
SENATE 262
By Mr. Chase, petition (accompanied by bill, Senate, No. 262) of

Arthur E. Chase, Bruce E. Tarr, Nancy H. Evans, Carol C. Cleven,
Matthew J. Amorello, other members of the General Court and
another for legislation relative to the school choice improvement
program. Education, Arts and Humanities.
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In the Year One Thousand Nine Hundred and Ninety-Three.

An Act relative to the school choice improvementprogram.

1 Whereas, the deferred operation of this act would tend to
2 defeat its purpose, which is to correct the School Choice law
3 immediately, therefore it is hereby declared to be an emergency
4 law, necessary for the immediate preservation of the public
5 convenience.

Be it enacted by the Senate and House ofRepresentatives in General
Court assembled, and by the authority of the same, asfollows:

1 Section 6of chapter one hundred and thirty-three of the Acts
2 of nineteen hundred and ninety-two is hereby amended by adding
3 the following paragraph:
4 Notwithstanding the provisions of the foregoing, until such time
5 as the Department of Education completes a thorough review
6 which assesses the full educational and budgetary impact and
7 projected impact of “School Choice,” including the cost to both
8 local and state governments, and including testimony from public
9 school educators from sending and receiving school districts, and

10 until such time as a report with recommendations to improve
11 School Choice is submitted to the Legislature, and until such time
12 as the Great and General Court has voted on that report, no
13 student shall be authorized to transfer under the provisions of
14 section 128 of Chapter 76 of the General Laws, as amended by
15 section 23 of Chapter 6of the Acts of nineteen hundred and ninety-
-16 one. Those students already in School Choice, however, will be
17 allowed to continue.
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18 The review ofSchool Choice will include, but will not be limited
19 to, responses to the following questions:
20 • How have “receiving schools” used School Choice funds?
21 • What tangible educational improvements, including student
22 test scores, achievement results and changes in school curricula,
23 occurred within “receiving” and “sending” schools because of
24 School Choice?
25 • How were class sizes and student-to-teacher ratios affected
26 via School Choice?
27 • What is the full annual projected cost of School Choice by
28 the “sending” school districts and the state?
29 • What is the current and projected participation in School
30 Choice, and how does that number compare to the total student
31 population?
32 • What is the relationship between per-pupil expenditures and
33 the number of students opting for School Choice?
34 • Does district size have any bearing on School Choice, and
35 should consolidation be required for school districts with less than
36 1,500 students?
37 • How has the lack of transportation in School Choice
38 inhibited opportunity for poor, rural, urban and minority
39 students?
40 • Has School Choice increased minority and/or poverty
41 isolation?
42 • What are the actual reasons (to be documented by the DOE)
43 that students participate in School Choice?
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