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HB 19-1032
Thank you for the opportunity testify on this bill.

My response is general but also directed to sec 6

A&B.

Generally this bill overreaches; it reflects a
misunderstanding of social institutions. It misuses
terminology. And will likely hurt the very people it

claims to help.
For clarification:
Point 1-

1) Morality and ethics is basically the same thing
and share the same origin, it’s called the natural law.

NL can be violated.

2) Morality and ethics is the product of human

reasoning and logic; from the natural moral law.
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This has been the case since the first humans walked
the face of the earth. This bill seems oblivious to this
fact.

3) The origin of morality therefore is not churches
even though they actively promote moral standards;
churches did not invent moral rules, nor create
ethical standards themselves. For example if you got
rid of all churches there still would be objective
standards, there still would be right and wrong, good
and bad. This bill suggests there are no standards
and seems to be libertine in its recommendations and

expected outcome.
Point 2-

4) Logic maps onto morality, morality maps onto to
logic. Immorality is essentially irrationality. Most

churches simply recognize this fact of morality and
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choose to teach it. Likewise the state has always had
the same responsibility in legislative activities to
pass laws that are also logical and reasonable. Yet
this bill fails to embrace reason rather instead the

personal whim of minors and partisan supporters.

5) Having described (in light of) natural law ethics,
Sec 6 a&b now becomes completely
incomprehensible. There is far too much in
confusion in this bill to unravel in short order. How
the terminology is used reflects a misunderstanding

and a lack of education in the categories mentioned.
Point 3-

6) This bill contradicts itself because it is highly
ideological politically and socially sectarian but then
turns and warns against ideology and sectarian

influence. This bill is blind to its own prejudice,



whether wittingly or unwittingly. It pretends to have

the high ground. Actually this bill is very arrogant.

7) This bill by design openly blocks any reasonable

alternative points of view.

8) It violates parental rights. It burdens schools with
not just an overreaction, but burdens many students
with a course they may not want or need to take.
This program proposal will waste tax payer money.
Colorado can and should think for itself and not

thoughtlessly jump on any political band wagon.

This is clearly a terrible bill. Vote no.
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