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Letter From

Massachusetts
by Eugene Narrett

The Sex Ouiz

->

“Is it possible heterosexnality is a phase
you will grow out of? Are you heterosex-
ual because you fear the same sex? If you
have never slept with anyone of the same
sex, how do you know you wouldn't pre-
fer it? Is it possible you merely need a
good gay experience?” Far from rhetori-

calquestions and accompanying
tions that Jesus was gay, Ruth a lesEmE n,

and Klﬁ David a bisexual, these queres
wete offered in a “sex quiz” given stu-
dents last spring by “health educators”
at a high school in Frami Massa-
chusctts. Principal Bob Flaherty said
the questions were nat advocacy, just
“thoughiful and constructive” lessons in
tolerance and the golden rule, but that's
backtracking and spin. For one thing,
teachers don't give quizzes to homosex-
ual students urging heterosexuality on
them. Quite the contrary, youngsters to-
day are urged toward sexual adventurism,
with condoms as their coat of arms,
Secondl{: and despite Flaherty's weak

denial, the quiz clearly invites becns to
try homosexual acts, '{'hm promotional
quality alanmed some \

The “Living Relationships” part of the
sensitivity curriculum presented oral and
anal sex as “methods of birth control that
preserve the concept of virginity,” for
students who are open-minded. Ina
workbook titled Facing Reality, a quiz
asked students if they found homosexual
acts “disgusting.” Those who checked
they did, lost points, and the lower their
score, the mor: “homophobic” they were
told they are. Yet, like Flaherty, the
school's {)irector of Health Education,
Jim Carey, insisted “everything was done
very eosiﬁvely, with thought and sensi-
tivity.”

Stmilar professions of cumpassion for
children have clearcd the way for a photo
exhibit which opencd in January at
schoals in Amherst, Massachusetts, and
i now touring the nation. Sponsored by

' CORRESPONDENCE

" GLSTN (the Cay, Lesbian and Straight
!"Teachers Nctwork) and titled “Love
i Makes a Bamily: Living in Gay and Les-
; bian Families,” the exhibit features pho-
{tographs of homosexual households and
8 parl of current efforts by the Clinton
administration, mass media, and adver-
:tising industrics to reshape and adulter-
‘ate the meaning of marriage and family.
Commg o;ih%xl}ibit, ;ai‘sle’g
partive sta e have

‘the point of typical Famnilies, so why make

a big deal of it?" A school committee
‘member agreed, and argued against

letting parents excuse children from
discussing the exhibit, “That would bea
dlirect insult to lcsbians and gays,” she
said. For some, education tocay means

Imposing vice in the name of mercy and
good manners.

Thus, in every school it visits, “Love
makes a family” is an occasion for
mandatory, government-subsidized dis-
cussions atfirming feminist and gay re-
onstructions of gender and larnilsay But
gome resist the agenda. “Could there be
an exhibit of Catholic children taking
Communion?” one Fioneer Valley par-
ent wondered. Another ﬁ;wlcked up this
point, asking, “Could we photos of

rents and kids hunting deer?” Others

oved beyond thesc observations on
GLSTN's partisan redefinition of “diver-
sity” to worry that “the schools are taking
on so many social issues, teachers don't
Bave time to treat traditional curricula,”
4 point reflected in many tests showing
the ignorance of American students in
the core disciplines,

. Despite its homey-sounding title,
“Love makes a family” is a coy but now
familiar polemic subverting the fact that
liusband, wife, and children make the
farmily in healthy cultures, As one parent
bluntly stated, “The exhibit contains
glowing descriptions of tangled sexual
relationships, artificial insemination, of
leaving spouses for homosexual partners,
[things] that could frightcn and erabar-
rass a child,” Morc than that, the exhib-
it could undemine any sense of founda-
tional kinship, for if “love makes a
tamily,” marriage should be allowed not
anly tor gays and lesbians, but for any
two, three, Hve, or more people seekinga
carnal fellowship. Such unions may he
transient not only for scnsual but for so-
cial reasons like no-fault divarce and the
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disposable cthos it rcflects, but why
should incestuous or homosexual bonds
be any more durable than the ligature of
hushand and wite which today is fragile
asimpulse? And if, like marriage and im-
ulsc, gender is only a phase one passes
in and out of likc an animal in heat, and
the nocturnal tropisms of “orientation”
its only standard, why not try a n c
marriage? How clse will you know, as the
quiz asks, whether you might like it?
Framingham’s sex education classes
indicatc the dangerous paths school-
toachers arc openung for children in the
name of “affirming diverse lifestyles”
and “health education.” When adults
talk dirty to children and encourage
them to engage in sex, they would omgi»
narily be accused of cormrupting the inno-
cent. But today such discourse is legit-
imized on grounds of compassion: if
children become intimately familiar with
altemative sexual practices, thenlesbiens
and gays will never have their feelings
hurt, In the name of compassion, to-
day's sensitivity training creates such
wounds by prompting adolescents to
doubt amf cven despise their natural
feelings, while offering them attention
and solicitude if they confess the new
homosexual faith. For example, during
“Gay & Lesbian Awarcness Month,” st
dents at Brookline High School are invit-
ed to “Tell Someone™ about their homo-
sexual fantasies or experiences, and

to wear pink cardboard mﬁs imprints
ed witﬁ the word “ALLY.” Thesc

stratagemns exploit the adolescent hunger
for attention, for having their confusions
given a heroic metaphysical dimension.

Along with inviting a new sexual path,
teachers also encourage students to
mock and despise normaley. Thus, the
sex quiz at Framingham High School
suggested to students that marriage be-
tween man and woman is unsatisfying
and doomed: “Why are there so
few good heterosexual marriages?” it
queried, arguing there was no intrinsic
rcason for chonsing it rather than homo-
sexual congress, imp]yinﬁ they were mat-
ters of amoral selection like choosing pa-
per or plastic at the checkout counter, as
one cl n said.

Having posed its questions on the de-
cay of heterosexual marriage, Framing-
han High Schoo! provided no educators
to explam how the counterculture’s con-
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tempt for commitment and unnatural
law has undermined healéh and mar-
riage and helped produce Quizzes like
the one at hand. Instead, tenth graders
sat there whilc the authosities asked,
“Given the problems men and womnen
face, would you want your children to be
heterosexual? If they were; would you

cansider aversion e
Some parents are ing'back. Con-
sider an ongoing case in wiiich parents

Thomus and Jeannine Jenci are suing
Brookline High School for'promating
the gay and bullying and isolat-
ing students, like their ter, Johan-
na, who objcct.

BrooMine High School is often visited
by the major media interviewing stu-
dents and staff on their fervent it
of Governor William Weld's “%ay-
Straight Student Alliance.” Students
disturbed by this new intramural prosely-
tizing have becn “taunted, harassed,
mocked and ridiculed for their religious
faith, beliefs and hctetosex&ahty par-
ents report. Lessons have included 2 so-
cial studies teacher, Polly Atwood, com-
il'i'!gm O;:d a&;}llesbian x:ln the m}ddlc.: ofa
¢ enging Johanng Jened,
ing, “Tknow tlﬁs%makc someota I:ZZ:
uncomfortable, but now let her tell us
[the rest of the class] her opinion.* At-
wood then reportedly mentibned some
details of her “partncr’s” peysonal life,
and told her ninth-grade class in “An-
cient History” that “women’can thrive
without men,” that “cavewomen were
self-sufficient and let cavemen near
them only when they wantcd babies.”
When Johanna suggested ‘men and
women were meant to live together, At-
wood led the class in mocking her.

After several weeks of this tidicule, in
mid-December 1993, Johanna told the
school’s guidance counselor, Mark Fed-
crman, that she felt isolated and vulner-
able. Nevertheless, Federman her
to return to the class, which she did; she
then became ill. When the Jeneis re-
quested their daughter be allowed to fin-
ish the two-semester course ih an inde.
pendent study, the head of the social
studies department, Jonathan Sill, rc-
fused permission, cven though such ar-
rangements are commonly granted in
Brooline and an experienced teacher
had agreed to provide the tutori-
al, “Go ahead and sue,” school and
union officials reportedly told the Jeneis®
attorney. “We're gaing to boot you out
on 4 sum | A

jud
Boston Glo eoiumnisls Derrick Jack-
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son and Patricia Smith publicly derided
the Jencis as vengeful and ignorant big-
ots. Reporter Rachel Layne wrote a sto-
fy omitting rclevant facts shc had re-
ceived from interviewces. But in the
meantime, liberal readers had heard the
marching orders and chimed in with sal.
lies of their own, Whiting in the Brook-
line Chronicle, one thoughtful soul de-
rided the Jencis a3 “POOPS (People
Offended by Other People's Sexuality).”
In addition to POOPS not being very
?::“e.y he d%damd,(;;’OOPS are alsa n;é
very bright. Of course, any POO
whommn?g&om Brookline do us a
favar. . .. We don’t owe the POOPS a
lesson in true Christianity, and we cur-
tainly don't owe them any money.”
Who are these “POOPS,” the Jeneis?
Letters from longtime neighbors called
them “loving, caring, and compassionate
people” with “a strong Christian faith
and a strong marriage.” As for intelli-
gence, both parents “are outstanding
teachers in Cambridge,” one resident
noted. “For a quarter century, Johanna's
father, Tom Jcnei, has becn o&mst and
choirmaster at St. Paul's Church in
Brookline, and his faith and leadership
were instrumental in rebuilding the
church after a disastrous fire in 19767 A
fellow student of Johanna’s older brother
Tom wrote from ﬂ[\:‘a Umavi:mty ngluca—
to say, “While I have always disagreed
53&. %ym’s and Johanna's views, they
have always expresscd their opinions in-
telligently and respectfully. Because
their views were opposed to those of the
large majority of students, they were con-
fronted, ridiculed and teased much mare
than the e student [but} both
Tom and his sister werc able to handle
strong, often personally directed opposi-
tion to their views.” Such testimony
from an idenlogical opponent suggests
the quality of the Jeneis’ own tolcrance
and intelligence, and also haw fierce the
harasyment of Johanna must have been
Thozhg?l Broolds mi-ugh School finall
me 00
agrecd to give Johanna credit for thz
semester she had cndured, the ostracism
and mockery continued, In Fcbruar’y
1994, she was committed to Children’s
Hospital suffering from acute stress and
failing blood pressure. Shortly afturward,
and at the recommendation of her doc-
toss, she withdrew from Brookline High
and enrollcd in Lexington Christian
Academy, where she remains. Her par-
ents have moved to a town 15 miles away

and requcsted compensatory expenses,
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David Turner, Brookline's Town
Counsel, says he considers the Jeneis
gart of the crowd that produced the

copes “Monkey” Trial, T%e school, too,
remains militantly unrepentant, The
Jeneis attorney Randal Fritz notes that
this punitive stance expressly violates
Brookline’s own school code, which re-

uires that educational administrators
Smake the well-being of students the
fundamental value of all decision-mak-
ing and actions,”

One would like to dismiss these un-
natural lessons and ficrce prosclytizing as
aberrant, but they reflect a national
prublem, a new nom called “d:'vcmi?'”
that destroys all narms. Lenore Carlisle,
principal of Mark’s Meadow School in
Amherst, said “isachers will present ‘love
makes a farnily’ in berms of diversity, not
in torms of human sexuality.” Elscwhere
in the Bay State, similar semantic jug-
gling has led to fourth-graders being
cvached to role-play homosexual cou-
ples secking to adopt a child. First
graders are “caunseled” about a class-
mate’s mother’s sex-change opcration,
A parent who lauded Broakline’s history
of promoting 2cademic freedom in “dis-
cussing sexual arientation” in class,
called the above-noted scandal at the
Runkle School “a serics of small discus-
sion groups with first-grade studcnts,
outside the classroom (?n the guidance
counsclor’s offiec] about a classmate’s
parent’s sex-change.” Small discussion

up? With first-graders? About a les-
ian sex-change? It is astonishing how a
hip term like “discussion group” can san-
itize insanity. In a program called “IInt,
Sexy and Safer,” high school students
have been told, in the name of “AIDS
education,” to “practice their orgasm
face,” und ta lick flavored condams in
the school auditorium. The U.S. First
District Court of ruled parcnts
need not be informed of such programs
in advance, nor {cchoing GLSTN's argu-
ment for mandatary discussion by all
students of homosexual curricula) may
they stop their children from attending.
“The plaintiffs have no right to bar their
children from exposure to vulgar and of-
fensive language,” the Court comment-
ed, adding, “parents cannot dictate what
the schools teach.” I Folks like the Jencis
object to the new agenda, they'll have to
N Certai ly, they t expect succo

Certainly, canng €C T
from the office of Covernor William
Weld. The liberal Republican this spring
refused Lo sign a proclamation affirming,



