LEGISLATIVE BUDGET BOARD
Austin, Texas

FISCAL NOTE, 78TH LEGISLATIVE REGULAR SESSION
March 17, 2003
TO: Honorable Florence Shapiro, Chair, Senate Committee on Education
FROM : John Kedl, Director, Legidative Budget Board

IN RE: SB596 by Lindsay (Relating to discipline of public school students.), As Introduced

No significant fiscal implication to the State is anticipated.

The bill would authorize a school district board of trustees to adopt a policy within the district’s
student code of conduct to authorize a principal or other appropriate administrator to reduce the term
of adisciplinary aternative education program (DAEP) placement. If such apolicy is adopted,
suspension of a student would also be authorized as an aternative to DAEP placement for certain
violations. A school district board of trustees would also be authorized to adopt a policy within the
district’s student code of conduct to authorize the board’ s designee to reduce the term of an expulsion
or to place a student in aDAEP as an alternative to expulsion for certain violations. The bill would
specifically prohibit a board of trustees from adopting a policy under this provision that conflicts with
the mandatory federal expulsion requirements for firearms violations.

There could be aminor cost to the Foundation School Program, depending upon the number of
students that might not be expelled under local policies adopted to expand administrative discretion as
authorized under this bill. If districts were to continue expelling students under administrative
discretion policies as authorized by this bill, there would be little or no impact to the Foundation
School Program. However, if districts were to significantly reduce the number or length of expulsions
under the provisions of this bill, the costs to the Foundation School Program could approach
$750,000. The changes proposed by this bill would not have any significant impact on the operating
budget of the Texas Education Agency.

L ocal Government Impact

No significant fiscal implication to units of local government is anticipated. There are potential fiscal
implications for districts under this bill, however the net effect of such implications would depend
upon local decision making and could vary widely from district to district.

Sour ce Agencies. 665 Juvenile Probation Commission, 701 Central Education Agency
L BB Staff: JK, CT, UP, PQ
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