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[Your Name] 

[Street Address] 

[City, ST  ZIP Code] 

[Date] 

[Recipient Name] 

[Title] 

[School Name] 

[Street Address] 

[City, ST  ZIP Code] 

Dear [Recipient Name]: 

As a member of Concerned Women for America, the nation’s largest public policy 

organization for women, I am writing to urge you to stand against the current push to 

walk the politically correct line by disregarding the privacy and safety concerns of our 

school children and their parents. 

 

Schools should not put the majority of our children, especially our young women, in a 

position where they feel accosted as their privacy is violated to make one or two people 

feel like they are the opposite sex. 

 

To be clear, nothing in law requires such abuse of our children.   

 

The controversy on this issue has risen because President Barack Obama’s Department of 

Justice and Department of Education sent out a “Dear Colleague” letter suggesting 

federal funds could be withdrawn from schools that refuse to allow children to define 

who they are, no matter their biological makeup. They want to force you to allow boys in 

girls’ restrooms, showers, locker rooms, and even overnight-stay situations (and vice-

versa). 

 

This letter does not have the force of law but merely expresses President Obama’s policy 

preferences. You will not lose funding for taking a principled stand for our children’s 

wellbeing. The policy preferences President Obama promotes through this letter actually 

run contrary to the very law it purports to interpret: Title IX of the Civil Rights Act. 
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Title IX specifically authorizes the use of separate restrooms and locker room facilities.
1
 

 

This is understandable because students do not lose their constitutional rights as they 

enter the school gates.
2
 And the Supreme Court has affirmed time and again our 

constitutional right to privacy.
3
 

 

The school has a duty to protect that privacy, especially when it comes to our young 

women who are more vulnerable and susceptible to harassment in these areas.  Forcing a 

young girl to undress or shower alongside a boy (even when he considers himself a girl) 

can be a traumatic experience, the effects of which can be significant and lasting.  If the 

school ignores this reality, it will be opening itself up to incredible liabilities. 

 

It should not be surprising why most states and school districts are standing strong 

against the bullying of a few radical forces trying to promote these policies in haste.  In 

fact, eleven states (Alabama, Arizona, Georgia, Louisiana, Maine, Oklahoma, Tennessee, 

Texas, Utah, West Virginia, Wisconsin) just recently sued the Obama Administration for 

its attempt to distort the meaning of Title IX of the Civil Rights, effectively re-writing the 

legislation, which is a power constitutionally reserved for the legislature. 

 

I and the thousands of women (many of us moms with school children) and our many 

young women members (part of CWA’s Young Women for America Chapters) urge you 

in the strongest possible terms to protect our young women and children and not give in 

to the political correctness bullying of our age. 

 

If a student identifying as transgender needs special accommodations at school, those 

should be provided without violating the right to privacy of all other children at the 

school. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

 

 

 

 [Your Name] 

 

                                                 
1
 “Notwithstanding anything to the contrary contained in this chapter, nothing contained herein shall be 

construed to prohibit any educational institution receiving funds under this Act, from maintaining separate 

living facilities for the different sexes.” 20 U.S.C. § 1686. 
2
 Tinker v. Des Moines Independent Community School Dist., 393 U.S. 503 (1969) 

3
 Griswold v. Connecticut, 381 U.S. 479 (1965). 


