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 Early in the second year of his 
administration, President Trump signed 
an Executive Order that could go a long 
way toward devolving federal control of 
public education. Education Secretary 
Betsy DeVos and her staff are to review 
all regulatory and guidance documents 
related to K-12 education and rewrite 
those that interfere with the original 
mission of the Department of Education. 

PUBLIC
EDUCATION
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 The Department’s primary goal was 
to reduce gaps in academic outcomes 
between disadvantaged students and 
their more advantaged peers. That’s a tall 
order, really an impossible task, and one at 
which the federal government has failed 
miserably. But there’s another part of the 
Department’s mandate that needs to be 
emphasized.

 The Act creating the Department of 
Education states that “parents have the 
primary responsibility for the education 
of their children, and States, localities, 
and private institutions have the primary 
responsibility for supporting the parental 
role.” The Act continues: “in our Federal 
system, the primary public responsibility 
for education is reserved respectively to 
the States and the local school systems 
and other instrumentalities of the States.” 

 Indeed, politicians in Washington DC 
have a real opportunity to reform our 
public schools.  Their guiding principle 
should be: Do less. 
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Education is Best Controlled at the 
State and Local Levels

 Deut 6:4-7 speaks of the responsibility 
parents bear to teach God’s truth and His 
commandments to their children. Many of 
the Proverbs (1:8, 4:1, 6:20, 10:1, 13:1,15:20, 
23:22) encourage parents in the training 
of their children and admonish children to 
heed that training. In Eph. 6:1-4 and Col. 
3:20-21, we again see this parental duty 
emphasized. 

 Parents hold the ultimate responsibility 
for the education of their offspring. If they 
delegate part of their job to schools, they 
should certainly have the final say in what 
those schools teach and how they teach 
it. Local and state officials are better-
positioned than the Feds to be responsive 
to parents and to implement curricula 
that is relevant to the families living in 
their communities. Federal dictates with 
monetary strings attached provide an 
impediment to this responsiveness.  
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The Left Has Been Using Public 
Education as a Tool to Influence 
Young Minds

 Beginning in the early 1980’s, Point of 
View’s founder and host Marlin Maddoux 
began making the case that America’s 
public school system is being used by 
social planners to change minds and 
hearts and that Christians, for the most 
part, are oblivious to what is going on. 
There’s been a conscious “dumbing down“ 
of public education since the 1920s. The 
curricular focus has shifted and continues 
to shift from a rigorous academic emphasis 
to a thoroughly embedded effort to move 
young minds away from the traditional 
values that dominated early in the 20th 
century. The concern among listeners to 
Point of View was palpable, to the point 
that Mr. Maddoux wrote a book on the 
subject: Public Education Against America: 
The Hidden Agenda. 

 This book points out that, as the Left 
solidifies control of the federal education 
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bureaucracy, the nation’s schools are 
seeing mixed academic results, but are 
succeeding in four key pursuits:

1. Altering moral values

2. Undermining patriotism

3. Denigrating free enterprise

4. Fostering dependence on government

 Parents often insist, “My kids are 
doing fine. Our school is great.  We 
have a Christian teacher and principal.” 
Their comfort level may be misguided 
and certainly does not change what has 
happened, from the top down, to public 
education in America. As a matter of self-
preservation, the church in America needs 
to understand what has been done to the 
public schools. 

 The rise in the federal role in public 
education tracks with the Christian retreat 
from the public arena. In the late 1800s, an 
atheist and socialist named John Dewey 
became influential as he advocated de-
emphasizing traditional education in favor 
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of concentrating on beliefs and values.  
Some of his elite colleagues actually 
praised illiteracy as a method of making 
their desired changes. Heartfelt pushback 
from Christians and conservatives kept this 
agenda from taking hold more quickly. 
But it took a big leap during the 1990s 
with the enactment of three pieces of 
legislation: Goals 2000, School to Work, 
and the National Investment Opportunity 
(or Careers) Act.  These federal programs, 
inspired by educational systems developed 
in Soviet Russia and Nazi Germany, were 
sold as practical ways to use the schools 
to supply workers for estimated labor 
needs. They sought to mold attitudes to 
create compliant workers. The need to 
educate the whole person to become 
an informed citizen took a back seat to 
the idea that the school serves the state, 
not the individual.  Lawmakers also put a 
funding mechanism in place, a carrot to 
make sure these concepts ended up in 
the laws of every state and embedded in 
the curricula.  
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 The federal role in education grew 
again under President George W. Bush’s 
No Child Left Behind policy. The Obama 
administration launched its own federal 
program called the Common Core State 
Standards Initiative. At first, Common Core 
seemed like something that even some 
Christians and political conservatives could 
support. 

 Many welcomed Common Core as a 
return to the requirement that students 
acquire a set body of knowledge. 
The Obama Administration started by 
earmarking a portion of federal stimulus 
spending to a program called Race to the 
Top. This was an education initiative that 
doled out financial rewards to states that 
adopted what became the Common Core 
standards.  Forty-five states eventually 
adopted these standards. The complaints 
began to pour in. The math standards were 
confusing. In history and science, there 
were fewer facts, more indoctrination. 
Many states have officially denounced 
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Common Core, but its standards are mostly 
still in place.

 As the federal government proceeded 
to send an unprecedented $98 billion in 
stimulus money to the Department of 
Education, President Obama said Common 
Core represented “the largest investment 
in education in our nation’s history” and 
was necessary to ensure that American 
children wouldn’t be “out educated” on 
the international stage. But American 
students continue to post mediocre results 
on international tests.

 Common Core is another iteration of 
the failed idea that the feds should control 
education. States began to turn against it 
realizing that it’s just another top down 
hammer that causes teachers to spend 
the bulk of class time teaching to the test. 

Test Results are Stagnating, Even 
Declining

 The National Assessment of Educational 
Progress (NAEP) is considered the “Nation’s 
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Report Card. “ It tests a percentage of the 
country’s 4th and 8th-grade students in 
math and reading. When students took 
the latest version, Common Core had been 
embedded in US schools for over 5 years. 
The 2017 NAEP results for 8th-graders 
showed a one-percent increase in average 
reading scores. There was no significant 
change in reading scores for 4th-graders 
and no change in math scores for either 
grade. Only a third of  4th graders tested as 
possessing sufficient proficiency in reading 
and math to enter 5th-grade. Eighth-grade 
students followed a similar pattern.

 Lindsey Burke, Director of the Center 
for Education Policy at the Heritage 
Foundation, points out in the Daily 
Signal (4/10/18) that “Forty-nine out of 
50 states were stagnant in the 2017 report 
card and achievement gaps persist.” She 
concludes that federal intervention  — 
with more than $2 trillion spent over the 
past half-century — has “created a parasitic 
relationship with federal education 
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programs and states, and is straining the 
time and resources of local schools.”

 She says, “Instead of responding 
first to students, parents, and taxpayers, 
federal education micromanagement has 
encouraged state education systems and 
local school districts to orient their focus 
to the demands of Washington.”
 Is the system fulfilling the dreams of 
the elites in the education bureaucracies? 
Not completely. But their incremental 
success is bearing devastating fruit. Even 
Christian kids are shedding their belief in 
moral absolutes. And the LGBT left has 
made disturbing progress in opening the 
minds of our young people to a hook-up 
culture, homosexual behavior, and the 
transgender movement.
How Do We Improve Our System of 
Public Education?
Here are a few suggestions:
 • Return control of school curricula 
to localities where the Constitution 
places it. 



 • Adopt a robust system of merit 
pay for teachers.  
 • Reduce regulations, giving 
teachers more freedom to find 
innovative ways to help students reach 
academic goals. 
 • Rethink the ratio of administrators 
to teachers. The Friedman Foundation 
for Educational Choice found that since 
1950 the number of non-teacher staff 
members has increased more than 
seven times the rate of increase in 
students. 
 • Implement a well-thought-out 
plan for school choice including public 
charter, private, and religious schools.
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