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PREVENT THE ‘PARENT-ECTOMY’

Children Ages 5 - 10 will
be required to:
• Describe “different types of Families,”
addressing membership and social influences.
This means alternative families headed by
same-sex parents or a single gay parent.
• Define sexual orientation using the “correct”
terminology, such as “heterosexual, gay, and
lesbian.”
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VOTE “YES” ON HB 900
781-569-0400

Massachusetts Family Institute

www.mafamily.org

