
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

May 20, 2013 

 

The Honorable Barbara A. Mikulski 

Chair, Committee on Appropriations 

United States Senate 

 

The Honorable Richard C. Shelby 

Ranking Member, Committee on 

Appropriations 

United States Senate 

 

The Honorable Harold Rogers 

Chair, Committee on Appropriations 

U.S. House of Representatives 

 

The Honorable Nita M. Lowey 

Ranking Member, Committee on 

Appropriations 

U.S. House of Representatives 

CC:  Members of the House and Senate Appropriations Committees 

 

Dear Appropriations Committee Leaders:   

 

As the House and Senate Committees on Appropriations proceed with setting federal spending 

priorities for Fiscal Year (FY) 2014, the STEM Education Coalition would like to offer views on 

the Administration’s recently released budget proposals related to science, technology, 

engineering, and mathematics (STEM) education programs.   

 

The Administration’s FY2014 budget proposal is the most ambitious and sweeping effort to 

reorganize federal programs related to STEM education since the Sputnik era and we greatly 

appreciate the clear commitment of the Administration to continue to support STEM education 

as a national priority.  The budget proposes $3.1 billion to support federal STEM education 

programs, a 6.7 percent increase over FY2012/13 levels.  The budget proposes 13 new 

initiatives, most of which would require separate Congressional authorization, and also seeks to 

consolidate or restructure 114 of the 226 currently existing federal programs,  78 of which would 

be terminated with funds totaling $176 million being directed to other agencies.     

 

However, the broad scope of these proposed changes raises a number of serious policy questions 

about the relative and proper roles of federal agencies in supporting STEM education efforts 

within K-12, undergraduate, graduate, informal, and workforce settings that deserve careful and 

complete consideration by Congress in partnership with the STEM education community.   

  



 

 

Consolidation and Realignment of Federal STEM Programs  

 

Our Coalition has a long history of support for comprehensive and strategic efforts to coordinate, 

evaluate, and review all federal STEM programs on a regular basis to ensure that effective 

programs are scaled up and that underperforming programs are improved or eliminated.  Over 

that past three years, we have encouraged and participated in the efforts of the Federal 

Coordination in STEM Education Task Force and the Committee on STEM Education of the 

National Science and Technology Council which were established by the America COMPETES 

Act in 2009 to accomplish this function across federal agencies.     

 

The Administration’s budget proposal would consolidate or restructure more than half of the 

more than 200 existing federal STEM education programs.  The Administration has also signaled 

that it intends to release a “Strategic Plan for STEM Education” in the next several weeks which 

we hope will share more details on how the proposed consolidations would align to overall 

national goals for improving STEM education.  Many of the programs proposed for 

consolidation or elimination are at mission agencies that have longstanding expertise in 

specialized STEM fields or address specific workforce needs and many others have focused on 

informal STEM education activities.  These areas make important contributions to improving 

U.S. STEM education.   We eagerly look forward to reviewing the Administration’s forthcoming 

Strategic Plan, especially with regard to how the missions of programs proposed for 

consolidation would be integrated into newly proposed initiatives.        

 

While our Coalition does not take a position on each individual program that would be affected, 

we encourage the Appropriations Committees to look at each of the specific STEM education 

programs on an individual basis and to listen carefully to the organizations and constituencies – 

especially the students and educators – who would be impacted by the proposed consolidations.      

 

Views on Specific Administration Proposals 

 

We greatly appreciate the Administration’s continued commitment to support STEM education 

as a budgetary priority – especially in an environment of constrained resources – as demonstrated 

by the overall proposed spending level of $3.1 billion for STEM programs, a 6.7% increase.  As 

discussed previously, we strongly urge the Appropriations Committee to look closely at each of 

the Administration’s proposed changes to specific programs on an individualized basis and not 

simply eliminate each program proposed for termination while also not funding any of the newly 

proposed STEM initiatives intended to replace them.   

 

Our nation desperately needs a thorough public debate on the best overall strategy for improving 

U.S. STEM education and the remainder of this letter will detail our views on a wide range of the 

Administration’s proposals.   

 

 

  



 

 

Department of Education (DoEd) 

 

Math and Science Partnerships (MSP)-    The DoEd’s own most recent evaluation of this 

program has shown that it is effective at improving student success and teacher content 

knowledge in STEM subjects and we strongly support continued funding of the MSP program at 

at least the current level of $150 million.  Similar to prior years, the Administration has proposed 

a new Effective Teacher and Learning: STEM initiative to replace the MSP program and we 

appreciate the Administration’s updated budget justification language acknowledging that the 

current program will continue intact until this new initiative is authorized by Congress.   

 

STEM Master Teacher Corps-  We support the Administration’s proposal for a pilot-scale STEM 

Master Teacher Corps program.  This appropriately-sized effort would allow the DoEd to 

develop a better understanding of how to identify, recognize, and reward the most accomplished 

STEM educators by increasing their compensation, providing them with leadership 

opportunities, and helping to create a national community of outstanding STEM educators.    

 

STEM Innovation Networks:  We commend the Administration’s focus on expanding efforts to 

support innovation in K-12 STEM education and look forward to working with the 

Administration to secure Congressional authorization for this proposal.  We have long supported 

a balanced approach to STEM education at DoEd that combines both large-scale formula-based 

efforts with more targeted and flexible competitive programs.  We also strongly urge that this 

new initiative support strong partnerships that incorporate informal and hands-on STEM learning 

with classroom-based approaches.              

 

National Science Foundation (NSF) 

 

Education and Human Resources (EHR) Directorate:  We support full funding of the National 

Science Foundation’s Education and Human Resources Directorate at the proposed level of $880 

million.  Robust and sustained investments in STEM-related educational research and innovation 

programs are an essential element of improving U.S. STEM education.  We believe very strongly 

that education is a core mission of the NSF, equal in importance to its other missions in research 

and public awareness.  NSF must maintain an appropriate long-term balance between serving 

needs in K-12, undergraduate, graduate, and informal education settings.  While we appreciate 

the NSF’s emphasis on new undergraduate and graduate educational initiatives, we also want to 

ensure that this new focus does not lessen NSF’s focus or enthusiasm to advance long-standing 

K-12 and informal education goals. 

 

Catalyzing Advances in Undergraduate STEM Education (CAUSE):   We support the $123 

million proposal to establish this new agency-wide program to maximize the impact of NSF’s 

ongoing efforts to support undergraduate STEM education.   We also support this program’s 

focus on broadening participation in STEM, increasing institutional capacity, and alignment with 

workforce needs. 

 

  



 

 

Science, Technology, Engineering, and Mathematics, Including Computing Partnerships (STEM-

C Partnerships):  We support NSF’s proposal to integrate a focus on computing into the existing 

NSF MSP program in the $57 million STEM-C Partnerships initiative.  We strongly support a 

definition of STEM subjects that would allow for the inclusion of computing and computer 

science and other fields relevant to workforce needs.        

 

Noyce Teacher Scholarship Program:  We support the budget request of $60 million for the 

Noyce program, a 10.9% increase.  We strongly support efforts to recruit and retain STEM 

educators with strong content backgrounds, especially those that prepare new STEM graduates 

for teaching careers.          

 

Advancing Informal STEM Learning (AISL):  We are disappointed by the proposed reduction in  

FY14  for the AISL program, a $13.6M decrease (or 23%) from current funding levels.  This is 

the only program at NSF that focuses on research and best practices to understand learning in 

out-of-school settings, which is an extremely important component of STEM education reform. 

 

Graduate Fellowship Programs:  We note that the budget proposal would consolidate a large 

number of existing graduate fellowship programs in STEM fields, both from within NSF and 

from other agencies, into a single large program managed by NSF.  We are eager to learn more 

about how NSF proposes to manage this transition, especially with regard to support for graduate 

fellowships in STEM fields that have not traditionally been major research areas for the NSF.     

          

Smithsonian STEM Initiative  
 

The Administration has proposed $25 million for a new STEM education initiative at the 

Smithsonian.  This initiative, which would be coordinated by the Center for Learning and Digital 

Access, proposes to create new online STEM resources for students and teachers that are aligned 

to the learning standards set by the states.  This initiative also appears to consolidate a number of 

informal, afterschool, and outside-the-classroom education efforts being conducted at other 

science agencies.  We appreciate the goal of better aligning such programs across multiple 

agencies and look forward to learning about how the Smithsonian would specifically support the 

informal science education community, integrate with ongoing mission agency efforts and areas 

of expertise, and work directly with educators and stakeholders in this space.   

 

We appreciate the opportunity to share our views with you and look forward to working with you 

closely during the Appropriations process.   

 

Respectfully, 

 

Afterschool Alliance 

Altshuller Institute for TRIZ Studies 

American Chemical Society 

American Geophysical Union 

ASME Board on Education 

Battelle 

Education Development Center 



 

 

Funutation Tekademy LLC 

Hands on Science Partnership 

Kemin 

Lawrence Hall of Science 

LearnOnLine, Inc 

NARST: A Worldwide Organization for Improving Science Teaching and Learning through 

Research 

National Council for Advanced Manufacturing 

National Council of Teachers of Mathematics 

National Science Education Leadership Association 

National Science Teacher Association 

Pathways into Science 

Society of Women Engineers 

SPIE, the International Society for Optics and Photonics 

Technology Student Association 

TODOS:  Mathematics for All 

 

(Italics indicate members of the Coalition’s Leadership Council) 

 
 

 


