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January 25, 1996

Dr. Michael Cohen

Senior Advisor to the Secretary _

United States Department of Education ;
600 Independence Ave., SW.

FB10, Room 6131

Washington, D.C. 20202

Dear Dr. Cohen:

At the request of Susie Lange of our Executive Office, I am enclosing a packet of
news releases and press clippings that relate to Goals 2000 in California. I hope
that this information is helpful to you.

Please let us know if there is anything else that we may be able to provide.

Sincerely,
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Terry Emmett, Goals 2000 Contact
District and School Support Division = .
(916) 657-5140 -
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‘Governor may reject
' U.S, education money

» Wilson says too
many strings are
attached. A skeptic
suggests he’s trying to
win votes. o

By Ken Chavez
McClatchy News Service
) SACRAMENTO

Lashing out at “federal dic-
~ tates,” Gov. Wilson may reject
- $41.5 million in aid for California
schools that is being doled out
under President Clinton’s Goals
2000 education reform plan,

Thus far, the Republican gover-
nor has put the money on hold,
telling Superintendent of Public
Instruction Delaj tin, whose
office administers the federal
grants, that the money is not a part
of his 1995-96 budget. .

“What started out as a hopeful
partnership has deteriorated into a
myriad of federal dictates,” Wilson

. Goals’ 20007 grant.

management of California's educa-
tion reform efforts.” - -

~But a conservative think tank
Thursday questioned Wilson’s sin-
cerity on the issue, noting that he
has used an “obscure administra-
tive procedure” to sperid about $10

million “coritained -in“a previous

"I think He knows politically that

it's a hot topic,” sald Natalie Wil- - . ;.
liams, director of education affairs
for the Claremont Institute, “Goals

2000 has a lot of baggage associat-
ed with it, and as (Wilson) tries to
appeal to peopie in his run for the
presidency;-he has had to step
around the Goals 2000 issue.” .
- Initiated’; under “férm
dent Bush, the Goals 2000: Educate
Americd Act was signéd into law
by President Clinton in April 1994."
Conservatives have attacked the
program as one that exercises too
much federal control over local
schools, but others, like Eastin,

- have defended Goals 2000, saying

it gives local educators “great

b

o

wrote in_a July letter to Eastin.
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fiexibility in determining how best
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to meet national goals.”

Congress is currently contem-
plating changes in the Goals 2000
program and may drop it all to-
gether.

Maureen DiMarco, the gover-
nor’'s secrefary of child develop-
ment and education, said Wilson is
waiting for Congress to act before
deciding whether to accept or

. reject a second-year grant of $41.5
million.

“To go after the second-year
money, you have to know what's
going to-happen next and that is
very unclear in Washington,” Di-
Marco said. “You don’t want to be
-in a position of drawing down the
money and then having them
change the ruies.” .

Paul Warren, who oversees edu-
cation policy for the non-partisan
legislative analyst, said the federal
money is generally forwarded to
the state in late September.

The grants are actually awarded
to Eastin's Department of Educa-

tion but expenditures require ap-

proval by the state Department of

Finance, which is controlled by -

wlﬁa@m: May reject funds

Wilson.
The national debate over Goals

2000 has wormed its way into the

race for president, as Wilson and

" other Republican contenders have

sought to attract votes by position-
ing themselves as foes of big
government.

President Clinton defended his :
~ education spending programs last |
week, but New Hampshire Gov.

Steve Merrill, an influential voice
in the contest for the GOP presi-
dential nomination, has rejected
Goals 2000 money for his state.

The Claremont Institute sought
to pressure Wilson into doing the
same by bringing attention to the
$10 million grant he accepted last
year.

“He cannot continue to waver
back and forth on this issue,” said

~ Williams. “This is his chance to

take a stand. His actions will show

us if he is for or against Goals |:

20007
DiMarco and a Wilson finance

spokesman said the first-year mon-
ey. did not come with the same

restrictions that may apply to th
state’s second grant. / )
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. hducatlon He opposc
the pregeam’s ‘federal
dictates.” But U.S! officials
“say the money has no
strings attached.

“ByRICHARD LEE COLVIN
JiMES EDUCAT{ON WRITER

%img in a bank account some-

;“whcrc is $42.1 million in fedcral
-tnongy for California school dis-
"triets to spend on such Mom-and-
apple-pie goals as keeping children
in school and helping them com-
spete’in math and science with their
peers around the world.

But Gov. Pete Wilson, who with
conscrvatives dround the country
haa said that cashing a check from

the federal govérnment is akin to
< lurning the keys- of local schools
“over lo Washington bureaucrats,

has not deeided whether Lo accept -

Lthe largess or send it back.

The money—part of $362 million
+to he made available in the second
Jyearof the national Goals 2000

program--is meant to help states
and school districts by giving them
moncy Lo set chailenging academic
standards and cstablish programs
-to meet thern, )

fi July, however, Wilson wrote
il a letter that the program has
‘deteriorated into myriad federal
dictates and that he would refuse
Lo aceepl the money unless chang-
ces were made. Some in Congress,

sharing some of Wilson’s concerns,

want lo eliminate the $2-billion
program.

On Thursday, the federal educa-
tion department sent the state of

California its share of the money:

anyway and wrote to Wilson offer-
ing to meet with him to address his
CONCerns.

“There are no federal dictates in

~Goals 2000, nor are there any

. federal - regulations issued as [a] -

result of this new program,” the
letter said. If Wilson’s concerns
cannot be assuaged, however, the

2 moncy cannot be spent and would
 be Feallocated to other states.

“We'll worry about that step’ if

» and Wheri we get to it,” said Michael -
« Cohen, a senior U.S. Education

; Department adviser. “Our aim here

is hot to take the money back, it's ta

gat) it to school districts.”
';Ai ‘stake is a federal program

Hate, “conitrary to the ¢oncerns of its |
éitics, has almost ho strings ‘at-
tacheéd. The eight “goals” referred
~torin-the law’s title include having |

“all American children come to

> Schools

kindergarten ready to learn, and
promoting parental "involvement.
are to be free of drugs,

“wiolenece and guns and students are
- to meet high standards in academic
- subjects.

School districts were to come up
with a plan that served those goals
and, based on those plans, districts

» began recciving part of the money
< carlier this summer.

If the new money is accepted, Los
Angeles County school districts will
share about $3 million over Lwo

~years; Orange County schools
~would gel aboul $2 million, and
S Ventura County school districts

" would wind up with about $900,000.

“"Fhe money would support a wide

L variely of projects, such as, in

Anaheim, devclopment of curricu-
lum and training of teachers to

" help students make the transition

between clementary school and

middle school. Simi Valley would.

Please see SCHOOL.S, A20

4

- Use its share to prepare preschool-

| institute the LEARN reform plan,

- new curriculum on the environ-

, local responsibility. The outery has

. whether the money is. . .

.confhct with things you bcllevc

SCHOOLS
"

Contmued from A3

drs for kindergarten and students
in Newbury Park would benefit
from improved math instruction.

¢ The Los Angeles Unified School
District is set to receive a total of
$3 million which it plans to distrib-
ute to 221 schools to help them

focusmg on improved student
achlevement higher standards and -
a reduction in the dropout rate.

VA consovrtnum of seven school
districts in the South Bay area of
Los Angeles County plans to spend
the money to integrate computer
technology and the Internet into a

ment

i Beverly Rohrer, the school ‘su-
ﬁermtendent in Redondo Beach,
sald the federal money “would be
qn asset—definitely an asset.”

But conservatives across the
country worry that, rather than an
asset, the seemingly innocuous
program plants the seeds of a
federal takeover of schools, which
have traditionally been a state and

been so great ‘that some states,
mcludmg New Hampshire, Virgin-
ia, Montana and Alabama, have
enthe;~ refused to apply for the
money or have seni it back to
Washington without spending it. {
 Joan Wonsley, a Dana Point |
parent who is campaigning against
Goals 2000, said the testing it
promotes to measure whether stu-
dents are achiev‘mg academic goals
amounts to “social engineering” by
trackmg students into certain fu-
tures based on their performance.

| Goals 2000 officials say the pro-
gram does mention testing and
¢stablishes academic standards, but

LY AT g e

: they arc voluntary, not mandated. !

: Maureen DiMarco, Wilson’s top ¢
education acrwm gover-
nor wants—to-be sure that such
concerns arc addressed before
agreeing to accept the money. '
Although the law’s goals are laud-
able, she said, “the question is
going to
go for those goals or. sidetrack us
into other things.” .
! “We have not said ‘No thanks,” " .

DiMarco said. “If the money is i

truly a blank check, of course, we )
would take it. But if it is going to
require you to.do things that are in

you should do, then we won't.” 1
{ She said Wilson will probably
stzck by his earlier position of not !
making a final decision until after i
Congress and the Clinton Adminis- :
tration have decided on whether
the program will be continued. /



New York Times
October 14, 1995

Goals 2000 Docsn t Dictabc ‘What to Teach

To the Editor:

“Why New Hampshire Satd No to
$9 Milticn™ (Qp-Ed, O ) by
George W, Fellendor!, chalrman of
the New Hampshire Christian Coall-
tion, distorts Goals 2000 beyond
recognition..

He clalms that the Federal educa-
tion program "substitutes the teach-
ing of soclal skilis for more tradition-
. alcopnittve skills" In fact, it focuses

on: raising academic standards gnd
schievement and preparing studenty
for the world of work.

The specific content of wheu Is
taught 16 decided by state and local
officials, with no Federal involve-
ment. The emphasis on 'rigorous
sourse work in core subjects aocmts

- for the strong support Goals 2000 has
in the business community, Loul -
Gersiner Jr., chatrman and chief ¢ -
ecutive officer of the Internetion:
Business Machines Carporation, re-
cently said, I we lose Goals 2000 1t
would be an incredﬁ:dy negabve set-
back for this country,”

Mr, Fullendori professes 10 ges
Birings attached 0 Goals 2600, yel,
curiously, he cannot cite any that are
real. Goals 2000 is & {lexible pro-
gram, in which the Federa! Govern-
ment provides funding 1o any slate
mat sets [ts own siandards for stu-

denis and uses its own gapproach (o

improving education, Not ong pew
reguiation has been lssued under
Gounls 2008, and 1t offers an opportu-

" sty lor walvers from other Federal
education requirements. -
- Mr. Fellendorf leaves the absurd
impressicn that Goals 2000 will
swoop parents up in some sort of
dragnet. He is unable to distinguish
between & prograsn that promotes
parents’ helping other parents learn
on 2 voluntary basls and Govern-
ment pificlels interveping in fam-
flies. Goals 2000 supports the former
and has nothing (0 do with the latter.
‘While the program’s political op-
ponents have been spreading misin.
formation, teachers, paremts and ad-
ministrators across the country are
using it 1o improve schools. High
achool students in Pennsylvania sre
visiting businesses tw learn bow

.. math and science concepts are used,

Parental iovolvement has intreased
s many Kentucky schools with the
help of volunteer coordingtors angd.
homework hotiines. In 1linols, teach-
ers recelved intensive training in us-
ing computers to make teaching In
core academlc areas more exc!ting
and eHective,

Mr. Fellendorfs i tnformed at-
tack calls 1o mind a recent statement
by Terrel Bell, United States Educa.
tion Secretary under President Rea-
gan, in support of Goals 2000:
““The Aroerican people support edu-
cationn] excellence - nof political
extremism." RICHARD W, R1BY

Secr of Education

* Washington, Oct. 11, 1695
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LETTERS 7O THE EDITOR

]
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The @wermn Sehois and Goals 2@@;@

Editor — Your October § arti-
cle titled,“Wilson Spurns $42 Mil-
lion Federal Grant for Schools,”
does not properly present the

governor’s position on Goals 2000.

The governor has made very
clear his belief that education is
theresponsibility of state and lo-

- cal governments, and that the
federal government has no role
in micro-managing our schools.
That’s why the governor has stat-
ed his belief that we should “pro-
ceed with caution” in accepting
second-year Goals 2000 dollars.

He believes that educators
and parents must be assured that
these doliars will, in fact, not be
tied to federal mandates that lim-
it local decision-making on how
to use the money either now orin
the future.

All too often the pattern of
federal programsis to offer
funds that are then followed by
the intervention of controlling
regulations and bureaucratic
meddling. .

‘A further complication-is that
the House hasremoved funding
for next year’s Goals 2000 budget,
and the Senate Appropriations
Committee hasreduced Goals
2000 by nearly two-thirds below
the president’s January budget
request.

With the future of Goais, 2000
funding uncertain, for local
school districts to program funds

.- for multiyear projects, which will

require the redirection of funds
from other worthy projects, if
and when the federal dollars are
eliminated or diminished, would
be counterproductive and impru-
dent.

-We need only look to the bro-
kenIRCA and SLIAG commit-
ments to remember that the fed-
eral government has promised

:‘money before and reneged on
+ that promise.

Very simply put, the governor
— with experience as the teacher
— is being admirably cautiousin
refusing to accept these funds un-
til all the details are ironed out.
Local school districts will do well
by being equally as cautious and
not expending funds that are not

~already in the bank. Writing

checks on an empty account is -
never a good idea.

The bottom line: If the Goals
2000 program isin fact structured
to be free of federal strings and
fully funded, and the governor
believes that the reforms being
funded are good for our students,
his concerns will be satisfied.

MAUREEN DiMARCO
Cabinet Secretary
Governor’s Office

of Child Development
and Education
Sacramento.

-
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 Wilson says he likely will

spurn

gqmngmuz WILKI

SAN FRANCISCO — Gov, Pate
Wilson aald yestarday mhat he prob-
3ty wilt reject $42 millipa in fader-
ul xd for Californds schonls heraioe
he (ears the maaey will come with
federd] needetes and That it Ry
vagish inthe Kirare,

In bls redmarks 3t and wftar 2
Commonwealth Club of Calforals
Juncheop, Wilson abea
frusextion that many
acptared uoawwre he might heve
dona wmovs for thea In the Whits
House than as the stara’s governar,

Lace last mooth, Wilsco

.auxofth.:R ublican presidential

campaign, suffering trorg an kmb-
ty to reiee mdbicient and
more up ln the palls,

| Arked doring 26 aadience gues
tionand-answer seision why be
¥ad wary of accenting $42,1 wiflion
from the 118, D of

Caticn under the dedetal Goalx 2000

progren, Wilson sid the M

govermment too afen el

g:mms zacr;:dmnpaaied by hﬂe!gﬂb

LAty (mdeqnztcm.
Fadaral oducation officlpls nd

state Supsrintendemt of Public ln-

. struction Dedaine Fastin sy that i

nat the ecase with the Coals 2000

‘mg);:odhm by & regorter whaths
£ F |

er ha lmtended 1o serept the M2
iflion, Wisoo s33d. “Prabably fo.

‘ngalotnimw;n.ig&ﬁ
in fper what thoyre
you bave to fit (1) moMd,” Wilson
sald of e progvam’a reguire-
ments.

“There is no assaranoa whwtss~
ever that {the monny) will contin-
ue.” he added, rnotipg thar he fears
local schools iy become dopen-
dant op the funda enly to have
therm vanlall in funcee budget yours.

Wilsan safd lsst month that he
eght not accept the oid, bye Eastin
appliad (o the funds anvway, The

fakol e b po
Tendy, cm
ﬁ%ﬁi‘ﬁemmomafﬂm
bl Lt Gov. Gy Duvis

AR¥S e . 3
2 Damocrat who plane to rwa for
governor in 1998, sald that the next
tme by 2 QureImer —
um}:evgmm&ouﬁnwvm;
- he will acaspt tha money.

The money would ga to 1,800
Josal schacls, and st3te ed-
i g e ors YA
n, B
o muchoeeded muney b bl
iioan; ysirerdap wea muied out

I

becaming a dential cgadic
dste —— hp bad ot & pravidan.
tial bid Lagt year — wnd he predict--
s that nedtber Gon, Colin Powsll
nor Houus Spasker Newt Gingrick
weadd ran dor the SAP presidantial
tomdnation.

Wikson mald 2 prive

te dhaoisdion
with Powell indicated gt the for-

[

w&a&mdﬂzjmw:eﬁof
$taf! wusa't sete he “Rad fire In the
belly” (ar 2 White Howse yut,
leon spid Powell ales told hin
that Y really &'t fedd vhst | have
g;e_mddwtmmkoxm‘w

Visan 3aid he belleves Gingrich,
u Repudlicas from Georgla, will
comcliyde Yol “the odds frs pot
:Mdmug}}fcgoﬁmcqgivcm.:.
T OPPOTTETY Lo exereiye gﬂrm
the way Repablicuas have boen ume
able to do for the puat 40 yegrs,”
Jobn Wood, 3" mamher of the
club’s program commuttos, sand
yesterday's tnout of gbauf 200
for Wilsor's speech was vanstally
light. He dsld 38 belioved 0na res-
son g !hexmg‘ anghr wosng
same manbeis becanse Wikoa
broke Jast year’s promiss net te rua
. for the Waite Houee |f re~alectad

. noodless
suffazed

jon in US aid

“We have 1 VidY srong conesre

constituency” Wood sald,

neting that be spake: for bdmaslf and
et the dub,

Ashed yestacday if he tegretred
ouddg tme promise. Wiliom roe
peqled that be cdurzad his mind |
bacawss he believed he could &
maea for Chforniang in the Wiita
Henae than in the goversar's oflics,

1 6nd frustracing ihat wost Calie
forniare are not awars of the
e

or hix speeeh,
which foctmed on tis viskn o &

ifeeni o tas Tundamental
valuex ... of f; 2! aigdfﬁtéh.:
eraons! rexponm vty 10 s
w o (=1

{Rejaction by Wilson would

mean £he loss of $1.28B willim
in grants for 13 sehool

digtricts in san Pilego Countvi

P22 @002
s FQ5
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RELEASE

CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

Contact: Susie Lange (916) 657-3027 REL#95-40
. FAX (916) 657-5101 07/27/95

EASTIN ANNOUNCES GOALS 2000 GRANTS TO SCHOOLS

SACRAMENTO—"I am very pleased to announce California’s first recipients of
over $15 million in federal Goals 2000 grants," said Delaine Eastin, State
Superintendent of Public Instruction. "With these funds local ‘échools have a
tremendous opportunity to foster sn.gn.lflcantly greater parent arnd ccszmmlty
partlc:Lpatlon in setting high standards for student achievement, preparmg
students for the world of work, and mprovmg school safety and dlsc:Lpl:me.

"The Goals 2000: Educate America Act calls for rethinking the whole system
of education both at the state level and in local schools, districts and
counties," Eastin explained. "“Former President Bush and the nation’s governors .
initiated Goals 2000 to improve American education, and it has been carried on by
President Clinton. The underlying theme is to shift the base of power and

@dlrectlon for education from the federal and state goverrments to local

commnities,”

Schools, districts and county offices of education that have formed varicus
alliances referred to as consortia, may use their Goals 2000 funds to improve
their delivery of education. In'total, 1,883 California schools in 227 school
districts will be participating in the school improvement activities funded by
this bipartisan federal legislation of 1994 (Attachment A). ' : ,

Goals 2000 sets broad objectives for improving education nationwide, but
also gives states, school districts, and schools great flexibility in determining
how best to meet the national goals in each school‘ccmmnity. Within each of the
~ funded alliances or consortia, a panel of parents, educators, business and civic
leaders will come together to create a common viewpoint and vision and an action
plan for improving their local schools.

Local panels will be locking at all aspects of their local educational
process, including: ' V

A establishing clear local educatlon goals

MORE. . .MORE. ..MORE

P.O. Box 944272 ¢ Sacramento, California 94244-2720
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° defining high content and performance standards for all students
° evaluating local programs to see where inprovement is needed
° developing a specific plan of action to address those local needs
° implementing the locally agreed upon mprovements

The Act established eight national educational goals (Attac}mmt B) and
provides funding to states to be used for two purposes: |

1) development of a state plan for educational reform, ard

2) subgrants to local districts and county offices of education. | )

The state plan is supposed to be developed by a diverse panel of educators
leglslators, and business and community leaders appomted jomtly by Governor

Wilson and State Supermterxient Eastin. Governor Wilson has postponed authorizing

the panel while he waits to see if Congress continues the program.

"In the final analysis, I hope that Cbngress‘ chooses to reauthorize this
worthwhile opportunity for local school reform initiatives," noted Eastin. "Not
only will the schools cited today receive additional funds, but many other schools
will be able to participate. California has an abysmal recent history in failing

\ to support K-12 educational reforms. It would be so foolish for the state to
reject $44 million in federal money available for schools if Congress chooses to

reauthorize. I, for one, cannot conprehend retaining tobacco subsidies while

~discontinuing school improvement programs like Goals 2000."

Nationally, 48 of the 50 states and the District of Columbia are
participating in Goals 2000. State panels have already been named in 36, and 10
states have campleted state plans that are either approved or currently under
review. States that have appro{red plans are Kentucky, Massachusetts, Oregon, and

recipients will receive three years of furding in order to begin implementing
their plané. In addition, a secord round of grant awards will allow additional
schools and districts to begin Goals 2000 planning.

The names of individual schools participating in Goals 2000 may be obtained
from the individual districts listed. For more information, please contact Terry
Bmett at (916) 657-5140 or Margaret Fortume at (916) 657-2741. '

' AR
Attachments

Provided that federal. funding continues to be made available, current grant
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GRAY DAVIE
Hientenant Guoermor

HAND DELIVERED State of Culifornts
October 17, 1995

The Honorable Pete Wilson
Govemnaor of California
Stats Capitol

- Sacramento, CA 958

Dear Gmme%ﬂ“

! am writing to express my dismay and bewﬂderment over your refusal {0 £« i the $42.1
million in Goals 2000 funds awarded to California schools.

As you knaw, Goals 2000 was the brainchild of former President Gecrge Sush, and
involved all 50 of the nation's govemors in a process that began in 1989. Th8 common-
sense goals advanced by this program represent 8 broad consensus i the education
community about how 1o improve ihe quality of our public schools — arc hw to better
educate our children for the 21st century.

You have stated that Goals 2000 involves a "myriad of federal dictates” and that the
federal government has placed "extraordinary conditions” upon the receipt gF$iese funds. .
Absolutely nothing could be turther from the truth. In fact, there may nel be =ny current
federal program involving the disbursement of funds to the states that ccrmes wilh fewer
strings altached. Moreover, no new federal regulations whatsoever wera pravilgated with
regard to the use of this money.

However, based 00 a personai meeling | bad with Education Secretary Richzared Riley in
Washington iast week, | am convinced that the U.S. Depariment of Edusakon and the
Clinton Administration are more than willing to work to accommodate any legitimate
objections you may have in order to ensure that California’s sdwolcrﬂdrc.n are not
shortchanged. ‘ -

 sincerely hope you will reconsider and immediately release these funds to iz California
schools that eamed and deserve them.
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Governor Pete Wilson
‘State Capitol
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Governor Wilson,

'Once again I am writing to urge you release the $42 million in
federal Goals 2000 funds for California schools. I am gravely’
concerned that our students are being denied access to important
programs and services that they need and deserve.

‘A month ago I wrote to clarify what seemed to be some
misunderstanding by your staff about federal constraints on Goals
2000 spending. I explained that nearly every dime of that money
has already. been allocated to projects designed entirely by local
school districts throughout the state -- they told us how they
intended to spend the money consistent with their goals. Their
proposals had to be developed by local planning committees made
up of parents, community members and educators.

 Those projects and the specific amounts allocated were announced
to the schools and the media in July. Some examples of the kinds
of activities to be funded by schools are attached.

A small.portion of the funds will be used at the state level to
underwrite implementation of reading, math and technology
programs. ‘

I am concerned about a recent newspaper report stating that you
are still considering turning California‘'s share of Goals 2000
funds back to the United States Treasury for distribution to the
other 46 states that are accepting Goals 2000 funds.

Governor, I can assure you that I find the conditions attached to
this grant application to be far less onerous than those

- associated with such programs as School-to-Work. That grant, you
will recall, California applied for and did not receive. In that
case we both lamented the loss of nearly $15 million in federal
funds. Let us not turn our noses up ‘at nearly three times as
much money for educatlon reform.

I am offering, as I did a month ago, to énSwer any specific
concerns that you have about "conditions" or "strings" attached
to the funds. Please help me to help our school children.

Let's bring California taxpayers' $42 million home. I know of no
better way to support locally-initiated school reform. :



‘Raelene, A
I re-did the letter on my disk (attached).
See edits on cover NR page.

Have Terry title the attachment:Examples of GOALS 2000
Activities, and be sure to spell-check and edit.

Also attach the chronology to the news release, NOT to the
governor's letter. He only gets the examples page

Mary will sign the letter. It needs to go to the Governor, hand- .
delivered. That can be done on the way to the capitol press '
corps. The letter has to go FIRST. ‘ ,
Auto-fax to EW, county and district supts, misc. media in tower
of power. OR, better yet, get it down to mailrdom and if it can
get out today, skip the tower of power list and mail to: radio;-
" tv, ceop, dailies, dista, :

Have Bob Agee take care of getting to ed coalition and
legislators. I spoke with him about it already.

Also fax to Riley's office. Ask Camille/Mary to take care of
that. :

I will try to call you from the meeting when I arrive probly by
8:30 or 9:00. Dina should have a contact number at the place
where we will be. Try to get a copy to us there if possible.
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$41 5 m11110n

By Ken Chavez S’,r;ic 5 F é'
Bee Cap:tql Bureau @ -j5- 7 5~

Lashing out at “federal dic- |

tates,” Gov. Pete Wilson may re-

ject $41.5 million in aid for Cali- ;.

fornia schools — including $1.1

million earmarked for schools in ;
the Sacramento region — that is '

being doled out under President
Clinton’s Goals 2000 education re-
form plan.

The Republican governor has
told Superintendent of Public In-
-struction Delaine Eastin, whose
office administers the federal

grants, that the money is not’ part,

of his 1995-96 budget. -
“What started out as a hopeful
partnership has deteriorated into

1n school aid

1 a myrmd of federal dlctates," Wil-

i son wrote in a July letter to Eas-
i tin, “We do not need federal mi-
. cro-management of California’s
. education reform efforts.”

Thursday questioned Wilson’s sin-
cerity on the issue, noting that he
aiready authorized spending as
.much as $10 million in a pre\nous
Goals 2000 grant.
“I think he knows politically
“that it’s a hot topic,” said Natalie
Williams, director of education af-
_ fairs for the Claremont Institute.
“Goals 2000 has a lot of baggage
‘associated with it, and as (Wilson)
tries to appeal to people in his run

Please see WILSON, back page, A24

. But a conservative think tank
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Wnlsow Conservatives oppose program

Continued from page Al
"for the presidency, he has had to

step around the Goals 2000 issue.”

Initiated under former Presi-

dent Bush, the Goals 2000: Edu-
. cate America Act was signed into

law by Clinton in April 1994. The
program provides federal financ-
ing for state, community and
school efforts to raise education
standards.

Conservatives have attacked
the program as one that exercises
too much federal control over local
schools.

Eastin is among those who have
de‘ended Goals 2000, saying it
gi* 25 local educators “great flexi-

. bility in determining how best to

meet national goals.”

Congress is contemplating
changes in the Goals 2000 pro-
gram and may drop it altogether.

Maureen DiMarco, the gover-
nor’s secretary of chzld develop-
* ment and education, said Wilson

i is waiting for Congress to act be- .
i fore deciding whether to accept or
RSP S . e . .

reject a second-year grant of $41.5
million.

“To go after the second-year
money, you have to know what's
going to happen next, and that is
very unclear in Washington,” Di-
Marco said. “You don't want to be
in a position of drawing down the

~money and then having them‘
change the rules.”

Of the $41.5 million contamed
in California’s second Goals 2000
grant, about $1.1 million is sched-
uled to go to certain school dis-
tricts in Sacramento, Yolo, Placer
and El Dorado counties.

Paul Warren, who oversees edu-
cation policy for the nonpartisan
legislative analyst, said the feder-
al money is generally forwarded to
the state in late September. The

grants are awarded to Eastin’s.

Department of Education, but ex-
penditures require approval by
the state Department of Finance,
which is controlled by Wilson.

The national debate over Goals
2000 has wormed 1Ls way mto the

race for president, as Wilson and
other Republican contenders have
sought to attract votes by posi-
tioning, themselves as foes of big
government.

Clinton defended his education
spending programs last week, but
New Hampshire Gov. Steve Merr-
ill, an influential voice in the con-
test for the GOP presidential
nomination, has rejected Goals
2000 money for his state.

.The Claremont Institute sought

to pressure Wilson into doing the
same by bringing attention to the
$10 million grant he accepted last
year.

“He cannot contmue to waver
back and forth on this issue,” Wil-
liams said. “This is his chance to
take a stand. His actions will
show us if he is for or against
Goals 2000.".

DiMarco and a Wilson finance
spokesman said the first-year
money did not come with the same
restrictions that may apply to the
state s second gmnt
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SEP 28 95 @7:29PM SENATOR DIANNE FEINSTEIN -
DIANNE FEINSTEIN
CALIFORNIA

Brited States Senate

- WasHingTON; D. C.

September 28, 1995

The Honorable Delaine Eastin , ‘

State Superintendent of Public Instruction
- California Department of Education

721 Capitol Mall

Post Office Box 944272

Sacramento, California 94244-2720

Dear Delaine:

Thank you so much for the information. I wanted to
send you a copy of the letter I am sending to Governor
Wilson today. Keep me informed and keep up the good
work on behalf of California’s students.

P.2
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FAX from ...

Senator Dianne Fei: s&em

 of California

. - 331 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510
(202) 224-3841

D‘ATE:. ?/ Z‘g/ 95
S A

TIME:

Sk Gt

FROM: _&4@( 6/\1’?2744/}

COMMENTS!W (ﬂ/(j(,//(ﬁ,& Gub( ZA % ”W

TOTAL NUMBER OF PAGES (INCLUDING COVER SHEET): ‘ j

NOTE: The mformauon contained in this facsimile is conﬁdennal If you receive this transmission in error,
please notify the sender immediately.
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Pork patrol -

One of our Irregulars suggests the State Depéghﬁent as a candidate for our
Federal Fat Award this week, referring us to a General Accounting Office report
on consultants and experts hired as contractors by State's Office of the '
Inspector General. "It's an old-boy network," we are told, "consisting of
former ambassadors and other former officials who travel the world, staying in
the best accommodations, charging it off to taxpayers via State. . They're
supposed to be looking into waste, fraud and abuse, but there's some question
about whether they do anything more than generate it."

Based on this suggestion, we obtained a copy of the previously restricted
document. - It says the IG's office "did a poor job" of awarding those contracts,
hiring people without really spelling out what they were supposed to do and.
setting up retirees as independent contractors in violation of federal rules.

The report makes much of the fact that the IG's office didn't deliberately
try to cover up anything, it was just a matter of incomplete reports and
misunderstandings. The IG, ih a response to the report, said its actions were
legitimate and well-intentioned. Nonetheless, in reviewing 265 expert and
cgnsultant appointments, State decided to terminate a whopping 101 of them.

. R _

Our informant is not appeased. ~"Unlike regular federal employees, the
consultants get paid to commute to Washington from wherever they live and are
put up in the best hotels while they receive their assignments," we were told.
We understand that the Senate Governmental Affairs subcommittee on federal
services, post office and civil service asked the Office of Personnel Management
to find out exactly what State is doing to correct the situation.

Nice talk

Embattled California conservatives have a new rallying cry in their dogfight
‘with moderate Gov. - Pete Wilson. They're calling themselves the "F.I.'s." The
initials refer to an April meeting with Assembly Republicans in Grass Valley,
Calif., where Mr. Wilson is -said to have explained that any legislator who
opposed his ‘tax increases was, er, ah, "[fundamentally] irrelevant."

The sentiment could very well come back to haunt the governor at the state.
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GOP convention in Anaheim on Sept. 13-15. Those fun-loving right—wingets are
planning to plaster the meetingawith "F.I." bumper stickers, buttons and signs.

"Conservatives are really taking this up as a red badge of courage," said
Robert Stutzman of the Capitol Resource Institute in Sacramento.

Drives them crazy

An office has been set up in the foyer of the Kremlin Palace of Congresses
to provide psychological services to stressed-out people’s deputies. Trained
psychologists are on hand to help legislators deal with the rather chaotic
events of recent weeks.

According to the official Tass news agency, deputies are suffering from
feelings of inadequacy brought on by their behavior during the putsch, or
they're feeling disoriented and isolated in the new political climate.

Some of the politicians are reported to be suffering stage frlght at the
thought of having to speak in public.

Many former members of the Communlst Party are among visitors to the
counseling center

White House green

President Bush can whack the little white ball around right on his own lawn,
thanks to the installation of a nine-hole putting green. The addition to the
existing presidential amusements appeared on the White House South Lawn while
_Mr. Bush was off vacationing in Maine.

Like any kid with a new toy, Mr. Bush made a beeline for the kidney-shaped
artificial-turf green soon after getting back from Kennebunkport. It provided a
means of decompressing from the regimen of golfing nearly every day during his
monthlong vacation. ' '

The single green, 55 by 35 feet, contains nine separaté holes. It's in a
secluded area of the White House grounds near the tennis court, hidden from
public view by large trees and shrubs. Sports Rec, a sporting equipment
company, and the White House Maintenance Office built the green for about
$2,000. It was paid for with money from the White House budget. Also during the
vacation, the White House tennis court was resurfaced.

on Tuesday, Mr. Bush tried out the green briefly with first lady Barbara
Bush and Vice President Dan Quayle, said White House spokesman Gary Foster.

"He was very pleased with it," Mr. Foster said.
Dial-a-pitch

The selling of the Bush administration's "America 2000" education reform
strategy continued yesterday with the inauguration of a daily five-minute
conference call that will enable Education Secretary Lamar Alexander to
chit-chat with governors and other state officials who are leaping on the
bandwagon to reform schools.
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Mr. Bush launched the national. telephone networking effort when he
personally got on the line with Maryland Gov. William Donald Schaefer and Maine

Gov. John McKernan. "We are totally committed to keeping this on a
non-partisan basis," the president said in his pitch ‘to Gov. Schaefer, a
Democrat. ' : : :

Today . Mrs Bushiwiil
2000" educatlon reform pl

with "over and out

Photo, California Gov.  ‘Pete Wilson stirred up a mischievous swarm of "5
————— . hihd . .

LANGUAGE: ENGLISH
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Something very interesting happened in Massachusetts this week, a clue

perhaps that status quo politics - inaction in a costume of concern - may have
surpassed its capacity to deceive.

The subject was elementary ‘and secondary school education, another declining -
1ndustry in a declining state.

In three days of media polifics surrounding a visit by Education Secretary
Lamar Alexander, one lesson was learned: the non-policy of the state's rookie
Reaganite governor, William Weld, fails to meet even the limited standards of
President Bush. At issue is not money per se, but a commltment to serious,
thorough reform of a failing system.

For the most part, Bush's response to the country's slipping education system
at least fulfills the first obligation of medicine: do no harm. Viewed benignly,
the state and federal players at least have a chance to unite in support of
reforms at the state level; research can identify a few new 1deas,»the'primacy
of good ieducation's place in the country's -economic future is recognlzed and
some 1mportant national goals {(with timetables) have been set.

In his travels, Alexander can and does assist the process of change in
serious-minded states - as Transportation Secretary Sam Skinner has done with

“the vital issue of infrastructure reconstruction. With a well- tlmed nod to a

dilligent Republlcan like Pete Wilson of California or.an experlenced Democrat
like Bill Clinton of Arkansas, reform gets a needed boost. Of course, politics
is involved, but within the bounds of Bush's limited vision, the politics is not
pernicious. s ' : '

Every so often, however, an Alexander visit serves to highlight what is not
happening. That is what really happened in Massachusetts this week.

From the administration's hardly exacting education perspective, Weld's
government is a rare example of inaction. In this lousy economy, every state has
horrendous budget problems, and is doing horrendous things to fix them; eéexcept
in the uniquely self-absorbed state political culture, there is nothing unusual
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about Massachusetts' problems. What is unusual is. that unlike other governors in
both parties, Weld has neglected education reform; administration officials here
are well aware that the real action in Massachusetts is legislative, in the
form of. a top-to-bottom reform package that is due at the end of the year.

The trouble for Weld was that with Alexander coming to the state, he needed
to have a program so that he could be signed onto Bush's America 2000 effort.
So, lo and behold, an outline was created out of intellectually thin air and
promoted in' the press the day before Alexander's visit.

Naturally, that produced a substantive and political counterattack from the
people doing the real work of reform. The physical symptom of the Weld policy by
press release was the childish effort to pretty up the middle school in
Springfield to which the Alexander entourage was escorted.

More important were the policy. symptoms mocking the Weld "program." Statewide.
testing of students, both to measure progress and enforce standards, is a
component of the press release. In his budget, Weld sought to slash the state's
tésting effort in half; only because the Legislature overrode him is the testing
budget stable at about $ 1 million, though the governor's evisceration attempt .
has ruined basic-skills testing for this year. ‘ ‘ ' '

Laughably, the press-release program also mentioned extending the school day
- and year, another basic component -of all serious reform efforts - but this one
from an administration that briefly signed off on the attempt by one pinched
city (Holyoke) to shorten its term. : ’

The press release's nonseriousness was also evident in its total neglect of
_early-childhood intervention and efforts to assist the transition from school to
work, and its propagation of the dangerous myth that private funds (however
helpful) can somehow fill the void left by public abandonment.

In two months, Masssachusetts will get a real reform blueprint from the
Legislature'e Education Committee; At that point, Gov.. Weld will have to.decide
whether to become a serious player; he . is not one today.
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ABSTRACT: Outcome-based education has become a contentious issue as
conservative groups lobby against its implementation. They claim that this
form of educational reform woulddeny children their freedom of thought by
dictating what they are supposed to know. :

TEXT: ,

When the Bush administration first embraced it five years ago, the
“idea seemed like good conservative education theory and the most promising
device around to improve academic standards in American schools. The "it"
was "outcome-based education," and OBE was going to help make Bush the
"education president." At its core was a fundamental shift in education
policy from a focus on inputs - hours spent in class, years of schooling
completed, courses taken, dollars spent - to the definition and measurement
of academic outcomes. OBE fit perfectly with the increasingly fashionable
idea of school decentralization. The state would promulgate guidelines and
develop assessments for what students should know and do; the local school
would determine how to reach those goals.

The standards and assessments, moreover, were to be "criterion ,
referenced," meaning they would be based on what students had to know in
the real world (thus presumably closing the gap with the Germans and the
Japanese), not normed, as they had always been, according to what the
average student was doing. Chester E. Finn, the most innovative educational
thinker in the Reagan and Bush administrations, pushed hard for OBE, and it
became part of Bush’s America 2000 education proposals. The idea also
became a cornerstone of Bill Clinton’s education program, now enshrined in
Goals 2000 - the Educate America Act - which Clinton signed last spring.

But a funny thing happened to OBE on the way from Checker Finn‘s
embrace to its implementation in the classroom, and thereby hangs a
revealing tale about why it’s so hard to reform American schools. Mention
outcome-based education now to the religious conservatives at Citizens for
Excellence in Education (CEE) or the National Association of Christian
Educators, with which CEE is affiliated, or to the conservative members of
Focus on the Family or Concerned Women for America or Phyllis Schlafly’s
Eagle Forum, and they’re likely to become apoplectic. Depending on the
version, they insist, OBE is either nonsensical mumbo jumbo or part of
something very sinister: undermining children’s religious faith, promoting
"politically correct issues such as environmentalism, gun control and
homosexuality" in the words of Rutherford Institute President John W.
Wwhitehead, and thus representing "one of the most frightening assaults on
individual freedom we’ve ever faced.'" OBE, says former Education Secretary
3111 Bennett (who happens to be one of Checker Finn’s heroes), has become a
tool for the education establlshment to advance its own social agenda "a
Trojan horse for social engineering.

In the past couple of years, pltched battles have been fought over OBE
and related programs from one end of the country to the other: in
Pennsylvania and Virginia, Washington and California, Kentucky and



Oklahoma, and a great many local communities in between. In some instances,
those fights have been over shadows: a story in a new state curriculum
guide that seems to some group to question the primacy of heterosexual
marriage as the foundation of social life, or that suggests to someone that
maybe the writer is trying to foist vegetarianism and anlmal rights on the
tender minds of fourth graders.

But to dwell on these phantoms of the new school wars would dlstort a
far more complex story. This. is not only a controversy: between an
ever-reasonable education establishment and the know-nothing right, as the
annual textbook censorship reports of the liberal People for the American
Way seem to suggest; nor is it just a fight against attempts by the forces
of political correctness to capture the hearts and minds of our children,
as conservatives like Thomas Sowell or Dinesh D’Souza would have it. At
bottom it reflects genuine social, intellectual, and ideological
controversies about how children should be taught what they should learn
and what, ultimately, schools should be in a democratic. society. Unless the
progressive education establishment begins to appreciate the sources of
‘resistance to reform, it will invite the Kind of paralyzing backlash we
have seen in many areas of our national life. -

LOST IN THE TRANSLATION

The OBE fights have raised important educational and 1deologlca1
issues. If OBE was a welcome answer to conservative impatience with the
constant emphasis on school inputs (which usually meant demands for more
money), few people noticed that it also dovetailed nicely with a major
liberal agenda: to get rid of objective testing and rote learning in favor
of so~called performance-based assessment - more open-ended essay
gquestions, more problem solving, more analysis, more emphasis on
"higher~order" reasoning, perhaps even more creativity. At the very
pinnacle of OBE guru William Spady’s "Demonstration Mountain" was something
called the transformational zone," where assignments transcend the bounds
of specific academic disciplines and require "“"real world . . . complex role
performances," sometimes called "authentic assessment." For all its jargon
Spady’s pinnacle seemed to be precisely what a lot of employers were
looking for: applicants with social skills, the ability to work
cooperatively, tolerance of people of other races, and skills suited to
solve practical problems. In many states, the Business Roundtable was a
major booster of OBE~type reforms.

But OBE also lends itself to monumental mushlness, and when state
departments of education produced their new OBE guidelines for local
districts, they often included such outcomes as "positive self-image,"

"environmental stewardship," "openness to change," "appreciation of
diversity in others [and] appreciation of the global community,"
"interpersonal competencies," "a willingness to question things," and

"holistic learning." Those criteria not only brought the Christian right
into the battle, sometimes with barrages of misinformation; they also made
a great many other parents nervous. Were students going to be tested on
this stuff? Were school curricula going to be based on it? OBE, Finn said‘
recently, "was hljacked "

Spady, who is a full-time private consultant on OBE to School systems
.and state education departments, says those outcomes aren’t integral to.
- OBE. As Spady sees it, things got "mistranslated" on the way down: "Values,
attitudes, and psychologlcal states like self concept and tolerance are not
outcomes and cannot be measured." The important thing, in his view, was to
free local districts from the time requirements and curricular boxes that
are staples of all education codes: so many years of English and math; so
many hours in class. The purpose, he says, is not to impose new mandates
put to free schools from the old ones. But he also speaks of stressing
"broad attitudinal, affective, motivational and relational qualities.™

Whatever his intent, affective OBE set off fights in scores of places.
In Pennsylvania and Virginia OBE became a major political issue that, in



the words of CEE, was nothing less than a battle between secular humanists
and persons who believe in Judeo-Christian .wvalues. OBE, CEE charged, might
eventually include gay and lesbian studies; the initiative would lead to
the collection of data on the  personal moral beliefs and values of
individual students, and then to the development of means of altering those
beliefs. In the end, OBE was withdrawn or blocked in Virginia, Ohio, and
Oklahoma, at least temporarily stopped in Connecticut, and, after a school
board was recalled, repealed in Littleton, Colorado, where it had been in
place for more than two years. While it survived in Pennsylvania, it did so
only after the state agreed to downplay the affective goals and to
guarantee that students would not be assessed on them. Yet OBE remains the
theoretical cornerstone of the Clinton education reform program and,
depending on the definition, versions of OBE are in place in a growing
number of states. Among them, according to the nonpartisan Education
Commission of the States, are Kentucky, which has overhauled its entire
education system, Oregon, Utah, and all overseas U.S. military dependents’
schools. Meanwhile, in places like Florida, the battle goes on.

FROM DEWEY TO PUMSY

The struggles over OBE resonate with echoes of curriculum flghts past
- fights about the inclusion of the United. Nations and one-worldism in the
‘social studies curricula of the 1950s and 1960s, fights in the teaching of
reading between phonics and look-say, fights over the "open school" and
between child-centered and discipline centered learning - fights, most
commonly, between traditionalists and Deweyan progressives. The religious
right continues to resist the inclusion of Catcher in the Rye and Of Mice
and Men in high school English courses and is still battling furiously to
give what it calls scientific creationism equal time with evolution (and,
if some of them had their druthers, more than equal time). Liberals are
still complaining about Huck Flnn and prayers at school graduation
exercises.

But the new ideological controversies are loaded with a great deal of
additional freight, much of it derived from the national uncertainties
about multiculturalism and from escalating mandates' that schools educate
all students from that great diversity at least through the twelfth grade,
which has never been done anywhere. Those mandates pile yet more demands on
the already excessive burdens of the schools - AIDS education, sex
education, tolerance for ethnic diversity (and often for diversity in
sexual preference as well), environmentalism, animal rights, inclusion of
even the severely handicapped in regular classes, classes for 1l4-year-old
mothers, and programs to enhance self-esteem. In New York, the chancellor
orders the schools to "include references to lesbians and gays in all
curricular areas" and requires that they be treated as "real people to be
respected and appreciated." In Southampton, New York, school officials
cancel a student production of Peter Pan after some local Indians,complain
that the song "Ugg-a-Wugg" is offensive. In Flushing, the same fate befalls
an elementary school production of Annie Get Your Gun after somebody
~complains that the word '"gun" might encourage violence. In Lake County,
Florida the local board, reacting to the miasma of "multiculti" relativism,
orders that American culture be presented as "superior to other foreign or
other historic cultures." In a Texas district, Santa’s name comes off the
classroom wall becausé it’s an anagram of Satan.

CENSORSHIP :

And then there’s Pumsy, a blue dragon in an elementary school series
of self-esteem books who is a little short of self-confidence because she
doesn’t breathe enough fire and who finally gets it together through the
power of positive thinking: "I am me," goes a Pumsy anti-drug mantra, "and
I'm okay." (Shades of the Reader’s Digest of the Eisenhower era). For the
210,000 member CEE, the trouble with Pumsy is that she becomes too’
self reliant, thereby undermining the authority of parents, teachers “and
organized religion. CEE has waged war on Pumsy all over the country; in



a

1993 People for the American Way listed Pumsy as one of the leading targets
of attempts by the religious right to censor school curricula. But you
surely don‘t have to be a religious fundamentalist to wonder whether trying
to generate self-esteem ahead of (or apart from) genuine achievement isn’t
getting things backward. A few years ago, "Doonesbury" did in the cult of
self-esteem better than all the forces of CEE.

A great many of those new cultural imperatives, "and particularly those
focused on equity and diversity, have now become part of the civic religion
of the public.schools. It thus shouldn’t be surprising that conservative
ideas like OBE lose (or gain) a great deal in translation as they move
toward the classroom. - The problem is compounded by the proclivity of the
schools for "wholehoggism": No curriculum change is ever gradual.

Thus, when it’s decided. that concentration on the basics - the refrain
of the late 1970s and 1980s - leaves kids unable to solve real problems or
to develop what the trade calls "higher-order skills," the tendency is not
just to modify the curriculum but to substitute a new one. And so "whole
language" reading . programs are instituted to emphasize the comprehension of
literature, not just the decoding of words and sentences. But instead of
retaining things like phonics, the new syllabus in California now tells
teachers they should never teach phonics except in the context of a "whole
language' framework. That, the critics charge, probably with some
justification,; has helped to drive California’s fourth grade reading scores
down to forty-eighth in the nation, just above Mississippi’s. But don‘t
worry, say the state guidelines, if the kids can‘t spell the words or
remember the multiplication tables; the mechanics should always be
subordinate. "Early memorization of number facts is seen as a hindrance
rather than a help in developing mathematical understanding," the -
juidelines say. The important thing is that the student gets the general
idea. Similarly,: the influential National Council of Teachers of
Mathematics calls for "a shift toward mathematical reasoning . . . toward
conjecturing, inventing and problem solving - away from an emphasis on
nechanlstlc answer-finding."

That may sometimes be a perfectly sen51ble proposition. But when it
nardens into all-purpose doctrine, it has no more validity than what the
progressives call drill-and-kill. And, of course, it drives a lot of
traditionalists nuts. : S

CALIFORNIA’S CLAS STRUGGLE

And so we come to what may be the most reveallng of the contemporary
ideological curriculum battles, the fight last spring over CLAS, the ’ﬁﬁ%é
California Learning Assessment System, a so-called performance- based test.
"In 1991, when Republican Governor Pete Wilson.enthusiastically signed the YQ“&}
bill authorlzlng its development, CLAS, like OBE, was expected to become at&QKQ
major instrument for driving the public schools toward higher academic
standards. It was also supposed to be a model for the _Clinton school reform
program. CLAS tests were to be glven in grades four, elght and ten in -
reading, writing, and math, and in grades five and ten in history, social < '/<
science, and natural science, and would require a lot more than VIR
fill-in-the-bubble answers to multiple-choice questions. The tests would E§¥%3<f
iemand analysis, problem solving, and comprehension based on global
criteria. Since each test was to provide individual scores for each
student, as well as average scores for each school and district, it would qu,\ )
also send a persuasive message to the many complacent parents who thought, 3 s
contrary to most international comparisons, that the A’s and B’s their kids <\£§
were getting in.school really meant they were doing well. Eﬁig P

But last June, after a series of increasingly embarrassing Qﬁ 5
iisclosures, Wilson killed CLAS’s funding. Several months later he killed a °g
5111 extending and reforming CLAS. By then complaints about the test had '
come not just from the religious right but from the teachers unions, the
state school boards, and a wide range of others who had once been strong
nackers of the test. These groups now objected that the questions intruded
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into the personal lives and beliefs of students; that in shifting ‘to
open-ended questions the basics were all but ignored; that the reading
samples offended religious sensibilities and, in some cases, contained
racial stereotypes to boot; and, worst of all that CLAS didn’t measure the
things it purported to measure.

ATTACKS ON THE TEST

Some of the early attacks on the test, Whlch was first given in 1993,
were just plaln silly: that an Alice Walker story about a Christian (black)
woman who marries a Muslim fosters religious relativism; that a child’s
musings in an Annie Dillard story about a snowball fight were too v1olent°
that another Alice Walker essay on the life of a horse was
"anti-meat-eating." In some cases, the complaints parodied themselves. CEE,
which was one of the leaders of the fight from the start, complained that
on an arithmetic item in which fourth graders were asked how they would
divide five apples among four people, the preferred answer was one apple
apiece, with the fifth going to the neediest. Nobody could ever produce
evidence for such an item, but since state officials, for legitimate
security reasons, never disclosed all the test questions, no one could ever
prove that the item didn’t exist. Still, it seemed reasonable that when
some districts asked to be exempted from the test - a number were hit with
parent lawsuits filed by the Rutherford Institute, which now regards itself
as the civil liberties union of the religious right - the state Education
Department argued that they ought not give in to a bunch of religious nuts.

At that point, however, a host of other problems began to emerge.

While the department, in its first trial of the test, wisely decided not to
give individual scores and to confine its reports to school and district
averages, the Los Angeles Times learned that in several hundred schools,
those averages were based on the test results of a handful of students and
in some cases on no more than one. But that disclosure paled next to news
about the test items themselves, particularly on the reading portlons '
Those items, instead of first asking specific questions about the readlng.
passages, asked students in the fourth grade to note down their "thoughts
and feelings about this story." Tenth graders were asked to tell their
"first response (ideas, questions, or opinions)." Thereafter they were.
invited to tell "what it means to you . . . how it relates to your own
life, or whatever else you think is important." There were also
cartoon-type balloons (or empty heads) to fill in with words or pictures
describing what the characters were thinking.

Defenders of the test, echoing the conventional (and depre551ng)
classroom wisdom, argued that, far from being intrusive, such questions
reflected standard classroonm practlce, there was no way to engage kids in
the reading unless it was directly related to their own lives. Moreover,:
they said, in another bow to current fashion, different children learned
and expressed themselves best in different ways - hence the empty heads and
the invitation to students to draw pictures.

But if the guestions were not intrusive 1nv1tat10ns to discuss
personal and family problems, they were at least self-referential. They
demanded not answers and analysis that would show how well the student had
read and understood the text but "your first response" (in the tenth grade)
or "your thoughts and feelings" (in the fourth). If this was a test of
anything, it was a test of writing, not of reading. It seemed to foster the
idea that no literary text had content, much less merit, that could be
objectively understood and analyzed; 1t existed only as a mirror of the
reader’s own experience. It was hardly surprising, therefore, that a lot of
people, including Wilson’s own secretary of education and child
development, were asking why there weren’t at 1east some objectlve
short-answer questions on the test.

ESTABLISHMENT IDEOLOGY ’

Yet if the reading test suggested the embrace of the prevailing
education establishment ideology, the solitary sample of the fifth grade
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science test that the Department of Education provided fairly shouted it.
The item, titled "Don’t send it to the landfill!," was devoted to the
proper disposal of household waste. Given a bagful of "trash," the students
were told to think about the properties of such items as tin, paper, and
glass, sort them, and then discuss the best methods of disposal. Finally,
they were told, "The landfills in our state are running out of space! Write
a letter to Governor Wilson telling him how we can reduce the-amount of
trash we send to our landfills." (All exclamation points in the original.)
"This isn’t science [but] propaganda," Los Angeles Daily News columnist
Linda Seebach wrote. Just as important, in many respects the test was
factually wrong and economically misleading.

What made the prospects for CLAS’s performance-based future
particularly dim was the fact that the independent statistical validation
that Wilson ordered '(from a group of psychometricians headed by Lee
Cronbach of Stanford) cast grave doubts on the possibility that the test
could be made reliable for the individual scores that the test was supposed
to provide. It was hard for anyone to develop much confidence that a- score
of 4 in Bakersfield was the same as a score of 4 in Eureka, much less in
what the standards were for either. American Federation of Teachers
President Al Shanker, who has vigorously pushed for higher school
standards, has predicted that it will take 20 years to develop reliable
performance-based tests, and there was nothing in CLAS to suggest he’s
wrong. But that did not prevent FairTest, the Cambridge-based organization
that opposes objective testing with something approaching religious fervor,
from immediately concluding that it was the Christian right that had done
CLAS in.

ESCALATING BATTLES

It’s striking how quickly our struggles about curriculum ideas
escalate into quasi- rellglous controversies over social or moral absolutes.
The right sees a conspiracy by the federal government and its secular
humanist legions to strip parents of control over their children and
inculcate them with relativistic values, witchcraft, and satanism. The left
looks at every parent who walks into a principal’s office complaining about
a book or a school assignment as a tool of religious fanatics. A generation
"ago people who challenged the absolute primacy of phonics were attacked in
school board fights as socialists; now FairTest regards anyone too devoted
to the SAT as, at the very least, an unconscious racist or sexist. :

In the face of such heat, and in the absence of vigorous centrist
forces speaking for parents, it’s not surprising that politicians and
school bureaucrats tend to capitulate easily - formerly (and.in some places
still) they gave in to the official demands of Rotarians, America firsters,
and the organized right; in recent years they more often bowed to the
trendier demands of multicultural correctness. Until a generation ago, most
textbooks were carefully calibrated not to offend southern segregationists
and militant anticommunists, and were only condescendingly conscious of
American groups other than WASP males. That in itself was an improvement
from the first decades of the century, when textbooks were laced with
stereotypes ‘about Jews, Italians, Chinese, and blacks (to quote The Great
School Legend, Colin Greer’s classic study) -as "mean, criminal, immoral,
drunken, sly, lazy .and stupid in varying degrees.'" Nowadays, by contrast,
they tend to be closely tailored to make certain that all races and both
genders are proportionately represented, even where the authors have to
scratch to find examples - Clara Barton and Susan B. Anthony, yes, but-
Sarah Winnemuca? Those described as people of color are unfailingly cast in
a positive light. In California, one state office does nothing but make
certain that the pictures in textbooks offend none of the current
shibboleths, from ethnic balance in all occupations and activities, to
proper diets and proportional representation of persons with various
handicaps. Where anthropomorphized animals are shown, even they must be
balanced by gender.



Probably the best indicators are the textbooks, which have to
withstand scrutiny from scores of special interest groups and which have
undergone a stunning transformation. As Gilbert T. Sewall, Director of the
American Textbook Council, points out, in latter-day revisions of venerable
textbooks like Lewis Todd and Mere Curti’s Rise of the American Nation:

Liberal crusades and activism receive uncritical accolades. Two
photographs of protestors in wheelchairs and a third captioned, "A woman
with visual impairment demonstrating for civil rights," reflect the force
of pressure groups on the shape of schoolroom history. So do profiles of
Native Americans Russell Means and Wilma Mankiller. The 1974 Bilingual
Education Act receives prominent attention as a multicultural initiative.
The 1946 Employment Act shrinks to two sentences. The saga of the postwar
computer industry vanishes; the computer is presented instead as a machine
that helps "make the workplace safe for people with disabilities. Recent
American letters are represented by Gish Jen, Sandra Cisnercs,'and Jessica.
Hagedorn.

There is no shortage of horror stories; Richard Bernsteln has a string
of them in his recent book, chtatorshlp of Virtue: Multiculturalism and
the Battle for America’s Future. There is the well-rehearsed story of the
battle over the Rainbow Curriculum ("Fostering Positive Attitudes Toward
Sexuality," including homosexuality) in Queens and the "ice people" . versus
"sun people" racism of City University Professor Leonard Jeffries. Then
there’s the bitter battle over the attempt to eliminate a popular advanced
placement European history course at Brookline High School in
Massachusetts, apparently because it ran counter to the multicultural
orthodoxy of both the faculty and the national-professional organizations.
Bernstein cites a series of official reports, all with the same message:
that, to guote a New York commission, all young people are being
mlseducated because of "a systematlc bias toward European culture and its
derivatives.

Such stories all leave the same question: Are they aberrations or
illustrations? And while the answer is complicated - there are not likely
to be many PC-infested business or engineering schools . - the elementary and
. secondary schools, particularly outside the rural South, seem to be showing
a pronounced tilt toward the mushy and the therapeutic. That’s true whether
one looks at the prevailing rhetoric and literature of the National
Education Association, the state education departments the teacher
colleges, or the textbooks.

The tilt toward the therapeutic shouldn’t be surprising in an age when
schools are supposed to succeed with almost everybody (or at least when ‘
it’s so hard to toss anybody out). But neither should it be surprising that
conservative parents and organizations have become increasingly militant
and tend to see ominous child-snatching conspiracies even where none exist:
fears that, in the name of tolerance, the system is promoting
homosexuality; fears that in the face of the (legitimate) prohlbltlon of
school prayer, schools are peddling all sorts of New Age mumbo jumbo and
sanctioning every sort of sexual promiscuity; fears that the move away from
objective tests and traditional rote-and-drill basic education is really a
dumbing down instituted for the benefit of those groups - guess who? - that
always score below average on the bubble tests. With the passage of
Clinton’s Goals 2000, says James Dobson, who heads Focus on the Family,
"the National Education Association, which supports every anti-family cause
from homosexual activism to abortion and condom-mania, has finally achieved
the prize it has pursued for decades:: control of the nation’s children."

But if the right’s rhetorical excess .isn’t new, neither is the wider
historical ignorance. When exactly was the presumptive golden age? The
editorial writers of the Wall Street Journal and the ideologues who are
convinced, with Thomas Sowell, that American education these days is mostly
deception, decline, and dogma, conveniently forget that the wonderful
standards of the past applied to only a small fraction of the students. The
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In early 1989, shortly after President Bush was elected, I was among a group
of university presidents invited to meet with him. This was a long time before
"Desert Storm." Soviet and American missiles were armed and aimed. The Berlin
Wall stood tall. Communists still dominated Eastern Europe. Americans had just
elected a president whom we expected would spend most of his time as
commander-in-chief. But President Bush was already worrying about our schools.
He asked, "If we have the best colleges, why not the best schools?"

Today, the Cold War is over, the Berlin Wall is down. Now, most Americans are
looking more at how a president might help us create the best schools in the
world.. If you look carefully before you vote, you will discover that George
Bush has been doing exactly what an education president should have been doing.
If he is permitted to continue for four more years, he will help America create
the best schools in 1 the world.

I was in California last week._The challenges. are enormous. Maureen DiMarco,
the secretary for child development and education in California, told me:

{) There were over 500,000 reported cases of child abuse in California last
year alone. '

(f There were over 70,000 teen-age births last year. out of five California
children lives below the federal poverty level.

() One out of eight births in California is positive tox, that is drug or
alcohol exposed.

() Approximately 22 percent of the schoolchildren do not speak English.

() california schools are growing by neafly 200,000 new students per year.

Add  the threats of gangs, drugs, and violence to the list of challenges that
many families face and it's clear that we need to radically rethink the role of

schools in our society. President Bush is doing just that. He's doing the

N
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things that only a president can do to help California meet its. challenges. - You
will rarely see it at the top of the evening news, or on the front page, but it
is happening.

First, it started with the education summit in Charlottesville, Va. in 1989.
For the first time in history, the president summoned all of the governors to
create six national education goals for our cbuntry. Only a president could
‘have done that. .

Second, the president formulated the America 2000 strategy to reach those
goals, community by community by the year 2000. Currently, over 1,800
communities, 44 states, and 1,000 local chambers of commerce are committed to
America 2000. Two weeks ago more than 2,500 communities -- including many in
California -- were a part of the largest satellite town meeting in history,
working together to reach the national education goals. The next satellite town
meeting will be at 5:30 p.m. Oct. 13 on goal 4, to make U.S. students first in
the world in math and science. ' A ’

Third, the president has. funded those programs that work: Head Start for
four-year-olds, as promised; one-half of all college students (including
California) now have a federal grant or loan; $2 billion in federal funds for
“math and science education, refocused on teacher training.

The president is pushing four revolutionary ideas at .the same time. Let me :EZ;/
suggest how this will help in California.

‘Revolution #1: Break-the-mold, 1 new American schools. Just this week,
Gov. Wilson signed legislation allowing parents, teachers and community
organizations to create 100 new "charter schoolé." Simply put, this means yo
can take all the government and union rules off. You can take the money you
have now and create whatever kind of school you believe will help children reach
‘the national education goals.

rede51gn such new American schools.. Congress balked, the business community
didn't. The president has asked American businesses to ralsew$200 million to N
fund design teams to help commuﬁities create such schools. They're raising th
money through the New American Schools Development Corp. (NASDC), and they hav
already funded 11 design teams that are moving ahead with exciting, innovative
proposals. The late Sam Walton was so impressed that he donated all the
proceeds of his autobiography--about $3 million -~ to NASDC.

President Bush asked Congress to approprlate a half bllllon dollars to’ ;:%%;iLz{

Revolution #2: Higher standards and a national examination system. Portlan&ii;»
Mich., has adopted the new tough standards created by the nation's math -
teachers, retrained its teachers, and math achievement scores have gone straight Cy(:B
to the top in Michigan. The president has funded similar efforts in the
sciences, history, geography, the arts, and civics, and a similar effort in
English will be announced soon. By 1995 these new standards will be in place
along with a new set of American achievement tests so parents and communities
can know how their kids and schools are doing. We need new higher standards if
children in San Diego are to live, work and compete with children in other parts
of the world. S

Revolution #3: Free the teachers to teach. The president wants to deregulaﬁe



Page 12
The San Diego Union-Tribune, September 27, 1992 :

~all 110,000 U.S. schools, and make mbre flexible the federal rules that follow
federal money. '

Revolution #4: The GI Bill for children. The president has asked Congress to
appropriate a half-billion dollars to create $1,000 scholarships for children
of middle-and low-income families which they can spend at any school the parents
feel best meets the needs of that child. In San Diego, it could mean up to $85
million new federal dollars, over and above the $24 million in federal education
funds San Diego currently receives. 1 The money could go to any school, public,
private or religious -- just like the Cal grant, GI Bill and federal loans for
colleges. It gives parents consumer power, the muscle to change the schools and
the dollars to help make the changes. ’

"My own view is that, instead of 100 charter schools, California needs 1,000
charter schools each year for the next ten years. There would be high schools
in corporate headquarters, kindergartens in banks, elementary schools operated
by museums. School schedules would change radically. What sense does it make
to empty the schools. at 3 p.m. when gangs are in the street and parents-are
working? School staffing would change. New technology would fill the schools.
New charter .schools, a consensus about starndards, deregulation, federal funding
for break-the-mold schools and the GI Bill for Children would make all this
_possible. ' ’ ‘

You will find that Albert Shanker, preéident of the American Federation of
Teachers, or the other union leaders will pay lip service but -- read carefully
-- they don't really want such radical changes. Basically, they want to put the
largest amount of money into the same system. They don't want to lose
control--of school organization to communities, of standard setting to the
public, of classroom decision making to the teacher, of school assignment to
parents. »

Bill Clinton has shown us what kind of education presiderit he would be. This
summer, he traveled to Washington, D.C. and told the teachers union leaders
exactly what they wanted to hear. They gave him an A+. They control the schools
and now they control him. They don't give President Bush's agenda an A+, but,
if you are voting in November, you should -- if you want a system of elementary
and secondary schools that is as good as California's colleges and universities.

President Bush believes that if we want to change America, we must change our
schools. As with most things, California can be the trend setter. But the
solutions will have to be as bold as the set of challenges -- and the President
we already have in the White House is the candidate for break-the-mold schools,
higher standards, better tests, less regulation for teachers, and more choices
for families. His opponent is lined up squarely with the more-of-the-same crowd
that 1 has given us the school system.we have today. 1It's up to you to make an
" educated choice. : ’
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ction for
itiative

Gov. Pete Wilson on Thursday called_a
Nov. 2 in which voters will consider a cep+Ty.

At a Los Angeles news conference, n i alled the election to
give voters in each county a chance to dec er to raise the state
sales tax by up to 1 cent to help subsidize cal vernment services that
are facing cutbacks. ’ ‘

That announcement surprised and angered most bers of the Orange
County Board of Supervisors, who criticized Wilson for "passing the buck"
while counties continue to suffer financially at the ds of the state.

with state-funded grants to help pay tuition for private and paro
schools, were surprised by Wilson’s decision. The measure won enou
petition signatures last year and was expected to go before voters

If the measure passes, California would become the first state to
tax money from public schools -and allow it to be spent for private sc
tuition. ‘ ‘ ,

The initiative would supply families with vouchers equal to about
of what the state spends per-pupil on its public schools--or $2,000 t
$2,500--for each child enrolled in a private or parochial school. Pub
school spending would be cut by that amount. '

Supporters of the voucher plan say it would extend the opportunit
school choice to the state’s poorest families and provide competition
would spur public schools to improve. '

whatever schools they wish--public or private--has long been advocated in
some conservative and business circles as a way to make schools more
responsive to students’ needs. '

The George Bush Administration advocated voucher systems as part of its
"America 2000" education revitalization package. The Clinton Administration
opposes private school vouchers, favoring choice only among public schools.

Oonly two states have placed similar measures on the ballot--Oregon in
1990 and Colorado in 1992--and both were soundly rejected. :



The California campaign is expected to be hard-fought and intense,
conducted against the backdrop of public school systems saddled with the
twin afflictions of an increasingly needy student population and a
shrinking funding base brought on by the state’s deepening fiscal crisis.

The voucher measure is opposed by a coalition of public school interest
groups, including the powerful statewide teachers union, the California
Teachers Assn.

The groups have pledged to provide hundreds of thousands of volunteers
to walk precincts, and to raise as much as $10 million--"or whatever it
takes"--to defeat the measure, said Rick Manter, campaign consultant for
the anti-voucher coalition, Committee to Educate Against Vouchers.

Much of that money will come from public schoolteachers,
administrators, school board members and other school employees.

"Stopping it is not going to be easy," said Denise Rockwell-Woods, .vice
president of United Teachers-Los Angeles, the 30,000-member teachers union.
"But there will be at least 250,000 public .schoolteachers across this state
working to see that this is defeated. "We’'re going to have to work
harder and we’re going to have to work quicker, but I think it’s winnable."

. The new timeline will glve both 31des little more than five months to
rally support.
"We’ye mobilized and ready to move," said Kev1n Teasley of the Choice
in Education League, which is sponsoring the voucher 1n1t1at1ve.

In June, the initiative’s backers by a narrow margin fell short of
collecting the 677,554 signatures needed to qualify for the Novenber, 1992,
ballot. It was later certified for the next statewide election, June, 1994.

Teasley said the group’s campaign organization is still in place, but
acknowledged that the new date will hamper 1ts ability to finance a
successful campaign.

"The big pfoblem will be fund raising," he said. "Instead. of writing
checks in January for a June ballot, our supporters are going to have to
start thinking now about November.™. : S

Much of the group’s financial support comes from conservatives and the
state’s business community. Teasley would not say how much is 'left in the
~group’s coffers, but said it intends to raise $5 million to $6 million for
the campaign. ’

"We know we’re going to be outspent by at least two to one, probably
three to one," by the anti~voucher forces, he said.

Teasley insisted that the November date will not pose problems in
getting out- the vote. "Our people are the kind of people who will turn out
for any election and we have no doubt they outnumber the actual voters of
the opposition," he said. :

But Manter of the anti-voucher group said the initiative will be easier
to defeat in a special election than on a general election ballot crowded
with other candidates and issues.

Manter said the switch from the June primary to the November special
election will force the group to rely more on direct mail and to seek
support from suburban Republicans and older residents, who are likely to be
drawn to the ballot by the sales tax issue. : :



Although there is a vacancy in the office of state superintendent of
‘public instruction, that post apparently will not appear on the November
ballot. The state Constitution requires the job to be filled at each
gubernatorlal election.

Wilson has not. taken a public position on the initiative; he is known ¢
)‘\‘a

o favor choice- among;publlc schools.

— In calling for the special er“ctlon,‘W1lson did not mention the voucher-

initiative until asked. He Said he called for the spec1al electlon "to put
power in the hands of- the: people" and .allow residents ‘of “each Ico; _un1ty to-
decide if they are willing to“pay. hlgher sales taxes to av01d deep cuts :in
services such as police and f1re protectlon

But the announcement left Orange County superv1sors stunned, confused,
and in most cases, angry. ‘

- Recent hlstory shows that Orange County voters generally will not
support tax 1ncreases, and supervisors said they probably would not even
place the governor’s proposal on the November ballot.

Orange County residents currently pay 7 3/4 cents in sales tax for
every dollar spent.

"I have no optimism whatsoever that this proposal is workable at the
local level," Supervisor Gaddi-H:. Vasquez said. "I certainly think there’s
deflnltely a shift of fundlng respon51blllty (by Wilson) at a time when the
economy is suffering.' ‘

It took three tries before a one-half-cent sales tax for specific
transportation improvements was approved by voters in 1990. Another
proposal to raise taxes by another half- penny to pay for a new county jail
was defeated in 1991.

Having previously suffered financial setbacks at the hands of the
state, the supervisors did not receive Wilson’s announcement warmly.

"My first response to the governor would be ‘Thank you, very much.’
It’s almost like rearrahging the deck chairs on the Titanic," Board
Chairman Harriett M. Wieder said. "We should be partners in this . . . it’s
too bad local governments are being put in an adversarial role."

, Supervisor Thomas F. Riley added: "I am still trying to figure out what
the governor hopes to galn by this. . . . I guess he feels he can pass the:
buck this way."

County Budget Director Ronald S. Rubino said the county’s budget faces
another major hit in the governor’s plan because it includes shifting
property tax dollars from the counties to the schools.

For Orange County, that would mean a $19-million loss from the general
fund, plus another $41 million to $72 million from special districts that
pay for libraries, fire protection, flood control, and maintenance of
harbors, beaches and parks '

The supervisors also challehged the legality of Wilson’s proposal
although the governor’s office said it can be done.

Supervisor William G. Steiner sympathized with Wilson, saying the
governor has "had his share of tough budget decisions." While it will not
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be easy for local governments to make ends meet, he added, it is time for
local governments and their voters "to bite the bullet."

Wilson said he selected the Nov. 2 date to cut costs because counties
that are home to nearly 40% of the state’s voters had already planned to
hold elections then. The election is expected to cost the state $10 million
to $20 million.

Ken Khachigian, a longtime Wilson confidant, said the most pressing
reason for calling the special election is to force local governments to
exercise their leadership and take the heat for any needed tax increases.
Only counties that choose to hold sales tax elections w1ll do so and the
decision will be made county by county.

The new timing could either benefit or harm the efforts of the voucher
proponents, he said. The November date gives the less-organized pro-voucher
forces little time to mount a- campalgn, which Khachlglan called "a fairly
strong negative for the ’‘yes’ campaign."

But because special elections traditionally draw fewer voters,. fewer
votes would be needed for the initiative to prevail, "and it’s not ‘
inconceivable that the (voucher) campaign can motivate voters to get out,"
he said.

Times staff writers Cathy Decker, Gebe Martinez, Bill Stall, Jerry
Gillam and Daniel M. Weintraub contributed to this report.
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TEXT: » ,
Gov. Pete Wilson on Thursday called a statewide special election for
Nov. 2 in which voters will consider a sweeping school choice initiative
that could fundamentally change public education in California.

At a Los Angeles news conference, Wilson said he called the election to
give voters in each county a chance to decide whether to raise the state
sales tax by up to 1 cent to help subsidize local government services that
are facing cutbacks.

But under the state Constltutlon all qualified statewide ballot



CALIFORNIA

Title | Grants to Local Educational Agencies:
Funds to Local Schools {o Improve the Basic and Advanced Skills of Low-Performmg Students

Estimated County Allocations, Fiscal Years (FY) 1986 through 2002
President's Ten-Year Balanced Budget Proposal and House Proposal

FY 19396 Change from FY 1895 Cumulative Change from FY 1996 through FY 2002
House President's | Difference Between Estimate Dxfference Between
- | Appropriations Balanced | the President's Estimate for the President's
FY 1995 Commitiee Budget Proposal and the for President's Proposal and the
County Appropriation | Proposal Proposal House Proposal House™ Proposal House
Alameda $23,250,500 -$3,968.400 $1,434,100 $5,402,500 -§27,778,700  $26,391,100 $54,169,800
Alpine ' 51,700 -8,800 3,700 12,500 61,800 - 62,400 o 124200
Amador 325,000 -55,400 -8,600 46,900 -388,100° 149,500 537,600
Butte 5,305,200 -905.500 112,300 1,017,700 5,338,400 4,374,700 10,713,100
Calaveras’ 542,700 -92,600 9,400 83,200 648,100 287,300 935,500
Colusa 474,300 . 81,000 1,600 82,500 -566,700 326,400 883,100
Contra Costa 10,729,800 -1,831,100 414,700 2,245,800 -12,817,500 10,285,700 23,103,100
Del Norte : 818,800 -138,700 21,800 - 161,700 . -978,200 710,300 1,688,500
El Dorado 1,592,600 «271,700 =27,100 244,700 ~1,802,000 847,700 2,748,700
Fresno 35,659,000 5,086,300 2,613,500 ) 8.699,800 = -42,603,900 43,648,600 86,252,400
Glenn 1,046,800 -178,700 34,100 212,800 -1.250,600 954,900 2,205,500
Humbotdt 3,500,200 -587,400 . 43,000 640,400 - 4,181,900 2,648,000 6,829,800
Imperial 6,264,100 -1,069,200 341,300 1,410400 © -7.484.100 6,764,700 14,248,800
Inyo " 316,400 -54,000 -4,500 - 49,500 -377.800 175,000 552,900
Kem 20,832,100 -3,555,600 1,182,800 4,738,500 -24,889,300 22,864,100 47,753,400
Kings 4,039,400 -669,500 131,500 820,800 -4,826,200 3.683.400 8,509,600
Lake - 1,498,800 -255,800 29,000 284,900 -1,790,700 1,215,400 3,006,100 .
Lassen 608,400 -103,800 -800 103.000 -726,800 396,300 1,123,100
Los Angeles 259,033,000 44,211,600 32,538,700 76.750.400 -309,481,300 420,926,400 730,407,700
Madera i 3,569,700 -609,300 85,600 694,900 -4,264,900 3,020,600 7,285,500
Marin 1,209,700 -206,400 -32,000 174,400 -1,444,700 556,400 2,001,200
Mariposa 192,100 32,800 --5,000 27,800 -229,400 89,000 318,400
Mendocino 2,306,800 -393,700 15,600 408,300 -2,756,000 1,647,800 . 4,403,800
Merced . 9,891,800 -1,688,300 567.600 2,255,900 -11,818,300 10,801,800 22,720,000
Modoc y 305,900 -52,200 5.000 57,200 -365,400 241,200 606,600
Mono 95,400 ~16,300 -2.500 13,800 -113,800 43,900 157,800
Monterey 7.922,100 -1.352,100 216,400 1,568,600 9,465,000 6,906,400 16,371,400
Napa - 1,091,300 -186,200 -28,800 157,300 ~1,303,300 502.000 1,805,300
Nevada 822,800 -140,400 -21,800 118,700 -982,800 378,500 1,361,300
Orange 32,203,700 -5,496,200 | 2,358,700 7,854,800 -38,473,500 39,407,300 77,880,800
Placer . 1,829,400 -312.100 - -22,600 289,500 -2,184,.800 1,039,000 3,223,800
Plumas - : 483,500 -82,500 -300 82,200 -577,600 317,800 895,600
Riverside 26,307,900 . -4 490,200 1,734,300 .. 6,224,500 -31,431,500 30,717,100 62,148,700
Sacramento 28,944,500 - 4,940,200 1,884,900 6,925,200 -34,581,600 . 34,384,200 68,965,800
San Benito 684,800 -116,800 -16.200 100,600 -817,800 - 329,400 1,147,200
‘San Bemardino 39,085,300 -6,671,100 2,969,600 9,640,600 -46,697,500 48,646,800 95,344,300
San Diego 47,695,600 - -8,140,700 3.818,700 11,959,300 -56,984,600 60,856,800 117.841,400-
San Francisco 12,070,300 -2,060,100 475,700 - 2,535,800 -14,421,000 11,641,500 26,062,400
San Joaguin 17.867,700 -3,049,600 899,400 . 3,849,100 -21,347,500 18,728,600 . 40,076,200
San Luis Obispo 2,702,300 -461,000 -6,000 455,000 ~-3,227,300 1.743,800 4,971,200
San Mateo 5,092,200 -868,800 99,700 \ 968,500 6,081,800 4,137,300 10,218,100
Santa Barbara 5,813,000 -991,800 140,000 1,131,800 -6,943,000 4923300 - 11,866,300
Santa Clara 18,427,600 -3,144,900 1,042,300 4,187,200 -22.014,400 20,184,100 42,208,500
Santa Cruz ‘ 2,836,500 -483,900 -3,500 480,400 -3,387.600 1,852,200 5,239,800
Shasta 3,873,500 -678,200 36,700 714,800 -4,747 400 2,913,500 7,660,800
Sierra 40,800 -7,000 -1,100 5,800 -48,700 18,800 67.500
Siskiyou. 1,249,900 -213,300 4,400 217,700 -1,493,400 861,400 2,354,800 .
Solano 4,460,800 -761.100 60,000 © 821,100 -5,327,500 3,415,000. 8,742,500
Sonoma 3,877,200 678,500 21,300 £99,800 -4,749,800 2,798,000 7,547,900
Stanislaus 11,927,800 ’ -2,035,800 444 400 2,480,300 -14,250,800 11,307,200 25,558,000
Sutter 2,160,200 -368,700 34,300 .. 403,000 -2,581,000 1,693,800 4,274,800
Tehama 1,648,000 -281,300 32,200 313,500 -1,968.800 1,338,600 3.307.600
Trinity i 511.000 -87.200 19,200 106,400 -610,500 485,700 1,096,200
Tulare 17,482,700 -2,883,900 1,046,600 - 4,030,600 -20,887,600 18,601,500 40,489,100
Tuolumne ‘ 612,400 -104,500 -16,200 88,300 © «731,400 281,700 1,013,100
Ventura 8.519,700 -1,453,800 291,700 1,745,500 -10,176,900 7,878,800 18,055,600
Yolo 2,950,300 -503,600 6,800 496,600 -~ -3,524,800 1,901,500 5,426,400
Yuba ‘ 2,942 500 -502,200 180,900 683,100 -3.515,600 3,335,500 6.851,100

* Based on jevel funding at the FY 1896 House Appropriations Committee mark.



THE WHITE HOUSE
OFFICE OF MEDIA AFFAIRS

July 25, 1995
Contact: 202/456-7150

" For Immediate Release

HOUSE REPUBLICANS CUT $36 BILLION FROM CURRENT

EDUCATION AND TRAINING INVESTMENTS:

Estimated Sfate—by-State Reductions From FY 1995 Funding Levels for Education and Training
for FY1996-2002 Based on Action by the House Appropriations Committee

North Carolina $651 million

Alabama $575 million : North Dakota  $116 million
Alaska $102 million v Ohio $1.4 billion
" Arizona $524 million ' Oklahoma $437 million
Arkansas $317 million .- Oregon $385 million
California $4.3 billion ’ Pennsylvania - $1.7 billion.
Colorado $457 million Rhode JIsland $174 million
Connecticut $325 million South Carolina  $503 million
Delaware $88 million South Dakota $121 million
Florida $1.5 billion Tennessee $607 million
Georgia $805 million - Texas $2.5 billion
Hawaii $98 million Utah B $215 million
Idaho * $137 million Vermont $108 million
Illinois $1.5 billion Virginia $610 million
Indiana $639 million Washington - $635 million
Towa $357 million West Virginia  $316 million
Kansas . $321 million Wisconsin $581 million
Kentucky $520 million Wyoming $88 million
. Louisiana $789 million Washington D.C. $179 million
Maine $157 million S
Maryland $540 million All Other $1.9 billien
Massachusetts  $884 million ,
Michigan $1.3 billion - : '
Minnesota $530 million TOTAL: $36 Billion
Mississippi $472 million . :
Missouri $669 million
Montana $141 million
Nebraska - $184 million
Nevada $124 million
New Hampshire $137 million
New Jersey - $837 million
New Mexico $250 million
New York $2.9 billion



THE WHITE HOUSE
" Office of Media Aflairs

JR IMMEDIATE RELEASE ' ‘ , o July 25, 1995
ONTACT: MEDIA AFFAIRS (202) 456-7150

HOUSE REPUBLICANS CUT $4.3 BILLION IN EDUCATION AND TRAINING FOR CALIFORNIA

-esident Clinton said last Thursday that he would veto the bill approved by the House Appropriations
s>mmittee since it slashes critical education and training initiatives. Republicans have approved $36 billion in
its from education and training over seven years. In contrast, the President’s proposal balances.the budget
aile increasing investment in education and training by $40 billion over seven years. In California,

:publican cuts of $4.3 billion over seven years would harm working families: '

HEAD START President Clinton proposes to expand Head Start to serve 50,000 additional children nationwide
by 2002. Republicans have approved cuts that would deny Head Start to 180,000 children nationwide and 17,233
children in California in 2002 compared to 1995.

IMPROVING BASIC AND ADVANCED SKILLS President Clinton’s budget completely protects Title I, -
which helps students from disadvantaged backgrounds with reading, writing, mathematics, and advanced skills.
Republicans would cut funding by $1.1 billion in 1996, denying this crucial assistance to 1.1 million students
nationwide and 236.100 students in California.

GOALS 2000 With strong bipartisan support, the President created Goals 2000 to help communities train
teachers, encourage hard work by students, and upgrade academic standards in schools. The President calls for

. almost. $700 million in 1996. Republicans would eliminate Goals 2000 and deny to Cahfomla funding affecting as
manv as 2.061 schools.

SAFE AND DRUG-FREE SCHOOLS While President Clinton strengly supports Safe and Drug-Free Schools,
Republicans want to gut the program. which 1.049 out of 1.064 school districts in California use to keep crime,
wolence and drugs awayv from students and out of schools. :

INCREASING ACCESS TO COLLEGE President Clinton would increase annual funding for Pell Grants by
$3.4 billion and raise the top award to a record $3,128 by 2002. The GOP would denv_Pell Grants to 34.500
students in California in 1996 alone. possibly forcing them to drop out of college.

NATIONAL SERVICE AmeriCorps offers young people a hand in paying for their educatlon if they-lend a
hand to their communities. Republicans would eliminate AmenCorps and denv 5,883 voung people in California .
the chance to serve in 1996.

JOB TRAINING President Clinton’s GI Bill for America’s Workers would streamline federal job training efforts
and provide Skill Grants for dislocated and low-income workers. The President would provide 800,000 Skill

+Grants of up to $2,620 in 1996. Republicans would cut funding by $194.5 million and would deny training
opportunities to 81.631 dislocated workers in California in 1996.

SUMMER JOBS. Summer jobs are an important first opportunity for many low-income youths to get work
experience. President Clinton wants to finance 600,000 jobs this summer. Republicans would slash the President’s
school-to-work initiative and eliminate summer jobs, denving jobs to 93.584 California vouths in 1996.and
655.088 California vouths over 7 vears.

STUDENT LOANS While the President strdngiy supports the student loan program, Republicans want to raise
student costs for loans by $10 billion over seven years. The GOP cuts could raise the cost of college education by
“as much as $2.111 for 430.800 college students and as much as $9.424 for 61,500 graduate students in California.




Title | Grants to Local Education Agencies:
Funds to Local Schoois to Improve the Basic and Advanced Skilis of Low-Performing Students

Estimated State Allocations, Fiscal Years (FY) 1996 through 2002
President's Ten-Year Balanced Budget Proposal and House Proposal

STATE

ALABAMA
ALASKA
ARIZONA
ARKANSAS
CALIFORNIA

CONNECTICUT
DELAWARE
DISTRICT OF COLUI
FLORIDA

GEORGIA
HAWAI
IDAHD
ILLINOIS
INDIANA

1OWA
KANSAS
KENTUCKY
LOUISIANA
MAINE

MARYLAND
MASSACHUSETTS
MICHIGAN
MINNESOTA
MISSISSIPPI

MISSOURI
MONTAKA
NEBRASKA
NEVADA

NEW HAMPSHIRE

NEW JERSEY
NEW MEXICO
NEW YORK
NORTH CAROLINA
NORTH DAKOTA

ORIO
OKLAHOMA
OREGON
PENNSYLVANIA
PUERTO RICO

RHODE ISLAND
SOUTH CAROLINA
SOUTH DAKOTA
TENNESSEE
TEXAS

UTAH
VERMONT
VIRGINIA
WASHINGTON
WEST VIRGINIA

" YWISCONSIN
NMYOMING

her Areas

TOTALS

MBIA

FY 1896 Change from FY 1995 Curmulalive Change from FY 1996 through FY 2002
House Preswenls  [Difterence Between Estirnal Drfference Between
Appropriations Balanced the Presidents Estimate for - the President's
FY 19985 Committee Budget Proposal and the for Presidents Proposal and the
Appropriation Proposal Proposal House Proposal House* Proposat House
$123,533,000 -$21.084,000 34,754 000 $25,838,000 ~$147 588 000 $118,265,000 £265,853,000
14,723,000 -2.525 000 682,000 3,207,000 ~-17.673,000 14,979,000 32,652,000
96,885,000 -16,536,000 6,093,000 22,629,000 -115,753,000( 110,870,000 226,623,000
73,847,000 -12,604,000 3,083,000 15,687,000] -88227,000| *, 72,546,000 160,773,000
717,138,000 «122,397,000 55,296,000 177,693,000 856,780,000 | 888,777,000 1,755,558,000
BAB51.000] . -11,069,000 1210000] - - 12,278,000 T7A481,000) 52943000 126,724,000
51,443,000 8,776,000 1,438,000 10,216,000 £1,449,000 45,098,000 - 106,547,000
15,243,000 2,241,000 709,000 2,949,060 -15,685,000 15,528,000 31.212,000
19,455,000 -3,221,000 776,000 4,096,000 ~23,244 000 16,831,000 42,075,000
273,962,000 ~46,757 000 10,657,000 57 414,000 -327,297 000 263,148,000 590,445,000
165,285,000 -28,209,000 5,545,000 33,754,000 -197 483,000 151,882,000 349 445,000
18,103,000 -3,258,000 456,000 3,715,000 «22,8614,000 18,151,000 18,966,000
21,537,000 - 3,677,000 173,000 3,849,000 -25,737,000 15,589,000 41,326,000
317,237,000 -54,142,000 22,677,000 76,819,000 -378,993,000 383,923,000 762,916,000
107,176,000 -18,289,000 661,000 18,951,000 -128,026,000 76,068,000 204,094,000
50,198,000 -8,566,000 -545 000 8,021,000 -59,961,000 29,078,000 89,038,000
51,613,000 -8,808,000 138,000 8,947,000 £1,653,000 35,257,000 96,811,000
122,910,000 -20,978,000 5,408,000 26,386,000 -146,843,000 122,864,000 269,708,000
186,888,000 ~31,888,000 12,042,000 43,840,000 -223,285,000 216,081,000 439,366,000
25,243,000 -4.319,000 -243,000 4,076,000 ~30,235.000 14,861,000 45,087,000
84,680,000 - 14,451,000 2,560,000 17.010,000 -101,154,000 75,713,000 176,866,000
118,857,000 -20,283,000 3,728,000 24,011 000 -141,984 000 107,303,000 249,287,000
300,398,000 -51,267,000 13,812,000 65,079,000 ~358,871,000 304,837,000 663,708,000
80,874,000 -13,801,000 £33,000 14,434,000 -96,608,000 58,428,000 155,036,000
122,733,000 ~20,848,000 8,858,000 28,806,000 -146,635,000 148,183,000 | 295,818,000|
113,084,000 -18,301,000 3,682,000 22,993,000 «135,108,000 103,212,000 238,320,000
24,871,000 -4 245 000 230,000 4,475,000 -29,713,000 18,242,000 47,955,000
27,381,000 4,673,000 62,000 4,611,000 -32.708,000 17,665,000 50,374,000
18,238,000 »3,015,000 538,000 3,553,000 -21,104,000 16,207,000 37,311,000
15,756,000 -2,658,000 738,000 3,388,000 -18,614,000 16,096,000 34,711,000
137,637,000 -23,488,000 3,200,000 26,668,000 -164, 418,000 115,697,000 280,114,000
58,311,000 -9,952,000 3,109,000 13,082,000 69,667,000 62,453,000 132,120,000
602,132,000 -102,765,000 40,803,000 143,568,000 -718,355,000 711,538,000 1,430,893,000
128,185,000 «21,875,000 1,555,000 23,430,000 +153,125,000 6,836,000 248,961,000
16,578,000 -2,875,000 747,000 3,621,000 -20,122,000 16,703,000 36,825,000
. 296,610,000 +50,622,000 8,696,000 59,618,000 -354,353,000 265,422,000 619,775,000
82,398,000 -14,063,000 2,423,000 16,487,000 -98,442,000 73,154,000 171,596,000
65,310,000 ~11,145,000 348,000 11,493,000 -78,016,000 45 935,000 123,950,000
299,889,000 -51,178,000 9,342,000 60,522,000 -358,253,000 270,255,000 628,508,000
249,546 000 -42,582,000 8,520,000 51,112,000 -268,146,000 230,597,000 528,743,000
20,774,000 -3.545,000 394,000 3,838,000 -24 818,000 16,778,000 41,596,000
90,445,000 «15436,000) + 2,521,000 17,857,000 - -108,051,000 79,234,000 187,265,000
18,629,000 -3.233,000 532,000 3,766,000 -22.634,000 16,421,000 39,055,000
120,562,000 20,577,000 3,388,000 23,965,000 -144,038,000|. 105,828,000 249,867,000
570,854,000 -87,448,000 37,490,000 134,938,000 682,136,000 665,504,000 1,347,640,000
31,961,000 5,457,000 558,000 6,016,000 -38,201,000 25,465,000 63,666,000
14,712,000 -2.481,000 686,000 '3,167.000 ~17,357,000 15,004,000 32,371,000
98,469,000 -16€,804,000 665,000 17,468,000 ~117,628,000 70,230,000{ - 187,858,000
97,221,000 -16,581,000 2.:061,000 18,852,000 -116,136,000 80,199,000 196,336,000
69,040,000 ~11,784,000 2,433,000 14,216,000 282,435,000 64,379,000 146,883,000
121,375,000 ~20,1"12,000 2,395,000 23,107,000 -144,885 000 88,759,000 243,744,000
15,448,000 +2,648,000 718,000 3,367,000 -18,540,000 15,737,000 34,277,000
66,884,000 -11,684,000 3,016,000 15,000,000 -83,885,000 67,487,000 151,372,000
56‘698‘356.000 -$1,143,356.000| $301,644,000 $1,445 000,000 -$8,003.492,000| $6.748,743.000| $14,752 235000

ased on level tunding at the FY 1896 House Appropriations Commitiee mark.
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AlabamB. ccaeasascre

« o e

Alaska.coooa s
T AYiZONAccsac araranon
AXKANSAS o« oo o o« eeaes
California.....
‘Colorado...
Connecticut..cecessn
Delaware...
District of Columbia
Ploxrida.ceeososesssoan
Ceorgia....f.,.....-
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American Samoa.
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Total

» -

’

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATIOR

Goals 2000

1995 Revised
Appropriation

5,941,766
1,547,345
5,450,582
3,650,495

‘42,111,708

4,288,514
3,460,736
1,291,544
1,523,409
15,861,034
8,959,402

1,381,641

1,568,397

15,992,571

6,557,145
3,219,618
3,193,916
5,775,274
7,968,128
1,647,340
5,379,918
6,990,859
14,371,488

5,377,078 .

5,094,972
6,525,935
1,560,1%0
1,986,104
1,419,052
1,290,294
8,792,536
2,782,261
27,112,295
7.745,087

1,340,576
14,833,684

4,396,611

4,012,392

15,529,194
1,480,004
4,710,339

1,412,549

6,387,802
29,228,278
2,587,039
1,272,847
6,658,924
6,328,974
2,799,25%9
6,582,097
1,262,907
189,699
200,417
9,608,968
391,404
2,837,180

1996 BHouse
Subcomnittee

Difference

OO0 0000000 OO0 0O O0O 000 00D O0OCOO0OO00O0OC0 0000 ODODOVDCOBOOOOO O OO

-5,941,766
-1,547,34%
-5,450,582
-3,650,49%
-42,111,708
~4,288,514
-3,460,756
-1,291,544
-1,523,409
-15,861,034
-8,959,402
-1,381,641
-1,568,397
~15,992,571
~6,557,145
-3,219,618
-3,193,916
-5,775,274
-7,968,128
-1,647,540
-5,379,938
-6,990,859
~14,371,488
-5,377,078
-5,094,972
-6,525,93%
-1,560,1%0
-1,986,104
-1,419,052
-1,290,294
-8,792,536
-2,782,261
-27,112,295%
-7,745,087
-1,340,576
-14,833,684
~4,396,613
~4,012,392
-15,529,194
-1,480,004
-4,710,359
-1,412,549
-6,387,802
-29,228,278
-2,587,039
-1,272,847
-6,658,924
~6,328,974
-2,799,259
-6,582,097
-1,262,907
 -189,699
-200,417
-9,608,968
-391,404
-2,837,180

361,870,000

o

~361,870,000
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State

AlADADA e vreeereonos
Alask8.iveeoeveinnene
Arizons...covenvones
ArKanBAB.ccessasansns
California....eveevs
Colorado.veeeseoenan
Connecticut..ceecasen
DalAWAre.ccssseosars
_District of Columbia
Florid&..coeeeevaseee
Georgia....cceveoeans
Bawaii.ioeeoescronos
IdahO. e et e cvnovens
T11linois.eeeveennnns
Indiand.ceessvanesss
JoWs e s e v e eeavevnnsnse
RKansas .. iciesvesanss
Kentucky...........L
Loulsisna.veeeesenes
Maing...ooevovcconsan
Haryland....eeeeevsa
Hassachusetts.......
Michigan......e00e..
Minnesota&. . v.eeesaos
Mississippi.........
MissoUuri...oeeeseoens
HMONtANA. . vvssoscasas
Nebraska..o.eeeensss
Nevada....on caveooas
New Hampshire.......
New Jersey..cceeeess
New Mexico...ccvue..
New YOoIK.eesossasoon
North Carolina......
North Dakocta....... .
OhiOeiueervrossennns
Oklahoma...ovveeennn
Oregon..ccee e [
Pennsylvania........
Rhode Island........
South Carolina......
South Dakot&....sse
TONNOBB@B . e vevrs sy
TeXBSB . uesnsossossnena
VLB v s vssenaronnnes
Varmont..........,,.
Virginia.......o.ven
Washington...sov.uvn.
West Virginia.......
Wisconsin....oooeee
HyOoming.eseeeanvonas
" American Samoa.....
GUAN . c c s s v nsensevevns
Puerto Rico.........
Vizgin IXslands......
Crhex Outlying Areas

Total

-~ »

DEPARTHMERT OF EDUCATIOR

Title I ESEA LEA Grants

16,578,431
296,610,408
82,398,040
65,310,178
299,889,431
20,773,803
90,444,632
18,628,919

120,562,140
570,953,625

31,980,942
14,712,137
98,469,129
97,221,082
69,039,732

121,374,566
15,448,185

4,977,566

4,845,607
249,545,824
8,474,425

© 48,685,962

13,703,903
245,988,504
68,334,855
54,165,039
248,710,493
17,228,431
75,008,816
15,395,480
99,985,087
473,505,621
26,523,677
12,231,116
81,665,040
80,630,162
57,256,218
100,662,480
12,799,649
4,015,231
3,908,784
206,953,500
6,836,026
40,239,959

1995 Revised 1996 Bouse
Appropriation Subcommittee Difference
123,532,901 102,448,894 -21,084,007
14,723,202 12,198,499 -2,524,703
96,884,519 80,348,342 -16,536,177
73,847,456 61,243,585 -12,603,871
717,137,919 594,740,723 ~-122,397,196
64,860,807 53,792,084 -11,068,723
51,443,397 42,664,528 -8,778,469
15,243,163 13,002,518 -2,240,645
19,454,988 16,134,422 -3,320,56¢6
273,962,363 227,205,648 -46,756,715
165,285,102 137,076,115 —28,208,987
19,103,346 15,844,141 -~3,259,205
21,537,084 17,860,371 ~-3,676,713
317,236,907 263,094,982 —54,141,925
107,175,970 88,886,476 ~18,289,494
50,199,020 41,633,213 ~8,565,807
51,613,397 42,805,757 -8,807,640
122,910,184 101,932,541 ~-20,977,643
186,888,007 154,990£080 -~31,8%7,927
25,243,368 ,20,923,993 -4,319,375
84,675,597 70,229,094 ~-14,450,503
118,856,923 98,573,501 -20,283,422
300,397,928 249,130,581 ~51,267,347
80,874,227 67,073,019 -13,801,208
122,733,020. 101,785,196 -20,947,824
113,083,564 93,792,427 -19,301,137
24,871,13¢% 20,626,373 ~4,244,766
27,381,211 22,708,630 -4,672,581
18,239,466 15,224,572 -3,014,894
15,756,488 13,087,291 -2,659,197
137,636,637 114,148,405 - -23,488,232
58,311,;20 48,358,621 -9,952,499
602,132,281 - 499,367,302 -102,764,979
128,184,535 . 106,309,605 -21,874,930

-2,874,528
50,621,904
~14,063,185
-11,145,139
-51,178,938

-3,545,372
-15,435,816

-3,233,439
~20,577,053
-97,448,004

-5,457,265

-2,481,021
~16,804,089
~16,590,920
~11,783,514
-20,712,086

~2,648,536

~962,335
~936,823
-42,592,324
~1,638,399

-8,446,003

6,€£98,356,000

5,555,000,000

-1,143,356,000


http:58,311,1.20

13-Jul-95

State

Alabama. .oveeeacanos
Alapka.. i ieccocennsn
ArizZOon&.cee s annevenn

AXKBNBAB. c ot sonscase

Californla.....vvee.
CColorado..ccecnaaans
Connacticut.coewveas
DelawaAr@.ses cunsnsen

District of Columbia

Florida..coasseensss
GOOTGifeeeneeannanen
Hawlileeooesoweoanes
JdahOee i v oeevsennnes
I11inoiS.ceeveacesenn
Indiana. ccceesrecsne
IOWA . coresannssacana
KansaB...iveeoonvenn
Kentucky..eouueeeann
Loulsianad..occveanse
Maine.esieeesvacnsnes
Maryland.......c.e0
Magsachusetts..usees
Michigan...esuveveven
Minnesotl...coveaenss
Mississippi..... cews
Missouri............
Montana.......co0.
Nebraska......voe0u.n
Nevada..coeieenvoans
New Bampshire...... .
New Jersey..........
New Mexico..esvenass
New YOrk.ceceaeanons
North Carolina......
North Dakota....«...
OBiOiesavacesnsnonns
Oklahoma. cciccuennre
Oregon..oascoesncnas
Pennsylvania........
Rhode Island........
Scuth Carclina......
South Dakota..caenun
TenneseeB.cecrarssss
TOXAB eosenvonsvaccaans
Utah.civenecnoanneens
Vormonteee e eeoeerens

Virginia...oeeeniacs

Washington..........
West Virginia.......
Wisconsin....oovouen
Wyoming....... e
American Samoa......
GUAN . e v s e v v v ecavassas
Puerto RICO...vuwsss
¥irgin YImlands......
Other Outlying Rreasm

Total

-

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

ESEA Title I Feglected and Delinquent

’

1995 Revised 1396 House
Appropriation Subcommittes ‘Differance
472,438 384,575 ~-87,863
173,368 141,125 ~32,243
§80,369 553,835 -126,534
244,655 . 199,155 ~4%,500
4,605,659 3,749,108 _ =856,551
161,845 131,745 ~30,100
634,628 516,601 -118,027
135,641 110,415 -25,226
686,511 558,835 -127,676
1,414,989 1,151,831 ~263,158
866,397 705,266 . -161,131
119,472 ‘97,253 -22,219
110,517 89,963 © ~20,554
1,426,689 1,161,356 -265,333
826,165 672,516 © -153,649
312,024 253,994 ~58,030
567,882 462,268 © ~105,614
717,868 584,360 ~-133,508
842,796 686,054 ~156,742
182,584 148,627 -33,957
1,414,783 1,151,664 , -263,119
B47,225 689,659 -157,566
956,846 778,893 -177,953
202,908 165,171 ~-37,737
328,176 267,142 ~-61,034
695,820 566,413 ' ~129,407
84,462 68,754 ~15,708
216,826 176,501 - ~40,325
189,480 - 154,241 " ~35,239
177,912 144,825 _ -33,087
2,488,525 2,025,713 ~462,812
379,638 309,033 . -70,605
3,086,454 2,512,440 . ~574,014
888,128 722,955 ~165,173
56,102 45,668 , -10,434 .
2,007,252 1,633,947 : -373,305
468,642 381,484 ~87,158
777,396 632,817 -144,579
740,293 602,615 T -137,678
263,848 214,778 -49,070
1,090,569 887,747 " -202,822
110,939 90,306 : -20,633
653,399 531,881 -121,518
1,417,369 1,153,768 " -263,601
386,809 314,871 -71,938
119,586 97,345 © -22,241
881,732 717,749 -163,983
827,899 673,927 ~153,972
286,728 233,403 -53,325
986,553 803,075 C-183,478
111,012 90,366 -20,646
0 0 0
0 0 0
985,192 801,967 -183,225
0 ] 0
o 0 ' 0
39,311,000 32,000,000 ~-7,311,000


http:O't.ll.er

13-0u1~9%

State

AlabBAMA. «sevveaoaans
AlBBKA. . eoeevnnnoves
AXizZONAiecesaoscesssa
ArKaANBAS .. cassanesss
Californideeceveceans
ColoradO.essesevsnasys
Connecticut.........
Delaware..ccsacenses
District of Columbia

Plorida...eeeeeienes

[e2-Y°5 3 § X - WP
Bawaiiieieesooonnnns
TAANO ereenveonnovnne
I1linoiBeveaceennese
Indiana.cocavaasanss
IOWA . e cvosacssonssnse
RANSAE.. civeeessnces
Rentueky.sceeeoaiasns
Louisiana.coeesesens
Haine. .. cvieeoeansaen
Maryland..eeeeeeoaos
Massachusettsg.......
Hichigan.seecesooass
Minnesotfl..cceeessane
Missisgsippi..ccav.es
MigBOUri.ceccocenass
MONtANA. ccor cvenrnons

"Rebraska....ovesnans’

Nevada....coenanenes
New Eampshire.......
New JerseyY.cs-eeoces

New Mexico...ieeeess

Rew YOrK.ieeeeooesess
North Carolina......
North Dakota........
OhiC.eiinecscanacnns
OklahomaA..veeeunsacs
OregoNececessassvsae

Pennsylvania........

Rhode Ieland........
South Carolina......
South Dakota....ccuu
TeNNEBBEG. « v scrasses
TOXAB . covrnocsseasncse
Utah. oo iinnenneanns
Vormont..eesseoonoas
Virginia..coeoivesses
Washington...
West Virginia.......
HWisconsin.....veeews
WYoming..ouescvvnnses
American Samofi......
GUANL . o vt venensosnnscs
Puarto BIcO...vovwa.
Virgin Islende... ...
Cther Cutlying Rroes

e

Totsal

i .

DEPARTHMENT OF EDUCATION

7
Safe and Drug-Free Schools
1995 Revised 1996 Bouge
"Appropriation Subcommittee Difference
7,195,567 3,259,554 -3,936,013
2,151,397 973,000 -1,178,397
6,417,426 2,912,001 -3,505,425
4,323,922 1,954,993 -2,368,929
47,939,193 21,479,371 -26,459,822
5,076,547 2,272,426 -2,804,121
4,010,358 1,805,277 -2,204,981
2,151,397 573,000 -1,178,397
2,151,397 973,000 ~1,178,397
18,529,819 8,336,401 -10,193,418
10,807,363 4,944,288 -5,863,075
2,151,397 973,000 . -1,178,397
2,151,397 973,000 ' -1,178,397
18,865,977 B,699 146 -10,166,831
7,803,658 3,581,181 ~4,222,477
3,874,469 1,758,224 -2,116,245
3,676,099 1,711,194 -1,964,905
6,861,782 3,117,491 -3,744,291
9,674,882 4,394,019 -5,280,863
2,151,397 973,000 ~1,178,397
6,432,098 . 2,909,490 -3,522,608
8,031,396 ©. 3,622,537 ~4,408,859
17,022,370 7,795,642 ~9,226,728
6,432,273 2,912,571 -3,519,702
6,196,343 2,807,476 -3,388,867
7,870,388 3,544,285 -4,326,103
2,151,397 $73,000 ~1,178,397
2,332,384 1,018,098 -1,314,286
12,151,397 973,000 -1,178,397
2,151,397 973,000 ~1,178,397
10,543,314 4,565,500 -5,977,814
3,351,358 1,520,514 -1,830,844
32,562,157 14,611,956 ~17,950,201
9,290,473 4,226,963 -5,063,510
2,151,397 973,000 -1,178,397
17,943,157 8,216,657 ~-9,726,500
5,320,748 2,412,312 -2,908,436
4,402,310 2,036,030 ~2,366,280
18,342,178 8,317,626 -10,024,552
2,151,397 973,000 -1,178,397
5,706,321 2,596,002 -3,110,319
2,151,397 973,000 ~1,178,397
7,762,214 3,511,332 ~4,250,882
34,260,223 15,347,947 ~18,912,276
3,076,542 1,400,545 -1,675,997
2,151,397 973,000 ~1,178,397
8,035,132 3,587,395 -4,447,737
7,233,380 3,338,147 -3,8%5,233
3,414,701 1,603,088 ~1,811,613
7,919,299 3,649,699 -4,269,600
2,151,397 . 973,000 -1,178,397
757,048 343,348 -413,700
1,766,224 801,043 ~965,181
11,622,039 5,200,522 -6,421,517
31,455,161 659,965 ~-795,196
6,723,149 3,595,644 -3,127,505
£40,981,000 200,000,000 ~240,981,000



13~Jul-95

State

AlabAmA. . cvreeesaans
AlaskA.coesenresoena
Arizona..isaccesnces
ArKANBAB..ssosvsvens
California..covennan
Colorado..iseacienes
Connecticut..cvevens
DEelaWwaTrG. e rovscnns

Distxict of Columbia

Florida..coeeovnneea
Georgif.cceeeenennnn
Hawaiisvossasenneass
IdahC. e v s sncaacen
I11inciB.iveccnsconnee
Indiang. cccevonncans
JOWB. o nveeossvncocenn
Fans@B8.civvensnesses
KentuckY.vseeansiass
Louisiana.......cou.
MBiNne.evuvreveannnnn
Maryland.....cvcvv.
MassachusettsS.......
HMichigan....cevvueen
Minnesota...coeacesas
Mississippi..cconnn.
Missouri....ceoeveen
C MONtANA. ... saerena
Nebraska....vooenu.n
Hevadai.w.eeeeoncsanns
New Hampshire.......
New Jerse¥..veeseess
New MeXico..eeoevn-.
New YorK.ecoveovnenn
North Carolina......
North Dakota........

Ohic.iseeessn caeseee .
Oklahome....vcvvveees
Oregonesseeees ceeens

Pennsylvania........
Rhode Island........
South Carolina......
South Dakota........
TONNOBBEB .+ v e v o v e o .
TOXBB . s vsneevesscnsa
R £ - ¥ + S
Vormont.eseeoesooasee
Virginid.ieeeeesesoees
Washington.......on.
West Virginia.......
Wisconsin..eevvsionn
WYOmANG s e veoononeens
American Samoa......
CUAN. « e voveeooenrnsenas
‘Puerto Rico.. ... ...
Virgix Iaslands......
Other Outlying Areas

Total

DEPARTMENT ‘OF EDUCATION

- -

Eisenhower Professional Development

1995 Revised

1996 House
Subcommittese

Appropriation

4,158,924

1,243,473
3,709,171
2,499,159

27,708,095
2,934,164
2,317,923
1,243,473
1,243,473

10,709,943

. 6,246,484
1,243,473
1,243,473

10,904,237
4,510,391
2,239,382
2,124,727
3,966,001
5,591,928
1,243,473
3,717,651
4,642,020

- 9,838,660
3,717,752
3,581,388

. 4,548,959
1,243,473
1,348,081
1,243,473
1,243,473
6,093,869
1,937,032

18,820,412
5,369,747
1,243,473

10,370,860
3,075,308
2,544,466

10,601,489
1,243,473
3,298,163
1,243,473
4,486,437

19,801,867
1,778,193
1,243,473
4,644,175
4,180,779
1,973,643
4,577,230
1,243,473

215,628
503,068
6,717,354
414,470
1,378,902

O OO0 00 OO0 OO0OOCO OO0 OOOOOOLOOCOOOOOOOMNOOOOOOOVOLLOOLOLOLOOODOOLOLOOOUO

Difference

-4,158,924
~1,243,473
~-3,709,171
-2,499,159

-27,708,095

~2,934,164
-2,317,923
~1,243,473

" -1,243,473
~10,709,943

-6,246,484
-1,243,473

. -1,243,473
 ~10,904,237

-4,510,391
-2,239,382

©-2,124,727

-3,966,001
-5,591,928
-1,243,473
-3,717,651
~-4,642,020
-9,838,660
~3,717,752
-3,581,388
-4,548,959
-1,243,473
~1,348,081
~1,243,473
-1,243,473
-6,093,869
~-1,837,032

© ~18,820,412

-5,369,747
~1,243,473

-10,370,860
-3,075,308

~2,544,466

~10,601,489

-1,243,473
-3,298,163
-1,243,473
-4 ,486,437

-15,801,867

-1,778,193
-1,243,473
-4,644,179
-4,180,779
~1,973,643
~4,577,230
~-1,243,473

-215,628

~503,068
-6,717,354

414,470
~1,378,902

251,205.75?é

o

-251,206,758


http:Delawa.re
http:color{l.do

13-Jul-3%%

State

AlSDATA. cosevarnnces
CAlaskB..cecveraenrcons
ArizZonA.recsavecnane
ArKANBaAS . csaceroconn
T Californif..ecececnn
ColoradO.ececancaans
Connecticut...cevevee
Delaware..coeseeenns
pDistrict of Columbia
Florida..ceeossnsans
GeOTrgifiseeteaennaans
Hawail..eeeensoeonns
Idaho..evvvnccanns ..
Illinois.ccsvevvenns
Indiana..cceesnsveasas
P <17 7 W

Kentucky...... erra s
Louisiana.. . ceceeans
Maina....vecesnoeeces
Haryland..seesaveeee
Massachusetts.......
Michigan..eesvasvann
Hinnesota. .. eeeeenns
Mississippi.........
Missouri..,oeeveeeecs
Montana....coeeeeees
Hebraska....ouveeensn

Navada. ... coearsnenes
New Hampshire.......
New Jersey....... e
New MeXxico....ovuuas
New York...coccorne .
North Carolina......

North Dakota........
OhlC.ivieeveceanarane
Oklahoma....... e
Oregon...cveecessaves
Pennsylvania........
Rhode Island........
South Caroclina......
South Dakota........
TONNOBEG@. ¢ « vt asasve
TeX88.cavavessen cowe
ULtAR.eeeeonnoocesnns
Vermonte.ss oo coovesns
Virginia........co.
Washington...veaaoe.
West Virginia.......
‘Wisconsin......oc0e.
Wyoming.......... e

American Samoa.......

GUAM . e v evas sossaans
Fuerto Kico. «evaeen.,
Virgin Islands......
Other Outlying Rreas

Total

DEPARTMENT OF ED

- .
-

v

UCATION

FEducation for Homeless Children and Youth

1995 Revised 1996 BHouse .
Appropriation Subcommittee Difference
524,865 © 405,891 ~118,974
100,000 100,000 0
411,642 315,821 -95,821
313,762 243,028 -70,734
3,046,964 2,359,433 -687,531
275,580 222,203 -53,377°
218,572 . 179,630 ~38,942
100,000 100,000 : 0
100,000 100,000 0
1,164,007 912,249 -251,758
702,261 550,078 152,183
160,000 100,000 0
: 100,000 100,000 )
1,347,872 1,058,835 -289,037
455,368 370,140 ~85,228
213,285 177,336 ~35,949
219,294 179,184 ~40,110
522,219 404,370 -117,849
794,047 609,072 -184,975
107,254 100,000 -7,254
359,785 292,461 “67,324
504,998 406,727 -98,271
1,276,326 1,007,262 - ~269,064
343,617 278,749 ~64,868
‘521,466 401,093 -120,373
480,510 378,894 ~101,616
105,672 100,000 -5,672
116,337 100,000 -16,337
100,000 100,000 -0
100,000 100,000 )
584,789 471,148 -113,641
. 247,751 190,075 -57,676
2,558,330 2,004,784 -553,546
544,629 440,488 -104,141
100,000 100,000 0
1,260,234 988,410 -271,824
350,092 271,500 ~78,592"
277,489 225,495 ~51,994
1,274,166 1,016,046 T -258,120
100,000 100,000 . )
384,280 302,608 -81,672
100,000 100,000 0
512,243 395,605 ~116,638
2,425,860 1,873,644 -552,216
.135,880 112,107 -21,773
100,000 100,000 0
418,374 337,425 '~80,949
413,072 334,340 ~78,732
293,335 225,926 -67,409
515,695 421,668 -94,027
100,000 100,000 )
0 ) 0
) 0 0
1,060,267 813,275 246,992
0. 0 0
328,811 323,000 -5,811
28,813,000 23,000,000 -5,811,000



-
- -

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

700,000,000

13-3ul-95
Vocational Education
1995 Revised 1996 House
State Appropriation Subcommittes pifference
Alabama..ceenacensos 18,702,503 13,460,820 ~5,241,683'
AlaBKA. cxeuceetosnne 4,214,921 3,033,620 -1,181,301
Arizona. .cueecsnsces 15,484,477 11,144,698 -4,339,779
ArkanBaB. ccevassconse 10,811,713 7,781,553 ~3,030,160
California...ceveu.n '99,301,143 71,470,377 -27,830,766
Colorado..eeeenenans 12,107,613 8,714,256 -3,393,357
Connecticut. seavvaee 8,376,759 6,029,035 —~2,347,724
DELlAWATB e e evrvrnnna 4,214,921 3,033,620 -~1,181,301
District of Columbia . 4,214,921 3,033,620 -1,181,301
Florida.«ceeeoecevoss 42,601,960‘ 30,662,063 -11,939,897
GeOrgifiserecossannas 27,660,932 19,908,503 - -7,752,429
Bawali.. oo enninnen 4,780,123 3,440,415 -1,339,708
YdahO e e oo vsassransa 5,140,302 3,699,648 -1,440,654
I11inoiB.esececesccns 37,738,984 27,162,015 -10,576,969
T IndiAnA.. e ienneonn 23,120,128 16,640,333 ' -~6§,479,795
JoWa . s encnsonsrssess 11,198,864 8,060,199 -3,138,665
RANSAS. ccvesssvennca 9,406,267 6,770,006 -2,636,261
RONtUCKYeooscesosnns 17,055,853 12,275,671 -4,780,182
LOUiSiana. e ceonenss 19,788,418 14,242,390 -5,546,028
Main@.veoeassassrnce 4,783,858 3,443,103 ~1,340,755
HMaryland.....ccoenuen 13,726,835 9,879,664 ~3,847,171
Massachusetts....... 17,323,922 12,468,609 -4 ,855,313
Michigan.....coeaoee 35,010,928 25,198,542 ~9,812,386
MHinnesota., vueesances 15,469,126 11,133,650 ~-4,335,476
" Mississippi..cecease. 12,765,550, 9£187,796 -3,577,754
Missouri....ioeeneas 19,449,177 13,998,227 -5,450,850
Montana.. s vevesossna 4,480,773 3,224,963 -1,25%,810
Nebraska..coveeoroase 6,094,197 4,386,198 ~-1,707,999
Nevada..voavvecnvoan 4,780,123 3,440,415 -1,33%,708
New Hampshire....... 4,780,123 3,440,415 -1,339,708
Naw Jersey....c..... 20,661,103 14,870,451 -5,790,612
New MeXicCOoveeresaow 7,205,806 5,186,261 -2,019,545
New YOrKeaseeeesooo. 51,361,536 36,966,624 - ~14,394,912
North Carolina...... 28,021,929 20,168,325 ~7,853,604
North Dakota.vieeoos 4,214,921 3,033,620 -1,181,301
Ohio....,........... 41,875,681 30,139,336 -11,736,345
OK1ahOMA. v v e veveness 14,077,949 10,132,373 -3,945,576
(o3 -Yo -3 + S 11,242,948 .B,091,928 -3,151,020
Pennsylvania........ 39,708;621° 28,579,629 . -11,128,982
Rhode Island........ 4,780,123 3,440,415 ~1,339,708
South Carolina...... 16,452,378 11,841,330 ~4,611,048
South Dakota........ 4,214,921 3,033,620 -1,181,301"
TENNEeSBOB. e cersasan © 20,865,667 15,017,722 ~5,847,945
TOXBE v eveeeconnones 72,972,404 52,520,692 -20,451,712
UtAh.tvienecoansenas 9,964,129 7,171,519 -2,792,610
C VBIMODRL e vavossnosanne 4,214,921 3,033,620 -1,181,301
Virginia.. .o enn 22,023,729 15,851,218 - -6,172,511
Washington.....heswe 17,189,065 12,371,548 -4,817,517
West Virginia....... 8,390,612 - 6,039,006 ~2,351,606
Wis;onsin........... 18,917,157 13,615,314 -5,301,843
Hyoming..oeeeeeuvnnn 4,214,921 © 3,033,620 ~1,181,301
American Sanoa...... 130,000 190,000 0
GUAND . e vmmnnrrenns 500,000 500,000 0
Proerto RILO. c.cneen 18,313,018 13,180,485 -5,132,523
Virgin Islesds....-. 555,580 399,870 ~-155,710
Other Outlying Aveas 16,035,467 11,227,000 -4,808,467
Total 972,750,000 ~272,750,000
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250,000,000

1995 Revised 19%6 House
Appropriation Subcommittee pPDifference
5,079,031 5,031,579 ~47,452
555,433 552,432 -3,001
3,326,587 3,296,366 -30,231
3,073,140 3,045,399 27,741
27,983,496 27,710,976 -272,520
2,382,774 2,361,817 -20,957
2,922,708 2,896,445 -26,263
- 812,633 807,104 -5,529
. 881,081 874,879 -6,202
13,137,337 13,010,702 ~126,63%
7,175,669 7,107,615 ~68,054
1,068,158 1,060,118 -5,040
1,030,375 1,022,707 -7,668
10,498,723 10,398,016 ~100,707
5,359,631 5,309,422 -50,209
2,358,854 2,338,131 -20,723
2,049,866 2,032,180 -17,686
4,857,098 4,811,828 -45,270
4,939,431 4,893,351 -46,080
1,263,086 1,253,131 -9,955
4,207,988 4,169,096 -38,892 "
4,933,272 4,887,253 -46,019
8,456,491 8,375,852 ~-80,639
3,260,087 3,230,509 ~29,578
3,416,436 3,385,322 -31,114
5,183,354 5,134,878 -48,476
851,221 845,313 ~-5,908
1,363,327 1,352,388 ~10,939
1,271,872 1,261,831 -10,041 ¢
1,047,031 1,039,199 ~7,832.
7,208,465 7,140,089 ~68,376
1,645,324 1,631,613 -13,711
17,362,385 17,194,234 ~-168,151
7,533,405 7,461,836 ~71,569
783,641 778,397 ~5,244
10,219,215 10,121,254 -97,961
3,218,742 3,189,570 -29,172
2,384,072. 2,363,102 . =-20,970
11,510,802 11,400,150 -110,652
1,280,287 1,270,164 ~10,123
4,206,641 4,167,762 ~38,879
833,858 828,121 -%,737
6,076,500 6,019,247 ~-57,253
17,736,514 17,564,684 -171,830
1,271,922 1,261,880 -10,042
670,526 666,354 ~-4,132
6,010,379 5,953,776 -56,603
3,528,230 3,496,018 -32,212
2,472,850 2,451,008 -21,842
4,194,417 4,155,658 -38,759
557,694 554,670 ~3,024
159,402 158,818 - - -%5B84
219,045 217,876 -1,169
5,816,400 5,761,703 -54,697
244,049 242,633 -1,416
454,035 453,504 ~531
252,345,000 ~-2,345,000
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Goals 20

By Mary Lynne Vellinga
Bee Capitol Bureau

iaOne conservative group says the latest
féderal plan for improving schools will
produce “stupid children,” A California
lawmaker contends it could encourage
sendom distribution in schools and lead to
iungsters being removed from their
mes.
gi‘Thesé are just a sampling of the many

‘.“ . é : :7
; A 3 i3
;) 7 ¥ P

charges swirling around Goals 2000, a
federal education program started by
President Bush and implemented under
President Clinton. K
Launched at a 1989 summit of the na-

" tion’s governors, Goals 2000 was intended

to set national education goals all schools
could work toward, such as lowering the
dropout rate and improving student com-
petency in English, science and math.
The program became law last year with

%

ucational plan

bipartisan support, but since then it has
been demonized by conservatives.

The debate over Goals 2000 reflects not
only Americans’ growing distrust of
Washington, but also the drive by conser-
vative Republicans to reduce the role of
the federal government.

Goals 2000 supporters say its detrac-
tors distort what the law really says. As-
semblywoman Deirdre Alpert, D-Corona-
do, chairwoman of the Assembly Educa-

draws conservatives’ fire

tion Committee, said the reaction of many
Republicans to Goals 2000 “absolutely as-
tounds me. It’s like I'm in ‘Alice in Won-
derland,’ and I can't understand what I
see as paranoia about this,” .

But Assemblyman Steve Baldwin, R-El
Cajon, vice chairman of the education
committee, maintains that Goals 2000
will “eventually yank authority away
from the school districts and the states to
Washington.”

_ He objects to the law’s mention of fund-
ing for social services, suggesting it could
prompt’ more schools to distribute con-
doms. Baldwin even thinks children could
be removed from their homes because of
Goals 2000, although he concedes, “It’s
hard to prove beyond a shadow of a doubt
that what we say is true.”

Baldwin and 38 other California legis-

Please see GOALS, page A22



WSO declsion delles 10g1C

Pete Wilson to de—

ny the state’s '

- schools_$42 mhillion in fed- -
eral f — $387,159 of
which has come or will

2l by Gov
T

be coming to Kern Coun- . (0 reject $42 high-population districts
ty — makes no sense on = mztllion in school as the Los Angeles Uni-
its: face. Worse, his rea-- . aid. fied Elementary School

~ soning raises the issue of

whether he is making a ‘rational

education policy decision, or is really-

using the program to pursue a pohtr-
cal agenda:- - ' -
- The money is from the federal

government’s two-year Goals 2000
program.. The program -is -an out-
growth of the bi-partisan Education
Summit ‘called by President Bush
several " years ago, and pursued by
President Clinton. .’

In threatening to send the money
back, Wilson complained about feder-
al: strmgs attached to the funds.

Mike Hulsizer, administrator of-
instructional services for the Kern
County Supermtendent of Schools,
and federal officials in Washmgton
both are baffled by the governor’s
statement. Both say that there are
none of the usual complex fules and--
regulations that often are attendant
to federal grant programs. That was
specifically a result of Tequests made
- by local school districts*foria‘maxi-’

mum ‘degree’ of "local control when

the program was being set up.

~ YThere are no federal dlctates in
Godls 2000, nor are there any federal
‘regulations issued as a result of this
program,” according to a statement
issued by the U.S. Department of

.Education in response to the gover-
- ndér’s comments. Hulsizer agrees

with that assertion. -

iIn providing the money, the feder-
al- government is merely. asking .all
states to pursue several broad.goals,
hopefuliy to be achieved by the end
of: the century, but not mandated.

Tbey include mom-and-apple-pie ide-’

als that most districts are trying to

adhxeve as a matter of course. They
intlude such things" as -raising -high-
school graduation rates, increasing
math ‘and science _hteracy, working
to’ have greater percentages of ele-

‘mentary school enrollees attend pre- -

school, ete.
.To the extent that there are regu- .

lations, ‘in fact, they come from
Wilson’s home turf in Sacramento —

the program in California is adminis- -

teted for the federal government by

Kern schools
have a lot to lose.
from a threat by
Gov. Pete Wilson

the state Department of
Education.

Of nine Kern County

districts that applied for

- funds, five got money

(the bulk went to such

: District and Bay area
schools). Kern districts which have

funds or will get them include both

- east Kern and valley schools: Moja-

ve Unified School District, Sierra

- Sands- Unified School District in

Ridgecrest, Muroc Joint Unified
School' District in-North Edwards,
Lamont School Dlstmct and the Kern
High School District. '

‘As an example of how the funds —
$112.349 for the 1994-95 year and a
projected $274,810 for 1995-86 — are
being - used, the Kern High School

- District is trying to keep essential

elements of the unrelated but simi-

. larly named Project 2000 program

intact. The largely corporately fund-

‘ed pilot program sought to identify

students at risk of failure and keep
them in school — and even to encour-

-age:them to go on to college: -

The program-has been umversally
praised both for its goals and

~ achievements. Relevant to the debate
over Goals 2000, the Kern: High.

School District’s innovative program
also is-often cited as an example of

the benefits of giving local districts.
both the control they need to develop .

programs that can' best meet local
needs, and the resources to do so.

 While some critics — both political _
~and educational — have targeted

federal educational programs as red
tape-encrusted bureaucratic night-
mares, Goals 2000 seems to be the
kind of ideal they should“welcome:

~ Enriching resources flowing to local

districts combined with a maxrmum

. degree of local control.:

Unless Wilson can show the“ﬂaw in

such logic we have a difficult time

taking his decision and his reasoning

at face value. Worse, it is possible

that in turning his back on this ideal

~ arrangement, the governor may be

placing at risk other educational
grants that require incorporation of

“Goals 2000 in their ]ustrflcatron
If, in fact, the governor’s threat is -

part of a hidden agenda, it will be
our students who will risk more than
his’ political agenda ‘Which is more
valuable?

Bakersfield, CA
(Kem Co))
Californian
(Cir. D. 75,200)
(Cir. 8. 90,000)

06711%
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For Immedzate Release: December 15, 1995

Contact: Jo Ann Yee, ACUSD Executive Dnrector o _ Release # 95-01
520 Capitol Mall S
Sacramento, CA. 95814
Phone’ (916) 446-0906
FAX (916)428-5608 .- -..

 The Assoclatlon of Cahfomla Urban School Dlstncts . |
sends letter to Govemor Wilson regardmg Goals 2000 fundmg

SACRAMENTO - Jill Wynns, school board commissioner from San Francisco Unified
School District and President of the Association of California Urban School Districts (ACUSD)
~ sent the attached open letter to Governor Pete Wilson this afternoon. The letter was drafted by
ACUSD in response to continued concerns in the educational community that Governor Wilson
has not released the Goals 2000 funds and might even return the $42 million to the federal
government. Over 200 school districts have developed local school improvement plans and are
waiting for the Governor to make a decision about California’s share of the Goals 2000 grant.
The letter was circulated among members of ACUSD and other districts in California who have
been approved to receive the Goals 2000 funding. Jo Ann Yee, ACUSD executive director said,
“ There is a growing frustration among superintendents and board members with the Governor’s
~ position on Goals 2000 and his lack of action to release these California’s tax dollars to local
districts.”

The letter identifies four main reasons why Governor Wilson should reconsider his
decision not to release the Goals 2000 funds:

1. California tax dollars sent to Washmgton D.C. to support federally funded educanonal
programs should be spent on the children of California.

2. Callforma still spends $1, 200 less per child on educatlon than the natxonal average and cannot
afford to refuse any available financial resource.

3. The Governor wants to maintain educationzil policy as a state responsibility and to support the -

- belief of many Republicans that the “ best government is that which is closest to the people.”



_Consistency about iocalrccritrol' is very much needed. ’Goals 2000 funds will be used to
implement Jocal school improvement plans supported by Iecal school boards

4. Release of the Goals 2000 funds would support the Govemor s.own concept of the federal ’
L state, and local governments workmg ina “hopeful pa.rtnershlp” for educatxonal reforrn -

Over 200 supenntendents and school board members 51gned the letter representmg a
broad cross section of school districts - urban, suburban, and rural; large, mid-size and small.
Signatures continue to come in on a daily basis. ACUSD President, Jill Wynns said, « These o
supporters represent the strong grassroots belief that the proper role of the federal and state S
government is to provide support to locally deterrmned educatxonal reform eﬁ‘ons,‘;Th ir message e
- to the Governor Don’t make our students, teach S
}jfunds o

RRIzY

Attachments
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Executive Committee
President

Jill Wynns

Board Member

San Francisco Unified

Vice-President
Carolyn Getridge
Superintendent
Oakland Unified

Secretary

Vera Vignes ‘
Superintendent ~.. - -
Pasadena Unified -

Treasurer
Jeff Horton,
Board Member
- Los Angeles Unified

Officers At Large
Charles McCully
“Superintendent
Fresno Unified

Gaspar Garcia
Board Member .
Sacramento City Unified

Jo Ann Yee
Executive Director

Sacramento Office
520 Capitol Mall
Sacramento, CA. 95814
Ph:  (916) 446-0906

FAX: (916) 428-5608 -

-organized in 1965 for the purpose of identifying the problems facmg urban“

December 14, 1995

The Honorable Pete Wilson
Governor of California
State Capitol, First Floor
Sacramento, CA. 95814

The Association of California Urban School Districts (ACUSD) was

school districts in California and finding the solutions to, those proble
members of ACUSD represent a diverse cross-section of California urb
districts. Qur members include most of the large urban districts in Califc
such as San Bernardino City and Fresno as well as smaller urbans such as -~
Berkeley and Inglewood. Our member districts are located in almost every
major metropolitan area in California. Although ACUSD represents less than 3
percent of the 1000-plus school districts in this state, we provide the education
for one fourth of all K-12 students who attend public schools in California.

ACUSD initiated and circulated the attached open letter among
California districts who are waiting for their Goals 2000 funds. It has been
signed by superintendents and school board members who would appreciate a
favorable reconsxderatxon of your decision on Goals 2000 funding for
California. S

ACUSD is committed to working with you to address any concerns

you may have about Goals 2000 or any of the specific plans that have been

developed by our participating districts. A sampling of how some of the

_ ACUSD districts plan to use their Goals 2000 funds is attached for your
- information. We invite you to contact us for more details, come by to visit our

schools and talk to the people responsible for developing the school -

improvement plans that will be funded by Goals 2000.

Sincerely,

I MW/

Wynns, President

~ Association of California Urban School Districts

cc: Delaine Eastin, Superintendent of Public Instruction
Loni Hancock, Office of U.S. Department of Education, Region IX



A SAMPLING OF IMPROVEMENT PLANS TO BE FUNDED BY GOALS 2000

- The districts who have applied and have been approved for Goals 2000 funding represent the broad
~diversity of our state: Los Angeles Unified with over a 600,000 students is poised to receive over $1.5.
million. Round Valley Joint Union School District in Inyo County whose enroliment is less than 150
" students, is waiting for its grant of $6 thousand. Of the districts who are members of ACUSD, eleven are
scheduled to receive a total of over $2.9 mullion for their reform efforts. These specific school plans -
submitted to the California Department of Education were all developed locally to build upon the statewide
school improvement plan. Many of the school improvement plans which will be funded totally or in part by
Goals 2000 are, in fact, part of an on-going reform movement in these districts. The following is just a
small sampling of the proposed school unprovement plans and the local planning process '

Pasadena Umﬁed started its reform movement in 1992 with an Educatlonal Summit.
- Over 2,300 parents, students, staff and community.members who wanted changes in commumcatlon,
safety, instructional programs, community involvement, multicultural sensitivity and accoumablhty ]
provided input at this summit. In 1994, a Technology Strategic Plan Group, which included dlstnct staff,
parents and community members, prepared a technology plan to facilitate the Summit’s objectives. They
selected a consortium of 14 schools that will be the sites for the implementation of programs to improve
two-way communication and new instructional programs. The thrust of their reform efforts involves the use
of technology, such as the addition of Intemet to existing computer systems. Goals 2000 funds will directly
support these improvements in technology. :

In San Francisco, 17 schools submitted their site-driven plans for school improvement. :
Each school identified its own goals and programs. Many of these schools will use the Goals 2000 funds
for parent meetings and staff development.

Literacy will be the focus of the Goals 2000 reform efforts in Stockton Unified. Ten N
schools developed plans on how they will ensure that all students will be able to read at grade level by the
end of second grade. Each school had a committee of no fewer than 36 stakeholders who were involved in
the developmcnt thelr own school plan.

A Goals 2000 Committee was formed in West Contra Costa Unified. The committee
identified 13 schools who will be the recipient of Goals 2000 funds: 8 elementary, 1 middle school, 1 high -
school, and 3 altemative schools. The reform efforts will include training for teachers in language arts and
- math; parent outreach; support for student publishing; Internet access; reform efforts at the high school,
with a particular focus on restructuring the usage of time and class scheduling; transportation for
community internship programs; and special programs for at-risk students.

Thirty-nine schools will benefit from Goals 2000 in Sacramento City Unified. The funds

will be used to increase literacy and to teach children skﬂls relevant to the work world, two goals adopted
by the school board.

Berkeley, a small urban school district with an enroliment of about 8,000 students, will use their
Goals 2000 grant to support staff and parent training in arts and technology; the purchase of books for the
integration of their science, math and language arts curriculum; and to support their programs that focus on
improving writing and speaking skills. And again, these were programs identified as priority areas by their
local Goals 2000 committee.



The Honorable Pete Wilson
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An Open Letter to Governor Pete Wilson

We, the following superintendents and school board members, on behalf of our
students, our schools and our communities, request that you release the $42,111,705 from‘
Goals 2000 to California and authorize the local expenditure of these monies. Don’t make
. our students teachers and parents wait.

There are four basic reasons for our request.

1. We believe very strongly that’ Cahforma tax dollars sent to the federal
government to support federally funded educational programs should be spent on the
children of California. We join voices with many respected groups and individuals who s
- seek fair and equitable treatment of California from the federal government. Do the ﬁscally

responsible thing and spend California tax dollars at home rather than allow these ﬁmds to
be dlsperse to other states. S

2. California needs your leadership to re-establish itself as the state with the
nation’s leading educational system. Currently, California is near the bottom in every
important indicator of our commitment to educational excellence: state funding, class size,
access to technology, adequate supplies and materials, support for infrastructure. Student
achievement has suffered. It bears repeating that California, the state with the most
diverse student population, still spends $1,200 less per child than the national average.
While we agree that throwing money at the problem is not necessarily the solution, can we
really afford to refuse any available resource for our kids, especially resources that are
nghtfu ly theirs? ’

3. We care deeply about maintaining state and local control of educatlonal pohcy
- We support the concept that the best government is that which is closest to the people.
We believe that concept applies within the state as well. There is no level of government
that is closer to the people than the locally elected school board. While we all share a
common ground as Californians, our communities, from Yreka to San Diego, are
distinctively different. The structure for the governance of our local schools is designed to
respect those differences. Concerns have been raised that Goals 2000 will encourage and
allow school districts to implement programs that some groups will consider
objectionable. The decisions that school board members make as locally elected officials
- are the results of the give'and take of compromise, the building of concensus, and the
democratic processes that are the essential elements of good government. The
comrhitment to local determination is tested by the willingness to respect and trust local
‘communities to identify and address their own needs, set their own standards, and develop
their own strategies. Those who claim to support local determination but would deny or
impede the right of others to exercise full local control exhibit the same arrogance and
intrusion of which the federal government is often accused.



The Honorable Pete Wilson |
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4. Finally, we beheve as you do, that the proper role of the state and the federal
. government is to provided support to locally determined educational reform efforts. You
have referred to this as a “hopeful partnership.” Our schoo s and our communities have ‘
lived up to our end of this partnership; the federal government is providing support; we re '
waiting now for you. Let’s not just pay lip service to the serious business of building
partnerships. With the passing of very day, the credibility of your commitment, not only to; e
local determination but to this “hopeful partnership”, will be in question. Send the ° I
message that you want to encourage and validate pa.rent and commumty mvolvem
you are wﬂlmg to support it where it counts the most by prowdmg the ﬁnancnal "esqggce
~ to make it possible for comrnumtles to nnplement thexr locally developed school
improvement plans. : -

Those of us who are on a traditional school calendar are already well into the
second quarter of the school year. Spring and the third quarter are just around the cor_ner
And by the time you issue your revised state budget, our high school seniors will be
preparing for graduation ceremonies. We reiterate; Don’t make our students, teachers and
parents wait. Release the Goals 2000 funds Let’s do it while there is still time to make a
difference for our kids this year.



List of signatoriés of the Open Letter to Govemor Pete Wilson.

Stockton Unified - .
Gary McHenry,. Supenntendent '
Jose Bernardo o

Louis Gonzales

~ Vicki Brand

Charles Bloch

Clem Lee .

Frank Orozco o

James Urbam

Los Angeles Umﬁed

Sidney A. Thompson, Supenntendentf:f .

Mark Slavin

Jeff Horton

* Julie Korenstein- -+ -
Victoria M. Castro
David Tokofsky
Barbara Boudreaux
George Kiriyama

- Woodland Joint Unified
~ Giannina Santangelo, Superintendent
A. John Benedict
‘Gordon Jackson
Elaine Lytle .
M. Anne Nakagaki -
- Cirenio Rodriquez
Meg Stallard -

Inglewood Unified

McKinley Nash, Supenntendent

Dexter Henderson -

Larry Aubry ’

Loystene Irvine

Thomasina Reed I
Gloria Gray ' I

; ‘Lermox Unified S
Kenneth Moffett, Supenntendent
Mary Davis

Edward A. Urrutia

James Haley

. Coronad,o\Uo’iﬁé;i
Rene Townsen

Beliflower Umﬁed

Rebecca J. Turrentine, Supermtendent :
G. “Petie” Anderson :
Ruth Atherton

Harold Carman

Jerry Cleveland
Linda Devine -

Kevin nghtner
Jean Roesch
Katy Roberson
Marlys Simmons
Dan Stacy

San Bernardino City Unified

E. Neal Roberts, Superintendent
Lynda K. Savage

Lawrence E. Neigel

Elisa G. Diaz

James Marinis

Marlin Brown =

Louis E. Yeager

Danny Tillman

Qjai Unified

Andrew Smidt, Superintendent
Vincent W. France

Tim P. Peddicord

Karen A. McBride:

Rikki Horne -

Muriel Lavender

Atascadero Unified - :
Judy Randazzo, Superintedent
Wayne E. Cooper ‘
Susan L. Molle

Suzette Scrwner

Andrew Hays




- Santa Clara Unified
Paul Pecotti, Superintendent
Emily Adorable

Norwalk-LaMirada Unified
Ginger Shattuck, Superintendent
Darryle R. Adams

Rudy Bermudez

Gabriel P. Garcia

Leonard Shryock

Eliseo “Lee” Millen

Pauline Deal
Patricia Ruiz R

~ Jurupa Umﬁed B
Benita B. Roberts, Supenntendent

Sam D. Knight, Sr.
JohnJ. Chavez
Mary L. Burns
Sandra Ruane
Holly A. Hanke

Lindsay Unified
Ena M. Soflin, Supermtendent

Jane Dutton
Bill Bream
Alicia Davis
Hal Munter
Armando Rios

Hacienda LaPuente Unified .
Joseph Chang, Board member.

San Diego Unified
Bertha Pendleton, Superintendent
Board of Education

Alhambra School District
Richard A. Keilhacker
Sophie C. Wong
Stephen R. Perry

Dora S. Padilla

Phyllis J. Rutherford

Pg_sad_erla_lme_d. i
- - Vera Vignes, Supenntendent

Paramount Unified

Michele Lawrence, Superintendent
Betty J. Harkema

Vivian Hansen

" Janet Miller

Chula Vista Eier’nentggy School Dlst_nct )
Libia S. Gil, Supenntendent :

Patrick A. Judd - 4: R
Michael A. Speyrer T T

George Pad'll
Lisa Fowler
Jacqueline Jacobs B
Anne Pursel .
George Van Alstine

San Francisco Unified

Waldemar Rojas, Supermtendent
Dan Kelly -

Angie Fa

Keith Jackson

Steve Phillips

‘Carlota del Portillo

Jill Wynns -
Le and Yee

Carpinteria Umﬁed
Van Riley, Superintendent

Terry Banks

Don Garcia

John Franklin
Tyson Willson, Jr.
Mary A. McWhiter

Lynwood Unified
Audrey M. Clark, Superintendent

- Cynthia Green-Geter

Rachel Chavez

Laura Byrd

Thelma Calvin-Williams
Richard Armstrong



Hesneria Unified -
" Richard Bray, Superintendent

Buena Park School District

~ Carol H. Riley, Supenntendent
 Mary Rhrman ‘

Lloyd Davis

Elizabeth Swift

. Barbara Fagins

B. Buck Levine

Greenﬁeld Union School Dlstrlct
Jeff Breslow,- Supermtendent '
Karen Evans ™ . .
Norene Green
Steve Garcia
Barbara Pekema

* Fairfield-Suisun Unified
‘Darrel Taylor; Supenntendent

. Nancy Rossi

Charles b. Wood

Compton T. Harris ™

Kathleen LaPlante

Mike Helms '

Ophelia Harvey

Mountain View-Los Altos Union High
School District

Donald A. Phillips, Supermtendent
Lynn Alvarado

Richard Bill .

- Ann Baker .

Susan Graham

Judy Hannemann :

Ashlay Fay, Student Board Member ‘
meoung Choi, Student Board Member

Montebello Umﬁed
. Notman Kirshenbaum, Supermtendent -
Frank Serrano ‘
Barbara Chavira

Hector Chacon.
~ Tim Caldaeron -
Darrell Heacock

- West Contra-Costa Umﬁed
- Karen Ortega
~ Diana Easton - e

W. W Snodgrass T
R ’Chaxles Ramsey

| Jeﬁ‘erson Umon-Hl S¢hool

~ Barstow Umﬁed « -
‘JoeW Spauldmg, Supenntendent SR

 Anaheim School Dlstnct
Bermy Hernandez Board member

Herbert M. Cole, Jr. Supenntendent
Karen’ Fenton .

Michael J. Crilly, Supenntendent' :
George Robinson ‘ :

- Betty R. Schultz
.- JeanE. Brink -
- Thomas A. Nuris - - E

: Round Vallev Jomt Elementarv School o

Linda Keating, Supenntendent -
Tim Scott : :

‘Pat Powell

Mary Tallyn -

~ Berkeley Unified
- . Jack McLaughlin, Supermtendent
- Irene Hegarty :
"~ Lloyd Lee

Miriam Topel . -

* Nina Fallenbaum
. Pamela Doolan -
~ Ted Schultz.

: Aromas-San Juan Uni_ﬁed
" Gary Bloom, Superintendent -
- Simone D. Morton ‘

Dan J. Faurot-Daniels .

_Mike Havens-Cook
~ Enrique Morales -
- Sylvia Arios Metcalf



Escondido Union High School District
John D’ Amelio, Board member

Sacramento City Unified Do . - _
Mary Wimberly ‘ e
Ida Russell o ‘ RGP T ‘
Gaspar Garcia .-
Michelle Masoner
Virgil Price
Thomas Griffin o T
Louise Perez o SEUEE BT

Mount Pleasant SChéégl District

- 1da Jew, Superinténdent
Gail A. Tremaine
Richard H. Carr

Charles McCully, Superintendent
Manuel Nunez

Raymond Baker

Margaret Sharpe

Ronald Dangaran

Fresno Unified | . ' | -

Qakland Unified '
Carolyn Getridge, Superintendent
Sylvester Hodges
Toni Cook
Noel Gallo
Lucella Harrison -
Jean Quan
“Bob Spencer : - | :
Carol Lee Tolbert C - . ' -
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'}/ bum rap on Goals 2000

n f%ft fedeml gmnt zs a wluable educatwﬁ a,zd

ortde years ago, 1t was botgl easy and fash- ..
_ionable to blame communism’

» anythmg you'didn’t lik F]uondatmn’ ‘Another -
commie _plot to take’

" And, for a while at least, it .Was pretty

with a. new evil to blame thmgs o‘n' the federal

. These days ~ the. argument goes . by defmmon

anything the feds are involved in has to be s:mster —and - "

~ a good many people are finding it behevable SO
" ““Whete the Goals-2000. education program 1s con-
cerned, that s very unfortunate. S

The’ main problem with Goals

that it’s funded: by the federal. government : “School .
districts that take federal money for educatxon must then

‘comply with rules, or sanctions are 1mposed charged
thée California State Soverelgnty Coalition; .

.That simply isn’t true. Goals 2000 i is one of the most
smng-free federal education grants ever. 1t is aimed at

- helping districts to graduate kids who can conipete Most
* districts, in fact, will use the funds to develop thelr own

‘iteria — not the federal govemment s — for assessmg

- litéracy, 'thus enabling them to lessen then‘ reliance on

government—xmposed tools.

,-«‘Other critics, such as freshman Assemblyman Steve
. Baldwin, R-El Cajon, deplore Goals 2000 as-a highly -:

invasive, strange program that has everythmg to do

'}mth behavior modification and the. practlce of psycholo- «

gy and nothing to do with academncs e
e hat assessment is nowhere near. accurate Seven of

i thie eight goals of the program deal only thh academics;
_.the eighth requires that every school be free of drugs,’
. violénce and the unauthorized presence of firearms and

-alcohol. The goals include increasing the high school
graduatmn rate natlonally to 90 percent makmg U. S

‘ ;‘ : t'

for" just about - -

er the country Stop ..
, - prayers in school? Tha wﬂl let}the Reds take i
-~ over our education system

€ evable T e’
'Commumst threat has now faded, but we've come up

‘a genda

. mvade high school campuses. .

Sl

5 . "
students first i 1n the world in m"th‘ and scren’ e achle,“

Poway school offtctals charged that 15 of Baldwm s(
examples were taken out. of context ‘another- 10 were
incomplete quotes, four more could not be found in the"
text c1ted and ﬁve were maccurate or false ' v T,

commumty in the county nd the state, for tha
matter — has turned them down Escondido, where both *
* the elementary and high school dxstrxct trustees caved in”
to perceived pubhc sentnment and . refused nearly ¥
$60 000 this year, and’ possxbly much more in the future
‘to help improve literacy. = i

The Escondido elementary trustees voted 4- 1to reje '
the funds after a handful of parents ‘¢ited concerns about".
“federal intrusion into the local schodls: One even said t} ",
. grants would open the door for Planned Parenthood to

- It's tragic that the board majorlty could be swayed
more by the concerns of a few parents than by the needs
“of 17 700 c}nldren .

i SR
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