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Abstract: This analysis critically examines the recurring proposal to "abolish the Department of
Education," assessing its potential impacts on contemporary educational trends. It explores
arguments for and against the proposition, weighing the benefits of increased local control and
reduced federal bureaucracy against the potential risks of fragmented educational systems and
inequitable resource allocation. The analysis considers the impact on various stakeholders, including
students, teachers, parents, and local communities, and concludes by offering a nuanced perspective
on the complexities of this controversial issue.

1. Introduction: The Enduring Debate Surrounding "Abolish
the Department of Education"

The call to "abolish the Department of Education" periodically resurfaces in the American political
landscape. This seemingly simple proposition masks a complex debate encompassing fundamental
questions about the role of the federal government in education, the optimal balance between local
control and national standards, and the equitable distribution of educational resources. This analysis
delves into the core arguments surrounding the "abolish the Department of Education" movement,
considering its potential consequences within the context of current educational trends.

2. Arguments for Abolishing the Department of Education

Proponents of abolishing the Department of Education frequently cite concerns about federal
overreach and bureaucratic inefficiency. They argue that the department's influence stifles
innovation and local responsiveness, leading to a "one-size-fits-all" approach that fails to address the
diverse needs of individual states and communities. The "abolish the Department of Education"
movement champions the idea of returning control to states and local school districts, believing this



would lead to improved accountability and increased responsiveness to the specific needs of
students and their families.

A core argument focuses on the belief that eliminating federal intervention would streamline the
education system, reducing administrative costs and freeing up resources that could be better
utilized at the local level. Supporters often point to the perceived lack of demonstrable positive
impact from many federal education initiatives as evidence that the Department of Education's
existence is ultimately counterproductive. They contend that "abolish the Department of Education"
is the best path towards fostering innovation and improving educational outcomes.

3. Arguments Against Abolishing the Department of Education

Opponents of abolishing the Department of Education raise serious concerns about the potential
negative consequences of such a dramatic shift. They emphasize the crucial role the department
plays in ensuring equity and access to quality education for all students, particularly those from
disadvantaged backgrounds. The removal of federal oversight could lead to a widening gap in
educational opportunities between wealthy and poor districts, exacerbating existing inequalities.
The "abolish the Department of Education" movement overlooks the crucial role of federal funding in
supporting programs designed to serve underprivileged students.

Furthermore, critics argue that eliminating the Department of Education would lead to a
fragmentation of educational standards and a lack of national cohesion in curriculum development.
They contend that a national framework, though imperfect, provides a baseline for accountability
and ensures that students across the country receive a minimum level of educational quality. The
potential loss of federal research and data collection, crucial for evidence-based policymaking, is
also a major concern.

4. The Impact on Current Educational Trends

The debate surrounding "abolish the Department of Education" is especially relevant in light of
current educational trends, including the growing emphasis on school choice, the increasing role of
technology in education, and the ongoing struggle for educational equity. The elimination of the
department could significantly impact these trends, potentially hindering progress in areas like
standardized testing, special education funding, and teacher training.

5. The Role of Funding in the "Abolish the Department of
Education" Debate

A central aspect of the debate involves the distribution of federal funding for education. Eliminating
the Department of Education would require a significant restructuring of the funding process.
Critics worry that eliminating the federal oversight mechanism would disproportionately impact
under-resourced schools and districts, exacerbating existing inequalities.

6. State-Level Responses and Local Control

The "abolish the Department of Education" argument often presupposes an increase in state-level
control over education. However, the capacity and willingness of individual states to effectively



manage education funding and standards vary widely. This could lead to inconsistent educational
quality across the nation.

7. The International Perspective

Comparing the U.S. education system to those of other developed nations reveals varying levels of
federal involvement. Examining these alternative models can inform the debate surrounding "abolish
the Department of Education" and provide valuable insights into potential outcomes.

8. Conclusion: Navigating the Complexities of Educational
Reform

The proposition to "abolish the Department of Education" is not a simple yes or no question. The
decision necessitates a careful consideration of the potential benefits of increased local control and
reduced federal bureaucracy against the potential risks of exacerbating existing inequalities and
creating a fragmented educational system. A balanced approach that acknowledges the need for
both national standards and local flexibility is crucial for ensuring equitable access to quality
education for all students. Reforming the Department of Education, rather than abolishing it
entirely, may provide a more effective pathway towards achieving these goals.

FAQs

What are the main arguments for abolishing the Department of Education? Proponents argue1.
for increased local control, reduced bureaucracy, and greater efficiency. They believe that the
federal government is overly involved and hinders innovation.

What are the main arguments against abolishing the Department of Education? Opponents1.
worry about the loss of federal funding for disadvantaged students, a decline in educational
equity, and the lack of national standards.

What would happen to federal funding for education if the Department were abolished? The1.
distribution of funding would likely need to be restructured, potentially leading to inequitable
outcomes and a reduction in overall funding.

How would the abolition of the Department of Education affect national educational1.
standards? It could result in inconsistent standards across states, potentially lowering the
overall quality of education.



Would abolishing the Department of Education lead to greater innovation in education? While1.
proponents believe so, critics argue that it could lead to a fragmented and less innovative
system due to the lack of centralized coordination and research.

What are the potential impacts on teacher training and professional development? The1.
absence of federal guidelines and support could negatively affect the quality and consistency
of teacher training programs.

How would the abolition of the Department impact special education services? The federal1.
government provides significant funding and support for special education; eliminating this
could drastically reduce services for students with disabilities.

What are the international comparisons regarding the role of federal education departments?1.
Other countries demonstrate different levels of federal involvement, offering insights into the
potential consequences of abolishing the U.S. Department of Education.

What are some alternative approaches to reforming the education system besides abolishing1.
the Department? Focusing on improving the Department's efficiency, streamlining federal
regulations, and increasing local autonomy while maintaining key federal supports are
alternative solutions.

Related Articles:

"The Case for Decentralized Education: Empowering Local Communities": Examines the1.
benefits of shifting control over education to local communities, focusing on local
responsiveness and community engagement.

"Federal Education Funding: A Critical Analysis of Equity and Efficiency": Analyzes the1.
distribution of federal education funds and evaluates the effectiveness of current funding
mechanisms.



"The Impact of No Child Left Behind on Educational Outcomes": Evaluates the successes and1.
failures of the No Child Left Behind Act and its implications for future education policy.

"School Choice and Educational Equity: A Comparative Study": Compares different school1.
choice models and their impact on student achievement and educational equity.

"The Role of Technology in Transforming Education: Opportunities and Challenges": Explores1.
how technology can be leveraged to improve education while addressing challenges related to
access and digital literacy.

"Teacher Training and Professional Development: Best Practices and Future Directions":1.
Examines effective teacher training methods and identifies areas for improvement in
professional development programs.

"Measuring Educational Outcomes: A Review of Standardized Testing and Alternative1.
Assessment Methods": Critically evaluates the effectiveness of different assessment methods
and their impact on teaching and learning.

"The Future of Educational Governance: Balancing Local Control and National Standards":1.
Explores different models of educational governance and proposes solutions for balancing
local autonomy with national educational goals.

"International Perspectives on Educational Reform: Lessons Learned from High-Performing1.
Nations": Examines successful education systems in other countries to draw lessons that can
inform U.S. educational reform efforts.

  abolish the department of education: Failure Vicki E. Alger, 2016-06-01 The relationship
among the federal government, the states, and parents with regard to education is increasingly
dysfunctional. Parental control over their children's education has gained impressive momentum in
recent years at the state level. Meanwhile, states have been increasingly willing to relinquish
sovereignty over education in exchange for more federal dollars. Failure would help bring clarity to
these issues by examining whether students and the country better off after 30 years with the



Department of Education and suggesting alternatives to an ever-expanding federal education
bureaucracy. Part I would begin by examining the development of the current Department of
Education, including the legislation that gave rise to it, and the pressure groups that have shaped it.
Additional chapters would examine related issues including the arguments for and against the
creation of a national education department, its origin, current structure, spending, and growth over
time. Part II would examine the results to date against the education department's own standards.
These include overall student achievement nationally before and after the advent of the Department
of Education as well as international comparisons of U.S. student achievement. Outcomes of some of
the largest Department of Education programs would also be considered in this section, along with
some of the lesser-known department programs and initiatives. Part III would examine truly federal
alternatives to the current tug-of-war between the national and state governments in light of the
growing parental-choice movement. Included in this section would be chapters examining a
strict-constitutionalist model, which denies any federal authority in education. Another alternative
model examined would be the National Bureau of Education model, inspired by the original 1867
precursor to the current Department of Education, whose primary mission was to serve as a
repository of information so schools nationwide could emulate best practices. In addition, this
section would seek to include cross-country comparisons of education systems of top-performing
Organization of Economic Cooperation and Development (OECD) countries.
  abolish the department of education: Broke Glenn Beck, Kevin Balfe, 2012-08-28 Briefly
surveys more than two centures of American political history to describe how the country has been
broken spiritually, politically and financially and advocates a return to core values to restore
America's economic and spiritual health.
  abolish the department of education: The importance of teaching Great Britain:
Department for Education, 2010-11-24 England's school system performs below its potential and can
improve significantly. This white paper outlines action designed to: tackle the weaknesses in the
system; strengthen the status of teachers and teaching; reinforce the standards set by the
curriculum and qualifications; give schools back the freedom to determine their own development;
make schools more accountable to parents, and help them to learn more quickly and systematically
from good practice elsewhere; narrow the gap in attainment between rich and poor. The quality of
teachers and teaching is the most important factor in determining how well children do. The
Government will continue to raise the quality of new entrants to the profession, reform initial
teacher training, develop a network of teaching schools to lead training and development, and
reduce the bureaucratic burden on schools. Teachers will be given more powers to control bad
behaviour. The National Curriculum will be reviewed, specifying a tighter model of knowledge of
core subjects so that the Curriculum becomes a benchmark against which school can be judged.
Schools will be given more freedom and autonomy, the Academies programme extended and parents
will be able to set up Free Schools to meet parent demand. Accountability for pupil performance is
critical, and much more information will be available to aid understanding of a school's performance.
School improvement will be the responsibility of schools, not central government. Funding of schools
needs to be fairer and more transparent, and there will be a Pupil Premium to target resources on
the most deprived pupils.
  abolish the department of education: Implementation of Title XVIII of Public Law 99-272, the
Reconciliation Act United States. Congress. Senate. Committee on Small Business, 1986
  abolish the department of education: Leviathan on the Right Michael D. Tanner, 2007-02-16
For conservatives generally and the Republican Party in particular, 2006 was a time of intense
soul-searching. For the first time in a dozen years, Republicans lost control of Congress. As a result,
they are being forced to reexamine who they are and what they stand for. It’s about time. After all,
more than a decade has passed since President Bill Clinton announced in his State of the Union
address that “the era of big government is over.” Yet, since then, government has grown far bigger
and far more intrusive. It spends more, regulates us more, and reaches far more into our daily lives
than it did before the Republican Revolution. Behind this alarming trend stands the rise of a new



brand of conservatism—one that believes big government can be used for conservative ends. It is a
conservatism that ridicules F. A. Hayek and Barry Goldwater while embracing Teddy and even
Franklin Roosevelt. It has more in common with Ted Kennedy than with Ronald Reagan. Leviathan
on the Right provides an incisive analysis of the roots and core beliefs of big-government
conservatism and the major currents that fueled its growth—neoconservatism, the Religious Right,
supply-side economics, national greatness conservatism, and Newt Gingrich–style technophilia—and
offers a detailed critique of its policies on a wide range of issues. The book contains a clear warning
that, unless conservatives return to their small-government roots, the electoral defeat of 2006 is just
the beginning.
  abolish the department of education: The United States Outer Executive Departments and
Independent Establishments & Government Corporations Jock Lul Pan Chuol, 2010-04-29 This Book
is overview of Outer executive Departments and 64 Independent Federal Agencies; the Outer
Executive Departments are--United States Department of Interior, Labor, Agriculture, Commerce,
Energy, Housing and Urban Development, Health and Human Services, Transportation, Education,
and Veterans Affairs. In the 64 Federal Independent Agencies, some are larger than many
Departments; for instance, United States Postal Services employs 656, 000; ranks third next to
Wal-Mart and Department of Defense that employs 700,000 civilians. Accordingly, it had been my
journey to know the governmental agencies; for me, the local and states basic social service
administration never been satisfactory if I dont know inside the United States Department of Health
and Human Services category of its agencies. Because of that, it influences my learning and leads
me made further research on governmental agencies. In these ten Outer Executive Department and
64 Independent Agencies--which I put together as a Policy of Federal Independent Agencies and
Federal Outer Executive Departments, paved my way to supplementary learning on Public Services
and would leads me makes further researches on States, local and Cities governments agencies. This
Book can be used by Graduates and Post Graduates students as special topic on Federal Agencies/be
second Book in different classes, or be main text in certain levels, and it also can be Handbook for
Public Administrators, United States Congress who creates and defines the Agencies Policy and
Mission, from 2nd to 111th Congresses, and to the Heads of these Agencies, and states
Administrators, Directors, Public Managers and any interested individual who want to learn more on
Governmental Agencies. The Heads and Staff of these Departments and Agencies may know more
mainly on ones or more Agencies than the Policy on this Book, but they can easily Master other
Departments and Agencies like their owns if they have this Book on hand. Bases on my believe,
Graduate students from Public Administration, Political Science, Sociology, Psychology, Social Work,
Law, and International Relation etc never apprehend all agencies specifically as how I put and
illustrate them; except their Agencies. I always cross these agencies in different books, but nothing
enough enlighten me how the Agencies and Policies are; now I am clearly sure on agencies policy,
roles and organizations, etc. This Pans 2nd Book as well as first Book is away beyond Administrative
Laws and Administrative Ethic and Leadership. Author: Pan, Jock Lul
  abolish the department of education: Documents in Reference to the Abolition of
Separate Schools in the Province of Manitoba Canada. Privy Council, 1891
  abolish the department of education: Legislative Calendar United States. Congress. House.
Committee on Government Reform and Oversight, 1996
  abolish the department of education: From A Nation at Risk to No Child Left Behind
Maris Vinovskis, 2015-04-17 Distinguished historian and policy analyst Maris Vinovskis examines
federal K-12 education policies, beginning with the publication of A Nation at Risk and focusing on
the National Education Goals, America 2000, Goals 2000, and No Child Left Behind. In addition to
discussing key policy debates, he also addresses the practical aspects of implementing and
evaluating school and classroom reforms, drawing on his unique experiences working in the
Department of Education during both the George H.W. Bush and Bill Clinton administrations.
  abolish the department of education: Defending the American Family Martin Mawyer,
1995



  abolish the department of education: Who Leads Whom? Brandice Canes-Wrone,
2010-07-15 Who Leads Whom? is an ambitious study that addresses some of the most important
questions in contemporary American politics: Do presidents pander to public opinion by backing
popular policy measures that they believe would actually harm the country? Why do presidents go
public with policy appeals? And do those appeals affect legislative outcomes? Analyzing the actions
of modern presidents ranging from Eisenhower to Clinton, Brandice Canes-Wrone demonstrates that
presidents' involvement of the mass public, by putting pressure on Congress, shifts policy in the
direction of majority opinion. More important, she also shows that presidents rarely cater to the
mass citizenry unless they already agree with the public's preferred course of action. With
contemporary politics so connected to the pulse of the American people, Who Leads Whom? offers
much-needed insight into how public opinion actually works in our democratic process. Integrating
perspectives from presidential studies, legislative politics, public opinion, and rational choice theory,
this theoretical and empirical inquiry will appeal to a wide range of scholars of American political
processes.
  abolish the department of education: The Tyranny of Virtue Robert Boyers, 2019-09-24
From public intellectual and professor Robert Boyers, “a powerfully persuasive, insightful, and
provocative prose that mixes erudition and first-hand reportage” (Joyce Carol Oates) addressing
recent developments in American culture and arguing for the tolerance of difference that is at the
heart of the liberal tradition. Written from the perspective of a liberal intellectual who has spent a
lifetime as a writer, editor, and college professor, The Tyranny of Virtue is a “courageous, unsparing,
and nuanced to a rare degree” (Mary Gaitskill) insider’s look at shifts in American culture—most
especially in the American academy—that so many people find alarming. Part memoir and part
polemic, Boyers’s collection of essays laments the erosion of standard liberal values, and covers such
subjects as tolerance, identity, privilege, appropriation, diversity, and ableism that have turned
academic life into a minefield. Why, Robert Boyers asks, are a great many liberals, people who
should know better, invested in the drawing up of enemies lists and driven by the conviction that on
critical issues no dispute may be tolerated? In stories, anecdotes, and character profiles, a public
intellectual and longtime professor takes on those in his own progressive cohort who labor in the
grip of a poisonous and illiberal fundamentalism. The end result is a finely tuned work of cultural
intervention from the front lines.
  abolish the department of education: Departments of Labor, Health and Human Services,
Education, and Related Agencies Appropriations for Fiscal Year 1986: Action : Corporation for Public
Broadcasting ... [et al United States. Congress. Senate. Committee on Appropriations. Subcommittee
on Departments of Labor, Health and Human Services, Education, and Related Agencies, 1986
  abolish the department of education: An Activist Handbook for the Education Revolution
Morna M. McDermott, Peggy Robertson, Rosemarie Jensen, Ceresta Smith, 2014-12-01
Contributions by: Rosemarie Jensen, Shaun Johnson, Morna McDermott, Laurie Murphy, Peggy
Robertson, Ruth Rodriguez, Tim Slekar, Ceresta Smith, United Opt Out National Forward by Ricardo
Rosa, University of Massachusetts, Dartmouth This book is intended for educators, parents and
community activists interested in reclaiming our public schools and reclaiming the public narrative
around education policy. The book infuses research about the recent history of education policy
reform, the strategies United Opt Out uses for fighting back against these policies, and proposes
solutions that work to create sustainable, equitable, anti-racist, democratic and meaningful public
education. This book is for anyone interested in an “insider’s look” behind the scene of forming an
organization, or leading a resistance. Simultaneously the book provides scholarly-based research
about the broader issues, policies and data around education reform, and the opt out movement.
Education policy has been heating up ever since NCLB but especially since the roll out of Race to
The Top and the Common Core State Standards. Nationally publicized debates and discord over
these policies are garnering public attention of teachers, parents, and whole communities. We hope
this book will add to the library of other recent books such as Mercedes Schneider’s A Chronicle of
Echoes (2014), Diane Ravitch’s Reign of Error (2013) and Bowers & Thomas (eds) Detesting and



Degrading Schools (2012), that have exposed the complex corporate interest in shaping education
policies and the destructive influence such policies will have on our children and on our democracy.
This book uses first person narratives infused with research and scholarship, to create personalized
accounts into the life of education activism. Each chapter includes an Activists Handbook section to
provide support for our activist/readers in their own efforts. We hope that our experiences will
inspire others to take this charge upon themselves as well.
  abolish the department of education: Margaret Thatcher's Revolution Revised Edition
Subroto Roy, John Clarke, 2006-11-19 With a new preface by Sir Peregrine Worsthorne--Cover.
  abolish the department of education: Legislative Calendar United States. Congress. House.
Committee on Government Operations, 1995
  abolish the department of education: Reorganising central government bodies Great Britain:
National Audit Office, 2012-01-20 Through the Public Bodies Reform Programme, run by the Cabinet
Office, departments are taking over the functions of 65 public bodies and transferring those of
another three to local government. They are also abolishing more than a half of their advisory bodies
to strengthen ministers' ultimate responsibility for policy decisions. Departments propose to abolish
262 bodies, by such means as mergers, transfers out of government and ceasing functions. It is also
intended to secure a reduction of £2.6 billion over the spending review period 2011-12 to 2014-15 in
ongoing funding for administration in public bodies. A third of this (34 per cent or £0.9 billion)
comes from just two changes: the closures of the Regional Development Agencies and the education
body Becta. Annual estimated savings achieved by 2014-15 are likely to continue at between £800
million and £900 million. According to the National Audit Office, however, departments' estimates of
£425 million for transition costs will actually be at least £830 million. Departments will therefore
need to find gross savings of around £3.5 billion. There is also concern that there is an insufficient
grasp of the ongoing costs of functions transferred to other parts of government. A third of all money
spent by bodies in the Programme (£20.6 billion) will be subject to greater accountability to elected
politicians, but most (£43.2 billion) will remain at arms-length. Despite greater accountability being
the Programme's primary intended benefit, only one of the six departments examined had proposals
for a well-defined, though basic, measure of success for it
  abolish the department of education: The Journal of the Senate During the ... Session of
the Legislature of the State of California California. Legislature. Senate, 1933
  abolish the department of education: The Congressional globe , 1868
  abolish the department of education: The Congressional Globe United States. Congress,
1873
  abolish the department of education: Public Papers of the Presidents of the United
States United States. President, 1995 Containing the public messages, speeches, and statements of
the President, 1956-1992.
  abolish the department of education: Public Papers of the Presidents of the United
States, William J. Clinton, 1995, Bk. 1, January 1 to June 30, 1995 William J. Clinton,
  abolish the department of education: Public Papers of the Presidents of the United
States: William J. Clinton, 1995 Clinton, William J., 1996-01-01 Public Papers of the Presidents of
the United States
  abolish the department of education: Department Reports of the State of New York New
York (State), 1933
  abolish the department of education: Department Reports of the State of New York New
York (State), 1958 Decisions of the Public Service Commissions, Board of Claims, and Education
Department; opinions of the Attorney-General; rulings of the Secretary of State, Comptroller, State
Engineer, Commissioner of Agriculture, Superintendent of Banks, Superintendent of Insurance, Civil
Service Commission, Conservation Commission, Commissioner of Excise and State Tax
Commissioners, etc., etc.; and messages of the Governor.
  abolish the department of education: Changing Theories And Practices Of Discipline
Roger Slee, 2020-04-03 Behaviour problems in our schools occupy a considerable part of the



education agenda and media attention. The major thrust of the literature has been on the provision
of new classroom management approaches. Too often these packages are inappropriate to the
specific context of the school and its pupils. There are no quick-fix solutions. In this book, Slee
proposes a critical re-examination of the school discipline issue. In doing so, he provides an overview
of policy change; an examination of the major schools of thought on student discipline; a
reconsideration of the context in which young people, teachers and schools now find themselves;
and practical responses for addressing all levels of discipline policy making.
  abolish the department of education: A Savage Republic Michael Savage, 2023-11-14 From
New York Times Bestselling Author and Host of the Michael Savage Podcast A Warning to All
Freedom-Loving Americans Michael Savage predicted the chaos that is Biden’s legacy. Now he tells
us whether the destruction can be stopped! The prophetic author of bestsellers including Stop Mass
Hysteria, A Savage Life, and Our Fight for America, Dr. Michael Savage is back with his most urgent
and important work. Listeners of Dr. Savage’s top-rated podcast, The Michael Savage Show podcast,
know him to be an articulate and engaged spokesman for traditional American values of borders,
language, and culture. Now, after just a few short years of the Biden Gang, Dr. Savage lays out an
irrefutable case for how our nation has been undermined by adversaries from without, by anarchists
from within, by an incompetent president and politicians with contempt for the Constitution and the
law, and by a complicit liberal media. With words and topics that are as insightful as they are timely,
he makes an ironclad case for the dangers we face from the Biden administration and the
progressive movement. He also explains what the conservative movement must do to regain control
of our government, our country, and our national soul. Your rights are under attack from the Biden
administration, the Democrats, and the radical left-wing socialists who are infiltrating every aspect
of American life. Michael Savage covers all the dangerous hot-topics currently engulfing United
States politics and threatening the American way of life: · cancel culture, · out-of-control
immigration, · business-destroying lockdowns, · crime gone crazy, · silencing of free speech, · threats
to freedom of religion, · and much, much more. A Savage Republic: Inside the Plot to Destroy
America will lay out the threats we face, prepare you for what’s next, and offer solutions to save our
republic. Wake up and fight back before it is too late!
  abolish the department of education: Parliamentary Debates (Hansard) New Zealand.
Parliament, New Zealand. Parliament. House of Representatives, 1888
  abolish the department of education: Abolishing School Fees in Africa , 2009 Progress in
literacy and learning, especially through universal primary education, has done more to advance
human conditions than perhaps any other policy. Our generation has the possibility of becoming the
first generation ever to offer all children access to good quality basic education. But it will only
happen if we have the political commitment -- at the country as well as at the international level -- to
give priority to achieve this first in human history. And it will only happen if also those who cannot
afford to pay school fees can benefit from a complete cycle of good quality primary education.
Investment in good quality fee-free primary education should be a cornerstone in any government's
poverty reduction strategy.
  abolish the department of education: Weekly Compilation of Presidential Documents ,
1995
  abolish the department of education: Straus v. Governor, 459 MICH 526 (1999) , 1999
112401
  abolish the department of education: Biennial Survey of Education in the United States
United States. Office of Education, 1932
  abolish the department of education: The Politics of Freedom David Boaz, 2008-02-25
During recent election cycles, pundits have colored everything in red and blue. But according to
David Boaz, the old labels of left and right don’t tell us much any more. What we are witnessing is a
contest of Big-Government Conservatives vs. Big-Government Liberals. In The Politics of Freedom
David Boaz takes on both liberals and conservatives who seek to impose their own partisan agendas
on the whole country. He explains the growing libertarian vote in America, how the Republicans



became the tax-and-spend party, how the Democrats joined the Republicans in foreign adventurism,
the betrayal of our constitutional rights, and everything from gay marriage and the nanny state to
taxes and terrorism. For nearly 30 years, David Boaz has been speaking directly to the large and
growing number of Americans who are fed up with politics as usual. His articles speak to the
perspectives and values Americans have always held privately and more and more are coming to
embrace openly. Now, for the first time, his best writings are gathered in one collection. A recent
survey found that 59 percent of respondents described themselves as fiscally conservative and
socially liberal. Boaz shows that majority that their fundamental political value is freedom. Whether
it’s the freedom to choose a church, a school, or a lifestyle, The Politics of Freedom gives voice to a
value most Americans embrace. For the millions of Americans who don’t neatly fit into the red or
blue, who are fiscally conservative and socially liberal, who reject big-government conservatism and
nanny-state liberalism, this book offers a new politics of freedom.
  abolish the department of education: The proposed abolition of the Youth Justice Board
Great Britain: Parliament: House of Commons: Justice Committee, 2011-11-23 The Government has
proposed that the Youth Justice Board (YJB) should be abolished, and its inclusion in the Public
Bodies Bill is currently the subject of 'ping pong' between the two Houses of Parliament. The YJB is
responsible for: advising the Justice Secretary on the operation of the youth justice system;
monitoring the performance of that system; purchasing places for, and placing, children and young
people remanded or sentenced to custody; disseminating effective practice; making grants to local
authorities and others; and commissioning research and publishing information. The Government
wants to transfer YJB's functions to a Youth Justice Division of the Ministry of Justice, arguing that
this will restore direct Ministerial accountability. The Committee point out that if that does happen,
certain steps must be taken to ensure that the new Division: is not part of NOMS; benefits from the
establishment of a genuinely and visibly independent Advisory Board; improves the dissemination of
best practice; and exercises 'light touch' oversight of Youth Offending Teams.
  abolish the department of education: Issues and Controversies on File , 2005-11
  abolish the department of education: Biennial Survey of Education , 1930
  abolish the department of education: Parliamentary Debates New Zealand. Parliament,
1927
  abolish the department of education: Parliamentary Debates. House of Representatives
New Zealand. Parliament, 1927
  abolish the department of education: Congressional Record United States. Congress, 1961
  abolish the department of education: Cobbett's Parliamentary Debates Great Britain.
Parliament, 1876

Additional Resources
ABOLISH Definition & Meaning - Merriam-Webster
The meaning of ABOLISH is to end the observance or effect of (something, such as a law) : to
completely do away with (something) : annul. How to use abolish in a sentence.

ABOLISH | English meaning - Cambridge Dictionary
The government ought to abolish the tax altogether. The government is planning to abolish subsidies
to farmers. Is monarchy relevant in the modern world or should it be abolished? In …

ABOLISH Definition & Meaning | Dictionary.com
Abolish, eradicate, stamp out mean to do away completely with something. To abolish is to cause to
cease, often by a summary order: to abolish a requirement. Stamp out implies forcibly …

ABOLISH definition and meaning | Collins English Dictionary



To abolish is to cause to cease, often by a summary order: to abolish a requirement. stamp out
implies forcibly making an end to something considered undesirable or harmful: to stamp out …

abolish verb - Definition, pictures, pronunciation and usage ...
abolish something to officially end a law, a system or an institution. This tax should be abolished.
She campaigned to abolish the death penalty altogether. They called on the government to …

Abolish - definition of abolish by The Free Dictionary
Define abolish. abolish synonyms, abolish pronunciation, abolish translation, English dictionary
definition of abolish. tr.v. a·bol·ished , a·bol·ish·ing , a·bol·ish·es 1. To do away with; put an …

abolish - definition and meaning - Wordnik
To do away with; put an end to; destroy; efface or obliterate; annihilate: as, to abolish customs or
institutions; to abolish slavery; to abolish idols (Isa. ii. 18); to abolish death (2 Tim. i. 10).

abolish | Dictionaries and vocabulary tools for English ...
to do away with; put a stop to; end. Compulsory military service has been abolished. They argued
over whether the death penalty should be abolished. The Slavery Abolition Act of 1833 …

abolish - Wiktionary, the free dictionary
Dec 20, 2024 · abolish (third-person singular simple present abolishes, present participle abolishing,
simple past and past participle abolished or (obsolete) abolisht) To end a law, …

What does Abolish mean? - Definitions.net
To abolish means to formally put an end to or eliminate, particularly in relation to a system, practice,
institution, or law. Essentially, it means to completely do away with something. ab …

ABOLISH Definition & Meaning - Merriam-Webster
The meaning of ABOLISH is to end the observance or effect of (something, such as a law) : to
completely do away with (something) : annul. How to use abolish in a sentence.

ABOLISH | English meaning - Cambridge Dictionary
The government ought to abolish the tax altogether. The government is planning to abolish subsidies
to farmers. Is monarchy relevant in the modern world or should it be abolished? In …

ABOLISH Definition & Meaning | Dictionary.com
Abolish, eradicate, stamp out mean to do away completely with something. To abolish is to cause to
cease, often by a summary order: to abolish a requirement. Stamp out implies forcibly …

ABOLISH definition and meaning | Collins English Dictionary
To abolish is to cause to cease, often by a summary order: to abolish a requirement. stamp out
implies forcibly making an end to something considered undesirable or harmful: to stamp out …
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abolish something to officially end a law, a system or an institution. This tax should be abolished.
She campaigned to abolish the death penalty altogether. They called on the government to …
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Define abolish. abolish synonyms, abolish pronunciation, abolish translation, English dictionary
definition of abolish. tr.v. a·bol·ished , a·bol·ish·ing , a·bol·ish·es 1. To do away with; put an …
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Dec 20, 2024 · abolish (third-person singular simple present abolishes, present participle abolishing,
simple past and past participle abolished or (obsolete) abolisht) To end a law, …
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