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Transcaipt o M Shatdec's crimmunts At A
Lile Rock Cromomic Chfirenee :

MR. ALBERT SHANKER, AMERICAN FEDERATION OF TEACHERS: Govervior
Clinton, Senator Gore, you're calling for a tremendous amount of change,
change which I strongly support, I think tne cocuntry needs. But I don't
think tha country will support the change unless they realize the
sariocusrass of the problam. We may have this busirness cycle upturmn and
maybe quite a few pecople will think the prablem is sclved, =o at least with
respect to life—long learming they cught to look at and become familiar
with some of the achievement results in this country.

Yaungsters who graduate high school —=— we can't test those who quit.
Wa carm only test those who are still there, but yourgsters who are still
there and about tg graduate; only three percent who graduate are able to
write & good letteér or essay. Only six percart are able to read any of the
bocks you talked about and it’s going to be great to have a presidenmt who
reads good books. And only five percent of them can perform the
mathematics which is required for college entry in any other industrial
courtry in the world.

Sao we'vae got a lot of very satisfied parents out there because their
kids are going to college and they don’t realize that their kids are going
ta cellege and getting an education which in every other industrial country
would be their high scheool education or their junior high school education.

Sc we've Kind of found a8 way to make pecople happy by changing the
standards.

And 1 thimk that these achiavement results point out that while we
have very special and very difficult prablems with yourgsters who are in
poverty, and I think everything that's been =said today abcut the special
things that need to be done for them and their communities and their
families and their schocols arw certainly true, that this shows that we have
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an overall problem witn almost all the kids in this country wha are
students.

Now what's good about what you're proposivig is that it's rot a magic
bullet, just do this and it's going to handle all the problems. If wa were
busirnessmen and wa were losing to some competitors, the first thing we'd
probably do is take a lecok at what are they doing that we're nct going.

And it seems to ma that that's pretty easy to sse.

Other industrial countries do not have the childhood peverty that we
have in this country. Thesa other countries have early childhood and day
care systems and they're not targeted only to poor youngsters. They arg
for all parents. I think it's time that we had an integrated high quality
@arly childhood systam, arnd people who can afford to pay ought to pay. I'm
rnot saying that the whele thing cught to be a government-7Financed program.
I think that's onw of the things that education is about, is having all
kinds of kids be with each other, from a very early age. While Head Start
has been great, I think it's about time that we mada it greater by getting
averybady into it and having kids start with sach other. Kid=s ir these
othar countries don't have to worry about medical care. There are palicias
which don't force womer especially to make the horrible choices that they
have toc between caring for family and work.

These are some of the things, but there are cther thingsy tco. All
these countries have national standards in place so that every teacher and
every youngster and svery parent and every employer, they all know what
you're supposad to krnow when you're 18 aor 19 years of age.

By the way, tho=e figures of threes percent, five percent, six percent,
reaching those standards in the United States, in Germany it's over 3¢
percent who reach that top standard. It France it's 26 parcant, ard
they're not throwing their other kids away. Thesa are the collage antry
kids. Most of those courtries, except for the English-speaking countries,
are really doing a good job for all the kids.

They have national high standards so that everybody works hard to
achieve them. Unjil we deal with that —— and there’s a lot of talk about
how we can't have’ national standards. I'm net talking abcut federally
mardated standards. I'm talking about standards which as a nation we grow
to accept, and I think if you put good standards out there there'll be a
lot of atates that accept them.

But thay have assessment systems. They have teachers who have
different status than ocur teachers de. By the way, part of that status has
to do with income distribution in thome countries. If you loek at it in
collar tarws, their teachers may make about what tmachers make here, but in
the United States you're looking at what other collene graduates maka ard
so that makes a diffaraence.

They've got textbooks that are geared to the curriculum and they' re
able to have very gcod ones because they've thought about the curriculum
over a period of time and textbook publishers in this country try to sall
in eight or 10 states sc they've gat to have a big fat, boring, unfocusad
book that corresponds to what 10 different states think should happar:.
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Ihe otner Thing thney've get there is that thay have got very clear and
visible consaquances for youngsters and teachers and athers. That is, a
vourngster knows that if he domsn't reach a certain standard, he doesn't go
to college. If he doesn’t make another atancdard, he doesn't qualify for
the apprenticeship program or he doesn't qualify for something else ard
that makeszs pecpla work harder and make= them achieve.

What we've been doing in this country for a geed many years, which is
essentially fooling pecple and givimg them pieces of paper that den't stand
for anything, we're not helping the kids bacause eventually there's a
markatplace ocut there that sorts the kids ocut in terms of what they really
knaw and are able to do.

These other countries do have this widespread apprenticeship program
and I warnt to say something that others have said. I don't think it's
going to work on a voluntary basis., I think you need scmething like pay or
play. Thare's no reason why if I were an employer I should train lots of
pecple who would then be stolen by somebody next — takaen away by somebody
down the road who isn't making that sort of investment. So it’s the kind
af thing where the whole country and all employers ocught to make that sort
of a contribution. And they have systems of lifelong retraining.

I'd like to just say one or two athaer things and conclude guickly.
John Scully talked about a new type of workplace. Well, the =choel is a
workplace. It's a workplace for students and it's a workplace for
teachers. And if wa're going te educate students to work inm new types of
workplaces, the schocl has to be a new type of workplace because the
schools that we have today resemble the cld-fashioned factories and if
we're going to have new types of workplaces, the schocl has to reflect that
and youngsters have to start working in a very different envirerment.

1 too want to underline Jonathan Keazol's "Savage Inequalities.” We
talk about equality of educational opportunity. I don't seme what we can
possibly mean by that phrase if we take the yYoungstars wha start with the
greatest handicaps, the greatest difficulties and give them less of a
chance in all sorts of ways iv how we distribute books and monay and
teachers and buil%ingl and everything else. We need to do scmething about
that. -

Firally, in this audience, Ernie Boyer is here and about 20 y@ars ago
he gave a speech which he sent te me at that time. He said, we now have
Medicare in this country amd cther countries have had these systems of
caring for the bedy from the cradle to the grave. He said, well it'a about
time we had a similar notion for eduration because mducation is not
something that just starts when vou're five or six and erds when you're 18,
and he said we need to have a concept of education which goes fraom the
cracdle to the grave, which he in that speech called Educara.

I'm sure that ac he's sitting in the audiarnce and listening to your
proposals for this great new vision of what education is about, it's too
bad we had to wait all these years but tharnk God it's finally happening.

PRESIDENT-ELECT CLINTON: Lat me just say one of the things — I would

irvite particularly those who care about this educational equality issue,
equality of funding, to give me any suggesticns that they think are
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appropriate, for famderal ircentivaes at least, ta try to get states to
egualize funding.

You krow, over 9C percent of the funds for public education coma from
the state and local level. Tha federal goverrnment share used to be about
10 parcent. It*s now I thirk something Just urder seven. We're goirg to
try to get it up again. Keith says it's less tham that. But our’leverage
is= a little less.

But I'll say this. It’s interestirng to we. A loct of the sane peapile
who will tell you that it's not a money problem all of a sudden change
their opinion if you want to redistributg the way the money’s spent. And
it's one of my rules of politics is when somebody tells you it's mot a
mormy problem, they're talking about somebody elsa's problem.

But it isn't entirely a money problem but there is the rescurce
realationship. There's no question about it.

L@on, did yvou have a question, comment?

REP. PANETTA: No, I'm glad you said what yYou said, because2 I thirmk a
word of caution is arder. Wa've talkad about a lot of programs and we've
talked about a lot of efforts that have to be made, and mcest of these
programs I think most of us would support strcngly,

But as vou da it with limited resources, it's going to be very
important that we target this assistarce tc the programs that work and not
simply think that we can shoot morney at 2 whole sphere of other programs.
We're guing to have to be very targetad.

We cid this last year as 3 matter of fact. Evern we tried to fully
furd Head Start, we recognized that in funding Head Start we wanted to
transition it in because we didn't want to Jjust throw a lot of morey out
there so that people assumed that they could just start a Head Start
withaut making sure that that program worked.

So I guess just saveral cautionary notes here. One, it cught to be
highly tarpeted t¢ the programs that work. Secondly, we cught to
transition some of this money in, as we sae that it's able to perferm
according to the standards that we want, and thirdly, I would hope that
pecple wauld use their imagination in terms of furding becauss with the
Kind of limited rescurces ard the other constraints we're facing, wa're
geing te have to use cur imaginatiem about how wa approach some of these
programns.

PRESIDENT-ELECT CLINTON: You know, I think we cught teo quit, unless
somebody else arcund the table whe hasn't talked warts to say anything.
It'= 8300 o'clock and we all have got toc go over to the Arts Certer and
have dinrner. Hillary dogsn't want tc talk. Sha already said that.

This has beern a fascinating session. I'd 1like to give the panelists
anothar hand. They were great.
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