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Changes over time
It is interesting to observe changes in attitudes and

public policies over time. Back in the 1970s there was
considerable discussion about the idea of the federal
government providing a significant share of the cost of
public education. In part the argument looked at the fact
that rural communities in states like Iowa spent a signifi-
cant amount of money on educating their youth, only to
have them leave, often moving to an urban area in an-
other state. The cost of education was borne locally while
the benefits were enjoyed at the national level.

Likewise there were other states where the per pupil
spending on education was clearly inadequate. Those
pupils were less prepared to enter the national economy
and that loss was felt by all.

Federal funding would reduce the burden that falls
primarily on the local property tax roll and replace it with
revenue derived primarily from federal income taxes. In
that way all children across the nation would have
access to more equal educational opportunities and
the cost of education would not fall disproportion-
ately on rural property tax payers, most of whose chil-
dren moved elsewhere.

This discussion resulted in vehement objections from
those who argued that education was a local issue and
that the federal government had not role in determining
education policy. The fear was that with the money would
come a set of federal regulations and the local school
districts would lose their autonomy and freedom to set

their educational goals. People objected to the federal
government meddling in local educational endeavors.

Since then a number of specific federal educational
programs have been adopted. Some have been oriented
to ensuring that appropriate educational opportunities
are available to persons with developmental disabilities.
Others have involved increased support for nutrition pro-
grams in the local schools. In many cases these new regu-
lations have come with some degree of funding for spe-
cific local school activities, like providing teacher aides
for various groups of at-risk children.

Most recently the congress at the behest of the Presi-
dent adopted the No Child Left Behind legislation. When
put in the context of the discussion of the 1970s, I find
this an interesting piece of legislation. In the 1970s, people
were concerned that with the handout of federal financial
money would come federal regulations. Today it seems
that we have ended up with all the regulations with little
of the money.
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