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BILL SUMMARY 
 

Synopsis of HAFC Amendment 
 
The House Appropriations and Finance Committee (HAFC) amendment to House Bill 4 as 
amended by the House Education Committee (HB4/aHEC/aHAFC) adds language to require each 
school district and state-chartered charter school that receives an annual award from the federally 
impacted location support program to engage in meaningful consultation with Native American 
nations, tribes, and pueblos located in New Mexico whose enrolled members are students in that 
school district or state-chartered charter school. The Public Education Department (PED) must 
verify that each school district and state-chartered charter school has consulted with the applicable 
Native American nations, tribes, and pueblos and submit a report by October 1 of each year to the 
Legislative Education Study Committee (LESC) and Legislative Finance Committee (LFC). 
 
HB4/aHEC/aHAFC also removes the $18.9 million appropriation.  

 
Synopsis of HEC Amendment  

 
The proposed House Education Committee (HEC) amendment to House Bill 4 (HB4/aHEC) fixes 
technical issues. HB4/aHEC clarifies only Impact Aid payments included in the calculation of state 
equalization guarantee (SEG) credits would be used to calculate the annual award amounts to 
school districts or state-chartered charter schools that receive federal Impact Aid funds. To qualify 
a school district or state-chartered charter school must have had Impact Aid revenue used to 
calculate an SEG credit in each of the preceding five fiscal years, not including the immediately 
preceding fiscal year. Annual awards would be based on the calculation of Impact Aid payments 
included in the SEG credits for each of the preceding five fiscal years, not including the 
immediately preceding fiscal year, to be phased in as follows: one-third in FY21, two-thirds in 
FY22, and the entire amount included in the calculation of the SEG in FY23 and subsequent years.  
 
HB4/aHEC removes the allowance that federally impacted location support program funds can be 
spent on “purposes described in PED rule.” HB4/aHEC also requires school districts and state-
chartered charter schools that receive federally impacted location support program funds submit 
detailed annual reports on expenditures to PED, LESC, and LFC. 

http://www.nmlegis.gov/
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Synopsis of Original Bill 
 

House Bill 4 (HB4) would amend the Public School Finance Act to create the federally impacted 
location support program to provide annual awards to school districts and state-chartered charter 
schools that receive federal Impact Aid funds. Annual awards for school districts and state-
chartered charter schools would be based on a percentage of the average amount of total Impact 
Aid payments received for the preceding five school years to be phased in over three years as 
follows: 25 percent in FY21, 50 percent in FY22, and 75 percent in FY23 and subsequent fiscal 
years.  
 
HB4 would establish a new state-funded grant program to provide these school districts and state-
chartered charter schools additional funding, based on the amount of their Impact Aid. However, 
HB4 contains technical issues, and does not limit the calculation of federally impacted location 
support program funds to operational Impact Aid funds for which the state takes credit in the SEG. 
 
HB4 also creates the federally impacted location support program fund, and appropriates $18.9 
million in general fund revenue for expenditure in FY21. 
 
FISCAL IMPACT 
 
House Appropriations and Finance Committee Substitute for House Bill 2 and 3 appropriates a 
total of $18.9 million to the federally impacted location support program fund. The appropriation 
includes $11.4 million in general fund revenue and $7.5 million in public school capital outlay 
fund revenue.  
 
For FY21, federally impacted location support program grants would be calculated using the 
average amount of Impact Aid included in the calculation of SEG credits from FY15 to FY19, or 
$75.5 million. This amount will increase in future years because federal Impact Aid payments have 
increased. This analysis assumes Impact Aid receipts for FY20 and subsequent fiscal years using 
actual Impact Aid receipts in FY19. Estimated distributions from the federally impacted location 
support program fund would total $18.8 million in FY21, $38.5 million in FY22, and $59.6 million 
in FY23. See Attachment 1, Average Operational Fund Impact Aid and Estimated 
Distributions of Federally Impacted Location Support. When fully phased in, school districts 
and state-chartered charter schools that receive Impact Aid will receive an average of $391 per 
student, although distributions will be as high as $4,362 per student to as low as $1 per student.  
 
HB4/aHEC/aHAFC requires a school district or state-chartered charter school to receive Impact 
Aid in each of the last five fiscal years, not including the immediately preceding fiscal year. 
Excluding the immediately preceding fiscal year will allow the Legislature to make an 
appropriation to the federally impacted location support program fund in the exact amount that 
will be required to make awards. Because school districts and state-chartered charter schools 
continue to receive Impact Aid after the end of the legislative session, including the immediately 
preceding fiscal year would require the Legislature to estimate this amount.  
 
SUBSTANTIVE ISSUES 
 
Overview of HB4/aHEC/aHAFC.  HB4/aHEC/aHAFC would create a new categorical federally 
impacted location support program that anticipates an appropriation of state revenue to be 
distributed to each school district and state-chartered charter school that received Impact Aid in 
each of the preceding five fiscal years, not including the immediately preceding fiscal year. Annual 
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awards would be based on the calculation of Impact Aid payments included in the SEG credits for 
each of the preceding five fiscal years, not including the immediately preceding fiscal year, to be 
phased in as follows: 
 

• In FY21, one third of the average amount of the SEG credit for federal Impact Aid 
payments between FY15 and FY19; 

• In FY22, two thirds of the average amount of the SEG credit for federal Impact Aid 
payments between FY16 and FY20; and 

• In FY23, the average amount of the SEG credit for federal Impact Aid payments between 
FY17 and FY21. In subsequent fiscal years, the award will be calculated using the average 
amount of the SEG credit for federal Impact Aid payments for the preceding five fiscal 
years, excluding the most recent fiscal year.  

To be eligible for a distribution, a school district or state chartered charter school has to have had 
75 percent of their basic Impact Aid payments taken credit for in the public school funding formula 
for the immediately preceding five school years. This bill does not make any changes to the amount 
of Impact Aid credited in the public school funding formula for the state equalization guarantee, 
which is currently set at 75 percent. In the 2019 legislative session, legislation was introduced to 
eliminate the Impact Aid credit in the SEG, but concerns were expressed regarding potential 
disequalization; HB4/aHEC/aHAFC provides an alternative that maintains the equalization of the 
SEG distribution, but provides additional revenue that can only be spent for specific purposes to 
school districts and state-chartered charter schools that receive Impact Aid. 
 
To receive an allocation from the federally impacted support program, school districts and state-
chartered charter schools would be required to submit a detailed report by October 1 of each year 
to PED, LESC, and LFC of all expenditures made in the previous fiscal year. In addition, school 
districts and state-chartered charter schools must verify they consulted with the applicable Native 
American nations, tribes and pueblos in a verification report to LESC and LFC by October 1 of 
each year. 
 
Uses of Federally Impacted Support Program Funds.  School districts and state-chartered 
charter schools that receive federal Impact Aid funds will only be able to use federally impacted 
location support award funds for capital expenditures; debt service; educating students who receive 
special education services, have a disability, are economically disadvantaged, are English language 
learners, or are participants in gifted education programs; or community services. 
HB4/aHEC/aHAFC specifies that no more than 50 percent of federally impacted location support 
award funds may be spent for capital expenditures and debt service. 
 
The restrictions on how a school district or state-chartered charter school may spend an award 
from the federally impacted location support program appear to be based on the funding categories 
that are excluded when calculating disparity to certify a state as having an equalized funding 
system. See Disparity Analysis. 
 
Separate appropriations to specific schools or school districts for operational expenditures 
circumvent the public school funding formula, which provides operational funds for all school 
districts, and they may compromise the equity of the formula. In addition, the Martinez and Yazzie 
consolidated lawsuit found New Mexico has failed its most at-risk populations – defined as low-
income students, Native American students, English learners, and students with disabilities – and 
noted that some programs serving at-risk students had not been funded to the extent that all at-risk 
students could participate. HB4/aHEC/aHAFC’s federally impacted location support program 
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would provide funding to some at-risk students, but not all, potentially exacerbating disparities in 
operational funding for at-risk students. 
 
State Equalization.  While Impact Aid is sent directly to the school district or state-chartered 
charter school by the federal government, federal law allows a state with an equalized system of 
school finance to consider these payments as local revenue sources when allocating state dollars 
to school districts and charter schools. New Mexico is one of three states, along with Alaska and 
Kansas, that receives permission from the federal government to consider these payments. One 
additional state, Hawaii, receives federal Impact Aid at the state level because the entire state 
operates as one school district. New Mexico has taken a credit for 75 percent of federal Impact 
Aid when allocating the SEG distribution since the funding formula was adopted in the 1970s. 
 
SEG Credit for Impact Aid.  To maintain an equalized funding formula, New Mexico takes credit 
for 75 percent of operational Impact Aid – i.e. basic support payments – received by school districts 
and state-chartered charter schools in the SEG distribution. Under the Public School Finance Act, 
every school district and charter school in the state is guaranteed to receive the program cost 
calculated by the funding formula, regardless of how much the school district or charter school is 
able to raise in local taxes or other funding sources, including Impact Aid revenue. New Mexico 
receives approval from the U.S. secretary of education to consider Impact Aid as local revenue in 
its SEG because New Mexico’s funding formula is equalized in that students across the state are 
funded in similar ways.  
 
Disparity Analysis.  To consider Impact Aid as local revenue when allocating state aid, the state 
must demonstrate to the U.S. secretary of education that the disparity in per-student revenues is 
less than 25 percent, after eliminating the 5 percent of students with the highest per-student 
revenues and the 5 percent of students with the lowest per-student revenues. The calculation 
approved by the U.S. Department of Education also does not consider additional revenue provided 
to school districts and charter schools based on the special needs of their student’s population (such 
as special education funding or at-risk funding), or due to the geographic isolation of a school 
(such as the small school size adjustment). When performing the disparity test, federal regulations 
require the government to exclude amounts raised for capital outlay, debt service, and community 
service. 
 
Public School Capital Outlay Funding.  Litigant school districts have revived their claim that 
the capital outlay system is inequitable and argued that eliminating the 75 percent credit of Impact 
Aid funds would take care of the issue. The current standards-based public school capital outlay 
program was developed and established in response to a 1998 lawsuit filed in state district court 
by Zuni Public Schools and later joined by Gallup-McKinley County Schools (GMCS) and Grants-
Cibola County Public Schools. Although the quality of school facilities has improved significantly 
since the lawsuit, and the state has awarded $2.6 billion dollars in capital outlay funding to school 
districts, litigant school districts are still concerned the system is inequitable. See Attachment 2, 
Total PSCOC Dollars Awarded. These alleged ongoing disparities led GMCS to reopen the Zuni 
lawsuit – which had never been closed – and seek judicial intervention to cure what the school 
district characterizes as ongoing disparities in the current public school capital outlay funding 
system. For more information, see the LESC Annual Report (https://www.nmlegis.gov/Entity/ 
LESC/Documents/Reports_To_The_Legislature/LESCReportToLegislature_2020.pdf). 
 
Work to Address Plaintiff Concerns. The reopening of the Zuni lawsuit and discussions during 
the 2019 legislative session prompted further consideration of the equity of the current public 
school capital outlay system. During the 2019 interim, multiple committees held legislative 
hearings on the issues with the current public school capital outlay system and potential solutions, 

https://www.nmlegis.gov/Entity/LESC/Documents/Reports_To_The_Legislature/LESCReportToLegislature_2020.pdf
https://www.nmlegis.gov/Entity/LESC/Documents/Reports_To_The_Legislature/LESCReportToLegislature_2020.pdf
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including the feasibility of eliminating the operational credit the state takes for federal Impact Aid 
funds. In addition, the House Majority Office held multiple well-attended statewide meetings to 
discuss capital outlay issues and potential solutions for the 2020 legislatives session. See 
Attachment 3, Public School Capital Funding and Impact Aid. 
 
The state continues to work to ensure more equity in public school facility funding. A new state 
and local match formula, which adjusts the state and local shares of the Public School Capital 
Outlay Council (PSCOC)-funded projects based on a school district’s ability to fund replacement 
of their schools, will be fully phased-in in FY24. In addition, PSCOC continues to adjust the public 
school capital outlay process. In response to plaintiff school district concerns, PSCOC directed the 
Public School Facilities Authority (PSFA), which staffs the council, to establish a process for 
funding teacher housing facilities. A separate retroactive standards-based award program allowed 
PSCOC to make awards to schools that received a standards-based award under an older version 
of the adequacy standards so they can “catch up” with current standards. PSFA reviewed past 
projects that received limited funding participation due to spaces being identified as “outside of 
adequacy” at the time of the award, but most requests from litigant school districts were for things 
within adequacy. In anticipation of another legislative authorization, PSFA will contact school 
districts eligible for retroactive standards-based awards and work to create an awards process. 
 
Public School Capital Outlay in HB4/aHEC/aHAFC.  HB4/aHEC/aHAFC would create 
inequities in the PSCOC process, and potentially exacerbate the Zuni lawsuit, which is still 
ongoing. School districts that receive federal Impact Aid funds have argued these funds are 
essentially payments to replace lost property tax revenue because of federal activity. However, 
legislation has been enacted to provide additional state funding for school districts with low 
property tax bases. Laws 2018, Chapter 66 (SB30) changed PSCOC’s state and local match 
calculation to be based on the net taxable value for a school district for the prior five years, the 
maximum allowable gross square footage per student pursuant to the adequacy planning guide, the 
cost per square foot of replacement facilities, and each school district’s population density.  
 
While litigant school districts have argued their Impact Aid is a payment in lieu of taxes and should 
be treated like property taxes and available for capital outlay, HB4/aHEC/aHAFC’s federally 
impacted location support program payments would not be considered in PSCOC’s state and local 
match calculation, which would introduce inequities into the state and local match calculation. The 
state and local match formula was put into place to provide equity in state funding of public school 
buildings and address the Zuni lawsuit. For this reason, the Legislature may want to consider 
including federally impacted location support program revenue that is used for capital outlay in 
the state and local match calculation, which would result in reducing the state share of projects at 
school districts that receive federally impacted location support program funds. See Attachment 
4, Potential Change to PSCOC State Match with Inclusion of 50 Percent of Federally 
Impacted Support Program Revenue. For example, the FY21 state match for Jemez Valley 
Public Schools is 37 percent, and under HB4/aHEC/aHAFC the state match would not be changed. 
However, if HB4/aHEC/aHAFC was enacted and Jemez Valley Public Schools decided to use 50 
percent of federally impacted support program funds for capital outlay, Jemez Valley Public 
Schools would have an additional $475 thousand to spend on capital outlay annually, in addition 
to the $380 thousand the state and local match formula estimates to be currently available. The 
PSCOC state match considers the amount of funding school districts need to replace their facilities 
over 45 years, and amortizes this amount to determine the amount of funding needed annually. 
Considering potential revenue from HB4/aHEC/aHAFC, Jemez Valley Public Schools is 
estimated to have $855 thousand in annual capital outlay revenue, although only $468 thousand is 
needed to replace their facilities to adequacy. This means Jemez Valley Public Schools would have 
183 percent of what is needed for public school facilities, and if HB4/aHEC/aHAFC revenues were 
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considered in the PSCOC state match calculation, Jemez Valley Public Schools would have their 
state match reduced from 37 percent to 12 percent. It is important to note that including federally 
impacted support program funds would have lowered Jemez Valley Public School’s state match 
to the floor of 6 percent – the lowest available under the Public School Capital Outlay Act – but 
Jemez Valley Public Schools receives 12 percent as a result of the school district’s population 
density.  
 
PSCOC uses the weighted New Mexico Condition Index (wNMCI) to rank the condition of school 
facilities, with schools in the worst condition at the top of the list of eligibility for PSCOC funding. 
Depending on state revenues, PSCOC determines a funding pool for applications, for example 
inviting schools ranked in the top 75 wNMCI to apply for funding. The PSCOC state match 
determines how much the state participates in capital outlay funding for each school district. If 
HB4/aHEC/aHAFC capital outlay revenues are not considered in the PSCOC state match, school 
districts that receive federally impacted support program funds will still be able to receive their 
current level of funding from the state as their schools become eligible for funding. For example, 
Pojoaque Valley Public School’s Pojoaque Middle School is currently ranked 40 on the wNMCI; 
if the school district decided to apply for PSCOC funding for Pojoaque Middle School, they would 
be able to receive 73 percent of the cost of the project from PSCOC. However, if federally 
impacted support program revenue was included in the calculation of the state and local match, 
Pojoaque Middle School would receive 41 percent of funding from PSCOC. See Attachment 5, 
School Districts that Receive Impact Aid Funds in the Top 100 FY20 wNMCI. 
 
OTHER SIGNIFICANT ISSUES 
 
Impact Aid.  Since 1950, the federal government has provided local school districts with funding 
to assist local schools with providing education to “federally connected children” and to 
compensate school districts with limited taxable property due to property acquired by the federal 
government after 1938. The federal government maintains a significant presence in New Mexico, 
in the form of national laboratories, military bases, and tribal lands. Because of this outsized 
presence, New Mexico has one of the highest allocations of federal Impact Aid funds on a per-
capita basis in the nation. Each year, Congress makes appropriations for four types of Impact Aid: 
basic support payments, payments for federal property, payments for children with disabilities, 
and construction payments. Basic support payments fund operational Impact Aid — funds that can 
be spent at the discretion of the local school district or charter school.  
 
In FY19, 25 school districts and five state-chartered charter schools received $111.5 million of 
this funding directly from the federal government. See Attachment 6, Federal Impact Aid 
Payments, FY19. In FY19, New Mexico school districts and charter schools received $84.6 
million in operational fund Impact Aid, which is used to calculate the SEG credit. See Attachment 
7, Operational Fund Impact by Fiscal Year. 
 
Arguments from School Districts that Receive Federal Impact Aid Funds.  During the 2019 
legislative session, school districts that were plaintiffs in the 1999 Zuni lawsuit claimed the capital 
outlay system was unfair because they could not raise sufficient local revenue to build above the 
statewide adequacy standards, unlike school districts with higher land valuations. Some school 
districts that receive Impact Aid funds indicated they are still struggling to generate enough local 
revenues for the local match for PSCOC projects, though they acknowledged the new state and 
local match calculation – which is currently being phased in through FY24 – is a step in the right 
direction. Plaintiff school districts proposed legislation to prohibit the state from taking credit for 
federal Impact Aid funds. They argued eliminating the credit would provide more general fund 
revenue to these school districts and would free up Impact Aid revenue for capital expenditures. 
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However, Impact Aid payments are part of a school district’s operational fund and eliminating the 
credit could create disproportional differences in operational funding without addressing capital 
outlay needs directly.  
 
While some school districts that received federal Impact Aid funds indicated they would like to 
eliminate the SEG credit for operational Impact Aid payments for capital expenditures, some tribes 
indicated they would like to use these funds for operational expenditures. Increasing collaboration 
between tribal governments, PED, and school districts was echoed by a number of meeting 
participants. One participant indicated the majority of Navajo students graduate from public 
schools; however, tribes have little collaboration with schools and little influence on how Impact 
Aid is used for Native American students. It appears more engagement between public school 
districts and the tribes is needed. For more information, see the LESC Annual Report 
(https://www.nmlegis.gov/Entity/LESC/Documents/Reports_To_The_Legislature/LESCReportT
oLegislature_2020.pdf). 
 
RELATED BILLS  
 
Relates to SB142, Federal Revenue in School Funding, which removes the requirement that PED 
must take credit for 75 percent of federal Impact Aid payments in calculating a school district’s or 
state-chartered charter school’s SEG. 
 
Relates to SB141, School Funding & Uses, appropriates $86 million to PED to replace federal 
Impact Aid payments deducted from the distribution of state funds pursuant to the SEG. 
 
Relates to SB135, Replace Some School Impact Aid Funding, which directs PED to distribute half 
of the federal Impact Aid credited under the SEG back to school districts that had at least $1 million 
in federal Impact Aid funds credited against their SEG distribution and appropriates $29.8 million 
to cover the distribution. 
 
Relates to HB254 and SB159, Distributions to School Districts, which amends state funding 
calculations pursuant to the Public School Capital Improvements Act. 
 
Relates to HB131, Distributions to Taxing School Districts, which would increase the state 
program guarantee pursuant to the Public School Capital Improvements Act.  
 
Relates to SB198, School Impact Aid Credits Returned, which replaces the amount of federal 
Impact Aid credited under the SEG for school districts that had at least $1 million in federal Impact 
Aid funds credited against their SEG distribution through a separate appropriation. 
 
SOURCES OF INFORMATION 

• LESC Files 
• Indian Affairs Department (IAD) 
• Public School Facilities Authority (PSFA) 
• Public Education Department (PED) 
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ATTACHMENT 1

School District or Charter School

FY15 to FY19 Average 

Operational 

Impact Aid

Estimated FY21 

Distrbution

FY16 to FY20 Average 

Operational 

Impact Aid

Estimated FY22 

Distrbution

FY17 to FY21 Average 

Operational 

Impact Aid

Estimated FY23 

Distrbution

1 Alamogordo Public Schools $763,846 $190,962 $810,407 $405,203 $854,268 $640,701 1

2 Albuquerque Public Schools $111,815 $27,954 $143,027 $71,513 $157,102 $117,827 2

3 Bernalillo Public Schools $3,957,993 $989,498 $4,242,557 $2,121,278 $4,503,584 $3,377,688 3

4 Bloomfield Schools $616,328 $154,082 $674,216 $337,108 $733,805 $550,354 4

5 Central Consolidated Schools $22,872,755 $5,718,189 $22,474,214 $11,237,107 $22,759,303 $17,069,477 5

6 Clovis Municipal Schools $174,544 $43,636 $232,781 $116,390 $291,381 $218,536 6

7 Cuba Independent Schools $1,053,075 $263,269 $1,177,844 $588,922 $1,310,135 $982,601 7

8 Dulce Independent Schools $3,339,029 $834,757 $3,566,575 $1,783,288 $3,779,529 $2,834,646 8

10 Española Public Schools $122,096 $30,524 $103,913 $51,957 $71,688 $53,766 10

11 Farmington Municipal Schools $3,618 $0 $1,289 $0 $0 $0 11

12 Gallup-McKinley County Schools $28,340,989 $7,085,247 $28,690,797 $14,345,399 $28,886,048 $21,664,536 12

13 Grants-Cibola County Schools $2,917,133 $729,283 $3,116,817 $1,558,409 $3,549,808 $2,662,356 13

14 Jemez Mountain Public Schools $246,487 $61,622 $223,401 $111,700 $217,747 $163,310 14

15 Jemez Valley Public Schools $1,192,586 $298,147 $1,219,376 $609,688 $1,266,430 $949,822 15

16 Las Cruces Public Schools $684 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 16

17 Los Alamos Public Schools $326,188 $81,547 $394,206 $197,103 $450,775 $338,081 17

18 Los Lunas Public Schools $198,269 $49,567 $226,245 $113,123 $255,094 $191,321 18

19 Magdalena Municipal Schools $456,050 $114,012 $475,170 $237,585 $494,280 $370,710 19

20 Maxwell Municipal Schools $419 $105 $482 $241 $516 $387 20

21 McCurdy Charter School $28,567 $0 $40,693 $0 $52,819 $0 21

23 Peñasco Independent Schools $25,489 $6,372 $27,980 $13,990 $27,436 $20,577 23

24 Pojoaque Valley Public Schools $1,244,873 $311,218 $1,503,693 $751,846 $1,723,647 $1,292,735 24

25 Portales Municipal Schools $6,923 $1,731 $5,380 $2,690 $3,987 $2,990 25

26 Raton Public Schools $12,679 $3,170 $13,267 $6,634 $16,111 $12,083 26

27 Ruidoso Municipal Schools $304,083 $76,021 $290,539 $145,270 $255,985 $191,989 27

28 Southwest Aero., Math, and Science $2,112 $0 $3,188 $0 $4,264 $0 28

30 Southwest Primary Learning Center $2,610 $0 $3,677 $0 $4,744 $0 30

31 Southwest Secondary Learning Center $2,010 $0 $3,045 $0 $4,081 $0 31

32 Taos Municipal Schools $36,931 $9,233 $43,768 $21,884 $49,555 $37,166 32

33 Tularosa Municipal Schools $345,969 $86,492 $368,830 $184,415 $375,132 $281,349 33

34 Walatowa Charter High School $98,802 $0 $151,732 $0 $204,663 $0 34

35 Zuni Public Schools $6,663,467 $1,665,867 $7,021,819 $3,510,909 $7,394,823 $5,546,117 35

36 Statewide Total $75,468,418 $18,832,504 $77,250,928 $38,523,652 $79,698,738 $59,571,126 36

Source: LESC Files

Average Operational Fund Impact Aid and Estimated Distributions of Federally Impacted Location Support 
1

1
This table is based on operational Impact Aid reciepts that were included in the calculation of funding formula credits.  Reciepts for FY20 through FY22 were estimated using FY19 actual reciepts.
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Artesia
$0

Lovington
$0

Quemado
$17,635

Gallup
$338,691,554

T or C
$14,511,076

Clayton
$9,601

Grants
$57,231,995

Alamogordo
$49,688,396

Reserve
$14,700,789

Silver City
$7,598,830

Carlsbad
$430,192

Roswell
$126,862,878

West Las Vegas
$24,686,561

Corona
$16,159

Central
$63,612,705

Deming
$119,938,051

Magdalena
$927,961

Socorro
$10,935,960

Animas
$1,118,306

Santa Rosa
$5,172,855

Carrizozo
$27,346

Fort Sumner
$19,484,637

Vaughn
$168,803

Mosquero
$46,069

Tatum
$40,000

Dulce
$1,208,908

Jemez Mountains
$3,078,943

Des Moines
$930,230

Springer
$86,453

Tularosa
$17,469,600

Las Cruces
$207,828,924

Albuquerque
$230,596,395

Jal
$20,000

Hobbs
$37,781,660

Eunice
$1,764,548

Bloomfield
$257,537

Cimarron
$533,696

Mesa Vista
$13,142,552

Cuba
$21,516,734

Hondo Valley
$772,676

Cloudcroft
$1,031,449

Las Vegas City
$3,337,051

Jemez Valley
$991,914

Wagon Mound
$72,862

Santa Fe
$687,764

Gadsden
$247,289,936

Estancia
$8,922,950

Hatch Valley
$11,172,205

Lordsburg
$20,987,426

Chama Valley
$23,630,848

Raton
$5,706,835

Belen
$13,533,631

Roy
$21,699

Moriarity
$12,212,591

Cobre
$32,830,029

Mountainair
$9,306,015

Tucumcari
$20,822,749

Elida
$605,737

Melrose
$60,206

Questa
$54,158

Dora
$3,527,552

Mora
$1,543,305

Taos
$475,735

San Jon
$613,754

Logan
$1,803,633

Dexter
$5,736,140

Farmington
$146,969,698

Capitan
$7,389,789

Espanola
$34,027,396

House
$35,000

Aztec
$4,856

Bernalillo
$70,452,724

Zuni
$39,766,658

Los Lunas
$122,744,158

Floyd
$823,737

Lake Arthur
$3,821

Maxwell
$18,365

Hagerman
$1,463,252

Clovis
$117,655,392

Pecos
$1,922,825

Grady
$2,989,660

Pojoaque
$5,763,578

Portales
$17,710,735

Penasco
$6,858,739

Ruidoso
$12,127,255

Loving
$46,459

Texico
$4,766,529

Los Alamos
$42,875,078

Rio Rancho
$98,468,387

Total PSCOC Dollars Awarded

State Total PSCOC Dollars Awarded
$2,554,769,480

Created 10/21/19
By AM PSFA

Sources:PSFA

Total PSCOC Award Dollars awarded through 10/18/2019

$0.01 - $7,598,830.00
$7,598,830.01 - $24,686,561.00
$24,686,561.01 - $70,452,724.00
$70,452,724.01 - $146,969,698.00
$146,969,698.01 - $338,691,554.00
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School Districts that Receive Impact Aid Funds in the Top 100 FY20 wNMCI

Rank School District School
 Gross Area 

(Sq. Ft.) wNMCI

1 Alamogordo Chaparral MS 140,028          78.51%
67 Alamogordo High Rolls Mountain Park ES 11,858             40.24%
78 Alamogordo Alamogordo HS 327,447          39.12%
91 Alamogordo Sierra ES 44,513             38.05%
10 Albuquerque Taft MS 162,335          52.36%
13 Albuquerque Arroyo Del Oso ES 50,760             51.23%
15 Albuquerque (District Charter) The International School at Mesa del Sol Charter School 36,064             50.32%
18 Albuquerque Eugene Field ES 54,896             48.98%
19 Albuquerque Edmund G. Ross ES 64,216             48.74%
20 Albuquerque John Adams MS 135,204          48.68%
25 Albuquerque Garfield MS 88,643             47.25%
27 Albuquerque Highland HS 387,782          47.00%
28 Albuquerque Kennedy MS 103,677          46.51%
30 Albuquerque Mark Twain ES 65,587             46.00%
31 Albuquerque Washington MS 97,407             45.74%
33 Albuquerque (District Charter) Albuquerque Charter Academy 17,068             45.17%
34 Albuquerque Mission Avenue ES 62,891             45.02%
36 Albuquerque Sierra Vista ES 84,972             44.50%
39 Albuquerque Polk MS 94,909             44.42%
41 Albuquerque S. Y. Jackson ES 57,041             44.20%
45 Albuquerque Alamosa ES 78,011             43.23%
47 Albuquerque (District Charter) Digital Arts and Technology Academy Charter School 51,210             42.90%
48 Albuquerque (District Charter) La Academia de Esperanza Charter School 21,246             42.80%
49 Albuquerque La Mesa ES 85,467             42.45%
50 Albuquerque Lavaland ES 66,412             42.30%
55 Albuquerque Emerson ES 76,681             41.64%
56 Albuquerque Griegos ES 42,891             41.47%
57 Albuquerque Cleveland MS 108,148          41.32%
59 Albuquerque Kirtland ES 55,956             41.12%
60 Albuquerque Eldorado HS 340,986          40.91%
63 Albuquerque (District Charter) El Camino Real Academy Charter School 66,121             40.69%
64 Albuquerque School on Wheels Alternative School 14,615             40.53%
66 Albuquerque Armijo ES 64,363             40.30%
68 Albuquerque San Antonito ES 56,315             40.21%
70 Albuquerque Alameda ES 45,809             39.81%
73 Albuquerque Jackson MS 86,382             39.49%
74 Albuquerque Matheson Park ES 44,427             39.30%
77 Albuquerque La Cueva HS 384,271          39.22%
79 Albuquerque Hodgin ES 76,595             39.03%
81 Albuquerque Sandia HS 367,144          38.79%
82 Albuquerque Eisenhower MS 138,081          38.71%
85 Albuquerque Kit Carson ES 76,421             38.48%
87 Albuquerque Bellehaven ES 51,078             38.36%
89 Albuquerque Hayes MS 106,764          38.19%
97 Albuquerque Petroglyph ES 79,635             37.54%
99 Albuquerque Dennis Chavez ES 83,160             37.35%
2 Central Consolidated Newcomb ES 67,465             69.30%

72 Clovis Barry ES 49,692             39.64%
8 Espanola Chimayo ES 35,026             52.58%

51 Espanola Dixon ES 20,768             42.06%
84 Espanola Hernandez ES 30,982             38.52%
23 Gallup McKinley Gallup Central Alternative HS 37,999             48.07%
29 Gallup McKinley Gallup HS 259,311          46.29%
37 Gallup McKinley Chee Dodge ES 59,182             44.47%
69 Gallup McKinley Crownpoint HS 81,218             39.87%
98 Gallup McKinley Navajo Pine HS 76,553             37.35%
52 Grants Cibola Bluewater ES 23,525             41.96%
92 Grants Cibola Mount Taylor ES 75,425             38.03%
14 Jemez Mountain Gallina ES 23,044             50.53%
44 Jemez Mountain Coronado MS/HS 90,398             43.36%
42 Jemez Mountain (District Charter) Lindrith Heritage Charter 11,971             43.74%
75 Los Alamos Chamisa ES 47,890             39.29%
40 Pojoaque Valley Pojoaque MS 83,511             44.29%
58 Pojoaque Valley Sixth Grade Academy 15,047             41.28%
21 Raton Longfellow ES 33,799             48.29%

Source:  PSFA

OFFICIAL Statewide Average wNMCI: 23.07%  Average FCI: 51.63% Average wNMCI of Top 30: 51.97%

ATTACHMENT 5
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