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the parent prefers the private school is not allowed under federal regulations. So no federal funding
is available to special needs voucher recipients, and parents are responsible for paying any tuition in
excess of the voucher.
Some economists are concerned that if states do not impose thorough enrollment standards for private
schools participating in the voucher programs, the schools may have an incentive to provide low-quality services to avoid attracting high-cost students. In essence, private schools receive the same funding
from the state for a low-cost student as they would for a high-cost student. The result may be that
choices for students with more severe disabilities may be limited, compared to choices for students who
have less severe disabilities.
In addition, research largely encourages integration of students with disabilities within the general
school population. Special needs voucher programs may result in further segregation of students with
disabilities if parents choose specialized schools or are attracted to a limited number of private schools.

State Action
Ten states offer private school choices to students with disabilities: Arizona, Florida, Georgia, Louisiana, Mississippi, New Hampshire, Ohio, Oklahoma, Utah and Virginia. Of these, eight award
state-funded vouchers, and four have tuition tax credit programs that cover students with disabilities.
Arizona and Oklahoma have both voucher and tuition tax credit programs. Each state defines which
students with disabilities qualify. Some states have programs for specific disabilities. These include Mississippi’s Dyslexia Therapy Scholarship for Students with Dyslexia Program and Ohio’s Autism Scholarship Program. Other states list in statute a number of different conditions that qualify. Oklahoma
and Ohio programs are available to any student with an individual education plan, as defined by the
federal Individuals with Disabilities Education Act (IDEA).

Federal Action
Federal law dealing with special education does not include a definition of school voucher. The U.S.
Department of Education views any parent who accepts a special needs voucher the same as any other
parent who voluntarily enrolls a child in private school. These parents waive many of their federal
rights and protections. They do not receive any federal funding for education, and the children lose the
individual education plan to which they otherwise would be entitled in a public school.
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