REGISTERED LOBBYIST CONTACT DISCLOSURE FORM

U.S. Department of Education

April 23, 2009

This form is to be completed by Executive Branch employees who are contacted by registered lobbyists regarding policy issues concerning the Recovery Act.  This report includes a written description of each contact, the date and time of the contact, and the names of the registered lobbyist(s) and the employee(s) with whom the contact took place.  The information on this form will be available to the public on the Executive Branch agency’s recovery website.   

	To be completed by the employee contacted.  

	Date and time of contact:
	Name of the 

Employee(s) Contacted

(Name and Title)
	Brief description of the contact: 

(attach separate sheet if necessary)

	April 23, 2009, 10:00am
	Kate Ahlgren, Presidential Management Fellow
Marisa Bold, Special Assistant, Office of the Secretary (by phone)
Tate Gould, Research Scientist, National Center for Education Statistics
Ross Santy, Director, Performance Information Management Service; Office of Planning, Evaluation and Policy Development

    
Ann Whalen, Assistant to the Secretary


	A general schedule of recent and upcoming events relating to the administration of the State Fiscal Stabilization Fund (SFSF) was shared by USED representatives.  The April 1 letter from Secretary Duncan to state governors was summarized, with a focus on the assurances which governors must give to receive 2/3 of their state's SFSF money.   
 

The majority of the discussion focused upon the proposed metrics, outlined in the April 1 letter, which will be used to measure progress in each of the areas defined by the assurances.  It was shared that USED is still planning to publish a draft SFSF application in the Federal Register which will include more detail on the specific metrics to be used. The publication of the draft application will be followed by a public comment period. USED is proposing that before receiving the final 1/3 of the SFSF money, states will be required to provide USED with either available data on the metrics, or on state plans to make currently unavailable metrics data available by September 2011. States will need to provide the data or plans by September 30, 2009. It was shared that the USED theory of action behind the metrics is to leverage a smaller number of powerful metrics to drive transparency, policy and stakeholder discussions, and progress toward meaningful reform.  
 

Questions were asked regarding the distinctions among SFSF (which includes a component relating to data systems), the Statewide Longitudinal Data Systems (SLDS) grant program and the discretionary Race to the Top funds. USED shared that SFSF and SLDS are both programs to help states continue to establish the core foundation of their state's educational information systems and significantly enhance transparency. Race to the Top will help states in leading the way toward dramatic progress in ARRA reform areas. 
 

USED representatives listened and responded to questions and feedback from DQC members on the April 1 letter, the proposed timeline and the relation of SFSF to other USED programs.  Feedback from DQC members included:
    * question relating to the value of models for interfaces, portals or reports which could help the public access and make sense of metrics data.  
    * comments relating to the reaction in the field to the April 1 letter, some of which questioned the viability of specific metrics that had been proposed.
    * questions about the metrics relating to the connection of K-12 and higher education data.   Some members shared that a few states may have statutes preventing this linkage.  Others asked whether the metrics were envisioned to capture data on all higher education students, or only on those attending public higher education institutions in the same states where they attended public high school.
    * comments were shared relating to the establishment of common data structures and standards to drive comparable data reported on the metrics.  This led to a long discussion among some members about the possibilities of helping develop models that engage multiple states.  
    * the DQC leadership shared a drafted working document in which they had attempted to position data on the metrics within the structure of their 10 Essential Elements.  Many members commented on this model.
 

USED shared that they welcomed the discussion and feedback from this group on how metrics could be made more user friendly and more powerful.  DQC members offered to continue providing feedback, models and proposals through the public comment period on the drafted application.  
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Director of Federal Relations, ACT
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