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ater investigation of "FREESTYLE" brought a frank admission:
dren's attitudes are '"deeply rooted in the family'" -- and
bureaucrats don't like that one bit.

by their own admission, "FREESTYLE" is an open attack
parents are teaching their children.

But there's even more.

NIE bureaucrats gave our tax dollars to a sex educator who
pushed for a special section in children's libraries devoted to
sex education.

This must be the ultimate in their idea of a '"permissive
society'" -- where our children can just walk in with the open
approval of the school and look at any sex literature these
bureaucrats think is OK.

Perhaps that's how they want to bring up their own children
-— but the NIE bureaucrats want to force this on our children
too. And using our own tax dollars.

Radical, left-wing feminists just love the NIE -- they got
over five million dollars from NIE during 1980. And they are
still getting our tax dollars today.

One of those taxpayer funded grants taught women how the
bureaucrats think you should cope with stress and pressure: by
"joining women's (radical) groups,' '"smoking a joint" (marijuana),
or "divorcing my husband."

In addition to promoting anti-family values and corrupting
our children, these self-proclaimed ''social engineers'" are wasting
millions of our tax dollars.

or instance, CEMREL, a social engineering laboratory in
St. Louis, spent $750,000 on taxpayer-paid junkets -- including
trips to Egypt and Disney World.

Ed Curran and I fought these entrenched, ultra-liberal NIE
bureaucrats during 1981 and 1982.

Finally, Ed Curran suggested NIE be abolished. While I
can't show you an exact copy of the letter Ed tried to get to
President Reagan, I can do the next best thing, since I helped
draft that fateful letter.

it 1
for which he was dismissed.

Isn't it incredible that the head of a federal agency, a
Reagan appointee, could fail to get past the bureaucracy and to
the President?

But the impossible has indeed happened.

Ed isn't, of course, the only loyal Reagan appointee who has
tried to advance the President's objectives. There are many others.

(More--)






assistance from Public Advocate, which has worked all year long
to try and abolish the Department of Education.

But I have been told by Public Advocate Executive Director
FEugene Delgaudio that if you can not contribute at least $15,
tken he may have to suspend this emergency campaign within the
next two weeks.

I do not fault Eugene and Public Advocate for this decision,
for they have already been most generous in helping me, giving
this urgent program an initial budget of some $14,500 to begin with.

But whether or not I can now continue is up to you.

Whether I can reach my goal and break through past the
bureaucrats to President Reagan is up to you.

Please take out your checkbook right now, and write out a
check for $15 to Public Advocate, and mail it to me right away.

In case you're wondering, I'm not asking for that check
for myself. I did not resign my position in government to work
for Public Advocate.

Rather, my purpose is to get past the permanent structure
which the President has said is a major obstacle to his programs.

So please send the postcard to President Reagan. And
write your check for $15 *to Public Advocate immediately. If you
can send a larger contribution for $25, $50, $100, or even $1000
or more, I will be grateful. Every dollar will be a tremendous
help to me in achieving my goal.

If you and I can not get NIE abolished, then every bureaucratic
agency is safe, and every bureaucrat can breathe easy.

You and I must not fail, or Ed Curran's courageous
sacrifice will have been in vain.

The bureaucrats haven't really been challenged so far. With
your support they could be in for the biggest fight of their lives.
I will look forward to hearing from you this week. Thank you.

QinmAraler

[ o
National Institute of Education

P.S. Abolishing the NIE is one battle in the war to abolish the
Department of Education. This is a '"must win" battle for 1loyal
supporters of President Reagan. I pray you are one. And that
you will act. Or else, my resignation will have accomplished
nothing.
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concerned. v all Kknow

330 s
331 that.
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332 T would alsn like teo tell the Conmmittee that the Tit] T
332 progran has bean a successfiul rrogram. All of oux
334| evaluation indicatss that. and we nave baen successfiul over

- USSR . e .

335! the wvaz2axzs, since 1905, Iin aducating disadvantaged children.

e e e e e

336 ' T would inéicate thgé.we ha;é.spent a lofﬂéf ti 1 doun
337} thzrough the,yeaﬁs in the Depatment evaluating various node
333| and various approaches to e@ucating disadvantaged children,
339 and given fhe fa;t.that I had to face a $10 billion

340{ allowance, after I- had concluded all of my internal

341| procedures and negotiating with OMB and availing myself o=f
342| the appeal opportunities that are available, we uound up
343] with a %10 billion budget. So I had to sgueeze uithin that
344| $10 billion amount the allocations that we made.

345 Knouing that we have had some prograns that have been
3436| reported to us as being successful, and the funding range
347| that we reported in our testimony, knowing with the laxge
3:8| dollar amounts that we had to take out of our budget, tgiz_

349| any place I made reductions thexe would be difficully., =

(]

350! felt that I had no choice but to reduce the Title I ox ti

£

351 Chapter 1 funding--uwe've all known it as Title I £or sc io.y
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3
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3521 to a $1.9 billion. That would provide approximatel, T%77

354 | students participating is therefore reduced f£rom a $525
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Mr. SIMON. Thank you, Mr. Chaizman.

I£ I nmay join in wishing

I have had

There is no cuestion in my nind that the figuras we see nou
'\\_m’_#——————’———”_—__—— — - T o - -
would be appreciably woxsa uzre it not Zoxr vour nprasence in
|
e e . N e m—————— e e e o e

that offica. I an grat=2Zul for wour nra2sanca.

- \\ —_— e e o e -

You ! ve been hasicallv handed the vackKage of $10 billion,

as you have said, and vou have had to comz2 up here and trzvy !

. 5
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and sell it. It remains, as you are hesazi:

{

of the aisle, a bad package. I think that's the fundamenta

1.

situaticon.

two of uwhich aze £z

If I can just site three instanc:as,

ny subconnittee, ona o witlich is one a subcommities o which

-~ 3 < - ] hnd . 2 -
Handicapred EZducaticn, uherzs the

immediate figuzres look like we'ze having only an $11 per
studant xeducticn. But that assumes the zescission, a: if

vyou do not assune that rescission, you get down to a

reduction of $76 per handicarped child, zeduction in federxal

assistance. I really don't believe the people of this
nation or the people of this Congress want that.

Second.vin the area of student assistance, the Pell

Grants, according to your office, for the '82-83 school
vear, those from families of $9,000 income or less will 4
rec 3 I, 4 .

that we are being asked for in the '83-84 school year.
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.and wozxk with the $10 billion budget. It is a natter of

those trade offs again.

T feel that  still provic d the most aid that I coul’™ "Hr
the students. T could have gone ovar 1nto itle I and the”
elemantazry-sacondaxy, but we have heen invading that side of
our budget too haavily alzzady

Mr. COLEMAN. Mell, I apvwreciate the hot seat that you':ze

~ut on and having %o ccme up here anid ranresenit snd suppozt

-y
—d

{

figures that necoessarily, pzivataly,. viu mag naT- 2

context of the discussions with the rest of tha

Administrzation--uould not bring forward. I understand that.
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Perhaps maybe uho we ought to have hsre are s5ome ©

24

other people ubo raguired these figures %to cens Zoxuaxd.
But I do nota that this comni:tes, Loth sidas of the
aisle, I thinX, are going to provide vou a 1it+tla hit more

of the resources in order to caxry out sone of these duties.
I assume that you won't kick and screan too much if we do

that for you.

Secretary BELL. I would just say, HNr. Coleman, that my

colleagues in the Administzration, we staried out talking

- e
about an $8 7 billion budgat. and as ue talPed about the

problems and the implications of this, we uere able to bLlng
T — T

it up to %10 billion. That was painful to do that as K

e
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to my colleagues in OmMB and other places.
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with one another that we really miss the v ry serious

educational differences that we have over this 1issue.

I don't blame Mzr. Stockman for not ccming here. Here you
are, a-perfectly nice gentleman, who has the respect and -
=0 ’ -

ot

admiration of this Committee, and vou come in and ycu tell

us that you wish you could do better but thcse other fellous

won't let ygdwdé any hettexr, so you haverdaﬁéﬂfhe best you

_—

could within the constrxaints that they have set on gou.

Stockman couldn't improve on that, so why should he ccme?

Nou, I suggest to you that if you go through your
testimony of last vear, before this committee, you ill find

that you reveatedly made assurances tec this ccommittes that

you did not forese=, that you would not support, that ycu

would not expect any incxeases in cuts anywhexe akin to that
which ycu werxe ashking of us last yeszx.

You contradicted the suggestions as to the minimal impact,
for example, that there would be Ly 1 King away Social
Security, educational benefits, and said yes, it would have
a greater impact. And now you come back, not as an
educator, but you come back as a budgetary hostage, and yoﬁ
tell us that you can't justify this budget you are bzingir
to us on the basis of education, hut you're justifying it to

. , :

us on the basis of budgetary considerations, on the basis £

tl c.

Well, those deficits, Mxr. _a2cretary, ted by t
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the rug out fremn under them.

How do you feel about that situation yourself? Ke had

wanted to question Mr. Stockman along these lines, &ng ue

had some questons for hia, and that was the reason that I -
conductad thosa ha2axings. %o sce 1f ho noreced with the
huvweinassrpen that werxe sunnortars of thhe President., Sut

since e 1s nct here, like to st you how can

we reconcile TiaLs situaticn wihen bhUusinessnaill wezi W& are
making a mistalle Ly Joriiing the xug cut fronm unioz thesé
vyoungsters this day and zge.

Secxetary BELL. Well, I would just indicate that beayond

the funiing lavel of

e
®
=
]
P—J
(31
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o
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he 1is concerned with thesa cuts; he has

expressed them; he has expressed then to re. These business

wall as talking atout

fod

-
5, ag

people are also telling

education-—-and I xecognize that it pays—--these

are also emphasizing the interest rate problem and the

inflation rroblem. So as ue concentrxate on one, us have the

othexr difficulty.
I would just say that we discussed all of the matt :é

to unemployment and what havpens to training and

it
(v
‘—J
f
e
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&

1 id what the implic¢c :ions 1 . A lou as

yvou feel this budget is, if it weren't for 2 concern

business reop.
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percent of the 1ligible population of the 3.6 million
limited English pzoficient students, and vet you aze

recommanding a deduction in funding for the zxogram which

will Ffurther reduce participation to 172,000 students. The

proposal is to reduca from the cuzzent level of $135 miliicn

to 395 million, which is a »eduction of over 30 p: nt,

[
it
91
D

although, of course, the reduction would be less iZ you take
into account the rescission that you'ra asiing of 311
million even Zox the 1982 budget.

Nouw, could you please cutline the justification you have

used in zeaching this level of funding reguest and your

of the most hasic needs of the low income nminozily studen
to leaxrn how *to sreak the language of the socisty in which
he oxr she lives? Bilingual education is not a program to
Kkeep our children away from beccming proficient in English.
It is a program that is an important stepping stone into
getting those childi 1 not to drop from school bhacausa %l vy
don't undexrstand the lagguage, but by zetaining them thrzough
bilingual education to make them ultimately proficient in
English. I am concerned that these pzoposal @ill hinder
the education of the minoxity Hisbanic and other c¢h: 1ren £
the nation.

b L. -~ I

struggling to Keep our program to sexve the students. The

T T T T T

e et vt ot e s e
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reductions that we have fcr *the bilingual progranm are within

the ballpaxk of the other xeductions 1 : nmada. The
ar¥e *those wthe have hean nr¥eszing ne to z2xo out the progzanm
for limitad English proZficiznt students. Given ths Suvrema

Court rsguiremant, and civen the demands that we have, I
have resisted that wmzopozal and would just indica*ta that
again, as I have zaid uith the other vrograms, with the
dollaxzs that we had, we £z2lt we Kept in balancz the

commitment to this student population.

Mx. CORRADA. Mr. Sscretary, in connection with the follouw

through program, I see that yvou're asking for a budget
rescission of $192 million currently provided foxr t progzan
so that you're zZerxroing this program in your recuest fozr a
budzat rescission for '3Z2 and, of course, asking for zezo
funds foxr 1983.

| In the Reconciliation Act last yeax, both Damocrats 1d
Republicans agxeed that fhe follow-through program should b=z
continued through 19384, and thén placed into Chaptexr 2 of
the education block ocrants. This is demonstrated by the
budget figures fozr '82, '383 and '34L.

Insomuch as this is a direct contradiction to the intent
of the Reconciliation Act, do.youhintend'to seek legislative
change and, if the rescission takes place, what will happen

| ’ 1d 1is

follow—-thrxough cl: es?

’
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INTRODM™TION

The Department of Education has redefined the Federal role
in education within the context of changes occurring in
intergovernmental relations. Accordingly, appropriate
functions, goals and objectives have been formulated, and
the Department is already implementing some changes and
proposing further revisions. 1In this light, the Federal
Interagency Committee on Education (FICE) has been activated
and will work towards similar ends.

This paper will explain how FICE, as an interagency committee,
can participate in changing the Pederal role in education.

The paper is organized around four areas:

1. An explanation of the reasons for creating a
different Pederal role in education;

2. A definition of the Federal role and how it
relates to State and local roles;

3. The major functions appropriate > the Federal
role; and,

4. How FICE can coordinate a government-wide
effort to reach the Administration's educ: ion
goals.

PURPOSE

The two-fold purpose of this paper is to provide the
rationale for the activation of the Federal Interagency
Committee on Education (FICE), and to recommend a specific
interagency coordination plan.

BACKGROUND

hed by Executive Order in 1964, d continued
to Operate underdlseries of executive orders until the passage
of the Department of Education Organization Act (P.L. 96-88)
in October '07a Camt+inn 214 nf P.T.. 96-88 stinulated that
"1
b ¢
lon.
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Prior to 1979, the main function of FICE was the development

of publications growing out of issues identified by PICE
subcommittees and study groups. These pul ications we:

produced under contract with various groups in the private
sector. FPICE also sponsored a r ber of conferences on -
matters of general education interest. A selected list ~¢__~7
FICE publications and conferences is given in Tab A.“Ficcz,

as required by P.L. 96-88, was not implemented by former
Secretary of Education Hufstedler; however, Secretary Bell

moved to comply with the legal requirements by recommending

to the President those Federal agencies that would appoint
senior policymaking officials to FICE membership. President
Reagan concurred with Secretary Bell's r :ommendation on
January 12, 1982, naming the Federal agencies he found
appropriate to compose the FICE membership. A copy of
President Reagan's memorandum is given in Tab B.

The purpose of FICE, as defined in P L.{%6~88, is to assist

the Secretary of Education we the procedures and
actions of the Education Department (ED) with other Federal
departments and agencies. FICE is also statutorily mandated

to conduct studies and make recommendations to Federal agencies
to ensure:

l. Consistent program p¢ " icies and practices;

2. Effective communication among Federal agencies
to avoid duplication of activities;

3. Efficient and responsive service to program
recipients; and,

4. Effective participation by students and parents
in Pederal education programs.

The administration of FICE is necessarily in the Office of
the Deputy Under Secretary for Intergovermmental and Interagency
Affairs where its activities can be carefully coordinated
with the Intergovermmental Advisory Council, Intergovermmental
Services Staff, and other related functions of that office.
The agencies forming FICE have been 1dent1f1ed and a FICE

C o -““dlnatlon plan

.nes

that involyves most Pederal agencies ana expiains why an
interagency coordination plan is needed.






Public Utilities - Not long ago, we ! 2w what public
utilities were and what they did--they generated and
transmitted the energy that made our economy run.
Now the entire rationale of the public utility is
being chall jed. Increasingly, they are as respon-
sible for ¢ cgy non-use as they are for use. They
have become technical advisors and they are bankers
providing loans to people to weatherize their homes.
They are being challenged not only by cooperatiy 3,
but also by individuals.

Banks ~ Banks have been a place where most people
kept checking accounts, borrowed and saved money and
there were no alternativesto a bank. Today, the banks
have so much competition and have so restructured,
that the entire banking institution is in a state of
confusion with difficult questions about interest
rates, location of branch banks, and ownership (21
of the largest banks are lo¢ :ed in Calfironia and
11 of those are foreign owned). In the future, it
seems we can do most of our financial business with
money management companies such as Merrill-Lynch or
one-stop retail stores like Sears.

We find the same kind of restructuring with respect to edu-
cation. At every level, the very definitions and boundaries
around our education systems are being changed. The issues
concerning-~-How much Federal funding will be provided for
education? Will there be a Federal Education Department?

What are the responsibilities of a Chief State School Officer?
Will there be a tax increase at the local level?--are ! 1ies
that will increasingly be of little meaning because th¢ atire
system is restructnring itself and this means a different
FPederal role.

Over the next two decades, the education system, as we know

it today, will change dramatically--and thie is not merely _rather
a bold prediction, but ie—is—simpiy” a refle..Ion of what

is already happening. The electronic/information/computing
realities of right now, (today), by themselves, will generate

an extraordinary range of alternatives to the old model

), " 1 school, college, post-
tl f
unanswered questions. In education, _._ zi¢

the new leader will be entrepreneurs, and this means a
different Pederal role and a different { ate and local role.
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THE FICE ROLE

One of the first tasks of FICE is to define its role within
the context of the changes occurring in intergovermmental
relations and t! new Pederal role in education. The
Educatl ' >»n Department will have the leadership responsibility
for carrying out the new Federal role which includes
coordinating all e« ‘:ational policy and activities of the
various Federal agencies. ED has taken the lead by initiating
steps toward its new role; some regulations have been
eliminated, others have been simplified; 28 discretionary
programs have been consolidated into one formula grant
program; budget reforms have been achieved, and a new
organizational structure has been planned. That plan calls
for the transfer of 28 existing programs to other Federal
agencies with the civil rights enforcement function going

to the Department of Justice. Twenty-three existing programs
would be terminated because of low priority or that have
served their purpose and 11 unnecessary Federal boards and
commissions would be eliminated.

It must be noted that the new Pederal ro. in education will
not be eg achieved. There are real and valid reasons
for a change and therelwill be a change, But how do we ensure

if the final results axe acceptable and consistent with
present policy, goals, and objectives? Efforts to eff-eee
the new role will be accompanied by controversy, turmoil,

and confusion-~often it will be two steps forward and one

step backward, and budget reforms will especially be difficult.
The birth of a new Pederalism will be painful and without a
carefully planned strategy, implemented with commitment,
enthusiasm, and hard work, the resulting birth could be a
monstrosity. A coordinated govermment-wide effort must be
made and PICE can be an important part of that effort.

There is no other mechanism in place that can coordinate

the efforts of numerous Pederal agencies. FICE can ensure
that each agency correctly understands the present policy

and that uniform and coordinated efforts are made to impl ent
that policy--govermment would be speaking with one voice.

ED efforts will be more successful if coordinated with other
Federal agencies and this becomes a major PICE role to

s e 1 DA v=1

To effectively coordinate, FICE will identify and define
common issues in education. Then it wil outline tt
relationship bet 2n functions, goals, and objectives.
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the full Committee. Individual agency staff members would
assist in providing information and background materials
for ch FICE meeting. Also, agency stafi tbers must be
free to devote their time and the effort r isi 7 to « ry
out the work of the full Committee.

Various subcommittees will be appointed to study specific
areas as directed by the full Committee. These subcommittees
will also be. supported by the permanent FICE staff. Examples
are interagency subcommittees for educational technology,
foreign language study, and rural education. Similar intra-
agency subcommittees would be appointed to coordinate within
¢ th agency.

The permanent PICE staff will be responsible for those
functions necessary to the work of the full Committee and
those assigned by the Education Department. Specific staff
work relating to the full Committee includes:

0 Responsibility for preparing the agenda for
each meeting, developing background material
for each agenda item, making or arranging for
appropriate presentations before the Committee,
and developing options and recommendations for
each issue;

o Responsibility for carrying out the business
of the Committee, special assignm .ts, studies,
-and preparing reports;

o Responsibility for keeping abreast of key trends
and activities among educational agencies and
ensuring that the Committee is fully briefed on
these matters:;

© Responsibility for prov1d1ng information relating
to educational research in both the public and
private sector and to identify findings useful
to the Committee; and,

o Respon51b111ty for keeping each member agency

TrrAlsrad i A semrl and Aamascsed - I T TEIE S

Duties not directly related to the full Committee but assigned
to PICE by ED:
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Coordinating the rural education initiative
among appropriate FPederal agencies;

Coordinating and administering the policy
with respect to interagency agreements;

Responsibility for ensuring each principal
office in ED is kept informed about actions
taken by the FICE subcommittees, especially
those that may involve policy;:

Responsibility for establishing and maintaining
an informational data system relating to key
trends, research findings and innovative
educational priorities;

I sponsibility for coordinating FICE activities
with other DUS/IIA Directors. The purpose is to
gain 1 ximum output of DUS/IIA staff units. Both
formal and informal means will be used to develop
a strong cooperative working relationship with a
lot of sharing of information;

Coordinating Departmental research studies to
ensure these studi ; also meet research require-
ments mandated by the statute thus, preventing
the necessity to start new and costly projects;

Coordination of any activity of an interagency
nature; and,

Other assigned tasks.

It is the job of the FICE staff to make the coordination
effort work. To this end, the PICE role, and the tasks to
be performed will become clearer as the full Committee
begins work. -

A specific staff organization plan will be developed
in conference with the DUS/IIA after the appeal of the
recommended interagency coordination plan.






UNITEC A S DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION %
OFFICE OF THE /  STANT SECRETARY FOR POSTSECONDARY EDUCATI

JN 25 198

Mr. Slawomir Suss, Chairman

Polish Independent Students Association, Inc.
c¢/o Preedom House

20 West LOth Street

New York, N.Y. 10018

Dear Mr. Suss:

I was delighted by the initiative of Mr. Charles Heatherly in
introducing you and your colleagues to a number of officers of our
Department at the meeting in his office on June 3.

The public presente .on which you and your colleagues made on 'The
Present Condition of Polish Urniversities" has had considerable impact
here and has he. 2d us all to understand better the situation in
Poland and the situation of many Polish Students in this country.

I am writing to you on behalf of the Department of Education because

most of the efforts we can make on behalf of the P.I.S.A. fall within

the Office of Postseconc y Education. Although the responsible officers
will be in touch with you directly, let me briefly summarize the efforts
we are making:

1) James W. Moore, Director of Student Financial Aid Programs, is
looking into the p 3ibility of having Polish students in this country
reclassified by the Immigration and Naturalization Service as now being
in the U.S5. for other than a temporary purpose so that these students
would be eligible for student financial aid. The Department is prep 1
to write to the Commissioner of INS recommending this action. Mr. Moore
will pursue this subject on your behalf.

2) Richard T. Sonnergren ofrthe Division of Student Services will be

sending you lists of Educational Opportunity Centers and Special Services
Projects from which your Polish students might possibly benefit.
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3) Kenneth D. Whitehead, Director of International Education
Programs, is exploring whether your Association might be eligible to
apply for assistance, directly or through associateqd educational
institutions, under any other existing Departm-nt of Education Programs.

I hope and trust the above efforts will be of real agsistance to you.
The Department of Education commengs your initiative in organizing so
effectively on behalf of Polish students and scholars and we want to
support and encourage you in every way we can. I certairly hope that
others from whom you request support will respond favorably.

i

Sincerely yours,

,\ \\\7{(4/{3\ ’L

Thomas P, Melady

cec: Charles Heatherly
James W. Moore
Richard 7. Sonnergren
Kenneth D. Whitehead

Phillip Marcus
Executive Director

Institute for Educational Affairs
310 Madison Avenue, Room 1629
New York, N.Y. 10017














































































