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Basic Background

One of the things we’ve actually worked on is actually different, I think, from how we handle other issues, you know, regular legislative issues is this issue of Title IX, which turned thirty this year.  Title IX would be the Education Amendments of 1972 and just for background Title IX basically says that in no area of education can there be any sex discrimination so what…there are a couple of things that have happened since the 30th anniversary and since the Bush administration came into office.  There’s one regulatory change and then the potential of a regulatory change.  Regulatory changes are a lot harder to deal with because one, they’re hard to explain to your members and two, it’s much more difficult to get a legislative fix.  You know, they’re not trying to affect a moving piece of legislation.  You’ve got to get something moving and decide legally what is going to make the change you want to make, all the while maintaining support for this.  It’s hard to get some members who are actually members to help you because it’s not seen as such a huge bearing issue.  You’ve got to create the public outrage as well.  One of the changes was in the Elementary and Secondary Education Act through authorization, I’m sure you’ve heard “no child left behind” more than you ever want to hear that phrase in your entire life.  At the Department of Education it was written even on their like key chain things…It’s like very P.R. people.  Anyway there was a slight change in a very remote section of the bill that said some of these funds can be used to form single sex schools and classrooms.  [This was] in Title VI of the bill, which is innovative programs, a very small amount of money, as long as it’s applicable with the current civil rights laws or applicable to the rights laws of which Title IX and the constitution apply.  Title IX has a provision that you can have single sex schools, but for classrooms they can only be used for remedial purposes, meaning if girls aren’t doing very well in math you can create a single-sex math class, which I’m sure most of the schools in the country can do because girls don’t test as well in math.  However, schools don’t like to admit that they’re under-serving the population so to get them to admit that is difficult…The Department of Education over the course of the summer issued a notice of intent to rule.  There’s all sorts of questions and discussions on changing that regulation in Title IX.  This regulation’s been around for, you know, more than thirty years but it’s never been changed before so you’ve got that pending… I tell you about that because it leads to my more main point of the issue.  They’ll probably issue more soon on the single sex thing.  I think they’re trying to figure out posturing on the Constitution because of the equal protection clause of the Constitution it would be really easy to sue a school because there’s so many things that could delineate equality in a classroom.  However, this action [the single sex classrooms] made us more nervous about their creation of the Title IX athletics commission.  It’s called the Commission for Opportunity in Athletics.  What had happened this summer is that a group of wrestlers…I don’t know if you’ve heard about this lawsuit…a group of wrestlers from Bucknell, Yale, Marquette…I can’t remember…yeah, I can give you more background information on paper if you want it…they claim that Title IX and the athletics enforcement mechanism hurt minor men’s sports, particularly wrestling, because they say that the schools…well the three prongs…it’s called a three prong test to decide whether schools are complying with Title IX.  Prong one is proportionality.  If you have the number of student athletes proportionate to your breakdown of gender then you’re compliant with Title IX.  The second one involves…I’m going to confuse the order of the two and the three but one is you’re meeting the interest and abilities of your students and the third is you’re historically showing increasing opportunities for the underrepresented sex.  If you can comply in those three ways nine circuit courts have upheld this as constitutional.  They [the wrestlers] call it quotas and they sued the Department of Education this summer over it.  A decision that we heard went to the White House was for the Department of Justice, who represents the Department of Education in this lawsuit to dismiss the case on procedural grounds, very narrow procedural grounds.  Dennis Hastert, who as you know is the Speaker of the House was a former wrestler and wrestling coach, …and Paul Wellstone was a wrestler and he says it saved his life in a sense, however he’s not interested in changing Title IX, but he is interested in helping out the wrestlers who he feels like their programs are being closed in many schools.  Anyway so apparently the decision was made at the White House for them to dismiss on procedural grounds.  It’s a very narrow statement they issued and understandably their brief and everything was narrow and focused on the dismissal.  However, their statements that came out about it had nothing to do with saying Title IX is a good and necessary law that they would like to enforce.  That coupled with the single sex decision made it clear that they were willing to open up Title IX, 25-30 year old regulations…Not all of them were from the same time…the single sex section was formed in 1975, just so you know the length of time that these things have been going on.  This commission is created out of the Department of Education.  It’s got Julie Foudy on it, Donna de Varona, Graham Spanier from your school, a bunch of…all of this is on-line for you to see (www.ed.gov/inits/commissionsboards/athletics).  On its face it’s very even-handed and it was going to have these four town hall meetings on different issues.  One was in Chicago and was going to be on high school issues and junior college issues.  I think the commissioners all want to do a good thing here and figure out what’s going on and then they’re supposed to in January, which is about as far away from an election as you can get, issue a report on what should happen.  We’re watching this and very cleverly they created something which is difficult for us to act on.  We can get our members to go to all these things.  We chair the National Coalition for Women and Girls in Education.  It’s been around for a while now.  We issued this report this summer, Title IX at Thirty [see files], giving a report card on it and then we issued this [Title IX Athletic Policies:  Issues and Data for Education Decision Makers, see files] as the commission came out.  We talked about the athletic decisions that schools make.  I’m sure Penn State can talk about their own athletic decisions.  They have quite a football program.  This is a coalition we’ll work with closely as well as the Leadership Conference on Civil Rights, which we work with heavily and yeah, the number of women’s groups that are out there.  There’s also a group called Dads and Daughters.  We’ve gotten more closely tied with a sports group, the National Association for Girls and Women in Sports, Women’s Sports Foundation, which…who we work with a lot however not as closely as say the National Women’s Law Center and AAUW work together so you’re kind of drawing back to people you’ve worked with in the past.  The U.S. Soccer Foundation apparently has formed recently…this is all finding out through…you know, as you move through talking to other people who are very supportive of Title IX and formed a soccer caucus in Congress…very smart of them to do.  We’re going to start using them as well.  Anyway, so we have a situation with this commission report.  Nothing showing specifically that we can point to that the administration is doing anything, although we have a very strong feeling that they’re doing something, that they’re interested in making a change to this regulation and for them to make a regulatory change is far easier for them to do because I imagine the wrestling community…I always just call them the wrestlers even though that’s probably too narrow a term…for their coalition they’re probably saying to the White House you could make a regulatory change; you could say use interest surveys, which have all sorts of legal issues as well as just imply that girls aren’t as interested in sports as men are.  You could do all these things.  You would be flying under the radar screen.  There would be a regulatory change.  No one would do anything.  So it’s up to us to show that it would affect President Bush in the next election.  Every soccer mom would be pissed off that he made a change to Title IX.  There’s huge support for Title IX.  
I really believe that people think [Title IX has] done a good job and that it is up to the schools to make their financial budgetary decisions about what programs they keep and what programs they don’t.  With schools it’s got to be a difficult decision because they like the autonomy, they don’t want intervention from the government in how they spend their money so I think for them it’s tough for them to say…well not in this instance.  We want you to intervene in our sports program.  Plus there’s such gross overspending on football and basketball.  We talk about some in there that I think…my favorite one is San Diego State spends $40,000 a year on at-home hotel rooms for their own players.  I mean, come on…so anyway I think the schools [can’t hear the tape].  We’re trying to get intelligence to find out what the commission is going to do.  We’ve met with people at the Department of Ed…Gerald Reynolds, who’s been secretary for OCR [he’s Assistant Secretary for the Office of Civil Rights, Department of Education] who as an ex-officio member of the committee is asking scary questions about interest surveys.  Brian Jones, who is the General Council for the Department of Education… We opposed the nomination of Gerald Reynolds.  Those meetings were a little bit more difficult and they tried to say no decision has been made yet blah, blah, blah and that they are looking for solutions, which I think the commission is looking for solutions.  The people they put on there are not ideologues.  There’s a couple people…Rita Simon is on there who is one of the founders of the Independent Women’s Forum, but knowing your enemies is a little bit easier.  I think overall they don’t want to do something but the commission keeps changing what it’s doing.  At the last meeting there was a very planned statement that Cynthia Cooper gave, she’s one of the Chairs, that there were no minority reports to be issued so if somebody disagrees they were not to talk, which you know how realistic that is that you could stop…if it’s Julie Foudy…I don’t know if you’ve ever met her but it’s not very easy to stop her from talking.  There’s also, you know, the issue of that coming out, which isn’t going to be very helpful to them.  Then they kind of changed that they wouldn’t issue a report, that they would just give information to the Department of Ed. on what the different issues are.  We could have an intern do that…I mean you could have them decide what the different issues are so anyway these are all the different things that are going on.  Apparently all the panelists that are supposed to be put in front of this commission go to the White House.  So there are very political decisions being made and they make the determination.  Again at the White House we have no audience.  

[January 2003 is when they’re going to issue the report?] Yes, I think there’s probably some delay on that because it’s a very expedited process because commissions established like this don’t move this quickly.  I think they really want it done as far away from an election as possible.  We’d be okay with them coming up with some other solutions.  We don’t want any regulatory changes because we feel that’s not necessary, but broader enforcements, stronger enforcement is needed, not less enforcement.  

[Let me just make sure I understand why this commission got started because I got a little bit…I think I got lost in some of the detail.  The commission was not formed or was formed in response to the suit by the wrestlers?]  It was formed for the suit for the wrestlers.  They say that issues were put to their attention in this lawsuit and they want to explore those more to see if any changes need to happen.  [And so that’s as broad as it is – to explore to see if any changes need to happen?]  Yes.

[Has the regulation on single sex classrooms already been issued?]  It hasn’t happened yet.  The process is that they issued a notice of intent to rule.  It asks people to comment and it listed all these questions about do you think parents should have a choice and those sorts of things.  They’ve gotten all those comments in and now…they don’t have a time-scale so they can do it whenever.  We asked them a question on it and they said they didn’t know when they’d issue a reg…[it’s just evidence that] they’re willing to open up regulations on the long-standing civil rights law.

Prior Activity on the Issue 

· We’d worked with Hillary Clinton’s office and Kay Bailey Hutchinson’s office on this language [about single sex classrooms] and came to an agreement on this language for the ESEA.  
· [On single sex classrooms] We issued statements.  We got together, you know, the coalition partners that have worked on this before – the National Coalition for Women and Girls in Education.

Advocacy Activities Undertaken

· We’re trying to reach out on so many different levels to grassroots both at all these town hall meetings; to grass tops – to have conversations with either the House leadership, which for us is, you know, there are no women in the House leadership. [she never mentions the or]   

· It’s a matter of [this issue] not ever being in that place and convincing members through field action and through our own meetings that this is an issue you need to pay attention to right now as well as something that they actually need to pick up the phone about.  We’re doing that with our members.  

· We do a full range of things with our coalition partners on the ground we’re doing press conferences and rallies at each of the town hall meetings and people can sign up to be participants in the town hall.  We’ve got very close ties to Julie Foudy and Donna DeVarona.  We’re trying to talk to other people.  We talk to the commission members, folks like Graham Spanier and the other folks to find out what they’re going to say and if you have any intelligence from them let me know.  

· We’re trying to get intelligence to find out what the commission is going to do.  We’ve met with people at the Department of Ed…Gerald Reynolds, who’s been secretary for OCR [he’s Assistant Secretary for the Office of Civil Rights, Department of Education] who as an ex-officio member of the committee is asking scary questions about interest surveys.  Brian Jones, who is the General Council for the Department of Education… We opposed the nomination of Gerald Reynolds.  
· We’re trying to…plan for when a report or when a decision is going to be made and trying to kind of keep track of all the things we’ve been disappointed with that the Commission has done, you know, things that have been frustrating with us as far as who the panelists are, that they haven’t had anyone who’s a real expert on Title IX, haven’t had a real good legal analyst go up there and those sorts of things so that we can claim if something bad goes on that this was an unfair process.  Again, I’m not trying to blame the commissioners because I think they are innately trying to do a good thing, all the while using…unfortunately our field is only as useful…as you know we don’t have any money so we’re only as strong as our members are and we, you know, we’ve been getting members to the different coalitions…I’m sorry, to the different town hall meetings doing that sort of work so that there is a presence definitely in important districts or states.

· [You’re not yet talking to these education groups, but you’re primarily working within the sort of…]  Yes and no.  I’ve raised it with folks as needed and say look, we want to talk about this at some point and we need to bring you in and people have been receptive.  NEA and AFT and those sorts of groups we’ve raised it and reminded them that this is going on.  A lot of them they will be helpful.  They were helpful on the single sex issue.  

· For the other groups like the education groups and for the civil rights groups…we argue about some things because we want [?] on college campuses and those sorts of things, however when it comes down to things like affirmative action that we all need to stand behind or something like this we really come together and can use them to do more of the grass tops lobbying.  A college president making calls is huge to a member [of Congress] or to the White House, you know, having the president of a university system in Texas call the president or something like that…we have made those calls.  The same with school board members, you know, in congressional districts and those sorts of people.  
Future Advocacy Activities Planned

· I think, you know, as we move into January it’s going to be a much more nationwide effort and we’re going to have to really rely on our coalition partners who do have members in places that we do not and vice versa.  Other leaders in the House and Senate…going to [Senator] Ted Stevens (R-AK) and begging him to pick up the phone to call the White House to not do something.  In some ways I kind of feel like make a change, bring it on and we’ll deal with that, however it’s in our best interest for something not to happen.

· We are talking with people and I think as we move closer we’ll be talking to donors and those sorts of things.  People with daughters…somebody put together a list of members [of Congress] who have daughters and members [of Congress] who only have daughters.  You know, figure out who our friends are and making those approaches, hopefully getting…you know, if it comes down to getting money for ads.  I mean this is such a huge fundamental issue for the women’s organizations…I wouldn’t have a job if Title IX didn’t exist.  Not only because it helped me get a job, but because that’s…protecting it and advancing our issues is based on Title IX.  We’ll be going more…you know, hitting up the higher ed institutions, who are very friendly to and the associations who are very closely tied to Title IX issues.  They groan sometimes about the regulations but overall very helpful on these issues and you know, hitting up the more traditional education groups, the National Education Association of the American Federation of Teachers to head up the education side of things, aside from just the girl side of things.  Trying to reach out to not just the sports groups but all the groups who are affected by regulations.  If they’re so easily going to change this civil rights regulation what’s going to make them not change Title VI, which deals with rape, to not change regulations under there?  We’re trying to pin it to those groups as we move into that stage of this whole battle…so we’ll be as we move into this process reaching out to the, you know unsuspecting folks if you will.  Not just the girls, but those groups that really can be helpful in a different way, such as the higher ed groups that have frankly different audiences than we have.  Nobody wants to be…no elected official wants to be on the wrong side of a college president in their district so we’ll be reaching out to those sorts of folks more and more and hopefully using them.  We’ll still work here in Washington as well and again as I said the other education groups and the other Civil Rights groups, not necessarily just tied to girls…We’ll try to reach out to some of the other groups too such as even school board associations and school administrators and not even just the NEA and AFT because they don’t have a real audience with the White House either.  We may go broader than that and actually the high school groups have been really supportive of protecting Title IX.  They feel that they’re doing a good job at giving girls new opportunities in sports so we’ll play with them as well.

· I have an idea at some point we may reach out to all the state legislatures and the governors to see where we have friends and try to make those connections.  We probably won’t make them directly.  We’ll probably try to get that through other folks who have better relationships with those organizations.  We will probably use, if need be, the celebrity’s that the Women’s Sports Foundation and other groups can bring, you know, bringing athletes in to talk to key people, to do whatnot, to do op-eds, to do that range of things.  Billie Jean King did one and it got picked up in LA and I don’t know where else it got picked up to do those sorts of things as this process goes along so there will kind of be a full range of from our own field to trying to get celebrities involved or trying to use…you know, AAUW doesn’t have so many of those connections personally but again the Sports Foundation certainly does, and the NCAA is heavily involved now but we can see who they can pull in to do some stuff.  
· We have a bunch of experts out in the field so we just have weekly phone calls discussing action plans.  As we move past the election we will start reaching out more to congressional people.  They already know what’s going on.  The commission is ending, submitting final comments, moving into the “this is happening folks now you need to pay attention.”  That will probably take us into January.  December it’s really hard to get Congress people and members frankly, and our own members to pay attention because it’s pretty dead.  They will probably come back then but they’re all on vacation and they always clean up their desks, you know, nobody wants to talk to you about actual work.  In January we’ll probably reconnect and do more of that work and do more of the grass top work with the White House.  We’ll reach out to the higher ed community and the broader education community, the American Council on Education and all the range of groups that come under them.  There’s a kind of informal elementary/secondary coalition that has met throughout the reauthorization for the No Child Left Behind Act.  It’s got the PTA in it, I know they’ll be involved and the NEA, AFT, school boards, school administrators and smaller groups from the Council of (?) State School Officers to…those will probably be the main players we try to reach out to.  The Leadership Conference will probably get some of the ethnically based groups to be helpful because this does affect…could affect their own regulations.  NAACP to the religious groups will hopefully get involved and play that aspect up.  The election could also change what we do depending on whether it changes the dynamics in Congress and the Senate and so that could affect our strategery [laugh], our strategy.
Key Congressional Contact(s)/Champions

· Senator Ted Stevens (R-AK)
Targets of Direct Lobbying

None mentioned.

Targets of Grassroots Lobbying

· President Bush/White House

Coalition Partners: Names/Participants

· National Coalition for Girls and Women in Education, American Association of University Women is the chair of the coalition  (see www.ncwge.org for member list)

Other Participants in the Issue Debate
· Representative Dennis Hastert (R-IL)

· Senator Paul Wellstone (D-MN) – deceased

· National Wrestling Coaches Association

· College Sports Council (they filed the lawsuit against the Department of Education over Title IX)

· Commission for Opportunity in Athletics, Department of Education (www.ed.gov/inits/commissionsboards/athletics)

· At the moment the primary participants are AAUW, National Women’s Law Center, Women’s Sports Foundation, the Rockefeller Foundation is paying for a group called MR Consulting to work with us and they’re doing a lot of coordination and things and stuff on ground for us.  They’re not a membership organization.  We have some involvement from the education folks, groups like AFT and NEA are just paying attention, the National Association of Girls and Women in Sports, Feminist Majority, NOW Legal Defense Fund, some involvement from the Leadership Conference on Civil Rights now, basically there’s so many different people to tell you.  NCAA is heavily involved now.  
· Independent Women’s Forum

· Concerned Women for America

Ubiquitous Argument(s) and Evidence

· It depends on your audience.  The folks we’re trying to convince to make calls to the White House [we say] this is a politically bad decision for you.  Would you rather piss off almost all the women in the country and a lot of men in the country or those that have wrestled and care?  I mean that population is so small.  Some Members maybe need to be convinced, members of Congress need to be convinced that this [that wrestling programs are cut] is really not a problem and here are the problems in the budgetary decisions and yada, yada, here are some solutions for that.  Sometimes you have to go through the full range of arguments on Title IX from showing what it has done for girls to showing that it really doesn’t take away from wrestling opportunities, that nine circuit has courts have upheld this is not a quota, which is what they claim it to be to during the ‘80’s there was a Supreme Court decision handed down called Grove City and it was a Title IX specific issue but it affected issues much broader than that.  [Something about how only the financial aid offices on campuses were subject to some legislation.]  That was in effect for four or five years until the Civil Rights Restoration Act passed in the late ‘80’s.  In that time Title IX wasn’t enforced.  In that time the number of wrestling programs that were cut or cancelled was higher than at any other time so you need to point out things like that, show them things like that about the financial decisions and really walk them through that process.  
· For the other groups like the education groups and for the civil rights groups there’s a little convincing on the side of “this could affect your issues too,” however since your relationship has been built over time between us and the educational groups and us and civil rights groups that you help out your friends.  We will be there for them on a range of funding issues so they’re going to be with us to help protect Title IX.  
Secondary Argument(s) and Evidence

None mentioned.
Targeted Arguments, Targets, and Evidence

· To the White House: We need to make the argument that “it’s [changing Title IX] not going to be helpful to them in the next election.”
· To civil rights groups:  “If they’re so easily going to change this civil rights regulation what’s going to make them not change Title VI, which deals with rape, to not change regulations under there?”

Nature of the Opposition

· There’s huge support for Title IX.  It doesn’t seem like it should be a hard thing for us, however, we have no entry to the White House right now.  We do not have an audience with the White House.  The Independent Women’s Forum does have an audience with the White House, AAUW does not.  Most of our coalition partners do not, although we’re, you know, one of the groups we work with is the Girl Scouts and they apparently do have an audience with them so we’re trying to make that inroad and in general we agree on things, but you have to go down that road and figure out…working with Patton Boggs, which you know, we never worked with a law firm but we actually just this morning had a conversation with them about people that they have connections with who have connections with the White House to go through them to make the argument that it’s not going to be helpful to them in the next election.  All the things you think about as part as congressional strategy are kind of thrown out the window.  What do we ask Congress to do?  They can…we can try and get some folks to talk to the White House.  Ted Stevens, who’s the chairman of the Appropriations Committee is very supportive of Title IX.  He was part of passing Title IX…these people have to weigh how far they want to go with the White House in claiming something.  Again, nothing has happened that they’ve done so how much can you get a congressperson to do before something’s happened.  We prefer nothing happen, but again you have to go through the process of fixing it and I think after the election it will be a little bit easier and when we come into January it will probably be a little bit easier.  
· We’re trying to reach out on so many different levels to grassroots both at all these town hall meetings; grass tops – to have conversations with either the House leadership, which for us is, you know, there are no women in the house leadership.  They are very conservative and it’s just very difficult for us to get to them.  The women who, you know…we almost joke about the Republicans that aren’t considered Republicans – Connie Morella, who is wonderful and who would carry our water any day of the week they don’t take very seriously.  If Title IX was put as an issue on the House floor I think we’d win it hands down.  Nobody wants to vote against girls, however, it’s a matter of it not ever being in that place and convincing members through field action and through our own meetings that this is an issue you need to pay attention to right now as well as something that they actually need to pick up the phone about.  We’re doing that with our members.  We’ve got an election going on right now.  Our members do a lot of voting work.  They’ve got a lot of issues on their agenda.  Why should put something on their agenda about a commission that’s talking?  
· I think the biggest impediment would be for the Republicans to make broad gains and I say that because it would show that…it would give the president more ability to make changes that are unpopular because he would feel like his popularity is high, although his approval ratings keep going down.  That’s actually helped before.  But to have…if he had like a ‘94 [the election of 1994] something like that would be devastating to us because they feel like they could make gross changes and the country would be behind them.  I think that would be the biggest impediment.  Slight change would not be that big of a deal.  Do I think a huge massive change is going to happen?  No.  I think the House and the Senate will probably still stay largely the same.

· The whole wrestling community, the Independent Women’s Forum, Concerned Women for America, a very conservative women’s group, those sorts of groups would love to see…and I think actually more than things happen to Title IX they’d like to see us fail.  
· There have been some people who have been panelists [before the Commission] tied to the Independent Women’s Forum and I think they definitely have an audience at the Department of Education.  Another issue was raised…some guidance on sexual harassment that the Department was not enforcing that came right at the end of the Clinton administration and the conversation was going on about why they weren’t having this be the guidance and they said oh it’s not been in the [Federal] Register long enough…I mean it was just going back and forth and they said they might have to revisit having people at the table and one of the things they said was the Independent Women’s Forum was not at the table the last time this guidance was negotiated with the community.  These are things that you hear and they kind of blanket every other thing that you know is going on.  Is the Independent Women’s Forum a huge organization?  Not really.  Again I think politically it would be really a bad decision for the White House to make a change to Title IX even if we didn’t…I think the media would love something like that.  Even if we were incapable of making it a bigger, broader issue than what they actually did the media wants it to be controversial.  They all wanted to say – just reporting that there had been a change to Title IX -- you know, Patsy Mink just passed away.  She was the mother of Title IX.  Sadly that helps us.  There is a resolution the House and Senate have both passed and the President is supposed to sign that just says Title IX may also be cited as the Patsy Mink Educational Opportunity Act, so things like that are actually helpful…I think actually it have been more helpful for her to be alive because I would never get into a fight with Patsy Mink.  It helps us that we can talk about it as her bill, her civil rights law, and we will.

· [Who exactly are the wrestlers that have filed suit?] The coaches association.  There’s a group that’s formed…there’s nothing formal that they’re doing now unless I don’t know who’s really involved.  I mean I know the people in the wrestling suit.  I imagine they’re talking to the Independent Women’s Forum and Concerned Women for America and probably Eagle Forum, and you know that’s a very conservative group.  I know they’re really supportive of Gerald Reynolds becoming…one of the wrestlers chased me around at this hearing and I was like leave me alone.  He kept asking me why…Gerald Reynolds never said anything about Title IX before he became Assistant Secretary of the Office of Civil Rights at the Department of Ed so none of our opposition stemmed on Title IX, it was other issues.  They kept saying he hasn’t said anything about Title IX why do you oppose him?  Well why do you support him?  You seem to be having conversations we’re not.  I think that…I don’t know how formal their coalition is.  I’ve seen some statements about the wrestling suit but I don’t know who they are and this is odd, usually you do.  [And the universities are not involved in this suit, are they or are they?]   They’re kind of claiming that they are but they’re not.  I don’t know if Bucknell is but one of the groups is Yale, the Yale wrestling group but they talk about it as if it’s Yale but Yale says they’re not affiliated with them in any way, shape or form.  I can’t even fully answer that question.  I think the universities are not because I don’t think that a university would think this was a worthwhile lawsuit.  I think it’s more alumni, you know, Marquette’s – former wrestlers calling themselves Marquette.  Marquette’s program closed and they don’t have a football team so they’re kind of the poster children for…you know they’re building a $10 million basketball stadium, but they’re the poster children for how Title IX has wronged the wrestlers.

Ubiquitous Argument(s) and Evidence Articulated by the Opposition 

· They [the wrestlers] call it [Title IX] quotas.
Secondary Argument(s) and Evidence Articulated by the Opposition

None mentioned.
Targeted Argument(s) and Evidence Articulated by the Opposition (and Targets)

None mentioned.
Described as a Partisan Issue

No

Venue(s) of Activity

· Commission for Opportunity in Athletics, Department of Education
Action Pending or Taken by Relevant Decision Makers

· The Commission on Opportunity in Athletics in the Department of Education was formed in the summer of 2002.  The Commission is to issue a report/recommendations regarding “improving the application of current federal standards for measuring equal opportunity for men and women and boys and girls to participate in athletics under Title IX” (www.ed.gov/inits/commissionsboards/athletics/about.html).

· “We have a situation with this commission report.  Nothing showing specifically that we can point to that the administration is doing anything, although we have a very strong feeling that they’re doing something, that they’re interested in making a change to this regulation [i.e., Title IX].”
Policy Objective(s) and Support for/Opposition to the Status Quo

· The AAUW supports the status quo, perhaps with a bit more vigorous enforcement:  “We don’t want any regulatory changes because we feel that’s not necessary, but broader enforcements, stronger enforcement is needed, not less enforcement.”  

Advocate’s Experience: Tenure in Current Job/Previous Experience

· I’ve been here for 2 ½ years.  I worked as a legislative director for the U. S. Student Association before and before that I was in school.  

Reliance on Research: In-House/External 
· We do some [research].  This [Title IX Athletic Policies: Issues and Data for Education Decision Makers, see files] was through the National Coalition for Women and Girls in Education and AAUW did different pieces of this.  We did different pieces of this [Title IX at 30: Report Card on Gender Equity, see files].  The AAUW has done a plethora of reports that are solely housed in our education foundation on sexual harassment, on girls and technology, a few specifically on Title IX and it’s enforcement two years ago…no, a year ago it was released.  We did a report on Latino girls.  We did a plethora of reports that we do use in a lot of our advocacy.  We haven’t done any on Title IX in athletics specifically…and so yes, AAUW does have the capacity to do research and we do and that does govern a lot of what I do as a lobbyist here at AAUW.  NCWGE (National Council for Women and Girls in Education) does more collaborative research but there are different pieces we’ll do.  This [Title IX Athletic Policies] was worked on with a bunch of other experts.  Is it in here?  At the bottom is listed kind of the people that worked on it.  I can give you a copy of this…When you said it governs or structures a lot of what you do as a lobbyist what do you mean by that?  The research?  The research.  They’ll come out with, you know, something on girls and technology so during ESEA we…put in a provision in the ESEA as far as something that these funds can also go to do so we’ll do things like that with it or we’ll use it as background information, statistics, facts as to why something else is necessary.  And you find that useful?  Oh yeah, I mean people like the Independent Women’s Forum or Christian Women for America are always trashing on our research but we don’t really care.  Go ahead.  So we use that for a range of issues with the Hill from briefings to actual legislation as well as for background information for them to use on the floor.
Number of Individuals Involved in Advocacy 

· Probably we have a total of about 100 people in the entire…in all three corporations but the bulk of them are in the Foundation so I don’t know…25 to 30 or 50.  Our organization is cross corporate so it works with all three so it’s hard to answer how many.  There are six people in the public policy shop.  We’re down a director at the moment so I’m the only person actually lobbying at the moment.  [The other people apparently work on membership-related programs – I was pretty confused by the description of the organization.]

Units in Organization Involved in Public Affairs/Policy 

· We are in the policy and government relations shop.  There are six people here...we are part of the Association which is a 501(c)(4)...We’re the only part of the organization that lobbies.  We also have our (AAUW) Education Foundation, and the (AAUW) Legal Advocacy Fund.  The Advocacy Fund funds research and some grass tops stuff as well as getting some people to the town hall meetings because they are members who are AAUW members as well and their board is very interested in Title IX so they’ll help us with research as well as some of the, you know, not field work but more of the grass tops work and then the Foundation will be helpful also with research but they don’t really do any advocacy.  
Advocate’s Outstanding Skills/Assets 

Not obtained.
Type of Membership: None, Institutions, Individuals, Both 

· Individuals and institutions (colleges and universities)

Membership Size 

Not obtained.
Organizational Age 

Not obtained.
Miscellaneous

· AAUW uses our field for everything.  We don’t do something without field action on it because none of the members care what I have to say about anything personally but our members vote in high numbers.  I should also say we do have a huge voter education campaign and do voter education.  Like templates like candidate A and candidate B and go through a bunch of issues… We also do our voting record…and score member of Congress.  We do not endorse any candidates though.  People call and say I have 100 percent with you.  We want to get you to write a press release but we can’t do that.
· [So the members of this organization determine the issues that you work on?]  Yeah, we have a range…every two years we have our convention and a broader membership develops our broad policy priorities.  Within that every six months we do a tiered list of issues that are more specific…We’re an anti-voucher group so we’ll list that as a threat to public education.  Lack of funding we would also consider a threat, to things like the Hate Crime Prevention Act.  Every six months we kind of rearrange that tier and go through it with our members and make sure that it is kosher with them.  We have a committee that’s affiliated with a member of our board who’s kind of in charge of us, not actually in the office but who is our accountability measure with our membership.  Every six months that committee will go through the tiered list and that is not a public document but that helps to guide us in what the priorities should be and what I spend my time on.
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