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information with regard to the backgrounds that some of our
minority students come from. I think we have to be careful.
These are Senator Hall's quotes, the same race or e t h n i c g roup ,
where they g r ew up , or how they w ere e ducated. And then Dr . D on
Benning came down and testified, and he mentions the f-ct that
our state is rich in diversity with citizens of German, English,
African-American, Native American, Asian, Hispanic as wel l a s a
multitude of other ethnic r acia l g r o u p s . And with the testimony
t hat w as conc e r n ed w ith mi no r i t y po p u l a t i o n , a nd I r ec e i v e d a
letter from Mr. Rashad Byndon from the United Ca t h o l i c Soc i a l
Services , an d h e says that one thing with 250, we need t o b e
careful about is that if students are going to enjoy a nd hav e
e ffec t i v e l ea rn i ng in the classroom, their contact with
educators from other racial groups should be p o s i t i v e . A nd s o
t hat ' s all I'm asking the body to do is to be careful about the
words, and I guess that comes from having the background o f an
E nglis h t eac h e r , and for that I am sorry, but I just feel that
we need t o b e v e r y ca r e f u l h er e , and I would just ask t he bo d y
to pass these amendments, toaccept them, to pass them on. I t
wil l no t hu r t t h e i n t en t o f t he b i l l . In fact, as I truly
b el i ev e and t h e members of the Urban League,w ith whom I ' v e
v is i t e d , t r u l y b e l i ev e as well, that it will just simply d ef i n e
down the bill and make it really what they sought in the first
p lace , a n d t h a t i s al l I h av e .

SPEAKER BARRETT: T hank you , S e n a t o r B e c k . Discussio n on t he
Beck a mendment, Senator Withem, followed by S e n a t o r s H a l l ,
B ernard-Stevens , an d Ne l s o n .

SENATOR WITHEM: Mr. Speaker, members of the body, t he term i n
the bill was a relatively majorsubissue over this particular
bill. We had t he bill originally drafted using the word
subgroup. Whe n that was pointed out to us,w e recogn i zed t h a t
probably our bill drafting left a lot to be desired in terms of
sensitivity to people that are not part of our white Anglo-Saxon
cul t u r e h er e . The committee adopted the word "pluralistic".
The debate now is whether we use the word "pluralism" o r whethe r
w e use th e wor d " e t h n i c and rac i a l " . Or i g i na l l y , I d i d n ' t t h i n k
it made a whole lot of difference. I may have even said that on
the floor in General File, but some comments that were m ade i n
debate on Gen er al Fi le , p r i mar i l y t ho se f rom Senato r L a V on
Crosby, to be very frank, led me to believe that probably the
word p l ur a l i sm that is in the bill now is a more appropriate
term. Let me tell you why I think that is, a couple o f r easo n s
why. F irst of all,some people have misread the intent of this
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