
ED 345 918

TITLE

INSTITUTION

REPORT NO
PUB DATE
NOTE

AVAILABLE FROM

PUB TYPE

EDRS PRICE
DESCRIPTORS

IDENTIFIERS

ABSTRACT

DOCUMENT RESUME

RC 018 695

Hearing on the Challenges Facing Urban and Rural
Schools before the Subcommittee on ElementarY.
Secondary, and Vocti"_onal Education of the Committee
on Education and Labor. House of Representatives, One
Hunered Second Congress, First Session (November 14,
1991).

Congress of the U.S., Washington, DC. House
Subcommittee on Elementary, Secondary, and Vocational
Education.
ISBN-0-16-037514-2
92

100p.; Serial No. 102-85. Some pages contain small
print.

U.S. Government Printing Office, Superintendent of
Documents, Congressional Sales Office, Washington, DC
20402.

Legal/Legislative/Regulatory Materials (090)

MF01/PC04 Plus Postage.
Educational Change; *Educational Legislation;
*Educationally Disadvantaged; Elementary Seoondary
Education; Federal Aid; *Federal Legislation;
Hearings; Inner City; Poverty; Rural Development;
*Rural Education; School Community Relationship;
*Urban Education
Congress 102nd; *National Education Goals 1990

Testimony given at a congressional hearing on the
unique problems of urban and rural schools, the federal role in
addressing these problems, and the availability of resources at state
and local levels is presented in this report. RepretAmtative William
Jefferson described the disadvantages of urban schools, compared to
suburban schools, with respect to reaching the six national education
goals for the year 2000. He spoke in support of the proposed Urban
Schools of America Act (USA), which would fund urban school
Improvement at the local level, renovation of facilities, research
and evaluation activities, technical assistance, and staff
development. Lois Adams-Rogers, from the Kentucky Department of
Education, discussed rural poverty in Kentucky, rural cultural
influences on education, the special needs of rural education, the
Kentucky Education Reform Act of 1990, and the need for federal aid.
Dale Lestina represented Organizations Concerned about 'Rural
Education (OCRE), whose goals are reforming rura2 school curriculum,
developing rural schools as community centers, and promoting the role
of rural schools in community economic revitalization. OCRE supported
the proposed Rural Schools of America Act of 1991, which would fund
early childhood programs, parent involvement activities.
school-community linkages, capital improvement, and educational
innovation. Superintendents fr'om Tucson (Arizona) and Portland
(Oregon) outlined the poor w_atus of urban schools on the national
education goals. Also included are charts of the share of statewide
expenditures and poverty enrollment for 47 cities and estimated USA
grants to eligible cities. (SY)



HEARING ON THE CHALIDIGES FACING URBAN AND

00 RURAL SCHOOLS

Tm*1

HEARING
BEFORE THE

SUBCOMMITTEE ON ELEMENTARY, SECONDARY, AND
Cal VOCATIONAL EDUCATION

OF THE

COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND LABOR

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATWES
ONE HUNDRED SECOND CONGRESS

FIRST SESSION

HEARING HELD IN WASHINGTON, IX', NOVEMBER 14, 19!/

Serial No. 102-85

Printed for t he, use of the Cominittve on Education and I .abor

U.S DEPARTMENT OP EDUCATION
Ortse Ed:surto* Fiesearen and jrnprowernant

EDUCATIONAL RESOURCES INFORMATION
) CENTER IERIC/

Thia dor untera has been reproduCed as
'mowed from the person Or ociMmrsIon
oronahng

f t Woof changes have been made to orpreve
few oduchon tuaht

Po.nta al rs3s, o ofxmona tuned in Dun dece
mem do not necesedroy reprdsent orkoal
OF RI pc:memo or pot.cy

1+,5 ctIVERNMENT FRINTINI: OFFICE

70I 173 - WASHINUTON 1992

4)1 '.:11e h thc 1 S Ow. 1.-r11ment

Stlivtlittendelli of I hr. m)weis, 1, "0111:1C,Altrilal Salk', I II hcv. Vra..11117v14117 IX' z14t).2

ISBN 0-16°037514-2

BEST COPY AVAIL111111



COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND LABOR

WILLIAM I)
J()SEPH M. (;AYIY)S. t'ontisylvatoa
WILLIAM +BILL, CLAY, Missouri
GEORGE MILLER. Califorma
AUSTIN J MURPHY. Ponnsvivania
DALE E. KH.DEE. Mihigim
PAT WILLIAMS. Montana
MATTHEW 0. MARTINEZ. Cablurnia
MAJOR It OWENS, Now York
('HARLES A. HAYES. II limns
(ARL C. PERKINS. Ktntucky
THOMAS U SAWYER. Ohio
IX)NALI) M PAYNE. Now Jorsoy
NITA M. LOWEY. Now York
./OLENE UNSOELD. Washmgton
CHAR; A WASIIINGTON, Texas
JOSE E SERRANO. Nki York
PATSY T MINK, Hawaii
ROBERT E. ANDREWS. Now Jorsot
WILLIAM .1 JEFFERSON. Louisiana
JOHN E REED lihndo Island
TIM ROEMER, Indiana
JOHN W (BATH. Massachusetts
El) PASTOR, Araona
RON DE I,11(4), Virgin Islands
JAIME 11 1-11't-;TER. Poorio Rico

FORD, Michigan, ehatrfuon
WILLIAM F. GOODLING. Pon nst karna
E. THOMAS COLEA.AN. Missouri
THOMAS E. PETRI, Wisconsin
MARGE ROUKEMA. Jorsoy
STEVE GUNDERSON, Wisconsin
RICHARD K. ARMEY, Texas
HARRIS W. EAWF.I.I.,
PAUL B. HENRY, Michigan
CASS BALLENGER, North rarnlina
SUSAN MOLINARI. Now York
BILL BARRETT, Noltraska
JOHN A 130EHNER. Ohio
svarr I. K1.1 10. Wisconsin
MICKEY EDWARDS. Oklahoma
RANDY -DUKE- CUNNINGHAM. California

SUM OMMITTEE oN ELEMENTARV,

E KIM
GEORGE MILI.EIL California
PAT WILLIAMS. :Montana
mArrHEW (; MARTINEZ, Cohlornia
CARL t PERKINS. Kontucht
CHARLES A HAYES. Illinois
THOMAS C SAWYER. Ohio
NIAJOR R OWENS. Nom Yrii.
NIT,A M LOWEY. Nutt Yink
JOLENE 11NSOELD, Washingtor
WfLLIAM JE7-'7-'1.135ON. Limismint
.11 H IN E REED tihodo
TIM ROEMER. Indiana
CHAR; A WASHINGTON. .ft.N:i'
PATSY. I MINK, Ilanan
JOIIN W OLVER, Mas-achosoits
ED PASTORE. Aruona

It

/

H Stuff I h rn ha
to)P (Pi Stall Arc, to/

SFMNILARY, AND VOCATIONAL EDUCATION

WE, Michigan. Choornevi
WILLIAM F' GOODLING. Ponnst It ania
SCOTT I. KLUCt. Wisconsin
THOMAS E PETRI. Wir.comati
MARGE ROUKEMA. Nowt Jorsot.
STEVE GI1NDERSON, Wisconsm
PAUL B. HENRY. Michigan
SUSAN MOLINARI. NVIA York
JOHN :t !MINER. Ohio
RANDY CUNNINt;liAM. Cohtimnia



CONTENTS

Hearing held in Washingtoa, IX% November 13. 1991
1Statement of;

Adams-Rodgers. Lois, Deputy Commissioner and Chief of Staff. KentuckyDepartment of Education, Frankfort, KY; Dale Lestina. President. Or-ganizations Concerned About Rural Education. Washington. DC; Matthew Prophet. Superintendent, Portland Public School. Portland. OR;and. George Garcia, Superintendent, Tucson, AZ IsPrepared statements. letters, supplemental materials. et cetera:Adams-Rodgers, Lois. Deputy Commis.simwr and Chief of Staff. KentuckyDepartment of Education. Frankfort, KY. prepared statement of ....Garcia, George, Superintendent. Tucson, AZ. prepared statement of . 49Jefferson, lion. William J., a Representative in Congress from the Stateof Louisiana. prepared statement of ...................... .. ........... 4Lestina. Dale. President. Organizations Concerrwd About Rural Educa-tion, Washington. DC, prepared statement of.
Prophet, Matthew, Superintendent. Portland Public School. Portland. OR,prepared statement or..

19



A

HEARING ON THE CHALLENGES FACING URBAN
AND RURAL SCHOOLS

THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 11, 1991

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
SUBCOMMITTEE ON ELEMENTARY,

SECONDARY, AND VOCATIONAL EDUCATION,
COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND LABOR,

Washington, DC.The committee met, pursuant to call, at 9 am., Room 2175, Ray-burn House Office Building, Hon. Dale E. Kildee [Chairmanj pre-siding.
Members present; Representatives Kildee, Perkins, Jefferson,Good ling, Mink, Olver, Molinari, Reed, Owens, Pastor, Gunderson,and Petri.
Staff present: Susan Wilhelm, staff director; Lynn Selmser. pro-fessional staff member; Margaret Kajeckas, legislative associate;Damian J. Thorman, legislative associate; June Harris, legislativespecialist; and Omer Waddles, staff director, Subcommittee on Em-ployment Opportunities.
Chairman KILDEE. The Subcommittee on Elementary, Secondary,and Vocational Education convenes this morning for the second ina series of hearings examining what additional steps the FederalGovernment can take to improve education throughout our Nation.As members are aware, the full committee has previously ap-proved H.R. :3320 to promote coordinated changes in education, tobenefit all children.
This morning's hearing will focus on the unique challengesfacing urban and rural schools. Low student achievement, illiter-acy, a high dropout rate, and teen pregnancy are just some of theproblems common to both urban and rural schools.Witnesses will address the adequacy of the Federal centcibutionin addressing these and other distinctive urban and rural chal-lenges, and the availability of resources at the State and locallevel.
Before proceeding with the testimony this morning. I would. liketo recognize my good friend, and the ranking Republican memberof both the subcommittee and the full committee, the Congressmanfrom Pennsylvania, Bill Good ling.
Mr. GOODLING. I would only say, Mr. Chairman, since the Porkbrothers are represented here, and they represent greater cityschools, I haw to fight for the poor rural schools out in my district.Our efforts, of course, will always be to have the perfect balancebetween those two.

I t
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Chairman Kam& I am going to do two things first this morning.
I am going to call upon our colleague, Mr. Au Coin, to introduce a
witness. And before she testifies, however, we will go to our video
tape, I think it is 8 minutes, that Mr. Jefferson has provided.

Mr. Au Coin, you are well respected in the entire Congress and
respected before this committee, and we welcome you here this
morning.

Mr. Au Com. Mr. Chairman, thank you very much, I appreciate
this opportunity. To you and to the members of the committee, I
want to commend you for addressing the unique needs of both
urban and rural schools in our country today. Clearly, the chal-
lenges facing education in this country demand drastic attention,
and the support of Federal leaders on both ends of Pennsylvania
Avenue.

I believe it is time that the Federal Government stand and deliv-
er on its commitment to good quality education. I am delighted,
Mr. Chairman, to be at this table with a panel of distinguished edu-
cators.

My purpose today is to introducewithout too much embarrass-
ment to himMatt Prophet, the Superintendent of Portland,
Oregon Public Schools, to this distinguished committee.

Mr. Chairman, while Matt has spent the early part of his educa-
tional career in your home State of Michigan, we in Oregon now
lay claim to him as an Oregon pioneer. In his nearly 10 years of
service in Portland, he has set a standard of excellence. He is truly
a shining star among educational leaders in this country.

What impresses me is that he offers a unique perspective on the
particular needs of urban education systems. Under his leadership,
Portland students have made incredibly great strides.

For example, Portland's dropout rate is among the lowest in
America for urban schools. Not because we don't have at-risk kids,
but because Portland offers innovative programs for teen parents,
kids who can't succeed in a traditional setting, and strong vocation-
al programs.

Still more needs to be done. I think the members of this commit-
tee know that. Certainly Matt Prophet knows that, the leaders
across the country know that. And that is the business you are
about today. I will let you get on with your work, and turn the pro-
gram, Mi. Chairman, back to you and to your committee.

lt would bc a more normal arrangement for me to introduce a_
Prophet and let him begin to speak, but I understand your format
today. I'm just very proud to be here, and I really do commend
your committee for focusing on both the urban aspect as well as
the rural aspect of our pressing educational problems today.

And I am delighted to be able to bring to you truly an Oregon
pioneer, with roots in Michigan. Thank you very much.

Chairman KILDEE. One of the reasons that we lost him to Oregon
is the statement that a Prophet is not recognized in his own State.

[Laughter.
Chairman KILDEE. Mr. Jefferson, do you have any introduction to

your television presentation this mornIng?
Mr. JEFFERSON. Yes, sir. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I hope that

all of the technical provisions have been made. are in place, and
that this show is ready to get on the road. I see them still fiddling

f;
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around with it, Mr. Chairman, so I don't have any real confidencethat they are ready.
Well, let me say this. Mr. Chairman, I want to thank you forcalling this important oversight hearing on the challenges facingurban and rural school districts around our country.
A year ago, as you know, President Bush and the Nation's gover-nors agreed upon six national goals would help American remaincompetitive in the next century. These goals, as we have pored overthem over these hearings, over the hearing we have just recentlyhad and other meetings of this committee, are school readiness forall children, competency in cosubjects, 90 percent graduation rate,world class mah and science achievement, literacy for all adults,and drug-free schools.
Now these are lofty goals, Mr. Chairman, and the President setout a strategy for reaching thz..se goals, called America 2000. Butupon inspection, the President's plan is revealed to be long on fluffand rhetoric, and short on substance.
Setting the goals was a starting point. The President's educationplan nowhere addresses the very critical and particular needs ofurban communities where 12 percent of all U.S. school childrenand over 50 percent of all minority children are being educated.
Chairman KILDEE. Why does the Pentagon's equipment alwayswork and ours doesn't?
!Laughter.]
Mr. JEFFERSON. What I would like to do, Mr. Chairman, beforewe risk any more technical difficulties. is to have the little 10minute, or ti or 7 minute now since it has been edited, video show

here; a presentation that is being made around the country to solic-it support and to explain the USA Bill, The Urban Schools of'America Act.
And it is a cryptic way, a graphic way of explaining what the actis about and what the need is for it. and what we expect to achieveonce it is enacted into law.
So, if they are ready to go with it we will permit that to happennow, and then I will come back, Mr. Chairman, with your leave,and make a few more comments before we proceed. Thank you, sir.{The prepared statement of Hon. William J. Jefferson lbllows:l
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Statement of William J. Jefferson

Subcommittee on Elementary, Secondary Education

November 14, 1991

want to thank you Chairman Ki Ides for calling this important

oversight hearing on the challenges facing urban and rural

schools.

A year ago, President Bush and the nation's governors

agreed upon six national goals that would help America

remain competitive in the next century. These goals are

school readiness for ell children, competency in core subjects,

a 90% graduation rate, world class math and science

achievement, literacy for all adults, and drug free schools.

The President set oit a strategy for reaching these goals

called America 2000, but upon inspection the President's plan

was revealed to be long on fluff and rhetoric and short on

1
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substance.

Setting the goals was a starting point, but the President's

education plan in no way addresses the very critical and

particular needs of urban communities where 12 percent of all

U.S. school c,hildren and over 50 percent of all minority

children are being educated. Urban schools are at a great

disadvantage compared to their suburban counterparts with

respect to reaching the education gook,. Today urban

preschool children have half the access to early childhood

development programs as suburban school children. The

dropout rate in urban schools is 67% higher than that in

suburban or run! schools. Declining numbers of urban

minority youth are pursing postsecondary education. Teacher

shortages in urban schools are 2.5 times greater than in other

schools systems. Urban school students continue to score

lowest on math and science achievement tests. And every

2
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day in inner city schools a student brings drugs or weapons

into the classroom. Urban schools enroll a disporportionately

large number of at risk youth and these schools need extra

help if they are to meet the national goals by the year 2000 or

ever.

Because of the widespread dissatisfaction over the failure

of the President's proposal to create a mechanism for real

reform for all children, this committee introduced H.R. 3320,

the Neighborhood Schools Improvement Act. The goal of

H.R. 3320 is to effect system wide reform through efforts

initiated at the local level. The Neighborhood Schools

Improvement Act reaches significantly farther than America

2000, but even its supporters acknowledge that it is only a

partial response to the President's proposal, and that much

more must be done to ensure that the education of every child

is improved regardless of whether that cHd attends school in

3
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a rural area, the suburbs or an inner city. Reform in general is

meaningless if the students suffering the most severe deficits

continue to exhibit poor school preparedness, experience poor

nutrition, and endure high dropout rates and if the majority of

schools excel while others lack proper instructional materials.

Ther 3 extraordinarily weak links will ultimately insure the lack

of success of our nation in achieving our stated educational

goals.

The Urban Schools of America Act, H.R. 1669 is one of

the additional crucial steps that must be taken to make our

reform efforts truly comprehensive in nature.

The Urban Schools of America Act authorizes 3.1 billion

dollars to fund a wide range of flexible local school

improvement plans calculated to reach the national goals.

4
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Title I of the USA bill authorizes 1.5 billion for urban

school improvement. Five percent of the funds are reserved

for competitive grants for schools showing unusually high

progres 1 toward meeting the national goals. The remaining

funds will be distributed in the Secretary according to

enrollment. Five percent will be reserved for grants to

community-based organizations or nonprofit partnerships

between eligible LEAs and city-wide collaboratives of private

sector business or universities. Not more than five percent of

any grant may be used for administrative costs.

Any eligible local educational agency desiring to receive a

grant from the secretary submits an application to the State

educational agency and to the Secretary for approval. The

LEA may with the approval of the Secretary use the first six

months of the initial program year and not more than 15

percent of the first years allotment for planning purposes. The

5
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application may be for a period of not more than three years.

If after three years an eligible LEA is able to demonstrate that

has increased the achievement level of the students in the

ovvest quartiles in the schools assisted then the LEA may

continue the project with the funds under tnis act.

The LEA shall develop and prepare its application with a

local advisory group comprised of representatives from such

groups as local government agencies, community-based

organizations, service providers, teachers, parents, colleges

and universities, businesses, principals, school administrators,

counselors, students, state educational agencies, state boards

of education, end organizations with an interest and expertise

in improving urban education. This board shall be appointed

by the superintendent of schools and the president of the

board of education of the LEA.

6
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Each application shall include a ranking of all schools in

the LEA by achievement, poverty and racial isolation, a

description of the community served by the LEA, a description

of the LEA's collaboration with the local advisory group, the

goals selected by the LEA and a rationale for selecting these

goals or others, how the funds will be used to meet the

national education goals, a description how successful models

will be replicated, the criteria the LEA will use to measure

progress and what the LEA has done to ensure that its

assessment tools do not have a negative effect on racial or

language minorities.

Funds under this act may be used to (1) increase the

academic achievement of urban school children to at least the

national average 12) ensure the readiness of all urban children

(3) increase the graduation rates of urban students to at least

the national average (4) prepare urban school graduates to

7
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enter higher education, pursue careers and exercise their

responsibilities as citizens (5) recruit and retain qualified

teachers (6) decrease the use of drugs and alcohol among

urban students and to enhance the physical and emotional

health of such students.

Under the USA bill the Secretary would also be required

to prepare a report on the impact of Federal regulations,

guidelines and policies on urban public schools and make

recommendations on how to simplify regulations, guidelines

and policies so that more resources can be devoted to

improving urban public schools.

Title II of the Urban Schools of America act authorizes

1.5 billion dollars for school building repair and renovation.

Over 75 percent of urban school buildings are over 25 years

old, 33 percent of these buildings are over 50 years old.

8
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These buildings ars often in serious clisrepair and create poor

and demoralizing working and learning conditions.

Any eligible local educational agency desiring to receive

an allotment under this title shall submit an application to the

Secretary. The application shall include an assessment of

needs for building repair, renovation and construction,

description of the activities planned at each site and an

assurance of proper usage of Federal funds.

Authorized uses of funds under title II include but are not

limited to the insteation or upgrading of school security and

communications systems, construction of new facilities when

old facilities are more cost efficiently torn down rather than

renovated; alterations to buildings to meet special program,

curricula, site-based management needs, or the needs of

special populations; facilities cost:- associated with

9
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lengthening the school day or school year; energy

conservation; removal of environmentally hazardous material,

such as lead, radon and asbestos and alterations to buildings

to enable such building to serve as one-stop family support

centers.

Title ill authorizes 100 million dollars for research on

urban schools. A National Institute for Urban Education is

created and 20 percent of the funds under this title are

reserved for its use. The institute assists eligible local

educational agencies in developing research and evaluation

activities to assess progress toward meeting the national

education goals; conduct research that will assist urban

schools in enhancing learning, teaching and system

management; design in consultation with eligible LEAs a

comprehensive evaluation strategy for assessing progress

under this Act; and serve as a clearinghouse on urban

10
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education.

The remainder of the funds under this act will be allotted

on a per capita basis. The authorized uses of the funds under

this title include but are not limited to collaborative and

coordinated research and evaluation of educational techniques

or approaches used in multiple LEAs; evaluation of projects

funded under Title I of this act; technical assistance to

individual schools and teachers involved in projects funded

under Title I of this act; staff training in schools assisted

under this act; provision of information to parents on test

results and interpretation; research on school policies and

practices which may be barriers to success of students in

school. Title Ill also amends the Department of Education

Organization Act to create within the Department of Education

an Assistant Secretary of Urban Education.

11
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Title IV establishes an Interagency Council on Urban

Schools to coordinate federal programs for urban schools

across various departments and agencies. Under this title the

President is authorized to call a White House Conference of

Urban Education. A national commission on urban education is

created to study various issues affecting urban schools

including demographic c'oanges in student enrollment, special

needs populations in urban schools, unserved and underseived

students, student performance, financial support for urban

schools, and teacher shortages. Importantly, Title IV specifies

that the funds authorized under the USA bill are to

supplement and not supplant non Federal funds.

Urban schools are overwhelmed with nonacademic

problems and increasingly they are finding it necessary to

devote more resources to a variety of efforts beyond the

standard curriculum and school expenditures. Thew problems

12
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are putting a severe strain on budgets that are not expanding

as fast as the urban schools' responsibilities. Sadly, state and

federal funding of inner city schools do not reflect the

importance or the magnitude of the task urban schools are

asked to perform. If a comprehensive educational reform

effort is to suceed we must have the means to help ailing

inner city schools succeed -- what we need is the

commitment to force change -- commitmmt from this

Congress, the President and the nation.

1 3
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Chairman Ku.nn. Thank you, Mr. Jefferson. We will proceed
now with the presentation.

[Videotape presentation.]
Chairman MAME. Thank you, Mr. Jefferson, for bringing that

film to us.
Mr. JEFFEasoN. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. And could I have

leave for one brief moment?
There are a lot of important guests here today, Mr. Clip irman,

but I would like to extend a special welcome to a number of veryimportant ones, who have come from the local area.
Chairman KILDEE. Certainly.
Mr. JEFFEasoN. They came specifically to support the USA Bill

and to learn about Congress. They are from the Eastern SeniorHigh School in Washington. DC, and the School Without Walls inWashington, DC. Mr. Chairman, they are here in this audience andwe really would like to welcome them here, and hope they willlearn a lot and get closer to their government, and can go back and
encourage others who are in school with them to get involved aswell.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman, and I hope you will permit me lateron to come back and try and sum up issues here.
Chairman KILDEE. Certainly, and I especially welcome the stu-dents. I tell people in real life I was a scnool teacher. I taught highschool in Flint, Michigan. I taught Latin. Tried to grab an Ameri-

can History class when I could too. But we especially welcome thestudents here this morning. This is what education is all about,and we appreciate your concern for the improvement of education
in this country. Thank you very much.

Our witnesses this morning include: Lois Adams-Rodgers, Deputy
Commissioner and Chief of Staff, the Kentucky Department of Edu-cation, Frankfort, Kentucky, she's from the great State of Ken-tucky, as is Chris Perkins; Dale Lestina, who is well known to thiscommittee, who wears many hats, has many interests, and an abid-ing and deep love for education. President of the OrganimtionsConcerned About Rural Education, Washington, DC; Matthew
Prophet, Superintendent of the Portland Public School, Portland.Oregon, who formerly was in Lansing, Michigan. We regret losing
you there. You left a great reputation there, and you carried thatreputation with you to Oregon. You did a great job there, and Iregret at times that we lose some of those great educational leaders
in our State to other States, but we know you are doing an excel-lent job out there; and George Garcia, Superintendent, Tucson
Public Schools, Tucson, Arizona.

Ms. Rodgers, you may begin,

2.
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STATEMENT OF LOIS ADAMS-RODGERS. DEPUTY COMMISSIONER
AND CHIEF OF STAFF. KENTUCKY DEPARTMENT OF EDUCA-
TION, FRANKFORT, KENTUCKY; DALE LESTINA, PRESIDENT,
ORGANIZATIONS CONCERNED ABOUT RURAL EDUCATION,
WASHINGTON, DC; MATTHEW PROPHET, SUPERINTENDENT.
PORTLAND PUBLIC SCHOOL, PORTLAND. OREGON; AND.
GEORGE GARCIA. SUPERINTENDENT, TUCSON. ARIZONA
Ms. ADAMS-RODGERS. Thank you. Thank you, Chairman Kildee.

We appreciate the opportunity to be here today. It is always good
to address the issue of education, and certainly fitting to be in the
Carl D. Perkins room as we address this issue. And it is good to see
Congressman Perkins also.

On behalf of the Commonwealth of Kentucky and the Depart-
ment of Education. I want to tell you that we think the importance
of your committee addressing the needs of children living in rural
areas is extremely important, because Kentucky is basically a rural
State.

I am also pleased to have this opportunity to support your efforts
in the Rural Schools of America Act of 1991. I have a special feel-
ing for rural children because I have spent much of my educational
career teaching and serving as an administrator in a rural agricul-
tural Kentucky school district, where the population of the largest
town is a few hundred people.

This has given me the unique opportunity to observe and work
directly with, and understand the children and families in rural
areas.

As State Director of Special Education Programs, and now as
Deputy Commissioner of the Department of Education in Ken-
tucky, 1 have had the opportunity to work with every one of our
17fi school districts in the State, and all of those, of course, repre-
senting rural areas.

From my experience, I know firsthand that rural children and
rural schools do have unique needs. And to provide them with
equal educational opportunities, they need special attention from
all levels of government.

We are acutely aware of the needs of rural children in Kentucky
because of our rural nature. According to the 1990 census, 48 per-
cent of our people live in rural areas. More than a third of our
counties have no urban population at all. And we have no reason
to believe that that will change significantly over the next couple
of decades.

Kentucky is also a relatively poor State, and the poverty happens
to be concentrated in rural areas. In recent years, more than a
fourth of our local school districts, mmt of them in rural areas,
have been reporting more than one-half of their students receiving
free or reduced priced lunches.

The economic conditions are worsening in some rural areas as
well. In fact, last month in the Harlan County area, one of our
most rural Appalachian counties, in 1 week more than 2,000 people
had applied for just 150 jobs at the new Wal-Mart Store which was
developing there.

While statistics tell us where our poverty is and the extent of it,
they do not reflect the complexity of rural poverty. It is deeply
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rooted, and it is cultural. People in rural poverty tend to be isolat-ed economically, culturally, and educationally from middle classmainstream and the diversity of experiences and opportunities itoffers to children.
While rural children require something extra to break the cycleof intergenerational poverty, our rural districts have historically

had the fewest resources. Historically, per pupil spending in Ken-tucky's urban areas has been significantly higher, as much asdouble that of rural districts, and our wealthiest urban district has
Wale times the taxable resources of our poorest rural district.

Mraile rural school districts have fewer resources, they have ex-traordinary service delivery problems and cmts. People transporta-
tion is, of course, the obviouF one. Our rural districts spend two tothree times as much per pupil just in getting students to and from
school.

But we also have special problems in providing services forhandicapped children as well, offering a broad curriculum involv-
ing parents, finding specialized teachers and staff, and having
access to health and social services for children.

am very pleased and proud that Kentucky during the last ses-sion of our General Assembly has responded aggressively to theneeds of children, and particularly those living in the rural areas. I
believe our Reform Act of 1990 could serve as a national model,
and I would like to describe for you briefly some of the principalfeatures as they relate to rural children.

We are moving aggressively to close the funding gap between
urban and rural schools. By 1990, it will be substantially eliminat-
ed. As a result, rural children will benefit from the same resourcesthat have been available in urban districts.

Secondly, our new finance formula recognizes that it costs moreto provide equal educational opportunities to students from lowincome families. The formula features a percentage add-on perpupil for all children qualifying for free lunch, as an at-risk factor.That is a significant benefit to the rural schools.
Our Reform Act also provided what created a safety net that iscomposed of four KERA strands, Kentucky Education Reform Act

strands, all of which will significantly benefit yhildren from ruralareas.
First of all, we have a State funded preschool program for our 4-year-olds qualifying for free lunch. That program is significant inthat 18,000 4-yeat-olds are being served this year, and that will

make a tremendous difference in the educatiomil programs forthose students as they go through the elementary and secondaryprograms.
Secondly, we have a statewide tutorial program for students

needing extended school service, or extra instructional time.
Third, we have begun a network of family resource and youth

service centers in schools with concentrations a children from low
income families, to ensure that children are receiving needed socialand health services, with an excellent interagency model for that
cooperation and coordination of services.

And finally, we will move next year to an ungraded primary
school concept as a way of nurturing children towards success attheir own pace through a developmentally appropriate program.
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Beyond this safety net we have in place a 6-year, $200 million
program that will bring state-of-the-art computer and television
technology into every school and every classroom in Kentucky.
This program will be particularly helpful in providing a broad
range of courses to students, and instructional materials to teach-
ers in rural areas.

We are changing the focus of our curriculum instruction and as-
sessment to the ability of students to demonstrate performance.
The emphasis will shift from knowing to doing, from memorization
to the application of skills, from the abstract to the concrete. And
we believe this style of learning will be more effective for all stu-
dents, and particularly those from the rural areas.

Finally, through score based decision making and State deregula-
tion, we are giving teachers, parents, and administrators at each
school the opportunity to design their programs to meet the unique
needs of their students and to produce the valued outcome set by
the Council for School PerfOrmance Standards.

While we think Kentucky's approach to reform will assist you in
your decision making, we also have some suggestions for how the
Federal Government can help us. First of all, you can help us
through continued support of research, particularly the kind of re-
search and service provided through the regional educational lab-
oratories.

Secondly is technology. All States will need assistance in design-
ing systems that are cost effective to use computers, 3atellites, fiber
optics, and other technology to bring the best instructional pro-
grams and professional development opportunities into all schools,
and particularly those in the rural areas.

Third is support for improved teaching. National Teacher Corps
or National Teacher Exchange Program could certainly help rural
districts meet staff shortages and provide the needed diversity of
experience into those rural areas.

And fourth is re ;ulatory flexibility. To work best, our school-
based decision makors need to have the same flexibility with Fed-
eral programs that , hey will have with State and local programs,
to provide an excellent program for all children.

And fifth is the overall support for education. While Kentucky is
addressing its intrastate equity problems, we suffer as a whole
State because of intrastate funding inequities. Education is indeed
everybody's business, and we very strongly believe that. And, nec-
essarily, it takes funding to provide those opportunities to all of the
States.

In conclusion, we are proud of our efforts in Kentucky to reshape
our schools, to address systemic reform, and to address the needs of
children in rural areas. But we need and welcome your assistance.
The Rural Schools of America Act of 1991 w;11 provide us much
needed assistance in an area of critical need.

Thank you very much for your attention to the needs of children,
and for the opportunity to be here today.

The prepared statement of Lois Adams-Rodgers f'ollows:1

, 5k,
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The Educational Meads of Kentucky's Rural Children

Dy Lois Adams-Rodgers
Deputy Commissioner and Chief of Staff

Kentucky Department of Education
140vember 14, 1991

Introduction

CA behalf of the Kentucky Department of Education
and the Commonwealth of Kentucky, 1st me express my sincere
appreciation for two things. First is the time and
attention this committee is devoting to the needs of
children in rural Anerica through this hearing on the Rural
Schools of America Act of 1991. Second is the Opportunity
you have afforded me to share with you the action we have
already taken in Kentucky to address their needs and to
suggest name ways that the federal government may want to
use the Kentucky Education Reform Act as a model for the
nation.

The fundamental principle underlying the position
taken in this paper Is that rural children, have unique
needs, and, in order to provide them with equal educational
opportunities, they need special attention from all levels
of government. The Rural Schools of America Act of 1991
identifies those needs and outlines and effective approach
to meeting them.

Kentucku's Persistent Rural Character

While much of the nation has become predominantly
urban or metropolitan in recent decades, Kentucky persists
in being a rural state. In the decade of the eighties, the
proportion of Kentucky's population classified as urban
grew only slightly to 52 percent from SI percent. While
Kentucky had a net outmigration of 100,000 people during
the decade, its rural population declined by only 25,000.
Mere than a third of our counties had no urban population
in 1990, and many of the areas of our state which aro
classified as urban by the Census Bureau retain a
distinctive rural character.

Like the adult population, our school population was
approximately half rural in 1980, and it remaine
approximately half rural in 1990. There is nothing to
suggest that our population will change rapidly from rural
to urban in the upcoming decades. It is clear that the
problems associated with educating rural children in
Kentucky will not vanish through urbanization or othor
demographic changes.

Kentucky is also a poor state. According to the
1990 Statistical Abstract of the United States, in 1988
Kentucky ranked fourth highest nationally in the percentage
of food stamp recipients, 20th in the precentage of public



aid recipients and 12th in the percentage of Social
Security recipients. Our unemployment rate that year
ranked fifth. We were 42nd in disposable income per capita
and 47th in the ratio of employed persons to total
population. During the last half of the decade, the per
acre value of our farmaand declined by 10 percent.

Furthermore, the overall state statistics mask the
concentration and pervasiveness of poverty in our rural
areas. According to the 1980 U.S. Census, in 23 of our 120
counties -- all of them rural -- more than 40 percent of
the children under 18 years of age were in poverty. In 37
counties -- all rural -- more than 30 percent of the
children were living in poverty. And in 200 counties, most
of them predominantly rural, more than 25 percent of the
children were reported to be in poverty.

While the 1990 Census data on family income is not
yet available, we have no reason to believe that the
picture hes changed substantially during the past decade.
In recent years, more than a fourth of our school districts
-- most of them in rural areas -- have been reporting that
more than half of their students are receiving free or
reduced-price lunches. In a handful of districts, the
participation rate regularly exceeds 80 percent.

The economic desperetion in rural Kentucky was
illustrated vividly last month In Harlan County. Located
deep in Appalachia, Harlan Is decidedly rural. While it
has 36,000 people, its largest town has a population of
less than 3,000. Sometimes in recent years, Harlan County
has been a thriving coal mining center but not now. The
demand for its coal is waning, and the remaining mines are
automating rapidly. so last month in one week in Harlan
County more than 2,000 people applied for 150 jobs at a new
Wal-Mart store.

In a 1988 report, "Kentucky: The State and Its
Educational System," Harold L. Hodgkinson of the Institute
for Educational Leadership in Washington, D.C., concluded:

"There is one condition which dominates the thought
of anyone who looks at Kentucky -- rural poverty.
Behind the low ratings on adult educational
attainment, low high school graduation rates, and
difficulty in finding skilled workers, one finds
this as a root problem In the state."

Hodgkinson's use of the term "root problem" suggests that
rural poverty is both fundamental to both economic and
educational progress in Kentucky and that it is deeply
imbedded.

The Cultural Dimension

Rural poverty is much more complex than car be
suggested by simple income and educational statistics. It
is cultural in nature. Hodgkinson calls it "one of the

2



least understood and most intransigent problems around."
While our understanding of the problem may be incomplete,
we do understand some aspects of it. Perhaps the most
intractable aspect is cultural and economic Isolation.

The social and economic environment tor the last
several decades in most of rural Kentucky -- particularly
in Appalachia -- has been one of population losses and
vanishing economic opportunities. Few people novo iut:.
these rural areas from oaths: states or even other parts of
Kentucky. While some rural areas have been able to attract
manufacturing plants to replace jobs en the fare,
Appalachian communities have had little success In
replacing mining jobs. Pendanentally, the rugged terrain
and lack of proximity to major national transportation
routes make the ores ensuitable for modern manufacturing
and distribution businesses.

Generally, those who leave rural areas in search of
economic opportunities are those who have the most
education. And they tend to be younger than the population
as a whole. That leaves behind a disproportionate number
of older, less educated and increasingly poor people.
Seldom is therm an infusion of people in these communities
with different backgrounds or experiences.

The result is that -- even in the age of television
-- we have children growing up in an increasingly isolated,
increasingly insulated cultural environment. Their parents
are likely to be high school dropouts. Their grandparents
may be functionally illiterate. At some point In their
lives -- sometimes for extended periods -- their families
have been unemployed or on welfare. Relatives, neighbors,
and friends share similar experiences. Their teachers and
principals frequently are products of the local school
system; they attended a regional state university and came
home to work immediately after graduation. For young
people in these areas, there is a limited range of types of
jobs available. The few available jobs tend to be service
jobs requiring a limited range of skills. The diversity of
experiences and the opportunities for diversity that are
important to educating children aro generally lacking in
rural communities.

In addition, family relationships are very important
in rural areas. Parents value children, and they value
having their adult children living in close proximdty.
That desire often mitigates against education. Rodgkinson
observed, "One reason that some rural citizens are not sure
how good an educational system they want, as if their kids
get too educated they might leave home."

Fundamentally, there is a persistent
self-reinforcing cycle of poverty and low levels ef
educational attainment. One of the fundamental goals of
education is to intervene, to break the intergenerational
cycle. Generally, for our society as whole, history shows
that education has been successful in meeting that goal.
schools have been successful in helping many rural
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youngsters break the cycle. However, it is abundantly
clear that we have fallen far short of success with
significant numbers of children and youth in our most
isolated rural regions.

The special Needs of Rural Education

Education's success in rural areas has been limited
for two reasons. The first is that too little attention
has been paid to the special needs of rural schools. And
the second is that rural schools, lazgely because of state
policies, have been historically underfunded.

In Kentucky in 1989 per pupil expenditures among our
local districts ranged from about $2,500 per pupil to more
than $5,000 per pupil. Nearly all the districts at the
bottom of the scale are rural, and ail of those at the top
are urban or suburban. Yet by state law, all districts are
required to provide the same services and same
opportunities to all children regardless of whether they
live in urban, suburban or rural areas.

The inequities in spending for schools among
districts was directly related to inequities in wealth
among our districts. Our poorest district, a rural, county
district, had only $37,000 of taxable property per student
while our wealthiest district, a suburban enclave, had
$320,000 of taxable wealth per pupil. That's a nearly nine
to one differential.

While rural districts have had fewer resources,
simply because they are rural they face special
difficulties in providing educational services.

One area is pupil transportation. In Kentucky,
while most of our urban districts spend less than $100 per
student on transportation, our rural districts spend from
$200 per pupil to $325 per pupil simply to get students to
school. If you subtract tranfiportation costs from per
pupil spending data, the inequities between what our
districts spend for instruction are even greater.

Transportation has another important negative impact
on rural children. A significant portion of our rural
students ride busses more than two hours a day. And nobody
can seriously argue that that Is productive time.

The distances, the time involved and the expense
involved with transporting rural students makes it more
difficult to offer half-day preschool programs, after
school programs family oriented services and parental
involvement programs for rural students.

Rural districts also find it very difficult to
provide the full range of special education services for
low incident populations. While services for multiple
handicaps or relatively rare learning disabilities are
readily available in most urban areas, they are seldom
available in rural districts.

While Kentucky has made significant strides in
recent years in providing modern school facilities
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throughout the state, we still have many old school
buildings in rural areas that are obsolete by modern
standards. These buildings simply do not provide the
facilities necessary to operate a fully effective
educational program.

(Ironically, as our rural districts replace older
facilities with new, efficient, educationally adequate
buildings, they exacerbate some of the problems we have
described above. These include increased transportation
costs, longer bus rides for students, and fewer
opportunties for parental invelvesent.)

Many of our rural districts also experience chronic
staffing problems. While we have no overall teacher
shortage in Kentucky, and while urban districts are flooded
with applications, our rural districts often have
difficulty in finding qualified teachers In math, science,
foreign languages, and special education. Instead of being
able to hire the best from a pool of applicants, they
frequently resort to employing whoever they can find.

The bottom line is that offering a full range of
qeality services costs more in rural districts, yet they
have fewer resources.

Kentucky's Response

AB a state, Kentucky has responded aggressively to
the needs of rural districts In recent years. Six years
ago, 66 of our local school districts, most of them rural
and poor, challenged the state's school finance system in
our courts. The result was a landmark decision by the
Kentucky Supreme Court that declared the whole state system
of public education unconstitutional. Our legislature
responded In 1990 with the Kentucky Educational Reform Act,
the nation's most comprehensive and most systemic attempt
to transform schooling.

At the heart of our reform act is a new funding
formula which has two very important features with respect
to poor rural districts. First, the formula is designed to
narrow the glaring gap in per pupil spending among poorer
and wealthier districts over the next five years. By 1996
we will have achieved substantial equity In per pupil
spending across the state. All children, regardless of
where they live, will benefit from approximately the same
number of educational dollars. That's a significant and
important achievement.

Second, the finance formula recognizes that it costs
more to provide poor children with equal educational
opportunties. In our new formula, the per pupil allowance
for children who quality for free lunches is 15 percent
greater than the standard allowance. The primary
beneficiaries of this feature are rural school districts.
It is possible that in a few years some of our rural
districts with high proportions of children in poverty will
be spending more per pupil thas some districts in more
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affluent urban areas. This, too, is an important and
significant achievement.

In addition to moving toward financial equity,
Kentucky's reform act also made significant strides in
providing special services that will benefit poor children
in rural areas. The combination of these services weave a
safety net to prevent failure and ensure success for every
child.

First, the reform act created a statewide,
state-funded preschool program for four-yeer-elds who
quality for free lunches. This school year, our new
preschool program and Head Start combined are now serving
about 80 percent of our eligible four-year-olds. Again,
rural children are major beneficiaries of this program
because our state's poverty la concentrated in rural
areas.

Second, our reform act established a statewide
tutorial program for students who need additional
instruction in order to meet achievement goals. These
tutorial services are offered outside the regular
instructional day and year. Most of our districts have
some combination of before-school, after-school, Saturday
and summer school programa. This program gives teachers
and schools the opportunity to intervene quickly and
effectively whenever a student begins to fall behind. Last
year, our program served about a fourth of our total
enrollment, and we expect that nunber to increase this
year. It's a popular program among teachers, parents, and
students. And the initial evaluations and performance
indicators suggest that it is highly effective in
preventing failure and improving achievement.

A third feature of the safety net is family and
youth service centers to serve schools with high
concentrations of children from low-income families. This
year the state funded centers in about 10 percent ef our
schools, and the goal is to expand the program to all
eligible schools over the next five years. These centers
are not designed to be direct service providers. Rather,
the staff of the centers serve as advocates for children
who need social or medical services to increase their
chances of success at school. The staff works to ensure
that children and their families receive available services
from existing service providers, to coordinate services
among agencies, and to help bring new services to the
community. Rural schools and rural children and their
families will be primary beneficiaries.

The fourth element of the failure prevention safety
net is the prinary school program. Seginning in 2992 we
will replace kindergarten through the third grade with a
nongraded program designed to meet the developmental needs
of each child. The program recognizes that the traditional
graded structure does not recognize the fact that young
children mature at varying ages and varying rates. This
continuous progress approach will feature multi-age and
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multi-ability grouping and will focus on the development of
the whole child. 'The emphasis will be on the steady growth
and success of each child, not en meeting an arbitrary
standard of achievement based on a child's chronological
age. This program wdll be particularly important in
building the self esteem of rural Children and providing
them a foundation for continued success In school.

Beyond the safety net, Kentucky's reform act also
establishes a state-of-the-art technology program designed
to bring the best instructional technology into every
classroom in our state. Kentucky already has a head start
In this area through the facilities of Kentucky Educational
Television. Every school is now equipped to receive
instructional program via satellite. Our new technology
program will add an integrated, centralized computer
network. Again rural schools will be primary
beneficiaries. Isolated schools will be able to offer awider range of courses, and teachers in rural schools will
have easy access to a full range of professional
development programs.

Kentucky's reform act makes two other fundamental
changes that will improve opportunities for rural
students. The first is a new set of student learning goalssupported by a new curriculum and a new assessment system.
The emphasis in all thrpe is on performance. We are
shifting from standardized; multiple choice, computer
scored tests to performance tests. For example, instead of
testing students on the rules of grammar as we have
traditionally done, ma will test their ability to write anessay. The emphasis will shift from knowing to doing, from
memorization to the demonstration and application ofskills. While this approach will benefit all students, it
may provide the greatest benefits to rural children, who
often seem to learn better and perform better on more
concrete and less abstract learning exercises.

The second fundamental change is school-based
decision making, which will be required in all schools by1996. By then, all schools will be self-governed by a
School Council consisting of three teacher, two parents andthe principal. The school council will make decisions
regarding curriculum, staffing, scheduling amd other
aspects of schooling that directly affect student
performance. The essential philosophy underlying
school-based decision making is that the people closest tostudents can make the best decisions regarding their
needs. In our rural schools, school councils will be ableto design and adapt programs to meet the unique needs ofrural students. The results should be substantially better
performance, less failure and greater success.

Kentucky has made a significant commitment to
fundamentally reshaping its educational system and to
transforming schooling. All students will benefit from ourapproach to reform, but rural children will be the primary
beneficiaries Kentucky education refurm.
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The Feder,-- Role

While Kentucky is proud of its own self-help
efforts, we recognize the need for support in sleeting the
needs of children in oer rural areas. We are primarily
interested in educational needs and educational progress,
but it is clear that education alone Is not enough to break
the intransigent intergeneracional cycle of rural poverty.
Oux efforts suet focus en the total needs of the child,
including health care and family support. While we nest
begin with children and with educational programs, we need
a comprehensive strategy for sleeting the broader needs of
rural communities. Educational efforts west be supported
with greater *concede development assistance, improvements
to the rural infrastructure, and greater support for child
health and social service. progrPme, particularly for young

In terms of specific educational programs, let se
suggest several ways that the federal government could
support our efforts to batter serve children living in our
rural areas.

First is research. We need better information en
what kinds of programs and services work best to meet the
needs of rural students. There is no need for each state
to attempt to reinvent the wheel. The relional educational
laboratories have bean of great assist/iv'', to us, but we
need to increase support for them.

Second :s technology. Satellites, television, fiber
optics, telephones and computers offer great potential in
bringing programs, information Auld services into remote and
isolated rural schools. In Kentucky, we are now designing
and developing a state system to link these different
technologies together. Other states have simIlar needs and
are moving in the same direction. Support for designing a
system and implementing it in the most effective manner
would be of great assistance.

Third is regulatory flexibility. While Kentucky is
moving through school-based decision making to a
decentra ced, deregulated, results-oriented system of
school gc ernance that allows teachers, adelnistrators and
parents to design programs that work best in each school,
they still must deal with inflexible federal programs.
Allowine areater flexibility in the use of federal funds at
the sch, level would give our school councils greater
opportunaes to meet the needs of their students

Fourth is support for improving teaching. A
national teacher corps or national teacher exchange program
that would encourage our best teachers to work in rural
areas would help our rural districts meet instructional
needs and also bring some diversity into isolated rural
communities.

Fifth is overall increased federal support for
education. Kentucky is making significant strides in
eliminating its intrastate funding inequities and
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increasing its overall support for schools. Sy the late
1980s Kentucky was spending, on one measure of tax effort,
about the same as other states were: Per capita disposable
personal income in Kentucky was about 80 percent of the
national average and per pupil spending for elementary and
secondary education was also about 80 percent. To address
the intrastate inequity problem, last year the Kentucky
legislature enacted the largest tax increase in state
history and increased funding for elementary and secondary
education by 20 percent in one year. Kentucky also
normally ranks among the top 10 states in the percentage of
education spending from federal sources. In spite of its
own increased effort and its high rate of federal aid,
Kenturky's per pupil spending rose to only 84 percent of
the national average for the 1990-91 school year. Thn
problem is interstate inequities, a problem that only the
federal government can address.

Conclusion

AM a rural and poor state, Kentucky certainly
appreciates the attention that this committee is focusing
on the needs of children and families living in rural
areas. We support the concepts and the initiatives
outlined in the Rural Schools of America Art of 1991. In
addition, increased federal support for research,
deregulation, technology, and staffing would assist us in
meeting the needs of our rural students. So would any
increase in aid to education targeted to children from low
income families. While we are proud of our own efforts to
reshape our schools and improve opportunities for our rural
children, we welcome and support increased federal support
designed to bring equal educational opportunities to
children in rural America.

Thank you very much for your attention to this most
important issue.
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Chairman KILDEE. Thank you very much. Mr. Lestina. Dale.
Mr. LUSTINA. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee. I am

Dale Lestina, Chair of a coalition known as OCRE. That is call let-
ters for Organizations Concerned About Rural Education.

Mr. Chairman, with your permission, I would like to submit my
written testimony for the record, and verbally highlight it and aug-
ment it here this morning.

Chairman KILDEE. Without objection.
Mr. LESTINA. Mr. Chairman, OCRE is a coalition of national or-

ganizations representing education, rural technological interests,
representing over 18 million American citizens here before you this
morning.

On page I, the second paragraph of my testimony is a list of
those national organizations that are dues paying members to
OCRE. It includes the normal organizations that this committee is
well aware of that represent education.

But in addition to that, it includes organizations such as NAOC,
the National Association of Counties, the National Farm Union,
the National Grange, the Rural Electric Co-ops, the Rural Tele-
phone Co-ops, Triangle Coalition, which is a coalition primarily
concerned with math and science education, and U.S. West Com-
munications.

OCRE's mission is to promote collaboration among and between
national organizations, Federal agencies, and State agencies on
rural education and rural economic revitalization issues.

OCRE has three main interlocking goals. The first is rural public
school curriculum retbrm. Keeping what is best in the existing in-
dustrial model of seat work and lecture, but adding to that the
higher maths, critical thinking skills, and foreign languages as ex-
amples.

To accomplish this kind of goal, however, takes community sup-
port. And that leach- us to our second goal, which is rural public
schools developing as rural community centers, to strengthen and
assist as it can in the economic revitalization of rural communities.

Now the public school structure in the rural communities is
often the last bastion of structure that remains, in that rural hospi-
tals are, for all intents and purposes, gone, left the rural areas.

And the rural public schools can provide through its structure a
great service to communities, such as day care, pre-school, kinder-
garten, and the normal kinds of things we think of when we associ-
ate school services for school age children, but also adult programs
and programs for individuals who are retired.

In addition to that, for community service OCRE is exploring
well-care, vaccination programs, health care, and transportation
services, utilizing school buses for more than just transporting chil-
dren to and from school in the morning and the afternoon. All of
that takes bucks, takes money, calls for taxes, and that calls for a
tax base from which to draw it.

That is an area that is diminishing in the rural areas. And along
with the tax base, of course, are jobs. Now schools, public rural
schools is a heavy tax liability for rural communities. And what
OCRE is interested in is in assisting changing that to also an asset
for rural community revitalization, which takes then us to the
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third goal. And the third goal is community economic revitalization
and the roles that rural public schools can play in it.

I would like you to join me in kind of a fantasy for a minute,
Let's pretend we are eavesdropping on a family, rural family,
mother and father talking to their children, and the essence of the
thing would probably go something like this. "Sons and daughters,
there is nothing here for you. You will, if you are going to be a
success, get your education, but you will have to go somewhere
else. You can t stay here."

OCRE's concern is one of providini at least an option, so that in
order to be viewed as a success the individuals would not have to
be perceived and have the mind set of having to leave that commu-
nity. This is where H.R. 2819, the Rural Schools Act, comes in with
flying colors.

The OCRE coalition and the organizations that are members of it
see it as just a great bill. And it augments very well the kinds of
goals that I have just addressed that are OCRE's goals. OCRE at
the present time is involved in what we consider to be a trans-
plantable rural project, utilizing rural schools, attempting to in-
crease tax base and jobs in the State of North Dakota.

The major players are OCRE, as I have described it to you, and
OCRE's State affiliates, as well as the North Dakota Department of
Public Instruction, North Dakota State University, and MCREL.
MCREL, the Mid-Continental Regional Educational Laboratory,
one of the Department of Education's research laboratories, is lo-
cated in Denver.

The areas that we are exploring really can be summarized in
four quick statements, as to how rural schools can assist in moving
toward the national goals and help bring economic revitalization in
the area of agri business and food processing.

At the present time in rural States the wheat, soy bean, sunflow-
er seeds, are put on a truck or a train and they are transported
somewhere else, out of the State or out of the region, where value
is added to them. Given today's technology, that doesn't necessarily
have to be the case, and the schools adjusting curriculum can teach
toward the jobs that would be associated with such an endeavor.

The third area is energy, coal and oil. Most rural States have got
some of that. And utilizing the research universities in the State,
looking for new kinds of products from coal and oil, such as surface
coverings and paints and varnishes, which the North Dakota State
University is doing. along with that, are businesses that can be lo-
cated there, and jobs.

The fourth area is services that go with the first two. Services
such as educational services, well-care services, technical services,
transportation services, all which can be related to rural public
schools.

And the last one is the kinds of things that come along with eco-
nomic advancement, and that is good high quality light manufac-
turing that relates to the first three. High quality manufacturing.
Better farm implement, let's make it there. A better way to mine
the coal, let's look at that, that kind of equipment there. Develop
computer software. It can be done. Those jobs and those businesses
do not need to be somewhere else.
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Underlying all four of those that I have just mentioned, there
are two things that I would like to highlight. One of those is tech-nology. And the schools ca..-s. be involved in that technology deeply.
In that whether we are talking about ag, business, energy, services,
or manufacturing, one needs to learn how to install the technology,
how to use it, and how to repair it: all things that schools can teachtoward and do.

Now the human resources that goes along with thisand that is
needed. All without exception. I know of no small rural town that
wishes to lose its school. And those schools can be kept through the
utilization of distance learning technology, two-way distance learn-
ing technology, utilizing the digital aaalog system.

At the present time, graduates from rural high schools may go tocolleges and universities, many of them find themselves in difficul-
ty being able to compete at that level. Not because of a lack of in-
telligence, but because of lack of exposure to the higher critical
thinking skills, higher maths, foreign languages that are needed to
compete at that level. And so several drop out.

And then those that go on to graduate, if you take a State like
North Dakota, that we are working with, 60 to 70 percent of those
take their first job out of State and they don't come back. And if
you take an area such as engineering, it is over 90 percent that
takes their first job out of State.

So we have rural States that are exporting their raw resources
and also exporting their people, and those that are left behind
working hard to raise the taxes to continue this kind of cycle. It is
not a good cycle.

Therefore, in utilizing distance learning technologies, we can
expose rural students to the kinds of things that I have been talk-ing about. When a rural inventor or small business is beginning tostart up, and students are bPginning to think about whether in
their jobs they are going to be an employer or an employee, they
can get exposed to market research. That is out of the question
now, market research for rural areas.

And so the project that we are presently working on is funded
through the U.S. Department of Agriculture and its Youth at Risk
Intercultural Extension Funding, and we are in the process of at-
tempting to secure other funds. But it is difficult to come by.
Money is tight when it comes to obtaining grants, and it is not long
range.

When we look at H.R. 219, the Rural Schools Act, as submitted
by Congressman Perkins, we have an excellent hill to provide those
kinds of funds on an ongoing basis that really covers four areas
very nicely. The bill covers projects like I have just described, in
moving rural schools toward the six national goals.

It also provides funds for updating school physical facilities and
providing ways in which we can enter into the distance learning
technology. It provides for good research, and it provides for raising
the priority of rural public schools.

Mr. Chairman, one out of every four students in the rural public
schools comes from a family below the poverty line. Teacher short-
ages are very great in rural schools, and the physical facilities arein bad shape.

C
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H.R. 2819, which I can't speak too highly of, would provide finan-
cial assistance for rural schools to promote their national goals,close the achievement gap, improve curriculum, encourage commu-nity and parental, and rural business collaboration to assist withrural school economic revitalization.

It provides $1.5 billion for initial grants for 3 years, with anoption for those grants to be renewed for 3 more years. And it alsohas a very nice feature that we like, and that the LEAs have estab-
lished an advisory group similar to the stake holders in legislationthat has just passed through this committee, of educators, bargain-ing unit educators, parents, State and local officials, to assist withrepresentatives of rural business to assist in planning and assess-ment.

It also has a feature in the third Title that would establish ineach region a national rural regional research center, which wouldbe operated by the Education Department's Regional Education
Laboratories, to evaluate the effectiveness, monitor the programs,and conduct research, disseminate information, and provide grantsfor research directly to local education agencies.

In conclusion, it also elevates the priority of rural educationwhich is so lacking today. It establishes an interagency council onrural schools consisting of various Cabinet members and Federalofficials here in Washington, DC.
It also establishes a National Commission on Rural Education.

bipartisan in nature, appointed by the President and Congress, andit establishes a White House conference and an Assistant Secretaryfor Education.
In conclusion, education is moving to the top of national agenda.But so far, little meaningful attention has been focused on theplight of America's rural school students and its rural school sys-tems.
H.R. 2819 would go a long ways in that direction, in assisting andhelping with this problem. For the rural children, many of them inisolated regions, education is the only opportunity to change theirlives. And given, as we have discussed before, our national econom-ic global competition, we simply cannot afford to overlook anybrain pool, and that includes the brain pool in a rural America.
Thank you, Mr. Chairman, for the opportunity to testify.
[The prepared statement of Dale Lestina follows:]
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Mr. Chairman and Members of the Committee:

I am Dale Lestina, Legislative Specialist for the

National Education Association, which represents more than

two million education employees in the nation's public

elemeotary, secondary, vocational, and postsecondary

schools. In addition, I am speaking as the chair of

Organizations Concerned about Rural Education (OCRE) whose

member organizations represent more than 18 million

Americans involved in education, agriculture, and

technology. I appreciate this opporLunity to speak with you

today about the need to make a substantial investment in

rural America, with an emphasis on the role that public

schools can play in economic and community development.

The OCRE coalition includes the American Association of

Scnool Administrators, American Federation of Teachers,

Council for Educational Development and Research, National

Association of Counties, Yational Association of Elementary

School Principals, National Education Association, National

Farners ;:nion, National Grange, National Rural Education

Association, National Rural Electric Cooperative

Association, National Srhool Boards Association, National

Telephone Cooperative Association, National Vocational

Agrultural Teachers Association, Triangle Coalition for

Science and Technology Education, and U.S. West.

OCRE and NEA strrq.ly support the Rural Schools of

Anerica Act of 1991, H.R. 2819, as an essential means to
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provide the resources for schools to expand and diversify

their role in community and economic development.

Public elementary and secondary schools play a pivotal

role in American rural communities. To a large extent, tne

school is what brings the community together -- given the

relative isolation of families working in agriculture and

ranching.

Much has been written about the decline of rural

Arerica in terms of population. In 1950, 44 percent of the

C.S. population lived in nonmetropolitan areas; by 1987,

only 23 percent of the population lived in nonmetropolitan

areas. But not enough attention has been given to the

vitality ot rural America, to the alues of rural America,

or to the concerns and needs of rural America as a national

resource.

OCRE was organized to advance three interlocking goals.

Tne first goal is school reform in rural schools -- moving

away from a curriculum that is focused solely on lecture and

"seat work" toward a more rigorous curriculum that includes

reign language and higher mathematics, and that emphasizes

crtical thinking and other higher order skills. The second

(-teal is to enhance the ability of public schools to serve as

ccncunity centers that offer a broad range of services,

including child care, adult education, recreation,

transportation, and coordination of social services, such as

immunization programs. The third goal is to enhance

economic development. By bringing about economic
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revitalization, members of OCRE hope to stop the

outmigration of rural America's youth, enhance the economic

and social viability of the community, and build a more

stable base of support for future education :nd community

development efforts.

OCRE's goals are oriented toward both current and

future needs. Economic constraints create a ne0,73 for

innovat:Ion in the delivery of public services. People

living in rural communities recognize the need to use

existing facilities more effectively. And since the public

schools are institutions that are already widely recognized

as central to the community, they are ideal facilities for

locating adult education, health care, and transportation

services.

But our goals go beyond immediate concerns. In an

effort to assure future generations a place in the

community, people living in rural America recognize that

they must diverzify their economy in a variety of ways. At

present, young people who grow up in rural America have few

opportunities. From 60 to 70 percent of all college

graduates who come from rural areas pursue job opportunities

out of state and never return. Moreover, some 90 percent of

all engineering graduate never return to their rural

comrunity of origin.

We cannot reverse this trend by calling on young people

to lower their ambitions, we must expand opportunity. The
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most likely place to start is in technologies and industries

that have proven fertile.

Of necessity, workers in the agricultural and energy

f elds have developed significant innovations in technology.

What has been missing is the ability to capitalize on that

technology within the originating community. In addition,

most agricultural areas ere fo,:used only on growing food,

shipping it elsewhere to be processed. By expanding the

food processing capability in locations where food is grown,

value is added, making our economy more productive and

expanding and diversifying the economy of the community.

OCRE is committed to enhancing both education and

community development in ways that make it possible for

people to create new products and services, and consequently

new jobs and markets.

At present, OCRE is involved in a pilot project in

cooperation with the North Dakota Department of Public

Instruction, North Dakota State University Extension, and

Mid-continent Research and Education Laboratory in Denver,

CoIrrado.

In this demonstration pro)ect, a number of regional

consortia have been established to guide school reform and

co- unity development. Each consortium has established a

council made up of teachers and business and community

leaders to develop plans for working on education, health

care delivery, improvement of fire protection, or water

systems.

BEST COPY AVAILABLE
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One important element of the school improvement component is

the involvement of students in experiential learning opportunities

that help draw linkages between information and its application in

the world of work, as well as linkages between the school and

others in the community. Through these projects, students can

learn how to do market surveys, develop business plans, find out

about licensing, taxes, and keeping accounts.

At the same time, in cooperation with the Mid-continent

Regional Educational Laboratory, North Dakota public schools have

established links with other schools, including postsecondary

educational institutions, within the state and in the seven-state

region serNed by the Mid-continent lab. By sharing use of

computers, instructors, and other resources, participating schools

can expand the diversity and enhance the quality of educational

offerings.

The North Dakota experience is well worth replication on a

national scale. That's why NEA and OCRE strongly support the

Rural Schools of America Act, introduced by representative Carl

Perkins (D-KY). H.R. 2819 would authorize $3 billion in FY92 and

such sums as necessary ever the eight years of the authorization

to help defray the costs of rural development programs. Funds

provided under the bill would be used for innovative educational

prolects, capital improvement, and school-community linkages.

Resources provided under the Act could be used for a variety

of procir3ms that Yould 3dvance the National
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Education Goals, set forth by the nation's governors and

endorsed by President ,ush, and accomplish local edur.ation

priorities in the areas of effective schools, academic

enrictment, enhanced student motivation, extending the

schcol day or school year, and providing inservice education

for teachers and other school employees.

Moreover, the Rural Schools Act would help pay for

comprehensive early childhcod development programs,

parenting education and parental involvement activities,

collaborative efforts with health and social services

agencies, and raising standards for early childhood

education programs.

Educational improvement is not merely a goal by itself.

It is a central element of any strategy to achieve the full

range of our national goals, including national security,

economic vitality, and equal opportun...ty. Americans living

in rural communities face unique circumstances, including

scant resources, that require federal action to help

overcome.

To give you some idea, the population of the Distlict

of Columbia itself, excluding the metropolitan area, is

comparable to the population of the state of North DaXota,

about 626,000 to 672,000 respectively. And yet, the

population of the District of Columbia is concentrated

within 61 square miles. By comparison, the citizens of

North Dakota are scattered over some 70,665 miles. Clearly,

4
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that sparse density creates enormous challenges in terms of

transportation and communications.

Much progress has been made in recen, years through

distance learning and "circuit riding" teachers that make

efficient use of human resources. But such innovative

teaching methods do require resources. The Rural Schools

Act would help facilitate such programs.

Another area of need is directly related to the overall

"brain drain" caused by the outmigration of college-educated

rural Americans. Rural schools face acute teacher shortages

in significant areas -- both geographic and academic.

Frequently, because there is a smaller pool of qualified

individuals available to teach in certain academic areas,

rural .:.chools are more likely to have persons teaching

outside oi *t..:ir area of background. The Rural Schools Act

would help fund teach,r education and recruitment programs

that would help assure a qualified teacher in every

classroom.

In addition, the Rural Schools Act would help bring

together people from diverse backgrounds to collaborate on

the complex issues of school improvement and community

development. At the local level, partnerships would be

created among school employees, social service providers,

business leaders, and others to identify and address local

needs. At the same time, the measure would establish a

national conterence, require an Assistant Secretary of

Education for Rural Education, and create a Congressional

a

t.
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advisory committee to review needs, identify strategies, and

recognize successes.

America must not delay in recognizing the need to

strengthen rural communities and maintain a way of life that

is central to the American experience -- and a major factor

in our national success. We urge you to support this

legislation and appropriations to fund it, not only for the

preservation of rural America but for the continued vitality

of these United States.

Thank you.

4 t,
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Chairman KILDEE. Thank you, Mr. Lestina.
Dr. Prophet.
Mr. PROPHET. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I am indeed honored by

the wonderful introduction given to me by Congressman Au Coin,
and I certainly have always admired you, Congressman Kildee. I
still do.

And I hope there is something that this committee can do to help
us with what I believe all of America regards as a very, very seri-
ous problem that is pervasive throughout our country. I am going
to try to describe that to you, and maybe in ways that the Ameri-
can people have not heard before. We have heard a lot about statis-
tics. I have got a talk here that admittedly had been prepared for
delivery in somewhat of a literate or literary sense, to read to you,
but I am going to depart from that, and I am probably going to
commit the egregious sin of having come tefore a Congressional
Committee with people having told you what to say, how to say it,
the bills to talk about, how they all interrelate.

I have all that here. It is in our testimony. We have a Superin-
tendent here from Tucson, Arizona who is very outstanding, who
knows all of that. And we have Michael Casserly from the Council
Grade City Schools, who is the Associate Director, who if there are
questions about any of the relationships at all about those bills and
what we need, and what we want, we can certainly convey that to
you.

So I am going to commit the unpardonable egregious commission,
and probably unprecedented crime of departing from my script.

Chairman KILDEE. It may be an egregious virtue to do that.
Mr. PROPHET. Yes. And just let you know.
Chairman KILDEE. We will submit your entire written testimony

and you may present it any way you wish.
Mr. PROPHET. Yes, sir. Let you know how I feel about American

education. I came into education in 1971, upon retiring from mili-
tary service after 20 years, as a colonel, and entered into what I
treasure as the most wonderful decision I could have ever made.

I have worked with thousands of young people in Lansing, and in
Portland, and around this country. I admire them. I admire the
teachers of this country. I admire our Nation. I have fought for it
in two wars and will fight for it again.

But I think, Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, that
there is a terrible propensity in our country toward the creation of
a condition of irreconcilable disenfranchisement on the part of stu-
dents and kids in America that may, in fact, cause this country to
get into a condition from which may never recover.

I believe that they are being disenfranchised because of the
shortsightedness of many of us in America. I am not here to point
fingers at anyone, but I will say this to you, that from the period
1971 to 1981, Mr. Chairman, as the Deputy Superintendent in the
Lansing, Michigan school system and as the Superintendent in that
school system, I saw appreciable improvements and increases and
substantial additional resources given to us to help our kids in
America. I saw a portion of the Federal budget that was being dedi-
cated to education, and as a percentage of what we needed to edu-
cate our kids, grow reasonably measurably. Then I began to see,
upon leaving Lansing and going to Portland, almost a total deterio-
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ration of that particular condition, which has now caused schoolsystems such as Dr. Garcia's, school systems such as Mr. Jeffer-son's in New Orleans, and I know Edward Williams very, verywell. And I could name any of the school systems.
I happened in the past year to have had the honor of being se-lected to serve as the President of the Superintendents of thiscountry and of Canada. And I will say to you that of the 65 peoplewho were represented there as superintendents I would venture tosay that 55 to 60 of them would say the same thing if they had thehonor, as I have been extended, to talk to you. And they would sayto you that this country must do something to help the youth inthe urban centers.
Let me tell you why I believe it. I believe it, first of all, becausewhile admittedly the Federal Government can perhaps justifiablyin a constitutional sense say they have nothing to do, or they don'treally need to provide additional support to public education.
They could probably do that because as one reads the Constitu--

tion of the United States, I don't even think the word education iseven mentioned, except that you probably could relegate or inter-pret the contents of the Constitution to say that the Federal Gov-ernment should do more to help us.
By looking at the 10th Amendment, when it says that all ofthose things that the Federal Government does not have power todo are hereby relegated to the States. But the Federal Government,Mr. Chairman and members of the Committee, on many occasionswhen this Nation has been at risk, has in fact entered into educa-tion. It has entered into it with the Smith-Hughes Act, in order tohave wcational rehabilitation.
It has entered into education via the GI Bill after World War II,which served to educate people at a time when that is all that theyhad to save themselves after returning to an economy which hadnot yet undergone a re-industrialization from a war time economyto a different kind of economy for peace time.
It entered into it in terms of the Judicial Branch in the Brown v.Board of Education. And there have been other times. In 1965, Ele-mentary, Secondary Education Act, that the Federal Governmenthas entered into it.
But I have seen the deterioration of Federal Governmental sup-port for education. Let me tell you what that is causing. It is caus-ing a situation where as a local superintendent, as a person respon-sible for some 56,000 young people in the city of Portland, I findmyself scrambling to get whatever assistance I can, from whereverI can, in order to do what I am sworn to do as the Chief ExecutiveOfficer of that particular school district.
We have to ask the State for additional assistance. But the Statecannot help us. The State would help us, I think, if it had thewherewithal to do so. But even to the extent that the State doeshelp us, we receive a very measurably disproportionate percentageof support for the urban students in Portland than is received insuburban areas and other areas.
I would say that the State cannot help us because they, them-selves, are attempting to implement many of the reforms that havebeen declared by the President and by our Governors. But these re-forms, sir, that have been declared and enunciated by the Presi-
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dent, comes without any kind of fiscal support. And we are bur-
dened in the local school systems to try to implement many of
them.

So what do we do? We are trying to forge and to formulate new
alliances, new allegiances with other institutions of government.
Why is it necessary for us to form alliances and allegiances with
other institutions of government? It is necessary because we be-
lieve among us, as the superintendents of this country, that the
longstanding, highly effective functioning institutions in many
areas of society have now begun to deteriorate.

We believe that many of the institutions in our society have now
become dysfunctional. We believe the institutions created in the
1930's, and probably modified later on to provide social services to
people, to provide care for them, to provide help, to provide hous-
ing, to provide employment, that it is not working.

And to the extent that it doesn't work, we in the schcols become
the receptacle and the recipient fbr the failures of every single
other institution in America.

When you read about what we are doing and what we aren't
doing, you always read about, and the public and the press always
hears and covers, what the schools are not doing in terms of recog-
nition of youngsters, whether youngsters are learning or not learn-
ing.

What you don't hear enough about is that schools are asked to do
all those things that other institutions are failing to do. We are
asked, sir, to feed hungry kids. We are asked to teach kids the ills
of drug and alcohol abuse. We are asked to prevent AIDS. We are
asked to integrate neighborhoods who don't want to be integrated.

We are asked to do every single thing that our entire social
structure is designed to do. It falls upon us. So if we are asked to
do those things, we then have to build new institutional configura-
tions.

We are asked to receive and to accept and to provide a superior
education to immigrants from nations that we have never heard of
before. We don't even know when they are coming. We are asked
to provide education to young people who are being turned out of
institutions, who in the 1930's and 1940's would have been in insti-
tutions for health and for mental health. They are now being
placed into our public schools.

We are not saying that is not our job. We want to do it very des-
perately, but we need your help. What have we done? We have
brought together the 47 entities that comprise the Council of Great
City Schools. The superintendents of those school systems, their
board members, have collaborated and cooperated with Mr. Sam
Husk, who is their director, also with Connie Clayton, the Superin-
tendent of Philadelphia, who is the current President, and with
Mr. Michael Casserly. And we have put together the bill which is
before you.

Mr. Chairman, I know you want to hear more about how that
particular bill functions. That is going to be told to you by my col-
leagues. But I do come to you to say that while we are asking for
help, that is not to say that we have not made tremendous progress
during the course of the last decade, even though Federal assist-
ance has dwindled.

4
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Dr. Garcia and 1, and others, can indicate to you and tell you
many things that have occurred that would really startle the
American people and in many, many ways is antithetical to many
of the reports that the President has issued, many of the reports
that the Secretary of Education has issued.

We know, for example, I understand before this very committee
you had input that has come from the Sandia Laboratory in Albu-
querque, New Mexico, who has told you that a lot of mythology
about the failures of education in America are simply that; they
are mythologies.

We have made tremendous progress. I will give you one example,
and 'I will close. We have in Portland, for example, Mr. Chairman,
we have raised the achievement of our minority youngsters from
what existed in 1981 from the 25th percentile to the 54th percent-
ile.

Now that doesn't say very much except it almost represents
more than 100 percent improvement. But even then, they are still
only at the national average, and we cannot survive as a Nation
and as a society only functioning in an average form.

I appreciate the opportunity that you have extended to me. I
simply wanted to convey to you the seriousness that we take this
task. And I know that this committee is one of the most supportive
in this Congress, and of all the committees that are here, I admire
what you are trying to do. I admire the bill that you, yourself, have
derived and think that that can serve as a very firm foundation
upon which other kinds of things can be incorporated.

Thank you for the opportunity. I would now like to defer to my
cohort in education, Dr. George Garcia, the Superintendent of
Schools in Tucson, Arizona. Thank you, sir.

Chairman KILDEE. Thank you, Dr. Prophet. Just one comment.
Your testimony triggered a thought in my own mind. I have wor-
ried for some time nowand there is no need to answer this, but I
just worried for some time now that in this Nation we are in
danger, or indeed in the process of, creating a permanent under-
class in this country.

We have never had that before, but I really see that, particularly
when 1 go through some of the cities in which we find so many
problems not being addressed, educational and societal problems
that really are in danger of creating a permanent underclass
caused by drugs, by poverty, by crime and by lack of parenting
skills from one generation to another.

We are in the process of doing that, and that is a terrible legacy
to leave. It is a moral problem in this country too, and I think you
have touched upon that very wellmore than touched upon it in
your testimony. I thank you for that.

MT. PROPHET- Thank you, sir.
Chairman KILDEE. Dr. Garcia?
Mr. GARCIA. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. You are exactly correct,

and that is why we are here in support of the Urban Schools of
American Act. We believe that the Urban Schools of America Act
can be the foundation for a new Marshall Plan, a domestic Mar-
shall Plan that will transition us to a larger comprehensive pro-
gram from the Federal level to address the issues of large cities as
it relates to urban education.
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Important features of the U.S. bill include: comprehensive and
systematic local program based on achieving the national goals
rather than on specific categories of children; flexibility to design
local programs that could best meet the national goals; an unprece-
dented accountability provision that would cut off USA funds if a
school did not make progress towards the goals according to pre-set
criteria; incentive grants to schools that make unusually high
progress towards the goals, remove barriers to student achieve-
ment, and reform for the future.

Dr. Prophet cited examples in Portland. We have also examples,
and Tucson, and in every large city school district in this country
has examples of success that we need to reinforce and reward and
support:

sufficient size and scale to make a real difference; the possibility
of waiving certain regulations that might impede student achieve-
ment; collaboration with the wide variety of community-based
parent and private-sector organizations; resources to repair and
renovate our dilapidated school buildings; and funds for evaluating
and assessing progress on the goals.

Why this bill, and why now? First, the legislation is designed to
dovetail with one of the Nations most important new educational
demands, the need to move critical decisions down to those closest
to the children.

While the administration in the States are receiving most of the
media attention, it is the cities which are now and have been for
some time pioneering ways to do this.

Chicago is highly publicized in terms of its decentralized, parent/
community run schools. New York City public schools are also en-
gaged in school-based management, and Miami, Dade County has
experienced successful side-based management for over a decade.

Philadelphia. Toledo, Pittsburgh, San Diego, Rochester, Mem-
phis, Seattle. and many other cities, including Tucson, have been
working toward side-based management for some time.

Secondly, the legislation is designed to address the growing in-
sistence of accountability for results. The Nation's parents, taxpay-
ers, and business community are correct in demanding a return on
t heir investment.

The USA bill speaks to this demand by stating that the funds
should be cut off if progress is not evident. No other piece of Feder-
al legislation has gone as ftir as this.

Third, the USA bill adopts one of the good ideas from President
Bush's education package by rewarding success. If a low-achieving
school makes unusual progress towards the goal, then it gets extra
resources. If a low-achieving school system removes barriers for
children's learning, then it is rewarded. If a poor school system re-
structures itself to meet the needs of the children more effectively.
it 's provided additional funds.

Fourth, the bill is large enough and targeted enough to make a
difference, It sends money only to the Nation's hardest pressed
inner city school systems. about 90 in count as we see it, and,
within those systems, to the lowest achieving and poorest schools to
conduct school-wide improvement activities. The kinds of things
that Dr. Prophet referred to are indeed real in the inner city, and

ez,



we need to concentrate additional resources in those particular
schools.

Furthermore, it helps fill the enormous gap between what the
States are able to fund and what the inner city schools lack. It is,
therefore, cost efficient at a time when the Federal Government is
concerned about its deficit, but preserves the historic Federal role
of serving those most in need.

Finally. the USA bill offers comprehensive and fundamental as-
sistance. It seeks to improve the entire urban community in assist-
ing its children, including parents, colleges and universities, busi-
nesses, labor, government, community-based groups, and other
agencies.

Dr. Prophet spoke about the need to form new configurations,
and that is exactly what this segment of the bill attempts to lo. It
does so in a way that significantly broadens the current Federal
strategy of targeting and based solely on demographic characteris-
tics of students.

The USA bill builds on that approach by tying all these efforts
and their supporters together in a grand plan for our schools' im-
provement.

In general, urban schools have demonstrated that additional in-
vestment is worth the cast. Each of the major cities can point to
programs that are making a real difference in the lives of young
people.

And national studies, such as those conducted by the National
Assessment on Educational Progress, that academic achieve-
ment is greatest among city and poor raI students who are re-
ceiving the benefits of targeted Federal assistance.

Mr. Chairman, the urban schools of this Nation asks you, the
Congress. to join with us to renew our historic vows on behalf of
the neediest among us.

We are asking that through the USA bill we have a broadened
strategy and an enhanced investment in improving schools where
improvement is most necessarythe inner cities. We are asking
that Congresi, seize the initiative in moving those towards our na-
tional goals.

The USA bill urges that you build on the current Federal strate-
gy. not through additional competitive grant programs, but
through comprehensive services. lt discourages systems that are
self-protective and encourages wllaboration It asks for money but
demands results, and it does so through an inmge of educational
democracy that is unprecedented.

We ask no less of you than we ask of ourselves, our teachers, our
parents, and our students. Help us help the children who need us
most desperately, and who want most painfully to be part of the
American dream. but who believe that it is well beyond their
reach.

Mr Chairman. that concludes our testimony. We will be happy
to answer any questions that the committee may have.

inc. prepared statement of Matthew Prophet and Georg,. Garcia
Nil lows.
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Testimony on the
'Urban Schools of Ameriea (USA) Act" (H.R.I669)

belbre the
Subcommittee on Elementary, Seconduty, and Vocational Education

of the
Committee on Education and Labor

U.S. House of Representatives
On behalf of

The Council of the Great City Schools

Mr. Chairman, my name is Matthew Prophet, I am the Superintendent of the Portland

Public Schools, the 59th largest of the nation's 15.000 public school systems and the largest

school system in Oregon. And I am George Garcia, the Superintendent of the Tucson

Unified School District, the nation's 58th largest public school system and the second largest

in Arizona. We are pleased to appear before you this morning on behalf of our cities and

as members of the Board of Directors of the Council of the Great City Schools.

Currently in its 35th year. the Council of the Great City Schools is a national

organization comprised of 48 of the nation's largest urban public school systems. Its Board

of Directors is comprised of the Superintendent aad one Board of Education member from

each city, making the Council the only education group so constituted and the only one

whose membership and purpose is solely urban.

The Council's membership serves over 5.4 minion inner-city youths or 13.3% of thz.

nation's public school enrollment. Approximately 36% of the nation's African-American

children, 31% of its Hispanic-American children and 21% of the nation's Asian-American

children are being educated in our schools.
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Mr. Chairman, we thank you for the invitation to speak before this crucial

Subcommittee about the 'Urban Schools of America (USA) Act" (H.R.I669) and for your

continuing leadership in elementary and secondary education. We would also like to extend

our deep appreciation to Congressman William Jefferson (D-LA) for assuming the chief

sponsorship of the "USA" bill 2nd for his advocacy on its behalf. Finally, we would like to

thank the 86 members of the House who have already co-sponsored the ''USA" bill, the 56

national organizations that have endorsed it, and the urban and rural communities for

joining to meet their unique needs.

before I begin, I would like to call your attention to a report that the Council published

last fall, Rendts 2000: Progreas in Meeting Urban Education Goals. It describes the headway

urban schools are making but concludes that our current upward trajectory is insufficient to

attain the national education goals by the year 2000 without additional specially-designed

assistance.

Ir. Chairman, the Council of Great City Schools ..pplauds the Committee for taking

the necessary legislative steps to respond to the President's "America 2000" challenge. The

'Neighborhood Schools Act" (H.R.3320), recently approved by this Committee, is a critical
TI

tool for pursuing the national goals through systemic state-wide education reform and an

important preface to a larger discussion about what comes next in the federal role in

national education reform.

5,
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We believe the federal role in education must expand towards becoming an equal
partner in the !titian's education responsibilities by linking current categorical programs and
statewide reforms with large scale federal support of local efforts in moving towards the
national goals. This effort is particularly needed in poor urban and rural schools, the very
school systems around which much of the reform debate is focused, and the ones whose
success or failure will determine whether the nation meets its goals by the year 1:100 if
ever.

It is dear that any national education reform movemem cannot succeed without
significant progress in inner city schools. Urban sehool enrollments comprise too large a
share of the nation's total student body to write off. Yet, the litany of urban school ailments
is familiar: low student achievement, illiteracy, dropouts, homelessness, discipline problems,
teen pregnancy, substance abuse, and violence fester in the inner cities. Deteriorating
school buildings, lact, adequate teaching materials, dwindling financial resources, and
shortages of qualified and committed teachers, principals, and support staff further
complicate the unstable conditions of urban schools and communities. Furthermore, these
burdens are borne in disproportionate numbers by the children of AfricanAmerican and
Hispanic parents, those with limited-English-proficiency, and those who live within poverty
stricken inner cores of America's major cities. These problems have not been exaggerated.

The concentration and scale of need among 4.1: 1iiren in the cities is unprecedented and
unique. Nearly WI of our enrollments qualify for free and reducei price lunches, over

-3-
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12% are limited-Englisb proficient. about 11% are disabled, 73% are Afiican-American.

Hispanic or Asian, and nearly half come from single parent families. On average, our

school buildings are over 50 years old, and our ability to provide programs we know make

a difference like preschool development, dropout prevention, in-service teacher mining

and health care are severely constrained by a lack of resources.

The federal government continues to be critical in providing those resources, but the

total federal effort has slipped badly over the last ten years to an average of only 6.1% of

total school revenues. State revenues, on the other hand, comprise a larger share of school

funding but it is still a little more in cities than one would expect on a per student basis.

Portland, for instance, enrolls 11.8% of Oregon's students including almost 15% of its poor

students yet receives only 7.6% of the state's elementary and secondary expenditures, New

York enrolls 36.4% of the state's students including over 60% of its poor children yet

receives only 33cfe of the state's expenditures for schools.

City residents are desperately trying to compensate by increasing local tax rates but by

doing so it leaves the poor to pay for themselves in an ever increasing spiral of *municipal

overburden." While many cities appear to be property rich, much of the tax on the land has

been abated to keep businesses from moving out. The consequence of both a population

inore expensive to serve and inadequate to finance is a smaller average per pupil

expenditure in the cities and a lower share of it devoted to instructional services. Basically,

the nation is getting what it's paying for in urban education.

5
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STATUS OF URBAN SCHOOLS ON GOALS

Goal 1: Academic Achievement
Disadvantaged urban students in 1988 scored 19.8 points below the national average
on NAEP reading tests among nine year olds, 18.5 points below among 13 year olds.
and 15.1 points below among 17 year olds.

The median urban school system SAT. composite score was 862 in 1988; the national
average was 904.

Goal 2: Readiness to Learn
Urban preschool children have 50% less access to early childhood development
programs as do their suburban coumerparts.

Average large city infant mortality rate is 13.2 deaths per 1,000 live births compared
to the national average of 10.1 per 1,000,

Goal 3: Graduation Rates
The dropout rate for central cities is 78% higher than suhrbs and 63% higher than
non-metropolitan areas.

Goal 4.1 Postsecondary Opportunities
Average annual unemployment rate for youth aged 16-19 in ceraral cities is about 24%
compared with 15% in the suhurbs.

75% of all new jobs between now and the year 2000 will be in the suburbs.

Goal Sr Teachers
Shortages of teachers for urban schools are 2.5 times greater than the other kinds of
school systems.

The average urban school enroilnient is 723% African-American. Hispanic-American.
or Asian-American, yet 70% of the teaching force is white.

Urban schools provide instructional services in approximately 120 languages.

Goal 6: Health and Safety
75% of urban school buildings are over 25 years old; 33% are over 50 years old, the
repair and renovation of wIich would require $5 billion.
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URBAN SCHOOL SHARE OF STATE-W1DE TOTALS

Ekrea./Sec. Poverty Total
Expo:Whines EnnAlmene Enrollment

Anchorage
Atlanta
Baltimore
Boston
Buffalo
Chicago
ancismati
Oeveland
Cohanbus
Dade County
Dallas
Da Ylon
Denver
Detroit
East Baton Rouge
El Paso
Fresno .

Houston
Indianapolis
lacksonvilk
Long Bench
Los Angeles
Memphis
MDwaukte
Minneapolis
Nashville
Ncw Orleans
New York City
Norfolk
Oakland
Oklahoma City
Omiiha
Philadelphia
Phoenix'
Pittsburgh
Portland
Rochester
St. Louis
St. Paul
Sacrament)
San Diego
Sao Francisco
Seattle
Toledo
Tucson
Tulsa
Washington, D C.

30.41.7., 40.0% NA

63 12.6 5.8
12.7 47.4 16.2

53 18.8 7_3

2.4 3.1 1.8

23.0 54.4 23.2

33 6.6 2.9
6.7 12.3 4.1

39 7.2 37
17.3 16.8 15-3

1.7 6.1 3.9
2.2 3.9 1.7

4.6 22.9 10.7

18.2 31,8 11.1

6,9 4,6 7.1,

2.1 5.4 1.7

1.3 1.4 1.4

4,0 9,4 5.9
52 16,3 5,2

6,4 63 NA

1.6 1.8 13
16.0 182 13.2

10.8 22.2 12.9
17.6 26.4 12.4

5.0 10.1 53
63 7.1 7.9
9,3 19,7 103

333 62.6 36.4
4.9 8.1 3 7

2.4 2.4 1 1

NA NA NA

132 23.1 ISA
14.1 30.5 12.0

1.1 2.9.3 3-5
2_3 4.9 2.4
76 14.5 11 8

1.5 12 1.2
11,4 all 5.7
42 7.6 4.5

NA NA NA

1,9 3.6 2.6
1.4 2.4 IA
6 1 112
3.0 43 2.4
9.6 10,6 9.9
5.1 9.0 7.3

100,0 IMO 100.0

Awn*" 17.7% 30.4% 115.31

1910 Census Dm
leetisia percentage ce' f.hllartn ,n pwritv for cht rthrt t+tv, oaht% +Lemur*. art tor the Merlin I.:m.1 the, Scholg Duentl
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The question may be asked, however, by those outside the cities: *Why should I care?

The reasons are uncomplicated. first America's economic and global primacy depends on

the productivity of the children now being educated in our city schools, the next generation

of workers. Consider this fact: if the graduation rate for urban schools equaled the national

average, the nation's major city schools would have graduated 325.520 students in 1988

instead of 239.317. At the current 28% tax rate, the federal tax on the additional lifetime

earnings of those extra 86,203 individuals had they stayed in school is large enough to

double the present Congressional appropriation for elementary and secondary education,

increase federal AIDS research five-fold, or boost drug prevention efforts by a factor of

ten efforts that benefit the whole nation, not just the cities. Scond, unless action is taken

immediately, the problems facing the big city schools will become prevalent in all the

nation's schools. Finally, the country has a moral imperative, grounded in the Constitution,

to strive for individual justice, equality and excellence for all its citizens. Education is the

only public strategy designed to endow those rights on all our young people.

In short, our city schools are the fundamental test of our national vision -- a

commitment to social democracy for all. 'This is a vision that has been much blurred of

recent. The nation's inattention to the needs and promise of urban youth is a spiritual

failure of the first magnitude and a catastrophic mistake that saps our national strength.

To address this challenge, the nation's city schools mobilized -- with the blessing of the

White House -- to formulate the National Urban Education Goals. Over seventy national

.7-
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education, civil rights, child advocacy, city and state organizations were involved in the

process and were asked to pledge a united ten year effort in pursuit of the goals. These

goals, derived from the national ones set in Charlottesville, reflected the unique needs of

those students who are furthest away from meeting them poor urban and rural students,

The goals are as follows:

National Urban Education Goals

1. By the year 2000, schools and communities will demonstrate high expectations
for ail learners so that urban students will attain a level of achievement that
will allow them to compete successfully with students nationally and
internationally.

2. By the -:ear 2000. all urban school children will start school ready to learn.

3. By the year 2000, urban schools will increase their graduation rates so they
are at least comparable to the national average.

4. By the year 2000, urban school graduates will be fully prepared to enter and
successfully complete higher education, experience successful employment,
and exercise their responsibilities as citizens,

5. By the year 2000, urban schools will be adequately staffed with qualified
teavhers who are culturally and racially sersitive and who reflect the racial
characteristics of their students.

6. By the year 2000, urban schools will be free of drugs and alcohol, students
will be well-nourished and healthy, and schools will be well-maintained and
safe.

Each goal was accompanied by detailed objectives and promising, well-tested strategies

for reaching those goals strategies based on research and practical experience in urban

settings, strategiz. Lhat were used along with those devised by the Quality Education for

Minorities Network to bbild the "USK bill. In January. 1992, we will be releasing a report

on the status of urban schools on the goals and how we compare with the nation.

8
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We have committed oursehres, as urban school leaders, to a set of demanding national

goals by the year 2000; we have said how we are going to get there; we have said how we

will measure our progress; and we have involved an unprecedented range of groups

acknowledging that we can not get there alone.

And we cannot. The challenges faced by urban schools are too entrenched, complex,

entangled. and costly for a single agency or institution to solve. We need the assistance anri

collaboration of everyone who can help, including the federal government

*
We are, then, urging this Committee, this Congress, this Administration, to join us in

devising a "Marshall Plan" for urban and rural schook, and usingthat plan as the foundation

for broader federal support of the nation's schools. Mr. Chairman, we recommend that "vie t.

foundation for such a plan be the "Urban Schools of America (USA)" Act, a bill that serves

as the logical next step to It R3320 and provides a transition to a much larger general aid

package that we believe is necessary if the federal government is to be an equal partner in

our schools' drive to meet the goals. Important features of the "USA" bill include:

A comprehensive and systemic local program based on achieving the national
goals rather than on specific categories of children;

Flexibility to design local programs that could best meet the national goalg

An unprecedented accountability provision that would cut ovum. lands if
a school did not make progress toward the goals according to pre-set criteria;

incentive grants to schools that make unusually high progress toward the
goals, remove barriers to student achievement, and reform for the iiiture;

-9-
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Snflldent size and scale to make a real difference;

The possibility of waiving certain regulations that might impede student
achievement;

Collaboration with a wide variety of community-based, parent and private-
sector otganizationst

Resources to repair and renovate our dilapidated school buildings; and

Funds far evaluating and assessing progress on the goals.

Why this bill and why now?

Ent, the legislation is designed to dovetail with one of the nation's most important

new educational demands the need to move critical decisions down to those closest to the

children. While the Administration and the states are receiving most of the media attention,

it is the cities which are now pioneering ways to do just this. Chicago has moved toward

fully decentralized, parent/community run schools. New York is deeply engaged in school-

based management/shared decision making. as Miami has been for over a decade. And

Philadelphia is engaged in an effort of restructuring schools' strategies of governance,

instructivnal programs, assessment, and relations with local communities, parents, employers

and unwersities. Other reform and restructuring efforts can be found in Toledo, Pittsburgh,

San Diego, Rochester, Memphis, Seattle and many other cities. The TSV bill spurs these

initiatives, and helFs meet the demand to restructure by providing the greatest flexibility to

get the job done.

Second, the legislation is designed to address the growing insistence of accountability

for results. The nation's parents, taxpayers, and business community are correct in

-10-
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demanding a return on their investment. The 'USA* bill speaks to this demand by stating

that the funds should be cut off if progress is not evident. No other piece of federal

legislation has gone as far as this,

nu, the 1/SA" bill adopts one of the good ideas from President Bush's education

package by awarding success. If a low-achieving school makes unusual progress towards

the goals, then it is given extra resources. If a low-achieving scho.,1 system removes barriers

to children's learning, then it is rewarded. If a poor school system restnictures itself to meet

the needs of the children more effectively, it is provided additional funds.

foua. the bill is large enough and targeted enough to make a difference. It sends

money only to the nation's hardest pressed inner city school systems, and within those

systems, to the lowest achieving and poorest schools to conduct school-wide improvement

activities. Furthermore, it helps fill the enormous gap between what the states are able to

fund and what the inner city schools lack. It is, therefore, cost-efficient at a time when the

f deral government is concerned about its deficq but preserves the historic federal role of

serving those most in need.

Finally, the "USA" bill offers comprehensive and fandamental assistance. It seeks to

involve the entire urban community in assisting its children, including parents, colleges and

universities, businesses, labor, government, community-based groups and other agencies. It

does so in a way that significantly broadens the current federal strateg of targeting aid

11-
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based solely on the demographic characteristics of students. The "USA" bill builds on that

approach by tying all these efforts and their supponers together in a grand plan for our

schools' improvement. Let us work together to make sure that this bill lives up to its claims,

In generaL urban schools have demonstrated that additional investment is worth the

cost. Each of the major cities can poi= to programs that are making a real difference in

the lives of young people. And national studies, such as those conducted by the National

Assessment on Educational Progress (NAEP), show that academic achievement is greatest

among city and poor rural students who are receiving the benefits of newly targeted federal

assistance.

Mr. Chairman, the urban schools of this nation ask you, the Congress, to join with us

to renew our historic vows on behalf of the neediest amongst us, and move together to

reinvest in the nation's children, my children, your children, our children.

This initiative reaffirms Emma Lazarus' welcome engraved at the base of the Statue

of Liberty: *Give us your hungry, your tired, and your poor." It does not offer platitudes

based on "choice` rhetoric or fall into the 1980's selfish indifference to the homeless, the

poor, or the oppressed

If we can bail out our savings and loans, we can lift up our children. If we can build

more prisons, we can keep our schools from looking like them. If we can fashion the

50-273 0 - 92 - 3
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weapons of war, we can mastermind the tools for learning.

We are asking, then, through the "USK bill, for a broadened strategy and an enhanced

investment in improving schools where improvement is most necessary the inner cities.

We are asking that Congress seize the initiative in moving us toward our national inals.

The 'USA" bill urges that you build on the current federal strategy, not through

additional small competitive grant programs, but through comprehensive services. It

discourages systems that are self-protective and encourages collaboration. It asks for money

but demands results. And it does so through an image of educational democracy that is

unprecedented.

We ask no less of you than we ask of ourselves, our teachers, our parents, and our

students. Help us h.:4) the children who need us most desperately, and who want, most

painfully, to be part of the American dream, but who believe that it is well beyond their

reach.

Mr. Chairman, that concludes our testimony. We would be happy to answer questions.

Thank you.

f;i:
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ORGANIZATIONS SUPPORTING ME "USA' BILLS

1. American AssociaCon of EAlucational Service Agencies
2. American Association of School Administrators (AASA)
3. American Association of State Colleges and Universities (AASCU)
4. American Association of University Women
5. American Educational Research Association (AERA)
6. American Federation of Teachers (AFT)
7. American School Food Service Association
8. American Youth Work Center
9. ASFIRA Association. Inc.
10. Association of School/Business Partnership Directors
11. Center for Women's Policy Studies
12. Child Welfare League
13. College Board
14. Counc0 for Basic Education
15. Council for Educational Development and Research (CEDAR)
16. Council for Exceptional Children (CEC)
17. Council of Educational Facility Planners International
18. Council of Large Public Housing Authorities
19. Council of the Great City Schools (CGCS)
20. Cuban American National Council, Inc.
21. Food Research Action Committee (FRAC)
22. Girl Scouts of the United States of America
23. Home and School Institute
24. Institute for Educational Leadership (IEL)
25. International Reading Association
26. League of United Latin American Citizens (LULAC)
27. Mexican American Legal Defense and Education Fund (MALDEF)*
28. National Alliance of Black School Educators
29. National Assembly of Voluntary Health and Social Welfare Organizations
30. National Association of Elementary School Principals (NAESP)
31. National Association of School Psychologists
32. National Association of Secondary School Principals (NASSP)
33. National Association of Social Workers
34 National Association of State Boards of Education (NASBE)
35. National Association of State Coordinators for the Education of I lomeless Ch ldren and

Youth
36. National Association of Title I/Chapter 1 Parents
37. National Collaboration for Youth
38. National Committee for Citizt Is in Education
39. National Council for the Social Studies
40, National Council of Educational Opportunity Msociations
41. National Council of Teachers of English
42 National Dropout Prevention Center
43. National Education Association (NEA)

6
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44. National Federation of State High School Associations
45. National Institute for Women of Color
46. National League of Cities (NL.C)
47. National Parent/Teachers Association (rTA)
48. National School Boards Association (NSBA)
49. National School Public Relations Association (NSPRA)
50. National School Safety Center
51. National Urban League, Inc.
52. Quality Education for Minorities Network (Q.E.M.)
53. U.S. Conference of Mayors
54. Work, Achievemem, Values and Education. Inc. (WAVE) (formerly 7,001, Inc.)
55. Youth Build, USA
56. Youth Service America

"Supparts 5.1133 only
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HOUSE CO-SPONSORS OF ME 'USA" BILL (H.R.1669)

Abercrombie, Neil (1)-H1)
Ackerman. Gary (1)-NY)
Andelson. Glenn (D-CA)
Au Coin, Les (13-OR)
Berman, Howard (1)-CA)
Bonior, Dave (D-MI)
Borski, Robert (D-PA)
CampbelL Ben (D-CO)
Clay, William (1)-MO)
Coleman, Ron (1)-TX)
Collins. Cardiss (1)-11.)
Conyers, John (D-MI)
Coyne. William (D-PA)
De Lauro, Rosa (D-CT)
De llums, Ron (D-CA)
Dicks, Norm (D-SC)
Dixon, Julian (D-CA)
Dymally. Mery (D-CA)
Eckart, Dennis (D-OH)
Edwards, Don (D-CA)
English, Glenn (D-OK)
Fascell, Dante (1)-FL)
Flake, Floyd (1)-NY)
Foglietta. Thomas (1)-PA)
Ford. Harold (D-TN)
Frank, Barney (I)-MA)
Frost, Martin (D-TX)
Rater. Jaime (13-PR)
Gray, William(D-PA)
Hayes, Charles(D-1L)
Hertel, Dennis (1)-MI)
Hun land, Peter (D-NE)
r 'rnes-Norton, Eleanor (D-DC)
- rson, WAIliam (D-LA)
1i es, Ben (13-GA)
Kaptur. Marcy (13-0H)
Kennelly, Barbara (D-cr)
Kopetski, Mike (1)-OR)
LaFalce, John (D-NY)
Laughlin, Greg (D-TX)
Lehman, William (D-CA)
Lewis, John (1)-GA)
Lipinski, William (13-IL)

'Principle Sponscr

50-273 0 - 92 - 4

Lloyd, Marilyn (D-TN)
Manton, Tom (13-NY)
Martinez, Matthew (1)-CA)
Matsui. Robert (D-CA)
McDermott, Jim (D-WA)

Kweisi (D-MD)
Minet, Norm (1)-CA)
Moody, Jim (D-WI)
Nowak, Henry (D-NY)
Oberstar, Jim (D-MN)
Owens, Major (D-NY)
Payne, Donald (D-Ni)
Pelosi, Nancy (1)-CA)
Perkins, Chris (D-KY)
Pickett, Owen (D-VA)
Rangel, Charles (D-NY)
Roe, Robert (D-NJ)
Romano, Mazzoli (D-KY)
Ros-Lehtinen. Deana (R-FL)
Rose-Collins, Barbara (D-M1)
Roybal, Ed (D-CA)
Russo, Marty (0-1L)
Sanders, Bernie (I-VT)
Savage, Gus (D-IL)
Sawyer. Thomas (D-OH)
Scheuer, James (D-NY)
Schroeder, Patricia (D-CO)
Schumer, Charles (D-NY)
Serrano, Jose (1)-NY)
Slaughter, Louise (1)-NY)
Smith, Larry (13-FL)
Solarz, Steve (0-NY)
Stokes, Louis (13-0H)
Studds, Gerry (DNA)
Towns, Edolphus (13-NY)
Washington, Craig (D TX)
Waters, Maxine (0-CA)
Weiss. Ted (D-NY)
Wheat, Alan (1)-MO)
Wolpe, Howard (0.-M1)
Wyden, Ron (13-0R)
Yates, Sid (1)-1L)
Zelif. Bill (R-N11)
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ESTIMATED 'USA' GRANTS TO ELIGIBLE CITIES'

$:17(1111c_0/ ;30094 Dial051

Meeting
Goals
Title. I

Rapairing
Schools
Title

. _

Evi %Ming
Results

1111e III Total

ALASKA
Amin/gage Anchorage S 9. $7,142.500 S7870.500 $424,n03 S15,1347.0(10

ALABAMA
Parmsnghtim Thiauaghzurl 8 D 11,122.500 8,464.1Rk1 456,000 17.031,300Motule Mobile County SD. 12825,030 11.161.000 720000 26,910102
thintrAlls Huntavilk City W. 4,702,100 400 Z4000 907000

ARIZONA
Mesa Mesa Umfied S D 11.542.300 I: 028,500 648.000 24,219000Town Town Unified #1 10,687,500 I 1. L/7,100 600.000 22.425.000Menu riming H 8 #210 3,462.500 VI 2.500 200000 7,47ANCI

Washington 8 1) #6 4,112.M0 4.106,500 212,000 8.671.000Scottsdale #4$ 1,705000 3.861.000 20K000 7.774,000
Dem Valley #47 2.850000 2.970,000 160,0IX) 5,980,000
Cartwng,M S D #81 2.561000 2,671.000 144,000 5.382,14X)
Paradise Vailcv 44845,000 5,049,000 272.000 10,166,000

ARKANSAS
Lolly Rix* I ink Ito& S.D. 5.110,000 5,146,000 248,000 10.764,000

CALIFORNIA
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Chairman KILDEE. Thank you very much, Dr. Garcia. I will start
with a couple of questions first on urban schools, then we will go to
rural schools.

One of the comments that was made, I think, Dale mentioned it,
was about sitting around a home in a rural area saying there is
nothing to do here. You know in the 1920's, and 1930's, and 1940's
that was said, and people came to Flint, Michigan or Detroit, to
Dale Kildee's district. or Bill Ford's district.

I think probably the largest single group in my district are
southerners, and they came up. And now, strangely, parents are
saying to their kids, "There is nothing for you to do here in the
urban areas too."

So maybe the circuit has closed, and there are some similarities
that there are some unique problems in the urban areas, some
unique problems in the rural areas, but some problems too that are
common, and we have to address those.

And I do know that many of the people from Kentucky and West
Virginia are kind of looking back "home" again, because there is
nothing to do in the cities.

As our Nation experiences greater social and economic prob-
lemsand we certainly are experiencing those right nowvery
often rural America feels those first, and inner city urban America
feels those first. In the urban areas these conditions changed the
expectations of what services schools are expected to provide in the
urban areas. Could you, both of you, just tell us how your role and
the role of the schools have changed in the urban areas?

Mr. PROPHET. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Let me give you an ex-
ample of a real live development that has occurred in one city in
Portland, but it has occurred in many places. But we are a micro-
cosm, and since I am here I can give this example.

We have in Portland a school system that is demographically di-
verse in terms of having areas that are very highly affluent, areas
that are middle class, and areas that are absolutely terribly at the
lowest end of the socioeconomic spectrum.

In those areas, in the latter category, where we may have clients
who have their children, young women who become pregnant,
these young women when they become pregnant sometimes have
diseases. These young women sometimes when they become preg-
nant and, of course, can in fact bear drug babies.

We have in Portland an increasing number of children who were
born as drug babies. If you talk with the people at the Doernbecher
Hospital in Portland, and they ask you how much does it cost 1
year to have a drug baby in residence, this director will tell you
anywhere from $75,000 to $100,000 a year. He will tell you further,
therefore there is no economic answer when there are thousands
and thousands such babies being born.

Now, to deal directly with your question on this one point. The
schools are expected to prevent that condition from developing. We
are expected to, number one, hopefully to prevent this young
woman from having the baby. Number two, if she has the baby in
some way, we are expected to know how to educate this child. We
are expected to know how to diagnose, how to find out what the
difficulties are in educating this child.
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And the expectations of the community is no less for the drug
baby than for the other baby, because this is something which, as
you look at all the literature and all the rhetoric about American
education, its accomplishments and/or its failure, this is an area
which has been far overlooked.

By the same token, let's assume that this young woman has her
baby, and she drops out of school. The expectation is that we do not
permit her to drop out of school. But let s assume we get her back
in school, that you helped us do that.

You have passed and we have in effect throughout America now
something called The Family Support Act, which says that if this
young woman comesshe is on welfare, she is getting $408 a
month on welfare, you have said to her the last year and a half or
so that, "Either, young woman, you go back to school or you will
lose your $408." This young woman does come back to school, she
gets her $408.

But when she gets her $408 to come back to school, suddenly no
one is there to take care of her child. We are expected as a school
system to take care of her child. $408 was enough to take care of
her and her child when she could take care of her child, but with
her not being able to take care of her child that means that you
cannot do that with $408.

And so I could follow, Mr. Chairman, the progress of this person
all the way through our school system. I could follow whether it is
her or her family, the various services that they get, and to the
extent that the social fabric of our political and other governmen-
tal systems become dysfunctional.

It is the school that is looked upon as being a family support
center to do all of these things. So the expectations is whatever
goes wrong, the schools will fix it. ,hnd I have given you one profile
of one type student. I have 50 profiles of that kind, but you don't
have time to hear all the other profiles, of the immigrant student
and all the other kinds. You know, the student who has been a
gang member who has come from Los Angeles, up I-5, you know.
There are many, many, many profiles.

But whatever it is, Mr. Chairman, the schools are expected to fix
it, but America doesn't even think about the fact that the schools
are asked to fix it. They are only looking at what are schools doing
in terms of student achievement. But those arethat is one exam-
ple, sir,

Chairman KILDEE. Thank you.
Dr. Garcia.
Dr. GARCIA, Well you spoke earlier about your perception of driv-

ing through cities and seeing permanent underclass developing in
the cities. Dr. Prophet spoke about one characteristic of that.

The issue on dropout prevention and dropout consideration, the
statistics nationally are that large percentages of our African
American students, a large percentages of our Hispanic students,
Native American students are dropping in disproportionate num-
bers through others in large cities.

How one addresses that requires a tremendous amount of indi-
vidual attention, small alternative kinds of programs for many of
these youngsters, and a lot of intervention with a lot of community
organizations.
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One, in particular, institution that Dr. Prophet referred to, but
not defined, is the changing nature of the family. Most kids who
are at risk come from families that are very, very dysfunctional.
How does one in an urban school environment intervene and iden-
tify ways of helping parents help their children?

All of these require very creative new strategies and approaches,
not only by the school administration but by the teachers, by the
business leadership, and by the community organizations within
that city. So the characteristics of education today have changed
dramatically from the period that you referred to in your opening
question.

Chairman K/LDEE. One follow-up question and I will defer to Mr.
Good ling, then I want to get to some rural questions then also.

In looking around Flint, Michigan, I see young ladies giving birth
to children, and wondering whetherwell questioning, with good
reason, whether they really have parenting skills and what is the
role of the school in helping those young ladies develop parenting
skills?

Mr. PROPHET. Okay, sir. Excellent question, and we happen to
have, along with the assistance of Congressman Wyden from
Oregon, implemented a program in Portland in which is incorpo-
rated the parenting skills component.

I was mentioning earlier about the Family Support Act, and that
these young women are coming back to school. We, in fact, have
incorporated into that particular course parenting skills. It is a
program that is done in concert with the Children Services Divi-sion of our State, with our county, with our city, with our private
industry accounts, and with the school system, as well as with the
Human Resources Development Institute.

In your city, sir, I have had the pleasure over the course of thelast 9 months, since you were talking about that, of working with
your superintendent, Nat Bert ley. You may know Judy Lanier,
who is the Dean of the College of Education at Michigan State Uni-
versity, and she in working with the Governor and others are hope-
fully over the period of time, the next 3 or 4 years, going to work
in 13 or 14 cities and establish, in addition to professional develop-
ment schools in places such as Flint where university teachers and
experts, and so forth, are working with teachers, also this whole
new institutional configuration.

We now have a middle school in Flint. We have one in Muskegon
Heights, and in Lansing. And that whole milieu of the teaching of
social support services, parenting, and things that go beyond the
normal educational expectations are now there being very effec-
tively, generically incorporated into a new mosaic of an educational
delivery system. Not only just for the child but for the family as
well.

We, in fact, have parenting classes in community schools in
many of our cities. And I am sure that most of the cities in Amer-
icain fact Flint is the founder, is the father, so to speak, of com-
munity school concept, but we are involving parents who either arein school or parents who have kids in school, in parenting. And
that, we feel, is one of our new charges and one of our new very
valued obligations. Thank you.

F-7
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Mr. GARCIA. I might just add, Mr. Chairman, that prior to
coming to Tucson, I was Superintendent of the Kansas City, Mis-
souri Public Schools. And Missouri has a tremendous program
called Parents as Partners.

In Kansas City, we were working with parents of 3 and 4 year
old children on a weekly basis, on helping them develop parenting
skills in general, and parenting skills and particulars that related
to working with their kids in schools.

And that was an extremely successful program, and I speak very,
very highly of the Missouri program for that.

Chairman KILMER. I think it is important that we recognize too
that parenting skills are more than a one gender skill.

Mr. PROPHET. The young men are-1'm sorry, Mr. Chrirman. But
the young men are permitted to attend on a voluntuiy, I quote. vol-
untary basis. Thank you, sir.

Chairman KILDEE. Very good. Mr. Good ling.
Mr. GOODLING. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. First of all, I want to

welcome the students. I was an educator for 23 years. and I always
say since I left that I miss all of the students, most of my employ-
ees, and some of the parents.

[Laughter.]
Mr. GOODLING. I would encourage the panel not to encourage us

just to send more money. I can take Superintendent Prophet back
10 years beyond. He got into the 1970's and the 1980's, I, the 1960's
and the 1970's. I was the recipient of all those misguided programs
from the Federal level in the 1960's, with lots of money. And I can
take you out to schools, if they haven't thrown them away by this
time, and show you more TV sets, more overhead projectors, more
film strips, more books, et cetera, collecting dust.

The money was there, we were supposed to spend it. No compre-
hensive plan, nothing that brought about systemic change. And I
haven't seen anything up until the last couple of years bring about
any systemic change on the local level, on the State level, or on the
Federal level.

It would be my hope that once and for all we are beginning to
see a movement that will provideand I think it was Superintend-
ent Garcia used the word comprehensivea comprehensive ap-
proach to making changes that are going to make a difference.

When I came to Congress, I think our contribution was about $5
billion, now it is $32 billion, and it is another $2 billion for Head
Start. But we are in the business down here, and it is getting worse
because now that education is sexy, not only everybody on the com-
mittee has a program that they want to push, but 1 guarantee
every committee has a program.

I was just a conferee on the Intelligeoce Authorization bill. I
don't know why I even went. They had it cut and dried, sealed and
delivered. They are now in the business of education, and they sug-
gested that maybe they could get some money from our committee.
I said, "Well you could get it all if you would do all the work
through our committee and not 20 other committees."

We don't know what the left hand does around here, and we du-
plicate, and it is a tragedy. But it is getting worse, unfortunately,
rather than better. So I guess what I am saying is that come and
keep preaching the comprehensive program, come and keep
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preaching something that is going to bring about systemic change.
Don't just say, "Send us more money." Because we have done a lot
of that.

The Chairman and I served on the Budget Committee, and I
think we got more than our share every time. The budget commit-
tee wrapped up the proceedings, got blessed, cussed, and everything
else because we ran away with a lion's share.

But I don't know if we have made a difference just by pouring in
more money. So I hope. You know, I was just looking at all the dif-
ferent bills that have been introduced, and we will soon have
enough councils, and we will soon have enough assistant superin-
tendents, et cetera, et cetera, we won't get any money out to the
people like you, who are going to do something with it, because we
will have spent it all in the bureaucratic process.

So, I hope we can get some comprehensive program that will
bring about systemic change and that we will get the most bang for
the few bucks that we can scrape up. But, as I said, we have been
fairly lucky, I think, in getting the amount that we have been able
to get.

To the superintendents, I sympathize. I don't know whether I
could cut the mustard if I went back to that at the present time.
Until we are finished playing a bank, a cooperative is now a bank
thing, I may have to go back into the private sector somewhere.
But maybe I will go back to being ato the impossiLc job today,
and that would be the high school principal. I tried that for 10
years too.

But again, I appreciate your coming. I hope that we can not talk
about rural and not talk about urban, and can talk about a com-
prehensive program that will bring about systemic change.

The rural poor are probably the poorest in the country because,
unfortunately, there are no services out there even if they could
get to them in many instances And so, hopefully, we can look
equally.

When this gentleman's father was the Chairman of the commit-
tee, guarantee you every formula was geared in that direction. I
can guarantee when Chairman Hawkins was the Chairman, every
formula was geared to the two gentlemen sitting behind you. So
now we will try to come up with one that won't go to Michigan, but
will go as a matter of fact to a comprehensive program that will
bring about change, and all will be treated equally. Thank you, Mr.
Chairman.

Chairman K1LDEE. Thank you, Mr. Good ling. The Chairman of
the subcommittee has in his district an urban area, Rust Belt
America, wheat farmers, beef farmers, hog farmers. I have kind of
a cross section, a microcosm of America. The bulk of my people are
urban, but I do have the advantage of recognizing we have a rural
America too.

Mr. GooDLING. I forgot both the Chairman of the full committee
and the Chairman of the subcommittee are from Michigan.

[Laughter.
I probably should have chosen some other State.
Chairman liti,nEE. The President of the NEA is from Michigan

too.
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Mr. GOODLING. He has never even asked for an appointment with
me, so apparently Pennsylvania doesn't count.

Chairman KILDEE. We will arrange that appointment. Now it is
my pleasure to call upon the chief sponsor of the Rural Schools of
America Act of 1991, my good friend, Chris Perkins.

Mr. PERKINS. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I very much appreciate
you holding this hearing today, and I would like to thank you tor
trying to continue in this endeavor to look at some of the problems
and solutions that we have in education in America today.

I would like to thank all the panelist for giving us their views on
the subjects of that. I would like to especially welcome the Deputy
Superintendent of the Schools in Kentucky, LGiS Adams-Rodgers. It
is good to have you with us today.

Ms. ADAMS-RODGERS. Thank you. It is nice to be here.
Mr. PERKINS. Of course, it is very good to look at some of the

things that are going on in Kentucky. With the reform effort you
were describing that is occurring in Kentucky today, how long do
you think it is going to be before you see some sort of measurable
results, and how are you going to measure those results?

Ms. ADAMS-RODGERS. Thank you. That is an excellent question.
and one that perhaps is a unique question to ask when you are
thinking about a State legislature that meets every 2 years, and a
Governor that changes every 4 years.

Typically, the pendulum has swung from one side to the other
and we haven't ever had a piece of legislation that had time lines
that were realistic. The actual time lines in the Reform Act for the
various component parts being implemented have about a ti year
span, which is the first unique portion.

The systemic nature of change generally is going to take a while
for us to see change. I talked about the preschool program being
implemented, and 1S,000 students in that preschool program who
are at-risk, who typically have not been served before,

As those children move through their K-12 program, we will see
changes. As the primary school is implemented we will see
changes. On the other hand. we are already implementing thisspring

Mr. PERKINS. Just one question there about those 1S,000, briefly.
Ms. ADAMS-RODGERS. Sure.
Mr. PERKINS. Are there any plans to go after not just those eligi-

ble under the school lunch formula, but those who have problems,
such as learning disabilities, or anything along those lines?

Ms. ADAMS-RODGERS. Right. The issue that was used, or the for-
mula that was used did focus on those children eligible tbr free
lunch. There has been. from my understanding just this week, a
pre-filed bill with this session of the General Assembly that will
look at other 4 year old students. School districts were given flexi-
bility, if they had the space and the resources under this act to
serve more than just those at-risk students.

And some districts were able to do that. Some have contracted
with current Head Start Programs, other private providers, to
assure that programs are being provided for 4 year old eligible stu-
dents. So I think yes, we will see more stadents being involved.
And, in fact, we may see all 4 year old students being eligible for
the program at a future day.
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The accountability piece that is in place with the Reform Act as
well actually starts this spring, and school districts will have a test-
ing program implemented at grades 4, 8 and 12, which will serve as
a baseline statistic against which they are measured.

And there will be growth against themselves. They will be meas-
ured against themselves over the next 2 years. There will be test-
ing each year in that mandatory testimony program, and then they
must show a movement of growth for the students in that program.
That is the mandatory assessment.

We are looking at implementing a continuous assessment pro-
gram that is also performance based focus, which will include all
students every year. So the accountability piece is going to be in
place very soon.

The actual systemic change, again because change anti systemic
change takes time, is what we are attempting to help not only our
school district folks realize, and our State Department folks realize,
but also our supporters, the communities, the parents, the business
community understand the time that is required in order to see the
actual change.

We will see some things with the technology in place. We will
also see the fact that the primary school will make a difference for
students. So I see this light on. I have not seen this before. I think
that means caution.

Mr. PERKINS. Let me ask one other question, if we are getting
low on time here. And that is, considering the fact that we have
and this, I'm not just pressing you, Lois, but I'm asking generally
in terms of the needs of rural education, what areas other than
more moneywhich let's take as a given that we need more
money. What specific areas do you think in terms of the targeting
of resources are most in need of those additional funds presently?

And, I suppose, does Kentucky's needs with their new system
differ from those that you would see in other rural systems around
the Nation? Which perhaps Dale could talk about as well.

Mr. LESTINA. I don't think they differ a whole lot. They would
have a little different shade to them. I think that in rural areas
and urban areasto pick up on Chairman Kildee's remarkthe
danger of a permanent underclass in both areas is critical.

And we can take a lesson, I think, from other countries who have
gone through that. When that gets to be large enough and bad
enough, they rise up the underclass and takes what it is that they
are looking for. We don't need to go through that if we are smart
and wise, and make our investment.

I thiiik one of the big things that we could do that wouldn't cost
a nickel, in the next big piece of legislation that moves forward, is
to emphatically establish education as a Federal right for all Amer-
ican citizens.

See, that is not the cast, now. Along with that does go some as-
sistance for dollars from the Federal level. Now the rural and
urban bills are written so that they are very compatible, and can
go together for the comprehensive piece that Mr. Good ling was just
speaking about, in rolling them together.

But now for the rural school areas, the struggling, as you know,
just to exist in the areas of population drop and in the areas of
property value drop, and a dual problem of funding schools and

bL
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economic revitalization that is needed, just to get the critical mass
that is necessary to be able to offer the kinds of course that are
needed for today's jaw, that is something that I think is very
common across rural America.

The area that I think in targeting an investment, one of the big
areas is in the area of technology and distance learning. To be able
to offer those kinds of courses that also transcends and has applica-
tions, in my judgement, in urban areas as well.

And what we really need to harken back to last week's testimony
is physical advocates, in that wewhen we say, you know, just
don't ask for more money, we are not just asking for more money,
as Mr. Good ling pointed out, just for a whim. This is a crying need
for America's economic survival.

And right now the investment the Federal Government is put-
ting in is just 6 percent. Well, I think that the dollar need is much
higher than that from the Federal Government's commitment.

Ms. ADAMS-RODGERS. Is there time to address
Chairman KILDRE. Yes. The red light only applies to the mem-

bers, not to the witnesses.
Ms. ADAMS-RODGERS. Okay. Thank you. I think one of the things

that we are really putting our hope in is the development of the
Family Resource Youth Center concept. And our superintendent
friends from the urban area I can very much appreciate. I have
been a superintendent also, and actually come from an urban area.

But it is essential that we realize that we are addressing the
issue, as Harold Hodgkinson referred to in a recent article in the
capping of fixing the leaky roof. And we can't continue to band-aid
just with programs that are isolated and fragmented, but we must
address the whole issue of the family and the service needs of that
family.

Through the development of these Family Resource Youth Serv-
ice Centers, we believe that the interagency coordination is there,
and it is not going to be an easy task. In fact, it is going to be a
very difficult task, but we each, each agency has resources that
affect those same children.

And until we can wipe the turf away and actually realize that
we are attempting to serve the needs of the total child, not just the
8 a.m, to 3 p.m. time the school is responsible for, but rather a
wrap around service for that child.

We have addressed in rural areas for many, many years the
issue of eyeglasses and physicals and other health services and food
for the family and assisting the family who has been burned out.
We could go on and on. So our needs are very similar. The magni-
tude may be different, but the needs are similar.

So we believe that the issue of putting resources, and the forced
coordination, I guess I would say, of the resources of all of the
agencies to affect the childbecause the child is the same child.
And, in fact, these are the only children we are going to get. There
is nothere are notparents are not holding back their best kids.
We have got all the kids that are going to come to us,

Chairman KILDEE. The Chair will call upon members in order of
appearance. Mr. Jefferson.

Mr. JEFFERSON. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I would like to say.
starting out, that the bringing together of the urban and rural wit-
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nesses today, testimony oday, and hearing today, to covec both
areas exhibits a kind of genius, Mr. Chairman, because it rect,g-
nizes that what we ought to be doingam: I wish Mr. Good ling
was here, b....cause I wanted to make some brief response to himis
to target the resources of the Federal Government in the areas
where we have the largest problems and can do the most good.

And where we do not, there really is no hope that the national
goals that are being set can be met by the country as a whole,
unless we have them target on the areas where we have the great-
est need. And we have those areas identified here.

Granted that there may be different approaches that are needed
in the urban areas as opposed to the rural areas. But if we don't
attack the problems of these two areas, there is no way there can
be any success on the road toward reaching the national goals.

And so I think, Mr. Chairman, that it is important that we keep
these two interest groups, if you will, married in this process, that
we talk about them together. And, as I have told our colleague,
Chris Perkins, and we have talked about it, not only do the two
groups together represent, I think, a great constituency in the Con-
gress and in the country, but also it is the only way we are going to
really reach the national goals on any time table that makes any
sense if we target these areas.

We can't do everything that we all want to do, but we can cer-
tainly provide the leadership and provide some direction and rro-
vide a great deal of programmatic support and certainly research
support to help lead the way for local government and State gov-
ernment to buy into what is happining here and to get involved in
solving some of the problems.

I want to just address this bill. I will take another license if I
might, Mr. Chairman, without taking all my time to make a
speech. This bill, unlike the President's bill, just doesn't talk about
goals. It talks about some steps calculated to reach the goals, and
that is a very important distinction.

One of them that we find in urban areas that is a most severe
problem, I think, is the environment that our children have to try
to learn in. The deteriorated buildings, the poor safety conditions,
the drugs and violence. And I want you to talk, if you would, Dr.
Prophet or Dr. Garcia, about the importance of having these issues
addressed, and the importance of having the Federal Government
get into addressing them now.

Because, overall it seems to me the issue is how ii we offer
each child the same opportunity in the setting in which they must
be educated. And the Federal Government has been involved in
equity in education for all these years, and this now emerges as a
very important equity issue, in my judgement. I want to know how
you felt about it, and if you agree with me on that.

Mr. PROP/WT. I certainly do, Congressman Jefferson. I think one
way of kind of retrospectively looking at how the whole physical
facilities and overall environment has developed is to look back on
the reality when American pope lation was undergoing reasonably
rapid expansion during the first 1.0 or 30 years of the 20th century,
where many. many buildings wei e being built at the time. It was
one of the multiple waves of immigrants who were coming.
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Then after World War II, when you had increased urbanization,
but at the same time suburbanization, if persons were to move out-
side of the basic concentric urban circle of a standard metropolitan
statistical area, you then began to get into the 1950's and the
1960's the development of newer buildings in suburbia.

So taking just from the grassroots it is, I think, looking that one
can graphically conceptualize the evolution of the situation, where-
as in urban American, particularly in the East Coast, the New
Yorks, the Philadelphias, and even in the mid-West, the Detroits,
and Chicagos, where a lot of those constructions are really occur-
ring, you go look at those buildings, 1910, 1915, 1920, 1925, so those
buildings are 75 years old.

In suburbia, though, they are not without their problems, you
have what is relatively a newer physical infrastructure that is
there. Then, without raising the ire of Mr. Good ling, because I
want to be very cautious here, we did in fact run into serious physi-
cal difficulties in the 1970's and in the 1980's, and in th? 1960's for
that matter.

And when school distrietz were called upon with the advent of
higher educational expectations and things of that kind, to balance
their budgets, to give contracts to newly emerging professional or-
ganizations in the form of unions, to do more for youngsters to
have equal educational opportunity, and at the same time during
the 1970's when we got into an ecooamic inflatioTI the reverse of
where we are now, to where you had 14, 15, 10 pe: cent inflationary
pressures upoe us in the late 1970's, the only place that we could
go to get money to provide educatioral services was from the physi-
cal facilities budget.

So ait u. us throughout America robi ed the physical facilities
badget. And since 1974, 1975, 1976, I would say until the current
tin.e, 1 woui0 venture tt say in 95 percent of the urban school sys-
tetes of Aim -ica ..ery f..w of them havP been abl. to do anything
'!lose to builning a kiaci of physical infrastructure that would pro-
vide a fcandation for the restoration and renovation of a physical
facilities plant.

You can go ir, ',Iludings where roofs re decayed, there are build-
, -igs in this co..otly where they are classilkd La this is a 10 bucket
'ouilding, Pr a 91! bucket build-toe Yau go into those that the win-
dows are decayed there.

We still hey ene problem though, there are certain Federal req-
uisitesand I can speak fer Poitland, we have done a remarkable
job there but that is 'oecause we have been fortunate with our tax-
payersthe asbestos requirements, something that we didn't even
know about when these buildings were being built, that is still
there.

As you speak of sccurity, that is an ever growing problem in
urban America. We would like to have what we would consider to
be drug-free zones, or zones in which certain activities could not
occur. But our schools and our communities are still threatened be-
cause on the one hand we want to be open to society, we want all
people to come in. By the same token, we have to by default give
access to our students, and to our kids of peopleexcuse my ex-
pressionoff the streets without, in many instances, having the
kind of security that we want.
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The other thing is just a psychological condition. If you have sur-
roundings for young people that are not conducive to learning, and
they are not healthful, they are not bright and celebrious, and
is just not the kinds of conditions we want at all.

IBut for the most part, and in summary, we have been forced, by
virtue of the mere physical realities of the evolution of the physical
infrastructure of American schools, to have urban schools to be in
a higher state of disrepair than in other areas.

One last example, New York City it is estimated would require$5 billion to $6 billionthey have a million kids there, to bring
their school system up to what one would consider to be moderate-
ly acceptable.

Portland, which is a school srtzm with one-twentiety the size,for example, of New York, I have spent and my board has spent
$100 million in the last 10 years. We brought our school system
where we think it is reasonably okay. But we could spend another
$100 million, because we have a $1 billion physical plant that the
taxpayers have paid for, and if it is permitted to deteriorate, the
replacement costs become inordinately more costly than the initial
costs that were incurred when these structures were first built. Soit is a tremendous need.

I would like to make one last point. The $1.5 billion figure, which
may be a question that was derived, was not a figure out of the top
of our heads. We surveyed the physical facilities, questions wereasked. It is really estimnted that something closer to $5 billion an-
nually over the course uf the next 9 years would be needed. And we
have generally only gone, you know, less than one-third or so, in
terms of asking what we need as help.

And it is tough to pass bonds, you know, for physical buildings.
Most of the bonds that are passed are passed not necessarily for
the construction of new buildings; they are generally for expanding
enrollments and things of this kind. Thank you.

Mr. GARCIA. Everything that Dr. Prophet has said is true. I
would only add a couple of things, and one is that the reasons the
bonds issues have failed in many of our large cities is that the
inner-city has become predominantly m:nority, and low-based, lowtax base.

And the majority community has refused to support, over aperiod of 20 or 30 yerrs, construction of new facilities or renova-
tions or new facilities. And they work to achieve the goals that we
want to achieve by the year 2000.

The expectations and the climate for that instructional program
in our inner-city schools has to reflect a belief in the future. And
for many of these kids and for many of the teachers teaching in
those schools, they have lost that sense of the future. And facilities
are extremely important to create that climate.

In Kansas City we were successful through a court desegregation
case to renovate and redo our whole physical infrastructure, at acost of $1 billion. In Tucson, we were successful in passing a bond
issue of half a billion dollars for the next 7 years.

It is extremely critical that we are able to stay ahead of our
building needs and our maintenance of our facilities if we are goingto create the climate for kids to learn in those schools and for
teachers to reach effectively in those schools.
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Chairman KILDEE. As an aside here, I have been in school build-
ings in America that a Federal judge would not allow us to keep
prisoners in. nat's a fact. Matter of fact, we have built a new jail
in Genesee County, Michigan at the order of the Federal Court, hut
I have yet to see a Federal Court ordering us to build a new school.
And we had no choice over that. The taxes had to be used, and the
bonds issued.

But I have been in schools that it is a fact that a Federal Judge
would look at and say. "You can't keep people here in this build-
ing." And some Federal judges have been very assiduous at order-
ing jail construction, but they have not yet got involved in ordering
school construction. Just an aside for some thought.

Ms. ADAMS-RODGERS. Might I speak to the issue of facilities in
rural areas?

Chairman KILDEE. Certainly. The red light is still on, and the
witnesses are still talking.

Ms. ADAMS-RODGERS. We, in Kentucky, in fact just recently there
was an article in one of our larger newspapers regarding a school
in far eastern Kentucky that has a cafeteria located actually adja-
cent to the school building, on stilts.

We have a problem in eastern Kentucky with subsurface rights,
and so schools when they are purchasing property in order to build
facilities must very carefully make sure that nothing is done below
the surface that will affect the structure and the resources on top
of the surface. And so those issues, again it is a magnitude issue as
well.

In Kentucky we have seenin fact, I was in a school system that
was growing at the rate of 16 percent a year, one of the few coun-
ties in Kentucky that was growing. And the cost for school con-
structions are phenomenal, they are out of sight, and it is very dif-
ficult to commit the type of budgetaryor make the type of budg-
etary commitment to the instructional program as well as to the
capita construction program that is necessary.

So I am very sympathetic to that need, but I do want to point out
that it is truly a need that exists in both places. One of magnitude,
but certainly exists.

Chairman KIIDEE. Mr. Petri.
Mr. PETRI. Thank you. I apologize for being a little late. Just

looking at the framework of these two acts, I am tilled with appre-
hension that schools in my district miglit lall between them. I have
no urban center of 200,000 or more, and yet my rural areas all
have joint school districts, and I think many have more than 2.:"M0
students in their systems.

One of my most rural counties. Calumet County, has one ward
that is in the City of Appleton, so the little rural hospital there
qualifies for urban reimbursement. So that may be considered a
ma& metropolitan area.

I m just curious if you are at all willing, as we work on the Rural
Schools of America Act and these other acts, to fine tune some of
the definitions if there are people who fall between the cracks and
who are in truly rural areas.

The largest town in my district is 15,000, and we rapidly go down
from there. I have many counties which don't even have an alectric
stop and go light, or didn't until recently. I am very familiar with
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the little z,,hite schoolhouse, having grown up in the country. We
still have them. They have mainly been turned into town halls and
voting places and little museums.

And it is really a wonderful thing that people do keep that alive,and keep it as a kind of a symbol of town government and rural
democracy. Because this schoolhouse embodied one of the commit-
ments we made as a community to have an educated population so
we could have a working democracy.

But anyway, my only question is what about those of us who
may fall through this particular safety net?

Mr. LESTINA. In the rural bill that Mr. Perkins and others have
drafted, it is not just the 2,500 student population. There is an or inthere, and that isand I wanted to check this back with you, Con-
gressman Petri, is that there is a 15 percent below the poverty line,and we crafted that hoping that that would catch. It's notyou
don't have to meet both. It is one or the other in order to qualify.

And I would think that in that case, many of what we are talk-
ing about there, being that it is a 15 percent figure on the rural
side, would meet your concern. The other part that I would like to
emphasize is that, of course, I am always willing, open and wanting
to cooperate with you on anything that goes forward.

Chairman K1LDEE. Perhaps we can have a Perkins-Petri-Jefferson
Act here, all together here.

All right, Mrs. Mink? Mr. Reed?
Mr. REED. Thank you. Mr. Chairman. I would like to commend

you for holding this hearing, and to particularly thank Chairman
Perkins and Mr. Jefferson for their efforts on advancing this legis-
lation, and the panel fbr their insightful and very thought provok-ing remarks.

This is an important, probably the most important topic I think
we face iii tile Nation. tbr the reasons that you all elicited so well.
And it goes to the point I think Dr Prophet alluded to, and thatmaybe this is a question really of whether we will have hope for
the next generation of Americans, not just once in school but all of
them.

And I think, as a result, this issue requires us to ask probing and
hard questions. Essentially you have come before us and asked the
Federal Government to make a massive contribution of dollars to
education, when traditionally, historically, and constitutionally,this has been primarily a State and local role.

One, I think the primary fundamental question that I should ad-dress to you all is, given the structural status of education in
America today, '_Tiven some of the inherent problems which are
within your prreogative to address, would you invest $21 million in
the Portland system today? Or $15 million in the New York
system'?

I am hearing stories a:)out school systems in which the teachers
with the least preparation, the youngest teachers, probably not the
best teachers, all find themselves in the poorest schools, while the
mature, experienced, better teachers are in the well-to-do schools in
the same system. And that is a structural problem you can deal
with.

There are a host of others. The bottom line question is if we aregoing to give you millions and millions of dollars, what should the
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localities do to cure themselves? And 1 pose that question, and do it
to help us move forward.

Mr. PROPHET. I will begin, if you want. I don't think that wc.,
should ask for, nor should you consider seriously giving to us a
blank check. I would be foolhardy in the time of economic stress, a
time when America is probably undergoing the most serious eco-
nomic recession since the Great Depression, to say that you should
be spendthrifts in Congress.

I know the pressures, at least 1 think I have some empathy for
the pressures that you are under. So we must be accountable. We
must be accountable, and we must be able, as a Deputy Superin-
tendent from Kentucky said, to have certain measurable accounta-
ble results accrue after we get into this.

By the same token, getting to the structural problem. We have in
America, again if you want to reflect historically, a structural orga-
nizational dilemma when it comes to an indefensible number of
school districts in America.

There are 15,000. So looking first structurally, first of all there
are too many school districts. You have got 15.000 school districts
here.

I am of the opinion that that number could be draniatically re-
duced, and through such reduction, there could be a commensurate
realization of certain currently expended administrative costs that
could go as a part of an investment that we need to make through
local school districts.

The problem there, of course, is that the Federal Government, by
virtue of its statutory constitutional, legalistic, legalI'm sorry,
legal status really has no authority to do whatever about how
many districts there are, unless you want to tie strings to that. You
could, in fact, have as an incentive for States and/or other local re-
gions qualifying for the funds, some kind of initiative on their part
to consolidate, because there are certain savings there.

I think also that we need to commit ourselves to what everyone
now accepts in America as the way to engender the greatest
amount of productivity in America. and that is through some kind
of site-based school improvement; that we need to move away from
the long-standing vertical hierarchial structures of' seven to eight
layers of bureaucracies and school systems, and in States that
many people cannot defend their existence. And I think we need to
broaden that, and we need to make it more of a horizontal kind of
structure.

So I think that we should be responsible to you. to show that we
are in fact going to involve communities. One of the components ofthis billI don't. know exactly what page it is on, and Michael Cas-
serly, who knows more about the entra;ls of the bill than I, can tell
you where it isbut we do have a very broad base involvement of
people, whether it is the city, the county, the citizens, nonprofit
groups, private groups, universities. students and everyone else
who is involved in that.

So the answer is. sir, we should be called to task to answer that
question for you before you give us a dime. There should be certain
strings I think that you should attach to it, and that prior to our
qual4ing for it, we should be able to give you evidence that we are
serious, and will come forward with some levels of accountability.
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Mr. REED. Let me just follow up, because again I am extremely
sympathetic to your request and I do believe we have to make this
a priority issue in our country, and not just rhetorically but with
resources and programs.

What I see, what I fear happening is that we will produce sort of
another layer through stake holders, committees, through what-
ever we call these commissions, circumventing States and trying to
get down into the classroom but without affecting the behavior of
States and of present structures.

That is why I think we need your guidance . We don't want an-
other layer or an ancillary sort of a back door approach to get
some extra money down into the schools, but not essentially
prompting, or being the catalyst for, fundamental reform.

And if I was a teacher I would Probably want to move up to a
nice, pleasant school, close to the suburbs in the central city, with
a good group of dedicated young students and parents that are con-
cerned.

That seems to be happening. And that is a challenge I think that
you have to thee every day. And rather than assuming that we will
come in with the magic bullet to cure everyone. I think you have to
work that way right now for reform in your own way.

Yes, ma'am?
Ms. ADAMS-RODGERS. If I may address again something that hap-

pened in Kentucky. And it is such a pleasure to be able to be talk-
ing about some of the real positive efforts in Kentucky, because
that has not always been the case.

One of the things that occurred in the Supreme Court decision
which was an appeal of the court case on the actual equity issue,
filed by property poor school districts, was to look at the entire
system of education. It was all deemed unconstitutional. So the
apple cart was indeed turned over.

And as a local supe-artendent at that time, I wasn't so sure that
was a good idea, because there were good pieces as well. But what
it did was get everyone's attention. And the attention given to it
has been that you are not doing the same thing a new way with
more money. you are indeed doing something differently.

And that the basic fundamental principle is that all children can
learn and will be successful. And the stretch is that we will riot be
just competitive within Kentucky or within the United States, but
it will be an international competitiveness.

Now those words have not been spoken in Kentucky in a leng
time. And it has truly gotten everyone's atiention that it is much
easier to talk about than it is to implement, which is why the legis-
lation has about a fi year time line in it.

And that is also why there are various pieces that are just funda-
mental to the change in the decision *ridging process, which brings
in the ownership at the local level, which creates the opportunity
to say to a sehool superintendent and a school council, "These are
the things at the school level that are different for our students."
And these are the kind of people v e need to implement it.

Mr, BEER If I may follow up. Have you seen, or do you anticipate
changes in terms of realignment of districts, consolidation of dis-
tricts. changes in the focal school committees. for example?

Ms. ADAMS-lit/IX:Efts. Yes,
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Mr. REED. Do your local cities and towns have school committees
which are still the primary source of educational policy?

MS. ADAMS-RODGERS. There are school boards that operate in all
of our school districts. We have 176 districts. There are 120 coun-
ties and 56 independent districts. I think by the very nature of the
funding mechanism that is now in place that we will see the need
for either a tremendous increase in local effort in those independ-
ent districts in particular, or a consolidation with the county dis-
tricts.

The school boards havethe role and responsibility of the school
boards has changed significantly with this piece of legislation. And
the school-based councils have a whole set of responsibilities in
terms of policy and accountability. And I think Dr. Prophet, what
he has said is absolutely essential, there is no reason for us to be-
lieve, expect, nor any logic in saying, "Send us more money," with-
out making sure that there is the accountability piece.

Mr. REED. Just a final point. I will make the point that my sense,
having spent several years in the State Senate in Rhode Island and
a few months here under the tutelage of our Chairman, I have ob-
served that things usually happen when the people with the money
decide that they want things to happen. When it comes to educa-
tion, it is the States and localities statistically. historically that
have that money.

I think we are all willing to participate in fundamental reform. I
just hope we are not the only participants. So that I would urge
you to, as you have done in Kentucky, apparently, and we are
doing other places, to likewise enlist the aid of the States, and I
think together, States, and cities, and towns, and the Federal Gov
ernment we can make progress. One sector trying to go forward
will, I think, invariably not make real progress.

I thank you for your testimony. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
Chairman KILDEE. Mr. Pastor.
Mr. PASTOR. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. First of all, let me apolo-

gize for being a little late. I made the quorum for a meeting. So
thank you for coming this morning, and I want to welcome my clis-
tinguished superintendent from Tucson.

Later on this afternoon, I will be voting on how to bail out the
banking system. And we are talking about a possibility of $70 bil-
lion. And it is interesting that today, this morning, we are talking
of how to invest in the future of America by investing in our chil-
dren. And we are talking about $3 billion, that I believe we lived to
be.tin investing back into our public school system to ensure that

system is viable and is producing a product that can compete
with other countries.

I know that education is a local and State responsibility, and I
recognize that. But I also recognize where there are special needs,
like in the urban schools and the rural schools, that it is a Federal
responsibility to provide resources and to get involved.

We have now national goals, adopted by the President and by
various public advocacy groups for education. As Congressman Jet=
ferson said, this bill provides some methods to achieve those goals.

And so I think my responsibility is to provide the resources to
the local level, which will develop and implement comprehensive,

S
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holistic approaches to ensure that our children are educated in asafe, caring environment.
So I will be working very hard to help the supporters of this bill

to make sure it becomes a reality. If you have any comments to
add, fine. I have no further questions, but I welcome you to. And
thank you for coming.

Mr. LEMMA. I do have a comment, Congressman Pastor. We talk
about the banking system and the Savings and Loan crisis that we
have in this country. An analogy can be made for education right
along side of that, in fact, even more so. To postscript what you
have said, that we cannot afford not to federally invest in educa-
tion in America, and in directions that we can move to do that, and
kind of requirements for Federal dollars, I would ask us to very
carefully consider providing the dollars to the school district level,
moving toward the goals, and utilizing the stake holder panels at
the local level to devise and move in that direction. But that, what
could be interpreted from Congressman Reed there is that we be
looking at a forced consolidati, of some type.

Consolidation, I think, will happen in the rural areas, and it is
voluntarily coming together in forming new school districts, and let
that happen that way. Otherwise, we are looking at something
forced th,at makes for hard feelings. And it is happening now a lot
along the lines of local athletic conferences coming together, and
what used to be separate schools are no longer that way.

But if we use that kind of approach, I think we will have the
local, the State, and the national kind of cooperation and get onwith the investment that we just have to make in education.
Thank you, sir.

Chairman KILDEE. Thank you. Let me ask a question on rural
education. I think my first two questions were urban. Whe, role
can technology play :;1 solving the unique educational concerns of
rural America? And what roles can the colleges and universities
each State has a system of colleges and universitiesplay in help-
ing address those problems?

Mr. LESTINA, Mr. Chairman, in my judgement the two go togeth-
er very well. If indeed we are going to provide to the rural students
of America exposure to the higher maths, foreign language, critical
thinking skills, and those kinds of things, it will take distance
learning, two-way technologies, utilizing the school buildings where
they presentiy exist, by operating with a teacher that may be sev-
eral miles away in another school.

So all of those students can see each other in the individual
schools and the teacher, and can ask questions and follow-up ques-
tions as though they were in the same classroom. That's what tech-
nology brings to us today.

Now with the colleges and universities in that same kind of
system, we can very nicely provide college course work and so forth
to the rural areas through that kind of technology, without the
transportation and the actual physical movement of students and/
or teachers.

This kind of thing we wen, trying to get around for several years
through the consolidation method, but with technology and the dis-
tance learning. This is a tremendous boon toward getting at therural brain pool that can go undeveloped without exposure to the
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kinds of things that both colleges and universities, and distance
learning between existing school systems taking place. Thank you.

Ms. ADAMS-RODGERS. If I may address the technology piece first.
We have an expectation by the middle of December that we will
have a design in place for the networking of all 1,366 of our schools
back through the school districts to the Department of Education,
and really to each other.

It is a networking piece of the whole technology implementation
plan, in that we have also been in dialogue with council on higher
education and, therefore, the community college system as well to
network those agencies into that same system.

It is imperative that the higher education folks realize that ele-
mentary and secondary education, and the success of our total
Reform Act impacts upon them. And, in fact, there is a shared re-
sponsibility for activity through action by the legislature and a
joint resolution that required a plan at the higher education level
for their involvement in the implementation of the Reform Act.

So those two things have actually come together by design. And
as we come into this technology system, we believe that they will
be very critical players in that.

In the eastern part of Kentucky in particular the distance learn-
ing issue has been tremendous. We have students who are able to
take probability and statistics, physics classes in a small rural high
school who would not have that opportunity. Therefore, their abili-
ty to go into a college or university for advanced study is available
to them.

It is an interactive system through the Star Channel in our Ken-
tucky education television network. So for rural Kentucky, it has a
tremendous impact, and for far eastern Kentucky in particular.

Chairman KILDEE. Doctor Prophet?
Mr. PROPHET. I know there was a question for the rural contin-

gent and their responses were outstanding. I agree one thousand
percent with what they said. There is a point I want to make here,
that perhaps this committee, if not in this setting, in some other
setting, I would hope in the future, could support.

As I mentioned earlier, I am a retired military officer, and by
virtue of having believed for many, many years that the pedagogi-
cal approach as in the military when it comes to preparing people
to do things well, I think that there is nothing on this globe, no one
on this globe that does it as well as the military forces of the
United States.

And I would alsoI will make that statement after having been
in public education for 20 years. So, there was publishedI don't
know the name of the directorate or the edict itself, but out of the
Department of Defense several months ago, a year or so ago, did
come some kind of a directive that deals with the down sizing of
the military. And, by virtue of such down sizing, the apparent cre-
ation of making available to the private sector software and hard-
ware that is no longer of need by virtue of the down sizing that is
occurring.

We are working in Portland with a Colonel Jimmy Jones, who is
the Senior Army Advisor for the State of Oregon, and more closely
with Deputy Commanding General Brady at Sixth Army in Califor-
nia, and he is in contact with the Department of Defense. And we
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believe that we could be on the verge of doing these many, manywonderful things that are being described here, at little if any cost.In other words, we recognize that much of the technology of anadvanced type that is being used in the military is for the most
part particularized to military applications. But there are someparts of it, and many parts of which, which if they are "de-
greened," taking the demilitarizedthe military parts out of it,
can be in fact applied in the private sector.

We are submitting grants to not onlywell we are submitting
grants only to the private sector, companies that are connected
with the business round table, asking them to fund that.

But we are working as a model system, as designated by General
Brady and the Department of Defense, and I think we are going to
get the approval of Chief of Staff, Colin Powell, for this.

But I only wanted to offer that to you, that this is something.
Since I have got this chance to say it, I will never have the chance
again, please help us with that if you ever hear about it, because
we do have, I'm sure in Kentucky and other places, model schoolsof a kind that are operative if we could have some assistance.

You know technology is very costly, and what the Congressman
was mentioning earlier there about the disproportionality of cer-tain teachers being in certain schools and in certain cities in Amer-ica, I'm sure that is true to some extent. I won't deny that.

It is much less true now than it was before. But you also have asymbol of kinds of disproportionality when it comes to the condi-
tion of buildings, when it comes to equipment, when it comes to
computers, when it comes to technology, when it comes to manyother things. So there are things that we can do to utilize the sur-plus, so to speak, of the military to a great advantage of American
education.

Chairman KILDEE. Your point is very good. I really think that is
an opportunity for us. I can recall at the end of World War Ilmuch of the equipment was, you know, transferred tt, the civilian
sector, and some of the technology at that time. I mentioned also in
conjunction with that that the military has been much more suc-cessful in acquiring that technology.

I mentioned last week, and I have said this many times, thatthey never had to have a bake sale to get their computers, neverhad to use the cash register receipts from Safeway or Giant. They
were well funded in that. And I know many schools had to use abake sale, maybe some of your own use that.

But I do think your point is very good, that there will be equip-
ment that can be used and people who know how to use it. I have
been impressed with the training programs in the military, usingcomputers to provide hands on training in certain areas without
really being hands on. But I appreciate your point.

Mr. PROPHET. Yes, sir.
Chairman KILDEE. Mr, Perkins, do you have any additional ques-

tions?
Mr. PERKINS. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I don't want to belabor

some of these points, but in listening to the testimony that I have
been given today, it strikes me that I have heard an emphasis
placed by the panel upon things like technology being in buildings,
being a capital construction, being areas that perhaps they need
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some sort of assistance that they don't have the present funding to
do adequately themselves. Am I correct in that statement?

Are there other additional areas? I'm still searching. You know
we have to, as we have talked about, look at the Federal, State,
and local areas of education, and what we bring to those. And I'm
st ruggling.

If we are looking at a Federal area, we are looking at doing
something in a big way on a Federal basis. I'm looking and seeing,
wanting to know areas that you think appropriate that we can per-
haps assist those in partnership with States and localities. What
can we as a Federal Government do with additional funds, to
target those funds in the most effective manner possible?

MS. ADAMS-RODGERS. I think again the building blocks for a suc-
cessful child begin, as does dropout prevention, on the early inter-
vention. And as we have talked before, Kentucky's approach with
the at-risk student coming into the school program is going to
make a difference.

But those 4 year old programs, and in fact for preschool handi-
capped children, the three and 4 year old programs will make a
significant difference in what happens for those children. There is
not enough money to serve all the children.

In fact, in Kentucky, as excited as I know you all are now about
Kentucky's Education Reform Program, we do have a $150 million
shortfall in our general fund budget, and the commitment of the
legislature is not to touch the reform piece if at all possible.

So there is a very strong State commitment to that. But I think
the more resources that can be put into the early intervention pro-
grams the better our children will be in the future. Our ability to
be patient with that, of course, is necessary because that change
will occur over a period of time.

It is essential that we look at that as our dropout prevention pro-
gram, as our early intervention program, as our building block for
a change, a break in the system that says to a child, the parent
that says to a child, "Education is not important."

In addition to that, or in parallel, I guess in partners with that,
is this intervention with the family. Again, the typical family of
two parents and two children no longer exists except for ti percent
of the population. And I think we have to recognize that. Those sta-
tistics happen in rural as well as urban areas, as well as suburban
areas.

And in order to really create a change in how school is viewed,
how education is viewed by parents and children and the success
for children, we need to address that family issue. And that brings
all these agencies together and working fbr children. Some of the
assistance can come through some deregulation on how 'ands are
already able to be used.

I have worked in school settings where Chapter I monies and ma-
terials have been excellent. And those materials have not been able
to be used for anyone but those children who were eligible for that.

Now I understand the folks also would say to you that Chapter I
money, the ability to get Chapter I money again in a subsequent
year, was really dependent upon the fact that you still had kids
who had made progress.
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For some reason that seems a little bit skewed to me. It ought to
be more of an incentive program that says, "As you have made
progress, let us help you make some more. Let us help you stretch
some more."

So some of those issues that could be addressed at the Federal
level don't require necessarily the additional money, but a reassess-
ment of how the res nirces that are already going into our schools
can best be used to address the needs of children.

So I see that focus on early intervention, the family support serv-
ices, be it through the PACE Program, which I think you are famil-
iar with, the Parent and Child in Education Program, which pro-
vides a GED component for the parent who does not have that edu-
cational background themselves. Additional programs in that area,
as well as this issue of using the resources to address the needs of
all children.

Mr. LERMA. Congressman Perkins, Mr. Chairman.
Chairman KILDEE. Yes, go ahead.
Mr. LESTINA. If we are really going to make the kind of invest-

ment that should be made, weI would ask us to trust the local
education agency to be able to provide them the dollars within the
guidelines determined by the stake holders in education, the teach-
ers, the parents, the students. To be able to move toward the goals
under parameters that could be set in a format that would be in
the neighborhood of general aid to local school distri-As.

Moving outside of the parameters of what we have talked about
here, something in the neighborhood of $100 billion a year, that is
what it would take to really do the job and do it right. And what
would be done would be different from school district to school dis-
trict, to fit those individual local needs within parameters, general
parameters set in a good big bill.

Keeping the categoricals and the targets that presently exist,
which are primarily for equity and access for targeted populations,
allowing the local school districts to add to that if they wish, or
adjust in other areas.

Now when you frame the question, that is what feels like to us
ought to be beyond theon the horizon as to not what can be so
much as what should be, and then when we know what should be
then it becomes more of a can be. Because, if we don't authorize
that kind of thing, we will never get it appropriated. Thank you.

Chairman Kumla:. Dr. Garcia.
Mr. GARCIA. I would just add that we believe the bill that Con-

gressman Jefferson is sponsoring, and this committee is consider-
ing, will go a long ways to addressing all of the issues that have
been brought today. We believe it is a comprehensive approach at
resolving these problems.

It works towards establishing t' use goals and then targeting
funds, allowing local agencies to work with the State departments
and other collaboratives within their community to address those
issues, and bring about resolution. And it also provides for account-
ability.

And we believe. as we have stated in our testimony, that if SW'
are to achieve the goals that we all want to achieve in this country
we are going to need to do something comprehensively. And it is
going to require additional dollars.
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Mr. PROPHET. I will be very brief. I agree with the comments
made before me. It is very difficult to add to what has been said,
except that if you were to ask me to make one request to you
which, iz my judgment, would make the greatest positive impact
upon the quality of education in America and the qaality of life in
America, it would be for you to examine two things very closely
and to act upon them any way that you could.

Number one, please look at the social support for the citizens of
America. It is deadly. It is just deadly. The last 2 weeks or so, I
have been brought almost to tears when I look at what young
women and students have to go through to get to school.

They have tosome of these kids have to make tremendous sac-
rifices just to come to school. And some of them have to get out of
school to support their families. And then you make them come
back to school, and they lose the support. And it is almost demean-
ing, it is dehumaniling.

Just examine in everything you do what the social support serv-
ice net is fed. the American citizen, particulariy those who have not
yet gained their education.

The second thing is that while I know that you are not the
agency which necessarily is the source of the genesis for the pro-
mulgation of all of the rules and the guidelines and the regulations
that govern us, we think that the Executive Branch of our govern-
ment is just overwhelming when it comes to just the proliferation
of all kinds of things we are called upon to do.

Reams and reams and reams of paper and paper and paper, over
and over again, and people complain, "Why so much administra-
tion?" Well, we have got to stay out of jail, and we have got to do
all these things that people ask us to.

If there is anything you can do to ask the hard questions of the
Executive Branch when they are bringing forth to you programs
that are going tt, impact people and education, if they can deregu-
late that to a point to where, as the gentleman was say;ng from
NEA, where we could have more local input we can be accounta-
ble.

Don't worry, the parents will hold us accountable, the students
will hold us accountabk. Try to do something toward effectuating
some greater measure of deregulation and take the burden off our
backs, and we will have more time to dedicate to education.

So those are just two additional observations: the humanization
of the social support service in our country, and the deregulation
that is placed on us.

Chairman KILDF.E. I understand that Mr. Garcia has to catch a
plane, so if he needs to leave now, we will excuse you. And I deeply
appreciate your testimony here today.

Mr. GARCIA. Thank you very much for inviting me and allowing
me to speak here. Thank you.

Chairman KILDEE. Thank you very much.
Mr. Jefferson, do you have any additional questions?
Mr. JEFFERSON. I had one. Mr. Chairman, and I am reluctant to

ask it, to extend this beyond a time when I think it may be getting
uncomfortable. But I want to ask this one question about research,
because there has been some discussion about the lack of need for
t hat .
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And it is a feature of the bill, as you know, that costs a fairamount of money. So could you tell us what schools need, rural andurban schools, with respect to research on the problems of theseschools, and how to help the children, and better ways to educatethem? Is there a need for that, that is a crying need out there toget more data, and to get directed towards some better answers asto what to do about urban and rural children to better educatethem?
Mr. PROPHET. Yes, sir. On the area of research, those of us whowere around in the 1970's and all, when there existed at that timethe National Institute of Education, we are very thankful for thehigh quality research that was done. We are also thankful that thetime for what then existed as a very comprehensive system whichpermitted the effectuation of things that were proven through vari-ous demonstration grants, so that this information and knowledgegained through piloting and experimentation could be spreadacross America to schools.

Then suddenly the National Institute of Education was disband-ed. Now while that was disbaaded, and while at the same tunethere has been a concurrent or concomitant relative strengtheningof the research laboratory systems in America, I don't think thatthe connection of the research labs themselves with public instil' -tions in the sense of causing whatof cr. -. £g something that yculearn that works to occur quickly, that that is not happening.In other words, we know and find out how to do things well.Some of the things that they ere going to learn in Kentucky, thatis going to work very, very well, I venture to say that what theylearn there and what they may learn in Chicago or elsewhere willtake years for it to be, from a statistic& point of view and from astudy of validity ;rid statistical significance, to be validated to apoint to where we can say we need to get this throughout all ofAmerica.
So there is a need, number one, for a strong research evaluationeffort to cause an acceleration of things learned to be brought tothe attention of others. By the same token, there is a need to findout what is working.
We have in our own school system, for example, createdyouhave mentioned about the universities beforewe have created analliance between ourselves and various other universities in thePortland area, and we have formed what is called a Center forUrban Research and Education, because we don't think that exists.We think that a lot of things that may apply to certain socioeco-nomic groups, certain cuitural groups, don't necessarily apply toblack kids, for example. We think that many black kids learn dif-ferent than some Asian kids. We think Asian kids, some of them,learn different, you know. And it is not to be overly generic, andI'm not tryirg to make anything that is inflammatory, but it istrue. Different people from different cultural settings learn in dif-ferent ways.

We also know that you can have two youngsters, let's say twoyoung black boysbecause I happen to have three young blackboys who are my sons, okayin the same family, same mother,same father, and two of them succeed. Same church, same uncle,same aunts, same church, same school, same teacher. Two succeed

fl
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and one fails. Why? We focus on the failure syndrome. What is it
that causes kids to succeed?

So we believe, in answer to Congressman Jefferson's question,
that there are many very good questions out there that we need to
know answers to, some of which we already know answers to. But
those answers need to be spread more quickly. And there are other
things and questions to which we don't have answers, that we need
to learn, and some of them arc particularly uniuue to the sub-popu-
lation within America.

America is not a conglomerate of a melting pot to where there is
just one profile. We are a very diverse group of people, and I think
there are a lot that each of us needs to know about each other.

Last point, I have tried. I have been a superintendent now for 15
years, 15 years both in Lansing and in Portland, Oregon, and I
know that as a superintendent, in termn of lending my efforts
toward attempting to contribute to the success of kids, that I have
succeeded in terms of raising the achievement of white kids, Asian
kids, Hispanic kids, and black kids. but I have failed miserably, ab-
solutely miserably in the education of the American Indian.

I don't know what the answers are, and no one else in America
knows what the answers are, and someone needs to find out. Even
the American Indian.; themselves don't know what the answers
are, and someone needs to look at that.

So we should, we do hove a need for research for those reasons,
and I strongly think that that is a very vital component. It is, ad-
mittedly, somewhat of a relative cost, it is a $100 million, as I un-
derstand it, but it is across the area. And we can do much, much
more in the whole areas of research and evaluation.

Ms. ADAMS-ROIXEKS. I think it flows into the accountability issue
as well, because we can get both the quantitative infbrmation
through the research but we also need the qualitative, answering
the "So what?" question. "So we put this additional money in, so
what was different for students? What was the effect upon these
students' learning?" Which is really what our ultimate measure is
going to be about. What is the outcome when that student leaves
school?

One of the things that we have been particularly concerned
about in Kentucky is that very issue. And, in fact, in trying to con-
struct an evaluation design that looks at not only the numbers ot
students who are served by programs who weren t served in those
programs prior to the Reform Act, what difference did it make for
those children. What difference did it make for those schools and
those staff members?

I think the linkage between the educational laboratories and the
universities has indeed not occurred. It is they both have kind of
operated in their separate realms, and we have not created the op-
portunity for the practitioners to be privy to that infbrmation in a
very timely fashion. So we are not reinventing the wheel.

A whole separate area in terms of the effective schools research
that has been done over the past several years is not in implemen-
tation in many of the schools. And, in flict, we are trying to add an
additional group of schools this year, using those effective schools
correlates, and disaggregating data so we Carl look at the very
issues you are talking about.
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What is different for, or is there information from the disaggre-
gation of the test data that shows us there is a difference in what
we need to be doing for some students over others? So the answer
to the question is yes, I think research is an extremely important
piece of the pie, and a very important part of the accountability
issue.

Mr. LFSTINA. Just a couple of postscripts. It is so important to getthe research into the classrooms where the teacher and the student
meet one another. One of the impediments seems to be now is the
research being done, and the lack of dollars for disseminating that
information into the classroom. The other part that goes alongwith that is the time to read it and the time to be able to use itand the ability to use it.

Now you can only put just so much water in a glass, and it runs
over. And when the teacher has got all other kinds of responsibil-
ities, it is tough to be able to read it and use it. We don't have the
adjustment of time to be able to do that, and that all takes dollars.

Now in a specific area. we are going to move into the technologi-
cal area, and we are looking at the distance learning, research as
to which kind of system is best for what purposes, and what is com-patible ard what is not is a--there is a crying need, because youhave got all different kinds of systems and salesmen for each, and
for folks who really aren't up to speed as to what research would
show as what the best advantages are of each, the purchasers are
more in the dark than they should be. Thank you.

Chairman KILDEE. Mr. Pastor?
Mr. PASTOR. No further questions. I believe in saving time.
Chairman K1LDF.E. Very good. This has been an excellent panel. I

deeply appreciate your role, ceming here today. This committee in-
tends to move a major education bill. And the two hearings wehave had so far have been very helpful in developing that.

We put out a bill. H.R. 3320, which will assist and encourage
states to implement systemic refc.rms in education, and we are all
watching Kentucky because you have the opportunity really to do
it. Sometimes what is imposed as a heavy responsibility, and for
some a burden, can be really an opportunity. And I think the way
that Kentucky has responded to that has been as an opportunity.

I really want to come down to Kentucky. I have been down there
with Chris' father a number of times. I want to come down there.
Chris has invited me down there, to really look at some of thethings you are doing there.

We do intend to put, as I say, a bill together to do that. H.R. 3320
is just a start. I assured all the members of this committee when
we reported it out that this was not the major bill, but I think that
you have given us some ideas for a major bill.

You pointed out to us some of the unique problems that urban
schools have, some of the unique problems that rural schools have,and some of the shared problems that the schools have. And I
think this will he very helpful to us as we address a major bill.

a
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I want to thank all of you. We will keep the record open fbr 2
additional weeks for any additional testimony. I know Mike Cassfr-
ly will be approaching me with additional testimony, and probably
reminding me that the USA Bill begins with, as he says to me, you.
And I will try to bear that responsibility. Thank you very much.
and we will stand adjourned.

IWhereupon, at 11:40 a.m., the subcommittee was adjourned, pur-
suant to the call of the Chair,'
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