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By Mr, Businger of Brookline, petition of John A. Businger and
Walter J. Boverini for legislation relative to the development of a
legislative formula for shared fundings of pupil expenditures incurred
by local school systems. Education.

An Act relative to the development of a legislative formula
FOR SHARED FUNDINGS OF PUPIL EXPENDITURES INCURRED BY
LOCAL SCHOOL SYSTEMS UNDER THE PROVISIONS AND SUBSEQUENT
REGULATION OF CHAPTER SEVEN HUNDRED AND SIXTY-SIX.

1 Whereas, Chapter seven hundred and sixty-six is herein
2 recognized and accepted as a necessary enactment to provide
3 adequate and appropriate educational and support services for
4 pupils with wide ranging special needs. This amendment seeks
5 no abridgment of intent, entitlement, due process or delivery
6 of these services to such children; and
7 Whereas, Reductions and eliminations of services previously
8 provided by state agencies have shifted the funding burden
9 from diverse revenues to the overloaded and regressive local

10 property tax, these reductions of services have occurred despite
11 their inclusion in chapter seven hundred and sixty-six as avail-
-12 able state resources, without legislative action, the original
13 legislative intent to pool and share costs has been substantially
14 eroded by child service state agencies; and
15 Whereas, Reimbursement formulas, unavailable to local
16 school committees for planning and budgeting purposes ap-
-17 pear to produce reimbursement amounts for towns which seem
18 to bear little relationship to the amounts expended locally for
19 special education. Vastly increased services often yield reim-
-20 bursements comparable to those of pre-chapter seven hundred
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In the Year One Thousand Nine Hundred and Seventy-Nine

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives in General
Court assembled, and by the authority of the same, as follows:
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21 and sixty-six year’s; and
Whereas, Section 13 of Chapter 766, by stipulating that

23 reimbursements shall not exceed 110 per cent of the applicable
24 state average expenditure for each special education pupil
25 minus the state average expenditure per pupil, further in-
-26 creases local costs by lowering the state’s responsibility by
27 averaging per-pupil costs and chapter seven hundred and sixty-
-28 six costs. By so doing, school committees making maximal
29 educational efforts are twice penalized, and
30 Whereas, Section ten of chapter seven hundred and sixty-six
31 mandated that the state bear all or part of the total costs, and
32 that parents be involved for part of the support and care costs,
33 if any. Subsequent regulations place no cost burden on
34 parents, without regard to ability to pay, and
35 Whereas, There are virtually no fiscal limits placed upon
36 recommended program prototypes requiring separate programs
37 and maintenance, such extraordinary expenses for relatively
38 few children place a most inequitable burden on local schools,
39 causing substantial decreases in pupil services to other needful
40 pupils.

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives in General
Court assembled, and by the authority of the same, as follows:

1 Section 1. 1. Aggregate and unify its child servicing agen-
-2 cies and funds and provide sufficient funds to carry a major
3 proportion of the full costs of Chapter 766.
4 2. Enjoin the State Department of Education in its regional
5 office approvals of Core Evaluation recommendations to di-
-6 rectly assume its costs at the time of program approval, in the
7 followingmanner, and
8 3. Fund all previously approved programs in the same man-
-9 ner, commencing the first fiscal year after enactment from a

10 separately established funding account for Chapter 766, which
11 integrates all reimbursement accounts for special needs pupils.

1 Section 2. Section 13 of Chapter 766 is hereby amended by
2 replacing part of line 8 through part of line 17 (“provided
3 however that the amount of such reimbursement for each
4 special educationpupil in the city, town or school district shall
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5 not exceed 110 per cent of the applicable state average ex-
-6 penditure for each special education pupil minus the state
7 average expenditure per school pupil.”)
8 To read: “The amount of such reimbursements to local
9 school districts and/or direct payment to vendors shall be the

10 difference in excess of the total annual costs per-state-ap-
-11 proved special needs pupil and the following levels of local
12 fiscal responsibility:
13 (1) For programs which are public school centered (includ-
-14 ing regional and collaborative arrangements) the State shall
15 assume a reimbursement commitment of costs which exceed
16 120 per cent of the local schools’ current per-pupil expendi-
-17 tures.
18 (2) For day school placements outside of public school con-
-19 trol, the State shall assume a direct vendor payment commit-
-20 ment for costs which exceed 150 per cent of the local schools’
21 current per-pupil expenditure.
22 (3) For non-public residential school placements the State
23 shall assume a direct vendor payment commitment of costs
24 which exceed 200 per cent of the local schools’ current per-
-25 pupil expenditures.
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