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Multiple locations in the TEKS even suggest that it is people from “racial, ethnic, and 
religious groups” who “expand political rights in American society.” This is an 
absolutely false premise. Only majorities can expand political rights in America’s 
constitutional society. In fact, in every case where a constitutional protection has been 
established for a minority, whether of race, gender, social status, or age, each protection 
was extended by the consent of the majority of eligible voters at that time. 

For example, it was predominantly white males and a small portion of Free-Blacks 
who established the constitutional protections for black Americans given in the 
Thirteenth, Fourteenth, and Fifteenth Amendments (it took two-thirds of the whites in 
Congress, and the majority of whites in three-fourths the states to pass and ratify the 
Thirteenth Amendment abolishing slavery). Similarly, the constitutional rights accorded 
to women in the Nineteenth Amendment were accorded them by the majority approval of 
only men, both white and black. In like manner, the constitutional rights accorded 
explicitly to the poor by the abolition of the poll tax in the Twenty-Fourth Amendment 
came at the approval of the majority of non-poor. Additionally, the constitutional right 
granted in the Twenty-Sixth Amendment allowing eighteen-year olds to vote was given 
by the approval of voters over the age of twenty-one. 

Similarly, all of the constitutional protections for individuals and minorities provided 
in the original Bill of Rights were also established by the consent of the majority. That is, 
the majority, by its own consent, agrees to tie its own hands on certain issues (e.g., 
speech, religion, petition, assembly, the bearing of arms, etc.). Once such explicit 
constitutional protections are accorded to individuals or minorities, they can at no time be 
abridged by majority vote, or by any other group, short of the passage of a new 
constitutional amendment to explicitly alter or repeal those rights (as in the case of the 
Twenty-First Amendment repealing the Eighteenth Amendment). In short, all minority 
rights in the Constitution, and all explicit protections for minorities, have been, in all 
cases, established by direct majority actions. 

In fact, the Judiciary has proven itself to be a very poor protector of minority rights, for 
when Congress banned all segregation in the 1875 Civil Rights Act, the Court struck 
down that act in 1882 and then endorsed segregation in its 1896 Plessy v. Ferguson 
decision. The 1954 Brown v. Board of Education decision ending segregation was merely 
the Supreme Court catching up with a law that had been passed by Congress (and struck 
down by the Court) 70 years earlier. It was also the Courts that kept alive poll taxes, 
white-only primaries, blacks-as-property (Dred Scott), etc.; in each case, it was 
legislative and not judicial action that finally ended those abominable policies. 

Yet, the “fundamental principle of the Constitution” finds no mention anywhere in 
thirteen years of social studies. 

Comment B: The Strands of History 
Telling the story of history is much like making a cable or a rope: there are many 

separate strands that are intertwined together to make the final product. So, too, with 
American history: there is a strand of educational history, governmental history, black 
history, military history, religious history, business history, political history, civil rights 
history, science history, industrial history, presidential history, etc. All of those strands go 
together to make one great cable, or rope of American history. However, throughout the 
TEKS far too many of those strands were largely unidentified. There was an occasional 
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