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Sanctity of Marriage in the Balance in New York:  This week, New York Governor David Paterson instructed all New York state agencies to begin the process of revising policies and regulations to recognize same-sex marriages from Massachusetts, California, and Canada.  According to a directive by the Paterson’s legal counsel, David Nocenti, “married” gay couples from other states “should be afforded the same recognition as any other legally performed union,” and any state agency that did not give “full faith and credit to same-sex marriages” could face liability.

Frank Russo of the American Family Association of New York questions the legality of the Governor’s move since the New York legislature has not yet acted on the issue of “gay marriage.” Russo believes that most government officials do not have accurate knowledge regarding this issue.  “I think that there are a lot of arguments [against same-sex marriage] that unfortunately we are not hearing in the media and not hearing anyplace.” This action would make New York the first state to officially recognize gay-marriages without allowing the marriages to be performed within state borders.  

Brian Raum, senior legal counsel for the Alliance Defense Fund, also argued, “It’s a perfect example of a governor overstepping his authority and sidestepping the democratic process.  It’s an issue that should be decided by the voters.”

During a Thursday press conference, White House Press Secretary Dana Perino responded to a question regarding the New York Governor’s directive by emphasizing that the “President believes that we should try to make this decision based on a nationwide agreement for what the definition of a marriage should be, and that activist judges and different states trying to impose something of that importance on the rest of the nation is to be looked at skeptically.”

California Ruling Opens a Can of Worms:  The Family Research Council (FRC) hosted a panel yesterday that examined the effects of the May 15 decision by the California Supreme Court regarding same-sex “marriage.”  Their decision opened a can of worms when they ruled that homosexuals have the right to marry, essentially placing homosexual discrimination on the same level as racial discrimination. 

Moderated by FRC President Tony Perkins, the speakers included Glen Lavy, Senior Counsel with Alliance Defense Fund and lead attorney in the California case; Matthew Staver, the Founder and Chairman of the Liberty Counsel; and Ken Blackwell, the FRC’s Senior Fellow for Family Empowerment and former Ohio secretary of state. 

Glen Lavy challenged that the ruling infringes the enumerated rights of religious citizens. “California has long been willing to trample religious liberty.”  He posed the question of what would happen now to the religious liberty of the clerks who give marriage licenses to couples. Another problem he sees concerns churches that hold marriage ceremonies.  Referring to the marriage amendment that will be on the California ballot this November, Lavy said, “If this marriage amendment is not passed, then churches would not be able to not allow homosexual marriages to occur within their church.” 

Another problem the ruling presents is that religious organizations will be forced to allow homosexuals to apply and obtain jobs and would not be able to teach against the homosexual lifestyle.  Matthew Staver pronounced that “faith-based schools could no longer discriminate based on sexual orientation, and in California the curriculum would be required to include homosexuality.”
This ruling also could provide groundwork for a future amendment allowing polygamy. “This opens the door to allowance of polygamy in the future. There is no guarantee that in two to four years the courts will redefine marriage again. Polygamy is more grounded in history [than homosexual marriages],” Lavy said.

Tony Perkins summarized that the reason FRC was interested in public policy regarding this issue was for the children.  “The reason why there is an interest in public policy on gay marriage is because of the procreation nature of the relationship. It is shown through numerous psychological studies that children need moms and dads.” 

Ken Blackwell passionately stressed the need for citizens to fight the legalization of “gay marriage.” He stated, “You have erosion of very, very basic rights. We have the opportunity to engage the culture.”

Faith-Based Vouchers Given Possible Way Out of Cage:  The Taxation and Budget Reform Commission (TBRC) is empowering Florida voters this November to dissolve the ban on allocation of tax money toward religious organizations. This issue needs 60 percent of the popular vote to push this “cage door” open for the school choice program.

In 2006, the Florida Supreme Court cited the Blaine amendment, a provision that bans state aid for religious organizations, as the reason for stopping former Governor Jeb Bush’s A+ Opportunity Scholarship Program, the initiative that allowed students attending failing public schools to use this tax money for private school education. 

The governor cheered this decision by the TBRC, saying, “Thanks to the good work of the Taxation and Budget Reform Commission, Florida voters, not activist jurists, will ultimately decide the best way to provide a quality education for all of our students.” 

Larry Keough, the associate director of education for the Florida Catholic Conference, stated, “I believe school choice in principle is a fundamental issue. Some parents do not have the financial ability to choose the schools they believe are best for their children.”  TBRC’s decision to reopen this issue to voters now gives Bush’s program a second chance to push through and also gives school choice a stronger voice.
Universal Pre-K Not the Answer:  A recent report published by the Alabama Policy Institute shows that preschool does not provide the solution for better academic achievement and better behavior in children, despite claims by preschool advocates that preschool “reduces the need for special education, grade retention, welfare, and incarceration while increasing high school graduation, college enrollment, and employment at high paying jobs.”  

Krista Kaver, an education consultant and author of the report, argues that “preschool is not the answer to the problem of low academic achievement or other societal problems.”  Her report provides an in-depth analysis of the research that has been done on universal pre-k as well as an examination of several states that provide preschool programs.  She contends that when all of the research is examined, “most research shows that preschool provides short-term cognitive and academic benefits that fade out after a few years.”  

One such study examined was the Head Start Synthesis Project that considered 210 studies of the Head Start program.  This project concluded with the following statement:  “In the long run, cognitive and socio-emotional test scores of former Head Start students do not remain superior to those of disadvantaged children who did not attend Head Start.”  A study conducted by Professor W. Steven Barnett of Rutgers University compared children in preschool and non-preschool groups and found that the effects of preschool gradually declined over the years.

Based on her research, Kaver concluded, “The solution is not to increase government intrusion into child rearing at all but rather to increase meaningful parental participation in the upbringing and education of children.”  
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