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Ibejanj9ttgo 
Tuesday 

October 31, 1995 nnt. 
·Goals 200.0: 
Why all the 

hue and"cry? 

8yOAHA WIIJ(JE 
St.dI' Write< 

SACRAMENTO - Since Presideot 
Clinlon si",ed Ihe Goals 2000 provam 
into laW laiC year, critics have aoOmed 
the edu.cation prognsm, saying it in­
trudes into stale affairl, i.rnposes a &lew 
of new reqWreltlef\ts and promotell 
goals that spell Bi8 Brotber..J.ike m0ni­
toring 01 how parents raise cbildren.. 

Cov, Pete Wilson, joining tbeoucay. 
h.as crit.icil.ed the program ro: it B "myri ­
ad of fedel'.11 dictates" and has threIIt· 
emd to. refllSe $42 million in Cmls 
2000 money thai the Clinton ~ 
Iralioorecenlly awarded Califo.nUa
scbooIs.. . 

Vet dOCWllll!llU, and interviews indi­
caU! that Goals 2000criticsQll point to 
lew speclic Ilaws in the gotals arid pr0­
gram req,tlirements ItLemselvei, 10­
slud, their complaints app!!B 10 fOC'U9. 
Oil the tact lIIIil the federal government 
is involved iii education to begin with: 

SeeGoaIa 200001'1 PageA·t .. 

http:crit.icil.ed






-----

Date: 

To: - '1 

Subject: 

10/31195 15:22 ft703 276 5057 TRW M JACKSON ~001 

Facs!m!!a·Meslage 
• 

FAX Number: 

From: 	 Mlghssl JBckSon 

Phone Number 	 ZQ3,27s.5010 or NetZZ§.SQ1Q 

{fAX numbtl.l = Z03-ZZS.SQ5Z 


PI ease call : Sussn Q Henn At · 703If there are problems with the t . 1 .276.5048 or Net.276.504B 
Thank You. . 	 ransm tt al of t hi s message. 

Pages To Follow: ..7 
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Coalition for ABrightcr-Califozrua 

P.O. Box 7643, San Frandsco, CA 9412()..7643 

October 24, 1995 

TO: Member.s ofthe Coalition 

PROM: . Dennis Hunt 
9161446-6667 

. SUB]: CASe Show ofSupport: Goals '2.000 

At lhe Oc.tcbe: 11 m~~g of the "Coalition (otA BriB'hter California," we discussed 'Che 
.. 	 status at the federal and statllevels ofGoals 2000. Particularly as it relates to the laner:, 

we discussed. t.ba dcslrabili1:,. ofurging Goveroor Wilson to authorize the spendi.ng oftbe 
:-----_........	S'2..miJH(\.n ~~.s aDd, C"J'VV'Jlrrr.m1y. 1M imPCI:tA'Dr.P. nfSIlUc:itu,S rh('______ 

Legislature' s as~stance in ac:ouragmg such Etion by the Oovcmot .. The ~onsensus wns 
that we move ahead with a letter·\Wlit;ng campa.ign. 

•A.ttaclw4 y.ou utilI .fUsd drafts Or1.W~ letters - one to the..Governol'. _ other '1:0. member!:. 
nfthe T.e,.i~lature. Our hone is that each member of'the Coalition win work hard tn 
obt.ainthe signature oCtbeir associationtsJcompany's chiefexocutiv.c and bave.himlher 
sizn 01'1 the line provided OD the letter. Once you have the si&natUte~ please·tlIx it to lue 
b)' October 31 at 916/446-0674, 8lId we will put together a "composite" ofall the 

.. respondents· siSDatuzes so that we can mail one letter from aU those membClS who wish 
to pamcipate. ... 

- Thank you in advance for your help 011 this actioD item and for your contiDued support of 
the CoalitiolL Ofcourse, plene call with aIlt questions 01 eommentsyou may have. 

Si.lEOd 

http:spendi.ng
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October ••, 1995 

Dear Governor: 

As representatives of California's educatioD and business communities~ we believ,: 
California's schools aDd students are dascrving onbo recellt'l,. awar4ed 542 million Goals 
2000 grant, sad we encourage )'OU to authori!.espending ofthese funds. . 

Like you, we asree a areat deal must bedoDe to improve CaJi(onUa's public educatio 0 
system. We have bec:.D actfVely involvecl ill Jocal schools and education-related projects 
·that further the stale', soals ofimprOVing its cdu~ationJ CUlTic:ub.un, skins. &lAO stan4ards 
cd assessments systems.. Through our efto~ we have seen first-hand how Goals 2000 
pravi4es for frcedoJll and iDn0vat10D al the local level. and enc:ourages districts arJ ci 
schools to meetindiYidWill S't1:1de,a'1U' Deeds most appropriately. 

. . 
Autbori~g spend.ing of this Goals 2000 &rant will furrher promote school·based chaug'e, 
innovation and paremal and con'1munit)' iDvolve-.nent at the school site .... all goals ',:0 
which we are committed. Clearly, Callf"Dmia ..,.,1llnot remaiD competitive in the raational 
economy unless we invest in the state's future workforce - aur students - and OlJr 

eduQatio~ system. This 542 million grant will belp local communities. parCftts, teac::hel"SI' 
stucIents snd schools do just that. . 

We wse yO\1 to authorize spending of' I.b.e 542 nUllion Goals 2000 grant tor Californ12i'. 
dcservlng schools and. students lm.mediately. . 

Sincerely, 

.Lt-l3WdOl3t\:3CI sna Wd92 ~ 20 S6, laE J.,:)O 

http:CUlTic:ub.un
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October ... , 1995 

Dear (Senator/Assembly Member): 

. As repr~scntatives of 111. business aua education communities, we ask for your help ill 
enc01D'aG~ Oovemor Wilson ",0 authorize spcm.ding of the recently awarded 542 million Goals 
2000 grant. . 

In our effortli 10 improve Califo1'!liat seducation, curriculum,sJciJls, and standarcls and 
asscssmellts systems, we have beeD activel)' involve<1 in local sdlools aIld edw;atioD-related 
projects 1hroughom the state. We have seen fast-hand ]u,w Goals 2000 provides tor freedctrn and 
i.nnovation at the local )eveL arul c:ncou:rages districts and. schools to meet indhidusl students' 

. needs most appropriately. 

Authori2:ing spending of this Goals 2000 gram will further promote school·based c:haDge,. 
innovation an4.parental and cOmmunity involvement at the school site .- aU goals to wbich we 
are ~mmitted. Clearly, California wlllnotremain competitiYc in 'Ule national economy tnUcss 
we in'\(est in tbe stateS, future workfmce- out StUdents - cd our education system. TIlls $42 
mUliol1 grant will help local comnluoities, parents, leachers, students Inc! sc:hools do just tbat. . 

We implore you to assist us inUl~A. Governor Pete WilSOll to allocate tbe $4'. mlmt.ltC1 Goals 
2000 s;rant monies to our schools and our students immediately. 

Sil1cerely~ 

1N3Wc:1013A31 sna Wd92: 213 S61 0S 1JO 
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at leC!Bt 10 percent, or fl.7 bIUJof\. Much of. which isconsldered one of the best pubUc cause squabbling senators cannot agree on "CJinton's golDg to veto these th1ngs. 

the money would come from tbe giant red· . a::hools in the country, sOO bas science whellier tbe proposal should contain such He'll say no, this Is intolerable," Smith. 

eral assistaDce program for poor children . boob tllat were published In the 19505, W8- nODJIchoollssues as a prohibitIon of feder­ "He'g been reatly adamant OD education 50 

called Title I, which states rely on to pay \e"r-5taJned ceilings and lury·rlgged wiring al financing of abortion services and are­ far. It's one of the few lines in the budget 
I[ for extra readjnll belp. math tUlflflpM, rmakjnllllf.~ '~t3 f'~I!4J!l!'~rnll Jr!11 Of rr~';<!f'1!' f""r'''!l'o ff".."tl..,. t\r. "g"rt th"t hp'l; rlrAw..... o-'J 


= ~oJJ\lI\ller equlPUi{:ullilll.l special lntlliwg . "Cutting ~ucat10Jl is at our perU," £as..' der protecung striking pUbllC worken Republicans 10 WB..!IlllngtOD and Cali­ <= 
I:s for teachers. tin said, noting that Coogress is likely to lrom pennanent replacement. fornia defended the cuts, 

In addltiOIl, school IUDCh programs .increase the delense budget while de-. If the Senate fails to vote on Its propos- . "It's definitely a belt·tightenlng year, I 

would be reduced, as would claBses taught creaslng scbool financing. "We don't run aI, the U.S. education blldget for fi.~· 
r0 

but thls only puts 8 scalpel to education­ = 
to immigrant students in tbell native Ian· the . Pentagon with lottery winnings· or year 1996 would automatically be r.educed r0 

Inot a meat-ax," saId Margaret Camp, a 
guage, anli-vlelence progrinns and Job- prisOns with volunteer help. Why should by about 10 percent from 1995, said Mike .­

spokeswoman for Republlcan Senator Ar·. = skill training. we run rehools that way?" Smith, Clinton's undersecretary of educa·501 len Specter 01 PennsyJvanla, wbo cbairS 
ler­ Under the pIan, California would lose A House proposal passed earlier this. tion. Otherwise, the linal cut will Ukely be the commiUee that Is SJlOnsoriDg the Sen· = (J"l 

<= 

ent next year. get by 1'7 percent over seven years. and Senate versiOns, Smith sal<1. 
en'ass at least 10 percent of its federal aUocation month would cnt the federal rehool bud·' deeper, somewhere between the House ale education pilln. 

Raymond Reinhard, an edueaUoD ad·
the "]t'S catastrophic," said state schools . The Senate version, which bas yet to President'Cllnton, who has requested viser to Governor WUSOIl, praised the cuts 

chlel Delaine EasUn as she toured Lowell (orne to a vote. prOPOSES a 13 percent cut. an increase in federallunds for education, and downplayed their impact OD state edu­
0---0re­ High in San Francisco as part or her week· ever seven years. But that venin!!, known has threatened to veto cuts proposed by = .by ly'visllJ to CaJi[ornia classrooms. Lowell. as HR2127, may never reach a vote be- Congress. SrUDENTS: Page A 17 Col. I = G0 

"!aby Survives Pacific Heights Carjacking 

Parents locked 
in trunk, boy 
left on porch 
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~, 

at leut 10 perceDt, or $2.7 bllUol\. Much 01 '\lI'hicb 18 consIdered one ot the best pubJtc cause sqtlabbUng senators cannot agree on Effect would be 	 the money would come trom the giant fed- . "hools in the country, stlJJ bas science wbetber the propotal should contain BlicII. H 

eral aISlBtance program fGr poor cblldren . boob that were pu~llsbed in tbe 1950s, wa· nODScbO(lI issues as a prohibition of feder- "1 

ailled Title I, wtdch states rei: on 10,pay tir-ilained eem~s and lu'~-rllliled wlrlnp ~~ 'i'l.f~lnl' Ilf "l}orllf"{l ,",[Y1("fIIl. and. rft' f'
'catastrophic' for lor ellr. ",dlUll bl!t~. 1I14l11 tUlulllllt, ~IIUllig aWJ.'WI Uit! c1atlltl·uuUlll. peal 0 liresldenl Clinton 8 executive or. " 
computer equipment and speelll training "Cutting edueaUo.. ta at our peril," Ias-' derproteeting strlld.ni pubUc wor'ers <:.1'. neediest students for teaehers. Un said, nottog that Coogress ~ likely to from pennanenl replacement r( ; 

In addition, school lunch programs· increase the defense budget while de-· II the Senate faill to vote on ita propos-' . :-~ 
would be reduced, as would classes taught cfeuiog scbool Unanclig. "We don" run aJl the U.S. education budget lor flleal' bl c~,BII Nanette ABImo" 
to immigrant students In their native Jan. tbe Pentagon wlth lottery winnings or - year 1996 would automatieauy be r.edueed nc r:QIuIlCle StqfW"r 
guage, anti-violence programs and Job- prisons with volunteer belp. Why should by about 10 percent from 1995. said MIke 5IJ~. , 

CaJIlornla's pubUc stbools race a loss or sldll training. we run sebooJa that waY''' Smllb, CllDton's Ilndersecrelal'y of edllC4· Ie I 

It least.,mlllJon next year under feder­ Under tbe plan, California would lose A House proposal passed earlier tbJs _ tion. Othuw1se. tbe final cut will Ukely be tb ~:: 
al budget cuta being discussed In Congress at least 10 percent of Ita federal allocation month would Cul the rederal a~bool bud·' deeper. somewhere belween the House It~: 
- a reducUon tbe slaLe superinUlndent next year. get by 1'1 percent over seven yean. and Senate versions, Smlth aaid. .. 
aald would be "catastrophic" for the "It's eatastrophlc," said state scbooll . 	 Tbe Senate version, which bas yet to President 'Clinton. wllo has reques1ed vii
state's needlest chlldreD. chief Delaine Eastin as she toured Lowell c()me to Ii vote, proposes a 13 percent cut. aD increare in federal fundi ror education, 8JJ 

Tbe prop0se4 cuts are expected to re­ JUgh In San Fnmciseo as part of her week· over sevell years. Bu' tbat ventop, knowll bas tbreatened to velo cuts proposed by c'::­
duce the overall U.s. education blldget by I, 'vjJtts 10 Caufornia classrOQIDI. Lowell, as HR21Z1, may never reach a vole lie- Congress. - 51 c:" 
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\Jovernor, rr.~~ ...~; :'~i' 
need the money .. 

W HAT DO VOU do you do if aomeone ub 
you to actept a check for $42 million virtu­
ally free or striDp? If you are Gov. Pete . 

Wilson. YOU snift'. "probably not," and let the far­
al government.. which made the offer, stew in its 
own juices. . 

This is what the controversy over Goals 2000 the 
f~eraJ. edueat~on J?rogram thaI enco~agu edua.­
tlOnal m%lovatlOJ1 m 9tates and loCal school districts 
aDd that begu in the Bus~ administration. has 
(:ome doWQ to in Califoroia. . 

It is getting stupid. Male hor­
mones may even be involved. . 

Wilson, who spent aix months 
IUI1D.ing for president on a . 
states' z:igbti aDd aDti-federal- . ~ 

'~r=.~tf=;: t::tin,' 'i: 
h:ident Cfulton and ·the £eder- '. 

I 
al govemme.Dt for Dot lWpplymg , 


i enou.gh money 'In other &reali, 


such Ii education, health bene­

fits aDd prison c:oata for illegal 


. ~&Dte:. '~'. .'.~.G ~.:.'i/",?ViT::iI ..·lNlH"'·:".....o. 


'The gOYerJ;lOr now says he_._.'!~h~',~.;.;i'Y.~-:.J 

. not likely to aceeptthe U2, .. 
already .ahPl?.!JP~~:fo.! Caijf~~,8f"h~~.~~ "~ .too muc Lff:ual"1LI p.&I\;n/~" .. 18 ,mvolvisw.. =- .. 
Besides, he says. there is no guAruteethitt more . .' 
money 'iV'Ould be available Den year. Indeed. it's 
quite possible that the GOP majority in CoIlp'e88 ' • 
will kill the program Den year. ...., 

But Secretary of Education Richatcl Riley said ill 
aD mlA!rvie:w last weeke.Dd that 46-other etate& bye 

The governor now 80)'8 he is 
not likely to accept the $42 

million • •• (OJ- CoJifor",it:J 
IICkools because too much . 

federal ~micro11UJ1UJgement' 
is involved. 

accepted the money. that 14 have submitted rill&! 
plans for bow to spend it, and that hill department 
has accepted all 14 plans "without changing a 
word." .. 

"Goals 2000 clearly says the states will create 
their OWII academic standards and their own plans • 
to help ltucient!! nQC'.h thnllli! standards." Riley said.. 
., I would hope every state would do t.hat anyWay. ­
This ill a vel')' important i!aue. We a.re ready to wire 
the money eiectronieally the minute we get applOV- • 
e.l." [Without Wilaon's approval, Riley will redistn"b- • 
ute California's share to other stew.] . 

Moreover, Riley said, WilsOll could accept the $42 • 
million for this year. apply it as other states have • 
done for new (:omput.era. or 9oCbool safety or parental
involvement programs, or whatever the lo~ WaDt. • 
U Calilomia achoola were 1ID,lusuriatiDg in wealth 
that they 'didD't need the money,·Wilson's reluc­
tance might even seem m.qnanimoua. 

But in !act. Calitomia is near the bottom in state • 
funcI.ing Cor schoo•• clau size. computel1l per cla8&­
room aDd a boat ot other D284IlUl'll. Even witb utra .: 
money for the tcboolt in'the lateat atate bud,et. -, 
Calitomia ed1IlIpe'JldIlQJD8 11.200 & year P'F c:bi1d :: 
1.. than the aational av.,.,.. '., 
. Wilson may be looking tor. a tace-eaving way t.o . • :' 

;'accept the rDODey. Wt'.ltope ~~ one. '1.. ''''L:: 
John Ja.colH 111'~' from. Soe~"to c8 politi.c~.~j:: 

. "'" S,rllk,.; . . ".,. . 

http:weeke.Dd
http:govemme.Dt
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Alameda County Office of Education 


August Scornalenc:1'II 
Suuenn ter\Oe'nt 

/I~teor l':a.stls 
.u:;c;I~t'e SllPe",,~_~ 

BIISI"ess s_ 

c::PMIrVl ..,1'ltClwer 
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October 26. 1995 

Honorable Pete Wllson 
Govt\!lnlQl". S rate of Califomis. 
State Capital 

Sacramento, CA 95814 


Dear Governor Wilson: 

I am !'Ware that you are still considering whether to accept rhe $42 IDillion of Itderal 
Goals 2000 funds for California's schools. I ask: yell, Oll beh!lJf of our sc.hcoLs and 
struients, [0 notify rhe fed~ gov&mII1IT::nt to r~L::as.:- m~,e funds (0 C:ili:torma.. 

The funds will. suppOrt 1~l\'y 9t.YC1np¢d projeCtS that willle!1d co school 
bnprovement Parents: reachers, ::mu vtlla t:Oll.1lllunlt"j Lucmoc.r.:; .i:lrive CV!::!~ 
together to develop schoolwspecific plans for i;mprcvtreem 1Dd have: ;;;,hosen (0 

p~ue these federal funds to launch their eIIOrtS. 

In 3dditiou, WI: need (0 send a consiscent lJ.'l.::ssage co !:he r!:le:::J. govern.men, ~.n~L ,it 
aJ'C earneSt in .>c..:k:in.g Csliior.:l.iu·~ icir :;.ll:U'~ ..::>i itS ~ uc,.uJ..r$ ~=m rc. the {WeI::! 
govemmeor. ReOJI'l:lio.g these funds would be con..fusla§·, ':1' ace com:radicroI'j ro OUT 

:i:al:ended message. 

Fin3l1y, C:liifornla must: be riilly cOm.ccih.td. co ilnac:iu.kin~ ~c.: ::ur.c- :ll1:J. !c..::';'!l'j­

determine-d education reform effom rha( will establish C:iliiorni~ once agJin :I.S 

ha.ving the nation's most outstanding educati.e>nal ::iYSlem. We must utilize all 

3.vailabl~ resources to do this. Please do not j~privc ul!!' communities iJi Uli.s 

IJpponwriry. . 

Please accept me $42 .million in federaL Goals 2000 funding for C:.Uifomia's ~ch001':: 
for 1995-96. . ' 

;Sincel'f~J.y, 

.lu.'1j,)~k/~ 
August Scomaicnchi 

Superintendent 


AFS:ih 

http:cOm.ccih.td
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October 26. 19905 

Loni Hancock ~ 
August Sc.ornmcnc . crintcndcnt 

Alameda Coumy e of Education 


Loss of Goals ZOOO Funds 

Thanks for ~ ale:n! I have a~ache.d a e~pr of ~e letter I sent m Governor Wilsoll 
to1ay regardiJlg his plan io return $42 million ot federal Goals 2000 fuuds to cl.te; 
fedeIa.l gOVQ1UDCllt. I have also te.qu~ted dle three Alamedil County dU:tricts 
directly affected by Governor Wllson's decisions to contact his office, as well as all 
California county superintendentS of schools (copies attached). 

Let's bope we have an impact!,
AS:lh 
attach. 
cc: Karl Klausner 

I 
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The HOlloW>le Pete Wilson 

OC)~ot ,nf tho Sta1l: of Califomia 

State Capitol 

SACramento. CA 93814 i 
o~Governor W'llsO%l: 

We arc wri.tina Mmembet5 of the Oakland School Boan1, and 8.8 cltlztms of Calilomia. tn 
tlt£iCntly ~~ yQ\l [() imm~~ly accept the $4'.,111.705 Oolds 2000 !i!:l'3Jlt th81 thcnatlonal 
goVCllJ.WQnt has awudcd o'UX' StB.tC. 

The Oakland UnifiQ1 S~oolDi81ric;:t he:J rU.ready rccci'YCId Sl06,llS in a Goala 2000 aDb-pDtlt 
from th~ California ~t ofEducation. We wiD. receive an additional $153~44S next year if 
yOq ape to relcuc ~ fqOds. We amut you. that cvcr.y di.rne is needed, and la being wen U8Cd 
to jmprovo tbQ ~dltc;ation of the c:hi1drml and yotUl8 pcoplo in Oskland. . 

A.3 a llUEo urban SQhool disttict ~ face tremendous chaUcngcs. 'I'bc5c challCIlBC:S will be made 
mon: diffica.lt if the pIO.PQsod fedcml budget C\11! are enacmd and if the States does not inCICflSc ~ 
funCtinS far ~C8.1iOD.. You know the grim statistics about low parpupil spending, large class :dze 
and the lack of compu:tt.rs in c:lM:!.IOomsu "!Yell U ~ do. We cannot afford to turn litWay monty 
Ill&., c~ hdp om clWdrcnl ~ . 

Goals :2000 dollars come withou.t ~aWation. and aDaw local dl.stticl8l1Ja: 011Ill to :set 0\11 own 
priorities, pl3 and plans. Q~and decided to Ipply for these fands, we need these f&mdB. Por 
me Governor ot ttI.C ~tate to \UIilauxally I1cny liB our OOW 2.000 GDUlt awud would mai::c a 
mock.uy of local control. 

eus 6SS OHi NO J J.V:Jtl.OS 40 CIlIVoa 6 I : t J 'llH~) SIS. , ·.l.':;)0 

http:V:Jtl.OS
http:compu:tt.rs
http:diffica.lt
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Do.ooI1\blc l'cte 'Wllson 
Re:O~<IDmt 
p~sc 2Qf2 

Ag~ we ~$ yon to ~pt and torcl~ thr; funds. 

Sina:rdy. 

BOARD OF E11UCATlON OF nIB OAI<LAND UNlFlBD SCHOOL DISTRICI' 
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cc: Carolyn Getridge 
\ 

SuperiDtJ:ndeDt of Schools 
Oakland Unified School District 



DRAFT CA G2K STRATEGIC PLAN 

PHASE I 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'I-30, 1995 

Strategy 1: Grassroots Mobilization \ 
A. 'Create Network ofGrassroots 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 
infonnation -- options: 

a. Daily conference calls 
b. Fax network 
c. Individual calls 
d. Meetings 

C. Provide infonnation 

1. 	 Provide infonnation 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. Infonnation 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 ofG2k 
c. Sample articles for newsletters 



d. Sample letters of support for G2k 

D. 	 Disseminate information 

1. 	 Four week targeted media strategy 
Wk. ofNov. 1 - San Diego 
Wk. ofNov. 7 - Los Angeles 
Wk ofNov. 14 - Central Valley 
Wk. ofNov. 21 - San Francisco/OakJand 
Wk ofNov. 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?? 
4. 	 Lt. G?? 

B. 	 Tie leaders into communication network 

C. 	 Call to action when appropriate 



Strategy III: 	 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 represeiltative 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 ofno 
future funding, changes made to G2k, willingness to let them indicate they 
had role in making changes for sake ofCA's children 

GOAL: 	 G shows signs ofsoftening and gives message to business community following 
11/30 meeting that G is likely/more likely to accept G2kfunds 

PHASE II 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: S calls G when funding issue is resolved to communicate result and and proposed 
legislative changes 

Strategy II: Encourage business leadership to hold private meeting with G re: G2k 

GOAL: 	 G accepts G2k on his terms; takes some credit for changes and reiterates the 
importance ofstate and local autonomy; positions himselfas tough opponent who 
puts CA children's education before desires offeds 
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California Meeting 
10/31/95 

~ 
I 

Congressional letter/action -- Congressman Berman . 

. Is there a need to pull congressional staff together for strategy discussion? 


Secretary and Deputy's t~ C~O~~~C1-.(.c- a> (".I {....., '-.~_ ...~ 
. Nov. l8--Deputy ~__V04-_---,J,,--__---"-'_______~_ 

Nov. 20--Secretary 
(we will have information on their obligations to date.) 

Review and revisions of strategy outline 

Staffing 11? 

~~ c·-­. ~~~ ~J 
~vl~ vJ~ 

l..~)...\ UJ 

o Plt- ­



p. 10SAN FRANCISCO CHRONICLE, Oct. 19, 1995 

(Best Copy Available) 


LETTERS 

The GovernorI Schools and Goar~ 2000 
. 	 not e:xpemlmg rundS that are not

Editor - Vour Oetober6arti- a1rt"adv in the bank. Writing 
cle titled. "Wilson Spurns $42 Mil· WI: nred only look to the bro- ehf;;c1cs on aD empty account 15 
lion Federal Grant ror &:hools," KE'!! [RCA and SUAG commlt- never a good idea. 
does Dot properly present the ments to remember that the fed· 'Tne bottomUne: If thp. Goals 
governor's po..qtion on Goals 2000. eral government has promised 2000 program is in tact structured 

.The ,overnor has made very mone}' before and reneied on to be free of federal strings and 
clear his belief that educallon Is that promise. fully tunded, and the governor 
the responsibllity 01 state and 10- Very simply put, the ,overno!" beJie\'es that the reforms beiDi: 
cal Bovernments, and that the - with experience as the teacher funded are &ood for our atudents, 
federal eovernmenl has no role - is beine admirably cautlous In his concerns wUl be satlsrted. 
in micr~managlng our schools. reCusing to 3et'ept these fundS UI1- l1AUREEN DIMARCO 
Tnat', why the governor has stat· til an tbe details are Ironed ou\. Cabinet Secretary 
e4 his bellet that 'We should "~rQ· Local sthool districts W1U. do well Governor', OWes 
eeed.with caution" in accepting by being eCj~l,¥ as .ca~Uousand of Child Development 
second.year Goals!l)OQ dollars. and Education 
. He believes that educatorli 	 sacramento

and parenti must be assured that 

these dollars wiD, in facl, not be 

tied to federal mandates Uiat..Um•.. 

it local decision-making 011. how· .. "Was'ilinqtonPost,October 24, 1995, P." 

to use the money eitller now Of in 

thetuture. .. . . 


AU too often thepattei'n'of' "... ~'OblFi01JS to Children,
federal pro,rams 1$ to oUer 

funds that are thea followedby,; .;'The Post's Oct. 14 editorial programmiDg. but is aU program­

the Intervention of controlling "'TelevisiOn and Quality'" questioaa ming to be defioed as educational? 

regulauonsand bureaucratic the Federal CamunmicatioDa So long as bnJldc::ast:ers continue·

meddU.I1,. ,. . ..'. ('.ommjsajon's effort to hold 
 to be given free U8e of the pubticly

Afurther complication 1$ that broadcaaters aa:ountable for oned ainnrves. they owe some­
the House hal removed funding .. aeniDI tile oeeda of c:biIdreD.,The thiDI of value to.the natica's chi1­
tor next year's Goa1a 2000 budsett;: •. :,:(fORIf..- that penuuentc.an­ dren. When statioas try to pass off 

nooeducational programs as educa· 
tioaal.lt'slikeuaing counterfeit =i=:::rJ=~:::,;, ,:!~m===:2DOO by nearl)' two·thlrds below .~ .. - - ..~ that's true. But that cumocy to pay the debt.

the presklent'sJanuuy bu.dget. 	 doem't baYe aoytbing to do with The teJeviaioD industry knows 
request. .. , . . 	 the c:oatIOMa, ibout'cbiIdren', ; . boIr to provide bigb-quality dW­With the futureof GoalS 2000 . tdevisioa.. . dreG's programmiDg. Statioaa can
fuDdln, uncertain. for local The debate today .. about ac· provide legitimate, good-fait.b ef·
school cUstricll to program funds ;;. .<:1' COUDtability. Under the ChiIdreD'. forts at children's educational pro­
for multiyear projects, wlUcb will 	 ~eleviiioo Aa,of 1990, each,sta­ ~ as the law requires.
require the red:ireetlon of funds,. . .tidIl ~UIt~ Proara;mmmI When tlley do not, the FCC is
froiD other worthy projed5.'1t ' , ..:!' 	 "iPecific;aDy desiped'" to aerve. obqed to respoad. If the FCC is
anel wheu the tederal dollars are 	 the ~tiooaI oeeds of the cbiJd DOt allowed to property enforce 
eliminated or dlmtntshed, would .a~:As ~~ Paul this law, thea Congress should re­
be counlerproducUveaDdlmpru-' ,',',. 	FarIU iDdicated m1Us.Oct: ~2 peal the Children's Television Actde t 	 DeWS story, "Sbort-CirCUitiftl Ed· and tell broadcasters that theyD . 	 tiooaI TV • statioas claim that 

. v. ~ sudi as "YOgi Deaf.- .. 	 are free to forget about the needs 
of America's cbiIdren. ."'Woody Woodpecker" and eftn , DALE KUNKEL

-America's Fwmiest Home V. . Santa Barbara, Calif.eotI' fuIfiD this obligatiaa. NEWTON MlNOWThe PoIt IUgesta that to c:baI­
Chicago.Jenae the Iqitimacy of aUdl 

~ is to enter I fog that tile J:1ItW E..... itan ~ /I'I'OIG­
FCC CIIIDOt poIIIibty Dnipte. . _o/c.;"...iaJtitnu tU II&tU,... 
That poeitioo stripa the ChllcIren's .,.,;q t1/lAliforaia. Sa,.", Sa,.,,· 
TeIeviIioo Act of all meanmg. Sta­ ... Na6Itnt 1Ii,.. ita,/tmMrFCC_......
tioas IDUIt provide educatioaal 

, ",; .. ,' 
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Author: Jennifer Davis at WDCB02 
Date: 10/27/95 7:29 PM 
Priority: Normal 
TO: Loni Hancock at SANAOl 
CC: Jennifer Davis 
CC: Mike Cohen at WDCBOl 
CC: Diane Jones at WDCR02 
Subject: CA Update 
------------------------------------ Message Contents ----------------------------------- ­

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

1. I hope your.urban superintendents speech went well. That was an 

interesti talk we had with Sally! 


articles and letters. The John Jacobs 

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 

doing an Op Ed that he will send to papers in his area (Lancaster, CAl 

and allover 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 

Lonits 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}390-261l. 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 reI consulting help. 

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

Monday! 


jennifer 

2 
a Thanks! 
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Stonewalling school innovation 
W HAT DO you do if 

-'Umoone asu YO" 1.0 
accept is check fQr $42 

million virtually fref of IStrinp?
Ir you ,Ql'~ OClV. Pl!te Wil»on. you 
91'1.i/l', "probably not.~ and let the 
reden! government, whi!:.b 
mttde tho otTer, sLew ill ii,s uwn 
j1.l.i~c:s. 

This is what Lhe controveny 
over Co."I$ 2000, tho (ederal ed· 
ul:stion program ~hat sncaLLr­
:lgc~ ed.ucationa.l innovation. in 
stOltes and. local achool dietriCti 
and enat besan in tba Bush Ad.­
rninistr:a.tion. haa COale dawn to 
in CaliCornill. . 

It. is! goetLing stupid. Male hor· 
monas may Iven be invgIVC!d.. 

Wilson. who spent Six mond~a 
running for president on a 
states' righw a.nd anti-federal­
ma.ndate. phltform. has .l,o 
spent the lut twO ye&1'1 blaf:lt· 
in, President Clil'lton and the 
fed.eral government for not IIl.lp· 
pb'ing enough money in ota.r 
al'9QS, lIIuch &.8 CH!.uca~'O". health 
banfltits and prison costa for ille­
pi immJgtanta. . 

The govtmor now .1)'8 he ,18 
not likel,y tA:I accept the $42 mil­
lion that Congres; aJ.rcady ap­
propriated for Ca.UtorniA schools 
becsu.n too· much. federal "mi. 
cromanagcment" Is involved. 
BeSides, he sa)'8, ~h.r' is ftO 
guarantee that. more monay 
would he available lluL yllUir. 
Tncl.eed, ic', quite possible tha.t 
the COP majority ill Co.asnu 
wiU k.i.U the procram nuL year. 

But Secretary or Edueailan 
Richard Riter said in an inter­
view last weekend th.'C 48 ocher 
~l8.les hl'l.\le acceptAlci tho money. 
that; 14 have :,il.lbmit.ctd (in,,( 
ptans for how to lIptJl'!.ci it. Ind 
th~t hi' departmtllt has :u:cept· 
~d ~11.141,~NI "withol.iL chl.''',' 
mga wor . ,,GOALS 3000 clearly 

lIlays tho $t••t.a. will 
Cl1lll.t:I th~ir own ,e­

~dcmit: sr~nd8rd. o.nd 'hair ('IWh 

!,tans ·to hr.l!) 1I~"ldent, ruch 
th"~1i! i>~lIl\ct3.rds," SAid Rill:l)l. "I 
lIIould b"p4! ev.:!')' .tlllA wuu.ld 

c!a th8~ Ilt\1'l"ay, Tn it 15 a. VEIl')' 
important is$1.IC!. Wo are re"dy 
to wire tho money electrcnic411t 
the min1.lle we re, approval. 
(Without Wilscm'i approyu, loUi· 
ey wW redistribute California'. 
ahare to otber seato•.), , 

Mureover, Riley l&leI! ~tllGn 
CQu.ld accept the $4.2 1'I\llllon (or 
this year, apply it 811 other 

" 

POUTJCS IN RIVIEW 
John JacobS 
F'olitic:al ediror 

stat.q ha"te done Cor DIiIW com­
puters., or sci7.ool sal'et,y or paw 
l1JAt.1l invalvement prop-ami, or 
whal:ClVer Che lac:ala wan~. ''Thi. 
is not money Cor onJtling Dud,. 
era," RUey said. '~r the money 11 
rone nGZt year, bUt you've usad . 
it thil yur to improve the 
schools. you haYen't wuted it" 

It Cal1tomia schools were 10 
luxunaQftg ill wealth th.~ the;y 
didD't need tIM! money, WillSOn's 
rtluc~anc. mijbt even .eem 
mBgnanUfu:lWl. ut in fact, Call· 
rOI'Pita is near tho botcom. in 
stace tI.lndlq tor school., clUI 
sile. campu.terl per cla.lroolft 
and a noae. of otbe.r aaeuu.ree. 
Ev.n with extra mo.., tor the 
school. in the lateat ItUe Dude­
Cit, Calitornia at11lspendl SOInt 
11.200 a ~.r per child lau man 
the nationalevo,a,•• 

"A LOC or the critidSI'D ill mis­
und.entRDcling and. milinIonM· 
tiOft." Riley nid, "and repn· 
senb ulntrne viG'\V1ll "rrDlb who 
ara opposed rClr bizarre r~6onll, 
wnl'l :U8 out or I.ou~h with ,.ali· 
Ly," In No..ol HaUftliphira. ror n· 

ample. suma partntl thought 
(inal. :1000 waG a United N.~ 
t.iona cabal c.o gilta IIhoc.& to c:hut 
dr.n and cantl'\)J Lheir minU!. 
f:l~lilwhlnil, tither's UlQlliht il, . 
was II plat IMheroby Lh, fecier~' 
;n"ernm~"~ cOLLld inlll,eoi. 
noma& ;anci rl\!lllUV. tho chllaren 
ir Lhey round cert/&tr) kinds ot 
wvapon •. ''That'lI w~ uu.,," Ril.,., 
,aid. "U , tko1.l,ht thaL. l'd bt. 
a ain.t IL tl.!Q: .. • 

But Wilson is 1\ot cr.Il7.Y· He 
doesn't believe. as one t.lr hill 
own advi,crs put it. thot Goals 
2000 meanl5 "kic:il arl feqwl'ed 
'0 riel, br~m~ nnd ""and UIH 
condom•." He mAy a.1.so be tiekcd 
Ilt tbe sLaw Department of Edu· 
cation. In the nna~-ynl in~tall. 
mont or Goal& 2000 fund:f l:ts~ 
yeAr, it got '10 !'Ilillion, AIJPL $4 
million, (or adrnlnistr"lon CUlIt15 
Mel quickly f,ll'OrrU5ed. Lnl:l ~t.hl!r 
$11 million to i~hQol c1istril:~:S, 
plu.s another S9 million. whic:h 
cUd not yet wt. That $9 million 
.....aD 1:A"",.;ied to coma from thi~ 
year's 142 mUl.ion. 'that's t.acky. 

W
 HEN 6lflleral ~Lh.r 

states said the), wer, 

unhappy with. rwdcral 


rule•• · tho rcda waived. them. 

They havCI indtcatCId a ..nUng­

neu to lit clown with italMlKlu. 

eatioD Dfficials and work thinllll. 

Ind. ' 


"COIUI'I1')' to the assertions in 
YOW' lJw, 31] lecter," rederal oC~ 
fldala wro~ Wilson on Sept. 29. 
"Goali 2000 doea not contAin '8 
myria.d or rederal dictat.n'; nor, 
haa it led to 'tedaral micrnm:ln7: 
&pl'ftlDt ot CaW'ornia's educa. 
don reform eCforts.' 1ft (act, 
thero are 1'10 rederal cbctatea in 
Goa.la .2000, nor at. !.hart .In,)' 
r.deral I'CI\lIationa issued as 11 
reau.lt. ar this program. .., Wt 
wvuld be hApPY \0 addre55 any 
problems)'Ou milhtlcl,ntiIy." 

"I WI. lh. guvtmor or South 
Carolina rrorD 1979 to 1987," 
laid RUey, "I looked La CalienC'. 
nia with en\'y, AI we began 
movins South Car{llinl 1.10" C...Ii. 
(ornia was a' &.he >'l!ry top to ed· 
ucation spending. Now. it.·, fit OP' 

neal' th. lIt~ry bottom .. 1 jU6~ 
hOpe he rWillQn I will C('IIl\C 
;round. It would brc:sk n~)I 
b.ea.rt it this c;ritical su:e. llf AI 
time of l'l~Ying fleriul,U, prl~blcll\S 
(und.inr Criuc8li(,I'.....~loIld ~... rn 
iLIJ back Oft this l"Ollt~Y:' 

. Wil,on may h~ [(lolci".: iUI' is 

r~eQ.uvinlC way Lo :cc:t!pL 1.11" 
mnney. lol!lL':s nupe ho lindA 01\(1, 

http:l1JAt.1l
http:withol.iL
http:lIptJl'!.ci


California Update 
10/26/95 

L 	 Followed up with Terry 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 news on Business supportfBRT involvement in CA?? 

7. 	 Where are we with Claremont respon'se? :UWlI'.A 

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

9. 	 Should someOne call Gene Garcia? Adele Naido? 

For Loni: 

10. 	 Any new press in California? 

. 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@qnet .com (Dick Chapleau) 'at INTERNET 

Date: 10/25/9.5 4: 46 p~~ 


Priority: Normal 

TO: Terry Dozier at WDCB02 

Subject: Re: California Teachers 


fvlessage Contents 

Terry, 110% from me. You get ~e this lady'. addiess, f'll also talk 

to the TOys from California and, see what I. can do. I'll blow money calling 

Sacramem:o. I'll write letters .. , I' irritate ,who ,needs i:rritating, or 

schmooze'llho needs schmoozi~g.' You tell .me, .. is ,hammer . orf'inesse 

time,? You know the ins and outs better chan I cio. I'in a little irritated 


. that the "education, governor" 'never m~et~!:-heTO'ys, nor comes to' the 
rvtilken. 

The kids are getting the raw of this deal. 

,110%. Let me know. You want to have her call me, 'at work, it's 

805~726-7649, ext 211 


. . ,. " 

maybe' I 

.. .. ' .. . . ...[00/) .' . .... '.' .': 
. .." 

, . . , , . , . . . . 

. these awaras' 

to sit on the sid~lines, I belie~e in Goals 2000. 
I've learned a little bit about, courage r.hi~;:iear. 

could 

get my students at the university to' 'llrite letters! 


Dick 
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SAN FRANCISCO CHRONICLE, Oct. 21, 1995 p. 15 

.$42 MILLION 'FOR SCHOOLS AWAITS WILSON'S OK 

by Nanette Asimov 

. State Superintendent Delaine Eastin 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 being denied access 

to important programs and services that they need and deserve," 

Eastin wrote. HI am offering, as I did a month ago. to answer any 

specific concerns that you have about 'conditions' or 'strings' 

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 228Califot:llia districts. The governor ,~gan 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-preven~on pr9.gram at South C~l.!nty Community School in 

. Santa Clara County, individual learning plans f9.r a1J. students in the 
San Ramon Valley distPct of Contra Costa County, ,and. 
teacher-training in techDology iri Los AngeleS'to~ntfsWalnut Valley 
district. ,-.­

Many of these programs were started with last year's Goals 2000 

grant for S10 ~on, ,!,hicq;:Wilson accepted. 0, that, S6.2million 

was used for,proposalsith~~ had ,scored well in a massive state 

competition for the grant money, .Eastin said. The remaining money 

went to library,grants, readingprog~s andcother .education 

programs,~ she said. ..,." ,. ' ."~. ·t" ,
1. 

PjMarco said.Eastin should not haveencOurag~ 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 •.. 



Draft 
10/21 . 
Mike Cohen 

Overview of and Response to the Claremont Institute 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 makes the following arguments: 

Criticism: The. National Education Goals in Title l' indicates a 
willingness by' the federal government· to impose its will on 
states, localities and individuals. 

• The fact that the goals and objectives incorporate 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 dict~tes.. 

• The fact that Title III 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 
variolJs 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: 
• Through Goals 2000, the Congress endorsed~-on a bipartisan 
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.:ed'ucation and federal mandates. 
The rest of t.he analysis in this report refle'cts equally glaring 
misunderstandings of the Act and what its provisions actually mean~ 

• 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. 

• The" beancounting" , 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' civic 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 'wouldmean 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. 
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• Neither Title III of the Goals 2000 Act nor any other federal 
legislation requires states to adopt or implement the National 
EducaticjnGoals-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 aiL 

Criticism: In order to receive funds under Goals 2000, states 
have to m~et _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 f~deral intrusion into state matters. 

• Asa condition of receiving federal funds, the'state must develop 
and education improvement plan that meets federal requirements. 

• 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 influence over curriculum and related 
-matters. 

• 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. 

• The Goals 2900 Act promotes "on'e-stop shopping" and other 
ways of providing social services, health care and other­
nonacademic activities (including 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 governme~t the 
power and influence: to ensure that state policies meet federal 
dictates. 
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Response: These· criticisms reflect another fu'!damental 
misunderstanding of the Act. They are strongly contradicted by 
the exjJerience of states participating in Goals 2000 over the 
past 15 months. 

• These criticisms, based on misinformed· interpretations of 
. specific provisions of the Act, taken completely out 	of context, 
conveniently overlook the track record established over the pas~ 1 5 
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 dis~rict 

has . even submitte~ 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 fe~eral 
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. 

• 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 
Charl9ttesville Education Summit. 

• 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 sp~cificcontent 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. Th~. authors are simply wrong about 
this. 
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• 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. becom~ 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. 

• 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 designed 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. 
• The National Skills Standards Board creates federal entanglement 
into local education and the private sector job marke~. Because its 
skill standards must take into accQunt 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 curriculum on the schools. 
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• 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. 

• None of these entities have authority over state and local 

matters; they area set of resources· that can be used at the 

discretion of states, local communities or individual schools. 


• The regional labs and the institute are part of the fed~ral 


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. Theirrole in schools is determined by local and 

state needs, not federal dictates. 


• There is need for national· leadership-..from governors,· 

legislators, educators, employers and the public..:..on various aspects 

of edu'cation 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 (ioals2000 
will therefore move the state in, the wrong direction. 

• Goals 2000 promotes OBE-..as' reflected in the flawed math and 
reading state curriculum frameworks. 
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• Goals 2000 supports 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 determined by 
the state and by local school districts and schools under Goals 
2000, not by the federal government. 

• 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. 

• 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. 
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