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Position on Taxpayer Subsidies

for Nonpublic K-12 Education

AMSD opposes the diversion of public funds to nonpublic sc
of vouchers, scholarships, tax deductions or credits for noy

rough the use

AMSD BELIEVES

e The state of Minnesota is obligated to focus The preme Court ruling upholding
on funding its public schools adequately cher program moved the debate
rather than subsidizing nonpublic schog ic aid to private schools to the
because of its constitutional duty to
establish a general and uniform syste pREINC yiolate the U.S.
public schools.

e Minnesota, through open enrollment, the

ost-secondary enrollment options ) . e e
p y utional basis. In addition, it is important

at the various public policy implications of a
joucher system be considered.

Minnesota Constitution prohibits the State
from directing public money to sectarian

schools. Article XIII, Section 2 states, “In no case
shall public money or property be appropriated or
used for the support of schools wherein the
distinctive doctrines, creeds or tenets of any
particular Christian or other religious sect are
promulgated or taught.” That language
notwithstanding, the state Supreme Court upheld
subsidies to the constitutionality of directing public funds to
EdliEE FEvETeE 6 students attending private, religious colleges.

Numerous studies, including those by the U.S.
Department of Education and the Center on
Education Policy have found that there is no
measurable difference in performance between
students using school vouchers and their peers in
public schools.?In 2017, research from Louisiana
and Indiana showed that “public school students

any institution that receives public dollars
will be held accountable for how those
funds are expended and will follow all

applicable state laws and regulations. that received vouchers to attend private schools

e (itizens expect that taxpayer dollars will be Subsequent]y scored lower on reading and math
used at schools that are accessible to all tests compared to similar students that remained
children, including children with special in public schools. The magnitudes of the negative
needs. impacts were large.” The data showed the



AMSD Position on Taxpayer Subsidies

for Nonpublic K-12 Education

following: “In Louisiana, a public school student who was average in math (at the 50th percentile) and began
attending a private school using a voucher declined to the 34th percentile after one yeardfthat student was
in third, fourth, or fifth grade, the decline was steeper, to the 26th percentile. Reading ed, too: a
student at the 50th percentile in reading declined to about the 46th percentile. 2 “A 0 use taxpayer
funds to send children of low-income parents to private schools is based on an e tion the outcome will
be positive. The findings point in the other direction.”?

outcomes for students moving to private schools, the nega tudents remaining in public
schools is even clearer ... Every dollar of revenue diverted to i ools is revenue that cannot be
invested in the public education system.”*

State policymakers should focus on adequatel i i ther than subsidizing nonpublic

° § i ation. The formula would be

3 2021 at $591 million, and AMSD districts —
which accou atotal statewide cross-subsidy — saw a combined
i ross-subsidy statewide is projected to
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