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FOREWORD -

The Select Subcommlttee on Education of the U.S..House of Representatives asked U.S.
Commissioner of Education T.H. Bell for a special survey and study to estimate the excess costs
of educating handlcapped children. The stlidy, needed in conjunction with legislation being
considered by the Subcommittee, was assigned by Commissioner Bell to the National Center for
Education Statistics (NCES). ThlS report presents the main findings of the survey

The special survey and study were the resp0n51b111ty of Stafford Metz, Chief, Educatlonal
Manpower Statistics Branch, NCES, Leslie J. Silverman, Senior Statistician, Statistical Develop-
ment Staff, NCES, and Nelson Ford, Educational- -Planning Specialist, Office of the Assistant

_Secretary for Planning and Evaluation, HEW. Special assistance was provided by The Office of

Education’s. Bureau of Educauon for the Handicapped. .

k) N ,
I am grateful to the representatives of the nine States participating in the survey.

Francis C. Nassetta, Acting Administrator
National Center for Education Statistics
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N INTRODUCTION AND FINDINGS
. . 1]
The Select Subcommittee on Education of the House of Representatives requested a comparative study of
the costs of educating handicapped and nonhandicapped pupils. Specifically, they sought an analysis of the excess
costs of educating the handicapped—by type of handicap, by type of instructional situation, and by various cther
detailed categorizations. After receiving a preliminary report, they asked for a recommendation of an excess-cost
structure or model and the resource reqturements to develop, install, and operate a nationally uniform data sys-
tem to produce comparable excess-cost data. .
To collect the necessary data, a study team from the National Center for Education Statisticssand the
Office of the Assistant Secretary for Planning and Evalua{/on with the cooperation of the Bureau of Education
for ¢he Handicapped, conducted a survey in nine State education agencies (SEA’ s) Cahforma Indiana, Kentucky,
Maryland, Minnesota, New York, North Carolina, Pennsylvania, and West Vlrgmla .

g

-

The complete survey materials from each SEA except one,l including a sample questfo_nna'ire and detailed
presentation and discussion of the findings of the survey, constitute the bulk of this report

A. Findings about the cost data supplied by SEA’s. . i

> -

1. No State surveyed héd all the data needed fof a detailed analysis of excess costs of educating-the handi-
_capped. In fact, most of the States had llttle of the needed data in the detail requested for: the school
‘year 1972-73.

-~
o

2. Few of the States maintained a detailed atcounting system for their education of the handicapped pro-
grams. Personnel cost data supplied by most of the States wete largely approximations made from
secondary data sources. Costs of transportation and supplies generally were estimated by proration.

3. None of the States surveyed maintained, at the requested level of detail, an mformatxon system on the
- . resources used for educating the handicapped. For example, no State could provide complete data on
professional staff, either by position or by type of disability (e.g., how many guidance counselors or
psychologists work with the educable retarded). Many States did not even have data on stdtf by position i
without regard to the typé of handicapped pupils'served (e.g., what percentage’of time do gundance v

. counselors or psychologists spend with the handicapped). .
.

4. Cost data were not comparable. (See table, page 3.) States were often unclear as to whether specific
costs (e.g., fringe benefits)-were included in larger cost categories. Data from two or more independent
sources were frequentiy combined.

5. Few States provided cost data on institutionalized children under the care of other State agencies
(e.g.,_ retarded or severely handicapped children under the care of a State health agency).

! One State did not complete the questionnaire and no team member was able to visit the SEA. Because of the inclusive
nature of the data, which covered all specnal programs, the information provided by the State could not be compiled by
handxcapplng condition.

- a
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B. Fin‘dihgs about the costs of educaﬁng hanﬂicapped pupils. . (See table, page 3.)
C. -Other findings. |

1. Some SEA’s supplied statistical data from administrative financtal accounting systems tailored to reim-
bursement of local education agencies (EEA’s) for the costs-of educating handicapped children. The

y- - variety among SEA reimbursement systems makes for considerable variety in the financial data available

. . to the SEA’s. Naturally, if the State does not reimburse the LEA’s for particular extra services for the i

handicapped (psychologists and social workers, transportation, or services either in-addition to or part of -

- the regular State reimbursement), the SEA administrative system will not provide this data.

’ . 2. In many SEA’s, general education and special education statistical record systems were organizationally

separate. In some of those SEA’s, the program accounts for special education for the handicapped and
- for geperal education utilized different cost categories, making excess.cost inferences uncertain.
. . . , N .

3. Some SEA’s did not collect,from LEA’s the necessary data to determine excess cost. Two SEA’s visited.
reported “policy” or specific State legislation which does not permit the labeling” df handicapped chil-

. drenin traditional ways. As a censequence, one State did not report cost data for any of t}ie-13 handi-
. capping conditions specified by the Select Subcommittee. The other State felt that it might bé unable

to do so in the future; -

4. In only one State did all State agencies have a joint data collection system to identify all children served.

5. “Prevalence” estimates of handicapping conditions in the school-aged population used by each State
varied widely. They ranged from an estimate of 4.7 percent of all pupils in State B to 17.6 percent of
, all pupils in State F. It is assumed that differences in the methods used to estimate the number of
.\'!' i handicapped pupils accounted for the majority of this range. ’
’ D. Special limitation of this study. Y,

1. Many handicapped, especially the speech impaired, were in instructional situations that make allocation
of costs difficult; e.g., speech-impaired pupils in regular classrooms spent only a small proportion of the
school day with speech therapists. No “model” was available to allocate any of the costs of the instruc-
tion received in regular classrooms by the speech impaired to education of the handicapped.

N Speech-impaired pupils were very common among the handicapped pupils and the cost structure for their
h instruction was thej*lqi}vest among all of the handicapping conditions. As a consequence, costs of instruc-
tion per handicapped pupil were very different when the speech:impaired were included in the computa-
tion compared with when they were excluded. However, it is expected that similar allocation prob-

lems will occur with programs for children with specific learning disabilities or other handicapped chil-
dren who spend some part of their day mainstreamed into regular programs. As “mainstreaming”’
becomes common in delivering services to handicapped children, the allocation of costs wilt become

more complex. i : T ’

i Lo -
E. Structure of excess cost.
1. No recommended structure of excess costs is made here because the data available (those which thf" e
SEA’s had available) were too narrow to form the basis of an empirical analysis of 'excess costs. Without
¢
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STATE-BY-STATE SUMMARY OF P

-
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REVALENCE ESTIMATES AND COSTS OF EDUCATING HANDICAI PEli

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

‘ N Expenditure. : Pe cc;nt of . N
: Expenditure | EXxpenditure | Expenditure per ~  Total : sch:)ol-a 4 | Numberof Percent of _
f_ State pe or per per speech- 2 handicapped estimate of o lat!sgn handicapped totat
i - ulgr upil handicapped tmpaired excluding handicapped (P p:ed to be pupils receiving | handicapped
fegular pup pupil pupil speech pupils "h'm“;. od service pupils served
impaired andicapp B ’ v )
(a) (b) (c) {d) (e) [(4] (g) (g/e) 3
A $ 551 $ 303 $ 78 .| - § 836 . 130,250 10.6% 75,240 58
) L B 464 506 _ 82 928 . 30,928 4.7% 30,928 100
) c* 1,065 875 237 2,243 90,428 “10.16% 61,411 68
o w ) * . i o ..
. b 669 866. 185 1,236 - 93,997 10.14% # 77,039 82
8 E 751 — — 1,272 S - 91,644 —
F 530 394 139 528 204,486 17.6% 81,505 40
N ] o Y 4 '
.G 743 709 147 1337 — — 157,853 —
H 458 616 150 911 225,559 5:2% 16,172 63
: * Five special program categories: colimn (b} SWrage of five progmm/:g«mn (c) least expensive; column (d) most e;tpensive.
“ b .
4
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> - I .
- 6 .
Q g . . ;
ERIC C. g i ‘




AR . PR - .

oo - »
W v

I ATE-BY-STATE SUMMARY OF PREVALENCE ESTIMATES AND COSTS OF EDUCATING HANDICAPPED PUPILS

- . : T
3 Expenditure . I
iture -| Expenditure Expenditure per Total sl;;l:;ll}; of Number of Percent of E);ceu costs
or per per spéech- handicapped estimate of opulation handicapped | total ried b -Per-pupil
y pupil handicapped impaired excluding handicapped est‘i)m‘:ted'to be pupils recerving | handicapped mpsom < Y | cost ratios
¥ pup pupil pupil - speech - pupils . handicapped service pupils served e
impaired ppe . . .
) . (€} ) (e) (1] ()] ._(gle) b, da b/a, d/a .
- . $ -248 . 0.55 .
551 $ 303 $ 78 $ 836 - 130,250 “ 10.6% 75,240 58 , S 2\85 © 152
. ' 42 1.09
464 506 - 82 928 30,928 4.7% 30,928 100 ] 464 2.00
i “ ot , D | N 424 | - .88
D65 - 875 ) 237 2,243 ° 90,428 10.16% 61.411 68 1,244 2.24
’ . . 197 . 1.29
866 - 185 1,236 93,997 10.14% 77,039 82 567 1.84
51 — — 1212 — — 91,644 — 521 69
L I 1 © . -136 .14
530 394 139 . 528 204,486 “17.6% 81,505 40 . 2 99
e . . - -34. .95
43~ 709 147 . 14337 f— — 157,853 .= 594 1.80
s ) - 158 1.34 .
458 616 150 911 25,559 6.2% 16,172 T 63 453 1.98
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: -, asuitable data bage, this task was unfeasible. It is suggested, based on experience with available State

- . -7 data,that a thorough analysis of alternitive funding strategies for educating the handicapped be.carried-

s - outona theoretical or model basis, with resources adequate to the Subcommittee’s priority on this area.

> The problems of developing data on which tolbaﬁée a funding strategy are discussed on. page 25 of this
report. It is felt that a one-time, special survey-of existing State data will not provide satisfactory data
for developing a formula precisely:because the States do not have comparable information on special
education.

n

2. Even the best of models of cost structures is sterile if the SEA’s caninot supply the data required by the
P model at all, or without great cost. The current phase of the Common Core of Data feasibility study in
i NCES will provide information on the records in each State surveyed (including the kinds of data needed
for this investigation as well-as for most other high-priority Federal statistical needs in education) and
State estimates of'what it-would cost to implement various levels of common program accpunting.

3. As a direct result of the study team’s field experience, NCES has proposed for FY 1976 funding (as one
of its series on standard recordkeeping for SEA’sand LEA's) development of an implementation hand-
book for recordkeeping on education of the handicapped.-While such a handbook is oply informative,
it will signify to special education authorities in the ‘SEA’s that considerable progress éz:s been made in
standardizing terminology pertaining to the handicﬁpped. The handbook will codify ¥rom the eight
existing handboqks, all pertinent terminology and definitions and will illustrate (for special and generat
education) standard methods of keeping records to permit cal¢ulation of excess costsy It will also seive
other planning and management purposes. ‘ :

—
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- ASSESSMENT OF DATA FROM NINE STATE, . -~
Y EDUCATION AGENCIES ON COSTS OF - _ |
' EDUCATING HANDICAPPED PUPILS - - =

.
’ .
.

- .

1t was found that only part of.the ,data sought on the numbers and cofits of educatmg handncappe pupils

could be provided by any of the nine surveyed States. Much of the information provided was esumated
than actual verifiable data, and the data provided were not comparable from State to State. Therefore it isHQ
possible, with existing data in SEA’s, to make a national estimate of the “excess cost” of educatmg handicappe
schildren. The following are the major types of problems encountered:-

-
rs
4

A. Unavailable data. B E '

In many cases, data were sniot available as actual numbers collected directly through local, State, or other
information systems. Where actual data were not available, they were (1) obtained through special collec-

. tions for this survey, (2) were estimated by proration or some other method, or (3) were not collected and  «
could not be meaningfully estimated and, therefore, were not reported onthé questionnaire. In several = | "
States, data available on basic records from the LEA’s were not being utilized because resources were not ~2_
available to.put the data from the records on the computer and tabulate them. . )

B. Noncomparable data.

The categories used to report data on disability types and personnel, and on other sources of costs, differed
from State to State, thus making comparison and aggregation across States difficult. : ¢

C. Data on handicapped and non}landicapped combined.

In several cases, costs for nthandicapped pupils could not be separated from those for handicapped pupils.
It was particularly difficult for some States to-distinguish transportation costs. Also, in some States, educa-
tion for the handicapped was the administrative responsibility of units whose missions included nonkandi-
capped students receiving special services. Available data reflected the workload of the special services unit
rather than statistics on handicapping per se.

D. Data not specified by d‘isability type‘.

In many instances, data were not available by type of disability. Specialists such as social wdrke’rs, speech
therapists, psychologists, and administrators served more than one type of handicap, and their time could
not be apportioned among disability types.

'E. Data based on hypothetical prevalence.

Data on’total numbers of handicapped puprls and of pupils not served were, in many States, determined by
appheatlon of hypothetlcal prevalence rates.

e

" s .

- The following are some of the problems. encountered in Lollectmg the data for each State that completed the
questnonnan’e or for which information was available:

.
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B A -7 STATEA ’
.. “ . ' *
-A.c Data not available in record sysign : . i
L . 1. All data reported were for cost of instruction with no breakouts for salaries, fringe benefits, administra-
) ’ - tixe costs, or materials and supplies. * : ’
- " ae . * . b
§ 7 2. No data reported for social workers ‘br paraprofes'sionals. o - -
* B. Variation in reporting categori]as - ’
. : ’ N
.. 1. Blipd included with partially sighited. =
2. Deaf includqd-with‘hg,‘d of hearing. .
< .
‘3. Other healtﬁngaired (9Hl) included with mult:}ple handicapped. - o
C. Costsfor nonhandicapped included with handicapped .
D.” Costs not available by disability e, ¢

& 1. Psychologist and administrative costs not available by disability.

2. Reimbursement costs were payments from one LEA to another; no costs from State institutions shown
as reported. . o

- r
u B -

E. Use of prevalence rates

~ ) -

&

Standard prevalence rates for each handicapping condition were apparently applied to the total school
population to determine the number of children needing service. -

h -




Data for speech therapists, psychd]ogists,_and administrative staff not available by disability . '

. STATEB" e
Data not available in recohé system o : o ’

I. No State survey of administratige sa]ariesigincluding fringe beneﬁfs) or material and supply costs.
2. Teacher aides not drfferentrated by type of duty, number of teacher ardes for the handicapped could
not be estimated. ) .

Variation in reportmg categories . : » M ~
1. Partrally sighted and blind reported as ongé category: v1sually handrcapped
2. Orthopedically handicapped reported a; classes for the crippled. ) : . ’ ) :

“

3. Multiple handicapped included onfy four\;ieaf-blrpd students in out-of-State ins_titutrons. -
o] : o X ' .

4. OHI reported as ““home, home and hospital, and hospital instruggion.”

Costs for nonhandicapped included with handicapped . .

1. Social workers served dll pupils; effort for handicapped estimated at 10 percent of total.

2. Transportalion costs not broken down by type of handicapped pupil.

/ ~ S

Data not available by disability

- 3

i -

Use of prevalence rates . L R

1. State ard did not use _prevalence rate on this form and did not report any”hrldren diagnosed as handr-
cagped but unserved. .

2. Total number of handieapped pupils reported did not include nurmber of students provided instruction
in State Department of Mental Health institutions.
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- STATE C ‘ - ,
S ' ; . B N ) :
« *° 7 This State did not fill out questionnaire, since its categories for data collection were inébmpaiible with the
. categories in the forms. It did provide the most current data on the operation of its special education program,
- except that it had no cost data in the form requested by the Subcommittee. As a resuli no.cost data sheet for’
- State C is presented in thre following section. '

3

_ + = ° - Dataon LEA expenditures for special education and State reimbursement are reportedAb;' LEA for fivee -
[ 3 . . . s
... typesof programs: 1) severely handicapped self-contained classes, 2) severely handicapped resource rooms,

3) educable selfcontained classes, 4) educable resource rooms, and \§) itinerant services. No breakouts were
--available by disability or for various types of expenses (administrative,‘glaterials, psychological services, etc.) but

average teacher salaries by program were given. . ,
s N . N '

.

_ ' ' " ' o E .
Although only 6.89 percent of children in State C were identified as ﬁandicapped and receiving service,
individual school districts varied from a high of 14.85 percent to a low of 3.04 percent, a 500-percent variance.
- . R I . . .
. A consultant to.the State developed a prevalence rate and estimated that 10.16 percent of the school popu-
_lation was’in need of a program. Special audits of the school districts in the State will determine whether these
new methodg'd'f 'trackihg’s;efvi_‘ccgto‘handic_:zip_pédfchildren«provide.adequate_ controls on LEA’s.

A Al
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" STATED

A. Datanot available in State record system 7 ~
1. Transportation and reimbursed costs provided from a special data collection for this study.

.
2. Local expenditures for clerks and some paraprofessionals not available and could not be estimated;
——- — - ——-—therefore, they were_omitted from_the cost figures.

B. Variation in reportlng categories

1. Emibtionally disturbed and learning dlsabled reported as one catcgory

B

2. Hard of hearing and deaf reported as one category and State could not separate them.
. o .

‘ 3. Partially sighted and blind reported as one categdry and State could not separate them.

3

L4

C. Costs for horjlhandicépped included with handicapped

Social workers admmnstratlvely part of the unit serving handicapped pupﬂs also served behavior problem
pupils, pregnant minors, and other special students not handicapped. Time devoted to serving handi-
capped not separable from that devoted to nonhandicapped.

D, Cdsts not available by disability '

Data on numbers and s salancs of s speech theraplsts psychologlsts and special education admlmstratlve staff -
not available by dlsabﬂlty area.

E. .. ‘Use of prevalenu rates . o o
- Total number of handicapped pupils determined by applying a prevalence rate of 10.14 percent to total
' ‘ number of pupils. Condition-specific prevalence rates used for each type of disability. Number of pupils
not sefved obtained by subiracting the actual number of pupils served from the estimated total number
of handlcapped pupils for each disability. .

A5
b




STATEE
A. Datanot avallable in record systems

1. Total number of teachers of handicapped pupils was an estimate, although the mformatlon was available
to the SEA. Programing cost to retrieve this datum was excessive.

2. No records available on oc\.upanonal and physrcal theraprsts

R

3. No dataon paraprofessronals a351gned to educait'lonof-txhe Mapped — e ]
4. Transportation, special supplies, and'm;terials and equipment costs for the handicapped not available. . ’

5. Reimbursed costs not available. | . .
6. Teacher data for severe/pr_oﬁfo_uggly ; retarded and specific-learning disabled pl:pils rfot available. )

.

‘B. Variation in reporting categories
1. Deaf and hard of hearing combined as one category.
2. Partially srghted and blind combined as one-category.

3. Multiply handicapped included with “other health 1mpa1red » which also included cerebral palsied and
brain-damaged children. - )

C. Costs for nonhandicapped included with handicapped
1. Psychologists’ and social workers’ time notAseparated for hanciicapped and nonhandicapped pupils.
2. About $150,000,000 for salaries of “other professional staff serving the handicapped” not separated for
handicapped and nonhandrcapped puprls The category included counselors (597 million) and nurses

(28 million). o .

o 3. Somewhat more_than_$6.3 million for salaries of pupil’ ‘personnel services and administrators not sepa-
. " rated for handrcapped and nonhandicapped pupils. ®

D. Datanot available by disability
“. Data for social workers and psychologists not available by drsabrlrty
2. Limited data by dlsabrhty on administrators and “other professronal staff servmg the handrcapped

E. Use of prevalénce rates : ..

No prevalence data available from the SFA. . “ .

10




. . STATE F

e

A. Data not available in record systems

‘B.

C.

s counselors-librarians,-speech- therapists, etc.—everyone stationed in a school and working with-children,

%

1. Except for the trainable retarded and for transportation accourits, all data reported derived, from pro-
ration and other estimation procedures utilizing data from secondary sources; i.e.; the SEA did not.
maintain a statistical or administrative reporting system for staffing-and education costs for the handi-
capped.

]

2. “Teacher” in the reports on staff working with the handicapped included (in addition to teachers)

~ except administrators and supervisors. In one staff report, however, “teacher” did include school
principals. T o N

a

. Variation In reporting categories

1. \Hzird of hearing and deaf combined as “hearing inrpaired ”
2. Partrally sighted and blind combmed as “visually tmpatred voe
~3.-“Other health unpatred””hrmted to the home—bound and hospitalized.

Cpsts for nonhandicapped included with handicapped

* 1. Supplies were an account for all pupils.

2. Psychologists’ salaries aVailable for all pupils, but not separately for handicapped pupils. ’
. . . - , ____ - , El
3. Two transportation accounts: one for handicapped‘pmfb‘\transportation for handicapped

pupils), the other for both handicapped and nonhandicapped pupils.

D. Data not available by distbility

E.

Staff salaries‘artd numbers not available by disability.

Use of prevalence rates

Some of the prevalence rates reported were BEH estrmates the others were SEA estimates: no empirical
data existed. However, at the time of this survey, the SEA was seeking funds for a statewide census of the
handicapped. Also, in 1974, the State employed 60 psychologists deployed regionally, working with the
-schools, and expected to add an additional 100 in 1975. The 160 psychologlsts were expected to increase
the number of handrcapped children reported to the State.




. STATEG - *

o

A Da,ta.not—a\{;ilable in State record system . e

1. Data on transportation costs for handicapped pupils and for salarigs for social workers and physical
- therapists not av_ailable for school districts (available only for intermediate units).* -

2. Costs for gifted included with costs for handicapped in district data. Costs for gifted removed from
district data by.proration using proportion of ‘'gifted to handicapped costs in intermediate units.

. 3. Cost data not a@able for Stﬁte-bperated special schools for the handicapped.

] .

A

' 4. Data not available for total number of handicapped bupﬂ;, Vonlly forrﬂpiupils' served.

B. Variation in reporting categories

1. Hard of hearing and deaf combined in one category. .
2. Partially sighted and blind in one category. ‘
- - 3. No category to report multiple handicapped. ) T

4. Intermediate unit form contained a category for “therapists”; it was assumed that it represehtéd physical
therapists since they were listed among other medical categories. 1‘

C. Costs for nonhandicapped included with handicapped

@ ¥

Special education teachers’ salaries combined with salaries for “other prdfessional staff.”

D. Costs not available by disability ST

¢

1. District record does not break out costs by dis‘abilityv.

el

2. Salaries for special education staff not se-paratec“l by disability.

® This Staté had separate records for intermediate units (often comprising several school districts and responsible for a variety
of special services) and school districts. .

BRIC . 16




- Data not avallab]e in State record system, _ ' i

STATEH : -

1. Salary figures for special educatlon staff, other than those for the mentally retarded were calculated by
using average saldty for all teachers.

2. Number of paraprofessional staff for trainable mentally retarded, emotionally disturbed, hard of hearing,
partially sighted, and orthopedically- handicapped was determined by assuming each teacher for these
groups had an aide. .

3. Costs for.special supplies, materials, and equipment were determined for‘ only 150 new classes out of
768 special education classes. Costs for these 150 classes were determined by using as an estimate the
amount remaining from teacher salary block grants to-districts. The average amount not used for
salanes (estimated for supplies, etc Jwas $1,127 per district. | .

4. Transportation costs were estimated from per-pupil average costs of $66.44.

5. Costs for contracted services for diagnosis and testing were not available and could not be estimated.

Variation in reporting categories

No separate category for multlply handicapped. . ' P

Costs for nonhandrcapped included with handrcapped (no problems reported)

Costs not available by dlsablhty

Data on number and salaries of speeqh therapists, psychologists, and special education admlmstratlve staff
were not available by dlsabﬂlty area. : -

#
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STATE SUMMARIES OF COSTS OF -
EDUCATING HANDICAPPED PUPILS

Cost data on educating handicapped pupils collected from the survey are presented in State summary tables
below. The costs of educating handicapped pupils were considered to be:
special education teacher salaries . ~--_
administrator salaries - T
specialist salaries. - , =
salaries of paraprofcssxonals assisting special educatron teachers and Specrahsts )
special transportation costs - . 3
costs for special supplies, materials, and equipment . R
¢ reimbursed costs (tuition, room and board, etc.)

J

To compare costs for the handicapped with those for regular pupils, the followmg items were collected for
regular instruction:

teacher salaries

professional support staff salaries (other than for the handicapped)
administrator salaries

“naraprofessional salaries T
transportation costs ‘ ”

A problem arises in assessing costs of educating handicapped pupils—differentiating special (excess) costs
for instructing the handicapped from the costs for the proportion of time that handicapped pupils receive regular
- instruction. Thus, some types of handicapped pupils, in particular the speech impaired, typically.spend most of
their time receiving instruction by regular teachiers in regular classes, Aaugmented by special instruction in resource
.= .. rooms by special teachers or other specialists. Others, such as the severely retarded, usually receive all of their
instruction in special classes or institutions. for which all associated costs can be considered to be spécial or excess.
The problem comes down to determining liow much ofa‘handicaf)ped pupil’s time is spent in regular and in
special instruction and what is the cost of the regular and of the special instruction.

- In calculating per-pupil cost for the handicip'ped, the problem.can be approac“hed in two different ways:
N -’c - B
(1) Include costs of both special instruction and regular instruction for the handicapped in the
————numeratorand-include togal number of handicapped pupils in the denominator:

Total instructional cpéts for the handicapped
(special plus regular)

Total number of handicapped pupils.

’M

~




to

s

(2) Include only costs of special instruction in the numerator and plaée full-time equivalent (FTE) of
handicapped pupils in denominator: -

Costs of special instruction

FTE of pupils in special education.
What is required for (1) is a figure for total instructional costs for handicapped in the numerator. To do

this, it is necessary first to determine the costs of regular instruction of the handicapped. In theory, this could be
done by determining an FTE of handicapped pupils in regular instruction and multiplying by the per-pupil costs |
for regular pupils. What is required for (2) is an FTE of the number of handicapped pupils receiving special -
instruction. ’ o o _ .

_ Data are not available from this survey in any State to make precise estimates of either of the FTE figures
so that neither per-pupil figure (1) nor (2) can be precisely calculated. It is possible, however, to make an approx-
imation of these figures by assuming that speech impaired spend most of their time (all of their time for purposes
of calculation) in regular instruction. '

- 1

" In example (1) above this means multiplying the number of speech impaired by the per-pupil Exgenditurﬁ
for regular pupils to-obtain the cost of regular instruction for the handicapped (speech impaired). This is then
added to the cost of special instruction and divided by the number of handicapped pupils. This figure, when
compared with the cost of instruction per regular pupil, will provide an approximation of excess cost. This, in a
sense, will be a minimum (excess cost) figure as it does not include in the numerator the cost of regular instruc-
tion for those “mainstreamed”” handicapped pupils other than speech impaired.
T ~.To obtain an approximation from the present data, using example (2) above, the number of speech-impaired
pupils is removed from the denominator and the special instruction costs (speech therapist salaries) are removed
from the numerator.— - _ , »

For the State summary cost‘\éﬁééfts:exampIL(Z) is followed and the following figures are presented:

T
————

5_ per-pupil cost of regular pupils T
e per-pupil cost of hangicapped pupils, including speech impaired T '
o per-pupil cost of speech impaired only (presumed to be excess.cost) \

e per-pupil cost of handicapped pupils excluding speeth-impaired \

Approximations of excess cost can be obtained by subtrgcting (a) from (b) and (a) from (d) (column 9 of
the introduction summary table). Ratios of costs of regular instruction to instruction of the handicapped can be
obtained by b/a and d/a (far right hand column of the introduction summary table).

It must be noted that some of the following summaries present cost of instruction, while others present
only salary data. Therefore, the ratio of costs probably represents a more accurate picture of costs for interstate
comparison than do the actual expenditure per-pupil figures.
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) STATE A .
SPECIAL EDUCATION ) ]
COSTS OF INSTRUCTION : Dollars
SPECIAL INSTRUCTION. .......... et reeereeeetereneearraaeanas feeeteeennnanaesenetrataaaeenannaes fveveerees $ 137631,843
SPEECH THERAPY............ccevneen.. 4,151,280
| PSYCHOLOGICAL SERVICES, ... .. : 1,701,636
| SOCIAL WORKERS.............c.c0neenens NA
o . EDUCATIONAL DIAGNOSTICIANS. ... .0 NA
OCCUPATIONAL THERAPY.................. 51,061
| PHYSICAL THERAPY............ 105,619
N * 962,500
OTHER PROFESSIONALS ................ s e ere—————— s PRSP NA
PARAPROFESSIONALS. . : NA
FRINGE BENEFITS................ e RIS e ——a e e NA
SUBTOTAL : ; : 20,603,939
TRANSPORTATION ...oevveeeeiereonssnnnsseessisnsnesnnss e e 2,162,503
SPECIAL SUPPLIES MATERIALS, E Yy
2 REIMBURSED COSTS (TUITION, ROOM AND BOARD, ETC.)..ccuueeveuiuinnaeeneseeeemmeenmmmnneecerssnsnees . A
‘ SUBTOTAL ‘ | 2,162,503
TOTAL COSTS - o ' 22,766,442
— 3 "
i . No. of Pupils
. TOTAL HANDICAPPED PUPILS ...convvneeeeeeeeeeeeeeaeeeseeeneesnas o eeeresereesaseessseneessneneeesnaenesntas 130,250
RECEIVING SERVICES................... . 75,240
- NOT RECEIVING SERVICES. : 55,010 s
%
) Percent
. PERCENT HANDICAPPED PUPILS OF ALL PUPILS....c....c.uuiiuniinieeeunesersennnersnnaernnssaneneemnenses . 10.6
: PERCENT HANDICAPPED PUPILS SERVED OF ALL PUPILS .......ccccccvueunineennnnnns 6.2
PERCENT HANDICAPPED PUPILS SERVED OF ALL HANDICAPPED PUPILS . 5.8
‘ Dollars -
—- ~—COST PER HANDICAPPED PUPIL........c.oreeieiaentneeucnniearinsennne. ettt eseeif 8303 ,
TOTAL COST EXCLUDING SPEECH IMPAIRED............ccevvueveaitunennnnns et e e 18,615,162
NUMBER OF PUFILS SERVED EXCLUDING SPEECH IMPAIRED......... e 22,280
COST PER PUPIL EXCLUDING SPEECH IMPAIRED .......c..cccoiiniiennnnnnnen, et eaanas 836
COST PER SPEECH-IMPAIRED PUPIL.........cccc0eerennnen. TP Lo U UPPPPN 78
. REGULAR EDUCATION
COST OF INSTRUCTION.......... B e S PP 630,609,047
TRANSPORTATION................ ST et e e en e st b araa e s 41,831,669
TOTAL COSTS............... ST O TSSO URPRPPIR s 672,440,716 ~
TOTAL REGULAR PUPILS ......cuuuniiniieernneenieiitneaneeennereneerseesniernnnees e ..(No. of Pupils: 1,220,543)
- COST PER REGULAR PUPIL................ eerrreriien, . b b et ettt aaan 551
1/ Included ln “‘costs of lnstrucﬂon. )
NA: Not avdilable. .
~ ;\\ i > .
o \ ‘
s N . . - '
~ .. =
- NN . | ~{)
. . “ . )
o~ 17
\\1
O

rRic

Aruitoxt provided by Eic

)




- N -
- T . e N 5 )
) STATE B
SPECIAL EDUCATION o
SALARIES » o - - Dollars
TEACHERS.........00cceneee e e e .. $ 11,311,449
SPEECH THERAPISTS . . : . 1,233,008
PSYCHOLOGISTS . . 158,582
SOCIAL WORKERS | .0 iiieeeeeeneeerrntrrnianinns . 87,848
EDUCATIONAL DlAGNOSTlClANS e . i NA
OCCUPATIONAL THERAPISTS. NA
PHYSICAL THERAPISTS. ......ccvvnnemeensssssrmsmmmmnmenens NA
ADMINISTRATORS. ......... ‘ e 110,783
OTHER PROFESSIONALS .... RANOPPR
PARAPROFESSIONALS....... . . NA
FRINGE BENEFITS ....c....jeuruenr.-t ‘ NA
SUBTOTAL.....oueevrneeneenenn. e e b, e e . 12,901,670
TRANSPORTATION. ... eeeeeveeeesssssnnssssssssneeessssnesmnnens eereeee e 2,389,656
SPECIAL SUPPLIES, MATERIALS, EQUIPMENT ................. NA
_ RZIMBURSED COSTS (TUITION, ROOM AND BOARD, ETC.)............ 372,498
SUBTOTAL «..vveoveveeieeesessesesseseeseenssnssesesssseneenense e JESTSUSUUR R RRRRRRS 2,762,154
- TOTAL COSTS «vnvntrenetnssnerrsesesessenansseaaaseseasstassuoneatasasesteatiattatttussastesecnsstes 15,663,824
- - ' : No. of Puplls
TOT AL HANDICAPPED PUPILS.. 30,928
RECEIVING SERVICES......... 30,928
NOT RECEIVING SERVICES............. . —
Percent
PERCENT HANDICAPPED PUPILS OF ALL PUPILS ....ooooeviereinunnennr. e e ——a—————_ s 4.1
PERCENT HANDICAPPED PUPILS SERVED OF ALL PUPILS ....00oiiiconenoneennn s NI 4.1
PERCENT HANDICAPPED PUPILS SERVED OF ALL HANDICAPPED PUPILS «orrornneeesvvnransscasinnses 100.0
1
f’ - . K Dollars
__COST PER HANDICAPPED PUPIL...... e 506
TOTAL COST EXCLUDING SPEECH IMPAIRED. reverreer e aaaiees . . 14400816
NUMBER OF PUPILS SERVED EXCLUDING SPEECH IMPAIRED. ... ovninessnessseeeneesenes 15.510
‘COST PER PUPIL EXCLUDING SPEECH IMPAIRED e te e e 928
COST PER SPEECH-IMPAIRED PUPIL.....vcvvunnrrnrennnns heeeenas et ———— reeTeeriraaeeinnen 82
,REGULAR EDUCATION
SALARIES ....ovveesereerernnnnseeeees e e e eeetaranaareaarr e raran i e 283,882,487
FRINGE BENEFITS............. SRR . NA L
TRANSPORTATION.......... et ee—————— e e ——— e UUTOURTRON .. 21,506,912
" TOTAL COSTS....cooevucne e . e e e e e . 305,389,399
TOTAL REGULAR PUPILS 1. nvvveneeneiriennns O, of Pupils: " 657,906)
COST PER REGULAR PUPIL....coovviiinie s et e e rer e ————— a64
NA: Not availabie.
:\v " £ &L
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| T T 5 STATE D B
) SPECIAL EDUCATION T e
" SALARIES - ) T Dollars —— -
TEACHERS. ............ : . .'$ 33,768,392
SPEECH THERAPISTS. .. e 4.691.412
PSYCHOLOGISTS ........ 2.276.447
+ SOCIAL WORKERS .............0 -~ """ - 3,210,263
EDUCATIONAL DIAGNOSTICIANS | NA
. ~ OCCUPATIONAL THER ) 59,109
PHYSICAL THERAPISTS : . 128,391
ABMINISTRATORS. ........ovvonoein 20000 . 942,088
OTHER PROFESSIONALS........... 00" —— . 2,584.967
PARAPROFESSIONALS...............o.000 00 . 1,911,600
FRINGE BENEFITS.......... e ee e e e e ae e —————————— . 5,720,902
. . :
>~ " SUBTOTAL........civeeeeiieciieceeeeceeeeaae : : . 55,293,571
TRANSPORTATION.................uven....... ! 2,483,710
. SPECIAL SUPPLIES, MATERIALS. E . v 1,338,040
REIMBURSED COSTS (TUITION, ROOM AND BOARD, ETC.).1-roreommmrerinn: SRR o i 7,620,961
SUBTOTAL................. e a———. e e e e 11,442,711
TOTAL COSTS ...veveeeeeereeeeeeeeereeann, e e e e vee. 66,736,282
Kl ) . N
No. of Pupils
TOTAL HANDICAPPED PUPILS ie....oovvneeeneeeeiieeee e eeaeeeeeeeeeesseee s —— e e 93,997 1/
RECEIVING SERVICES. et ireroerere e, E ettt ettt tieet et tieteeera e aeaaeareranenaee 77,039~
NOT RECEIVING SERVICES................00 JOR RN e r————— 16,958
. & .
' Percent '
PERCENTHAND[CAPPED PUPILS OF ALL PUPILS .............. 055 s it ee e e eeeesaeeeeeeneen 10.1 2/
PERCENT HANDICAPPED PUPILS SERVED OF ALL PUPILS 8.3 ,
PERCENT HANDICAPPED PUPILS SERVED OF ALL HANDICAPFED PUPILS 81.9
. dbltar:
COST PER HANDICAPPED PUPIL ... .... ettt ., et e et e $ - 866 i
TOTAL COST EXCLUDING SPEECH IMPAIRED ......c....ccuvevuiineesriaesannnnns, e eeer et veeees 61,725,554 -
_ NUMBER OF PUPILS SERVED EXCLUDING SPEECH IMPAIRED. <. e oeeeooeeeiers oo R RPN . 49948 -
* COST PER PUPIL EXCLUDING SPEECH IMPAIRED ... ....ccuuttuieeeeeeeresseeaeasseeeeoeessonesnons e 1,236
: COST PER SPEECH-IMPAIRED PUPIL.......... e ——— SR TORRRRPPTOR 185 °
i REGULAR'EDUCATION )
SALARIES ................... e e e e rar e r e aa e 514,213,880
. FRINGE BENEFITS ....). .0 e eeeerieaena e ———————— 61,703,660
TRANSPORTATION............... e e ee e VR SOOI SR I 44,547,360
s © TOTAL COSTS......cc.lmiimreiiieneieeieeieeeieceieseane e i e veees 620,464,900
, TOTAL REGULAR PUPLLS .......0euueeieeeoeeseseeeeeeee e e ee e eeee et eeee s . (No.of Pupils: 926,992
A o o,
\, , = COST PER REGULAR PUPIL................. G e e e s e e e 669 \
1/ Estimated froii prevalence rate. -
2/ Estimated prevalence rate. ) . b
NA: Not applicable (state had no educational diagnosticians).
; ’ 3%
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o - . STATEE T
L SPECIAL EDUCATION o ’ . : .
) SALARIES : L Doliars
" TEACHERS....... e eeiieieeeeeee e eee e st st $100,443,128
——_— SPEECH THERAPISTS . 13,713,896
T Tree— PSYCHOLOGISTS, .......... . *
s SOCIAL WORKERS. .. ..00iuinuireeczciionrnsseesmensnntostaststassssnseesss e - .
EDUCATIONAL DIAGNOSTICIANS........ TN Ceeeeeens NA
OCCUPATIONAL THERAPISTS. ....0vunniiniriinenssnnneeenssninnirnis s s sssasss e i 2270 NA .
PHYSICAL THERAPISTS.............. S TR ETR NA =
ADMINISTRATORS......... . D P LT RN 16,092,000°*
OTHER PROFESSIONALS. O T REE: *
PARAPROFESSIONALS. ..o . o ciiriiiierenesiineniniaaneetonnnnnees .. veee NA
. FRINGE BEMEFITS . ...ooiiiiniinieealoniiiueneaneaes P T RARIARRRLN NA
SUBTOTAL.......cnn... OO IO PR SRR S 130,249,024
TRANSPORTATION. ... .oueininaneeetiituseicessinsisnnnneasentesrasseeserstinsnntinsssesn i sis NA
SPECIAL SUPPLIES, MATERIALS, EQUIPMENT . NA
, REIMBURSED COSTS (TUITION, ROOM AND BOARD, ETC.).ccueienrurieenreenesonnenennnssasnesseentornsets HA
— " SUBTOTAL ...covvienrennennensinsnrns e . - —
TOTAL COSTS 130.249,024***
No. of Pupils
TOTAL HANDICAPPED PUPILS . NA
RECEIVING SERVICES ......... . .. ceeeaeens 91,644%***
L " NOT RECEIVING SERVICES . NA
Percent
PERCENT HANDICAPPED PUPILS OF ALL—PUPILS ............... NA
PERCENT HANDICAPPED PUPILS SERVED OF ALL PUPI vees NA
PERCENT HANDICAPPED PUPILS SERVED OF ALL HAN NA
. } Dollars
i COST PER HANDICAPPED PUPIL.....cooieiininnreneeniininnnneees ST TP PRPPPPPPRPRRTLE NA
TOTAL COST EXCLUDING SPEECH IMPAIREDTD «..uviueeceeoncasssnsnesssamnsunasssssasstnssnosensesntencaceerees .Sl 16.535,128
NUMBER OF PUPILS SERVED EXCLUDING SPEECH IMPAIRED. .. venneeetirnmmneniesniananeeenteeennnees 91,644
COST PER PUPIL EXCLUDING SPEECH IMPAIRED .. .covveieninunsnsrisnenessseesess e eeeernecieanas 1.272
REGULAR EDUCATION
SALARIES.....coieiiveeenn ST AL ..2,555,966.758
FRINGE BENEFITS.... D R LR AR LR LA A LR . » NA
" TRANSPORTATION ............. OSSO PUU TR U O PRPOPRP ST RPN e NA
TOTAL COSTS v eeveesvessesennessinansessesnesnnesssassssessusescns JUUTUT e 2,555.966,758
. TOTAL REGULAR PUPILS ....ovvrrienmtiimmnnnansersssnsnnnsssannassnsensssssssssnndn s snnmsn s it (No. of Pupils: 3.403.1 61)
COST PER REGULAR PUPIL ... tucurenrmeuasssesessss s ssss s s Nt I51enees
B e *Cannot be approximated for the handicapped; only a total salary figiye is available and is not included in this report.
. **Includes $6,336,000 for Pupil Personnei Services administrators serving both handicapped and nonhandicapped pupils
fand not prorated). S . )
w#*Inciudes $13,713,896 for speech-impaired pupils not included in the per-pupil excess cost.
»»#*Dpes not include speech-impaired students for whom data were not collected in 1972-73.
wrrwxSalary data and COStS limited to the saume personnel categories for which salary data for hgndicapped staff were reported. .
Total operating expenditures reported by SEA for 1972-73 were $4.5 billion and were $1,324 on a per-pupil basis.
NA: Not available.
y [ 2]
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o
STATEF
SPEQIAL EDUCATION - Lo
SALAmEs ! “Dollars.
“TEACHERS, COUNSELORS, AND SPEECH THERAPISTS ....oooovooominnnisnrnssns s $ 29,132,538
PSYCHOLOGISTS ............................................................. R - 390,000
SOCIAL WORKERS ...................... o . NA
EDUCATIONAL DIAGNOSTICIANS, NA
OCCUPATIONAL THERAPISTS. ........... . NA
| PHYSICAL THERAPISTS..................0000
| ADMINISTRATORS. .....coovmemeerosiiiiessoiiiens 570,000
OTHER PROFESSIONALS ... 000 il
PARAPROFESSIONALS . ...ovoiereeiiinnnnnnns O 1,054,025
FRINGE BENEFITS .....ovrooieesoisososeeesiissiinesseesssinas SRR ST
SUBTOTAL ......ouvvvieereririnnenes i smiitnnnaneees e aaan e eveververeereqeeese 31,146,563
TRANSPORTATION .......cverearseressaesssessssesessnssssessmsameeees et e aa e 985,000
; SPECIAL SUPPLIES, MATERIALS, EQUIPMENT ........  ceiinceneeenees R NA
. REIMBURSED COSTS (TUITION, ROOM.AND BOARD, ETC.). mrmeeeiiin, OISR L NA
’ SUBTOTAL ..ccovviiinennevnerennnns e et ———— et ———— 985,000
TOTAL COSTS ...vcnvreenreserrnreennneseseneesnmee e s e e e vileeesveeeeees 32,131,563
- T ~
3 . . . * . No. of Pupils ..
TOTAL HANDICAPPED PUPILS............... rer e e e e eannee eeeeeneens rerertee e - 204,486
RECEIVING SER VICES, : o 81,505
NOTRECEIVING SERVICES. ... ..o o i RN 122,981
s _ . Percent
PERCENT HANDICAPPED PUPILS OF ALL PUPILS ..........ocvssessssessesesessesensansseeses SOV 17.6
_ PERCENT HANDICAPPED PUPLLS SERVED OF ALL PUPILS ... 1 iv o unereeeananaras o 7.0
) _PERCENT HANDICAPPED PUPILS SERVED OF ALL HANDICAPPED PUPILS .00 - 39.8
, . & \ ) - o Dollars
. N - - B Y , 8 “
COST PER HANDICAPPED PUPIL......... e ee s ettt ien 394
TOTAL COST EXCLUDING SPEECH IMPAIRED ...........ccoveieseeenieen. e ree i . 28,234,322
NUMBER OF PUPILS SERVED EXCLUDING SPEECH IMPAIRED.......0000. o, 3 ) 53456
~ COSTPER PUPIL EXCLUDING SPEECH IMPAIRED............. et ee e ———ee et anananees N 528
" COST PER SPEECH-IMPAIRED PUPIL........c0cvveerennnnee e aeae e T e eeeeneen 139
REGULAR EDUCATION ' ‘ | ‘ ‘
SALARIES........c.....ineenn. e R eeeeerenn e ——— T e eeeereetem e e e e ——an
N BENEFITS L LTI SR OO IRU ORI §587 088 658;
f _ TRANSPORTATION............ TSPV SO et . 28,969,997 °
’ } . TQTAL COSTS.....covrmreareeennne eeeeera e e e verveeeeesn 616,058,655
TOTAL REGULAR PUPILS..........c..nc.. - et e e, .(No. of Pupils: 1,161,326)
. COST PER REGULAR PUBIL.....ccccevernnnnenenrnnineeeeens eeereeenreseannna reeereneaens e eaaaaaaen 530
NA:.: Not available.
e %
. ' K4
Rz
i 21
\‘1 * v

ERIC - :

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
.




ERI

h g *y
o . e
/ T - ° ‘ '
. STATEG = .

SPECIAL EDUCATION

ARIES \ . . - Dollars
. TEACHERS ...ovnevvnieerneennerinenanns e . $ 72,670267:~
Y, SPEECH THERAPISTS.. NA

£ PSYCHOLOGISTS......... .. * 3,845,580
SOCIAL WORKERS ....0uvvneecceasiinnnnnns 469,825
- EDUCATIONAL DlAGNOSTlClANS. ........ e . NA
OCCUPATIONAL THERAPISTS...a.0cvvrvneene . . . NA
PHYSICAL THERAPISTS........... UPRRRNS 252,164
ADMINISTRATORS...,-..... . . 5,803,855
. OTHER PROFESSIONALS ... . . RIS 200,846
PARAPROFESSIONALS....... RPN , 11,131,433
FRINGE BENEFITS ...oovrominnssssvssmsssenenessssnneansannssassssnsssssans - 9,374,265 .
>
SUBTOTAL .22 oo esemeneneneeesasssssseeesssssemssssnsesnnsess Tirtenenansnesienmniiess s sennnens .. 103,748,235
TRANSPORTATION ...cevvervvineereeeneeseennnsssssnnnnnnes Yreeeereeeneees © et eeetree et raeeans 5,000,176
SPEC!AG. SUPPLIES, MATERIALS, E UlPMENT O RN 4,470,521
REIMBURSED COSTS (TUITION, ROOM AND BOARD, ETC) ............................................... L _e111.961
. SUBTOTAL....... ST T R TR LRTTRLL 10,248,658
.......................... LR RRARIIE 113,996,893 1/
TOTAL COSTS..cevvenneee e e eetepeseaesnes N 111979,651 2/
= 'f M -—————_k
— . — -
< T LV " No. of Pupils
 TOTAL HANDICAPPED PUPILS ..ivovervnscncncncacscainneses s : ‘ NA
7 RECEIVING SERVICES . 157,853
, NOT RECEIVING SERVICES. ......cocuviiimeranerennns ORI - NA®
- - . - i - . v > -, - :
- y . o ' ,\‘ ) R Percent
PERCENT HANDICAPPED PUPILS OF ALL PUPILS ... ..0uufeieniierienssniienenns oseteraien Teeien NA
PERCENT HANDICAPPED PUPILS SERVED OF ALL PUPILS ..o .
PERCENT HANDIGAPPED PUPILS SERVED OF ALL HANDICAPPEDPUPI LS. PO NA
< T B Dollars "
'COST PER HAND]CAPPED PUPLL..z ..... Veverenenas evorneaes oeeeeeefeeeesesstenenensearariesiaareenaearasases ] 709" °
TOTAL COST EXCLUDING SPEECH IMPAIRED . e e 99,714,181 *
‘NUMBER OF PUPILS SERVED, EXCLUDING SPEE(,H IMPAIRED.. . vneiienennsssd UROR RN IR 74,557
COST PER PUPIL FXCLUDING SPEECIL]MPAIRFD...Mm....; ................................. e 1,337
COST PER SPEECH.IMPATRED PUPIL...o.oooo i e TR U OO SR USPVOPORPPR 147
REGULAR EDUCATION . e ’
SALARIES S e . . . i e erresaane 1.537,523,000 3/

FRINGE BENEFITS ...0..vo. , , RSP UR NA -

"TRANSPORTATION ... e e . e . 87.478.000
‘ TOTAL COSTS.. SR e s 1.625.501,000

>  TOTAL RFGULAR PUPILS......... e B e i (Nu‘of Pupils; 2.188.00u3 4/
" COST PER REGULAR PUPIL........ e U SUOIPE PP ey 743

.

1{ Includes district costs for gi frcd
2/ Excludes dlsmcr costs for gifted by prumnon
3/ Data on costs for regular gducation obtained from £ l;‘t"lrjl fures fur Public Elementary und Secondury Education 1¥71.72,

table 1, page 9, (OE} 74- 1407. R il
“4} Data on regular pupils obtained from F\pwdumres tor ffuulp Elementary and Sec umlur\ Education 1971-;2. table 5. puge
= 13, (OE) 74-11407. 3
NA4: Notavailable.i.,
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SALARIES : @ - . . dpollars
: M s ~ i
e TEACHERS ......v...c....... s RTRTRRORRTRO s et o § $5,214,880
. . SPEECH THERAPISTS .. . T T83a%00
PSYCHOLOGISTS ...... . DO . 164,265
SOCIAL WORKER - . - . 201,330
: ‘ EDUCATIONAL DIAGNGSTI IANS. - A
. OCCUPATIONAL THERAPIS . ¢ . NA
. - PHYSICAL FHERAPISTS........ DU Y UNA -
@ - __ _ ADMINISTRATORS ........ 382,059
: . OTHER PROFESSIONALSO NA
PARAPROFESSIONALS.. 352,592
. . FRINGE BENEFITS.......... 857,907
1 |- : SUBTOTAL . 8,007,133
* P «
TRANSPORTATION ... cvoeovaoeeeeesnenennsesencssseorens 583,560+ .
. SPECIAL SUPPLIES, MATERIALS, EQUIPMENT.......... 00 " 198.930
REIMBURSED COSTS (TUITION, RODM AND BOARD, ETC.)..... 000 . 1,164,653
R SUBTOTAL..........,.C .......................... e T, s e e 1,947,143 ’
. LT ‘B TOTAL COSTS ... uiiuiiiiiiiiinieie e e Dorberens e eeeneeee it ee e 9,954,276
B N * .
. t N .
. ' . ' . ) No. of Pupils ~
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.  NOT RECEIVING SERVICES’ 9,387 «
— [ K Pcrce-nr
PERCENT HANDICAPPED PUPILS OF ALL PUPILS ...ccvv.uveveeeeprreeseesassenseeesenneneeeeeees eeeeeaan : 62
PERCENT HANDICAPPED FUPILS SERVED OF ALL PUPILS .....0..........0.. .. 39~
PERCENT HANDICAPPED PUPILS SERVED OF ALL HANDICAPPED PUPILS 63.3
1 - \
o . Dollars
COST PER HANDICAPPED PUPIL.......oceiiieeeeeuieeeiuesoneeheeasanaennnnscaennseeeseeensanes e s 616
TOTAL COST EXCLUDING SPEECH IMPAIRED ...........c0corecieennins et s T e e e eaaeaan " 9,010,084
|« NUMBEROFPUPILS.SERVED EXCLUDING SPEECH TMPAIRED....... 0.0l il DU ORI 9,888
- COST PER PUPIL EXCLUDING SPEECH IMPAIRED...........cccuvvveeeireaeeeiureenseseseseees e 911
COST PER SPEECH:IMPAIRED PUPIL....g.........n... e e R VS - © 150
REGULAR EDUCATION ‘ : T
© - ————-SALARIES................. : — e ——— 160,530,886
= FRINGE BENEFITS. .../l NA~ -
A TRANSPORTATION........eooiiiiiiiinininiinnnnd PN ererereeeeaaaes 27,232,560
ST " " TOTAL COSTS...xuureeeeeneneeeeeseennenens et e e e ——aeaeaaaae e eereeas 187,763,440
) « " TOTAL REGULAR PUPILS .....occceeureiairegernenreanreennnnns et e (No. of Pupils:  409.882)
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o ' A UNIFORM DATA SYSTEM FOR ANALYSIS
| " OF EXCESS COSTS OF EDUCATING
S " HANDICAPPED CHILDREN

Nationally uniform data (now unavailable) are necessary for comiputation of excess costs of educating
handicapped children and could come from either a special survey or an as yet-undeveloped national statistical
survey. A one-time, special survey of existing State data, widely suggested but not now under active considera-
tion, will not provide satisfactory data precisely because the States do not have comparable statistical systems for

%y~ special education. As documented in this report, State data systerns vary significantly; some systems for collect- .
" ihg the kinds of dafa relevant to this task are very undeveloped. ’ T ! -

_Development of a nationally uniform system must overcome these fundamental vﬁrobler’ng:
" identification of children as handicapped ang therefore eligible for service must be consonant with a
resolution of the controversies surrounding labeling and diagnosis (these problems are interrelated
"’ and neither is close to resolution); : : T ‘
. Ed

e provision of data (by the statistical system) that clearly separates services for handicapped children
from services provided children receiving special services for other reasons; e.g., delinguency, gifted

s+ or talented, pregnancyYetc. (overlap among these groups and the handicapped further compounds
this problem); ¢ L ) o “

- e cémparability of financial records fot education of the handicapped provided by the statistical sys-
tem with records kept for education of nonhandicapped children; - i

. commensurability of cost of developing and operating the statistical system with financial resources
available to the Federal Government and 10 the Stz’:tes thatwant the data. ‘ ’
Three kinds of proposals have been advanced for such a nationally urjiform statistical system: a student
unit record system, program accounting for the education of the handicapped, and general purpose statistical sys-
tems providing partial data. Each of these is discussed in turn; : :
, - Student unit record system: Such’systems have been proposed to get annual reports on the number of )
.handicapped children receiving services or to get estimates of the number of children requiring services.

- All but one of the proposals for such a student-based unit record system seek either the derivation ? prev-
alence rates for the handicapped or the introduction of a national diagnostic program to uncover all handicapped
children in the public schools, especially those children not administratively designated as handicapped. Only
‘one of these proposals seeks the collection of the financial data required for an excess cost analysis. The excep-
tional proposal, a system submitted to the State of Illinois, is sufficiently unconventional to require extensive
testing o relate i.ts' concepts to more conventional cost categories. Also, all'systems based upon pupil unit

 record systems are exceedingly expensive. - - . ‘ ‘ C

'

N B ¢ 25




The one gxisting student unit record system implemented at the State level is now undergoingextensive '
auditing to assess its reliability. While indications are that this system is effective in reimbursing LEA’s for pro-
grams benefiting handicapped children, there are only 26 units reporting information to the SEA, and its useful-
ness may be due to that factor alone. In addition, the elimination of tradjtional categories of classifying handi-

_capped children jn this system (this reduces the number of data elementslollected) would preclude its adoption
a on a national scale or its use as the basis of dn excess-cost model until substantive consensus on labeling and
' diagnosis problems has been reached. -

~ In the short run, this approach to developing an excess-cost model for the handicapped is probably unfeas-
ible, in view of (1) the large number of pupils in over 16,000 LEA’s (if a national system is contemplated). and
" (2) the extensive development costs of data-ccliection instruments that could produce results with known and
acceptable reliability and validity. -

Program accounting systems: If States and LEA’s kept careful program accounts for education of the
handicapped, including the necessary financial data,* the basic data for an excess cost analysis would be imme-
diately available. In several months the initial results from the Common Core of Data assessment will be available,
and more precise estimates on impicmentation costs for 10 or morc States can be made availabie to the Subcom-  ©
mitgee. At this time, it appears that most financial and staff data are generally available, program and student data .
are more difficult to identify, and comparisons between any two types of data are difficult to make aven within
States. The director of one large State’s statistical office estimated to NCES that program accounting in his State
would require a full-time staff in each school in the State to collect the data and an expense of several billion dollars
to install and operate. Even if this estimate is unreasonably high, it is clear that massive resources and a number of
years would be required for implementation and that this me thod would notppfovide, in the near future, the infor-
mation on excess costs of educating the handicapped. P .

.

. Zudirect systems: If student unit record systems and: program accounting are exceedingly expensive.and
require considerable development and implementation costs, som¢ kind of indirect approach, producing at rela-
tively low cost reliable data for approximating excess costs, may be feasible.” -

The limitations of indirect systems are that they assume ruch about the structure of excess costs and may ¢
not identify every cost element of educating handicapped children. However, a federally initiated indirectcollec-
tion system would have the following advantages: v '

¢ |t is amenable to national standardization and comparability.

e [t is most probably acceptable to the States and localities as a modification ot the curfent statistical
program maintained by many of them. ' i ’

e Its deveiopment costs and operation are relatively low, even in providing State-by-State estimates.

s 1n addition to the data on educaticn of the handicapped, it would be possible,.at the same time and
at very little marginal cost, to acquire idenfical program data for any or all other programs: bilingual
__education, compensatory education, vocational educatiorn, and even such specialties as art and music.

" As a result, the cost of data for any-ene-program (e.g., handicapped education) would be relatively
small. u . :

4

If it is accepted that salaries constitute the major portion of expenditures for education of the handicapped
and that adequate information is available for developing distribution formulas, then a survey could be developed

* :cuo details in Handbook 11 revised, of the State Education Records and Reports Series, Financial Accounting (Classifications

and Standard Terminology fof Local and State School Systems), DHEW Publication Number (OE) 73-11800.
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of teachers and other professu)nal staif, and relevant nonprofessionals to obtain salary data and data on assngn
ment(s) and the special student groups with which they. work. This general type of survey was used b¥ New York
State and Kentucky to provide data for this speciai nine-State survey. Developing, lmplementmg, and operating .
such’ a biennial staff survey would require an estimated $500,000 annually at current costs. However, such a sur-
vey would provide only a partion of the infermation requested by the Subc,omnuttee and as additional types of
information (currently not ¢ollected by States) are sought cost estimates increase rapidly. In addition, an indirect
survey conducted by the Federal Government would neither act as'a mechanism for identifying all unserved chil-

stramts are sizable, it is believed that short of nationally uniform program accounting throughout the States, such

dren on a national basis nor hasten equalization of financing of education for the handicapped among the States—
’r,a survey would produce the best possible estimates of the excess costs of educating handlcapped children.

, two primary purposes of the advocates of student unit record and program accounting systems. While these con-
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APPENDIX A

LETTER FROM THE COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND LABOR
OF THE U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
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- ‘ 1

Dr. John R. Otting ‘ _
Commissioner of Education :
Office of Education

4181-D FOB 6

40O Maryland Avenue, S. Wi -

Washington, D, C. 20202

Dear Dr. Ottina:

" As you know, the Select Subcommittee on Education is presently
conducting hearings on H,R. 70 and related bills which would provide
. federal payments to cover the sxcess costs of educating handicapped
» children. In order that we might hgve complete and accurate
information upon which the Congress can make rational and objective .
judgments, we would ask to ngz Lhe resources of the Office of Education
to proviide the following information as expeditiously as possible,

QUESTICNS
A. SALARIES

1. (a) What is the average regular classroom teacher's salary
(eletientary and secondary) in each state?
(b) What is the average saliry for special educution teachers.

in each s&g%e? '
2, Wiich states

2 pay solary differentials to gpecial education
tauchers and wvhat is the bacis on which each state pays them?

.
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.

3, What are the average galaries in each of the states for
each of the following categories of specialists providing
‘instructional support to handicapped children?

(a) speech therapists

(b) psychologists

(c) educational diagnosticians .
e~ (d) social woikers ’

(e) physical therapists .

(f) occupational therapists

(¢) any other categories

4, (a) Which states have legislation which provides
‘non-professional personnel (aides)? . -
(b) What are the average salaries in each of the states for
_non-professional personnel (aides) within the special
education systen? ’

5., How does each state list categories-of“peréonnel for its
special education systems and now many individuals are there
in each of these categories in each state?

B, CHILDREN SERVED

1, How many children are receiving educational services in each
state, regardless of the public agency providing such services

. (e.g. Department of Education, Department of Mental Health,

. Department of Welfare, etc.), in each of the following
disability categories: ‘

(a) the scvere and profoundly retardsd
(b) the trainable mentally retarded : :
(c) the educable mentally retarded
(d) hard of hearing

(e) deaf

(f) speech impaired

(g) visually impaired

) emotionally disturbed

) learning disabled

) orthopedically handicapped

) multiply handicapped

) other health impa%red
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‘ 2 In eath ofithe states, how many handlcapped chlldren are

being served in each of the following spe01al educatlon
program components

(a) egular class with spe01al consultant

(b) regular class with itinerant teacher

(¢) resource room -

(d) part-time special education class

(e) full-time special education class

(f) special day school

(g) homebound 2

(h) residential school:

(i) hospital . ) ) .

3 In each state, how many chlldren are not rece1V1ng educatlonal

services in each of the dlsablllty categorles cited in
questlon B-17 ;

TOTAL COSTS.

¢

1. In each state, what is the total pubiic cost for the education,
of handicapped children‘in each of the disability categories

cited in B-17

2. In each state, what is the total public cost for the edircation
of handicapped children in each disability category in each
of the special education program components cited in question B-27

3. In each state, what is the totdl public cost'for the education
of handicapped children for each of the disability categories

“in each of the following cost areas:

(a) Instruction
: Teachers
Teacher Aides
(vb) Instructional Support
Support, Equipment, and Materials
Guidance and Counsaling .

Other, such as speech therapis%s, social works, etc.
) P P S )

(c) Management
Administration
Clerical and Secretarial
(d) Transportation ) ’
(e) Services
Health
N ) Food _
(f) Institutional Operations y
Operation and liaintenance
Fringe Benefits
Other

o
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Dr. John R, Ottina -4 March 13, 197k

4. In each state, what are the total public costs for the
education of non-handicapped children in each of the same
cost’ categories cited in question C-37

5. In each state, what is the per pupil excess cost for the
education of handicgpped children over the cost for the
education of non-handicapped children in each of the
disability categorigs for each of the cost categor1es°

6. Define excess cost flor each of the disability categories

in each of the states (i;e. wnat is the composition of that
excess cost)?

7. .Recommend excess cos} cate gories and what °houLd be thc
~ parameters of such ¢ tegoL1°s°

3. Since states reimburse | 10ﬂal school \districts in many ways
(unit funding, strai ht sum, excess gost, ete. ), please
detail Ffor the Committer how each” state's reimbursement
mechanism works and e'plaln whether»it is possible based
upon Uthe various fund ng reimbursement mechanisms to

_ determine trues exczss cHsts.. S

We appreciate the cooper§t¢on of tha Departmcnt in this mattar

and offer whatever 2ssistance ﬂhat we can provide in _answering these
guestions. Thank you. \4 . -

9 ’ *
\g Sincerely yours, .

NAS w H. QUIE
mbar of C?ngress mber of Congress

A
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QUESTIONNAIRE SUBMITTED TO SURVEYED STATES:
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State
. Number of persons, FTE’s of total pérsqps, and aggregate salaries of professional staff serving the handiéapped in local public
_sqhools and other local and state operated facilities, school year 1972-73. : . .
/ Position to be.recorded in this table: SPEC%AL'EDUCATION TEACHERS
Secondary classification for data to be recorded in this table: NONE ’
Instructions: 1. Indicaie by an “X** each datum not available.
2. The (unduplicated) total row below may not equal the sum of thedetail. , —
3. Please attach to this table explanations of special circumstances necessary to interpret the data.
- SPECIAL EDUCATION TEACHERS FTE's! of .
. o L - Aggregate
Type of handicapped pupil total persons expenditures
taught or served ; Total : ) (if data are t.(': salaries
i -time available
e Full-time Part-time ) )
\\ TOTAL (Unduplicated . . ’
count of persons in Sy
position)
N SEVERELY/PROFOUNDLY : ,
- RETARDED .
TRAINABLE MENTALLY
RETARDED
- ° £
i EDUCABLE MENTALLY
RETARDED
o EMOTIONALLY DISTURBED ’ -
LEARNING DISABLED - ' ‘ . ~
e . . ) £ .
SPEECH IMPAIRED ‘
- ; 5
HARD OF HEARING : . ., ,] . ,
- . R !
DEAF B e -
PARTIALLY SIGHTED . B Ao
- - y v : B
L9
BLIND A —
" » ’ . . . Ty A
ORTHOPEDICALLY Y : : '
HANDICAPPED , ) : : .
| MULTIPLE HANDICAFPED B .
> “ ae
- ) . L & + )
. OTHER HEALTH IMPAIRED
- - . . ? ]
| 1/ Full-time equivalents of total persons is the total of full-time persons and the full-time equivalents of part-time persons.
Q . »

RIC - Y
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S}ate { : ' .
Number of persons, FTE's of total persons, and aggregate salaries of professional sté;ff sérving the handica_ppéd in local public
schools and other local and state operated faciiities, school year l972-7§._ ) :

Position to be recorded in this table: SPECIAL EDUCATION TEACHERS
vSeoondz;i'y classification for data to be recorded in this table: CERTIFIED IN SPECIAL EDUCATION
Inﬁructiohs: 1. Indicate by an “X” each datum not available.

2. The (unduplicated) total row below may not equal the sum of the detail.
3. Please attach to this table explanations of special circumstances necessary to interpret the data,

*

FTE’s! of

Type of handicapped pupil

" taught or served

SPECIAL EDUCATION TEACHERS

Total

Full-time Part-time

total persons
(if data are
a\!nihble)

Aggregate
expenditures
for salaries

ERIC

GO A .7 provided by exic [l

| DEAF - ' o ’ ; ' / -

-

persons

TOTAL (Unduplicated L K
count of persons in .
position) .

SEVERELY/PROFOUNDLY .
RETARDED : ; .

W N - -

TRAINABLE MENTALLY . -
RETARDED ' :

-EDUCABLE MENTALLY :
RETARDED , ' K

W

EMOTIONALLY DISTURBED . ’

LEARNING DISABLED ’ - S ~' .
c 5

SPEECH IMPAIRED

HARD OF HEARING T -

| PARTIALLY SIGHTED

7

BLIND

. ORTHOPEDICALLY
HANDICAPPED

MULTIPLE MNDIQWED

OTHER HEALTH IMPAIRED o /
b

AN p
.1/ Full-time equivalents of total persons is the total of full-time persons and the full-time equivalents of part-time persons,

N

A2l




g
- State

4

- Number of persons, FTE’s of total persons, and aggregate salaries of professional staff serving the-handicapped in local public
schools and other local andystate operated facilities, school year 1972-73. I -

RS

&

Position to be recorded in“this table: SPECIAL EDUCATION TEACHERS N ‘*"';} R
Secondary classification for data to be recorded in this table: IN LOCAL EDUCATION AGENCIES PAYING SALARY
T : : DIFFERENTIALS TO SPECIAL EDUCATION TEACHERS
Instructions: - 1. Indicate by an “X” each datum not available. o - e
. 2. The (uhduplicated) total row below may uot equal the sum of the detail.
== 3. Please attach to this table explanations of special circumstances necessary to interpret the data.

. 3 SPECIAL EDUCATION TEACHERS |  prE's! of

) . . 3 Aggregate

L Type of handicapped pupil ~ ‘dsaare | cxpenditure

N taught or served Total ‘waiabie for il
, ol Y Fulltime | Part-time available) '

I3

- TOTAL (Unduplicated & .
count of persons in o '
position)

£ . ) o

SEVERELY/PROFOUNDLY - N
RETARDED - . ‘ o i

TRAINABLE MENTALLY : .
RETARDED

!
A

_ EDUCABLE MENTALLY ~ _ T
o RETARDED - - ~ : v : .

. _EMOTIONALLY DISTURBED e : -

LEARNING DISABLED

- ! 4 1]

SPEECH IMPAIRED -

HARD OF HEARING

DEAF

PARTIALLY SIGHTED

.

"BLIND .

ORTHOPEDICALLY ’ ) : ey
HANDICAPPED .

MULTIPLE HANDICAPPED , o :

OTHER HEALTH IMPAIRED |’ | R o |

“

1/ Full-time equivalents of total persons is the total of full-time persons and the full-time eduivalentg of pait-time persons, .-~
Q o i L R
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Aruitoxt provided by Eric

State -

-

* Number of persons, FTE's of total persons, and aggregate salaries of professional
sch901$ and otheT local and state operated ficilities, school year 1972-73,

- Position to berecorded in this table’:‘ SPEECH THERAPIS:[‘S

‘staff serving the handicapped in local public

Instructions: 1. Indicate by an “X;‘ each datum not available. : -
e 2. The (unduplicated) total row below may not equal the sum of the detail.
3. Please attach to this table explanations of special circumstances necessary to interpret the data. -
b L]
. SPEECH THERAPISTS : 1
. o g FTE's® of Aggregate
Type of handicapped Eup:l _ total persons expenditures '
. taught or served Total (if data are . for salaries
. . Y t ) ilable
. persons Full-time Part-time - availa )

TOTAL (Unduplicated -
count of persons in
-position)

SEVERELY/PROFOUNDLY
RETARDED

TRAINABLE MENTALLY
RETARDED e :

EDUCABLE MENTALLY
RETARDED

-

.- * B
EMOT’IONALLY DIS:[‘URBED

LEARNING DISABLED

SPEECH IMPAIRED

»

.HARD OF HEARING

DEAF -
———

N

PARTIALLY SIGHTED

BLIND

S

ORTHUOPEDICALLY
HANDICAPPED

MULTIPLE HANDICAPPED

OTHER HEALTH IMPAIRED

1/ Full-time equivalents of total persons is the total of full-time pérsohs and the full-time equivalents of part-time pgl;sons.‘

”~
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

- Instructions:

Statc’f ‘> -

Number of persone, FTE’s of total persons, and aggregate salaries of professional staff serving the&handicapped in local public
sthools and other local and state operatred facilities, school year 1972-73,

Position to be recorded in this table: PSYCHOLOGISTS .

» -

~

1. Indicate by an **X” each datum not available.
* 2. The (unduplicated) total row below may not equa

| the sum of the detail.
3. Please attach to this table explanations of special gircums’ganocs necessary to interpret the data.

.
_ Type of handicapped pupil
tag;ht or served -

PSYCHOLOGISTS

Total é

persons

Full-time

Part-time

FTE’s' of
total persons_
(if data are
available)

Aggregate
, expenditures
for salaries

TOTAL (Unduplicated
count of persons in 'y

poxition) ‘ \3 .

T

SEVERELY/PROFOUNDLY
RETARDED

TRAINABLE MENTALLY
RETARDED

EDUCABLE MENTALLY
RETARDED

EMOTIONALLY DISTURBED

LEARNING DISABLED

SPEECH IMPAIRED

HARD OF HEARING

DEAF

e
PARTIALLY SIGHTED

BLIND

A

ORTHOPEDICALLY
HANDICAPPED

MULTIPLE HANDICAPPED

o

OTHER HEALTH IMPAIRED

1/ Full-time equivalents of total persons is the total of fulltime persons and the full-time equivalents of part-time persons.
\ _ A .
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

State

Numbser of persons, FTE’s of total persons, and aggregate salaries of professional staff servmg the handlcapped in local public
schools and other local and state operated facilities, school year 1972-74.

»

. Position to be recorded in this tablp: EDUCATIONAL DIAGNOSTICIAN§ .

~

/

Instructions: 1. Indicate by an “X” ¢ach datum not available.
2. The (unduplicated) total row below may not equal the sum of the detail.
3.—Please attach to this table explanations of special circumstances necessary to interpret the data.

EDUCATIONAL DIAGNOSTICIANS FTE's! of

Type of handicapped pupil
taught or served

b

Total

Fulltime

Part-time

total persons

(if data are
available)

-

Aggregate
expenditures
for salaries

persons

TOTAL (Unduplicated
count of persons in
position)

SEVERELY/PROFOUNDLY -
RETARDED i o : ,

TRAINABLE MENTALLY
RETARDED

EDUCABLE MENTALLY ¥
RETARDED .

EMOTIONALLY DISTURBED

LEARNING DISABLED '

SPEECH IMPAIRED

HARD OF HEARING

DEAF

PARTIALLY SIGHTED .

' BLIND .

ORTHOPEDICALLY |
HANDICAPPED

MULTIPLE HANDICAFPED

OTHER HEALTH IMPAIRED '

¥
. » *

1/ Full-time eq'uivalehts‘ of total persons is the total of full-time persons and the fﬁll—time'equivalents of part-time persons.
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o State__ : ' ' . _ ' -

Number of persons, FTE’s of total persons, and aggregate salaries of professional staff serving the handicapped in local public
schools and other local and state operated facilities, school year 1972-73. :

Position to be recorded in this table: .SOCIAL WORKERS

Instructions: 1. Indicate by an “X” each datum not available.. .
2. The (unduplicated) total row below may not equal the sum of the detail.
3. Please attach to this table explamations of special circumstances necessary to interpret the data.

te

Type of ﬁandicapped pupil
taught or served

SOCIAL WORKERS

Total

f"ull-ﬁme»

¢
Part-time

T

FTEs! of
total persons
(if data are
available)

Aggregate
expenditures
for salaries

persons

TOTAL (Unduplicated
count of persons in
position)

SEVERELY/PROFOUNDLY
RETARDED

TRAINABLE MENTALLY
RETARDED

EDUCABLE MENTALLY ' N 1
_ RETARDED S .

’

odn

EMOTIONALLY DISTURBED 1. .

LEARNING DISABLED . . -

SPEECH IMPAIRED

HARD OF HEARING , : e V ‘

DEAF

PARTIALLY SIGHTED

L - | BLIND. ' ‘ .

ORTHOPEDICALLY -
HANDICAPPED

-

I
MULTIPLE HANDICAPPED

i
OTHER HEALTH IMPAIRED

1/ Full-time equivalents of total persons is the total of full-time persons and the full-time equivalents of part-time persons.

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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State ‘ ) )

Number of persons, FTE’s of total persons, and aggregate salaries of professional staff serving the handicapped in local public
schools and other local and state operated facilities, school year 1972-73, .. %

Position to be recorded in this table: OCCUPATIONAL THERAPISTS

.

Instructions: 1. Indicate by an ‘X"’ each datum not available.
2. The (unduplicated) total row below may not equal the sum of thc detail.
3. Please attach to this table explanations of special circumstances necessary to interpret the data,

OCCUPATIONAL THERAPISTS FTEs! of

Type of handicapped pupil - | __ - total persons expendi'::u
taught or served - Total ' o (fdataare’ e “p aries
o ) ' o, | Fultime | Part-time available) '

» i -

TOTAL (Unduplicated
. count of persons in
. position)

SEVERELY/PROFOUNDLY | ’ ' o
RETARDED ~

TRAINABLE MENTALLY
RETARDED

EDUCABLE MENTALLY i
RETARDED . . ) .

o EMOTIONALLY DISTURBED | . ‘ m ,

LEARNING DISABLED

SPEECH IMPAIRED

*HARD OF HEARING

>

DEAF

PARTIALLY SIGHTED

BLIND

ORTHOPEDICALLY
HANDICAPPED _ , oo .

MULTIPLE HANDICAPPED _ . s

OTHER HEALTH IMPAIRED .

1/ Full-time equivalents of total persons is the total of full-time persons and the full-time equivalents of part-time persons.

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:




State

.

Number of p;:rsons, FTE’s of total persons, and aggregate salaries of professional staff serving the handicapped

s;hools and other local and state operated faciliti@s, school year 1972-73.

Position to be recorded in this tablé: PHYSICAL THERAPISTS

Instructions:

1. Indicite by an “X” each datum not available.
2. The (unduplicated) total row below may
3. Please attach to this table explanations o

'

!

not equal the sum of the detail.
f special circumstances necessary to interpret the data.

in local public

Type of handicapped pupil
taught or served

PHYSICAL THERAPISTS .

Total

" persons

Full-time

Part-time

FTE's! of
total persons
(if data are
available)

- Aggregate '
expenditures
for salaries

TOTAL (Unduplicated
count of persons in
potition)

-

a

[y

RETARDED

SEVERELY/PROFOUNDLY _. --

TRAINABLE MENTALLY
" RETARDED

EDUCABLE MENTALLY -
RETARDED

° EMOTIONALLY DISTURBED

LEARNING DISABLED

SPEECH IMPAIRED

HARD OF HEARING *

J

'DEAF

PARTIALLY SIGHTED

BLIND

ORTHOPEDICALLY
HANDICAPPED

MULTIPLE HANDICAPPED

OTHER HEALTH IMPAIRED

1/ Full-timg equivalents of total pefsom is

Pl
[

the total of full-time persons and the full-time equivalents of part-time persons.
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State

Number of persons, FTE’s of total persons, and aggregate salaries of professional‘staff serving the handicapped in local public
schools and other local and state operated facilities, school year 1972-73.

Position to be recorded in this table: ADMINISTRATIVE STAFF - -

Instructions: 1. Indicate by an “X’’ each datum not available. €
2. The (unduplicated) total row below may not equal the sum of the detail. ¢
3. Please attach to this table explamations of special circumstances necessary to interpret the dafa.

‘ § ADMINISTRATIVE STAFF FTE's! of ‘
Type of handicapped pupil _ "] - total persons ex‘ pmdwl‘:‘::“
taught or served - Tot;i . ) (if data are for salaries
. e ilabl s
e Fulltime Part-time |.  available)

TOTAL (Unduplicated -
count of persons in
posi}ion)

SEVERELY/PROFOUNDLY
RETARDED

TRAINABLE MENTALLY
RETARDED

EDUCABLE MENTALLY > }
RETARDED. : . )

EMOTIONALLY DISTURBED

LEARNING DISABLED

SPEECH IMPAIRED

HARD OF HEARING

DEAF

PARTIALLY SIGHTED

BLIND

ORTHOPEDICALLY -
HANDICAPPED

MULTIPLE HANDICAPPED

OTHER HEALTH IMPAIRED

1/ Full-time e"quihleqp of total persons is the total of full-time persons and the flz;time equivalents of part-time persons.
O ‘ , - L} . -

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:




State -
Number of persons, FTE's of f.é:tal persons, and aggregate salaries of professional staff serving the ‘handicapped in local public
schools and other local and state operated facilities, school year 1972-73.
Pasition to be recorded in this i_’able: OTHER PROFESSIONAL STAFF SERVING HANDICAPPED PUPILS (Specify) -~ ' ’
: . . .
Instructions: 1. Indicate by an “X” each datum not available. .
2. The (unduplicated) tofal row below may not equal the sum of the detail. -
3. Please attach to this table exphn_ations of special circumstances necessary to interpret the data.
OTHER PROFESSIONAL STAFF * ..
B : SERVING HANDICAPPED PUPILS FTE's! of
. Type of handicapped pupil (Spec:fy) total persons . e:w;?t::xeu
» taught or served Total ] (if data are fml ,
N fime M b . .
persons Full-time Part-time available)
‘ TOTAL (Unduplicated . - ' :
o count of persons in : .
O position) ) ’
SEVERELY/PROFOUNDLY o
RETARDED - ) R .
TRAINABLE MENTALLY ) .
RETARDED \ -
R : g
EDUCABLE MENTALLY )
RETARDED '
EMOTIONALLY DISTURBED i
LEARNING DISABLED - -
SPEECH IMPAIRED
HARD OF HEARING
DEAF
<
PARTIALLY SIGHTED
° BLIND
ORTHOPEDICALLY
HANDICAPPED
\
~ 3
MULTIPLE HANDICAPPED
OTHER HEALTH IMPAIRED
- S
) ' 1/ Full-time equivalents of totaf persons is the total of full-time-persons and the full-time equivalents of part-time persons.
\)‘ ’ e * !
ERIC - R
; . m ; {

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:




State ' . N

v Number of persons, FTE’s of tatal persons, and aggregate salaries of ~professiomxl staff serving the handicapped in local public
schools and other local and state operated facilities, school year 1972-33,

| Position to be recorded in this table: PARAPROFESSIONAL STAFF SERVING HANDICAPPED PUPILS -

Instructions: 1. Indicate by an “X” each datum not available, .

2. The (unduplicated) total row below may not equal the sum of the detail,
‘ 3, Please attach to this table explanations of special circumstances necessary to interpret the data, -
}
}

PARAPROFESSIONAL STAFF

. 1
SERVING HANDICAPPED PUFILS FTE's® of Aggre
. A total persons pate

Type of handicapped pupii !
. taught or served , Totd (if data are expenditares .
e w e Full-time Part-time |  available) ] " - &

o

TGTAL (Unduplicated )
count of persons in ‘ T -
position)

SEVERELY/PROFOUNDLY : ,
RETARDED - ) .

TRAINABLE MENTALLY _ " ’ .
RETARDED P "

EDUCABLE MENTALLY
RETARDED - ' . . ,

EMOTIONALLY DISTURBED

LEARNING DISABLED

SPEECH IMPAIRED e

HARD OF HEARING

DEAF -

JPARTIALLY SIGHTED

BLIND

ORTHOPEDICALLY
HANDICAPPED

MULTIPLE HANDICAFPED

OTHER HEALTH IMPAIRED

1/ Full-time equivalents of total persons is the total of full-time persons and the full-time equivalents of part-time persons.

ERI!

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:




~' | \,
. . . L E AN
L : 3 \,
State - i h .
Number of persons, FTE’s of total persons, and aggregate salaries of profcﬁionafl and nonprofcisional staff serving regular pupils
in local public schools and other local and state operated facilities, by position, school year 1972-73,

Instructions: 1. Indicate by an “X” each datum not available:

2. The (unduplicated) total row below may not equal the sum of the detail,

3 11
3. Please attach to this table explenations of special circumstances necessary to interpret the data,
- B o “

P
Type of position

Namwer of persons in, posifion‘

| ¥TE's! of Ag
. - 0 total persons -
Total L ) (if data are expe
persons : Full-time Part-time
TOTAL (unduplicated count

of persons in professional
positions

z
\
.

{

TEACHERS OF REGULAR PUPILS

gare

itures
available) . for sajaries
N «

SOCIAL WORKERS

COUNSELORS

ADMINISTRATIVE STAFF

a2
OTHER PROFESSIONAL STAFF
(specify)

-

OTHER PROFESSIONAL STAFF
(specify)

OTHER PROFESSIONAL STAFF
(specify)

OTHER PROFESSIONAL STAFF
(specify)

PARAPROFESSIONALS

©

1/ Full-time equivélents\o{total persons is the total of full-time persons and the full-time éq_uivalcnts of part-time persons.

wr
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&

Other statistics of regular pupils in locally and state operated public schools and institutions, school yeal

-

. =
1972-1973.

hY .
- . .
T Pupil membership in schools ind insti;gutions operated by
local education,agencies, intermediate units, and State ‘
agencies, school year 1972-1973, (Exclyde handicapped
pupils) . . . ' 2
- "l ;’: } -
/ , - , .
Expendiiures dl{ring s¢hooi year 1972-1973 for transportation, '
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State

t .
]

Expenditures for transportation and for special supplies, materials, and equipment for handicapped pupils, 1972-1973.

Instructions: 1. Indicate by an “X” each datum not available. X
2. Please attach to this table explanations of special circumstances necessary to interpret this statistical -
report. - ¢

Special supplies,

Type of Handicap Transportation materials, and equipment

.

TOTAL EXPENDITURES

o — P ™

: SEVERELY AND . .
PROFOUNDLY . -
RETARDED pe

. TRAINABLE
MENTALLY : .
RETARDED : ;

EDUCABLE / : , A
MENTALLY +
RETARDED

EMOTIONALLY _ .
DISTURBED

-~

‘ LEARNING - -
DISABLED

”/ SPEECH
d ] IMPAIRED

HARD OF ¥ .
/ HEARING . ,

DEAF . ’ - ‘ e -

PARTIALLY - , 5;
SIGHTED ‘ ; .

BLIND

ORTHOPEDICALLY ; o
HANDICAPPED s -

MULTIPLE o J
HANDICAPPED - ,

OTHER HEALTH
IMPAIRED g

" | " 9t




RIC

B A i Text Provided by ERIC

State

Expendltures for handicapped pupnls in programs in relmbursed public, nonpubhc and out-of-State special schools and institu-

tions, ]97”-73

Instructions: l Indjcate by.an “X" each datum not available.

r

. Please attach to this table explanations of special circumstances nsccssary to interpret this statlstlcal report.

1
"Type of Qandicap

Total
reimbursed
expenditures|

(a)

Reimbursed
tuition
expenditures
(educational)2

(b)

Reimbursed
therapeutic
expenditures3

(c)

AR

Reimbursed
room and 1

.+ board

expenditqres“
d)=>

TOTAL
EXPEND'ITURES{

SEVERELY AND
PROFOUNDLY
RETARDED

TRAINABLE
MENTALLY
RETQRDED'

EDUCABLE
MENTALLY
RETARDED

EMOTIONALLY
DISTURBED

LEARNING
DISABLED

SPEECH-
IMPAIRED

HARD OF
HEARING

DEAF

PARTIALLY
SIGHTED

BLIND

HANDICAPPED

MULTIPLE
) HANDICAPPED

OTHER HEALTH
. IMPAIRED

ORTHOPEDICALLY

1/ Total is the sum of columns (b), (¢), and (d).

2/ Typically reimbursed bv the State Education Agency (

expense.

[ 4

-

%LEA). ’Often,-thc institution bills the SEA (LEA)Yor a tuition

3/ Includes physical therapy, psychotherapy, occupational therapy, social services etc., when provided by the reimbursed

mstltutlon regardless of the State agency which reimburses such costs.

4/ Typically for children in a residential institution,.regardless of thc State agency which reimburses such costs.

5

Y
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ERIC

BA FuiiText Provided by ERIC

- locally operated special schools, spemal
school year 1972- 1973

State

Number of pupils recsiving special irist

-

ruction or services and number diagnosed but not receiving services in local public schools,
mhoqﬁls operated by mtcrmcdmtc units, and State-operated special schools or institutions,

’

Total
diagnosed

Type of handicap
. pupils

T

. Number of pupils receiving

speual instruction or_services
(scparatc {special] classes, special
instruction by regular classroom teachers
and individualized special instruction or
dssistance by specialized
pmfcssxonal personnel)

Number of pupils who were
diagnosed but not receiving services
(on waiting list for semce' or did not
receive service for other reasons)

Total number of
handicapped pupils

Severely and
;pmfoundly retarded

' ~

Triinablc mentally
retarded

Educable mentally
retarded

Emotionally
disturbed

Learning
disabled .

Speech
. impaired

Hard of
hearing

ket

! {

i| Deaf

i | Partially
I'| sighted

Blind A

Orthopedically
handicapped

Multiple
handicapped

Other health
imppired

C

Notes:

. Indicate by an “X” data not avmlablc
2 Plcasc attach to this table explanation of sp

*

GPO 889-4410

ecial circumstances necessary to interprgthc data.




