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      Introduction

      In 2007, while still a member of the United States Senate, Barack Obama said, “I am absolutely convinced that culture wars are just so ’90s. Their days are growing dark.” Obama was right. The culture wars are over. We lost.

      We are no longer fighting to uphold traditional social values. Now we’re fighting a battle over the very definition of what it means to be an American, and what America means to the world. A losing battle.

      A decade ago there was talk among conservatives of a strategic retreat. Americans of traditional values should absent themselves from the public square (territory the other side already controlled, anyway), hunker down at home or in private and parochial schools, and raise a new generation of Americans who would grow up to undo the damage the Left was wreaking on all our institutions.

      Well, we managed the “retreat” bit, all right. It’s the “strategic” part that we failed to pull off. It’s easy to see the signs that conservatives, religious people, and patriotic Americans are absent from our entertainment, news media, and public school management.

      But is the new generation of American teens and twenty-somethings ready to come raring back and reclaim our public institutions for traditional American values?

      In a word, No.

      We retreated from the public square. But somehow the Leftism that went unchallenged there managed to follow our children. Home, to their bedrooms, where 70 percent of American kids have their own TV. Onto their computers and cell phones; they spend more than seven hours a day interacting with electronic media. And to their friendly neighborhood public schools, where the dedicated teachers Americans trust with their children’s educations are implementing lesson plans designed to make converts for socialism and radical environmentalism.

      That’s an old story—the “long march” of radical Leftists through our institutions.

      The new news is worse. It’s not just that Leftists are attempting to instill their radical beliefs in the minds and hearts of children.

      It’s that our children have swallowed these lessons hook, line, and sinker. Polls prove that on issue after issue, American young people are buying what the Left is selling.

      They don’t understand the value of the free market. They expect and welcome government interference in the most intimate aspects of their lives. They’re sure SUVs are destroying the planet. They’re sold on the Left’s redefinition of family, and when they reach young adulthood they’re failing to form families of their own. They’re dropping out of churches in record numbers. They believe Christians are mean and judgmental.

      We’ve been deluding ourselves that in the long run we could win a war of attrition.

      After all, we think, conservatives and religious people can actually be bothered to raise children. Homeschoolers, churchgoing Christians, and orthodox Jews still have big families. Liberal atheists stay childless to save the planet (or perhaps because they don’t want to grow up themselves).

      But the Leftists don’t have to have children. They can steal ours.

      And to win they don’t have to turn our children into angry revolutionaries. They just have to do exactly what they’re doing—shape our kids into a generation completely ignorant of the principles that have made America the extraordinary nation it is, and fill them with so much worry over so-called crises (from global warming to the childhood obesity epidemic) that they’ll naturally let the government step in and take care of us all. That will be quite sufficient to end the American experiment with republican self-government—in one generation.

      Considering our nation’s origins, it’s obvious why the Left is intent on feeding our kids a steady diet of propaganda. If the path to maintain our republican form of government is to rear citizens who will protect it, then the surest means to devolve into a socialist state is to raise a generation of Americans who will naturally accept such a political system.

      They don’t do it by promoting a desire for a worker’s paradise in our budding young citizens. (Exception: Wisconsin!) Instead, the Left’s goal is to inculcate our children with the beliefs, attitudes, and opinions that will predispose them to a socialist America.

      In pursuit of their liberal utopia, they are toppling the three-legged stool on which our nation rests: religion, the traditional family, and free market capitalism.

      The Left promotes an alternative core belief system—secular progressive collectivism—with all its attendant moral relativism and political correctness.

      To truly breed our nation’s children into the first generation of American socialists, the Left knows it must manage young America’s expectations, creating attitudes of dependence and entitlement. The ultimate manifestation of the socialist worldview is our young people’s desire for security over liberty.

      Every family in our nation stands at the intersection between politics and parenting, facing a crisis in which the fate of our nation will be decided. But you don’t have to be a parent to be concerned. In fact, the result of this campaign to indoctrinate our nation’s youth will affect every one of us, regardless of our family status. The reason is simple: our Founders created a nation whose very existence depends upon the virtuous exercise of civic participation by a people who are informed about and committed to the constitutional republic they conceived.

      In short, we can’t maintain the kind of system our Founders built for us without the kind of people who built it.

      The Left knows this. For more than two generations, they have systematically overtaken the most powerful points of access to our nation’s children. They’re now executing a foolproof plan to socialize our country by socializing its youth.

      Indoctrination on our college and university campuses has been well exposed, though it continues unabashed. (Just ask my college daughters how often they’ve been required to read The Communist Manifesto. The U.S. Constitution? Not as often.) And the messages of political correctness, “social justice,” anti-capitalism, and moral relativism now permeate virtually every aspect of American childhood.

      By the time today’s kindergartener reaches college, he will have been served a lifetime of socialist Kool-Aid. This easy-to-swallow liquid is sweet but deadly and may just be fatal to our republic. It’s turning our kids into true believers in the Left’s agenda—thanks to schools and extra-curricular activities, pop culture and media, and of course, the pervasive presence of government in their daily lives.

      Perhaps the easiest way to get American children to drink the Kool-Aid of statism is to appeal to their universal (albeit immature) sense of justice.

      We’ve all heard children moan, “That’s not fair!” Parental decisions about bedtime, the consumption of vegetables, curfews, and cell phone minutes will typically elicit a child’s assessment of fairness, which in these cases is about the imbalance of power between children and adults.

      What really perks up a child’s fairness sensor is comparison. Only by comparing one’s situation to others is a child truly able to determine what is fair. And just what is fair? Having just as much as, or more than, another kid.

      A mature person grows to understand that life isn’t fair, and that outcomes are the result of circumstances, luck, individual achievement, perseverance, sacrifice—a whole host of factors, many of which are decidedly beyond our control. Inequality of outcomes is inevitable because no two people experience life in exactly the same way. Some enjoy an abundance of opportunities, while others encounter a seemingly endless string of obstacles to success; some squander their blessings with reckless living, others defy their humble beginnings and achieve unimagined wealth and respect.

      Ergo, life isn’t fair.

      It turns out that the propensity to accept inequality in life is measurably a result of age and corresponding maturity. Researchers in Norway released a study in 2010 in which they modified the “dictator game”—a standard experiment used to gauge the development of people’s fairness preferences.

      In the “dictator game,” one player, the “proposer,” is charged with dividing the spoils of a game, while other players, “responders,” only receive what is given to them. The “dictator game” is really a way for social scientists to observe the decision-making habits of people who are invested with complete power to distribute resources. It’s meant to measure the role of economic self-interest versus altruism.

      But the Norwegian researchers used it to compare people’s sense of fairness across age brackets. And what they found was that adolescents outgrow their willingness to implement an egalitarian (that is, socialist) reward system in favor of one that reflects effort and individual accomplishment. Younger children, when asked to divide the spoils of the game, gave equal shares to everyone regardless of each person’s contribution to the outcome. And they didn’t mind that some worked harder or were more competent at the game. They naturally practiced “redistributive justice” because it felt more fair.

      But the older the children were, the less willing they were to accept equal sharing in the outcome when some had done much more than others to achieve it. In short, older players were okay with unequal outcomes as long as those outcomes reflected actual merit.

      The study explains why kids might like socialism. Its focus on equality of outcomes makes sense to a child’s limited understanding of justice.

      It also explains why socialists like kids. As a belief system—not just a political system—socialism is easily instilled in children. All you have to do is hammer home the notion that competition and inequality, by any definition, are just not fair.

      Need proof? Youth sports.

      We’re now solidly two generations into a culturally accepted philosophy about children and competitive sports that the sporting part is great, but the competition angle is bad. The theory goes that kids don’t like to lose (who does?) as it’s discouraging and might harm their budding self-esteem. Plus, children can’t help it if they aren’t equally gifted at a young age in the skills needed for soccer or basketball or football. Better, then, to maintain a system in which everyone is a winner (remember, no one likes to lose!) and all children are rewarded equally for their effort and enthusiasm.

      Thus I personally have sat through dozens of youth basketball games in which players and their parents counted the score in their heads because official scoring was not allowed. (Hairy eyeballs to grandpa who boldly pulls out a pad and pencil to track the score. It’s just not sporting.)

      I’m all for instructional programs for wee ones. After all, children can’t compete in a game until they learn to play it properly. But isn’t competition also a learned skill? Recognizing that sports are a perfect metaphor for life, don’t we want to train up a generation of children who learn to do their level best, work as hard as they can, bring their particular talents and skills to bear, and at the end of the day, exhibit grace in winning and losing?

      Don’t be ridiculous.

      In our new socialist sports mentality, we want to train up a generation of children who learn that everyone is a winner even when they stand mid-field dancing a jig while the rest of the team scurries for the soccer ball. This way, no one is blamed for a loss, because technically, there are no losers. Crucially, every child can feel good after such a game, and this is defined as “fair.”

      Taken to its extreme, you end up with the youth soccer league in Ottawa, Canada, where a rule has been instituted that automatically causes a team to lose if it gets more than five goals ahead of its opponent. That’s right, if you go up by more than five goals, you lose. (To avoid this, the league recommends stronger players kick with their weak foot.) Oh, Canada.

      But wait . . . we want to be just like Canada. Don’t we?

      If only this outcome-based philosophy were limited to sports. The Left always works to “level the playing field” for children, not only in recreation but also in life. In society, this means compensating with egalitarian outcomes for the failure of those the Left deems disadvantaged or oppressed—victims, one and all.

      A fixation on victimhood and life’s inherent unfairness is central to the appeal of socialism and a key to why it can easily be taught to kids. Compared to concepts such as liberty, self-reliance, self-discipline, self-determination, morality, and equality of opportunity—the principles upon which the Founders formed our system of government—the crusade to institute equality of outcomes fits perfectly with the emotionally immature worldview of a child. For nothing is more childish than the Leftist’s battle cry, “That’s not fair!”

      So will this generation grow out of socialism? After all, in the famous quote sometimes attributed to Churchill, “If you’re not a liberal at twenty, you have no heart; if you’re not a conservative at forty, you have no brain.”

      Well, today’s children may eventually grow disillusioned with the Leftist Kool-Aid in which they’ve been steeping all their lives. Reality will certainly mug many of them. Experience, though, is a very expensive teacher. And a slow one. If the next generation reaches adulthood in complete ignorance of the principles America has run on in the past, it may be far into the future before they manage to figure them out again from scratch. Even George Washington, John Adams, and Thomas Jefferson didn’t start from zero. They were building on traditional ideas of liberty and timeless virtues that they had inherited from their forbears.

      But what’s so bad about raising a generation of socialists, anyway? If the goals of socialism supposedly are equality, justice, freedom from oppression, and economic security for all, wouldn’t a generation committed to these ideals be resolved to live in harmony with one another and at peace with the world?

      Anecdotally, we’re already seeing the decay created by this sweetened fruit drink. Today’s college graduates tend to be less self-directed, less ambitious, less driven to succeed than were grads even half a generation ago. They expect that they’ll have fewer choices and are resigned to making less money, but they don’t mind so long as there are “safety nets” to help them along the way.

      For example, in my hometown of East Lansing, home of Michigan State University, college students by the thousands use the public assistance “Bridge Card”—an electronic food stamp program—and are encouraged to do so by their professors. In fact, professors apparently make a point of explaining to students how to get the cards, since it’s “free money” for students. Nothing like throwing a kegger on the public dime, right?

      This is the duplicitous reasoning of the Left. A socialist utopia creates dependent drones. It assures fairness at the expense of freedom; its false security generates a crippling lack of ambition. It offers the phony liberty of a godless, amoral existence, leaving a void of virtue and an invitation to evil.

      But this is the ugliest truth of all about the Left’s insidious influence over our kids: their pursuit of a socialist agenda not only corrupts our country, it does so by exploiting the innocence, goodness, optimism, and faith of our children.

      The elitists of the Leftist political class are foisting a truly hopeless, helpless future on our youngest citizens—using any means to quench their own thirst for power and their desire to dominate those they regard as unenlightened.

      Mired in generational public debt, bearing the burden of unsustainable social programs, and forced to obey ridiculous regulations that protect every life form in nature save humans, America’s youth have little reason for hope.

      Perhaps, being our first generation of American socialists, they won’t mind.

      I pray, though, that they will.

      Standing at the intersection of politics and parenting, I view our nation’s future not only as an alarmed conservative American, but also as the mother of four children. I believe they and their generation deserve much more than the hollow, uninspired, unholy existence envisioned for them by the purveyors of pessimism and tyranny on the Left.

      In 1775 a great American dad, John Adams, wrote to his wife Abigail, “Liberty once lost is lost forever.” The liberty won for us by our Founders was meant for us, but also for the generations that follow us. We’re obliged, then, to recommit ourselves to the stewardship of a country whose legacy could too easily be betrayed by our cynicism and indifference.

      Adams also said, “Children should be educated and instructed in the principles of freedom.” Their citizenship depends upon that education and instruction. Ignorance will be their undoing and our fatal mistake.

      We who are lucky enough to be alive in this nation at this time in history now face the responsibility of securing once again “the blessings of liberty for ourselves and our posterity.” We face a daunting task, but one worthy of the heirs of the original American patriots—to fight the influence of the Left and instill in the next generation the virtues that will compel them to defend the gift of their American heritage.

      Fortunately, that heritage engendered a unique and admirable American character, one that embodies a spirit of optimism and ingenuity, independence and civility, grit and guts, faith and sacrifice, loyalty and love.

      It is the birthright of every American child, and our duty to safeguard and bestow.
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      Chapter 1


      Skool-Aid: America’s Leftist School Curriculum

      If your goal were to transform America into a European-style socialist democracy, you would work hard to assure that our nation’s youth have very little understanding of our Founders’ intentions with respect to American government and civics, and even less appreciation for free market capitalism, the economic system on which our freedom rests.

      Success!

      A 2009 Rasmussen Report poll measuring respondents’ feelings about capitalism versus socialism found that among adults under age thirty, 37 percent favor capitalism as a political and economic system, while 33 percent favor socialism. Roughly 30 percent are undecided. Wow. Nearly two-thirds of young adults don’t get that the free market is better than socialism.

      And a 2010 report from the Pew Research Center found Millennials—those born after 1980 who came of age around the turn of this century—are the most likely of any generation to self-identify as “liberals.” They are “less supportive than their elders of an assertive national security policy and more supportive of a progressive domestic social agenda.” (An easier way to describe them would be “Obama supporters.”)

      Today’s college students wear Che Guevera T-shirts because they think the late communist rebel was cool. The idea of Leftist totalitarianism is completely off their collective radar (pun intended). They’re convinced it’s the Right that wants fascism. Their idea of a fearful political enemy isn’t communism—after all, America’s current generation of young adults grew up in the post-Cold War era; those who, at eighteen, voted for the first time in 2008 were born a year after the Berlin Wall fell—it’s terrorism. (But be careful not to say “Islamo-terrorism,” as young adults know that’s not polite.) If they have any sense at all of our nation’s former fervor with respect to communist influences on our soil, they’d likely say it was just McCarthyism, the wacko paranoia of an older generation, depicted in the George Clooney film Good Night and Good Luck.

      Today’s young people aren’t remotely fearful of the idea of socialism. Heck, lots of them go to France and Spain and Greece to study abroad and it seems great in those countries, except for the odd (read: regular) rail strikes and the fact that the stores are closed a couple of days a week. And the crumbling European economy. Whatever.

      What’s causing this political trend? Why do the youngest voters skew farthest Left?

      According to a survey commissioned by the Oklahoma Council of Public Affairs in 2009, only 2.8 percent of Oklahoma high school students passed a basic citizenship test. Students were asked ten questions randomly drawn from the U.S. Citizenship and Immigration Services item bank, which includes about one hundred questions. Sample questions were, “What is the supreme law of the land?” “Who is in charge of the executive branch?” and “Who was the first president of the United States?” In the Oklahoma survey, virtually every student failed. Meanwhile, the immigrant success rate for the citizenship test administered around the same time was 92.4 percent.

      The results for Oklahoma high schoolers mirror the findings of the Intercollegiate Studies Institute (ISI) about America’s college students. In 2006, ISI administered a sixty-question multiple choice exam to fourteen thousand freshmen and seniors at fifty colleges nationwide. The freshmen failed the civic literacy test with an average score of 51.7 percent, while the average senior failed it with a score of 53.2 percent.

      In 2007, ISI again tested 14,000 freshmen and seniors at fifty colleges nationwide. This time, the frosh failed with a score of 51.4 percent, while the seniors improved their average score to 54.2 percent. They must have pulled an all nighter.

      In 2008, ISI administered a basic thirty-three-question civic literacy test to a random sample of 2,508 American adults. Respondents had a range of educational attainment from high school diplomas to advanced degrees. Questions came from past ISI surveys, as well as from nationally recognized exams such as the U.S. government’s citizenship test and the National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) test. Respondents also were asked questions regarding their level of engagement in other activities that may or may not contribute to civic literacy. The average score for all Americans who took this straightforward civic literacy test is 49 percent, or an “F,” proving the apple doesn’t fall far from the civically illiterate tree.

      Despite the fact that America’s civic ignorance makes for entertaining editions of Jay Leno’s “Jay Walking,” in which everyday citizens humiliate themselves by displaying their lack of knowledge (Jay: “What do we celebrate on Independence Day?” Ignorant American: “Ummm . . . the Fourth of July?”), the fact is, the lack of real knowledge about our history, our government, and our economic system among America’s youth is not even a little bit funny.

      The NAEP, conducted by the National Center for Education Statistics (NCES), tracks our children’s decline in civic learning. Measuring the knowledge and skills required for responsible American citizenship, the study in 2010 found an increase over 2006 in civic literacy in grade four, no significant change (note: no improvement) in grade eight, and a decrease in grade twelve in the knowledge of the principles necessary for civic engagement. Not that those fourth graders are hitting it out of the park to begin with—they scored well below the “proficient” range. This means we’re literally educating our children from bad to worse.

      The NAEP includes a finding that explains the problem: fewer high school students report being taught about the Constitution than in previous years. Only 67 percent reported studying the Constitution in 2010, a five-point drop from 2006, when 72 percent said they studied our founding document. That means a third of high schoolers are not exposed to the Constitution. Just in time to rock the vote.

      Given the lack of education in the basic principles of American government and civics, it isn’t at all surprising that today’s young adults tend toward an especially liberal point of view. And in addition to being civically illiterate, America’s young people are demonstrably uneducated about capitalism and free market economies.

      You might not draw that conclusion from reading the sunny executive summary of the 2006 NAEP report, the last year for which economics education was assessed. Suffice it to say that the folks at the Department of Education put a positive spin on the fact that 79 percent of twelfth grade students scored at the “basic” level, including 42 percent who scored at the “proficient” level and a scant 3 percent who scored at the “advanced” level. They never mention the 21 percent who apparently don’t know even the most elementary things about economics. The headline could have read, “Nearly a quarter of high school seniors lack basic economics education,” but then I suppose that would have been snarky. Cheerfully reporting that most students have a “basic” understanding of economics doesn’t change the facts, however. On the subject of the national economy, only 36 percent of high school seniors could identify the federal government’s primary source of income (that would be taxes, kids), only 33 percent could explain the effect of an increase in real interest rates on consumer borrowing, and a scant 11 percent could analyze how a change in unemployment rates affects income, spending, and production.

      It’s worth repeating: only about a third of high school students know where the government gets its money. Funny enough, that’s almost the exact percentage of young adults that Rasmussen identified as socialist-friendly. I’d argue there’s a causal connection, but I’m not a social scientist.

      Still, a 2009 Junior Achievement survey found that 51 percent of teens said they would like to someday start their own businesses. (Admittedly, 88 percent of those same teens believe this would be difficult or challenging to do.) That sounds like capitalism is holding on among a slight majority.

      Why own a business? Oddly, only 15 percent said they believe this is the path to make the most money, while just 9 percent said owning a business would allow them to create jobs and spur economic growth, and a meager 3 percent said they have a great idea about a new product or service. Most respondents—47 percent—like the idea not because of the contribution they might make to society, but because they wouldn’t be stuck working for someone else. It might be that “You can’t tell me what to do” now defines our entrepreneurial spirit. Mark my words, those are the folks who one day will work for the government.

      Are young people really financially illiterate? The answer isn’t hard to determine. Since 1997, a group called the Jump$tart Coalition has documented, through biennial surveys, the overall ignorance of young people on all matters having to do with money and economics. The bad news: financial illiteracy has increased among teens from 42.7 percent in 1997 to an all-time high of 51.7 percent in 2008.

      How is it that over half of our young citizens are so uninformed about economics and finance? For starters, guess the number of states in 2009 that required an economics class as part of their high school curriculum. The correct response: twenty-one. The number of states that require testing to determine proficiency in the subject? Just nineteen. (Down from twenty-three in 2007. Not a good trend.)

      And as Regina Scotchie, Social Studies Coordinator for the West Virginia Department of Education, noted in 2008 at the third National Summit on Economic Education, simply requiring an economics course isn’t sufficient. “The West Virginia Department of Education revisited the vocabulary of economics—which is the biggest problem with teachers, because they do not know how to teach the basics of the subject.” Apparently, America’s Leftist teacher education programs leave out those pesky fundamentals, too.

      The impact of our dismal educational standards where economics is concerned is inescapable. As Tom Horne, Arizona’s Superintendent of Public Instruction, said, “I am extremely concerned about the fact that our citizenry is under-educated about basic economics, and this lack of understanding could destroy our economy. Economic education is a necessary precondition to the very success and future of the United States” [emphasis added]. Truer words were never spoken, Mr. Horne. But our teachers have another agenda in mind.

      America’s Kool-Aid Curriculum

      If you have ever wondered why your high schooler was assigned to read Barbara Ehrenreich’s anti-capitalist screed Nickel and Dimed: On (Not) Getting By in America for a high school economics class; or why your middle schooler’s math book includes story problems about sweatshops and unfair labor practices; or why your first grader was shown the anti-capitalist video The Story of Stuff to learn about the evils of American consumerism, wonder no more.

      Our children’s educational curriculum has been hijacked by the Left.

      Literally millions of middle school and high school students are taught the late Howard Zinn’s socialist version of American history, A People’s History of the United States. Though the book came out in 1980, it continues to gain credibility and popularity—for example, if you peruse course syllabi online, you’ll see it’s used in many AP U.S. History classes today, probably in part because it’s listed as a resource for teachers to consider at College Board’s AP Central website. And thanks to Hollywood Leftists such as Matt Damon, who spearheaded a 2009 video version of the book for PBS, A People’s History has acquired an even wider audience.

      Up until his recent death, Howard Zinn actively instructed educators on teaching radicalism in the classroom. In 2008, in a keynote address to the National Council for the Social Studies’ annual conference, Zinn told more than four thousand K-12 social studies teachers that they should not teach children to simply pass tests, or worse, to “become sort of another little cog in society’s machinery,” but to be “imbued with a desire to change the world.” How so? By adopting Zinn’s anti-American, anti-capitalist, socialist, pacifist mindset, of course.

      In pursuit of this aim, Zinn encouraged teachers to “re-examine the premises” on which they taught social studies and history—and to give them up and embrace the realization that American history is best explained by class and race conflict. “One of these [premises] is the idea that we all have a common interest. Everyone in society, that we’re one big happy family. That’s like the first words of the preamble to the Constitution: ‘We the people of the United States.’ But of course, we know it wasn’t ‘we the people of the United States’ who established the Constitution, it was fifty-five rich white men in Philadelphia who established the Constitution,” Zinn said. (After his hour-long address, the thousands of teachers in attendance each received a free copy of the Zinn Education Project’s book A People’s History for the Classroom.)

      To augment Zinn’s revisionist anti-American history, the Zinn Education Project offers ready-made lesson plans and multi-media materials for both A People’s History of the United States and A Young People’s History of the United States (for middle schoolers and elementary students). Much of this material is free for teachers to download or order online, making it easy and affordable to teach Zinn’s famously “alternative” perspective.

      Zinn died in 2010, but he left a legacy in the form of two influential and far-reaching Leftist organizations, “Rethinking Schools” and “Teaching for Change.” Established in 1986, Rethinking Schools is a radical Leftist educational publisher dedicated to the promotion of a socialist agenda in America’s classrooms. Its self-titled magazine was founded by Bob Peterson, Ed.D., who also is founder and a fifth grade teacher at La Escuela Fratney, an “anti-racist, two-way bilingual public school in Milwaukee.” He is a former Wisconsin Elementary Teacher of the Year.

      Rethinking Schools hopes to improve the quality of education with publications such as Reading, Writing, and Rising Up: Teaching about Social Justice and the Power of the Written Word; Rethinking Globalization: Teaching for Justice in an Unjust World; Rethinking Columbus (Expanded Second Edition!); and The Real Ebonics Debate (“why teachers need to acknowledge and understand Ebonics in order to teach English more effectively”).

      It will not come as a surprise that Rethinking Columbus is based on Zinn’s retelling of the European “invasion” of North America from the perspective of the Arawak Indians, as he did in A People’s History:

      These Arawaks of the Bahama Islands were much like Indians on the mainland, who were remarkable (European observers were to say again and again) for their hospitality, their belief in sharing. These traits did not stand out in the Europe of the Renaissance, dominated as it was by the religion of popes, the government of kings, the frenzy for money that marked Western civilization and its first messenger to the Americas, Christopher Columbus.

      Rethinking Schools’ sister organization, Teaching for Change, was founded in 1990 to promote “social and economic justice” through educational materials for teachers and organizational avenues for parents. It claims to draw “direct connections to ‘real world’ issues . . . [and] encourages teachers and students to question and re-think the world inside and outside their classrooms, build a more equitable, multicultural society, and become active global citizens.” In addition to its web-based resources, Teaching for Change operates a bookstore online as well as the independent, progressive bookstore in Washington, D.C., Busboys and Poets.

      These groups have enormous credibility. For example, a signature project of Teaching for Change is Putting the Movement Back into Civil Rights Teaching, a collaborative effort with the NEA, PBS, the New England Association of Multicultural Education, Teachers for Social Justice, the D.C. Public Schools, and others. Teaching for Change also partners with Teaching Tolerance and the W.K. Kellogg Foundation.

      Teaching Tolerance, founded in 1991, is an outgrowth of the Southern Poverty Law Center (SPLC), a pillar of socialist activism in the name of “social justice.” While the SPLC is honorably associated with the Civil Rights Movement in many people’s minds, it has other goals besides civil rights. That’s why we should read more deeply into the SPLC mission statement, which includes the recognition that “Disparities in academic achievement and educational access demonstrate the need for improved preparation and support for classroom teachers.” Great. That’s just what we need—more Leftist preparation and support for classroom teachers.

      Teaching Tolerance provides free lesson plans and classroom materials and sends its self-titled magazine free to four hundred thousand educators twice annually. Obviously they do a heck of a job. The Association of Educational Publishers honored Teaching Tolerance magazine as Periodical of the Year in the Distinguished Achievement Award (adult category) for 2009, one of many awards it has received through the years.

      Social Justice Math (Not a Joke)

      If history, social studies, and literature are easily hijacked by political Leftism, what about math? Surely, math is safely objective, and therefore unable to be infused with socialist dogma. Right?

      Wrong. Rethinking Schools’ booklist includes Rethinking Mathematics: Teaching Social Justice by the Numbers. And they aren’t the only ones pushing socialist math—there’s a whole movement devoted to importing Leftism into the study of numbers.

      Eric (Rico) Gutstein, a former Chicago public school math teacher who now teaches at the University of Illinois at Chicago, is one of its leaders. A founding member of the Chicago-based Teachers for Social Justice, his 2006 text is called Reading and Writing the World with Mathematics: Toward a Pedagogy for Social Justice. Those of us who help our children with math homework may have a hard time understanding the concept of such a book, so here is an excerpt of a review from Britannica Online by British educator Andrew Noyes:

      This is a book about hope; the hope of a better world and the essential role of mathematics in writing that more socially just, future world. It is also a book that challenges teachers to act, just as many of Gutstein’s students were encouraged to develop their own sense of social agency. It is also autobiographical and through the ethnographic accounts of the successes and failures experienced en route to developing socially just mathematics pedagogies at Rivera [the Chicago middle school where Gutstein taught], the reader is left in no doubt of both the affordances and constraints that lie ahead for critical mathematics educators.

      It bears repeating: this is a math book . . . about hope.

      Is it any wonder America’s high school students score abysmally on standardized math tests when their curriculum includes less math and more social justice indoctrination? Especially poor and minority students, who are being used by Leftist educators to advance a political agenda with so-called “urban learning” programs—while their cognitive development languishes. Exactly how is perpetuating the ignorance of urban children going to advance an anti-oppression political agenda?

      Teachers looking for more ideas on social justice math need only visit radicalmath.org, a site founded by Jonathan Osler, lead math teacher at El Puente Academy for Peace and Justice in Brooklyn, New York, a “social justice” public high school. (Yes, there is such a thing.)

      Osler, who has sponsored symposia on his radical math practices for teachers, declares in his Guide for Integrating Issues of Social and Economic Justice into Mathematics Curriculum, “No matter the experiences, advantages, struggles, neighborhood, race, class, and gender of your students, learning math within a social justice framework is important for their understanding of both the math concepts and of their opportunities to be agents of change.”

      Topics Osler suggests for mathematical consideration include “prisons, racial profiling, the death penalty, poverty, minimum versus living wage, sweatshops, housing, gentrification, homeownership, war, defense budgets, military recruiting, public health, AIDS, asthma, health insurance, educational funding and equity, high stakes testing, class size, environmental racism, pollution, and resource availability.” (Excuse me while I Google “asthma as a social justice issue.”)

      The “benefits” to students of such a curriculum include their ability to “recognize the power of mathematics as an essential tool to understand and potentially change the world . . . participate in actual (not just theoretical) community service projects and organizing campaigns, and answer the question, ‘Why do I have to know this?’”

      Good question.

      Osler admits the program has some pitfalls. Getting kids ready to take standardized tests is a big one. (Ya think?)

      Another is the pesky problem of how to get around the mandated math curriculum—you know, the actual arithmetic, algebra, and so forth that school boards have directed math teachers to impart to their students. In his teacher guide, Osler advises, “Many schools have textbooks that they require their teachers to use. This is both a local and national battle we need to be having with our administrators and officials. You will have to decide on your own if you are willing to teach something other than what you’re being told to teach.”

      To get the social-justice-in-math-class ball rolling, Osler advises talking to students about an issue that interests them. “Young people think a lot along the lines of fair/unfair, so help them to see what is unfair about the issue you’re going to study. This will also work to get them engaged in the class and the lesson/unit. You can introduce an issue by bringing in guest speakers, showing video clips from movies or documentaries, going on field trips, etc.” [emphasis added].

      Never one to let the goal of teaching math get in the way of social activism, Osler advises, “It is important not to stray too far from the Unit Question and the social issues, but it is fine to take a few days during the unit to do worksheets or other skill-building activities that you feel will help teach or reinforce the math skills and concepts.” A worksheet to teach or reinforce math skills! What a thought!

      Hands-on Learning in Legotown

      When it comes to imparting radicalism, Leftists don’t just talk the talk, they put their politics where their toys are. In December 2006, Hilltop Children’s Center, a small, private preschool and childcare provider in Seattle, Washington, made national news for banning Legos. It seemed the five- to nine-year-olds in the after-school program had built a fairly elaborate Legotown, which after several months became a source of conflict and consternation.

      According to an article in the progressive education magazine Rethinking Schools by teachers Ann Pelo and Kendra Pelojoaquin, negotiations among the children about the distribution and use of “cool pieces” of Legos led the teachers and staff to question the lessons being taught through Lego play. “Into their coffee shops and houses, the children were building their assumptions about ownership and the social power it conveys—assumptions that mirrored those of a class-based, capitalist society—a society that we teachers believe to be unjust and oppressive.”

      Thus, Legos were banned. Or at least, put away for while, so that the teaching staff at Hilltop could indoctrinate the children into a Leftist belief system that would result in a socialist code of Lego conduct. In fact, this was the teachers’ intent:

      We also discussed our beliefs about our role as teachers in raising political issues with young children. We recognized that children are political beings, actively shaping their social and political understandings of ownership and economic equity—whether we interceded or not. We agreed that we want to take part in shaping the children’s understandings from a perspective of social justice.

      The result? After months of discussions and demonstrations about the evils of private ownership and power, Hilltop created a “community of fairness” about Legos based on three new rules:

      
        	All structures are public structures. Everyone can use all the Lego structures. But only the builder or people who have her or his permission are allowed to change a structure.

        	Lego people can be saved only by a “team” of kids, not by individuals.

        	All structures will be standard sizes.

      

      Welcome to the People’s Republic of Legotown.

      The Hilltop story got fleeting attention in the national press—mostly on FOX News and in conservative blogs—as an example of Leftist indoctrination run amok. Since Hilltop is a small private center catering to affluent white liberals (the authors’ description, not mine), the impact of this incident may seem insignificant. Heck, given their parents’ politics, these kids are probably already learning socialism at home.

      Crucially, though, “Why We Banned Legos” was the cover story of a nationally acclaimed magazine for educators. Thousands of teachers subscribe to Rethinking Schools, and according to the publication’s website, subscribers typically pass the publication on to two or three peers in education when they finish reading it. Thousands more copies are distributed at major conferences for educators and sent to institutions with multiple readers such as school districts, teacher unions, and schools of education.

      Thus is the Lego-topia spread from town to town.

      The Story of Anti-capitalist Propaganda Disguised as a Documentary for Kids

      If your elementary school child bounds off the school bus one day and announces he’s no longer going to play with his toys because they’re toxic, don’t be surprised. He’s probably just been forced to watch the alarmist documentary, The Story of Stuff.
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