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ABSTRACT

In 1999, Illinois enacted its tuition tax credit law, which
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tuition scholarship programs. Recent data suggest that the Illinois tax
credit program is benefiting middle- and upper-class families more than
disadvantaged students and families. This paper examines how the Illinois law
works, describes the Illinois tax credit debate, and focuses on who benefits
and who gets hurt. It concludes that by enacting tuition tax credits,
Illinois has severely short-changed its low-income public schools and their
students. At-a time when the state's tax collections have been severely
reduced by the nation's economic slowdown, diverting $61 million (in 2000)
through tuition tax credits, with similar or greater costs foreseeable each
year thereafter, only adds further strain to Illinois' public schools.
Research indicates that this effect is not unique to Illinois, and Illinois'
experience reinforces conclusions reached by the People for the American Way
Foundation and others that such tax credits primarily benefit wealthier
citizens, do not help poor families, and undercut states' abilities to target
needed resources to help raise student achievement in less affluent public
schools. (Contains 50 endnotes.) (SM)
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An Overview
he Illinois Legislature enacted its tuition tax credit law in 1999. While tuition tax
credit laws in other states provide tax credits to businesses and/or individuals that
contribute to tuition "scholarship" programs, the Illinois law offers tax credits to
taxpayers whose own children are attending school. Yet, in enacting this law, Illinois was
not breaking new ground.

T

Indeed, tuition tax credits are not new. Since 1972, in fact, there have been 12 attempts to
secure voter approval of tuition tax credit or school voucher referenda that would enable
public tax dollars to subsidize private and parochial education. Voters have defeated every
one of these referendausually by overwhelming margins.'
Recently, tuition tax credits have gained new interest and attention, as some proponents have
suggested that tuition tax credits are a viable alternative to more controversial voucher
programs.2 Other supporters view tax credits as a complement to vouchers. Florida Gov. Jeb
Bush has successfully pushed for the enactment of both voucher and tax credit programs.
The president of the pro-voucher Children First America recently saluted the work of the
Arizona legislator who sponsored the state's tuition tax credit law.3

Tuition tax credit advocates have responded to defeats at the polls by focusing their efforts on
state legislatures. As their model, many proponents have cited the Arizona tuition tax credit
law, which allows taxpayers to receive credits for contributing to private voucher funds for
other parents' children.4 Lisa Graham Keegan, who was the state's superintendent of public
instruction at the time, hailed the 1997 law for being "responsive to the needs of
disadvantaged students and their families."5
Within the past year, however, two analyses have found that the Arizona law
disproportionately benefits wealthier families, including many parents whose children were
already enrolled in private schools.6 According to The Arizona Republic, when confronted
with these findings, a spokesperson for the pro-tax credit Goldwater Institute said that
helping poor kids really wasn't the purpose of the tuition tax credit law; it was just a way to
get the law passed. Goldwater's Darcy Olsen was unusually candid. "Has it only helped
[poor families] more than moderate and wealthy families? Probably not," she told the
newspaper. "If it was sold that way, it's only an angle."7
Arizona is not the only state in which tuition tax credit supporters have used this "angle" to
help garner support for this approach. This is also how supporters pitched the 2001
Pennsylvania law that offers tax credits to businesses contributing to private-school tuition
funds.8 Just last month, however, an analysis of the Pennsylvania law concluded that middleand upper-income families are receiving the lion's share of tax-credit dollars through privateschool tuition assistance.9
In spite of differences in how Illinois' tuition tax credit law is structured, recently available
state data indicates that the Illinois tax-credit program is having a very similar impact.1° A
closer examination of the Illinois tuition tax credit law reveals why this is so.
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How the Illinois Law Works
As noted earlier, the Illinois tax credit law is distinct from the Arizona or Pennsylvania laws
because the Illinois law provides benefits to taxpayers for their own children's school
expenses.
Illinois' law allows parents to claim a tax credit on tuition, books and lab fees at public,
private and parochial schools. Taxpayers can annually claim a 25 percent credit on qualified
educational expenses they incur over and above $250, up to a maximum of $500 per family."
In order to claim the maximum credit of $500, parents would therefore have to spend $2,250
on qualified educational expenses. To claim a $100 credit, parents have to spend $650 on
qualified educational expenses. Tax credits can be claimed for any full-time student enrolled
in a K-12 school, who is a resident of Illinois and is under 21 years of age.I2
While the Illinois law is written to potentially benefit taxpayers whose children attend public
schools, a closer look reveals that, in practice, public school parents receive very little in the
form of tax credits. Since only private schools charge tuitionwhich can be a significant
expensethe tax credit serves primarily as a reward for
Illinois parents with children in private schools. Indeed, the
When the Illinois
law's inclusion of public schools may simply have served as
tuition tax credit
the "spoonful of sugar" that helped "the medicine go down."

The Tax-Credit Debate in Illinois
When the Illinois tuition tax credit program was first
proposed, critics charged that such tuition tax credits would
benefit higher-income families whose children were already
attending private and parochial schools. Opponents also
voiced concern that such a program would decrease already
limited resources available for public schools."

proposal was being
debated, one protax credit group
claimed the
measure's impact
"will be greatest on
families of modest
means..." Yet this
promise has not
been fulfilled.

Proponents claimed the tax credits would have the greatest
beneficial impact on poorer families, asserting that it would
provide them with a broader range of educational options and choices. The Institute for
Justice, a pro-tax credit organization, explained it this way: "The tax credit will make it easier
for ... all Illinois parents to send their children to the schools they believe will best meet their
children's needs. Its impact will be greatest on families of modest means, for whom an
additional $500, in many cases, will make the difference in being able to afford tuition at the
school of the parents' choice." [emphasis added]14

The facts, however, contradict proponents' claims. The overwhelming bulk of Illinois'
tuition tax credits have proven to be a windfall for middle- and upper-income families, while
low-income familieswho pay fewer taxesreceive little, if any, benefit from the credit.
Data has recently become available from the Illinois Department of Revenue concerning the
impact of the tax credit in 2000, its first full year of operation. In that year, tuition tax credits
cost the state more than $61 million. Of this amount, relatively few dollars (approximately
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$1.7 million) were directed to poor families. By contrast, nearly half of Illinois' tax-credit
benefits-46 percenthave gone to families earning over $80,000.15 In the meantime, the
tax credit law has depleted state funds, undercutting needed improvements that could raise
achievement among low-income and disadvantaged students.
At a time when state budgets in Illinois and across the country are constrained by a sluggish
economy, many public schools are being forced to limit spending on critical education
programs, including teacher and staff development, class-size reduction, bilingual education
and special education programs. Instead of providing public schools with adequate resources
to support and strengthen these and other programs, tax credits like Illinois' offer millions of
dollars in a back-door tax cut to a relative handful of wealthier taxpayers, while penalizing
lower-income parents and the public schools.

The Illinois Law: Who Really Benefits
Data released from the Illinois Department of Revenue for the first year that the tuition tax
credit was available (2000) reveals that the state's education tax credit is regressive,
benefiting many more middle- and upper-income families than those with incomes less than
$20,000. (This figure is used as a benchmark since it is only slightly higher than the federal
poverty line for a family of four: $18,100.)16 For example, taxpayers earning more than
$80,000 annually claimed 46 percent of the entire $61 million credit amount in 2000, or
$28.2 million. Taxpayers earning $60,000 or more claimed almost two-thirds of the total
credit. On the other hand, less than 3 percent of the total credit was claimed by taxpayers
making less than $20,000 a year (see table below).17
In the year 2000, less than one half of I percent of all Illinois taxpayers earning less than
$20,000 claimed a tax credit under the state law. This income group received a total credit
amount of $1.7 million. By contrast, almost 13 percent of all taxpayers making more than
$60,000 claimed the credit, costing some $40 million (see table).18

Fiscal Impact of Illinois Education Tax Credit, 2000
Adjusted Gross Income

Total Cost

Number of Taxpayers
Taking the Credit

Below $20,000
$20,000-$40,000
$40,000-$60,000
$60,000-$80,000
Above $80,000

$1,777,291
$8,478,316
$10,854,014
$11,933,038
$28,190,366
$61,233,025

9,402
25,282
30,032
31,523
69,542
165,781

Totals:

Source: Illinois Department of Revenue and Research, June 2002. (Adjusted gross income is the figure
reported on state income tax returns.)

In short, taxpayers claiming a tax credit who earned more than $80,000 received nearly 16
times more benefits than those earning less than $20,000. The few taxpayers using the credit
whose incomes were below $20,000 received an average tax credit of only $189, while those
making more than $80,000 reaped an average benefit that was more than double: $405.19
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In addition, the $250 minimum expense requirement means that most families with children
in public schools will probably be ineligible for the credit. In a suit challenging the
constitutionality of the Illinois tax credit in the fall of 2000, the plaintiffs estimated that
public school students pay tuition, book fees and lab fees of less than $40 on average.20 For
example, in Joliet, a low-income school district, no families with children in public
elementary schools would have been eligible to receive the tax
credit because their public school expenses were too low. A
In the year 2000,
family would need three children in Joliet public high schools
taxpayers earning
in the same year just to reach the $250 threshold for minimum
more than $80,000
eligibility.21
claimed 46 percent
nearly half
Since wealthier families are more likely to send their children to
private schools, the $250 minimum expense requirement
of all tax credit
effectively tilts the distribution of tax credit dollars in favor of
dollars under
wealthier taxpayersand the private schools their children
the Illinois law.
attend.22 State Senator Dan Cronin, R-Elmhurst, who
That year, only
sponsored the law, acknowledged that the law would help the
a handful of low"non-public school system" remain "viable."23

income citizens
claimed a tax
credit.

Of the more than 323,000 K-12 students enrolled in Illinois
private schools, approximately two-thirds are in Catholic
schools.24 Not surprisingly, the Illinois Catholic Conference
lobbied heavily in favor of tax credits. In fact, Governor
George Ryan signed the bill into law in June 1999 at St. Stanislaus Kostka Catholic School in
Chicago, a not so subtle clue concerning the law's intentto primarily benefit private and
parochial schools.25
The Catholic Conference of Illinois has admitted that the tax credit particularly benefits those
students already enrolled in private schools and acts as an incentive for parents to keep their
children in private, religious schools. According to Joan McKinney, associate director for the
Catholic Conference of Illinois, the credit has not resulted in increased enrollment in Catholic
schools, but it "may keep people in [parochial] schools who may otherwise have left."26
To date, the average Illinois tax credit has amounted to approximately $369 per taxpayer. To
claim this credit, a parent would have to spend about $1,726 in educational expenses. As
previously stated, few public school expenses reach this level. Many private schools,
including Catholic schools, however, charge students tuition between $1,300 and $2,200 a
year.27

As a result, parents with children enrolled at such schools can easily take the maximum
amount of the tuition tax credit ($500) for their children's education expenses. Other private
schools located across the state charge an annual tuition of more than $5,300.28
Given that many parents with children in these schools would have enrolled their children in
private schools even without the credit, the tax credit effectively allows these parents to
subsidize a private school education with dollars that could otherwise have gone to public
schools or other state priorities.
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The Illinois Law: Who Gets Hurt
The nation's economic downturn has negatively affected Illinois' revenues during the current
fiscal year. This is forcing state officials to make deep cuts in services, lay off employees
and raise taxes in order to meet current and projected budget deficits. Instead of collecting an
expected $850 million in revenue growth in 2002, Illinois' state income tax collection was
reduced by $650 million compared to the previous year. This reduction represented the
largest state revenue loss in 50 years, creating a budget deficit of $1.5 billion.29
At such a time, diverting tax dollars from the state treasury through tax credits raises
particular concerns. Overall, Governor George Ryan and state legislators made
approximately $176 million in cuts to the elementary and secondary education budget in
order to balance the state budget for fiscal year 2003. In total, nearly $1 billion was cut from
the state budget to erase a $1.5 billion budget deficit.3° Funding cuts have dealt a blow to
reading programs, special education, early intervention, and other critical programs for at-risk
students. Moreover, this situation was worsened by the more than $61 million that Illinois
lost from the state treasury in the form of tuition tax credits.
Among the $176 million in state education cuts were the following:3I

General state aid was reduced by $111 million.
Early intervention was cut by $3 million.
Teacher training programs such as professional development and certification
renewal were reduced by approximately $3 million.
Special education services were cut by a total of $32.9 million.
Academic difficulty programs such as bilingual education, parental involvement and
extended programs were reduced by $10.8 million.
Student transportation declined by $8 million.
School safety and education improvement were reduced by $3 million.
Free and reduced price lunch program was cut by $758,000.
In the absence of the tuition tax credit law, more than one-third of the $176 million in K-12
budget cuts would have been unnecessary.

For example, facing a huge budget deficit that prompted a property tax increase, the Chicago
public schools have eliminated more than 370 administrative positions that oversee many
critical functions of the district, including procurement, purchasing, and the hiring of teachers
and other staff. Chicago public schools have also reduced the hearing budget for truant
students by $1 million and decreased a community-based tutoring program's staff from seven
employees to two.32

Similarly, by early summer, Wheaton-Warrenville District 200 was facing a proposed budget
deficit of more than $10 million as state funding decreased. Even though it has yet to finalize
its budget, the district's school board had already approved more than $1.6 million in cuts
taken from school supplies, teacher training and hiring of aides. Attempting to forestall more
cuts, the district also has increased fees for technology and driver's education classes.33
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Implications for Illinois' Future
In addition to budget problems made worse by a sluggish economy, Illinois faces other
challenges. The state ranks a dismal 49th out of 50 in providing public schools with
equitable funding.34 A recent study conducted by The Education Trust similarly found that
Illinois ranks 49th out of 50 states in providing tax dollars to schools with a high
concentration of low-income students. In fact, according to the group's analysis, schools
teaching the largest number of poor students in Illinois receive $2,060 less per student from
state and local government sources than schools with the fewest low-income students.35
Additionally, state legislators and Governor George Ryan have not increased per-pupil
spending for the 2003 budget cycle, instead choosing to maintain the current foundation
funding at $4,560 per pupil, forcing schools to once again rely on other sources to adequately
fund critical public education programs.36
These funding inequities promise to get worse as Illinois has shifted more of the burden of
funding public education to local taxpayers.37 As discussed above, in the final 2003 budget
(July 1, 2002 through June 30, 2003), Governor George Ryan and state legislators have
decreased general state aid to education by $111 million.38 Essentially, the state has
decreased its share of education costs from 33.5 percent in the current budget to 31.5 percent
in the 2003 budget.
State officials claim that an increase in federal allocations and
property taxes will ensure an increase in education revenues for
the following school year. However, federal allocations are
aimed at specific programs such as special education and
bilingual education, and at implementing the recently
reauthorized federal Elementary and Secondary Education Act.
Educators have suggested that any increase in local and federal
funds would be woefully inadequate to pay for the increasing
costs of teacher salaries, health care coverage for staff and other
expenses. 39

By embracing

tuition tax
credits, Illinois
is effectively
reallocating
education dollars
to middle- and
upper-income
students. This
reallocation

To offset the decline in state spending, Chicago-area taxpayers
comes at a time
could see a hike in property taxes to the maximum allowed by
when the state
law. In Chicago, a 3.8 percent hike in taxes would add $20 a
year to the tax bill of a home with a fair market value of
ranks 49th out
$100,000. This would generate approximately $57 million in
of 50 in funding
new tax dollars.° Yet many public school districts have
equity.
already relied heavily on tax increases as a means to offset the
significant drop in state funding. One such district is Springfield, where local property tax

revenuewhich pays for approximately 59 percent of its education budgethas risen for
each of the past five years to offset state funding reductions.4I

Even many school systems serving relatively affluent areas are taking it on the chin
financially. For example, DuPage County schools will lose $10.5 million in general state aid
and $3.3 million in special education funding. The county's largest school district, Indian
Prairie Unit District 204, will take the biggest hit, losing an estimated $7.7 million. State
officials hope that rising home values and economic growth, coupled with more federal
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money, will help offset the decrease from the state.42 Additionally, a flat per pupil
foundation level further exacerbates this disparity in school funding.43

These budgetary pressures.have a major impact on both teacher salaries and the teaching
conditions within school districts, restricting the ability of less affluent districts to attract and
retain a quality teaching force. The consequences are well documented.
In September 2001, the Chicago Sun-Times published a series of investigative reports on how
the city's poor, minority and low-scoring public schools are less likely to hire certified
teachers. In fact, such schools are five times more likely to employ teachers who have failed
at least one certification test.44 Similarly, according to a recent audit conducted by the

Chicago Board of Education, more than 900 teachersone in every fivedid not have full
certification to teach all their students. In the 81 probationary schools in Chicagothose
with the greatest need and lowest test scores-22 percent of teachers were not adequately
certified to teach their classes.45

The lack of qualified teachers and adequate funding has created an appalling achievement
gap between Illinois' low-income students and those who live in higher-income
neighborhoods. A recent state-commissioned study conducted by Northern Illinois
University's Glen McGee (formerly the state superintendent of schools) criticizes the current
state administration for not doing enough to help low-income schools. For example, last
year, only 40 percent of low-income third-graders scored at their grade level compared with
74 percent of higher-income students. In high schools, even fewer low-income students
less than a thirdmet reading standards compared with 63 percent of their higher-income
counterparts.46

While the $61 million diverted to tuition tax credits in 2000 would not have solved all these
problems, it could have helped Illinois target funding to low-income public school districts.
These additional funds would have been especially welcome at a time when a weak economy
is placing additional hardships on school districts across the state.

Conclusion
By enacting tuition tax credits, Illinois has severely short-changed its low-income public
schools and their students. At a time when the state's tax collections have been severely
reduced by the nation's economic slowdown, diverting $61 million in 2000 through tuition
tax credits, with similar or greater costs foreseeable each year thereafter, only adds further
strain to public schools across Illinois.

Even as the recently reauthorized federal Elementary and Secondary Education Act raises the
stakes much higher for the 50 states, Illinois' budget cuts are forcing public schools to make
do with fewer resources, creating major obstacles to improving student performance
particularly among low-income school districts. Diverting tax dollars to relatively affluent
families only serves to exacerbate, rather than ameliorate, the inequities in educational
resources and in public schools.
As noted earlier, this effect is not unique to Illinois.47 According to the Arizona Department
of Revenue, in 1998 more than 70 percent of that state's tax credit claimants had an income
surpassing $50,000.48 In contrast, less than a quarter of the claims were made by taxpayers
8

earning less than $50,000. Worse yet, only 2 percent of tax-credit claims were made by
families earning less than $20,000.49

The Catholic
Conference of
Illinois has
admitted that the
state's tax credit
particularly
benefits those
students already
enrolled in
private schools.

In Pennsylvania, several private school officials have admitted that
students already enrolled in their classrooms are using most of the
tuition tax-credit scholarships provided under the state's law. A
number of the schools benefiting from Pennsylvania's tuition tax
credit are in affluent and middle-class neighborhoods, rather than
low-income areas where the neediest students tend to live. In the
first year that the Pennsylvania tax credit was available (2001),
approximately three-fourths of the total donations to tuition

organizationsnearly $13.6 millionwent to organizations that
directly support religious schools.5°

The fact that low-performing public schools are more likely to
operate in low-income districts and neighborhoods only reinforces
the need for states to invest in these schools. Efforts to adequately
fund low-performing schools and to ensure that all students have access to a high-quality
public education are seriously undermined if already limited funding is further reduced by tax
credits that divert needed funds to wealthier families.
In short, the experience in Illinois closely reflects the conclusions reached by PFAWF and
others who have examined tuition tax credit programs in other states. Such tax credits
primarily benefit wealthier citizens, do not help poor families, and instead undercut states'
abilities to target needed resources to help raise student achievement in less affluent public
schools.
Although tuition tax credit advocates in Illinois and other states have framed their efforts as a
way to assist low-income families, ample evidence reveals that this message isin the words
of a supporternothing more than an "angle." Like the Arizona and Pennsylvania programs,
Illinois' tuition tax credit undermines the historic commitment that the nation has made to
guarantee all children a high-quality education.
ENDNOTES
History of Failed Vouchers and Tax Credits, People for the American Way, available at:
http://www.pfaw.org/pfaw/general/defaultaspx?oid=2959.
2 Amy Fagan, "Republicans Find Voucher Alternative," Washington Times, May 28, 2002, available at
http://www.usatoday.cominews/opinion/editorials/2002-07-23-edtwof2 x.htm; Christine Hall, "State
Legislators Endorse School Tax Credits," CNSNews.com, August 3, 2001. (In the article, Andy LeFevre, a
spokesperson for the ultra-conservative American Legislative Exchange Council noted the similarities
between the two approaches. In the case of tuition tax credits, LeFevre said, "the end goal is the same as a
voucher; it's just a different way to come about it.")
3 "Children First America President and CEO Fritz Steiger's Farewell," August 29, 2002, accessed via the
organization's Web site at: www.childrenfirstamerica.org.
Carrie Lips, "Arizona School-Choice Plan Provides Model," CATO Institute, 2001.
5 Lisa Graham Keegan, Tuition Tax Credits, Education Leaders Council, available at
http://www.educationleaders.org/issues/010401keegan.htm, accessed August 2002.
6 Elliot Mincberg, Arohi Pathak and Dwight Holmes, A Model to Avoid: Arizona's Tuition Tax Credit Law,
PFAWF, September 2001; Glen Wilson, The Equity Impact of Arizona's Education Tax Program: A

9

10

BEST COPY AVAILA

Review of the First Three Years (1998-2000), Education Policy Studies Laboratory, Arizona State
University, March 2002, available at http://www.asu.edu/educ/eps1/EPRU/documents/EPRU%202002110/epru-0203-110a.pdf, accessed August 2002.
7 Pat Kossan, "School Tax Credits Fail Poor," The Arizona Republic, March 23, 2002.
8 Nancy Averett and James E. Wilkerson, "Tax Law Little Aid to Poor Students," The Morning Call
(Allentown, Pa.), Aug. 4, 2002.
9 ibid.

1° Tax year 2000 data received from the Illinois Department of Research and Revenue, June 2002.
11 HB 0999, Illinois Tuition Tax Credit Legislation, available at
http://www.legis.state.il.us/legisnet/legisnet91/hbgroups/hb/910HB0999LV.html, accessed July 2002.
12 Ibid; "Tuition Tax Credits Must Be Stopped," Tuition Tax Credit Fact Sheet, Illinois Federation of
Teachers, 1998.
13 Lon Grahnke, "Tuition Tax Credit Break Challenged: Suit Argues It Violates Constitution," Chicago
Sun-Times, November 5, 1999.
14 From the Motion of Intervenors/Defendants to Dismiss, Toney v. Bower et al, Circuit Court for the
Seventh Judicial Circuit, Sangamon County, Illinois, Case No. 99 MR 0413.
15 More precisely, 41.9 percent of the tax-credit benefits were funneled to taxpayers who reported more
than $80,000 of adjusted gross income on their Illinois tax return.
16 The federal poverty line for a family of four is $18,100 and the poverty line for a family of four in
Illinois is less than $17,960. 2002 HHS Poverty Guidelines, U.S. Department of Health and Human
Services, available at http://aspe.hhs.gov/poverty/02poverty.htm, accessed July 2002; Jenny Barkley,
"Poverty is on the Rise," Paris Beacon, June 27, 2002.
17 Tax year 2000 data received from the IL Department of Research and Revenue, June 2002.
18 ibid.
19 ibid.
20 Research from the Institute on Taxation and Economic Policy, 2002.
21 "Tuition Tax Credits Must Be Stopped," Tuition Tax Credit Fact Sheet, Illinois Federation of Teachers,
1998.

22 Research from the Institute on Taxation and Economic Policy, 2002.
23 Tim Novak, "N.W, S.W. Sides Tap Tuition Tax Credits," Chicago Sun-Times, June 18, 2001.
24 Doug Finke, "Some Families Saving With Tuition Tax Credit," State Journal Register, June 18, 2002.
25 George A. Clowes, "Tax Credit Bill Signed in Illinois," School Reform News, Heartland Institute, July
1999, available at www.heartland.orgieducation/jul99/illinois.htm, accessed July 1999.
26 Doug Finke, "Some Families Saving With Tuition Tax Credit," State Journal-Register, June 18, 2002;
Tracy Boutelle, "Ryan Signs Tuition Tax Credit Bill, Foes Vow Court Challenge," Associated Press, June
4, 1999.
27 ibid; phone conversation with Catholic Archdiocese in Chicago.
28 Tuition information is available on school web sites. St. Francis High School's web site is available at
www.sfhsnet.org; Trinity's web site is available at www.trinityhs.org; Holy Cross High School's web site
is available at www.hollycross-hs.org; Cannel High School's web site is available at www.carmelhs.org.
29 "Budget Woes Force Cuts, Layoffs," IFT Capitol Watch, Illinois Federation of Teachers, June 2002.
30 ibid.
31 Illinois State Board of Education, Final FY03 Budget, June 11, 2002, available at:
http://www.isbe.state.il.us/, accessed June 19, 2002.
32 Ana Beatriz Cholo, "$4.6 Billion Budget Okd for City Schools," Chicago Tribune, June 27, 2002.
33 Victoria Pierce, "Dist. 200 Expects Tight Budget," Daily Herald, June 27, 2002.
34 Quality Counts 2002, Education Week, January 2002; accessible via: www.edweek.org.
35 The Funding Gap: Low-Income and Minority Students Receive Fewer Dollars, The Education Trust,
August 2002.
36 "Budget Woes Force Cuts, Layoffs," IFT Capitol Watch, Illinois Federation of Teachers, June 2002.
37 John Patterson and Eric Krol, "State's Contribution to School Funding Dwindling, Federal Dollars
Making Up Some of the Difference," Chicago Daily Herald, June 15, 2002.
38 Illinois State Board of Education, Final FY03 Budget, June 11, 2002, available at:
http://www.isbe.state.il.us/, accessed June 19, 2002.

10

I1

39 John Patterson and Eric Krol, "State's Contribution to School Funding Dwindling, Federal Dollars
Making Up Some of the Difference," Chicago Daily Herald, June 15, 2002.
40 Rosalind Rossi, "Schools to Raise Taxes, Slice Budget," Chicago Sun-Times, June 12, 2002.
41 Dean Olsen, "School Districts to Suffer Amid State's Fiscal Crisis," Copley News Service, June 15,
2002.

42 John Patterson and Eric Krol, "State's Contribution to School Funding Dwindling, Federal Dollars
Making Up Some of the Difference," Chicago Daily Herald, June 15, 2002.
43 "Budget Woes Force Cuts, Layoffs," IFT Capitol Watch, Illinois Federation of Teachers, June 2002.
44 Kate Grossman, Becky Beaupre and Rosalind Rossi, Investigative Report: Failing Teacher, Chicago
Sun-Times, September-October 2001.
45 Rosalind Rossi and Kate Grossman, "Many Teachers Don't Meet Certification Standards," Chicago
Sun-Times, July 8, 2002.
46 Rosalind Rossi, "Ex-Chief Decries School Gap," Chicago Sun-Times, June 21, 2002.
47 See Arohi Pathak, Dwight Holmes and Elliot Mincberg, A Modelto Avoid: Arizon's Tuition Tax Credit
Law, PFAWF, September 2001.
48 Data based on federal adjusted gross income; Glen Y. Wilson, Effects on Funding Equity of the Arizona
Tax Credit Law, Education Policy Analysis Archives, August 1, 2000.
49 Glen Y. Wilson, Effects on Funding Equity of the Arizona Tax Credit Law, Education Policy Analysis
Archives, August 1, 2000.
59 Nancy Averett and James E. Wilkerson, "Tax Law Little Aid to poor Students," The Morning Call,
August 4, 2002.

Acknowledgments:
Arohi Pathak, Research Assistant
Mike Wessely, Education Policy Manager
Elliot Mincberg, Vice President & Director of Education Policy

11

12

;r.:1

U.S. Department of Education
Office of Educational Research and Improvement (OERI)
National Library of Education (NLE)
Educational Resources Information Center (ERIC)

RE RO UCTI

Uf) o3

ELEASE

(Specific Document)

I. DOCUMENT IDENTIFICATION:

Tine: CN/N'\.Q.%--\ v\ --1\-\pSa_

\CN.

\rcz\S.
iNf

Author(s): Ps,

\()-*?C

CR'

k-N'-

,

Publication Date:

Corporate Source:

r-ac:iz:) a

C>s\r,--QS" \C___c)orN

RQ--1=Q

II. REPRODUCTION RELEASE:
In order to disseminate as widely as possible timely and significant materials of interest to the educational community, documents announced in the
monthly abstract journal of the ERIC system, Resources in Education (RIE), are usually made available to users in microfiche, reproduced paper copy,
and electronic media, and sold through the ERIC Document Reproduction Service (EDRS). Credit is given to the source of each document, and, if
reproduction release is granted, one of the following notices is affixed to the document.
If permission is granted to reproduce and disseminate the identified document, please CHECK ONE of the following three options and sign at the bottom
of the page.
The sample sticker shown below will be
affixed to all Level 1 documents

The sample sticker shown below will be
affixed to all Level 2A documents

The sample sticker shown below will be
affixed to all Level 2B documents

PERMISSION TO REPRODUCE AND
DISSEMINATE THIS MATERIAL IN
MICROFICHE ONLY HAS BEEN GRANTED BY

.::3.0.7.0Ni0

TO THE EDUCATIONAL RESOURCES
INFORMATION CENTER (ERIC)

. Levee 2B

n
Check here for Level 1 release, permitting
reproduction and dissemination in microfiche or other
ERIC archival media (e.g., electronic) and paper
copy.

Check here for Level 2A release, permitting
reproduction and dissemination in microfiche and in
electronic media for ERIC archival collection
subscribers only

Check here for Level 2B release, permitting
reproduction and dissemination in microfiche only

Documents will be processed as indicated provided reproduction quality permits.
If permission to reproduce is granted, but no box is checked, documents will be processed at Level 1.

I hereby grant to the Educational Resources Information Center (ERIC) nonexclusive permission to reproduce and disseminate this document

as indicated above. Reproduction from the ERIC microfiche or electronic media by persons other than ERIC employees and its system
contractors requires permission from the copyright holder. Exception is made for non-profit reproduction by libraries and other service agencies
to satisfy information needs of educators in response to discrete inquiries.

Sign
here,--)

please

r---C_%4z)(1.

Printed Name/Position/Title: C-

Signatu

.Sc) c=
Orgafilimion/Address:

-1/49e- 40 p

Telephone:

QC:Ned ^

Q'Tze

E-Mail Address:

Date:

(over)

IIL DOCUMENT AVAILA

lurt INFORMATION (FROM NON-ERIC SOURCE):

If permission to reproduce is not granted to ERIC, or, if you wish ERIC to cite the availability of the document from another source, please
provide the following information regarding the availability of the document. (ERIC will not announce a document unless it is publicly
available, and a dependable source can be specified. Contributors should also be aware that ERIC selection criteria are significantly more
stringent for documents that cannot be made available through EDRS.)

CP-S4=' C:4:3C19"a

Publisher/Distributor:

Address:

c:NNZ 0 C"-x

<Nr--

(:).4Z0

(:)L4)\1:.-N
Price:

IV. REFERRAL OF 1E' IC TO COPYRIGHT/REPRODUCTION RIGHTS HOLDER:
If the right to grant this reproduction release is held by someone other than the addressee, please provide the appropriate name and
address:
Name:

Address:

ERIC Clearinghouse on Urban Education
Box 40, Teachers College
Columbia University
525 W. 120 Street, Main Hall 303
New York, NY 10027

V. WHERE TO SEND THIS FOR
Send this form to the following ERIC Clearinghouse:

Tel: 212-678-3433 / 800-601-4868
Fax: 212-678-4012

http://eric-web.tc.columbia.edu
However, if solicited by the ERIC Facility, or if making an unsolicited contribution to ERIC, return this form (and the document being
contributed) to:

IC Processing and Reference F cility
83-A Forbes Boulevard
am, Maryland 20

La

Telephone. 01 = 2-4200
Toll Free: 81,
-3742
FAX:
-552-47
e-mail:
cfac@ineted.go
WWW: h .//ericfac.piccard.csc.com
s

EFF -088 (Rev. 2/2000)

