TO THE FUBLIC SCHOOL TEACHERS OF AMERICA

by Samuel L. Blumenfeid

You are probably a member of the National Fduviation Associw~tion,

better known as the NEA. Perhaps you didn't want to ioin the NEA, but
Arowp

when you joilned your local tezchers erganisation which was an affiliate
of the NEA, you were told that that automatically made you a mzmber
of the state and national orgsnizations. Arid that is why your membership
dues run to around $300 a year.

In some school districts you had a choice. You didr't have to
join the local NEA affiliate. But by not joining you weré told that
you wouldn't have liability insurance to protect yourself in the classroom
against law suits for educational malpractice. Apparently, as teaching

has expanded intc areas beyond the general subject matter of basic

cducation, tevachors have found themselves to be more at risk, more

vulnerable. Thus, we are told, they need liablility insurance.
0f course, very little of that $300 paid to the NLA goes to pay
for liability insurance. In fact, there are altermative teachers
associations in America that provide the same insurance coverage -- and
sometimes even greater coverage -- for much less money. For example,
better

Professional Educators of Iowa provides swed insurance coverage with
a membership fee of only $40 a year. Thus, if you and ninety-nine
other teachers in your school district decided to organize an alternative
teachers association, you could probably get the same 1lnsurance as the
Jowa group with dues of only $40 a year and thereby save yoursclves
collectively $26,000.

But then perhaps you are one of those teachers who have lost the
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right to choose. Perhaps you teach in a district with an "agency shop.
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An agency shop,

local

of employment,

you don't join.
contract for you,

negotiate a contract of your own with

not permitted under

NEA affiliate and the local school board,

as you know, 1s an arrangement agreed upon by your

whereby, as a condition

you must either join the union or pay its dues even 1if

The union claims that since it has negotiated a

you must pay 1its agency You may have wanted to

fee.

the school board. But that 1i=s

the rule of exclusive representation.

T
TS

basic

on the sole basis of your qualifications as

the majority of your colleagues don't want that freedom for

trae—that Yhe agency shop a

freedom of choice,

greement deprives you of vour
your right to work in the government schools
a teacher. But 2oparently

themselves

I+ for

and neither do they wantAyou ta—breeee=—3t, for they votad for the agency
shop.

wWhat deoes tiis ftell us? 1t tells us that there are far too many
tiuctiers who will voluntarily vote away theilr rights as free citizens
in a free country. ln the intercst of going along with the collective,
they will give up their rights as individuals. O0f course, the NEA calls
this democracy. 'hey claim vhat il the majoriry want to vote away

thelr freedoms

was devised to

they have a right te do so. our federal tvonstitution

But

prevent cxactly that. It prevents the majority from

voting us into a dlctatorshlp or depriving the minority of its Constitu-

tional rights. That is why we have remaincd frece for as long as we have.
But what iz also sad is that local school boards are willing to

give up the governmen:'s righte to hire teachers om the basis of quality

and merit rather than on ehe=baeis—ei union membership. The public

s-liools are paid for by the taxpayer. What right do school boards have
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to set up agency shops without consulting the taxpayers? Do not those
who pay for the schools have a right to decide omn what basis teachers
should be hired or fired?

Fortunately, there are many teachers who have decided to fight
the agency shop. They have gone to court to defend their Constitutionally

Fa{siy
guaranteed freedoms, and they have been helped by a wewmderfud organiza-
near

tion 4 Washington called Concerned Educators Against Forced Unionism,
a division of the National Right to Work Committee.

Meanwnile, teachers have been fired for refusing to pay their
agerncy shop fees, and some teachers hawve resigned. One teacher imn

"l,"-‘\“-_c(r\e Yy~

Fremont, California, who had been voted the best foreign languageAin
the state, resigned rather than accept the agency shop. She wrote her
students: "My employer is confiscating my wages without my permission.
This is the status of a slave. How can I return to you in September
and teach you to stand tall as a free man or woman if I cannot?"

This 1is a question that all teachers in an agency shop should be asking.
wawts

What 1is frightening is that the NEA weuld—dddae to hawve an agency shop

in every school district in the nation, creating an educational

dictatorship run by the NEA. Is this what the teachers of America want?
But there are other reasons why many teachers don't like the NEA.

They know that the NEA is more than just a union. It is a political

organization with a radical leftist social agenda that is undermining

traditional American values, and the last thing these teachers want 1is

for their money to be used to support that program.

However, far too many teachers are unaware of the NEA's stand on
political and social issues. They simply don't bother to read NEA

materials and thus do not realize Low far to the lefit their unien 1is.
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For example, the NEA favors pro-choilce on the abortion issue.
As far as the NEA 1s concerned, the unborn have no unalienable right
to life, and the mother's social convenience is more important than
the child's 1life. Isn't it odd, that a teachers' organization, so
concerned with finding new jobs for teachers should condone the murder
of 15 million unborn children who could have filled the schoolhouses
of Amerdica? The NEA speaks loudly for students rights, but it 1s
silent on the right of the unborn to live. The NEA claims to be concerned

supposedlly

with the health and welfare of America's children, and thatKis why it advo-
cates lowering the compulsory school attendance age to four. Yet it
expresses no concern over the brutal slaughter of 15 million unborn
children. Is this an organization that truly cares for the welfare of

oy children?

The NEA also favors the Marxist Sandinista government of Nicavagua

whir-h, with the help of Auwmerica's deadliecst cnemies, is leading that
Central American nationm into totalitarfan communism. The NEA has no
sympathy for the freedom fighters who want for the Nicaraguans the same

kind of freedoms that Amerlicans enjoy.

The NEA also advocates a nuclear freeze which would freeze us into
a position of inferiority vis-a-vis the Soviet Union, thus making us
vulnerable to nuclear blackmail by the communiste. The NEA 1s so keen
on creating anxiety among American school children concerning the nuclear
threat that it is disvributing a ten-lesson course on the subject for

the 10 through l4-year-old age group entitied Choices: a unit on conflict

and nuclear war. The course doesn't present America's strategy of
Peace through Strength which has effectively managed to deter nuclear
war for the past 40 years. Instead, it works on the fears and anxietics

of rthe children. It shows them ghastly pictures of charred bodies and
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disfigured victims of the bombings of Hiroshima and Nagasaki. The NEA
doesn't tell teachers that the nuclear freeze movement was started by

the Soviet-controlled World Peace Council in 1980 for the purpose of
creating nuclear hysteria in the West so that its people would mindlessly
demand unilateral disarmamenct.

The WNEA condemns the government of El Salvador which is fighting
communist terrorism, but it is silent on Soviet genocide in Afghanistan.

Mavyi st
It condemns apartheid in South Africa but says nothing about the Mugabe
government in neighboring Zimbabwe which 1s terrorizing and murdering
its own black citizens who voted for political parties other than
Mugabe's.

The NEA also opposes school prayer, educatiomnal vouchers and
tuition tax credits. It opposes the teaching of creationism as an
alternative view to the theory of evolution. le advocates state regula-
ticn of church schools and home schools in clear vioclation of our
First Amendment right to freedom of religion and the parents unalienable
right to educate their children without interrerence from the state.

It wants to extend state control over every facet of child development
and education in America.

While the NEA opposes the imposition of sectarian religious practices
in the public schools, it promotes the religion of secular humanisn
through its strong advocacy of values clarification, sex education,
death education, sensitivity training, globalism and other related
programs. Yet, in a pamphlet entitlied '"The Radical Right Attack on
the NEA,'" published in March 1985, the N¥a has the gall to state: 'The
whole notioun of secular humanism is, In fact, entirely the invention
of Radical Right leaders, writers and fund-raisers. They've conjured

up the concept, defiaed 1t, villified it, and then attributed it to



teachers."
Either the NEA is lying or so abysmally ignorant that it doesn't
even know what it 1s doing. Having debated NEA officials on several

occasions, this writer tends to believe that it is a combination of both.

But you, a teacher, need not take my word for it. You can find
out for yourself who is telling the truth. After all, there is a
philosophy of education guiding our public schools. No one, not even

the NEA, would deny that it is a secular philosophy, a philosophy that
excludes traditional religion from the public school curri-:ulum. But
is it "humanist'"?

The humanist philosophy was first formally set down in 1933 in a

document known as the Humanist Manifesto. It was signed by John Daeowey

and 33 other prominent humanists,. In 1973 that document was updated

as Humanist Manifesto I7 and signed by 114 original signers and 258

additional signers. Among them are many prominent professors, psychologist
Unitarian ministers and Ethical Culturists. They inciude such well-

known names as lsaac Asimov, Theodore Brawmeld, Lionel Abel, Alan T.
Cuttmacher, B.F. Skinner, Betty Friedan, Sol Gordon, A. Philip

Randolph, and others.

What does the Manifesto say? First, it deni

]

s the efficacy of
faith in God or prayer. It states:
"As in 1933, humanists still believe that traditional theism,

especially faith in the prayer-hearing God, assumed to love and care for

persons, to l.oar and understand their prayers and to be able to do
something about them, is an unproven and outmoded faith. Salvationism,
based on mere affirmaticn, still appears as harmful, diverting peopie
with false hopes of heaven hereafter. Reasonable minds look to other

means for survival."
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How can it be said that a faith that has served millions of people

over a period of 5,000 years is

'unproven"? How can it be said that

such a faith is "outmoded'" when it provided the impetus for the settlement
of a vast wllderness and the creation of the freest and richest nation

in all of human history? How can it be said to be "harmful” when it
provided man with a moral code that permitted him to flourish in safety
and freedom in a civilization of uaparallelled achievement? How can

it be accused of "diverting people with false hopes of heavenrn hereafter’
when it has created an economic system of abundance and unlimited

progress while atheist philosophies that promise utopia instead of

heaven have given their victims nothing but hell on earth?

Second, the manifesto denies the divine origin of moral values.

It states: "We affirm that moral values derive their source from human
experience. Ethics 1s autonomous and situatlonal, needing no theological
or ideological sanction. Erhics stems from human necd and interest."

In other words, God's law does not exist, and the Ten Commandments are
moded
an outdated statcment of moral prejudices. There i3 no sin.

And that 1s why the schools tecach situational ethics and wvalues
clarification. That 1s wny they concentrate so heavily on sex education.
The Manifesto states: "In the area of sexuality, we believe that
intolerant attitudes, often cultivated by orthodox religions and
puritanical cultures, unduly repress sexual conduct. The right to birth
control, abortion, and divorce should be recognized. . . . The many
varieties of sexual ecxploration should not in themselves be considered
'evil.'. . . Short cf harming othervs or compelling them to do likewise,
individuals should be permitted to exprcss thelyr sexual proclivities
and pursue their life-styles as they desire.” And this is what the schoc

have been telling American children for years, with the result that we nos

have more teenage pregnancies than ever, more venereal disease then cver,

More & s€vual pervercipnpg Haw ever
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That the NEA has been promoting «ll of the components of secular
humanism can be proven by simply examining NEA history and reading its
publications. 1In 1948 the NEA became a sponsor of the National Training
Laboratory in Group Development at Bethel, Maine. The NTL specialized
in developing the techniques of sensitivity training, group dynamics,
and producing social change.

In an article entitled "The Teacher -- Agent of Change," published

in the NEA Journal of January 1962, we read:

National Tralning lLaboratories of NEA initilated a program

for classroom teachers

The training lab 1s an intensive learning experience . . in
which a staff of social scientists help translate research findings
into classroom practice. Objectives include greater sensitivity

in observing and interpreting social and psychological factors

in learning groups.

And in Today's Education of September 1970, the successor to the

NEA Journal, we learn more about what the change-agent teacher 1s doing.
e read: "The change-agent teacher does more than dream, however; he
builds, too. He is part of an association of colleagues in his local
school system, in his state, and across the country that makes up an
intcrlocking system of change-agent organizatilons. This kind of system
is necessary because changing our scciety through the evolutionary
educational processes requires simultaneous action on three power levels.™
1f{ that isn't a conspiracy to change America according to the
humanists® plan, I wonder what else you would call it. Perhaps as a

teavher you've been duped into becoming a change agent. Do you kmow
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where 1t will all lead to? It will lead to a world government -- no
doubt dominated by the ceimmunists -~ in which America will have lost
its sovercignty and freedom and where "unalienable rights'" will be a
thing of the past. For the world humanist-communist government will
be an atheist government in which there is no Creator endowing human
beings with unalienable rights. Rights and freedoms will merely
become privileges dispensed by a government run by men.

Is this the kind of world you want to live in? Is this the kind
of world the teachers of America should be attempting to create 1in
their roles as change agents?

The NEA started 1ts crusade for world government back in 1942.

In 1946 NEA Journal editor Joy Elmer Morgan wrote:

In the struggle to establish an adequate world government,

the teachher l1as many parts to play. He must begzin with his own
attitude and knowledge and purpose. He can du much to prepare
the hearts and minds of children for global understacding and
cooperatien. . . . At the very top of all the agencies which

will assure the coming of world government must stand the schliool,

the teacher, and the organized profession.

Thus, the NEA has been promoting the idea of world government

for four decades. The Humanist Manifesto of 1972 affirmed that stand

when 1t sta<-d:

We deplore the division of humankind on nationalistic grounds.
We have reached a turning point in human hisctory where the best

option is to transcend the limits of national scverelgnty and to
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move toward the bullding of a world community in which all sectors
of the human family can participate. Thus we look to the development

of a system of world law and a world order based upon transnational

federal government.

Thus, the very goal of the NEA is to end American sovereignty
and freedom.

So it 1s obvious that the NEA is more than just a teachers
association devoted to 1mproving the lot of teachers. It is the nation's
single most powerful and active engine of political and social change.

And your dues are helping to pay to run that engine. The members' money,
to the tune of a half billion dollars a year, is being used to lobby
Congress and fifty state legislatures, support an army of 1,170 full-

time professional organizers, publish and distribute thousands of books
and curriculum matcrials promoting the NEA's political and social agendas.

The NEA even has a training program to Instruct teachers in how
to -ombat the so-called New Right. Is this proper? Do not the teachers
of Amcrica serve children from all kinds of homes, regardless of the
parents' religious or political affiliations? OQught not a public sciool
teachers association be politically neutral since the education system
must serve the public at large without bilas or prejudice?

Apparently the NEA doesn't think so. It is determinad tc oppuue

any Americans who resist or criticlze its program to change America from

a God-believing, frec-enterprise, individualistic soclety to an atheilstic,
NEA
socialist, collectivist soclety in a world government. In short, s

is pronared to oppose the vast majority of Americans who neither want

socialism nor world government.
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The simple truth 1s that wism NEA has been controlled by the
radical left oame& since World War I when it establisued its permanent
headquarters in Washington. The radical left has worked hard over the
years to forge the NEA into a political instrument whereby 1t could
take power 1n America and impose its program on the American people.
As early as 1932, leftist professor George S. Counts of Teachers
College, Columbia, wrote: "That the teachers should dieliberately reach
for power and then make the most of thelr conquest is my firm convicticn."
In 1967 NEA executive secretary Sam Lamhert proclaimed: "NEA will
become a political pow=:r second to no other speclal interest group.
NEA will organize this profession from top to bottom into logical
operational units that can move swiftly and effectively and with power
unmatched by any other organized group in the nation."
In 1973, NEA president Helen D. Bain told NEA members: "The muscle
of teacher organizations must be used to become politically effactive
in every election throughout the cuvuntry.”
And 1in 1974, NEA president Helen Wise saild: ‘"Teachers individually
and collectively can change the direction of government.'"
Is that the mission of America's piblic school teachers: to change
the direction of government? What would you think 1f the policemen
of America organized to '"change the direction of government?” What would

you think if any other group of government employees decided that its

mission was to '"cliange the directiou of goveranment?" You'd be alarmed.
And rightfully so. And that is why so many Americans are alarmed at
what the teachers of America are doing, knowingly or unknowingly.
There was a time when teachers were looked up to, respected and
a,l\'\ e
loved by students and parentsAand virtually placed on a pedestal. Today

all of that trust and respect are goune. The teacher has become an anemy
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of the parent, a Pled Pilper leading children into a new deadly world
of pagan immorality, a skilled deceiver of the public using tax dollars
to undermine the traditional values that have made this nation great.
There are many good teachers who know this and are doing what
they can in the public schools to educate and help children. Many of
these teachers have left the NEA and jolned alternative associations.
While they must still teach in schools dominated by humanism, they
are at least not supporiting an organization that represents the
ambitions
political |hwewee of the radical left.
If you want to restore the love and trust that Americans once

had for their teachers, then you too must repudlate the philosophy aund

goals of the NEA.





