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ll|̂ ltldonlAOM t̂nl«. 

Slftcenly, 

Riynnnd C. Sahippaeh 

I ' <i I t I r. t ^ t£. 1 • CT • £.a 



omct O' TH~ SECRETAA't' 

FAX TRANSMITTAL 

TO: CS\\~\ 
' 

ORGAMZADON: 
----------------------~__;_-

PB O NI NUMl U: ____________ _ 

FAXNUMBER:--r_Lt-:..ii..1.S..-.la~~ .... S~~<f(...!-·\ ______ _ 

rRoM: ____ &--...io~-~-·~,~~2A~M...:.. _._ .... ------
PBONENUMBER: ______________ ~~------------

FA.~ NlJMBEll: __ 
L--~-

.. 
MESSAGE: ________________ _ 

"1NJWE(iTfALITl «Dug 

TBlS TJWCSMISSION IS INtl.NDlD FOR AND R!STJUCTED TO TRI 
NAMED ADDRWU ONLY. IT MAY CONTAIN CONFIDDmAL ANDIOR 
PRimEGID INFORM..\ noN. 11 YOU RECIM TBJS TRANSMISSION IN 
ER.RO~ YOU Alli NOiliDJ> THAT YOU ARI PROBJllTED FROM 
READING, COPYING. OR DISSEMINA rof G TBI ~SMISSION. PLEASE 
CALL (l02) 401·3000 TO Al\RANGI FOR RITUM Of A.NY ~SMISSION 
SENT IN ERROR. 1llA.NX YOU. 

IOD ll'IO&PIMCOCC AVC.. S.W. •.\lllllC'l'Olf. O.C. =-:9 

r ·.n1 l :n.1 ·' J ' , 
"·:t·.: ·Joh) du 3Jldd0 

-. 
Pld 0 .? : I l 6 61 ·z 1 'd3 s 



GORTON AMENDMENT -
SENATE LABOR.HHS-ED APPROPRIATIONS BILL 

Block-grants most ED elementaiy and secondaiy education programs, including Goals 
2000, Safe and Drug-Free Schools, Eisenhower Professional Development State Grants, 
Education Technology, Bilingual and Immigrant Education, Titie VI, Indian Education, 
Magnet Schools, and Charter Schools, and a number of smaller programs. SchooUto-
Work would probably also meet the definition of a K^H program and be included. 

• In addition, folds SO percent of the money from the appropriations for both 
"Vocational and Adult Education" and "Vocational Rehabilitation and Disability 
Research" into the block grant. 

. Programs excluded from the block grant include ESEA Title I, Special Education, 
OERI research and statistics activities, Adult Education, and several smaller 
programs. 

• Total funding for the block grant for the block grant (i.e., amount of fimds in the 
appropriations folded in) would be approximately S5.5 billioa 

ED would distribute block grant funds directly to local educational agencies under a 
formula based on child count weighted by State per-capita income (i.e, poorer States 
receive a higher weight). 

For Title I, the language would require ED to allocate all funds directly to LEAs on the 
basis of their number of "Title I formula" (poor) children. This would seem to have the 
effect of (1) eliminating the State per*pupil expenditure factor from the Title I formula; 
and (2) eliminating the separate Title I programs for Migrants, Neglected and Delinquent 
students, Even Start, and evaluation. 

"Hold-harmless" language, which seems to cover both the block grant and Title I, ensures 
that each State receives at least the amount that it would have received absent the 
amendment, 
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INDIAN EDUCATION 

The Gorton amendment could have significant and dire efTects on education programs for 
American Indian children and could set back the educational progress made since the Indian 
Education Act was authorized in 1972. In 1997, the Department made 1̂ 22 formula grants to 
public school districts across the Nation to serve American Indian childrciL These grants are 
targeted on the districts that have significant enrollments of Indian children, but the Gorton 
amendment would spread the fimds thinly across all distiicts in the State. Districts that have 
significant numbers of Indian children would no longer have a financial incentive to address the 
particular educational and cultural needs of these childrea 

In addition, the Gorton amendment would terminate set-aside programs for Indian children 
(including those in BIA schools) under such programs as Eisenhower Professional Development, 
Safe-and-Drug Free Schools, School-to-Work, and Goals 2000; it would eliminate approximately 
$195 milb'on dollars that is geared towards improving the educational status of American Indian 
children. 



SAFE AND DRUG-FREE SCHOOLS 

Block granting the Safe and Drug-Free Schools program would eliminate a key component of the 
Administration's National Dmg Control Strategy. Under this consolidation, there would be no 
guarantee that funds would be used for school-based drug and violence prevention programs. 
Under the President's 1998 budget, schools across the U.S. would continue to use Safe and Diug<> 
Free Schools State Grant funds to support activities such as teacher training, student instruction, 
student assistance programs (which include counseling, mentoring, and identification and referral 
for rehabilitation), enhanced school security, peer mediation, conflict resolution, and supervised 
after-school programs. Under the Gorton amendment, support for these efforts would decline or 
disappear altogether. Moreover, activities being undertaken by the Department and by the Sutes 
to improve the accountability of the program would be lost. The Department recently developed, 
and is actively working with the States to implement, a model performance indicator system for 
the Safe and Drug-Free Schools program. In June, the Department published draft "principles of 
effectiveness" that, once issued in final, will oisurc that Safe and Drug-Free Schools funds arc 
spent on drug and violence prevention programs that research has shown to be effective. The 
Gorton amendment would eliminate these and all other accountability provisions of the current 
program. It would also eliminate fimding for Safe and Dnig-Free Schools and Communities 
National Programs, which support Federal leadership activities to improve the design, 
implementation, and evaluation of prevention programs supported with Safe and Drug-Free 
Schools and Communities State Grant fimds. 



Vocational RehablllUtion 
\ 
\ 

The Gorton amendment would have a devastating Impact on the employment of individuals with 
disabilities, particularly Individuals with (he most severe disabilities. People with disabilities are. . 
at least twice as likely as people without disabilities to be unemployed. The artifidally low 
employment rate of people with disabilities poses a cost to society in excess of $200 bllllbn 
annually. 

The Vocational Rehabilitation Stata Grants program funded under the Rehabilitation Services 
and Disability Account is the primary Federal vehide for assisting individuals with disabilities to 
obtain employment. Priority is given lo serving individuals with the most severe disabilities. 
The program provides a wide range of services tailored to the specific needs of individuals such 
as vocational evaluation, counseling, mental and physical restoration, education, vocational 
training, work adjustment, job placement, and assistive technology. There are over 1.2 million 
individuals in the vocational rehabilitation system and many State VR agendes are unable to 
meet the current demand for services. Over 600,000 individuals would not receive the services 
necessary to obtain employment and become self-suffident as a result of the Gorton 
amendment. Over 200.000 individuals would not enter the competitive worWorce and would 
continue to rely on public support. 
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Bilingual and Immigrant Education 

The Gorton amendment would eliminate special funding for the Nation's 3 million 
limited English proficient and recent immigrant students. Block granting bilingual and 
Immigrant funds would result In diluting the quality of instmctional services for these 
children as school districts shifted funds to address a multitude of other competing 
priorities. Further, the amendment would allocate block grant funds without regard to 
the distribution of the limited English proficient and recent immigrant students. School 
districts with large numbers of these students would be severely affected. Further, the 
amendment would eliminate all Federal support to meet the critical demand for new and 
better trained bilingual and English as a second language teachers. Califomia alone 
reports a shortage of more than 20,000 such teachers. 
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GOALS 2000 

The Goals 2000 program provides seed money for standards-based reform, currently in about 
6,000 school distrias. LEAs use the money to upgrade curricula, suengthen teaching, improve 
student assessment, and, in general, take the steps needed to ensure that all students receive an 
education geared to challeô g standards. Under the Gorton amendment, the Goals lOOO funds 
would be spread around to all districts in a State, and districts would have little incentive to 
undertake the comprehensive educational refonns they are carrying out under (joals. 

CHARTER SCHOOLS 

Charter schools give parents and their children broader choices among public schools and spawn 
new educational approaches. The Federal charter schools program provides support for the 
planning and initial operation of new charter schools. Currendy, the Department is supporting 
some 421 charter schools, a number that would double under the President's budget. The Gonon 
amendment would choke offFederal suppon for the charter schools currently receiving fiinding( 
(they would be continued only if the LEAs receiving block grant funds decide to use do so) and 
eliminate any opportunity for new charter schools to recdve badly need Federal start-up fimds. 
It would thus severely impede the spread of charter schools nationally. 
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EFFECTS OF GORTON AMENDMENT ON EDUCATIONAL TECHNOLOGY 

The Gorton amendment would seriously impede the progress that has been made in educational 
technology. The amendment would eliminate programs that have fostered the kind of 
compreherisive and strategic planning and collaborative efforts between the public and private 
sectors lhat have ensured lhat the investments schools are making would be well-spent and used 
for the benefit of the schools and students with the greatest need. These Federal fimds have also 
leveraged millions of dollars from private and nonprofit entities that would not be forthcoming. 
Furthermore. Federal fimds have been instrumental in stimulating the development of innovative 
appUcations of educational technology and effective ways to integrate technology into the 
curriculum. Block grants fimding will not encourage these targeted investments. Yet without this 
investment, our schools will remain "behind the times" in technology, as they have always been. 
States would also be without a national network for the dissemination of up-to-date information 
on effective usage and strategies. 

The progress we have made in educational technology is vital to improving public education; 
without it, our Nation's students will be without adequate technological skilU in an increasingly 
high-tech job market, and will be unable to compete with other countries using technology for 
higher-level learning, particularly in the areas of math, science, and reading. 
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AMDT 1122 

1 SEC. . (a) Notwithstanding any other provision 

2 of law, the Secretary of Education shall award the total 

3 anLOunt of funds described in subsection (b) directly to 

4 local educational agencies in accordance with subsection 

5 (d) to enable the local educational agencies to support pro-

6 grams or activities for kindergarten through grade 12 stu-

7 dents that the local educational agencies deem appro-

8 priate. 

9 (b) The total amount of funds referred to in sub-

10 section (a) are all funds that are appropriated for the De­

l l partment of Education under this Act to support pro-

12 grams or activities for kindergarten through grade 12 stu-

13 dents, other than— " 

14 (1) amounts appropriated under this Apt— 

15 (A) to cany out title Vm of the Elemen-

16 tary and Secondary Education Act of 1965; 

17 (B) to carry out the Individuals with Dis-

18 abihties Education Act; 

19 (C) to carry out the Adult Education Act; 

20 (D) to carry out the Museum and Librar>' 

21 Services Act; 

22 (E) for departmental management ex-

23 penses of the Department of Education; or 
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2 . 

1 (F) to cany out the Educational Kfisearch, 

2 Development, Dissemination, aî d Improvement 

3 Act; 

4 (G) to carry out the National Education 

5 Statistics Act of 1994; 

6 (H) to carry out section 10601 of the Ele-

7 mentaiy and Secondaiy Education Act of 1965; 

8 (I) to. carry out section 2102 of the Ele-

9 mentary and Secondary Education Act of 1965; 

10 (J) to carry out part K of the Elementary 

11 and Secondary Education Act of 1965; 

12 (K) to carry out subpart 5 of part A of 

13 title rv of the Higher Education Act of 1965; 

14 or 

15 (L) to carry, out title I of the Elementary 

16 and Secondary Education Act of 1965; or 

17 (2) 50 percent of the amount ""appropriated 

18 under title IH under the headings "Rehabilitation' ^ 

19 Services and Disability Research" and '̂ Vocational 

20 and Adult Education". 

21 (c) Each local educational agency shall conduct a cen-

22 sas to detennine the number of kindergarten through 

23 grade 12 students served by the local educational agency 

24 not later than 21 days after the beginning of the school 
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1 year. Each local educational agency shall submit the num-

2 ber to the Secretary. 

3 (d) The Secretary shall determine the amount award-

4 fid to each local educational agency under subsection (a) 

5 as follows: 

6 (1) First, the Secretary, using the infonnation 

7 provided under subsection (e), shall determine a per 

8 child amount by dividing the total amount of funds 

9 described in subsection (b), by the total number of 

10 kindergarten through grade 12 students in all 

11 States. 

12 (2) Second, the Secretary, using the informa-

13 tioD provided under subsection (c), shall determine 

14 the baseline amount for each local educational agen-

15 cy by multiplj'ing the.per child amount determined 

16 under paragraph (1) by the number of kindergarten 

17 through grade 12 students that are served by the 

18 local educational agency. ' -

19 (3) Lastly, the Secretaiy shall compute the 

20 amount awarded to each local educational agency as 

21 follows: 

22 (A) Multiply the basehne amount deter-

23 mined under paragraph (2) by a factor of 1.1 

24 for local educational agencies serving States 

25 that are in the least wealthy quintile of all 
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4 

1 States as determined by the Secretary on the 

2 basis of the per capita income of individuals in 

3 the States. 

4 (B) Multiply the baseline amount by a fac-

5 tor of 1,05 for local educational agencies serv-

6 ing States that are in the second least wealthy 

7 such quintile. 

8 (C) Multiply the baseline amount by a fac-

9 tor of 1.00 for local educational agencies serv-

10 ing States that are in the third least wealthy 

11 such quintile. 

12 (D) Multiply the baseline amount by a fac-

13 tor of .95 for local educational agencies serving 

14 States that are in the fourth least wealthy such 

15 (juintile. 

16 (E) Multiply the baseline amount by a fac-

17 tor of .90 for local educational agencies serving 

18 States that are in the wealthiest such quintile!" 

19 (4) Notwithstanding paragraph (3), the Sec-

20 retary shall compute the amount awarded to each 

21 local educational agency serving the State of Alaska 

22 or Hawaii by multiplying the base Hne amount de-

23 termined under paragraph (2) for the local edu-

24 cational agency by a factor of 1.00, 
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5 -

1 (e) If the total amount of fonds described in sub-

2 section (b) that are made available to carry out subsection 

3 (a) is insufficient to pay in full aU amoimts awarded under 

4 subsection (d), then the Secretary shall ratably reduce 

5 each such amount. 

6 (f) If the Secretary determines that a local edu-

7 cational agency has knowingly submitted false infonnation 

8 under subsection (c) for the purpose of gaining additional 

9 funds under subsection (a), then the local educational 

10 agency shall be fined an amount equal to twice the dif-

11 ference between the amount the local educational agency 

12 7'eceived under subsection (d), and the correct amount the 

13 local educational agency would have received if the agency 

14 had submitted accurate information under subsection (c). 

15 (g)(1) Notwithstanding any other provision of law, 

16 the Secretary of Education shall award the total amount 

17 of funds made available under this'Act to cany out titie 

18 I of the Elementary and Secondary Education Act of 1965 -

19 for fiscal year 1998 directly to local educational agencies 

20 in accordance with paragraph (2) to enable the local edu-

21 cational agencies to support programs or activities for krn-

22 dergarten through grade 12 students that the local edu-

23 cational agencies deem appropriate, 

24 (2) Each local educational agency shall receive an 

25 amount awarded under this subsection that bears the 
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1 same relation to the total amount of funds made available 

2 under this Act to carry out title I of the Elementary and 

3 Secondary Education Act of 1965 for fiscal year 1998 as 

4 the number of children counted under section 1124(c) of 

5 such Act for the local educational agency for fiscal year 

6 1997 bears to the total number of students so counted 

7 for all local educational agencies for fiscal year 1997. 

8 (h) Notwithstanding any other provision of this sec-

9 tion, the total amount awarded to local educational agen-

10 cies in each State under this section shall not be less than 

11 the net dollars that States would have received absent the 

12 provisions of this section. 

13 (i) In this section— 

14 (1) the term "local educational agency" has the 

15 meaning given the term in section 14101 of the Ele-

16 mentary and Secondary Education Act of 1965; 

17 (2) the term "Secretary" means the Secretar>' 

18 of Education; and 

19 (3) the term "State" means each of the several 

20 States of the United States, the District of Colum-

21 bia, the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, Guam, 

22 American Samoa, the Commonwealth of the North-

23 em Mariana Islands, the United States Virgin Is-

24 lands, the Repubhc of the Marshall Islands, the Fed-
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1 erated States of Micronesia, and the Republic of 

2 Palau. 
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f'rom fhe olltoe of' 

Senator &dward M. Ke111ttd11 
o/ IJ1Rf6ach11st!lfs 

STATEMENT OF SENATOR EDWARD M. KENNEDY 
ON PASSAGE OF THE SENATE 

LABOR-HHS-ED APPROPRIATIONS BILL 

For Immediate Release: 
September 11, 1997 

Contact: Jim Manley 
(202) 224-2633 

I voted for this bill because it contains many worthwhile and needed provisions 
on labor, health care. and biological research. But I am deeply concerned that it has 
suddenly become a setback on education. 

At the beginning of this Congress, expectations were high that education would 
receive the high priority It deserves. We all know the serious challenges we face. · 
Enrollments in elementary and secondary schools have reached an all-time high of 
52 million children this year, and will continue to rise in the years ahead. Students 
are learning in overcrowded schools and make-shift classrooms. Forty percent of 4th 
graders score below the basic level in reading, and fewer than 30 percent score in 
the advanced category. Yet our modem economy and the country's future depend 
more and more heavily on well-trained people, and on a workforce where men and 
women can upgrade their skills in the course of their work lives. 

With today's vote on this approtriations bill, Congress was ready to take a 
bipartisan step forward in meeting the e priorities. But, at the last minute. Senate 
Republicans derailed the progress by aklng tw6 steps backward. 

Senator Gorton's amendment tlblock grant widely supported. carefully 
targeted federal education programs i the wrong direction for education and the 
wrong direction for the nation. If this istake is not corrected in the final bill. there 
will be a long-term setback to educati n. 

The Gorton amendment create only losers. Children and families lose, 
because they will no longer be guara teed the extra help they need to improve their 
reading and math skills. They will no longer be guaranteed support to create safe 
and drug-free schools and communiti s. They will no longer be guaranteed 
assistance in modernizing school. buil ings and classrooms. 

The absurdity of the Senate's ction is demonstrated by its impact on the 
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carefully-developed compromise on testing. Funds to carry out the testing will be 
block granted too, so there will be no testing after all. Our GOP friends give with one 
hand and take away with the other. 

Local school districts lose under block grants, because they will no longer be 
guaranteed that their states will not use federal funding to replace state support. 
which accounts for 46 percent of local school funding. Local school districts will no 
longer reap the benefits of economies-of-scale aid, such as training and technical 
expertise, that they now receive with federal aid and that they cannot provide 
themselves. 

The American people won't be fooled by this ideological assault. They know 
that investing more in education is important to the nation's future, and won't be 
satisfied with backward steps. They won't be deceived by Republicans who pay lip 
service to education while destroying important measures that help children learn. 

The decisions we make now and in the coming weeks in writing the final 
version of this bill will tell the country a great deal about whether this Congress gives 
genuine priority to education. In its present version, it is a retreat on education, not 
an advance. 

- 30 -



tinittd ~tatts ~mate 
WASHINGTON, DC 20510 

September 24, 1997 

Subcommittee on Labor­
HHS-Education Appropriations 
United States Senate 
Washington, DC 20510 

Dear Conferees: 

I. ~l/ID..) 

We the undersigned are 'WTiting to express our opppsition to the Gorton amendment 
to S. l 061 and to inform you of our intention to fi!'ibuster the conference report to 
the FY98 Labor-HHS-Education spending bill if it contains the Gorton provision. 

In essence, the Gorton amendment is a back-door attempt to abolish the U.S. 
Depanment of Education. It would eliminate the vast majority of programs for 
elementary and secondary school students, including successful programs to make 
schools safe for learning, help low-income children make progress in reading and 
math, seive special targeted populations, promote local character education efforts, 
improve teacher skills, and ensure that all our students are technologically literate. 

Under the Gorton amendment, over $13 billion in funding for education programs 
would be replaced by an ill-considered and unworkable system of block grants that 
would, in effect, cut education funding for many districts, disrupt effective local 
initiatives nationwide, and increase administrative burdens on local districts. The 
amendment also lacks accountability measures to prevent misuse or measure progress 
on meeting national education priorities. 

Under the guise of promoting local control. the amendment represems a thinly-veiled 
attack on public education that would disrupt many promising effons to improve our 
schools through partnerships among local, state. and federal agencies. VVe therefore 
strongly urge you to oppose it in the conference repon. 

Sincerely, 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 

"- ' Office of the Press Secretary 

For Immediate Release Septem her 16, 1997 

STATEMENT BY THE PRESIDENT 

The vote by a narrow majority of the U.S. Senate to support the Gorton Amendment 
undermines the bipartisan spirit of cooperation that is so vital to improving American education. 
At worst, this decision to block grant education programs is, as Secretary Riley said, a "back-door 
attempt to kill off the Department of Education." At best, the vote was a hasty, ill-considered 
decision that would have a serious impact on our schools. 

I welcome the Senate's overwhelming support for my proposal to offer states and 
communities voluntary national tests in 4th grade reading and 8th grade math. However, the 
adoption of the Gorton Amendment less than two hours later eliminated the very funding needed 
to continue development of these tests. 

The Gorton Amendment would halt many of our most successful efforts to improve 
education, including our efforts to get computers into every classroom; raise standards through 
Goals 2000; establish more charter schools; assist young people in making the transition from , 
school to work; help parents and schools keep our children safe and drug-free; and create more 
opportunities to help immigrant children learn English and stay in school. The Amendment would 
seriously harm the Title I program, which provides extra help to low-income students so they can 
master the basic skills of reading and math and reach high academic standards. It also undermines 
programs targeted to help gifted and talented students, support arts education, and promote 
exciting new efforts to create technology partnerships. Further, this amendment would slash 
funds used to help adults with severe disabilities obtain employment. 

This is not a vote, as some would suggest, about who controls public education. Rather it 
is a vote about whether the Federal government will maintain its commitment to help local 
communities strengthen accountability and raise academic standards in basic skills, improve 
teaching and learning, assist parents and schools in keeping children safe and drug-free, promote 
public school choice for parents and students, and prepare all of our students for the 21st Century. 

The Department of Education has historically targeted its funding to schools that serve 
disadvantaged students. If the Gorton Amendment became law, the wealthiest school districts 
would be the winners and the rest of our communities would inevitably be the losers. 

Politics must stop at the schoolhouse door. The Gorton Amendment is unacceptable. I 
understand a similar provision may be offered in the House. Let me be clear. If necessary, I will 
use my veto power to make sure that no such provision becomes the law of the land. 



Talking Points on the Gorton Amendment 
September 16, 1997 

• This summer, Republicans and Democrats came together across Party lines, reaching an 
historic bipartisan budget agreement including key investments in education to improve 
schools and help kids learn. The budget agreement was a hopeful sign that Republicans 
had dropped their old radical policies of division and devolution, recognizing that the 
American public values national support for local education. 

• Unfortunately, late last week, by a slim margin, the Senate shattered this bipartisan spirit 
when it hastily passed the radical Gorton education block-grant amendment. This 
amendment, which replaces targeted investments with unaccountable revenue-sharing, is a 
sure sign that once again, Congress has gone careening off the right side of the road. 

• Today, the President has made it clear that he will not stand for lowering expectations and 
putting our most disadvantaged students at risk, and that he would veto any such 
legislation if it is approved by Congress. 

• As the President noted, this backdoor attempt to kill the Department of Education ends 
support for raising standards and guts accountability in federal education programs. The 
Amendment would slam the brakes on efforts to help students master the basics of reading 
and math, get computers into the classroom, and make schools safer. It also erases 
provisions that encourage parental involvement in education and that help families become 
their children's first teacher. 

• The amendment would also choke off federal support for innovative new public charter 
schools and other programs to improve teaching and learning in public education, 
especially for our poorest students and school districts. 

• It isn't only kids who would suffer, because the Amendment would also block grant half 
of the funds for critical vocational rehabilitation and disability research programs, putting 
at risk the futures of over half a million Americans with disabilities who may no longer get 
the help they need to find employment and become self-sufficient. 

• Today we anticipate that the House may consider a version of the Gorton Amendment. 
We urge the House not to follow the Senate's lead, but even if it does the President will 
not allow this proposal to become law .. 
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NEWS 
Contacts: Melinda Kitchell Malico (202) 401-1008 

Erica Lepping (202) 401-2571 

STATEMENT BY U.S. SECRETARY OF EDUCATION RICHARD W. RILEY 
On the Senate Vote on the Labor-HHS Appropriations Bill 

I am pleased that the Senate has adopted by an overwhelming majority (88 to 12) legislation to 
proceed with the voluntary national tests in reading and math and authorized an independent. 
bipartisan commission -- the National Assessment Governing Board (NAGS) -- to oversee the 
development of these tests. These tests will give millions of parents the direct information they 
need to make clear decisions about their children's education. State standards are improving. 
which is very positive, but they are very uneven. Too many parents are discovering that their "A" 
student is really getting a "C" education. This is why the American people suppon national 
standards of excellence. 

Unfortunately, the Senate has also hastily adopted (51 to 49) the Gorton Amendment which was 
not well thought out and would possibly wipe out many very important programs. This 
amendment is unacceptable to the Adminis1ration. 

This effort is not about Washington vs. local control as some suggest. The hasty decision by the 
Senate to vote for the Gorton Amendment would eliminate many of the key education initiatives 
for which President Clinton has worked so hard to help improve American education. 

Some of the President's most promising initiatives -- getting computers into every classroom, 
helping the charter school movement grow. raising standards through Goals 2000, and increasing 
funding so that many more immigrant children learn English -- are all on the chopping block. 
In addition, the under-served populations that historically have received federal support would no 
longer be guaranteed the protections they have received. Overall, there is little logic to the broad­
brush attack of the Gorton Amendment. ln the space of two hours, for example, the Senate voted 
to support the development of the voluntary national tests in reading and math and rhen voted to 
eliminate the funding for this purpose. 

• 421 charter schools now receive start-up funding, a number thar would double under the 
President's budget. The Gorton Amendment could choke off funding for all of these schools and 
give it to school districts that do not even have a chaner school. 

* Special funding for 3 million children in bilingual education classes would be placed in jeopardy. 
Further, the amendment would allocate funds without regard to distribution of immigrant and 
LEP children. A school district like Los Angeles with a large number of immigrant children 
would be severely affected. In addition. all federal fiinding ro train bilingual and English-as-a­
second-language teachers would be cut. California alone reports a sho1tage of more than 20,000 
such teachers. 

-MORE-



SE.P. 11. 1997 4: 52PM DEPT ED/OFC OF SEC. N0.4514 P. 3/3 

* In 1997, the Department made 1,222 formula grants co public school districts with large 
numbers of Native American children. Under the Gorton Arnendment the targeting of these high 
enrollment districts would be eliminated in favor of giving every school district in the state same 
funding. 

* Goals 2000, a perennial political target, currently helps parents and teachers raise academic 
standards in about 6,000 school districts. If the Gorton amendment became law. Goals 2000 
funding would no longer be focused on districts committed to raising academic standards. 

* 1.2 million disabled Americans are in the vocational rehabilitation system, and many state VR 
agencies are unable to meet current demand. Over 600,000 disabled Americans would no longer 
know if they would get the help they need to find employment and become self-sufficient if the 
Gonon Amendment's provisions become law. 

* The technology literacy challenge grant which has fostered some of the most creative and 
comprehensive partnerships between businesses, schools and universities would no longer exist. 
In l 996, 586 groups applied to receive one of the 24 grants. These challenge grants have 
leveraged millions of dollars from private and non-profit entities. 

I am also concerned that this broad-brush approach de-emphasizes education, and once again 
makes the Department of Education a target. The education of America's children should be 
above politics. I worry that the bipartisan spirit of cooperation that led to the budget agreement is 
starting to erode. This 1s not what the American people want when it comes to the education of 
their children. The American people have made education a national priority and they support 
President Clinton when it comes to moving American edtJcation forward. 

### 
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GORTON AMENDMENT -
SENATE LABOR-HHS-ED APPROPRIATIONS BaL 

• Block-grants most ED elementary and secondary education programs, including Goals 
2000, Safe and Drug·Free Schools, Eisenhower Professional Development State Grants, 
:Education Technology, Bilingual and lmmjgrant Education, Title VI, Indian Education, 
Magnet Schools, and Charter Schools, and a number of smaller programs. School-to­
Work would probably also meet the definition of a K·12 program and be included. 

• In addition, folds SO percent of the money from the appropriations for both 
"Vocational and Adult Education" and "Vocational Rehabilitation and Disability 
Research" into the block grant. 

• Programs excluded from the block grant include ESEA Title I, Special Education, 
OERI research and statistics activities, Adult Education, and several smaller 
programs. 

• Total funding for the block grant (i.e., amount of funds in the appropriations 
folded in) would be approximately $5.4 billion. 

• ED would distribute block grant funds directly to local educational agencies under a 
formula based on child count weighted by State per-capita income (i.e, poorer States 
receive a higher weight). · 

• For Title I, the language would require ED to allocate all funds directly to LEAs on the 
basis of their number of"Title I formula" (poor) children. This would have the effect of: 
(1) eliminating the State per-pupil expenditure factor from the Title I formula; and (2) 
eliminating the separate Title I programs for Migrants, Neglected and Delinquent students, 
Even Start, and evaluation. 

• At the local level, school districts would use the Title I funds and the funding from the 
broader block grant "to support programs or activities for kindergarten through grade 12 
students that the local educational agencies deem appropriate." There would be no other 
requirements. For example, schools would not have to use Title I funds to help 
educationally disadvantaged children, which is the traditional purpose of the program. 
School districts could use the funds from both block grants entirely to supplant local 
expenditures; the block grants could thus provide for local tax relief, 'With no benefit for 
education. 

• "Hold-harmless" language, covering both Title I and the broad block grant, would ensure 
that each State receives at least the amount that it would have received absent the 
amendment. 
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UNITED STATES • NEWS 
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION ~ ~~ · 

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE 
September 11, 1997 

Contacts: Melinda Kitchell Malico (202) 401-1008 
Erica Lepping (202) 401·2571 

STATEMENT BY U.S. SECRETARY OF EDUCATION RICHARD W. RILEY 
On the Senate Vote on the Labor-HHS Appropriations Bill 

I am pleased that the Senate has adopted by an overwhelming majority (88 to 12) legislation to 
proceed with the voluntary national tests in reading and math and authorized an independent, 
bipartisan commission -- the National Assessment Governing Board (NAGB) - to oversee the 
development of these tests. These tests will give millions of parents the direct information they 
need to make clear decisions about their children's e.ducation. State standards are improving, 
which is very· positive, but they are very uneven, Too many parents are discovering that their "A" 
student is really getting a "C" education. This is why the American people support national 
standards of excellence. 

Unfortunately, the Seqate has also hastily adopted (Sl to 49) the Gorton Amendment which was 
not well thought out and would possibly wipe out many very important programs. This 
amendment is unacceptable to the Administration. 

This effort is not about Washington vs. local control as some suggest. The hasty decision by the 
Senate to vote for the Gorton Amendment would eliminate many of the key education initiatives 
for which President Clinton has worlced so hard to help improve American education. 

Some of the President's most promising Initiatives - getting computers into every classroom, 
helping the charter school movement grow, raising standards through Goals 2000, and increasing 
funding so that many more immigrant children learn English -- are all on the chopping block. 
In addition, the under-·served populations that historically have received federal support would no 
longer be guaranteed the protections they have received. Overall, there is little logic to the broad­
brush attack of the Go'rton Amendment, In the space of two hours, for example, the Senate voted 
to support the development of the voluntary national tests in reading and math and then voted to 
eliminate the funding for this purpose. 

"'421 charter schools now receive start-up funding, a number that would double under the 
President's budget. The Gorton Amendment ceuld choke off funding for all of these schools and 
give it to school districts that do not even have a charter school. 

• Special funding for 3 million children in bilingual education classes would be placed in jeopardy. 
Further, the amendment would allocate funds without regard to distribution of irrunigrant and 
LEP children. A school district like Los Angeles with a large number of immigrant children 
would be severely affected. In addition., all federal funding to trafa bilingual and English-as·a­
second-language teachers would be cut. California alone reports a shortage of more than 20,000 
such teachers. 

-MORE-



*In 1997, the Department made 1,222 formula grants to public school districts 'With large 
numbers of Native American children. Under the Gorton Amendment the targeting of these high 
enrollment districts would be eliminated in favor of giving every school district in the state some 
funding. 

•Goals 2000, a perennial political target, currently helps parents and teachers raise academic 
standards in about 6,000 school districts. If the Gorton amendment became law, Goals 2000 
funding would no longer be focused on districts committed to raising academic standards. 

• 1.2 million disabled Americans are in the vocational rehabilitation system, and many state VR 
agencies are unable to meet current demand. Over 600,000 disabled Americans would no longer 
know if they would get the help they need to find employment and become self-sufficient if the 
Gorton Amendment's provisions become law. 

·, 

•The technology literacy challenge grant which has fostered some of the most creative and 
comprehensive partnerships between businesses, schools and universities would no longer exist. 
In 1996, 586 groups applioo to receive one of the 24 grants. These challenge grants have 
leveraged millions of dollars from private and non-profit entities. 

I am also concerned that this broad-brush approach de-emphasizes education, and once again 
makes the Department of Education a target. The education of America's children should be 
above politics. I worry that the bipartisan spirit of cooperation that led to the budget agreement is 
starting to erode. This is not what the American people want when it comes to the education of 
their children. The American people have made education a national priority and they support 
President Clinton when it comes to moving American education forward. 

### 
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IMPACT OF GORTON AMENDMENT 

GOALS2000 

The Goals 2000 program provides seed money for standanh·based reform. currently in about 6.000 school 
districts. LEAs use lhe money to upgrade cwricula, strengthc::n t.caching, improve student assessment, and, in 
general. take the steps needed to ensure that all students receive ui education geared to challenging standards. 
Under the Gorton amendment. the Goals 2000 funds would be spread around to all districts in a State, and 
districts would have little incentive to undertake the compn:hemive educational reforms they are carrying out 
under Goals. 

CHARTER SCHOOLS 

Charter schools give parents and their children broader choices among public schools and spawn new 
educational approaches. The Federal chaner schools program provides support for the planning and initial 
operation of new charter schools. CWTently, the Department is supporting some 421 charta schools, a 
number that would double under the President's budget. The Gorton amendment would choke off Federal 
support for the charter schools currently receiving funding( (they would be continued only if the LEAs 
receiving block grUlt fund.t decide to use do so) and eliminate" any opportunity for new charter schools to 
receive badly need Federill start-up funds. It would th~ severely impede the spread of charter schools 
nationally. 

EDUCATIONAL TECHNOLOGY 

The Gorton amendment would seriously impede the progress that has been made in educational technology. 
The amendment would eliminate programs that have fosten::d the kind of comprehensive and strategic 
planning and collaborative efforts between the public and private sectors that have ensured that the 
investments schools are making would be well-spent and used for the benefit of the schools and .students with 
the greatest need. These Federal funds have also leveraged millions of dollars from private and nonprofit 
entities that would not be forthcoming. Furthermore, Federal funds have been instnuneotal in stimulating the 
development of innovative applications of educational technology and effective ways to integrate technology 
into the cwriculum. Block grants funding will not encourage these targeted investments. Yet without th.is 
investment, our schools will remain "behind the times" in tecluiology, as they have always been. States would 
also be without a nati0nal network for the dissemination of up-to-date information on effective usage and 
strategies. 

The progress we have made in educational technology is vital to improving public education; without it, our 
Nation's students will be without adequate technological skills in an increasingly high·techjob market. and 
will be wiable to compete with other COWltries using technology for higher-level learning, particularly in the 
areas of math. science, Uld reading. 

VOCATIONAL REHABlLITATION 

The Gorton amendment would have a dev~tating impact on the employment of individuals with disabilities. 
particularly individuals with the most severe disabilities. People with disabilities are at least twice as likely as 
people without disabilities to be unemployed. The artificially low employment rate of people with disabilities 
poses a oost to society in excess of $200 billion 11Ulua1ly. 



The Vocational Rehabilitation S&* Grants program fundod under the Rehabilitation Services and Disability 
AC()()unt is the primary Fedenl vehicle for assisting individuals with djsabilities to obtain employment, 
Priority is given to serving individuals with the most severe disabiliti~. The program provides a wide range 
of services tailored to the specific needs of individuals such as vocational evaluation, counseling, mental and 
physical restoration.. education, vocational traini.og. work adjustment, job placement, and assistive 
technology. There are over 1.2 million individuals in the vocational rehabilitation system and many State VR 
agencies are unable to meet the current demand for servic.c:s. Over 600,000 individuals would not receive the 
ser.iices necessary to obtain employment and bc:come self-sufficient as a result of the Gorton amendment. 
Over 100,000 individuals would Dot enter the competitive world"on:e and would continue to rely on public 
support. 

BILINGUAL AND IMMIGRANT EDUCATION 

The Gonon amendment would eliminale special funding to help school districts serve the Nation's 3 million 
limited English proficient and recent immigr111t students. Block granting bilingual and immigrant funds 
would result in diluting lhe quality of instructional services f oi' these children as school districts shifted funds 
to address a multitude of other competing priorities. FW'ther, the nmendment would allocate block grant 
funds without regard to the distribution of the limited Eoglish proficient and recent immigrant students. 
School districts with large numbers of these students would be severely aff~. Further, the amendment 
would eliminate all Federal support to meet the critical demand for new and better trained bilingual and 
English as a second language teachers. California alone reports a shortage of more than 20,000 such 
teachers. 

SAFE AND DRUG-FREE SCHOOLS 

Block granting the Safe and Drug-Free Schools program would eliminate a key component of the 
Administration's National Drug Control Strategy. Under th.is consolidation, there would be no guarlllltee that 
funds would be used for School-based drug and violence prevention programs. Under the President's 1998 
budget, schools across the U.S. would contin\,IC to use Safe ana Drug-Free Schools State Grant funds to 
support activities such a5 teacher training, student instruction.' student assistance programs (which include 
r.ounseling, mentoring. and identification and referral for rehabilitation), enhanced school security. peer 
mediation, conflict resolution, and supervised after-school programs. Under the Gorton amendment, support 
for these efioru would decline 0r disappear altogether. More:Over, activities being undertaken by the 
Deparuncnt and by the States to improve the accountability of the program would be lost. The Department 
recently developed, and is actively wodcing with the States to implement, a model performance indicator 
system for the Safe and Drug-Free Schools program. In June, the Department published draft .. principles of 
effectiveness" that. once issued in final, wilt c;nsure that Safe and Drug-Free Schools funds are spent on drug 
and violence prevention programs that research has shown to be effective~ The Gorton amendment would 
eliminate these and all other accountability provisions of the current program. It would also eliminate 
funding for Safe and Drug-Free Schools and Communities National Programs, which support Federal 
leadership activities to improve the design, implementation, and evaluation of prevention programs supported 
wich Safe and !'rug-Free .Schools and Communities State Grant funds. 

INDIAN EDUCATION 

The Gorton amendment eould have significant and dire effects on education programs far American Indian 
children and could set baek the educational progress made since the Indian Education Act was authorized in 
1972. In 1997, the Department mllde 1,222 formula grants to public school districts across the Nation to 
serve American Indian children. TilCSC grants are targeted on the districts that have significant enrollments of 
Indian children, but the Gorton amendment would spread the~ thinly across all districts in the State. 
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Districts that ha"e significant numbers of Indian dllldren would no longer have a financial incentive to 
address the particular educationaJ and cultural needs of these children. 

In addition, the Gorton amendment would terminate set·aside programs for lpdjan children (including those in 
BIA schools) wider such progams as Eisenhower Professional Development, Safe-and-Drug Fre,e Schools, 
School-to-Work, and Goals 2000; it would elimina1c approximately $195 million dollars that is geared 
towards improving the educational statw of American Indian children, 

VOCATIONAL EDUCATION 

The Gorton Amendment would wipe out over $740 million (65 percent) of the funds provided for vocational 
education under the Carl D. Perkins Vocational and Applied Tcclmology Assistance Act. Vocational 
education has been a pan of the Federal commitment to education since 1917. The Gorton amendment 
would deny vocational education services to more than 6 million students nationwide, including servic.cs that 
enable disabled, Limited 'English Proficient, and other studeod with special needs to complete vocational 
education programs and obtain employment in skilled jobs. Elimination of funding for vocational education 
would have a devastating impact on the Tech-Prep education program. Tech-Prep is regarded as one of the 
most promising appro~ in career preparation education as it helps students make the transition from 
school to high-tech. high-wage jobs. 

Although the intent of the Gorton Amendment appears to be to consolidate K·12 programs, it will also have 
an impact on imtitutiom of higher education. Many vocational education progrmm operate in commwlity 
colleges and serve adults. Depending on the State, the amendment would send funds to programs in 
secondary schools instead or progrum that are operating in institutions of higher education, thereby cutting 
off fwiding to these institutions. As many as 1,000 conunwtity colleges nationwide couJd lose funding as a 
result of this amendment shifting f\mds to K-12 programs. 

SCHOOL-TO-WORK OPPORTUNITIES 

The Gorton amendment would tttminatc Department of Education funding for the School-to-Work 
Opportwtities Act, while continuing the Department of Labor's portion of the program. Ovaall Federal 
support would thus be reduced by SO percent. It would lhus eliminate funding to 18 States that ra:cive 
grants through the Department of Education to develop systems that enable all students to make a sua:cssful 
transition from secondary school to postsecondary education or careers, and prevent the expansion of the 
initiative to additional SWe:s. It would also e~iminate grants to 54 local partnerships that are developing 
school-to-wo&: systems in disadvantaged wban and rural area.s; with this loss of support, it is questionable 
that those efforts c.ould continue. lmtead. the amendment would spre.\d the School-t<rWork appropriation 
across all local educationiil agencies in amounts too small to mount a credible program. 



Attacking What Works 

Republican Block Grants May Kill Charter Schools 

"We should also make it possible for more parents and teachers to start charter schools. schools that set 
and meet the highest standards, and exist only as long as they do. Our plan will help America to create 
3.000 o_fthese charter schools by the next century-- nearly seven times as there are in the country today 
-- so that parents will have even more choices in sending their children to the best schools. " 

-- President Clinton, State of the Union, February 4, 1997 

President Clinton Strongly Supports Public School Choice anti Charter Schools 

As Governor of Arkansas, Bill Clinton was a leading proponent of public school choice that 
would give parents the option of sending their children to any public school within the state. 
As part of its efforts to promote public school choice, the Clinton Administration is helping 
teachers, parents and community groups start charter schools -- innovative public schools that 
stay open only as long as they produce results and meet the highest standards. The President's 
proposed budget doubles funding to help start charter schools so that there will be more than 
3,000 charter schools at the dawn of the 21st century. 

Congressional Republicans and Charter Schools 

While Republicans are busy supporting efforts to help private schools, they are fighting what 
Chester Finn, Reagan's Assistant Secretary of Education, called -- "the most promising 
education-reform strategy around." Today, 700 charter schools are in existence - there was only 
one when the President took office. And the President wants to expand the number of private 
schools to 3,000 by early in the next century. 

However, Republican efforts to block grant education spending may eliminate all charter 
school funds. [AP, 9/12/97] By a 51-49 vote, the Senate approved an amendment on September 
11th to convert several aid programs for schools into grants for local school districts. Because 
aid could no longer be targeted to special needs, the Gorton Amendment could wipe out national 
efforts to support charter schools.[AP, 9/12/97] 

Charter Schools work, according to Reagan's Assistant Secretary for Education, 
Che."ter Finn. 
"The fast-spreading charter-school movement is challenging three hoary axioms about American 
education: that only private schools can elude bureaucratic micro management, that worthwhile 
school choice can be achieved only through vouchers, and that the left-leaning politics of public 
education have barred the schoolhouse door against any encroachment by entrepreneurial 
capitalism .... [T]wo years of visits, interviews, and surveys have convinced us that charter 
schools are easily the most promising education-reform strategy around. "[National Review, 



9/15/97] 

Republican Governors - Supporting and Expanding Charter Schools 
Because They Work 

Texas Republican Governor George Bush 

•·••••··•·•·•·•······•···•· P~ge ?J 

~ Governor George W. Bush has said of charter schools, "They work. Competition is 
something schools shouldn't be afraid of and charter schools bring competition to the 
public school system."[The Fort Worth Star-Telegram, 11/13/96] 

~ "Charter schools inject competition into the public education system. I intend to ask 
the Legislature for a lot more charter schools for our state."[Austin American-Statesman, 
11113196] 

~ Governor Bush has pushed for expanding the number of Charter Schools in Texas from 20 
to 100. 

California Republican Governor Pete Wilson 
~ Wilson has said that California's Charter Schools Plan will "allow Californians to design 

schools that are more responsive to the needs of the community, establish alternative 
teaching methods, give parents a choice, and, most importantly, improve pupil 
learning. "[San Francisco Chronicle, 9/22/92] 
During his attempts to expand the number of charter schools, Governor Wilson said, "We 
must provide others with this same opportunity--a true choice to restore excellence and 
accountability in this state's public schools."[Los Angeles Times, 3/8/96] 
Governor Wilson has supported dramatically increasing the number of charter schools in 
California from 100 to 300. 

Michigan Republican Governor John Engler 
~ Of his Charter School plan, Governor Engler has said, "It's the most sweetening reform in 

a century ... There's no question ... we have the nation's most- extensive charter school 
legislation. "[United Press International, 12/24/93] 

~ Governor Engler was one of the first governors in the country to push for charter schools. 
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PROGRAM DIRECTORS 
INNOVATIVE PROGRAMS·MAGNET 

SCHOOLS ASSISTANCE PROGRAMS 

Georgina Takemoto 
Fresno Unified School District 
Planning & Development Departme.nt ·· 
Tulare and M Streets 
Fresno, California 93721 

(209) 441-3S06 (/"/) [Cl\ Do~l~ . f 37,tl/Jf()O. L-. o ~,c,~ cz.orr- ~ 

Karen E. De Vries 
Long Beach Unified· School District 
Innovative Magnet School Pr<igram 
1616 Hughes Way 
Long Beach, Callfornia 90810 
(310) 436-9931 \} U~'~ MI(\ l~ 

, :Jl/-;J/ ?J'i "f_ f/l/ ~t-j7o A.W\~ 

Verdell Roberts 
~~ \-lrr"' 

Ne-w Haven Public SchoolJ 
Gateway Center 
64 Meadow Street 
New Haven, Connecticut 06519 
J;03) 946-ssss E o)&-\.. Dz.. Lc..-v....-o 'I "()'11()5. (/'Z/ 1-

Jane Paltks -Rogen 
School Boa d of Brevard County 
Education Services Faclllty 
2700 Judge ran Jamieson Way 
Viera, Flori a 32940 
c401> 633-tooo D~{J u~~ 
f 3q~ s e. r./D 

Heidt D. Ludwig 

.· Community School :Qi.strict #18 
Office of Funded Programs 
755East100 Street ~ ---0 l>-r 0 \)Jev\. s 

Ch""" { e ) Si kt.{ .w..r 
' t; cl i'u-w """;) 

Brooklyn, New York 11236 
(718) 927-5258 
f 1f Ps;S-3(,. Gib 

Frank P. Tota 
Dobbs Ferry Union Free School Diltrict 
Munfcfpal School Dhtrict 
SOS Broadway 
Dobbs Ferry, New York 10522 
(914) 693-1S06 'i) • , 
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Doris Christmas 
School District of Pittsburgh 
Office of Development 
341 South Bellefield Avenue 
Pittaburgh, Pennsylvania 15213 
(414) 622-3992 v.J,\l~~ (:ii~ 
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Ethel K. Goldberg 
Sch'ool District of PhJladelphla 
Office of Categorical Support 
21 Street S Parkway, Room 204 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19103 
(215) 299-7842. v ,(' __ , ~" l "'-lA.r--Q\, ~ I Jf-0¥; 3~ rh tJZ) l~ Fo I,; fl:-

\K-~f- ~~>~· 
(.( J' '1 ry <ta- 31d't'?~ 

F'f 91 



. '-"' . .. . . . 7::3''~ . 
\ O"YtA--~C/Z~~' ~ LlJvu\-lMA~ l9-i~ - 1-<(°l6 

:n .$'\le ~ Grantee ZIP Amount 
::::> 
::::> AR 

., -· ANCHORAGE ANCHORAGE SCHOOL DISTRICT 999990000 $240,461 §ii 
AK ANCHORAGE ANCHORAGE SCHOOL DISTRICT 995190000 $31,719 
AK DEL TA JUNCTION DEL TA/GREELEY SCH DIST REAA #15 997370000 $154,564 
AK FAIRBANKS FAIRBANKS NORTH STAR BOROUGHS. D 997014756 $150,000 
AK JUNEAU ALASKA DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 998010000 $100,000 
AK MOUNTAIN VILLAGE LOWER YUKON SCHOOL DISTRICT 996320000 $219,881 
AL MONTGOMERY ALABAMA DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 361300000 $100,000 
AL TUSCALOOSA UNIV OF ALABAMA 354870104 $134,607 
AR LITTLE .ROCK ARKANSAS DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 722010000 $100,000 
AS PAGO PAGO AMERICAN SAMOA GOVERNMENT 96799 $100,000 
AZ CHAMBERS WIDE RUINS BOARDING SCHOOUBIA 865020000 $120,517 

~· AZ CHIN LE CHINLE UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 865030000 $291,156 
~ AZ EL MIRAGE DYSART UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 89 853350000 $175,000 
~ . \ 

860040000 $350,000 " AZ FLAGSTAFF FLAGSTAFF UNIFIED SCH DIST #1 7-
::i AZ FLAGSTAFF NORTHERN ARIZONA UNIVERSITY 860110000 $3,357 -;.... 
~ AZ GANADO GANADO UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 20 865050000 $175,000 :..:> 
::> AZ GLENDALE GLANDALE UNIOMN HIGH DISTRICT 853010000 $95,811 
•' 

AZ NOGALES NOGALES UNIFIED SCHO DISTRICT 1 856210000 $300,828 
- AZ NOGALES NOGALES UNIFIED SCHOOL DIST #1 856210000 $310,000 
"•' AZ NOGALES NOGALES UNIFIED SCH DISTRICT #1 856210000 $250,000 

AZ NOGALES PIMERIA AL TA LEARNING CENTER 856210000 $193,500 
AZ NOGALES NOGALES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 999999999 $186,564 
AZ NOGALES PIMERIA AL TA DISTRICT #24 856280000 $284,683 
AZ PEACH SPRINGS PEACH SPRINGS SCHOOL DISTRICT #8 864340000 $171,529 

;c AZ. PHOENIX LAVEEN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DIST #59 850410000 $117,224 .,. 
AZ. PHOENIX - ROOSEVELT ELEMENTARY SCH DIST 66 850400000 $92,911 

...., AZ PHOENIX ALHAMBRA SCHOOL DISTRICT 850190000 $165,981 =-
~ 

AZ PHOENIX CREIGHTON ELEMENTARY S. D. #14 850160000 $341,000 
~I 

"' AZ PHOENIX WILSON ELEMENTARY SCH DISTRICT #7 850080000 $125,000 
.-: AZ PHOENIX CREIGHTON ELEMEN SCH DIST #14 850160000 $349,153 
"'°'. 
.L AZ PHOENIX OSBORN SCHOOL DISTRICT #8 850130000 $246,966 . rt' 
'° AZ PHOENIX WASHINGTON ELEMENTARY SCH DIST 850210000 $350,000 .., .. 
:r. AZ PHOENIX CREIGHTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL #14 850160000 $651,886 
- AZ PINON PINON UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT #4 865100000 $290,000 i.; 
::: AZ PINON PINON UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT #4 865100000 $173,139 
- AZ. RIO RICO -- SANTA CRUZ VALLEY UNIFIED SCHOOL 856480000 $128,573 
' AZ SUPERIOR SUPERIOR UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT . 852730000 $148,381 -~ 
' ::-> 
::>. 



::> AZ. •. TEECNOSPOS RED MESA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 865140000 $297,845 
-1 

AZ - TUCSON AMPHITHEATER PUBLIC SCHOOL 857050000 $99,444 ::> -· 
~ AZ. TUCSON TUCSON UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 857190000 $408,563 

AZ. TUCSON PIMA CTY SCHOOLS EDUCL DEV CENTER 85701 $62,754 
CA ALAMEDA ALAMEDA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 945010000 $150,000 
CA ALHAMBRA ALHAMBRA SCHOOL DISTRICT 918010000 $308,596 
CA ANAHEIM MAGNOLIA SCHOOL DISTRICT 928043298 $139,297 
CA ARLETA LOS ANGE:LES UNIFIED SCHOOL DIST 913310000 $350,000 
CA AROMAS AROMAS SCHOOL 950040000 $115,107 
CA AZUSA VALLEYDALE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 917020000 $220,000 
CA AZUSA AZUSA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 911·7020000 $213,715 
CA AZUSA AZUSA .UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 917020000 $144,596 

" CA BAKERSFIELD CA STATE UNIV/BAKERSFIELD FON 933111099 $90, 180 '1'. 

~ CA BAKERSFIELD BAKERSFIELD CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT 933054399 $77,667 :; 

CA BALDWIN PARK BALDWIN PARK UNIFIED SCHOOL DIST 917060000 $210,902 ' ?: 

- CA BANNING BANNING UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 922200000 $569,770 
~ 

$254,851 -r: CA BELL LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL. DIST 902010000 .J 

~ CA BERKELEY BERKELE'{0NfFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT . 947040000 $229,560 .-
CA BERKELEY UNIV OF CALIFORNINREGENTS 947205940 $134,831 

--· CA BERKELEY BERKELEY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 947040000 $147,210 - CA BONSALL BONSALL UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 920030000 $55,000 
- CA BOONVILLE ANDERSON VALLEY UNIFIED SCH DIST 954150000 $309,911 

CA BRAWLEY BRAWLEY ELEMENTARY SCH DISTRICT 922270000 $236,835 
CA BREA BREA OLINDA UNIFIED SCHOOL DIST 928210000 $40,634 
CA CALEXICO CALEXICO UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 922310792 $125,000 ., CA CAMPBELL· CAMPBELL UNION ELEMENTARY 950080000 $529,746 -.:: 

"" CA CARDIFF CARDIFF ELEMENTARY SCH DISTRICT 920070000 $104,890 -
- CA CARMICHAEL SAN JUAN UNIFIED SCHOOL DIST 956090000 $255,799 ::: ,,. 

CA CARMICHAEL SAN JUAN UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 956.090000 $188,440 '·• 
" 

CA CARMICHAEL SAN JUAN UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 956090000 $90,818 
--: CA CARPINTERIA CARPINTERIA UNIFIED SCH DISTRICT 930130000 $119,792 '<'. 
L. CA CERRITOS ABC UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 907030000 $31,083 ftl ., 

CA CHICO CHICO UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 959285999 $150,000 "'.) .. 
:::> CA CHINO CHINO USO/RAMON JUNIOR HIGH SCH 917100000 $134,056 - CA CHU ALAR CHUALAR UNION SCH DISTRICT 939250000 $242,600 "' 

CA CHULA VISTA CHULA VISTA ELEMENTARY SCH DIST 919100000 $88,819 
- CA COMPTON COMPTON UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 902200000 $300,000 :r: 

' CA CONCORD MT DIABLO UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 945190000 $172,852 --
' --:::: . 



-I CA,. CORONA CORONA-NORCO UNIFIED SCHOOL DIST 917600000 $244,495 
-I 
:) CA - COVINA CHARTER OAK UNIFIED SCHOOL DIST 917230000 $217,850 
Sil 

CA COVINA COVINA-VALLEY UNIFIED SCHOOL DIST 917230000 $153,635 
CA CULVER CITY CULVER CITY UNIFIED SCHOOL DIST 902320000 $142,480 
CA DALY CITY JEFFERSON UNION HIGH SCHOOL DIST 940150000 $126,707 
CA DAVIS UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA/DAVIS 956160000 $12,546 
CA DIXON DIXON UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 956200000 $149,784 
CA DOWNEY DOWNEY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 902417017 $148,932 
CA EAST PALO AL TO RAVENSWOOD CITY SCH D!.$TRICT 943030000 $230,100 
CA EL CAJON CAJON VALLEY UNION SCH DISTRICT 920221007 $125,000 
CA EL CENTRO El CENTRO ELEM SCHOOL DISTRICT 922430000 $124,833 
CA EL CENTRO IMPERIAL COUNTY OFC OF EDUCATION 922430000 $216, 163 

" CA EL CENTRO CENTRAL UNION HIGH SCHOOL DIST 922430000 $564,429 
~ CA EMERYVILLE INSTITUTE FOR POLICY ANALYSIS RES 946080000 $700,000 ::, 

' CA ENCINITAS SAN DIEGUITO UNION HIGH SCH DIST 920240000 $138,300 >" 

5 CA ENCINITAS SAN DIEGUITO UNION HIGH SCH DIST 920240000. $81,604 --..: CA ESCONDIDO ESCONDID_Q UNION HIGH SCHOOL DIST 920270000 $158,050 ..) 
:J 

CA ESCONDIDO ESCONDIDO UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 920270000 $230,535 ~ .. 
;:::.. CA ESCONDIDO ESCONDIDO UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 920270000 $321,685 
::> CA FIREBUAGH FIREBAUGH-LAS DELTAS UNIFIED SD 936220000 $150,000 -~ CA FORT BRAGG FORT BRAGG UNIFIED SCH DISTRICT 954374499 $313,402 ~ 

CA FREMONT FREMONT UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 945380000 $209,441 
CA FREMONT FREMONT UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 945380000 $456,714 
CA FRESNO FRESNO UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 937210000 $185,500 
CA FRESNO FRESNO UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 937210000 $228,556 

'° CA FRESNO FRESNO UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 937210000 $529,633 ":> ,,. 
CA FULLERTON FULLERTON JOINT UNION H. S. DIST $142,806 -I 928330000 

-I CA GARDENA LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DIST 902480000 $599,816 ~ ,,. 
CA GILROY GILROY UNiFiED ·scHOOL DISTRICT 950200000 $173,611 

"' :) CA GILROY GILROY UNIFIED. SCHOOL DISTRICT 950200000 $248,354 "' 
~ CA GLENDALE GLENDALE UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 91206 $269,157 
-= ... CA GLENDALE GLENDALE UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRIG,r 912060000 $148,071 ,, 

CA GLENDALE ":> GLENDALE UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 912060000 $714,975 .. ,., CA GREENFIELD GREENFIELD UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 939270000 . $302,921 :) 

::i CA HALF'MOON BAY CABRILLO UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 940190000 $241,671 il 
;:: CA HANFORD HANFORD ELEM SCHOOL DISTRICT 932320000 $346,002 
- CA HEALDSBURG HEALDSBURG UNIFIED SCH DISTRICT 95448 $241,974 ,, 
.... CA HEALDSBURG HEALDSBURG UNIFIED SCH DISTRICT 95448 $125,011 -~ 
.... ,., 
::i, 



" CA HOLLISTER HOLLISTER SCHOOL DISTRICT 950230000 $162,368 .... CA - $215,215 ::> ·- HOLLISTER HOLLISTER SCHOOL DISTRICT 950230000 
~ 

CA HUNTINGTON BEAC SOUTHEAST ASIAN CULTURE 926470000 $149,919 
CA HUNTINGTON BEAC OCEAN VIEW SCHOOL DISTRICT 926470000 $275,000 
CA IMPERIAL BEACH SOUTH BAY UNION. SCHOOL DISTRICT 919320000 $217, 125 
CA IMPERIAL BEACH SOUTH BAY UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 919320000 $283,914 
CA IMPERIAL BEACH SOUTH BAY UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 919320000 $135,518 
CA IRVINE UNIV OF CALIFORNIA 926970000 $120, 151 
CA LA HABRA LA HABRACITY SCHOOL Dl~TRICT 906310000 $265,207 
CA LA HABRA LA HABRA CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT 906310000 $268,732 
CA LA PUENTE ROWLAND UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 917440000 $125,000 
CA LA PUENTE ROWLAND UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 917440000 $130,947 

~ CA LA PUENTE BASSETT UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 917460000 $575,366 c 
) 

CA LATON LA TON UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRCT 932420000 $300,826 J 

' CA LATON LA TON UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 932420000 $173,343 
5 CA LAWNDALE LAWNDALE SCHOOL DISTRICT 902600000 $737,516 .. .. 

$79,891 c CA LIVERMORE LIVERMORE VL Y JOINT UNIF SCH DIST 945500000 ) 

5r-GA LONG BEACH . LONG BEACH UNIFIED SCHOOL DIST 908130000 $249,400 
u CA LONG BEACH LONG BEACH UNIFIED SCHOOL DIST 908100000 $250,344 
'-
:. CA LONG BEACH LONG BEACH UNIFIED SCH DISTRICT 908100000 $217,720 
.... 

CA 908100000 $288,193 
'" 

LONG BEACH LONG BEACH UNIFIED SCH DISTRICT 
CA LONG BEACH, LONG BEACH UJ;JIFIED SCHOOL DIST 908100000 $316,611 
CA LONG BEACH LONG BEACH UNIFIED SCH DISTRICT 908100000 $217,658 

-CA LONG BEACH LONG BEACH UNIFIED SCHOOL DIST 908130000 $47,009 
CA LOS ANGELES LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DIST 900410000 $310,000 

0 CA LOS ANGELES LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCH DISTRICT 900570000 $285,691 ? .. 
CA LOS ANGELES LOS ANGELES USO/CHARLES DREW SCH 900010000 $134,377 .... 

.... CA LOS ANGELES LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOQL OIST . 900210000 $246,923 ::> .. 
CA LOS ANGELES LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DIST 900380000 $349,800 

" ::> CA LOS ANGELES LOS ANGELES USO/MARSHALL HIGH SCH 900270000 $348,296 " 
~ CA LOS ANGELES UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA 900240000 $5,979 c 
<., CA LOS ANGELES UNIV OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA 900890031 $60,983 tr ::> CA LOS ANGELES UNIV OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA 90089 $115,392 ,.. 
.;, CA LOS ANGELES LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DIST 900120000 $515,845 :::> 

::i CA LOS ANGELES LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DIST 900170000 $617, 140 
I.l 
::: CA LOS ANGELES LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DIST 900320000 $649,297 
- CA LOS ANGELES LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DIST 900210000 $91,494 :J) 

'CA LOS BANOS LOS BANOS UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 936350000 $149,016 
..... 
' ,., 
=> , 



:":> CA LYNWOOD LYNWOOD UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 902620000 $125,545 
...... CA ·- MANTECA MANTECA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 953360000 $131,660 
§I 

CA MARYSVILLE MARYSVILLE JOINT UNIFIED S. D. 959010000 $174,775 
CA MISSION VIEJO SADDLEBACK VALLEY USO (AIM 2000) 926910000 $153,632 
CA MISSION VIEJO SADDLEBACK VALLEY UNIFIED S. D. 926910000 $233,893 
CA MISSION VIEJO SADDLEBACK VALLEY UNIF SCH DIST 92691 $87, 169 
CA MISSION VIEJO SADDLEBACK VALLEY UNIFIED . 926910000 $139,382 
CA MISSION VIEJO SADDLEBACK VALLEY UNIFIED 926910000 $131,300 
CA MODESTO MODESTO CITY SCHOOLS . 953510000 

··~ -
$151,610 

CA MONTE.REY MONTEREY PENINSULA UNIFIED S. D. 939420000 $170,364 
CA MOORPARK MOORPARK UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 930210000 $152,488 
CA MOORPARK MOORPARK UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 930210000 $108,850 

0' CA MOORPARK MOORPARK UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 930210000 $150,000 -· -. CA MORENO VALLEY MORENO VALLEY UNIFIED SCHOOL DIST 925530000 $269,049 -
=- CA MORENO VALLEY MORENO VALLEY UNIFIED SCHOOL DIST 925530000 $247,960 '·-
r. 

- CA MOSS LANDING NORTH MONTEREY C1Y UNIFIED S. D. 950390000 $229,742 
-

CA MOSS LANDING NORTH MONTEREY CTY UNIFIED S. D. 950390000 $252,882 < 
:__:. 

CA MOUNTAIN VIEW MOUNTAIN ViEW SCHOOL DISTRICT 940410000 $250,000 
- CA NAPA NAPA VALLEY UNIFIED SCHO DISTRICT 945580000 $291,724 
- CA NAPA NAPA VALLEY UNIFIED SCHOOL DIST 945580000 $251,794 -- CA NEWPORT BEACH NEWPORT-MESA UNIFIED SCHOOL DIST 926630000 $305,505 :_ 

-· -- CA NEWPORT B~ACH NEWPORT-MESA UNIFIED SCHOOL DIST 926600368 $140,346 . 
CA NEWPORT BEACH NEWPORT MESA UNIFIED SCHOOL DIST 926600368 $199,893 
CA NORCO CORONA-NORCO UNIFIED SCHOOL DIST 917600000 $243,101 
CA NUEVO NUVIEW UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 925670000 $149,713 

:r: CA OAKLAND OAKLAND UNIFIED SCH DISTRICT 946010000 $124,375 -. 

CA OAKLAND OAKLAND UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 946010000 $245,100 
--- CA OAKLAND OAKLAND UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 946060000 $514,439 -· 
~ CA ONTARIO ONTARIO-MONTCLAIR SCHOOL DISTRICT 917620000 $286,883 
0' 

CA ONTARIO ·-- ONTARIO-MONTCLAIR SCHOOL DISTRICT 917620000 $294,281 :; 

-- CA ONTARIO ONTARIO-MONTCLAIR SCHOOL DISTRICT 917620000 $265,231 
-· CA ORANGE ORANGE UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT,.,,. 926670000 $214,900 
= CA OXNARD OCEAN VIEW SCHOOL DISTRICT 930330000 $396,742 ,_... 

,. CA PALM SPRINGS PALM SPRINGS UNIFIED SCHOOL DIST 922620000 $246,804 :: 

- CA PALMDALE PALMDALE SCHOOL DISTRICT 935500000 $462,345 - CA PARLIER PARLIER UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 936480000 $448,095 _;: 

CA PASO ROBLES PASO ROBLES UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 934470000 $268,300 
-· CA PERRIS PERRIS ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 925700000 $141,734 

.: 



,.. CA PICO RIVERA NORTH RANCHITO ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 906600000 $137,000 .... 
CA - PICO RIVERA $202,018 

~ 
EL RANCHO UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 906600000 

CA PIXLEY PIXLEY UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 932560000 $309,310 
CA PLACENTIA PLACENTIA-YORBA LINDA USO 926700000 $289,056 
CA PLANADA PLANADA ELEM SCHOOL DISTRICT 953650000 $297,085 
CA POCORIVERA EL RANCHO UNIF SCH DIST 906600000 $233,630 
CA POMONA CAL POLY PAMONA FOUNDATION, INC 917680000 $128,295 
CA RED BLUFF TEHAMA COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF ED 960800000 $154,795 
CA RICHMOND WEST CONTRA COSTA UNlflED S. D. 948010000 . $314,666 
CA RICHMOND WEST CONTRA COSTA UNIFIED S. D. 948013135 $202,208 
CA RIVERDALE RIVERDALE JOINT UNIFIED SCH DIST 936560000 $174,498 
CA SACRAMENTO CALIFORNIA ST DEPT OF EDUCATION 942440000 $1,080,000 

' CA SACRAMENTO CALIFORNIA STATE UNIVERSITY 958190000 $102,138 
.) CA SALINAS SALINAS UNION HIGH SCH DISTRICT. 939010000 $167,831 -
~ 

CA SALINAS ALISAL UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT 939050000 $316,331 ' , 
: CA SALINAS SALINAS UNION HIGH SCH DISTRICT 939010000 $131,054 -- CA SAN BERNARDINO FOUNDATION. FOR CSUSB 92407 $196,547 
:; CA SAN DIEGO SAN DIEGO UNIFiED SCHOOL DISTRICT 921030000 $222,484 
:.. CA SAN DIEGO SAN DIEGO UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 921030000 $150,000 
-' CA SAN DIEGO SAN DIEGO STATE UNIVERSITY FON 921820000 $22,224 
- CA SAN DIEGO SAN DIEGO STATE UNIVERSITY FON 921821900 $136,062 :_ 

"' CA SAN DIEGO SAN DIEGO UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 921030000 $564,562 ., 
CA SAN DIEGO. SAN DIEGO CTY OFFICE OF EDUCATION 921117399 $497,601 
CA SAN FERNANDO LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DIST 913400000 $336,124 
CA SAN FRANCISCO SAN FRANCISCO UNIFIED SCH DIST 941020000 $99,360 

r. CA SAN FRANCISCO SAN FRANCISCO UNIFIED SCHOOL DIST 941120000 $710,780 ') - CA SAN FRANCISCO SAN FRANCISCO UNIFIED SCHOOL DIST 941240000 $91,570 
~ CA SAN FRANCSICO SAN FRANCISCO USO/WEST PORTAL SCH 941270000 $82,615 : ,. 

CA SAN JOSE OAK GROVE SCHOOL DISTRICT 951190000 $228,472 
'I 

CA SANJOSE ::;. LUTHER BURBANK SCHOOL DISTRICT 951280000 $305,408 'J 

.-. CA SAN JOSE SAN JOSE UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 951260000 $250,000 .-: 
CA SAN JOSE $240,800 MT PLEASANT SCHOOL DISTRICT 951480000 

"" .., 
CA SAN JOSE EAST SIDE UNION HIGH SCHOOL DIST 951330000. $150,000 ,,. 

.. 
CA SAN JOSE FRANKLIN-MCKINLEY S. D. (VISION) $174,732 95112 - CA SAN JOSE EAST SIDE UNION HIGH SCHOOL DIST 951330000 $149,980 - CA SAN JOSE ::: SAN JOSE UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 951260000 $319,490 

- CA SANJOSE ALUM ROCK UNION ELEM SCH DISTRICT 951270000 $325,828 
•· CA SAN JOSE FRANKLIN-MCKINLEY SCHOOL DISTRICT 95112 $240,150 .... -
~ 

.... 

-



t') CA ~ SANJOSE NATIONAL HISPANIC UNIVERSITY 951270000 $144,590 
~ CA .. - SANJOSE OAK GROVE SCHOOL DISTRICT 951190000 $124,896 :::> 

~ CA SANJOSE EAST SIDE UNION HIGH SCH DIST 951330000 $150,000 
CA SANJOSE MOUNT PLEASANT SCHOOL DISTRICT 951480000 $297,229 
CA SANJOSE ALUM ROCK UNION ELEMEN SCH DIST 951270000 $310,172 
CA SANJOSE MORELAND SCHOOL DISTRICT 951300000 $325,118 
CA SANJOSE MCKINLEY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 951160000 $329,050 
CA SANJOSE ALUM ROCK UNION ELEM SCHOOL DIST 951270000 $318,743 
CA SANJOSE NATIONAL HISPANIC UNIVERSITY 951270000 $120,916 
CA SANJO,SE SAN JOSE UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 951260000 $561,350 
CA SANJOSE ALUM ROCK UNION ELEM SCH DIST 952170000 $445,258 
CA SANJOSE FRANKLIN-MCKINLEY SCHOOL DISTRICT 95112 $649,691 

" CA SANJOSE EASTSIDE UNION HIGH SCHOOL 951330000 $377,468 
-= 
~ CA SANJOSE OAK GROVE SCHOOL DISTRICT 951190000 $501,047 
:; 

CA SANJUAN CAPISTRANO UNIFIED SCHOOL DIST 926750000 $250,000 ,. 
7 

5 CA SAN JUAN BAUTIST AROMAS/SAN JUAN UNIFIED SCH DIST 950451270 $258,771 -- CA SAN JUAN CAPISTR CAPISTRANO UNIFIED SCHOOL_ DIST 926750000 $243,500 '!'.'. 
.::> 
=> CA SAN JUAN CAPISTR CAPISTRANO UNiFIED SCHOOL DIST 926750000 $147,582 
•' 

CA SAN JUAN CAPISTR CAPISTRANO UNIFIED SCH DISTRICT 926750000 $90,132 
;r.. 

::> CA SAN MARCOS SAN MARCOS UNIFIED SCH DISTRICT 920690000 $191,600 
- CA SAN RAFAEL SAN RAFAEL CITY SCHOOLS 949010000 $174,874 l.. 

"" "' CA SAN YSIDRO. SAN YSIDRO SCHOOL DIS1RICT 921730000 $494,440 
CA SANTAANA SANTA ANA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 927010000 $214,209 
CA SANTAANA SANTA ANA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 927010000 $194,377 . 
CA SANTAANA SANTA ANA UNIFIED SCHOOL DIST 927016322 $248,498 

0 CA SANTAANA SANTA ANA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 927010000 $224,280 
') ,,. 

CA SANTAANA SANTA ANA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 927010000 $144,128 -I 

-I CA SANTAANA SANTA ANA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 92701.0000 $218,240 
:: ,,. CA SANTAANA SANTA ANA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT. 927010000 $210,777 
'J 

CA SANTAANA SANTA ANA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 927010000 $512,690 :: 
" 
.... CA SANTA BARBARA UNIV OF CA/REGENTS 931062050 $102,030 
~ 

CA SANTACRUZ SANTA CRUZ CITY SCHOOLS 950600000 $282,705 L. ,.,,. 
-I CA SANTA MONICA SANTA MONICA-MALIBU USO 904040000 $250,000 ,,. .. 

CA SANTA ROSA ROSELAND ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DIST 954070000 $150,034 "' :: 
CA SONOMA SONOMA VALLEY UNIFIED SCHOOL DIST 954760000 $174,464 

IJ CA SOUTH GATE LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DIST 902800000 $250,000 
- CA STOCKTON LINCOLN UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 952070000 $339,605 
7l CA SUNNVALE FREMONT UNION HIGH SCH DIST 940870000 $250,000 '--
-I 
'-,., 
:: . 



cc CA - TEMPLE CITY TEMPLE CITY UNIFIED SCHOOL DIST 917800000 $145,414 _, - ., 
$149,529 0 CA J 

. TORRANCE TORRANCE UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 905090000 
'.§II 

CA TRACY TRACY PUBLIC SCHOOLSffRACY H. S. · 953760000 $143,297 
CA TULARE TULARE CITY ELEMEN SCH DISTRICT 932740000 $261,715 
CA TURLOCK TURLOCK JOINT ELEMEN SCHOOL DIST 953800000 $135,000 
CA TURLOCK TURLOCK USO/TURLOCK HIGH SCHOOL 953800000 $35,364 
CA TUSTIN TUSTIN UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 926800000 $250,000 
CA UKIAH. UKIAH UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 954820000 $328,046 
CA UPLAND UPLAND UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 917860000 $57,870 
CA VALENCIA NEWHALL SCHOOL DISTRICT 913550000 $247,797 
CA VALLEY CENTER VALLEY CENTER UNION SCH DIST 920820000 $246,564 
CA VAN NUYS LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DIST 914060000 $720,788 

N CA VISTA VISTA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 920840000 $118,145 -<'. 
~ CA WALNUT WALNUT VALLEY UNIFIED SCHOOL DIST 917890000 $167,947 
~ 

CA WATERFORD WATERFORD SCHOOL DISTRICT 953860000 $250,000 ' z 
:::) CA WATSONVILLE PAJAROVALLEY UNIFIED SCH DIST 950775010 $295,345 -;..... 

WATSONVILLE PAJARO VALLEY UNIFIED SCHOOL DIST 950770000 $146,864 :..-: CA i....) 
::i CA WEST COVINA WEST COVINA UNIFIED SCH DISTRICT 917900000 $133,073 
'•' 

'· 
CA WESTMINSTER WESTMINSTER SCHOOL DISTRICT 926830000 $309,874 

:::: CA WHITTIER LOS NIETOS SCHOOL DISTRICT 906060000 $266,990 
~ CA WILMINGTON LOS ANGELES USO 907440000 $143,200 
Li.: 
~ CA WINTON WINTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT 953880000 $343,243 

'' 

CA WOODLAND WOODLAND JOINT UNIFIED SCHOOL DIS 956950000 $250,000 
CA WOODLAND YOLO COUNTY SCHS/OFC OF THE SUPT 957760000 $146,756 
CA YUBA CITY YUBA CITY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 959910000 $191,457 

;JJ CA YUBA CITY YUBA CITY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 959910000 $328,468 
""' .,,. co AURORA AURORA PUBLIC SCHOOLS #28J 800110000 $125,564 -
- co BOULDER UNIV OF COLORADO/REGENTS 803090019 $134,165 :::: .,,. co BOULDER UNIV OF COLORADO/REGENTS 803090019 $93,911 
"' co BOULDER UNIV OF COLORADO/REGENTS 803090019 $102,910 
"' 
--· 

co BRIGHTON ADAMS COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 27 J 806010000 $225,000 
-<'. co DENVER COLORADO DEPARTMENT OF EDUC~J"ION 802030000 $109,000 .:... 

::"·, co DENVER UNIV OF COLORADO/REGENTS 802173364 $143, 193 .,,. 
.. co DENVER COLORADO DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 802030000 $28,779 cr: 
c co FORT LUPTON WELD COUNTY DISTRICT RE #8 806210000 $420,000 .,. co GLENWOOD SPRIN ROARING FORK SCHOOL DISTRICt RE~1 816010000 $94,160 "' 
,._ co GLENWOOD SPRIN COLORADO MOUNTAIN JUNIOR COL DIST 816020000 $101,825 
cr: co GREELEY WELD COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT #6 806310000 $273,915 ', ,_ 
-
·~. 



~ co 1 LAKEWOOD JEFFERSON COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS 802150000 $622,222 .... co~ . 
LAMAR LAMAR SCHOOL DISTRICT RE 2 810520000 $101,600 0 

§I co LASALLE WELD BOARD OF COOPERATIVE ED SERV 806450000 $387,107 
CT FAIRFIELD FAIRFIELD UNIVERSllY 06430 $98,665 
CT FAIRFIELD .. FAIRFIELD UNIVERSllY 06430 $68,625 
CT GLASTONBURY GLASTONBURY PUBLIC SCHOOLS . 060330000 $6,284 
CT HARTFORD CONNECTICUT STATE DEPT. OF EDUC. 061450000 $100,000 
CT HARTFORD HARTFORD PUBLIC SCHOOLS 061030000 $579,062 
CT HARTFORD CAPITOL REGION EDUCATION COUNCIL 061060000 $34,265 
CT HARTFORD CONNECTICUT ST DEPT OF EDUCATION 061450000 $52,202 
CT NEW HAVEN NEW HAVEN CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT 065190000 $144,632 
CT NEWHAVEN · NEW HAVEN PUBLIC SCHOOLS 065190000 $343,767 

"' CT NORWA~K NORWALK PUBLIC SCHOOLS 068520000 $52,017 "".'. 

- . CT WATERBURY CITY OF WATERBURY/MALONEY MAGNET 067020000 $18,911 
~ 

CT WILLIMANT1C WINDHAM PUBLIG SCHOOLS 062260000 $200,000 ' <'.: 

- DC WASHINGTON DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA PUB SCHOOLS 200040000 $100,000 
~ DC WASHINGTON THE GEORGE WASHINGTON UNIVERSITY 200520000 - $31,318 
;:, DC WASHINGTON DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA PUB SCHOOLS 200040000 $498,791 
~ 

DE DOVER DELAWARE DEPT. OF PUBLIC INST. 199030000 $100,000 
- DE DOVER DELAWARE DEPT OF PUBLIC INSTR 199030000 $31,550 
:..... 

FL BOCA RATON FLORIDA ATLANTIC UNIVERSITY 33431 $93,600 
;z:: 

FL DELRAY BEACH SCHOOL DISTRICT OF PALM BEACH 334450000 $205,444 
FL FORT LAUDERDALE BROWARD COUNTY SCHOOL BOARD 333160000 $144,788 
FL FORT LAUDERDALE BROWARD COUNTY SCHOOL BOARD 333160000 $150,000 
FL FORT LAUDERDALE BROWARD COUNTY FLORIDA 333010000 $330,951 

"-' Fl FORT MYERS LEE COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 339010000 $29,479 :--:-... FL FORT MYERS LEE COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 339010000 $74,027 -
...; FL FT LAUDERDALE SCHOOL BOARD OF BROWARD CTY FL 333010000 $89,973 

: . ...... , ...... .,.. FL FT LAUDERDALE BROWARD COUNTY SCHOOL BOARD 333010000 $86,882 
" FL FT LAUDERDALE BROWARD COUNTY SCHOOL BOARD 333010000 $62,051 
N 

-"'. FL GAINESVILLE UNIV OF FLORIDA 32611 $153,389 
~ FL HILLSBOROUGH HILLSBOROUGH COUNTY SCHOOL D~T 336020000 $303,193 .:.. 

, . FL LAKE WORTH NORTH GRADE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 334600000 $249,599 ... .. 
FL LARGO SCHOOL BOARD/PINELLAS CTY/FLORIDA 346400000 $66,425 J'l 

::> 
FL MELBOURNE BREVARD COUNTY SCHOOL BOARD 329400000 $90,717 

~ FL MIAMI MIAMI-DADE CMTY COLLEGE (WOLFSON) 331320000 $147,366 -
_ FL MIAMI FLORIDA INTERNATIONAL UNIVERSITY 331990000 $132,612 
::: Fl - MIAMI DADE COUNTY SCHOOL BOARD 331320000 $215,170 
.... 
' J'l -
o· 



'° 
FL "' MIAMI FLORIDA INTERNATIONAL UNIVERSITY 33199 $111,437 

....; Ft - ~ MIAMI DADE COUNTY SCHOOL BOARD 331320000 $464,574 :;:) 

§;! FL MIAMI DADE SCHOOL BOARD OF DADE CTY FLORIDA 331320000 $592,303 
FL NAPLES COL~IER COUNlY PUBLIC SCHOOLS 339420000 $175,000 
FL ORLANDO. ORANGE COUNTY SCHOOL BOARD 328010000 $96,867 
FL ST. AUGUSTINE FLORIDA SCH FOR THE. DEAF & BLIND 320840000 $150;000 
FL STUART MARTIN COUNTY SCHOOL BOARD 349940000 $150,000 
FL TALLAHASSEE FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 323990000 $100,000 
Fl WEST PALM BEACH PALM BEACH COUNTY SCHQOL DISTRICT 334060000 $642,500 
GA ATLANTA FULTON COUNTY SCHOOLS 303150000 $21,746 
GA DALTON DAL TON PUBLIC SCHOOLS 307221408 $150,000 
GA LAWRENCEVILLE GWINNETT COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS 302460000 $148,074 

" GU AGANA GUAM DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 969320000 $89,305 
< : GU MANG I LAO UNIV OF GUAM/MANGILAO (GECO) 969230000 $160,933 
::; HI HONOLULU HAWAII STATE DEPARTMENT OF EDUC. 968040000 $100,000 ' ~ 

HAWAII STATE DEPT OF ED(KILOHANA) 968040000 $175,000 ::; HI HONOLULU -- HI HONOLULU HAWAII STATE DEPT OF ED(MENEHUNE) 968040000 $175,000 < 
.) 

HI HONOLULU HAWAII STATE DEPT OF EDUCATION 968040000 $149,914 ...; 

,• 

HI HONOLULU HAWAII STATE DEPT OF EDUCATION 968130000 $291,469 
- HI HONOLULU HAWAII STATE DEPT OF EDUCATION 968130000 $86,928 

- HI LIHUE HAWAII STATE DEPT OF ED KAUAI 967660000 $31,979 ·.· 
HI WAILUKU '. MAUI DISTRICT • 967930000 $50,001 
HI WAIPAHU HAWAII STATE DEPT OF EDl)CATION 967970000 $126,000 
IA DES MOINES IOWA DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 503190000 $100,000 
IA DES MOINES DES MOINES INDEP COMMUNITY S. D. 503090000 $505,676 

~ IA WEST LIBERTY WEST LIBERTY COMMUNITY SCH DIST 527760000 $360,000 
"" ID AMERICAN FALLS AMERICAN FALLS SCH DISTRICT #381 832110000 $369,629 -
- ID BOISE IDAHO STATE DEPARTMENT OF EDUC. .. 837200000 $100,000 
= 
o:T ID BOISE BOISE STATE 'UNIVERSITY 837250000 $120,844 
" ID FORT HALL SHOSHONE-BANNOCK SCHOOL DIST 512 832030000 $256,862 = 
"' ID NAMPA NAMPA SCHOOL DISTRICT #131 $300,735 ,"'. 836860000 
"". IL BENSENVILLE BENSENVILLE ELEMENT ARY S. D. #2,.,. 60106 $94,000 .:... 

,,., IL CARPENTERSVILLE COMMUNITY UNIT SCHOOL DIST #300 601100000 $246,259 .,,. 
.. 

IL CARPENTERVILLE COMMUNITY UNIT SCHOOL DIST #300 601100000 $650,000 ~ 

= IL CHICAGO CHICAGO PUBLIC SCHOOLS 606090000 $306,755 
·,· 

IL CHICAGO CHICAGO PUBLIC SCHOOLS 606090000 $150,000 :;; 

,_ IL CHICAGO CHICAGO PUB SCHS/SALAZAR ED CTR 606090000 $256,342 
~ IL CHICAGO ,_ NORTHEASTERN ILLINOIS UNIVERSITY 606254699 $120,911 
-
' 

-



~ IL !. CHICAGO CHICAGO STATE UNIVERSITY 606280000 $60,152 
-; IL .... .. 

CHICAGO ASSOCIATED COLLEGS OF THE MIDWEST 606060000 $60,100 ::> 

~ IL CHICAGO CHICAGO PUBLIC SCHOOLS 606092317 $475,730 
IL CHICAGO CHICAGO PUBLIC SCHOOLS 606090000 $32,904 
IL CHICAGO CHICAGO PUBLIC SCHOOLS· 606090000 $65,894 
IL COBDEN COBDEN UNIT DISTRICT #17 629200000 $77,000 
IL DEKALB DEKALB COMMUNITY UNITS. D. #428 601150000 $179,999 
IL ELGIN ELGIN COMMUNITY COLLEGE 601230000 $122, 164 
IL MACOMB WESTERN ILLINOIS UNIVERSITY 614551390 $101,323 
IL PALATINE PALATINE CMTY CONS SCH DIST#15 600670000 $395,000 
IL SCHAUMBURG C. C. SCHOOL DfSTRf CT #54 60194 $55,513 
IL SPRINGFIELD ILLINOIS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION 627770000 $100,000 

" IN FRANKFORT COMMUNITY SCHOOLS OF FRANKFORT 460410000 $150,000 0:: 
~ IN INDIANAPOLIS INDIANA DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 462040000 $100,000 
' IN INDIANAPOLIS INDIANA DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 462020000 $46,656 
~ 

- KS GIRARD SOUTHEAST KANSAS ED SERV CENTER 667430000 $151,466 ,__·4_· •.• ·- .. 
~ . KS LAWRENCE UNIV OF KANSAS . 660450000 $76,509 ..) 
_, 

KS·· LAWRENCE UNIV OF KANSAS 660450000 $60,152 ~ 

~-. 

KS MISSION KANSAS UNITED SCHOOL DISTRCT 512 662020000 $53,890 
:::> KS TOPEKA KANSAS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION 666120000 $100,000 
;.... 

KS WICHITA ~l~!~A 6~~~~ ~~~~~LgF EDUCATION 
672020000 .$189,804 1.. .. , 

KY ELIZABETHTOWN ·427010000 $91,570 
KY FRANKFORT KENTUCKY DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION . 406010000 $100,000 
LA BATON ROUGE LOUISIANA DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 708040000 $100,000 
LA BATON ROUGE LOU1$1ANA DEPARTMENT OF EDCU 708040000 $47,880 

;.c LA CENTERVILLE ST. MARY PARISH SCHOOL BOARD 705220000 $135,000 ...., .,,. 
LA CROWLEY ACADIA PARISH SCHOOL BOARD 705260000 $29,163 ~ 

LA $250,000 
- ' .. ... 

..... HARVEY JEFFERSON PARISH PUBLIC SCH.SYSM 700580000 ::: ,,. 
LA LAFAYETTE LAFAYETTE PARfSH SCHOOL BOARD 705020000 $43,884 

" :> LA NAPOLEONVILLE ASSUMPTION PARISH SCHOOL BOARD 703900000 $67,706 " 
~ LA NEW ORLEANS ORLEANS PARISH SCHOOL BOARD 70114 $480,418 
-1'.'. .... LA ST. MARTINVILLE ST. MARTIN PARISH SCHOOL BOARD,,, 708520000 $59,098 .,,. 

MA BOSTON BOSTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS 021080000 $309,961 .,,. .. 
~ MA BOSTON BOSTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS 021080000 $294,037 ::> 

~ MA BOSTON QUINCY SCHOOL COMMUNITY COUNCIL 021110000 $125,000 
~MA BOSTON BOSTON UNIVERSITY 022150000 $5,854 
- MA BOSTON UNIV OF MASSACHUSETTS/BOSTON 021253393 $79,592 
~MA BOSTON· UNIV OF MASSACHUSETTS/BOSTON 02125 $71,344 
~ 

' ::r. ::>. 



:::> MA r CAMBRIDGE PRESIDENT & FELLOWS/HARVARD COL 021380000 $72,351 
' .. 

"' Mfl. CAMBRIDGE CAMBRIDGE SCHOOL SYSTEM 021410000 $532,491 :::> 

~ MA LOWELL LOWELL PUBLIC SCHOOLS 018520000 $150,000 
MA MALDEN MASSACHUSETTS DEPARTMENT OF EDUC. 021480000 $100,000 
MA MILLIS MILLIS PUBLIC SCHOOLS 020540000 $28,583 
MA NEEDHAM NEEDHAM PUBLIC SCHOOLS 02192 $51,387 
MA NEW BEDFORD NEW BEDFORD PUBLIC SCHOOL 027400000 $139,954 
MA NEWTON NEWTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS 021600000 $47,512 
MA SALEM SALEM PUBLIC SCHOOLS 019700000 $292,157 
MA SALEM SALEM PUBLIC SCHOOLS 019700000 $80,967 
MA SPRINGFIELD SPRINGFIELD PUBLIC SCHOOLS 01'1020000 $349,634 
MA SPRINGFIELD SPRINGFIELD PUBLIC SCHOOLS 011020000 $635,000 

,, MA SPRINGFIELD SPRINGFIELD PUBLIC SCHOOLS 011020000 $91,570 
~ 

MA WORCESTER WORCESTER PUBLIC SCHOOLS 016090000 $295,390 .. 
MD BALTIMORE MARYLAND STATE DEPARTMENT OF EDUC 212010000 $100,000 ' , 

- MD ELLICOTT CITY HOWARD COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS 210426198 $145,305 
- MD ELLICOIT CITY HOWARD COUNTY PUBLIC SCH SYSTEM 210420000 $10,200 1'. 
-2 

MD HUNTINGTOWN CAL VERT COUNTY BOARD OF EDUCATION 206390000 $20,278 ~ 

MD ROCKVILLE MONTGOMERY COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS 208500000 $69,820 
- ME AUGUSTA MAINE DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 043330000 $100,000 
- ME PORTLAND PORTLAND PUBLIC SCHS (PATHWAYS) 041030000 $170,000 
i:. 

ME PORTLAND. PORTLAND PUBLIC SCHOOLS 041030000 $149,966 
ME PORTLAND PORTLAND PUBLIC SCHOOLS 041030000 $149,755 
ME PORTLAND PORTLAND PUBLIC SCHOOLS 041030000 $142,012 
ME PORTLAND PORTLAND PUBLIC SCHOOLS 041030000 $305,310 

~ ME ST AGATHA MSAD33 047720000 $237,710 
T ME TURNER MAINE SCHOOL ADMIN DISTRICT #52 042820000 $149,594 ~ 

...; 
::. Ml DEARBORN DEARBORN PUBLIC SCHOOLS 48124 $99,989 
,,. Ml DEARBORN DEARBORN'PUBLIC SCHOOLS 481240000 $315,001 
'I 

Ml DETROIT DETROIT CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT 482020000 $135,534 ::. 
'J 

~ Ml LANSING MICHIGAN DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 489090000 $100,000 
«: Ml UNIVERSITY CENTE SAGINAW VALLEY STATE UNIVERSI~ 487100000 $105,599 
"" MN MINNEAPOLIS MINNEAPOLIS PUBLIC SCHOOLS 55413 $325,957 "" .. 

MN MINNEAPOLIS MINNEAPOLIS PUBLIC SCHOOLS 55413 $513,367 ::r-
::::> 

~ MN MINNEAPOLIS MINNEAPOLIS PUBLIC SCHOOLS 55413 $86,315 
;,..; 

MN NORTHOME RAINY RIVER INDEP SCH DIST #363 56661 $65,112 -
i- MN RED LAKE RED LAKE INDEP SCH DISTRICT #38 56671 $129,739 
' MN ST. PAUL MINNESOTA DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 551010000 $100,000 
i-
.....; 

' :;-, 
:::.. . 



-l 
MN 

'f 
ST.PAUL MOUNDS VIEW PUBLIC SCHOOLS 55113 $81,885 

" Mb ,, 
CAPE GIRARDEAU SOUTHEAST MO STATE UNIVERSITY 637010000 $121,272 ::> 

~ MO FLORISSANT HAZELWOOD SCHOOL DISTRICT . 63031 $145,000 
MO JEFFERSON CITY MISSOURI DEPT OF ELEM & SEC. EDUC 651020000 $100,000 
MO ST LOUIS C.ITY ST LOUIS PUBLIC SCHOOL DISTRICT 63101 $702,705 
MS JACKSON MISSISSIPPI STATE DEPT. OF EDUC. 392050000 $100,000 
MT ARLEE JOINT SCHOOL DISTRICT 8 598210000 $188,444 
MT BOX ELDER ROCKY BOY ELEM SCH DIST 87 J-L 595210000 $250,000 
MT BOX ELDER BOX ELDER HIGH SCHOOL QIST 13-G 595210000 $167,475 
MT BOX ELDER ., BOX ELDER PUB SCHOOLS/$. D. #13G 595210000 $229,180 
MT BOZEMAN MONTANA STATE UNIVERSITY/BOZEMAN 597170000 $19,507 
MT BROCKTON BROCKTON PUBLIC SCHOOLS 592130000 $105,586 

•J MT BROWNING BROWNING PUBLIC SCHOOLS DIST #9 594170000 $245,244 
!'.: 
~ MT HEARTBUTIE HEART BUTTE SCHOOL DISTRICT #1 594480000 $172,899 -' 
) MT HELENA SUPERINTENDENT OF PUBLIC INST. 596200000 $100,000 ' 7 

~ 
MT LODGE GRASS LODGE GRASS SCHOOLS #2, & #27 590500000 $366,811 

- MT MISSOULA MISSOULA COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS #1 598010000 $165,077 !'.: 
) 

MT MISSOULA MISSOULA COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS 598010000 $125,510 
•' MT POPLAR POPLAR PUBLIC SCHOOLS 592550000 $598,090 
- MT ST. IGNATIUS ST. IGNATIUS SCHOOLS 598650000 $294,580 
... NC CHARLOTIE CHARLOTTE-MECKLENBURG BOARD OF ED 282020000 $83,864 
-. NC CHARLOTTE:, CHARLOTTE-MECKLENBURG BOARD OF ED 282300000 $75,760 

NC DURHAM DURHAM PUBLIC SCHOOLS 277020000 $149,768 
NC RALEIGH N.C. DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC INST. 276010000 $100,000 
NC RALEIGH WAKE COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOL SYSTEM 276110841 $147,284 

0 NC RALEIGH NC STATE DEPT OF PUB INSTRUCTION 276010000 $13,158 
? .. NC SANFORD LEE COUNTY SCHOOLS 273300000 $150,000 ... 
... NC WINSTON-SALEM WINSTON-SALEM/FORSYTH CTY SCHOOLS . 271.030000 $57,616 
:> .. ND BELCOURT BELCOURT SCHOOL DISTRICT #7 583160000 $350,000 
" ND BISMARCK NORTH DAKOTA DEPT. OF PUBLIC INST 585050000 $100,000 :: 

" 
-". ND FARGO FARGO PUBLIC SCHOOL DISTRICT 581020000 $160,800 
~ NO FORT YATES FORT YATES SCHOOL DISTRICT #4 "" $264,654 58538 
? ND HALLIDAY TWIN BUTTES SCHOOL DISTRICT #37 586360000 $239,542" ,. 
:'> NE FILLEY FILLEY CONSOLIDATED SCHOOLS 68357 $26,067 
::> 

~ NE LINCOLN NEBRASKA DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 685090000 $100,000 
:.) 

NE OMAHA UNIV OF NEBRASKA/BOARD OF REGENTS 681820000 $63,073 
_ NH CONCORD NEW HAMPSHIRE STATE DEPT. OF EDUC 033010000 $100,000 
~ NH CONCORD NEW HAMPSHIRE DEPARTMENT OF ED 033010000 $36,628 -... 
' I) 
:>. 



"' NH .. DERRY DERRY COOPERATIVE SCH DISTRICT 030380000 $32.442 
"' NH 

.. 
MANCHESTER MANCHESTER SCHOOL DISTRICT/SAU 37 031040000 $91,433 :::: 

§ii 
NJ ENGLEWOOD ENGLEWOOD PUBLIC SCHOOLS 076310000 $250,000 
NJ SOUTH ORANGE SETON HALL UNIVERSllY 070790000 $154,006 
NJ TRENTON 1.J. STATE DEPARTMENT OF EDUC. 086250000 $100,000 
NM ALBUQUERQUE ALBUQUERQUE PUBLIC SCHOOLS 871250000 $250,000 
NM ALBUQUERQUE ALBUQUERQUE PUBLIC SCHOOLS •871250000 $138,642 
NM ALBUQUERQUE UNIVERSITY OF NEW MEXICO 871310000 $37,904 
NM ALBUQUERQUE UNIV OF NEW MEXICO 871311241 $112,589 
NM BAYARD COBRE CONSOLIDATED SCHOOLS 880230000 $150,000 
NM BERNALILLO BERNALILLO PUBLIC SCHOOLS 870040000 $548,971 
NM CUBA TORREON DAY SCHOOL 870130000 $133,031 

'J NM CUBA NA'NEELZHllN JI OL TA' (TORREON) 870130000 $326,110 .-: 
~ NM GALLINA 
~ 

JEMEZ MOUNTAIN SCHOOL DIST #53. 870170000 $322,837 
' NM GALLUP GALLUP MCKINLEY CY SCH DISTRICT 856210000 $230,000 
".: 
::i NM HATCH HATCH VALLEY MUNICIPAL SCHOOLS 879370000 $598,041 -
~ NM LOVINGTON LOVINGTON MUNICIPAL SCHOOLS 882600000 $220,182 
~ 

~ NM LOVINGTON LOVINGTON MUNICIPAL SCHOOLS 882600000 $268,086 .. , 

..t.. 
NM LOVINGTON LOVINGTON MUNICIPAL SCHOOLS 882600000 $129,390 

::i NM MAGDALENA ALAMO NAVAJO SCHOOL BOA~D. INC. 878250000 $124,247 
;...., 

NM MAGDALENA MAGDALENA MUNICIPAL SCHOOLS 878250000 $169,083 l.. 
....: 

NM MESCALERO, MESCALERO APACHE SCHOOL 883400230 $311,300 
NM MORA MORA INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 877320000 $251,000 
NM PENAS CO PENASCO INDEPENDENT SCHO OIST 4 875530000 $250,000 
NM PENAS CO PENASCO INDEPENDENT SCH DIST #4 875530000 $145,792 

lC NM ROOSEVELT EASTERN NEW MEXICO UNIVERSllY 881300000 $117,276 ,., .,,. 
NM SANTA FE NEW MEXICO DEPARTMENT OF EDUC 875010000 $163, 153 ...... 

...... NM SPRINGER NEW MEXICO BOY'S SCHOOL 877470000 $167,602 :::: .,,. 
NM WAGON MOUND WAGON MOUND PUBLIC SCHOOLS 877520000 $99,342 

"' 
"' 

NM ZUNI ZUNI PUBLIC SCHOOL DISTRICT 873270000 $185,744 
.-: NV CARSON CITY NEVADA DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 897100000 $100,000 
< 

NV CARSON CITY NEVADA DEPARTMENT OF EDUCAT19,N 897100000 $20,375 
n NV LAS VEGAS CLARK COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 891210000 $131,101 .,,. 
.. 

NY ALBANY $545,51~( ,., NEW YORK STATE EDUCATION DEPT. 122340000 :::: 

::i NY ALBANY SUNY/RES FON/ ALBANY 122220000 $133,001 
-'.] 

::::: NY AMHERST SUNY RES FON/BUFFALO 142280000 $129,994 

- NY ASTORIA NYC PUB SCH/LONG ISLAND CITY H S 111060000 $149,000 
:1> 

NY BAY SHORE BAY SHORE UNION FREE SCH DISTRICT $14,741 ..... 117060000 -..... 
..... 
:=.. 



<"') 

"" 0 

)'JY,.. BRONX NYC BO OF EDUCATION/CMTY S. D.10 104580000 $236.420 §I 

NY " BRONX NYC BOARD OF ED/CMTY SCH DIST #10 . 104580000 $266,489 
NY BRONX NYC BO OF EDUCATION/CMTY S. D. 10 104580000 $259,606 
NY BRONX NYC BO OF EDUCATION/CMTY S. D. 10 104580000 $258,744 
NY BRONX NYC PUBLIC SCHS/COLUMBUS HIGH SCH 104690000 $149,767 

NY BRONX NYC PUBLIC SCHOOLS 104680000 $150,000 

NY BRONX NEW YORK CITY PUBLIC SCHOOLS 104520000 $150,000 

NY BRONX ·- NYC BO OF EDUCATION/CMTY S. D. 12 104600000 $290,572 
NY BRONX NYC BO OF EDUCATION/Ct1J1TY S. D. 10 999999999 $246,507 
NY BRONX NYC BO OF EDUCATION/ROOSEVELT HS 104580000 $242,545 
NY BRONX NYC BO OF EDUCATION/CMTY S. D. #9 104520000 $350,000 

'N 

< NY BRONX NEW YORK PUBLIC SCHOOLS 104580000 $748,068 
~ 
0 NY BROOKLYN NEW YORK CITY PUBLIC SCHOOLS 112200000 $147,321 
...... 

NYC PUBLIC SCHOOLS 112070000 $180,405 z NY BROOKLYN 0 - NY BROOKLYN THE BROOKLYN INTERNATIONAL 112010000 $165,745 E-
< 

NY BROOKLYN JAMES MADISON HIGH SCHOOL 112290000 $193,484 g 
0 NY BROOKLYN NEWYORKCffYPUBLICSCHOOLS ··· ·· -· .... ·112360000 -$310,003. t.:,; 

~ NY BROOKLYN NYC BO OF ED (PROJECT ESPERANZA) 112010000 $175,000 
0 

f- NY BROOKLYN NYC PUBLIC SCHS (GLOBAL VILLAGE) 112360000 $175,000 
Q.. 

NY BROOKLYN · NEW YORK CITY PUB SCHS (SCHOLARS) 112140000 $145,549 ~ 
~ 

NY BROOKLYN BROOKLYN COMMUNITY SCHOOL DIST 22 999990000 $350,000 
NY BROOKLYN NYC PUBLIC SCHOOLS/CMTY S. D: #18 112360000· $350,000 
NY BROOKLYN NYC BOARD OF EDUCATION 112010000 $136,690 

oc NY BROOKLYN NYC PUBLIC SCHOOLS/CMTY S.D. #18 112360000 $150,000 
~ NY BROOKLYN . NYC BOARD OF EDUCATION/CMTY SD 19 112070000 $142,044 .... .... 

NY BROOKLYN NYC BOARD OF EDUCATION/H. S. DIV 112260000 $149,977 ..... 
0 NY BROOKLYN PUPPETRY IN PRACTICE, INC. 112180000 $149,828 .... 
N NY BROOKLYN NYC PUB SCHOOLS/CMTY S. D. #19 - ~ ·1-12070000 $183,002 
0 

NEW YORK CITY BOARD OF EDUCATION N NY BROOKLYN 112010000 $343,442 
~ NY BROOKLYN NYC BOARD OF ED/CMTY SCH DIST #22 112350000 $239,564 1 
:0 NY BROOKLYN NYC BO OF EDUCATION/CMTY S .0. 15 112310000 $250,000 
.... 

NY BROOKLYN NYC BO OF EDUCATION/CMTY S. D",32 112210000 $213,675 .. 
:n 
0 NY BROOKLYN NYC BO OF EDUCATION/CMTY S. 0. 20 112190000 $232,900 
:::l NY BROOKLYN NEW YORK CITY PUBLIC SCHOOLS 112010000 $387,053 :..J ,... 

NY BROOKLYN NYC BOARD OF EDUCATION/CMTY SD 32 112210000 $341,405 
i- NY BROOKLYN COMMUNITY SCHOOL DISTRICT 22 112350000 $649,999 ::n 
...... 

$91,570 I'- NY BROOKLYN NYC PUBLIC SCHOOLS/CMTY S. 0. #18 112360000 ...... 
...... NY BUFFALO BUFFALO CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT 142020000 $766,708 ::n 
0. 



NY ., FLUSHING FLUSHING COMMUNITY SCH DIST #25 113650000 $346,277 
"' N<f • " FLUSHING FLUSHING CMTY SCHOOL DISTRICT #25 113540000 $148,809 ::> 
§11 NY FOREST HILLS CMTY SCH DISTRICT 28 113750000 $250,000 

NY JACKSON HEIGHTS NYC PUBLIC SCHOOLS/CMTY S. 0 300 113700000 $131,924 
NY JACKSON HEIGHTS NYC BO OF EDUCATION/CMTY S. D. 30 113700000 $199,996 
NY UTILE NECK NYC BOARD OF EOUCATIQN/DIST#75 113620000 $300,031 
NY LONG BEACH LONG BEACH Cl1Y SCHOOL DISTRICT 115610000 $255,165 
NY NEW PALTZ SUNY/RES FON/NEW PALTZ 125610000 $100,394 
NY NEW ROCHELLE NEW ROCHELLE CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT 108010000 $160,000 
NY NEW YORK NEW YORK CITY BOARD OF EDUCATION 100250000 $310,000 
NY NEW YORK NEW YORK Cl1Y BOARD OF EDUCATION 100250000 $250,000 
NY NEW YORK SCHOOL QISTRICT 6 P .S. 48 010330000 $310,000 

" NY NEW YORK COMMUNITY SCHOOL DISTRICT TWO 100010000 $248,324 
1'. 
' NY NEW YORK COMMUNITY SCHOOL DISTRICT 6 100330000 $310,000 
_, NY NEWYORK. NEW YORK CITY PUBLIC SCHOOLS 100110000 $277,600 ' ~ 

NY NEW YORK COMMUNITY SCH DIST #4 (BARRIERS) 100350000 $168,856 _, 
-- NY NEW YORK NYC BOARD OF ED (AMERICA ~.0.QO) 100250000 $174,829 
.) 

NY NEW YORK NYC BO OF"E"CjUCATION (PROJ BLEND) 100020000 $153,151 :i 

:... NY NEW YORK NYC PUBLIC SCHOOLS/SEWARD PARK HS 100020000 $345,991 

- NY NEW YORK NYC COMMUNITY SCH DISTRICT #6 100330000 $300,000 
- NY NEW YORK COMMUNITY SCHOOL DISTRICT SIX 100330000 $300,000 
- NY NEW YORK NYC COMMUNITY SCHOOL DISTRICT #2 100010000 $215,005 

NY NEWYORK .. BANK STREET COLLEGE OF EDUCATION· 110250000 $147,486 
NY NEW YORK NYC BO OF EDUCATIONffHOMAS H. S. 100160000 $148,899 
NY NEW YORK NEW YORK CITY CSD 4 100350000 $125,396 

c NY NEW YORK NYC BO OF ED/MURRY BERGTRAUM HS 100380000 $143,642 .., 
NY NEW YORK .. NEW YORK CITY BOARD OF EDUCATION 100030000 $350,000 

~ 

- NY NEW YORK NEW YORK UNIVERSITY 100030000 .. $20,060 
:; 

NY NEW YORK CUNY/RESEARCH FOUNDATION 100030000 $102,487 .. 
') NY. NEW YORK TEACHERS COL COLUMBIA UNIVERSITY 100270000 $120,411 
'.I NY NEW YORK NYC BOARD OF EDUCATION/CMTY SD #3 $645,323 .. 100250000 
~ NY NEW YORK NEW YORK CITY BOARD OF EDUCATIQN 100320000 $143,236 
o NY NEW YORK COMMUNITY SCHOOL DISTRICT 4 100350000 $61,220 
"' ··NY NEW YORK NEW YORK CITY CMTY SCHOOL DIST #4 100350000 $89,494 ,., 
~NY NEW YORK CITY COMMUNITY SCHOOL DISTRICT #6 100330000 $349,516 ::. 
g NY NYC NYC BOARD OF EDUCATION 100100000 $149,998 

NY OZONE PARK NYC.SD OF EDUCATION/CMTY SD #270 114160000 $329,528 
;; NY ROSEDALE COMMUNITY SCHOOL DISTRICT #29 114220000 $326,731 ' --< 

' :J") 

::: . 



II') 
NY . ... ... . SCHENECTADY SCHENECTADY CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT 123030000 $117,956 

N NY TARRYTOWN UNION FREE S. D. OF THE TARRYTOWN 105910000 $122,398 0 

§1 OH COLUMBUS OHIO DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 432150000 $100,000 
OK BILLINGS BILLINGS SCHOOL 746300039 $206,500 
OK BUNCH CAVE SPRINGS INDEPENDENT SCHOOL 749310000 $250,000 
OK CHECOTAH CHECOTAH INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DIST 744260000 $169,038 
OK GORE . GORE PUBLIC SCHOOL 744350000 $150,000 
OK HENNESSEY HENNESSEY PUBLIC SCHOOLS 1-016 737424321 $150,000 
OK HENRYETTA WILSON INDEPENDENT SCH DISTRICT 744370000 $170,000 
OK HOMINY KAW CITY/OCJC (S. D. #57-K001) 740350000 $104,000 
OK HOMINY OSAGE HILLS - OCIC S. D. K001 740350000 $102,000 
OK HOMINY OSAGE COUNTY INTERLOCAL COOP 740350000 $275,545 

N OK JAY JAY INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 1 743460000 $158,571 
< ;,,.; OK KINGFISHER KINGFISHER PUBLIC SCHOOLS 737500000 $184,625 
0 OK KIOWA KIOWA INDEPENDENT SCHOOL 745530000 $228,529 '-z. 

OK LOCUST GROVE $197, 179 0 LOCUST GROVE INDEP SCH DISTRICT 743520000 ....... 
..... OK MADILL MADILL PUBLIC SCHOOL DISTRICT ·734460000 $107,486 -.:: 
u 

OK MARBLE CITY 
, .•.. -·- ·' . - . -

749450000 $150,050 ;::::> MARBLE CITY PUBLIC SCHOOL D-35 c 

"'" OK MILL CREEK MILL CREEK PUBLIC SCH, DIST 1-2 748560000 $222,886 
'-1... 

OK MILL CREEK WHITE OAK PUBLIC SCHOOLS 743010000 $187,904 ~ 

~ OK MINCO MINCO PUBLIC SCHOOLS 730590428 $21,590 
~ 

OK MOFFElT MOFFETT SCHOOL DISTRICT 749460000 $142,803 ~ •· . . ,, 
OK OKLAHOMA CITY OKLAHOMA STATE DEPARTMENT OF EDUC 731050000 $209,007 
OK OKLAHOMA CITY OKLAHOMA CITY PUB SCH/S. D. 1-089 731067098 $340,000 
OK OKLAHOMA CITY OKLAHOMA CITY PUB SCH DIST 1-089 731060000· $81,393 

'° OK OKLAHOMA CITY OKLAHOMA STATE DEPARTMENT OF EDUC 731050000 . $28,332 
:":> .,. OK PITTSBURG PITTSBURGH INDEPENDENT SCHOOL 745600000 $200,000 ..... 
..... OK SAVANNA SAVANNA INDEPENDENT SCHOOL 745650000 $250,000 
0 .,. OK SHAWNEE NORTH ROCK ·cREEK SCHOOL 748010000 $130,432 
N OK SPERRY SPERRY PUBLIC SCHOOLS 740730610 $265,000 0 
N 

..-: OK STILWELL GREASY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL - C032 749600000 $134,000 
-.:: OK STILWELL ROCKY MOUNT PUBLIC SCHOOL 749600000 $171,086 :.... ,,. 
r- OK STIWELL EARTH PEOPLE ED CENTER, INC. 749600000 $275,890 .,. 
;,; OK VIAN VIAN INDEP SCHOOL DISTRICT #2 749620000 $175,000 
=> OK WELLING TENKILLER PUBLIC SCHOOL, C066 744710000 $351,753 ::i 

g OK WELLING OK CROSS CULTURAL EDUCATION CTR, INC 744710000 $150,000 
.... OR BEAVERTON BEAVERTON SCHOOL DISTRICT #48J 970050000 $103,697 
~OR EUGENE .... EUGENE SCHOOL DISTRICT 4J 974020000 $123,643 
-t 

' :Tl 



OR . EUGENE OREGON STATE SYSTEM OF HIGH EDUC 974030000 $32,912 
:0 DR ... N EUGENE EUGENE SCHOOL DISTRICT .4J 974020000 $51, 134 ::> 
§!! OR FOREST GROVE FOREST GROVE SCHOOL DISTRICT 971160000 $160,087 

OR HERMISTON HERMISTON SCHOOL DISTRICT 8R 978380000 $140,955 
OR INDEPENDENCE CENTRAL SCHOOL DISTRICT 13J 973510000 $134,774 
OR KLAMATH FALLS KLAMATH FALLS CITY SCH DISTRICT 976030000 $141,194 
OR MILTON-FREEWATE GROVE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DIST 7 978620000 $224,006 
OR PHOENIX PHOENIX ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 975350000 $85,000 
OR PORTLAND SCHOOL DISTRICT NO 1 972080000 $142,480 
OR PORTLAND SCHOOL DISTRICT NO 1 972080000 $150,000 
OR PORTLAND PORTLAND PUBLIC SCHOOL DIST #1 972080000 $61,487 
OR SALEM OREGON ,DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 973100000 $100,000 

'I OR SALEM SALEM KEIZER SCH DISTRICT 24J 973090000 $264,780 - OR SALEM SALEM-KEIZER SCHOOL DISTRICT #24J 973090024 $150,000 
...; OR TROUTDALE REYNOLDS SCHOOL DISTRICT 970600000 $122,319 '-. ,,._ 

PA HARRISBURG PA DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 171260333 $94,500 -- PA PHILADELPHIA SCHOOL DISTRICT OF PHILADELPHIA . 191030000 $305,459 '1'. 

PA . PHILADELPHIA 
~ 

UNIV OF PENN'SYLVANIA/PHILADELPHIA 191040000 $21,438 
.:.. PA PHILADELPHIA SCHOOL DISTRICT OF PHILADELPHIA 191030000 $503,697 
-. PA PHILADELPHIA PHILADELPHIA SCHOOL DISTRICT 191030000 $79,215 
- PR SANJUAN COMMONWEAL TH OF PUERTO RICO 009190000 $100,000 
- RI PROVIDENCE RHODE ISLAND DEPT. OF EDUCATION 029080000 $100,000 

SC COLUMBIA SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF ED 292010000 $100,000 
SC LEXINGTON LEXINGTON CTY SCH DISTRICT ONE 290720000 $15,019 
SD BATESLAND SHANNON COUNTY SCHOOL DIST #65-1 577160109 $125,000 

JO SD BONESTEEL BONESTEEL-FAIRFAX SCHOOL DISTRICT 53717 $78,354 ...., 
SD· HOWES TAKINI SCHOOL BOARD 57448 $61,352 .,,. 

-
- SD KYLE UTILE WOUND SCHOOL BOARD 57752 $260,000 
::: SD MISSION TODD CTY SCH DISTRICT #66-1 57555 $163,000 .,,. 

~· SD MISSION TODD COUNTY MIDDLE SCHOOL 57555 $221, 193 
"' SD MISSION NORTH ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 575550000 $253,634 
-". 
-<'. SD OGLALA, LONEMAN SCHOOL CORPORATION ,,,, 57764 $126,579 
~ SD OKREEK OKREEK SCHOOL TODD COUNTY DIST 57563 $92,000 
~ SD PIERRE SOUTH DAKOTA DEPT OF EDUC & CULT 575010000 $100,000 
::: SD PIERRE PIERRE INDIAN LEARNING CENTER 57501 $250,000 
~SD PIERRE SD DEPT OF ED & CULTURAL AFFAIRS 57501 $35,286 

SD PINE RIDGE WOLF CREEK SCHOOL 577700000 $281,168 
; SD PORCUPINE ROCKYFORD SCHOOL 577720000 $274,230 ' r--
'-.. 

- . 



r- S,P ·~ .·• ROSEBUD ROSEBUD ELEMITODD CTY S. D. #66-1 57570 $222,183 
"' :::> TN NASHVILLE TENNESSEE DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 372430000 $100,000 §I 

TN OAKRIDGE OAK RIDGE SCHOOLS 378310000 $30,789 
rr KOLONIA, POHNPEI DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 969410000 $150,000 
TI KOROR, PW REPUBLIC OF PALAU/MINISTRY OF ED 969400000 $328,440 
TT MAJURO, MARSHAL REPUBLIC OF THE MARSHALL ISLANDS 969600000 $150,000 
TX 'AUSTIN TEXAS EDUCATION AGENCY 787010000 $244,704 
TX AUSTIN AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DIST 787030000 $250,000 
TX AUSTIN AUSTIN INDEP SCHOOL DISTRICT 787030000 $150,000 
TX BEDFORD HURST-EULESS-BEDFORD ISO 760220000 $118,155 
TX BELTON BEL TON l.S.D. 765130000 $195,000 
TX BENAVIDES BENAVIDES INDEPENDENT SCH DIST 783410000 $147,657 

'I 

TX DALLAS DALLAS INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DIST 752040000 $255,935 ..: 
..) 
....l TX DALLAS DALLAS INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DIST 752040000 $73,259 ::> 
' TX DELRIO SAN FELIPE DEL RIO CONS I. S. D. 788420000 $135,226 <'.:. 
::> 

TX EDCOUCH $285,972 - MONTE AL TO INDEP SCHOOL DISTRICT 785380000 
~ TX EDINBURG EDUCATION SERV CENTER, REGION ONE· · 785390000 $348,220 ;..) 
::i 

·.• TX· EL PASO YSLETA INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DIST 799250000 $643,884 
TX GALVESTON GALVESTON INDEP SCHOOL DISTRICT 775530000 $221,044 - TX HOUSTON HOUSTON INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DIST 770270000 $141,848 ;.... 

:i... TX HOUSTON HOUSTON INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DIST 770270000 $268,876 
TX HOUSTON CYPRESS-FAIRBANKS I S D 772690000 '$250,000 
TX HOUSTON UNIVERSITY OF ST. THOMAS 770060000 $56,500 
TX HOUSTON HOUSTON INDEP SCHOOL DISTRICT 77027 $159,758 
TX HOUSTON UNIV OF ST. THOMAS 770060000 $120,706 

"" TX HOUSTON. HOUSTON INDEPENDENT SCH DISTRICT 770270000 $148,755 ,,, ... - TX HOUSTON ALDINE INDEPENDENT SCH DISTRICT 770320000 $264,843 
..... TX HOUSTON UNIV OF ST THOMAS 770060000 $81,087 = ... 

UNIV' OF ST THOMAS N TX HOUSTON 77006 $117,502 
:::> TX HOUSTON HOUSTON INDEPENDENT SCH DISTRICT 770270000 $646,032 N 

...-. TX HOUSTON SPRING BRANCH INDEPENDENT SCH D . 770240000 $85,762 ~ .... TX HOUSTON HOUSTON INDEP SCHOOL DISTRICT "" 770270000 $57,754 
:() 

TX HUNTSVILLE ... SAM HOUSTON STATE UNIVERSITY 773412119 $134,511 .. 
:n TX JACKSONVILLE JACKSONVILLE INDEPENDENT SCH DIST 757660000 $225,948 :::> 

:i TX 
J..l LA PRYOR LA PRYOR INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DIST 788720000 $487,748 
===TX LYFORD LYFORDCISD 785690000 $92,889 
- TX :::> LYFORD LYFORD CONS INDEP SCHOOL DISTRICT 785690000 $157,116 
::: TX MIDLAND MIDLAND INDEP SCH DISTRICT 797010000 $22,175 
~ 

' To -



0 TX - . PEARSALL PEARSALL INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DIST 780610000 $150,000 
" TX - ·-::> PHARR PHARR-SAN JUAN ALAMO 785770000 $270,000 
;ti 

TX RICHARDSON RICHARDSON INDEP SCHOOL DISTRICT 750810000 $175,000 
TX RICHARDSON RICHARDSON INDEPENDENT SCH DIST 705014198 $346,344 
TX RICHARDSON REGION 10 EDUCATION SEVICE CENTER 750800000 $37,967 
TX RICHARDSON RICHARDSON INDEP SCHOOL DISTRICT 870810000 $31,919 
TX RIO GRANDE CITY RIO GRANDE CITY C.l.S.D. 785820000 $250,000 
TX SANANTONIO INTERCUL TURAL DEV RES ASSOCIATION 782281190 $138,614 
TX SANANTONIO SAN ANTONIO INDEPENDENT SCH DIST 782100000 $400,000 
TX SANANTONIO EDGEWOOD INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DIST 782370000 $396,465 
TX SAN BENITO SAN BENITO C.l.S.D. ra5a6oooo . $142,680 
TX SAN BENITO SAN BENITO CONS INDEP SCHOOL DIST 785860000 $483,040 

J· TX SAN MARCOS SAN MARCOS CISD 786671087 $150,000 c 
) 

TX SAN MARCOS SOUTHWEST TEXAS STATE UNIVERSITY 786660000 $114,656 ;J 

' UT BLANDING SAN JUAN SCHOOL DISTRICT 845110000 $503,917 
' UT FARMINGTON DAVIS COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 840250000 $150,000 .. .. 
~ UT SALT LAKE CITY UTAH STAJ.~ __ OFFICE OF EDUCATION 841110000 $100,000 ) 
J VA ANNANDALE ,, FAIRFAX COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS 220030000 $143,543 

VA FAIRFAX GEORGE MASON UNIVERSITY 220300000 $151,027 
) VI ST. CROIX VIRGIN ISLANDS DEPT. OF EDUCATION 008200000 $100,000 

Cl 
VT MONTPELIER VERMONT DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 056020000 $100,000 
WA CHELAN LAKE CHELAN SCHOOL DISTRICT #129 988160000 $166,182 
WA CHELAN LAKE CHELAN SCHOOL DISTRICT 129 988160000 $99,697 
WA MANSON MANSON SCHOOL DISTRICT #19 988310000 $170,751 
WA OLYMPIA SUPERINTENDENT OF PUBLIC INST. 985040000 $100,000 

0 WA OLYMPIA WASHINGTON ST SUPT OF PUB INSTR 985040000 $35,459 ') ,. 
WA OLYMPIC WASHINGTON STATE PULBIC INSTR 985040000 $16,836 ... 

... WA SEATTLE UNIV OF WASHINGTON/SEATTLE 981950000 $65,090 ::> ,. 
WA SEATTLE SEA TILE PUBLIC SCHOOLS 981090000 $88,954 

" ' WA VANCOUVER VANCOUVER SCHOOL DISTRICT 37 986680000 $255,988 " 
~ WA VANCOUVER VANCOUVER SCHOOL DISTRICT #37 986680000 $175,000 
r:: 

" WA VANCOUVER VANCOUVER SCHOOL DISTRICT#37 ,, 986688937 $325,323 
~WA VANCOUVER VANCOUVER SCHOOL DISTRICT#37 986688937 $400,351 
~WA WALLA WALLA WALLA WALLA PUBLIC SCHOOLS, #140 993620000 $129,276 ::> 

:) WA WALLA WALLA WALLA WALLA PUBLIC SCHOOLS, #140 993620000 $148,334 
~WA WALLA WALLA WALLA WALLA PUBLIC SCHOOLS #140 993620000 $309,624 
~WA YAKIMA YAKllMA VALLEY 0. I. C. 989020000 $128,963 
;w1 MADISON WISCONSIN DEPT OF PUBLIC INST. 537070000 $100.000 ... 
.... 
;J) 
:::>. 



~ 

~ ~;. MADISON MADISON METROPOLITAN SCHOOL DIST 53703 $41,055 • 
' ¥ WI MADISON WISCONSIN DEPARTMENT OF PUB INSTR 53707 $36,852 

WI MILWAUKEE MILWAUKEE PUBLIC SCHOOLS 53208 $161,935 
WI MILWAUKEE MILWAUKEE PUBLIC SCHOOLS 53208 $91,570 
WI RACINE RACINE UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 534040000 $150,000 
WV CHARLESTON WtST VIRGINA DEPT OF EDUCATION 253050000 $99,520 
WV CHARLESTON WEST VIRGINIA DEPT OF EDUCATION 253050000 $23,633 
WY CHEYENNE WYOMING DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 820020000 $100,000 
WY CHEYENNE WYOMING DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 820020000 $36,881 

... 

WY ETHETE WYOMING INDIAN SCHOOLS 825200000 $249,426 
WY ETHETE WYOMING INDIAN SCHOOL 825200000 $175,000 
zz KOROR REPUBLIC OF PALAU 969400000 $100,000 
zz MAJURO REPUBLIC OF THE MARSHALL ISLANDS 96960 $100,000 zz PALIKIR FEDERATED STATES AT MICRONESIA 96941 $100,000 
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Ca.of Blade 
P: )].4-476-1208. 

Nicholas long 
P: .501-320-4605 

Slephanle Smith 
P: 671-735-1400 

~Redding 
P: 217-732-6462 

Danna 01500 
P: J 17-B7...a68J 

Mary McOure 
P: 504-926-3820 

Jme P. Boykin 
P: 601-355--4911 

Richard Na.lion 
P: 402-471-3700 

Special Educilllion Action Committee, Inc. 
P.O. Bax lfiiU74 

Mobile, AL 36616-2274 

Jones Cenlel for Farnifi~s 
911 EastEmma 
P.O. Dr.rwoet H 

Springdale, AR 72765-2035 

Sanduaty, Inc. 
P.O. Bax21030 

G.M.F .. GUim '6921 

Ac..ademic Development lnstilule 
121 Ncwth. Kicbpoo Street 

Lincoln. U. 62656 

The Indiana Pannl Information Network, Inc. 
-4755 Kingsway Drive 

Suile 1105 
Indianapolis, lN "16205 

YWC.A d Crea.let Baron ~e, Incorporated 
250 South Fosler Drive 

. East Balon Rouge, LA 70815 

Missinippi Fonun on quldren and Famiiies 
717 North President Slreet 

Jadcion, MS J92D2 

BfUe Valley Comm~ity Action, Inc. 
P.O. Box'27J 

Fairbury, NE 68352 
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Kathryn &ic:kson Palhfinder Service of NOl1h Dakota c~I 
P: 101..as2-9426 1600 Second Avenue,. SW PAT ?~o\ Minot, NO 58701 

Lisa.Guy Albina Head Start [&y-1 
P: SOl-282-1975 1417 N.E. 7lh PAT & HIPPY 3 ( Ul'I"' "°"' µe.. 

Portland, OR 97211 

Oe;uvia Forisl Rhode Island Parenl lnfonnation NdWorlc, Inc. pc,_frc~k . 
P: 401-727--4144 Independent Square P/\T & HIPPY 

K'~~1 500 Prospect Street 
Pawtud:eu. RI 02860 

Jam S. Niblodc Alliance fot Soulh Carolina's Childten · :J~~ 
P: 803-343-5510 P.O. Box 11644 P/\T (...\ \~\I{ "' Columbi SC29211 
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GOALS 2000 PARENT CENTERS - FISCAL YEAR 1995 

Cal ii o rn ia _Emie Salgado Native American Parental Assisbnce Program 
909-654-276 I Ahmium Education, Inc. 

3-,q, /o4 fax: 909-654-)089 P.O. 8oxJ66 
San jancinto, CA 92363 

I I 

Colorado .Judy Kaufman Colorado Parent Information and Resource Center 
J0.3-820-5634 Clayton Foundalion 

L{tf 1, 00° 
Fax: 303-820-5656 J601 M<lrtin luthet King Street 

Denver, CO 80205 

District ol Columbia Audrey Epperson Greater W;ishington Urban league 

2iA 1(l 
202-265-8200 3501 14th Street, NW 

faJC: 202-26~9876 Wa5hington, DC 20010 

Aorida Mary lindsey Florida Center (or Parenlal Involvement 

4_&f~1f1~ 
613·2J8-SB73 Center lor Excellence 

Fax: 813·237-3729 7406 Dillon Avenue 
Tampa, Fl 33604 

Ceorgia Jo Granbeny Parental Training Resource A.ssi:>tance Cencer 
912-688--0999 Albany/Dougherty 2000 hr1oenhip 

U'?/it' Fax: 912-888-2664 P.O. Box 1n6 
Albany, GA 31702-1726 

Hawaii Helena.on lauber Hawaii Stale Family Cenler Association 

?/ f/,C( I (/j1 
606-641-6177 Parenti & Children Together 

fa><: 608-841-1465 1475 linapuni Street, Room 1 17-A. 
Honolulu, HI 96819 

PAT - Parents as Teachers 
HIPPY· HDme lmtruction Program for Preschool Youn&sleH 

PAT 'Je--r·I""\ 

l,,t,,w1) 

PAT & HIPPY \)1~C.... 

~e ~ c... -H-t::. 

PAT c-1c~ 
H.,t~) ~·Jft: 

HIPPY J c'.1--'L) 

\)&,,)/ \:, 

HIPPY ~L~J 
1'1~~ 

HIPPY fv~i 
' 

(Jb.R.r (. ro ,.,, b 1 e.. 
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GOALS 2000 Parent Centers - Fiscal Year 1995 

Iowa _ Ronn Mirr Iowa Parenl Resource Center 
319-354·5606 The Hrgher Plain, Inc. 

3Zt61 ICf / fax: J 19-JYi-5345 1025 Penbidge Drive 
lo\Ya. City, IA 522-46 

Kentuclcy Judy L. P1anck licking Valley Community Adion Program 

'-Jo'f, 5tfb 606-8'4S-0081 203 High Street 
Fax: 606-845-0416 Flemingsburg. KY 41041 

Maine Olristine Snook. Family Resource Project 
2 07-S82-2504 Maine Patenl Federation 

I 26, (£{) 
Fa>e: 207-562-3638 P.O. Box2067 

Aug\1$&3. ME 04338-1067 

Maryland Carol Wa.lsh Parenting Resource and Suppott Partnenhip 
JOJ-414-5666 Child Care Connection 

470,Lfol Fax: 301-294-4962 331 W. Edmonston Drive 
Rockville, MD 20852 

Manachusetts Luz Santana Manachusetts Par-enl Training & Empowerment 
617-628-4070 Project 

J~lf, 371 Faic 617-628-66)2 21 a Holland Street 
Cambrld~ MA 02144 

Michigan Deanna. OePree Families Uniled for Success 

t>'/O 
616-396-7566 ·Life Services System of Otlowa County, Inc. 

VJ1, Fax: 616-396-6893 272 E~ Bth Slreet, Suite 6 
Holland, Ml 49'423 

PAT • Parents as Teachers 
HIPPY - Home Instruction Program for Preschool You~u 

PAT 

(_eo...'--h 

PAT j" l "'-"'. . 

°BJ"'""'V\.J 

PAT --:) oh."' 

13,,Jd .. ~c:.. 1 

PAT L..:i"-~1'"""'"02-

fhoy\.iJ\~ 

HIPPY )c~e("' 

K~~ 

PAT Pe-/-tN 
t-i~<..k. t;fv0 
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GOALS 2000 Parent Centers - Fiscal Year 1995 

t1ffm~1~~n:"",,~{~~~ ~~~ ~~!iffil;~~:Br.~trf~~~4~~,=<1fr?il~P~·;·~~~]f!~, ~~~1mr;~~ 
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MintatliO~ Shaimin Davis Jamison' Families and Schools Togethet" (fASl) forward H1PPY 

~21(, ooo 
""512-827·2966 PACER Center, Inc. 

Fax: 612-327-3065 4826 Chicago Avenue, South 
Minnq>olis, MN 55417-1096 

Missouri Wilma Schaffer Missouri Partners.hip fo~ Parenting Assistance PAT 

l/63 I l/7 2-
)1'8-421-1970 literacy lnvest~nt,for Tomorrow 

Fax: J 14-539-5170 300 South Broadway 
SL Louis, MO 63102 

New H.impshlre Deborah Bennis Building Family Strengths PAT 

~,~ 
603-224-7005 Parent lnlormatiom Center 

Fax: 603-224-4365 ··· P.0; BolC 2405 
Concord, NH 0.3302-2405 

~ 

NewJeney Diane Fuscaldo Prevent Child Abuse • New Jersey PAT 

35B, ?d/ 201-64J...Jno JS Halsey Street, Suite)()() 
fax: 201-643-9222 Newark. NJ 07102-3031 

New York Patti cia EdwMds CONNECTIONS HIPPY 

'V11,1,-i 
716-246-5681 Geneseo Migranc Center, loc. 

Fax 116:2-15-5650 P.O. Box 545 
Geneseo, NY 14454 

Nev;sda Leisa Whiltum Center for Healthy families HIPPY 

'l,/Z.r 703 
702-7Jt-8l7l Sunrise Children's Hospital Foundation 

Fax: 70z:n1-&1n · 3196 S; Maryland Par\way 1307 ' 

Las Vegas, NV 69109 

North Carolina Connie Hawkins Parents in Partnmhip Project PAT 

3bl,7'6 ~ 
70~92-1321 Exceptional Children's Assistance Center 

Fax: 70~92-5028 P.O. Bo)( \6 
Davidson, NC 20036 

PAT - Parents as Teachers 
HIPPY· Home Instruction Program for Preschool Youngsters 
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GOALS 2000 Parent Centers - Fiscal Year 1995 

Ohio filinbeih Yaryan ,J Ohio Parent Information Cenler 

3B~1 lil 
513-272-0273 lighthouse Youlh Services, Inc. . 

Fax: SlJ-272·0264 4837 Ward Street 
Cinciooati, OH -45227 

Oklahoma Pal lowther Parenb As Paw.ers in Education 

377,il/1 
405-840-1359 601 NE 63rd Street 

Fax: 405·840-5086 Okl'11homa Gty, OK 7J 105 

Pennsylvania. Barbara Mooney Southwestern l"ennsyfvania Parental As.ti.stance 
412-852-2893 Cenler Project 

l/53;bl'5 
Fax: 412-627-7713 Conununily Action Southwest 

22 West High S~eet 
Waynesbtrg, PA ISJ70 

South Daliota Maiy Baumeisler Black Hills Pareot Resource Net.work 
605-l47....tl467 Blad Hills Special Services Foundalion 

4;6,Zb1 Fax: 60S-J47-Sl2J P.O. Box 218 
Sturgis, 50 57785 

Tennessee 8eve1ly RobiniOn Parerils First 

111, Z,1;I 615·155-4982 NashvilleREAD, Inc. 
Fax: 615-255-478J 421 Great Orde Road, Suite 104 

Nashville, TN 37228 

Texas Mary Ellen Nudd Family Focus Project 
s 12-454-)706 Mcotal Health AS$0Cialion ofTelQS 

L(tf t/191./ I Fax: 512-454-3725 8401 Shoal Oeek Boulcv.ird 
Auslin, IX 78757 

PAT- Parents as Teachers 
HIPPY· Home lnstnJdion Program for PreKhool Youngsters 

PAT 
5~e.. (.~k 

~,,k, p .... ,~ 

PAT fr~~L<v:J 

PAT fr-~K 
{hr,._ 5 l (,.../' "-

PAT 'Jo~ 
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PAT LI o '\ d. 
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Vermont 
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Washington 

L/61,crq I 
Wisconsin 

4b~le;ee; 
PAT· Parents as Teachers 

GOALS 2000 Parent Centers - Fiscal Year 1995 

_Sue Harding 
602·388-3171 

faJC 602-388-1590 

Marlfyn littlejohn 
206-85()...2566 

Fax: 206-852-J 119 

Susan R. Werley 
414-729-1787 

Faic 4 l-4-7Sl-S038 
.... -· 

;I 
. . 

Vermont family Resource Partnership 
P.O. Box 646 · 

Middlebury, VT 05753 

O.ildren's H<:ime Sot~tv or Washington 
P.O. Box J997 

Auburn, WA 96071 

Parenls Plus 
United Health Group-WI 

P.O. Box 452 
Menasha, Wl ·-54952·0452 

HIPPY - Home lnstruclion Program for Preschool Youngsters 

6/6197 

a;papawd.tab (blue) 
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PAT .· 

PAT 

PAT 
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Technology Innovation Challenge Grant Program 
FY 1998 Funding by State ~ 

Project City State FY 98 S Yr Total 
~·-~ll'';aQl"¥3Sll*:Hc A llltllllt'UUAIWl6WIJPM=n'...,.....,..,..PR!ft!VF .. 

California 

Berkeley Ua.itied Sciiool District Berkley CA J.270.4S2 6,473,SSS 
Swcc:twalc:r Uciioa High. Sc:bool District Cliule Vista CA 727,448 4,040,))6 
F~no County Supt of Schools frcsoo CA !5!59,392 2,862,683 

Lcmoo Qrove School Di.libiCl Lemon Grove CA 664,837 3.367.103 

Los Anaeles Uni tied School Distric:r LosAnaeles CA 629.979 2.606.717 

San Marco Counry omce of Ed Redwood City CA l.3'7,361 6,330,021 

Sao Diego Unified School District San Diego CA 797,927 4,131.730 
Smger Unified School District Saager CA !521,646 2,492,046 

Total s 6,539.06] s ll.lll,046 

Delaware 

Capital Scbool Distric1 Dover DE 1,090,391 3.S2l.802 

Total s 1,090.391 s 5,523,801 

Florida 

Volusia County Scbool Board Deland FL ).192.323 6.S27.64S 

Total s 1,192.323 s u2u_.~ 

GCOJl:fa 
Cobb Couaty School Dislric:t Mariella GA 1,188,966 6,03,991 

Total s . 1,188,966 s 6,433,'91 

Hawaii 

Hawaii Suiic Oep1utmcn1 of E<1ucaaon Honolulu HJ &20,4)1 4,691,520 
Toi al s 110,431 s 4,691.510 

Idaho 

Blackfoot School Disaict #SS Blackfoot ID 179,283 .S,2S9,6S8 
.... Tal1I s 879.183 s 5,259,658 

IWoois 

Chi.ago Public Scboob Cbii;ago n. 1,091,118 .S,624,193 

Pclc.ia Public: School Dislric:1 # J 08 Pck.la n. 660,698 3,499.161 

Kirby School Dilitricl # 140 Tinley Park n, 801,229 l,992,104 

Waukcg&o CU Sc:hool Disirict 60 Waukc:gao n.. 416,007 3,371,742 

Tot•I s 2,969,052 s J 6,487 ,9<16 

lodian1 

Andcnoa Commwilty School Corp Andersen TN 7S l ,93S 3.0S2.'4B 

Gary Community School Corp Gary IN 974,549 4,429,077 

lndiBIJapolis Public Scbooh 1.ndJ ID a polis IN 824,302 4,113,S91 

Total s l,SS0,786 s 11,595,Jll 

Kan.su 
Kansas City Public Schools KMsa.s City KS 817,357 4,009,732 

Total s 817J57 s 4,009,732 

L-Ow~11oa 

Naictuwcbe.s I'arub 5cbool Board Naichi1ochcs LA 913,024 4.371.092 
Total s 913,024 s 4,J71,D'2 

U.S. Oc:pa11mc:ot of~ducarion, OERJ I ofJ 

<f!:J UJ I 
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Technology Innovation Challenge Grant Program 
FY 1998 Funding by State 

Project City State FY 98 S Yr Total 
llU 1 m ··= '1:!f09VPl•mem··m"'""'Wl!~•-ia.-.--..-.. ,,.,. ... .._.. • .,..""'° 

l\t.uach1uctu 

Bnsll'.'n Public Schnol9 Aounn MA 1,019,7lQ 6.0.SS,S2.S 

Hudson Public School5 H111UOD MA 1,282,040 7,422,6111 
LawrtDC:C Public: Sc:hoob Lawn:uct .MA 880,6-43 4,739,284 

Tola! s J,JlJ2,4lJ s U.2J7,497 

Maryland 

Baltimore Clly f'Ubllc Schools BaJumorc MD I ;S9 I ,I lil 7,'J77,&47 
Tolal s l ,591,183 s 7,977~47 

Maloe 
Old Orchard Beach School District Old Orchard BcaCh ME 673,717 3,532,679 

Total s 673,717 $ l,532,6711 

Mtchlcan 

Melvindale-Northern Allen Park Public Schoob Melvindale MI 1.140,101 6,495.677 

Newaygo CoU.11!)' J.o.tcrmed.iate School While Cloud Ml 1.020,S46 4,975,488 

Total s 2.160,641 s 11,471,165 

Mlaoauri 
Lidcpeaclcac:e, Miuouri S-.h.ool Di1tric:t lndcpcndcnc:c MO 330,911 1,933,763 

Ka11Su Cit)·, MUsowi School Di1trict KansuCiiy MO SSl,&27 3,201,695 

s 884,538 s 5,135,459 

North Carolin• 
Guilford County Schools UrcCQSboro NC 1174.736 4,901,464 

s 874,736 $ 4,90],.4'4 

Nortb D•kola 
Gnnd Forks Public School District #I Grand Forks ND 804,498 4,501,936 

... Total s 104,498 s 4,501,936 

Ncbra1ka 
Educational Service Unit #S Dea trice NE 1,191,462 S,170,224 

Wcrbide Community Schoolr Omalu NE 1,308,259 S.995.614 

Seward Public: Schools Seward NE 883,188 4,392,109 
Total i :J,3112,910 s 16.2Si.017 

New H•mpablre 

Manchester School Discrii;t Manchester NH 410,936 2,839,183 
Toe.ii $ 480,936 s l,139,llJ 

New Mnico 

Pueblo ofLij!uni Dept of Ed L11gun~ NM 1,136,488 5,6.SJ,911 

Total s J ,136,488 s 5,651,911 

New York 

Community School District# I New York NY 1,097,629 6,131,170 

New York City Board of Education New Yort NY 1,204,100 7.094.741 . 

Cumin~ City Schuol Dl~1rh.a ra101c:d rost NY 101,0jj &46,631 

Tot•I 5 2,403,Jll s ]4,072,542 

01.io 

Summit City Office of Ed Cuya.boea Falls OH 1,562.054 6,196,S9S 
Total s J,S62.0S4 $ 6.79U!ls 

U.S. Dcpar1mcot of Education, OERl 2 of3 TJCG 
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Technology Innovation Challenge Grant Program 
FY 1998 Funding by State 

Project City State FY 98 S Yr Total - - -- ··==· ·== 
,, ____ ,., -Oklahoma 

Fairview Public Scboo!J Fairview OK 972,927 .5,448,001 

Tot.I s 978,917 s 5,441,001 

reoDJylvaoJa 
01c:c11c County Vo,.o.tioo11l·Tc,.bnic:lll S~ool Ce.nnh~bac:IJ rA 428,808 2.53S.S37 

Sc:bool Di.strict of Philadelphia Pbiladclpb.Aa PA 1,926.~16 9,S06,934 

Towanda Area School District Towa.oda PA 457.381 2,894,llS 
Total s 2,812,712 s U,93&,69& 

Soulb Carolina 
Richlai:id County School District I Columbi1 SC 141,919 4,372,412 

Greenville County School Di.strict Greco ville: SC 879.283 4,831.565 

Sumter Scbuol Disaict Two Swoter SC 643,178 3,176,913 

Total s l.J64,J79 s ll,JI0,.961 

Soulb Dakal• 
Todd County School Districl66°l Miuion SD 69.5,914 3,555,921 

Black Hills Special Scrvlc:c:s Coop Snugis SD 633,926 3,16),)72 

Total s J,329,!HO s ,,119,293 

Tcnncuce 
Metropolitan NHhviJlc Public Schools Nubvill.: TH 877,492 .S,156,492 

Total s 877,0J s 5,156,4!12 

Tnu 

Soco1To ISO El Puo TX 704,979 l,404,305 

Sa.a Antonio 1Ddcpc11dcat School Dinric:t Sao l\nlo.aio TX 770.391 3,138,546 

Total s 1,475.]70 s 7,242.,851 

Ullb 

Soulhcast Ed'7cation Service Ccnlcr Price UT 668,824 J,342,939 
Total s "'.S24 ' 3,.J0,!139 

Virclaia 
Norlollc Piiblic Schools Norfolk VA 1,037,891 5.971.732 
Frllllldia Coualy Public: Scboob Rocky Mo1111c VA 33.5,791 l.471JSS 

Toi al s J,373,682 $ 7,450,087 

Vcrmonl 

Moatpel i~r Scbool System Mnntp..lier VT 4.SJ,869 2,51&,15& 

Total s 453,869 s 2.576,]56 

W111bin1toa 
Mansoo School Di&trii:t Mao~on WA 639,699 2,607,846 

Olympia School District Olympi1 WA 699.230 3,7S4, 17l 

Scanlc Public Schools Su.n.Ic WA 1,264,497 7.305.807 

Tata.I s l,60J,42S s ll,667,825 

Wut Virginia 
Moaogalia County Board ofEducalioa Morgaotown WV 7111,658 4,170,704 

Toul $ 781,6511 s 4,170,71M 

U.S. Dc:panmc:at of Educatioa, OERJ ) of J TICG 
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MISSOURI KNOX rfJ 1152,336 $93,960 -38.3% 
MISSOURI LACLEDE 1659,926 $639,120 -3.2% 
MISSOURI LAFAYETTE 1729,392 $726,600 -0.4% 
MISSOURI LAWRENCE $798,858 $714,480 -10.6% 
MISSOURI LEWIS \11J S25B,650 $215,400 -16.7% 
MISSOURI LINCOLN S584,438 $747,840 32.5% 
MISSOURI LINN m1,sn $310,080 -14.3% 
MISSOURI LIVINGSTON $377,652 $328,800 -12.9% 
MISSOURI MCDONALD (j./' $553,510 S402,~80 -27.3°" 
MISSOURI MACON {/j $322,823 $346,920 7.5% 
MISSOURI MADISON $419,012 $254,280 -39.3% 
MISSOURI MARIES tf.~/ $186,228 $183,240 -1.6% 
MISSOURI MARION $859,;JSS $669,960 -22.0% 
MISSOURI MERCER $73,702 $78,840 7.0% 
MISSOURI MILLER ~ '$555,727 $509,880 .. 8.2% 
MISSOURI MISSISSIPPI CY Jt,~ $907,490 - $373,560 .. 58.8% 
MISSOURI MONITEAU $199,824 $304,320 52.3% 
MISSOURI MONROE Q-vt1 $305,945 $222,240 ·27.4% 
MISSOURI MONTGOMERY $280,102 $262,560 .e.3% 
MISSOURI MORGAN $424,185 $309,840 -27,0D.4 
MISSOURI NEW MADRID $1,155,055 5554,400 -52.0% 
MISSOURI NEWTON $971,783 51,027,440 5.7% 
MISSOURI NODA.WAY $511.387 $436,080 -14.7% 
MISSOURI OREGON S3BS,016 $207,000 -46.2% 
MISSOURI OSAGE $138,839 $298,800 115.2% 
MISSOURI OZARK S211,3S4 $186,600 -11.7% 
MISSOURI PEMISCOT $1,712,999 $591,720 ..05.5% 
MISSOURI PERRY $266,648 $•415,680 55.9% 
MISSOURI PETIIS $848,182 1801,480 -5.5°,ii 
MISSOURI PHELPS S1,028,059 $734,880 -28.5% 
MISSOURI PIKE ssso,soo - $386,640 -31.1% 
MISSOURI PLATTE $497,614 S1,314,960 164.3% 
MISSOURI POLK 1529,862 1473.160 -10.7% 
MISSOURI PULASKI $991,736 $992,640 -0.1% 
MISSOURl PUTNAM $140,410 . $f04,400 -25.6% 
MISSOURI RALLS $118,727 $205,680 73.2% 
MISSOURI RANDOLPH 1842,712 $543,240 -15.5% 
MISSOURI RAY 5384,726 $557.760 45.0% 
MISSOURI REYNOLDS $396,103 $160,440 -59.5% 
MISSOURI RIPLEY $736,782 $296,780 ~B.7% 
MISSOURI STCHARLES $1,654,387 $5,405,279 226.7% 
MISSOURI STCLAIR $258,650 $175,680 -32.1% 
MISSOURI STEO GENEVIEVE $305,575 $399,960 30.9% 
MISSOURI ST FRANCOIS $1,411,493 $1,112,640 -21.2% 
MISSOURI STLOUIS $9,240,264 $21,008, 755 127.4% 
MISSOURI SALINE $557,205 ·ss32,seo -4.40A. 
MISSOURl SCHUYLER $137,454 $88,560 -35.6% 
MISSOURI SCOTLAND $2.20,222 $104,760 -52.-4% 
MISSOURI SCOTT i1,290,~8 5980,280 -24.0% 
MISSOURI SHANNON $311, 118 5176,880 -43.1% 
MISSOURI SHELBY $226,873 $158,880 -30.0% 
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MISSOURI 
MISSOURI 
MISSOURI 
MISSOURI 
MISSOURI 
MISSOURI 
MISSOURI 
MISSOURI 
MISSOURI 
MISSOURI 
MISSOURI 
MISSOURI 
MISSOURI 
MISSOURI 

STODDARD 
STONE 
SULLIVAN 
TAN EV 
TEXAS 
VERNON 
WARREN 
WASHINGTON 
WAYNE 
WEBSTER 
WORTH 
WRIGHT 
ST LOUIS CITY 
MISSOURI PART D SUBPART 

$814,567 5655,680 
'413,62~ $369,&40 
$158,885 1125,640 
1517,299 5472,320 
SBBS,321 $520,440 
5554,2-49 $+11, 720 
$40~,933 $466,320 

,, I 104,803 $544,200 
1571,885 $244,440 
$832,852 $500,840 
$88,680 $51,000 

$825,913 $420,960 
S1S,672,n4 $8,242,198 

$603,8&7 so 
$113,'469,812 $113,489,812 

-26.7% 
-10.6% 
-20.9% 

-8.7% 
--41.2% 

·-20.3% 
0.3% 

..S0.7% 
-57.3% 
-27.9% 
~2.5% 
-49.0'4 
-58.1% 

-100.0% 
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MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 

. MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 

MARQUETIE 
MASON 
MECOSTA 
MENOMINEE 
MIDLAND 
MISSAUKEE 
MONROE 
MONTCALM 
MONTMORENCY 
MUSKEGON 
NEWAYGO 
OAl<l.ANO 
OCEANA 
OGEMAW 
ONTONAGON 
OSCEOLA. 
OSCODA 
OTSEGO 
OTIAWA 
PRESQUE ISLE 
ROSCOMMON 
SAGINAW 
STCLAIR 
ST JOSEPH 
SANILAC 
SCHOOLCRAFT 
SHIAWASSEE 
TUSCOLA 
VAN BUR=N 
WASHTENAW 
WAYNE 
WEXFORD . 
MICHIGAN PART D SUBPART 

S1 ,'468,927 $2,291,774 56.0% 
ss12.~a 5845, 1 ee -7.4% 

$1,353,890 $1 ,010,426 -25.4'H. 
1595,031 $8S9,608 44.5% 

$1,774,435 $2,57fi,565 45.10" 
$555,248 5467,428 .. 17.8% 

S2,673,1SB $4,807,288 79.8% 
$1,7156,264 $1,903,835 7.8% 

1$ ~=~~ 341 $271.L.094 -28.3% 
8 :ru: $5.~.912_ ~~~, 

$1,595,302 51,388,585 -13.0% 
S14,323,604 132,571,432 127.4% 

51,092,534 SS36,102 -23.5% 
$1, 161,071 $629,007 --45.8% 
$2~,809 1289,893 10.2% 
1987,311 . 1763,181 .. 22.7% 
$296,400 ,231,974 -21.7% 

-.1341 !~~ _§S{Q,j.59---.. _87. 7% 
{$1,932,618 __ SS,702,714 246":8% ... , 
"'"-s333,92B ~---98~1"% 

S763, 762 SS32,40B -30.3% 
$10,532,621 57,403,441 -29.7% 

13,744,253 SS,038,917 34.6% 
11,556,849 $2, 120, 195 36.2% 
$1,459,596 $1,428,734 -2. 1% 

.$294,501 $278,987 ·5.3% 
s1 ,551,521 $2,539,533 63. 7% 
s1,eo;,e2e s2,035,seo 12.&% 
53,230,551 $2,572,820 -20.4% 
$3,759,351 $7,195,316 91.4% 

$118,338,613 $88,594,681 -42.0".4 
$1,033,222 $943,339 -8.7% 
$2,;88,058 $0 -100.0% 

$301,328,042 $301,~28,042 
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MISSOURI 
MISSOURI 
MISSOURI 
MISSOURI 
MiSSOURI 
MISSOURI 
MISSOURI 
MISSOURI 
MISSOURI 
MISSOURI 
MISSOURI 
MISSOURI 
MISSOURI 
MISSOURI 
MISSOURI 
MISS.OU RI 
MISSOURI 
MISSOURI 
MISSOURI 

·MISSOURI 
MlSSOURI 
MISSOURI 
MISSOURI 
MISSOURI 
MISSOURI 
MISSOURI 
MISSOURI 
MISSOURI 
MISSOURI 
MISSOURI 
MISSOURI 
MISSOURl 
MISSOURI 
MISSOURI 
MISSOURI 
MISSOURI 
MISSOURI 
MISSOURI 
MISSOURI 
MISSOURI 
MISSOURI 
MISSOURI 
MISSOURI 
MISSOURI 
MISSOURI 
MISSOURI 
MISSOURI 
MISSOURI 
MISSOURI 
MISSOURI 
MISSOURI 

ADAIR 
ANO REW 
ATCHISON 
AUDRAIN 
BARRY 
BARTON 
BATES 
BENTON 
BOLLINGER 
BOONE 
BUCHANAN 
BUTLER 
CALDWELL 
CALLAWAY 
CAMDEN 
CAPE GIRARDEAU 
CARROLL 
CARTER 
CASS 
CEDAR 
CHARITON 
CHRISTIAN 
CLARK 
CLAY 
CLINTON 
COLE 
COOPER 
CRAWFORD 
DADE 
DALLAS 
DAVIESS 
DE KALB 
DENT 
DOUGLAS 
DUNKLIN 
FRANKLIN 
GASCONADE 
GENTRY 
GREENE 
GRUNOY 
HARRISON 
HENRY 
HICKORY 
HOLT 
HOWARD 
HOWELL 
IRON 
JACKSON 
JASPER 
JEFFERSON 
JOHNSON 

I 
l 
l 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

$508,850 
.311,593 
$191,793 
5671,750 
$787,nJ 
1212,268 
$456,972 
'407,188 
$310,379 

$1,540,202 
52,295,240 
,1,734,430 
. 5262,950 
$540,'433 
5529,760 
$873,906 
$271,213 
$251,899 
$~4.623 
$458,594 
$232,046 
$487,882 
$295,800 

$1,230,086 
1324,192 
,$633,857 
$243,941 
$510.648 
$169,970 
$501,041 
$318,508 
$204,703 
$853,275 
is10.so1 

$1,843,802 
$1,084,110 

$168,683 
$198,496 

$3;164,746 
$272,691 
S273,~1e 
$651,058 
$237,958 
$185,489 
$211,354 

51 ,4'22,S73 
$~2,895 

$1-4,343,020 
$2,087,014 
S2,033,Sl23 

$589,092 

$429,600 
S355,B20 
$153,720 
$557,040 
$619,800 
$266,400 
$353,840 
$272,520 
$244,560 

s~.os2,s1e 
$1,857,240 

$891,600 
$1&3,800 
$744,480 
$529,320 

li1 ,261,200 
$255,'80 
$135,720 

s1,s1i,ooo 
$251,760 
$209,880 
$827,880 
i186,600 

$3,370,559 
$411,120 

51 ,387,440 
$320,280 
$463,680 
$163,800 
5299,520 
1188,760 
$187,920 
$331,200 
$283,080 
S782,280 

$2,003,040 
$304,440 
$1~9,280 

$4,122,959 
$221,520 
1173,520 
$437,280 
$129,240 
$137,640 
$212,880 
1736,080 
5263,160 

$13,517,757 
$2,035,799 
$4.392,239 

$857,280 

-15.6% 
14.2% 

-19.9% 
-17.1% 
-21.3'4 
25.5% 

-22.8% 
-33.1% 
.. z1.2% 
35.9% 

-19.1% 
-48.6% 
-26.3% 
37.8% 
-0.1% 
44.3% 
..S.8% 

-46.1% 
70.5"9 

-44.9% 
-9.6% 

89.7% 
·36.9% 
174,0% 
28.8% 

118.9% 
31.3% 
..S.2% 
-3.6% 

-40.2% 
-40.7% 

-8.2% 
-49.3% 
..S0.4% 
-57.8% 
84.8% 
60.5% 

-24.8% 
30.3% 

-18.8% 
... 36.5% 
""32.8% 
-45.7% 
-25.8% 

0.7% 
-48.3% 
-23.3% 

-5.8% 
-2.5% 

115.9% 
45,5% 
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MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MfCHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 
MICHIGAN 

ALCONA 
ALGER 
ALLEGAN 
ALPl!:NA 
ANTRIM 
ARENAC 
BARAGA 
BARRY 
BAY 
BENZIE 
BERRIEN 
BRANCH 
CALHOUN 
CASS 
CHARLEVOIX 
CHEBOYGAN 
CHIPPEWA 
CLARE 
CLINTON 
CRAWFORD 
DELTA 
DICKJNSON 
EATON 
EMMET 
GENESEE 
GLADWIN 
GOGEBIC 
GRAND TRAVERSE 
GRATIOT 
HILLSDALE 
HOUGHTON 
HURON 
ING HAM 
IONIA 
IOSCO 
IRON 
!SABELLA 
JACKSON 
ICA.LAMAZOO 
KALKASKA 
KENT 
KEWEENAW 
LAKE 
LAPEER 
LEELANAU 
LENAWEE 
LIVINGSTON 
LUCE 
MACKINAC 
MACOMB 
MANISTEE 

09/l~/97 16:05 P.001/00~ 

$398,820 $279, 1 SS 
. 284 261 $290, 139 
s1,90l --· -:c;3201,19r 

978,818 11,039,937 
1588,248 $587,313 
1798,157 $513,020 
$324,725 5270,065 
$975, 1~0 S1, 766,401 

$3,417,974 13,674,182 
$340,911 $381,887 

16,689,385 SS,425,998 
$1,3931993 S1 ,435,597 
$5,439,942 $4,492,268 
$1 ,425,790 $1,691,936 

$455,598 $71 S,654 
1821,424 . $713,938 

$1,111,755 S1,026,039 
$1,590,244 $808,993 

$726,470 $2,113,875 
S410,959 $394,831 

$1,397,150 11,314,-483 
5505,332 $883,801 

$1 ,276,208 $3,284,987 
$393.431 $823,062 

$20,138,606 $14,988,277 
s,1,2s2.s1s s11e,n2 

,$546,267 $5i5,593 
$1,177,828 S2,1S4,340 
$1,347,335 51,351,887 
$1, 139,440 $1 ,530,823 
$1,101,729 $999,788 
$1,218,985 $1,190,412 
SB.~0.'487 SS, 161,474 
$1 ,349,921 S2;Q09,527 

$891,348 - $934,245 
MM,845 $381,076 

$1,796,977 $1,540,432 
13,868,784 $4,740,885 
S4,B88,133 S6,S47,607 

$449,481 $501 ,009 
510,774,019 $16,788,098 

$50,SSO $43, 753 
$579,650 $270,579 

$1,446,724 S2,8SS,S81 
$347,2'49 $525,545 

,,,920,084 $3,282,983 
$1;,041,748 $4,190,118 

$288,308 1204,522 
$445,107 $349,505 

$8, 132, 15Q $21,059,373 
5897,294 $649,253 

-30.0% 
2.1% 

---~ 
6.2% 
0.2% 

·-35.7% 
-18.8% 
81.1% 

7.5% 
6.1 1.4 

-18.9% 
3.0% 

-17.4% 
18.7% 
57.1% 

-13.1% 
-7.7 8/o 

-49.1% 
191.0% 

-4.0% 
-.S.9% 
74.9% 

155.8% 
109.2°1o 
-25.7% 
-42.S% 

-5.6% 
82.9% 

0.3°.4 
34.3% 
-9.3% 
-2.3°,.(, 
-3.8% 
48.9% 

4.8% 
-21.7% 
-14.3% 
29.2% 
33.9% 
11.5% 
55.8% 

-13.5% 
-53.3% 
97.4% 
51.3% 
71.0% 

302.2% 
-29.1% 
-21.5% 
16G.0% 
-27.6% 
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CALIFORNIA ALAMEDA 
CALIFORNIA AL.PINE 
CALIFORNIA AMADOR 
CALIFORNIA BUITE 
CALIFORNIA CALAVERAS 
CALIFORNIA COL.USA 
CALll=ORNIA CONTRA COSTA 
CALIFORNIA OEL NORTE 
CALIFORNIA EL DORADO 
CALIFORNIA FRESNO 
CALIFORNIA GLENN 
CALIFORNIA HUMBOLDT 
CALIFORNIA IMPERIAL 
CALIFORNIA INYO 
CALIFORNIA KERN 
CALIFORNIA l<INGS 
CAl-IFORNIA LAKE 
CALIFORNIA LASSEN 
CALIFORNIA LOS ANGELES 
CALIFORNIA MADERA 
CALIFORNIA MARIN 
CALIFORNIA MARIPOSA 
CALIFORNIA MENDOCINO 
CALIFORNIA MERCED 
CALIFORNIA MODOC 
CALIFORNIA MONO 
CALIFORNIA MONTEREY 
CALIFORNIA NAPA 
CAL.IFORNIA NEVADA 
CALIFORNIA ORANGE 
CALIFORNIA PLACER 
CALIFORNIA PLUMAS 
CALIFORNIA RIVERSIDE 
CALIFORNIA. SACRAMENTO 
CALIFORNIA SAN BENITO 
CAl..IFORNIA SAN BERNARDINO 
CALIFORNIA SAN DIEGO 
CALIFORNIA SAN FRANCISCO 
CALIFORNIA SAN JOAQUIN 
CALIFORNIA SAN LUIS Of:llSPO 
CALIFORNIA SAN MATEO 
CALIFORNIA SANTA BARBARA 
CALIFORNIA SANTA CLARA 
CALIFORNIA SANTA CRUZ 
CALIFORNIA SHASTA 
CALIFORNIA SIERRA 
CALIFORNIA SISKIYOU 
CALIFORNIA SOLANO 
CALIFORNIA SONOMA 
CALIFORNIA STANISLAUS 
CALIFORNIA SUTI'ER 

$23.~50,517 $27 ,863,072 
.51, 702 $27,262 

$324,965 $561,900 
$5,305,233 $4,102,515 

1544,145 $786,714 
1474,289 $493,677 

110,7~.097 $18,982,258 
1818,765 $616,291 

$1,682,592 $3.212,258 
135,859,031 $19,678,321 

$1,048,774 $735,412 
$3,5001182 $2,963,SOB 
$6,264, 138 $3,689,551 

1316,413 $435,258 
120,832,1'48 $15,924,979 

$4,039,445 12,870,088 
S1,~&8,775 $1,171,476 

$611,883 $672,427 
$259,032,991 $213,509,271 

$3,569,673 52,693,736 
,1,20&, 739 $4,073,910 

$192,085 $318,956 
$2,320,664 $2, 159,367 
$9,891i788 15,711,129 

·.· $31S,90S $267,386 
• ,95,498 S217,S62 

57,922,127 $8,951,455 
11,094,700 $2,'461,267 
\ $822,938 $1 ,893,055 

532,203,685 $54,313,874 
11 ,829,409 $4,388,554 

$487,319 $506,838 
$26,307,922 $30,881,033 
$28, 944,477 $25,659, 119 

$688,431 $1,100,164 
$39,085,3"40 ~,407 ,518 
$47,696,681 $55,815,050 
$12,070,286 $10,816,225 
$17,867,685 113,«3, 164 

$2,702,341 $4,516,285 
5$,399,096 $13, 119,910 
$6,082,033 $7,909,845 

$18,427,567 $33,223,282 
$2,836,538 $5, 136,605 
$3,973,5'7 $3,915,842 

$40,785 $85,818 
$1 .249,928 $1, 170,804 
$4,798,815 $9, 1'45,246 
$3,977,205 $9,059,2&6 

$11,,927, 798 $10,689,397 
$2.180,235 $1,742,508 

19.8% 
-47.3% 
72.9% 

-22.7% 
44.6% 

4.1% 
76.7% 

-24.7% 
101.7% 
-44.8% 
-29.7% 
-15.3% 
--41.1% 
37.6% 

-23.6% 
-28.9% 
-21.8% 

9.9% 
-17.6% 
-24.5% 
238.8% 
66.0% 
-7.0% 

--42.3% 
-15.6% 
127.8% 

13.0% 
124.8% 
130.0% 
68.7% 

139.8% 
4.0% 

16.6°,<, 
-11.4% 
60.3% 

3.44% 
17.0% 
-9.6% 

-24.8% 
67.1% 

1'43.0% 
30.1% 
80.3% 
81.1% 
-1.5% 

110.4% 
-0.3% 
90.6% 

127.8'4 
-10.4% 
-19.3% 



Vl'l'l UI' J:,UUv/\llUl•tU!.v,'\G 

u:J1 iii lj i irnv u:J:;)' !'91\7.\ 1"6v~13v1,_D ~D~EJMo EDUCATION;WORKFORCE 202 226 4864 -FILE No. 817 09/16 

lf'.:i U4b 

PAGE 8 

9~0~ 101 1838 EPI Dirision 09/lon7 I~:~~ P.003/ijOB 

CALIFORNIA TEHAMA 
CALIFORNIA TRINITY 
CALIFORNIA TULARE 
CALIFORNIA TUOLUMNE 
CALIFORNIA VENTURA 
CALIFORNIA YOLO 
CALIFORNIA YUBA 
CALIFORNIA CALIF. PART D SUBPART 2 
CALIFORNIA : 

$1,647,975 $1,329,1"41 
$511,023 1344,473 

$17,482,723 $9,940,018 
$612,434 $1 ,089,286 

$8,654,822 $17,352,291 
$2,950,293 13,182,310 
$2,942,495 S1,668,779 
$9,995,088 so 

1718,895,012 $718,895,012 

·19.3% 
-32.6% 
--43.1% 
77.9% 

100.5% 
7.9% 

-43.3% 
-100.0% 
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P. 002 

~JYV. ~tate !mplemen~tlo_~!"~ ~~ thr~ugh ED. . _ _ v 
·state- ··_.:..-.. _--J_~-----_ _P£C?J~~d-stl .. Proj~a· ~ 
_California · ·-·I . ~~.~oo,of:o · : ~. 32,860,000 
Connecticut 6,600,000 · · · 4,950 000 

Lo~lsi~na ~- . l ~ - . 8,Goo,oo~ . ~.450,000 
Maine 2,000,000 1,000,000 
Massacti~setts ·~ _:___- s,soo,oop . 2,760~000 
Minnesota ~· 7,800,000 . 6,700,000 
"'11~!'u~___.=. --···· J - __ __ s.~o.g.ao~ a,smo;ooo 
Nevad$ l 3,800,000 2,850 000 
New.Jersey ·+ ··-··-·a.000,000 ···-:i,000,000 
New. Mexico · · ·-· 4,400,00o · 3,300.000 
~ew York -··~-t· . - _ 1o~OC,000 - S,OOo,O~O 
Oregon 3,000 000 1,500,000 
Rha~e Island -j-· _ -· - 3,S00,000 . _ 2,BSO:P~O 
Ten.~-~see. -~,4~1090 1,7eo,009 
Texas J 25, 180,000 15,388,500 
Wisconsin --- · ·- -~oo,ooo ·2.2so,ooo 

_iT:ia~:-~. r-~-~- 1S3,~BO~:OO 104,~6_o~ · 
·;·so0io of funds 0 to lo~I 8reas - --·· 

• 

Page 1 



Grantee 

Cinclnatti, OH 
Chicago, IL 
Portland, OR 
Miami, FL 
Blanding, UT 
Modesto, CA 
Compton, CA 
Fort Worth, TX 
Bronx:, NY 
Tulsa, OK 
Minneapolis, MN 
Durant, OK 
Hayden. ID 
Houston, TX 
BalUmore, MO 
Phenhc City, AL 
Sturgis, SD 
Detroit, Ml 
Coos Bay, OR 
Yakima, WA 
Tuba City, /tZ 
Inglewood, CA 
West Covina, CA 
Firebaugh, CA 
Oakland, CA 
Quincy, CA 
Santa Ana, CA 
Chula Vista, CA 
San Pablo, CA 
Commeroe City, CO 
Denver, CO 
Ft. Laudordale, FL 
Chicago, IL 
Lexington, KY 
Brockton, MA 
Grand Rapids, Ml 
Flint, Ml 
Saginaw, Ml 
Kansas Cit)', MO 
Springfiold, MO 
Mora, NM 
New Yolk. NY 
Lawton, OK 
Oklahoma City, OK 
Philadelphia, PA 
Huntsvllle, TN 
Fort Worth, TX 
Arlington, TX 
Ephraim, UT 
Seattle, WA 
Tacom11, WA 
Princeton. WV 
TOTALS 

... ... ... 

S,e,lDo I Io Wor~- {.Q_r b~~u.-r,J) 
~(u~-{r~ 6-r~ 

ED PY97 & PY98 UROG Projected Award Amounts 

PV97 Amount 

5279,538 
S237,0f54 
$179,955 
$325,000 
$224,492 
$325,000 
$268,043 
$325,000 
$325,000 
$263,580 
5227,'597 
$92,140 

$215.664 
sie7,053 
S241,2!52 
$2BS,670 
,193,2155 
$258,039 
$100,000 
$2.17.785 
$485,485 
$.(50,270 
$«B,613 
$487,500 
$453,889 
5418,359 
$-482,643 
$425,135 
$487,499 
$382,777 
$486,984 
$487,500 
$283,334 
S349,47S 
$371,790 
$478,805 
$455,143 
$381,750 
$-486,093 
$304,190 
$256,871 
$362,678 
$137,625 
S76,332 

$-476.568 
$354,n7 
$479,621 
$431,657 
$'414,699 
$3-48,760 
~51,998 
$322,"403 

$17,581,<160 

PY9BAmount 

$279,638 
S237,0G4 
S17S1,955 
$325,000 
$224,492 
$325,000 
$268,043 
$325,000 
$325,000 . 
S263,580 
$227.697 
$92,140 

$215,664 
$2i7,053 
$24(252 
5285;870 
$1513."265 
$258,039 
$100,000 
$217,785 
~2 .. 2,743 
5225,135 
S224,307 
$243,750 
$226,5145 
$20Q,180 
$241,322 
$212,S68 
$243,750 
S181,3Bl3 
$243,402 
$243,'750 
$141,687 
5174,738 
$185,GS 
$23Sl,403 
5227,572 
$190,875 
$243,047 
5152,0SIS 
S128,438 
$181,339 
$68,813 
$38,188 

$237,784 
$177,389 
$239,811 
S21S,B29 
$207,350 
S174',380 
$226,999 
$161,202 

. 

$1, ,231 ,3-49 

Totals 

$559,076 
$474,128 
$359,910 
$650,000 
S448,Sil84 
5650,000: 
$5315,086 
$650,000 
SG50,000 
$!527,160 
$455,384 
$184,280 
$431,328 
$594.106 
$482,504 
$571,3-40 
$366,530 
$516.078 
$200,000 
$435,570 
S728,228 

·$ts75,40S 
$672.920 
$731,250 
S680,!34 
$627,539 
S7Z3,9C55 
S637,703 
$731,249 
$544,166 
5730,476 
$731,250 

-_ $425,001 
5524,213 
$557,1585 
S718,208 
$682,715· 
5572,825 
1729,140 
$456,285 
$385,307 
SS«,017 
S2De,438 
s114,4ge 
$713,352 
$532,168 
$719,432 
$1547.486 
$822,048 
S62J,140 
$on,a97 
$483,605 

i26,612,809 
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Septmeber I ti. 1997 

Facsimile 

TO: Craig flanna/Andi King, House DPC, FAX: ?'.Ui-lNJ8 
Jerry Hurtz, House Democratic Whip, FAX· 225-5786 

Wc1~hin,1:1.1)1t, DC. :.'OOJ()-3291) 

June 1-larri:JMark Zuckerman, F&W Democratic Staff. FAX. 225-36H 
Cheryl SmithfM'ark Mioduski, House Appropriations. FAX. 225-94 76 
Tom Kahn/Shelly Arndur, Ho11o:;e Budget. FAX: 226-7233 
Jenny Luray, Rep Lowf"y l·AX: 225-0546 
Laura Geer, R~r Tierney, PAX: 225-5915 
Jodi Grnnf/l'aul Thornell, Senate DPC, FAX: 224-54 76 
Joan Huffer. Sen. Daschle, FAX 224-2047 
Arny Abraham. Senal1.: Budget, PAX: 228-3898 
Marsha Simon, Senate L11bor-f1HS-Education Appropriations, FA x·: 228-0249 
Danica Pcl1oshius, Senate Labor and Human Resources, ~·Ax· 224-3533 
Mikt: Culten, White House DPC, '156-SSSl 
BarlH11 '1 Chow, Senate Lioison Office, 456-2604 
Audy Blocker, HoL1sc Liaison Office, foAX: 456-7.ft04 
13ob Shircmnn, NEC, FAX: 456-2223 
Ken Apfel, OMH, FAX: 395-S?'o 
Ron Kl a in, Office of the Vii~e-President, f AX: 456-6212 
Susan Frost, Department of Education. FAX: 401-0596 
Scott Fleming, Derartmem of Education, f AX: 401-1438 
Ed Kealy, u~:F, FAX: 383-0097 

Pl¥AS11: DELIVER TO PERSON LISTED ABOVi;: 

FROM. Joel Packer 
National Education Association 
202-822 7329 

!=A.-'{ 202-822-7309 
fJ Png~s 4 (includinB I.his page) 

COMMENTS: Mme u1gumcnts again:1t Hoek~itra. 

U )'utL Jid not receive ull pnge&, plca£e call the ~ender ll~ ~oon as possible. L[ U1is facslmUe was :;cut tu tbc VtTting number, 

we would upprccime a 1:all so we can send 1h~ fox to Lhe corrccl number. 
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THF. HOEKSTRA AMENDMENT IS WORSE THAN THE GORTON 
AMENDMENT 

• The Hocl,strn nmendment eliminates all targeting of Tille J funds. Whilt: Lhc 
Gorton amendment would continue In rti~trihute Title I flmds under iLs c.\.isting 
formula, which targets tlinn" t.n Local Education Agencies (LEAs) based on their 
number oflow-incomt. students, the Hoekstra amemlmc11t would transfer $7.7 in Title 
I funds to Title V 1. which distributes money ru sttttcs purely on a per capita basis of 
their numher nf schoolchildren. This would shifl billions of dollars away from poorer 
st lit.es to wealthier states .. and away fru111 schools with large numbers of low-income 
students to wealthier distril:Ls. 

• The Hoekstra um~mhnent eliminntes all targeting of the remaining block grant 
fumb. While the Gorton amendment would distribute the newly created hind: granl 
funds to LEAs on a poverty-weighted basis, the Hoekstra block er~nt distributes all 
funds on a per capita bnsis, again shifting dollars away from needy schools. 

• The TJoeklltra amendment shifts money nway from local uhools and a11ows over 
$1.5 billion to be spent on state ndministrntion 1rnrl hureaucrncy. While the 
Gorton amendment distributes funds directly tn I .!~As. the Hoekstra proposal, using 
the existing Title VI stn1cture, Allow~ state education agencies to keep '1S llluch as 1 5 
percent of funds for shit?. iHiminii;tration. 

• The Hoekstra amPnrtment will result in hu~c anll unknuwn shifts of funds nmong 
states ancl within states among schools, creatin~ barge numbers of states nnd 
srhooll thnt will lose money. The Hoekstra '1111endmcnt fails to include n state level 
holn hRrmless provision conrained in the Ou1 Lon amendment. 

NEA Governmern Rch1Lions 
9/ 16/97 

P~GE 2 
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nea 
NATIONAL EDUCATION ASSOCIATION 

/~oli.:11.1': (Jw.;1:, 1·,.,,.;,1 •. ,., 

f:' 1 ',t; \.\/,··1I1•1: 1', \!,. ·.~ s'·, ,·· r,/,•111 

· 01.11111.\ Ve/II l\o(/(i:/. '· 1 ···u11.11-/r1'11::r11.·1 

l:!O.i li11lt ';1(1.TI. tJ. \.\' 

\V(J.\(J/11,t'./Ull, /.1.(. 1i11J.l{i-j2'J() 

Sept111cuc:1 16. 1997 

Facsimile 

TO: Crnig J-fonn11/Andi King, I.louse DPC, FAX: 226-09.18 
Jerry Hn11z, House DcmocJ"alic Whip, FAX. 22'.i-5786 
June Harris/Murk Zuckcrmun, l~&W Democ/'cltic Scan: f AX: 225-3614· 
Cheryl Smith/Mark Mioduski, Hou::ic Approprintillm, FAX: 225-0•176 
Tom Kahn/Shelly Amdur, HtlU:Je Budget, FAX: 226-72JJ 
Jenny Lurny, Rep. Lowey, FA.'(: 225-0546 
I ;i11rn Gt•C'r, Rep. Tierney, FA.X: 225-59.15 
Jndi Cirnn1/Ptt11I Thornell. Senure DPC, FA_X: 224-5'176 
.loan Huffer, Sen D:i"'~hlP. F .\ X: 224-204 7 
Amy Abraham. Senate Budge1, !·AX· 22>!-'{>CLJ>< 
Marsha Simon. Senate Labor-HHS-Education Apprnpn:i11nns, FAX: 228-0249 
Dm1ii.;1:1 Pell uslrills, St:nme Labor and Humnn Resources. fAX · :t24- iYn 
Mike Cohc11, \Viii Lt: l·JuL1se DPC. 45(1-5 5 8 l 
n11rb11rn Chow, Sc11u1c Lictisu11 O!Tu.:e. 456-2604 
Andy Dlockcr, ·1fousc Lirtiso11 Offit.:c, FAX: 456-26°"1 
Bob Shircmnn, NCC. rAX: 45<i-2223 
Ken Apfel, OM.B, FAX: 395-57JO 
Ron !<.lain, OfTic~ oftht' Vice-Prcside;nt, FAX: 45(1-6212 
Sw;<Jn Frost, Departmt'nl of Educ:11io11, FAX ·101-0506 
. ..;c011 Fle1rnng. Dt'IMl'Tment of Edlll.:<1tion, FAX: ·101 1138 
1·.r1 Kt>;1ly. I J-.1·. l·AX· 383-0097 

PLF.As·1i: 1m1.1v~:H TO PKRSON LISTRll ABOVE 

FHOM: Joel Packer 
Nt11ionnl F-ducntion Associ<ttion 
202 822 7321) 

FA.X 202-822-7309 
It P<tges 4 (including this pagt:) 

COMMENTS. Mun.: iUIJ.Ulllents <1guinst tlockma . 

If you did not n:i;civc ,,11 pngc~. plca~c ~11111111.: ~1."11uc1 <1s ~uuu us pussibh.:. 1r1his focslmtle was scn110 Ille wro11~ 11111lll)er. 
we woukl 11ppn:1.:i111c n 1;;1111 so we cilll s.::ncl rhc fox 1.0. t.h~ i;orrci;r number. 
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THE HOEKSTRA AMENDMENT JS \VORSE THAN THE GORTON 
AJ\1ENDMENT 

• The Hoekstra nmcndment eliminates all tHrgeting of Title I funds. While the 
Gorton amendment would continue to distribute Titler funds under its existing 
formula, which targets llmds to Local Education Agencies (LEAs) based on their 
number of low-income students, the Hoekstra amendment would transfer $7. 7 in Title 
l funds to Title VI, which distributes money to stutes purely on a per capita b8sis of 
their number of schoolchildren. This would shift billions of dollars away from poorer 
states to wealthier states, and away from schools with large numbers of low-income 
students to wealthier districts. 

• The Hoek~lrn amendment elimi1rntes all targeting of the remnining block grnnt 
functs. While the Gorton amendment would distribute the newly crnated block grant 
funds rn LEAs on a poverty-weighted basis, the Hoekstra block grant distributes all 
fi.mds on a per capita basis, again shifting dollars away from needy schools. 

• The Hoekstra amendment shifts money away from locnl schools and allows ov~r 
$1.5 billion to be spent 011sh1te1tdministratfon and bureancrncy. While the 
Gorton amendment distributes funds directly to LEAs, the l-J.oekstra proposal, using 
the existing Tille VI structure, allows state education agencies to keep as much as IS 
percent of funds for slate administration. 

• The Hoekstra amendment will result in huge and unknown shifts of funds among 
stattes and within states nmong schooh, creating lnrge numbers of stftles and 
schools that will lose money. The Hoekstra amendment fails to include a state level 
hold harmless provision contained in the Gorton amendment. 

NEA Government Relations 
lJ/J 6/97 

PAGE 2 
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Gorton (Senate) and Hoeksta (House) F.tlucation Dlock Grunt Amendments tu the 
Labor/HHS/Education Funding Bill 

• This is deja vu all over again. Just like two years ago, the Republicans nre attempting to 
eliminate key education programs and virtually shut down the Department of Education's 
support for improving academic achievement in our nation's schools. 

• After supporting all of these programs last year -- generally at the funding level requested 
by the President -- the Republicans have changed position just to pick a poJitical fight. 

• Doth versions diminate successful and popular programs and tum them into general 
rtwenuc sharing -- without accountability for how the federal dollars arc spent and 
without targeting funds to areas of greatest need. 

0 The Senate version eliminates nearly all Federal elementary and secondary education 
programs, including programs championed by Republicans (the starred programs are nlso 
eliminated in the House version): 

• Lducatinn technology('! l 'm checking with ED) 
Clwter schools (Brownback, Coats, Nichols) 
"'Alaska Na1ive Equity Education (Stevens) 
Vocational Education(? I'm checking with ED) 
*Safe and Drug-free Schools (DcWine) 

• The House version folds key education programs into an existing block grant (Title Vl). 
It excludes some programs that are the favorites of key Republican members (including 
Even Start, Charter Schools, and vocational educ.ation), hut include other programs 
strongly supported by some Republicans (the starred programs are also eliminated in the 
Senate version): 

•Title I (Bochlcrt) 
*Education Technology (Skeen) 
•Bilingual Education (Ros-Lehtinen, Diaz-Balart, Skeen) 
(ED is doing research to find others) 

• Both versions eliminate programs that receive broad public support and that helping to 
improve schools nationwide: 

Titk I (hdps improve academic achievement in our poorest communities) 
EJucalion technology (helps gel computers in classrnoms) 
Goals 2000 (supports all 50 States in their efli.>rls;to misc academic stun<lards and 

improve local schools) 
School-to-Work (helps move students into high paying careers or future training) 
Eisenhower Professional Development (supports teacher training) 
Immigrant education (helps children leum English) 
Safe and Drug-Free Schools (supports anli-urug and anti-violence programs) 
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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF EOUCAllON 
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UNITED STATES ~ N-
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION ~ 

FOR EMBARGOED RELEASE: Contact: David Thomas 
September 15, 1997 (202) 401-1579 

RILEY ANNOUNCES 19 NEW CHALLENGE GRANTS FOR TECHNOLOGY 

Bismarck, North Dakota, September IS, 1997 -- U.S. Secretary of Education Richard 

W. Riley today announced the award of $18.5 million for 19 new grants to school district 

partnerships in 14 st.ates that are demonstrating how today's advanced technologies can bring 

schools and communities fully into the infonnation age. 

To meet the nation's need for a well educated workforce in the 21st Century, President 

Clinton and Vice President Gore have challenged the nation's educators and high technology 

industry leaders to work together on new ways to accelerate student learning with technology. 

School districts, technology business leaders, and community organizations across the country 

are rising to meet the challenge through partnerships supported by these new Challenge Grants. 

"These Challenge Grant communities are making a significant investment in the future of 

their children. They are pioneers in the expansion of new approaches to increase learning and 

bring new worlds of knowledge to our students," President Clinton said. "I strongly believe that 

if we help all our students to master the us.e of these new learning tools we will give a generation 

of young people the skills they need to enter a global economy." 

"That"s why it's unfortunate that the Senate has hastily adopted the Goiton Amendment, 

which would seriously impede the progress that has been made in educational technology," Riley 

said. ''The Gonon Amendment calls for block grants, which would force us to cerminate 62 

Challenge Grants in 33 states Lhis school year, and cancel the 1998 grant competition. The 

progress we have made in educational technology is vital to improving education. 

-MORE-
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"Without it our nation's students will be without adequate technological skills in an 

increasingly high-tech job market, and will be unable to compete with other countries using 

technology for higher-level learning, particularly in math, science, and reading." 

The 19 school dislricr partnerships receiving new grants are located in 14 states. They 

will work with partners in more than 165 school districls, 68 business finns, and 44 colleges and 

universities. In addition. more than 100 community organizations will support their efforts. 

"Sliong community support and involvement in our schools can make a tremendous 

difference in the quality of education for our children. These schools, with the help of college and 

community partners will use computers and the Internet to provide exciting, concrete ways to 

help children and teachers prepare for the 21st Century," Riley said. "Each Technology 

Innovation Challenge Grant partnership supports the work of the grant with substantial 

corrurUtments for computers, software development, technical support, telecommunications 

services and teacher training." 

The grants will range in size from $570,000 to $1.3 million a year for five years. The 

business and community partners have generated matching commitments valued at more than 

$56 million. 

ln most cases, Challenge Grant communities are working on integrating new technologies 

into state or local education improvement efforts that have been stimulated by a growing national 

commiunent to raising education standards. 

Effective use of new technologies in these communities will contribute to improved 

student achievement in reading, writing, science, mathematics, history, the ans and other 
.. 

disciplines. Each project will support effective training for teachers and promote greater parent 

and community involvement in education. And each will help smooth the transition from school 

to careers and college by engaging students in real-life learning experiences through which they 

can develop the life-long learning ski1ls necessary to navigate the changing economy. 

-MORE-
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"These grants will make available to our students fu-st-class learning resources across the 

country and around the world, and bring the exciting experiences and rich knowledge of our best 

museums and libraries into their classrooms,'' Riley said. 

The Climon Administration has asked Congress for $75 million to invest in Technology 

Innovation Challenge Grants in 1998 -- a substantial increase from the fiscal year 1997 

appropriation of $57 million. In addition to helping sustain support for the 62 grants awarded to 

date, this increase would provide for a fourth round of the Technology Innovation Challenge 

Grant competition that could begin this fall and lead to 20 new awards by May 1998. 

NOTE TO EDITORS: 

### 

A list of grantees is attached. Descriptions of projects available 
upon request. 
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Technology Jnnorntion Challenge Grant Program 
Grant Awarrts FY 1997 

CALIFORNIA 
PASS Internet Program: Cyber Hi~h 
Fresno County Superintendent of Schools 
Fresno, CA 

lst Yest: $ 571,700 

Contact: Dr. Guido Prambs 
(209) 488-7545 

Project LemonLlNK 
Lemon Grove School District 
Lemon Gro,·e, CA 

Contact: Barbara Allen 
(619) 589-5600 

The New Spectrum Learning Program 
Los Angeles Unincd School District 
Los Angeles, CA 
Contact: Deborah Brooks 

(213) 22A-6191 

Technology in Nature 
Sanger Unified School District 
Sanger, CA 
Contact: Mr. K.Jm Jacohsen 

(209) 875-6521 

FLORIDA 
Career Connection lo Teaching with Technology 
Volusia County School Board 
Deland, FL 
Contact: Marshall R. Ransom 

(904) 226-0300 

Education for a Sustainahle Future 
Cobb County School District 
Marietta, GA 
Cont.lei: Danny Blitch (770) 426-3347 

Jack Byrne (802) 223-6470 

"Just in Time" Technology Training Project 
Blackfoot School District ##55 
Blackloot, ID 
Contact: Helen "Bersy" Goeltz 

(208) 785-8800 

Neighborhood Learning Network (NLN) 
Chic.ago Public Schools 
Chicago, IL 
Contact: Terry Bercovi!Z 

(773) 535-8921 

GEORGIA 

IDAHO 

ILLINOIS 

KANSAS 
Kansas Collaborative Resean:h Network (KanCRN) 
Kansas City Public Schools 
Kansas City, KS 
Contact: Gary Anderson 

(913) 279-22 l l 

MASSACHUSETI'S 

Five Years: $2,862,683 

1st Year: $664,295 
Five Years: $3,367,105 

1st Year: $734,572 
Five Years: $2,606,787 

1st Year: $710,864 
Fh·c Years: $2,492,046 

1st Year: $1,345,777 
Five Years: $6,527,645 

1st Year: $1,345,922 
Five Years: $6,433,991 

ht Year: $1,349,915 
Five Years: $5,259,658 

1st Year: $1,146,285 
Five Years: $5,624,193 

bl Year: 5883,359 
Five Years: $4,009,732 
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Metrolink 
Boswn Public Schools 
BMton,MA 
Cont~Cl: Dr. Ann Grady 

(617) 635-88!;0 
NEBRASKA 

Technology Reform and National Education Slandards 
Educational Service Unit #S 
Beatritt, NE 
Contact: Dr. Mel Nielsen 

(402) 472-4331 

NatureShiCt! Linking Leaming to Life 
Grand Forks Public School District One 
Grand Forks, ND 
Contact: Vera L.Y. Uyehara 

(701) 795-8500 

Aurora Project 
Fairview Public Schools 
Fairview, OK 
Contact: Gary Sackec 

(405) 227-2555 

NORTH DAKOTA 

OKLAHOMA 

SOUTH CAROLINA 
Richland Clicks! 
Richland County School Digtrid One 
Columbia, SC 
Contact: Dr. JoAnne Anderson (803) 733·6153 

Jane Pearman (803) 782·4340 

Village Green Project 
The School Di!ttrict of Greenville County 
Greenville, SC 
Contact: Dr. Lynn Nolan 

(864) 241-320.£ 

Extending Learning Through Conununity and Family 
Sumter School District Two 
Sumter, SC 
Conucr: Julia S. Newman, 

(803) 469-6900 ext. 511 

VISIONS TECWER 
Todd CounlJ School District 4ffi6·1 
Mi~.;ion,SD 

Contact: Mona Miyasato 
(605) 733-2290 

SOUTH DAKOTA 

TEXAS 
San Antonio Technology in Education Coalition (SATEC) 
San Antonio Independent Sthool District 

l:!ll Year: $1,079,158 
Five Years: $6,0SS,525 

bl Year: $1,344,202 
Five Years: SS,870,224 

1st Year: $1,049,267 
Five Yea~: $4,501,936 

1st Year: $1.,205,905 
FiYe Years: $5,448,001 

bt Year: $884,454 
Five Years: $4,372,.482 

1st Year: $921,822 
Five Years: $4,831,565 

Isl Vear: $784,602 
Five Years: $3,176,913 

1st Year: 
Five Years: 

$ 770,655 
$3,555,921 

ht Year: $857,977 

P.o/14 

San Antonio, TX Five Years: $3,838,546 
Contact: Dr. DaYid Splitek 

(210) 299-5648 
WASHINGTON 

Expanding Educational Opportunitie.5 for Fhe Rural School Districts 
Manson School District ht Year: $809.558 
Manson, WA Five Years: $2,607,846 
Contael: Dan Manhews 

(509) 687-3140 
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BLOCK GRANTS WOULD TERMINATE 

TECHNOLOGY INNOVATION CHALLENGE GRANTS THIS YEAR 

BLOCK GRANTS \VOULD FORCE US TO: 

• Terminate 62 Challenge Grants in 33 states during this school year. It 
will be necessary to notify these school districts and their 239 business 
partners, 140 colleges and university partners, and their 548 partner 
school districts in 46 states that their federal funding is being 

· terminated. 

• Cancel the 1998 Challenge Grant competition and notify thousands 
of school districts and hundreds of business and communitiy partners 
in every state that they will have no opportunity to compete for funds to 
support new technologies in their schools. 

BUDGET STATUS: The President's FY 1998 request for Technology Innovation 
Challenge Grants is $75 million. Of this amount $54.9 million is needed to support 
continuation costs for 62 existing grants in 33 states. Approximately $20 million would 
support the 1998 Challenge Grant competition, which would award grants to 20 more 
school districts in May 1998. 

CONSEQUENCES OF THE BLOCK GR.ANT FOR LOCAL INITIATIVES: Technology 
Innovation Challenge Grants support locally developed partnerships among educators, business 
leaders and community members who have joined forces to improve their schools with new 
technology. Challenge Grants help these local partnerships to ensure that the technology 
investments of states and local communities pay off in improved learning, because they support 
teacher training and new software to strengthen classroom use of computers. Block grants will 
terminate funding for these partnerships. 

BLOCK .GRANTS JEOPARDIZE LOCAL CONSORTIUM COMMITMENTS AND 
MATCHING FUNDS: Congress and the Federal Government have grant commitments to 
62 existing Challenge Grant partnerships in 33 states. In response to these grants local 
consortium partners have generated m;ltd1i11g commitments estimated at $200 million for 
the 1997 - 1998 school year. Bloc!\ grnnts will terminate the Federal commitment to these 
projects, and their 548school district partners, 239 business partners, 140 colleges and 
universities and several hundred community organizations in 46 states, who will have to be 
told that we are reneging on our investment in these local innovation initiatives. This will 
seriously jeopardize continued inHstmcnrs by these partners who have matched the federal 
investment by three-to-one. 
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Technology Innovation Challenge Grant Program 
FY 1997 Funding by State 

Project City State FY 97 5 Yr Total 

California 
Berkeley Unified School Districl B.erkley CA 1,203.511 6.473,558 

Sweetwa1er Union High School District Chula Vi$ta .CA 856,921 4,040, 116 

Fresno County Supt of Schools Fresno CA 571,700 2,862,683 

Lemon Grove School Districc Lemon Grovc CA 664,29S 3,367, !OS 

Los Angeles Unified School District Los Angeles CA nun 2.606,787 

San Mateo County Officc of Ed Rcdwood Ci~ CA 1.395.615 6,330,021 

San Diego Unified School District Sm Diego CA 861.174 4,138,730 

Sanger Unified School District Sans~r CA 710,&64 2.492.046 

Total $ 6,998,651 s 32.311.046 

Delaware 

C:Jpital SchQO! District Dover DE 1,020,069 S,523.802 
Total s l.0~0.069 s 5,523,802 

Florida 
Volusia County School Board Deland FL 1,345, 777 6,527,645 

Tora I s I .3~5.777 s 6,527,645 

Georgi;i 
Cobb CoW1ry School Di>Cl'l't M31icnJ GA l,345.922 6,433,991 

Total s l ,.3"5,922 s 6,~3,991 

Haw:aii 
Hawaii Stale Dcpta.ranc:nt of Education Honolulu HI 752,866 4,691,520 

Tot:al s 7SZ,866 s 4,691,520 

Idaho 
BlackfQOt SchQOI Dfatrict #SS Blackfoot ID 1,349,915 S,2S9,658 

Total s ) ,J-49,915 s S,259,658 

lllinols 
Chicago Public Schools Chicago IL 1.146.285 5.624,193 

Pekin Public School District #108 Pekin IL 639,501 3,499,868 

Kirby School District #140 'fi11lcy Park IL 717,106 J,992,104 

Waukegan CU School Disllict 60 Waukeg3n IL 1, l 7S,997 3,371.742 

Total $ 3,678,889 s 16,.U7,906 

Indiana 

Anderson Community School Corp Andersen l'N 963.172 3,052,453 

Gary Communiry School Corp Gary IN 4,429,077 

l!l<.liampolis Public School:; lndiJnapolis fN 792.633 4,113,591 

Total s 1.755.J!OS s 11.595,121 

". f\)a,, 

KJnsas City Publi.; Sd1ools KnnsJ.S City KS 883.359 4.009,732 

Tollll s 88J.J59 s 4,009,732 

Louisi:u1a 

Nou:hitoches Parish Scllool Board Na1chi1oches LA 969,269 4,371,092 

Total s 969.269 s 4,J71,Q9:? 

U.S. Department ofEducarion. OERl I of3 TICG 
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Technology Innovation Challenge Grant Program 
FY 1991 Funding by State 

Project City State FY 97 5 Yr Total 
~-- -·a ·= Jldltii 

l\bssachusens 
Boston Public Schools Boston MA 1,079, 158 6,0SS,525 

Hud:;on Public Schools Hudson MA 1.301.915 7,422,688 
Lawn:ncc Public Schools La.,.,.cncc MA S28.863 4,739,284 

Total s J,209,936 s 18,217,497 

Maryland 

Baltimore City Public Schools Bat1imore MD 1,799,009 7.977,847 
Total s 1,79'),00? $ 7,977.U7 

Maine 
Old Orchard Beach School District 0 Id Or ch :ird 8 each ME 658,435 J,532,679 

To1al $ 658,'35 s J.532,679 

Michi~an 

Mi:lvindalc-Northem Allen Park Public Schools Melvindale Ml 1.213,117 6,49S.617 

Newaygo County ln11:rmedia1e School White Cloud Ml l,299,616 4,975.488 

Total s 2,512.733 s 11,471.165 

Missouri 
Independence, Missouri School Distrier Independence MO 312.770 1,933.763 

Kansas City, Missouri School Distric1 Kansas City MO 573,252 3.201,695 
$ 886,022 s 5,135,459 

l"ortti Carolina 
Guilford County Schools G<eensboro NC 838,584 4,901,464 

llJS,58~ s 4,901,464 

North O:ir.ota 
Grand Forks Public School Disiril:t 11 J Grand Forks ND 1,049,267 4,SOl,936 

Total s 1,049,267 $ 4,501,936 

Ncbrosk:t 
Educatiomtl SeNicc Unit #S Beatrice NE 1,344,202 5,870,224 

WestSidc Community Schools Omaha NE 1.218,713 5,99S,6S4 
Sewan:I Public Schools ScW11rd NE 765,747 4,392,109 

Toto I s 3,328,662 s 16.258,017 

New Hampshire 

Manch.cs1cr School Disuict Monch~stcr NH SI0,033 . 2.839, l 83 
Total s SI0,033 s 2.839,1&3 

NC11>' Mexico 

Pu~blo ofLasune D~ptofEd Lasunl NM 1.204,:.?89 S,6S 1,911 

Total s l.20~.289 $ 5,651,911 

!"cw York 

Community School Discrict It I New York NY 1,012.565 6,131,170 

New York Ci~· Board of Education New York NY 1,156,237 7,094,741 

Coming Cir, School District .Painted Post NY 216,91.i 846,631 

Total s 2.385,716 $ 14.072,5J2 

Ohio 

Summit Cicy Orlicc of Ed Cuyahoga falls OH 1,$47,787 6,796.59:5 

Total s 1.5~7.787 s 6,796,595 

U.S. Ocparuncnt of Education, OERI 2 of3 TICG 



Technology Innovation Challenge Grant Program 
FY 1997 Funding by State 

Project City State FY 97 5 Yr Total 

Oklahoma 
Fairview Public Schools f3irvicw OK l,20S,90S S,448,00 I 

Tora I $ 1,205,905 s 5.~.&8,001 

Pennsylvnnin 
Greene Counr:y Vocational-Technical School Cann ichaels PA 426,568 2.53:5.537 

School District of Philadelphia Philadelphia PA 1,890,69.& 9.506,934 

Towanda Area School District Towand~ PA SSB, l&B 2,894,:225 
Total $ 2,87$,450 s ).1,9)6,696 

South Carolina 
Richland County School District I Columbia SC 884,454 4,372,482 

Greenville Counry School District Greenville SC 921,822 4,SJ l,565 

Sumter School Disuic1 T"'o Sumter SC 784,602 3,176,913 

Tot31 s 2.590,878 s 12,380.961 

South Dal<ola 
Toolo County School Disrricr 66· l Mis.ion SD 770.6'55 3.:555.921 

Black Hills Special Services Coop Sturgis SD 627,722 3.163,372 
Total s 1,398,377 s 6,719.293 

Tennessee 
Metropolitan Nashville Public S.:hools Nashville Tiil 805,ISl S,156,492 

Total s 805,151 s 5.1S6 • .t92 

Texas 

Socorro 1SD El Paso TX 704,5"42 3,404,JOS 

San Antonio Independent Schoel District San Antonio TX 857,977 3,838.546 

Tolal s J,562,519 s 7,242,BSI 

Utnh 

Southeast Educlllion Ser ... icc Center Price UT 769,071 3,342,939 
To1al $ 769.071 s J.342.939 

Virgini;i 
Norfolk Public Schools Norfolk VA 1,036,354 5.971,732 
Franklin County Public Schools Rocky Mount VA 367,401 J,478.3SS 

Toral s 1,405,755 s 7,,S0,087 

Vermont 

Montpelier Sc.hoot System Montpelier VT 533,383 2,576,156 
Total s SJJ.JgJ s 2.576,156 

Washington 
M:inson School DiMrict Manson WA 809,558 2,607,846 

Olympia School District Olympia WA 607,J63 3. 7S4. I 7J 
Seattle Public Schools Sc3ttle WA I, 170,473 7,305,807 

Total s 2.587,.194 s 13,667.8?5 

West \'irglni11 

Monogalia Councy I:!oard of Education Morgan1own WV 676,&09 4. l 70, 70J 
Total s 676,809 s 4,l 70,70J 

U.S. Department ofEducarion. OERJ 3 of3 TICG 
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Block Grants Would Jeopardize 
Technology Innovation Challege Grant Program 

Local Matching Commitments 

Totals 

Federal 
22% 

U.S. Department of Education, OERI 

Federal Local Matching Ratio 

62 s 56,441,786 $ 200,330,470 3.5 

. ' 

Local 

Matching 
78% 
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Technology Innovation Challenge Grants and School Partners 
State Grants School 

Partners 

Arizona 2 

2 Arkansas 

.3 California 8 65 

4 Colorado 4 

5 Delaware 1 17 
6 Disrrict of Columbia s 
7 Florida 5 
8 Georgia " 9 Hawaii I 

IO Idaho 112 
11 Illinois 4 19 

12 Indiana J 3 
13 Iowa 6 
14 Kansas s 
15 Louisiana 7 
16 Maine I 33 
17 Maryland l 2 
lS Massachusetts 3 9 
19 Michignn 2 10 

20 Minnesota 2 

21 Mississippi .:?. 

22 Missouri 2 7 

23 Nebra9ka 3 25 
24 Nevad:i 

25 New Hampshire 8 
26 New Jersey 17 
27 New Mexico 2 
28 New York 3 14 
~9 North Carolina 1 JO 
30 North Dakota 2 

31 Ohio 23 

32 Oklahoma 11 

33 Oregon 2 

34 Pennsylvania 3 37 
35 South Carolina 3 10 

36 South Dakota 2 11 

37 Tennessee 1 

38 Te:tas l 6 

39 Utah 1 5 
40 Vermont 3 

41 Virgin Islands 2 
42 Virginia 2 4 

43 Washington 3 22 

44 West Virginia I 8 
45 Wisconsip 2 

46 Wyoming 

Total Number of Projects 62 I 548 2 

I. Th~re arc Tcchnolo~y Innovation Chall~ngc Grl!'lts in 33 St:m:s. 
~- Thc:rc wi: School P:IITlc~rs in 46 Scates. Ti::rricoric:s. and Washington DC. 

11 ' n .. ,.,,.,.,m .. n r n f ~du cation_ OERl TICG 
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Septmeber 16, L 997 

Facsimile 

I CJ Craig. Hanmi/Audi King, Ilousc DPC, FAX: 226-0938 
Jeny Ham, I louse Democratic Whip, FAX: 225-57~A 
June 1 larris/Mark Zuckerman, E& W Democratic sr.aff, FAX: 225-3614 
Cheryl Smith/Mark Mioduski, House Appropriations. f AX: 225-9476 
Tom Kohn/Shelly Amdur, House Budget. FAX: 226-7233 
Jenny Luray, Rep Lowey, FAX: 7.7.~-0546 
Laura Geer, Rep. Tierney, ~AX· :llS-5915 
Jodi Grant/Paul Thornell, Senate DPC, FAX: 224-5476 
Joan Hutter, Sen Oaschle. FAX 224-2047 
Amy Ahraham. Senate Budget, FAX. 228-3898 
Marsha Simon. Senate L11uor-HHS·Cducation Appropriations, FAX: 228-0?4tl 
Danica Petroshiu~. Senate Labor and Human Resources, FAX 224-1'ffl 
Mike Cohc:n, White llouse DPC, 456-5581 
Barlm111 Chow, Senate Liaison Otlice, '156-2604 
A11uy Blocker, Ilou:ic Linison Oftice, FAX: 456-2604 
Oob Shireman, NEC, FAX: 456-222J 
Ken Apfel, OMB, FAX: 395-5730 
Ron Klain, Office of the Vice-PrP.~1c1P.nT. FAX: 456-6212 
Susan Frost, Department of 1-:rlucation. f AX: 401-0596 
Scott Fleming, llepartment ofEducation. FAX 401-1438 
Ed Ket1ly, CEF, FAX: 383-0097 

Pl .l!:ASE DELIVER TO PERSON LISTED ABOVE 

f ROM Joel Packer 
National Educution Association 
202-822 7329 

FAX 202-R22-7309 
H Pages 4 (including th1~ page) 

COMMENTS: Co1iliLiu11 letter against Gorton/Hoekstra. 

PHGE l 

Ir ~·uu did not rc,ci,·c all pngcs. pleaGe call the sender a~ ~0011 as po~.~ihlt: If thi~ facsimile was sent to !he wrong number, 
wc would appreciate a call so we c:m ~end the fo,. 10 1he correct number. 

l.J.,WIN-NOnDd\OL.UCf.A:X.DOC:: 
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September 16, \ 997 

Member 
House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515 

I le::ir Kepresentative 

202 322 7741 PHGE 2 

The undersigned organizations oppose che Senat~'s re1,;c:nl 111.:Liu11s - during consideration of S. 
\ 061. the Labor. HHS, Education and RdttLed Agc11dcs Appropriations bill -- to arbitrarily 
consolidate the majority of f eden1l c;h:111c11Li11 y and secondary education programs into block 
~rams LU lu1,;11I c1.h.1o.;4tiun agencies We strongly urse you to reject the Hockstrn amendment to 
H.R. 2264, the House version of the appropriations bill. ond ony other similar proposals. 

The amendment offered by Senator Slade Gonon would significantly alter the tederal role in 
elementary and secondary education and create a !;y~tem of revenue shAring rh:H will shift huge 
amounts of funds from currently authorized and approprrnred ferteral education programs to 
general aid The Hou~e should re1ec1 :iny c;;1m1l:ir pmvi~inn hecause it would 

• Eliminate all arrn11ntahilitv for the use of federaJ educalion funds. The federal 
gnvernment has the responsibility to U S. taxpayers to ensure accountability with tht: fumh iL 
expends. 

• i\Uow edyc1tion funds tu be i.ljn:rtcd to non-educ9tionnl ournoses. With the limited 
dmuunt of federal funds being spent on education. it is absolutely critical thot these funds are 
spent as intended for the specific educational purposes that Congress ho.s identified as national 
priorities. 

• Rcmo-ve git federal dyjl riRhts protections (qr rese, ethnicity, ;ender, 1rnd disability 
cont11ined in elsmenterx gnd secondary edHfBtjoo laws as well as any nr2yi1ion for 
particip!Jtjon of diHdyantaaed students in non-Public 1chooh. Without the civil righr~ 
provisions, students from these groups will be placed at grave e.c111c:uional ri~k 

• Eliminate the tpecific purnoses of f"rdt(ftl invr11tment in education. Congress. through 
the use of its ~uthori1ing r.nmmiuees, cieveloped legislation to address national priorities and 
supplemenr eciur.~tional efforts at the state and local levels. Without this focus, funds no 
longer would he targeted to the neediest schools and school districts. 

• E!tmjgate the assurances that parents and teachers wlll be Involved in Jbe lj,esiKn .irnd 
1rn plerneotation of proarams. Reducing the ability of parent~ and Lc111;hcrs lu rully µarticipate 
in educa1ion will nc.14ativc:ly imµdd the 1:1.;1:1Jc1uic illta111ment of our nation's school children 
Tltc:;c :;1al-.d1ulde1 s 111us1 be an integral part of the design and implementation of all education 
programs and to curtail their role is shonsighted. 
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• Di!cunnect fe!1eral funds t'rom state-!eyel education reCorgu and re:court'tc. There would 
be no a:isuram;c Lhttt foJt:ral funds would be used to support achievement of high standarni; for 
all students 

• Allow loqditie! lo rely un fedend education support rather tbap state and local funds. 
State and local funding sources provide the v11sl mttjorily of support for education in our 
nation, with fodcral funds helping to address unmet needs. Cui 1 cul Ccdc:ntl c:du~acion laws 
require states and localities to continue providing this support rather than to rely more heaYily 
on federal funds. Eliminating these requirements would ol!ow states and localities to back 
away from their responsibility to provide critical support for education. 

As you work to fin;ill1e The FY98 education funding bill, we urge you to reject attempts to undo 
more than four decades of hip:u1is11n ettort~ to develop and refine the federal investment in 
educarion. We respectfully request your Ai;.~ii;r11nce in preventing such a provision from being 
11~~c:pted by the House of Representatives. We thank you for yn11r ;mention And look forward to 
working wiLh yuu lu cnsurt: lhat the educational needs of every child in the United State.; arP mer 

Sincerely, 

American Association of Colleges for Teacher Education 
American Auociation of Family ond Consumer Sciences 
..\meriran Auociation of University Women 
American Cnnn'll"ling i\ssoriation 
American Education Re~earr.h Aon('iHtion 
American federation of School Admini!ltraron 
A111tril:llll f~1.knuion or Teachers 
American P!ycl1oloi:k11l Anuci111ion 
American Vocational Auoci1lliu11 
Business Professionals of America 
California State Department or Eduutiou 
Center for Low ond Education 
Council of Chief Stqte School Officers 
Commission on Social Action of Reform Judnism 
Coundl for Exceptional Children 
Future Homemakr.r~ of America 
lnrernational Reading Aunr.iation 
Leadership Conference on Civil RighU 
National Alltance for Pannerships in f.quity 
National Association of Elementary School PrinripAls 
Naliomd All:'IUciation or Secondary School Princlpal!I 
National Association ur Stale Boards o(Educatlon 
National Association of State Directon uf Special Education 
N4tionol Association of State Director of Vocational Te1:hnic1tl Education Consonla 
National As!loCilltion of State Title I Directors 



National Council of Teachers of Mathematics 
National Council of the Social Studies 
National Education Association 
National Education Knowledge Industry Association 
National PTA 
New York State Education Department 
People for the American Way Action Fund 
Software Publishers Association 
Texas Education Agency 
The Education Trust 
Vocational Industrial Clubs of America 
Women Work! 

202 822 7741 PAGE 4 



Statement by President Clinton 
on the Gorton Amendment to the Labor-HHS 

Appropriations Bill 

The decision by a narrow majority the U.S. Senate to support the Gorton Amendment 
undermines the bipartisan spirit of co-operation that is so vital to improving American education. 
At its worst, this decision to block grant education programs is, as Secretary Riley noted, a 
"backdoor attempt to kill off the Department of Education" At its best, the vote seems to have 
been a hasty decision that was not well thought out. · 

With one hand, the Senate supported, by an overwhelming majority (87-13), my proposal to offer 
states and communities voluntary national tests in 4th grade reading and 8th grade math. I 
welcome this support. Less than two hours later, however, the Senate's adoption of the Gorton 
Amendment eliminated the funding to continue development of these very important tests. 

The Gorton Amendment would halt many of our most successful efforts to improve education, 
including: getting computers into every classroom; raising standards through Goals 2000; 
creating more charter schools; helping young people make the transition from school to work; 
and creating more opportunities to help immigrant children learn English and stay in school. The 
Amendment would seriously harm the Title I program, which provides extra help to low income 
students so they can master the basic skills of reading and math and reach high academic 
standards. It also undermines programs targeted to helping gifted and talented students, 
supporting arts education, and promoting exciting new efforts to create technology partnerships. 

This approach ends support for raising standards and guts accountability in federal education 
programs. This vote is not a vote, as some would suggest, about who controls public education. 
The U.S. Department of Education has historically targeted its funding to schools that serve the 
homeless, Native Americans, immigrants and the disadvantaged. If the Gorton Amendment 
became law, the wealthiest school districts would be the winners and communities with large 
numbers of poor children would invariably be the losers. 

Politics must stop at the schoolhouse door. The Gorton Amendment is unacceptable. I 
understand a similar provision may be offered in the House. If necessary I will use my veto 
power to make sure that no such provision becomes the law of the land. 



.... 
PLEASE DELIVER TO: Michael Cohen 1 OF 2 SEP 15 97 

COMMITTEE FOR EDUCATION fUNDINC 

September 15, 1997 

Dear Friend of Education Funding: 

The following letter was sent to all Senators and Representatives today regarding the 
Gor(on amendment to the Senate Labor, HHS, Education Appropriations bill for FY98 
(S. 1061). Please call the Committee for Education Funding at 202-383-0083 if you have 
questions or need further information. 

Sincerely, 

~~ 
Executive Director 

122 C Street. NW • Suite 280 • Washington, DC 20001 • (202) 383-0083 



PLEASE DELIVER TO: Michael Cohen 2 o~ l ~tr i~ ~' 
. . . 

PRESIDENT 

CARNTE C. HA YES 
Cowicil of Chief State 
School Officers 

•, 

VICE-PRESIDENT 

KENNETI-l MdNERNEY 
National A.uociatlon of 
Student Financl~ Aid Admillistrarors 

TREASURER 

MYRNA R. MANDLAWITZ 
National Association of State 
Oittcto~ of Special Ed11c:ation 

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 

EDWARD R. KEALY 

COMMITIEE FOR EDUCATION fUNDINC 

Member 
United States Senate 
Washington, DC 20510 

September 15, 1997 

Dear Senator, 

The Committee for Education Funding (Committee), a nonpartisan coalition of 
. over 90 organizations reflecting the full spectrum of the education community, 

strongly opposes the use of appropriations measures to enact massive 
authorization changes that restructure federal education programs, such as the 
Gorton amendment, which passed September 11 on S.1061. The Gorton 
amendment would dramatically impact the federal role in elementary, secondary 
and vocational education, eff ecl huge shifts in funds from currently authorized 
and appropriated programs to general education aid, and potentially divert 
education appropriations to other purposes. 

Historically, federal block grants and general revenue aid have not sustained 
Congressional support and have been subject to precipitous declines in 
funding levels. The most recent example is the Education Consolidation and 
Improvement Act of 1981. This act combined 28 separate education programs 
with total appropriated funding levels of over $760 million in FY80. In FY97, 
the Title VI block grant program was funded at $310 million, a decline of 
nearly 60%. 

The Committee strongly believes that proposals of the magnitude of the Gorton 
amendment should not be addressed outside the normal authorization process and 
certainly not on appropriations bills where their full effects cannot be adequately 
assessed. Again, we strongly urge you not to use the FY98 appropriations 
bill for Labor, Health and Human Services, and Education to enact majo[' 
authorization changes or federal education programs. 

~~ 
President 

~~~ 
Executive Director 

122 C Street, NW • Suite 280 • Washington, DC 20001 • (202) 383-0083 
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Draft #l 

Statement by President Clinton 
on the Gorton Amendment to the Labor-lffiS 

Appropriations Bill 

The hasty decision by the U.S. Senate to support the Gorton Amendment is not an acceptable 
approach to developing and strengthening the bipartisan spirit of co-operation that is so vital to 
to improving American education. At its worst, the Gorton Amendment is, as Secretary Riley 
noted, a "backdoor attempt to kill off the Department of Education." At its best, the Gorton vote 
seems to have been a hasty decision that was not well thought out. 

With one hand, the Senate supported by an overwhelming majority (87-13) my proposal to offer 
states and communities voluntary national tests in 4th grade reading and 8th grade math. I 
welcome this support. Less than two hours later, however, the Senate's adoption of the Gorton 
Amendment eliminated the funding to continue the development of these very important tests. 

I am concerned that the Gorton Amendment would halt many of this Administration's most 
successful educational initiatives: including getting computers into every classroom; raising 
standards through GoaJs 2000; expanding efforts to create more chaner schools; strengthening 
our exciting school-to work programs; and creating more opporturuties to help immigrant 
children learn English and stay in school. In addition, this Jack of targeted funds would undermine 
programs to help the gifted and talented, the arts and exciting new efforts to create technology 
partnerships. 

This vote is not a vote, as some suggest, about who controls public education; the old worn out 
chestnut that Washington is taking over local control of schools. The federal government only 
provides 7% of all funding for public education and that funding has historically been targeted at 
helping the under-served. Behind the rhetoric of "local" control is a direct attempt to shift 
funding away impoverished schools that serve the homeless, Native-Americans, immigrants and 
the disadvantaged. 

Politics should stop atthe school house door. The Gorton Amendment is unacceptable and I will 
use my veto power if necessary to make.sure that this hasty decision does not become the Jaw of 
the land. 
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Draft #3 

Statement by President Clinton 
on the Gorton Amendment to the Labor-HHS 

Appropriations Bill 

The decision by the U.S. Senate to support the Gorton Amendment is not an acceptable approach 
to strengthening the bipartisan spirit of co-operation that is so vital to improving American 
education. At its worst, the Gorton Amendment is, as Secretary Riley noted, a "backdoor attempt 
to kill off the Department of Education." At its best, the Gorton vote seems to have been a hasty 
decision that was not well thought out. 

With one hand, the Senate supported by an overwhelming majority (87·13) my proposal to offer 
states and communities voluntary national tests in 4th grade reading and 8th grade math. I 
welcome this support. Less than two hours later, however, the Senate's adoption of the Gorton 
Amendment eliminated the funding to continue the development of these very important tests. 

I am concerned that the Gorton Amendment would halt many of this Administration's most 
successful educational ~nitiatives: including getting cornP,uters into every classroom~ raising 
standards through Goais 2000; expanding efforts to create more charter schools; strengthening . . 
our exciting school·to _work programs; and creating more opportunities to help immigrant 
children learn English and stay in school. In addition, this lack of targeted funds would undermine 
programs to help the gifted and talented, the arts and exciting new efforts to create technology 
partnerships. 

This vote is not a vote, as some suggest, about who controls public education; the old worn out 
chestnut that Washington is taking over local control of schools. The federal government only 
provides 7% of all funding for public education and that funding has historically been targeted at 
helping the under.served. Behind the rhetoric of "local" control is a direct attempt to shift 
funding away from schools that serve the homeless, Native-Americans, inunigrants and the 
disadvantaged. If the Gorton Amendment became law wealthy school districts would be the 
winners and schools districts with large numbers of poor children would invariably be the losers. 

Politics ~~op at ~e school house door. The Gort~n Amendment is unacceptable and I will 
use my veto power if qecessary to make sure that this hasty decision does not become the law of 
the land. 

. ,·· ... , .··:.. -.. ;_. .• 



1 ••. -_I, 11j 1j 7 
_1,_) I 

Draft #3 

Statement by President Clinton 
on the Gorton Amendment to the Labor-HHS 

Appropriations Bill 

The decision by the U.S. Senate to support the Gorton Amendment is not an acceptable approach 
to strengthening the bipartisan spirit of co-operation that is so vital to improving American 
education. At its worst, the Gorton Amendment is, as Secretary Riley noted, a "backdoor attempt 
to kill off the Department of Education." At its best, the Gorton vote seems to have been a hasty 
decision that was not well thought out. 

With one hand, the Senate supported by an overwhelming majority (87-13) my proposal to offer 
states and communities voluntary national tests in 4th grade reading and 8th grade math. I 
welcome this support. Less than two hours later, however, the Senate's adoption of the Gorton 
Amendment eliminated the funding to continue the development of these very imponant tests. 

I am concerned that the Gorton Amendment would halt many of this Administration's most 
successful educational initiatives: including getting computers into every classroom; raising 
standards through Goals 2000; expanding efforts to cre~te more charter schools; strengthening 
our exciting school-to work programs; and creating more opportunities to help immigrant 
children learn English and stay in school. In addition, this lack of targeted funds would undermine 
programs to help the gifted and talented, the arts and exciting new efforts to create technology 
partnerships. 

This vote is not a vote, as some suggest, about who controls public education; the old worn out 
chestnut that Washington is taking over local control of schools. The federal government only 
provides 7% of all funding for public education and that funding has historically been targeted at 
helping the under-served. Behind the rhetoric of "local" control is a direct attempt to sruft 
funding away from schools that serve the homeless, Native-Americans, immigrants and the 
disadvantaged. If the Gorton Amendment became law wealthy school districts would be the 
winners and schools districts with large numbers of poor children would invariably be the losers. 

Politics should stop at the school house door. The Gorton Amendment is unacceptable and I will 
use my veto power if necessary to make sure that this hasty decision does not become the law of 
the land. 
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Statement of 
Richard W. Riley 

U.S. Secretary of Education 

l'J ,•, .-, ,-, r: 1j 
u. ~< i J 

ON BLOCK GRANTING THE DEPARTMENT OF 
EDUCATION FUNDING · 

P. 2/2 

The effort to block grant virtually all of the Department of Education's fimding is 
another back-door attempt to kill the Department of Education. The same people 
who two years ago were willing to close dovm the government in order to eliminate 
the Department now want to find another way to attack President Clinton's effort to 
improve education. 

The President has put the national spotlight on the need to make sure that every 
child has mastered the basics of reading and math. The President has set the goal 
of making sure we get computers into every classroom, increased funding for 
teacher training, given charter schools the financial support they need, created Goals 
2000 to raise standards, increased funding to fight drug use by young people, rebuilt 
the Title I program to make it effective, and consistently increased support for the 
highly successful Trio program. 

Once again, the only response to these many positive efforts to improve education is 
an attempt by Congressional critics to kill off the Department. The proposed 
amendment would shift funding away from the poorest school districts in the nation, 
that need the most help, to wealthier school districts. In addition, there is no 
accountability for how the funds will be used. Under this approach funds could be 
squandered instead of being used in ways that clearly help children learn in the 
classroom. 

The Congressional majority is showing yet again that it is out of step with 
mainstream America when it comes to education. The American people have made 
education a national priority and they support the President when it comes to 
education. 

I urge members of the Senate to vote against the amendment, 
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":. \SIG97 .607 S.L.C. 

Al\'IEND1'IENT NO. _ Calendar No. __ 

Purpose: T.o provide certain education funding directly to 
~ocal ·educational ngencies . . 

IN THE SENATE OF" THE lrnITED STATES-105th Cong., 1st Seas. 

. S.1061 

AMENDMENT NC} 1122 ·, :S:ealth 
A · · • /l _ Ga, fa,._ la ed agen .. 

m By~~-... .fP"-- ... ... .... ), 1998, 

El.I Bill/Ru. No .. _2J..f1.'1/ , ___ ~io;) 

SJ 

--- ~---··--··----w•-••••-

Ref en- ---·rr.pag-e(_s_) __ --····--
·. [p • GIQU•-c-J 

Ordered. to lle on me tac.Le ana to be printed 

AMENDMENT intended to be proposed by ?i!r. GORTON 

Viz: 
. ..l, - ..... 

"'i.' 
7. 

On page 85, after line 23, ·izu?.ert the following: 
•. ... . ...i..: 

I I ·"' - 0 

1 

2 SEC. __ . (a) N o~thstanding any other pro'Vi.sion 

3 C!f la.w, the Secretary of Education shall a\vard the total 

4 amount of ft~ds described in S,,i,bsection (b) directly to 

5 local educational agencies in accord.a.nee with sub~eotion 

6 ( d) to enable the local edtlcational agencies to support pro-

7 · grams or nctivities for kindergarten through grade 12 stu-

8 dents that the Iocnl edt1cational agencies deem nppro-

AHY13d03S tlO 30ltl~O l1feftl:IJ] l661 '11 '.BS 
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2 

1 (b) The total .amount of fltnds referred to in sub-

2 section (a) are nil fnnds thnt are appropriated for the De~ 

3 partment of Education.Jae ~2 tise~ IM>er, sRe ;ae, 

4 Del'~e:awf Jle .. dtb: antl Efmntw Ba •tees under this Act 

S to support programs or activities for 1Cndergarten through 

6 grade 12 stl.tdents, other than-

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 A 

20 

21 

22 

23 

(1) a.mounts appropriated under this Act-

. (A) to carry out title VIII of tl;ie Elemen- -~l"'/).__;;-A. ,') 
. . tary and Secondary Edt1cation· A.ct of 19 65; f 

(B) to cany out the In.dMduals with Dis-

abilities Education .A.ct; · 

(C) to carry out the Adult Ednca.tion. Act; 

(D) to carry out the Museum and Library 

Services .Act; 

{E) for depa.rbne;ital maD.agement e:t-.. . ..... . , 
p~es of the Department' of Education; or 

(F) to carry oti.t tll~' Edu~~tional Research, 

Development, "Dissemination, 
0

8.nd ~provement 

Act; 

(G) to carry 0\'1.t the National Education 

Statistics Act of 1994:; 

(H) to· carry out section 10601 of the Ele· 

mentnry nnd Secondnry Ed\tcation Act of 1965; 
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1 

2 

N0,282 P.4 

~.L.C. 

3 

(I) to carry out .section 2102 of tile Ele· 

mentnry and Secondnzy Education .Act of 1965; 

3 or µ;J·;·ll" . .,j 
4 (J) to carry out part K of the Elementary' W1; -f- .... j} ~ 

. p1qj~ 
S nnd Seconda.zy Education .Aat of 1965; £"" , • , • E-1.. ....,. . ~·"'"-
------>~ tl<} .l'.4-.~·~ ~"U.c:. J.~-A-S'~ ~~ \...._,.~, -~· ...._J 

6 (2) 50 .percent of the amonnt appropriated f u66c ~ &'t. 

1 under title fil under the ~adings "Rehabilitation ( o.~oj"" .~4j~t ('~ 
8 Services lllld Disability Research" o.nd "Vocational <::pr,-J~ S '1 i~-·· ., • .,t$~~ 

9 B.Ild Adult Education". · : ·.S~~,_;,"' 
10 (c) Each local educatioual qency shall cond\lct a cen-

1 l ms to determine t.he number of kindergarten through 

12 grade 12 students served by the. local ed\lcational agency 

13 not later tha.n 21 ~ys after the begimcing of the school 

14 year. Ea.ch local educational agency shall submit the num-

15 her to the ,Secretary. ,, - ..... ., . . ~ . :.,_,. 
16 (d) The Secretary shall determine the amount nwnrd-

17 ed to et\ch local edncatibnal agen"cy under this section ns 

18 follows: 

19 - (1) First, the Secretary, using the information 

20 provided nnder subsection (c), shall determine a per 

21 child amount by dividing the total amount of fltnds 

22 described il1 subsection (b), by the totnl number of 

23. kindergarten throL1gh gTade 12 stndents in all 

24 States. 

!~V13MJ3S ~o 3Jl~~o 
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1 (2) Second, the Secretary, using the inforwa-

2 . tion provided under subsection (c), sh.Elli. determine 

3 · the baseline nmaunt for each locnl edncntionnl ngen-

4 cy ·by multiplying the per child amount determined 

5 nnder pungra.ph · ( 1) by the nnmber of kindergnrten 

6 through grade 12 studen~ th&t are serred by the 

7 . local educational agency. 

8 (3) L~tly, the Secretary shall compute the 

9 amount awarded to e~ local educational ~cy as 

10 follows; 

11 (A) }Ittltiply the baseline amount deter-

12 mi.ued under paragraph (2) by a. factor of l.l 

13 for locN. educational ageneies·. serving States 

14 that are in the least wealthy quintile of all 

15 ~tates as dete;-mined hY, the Secretn.ry on the . . ., 
16 basis of the per capita. iricor.ne of individuals in 

17 

18 

19 • 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

. the States. .. .. 
(B) M1.'lltiply the baseline'·amount by a fnc­

tor of 1.05 for locnl educntion.nl ngencies serv­

ing States that are in the second least wealthy 

st1ch ciuintile_ 

(C} Mi..tltiply the bnseline amo1.Ult by n fac­

tor of 1.00 for local edllcational agencies serv­

ing States th"-t are in the third least wealthy 

51.tch qt1intile. __ ...... -------·. ·-- -· . 
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l · (D) ~ltiltiply tb.e baseline runannt by n fac 4 

2 tor of .95 for local educational agencies serving 

3 States that nre m t.he fourth lenst 'i.Venlthy such 

4 · ~tile. 

5 (E) lY!l.tltiply the b~eline ·a.mount by n fac4 

. 
6 tor of .90 for locnl educational agencies serving 

7 

8 

$tll.tes that are in the wealthiest suclt o~:.:e·-~~==~ 

(e) If the total amount of fun& ma.de a.vru.Iable to J: .... ,C.,. 
9 carry out_ this section is insufficient- to pay in full all 

10 amounts awarded under subsection (cl), then the Secretary 

l l shall ra.tably reduce each sueh amount . 
.. 

12 (f) If the Secre+.a.ry determines that a. local edu:.. 

13 cational agency has knowingly Sttbmitted false information 

14 tmd.er subsection (c:) for the purpose of gaining additional 

1 s funds un4er this s~tion, the ti the .local emi.ca:tiow agency .. . ·., . .. 
16 shall· be fined an amount eqn8.l to twice the difference be-

17 tween the amount the ··local educatiqnal. age:ncy received 

18 under subsection (d) 7 M.d the con-ect a.mount the local 

19 educational ·agency would have received if the agency had .. . 

20 submitted a.ccurnte information tmder subsection (c). 

21 (g) In this sectiou-

22 (1) the term "local educational <1i:,o-ency'' hns the 

23 n1eaning given the term in section 14101 of the Ele· 

24 ruentary and Secondazy Educatio11 Act of 1965; 

A-

f,/g 'd ZSS(: ·oN AHV13dJ3S tlO 3Jltltl0 1>.j'J r· 1 : Ii 1 I ~ f; 1 ' 11 . d 3 " IV:l - '-'-- ) 
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. 
~·--

( 4) Notwithstru1di11g paragraph (3), ·the Sec­

retm·.v shall coniput@ the amotmt awru·decl to each 

loeal educational <1.geue~· SP.rving the States of Alnskn 

nr IImnlii 1}.'' 11111ltiptri11~: thr· hast• li11f~ c\1mn111t cl1 1
-

r r~1 1·111i l1C1d tllld~J' j>ill'Cl~'111J>h (~) fo1· tht1 l11c:;.if t•cltr-

\ cat.io1ml ng-eucy br n f~lotor of' 1.00. 

I lV• ""c;;J(.... r 1 ( 

- ··1 ,--·1 ·11 'd3~ lf;;''Jl .IJ i.,QQ -
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1 (.2) the term "Secretn:Y' menns the Secretmy 

2 of Education; ruid · 

3 (3) the term "Stnte" means ench of the several 

4 Stntes of the United States, the District of Colnm· 

5 bin1 the .Commonwealth of Pnerto Rico, Guam, 

6 .Aln~rican Samoa, the Conunonwenlth of the North-

7 em MN"ia.D.A hlazµis, the United St.ates Virgin Is-

8 lands, the Republic of the Marshall Islands, the Fed .. 

9 ernted. States of Micronesia, and the Republic of 

10 Palau. 

" ' '·~I ,, 

l.j" r· l . - l ' c c l · 1 l . i :i c: i'·7i:i .IJ 1.,uu CiL· 
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GORTON AMENDMENT --
SENATE LABOR-HHS-ED APPROPRIATIONS BILL 

• Block-grants most ED elementary and secondary education programs, including Safe and 
Drug-Free Schools, Eisenhower Professional Development State Grants, Education 
Technology, Bilingual and Immigrant Education, Title VI, Indian Education, Magnet 
Schools, and Charter Schools, and a number of smaller program~. 

• In addition, folds SO percent of the money from the appropriations for both 
"Vocational and Adult Education" and "Vocational Rehabilitation and Disability 
Research" into.the block grant. 

• Programs excluded from t.l?-e block grant include ESEA Title I, Special Education, 
OERI research and statistics activities, Adult Education., and several smaller 
programs. 

• ED would distribute block grant funds directly to local educational agencies under a 
fonnula based on child count weighted by State per-capita income (Le, poorer States 
receive a higher weight). · 

• For Title I, the language would require ED to allocate all funds directly to LEAs on the 
basis of their number of "Title I formula,, (poor) childrep.. This would seem to have the 
effect of: (1) eliminating the Stat~ per-pupil expenditure factor from the Title I formula; 
and (2) eliminating the separate Title I programs for Migrants1 Neglected and Delinquent 
students, Even Start, and evah~ation. 

• "Hold-harmless" language, which seems to cover both the block grant·and Title I, ensures 
that each State receives at least the amount that it would have received absent the 
amendment. 
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Facsimile 

TO. Crn.ig Hanna. J-Tousc DPC, 1: AX· n.n-nl>:l8 
Ji:;ny J-fonz. l:Jouse DemouaLic Whip. Fl\ X: 225-5786 
.Tum: U111Tis/M11rk Zuckerman_ E&WDemo1~rn1w StHtt; FAX: 225-3614 
Cheryl S111i1h/M1uk. Miocluski. House Appropriation.1:. FAX: 225-0476 
Torn Ki!hn/Shclly A111uu1, House l~udgei, FAX: 226-723J 
.T~m1)' Lurl\y, Rep. Lowey, FAX. 225-0546 
Luurn Geer, Rep Ticmey, FAX: 225-5515 
Jodi Gr::rnt/Paul Thornell, Senate Dre .. FAX 224-5476 
Joan Hutler, Sen Dasi::hle, FAX: 224-2047 
Amy Abrn.ham, Senale Budget, FAX: 228-3898 
Marsha Simon, Senate Lahor-l~U-lS Educntion Appropriations, r AX: 224-79 .14 
l>;imca l'etroshius, Senate Labor und lJuman Resources, FAX: 224-JSJJ 
Mike Colu~n. White House DPC, 456-5581 
13arbara Chow. S~nali" I 1aison Otlice, 4%-2604 
Andy Blocker_ House Li11ison I lllin•, FAX: 456-2604 
Bob Shireman. NEC, FAX· 456-2223 
Ke11 Apfel. OMB, FAX: 395-5730 
Hon Klain, OJfo.;c llf 1he Vic~-Presidem, FAX: ~156-6212 
St1s<u1 frost, Dcpa1t111c111 l.rEducacion. FAX: 401-0596 
Scott Fleming, Dcpi11tme111 uffaluc111io11, FAX: 401-1438 
Ed Kculy, CEF, FAX: 383-0097 

PLEASE IH:LIVER TO PEltSON LISTIW ABOVE 

FROM: Joel Packer 
N<ttional Education Associalion 
202-822-7129 

f-AX 202-822-7309 

# P11gcs 4 (including this pugc:) 

COMMl:::NTS · I l.ho11ch1 you \vould be interested in th~ NE.A prose; relea:ie nnd tnlking poinl~ opposing 
the Gonon amendment. 

If you dle1 1101 rccCl\'C all pa1:cs. please call I he sender us soon :ts pmsihl~ ff rhi~ 1;K.~iani le. was ~i!llt. 1.0 1 hi.: wronH m11nbcr, 

we wuuld appn;ciat1: a \:all so we can send 1111: fax to the corrc:L:I 11111nbcr. 
U:IWINWOR06\f;l.l lffAX UOC 

"''·~·:-it"' 
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Michael Pons (202)822-7595 
Kathleen Lyons (202)822-7213 
Melinda AnJt"rs•>n 
Su.sun \Vhitmore 

(202)822-7230 
(202)822-7251 
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NEA President Calls on Conercss To Maintain Help for Stydents 

PAGE 2 

Communications 

For [mmediatt: Relt:ast: 
September l2. 1997 

WASHINGTON, D.C. -- ''Now is not the time to eliminate standards of program quality for 

America's puhlic school students." says National Education Association (Nf.A) President Rob Chase. 

"The Senate's vote IO consolidate federal education programs would replace tlexibility with formlessness 

··and the children who need the most help co succeed will suffer most." 

By 51 to 49, the Senate voted Thursday to replace $1 J billion in funds for specific education 

priorities with a block grant that would allow federal funds to be used for ''any purpose deemed 

appropriate." Chuse l:aulioned that this would rc::sult in the:: possible misuse of funds -- from paving high 

school purking lots to rt:so<lding the foutbull lidd. or even luken ouc of the schools altogether. Federal 

funds could even be used to offset local tax breaks. 

Tn the context of the current budget agreement, funds for vague education programs would be 

far mMe vulnerable than specific pmgnuns Americans recogni:!.e as national needs, such as technology, 

lea.cher education, and sate and drug-free schools. 

(more) 
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~EA President Calls on Camness To M1tintain Hrlp for Studenr11 2. 

··contrary to the rhetoric in support or this change, the St:nate hill would lead to less parental 

and teacher involvement," Chase points out. Most federal programs include n:quirements that local 

parents, teachers, and others help shape federul resources to local needs. 

''Converting federal programs to block grants would close the book on three decades of 

national leadership on education," according to Chase. •·tr would take the focus our of rargeted 

resources." 

Federal officials in both panies have: used U.S. Department or Education funds co advam.:t: 

rer.:ognized national needs. For example. the .Johnson Adminisrration focus~d aid ro disadvantaged 

students to help with basic skills. The Reugun Administration worked to expand public school choices 

through magnet schools and enhance teacher education in math and science. 

NEA will work with its members to help Members of Congress underslun<l the importance of 

maintaining focus and standards in effective federul prognuns. Congress is working to complete action on 

the ti seal year I 99R appropriations bills prior to October l, the beginning of the federal fiscal year. 

### 

9/1 ?./97 

The National Edw::ation As.wdalion is the nalion ·.~· large11 professional employee org,mizalion. 
representing more than 2. 3 million elemenrory and secondary rea,·hers, ,·olleg~· fi1culty. educational 

.rnpport pa.rnnntd. school adminisrrarors. retired educators. and students prepuring 10 become reachers. 



FlLE No. 701 09/12 '97 15:37 JO:NEA GOV. RELATIONS 202 822 7309 

OPPOSE THE RADICAL GORTON K-12 BLOCK GRANT SCHEME 

• This proposal is u thinly veiled elfort to wipe out any meaningful role for the 
Depanment of Education in our nation's schools 

• Eliminates vinually ull Federal elemenra1)'/seconda1y education prngrnms including 
Safe and Dnig-Frc:e Schools, educational technology, Eisenhower Professional 
Development for teachers, bilingual and immigrant education, Magnet School 
Assistanl:e, .lavits Gilled and Talented education, f ndiun education. 1.nnovativc 
EdL1cation Strntegies Stnte gnmts, School-to-Work, education infrastructure 
grnnts, <lS well as 50 percent of the fonding for vocational and adult education and 
voct1tional rehabilirnlion 

• ln effecr it also block grants Title r funds, since it allows LEAs to use their Title J. 
fonds for any purpose 

• Transforms as much as $13 billion in federal fonds now dedica.ted to targeted 
priorities into an unRccountable block grant 

• Local Edlll::arion Agencies (Ll:As) would be able to spend funds on ''Rny purpose 
deemed appropriate" 

• Eliminates all requirements for parental involvement in Lhe design and 
implcmcntHtion of progrnms 

• Eliminates all requirements for involvement of school teachers in the design i-ind 
implementation of programs 

• Strips out all requirements that federal fonds he used to assure that students are 
held ro high academic standards 

• Eliminates Cl1rrent prohibitions against llsing Federnl fi.mds to supplant stare a.nd 
local funding for educ;ation 

• Eliminates all reql1irements fonccountubility in use of funds 
• Eliminates any limitntion on lhe percentage of funds that nrny be spent on 

ndministrntive purposes 
• Removes all requirments that LEAs priovide services for special population 

students, including limited English proficiency, economicttlly disadvantaged, Native 
American, immigrnnl, und gifted <md talented students 

• Would result in huge shifts of fi.inds among school districts 
• School districts serving large numbers ofNative American stLJdents, limited 

English proficient students, and others with speci<d needs wolild lose large 
<m1ounts of money 

NEA Government Relation~ 
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