PUBLIC EDUCATION FUNDING PRESS CONFERENCE

March 4, 2008

General Assembly Building

Richmond, VA

PARTICIPANTS:  PTA, VEA, VASS, VSBA, VML, VACO, 

ALIANCE FOR VIRGINIA’S STUDENTS

The PTA representative opened the Press Conference, which was held in response to the House budget proposal to initiate a new funding methodology for state participation in rebenchmarking.  The House proposal seeks to set in motion a formula that bases funding for biennial rebenchmarking on percentage increases based chosen by the General Assembly thus discounting local incentives and local prevailing practice. 

The following is a summary of comments presented by conference participants:

PTA:  The concerns of the education and local government communities go beyond who gives more in this biennium and addresses how the proposed House methodology for rebenchmarking would affect public education in the future.

VEA:  The House budget seeks to balance the budget on the backs of teachers, students and localities.  In the upcoming biennium, the House budget cuts funding to education by $60 M by using 2004 figures to rebenchmark support salaries, employing a federal deduct plan and putting a cap on inflation while “disguising” the cuts with one-time construction money and a 2% salary increase in the first year (with funds from the “savings”).  

VML and VACO:  The messages that come through in the House budget are: 1) local governments should fund even more of the education budget and 2) teachers are paid too much.  National statistics reveal that Virginia ranks #14 in local funding for public education and #33 in state spending.

VSBA:  The state is walking away from its partnership with localities for funding education.  The House budget seeks to supplant federal funds to the poorest localities with the federal deduct plan.  

ALLIANCE FOR CHILDREN:  (addressed constitutional concerns)

The state is ultimately responsible for funding the Standards of Quality including staffing and other standards.  The proposed methodology would treat the SOQ as merely aspirational whereas funding should be realistic and should bear a direct relationship to current costs (prevailing).  Education is a constitutional priority.  The House proposal is out of step with actual costs and raises constitutional concerns.

