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Trustee With A Mission .. . VAUGHAN CAMPAIGNS FOR 
FREEDOM OF CHOICE IN 

EDUCATION EDUCATION 

Stifling 
angers 
trustee 
favoring 
phonics 
Robert Vaughan says 
the board of education 
has shut parents out of 
the language debate. 
By Norman De Bono 
Free Press Education Reporter 

Parents have been shut out of a 
debate over language instruction ill 
schools. says trustee Robert 
Vaughan. 

Tl'llstees th is week voted against 
surveying parents over whether they 
prefer phonics or whole language 
instruction. But 
while Vaughan is 
angry over the 
board's r efusal to 
ask parents for 
input, trustees 
added insult to 
injury by voting to 
refuse any discus­
sion on the issue 
at a meeting ear­
lier th is week. he 
said. 

"The hypocrisy 
is what gets me. 
You have a direc­
tor (Darrel Skid­
more) and a chair­
person (Bill Brock) 
who say we are 
open, nothing is 
wrong with educa­
tion, but when a 
simple motion to 

File photo 

Robert Vaughan 
says board offi­
cials are show­
Ing hypocrisy 
by avoiding 
heated .. 
debates. 

ask parents what they think Is sU'\lck 
down with anger, it speaks to 
hypocrisy," said Vaughan. 

"When I make an attempt to bring 
phonics to the forefront, I am shut 
out. People should know to 
make this public are being stifled." 

NO DISCUSSION: At a stormy 
board meeting this week. Vaughan 
wanted to discuss the issue of whole 
language instruction which is taught 
in schools and phonics, which he 
advocates. However, trustee Peter 
Jaffe made a motion, which was 
passed, that there be no discussion. 

"The board of education likes to 
say every thing is great with the 
school system, but they do not allow '" 
debate and discussion," said 
Vaughan. 

LONDON (May-October, 1996) - As a trustee on the London Board of 
Education, Fp Executive member Robert Vaughan is still generating controversy 
in a one-man campaign for freedom of choice in education. (See coverage, last 
issue.) The selection of reprinted newspaper articles on pages 10 and 11 have all 
been reproduced from the pages of the London Free Press, and attest to the 
on-going effort required to counter the bureaucracy and politics behind today 's 
state-funded education system. {END} 

At Left and Below: -from the London Free Press, September 20, 1996; 
The hostility exhibited towards a phonics-first approach to literacy .. - even 
as an optional choice for parents .. - reveals a fear unwarranted by 
educators who claim to be incorporating it in their current reading 
programs. Readers are forewarned that the description of 'Whole 
Language versus Phonics' in this article is a 'Whole Language' viewpoint 
that Freedom Party strongly disagrees with. (See our publication, Just Say 
'Know' To Whole Language.) 

At Right: - from the London Free Press, May 29, 1996. Vaughan 
clarifies his views on his opposition to the Board's sex-education policies_ 

"1 am angry. 1 am not given a say. 
The trustees have stifled debate. All 1 
wanted was to ask parents what they 
want." 

Rob Alder was the lone trustee sup: 
porting Vaughan's call for a survey of 
parents, but does not see the board's 
position as hypocritical or stifling 
debate. There was extensive discus­
sion un the issue at an earlier com­
mittee and further discus­
sion would have achieved little, he 
said. 

WHY AGAIN: ·" It was debated Ill'[ 
,,·eek. why debate it again? 1 can 
understand it." he said. 

H(l\\,evpr, he questioned the board's 
sensitivi ty over "messy debates:' 
agreeing it likes to put fO l"'vanl a 
more restrained image of proceed­

'ings. There is nothing wrong with 
heated public discussion. he said . 

.. An all-out, full debate tends to be 
sloppy and I don't have difficulty 
wit h that. We need to have a thick but 
sens itive skin," said Alder. 

The issue arose when Vaughan 
questioned the board's policy on 
early li teracy intervention, say ing it 
does not emphasize pllOnics instruc-
t ion. While whole language instruc­
tion uses the meaning of won Is to a id 
learn ing. phonics focuses on the 
sound of wO)'{\s. 

"I fundamentally believe we 
should use an array of instruc­
t ional approaches to teach our 
children how to read. But I also 
support a review to find out 
what public views are," said 
Alder. 

He is not concerned about 
the motion's defeat, saying he 
is "comfort able" with the use of 
different language techniques 
and believes there is commu­
nity support_ 

"I believe it is important to 
incorporate phonics into whole 
language instruction and we do 
that," he said. 

The board has had good news 
in recent years as literacy tests 
show improvement in reading 
skills, supporting present 
teaching methods, he added. 

National surveys have also 
indicated students today are 
more literate than their par­
ents. 

. "We're moving in tile r ight 
direction, reading proficiency 
is up," said Alder. 

WHOLE LANGUAGE 
VERSUS PHONICS 
Lorayne Robertson, program 
supervisor In communications at 
the London board of education , 
described whole language as a 
combination approach to teach­
ing. 
It uses reading, writing and think­
ing as one approach , focus ing on 
the story, the meaning and 
understanding of the story to 
help pupils decode and pro­
nounce words_ 
For example, the word "trough" 
spelled phonetically would read 
"trof." So the context of how that 
word is used in a story helps the 
meaning. 
While phonics is also used in 
whole language instruction, the 
concern about using only a phon­
ics approach is that laws of pro­
nunciation do not apply to all 
words. For example, the word 
why has a long sounding i, but 
that only applies to 15 per cent of 
words. 
"If you read English phonetically, 
it reads like the decoding section 
of 'a dictionary: said Robertson . 
"The rules of phonics only apply 
in a certain per cent of cases." 
Phonics is "pervasive" in teacher 
planning gu ides issued by the 
board and will also be used in 
ea rly literacy intervention, she 
said. 
"The sound system, the sound 
symbol system should be taught 
explicitly and early but can only 
be understood when applied in a 
meaningful way. Students need 
the context to make sense of 
sound symbol match," the docu­
ment on literacy intervention 
slates. 

n 

MAl' ;:: j :f)o 

Article mistook 
trustee's views 

Regarding, Sex course slir­
ring controversy (l\Iay 15). in· 
accurately portrays my 
"iews on the issue of sex ed­
ucation in the public 
schools. Your reporter 
writes that I "oppose con· 
dom use and masturba ti on." 
This sweeping generality 
paints me as ignorant and 
prudish. To put the matter 
stra ight, I believe that in­
struction on condom use 
must be taught in school al­
though it must be taught 
under the following condi· 
t ions: the chlld's parents 
must know it is being 
taught, the information 
must be factual and not 
eroticized, and it must be 
done at a time appropriate 
to the sexual maturity of the 
student. 

I do oppose the school 
board selling condoms in 
high-school washrooms. If 
any students wants to buy a 
condom they can go to any 
comer drugstore and do so, 
just like any self-respecting 
adult. If they feel ashamed to 
buy a condom in public then 
they should examine why 
they feel ashamed. For the' 
school board to eliminate 
their shame does not help 
these students to understand 
that they may not be mature 
enough to engage in sex. 

Your reporter 's comment 
on masturbation should be 
put into perspective. Lesson 
live of an early draft sex-ed 
curriculum for Grade 9 pre­
sented to the community in 
Aprll discussed ways of 
avoiding sexually transmit­
ted diseases and described 
"mutual" masturbation as a 
"Green - Go Ahead" activi­
ty. ThIs is completely inap­
propriate direction for 14-
and 15-year-olds. There is 
not one parent in London 
who would recommend such 
an activity to their teen. 

The school board adminIs­
tration Is providing ample 
opportunity for public in­
volvement in the curricu­
lum and is changing the cur­
riculum to better reflect the 
sensibilities of the commu­
nity. Whether these changes 
are adequate is a matter for 
the trustees to decide. The 
fina1 draft goes to the pro­
gram standing committee 
June 11. If approved it will 
then go to the entire board 
for fina1 approval. I would 
encourage all interested 
Londoners to get the facts 
for themselves_ A copy of the 
latest draft of the curricu­
lum Is available for viewing 
at the board's professional 
library on Dundas Street. 

ROBERT VAUGHAN 
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EDUCATION OCT Trustee With A Mission ... 

Girls in sports 
under review 

" 

The issue sparked a heated 
debate at a London board of 
education committee meeting 
on Tuesday: 
By Norma n De Bono Why is th is 

important? It 
is not the 
school's 
business to 
socially 
engineer 
va Lues 

Free Press Education Reporter 

Now that he's in high school. Ken loves play ing 
routball. 

But Susie's standing on the s idelines - choOS ing 
to opt out of sports. 

Is th.iS subtle discrimination or just personal 
chOIce' 

" 
And if a school tries to keep young women in 

SpOlis, do they risk crossing the line from educa· 
tors to becoming gender issues police? 

London board 
of education 

trustee Robert 
Vaughn 

The London board of education is forming an ad· 
vlsory committee to promote gender equity in 
physical and health education in school- includ­
mg mtramural activities - as concern is growing 
as to the number of girls dropping out of high 
school spOlis_ 

HEATED DISCUSSION: But the committee's 
role prompted a heated discussion at a board com­
mittee meeting on Tuesday_ 

Trustee Robert Vaughan questioned the group's 
work, saymg It IS "peculiar" the board would at­
~,empt to form an advisory committee to try to alter 
free chOIce and personal values_" 
"Why is this important? It is not the school 's 

business to socially engineer values," sa id Vaugh-

an. But Linda Findley. a program su­
pervisor at the board , believes free 
choice is not the issue. Research 
overwhelmingly shows young WOllJen 
are socially conditioned to upt uut or 
sports beginning at about 13 years of 
age and it is a teacher's role to wll 
young WOllJen they can remain phy.i · 
cally acti\'e, she said. 

"Girls don 't believe in themsel\'es 
and we have to tell them they can do 
it," said Findley. 

The committee will research gen· 
der equity in sp0l1s und come up with 
a plan to aid youths, including offer­
ing role models, posters, getting morl' 
women coaches in schools and ensur· 
ing equity in programs. 

It may even touch on making 
coaches sensitive to demands 011 
young women's time, like babysit­
ting, that young men do not have and 
altering practice times to compen­
sate, said Findley. 

In a study, the CunadianAssocia­
tion For the Advancement of Women 
in Sport and Physical Education re­
ported data showing young women 
suddenly dropping out of sports: 
~ From the ages of 10 to 14, '19 per 

cent offemales are physically active 
in school versus 72 per cent of males. 
~ By the age of 12, girls' involve· 

ment begins to decline steadily lUltii 
it is at only 11 pel' cent. 
~ Perhaps most disturbing of all. at 

six years old, both boys and girls be­
lieve boys are better at sports. This is 
not true, as girls are as strong ifnot 
stronger than boys until puberty. 

"We hope to educate and by doing 
so, come to grips with what girls arc 
grappling with." said Findley. 

The committee will not encourage 
young women to play football or 
hockey, but simply wants to empower 
them to remain physically active, be 
It m an organized sport or hiking ami 
sWlmmmg. 

"We just want them to remain in­
volved in any kind of fitness event " 
said Findley. ' 

But Vaughan questioned if this is 
the job of the school board -- espe­
cially at a time of dwinclling reo 
sources and more public quest ioning 
of its role. He believes the board 
should not look at this as a gender 
issue, but sUPPOli more physical in· 
volvement for boys and girls. Also. 
the school board does not discrim i­
nate in otTering access to spol1s. 

"What is at issue here is getting all 
students involved in sports regard­
less of gender," he said. 

FOOTBALL: The answer may be as 
sll11ple as "maybe some girls dOll ' t 
want their teeth kicked out in fool· 
ball," said Vaughan. 

"It is not a gender equity issue. If 
the board discriminates I will talle ac· 
tion'against that. But in absence or 
fact showing discrimination . J will 
oppose this." 

But Findley said the work of the 
committee will be subtle encourage· 
ment and sell' esteem building and 
that is the role of educators. 

"We hope to malle girls aware and 
encourage them to do whatever they 
want," she said. 

Trustees Linda Freeman, Svetlana 
MacDonald and Marilyn Joselyn 
voted in support of the committee, 
saying "subtle. unintentional , sys­
temic discrimination" is keeping 
girls from physical activity. 

At Left: -from the london Free Press, October 9, 
1996; Vaughan objects to the engineering of social 
values by opposing yet another unnecessary 'gender 
equity' program in the school system. 

B.elow: -from the london Free Press. October 7 
1996; Vaughan's response to a pre';ious editorial by 
London Board of Education chairperson Bill Brock 
lays it on the line: -So be it- he says, to the potential 
prospect of the elimination of school boards. 

. ':: REBUnAL , - . 

Give parents 
more control 
over education 
By Robert Vaughan 
The writer is a trustee with tile London 
board of education. 

In his column, Critics should visit class­
room (Sept 26), Bill Brock, chairperson of 
the London board of education, identifies 
concerns parents and taxpayers have 
about public education. Poor literacy re­
sults. inadequate report cards and lack of 
community involvement have been prob­
lems, and Brock is correct when he says 
they are bemg addressed and imprOVed. 
. He fails to recognize, however, that the 
Improvement is a result of outspoken 
cnllcs. Brock is also wrong to believe 
everything is now fine and all the critics 
should just go home and let the experts 
handle it. 

If troubles of the past teach us any­
thing, it's that education is not some­
thing the public should blindly trust to 
bureaucrats or politicians like Brock or 
me. Ideally, education should be con­
trolled by parents. 

The London board has taken years to 
,recognize the legitimate concerns of 
"critics"like parents and taxpayers_ 

-Recognition should not go to the trustees 
nor to Brock. It should go to the vocal 
critics and to out-going director Darrel 
Skidmore. Trustees have regularly re­
buffed attempts by individual trustees 
including myself, to increase parental' in­
volvement. 

The trustees (including Brock) turned 
down a request to survey parents about 
phonics or "whole language." Also, when 
t he board was asked by a provincial task 
force led by David Crombie for its opin­
IOn on boards placing' questions on the 
ballot during municipal elections, its 
draft response questioned the "intent" of 
such a suggestion and expressed con­
cerns over "frivolous questions." 

MOTION DEFEATED: Brock speak, 
" rl ooking "forward to hc"ring from 
~chovl councils 011 h O\\1 we cun improve." 
Yt'l. when I made a Illotion to have the 
1]('\\,1,· formed school councils adv ise til!' 
board on the changes to the sex-ed cur­
ric ulum. it was defeated by Brock ami 
other trustees. Apparently. school coun­
cils are asked ror the ir op inion as long as 
It'S nrJt a controversial issue. 

AS for visiting the classrooms. berurc 
IJt'colning a trustee I was invited by the 
lonner principal or SI. George's Pub lic 
School to see how happy the children 
were in his "whole language" class­
rooms. When he learned I was aware or 
Illuch of the academic research surround· 
llIg lhe debate over whole language 
phonics. he withdrew his invitation. Ap-

parently. only the ignorant may visit 
classrooms. 

Brock speaks of the cOllllllunity in de· 
velopi ng curriculum. Hut how the COIll­
Illunity is engaged? Public forums are 
strictly con trolled events where public 
Involvement is limited . The restrictions 
are. by and large. a consequence of minis· 
terial directives and inflexible adminis­
trators. The results are predictable - the 
status quo. 

In my two year s as trustee. I have 
found teachers to be hard-working and 
caring_ Most of the educators at the board 
offi ces are Sincerely interested in the ed­
ucation of children. UnfortunatelY,I have 
also discovered frljstration among many 
teachers. arrogance on the part of the 
some administrators and contempt for 
parental choice with most trustees. Many 
feel the "system" must survive at all 
costs - the community be damned. 

CHANG~: With every new provincial 
government there comes change. But 
when we are stuck with only one educa­
tion system that is tighily controlled by 
bW'eaucrats, change, if it leads to choice, 
should be embraced. In our system there 
can only be one educational philosophy 
that "wins." With such a monopoly you 
can count on every parent and interest 
group going to battle for control of that 
prevailing philosophy at every opportu­
nity. The system is a political and educa· 
tional quagmire and children and par­
ents are caught in the middle. 

The answer is not the status quo, as 
Brock appears to suggest. The answer is 
·to remove education from the political 
process and offer parents and educators 
real choice. The Ministry of Education is 
right to examine all alternatives for re­
form . Education should be taken out of 
the hands of bureaucrats and politicians 
and given back to parents and teachers. 
Education should not be funded through 
property taxes, but out of Queen's Park, 
where your education tax dollars follow 
your children, whether they go to public 
or private schools. The ministry should 
set standards but still allow individual 
schools to choose how and what they 
teach based on demand and interest. 

If the provincial government acknowl­
edges parents should have the final say in 
the education of their children, and 
trusts them to make the right choices, it 
would end the constant political wran· 
gling over teaching methods, report 
cards and the like. If that acknowledge­
ment means there would no longer be a 
need for school boards and trustees like 
Brock and myself, so be it. 
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Freedom On The Internet .. 

FREEDOM PARTY LAUNCHES WORLD WIDE WEB SITE 
ONTARIO (September, 1996) - Freedom 

Party has officially and permanently establ­
ished its Internet presence by launching a site 
on the World Wide Web at the following 
address: hUp"/lwww freedom party org. 

Thanks to the hard work of Fp Webmas­
ter Greg Jones and Fp member Mike 
Davidson, Freedom Party's site already con­
tains the party 's entire library of Consent 
magazine, half of Fp's Freedom F~erlibrary , a 
broad selection of issue papers, and various 
alternate Fp publications, literature, official 
briefs, speeches, and media coverage. Much 
more is yet to come. 

[JJ PARTY HISTORY 

Essentially, Freedom Party's entire party 
history --- from January 1, 1984, when the 
party was founded, to the present --- is now 
accessible to an audience that is literally world 
wide. 

Articles and essays from back-issues of 
our newsletters and publications have been 
left unrevised, and read exactly as when 
originally published in print. With hindsight 
and retrospect, readers will be able to judge 
the validity of Freedom Party's ph ilosophy, 
predictions, judgements, and expectations for 
themselves. 

" (Freedom Party's) Website is extremely 
well-organized , easy to navigate through, and 
contain(s) a lot of real information. Congratula­
tions! " says Jeannie Novak, founder of 
Kaleidospace, the first company to commer­
cially distribute works by independent artists 
and musicians via the World Wide Web, in Los 
Angeles California. 

Since speed and ease of navigation are 
important to most users of the Internet, Fp's 

Website has been carefully designed to minim­
ize the time spent downloading documents. 

As of this writing , Freedom Party's Web­
site already contains well over 500 separate 
documents and articles, and will contain over 
2,000 by the time the site is fully completed 
and up to date. For ease of access, docu­
ments and articles on site have been made 
accessible through several different indexes. 

No doubt, the most popular and useful 
index will prove to be Freedom Party's 
Issues Index Search. This index locates 
every article published or reprinted by Free­
dom Party on a specific subject or issue. By 
simply pOinting and clicking on a particular 
word in the index, a complete listing of every 
Fp article dealing with the selected subject or 
issue appears. From this listing, any article of 
interest can be instantly downloaded with the 
click of a mouse button. 

[JJ EQUAL PLAYING FIELD 

For Freedom Party, the Internet will act 
as a great equalizer, since it is a medium that 
overcomes virtually every physical, political, 
and economic obstacle inherent in the existing 
print and broadcast media. On this equal 
playing field , Freedom Party's influence can 
be as great as or better than any competitor's. 

With the ability to compare the philoso­
phies, policies, and records of action of the 
various political parties on their respective 
Websites, voters now have an unprecedented 
opportunity to get their information unfiltered 
by media interpretations and unfettered by the 
current election regulations which limit the 
amount of information (via paid advertising) 
that political parties and candidates may make 
available to the public. 

FREEDOM FLYER 

Freedom Party's Internet presence will 
make it much easier for members of the 
media, business, and government to discover, 
research, and/or contact Freedom Party or 
its representatives and spokespersons. With 
our new e-mail address at feedback@free­
domparty org, contact is just a click away. 

[JJ FEEDBACK 

No doubt, the most important aspect of 
our Internet presence will be the ability of our 
Website visitors to directly communicate with 
us. Because of the nature of interactivity, this 
may be the most unpredictable section of Fp's 
Website, since its content will be largely 
determined by the questions, comments, and 
criticisms directed at Freedom Party. 

To accommodate this expected inter­
change, a future feature on our Website will be 
our FREEDOM FORUM, which will serve much 
as a " letters to the editor" section, but will also 
have the added potential of developing into a 
two-way dialogue that can prove to be an 
objective testing ground for Freedom Party 's 
ideas and philosophy. 

Already, with existing Web technology, it 
is possible to make available on a Website not 
only textual information, but also full colour still 
pictures and video, audio transmissions, com­
puter software, games, and more. All of these 
media forms will eventually be available on 
Fp's site. 

We encourage our members and suppor­
ters not only to visit our site themselves, but to 
tell their friends and acquaintances about Fp's 
Website at: hUp-lIwww freedom party org. 
And of course, we welcome your feedback via 
e-mail at: feedback@freedomparty ~rg . 

{END} 
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