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MEMO TO DAN MC G

SUBJECT: | REPUBLICAN GOVERNO‘IﬂDINNER (10/29/91)
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So far -- Alabama (A 2000 kick 10/29/91)
Delaware
Iowa (A 2000 kick 10/27/91)
Y Maine
Massachusetts

North Carolina

<’ Minnesota
American Samoa

are the states/territories with Republican Govs who have or will
Kick off Am. 2000. (By tomorrow we will have more information on
26 other states planning a kick-off)

\ V/ 0ddly enough eight Democratic Gov. states have kicked-off A 2000
\ - almost as many as the Republican----

In tot there are 24 Republican Govs. inlcuding the Nofﬂ&prn
Mariana Island7and American Samoa
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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
Office of Public AfTairs
Room 2089
400 Maryland Avenue, 5.W.

91 SEP 23 P Yvashipston, D.C. 20202

Telephone: (202) 401-1576 FAX Number: (202) 401-3130

Date: . Sept. 23, 1991

TO: Jeannie Bunton

FAX NUMBER: 456-6218

FROM: Jay Diskey
Jearmie:

Here is the list we discussed. I'll be in touch as

MESSAGE: T s oue have 2 figure on AMERICA 2000 communities.
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SEP-23-1991 15:46 FROM

® L - owild

US ED DEPT PUBLIC AFFAIRS TO

CLOSE HOLD

AMERICA 2000 FIELD REPORT
September 4, 1991

I. STATE 2000 KICKOFF COMPLETED

State
COLORADO
2 WYOMING
s OREGON
-4 AMERICAN SAMOA
- MAINE

Governor

Roy Romer (D)
Mike Sullivan (D)
Barbara Roberts (D)
Peter Coleman (R)
John McKeman (R)

O. STATE 2000 KICKOFF SCHEDULED

State
¢ MARYLAND

7 NEBRASKA

vs MINNESOTA

s DELAWARE
. VERMONT

Vil NORTH CAROLINA
iz INDIANA

I» PUERTO RICO

/4 MASSACHUSETTS
< ALASKA

¢ GEORGIA

V7 IOWA

v ALABAMA

Governor

William Schaefer (D)
Ben Nelson (D)
Arne Carlson (R)
Michael Caste (R)
Howard Dean (D)
James Martin (R)
Evan Bayh (D)

Rafael Hemandez-Colon (D)

William Weld (R)
Walter Hickel (I)
Zeil Miller (D)
Terry Branstad (R)
Guy Hunt (R)

384566218
f

Kicko(f Date
June 17, 1991
June 21, 1991
August 22, 1991
August 30, 1991
September 3, 1991

Rickoff Date
September 5,1991
September 5, 1991
September 12, 1991
September 19, 1991
September 20, 1991
September 27, 1991
Octoberd, 1991
October 2, 1991 (T)
October 16, 1991 (T)
October 17, 1991 (T)
October 18, 1991
October 27, 1991
October 31, 1991

P.B2

In addition to these 18 states or territories, the governors of 26 other states or terTitories

_ . are at work planning State 2000 efforts. It is expected that many of these may be ready
for a public kickoff during the Fall. Hundreds of AMERICA 2000 Community

© organizatons are being formed -- from San Antonio to Cincinnati and from Memphis to

Tucson —~ including efforts in virtually every state.



9 October 1991
10:40 a.m.

MEMO FOR DAN MC G

FROM: mefé/\

SUBJECT: REPUB. GOVS DINNER

Lawsuits are challenging the fairness of school taxes (funding
formula) in 22 states (New York Times 10/9/91):

Alabama Montana
Alaska New York
Arizona New Jersey
California New Hampshire
Idaho North Dakota
Illinois Ohio

Indiana Oklahoma
Kansas Pennsylvania
Massachusetts Tennessee
Minnesota Texas
Missouri Washington

Based on data we have:
Of these 22 states, 10 have Republican Governors:

Alabama Minnesota
Arizona Missouri
California Montana
Illinois New Hampshire
Massachusetts Ohio

Of these 10 states, 3 have kicked-off America 2000:

Alabama (10/31/91)
Massachusetts (10/16/91)
Minnesota (9/12/91)

Additionally - the article states the number of lawsuits has
grown to 22 from 8 two years ago. In 1970 the Connecticut
Legislature enacted a formula to distribute$ state funds more
equitably among school districts.



~

June 12 / Administration of George Bush, 1990

And just to guarantee that—as I walked
up here, I'm sure you wondered what the
deep, dark secret was that Howard told
me—that thanks to the generosity of
Armand Hammer, to the tune of $500,000,
that we’re now over the top and going
strong. So, Armand, my great vote of thanks
to you.

And that is a very nice supplement to
what so many others have done, either
through wearing out the telephone—guys
like Jack McDonald, my old colleague in the
House, who I understand is modestly stand-
ing back here but should be hanging from
the rafters because of his performance,
probably the leading ticket seller or partici-
pant in that manner, according to Howard.
And then, of course, Carl Lindner and
Dwayne Andreas—just stars in this, and I
am very grateful to them. But in the same
vein, I'm grateful to every single person
here, you who did the heavy lifting out
there and most of the work. So, thank you
all very much because this comes at an im-
portant time in what we feel could be an
historic year.

The dinner I hope will be fun if we can

see each other across a rather intimate ball-
room over there—[laughter]. But neverthe-
less, it’s marvelous. Let me just say a word
about it, and I really should defer to Don
Nickles, who’s our superb chairman on the
Senate side, and Guy, on the House side,
and, of course, the National Committee
weighing in in a great way on all this, too.
And I want to thank them. But they are
better to comment on the day-to-day politi-
cal activity.

But you know the litany: The party in
power loses seats in an off year, historically.
Well, we want to change that. And I had a
report from both Senator Nickles and Con-
gressman [Guy] Vander Jagt when I met in
the Cabinet Room with the leadership of
the party this morning on the Hill—our Hill
leadership—Dole, Michel, et cetera. With-
out kind of putting too optimistic a spin on
it, the Senate report was very strong, and
the House report—where everyone knows
we have a great difficulty because of the
locking in of incumbency—even there, Guy
was able to give us a pretty upbeat report.

And I can tell you I'm going to try to do
my share. The Vice President has been
magnificent—Dan Quayle—in what he’s
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been able to do in helping candidates raise
money. The recruitment, I think I can say
without putting words in the mouths of
these two, has gone well. The party under
Lee Atwater and Mary Matalin is pitching
in. Jeannie Austin doing a good job on that
as well. So, the team is together, and the
importance of the year is enormous.

I don’t want to overlook the Governors’
races because they are key when you look
at this concept of redistricting that we're
going to have to grope with in the years
ahead. And we have some very key Gover-
nors’ races out there. And the Republican
Governors Associdtion has been active and
strong in doing their part.

So, we’re getting the assistance, and
we’re getting the financial support, thanks
to the approach that many of you have

taken to this. But again, the election is im- -

portant. I know Howard Baker is probably
better able to speak to this than anybody
else here. But the difference between con-
trolling one body in the Congress and not is

. night and day in terms of how a President

can operate. And Howard saw it when he
so effectively led the Senate majority when
he was Senate leader. And you could move
the agenda. The President would campaign
on certain things, and then he’d be able to
at least be sure they were considered.

The way it is now in the Senate, as Don
knows, we’re playing—our leader is doing a
superb job. Bob Dole is just outstanding,
and he and I are working very closely to-
gether for the same objectives. But the
problem is, with the numbers the way they
are, it is very difficult to get our agenda
placed ahead of their agenda. And the
result is we're often playing- defense and
trying to amend a proposal that’s far differ-
ent philosophically than what we would
have proposed in the first place.

So, we're keeping working on it, and I'm
very pleased that we’ve been able to get
some things done. Sometimes you measure
progress by keeping bad things from hap-
pening. And I don’t know what’s going to
happen at 6:15 p.m. on our veto override.
We’ve got a technical bill up there that has
a technicality that even some of our own
Republicans are having difficulty with. But
we've been very lucky that the vetoes have
been sustained and not overridden. We may
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next few days on anotl
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question was reviewed. Abortion is a diffi-
cult, often painful, and very personal deci-
sion for all Americans. It is made even
more difficult when the underlying issue is
whether the government—and ultimately
the American taxpayer—is asked to pay for
abortions and under what circumstances.
since 1981, the Federal Government has
determined, I think wisely, that taxpayer
funds should be used for abortion in only
the most narrow of circumstances: where
the life of the mother is endangered. If
abortion funding were expanded to include
other circumstances, it would be difficult to
limit to the few cases of actual rape or
incest, and could have the unintended con-
sequence of allowing the taking of countless
other lives of unborn children well beyond
the few cases argued as reasons for the pro-
posed legislative change.

My intense personal concern for those
women who are victims of the crimes of
rape and incest is as strongly felt as my
position on abortion. Rape and incest are
crimes of violence which must not go un-
punished, and those convicted of such
crimes must be brought to justice.

The question raised by H.R. 2990, howev-
er, involves whether the Federal Govern-
ment and American taxpayers should be
forced to pay for the termination of an
unborn child’s life in the case of rape or
incest. That such a child may have been
conceived through an unconscionable act of
violence makes this question difficult and,
indeed, agonizing; it does not, however,
alter the basic fact that Federal funding is
being sought that would compound a vio-
lent act with the taking of an unborn life.
And in the absence of perfect legislation
that would reconcile these difficult issues, if
I have to err, I prefer to err on the side of
human life.

For these reasons, should H.R. 2990 reach
my desk with language expanding Federal
funding of abortion, I will veto the measure
and return it to the Congress.

Sincerely,

GEORGE BusH

Note: Identical letters were sent to Senators
Robert C. Byrd of West Virginia, Tom
Harkin of lows, Mark O. Hatfield of
Oregon, and Arlen Specter of Pennsylvania.

Remarks at the Republican Governors’ Association Annual Dinner

October 17, 1989

Thank you, Chairman Hayden. Thank
you, Mike, Governor, for that gracious in-
troduction. And my congratulations go to
you for your effective tenure and the suc-
cess on this dinner and, of course, to your
successor, John Ashcroft, the Governor of
Missouri. And I'm just delighted to be here
with both of you. And, Lee, it’s always good
to see you here. I'm very proud of our na-
tional chairman. He’s doing an outstanding.

job in broadening the base of our party. .

I want to thank the members of my Cabi-
net for being here. We have a good Cabi-
net—outstanding men and women of abili-
ty. We have a real team, and I think that is
understood and appreciated around this
country. I'm proud of them all, and I'm just
delighted they’re here with me tonight.

I want to thank the Chaplain of the

Senate, Chaplain Halverson, for his invoca-
tion. Eight years I was Vice President, and
that meant I was the President of the
Senate. And though I had known Dick Hal-
verson before, while—it was there that I
heard him, and I'm just delighted that he’s
with us tonight. I don’t want to start sin-
gling out additional members of the White
House staff who are here, but I do think it’s
appropriate to mention my Chief of Staff, a
former Governor, John Sununu. He’s out
there somewhere. He's gone!

And I'm very pleased that one of our re-
tiring Governors—retiring, meaning leaving
office—Tom Kean, will be the part of our
team as the head of the Advisory Commit-
tee on the President’s Points of Light Initia-
tive Foundation, the whole voluntary effort
that I'm determined to see successful. And
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so, Professor Kean, wherever you may be,
before you go on, thank you. It’s very im-
portant, and thank you for doing it. I'm also
sorry that my good friend and fellow Texan
Governor Clements could not make it to-
night. You may not know this—I expect
Tom Loeffler does—but the Dallas paper
reported last week that Bill Clements was
dining in a restaurant when a holdup and
shootout occurred right in front of him. The
most remarkable part of all, however, is
that not once through the whole ordeal did
he put down his hamburger. [Laughter]
And I'm not sure if that was Texas courage
or hunger or the need for a new pair of
glasses or a hearing aid. [Laughter] But nev-
ertheless, you talk about trauma.

As you all know, I'm not an alumnus of
this organization, but over the years as I've
worked with the Governors, I have come to
fully appreciate the responsibility that you
are shouldering and the leadership that is
provided at the State level. And I'm sure
there are times when federalism seems to
be a mixed blessing. It’s not possible for a
Governor to shy away from the hard deci-
sions. But to sit where the buck stops, to
resolve disputes, to help those in need, and
to set a course for the future is to know a
special kind of satisfaction. And for that
reason, I believe we can—indeed, that we
must—as chief executives take responsibil-
ity, join forces, and make common cause of
building a better America.

And that is why we came together in
Charlottesville at an historic summit—only
the third of its kind in the history of this
country. And we came together with your
Democratic counterparts—and I salute
them for the nonpartisan way in which they
approached it—in open, wide-ranging, and
creative sessions to seek a new direction in
education. And in the end, we agreed to an
historic compact, a Jeffersonian compact, if
you will, to set national goals, to allow for
greater flexibility, more creativity, and then
to be accountable for the results.

And we could achieve this because in
Charlottesville we put progress before par-
tisanship, the future before the moment,
and our kids before ourselves. And America
simply faces too many of these long-term
challenges for us to act only as Republicans
or Democrats or conservatives or liberals.
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And still, in spite of that, there is a Republi-
can approach to the challenges we face, and
we have proven time and again that the
Republican approach is the best approach,

Now, I consider this a matter of record, a
record that includes 83 months of economic
growth and more than 20 million new jobs.
A few years ago when our opponents said
that a tax cut would hurt the economy, we
cut the taxes, and it did the opposite. And
when our opponents said that a stronger
defense would make the Soviets more mili-
tant, we revitalized our Armed Forces, and
the Soviets met us at the negotiation table.

In short, whatever has worked at the
Federal level happened only because Re-
publicans and enlightened Democrats in
Congress joined forces to make it work.
And so, the bottom line is this: Throughout
the 1980’s, the Republican Party has been
the party of ideas. This is no less true at the
State level. And while Republicans are lead-
ing the way, where is the opposition?
Answer: in the throes of an identity crisis.
And after the longest peacetime expansion
in history, the Democrats can’t quite bring
themselves to admit that Republicans were
right. And nor do they have a new vision of
where America should be going. All they
can do is cloak their out-of-step ideas in the
language of moderation.

I don't often quote Franklin D. Roosevelt
on partisan matters, but the little story he
told to make fun of his Republican oppo-
nents fits the liberal Democrats so well
today. Remember the story of the unfortu-
nate chameleon which turned brown when
placed on a brown rug and turned red
when placed on a red rug, but who died a
tragic death when they put him on a scotch
plaid. [Laughter] And this is precisely what
we've got to do—[applausel—it’s precisely
what we have to do in the 1990 election: to
keep the focus on the issues and expose the
true colors of the chameleon candidates-
For the national and State elections of the
1990s will not just be a battle of the centv-
ry, it will be the first battle for the 21st
century.

We have proven time and again that our
party can keep the White House; but to Wi
a majority of Governorships, State offices
seats in Congress, we've got to roll up oWf
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seeves and get down to the basics of win-
ning elections. And we must be more com-
titive; we must rededicate ourselves to
the nuts and the bolts of grassroots politics
as our opponents do. And as we look to the
upcoming elections, we have three obtain-
able goals: first, to move toward our rightful
lace as the majority party of Governors. As
federalism has enhanced your role, so the
control of the Governorships has become
one of the most critical national goals of our
arty. Our second goal is to recapture the
United States Senate. And third, we must
open the House of Representatives to two-
party competition.

But the key to all three goals is the first:
elect more Republican Governors. It is no
coincidence that our party slipped to mi-
nority status in the House of Representa-
tives as we became a minority in State gov-
ernment. The Founding Fathers intended
the House to be the most sensitive barome-
ter of the changing needs of the American
people. And instead, whole generations
have never known what it means to experi-
ence a change in party control of the
House.

Let me tell you about our son Neil as a
way to illustrate the seemingly unending
nature of the Democratic majority. He’s 34
years old—born on January 22d, 1955, and
3 weeks after the last Republican Speaker
turned the gavel over to a Democrat. Not
once in his lifetime has he seen the leader-
ship of the House of Representatives
change parties—not one time. And think of
all the millions of men and women across
America in their twenties and thirties who
has never known true two-party competi-
tion in the House.

Well, will the House remain static for an-
other 34 years? Yes, but only if Republicans
passively accept it. Today, Democrats now
have a redistricting advantage in the States
that compose about 90 percent of the seats
in Congress. And as Republican leaders, you
can veto these gerrymandering schemes

. and take our message to the voters of your

States by declaring that this form of voter
discrimination must end.

But we have far greater reasons than re-
apportionment to pursue the Governorships
of America. America faces tough problems,
problems that require more than Federal

solutions. And they require national solu-
tions. And solutions are now possible be-
cause the States are embracing a new dyna-
mism based on an old vision.

The great Supreme Court Justice Louis
D. Brandeis foresaw a time when a single
courageous State may serve as a laboratory
and try novel social and economic experi-
ments without risk to the rest of the coun-
try. To borrow a phrase, the States are be-
coming these laboratories of democracy,
with each State endowed with freedom—
freedom to fail, freedom to succeed, and
freedom to discover and share its discover-
ies. : .

In an era of tight resources, necessity, the
mother of invention, has also proven to be
the mother of creative politics, of policies.
You're following the advice of Teddy Roose-
velt, a great Republican Governor, who said
that our national greatness is not what we
have that will make us a great nation, it is
the way in which we use it.

Dozens of States are experimenting with
ways to remove obstacles to opportunity
and to bring the creative energy of entre-
preneurship to the public sector. Some of
your experiments are certain to become the
national policies of the next century. But to
be creative, you've got to have freedom.
You tell me the Federal Government must
not tie your hands, must not mandate your
programs, must not dictate your policies.
And I hear you, and I am ready to work
with you to ease the Federal control and
mandates over the States.

The States are at the forefront precisely
because the first instinct of our Governors is
not to look to Washington but to the com-
bined strength of the public and private
sector. And much has been written about
how Governors in both parties are rejecting
the old ideologies and stale approaches of
the past. Credit should be given where it’s
due.

But I have to say, while Democrats have
been adept at promoting new programs
that attract a lot of fanfare, the Republican
Governors have quietly distinguished them-
selves with programs that work. The people
know this. And come November 1990, I be-
lieve the voters will choose innovation and
daring for their State government: They
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will then vote Republican.

It’s been a great pleasure for Barbara and
me to be here tonight and a great pleasure
to speak to you tonight. But due to the
Gramm-Rudman sequester, I have to cut
my remarks by 5.3 percent. [Laughter] So
let me leave this with you tonight—one
thought: To win big, you must think big.
And Republican Governors are already
thinking big—thinking big, thinking ahead.
And you are the planners and the prophets
and the managers and visionaries and the
dreamers and the doers. And you are the
ones I look to, to join me in a partnership to
win the future.

So, this is our vision. We are going to be
the party that leads the States. We're going

to be the party that leads Congress. And
then we will be the party that leads Amer-
ica into the 21st century. Thank all of you

Governors for being here tonight, and -

thank those of you who were supporting
this noble quest.

Thank you, and God bless you. And God
bless the United States.

Note: The President spoke at 8:38 p.m. in
the Presidential Ballroom at the Capital
Hilton. In his remarks, he referred to Mike
Hayden, the association’s chairman; H. Lee
Atwater, chairman of the Republican Na-
tional Committee; and former Representa-
tive Tom Loeffler.

Nomination of Don R. Clay To Be an Assistant Administrator of the

Environmental Protection Agency

October 17, 1989

The President today announced his inten-
tion to nominate Don R. Clay to be Assist-
ant Administrator, Office of Solid Waste, of
the Environmental Protection Agency. He
would succeed J. Winston Porter.

Since 1986 Mr. Clay has served as Deputy
Assistant Administrator for the Office of Air
and Radiation at the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency. Prior to this, he served as Di-
rector of the Office of Toxic Substances at
the Environmental Protection Agency,
1981-1986; Deputy Associate Executive Di-
rector for Engineering Sciences at the Con-
sumer Product Safety Commission, 1976
1981; Director of the Office of Program
Planning and Evaluation at the Consumer
Product Safety Commission, 1974-1976; and
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Deputy Assistant Commissioner for Plan-
ning and Evaluation at the Food and Drug
Administration, 1972-1974. In addition, Mr.
Clay served as a group leader for the Com-
mission on the Organization of the Govern-
ment of the District of Columbia (Nelson
Comumission), 1971-1972; -executive vice
president of Resource Allocation, Inc.,
1970-1971; and program director of Re-
search Management Corp., 1968-1970.

Mr. Clay graduated from Ohio State Uni-
versity (B.S., 1960; M.S., 1960). He was born
June 26, 1937, in Washington Courthouse,
OH. Mr. Clay served in the U.S. Army,
1961-1963. He is married, has two children,
and resides in Bethesda, MD.
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MEMORANDUM TO MARGARET ALEXANDE

FROM:

SUBJECT:

The following is a list of republican governors' names, addresses
and spouses names.
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REPUBLICAN GOVERNORS ADDRESSES

THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

January 17, 1991

Hope this is helpful.

Governor and Mrs. Guy Hunt (Helen)
Office of the Governor

11 St. Union Street, 2nd F1l
Montgomery, Alabama 36130

Governor and Mrs. Pete Wilson (Gayle)
Office of the Governor

Post Office Box 94268

Sacramento, CA 94268-0001

Governor Mike Castle (none)
Office of the Governor
Legislative Hall

Dover, DE 19901

Governor and Mrs. Joseph Ada
Office of the Governor
Executive Chambers

Post Office Box 2950

Agana, Guam 96910

(Reseanne)

Governor and Mrs. Jim Edgar (Brenda)
Office of the Governor

State Capitol
Springfield, IL 62706

Governor and Mrs. Terry Branstad (Christine)
Office of the Governor

Executive Office, State Capitol

Des Moines, Iowa 50319

Governor and Mrs. J. Fife Symington, III
Office of the Governor
State House

Phoenix, AZ 85007
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Governor and Mrs. John McKernan, Jr.
Snowe)

Office of the Governor

State House Station #1

Augusta, ME 04333

Governor and Mrs. William Weld
Office of the Governor

Room 360, State House
Executive Office

Boston, MA 02133

(Susan)

Governor and Mrs. John Engler (Michelle)

Office of the Governor

Post Office Box 30026
State Capitol Building
Lansing, MI 48909

Governor and Mrs. Arne Carlson (Susan)
Office of the Governor

130 State Capitol

Aurora Avenue
St. Paul, MN 55155

Governor and Mrs. John Ashcroft
Office of the Governor

Room 216, State Capitol

Post Office Box 720
Jefferson City, MO

(Janet)

65102

Governor and Mrs. Stan Stephens
Office of the Governor

Room 204, Capitol Station
Helena, MT 59620

(Ann)

Governor and Mrs. Judd Gregg
Office of the Governor

State Capitol
Concord, NH

(Kathleen)

03301

Governor and Mrs. James Martin
Office of the Governor

State Capitol
Raleigh, NC

(Dorothy)

27601-2905

Governor and Mrs. George Voinovich (Janet)
Office of the Governor
State House

Columbus, Ohio 43215

(Olympia
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@DSOUTH CAROLINA Governor and Mrs. Carroll Campbell, Jr. (Iris)

A vom n&w (oo b2, 194

GDSOUTH DAROTA

i

q9UT1\H

v’
@

VERMONT

® <

WISCONSIN

AN

AMERICAN SAMOA
4 2480 /d./czoﬂ/: Als. 30,/94

NorTHERN
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Office of the Governor
State House

Post Office Box 11369
Columbia, SC 29211

Governor and Mrs. George Mickelson (Linda)
Office of the Governor

State Capitol

Pierre, SD 57501

Governor and Mrs. Norman Bangerter (Colleen)
Office of the Governor

210 State Capitol

Salt Lake City, UT 84114

Governor and Mrs. Richard Snelling (Barbara )

"Office of the Governor

109 State Street
Montpelier, VI 05602

Governor and Mrs. Tommy Thompson (Sue Ann)
Office of the Governor

115 East State Capitol

Post Office Box 7863

Madison, WI 53702

Governor and Mrs. Peter Tali Coleman (Nora)
Office of the Governor
Pago Pago, AS 96799

Governor and Mrs. Lorenzo De Leon Guerrero
(Matilde)

Office of the Governor

Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Islands
Saipan, MP 96950

Governor Charles E. Roemer, III (Buddy)
State Capitol

P.O. Box 94004

Baton Rouge, LA 70804
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Equality Flan on School Financing
. Is Upsetting Rich and Poor in Texas

¢ 70 ByROBERTOSURO
. . .SpecialtoTheNew YorkTimes, = |
. "HOUSTON, Oct. 7 - For years “the

- Robin Hood plan”’ loomed as a dread-..-
ed last- resort for Texas public’

-schools; and now that it is opérating,
no one is very happy about it. .
"' Thé'rich say they are being robbed

by the new system for financing pub-
lic education. The poor say that de-
spjte-in\_sweeping revisions designed to

‘eliminate financial. inequities among-

.School. districts the state is still not
‘giving them what they .need, .. .

+: “Texas’s 'success, or failiire’ will 'be
-closely “Watched. in.s more -than- 20
‘states' -where: ' éducation financing
".systems:are ‘under.challengein’ the
icourts”Among them'are New, Jersey,

"wherethe:State Supreme Court: last

smonth ordered ‘4 new trial to deter-

School District in an affiuent predom-
inantly;white suburb of San Antonio.
."The real solution to equity should be

'.'Ala/n,iph Heights, not to bring us all
»down to some level of mediocrity.”
-.'But’, John Augenblick, a Denver-
based consultant who has worked for
sevéral state governments helping to
design-school financing plans, said,
“For some districts to insist that they
-want to'remain at high levels of
spending-is‘al]l well and good, except
that-'there' are other district§ that
have never had the chance to' even
come close to the nationa] average,”
- - vAccess to Equal Amount
- - - More and more oftén, he said, ““the
.courtsiare. ruling!'that 'state govern-
- ments have a responsibility to insure

N

mine.whether the state’s 1990 Quality, that all sthool districts have access to

Education-Act adequately’ addresses, .
feciual;~ financing” between --poor » dis-'

~tricts and rich ‘districts, "and" New
-York, where ‘arguments are; sched-
uled. this month in a’lawsuit’brought
by, a group’of. poor districts asking a

state court to’declare: the school fi-

nancing system Uncpnstitutiona_l.-' -
- Equityand Excellence . .
..Ina grﬁundswell.ofllegél activity,

.the number of states with such:law:
,Suits:has.:grown to 22 -from-8 “two

‘years ago. Poor’school districts with

-a relatively small amounts of taxable
property 'dre.contending in the suits '

‘that their students are unconstitlition-

ichydistricts;~where" large

+ ¥ The"disadvantages .may: come”in
- many“forms;:from thé microscopes
*and computers available to students
Hin- richersdistricts to- the: crowded

classes held in'cafeterjas or hallways

in poorer, districts.-At a time of lim-.

‘ited - government resources, - the. in-
creasingly-:urgent L New:: question ~ig
whether equity and excellence ¢an'b
achieyed;simultaneously. . «.»- by
©.‘'We were'an exemplary district.in

Texas, .and it.is'going, to be:.much

more diffjcult for us to.maintdin our
standards now,’ said.Charles; Slater,

,superintendent of, the Alamo.Heights

disadvantaged” compared - with- ¥

ney for the schools, -~

- Lawsuits are

" challenging the

- fairness of school '
.~ taxes in 22 states.

epends on what the state js willing to
spend.s "t e

"The other: states in Which lawsuits
~¢hallenging’ school -finance formulas
-are.active are: -Alabama, Alaska, Ari-
zonaiiCalifornia; Idaho, Illinois, Indi-
-apa, Kansas, Massachusetts, Minne-
sota, Missouri, Montana, New Hamp-

[

- shire; North Dakota, Ohio, Oklahoma, .

“Pennsylvania,” Tennessee," Washing-
fton.. . e
«“In October-1989; almost as soon as
. the Texas Supreme Court struck
down,the old:school financing system
.- that was based primarily on property
taxes, some prominent politicians be-

«for. school equity ‘only-by ifmposing

‘When that solution proved political-
» _ly:;unpalgtable, the’ Robinl Hood, ap-

to. raise..everyone' to the- level of

sabouit’the éame level of funding, and
. Whether that level is adequate ornot

:gan predicting that+Texas'could pay .

corporate: or'personal income taxes. * '

. proach of taking-property tax money
from rich districts and redistributing .
it among poor ones was adopted. The
Texas plan sets in motion a ‘spending
proposal that wotild increase state

-spending on - public schools by as
much as $5 billion over the next four
years. But the Legislature imposed
no new state taxes to cover the addi-
tional spending. Texas is one of three
states without corporate or persenal
income taxes,

“We got this started without any
specific funding changes relative to
public education,” said State Senator
John Montford, a Democrat from
Lubbock, who is a crucial legislator
on tax issues. “But I think we are
'inevitably headed towards a major
fiscal crisis and some tough deci-
sions, because the spending is going
to increase and the money. won’t be
therg,” o

The plan sets up new regional tax-
ing authorities and obliges all school -
districts within those regions to tax at
the same rate 'to pay for a basic

* educational 'program, and to then
share the money. The system earned
its nickname because, in the sharing
process, about $300 million in local
property, tax .revenue will be taken
from rich school districts to be given -
Lo poor ones this year, according to
preliminary estimates. . '

‘

Minimum Money Assured ‘

' 'In addition, the state' has commit-
ted itself to providing enough money
to insure that poor districts have a
minimum amount to spend if Robin

. Hood money'falls short. ' -

. - Rich districts are expected to take
advantage of *provisions allowing
‘them to raise extra money through .
" property taxes to enhance their pro-
grams, but they can do so anly within
certain limits. - L L
Althoiigh the Robin Hood approach
"has been tried in different forms élse-
where, in Téxas it has genetated; the;
most  direct confrontatipn;ibetweent
rich.and poor districts, which fought:
in court-all-summer and are promis-
ing further battles. Several -rich“dis-
tricts' have. already challenged, the
', new law, contending that the state is
; unconétitutionally»;-appropfiatiﬂg lo-
‘cal revenue. © - v el T
In Utah, ‘Wyoming and' Montana,
the state governments receive a por-
tion of the revenue raised by local
‘'school districts;and redistributes the,
money in districts around the state to .
. equalize spending, Mr, Augenblick
said. But, he said, Texas.is the first .
state to redistribute money. within )
regional districts, g e

i

boring school neighbors, the potential :

. for resentment is heightened, espe-

. cially when many-of the rich districts

are predominantly white while most
<of the poor districts have-large mi-
-nority populations,” . . [P

“Some’ of - thé ! rich ' distriéts ‘mnst

Flowing Between 'I\'Ie.iéhbors'-';-,. o
« ... With money flowing among neigh- ;.




-

ﬁkmomg the districts receiving. “Robin Hood”
ﬁl;lispahic area of San Antonio, which has to use much
R A . . )

the Edgewood

money is

of the money for maintenance an'd;rgp_ai,r.,

School District in a. pff)‘or, ‘mainly

ing much: higher taxes on their resi-
1t;;{'dents —= could only average $2,978 a
Estudent, 4 :
-3 As a matter of principle, the poor
?SChOOI' districts see the new law as a
Yictory.
ity among school districts than ever
before and-the state has put in more
money than ever before,” .said Al
Kauffman, a lawyer with the Mexi-
tan-American Legal Defense Fund,
L?vho filed the original suit in 1984
2 “For basically the sameé tax rates,
Imost’every district will have simi.
glar revenues;” he said, ‘“and the tre-"
snendous’. disparities between the
E:;ichest and the poorest school dis-
‘fricts will'be eliminated.”
1 But many poor school districts feel
they. have so much catching up to do
hat the arhount of new money they
ill receive is.disappointing — espe-

f;axes in order to take full advantage"
;of the law. That was the way the law
was written, ‘

{2 For example, the Edgewood School

1)

‘,"/I'h‘erg is'more equality of opportu- «

- District in a poor, predominantly His-
panic area of San Antonio, raised its
property taxes by 23 percent, and will -
get'some Robin Hood aid from near-
by districts, but even with both those -
sources of income, 'its school budget

Some of the new money will ac-
_quire things that used to be luxuries,
like music teachers, said Earle Bol- .
ton, the deputy. superintendent, but
* “for the main part, a lot of the money
is going into maintenance and repair
.of physical facilitjes,”, Roofs . that
_have been leaking for.years. will fi- -
nally get fixed, and in two major
buildings air conditioning units that
date to the 1940’s may be replaced.’
Meanwhile, the rich districts are
just as unhappy. -

Giving and Raising Taxes -

For, example the Alamo Heights -
-district .will give up $4 million in *
Robin Hood money: It has raised tax- |
es this year by 36 percent, but is still :
cutting its budget by about $1 million. -
Various economy measures taken in- |

v

will increase by less than 10 pe'rcent. -

. bills next

ph«,f\

cluded a salary freeze, cuts in clerical
positions, elimination of some in-
structional programs like accounting
and the closing of the district’s'swim-
ming pool. - :

The state’s two big-city school dis-
tricts, Dallas and Houston, feel dou-
bly cursed. Both cities are losing resi-
dents to suburbs that’offer better
schooling, and both are required to
provide costly services to students
with special needs, like bilingual edu-
cation for ‘recent immigrants. -Even
80, because of th"eir"la‘i'ger'tax.bases,
both city school systems were catego-,
rized as rich districts under the Robin
Hood plan. T

School boards around the state are -
now coming up with their property
tax rates and will be sending out their
_month; With some school
administrators: predicting a tax re-
volt, the true impact of the law — and .
its ramifications for other states —
may not become apparént unti prop-
erty owners learn its full'price tag,

woepy-Preservas.
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School Spendmg Suits i in New York Area

N ,years ago, Néw:u:York‘
Stat'e ‘highest'~court” rejected ™’
lawsuit intended to force the state -
to doy :more, to equalize spending " .
among I'school districts: -It said:

unequal spending may be unfair .
‘but ‘was not unconstitutional, “ab-. -
sent gross and glarmg madequa- '

lenge ‘was’ fxled by a group of 20
property-poor school districts” on
Long' Island. The districts argue-
" that the -gaps between' rich and

poor districts have grown so. much-

wider,since the Court of Appeals :
ruling in 1982 ‘that they are now .

“gross ‘and glarlng” and therefore’ .'"f'

-unconstltutlonal

" *,Onh'Long Island alone the spend-
ing per pupil ranges from $17,435in:
.Shoreham-Wading.River, the hlgh-
estvspending- district in .Suffolk.
’ County, to $7,305 in. Miller Place,’
the'lowest spendmg district in that

. county,.according to State. Educa-.;,

tion Department fxgures
- State Ald System Critlclzed

_'Nor is New. York’s snuatxon
unique... As ' in other states, the -
spending chfferenc_es_ arise largely”

'ecause dxsmcts with low prop-

“erty ‘values and poorer residents
.e.collect less in local taxes to spend
:on schools. But critics in New York:

.’say .the: Legislature increases the
.. disparities with a haphazard, polit-
-icized system for dxstmbutmg state
-,aid, a 'system that insures that

even rich districts get substantial .

" amounts of state money.
"Under ‘thé system, poorer dis-

trlcts do get more state aid for,
".each 'student than wealthier dis-.

--tricts, ‘but the adjustment is far
= from enough to balance overall
‘'spending.

.. - Suitin New Jersey

- On Long Island, Robert E. Sapir,
' ‘lawyer for the districts that filed

“~the new suit, said the differérce in

spendmg for each.student between

‘;the 10 poorest: districts and the .

reglonal average has quadrupled
“in‘the last eight years — to about
$1 600 from $400. The. average

 and the wealthiest-has risen even
more, ‘he said, to about $5 000 for

' each student.

- In New Jersey, efforts to balance
spendmg between rich and poor

spendmg gap between the poorest . -

districts have also landed the state,
in court -again. In June '1991, law-
yers. representing the .poor dis-,
tricts filed & motion’ ‘alleging that
the state had not lived up-to terms
of the court-ordered Quality Edu-
cation Act of 1990, and askmg that

.the act be rev1sed

That act, the result of nine years
of htlgatlon was intended to in-

. crease spending in-the state's 30

poorest schiool districts to an aver-
age equal to the spending in thé
state’s 108 most affluent districts.
But several months after its pas-
sage, under intense pressure from
angry voters protesting tax in-
creases, the Legislature amended

“the law, and diverted aid meant for
schools to finance resxdentlal prop--

erty tax relief. .
Last month the State Supreme
Court, in a 4-to-3 decision, sent the

case back to State Superior Court

for-a new tria 4
< Connecticut)‘asnd‘lawsuit pend- .

g-over-stateeducation financing,
although a suit in the 1970’s result-
ed in the Legislature enacting a
formula that distributes -state
funds more equ1tably among
school districts. - - *
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