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President Bush Stimulates “No Child Left Behind”: The Bush Administration last week signed rules to help bolster the effect of No Child Left Behind.  Secretary of Education Margaret Spellings announced the regulations at Columbia High School in Columbia, South Carolina, saying that the legislation “will help us build on the progress of No Child Left Behind and set the table until Congress can act on this legislation.” 

The regulations require that parents are made aware of their right to choose public schools and supplemental education services (SES) such as free tutoring, establish a graduation rate formula for all states to adopt, and ensure that English and mathematic reports in the National Assessment of Education Progress (NAEP) are published. 

Senator Kennedy (D-MA), the Senior Democrat on the Senate Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions Committee, said that the rules were a “significant step forward in helping schools, parents, and teachers bring new solutions to the challenges of helping every child get ahead in school.” He went on to say that “the new regulations will allow schools to innovate while Congress works on new legislation to improve and strengthen the No Child Left Behind law.” 

Not everyone believes that more rules mean greater efficiency. The federal-affairs counsel for education for the National Conference of State Legislatures, David Shreve, said, “They’re moving down the regulatory path to legislate. That’s just a bad move.”

Joel Packer, a National Education Association lobbyist, argues that the new rules will create anything but clarity. He said, “It’s just going to create confusion and uncertainty” going into the next administration.

Spellings acknowledged that the new rules will take “a while to get organized,” but she proclaimed the regulations to be for the problems within the NCLB law. She said, “In the meantime, we need…to make the law work as best as we can.” 

We The [Minority Of] People: “Gay marriage is here whether you like it or not!” said San Francisco Mayor Gavin Newsom. At-least, that is the dream of most “same-sex marriage” proponents regardless of the fact that the amendment to ban same-sex marriage won with 52 percent of the votes from 14 million Californian residents last Tuesday.
 
After the amendment called Proposition 8 won by 500,000 votes, Arnold Schwarzeneggar said, “It's unfortunate, obviously, but it’s not the end. I think that we will again maybe undo that, if the court is willing to do that, and then move forward from there and again lead in that area.”
 
Forty-four members of the California Legislature said in a friend-of-the-court brief that they believed the court should over-ride the votes of the people. They said, “The citizens of California rely on the Legislature and the courts to safeguard against unlawful discrimination by temporary, and often short-lived, majorities.”
 
Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, and Transgender groups (LGBT) have also not given up. In fact, now they know who to target. “Since Proposition 8’s victory, a series of protests against churches, small businesses and individual supporters of traditional marriage have taken place in cities across the state. Tragically, some opponents of Proposition 8 who claim to cherish tolerance and civil rights are unabashedly trampling on the rights of others. Protests and boycotts have taken place against a Hispanic restaurant owner in Los Angeles, African American religious leaders in the Bay Area, and a musical theater director in Sacramento, among many others.”
 
According to Michael Weinstein, the president of the AIDS Healthcare Foundation in Los Angeles, the protests are valuable for public support. “The protests are an important vehicle for expressing a community’s feelings, and I applaud that,” he said. He went on to say, “ultimately we will have to decide what our strategy is going forward. We need to show we can win in the court of public opinion.”
 
After having already received the “public opinion” through the results of the votes, Jeff Flint, a “Yes on 8” campaign strategist, thinks otherwise: “I think the ‘No on 8’ forces have devolved into mob justice.”

Connecticut’s Court Directs Same-Sex Couples to Marriage Clerk: Same-sex couples can now obtain marriage licenses from town and city clerks anywhere in Connecticut according to a Connecticut superior court ruling yesterday. Last month, the Connecticut Supreme Court ruled that same-sex marriage was legitimate within the state. 

The president of Americans for Truth about Homosexuality, Peter LaBarbera, said, “Now they’ll hope that Obama will appoint a couple of more liberal justices, and they’ll get a ruling that either nationalizes gay marriage or nationalizes civil unions. They want gay marriage. They may get civil unions, but that’s just gay marriage by another name anyway.” 

He also explained the grave affect the rulings will have on the state’s children. He said, “This will affect the schools in Connecticut. Children will be taught that anybody can get married, that two men can get married. It does filter--it cascades across society.”

Connecticut voted last week to not establish a constitutional convention to pass an amendment like the thirty-three other state marriage amendments that have now been passed.
