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Politicizing the School Environment/ 
Promoting Homosexuality & Transgenderism    

TransAction! day  
Once again, even though GLSEN repeatedly claims that events like TransAction! day are just about making 
schools safe, if you review the actual materials GLSEN is making available to students and teachers cele-
brating this event, you see there is a very radical, extreme agenda at play. For TransAction! day (celebrated 
in late February), GLSEN makes available workshops exploring the use of gender-neutral language and ter-
minology. For instance, in GLSEN’s “Gender 101 Workshop,” participants are instructed to practice using 
pronouns such as "zie," "hir" and “hirs” instead of "he" or "she" and "his" or "hers." The workshop also dis-
cusses new definitions and concepts, like sexual reassignment surgery and what it means to be a drag queen. 
See excerpts from the “Gender 101 Workshop” below. [Red emphasis marks added.] Accessible at http://
www.dayofsilence.org/transaction.html 

 
In addition, on the TransAction! day Web site 
you will see action sheets urging students to ad-
vocate for transgender issues in their schools and 
communities. They are urged to, among other things, launch campaigns for gender-neutral or multi-
gendered bathrooms, and challenge school norms, such as male-female couples at prom. Another “Gender 
201 Workshop” runs the risk of inappropriately singling out students based on their private feelings about 
their sexuality and gender. The workshop includes an exercise called the “Human Barometer” that instructs 
students to place themselves at a certain point along a physical line between two points designated as 
“feminine” and “masculine.” Students are told to stand at a point that represents how they currently feel 
about their gender and then to answer questions about why they made that choice.  See excerpts from this 
workshop below. [Red underscoring added.] Accessible at http://www.dayofsilence.org/transaction.html 
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Note: This is an irresponsible, and po-
tentially psychologically damaging, ex-
ercise to impose on  school kids. It could 
force public exposure of children’s per-
sonal insecurities and sexual confusion 
in a way that they may not be psychologi-
cally equipped to handle. There is also 
the risk that teachers or facilitators 
would not adequately be trained to han-
dle unexpected aftermath. 
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Ally Week 
Day of Silence, Transaction! day, and Ally Week are just a few of the political activism events designed for 
public schools that GLSEN calls “Days of Action.” In addition to using Ally Week—which is celebrated for 
five days in mid October— to try to recruit public school students to join with gay advocacy causes, 
GLSEN makes available a “group exercise” teachers can use during this week-long event. 
 
What’s especially disturbing about this exercise, called “What Do We Really Think?”, is that it applies not-
so-subtle mental manipulation tactics that would make students of faith or those with socially conservative 
viewpoints feel isolated. For instance, the exercise instructs facilitators to hand out a survey with statements 
on it like “Being LGBT is healthy and normal” (LGBT=lesbian, gay, bisexual and transgender). Once the 
participants have completed them, the surveys are collected, shuffled and redistributed. Then the teacher or 
facilitator reads the statements out loud and asks students to stand if the survey in their hand agrees with the 
statement.  
 
The intent is obvious—demonstrate the idea to teens that most of their peers support the pro-gay agenda—
and if they don’t, they are part of an unpopular minority.  See excerpts from the “What Do We Really 
Think?”  exercise below. [Red underscoring added.] Accessible at: http://www.allyweek.com/
studentseducators/WhatDoWeReallyThink_exercise.pdf 
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Promoting Homosexuality/Ostracizing 
 Religious or Socially Conservative Viewpoints 

Note the blatant 
peer pressure tac-
tics being applied 
in an effort to mar-
ginalize conserva-
tive or faith-based 
viewpoints.  
 
 
 
Also, note the Or-
wellian, political 
objective: Kids 
pledge to “behave 
as an ally.”  
 

http://www.allyweek.com/studentseducators/WhatDoWeReallyThink_exercise.pdf
http://www.allyweek.com/studentseducators/WhatDoWeReallyThink_exercise.pdf
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GLSEN also makes available a packet for educators, called  Tackling LGBT Issues in School, that is co-
sponsored by the Connecticut GLSEN and Planned Parenthood chapters. According to GLSEN, the 125-
page document offers a “rationale for the inclusion of lesbian, gay, bisexual, and transgender issues in 
schools,” as well as “recommended curriculum and staff development activities.” The curriculum and ac-
tivities found in this packet reveal the one-sided political advocacy that these groups want schools to em-
brace—as well as disturbing classroom exercises that could clearly ostracize students of faith and those with 
socially conservative viewpoints. For evidence of this, examine the excerpts from the GLSEN’s Tackling 
booklet depicted below and on the following page.  [Red underscoring added.]  Accessible at http://
chapters.glsen.org/binary-data/GLSENChapters_ATTACHMENTS/file/000/000/32-1.pdf  
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Promoting Homosexuality/Negative Portrayals 
of Religious and or Socially Conservative Viewpoints 

Notice that toler-
ance is no longer 
considered good 
enough! “Tolerance” 
and “Acceptance” 
are described as be-
ing in the “homo-
phobic” category. 
 
Schools are now be-
ing encouraged to 
push students beyond 
tolerance and even 
acceptance—into 
admiration and advo-
cacy.  

Note: The “Riddle Homophobia Scale” exercise, 
contained within GLSEN’s Tackling packet, re-
defines the word “homophobia” for students. 
Students are encouraged to move beyond a clini-
cal definition of a phobia—“irrational fear”— to 
a more political definition. Note the politically 
loaded use of words like “immoral” and  
“sinful.” 



Materials from the Gay, Lesbian and Straight Education Network 
 
 
 
 

Below are other excerpts from GLSEN’s 125-page Tackling LGBT Issues in School (co-sponsored by Con-
necticut GLSEN and Planned Parenthood chapters). [Red underscoring marks added.] Accessible at http://
chapters.glsen.org/binary-data/GLSENChapters_ATTACHMENTS/file/000/000/32-1.pdf  
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Targeting Socially Conservative and Religious Viewpoints/ 
Invasion of Student Privacy 

Note: Public schools 
wade into dangerous le-
gal ground when they 
endorse particular inter-
pretations of the Bible, as 
done in this “History 
Quiz” activity. 

Note: The “Step Into the Circle” 
exercise—recommended for high 
school age—instructs facilitators to 
have participants form a circle and 
then read a list of statements out 
loud (excerpts from these statements 
shown at left). Students are encour-
aged to step into the circle if the 
statement  applies to them. Clearly 
these statements put schools at risk 
of invading student privacy and sin-
gling out students with certain reli-
gious or personal beliefs.  
 
Again this is an example of not-so- 
subtle peer pressure tactics, not to 
mention the inappropriateness of 
asking students to publicly acknowl-
edge things like being a “survivor of 
sexual abuse.” 
 

Note: Tackling LGBT Issues also includes a “Heterosexual Questionnaire” that teachers can give high 
school students, with questions like the one below. A similar survey was distributed to public schools stu-
dents at Port Washington High School in Wisconsin. Class discussions were held after the surveys were 
distributed. When parents complained, school officials justified their actions by saying it was designed to 
expose heterosexual bias. But clearly, the surveys/questionnaires have the affect of forcing students’ minds 
in a certain direction. 
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Politicizing the Classroom/ 
Biased Portrayals of Religion 

Note: Below is another 
example of a politically 
loaded statement, accusing 
marriage-protection laws of 
violating separation of 
church and state—without 
allowing any counterpoint. 
Also, public schools should 
not be making commentary 
on certain “morality” and 
“religious” codes. 

Materials from the Gay, Lesbian and Straight Education Network 

GLSEN’s Education Department has made available a lesson plan for use on Valentine’s Day. This lesson 
plan clearly presents a one-sided portrayal of the current debate over same-sex marriage, instructing the 
teacher to ask loaded questions like “Will marriages between straight people mean less if non-straight peo-
ple are allowed to marry?” Well-reasoned counterpoints are not mentioned—such as the fact that 35 years 
of social science research demonstrates that children do best when raised in a two-parent home with their 
married mom and dad. Public policy should be based on what benefits the larger society and is in the best 
interests of children.  
 
Instead of well-balanced analysis, students are led into inappropriate discussions that single out some relig-
ions as better than others. For examples, see the excerpts from the lesson plan below. [Red underscoring 
added.] Accessible at http://www.glsen.org/binary-data/GLSEN_ATTACHMENTS/file/27-1.pdf 

Note: Teachers are 
instructed to pro-
vide students with 
a list of religions 
that perform same-
sex marriages. The 
obvious message is 
that these are good 
religions. 
 
One might ask, 
why are students 
not also provided a 
list of religions that 
have reasons for 
not doing so? 
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Biased Portrayals of Religion/ 
Ostracizing Religious and Socially Conservative Students 

Materials Made Available by Planned Parenthood and SEICUS 
 

Planned Parenthood and SEICUS—Sexuality Information and Education Council of the United States—
also make available classroom activities and lesson plans for educators through online databases. Some of 
these materials could potentially put schools in jeopardy of violating constitutional and legal principles by 
portraying certain religious beliefs in a negative manner—or by singling out students with religious or so-
cially conservative beliefs.  
 
For example, below is an excerpt from a Planned Parenthood “Classroom Activity” called “Read Around: 
Sexual Orientation,” recommended for age 12 and above. The educator is supposed to distribute slips with 
quotes printed on them. The educator is then supposed to ask participants to read the quotes out loud and 
“ask for reactions.” The instructor should “use this opener as a segue into the topic of sexual orientation.” 
Below are excerpts from some of the quotes that are to be read out loud. [Red emphasis marks added.] Ac-
cessible at http://www.plannedparenthood.org/resources/lesson-plans/classroom-activities-4500.htm 

Note: The quotes 
(at left) that are 
provided and sup-
posed to be read 
out loud to stu-
dents do not pre-
sent a neutral 
view of religious 
perspectives. Fed-
eral courts require 
public schools to 
remain neutral 
toward religion. 

SEICUS also has a “SexEd Library” Web site where they provide access to lesson plans and classroom 
activities. One especially disturbing lesson plan on this site is called “Four Corners: A Values Clarifica-
tion Exercise,” recommended for kids as young as 15. This lesson plan is published by the D.C.-based 
activist group, Advocates for Youth. It instructs the facilitator to post signs around the room saying, 
AGREE, DISAGREE and UNSURE. Then the facilitator “reads aloud a series of value statements” and 
asks youth to stand in the spot that “best identifies their values.” See two of the eleven “value state-
ments” excerpted below. Accessible at www.sexedlibrary.org. (Click on “Lesson Plans” and “Values.”) 

 
 

 

Note: Can you imagine the isolation you would feel as a conservative 
or religious student if you were the only one standing under the 
“DISAGREE” sign ? 
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NEA Referrals/Endorsements 
 

As part of a national Respect for All Project, the NEA is helping to promote videos produced by a pro-gay 
company called GroundSpark. One of the videos in this project— It’s Elementary— is a training tool used 
to equip elementary public school teachers how to look for “teachable moments” to familiarize young chil-
dren with homosexuality. NEA leaders have endorsed and publicized this video. (See the excerpt/images 
from the GroundSpark Web site below giving an NEA endorsement. Accessible at http://
www.groundspark.org/press/elementary_kit/ie_reviews_kit.html) 

Note: Once again, schools are expected 
to move beyond “tolerance” to pushing 
nothing short of “acceptance.” During its 
2006 convention, the NEA adopted a 
Business Item calling on teachers to “use 
and promote ‘acceptance and/or respect’ 
instead of ‘tolerance.’ ” 

Note: Apparently, “acceptance” only cuts one 
way. See the excerpts from the It’s Elemen-
tary curriculum guidebook, at left and below. 
Think about how these statements would 
make children who come from a religious or 
socially conservative home feel—after hear-
ing their families’ beliefs and viewpoints por-
trayed negatively in class. 

Politicizing the Classroom/Negative Portrayals  
of Socially Conservative and Religious Viewpoints 

Below are excerpts from the 136-page It’s Elementary curriculum guidebook, available for purchase 
from the GroundSpark company (http://groundspark.org/our-films-and-campaigns/elementary). 
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NEA Referrals/Endorsements 
 

Below are two more examples of excerpts from the It’s Elementary curriculum guidebook, (available for 
purchase from the GroundSpark company at http://groundspark.org/our-films-and-campaigns/elementary.) 
The first example is a sample question that an elementary teacher might be asked by a child—with the sug-
gested answer the guidebook suggests the teacher should give. The bias in favor of same-sex marriage—an 
issue that is still being widely debated among  the American public—is clear, as is the bias against conser-
vative religious beliefs.  

Politicizing the Classroom/Negative Portrayals  
of Socially Conservative and Religious Viewpoints 

Notice the loaded wording: “Some people are 
working to change the laws so that lesbian 
and gay people can get married”—positively 
stated. “Others are opposed”—is stated more 
abruptly, with no reason for opposition given. 
This provides an example of an unbalanced 
perspective that is inappropriate for publicly 
funded classrooms. Also the meaning of 
“family” is quickly redefined without debate 
or space given to other perspectives. 
 

Note the biased 
phrasing “anti-
LGBT.” This is not 
a neutral reference 
to religious beliefs. 
Federal courts re-
quire public 
schools to treat 
religion neutrally. 

Note that public 
school third grad-
ers were encour-
aged to debate the 
issue of same-sex 
marriage!  
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NEA Referrals/Endorsements 
 

The NEA has also publicized and promoted  That’s a Family!, a video produced by the same gay advo-
cacy company that created It’s Elementary (GroundSpark). That’s a Family! has been shown to many 
elementary kids in the public school system as part of “diversity” curriculum. The NEA has even fea-
tured these videos in training programs. The excerpts below are from the 53-page Teaching Guide that 
accompanies the That’s a Family! video. It is available for purchase at http://groundspark.org/our-films-
and-campaigns/thatfamily. [Red emphasis marks added.] 

One-sided Promotion of Homosexuality 

Note: Not many 
parents want their 
elementary-age 
children exposed 
to ideas about arti-
ficial insemination 
and lesbian rela-
tionships— 
not to mention 
discussions about 
unmarried adults 
moving in to-
gether with a 
child. 

Note: The That’s A Family! 
Teaching Guide also includes a 
crossword puzzle for elementary
-age kids, featuring words like 
“transgender,”  “gay” and 
“lesbian”  [Red circles added.] 
 
“Transgender” is defined as “the 
sex a person is born with doesn’t 
match the sex they feel like in-
side their heads and hearts.” 
Again, this isn’t a concept most  
parents want their 5-, 6- and 7- 
years olds having to grapple 
with in kindergarten class. 
 
Parents should be the ones who 
decide when and if they want to 
introduce these controversial and 
complicated sexual topics to 
their kids. 


