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Testimony Before the District of Columbia Council 
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July 10, 1995 

Mrs. Mason, Members of the Committee on Education and 

Libraries, other Councilmembers present, ladies and gentlemen. My 

name is Linda McMillan. I have been asked to read a position 

statement on behalf of Citizens United to Save Public Education in 

the District of Columbia. We appreciate the opportunity to appear ...-. 

bet ore you to express our concerns relative to the education of our 

children. We are deeply disturbed by the educational crisis within 

the District of Columbia Public School (C'CPS) System and we are 

keenly aware of the dire need for swift and deliberate corrective 

actions. However, we are concerned by the proposals calling for the 

abolition of our elected school board, the privatization of our public 

schools, the establishment of independent charter schools and the 

issuance of tuition vouchers. These proposals do not address the 

educational needs of the majority of our students who are low-

income and minority. Moreover, such actions would set an alarming 



precedent with great potential for disenfranchising the citizens of the 

District of Columbia and abrogating the sovereignty of the 

Government of the District of Columbia. As ludicrous and far-

fetched as it may sound, there are many members of Congress who 

would . advocate the privatization of the District of Columbia 

Government and a return to the days of appointing District of 

Columbia officials. After all, it was not so long ago that our public 

officials were hand-picked by the President of the United States. In 

addition, many of our neighbors in Ward 3 have been advocating 

secession from the District of Columbia. They have been lobbying 

on the Hill and have been greeted by receptive audiences. Further, 

some United States congressmen have even suggested that District 

of Columbia residents be allowed to vote for congressional 

representation only if they are willing to vote as residents of a 

Maryland district. ls the goal to educate our children or to dismantle 

the infrastructure of the Government of the District of Columbia? 

Today, we are responding to a mandate that is in violation of 

the guidelines promulgated by the National Education Goals Panel 
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(Panel). The Panel was established by the President of the United 

States and the National Governor's Association. It became an 

independent federal agency pursuant to Congress's enactment of 

Goals 2000: Educate America Act. The panel is responsible for 

identifying strategies for addressing educational issues at the state 

and community levels and for monitoring the nation's progress 

toward achieving the eight national goals. 

The Panel admonishes us that "while policy makers will be 

instrumental in building a national consensus for the education 
·/· 

reforms that will be necessary to achieve the National Educational 

Goals, it is clear that the Goals will not be achieved within the 

nation's capital, at the state capitals, or in downtown city halls. In 

fact, they will not be achieved by any single level of government. 

Only by involving students, parents, educators, schools, higher 

education, and local business and community leaders as active 

partners will we be able to mobilize sufficient grass-roots community 

effort to achieve the Goals ... ". In other words, Congress should not 

dictate corrective actions for states, cities or communities; instead, 
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it should provide the funding and technological support necessary for 

the development and implementation of comprehensive plans of 

action that are generated at the state, city and community level. 

The Panel "believes that academic standards reflecting broad 

public. consensus and adapted to the needs and priorities of local 

communities should be the anchor for other reform efforts. Locally 

developed standards are a chance to involve community members, 

parents, and educators in discussions about what is important for 

students to know and be able to do, and to define the community's 
... 

expectations for student achievement. Professional development, 

instructional materials, curricula, and assessments should be aligned 

with the standards so that the entire school system is focused on 

helping students meet these expectations." The Panel strongly 

advocates the development of academic standards by states and 

local communities "through a consensus-building process that 

involves educators, parents and community leaders ... " This process 

is underway in the District of Columbia and involves parents, 

teachers, principals, educators, businesspersons and community 

4 



leaders. Activities of the D.C. Goals 2000 Committee and the 

Education Summit are culminating in the development of 

comprehensive plans of action. 

In blatant disregard of the recommendations of the President of J 1 
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the United States, the United States Congress, the National V, 1f0 
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Governor's Association and the National Education Goals Pane,, a ) 

w Republican congressmen are attempting to impose their p~ 

and individual will on the citizenry of the District . of Colu,!Jlbi~., They 

purport to be concerned about the quality of education for our 
___. .... 

children. However, these are the same congressmen who are 

attempting to abolish all social-service and public-assistance 

programs with no regard for the welfare of those who are low-

income and minority. These are the same congressmen whose 

actions suggest that we are only 2/3 of a person and, therefore, not 

worthy of having voting rights and congressional representation. 

These are the same congressmen who have disrespected our elected 

officials and compromised the integrity of our local government. We 

would submit to you that the real agenda is to privatize the public-
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education system in the District of Columbia and to usurp the 

authority of the elected leadership, all in preparation for our 

assimilation into a Maryland district. 

The citizens of the District of Columbia must reject the 

proposals for the privatization of their public schools, the 

establishment of independent charter schools and the issuance of 

tuition vouchers. They would result in the reimposition of a 

segregated (separate and unequal) school system and the utilization 

of public tax dollars for private and parochial schools. Moreover, the 
• 

proponents of these alternative actions have failed to produce any 

research, experimental studies or statistical results to document the 

significant impact of these types of programs on student learning. 

As Councilman John Ray so eloquently stated in his July 5th 

Washington Times article, these fads are being espoused by 

politically-minded individuals who are serving their own vested 

interests. 

We believe there are far more effective and efficient ways to 

address the myriad of problems that plague our public-education 
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system than to abolish our elected school board, privatize our public 

schools, establish independent charter schools and issue tuition 

vouchers. To this end, we recommend the establishment of a Stat 

Office of Education and Youth Development with oversight authority 

for all public-education institutions/youth development programs and 

with broad latitude to effect positive change. The proposed State 

Office of Education and Youth Development would not micromanage 

public-education institutions/youth development programs or usurp 

the authority of their governing boards and/or chief executive 

officers. Instead, it would ensure that these governing bodies and/or 

chief executive officers develop and adhere to high educational, 

administrative and management standards. 

We have taken the liberty of attaching a set of 

recommendations designed to facilitate the effective and efficient 

delivery of educational programs and services to our children. They 

include proposed organizational schema for the governance of public-

education institutions and youth development programs. The 

recommendations were prepared in accordance with the guidelines 
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