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Time: 10:00am / courtroom 2

CAPEEM’s Second Amended Complaint.

1. I, Arvind Kumar, make this declaration based on personal knowledge as to the
matters set forth herein. I am over the age of 18 and a Board member and one of the
founders of California Parents for the Equalization of Educational Materials (“CAPEEM”).
As such, I am familiar with its affairs. I also participated extensively in the most recent

textbook adoption process and I am one of the “predecessors-in-interest” referenced in
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CAPEEM - Background

2. CAPEEM is a membership-based organization (in contrast to HAF) and brought
claims on behalf of its members. None of the members can possibly be members of HAF,
since HAF is not a member-based organization. (I know from personal knowledge based on
my dealings with HAF and inquiries with respect to membership.) In addition, none of
CAPEEM’s members participated or were represented in the HAF Case. Neither I nor any
directors of CAPEEM exerted any control in the HAF Case, nor did we have any ability to.
3. Section 4.61 of CAPEEM’s SAC alleges the following:

On January 6, 2006, the SBE (or select SBE members) conducted a closed-door
meeting with Professors Bajpai and Witzel. The representatives of the Hindu
Groups were not invited, despite requests to be present. Plaintiff’s members and
predecessors-in-interest attempted to intervene at this juncture, by sending a letter
to Defendants advising that Defendants were not fairly considering the input of the
Hindu Groups and were treating them unfairly.

The Motion for Partial Summary Judgment filed by Defendants implies that Deborah
Caplan (counsel for HAF) sent the letter referenced in Section 4.61, and by implication,
Ms. Caplan represented both HAF and the predecessors of CAPEEM. This is incorrect.
When knowledge of the Defendants’ January 6, 2006 meeting leaked out, it set off a flurry
of objections from concerned parties. On the eve of the meeting, I personally wrote in
asking that I be invited to the meeting and that the Department officials should be
accountable to California taxpayers like me. In the weeks that followed, there were many
Hindus who accused the CDE of discrimination and I too sought an explanation (in an
email) from CDE on why they actively discriminated against Hindus. At no point did
Deborah Caplan or any HAF lawyer represent CAPEEM or any of the members or
predecessors of CAPEEM.

CAPEEM’s Content-Based Claims

4. I am the person most knowledgeable regarding CAPEEM’s claims around the
content of the textbooks adopted by Defendants.

5. I reviewed the textbooks both during the adoption process and following their

ultimate adoption.
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6. Attached as Exhibit A hereto is a document containing true and correct verbatim
excerpts from the textbooks highlighting areas in which the textbooks indoctrinate
Abrahamic religions. Except for the few lines in square brackets paraphrasing some of the
contents, all other statements are verbatim quotes. The only exception to the square
brackets containing my paraphrase is in the line, “The Lord is my shepherd, I shall not want
[lack anything].”

7. The materials adopted by Defendants will result in indoctrination of Abrahamic
religions due to their content. Biblical claims are presented as historical events and are
assigned dates. For example the books note that in 33 AD, Paul had a vision of Jesus,
Moses heard a voice in 1290 BC, that angels spoke to Mary, and there were “reports” of
Jesus rising from the dead, etc. One of the textbooks lists in the timeline that in 1225 B.C.,
“Moses receives the Ten Commandments.” The books contain one-page “biographies” of
characters whose existence is not verifiable, a creationist view of the formation of the world
is presented along with claims that the Hebrew Bible “explains” why the world has many
languages, and timelines are given for biblical stories. The gospels are defined as “reports”
of the life of Jesus. Miracles and resurrection are presented as facts. e.g.: “soon afterwards,
reports that he had risen from the dead would lead to a new religion—Christianity.” and
“When Jesus grew to manhood, he chose twelve disciples—close, devoted followers—to
help him in his work. Then he began to preach, teach, and work wonders in the villages
and synagogues near the Sea of Galilee.” The chapters on Judaism and Christianity
together read like a condensed version of the Bible. The content of these chapters is almost
identical to what is taught in Sunday schools in churches in America — the story of creation
in seven days, the deluge and Noah’s Ark, Tower of Babel, Moses and Ten
Commandments, Exodus, Mary’s conversation with angels, birth of Jesus to a virgin,
Sermon on the Mount, miracles of Jesus, Parable of the Lost Sheep, Parable of the Good
Samaritan, Parable of the Prodigal Son, Crucifixion of Jesus and the Resurrection of Jesus.
Historical aspects of Christianity are virtually absent from the books. Some of the

exercises ask students to read the Bible. An activity in the teacher’s manual asks the
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students to match pictures representing biblical events with biblical verses and instructs the
teacher to provide explanation of the verses. One textbook explains the ideas of cause and
effect and the flowchart explaining the concepts gives the cause as Constantine having a
vision and the effect as his conversion to Christianity. Another publisher describes this so-
called vision in clearer terms — “according to tradition,” Constantine saw a flaming cross in
the sky with a message beneath it. The language used while describing biblical events is
both obfuscated and ambiguous or consists of outrageous claims.

8. The chapters dealing with Islam also indulge in indoctrination. E.g.: “In about A.D.
610, he was visited by an angel and told to preach Islam” and “God’s messages to
Muhammad dealt with many topics . . .” The books treat the claims of Muhammad as
historical events and use words like “startling experience” and describe in great length the

claims of Muhammad.

I certify that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed on February 21, 2008 at Stamford,
Connecticut.

i

-\ o

Arvind Kumar
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EXHIBIT A
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