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THE SUMMIT CONFERENCE ON EDUCATION

Teaching: Revitalizing a Profession

(@)

Identifying, recognizing and rewarding excellence in
teaching.

Enriching the teaching profession by providing more
flexible routes to certification.

Attracting enough qualified teachers for
elementary and secondary schools.

Meeting our national needs with respect to science
and mathematics instruction irn elementary and
secondary schools.

Increasing the number of minorities entering
teaching.

Evaluating proposals for national certification
examinations.

The Learning Environment

o

Providing appropriate pre-school and early childhood
experiences to prepare children for primary school.

Identifying at-risk youth and reducing the number of
student drop-outs.

Creating safe, violence-free schools.
Establishing and maintaining drug-free schools.

Assessing student performance ancd establishing
appropriate goals.

Engaging teachers, students, parents, and the
community in a partnership and a life-long
commitment to education.

Governance: Who Is In Charge?

€

Defining the appropriate role of the Federal
Government in education.

Defining the appropriate rcle or State governments
in education,
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Deflnlng the appropriate role of local school boards
in education.

Reforming federal and state education regulations.

Ensuring that schools are publlcly accountable for
their performance, that there is adequate scope for
innovation, and that exceptional performance is
recognized and rewarded.

Ensuring parent and citizen involvement in local
school governance.

Choice and Restructuring

Evaluating the axperlence with ch01ce across the
nation.

Assessing transportation and equity issues involved

in choice.

Considering ways of expanding choice and
strengthening accountability.

Evaluating the experience with magnet schools across
the Nation.

Instituting performance-based restructuring
initiatives.

Evaluating the experience with site-rased management
and program restructuring.

o

A Competitive Workforce and Life-Long Learning

Ensuring thatvédult Americans are sufficiently
literate to perform effectively as parents,
workers, and citizens.

Determining what inmnstitutions, public and private,
bear responsibility for various aspects of worker
training.

Enhancing public-private partnerships in education.

Communicating the needs of the consumers of the
products of our education system.

Creating incentive programs to produce more high
school graduates.
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Post Secondary Education: Strengthening Access and

Excellence

o Enhancing oppbrtunities for disadvantaged youth
and their access to higher education.

O Strengthening science, mathematics and enygineering
teaching in American universities.

o Strengthening university entrance requirements and
reducing the need for remedial courses.

o Recruiting and retaining more minority students and
faculty in higher education institutions.

o Enhancing ‘the quality of training and vocational
education.



Education Summit Conference

Objectives

The puarpose in the President calling for a Summit Confer-
ence on Education was not to unveil a new program or set of
initiatives. Nor was 1t to call for greater centralization
of responsibility for education which has historically. been
‘concentrated at the state and local level in the U.S.

Rather, his purpose was to use the prestige of his office
and his personal commitment to education reform to help stimu-
late increased attention to the problems of our education system
and to engage the Nation's governors. in serv1ng as catalysts
in this effort.

With specific reference to the Summlt, the President has
four major objectives: :

1. To discuss the current state of education in America
and what needs to be done to achieve necessary
improvements.

This will permit him to focus attention on the importance of
education to the economic strength of the country, to the
quality of life in our land, etc. : ’

It will also permit him to emphasize the need for enhanced
accountability and on the importance of concentrating on
results. The central problem of our elementary and secondary
schools is not a lack of resources or funding, it is a failure
to produce acceptable results. We have been devoting more and
more resources, but the product that is being produced is inade-
quate.

2. To focus attention on those things that are working
and making a positive contribution across the Nation.
State and localities have long served as "laboratories of experi-
mentation." This is one of the great strengths of our federal
system. Many states have adopted useful reforms that are pro-
ducing results.

The Summit cannot not only showcase some of these reforms, but
can also engage governors in a discussion of how these success-
ful reforms can be best adopted and adapted across the country.

3. To illuminate new ideas that hold great promise for
producing further reforms.

The President has already drawn attention to some of these --
choice, alternative certification of teachers, magnet schools,
etc
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Some states have advanced others -- "Parents as Teachers," (Missouri)
"The Children's Crusade" (Rhode Island), etc.

Stimulating innovation, and shaking up the traditional way of
doing things is needed and can receive useful attention at this
conference. :

4, To identify realistic goals and objectives for the
future.

While the Summit will not produce a concrete and agreed upon set
of national goals and objectives for our education it can serve
as the beginning point for a process involving the President and
the Nation's Governors to develop these goals.

Consultations with other organizations will be an important part
of the process of producing these goals. This is a major objec-
tive of the National Governors Association and they are anxious

to work with the President in this effort.

We would likely announce at least some of these goals in early
1990. '



Stute of Sonth Caroling

@ffice of the Governor
CamaoLi A. CamPBELL, JR. ' Poat Orrice Box 11389
OOVERNGA COLUMBIA 282!

MEMORANDUM

TO: Governor Campbell
FROM: Mary J. Willishgw~
DATE: September 7, 1989

RE: Response to Governor Sununu’s Request for
Examples of Need for Federal Flexibility

Attached, please find both South Carolina examples and Arkansas examples
(per Governor Clinton’s staff) of the impact of Federal regqulations on local
education decision-making. The South Carolina School Boards Association and
Schoeol Administrators Association along with the National Center on
Education and the Economy helped with this information. I can give you
additional examples if needed.



IMPACT OF FEDERAL (AND STATE) REGULATIONS ON LOCAL EDUCATION

Federal regulations affect the operations and policies of local school districts
in many ways In some cases, regulations provide useful guidance for the
delivery -of educational or other needed services to children. In many other
cases, they divert time, money, and energy from the provision of good educational
services to efforts at coping with unnecessary paperwork and complicated ad-
ministrative structures, :

These comments sketch out three levels of regulatory impact on local schools that
the governors could usefully address with President Bush.

L Federal Education Programs

The typical school must cope with a broad range of scparate categorical grant
programs operated by the US. Department of Education. The attached |list
indicates their éxtent compensatory ecducation for the disadvantaged, vocational
education, ecducation of the handicapped, impact aid, math/science cducation,

' magnet school assistance, bilingual education, and many school improvement

programs.  Each has its own rules, regulations, and program of ficers. Some of
these programs ar¢ administered directly from Washington, D.C. but the major ones
go through state departments of education where an additional layer of bureaucr-
acy is added, '

The main problem these programs pose for local schools is how to integrate the
federal goals, services, and administrative requirements into the basic education

“mission and administrative procedures of the district.

Allow dist'ricts to integrate funds from these separate categori-
cal programs to fund specific school improvement programs for the disadvantaged
along the lines of the school-wide projects in the new Chapter | regulations.

II. Federal Programs not Directly Related to Instruction

The second level of program regulation results from the need of schools to relate
to other agencies for ancillary services to children that arc not education in
nature.  Typical of these services are the massive school lunch program which
involves not only federal subsidies but actual distribution of surplus commodity .
foods in the schools through the U.S, Department of Agriculture. Less visible,
but no less significant, to school personnel is the impact of federal regulations
governing welfare, youth and family services, medicaid (an important source of
aid for the handicapped), immigration, juvenile justice, HIV and other health
sarvices, drug abuse prevention, emergency housing, etc, All of these programs
involve separate federal regulations plus particular state regulations.

: Federal and state officials should explore a method for coore
dinating key services to children. The coordinating agency could be based in
gchools or in another community agency, but the key is having someone responsible
for getting all services to children that they need and are entitled to address
the needs of the "whole child.”

111 Federal Regulations Affecting Schools As Institutions
The third level of regulations deals with issues that affect schools as institu-

tions and employers, One example is the whole ared of ta‘x_policies that -.u‘t'e:ccti
the school districts ability to raise revenue (e.8. deductxpmty of state an



local taxes, tax statuz of bonds, arbitrage rules, etc.). Another example is the
school as industry that must provide a 3afe environment for its employees and
students (asbestos abatement, radon contamination, lead im the " drinking water,
toxic substances in school supplies). 4

Also important is the school as employer (minimum wage, employee benefits, ete)
Over-regulation in these areas redirect scarce funds away from the learning
priority of schools.

] + . The federal government should establish a2 mechanism at the
White House level or the US. Department of ‘Education to review specifically the
impact of gnv proposed federal mandate on the ability of schools to deliver
quality education and.to modify or block such mandates.
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three suggestions which were discussed are the most significant for program
. improvement. These policy changes would cause specific program changes to occur.

For example, [ have chosen one federal program, the Carl D. Perkins Vocational
Act, to critique in depth, Suggestions for this program are as follows:

The Act should channel more of the federal resources directly to local
school  district programs through revision¥ ™ in the funding allocation
procedures -- i¢, at least 75% of the basic grant award should be reserved
for elementary and secondary vocational education programs.

Matching and excess cost requirements should' be eliminated since they
discourage the initiation of needed services in many districts that cannot
meet the requirements for economic reasons.

The Act should allow more flexibility to design and carry out wvacational
programs that work for all students, including the disadvantaged and
handicapped. The current combination of federal requirements, six separate
set aside for special need populations, .only supplemental or excess costs
allowable, 50% matching, among others make the design and delivery of
services extremely difficult and expensive.

The Act should simplify the local application process. It should require
states to design a simple unified application process that consolidates all
district grant activities into a streamlined project description and budget
similar to the Chapter 2 administrative procedure.

The Ac¢t should emphasize basic skills as - well as occupational skills
instruction in voecational education projects.

It should authorizé activities to coordinate secondary vocational education
programs with post-secondary training providers such as techinical colleges,
four-year institutions, business and industrial training and  nonprofit

training programs such as thosc¢ sponsored by the Job Training Partnership
Act (JTPA).




L. CATEGORICAL FEDERAL EDUCATION PROGRAMS IN TYPICAL SCHOOL (U.S. DEPARTME
EDUCATION)

Educat;on for the Disadvantaged -- Grants to Local Educational Agencies
(84.010

Education for the Disadvantaged .- Capital Expenses for Private School
Children (84.216)

State and Local Programs, Chapter 2 (84.151)

Drug-Free Schools and Communities -- State and Local Program (84.186)
Mathemati¢s and Science Education Act Prosram'(84.164)
Magnet Schools Assistance Program (84.165)

School Assistance in Federally Affected Areas - School Assistance,
Impact Aid (84.041)

Transitional Bilingual Education (984.003)

Develc’apmcntal Bilingual Education (84.003)

Bilingual Education -~ Transition Program for 'Rcfugee Children (84.146)
Bilingual Education -- Emergency Immigrant Education Program (84.162)
Adult Education -- State Administered Program (84.002)

Vocational Education .- Basic State Grants -- Opportunities Program
(84.048)

Vocational Education - Basic State Grants -- Improvement, Innovation,
and Expansion Program (84.018)

State Vocational Education: Consumer and Homemaking Program (84.049)

State Vocational Education Program: Industry-Education 'Partncrship for
Training in High-Technology Occupations (No. CFDA no.)

Handicapped -- Innovétional and Development (84.023)
Handicapped - State Grant (84,027)

Handicapped Preschool Grant

1. CATEGORICAL FEDERAL PROGRAMS AVAILABLE ON COMPETITIVE BASIS

Even Start Program Operated by Local Educational Agencies (84.213)
Follow Through (84.014)
Law-Related Education Program (84.123)

Star Schools Program (84.203)



Leadership in Educational Administration Development (LEAD) Program
(84.178)

National Diffusion Network Program (84.073)

Jacbb K. Javits Gifted and Talente_d Student Program (84.206)
FIRST: Schools and Teachers Program (84.211)

FIRST: Family-School Partnership Program (84,212)

Secretary’s Fund for Innovation in Educatien (FIE) (84.215)
Mathematics and Science Education National Programs (84.168)

Bilingual = Education .-  Special  Alternative  Instructional  Program

. (84.003)

Vocational Education -- National Program: Cooperative Demonstration
Program (84.199)

Bilingual Vocational Training Program (84.077)
National Science Foundation

National -Ehdowments for Arts & Humanities

IIL.FEDERAL PROGRAMS NOT RELATED TO INSTRUCTION

A

B.

Nutrition (U.S. Department of Agriculture)
- School Breakfast

. School Lunch

. Women, Infants, Children

- Nutrition Education & Training

Environmental Hazard Abatement (U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
[EPA])
. Asbestos Hazard Emergency Response Act

- Asbestos in Schools Hazard ABatement Act Grants & Loans

. Lead in Drinking Water Control

. Radar Contamination
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‘DEPARTMENT or EDUCATION

4 STATE CAPITOL MALL ¢ LITTLE ROCK, ARKANSAS 722011071 « (501)882-4478
~ Burton L. Enett, Direceer, Genersl Rduaation Division

faptember &, 1989

KRERADM
10: Xathy Van Laningham
FROM: plane Sydoriak, Assocists Dirsctor, Special Rducation

SUBJECT: Review of Federal Regulations Regarding Cbstacles to Restructuring

v’

As per your requast, Clsarence Lovell and I have reviewsd the federal
rogulations affecting our respactiva program areds a8 to chataclas the

regulations create when Qdistricts begln implementing innovative approaches
to education service delivery.

n of tha Uan =14
The Xey issues creating obetacles can be surmarized as followm:

1. The requlations and the Act require that funds be used to supplement
not supplant. When districts begin implementing spacial education
services for handicapped childrsn within the regular clasarcem,
restrictions on the use of the funds create a problam, For exsrple!
7t would be difficult to use federsl funds to pay for & pertien of the
regular classroem teacher's salary and it not be viewed as supplanting.

2, The regulations prohibit funds heing expendsd for any child that is net
detezmined te be aligidle under the Act; thus, inciuding ehildren whe
hava the eams or similar needs in a program funded by the Act is
disallowed. - .

3. Program ie process focused rather than results focused.

4. Accountability should be measurad by studant cutcotus rather than
through financial accounting.

Actachoent
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™he foliowing regulstiona are those that aight present abataclas
to schools that are entering into programs ot radtructuring.
These regulations have besn taken {rom the Chapter I regulations
issu;%7uly 15, 1969 and the Chapter 1l section of Publie Law

200.30 BHow does an LEA sslect schoo) attandance areas to ba
. project areas?

An LEA that recsives Chapter 1 funds under this part shall
senduct Chapter 1 projects in school attendance areas that have
high concentrations of children from low-inceme familles.

Program improvement and student improvement activities
undez this section must include pazrticipating children

in private acheols in accordance with saceion 1017 of
the Act.,

Example: Students who may peed a program that is

daveloped with Chapter I funds may not be attending a
projeot sshool.

200.40 Woat is the prohibition against using funds undar this pazt to
provids general aid? .
an LEA may use funds available under this part only for projects
that are designed and implemented €O meet the special
educational needs of educationally deprived children.

fxample: This regulation has resulted in Chapter I
studenta Being segregated from the general school
population.

200,43 What comparablility of laivicol requirements applY to thls
progran?

An LEA may receive funda under chis pazt only 1, on a
districtwide or grade span bPasis, the LEA uses state and local
sunds to provide services in project areas that, teken as a
whole, are at least comparable to services e provided in
IQh:Ql attendance areas that are aot recaiving funds under this
paze.

Exaxple: This regulation may prevent Chapter 1 funds
from being used to restruqture a scheol program in the
svent that sazvices in the scheol being restructured
have haver besn compazable to nen=Chapter I achools.
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200.4¢ What supplesent, not supplant requirsmeat applies to
this progres?

_ An LEA may use funds available undar this pare only €0
| " supplement and, to the extent practicabls, increase the level of
| non-Pedezal funds that would, in the absence of funds under this
‘ part, be made available for the educaticn of pupils ‘
puxtiei tt:g in Chapter i prejects, and in no casa may funds
;vailnh ) er thig part Be used to supplant thoss non-Pedsral

181 Jecause of this regulation, Chapter I funds
could not be used to meet state standards O state
requirements., Chapter I students are somatives
segregated and supplies and equipment provided with
Chapter I funds can only be used for Chapter 1 studanta.

CHAVTER 11
(sec. 1571) Public Law 100-257

Federal Funds Supplementary - A state or local edusaticnal
agency may use end allocate funds received under this chapter
only sc a# to supplemsnt and, to the extent practical, inorease
the level of funds that would, in the absence of Yederal funds
made available under this chapter, be made available frem
non-Federal sources, and ia no case may such funds be used so as
to supplant funds from non-Fedezral sources.

Exaxple: Chapter II funds cannot ke used to meet state
standards. Loeal funds must be used first and supplemented with
Chapter II funds. '
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THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

September 12, 1989

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT
FROM: ROGER B. PORTER A4~

SUBJECT: Public Perceptions About America’s Schools

This is the first in a series of background memorandums on
education as you prepare for the Education Summit Conference
with Governors. This memorandum focusses on the attitudes of
the American public toward education.

The American public overwhelmingly is committed to a
quality education system. A 1988 Gallup poll showed that 88
percent of the public believes that "developing the best
educational system in the world" is "very important" to Ameri-
- can strength over the next twenty-five years. By contrast,
only 65 percent felt that "developing the most efficient
industrial production system" was very important and only 47
percent felt that "building the strongest military force" was
very important. .

At the same time, the public expresses general satisfaction
with the performance of the schools their children are
attending and a feeling that educational trends are moving in
the right direction. A widespread assumption eéxists among
policy makers that American schools are performing poorly and
the public senses that there is a national problem with
education in general. This is somewhat analogous to the
publlc s view of Congress. While the institution of Congress
is generally held in low esteenm, individual Congressmen are
quite popular in their own districts.

Level of Satisfaction

The 1989 Gallup Poll on Education revealed that the more
familiar Americans are with schools, the more pleased they are.
This fact manifests itself in two ways. First, satisfaction
rises as people have more first-hand knowledge of the school
system. Second, people are happier about thelr local schools
than about schools in general

1. Parénts with children in the public schools are far
more supportive of their schools than non-parents.

The Gallup- poll asked respondents to grade their local public
schools on an A,B,C,D,F scale. As the follow1ng table indi-
cates, local publlc school parents were the most positive
about the schools their children attended. The next most




favorable reaction came from public school parents about the
public schools in general. Adults with no school age children
ranked their local public schools the least favorably.

Grades Given Schools by Parents and Other Adults

A or B c D or F
Grade given by parents to ' , ‘
school their oldest child 71 19 6
attended

Grade given by parents-to
local schools generally 57 29 13

Grade given by'other adults
to local schools generally 38 34 16

2. People are more pleased with the schools in their
town than they are with the situation at schools
in the nation as a whole.

The most favorable comments about schools were in regard to the
local public school system. Respondents gave much lower grades
to the public schools in the nation as a whole.

Grades Given Local Schools vs. Schools Nationally

A or B C D or F
Grade given local pnblic
schools : 43 35 15
Grade given public schools .
natlonally 22 47 19

3. When asked how much confidence they have in the
nation’s lnstltutlons, people rate schools relatlvelv

high,

Forty-nine percent of all respondents said they had a "great
deal" or "quite a lot" of confidence in the publlc schools. By-
contrast, the most confidence expressed was in churches in
which 59 percent expressed a "great deal" or "quite a lot" of
confidence. Only 35 percent expressed as much confidence in
Congress, only 27 percent in teleVlSlon, and only 25 percent in
big business.
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Trends: Moving in the -Right Direction

While many policy makers believe our schools are in
decllne, the public in general thinks our schools are
improving.

1. Survey data suggest that people think that the schools
in their community have improved over the last 5 vears.

- Among the entire population, 29 percent feel that the schools

have gotten better while 19 percent feel that they have gotten
worse. That 29-19 margin in 1988 is up from 25-22 in 1987.
Furthermore, parents of public school children, who should be
the most sensitive to any change, feel that things have gotten
better by a 39-~16 percent margin. Even those whom one would
imagine would be most skeptical, parents of children in non-
public schools, feel that the public schools are getting better
by a 36-25 percent margin. Those people least sensitive to any
changes, adults with no school age children, are also least
likely to see improvement.

2. Adults see the education of today’s children as being
better than their own education.

Among all adults, the margin seeing today’s education as better
is 48-35. Among those with children currently in public school
the margin is 58-31. Even those with children outside the
public schools see a substantial improvement, by a margin of
54-38. Again, those least sensitive to the current school
environment are those who are the least positive. People with
no school age children thlnk things have gotten better by a
margin of 44-37. :

Furthermore, this sense of generational improvement has
developed within the last 10 years. 1In 1979, adults felt that
the education of children that year was worse than that which
they received by a margin of 42-41.

Conclusion

These data contain both good news and bad news. On the one
hand, the public is more satisfied than one might think about
the quality of their schools. Unfortunately, this satisfaction
may make it more difficult to convince people that significant
changes are needed. Future memos will provide you with data

- indicating that the current attainment levels of America’s

school children are a serious matter for concern.

The survey results also suggest the public feels that the
reforms of recent years are having a positive impact on the
nation’s schools. Many of these reforms emphasized your goals
of choice, excellence, accountablllty, and targeting the needy.
The second memo in this series will highlight public attitudes
toward specific reform initiatives.



THE WHITE HOUSE
~ WASHINGTON

September 12, 1989

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

FROM: ROGER B. PORTER (/"
SUBJECT: Public Attitudes Toward Educatlon Reform
Inltlatlves

This is the second in a series of background memorandums on
education as you prepare for the Education Summit Conference
with Governors. The recently released 21st Annual Gallup Poll
on Education (1989) indicates growing public support for
"tradition-shattering changes" in education policies. Much of
this support reinforces the principles of excellence, choice,
accountability, and targeting the needy that you have
cons15tently artlculated

The 1989 Gallup poll produced seven SLgnlflcant flndlngs
regarding public attitudes toward changes in our educational

1. The public believes by a 2 to 1 margin (60% - 31%)

that parents and students have the right to choose
which schools in the community students attend.

The 1989 poll shows that a majority of the public supports
parental choice. This is true of all demographic groups and in
all geographic areas.. The concept has greatest support among
non-whites (67% favor) and young adults (67% favor).

A majority of the public (51%) believes that choice would .
improve some schools while hurting others, 21% believe choice
would improve all schools, and 14% believe choice would hurt
all schools. Many of the people answerlng the poll (two-
fifths) believe that choice would improve student achievement.
Only 10% believe it would lower achievement and 42% believe
there would not be much difference. Parental choice is state
law in at least three states. ‘

2. Those with the ability to attend college should be able
to do _so, regardless of financial status.

Four-fifths of the public supports more state or federal
assistance for those academically qualified and desiring to
attend college. More scholarships or grants, work/study
programs, and low-interest loans are strongly and equally
supported (94%, 94%, and 93%, respectively).
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3. A significant majority (83%) of the public believes
that more needs to be done to improve schools in

poorer states and communities.

Nearly three-fifths of the public believes that the nation’s
inner-city schools have "gotten worse over the last several
decades." Nearly three-fourths believe it is "very important"
to improve the quality of these schools.

The majority of the public would be willing to spend more tax
money for youth-oriented programs in low-income communities:

- Almost three-fourths support increased funding for
screening young children for health problems.

- Over two- thlrds support lncreased fundlng for Head Start
programs.

4. The public believes that the U.S. should have national
goals and standards for education (70% ), national '
public school curricula (69%), and national testing
programs to measure achievement (77%).

The Gallup polls have shown since 1978 that the public supports
the tradition of local control of schools. This year the
question about local control was not asked. Instead the
-question -in this portion of the interview dealt with national
goals, standards, etc. and revealed considerable support for
such national standards. This result may point to increasing
support for national direction in education policy.

The following table reflects the response of those interviewed
‘when asked whom they thought should establish national goals.

Who Should Establish National Standards and Goals

Professional educators 61%
Panel of parents and other lay people | 20%

The President and Congress 5%

A consensus of state governors ' 3% i
Others/Don’t Know, . 11

5; The public favors by a 2 to 1 margin (61% - 30%)
community service as a requirement for high school

graduation.
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The question of whether community service should be an option
in public schools was asked in 1978 and in 1984 and both times
resulted in an even higher approval rating -- 87% in 1978 and
79% in 1984.

6. The public also favors policies to increase accounta-
bility at the school level and to lengthen the school

year and school day.

Over three-fifths of the publlc supports giving principals
greater authority over school operations and financially
rewarding those schools making the greatest progress.

For the first time in the series of Gallup polls, a greater
percentage would favor than oppose increasing the amount of
time students spend in school (48% to 44%).

7. The main reason most parents want their children to get
an_education is to improve their chances of getting a
good job or improve their earning capability. "To
become better citizens" and other gquality of life
reasons rank far behind. ' :

Reasons Parents Want Education for their Children

Job opportunities/better job 33%
Better life 25%
Financial security . 15%
Personal development _ : 7% -
To become better citizens o .5%
To contribute to society ' “ 2%
Cbnélusion

The results of the 21st Annual Gallup Poll on Education
clearly indicate that the public supports a variety of educa-
tion reform initiatives. Among these is greater parental
choice, the beginning of a process to define national goals,
and increased efforts to improve the quallty of inner-city
schools.



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

September 14, 1989

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT
FROM: ROGER B. PORTER A%/

SUBJECT: International Comparisons in Education

This is the third in a series of background memorandums on
education as you prepare for the Education Summit Conference with
the Governors. Much attention has focused on the apparent
decline in the educational attainment of America's students
relative to those of other advanced industrialized nations. A
recent international comparison of educational achievement
levels, the National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP,
pronounced nape) international study, suggested that if major
strides are not made toward improving our schools, the U.S. may -
face a grim future as a competitor in an increasingly technical
global economic environment.

This memorandum considers some of the disturbing evidence of
our international performance as well as outlining the strengths
of our educational system. It then considers some of the main
differences in educational approach between the United States and
our economic competitors.

Disturbing Evidence

1. The U.S. placed last in mathematics and in the bottom
group in science in a comparison of U.S. 13-year-old
" students with their peers in 11 nations and 4 Canadian
provinces. A

For example, only 40 percent of U.S. students could perform a
two-step math problem vs. 78 percent of Korean students and
about 60 percent of students in most countries. -

In the science tests, only 42 percent of U.S. l13-year-olds were
able to analyze experiments, compared with 73 percent in Korea
and about 58 percent in most countries.

2. Particularly disturbing is evidence that the gap between
U.S. students and those in other countries increased as
student; progressed through the educational system.

In the fifth grade, the U.S. ranked eighth out of 15 countries in
science. By the ninth grade, the U.S. had dropped to third from
the -bottom. By the time students left the system, in grade 12,
the U.S. students scored an average ranking of 1lth out of 13.
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By the 12th grade, even average Japanese students were outscoring
the top 5 percent of U.S. students in college preparatory math.
We were lowest overall in algebra skills and among the lowest in
calculus.

3. U.S. students also performed poorly in the social sciences
such as geography.

Our students ranked 7th out of 9 nations in their ability to
identify places on a world map. Surprisingly, our young adults
who were fresh out of school were less able to 1dent1fy places
than were people aged 55 and over.

Strengths of the U.S. Educational System

1. At the very top of the educational ladder, our top
research universities are the envy of thevworld.

Each year 360,000 foreign students attend school. in America.
More than 20 percent of our science Ph.D.s, nearly half of our
mathematics Ph.D.s and nearly 60 percent of our engineering
Ph.D.s are granted to citizens of other nations.

2. The emphases in this country on equal access and on
providing educational opportunity are widely viewed as
models to be copied by other nations.

In Japan and France, students are steered into educational

streams that narrow the types of careers they may pursue. In
West Germany, a child's academic future may be decided by age
ten. Nearly twice the proportion of young adults enroll in post

- secondary education in America compared to other developed

countries.

Our system is also quite tolerant of students who try and fail,
and then try again. For example, in 1986 roughly 1 million
students did not graduate with their class. But, in the same
year, 428,000 Americans received High School General Equivalency
Degrees (GEDs). This indicates that nearly half of all dropouts
may return and get their degrees at some point in their lives.

3. The U.S. system of higher education is a model of
flexibility, individuality, and choice.

The Japanese National Council on Education Reform recently
stressed "the importance of increasing 1nd1v1dua11ty, choice, and
flexibility throughout the educational system" in Japan. Our
system's tolerance of students who change course during their
educational career is crucial to allowing creativity and
individual development.

Currently one college student in six is over age 35. By 1997,
that fraction is expected to rise to almost one in four.



What Do Other Countries Do That We Can Learn From?

1. Parental involvement is crucial to improving the
performance of students.

In Korea, students are given two sets of textbooks on their first
day of classes: one for themselves and one for their parents.
Survey data indicate that American mothers are more likely than
Japanese or Taiwanese mothers to believe that school success is
determined primarily by innate ablllty

2. The quantity of time devoted to learning and the
expectatlons set for student accomplishment and discipline
play a major role.

Taiwanese students spend 40 4 hours per week and Japanese
students spend 32.6 hours per week in the classroom. In the U.S.
students average only 19.6 hours per week in the classroom.

Sixty-two percent of U.S. students reported having less than one
hour of math homework per week. This contrasts with only 32
percent of Korean students who have so little homework.

3. -Students in compéting countries are exposed to more
rigorous academic curricula than in the U.S. Students
cannot learn what they haven't been taught.

In the eighth grade, U.S. students are still learning arithmetic
while Japan provides an intensive treatment in calculus. By the
latter secondary grades, U.S. students are learning algebra while
Japanese students are learning calculus. ©Only one-fifth of
advanced U.S. math students take calculus in high school. Nearly
all advanced students in other countries take calculus.

In Japan, about 11 percent of 17- and 18-year-old students are
enrolled in physics courses. In the U.S. only one percent take
physics. .

4. Money is not the answer. The U.S. spends far more than
.most other countries on educating its students.

For example, the U.S. spends about 60 percent more than Japan on
each student and nearly 15 tlmes more than Korea does on each
student.

Last year, the U.S. spent 6.8 percent of -its GNP on education.
The comparable figure for Japan was 5.1 percent. Germany,
France, and the United Kingdom all spent smaller portions of
their GNPs on education than did the U.S.



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON
September 16, 1989

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT
FROM: ROGER B. PORTER A4/
SUBJECT: ' | Presidential Conferences for Governors
This is the fourth in a series of background memorandums as
you prepare for the Education Summit Conference with the

Governors. Given that much-attention has focused on the fact
that this is only the third time the President has convened the

~Nation’s governors for a conference, you may find of interest a

brief review of the first two conferences.

Theodore Roosevelt: Mav 13—15, 1908

- The first conference was convened by Theodore Roosevelt to
discuss the use and abuse of America’s natural resources. It
was held in the East Room of the White House and consisted of
three days of morning and afternoon sessions.

The first day dealt with mineral resources; the second day
concentrated on land resources; and the third day was devoted
to water resources. The transcript of the conference suggests
that it was formal and often quite technical.

Those attending included the President, the Cabinet, the
Supreme Court, the Congress, the Governors and their advisors,
certain special guests such as William Jennings Bryan and
Andrew Carnegie, and representatives of several score national
organizations. All in all forty-four governors and some 500
participants crowded into the East Room for the sessions.

At the conclusion of the conference, according to the
newspaper reports we have consulted, several governors
suggested that: (1) the conference underscored the need for
cooperation among the federal, state, and local governments;
(2) a valuable product of the conference was the opportunity it
provided for personal contact among governors who were

.geographically spread across the Continent; and (3) the

conference greatly helped to focus national attention on
conservation as a problem and a challenge.

Interestingly, the conference did not attempt to produce a
communique or summary statement. President Roosevelt suggested
in his address that there ought to be a committee on
resolutions, an idea that seems to have caught the Governors by
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surprise. The conference proceedings contain no references to
any resolution or documents emerging from the conference.
Several newspaper accounts of the sessions are attached at
Tab A.

Franklin D. Roosevelt: March 6, 1933

On February 7, 1933, less than a month before he was to
take office, President-elect Roosevelt invited the Governors of
all the states to a conference on national problems. He chose
the date of March 6, the Monday following his Saturday
inaugural, because so many governors would be in Washington for
his swearing-in.

Roosevelt originally envisioned the conference as
concentrating on a variety of subjects from conflicting federal
and state taxation to unemployment relief, from mortgage
foreclosures to reorganizing and consolldatlng local
governments. He invited them to assemble at 11:00 a.m. and to
spend the remainder of the day discussing these subjects. He
saw it as an informal meeting.

By the time March 6 arrived the subject of banking
moratoriums dominated the national agenda. Roosevelt, who
planned on attending the entire conference, was so pressed by
other events that he did not even prepare a speech in advance
and spoke extemporaneously.

- Twenty-five governors attended and twelve others were also
represented. Roosevelt stayed for a two hour morning session
and a luncheon. The governors resumed their meeting at 2:00
p.m. with a format that permitted five minute speeches by each
of the participants.

The conference did produce a "pledge of support" for the
President "in this anxjous hour of a national emergency in our
banking and economic life." The conference did pass a series
of resolutions supporting the President’s plan for better land
utilization, endorsing the substitution of work-relief for -
direct relief (the concept of workfare has been with us for a
long time), and calling on the Congress to grant the President
emergency powers. Several newspaper accounts and other
documents relating to this conference are attached at Tab B.

But, largely as a result of events beyond his control, the
March 6 conference held by Franklin Roosevelt did little beyond
demonstrate the need for national unity in deallng with the
economic crisis he faced.
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He 'I’ollo Thom chunhﬂon of
. Al Natura! Resources Needs
"+ 'Ong Coherent Plan.

PUTS JOANSON IN CHAIR

c.Qoql.c Plud_. for ﬁon Careful Hue
‘banding of Coal and lran, Which
He Bays Are Being Wasted.

Special to The New York Times,

WABHINGTON., May 18.—~The confer-
ence of Governors on the conaerva'ion |
of natural resources got urder full swing
At the White House thlas morning. They
- crowded the East Room and Hstened to
& speech by the President with some of
the old-time ring In it Thao Governors
had been aufficiently warmed up by the

1 afternoon session the President gave

They looked around at one another, how-
wver, as if unoertain just what to do.
Finally Gov. John Johnson came-to the'
rescus with a motion. to appoint the come
mittee named by the President. At the

Johnson his reward by announcing that
be would call on the Minnesota man to
preside when he was not present himself,

At that there was a lively clapping of:
hands from all over.the room, the Re-'
publioan Governors giving Johnson the’
hand heartily. ' The Prosident grinned as:
iIf ‘he had beén caught Injdcting politica]
into the game where it should not have|
been. Then he grinned some more and’
sald: “ And I am sure we all shall be giad
to hear anything Mr. Bryan cares to say.”
Loud applause greeted that and Bryan
‘walked to the front and talked to the
President in a stage whisper.

Whereupon Mr. Roosevelt sald:

** Mr, Bryan prefers to walt until nearer
the close of ‘the conference.”

Two Important Ideas.

Two ideas resulted from the conference::
The first {s that & permanent organiza-|

weather before thoy reached the White
House 10 by ready for anything demand-
ing enthusiasm, and they appiauded the
Presldent - with non-partisan liberality.
When he declared his intention to con-
tinde the Inlapd Waterwuys Commisstion
and make it psrmanent whether Congress
makes an appropriation for.lts expenses
or notl, there was vigorous cheering. ,
After danvering his speech, the Presi-
dant brougnt the conference right down
to business by suggesting that there nught
to be a committee on resolutions, und|
incidentally naming them. Then he pa.uscdf
to give the Governors opportunity to sec-
sad the motion. - !

tion between the States and the Natton!
| 18 necessary, and will probably result from
| the present conterence, to accomplish thol
:ma sought. The second, suggested by
| Secretary Root, lu that thore 1a no limlita-
i tion by the Constitution to the agrecments
i which may be made betweon tho States,
:subject t0 the approval of Congress. Tho
two ideas fully developed, it is predicted,
would result In the conservation of the
|onergies and resources of the nation
through uniform and unconflicting laws,
| both Nutional and State, _.._ .~

I Forty-four Governors and 500 other per-
sons taxed the ca.pu;l% of the East Room,
; The otbers were Cabinet officers, Su-
| preme Court Justices, Senators, Repre-
' séntatives, experts in k!l linea of {ndus-
,try. Peresldent Roosevait's fifty-minute
s D was many tunes interrupted by ap-

i plause, and when .he fina reached hls
t polnt of pralse of the Inland \Waterways
' Commission, the Governors stovd up and |
| shoutaed.
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.. souroes. 1o jffect Mr. RooscveLt de-,

.,

Aldzw omion. -

Tt 1a not 4Pficult to eee that Presl-
dent RoollV_h.'r regards his speech,
dalivered yeorday at the opening of

the Cont on the Conservation of |

‘Matoral Resqurces, as gquite the moet
memaeritous of Als publio addresses. The
convooatioa the Governors of all the
States—for tis firet time in our history
~with the Pipsident, the Benators and
Repressntat! tn Congreesa, the Cab-
inet, and th@Bupreme Court, he oom-
pares with t gathering ‘st Phlla-
delphia, its h‘ldent Omones Wasn-
Drovow, the lgmtoome of which ~ was

the Constitu which made the Btates
iste a Nat 3o observes that, in
1ts elemental] Conception, the gathering

of the Futh was " merely & watat- |
' and traces the !des !
Union to !ts origin in
. the States most advan.

; use (helr natural re-

dares that meeting this wesk atl
Washingten jnay and should result !n’
the forma of a new Unlon, based
4P tion superior to that

. Whidh ave to the Republic.

‘We are thg anclents, was Bir Fraxcis
Bacow's dictém., We should be greater
than the -o-ihll_lod anecients, who were’
the lnexpert spirits of & callow aga.
The Preside§t points out that during
tha century hnd a qt - —ter of our Nn-l
tional extatedos Industrial progress hes .
exoseded thit of the preceding 8,000,
yeoars, vhn:f:o times of the founders |

were not o tially different from the:
age of the? first IMhoeniclan salling:

aAips, of th Pharanhan minas; of the

_Minevehan ahd Btdonian marchantry, of

Athens with Its wooden walia, and
Rome with i§s imperial postroads.

But the 1.- civiiization, with fts’
Deightened (tandards and !is vastly:
augmented iconsumption of naturat
producta, h thus - far subeisted ac-
eording to ?o prireitive principle of
dastruction. | The coal and Iiron de-
posits, the primeval forests and the
fertile sqils. | originally thought Inex-

. haustidle, will not endure the hundred-
fold’ demand} of the Natlon's growth
without the fpplication of a new princl.

kjon. Hence there appoars
this week, along with

itartes whose predeces-
lependance Hall historie

lahed ears. Tﬁm wnen -
w 1o utilise our mineral
ys, doowned, even wilh!
Phelr care, dissipation. And they
- will tell um jwhat t2e founders never
dreamaed, t ' with the heritage of the
forests halffdestroyed and with ' the
" efls !mpoveriabed by reckless tillage
aad fallure th check erosion, they may
98 restored, jenriched, and even made
mere pmuct'h whils the farmer and

. -the 'qwampe
'}_MAN}bnbonolnputht
exhausts th ‘ruourcu of the Statesm,
Preaident KYELY prays for a ree
© Birth 1n & Uldon formed of & coderent
‘and ce-ordiristed plan of thrift, “Tn
the past.” (hq President says, “ we have
. sdmitted th Hght of the individual te
infure the of the Repubdlie for
_-.;lu own profiL®  Hu words
‘wShould marky change and a better ers.
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70 C Ns:oea DIVORCE LAWS

Jamas Ji Hill Says Wasting of 'Nnturlal
‘ Ralodroes Involves Politica!l as
W’lll as Economlo F'utun.
s‘«m to The New York Timas,
ITWASHINGTON, May 14.—If there was

.u)thlnr‘ lacking to demonstrate Presi-

dent nnmevolt'l complets mastary of tha
con(errnéo ‘of Governors it was supplied .
this mcrmng by Gov., Glenn, the militant!
Exwutlv‘h 'of North Carollna.. who last!
year waj ungaged in a hot contest with
ths Fea &l Government over the m-l

premacy pr Btata or Federal railroad laws. ’

Gov. (‘]rnn made the apeech of the con- |
ferance, and from:first to last it was an
appeal fqr National support on & question
in which. North Carolina is vitally inter-
eated—ths White Mountain and Appalach-
{an rnrpa" reserva proposition. The North
Cnrollmﬂ; Governor wanted the confer-
ence to do something that would make
Congresq pass the pending bill right off
the batyi The Governors and their ad-
vlsen.wﬁ;e with him enthusiastically, and
spplaudell every period. .

At & Hanquet lnat night Bpeaker Can-
pon hadi/suggested that the States inter-
ested injkhis project should get together,
end by i confederation of thoir own ob-
talin the'iresult they are aiming at, with-
& for Federal assistance. Gov.
k up that suggestion, and neare

“We fried a confederation once down
odr way{" he dried, “and it didn't pay."
The. ymblad Governors falrly whooped
thelir ‘appreciation 'of that. They  fired

ants In the alr and generally let
tic signs of approval.

Rt/loh\'elt Running Conferonce. |

Y lRf{osevolt went on running the cor.
frrinéof n his own way to-day, without]

" Jet or hlndmnce from any of the Govern-,

ors. .14 opencd the session, and soon |
afterward called Gov, John Johnson to the.
chalr, with the announcemeént that he had
pelectd Gov. Denecn of Illinols to pre-
flde duﬂng his absence at the afternoon
’enlcn.[

. Tho. '{Blg " specch of the morning was

‘delivared] hy James J. Hill, who made a
_solld impression by the figures of National

waste which he produced.
The @ovérnors are gotting batter a&o- -
qualiited,’ the men accompanying them.

. ars f!nd!na out who's who, and the nov-!

elty bfuctuauly doing business in the

White House is wearing off, so that there
‘is a regdier disposition.to jump in and
" have.onid’s own ssay on questions of spe-
. clal intérest. Gov. Johnson hus a nim-:

blo tongue, which helps out for a pres!d- '
ting ot{tgbr. He made one =xally whlchi
set the whole crowd off. It came afterl
the clnaq of Mr. Hiil'a speech, ,
Referring to what Mr. Hill had sald!
about the air as a beneficial agent 1n|
mionlturo. Gov. Johnson gald: :
“AYIth a conference like this, which
brings s#:many politiclans together, there :
ought td be plenty of hot air.” |



5 . dovermors Faver Plana,

The Givornors are greatly pleased with

. thelr| cofjference, and are already working

to maky such meetings ‘a regular thing
hercaftd. They are satisfied to let the

‘Yresjdeht g0 on running this one to suit

himselt{ but there is & growing under-
currentiin favor of getting away from
\\'hue-‘houne influence 1in subsequent
meetings, and have them in fact as well
as nhmé conferences of Governors. The
tdea of ‘tonservation of natural resources
has ¢aujght them all, and there is now an
overwhelming sentiment among them In
favor dppecially of the Adminmistration’s
forestry policy. They are for the existing
reserver, and more, too. '

Rut thiey are also talking of the bene-
fits that may he derived from such con-
ferences in the way of efforts to obtaln
unlfor:y legislation along othar lines. Uni-
formdty’ of wmarriage and divorce laws.
with- ugiform extradition laws, appeal to
the Governors very strongly. At the closs
of the wifictal conference this afternoon
there was a little informal meoting ut-
tendrd 'by about a dozen Governors, at
which & committes of three, Folk of Mis.

‘sourl, Qheldon of Nebraska, and Wilsan

of }{orfpuvky. was appointed to canvass
the sutjjcct and mako recommmendations
as ta whnt should be done for the future.
Gov, l"fbn has already invited the Gov-
ernors 10 hold thelr conference of next
yYear al- Atlantie Clty, and Qov. Wilson
has mnaked them to come to Loulsville.

The afternoon ‘seasion furnished a Alver-
sion when Gov. Goodlag of I :ho, who
1s & stanch Roosavelt man on m: st things,
tackledi the Government reclamation ser-
vice and hit {t some Pard cracks. He con-
tended *for tho righf. of the States to do
the rotlamation work for themselves,
under the Carey gct, and declared that
they &4 it A great dea! more matisfac-
torily than the Government. He cited two
cases I his own State to prove his con-
tentiony

On the Minlioka project, Government
work, there have been 787 entries and
822 tlft’ﬁntarn. principally because the ‘wet-

Ji-But on the Twin Falle project, a
brivate} enterprise under the State, there
n only about 15 per cent. of

b of James J. HilL head of the
te of the Great Northern Rall-
a notadle address. -

White Mountain forest

The Work of New Yor’k.

J. 8. Whippla, Foreat, Fish gni{l Game
Commissnionet nf New York, anthysed the
enpference with a brief statement of the
work -hethig done hy thie Kmpite ftate|]
toward the presarvation of 1ts forpst. He

, proceded thin with the remark that within
twenty-two or twenty-threa years, unless
preservition  methode wers  contin
there wotild not be a sawing stick o
timber rtunding In that 8tate. e sald
that New York had planted more trees
than ail nther States and the National
Governmeant comblined, '

Gov. Fart of New Jersey gave a8 ve
' satisfactory aacount of the forestry wor
' belng dorie in his State,

The climax of tha morning session was'
roduced ‘-by Gov. Glann of North Caro-
| lthna, whn made a vigorous ap for
actlon by the conference which would

impel Corigress to pass at this session a
bill providing for the Appealachian and
reserves.

At the nfternoon session Gav., Deneen
of Nliroin presided. Ex-Gov. Pardee of
Californiar made an address on ‘ Ree
sources Rlelutcd to Irrigation.”
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THE WASTE OF RESOURCES. !
Accordging tp the gentlsraen who have |
Vddressed lthonrcrence of Uovernure !
st the White l(ougo. our Nutlonal re-,
swources rre ‘Jgolug, going.” and, If we!
sontinue vur 'prodlul use of them, they
wl! soun Le gonat  From the sea, |
sayes Mr. JAukm J. Hiun, from the.
nine, from |Jhd forest aund the soil,!
* must Le gauthersd everything that wm,'
wstain the life of mun.”" As tn the sea,
a0t bLeing a fisherinan, Mr. HiLL had
anthing to say. Uut we al know that-
men acquainted with the flsharies ara’
lpnrn.hmulvn'(!!n we are too rapldty
asing up (hat source af fuod supply.
As to the !--r‘\-ltl. Mr. Ly points vut
Lhat we havd lesa than 2,000 bililon.
teet of merrhantadle tiuber laft, and
sur apinual oyt du wbout 40 dlilllon foat, |
Once in sevety ysars our draft upon Gur i
supply of lrati ore in the mine lul
foubimi. The presdiil rate of Consumpe :
tion la atoul SND.000 tons a year,'
tnd 4 forty | years, Mr. HiLL assures
a8, we shall §t that rute approach the
snd of all tha hlgher grade ore In large
lepostts now 'In slght. Uncle H#am will
tuun not ba tich enough to give us all
A (arm, for l'\\e have of publlc !anda
nly M) wcres, surveyed. and
W0 (0 atres  of unsurveyed un
nand. LAt yedr 21 iNn0Q aeres wara
tiapcmed of Thke the sull—thal grent:
~source we had supposed was nul ex-
posesl te dininishment Byt Mr tan-
VMLl aave 13t niare than a thauysand
wiltllon  tnne. of our richnast soll nre
swept Intn the Seu avery yeur, clogeing

the rivers and ubatructing harbors,
That wa koo, of coursa, when we
fome W think of It The gullled old
felda of the Bolith tall thia stury  Cop.
fer o m et useful metal, and wae-
Gave a grant daul of [t byt production .
80es not kewp O with demand, whikeh

tvould be doubied ur tripled if the price *
sould he rv-\lu-'v‘? 0 per ent.
Woree thna ail 18 the stupld and

wasleful way !q Which we make uywe of
totre af wur nrurour\ ¢S nulably the aoll,
Mr Hrien pamad cut that (he RVOrann .
Annual prodeclon  per acre In thae
whola (ntted Kimtea is only ‘“-.-\

Lven In Xwnshs, that great wheat -
Stuta, the aivrhge vield er acro
‘he iaat ten )chrw waw 1414

{oe -
bushels,
It ought to be X busnels  To use jand
noihat way 4 ke loaning monay at 1
Der vent  wheni il per cant ,auid ba
BAd fur the asking  Mr Mivenr:p andg
Mr. CanNreuin afree that our cog) supa
ply will be exhansted w!thin o yeoars,
All the sx;\ﬂ:ls declnim agninst ayr
amaalogly unlqh(ll‘enl poiley towany
the warterwayw, iwhich threaten, many

3¢ them, to run @ry because of the 1a-

moval nf (he. forests,

This Ia & protty bad showing. Nuoth- '
Ing but nur .‘inp:»:ul optimism would -
enable us to stend up againet ft. for,
S population fngreasen, and there will'
be JMLOOLOXD G us lonk before the
end af this cantyry, the cansumptian of 1
hatural re-nufm- wiil. of course, ln-!
trease.  \We pemember, though. that-
R hlla we havd been sapping this i'on-E
tinent less than 310 years, and making
terious |nrnn-lgl u’?nn fts natural wealth
less than halt R gentury, in other lands
the hummn mfo‘:hu contrived to get
along lhrou‘§ 4housandas of years..
That thought l’o( sltogether reassur-
Ing. mnce we| abe greater consumers
(han men of ogief lande. ' For Instance, I
weo use 30 '”." ™M meaasure, of our!
timber per.cagith annually, as againat |
thout G0 fest fod all of Burops. Evi.|
Cenrtly we must db samething about 1t. |

The really shoquraging fact 1s that:
we havé beguj @ do something. We|

have biigua. td ¢ thought. and not
merely’ take t t but to take ae~
\lva, !‘nlr due! and restoring the
resoureas of t ine, the soll, and the'

torest. | U to b {ime sttll very recent.
we have "‘* ups of all that sature
Tapplist with |a fhartario prodigmlity,
and’with as litliegregard for the futare.
by primitive man !

) svages. Now we
| ury bagining {¢ be mving, The edu-

{*quda 'Pcm-;u!utum.m

td shecking of tovast fires is an flids-
tration of (he wew spirit. The fre-
mensely valusble werk of the Gevers-
ment in the Department of Perestry 14
another. When our fovelsthers ward
cutting down the vast whits pine belt
that stretched from New England to
Minnesota. they took no thought of re-
forestation. Now the lesson ld taught
as that & foreat is 0ot like & cake that
when eaten la gone forever: it can un-
der {nlelligent methods be conlinusd in’

‘existence or restorad for the use of
lrulun generations.  Btill more valu-j
tbie Is the work nf educating our)
farmars in the Intelligent cultivation of ;
the soll. In that work, which is now

»o well performed by the (Government, |
thers 18 promise of an Increase of ‘!ho;
_National wealth quite beyond compu- |
tatlan,  Mr Camxeats and Mr. MiTen-

Ll hoth gave hints for the conur\'s-f.
‘tton of the toal supply. [t te criminal-
Lwnate 1o Lurn coal A Surh & MAannar

"that we ga! hut 5 par cent. of 1ts po-

tential ernergy Inventlive genlus heas

besn at wurk {or yeurs upon this prob.
leth, and there 1s promise of & markad
advance toward {ts solutien. We sball
‘hardly nesd adopt Mr. Mrroucgil's
'r-mndy of saking a higher price tor:
‘com!, If we can Adaviae maans of making
it @o 70 per cent. of the work of which
It is capable.

The Lest augury of all ta the assem- !
/bling of the (lovernors and wise men -
'of the Nation for a talk upon the sud-;
Ejecl of economic waste under the roof of |
'the White }House. Much as Mr. Roosg-
!vm.'r has dona, we are inclined to think
(that this will go down in history as.
ihin greatest service to the Natlon.
iDeerzly Interested himasalf, he has.
;awnkenod the (nterest of the distin-
"lulnh'd man who sit under his L'halr-l
imanvhip, Ha dominates the meeting :
‘llh Inapiras, directs, organizes, works
+himself, -and 1a the potent cause of
(working In others. The fact that we
iara too rapldly approaching the limit
{ot supply In the Nation's resources
i gots & bLoundless publicity through this
conference. Every man In the Nation
will be put on notice that it 1s time to
practive economy, that we must con-
fArive sumehow to operate the Indus-
!lrleu of the Urlited Btates without so
jeating tnto the stors of psoducts that
koep them going. Every farmer, every
mine owner, evbry great producing
corporation will hear this warning, and
wherever there (s tnteilligences and the
.right epirft It will be heeded. "It ta
‘rul‘ly a work of the highest patriotism
) that has besn undertaken st the White

i House.
. p——————
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1t Bas already ; developed he

t 6f the community of lnserests of
eatirs coun browght the
} ernors of the Bta in towsh withj
"oheh other 88 no othér meeting had’
wver dena haw taught the exteat of the
mmwotuéud.mm
9er 12 Wwhlch they Dave been wasted
hhs broaght about & better underssd.

! z Seiwean tha Nationhl snd the Swte

tieq, and ptven & clearer tnsight
(B Deeds of futury develspmant

.Fwwdm.mmw

viewed fdr Tua Tnes What ey

‘-Mcbouuom ; v a8 fole

wru ,

\L’ QOYV. FORT OF NEW JERSEY,
O FORT of New Jersey saldl

G

“ ¥hie conference suadles the Jeve
X sraeie of the varidus Buates: to ledra
[ guestly what ether Btalss are Ceing te
rﬂb\a& views for recoamenda~
} 0 (b6 Laglalaturea; asd to adept Lhe
Sast wmethdde ae ﬂmPuw eporatien
W eer Staten

“The tereetry disouasion showed that!

AW Sl had started on thls suddest,
! emd demonstraied that Btate sommlstess
. with & BRate Fureater wWould make 1t prac-
des) 10 eatadlisd foreql reservaviona, e
| peevide viuu trees tof plaating, azd t»
' Yeagh tha indtvidual omter of the forest
-Nands bew best te develop them. The
PAsme thing 10 trus with regard Lo the oon-
sergq on: ol wuter u( \ho irrigation
ProRiem. -

to
~ e abquale umm whioh bas come, peal the Migh Wrtff upon theee varied

ameng the Oorervers 83 & result of tals!
n-t.nn« 16 mv-lubh. Itiae -;l-wa

(

“ Beolally, the osuferemoe, uvnder the
plendid jsadirshlp of the Prevident, has
been delighitul”

QOY. SWANSON OF VIRQINIA

sothar, Nothiag will temd more toward
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. pouroes, which Dels home amption |
and exhamstion It would seemm that a.
| very officient remedy ocould Be previged
vory promplly it the Federal Goverament
would permit Foeh resources aa aie belng
exhausted to be broughtt i from other
countriea. The Federul Goveramaent oc-
cuples the rather w ble position of
xaving the voics of and the hang of
Eaaad By relce it denlores the scasemp-
Uon of thess rveources. and yet by tarift
laws uses N3 bBands vigereusly for that
purpces.

~ This conference has nhuvlnl»a-n-/
for tarifl reform which 1 axpect ste leng
o see SWoep Lhe country. ™

QOY. NOEL OF MISSISSIPPL.
OV. EDMOND PATVOR NOEL of

O S 1 ..
C kit s e 8 B a0 \N s B e S e el



'Govcmors of Various States Review tht Ha Been Actinlly Accom-
plished by the Conference Held inWashington-and
~ Outline Possible Action for the Future.

tarmadiary, net only sa between the
Btates themselvss Dut also as betweem
the Btates and forelgn Governments.
Through that source We -can Fetl the o3
parfence, the extemt of the miafortune
which bas befullen some of the alder
States and forsign countries through thelr
failure to censerve and judiciewly use
their natural reseurossh

"It wae the best for the Fedrsl Gev
wnmest te have taken the lead in the
direotien of this hmpertant movement and
in it Unancist end matarial support. The
piaas 1t develapa comprebensively cover-

FRANK R. GOODING,
Qovervor of ldabe.

g \he whols Thoion, cal % best casried
+out bty the co-eperation of the Sates,
countiea, and municipaliiies

1 belleve that Congress feuM act
fer e Whole Dechla. and ect prowmpily,
ile ke extent of !ts powers In prevealng
1Turiber wiste of forwst mines, asd wniin
, WTE acd that & commissios, well sup-
portel should e established and maln.
jiaired. and that its recammendations, so
,far as meet 30 apprevel of eur peeple
tand cf Congress, sheull be bearuly sup-
portel

" Na further delay should be had tn ex-
|uu:.d:.-.x the forest reservea, a4 APOLO-
‘priations for lmprouvicg our waterways
tni for rurveys ol lacd for parposes of
T eation and (n.l:.;. $20uid be larpely
, meTrased, MAry ¢f oar watsrwuyp efther
'conﬂ‘.l:u borndaries or are materially
raflecied, #O fAr a8 ene Stale is cuccarned,
jbY its trealment fn olber Statea The
{ Federa! Government comtrols afl mavigs-
ible walers. It sbeuid make ita ocoatrol
Leflective "and - betafclal as to all prob-
'able us«s of such waters
| = Thees are soms of the larger prob-

mmmm-.h;m-mm:-ammm

v e ey ..
[N PP —vl'_..\ [N,y BN -

undarstanding chrough Just- Fuch. eamfur-
eances as this gsibaring.” i

- 1

QoV. WILLSON OF KENTUCKY,
QV. AUGTUSTTS R WILLSON o2

Kentusky maid: ¢
“1 bhave bean very greatly fine
Pressed with Tha viles of this asseblage
of the Governers ef the Matss. Parhape
the eczicet geed that can be seen in It s
the opportucity it atfords us of [ )
quainted with etch other and of o
tuting personad contact with the pevessal
representstives of the #iates for oy ine

dividual potloze of the Statls os b
\he peopla - LI

¢ Anoiher very obvious chance for grimt
"good tn (hls kicd of a meeling growd @at
of the {act that while the National Gdv
ernment has coctrel ever a LUmited UM«
bar of subjects, thase sudjects So nit by
;any means exbdracs all, or evea & Jamge
part, of ‘he subjedts which are Juft as
P gereral and eommoa to all of the Males
as are those problems which are perely
Nealoval !a ekaroter. Yer (25tA508,
,there are Btate prebiems o martiage ipd

,divores, of oconizacts, of ihewrenchd ' of

ters of vuch universal interest . :
1 should net favor giving b >~

| ferense of Gaversers any legal pewers at:
il T2e gsneril nflusace of commace
secse a5d reascn i (a the jomg rul evem
, 67 more effsct than statutory law. ;
this meeting Las bLeed ens of the wery
greatest plesavres t9 overy GOverngr Aad
thealr sasisasts whs bave had thg good
fortune 1o bave & part ta It I dieve thas
Qe s negtigidle o compariscn with the
Oberulizing of o views and the fSealing
every Governer bere has that 54 has
tsarned somethirg and will take scame-
thirg home for tha good of his peepla, .
“ Tltimately thers will be goed resuim
n almost every BStats vastly ede Xa-
| portant than the mare pleasure o the of
! meelisgE. Inmnggm
Geov

;

sult in asnusl comfersnces of O -
sruors and [ would be willtng o .aitend
!Qmulundmo:uul at
‘my own expanss, for the vilus .
'iunnnahpxbcrm' i ;

— ‘

‘ _
:QOYV. QLENN OF N CARGLINA

| (™ ov. roBIRT B of; Marta

) Carclins aal g !

o

]

~ia- my judgmeat this ls the
| Meeting of any kind that has bdeanphad im

- the United Bixies mince the @ of the
Consttutiocal Cosvention mare a
SERtury ago. 1t has wought the

P - - . N
¢ alnedia iiar e owe e cetie .’J";.

ummnmmwdaﬁgumt

"It alse has given & bdetter Wdes
bow ey can operaie togetder without

lzfricgement on thelr respective righta,
YTy sarpestly bope the masetings will de
Bald aznoally hareaften,™

QOV. JOHNSON OF MINNESOTA.

(“ov. JOMN A JONNSON af Mwnes |
1 seta sald: .. !
“ TEs 13 one of the greatest eivio guile
erings the world has seen in marny years
It 15 fracght with great significance foe

ROBERT B. QLENN, '
|
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asnual ot Meanial mestings’

tve efficials 6! the Btates the Als-
eusslon pot merely of prowi of & go~
eral charscter which belong) wholly and
antirely to the realm of the aral Gov-
erument, dut tor the o0 eraticn of
problsms that belong locally the m-.
slthough geuneral (o thelr portancs to
the whole country, such as OfTn MAAS-
risge and divoroe laww, e Uka I
would not coafing thass m. to the
Governars alona I would iodbde the At

of Ne-

~Tbe Orst great -‘mud thls

thering of the Goveraors & ped-
©n g

j4 conserva-

tien of our natural resouyoel Ths faot

1f
ik

B

QOV. HARRIS

&

Tbey wll bowsver, soma The daals
AT® & matler for the future Edooaten
will balp tham. The counservation of Bq
water power of the coustry will pro
ks soma time, but X esn be rec
00 doubt, by dams ia triy
apd (n other ways. ’

" These oonferences sught te be
{requently, This one has Heen vary
uable 1o bringing the Governars into
touch with ons snother.” .

GOV. GOODING OF IDAHO.

OV. FRANK R. GOODING ot
aad: ' .

“I bave besn very deeply M-

preassd with the seamions of this comfed -

bave moved mea gt deal. Iamyd
ble judgment 0o man can perterm
STeater sarvice 0 the euntry thas
RBrowing svery posslle safeguard
the COURLrY's .natural reseusged. .
TLOOUITSS bave made us & mighty
ton. The wonk of conesrvacen wil gl -
the fouadatica for &2 even griatar Nod
ton. In this sToat work thers is
enough fer us all for the Stats and
Nathog allics. ALl that relstes to the
Provemont of the streams, can be
4one by the Federal Government.
which relates to the focests cam
ably be best dace by the States !
selveq, In sacordance with a law of i
LgTeas 80 far a8 Inter Biats foreswy .
ls concerned. 1daho-has dooe much :
this lUne sad-is a shining exsoaple -
what the S:atss themsalves ma %
Tnder the Carey act ldaho has

more than 1000000 acres of land,
have built canals ttat wifl provids
gated Rad where homes caa be
ished for 6Q,0UD peopie. The werks &2
way- o 1daho will i five years
lrrigation. canals for 1000000 acTes
homes for 230000 people. { knew of B4
reasod why the Btates cazoot R
[ ibatz éwn forests. This cocfersvos will |
be very valuahle in bricging about vecsed -’
Telations between the States and td

€ wrmaas]nt~ahe il s A e
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by The New York Times Company.

WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 8, 1933

###%4  TWO CENTS New York | THREE

CENTS FOUR CENTS Flsewhors Exeopd
Leave

Withia 200 Miles In Tth and 3t Peewnd

Text of Roosevelt’s. Letter

The text of President-elect Roosevelt's lciter inviting the Gover-
nors of all the States to a conference on national problems follows:

49 FEast Sixty-fifth Streat
New York City

Because so many Governors will be in Washington on March 4, -
I want to take that opportunity of holding a conference in relation’
to a number of matters in which the Federal Government end the
State governments are mutually interested. For that reason I want
to invite you to come to the White House on Monday, March §, at
11 A. M., to attend an informal canference. :

It s my thought that we should discuss for our mutual benefit
certain subjects, such as: '

{a) Confllcting taxation by Federal and State governments;

(b) Federal aid for unemployment rellef;

(c) Mortgage foreclosures, especlally on farm lands, and

(d) Better land use by atforestation, ellmination of marginal
agriculture land, flood preventlon. &c.: '

(e) Reorganization and consolldation of local government to
decreasa tax costs. :

1t is possible that other subjects will occur to the Governors or to
me as being essential for discussion. . .

I do not believe that niore than one day will be required tor this
{nformal meeting. But it will give me the opportunity of having the
pleasure of meeting many of the Chief Executives of the States. I
hope much that you will be able not only to come to 'he inauguration
but also to stay over through Monday for this meeting at the White
Houase.

Will you be 5ood enough to send = letter to e at the above
address, letting me know whether you can come’

With 1y suicere regards,

Faithtully yours,
FRANKLIN ', ROOSEVELT.

ROOSEVELT INVITES GOVERNORS MAR. 6
TO DRAFT NATIONAL RECOVERY PLANS;
 SMITH URGES PUBLIC WORKS DICTATOR

-

p —_—

FIVE MAIOR SSUES LISTED

White House Parley to
Stress. Federal Relief
i and Tax Revision.

{MORTGAGE AID IS SOUGHT

Reforestation and Economies
in Local Governments to Be
" Pushed by President-Elect.

WIDESPREAD EFFECT SEEN

'Step Hailed Here as of First

! Importance—Washington
Splits on Party Lines,

! President-etect Franklin D. Roose-
.velt has invited the Governzrs -7
the forty-eizht States to confer =7
him at the White House on Marrn
6. two days after his Inaugurat.on
‘to discuss ways and means of
irg national probiems in woizh
governments of thas Stales an
natlon have = common viAl

terest, .
The announcement of tha ronle~
ence. made here lale yesierity -

Colonel Louls McHenry Haowe, *59
“Pres:dent-eiect’'s confideni.al ai-
viger, wags hailed !n political =ir= #9
a: a "‘splendid start’' fgy 5
administration and L
which would go far '.ori;n.—d res
irg coonfidence and grozper.ty 2
the rnation, Y,




3} FiveFolnt Program Lsted.

In the let'er o the Gore:acre,
made public by Uniine; Mcwe M-
Rooseveit outlited five ma se prud
lems which he held s~cu & Be (i'a
sidered and joinl.v sived Dy t)e
nation and the States

First., and pernaje el o
tant, the I'residert elect .e* et tNe
questicn of 'he sumicatiea o0 the
ex!ILing confiicta In 'ave
the S'ates and dr ine Fe
ernment. One aim ¢!

ence. It was apparesl, wi. de aA

attempt ta devise a progiamn where
by State and ns:.on wce.! cunline
thelr taxes to separae {eeils aa far
a8 possible.

The second quest.cn ta be &
cussed will he that of ¥Yederal s 4
for unemployment reliel Thia it
was sald here. might 1nclude coa-
sideratinn,; of dirért Felarsi aid fee
the joblens .

Mortgage forh')oouul cezeCialy
on farmlands, was the thind eud
ject suggested by Mr Roveese
The fourth was the posasibtuity of
betterin~ the use of land by refesee-
tation. the eHminstion of °mar."
ginal’’ or less arabie farmiands by
turning them into wocdiand Wita
this questlon It was cocatdered
inevitable that fiood canlroi weouw.d
be discussed. .

The fifth problem, as lLizted by
the Presldori-olaci. is reorgamiia-
tion and consolidation of loxal gov-
ernments in order o decresse vl
tax dosts™ This. like reforestatioa
is & subject In whirh Mr Raesse
velt has iong been interested.

Discussion May Re WNideaed.

In addition to ihie fnrmai pro
gram, Mr TRooseveit wrets the
Governnrs, the ennference o’ Ve
up stch other probleme o0 ke ae
the Gavernnrs shou.d fee ““eeeen
Al for dissimiea Al the Uwew-
errors were asked (n write nim ot
his New York ity homne ¢ TFast
Sixty-fifth Street. to 1alorm Mm
whether nr not they wcuid sftead
the confergnce.

Liltle doubt was eiptessad here
that ail, or nearly all of thaes in-
vited, ‘o-nlé\l'mi the coafaresae

LAl bul ten «of the Govermers ot

presen' cre Demncrzate. R wee
pointed nit and
in Wathingion for the irs.r.rel
ceramnnies  Of (he remrainin

i, was predicied that a. smre et
haps wa of three w4 te sree

en’.

(josern~r Fay nf Massars te’s
whn ianded here ee'ersay al"er o
ten Agy criise.  was Seath ohaat 4
over tha enrference and 5 edged
~.e atte~darn-e, He wesa &% of
td ‘he c Slrrence

three whn e
call as a aplentid wart’ for ' 24
Pocsswe ! gdm nisirat.on F(o/:o-
~alied that ke had dier .ssed .\ -
Pres Zert oot

a {-lfn’

Aniy 8 agn when "Wr

A arvall hed . gare st *ha e
Tha conl L1t wae pevi.cted
wi!l 4~ m "H th tLare 'Ra ws7s

Cnaart crnereie sl e N ANy
At the mrat Diese.ng of l&}.u'./,n [y

Faormaus henell! !q.'ﬁ{a ates

,was f[oreseen i3 5-1] »—-m o

2 . LR X
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definite revislon of cverlapping tax
schedules.

Another outstanding feature of
the conference will be tha oppor-
tunity it will atford Mr. Rooseveit
to explain in detail to the assembled
Governors his program for refores-
tatlon designed not only to add to
the nation’'s wealth and to ald ma-
terially in flood control, but also to
provide employment for a great
number of men.

Another important feature wlll be
the discussion of the lowering of
the costs of local government
through reorganization and proper
consolidations. This is a subject
which has always been of especlal
Interest to the President-elect.

Step Held of Flrst Importance.

The calling of the conference by
Mr. Roosevelit marked another of
the unprecedented steps he has
taken since his election as Presi-

dent of ths Unlited States. It out-,

ranks in importance, {n the oplnion
of many politlcal observers, his
recent debt conference at Warm
Springs with Sir Ronald Lindsay,
the British Ambassador to the
United States.

In the opinion of these It {s the
most important step the President-
elect has taken since his election,

in that it marks a definite.attempt
to solve internal problems whlich:
have been facing the natlon in'
some cases for ycars. :

The reaction in Washington to lhe
President-elect's proposal seemed
divided along politicai lines. Demo-
crats in general were inclined to
hope for much from the conference,
while Republicans were doubtful o!
what it could accompilsh.

Rumors that Mr. Roosevelt lu.
about to lssue a statement of lhe.
firast importance circulated in the,
financlal district yesterday after-®
noon and started a mild boom on.
the Stock Exchange, most leading
1ssues closing hlgher for the day. l

No Inkling of Mr. Roozevelt's !n-
tention to call a conference of Gov-:
crnors had leaked out In a:lvance
of the announcement that the in-
vitations had been sent. It was

recalled, however, alter the naws
became known, that in Al any at
Governor l.ehmans
the President-elec
hint as o his
nccagion he asger
ceme for '"ciaser oc
"'n P ealdent of the U

Racwnvelt hae a!l M\\q been a
z lupnor er c!f "'a Ge e"")"
k heid ea"

danyar f5r hig r‘
jaLernrrats me
Ier en tna natiins o
“f ormiy eriticism

Tohman Wil Attend.

ALBANY. N. Y., Feb. 7 (P .-
Governor Herbert H, Lehman has:
uot yet received hls Invitation to,
the conference of Governors pro-|
posed by Mr, Roosevelt after hll'
inauguration.

Governor Lehman said Qonlght..
however, that he would be “very,
glad to sttend any meeting of Gov-
ernors called by Mr. Roosevelt.”
He had no other comment,

Gov. Moeur Endorses Parley.

PHOENIX, Ariz, Feb. 7 (Pr.—
Governor B. B. Moeur of Arizons'
endorsed tonight the conference of

Governors called by President-elect
Roosevelt,

While Governor Moeur is inter-,
ested In all the subjects suggested.
for discussion, he said he was par-
tlcularly concerned with unemploy-
ment relief through a ‘'back to the
land’’ movement and in the reor-
ganization 6f local government to
reducs expendlitures.

**Concerted action by Federal and
Stats  governments,’ Governor |
Moeur sald, "'ls essential to perma-,
nent solution ot unemployment re-,
ltef problems."

Idaho Governor Pleased.

BOISE, Feb. 7 (P.—Governor C. i
Ben Ross of Idaho sald tonight that!
‘much good can come from such l.l
conference as that called by Presi-
dent-elect Roosevelt." :

Governor Ross said of the con-]
ference, "It will be educatlonal for!
the Presldent.”’ i
¢ Hds declared he would try to at-j

en

“During the past three months
I have made a survey of necessary
publie work that can be dono in
Idaho to furnllh employment,’”’ the
Governor said. "'l planned to furnish
the data to the President when he!
takes office but this conference’
may make a better opportunity.’



CONFERENCE. CALL !

HAILED BY PITTMAN

Clarity on Loans, Taxes and
Relief Obligations Should
Result, He Declares.

REPUBLICANS, IN DOUBT

Senator Dickinson Says Roouvcﬂ
Will Get as Many Opinions as
There Are Govarnors.

BSpecial to Txe Nrw Yoax Tiues.
WA ""INGTON, Feb, T.—Reactlon
obtairnania here tonight to the Gov-
ernors’ conference called by Presl-

dent-elect Roosevelt was apparently
divided, with the conference being
supported by Democrats but looked
on with some doubt by Republi-
cans,

Senator Robinson of Arkansas,
Democratlc leader, declined to com-
ment untll after the conference,
but Senator Pittman, an !nfluential
Democrat, highly commended Mr.
Roosevelt's plan.

"“The first three points stated In
the letter are matters {n which the
Federal Government s directly in-
terested,’”’ he said. '“That ought to
he a separation of taxes so that the!
Federal Government and States do'
not pile too much on one thing.,
now that we apparentiy are going
to be forced !nto all eorts of sales
taxes a separation should be made’
hetween those things the Federal’
Government will tax and those to
be left to the States.”

Urges Loans for Rellef, .

As for the proposed retlef discus-’
<1nn, Senator Plttman said that, if:
tne Federal Government was to.
continue to grant relief, he hoped:
it would- be made n the form of
loans.

"There {8 no more {mportant sub-
fect.” he went on, '‘than the ques-
tinn of martgage foreclosures. The
Federal Government has no juris-
diction over them, yet the States’
credit {s not sufliclent %o rellnance.
mortgages. Now, if the Federal]
Government s zolng' to refinance:
mortgages, It should have an ar-!
tangement with the States so that
1t will he protected.” |

Senator Dickinson aof Towa. a Re-'
nublican, took a pessimistic view of
tha matler, saving: .

“Mr Rorsevelt will have fust as
g has Governors.
v problem there;
X tv for them to’
reark ary caretpuctive conclusion
*»at aid be helpful In :egla!ntlvel
anre

Meagures

~k mortgage [nre-
cn farm lands,
ted 1n the presen:
i1trr Raobinson, by
ceesart3iive Buchanan of Texas
vthers. Rreraten nf the con-
ry cp.nlons held by members
: *an 'hoe subject and the
fow duys remalning of
rrevant geesion. there a now

€yt oranee 0 agrecment On aNYy
e sfcra Marrn 4. .

e protoern ol ancillng eon-
Loty in tne Federal
ard Srarte o

nta has i
cren oA sLtoec thal MR lec
e attertien rf the executl
&S o orrupcnes af treciederal
sr’. hit o the fnwggulation
ol A preream hag proved a diflicult-
taes H

Last week the Interstate Assem-
bly of the Legislators Association,
made up of representatives of State
Legislatures, met here and ap-
pdinted a continuing committes to
work out proposals to submit tothe
Housé Wavs and Means Committes
in the next session of Congress.

N Wagner On the Radio, -

Tn line with Mr., Roosevelt's
views, Senator Wagner stressed in
a radio address today the need for
Federal relief and ‘expressed the
hope that definite action would be
taken in the present session.

“The situation is so emergent.” he
sald, "that we may well bury all
disputes as to method or machin-
ery nf distribution and unite upon
‘eglslation which will in one way
or another make funds available to
prevent human suffer{ng, other-
wise unavn:dable, on a scale un-
paralleled tn our history." '




ROOSEVELT MEETS
" COVERNORS TODAY

Conference Will - Centre on
Bank Problem—Confidence
in President Apparent.

Special to T NS¥ Toax TnDoas.

WASHINGTON, March 8.—The
Governors confersnce which Pres-
|dent ~Roosevelt called nearly a
month ago to discuss with him
{nterlocking governmental prob-
lems will meet with him tomqrrdw
morning {n the White House at 11
o'clock. But its discussion will be.
hrnly' directed toward the morse

{immediate {ssue of banking mora-
toriums, with the possfljiifty that
what is dons may !d4icate the
eventual Federal action be sug-
gosted by President Roosevelt.
The present situation so far over-
shadows - the | which Mr.
Roosgeveit- stressed In” originally
calling the conference that they
have become sntirely secondary. It

was his. first jntention to confine
the discudsio: o & limttation on
overiapping _Foteral and, Stste

s d

maiter caltthg for sofution above all
®bers.: Thp Goverdors who spoks
ot it t ly: Governor

g . Jows and < Governoe
}tlnqjot‘._ o.nl&thirbokd

of cted] governmental action. .

present ‘is| not ocertain tontght. !
Some of them' Lave returned, mol
wers unab] toeonu.butltbmb-f
able that from tweaty to- tvntr
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~ Jer. 1 4o g _ N — T
hhbl’wmmh.lllr parmittad ts get very Tﬂbd- not think it would be(sp
Robeevell hay te makel. | |abes. It the appro .u‘..a {g‘mbmﬂu this

. X revenns they are ), hed, . .

Confidence ta MI {as the hv.,dmulpn:y’u- te | Would Cut Federal Payroll Hiavily.

mqummmmxu-

ership with even mllceon.ﬂdom‘

M-goﬂ-thnhlgmhnbun
cm a moathk ago 1s obvicus
{from the events of the last few

' made the one man to whom
Jeaders 4f the States may look with
bope that-he will offer & national
program that. will lead from de-
pression, dven th that program
must be partly through
the States themselves. - For that
reasod it is sxpectad in Washington
that the Governofs’ conferencs may

Mr, . hoped for when

e {pitiated it. §. v
An effort was/made t4day to de-
rmine fust the Stmtes them-
selves have ddne to belance their
put ' themselves' in
better conditicn to meet the pres-

baps Detter con than might
g:r“ been ed. Gower-
pors sald thalr States cod
their bu , five said the budgets
a.i:l‘ oa ght be brought
con
about by u ons md
revange, -

oﬂoctsman:i-cmﬁ"-l-hx.
Ncww-vtbondl'uun-.rs_
at par,’and are closs to the top .-
uulﬁet rnmantal’ bonds,
In '4511:. Sta howevsr,
m%m'm"'mmvy
ons - oF mzwmmn
were anticipa! the request for
m- to deal with their
in. others
asw sources of sre being
considered. . S
The maost ‘balancing
rogram 18 ta - whe ;%:_
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"Controller, so that ths Statgfeadnot
spend mare moaey than it takeq is.
Buchnducﬂmmnnhpmnu
00 that oo departmant suffers more
than another.

cmuao }

mmhu«hm
no;nh»o—tn fast, It balznoes

automatically becsuse of a
law thsat it must do so at the ond
of the ysar. Appropriations-al

revenus. There are certaln reve-
nues from -ocartain taxes’' which
are applied to certain purposes,
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- | Governor_ LOY

ployes, if they havel ts be ex-
ported. Georgia is balancing Mr
budget by cutting
recommbended to the Legislature
reductions of $2,300, oo,, whete the
normal budget never exceeds §11,-
500,000, and the Legislature is con-

sidering the problsm now, M
is slso & budgst clanse givimg the

N

Governor arbitrary to e
duce expenditures i mud
revsnnes.

Governor PAUL V. l(eNU'l'r of
Indiana—~We have balanced our
budget in Indiana. Wodld.lt

putting a tax of one-fourth of

per cent on manufacturers’ malss,
a tax of 1 per cent on retall sales
udsuxutlwuatunu

tncomes, with ‘examption o
£1,000. Thor-to!thodcﬂdoaq
way met bodgyet

Gavernor O. K. ALLEN of
* ana—We balanced ous.
Loumu.lbynulum .
imt:u::mu.upm: “m con-
ference tomas tha| econdexied
© we were ablg {5 off Vi
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. Greps Urge Unlted Support
. Of of labor and farmer. o
ganizations, as well as promine:

$)Declare Fuith ta President. -
“The ‘folowing resolution, drafted

i by & ctenmittee composed of Gover-'
nors White of Ohio, Green of Rhode

' citiseny, foined with Rear Ad
* . ' i Intand and Buck bt Delsware, was Richetts &, B sar Admir
" TASK TOGOVERNORY| :sasaimestysistaa ' v ine o upted Support ¢ 'l
i ' Stonst ey 10 our “banking respopbibitity | which “rects o
‘and mno_mle 11¢e & heavy responsi- Bim. ( Polities and sectional intere.

should|be cast aside, said tha stat
and Frompt, and sh

of na lanTl lcor- taken -

* economic collapse,

nt ooncluded: pee. T

®{ & coalition committeq

‘ ————— g:f‘ra‘r::\:ls&upl and political ar

i ¢ s, res

and Ilnenn cooperation and '\:r- . that ypu join the p:::! \:,u e:-.qc‘lw
n his efforta to rehabllitate o¢ our country in the | .

.:ln.ug:\p:.r:.d'ognd the present ;nca %; & proclamation, on Waed:\.e
! . ay; Ma:ch 8, 1933, In support
OR COMSTOCK ‘OF!| -the Prestdent.

NOR. _ COMBTOCK ooy, 1 President.of the United State

Emergency. Banking, With De:| e Sut. of our ditriutiioe.  Ha io _
EN Iy o ready to_lead .If we are ready to 5.3 ,- Bereby
. posits Safeguarded, Must e negds the united sup- ;hit (our. whele-Beartad !

of all our Yeople in carrytng| > Beses eyl
. Be Devised, He. Says.

P

-gut his plans. o .

« . “Without regard to our polldcnl
affiliations we Governors and repre-
sentatives of Governors of Btates,
.maet in confersnce in the oity of
:Washiagton, March 8, 1933, hereby
express our confldence and faith in
-qur Presjdent and urge. the Con-

RELIEF DUTY OF LOCALITIES

Jureau Vederatiun,

. . and oyr institutl
. 3 md .:oun‘tlrly ':’o. cm%l:ng' with endofse the substitution of work| the-whole peo '°°?:'d?¢‘=\ll:r:nh-\b3:
Faderal Government Obligated | ‘him in such action 28 he shall find relted for direct reilet as gxpe-| son:‘thelr contidence and faith
;necessary or desirable in restoring f}"‘h ly as possible. That tho| our Pgesident. This would cana
- t0 Sae That No One Starves “banking and ecomomic atability,’’ adetal Government finance 8tata| tute e people’s appeal to t
AR » i Mr. ooseveit, In his address, workirellef programs under State triofism of Congress which
it Other Means Falil. ‘reiterated.the problems which con- admiplstration, naw they possess; in common wi-
. ‘front the States as well as the The Comstock resolution was op-| 8l t0cooperate with the Preaide
¢ - “Federal Government and which he sed by Governor Moors of New| IR taking such action as will qus
3 AL AGENCY :outlined In hig original tnviratioo. Jersey( who said he did not sse :&'r':c::‘iﬂe§°c°“°",‘,'°m“"’""”- '
A ; ¥ sThaey inclu o questjon of con- rellef wou ] e an ered: 11
N .PLANS A CENTR L E E-m“n taxatlon, .dﬂ’-,l ald n populofis Eastern States, because| unem oyment and wl e:;r:
1 : ‘unemployment relef, coordinating| Dot enpugh work could be offered. distress.” -
3 - } work-rellef programs, reorganiza- 8.‘:;::%: Pr'“h!%t '§zmz ““tl it was mt‘"“';;"ﬂ’““’ by tha following:
LI . ’ .tion of local government mort- e for the States to go on| ! A E. BYRD, cha .
o ‘Heads of Labor and Farm Groups gage m“:lo.!un:_ f.{ow'.',',"' -‘:h, as they had been doing, and that iwn'g':n”ﬁ.'s.?.'},ﬁf':-, {v‘fomﬁﬂﬂ the Am
HEEIN “doin In Plea for United .greater part of the dlacussion was the negessity for action and for re-| :LOUIS J. TABER, unnt‘::' of the Nat:
- . :gvoted to rellef work, with other adjustqheat of retlet plans was so' | Grangy. Ao
: Support to President. “matters only briefly touched upon. that unless something were: EDWAND A. O'NEAL. president amer:

<The pressing need of the moment

-in the minds of the Governors was

eat,
g:no {

medlately conditiona would

ecamg venyy bad,

rm
ngll‘lgnrunu GEORUK CARDINAL AU

“how to feed peopls. Both| Governor Comatock and D MAKRY EMERSON rospick.
Speelal to TRE NEW Yorx Truzs. :” Several resolutions endorsing the. Joba R. Foley, representing Gov- 2?_‘?‘;{5 " "s'arn‘r«"!'
WASHINGTON, March 8.—Presi-| ‘President’s appeal for contidence in ernor Olsen of Minnesota, urged NEWT . BAKER.,
dent Roosevelt mat Governors and | .the government and one speciti-  that Ssction 2 of the Reconatruc- Dr. JVIQHOLAS MURRAY BUTLER,
thel tatives nt the White| -cally recognizing that he might have tion Finance Corporation &ct re- DaNizl WitiAnp
olr represan es. ‘to ask for broader powers to meet lating $o farm loans be liberalized.; WALTIR LIFPMANN
House today and discussed with| "the present.crists were passed. Mras, C. Greenway, representing! . '

them measuros of relief and ways
of meating the banking sltuation.
The President did not make an

Resolutions Passed.
Mr. Roosevelt wag present during

.
M

“the morning session of the confer-i

Goverrjor Moeur of Arizona, ask l
that ag emergency raiiroad admin-
istratign be organized, and also an
emergéncy supply service, so that.

: definite suggestions on national d .
_ icles to be carried out in the States, - ence, which lasted from 11 o'clock | of s :3%%?'“:‘.;‘ Jarious parts:
: glr mdw“?d'bh“t h'?: racommcal:h- ;untll‘;.mﬂeo\zu then ho;;‘:bl“m’h' sectio whlcrg lack lp.ocm:"food:
« tions wou e to Con s8 when: -eon [ vernors, a. ey re-

gre ssumed their session before 3 o’clock. for: llvy stock and persona.

%1, | 1t mests on Thursday, :
$1 .1  Some method should be provided,

of Governory Attending.
he nald, by which banking can con- bl ng

overners or their represen-

2 An speeches were limited to five
~minutes each, no extended plans ‘e

ol " o-tinue with new deposits' during the | :were offered, althou h Governors

*'l* “ smergency, such deposits to be| :Ross of Idaho and Moore of New tatives present ware:

gl" + safeguarded so that they may be .Jersey offered definites recommen- AU&A A—B. M., Miller.

1t .° withdrawn at any time. The enly| :dations in written form. AR A=D. B. Mosur, fepresesied by
L < The which  ware B ik a G Grenwuy,

way this can be done, he sald, la
' for the money to be kent in cash in
the form in which It is offered, by

resolutions
passed unu:lmou-f with the ex-!

M .

ARKANBAS—J. M. Futrell, by C. 0. Bmith,
17 COLORADO—EX rell oy C. G smith
ception of ons by &overnor Com-

3 win C. Johpson, b
T'[j‘""“' ohagon, By Jonn

depositing 4t in - Federal Reserve| stock of Michigan, asking work- DELAWARE—C. D. Buek.
Baaks of ¥ purchasing with it| :rellef legistation, were as follows: FLORIOA—David Sholts.
’ S;mnmu! onds. He emphasized | GOVERNOR PINCHOTOF PENN-| INDIANA-Paul V. MeNut
. s fact that government bands are|  SYLVANIA—We, the Qoavernors l‘a‘ymﬁ‘? lﬁ.nghrrln 3
as nsafe government currency, of the Btates of the Unlon, ae- LOUIRTINA—O. K. Allen

. .which led some Governors to won-;
© % "der if hé contemplated a.bond is-| |
i sue to meet the emergency. ‘
N The banking situation touched
. upon only briefly at the conference,

fthou it hed been expected that
t ‘would be the one great toplc of

.sembled In conference at the
White House by the President to
‘ discuss with him and each other
. matters of vital consequencs to. Folay.

the people of this nation, do {
heareby express our warm appre-
ciation of the comtidence, the de-

MAINE}Loua J. Brann. -
MA GHUBETTS-Jossph B. Ely; by fen.
Oavid . Walsh, !

QTA—Floyd B, Olsen, dy Joha R.

1PPI-8amust Connar,
MONTANA-John E. Kricksonm,

Lovelake, b

NEVADA-Fred B, Baizar, dy Cxil W.

! ‘conversation. . National sctipt was. : sire to cooperate and the alert- Creal,

i 'Sl“““a"d- and '&0 tp‘l'l“ld;“t dm‘li ° ness to. the nesds of our poorlz‘ NEW MAMPEHIRE_Joha d. Wynust.
T e Governors that he hope ' which the President has signlitle —A. Harry Moors. |
o BdfRhees | PRREIRVINEE S e e
! scripon a -0t . ! AROLINA—J, C. B. Enringhaus.
i ment boud::q It was evideGt that '&pxto‘:ngo‘:o;:nﬁon O:grk | OHIO—Georgs White. TiREReu
! !

oS, o

only as & measurs for'the con-
sarvation of the nation’s natural
! regouress, bit also as an offective. |

King,

IAJom farisnd Pollard. !
WASHINGTON—Clarepcs D. Martls, ¥
FrenktT. Balt. .
FTRGINIA—H. 4. Xumpt. .
ONBIN—A. J. Sehmedeman.

QL. A. Miller.

< - through the whole conference there WHITE. OF OHIO— oxunrzm‘-wuum A, Murray, by'0. 3.
i nnﬂdanu fm'n:lun‘em::l1 .p't;ortt:lcm ":lf . Resolved, That we look' approv- | PENNSYLVANIA—Gifford Plnchiot.
|, seumd currency of Mord budget, 2, ingly upon the President’s ‘plan R L A o a Blae i osd
A s upon & bals . for better land utilization, as pre- TENNESSEE—Hill McAlister, T
; sented .to us this morning, nat x.; tMrs. Mirtam Ferguson, by M.
p

: step toward the relief|of unem-.

s ployment; and that wd severslly” ;wy
¢ pledge ourselves to usd oyr best '
[, {1 .to ascertaln,| rough -
7{-&!0{? ‘surveys, the aoresfe that
<.« might be made availabls for such
;,-l-u?lqnlm in_ our Rroapective
¢ Btstes. : N .




4 (Address before the Governoré’ Conference
at the White House. March 6, 1933

I 1AvE been so occupied since noon-on Saturday that I have not
had a chance to prepare ‘any formal remarks. I start off by
saying to the Governors and their representatives that as a Gov-
ernor myself for the past four years I am on somewhat intimate
terms with the duties of Governors and also with the rights and
duties of States. The country needs cooperation between the
States and the Federal Government. I think this has been well
demonstrated by the events of the past forty-eight hours.

The States acted with remarkable promptitude in preventing
a panic at a time when it might well have developed. The situa-
tion, however, did get to the point yesterday where some kind

- of uniform action seemed necessary, and as you know resulted

in two things: the calling of a Special Session of Congress for
Thursday, and a proclamation to take care of the immediate
emergency between now and Thursday. ,

In that proclamation there were four or five main objectives.
The first one was to prevent the withdrawal of any further gold
and currency. The old War Statute of 1917 had not been re-
pealed and we used it. It was an exceedingly useful instrument.
The second objective was to provide some form of circulating
medium for the country in addition to the outstanding currency,
because a large part had been put into hiding. I have confidence
the public will accept that circulating medium.

We should provide some method by which banking can go on

18



The Governors’ Conference at the White House

with new cash coming in. It is proposed through the Treasury
Department that every bank will be authorized to open new ac-
counts, and that the money deposited in the new accounts can be
withdrawn at any time. The only way in which that money can
be kept absolutely safe beyond peradventure of doubt is by using
methods to keep it safe —first, keeping the money in cash the
way it is put in; second, depositing it in the Federal Reserve
Bank; and third, purchasing Government bonds with it.

Recognized Government bonds are as safe as Government cur-
rency. They have the same credit back of them. And, therefore,
if we can persuade people all through the country, when their
salary checks come in, to deposit them in new accounts, which
will be held in trust and kept in one of the new forms I have
mentioned, we shall have made progress.

-All I can say is, I am very grateful for what the States have
done in this emergency. We want if possible to have a general
banking situation, that is to say, one covering national banks and
State banks, as uniform as possible throughout the country. At
the same time we want to cooperate with all of the States in
bringing about that uniformity. I have no desire to have this

~ matter centralized down here in Washmgton any more than

we can help. I don't believe there is much more to say about
banking. .

‘The letter that I sent to you took up several matters: First, .
there is the conflicting taxation between Federal and State Gov-
ernments. Every one of you has been seeking methods to find
new sources of taxation. It has been natural and human to ex-
pect that the Federal Government also should try to find some
method of raising revenue.

A second question relates to Federal aid in unemployment
relief. The Federal Government, of course, does have to prevent
anybody from starving, but the Federal Government should not
be called upon to exercise that duty until other agencies fail.
The primary duty is that of the locality, the city, county, town.’
If they fail and cannot raise enough to meet the needs, the next
responsibility is on the States and they have to do all they can.

19



The Governors’ Conference at the White House

If it is proven that they cannot do any more and the funds are
still insufficient, it is the duty of the Federal Government to step in.
We come to the question of coordinating work. It is very diffi-
cult to know in the Federal Government what States are doing
well for unemployment relief and what States are not, and it is
my thought that I can create some kind of central relief agency
which will be a fact-finding body, which will coordinate the
work of States, and act as a clearing house for the relief of the
Nation. I hope to get that set up in the next two or three weeks.
The third proposition is the reorganization and consolidation
of local government to reduce the taxation cost. That is your
problem and it has been my problem for the past four years.
And there is the question of mortgage foreclosures especially
on farm land and on small homes. There again we have no na-
tional policy. Some of the States are doing it one way and other
States are doing it another way. Some States and some localities
are closing their eyes to existing laws and do not have any fore-
closures. As yet we have no national policy for it, but I believe

we can have one.

NOTE: I had had the opportunity
of becoming acquainted with most
of the Governors of the United
States during the previous four
years while I was Governor of New
York, particularly at the various
Governors’ Conferences which I at-
tended regularly during that pe-
riod.

About a month before my In-
auguration I had invited the Gov-
ernors of all the States, most of
whom expected to attend the In-
auguration in Washington, to con-
fer with me and with each other
at the White House on Monday,
March 6th, to discuss several prob-
lems which would require coopera-

to the East Room of the White
House, where the conference was in
progress, and speak extemporane-
ously.

There were twentv-five Gover-
nors present and representatives of
twelve others.

In response to my request for help

tion between the Federal and State
Governments. When I invited them,
it was my intention to spend the
entire day of March 6th going over
with them various matters of com-
mon interest which required com-
mon attention. )
Subsequent events, however, in-
cluding the banking crisis, com-
pelled me to change that plan.
There simply was not enough time
in which to do all the things which
had to be done. Events were hap-
pening so quickly, in fact, that it
was impossible for me even to pre-
pare a speech in advance, to deliver
to the Governors’ Conference.
There was only time for me to go

20

and cooperation, the Governors’
Conference passed the following
resolutions. These resolutions are
printed to show the united spirit
of cooperation which the Governors
“without regard to political affilia-
tions” displayed in the hour of the
country’s need. '



5 (A Pledge of Suppoft to the President by the
Governors' Conference. March 6, 1933

In THis anxious hour of a national emergency in our banking and
economic life a heavy responsibility rests on our President to lead us
out of our difficulties. He is ready to lead if we are ready to follow.
He needs the united support of all our people in carrying out his
plans. .

Without regard to our political affiliations we Governors and
representatives of Governors of States, met in conference in the City
of Washington, March 6, 1933, hereby express our confidence and
faith in our President and urge the Congress and all the people of
our united country to cooperate with him in such action as he
shall find necessary or desirable in restoring banking and economic
stability.

B. M. Miller, Alabama
A. G. Schmedeman, Wisconsin
Ruby Laffoon, Kentucky
Clyde L. Herring, Iowa
Edwin C. Johnson, Colorado
by John T. Barnett
David Sholtz, Florida
Clarence D. Martin, Washington
by Frank T. Bell
Samuel Conner, Mississippi
Miriam Ferguson, Texas
by Mrs. J. E. King
Louis J. Brann, Maine

J. M. Futrell, Arkansas
by C. G. Smith
Floyd B. Olsen, Minnesota
by John R. Foley
William H. Murray, Oklahoma
by G. B. A. Robertson
Paul V. McNutt, Indiana
J. C. B. Ehringhaus, North Caro-
lina
Hill McAlister, Tennessee
Theodore F. Green, Rhode Island
B. B. Moeur, Arizona
by Mrs. J. C. Greenway

21

John G. Winant, New Hampshire
I. C. Blackwood, South Carolina
O. K. Allen, Louisiana
Gifford Pinchot, Pennsylvania
H. G. Kump. West Virginia
L. A. Miller, Wyoming
John E. Erickson, Montana

by J. A. Lovelace

Arthur Seligman, New Mexico
by O. C. Wood

C. Ben Ross, Idaho

Fred B. Balzar, Nevada
by Cecil W. Creel

John Garland Pollard, Virginia

C. D. Buck, Delaware

George White, Ohio



O

\
‘ {

6 (A Letter to the Governors' Conference by a
Committee of Citizens Urging Support of the
President. March 6, 1933 | |

WE 1ue undersigned have cast aside politics and group and sec-
tional interest in a spirit of cooperation with the President, and we
believe that this same spirit animates our whole people. Beyond
that we are convinced that there is throughout the Nation a spon-
taneous spiritual uprising of confidence and hope in our chosen
leader. The nature of our national crisis calls for an expression of
this confidence in the combined voice of the people to show that

‘they are behind him, alert and vocal and-united in heart.

Prompt and decisive action of a national scope, and in several
directions, is necessary to prevent economic collapse throughout the
land. The ordinary operations of government that prevail and are
suitable in time of prosperity with normal conditions, may be too
slow to meet adequately this emergency and avoid the danger of
this economic avalanche carrying all before it.

We, a Coalition Committee of different groups and political and
religious faiths, respectfully request that you join the other Gov-
ernors of our country in the issuance of a Proclamation, on Wednes-
day, March 8, 1933, in support of the President of the United States
and our institutions, thus enabling the whole people to declare in
unison their confidence and faith in our President. This would con-
stitute the people’s appeal to the patriotism of Congress which we
know they possess, in common with all, to cooperate with the Presi-
dent in taking such action as will guarantee economic stability, re-

22 ‘

store confidence and thereby relieve unemployment and widespread
distress. '

Rear Admiral Richard E. Byrd
William Green, President,
American Federation of Labor
Louis J. Taber, Master of
The National Grange
Edward A. O’'Neal, President,
American Farm Bureau Fed-
eration
His Eminence George Cardinal
Mundelein
Dr. Harry Emerson Fosdick
Rabbi Stephen Wise

NOTE: The foregoing letter from
various citizens is printed, together
with the response of the Governors,
primed as the next item, to show

Alfred E. Smith

Newton D. Baker

Dr. Nicholas Murray Butler,
President, Columbia Univer-
sity

H. G. Harriman, President,
United States Chamber of
Commerce .

Daniel Willard, President,
Baltimore & Ohio R. R.

Walter Lippmann, Publicist

how widespread was the feeling that
united effort and complete coopera-
tion of all groups and parties were
necessary to meet the emergency. .



( The Support Is Given; Resolutions Passed

at the Governors’ Conference. March 6, 1933
RESOLUTION PROPOSED BY GOVERN-OR' PINCHOT

WE, e GOVERNORS of the States of the Union, assembled in con-
. ference at-the White House by the President to discuss with him
and ‘each other matters of vital consequence to the people of this
Nation, do hereby express our warm appreciation of the confidence,
the desire to cooperate, and the alertness to the needs of our people
which the President has signified by calling us here.
We welcome this opportunity to plan and work together for the
common good.

RESOLUTION PROPOSED BY GOVERNOR WHITE 4 -

'REsoLvep, That we look approvingly upon the President’s plan for
better land utilization, as presented to us this morning, not only as

23

a measure for the conservation of the Nation's natural resources but
also as an effective step toward the relief of unemployment; and that
we severally pledge ourselves to use our best efforts to ascertain,
through proper surveys, the acreage that might be made available
for such a program in our respective States.

RESOLUTION PROPOSED BY GOVERNOR EHRINGHAUS

"T'hat this Conference desires to express its confidence in the leader-
ship of the President and its desire that he be granted immediately
by the Congress such broad powers as may be necessary to enable the
Executive to meet the present challenging emergency and we, as
Governors of the several States here assembled, hereby pledge to him
our wholehearted and sincére cooperation and support in his efforts
to rehabilitate the Nation and end the present terrible depression.

2 ESOLUTION PROPOSED BY GOVERNOR COMSTOCK

‘THaT this Conference endorse the substitution of work-relief for
direct relief as expeditiously as possible.

That the Federal Government finance State work-relief programs
under State administration.
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