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Discrimination in California:  California Democrat State Senator Sheila Kuehl is at it again. This time, she has introduced legislation, SB 777, which would ban textbooks or teacher instruction which “reflects adversely” upon homosexuality or bisexuality and any of those people who perceive gender identity issues. The bill also affects all school-sponsored activities including sports.
The bill is almost identical to SB 1437 which passed the California legislature last session but was vetoed by Governor Arnold Schwarzenegger.

According to Karen England, Executive Director of the California-based Capitol Resource Institute (CRI), “SB 777 is designed to transform our public schools into institutions that disregard all notions of the traditional family unit. This reverse discrimination is an outright attack on the religious and moral beliefs of California citizens.”

Meredith Turney, also of CRI, points out that “the term ‘reflects adversely’ is too nebulous and susceptible to broad interpretation. For instance, does it reflect adversely upon homosexuals to report statistics on the rate of AIDS infections in America, including the homosexual community? Would the terms ‘mom and dad’ or ‘husband and wife’ be considered discriminatory?” 

West Virginia State Capitol Day: Last week, the West Virginia Christian Education Association hosted its first “West Virginia Christian School Day at the Capitol.” Nearly 500 Christian school representatives came from across the state to meet in the Rotunda of the state capitol. Several state legislators and government officials took part in the day, and the Christian school attendees heard from a representative from the Governor’s office.

Dr. Jerry Fisher, Executive Director of the WV Christian Education Association believes the day was a tremendous success and hopes to have a Christian School Day at the Capitol next year on a large scale. 
Fisher says, “We believe that today’s event punctuated the vastly important contribution that the West Virginia Christian Schools are making in our state from an educational, financial, and moral strengthening perspective. We are a strong voice, and we shall continue to do what is right, popular or not, because doing what is right brings the blessings of God upon our people and our state.”

Ohio’s Community Defense Act: The Ohio State House and Senate are considering a bill which will require all sexually-oriented businesses to close at midnight. The bill was a result of an unusual governmental statute. The Ohio Constitution allows citizens to introduce a bill into the legislature, much as a representative or senator would, by collecting signatures from Ohio residents who are registered voters. 
The bill is called the Ohio Community Defense Act, SB-6. Proponents of the legislation obtained over 200,000 signatures. If the Senate does not pass the bill in a form the public accepts, the organizers have four months to obtain 120,000 additional signatures to place the resolution on the November 2007 ballot.

As expected, sexually-oriented businesses in Ohio are complaining that the bill would put over half of them out of business. Nevertheless, supporters say that the support is strong and point out that the content of the bill has already been upheld by the 6th Circuit of Appeals, which has jurisdiction over Ohio, Michigan, Tennessee, and Kentucky.
Georgia’s Voucher bill: One of the baseless charges anti-school choice activists use to oppose school choice legislation is that public schools will be hurt by allowing parents more liberty and resources to choose their children’s schools. But more and more brave souls are speaking out for school choice in Georgia, a state that has been resistant to tax-credits and vouchers.

The Atlanta Journal-Constitution tells of a special education teacher at a public school in Miami-Dade County, Florida, who used the Florida McKay Scholarship to take her special needs son out of the public school where she teaches to place him in a private school that better meets his need. Lanetta Estrada traveled to Georgia to encourage Georgia to adopt similar legislation. Estrada told the legislators that she had been worried about applying for a scholarship because she was scared, but she prayed about it and says her son is now “reaching his full academic and emotional potential.” She adds that the scholarship “has been a blessing for me and my son and for 17,000 other children and families in Florida.”
Some choice advocates see the Georgia Special Needs Act as too complicated and therefore destined to be largely ineffective in meeting the needs of the people it was intended to help. 

More significantly, proponents of the bill and similar legislation have yet to reach a consensus on the degree to which the state government should be involved in the regulation of private schools which accept school choice funds or vouchers.

Jim Wooten, associate editor of the AJC editorial page, believes that the Georgia scholarship will result in a program that benefits students largely by chance and not true choice.  Also, Wooten is concerned about the potential problems that private schools may face if they accept scholarship students. 
Wooten chides the legislators, saying, “It is essential that choice and scholarships for parents of special needs children not become, or be seen as, an indirect way of regulating private schools. The intent should be to actually give parents options and to trust them to buy education services they believe their child needs from any willing and able provider.”

“The goal here is to empower parents, not to regulate the competition,” said Wooten.
