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NEWSDAY BLOG ANALYSIS
After the front-page article on EYI’s Pre-K report appeared in Newsday on June 9, 2009, the Institute has followed the blogging in response.  As of June 12, there were over 150 blogs, contributed by about 80 people.   EYI has done an analysis of these blogs which reveal interesting insights about the politics of pre-k and the role of government, taxes and democracy in our policymaking. 

Most comments were negative, ignited by the front-page headline that read “Free Pre-K.”  The strong anti-tax sentiment on Long Island (one of the highest taxed areas of the country) acknowledged that pre-k is not really free – it’s paid for by taxpayers.  A related sentiment, which was the most frequent comment, was that many people have already paid for their children to go to preschool, “so why should others get it for free?”  Many were opposed to “entitlements,” although a handful of people felt that “the wealthy don’t need it,” and that if funds were to be spent on pre-k, it should go to those in greatest need. A large group of bloggers feel that parents are the ones who should prepare their children for school.  A small number responded to these bloggers with concerns about those families that cannot find or afford care for their children in the private market.  
A smaller group commented that government cannot be trusted to create the best pre-k.  Surprisingly, the word “indoctrination” crept into the blogs, assuming that when government funds a program, it runs it – and it will force on children a socialist ideology which many oppose. What was disturbing about these comments was that they echoed the refrains from the early 1970s when President Nixon vetoed the first comprehensive child care legislation.  He won support from the population because he talked about wanting to avoid “sovietizing” children, a successful pitch in the Cold War era.  It really reflects a lack of understanding among citizens about what government funding does.  It does not influence service delivery at the local level the way many people think.
Specifically with regard to pre-k, many people commented on the benefits that pre-k can generate for children, families and the community.  Only slightly fewer do not know about or are unconvinced about the potential benefits of pre-k.   There was some debate about the difference between pre-k and child care, the latter referred to as babysitting.  One person asked, and others concurred, “Why do we need expensive, certified teachers to help children learn their colors and shapes. “  The simplicity of early education is what leads many to believe this can and should be done by parents or less skilled personnel.  

Some people acknowledged that districts without pre-k were justified in refusing the money because “the union’s only want the money for teacher wages,” the schools don’t have space, or local child care programs can be hurt by the competition.    Another group felt that the funding would be better spent on other things, such as improving K-12, creating a longer school day or consolidating districts.
Advocates have their work cut out for them.  Not only is there a need to educate the public about how current investments in early childhood education can reduce taxpayers’ burdens in the future, but there is an equally critical need to help citizens understand how government funding for social programs actually work.
Below are the categories and prevalence of specific comments.
	CATEGORIES AND PREVALENCE OF COMMENTS ON PRE-K IN NEWSDAY

	RECIPROCITY AND ENTITLEMENTS

	“I paid, why should others get it for free?”
	23

	“We need to recognize that some people need help.”
	4

	NO MORE TAXES

	“Nothing is free, as the headline suggests.”
	21

	PRE-K HAS PROS AND CONS

	Pre-k has benefits for the children, schools and community
	14

	Pre-k does not make a difference to children and schools.
	5

	Pre-k puts too much pressure on children.
	5

	ROLE OF GOVERNMENT AND DEMOCRACY

	“Having children is a personal responsibility, not the role of government.”
	18

	Government funding will “indoctrinate children” with socialism
	8

	We can’t trust the government to do it right
	5

	A strong democracy provides education for all
	3

	USE THE MONEY FOR OTHER THINGS

	Money can be spent on improving schools and consolidating districts.  We can also use other local services, such as libraries.
	11

	THERE ARE GOOD REASONS WHY DISTRICTS DON’T PROVIDE PRE-K

	Unions just want it for teacher wages
	3

	There is no space.
	3

	The wealthy don’t need it.
	2

	It can hurt local child care programs.
	2



