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Washington, DC

December 12, 2008

Our Modern-Day, Lion-facing Daniel: He confronted the entire Wisconsin public education system. He wrote the “1983 Wisconsin Act 512” to define the “private school” and “home-school.”  And despite nasty threats and bribes from other lobbyists, he prayed to the Lord and won. His name is Marv Munyon—our modern-day Daniel in the position of the Wisconsin Association of Christian Schools’ (WACS) legislative representative.  He was recently honored for his 25 years of service to Christian education. 

 

The story begins with Lorenz Popanz, a Wisconson father who had been charged in the early 1980s by the Department of Public Instruction (DPI) for homeschooling his two girls. At that time, home-schooling was not considered a part of the required private or public school education. Mr. Popanz appealed the case to the Wisconsin Supreme Court where the prior ruling was overruled and the legislature was advised to clearly define a private school. To accomplish this, the legislature set up an “ad hoc” committee and asked Munyon to represent the Christian schools.    

 

Munyon never thought that he would get involved with politics. But when he committed his life to the Lord, he committed his life to do God’s will. Before being approached by the legislature, he wondered, “Why isn’t somebody doing something to protect the Christian’s rights to have something other than public schools?” Then someone asked him why he didn’t do something about the cause. He later said, “That showed me that if we would be involved in these issues, then we could make a difference. I wasn’t willing to roll over and play dead. It was nothing that I did, but I was at the right place at the right time and I allowed God to use me.” 

 

Throughout the drama, God gave Munyon courage to uphold righteous principles despite the number of foes. He said, “If you speak the truth and someone is not upset at you, then you are not standing strong enough for it.” He went on to say that, of course, one needs to be tactful and gracious—“We get more bees with honey than vinegar”—but even when circumstances are not favorable, one should never compromise. Every lobbyist following the committee offered bribes to Munyon to cease his mission of passing his own definition of a “private school.” Munyon’s response was, “I don’t make deals. You guys better go with me, because I’m going to win this battle.”
 

Though it “got real nasty,” according to Munyon, he prevailed. Upon the results, a Wisconsin state superintendent joked that Munyon had cheated because he prayed to the God of Heaven and God heard him. To that, State Senator Marvin Roshell replied, “If the biggest sin Marv ever commits is pray to God, I think he’ll be all right.”
 

Because Munyon allowed God to use him, God has honored him with notable influence. When honoring him for his 25 years of service to WACS, State Senator Glen Grothman remarked, “Marv has gained influence in the state of Wisconsin through hundreds, perhaps thousands of speeches at local churches. As a result, when he lobbies on behalf of Christian schools, home schools, or parental rights, his clout is such that he has forced the Wisconsin Legislature to listen.”

 

His achievements are not only one of state importance, but also of national importance.  Dr. Keith Wiebe, president of American Association of Christian Schools, stated, “We are grateful for the tireless efforts of Marv Munyon who has courageously fought on behalf of thousands of students and their parents’ rights.  Through his godly and self-disciplined ambition, God has used him to provide Christian schools in Wisconsin the freedom to carry out their mission as God wills.  His testimony stands before us as evidence that God can do mighty things through men who are committed to Him.  The cause of Christian education has been strengthened because of his work.”

Munyon cites one of his motivating truths as Colossians 2:6-8 which says, “As ye have therefore received Christ Jesus the Lord, so walk ye in him: rooted and built up in him, and stablished in the faith, as ye have been taught, abounding therein with thanksgiving.  Beware lest any man spoil you through philosophy and vain deceit, after the tradition of men, after the rudiments of the world, and not after Christ.”  He shared that his “prayer is that the Christian community would wake up to what’s going on in this society and nation. We have a great privilege, but we also have a great responsibility to stand up for the truth. We can make a difference but it takes effort and hard work.”
 

The Truth About Marriage:  The cover story for the December 15 issue of Newsweek, “Our Mutual Joy,” has sparked a strong response from the Christian community.  That article cites as its byline, “Opponents of gay marriage often cite Scripture.  But what the Bible teaches about love argues for the other side.” Author Lisa Miller then proceeds to cite examples from the Bible that she believes shows that the Bible actually condones “gay marriage,” rather than condemn it.  Beginning with an explanation of how she believes the Bible defines marriage, she references Abraham’s relationship with Hagar, and the patriarchs and kings of Israel who had more than one wife.  She also cites the teachings of Jesus and Paul on the family, claiming that “while the Bible and Jesus may say many important things about love and family, neither explicitly defines marriage as between one man and one woman.”
Interestingly, Miller does reference Genesis 2:24 which states, “Therefore shall a man leave his father and his mother, and shall cleave unto his wife: and they shall be one flesh.”  But she adds an explanation from Barnard University Bible scholar Alan Segal who says that if people believe the Bible was written by men—and not directly handed to them by God—then they must realize that this verse was given to a people who lived in a world where polygamy was a way of life.  Miller later adds, “A mature view of scriptural authority requires us, as we have in the past, to move beyond literalism. The Bible was written for a world so unlike our own, it’s impossible to apply its rules, at face value, to ours.”
Newsweek editor Jon Meachan predicted that this article would stir a reaction. “Religious conservatives will say that the liberal media are once again seeking to impose their values (or their ‘agenda,’ a favorite term to describe the views of those who disagree with you) on a God-fearing nation. Let the letters and emails come. History and demographics are on the side of those who favor inclusion over exclusion.” 
Tony Perkins, president of the Family Research Council (FRC), joined with Rev. Peter Sprigg, FRC Vice-President for Policy, in an article titled “Newsweek, or Opinion Weak?” and declared, “Newsweek has declared war on marriage. That is the only way to interpret its publishing [Miller’s article]. . . . There are so many logical and theological errors in this piece that we felt it deserved a detailed, point-by-point rebuttal.”  They continue their writing with multiple Scripture references and explanations that refute Miller’s claims.  Among their points are the many verses that define marriage as between one man and one woman (Gen. 2:24-25, Matthew 19:3-6, and Mark 10:2-12). In answer to Miller’s claim that the biblical picture of marriage is different because the Jewish patriarchs were polygamists, they remind the reader that “there is a difference between how the Bible defines marriage and how it depicts it in all it’s sin-corrupted reality.” (To read the entire article, Click Here.)  
In addition, Al Mohler wrote a lengthy article refuting Miller’s claims, and pointed out that this publication in Newsweek is a result of the recent vote for a marriage amendment, Proposition 8, in California.  He states, “Gay rights activists are publicly calling on the mainstream media to offer support for gay marriage, arguing that the media let them down in November.  It appears that Newsweek intends to do its part to press for same-sex marriage.  Many observers believe that the main obstacle to this agenda is a resolute opposition grounded in Christian conviction.  Newsweek clearly intends to reduce that opposition.”
Dr. Keith Wiebe, president of American Association of Christian Schools, said, “This is yet another example of the fallacies in the arguments claiming to support ‘same-sex marriage.’ It is a sobering reminder of the important task we have to continue in the fight to protect the sanctity of marriage, and to continue teaching sound biblical truth.”
No Faith Required For Faith Schools: In the desire to provide intelligence for a “multi-ethnic Britain,” the Runnymede Trust, a community relations think tank in Britain, reported this year that all faith-based schools in the United Kingdom should cease from prohibiting students of different faiths into the schools. They held that if schools followed this, society cohesion would be increased and student “ethos” that is notably exclusive to faith schools would benefit more than a select few.

Rob Berkeley, the Deputy Director of Runnymede, said, “Faith schools make up a third of our education system. Schools should be central to their communities and neighborhoods for all who live there, not just those who share their religious world view. If we are serious about the importance of equality and cohesion, faith schools too need to play their part by welcoming all in society to the benefits of their approaches.” 
 

The research project engaged parents, teachers, education experts, religious leaders, local authority officials, and pupils.

 

To support its belief that diversity in backgrounds would help foster cohesion, the report stated that “faith schools can demonstrate a successful emphasis on the teaching of values, one which we recognize as a significant contribution to effective education for the 21st century. However, faith schools are much more effective at educating for a single vision than they are at opening dialogue about a shared vision. As currently constituted they may be having the effect of limiting young people’s ability to engage in such discussions. This is a significant reason why we advocate that faith schools should accept a broader range of pupils, from a range of faith backgrounds or of no faith.”
 

In the attempt to promote school choice for parents, but prohibit parents from deciding the types of children with whom their kids will befriend, the research said, “Opening up faith schools to all young people would enable the schools to focus on identifying the distinctive nature of what they are offering in terms of their vision. At the moment, faith can be used by parents as a means of ensuring social exclusivity within a school. This works counter to the stated aims of government to create spaces where people from different backgrounds can work together for common aims.”
However, the Church of England’s chief education officer, the Rev. Jan Ainsworth disagrees—“Some seem to believe that the Christian ethos, which is so valued by parents, is like a sort of magic dust that is sprinkled on church schools simply by association.  But it is, in fact, achieved through the hard work of staff and governors in building a learning community that is underpinned with Christian values.”
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