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Trigger Warning: Truth Ahead
How to Melt Snowflakes

“disruptive . . . does not include action
that merely presents the possibility of
discomfort or unpleasantness that often
by Ronald L. Trowbridge, Ph.D., Reagan administration 1981-1986, Chief of Staff
for former Chief Justice Warren Burger where he worked closely with Phyllis accompanies unpopular viewpoints.”
Furthermore, the college will “not . . .
Schlafly on the Commission on the Bicentennial of the U.S. Constitution.
infringe on any right of free speech or
ree speech, of course, is a bad idea. dent, whatever that is, the Office of expression guaranteed by the Constitu		
Madness about free speech Equal Opportunity will place a “hold” tion of the United States.”
has been loosed upon college on the violator’s graduation and place 		The Ivy League Colleges could
campuses throughout the nation, like his or her name on a list of students learn from us.
a spreading flu. I exaggerate some, for “review” by the dean of students. 		
As a former English professor,
but not much. I could cite hundreds of 		You can’t make this stuff up.
I’ve read a lot of statements that deexamples, but here are three.
		Supreme Court Justices Antonin
fend free speech, but none better than
		
One, 469 students and faculty Scalia and Samuel Alito got the matter
John Stuart Mill’s in On Liberty”:
members at the University of Virginia of free speech right. Said Scalia, “If
		“If any opinion is compelled to
demanded that the UVA president we stop speech that hurts peoples’
silence, that opinion may, for aught we
not mention the name of Thomas feelings, the First Amendment will
can certainly know, be true. To deny
Jefferson at the school he founded, be a dead letter.” And Alito wrote,
this is to assume our own infallibility.
because he was a slave owner. One “There is no categorical ‘harassment
“Though the silenced opinion
imagines that these students and fac- exception’ to the First Amendment’s
be
an error, it may, and very
ulty members will next demand that free speech clause.”
commonly
does, contain
the Declaration of Independence, 		At the college where I’m a trustee
written by the same guy, be rescind- — Lone Star College, with 100,000 a portion of truth; and
ed. Besides, the Declaration of Inde- students — we take the First Amend- since the general or
pendence mentions “our Creator” ment seriously. There are no restric- prevailing opinion on
— which violates so-called separa- tive speech codes, no “safe spaces,” any subject is rarely
tion of church and state.
no prohibition of “microaggressions,” or never the whole
		Two, the president of Hampshire no mandated “trigger warnings,” truth, it is only by the collision of
College took down the American and no refusals to let certain speak- adverse opinions that the remainder
flag on campus because some found ers speak on campus. Ours is not the of the truth has any chance of being
supplied.”
the flag offensive. Or was it that modern version of Fahrenheit 451.
Quarterback Steven Kapernick was 		On December 1, 2016, in the face 		Speech is less free on college campassing through campus?
of rampant rejections against free puses today than it has ever been. Too
		Three, Iowa State University has speech, our Board of Trustees passed many college administrators have been
adopted a policy that mandates that unanimously a new campus speech weaklings on free expression and lack
students not “harass” other students. policy. My guess is that you will not courage. As C. S. Lewis, observed,
“Harassment” is defined as whatever find this policy codified on many, if any, “Courage is the most difficult virtue bethe person being harassed says it is. college campuses in the entire country. cause it is all virtues at the testing point.”
Fight bad speech with good
The First Amendment does not mat- The policy reads in the key sections: 		
ter. If a student harasses another stu- Speakers may not be disruptive, but speech!
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Is It Education or Indoctrination?
by Ellen Bishop (happily married wife, and thankful mother of four children)

W

hen I set out for college in 1986,
I believed that in the United
States of America, a student could
choose to become knowledgeable
and trained in his own “pursuit of
happiness.” What I did not realize was
that others were determined to choose
for me and they were not concerned
about my personal desires or goals.
		I enrolled with Central Missouri
State University (now known as University of Central Missouri) with the
intention of becoming an elementary
reading teacher. I chose this school
because it was the best Missouri college for earning a teaching degree.
		I had always enjoyed reading, had
worked in school libraries, gained six
years of experience in childcare by
babysitting, and had helped many of
the younger children I cared for with
learning the alphabet and phonetic sounds. My younger brother had
struggled to learn to read only two
years after me, because phonics had
been removed from our elementary
school’s curriculum. Due to his struggle, my parents paid for private reading lessons outside of school. The
tutor showed my mother how to continue teaching my brother from home
with phonics lessons. He successfully
learned how to read by phonics. Later, I taught my own children with the
same phonics method.
		With these experiences, I
enthusiastically entered my
college advisor’s office

with a passion and
determination to help

children learn to read. I was met with
no support to pursue my goal, except
that she agreed that I should pursue
teaching and awarded me a teacher’s
scholarship. But, she directed me to
become a math teacher. I explained
my desire to teach reading and she
said, “We offer no such degree!” I
was shocked that the “best teacher’s
college” in Missouri could not or
would not help me become a reading
teacher. She proceeded to explain
how my capabilities could be put
to good use as a math teacher and
that I would never want for a job. I
answered that although I may have
an aptitude for math, I would rather
spend my days teaching reading
and felt that my desire and aptitude
would make a better teacher. She
then laid out the depressing fact
that I would need to attend college
for approximately 6 to 8 years in
order to be equipped to be called a
“Reading Teacher;” which sounded
daunting and unrewarding.
		I tried to look at it optimistically, because she had finally given me
some hope that I could become a
reading teacher. I consulted with my
father, who was teaching at our local community college, and he told
me that the lack of support was due
to money. He explained that the University would get money for certain
degree programs if they had enough
students. He also encouraged me to
continue in my passion, regardless of
what the college was pushing, and reminded
me that my scholarship did not require
me to become a math
teacher.
Certainly
money was important to me at this
time. I had two years of scholarship
money and some money I had saved
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and my goal was to work my way
through college with no debt and no
student loan. My parents and grandparents helped me accomplish this
goal with transportation, book expenses, and a few spring semesters of
tuition and living expenses to supplement my earnings.
		
During my four years of college, I was met with hurdles and
road blocks that interfered with my
original goal of becoming a reading
teacher. When I took “Foundations
in Education,” I received an A- on
my first paper because I expressed
my thoughts on education. My
teacher graded for effort because my
paper was well constructed, however, in the future he said I would need
to agree with other methods in education. He directed me to read two
books outside of class that would
enable me to understand things better. This class was not about facts,
but about opinions and theories.
My Christian worldview would not
match up with the instruction, so I
ignored and dismissed what was in
front of me. Today, I regret that I did
not fight for truth at that time.
		I decided to re-evaluate my pursuits after being subjected to evolution in all areas of my science education classes as if it was factual versus
theory, experiencing confusion with
many of my classes, observing apathy in children during class assignments, and watching many burnedout teachers. During my first three
semesters, my advisor was still trying to get me to teach math and had
somewhat overloaded my schedule,
so I felt less capable and lost my desire to teach.
		I changed majors to become a high
school home economics teacher. This
decision was based on not wanting
to lose my invested time and money
and that this subject would conflict
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less with my Christian worldview.
I had always hoped to marry and
have children. I thought it would be
great to teach young people how to
cook, clean, budget, sew, and care
for children and a home. This plan
enabled me to use most of my college
credits and take more classes in areas
that were like a hobby to me. The
idea of teaching reading seemed too
depressing as I thought of a possible
six more years of the same education
indoctrination.
		My next class was “Child Development.” The teacher explained that
our class had been chosen to pilot a
special, new way of teaching. We
would need to attend our Tuesday class
and then on Thursdays, we could just
tune in for class from our dorm room
through the college TV network. This
sounded great! I watched my class for
2 weeks, but never watched another
episode. I asked my fellow students
occasionally to see if the instruction
had improved and, since the answer
was always no, I chose not to waste
my time. These special class episodes
included the then-new idea of “alternative lifestyles” and how teachers
should interact and teach about them.
We were instructed to accept that “little Joey” had two Mommies and we
could help him feel normal with the
other students in class by adjusting
our language. Remember, this is in
the late 1980s. I regret again that my
parents and I, along with many other
frustrated students, did not file complaints. Instead, I accepted my grade
of a C, because I could not embrace
the ideas being taught and use them
in the writing assignments.
		I ultimately came to the conclusion that I would not and could not
teach in a public school. I challenged
my new career advisor with another
passion of mine: to help stop divorce
and help families stay together and
raise their children. I had witnessed
the destruction that divorce causes by

watching my extended family suffer.
My advisor actually got excited, and
told me that although my college did
not have a degree program like what I
was asking for, I could pilot one from
University of Missouri and complete
it at my school. He
accessed course
description requirements and we worked
out a plan to complete a
B.S. Degree in “Family Development
and Community
Service” with a
minor in speech.
		I am so thankful to God for His
mercy and protection
in helping me to keep trying and for
the support of my family, who did
not fully understand what was happening at the time. Fast forward to
today; if you are a student, parent,
grandparent, or even a teacher today
and you are reading this article, then
you can learn from my experience
and not repeat it. Thirty years later,
the college atmosphere at the secular, government-funded institutions
has only gotten worse than what I
experienced.
		I encourage you to make better
choices. I challenge you not to compromise by sending your children
with their precious minds, priceless
amount of time, and God-given talents to just any college or university because they dangled money or
supposedly have the “best program”
available. Set higher standards and
work hard to protect their minds
from untruths and worthless theories
that only destroy lives. We should
stop feeding an insane cycle and
choose to use your right to “pursue
happiness” with a higher than status
quo method.
		I have been spending my married
life training my children up to God
instead of up to the government. I
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encourage parents to teach reading,
math, righteousness, and all other
subjects to your children through
home education. You do not need,
nor have to have, a “college education” to do this rewarding job.
There are countless
resources
available to help
you and your child learn
any subject. Today, we
can access a variety of continuing
education and
training
institutes that are designed for specific
skills and do not include social indoctrination.
		If the students who were being
trained as teachers in the late 1980s
embraced all they were being taught
and then went on to teach for these
untruths for 25 years, it is truly no
surprise to see the first-time voters in
the past three election cycles choosing socialism instead of preserving
their own liberty. You do not have to
waste your time and money and energy. Use our great history as an education tool and help the next three
election cycles look better than the
past by equipping the next generation with the truth of what it means to
live under this nation’s Constitution.
“Get wisdom, and whatever you get,
get insight.” Proverbs 4:7
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College is not a Daycare
by Everett Piper, President, Oklahoma Wesleyan University. Author of Why I Am
a ‘Liberal’ and Other Conservative Ideas. (http://www.okwu.edu/)

T

he school year has started
and the “snowflake” rebellion
of 2015 is anything but dead. Micro-aggressions, trigger warnings,
and demands for “safe spaces”
continue to dominate the campus news from
coast to coast.
As the university president who
wrote the viral “This is Not a Day
Care” op-ed, I have been called by
the media in recent days with essentially this question: “Dr. Piper, okay
— your “Not a Day Care” piece
identified the problem, but what’s
the solution?”
		Here’s my answer:
		In 1948, Richard Weaver told
us “ideas have consequences.” A
few short years earlier, Hitler said,
“let me control the textbooks and I
will control the State.” Aldous Huxley and George Orwell warned of
dystopias where education would
be used as a means to total power
and total control. Yes, ideas clearly
do have consequences. Good ideas
lead to good culture and good government, and bad ideas lead to bad
culture and bad government. As
your grandmother might have said:
garbage in, garbage out. She was
right — ideas matter.
		Education today is clearly in crisis. The contemporary university is
no longer known for pursuing truth,
but rather for celebrating tolerance,
and in the name of tolerance we are
told that our intolerance is intolerable. Education’s elites actually parrot this pablum, and they do so with
a straight face. It would be humorous if this self-refuting duplicity
were not so sad.

		The result of this nonsense is
that the tradition of good teaching has become a dark flag of tyranny almost overnight. What was
academic freedom just yesterday
is ideological fascism
today. Rather than
celebrating
liberty,
liberals now demand
conformity. Campuses are now bastions of
speech codes rather than bulwarks
of free speech. Faculty and students
alike are more interested in “trigger
warnings” than they are in pursuing truth. Run by the State and its
thought police, colleges across the
land have become indoctrination
camps more so than campuses of
open inquiry. Propaganda and power now reign where there used to be
a pursuit of truth.
		
Our track record is terrible.
Decade after decade, we have
taught our next generation “it
doesn’t matter what you believe
as long as it works for you,” that
all morality is relative, and that
good and evil are merely subjective social constructs. Year after
year we have preached that pastors
and priests are stupid and that liberation theology is the only “good
religion.” Day in and day out,
we’ve fomented class resentment
and racial animus and diminished
excellence while extolling entitlement. Why are we surprised at the
result? Our leaders have lost their
courage. Our Congress has lost its
consciences, our children have lost
their character, and our culture has
lost its soul.
		Yes, ideas do have consequences and the lousy ideas we have been
teaching in our colleges and univer-
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sities for the past several decades
are bearing themselves out daily
before our eyes.
		
The answer to this absurdity is found in the historical liberal
arts and the premise that there are
certain moral and intellectual laws
tested by time, defended by reason, validated by experience and
endowed to us by our Creator. As
far back as Moses, and later from
Jefferson, we are told that only by
trusting in this “paradox of liberty
and Law” can we ever hope to protect our unalienable rights of life,
liberty and the pursuit of happiness
and, thereby, be a free people and
free country.
		
Freedom trusts in principles
rather than people, power, or politics. Freedom honors the debate
because it knows there is an answer
— a true north — a “measuring rod
outside of those things being measured,” as C.S. Lewis put it.
		G.K. Chesterton once told us,
if you get rid of the big Laws, you
don’t get liberty but rather thousands of little laws that rush in to
fill the vacuum. Academic freedom
has never been found in the rules of
government,
the power
of
professors or
the temper tantrums of
students
b u t ,
rather, in the few and simple Laws
of Nature and Nature’s God. There
is a reason that dozens of universities were once emblazoned with the
motto “You shall know the truth and
the truth shall set you free.” There is
no liberty without Law and there is
no freedom if you stop teaching this
truth.

