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CHAPTER 1-p VERVIEW 

There are two major components to financing special education in 
Iowa. One is the funding of 15 Area Education Agencies ( AEAs) for 
support services, including staff such as directors, coordinators, school 
psychologists, speech and language clinicians, consultants, school so­
cial workers, itinerant teachers, and other ancill ary personnel. The sec­
ond component is the financing of additional costs to public school 
districts for instructional programs for handicapped children. This is 
accomplished by assigning rrdditional "weightings" to handicapped 
children as a part of the Sta te School Foundation Program ( Code of 
Iowa, Chapter 442, 1977 ) . The additional weights assigned are set forth 
in Chapter 281.9, Education of Children Requiring Special Education 
( State of Iowa, 1977 ). The school budget review committee is re­
quired by Chapter 281.9 to review costs annually and to adjust weight­
ings to reflect the actual costs. 

History of Funding Special Education in Iowa 

Iowa passed its fi rst special education law in 1945. Prior to that 
time, the state and local school districts had provided some funding 
for handicapped children in institution s, residential schools, and self­
contained classes in the larger population areas. E arly efforts by the 
state to provide for tl1e handicapped are well documented in the Io wa 
Law Review ( The University of Iowa, 1977 ) . 

For almost 30 years after p asso.ge of this initial law in 1945, special 
education programs were financed by a combination of fixed-amount 
appropriations from the legislature plus local taxes at the school dis­
trict and county board of education level. The state appropriation was 
intended to pay the "excess costs" above the average per pupil costs of 
regular pupils. The amount appropriated, however, was rarely suff i­
cient to cover these excess costs, and funds were pro-rated to school 
districts and counties. During this time, school districts could provide 
for the h andicapped but were not required to do so. 
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In 1974, the Iowa Legislature passed significant legislation in S.F. 
1163 (now included in the Code of Iowa, Chapters 273, 281, 442). 
This bill required that special education be provided to all handicapped 
children, abolished the county school system, established 15 region­
al Area Education Agencies, and integrated funding into the State 
School Foundation Program (Iowa Law Review, 1977). Funding of 
instructional programs can now be viewed as an "open-ended" appro­
priation based on need. This concept is very forward looking as a 
state policy to provide appropriate programs and is supported by 
special education advocates. Open-ended funding does create some 
problems for the legisl ature in that costs can escalate rapidly, as has 
been the case in the past three years in Iowa. One controlling mech­
anism can be close monitoring by the 15 AEA directors of special edu­
cation of handicapped children who are to be weighted. 

Major Questions to be Considered 

Developing a cost projection for special education for the next 10 
years can be based on three major questions: 

1. What will be the increase ( or decrease) in numbers of handi­
capped children? 

2. How much is it likely to cost in Iowa tax funds? 
3. How will federal funds ( principally 94-142) be used and what 

will the impact be on state appropriations? 
The rnmainder of this report focuses on these three issues and 

provides data to support the estimates given. 
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CHAPTER 2-FUNDING OF SPECIAL 
EDUCATION INSTRUCTIONAL PROGRA1 IS 

Handicapped Children H ~ad Count and W eig 1ting 

As noted in Chapter l. fo nding of Iowa's special education pro­
grams takes two form s: ( l ) in structional programs in local districts 
funded through the State School Foundation Program, and ( 2) sup­
port serv ices of AEAs whose budr ets are funded after approval bY 
the State Board of 10u hlic Instruction. Under present procedures, the 
support budgets arc controlled. but instructional fundin[; is open­
ended. Instructional prograp1s also represent the largest share f the 
total cost ( 71% for 1976-77 ) . This chapter reviews the costs for in­
structional programs sin~:e the passage of SF 1163 and estimates costs 
through 1985-86. 

Special education instructional costs are affected by both the 
nnmbers of children identified as well as the weighting assigned to 
each child . Bec:mse surplus funds were generated using weightings 
originally outlined in the Code of lotca, Chapter 281.9, the school 
budget review committee subseriuently reduced the weighting factor. 
The w eightings in effect for 1978-79 include: 1.7 for the mildly 
handicapped who are in regular cb sses for the major part of the 
school day; 2.0 for those needing enrollment in self-contained classes 
with little integration; and 4.0 for the severely handicapped, those with 
multiple handicaps, an d the chronically disruptive. Projections through 
1985-86 used these current weighting factors. Pupils in the regular 
curriculum are assigned a weighting of 1.0. 

Table 2.1 shows numbers of handicapped students weighted to 
date under procedures outlined in Code of Iowa., Chapters 281 and 
442. 

Numbers of handicapped children increased each year, while 
overall enrollment in the state declined. The major portion of the in­
crease was in resource and integrated programs ( 1.7 weighting) for 
the mildly handicapped. This increase in special education enrollment 
during a period of declining general enrollment is expected. The goal 
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of the Department of Public Instruction is to p rovide full service to 
all handicapped children in Iowa by 1980. Federal legislation through 
94-142 has a similar tirneline. It remains speculative whether the goal 
will b e reached. Factors likely to delay this full service goal are a 
shortage of special education teaci1ers, negative community and school 
attitudes toward programming for the chronically disruptive and emo­
tionally disturbed, and continuing school dropouts in the 16-21 age 
range. 

In order to better predict likely events for the next few years, 
two groups were asked to estimate numbers of handicapped children 
through the 1981-82 school year. The groups surveyed were the 1.5 
AEA directors of special education and the instructional consultants of 
the Iowa Division of Special Education in the DPI. In addition, a 
stratified random sample of special education teachers in Iowa was 
asked to indicate the total number of children in their school who 
would qualify for services under the current statutes, rules, and regu­
lations now in force in Iowa. 

As can be seen in T able 2.2, both the AEA directors and the D PI 
consultants uniformly are planning on increasing numbers of c' ildren 
b eing weighted in the next three years. Only one p erson, the D PI 
consultant for mental disabilities, predicted a decline in enrollment in 
her area. 

A sample of special education teachers was asked to indicate the 
total number of children in their buildings who need special educa­
tion services. For several reasons, this source of data needs to b e viewed 
with caution. Of the 275 questionnaires mailed, slightly over 60% were 
returned. Some return s were incomplete and could not be used. In 
addition, respondents were asked to indicate their degree of certain ty 
regarding the accuracy of tl~e dat:1 they submitted. Only those re­
sponses marked as "certain" or "fairly certain" were used . vVith the 
above qualifiers on these data, the result was that special education 
teachers think about -JO% more children in their building are in need 
of special education progn,ms. This \vould represent 9% of Iowa's total 
public school po1m1 ·,1 tion. Tt is interesting to note that this percentage 
is ahnost identical to u,~tional incidence figures of 12% for the handi­
capped when commnnicaticn disabilities are subtracted. fo,ya's speech 
and language clinicians arc funded through the AEAs, and tlicir stu­
dents are net weighted. 

Data from the three sources were examined and comp::.red \\-ith 
nationwide incidence rates and projections. Personnel from t 1e St2te 
D ivision of Specfr1l E ducation estim ate more handicapped children by 
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1982-83 than do the 15 AEA directors of special education as noted in 
Figure 2.1. This was caused primarily by optimistic estimates from 
the DPI consultant for emotionally disabled or chronically disruptive 
children, and this level of program is not likely to be achieved in the 
near future . Table 2.3 reports the best estimates regarding likely num­
bers of handicapped children for the next decade. 

These projections are based on the belief that full service to all 
handicapped children will not be achieved by 1980 but will likely 
occur about two years later. By 1982, numbers of handicapped chil­
dren should then begin to decrease in proportion to the declining 
general enrollment. For this to happen, AEA directors and the State 
Division of Special Education will need to monitor closely all children 
referred for placement in special education programs. Current Rules of 
Special Education ( 1977 ) of the Department of Public Instruction rely 
heavily on professional judgment as to whether a child is in need of 
special education services. This approach is preferable to those used 
earlier in the United States, in which arbitrary cut-off points such as 
I.Q. or years of academic retardation were u sed to determine eligi­
bility. Quantitative measures are not precise enou gh to be used as the 
only criteria. 

Children fall on a continuum of learning/ behavior and profes­
sional judgment of educators and support service personnel make the 
determination ( with the parent) as to whether a child is best served 
in the special or regular classroom. There is continuing pressure from 
regular classroom teachers to include more children in s e,jnl cduc·.1-
tion programs when the regular teacher feels incapable or lacks time 
to develop an individual program for a child in a regular class of 25 
or 30 students. These factors b ecome important, then, in estimating 
the numbers of children who will be identified as handicapped and 
weighted for funding. 

Costs for Instruction:.:l Programs 

Final Audit Report data are now available for special education 
instructional programs for a two-year period ( D PI, 1977, 1978). T '.lbl e 
2.4 indicates those co~ts for the 1975-76 and 1976-77 school vears . 

Bnlances generated for both yerrrs were eliminated by House File 
463 ( Iowa Legislature, 1978) as well as unencumbered funds for the 
1977-78 year. The net effect is to reduce the actual dollars needed 
for this next year from the state treasury, for these unspent balances 
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will be usecl by school districts in their next budget. The question still 
remain ::; whether the current weighting procedure will generate sur­
plus funds again in the future . This seems less likely because ( 1) 
weightings have b een reduced b)i the School Budget Review Commit­
tee, which now has authority to reduce balances held by school dis­
tricts; ( :2 ) more spc-iai education teachers should be available for 
employment; ( 3) the AEA directors seem to be monitoring the 
weightings more closely. 

Compared with 1975-76 actual special education in struction ex­
penditures went up about $20 million during 1976-77. Although au­
dited data are not ye t available for the 1977-78 school year, costs are 
es tin1ated in the ran ge of $93 million, an increase of about $14 million 
over the 1976-77 year. 

Using existing cost data and the weightings indicated earlier, cost 
estim ates for instructional programs have been projected througi1 the 
1985-86 school year as shown in Table 2.5 and Figure 2.2. 

Data in Table 2.5 and Figure 2.2 would indicate that public 
school costs ( state and local dollars) for instructional programs for the 
handicapped will almost triple during this 10 year period to a total of 
$178 rniliion. This increase will result from larger numbers of handi­
capped children who are weighted and to the percentage growth of 
Iowa's allowed average per pupil cost as computed by the state 
comptroller (C od,e of Iowa, Chapter 442.7 ). The allowable growth 
has averaged about 8.5;6 a year for the past six years . An estimate of 
6% annual allowable growth was used in projecting costs throu gh 1985-
86 b ased on the judgment of personnel in the Division of Administra­
tion and Finance ( DPI, 1978 ) and the State Comptroller's Office. 
After 1982, cost increases are based only on allowable growth and will 
parallel similar increases for students in regular education programs. 

These cost estimates were also based on the assumption that the 
percentage of children assigned different weights ( 1.7, 2.0, 4.0) will 
remain stable during the next several years . The percentages have been 
virtually unchanged over the past four weighting periods as is shown 
in Table 2.6. Projections by AEA directors and DPI staff suggest that 
the percentages given d ifferent weights will remain about the same. It 
is possible that more emotionally disabled and chronically disruptive 
children will be identified and weighted 2.0 or 4.0. This will depend 
on parent demand and school and community willingness to p rogram 
for these students, particularly those past the compulsory attendance 
age of 16. H ouse F ile 463 ( Iowa Legislature, 1978) will affect funding 
for this group to the degree that these students are in county juvenile 
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homes. Costs of instruction provided by an AEA to children residing 
in juvenile homes will now be paid fro m the state treasm·~·. 

In summary, it shoukl b e noted that al though students wei:-;hted 
represent the bulk of h,11dicapped children receiving instructional ser­
vices, there are additional children• identified but not weighted-for 
example, students served by itinerant teachers, home interventi011 pro­
grams, and those receiving support services in regul ar classroorn.s. For 
the 1978-79 year, between 1,000 and 1,500 children fit in these catego­
ries. They have not been included in the foregoing estimates as they 
are not weighted above 1.0 ,.nd will not generate ,1ddition:i.l dollars 
above those of regular students. E ':tn1 funding of these programs 
comes primari1y from A.EA. support service budgets and will be in­
cluded in the next cha:Jtcr. In addition, pupils with communication 
disabilities are not weighted and are funded through AEA budgets. 
Speech and language clinicians served 19,128 pupils during the 1976-
77 school year. 
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CHAPTER 3-FUNDING OF SPECIAL 
EDUCATION SUPPORT SERVICES 

Introduction 

In addition to instructional programs for handicapped children, 
AEAs are funded by the legislature for support services. These sup­
port services, as noted in Chapter 1, include staff such as directors, 
coordinators, school psychologists, speech and language clinicians, 
consultants, school social workers, itinerant teachers, and other ancil ­
lary personnel. 

Approved budgets in special education for the 15 AEAs have been 
growing about $5 million a year for the past three years, based on a 
plan by the Department of Public Instruction to build up staff grad­
ually until full services to all handicapped children are reached in 
1980. However, the Iowa Legislature (HF463, 1978 ) set the maximum 
growth for new and expanded services for AEAs at 4.87% for 1978-79 
and 3% for 1979-80. Thereafter, the total statewide budget for special 
education will remain at that level plus the amount permitted for 
allowable growth. ,vith the projected continuation of enrollment de­
cline in the public schools during the 1980-85 period, the net effect 
should be that more comprehensive support services will be offered 
because the staffing level will remain the same. 

Costs for AEA Special Education Support Services 

Special education support services represent the bulk ( 67%, 1975-
76) , but not the total, cost of operation of AEAs. Table 3.1 portrays 
the approved special education support budgets for 1975-76 through 
1978-79 and projects costs through the 1985-86 school year. Actual 
costs during the first three years of the AEAs operation have been less 
than amounts budgeted, and a balance of about $3,200,000 has been 
applied toward the 1978-79 budget. 

An estimate of 6% allowable growth each year was used in the 
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projections. This may be a conservative estimate, and the amount will 
increase by approximately one-half million dollars for each percent of 
allowable growth above 6%. Based on 6% of allowable growth, the cost 
for support services will more than 9-ouble during this 10 year period, 
and the cost per pupil to total statewide public school enrollment will 
more than triple. This discrepancy is due to AEA staffs remaining 
constant after 1980 while overall statewide enrollment continues to de­
cline. 
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CHAPTER 4-0THER FUNDING FOR 
HANDICAPPED CHILDREN 

Other Agencies Educ::iting H:...:Hl' capped Chilrlrcn 

Although most handic,ippcd children in lo\rn are serv d bv the 
public schools or through AEAs, there are other educational programs 
for the handicapped fu nded by the State of Iowa. The princip n.1 ones 
are the four special schools operated by the Board of Regents, two 
state schools for the retarded, and four mental health institutes under 
the D epartment of Social Services. About 1,500 children 'urrentl~, re­
ceive all or part of their educational program through these b ;-o state 
agencies. In addition, the Department of Social Services open!tes b rn 

training schools and a juvenile home with many children who could 
undoubtedly quali fy as handicapped. 

Although not directly a part of this study, subsequent d ecisions 
made by the state could affect cost estimates projected in this report. 
Presently, the heads of the Board of Regents, Department of Public 
Instruction, and Department of Social Services are considering the is­
sues of governing and funding these programs for handicapped chil­
dren. A position held by many advocates in special education is that 
"money should follow the child" regardless of the educational insti­
tution which the child is attending. One implication, if such a change 
were considered by the legislature, is that this group of handicapped 
children would then be weighted and instructional costs here esti ­
mated in Chapter 2 would increase. \ i\Thether overall costs would be 
higher than current appropriations will depend on whether these 
different agencies are now providing equivalent education and re­
lated services appropriate to each child's needs . 

Federal Funding Through PL 94-142 

The Education for All Handicapped Children Act (PL 94-142) 
became operational during the 1977-78 school year. Iowa's share of 
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funds for this year was $3,100,000, of ,vhich 7576 ($2,325,000) wa~ 
"passed through" to AEAs for instructional and support services to be 
provided to local school di,,tricts. The remaining 25% is ret'.1ined b v 
the Department of Public Instruction for statewide projects, program 
adminis tration, and emergency situati01is. 

During the 1978-79 schoo rear, 75% of the state entitlement will 
again be passed through to the AEAs. It is a11ticipated th at IO\va's 
entitlement will 1:-> C' $7 . .J.S0,173. Of this amou;1t, $5,587,631 will go to 
AEAs for support of progr~1ms and / or related services provided to 
preschool age handic,1ppcd children ,rnd to tl ie inadequately served 
( Lanham, DPI, 1978) . 

Public Law 94-142 stipubtcs that each state must have "in effect 
a policy that insures all handicapped children the right to a free ap­
propriate public educ--:tion." The act further spells out priorities for 
utilizing these funds, ·:ith priority 1 being handicapped children not 
receiving an education and priority 2 being the most severe]~, handi­
capped in each disability category who are receiving a program con­
sidered inadequate. 

Iowa presently uses PL 91-142 fun ds and plans to do so for several 
more years, principally to continue support for projects and / or pro­
grams that meet educational needs of preschool handicapped children , 
since this population represents the major portion of priority 1 chil­
dren ( Lanham , 1978 ). After all preschool handicapped have been 
served, the federal funds will be used for programs in other disability 
areas and age levels. Presently, these funds are used not only for 
teachers and aides for preschool programs, but also for support staff 
in AEAs to locate, identify, and evaluate such children. For example, 
between 400 and 500 staff such as preschool teachers, aides, and psy­
chologists will be funded by PL 94-142 during the 1978-79 school year. 

Summary 

In summary, PL 94-142 funds plus appropriations by the Iowa 
Legislature to the Board of Regents and Department of Social Services 
represent the major additional resources used to educate handicapped 
children in Iowa. 

After Iowa has demonstrated to the Commissioner of the U.S. Of­
fice of Education that all handicapped children are served or will be 
served when identified , PL 94-142 funds can be used to supplant funds 
currently appropriated by the legislature. Whether this will be done 
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or whether funds will be used to upgrade existing programs remains 
to b e seen. Furthermore, current federal funding is based on 10% of 
the average per pupil expenditure in public elementary and secondary 
schools in the United States. Thi~ percentage can increase to a maxi­
mum of 40% by 1982. However, this is an authorization limit; the actual 
level at which Congress will appropriate funds in future years remains 
undetermined. Already, some evidence suggests that the amount ap­
propriated next year, when the percentage can jump from 10 to 20, 
will be less than the 20%. 
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CHAPTER 5-SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS . 

Background 

The primary purpose of this study was to develop a cost projec­
tion for funding of handicapped children in the public schools for a 10 
year period from 1975-76 through 1985-86. These programs, as cur­
rently funded, provide additional dollars to school districts as part of 
the State School Foundation Program and to 15 AEAs for special 
education support services staff. Chapter 281 of the Code of Iowa, 
"Education of Children Requiring Special Education," mandates 
that school districts provide appropriate educational programs for 
handicapped children under 21 years of age. 

Procedures 

In order to develop cost projections through 1985-86, estimates of 
likely numbers of handicapped children were needed. Data were ob­
tained from Iowa's 15 AEA directors of special education, from state 
consultants in the Division of Special Education, from a stratified 
random sample of special education teachers in Iowa, and from na­
tional literature regarding incidence rates and trends ( Bureau of Edu­
cation for the Handicapped, 1977; Stanford Research Institute, 1977; 
Management Analysis Center, 1977). 

Additionally, projections of public school enrollment through 1985-
86 were obtained from the Department of Public Instruction (Tack, 
1978) and from a study done as part of this series of studies in educa­
tion in Iowa for the legislature ( Truesdell, 1978) . 

Finally, estimates of percentage of allowable growth during this 
period were obtained from the Department of Public Instmction and 
from the State Comptroller's Office. 
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Resu!ts 

The d:ita from this studv support the following major generaliza-
tions: • 

] . Additional hrndic,,ppec1 children will be ickmtified and served 
for at least the ne.':t four or five years. The original go::i.l of full 
-ervice to all h::mdicappecl b~, 1980 will not b e reached but i~ 
likely to be achieved about 1982. 

2. Slightly over 6% of Iowo.'s public school enrollment is now in­
cluded in special education instructional progwms. ,,nd this 
percentage should top out around 9%. Adding the 3% of chil­
dren with communication chs::i.bi lities who are served bv speech 
and language clinicians through AEAs brings the total to 12%. 
Twelve percent is the figure used in most national estimates 
of handicapping conditions and is the maximum figure allowed 
for fundin g purposes ( ages 5 through 17) in PL 94-142. Im Ya 
has one of the more progressive special education laws, and it 
appears that numbers of handicapped children eventuall~, 
served in Iowa will be almost identical to national studies of 
prevalence. 

3. Beginning in c,bout 1982. ,1.ctual numbers of handicanped chil­
dren should begin to decline in line with the overall trend of 
declining enrollmen t in the public schools. For this to happen, 
the Department of f ublic Instruction and the AEA directors of 
special education will need to dosely monitor newly identified 
pupils who are weighted . If this is not done, the Iowa Legisla­
ture may need to consider placing a ceiling for funding pur­
poses on the percentage of children who are mildly handi­
capped ( 1.7 weighting) . 

4. Special education costs ( instructional programs + AEA sup­
port staff) will almost triple from a base of about $86 million 
in 1975-76 to a total of approximately $243 million in 1985-86 
due to increasing numbers of handicapped children and al­
lowable growth. About 32% of this amount is for 1.0 weighting 
for the mildly handicapped in regular programs. During this 
same period, numbers of handicapped children served will in­
crease by about 50%. 

5. Federal funding to public school programs, principally through 
PL 94-142, will contribute an additional $5,587,631 during this 
next year which will be used primarily for programming of the 
preschool handicapped . This amount could increase to around 
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$25 million by 1982, depending on whether Congress passes 
appropriations up to the limit authorized by PL 94-142. It 
seems doubtful, at this time, that final funding will be this 
high . 

6. If the Iowa Legislature ch:mg;s the method of funding handi­
capped children in programs now under the auspices of the 
Board of Regents and Department of Social Services, this could 
have an impact on total costs. Whether it would increase those 
costs to the state treasury would depend on whether the level 
of service currently provided these children equals t:~at of­
fered by present funding to public schools. In fact, it could 
reduce direct costs to the state treasury because children 
weighted through the State School Foundation Program are 
funded b>' a combination of state appropriations and local 
property taxes. Statewide, property taxes currently contribute 
about 52% of the total amount . 
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TABULAR AND STATISTICAL MATERIAL . 
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Table 2.1-Students W eighted from 197.5-76 through 1978-79 

Year 

1975-76 
1976-77 
1977-78 
1978-79 
(January 
Count ) 

Resource and 
Integrated 

H ead Count % of T otal 

23,515 82 
26,853 80 
28,968 80 
30,499 80 

Self-Contained 

Head Count % of Totn l 

3,842 1.3 
4,689.2 14 
5,222 14 
5,497 15 

Percent 
Sev ere/P1·o fo und ; of State 

Chronic D isruptive Public 
T ota.I School 

H ead Count % of To tal H ead Cou nt Enrnllment 0 

1,321 .5 28,378 4.6 
2.107 6 33,649.2 .5.5 
2,067 6 36,257 6.2 
2,041..5 .s 38,0.37.5 6 ~ • • , / 

0 In order to be consis tent, public school enrollment th roughou t this s:m1y j,: harccl 011 Scp t<' mher 1,eacl count as this i~ used to pro­
ject en rollment through the 1980s by Leland Tack, D irector, State Equali- ?Lon Pi an Di vi, ion. DP!. The study clone hy vV. ]'. 
Truesdell as part of this series of Studies of Education in Ioica were rcvi,•werl and \'ielclccl data virhially identical to that of D r. 
Tack. 

0 °For 1978-79. only the January cou nt of handicapped children was availah lc. The Seplc-mher 1978 general enrollmen t predict ion 
was used as the divisor. Had the actual January 1978 State head coun t been used. the percentage would have been G.5 ra ther 
than 6.7. 
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Table 2.2-Percentage Estimates of Handicapped Children Head 
Count Increases by AEA Directors and DPI Consultants Using 1978-79 
as the Base Year 

Year 

1979-80 
1980-81 
1981-82 

Re.Jource and 
Integrated ( 1 . 7) 

AEA DPI 
Dfrectots Consultants 

7.3 
17.6 
19.5 

5.4 
16.7 
23.0 

Self-Contained 
(2.0) 

AEA DPI 
Directors Consu.ltan.ts 

13.5 
26.5 
35.2 

4.7 
27.4 
47 .. 3 

Severe/Profound, 
Chronic Disruptive (4 .0 ) 

AEA DPI 
Directors Consultants 

9.6 
18.1 
27.2 

2.2 
78.0 

155.0 

Total 

AEA DPI 
Directors Consu.ltallts 

8.2 
18.9 
22.l 

G.2 
21.3 
:33.0 



Table 2.3-Head Count Estimates of Handicapped Children 
through the 1985-86 Year ( Instructional Programs) 

Percent 
Year State Pub lic Number of of State 

School Enrollm ent H andicapped Children Public School 
(September Count) Enrollm ent 

1975-76 613,730 28,378 4.6 
1976-77 606,306 33,649.2 - ,.., 

.-J.J 

1977-78 587,113 36,257 6.2 
1978-79 567,743 38,037.5 6.7 
1979-80 518,869 41,157 7.5 
1980-81 532,608 45,227 S.5 
1981-82 518,473 46,444 9.0 
1982-83 .507,396 45,666 9.0 
1983-8l1 494,711 44,530 9.0 
1984-85 182 3J3 43,411 9.0 
1985-86 470,284 42,326 9.0 

Table 2.4-LEA Speciul Education Student Data and Program Costs 

Year 

1975-76 
1976-77 

Students 
W eighted 

28,378 
33,649.2 

$ Generated 

$64,279,072 
86,718,248 

21 

Expenditures 

$59,310,146 
78,784,473 

Balance 

$4,958,926 
7,933,775 



Table 2.5-Actual Costs and Projected Estimates for Special 
Education Instructional Programs through 1985-86 

Cost of 
Instruct·ional Program. • Statewide Average Cost Per Pupil 

for Handicapped 
Year in Dollars• R egular Handicapped 

1975-76 $ 59,310,146 $1174 $2090 
1976-77 78,784,473 1293 2341 
1977-78 93,000,000 1398 2565 
1978-79 106,758,870 1525 2807 
1979-80 122,459,000 1618 2975 
1980-81 142,623,000 1715 3154 
1981-82 155,249,000 1818 3343 
1982-83 161,807,000 1927 3542 
1983-84 167,249,000 2043 3756 
1984-85 172,829,000 2165 3981 
1985-86 178,620,000 2295 4220 

• Beginning with 1979-80, allowable growth was estimated at 6% a year. Costs for 
regular and handicapped children increase at the same rate based on this allow­
able growth factor. 

Note: 
These es timates for th e handicapped are based on the total weighting including 
the 1.0 weight for regular students. The mildly handicapped ( 1.7) are in regular 
programs for the majority of the school day and the LEA retains the 1.0 amount. 
About 32% of the yearly cost estimates in this table are for the 1.0 weight for the 
mildly handicapped . 

22 
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Table 2.6- Percentage of Handicapped Children Assigned Various 
Weights for the Period 197.5-76 through 1978-79 

% of Total % of Total % of Total 
Weighted Weiglited Weighted 

Year 1 .8 or 1 .7 2.2 or 2 .0 4.4 , 4 .2, 4 .0 

1975-76 82 13 5 
1976-77 80 14 6 
1977-78 80 14 6 
1978-79 80 15 5 

(January 
Count) 

Table 3.1-Approved Budgets and Projected Estimates 
fo r AEA Special Education Support Services 

Year Approved Budget Proiected Costs 

1975-76 $26,452,545 
1976-77 31,458,377 
1977-78 36,516,708 
1978-79 41,734,650 
1979-80 $45,491,000 
1980-81 48,220,000 
1981-82 51,113,000 
1982-83 54,180,000 
1983-84 57,431,000 
1984-85 60,877,000 
1985-86 64,530,000 

0 Based on September count or estimate for the year involved . 

Note: 

T otal 
H ead Cou.nt 

Weighted 

28,378 
33,619.2 
36,257 
38,037.5 

Cost Per Pupil 
of Statewide 
Public School 
Enrollment• 

$ 43.10 
5U39 
62.:W 
73.51 
82.88 
90.54 
98.58 

106.78 
116.09 
126.21 
137.21 

Cost per pupil was computed using actual numbers of students. Some computa­
tions are made using the total weighted enrollment which has the net effect of 
reducing cost per pupil by about $4 for the current year. Thus, the above costs 
per pupil are higher than may be reported by DPI. 
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