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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 

TIiE SECRETARY 

May 2, 1996 

Dear Chief State School Officer: 

I am writing to inform you of some important developments 
regarding the Goals 2000: Educate America Act that have occurred 
as a result of the 1996 Omnibus Appropriations Act, which 
President Clinton signed into law on April 26, 1996. 

Most importantly, Congress, with President Clint~n' s strong· 
support, has continued its bipartisan .support for this very 
important program. In FY 1996, Goals 2000 is' funded at $350 
million, just slightly less than 6urrent funding levels. These 
funds will be available to states beginning July 1. For your 
information, I have enclosed a table that shows the allotment for 
each state. 

Second, Congress,passed a package of amendments to the Goals 2000 
Act as part of this appropriations bill. These amendments were 
authored by Senator Arlen Specter. Senator Specter's -amendments 
were offered to respond to concerns raised in states that were 
not participating in Goals 2000. As Senator Specter said when'he 
introduced the amendments in October 1995, "It is my view that 
there are no excessive intrusions at the present time. But in 
orqer to eliminate any concern about that issue, it was my 
thought that legislation might ease the concerns of some in the 
country who think there are too many intrusions~" 

I strongly believe that-Goals 2000 is already being effectively 
implemented in mo~t sta~es and could cdntinue to be implemented 
without any changes to the legislation. I also recognize that 
some provisions in Goals 2000 have been widely misunderstood. 

I supported Senator Specter's objec~ive in introducing his 
legislation and found the amendments he proposed acceptable. 
They make adjustments in the operation of Goals 2000, ~ithout in 
any way altering its fundamental purpose of helping local 
communities and states improve student achievement. They honor 
the fundamental principles on which Goals 2000 is based: 
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challenging academic standards for all students as th~.basis for 
state and local ed~cation improvement strategiesj stat~ and local 
control of education, broad-based involvement in education 
reform, and aC90untability for results. 

I have enclosed a brief summary of these amendments, as well as 
the specific legislative language. Briefly, these amendments: 

o 	 eliminate the authority to establish the National 
Education Standards and Improvement Council (NESIC), 
which was never established; 

o 	 eliminate all references to opportu~ity-to-Iearn 
standards; 

o 	 maintain the requirement that states a.:nd local school 
districts participating in Goals 2000 establish broad­

. 	based planning panels, while eliminating more detailed 
requirements for their composition or operation; . 

o 	 provide states with an alternative to federal review. 
and approval of state education improvement plans, 
while maintaining appropriate accountability; 

o 	 permit local school districts instates that were not 
participating in the Goals 2000 program as of 
October 20, 1995 to apply directly to the O.S. 
Department of Education for part of a state's share of 
Goals 2000 funds, subject to the approval of the state 
education agency; and . 

o 	 clarify that Goals 2000 does not require outcomes-based 
education, school-based health clinics, or other 
controversial practices. 

In addition, Senator Hatfield authored an amendment to the Goals 
2000 	Act that authorizes an additional.six states to participate 
in the Ed-Flex demonstration program. As you know,' this program 
enables me to delegate to state education agencies the authority 
to waive statutory and regulatory requirements in s~lected ' 
federal education programs. 'Six states -- Kansas, Massachusetts, 
Ohio, Oregon, Texas and Vermont -- have already. been selected' for 
this 	program. Unlike the initial' selection, there is no .' 
requirement that the next six states be divided, evenly between 
small and large states. As in the past, states must have an 

,approved Goals 2000 plan in order to.be eligible to participate. 
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In the near future, the Office of Elementary and Secori(;1'ary 
Education will provide more specific guidance on the 
implementation of these provisions. Until then,. if you or your 
staff have any questions regarding the implications of these 
amendments to Goals 2000, please call Mike Cohen, my Senior 
Advisor on.Education Reform, at (202) 401-3385. . 

Yours sincerely, . , 

Richard w. 

Enclosures 
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AMENDMENTS TO GOALS 2000: EDUCATE AMERICA AC~ 
1996 Omnibus Appropriations Act ' 

o 	 Authorization of Six Additional ED·Plex States 
The Secretary of Education is authorized to select an 
additional six states to participate in the ED·Flex 
demonstration program. This program allows the Secretary to 
delegate to state education agencies the authority to waive 
statutory and regulatory requirements in most federal 
education programs. State agencies may then waive federal 
requirements for local districts and schools if these 
requirements interfere with state or'local approaches to 
improving,student achievement. 

States must have an approved Goals 2000 education 
'improvement plan in order to be eligible to ~pply for Ed-
Flex. 	 ' ~. 

Kansas, Massachusetts, Ohio, Oregon, Texas and Vermont are 
currently participa~ingin Ed-Flex. 

o 	 Repeal of the National EdueationStandards and Improvement 
Council 
The provisions in Goals 2000 to establish the National 
Education Standards and Improvement. Council (NESIC) are 
repealed. The Council would have been responsible for 
reviewing and approving voluntary national standards. No 
state would be required to use standards certified by NESIC, 
and no federal f~nding cotild be tied to the use of staridards 
recognized by NESIC. .. 

At the request of Secretary Riley and the members of the 
National Education Goals Panel, President Clinton agreed 
last year not to appoint members to NESIC, pending . 
Congressional action to repeal the authority to est~blish 
NEStC. 

o 	 Elimination of Opportunity-to-Learn Standards 
The authority to establish voluntary model national 
opportunity-to-learn standards and the requirement that 
states describe the "standards or strategies" to provide all 
students an opportunity-to-Iearn the content in state 
academic standards have been repealed. . 

o 	 Elimination of Specific Panel Composition Requirements' 
The specific requirements governing the composition of the 
Goals20QO state planning panels and local planning panels 
have been eliminated. The Act now provides simply that 
state plans must be developed by a broad-based state panel 
in cooperation with the state education agency and the 
governor. 
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o 	 Establishment of Alternative to Federal Approval of State 
~gucation Improvement Plan Based on Increased Accountability 
to the_Public in Each State 
States are required to complete the development of an 
education improvement plan, based on challenging academic 
standards, in order to be eligible for continued funding 
after two years of participation in Goals 2000. As . 
initially enacted, Goals 2000 provided that this plan be 
reviewed by a nonfederal panel of educators, business 
leaders and others involved in education reform, and 
approved by the Secretary of Education based on a 
recommendation of this panel~ 

States may continue to rely on this procedure. Asan 
alternative to submitting its education improvement plan to 
the Secretary, a state may instead: ' 

(1) submit an assurance from the Gove~r and the chief 
state school officer that it has a completed p'lan that 
meets the requirements of the Goals 2000 Act; 

(2) make it.'education improvement plan, and the 
indicators'it will use to judge progress in 
implementing the plan, widely available to the public 
within the sta~e; and 

(3) report annually to the public on progress the state 
is making in meeting its indicators of progress. 

Twenty states have already completed state education 
improvement plans and submitt~d the~ to the U.S. Department 
of Education for review. Each of these states has received 
approval of its plan, and none has been required to change 
its plan in order to gain approval. States have benefitted 
from feedback and the interaction with an external review 
panel comprised of experts who become familiar with the 
state plan. 

o 	 Direct Grants to Loc~l Education Agencies in 
Nonparticipating States 
Local education ~gencies in any state that was not 
participating in Goals 2000 as of ,October 20, 1995 may, with 
the approval of the state education agency, apply directly 
to the U.S. Department of Education for a portion of their 
state's Goals 2000 allotment. 
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States covered by this provision will be notified.in the 
next several days of .the procedures that will be·bsed to 
administer the local grants program. ·There will be only a 
brief period for state education agencies to determine 
whether to approve local participation in Goals 2000, 
because of the. need to complete a grants competition by 
September 30, the end of the fiscal year. 

o 	 Clarification regarding Outcomes-Based Education, School­
Based Health Clinics, or Social Services' 
The amendments expr~ssly state that Goals 2000 may not be 
construed to require a state, local education agency, or a 
school, as a condition of receiving Goals 2000 assistance, 
to provide - ­

(1) outcomes-based education; 
(2) school-based health clinics, or sQ~ial services. 

o 	 Clarification on Use of Funds for Technology 
The amendments clarify that Goals 2000 funds may be used for 
the acquisition of technology and the use of technology­
enhanced curricula and instruction. 

., 
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~ EDUCATION REFORM 

, Goals 2000: State and Local Education Systemic Improvement 

State or 	 1995 Appro. 1996 Estimate 1997 ReQuest 
Outlying AIel 	 lot 1996 fIX 1997 for 1998 

Alabama $5,941.766 $5,675,986 $7,895.690 
Alaska ',5047.345 1.437,296 2.015,509 
Arizona 5,450.582 5.038.557 7.220,860 
Arkansas 3,650 ... 95 3.43-4.819 ".800,139 
California 42.111.705 39,21',219 . 504,798.617 
Colorado ".288,514 3,922.624 5.585.002 
Connedicut 3.<&60,756 3,149,595 4,453......5 
Delaware 1,291.544 1,2"2.928 1,742.164 
Florida 15.861.034 14,713,635 20.880,761 
Georgia 8,959,402 8.515,014 12.097,369 
Hawai 1,381,641 1,307,668 1,830.605 
Idaho 1.S6a.397 1,"78.175 2.072.739 
illinOis 15,992.571 15.050.826 20.965.086 
Indiana 6.557,"'5 6.280.894 8.734;445 

3.219,618 3.077.8n .. ".261.417 
Kansas 3.193,916 3.099.621 -~. 4.350.864 
Kentucky 5.775.274 5.549.490 7,709.898 
louisiana 7.968,128 

Iowl 

7,642,099 10.577,254 
Maine, 1,647,540 1,535,403 2,1"7.204 
Maryland 5,379,938 5.016.113 7.070.017 
Massachusetts 6,990.859 6,242.461 8.845,858 
Michigan '4.371,488 13.653.5047 19,081.265 
Minnesota 5,377,078 5.062.092 7.103,635 
Mississippi 5,094,972 ",864.881 6,746.306 
Missouri 6.525.935 6,132,073 8,574,360 
Montana 1,560,150 1,459.914 2,044,513 
Nebrask.l 1,986,104 1,834.350 2,661.199 
Nevada 1,419;052 1.303.042 1,868,241 

New Hampshire 1,290,294 1.232.612 1,728.084 
8.792,536 7.904.169 11.130.562New Jersey 

New Mexico 	 2,782,261 2.610.240 3.691.669 
New YOI'k 27;112,295 25,358.328 35.384.032 
North Carolinl 7.745.087 7.280.313 10.327.046 
North Dakota 1,340.576 1.259,984 1.765.253 

Ohio 14.833,684 14.226.873 19844.608 

Oklahoma 4.396.613 4.176,732 5.822.424 

,Oregon 	 4,012,392 3,799,963 5.312.803 
20.258.933Pennsylvania 15.529,194 14,"64.447 

Rhode Island 1,480.004 1.359.688 1.902.901 

, South Carolina 4,710,359 ",511,625 6.263.574 

South Dakota 1,412,5049 '1,309.917 1,836.220 

Tenneu.ee 6,387,802 5,999,"53 8.432,635 

Texas 29.228,278 27,187,"79 38,181.903 

Utah 2.587,039 2.452.958 3429.258 

Vermont 1.272,847 1.225,743 1,717,476 

Virginia 6.658.924 6.200.305 8.704.627 

Washington 6.328.974 6.056.946 	 8.492,110 

West Vtrginia 2,799.259 2,788.423 3.829.992 

Wisconsm ;;..' 6,582.097 6.320,1n 8.806.412 

Wyoming 1,262.907 1.224,150 1,715.593 
1,523,409 1.353,218 1,895.093Oislricl of CoIumbiI 
9,608.968 9,060',078 12.632.327Puerto Rico 

184,247 173.864 	 2"7,560 
137,787

American Samoa 
Northern Mariana. 	 102,5049 96.770 


194,658 183.688 
 261,548Guam 510,788380.157 	 3$8,733Virgin islands 
102,5049 79.187 	 52,791

Palau 
137.787Marshan Islands 	 102,549 96.710 
406.357.302.433 	 285.389Miaonesia 

3,005 ~8,BIA &Alaska Federation of Natives 2249 558. 2125 §OO 

Subtolal. Outlying Area, BIA, & AFN 3,618.700 3,400.000 4.760.000 

300,000'Pei!r Review 

Total 	 361.870,000 "l4.0.000,000 H6.000.000 

-,-' . ­
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 

1liE SECRETARY 

May 2, 1996 

Dear Chief State School Officer: 

I am writing to inform you of some important developments 
regarding the Goals 2000: Educate America Act that have occurred 
as a result of the 1996 Omnibus Appropriations Act, which 
President Clinton signed into law on April 26, 1996. 

Most importantly, Congress, with President ClintGn's strong 
support, has continued its bipartisan support for this very 
important program. In FY 1996, Goals 2000 is funded at $350 
million, just slightly less than current funding levels. These 
funds will be available to states beginning July 1. For your 
information, I have enclosed a table that shows the allotment for 
each state. 

Second, Congress passed a package of amendments to the Goals 2000 
Act as part of this appropriations bill. These amendments were 
authored by Senator Arlen Specter. Senator Specter's am.endments 
were offered to respond to concerns raised in states that were 
not participating in Goals 2000. As Senator Specter said when he 
introduced the amendments in October 1995, "It is my view that 
there are no excessive intrusions at the present time. But in 
order to eliminate any concern about that issue, it was my 
thought that legislation might ease the concerns of some in the 
country who think there are too many intrusions." 

I strongly believe that Goals 2000 is already being effectively 
implemented in most states and could continue to be implemented 
without any changes to the legislation. I also recognize that 
some provisions in Goals 2000 have been widely misunderstood. 

I supported Senator Specter's object::ive in incroducing his 
legislation and found the amendments he proposed acce~table. 
They make adjustments in the operation of Goals 2000, ~ithout in 
any way altering its fundamental purpose of helping local· 
communities and states improve student achievement. They honor. 
the fundamental principles on which Goals 2000 is based: 
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challenging academic staridards for all students as th~.b~sis for 
state and local education improvement strategies, state and local 
control of education, broad-based involvement in education 
reform, and accountability for results. ' 

I have enclosed a brief summary of these amendments, as well as 
the specific legislative language. Briefly, these amendments: 

o 	 eliminate the authority ,to establish the National 
Education Standards and Improvement Council (NESIC" 
which was never established; , 

o 	 eliminate all references to opportunity-to-Iearn 
standards; 

o 	 maintain the requirement that states ~n9 local school 
districts participating in Goals 2000 establish broad­
based planning panels, while eliminating more detailed 
requirements for their composition or operation; 

o 	 provide states with an alternative to federal review 
and approval of state education improvement plans, 
while maintaining appropriate acc6untability; 

o 	 permit local school districts in states that were not 
participating in the Goals 2000 program as of 
October 20, 1995 to apply directly to the U.S. 
Department of Education for part of a state's share of 
Goals 2000 funds, subject to the approval of the state 
education agency; and 

o 	 clarify that Goals 2000 does not require outcomes-based 
education, school-based health clinics, or other 
controversial practices. 

In addition, Senator Hatfield authored an amendment to the Goals 
2000 Act that authorizes an additional six stales to participate 
in the Ed-Flex demonstration program. As you know, this program 
enables me to delegate to state education agencies the authority 
to, waive statutory and regulatory requirements in sp.ler.:ted 
federal education programs. Six states -- Kansas, Massachusetts, 
Ohio, Oregon, Texas and Vermont -- have already been selected for 
this program. Unlike the initial selection, there is no 
requirement 'that the next six states be divided evenly between 
small and large states. As in the past, states must have an 
approved Goals 2000 plan in order tO,be eligible to participate. 
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In the near future, the Office of Elementary and Secoriaary 
Education will provide more specific guidance on the 
implementation of these provisions. Until then, if you or your 
staff have any questions regarding the implications of these 
amendments to Goals 2000, please call Mike Cohen, my Senior 
Advisor on Education Reform, at (202) 401-3385. 

Yours sincerely, 
\ .. 

Richard 

Enclosures -... 
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AMENDMENTS TO GOALS 2000: EDUCATE AMERICA AC~' 
1996 Omnibus Appropriations Act 

o 	 Authorization of Six Additional ED-Flex States 
The Secretary of Education is authorized to select an 
additional six states to participate in the ED-Flex 
demonstration program. This program allows the Secretary to 
delegate to state education agencies the authority to waive 
statutory and regulatory requirements in most federal ' 
education programs. State agencies may then waive federal 
'requirements for, local districts and schools if these 
requirements interfere with state or local approaches to 
improving stUdent achievement. 

States must have an approved Goals 2000 'education 
improvement plan in order to be eligible to apply for Ed-
Flex. 	 ......... ' 


Kansas, Massachusetts, Ohio, Oregon, Texas and Vermont are 
currently participating in Ed-Flex. 

o 	 Repeal of the National Education Standards and Improvement 
'Council 
The provisions in Goals 2000 to establish the National 
Education Standards and Improvement Council (NESIC) are 
repealed. The Council would have been responsible for 
reviewing and approving voluntary national standards. No 
state would be required to use standards, certified by NESIC, 
and no federal funding could be tied to the use of standards 
recognized by NESIC. 

At the request of Secretary Riley and the members of the 
National Education Goals Panel, President Clin40n agreed 
last year not to appoint members to NESIC, pending 
Congressional action to repeal the authority to establish 
NESIC. 

o 	 Elimination of Opportunity-to-LearnStandards 
The authority to establish voluntary model national 
opportunity-to-learn standards and the requirement that 
states describe the "standards or strategies" to provide all 
students an opportunity-to-learn the content in state 
academic standards have been repealed. 

o 	 Elimination of Specific Panel Composition Requirements 
The specific requirements governing the composition of the 
Goals 2000 state planning panels and local planning panels 
have been eliminated. The Act now provides simply that 
state plans must be developed by a broad-based state panel 
in ,cooperation with the state education agency and the 
governor. 
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 o 	 Establishment of Alternative to Federal Approval of State 
Education Improvement Plan Based on Increased Acc~untability 
to the Public in Each State 
States are required to complete the development of an 
education improvement plan, based on challenging academic 
standards, in.order to be eligible for continued funding 
after two years of participation in Goals 2000. As 
initially.enacted, Goals 2000 provided that this plan be 
reviewed by a nonfederal panel of educators, business 
leaders and others involved in education reform, and 
approved by the Secretary of Education based on a 
recommendation of this panel. 

States may continue to rely on this procedure. As an 
alternative to submitting its education improvement plan to 
the Secretary, a state may instead: 

(1) submit an assurance from the GoveJ::.ROr and the chief 
state school officer that it has a completed plan that 

. meets the requirements of the Goals 2000 Act; 

(2) make its"education improvement plan, and the 
indicators it will use to judge progress in 
implementing the plan, widely available to the public 
within the state; and 

(3) report annually to the public on progress the state 
is making in meeting its indicators of progress. 

Twenty states have already completed state education 
improvement plans and submitted them to the U.S. Department 
of Education for revie~. Each of these states has received 
approval of its plan, and none has been required to change. 
its plan in order to gain approval. States have benefitted 
from 	feedback and the interaction with an external review 
panel comprised of experts who become familiar with the 
state plan. 

o 	 Direct Grants to Local Education Agencies in 
Nonparticipating States 
Local education agencies in any state that was not 
participating in Goals 2000 as of October 20, 1995 may, with 
the approv~l of the state education agency, appli directly 
to the U.S. Department of Education for a portion of their 
state's Goals 2000 allotment~· 
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States covered by this provlslon will be notified ..in the 
n~xt several days of the procedures that will be'~sed to 
administer ~he local grants program. There .will be only a 
brief period for state education agencies to determine 
whether to approve local participation in Goals 2000, 

'because of the need to complete a grants competition by 
-'September 30, the end of the fiscal year. ­

o 	 Clarification regarding Outcomes-Based Education, School..: 
Based Health Clinics, or Social Services 
The amendments expressly state that Goals 2000 may not be 
construed to require a state, local education agency, ora 
school, as a condition of receiving Goals 2000 assistance, 
to provide - ­

(1) outcomes-based education; 
(2) school-based health clinics, or sQclal services. 

o 	 Clarification on Use of Funds for Technology 
The amendments clarify that Goals 2000 funds may be used fo~ 
the acquisition of technology and the use of technology­
enhanced curricula and instruction. 
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SEC. 601. In addition t.D ~nu ofhen.u!# tiono./ I1"udent performance" OM 0./1 that 101- ntbdci!U:t (II)) bv 'triking ", wlunla'1l naturo./ 
provided in tilts Act, the lollollring anwuntl 0f1! lolD' through "rueh CouncU" OM inserting ,tu.denl perfo.rmance slandard$, aM ,t>OlunlMJf . 
h.e1ebll awropriated as specified lurUu! /01l0'lD- "aM wlunla'1l Mtlono.I .tudent performance Mluro./ owo.rtunill'-tc-learn .tand<lrd$ cteveI­
ing awropriation OccounO: Health Cere FI- .tandardr". oped undeT pari B 0/ tiUe II 01 thi.! Ad" aM in­
flancing Administration, "Program Man~e- (5) Sect!0'II 2OZ(jj 01 rueh Act (20 V.s.C. letting "and wlunta'l' national .tudent per•. 
ment", '396,()(){j,ooo; and OffICe 0/ the Secrela'1l • . -5122{j)} f.s a.men4ed llJI .trfA.ing" I1"udent per_ lormance .landa.dr"; 
"OlflCe of /mpectcr Genero./", '22,330,000, t.D- /ormallCe M opparn..nllJl-It)-lea"';·' OM Insert- (vi) in .rubparagraph (B) 01 pa.aqtaph (l) (tu 
I)ether toith not to uceed 12O,610~000 to. be tra!U- ing "or .iu.dent per/ormance", redesignated b'JI clawe (iii»), bll 'triking "paro­
lerred eM upended as euth~nzed "" ,ectiOIl (6) Seetio'll 2()J of rueh Act (20 V.S.C. 5&23) U gra~h (5)," and inserting "parag.aph.(I),"; OM 
2OJ(g)(I) 01 the Socia1 Secunll' Act from 1M a.mende4- (vii) in paf~raph (I) (as redesignated "" 
HOspilo.1ln.s:"rance 1'ru!t FIlM and the Supple- (A) in rubsect:ioll (0)- clawe (U»), bv Itming "par~.eph (I)" each 
menta.1 Medlco./ 11lSU''!nce 1'ru!t FuM. (i) h .trlking paragraplu (1) and P): place il appears aM inserting "paraqtaph (J)"; 

SEC. 6C2. AWropnlltiOl'lS OM lund.$ made (II) bV redesigMtin~ par~rapht (4) through (B) in the matter preceding .subpar~raph (A) 
oooi/able purAtant t~ section 6()/ 01 thif Act (6) as par~rapht (2) thr01J.gh (4), re.spectioeIlI: .ofrubseetion (c)(2)- . 
• holl be aNJOeble until enactment into 1010 of a OM (I) h Itming "rubll8Ction (&)(I)" and I,*"­
subsequenl awropriation lor flSCOJ flear 1996 lur (III) bVamen4i'llg paragraph (1) (as redet:f47- Ing "rubll8Ction (b)(3) "; OM 
onl' project 0' activitll provlde.d lor 'n secttOft na.ted bV claUJe (iI)) tc reed as follow: (ii) bV llriking "aM tc providi a Iraz-Ic 
601. "(2) revielD wlunla'1l natio"al content It4M- lor the implemenlation 01 opportunill'-It)~

atanclard$ or strategies": and . 
TITLE VI/-AMENDMENTS TO THE GOALS o.rdr aM t>Olunlarll national .tudent per/urm- (C' i'll .rubsectiDn m, bV .triking "rub.s«1iOft . 

2000: EDUCATE AMERICA ACT once 'landarc:ti;"; OM I 

(B) in -"~ti'- '''XJL.... (&)(I)" each place 'I appears OM. i~ng
SBC. 701. BUM:/];ATJON OF TBE NAnONAL BDrJ. nw.-. .m.II r- "rubsection (b)(3)", 

CAnOJ\' STA.>''DARDS M'D lMPlWVB- (I) inl'UbparaQ'aph (A). 1111 lnaerting "OM" (J5)(A) Sec/ion l16 01 rueh Act (20 V.s.C. 5196) 
Ja....T COL'NClt AA'D OPFOR1'IJNlT'l- ofUIT the semicOlOfl:" repeo.J.ed. . 
'.f"O.LE.4.R.V S'TA.'¥DARDs' (II) in rubpar~raph (S), bfl Itnkiq ,,; and" (B) The table 01 contenu lor rueh Act U 

The Gools ZOIXJ: Educate Americc Act (lD OM in.teTting a period; and 1lI'1'1end.ed bll strU..;ng the item 'elating It) aectiOft 
. V.S.C. 580/ et .eq.) " amended- _ (Ui) bll 'Iriking nd>pa'agraph (C). JI6. 

(I) bv repeoJing part B 0/ title 11 (20 U.s.C. (T) Section 204(0.)(2) 01 rueh Act (20 U.s.C. (16) Section l/'l 0/ S'UCh Act (20 V.s.C. 519'1) IJ 

581/ et .eq.) 5821(a}(2)) U amended- ~_ 


(Z) bll redesignating parts CaM D of tille /I {A} 1111 ./nking "wlunla'1l nationo.I Df1fKIT- {A} in IUbsection (d)(I), IIV striking "prWlOte 

(20 V.S.C. 5861 et 'eo· aM 58'11 et Jeq,) as partl hlnilJl-to-leo.rn ltand<lrdr, "; OM thl nda ds M . described' tio
a r eJ
Band C, rispective/l', 01 title II; and (B) bll nriking"described in secHon Zllm", 306(~~"; o:us. .t ate91 In.ee n 

(3) iT. $eetiOf! 111 (~ [·;$.C. 58'11)- (8) Section YJI(a)(Z) 0/ rueh Act (20 V.s.C. (B) in rubsection (e)­
(A) i'll .rubuctio.n (0). bll .triking "(a) NA- 5&U(a)(Z)) u amended- (I) in parag.aph (Z), bJi inserting "OM" 4/ter 


r/ONAL EDUCATION GOALS PANI!L.-"; aM (A) in rubpa.aqtaph (A.), "" adding "OM" IKe .emicolon:· . 

(B) bl' 'IriA.;ng rulisectiolll (b) thr01l.{lh (d). • 4/UIT thllel7lirOIOft; (ii) llJI .triking parOQraph (l); OM 

SBe. 7O:t. STATE A.'.'D Loc.u. EDVCAl'ION SYS- (B) i'll I'Ubpar~raph (B), "" .trl..king "; 11114" (iii) bV redesignating par~'aph W as JlG"0­
'l"E.MJC lMPROVE.KKNT. AM inw-t;'1g a f mod; OM ,raph (l). . 

(Aj PANEL COMPOSITION; Ol'f>ORnl.4/Tf-TO- (~) bll ,trikinl/.rubparOQ.aph (C). (1'1) Section 5030/ rueh Ad (20 U.s.C. 59JJ) U 

LEAN! STAND AlIOS: AJlD SUBMISSiON 01 PLAN ro (9) Section 306(0) 0/ rueh Act (20 U.s.C. a.men4ed­
f'HE SECRETARY FOR. APl'ltOvAl-- 5&16(0)) " amended "" Itminl) "Slate Df1fKIT. (A) in .rubsectionjbj.... 


(1) STATE IMP/tOI'£I>f£I>7 PUJ.'.-Section J06 01 tunilv-tc-learn .landa,d$ or .traUgiel.... (i) In paral7"aph (1)- . 
the Goals 2OQ(J: £durou .Atneric(J Act (20 V.s.C. (10) Section 308 01 rueh Act (20 V.s.C. 5888) U (I) i'll thl mal£e1 preceding .rubparaqtaph (A.), 
!i8M) u amen.ded- GII'Ie'IIded- . b'JI .tnA:i'llg "zr aM in.teTting "Z'I"; 

(A) bV amending rubll8Ctioll (&) 14> re04 CU 101· (A) in rubll8CtiOIl {&)(2~ (11) bV slriking subpar~'aph (D); OM 
lDw: . (i) in thl malUIT precedi"g clause (I) of ftb.. (Ill) bll r~si~nallng rubpa,agrapht (E) 

"(&) PLAH D£V£WI'MENT.-A StaU improve- po.ragraph (A), bll .triking "State oppor/uni4'- through (G) 4$ subpa'agrapht (D) through (F), 
ment plan IInder tIIiJ tiae .ha11 be developed bfl to-learn .tandardr,"; OM res-pecl.ioeIlI: 
o b,ood-based State po.ne1 in cooperation ""til (iI) in I'Ubpat~raph (A), b'JI ,trl.king ''''nclll4- . (ii) in pa,ag,aphJ (2). (l), and (5). bll .triking 
thl Slate educational ~ellCJl aM thl Gov- fng-" and 0./1 that 10llolD' th.ough "po.rt B oi' "l\ibpar~,apht (E). (F), AM (Gr' each ploce It 
emM."; . . title 11;"-aM inserting "inclw;ting throul1h con- a-ppears and inserting "&Ubpa'~rapht (D), (E). 

(B) bV .triking &ubsection (d). IOTtia 0/ States:"; and . .' OM (F)";'. . 
(b) LocAL PAI<£L COMPOSITION.-Section (B) in .rubsectio.n (e), bv Itnking "306(b)(I)" (iii) in paragraph (2). bl' .trlking "l'IIbparo­

J09(a)(3)(A) 0/ such Act (20 V.S.C. 5M9(a)(l}(A}) aM inserting "306(b)". graph (G)" and inserting "subparagraph (F)": 
"amended- (11) For the purpose of upanding the we OM (iv) in paragraph (I), bl' .triking "(C), aM 

(1) in the matUIT preceding claUJe (i), IIV ,triA;· a'Oll!/abilitll 01 computer, and computeT tech- (D)" and inserting "and (C)"; alld , 
Ing "lh4t-" and il'lSerting a semicolon; and nalogll, Section J09(a)(6)(A)(ii) 0/ rueh Act (20 (v) in the lIlatUIT preceding IUbpa,agraph (,A.,) 

(2) bl' fLriking clawes (i) aM (iJ). U.s.C. 5889(a)(6JrA)(ii) is IlInended bll inseTting 01 po.r~raph (5), 1111 .tn1.ing "subparagraph 
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(E). (F)_()f (C)" alld illlleTfing "mbparagrallb 
(D), (E), or (F)"; an4 

(B) in IUbsection (e)- , ' 
(I) In pa,agraph (1)(B), bv JlrCking "mbpara­

f1Taph (Er and'illlleTfing "lUbparl1grl1ph (D)"; 
an4 . 

(11) ill par09'l1pl m, bl/ ,trl1d.ng "subparQ. 
,raphJ (E), (F), and (C)" and (II.$I!Ttinl "J'Iil;­
pa'l1g,aphJ (D), (E), an4 (F)" \' 

(18) Section 5(H of such Act (20 U,S.C, 5931)"
amen4ed-	 . 
, (A) ill/linking lUbuction (f); an4 

(B) bV ,eduigTlOting I!d>lIeCtion (I) III tub­
.cectwn (f).

(II) EUMEhTARr AND SECONlIARr EDD­

tlcipatillg In fM prog,am under Ihu section as 
of October 20, 1m. and 1M State educationo1 
GgenC)l appr~. 1M Seoet(1)l ,hoJl wt 011 or 
a portion of tM o1lotment that tM Stote '!DOuld 
I14ve received under thil :leetion lor arl#C'01 vear 
to awa,d g'l1nts to local educationo1 o.gencies ill 
t.M State that h.o.w appr01H.'d (Jpplications un4er 
pa'09raph (Z) '0' IUCh rlSCQ,ll/ea" 

"(I) API'UCATION.-Anl/ locol educational 
GgenC)l tll4t desi,es to ,eceiw a g,ant under thll 
I'Ubsection· ,hoJI IUbrnit (!.II applicatio71 to tM 
Sec-reta1)l tha! " conm!ent \Dilh tM prOWioIU 

of thiJ Act 11114 .hoJI Mtilv tM State elf,,·
cotional GgenC)l ollUCh application in occord­
once with par09,aph (I). TM Secreta1)l mava. 

CATION ACT OF 1965.- ',. ,labl!.!h a doodline lor tM IUbmWi071 01 meh OJ)­
(1) Section 1111 01 t.M Erementa1)l 0114 Sec­

on4a1)l Educo.tlon Act of 1965 (20 U.s.C. 6311) " 
amen4ed­

(A) in mbsection (II)(6)(B), b)' .Jtrlk;ng 
"(which mav tnc1u& opPorlullit).to-lea,n 
,tandards or ,t,ategies tfeTleloped t£n4er t.M 
Cool! 2000: Educate America Act)"; .' 

(B) In subsec!wn (f); bV Itriking "oppor­
. /unit).to-learn ~tanda'ds 0' strategia,"; 

(C) bv ,!rCking M.tection (g): 0114 
(D) bl/ reduignati7lg mbsection' (II) as I'll&­

aection (g). 
(Z) Section 1116 01 such Act (20 U.s.C, 63J7) " 

o.men4ed­
(A) in MlleCtton (1:)­
(i) In paragraph (Z)(A)(I), bl/ Itrlking all 'be­

gin7l'71g with ", which mlIV" tArough "Act"; 
an4 . 

(II) i71 paTOf1Taph (5)(B)(I)- . 

p/icatioJl.t. 
"(J) Aw.(J!D BASfS.-Tlu! Seoeta1)l mav we 

t.M , /udLn t e'Il '01l17le1l t of " to to! educational 

GgenC)l or other lacto,! as a ba.riJ for al/lQ,ding 

f1Tant.! tinder thl.t 1Ub#C'tio1!..". 

sse. ,lid. ALTER."A77lll TO SBCR.BTAIUAL "". 


I'ROYIJ. 0' STArE PLANs.. 
(a) STATE 1/rIl'1I.O~·£MENT PLANs.--Section 

306(n) of tM CooU 2OCC: Educate Americc Act 
(20 U,S.C. 5M6(II)) /I amenda1 b1 a44i7lg at tM 
en4 1M followi7lg1le1& paragraph: 

"(I) ALTEJUiATIVE SUBMISSION.­
'.'(A) 11> CE.."EJU:,,-NottDithstanding anv other 

prOvision 01 thl.t title. anv State educo.tional 
,GgenC)l tll4t IDishn to receiw an o1lotmellt 
"Mer thl.t tiUe alter 1M /iTl! veer IUCh Su:ste 
educo.ti07lo1 09enC)1 receives such an o1lotmellt 
mav. in lte1I 01 fll.bmitting Its State impro~t 

. phln lor approoo.1 bv tM Seoeta1)l under UaU 
(I) in I'Uklou..se (VI), bV ,nsertlllg "Gn4" A/f,terAibsection and IleCtion JC5(cJ(Z), 0' IUbmiltinl 

t.M senricolDn; , . major a.m.en4me1Its to tM Secreta1)l "ndet I'll&­
(I/) in mbclalUt (YI/). bv strlkilll "; an4" lIeCfwn (p), providL I.h.e Secreta1)l, as part 01 an 

_ 	and iruemng a period.; 0114 oppllrotion UMer &ectwn JCS(e) or 11$ an amen4­
·(111) bv ,tnking tubclau..se (VI/I); ad ment to I1previolUll/.appr0t>e4 application­
(B) In I!d>JeCtion (d)- "(i) a" CUSUTa1'lCt'. /rom 1M Co vernor 11114 tM 
(I). in paragraph (I)(B), Ill/ Itrlking 011 be¢Il. e1tkl State school olflCef' 01 1M State. th.o.t­

aillj/ with ", 0114 mav" througl\. "Act"; an4 "(/) tM State hlu a pIa" 'h.o.t meets tM re­
(if) in paragraph (6)(B)(i)- qui,ements o/,th.U #ction 0114 tll4t II 'lDidaJI 
(I) bV Itrl.l..ing subclau..se (IV); AU GNUable througlwut 1M State: an4 
(II) IlV retU>.signating subcll1'U.$U (V) th,ougll "(IJ) 1111l/ a.m.en4me1ItI 1M State I7'IO.k.e8to tM 

(VIII) as. subclalUeI {IV} UI'C1Ugh (VI/),'upee- JIIall VlUI I1!«t tM r~t'ements 01 thu ,ection: 
tii>e.ll/., ,.114. 

(3) SeCtioll 1501(a)(Z)(B) of..i.cA .Act (20 U.s.c:' "(f/) t.M State, be1Icllnla,b of 1m~Ot>ed I/u~ 
U91(a)(2}(B)) U amen4ecS- . den.t perfoTTIIQ~ an4 01 progrl!$l 'n Implenlellt­

(A) bv ,triking wu..se (fJ); 0114 . '"g 1M ~lan, 0114 I.h.e tIme1ir.es 09aimt IDhich 
(B) b); rede.signatillg claUllel (11f) th,ouall (z) t.M State , progrl!$l ill COT1)/I7Ig C1Ut tM plall COil 

/II clou.s.es (fJ) through (u). rerpectitldll. ~ /IIeG$\lred. 
(4) 	 Section 10JOJ(b)(J)(A)(i)) 01 such Act (ZO "(B) M'Hr'AL JIW'ORT.-Anv State ed~tiono1 

U.s.C. 8(J()I(b)(1)(A)(t)) u o.tneIIded bl/ ItTikiIlj/09enC)1 that ehlloSel to we rM o1terTlOtive metb­
"0114 opportuntt)-to-leef1l rt4n4a,dJ or WGte­

'/lies 10' ftu.dent lel1rnillg'!,' 
(5) Seetio71 U701(b)(I)(B)(fI) of such' Act (20 

U.S.C. 8!H1(b)(1)(B)(fI)) II arroended bv .tiikillg 
"tM National Education Coa1J PaPld," 0114 011 
that 101l01D! through "a.s~ts)" cmcr i1l.Sert­
illj/ "alld 1M Nationol Educo.tio71 Coa1J Po.PId", 

(c) C£"EJUL El>!JCATJOA' P1I.OI'fSIONS ACT.­
~on 12801 1M Cenerol Educo.ffon /'ToMOJl.t 

Act ac U.s.C. l218b), 111 o.tneIIded bJI kction m 
01 tM Impro"i1i7lg America', SchClOu Act of 1991 
(hblic I,.a1D 10J-J(J2), " o.tneIIded" b~ Itriking 
"tM }I.'oti07lol Educo.tioll Stan4a,ds An4 J."... 
prOveme"llt CDuI'lCU, ". ' . . 

(d) ED!JCATIOJ: AM£}.7)MDm 0' 197! . .:....secucm 
I1Z1fli) 01 tM Educo.tion ~.::tments 0/1971 as 
u.s.C. 1OO1(b)). as /lI1Ie'I'lde.d bV JeCtion 361 01 tM 
Improving Ameri.co', SchClOIt Act 0119!H (Public 
LaID 10J...382),." o.tneIIded b;W 1triki711 "ZIJ(Ar' 
an4 iruerti7lg "ZOJ(o)Q)". . . 
BBC. 7N. '!.~77o,.,.lf~G~""!! UX!A.l. tIlDlJ., 

.... ..- n .........-­

Section 3DI 01 tM Coalt ZOCC. Educo.u AmericC' 
A'" ,.". U.S.C. IOU) u' ___ " .... loll -'#"'n" _••10., 

H ..... .>00, .....,"', ...... " ....... " ­ OIIC 

end 1M loUoIDi7lg1le1& mblleC~ 
. Thu Act mlIV be cited lU tM "DeportmenU 01 
Labo" Health an4 HWNl71 Services. 0114 Edu· 
catiOIl. ·a7ld Rltlated AgeTlciel AppropriatiollJ 
Act,I!196". .'. . '.' . 

"(e) DIRECT' C1I.AN'TS ro locAl. EDUCATiONAl. 
ACENcIES,- . 

"(1) IN CEJo,'E1!AI..-NotlDiCMtan4inp I'Ubsection 
(c), f/ a State ed\J.CatioTlOl 0gellC)l was not par-

cd d.ucribed in parOf1Taph (1~ 'h.o.lI a~nua.lll/ re-
J'Ort to 1M J1I4blic su~~ In/ormatio71 on tM 
we 01 fu lld8. under thU. tiUe bv 1M State 0114 
lC>Ca1 educo.tio:W 09el\C1e1 in 1M State. ,as WlI 
as 1M State I prOf1T~ toward ~Mg u.e 
be'll.cllnla,b a,~ tIme1lr.es lfucribed IJI I'Ubpara-' 
f1Taph (AXU). • . 

(II) STATE A1'I'UCATIONS.--Section JC5(c)(I) of 
such Act (20 U.S.C. $&5(e)(2)} " CI.J'ne1'l4ed bl/ ill·
1lefti7lg "~ ill tM"co.st of a State edu­
coHon..o1 GgenC)l IUbmitt:illg tM 'nlormatio,. *­
IICri.bed i71 $tctlo71 J06(II)(I)," bto/o,e 'II\.Clu4e". 

(e) SE<;ItET.41Ir's Ri;\'Il:W OF A1'I'UCATIONS.­
Section J(J7(b}(1) of IUCJIl Act (20' U.S.C. 
WT(II)(I}) u c.LIIIe'II4td­

(1) in l'Ubpa,agraph (A), &w .trlkillg "or" 
4fter 1M ~icolon' " 

(Z) in Mpa'OJPaph (B), bJI ItTiking "0114"; 
Gfle1 1M wnicolo71 an4 i1lJleftillg "or"; 11114 

(3) IlV tJdding at I.h.e en4 1M 10UoIDing __ 
~paragraph.: .' .' 

(C) t.M State ed~TIOl a~enC)llIas ~it-
ted t.M ,II/onI\QtiCn tfe.fcri.l>etf ,. JeCfi.o1I 
J06( )(1)' 114" 

( ..)n P~1I£.S.5 RVORTS rM 'matte nreced 
" .. :-,. ­

'ng paT09,aph (1) 01 section Jl1(a) 01 me~ Act 
!~ U:~.C, ~91(11)} ~, amended bl/ 'trlking 

Each and HISerti7lg Ercept In .tM case of A 
Sta~ ~ucat!ol\al, 09en~ I'Ulmutt,,,g tM ,~rUo,-
mlItion descnbed in secti071 J06(n)(I), each , 
SBC. 10«. UMlTA'170NS.. 

TiUe III 01 the COOU ZOCC: Educo.te America 
Act (20 U.s,C. 5&1 ef seq.) " IUTther amended 
b,)' adding I1t tM end tM lollolDIng 1Ie1& section: 

SBC. nl1 UMlTA77ONS.. 
"(a) PIIOHIBITED C01JD}TIONS.-Nothing ill 

fhil Act shoJI be construed to require a SLate. 41 
rO>COJ tducation01 agenC)l. or a ICht>Ol. III a COli' 
dition ofreceilli'llg asmta1'lCt' under thiJ title­

"(1) to provide OlJ.tcomes·ba./1e4 educatwn; ()f 
"(I) to providL IChool-based heolth c1inicf ()f 

anv other heolth 0' lOcio1le1'11ioe. . 
' "(II) LIMITATION ON COV£I/.NM£A·T OFF1­
CIALS.-Nothing in IhiJ Act ,hoJIl>e construed to 

r~i,e or permit a7lV Federo1 0' State Officio! to 
inspeet a home. ;u,dge hol& parents ,aue thei,
child,en,o, ,emove child,en f,om their pa,ents, 

as a rerult 01 t.M participatwn of a State. locol 
educo.tional 09enC)1, or IChool hI allV p'ogrl1rn ()f 
activitl/ Cflrrled out under thiJ Act. ". 

(e) For prograrnJ, projectl or activitie$ in tM 
Dt'P<lrtme1l ts 01 Yele] IlIIJ Alfa/" a lid HOusing 
0114 Urban Development. alld Independent 
AgellC.'lu AppropriatioIU Act. lW6, prot:i4ed /II'. 
10I/01Ds, to be elfective as il it 1144 been e-nact.ed 
into lau: lU I.h.e ,egular IlppropriatiollJ Act: 
AN ACT Making appropriatlollJ 10' tM Depart· 

17Ie1lts of Veterans Aflai,. 0114 Housing 41114 
U,ball Dewlopi7!ent, an4 lor sun(1)l ifUU.­
pendLnt agencl.a, boa,ds. com:riIi.lSiollJ. COT­
porations. an4 olfJ.CeS for tM rucaJ veer en4­
i?:,~Sept.ember JO, lW6. 0114 lor other purpoau 

- TITLE 1 

DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS 
YETE,IU,I.·S BENEFITS ADMINISTRATION 

COMl'E:.NSATION AND PENSIONS . 

(INCWDI1JC TIl.ANSFEI! OF FUNDS) 
Fo, tM IIOV17le1lt 01 compensation l>eTIellti to 

or on behoJl 01 t>eterallJ 111 authoriud bv I.oID 
. (36 U.S.C. un. chllpter. 11, IJ, 51, 53, 55, an4 

61); pen.Jion bene/its to 0' on behoJf 01 t>eteraJl.t 
as author'.zed bV laID (36 U.s.C. cll4pter, 15. 51" 
53.55, an4 61: 92 Stat. Z5<M); 0114 burio1 bev/i", 
fIt1Ii!Tgenc, an4 other offlCef'" reti,ement pall. 
a.djlisted·s~ credlts an4 certf/icat.e:l, pal/ ­

. men! 01 premJurnJ dw on comrnercio!lI/e '""""­
an.::/! policie! g1A4'anteed UMer 1M prOVi..s'loJl.t 01 ' 
Article TV 01 tM Soldier" ond Sailors' CiviJ RIt. 
liel Act 011910, as CI.J'ne1'l4ed. 0114 lor other be-. 
flti as outhllrl..!ed bv laID (36 U.S.C. 107, 1J1Z. 
1977 an41.J06 ch.o.pter,13 51 53 55 0114 61' 50 
U.S.~. App. 5I0-54t; 43 SUlI. ·lzi. lZ3: IJ sUu. 
735: '16 Stat. 1198); 118.331.561.000, to TerTIOill 
aooUable until e...-pen4.e4" /'TWid.ed Th4t Ilor to 
uceed W,Il!O.ooo 01 t~ amount 'appr~ted 
,h4II be re\mbursed to "Cenero1 operating c­
pen.$e.t" 0114 "Me.dica1 core" 10' necesl(1)l C­
pen.$e.t ill implementing t1icse prwi:icJns ol.lthor­
ued in tM Omnib1u B'Il4get RecoTlciliation Act . 
01 1m. an4 in -tM Veterans' Benefits Act 01 
1992 (18 U.S.C. ch.o.pter, 51. 53, aftlf 55). the 
funding soUrct '0' U'hich i.s q>ec!/ictl1111 p!'ovid.ed 
/II 1M "Cornpe7Uation an4 pen.Jions" aw~-
Cion: /'Tot:i4ed fu.rther, 1?t.a.t me'" I'UrnJ as mal/ 
be rned 071 actua1-'~"'''i ...,.,t:ie1It bIJIis 

ea . an ..¥- ill ng r-: . . 
,hatl be ~~"TSe.d to .Medica1lacillties rellol'&>-
Vlg fun4 to.~l.Ig'I'IIe1It uw: /undl1lg o/ln4n"dU41 
me.dica1 (acilltia 1o. nurSIng home co,e pr~ 

, to pe1InOIl.eTS as authorl.ud bl/ t.M VeteraIU 
Benefits Act 011H2 (36 U.S.C. c:NJpter 55): Pro­
'II'lded Il.I.rther:7h.o.1IIZ,000;000 previO'lUIV tr!lU­
ferred from Comper.s4tion 0114 pen.!'W1IJ to 
"Medica1 lacilitie$ revolving /JIII4" ,hoJl be 
tTallJ/erred to thiJ 1Ieo4i1lg. ., 

REAl>JUSTMENT IJENI.'Irs 
For tM pal/men! of rea.4j1ist:me-nt an4 reh.o.bfJi­

tatiO'll bene/iu to or on beMlI 01 t>eteT1111J as Gu­
thorl.ud b" lou> (36 USC, ch.o. ...ter. 21 JO 31 

, • •• , '" 
31,35. 36. 39. 51,53. 55, 0114 61J. 'I,JlS,J()(),()()I),
to terTlOin aNi/able "ntil upended: /'Tot:i4ed.
rhai lunds ,hoJl be aroSll1ble to POV an); CC1Urt 
o,der, court awa,d 0' anl/ compromise settle. 
ment Grlsing 1'011'1 litigation inrolving CM I.>OCO­
CioTlOI trai7ling p,ogram authoriud bV .teetio'll! 
of PubliC' !Au> 96-17 as CI.J'ne1'l4ed . 

,. 
1IE1'£R.AJiS INSr:!l.ANCE AND lNDEMNlrlES 

Fo, mUit(l~ ond "ova! in.surallCe. 7IIltionol 
~ lile illSU'l171ce, servicemen " ln4emllitia. 
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EDUCATION REFORM ..' 

Goa!s 2000: State and local Education Systemic Improvement 

State or ' 1995 Appro. 1996 Estimate 1997 Request 

Outlying Area for 1996 for 1997 for 1998 


Alabama $5.941,766 $5.675.986 $7.895.690 
Alaska 1.547.345 1.437.296 2.015.509 
Arizona 5,"50.582 5.038.557 7,220.860 
Mansas 3,650."95 3."34.819 4.800.139 
California 42,111,705 39.211.219 54.798.617 
Colorado 4.288.514 3.922.62" 5.585.002 
Connecticut 3,4&0,756 3,1"9.595 .....53.«5 
Delaware 1,291,5« 1.2"2.928 ,1,7"2,164 
Florida 15.861,034 ''',713.635 20,880.761 
Georgia 8.959.402 8,515,01" 12,097.369 
Hawaii 1,381,641 1.307.668 1.830.605 
Idaho' 1,568.397 1.478.175 2,072.739 
Illinois 15.992,571 15.050.826 20.965.086 
Indiana 6.557,1"5 6.280.894 8.734."45 
Iowa 3.219,618 3.077.877 ....., 4,261."'7 
Kansas 3.193.916 3.099.621 ".350.864 
Kentucky 5,775.27" 5.549."90 7.709,898 
louisiana 7.968,128 7,642,099 10,577,254 
Maine 1,647.540 1,535."03 2,1,,7.204 
Maryland 5,379.938 5.016,113 7.070.017 
Massachusetts 6.990.859 6.242."61 8.845.858 
Michigan 14.371.488 13,653.547 19.081.265 
Minnesota 5.377.078 5.062.092 7,103,635 
Mississippi 5,094,972 ".864,881, 6.746.306 
Missouri ' 6,525.935 6.132,073 8.574.360 
Montana 1.560,150 1."59.91" 2,044.513 
Nebraska 1,986.104 1,834,350 2.661.199 
Nevada ',"'9.052 1,303,042 1.868.241 
New Hampshire 1,290.294 1.232.612 1.728.084 
New Jersey 8.792.536 7.904,169 11,130,582 
New Mexico 2.782,261 2,610.2"0 3,691.669 
New Yorit 27.112,295 25.358.328 35,384,032 ' 
North Carolina 7,745.087 7,280.313 10.327,046 
North Dakota 1,340,576 1.259.984 1,765.253 
Ohio 1".833.684 ''',225.873 19,844.608 
Oklahoma 4,396,613 4,175.732 5,822."24 

.Oregon 4,012,392 3.799.963 5.312.803 
Pennsytvania 15,529,194 14,"5<:.«7 20,258.933 
Rhode Island 1."80,004 1,359.668 1,902,901 
South Carolina 4,710.359 4.511,625 6.263.57 .. 
South Dakota . 1,412.549 1.309,917 1.835.220 
Tennes:;ee 6.387.802 5.999,453 8.432,635 
Texas 29.228.278 27,187."79 38,181.903 
Utah 2,587,039 2."52.958 3...29.258 
Vermont 1.272.847 1.225.7"3 1.717,"76 
Virginia 6.658.92" 6,200.305 8,704.627 
Washington 6.328.97" 5.055.946 8.492.110 
West Virginia 2.799.259 2.788.423 3.829.992 
Wisconsin 6.582.097 6.320.177 8,806.412 
Wyoming 1.262.907 1.224,150 1.715.593 
District of Columbia 1.523,409 1,353,218 1,895,093 

9,064.078 12,632.327Puerto Rico 9.608.968 

American Samoa 184,247 173.864 2"7,560 
Northern Marianas 102,549 96,770 137,787 
Guam 194.658 183.688 261,548 
Virgin islands 380,157 358.733 510,788 
Palau 102.549 79.187 52,791 

137,787Mar$haH Islands 102.549 96.770 
MiClonesia 302.433 285.389 "06.357 

2125500 3,005,382BLA & Alaska Federation of Natives 2,2"9.558 
Subtotal, Outlying Area. BIA, & AFN 3,618,700 3,400,000 ",760,000 

300.000Peer Review 

Total 361,870,000 ~40.000.000 H6,OOO.OOO 

-=~:-':.. -­
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 

THE SECRETARY 

May 2, 1996 

Dear Governor: 

I am writing to inform you of· some important developments 
regarding.the Goals 2000: Educate America Act that have occurred 
as a result of the 1996 Omnibus Appropriations Act, which. 
President Clinton signed into law on April 26, 1996. 

Most importantly, Congress, with President Clinton's.strong 
support, has continued its bipartisan support for this very 
important program. In. FY 1996, Goals 2000 is funded at $350 
million, just slightly less than' current funding levels. Thes~ 
funds will be available to states beginning July 1. For your 
information, I have enclosed a table .that shows the allotment for 
each state. 

Second, Congress passed a package of a~endments to the Goals 2000 
Act as part of this appropriations bill. These amendments were 
authored by Senator Arlen Specter. Senator Specter's amendments 
were offered to respond to concerns rais~d in states that were 
not participating in Goals 2000. As Senator Specter said when he. 
introduced ..the amendments in October 1995, "It is my view that· 
there are no excessive intrusions at the present time. But in 
order to eliminate any concern about that issue, it was my 
thought ~hat legislation might ease the concerns of some in the 
country who think there are too many intrusions." 

I strongly believe that Goals 2000 is already being effectively 
implemented in most states and could continue to be implemented 
without any changes to the legislation. I also recognize that 
some provisions in Goals 2000 have been widely misunderstood. 

I supported Senator Specter's objective in introducing his 
legislation and found the amendments he proposed acceptable. 
They make adjustments in the operation of Goals 2000, without in 
any way altering its fundamental purpose of helping local 
communities and states improve student achievement. They honor 
the fundamental principles on which Goals 2000. is based: 

600 INDEPENDENCE AVE .. s.w. WASHINGTON. D.C. 20202-0100 
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challenging academic standards for all students as the"basis for 
state and local education improvement strategies, state and local 
control of education, broad-based involvement in education 
reform, and accountability for results. 

I have encTosed a brief summary of these amendments, as well as 
the specific legisl~tive language. Briefly, these amendment.: 

o 	 eliminate the authority to establish the National 
Education Standards and Improvement' Council (NESIC),
which was nev~r established; . 

o 	 eliminate all references to opportunity-to-Iearn
standards; 

o 	 maintain the requirement that states ~nd local school 
districts participating in Goals 2000 establish broad­
cbased planning panels, while eliminating more detailed 
requirements for their composition or operation; 

o 	 provide states with an alternative to federal review­
and approval of state education improvement plans,
while maintaining appropriate accountability; 

o 	 permit local-school districts in states that were not 
participating in the _.Goals 2000 program as-'of 
October 20, 1995 to apply directly to the U.S. 
Department ·of Education for part of a state's share of 
Goals 2000 funds, subject to the approval of the state 
education agency; and 

o 	 clarify that Goals 2.000 does not require outcomes-based 
education, school-based health clinics, or other 
controversial practices. 

In addition, Senator Hatfield authored an amendment to the Goals 
2000 Act that authorizes an additional six states to participate 
in the Ed-Flex demonstration program~ As you know, this program 
enables me to delegate to st~te education agencies the authority 
to waive statutory and regulatory requirements in selected 
federal education programs. Six states -- Kansas, Massachusetts, 
Ohio,Oreg()ll"'__ Texas and Vermont - ~ have already been se:lected for 
this prograa-·. Unlike the initial selection, there is no 
requirement· that the next six states be divided evenly be~ween 
small and large states. As in the past, states must have an 
approved Goals 2000 plan in order to be eligible to participate. 
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In the near future, the Office of El~mentary and Secoria'ary 
Education will provide more specific guidance on the 
implementation of these provisions. Until then, if you or your 
staff have any questions regarding the implications of these 
amendments to Goals 2000, please call Mike. Cohen, my Senior 
Advisor on Education Reform, at (202) 401-3385. 

Yours sincerely, 
\ 

Richard W. 

Enclosures 
-'" 



AMENDMENTS TO GOALS 2000: EDUCATE AMERICA ACT 
199.6 Omnibus Appropriations Act 

o Authorization of Six Additional ED-Plex States 
The Secretary of Education is authorized to select an 
additional six state~ to participate in the ED-Flex 
demonstration program. This program allows the Secretary to 
delegate to state education agencies the authority to waive 
statutory and regulatory requirements in most federal 
education programs. State ag~ncies may then waive federal 
requirements·for local districts and schools if these 
requirements interfere with state or local approaches to 
improving student achievement. 

States must have an approved GOals 2000 education 
imprpvementplan in order t6 be eiigible to apply for Ed-
Flex. ~-

Kansas, Massachusetts, Ohio, Oregon, Texas and Vermont are 
currently participating in Ed-Flex. 

o . 	 Repeal of the National Education Standards and Improvemen~' 
Council . . 
The provisions in Goals 2000 to establish the National 
Education Standards and Improvement Council (NESIC) are 
rep.ealed. The Council would have been responsible for 
reviewing and approving voluntary national standards. No 
state would be required to use standards certified by NESIC, 
and no federal funding could be tied to the use of standards 
recognized by NESIC. . 

At the request of Secretary Riley and the members of the 
National Education Goals Panel, President Clinton agreed 
last 	year not to appoint members to NESIC, pending . 
Congressional action to repeal the authority to establish 
NESIC. 	 . 

o 	 Elimination of Opportunity-to-Learn Standard. 
The authority to establish voluntary model national 
opportunity-to-learri standards and the requirement that 
state~de8cribe the ·standards or strategies" to provide all 
student. an opportunity-to-learn the content in state 
academitstandards have been .repealed. 

o 	 Blimination of Specific Panel Composition Requirements 
The specific requirements governing the composition of the 
Goals 2000 state. planning panels and local planning panels 
have been eliminated. The Act now provides simply that 
state plans must be developed by a broad-based state panel 
in cooperation with the state education agency and the 
governor. 
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o 	 Establishment of Alternative to Federal Approval of State 
Education Improvement. Plan Based on Increased Acc9untability 
to the Public in Each Stat. . 
States. are required 'to complete the' development ,Qf an 
education improvement plan, based on. challenging academic 
standards, in order to be eligible for continued funding 
after two years of participation in Goals 2000. As 
initially enacted, Goals 2000 provided that this plan be 

,reviewed 	by a nonfederal panel of educators, business 
leaders and others involved in education reform, and 
approved by the Secretary of 'Education based on a 
recommendation. of this panel. ' . 

States may continue to rely on thisptocedure. As 'an 
alternative to submitting its education improvement plan to 
the Secretary, a state may instead: . 

(1) submit an assurance from the Gove~or and the chief 
state school officer that it has a completed plan that 
meets the requirements of the Goals 20~0 Act; 

(2) make its" education improvement plan, and the 
indicators it will use to judge progress in 
implementing the plan, widely available to the public
within the state; and, 

(31 report annually to the ~ublic on progress the state 
is making in meeting its indicators of progress. 

Twenty states'have already completed state education 
improvement plans and submitted them to the u.s. Department 
of Edu.<:ation for review. Each of these states has received 
approval of its plan, and none has been required to change 
its plan in order to gain approval .. States have benefitted 
from 	feedback and the interaction with an external review 
panel comprised of experts who become f~miliar with the' 
state plan. 

o 	 Di~eet Grant. to Loeal ~dueation Agenei•• in 
Nonpartieipatinq StateA 
Local education agencies 'in. any state that was not 

. participating in Goals 2000 as of October 20, 1995 may, with 
the aPRt,~al of the state education agency, apply directly 
to th. U·.9. Department of Education for a portion of their' 
state's Goals 2000 allotment. 

2 




States covered by this ~rovisiori will be notified in the 
next several days of the procedures that will be'~sed to 
administer the local grants program. There will "be only a 
brief period for state education agencies to determine 
whether to approve local particip~tion in Goals 2000, 

" because of the need to complete a grants competition by 
September 30, the end of the fiscal year. 

o 	 Clarification" regarding Outcomes-Based Education, School­
Based Health Clinics, or Social Services 
The amendments expressly state that Goals 2000 may not be 
construed to require a state, local. education agency, or a 
school, as a condition of receiving Goals 2000 assistance, 
to provide --" " 

(1) outcomes-based education; 
(2) school-based health clinics, or sQqial services. 

o 	 Clarification on Use of Funds for Technolo~ 
The amendments clarify that Goals 2000 fundS may be used fo%;" 
the acquisition of technology and the use of technology­
enhanced curricula and instruction • 

.,.. 
•}~i:;"
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION·1'. TIiE SECRETARY 

.'May 2, 1996 

Dear Chief State School Officer: 

I am writing to inform you of some important developments 
regarding the Goals 2000: Educate America Act that have occurred 
as a result of the 1996 Omnibus Appropriations Act, which 

. President Clinton signed into;law on April 26, 1996. 

Most importantly, Congress, with President Clintcm's strong 
support, has continued its bipartisan support for this very 
important program. In FY 1996, Goals 2000 is funded at $350 
million, just slightly less than current funding levels. These 
funds will be available to states beginning July 1. For your 
information, I have enclosed a table that shows the allotment for 
each state. 

Second, Congress passed a package of amendments to the Goals 2000 
Act as part of this appropriations bill. These amendments were 
authored by Senator Arlen Specter. Senator Specter's amendments 
were offered to respond to concerns raised in states that were 
not participating in Goals 2000. As Senator Specter said when he 
introduced the amendments in October 1995, nIt is my view that 
there are no excessive intrusions at the present time~ But in 
order to eliminate any concern about that issue, it was my 
thought that legislation might ease the concerns of some in the 
country who think there are too many intrusions. n 

I strongly .believe that Goals 2000 is already being effectively 
implemented in most states and could continue to be implemented 
without any changes to the legislation. I also recognize that 
some provisions in Goals 2000 have been widely misunderstood. 

I supported Senator Specter's objective in inc-roducing his 
legislation and found the amendments he proposed accep~able. 
They make adjustments in the operation of Goals 2000, without i~ 
any way altering ~ts fundamental purpose of helping local 
communities and states improve student achievement. They honor 
the fundamental principles on which Goals 2000 is based: 

600 INDl':.PE:Nr><.:;~.:::c: AVE.• S.W. WASHINGTON. D.C. 20202-0100 


0 ..., mission is ,,, ~n .• ::, c:' -=-Iual QC'C'ess In : ...ucalion and 10 promote educational excellence throughout the Nation. 




·, 


Page 	2 

challenging academic standards for all students as the·.basis for 
state and local education improvement. strategies, state and local 
control of education, broad-based involvement in education 
reform, and accountability for results. 

I have enclosed a brief summary of these amendments, as well as 

the specific legislative language. Briefly, these amendments: 


o 	 eliminate the authority to establish the Nation~l 
Education Standards and Improvement Council (NESIC), 
which was never established; , 

o 	 eliminate all references to' opportunity-to-Iearn 
standards; 

o 	 maintain the requirement that states ~nd local school 
districts participating in Goals 2000 establish broad­
based planning panels, while eliminating more detailed 
requirements for their composition or operation; 

o 	 provide states with an alternative to federal review 
and approval of state education improvement plans, 
while maintaining appropriate accountability; 

o 	 permit local school districts in states that were not 
participating in ehe Goals 2000 program as of 
October 20, 1995 to apply directly to the U.S. 
Department of Education for part of a"state's share of 
Goals 2000 funds, subject to the approval of the state 
education agency; and 

o 	 clarify that Goals 2000 does not require outcomes-based 
education, school-based health clinics, or other 
controversial practices. 

In addition, Senator Hatfield authored an amendment to the Goals 
2000 Act that authorizes an additional six states to participate 
in the Ed-Flex demonstration progr~m. As you know, this .program 
enables me to delegate to state education agencies the authority 
to waive statutory and regulatory requirements in sp.leGted 
federal education programs. Six states -- Kansas, Massachusetts, 
Ohio, Oregon, Texas and Vermont -- have already been selected for 
this program. Unlike the initial selection, there is no 

"requirement that the next six 'states be divided evenly between 
small and large states. As in the past, s~ates must have an 
approved Goals 2000 plan in order to be eligible to participate. 
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In the near future, the Office of Elementary and secoria'ary 
Education will provide more specific guidance on the 
implementation of these provisions. Until then, if you or your 
staff .have any questions regarding the implications of these 
amendments to Goals 2000, please call Mike Cohen, my Senior 
Advisor on Education Reform, at (202) 401-3385. 

Yours sincerely, 
, , 
~ 


Richard 

Enclosures 
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AMENDMENTS TO GOALS 2000: EDUCA'TE AMERICA AC'X' 

1996 Omnibus Appropriations Act 

o 	 Authorization of Six Additional EO-Flex States 
The Secretary of Education is authorized to select an 
additional six states to participate in the ED-Flex 
demonstration program. This program allows the Secretary to 
delegate to state education agencies the authority to waive 
statutory and regulatory requirements in most federal 
education programs. State agencies may then waive federal 
requirements for local districts and schools if these 
requirements interfere with state o'r local approaches to 
improving student achievement. 

States must have an approved Goals 2000 education 
improvement plan in order to be eligible to... jlPply for Ed­
Flex. 

Kansas, Massachusetts, Ohio, Oregon, Texas and Vermont are 
currently participating in Ed-Flex. 

o 	 Repeal of the National Education Standards and Improvement 
Council 
The provisions in Goals 2000 to establish the National 
Education Standards and Improvement Council (NESIC) are 
repealed. The Council would have been responsible for 
reviewing and approving voluntary national standards. No 
state would be required to use standards certified by NESIC, 
and no federal funding could be tied to the use of standards 
recognized by NESIC. 

At the request of Secretary Riley and the members'of the 
National Education Goals Panel~ President Clinton agreed 
last 	year not to appoint members to NESIC, pending 
Congressional action to repeal the authority to establish 
NESIC. 

o 	 Elimination of Opportunity-to-Learn Standards 
The authority to establish voluntary model national 
opportunity-to-Iearn standards and the requirement that 
states'describe the "standards or strategies" to provide all 
students an opportunity-to-learn the content in state 
academic standards have been repealed. 

o 	 Elimination of Specific Panel Composition Requirements 
The specific requirements governing the composition of the 
Goals 2000 state planning panels and local planning panels 
have been eliminated. The Act now provides simply that 
state plans must be developed by a broad-based state panel 
in cooperation with the state education agency and the 
governor. 



o 	 Establishment of Alternative to Federal Approval of State 
Education, Improvement Plan Based on Increased Acc?untability 
to the Public in Each State 
States are required to complet~ th~ development of an 
education improvement plan, based on challenging academic 
standards, in order to be eligible for continued funding 
after two years of participation in Goals 2000. As 
initially .enacted, Goals 2000 provided that this plan be 
reviewed by a nonfederal panel of educators, business 
leaders and others involved in education refor~, and 
approved by the Secretary of Education based on a 
recommendation of this panel. 

States may continue to rely on this procedure. As an 
alternative to sUbmitting its education improvement plan to 
the Secretary, a state may instead: 

(1) submit an assurance from the GoveLROr and the chief 
state school officer that it has a completed plan that 
meets the requirements of the Goals 2000 Act; 

(2) make it~'education improvement plan, and the 
indicators it will use to judge progress in 
implementing the plan, widely available to the public 
within the state; and 

(3) report annually to the public on progress the state 
is making in meeting its indicators of progress. 

Twenty states have already completed state education 
improvement plans and submitted them to the u.s. Department 
of Education for review. Each of these states has received 
approval of its plan, and none has been required to change" 
its,plan in order to gain approval. States have benefitted 
from 	feedback and the interaction with an external review 
panel comprised of experts who become familiar with the 
state plan. 

o 	 Direct Grants to Local Education Agencies in 
Nonparticipating States . 
Local education agencies in any state that was not 
participating in Goals 2000 as of October 20, 1995 may, with 
the approval of the state ~ducation agency, appli directly 
to the u.S. Department of Education for a portion of their 
state's Goals 2000 allotment .. 

2 




. States covered by this provision will be notified j.n the 
next several days of the p~ocedures that will be·used to 
administer the local grants program. There will be only a 
brief period for state education agencies to determine 
whether to approve local participation in Goals 2000, 
because of the need to complete a grants competition by 
September 30, the end of the fiscal year. 

o 	 Clarification regarding Outcomes-Based Education, School­
Based Health Clinics, or Social Services 
The amendments expressly state that Goals 2000 may not be 
construed to require a state, local education agency, or a 
school, as a condition of receiving Goals 2000 ~ssistance, 
to provide - ­

(1) outcomes-based education; 
(2) school-based health clinics, or sQc-ial services. 

o 	 Clarification on Use of. Funds for Technology 
The amendments clarify that Goals 2000 funds may be used fo~ 
the acquisition of technology and the use of technology­
enhanced curricula and instruction. 

• 
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';Qn ond carr)' out outreach activiti,u to educate 
individuo/$ In the COlllmunities on Ut.e phllnoal 
Gnd pS)lcholoQical he:a1th e//ectl of ruch prac­
tice. Such outreach activities ,WI be desiQned 

, and implemented in collaboration with rep­
resentatives of Ut.e ethnic group, practicing ruclJ 
f1Iutilotio'l and with representatives of organfz4. 
tions with t.rpertise {'II preventinglUCh practice. 

(3) Develop recommenda.tlons /0' the edu. 
.cotion of .tudenu of fiCMOll of medicine 4nd 0'·' 
teopalhic medicine reQording female genltDJ mu. 
lilation a'ld complicatiofU Clrising f,om..w:;h 
,"uolation. Such reco~tion..r ,hall be di.I­
wninot.ed to ruch schoo".' 
, (c) For pLl1pOJes of this JedU>n Ut.e rerm "fe­

male genitDJ mutilation" meClns Ut.e r~ or 
infibulotion (or both) ofUt.e IDhole or po.rt of the 
clitoris, the labia minor. or the IMia major. 

(d) The Secrtta'1l 0/ He:a1th ClM H1J.11IIln Sen!­
Ice$ ,hall corr.menoe COl'1}linQ out thU I«'ti4m 
1'101 later 'than 90 dall' O/ter the date of enacc. 
,nenl of this Act. ' . 

TInE VI-ADDITIONAL APPROPRIATioNS 

SEC. 601. In addition to anwuntl othert.uUe 
provided in thf.s Act. the following anwuritl Gre 
herebll owrop..;ated (JJ specified for Ut.e foll~ 
ing appropriation liccount.!: He:a1th Care PI­
nancinQ Adrni'li.ltralion. "P'OQram ManilQe­
ment", 1390.000.000; and OffICe of Ut.e Secretaf}'. 
"OfflCt 01 Inspector General". IZ2.J30.000. t:>-' fCilTMl'ICe, or OPf'(lrn.nlt}!-to-leam" 4nd 1nseT1­
gether tDith not to e.:ceed UO.670,OOO to be trGnI­
ferred ond expended (JJ author'ized bJi .riOI'l 
2()/(g)(J) of Ut.e Social Securit}! Act {tom tI!.e 
HospitDJ Insurance Trusl Fund and Ut.e Supple-
I7\e'1ItDJ Medica1lnsu,ance Trusl Fund. 

SEC. 60:. Appropria.tiolU and funds made 
ovailMle pLlr suanl to lection 601 of Chi: Act 
,ha1I be aooaable until enactment into laID of 4 
ntbsequ.ent awropriat:icn forII$CCl lIeo.r 1996 for 
onll project or acti!ritll provided for in leCtion 
101. . 

TITLE VII-AMENDMENTS TO THE GOALS 
2(J()(),' EDUCATE AMERICA ACT 

SBC. 101. ELlM1J\'ATlON OF mB NATIONAL BDl1­
CAnO.... STANDARDS M'V IKPR.OYB­
1Ia....7 COt'NClI. M'V OPI'Oil1'lJNlrY, 
f'O.LL(RS STANDARDS. 

The Goals 2(J()(): EdtoCate Ameri.cC Act (20 
. U.s.C. 5801 et seq.) fI amen.t.Ied- . 

(1) bll repea1i'lg part B 0/ title 11 (20 U.s.c. 
~11 et ,eq.) ,58Zl(a)(2)) II a.mendetf­

(Z) bll redesiQnatinQ parts C and D of title II 
(20 U.S.C. ~61 et seq. and 5171 et 1eQ.) (JJ po.rtl 
Band C. respectivelli. 01 title 11; and , 

(J) iT. section U1 (20 (·.S.C. MfIJ­
(A) in IUbsection (a). bll 'trikinQ "(G) NA­

r/ONAL EDUCArlON GOA~ pANEL.-": IIn4 
(B) bll ItrikinQ rubsection..r (b) through (d), .. 

BIle. 702. STArE A.\'V LOCAL BDVCAnON srs. 
TEMlC l.KPilOYEXEN'l'. 

(Aj PANEL COMPOSITION; OPPORT1.!AI'lT·ro-
LEAM STANDAMJS: AND SUBMISSION OF PI.JJi ro 
rHE Si'CAETAlll' FOR A,PPROVAL.­

0) STATE IMPRO.'EMEN'f PLAA'.:-Section J06 of 
Ut.e O()Q/s 2000: Educau Ameri.cC Act (2() U.s.C. 

(A) bll ItrikiTlQ "wruntaf}' national 0flP{1t. 
tullilJl-to-learn ltandards. "; Gnd 

(B) bll Itriking "de$cribed in sectiOtl 2Um", 
(6) Section XJ4(a)(Z) of IUCh Act (20 U.s.C. 

~(a)(Z)) u a.mendetf­
(A) in rub'parGilfaph (A), bJ o-ddlng ··and"· 

4fter Ut.e lemirolOft; , 
(B) in IUbparilQroph (B), b7I .t:ri1dng ..; 1In4" 

and iruerLi"lg a Ji1:riod: and 
(C) bll ,Irikinl! IUbparagraph (e), 
(9) Section 306(0) 0/ IUCh Act (20 U.3.C. 

5&86(0)) U QI7Ie1lded b7I 'trikinQ "State 0flP{1t­
tunitll·to-leo.rn ,tanda.rds or ,trategier:', 

(10) Section Jru of 8IJ.Ch Act (20 U.S.C. S&88)" 
$M6) is a.mendetf- '. o.men4ed- . 

(A) bJl a.men4inQ rub.sect:icn (lI) to read 01/01­
1DvII: 

.'(b) pLA}! DEVEWPMENT.-A State improve· 
menl pIon under thill tiUt .WI be det>eJoped bV 
4 btQGd-based Stale po.neJ In cooperation wiUr. 
Ut.e State educational agel'lCll and Ut.e Gw­
emor. "; , ' 

(B) bll,trikiPlg lUbsection (d). 
(b) LocAL .I'A.NEL COMPOSJrIO~'.:-SectiOft 

XJ9{a)(3)(A) oflUCh Act (20 U.S.C. 5689(a)(3)(A» 
U QI7Ie1lded­

(I) in the matter preceding clause (I). bJl'tri.k-
IPlg "th4t-" and insertinll a semicolon; and 

(Z) bJl $trikinQ clawes (i) and (it). ' 

(G) GoA~ 2CX)/J: EDUCArE AMERICA ACT.­
(1) The table 0/ conte1lfl for II!.e Goal, 2(J()(): 

Educate·America Act Is QI7Ie1lded. in the ttemJ 
reJa.tinQ to aUe 11­

(A) bll .lrikinQ the ltems'reJotinQ to po.rt B; , 
(B) bll 'trikinQ "Part C" and insertinQ "PGrt 

B"; Gnd • 
(C) bll Itriking :'Part D~ and iMerting "Part 

C", ' 
(2) 'Sectton 2 o/lUCh Act (20 U.s.C. 5(Jt)1) tI 

amen.t.Ied­
(A) 1'1 po.rilQrapll (I)- , 
W In rubparilQ,aph (B), bJ f~t!.l'Ig "4nd" 
~ the ,~~oIOft: 

(II) bll .Iriking rubparag,aph (C); 4nd ' 
(IU) bll redesivnating rubpalagraph (D) 01 

fUbpo.rallfaph (C); Gnd 
(B) {'II parilQraph (6J- ' 
(j) bll llrikinQ rubpo.ragraph (C); 4nd 
(Ii) bJ redesignating l'Uoparagraphf (D) 

throuQh (F) as rubpo.ragrap1u (C) through (E), 

after "new pLlblic schoo/$" Ut.e fOn(n.DlfIQ: "and 
Ut.e GCq1lisition of technoloQII and use of tech­
IIOIClQlI-i!lihonced curriculo and in.Hruction". 

(12) Section 312(b) of ruch Act (20 U.s.C. 
589Z(b») Is amended- ' . 

(A) bl0trikinQ paroQroph '(/); Gnd 
(B) bll redesiQna.linQ pa'OllfoPh.$ (2) Gnd (J) 01 

po.rOQ'Oph.$ '(1) ond (2), 'espectivelll .' 
(13) Sectio'l 311(0)(6)(A) offUch Act (20 U.S.C. 

5894(0)(6)(A)) Is QI7Ie1lded bll ,triJ.:inQ "certl/1e4 
bll the Notionol Educotion Standards and 1m­
prot>emerit Counctl and" , , 

(ll) Section 315 of IUCh Act (20 U.s.C. 5695) " 
~' 

(A) {n IUbsecllon (lIJ- . 
(I) in pa,aQ,oph (l)(C). bJl .triking ", il'lCllold-

i'lQ Ut.e requirelllenu for timttablu fo, oppor. 
tunit}!·to-leo.rn ,tanda,t1s,"; 

(ii) bJi ;trikinQ po.rilQraph (l):', . 
(iii) bJl redesiliMtinQ po.rGilfophf (3) thr01J.9PJ 

(5) OJ paraQrop1u (i) tkr01J.{lh (I), respectiveJJI; , 
(iv) in po.'OQraph (1)(A), bll .trikill9 "po.'4· 

groph (i) of thit ntbsecti.on .. 4nd Inserting 
rupectlveJ7I. ,"parovraph (3)"; 

(3) Section :J(a) ,0/ ruch Act (2() U.S.C. 5(Jt)Z)" 
amen.t.Ied- . ­

(A) bll .trU.ing po.raQraph (1); and 
(B) bJi redesiQnotinQ po.rOQroplls (8) through 

,(ll) (JJ po.raQraph.$ (T) thrOUQh (13). rupectiveJlI. 

(i), Section 201(3) Of IUCh Act (20 U.S.C.
5&21(J» is am.en4ed bJi ,t';;'.ng", IXIlunta'1l no­
tiona] ,tudenl perfofT1l(ll'lCt!" and 411 that fol­
ll>w, through "lUCh Council" aM i~till9 
"and wluntaf}' M.t:ional 'tudenl performance 
,tandard.c". 

(5) SectiOll 2(J2(Jj' of ruch Act (20 U.s.C. 
~Z2(j»)" o.men4ed bJi .triking", rtudent per. 

tng "or ,tudent performance". 
(6) Secticn 20J of ruch Act (2() U.s.C. 5&ZJ)"

o.men4ed­
(A) in rubsectUm (GJ­
(I) bll,triktnQ paraQraphf (1) and (3); 
(if) bll rede;rlgnatinQ po.ragraplls (l) thr01J.4lh 

M) hf ",) th h (i) .-"vel'''_ ...Q3, po.r(lQrap ,6 rcn;g , r_.-_. v:• .... 
. ,

(iiI) b71 Q.I'IIeTI4ing JX1rQflTaph (2) (as rf!Ide.sW· 
_ted bll clouse (iI)) to read (JJ follMDt.:· 

"(2) review wlunta'1l national content ltand­

41t1s and IXIll<ntarJ/ national ,tudent perform·o.nce ,tanda,ds;"; IIn4 
(B) in -'~-ti'- (b)(lJ­.1oW..... v'. 
(j) in rubparaQroph (A), 1111 iruertil'lQ "and" 

4fter Ut.e le71IiColOft; , 
(i!) in rubparaQraph (B). bll Itri.kfng "; 4nd" 

4nd imertinQ a period; 4M 
(Iii) bJl striA;inQ rubparQflTaph (C), 

('T) Section 204(a)(2) of IUCh Act (20 U.S.C. 

(A) in rubsection (b)(ZJ-:­
(i) in Ut.e matter precedinQ clatal! (l) of I1J.b. 

po.raQroph (A). bll ItrikinQ "State oPf'(lttunit7l­
to-learn 'tandart1s. "; Gnd 

(ii) in rubpcl.1agroph (A). bllltrtking '''l'ICrud­

(Ii) in po.rogrClph (2) (a.s redesiQno/.ed' bJ 
clawe (ill)J- ' 

(/) bll ,trikinQ rubparGilfaph (A); 
(I/) bll redesignatlnQ IUOP(lfilQ'llphf (B) 4nd . 

(C) (JJ ndrparOQraplIs (A) and (B), re.spectiveJ7I; 

aM(IIll in rubparoQ'aph (A) (as redesiQnoted b7I 
~fl# (II)) till .triki'lg ", IXIIU'lUl'1l natut41 
,tudelll perfOfT1l(lnce standards. and ,0011.1.1'1141:71 ' 
nalural cpporlunit}!-/o·learn ,tanda,ds de:tIel­
oped,,1l.der pa,t B 01 title 11 of thi.! Ad" Clnd in­
IeftinQ "and wlunta.'1I nat:icnal .tudent p:r-' 
/Orrn.llnce'tandart1s"; , 

(vi) in IUbparOllfoph (B) ofpo.ro.groph (3) (01 
redesiQnated bll clause (iii)); bl/ ,triki'lg "po.ta· 
flTa~h (5)." and in.sertinQ "pa,aQraph,(I)."; Gnd 

(!rii) in po.'(lQroph (l) (OJ redesignated bJI 
crawe (ii)). bll ,triki'lQ "paragroph (I)" ea.c:II 
place il appear" and inserti'lQ "paragraph (3)"; 

(B) in the matter preceding rubparilQraph (A) 
.ofIUbsect:icn (c)(Z)-. .

(I) bll ,t-a'l'nn "-'~-tio- no)('i)" a-J i---­
'..... " .""'..... .. IV' .......... 


tng "lUbsection (b)(3) "; and •

(ii) bll "rikinn "and to .....ovi4e G 'rameUlOrt

",. I' 

for Ut.e implementation of OPf'(lrtunit}!-to;feana 
0, 

ltanda'ds 0' strotegies"; Clnd
(C' i'l IUbsection (0. bll ,trfkj.. " "n£b.ser:CiOft ' 

I .... 
(b)(I)" each plo.ct it Gppe(1rS and. UuerCing
"rub.rection (b)(3)", 


(15)(A) Section 316 of ruch Act (20 U.s.C. !JIS6)

II repealed. 

(B) The table of conte1lt.! for ruch Aet " 
__,,"" I aedion 

aI"""....... bll rtriA:inQ Ut.e item re atill9 to 

J1fi6) Sect:icn JIT of IUCh Act (20 U.S.C. 5SI) " 
amende4­

(A) in S"LIbsectio!l (d)(I). bll .trfkjll9 "promcte
Ut.e nda ds nd . de.scribed' ect:ic 
J06(~~,,; G:u, ,a 'Ulltelfles IPI. II 

(B) in rubsection (eJ- ' 
(i) in paroQraph m, b7I jruerting "Clnd" O/ter

tk ,emicolon;' , 
(jj) bJi .trikin, parilQraph (J); IIn4 
(iii) bll redesiilfloting po.'ilQraph (l) as pctG­

,raph (3), ' , 
(m Sect:icn 503 of IUCh Act (20 u.s.C. 59JJ) ft 

o.men4ed­
(A) in IUbsectlonjbJ­
(i) In po.rallfGPh 11J­
(/) in Ut.e matter precedin, IUbparQflTaph (A). 

II". "riking "Z6" and imerting "ZT"; 
(11) bll strikinQ subparagraph (D); 4nd 
(111) b". ted!siQnating fUbparaQraphf (E) 

th,ough (0) as S"LIbpa'aQroplu. (D) through (F), 
re.specti.veJv; . 

(ii) in parllQraphf (2). (3). Clnd (5). b". ,trlking 
fng-" and 41/ rh4t follows through "po.rt B of' "l'UbparilQ,aph.$ (E), (F). and (G)" each place It 
tiUe II;"-and Inserting "including throuQh con· 
sartio ofStain;"; Gnd . .' 

(B) in fUbsection (c). bll Itrl.king "306(b)(1)" 
and inserting "J06(b)". 

(11) For the pLlrp(lse 0/ e.:pandin9 the use and 
ClwllabililJl 01 compute,s and compLIter tech­
noloQ".. Section XJ9(a){6)(A)(ii) o/l'UCh Act (20 
U.S.C. 5689(a)(6)[A)(ii) is Ilmended bll inserting 

appears and inserting "l'Ubparagraphf (D). (E), 
and (F)";', ' 

(iii) in pa'oQroph (2). bll 'trikinQ "lUbparo. 
graph (G)" and inserli'l9 "subparOQraph (F)"; 

(ill) in po.rOQroph (I), bll .trikinQ "(C). 4nd 
(D)" and in.sertinQ "and (C)"; 4nd 

(tI) in the matter precedinQ subpa'Ollraph (.t) 
of po.'(lQraph (5). b". ,tri4;ng "8Ubparollfaph 

http:redesiQno/.ed
http:rf!Ide.sW
http:t';;'.ng
http:ntbsecti.on
http:tunit}!�to-leo.rn
http:tunitll�to-leo.rn
http:Ameri.cC
http:Ameri.cC
http:wninot.ed
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I 
" (E), {F)_Dr (G)" al'ld iuertillg "mbparagraph ficipatillg ill 'M program under this sectiOIi Q$ S6C. ,10. UMTTA11ONS. 


(D). (E). Of (F)"; aM 01 October 2(). ]995. and 'M Stau educatiOlial "(a) PROHIBITED CONDITJONS.~Nothilig '1'1 
, 
 (8) ill M$E'CtiOIi (d- 09/!f1C'Y apprO'Pel. 'M SecretaTJI .Mll we all or ehu Act s1lol1 be eon.st1l.<l!d to require a Sta~. a 

(I) III paragraph (1){B). ~ Itrlkil'lg "l'Ubparo- a portiOIl 01 ,lie allotmeTlt tll4t eM Stau !DOuld locol educatiClllciJ ag/!flCll. or a ,chool. Q$ a COI'l' 

"aph (E)" olld' in.serti.n(l "lUbparagraph (D)"; 1'IaW! received under eh~ $ection lor a rurol Neor ditioll of rE'Ce;~'ng /lSristallCe under Ihis tiue-. 
aM . w award grants W local educational ag/!flM 11'1 "(1) wprot,'ide oulcom£3-brued educatioll; Dr 

I 
(II) ill paragrapll m. bN drl.king "lUbpo.Ta- tM StaU tll4t heve opptcwed applicatic1l3 ul'lder "W w provide lChool-bo.sed health clillica Df 

l1,ap~ (E). (F). and (G)" al'ld tJI.SeTting "nib- pa'ag,aph (1) lor meh rurollleor, allli other healtll or f.OC'ial JeTtrice. 
pa.ag,apll$ (D). (E). alld (11)" \' "il) API'UCATJON.-Anli Iocol educaticl'lol "(b) LINITATION ON GOVEIt"NEA'T 0"1­

(18) Sectioll 51)1 olnsch Act (ltl U.S.C. 5931) i.I 09et1C'J1 th4t desires W receive a grant under thil CIALS.-Notllillg ill th~ Act ,1Iol1 be cor..strued w 
Gme'1Ide4- . l'UbSE'CtiOIl'.hall rubm!t all'applicatiol'l W till! 
. (A) bli ftrikiliglUbsectioll en; 0114 kTetaTJI tll4t II collJistl!1lt wifh eM prOviliolU require Of permit anli Federal or StaU official w 

tl'lSP(!ct a heN. judge hel/) pa'/!fIts raise their 
(B) bll ret1uigMtilig Msecticll (g) Q$ nW- 01 'hil Act and sWI I'IOti/li tM StaU ed,,· cht/drel!, or re7llO\>f children Ir011l their pa'/!fIts.

seciiol'l (f). cotio'llo.l 09et1C'J1 olmeh applicatiOIl in accord­
,(b) Eu:.IIIENTAIlY AND SE:CONDAIlY BDD- al'let' ID1th paragraph (1). TM SecretaTJI /'fI,/lJl a- 41 0 re:mlt 01 tM participatioll of a Stau. locol 

educatio'llo.l ageTlCll. or lChool III allJl program Dr 
CATION ACT OF 1965.- . tab/ish a deadline for tM IUbmWiol'l olnsch a~ octivitJl co.rried out under thi.lAct. ", 

(I) SE'Ction ]111 01 tM EletnelltaTJI Ilnd,See- .,zicaticM, 
ondaTJI Educatioll Act 01]96,5 (2() U.s.C. 6J]J) i.I "(J) AWARD IJAS/S.-The SecretaTJI /'fI,/l~ _ (t) For prograJ'lll!,' projects o. octivitiu ill tM 
0J'/Ie7I4ed- tM ,hldt1it /!fIrollme'llt 0/11 tota.! educaticl'lol Dl'partmeTlts of Vete]al'U Alfai" ond HoUling 

(A) III I'UbSE'Cticll (b}(8)(8). b $trikillg 09eT1Cl1 or olhtr lactors a.t a l>asiI for ollla,ding olld U,ban Deve1opmen~. and IlId.e;:>/!fIl1e1It 
~(I/)1Ueh f'fI.IlN l'IICluU Opporhlmt}(-w-lear II grant.!' under tIIis IUbJeCt:io'A,... Agen.ciu ApptopriaticM Act. 1996. protrided Q$ 

,tanda,tb Dr ,traUgia det>eloped under till! SBC. 105. ALTERI"Amll :ro SECRETARIAL AI'- /01101/)3. w be elleC'tive a.t fl It hM been encctaf 
Goal, 2IXIO: EducaU Arnerico AtI)"; " PRO.·AL 0' STATB PlANS. Inw laID a..r tM re(lU1o.r opptopriaticn.s Act: 

(8) fll, IUbsE'Clioll (f). bJi Itrl.kill, "t>ppOf- '(a) STATE INl'lIOl·£MVo'TPUJiS.-Set:tiol'l AN ACT Matillg apptopriatiol'U 10' tile Depart- . 
hlllit}(-w-lea.n $tandard$ o. rtrlltegia. "; 30&(11) 01 the Gools 2(J()(}: EducaU America Act ments of VeWo.l'U Allair, aM Housillg aft4 

(C) b)I ,trikillg I'UbsectWlI (g); alld (20 U.S.C. 5M6(II)) if Il1TIeIIt1ed bJi a.d4ing at the Urball Deve/opir.ent. OM lor IUlldTJI ill.tU­
(D) bN ret1uigllatinll IUbsecticll' (71,) Q$ nW- end tM lollolliing fteIL) pa'llj11'aph: pendt1it agencies, board.!, eomm~.siol'U. co'­

tec1ion (g). "(I) ALTER/_ATIVI: SUBItIISSIO"".- porotiOl'U. and 0/rJ.ce: fo, tM rlSca1l'ea' end­
(1) $E'Ctiol'l II1G of nsch Act (2() U.s,C. 6J1'I) i.I ','(A) I" GE.\'£1tAL.-NotlDithstandilig alll' other I!!,~$eptember 30. ]996. ond 10. other purpolU 

CIineIIded- prOvisiOIl of thll title. anN StaU edu.caticl'lol 
(A) ill iubseclion (c)- , 09eT1Cl1 Vl4t 1Disha w receive 0.11 allotmtMt 'tITLE / 
(f) 11'1 pa'llj11'apli (l)(A)(O, bJi stnl.illg an be- under this title olw tM first Jlear nsch Sta~ DEI'ARTMENTOF VETERANS AFFAIRS 

gililling with ", ",hieh f'fI.IlN" thrC11O,h "Act", educatiOllal agetIC'JI receiveJ nsch all allotmtMt TIETE/V,,..S BE.NE.FlTS ADNINIST1tATION 
eM . maN, In 1ie1I of IUbrnitting It.!' StaU impro~t CONI'E.NSATION AND I'ENSJONS . 

(fi) III paro.grapll (5)(B)(I)-, Jl/41'1 lor app.oval b tM SecretaTJI "Mer lhJ.r 
(l) fll IUbclawe (VI). bN llISfl'rtjll, "OM" e/lerllUbsection olld Uleticn J05(e){l), 0' I'Ubmltlil'lg (lNCWD1NG TMJISF'E.R OF 1'IlND8) , 

tM $f!7llicDk>n;, /'fI,/ljor amendmerllI W tM SecretoTJI under nW- Fo' tM paJlme'llt 01 c:omperuotiOIi benefits w 
(I/) ill IUbclall4t (VI/), br ttrlkin, "; OM" leCfiol'l (1'). provide tM Se.cretaf'JI. /lS pan 01 all Df 011 be1lolf 01 vewal'U a.t authori.ud ~ /4", 

• and ill.SeTting a perfod; OM appllcoticll "ndeI' sectilm JOS(e) 0' IU on ameII4- ' (J6 U.s.C, ItrI, chapw, 11, IJ. 61. 53, 55. aM 
(111) b)I strikillg S'UbclaUJ« (TIIlI);'" JMI'It w a previowlN approved applicatilm- 61); pe1Uion benefit.!' w or 01'1 whalf 01 oewOM 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 

oFP'IC~ 0 .. ELEMENTARY AND SECONDARY EDUCATlON 

THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY 

May 7, 1996 .­

Honorable Edward Richardson .. 
. Superintenderit of Education 
Alabama Department of Education 
Gordon 'Persons Building 
50 North Ripley Street 
Montgomery, Alabama 3~130~2101 

Dear Superintendent Richardson: 

Last week Secretary Riley wrote to inform you of a nwnber of amendments to 

Goals 2000 thatwere enacted as part of the Onmibus Appropriations Act of1996. I 

am writing now because one of the amendments. has particular and immediate 

implications for Alabama.. 


. Local education agencies in states not participating in Goals 2000 as ·ofOctober 

20, 1995 may now apply directly to the U.S. Department of Education, for a portion of 

the state's allotment of Goals 2000 funds, subjeCt to the approval of the state educatioll 

agency. 


Even though Alabama applied for and received initial funding under Goals 

2000, and not withstanding your decision in late 1995 not to terminate formally 

Alabama's participation in Goals 2000, in my judgment Alabama was not in fact 

participating in Goals 2000 as of October 20, 1995. This conclusion is based on the 

followmg: (1) the initial funds had not been released to local school districts as of that 

date; (2) no state planning panel had been appointed; and (3) there was no process for 

developing. the state's education improvement plan in place as of October 20. Further, 

these conditions have not changed since October 20, 1995.. 


If this~ conclusion or the infonnation on which it is based is inaccurate, please 
contact me immediately ~ However, if you concur that' Alabama was not participating . 
in Goals 2000 as of October 20, 1995, then Alabama now faces three clear options 
with respect to Goals 2000. . 
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o Actively participate in Goals, by expending the funds the State has already 
received, initiating a process for developing a state education improvement plan, 

. and appointing of a state planning paneL If a plan has already been developed, 
the State need not initiate a process for developing a. new ,one. An existing plan 
can also meet the requirements of Goals 2000 . . These steps will also enable 
Alabama to apply for the S5,941,766 of Fiscal year 1995 Goals 2000 funds that 
have been available since July I, 1995. The deadline for applying for these 
.funds is June 30, 1996. In addition, once a statewide education improvement 
plan has been completed, Alabama will be eligible to apply for an additional 
$5,681,050, which Congress has already appropriated and which will be 
available starting on July 1, 1996. " 

, . 	 . 

o 	 Continue nonparticipation in Goals 2000. No state is required to participate 
in Goals 2000, and Alabama may exercise its option not to participate. The 
Fiscal Year 1994 funds already awarded to Alabama will revert to the U.S. 
Treasury if they are not obligated by September 30, 1996. If Alabama does not 
apply for the $5,941,766 by June 30, 1996 (or exercise'the third option below), ' 
these funds will be reallocated to other states that are participating in Goals 
2000. . 

-
o . Approve 'of local school district participation in Goals 2000, while the state 

does not participate.. Under this option, local school districts in Alabama 
would apply directly to the U.S. Department of Education for a portion of the 

. "Fiscal Year 1995 Goals 2000 allotment now available to the state. If this option 
is selected, the state education agency would no longer be able to obligate the 

. initial funding it has already received, since the withholding of these fimds from 
local school districts is a. factor in detennining that Alabama is not participating 

, in Goals 2000. Instead., these Fiscal y~ 1994. fimds would be returned to the 
U.S. Treasury. 

In general, local school districts receiving the funds would be required to use 
them', for, the development and/or implementation of a comprehensive education 
imp~(;)vement plan that is focused on prepanng students to meet state or, local 
academic standards, and is consistent with the state's overall plan for education 
improvement. 

• := - ,- : - : ,: - ­
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The Fiscal Year 1995 funds available for this program mustbe awarded to local 
school districts by September 30, 1996. In order to give local school districts 

. adequate notice and time to prepare applications, and to. provide adequate time 
for review of these proposals,. this competition will have to begin immediately. 
Therefore, if Alabama intends to select this option, you will need to provide 
me, no later tbanMay 17, 1996, with written notifieation of state edueation 
agency approval for local sehool districts to apply to the U.S. Department 
of Educ:ation for Goals 2000 fund, .. This notification may be faxed to me at 
(202) 205-0303. While this is a very short time period for such an important 
decision, the late enactment of the appropriations bill leaves us with no 
alternative. 

It is my hope that, as a result of the recent changes in Goals 2000, students and 
schools in Alabama will be able to benefit from tflese funds that are available to help 
improve teaching·and learning. . 

While this last option effectively provides resources to local education agencies 
to support education improvements aimed at .. challenging academic· standards, I believe 

.	that state participation in Goals.2000 provides the.most solid foundation for advancing 
statewide education improvement. This approach, consistent with the initial· design of 
Goals 2000 better enables Goals 2000 resources· to be used in concert with a state's 
approach to education reform and permits the state education agency to establish.· 
priOrities for the use of these funds. The final choice among the ~ee options, of 
courS~, ·rests with the state education agency; As you make this decision, please 
consider that Congress has already appropriated $13,224,782 million for your state 
under the Goals 2000 Act, to support your state's school reform initiatives. 

If you or your staff have any questions regarding this new provision in Goals 

2000, please feel free to call Tom Fagan of my staff at (202) 401·0039. . 


Sincerely, 

.cc: Governor Fob James, Jr. 

. . 
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UN'n'ED STATES DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 

omc£ or EIdUOtNTAaY AND SBCOJmARY ItDUCA11QN 

'l'HS ASSISTANT IiItCRE'rARY 

May 7, 1996 


Honorable Frank, Keating 
Governor of Oklahoma 
State Capitol, Room 212 
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73105 

Dear Governor Keating: 

Last week Secretary Riley wrote to inform you of a number of amendments to 
,Goals 2000 that were enacted as part of the Omnibus Appropriations Act of 1996. -I 
am writing now to State Superintendent of Public Instruction Sandy Garrett and to you. 
because one' of the amendnients has particular and immediate implications for 
Oklahoma. 

Local education agencies in states not participating in Goals 2000 ~ of October 
20, 1995 may now apply directly to the U.S. Department of Education for a portion of 
the state's allotment of Goals 2000 funds, subject to the approval of the state education 
agency_ , 

, Even though Oklahoma applied for and received initial funding under Goals 
2000, in my judgment Oklahoma was not in fact participating in Goals 2000 as of 
October 20, 1995. This conclusion is based OD my understan~g of the circumstances 
in Oklahoma as follows: (l).the iDitial funds had not been released to local school 
districts as of that date; (2) DO state planning panel had been appointed; and (3) there 
was no process for developing the state's education improvement plan in place as of 
October 20Z:.:Furiher, these conditions have not changed since October 20, 1995. 

I have' asked Sandy· Garrett to contact me immediately if this conclusion or the 
information on which it is based is inaccurate.' However, if she concUR that Oklahoma 
Was not participatiq in Goals 2000 as of October 20, 1995, then. Oklahoma now faces 
three clear options with respect to Goals 2000. . 
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o 	 Actively participate· iD Goals 2000, by expending the funds the State has 
already received, initiating a process' far developing a state education . . 
improvement plan and appointiJig a state ·planning panel. These steps will also 
enable Oklahoma to apply for the $4,396,613 of Fiscal Year 1995 Goals 2000 
funds that have been available since July 1, 1995. The deadline for applying fOr 
these funds is June 30, 1996., ,In addition, once a statewide education 
improvement plan his peen completed, Oklahoma will be cdigible to apply for 
an additional $4,180,547, which Congress has already appropriated and which 
will be available starting on July I, 199.6. . , , 

o 	 CODtiDue DODparticipatioD IDGoais 2000. No state is required to participate 
in Goals 2000, and Oklahoma may exercise its option not to participate. The 
Fiscal Year 1994 funds already awarded to Oklahoma will revert to the U.S. 
Treasury if they are not obligated by September 30, 1996. If Oklahoma doeS ' 
not apply for the 54,396,613 of Fiscal Year 1995 funds by June 30, 1996 (m.: 
exercise the third option below), these' funds will be·reallocated to other states 
that are particip.ating in Goals 2000. " 

o 	 Approve of IDeal eciaeatioD apDq district participation iD Goals 1000, 
while the state does Dot' partieipate., Under this option. local school districtS 
in Oklahoma would aPply directly to the U.S. Department of Education for a 
portion of the Fiscal Year 1995 Goals 2000 allotment now available to the state. 
If this option is selected, the state edtWation agency would no longer be able to 
obligate the initial funding it has already received, since the withholdin& of 
these funds from local school districts is a factor in determining, that Oklahoma 
19 not participating in Goals 2000. 'Instead, these Fiscal Year 1994 funds would 
be returned to the U.S. Treasury. . 

. 	 , 

In general, local school districts reeeivms'the funds would be required to use 
them for the development and/or impl~tation.of a'comprehensive education 
improvement plan that is focused on preparin&students to meet state or local 
academic standards,' and is consistent with the state's overall plan for education 
improvement. 

The Fiscal Year 1995 funds available for this program must be awarded to local 
school districts' by September 30, 1996.. In'order to &ive local school districts 

, ,adequate. notice and time to prepare applications, and to provide adequate time 
for review of these proposals, this competition will have to begin immediately. ' 
Therefore, if Oklahoma IIlt.ads to seled this option, you· will Deed to 
provide me, DO later tblD May 17. 199§'·with writteD'Dotitleatioa of state 
education ageDC)' approval for loeallehool diltriets to apply to the U.S. 
Department of Edu.eatioD, for GoaII1000 fUDds. The notification may be 

. faxed to. me at (202) 205..0303. While this is a very short .time period for such 
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an important decision, the late enactment of the appropriationS bill leaves US 
with no alternative. . 

It is my hope that, as a result of the recent changes in. Goals 2000, students and 
schools in Oklahoma will be able to benefit from these funds that are available to help 
ianprove teaching and leaming. 

While this last option effectively provides resources 'to local education agencies'" 
to support. education improvements aimed at cha1.1enging academic standards, I believe 

. that state participation in Goals 2000 provides the most solid foundation for advancing 
statewide education. improvement. This approach, consistent with the initial design of . 
Goals 2000 better enables Goals 2000 resources to be used in concert with a state·s 

.approach to education refonn and permits the state educatioD agency to establish. 
priorities for the use of these funds. The final choice among the three options, of 

. course, rests with the state education agency~. As you make this decision, please 

consider that Congress has already appropriated 59.731,068 mil~on for your state 

under the Goals 2000 Act, to supp9l'l your state"s school refonninitiatives. 


, .' . 

If you or your staff have any questions regarding this new provision in Goals', 
2000, please feel free to call Tom Fagan at (202) 401·0039. 

.. 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 

omcz or ELEMENTARY AND SECONDARY EDUCAnON 

THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY , , 

May 7, 1996 

Honorable Sandy Garrett 
Superintendent of Public Instruction 

, State Department of Education 
Hodge Education Building 
2500 North Lincoln Boulevard 
Oldahom~ City, Oklahoma 73105-4599 

Dear Sandy: 

Last week Secretary Riley wrote to. inform you of a number of amendnients to 

Goals 2000 that were enacted as part of the Omnibus Appropriations Act of 1996. I 

am writing now becau,se one of the amendments has partii;ular and immediate 

implications for Oklahoma. . 


Local education agencies in states not participating in Goals 2000 as of October 
20, 1995 may now apply directly to the U.S. Department of Education for a portion of 
the state's allotment of Goals 2000 funds, subject to the approval of the state education' 
agency. 

Even though Oklahoma applied for and received initial funding under Goals 
2000, in my judgment Oklahoma was not in fact participating. in Goals 2000 as of ' 
October 20, 1995. This conclusion is based on my understanding of the circumstances 
in Oklahoma as follows: (1) the initial funds had not been released to local school 
districts as of that date; (2) no state planning panel had been appointed; and (3) there 
was no process for developing 'the state's education improvement plan in place as of 
October 20: Further, these conditions have not changed since October 20, 1995. 

If this conclusion or the information on which it is based is inaccurate, please 
contact me immediately. However, if you concur that Oklahoma was not participating 
in Goals 2000 as of October 20, 1995, then Oklahoma now faces three clear. options 
with respect to Goals 2000. . 
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. . 0 	 Actively participate in Goals 2000, by expending Ute funds the. State has . 
already received, initiating a process for developing a state education 
improvement plan and appointmg a st~te planning panel. These steps will also 
enable Oklahoma to apply for the $4,396,613 of Fiscal Year 1995 Goals 2000 
funds that have been available since July 1, ,1995. The deadline for applying for 
these funds is June 30, 1996. In addition, once a statewide education 
improvement plan has been completed, Oklahoma will be eligible to apply for 
an additional $4,180,547,. which Congress has already appropnated and which 
will be available starting on July.!, 1996. . 

o 	 Continue nonparticipation in Goals 2000. No state is required to ·participate. 
in Goals 2000, and·Oldahoma may exercise its option not to participate. The 
Fiscal Year 1994 funds already awarded to Oklahoma will revert to the U.S. 
Treasury if they' are not Obligated by September 30, 1996. If Oklahoma does 

. not apply for the $4,396,613 of Fiscal Yeax 1995 funds by June 30, 1996 (ot 
exercise the third option below),' these funds will be reallocated to other states' 
that are participating in Goals ~OOO I 

o 	 Approve of local education'agency district participation iDGoa1s 2000~ 
while the state does not participate. Under this option. local school districts 
in Oklahoma would apply directly to .the U.S. Department of Education for a 

• 	 portion of the Fiscal Year 1995 Goals 2000 allotment now available to the ~te. 
If this. option is selected', the state education agency would no longer be able to, 
obligate the initial funding it has already receive~ since the withholding of' 
these funds from local school districts is. a factor in determining that Oklahoma 
is not participating in Goals 2000. Instead, these Fiscal Year 1994 funds would 
be.re~ed to the U.S. Treasury. 

. In general, local school districts receiving the funds would be required to use 
them for the development andlor implementation of a comprehensive education 
imp~ovement plan that is focused on preparing students to meet state or local 
academic standards, and is consistent with the state's overall plan for education 

.improvement. 

. . 
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Th~ Fiscal Year 1995 funds available for this program must be awarded to local 
school districts by September 30, 1996. In order to givelocal school districts ' 
adequate notice and time to 'prepare applications, and to provide adequate time 
for review of these proposals, this competition will have to begin immediately, 
Therefore, if Oklahoma intends, to select this option, you will need to 
provide me, no later than May,17, 1996, with written notification of state' 
education agency approval for local school districts ,to apply to the U.S.' . 
Department of Education' for Goals 2000 Cunds. The notification may be 
faxed to me at (202) 205-0303. While this is a very short time period for such 
an important decision,the late enactment of the appropriations bill leaves us 
with noaltemative. 

!tis my hope that, as a result of the recent changes in Goals 2000, students and 
schools in Oklahoma will be able to benefit from these funds that are available to help 
improve teaching and learning. ' 

While this last option effectively provides ,resourCes to local, education agencies 
to suppOIt,educaf:ion improvements aimed at challenging academic standards, I believe 
that state participation in Goals 2000 provides the most solid foundation for advancing 
statewide education improvement. This approach, consistent with the initial design of 
Goals 2000 better ~ables Goals 2000 resources'to be used in concert with a state's 
approach, to education refonn and pennits the state education agency to establish 
prionties for the use of these funds. The final choice among the three options, of' 

, coUrse, rests with the state education agency. As Y01j' make this decision, please 
consider that Congress has, already appropriated $9,731,068 million for your sta~e 
under the Goals 2000 Act, to support your' state's school refonn initiatives. 

, '. 

If you or your staff have any questions regarding this new provision in Goals 
2000, please feel free to call Tom Fagan 'at (202) 401·0039. " 

Sincerely,.b-­
G 'aid ~. gaUl ' " 

~ .. - - . - , - , - -' 
."' .' -.."-
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Sanely 0tn1Itt 

ftangr£fi af tfJt,lI1tit~ 6tatd".uP af ~ibat 
~ _ 205l.5-aeoS 

May '.2. 1996 ' 

OK Supt afPubJic Inst.ruction 
2500 N. I.J.n.colrs 

, Oldahoma City. OK 7310S , 

, Dear Madam SU)*inteadent: 

, You me a new oppora.mity to use GoaIa 2000 .tiw:I.s 011 a~more important than 
buraaucracy. The fJaal'llCII Y_l996Appropriaiou bill, siped into law au April 26th. 1996.. 
P.L. 104-134, ,containa new lansuaae to aive you far arutar1Jexibility OYer tho uSC atGoals 2000' 
tUnda. Schools in your state1:2&y now spend up to 100'11 oftMit Goal, 2000 ftmd. to purchase , 
computetl or other technology, 10 10na u it proD'lDtIIB tho sabool'. edUQUon improvement SCali. 

T&e IIeW laD&uaIe was ~at.y l'fICl1*t dur:iDa tile fiDal JIouo..Seaato C(I~ au 
the bill. AD attached leUer from 11m Gaod.lIna (CbaI1'maD, lIoUIo OmmtStM. OD P.co.noD1ic It 
SducattaaaI ~), Iohn Porw (O,iUD", Houle App.ropda1iOll.S SutJc!ommittM on 
tabor, Kealtb. A Ramla s.rvicaa, & SducatloD),:Rau:lJ ~ 'C!amdDgbam (c:&a.irmaIl, 
Subco"unjr;tee QIl Barly CIrildhood, YoutIl " PlmiHea), IDI1 IDe eJaboD.tcI on dIU DCW' 
~~. , ' ' 

I be1iaYe tho S3.5G mUJioa appropriated tD Goals 2000 for PY9es CID do fir momgood if 
o&eC1 to put marc compaterJ iD lIIOI8 ~ !ICber tIIIII pe.tpetu... die c:oatmwnial GoalI 
lOOO. PutbermOlWt been.., GoalS 2CX1O may bo' tfIrIDiDattd SOOIl (tile .. voted 10 eI2d all 

'1\mdbJa), it II.1Iizoa mea __ CD \1. _1IIOIIq _the aaptta1 expeaM of compa.ter teclmoloB1, 
ntb.er than for 1Il1I1tl..,.,. smcues lad ecsucadoD. b1ueau~ Thta aJ.to m&bI fat more aaODer 
a.vai1ab1e DIJalllml .far compmea III dJe $2SO IIIfIl.iaXl which PmIldem. CJUltoa has requested to . 
be, ~all:v appaopdaIedforPfal Year 1997.' , 

~ alto lIIICIIIcla IUftDDIIY at me odm.GoIII200Cl revIsiaU which were also part of tho 
bill, II .~::." Senator AtJeD SpectIr (ll.PA), wtJo dWra, tbe Se:aaa ApptOprlattODS 

Subcom.miaI:ooa·~, BliS, IGCl BtbICitioD. He aad I wodI:Dd toptber OIl an oftbeae chan"", 
aDd I am gratefUl'fOr tbac cooperaIJan. . 

1am ..1bat DJaIly QkJehoaDp,. wm I.Ik tJIIt 1011 pabIiclJ IIII\WlI' a vtIrf simple queatiou: 
" "Will you apply aD of your Goals 2000 molley toWatU samedUDl we an.,. upo.Il - JMtlDs' ' 
, computer. 111 our duImomI - or will you. klstead a:pead it OIl tbe .... dlId qd bureauclaUc 
prtIpa;au witll wb.ich tile tupayem 118 feel up? 1 5lJIpeCt tby Will tbiszk tbiI iI a crystal-eJa: 
and ...., deci.i:loa to 'IIlII!.:II.' ' 

.. 
 .. 
'" -. - . 

::- ':.... 
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Attacbments: 	 Letter from Cbatmwt GoodUq, .. II. 

Summuy atGolla lOqO Chaqea , 


Summary ofGoalalOOO'CJuma_ to OllUllbus J'llcal Year 1996 AppropdatJOI1I bJ~ . 

, 1.' 	 AlIUW'l .. .school to spend up tu 100% oftta OoIlS:OOO i\mdI 10 purdwe teduIolo&:y, IUCh as 
CiQIIlpUtaS. whln.1II8 purdtMe pftIDIOCa1M 1Chool', edi.=di= DDpro'f.mentJOIIs. (See attaGb. 
lcuc:r bm c::&mman GoodliDa for an~) , . 

, 	 , 

1. 	 Permits sdIooI ~ in. at. tbat altrotDat fI) parti;ip. ill the cloaII2000 prasrva, prior to' 
Oc:cober 199" (YIt.. NIl At.. .MT) to apply dinotly to tM $ecrel1l'Y ofBdw::adoa !or,Goals 2.000 
fimd.fn& but cab' ifthe Stare Educ:adoA ~ appro'V. . , 

3. 	 ~ .. iequlreiDtD& that Stata suhmft their ImptovIIIUIIC plans to the Secretlly of 
iduearioll for approval aJIowiq tbe Stata instad til nlt~: 

,4. 	 1ltlIfa1be ~t tor the compositicm oIS__local ~Ulat develop S,.'sad local 
improvement pJau. . 

,. ' 	 B1lmiaateI the NItioaaI SDindards awllmprovtrDlftt CowlciL 

6. 	 Rl:mov.'diel'l4uiremem" Stales an compelllld to cleftlop eppoituni1.y·to-lMm atan4lrds; 

1.CluiS"~"1lO a_local educI1iOll apnuy. Of ecboa1 ahaD. b. reiquired, u • condition. of 
m::civfiillllllilCanca 1mder1bis titl•• to provide outcomet-buecl MUGltton. orsdlool-baacl health 
d:inic:a. ' 

, 8. 	 Clarifles daat nathDta ill the Goal. 2000 lerisJaUan will requ.ins or pet'ft'Jit lIlY State or Pederal 
ot!dal to inlpect a bome,j\Jd.le hOw pIRlI1I 00, thein::bildran. elf move obWkea bm1hdr 
pan!I\U. 

- III 

http:bome,j\Jd.le


--~ 

C:OllIfCl'of tfJt .nfttl 6tatd 
.au.e of lbprdmtItUI"_atm_ aC205l' 

Mq2, 1996 

lbe HOIlOraD1e Richard JUley 

Secretary 

u.s. Depa:rCm&mt otEdueadoa 

400 Maz)'laad AWDue, S.W. . 

Wuhiqtoa, D.C. 20202 


.Dear Secretai)' JW8)'l '. 

On April 2S, PreIidcIrt CUurml siped iato law HJl· 3019 to provide fimda for 

Pederal prol=LJ totthe reraahKtcr otFY 19!n. This fJIIW law=-inI im.poztIm r:baDa1l 

to 1be Goa1a 2000 program. . 


'1'ha Goala 2000 oduoIiiOD lAw (20 a.s.c. 5801 et seq.) .. beat. ~aqed to 

explicitly allow puIdaase of computes... ~ 1IIcbo1oay to. M1p DriDa 

Amer!C&ls ~ hrto .. iDtonDatlGllap., TIIo 1apapmPL· ~04-134 !'lids: 


(11) lOf the purpose. of~iq tbD,. IDdI.Ylilability ol~ aad. .. 
ocmputer . teohnalO8Y~ dCG&tOI1 lO9(aXtS)(A.)(U) of all Act (20 ueS.e. 

. ...
5889(a)(@)(U» is ameadoct Dr ~ Or ""=w INDUa rchMls" tM. 
folldW~ ~ lL.. ...uWtlOJl 01 U:cIImo1oQ IDd \ISO. 01 tecbOO'o8)'-eDbaD,*,
omricu1a eccf ~oa.,. . 

The public: law now 1'UdI: 

MOO ill aubMquat , ...... ~] Ihal1 ,.. ~ ,AmU.fbr Illy 

ICttvit.les ItpJJrQved by dao Stat. eduutSODIl apBC)' wJs1ch al'CUOll.liNy ftllated co· . 
eaa:,)h2a~ out die StAte or 1oca1 itaprovaneat piau· 'WbIch _ fncludc die 
....11''''''_ ot inD.ovatiw ncrw JUblia ..,,1. ad '1M .,quisidaa ot CIiIdmoloIY 
a14. QII:ot tICbnololY-eNllllccd curricula aDd. iDItruct1aa. cccept tbIc 1& least 15 
perc.c-~1UCh t\ma sball be DW10 availablo to indtriclual schoo" to ckYolop asul 
lmplcmelft COIII~ school impro~ piau wIDah .. dulpod tID IIlMt 
Cba DRda of their panlcular studea.t popalattou -wi help all l1Ud..,ts meet Stauc 
c:ontalt stIbdcds aDd S_ stud.eDt pRformarsce ItIDdIrdLn ­

By iDIerUaa eM IflCC{Qisldaa. at 1eohao1o.,. met Ole ot tec1mo1oa:r....h.Decd 
.CUlTicuJa m:t i&utruct.iOl1"lnCO '&be J*IISI"CI"f Qoa1, 2000 law, 1110 ~ ofc:amputan II 

I 
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U-mTED STATES DEPARTMENT OF EDUCADON 
omclt OF ItLltMltNTARY AND SECONDARY EDl1CAl'ION 

THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY 

May 7, 1996 

Honorable Elizabeth M. Twomey 
Commissioner of Education 
State Department of Education 
101 Pleasant Street 
State Office Park South 
Concord, New Hampshire 03301 

Dear Betty: 

Last week Secretary Riley wrote to inform you.of a 'number of amendments to 
Goals 2000 that were enacted as part of the Omnibus Appropriations Act of 1996.. I 
am writing now because one of the amendments has particular and iinmediate . 
implications for New Hampshire. ' 

Local education agencies in states not participating in Goals 2000 as of October 
20, 1995 may now apply directly to the U.S. Department of Education for a portion of 
the state's allotment of Goals 2000 funds, subject to the approval of the state education 
agency. 

~.-

Because New Hampshire has never participated in Goals 2000. this provision 
dearly applieS to local school districts in New Hampshire and to the state education 
agency. New Hampshire now faces three clear options with respect to Goals 2000: 

o 	 Begin participation in Goals 2000. As you know, the amendments that 
Secretary Riley informed you of last week were developec;l by Senator' Specter, 
in large part in response to concerns he heard about Goals' 2000 from educators 
and state:iofficials in New Hampshire. If those amendrilents satisfactorily 
addr~~~those concerns, it is still possible for New Hampshire to participate in 
GOali;\~iooo~ New Hampshire is eligible to receive $1,290,294 of Fiscal Year 
1995 Go3.Is 2000 ruD.ds that have been available to you 'since July 1, 1995. The 
deadline for submitting an application for 1995 funds is June 30, 1996. In 
addition, Congress has appropriated additional funds for Fiscal Year 1996. 
Thus, New Hampshire will be eligible for an additional $1,233,712 on July 1, 
1996. 

400 MAR~D AYE.. S.W. WASHINGTON. D.C. 2020'1""100 
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o 	 Continue to not participate in Goals 2000. No state is required to participate 
in Goals 2000" and New Hampshire may continue to exercise its right not to. 
As was the case last year, if the state does not apply for Year 2 funds by June 
30, 1996 (or exercise the third option berow), those funds will be reallocated to 
the other, participating states. 

o 	 Approve of local education agency participation in Goals 2000, while the 
state continues not to participate. Under this option, local school districts in 
New Hampshire would apply directly to the U.S. Department of Education for a 
portion of the Fiscal Year 1995 allotment now available to the state. ' 

In general, local school districts receivmg the funds would be 'required to use 
them for the development and/or implementation of a comprehensive education 

, 	 , 

improvement plan that is focused on preparing students'to meet state or local 
academic standards, and is consistent with the state's overall plan for education 
improvement. 

The Fiscal Year 1995 funds available for this program must be awarded to local 
school districts by September 30, 1996. In or,der to give local school districts 
,adequate notice and time, to prepare applications, and to provide adequate time 
for review of these proposals, this competition will have to begin immediately. , 	 . , 

Therefore, if New Hampshire intends to select this option, you will need to 
provide me, no later than May 17. 1996, with written notification of state 
education agency approval for local school districts to apply to the U.S. 

~ Department of Education for Goals 2000 funds. This notification may be 
. faxed to me at (202) 205·0303. While this 'is a very short time period for such 
an important decision, the late enactment of the appropriations bill leaves us ' 
with no alternative. 

It is my hope that, as a result of the recent changes in Goals 2000, stUdents and' 
schools in New Hampshire will be able to benefit from these funds that are available 
to help improve teaching and learning. 

Wblle;'~is last option effectively provides resources to local education agencies, 
to supporte4~~~on' improvements aimed to challenging academic standards, I believe 
that state partiCipation in Goals 2000 provides the most solid foundation for adv~cing 
statewide education improvement. This approach, consistent with the initial design of 
Goals 2000 better enables Goals 2000 resources to be used in concert with a state's, 
approach to education reform, and permits the state education, agency to establish 
priorities for the use of these funds. The final choice among the three options, of 
course, rests with the state education agency. As you make this decision, please 
consider that Congress has already appropriated $2,524,006, million for your state. 
under the Goals 2000 Act, to support your state's school reform initiatives. 
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If you or your staff have any questions regarding this new provision in Goals 
2000, please feel free to caU Tom Fagan of my staff at (202) 401-0039. 

Sincerely, 

• 

Gerald N. Tirozzi 

cc: Governor Stephen Merrill .. 

Ovide M. Lamontagne 




, , 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION "', 

omeB'OJ' ELEMENTARY AND UCONJ)ARY EDUCATION 

Tim ASSISTANT SECRETARY 

, May 7, 1996 

Honorable Wi1liam. C. Bosher, Jr. 

Superintendent of pUblic Instruction 

State Department of Education 

101 North 14th Street . 

Richmond, Virginia 23216·2120 


Dear Bill: 

I was sorry to learn of your' decision to resign as Virginia's Superintendent, but 
wish you the best as you move to your new post. ' 

, Last week Secretary Riley wrote to inform you of a number of amendments to 
Goals 2000 that were enacted as part of the Omnibus Appropriations Act of 1996. I 
am writing -now because one of the amendments has particular and immediate 

, implications for Virginia. 	 . . 

Local education agencies in states not participating in Goals 2000 as of October 
20, 1995 may now apply directly to the U.S. Department of Education-for a portion of 
the state's allotment of Goals 2000 ~ds, subject to the approval of the state education 
agency. 

, Because Virginia has never.participated in Goals 2000, this provision clearly 

applies to local education agencies in Virginia and to the state education agency. 

Virginia now faces three clear options with respect to Ooals 2000: 


. 0 	 Begin' p.articlpadoD in Goals 2000. As you know, the amendments that 
SecrewxJUley informed you of la'st week were intended by Congress to 
resp~~f.~o~concems with Goals 2000. If.those amendments satisfactorily 
address cOncerns. raised in Virginia, it is still possible for the State to participate 
in Ooals 2000. Virginia is eligible to receive $6,658,924 of Fiscal Year 1995 
Ooals 2000 funds that have been available since July 1, 1995. The deadline for 
submitting an application for 1995 funds is June 30, 1996. In addition, ­
Congress has appropriated additional funds for Fiscal Year 1996. Thus~ 
Virginia will be eligible for an additional $6,205,836, on July 1, 1996. 

400 MARYLAND AVI., S.W. WAlHlNQTOlf. D,C. 20.202-6100 



:. MAY 	 07 '96 03: 49PM ED/OESE/ORS P.3/4 

o 	 ContiDue to not participate in Goals 2000. No-state is required to participate 

in Goals~ 2000, and Virginia may continue to exercise its right not' to. As was 

the case last year, if the State does not apply for funds by June 30, 1996 (or .. 

exercise the third option below), those funds will be reallocated to the other, 


, participating states. 

• 
o 	 Approve of local school district' participation in Goals 2000, while the state 


continues not to participate. Under this' option, local school districts in 

Virginia, would apply directly to the U.S~ Department of Education for a portion 


,of the Fiscal Year 1995 Goals 2000 allotment now available to the state. 

In general, local school districts receiving the funds' would be' required to use 
them for the development andlor implementation of a comprehensive education 
improvement plan that is focused on preparing students to meet state or local 
academic standards, and is consistent with the state's overall plan for education 
improvement. . 

The Fiscal Year 1995 funds available for this program must be awarded to local 
school districts by September 30, 1996~ In order to give local school districts 
adequate notice and time to prepare applications, and to provide adequate time , 

. for review of these proposals, this competition will have to begin immediately. 
Therefore, if Virginia intends to select this option, you wiD need to provide 
me, no later than May 17. 1996, with written notiflcatlon of state education 
agency approval for local school districtS to apply to the u.s. Department 
of Education for Goals ·2000 funds. This notification may be faxed to me at 
(202) 205-0303. While this is a very short time period for such an important 
decision, the late enactment of the appropriations bill leaves us with no; 
alternative. 

It is my hope that, as a result of the recent changes in Goals 2000, students and 

schools in Virginia will be able to benefit from these funds' that are available to help 

improve teaching and .leaming. 


While"thiS~last option. effectively provides resources to local education' agencies 

to support edl1,tation improvements aimed at challenging academic standards, I' believe' 
 ., 
that state participation in Goals 2000 provides the most solid foundation for advancing 
statewide education improvement. This approach, consistent With the initial design of 
Goals 2000 better enables Goals 2000 resources lobe used in concert with a state's 
approach to education reform and pennits the state education agency to establish 
priorities for the use of these funds. The final choice among the three options, of 
course, rests with the state education agency. As you make this decision, please 
consider that Congress has already appropriated 512,864,760 ~i1lion for your state 
under the Goals 2000 Act, to support your' state's school reform initiatives. 
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. If you·or.yourstaff have any questions regarding this new provision in Goals 
2000, please feel free to call Tom Fagan at (202) 401-0039. 

cc: Governor George Allen 

Michelle Easton 




---- ...-~ 

Dear 	Chief: 

I am writing to inform you of some important, positive, 
developments regarqing the Goals 2000: Educate America Act, 
which have occured as a result of the FY 96 appropriations bill 
that President Clinton signed into law on April 2x, 1996. 

Most importantly, as a result of the same bipartisan support 
and cooperation that has be.en characteristic of Goals 2000, 
COngress has continued its financial support for this very 
important program. In FY 96, Goals 2000 is funded at $350 
million, just slightly less than current funding. These funds 
will be available to states beginning July 1. 

Second, Congress passed a package of amendments to the Goals 
2000 Act as part of this appropriations bill. These amendments 
were authored by Sen. Specter, and I have agreed to them. They 
were designed by Sen. Specter to respond to concerns raised in 
states that have not participated in Goals 2000, or where the 
continued participation is in some question. They make 
adjustments in the operation of Goals 200d, without in any way 
altering its fundamental purpose, or the prinipals on which it is 
designed. As Senator Specter indicated when he introduced the 
amendments, " ... (I think goals is fine the way it is, but I am 
happy to make some changes to reassure those who are 
concerned ... ) Briefly,these amendments: 

o 	 Eliminate the National Education Standards and 
Improvement Council 

o 	 Eliminate national, voluntary opportunity-to-Iearn 
standards as well as the requirement that. state 
education improvement plans address opportunity-to­
learn standards; 

o 	 Maintain the requirement that states and local school 
districts participating in Goals 2000 establish broad­
based planning panels, while eliminating more detailed 
requirements for their composition or operation; 

o 	 Provide states with an alternative to federal review 
and approval of state education improvement plans while 
maintaining accountability; 

o 	 Permits local school districts in states that were not 
participating as of Oct. 20, 1995 to apply directly to 
the u.S. Department of Education for the state's share 
of Goals 2000 funds, subject to the approval of the 
state education agency; . 

o 	 Clarify that Goals 2000 does not require outcomes-based 

./ 



education, school based health clinics, or other 
practices. 

Attached is a fact sheet that describes these provisions in more 
detail, as well as the legislative language. 

In addition, Sen. Hatfield authored an amendment to the 
Goals 2000 Act that authoriies an additional six states to 
participate in the Ed-Flex demonstration program. As you know, 
this program enables me to delegate the authority to waive 
statutory and regulatory requirements in selected federal 
education programs to state education agencies. Six states-­
Oregon, Massachusetts, Kansas, Ohio, Texas and Vermont--have 
already been selected for this program. NOw, an addition six can 
be added. As in the past, states must have an approved Goals 
2000 plan in order to be eligible to participate • 

.In the near future, the Office of Elementary and Secondary 
Education will be providing more specific guidance on how these 
new provisions will be administered. until then, if you have any 
questions regarding the implications of these adjustments to the 
Goals 2000 program, please feel free to call Mike Cohen, my 
Senior Advisor on Education Reform at (202) 401-3070. 

Sincerely 

R~ 



AMENDMENTS TO GOALS 2000: ,EDUCATE AMERICA ACT 
-.-. 1996 Omnibus Appropriations Act 

o 	 Authorization of Six Additional ED-Flex States 
The Secretary of Education is authorized to select an 
additional six states to participate in the ED-Flex 
Demonstration Program. This program allows the Secretary to 
delegate to state education ,agencies the authority to waive 
statutory and regulatory requirements in most federal 
education programs. State agencies ~an then waive federal 
requirements for local school districts if these 
requirements interfere with state or local approaches to 
improving student achievement. 

States must have an approved Goals 2000 education 
improvement plan in order to'beeligible to apply for Ed­
Flex~ 

'.- ... 

Kansas, Massachusetts, Ohio,Oregon, 'Texas and Vermont are" 
currently participating in,Ed-Flex. 

o 	 Repeal of the National Education Standards and Improvement 
Council 
The provisions in Goals 2000 that establish the National 
Education Standards and Improvement Council (NESIC) are 
repealed. The Council would have been responsible 'for 
reviewing and approving voluntary national standards. No 
state would be required to use standards certified by NESIC, 
and no federal funding could be tied to the use of standards 
recognized by NESIC. 

At the,,=!,=,equest of Secretary Riley and the members of the 
Nati6nal Education ~oals Panel, President Clinton agreed 
last. 	y.ear,not to appoint members to NESIC, pending 
Congressional action to repeal the authority to establish 
NESIC. 

o 	 Elimination of Qpportunity":'to-Learn Standards 
The authority to establish voluntary model national 
opportunity-to':'learn standards, and the requirement that 
states describe the "standards· or strategies" ~o provide a'll 
students an opportunity-to-Iearn the cont~nt in state 
academic standards, h~ve been repealed. 



o . Specific. Panel Composition Requirements Eliminated 

The specific requirements governing .the composition of the 
Goals 2000 state planning partels and local planning panels 
have been eliminated~ The Act now provides simply that 
state plans must be developed by a broad-based state panel 
in cooperation with the state education agency and the 
governor. 

o 	 Establishment of Alternative to Federal Approval of State 
Education Improvement Plan Based on Increased Accountability 
to the Public In 'Each State 

,States 	are required to complete the development of an 
education improvement plan, based on challehging academic 
standards, in order to .be eligible for continued funding 
after two years of participation in Goals 2000. As 
initially enacted, this plan was reviewed by a nonfederal 
review panel of educators, business leaders and others 
involved in education reform, and was approved by the 
Secretary of Education based on a recommendation of ' this 
panel. 

States may continue to rely on this procedure. As an 
alternative to submitting its education improvement plan to 
the Secreta~, a state may instead: 

(1) submit an assurance' from the Governor and the chief 
state school officer that it has a completed plan that 
meets the requirements of the Goal,s 2000 Act; 

(2) make its education improvement plan, and the 
indicators ,it will uSe to judge progress in 
implementing the plan, widely available to the public 
~ithin the ~tate; 

(3.) report annually to the public on progress the state 
is making in meeting its indicators' of progress. 

'Twenty states have already completed state education reform 
plans and ,submitted them to the U. S. Department of Education 
for review. Each of t,hese states has. received approval of 
its plan~ and none has been required to change its plan in 
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order to gain approval., States have benefitted from 
feedback and the interaction wi~h an external review panel 
comprrsed of experts who become familiar with the state 

-.....~ 

plan. 

opirect Grants' to Local Education Agencies in 
Nonparticipating States , 
Local education agencies in any st~te that was not , 
participating in Goals 2000 as of October 20, 1995 may, with 
the approval of, the state education agency, apply directly 

,to the U.S. Department of Education for a, portion of their 
state's Goals 2000 allotment. 

States covered by this provision will be notified in the 
next several days of the procedures that will be used to 
administer the local grants program. There will b~ only a 
brief period for state educa~ion agencies to determine 
whether to approve of local participation on Goals 2000, 
because of the need to complete a grants competition by 
September 30, the end of the fiscal year. 

I ' 
, 0 Clarification that Goals 2000 does not mandate outcomes-

based education, school-based hea~th clinics, or social 
, services 
The amendments expressly state that Goals 2000 may not be, 
const,rued to require a state ,local education agency, or a 
school, asa condition of receiving Goals 2000 assistance, 
to provide,-­

(1) outcomes-based education 
(2) school-based health clinics or social services. 

o 	 Clarification that Goals 2000 funds maY be used for' 

technology 

The amendments clarify that Goals 2000 funds may be used for 
the acquisition of technology and the use of technology­
enhanced curricula and instruction. 

May 1, 1996, 
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AHENDMENTS TO GOALS 2000: EDUCATE AMERICA ACT 
.-------.. 

1996 Omnibus Appropriations Act 

o 	 Authorization of Six Additional ED-Flex States 
The Secretary of Education is authorized to select an 
additional 'six state,s to participate in the ED-Flex 
Demonstration Program.. This program allows the secretary to 
delegate to state edu~ation agencies the authority to waive 

. statutory and regulatory requirements in most federal 
education programs. State agencies can then waive federal 
requirements for local school districts if these 
requirements interfere' with state or local approaches to 
improving student achievement. 

States must have an approved Goals 2000 education 
improvement plan in order to be eligihle to 'apply for Ed­
·Flex. 

Kansas, Massachusetts, Ohio, Oregon, Texas and Vermont are 
currently participating in Ed-Flex. 

o 	 Repeal of the National Education Standards and ImprOVement 
Council 
The provisions in Goals 2000 that establish the National 
Education Standards and Improvement Council (NESIC) are 
repealed. The Council would have been responsible for 
reviewing and approving voluntary national standards. No 
state would be required to use.standards certified by NESIC, 
and no federal funding could be tied to the' use of standards 
recognized by NESIC. 

At the,.reques't of Secretary Riley and the members of the 
Natiorial:. Education Goals Panel, President Clinton agreed 
last; ye.?r not to appoint'members to NESIC,' pending 
Corigiessional~ction t9 repeal the authority to est~bl~sh 
NESIC. , 

o 	 Elimination of Opportunity-to-Learn Standards 
The authority to establish voluntary model national 
opportunity-to-Iearn standards, and the requirement that 
states descripe the "standards or strategies" to provide all 
students an opportunity-to-Iearn the content in state 
academic standards, have been repealed. 



o 	 Specific Panel Composition Requirements Eliminated 

~-. 

The specific requirements governing the composition of the 
Goals· 2000 state planning panels and local planning panels 
have been eliminated. The Act now provides simply that 
state plans must be developed by a broad-based state panel 
in cooperation with the state education agency and the 
governor. 

o 	 Establishment· of. Alternative to Federal Approval of State 
Education Improvement Plan Based on Increased Accountability 
to the PubliC In Each State 
States are required to complete the development of an 
education improvement plan, based on challehging academic 
standards, in order to be eligible for continued funding 
after two years of paiticipation in Goals 2000. As 
initially enacted, ihis ~lan was reviewed by a nonf~deral 
review panel of educators, business leaders and others 
involved in educ~tion reform, and was approved by· the 
Secretary of Education based on a recommendation of this 
panel. 

States. may continue to rely on this procedure. As an 
alternative to submitting its education improvement plan to 
the Secretary, a state may instead: 

(1) submit an assurance from the Governor and the chief 
state school officer that it has a completed plan that 
meets the requirements of the Goals 2000 Act; 

(2) make its education improvement plan, and the 
indicators it will use to judge progress in 
implementing the plan, widely available to the public 
within the state; 

.. (3)" report annually to the publican progress the state 
is making in meeting its indicators of progress. 

Twenty states have already completed state education reform 
plans and submitted them to the U.S. Department of Education 
for review. Each of these states has received approval of 
its plan, and none has been required to change its plan in 
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order to gain approval. States have benefitted from 
feedback and the interaction with an external review panel 
compr~~d_of experts who become familiar ~ith the state 
plan. 

o 	 Direct Grants to Local Education Agencies in 
NOnparticipating, States 
Local education agencies in any 'state that was not 
participating in'Goals 2000 as of October 20,' 1995 may, with 
the.approval of the state education agency, apply directly 

.to 	the U.S. Department of Education for a portion of their 
state's Goals 2000 allotment. 

States covered by this provision will be notified in the 
next 	several days of the procedures that will be used to 
,administer the local grants program. There will be only a 
brief period for state education agencies to determine 
whether to approve of local participation on Goals 2000, 
because of the need to complete a grants competition by 
.September· 30, the end of the fiscal year. 

o 	 Clarification that Goals 2000 does not mandate outcomes­
baSed education, school-based health clinics, or social 
services 
The amendments expressly state that Goals 2000 may not be . 
.construed to require a state, local education agency, or a 
school, as a condition of receiving Goals 2000 assistance, 
to provide - ­

(1) outcomes-based education 
\ 

(2) school-based health·clin:lcs or social services. 

o 	 Clarif:i"9ation that Goals 2000 funds may be used for 
teChnol'o9Y' . 
The amendments clarify. that Goals 2000 funds may be used for 
the acquisiti'on of technology and ~he use of technology­
enhanced curricula and instruction; 
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