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This student was a senior honor student at a Providence publiec high
school, He was convicted of a serious crime and was sentenced to the
Rhode Islaﬁd Training School unt{l his twenty—first birth&av. The Rhode
Island Training School has requested that we order Providence to provide
this student with textbooks and course material so that he might be able
to take the examinations needed to earn his Providence high school
diploma, The Training School education staff has éffered fo supérvise
the studies of this vouth and to proctor-thé examinations he will need
to take to qualify for his diploma. Providence céntends that 1t has no
obligation at all in the matter and that this youﬁﬁ's educa?ion 1s now
the entire responsibility of the Training Schbol.

We think that it is clear that DCF is responsible fdr educating
students_who are confinedlto the Training School, The law provides ‘as
follows:

42-~56-33, Training school for youth.'—rThe department of

corrections shall maintain a school to be known as the training

school for vouth for the detention of children by order of the

family court and for the confinement, instruction, and refor-
mation of children found delinquent or wayward by the family court,

In this regard the functions of the Department of Corrections were
transferred to the Deparfment for Children and Thelr Families bv
G.L,42-72-17, Sundrv othér provisions of the General Laws contempiate
that DCF will operate a échool at the Training School., e.g.G.L,16-15-7,
G.L.,16-12-8, and G.L.]6-24—13. We, therefore, think that it is c¢lear
that DCF is responsible for the education of this student and that with
regard to education programs the Training Scﬁool is an 1ntegra1 and

responsible part of Rhode Tsland's public educafion‘svstem.



We think, however, that this does not end our inquirv. The Generatl
Laws also provide that the Commissioner of Fducation 1s charged with the

duty:

G.L.16-60-6(4). ~ To implement broad policy as it pertains to the
goals and objectives established by the regents from time to time;
to enforce standards and to exercise general supervision over
public elementary and secondary education in the state and over
all elementary and secondary nonpublic education in the state as
provided hereinafter in subdivision (8) of this section,

The Commissioner is also charged with the duty:

G.1..16-60-6(5). - To be responsible for the coordination aof the
various elementary and secondarvy educational functions among

the educational agencies of the state including local school
districts and to encourage and to assist in the cooperation

among them so that maximum efficiencv and economy may be achieved.

We think that‘tﬁese provisions cqntemplate‘that school districts
and state agencies providing education have a dutvy to cooperate with
each other., In the case at haﬁd nothing more than coopéeration is
required from the City of Providence., Providence 1s not being required
to fund this s;uﬂent's placement, or to send teachers to the Training
School or to assume vresponsibility for providing this student with
education. All that is being fequesfed of Providence 1is thaf it
continue to allow this student to use his_séhoolbooké and that ft will:
gsend him examinations teo take under the supervision of the Training
School staff. Surely this will satisfy the statutory mandate that this
student’s education be provided with maximum efficiency and economy. We
note that the testimony at the hearing established that other school
districts have cooperated in this way so fhatra student was ahle to earn
a high school diploma through this procedure. No testimony was
presented to demonstrate that Providence could not ﬁrdﬁeed in a similar

fashion in this case,



We, therefore, direct Providence to provide this student with
texthooks and course mnteriﬂl‘ﬁn that this student may attempt to pass
the requisite eﬁaminétions to attain a Providence high school diploma,
We do not set any precedent which requires in everv case that a school
district follow'the prqcedure set out here. It is simply clear that in
a case éf this nature, where the student is doing well in school and
where he.is near to graduation, the best way to proceed is in the manner
which we order todav,

Conclusion

The Providence School Departﬁentr fs required to provide this
student with textbooks and course material so that he might be able to
take the examinations needed to earn his Providence high school diploﬁa.
This decision encompasses only courses required for graduation,
Providence has the option of permitting this student to complete courses
which are not required for graduation, The Training School staff is
required to monitor all assignments and examinations and to pick up and
deliver these assignments and examinations. The Training School
education staff 1s of course reﬁuired to appropriately proctor the
examinations to be giﬁen to this student,

We do not require Providence to allow this student to participate

in graduation exercises.

. Forrest L. Avila, Esq,
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