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A Bill That Never Ends: This past Tuesday, Senator Ted Kennedy (D-MA) and Rep. Carolyn Maloney (D-NY) announced the reintroduction of the Equal Rights Amendment (ERA). The bill, which had 191 cosponsors, was introduced as H.J. Res. 40.

The text of the bill is similar to the 1973 Equal Rights Amendment. The bill says, “Equality of rights under the law shall not be denied or abridged by the United States or by any State on account of sex.”

Critics contend that such benign language masks the pernicious purposes behind the bill and the terrible consequences if such a bill were to attain the two-thirds support it needs in both houses to amend the U.S. Constitution.

Some of the potential consequences include making women subject to the draft and denying women the protection of certain labor laws, such as those that protect women in heavy industry.

The ERA bill would likely provide a constitutional right to abortion as well as taxpayer funded abortions. In 1973, New Mexico amended their state constitution with language similar to the Federal ERA. In 1998, the New Mexico Supreme Court ruled that the state could not regard abortion differently than the “medically necessary procedures” required by men.

In addition, the ERA would also be used to mandate same-sex “marriage” in all states. The Hawaii Supreme Court in 1993, the Baltimore Circuit Court in January 2006, the Massachusetts Supreme Court in 2003, and a California trial court in 2005 all based their decisions at least partially on the grounds that to deny recognition of same-sex “marriage” was sexual discrimination.

The bill also may have some troubling consequences for religious schools as well, particularly Christian schools that are single-sex schools or Christian schools that segregate students for certain classes, for example, preacher-boy classes.

ACTION:  Please contact your Representative and Senator and urge them to vote against The Equal Rights Amendment, H.J. Res. 40.   Contact information can be obtained at www.house.gov and www.senate.gov.
Failing to See the Trees for the Forest: Both the House and Senate are holding a series of hearings about the strengths and weaknesses of No Child Left Behind. This past Tuesday the Senate Committee on Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions held a hearing to discuss the need for parental involvement.

Anna Weselak, president of the National Parent Teacher Association, criticized No Child Left Behind in her testimony before the committee for failing to provide better guidance and supervision to schools looking to keep parents better informed and more involved in their children’s local public schools.

But when asked by Senator Judd Gregg (R-NH) about school choice for students in failing schools, Weselak’s answer was distinctly negative. She informed the Senator that she did not support public funds going to private schools—even when the funds go to the parents rather than the schools. She questioned to whom the private schools would be accountable. Ironically, Gregg pointed out to the head of the National Parent Teacher Association that he apparently had more faith in the parents than she did. 

Victory for Virginia Families:  Last week, Virginia Governor Tim Kaine signed a bill into law that requires public libraries in Virginia to install Internet filters on all public computers if the libraries are recipients of state funding and wish to continue to be recipients.

The bill, which is similar to the federal Children’s Internet Protection Act, will require public libraries to install filters to protect children from being exposed to obscene and inappropriate materials. The legislature also passed a budget amendment to include $190,000 to help defray the cost of installing filters.

According to The Family Foundation, strong advocates on requiring filters in public libraries, 89 percent of Virginians who took a statewide opinion survey believe that filters are necessary to protect children.

Unequal Justice: Last week, Rep. John Conyers (D-MI) introduced the Local Law Enforcement Hate Crimes Prevention Act of 2007, H.R. 1592. The bill would provide federal financial assistance to local law enforcement and Indian tribes to prosecute hate crimes on the basis of “actual or perceived” race, color, religion, national origin, gender, sexual orientation, gender identity, or disability.

By amending the code and providing a series of grants that law enforcement can apply for, the bill would create a separate and more important category of investigation and prosecution of violent crimes. For example, a violent crime committed against a homosexual would be considered more “egregious” than a violent crime committed against a child.
Similar legislation has been introduced in the past and was usually opposed by victims’ rights groups who see this as inequality before the eyes of the law. States’ rights advocates also oppose the bill on the grounds that all but five states already have hate crimes laws in place making a federal version unnecessary.
ACTION:  Please contact your Representative and urge him or her to vote against any hate crimes legislation.   Contact information can be obtained at www.house.gov. 
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