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. trpinl response:

Educatwn Blll May Be Too Hot for Senate Republzcans

"By Jirse Kuosnonz
Staff Reportes of Tae Wals STHERT JobmNat

WASHINGTON - Education is a hot is-
“giesin publiciopinion-polls

s~and-the presi-
dential campaign, And lor Senate Republi-
vans, that may mean i's tao hot to handie,
The Senate is 3 week into dehate on the
Klementary and Secondary Edvcation Act,
i BSEA, the hipgest plece of edueation
legistation of the wear, 1Us a made-for- the-
cumeris opportunity for e two parties to
tout their edueation plans before the fall
elections, It Bepublicans are divided
even among themselves over the highly
- partisan bill, which was written by GOP
ronservaives.

Democrats ace-itehing to offer a gun-

cantro} simendment, which wotld foree Re-

publicans into @ delate they have been .

avoiding for a year, President Clinton bas

" Said he will veto [he bill in any event he-

canse it leaves onl siich crowd pleasers as
his program to reduce class size,

Al that is-making the education hill-

fook like more trouble than it may be
worth to the Rvpuh!u ans, except as a polit-

- el issue. \vn.uv Aajority Leader Trent

Inttof Msssrxs:pp.‘ prissed by Democratic
Massiclisetts Sen. Ethward Kennedy for i

promise et My, lnn wanhl continue the .

edugittinn debate (his week , offered only a
“Thest 15 my hope and fn-
fent,” i

ESEA is the [+ (im 1] ;:uvermnent S -
Jor commitment: Iu education—a Great So-
ciety-era hiw that now fannels ahont $15
hillion a4 year to e schools, with about
lall of that going to hw-income  Kids
through the act's soacalled Title 1 provi-

“sions. In the past, the five year reanthori-

zatiens have geneeited mieh debate fol-
lesved by hipartisan apreement at the end,
Hut education’s high profile this o|eu|un
year has ended the comity,

“Eduacation hn= been a victim of its own
SHCCeSS,”
the Nutinnal Edueation Assaciation. “Both
partics want to lurie eredit for education.”

The clash began this spring when GOP
eonservattives  dritfied o education bill
it entraged. Semate Edneation Conunit
tee Demmerats, who nmndimonsly opposed

says Jool Packer, a lobbyist for -

| Money for School

" Federat eiticational spending. peaked in 1978-79 and 1979-80 af 9.8%. Chart si \ows
where public schools get their money for selected years, in billions of dollars. -
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it Bt the bill afso viled GOP moderates,

< includling Vermont Sen. Jim Jeffords, who

is chairman of the Education Committee
hut abstained from voting on some of the
bill's important méasures,

The most contentious of those would

clange the way Title 1 mwoney is distrib-
uted. Instead of going to schools with high

enrolhments of poor children as it does .

now, the money woulld be "attached” to the
poor children, and would foilow them to
the school of their choice. Republicans call
the idea “portabifity” and argue that the
low-performing schools that many poor

prove under their plan. Otherwise, they
wotld face lsing students and the motey
they bring with themn, But Democrats see
the measure as akin to vouchers, and con-
‘tend that Title ] money would he diverted
froi needy schools and end up in middle.
class neighbnrhoods,

Equally divisive is a measure that

cwoulit semd more federat funds to some
.stistes in the form of block grints, That's a
Jperenntal Georite among Republicans,

whe futve heen enger in recent vears to

education, but wha want the states and

youngsters attend would be forced to im-

" comt veters by budpeting more money for

i

school districts to decide how to spend it
Democrats counter that the low-income
children that ESEA is supposed to help
would be ignoved if states could spend fed-

- eral education dollars as they cheose.

" Block grants and vouchers would have
Heenenough to assure congressional oppo-
sition and a presidential veto anyway,

‘says a Democratic staffer. But the Demo-

critts also are irate that the education bill
doesn’t contain any of their favorite pro-
grams. Those include the president’s plan
to cut class size by helping the states hire
an additional 100,600 teachefs; money to
help districts build and renovate schools
and pay for after-school programs: and an
accountability plan that would withhold
some funds from schools that don’t meet
student-performuance standards,

With such wildly opposed .visions, the

parties are disinclined to compromise so
near to the election. Connecticut Sén. Jo-
seph Lieberman and other moderate Dem-

—- ocrats came up with-a-plan-te increase -

education fspemhng by $35 biltion over five
years (which they calculated would appeal
to Democrats), but loosen government con-
trol over how the money is spent {(which
would entice Republicans). The measure
won only 13 votes, 10 from its sponsors.
Republican ~ control -of the Senate
me:ns the GOP bill is certain to pass if it
comes to a vote, but Democratic opposition
is so intense that it may never come to
that. For one-thing, Democrats want to
offer a gun-control amendment under the
ESEA provision that involves the govern-
.ment in school safety—a plan that Republi-.
cans are calling a poison pill. The amend-
ment, which requires gun locks and back-
ground checks for sales at gun shows, is
the duplicate of a gun-safety amendment

to a juvenile-justice bill that passed the .
Senate last year, with -Vice President Al

Gore casting the tie-breaking vote. .
The House failed to pass a similar mea:
sure, though, and Republicans have

- avoided the gun issue ever since by not

scheduling meetings to resolve differences
between the House and Senate bills. With
images of Columbine High School and the
Million Mom Murch for gun safety fresh in
voters’ minds, the GOP js ever less eager
to see the gun issue surface now, “We are
desperate not to have this debate become d
gun fight,” says a GOP staffer, who pre-
dicts Sen. Lott will' pull the education bill

from Senite consideration if it looks like

that might happen.

For another thing, with President (‘hn
ton vowing to veto the bill anyway, Repub-
licans may decide they can get an educa-
tion plan even more- to their liking in a
potential George W. Bush adwiinistration.
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"Fighter' Plane
| Faces Doubts
As Rifts Grow

By GREG JAFFE
And ANNE MARIE SQUEO
ST Reporiers of Ti WALL STREET Jut'—RNAL

The coalition of military services be-
hind the Joint Strike Fighter attack plane
is showing signs of cracking, raising ques-
tiuns about the long-term viability of the
high-price program. '

Senior Navy officials. who are putting
togethier the service's
five-vear  projected
budget due out laler
this ‘month. initiafly
¢ wanted to take abouwt
52 billion dut of the
program to help fund

ing program.

Following a strong
. warning from the of-
fice of Defense Secre-
tary Williamy  Cohen
liust week. the Navy
scaled buck its cuts,
U5 current plans are
o pult about §1 billion from the program
from 2002 to 2007, officials said.

The Joint Strike Fighter, which is still
in relatively earty stages of development,
Jis expected to cost $220 billion during the-
next several decades. The Department of
Defense wis expected 1o contribute about
S15 billon during the next five years. 1
don’t think the Navy's debate {un funding|

Willim Cohen

the service's shipbuild- -

has ended,” said a defense official who
s been following the internal contro-
versy closely. “They are still trying to fig-
ure it out.”™ i

*Even a reduction of S1 billion in the
Navy's commitment to the Joint Strike
Fighter could have a significant impact on
the program, which is also being sup-

“ported by the Air Force and the Marine

Coips. ;

A senior Air Force official suid if the
- Navy pulls its support, causing the cost of

the Juint Strike Fighter to the other ser-
vices to rise. the Air Force could scale
huck its commitment as well.

The Air Force has indicated it could

purchase upgraded F-16s instead of the

Joint Strike Fighter, this oificial said. The
Air Force is worried any rise in the Joint
Strike Fighter's price could eat into its
other priorities, which include the F-22.
Any reduction in the program also is
worrisoiné for Leckheed Martin Corp.. Be-
thesda, Md.. and Boeing Co.. Seattle, the
two compitnies Jocked in a battle for the

development contract, or at least the lead-

ing role in the project. A decision on the
contract is scheduled for March 2001,

Mr. Cohen's office has worked hard in
recént months to maintain support for the

‘plane” amone all the services. Only the

Marine Corps, which says it desperately
needs the attack jet to modernize its aging
fleet, has given its unconditional backing.

In early May, Deputy Defense Secre-
tary Rudy de Leon told senior Air Force
and Navy leaders in a4 memo the Joint

"Strike Fighter programn “is at a critical

juncture” and there is “no margin for de-
lay in producing the aircraft.” .

So far, Mr. Cohen, a strong proponent
of the fighter jet, has been able to hold the
coalition tngether. But there is widespread
acknowiedgement the Pentagon can't af-
ford each of the three fighter-jet programs
currently in the Defense Departinent’s
budget. The Joint Strike Fighter is not us

. fully developed as the other two planes,
-another reason it may he vutnerable.

From the outset, the Joint Strike
Fighter was supposed to represent a new
model for the way the Department of De-
fense purchases weapons. By encouraging
the Navy, Air Force and Marines to buy

essentially the same plane, initial costs -

would be reduced. Long-term mainte-
nance costs would also be reduced because
the services could order the sume parts.
While such an approach to buving
fighter jets makes sense financiully, it
#lso has serious drawbacks. "It is tough
tor & single plune to be all things to all of
the services, making it tough 1o Keep ev-
eryvone on board,” said Steven Kosiak, di-
rector of budge! studies for the Center for
Strategic and Budgetary Assessments, a
nonpartisan think tank in Washington.
“Tight budget pressures muake it even

tonehar
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