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Tuesday
October 31, 1995

Goals 2000:
Why all the
hue and cry?

By DANA WILKIE
Stafl Writer .
SACRAMENTO -— Since President
Clinton signed the Goals 2000 program
" into law last year, critics have soorned
the education program, saying #t in-
trudes into state affairs, imposes a slew
of new requirements and promotes
gaals that spell Big Brother-like moni-
toring of how parents raise children.
Gov. Pete Wilson, jining the outcry,
has criticized the program {ox its “myri-
ad of federal dictates™ and has threat~
ened to refuse $42 million in Goals
2000 maney that the Clinton adminis-
tration recently awarded California
schools,

Yet documents and interviews indi-
cate that Goals 2000 critics can point to
few specific flaws in the goals and pro-
gram requirements themselves. In-
stead, their complainis appear to focus
on the fact that the federal government
is involved in education 10 begin with:

Ses Goals 2000 on Page A-14
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Goals 2000

Wilson refuses to send
schools the $42 milllon

Continued from A-1

grat’s most imtspolcn critics,
demanstrate

unfamibiarity with the

detxis of Goals 2000. One Chris
tian Coalition spokeswoman sxid.
she based ber opposition not oo
of the program

personal imowledge
’but on wfnt l.b:'d beard from

u Thoogh critics say they worry
that Goals 2000 vn'l squelch the
frecdam that local schoals exercise
over education, some of thess xame
ummylhnwhouhcambe
g‘mbdmrepﬁsmzwomy

mhney too many strings
attached.

Signed by Chnton in March
1994, Goals 2000 is a voluntary
mmlhnsmoddigmcumy

last yesr, the federal govern-
wﬂnarded’lem:mmGoals

"$10 mallion for 168 consartia regre-

2000 grants; Gov. Wilson acoepted

mdumﬂmmw e ]mém
mmwmmwwew“ Bush_Teo were”
uhduamcmmmummmdebmm
program that bacame law in March 1994,

senting 227 Cakfornia school dis-
mdmxmma

——

mhh‘lZmiﬂmﬁorl&Sm

C«m&s&g‘d o mmmmwmmasmmmmm ;‘
!blmgb De;mbnmt W nhﬁbh:»dﬁmhmwm L
reﬁustoamddlosd:od&ln]uly, s

'hilehemaﬂlmmmahmm
wpf«&@?
wrohe'l‘mnhmm.thmu.s.u-

et

ad Wil pasaess the Kixwiedge snd skils necessary © compets in &
mmmmmmwmdm

"l!&&a&lﬂmu Mmhmmm L
_mab« frea of drugs, viclenos mmaunmmmmdn
:to ‘wmaﬁﬂmamm ..... ’
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far fewer than many other federai
sducation programa in which Cali-
farnis pacticipatea and which Wil-
sost hasa't complained sbout, Two
are the Improving America's
Schoola Act and Speci] Educstion
grants.

“The other feders! grants that

we get have books to tell you how

to lipply),” said Terry Emmett, the

Gaals 2000 coordinator for the Cal.

ilornis Department of Educatian.

“Goals 2000) is amazingly unres-
trictive,”

Natalic Williams rtumly wrots s
critical review of Goals 2000 for
the Claremont Institute, s consen
vative think tank. Unlike other fed-
aral education programs, she said,
Guals 2000 requires that states tall

“the federal government how they
ﬂl&!‘o schieve eight nations! edu-
ca

goals.

] agree with the goals,” said Wik
liama; who deacribmd them ss "laud-
able.” °l Just think Washington s
really not in the best position to (set

But the nation's governors ap

proved six of theae goals at 2 1988

. confarence — reflecting the “state
and Jocal control® that criticy say ic
misaslng in Goals 2000. Congress

for student sesesament undez Goal
2000,

Grant-writers sy the Goals
2000 program is emong tho least

of any federal education

pragrama ta which thay've applied.
They say the national goals are
mere guidelines, not dictates, And
they say the gonis do not conflict
with the state’s own educstion
goals.

"1 work with all the money that
comes [rom the federsl govem-
ment lor special (educatinnal
aeeds),” s;n! Lcighty, sasin-
nt aupumtcndmt for the Lake-
side Unilon Schoal District. “They
have beaucoup etrings attached te
every einglo program. Goals 2000
has closa to no strings.”

Peter McHugh, seaociate super-
intendent for the Viata- Unified
Schoo! District, said bis district felt -

free to pick tmm among the eight
national

“We om weten't looklnc
over our ‘ot the federal

pvemmm sald McHugh, whose
district was mwarded $125,000 a
year to train teachers in an interna-
tional mathematics and science cur-
riculum and to encourage achook
children to think enrlier sbout their

sdded two more goals before Clin-  carvers.

:jm aigned the Goals 2000 legiala:

Jemi!er A. Manhal of the Fam)-
Iy Research Council, a national conr
servative group, objects that these

Is have been codified into law.

devalopmant, she says, raises
mmﬁummmtmr
sl t will enforon goals ahe

thia: "By the year 2000, all
chlldren in Americe will aan
school ready to learn.”

Teo some aducatore, this inspires
visions of communitias with more
preschoals, To Marshall, it means
Goals 2000 roney might be spant

lesrn about chlld developrent.
Though the Misaour] program is
voluntary, operates in 43 states snd
relios oo public and privats funding yea

lnchdﬁa Goals 2000 money -
Marahall says such programs
anw pmmmt to Yudga how

Sc Hanhxll “1 would all ob-
::tmlﬁbvdtm(‘adﬂ. It's
t & matter that the fedenl gov-
ermucnt [s running them.”
Oppoaents also worty that Goals
2000 requires states to submit tc
the faderal governmant strategies
fur testing student performance.
“Tradi y, the question (foz
receiving faders! education dollars)
g }lo- are you going.to use the
money,” said

Mﬂlnowrtuﬂ\efedwlﬁ“

}lnovc:, Wilson' this month

:Edabmdlnuhwnhuamuk'
£

esting system for students —
the sams that state sducation
. officiala uned o deacribe to the fed-
eral government Callfosria’s plan

. "Never be -
i’mhlmemn!ndmtmiu\

_owents. Sore u{d the
o L

' grnrmntn

The Powsy Unified School Dis-
teict considered the Goals 2000 ob-
paim a8 mere guidelines, thes
wrotc ils vwn gosls, said grant-
writer Sandra Johnaon, -

“They had a listing of national .
goals, but there wes no requin
wt that waolbvthmamxuy

Wﬂm and his eduuuan nfﬁcule
persiat in saying otherwise, Wilson

© however, hn refused to list the

“federal dictates™ to which he ob
Jects, md DiMarco wag hard:

| dm'x have a m ta give you.
said Mxl::n. adding ﬂ;;to w:m
slthough he accepted mi
for Goals 2000 last year, wants tc
make uure Congress doean’t make
Got.lo 2000 more cumbersame thiz

YEAL the time Wilson sent hia July

could letter objecting to the “dictates” in

Gaals 2000; DiMarco sald, he "bad
ol evaluated what the progrym
was At that current point .., nor
haa he fully at this point.” DiMarco
said the reason waa that her office
wan forced to prematurely review
the program becauss the state De-
partment of Education mismanaged
the distribution of the Goals 2000

U.S. Education Secretary Richard
Rliley,. said- thare .are no existing
“to change any of the

2000 requirements. .
Likewise, representatives . of

. seape consarvetive groups cri

Goals 2000 “mandates” but can p&n
point few objectionadle tt wre-
net
ls 2000
Soms uid they based
on stories from
of “constituent”
groups sbout what Goala 2000
numctofx edication.
2000 proponents
suspect that Wilsan has no apeclhic
objections, but that the governor
took up the anti-Gaals 2000 ¢ry-
asda s 3 way to criticize Clinton
mwhih Wilson waa running for presi-
t
Assomblyman Steve Baldwin, 2
Republican from El Cajon snd oul-
en Gosla 2000 critic, sald the
2000 Law uses the wards
“ahall” and “will” too often, Though

compelled to comply with new
Goals 2000 mandates In order to
get money to which they've growm
sccustamed, ]

.
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To: Ml towEm

Subject: bosts 2000 ,u éﬂft/-b;ta./ld—
FAX Number: __.( 1) w - _059f

From:  Michael Jackson

Phone Number  203.276.5010 ____ or Net276-5010

Please Call: SusanQ Henn At: 703.276.5048 or Net.Z76.5048

If there are problems with the transmittal of this message.
Thank You. .

Pages To Follow: __~

- Mossage:

/&./@e-——-—-
/?’Yfm/%wc 7 54”“"’ C)""’”‘créw&d%’

ﬁ, 7 as
/)% e X /ﬂwuﬂou eA_ TP o LA |

4——:‘»7" of— -
772/47 Thar ’J@NL T £ N/ﬂ

T7u\
(«O{MA/U ,LA»«#’ u A @»W”r{'ﬁ =

e Aer)


http:7""''&.v<.Jl

%0/31/95 '15:22 703 276 5057 TRW M JACKSON | doo2

.
Coahhon for A Bnghter-Cahfonua

* PO. Box 7643, San Francisco, CA 94120-7643

October 24, 1595

TO: Members of the Coalition

FROM: Dennis Hunt
‘ 916/446-6667

' SUBS:  CABC Show of Support Goals 2000
At the October 11 méeti}ug of the “Coalition for A Brighter California,” we discussed the

status 1 the federal and stale levels of Goals 2000, Particularly as it relates to the latter,
we discussed the desirability of urging Governor Wilson to authorize the spending of the

342 million rm:nmu:mms end, concairrensly, the impartanca of galiciting the

Legislature's assistance in encouraging such action by the Govemor. The consensus was
that we move shead with a letter-wriling campaign. :

Atached you will find drafts of vwo letters « one to the Governor, the other to. member:

of the T.egislature. Our hone is that each member of the Coalition will wark hard o
obtain the signature of their association’s/company's chief executive and have him/her

- sign on the line provided on the letier. Onee you have the signamre, please fax It o me
by October 31 at 916/446-0674, and we will put together a “compoaite™ of all the
, .respondenfs signatures so that we can mail one letier from all those members who wish
to participate. ‘

- Thank you in advance for your help on this action itera and for your continued support of
the Coalition. Of course, pleasc call with any questions or cornments you may hnve

s/8"d e | | INIUOT3AIA SNE WdS2:28 S6. 85 130
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October --, 1995

Dear Govemnor:.

As representatives of California’s educauon and busmess commumnes, we behev.-
California’s schools and students are descrving of the recently awarded $42 million Goasls
2000 g:a;nt and we encouragc you to authorize spending of thr:se funds.

Like you, we agree a great deal must be done to improve Cahfomxa s public education
system. We have been actively involved ib Jocal schools and education-related projects
thar further the state’ 8 goals of improving its education, curriculum, skills, and standards
and assessments systems. Through our efforts, we have seen first-hand how Goals 2000
provides for freedom and innovation at the local Jevel, and encourages districts and
schools to meet individual stud:nts’ needs most approptiately.

Authonmg spending of lhxs Goals 2000 grant will further prormote school-based change,
innovation and parental and community involvement at the school site -« all goals o

~ which we are committed. Clearly, California will not remain competitive in the national
economy unless we invest in the state's future workforce — our students —~ and our
education system. This $42 million grant will help local communities, parents, teachcxs
students and schools do just that.

We urge you to authorize spendmg of the $42 million Goals 2000 grant for Califomuz.
deserving schoals and students immedxztely

Smczrcly,

S-v°d . © INZWdOT3A3A SNE WdSZ:2@ S6. BE L0
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b d

Qctober ==, 1995 |

 Dear (Senamr/Assembly Member):

AS reptcscmatwes of the business and educatmn communities, we ask for your help in
- encouraging Govemor Wilson to authorize spending of the recently awarded $42 million Goals
2000 grant.

In our efforts to improve California’s education, curriculum, gkills, and standarcls and

asscssments systems, we have been actively involved in local schools and educationsrelated -

projects throughout the state. We have seen first-hand how Goals 2000 provides for freedum and

innovation at the lacal level, and encourages districts and schools to meet mdmdu.al students’
needs most appropriately.

Aut‘nonz:ng spending of this Goals 2000 grant will further promote school-based c¢hange,

innovation and parental and community involvement at the school site -- all goals to which we -
are committed. Clearly, California will not remain competitive in the natiopal economy unless

we invest in the state’s future workforee — ous students - and our education system. This §42

million grant will help local communitics, parents, teachers, students and schools do just that.

We implore you % assist us in urging Governor Pete Wilson to allocatc the $49. mdhm Geals
2000 grant monies to our schools and our students immedijately. :

Sincerely,

ss'd , | . INBWOT3AI] SN Wd92:28 S6. BE 100
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AND CALIFORNIA

uts to State Education in Federal Budget Plan
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at least 10 percent, or §2.7 bllllon Much of

the money would come from the glant [ed-

eral assistance program for poor children *

called Title 1, which states rely on to pay
for exira reading help, math mu‘nﬂx
computer equipnibul und spectul alinhng
for teachers.

. In additton, school Junch programs
would be reduced, as viould clazses taught

to immigrant students in their native lan-
guage, anti-viclence programs and job-
skill training.

Under the plan, California would lose
at least 10 percent of its federal allocalion
next year.

“It's catastrophle,” said state schools
chief Delaine Eastin as she toured Lowell
High in San Francisco as part of her week-
ly 'visits to California classrooms. Lowell,

which isconsidered one of the best publlc

- schools in the country, still has science

books that were published in the 1850s, wa-
ter-stalned ceilings and |ury-rigged wiring
fnaking across the clagarooms

“Cutting educatlon is at our peril,” Eas--

tin said, poting that Congress is likely to

‘increase the defense budget while de-
creasing school financing. “We don’t run

the -Pentagon with lottery winnings or
prisons with volunteer help. Why should
we run schools that way?"

A House proposal passed earller thxs.
month would cut the federal school bud--

get by 17 percent over seven years.
The Senate version, which has yet to

come to a vote, proposes a 13 percent cut.

over seven years. But that version, known
as HR2127, may never reach a vote be-

cause squabbling senators cannot agreeon
whether the proposal should cantain such
nonschool issues as a prohibitlon of feder-
al financing of abortion services and are-

n] n' Prnqidon! ("q\!nn'e fvnmnnm or.
EE‘I‘ protecting siriking public workers
from permanen! replacement.

If the Senate fails to vote on its propos-
-al, the US. education budget for fiscal

year 1996 would automatically be reduced
by-about 10 percent from 1993, said Mike
Smith, Clinton's undersecretary of educa-
tion. Otherwise, the final cut will likely be
deeper, somewhere between the Houge
and Senate versions, Smith said.

President Clinton, who has requested
an increase in federal funds for education,
has threatened to veto cuts proposed by
Congress. :

“Clinton’s going to veto these things.
He'll say no, this is intolerable,” Smith.
“He’s been really adamant on education so

far. It's one of the few lines in the budget -

eand that he's drawpn

Repubdlicans in Washington and Cali-
fornia defended the cuts,

“It's deflnitely a belt-tightening year,
but this only puts a scalpel to education —
not a meat-ax,” sald Margaret Camp, a

spokeswoman tor Republican Senator Ar-.

len Specter of Pennsylvania, who chairs
the committee that Is sponsoring the Sen-
ate educstion plan.

Raymond Relnhard, an education ad-
viser to Governor Wilson, pralsed the cuts
and downplayed their impact on state edu-

STUDENTYS: Page A17Cdl. 1
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MONDAY, OCTOBIR 30, 1993

Drastlc Cuts to State Education in Federal Bu¢

Effect would be
‘catastrophic’ for
- neediest students

By Nanette Asimov
Chroalcle Sty Writer

California’s public schools face a Joss of
at least $260 milllon next year under feder-
al budget cuts being discussed in Congress
— & reduction the slale superintendent
sald would be “catastrophic” for the
state’s neediest children.

The proposed cuts are expected to re-
duce the overall U8, education budget by

at least 10 percent, or $2.7 billion. Much of
the money would come from the giant fed-

eral assistance program for poor children -

called Title 1, which states rely on to pay
for exira reulmu hetp, wialh Wturiug,
computer equipment and special training
for teachers.

In addition, school lunch programs

would be reduced, as would classes taught
to immigrant stedents In thelr native lan-

guage, anti-violence programs and job-
sidll tralning.

Under the plan, California would lose
at least 10 percent of its federal allocstion
next year.

“It's catastrophic,” said state schools
chief Delaine Eastin as she toured Lowell
High In San Francisco as part of her week-
Iy ‘visits to Califorpia classrooms. Lawell,

P

L
San Francisco Chronicle
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which Is consldered one of the besi public

- schools in the country, still has sclence
books that were published in the 1050s, wa- -

ter-stained ceilings and ury-rigged wirln
sahling actuns ﬁfe c.laa:j UUNS. ¥

“Cutting education Is at our peril,” Eas- -

Ain sald, noting thas Congress Is likely to

increase the defense budget while de--

creasing school financing. “We don't run

the Pentagon with lottery winnings or -

prisons wlith volunteer help. Why should
we run schools that way?”

A House proposal passed earller this.
month would cut the federal school bud-

get by 17 percent over seven years.
* 'The Senate version, which has yet to

come 10 & vole, proposes a 18 percent cut.

over seven years. But that version, knowa
as HR2127, may never reach a vole be-

cause squabbling senators cannot agree on
whether the proposal should contain such
ponschoql issues as 8 prohibition of feder-
;mn- cing of ahoriiep services and q re

of brestdent (linton's executive or-
der protecting sirlking public workers
from permanent replacement.

H the Senate fails to vote on its propos-

al, the US. education budget for flscal'

year 1096 would sutomaticafly be reduced
by about 10 percent from 1995, sald Mike
Smith, Clinton’s undersecretary of educa.
tion. Otherwise, the final cut will ikely be
deeper, somewhere between the House

‘and Senale versions, Smith said.

Prestdent 'Clinton, who has requested
an increase in federal funds for education,
has threatened to veto cuts proposed by
Congress.

-
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- not likely o accept the $42 million

" done for new computers, or school safety or parental

70 9-1-202-401-0596 PO02 -

GOVErnor, we .

need the money

HAT DO YOU do you do if someo
W you to accept a check for $42 milli:: \;“u::x

ally free of strings? If you are Gov. Pete *

. Wilson, you sniff, “probsbly not.” and let the feder-

al government, which made the offer, stew in itg
own juices. :
This is what the controversy over Goals 2000, the

: federal education program that encourages educa-

tional innovation in states and local school distri
and that began in the Bush administration, hasu’ma
come down to in California. ; .
It is getting stupid. Male hor- - e
mones may even be involved.

Wilson, who spent six moniths
running for president on a o
states’ rights and anti-federal-
mandates platform, has also -~ °
at the last two years blasting
ident Clinton and the feder- -
gl government for not supplying

enough money in other sreas,
such as education, health bene- 2 H
fits and prison costs for illegal ~ WILSON: At .~
im,ﬁ;’f?m?" wE "'t'h‘a.-':#'?;?war B ad o SV 1T

“The governor now says be I8 . .cmvsquds s
¥hat Congress

already _ap?mbriated_.for California schools because .4

too much federal “micromanagement” is involved. -

Besides, he says, there is no guarantee that more -

money would be available next year. Indeed, it's

quite possible that the GOP majority in Congress

will kill the program pext year. o o
But Secretary of Education Richard Riley said in

an inlerview last weekend that 46 other states have

The governor now says heis ...
‘not likely to accept the $42
million . .. for California
schools because too much
federal ‘micromanagement’
Is involved.

accepted the money, that 14 have submitted final
plans for bow to spend it, and that his department
has accepted all 14 plans “without changing a
word.” )

“Goals 2000 clearly says the states will create
their own academic standards and their own plans
to help students reach thase standards.” Riley said.
“I would hope every state would do that anyway.
This is a very important issue. We are ready to wire
the money electronically the minute we get approy-
al.” [Without Wilson’s approval, Rﬂe{ will redistrib-
ute California’s share to other states.

Moreover, Riley said, Wilson could accept the $42
million for this year, apply it as other states have

involvement programs, or whatever the locals want.
If California schools were 8o luxuriating in wealth
that they didn't need the money, Wilson's reluc-
tance might even seem magnanimous. )

But in fact. California is near the bottom in state
funding for achools, class size, computers per class-
room and a host of other measures. Even with extra
money for the schools in the latest state budget,
California still spends some $1,200 a year per child
less than the national average. . .

. Wilson may be looking for a face-saving way to_- %

.‘ y "
- PR I A A N I R N I N O I A S S Y

| -aceept the money. Let’s hopé he finds éne. - VQ‘E:

John Jacobs writes from Sacramenta as Wffﬁﬁfnﬂ_ép“.':

editor of the MeClatehy News Service. -
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Alameda County Ofﬁc_e Of Education

October 26, 1995

Honorable Pete Wilson
Governor, State of California
State Capiral

Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Govermnor Wilson:

1 am aware that you are still considering whether to accept the $42 million of rederal
Goals 2000 funds for California’s scheols. I ask you, on behalf of our schcols and
students, ro nodfy the federal government 1o releage these funds o Califormia.

The funds will support locally developed projects that will lead @ school
improvement. Parencs, (eachers, and vilidl COLUNUDICY MEDDers GaVe Coe
together 1o develop scheol-specific plans for improvensent and have chosen ©
pursue these federal funds 10 launch their efforts.

In addidon, we need o send a consistens m:ssage o the Iderai Jovernment JnaL v¢
arc carnest in scoldng California’s fair snare O frs e aculary stor 16 the tzierzl
govemmenr. Renrmng these funds would be confusiag, i aot conradictory o our
intended message.

Finally, Californiz must be rully coraraitied 0 ndenzking fe S36e- 20 leSully-
determined educanon reform afforts rhat wiAll estabiish Californiz once apain us
having the nation’s most outstanding educadonal systers. Ve must nalize all
available rescurces to do this. Please do not deprive our communitics OF UUS
opportuniry. : ‘

Please accept the $42 million in federal Goals 2000 funding ror Califomia’s schoos

for 1993-96.

ISincerely,

- 'J uuu,wﬁ/wmauw//

August Scornaicnchi
Superintenden:

AFS:h
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Alameda County Office of Education

Qcrober 26, 1995

TO: Loni Hancock

FROM:  August Scornaienc crintendent
Alameda County e of Education

RE: Loss of Goals 2000 Funds

Thanks for the alert! Thave a&tached a copy of we lenter I sent o Governor Wilson
today regarding his plan to reaxm $42 million of federal Goals 2000 fouds to e
fcderal government. I have also requested the three Alameda County districts
direcy affected by Governor Wilson’s decisions to contact his office, as well as all
California county superintendents of schools (copies arached).

- Let’s hope we have an impa;;z;
AS:lh : l
attach. , '
cc: Kard Xlansner

|
|
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| | Oakland
QAKLAND UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
Offles of tho Board of Education = 1025 Second Avenua, Sulte 814 .
. Oaiiang, CA 946082212 “
510-330-0198 » Fox 510-830-8228 .
’ ) (1]
Board of Educasion 1995
m&ma Prestent \ Ox:un
g R October 25, 1995 iy
Pl o Coon
St Spancer
Diaret Gogar Raicstey .
’ ! mm“'..].'ﬁ:
The Honomable Pete Wilson
Qovarnor of the State of Californin
State Capitol
Sacramento, CA 93814
Desr Governor Wilson:
We arc writing as members of the Oakland School Board, and as citizens of Californis, o . i

urgently reguest you to immediatly accept the $42,111.705 Goals 2000 grant thar the natlonal
govcrpioent has awarded our Staic,

The Oakland Unified School District bes already received 3106,115 in 2 Goals 2000 sub-grant

from the California Departoent of Education. We will receive an additional $153,445 next year if

you agres to rclease the fonds. We asswe you that cvery dime is needed, and is being wellnsed | *
to iroprove the cducation of the children and young peopls in Oakland, - ‘ )

As a large urbag s¢hool dist:ict we face temendous challenges. Those challcnges will be made ;
morc difficalt if the proposed federal budget cuts are enactsd and if the Statcs does notincrcase |
funding for cducation. You know the grim statistics about low par pupil spending, large class size

and the lack of computers in classrooms a3 well a3 we do. We cannot afford 1o turn sway money
that can help our children} *

Goals 2000 dollars come without regulation, and allow local districts llke gurs w sct our own

priorifics, goals and plans. Oakland decided to apply for these fands, we need these funds. For
the Governor of the State to unilacrally deny us our Quals 2000 grant awerd would make 8
mockery of local control.

|
Z '2o¥e ’ 8255 €ce 015 NOILY3NQY 40 quvos  61:Z1 (AHI) §6. 9 120
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Re: Goalz 2000 Graog

Honorable Pee Wilson \
Pege 20£2

Again, we wge yon to sccept and 10 releaso the fands.

[ '
BOARD OF ENUCATION OF THE QAKLAND UNJFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT

Tond Cook

;/" Sylvester Hodges %g S | : | )
| | |
\

CT/BS/LHMNG/IQYTC/SH:mm

cc: Carolyn Getridge M .
Superinkendent of Schools '
Oskland Unificd School District

¢ ‘§9vd 626 €68 0ig . NOILYVoNGa 40 J¥VOER 0Z:z1l (AHL) S&6. $Z 1DO



DRAFT CA G2K STRATEGIC PLAN
PHASE 1 OBJECTIVE

Continue to create positive message about Goals 2000 and grassroots pressure on G.
to release funds. This phase of activities builds up to the Nov. 30 CA Business
Round Table meeting.

Target dates: November 1-30, 1995
Strategy I:  Grassroots Mobilization
A Creéte Network of Grassroofs Advocates

1. Identify leaders willing to participate in coordinated strategy from:
- a PTAs ‘
b. Unions
c. Teacher leaders
d. Superintendents
e. Academics
f. Business groups
g. Other

2. Establish communication network among CA groups to share and track
information -- options:
a. Daily conference calls
b. Fax network
¢. Individual calls
d. Meetings

C. Provide information

1. Provide information to grassroots organizations; encourage them to
incorporate examples of how G2k is working to improve education for
children in their area, what could be done additionally with more
resources, and what will be lost if funding not released. Information to
include: ' ‘

a. Sample op eds
1. From parent
2. From teacher
3. From administrator/superintendent
4. From business leader
b. Talking points about benefits of G2k
¢. Sample articles for newsletters



d. Sample letters of support for G2k
D. Disseminate information

1. Four week targeted media strategy
Wk of Nov. 1 - San Diego
Wk of Nov. 7 - Los Angeles
Wk of Nov. 14 - Central Valley
Wk of Nov. 21 - San Francisco/Oakland -
Wk of Nov. 28 - Sacramento

a. Submit op eds to local newspapers
b. Write letters to the editor
c. Hold press conferences

2. Influence political leaders _
a. Send letters of support to governor & legislative representatives

3. Inform public
a. Submit articles to employee and civic group newsletters
b. Offer to speak at civic meetings -
c. Speak on public service television and radio shows about the
importance of education improvement

4. Utilize existing communication networks to disseminate information
a. Newsletters
b. E-mail networks
c. Fax networks :
d. Conferences and meetings
e. Internet home pages, chat lines

Strategy II.  Leadership Strategy
A. Mobilize supporters
1. Assembly - possible hearings planned
2. Congressional delegation - letter and possible press events
3. Chief ?? . S
4 Lt. G7?

B. Tie leaders into communication network

C. Call to action when appropriate



Strategy I1I: CBRT
A Keep in regular contact leading up to 11/30 meeting
B. Provide input to survey where appropriate
C. Influence event and follow-up, if possible
1. Encourage press to cover
2. G’s ed representative invited to meeting
D. Follow-up meeting with G and/or G’s ed representative
1. CBRT to talk with G about need for and support of G2k
Strategy IV: Outreach to G
A.  Dept. stay in touch with G’s staff
1. Communicate through intermediaries when appropriate
B. Send letter (or Sec call) to address micro-managing issues, fear of no
future funding, changes made to G2k, willingness to let them indicate they
had role in making changes for sake of CA’s children
GOAL: G shows signs of softening and gives message to business community following
11/30 meeting that G is likely/more likely to accept G2k funds

PHASE 11 OBJECTIVE

Continue grassroots pressure on G to accept and release G2k funds on behalf of
CA’s children

Target dates; November 30 - December 25, 1995

Strategy I:

Strategy II:

GOAL:

'

S calls G when funding issue is resolved to communicate result and and proposed
legislative changes CoC

Encourage business leadership to hold private meeting with G re: G2k
G accepts G2k on his terms; takes some credit for changes and rei terates the

importance of state and local autonomy; positions himself as tough opponent who
puts CA children’s education before desires of feds
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. ‘education programs in which Cali-
fornia tes and which Wik |
‘'son Hasn't complained about. Two '
‘ate the lmproving: Amexica §.
.s:hoo!.a Act and Spuual \muan

- "I‘he othek' federal grants tha!
we get have ‘baaks to tall you how

-

FOR YOUR INFORMATICK

‘iornia’ 'Department of Edwcation.’
“(Geals 2000‘ is a:naz}m;’ upres-
rerive,”, - L -

5N DNEGO CITY SCHOOLR

er; opposition . aot. on -

71 *"Snﬂhédf' By iClinto'm in- 'Marchv

‘ m (3PPM. Qld Terxy Enunen’ el I
pUBLIC SUPPORT AN GNGAGTR:5¢: | :Goals 2000 coordinatar for the Cal- -

S - P.2s4T
“r o) e
oY TQ DD --7%5
e ) From PIO
pETED»  Hudey
Perko

i~ Natalle williamg recently wratea ~

nv m mvlew lof Goals 2000 {or
t.-the Clarémont.Institute, 4 conser-
.vam;e "think taak,’ pke gther fed-
grams, sHe said

qauon pr
socﬂs %g:\is tequ*&s that states.tel

Yedétal government how they’

lan t5 achieve ejght nationa] edu-
cat:on Boals, .

- “T,agree with the goals,” said Wil-

hams.. who described them as "laud-

-able” “T' jagt thimk' Washxﬂgfon ie

tealb' not m t.be hest posxt:on to (sen

But the nation’s governors ap-
proved six of these goals at a 19865
canfereice = reflecting the “state

" and locaf control” that critics say js

frissihg in Goals 2000. Congress

added two-more goals before Clin-

:Jon signéd the Goals 2000 legisla-
oen.

Jemnifar A. Marshall of the Fami-
ly Research Council, a natianal con:
servative group, ohjects that these
goals have boen' codified into law.
This deweh:pmem\:f she says, raises

ithe question of if and how the feder-

‘ *ai “goverhent will”énforce’

ssuch ag this: "By the' year 2000, .all
““children; it " America - wﬂi Start
school ready to learn.”

To some educators, this inapires
visions of communities th.h more
préschools. To Marshall, it means
Goals 2000 money. might be spent
an programs like a Missouri-based
one where educators help parents
learn about child developmant.
Though the Mi.ssoun program js

voluntary, operatesin 43 states and
telies an public and private funding
~— incliding Goals 2000 money —
Ma:shau 'sitys such programa could
governmant 10 “judge how

d parents are.”

Says Marshall; "I would still ob-
ject even if I loved the (goals). It's
just a-matter that the federal gov- .

. emment is runaing them.”

&
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ik Ox?ponm(s 5. worry that.Goale

s 2000 reqiizes ‘states, to submit g
the federal” goverhment: strategies :

A fur testing student pezfoxmance.

“Traditionall 1y, the, questxon (for .

: ‘mchmg?edm education dolfars)

. was: How areyo "FoihE to use the:
"L~ money,” éa(d Marsbalh:‘bl&verbe-.‘

At the tzme Wilson seau his July
ieuer objecting to the “dictates” in
Goals 2000, DiMarco said, he “had
not evaluated what the program
“was. at that qurzent point . .. nor
bas he fully.at this paiat.” DiMarcc

" said: the, reason was that her office
" was/forced to premacurely review

‘partment-of Educaticn mismanaged
the distributicn. of the Goals 2000

ot fmoney. the department denies this.

sds
g:gzgﬁﬁeut Cahfomza R %Iai

*
f“\

fgr studént a‘ssessment lmder G§al= T

.? 000. St

; %@nt-wmers say the Gozlk‘
; program is. ameng the :least -
“restricuye’of any federa;l educaﬁor.,

.........

- with’ xhe slate e own edxrcamon

o oals. G

“I' work: vm:h all the money Y.hat ':.

cafnes from the federal ‘govern:

ment for- specxa.l (educanonal .

needs),” said ‘Carol Leighty, assis-.

. tant s\\penntenden: for the Lake- e
side’ Union’ Schoal; Distriet, “They -
. have beaucoup strings attached'1o-

every single program: Goalg® 2000 ‘
e S J&ﬁi;i““g%’ oot
: eter assac super
<inténdenc: for ithe’: Yista : Unified
..School Districy, sdid his d;smcr felt -
free-to pick from: ampng ‘the eight

national.goals: :

"We ‘sertainly weren't 1ookmg "

_over ours shouldexa ‘at-the federqd]
g év‘e:nment . Said McHilgh, whase *
istrict ‘was, awarded..$125,000 2
year to,train teachers in an.jntesna: -
 tional mathematics nd science cur
- ricdluthy andto’ encourage school- -
children tp,_th;nk ga;lier about-theix
careers o
- The Poway' Umfxed 'Schiool Dis- .
m&t conm&ereﬂ the Goals 2000 ab-
,j€chves ‘a5’ mere’ 'guidelines, thes -
- wrote 'its ‘own ‘goals;’ saxd gnn.i::
wnter ‘Sandfa ]ohnsgn. o
e ’icgk bad a: h;gng of. nauong,.

"howaver, 7 h@@ Tefu

- Maderal ‘dictates™; tow!nch he nb ,

“jects, and’® Dmpaxec was, . hard

_pressedito pmpointany. .

" I don’t-have’a list to gwe you,”
"said. DiMarge; adding that Wilsom,
although he accepted $10' rillion
for Goals 2000 {ast year, wapis {C
make ‘sure Congress doesn’t make

" Goals 2000 more cambersame this
year.

-—

it theré was:no requite- -
th“ snxﬂx -

e, Cokieni, sépior adviser to

-gystem for studen N U:S EducaudnsSecrctary Richard
e M Bt St AduCALS
ofﬁcmls"‘ 1o desm'o;,:o‘tx“fe &

MRxxey, ge:d there .are no existing
propos d)ange any of the
*ﬁzwﬁmmm

130m€‘cqnservatm groups criticize
‘Go;!s.zooo'mandates but can pin-
ppint-feW:-objectionable require-
e t4.Somne: sjid they had oot
Ahagoughlinraad the Goals' 2000
'}931_ [ation:; . Somé “said they ‘based
their ., opposmon on stories from
“grass-tootls” ' or “conalituent”

2roups about what Goals 2000

ngin mean for educstion.
' Some Goals 2000 proponent

, suspec: that Wilson has no speczﬁc
. objections, but thst the gavernor
‘took up the anti-Goals 2000 cry-
-sade ag a way to criticize Clinton
denwhﬂe WMn was ruoning for m:a

Assemblyman Steve Baldwm 2
" /Republican from El Cajon and our-

' ~spoken-Guals' 2000 critic, said the

" "Goals 2000 ‘kiw uses ‘the words

| ‘“shall” and “will” too often. Though

.: nearly every law uses these words
- = including laws Baldwin has writ-

ten ——. the asgernblyman said he
-feary’ that local districts may-féel
compelled to comply with aew
- Goals 2000 mandates @ order'to
.get money to which they've grawn
aca:uatomed

A 0 43

e o Crome o —

‘the, program decause the state De- -

“Likewige, ‘répresentatives af ’
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California Meeting
10/31/95

pdate or recent discussions
- Ruth McKenna \ s
: . San Diago reporter i
others (Loni) A
Congressional letter/action -- Congréssman Berman .
|
|
|
4

Is there a need to pull congressional staff together for strategy discussion?
Secretary and Députy’s tw S(a Ve
- Nov. 18--Deputy “< & (ww el o )
Nov. 20--Secretary
(we will have 1nformat10n on their obhgatlons to date )

Review and revisions of strategy outline

Staffing 777




SAN FRANCISCO CHRONICLE, Oct. 19, 1995

(Best Copy Available)

LETTERS

p. 1C

The Governor, Schools and God!s 2000

Editor — Your October Sarti-
cletitled, “Wilson Spurns $42 Mil-
lion Federal Grant for Schools,”
does not properiy present the
governor's position on Goals 2000,

‘The governor has made very
clear his bellef that education s
the responsibllity of state and i¢-
cal governments, and that the
{ederal government hasnorole
in micro-managing our schools.
Tnat's why the governor has stat.
¢d his bellef that we should “pro-
¢eed with caution” in accepting

second-year Goals 2000 dollars.
©  Hebelieves that educators
and parents must be assured that
these dollars will, in fact, not be

tied 16 federal mandates that lim-
it local decision-making on how- -

10 use the money either now orin
the future.

We need only look to the bro-
ken [RCA and SLIAG commit-
ments to remember that the fed-
eral government has promised
money before and reneged on
that promise, »

Very simply put, the governof
- with experience as the teacher
— is being admirably cautious in

- refusing to accept these funds un-

til all the details are ironed out.
Local school districts will do well

by being equally as cautiousand

not expending funds that are not
aiready in the bank, Writing
checks on an empty account s
nevera good idea.

The bottom line: If the Gosls

© 2000 program is in fact structured

to be free of federal strings and
tully funded, and the governor
believes that the reforms being

funded are good for our students,

bis concerns will be satisfied.

MAUREEN DIMARCO

Cabinet Secretary

Governor's Office

of Child Develépment

and Education

Sacramento

" “ 'Washington Post, October 24, 1995, P. I‘

‘All too often the patteinof ' BMMGTS ¥ NN . .
toden propramsisfoater Obligations to Children.
thataret ollowed by ... .. ) T . .
the intervention of controlling qm;d%;ammmm %‘r&p’%
regulationsand bureaucratic the Federal Communications s Joug 28 broadcasters contimoe:
meddling. ... . . - Commission’s effort to hold to be given free use of the publicly
A further complication is that broadcasters accountable for owned ai they
the Househasremoved funding  serving the needs of children. The  thing o o 1o e aarioa s chi
for next year's Goals 2000 budgel, " Post argues that government can-  cren. When stations try to pass off
and the Senate mropmtiom not and should not legisiate quali-  noneducational f‘“‘l _
Committee hasreduced Goals  ty intelevision programming. Of . tial, ifs ke uaing counterfeit
3000 by nearly two-thirds below " ““° ‘course, that's troe, But that  curvency to pay the dete
the president's January budget doesn’t have anything to do with The television i .
request. .. - thecontroversy about children's . - o to provide high-quality chil-
With the future of Goals 2000 television. ‘ ‘ dren's ing. Stats
funding uncertain, for local The debate today is about ac- e ot
school districts to program funds . . . 7 countability. Under the Children's m"“‘“"‘a tdren’s W, faith ef-
tor multiyear projects, which will Television Act of 1990, each sta- nq 25 the la tional pro-
requiretheredirectionof funds tion must provide programming When the do pot. the FCC 1o
from other worthy projects, if @ - “specifically designed” to serve obliged my 1. If the Fé% ,
and when tbe federal dollars are the educational needs of the child oy S o o o e L UC 18
eliminated ordiminished, would _audience. As Post reporter Paul g a0 oo roperly enforce
be counterproductive and impru-~ - -~ ‘Parhj indicated in his Oct. 12 tl: : Conggr&s should re-
dent. oo stry, S Cercuitng B4 223\ oaers o ey
Sopcica mé‘mﬁymm?“ " . are free to forget about the needs
programs as “Yogi Bear, of ica’s chi
«Noody Woodpecker” and even "~ DALE KUNKEL
i , “America’s Funniest Home Vid-  Santa Barbara, Calif.
+ eod” fulfill this obligaticn. NEWTON MINOW
The Post suggests that to chal- )
lenge the legitimacy of siach ' Chicago
clxtme is to enter a fog that the Dale Kunkel is an associate profes-
FCC cannot possibly navigate. - 307 of Communications at the Uni-
‘That position strips the Children’s  "versily of California, Santa Barba-
Television Act of all meaning. Sta- 7% Newton Minow is a former

FCC chairman.

-
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Author: Jennifer Davis at WDCBO2Z
Date: 10/27/95 7:29 PM .
Priority: Normal F ™ -1"
TO: Loni Hancock at SANAOL '

cC: Jennifer Davis o
CC: Mike Cohen at WDCBO1l
CC: Diane Jones at WDCRO2 y

Subject: CA Update
------------------------------------ Message Contents — e e —— o ————————— e e e e

Hi! Hope you have a great weekend. Several things...

1. I hope your urban superintendents speech went well. That was an
interesting talk we had with Sally!
T

Chick sent/us some great articles and letters. The John Jacobs
arficle was -great!! Thanks!

3. Diane is faxing you the draft strategy outline. It will need some
explination on Monday. One thing you might want to be thinking about
is the most effective way to keep the real activists in CA -- who want
to help -- in the loop on what is going on. (e.g. should a FAX network
be established? Would e~mail work? What about regular conference
calls? meetings?)} It seems to me that some mechanism needs to be
established in order to keep things organized.

4. I called Mike Rouse, but he was not in the office.

5. I have had INCREDIBLE conversations with two of the teacher
*leaders" in California. Pann Baltz (Disney teacher) and Dick
Chapleau (CA State Teacher of the Year) are ready to do what ever it
takes! Dick has already communicated with Congressman McKean and is
deing an Op Ed that he will send to papers in his area (Lancaster, CA)
and all over the state. He is happy to participate in a press event,

Pann Baltz is also going to do an OP ED and a letter to the Governor.
She also will talk with the NBC affiliate in her area about doing a
story. Pann's school has a Goals 2000 grant. She is also a
conservative Christian and has been featured in the Focus on the Family
magazine.

Both these teachers want to stay in touch with us. I have given
Loni's name and number to each of these teachers.

6. Terry Dozier has spoken with Sandy McBrayer. She is also ready to
do whatever we want. I will follow up with her on Monday.

7. Jeanne Jehl is a staff person at the Department who used to work
for Tom Payzant in San Diago. She has lots of friends in San Diago
and they have contacted her about this issue. Dr. Carol Leighty,
assistant superintendent of the Lakeside Union School District in San
Diago County has organized the 13 separate Goals 2000 grantees to
help. She can be reached at (619)390-2611. They are going to get
local parents and business people to write letters to the local papers
(and possibly to Wilson) about releasing the money. They will
describe how the funds are helping kids in San Diago County.

8. Frank H. has not called John Emerson re: consulting help.

This is all I know right now. We'll talk to you at 10:30 a.m. EST on
Monday! . .

Jennifer
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Stonewalling school innovation

‘ HAT DO you do if
somecne asks you lo |
accept a check for 342 ¢

millian virtually free of strings?
If you are Guv. Pate Wilsen, you
snift, “probably not,” and let the
federal government, which
mude the offer, stew in ils ewn
Juices.

This is what Lhe controversy
aver Goals 2000, the federal ed-
ucation program that encour-
ages educational inngvation in
states and loeal achoo! districts
snd that begaa in tha Bush ad-
ministration, has come down to
in California. _

It is getling stupid. Male hor-
monas may even be invalved,

Wilson, who spent six months
running for president on a
states’ rights and anti-federals
mandates platform, has alse
spent the last two years blagt.
ing President Clinton and the
federal government for not sup-
plying enough money in other
areas, such as education, health
benefits and prison costs for jlle-
gal immigrants. _

The goveraor now says he i3
not likely to aceapt the $42 mil-
lion that Congress alrcady ap-
propriated for Califernia schools
becsuse to0 much federal "mi-
¢romanagement” 13 invelved.
Besides, he says, there is no
guarantee that more monay
© would be available next ysar.

Indeed, it's quite possible that

the GOP majority in Congreas
will kill the program next year,

But Secretary of Education
Richard Riley said in an inter-
view last weekand that 46 other
slates have acceptad tha monay,
that 14 have yubmitted final
plans for how to ypend it, and
that his department has accept-
ed all. 14 fans “without chaag
ing a word,”

(44 OALS 3000 clearlr
s3ys the srates will

' cresta their own ac-
udemie standards and theit own
plans to halp students reach
thase stsndards,” said Riley. "]
would hope overy &#tate would

t

do that anyway. This is a very
important isgue. We are ready
1o wirg tha money electronieally
the minute we get approval.”
(Without Wilson's approval, Ril-
ay will rediatribute California's
share to other gtates.) )
Moreover, Riley said, Wilsan
could acenpt the $42 million for
this year, apply it as other

Pouncs IN REVIEW

John Jacabs
Pelitical Editor

states have done {or new com-
puters, or school safety or pa-

reatal involvement programs, or |

whatever the locals want. "This
i& not money for ongoing budg-
ets," Riley said. “If the money is

gene next year, but you've usod

it this year to improve the
schools. you haven't wasted it.”

if Caiifornia schools were so
luxuristing in weslth that they
didn't need the money, Wilson's
reluctance might even seem
magnanimous. Byt in fact, Cali-
fornia i3 near the bottom in
state funding for schools, class
size, computera per classroom
and 3 host of other measures,

- Even with extra money for the

schools in the [atest stats budg.
ot, California still d:sendu some
81.200 a year par child less than
the national average.

“A lot of the critieism i3 mis-
understanding and misinforma.
tion,” Riley said, “and repre.
sentls exireme viaws of folks who
are opposed fur bizarre reasons,
whe are out of touch with reali-
ly." In New Hamyphire, for ex.

ample. sume parents thought
Goals 3000 wag 3 United Na-
tions cabal to give shots to chils”
dren and control Lhair minds:,

Elsewheve, nthers thought it |

was 4 plat whereby Lhe faderal:
government could inupeot.
hamas and remoeve tha children:
if they found certain kinds of.

weapons, “That's way wut,” Riley, |

said. "Il [ thought that, 1'd be
againstiL tho.” - -

But Wilgon is not crazy. He

doesn't beliave, as one af his

own advisers put it, that Goals
3000 means “kids ate required
to ride brooms and hand cut
eondoms.” [{e may alse be ticked
at the state Depariment of Edy-
cation. In the firsl-year install-

- ment of Goals 2000 fundy last

year, it got 10 million, kept 34
milllon. for administration costs
and quickly prorriised thy other
$8 million to schoal districty,
plus another 39 million, which
did not yet exist, That $9 million
was wajpaated to coma from this
year's $42 million. That's tacky.’

HEN jseveral other
statos said they werp
unhappy with {edersl

rules, the feds waived them.
They have indicated a willing-
fesd to sit down with statly edus
cation officialg and work things
out, ' v '

“Contrary to the gssertions in
your {July 31] lester,” federal of-
ficlals wrote Wilson on Sept. 29,
“Guals 2000 does not contain ‘s

" myriad of federal dictates’; nor

hae it led to ‘federal microman-
agement of Californin's sduea-
tion reform elforts.’ In fast,
there sre no federal dictates in
Goals 2000, nor are there any
federal regulations {ssued as o
result of this program. ... We
would be happy 10 address any
problems you might identify.”

“T was Lhe governor of South
Carolina {rom 1979 1o 1987
said Riley. "I looked 1o Califor.
nia with envy. As we began
maving 8outh Caroling up, Cali-
fornia was at the very top in ed-
ucalion spending. Now, it's at ur
nagr the very bottom.. | just
hape he [Wilsani will eomg
aroynd. It would bresk my
heart if this critical state, st a
time of having serious prudblons
funding cducation, would wurn
its back on this money.”

Wilgon may he losking fur a
fasc.saving way io accepl the
maney. Lat's hope he finds onc,
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California Update

10/26/95

1. Followed up with kTerry Dozier. The California state teacher of the year, Dick
Chapleau, (see e-mail) is very interested in helping--will do press/letters etc. The former
National Teacher of the Year, Sandy McBraie will likely also help and Pann--former
Disney teacher too.

2. Today I will talk with David Fish, lobbyist for the urban school districts in California.
Will encourage him to call Loni before Friday speech to discuss strategy. ‘

3. Have drafted Congressional delegation letter. We need to encourage them to run it by
Delaine. : '

4. Maureen DiMarco has not returned Mike C. call.

4. Frank H. will call John Emerson today.

5. Jennifer will try to reach Mike Rouse today.

6. Mike, any néws on Business support/BRT involvement in CA?? ”"V -

7. Where are we with Claremont respon‘se‘? rbﬁw i

8. What do we here from Mike Kirst? Will he publish response?

9. Should someone call Gene Garcia? Adele Naido?

For Loni: e o e e

o ' S ’h’\%’“ Niew \‘.v.
10.  Any new press in California? ‘ ey = 37T
“11.  Any news from Delaine about organizing strategy meeting?

12.  Any news on school board resolution on Goals?

13.  Conversations with constituency groups?

14, Any news on assembly hearings?

15.  Next steps on strategy?
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Author: dickc@qn@twcom’(chk Chapleau, at I\ ERN
Date:  10/25/95 4:46 PM"" .
‘Priority: Normal e

TO: Terry Dozier ‘at WDC802

Subject: Re: California Teachers '
T L - mm~ Me5Sage CONEENES == rw = == s - mmm e oo omne oo

Terry, 110% from me, You get me this lady's address, 1I'll also talk -

to the TOYs from California and see what I can do. I'll blow monéy calling
Sacramento. I'11l Wl’te letters ) 11 1rr1tate NhO needs irritating, or '
schmooze who needs ochm0021ng You tell me,:; ,*c’hammer ‘time or fznesse A
time? You know the 1ns ‘and outs ‘better.than I do. I'm a little. irri itated . -
-that the . "educatlon gove?nor" never meets the TOYs, - ﬂcr comes to ‘the

Milken, ‘ o : :

The kids are getting the raw end of‘this deal.

110%. Let me know. You want to have her call me at work,
805&726—7649, ext. 211 ‘ : : :

I‘ve"iéarnea a little bit aboutvcoufaééwﬁhié“yéérlﬂ*l”didn“tﬂggé‘thesé awards
" £o sit on the sidelines. I believe in Goals 2000. Hey, maybe I' could
get my students at the University to write letters! .

Dick




SAN FRANCISCO CHRONICLE, Oct. 21, 1995 p. 15
$42 MILLION ~FOR SCHOOLS AWAITS WILSON'S OK
by Nanette Asimov

- State Superintendent Delame Easun yesterday urged Governor .
Wilson for a second time to accept $42 million in federal money for
California schools that he has threatened to reject for having too
many strings attached.

‘I am gravely concerned that our students are bemg denied access
to important programs and services that they need and deserve,”’

Eastin wrote. *‘I am offering, as I did a month ago, to answer any
specific concerns that you have about ‘conditions’ or smngs
attached to the funds.’’

Although the governor has reservations about the money, he has not
yet made up his mind on whether to accept it, said Maureen DiMarco,
" his-education adviser. He may not decide until Congress ends its
session in mid-December, she said.

The $42 million would come from the federal Goals 2000 program
championed by President Clinton and would result in grants to 1,800
schools in 228 California districts. The governor began voicing
objections to the money this summer while he was a presidential
candidate. ;

Although Wilson has not specified the federal restrictions he is
concerned about, DiMarco said, ‘‘We wouldn’t want the federal
government to set academic standards for the state.’’ -

The programs that would receive portions of the grant money
include a gang-prevention program at South County Commumty School in
" Santa Clara County, individual leaming plans for all students in the
San Ramon Valley district of Contra Costa County, and :
teacher-training in technology in Los Angeles County s Walnut Valley
district. .

Many of these programs were started with last year s Goals 2000
gram for $10 million, which.Wilson acccpted Of that, $6.2 million
was used for proposals, that had scored well in a massive state
competition for the grant money, Eastin said. The remaining money
went to library grants, r&dmg programs and other educanon
programs, she said. ... ..

DiMarco said Eastin should not have encouraged the program
developers to expect federal money for a second year, but instead
should have granted the programs a greater share of last year's
money.

More...
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Overwew of and Response to the Claremont Instltute Report on
Goals 2000 and. Education in California

The main line of argument in the report is that Goals 2000, along with
related federal programs, are mechanisms for substantially increasing
federal control over education, at the expense of local and state control.
However, the report displays a shocking ignorance of both new and
existing federal. education programs, and a complete misunderstanding of
key provisions of law.

- More specifically, the report_mékes the following arguments:

Criticism: The. National Education Goals in Title 1 indicates a .

willingness by - the federal government. to impose its will on

states, localities and individuals.
e The fact that the goals and objectives mcorporate the word “will”
(at least 45 times according to the authors) (e.g., all children will
arrive at school ready to learn; children will receive the the
nutrition, physical activity, experiences and. health care needed to
arrive at school with healthy minds and bodies) demonstrates
somehow makes the goals into federal dictates.

e The fact that Title Ill of Goals 2000 (grants to states for
education improvement) says states should develop plans for
meeting the national education goals, and that other legislation (e.g,
School-to Work' Act, IASA, reauthorization of OERI) also says that
various programs should be aimed at reaching the goals, means that
voluntary voluntary national goals have been turned into federal

- mandates, with funding and other strings attached.

Response ' '
o Through Goals 2000, the Congress endorsed--on a blpartlsan
basis--the goals initially developed by the governors.and President

1



~ Bush. The authors are confused. They can’t tell the
difference between Congressional endorsement of a vision
for the future of American' education and federal mandates.
The rest of the analysis in this report reflects equally glaring
misunderstandings of the Act and what its provisions actually mean.

e While Congress added 2 goals (parental involvement and
teacher professional development) to the original six, the
wording of the goals and objectives is virtually the ‘same as
-when the goals were initially developed by the Nation’s
governors and President Bush. The goals incorporate the word
“will” precisely because they are goals--descriptions of what
the governors and President hoped would occur'in the future.

e The “beancountmg” of verbs leads the authors to miss the

_forest for the trees. The goals have always enjoyed broad,
_bipartisan support, both before and after they were '

- incorporated into the Goals 2000 Act. The wording they now
dissect and criticize has already been widely accepted by
governors and legislators of both parties, parents, employers,
state and local education officials, and’ cnvuc groups of all
stripes.

. Designing ‘federal education programs so they assist
states in their own efforts to achieve the national
education goals should be applauded, not criticized.

Failure to do this -would mean that the federal government
was failing to do its (carefully limited) share in helping to
- achieve the goals.  To have federal education programs that are -
unrelated to widely endorsed national goals would make the federal
government irrelevant to achieving the goals. Yet the. federal

- government was a partner in establishing the goals, and the
agreement between the governors and President Bush at
Charlottesville, and the goals that were subsequently adopted by
these parties, explicitly acknowledge that the federal government
must support state and local efforts to-achieve these goals.



¢ Neither Title Ill of the Goals 2000 Act nor any other federal
legislation requires states to adopt or implement the National
Education Goals-as a condition of receiving federal funding.
The provisions describing what state Goals 2000 plans must
address don’t require strategies for achieving the goals, and
the reviews of state plans have not looked at this at all.

Criticism: In order to receive funds under Goals 2000, states
have to meet federal requirements including developing a state
education improvement plan and submitting it to the Secretary
for approval. - Both the. specific requirements for the plan and
the overall requirement for Secretarial approval lead to
substantial federal intrusion into state matters.

e As a condition of receiving federal funds, the state must develop

and education improvement plan that meets federal requirements.

e States have to develop content.and student performance
standards and align assessments, curricula, textbooks, etc.
with these standards. States will be under heavy pressure to
use federal standards. This gives the federal government
unprecedented control or mfluence over curriculum and related
~matters.

e Because states are required to assess the effectiveness and
equity of their finance systems, Goals 2000 aims to influence
exactly how states spend their education funds. »

e The Goals 2000 Act promotes “one-stop shopping” and other
ways of providing social services, health care and other
nonacademic activities (mcludmg perhaps reproductive
services) in schools.

¢ The requirement that state plans be approved by the Secretary in
‘order for the state to receive funds gives the federal government the
power and influence to ensure that state policies meet federal
dictates.



- Response: These criticisms reflect another fundamental '

misunderstanding of the Act. They are strongly contradicted by
the experience of states participating in Goals 2000 over the
past 15 months.

e These criticisms, based on misinformed. interpretations of
specific provisions of the Act, taken completely out of context,
conveniently overiook the track record established over the past 15
- months. 48 states and hundreds of local school districts have
received Goals 2000 funds. No state or school district has
been told what policies, practices or education
improvement strategies to adopt as a result of
participating in Goals 2000. Not one local school district
has even submitted an education improvement plan to the
federal government, nor will they. 14 states have
submitted completed Goals 2000 plans. All -have been
~approved, and not a single state has been asked to change
even a single word in its education reform plan. The
complaints about federal intrusion and increased federal
control are myths, designed to play on the fears of
parents and to pressure Governor Wilson into turning down
funds that can help California schools.

e The requirement that states develop education improvement
plans is based on (1) the lessons state leaders themselves
learned about how to improve education; and (2) the fact that
every governor in the country committed to develop education
improvement plans when they participated in the
Charlottesville Education Summit.

e The Goals 2000 Act provides a broad and very flexible ,
framework for state education improvement plans. It does not,
however, in any way determine the specific content of the

~plans. Nor does it require any specific practices, such as one-
stop shopping or the use of particular types of textbooks or
instructional materials. The authors are simply wrong about
this.



e The requirement for Secretarial approval of state plans is
for the purpose of responsible federal use of taxpayer funds,
not for federal intrusion into state and local education
matters. The review of state plans is simply to determine if
they are promising enough to invest in. The Secretary does
 not approve academic standards, tests, or any specific
part of a state plan. The law doesn’t allow for a more
intrusive approach, there hasn’t been an .intrusive
approach, the Secretary doesn’t want one, and our
track record leaves no room for doubt about that.

Criticism: ~Goals 2000 creates new. federal bureaucracies that
are or will. become agencies for advancing federal control over
education. The include the National Education Goals Panel,
NESIC, the National Skills standards Board, the Regional
Laboratories, and the OERI research institutes.
e The Goals Panel is charged with: identifying actions that should be
taken by the Federal, state and local governments to achieve the
‘national education goals, and -with building. a nationwide bipartisan
consensus for these actions. Few jurisdictions will be able to resist
the “advice” of the goals panel, and the panel’s consensus building
activities are deS|gned to override the opposition of parents and
voters.

¢ Even though NESIC has not been established, national standards
still exist and states receiving federal funds will have to meet
these standards.

e The National Skills Standards Board creates federal entanglement
into local education and the private sector job market. Because its
skill standards must take into account NESIC-certified academic
standards, and because students in Goals 2000 will be better
prepared to meet the standards, the NSSB will become the another
vehicle the federal government used to force states to participate in
Goals 2000. It is also the vehicle business will use to impose its
views about currlculum on the schools.



* The OERI research institutes are really designed to advocate for
specific “politically correct” practices and will not give a fair
hearing to other approaches (such as single-sex schools).

* The regional laboratories are really agencies for intervention in
schools in order to carry out the federal Goals 2000 agenda.

Response: Once again, the authors ‘demonstrate a fundamental
misunderstanding of various provisions of the Act and the
extent to which they interrelate.

o None of these entities have authority over state and local
‘matters; they are a set of resources that can be used at the
discretion of states, local communities or individual schools.

"o The regional labs and the institute are part of the federal
education research agency--which has been in existence for over 30
“years, and which is independent of Goals 2000 or any other federal -
education program. . Their role in schools is determined by local and
state needs, not federal dtctates

o Ther‘e is need for national'-leadership-~from governors, -

- legislators, educators, employers and the public--on various aspects
of education reform. The Goals Panel and the National Skills
Standards Board provide the structure for this leadership, using
modest amounts of federal funds to provide tools for supporting
local and state education reform, with limited involvement of
federal officials.

Criticism: = Goals 2000 supports ‘and promotes the worst aspects
of education reform 'in California.  Participation in Goals 2000
will therefore move the state in the wrong direction.

e Goals 2000 promotes OBE--as reflected in the flawed math and
reading state curriculum frameworks.



e Goals ZOOO'supportsl performance testing--as reflected in CLAS--
which measures values and attitudes but not whether kids know the
right answer. ‘

Response: Standards and testing' procedures are de:termined by
the state and by local school districts and schools under Goals
2000, not by the fede'ral government.

e If there were flaws in previous curriculum frameworks and
assessments in California, there were the complete responsibility of
the state, not of ‘the federal government. Correcting any problems is
also California’s responsibility, without regard to whether

California participates in Goals 2000. How these issue are
approached in California will be determined by the citizens of
California, not by federal requirements--even while the state
continues to participate in Goals 2000.

e California is in the midst of revising its. curriculum frameworks,
and Governor Wilson has just signed legislation calling for the
development of a new testing program. The state can use Goals 2000
funds to supports its own activities in these areas, if it chooses to.



