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PREVENT THE ‘PARENT-ECTOMY’

Children Ages 5 - 10 will
be required to:
• Describe “different types of Families,”
addressing membership and social influences.
This means alternative families headed by
same-sex parents or a single gay parent.
• Define sexual orientation using the “correct”
terminology, such as “heterosexual, gay, and
lesbian.”
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”Opt Out” doesn’t work:
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her family. If it was not for the legal and political intervention of countless concerned
Americans, both private citizens and organized institutions, Justina would not have been
released to her parents.
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