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Hany have v01ced fle p]ntitude that there are two ways to br1na ab ut sogia1

. ’

,:,3.' cﬁange }eg1slat1on ‘and educatlpn The fact that” education 1s so often eqis~

0

'f“ lation 1s overlooked by supporﬁers of the educat1ona1 process. Education is on]y

. one of many a]terrat1ves avai]ab]e to those involved’ in the change process \ T

4’

Trad1t1ona11y m1n1ma1 educationa1 experiances have been ]egjs]ated on a state-

by-state baS1s. Health Educat1on, apparent]y unable to gain actess to the avenaqe

school curr1cu]um hy other means has *also sought }eq1s1at1ve ass1stance in a \f\

i nupber of states S1nce 1967.when the New York state 1egqs1ature passed and funded .
. . .
' 1ts histor1c health education requ1rements, health educators have- ‘watched with env: '
1 .
.as New York movedato estab11sh a "mode]u heal thi educat1on program Others, sensing _

the aJ&mst 11m1t1ess potent1als ‘and 1mao1ned 1eg1t1macy (and job secur1ty) of a - .
~'hea]th educat1on program requ1red by 1dw, have attempted to gain similar 1eg1s1a—
tive approva] In one stat Nebraska, these attempts have shown V1V1d1y how

heaTth educators and the1r supporters have Fa11ed to understand the 1eq1s1at1ve

o t

process . ’ SV a e J -

P L W v . PR !

The.ipr1cu1t1es of the po]1t1ca1 process are we]] 111ustrated by Creswell

- and Janeway in theiyr report on the carefu] p1ann1nq which went into the n1tia1 S
¥ .

attempt of the I]lino1s Jo1rt Comn1ttee on lealth Education to qa1n the passage of

¢ ’

0\ héa1th educat1on 1eq1s1ation. After two years ‘of p1ann1ng, the ITlinois 1egis1a- .-

I

A »tion was.passed but not funded\ Crestiell and Janeway conc]ude, neverthe]ess, tha+
. X

iy “1egis1at1on is the: key to comprehens1verproaramm1na <

, T e

L . In the State of Nebrask§ * groups have 1ndividua11y and co]lect1ve1y attempteo

to pronote hea]th educat1on through 1enis1ation A retrospect1ve ana]ys1s of : \
=T these attempts is both informatw»e and revealing and is presented here to document (
'ithe exper1ence 1n£one state in'{he hope that th}s 1nformat1on\may be useful to

-

LS
e 3 (gpthers about to in’tiate ‘such’ 1egis]at1o

. N . . ¥
:“‘i P L : ', x ' ) & .

. W{«“‘ R . o . . p
<o e, T %8ince 1937 Nebraika has had a un1came4a1 leoislature. Forty-n1ne members
- represent the c1ts'ens .0f the state jn.a on house legislature recognized both

o for its accountabx]ityaand for easy access t \the limited nrwber of leg1s1ators
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Nothing is ga1ned by 1dent1fying the part1c1pants in this s1tuat1on For the

[

ser1ous]y 1nterested and the curious, full. transcr1pts dre: ava11ab1e from the

.
~

in this account , but the clear intent qf‘each speaker has heen maintained.

In January of 1971, a bill (LB 51)*** came before the legistature ca111ng for

comprehensive hea]th education in the elementary and secondary schoo]s cf the
state The b111 was passed but never funded La 51 used the ‘term “comprehens1ve

health educat1cn" but spec1f1ed on]y the top1c oF drug abuse'and therefora was "

1nterpreted narrow]y as a drugteducat1on b111 ' 5
The fo]]owinq year a second b111 (LB 1724) was 1ntroduced under ‘the sponsor-'
ship of the Inter1m Drug' Study Comm1ttee. This bill was modeled after s1n11ar 4

legislation developed in I1linois and ca11ed foy the estab11shment~of a compre—

) ‘hensive health educition program to be. imp]eﬁented through the offices of the.

Comm1ss1oner of Education and supported by pregerv1ce and 1nserv1ce teacher pre-t
parat1on prooraws The proposed 1eglslat1on called for the estabinshment of“a
citizéns' adv1sory comittee to oversee'*he programs deve]oped by the Ccnm1s-~ .
sioner's office. The Commmss1oner was dwrected by the 1eq1sTatwon to “promu]gate
whatever ru%e\\and reguiat1ons vere consfdered necessary to 1mchment the pro-

o

visions of the act. - ’ C-

- . . ¢ . . .

Hearings on LB 1274 .o T R o)

v

4 + . ¥ .

ulﬁnq hear1nqs before the Edd%ation Comm1ttee of thi;jebraska Leg.s]ature

the real ]ess ns in commun1cation and the po11tﬁca1 preCe began. =" In retrospect,

{usion that the roponehts wkre m1stakeq in*the assumpt1on tha; comprehensive

\ . . ) ¢ "t .
I - po ’ \ . ¢ .
«*State Capital) Linco]n’ Nebraska 66508/, y R A
worNepraska S*ufutes 79-1270. L e T e
) - vt ’ 04 . * e ‘ ¢ PR

-~

. Clerk of the ‘Législature.** Such, transcript material has been»qreat]y abbrey1ated‘

o
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>t heatth education’ is held to be of" equa]ly high va]ue-by everJone. Cons1dering that

ran eduCation bii] wds at stake, it was paradoxical that commuiication had reacheg/

oL . , . \

b,

1

the curriculuj were’ ident1f1ed human ecoiogy ancé hialth, f.

-

. ve]opment br vention and contro] of disease, pubi1c and env
t "’U

consumer hea]th, safety education*and disaster surv1va1 men.a] hea]th and il-.

growth “and development, g and "influence the know]edge, att1tudes, aluessand  °

practices.“ In addition, there was great concern, because the b11J Mou]d empower

T4

the Comm1ss1oner of Education to stt the.'minimum amount of instruction t1me" to

be devoted to healtth educétion in all of the schoo]s in Uebraskh “i ‘~’

The limits for the hearing were set: 1) the bill wou]d effectiveiy 1mp1ement .

’

the prev1ous year's less specific, and unfunded 1egis1ation, 2) the b11 was. to

V”« prov1de much needed‘imp]ementation funds, 3) the bil1~ had some term1n01 ay probJems

" which the sponsors weri w111ing to so]ve/ L .'f‘;° y \
o * The text f0110w1ng summarizes the responses to these 11m1ts . ,‘\ "
"\ T ' ' - >, : ! ’ .’ . ".: 3 ' ' L I S p:‘ P :{
Supporting,Testimony During Hearings’ on_ LB 1224 ' { Vo

- ¢

Speakers for this 1egisiation represented the:N 'aska'C{uii Defeﬁse Qirec-"

tors Association, the Nebraska Inter-Agency Hea]th 1anninq Counci] Incorpor&ted T

the Nebraska ;‘!edica”! Association, and. tiistaj:e S two ~1argest school éfstricts.A
4 The Nbbraska Stdte Civil Defense Directors Associatigr\testifiéd on beha]f o
of the legisTution, principally because it cal]ed for safety.education’and ;

. . ¥ e { : t B ‘.' .. , o T L e N,
disaster surviva] AR 5 . LT Ty
sy Lt o

. . kY AN
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a méchanism for prov1ding training for health educators

- ‘ ‘ 'First of ait, .1 think we are not doing a very good 32§§ %%
'.r’y"' “think. we're trying to dg thé best job we can with it.

P
]
N

-

3 4 . * v * -
. * ’ . -

- ?a‘The Nebraska Inter—Aqency Health Rianning Counc11
of-vo]hntary and profesSi“hal agencies, testified on the bill's behalf because

they interpreted the. 1egisiation -ds setting clear requirements’ and as supportinq

. : "‘
;~- The Nebraska Hedica] Association representatiVe spoke on-behalf of the pro-
@

especiaiiy in a 1argeiy rura] state 1ike Nebraska.
education‘committee member s questjon_ on termino]ddy i - '_. i

< 'It is ciear that the social and educationai problems of i
Washington, D.C., V%ﬁhot those of Nebraska. @ It is clear that ’
'+ the social and educat fonal* problems of Omaha and Lincoln a( B
not those of Vahoo and Haverly and North Platte [three rura

lebraska communities] The social problems of. every;community,
whether it!s Catholic or Protestant ‘of Fundamentalist or other..
[ has its own spécial . probigms and educational needs.... It is -
. c]ear]y democratic to est blish the basic control of -this pro-
gram in the local communities, in- the local school boards..
I have great confidence in.the judgement of the patrons of any
schaol -district, [sic] that- dec1des what their children need =
and how they want it de]ivered . s

'

.

v A member of the 1eqisiativelcommittee ho]ding the hearing then asked the;

’2

hysiCian representative of, the Medical Association if he woqu explain the term

Incornorated a coalition

Shuman ecology

e thtnk that it shbui -be used in-a broader sense.

a

’

Y

It has

much nore to do with

e human being, [sic] than Just sex and

reproduction.

"l« ,‘
s,
R e vt

Human ecology ’ s the whole environment, aad s }
conservation of.5011 and water. are part of human ecology; a
state's school building and environment for children to go to

school in,

s part of the school ecglogy and I'm not troubled

by the use of that word but I'd’ we]come any other word.!

.

-pose d ieqisiation and supported the 1bca1 control stipuiation, an important!factor,

A representatiye of the Lincoln Schoo]s spoke in favor of the-proposed legis-

latfon and was asked by a member of the Education Committee whether what was now,

‘being taught was "human ehg]ogy" ors"sex education " The Lincan School’s Hea1th

‘ 'COnSUItant rep]ied

““on the: a ts of survival.s¥ Whenyou come to human ecology,

We-do
feel that you can't help but”teach some séx education by being

© a‘man or'a woman tedcher, by your actions and by yaur very
attitudes...,I think the word is prettyZgood, because ‘ecology.

. * ..mzans.>the whole ciimate, the vhole- atmosphere, everythinq .
ST that. impinges upon an individuai .

X L. .
e . ~ N 5

e

¢ .
. N ~
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He also- then ‘respanded-te aney
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" Opposing Testimony During Mearing on LB 1224.°

Spéaking only for himse]f'aﬁd his fami]yﬁ a local resident, well known for his .

-
-

-

. . speakers.with the number of problems that are confronting
our, society today. I know that most people are deeply
concerned and troubléd by what has happened o our young

- people in their turn%nﬁ to.drugs, the emotional problems

and terminology which this bill contains.
hearing in 1971, when LB 51 was heard ang¢ I supported it,

thought it was a necessary piece of legislation.

I “Fhow of

‘that it ,has caused within families. -Howevg£; I cannot.in _ ..
goodf conscience support legislation which hag'broad Tanguage
I sat through the

I

LAY

: éy

nothing that these men preceding me, who spoke*in favor of
this b{11, are askina for that is net now available, in most
schools, perhaps not, to the-extent that they would like to
see Tt available, but that is not now available. There is
*a problem, I understood, with financing; there was no money .
‘ appropriated....' . . .- o

, 'Now, so far as the bill itself is concerned. Section ‘-
two, .as you have already been told, deals in spme \gry-am- U ‘
s biguous language, which’ it is impossible for anyone; short
of those people who have worked in these varidus fields, to . .-
understéﬁd.' - . :

.
r -
. - ., N -

The speaker reported problems in the éex,eddtqtion~area related to sémantics.

/\‘ oo

. ) ? * . , ! S - A
- Then Qg went on to raise questions concerning the N%Erasga Medical Association re- -

presentative gnd the Inter-Agency Heatth ?1annind Ggunéi], Incorporated represeﬁta-

tive: = : ‘ " ’ :
. oo : ’ L ,
'Tthe iedical Associatjon representative]...supported the
very things-that he .supported here with you this afternoon. . .°
Heé supports &ex education-in the schools, without the Timi- .~
., 5 tations, without restrictions;, witheut.'a monitoring system -
., b of our teachers, to kngw what their moral- values are, what .
* . - their moral attitudes are, and what will be transmitted to __ d
' - these children. o T ’
. - \ é. . ’ ,-'P .. ~ . .
L 'T cannot bel#eve that tfe Nébraska Hedical> Association
- _has seen this bill, and has supported.it, endoirsed it per se,
: because it has not been available for more than four -days. L~
They perhaps support sociie of the concepts of this bill, but: =,
3 they could not possibly support this bill, as it is-being- . , -
heard here this afternoon, because they havé had no oppors °
tunity for their Bdard of Delegates to even get together and
. review it....' - ‘3 CL eEE e T
s - : ) Ve R ’

R

role ‘as Executive Secretéry;of the Nebhpska Schbo]tImprovément Associaticn, testi- -
fied: .. _ ¢ )
Ixs v . M M / . ‘.
e -*,..1 recognize the sincere concern of the previous ~

IPIEN
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‘e tSex, education in the schools is an integral-part of this
proposal?..[they used the langiate] hu?pn groq;h and develop-.’ -
ment, which is synonymous with sex edu ation and had the people | .

.fully had the-opportunity to be appraised of what was in this
bi11, ‘and had the.people been_given the chance to have discussed * _

“it...1'm certain you would have heard from them, before this - { -
heaging was ever conducted. It's_unfprtunate that we couch

-~ .langlage. That we do not come out .directly any longer and say

’ what we mean, and. this 1§ exgremely misléading.' . e

v -

“w B '¥3m sure-that the previous speakeér [Inter-Agency Hedlth
Lounci representative] is just as aware of what human-arowth , .
¢ v _and development means as I am. ~He served as.a moderator on R hl
S . the panel of which I was a member on sex edication in the . N
“-« _  schools.  He's not, by-amy stretch of the imagination; un-
. © " familiar- with what this bil11’is do{ng, so the point I want
.. to stress at this time 4s that these people did not deny, when
3 . they appeared before you...[that the bi117] was intended- to bring o~
.- a sex education program into the sc¢hools. Their silence on this
Y. . subject or this issue would verify what I'm sayina. That this-’
is designed to bring sex education into the schools not any .
longer on a school board-parent” hasis, but rather cn a state-
- wide basis supported by a committee,...’ ‘ *

'L Lif they [supporters] were asked in advance of the._ .
testimony -that was given today, to-sit down ang write d defin-
N jtion of all the terminology that vas used in this bill, I dare
: - " say.you would have had.as'many different answers,as there'are -
‘ membefs on this committee. There would not have been accord or

Py _ .agreements, because no one, as far as I'm concerned, has yet de- g
. fined what human ecology is or that it can be limited to any
‘ specific definition.' - 4

-

Response to the sdpporter§ of the. legislation was clear. In the minds of thg -

-

. NF ) , . ]
. opposition the proposed legislation: 1) did 1ittle if anything that the previous
Hegis1atfon could not achieve; 2) avoided defiqition oflthe words used in the '
e 1égis]at16n peﬁmitting an open ended gpportunity to jntroduce issues sych as’sex -

. * education to the state's classrooms; 3) took from the local schools control over

- ' ¢

} " their curricula ‘and placed it .in ;he,hahgs‘pf the State Commissioner of Education.

In additibn, the sﬁﬁbbrting testimony was suggested to be questionable becduse:
L ' 2 : ) ) . - ~—
1) the Medical Association-representative could not have had time to get his “Board

of De]egafés" informed consent; 2) the Inter-Agency CounciI\ﬁppresbntafjvé served
< \ et ’ . I_ . . I'4
- . as a moderator on a panel discussing sex education, anqygherefore, recognized-the
. -— . T . . T e . ;

sy ppsed unwritten inteAt of this bill; 33 not all had time to digest-fully and l,

understand the ramitications of the legislation.: This presentation of opposition

\

efan en a conci1iétory note but ended with well stgtéd concerns..

. !
% . c , ‘ - . -

e 8 »
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Next gﬁ pr1es,pf "freg f]oatinq fears“~was suggested Free f]oating fears are

‘ , vague and gezeraJ and do not “have foundat1on in fact. These concerns were e]aborated
- - 3 v { ' ' S,
-on by~four Agre additional speakers Under quest1on1ng from the comm1ttee one '

speaker had Jn opportunity ‘to express his concerns . '> ’ ‘<R
0" R X do concern myse]f with a subJect dh1ch is not pro- N
o perly the function’or cannot properly be the function of a e

.. public-school system [sex "education], which cannot.and will, .

L\ oY give direction of right and wrong....' In other words, - O

1ﬂ becomes more tham a mafhemat1ca1 prob]em or more than-a -7 "' -
. history problem, this is something dealing with the moral L
. ' fadtors-of that individual. -The instructor of the class cou]d -
' be lan agnostic, could hold attogether different values than’, 3
the parents hold, and as a consequence, could actually dis- CoN

: rupt that child's ‘attitudes towayd the values held by the AAUEEEE T

jarients, to the po1nt of creating stress and conf11cts with- )

g tMtfmnw T ' ., I

r ~
1
{

e Ygtwanotheﬁ fear is 1:;roduced--the?ﬁora11ty of the teacher

-

‘ 3 | 'Human rowth and-deyelopment has been consistent]y . PN

. used 1nterchangeab1y with sex education per. se.. . Human . S

.- @bo]boy #0 me means birth control jnformation to ch11dren t</
. ‘ «at either the secondary or e]ementary Tevel.' - o [

Suchrféars wegg g1ven added sbpport because they had not been denied by the
' )
A b111 s supporters For example, it was c1ear1y stated that the 1eg1sTat1on sugK’
. porters had not denied that the 1ntent of the b111 vas to 1ntroduce sex -education;’

e
therefore, Xecause thefe was no stated den1a1 the 0pponents were ab]e to suggest

-+ that there was “such an intent: such an 1ntent in fact cou]d be supported on]y in,

~

the mqst tenuous manner,’ if at a]] Testnmony format ass1sted thﬂs 1nference by

- Y

hav;ng supporters for the, 1eg1slat1on speak'first and by not a110w1ng any rebuttals

£

fo]]ow1ng the opponents' test1 ony.

uh11e these free f]oat1ng fear§ were be1ng suggested, a .clear a]ternat1v§iwas
\

A

e
proposed for the supporters of‘the 1eq1s]atwon<-an a]ternat1ve which was over]qoked

- The oppos1tion¢wou1d scpport a fund1ng b111 f&k the preVious year S 1eg1s]at1on'

.u\ »
A

- S .1 vould suggest that if thére rieeds to be further” ©7 ,‘ ?
‘ ' : 'add1t1ons to LB 51 that was, enacted in the last session of the o,
. ~1eg1s]ature,e;§/there needs to be funding of which I think: we ’
: ' Qatl agree th needs to be, then Why not use:this approachﬁb,
. rdther than comg in with a completely new éoncept, with muc
brdader ram1f1cat10ns*wh1ch we simply cannot enV1sion in total ¢
'hgﬁe th1s afteynoon, ...’ - L




Events showeda-howovér, that th!! opportun1t£ vias never grasped by the pYO*"

ponent group. S;ch an action, funding of the previous year Selegis1at10n wou]d

have been a 51gn1f1cant and constructlve comprom1se‘ : 4 . s

1

Another opportunity to compromise, missed by the proponents, is illustrated:

in thﬂs quote Y | oppose the bi]l, because of the 1nab111ty of . the adopters
:‘ . . \ .

o

to define their terms . . .

Clear def1n1t1on of the term\lology might. have made the bill more. acceptable

©

However, wh11e not documented, 1t can be inferred v.iat the a]ternat1ve of c]ariﬁying

term1nology may havepbeen s]ow death for the’ 1egis]at1on Not on]y is he diffx-

are not 1nc1uded in the defdh1t1ons) "denying the 1nd1v1dua1 fred '
'distr1cts adm1n1strators and teachers, the very thing the opposit1on claims to be'

'repugnapt about the present 1eg1s]ation, 1 e., it forces local boards to do\th1ngs
N ) . -
they may not ‘wish to do * ,fj:' 1} i IR d
: ) .

Rema1n1ng speakers expanded and reinforced the major, po1nts mage by the first
speaker opposed to, the 1egis]at1on The fo]]ow1ng excerpts prOV1be a summary of-
X
the_ Oppos_1twon argument: - , R

A Sethantics - . .
.1 have reviewed guide11nes ag they pertain to health, sex
education, famiTy 1ife ‘education, whatever semantic terms you
" wish to use; frpm.25 states in the United States, and ‘the, con-
sistency af the recomnendation-leaves little t6 the imaginations {°
~ They are so identical they cou]d just as well have been put out -
" . by the same printing press. .

. ‘With tha deuble talk use of term1no]ogy to accomp1ish by
subterfuge, what they fail to accomglish straightforward, these
proponents of compulsory sex educatjon in.our schpol systems have

. taken to referring.to these programs as human Q;Qath and deve]op-
ment rather than sex education and;the variety learning experi-
‘ences ratherthan- sensit1V1ty°tra121ng and scientific knowledge of
the human organism.to, cover huma ehavior instruction, as Jnany of
us have found*repulsive in our educationa] 1nstitutions 1ate1y

‘-/ . .‘. ' 2 . ’ f’ .

. *To help 1nte:pret the va]ue with whjch Nebraskans held lacal autodumy it .

~ should be noted that the state's population is about 1. 48.mrllaon and that there .
are 1,167 school districts more than any, other state in the union. )

‘ : 1 0"
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- control’ If you. read any. material on human ecglogy, -this 1s j L

" needs‘are.'’ o . , R . L

cC.

LNy

D.

* same phrazks cceur, agﬁ1n and again 1p_SEICUS infor

s K . .
~ 'Human cco1ogy today Ys often thought ‘of as popu]at1on L :"
a great deal of what it deals with. Under popu]ation control ° o ‘
I suggest, of course, abortion, which is unacCountable to any A B .
Christ1an, -and .1 also. sugaest what some of .us in this room, . ¢ AN
should be thinking about con;ro\_when you get older..if you can o
kill the unborn.and you can kill the, old,.then maybe’ you can - . SR
ki1l the cr1pp1es or peop]e.that have sqme prob]em L T
. 4 A
Loca] contro] verﬁus state contro] .’

the youth 1n ! county that has on]y a thousand popu]atiOn Lo N
are certainly different-than the needs of the Students-in: : .~ Y
" Lincolnsgnd Omaha, .and it seems -a_waste of state’ expenditures - T -
to require as it says,... 'a systemati€ program.' It seems pi= 70 e
: diculous to require such d program for a smatl country, which’ LN
. has no need, whatgoever of it when a sma]]er type program would:: .- .
- meet the needs .Jjust as well, and who- 15 to decide what the

Mora]mty of teachers RN :‘\?Qéi: ,'. v ' T R

'Now the ch11dren ‘are, there to be educated The1nwmora1 valués."

come from afhother source; I believe at one time it was incore .

porated in the 'schools, when-the school had religtous direction,™ "

but the govepnment schdo]s are not ‘our-religious d1rect1on, 1f :

, we're going to remain as free peoples! - ol e, i

SEICUS: .:' ) L T 'LZ'\’
.remember my. degp™ concerp of an organizat1on called SEICUS, AR

the Sex Education and Information Ceuncil of the-United States.

They ma1nta1n fhat they.are promoting good hea]th I doubt 1t‘

....» humap ecology does refer t sex educat1on Dr.:Mary .~ - » . v’
Ca]derone, who+is associated W1th‘{B$ SEICUS, board said that . ! . re
if you cannot get sex_educdtion int®h the public schools Tegally, ° 5

then ‘sneak -it in, and I believe this #s the purpose of this
phraseology-and termlnology, which ds a, doub]e standard.’ CoL

.:We see that this [program] is to prov1de~a variety-of - -
1earn1ng exper1§nces, basefi.on scientific knowledge of the ) P ]
" human organism 8nd jits.functions withir its environment, which L e
will favorab]y influence the knowlédge, values, and pract1ces, ) ‘
and aid in, the makmg Yf wise personal decisions rr}Jtpp‘_;se Yer

ation.” = .

= ¢ 'This bill cannot possibly promise that there will be no

A deleterious side effects, without specific amendments guarding - . .

‘E.

against the misuse of SEICUS - program 1nformat1on disgulsed -
as health educat1on v ) . o Ve

Costs : \ L, Co : .
1re*dy have,some hea]th rogranms, bht 1f we' xpan }

thgm~1t doing, o, cost a great\deal of money, and. duré; ;

schools are in débp f1nanc1a1 troubIe now.

11 ch el
! vr 4 3 g o
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v L. ' “To estabHsh an entire]y n%: comm1ssion for' hea]th educa-’
R T tiom. opens tha door Lo every subJ'ect in the school curricutum. = -
. ~ Are we theh to have-a 2 conmission onfmathematics and the numbers .
. concept? After all, some of our: prﬁsent -day products of-the - =
. © npew math instru {on &re ho more> “able- to make the correct . .
vy "~ change at -the checkout counter. than:some of our youth aré¢ able - -. 3
, .. .+ fo take-care of their ofin physical well-being, and each of > '
s . " these new commissions..rapresents-an adyitional expense to S
: ST eveny 10ca1 person and. ta:xpayer VIR M . RN

ThebemiseofL81224 G ‘-.’ RO A T

L ’ The 1eg1 slatton in questwn was °mende¢ by. the Educat'i%n tomittee to be 1ess
/ 42
% offenstve to the qppos1tion It was thenyassed wn:h a vote of six ayes, zero. .
L P

nays, two abeences and sent to tho ft‘oor bf the 1eg‘isiature where 1t was p]aced T

=
on genera] fﬂe STX weeks 1ater, th§ 1egis]at1ve session camé to an end,‘the

]egis]ators voted to pos’tpone 1ndef1mte1y ail bﬂ]s stﬂT’ before committees or in

‘ gencral file. And S0 LB 1224 came to its fina] resting p]aCe ‘_

—
a P

b"’ Since the demise of LB 1224, two moce* attempts have been made to legi s]ate "

.. comprehensive hea]th eduéataon for the state S e’lementary and secondary schools. ~

4

éoth of these bﬂ]s were defeated by the same arguments ra1sed agaipst LB 1221{, .

. . \ , . . 5
. .
-t [T . .
. - * e ¢ »
. . ¢ - . . e

) Img]icatwns A A ... . o .

~ . .

. ’ 4. l-.egis]atwn such -as this gssent1a11y " borrowed“ “from another state, is
highly at risk. beciduse it does not ref]ectv local values. " If the need realy. exists/,(
carefu] local effonts to draft 1egis]at1on, considerdng possfb]e oppositfon,"ld

. 1ncrease the proSpects of pas'Qage and funding . .1' u R -,:, :
) . ‘2. Hea]th Education cont;nues to be a misunderstood term, and 1ow in most . -
' peopie s prior1t1es ._ .- R ST - '\ f
R ] . 3: Pro-hea]th education forces oVerreached in seeking new, 1egis1ation rather
. t n simply Seek1n3 fund1nq for ex1st1ng 1eg1slataon--a cas: of Unrealistic ex= -’ v
| pectations S ,‘: oL | “-' -, ’ : : o ".'t z ,‘“ .,
SEFN ’ i

= \4t Hegl th.-tducators pride themse] ves, on be1 ng ab]e to communicate. Under the
' stress of tuhe poﬁtica] proces\s such communicatwn was no’t the cas'e Options pre- ‘
t .

« sented in oppositwn, testimony were iqnoréd or mi sunderstood s -
l;» l . . ‘ ‘e ‘ « l 2 X .\4,: ;\ o ) . . .- -

. .
i e 'J B
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'g + 5, 0 Despite the fact t at for a number of years simi]ar strategies ‘which defeat-

~,.' ed this bil] have defeated other hea]th issues, (e.q.s f1u0r1dation) 11tt1e rea] .
. ﬂearning ambng health eﬁucators appears to haVe resulted from this series of nega- ¥
gL"J_ . tive experiences. . 17~\\<v

6. No matter how much preparation is carried out, the “free f]oat1ng fear is’

B ‘almost imposS1b1e to counter W1thout extensive pub11c undLrstanding and support of
£ . 4 .

i the 1egis1ation in quest1on... - - _ , l S } ‘5
ig' ' Y Efforts placed in a project to )mplement A mode] schoo] hea]th edu‘gtipn
curr1cu1um, and to raise money forethe materials- and tratning,.as for examp]e, the o

. School Hea]th Curr1cu1um Proaecte(Berke1ey Prosect), wou]d likely have greater - ¢

impact than promoting laws sett1ng ré’h1remehts, or print1ng curr1cu1um gu1des

SRS
* -
- *
. -
R . ’ .
' -~ . - __. {
« - .
L in

Ueli tra1ned we11 equipped teachers oubht to be able to work out with the1r,

1o257=tommun1t1es just what can be taught f‘Ihe emphasxs shou]d ‘be on the qua11ty .
2 ‘of the teach1ng, nbt on the Hequirements of the law. Despite- hea]th education S ‘

ks &5
¥ =

best efforts, 1egis]at1on will never«g1ve 1egit1macy\to the field. Leg1timacy

ﬁit will result from exemp]ary programs serving the commun1t1es needs and involving -

i"" . “x
’v . ’ " . o 7
: . the commun1ties resources. . “a . . Coe
ST . L A . YN, \] .
, " . L3 . . . I Y e - . .
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