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Taking a Stand for Life: This week, President Bush vetoed S. 5, the Stem Cell Research Enhancement Act. This was the second time President Bush vetoed legislation that would have expanded tax-payer funding of embryonic stem-cell research.
Embryonic stem-cell research results in the destruction of human embryos. There is currently no ban on privately-funded embryonic stem-cell research, and in the last five years the government has spent $132 million on human embryonic stem-cell research.

Senator Sam Brownback (R-KS), a strong pro-life advocate, applauded President Bush’s veto saying, “I am pleased that President Bush followed through on his vow to uphold pro-life policies. Embryonic stem-cell research is destructive and unnecessary as it does not yield the results that we have seen in adult and cord blood stem-cell research. We as a society should remain committed to upholding the dignity of every human life.”
Dr. Keith Wiebe, President of AACS, and Maureen Wiebe, AACS Legislative Director, attended the veto ceremony in the East Room of the White House.  Dr. Wiebe commented, "It was gratifying to hear the President's strong statement supporting life in every form, and to see his determination not to waver."
President Bush told the assembled group, “Technical innovation in this difficult area is opening up new possibilities for progress without conflict or ethical controversy. So I invite policymakers and scientists to come together to speed our nation toward the destination we all seek—where medical problems can be solved without compromising either the high aims of science or the sanctity of human life.”
To date, adult stem cell research, which does not require the destruction of human life, has produced over 70 benefits. Embryonic stem cell research, which does require destroying human life, has produced none.  The following web site offers a comparison of the benefits:  http://www.stemcellresearch.org/facts/treatments.htm
Analyzing DC Opportunity Scholarships: Yesterday, the U.S. Department of Education’s Institute of Educational Sciences (IES) released a report entitled the “Evaluation of D.C. Opportunity Scholarship Program: Impacts After One Year.”

The D.C. Opportunity Scholarship Program provides low-income families with $7500 for students to attend private schools participating in the program. The report issued is the third in a series of reports about the program and the first to examine the actual impacts of school choice on participating students.

The report found that after one year there was no significant statistical difference in test scores between students who were involved in the program and those who were not. According to the report, the program did have a “substantial and consistently positive impact on parental satisfaction and their perceptions of school safety."
Secretary of Education Margaret Spellings was not troubled by the findings saying, “The report’s findings are in step with rigorous studies of other voucher programs, which have not typically found impacts on student achievement in the first year. School choice programs like the D.C. Opportunity Scholarship Program empower parents with more opportunities to choose a school that’s right for their child—and we know that parents are pleased with the success of the program in providing effective education alternatives.”

IES will produce future reports on the impact of two and three years of participation in the program, retention, graduation, and school characteristics, as well as gauge the impact of the program on D.C. public schools.

Concerned About Content: A recent study conducted by Rasmussen Reports found that a majority of those surveyed believed that protecting children from indecent content was more important than maintaining the networks' freedom of speech.  Rasmussen Reports is "an electronic publishing firm specializing in the collection, publication, and distribution of public opinion polling information.”
According to the Rasmussen Reports poll, 57 percent of Americans are very concerned about violence on television, 53 percent are very concerned about “inappropriate sexual content,” and 51 percent are very concerned about profanity.  An additional 20 percent of American adults are “somewhat concerned” about inappropriate content on television.

The majority of adults, 63 percent, believe that the Federal Communications Commission should have the power to regulate questionable content in the media.

Findings varied by age and gender but interestingly the widest disparity in the results occurred among self-identified liberals and conservatives. Nineteen percent of liberals said they were very concerned about profanity on TV, 22 percent are very concerned about inappropriate sexual content, and 37 percent are very concerned about violence on TV. 
Sixty-nine percent of conservatives are very concerned about profanity and very concerned about inappropriate sexual content, and 64 percent are very concerned about violence. 

No Hurrahs for Head Start Passage: This week, the U.S. Senate passed Head Start reauthorization (the Senate version of H.R. 1429). Senate conferees will soon meet with House conferees to work out the differences with the respective bills.

Religious liberty advocates had been urging the Senate to include language protecting the hiring rights of religious ministries (including churches and Christian schools) who participate in Head Start. Sadly, the Senate also rejected the opportunity to introduce language similar to the failed Fortuño amendment which would have protected religious hiring rights for Head Start participants but never made it out of the House Education and Workforce Committee.
Nothing Safe from New Congress: In 1984, President Ronald Regan established the Mexico City Policy which requires “nongovernmental organizations to agree as a condition of their receipt of [U.S.] federal funds that such organizations would neither perform nor actively promote abortion as a method of family planning in other nations.” 

When the policy was instated, many organizations such as Planned Parenthood lost considerable federal funds because they refused to distinguish between contraception and abortion in their federally funded programs.
The policy was rescinded by executive order in 1993 and reinstated by President George W. Bush on the day he was inaugurated in 2001.

This week, pro-life groups waged a defensive battle to keep the Mexico City Policy safe from a gutting by Rep. Nita Lowey (D-NY). She presented an amendment to H.R. 2764, an appropriations bill for State Department operations, which would permit contraceptive donations of actual goods to abortion providing organizations but not allow cash funding of these groups. The end result would be that USAID would enable international abortion providers to use their funds on abortions and allow the federal government to foot the bill for contraception. Her amendment passed by a vote of 223 to 201.
Representatives Chris Smith (R-NJ) and Bart Stupak (D-MI) introduced an amendment countering the Lowey amendment which would protect the Mexico City Policy. It failed 205 to 218.
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