband before getling to the house.
Nathan pushed Steve, Steve then pushed Nathan and a screaming match
occurred. Dustin ran out of the house to the neighbors. The neighbor, our Mayor,
taking a 15 year old’s word, called the police and pressed charges. This all
happened in just a few minutes.

An hour went by and Steve and Nathan apologized and everything was over and
done. Until a police officer pulled into the drive, handcuffed my hushand and
loaded him into the police car. He was treaied the same as a murder. We were
not asked what happened or allowed to tell our side of the story. He was booked,
finger printed, searched, and shackled by one foot io a chair along with handcuffs.

Dustin, whom we had not seen, was placed in what they said was protective

custody and a restraining order placed against Steve. House Judiciary
2-08-95
Attachment 6



The pain and fear of the next few hours were worse than anything we had ever
gone through. It almost cost us our marriage.

Steve was bailed out and a diversion was drawn up. There were added expenses
we were not prepared for. We were also told Steve had no parental rights to
Dustin or Nathan even though he had raised Dustin as his son since he was 2 1/2
years old.

As parenis we want our children to understand there are limits on their behaviors.
There will always be rules and laws that they must obey even afier they are grown
and enter the work force and they may not always like them. We can not have
axiremists in the government that are so tied to their agenda that they don’t
consider the human side of life. There are no perfect families. Bui as parents, we
try fo do our best. o

When actions by parents are suspicious, they should be investigated but do not
automatically assum guilt and deem the parent a criminal without due process. |
worl at Winfield State Hospital TC and deal with residents some of whom are
products of domestic violence. As a First Responder | have been cailed io
domestic violence situations so | know what frue domestic violence is.

A balance must be found where children aren’t neglected or abused, but when the
government, relatives, neighbors and the parenis disagree on rules, limits,
homeworlk, chores, etc. who will decide? To whom do the children helong? |
believe it must be the parent and the law must say so expliciily. This does not
give license fo abuse any more than free speech gives license fo libel and
slander. This freedom to raise our children from unfounded government
intervention and gross abuse of position can only be protected by an amendment
io the state constitution. Then the innocent will never have to endure a nightmare
as we did September 19, 1993.

Thank you.

Debra Dowler
Box 20
Geuda Springs, Kansas .
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If you have children, a successful parent ig something you
desperately want to be. Being a parent is an institution
that requires the vast amount of Love,Time and Patience..
The children that have been intrusted to our care must take
top priority. My children are the very soul of my life. I
have & responsibility to raise them in the manner that God
has commanded me to do. And to raise these children into
adults that our community, and country accepts and welcomnes.
I take parenthood very seriously, as so should you.

A fawmily is build upon a human relationship. It takes
efforts on the parts of the parents to develop relationships
with their children.

This means taking time with children, reading outloud to
them, playing with them, talking with them, shopping with
them and so forth. THIS IS ALL RELATIONSHIP BUILDING.

But along with our love and nurturing, we have yet another
responsibility, one which requires putting restrictions on
them.

We set forth these "laws" within our own culture and
household because we care very deeply about our children.
Traditional laws which, among others, restrict a child’'s
right to drink ligquor, smoke, gamble or watch indecent
programs, have been set in place for the welfare of
children--TO ALLOW PARENTS TO GUIDE THEM THROUGH CHILDHOOD
AND ADOLESCENT. Bruce Fein wrote; ° Children desperately
need protection from their gself-destructive impulses
attributable to inexperience, ignorance, and obsession with
the moment."

PARENTS ARE THE PRIMARY EDUCATORS OF THEIR CHILDREN!

As parents we have been granted a God-Given Right to raise
our children with our values, heritage and customs that have
been in our families for generations. Qur God-Given rights
have been bestowed by our Creator, and thus we are commanded
to raise our children according to God ‘s laws.

Because a small minority of parents in our country abuse and
neglect their children, parents guidance and paternalistic
laws are being placed in Jjeopardy.
Some even argue that children are competent to make their
own "major“decisions unless they are proven incapable. I
wonder what major decisions should these '"competent”
children make on their own?
To view parents guldance as some kind of interference in a
child's life is not only insulting to parents all over the
country, but it's intolerable in a countyy that was
established on the right that individuals, Not government,
should run their own lives.
In the 1979 Supreme Court Case, Parham V. J.R., Chief
Justice Waﬂreﬁ Burger wrote for the majority opinion;
N SRR | K1 R

" Qur Jurisprudence history has reflected Western
civilization concepts of the family as united with broad
parental authority over minor children.The law's concept of
the fanmily rests on the presumption that parents pPOSSess
what a.child lacks in maturity, experience, and capacity for
judgement reguired in making 1ife's difficult decisions.

House Judiciary
2-08-95
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More importantly, historically it has been recognized that
Parents Act in the Child's Best Interest....The statist
notion that government powers should supersede parental
authority in all cases because some parents abuse and
neglect children is repugnant to American tradition.”

Parents are victims of rapid change, many within our
government feel that they are better equip to raise our
children. It is a movement that says that parents should
have no say over their children, and that the only authority
the children should answer to is the State, no matter what
the parents say or will for their sons and daughters.

Many parents retreat and respond with fear whenever
"government” sets forth another law. Since the founding of
our nation the goal of institutionalized government has been
to be a servant of mankind, never the master of mnan. The
framers of our constitution advocated that people govern
themselves under God's law. Government should never have the
power to deprive individuals of rights that the Constlitution
stated were "endowed by their creator.” The Declaration of
Independence states thal governmenls derive " THEIR JUST
POWERS FROM THE CONSENT OF THE GOVERNED," and that '
WHENEVIEER ANY FORM OF GOVERNMENT BiCOMES DESTRUCTIVE OF THRESE
ENDS, IT IS THE RIGUT OF THE PEOPLE TO ALTER Ok TO ABOLiSH
iT..."

The family unit is the backbone ol this nation, the parents
of our children should never allow the state, or any form of
government dictate, set Lorth and intrude within our family.
The future of our country, and indeed our own entire
civilization, hangs on the question on whether parents will
put a stop to their retreat, face their challenge and look
for the answers.

Many husbands and wives I know feel that their own
relationship is the most important gift they can give their
children. The quality of this relationship nourishes a child
for adulthood, and is as essential to his psychic health as
food is to his bodily health. CAN THE STATE DUPLICATE THIS?

Children are the living messages we send to a time we will
not see. They are the combine images of their parents. They
must, therefore, be molded with love and compassion. HOW
DOES A STATE INSTITUTION ABLE TO PASS THESE VALUES TO THE
CHILDREN? Children must be guarded and protected, but not
shielded altogether from reality. Reality, like strong
medicine thought, must come in small doses. Only a mother
who carries her child for nine months in her womb, and a

. {Father whouwalks the tloor with a crying sick child, can
know what is best for their children, NOT THE STATE.
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Lastly, any governmental institution that allows to replace
and destroy the family unit, violates many God-given
parental rights. Parents need to be wise in raising of their
children because God has entrusted those children to their
care. Likewise, parents Must defend their family against
state intervention into their parental authority.

When parents fail in their responsibility, the state does
need to step in to provide care and protection for a child.
But the answers to these problems lies in policies that
strengthen the family unit, not in initiatives that increase
government control.

The existence of government intrusion within the family,
shows what a fraud is our modern “denocracy” which claius
that the “"people” have the right and competence Lo elect
their own leaders, while at the same time claimning these
same "people"” have neither the right nor the competence to
raise their own children.

TC Mosier

Rt. # 1 Box 92
Cassoday, Kansas 66842
316-735-4240
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THE REBIRTH OF AMERICA

~{ he family has always been the cornerstone of American
society.

Our families nurture, preserve and pass on to each
succeeding generation the values we share and cherish,
values that are the foundation for our freedoms. In the
family, we learn our first lessons of God and man, love and
discipline, rights and responsibilities, human dignity and
human frailty.

Our families give us daily examples of these lessons being
put into practice. In raising and instructing our children, in
providing personal and compassionate care for the elderly, in
maintaining the spiritual strength of religious commitment
among our people—in these and other ways, America’s
families make immeasurable contributions to America’s
well-being.

Today more than ever, it is essential that these
contributions not be taken for granted and that each of us
remember that the strength of our families is vital to the
strength of our nation.

@MQA@«

RONALD REAGAN
THE WHITE HOUSE

Cepe
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February 8, 1995
{ouse Judiciary Committee

My name is Ruth Heitsman. Thank you for allowing me to share why | support the Parental
Rights Amendment currently before this committee. My story is not one of exception. A
similar expose’ could be given by any number of parents. My husband and | were raised in
Kansas and both graduated from the same public high school. Our oldest son graduated from
that same school and our daughter attended it for two years.

Our story starts years ago when our daughter entered the Kansas school system in 1st grade.
Because my husband and | had been laid off for over a year, we qualified for the free/reduced
lunch program. This automatically put our daughter into the “at risk” category. Unbeknownst
to us, by second grade when our youngest child was born, our daughter received a new “at
risk” designation--new sibling in the home. Already two counts against us as parents.

This is the starting place because of the philosophy that is prevalent in our state.

'Accordmg to the Corporation for Change, a quasi-government group that is charged with
i looking out for Kansas children, “It takes a whole village to raise a child.”

'According to the Kansas Training Book, the government believes “Today, development in the
earliest years of life involves a more variable set of agency responsibilities, including less
,excluswe involvement of the famllles and more involvement of child care, education, health,
'and social services agencies.”

| According to the Kansas State Board of Education, “parents are the first teachers” and
]“parents are partners with the school system in raising children”.

As parents trying to work with the “education system”, we found ourselves frustrated and
frequently unable to remedy the problems. The public school seemed to be “in charge” of our
daughter's education. What happened to our daughter over the next eight years is
inexcusable.

¢ In 3rd grade our daughter began a new experimental program--peer tutoring. This took
time away from her own studies. At the time Christi was struggling with her own work and we
seemed to have major problems with the teacher--the principal’s solution was counseling for
Christi without our permission or knowledge. (Interestingly, the majority of parents were
experiencing the same problems and the teacher left at the semester break.)

¢ 4th grade, at a new school, was another experimental time. It was decided that the principal
would be half time at two elementary schools. Communication problems were evident
between parents, teachers, and staff as rumors were rampant about closing this neighborhood
school. A Spanish class was offered and we requested that Christi be in it. We were told that
the school decides patrticipation, not the parent. She did not take Spanish.

e Sth grade was difficult for Christi. She was in a combined 4th/5th class so she was left to
work on her own frequently. Walking home from school Christi was assaulted by two giris
from her school. The school principal admitted that these girls were in constant trouble but
could do nothing. Vandalism and pranks during school hours became the norm with fires in

House Judiciary
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the bathrooms, writing on walls, etc. The school defended the “problem kids” and said they
had to attend even though their behavior was disruptive to the other students.

® In 6th grade, Christi was bussed to a “science magnet school”. Her teacher had surgery
that summer so Christi had more than a half dozen substitutes. As a parent it was difficult to
work with a new teacher every few days. Also, the school decided not to do the science lahs
that year--so much for a science magnet. We didn’t seem to have the same problems with
violence but it is interesting that the news on TV the last day of the school year told of a bus
driver that was molesting children on the bus. We were shocked to discover that it was her
bus. She got off at the same stop with the girl that was repeatedly molested.

® In 7th grade a new experimental program was started called C.O.R.E. This curriculum
included hypnosis, out of body experiences, guided imagery, and many other Eastern religious
activities. As a parent, | was told that this class was required. Christi was not allowed to attend
and received pressure from teachers and staff “because of her parents”. We also learned the
meaning of “passive consent” this year. If a parent doesn't specifically opt out in advance, in
writing, then the school may assume that the child has permission to participate in any activity.

During this year gangs became “popular” in the middle schools--Christi’s school had one of
the largest incident reports in the city.

@ By 8th grade a new experimental program was implemented in all middle schools--team
teaching and integrated learning. Classes were chaotic that year as teachers struggled to
learn the new methods and make the necessary changes. Parents were asked to be patient
with all the changes. A wasted year academically for our daughter.

@ 9th grade introduced a new experimental program in Christi’s high school--outcome based
education. Having heard that her school would be doing OBE, Christi and | went to the
principal before classes began that year and asked about it. We were told that this was a
rumor and that this school did not do OBE or QPA. A blatant lie--we discovered later that they
were in their second year of OBE. Teachers were struggling to write and achieve “outcomes”
and academics seemed, again, to take a back seat.

® In 10th grade, we experienced many “new” concepts. Group activities were used
extensively--all kids received the same grade regardless of who did what work. Mid-year
history was changed to a computer-taught class--experimental again. But her English class
demonstrated the most outlandish activity. My daughter asked me to attend and we spent 20
minutes of the 40 minute class listening to a tape on how to create your own reality and the five
steps to visualization. We were working on two outcomes--listening skills and notetaking. The
rest of the class time was spent visiting.

Over and over we worked with the school, at the school, with our daughter and with individual
teachers to resoive problems. | offered to volunteer on a regular basis (3 hours, one day per
week, every week) and was told that | wasn't needed unless | wanted to help on the carnival. It
took 3 months to discover when and where the site council meetings were held. We never
realized the depth of the problems resulting from experimentation on our daughter until it was
too late.



Our daughter turned 16 in February of her sophomore year. Christi was popular at school.

She was a swimmer and made state as a freshman. She was on the honorable mention and
honor role throughout high school. Her teachers liked her. It was a shock at spring break
when she came home and said she was not returning to school...she was not wasting any
more time since she wasn't learning anything. We had her tested and wanted to place her in a
private school but she would be required to repeat all of 10th grade and some of Sth. Her
academic scores were terrible. As an example, she had passed Algebra 1, Algebra 2, and
Geometry with good grades--she tested on the California Achievement Test at the 7th grade
level in math.

| cut back on work and began home schooling our daughter. She was devastated over her
lack of academic knowledge and it took many months to “catch up”. Atthe age of 17 our
daughter passed the practice GED and was ready to take the final exam then begin college.
She was unable to do this without a signed form from the public school. We, her parents, did
not qualify to give permission.

Well, we tried it your way, Parenting Partner. But | would like to know where you were when
our daughter cried her heart out that she could be so dumb and not know it. Where were you
when | had to quit work to educate our daughter? Where were you when we had to sell cur
possessions and change our lifestyle so we could buy curriculum? Where were you when we
worked hours into the night helping our daughter learn the basic academics she never got in
10 years of public school?

You were there still collecting our taxes. You were still passing laws that infringed on our
rights as parents. And you were still lowering academic standards for other children. What if
Christi had been from an unstable family environment? What if the child experiencing all of
these things came from a single parent home? How do you think our children feel being
tossed and shuffled through a maze of experimental programs?

Well, it does not take a whole village to raise children.
It does not take less family and more government agency intervention to raise children.
it does not take a government partnership to raise children.

It takes loving parents, it takes a family. It takes time, love, effort, commitment.

it takes the full authority of law to stand up to anyone, including the government bureaucracy
or the school system, that wants to infringe on our rights as parents, invade our privacy as
families, and experiment on our children.

You tell me that as a parent | already have the final say for my children. Well, we trusted you
for years and it cost us greatly. Now, | want it in writing...an amendment to our Kansas
constitution.

Thank you.
Ruth Heitsman, Arkansas City, Kansas
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From: Kent and Patty Dunn
Proponent to the constitutional amendment HCR 5009.
Representing ourselves.

In January 1992 my daughter brought home a permission slip from the Elementary School
Counselor to join a support group. [see photocopy attached] '

I immediately contacted the school to voice my concern about advertising these services
prior to informing the parents that this would be presented to the children. Within the week
I was made aware that my daughter had already been receiving individual counseling on a
regular basis for four and half months without any parental knowledge or consent. This
counseling did not have a positive effect on my child, In fact, it had and adverse effect.

When I asked questions of her counseling sessions I was given vague and conflicting
answers. When I asked more precise questions I was refused answers on the grounds of
client confidentiality. Please note that my daughter was ten years of age, and in the fifth
grade.

I then requested access to the Counselor files on my daughter under the state and federal
laws. [ also complied with district policy by signing the proper release form at the
elementary school. This too was refused. The District Superintendent after consultation
with an attorney stated that he was using the sole possession exclusion under Federal laws
calling the counselors file on my daughter personal notes belonging to the counselor and I
was not entitled to view them. [refer to the Superintendents response].

[ then hired an attorney to request these files. He was notified by the school districts
attorney that the counselor files had been destroyed.

My rights to the decisions concerning my daughter were violated. The decision as to
whether she needed counseling or not is mine. The decision as to whom she would receive
counseling from, if it was needed, and in her best interest is mine. The school disregarded
my right to these decisions.

I then continued to question the school Counselor, Principal, and District Superintendent as
to why these decisions were made without my knowledge. My answer was the local school
board allows this. I then contacted Dr. Paul Adams of the Kansas State Board of
Education he informed me that the local school board controls the counseling program.

We then asked specific questions of our local school board concerning counseling, at the
September 1993 meeting.
1. Do you as a school board allow individual counseling without parental consent?
2. Is it the school boards intention to withhold information concerning school
counseling?
They said they would answer our questions in a "timely fashion".

House Judiciary
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In October 1993 at the local school boards request the school counselors presented to them
what they were currently doing. The counselors program that they read from during their
presentation to the board was put together two days before the meeting, and is the first
public documentation of the district counseling program made available to the public.

Since then the Counselors had formed policies. This was approved by the school board at
the June 1994 meeting. It is basically what they told the board they were doing.

This continues to show disregard for parental rights and shows the control of decisions
made for the children is maintained by the school counselor.

We have been told by many agencies that they believe this practice is wrong, but are unable
to address this. Here are a few of the agencies we have contacted and their response

Kansas State Board of Education =~ We were informed by Dr. Paul Adams that
this was a local matter.

Kansas Advocacy and Protective Service ~ They are unable to help due to
my daughter not being in special education.

Kansas Attorney Generals Office Assistant Attorney General Richard D. Smith
and Camille Noy could not help. Suggested we go through State Legislation.

Kansas State Board of Nursing Attorney for The Kansas State Board of
Nursing Diane Glenn stated that the school counselors appear to be crossing
boundaries into professional areas of practice but has not helped.

Kansas Board of Behavioral Sciences They are unable to help. KSA 65-5812
excludes school counselors from the Kansas Professional Counselors Act.

Kansas State Board of Healing Arts Myrna Harman suggested we go through
State Legislation.

Please read through the information concerning our school district counseling program,
policy and procedures they have authorized themselves, [ with the local school boards
approval ], to make many decisions concerning children with out parental consent or
knowledge.

The school counselors employed by our district, state there are no laws preventing them
from practicing in this manor. This statement is based on information from the Kansas
Association of School Boards and the Kansas National Education Association. [ Please
refer to the letter form Henry Murphy, dated October 28, 1993.]

[O—2.



When this is viewed on an Educational level my daughter, and a Room Mother have
informed me that the individual counseling sessions had occurred during math class. My
daughter had missed several fifth grade math lessons due to this individual counseling.

During the sixth grade she was not considered as a candidate for the Pre-Algebra course to
be offered in the seventh grade.

The decision as to weather she would be allowed to enroll in Pre-Algebra was made by her
sixth grade math teacher. When we asked the Building Principal for documentation
concerning the requirements for enrolling in seventh grade Pre-Algebra, he admitted that
there was none, stating that this decision was made by the sixth grade math teacher. We
then contacted the USDE Civil Rights Department. After a conversation with them we
contacted the School District Superintendent.

Within the week the school decided that parents of all sixth grade students passing math
with a 90 percent or above would be contacted and offered to enroll their child in Pre-
Algebra. This included myself since my daughters grade was 90 percent.

Parents of children with math grades 89 percent and below were not allowed to make this
decision, and the school cannot offer them a documented reason as to why their child
cannot enroll in Pre-Algebra.

Information I received from the Kansas State Board of Education shows that my daughters
entire sixth grade class of 79 students, [during the 93-94 school year], mastered algebraic
concepts, but the school informed parents of these students that only 20-25 of them would

be cligible for Pre-Algebra. [Please refer to the information concerning middle school
math}

This is an Educational Decision!!!

More recently I have decided to opt my daughter out of the Human Sexuality and AIDS
course. My reason is not a personal or religious one. It is simply that the educators are so
consumed with teaching this over and over again, and I feel she has the knowledge
necessary for her age and life style. Further teaching on this subject would only take away
from more important academic subjects.

The problem is I do not feel confident that my decision is being honored. After several
attempts to gain access to current Human Sexuality and AIDS curriculum in my daughters
school, failed. I then requested information submitted to the state, by our local school
district. This information shows that { i i i

the Health course, and that at least five of the seven required Health topics are included in
other classes. This information was not available to me from the school or district office.




If the school does not agree with my decisions concerning my daughters mental and
emotional well being, or educational decisions, they have available to them legal processes
to override my parental authority. They are using the secrecy and confidentiality of the
school counselors services and lack of documentation concerning their educational
programs to deny parental rights of due process. I belicve that as a parent I am not alone,
that this is common practice in our states public school system.

For further information please contact Kent or Patty Dunn, Rt. 1 Box 67Q, Perry KS,
66073, [913] 286-4225.

o-¢
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PERRY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT #343

Board of Education Perry — Lecompton — Williamstown - Grantville Administration
D). Box . i . SEms

Dan Frockpill - President P.O. Box 29 Perry, Kansas 66073 Henry £ Mucohy, Supt

Putrick Mulvihill - Vick-President 691 =< §3 5 Phone 813:-597-5138 Bili Culver, 2am Ascr

Greg Howard - Member FAX G13.607 5120

Gary Kraus - Memiber
Glen Phillips - Member
Pai S hefer - Mcmber
Ed Damels - Membe

May 10, 1993

Mr. Kent Dunn
R.R. 1
Perry, Kansas €6073

Dear Kent:

| have enclosed the information from our policy and rule book

concerning State Law 72-6214,
concern.

| hope this will answer your

If you have any questions with the enclosed material, please let me

know.

Respectfully,

/ 7 e 3, g - .'/;/ g
’_?//{ T I IRY aa A
@ /
Henry Murphy
Superintendent of Schools

HM/re



JR Student Records

JR

Records are maintained for the invaluable assistance they provide the
professional staff in dealing with students as individuals. [t is the
pelicy of the board to assure that the welfare éf each individual student
is the only criterion used in releasing information from student personnel
files.

All student records are to be treated as confidential and primarily.for
local school use unless otherwise stipulated. Where records includé infor-
mation on more than one student, the parents of any student shall have
access to copies of that part of the record that pertains to their child.
Each school shall establish appropriate procedures for the granting of a
request by parents for access to their child's school records within a
rzasonable period of time, but in no case more than 45 days after the re-
quest has been made.

In situations where the parents of a student are divorced or separated
each parent, custodial and/or non-custodial, has equal rights to their
student's records unless a court order specifies otherwise. Private agree-
ments between the student's parents shall not be recognized by the dis-
rrict's personnel.

Parents shall have an opportunity for a hearing to challenge the con-
tent of their ;hild's school records to ensure that the records are not
inaccurate, misleading or otherwise in violation of the privécy or other
fights oﬁ students: to provide an opportunity for the correction or dele-
tion of any such inaccurate, misleading or otherwise inappropriate data
contained therein; and to insert into such records the parent's wricten
explanation of the content of the records.

Any eligible parent/guardian or student may inspect the personal

records of the student during regular school office hours. The district

[0~



JR Student Records

JR-2

reserves the right to interpret selected records to students and/or par-
ent/guardians at the time of the inspection.

When a student attains 18 years of age, the permission or consent re-
quired of and the rights accorded to the parents of the student shall there-
after only be required of and accorded to the student.

The parents of students, or the students if they are 18 years of age cor
older must be informed annually by the superintendent or his designated
representative of the rights accorded them by this section. In addition,
tbe public must be informed annually by the superintendent or his designat-

ed representative of the categories oI information the institution has

determined to be directory information.

Approved:

. . lés._/z?




JRA Types of Records ’ JRA
Student record files shall include but shall not be limited to the

following: administrative, supplemental and tentative record files.

Approved:

JRA-R Types of Records JRA-R

Information about students that is collected and stored by any
school personnel shall be separated into one of the following three classi-
R4

fications:

Administrative records. This classification includes official

administrative records that constitute the minimum personal information
necessary for operating the educational system. It shall {nclude birth
date, sex, race, names, telephone numbers, addresses and places of employ-
ment of parents, academic work completed, grades attendance records, with-
drawal and reentry records, honors and activities, date of graduation and

follow-up records of a student.

Supplementary records. Tais classification includes verified

information that is important in operating the educational system bgt is of
a more sensitive nature and of less lilstorical importance. It includes:
test data, such as scores on standardized achievement, aptitude and intelli-
éence tests; observational data such as systematically gathered teacher or
counselor evaluations and observations of social and personal assets; clini-
cal findings and verified reports of serious or recurrent deviant behavior
patterns; general data such as health data, family background information

and educational and vocational plans.



o

JRA-R Types of Records

JRA-R-2

. Tentative records. This classification includes wuseful

informa-

tion that has not been verified or is not clearly needed beyond the
immedidate present. It includes unevaluated reports of teachers or counsel-

ors that may be needed in ongoing counseling or disciplinary actions.

Approved:

lo-le



PEéRY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT #343

Board of Education Perry — Lecompton — Williamstown — Grantville Administration
Dan Rockhill - President P.O. Box 29 Perry, Kansas 66073 Henry F. Marphy. S o
Satrick N Livnill - Vice-President Phone 813-597-5138 Bill Culver, Adm. Asst
Greg Howard - Member £ AX 913.597-5130

Gary Kiraus - Member

Glen Prithpe - Member

Pat Schafer - Member
t 4 Daniels Member

May 18, 1993

Mrs. Patty Dunn
RR 1 Box 67Q
Perry, Kansas 66073

Dear Patty:

This letter is in response to your request dated May 13, 1993, There are several things that
I want to respond to with regard to your request.

First of all, you are more than welcome to view the educational records with regard to

However, if you are requesting that individual notes that were made by
the counselor when meeting with to be shared with you, I am denying that request.
Individual notes taken by the counsclor are not considered to be educational records and
consequently you are not entitled to see.

In werms of giving you a day and time to sce the educational records for

you will need to call the principal of Perry Elementary School, Paula Kellogg, and make
those arrangements. Since all educational records for are located at Perry
Elementary School.

Respectfully,

/ . / 47/4;///r
SR P -
perad /7 /

Henry Murphy
Superintendent of Schools

HM/re
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Kansas State Board of Education

Kansas State Education Building (913) 296-3203
120 S.E. 10th Avenue Topeka, Kansas 66612-1182
Mildred McMillon Connie Hubbell Bill Musick i

District 1 District 4 D:slnt:ll‘lesl xﬁ::? S e
Kathleen White 1. B. *Sonny" Rundoll Wanda Morri

District 2 District 5 i Dislvidal ortison :)Aist?igiygspem'

Paul D. Adams Gwen Nelson

District 3

District 10

June 15, 1993

K. W. Dunn
Rt 1, Box 67Q
Perry, Kansas 66073

Dear Mr. Dunn:

Under Kansas administrative regulation, K.A.R. 91-31-8, a secondary
school is required to have the services of a certified counselor for
its guidance program. An elementary school that has an organized
guidance program is required by K.A.R. 91-31-14a(f) to have the
services of a certified counselor, as well. The certification
requirements for a schcol counselor are found at K.A.R. 91-1-131.

The nature and the extent of the guidance program offered in a
school is determined and governed by the local board of education.
Each locally-elected board of education has the authority to adopt
the type of guidance program it believes is most appropriate for its
student population. Copies of K.A.R. 91-31-8, 91-31-14a(f) and
91-1-131 are enclosed for your reference.

I hope the enclosed information is of assistance.

Sincerely,

i) O oo

' Pau D. Adams
Chairman, State Board of Education

PDA:Dblh

Enclosures

An Equal Employment/Educational Opportunity Agency 10-1 5



PERRY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT #343

Board of Education Perry — Lecompton — Williamstown — Grantville Administration
Dan Rockhill - President P.O. Box 29 Perry, Kansas 66073 Henry F. Murphy, Supt.
Patrick Mulvihill - Vice-President Phone 913-597-5138 Bill Culver, Adm. Asst.
Greg Howard - Member FAX 913-597-5130

Kevin Wade - Member
Glen Phillips - Member
Pat Schafer - Member
Ed Danieis - Member

October 28, 1993

Patty Dunn
R. R. 1 Box 67Q
Perry, Kansas 66073

Dear Patty:

Dan Rockhill shared with me a letter dated October 24, 1993 that you had sent to him. | apologize for any
inconvenience that you experienced in obtaining all of the information that you had requested. Hopefully, |
have included everything that you requested, with the exception of a small group parent letter. | did not have
this item. | am sure that a sample of this letter can be obtained from Perry Elementary School.

| do want to touch base with you on two other matters that we had talked about earlier. You had requested a copy
of a letter from the school district's lawyer to the school board that spoke to the fact of whether or not personal
notes by a counselor are considered to be educational records. | told you that | would check with our lawyer and
see what the status was with regard to giving you a copy of that letter. The Board of Education is the body who
determines whether or not you can have a copy of this letter. Our attorney advised our Board of Education to
not share this letter with you and our Board of Education agreed with the lawyer's request.

The second matter that | want to touch base with you on was the idea of state laws that would pertain to
counseling, and in particular, to individual counseling. According to the Kansas Association of School Boards
and the Kansas National Education Association, there is no law prohibiting a child to seek individual counseling
with their school counselor. This information is taken directly from the information that was presented from
the counselors report at the October Board meeting.

If you have any questions or need any further assistance, please do not hesitate to call.

Sincerely,

N }/”/

Henry Murphy
Superintendent of Schools

[O-(b
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PERFORMANCE EVALUATION

COUNSELOR

NAME

BUILDING YEAR

standing and above the standard that the district expects
from teaching staff. This mark represents work clearly
above and beyond that judged to meet district expectatioans.

l .
’ | Exceeds Expectations: Work receiving this mark is out-
I

2
Meets Expectations: Work receiving this mark is thne
standard expected by the district. It represents high
quality work and/or effective teaching.

3

Needs Improvement: Work receiving this mark need to
be improved.

Unacceptable: Work receiving this mark is clearly below
the expectation of district. Work that is marked un-
acceptable must be brought up to district standard if
continued employment is expected. K

e

| of 6
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Counseling skills

|. The counselor shows mastery of counseling techniques.
As Evidenced By
The Counselor: 3 4
a. Uses and understands diagnostic measures
and other evaluative devices.
b. Is discreet in the use of confidential
informat.on
c. Develops a comprehensive guidance
program (i.e., orientation, career
education, educational placement,
testing).
d. Uses major percentage of time working
directly with students and staff.
e. Develops sound working relationship
with all levels of staff.
f. Uses individual as well as small
and largze group counseling.
g Works well with support personnel (i.e.,
Resource Team, Psychologist, Community
Agencies).
h. Understands human behavior and social
emotional needs.
2. The counselor focuses on the individual.
As Evidenced By
The Counselor: 3 4
a. Contribuctes to the schools' attempt to
educate all students.
b. Establishes rapport with counselees.
c. Helps students to learn about themselves
and to analyze their potential.
d. Helps counselee develop alternative
solutions to situations.
e, Helps the individual develop skills needed
in decisionmaking.
f. Provides for individual pupil growth.
g. Provides for individual differences.
3. The counselor continues to grow professionally.
As Evidenced By
The Counselor: 3 4
a. Attends workshops and inservice activities. i |
b. Is informed about current counseling and
educational theories and policies.
c. Clearly states both short and long term goalg. |

3 of 6
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TEACHER REFERRAL FORM

To: Mrs. Truitt
From:

Date:

Re:

| am referring the above-named student for the reason(s) checked below.

____self-concept —___test grades ____friends
____fighting _____inattentiveness ____absences
_____hyperactive —___class work ____homework
____family concerns  ____withdrawn —__unhappy
____bullying -___anxious in class ____depressed
____always tired —___worried ____shyness

Other concerns/comments:

To: ‘

From: Mrs. Truitt
Date:

Re:

Feedback on the above-named student:

Issues being addressed:

Counseling style/techniques being used:

Recommendation:

Thank you for the referral. Please see me at any time to discuss this or
other concerns.




Student’s name

Referyad by

U ALK S S
..+ Check '‘Reason for referral:

Farent (s) name{sl”

Telephonev#'home -
wark .

Teacher's signature

ki 't K

W,;;99;,;;mgamnbm»«;.xms«uma):ms‘{;mtm;m&;im;.xa’ﬁmimzsamx;‘mm‘ai‘x,i“sim";iaiﬁiwgméh)::giz;i;»rrﬁgi‘;’:s;Mﬁ%ii*.il%_'s'yz's135’1'\‘rms‘z;'xuh’;i’v‘éﬂiﬂﬁmﬁ}ﬁi&‘;iilt‘zmﬁ%‘ﬁiiﬁﬁ‘xﬂf;ﬁm«,m;amﬁain{‘;ﬁj‘ﬁnim;}

Lsuhg R

|0- 20



a0yt
\ W Yl \\‘

\» SN
\‘:’ LV \s

Parental Notification

The school counselors of USD 343 have consulted with many individuals when writing the
USD 343 School Counseling Policy and Procedures: Dr. Fred Bradley, Professor of
Counselor Education, and Dr. Robert Shoop, Professor of Law at Kansas State
University; Dr. Dom Pellegreno, Professor of Counselor Education at lowa State
University; Tom Henley, Counseling Consultant, at the Kansas State Board of Education;
Dr. Barbara Callahan, Elementary Counselor, as well as many other professionals in
related fields. These individuals and their views were reflected in our school counseling
policy and procedures.

The issue at hand is parental nolification vs. a student's right to emotional and mental
health and the school counselor's responsibility and judgement. After much consideration
and collaboration with other professionals, the school counselors of USD 343 conclude
that it is not of the best interest of the students in our district to set an arbitrary, general
limit on counseling sessions prior to parental notification. The following circumstances
preclude us from supporting a limit on counseling sessions prior to parental notification.

I Several counseling sessions are needed before rapport can be established. It often
takes two to three sessions before a student will even start talking. We have all worked
with students who me( with us for several sessions before they even started to share their
real concerns. Trust (akes time.

2. The type and severity of cases vary greatly. Cases range from "my best friend won't
talk to me" to cases of incest. How can we be expected to arbitrarily set limits on the
number of counseling sessions with such a range of concerns?

3. School counselors who work with teenagers need to consider their normal,
developmental need for autonomy and sense of responsibility. Adolescents and their
parents live in a world that is both connected, and yet autonomous. School counselors
who do not respect a student's need for independence will soon find that they are not
effective or approachable. School counselors do make every effort to involve parents
when concerns are of a very serious nature.

4. And most importantly in considering this issue, parental notification will inhibit a
student’s protection fromphysical or sexual abuse: In all probability, notifying parents
would increase the level of abuse, or at the very least, place the child at risk.

For these reasons, we are opposed to an arbitrary, general limit on counseling sessipns
prior to parental notification. Our mission as school counselors is to be student advocates.
The more sensitive our district is to the needs of students, the more successful our schcols
will be.

Beth Hupe, Jana Snyder and Heidi Truitt - U.S.D. 343 School Counselors
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USD 343 SCHOOL COUNSELING, K-12
POLICY AND PROCEDURES

The comprehensive, developmental school counseling program at USD 343 is designed to help all students develop
their educational, social, career, and personal strengths and to become respons'ible and productive citizens. The
counseling program consists of a variety of services and activities, including educational and career consultation,
individual and group counseling, parent and teacher consultation, referrals to other programs and services in the
community, testing and test interpretation, the classroom guidance. '

USD 343 recognizes and supports the comprehensive school counseling program at all educational levels, and its
policy and procedures,

1.

Students can be referred for counseling by parents, staff, peers, or by self-referral,
Referrals may be made either through a counselor referral form, or verbally.

. Communication with parents is integral to the counseling program,

Although parental notification is not required prior to counseling or consulting with a student, school
counselors will notify parents when problems are of a very critical nature or require on-going services,
except in the case of suspected abuse.

. The school counselor protects the confidentiality of information received in the counseling process as specified by

law and ethical standards. School counselors always consider actions in terms of the rights, integrity, and
welfare of students.

. School counselors as well as all school personnel are obligated by law to report and to refer a cause when a

student has indicated he or she has been harmed. School counselors are obligated by ethical students to
report and to refer a case when a student intends to harm himself, herself, and/or others.

. The school counselor may serve as a referral agent to help students and their families receive assistance from other

programs and services in the school system and from agencies outside the school. Except in the case of
suspected abuse, every attempt will be made o directly involve parents in the referral process.

. School counselors may consult with other school and community professionals to enhance student development.

. The number of counseling sessions is subject to the discretion of the school counselor.

Parents or guardians may choose to Opt-out of school counseling services Opt-out forms are available from the
school principal.

Printed 6/9/94
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Bldg# 4029 Perry Middle
USD# D0343

student Mastery of Algebraic Concepts

Am.ind./|As./Pac]| Free and |Number ol

Total Total White Black |Hispani Alsk.Nat.|islander| Reduced | Spec. Ed.

GRS v el m Ff|m Flm Fflm F M FIM F]W F
Grade 6 5 1 40 38 4 0 0 0 o 1 0 0 6 8 4 |
Grade 7 o7 1 51 4 s o o 1 o o 1 1 0 6B 9 3
Grade 8 @ 4 4 4 o0 o0 1 1 1 2 0 0 5 0 01

Bldg. Total 263 127 136 122 132 0
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SIXTH GRADE MATH -~ AN OVERVIEW

Every student must reach outcome mastery for each of the outcomes
taugnt. Qutcome mastery includes mastery of the assessment over
the outcome plus 10 points of extensilons and/for reteaching activities.

TEACHING UNIT FOR OUTCOME

Introduce outcome
Practice, Quiz, Review
. Preassessment

Freedav for students scoring 90% or better on Preassessment
**Or**

Intensive review for Assessment.
5. Assessment (everyone)
6. TFreeday for those who reached mastery
kkoypkh
Review for those who did not reach mastery

7. Reassess- (students who did not reach mastery retake Assessment)
kkgyp

Freeday for those at mastery level

vl oo

Students who do not master the outcome must report to Assistant

Components for additional assistance until mastery is complete,

Work assigned during this time will gain extension points,
8. TIntroduce next outcome (everyone) s TR A T B TR e

++++ On Freedays students may work on extensiouns or play board games
which require math skills in real life situations,

*%*%% Extensions After a student masters the assessment for an.
outcome 5/he must complete 10- points in .e¢xtensions to reach
outcome mastery. A variety of activities will be offered with
differing point values. The student may do one extension for
10 points or several activities which total 10 points. This
will be the students choice. Extensions may be done during
freedays, study halls, at home, or during math hour 1f otherx
work 1s complete,

NOTE A student in assistant components will be responsible.
for the work assigned during this time and the' classromm:
work. T am available before school for appointments to
help students catch up., If you or your child wants this
additional time please call school and make arrangements,

A student who is assigned assisgant component time is
responsible for attending these sessions, T will NOT
send anether student to get one who is missing.

dor e SIS PEE A I
PARENT'S SIGNATURE DATE?»

g

STUDENT"S SIGNATURE TATE
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244 Attendance Center Name and USD No. _Perry Middle School - 343 Page .8

{EALTH EDUCATION INFORMATION -
Refer questions to Outcomes Education Team, (913) 296-4946.

Report the following information on human sexuality/HIV (AIDS) education and health education.
Human sexuality/HIV educationis:
- based on a planned, sequential curriculum which includes developmentally appropriate student outcomes.
- taughtin aregular classroom setting by school personnel trained through preservice or inservice education.
Health education: .
- Is based on a wntten curniculum plan which identifies developmentally appropriate student outcomes for acquiring essential
knowledge and skills necessary to engage in and value the importance of healthful lifestyle practices.
- includes instruction in a minimum of five of the following areas: (a) alcohol, tobacco, and other drug prevention education,
(b) disease prevention, (c) human sexuality, (d) nutrition, (e) injury prevention and first aid, (f) physical, emotional, and social
growth and development, and (g) physical fitness and activity.

o For each grade, does For each grade, is For each grade, are five or
Number of students receiving | your school provide a human sexuality/HIV more of the areas taught in
HUMANSEXUALITY/HIV HEALTHEDUCATION | education taught as part | subjects other than health?
education by Grade during course (minimum of 35 of a health education Circle one.
Code 13 | 1994-95 periods)? Circle one. course? Circle one.
_ (01) (02) (03) (04)
| (01) Yes No Yes No Yes No
2 (02) Yes No Yes No Yes No
3 (03) Yes No Yes No Yes No
4 (04) Yes No Yes No Yes No
5 (05) Yes No Yes No Yes No
6 | (06) 83 ﬁ@ No (Yes) No (Yes) No
7 (07) 82 Yes) No Yes) No & es; No
8 (08) 101 (Yes) No (Yes) No (Yes) No
9 (09) Yes No Yes No Yes No
10 (10) Yes No Yes No Yes No
14 (11) Yes No Yes No Yes No
12 (12) Yes No Yes No Yes No
Sp. Ed.| (13) Yes No Yes No Yes No
X. SCHOOL SITE COUNCILS - Code 14

For questions on this section, call the Outcomes Education Team, (913) 296-4946.

The following information will be used to help evaluate site councils in a report to the Kansas Legislature. The responses should
reflect the opinions of three or more council rmembers with at least one response coming from a parent or business person. Thank
you in advance for your efforts and information.

1. The council has reviewed and provided advice and counsel on:
(01) _Y®S School goals and objectives
(02) _yes District goals and objectives
(03) _yes_ School Profile
(04) _yes School Improvement Plans
(

05) _Yes Other (as determined by local school) Please specify below.
School Mission Statement; Outcome Based Education grading

2. Briefly describe activities planned for the 1994-95 school year. (Action plan) (06)
Grade card revision, school-home communication

|0-20



February 8, 1995

Jim McDavitt
Executive Director
Kansas Education Watch

PROPONENT OF HCR 5009

Mr. Chairman,

I would like to thank you and the members of the Judiciary Committee for the opportunity to
speak to you today on the issue of Parents Rights. I have been involved in the education issues of
Kansas for about 4 years. My focus is primarily on education, but I have looked at many facets of
the public sector during that time and have come to see what amounts to a drastic need for this
amendment to be placed into the Kansas Constitution.

The personal experience 1 would like you to consider occurred 2 years ago when my youngest
child was still attending the public school. The events revolved around a complaint against a
male gym teacher who was touching in inappropriate ways, and making comments that were off
color, to the 6th grade girls gym class. My daughter was one of those girls.

The school investigated, with the result that the teacher was reassigned to other duties, but the
matter lingered until someone called SRS to file a complaint. No warning was given regarding
the SRS investigation, and none of the parents were advised that their daughters would be
questioned as witnesses or victims in the complaint.

The first indication I received that my daughter was still involved in the matter came when she
announced that she had been questioned at length in the principals office after having been
removed from class. She advised that there was a team consisting of an SRS investigator and a
law enforcement officer that asked her many questions about what the teacher had said, if she
had been touched, and even whether she wished this teacher to go to prison for his actions.

After the segment on the teacher, my daughter was asked a series of questions regarding our
home life. She told me that they asked if I ever touched her in ways that made her
uncomfortable, and they wanted to know if I ever got into bed with her or did things that I wasn't
supposed to. After a time they sent her back to class.

Being somewhat angry about not only the attempted guilt trip placed upon my child for the
teachers problems, but also the fishing trip into our personal lives, I began a series of calls to
find out why these imitation professionals had interviewed my child without my being advised or
allowed to attend.

I finally managed to speak with the SRS investigator, and was promptly informed that I had no
rights in the matter. I was told that whether my child was a victim or suspect was irrelevant. She
said I had no right to demand anything. There was no legal requirement for me to be notified or

House Judiciary
2-08-95
Attachment 11



allowed to attend the interview. However, if my child exercised her right to have me present,
she would be taken into custody and placed into holding until a mutually agreeable time could be
arranged for me to attend. It was clear that my 6th grader had the rights her father was
supposed to have,

In my opinion, this is bureaucracy running amok.

Last year, it was said that there was not a need for this amendment because the right of parents to
control the raising of their children already existed. | am one who knows that this is not so.

In summary, | would point out the answer given to a teacher in the February issue of "Issues”
magazine published by the KNEA, regarding the rights of parents who complain that curriculum
violated their Biblical beliefs:

"While it is a generally recognized principal that parents have some input, though limited, in
the education of their children, districts are not required to accommodate their requests."

[ believe that this "politically correct” attitude, from the largest government workers union in the
world, permeates every department of government, and is the precise reason a Parents Rights
Amendment is needed in the Kansas Constitution.

Thank you for your consideration of my testimony.
i 774@/@7{/
im McDavitt

Kansas Education Watch
316-685-5664
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KANSAS
ASSOCIATION

Testimony on HCR 5009
before the
House Judiciary Committee

by
Patricia E. Baker
Associate Executive Director/General Counsel

Kansas Association of School Boards

February 8, 1995

The Kansas Association of School Boards appreciates the
opportunity to présent concerns regarding House Concurrent Resolution
No. 5009.‘ The Association does so in the spirit of protecting the
rights and responsibilities of parents and the well-being of all
children.

Fully recognized at common law and in our statutes and court
decision are the ultimcte rizhts cf parents to directAthe upbringing of
their children. To assert that an amendment to the Constitution of our
state is necessary to ensure this right raises the immediate question
of "Why?" If this amendment is adopted by the legislature and the
people of Kansgs, what changes are foreseen by the sponsors? Does this
amendment override compulsory school attendance laws? Does it override
our statutes on child abuse and neglect? In the area of education,
does each parent have the right to determine all curricular issues for
their children in the public schools?

House Judiciary

2-08-95
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No one wishes to usurp the paramount rights of parents. But
careful thought should be given to the full ramifications of any
amendment to our Constitution. If the intent is to recognize parental
rights, the law has done so for hundreds of years. If there is a

different agenda it should be fotally explored.

Thank you for the opportunity to express our concerns.
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TESTIMONY TO: HOUSE JUDICIARY COMMITTEE
BY: SYDNEY HARDMAN
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 8, 1995

First, let me assure you that my appearance here today in no way indicates
that my organization is opposed to parental rights. To the contrary, Kansas Action
fo; Children was formed with the belief that there is no substitute for strong,
capable, and resourceful parents to give Kansas children the start in life they
deserve and that we all need them to have. KAC has supported numerous projects
in its seventeen-year history which support families and assist parents in their
parental role.
However, we have also recognized that an increasing number of our children
are growing up without nurturing families which are able to ensure their safety
and security. The future of all of our children and our communities is endangered
when we neglect our most vulnerable citizens. A few examples may help to
illustrate the point.
e 16% of our children are born without early prenatal care.
e 19% of our young people will not graduate from high school on time.
® Reports and confirmations of child abuse/neglect remain high, with 2,867
confirmations in 1992,

e 14% of our children live in poverty.

e In one year’s time (1990 to 1991), Kansas went from the 18th state to the
26th state in terms of infant mortality (deaths from all causes from birth to
age 1).

So, in regard to HCR 5009, KAC’s interest is in including protection of our
children as a right guaranteed by our state’s constitution. I have attached some

suggested language for your consideration.
House Judiciary
2-08-95
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Session of 1965 .

House Concurrent Resolutiqn No. 5009

By Representatives Cornfield, Boston, Bradley, Carmody, Donovan, Far-

. mer, Flower, Freebornp Graeber, Haley, Hayzlett, Howell, Hutchins,
Jennison} Kejr, King, Landwehr, Lawrence, Lloyd, Long, "Lowther}
Mason, Mayans, Mays, Merritt, Mollenkamp, Morrison, Myers, Ned-
‘feld, O’Connor, Packer, Paul§, Powell, Powers, Ruff, Shallenburger,
Swenson, Thimesch, Toplikar, Vickrey, Wagle, Weber and Yoh

1-25

& PROPOSITION to amend the bill of rights of the constitution of the
state of Kansas by adding a new section thereto, regarding rights of,
parents to direct the upbringing and education of their chﬂdrepl.

Be it resolved by the Legislature of the State of Kansas, two-thirds of the
members elected (or appointed) and qualified to the House of Repre-
sentatives and two-thirds of the members elected (or appointed) and
qualified to the Senate concurring therein:

Section 1. The following proposition to amend the constitution of the
state of Kansas shall be submitted to the qualified electors of the state
for their approval or rejection: The bill of rights of the constitution of the
state of Kansas is amended by adding a new section thereto to read as
follows:

“§ 21.  Rights of parents. The rights of parents to direct tha

“upbringing and education of their children shall not be infringed. “{Neither shall children's rjights to be safe and secur ej

The legislature shall have power to enforce, by appropriate legis-
lation, the provisions of this section.”
Sec. 2. The following statement shall be printed on the ballot with
the amendment as a whole: .
“Explanatory statement. This proposed amendment would rec-
ognize the rights of parents to direct the upbringing and education

be infringed.

rIt would also recognize th

of their children.
“A vote for this amendment would favor recognizing in the con-

stitution the rights of parents to direct the upbringing and education
of their children,

|safe and secure.

r, and the rights of childr

“A vote against this amendment would favor retaining current
provisions of the constitution which do not contain language spe-
cifically recognizing the rights of parents to direct the upbringing

ﬂ-\ and which do not contain

and education of their children,”
Sec. 3. This resolution, if approved by two-thirds of the members

3
Lrecog'niz ing the rights, of

e rights of children to be]

en to be safe and secure’;] .

language specifically : .
children to be safe and securr.




