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The transition from elementary to middle school in district four involves
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llll l^*lXT;J,:::::::llTI:T,n.,u i,.oin". praces such 

",-cu_u,iage. rt cre_ates a system that is closer to,,tr":. op.en competition, there is less controiln ;'J_tral bureaucracy. Additionally, it uito*, ,.tools to create a unique atmosphere orcohesive group based on shared interests.
The other side of the process is that no school is guaranteed students, itmust attract them on the basis o] its academic offerings. The district has shown thatthis policy is more than just u ro.muriiy if?t.-.atty discontinuing fwo schools thatj:l"ll!4ycrstudents. Despite *'" 
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Raymond Domanico; presented beiow is a summary of his findings. The most com_p.elling and widely cited finding ir ,n"til" i".cent of students scoring above the fifti-eth percentile in reading has increased dramatica'y ,-.; iii;. 
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the percentreading above the fiftieth percentile t u, uiro irr".eased substantialy in New yorkCity as a whole (much of this may u" a"" ;;l;"g", in the test), ir is rrue thar districtfour's scores have increased relative to those in the rest of the city. District four used
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It should be noted that wh'e this gain,is impressive, virtually the entire gapin reading scores was closed by 19g2, when"a full 
"hoi"" 

plan was impiemented. Thisdoes not mean that choice #ur .roi ^ r".i.. i., .tori.,f trc ;;;;""""r", as notedabove, the transition from zon€d r.h;;t; complete choice was gradual. Thusbefore there was full choice there *; q;;"" uit or .noi." ; ;ht, 
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to the relative gain in pu."".,t'oi rt.,denrs scoring'.r.""",i" fiftierh per-

Another measure of achievement that Domanico used was entrance intoNew York City's selective high schoors. tn- i.saz students from District Four wereadmitted into such higll sShois at rates higher than those f".;h";i;;s a whole (insome cases substantialry.higherl: For exairple, L.6% of olr"r"ir"rir;s high schoolentering class was admitted to Bronx scienc'e while 1.2% or N"* ilrk City,s crasswas; for the LaGuardia school of Music urrJ pu.for-ing Arts the rates were 4.gyo forDistrict Four and 'r,.2o/" 
for the entire.ity loomur,ico 15). In 1,9g7, atotal of 139 stu_dents from district four were admitted to the four ,,,,ort s"lu"ti,rJ high schools(Brooklyn Technicar, stuyvesant, Bronx science, and LaGuaraia;. irre correspondingnumber for the mid 1970;s is approximatety ten'or fewer (Doma"i." i!-rol.so there is good evidence that the schools in District rorr, 1,.p.orred sub_stantially after 1'974, the period in which choice based reform began. If choice is real_ly resulting in better than expected schools in District Four then one ought to see this
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r  t t , ,  I  l r v  eo tnP, t r i111 ; [ ) i s t r i c t  l :o t r r  w i t l t  t l r t ' r ' t ' s t  o f  thc  c i ty ,  wh ich  t ]oes  no t  have a  sys-
t 'nr, l  t 'hoicr: for junior high schtxrls. The New York Times designed a scale in 1993
t '  n r r ' , rs r . r re  the  per fo rmanct 'o f  New York  C i ty  Schoo ls .  The purpose was to  go
lr'\','rrrl what is commonly reported in newspapers, the percent of students reading
.t ,,r ,rl)()ve the fiftieth percentile, and to try to get at actual school performance con-
lr,rll111* for student characteristics. The Times performance scale used "standard sta-
Itrtrt .rl techniques" to predict school performance on the basis of student background
r lr.r r,rctcristics (the only one specifically mentioned is family income). Then it used
llrr. tlifference between actual and predicted scores as its performance measure (The
Nr,rv York Times Sept. 25,1994 p. 15 and Oct.2,1994p.72).

Each school was given a performance rating between one and five, and then
.rr overall score was given for each district. At the middle school level, one of the
rltrtrict four schools received a five and the other three received fours. The district's
ovr,r.rll middle school score was a five (NYT Oct. 2 12). These rankings suggest that
llrr. rniddle schools in district four, where the choice program exists, are performing
wr.ll above what would be expected of them. This result, especially combined with
llrosc presented before, suggests that choice has indeed been a positive influence on
nrrdclle school performance in district four.

The results from these four experiments are, taken together, positive but not
rpt'ctacular. The introduction of choice and competition tends to have a positive
rlfi'ct and, from thereforms considered here, there is no evidence that it favors stu-
rlr.nts from high income families more than children from low income families.
I lowever, in all these reforms the competition that was introduced in education was
n.verely limited, either by restricting it to public schools or because the size of the
r.xpe1l1nsn1 was too small to really affect the market for private schooling, so their is
potential for much more significant reform. It is possible that more radical reform
would result in some of the negative effects that critics of choice predict. However,
r.rrrce they have not been problems in the four cases examined here, it seems more
lrLcly that the result would be substantial improvement. Given the failure of other
rr.f orms, the fact that choice has never been shown to do any harm, and the fact that
r lroice reforms require no new expenditures, it is clear that increasing choice and
r ornpetition in American school systems is the most promising way to improve stu-
,lt.rrt achievement.
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l"oreign Aid: America's Insurance Plan
By Andrea Bond

ltotrd cxanincs the pros and cons of foreign aid and reoeals that dispersement of
., ,tt , 't r, r ttotionally is benefical, not detrimental, to America.

I r'er since the Marshall Plan and assistance to Greece and Turkey after
l\,{f.t tr ,rr II, foreign aid has been an integral element of U.S. foreign policy. For
tr.ril I , ''r'lrrry, American foreign aid has supported international organizations like
t lrr.Wlr l , l  lJank, the International Monetary Fund and the United Nations. More
r1,,{ll, .r llr,, it is U.S. foreign aid that has helped to support the Middle East peace
,r)'rrtstnlnls. American foreign aid has helped to promote democracy and economic
rr.lrfl11 111 l:astern Europe and the former Soviet Union. And it was American foreign
,lr,ll1r 11r'q'1ly countries that was crucial to containing communism. For the latter half
,'r lhr trvr,rrtieth century, the granting of American foreign aid has indeed played an
rnrl trr l .rnl part in history.

I lowever, as history develops, it may be necessary to take another look at
,\rrrrr, ,rrr foreign aid. After all, the Post-Cold War era has created new foreign poli-
, r 

"ft,rll,'rrges, 
as issues like global warming now override the fear of the communist

tlrrolt I rrrthermore, America's own problems call for less attention abroad and more
,rl lrrrrrr. Should we really focus on foreign assistance when our own economic and
rr , ,  161 111 'r  rses have yet to be put in order?

I hese are the types of questions regarding foreign assistance that are now
'. r rr l,r, rr r1i on Capitol Hill. Impelled by a quest to balance the budget, the Republican
, , , r t " r r l v  in  Congress  is  po ised to  make the  most  sweep ing  spend ing  cu ts  in
\rrr'r r, .rr ()verseas programs in recent memory. One Republican budget projection

.,r l l r  l , '1 rrrult ibi l l ion-dol lar cuts in foreign aid over the next f ive years in order to
1,, 11, 1' ,rv krr tax cuts in the GOP's Contract With America (USN&WR ). Meanwhile,
r l r , , \ \ l r t t .House has  ye t  to  pu t  together  a  comprehens ive  de fense aga ins t  the
lJ, l ' , r l ' l r ,  ,rn onsiaught. President Cl inton has agreed to el iminate al l  foreign aid man-
Lrl, . I'ut he insists on continuing to send American aid abroad in order to fulfill six

1,,,1,,r l i , , .r ls: promoting democracy, promoting peace, providing humanitarian aid,
t ,r ,  ,r  r( ' l rrr1; growth through trade and investment, advancing diplomacy and promot,
, ,r '  ,r" l .r i rrable deveiopment. The Clinton administrat ion has al located $14.8 bi l l ion
r, '  l l , ,  ,r ' ( ,ruses, an al location that i t  insists on protecting (Doherty, CQ Jan 15, '94,

I r I l.rt' we take a look at the arsuments on both sides of the debate.

pnos

In general, the proponents of foreign assistance argue that foreign aid pro-
,1, . ., rlitl returns on a minimal investment and reflects the spirit of American gen-

, r , , rl \ i hey offer four key points in defense of their claim:

l,rrr.r1' ,rr aid is a strategic investment
Assistance abroad is not just altruism, but rather an insurance plan for

i ' .r,, ,rrrtl stability. For example, about half of America's foreign aid goes toward
,r1'1' .r ' t119 Middle East peace agreements, bolstering key strategic al l ies and promot-


