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G.I. BILL FOR CHILDREN \ SOUTH LAWN
THURSDAY, JUNE 25, 1992 \ 10:15 A.M.

Vice PRESIDENT AND MRS. QUAYLE. SECRETARY
ALEXANDER. MeEMBERS OF CONGRESS. WELCOME, ALL OF YOU,
10 THE WHITE House. // 1 HAVE JUST COME FROM A
WORKING SESSION WITH PARENTS FROM MILWAUKEE. THEIR
DREAMS FOR THEIR CHILDREN ARE THE SAME DREAMS ALL OF US
HAVE. THEY WANT THEIR KIDS TO HAVE A FIRST-CLASS
EDUCATION.
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THEY KNOW THAT A GOOD EDUCATION IS ABSOLUTELY ESSENTIAL
TO MAKING A GOOD LIVING, MAKING A GOOD LIFE.

LET ME TELL YOU WHAT ONE PARENT, JANETTE WILLIAMS,
TOLD ME ABOUT HER SON JAVON: "AT HIS OLD SCHOOL THAT
WAS CROWDED, HE USED TO GET SO BORED HE WOULD WALK OUT.
THANKS TO THE CHOICE PROGRAM IN MILWAUKEE, HE'S AT A
NEW SCHOOL.
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HE'S NOT DOING THOSE THINGS ANY MORE, HE'S DOING HIS
HOMEWORK AND EVEN HELPING CLEAN UP THE CLASSROOM AFTER
SCHOOL. THEY TOOK THE ENERGY AND TURNED IT AROUND."
GOVERNOR TOMMY THOMPSON IS HERE TODAY -- I’'M SORRY
PoLLY WILLIAMS COULD NOT JOIN US HERE, BUT SHE'S AT
HOME LOOKING AFTER HER MOTHER. TOGETHER, PoLLY AND
Gov. THOMPSON HAVE TAKEN THE LEAD IN HELPING PARENTS
LIKE JANETTE WILLIAMS REALIZE HER DREAMS FOR JAVON --
CREATING SCHOLARSHIPS FOR 1,000 MILWAUKEE CHILDREN FROM
LOW-INCOME FAMILIES SO THEY CAN ATTEND PRIVATE SCHOOLS.
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THEIRS IS A BOLD EXPERIMENT: TO GIVE LOW-INCOME
FAMILIES MORE OF THE SAME CHOICES QF SCHOOLS ALREADY
AVAILABLE TO WEALTHIER FAMILIES.

MIKe JOYCE OF THE BRADLEY FOUNDATION WAS ALSO IN
OUR MEETING. BRADLEY RECENTLY JOINED WITH OTHER
FOUNDATIONS AND MILWAUKEE BUSINESSES TO RAISE $3
MILLION DOLLARS, SO THAT MILWAUKEE'S LOW-INCOME
FAMILIES WILL BE ABLE TO CHOOSE THEIR CHILDREN'S
SCHOOLS =-- INCLUDING RELIGIOUS SCHOOLS.
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MIKE TOLD ME THIS MORNING THAT PARENTS PICKED UP EVERY
ONE OF THE 4500 SCHOLARSHIP APPLICATIONS -- THE DAY
AFTER THE SCHOLARSHIPS WERE ANNOUNCED. DoON'T LET
ANYBODY TELL YOU THAT THE PEOPLE OF MILWAUKEE DON'T
CARE ABOUT THEIR KIDS' EDUCATION. //

NO ONE SHOULD UNDERESTIMATE WHAT IS AT STAKE HERE.
A REVOLUTION IS UNDERWAY IN MILWAUKEE AND ACROSS THIS

COUNTRY =-- A REVOLUTION TO MAKE AMERICAN SCHOOLS THE
BEST IN THE WORLD.
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TOGETHER WITH THE NATION'S GOVERNORS, WE HAVE SET SIX
AMBITIOUS NATIONAL EDUCATION GOALS -- AND IN 44 STATES
AND FOURTEEN HUNDRED COMMUNITIES, WE HAVE LAUNCHED
AMERICA 2000 TO MEET THOSE GOALS.

EVEN EARLIER STILL, IN JANUARY 1989, BEFORE I wAS
SWORN IN AS PRESIDENT, I HELPED ORGANIZE THE WHITE
House CONFERENCE ON CHOICE IN EDUCATION. WE BELIEVED
THEN -- WE BELIEVE TODAY -- A FEW FUNDAMENTAL TRUTHS.
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WE BELIEVE THAT PARENTS ARE THEIR CHILDREN'S FIRST
TEACHERS. PARENTS, NOT BUREAUCRATS, KNOW WHAT'S BEST
FOR THEIR CHILDREN. // PARENTS, NOT THE GOVERNMENT,
SHOULD CHOOSE THEIR CHILDREN'S ScHooLs. //

TopAY I AM PROPOSING THAT WE TAKE ANOTHER GIANT
STEP FORWARD IN THIS REVOLUTION.

I AM SENDING CONGRESS LEGISLATION THAT WOULD AUTHORIZE
AN AMBITIOUS DEMONSTRATION PROGRAM =-- A HALF BILLION
NEW FEDERAL DOLLARS TO HELP COMMUNITIES ALL ACROSS
AMERICA GIVE $1,000 SCHOLARSHIPS TO CHILDREN OF MIDDLE
AND LOW-INCOME FAMILIES -- SO THEY CAN CHOOSE WHICH
SCHOOL THEIR KIDS WILL ATTEND.

THIS REVOLUTION IS IN THE GREATEST AMERICAN
TRADITION. WE HAVE DONE THIS BEFORE -- AND IT HAS
WORKED.
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48 YEARS AGO THIS WEEK, PRESIDENT FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT
SIGNED THE GI BILL, CREATING SCHOLARSHIPS THAT VETERANS
COULD USE AT ANY COLLEGE -- ANY COLLEGE OF THEIR
CHOICE. THE GI BILL CREATED OPPORTUNITY FOR AMERICANS
WHO NEVER WOULD HAVE HAD IT -- AND IN DOING SO, IT
HELPED TO CREATE THE BEST SYSTEM OF COLLEGES AND
UNIVERSITIES IN THE WORLD.

AND NOW WE CAN DO IT AGAIN -- THIS TIME BY HELPING
STATE AND LOCAL GOVERNMENTS CREATE THE BEST ELEMENTARY

D A HOOL E_WORLD.
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THE GI BrLL FOR CHILDREN WILL PROVIDE THAT HELP. THESE
DOLLARS TO SPEND AT THE SCHOOLS OF THEIR CHOICE WILL
BECOME THE MUSCLE PARENTS NEED TO CREATE THE BEST
SCHOOLS FOR THEIR CHILDREN.

LET ME SAY TO THOSE WHO WILL ATTACK OUR SCHOOL
CHOICE INITIATIVE ON THE GROUNDS THAT IT PERMITS
GOVERNMENT MONEY TO GO TO RELIGIOUS SCHOOLS: YOU ARE
WRONG. // THIS IS AID TO FAMILIES, NOT AID TO
INSTITUTIONS.
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No oNE TOLD THE GIS THEY COULDN'T GO TO SMU orR NOTRE
DAME OR YESHIVA OR HOWARD. I HAVEN'T HEARD MEMBERS OF
CONGRESS SUGGEST THAT STUDENTS STOP USING THEIR PELL
GRANTS AND GUARANTEED STUDENT LOANS AT BAPTIST COLLEGES
OR PRESBYTERIAN SEMINARIES. I DON'T HEAR AN OUTCRY

BECAUSE POOR CHILDREN AT CATHOLIC SCHOOLS GET THEIR
LUNCH PAID FOR BY FEDERAL TAXPAYERS.

-12 -
IN THE SAME WAY, PARENTS MUST BE FREE TO USE THIS MONEY
AT THE SCHOOL THEY BELIEVE WILL BEST TEACH THEIR
CHILD -- WHETHER THAT SCHOOL IS PUBLIC, PRIVATE OR
RELIGIOUS.

AND LET ME MAKE THIS CLEAR: ACCEPTING STUDENTS
WITH VOUCHERS DOES NOT MEAN A SCHOOL MUST SACRIFICE
SCHOOL PRAYER. //
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AND LET ME SAY THIS TO THOSE WHO STAND AGAINST
EXTENDING SCHOOL CHOICE TO LOW- AND MIDDLE-INCOME
FAMILIES: I SIMPLY DO NOT BUY THE IDEA THAT SOMEONE
CANNOT MAKE A GOOD DECISION JUST BECAUSE THAT PERSON IS
POOR. THAT IS THE SAME THING I HEARD WHEN WE PROPOSED
CHILD CARE VOUCHERS FOR LOW-INCOME FAMILIES -- OR WHEN
WE PROPOSED HELP FOR PUBLIC HOUSING TENANTS TO OWN
THEIR OWN HOMES. I SAY: LET FAMILIES OWN THEIR OWN
HOME, CHOOSE THEIR OWN SCHOOLS -- REGARDLESS OF THEIR
INCOME.

- 14 -

GIVE THEM HELP IN CLIMBING THEIR OWN LADDER, SO THAT

THEY TOO CAN GRAB A SHARE OF THE AMERICAN DREAM.
FINALLY, TO THOSE WHO CLAIM SCHOOL CHOICE WILL HURT

THE PUBLIC SCHOOLS -- LET ME UNDERSCORE THIS POINT:

ALL OF THIS NEW MONEY CAN GO TO PUBLIC SCHOOLS =-- IF

THAT'S WHERE STUDENTS CHOOSE TO GO. THAT DECISION WILL

BE IN THE HANDS OF FAMILIES -- WHERE IT BELONGS. //
THERE ARE SEVERAL POINTS TO MAKE ABOUT MONEY.

FIRST, I WANT TO MAKE IT ABSOLUTELY CLEAR THIS IS NOT A
NEW FEDERAL ENTITLEMENT PROGRAM.
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THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT CAN NOT AFFORD ONE MORE |
ENTITLEMENT, EVEN FOR EDUCATION. AND I HAVE SAID MANY
TIMES THAT MONEY ALONE IS NOT THE ANSWER. THE U.S.
ALREADY SPENDS MORE PER STUDENT FOR SCHOOLS THAN ANY
COUNTRY IN THE WORLD EXCEPT SWITZERLAND -- AND I DON'T
HAVE TO TELL YOU WHERE WE STAND IN THE INTERNATIONAL
RANKINGS OF EDUCATIONAL PERFORMANCE. WE NEED A
REVOLUTION IN AMERICAN EDUCATION -- NOT MORE MONEY FOR
JHE STATUS QUO. '
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INVESTMENT IN OUR SCHOOLS WILL REMAIN PRIMARILY A
STATE AND LOCAL RESPONSIBILITY. BUT FEDERAL SUPPORT
FOR STATE AND LOCAL SCHOLARSHIPS CAN BE A CATALYST --
FOR SCHOOLS THAT ATTRACT CHOICE STUDENTS, IT WILL GIVE
TEACHERS AND PRINCIPALS A WELCOME SOURCE OF NEW FUNDS.
AND FOR QUR CHILDREN, CHOICE CAN HELP OPEN UP
OPPORTUNITIES, CREATE GENUINE CHANGE IN OUR SCHOOLS.

FOR TOO LONG, WE'VE SHIELDED SCHOOLS FROM

COMPETITION -- ALLOWED OUR SCHOOLS A DAMAGING MONqPOLY
POWER OVER OUR CHILDREN. |
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THIS MONOPOLY TURNS STUDENTS INTO STATISTICS AND
PARENTS INTO PAWNS. IT IS TIME WE BEGAN THINKING OF A
SYSTEM OF PUBLIC EDUCATION IN WHICH MANY PROVIDERS
OFFER A MARKETPLACE OF OPPORTUNITIES -- OPPORTUNITIES
THAT GIVE ALL OF OUR CHILDREN CHOICES AND ACCESS TO THE
BEST EDUCATION IN THE WORLD.

THEe GI BrLL FOR CHILDREN WILL MOVE AMERICA
INEVITABLY IN THAT DIRECTION.

- 18 -

ABRAHAM LINCOLN ONCE SAID: "REVOLUTIONS DO NOT GO
BACKWARD." MILWAUKEE IS NOT THE ONLY PLACE IN AMERICA
OUR REVOLUTION IS UNDERWAY. LAST YEAR IN INDIANAPOLIS,
PAT RooNEYy AND THE EpucATIONAL CHOICE CHARITABLE TRUST
BEGAN TO OFFER TUITION VOUCHERS TO INDIANAPOLIS
STUDENTS -- AND I UNDERSTAND A BUSLOAD OF PARENTS AND
STUDENTS DROVE ALL NIGHT TO BE HERE TODAY. // 1IN SAN
AnTONIO, THE CEO FOUNDATION HAS EARMARKED $1.5 MILLION
IN VOUCHERS FOR CHILDREN IN THEIR COMMUNITY.
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AND IN CALIFORNIA, JOE ALIBRANDI AND THOUSANDS OF
SUPPORTERS ARE PUSHING A BALLOT INITIATIVE TO PROVIDE A
VOUCHER SCHOLARSHIP FOR EVERY SCHOOL-AGE CHILD IN THE
STATE. // OVERALL, IN 1991, TEN STATES APPROVED SOME
FORM OF NEW CHOICE LEGISLATION -- AND 37 STATES HAD
CHOICE LEGISLATION PENDING IN ONE FORM OR ANOTHER.

Anp I'VE BEEN TOLD TODAY THERE MAY JUST BE A FEW

LK R P . 11
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IT MAY TAKE A FEW TRIES -- BUT I NEVER UNDERESTIMATE
THE PERSISTENCE OF PARENTS: THE CHILDREN OF
PENNSYLVANIA WILL / HAVE / SscHooL / CHOICE. //

FrRoM CALIFORNIA TO EAST HARLEM -- FROM COAST TO
COAST -- THE LEADERS OF THE SCHOOL CHOICE MOVEMENT ARE
SPARKING A REVOLUTION IN AMERICAN EDUCATION. THEY ARE
THE TRUE HEROES OF EDUCATION REFORM -- AND SOME OF THEM
ARE HERE WITH US TODAY.
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THEY AREN'T AFRAID TO STAND UP TO THE STATUS QUO -- TO
SAY, LOUD AND CLEAR, THAT WHEN IT COMES TO EDUCATING
OUR KIDS, BUSINESS-AS-USUAL ISN'T GOOD ENOUGH. // AwD
LET THERE BE NO MISTAKE: ] AM PROUD TO STAND WITH YOU.
THIS REVOLUTION WILL SUCCEED /// == IT WILL SUCCEED
BECAUSE IT DRAWS ITS STRENGTH FROM THE VERY HEART OF
THE AMERICAN CREED. WE HAVE NO TRUTH MORE ENDURING
THAN THE IDEA THAT EVERY AMERICAN SHOULD HAVE THE
OPPORTUNITY FOR A FIRST CLASS EDUCATION.

=29 -
WE HAVE NO PRINCIPLES MORE IMPORTANT THAN FREEDOM,
PP H ;
THANK YOU FOR THE WORK YOU'RE DOING FOR THIS

NATION'S FUTURE -- AND MAY GOD BLESS THE UNITED STATES
OF AMERICA.
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THE WHITE HOUSE : {/n)/
JUNE 25, 1992 A\ 9[)\'
10:15 A.M. /‘}V \j\
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I have just come from a working session with parents from
Milwaukee. Their dreams for their children are the same dreams
all of us have. They want thelr k1ds to have a flrst-class
education. They know that a good education is absolutely
essential to making a good living, making a good life.

Let me tell you what Janette Williams told me about her son
Javon Williams: ["At his old school that was crowded, he used|to
get so bored he would walk out. Thanks to the choice program in
Milwaukee, he's at a new school. He's not doing those things any
more, he's doing his homework and even helping clean up the
classroom after school. They took the energy and turned it
arouﬁd."]

Governor Tommy Thompson and state Representative Polly
Williams were also in our working session, along with Howard
Fuller, the superintendent of Milwaukee schools. They have taﬁen
the lead in helping [Janette Williams] realize her dreams for
(Javon] -~ creating scholarships for 1,000 Milwaukee children
from low-income families so they can attend private schools.
Theirs is a bold experiment: to give low-income families more df

the same choices of schools already available to wealthier

families.
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Representativesiof the Bradley Foundation and several other

Milwaukee businesses were also in our meeting. They recently
pPledged $3 million to increase the number of aumber—of

educational choices - including religious schools -~ for

Milwaukee's low-income families. They told me this morning that

parents picked up every one of the 4500 applications -- the day

after the scholarships were announced.

No one should underestimate what is at stake here. Vow

wouldn 't jemew—it—t0 wWatch the evening—mews, bu'tA' revolution i
underway in Milwaukee and across this country -- a revolution to

make American schools the best in the world. We have set six

ambitious natienal education goals, and together with the

nation's governors and 1400 communities, we have launched America

2000 to meet those goals.

And even earlier!still, in January 1989, before I was sworn
in as president, I heiped organize the White House Conference on

Choice in Education. We béelieved then -- we believe today -- a

few fundamental truthé. We believe that parents are their
children's first teacﬁers. Parents, not bureaucrats, know what
best for their childrgn. Parents, not the government, should
choose their children's schools.

Today I am proposing that we take another giant step forwa
in support of school éhoice. I am sending Congress legislation
that would authorize én ambitious demonstration program -- a ha

billion new federal dollars to help cities all across. America

rd

£
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give $1,000 scholarsﬂips to children of middle and low-income
familieé so they can choose which school their kids will attend.

This revolutioniis in the greatest American tradition.
We have done this before —- and it has worked. 48 years ago this
week, President Franklin D. Roosevelt signed the GI Bill,
creating scholarships that veterans could use at any college -+
any college of their bhoice. The GI Bill created opportunity for
Americans who never would have had it -~ and in doing so(_it _
helped to create the ﬁest system of colleges and universities in
the world.

And now we can d? it again -- this time by helping state and
local governments create the best elementary and secondary
schools in the world.: The GI Bill for Kids will provide that
help.- These dollars to spend at the schools of their choice will
become thg muscle parents need to create the best schools for
their children. ‘

Let me say to those who will attack our school choice
initiative on the grounds that it permits government money to go
to réligious schools::You are mistaken. This is aid to families,
not aid to institutioﬁs. No one told the GIs they couldn't go |to
SMU or Notre Dame or éeshiva or Fisk. I haven't heard members |of
Congress suggest thatistudents stop using their Pell grants and
guaranteed student loéns-at Baptist Colleges or Presbyterian
seminaries. I don't hear an outcry becaﬁse poor children at
Catholic schools get fheir lunch paid for by federal taxpayers.

In the same way, parents must be free to use this money at the
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school they believe will best teach their child -- whether that

school is public, private or religious.
And let me say this to those who stand against extending
school choice to low- and middle-income families: I simply do

buy the idea that someone cannot make a good decision just

not

because that person is poor. That is the same thing I heard when

we proposed child care vouchers for low-income families -- or
when we proposed help for public housing4tenants to own thgir
ﬁomes. I say: Let fémilies own their own home, choose their g
schools -~ regardless of their income. Give them help in
climbing their own ladder, so that they too can grab a share o
the American Dream.

There are several points to make about money. First, I w

own

wI

£

ant

to make it absolutely clear this is not a new federal entitlement

program. The federal dovernment can not afford one more
- entitlement, even for education. And I have said many times t
ﬁoney alone is not the answer. The U.S. already spends more p
student for échools than any country in the world except

Switzerland -- and I don't have to tell you where we stand in
international rankings of educational performance. We need a
revolution in American education -- not more money for the sta

quo.

hat
Fr

the

tus

Investment in our schools will remain primarily a state and

local responsibility. But federal support for state and local

scholarships for children of middle and low-income families can
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be a catalyst -- it can help open up opportunities, create
genuine change in our schools.

For too long, we've shielded schools from competition --
allowed our schools a damaging monopoly power over our children.
This monopoly turns students into statistics and parents into
pawns. It is time we began thinking of a system of public
education in which many providers offer a marketplace of
opportunities =-- opportunities that give all of our children
choices and access to the best education in the world.

The GI Bill for Children will move America inevitably in
that direction.

[Janette Williams] and the parents I visited with this
morning know that what was enough education for them isn't enough
for their kids -- or for them, today. They know their children
are growing up differently. They see teachers are stymied and
kids are bored -- because schools are in a time warp, designed
for another age.

They also know they have responsibilities to pay more
attention, check the homework, turn off the television. That
it's not just teachers, as the African proverb says, "It takes an

entire village to educate one child." We're all in this

together.
Abraham Lincoln once said: "Revolutions do not go
backward." Milwaukee is not the only place in America our

revolution is occurring. Last year in Indianapolis, Pat Rooney

and the Choice Trust Fund began to offer tuition vouchers to
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Indianapolis studente. In San Antonio, the CEO Foundation has
earmarked $1.5 million in vouchers for children in their
community. And in celifornia, Joe Alibrandi and thousands of
supporters are pushing a ballot initiative to provide a vouchﬁr
scholarship for every school-age child in the state. //
Overall, in 1991, ten states approved some form of new choice
legislation -- and 35 states had choice legislation pending in

one form or another.

From California to East Harlem -- from coast to coast -- fthe

leaders of the school choice movement are sparking a revolution

in American education. They are the true heroes of education
reform -- and some of them are here with us today. They aren!

afraid to stand up td the status quo -~ to say, loud and clear,

ot

t

that when it comes to educating our kids, business-as-usual isn'

good enough. And let there be no mistake: I am proud to stan?
with you. //
This revolution will succeed -- because it draws its

strehgth from the very heart of the American creed. We have no

truth more enduring than the idea that every American should have

the opportunity for a first class education. We have ne

principles more important than freedom, opportunity and choicel

Thank you for the work you're doing for this nation's future

-- and may God bless the United States of America.

# # #
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I have just come from a working session with parents from
Milwaukee. Their dreams for their children are the same dreams
all of us have. They want their kids to have a first-class
education. They know that a good education is absolutely
essential to making a good living, making a good life.

Let me tell you what Janette Williams told me about her son
Javon Williams:— ["At his old school that was crowded, he used to
get so bored he would walk out. Thanks to the choice program in
Milwaukee, he's at a new school. He's not doing those things any
more, he's doing his homework and even helping clean up the
classroom after school. They took the energy and turned it
around.")

Governor Tommy Thompson and state Representative Polly
Williams were also in our working session, along with Howard
Fuller, the superintendent of Milwaukee schools. They have taken
the lead in helping [Janette Williams] realize her dreams for
(Javon] -- creating scholarships for 1,000 Milwaukee children
from low-income families so they can attend private schools.
Theirs is a bold experiment: to give low-income families more of
the same choices of schools already available to wealthier

families.
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Representatives:of the Bradley Foundation and several other
Milwaukee businesses were also in our meeting. They recently
pledged $3 million t; increase the number of number of
‘educational choices -- including religious schools -- for
Milwaukee's low-income families. They told me this morning that
parents picked up evéry one of the 4500 applications -- the day

after the scholarships were announced.

No-one should underestimate what is at stake here. You

wouldn't know it-to wétch the evening news, but a revolution is
underway in Milwaukee:and across this country -- a revolution to
make American schools the best in the world. We have set six
ambitious national education goals, and together with the
nation's governors ana 1400 communities, we have launched America
2000 to meet those goéls.
And -even earlier still, in January 1989, before I was sworn
in as president, I he#ped organize the White House Conference on
Choice in Education. 'We believed then -- we believe today -- a
few fundamental truths. We believe that parents are their

children's first teachers. Parents, not bureaucrats, know what's

best for their children. Parents, not the government, should
choose their childrenis schools.

Today I am proposing that we take another giant step forward
in support of school choice. I am sending Congress legislation
that would authorize an ambitious demonstration program -- a haflf

billion new federal dollars to help cities all across America
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give $1,000 scholarsﬁips to children of middle and low-income
families so they canéchoose which school their kids will atteAd.

This revolution is in the greatest American tradition.
We have done this before -- and it has worked. 48 years ago this
week, President Franklin D. Roosevelt signed the GI Bill,
creating scholarships that veterans could use at any college -~
any college of their choice. The GI Bill created opportunity ifor

Americans who never would have had it -~ and in doing so, it

helped'to create the best system of colleges and universities in

the world.

And now we can do it again -- this time by helping state Lnd

local governmentS‘éreate the best elementary and secondary
schools in the world. The GI Bill for Kids will provide that

help. These dollars to spend at the schools of their choice will
become the muscle pareénts need to create the best schoéls for N
their children.

Let me say to thése who will attack our school choice
initiative on the groqnds that it permits government money to go

to religious schools: You are mistaken. This is aid to famili;s,

!

not aid to institutions. No one told the GIs they couldn't go to

SMU or Notre Dame or Yeshiva or Fisk. I haven't heard members pf
Congress suggest that Etudents stop using their Pell grants and
guaranteed student loans at Baptist Colleges or Presbyterian
seminaries. I don't hgar an outcry because poor children at
Catholic schools get their lunch paid for by federal taxpayers.

In the same way, parents must be free to use this money at the
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school they believe will best teach their child -- whether that
school is public, prdvate or religious.

And let me say this to those who stand against extending
school choice to low-~ and middle-income families: I simply do|not

buy the idea that someone cannot make a good decision just
because that person is poor. That is the same thing I heard when
we proposed child care vouchers for low-income families -- or
when we proposed he1§ for public housing tenants to own their own .
homes. I say: Let famllles own their own home, choose their. ?
schools -- regardless of their income. Give thenm help in
climbing their own ladder, so that they too can grab a share of
the American Dream. !

There are several points to make about money. First, I'J nt
to make it absolutely clear this is not a new federal entitlemgnt
program. The federaligovernment can not afford one more -
entitlement, even forieducation. And T have said many times that
monei alone is not the ansver. The U.S. already spends more per
student for schools tnan any country in the world except
Switzerland -- and I don't have to tell you where we stand in the
international rankings of educational performance. We need a
revolution in American education -- not more money for the status
quo.

Investment in our schools will remain primarily a state and
local responsibility.i But federal support for state and local

scholarships for children of middle and low-income families can
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be a catalyst -- it'can help open up opportunities, create
genuine change in our schools.

For too long, we've shielded schools from competition --
allowed our schools a damaging monopoly power over our children.
This monopély turns students into statistics and parents intd
pawns. It is time &e began thinking of a system of public
education in which many providers offer a marketplace of
opportunities -- opportunities that give all of our children

choices and access to the best education in the world.

The GI Bill for Children will move America inevitably in

that direction.

(Janette Williams] and the parents I visited with this

morning know that what was enough education for them isn't enpugh

for their kids -- orlfor them, today. They know their children
are growing up diffé;ently. They see teachers are stymied anE o
kids are bored -- because schools are in a time warp, designed
for another age.

They also know they have responsibilities to pay more

attention, check thehomework, turn off the television. That

it's not just teachers, as the African proverb says, "It takes an

entire village to educate one child." We're all in this
.together.
Abraham Lincolnlonce said: "Revolutions do not go
backward." Milwaukeé is not the only place in America our
revolution is occurring. Laét year in Indianapolis, Pat Roone

and the Choice Trust Fund began to offer tuition vouchers to
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Indianapolis student%. In San Antonio, the CEO Foundation has
earmarked $1. 5‘milli£n in vouchers for children in their
community. And in Céllfornla, Joe Alibrandi and thousands of
supporters are pushlng a ballot initiative to provide a voucher
scholarship for every school-age child in the state. //
Overall, in 1991, teﬁ states approved some form of new choice

legislation -- and 37 states had choice legislation pending in

one form or another. ;

From California§to East Harlem -- from coast to coast ---|the
leaders of the schooi choice movement are sparking a revolution
in American education. They are the true heroces of education
reform -- and some oﬁ them are here with us today. They aren't-
afraid to stand up té the status quo -- to say, loud and clear

that when it comes tofeducating our kids, business-as-usual isn'

good enough. And letithefe be no mistake: I am proud to stand
with you. // |

This revolution &ill succeed =-- because it draws its
!
strength from the very heart of the American creed. We have no

|
truth more enduring than the idea that every American should have

the opportunity for a:first class education. We have no

1

principles more important than freedom, opportunity and choice.

Thank you for the work you're doing for this nation's future

-- and may God bless the United States of America.

#oF#
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WHITE HOUSE STAFFING MEMORANDUM
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THE WHITE HOUSE.
.WASH{NGTON

~June 22, 1992 : _ -

. MEMORANDUM FOR DAN MCGROARTY
' SPECIAL ASSISTANT TO THE PRESIDENT FOR
- SPEECHWRITING

'FROM: ROBERT T. SWANSO ‘Cg
g ASSISTANT COUNSERArC THE PRESIDENT

SUBJECT: . Speech on GI Bill for Kids

A.i have reviewed the attached Presidential remarks on the the "GI

-Bill for Kids." I have no legal objectlon to the speech. I

have, however, marked a number of places in the speech where I
believe substantial stylistic revisions would significantly

improve the speech. In addition, I am concerned that the spee
may be too long and lacks the appropriate focus on the key:
arguments that the President should be making. I also questioi
whether the "consumer power" argument -- though a valid point

is not too arcane and will not simply distract from the choice|

theme that is central to the Pre51dent's legislation.




Dan-- -

Per our discussion earlier today, I'd recommend deleting or
revising the first full paragraph on page four of the
President's education speech (6/19/92 draft). There's too mug
- detail here -- it makes the President sound like Grantsman-in:
Chief. Also, there may be a concern about too much emphasis ¢
the targeting aspect of this bill. I'd recommend keeping it
simple by emphasizing the positive impact on low- and middle-
income children.

Regards,

Charlie Kolb

6/22/92

ghiha 2ZNOP 26
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MMENTS ON TI P 'En GI R CHILDREN

There are some well—crafted passages in this draft. But as it
stands now, it doesn't sound forceful enough for =o important an
initiative. Here are half a dozen suggestions:

1. The speech is two to four pages too long.

2. The speech never seems to make the case of how choice,
competition, etc. improves the quality of all schools. Nor
doas it persuade the audience the current syatem with all
its anti-cholce restrictions acts as a disincentive for
schools to improve.

3. If the President is to be perceived as making a bold
announcement, he has to speak more forcefully about the
institutional opposition toischool choice (teachers unions,
local education bureaucrats, the Democratic Congress).

4, In general, the draft senma tOQ conversational (especially
at the critical points made, pp 4-8). Thie style works for
Secretary Alexander; but it:doesn't seem to have enough
authority for the President. He should characterize the
anticipated opposition to the GI Bill for Kids as "myths" or

“propaganda" c¢reated by people who don't trust parents to
make the best choice for their children.

5. I1t's worth reminding the audience that this legislation is
' yet another bold education initiative by the President. The
National Goals, America 2000, and the GI Bill should be laid
out alconsistent strategxe*'lan to improve our nation's
schools. -

6. The President should remi
"~ has acted to prevent genui
proposed choice legislatio
rebuffed him,

he audience of how the Congress
change in Congress. He has . '
n the past and Congress

oasza/cab.sff -~ 6/28
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With regard to the proposed "GI Bill For Children" speech, we
would like to submit the following alternate language:

[Acknowledgements,)

over the next five months, the American people will be
listening carefully to what we have to say about the future thaf
we envision for this country. They want to know what makes us
different from our opponents. ‘

They should listen very carefully every time the issue of
aducation comes up. Because it is on this question -- how our
children are taught and how their schools are chosen -- that the
line between this administration and our opponents is most

I have just come from a working session with parents,
teachers, and students from Milwaukee, and with several other key
education reformers from around the country. These reformers are
on the front lines of the battle to shake up the educatienal
system in our country and really revolutionize it. And to do
this, we cannot be afraid to challenge the aeducational
establishment in this country. ' :

Education reform is an issua that 1 have been involved with
for a very long time. Before I was sworn in as President, in
January 1989, I organized a White House conference on school
choice. This conference highlighted the fact that school choi
and real competition among schools, is a necessary part of
improving the Nation's schools. Then, in my first year as
President, we met with the Nation's Governors in Charlottesville,
where we held an education summit. Out of this historic summi
we developed the six goals for America 2000, our comprehensive
education strategy which we submittéd to Congress & year ago, but
which they have to datée failed to enact.

Reforming our educational system does not have to be a

" partisan issue. Unfortunately, our opponents have very different

ideas than we do about schools; about the way our children are

taught values; end about the sducational statue quo in this

country.

But all of our differences can be summed up by our attitude
toward school choice.: . . :
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that parents (rather than bureaucrats and politicians) shoul
have the power to decide where their child goes to school.
it assumes that low-income, minority parents are just as
competent to make that decision as middle class parents.

When this administration argues for School Choice, it a:q:es
a

As it has for much of this century, Wisconsin has led t
way on School Choice. As a result of the leadership of Gov > o
Tommy Thompson and State Representative Polly Williams, h
of low-income children are attending private schools under
Wisconsin's School Choice program.

Recently, the private sector has stepped forward to ex
Choice. An educational revolution may have begun here on J 10
when the Lynde and Harry Bradley Foundation and leaders of t
business community announced an extraordinary new plan to hel
low-income families send their children to private and par al
schools here in Milwaukee.

The reaction from those families was electrifying.

¥ .

The day after the announcement, low-income parents picked up

every one of the 4,500 applications for the program. Lines

formed outside local Catholic schools and the foundations p
lines were jammed.

Don't let anybody ever tell you that :l.nner city parents
don't care about their children's education.

But this is just a beginning. We want to see every paremt '
and every child able to attend the school of his or her choice

I hope Wisconsin leads the way and 1 hope the rest of the
. nation quickly follows. Once begun, the movement to empower

parents may well be unstoppable; it will be the Civil R:I.ghts
Movement of the 1990s. '

" That is something our opponents dd not understand.

They oppose empowering parents; they are dead set agains
giving poor, inner-city families the same options the better-
have had for years. As I said in April when I viaited a
in Lehigh Valley, Pennsylvanir “For far to long, we've shielded
our schools from competition," and "allowed the system a damaging
monopoly power over atudents.

_ It must take years of :Ldeological conditioning to believe:
that a low-income mother should have the choice to abort her
child, but not to choose where that child goes to school.
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No one can overstate what is at stake here.

Many of us can still remember when white racists stood in
the schoolhouse door to block the doors of schools that black
students wished to attend. For many Americans that scene
inspired their commitment to achieving full and equal civil
rights for all Americans -- regardless of race.

Toda the schoolhouse door is once & lock

Black a - n in 4 kept out
of schools they want to attend.

B hi im it is the © nents of § 1 ice w
gtanding in doorway,

Their reasons are different; but the result is the same.
Too many black and lower-income children are being denied a
quality education because members of the entrenched educational
establishment think they know what's best for them.

Critics of School Choice say they are concerned about
preserving public education. They worry that providing too much
competition to the public schocols will ruin them. They claim
that School Choice means the end of public education.

History shows that they are wrong.

For decades now, students at Catholic, Lutheran, Baptist,
and Jewish universities have received federal grants and support.
The G.I. Bill made no distinction between public and sectarian
institutions of higher learning.

And guess what? Public universities did not wither away:
they werse not abandoned. Instead, they have grown and
flourighed. Their experience has proved one thing: in
education, competition works.

Today, I am calling on Congress to help create new state and
local GI bills for children all across America. Specifically, I
am asking Congress to appropriate a half a billion dollars to
help state and local governments create $§1,000 scholarships so
that low and middle income families will have the same
educational choices that upper income families already have.

Thiz legislation will also permit parents to use up to half
of the thousand dollars for other academic programs that might be
offered after school, on Saturdays, or in the summers. I believe
this is one of the most powerful parts of the legislation. One
of cur greatest wastes is that our schools are closed so much of
the time when children could be using them, Many of the
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educators I see believe if they could offer academic programs in
the afternoon or on Saturday children would flock to them. This
18 our chance to find out.

There is enough federal money in my proposal to provide
51,000 dollar scholarships to all of the middle and low-income
children in Milwaukee and 45 other cities the size of Trenton.
This is enough money for a good demonstration grant, to find out
what happens when children with families with less money have
more of the same choices of schools that people with money have.

I believe I know exactly what will happen. We know because
our experience with the GI Bill, We Kknow because of our
experience with federal grants and loans for college, which one
of every two full time four year college students now have.
Consumer power creates opportunity and better schools for all
Studenti .

[Janette Williams)] and the other parents I visited with this
morning know what the education that they received when they were
children isn't enough for their kids -- or for them, today. They
know their children are growing up in a much more complex world.
They see that teachers are stymied and kids are bored because too
many of our schools are in a time warp, designed for another age.

They also know they have responsibilities to pay more
attention, check the homework, turn off the television. That
it's not just teachers, as the African proverb says, "It takes an
entire village to educate one child." We're all in this
together.

There has never been a time in our history when more
countries wanted to be like us, wanted to try our American dream.
We have done better realizing our dream when we have remembered
what is important to us, the principles that have bound us
together, our most enduring values. We have no principles more
important than freedom, opportunity and choice. We have no value
more enduring than the idea that every American should have the
opportunity for a first class education.

The opponents of school choice simply don't understand this.
They make the fundamental error of confusing ends with means.
They forget that the current system is merely the means to
achieve the fundamental ends of public education: providing all
children with a guality education.

So they find themselves defending the indefensible -- a
bureaucratic monstrosity, monopoly financing, and a system of
education that ie demonstrably failing our poorest youngsters.
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From: Bill Burrow, OVP

Re:

President's Draft Speech for G.I. Bills for Kids

I spoke to Bill Kristol earlier today and we both thought the
draft needed a significant shift in tone and focus.

o

The draft seems too defensive ie. "some will say ...." ;
It needs to develop a sharper edge. The President has AV/
nothing to be defensive about. Among the three
Presidential candidates and Congress, only the

President has pushed for dramatic educational reforms.

The President has lined up with parents who want to )
make the tough choices for their children and Congress A
has lined up with the crowd that believes parents
(particularly low-income parents) shouldn't be allowed

to make those tough choices.

The draft is too detailed with an overemphasis on how ZZ/,
the bill works--detailed text is more appropriate for a
transmittal letter to Congress.

It needs to be viewed as a tribute to the leaders
(parents, teachers, businessman) of a grassroots
movement--a grassroots movement that the President

helped put into gear with the January '89 White House h\O
Conference on Choice and the September '89 Education
Summit. This bill compliments the activities of this
grassroots movement.

The value of "choice" is not just consumer power--it is
the parents' right to fulfill their central obligation
to be the primary educators for their children.

The draft needs to be put into the context of other
reforms the President has been pushing (budget,
regulatory, health care, legal). These are reforms pOD
that Congress has been fighting every step of the way.

The draft should signal that the President intends to

continue to fight for these reforms during his second
term.
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June 22, 1992

Memorandum to Dave Demarest

From: Jim Pinkertéél)
Ra: GI Bills for Kids Draft

I think this is a very good draft. It takes the battle
right to the opposition; which has presided over expenditures of
nearly half a trillion dollars annually, yet given us an
education system 21st in the world, according to the World
Competitiveness Report (see attached clip).

The mentions of activists like Polly Williams, Howard Fuller
are very helpful. So are the references to Pat Rooney and the
CEQO foundation for their point-of-light work in promoting school
choice. Why not add a call from the President for other

ulate them? Also, why not mention Benno
Schmidt, who is leaving the President’s alma mater to lead a new

venture to improve American education through choice and
competition? ,

As excited as we all are about improving education, I’'m not
sure that "revolution" is the best phrase for what we're doing
(pg. 10) What'’s wrong with "profound reform"? Revolutions are
not tea parties; they are inherently threatening. Our voters
want the schools to get better, not get blown up!

Eina. I.HJ.JwﬂuMMLmb_wimm&
the country has bee N.thil&ﬂng_im_n.aumu_u_au_;uggg
mmu_thg:‘mm_{ﬁmxuuuum 0

e
" 14 l‘_y ]
outline -- however sketc g tic picture of a
mgnfﬂgngzﬁd_n‘a’%;.fb.e_qmning_m e would
initiate bold act n_in deficit reduction,
reform, legal reform, etc. .
(idd
Attachment
bees $0~\ e bcoa ¢

1030 15th St. NW, Washington, 1) 20006
Paidd for by Bush-Quayle 92 Primary Commintee, Ine,
Printed on Recycled Maper
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Japan Stays op Top, U.S. Falls in Competitiveness Rankings
For Release 8 p.m. EDT - Time set by source. ,

GENEVA (AP) =~ Japan remains the world’s most competitive
country, while the United States has dropped from second place to
fifth, according to a repert published Monday by two Swiss-based
cconomic consulting firms,

The World Competitiveness Report said Germany rose from third to
second place despite the costs of absorbing formerly communiet
eastern Germany and doubts about its future performance.

Switzerland was third, but the report said its performance was
clouded by high inflation, rising unemployment, recession and
uncertainty about its role in Europe.

The report rated Denmark as the most improved and moved it to
fourth place from eighth. But that performance might be jeopardized
by the Danes’ rejection of the European Community’s plan for
economic and political union, the report said.

Singapore headed the list &f newly industrijalized countries for
the fourth straight year of annual surveys compiled by the World
Ecenomic Forum and the International Institute for Management
Development. Tt was rated far ahead of Taiwan, Hong Kong, Malaysia
and South Korea. -

The assessment is based on a nation’s domestic economic
strength, internationalizatijon, government, infrastructure,
finance, management, science and technology, and work force. It
covers 37 countries and is based on surveys from international
organizations and guestionnaires to 18,000 executives.

The report said the strength of the Japanese economy remains
unmatched even though its growth has slowed.

In terms of integration in the internatijonal economy, however,
Japan fell from first to sixth because of protectionism and the
slowing of export growth. Government policies also are having a
less positive impact on the econofy than in the past, and the
financial markets are in turmoil, the report said.

"Nevertheless, Japan’s lead in management, research and
development and education remains unchallenged, even though ‘the
Japanese people are becoming impatient with the traditional
hard-work lifestyle," the report said.

It said the United States dropped to fifth place because of the
depth of its recession and structural problems in its economy.
sovernment policies were rated worse for the economy than last
year, and American companies received lower marks for management
and their efforts in science and technology,

"Most alarming for long-term competitiveness is the U.s. drop
in the quality of its people - from second position to seventh this
year," the report said. "This is partly due to the current
inability of the educational system to meet the needs of a
competitive economy."

-~ The report rated the U.s. educational system 21st overall,
trailed only by Greece among the industrial nations. It ranked
Treland’s schools as best suited for the needs of a competitijve
.economy.

2:30p
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PINKERTON COMMENTS -- BY PHONE

WHEN CUTTING, KEEP REFERENCES TO YESHIVA, ETC. AND TO
"PUBLIC, PRIVATE AND RELIGIOUS."™

%
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PRESIDENTIAL REMARKS: G.I. BILL FOR KIDS
THE ROSE GARDEN

JUNE 25, 1992
10:15 A.NM.

(Acknowledgements. ]
I have just come from a working session with parents from
Milwaukee. Their dreams for their children are the same dreans
all of us have. They want‘gglfr kids to have a first-class
education. They know that a-g$gg!:2%2£%ion is absoiutely
essential to making a good living, making a good life.
Here is what Janette Williams told me about her son Javon
Williams: (™At his old school that was crowded, he used to get
/j?jso bored he would walk out. Thanks to the choice program 1n-thtjfé}ﬂzxg>

/Y Milwaukee he's at a new school. He's not doing those things any

o
(Je

more, he's doing his homework and even helping clean up the

classroom after school. They took the energy and turned it

)2

J

around. ")

\

Governor Tommy Thompson and state Representative Polly

Williams were also in our working session. They have taken the

(Mertn A 4990

lead in helping [Janette Williams) realize her dreams for ([Javon)

atfeton fo Yhe Yaof

Hwauhse S cholarsh,

-- creating $2 scholarships fff%ﬁi{gf Milwaukee childr axfrom
att

é___-—/ .
low-income families so theyfgg;¥é—a N 0)

en private
schools. Governor Thompson and Representative Williams wanted to

Vo, ( Ponte
-see—what—would-happen when children of poorer fanilies-have—lestL)
( Porcter)
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have. L Uthao (Pt 'C‘LEI{J:L)L ‘ ﬂb}%
Representatives_ of the éradley ‘Foundation and several other
Milvaukee businesses were also in our meeting. %y recently
010 \ 10D
pledged sa ‘million to expand tur%g the number of fuili Rpm j
2 &.‘
i g; the number of choices/\-- including roli%ious schools ~--
e C Ponten
0 43 X income Milwaukee fanilies-haves” Y
The. offds o the Stehes quo odlu cotion system CR\J\.tc\)
§ gg ~What-has-been gappaﬁfng_in Milwvauke -h—eﬂ-lwa revo ut on .
95 3 in American education |
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<. evolution 1 am-send—ing— ngress legislation that would
oL Cotnsed e slh
2 5_) euthorize nding -of“half billion new federal dollars to

help cities like Milvaukee give $1,000 scholarships to children

o Kids 1a orhel Cam |
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This revolution is in the greatest American tradition.
Underfosh. o. Sim effort. Some Y yewrs.ago Ca)eds S

J ] g !Ciii bills,  We woend 1o halp Stodes do for diildn
‘gg ﬁu’) ot we A3 Hfor Jd‘Q!‘nns € Morin ‘I\\—\"Mo)r \L

As World War II was coming to a close, 48 years ago this

fr\ :

f VA

week, President Franklin D. Roosevelt s1gned the GI B%ll
| creating scholarships that veterans could-epend-at any college.

Most of my generation went to college on the GI Bill -- the

college of our choice

/‘utc a/ﬁ onitw/hoi 51 tant
cre of‘educ on, s/ the GI Bill "was t.beﬁ:

? Snauld take. eudit - bade +o 1288 fafarnes
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The legislation I am transmitting to Congress today
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for other academtc programs that might be offered after school,
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on Saturdays, or-im—the summers. I believe this is one of the
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believe if they could offer acadenmic progr_m in the atternoon or
on Saturda} children would flock to them. This is our chance tg
f£ind out. -
.r—/'mere is _enough fed.eral money in my prpposa; to provide
AD‘E $1,000 dollar scholarships to all of the middle and low-income
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.. A good demonstration grant, to find :
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l7 ;&ients. wWe Lnow) lbecawse of
M [She. M uwouble . CMeriin 14190)
. A new system of state and local GI Bills for children would

be a truly revolutionary change for ele;nentary and secondary

&ducation in America. It causes controversy and concern becau e
g&l{ it takes some risks. Let ?\e tagv sgmg of tAo{s[z c
- i. Some will say t:h:‘l.si i~ church Sndoé tat uﬁes CP
| permits government mongy to go to religious schools -- that is
wrong. This is aid to families, not aid to institutions. It jis
also good policy. No one told the GIs they couldn't go to SMU or
Vo)
fer ™
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believe 1: they could offer academic programs in the afternoon or
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Notre Dame or Yeshiva or Berea or Fisk. I haven't-heard-Congress | L
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suggesting that students stqp -taking Fsll grants and guaranteed
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student loans to'\Baptist Colleges or even Presbyterian
seminaries. I don't hear an outcry ﬁt:ausf)poor children who
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attend catholic schools ¢ : lunch paid for by federal tax

| payers. And I don't think Congress is about to repeal the

voucher poor mothers have that can be spent at the day care

ao(:ﬁ&éenter of their choice, public, private, or religious. We should
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let'government money follow the child to any lawtully peratcb
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\be)imbing their 'own ladder so that they can grab a share of the
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American Drean.

Some believe ihat letting parents choose private school?
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will hurt public schools -- I believe the opposite will happen.
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want to make it absolutely clear this is not.a new federal

entitlement program. The federal government can not afford one

more entitlement; even for education.. And I have said many times

that money alone is not the answer to our education problens.
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But making real changes that create the best schools in the

world can require new investment. Prinarily tha%’*i_._l a otato‘ and.-

local responsibility. But federal supporf“’““"“

scholarghips for children of middle and low-income fanmilies 2 2k b
iA ona+Holn, ;fﬂjxéuL In(P Cj\b[L) ( .
é@@éaa:%é¥5;oato opportunity and changelour schools. It is an $~ss€b)

appropriate and promising method of federal support for

- education. -

. Milwaukee is not the. -only place in America this revolution

is occurring. o PC;)‘%\CLj eod e (‘)(\m% — Thush

In 1991 in Indianapolis/\

bogan to offer tuition vouchers of up to $800 to Inéianapolil
students. 1In the first year, over 700 students vere given

‘vouchers to attend any school of their choice. In San Antonio
—==—=Fhe CEO Foundation has earmarked 1.5 million dollars in vouchers

. . 750 dollars. The program will servexi;f childr ~2EL Hlth over _
1,000 children on a waiting list. In california
ballot 1nitiativenwoulq provide a voucher scholarship for every .,
-school age child in the state. -SCholarships could be redeemed aéfaiﬂéb
any public or private school that chooses to participate. 1In
Vermont, school boards have sent children to private schools for
’75 years. The second largest high school in New Hampshire, i

SIPPo
Derry, is a private school with most of its students.psid—for by

area school boards.
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-provider vho assigns all except vealthy childron to ono speoitiojg
school, it is time we began thinking of a systea of public “
education with many providers offering a narketplace of

opportunities that give all of our children choices and access to
the best education in the vorld.
| The GI Bill for Children'

‘vill move Anerica inevitahly in that direction. -

We need revolutions because our vorld is changing. [Janotte

Williams] and the parents I visited with this norning know what

was enough education for them isn't enough for their kids -- or

for them, today. They know their children are growing up .

differently. They see teachers. are stymied anofgids srelbo:jfiiu

They also know they have responsibilities to pay more

attention, check the homework, turn off the television. That
it's not just teachers, as the Atrican proverb says, "It takes

entire village to educate one child. We're all in th1£_ f
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«ghatsﬁhanéiggl;Lr schools will require several revolutj

at once.
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Created- very
ambitious national education goals and a ten yYear. community-}
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That is why with all the Governors we have

CMorin /<7*77f£)

community strategy to reach those goals called AMERICA 2000.
' Revolution No.:

1is starting over, school by school to

create a new generation of break-the-mold’'New Anorican SchooJ

80 students have choices among the
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Some 700 design teams have subnmitted

Revolution No. | 2 lS changing what we teach;

schools are doing.

Revolution No.

backs. Teachers don“t need'a federal recipe book.

Revolution No.

to get parents more involved to give thenm consumer

Seems odd, o s
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powver -- (
dollars to spend at the schogls of their choice --
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» to make all schools better.
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on helping W LD
@i educators and others Create world-class standards and a voluntary
~ system of national examinations == call them American Achievement
Tests -- so parents and communities can ‘tell how their kids and

3 is getting the government off the teachers'

4 is our state and local GI Bill for Children
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Rore enduring than the idea that every American should have the
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WHITE HOUSE STAFFING MEMORANDUM
06/22

DATE: _06/19/92 ACTION/CONCURRENCE/COMMENT DUE By: 1:00 p.m. Monday

SUBJECT: PRESIDENTIAL REMARKS: G. I. BILL FOR KIDS, 06/25

ﬂ ACTION  FvI ACTION  Fy]
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REMARKS:

Please provide any comments directly to
1:00 p.m. on Monday, 06/22, with a co
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RESPONSE:
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his office. Thanks.
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

June 22, 1992

MEMORANDUM FOR DAN MCGROARTY
SPECIAL ASSISTANT TO THE PRESIDENT FOR
SPEECHWRITING

FROM: ROBERT T. SWANSO 'CQ
ASSISTANT COUNSEfTO THE PRESIDENT

SUBJECT: Speech on GI Bill for Kids

I have reviewed the attached Presidential remarks on the the "GI
Bill for Kids." I have no legal objection to the speech. I
have, however, marked a number of places in the speech where I
believe substantial stylistic revisions would significantly
improve the speech. 1In addition, I am concerned that the speech
may be too long and lacks the appropriate focus on the key
arguments that the President should be making. I also question
whether the "consumer power" argument -- though a valid point --
is not too arcane and will not simply distract from the choice
theme that is central to the President's legislation.



Dan--

Per our discussion earlier today, I'd recommend deleting or
revising the first full paragraph on page four of the
President's education speech (6/19/92 draft). There's too much
detail here -- it makes the President sound like Grantsman-in-
Chief. Also, there may be a concern about too much emphasis on
the targeting aspect of this bill. I'd recommend keeping it
simple by emphasizing the positive impact on low- and middle-
income children.

Regards,

Charlie Kolb

6/22/92

gh tbd 22N0C &
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There are some well-crafted passages in this draft. But as it
stands now, it doesn't sound forceful enough for so important an
initistive. Here are half a dozen suggestions:

\

MMENTS ON T POSED GI R ILDREN

1. The speech is two to four pages too long.

2. The speech never seems to make the case of how choice,
competition, etc. improves the quality of all schools. Nor
does it persuade the audience the current system with all
ite anti-choice restrictions acts as a disincentive for
schools to improve.

3. If the President is to be perceived as making a bold
announcement, he has to speak more forcefully about the
institutional opposition to school choice (teachers unions,
local education bureaucrats, the Democratic Congress).

4. In general, the draft seems too conversaticnal (especially
at the critical points made pp 4-8). This style works for
Secretary Alexander; but it doesn't seem to have enough
suthority for the President. He should characterize the
anticipated opposition to the GI Bill for Kids as "myths" or
"*propaganda" created by people who don't trust parents to
make the best choice for their children.

5. It's worth reminding the audience that this legislation is
yet another bold education initiative by the President. The
National Goals, America 2000, and the GI Bill should be laid
out a consistent, strategic plan to improve our nation's
schools.

6. The President should remind the audience of how the Congress
has acted to prevent genuine change in Congress. He has
proposed choice legislation in the past and Congress
rebuffed him,

casaa/cab.aff -~ §/22
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With regard to the proposed "GI Bill For Children" speech, we
would like to submit the following alternate language:

[Acknowledgements, )

Over the next five months, the American people will be
listening carafully to what we have to say about the future that
we envision for this country. They want to know what makes us
different from our opponents.

They should listen very carefully every time the issue of
education comes up. Because it is on this question -- how our
children are taught and how their schools are chosen -- that the
line between this administration and our opponents is most
clearly drawn.

I have just come from a working session with parents,
teachers, and students from Milwaukee, and with several other key
education reformers from around the country. These reformers are
on the front lines of the battle to shake up the educational
system in our country and really revolutionize it. And to do
this, we cannot be afraid to challenge the educational
establishment in this country.

Education reform is an issue that I have been involved with
for a very long time. Before I was sworn in as President, in
January 1989, I organized a White House conference on school
choice. This conference highlighted the fact that school choice
and real competition among schools, 1s a necessary part of
improving the Nation's schools. Then, in my first year as
President, we met with the Nation's Governors in Charlottesville,
where we held an education summit., Out of this historic summit
we developed the six goals for America 2000, our comprehensive
education strategy which we submittéd to Congress a year ago, but
which they have to date failed to enact.

Reforming our educational gystem does not have to be a
partisan issue. Unfortunately, our opponents have very different
ideas than we do about schools; about the way our children ars
taught values; and about the seducational status que in this
country.

But all of our differences can be summed up by our attitude
toward school choice.
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When this administration argues for School Choice, it argues
that parents (rather than bureaucrats and politicians) should
have the power to decide where their child goes to school. And

it assumes that low-income, minority parents are Jjust as
competent to make that decision as middle class parents.

As it has for much of this century, Wisconsin has led the
way on School Choice. 'As a result of the leadership of Governox
Tommy Thompson and State Representative Polly Williams, hundreds
of low-income children are attending private schools under
Wisconsin's School Choice program. .

" Recently, the private sector has stepped forward to expand

Choice. An educational revolution may have begun here on June 10

when the Lynde and Harry Bradley Foundation and leaders of the
business community announced an extraordinary new plan to help
- low-income families send their children to private and parochial

schools here in Milwaukee. : -

The reaction from those families was electrifying.

The day after the announcement, low-income pafents picked up

every one of the 4,500:applications for the program. Lines
formed outside local Catholic schools and the foundations phone
. lines were jammed. :

Don't let anybody.ever tell you that inner city parents
don't care about their ch;ldren's education.

"But’ this is just a beginning. We want to see every parent
and every child able to attend the school of his or her choice.

I hope Wisconsin leads the way and 1I hope the rest of the
nation quickly follows. Once begun, the movement to empower
parents may well be unstoppable; it will be the Civil Rights
Movement of the 1990s. ‘ -

" That is something'our opponents do not understand. .

They oppose empowering parents; they are dead set against .
giving poor, inner-city families the same options the better-off
have had for years. As I said in April when I visited a school
in Lehigh Valley, Pennsylvania: "For far to long, we've shield
our schools from competition,"” and "allowed the system a damagin
monopoly power over students." '

It must take years of ideological conditioning to believe
.that a low-income mother should have the choice to abort her
child, but not to choose where that child goes to school. -
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No one cen overstate what is et stake hers,

Many of us ¢an still remembsr when white raciste stood in
the schoclhouse door to block the doors of scheools that black
students wished to attend. ¥For many Americens that scene
ingpired their commitment to achieving full and equal civil
rights for all Americans -- regardless of. race.

;]

of schools ;hgz' anéyto fﬁéﬁd:‘h;'nl

Their reasons are different; but the result is the same.
Too many black and lowar-income children are being denied e
quality education because members of the entrenched educational
establishment think thev know what's best for them.

, Critics of School Choice say they are concerned shout
preserving public education. They worry that providing too much
competition te the public scheols will ruin them. They cleim
that School Cholge means the end of public education.

History shows that they are wrong.

For decedes now, students at Catholig, Lutheran, Baptist,
and Jewish univergities have received faderal grants and support.
The G.I. Bill made no distinction between public and sectarian
institutions of higher lsarning.

|
And guess what? Public universities did not wither away;
they wers not abandoned, Instead, they have grown and
flourished. Thelr experience has proved one thing: in
education, compatition works.

Today, I am ¢alling on Congress to help create new state and
local GI bills for children all scross America. Specifically, I
an asking Congress to appropriate a half a billion dollars to
help stets and local governments craate $1,000 scholarships so
that low and middle income families will have the same
educational choices that upper income families already have.

Thiz legislation will also permit parsnts to use up to half
of the thousand dollars for other academic programs that might be
offered after school, on Saturdays, or in the summers. I believe
this is one of the most powerful parts of the legislation. One
of cur greatest wastes 1z that our schools are closed so much of
the time when children could be using them., Many of the




SENT BY:Xerox Telecopier 7020 ; 6-22-82 ; 4!24PM ; oPD=- ' 2024566218+% §

- i
[O—

—4-

educators I see believae if they could offer academic programs in
the afterncon or on Saturday children would flock to them. This
is our chance to find out. '

There is enough federal money in my proposal to provide
51,000 dollar scholarships to all of the middle and low-income
children in Milwaukea and 45 other cities the size of Trenton.
This is enough money for a good demonstration grant, to find out
what happens when children with families with less money have
more of the same choices of schools that people with money have.

I believe I know exactly what will heppen. We know because
our exparience with the GI Bill, We know bacause of our
experience with federal grants and loans for college, which one
of every two full time four year college students now have.
Consumer power creatas opportunity and better schools for all
studentsg,

[Janette Williems] and the other parents I visited with this

- morning know what the education that they received when they were
children isn't enough for their kids -- or for them, today. They
know their children are growing up in & much more complex world.
They see that teachers are stymied and kids are bored because too
many of our schools are in a time warp, designed for another age,

They also know they have responsibilities to pay more
. attention, check the homework, turn off the television. That
it's not just teachers, as the African proverb says, "It takes an
entire village to educate one child." We're all in thig
togather.

There has never been a time in our history when more
countriss wanted to be like us, wanted to try ocur American dream.
We have done beatter realizing our dream when we have remembered
what is important to us, the principles thet have bound us
together, our most enduring values., We have no principles more
important than freedom, opportunity and choice. We have no value
mere enduring than the ideas that every American should have the
opportunity for a first class eaducation.

The opponants of school choice simply don't understand this.
They make the fundamental error of confusing ends with means.
They forget that the current system is merely the peans to
achisve the fundamentel gnds of public educaticn: providing all
children with a guality education.

8o they find themselves defending the indefsnsible =-- a
bureaucratic monstrosity, monopoly financing, and a system of
education that is demonstrably failing our poorest youngsters.
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From: Bill Burrow, OVP

Re:

President's Draft Speech for G.I. Bills for Kids

I spoke to Bill Kristol earlier today and we both thought the
draft needed a significant shift in tone and focus.

o)

The draft seems too defensive ie. "some will say ...." ;
It needs to develop a sharper edge. The President has ZV/
nothing to be defensive about. Among the three
Presidential candidates and Congress, only the

President has pushed for dramatic educational reforms.

The President has lined up with parents who want to 0D
make the tough choices for their children and Congress A
has lined up with the crowd that believes parents
(particularly low-income parents) shouldn't be allowed

to make those tough choices.

The draft is too detailed with an overemphasis on how ZZ//
the bill works--detailed text is more appropriate for a
transmittal letter to Congress.

It needs to be viewed as a tribute to the leaders
(parents, teachers, businessman) of a grassroots
movement--a grassroots movement that the President

helped put into gear with the January '89 White House A
Conference on Choice and the September '89 Education
Summit. This bill compliments the activities of this
grassroots movement.

The value of "choice" is not just consumer power--it is
the parents' right to fulfill their central obligation
to be the primary educators for their children.

The draft needs to be put into the context of other
reforms the President has been pushing (budget,
regulatory, health care, legal). These are reforms pOD
that Congress has been fighting every step of the way.

The draft should signal that the President intends to
continue to fight for these reforms during his second
term.



BUSH

Memorandum to Dave Demarest 3
From: Jim Pinkerté@() :
Re: h GI Billsnfor kids Draft

. I think this is a very good draft. It takes the battle
right to the opposition; which has presided over expenditures of
nearly half 'a trillion dollars annually, yet given us an
education system 21st in the world, according to the World
Competitiveness Report (see attached clip).

The mentions of activists like Polly Williams, Howard Fuller
are very helpful. So are the references to Pat Rooney and the
CEO foundation for their point-of-light work in promoting school
choice. Why not add a call from the President for other .
philanthropists to emulate them? "Also, why not mention Benno
Sehmidt, who is leaving the President’s alma mater to lead a new
venture to improve American education through choice and
competition? L, ' '

Ap excited as we all are about improving education, I’'m not
sure that "revolution" is the best phrase for what we’re doing |
(pg. 10) What’s wrong with Yprofound reform"? Revolutions are
not tea parties; they are inherently threatening. oOur voters
want the schools to get better, not get blown up!

Finally, we should conclude the speech with a taste of what
the country has beep_thirsting for: a glimpse at all the good
things that Georqe Bush will do in his second term. Along the -
lines of “"Yo 't seen nothin’_yet," the President could '
outline == however sketchily ~- an optimistic picture of a
Second Hundred Days, beqginning ipn 1993, in which he would

ate bold action in deficit reduction, health care, welfare
reform, legal reform, etc. -

e

Attachment
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Japan Stavs on Top, U,$. Falls in Competitiveness Rankings
For Release 8 p.m. EDT ~ Time set by source. _ ,

GENEVA (AP) =~ Japan remains the world’s most competitive
countyy, while the United States has dropped from second place to
fifth, according to a repert published Monday by two Swiss-based
economic consulting firms,

The World Competitiveness Report said Germany rose from third to
second place despite the costs of absorbing formerly communist
eastern Germany and doubts about its future performance.

Switzerland was third, but the report said ite performance was
clouded by high inflation, rising unemployment, recession and
uncertainty about its role in Europe.

The report rated Denmark as the most improved and moved it to
fourth place from eighth. But that performance might be jeopardized
by the Danes’ rejection of the European Community’s plan for
economic and political union, the report said.

Singapore headed the list of newly industrialized countries for
the fourth straight year of annual surveys complled by the World
Economic Forum and the International Institute for Management
Development. It was rated far ahead of Taiwan, Hong Kong, Malaysia
and South Korea. : : ’

The assessment is based on a nation’s domestic economic
strength, internationalization, govermment, infrastructure,
finance, management, science and technology, and work force, It
covers 37 countries and is based on surveys from international
organizations and questionnaires to 18,000 executives.

The report said the strength of the Japanese economy remains
unmatched even though its growth has slowed. '

In terms of integration in the international economy, however,
Japan fell from first to sixth becausze of protectionism and the
slowing of export growth. Government policies also are having a
less positive impact on the econofny than in the past, and the
financial markets are in turmeoil, the report said.

"Nevertheless, Japan’s lead in managenent, research and
development and education remains unchallenged, even though the
Japanese people are becoming impatient with the traditional
hard-work lifestyle,"™ the report said.

It gald the United States dropped to fifth place because of the
depth of its recession and structural problems in its economy.
Government policies were rated worse for the economy than last
year, and American companies received lower marks for management
and their efforts in science and technology,

"Most alarming for long-term competitiveness is the U.s. drop
in the quality of its people - from second position to seventh this
year," the report said. "This is partly due to the current
inability of the educational system to meet the needs of a
competitive economy." .

~ The report rated the U.S. educational system 21st overall,
trailed only by Greece among the industrial nations. It ranked

Treland’s schools as best suited for the needs of a competitive
yeconomy.

d
2

7 P.02
:30p




2 JUN22 Pl2: 06

PINKERTON COMMENTS -- BY PHONE

WHEN CUTTING, KEEP REFERENCES TO YESHIVA, ETC. AND TO
"PUBLIC, PRIVATE AND RELIGIOUS."

o
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PRESIDENTIAL REMARKS: G.I. BILL FOR KIDS
THE ROSE GARDEN
JUNE 25, 1992
10:15 A.NM.

(Acknowledgements. ]
I have just come from a working session with parents from
Milwaukee. Their dreams for their children are the same dreams
all of us have. They want their kids to have a first-class
education. They know that a~ée§gf:§h2§tion is absolutely
essential to making a good living, making a good life.
Here is what Janette Williams told me about her son Javon
Williams: (™At his old school that was crowded, he used to get
fi§7so bored he would walk out. Thanks to the choice program in-thej%é%ﬂz\£>

] Milwaukee he's at a new school. He's not doing those things any

o
(3‘(>

ct
'
+=(<

more, he's doing his homework and even helping clean up the

/

classroom after school. They took the energy and turned it
around.")

Governor Tommy Thompson and state Representative Polly
Williams were also in our working session. They have taken the

lead in helping (Janette Williams) realize her dreams for (Javon)

(Mort n K440)

atfucton Yo Yhe Yo

Hauhee S cholarsh.sy,

-- creating $2 scholarships fo 1, 000 Milwaukee childeg from

e _ (03 \ﬁ\ e \z QLN

low-income families so they ou§ private

schools. Governor Thompson and Representative williams wanted to

Droude, ( PoNTen

nt ChnyJ

when children of poorer families~heve—ne£ofP’

(Fiﬂﬂ?{)

Y
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—of the same choices of schools that : pey-already (OMP)
ve. Lealthio (Pt L. de e tz‘&g( ﬁ\‘(\zg

Representatives of the Bradley Foundation and several other

Milwaukee businesses were also in our meeting. ey recently
: NC.0100q Sohplare {QD
pledged $3 million to expand further the number of familie (RN

O alble (RNt . RS
the number of choices’\-- including religious schools --:trou(t l(c\mtlojD

NS
income Milwaukee fam'liesW’(P‘ e

What-has-been gappeﬁ;ng -in Milwaukee is—truly a revo}:t on
Neghesent (Rnteo

Se ey~
- Ay 9v)

Jok
YNate

\

in American education.
O + ‘x or) Cnt}_,_ Set™

oot L (ANt 1
Today I e et myy call (ghe(federal gcﬁrerment&join@aé oMmz)
tM’DY\I‘th © (dnte) w 1D i)\‘\)\s‘\\”‘h r\ﬁ

pr

A,;o W, Stave s
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revolution{ I am-sending-cCongress egislation that would
( Sih (;..,( ESW TSNS FAN
authorize-gbe)&;ending of-half billion new federal dollars to

help cities like Milwaukee give $1,000 scholarships to children
Ahov Kids in ohe ("ﬁvl‘fY\ﬂ'\(/l!\\'i"\((:-)

of middle and low-,-income;fanililos Mm&ﬂ‘h?‘\f.‘-l?f of the
cann \'\CLL‘L. “\/\f\:_,, (D(Y\EDS < N \‘\cl\, INCorve_ o3& W\E‘)

n

choices - .séthat\ amilj:es)rzlith money\ alread Yeabe.
e 4 Mo Chm o < An\Ues OB To 00 ML Yre. oD TN
2 mave. TSNS kel stReol Preas ehid il
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This revolution is in the greatest American tradition.

k¢ onderdool. oo Simitan effort Some YR yeorS ago ca)ed o
, e Aok 3 5o ) ked. W lled—it—the GI

) G bill, we wonk o hilp Stodes do for dhd
F »'jﬁni_a::d_ we. d\}é\ ‘FU Jde\O/lS. CMGV‘.\V\ ‘AW‘M;) A\’LV\

W
As World War II was coming to a close, 48 years ago this

Cloo

week, President Franklin D. Roosevelt signed the GI Bill
_ . e (o)
creating scholarships that veterans could-spend-at any college.

Most of my generation went to college on the GI Bill -- the

college of our choice.

. O—
> Diane Ravitc istorian-who _is now our assistant
'\\?) il /// / S -
’ cretary of education, says that the GI Bill "was the most

7 Srold Take. Oudit - bade Yo 1438 forfornes
( Slunaa) .
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‘___;uccqes{-ul---vr{-eeéuﬁmaccial legislation in our nation's history.m ¢~
The. T hil (omes

~It/\created opportunity for Americans who never would have had 1tr( Frte )

&t the end of World War II, only five percent of Americans had a
e

helped PO UIok. H0iN1ng Pore DL Cotbuiys
college /degree. It a new generation of Meaders.,. |

N 2o \A/Thi_—d P it veterans dollars t t th or Vb\)
' e(consumer power ave veter - o spend a e
Ct\i“ﬂj L .~ g L‘)L\."r\.«(d' P%@

~ _ 5 }\.t'f O
N\ | college of their choice -- helped to create the''best systea of

) JArINGY

P
Lﬁ[&’/ col /eges and universities, .
’ 5 /} \/\Jodu‘naa xa nesship w'ﬁ <tates w&% ,or.\;oJ\&
edb‘ ) o

We can do it again. ¢ piiw o L u740)

—_— C\,’Y\ 6 )
k e

» 1 am calling on America to
7 v / e

o’
VAN -

w state and-local GI bil/l;/”fot /el'ﬁldr - gﬂ/cx'/eai:o

/ v P S 7
7/ children of middle &nd low<income’ families/éat

'

anilies can use at the schiool of their choice. Just as ve
gave veterans consumer power that helped create the best system

of higher education in the world, the federal government should

Polide (9‘ Ny >

" help state and local governments and the private sector.
(o) FOFONTN Loducation (om

—ehildren-of middle and low-income §amiliesgeenmer(fouc; that
Lo d’s (Rantiis L e opperfiaity o

can help to create the/best elementary and secondary schools 4in \3‘\\&/
o Ponte ") Choims,
~Sht=iionidr " ( Portzn)
These dollars to spend at the schools of their choice become

the muscle parents need to create the best schools for their
( Fohter) -
g ‘:“g our astronauts |° F’""’*"*

o

CW /;of: satellite in space, then we can create the [p¢: -/

children.

//'

s il , Wh'te
best schools in the world for cur children and grandchildren. (5 gh}
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dary school.

— overnments create $1,000 scholarships that middle low-
-Cﬁﬁal come” children cou at any lawfully rating-elementary
sec
F

or ese new federal doll would help“a city

eat /§1 00 dgliar 4 ola;sﬁipl or every child

SERT R5 5 flomgghe Fedenal Gaoeha menk
y ANRS) y
ompete £or the federal dollars 1346/ A

demonstration grant with other s;déc or 1 %)gove;ﬁienta;/ﬁhits.
mq,g Lg’u)\n"'{\' X g0 ’i,/ /(,,
Theye are/ only tﬂregqgo/ itiond: First; in order to apply, the
’/' /f ":' /

ver

'|a choice of/ schoolé to ;Ahiliesgw{thin g#éyjhriséiction. econd,
P

enta¥/ﬂnit wgy{d havé to take substantial stéps to provide
. / 4 AP 4

. / / /S S
fédmilies/would ermitted -~ must be pery}tted - spend the

:1000 eder

believe bést meets the/pééds of their €hild. ird, the
ggvernmental nitc:/;épallqw 11l fully operating schools in

u
the Area -4 publi¢), private, and religious =-- to participate if

schqlarship/;€ any p}ééici ‘ting schéol that they

they che&ose. :
= (;(g%htlg
The legislation-that I am transmitting to Congress today

hpﬂ)’also permits parents to use up to half of the thousand dollarﬂiéghb\a\*

NP L -

for other academic programs that might be offered after school, (Q%ﬁ\ui)
Ao, (PoNteL)

on Saturdays, or-in-the summers. I believe this is one of the
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ur schools 3:0 er\ou e

N s ©
ﬁ " .O Ma:%/ of the educators I-see 3300\LA %) Hr\

believe if they could offer academic programs in the afternoon or
on Saturday children would flock to them. This is our chance to

find out.

There is enough federal money in my proposal to provide

NNEL\ $1,000 dollar scholarships to a11 ot the niddle and low-inconme ( 4

0 \3@\) children in Milwaukee and(45 othcr cities the iuo»ofw I;coﬁtbn. )

Mt g o

money z? enons;rat:lon The s.ui,j NW\EI!.H, \L“

chi enw fawili?&ith Sk AT o ftiies?

sthwol d
ore o the sane choices of 8 ) sodani /m;‘jﬁ?m‘z /Vc;«;u
A oo

ppe i flimawy  im /975,

o‘%?""experienq,e/”'with the GI Bill. Treuton, Moy, Aot v
y s 3/, 000 emndfimen? (7%
7Y, m’” H /:‘pf/a.@e.d% d/.s?'/'tfff}_

creates oppdrtunity and bette Sinee T Meluswirles O{MV/e

(o2 ants, W Linewy loecasse. of  olle M@ el 0h of L pen,
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A new system of state and local GI Bil' jpay(d [ u& wlha,{f‘

be a truly revolutionary change for element "/&DM/-IS * /DH WG’J‘
DO Qﬂucation in America. It causes controver: /pDM\t)rewt x /000 hdd
1,0
‘{ it takes some risks. Let me talk about sci;f %0 ks refrasuty Ya of
(NieaT™We (‘IY’“ deru M e LEA ‘
) W Qe
1. Some will say this-lq(o@-apchurt M“S-\d‘ Lg,h a‘ﬂwiz) )
mw//m-/ 150
permits government money to go to religic o ﬂuﬁﬂo z
. <LU}\ e X580 )

wrong. This is aid to families, not aid to institutions. ..

also good policy. No one told the GIs they couldn't go to SMU or
Vo)
(> e
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Notre Dame or Yeshiva or Berea or Fisk. I haven't-heard-Congress

N2 Cot PG »~/\¢\\t(\)
suggesting that stu;icnts %ng&nq Pell grants and guaranteed

student loans to’\aaptist Colleges or even Presbyterian

seminaries. I don't hear an outcry causo) poor children who
MNaL.e \\(\1 >MK
lunch paid for by federal tax

attend Catholic schools
payers. And I don't think Congress is about to repeal the
voucher poor mothers have that can be spent at the day care

(OO Q‘«éenter of their choice, public, private, or religious. We should
Q‘)@ let government money follow the child to any lawtully perat

feach Counsel
d T school that the parent feels does the best job of < ‘\& g o j
. child. - > f rtrk‘ €) \hr{; l/"f( A .
o - - B Zrc‘l L\-:DL“\
EL 3. Some will say letting parenta/ choose will leave some .
e * /children behind -- I simply do not buy this idea that someone -
\-’ /
cannot make a good decision jgsi_mmssj%\or she is poor. That
PN A NS
K is the same t ng I heard when we proposed—éey— care gr%xchers for
S A Ux& \NCone. (B0 Sor peopte
L, -poor. families or when we p op07rd\/ehat—the r“own the home
8 | hm\\ue(om@) i~ Owon O d cone (e w
9\3 own their own home‘?\choose their own schools. Give
™~
i‘ them help in standing on their own two feet and building and t; g
< e)imbmg their own ladder so that they can grab a share of the ;
Dp st American Dream. ’}%
)
e

Some believe that letting parents choose private schools& é
[

A

will hurt public schools -- I believe the opposite will happen.

Look at what has happened to colleges) and unlversities over the

r"H ( O Te * 5 §&0 ‘ S ( D\TE\,)
last half century/‘as a7 result of the Vo (0

available by the GI Bill and the Pell grants and student loans.

1
i
|

), 80 per cent of our college students attend public universities

(No e’ '\)u* "9"“'\\( oo o & a‘\ql‘g‘ f/-T\A“ GT BN andPe ( Geanls ope \*wﬂf;
v,\()(( -t & " L c.‘i'l_l_ Y\ M\-r ‘edu cation Tovo pe ‘ e oMe woulid .
« 4\'\«"‘(\!:‘\5\»' Y\d‘; heve one . Peeess '{" PC\ weation b ipdihe 'SSU‘.:
o) B AWie G Bill, Tho mece apt amalogy ''s +o incveasedecampetition
voaltiem maa ke e euvewvma Noaddaw [ voWte RB58Fk0)
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and our public énd private colleges together have become the best
in the world.

/g{ad,zg;t Howard Puller, the Superintendent ct

" d

eo/;chﬁbln is hero today He is not at:uid ot,choico.]

Xﬁ ) schoo;é Today in‘Hilvaukee, a§/1h mo
E}‘\ﬁ ) chilaron attendfpubldc schools,/ If Milwaukee applied f
( ¥ réée%ved Aa gr nt/;o fund its/
y/%he qrant 4

e public schoo;p

in

of ederal aid fron thty?epaitngﬁt ot Eﬂ cation to the
oo dl Alde eaxanee
M Vwauke@ pubdic schoolsy —; (j)f!?fiwky" (L(\<35[74 Sools. (Qw%g)

[ his y[?ﬁI' :. Some will say choice could be the door to racial
Uy s VI S

iscrimination -- so that there can be no question about this, I

\\

b n -~ 2 s \ i-
S Undur s ijElan Scheools Hod Unoose. Fo \gq,\qr\f\r\o,k
Q) "*““““’,_}'E"%: Topote M s Preg . CMorin %4790
vwcﬁ;iﬁ;Lb‘-gb/éE/,Ehere are several points to make about money. First, i\
¢
Qa’ want to make it absolutely clear this is not a new federal \:

entitlement program. The federal government can not afford one \
\
more entitlement, even for education. And I have said many timesi

that money alone is not the answer to our education problems.

The U.S. already spends more per student for schools than any //

’¥puntry in the world except Switzerland. We ne+ﬁ£?evolution¥r
s bi; A N o o s Privade sec
fﬁore money for (_ﬂ\or|n x 7r?)
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But making real changes that create the best schools in the
world can require new investment. Primarily that is a state and
o asSTST <iotesS wand (Ocaty s
local responsibility. But federal support for-state-and-local |

:n@'-J‘Cw\\‘;‘ \ &

scholarships for children of middle and low-income families can o )
4\" OB c‘\\b J f»‘g,l\kz 0 Y ( © ~~I\,{TCL) ( UOW ‘”
é;peaﬁi%é¥éreato opportunity and change’our schools. It is an + $5¥0)
appropriate and promising method of federal support for

education.

Milwaukee is not the only place in America this revolution

18 cecurring. IF%ﬂ;;QYTKljlmﬁ{"ihﬁsCN\DiC(H“_“M_“:1W4ﬂ3¥
In 1991 in Indianapolis/\-the—coldenmkulo~Insurance-~eompany,-(}cxﬁ{{3
: S VJ

bégan to offer tuition vouchers of up to $800 to Indianapolis
students. In the first year, over 700 students were given
vouchers to attend any school of their choice. In San Antonio,
' TT=""the CEO Foundation has earmarked 1.5 million dollars in vouchers
for up to half of any child's school tuition, up to a maximum of
750 dollars. The program will serve 840 children, with over
Ooz Alsra~dll end Hroveginds of;
1,000 children on a waiting list. 1In California,\-a—prepesed iiq>;LxYQ\;>
. hat (kob) , CON PIToPown
ballot initiative/would provide a voucher scholarship for every (1,.,V) '
Lol
school age child in the state. Scholarships could be redeemed aé’v’ g
any public or private school that chooses to participate. 1In
Vermont, school boards have sent children to private schools for
75 years. The second largest high school in New Hampshire, i

. <9PP0
Derry, is a private school with most of its students -paid—fer by

area school boards.



'l Wadlons o8 Chwoice. Natipaalla-- @(\\'\'\ @\

716 Cagr Uonlem s Coast —Ho ~coasr ~~ one leadina

( > ) v\ . ( ¥ ~/
\ o Ny Fan o Neo (Q_‘(m "}r\'\dﬁ\{(‘(\(\ {DOI,(((‘(:{’ZC)“. f L\QL

N O N\e n 0. e\ oes t\-_\(tu\(; S - - Sonvce D{‘ LO\\C/\\ al\
N ) Mo P GaAen Aday ~ - LW alend
Overall, in 1991, ten states approved some form-of nev )\ Lot

1D Snod-0p
choice legislation, and 37 states had chot;l‘loqislation pending /-
lx}\yﬁY““§\x3 1LQL{,«‘i)‘)(5, (}j‘ F}Yvy\(pﬁ?
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Instead of thinking just of public schools run by one single

in one form or another.

provider who assigns all except vealthy children to one specific
school, it is time we began thinking of a system of pl;blic
education with many providers offering a marketplace of
opportunities that give all of our children choices and access to
the best education in the world.

The GI Bill for Children -in—Milwaukee and in other cities® [ 7/'l1\)

will move America inew}itably in that direction.

y L \ t:::;fiéigkaj but we need revolutions and revolutions. £ 4
Y L gt ol
//((ué%(\ﬁ Jearry wi em risks.

We need revolutions because our world is changing. ([Janette
Williams) and the parents I visited with this morning know what
was enough education for them isn't enough for their kids -- or
for them, today. They know their children are growing up
differently. They see teachers are stymied and kids are bored. , {)
s SR
-__hecan§s=sshnnls_a;ew§n~&—tfnevwarpr«designed—%ef—another—age?““’{g%ﬁx
They also know they have responsibilities to pay more
attention, check the homework, turn off the television. That
it's not just teachers, as the African proverb says, "It takes an
entire village to educate one child." We're all in thﬁé
— J‘}\Q"\“'T) L T hage. Nepeate Al catlecl on alg
Preeduicans 5 imiete Yhe ¢ Vﬁ‘(\p\g o 1 N> Q\ u'“LS O (")
- The parents with whom I met thi in ’ i
U»ﬂ\lb ‘ —
& ,/' n

t America —
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-qauniiﬂbagév%g our schools will require several revolutions

3t once. esdghod (Lol b)
That is why with all the Governors we have-czeated—very
ambitious national education goals and a ten year community-by-
community strategy to reach those goals called AMERICA 2000.
Revolution No. I is starting over, school by school, to
Create a new generation of break-the-mold New American Schoolg--
SO students have choices among the Qfst schools of Fhekwggld Cdo
Some 700 design teams have submitted ;;oébsals to‘dé‘juséltkzé; V!
Revolution No. 2 is changing what we teach; helping \zi??ﬁa
educators and others create world-class standards and a voluntary
System of national examinations -- call them American Achievement
. Tests -- so parents and communities can tell how their kids and
'schools are doing.
Revolution No. 3 is getting the government off the teachers'
backs. Teachers don't need a federal recipe book.

Revolution No. 4 is our state and local GI Bill for Children

to get parents more involved, to give them consumer power --

)
O, [
g & 4H(c4;>
| dollars to spend at the schools of their choice --agive—%hem—9’s
\ o (Fonte)
—$ﬁusc;e_ta~help~§he%fakid37 to make all schools better.
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changing. we sho 1d rem -problems we have are not

WSo - (§b ‘\fﬂ
different than _eam people are having in every country in

Many Americans are anxious t ay, because le wor d i
[of ( %Lx)

the world oday. We should also rem that ve hazr nore

L solutons o the LS 7).
=S (a‘ kSAL t.tuusap ulxy count:::-yJ in the vorldil)

capacity to »
There has never been a time in our history when more
countries wanted to be like us, wanted to try our American drean.
We have done better realizing our dream when we have remembered
what is most important to us, the principles that have bound us
together, our most en&rp%x:e{ ‘E{%::;.L mve$n:w g:%?ciples mOTre
important than freedom ’\opportunity and choice. We have no value
more enduring than the idea that eévery American should have the
opportunity for a first class education.
A new systenm of siat)e and local GI Bills for Children in
\Hilwangtles and towns across America will give more of

the same opportunities for a first class education to chil

-\[rom wmiddle and \ow- Tneeme Lo n ves (Low 49%53“’“ (\’t A>

that children from\tamllles Walready
Loe A_)”\\lm.( (\Xt—L

have.
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THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

June 22, 1992

MEMORANDUM FOR DAN MCGROARTY
SPECIAL ASSISTANT TO THE PRESIDENT FOR

SPEECHWRITING
FROM: ROBERT T. SWANSO ‘(,Q

ASSISTANT COUNSE THE PRESIDENT
SUBJECT: ech on GI Bi

I have reviewed the attached Presidential remarks on the the "GI
Bill for Kids." I have no legal objection to the speech. I
have, however, marked a number of places in the speech where I
believe substantial stylistic revisions would significantly
improve the speech. In addition, I am concerned that the speech
may be too long and lacks the appropriate focus on the key
arguments that the President should be making. I also question
whether the "consumer power" argument -- though a valid point --
is not too arcane and will not simply distract from the choice
theme that is central to the President's legislation.



Dan--

Per our discussion earlier today, I'd recommend deleting or
revising the first full paragraph on page four of the
President's education speech (6/19/92 draft). There's too much
detail here -- it makes the President sound like Grantsman-in-
Chief. Also, there may be a concern about too much emphasis on
the targeting aspect of this bill. I1'd recommend keeping it

simple by emphasizing the positive impact on low- and middle-
income children.

Regards,

Charlie Kolb

6/22/92

gh tbd SN &€



There are some well-crafted passages in this draft. But as iEm
stands now, it dossn't sound forceful enough for Eo

1.

2.

cassa/cab.aff == 6/23.

portent an,

The speech is two to four pages too lonQ: o

The speech never seems to make the casa 6f how choice,” | - -
competition, etc. improves-ithe quality 6£.all*schools.'-NPr
does it persuade the sudience the current system with all

its anti-cholce restrictions acts as a dizincentive for
schools to improve. ,

1f the President is to be perceived as meking a bold A
announcement, he has to speak more forcefully about tha
institutional opposition toischool choica (teachers unio
local education bureaucrats, the Democratic Congress).

In general, the draft seems too conversational (especielly
at the critical points made.pp 4-8). This style works for-
Secretary Alexander; but it'doesn't seen to have enough
euthority for the President. Ee should characterize the
anticipated opposition to the GI Bill for Kids as "myths”
»propaganda" created by people who don't trust parents
make the best choice for their children.

or

I+'s worth reminding the audience that this legislation is
yet another bold education initiative by the President. [The

National Goals, America 2000, and the GI Bill should be laid
out alconsistent, strategidiplan to improve our nation's
schools. : e

The President &hould ram Y audience of how the Congress
has acted to prevent genuin@é change in Congress. He has -
proposed choice legislationiin the past and Congress '
rebuffed him, oo
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June 22, 1992

with regard to the broposad "G1 Bill For Childrenf’opeoch, ve

would like fOAIuPQ?ﬁithe fo;lcwing_a;ternate lenguage:
Dnommoutedgenmnte,] NS
over the next five months, the Americen people will be
1istening caeraefully to what we have to say about the future
we envision for this country. They want tO know what makes
different from our opponents. .

Thay should listen vary_oarofuily'every.timh:the issue

that

ug

q£. 

education comes up. Because it is on this question -- how our=:
children are taught and how their schools are chosen -- that the

line between this administration and our opponents is most

" clearly drawn..

I have just come from & vorking session with parents, -

teachers, and students from Milwaukee, and with seversl othéf key
education reformers from around the country. These reformers are

on the front lines of the battle to shake up the educational
gystem in our country and really revolutionize it. And to do

this, we cannot be afraid to challenge the educational
establishment in this country. ' S ‘

Education reform is an issue that I have been involved

ith

for a very long time. Before I was sworn in as President, i
Januvary 1989, I organized a White House conference on school

choice. Thisﬁqonferenca highlighted the fact that school
end real competition among schools, is a necessary part of
improving the Nation's schools. Then, in my first year as

where we held an education summit. Out of this historic s

ice

t.

we developed the six goals for America 2000, our comprehensiva
education strategy which we submitted to congress & year ago, but

President, we met with the Nation's Governors in Chnrlottnlvﬁlle,

which they have to date failed to enact.

Reforming our educational system does not ﬁSQO'to be 8

partisan issue. Unfortunately, our opponents have very difit:ent

idess than we @o about schools; about the way our children

taught values; and about the aducational stetus quo in this
country. : o N : o .

But all of our differences can be summed u our att
+toward school choice. ad L 1

tude




' Movement of the 1990s.

Hhen this adniniatration arguaa for School l:hoioo, it argul
that parents (rather than bureaucrats and politicians) should .=~
have the power to decide whers their child goes to aehool.m». - S
it assumes thet low-income, .minority parents are just as’: ’
competent to make that deciaion as middle clau paranta.

As it has for much of thie century, luaeonain ‘has led
way on School Choice. As a result of the leadership of
Tommy Thompson and State Representative Polly Williams,

of low-income children are attending privata achoola undar
wisconsin's School Choice pr:ogra-. .

Recently, . the private sector has stepped forvard to expan
Choice. - An educational revolution may have begun here on Jur
when the Lynde and Harry Bradley Foundation and leaders of

low-income families send their children to private and pa
schools here in Milwaukee.

The reaction from those fam:ll:l.es was elecu'ify:l.ng

The day after the announcement, low-income parents pi up
every one of the 4,500 applications for the program. Lines

formed outside local Catholic schoole and the foundations phone
lines were jammed.

Don't let anybody ever tell you that inner city parents
don't care about their children's education. ‘

But this is just a beginning. - We want to see every parent
and every child able to attend the school of his or her choice.

I hope Wisconsin leads the way and I hope the rest of the
nation quickly follows. Once , the movement to empower

parents may well be unstoppable, it will be the Civil R:lghta_

"rhatiaaonethingonropponentsdonotundeu_taml.

They oppose empowering parents; they are dead set against
giving poor, imnner-city families the same options the better-off
have had for years. As I said in April when I visited a
in Lehigh Valley, Pennsylvan:la- "For far to long, we've shislded
our schools from competition,” and "sllowed the system a aging
mONOPOly pover over students."”. -

It must take years of ideological conditioning to beliave:
that a low-income mother should have the choice to abort her

child, but not to choose where that child goes to school.




the schoolhouse door to block the doors of ~mchools that black-

educational choices that upper income families already have.

- NO one can o‘ve::.tata vwhat is st steke h.ro._‘

" .. Many of us can ;it:lll ramambar when white racists stood in

students wished to attend. For many Americans that scene
inspired their commitment to schieving full and equal eivil
rights for all Americans =-- regardless of raca. - '

Black & - 114 gain being kept cut
£ 1 h_ want to attend. : . .

Their ieaéona are different; but the result is the same.
Too many black and lower-income children are baing denied a

 quality education because members of the entrenched educational

establ ighment think they know what's best for them.

Critice of School Choice say they are concerned about '
preserving public education. They worry that providing too much
competition to the public gchools will ruin them. They cleim -
that School Choice means the end of public education.

‘History shows that they are wrong.

For decades now, ‘students at Catholic, Lutheran, Baptist|,
and Jewish universities have received federal grants and sup rt.

The G.1., Bill made no distinction between public and sectari
ingtitutions of higher learning.

And guess what? Public universities did not wither awayv‘ ‘
they were not abandoned. Instead, they have grown and
flourished. Their experience has proved one thing: in
aeducation, competition works. '

Today, I am cdlling on Congress to help create new sta
local GI bills for children all across America. Specificall
am asking Congress to eppropriate a half a billion dollars

help state and local goveraments create £1,000 scholarships so
that low and middle income families will have the same

S

Thiz legislation will also permit parants to use up to
of the thousand dollars for other academic programs that might ba
offered sfter school, on Saturdeys, or in the summers. 1 bsliesve
this is one of the most powerful parts of the legislation. Ons
of cur greatest wastes is that our schools are closed s0 much of
the time when children could be using them, Many of the =




educators I ieo bellévo it theykéddld o:fef'acﬁdonie progrumq in' )

" the afternoon or on saturday children would flqc; to them. This

is our chance. to £ind out. .

Thers, in enough feferal mney in my propossl to provide

$1,000 dollar scholarships to all of the middle and low-income |

children in Milwaukee and 45 other. cities the size of Trenton.:=:

This is enough money for a good demonatration grant, to £ind o
what happens when children with families ‘with less money have -
more of the same choices of schools that paop;o with money ha

I believe I Know exactly what will happen. We know becau
ocur experience with the GI Bill, We know bacause of our

experience with federal grants and loans for college, which ong

of every two full time four yesr college students now have. .
Consumer power creatés opportunity snd batter schools for all
atudents. ( o '

[Janette Williams] and the other parents I visited with this
morning know what the education that they raceived when thay wE:f
7

children isn't enough for their kids -- or for them, today.

know their children are growing up in a much more complex world.

They see that teachers sre stymied and kids are bored because

> 4

00

many of our schools are in a time warp, designed for another age.

They also know they have responeibilities to psy more
attention, check the homework, turn off the television. That
it's not just teachers, as the African proverb says, "It takes
entire village to educate one child." We're all in this
together. ,

There has never been a time in our history when more -

countries wanted to be like us, wanted to try our American draﬁm.

We have done better realizing our dream when we hava r
what is important to us, the principles that have bound us

important then freedom, opportunity end choice. We have no v

together, our most enduring velues. We have no principles no:r
1
mere enduring than the idea that every Amexican should have tha

opportunity for a first cless education. .

The oppdﬁéhts'qf school choice oimply"doh't understand th
They make the fundamental error of confusing ends with means.

They forget that the current system is merely the meang to J ‘
11

‘achieve the fundamental ends of public education: providing
children with 8 quality education. S

So they £ind themselves defanding the indefensible -- &
bureaucratic monstrosity, monopoly financing, and a system of:

education that is demonstrably failing our poorest youngsters.

an

ue

is.
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"NOTE TO DAN ncc;ommz

From. Bill Burrow, OVP

Re:

I spoke to Bill Kristol earlier today and we both thought the
draft needed a significant shift in tone and focus.

o

President's Draft Speech for G.I. Bills for Kids

!

-"OFFICE OF THE VICE P.RESIDENT

WASHINGTON

The draft seems too defensive ie. "some will Say e
It needs to develop a sharper edge.
nothing to be defensive about. Among the three
Presidential candidates and Congress, only the

nh3Gd 22NC20

President has pushed for dramatic educational reforms.

The President has lined up with parents who want to

make the tough choices for their children and Congress

has lined up with the crowd that believes parents

The President has_

(particularly low-income parents) shouldn't be allowed .

to make those tough choices.

The draft is too detailed with an overemphasis on how
the bill works--detailed text is more appropriate for

transmittal letter to Congress.

It needs to be viewed as a tribute to the leaders
(parents, teachers, businessman) of a grassroots
movement--a grassroots movement that the President

conference on Choice and the September '89 Educatio

'-zéf’

a

helped put into gear with the January '89 White Hou;e PQO

Summit.
grassroots movement.

This bill compliments the activities of is-

The value of "choice" is not just consumer power--it is

to be the primary educators for their children.

The draft needs to be put into the context of other
reforms the President has been pushing (budget,
regulatory, health care, legal). These are reforms

The draft should signal that the President intends

continue to fight for these reforms during his seco
term.- i i

_the parents' right to fulfill their central obligation

that Congress has been fighting every step of the: uEy.
d

N

.



June 22, 1992

Honbtanddm to Dave Demarest’

From: o aln Pinkert(

‘“. .o -

Ra: , GI 81119 for xids bratt

I think this 1s a very good draft. It t&ﬁéﬁ thekbattle _

right to the opposition; which has presided over expenditures
nearly half a trillion dollars annually, yet given us an
education system 21st in the world, according to the world
cOnpetitivonese Report (see attached clip).:gn» ;%

The mentions of activilts like Polly Williaml, Howard Fu
are very helpful. So are the references to Pat Rooney and th
CEO foundation for ;ﬁeir point-of-light work in promoting sch
choice. Why not ad

philanthropiets to emu
Schnidt, who is leaving the President’s alma mater to lead a
venture to improve American education through choice and

compstition? ,

As excited as we all are about improving education, I'm
sure that "revolution® is the best phrase for what we’re doi

g
(pg. 10) What’s wrong with "profound reform™? Revolutions are
not tea parties; they are inherently threataning. Our voter
want the schools to get better, not get blown up!

0
ulate them? Aleo, why not mention Banno

of

. .;3;“ -

ller
.ol

new

" not

'y
Attachnment

- | 1030 15th St. tsw Washington, X3 20005 -

Tatd for by Budh-Quayle 92 Primary Commitrec, Inc.
Printed on Recyeled Moper
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_V5509 r £ 3exec World Competitiveness . . 06-21

‘sépan $tays on Top, U.S, Falls in Competitiveness Rankings
%oi Re§éase 8 p.m. EDT ~ Time set by source. T e
GEMEVA (AP) ~ Japan remains the world’s most competitive
country, while the United States has dropped from second place to <
‘fifth, according to a repert published Monday by two Swiss-based
economic consulting firms, - _ | IS . o
The World Competitiveness Report said Germany rose from third ¢
second place despite the costs of absorbing formerly communist
eastern Germany and doubts about its” future performance... . =~
switzerland was third, but the report said its“performance was:
clouded by high. inflation, rising unemployment, recession and ‘
uncertainty about its role in Europe. '

The report ratgg.Denmarkias”thelmoét~!mprovedﬁahé’ﬁ00ed it to
fourth place from eighth. But that:

it

by the Danes’ rejection of the European Community’s plan:for
economic -and political union, the report-said. -~ --Fe

Singapore headed the list &f newly industrialized countries for

the fourth straight year of -annual surveys compiled by the World
Economic Forum and the International Institute for Management
Development. It was rated far ahead of Taiwan, Hong Kong, Malaysia
and South Korea. : ‘ » RO : . '

The assessment is based on a nation’s domestic economic
strength, internatjionalization, government, infrastructure,
finance, management, science and technology, and work. force. It
covers 37 countries and is based on surveys from international
organizations and questionnaires to 18,000 executives. = BRTE

The report said the strength of the Japanese economy remains™ -
unmatched even though its growth has slowed. : S .

In terms of integration in the international economy, however,
Japan fell from first to sixth because of protectionism and the
slowing of export growth. Government policies also are having a
less positive impact on the econofiy than jin the past, and the
financial markets are in turmoil, the report said.

"Nevertheless, Japan’s lead in management, research and
development and education remains unchallenged, even though ‘the ™
Japanese people are becoming impatient with the traditional
hard-work lifestyle," the report said.

It said the United States dropped to fifth place because of the

depth of its recessjion and structural problems in its econony.
Government policies were rated worse for the economy than last . -
vear,. and American companies received lower marks for management
and their efforts in science and technolegy., == : -
“Most alarmin? for long-term competitiveness is the U.s. drop

in the quality of its people - from second position to seventh this
year," the report said. "This is partly due to the current . g
inability of the educational system to meet the needs of a

competitive economy." .- : ' - s
s The report rated the U.S. educational system 21st overall,
trailed only by Greece among the industrial nations. It ranked
Treland’s schools as best suited for the needs of a competitive

performance migptvbé:jeopardlggdé; :

o
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PINKERTON COMMENTS -- BY PHONE

WHEN CUTTING, KEEP REFERENCES TO YESBIVA, ETC AND '1‘0
"PUBLIC, PRIVATE AND RELIGIOUS." .
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I have just come from a working sesaion vith parents from

S - E gm:; 19, 1992 5
. pl* 81 “7 1348 pom., BT nT
Rt p1: 9 | ooqen) S
© PRESIDENTIAL REMARKS: G.I. BILL FOR KIDS & - .z .° -

Milwaukee. Their dreans for their childrcn aro tho sane dreams

all of us have. They want their k:lds o havo a tlrst-clan

education. They know that & -qo&— education is absolutcly
essential to making a good living, zaking a good life.

Here is what Janette Williams told nc about her son Ja

Wwilliams: ["At his o0ld school that was crowded, he used to get . |

o bored he would walk out. Thanks to the choice progran
Milwaukee he's at § nev school. He's not doing those thing

“more, he's doing his homework and even helping clean up the

around.”) . ,
| Governor Tommy Thompson and state Representative Polly
Williams Qer_‘c_‘ also in our working session. ~ They have taken
léAd in helping [Janette Williams) realize her dreans foi: ¢
- cg:eating §2) scholarships for 1,0Q0 l_lilimlkee childr
low-income familles so they-ecqo';;ﬁ—a

classrocm after sc,hool.: They took the energy and turned it

ehe(Etes

any

the

Javon)

schools. Goverrior': hompson and Representat:lvc winim wanted to
Drovde. (P
when chudren of poorer families W

(Pordes)
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‘ :‘} ‘the nunber of choicosl\-- including ‘rell ioua cchooll -
f’Z incone hilwaukee fanm lios (P o

W S)ch'usaup chcahbr\ 5%(
Milwauke io—&arlwa revolutic
‘ Negepent (H
e in American education. ( 3 ”
5_&/ Today I l : {35

evolutior? R am—sené-i—ng—%ngresshl slation that vould

(2 renatng S matd Eii1ion oo
authorize nding ot‘halt billion nev fedcral dollars to

help cities like nilwaukee give 31 000 ac\lfbarahipc to child
"

\of middle and low-incon aniu“\ o-theyan—h . Ny
can oo Ve (om& tr\Come/ DN\E)
choices that anilies vith ngr;:y\\;lreagx\
\'73 0 we_
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This revolution is in the greatest American tradition.
- Underiool . 0. Sim effort Some Y€ ywrS ago calk

o belecectr
ral govornmn‘xtﬁ'&oin h

cathed.

CPSE_ W nd-1th iy
§ 08 > G bill, . we wonk fohilp Stotesiido o0 i,
Lol Bfgl’oj- LDQ. &A\ -Fcr JL*QP(V}S Cﬂ\omv\ 'A\-\"Mo) j
oé As World War II was coming to a close, 48 years ago this

week, President Franklin D Roosevelt aignod thc GI Bill
: ol

creating scholarships that veterans could -opend-at any conJg .

Most of ny generation went to college on the GI Bill -~ the

college of our choice

> S\\Db\c\ 'k‘a\a. C)J-d.d‘ bade ‘(‘D |QBQ fontoune s |
( S\u N\A.) : )
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gave veterans consumer power that helped create the best sys

of higher education in the world, the federal government =
DoOide (Rt

* help state and 1% governments and the r:lv te se(ctor <
N (oM

(&) ¥ middle and low-inco ganiliesw that |
OoMdS, (R, e N o

can help to create thelbest elementary and secondary schools, in \co
IO
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_ These dollars to spend at the schools of their choice-become

the muscle parents need to create the best schools for the

ec a asked Co Nery CKb;
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‘\). The legislation

on Saturdays, or-in—

for other academic programs that night be offered after schoo

>( el o
am transmitting to Congress today
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e sunmers. I believe this is one of th
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believe 1: they could offer acadu:lc progrm in tho attornoon
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\«:}' ot the sducators 1-:;-% &Yﬁf\

on saturday children vould tlock to ‘thea, This u our cham »Eo ¥

£ind out.
r'/ There is enough federal money in my proposal to provide

Q‘D\\E“" $1,000 dollar scholarships to all of the middle and low-inco

:O? O;%ﬂ children in Milwaukee and@';—— ther cities the size oﬁt_égtg?— X g’g’;;{;u\ [
- is enou money for 3 good enons ation qrmt to ind «;ut '
Op\’«“x%@ : chi}d eit jkth £

CCDU{\ 7 ot s ho

‘J& ~Zonsyzér pow creptes opportuni

’ff"‘? 77 T We Linewy boessse. oF d‘(@*‘ e

[ the M wouble_ . (Mor'in 'k\\'!‘lo)

A nev system of state and local GI Bills for children w uld

be a truly revolutionary changc for elementary and secondary

’)Qﬂucation in America. It causes conttoversy anﬂ concern because

g&"‘ it takes some risks. - Let me ta some qf those c
C (N ;oes ey cﬂul

1. Some will say this church and

also good policy. * No one told the GIs they conldn't go to

wrong. This is aid to fanilies, not aid to Mitutions. j:vil

permits government money to go to religious schools -- that is:

or
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Notre Dame or Yeshiva or B.rea or uox. I h‘a;s\ \

8 T
& na- ISON -
suggesting that ﬁtu;mu ’5’2’8 4:%‘-11\9 %11 grants and guarantud o
student loans t ptist Cconcgu or even Prubytcrhn -
seminaries. I don't hear an outcry bsca poor childnn vho -
Naye Tb -,
attend c;thonc schooln lunch pa!.d for by federal. ux

l' pay 8. And I don't think c::ngrcu 'is about to ropul the

voucher poor mothers have that can bs spent at the day care

’Oo Joéantcr of their choico, public, private, or ronqi.mu We should

let govem.m: nomy touow the child to any la\rtuny peta

school that tho paront teelc dm tho best Job ot CD
Child. ' . ’ -4
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“Some ¥1ll say letting parcnn/ choose VilI leave some- \

is the samzb‘:%ng I heard vhen ve proposed&r— carc ‘%:chorl 4
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'meaefzn\e&:;% or vhen ve p ‘é P&r%h&;\—egt\ rVown thoi.s ho::

Let ‘tire—poor own t.heir own honc‘?\choose their own schools.
" them help in. standing on their own two feet and hunding and
\;e)inbing their own ladder so that they can grab a share of the|

American Drcal.

\,'x W \;ééw *

‘ SOmc bolicve that letting parents choosc private school

win hurt public schools -- 1 believe the opposite will happen
Look at what has hap ened to colleges and universities over the
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last half centuf A s a result of the ado ~
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availablo by the GI Bill and the Pcn grants and student loans; é
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80 per cent of our college students attend pubnc universities
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privato ‘colleges toqothor tmn becons thc best

and our public

in the world. :
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discrimination -- so that there can be no question about this, -t".

) g,‘ »5’. 'rhcrc are several polnts to make about loncy. .

vant to make 1t absolutely clear this is not-a new tederal

entitlement progran. 'rhe federal governnent can not atford bne

more entitlenent. even for cducation. And I havc said nany hu

3

‘that money alone is not the answer to our education probleu

'rhe U.S. already spends more per student for sehools than an

untry in the vor].d except zerland. Ve /\'evolutio % |
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' But naking real ohanqu that create the but schools in the

‘world can require nev investment. Priuruy that 13 a .ue. LAp
© e e '

~ local responsibility. But f.odoral support for- T
scholarihips for children o niddlo and low-lncou tniuu 3
oo omaHoln In(P
Muﬁo opportunity and: ohangohour oohooh. It 1.
appropr:lato md proniainq uthod of todoral support tor

education. -

uilwaukee is not the only place in America this revolnt ion

is occun-inq. ‘ ‘ PCA""%O\(L:) ool —H\e, (‘)nmce, _m

In 1991 in Indianapoul/\

began to offer tuition vouchers ot up to saoo to Indianapou_ ' C‘Qﬂb}
otudents. In -tho tirst ycar. over 700 ctudontl vere given -
vouchers to attend any school of their choice. In San Antonie,
™= TR CE0 Foundation has earmarked 1.5 million dollars in vouchers
for up to half of any child's ‘school tuition, up to a 'naxin‘ of

.f 750 dollars. The progran will serve 840 ¢:h:|.1<lf\xL with

O

1, ooo children on a wvaiting list. In Calitomh
| ballot initiatimo&%g provido a voucher scholn'sbip for evé
| 'school age child 1n the state. Scholarships could be rede
any public or private school thot chooses to participato. X

75 years. The second largest high school in New nanpshiro. n
Derry, is a private school vith most of its students M&ﬁ by

area school _boards,.
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‘the best education in tho world, . R i

The. GI 8111 for cnildron

We need revolutions because our world is changing. [hmtﬁ
Williams) and the j:arents I visited with this ndrning know wvhat
was enough education for them isn't enough for their kids --

for then, ;oday. They know their children are groving up
diftjrently. . 'thy uo toachm arc styniod M 16;

~1 . - e, o . - - 1

They also know they have responsibnitiu to pay noro
' attention, check the homework. ,turn ott the telcvhion. - 'nu SR
1t's not just teacheu, as tho Atrican proverb sayc. "It tak 8 an

entire vnlagc to educato one chud. ih'rc all 1n tht
called on
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> at once.
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< That is why with all the Governors ve have-oreated—y
'Z
o
<
J

Revolution No. 1 is starting over, school hy school,

.....

Revolution No. 2 is changing what we teach; helping

system of national examinations -- call them American Achievement

Tests -- so parents and communities can toll hov their“

kiai' and
schools are doing.

Revolution No. 3 is getting the government off the teaéhers'

Teachers don't need a federal recipe book.
Revolution No,

backs.

4 is our state and local ¢I Bill for cniidren

to get parents ‘more involved, to give them consumer power -

dollars to spend at the scho

Seems odd to duscass

S of their choice ——t
ON

; to make all schools better._?i

e




Many Americans are anxious mayl bocauu ﬁ: vorédo:k —J
changing. We sh ld ru dave are not

different thanm pecple are havinq in ovory counta.-y in

the vorld_ * We Thoémhgl mmt ve ht J‘J%-) .

lny coun thc vorld.
’rboro hn never b“n a tho in ocur h:l.ctory vhon more

countries wanted to be like us, wanted to try our American dar
We have done better realizing our drean vhen we have remembered
what is most hportant to ns, tho pr:l.nciplu that have bound us

together our most endurinq values. Ve have no principlu »
9 ! M ‘/\ '-[

Tespang !

important than freedol,'\opportunity and choics. w. havo ‘no

more enduring than the idea that every American chould have
opportunity for a first class education.

A nev systea (ot T:E,é. and local GI Bills for Children in

32 | |
\H—H-ua-uku_aad_g‘i/ties and towns across America will give more of

the same opportunities for a first class education to c':h:ugh3
Lrom middle and \ows-ineome qu\\\es ( wh' *1*5880 @
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THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON
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And let me make this clear: Accepting students with
vouchers does not mean a school must sacrifice school prayer. |

40 ‘64 p3NOIC 26
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[Acknovledgements. ]

I have just come from a working session with parents from
Milwaukee. Their dreams for their children are the same dreams
all of us have. They want thair kids to have a first=clags
education. They know that a good educaticn ig absolutely
easential to making a good living, making a»qood life.

Let me tell you what Janette Williaze told me abeut her san
Javon Williamsi— ["At his old school that was crowvded, he used to
get so bored he would walk out, Thanks to the choice Frogram in
Milwaukee, hae's at a hcw school. He's not doing those things any
wore, he's doing his homework and even helping claean up the

classzoom aftar school. They took the enargy and turned it
areund,. ") ﬂ”}?& /g ,5k¥m"4’

Gavarnor Tommy Thompson and/state Roptastntntévu=natty-—£1

oy Ticy ve taken
rbﬂ%W&ﬁmﬁ&M e o Ty /czukn
the lead An helpi Janette Willi realiz aams for »
1 helping | 2o roaiizg paceas
94Javan+ eating scholarships for 1,000 Milwaukee children

from 1ow-inccma families so they can attend Private schools,
Theirs is a2 bold experiment: to give low-inceme families more of

the same choices of schools already available to wealthiar
fampilies,

Hee | she
ws M b @ cotulys o /ﬂrﬁ@,m/fz%m
fcg/%/f/ffi/r/z Z’;U/ / ;9/ / vase. fer mofh e~ s ///
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Reprasentatives of the Bradley Foundation and ssvaral otbat
Milvaukes businesses vere also in our nmeeting. They recantly
Pledged $3 millien t¢ increase the number of number of
educational choices -- including raligious scheols == for
Milvaukea's low=income families. They told me this nerning that
parants picked up every one of the 4500 applications -- the dav
After the scholayships were announced.

No one should underestimate wvhat is at stake here. vay
wouldn't know it toc watch tha evening news, but a ravolutien ig

undervay in Milwaukee and across this country -- a rcv°1ution te

zake American schoocls the bast in the world. ,H//havo set aix
anb;tious national education geals, and ogc:h.r with the™ ,/ 7%(5”%;é;;
tien's gov.rnnrs’EHE"TiEU‘EEiﬁEﬁI?i;i, weé have launchad Amerigy
-

2000 to meet thoss goals.

And*evonhaa:lie:_sz&%t;9;5 January 1989, before I was sworn

in as president, I helped crganize the White Housa Confarance on

Choice in Education., We balieved then -- wa heliave today -~ a
few fundamental truths. e believe that parents are their

children's first teachers. Barentg, not bureaucrats, know vhat's
best for their children. Earents, net the » should qH%

05 s
Lhoose their children's schools, %LS' 0/6/ pumect g fhe cZMo?é’.

W i /zw)u%o s S keping T DTS
- Teday I am proposing that’mw
0 0
v .7 /ﬂL4ﬂ‘3ﬁvﬁ_ff“bf"ﬂﬂhﬂaimchnlet’ I am

sending CongressAlagislaticn
L‘Y) w / L\Mthat would authoriza a hals#

50 Cov” MMUf7es
L A billion new federal dollars_/ltoyhllp Mll across America
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give $1,000 scholarships to children of middle and low-incoms
fanilies so they can choose which school their kids will attend.
This revelution is in the greatest American traditien.
W8 have dona this baefore -- and it has worked. 48 Years ago thisg

wveek, Pregident Franklin D. Roosaevalt signed tha GI Bill, suﬁaﬂ/
creating schal rﬁPips that vetarans could uge at any -

oo
any’ of their ghoice. The &I Bil} created opportunity for

Y Qfneradf e
Amaerican ¢ neaver would have had it -- and in doing so, it

helped to create the bast systex of collages and universities in
the world.

And now we can do it again -- this time by helping statae and
local govermments creata the hest glgngn:azz_aggrgzggnﬂgzx
Sghools in the world. The GI Bill for Biaw wiil 'proﬁf:‘e" that
help. These dollars to spand at the schools of their choice will

become the muscle Parents need te create the bast schools for
their childarsn.

Lat me say to those whe will attack our—sENsTScingies L /s

initiative on the grounds that it permits governnent money to go

to religioug schools: YQU_are mistaken, This is aid to familiss,
net aid to institutions. Neo one told the GIs thay couldn't go to
SMU or Notre Dame or veshiva or Pisk. I haven't heard members of

cOngraslf-uggcnt that students stop using their Pell grants and
quaranta;d studant loans at Baptist Colleges or Presbytarian
Saminaries. I don't hear an Outery hecauss poor childran at
Catholic scheols get their lunch paid for by federal taxpayers.

In the sama way, parents must be frea to use this monay at the
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school they balieve will best teach their child -- vhether that
school {3 public, private or religious.

And let me say this te those whe stand against extanding

school choice to low- and middle-income families: I adapry—~do—met— -

f%fijf'Jk—huy'the idea that someone cannot make a good dacision just
bacause that person is peor. That is the same thing I heard when
ve proposed child care veuchaers for low=income familieg «= or
when we proposed help for public housing tenants to own their own
homes. T say: lLet families own their own home, choose their own
8chools -~ regardless of their income. Give them halp in
climbing their own ladder, so that they too can grab a share of

the American Dream.
-(LA»B JERT —>

I > : There are ceveral points to Bake about money. Pirst, T wane
Y to make it absolutely clear tzéZKAs not a new federal entitlement
is fatren apes 7/

pregram. /\ mﬂw. nore
entitlement, even for education. And T have said many times that
ne @ is neL the answer. The U.S. already spends more per
student for schasls than any country in tha world except
Switzerland -- and T don't have to tell You whera we stand in the
international rankings of educational Performanca. We need a
revolution in American educatiop -- not more monaey far the statusg
que,

Investment in ocur schools will remain primarily a stats and
local respensibility. But federal support for state and local

scholarships for children of nmiddle and low-~inconme families can
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2. Some say that poor £

ilies can't be trustegd-to make
good decisions about their-€hildren. I say that fioor families

want the same thing £ their children that ewéry family wants

the best possible .&ducation, their best ortunity for a shaﬂe

of the Americaff dream.
y

a Some say that letting parents choose all schools willl
hurt public schools--0Our experience has been just the reverse,
After a half century of the GI Bill and Pell grants and federal
loans~-which can be spent at any college--our public colleges are
the best in the world and attract nearly 80 per cent of all the
tudents in higher education.

It is important to remember that all of this new federal

money can go to public scheools, if the public schools can
—

attract the studenis. Milwaukee schools, for example, today

receive about $22 million eagh year in educatigh grants from

the federal government. Our I Bill for Kids prpposals offers
Milwaukee $72 million in ney money for the educhition of those

game children. .

One more point: Jjusgt so that there caf be no guestion

about this, I have put in this proposed Aegislation provisions
of federal anti-discrimination laws. The/GT Bill for Kids ig

about opening doors for children, not closing them.

We must change/ our schools if Amefica to be the kind of

country we want i¥ to be. That is why we have set six such

ambitious nationAl education goals. / That is -why we have created

America 2000, partnership with e Governors and 1400
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be a catalyst -- it can help opan up opportunitiesﬁ‘crcatc
ganuine change in our schools. |

For tco long, we've shielded schools from competition -«
allowed our schools a danaging monepoly power over ouwr children.
This momopoly turns students imto statistics and parents into
pawns. It is tixe we bagan thinking of a system of public
education in which nany providers offer a marketplace of
opportunities -- opportunities that give all of our children .
choices and access to the best education in Jua WO al?// aﬂ/

AT
The GI Bill for children will movae Amaricasinevitably in

that direction. .

(Janetta Willizms] and the parents I visitad with this
merning know that what was encugh education for them isn't enough
for their xids -- or for them, today. Thay know their children
are growing up differently. They see teachers are stymied and
kids are bored -- bescause schoocls are in a tine varp, designed
for anothar age,

They also know thay have responsibilitiss to pay more
attention, check the homework, turn off the television. That
it's not just teachers, as the African provarb says, "It takes an
entire vﬁllaqe to educata cne chilg.n We're all in this
toqctheté

Abraham Linecln once saiq: "Revelutions do not go
backward." Milwaukee is not the enly place in America our
revelution is oecurring. Last vear in Indianapolis, Pat Rooney

and the Choice Trust Fund began to offer tuition vouchars to
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Indianapolis studants./1zn San Antonie, the CEO Foundation nas
sarmarked $1.5 willien in vouchers for children in theiy
campunity. And in California, Joe Alibrandi and thousands of
supporters are pushing a ballot initiative to provide a vouchar
scholarship for every school-age child in the stata, //
Overall, in 1991, ten states approeved some form of new choice
legislation == and 37 statas had choice legislation pending in

one form or another. | MﬂﬁyAJQ““ZL
Frem California to'itl!EﬂItiliZ:; fren coast to quzf
2 leaders of rovnlution
aré Jﬁyﬁﬂév Anarican educatiocn. They are tha true hercves of education

reform -~ and some of th e herp with us today. They aren't

that when it comss to R ds, =ag= !
goQd _anovah. And lat there be no mistake: T am proud to stand
with you. //

This revolution will succeed -~ becsuse it draws its
strength from the very heart of the American oreed. We have no
truth mors enduriny than the idea that avary American should have
the opportunity for a first class education. we have ne
principles mere important than ircedom, opportunitv and ghoica.

Thiax You for the work you'ra doing for this nation's future
== and pmay God bless the United States of Amarica,

L O
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Welcome, all of you, to the White House. // I have just
come from a working session with parents from Milwaukee. Their
dreams for their children are the same dreams all of us have.
They want their kids to have a first-class education. They know
that a good education is absolutely essential to making a good
living, making a good life.

Let me tell you what Janette Williams told me about her son

N
d Javon Wiliiams: ["At his old school that was crowded, he used to
get so bored he would walk out. Thanks to the choice program in
Milwaukee, he's at a new school. He's not doing those things any
more, he's doing his homework and even helping clean up the
classroom after school. They took the energy and turned it
around. "] \
/ Governor Tommy Thompson and state Representative! Polly_ «
\//// Wllllams were also in our working session, along with Howard
\/‘l/ T e
1 Fuller, the superintendent of Milwaukee schools. They have taken
\ "'—'F'—_”’l
the lead in helping [Janette Williams] realize her dreams for
[Javon] =-- creating scholarships for 1,000 Milwaukee children
from low-income families so they can attend private schools.
Theirs is a bold experiment: to give low-income families more of

the same choices of schools already available to wealthier

families.
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Representatives of the Bradley Foundation and several other
Milwaukee businesses were also in our meeting. They recently
‘///pledged $3 million to increase the number ef—ﬂumbé;?;;
educational choices -- including religious schools -- for

Milwaukee's low-income families. They told me this morning that

parents picked up every one of the 4500 applications -- the day
> - e i * 4

13
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No one should underestimate what<ishgt staké\here. You
wouldn't know it to watch the evening news, but a revolution is
underway in Milwaukee and across this country -- a revolution to
make American schools the best in the world. Together with the
Nation's Governors, we have set six ambitious national education
goals -- and in 44 states and fourteen hundred communities, we
have launched America 2000 to meet those goals.

Even earlier still, in January 1989, before I was sworn in
as president, I helped organize the White House Conference on
Choice in Education. We believed then -- we believe today -- a
few fundamental truths. We believe that parents are their
children's first teachers. Parents, not bureaucrats, know what's
best for their children. Parents, not the government, should
choose their children's schools. A7

Today I am proposing that we take another giant step forward
in this revolution. I am sending Congress legislation that would
authorize an ambitious demonstration program -- a half billion

new federal dollars to help communities all across America give

after the scholarships were announced. <l . witu il ot s ety
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$1,000 scholarships to children of middle and low-income families
so they can choose which school their kids will attend.

This revolution is in the greatest American tradition.

We have done this before -- and it has worked. 48 years ago this
week, President Franklin D. Roosevelt signed the GI Bill,
creating scholarships that veterans could use at any college --
any college of their choice. The GI Bill created opportunity for
Americans who never would have had it -- and in doing so, it
helped to create the best system of colleges and universities in
the world.

And now we can do it again -- this time by helping state and
local governments create the best elementary and secondary
schools in the world. The GI Bill for Children will provide that
help. These dollars to spend at the schools of their choice will
become the muscle parents need to create the best schools for
their children.

Let me say to those who will attack our school choice
initiative on the grounds that iF permits government money to go
to religious schools: You are %ﬁéiéTen. This is aid to families,
not aid to institutions. No one told the GIs they couldn't go to
SMU or Notre Dame or Yeshiva or Howard. I haven't heard members
of Congress suggest that students stop using their Pell grants
and guaranteed student loans at Baptist Colleges or Presbyterian
seminaries. I don't hear an outcry because poor children at
Catholic schools get their lunch paid for by federal taxpayers.

In the same way, parents must be free to use this money at the
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school they believe will best teach their child -- whether that
school is public, private or religious.

And let me say this to those who stand against extending
school choice to low- and middle-income families: I simply do not
buy the idea that someone cannot make a good decision just
because that person is poor. That is the same thing I heard when
we proposed child care vouchers for low-income families -- or
when we proposed help for public housing tenants to own their own
homes. I say: Let families own their own home, choose their own
schools -- regardless of their income. Give them help in
climbing their own ladder, so that they too can grab a share of
the American Dream.

Finally, to those who claim school choice will hurt the

public schools -- let me underscore this point: all of this new
money can go to public schools =-- if that's where studenfs chapse

i . ; - \or 2 2 ’;l» = ALK, ’ )€ ] {!
to go. // //g,‘r&’)[(, (ston v L“’ A ‘HI\L AM” 5 ‘Z/JCLL‘L - Wiz 3 € (a\js’

There are several points to make about money. First, I want
to make it absolutely clear this is not a new federal entitlement
program. The federal government can not afford one more
entitlement, even for education. And I have said many times that
money alone is not the answer. The U.S. already spends more per
student for schools than any country in the world except
Switzerland -- and I don't have to tell you where we stand in the

international rankings of educational performance. We need a

revolution in American education -- not more money for the status
~ B —— . —— T

quo.

. e
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Investment in our schools will remain primarily a state and
local responsibility. But federal support for state and local
scholarships can be a catalyst -- for schools that attract choice
students, it will give teachers and principals a welcome source

of new funds. And for our children, choice can help open up be ik
Sl fov pParA £l _
Y AERA T s 1Y)
o ) MEBAS b Pty 7O PRESEe—
A Aecide /{t,u..'\ amel whatle,
. . . 4 LLé b
For too long, we've shielded schools from competition --  ""4v ¢

| €0V

opportunities, create genuine change in our schools
allowed our schools a damaging monopoly power over our children.
This monopoly turns students into statistics and parents into
pawns. It is time we began thinking of a system of public
education in which many providers offer a marketplace of
opportunities -- opportunities that give all of our children
choices and access to the best education in the world.
The GI Bill for Children will move America inevitably in

that direction.

" Janette Williams and the parents I visited with this morning
know that\what was enough education for them isn't enough for

their kids --~or for them, today. They know their children are

growing up differently. They see teachers are stymied and kids
are bored -- becaus:\sqpools are ina time warp, designed for
another age. \

They also know they haveurgsponsibilities to pay more
attention, check the homework, tﬁrn off the television. That
it's not just teachers, as the Africaq proverb says, "It takes an

entire-village to educate one child." We're all in this

tS&ether.
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Abraham Lincoln oy&e sgid: "Revolutions do not go

backward." Milwaukee [ig/not the only place in America our
U‘.":Cé‘!l'”;' SR AL @

v
revolution is ://Last year in Indianapolis, Pat Rooney

and the Choice Trust Fund began to offer tuition vouchers to
Indianapolis students -- and I understand a busload of parents
and students drove all night to be here today. // 1In San
Antonio, the CEO Foundation has earmarked $1.5 million in
vouchers for children in their community. And in California, Joe
Alibrandi and thousands of supporters are pushing a ballot
initiative to provide a voucher scholarship for every school-age
child in the state. // Overall, in 1991, ten states approved
some form of new choice legislation -- and 37 states had choice
legislation pending in one form or another.

And I've been told today there may just be a few folks here
from Pennsylvania. /// It may take a few tries -- but I never
underestimate the persistence of parents: the children of
Pennsylvania will have school choice. //

From California to East Harlem -- from coast to coast -- the
leaders of the school choice movement are sparking a revolution
in American education. They are the true heroes of education
reform -- and some of them are here with us today. They aren't
afraid to stand up to the status quo -- to say, loud and clear,
that when it comes to educating our kids, business-as-usual isn't
good enough. And let there be no mistake: I am proud to stand

with you. //
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-This revolution will succggg"-—/1

strength from the very heart of the Américan creed. We have no
truth more enduring than the idea that every American should have
the opportunity for a first class education. We have no
principles more important than freedom, opportunity and choice.

Thank you for the work you're doing for this nation's future
-- and may God bless the United States of America.

# # #
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I have jugt come from a working session with parents from
Milwaukee. Their dreams for their children are the sage dreams
all of us have. They want their kids to have a first=class
education. They knew that a good education is absolutely
essential to making & good living, making a good life.

Let me tall you what Janette Williams told me abeut her son
Javon w;lliaua&— {("At his old achool that was Crowded, he used to
get sc bored he would walk ocut. Thanks to the choice program in
Milwvaukee, he's st a new school. He's net doing those things any
more, he's doing his homework and even helping clean up the
classroom after school. They took the energy and turned it

arcund. ") _ ,Ma /4'7/5/4 farl-

Governor Tommy Thoampson and/etateAhepntt.ntnt%vl=ﬁﬁtty-—<L

g The: ve taken
Lol e, oo Vs chibhe
anette Willi realiz ams for »
| % er=dre
JLdavent =="cresating gcholarshipe for 1,000 Milwaukee children
7/

frem low-income families sc they can attend private schools.,

7
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the 1ead;iz helping (J

TReirs is a bold experiment: to give low-income families mors of

the same choices of schesoils already availahle te wealthier

families. (Azaéamwégc f;%zl
ﬁﬁ/z/ Willows 142 leen # C%/‘;%’/&jﬂy ; 1725:»//5 %
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Representatives of the Bradley Poundation and sevaral 'otheé

Milvaukes businesses were also in cur Zesting. They recantly
Pladged $3 millien to increasze the number of numbar of

educaticnal choicag ~-— ineluding religicus scheols -- for

Milwaukea's low~income families. They told ze this norning t
parents picked up every cne of the 4500 applicationg - m.__x

No one should underestimate what is at stake here. You

wouldn't know it to watch tha evening news, but a raveolution ilg

undervay in Milwaukee and across this country -- a revolution to

make American scheels the best in the werld. ,w./ have set six'
éubitious national educatien gqoals, and m 17 17/15/ M‘;
atien's qev-marmMWﬂu, ’we have launched America
2000 to meet those goals.

S Md‘mazmw% January 1989, befores

in as presidant, I helped organize the Wmita
Choice in Education.

I was sworn

Housa Conferance on
We balieved then - we heliave today --
fav fundapental truths. ~We believe that parents are their

¢hildren's firae teachers. ' Parents, not Rureaycrats, know what'sg

best for their children. Barents, net the mnfmg. should | 'M‘l -
' . He Seelegrl apfecp me At i
Ehn_nse their children's schools, . - '/% 72 ool j %54 is 5 Welping 7%,@1(%‘7&

'rod:ay I am propesing that '

D17
: o * I am sending CongressAlegiszlation

that would authorize i o= o a halg
‘s ) cont 17ES
billion new faderal dollarsﬂtoyhalp civits 4

all across America
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9ive $1,000 scholarships o children of middle and low~income
families s=o they can choose which 8chool their kids wil) attuLd.

TRis revelution is in the greatwst American tradition,
We have dong this befors -~ ang it has worked. 4g Years ago this'
week, Pragident Franklin p. Roosavelt signed the gr Bil1, 5¢Aa9/
creating =chol r%Pips that veterans could Use at any ea&&-gsgﬁ:

oo

any’ 8 ggzgp ir choica. The az Bill aczgated SPportunity |ver
€ ro
pn%ff Amaricarn © never would have had it =~ and ip doing gu, it

helpad to creata the best systam of collages and UWnivaraities in
the world. |

And now we can do it again == thig time by helping state ang

loeal goverrments crasta the bast
. F

sghgnlg_in_ghg_agzld. The GI Bill ror nédiggzll P¥OVida that

help. These dellars to spaend at the schoels of theiw choice will

bgcome the muscle Parents need to creats the bast schools foy

their chilarsn. %

{

Let me Zay to those who wily attack W/

initiative on tha grounds that it parmits government maney to gn

to religious schools: iou age miztaken, This is aid to families,
Q% aid to ;njnizug;gng. NO cne teld the GIs they coyldn't go ta
SMU or Netre Dame or Yesnjva °r Fisk. 2 haven't heard menbeys qf
cqnqraunésuggnlt that students Stop using their pel} grants ang
guaranteéd atudent loans at éaptist Collegas or Presbytarian

Saninaries, I don't hear an outery hecayss paor childvam at

In the same Way, parents must he free to usa this oonay at tNe
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school they believe will best teaan their child == whather that
s¢chool is bublic, private oy raligious,

And let me say this to thau vhe stand against extandin
scheol chnice to low= and niddle-inconc fanilies: I<aéﬂpﬂr1:L=lt—41——
f-%)gg{’ S—buy=the idea that someone cannet umkn a4 good devcisien juge
because that person is poor. That is the same thing T neard Fhen.
ve proposed child care vouchers for low-income faniliag -~ gp
vhen we preposaedg help for pq.blic housing tenants teo own their| own
homes. I say: Lat families own their own home, chooce their owm
tcheols -~ regardless of their income. Giva them haelp in
climbing their own ladder, so that they toe can grab a share of

the Amsrican DFgam.

(LA'-’ INERT —> There are coveral
points to make about noney. Pirst, I xnﬁ

Yy ,\ to make it absc ute clnr 441/.8 ot 2 new fedaral antiti : 3
program. A one more
entitlexent, evean for sducation. and I have gaia many timos that
noney along isg nQL thg answer. The U.3, already spends more p r'
student for schonig than ANy country in tha worid axcept
Switzearland -— and I dop't have to tell you where wa ctand in the
international rankings of educational performanca. We need a
revolutinn in American education -= not hore money for tha statug
que. E

Investment in our sehools will rewain Primarily a state a nri '
local :-aapona:.hihty. But federal support for gtate and local
scholarships for children of niddie and low-incoma families can
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<. Some say that poor f

ilies can't be truste to make
good decisions about their.€hildren. I say that foor families

want the same thing for’ their children that e

ry family wants,

the best possible ducation, their best portunity for a share

of the America#f’ dream.

Vi ——

. Some say that letting parents choose all schools will

hurt public schools=-Our experience has been just the reverse.
After a half century of the GI Bill and Pell grants and federal
loans--which can be spent at any college--our public colleges are
the best in the world and attract nearly 80 per cent of all the
tudents in higher education.

It is important to remember that all of this new federal

money can go to public schools, if the public schools can

attract the students.lMilwaukee schools, for example, today

receive about $22 million ea

Year in educatigh grants from

the federal government. Our I Bill for Kids pr posals offers

Milwaukee $72 million in ne money for the education of those

same children.

One more point: jusk so that there cag be no guestion

about this, I have puat in this proposed /legislation provisions

of federal anti-discrifmination laws. The GI Bill for Kids is
about opening doors for children, not closing them.

We must chang¢/ our schools if Amefica to be the kind of
we have set six such
ambitious nationAl education goals. / That is why we have created

partnership with e Governors and 1400
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ba a catalyst -- it can help open up opportunitiesf‘create
ganuine change in our scheols.

For too long, we've shielded &chools from competition -
2llowed our schecls a danaging monopoly power over our children.
This ncnopoly turns students into statistics and parents into
pawns. It is tima wo began thinking of a system of public
education in which many providers offar a marketplace of
opportunities -- opportunities that give all of our children.
choices and access to the best education in J:?M‘?t 9/ cm/

The GI Bill for Children will move AmericaAinevitably in
that direction,

[{Janette Williams] and the parents I vigitad with this
mOrning know that what was encugh education for theam isn't anough
for their xids -- or for them, today. Thay know their children
are growing up differently. They see teachers are stymied and
kids are boreg -- because schools are in a2 time varp, dasigned
f{or anothar age,

They also know they have responsibilitiss to pay mere
attenticn, check the homework, turn off the television. That
it's not just teachers, as the African proverb says, "It takes an
entira villaqe to educata one child." wWe're all in thig
toqnthet7

Abraham Lincoln once said: "Ravelutions do net go
backward." Milwaukee is not the only place in America our
reveolution {g cccurring. last yvear in Indianapelis, Pat Rooney

and the Choice Trust Pund began to offer tujtion vouchers te
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Indianapolis studenta./'In San Antonio, the CED Fuundatiun na+
earmarked $1.5 m;llion in vouchers for children in their

compunity. And 1J|Cali£ornia, Joe Alibrandi and theusande of
supporters are pushing a ballot initiative to provide a vouahﬁ:
secholavrship for ev?ry schonl-age child in the state. //

Overall, in 199%, %an states approved some form of new chaica
leyislation =-- and 37 states had choice legislation pending in
one form or anothe:. | M%27A12ﬁ“ﬁ1

Frem California to~§t¢!£3!!$id2:; frem coast to qg%z? -- the

2 f/
lendars of he ¥ ravolutio

Aneyrican educatian They are ths true herves of education

reform -~ and gome of th e harg with us today. They aren’t

afraid te ctand »=}~-'-,«,g33'”! uo == to say, loud and clear;
that when it comns»t iNg o ds. =25~
agead _enough. And 1pt thers be no mistake: I am proud to stand
with you. // E

This revalutiop will succeed -~ bacause it draws ite
strength from the vg:y heart of the American creed, We have ng
truth mors ond“ring than the idea that evary American should hﬁ

the oppoztun;ty far\a fizst class eduoation. We have no

principles more imp?rtant than freedom, cgportunitv and choice.

Thank you for %nu work you'!re daing for thls nmation!s futuyre

-~ and may God blasé the United States of America.
F # #
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To: Kris Dees
From: John Yahneyr
Re: POTUS REMARKS: GI BILL FOR CHILDREN

As we disoussed, the numbers in the Milwaukee exanples nsed to be
revised, and I've included some other minor additions for your
consideration:

Page 4, para 2, should read--"Ig Milwaukee applied for a grant to
fund i{%s own GI Bill for Children, it could receive as much as
$72 millien, encugh to provida scholarships for 72,000 children
from middle- and low=income families."

Page 5, para 2,--",..children in Milwaukee and 43 other cities
the size of Trenton."

Page 6, para 3, right before the last line on the page==",,.and
studentui&unlnittn3194!9d&9% 8% of our college students,, "

Page 7, para 2,-="1f Milwaukee applied for and received a grant
to fund its own GI Bill for Children, about $&s million, up te

90% of its grant, would probably go to the education of ch ldren
in the public schools. This would roughly double the amount of

Pagc 10, para 1, line 1--"a 4.% ton satellite" (delete
"million"),

Page 10, para 3, "...ambitious national education goals, and a
nine year community-by~community, . .» (rot "ten" year)

Any problems, just call me at 401-3383, Thanks.
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Please provide any comments directly to Dan McGroarty no later than
1:00 p.m. on Monday, 06/22, with a copy to this office. Thanks.
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Enclosed are comments from staff members of the Office of
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Director’s personal comments, please let me know -- and contact

me if you have any questions.
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