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Federal Pre-K: Democratic Senators Bob Casey (D-PA) and Hillary Clinton (D-NY) have recently introduced legislation that would create a voluntary federal pre-kindergarten program. Both Senators have said they hope their bills will be included as part of No Child Left Behind reauthorization but are prepared for them to remain stand-alone bills.
Senator Casey’s bill, "Prepare All Kids Act" (S. 1374), would provide at least one year of pre-kindergarten free for all children from low-income homes. Senator Casey’s bill has won, as expected, support from the public school establishment, who believe that states do not have enough money to adequately educate their young people.

Senator Hillary Clinton’s bill, the “Ready to Learn Act” (S. 1823), stresses the need for good early education as a predictor of a child’s later academic development. Specifically, her bill would establish competitive grants to states to develop or improve their own pre-K programs with an emphasis on meeting the educational needs of lower-income students and non-English speaking children.
The Changing Abortion Debate: According to Stephanie Simon, a writer for the LA Times, “Democrats in Congress and on the campaign trail have begun to adopt some of the language and policy goals of the antiabortion movement.”

Simon cites a House Democratic legislative initiative called “The Reducing Need for Abortions" as proof for her contention. The program would require millions in new funds for its implementation and would:
· “Counsel more young women in crisis to consider adoption, not abortion.”

· “Launch an ad campaign to inform needy women that they can receive healthcare and other resources if they are ‘preparing for birth.’”
· “Expand parenting education and medical services for pregnant women, in some cases by sending nurses to their homes.”
· “Offer day care at federal job-training centers to help new mothers become self-sufficient.”

The initiative recently passed the House as part of an appropriations bill. The initiative received bipartisan support, and pro-life advocate Serrin Foster, president of Feminists for Life, called the new approach “the best possible thing for women.”
Still, some pro-life groups question the motivation behind the liberals’ sudden move to decrease abortions. Many conservatives believe the Democrats are simply using pro-life rhetoric, which they know will appeal to Middle American voters, to obtain support for their liberal agenda.

Specifically, some conservatives question the wisdom of the bill when it gives funds to groups like Planned Parenthood. Although the funds cannot be used for abortions, the monies nevertheless help fill the coffers of the largest abortion provider in the country. 
Congressman Mike Pence (R-IN) believes the initiative is hypocritical and “ludicrous” and thus concludes, “That’s not common ground I can accept.”

Refusing to Accept Easy Truths: Since the legalization of Roe v. Wade, one of the standard talking points of the liberal establishment has been that the majority of American women are for abortion rights. 

But Colleen Carroll Campbell, a fellow for the St. Louis-based Ethics and Public Policy Center, believes that the pro-choice movement has complacently accepted the alleged status quo of thirty years ago as the current status quo. She contends that the “conventional wisdom” has grown “stale.” She writes, “The claim that pro-choice advocates have a corner on compassion is belied by the reality of pro-life crisis pregnancy centers that offer women food, shelter, clothing and emotional support.”
As evidence for her belief, Campbell points to a recent study conducted by Overbrook Research, which found that the number of women in Missouri who self-identify as “strongly pro-life” has increased substantially from 28 percent to 37 percent. During the same period, the number of women who declared themselves “strongly pro-choice” has shrunk from almost a third to nearly a quarter of Missouri women.
Campbell adds, “Women are beginning to question the feminist establishment’s reduction of the abortion debate to a zero sum game that pits a mother’s welfare against that of her unborn child." 
“Although most feminists portray abortion as a liberating choice, groups such as Feminists for Life challenge this idea by noting that most women choose abortion because they lack the resources and social support. Through lobbying and college outreach, Feminists for Life advocates for pregnant women’s needs and urges women to refuse to choose between having a future and having a baby,” concludes Campbell.
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