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_EDITORIAL

| SBAB reforms
are overdue

or more than 50 years 'Jocal officials have sold school buﬂdmg

4 projects with the argument that state reimbursemen of up to 90

percent of the cost made new schools a bargam State officials
are recogmzmg Thow ¢ expensrve all those bargams can be: It’s now pay-
ing for more than $6 billion in new school coostructlon and the school
building boom shows no srgn of slowing....

Most of those schools are vitally needed. Emo]lment is growing, o

and schools built for the baby boormers are showing their age. Many
cities and towns, cau tm near constant budget crises smce the adop-

tion of Pmposmon haye shortchanged 1 mmntenancg Educatton
itself has changed m Ways older bmldrngs cahnot eas y accom-
modate, '

But whlle the need is real it’s a]so clear that the state S S(:hool
Buﬂdmg Assistance Bureau lints the o@ons available to communi»

ties — with a bias towsrd the most expensive solutions. It covers new
. school construction, BUT oY major maintenance like néw roofs or
heahng systems. It relmburses school districts for complete renova-
tions, but not smaller’ renovamms or stopgap measures like modular

classrooms. Its strict requitements for square footage inside and ath-
letic fields outside creafe an incentive for sprawling complexes on

land that should be preserved as open space. SBAB reimbursements

cover everything connected with 2 school project — landseapmg fur-
niture, computers and such amenities as fieldhouses. and swnnmmg

pools — which is ofteti an jficentive to gold-plating.” ~ . -

Based on the wealtt 8f the community, SBAB teitiiburses from 60
percent to 90 pement of }be gosts of a school project: The average re-
1mbmsement is 69 perceilt, a figure Gov. Paul CeIlucqr says would -

1]

fion
"'s'f;;c?for new schools. They would remove the 90 percent feimbiirse-

ment rate for projects. ass()clated wrth racral balance plans; a financial

T bottomhnels thagthestate would get
more bang for its “schook consirucﬂon buck. '
The great virtue of the SBAB program has been that bygprovrdmg a
separatg source of funchng for school huﬂdmgs it msulates ‘school dis-

#~ tricts’ mgung budgts from major capital needs. But we can no

- longer pretend there is no campefition between building' and pro-
graros. The state’s share of the SBAB budget has growii from $127
million a year in 1990 to $331 million this year and is projected to ap-
proach $400 million by fiscal'yéar 2002. At those levels, SBAB will -
inevitably cut into state appropriations for other education needs. -

As a genetal rile; educators ate not good it embracing change, Su- i

- permtendents with specific school projects in the works are already re- |
51st1ng ‘the proposed SBAB reforms, fearful that any changes in the'i re—
imbursement rates or the reimbursement rules will Jeopardlze therr
fnmdmg :

No one is proposing changing state relmbursements for pmjects al- :
ready approved, nor should they. But even school officials with -
proved pro;ects cannot ignore the debaté et thg SBA% ‘Those tr n
to sell voters on a debt excluswn override wi ve their pro-
jects are based on real needs, not the SBAB’s mcentrves to ove
They should determine whether the proposed changes in SBAB rules
wolljd reate new option forles: cosﬂy project i bpeit those 5 -
opuons for cor 1d£n ' o

Cellucci’s refomis have been endorsed by the state Board of Educa- -
tion and welcomed by, House Speaker Tom Finperan-and Senate Presi-
dent Tom Bmmngham‘ There may be room fof m'{provement through
the législative process; Jf so, educators and local officials dependent - -
on state support for neyw schools should join that debate or get out of
the way. If we don’ t%tcf soon what we gammshiny new school build-
mgs we may lose in, suppon for the teachmg msrde bz ;
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