Maine's Reorganized School Districts and the Budget Cuts ot March 3, 2010

Public Law 2007, Chapter 240, Part XXXX passed on

June 11, 2007 and Public Law 2007, Chapter 668

(enacted by passage of LD 2323, An Act to Remove
Barriers to the Reorganization of School Administrative
Units), passed on April 18, 2008, requires that all

Despite claims from the state that the school districts
that have engaged in consolidation were saving
money, the state issued on March 3, 2010, a

restated budget that includes $70.7 in cuts

to school district allocations.

school units, of whatever form and whatever size -
SADs, CSDs and municipal school units, small and

large - must:

1. Work with other units to reorganize into larger,

more efficient units; or

Three days after the Governor announced the budget cuts,

the Maine state legislature took up proposed amendments to

the law allowing districts to opt out of the consolidation program.
According to the Kennebec Journal: '"'"The changes
recommended by the Education Committee would eliminate
minimum size requirements that some rural districts have been
unable to meet, and would let towns withdraw from new school
districts they have joined."

2. Where expansion of the unit would be impractical — N
° ° ° ° ° ° - = |
or inconsistent with state policy, reorganize their own | ) |
e o ° g | SAD?24
administrative structures to reduce costs. | VANBUREN |
RSU 39 “Li, S— ‘ ﬁ
. V - 44 : AT
The intent of the law was to reduce the number of | Jew o C»ASWEL!
districts from 290 to 80 with a minimum number of st T
. . . A - | RSU3
2500 students in each district. Currently, the froopLAND =
consolidation effort has resulted in 215 districts. :ij RSUSSSADAS \\j oy Legend
Under the law, school districts are required | | (T _ o
to work with other districts to develop a isnv‘lmp T s 4 Maine School Districts
consolidation plan, submit it to local s @?\ ~msov 9% | oss of Appropriated State Funds
voters for local approval and then 32 ASHLAND T Lf"v*A
- o T . | -35.3% to -13.2%
the state for final approval. Where 1 ;zg%gljz
consolidation efforts have faltered, f\} - L,!‘q -13.1% t0 -7.2%
it has been largely the result of | : BRiDGEW,AT?R 7.1% 10 0.0%
voters rejecting proposed plans. oy S O
=l \ ; i + 0.1% to +5.5%
= - |
A revised list of 200 school districts, e o  sums +5 6% t0 +22.0%
published on April 15 by MDE lists T ' %Moﬁ ol e
° ° ° il B v =21 ( ) “ L . . .
4 new reorganized districts largely fE e reat DL o O S Unorganized Territories
composed of older districts where Z £ Tﬂ | s .
voters rejected a previous iy - BN ] DR, AT
reorganization plan. Most of % X e L :
these new plans will be put to o X SAD2SSHERMAN .~ =
7 2 =N ) M I T e ‘ X
a vote by May 15, 2010. e
< » X S PLT SAiNo )
: HODG -
| ' I -« \ K i
i rh s “ N e
- | \ ‘ e } jj ‘REEDPLT }fCROFf )
. DEI?INIST.OWN PLT, . oy \ :e | s&lACWAHo )_}/j T
% =t SU 82/SAD'Y " MILLINOCKET ML = ) g 3\
b - gl NS ey = ACKMAN | » DWAY =
o~ V 7 L M DREWPLT | /
- g * woopviLLE\ " 6Zj‘ﬁ \ i s, Ses
, | S W\ Ok Bl ; AR CARROLL PLT | P ;\\
: b ' JSIHIRLE‘L/;.J IL‘IjMANﬁC i’ V. = 7 RSE67 \\"’V AP G s.("f WEALMADGE WAITE - 3
: S “ ) =) “SADYS \TWERBANK Y , & s B e N e <
i e s& ' "DOVER S ~ ' LAKEVILL GR . AKE\\ Tg&,ﬁA G
- e P g , S FOXCROFT PO RSU % TR PIT | %\\»
SAD .\ N s 31 HOWLAND -~ X ;
O F ‘ N ’x: -~ \ ) SN GRS S\\ : “PRINCETON
S . KINGSBURY PLT _ A ; - S Y
; S ey, . UL RORD. - \ ST R N \ad f \\“\r s ﬁk
\ \\‘\1-"’%\; : ' \7\/ R "7 REENBUSH - in o ol o IfXAiDF 4 Iy
= — a5 58’”’}\ | \ SADSY | : n\;Dm “ s e R CRA < Xé e ”%HA '
\‘\\ o : KINGFIELD\ ) // ’TLJ\%MADISON \\ \ \ \\ ISL “ MILFORD “\\\ - A ‘ { e s ?OOPER e \ Y JRLEASANT
\ \ \ \ B ,, \ = . e - POINT
| \ R ‘ . n RSU 3 2 ‘ ) WESLEY \\ | ;’ %‘ENNYSVHLLE MERGESe. v
- MADRID X " \ . “«. : £, ) v - iyl
Sl U= , , SAD 74~éNSO \ gerer RSU 26 » il Sl /' s b
& SAD S8 KINGFIELD »?‘17 R Tt *’\* gA;g;;L\ HEI}MON \\\BAIfOR‘;W | . ﬁmm i T NOR; FIE} IS{M
ol /\/ - /ﬂ \\ _ ~ S AD 53 PITT ELD N - ~ \‘ \V// — : 2 '* HI Y- §AD 77
ol e /‘J TR \DEBLOIS'f; . . O g - EASTMACHIAS
, RSU 22/SAD 22 \ e Bha
el ® - \} Y RSU 9/SAD 9 i L/«?{ o S 3 }ONESB ORO CHIAS
- | s - ‘ \ .  RSU37/SAD37. PROOQUE & 0
% ; e h\l #“ - HARRINGTO L BEUFFSY P-4
-7 ! - b RSU 3/SAD3THORNDIKE \ v > R Ja '
r / RSU1O. | JAY ' a-y;
| RSU 44/SAD \/ s | 2N . S
BN i gl (RSﬂ\.%/ 36
) . I\IVJERMOR FA%S ; /
| \ N /- ng; 2
| //\ \ ¥
e s»\fj ‘\, A EWISTON
5. AUBURN T\ 3
- 't/ \ ISBON Q

RSU 5

)
1/ fRSU 15/SAD 15
- 4 2

\‘ = ¢ 4, RSUSsI )\
. | | |
rwf/il/SU 55 .
= L - XFALMOUTH
TR S jeall pya POR LAW
00 SC BOROUG A
Se Wy RSUSL / AR H o oL
‘ N
ACTON \ RSU 23
? “& S - N
¢¥~“’ NN T
o IRy ) ) o
/? \%ANFORD > T

WELLS
. OGUNQUIT

/ \
RSU 35/SAD
35 E]ZIOT

xfmz

‘\ BRUNSWICK

\!

How this map works

This map depicts the percent of money each ME school district is
gaining or losing from its overall budget because of cuts in the
state's portion of the contribution to each school district budget.
While some districts are receiving an increase in the state's
commitment, overall the state is decreasing it's commitment

to Maine School districts by $70.7 million.

Increased appropriation percentages (where they occur) are
depicted in green. All districts losing budget money are depicted
in shades from yellow to pink. See legend above.
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