STATE OF ALABAMA

. GOVERNOR'S OFFICE

FOB JAMES, JR. MONTGOMERY 36130
GOVERNOR . . .

September 27, 1995

Honorable Richard W. Riley

Secretary

United States Department of Education.
500 Independence Avenue, SW
Washington, D. C. 20202- 0100

Dear Secretary Rlley

I am writing this letter to express my concerns that the Goals
2000 program represents a new and unprecedented level of potential
federal intrusion into state and local respon51bility for and
control over public education.

Furthermore, I understand that Congress is reconsidering the
Goals 2000 program in its entirety. Many of the concerns expressed
about potential federal interference with state and local education
policy may be alleviated by changes that would make this program a
block grant and revise, reduce, or eliminate the extensive
statutory provisions that are the source of much of the concern
about the current Goals 2000 law. Also, it is a very real prospect
that the program will be eliminated completely, as provided in the
budget resolution adopted by the House of Representatives in May.

Therefore, given the magnitude of the issues presented and the
genuine concerns created by this potentially sweeping new federal
involvement in education, I request to end the State of Alabama's
current participation in Goals 2000. It is my understanding that
a state may choose to terminate participation by notifying you in .
writing of its decision to cease participation in the program and
by no longer drawing on available funds. Therefore, Alabama will
no longer be drawing available funds under this program.

I appreciate your contlnulng efforts to improve the quality of
education in the United States and in working with the State of
Alabama concernlng this matter.

Sincerely,

FJjr:dhd



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
' THE SECRETARY '

May 16, 1994

The Honorable Neal Smith _

Chairman, Subcommittee on Labor, Health
and Human Services and Education

Committee on Appropriations ‘

House of Representatives

Washington, DC 20515

Dear Mr. Smith:

On March 31, the President signed into law the Goals 2000:
Educate America Act -- a giant step forward in reinventing -
education and changing the way the Department of Education does
business. This law will help to ensure that every student
receives a challenging world-class education and learns to high
standards. It also marks a historic change in the Federal
Government's role in the American education process. ‘

Now that Goals 2000 has been enacted, I am writing to tell you
how we plan to use the fiscal year 1994 funds that the Congress
appropriated last year on a contingency basis. But first, I want
to express my appreciation for your support. :

After six years of effort to pass education reform legislation,
the Congress demonstrated strong bipartisan concern for the
educational well-being of our Nation. I truly believe that we
would not have this historic legislation today had it not been
for the strong signal of support that your committee sent last
year when it provided a contingent appropriation for the
President's bill. I know the President joins me in extending our
heartfelt thanks for your efforts.

Our staff at the Department of Education has been .working-hard

preparing to implement Goals 2000, amd we are well on our way to
sending out the first grants to the States. Following is a
breakdown of how we plan to allocate the $105,000,000 that .
Congress appropriated for this purpose.in 1994:

National FEducation Goals Pane;...w....;...{.w.....‘... $3,000,000

The Goals Panel will be composed of 18 members -- two appointed
by the President, eight Governors, four Members of Congress, and
four members of State legislatures. It will report annually on
State and national progress toward achieving the National
Education Goals, and will build and maintain public support for
the educational reforms necessary to achieve the goals.

400 MARYLAND AVE.. S W. WASHINGTON. D.C. 20202-0106
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The Panel wxll review crxterla the Natlonal Educatlon Standards
and Improvement Council (NESIC) uses to certify State content
standards, State student performance standards, State assess-
ments, and State opportunity-to-learn standards. It will also
review the voluntary national content and student performance
standards and voluntary 0pportun1ty-to-learn standards certified
by NESIC, as well as the crlterla for certlflcatlon of these
standards. - . . .

The Goals Panel is established as an independent agency. ‘
Therefore, these funds, which will support the Panel's work from
July 1, 1994, through September 30, 1995, will be transferred
directly to that agency. Beglnnlnq in flscal year 1996, the
Goals Panel will submlt its budget request directly to the

Congress.

National Education Standards and Improvement Ry
Cguncil.!NESIC!9..'..0.00...‘.'0.......C.'OQ.COQ..C.",sz ooo 000/

The National Education Standards and Improvement Council will be
composed of 19 members -- to be.appointed by the President from
among nominations received from the Secretary of Education, the
Speaker of the House of Representatives, the Majority Leader of
the Senate and the National Education Goals Panel. NESIC will:
establish criteria for, examine, and certify voluntary national
content, student performance, and opportunity-to-learn standards,
and assessment systems. It will also develop criteria for the-

certification of State assessments and will review standards and

assessment systems voluntarlly submitted by States. Like the
Goals Panel, NESIC is authorized as an independent agency, and,
in the future will submit its budget request: dlrectly to the
Congress.

State and Local Educat;on Sgstemlc Imgrovement....... $87}L§0 000
State Technology Plann;ng Ggants.......................$5 000, 000

This new system of State grants, authorlped by-Title III of ‘the-
Act, supports State and local improvement efforts aimed at
helping all students reach challenging standards. Under Title
III, each State w111 begin development .of a comprehen51ve '
improvement plan, including a plan for 1mprov1ng student -

‘achievement through integration of technology into the

curriculum, to help all students meet the standards. Funds‘for'
the first Title III grants will be -available July 1, 1994.

States will use at least 60 percent of thelr 1994 Systemic

Improvement grant funds for subgrants to LEAs for the development

and implementatlon of local improvement plans, the merovement of
preservice teacher education programs, and professional

"development. Of the subgrant funds that it allocates for local
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imprOVement plans, each State must. allocate at least half to LEAs
that have a greater percentage or number -of disadvantaged
children than the 'statewide .average. States will use the
remainder of these funds (up to 40 percent of each State Systemic °
Improvement grant) to develop their compreherisive statewide ‘
improvement plans that, generally, will be submitted with the.
second year's appllcatlon. :Beginning in 1995, each State will
pass through at least 90 percent of. 1ts Goals 2000 funds for

'v local subgrants

States will use their State Technology Planning grants to develop.
plans to improve student achievement through technology,‘as part
of their overall systemic 1mprovement plan ' ,

.Enclosed w1th thls letter is a chart showmng estlmated Tmtle IIT

State allocatlons for - fiscal year 1994.

National: Sklll Standards Board ..... 1..;.;Q.......; ..... $3 /000,000

For 1994, the Department wlll transfer funds for the National
Skill Standards Board to the Department of Labor. The Board will

© promote the development of occupatlonal skill standards that

define what workers need to know in specific occupations and help -
American workers become better trained and 1nternat10nally
competitive. Beginning in 1995, funding for the Board is
requested by the Department of Labor. ‘ v

'National Leadership and Other Federal Activities...... $4,6&Q,060

These funds will be used for a varlety -of act1v1t1es, all of
which will support the reform efforts of States and localltles

‘Included in our plans for National. Leadership are:

o Assisting urban and rural LEAs with large numbers or
concentrations of students who are economically
disadvantaged, . or who have limited English profigiency, :
developing and implementing local school—amprovement p}ans,

o Prov1d1ng technical a581stance to States and localltzes,

© Laying the groundwork for the evaluatlon of Goals 2000
activities;

¢ Identifying and helping to reﬁlicate coordinated services

programs found to be successful in helping students and
families and 1mprov1ng student outcomes; and 4

o Establishing.a peer review system to review:State plans.
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Our 1985 budget for Goals 2000 was proposed for later
transmittal, pending enactment of authorizing legislation, and we
will soon be sending you a budget amendment and a justification
for our 1995 proposals. Those documents will contain more detail
on our plans for fiscal year 1995, including plans for two
authorities under Title II of Goals 2000 that we have not
addressed in this letter -- opportunity-to-learn grants and
assessment development and evaluatlon grants.

Under these two authorltles, the Department would support efforts
to develop voluntary national opportunity-to-learn standards and
assist States and localities with the costs of developing State
assessments that will be used to determine whether students are
meeting State content standards. While these activities are
essential ingredients of the Goals 2000 reform effort, we would
not be able to make 1994 grants under those authorities until
spring .or summer of 1995. By that time the 1995 funds, which we
hope will be a substantial 1ncrease will be available and can be

used for those purposes.

I believe that March 26, 1994, the~day'Congress passed the Goals

©'2000: Educate America Act, will be remembered as the day the

United States got serious about education. I thank you for
helping to make that day happen, and I look forward to reporting
to you periodically on the progress that we make. I am sending
identical letters to Congressman Porter and Senators Harkln and

Specter.

: Yours sincerely,
Richard W. Riley
Enclosure

cc: Honorable Edward M. Kennedy - - o
Honorable ' William D. Ford ‘ e . = '
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National Education Goals Panel
1850 M Street, NW, Suite 270
Washington, DC 20036

Fax Cover Sheet

DATE:  Octobers, 1985 . TIME:  1022AM

TO: . MichaelCohen ~ ~ PHONE: (202) 401-3385
~ Office of the Secretary - - FAX:  (202) 401-0596

FROM: KenNelson - PHONE: (202) 632-0952

: Executive Director ~ ~ FAX: (202) 632-0957

RE: ,P/eéSe see éttabhed,rhaiferials, ‘

-

Number of ﬁa'ge's includingwcoveri shpei:‘? o
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NATIONAL EDUCATION. GOALS PANEL |

To: Carol Rasco, Assxstant to the Pre51dent for Domestlc Pohcy
.From Ken Nelsor?(Execunve Duector, National Educatlon Goals Panel
Re: Fy’ 96 Appropriations for the Goals Panel

Date: October 5, 1996

The Goals Panel has appreciated your active participation as the White House liaison
during the past three years. We now need your help more than ever. . The House provided
no money for the Panel for FY ‘96 and the Senate provided only $1 million, which is
56% below FY ‘95. We need $2 million in FY *96 to fulfill our assessing and reporting
responsibilities and the new charges given to us by the Panel, regarding academic
standards and other state services. This is still a 15% cut from last year.

We have bi-partisan support from the governors who have sent the attached letters to the
republican and democratic leadership of the respective Senate and House appropnanon
committees, We have suffered from two problems. The Panel has been swept up in the
larger controversy that swirls around Goals 2000. And at a time of such significant cuts it
has been difficult for us to get an effective advocate for our small request. Senators
Bingaman and Cochran were not able to add to the $1 million for fear of the impact the
debate would have on Goals 2000. We believe that Senators Specter and Hatfieldare .

- sympathetic. Congressman Goodling spoke to Senator Specter on our behalf as did other
people. Senator Harkm s staff has been apprised of our efforts.

Also, durmg the House ﬂoor debate Congressman R1ggs secured the promise from
Congressman Porter that the House would accept the amount for the Goals Panel brought
“to the conference committee by the Senate. Gov. Thompson had received sumlar « ‘
assurances from both Congressmen Livingston and Porter

-

1850 M Street. NW - Suite 270 ‘Washington, DC_20036
{(202) 632-0852 FAX (202) 632-0957
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This brings us to you. We remind people that President Clinton was the lead democratic
‘governor at the 1989 Charlottesville summit and remains strongly committed to the Goals
Panel. In fact, the President’s budget provided $2.8 in FY?96 for the Panel. As you
commence a negotiations process with Congress on the Labor, Health, Human Services
and Education appropriations bill, or after the presidential veto, please advocate for our
request for $2 million. There should not be significant opposition in the Senate or House
if the letters signed by the governors have an impact, and with the commitments listed
above. A conservative Republican Governor, John Engler has been elected to be the
Panel chair, 1995-96. As you know, we have a.lways been b1part1san and our membershlp
- is state dommated : '

The Panel’s duties are becoming more state focused. Under the leadership of Governors -
Romer and Engler the Panel will help states develop high academic standards througha
peer review process. We are establishing a World Class Benchmarks resource group on
'standards and assessments, involving the business and post-secondary communities. We
will be working with states and communities to develop their own reports on progress

. toward goal achievement. We will be recognizing high performance schools through a
promising practices contest. And, of course, we will continue to monitor and report on
progress toward achievement of the national education goals at state and national levels
with the best data available. All of this makes systemic reform of education far more
possible for the states of this great country. And it illustrates why the Goals Panel is
worthy of the $2 million requested. Thank you for your consideratién

If we canbe of any ass1stance please let us know. I have taken the liberty to copy Mike
Cohen and Patty Sulhvan as people who have been working with us, ‘

cc: Mike Cohen, Ofﬁce of the Secretary, Department of Educatmn .
Patty Sulhvan, Director of Educatxon Leglslatxon, National Governors Association.
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~ August 1, 1995

. The HOﬂOrable Mark I—{a'lﬁeld
Chairman
Senate Appropnaﬁons Committee
Room S-128 Capitol
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Chmman H&tﬁc!d'

Following the htstonc 1989 edu::atxon summit in- Charlottcsville. the Govemors and
President Bush agreed on sducation goals for the nation and created the National Education
Goals Panel &s an accountebility mechanism to monitor.and report on the nation’s progress
-toward achieving the goals. We believe that the Pane] continues to play  significant role in
assisting states as they work to improve educational performance for all studeats, -

The Gosls Panel memhe'rs have recently initisted new efforts to collect and distribute
inforrgation on the 'development of warld class acad¢mic standards sud the assessment of
studentt achievement at the state leveL. This kind of information will fill an essential need for

state pohcymakers

While we recognize the difficult decisions that you will face, we strongly urge you to
cantinue fundiug for the National Education Goals Penel in the appropriations process. -

. Sincezi;]jf.
Gavernor Evan B vernor John | gle
State of Indiana /State of Michifran

’ N %mor Jg Rowland |
Smte of North Ca.rolms o of Corinecticut

. CGovern ery Romer o : ‘ Govemor Christine. Todd Whluﬂan -
State of Colorado - - o " State of New Jersey

cc: The Hanorable Arlen Spector

| #106860 L0V ‘adz - o gpi0L ¢t G6-G -0l 020 4o1d023131 X043X: A8 IN3S
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Tommy G. Thampson L Rnyrn'nﬁd €. Scheppack

Governar of Wheonsin, -~ " Bwerurrive Direstor
Chulrman
‘ : : Hall of the Srares
BobMillr . © 444 North Caplrel Sereet
Governorof Nevada . Wahingron, D.C. 200011812
% gy ViceChalrman .« Telephone (202) 624:5300
%ﬁ% | . ' ' September 26, 1995
The Honorable Arlén Specter
Chairman
Subcommittee on Labor, Health and Human Servius, Educatlon
‘United States Senate
SD 184

: Waahington, D.C. 20510

Dear Chmrman Specter

As Uovemars wno are current or former marnbm of the Nulum! Bduuulon Suals Pauct, we wiiie v
express our srong concern with respect (o the funding level provided fui tlie Nationsl Dducaclan
Goals Panal in the Fiscal 1996 Appropriations bill. As reported by the Commistee, the bill provides
only $1 million in funding for the pancl. This lével of appropriution will not permit the Panel to
continue to produce the National Education Goals Repaxt nor to continue to work wrth the states in
support of sohool restructuring efforts.

We srrongly urge you to work with the U‘ S, Dcpanment of Bdueati»on to {dentify sources of funds

from other programs within the Department that could be transferred to permit suffici fent funding for

the National Education Goals Panel. We believe that the Panel should be able to continue to report on - |

progress made towand achieving the national education goals and contlnue to provide states with
technical assistance on sehaol reform efforts. _. , ‘ o

-

. We thenk you “for your help. with this urgént manter and ask that you contast staff at the National

Gavernor’ Assoclation (202) 624-7723 if we can be of any assxstmce to you in msunng sufficient
funding for the Panel to continue Its work. -

St

ergly,

: . EvanBayh
Governorof Michigan ‘ . Governor of Indians -

S #:9650 Loy Z‘DZ . D ¢yl + G6~5 -0l 0204 487003313 X0J9X: A8 LN3IS
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The Hohorablc Mnrk 0. Hatfield
September 26 1998
Page d .

Christine Todd Whitman e
Governor of New Jgrsey : . Governor of Vermont'

Q»%obu/*

Jamas B, Hunt Jr. »
chomor of Nonh Carolina
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Davzd S. Broder
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 Gegoiner Jr.; the chainman of IEM
" - -{idThe man- who has engineered its

‘pécelit turnaround, had a message for
the“natlon’s gaverndrs when be ap-

. peared ‘before their anoual summer

meeﬂnghueﬁﬂsweek.Wamingthat

‘redl” reform ‘requires  resources,
" Geérstoer said, “True change agents
anxexr money where tlmr mnnth

i %t message has ‘broad appln:a
ﬁon,not only to the governors bat to .
" the self-styled revolutionaries in

‘Washington, who often appear. to be
!emng their budgetary goals prede-
termine the way they are reshaping

- programs and agencies,

Buttherezspamaxlarpermence

’ hrmemmﬂprogrmnthathasbeena
- bipartisan pcro_}ect of the governors

and now is threatened by small-
‘mindéd ecanomizers in Congress.

""Adewdeago,fa.mghtedgomors
- ‘of ‘both parties, including both Bill

ClmtonofArkansa—.smdlnsmldbe
1996 Republican opponent, Lamar Al-
exatder of Tennessee, lannched a
‘program {o raise the achievement

. standards i American schools. Their

“national ‘goals” effort was embraced
by President Bush in 1989 at his
“eddcation summit” in Chaxiottesvil]e

Va. Last year, it was written into-
“Goals 2000" legislation by Congress .

‘with strang support from President
Clm

- Just Plain Dumb

Aamllbutmtmlpwoeofthelaw
was the creation of the National Edu-
cation Goals Panel to ride herd on the

project.
Nowtheﬂausekepubﬂmshavef

moved: to kil the entire Goals zOoo"_f'-'fa
program, inchuing the $2.7 milﬁonkdl Ollr best hOPe
for the goals panel. Bven before they. . -

saying that stranglmg t!'us eﬂ'ort -is
domb, ,
That is the view not Jusl -of long-

rado’s Roy Romer, both Democrats,
but of conservative reformers such as
Wisconsin’s: Tommy 'l"hompson and
M.lch:gan sJolm Engler, both Repubh-

Thompsontoldmethatbecauseso

few of the.governors who.met with .’

Bush in 1989 to laanch this campaign
are still avoand, dnd because few busl-

nessmenareaseomnnuedlotbe‘.:,

canse 23 Gerstuer, "weneedwmmp-

_slnrtthrsﬁmtagm.

Thompson and R(nncr both ac-
Imowledge thntwhethertheylikelt
ornot.tbeted&ralgranlslostatmfor

Goals- 2000 programs are likely vic-

tims of the budgd—altter& But the
goals panel is, in Thompson’s words,

“the catalyst® and the forum that i is '

aneeded to keep the effort gaing.
The governors” original notion. was
a simple one: In a competitive world,

the quality of the education America's -

- TiE WASHINGTON PosT

Why would
_Congress want to’

Jor setting hzgher
‘stantards in the -

~ schools?

time education advocates such as
North Carolina’s Jim Hunt and Colo- -

youngsters receive is the prime de-
terminant of the nation's future well-
being. So they set out goals for them-
selves, Among otliérs, they said, by

2000, all children would start school

ready to leamn and at least 90 percent

‘of them would finish high school. Ev-
"~ ery gradnate would have demonstrat- -
-_‘eclcnmpetmoemmnebamcsub;eds.
No one could argue with the goals. -
Butbysethngthmrdwﬂmsofa:m
the future, Gerstner said; the. -gover-

nors“leftaﬁtﬂeblttoomuch._

cover” for themselves. And, hé pomt-j
-edlysmd.“’Goalsarentworthadamn
- if you don’t measure every day” how
-near or far the schools are from

achieving them.

"Last week, in a report that was as
direct as - Gersther's “speech, the
American Federation of Teachers

(AFT) documented how far we are.

_from being able to measure that prog-

-While every state but Towa has |
begun to develop tougher academic

. standards for its students, only 13
* gtates have standards that are “clear

and specific enough” to guide curricu-
Jum -development. While 33 states-
have or are developing student’ as-
“sessments geared Lo those standards,
~only seven states require high school
seniors to meet the standards set for
10th-, 11th- or 12tk-graders in order -

to graduate.

" The public has become skepbcal _
about education “reforms” that are
designed to provide comfort for
teachers or students, instead of en-
suring that knowlecge and skills are

~actually acquired. This _e.fforl falls into

the latter category.

The AFT wants an end to plati-
tudes. Instead of saying. that fifth-
gxidezs “should be able to use basic

science ooncepts to help understand

various kinds of scientific informa-

‘tion,”-as one state does,; the model

should be another state’s requirernent
that ‘those 10-year-olds “should be

-able to describe the basic processes of

photosynthesis and respiration and -
their importance to life.”

That same kind of rigor is what the
governors are seekizg—and what the
goals panel is all about.

Kifling it would be one of the dum-

‘best things Congress could do.
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Temmy G. Thompson Raymond C, Scheppach
RNORSI . Gavernor of Wisconsin Execurive Dirsctor
: Chairman
IATION ‘ o Hall of the States ..
' ‘ © Bob Miller | 444 Norch Capitol Strcee
Governoe of Nevada ~ Washingeon, D.C. 20001-1512

Telephone {202 624-3300

. Vice Chaitman
Ky | | -
L e O o September 26, 1995

The Honorable Mark O. Hatfield
Chairman .-
Appropriations Committee
United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Chairman Hatfield:

As Govemors who are current or former members of the National Education Goals Panel, we write to
. express our strong concern with respect to the funding level provided for the National Education
Goals Panel in the Fiscal 1996 Appropriations bill. As reported by the Committee, the bill provides
only $1 million in funding for the panel. This level of appropriation will not permit the Panel to
continue to produce the National Education Goals Report nor to continue to.work with the states in
 support of school restructuring efforts. ‘

We strongly urge you to work with the U.S. Department of Education to idemify sources of funds
from other programs within the Department that could be transferred to permit sufficient funding for
the National Education Goals Panel. We believe that the Panel should be able to continue to report on

" . progress made toward achieving the national education goals and continue to provide states with
technical assistance on schoo! reform efforts.

We thank you for your help with this urgent matter and ask thai you contact staff at the National
Governors’ Association (202) 624-7723 if we can be of any assistance to you in insuring sufficient
funding for the Panel to continue its work.

Sincerely,

Evan Bayh
Governor of Indiana

Governor/of Michigan
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The Honorable Arlen Specter
September 26, 1995
Page 2

m Bdgar z

Governor of llinois

a;:é.cw:. 7%»%//4«»

Christine Todd Whitman Howard Dean, MD
Governor of New Jersey Governor of Vermont

Jafdes B. Hunt Jr.
Govemor of North Carolina




SEP 26 '95 12:S6PM NAT/L GOVERNORS’ASSOCIATION B P.2/5

NmONAL 7 Tommy G. Thompien Raymond C. Scheppach
[ ’ : Governor of Wiscensin Exccutive Dircetor
GOVERNGQRS ,. Gorear i
MW[ON ’ - . . Hall of che States
. Bab Miller ' 444 North Capital Sereer
' * . Govenor of Nevada Washingron, D.C. 200011512

Vice Chalrman Telephone {202) 624-5300

2 4K - © September 26, 1995,

The Honorable Arlen Specter

Chairman :

Subcommittee on Labor, Health and Human Services, Education
United States Senate

SD 184 .

Washington, D. C. 20510

Dear Chairman Specter:

As Governors who are current or former members of the National Education Goals Panel, we write to”
express our strong concern with respect to the funding level provided for the National Education
Goals Panel in the Fiscal 1996 Appropriations bill. As reported by the Committee, the bill provides
only $1 million in funding for the panel. This level of appropriation will not permit the Panel to
continue to produce the National Education Goals Report nor to contmue to work with the states in
suppon of school restructunng efforts. ‘ :

We strongly urge you to work with the Us. Department of Education to xdennfy sources of funds
from other programs within the Department that could be transferred to permit sufficient funding for
the Nationa! Education Goals Panel. We believe that the Panel should be able to contmue to report on
progress made toward achieving the national education goals and continue to provide states with
technical assiSiance on school reform efforts.

We thank you" for your help with this urgént matter and ask that you contact staff at the National
Governors’ Association (202) 624-7723 if we can be of any assistance to you in insuring sufficient
funding for the Panel to continue its work.

. Evan Bayh
Govemo of chhngan ; Governor of Indiana
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Edgar -
Governor of [llinois ~ Goverltfr of Colorado
 Christine Todd Whitman o &@m MD 4 -

Govemor of New Jersey Governor of Vermont '

~ James B. Hunt Jr. o
Govemor of North Carolina



