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The Regulatory Action Center at FreedomWorks Foundation is dedicated to educating
Americans about the impact of government regulations on economic prosperity and individual
liberty. FreedomWorks Foundation is committed to lowering the barrier between millions of
FreedomWorks citizen activists and the rulemaking process of government agencies to which
they are entitled to contribute.
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
On behalf of our activists nationwide, FreedomWorks Foundation appreciates the opportunity to
offer these comments regarding the notice of proposed rulemaking on the Department of
Education’s (ED) proposed priorities for American history and civics education grants. These
proposed priorities are a thinly veiled attempt by the ED to create new requirements to teach
highly contentious sociological theories like critical race theory (CRT) in primary and secondary
schools.

To begin with, the ED should have effectively no role in determining what curricula are taught in
our schools. Public education in America flourished due to a federalist structure of local and state
control, and the Department’s one-size-fits-all approach has continually left students behind. The
failures of No Child Left Behind and Common Core bear testament to the fact that schools1 2

should be granted the freedom to operate independently. Creating new strings for federal grants
is no better than making curriculum requirements, and should not be the purview of the ED.

Secondarily, although the Department does not specifically refer to critical race theory in its
proposed rule, the language included in the notice of proposed rulemaking clearly indicates that
the new priorities are meant to encourage the spread of critical race theory in schools. The ED’s
citation of the New York Times’ controversial 1619 Project and activist academic Dr. Ibram X.
Kendi, a noted proponent of “anti-racism,” is proof of the Department’s intent. Furthermore, the3

notice’s focus on “systemic marginalization, biases, inequities, and discriminatory policy and
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practice,” demonstrates that the ED is seeking to incorporate CRT into primary and secondary
education.

Clearly, in the age of misinformation, teaching our students critical thinking skills is more
important than ever. Similarly, as we have come to acknowledge a diversity of perspectives on
American history, it is just as important that students are taught holistically. However, these
priorities should not be used as a guise to advance radical sociological theories for students who
have yet to develop the critical thinking necessary to evaluate different sociological frameworks.

Critical race theory, and critical theories more generally, are not inherently dangerous when
taught in the proper environment. In colleges and universities around the country, students have
been learning about these theories for decades as part of a broader curriculum. The issue arises
when unproven theories like CRT become dogma. CRT becomes problematic when taught in
primary and secondary schools to students who are less capable of critically analyzing such
theories.

At its heart, CRT flies in the face of liberal notions of education and academics. As far back as
the 1930’s, activist academics like Max Horkheimer were outlining the distinction between
critical theories and “traditional” sociological theory. To critical theorists like Horkheimer and4

Kendi, academics and education is not about producing knowledge for its own sake. Rather,
critical theories seek to critique the world in an effort to remake society in their own image.

When it comes to CRT, this means viewing the world through a racial lens, and defining societal
divisions in terms of racial identity. For schools, this means rejecting traditional civics education
in favor of training an entire generation to become activists in the mold of CRT.

In fact, the inclusion of CRT in our classrooms is anathema to creating the “identity-safe learning
environments” that the ED seeks. The vast majority of CRT teachings are predicated on defining
and highlighting differences of identity. Incorporated in this is the notion that some individuals
are inherently oppressive and others are inherently oppressed based solely on their racial identity.

There is no question that racism is one aspect of our history, and there is no question that, to
some degree, racism persists today. However, CRT either ignores or minimizes the incredible
progress that our country has made in addressing racial issues. From the 13th Amendment to the
Civil Rights Act to today, millions of Americans from all walks of life have fought to advance
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true equality under the law. Teaching our children that this progress was for naught--and that
America is an inherently racist country with little hope of redemption--threatens to begin the
undoing of the progress we’ve made towards a “color-blind” society that emboldens the
individual above the identity group.

Finally, we strongly object to using federal tax dollars to advance contentious theories like CRT.
As we have seen time and time again, school boards and state governments across the country
have already rejected teaching CRT in primary and secondary schools. Attaching strings to5

federal civics and history grants necessitates that individuals who are vehemently opposed to
CRT will be required to subsidize its teaching across the country. At the very least the ED should
not be robbing Peter to pay Paul and forcing citizens to pay for programs that are antithetical to
their principles.

In his inaugural speech, President Biden outlined his agenda to “unify” our country. Ironically,
when it comes to education, this agenda is more likely to sow disunity and division than it is to
unify Americans.

For all these reasons, FreedomWorks Foundation and our community of activists stand strongly
against this proposal and any future attempts to expand CRT curriculum into our primary and
secondary schools.

Respectfully submitted,

Beverly McKittrick Luke Hogg
Director of the Regulatory Action Center Policy Analyst
FreedomWorks Foundation FreedomWorks Foundation
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