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T [BACKGROUND

Context and history related to the PSFF.



Background (See Appendix A)

Prior to 1974 the funding method for NM schools
was based on local district wealth.

During the 1974-1975 school year, the current
funding formula was implemented.

This formula was based on a model developed by
the National Education Finance Project in the late

1960s and early 1970s.



Background

In 2008 the American Institutes for Research (AIR)

conducted an independent comprehensive study of
the NM PSFF and found that:

additional funding would be required to bring school
districts and charter schools to sufficient spending
levels; and

in FY 2008 an additional $334.7 million or a 14.5
percent increase in funding would be required to
achieve sufficiency.



Background

AIR recommended that the state consider a revised,
simplified funding formulq, including:

a smaller and simplified set of student-needs weighting
factors to achieve an equitable distribution of funds
according to student need;

a simplified set of programmatic weights for student
grade level composition for elementary, middle, and
high school students; and

an enrollment size weighting schedule that accounts
separately for the scale of district operations and
charter school operations.
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Basics (See Appendix A)

The PSFF:

recognizes different costs for various educational
programs including grade level, special education
(SPED), bilingual, fine arts and physical education
(PE);

is designed to distribute operational funds to school
districts and charter schools in a non-categorical
manner;

provides for local school district autonomy in meeting
local priorities and needs;



Basics

The PSFF:

is student driven;

operates under the principle that all students are
entitled to an equal educational opportunity despite
differences in local school district wealth; and

establishes the educational need of each school district
and charter school, based on the average number of
students enrolled on the prior year’s second and third
reporting dates, and participating in the legislatively
defined programs.



Mechanics

In order to determine the State Equalization
Guarantee (SEG) distribution, the following
information is required:

ne appropriation to the SEG;

T
The appropriated program cost;
The total statewide units; and

T

he unit value.



Mechanics (See Appendix

FY 14 STATE EQUALIZATION GUARANTEE DISTRIBUTION

(dollars in thousands)

EY 13 Einal Unit Value ~ FY 14 Prelim. Unit Value
/5 3{293,,/ $3,817.55
The Final FY 13 and FY 14 Unit Values may be adjusted based on a final decision = FY 14 Appropriation
from the U.S.IDept. of Education regarding. a waiver relquest fm!n Maintenance FY13 CS/H 2 et al. as amended
of Effort requirements for state-level funding for special education. Aporopriation Laws 2013, Ch. 227
(partial veto)
1JPROGRAM COST $2,294,777.4 52,343,438.9 1
laws 2011, Chapter 178 Retirement Adjustments $25,274.4 ﬂ 2
JENROLLMENT GROWTH 511,099.5 6,937.1 3
4 New Charter Schools 58,1824 / 4
5| Year-to-year Base Unit Changes (56,179.7) / 5
6} INSURANCE COSTS $10,284.9 l 517,566.9 =16
7YFIXED COSTS see line 83 / $3,8416 ~]
B L.5 percent ERB Retirement Swap Reversal I 520,478.4
ofo.75 percent ERB Retirement Contribution Increase [see Selected Language, p. 4-5] / 511,166.4
100Compensation Increase (1.0 percent average) [see Selected Language, p. 4] 518,657.1 10
114College and Career Readiness (AP, ACT, SAT, PSAT, Explore, Plan) I 5300.4 11
120Early Reading Initiative [see line 53 and Selected Language, p. 5] l 54,000.0 12
13)Adjustment to Meet Maintenance of Effort for Special Education for FY 14 [see Selected Language, p. 5] / to be determined * |13
14PROGRAM COST $2,343,438.9 52,426,395.8 14
15 Dollar Difference over Previous Year's Appropriation 582,956.9 15
16 Percent Change 3.5% |16
17JLESS PROJECTED CREDITS (569,000.0) (563,000.0) 17
18JLESS OTHER STATE FUNDS (from driver's license fees) (5850.0) (51,500.0) s
190STATE EQUALIZATION GUARANTEE $2,273,588.9 52,361,895.8 19

B

"OPENING THE DOORS"
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Mechanics (See Appendix C)

Total Statewide Units

The steps of calculating the sum of the Total Statewide Units:

Step 1) Calculate and total the Program Units;

Step 2) Multiply the Program Units by the Instructional Staff Training &
Experience (T&E) Index to obtain the Adjusted Program Units; and

Step 3) Calculate the other Add-on Units using the individual cost differentials
and calculation methods that recognize:

Local school and district needs;

Economies of scale;

Enroliment growth from one year to the next;

At-risk students;

National Board for Professional Teaching Standards certified teachers; and
Creation of a new district.

Step 4) Sum the Adjusted Program Units and the Add-on Units to determine
the Total Statewide Units



Mechanics:
Step 1 (See Appendix C)

Total Statewide Units Cont’d

A B C D E F
1 State Equalization Guarantee Computation
p
3 |Grade Level’'Program Membership Times Cost Differential = Units
+4 Kindergarten & 3- and 4-Year-Old DD FTE MEM bt 144
5 Grade 1 MEM bt 1.20
6 Grades 2-3 MEM bt 1.18
7 Grades 4-6 MEM s 1.045 S
8 Grades 7-12 MEM bt 1.25 U
Q MM
10 Special Education
11 Related Services (Ancillary) FTE STAFTF = 25 00 L]
12 A/B Level Service Add-on MMEM > 070 F
13 C Level Service Add-on MMEM » 1.0:0
14 D Lewvel Service Add-on MEM = 200 L 8
15 3- and 4-Year-Old DI Program Add-on MEM = 200 ™N
16 I
17 Bilingual Fducation FTE MEM = 050 T
18 5
19 |Fine Aris Fducation FTE MEM » 005
20
21 Elementary Physical Fducation FTE MEM = U T
22
23 | =TOTAL PROGERAM UNITS



Mechanics:
Step 2 (See Appendix C)

Total Statewide Units Cont’d

Multiply the TOTAL Program Units by the district or
state-chartered charter schools Instructional Staff

Training & Experience Index (T&E Index) to obtain
the:

ADJUSTED PROGRAM UNITS.

A B C D E F

23 =TOTAL PROGRAM UNITS
L
23 T&E INDEX MULTIPLIER ——— Times Yalue from 1000 - 1500
20
- = ADJUSTED PROGRAM UNITS




Mechanics:
Step 2 (See Appendix D)

Total Statewide Units Cont’d
TABLE 1. T&E INDEX CALCULATION

Years of Experience
Academic Classification -2 3-5 6-8 9-15 | Over 15
Bachelor’s Degree or Less 0.75 | 0.90 | 1.00 1.05 1.05
Bachelor’s Plus 15 Credit Hours 0.80 | 0.95| 1.00 1.10 1.15
Master’s or Bachelor’s Plus 45 Credit Hours 0.85| 1.00| 1.05 1.15 1.20
Master’s Plus 15 Credit Hours 090 | 1.05| 1.15 1.30 1.35
Post-Master’s or Master’s Plus 45 Credit Hours 1.00 | 1.15] 1.30 1.40 1.50

The following calculations for the T&E index shall be computed:

1. multiply the number of full-time equivalent (FTE) instructional staff in each academic
classification by the numerical factor in the appropriate “years of experience” column provided in
the table above:
add the products calculated in step 1; and
3. divide the total obtained in step 2 by the total number of FTE instructional staff.

]

There are two additional instructions included in statute regarding the T&E Index that require:
® the cost differential factor not be lower than 1.00 or higher than 1.50; and
® 1.12 to be the designated T&E Index for newly created school districts.



Mechanics:
Step 3 & 4 (See Appendix C)

Total Statewide Units Cont’d

D-Level Non-Profit Training Center Special
Education Units , A B C D E| E
Size Adjustment Program Units 20 = ADJUSTED PROCRAM UNITS
School Size: Elementary /Junior High, 2]
Senior High ;; Hus
District Si - : e
R'S ”ICI Ie " 0 D-Level NPTC Special Educetion Unit
ural Isolation Units i Size Uit (Flementary Fior High Semor High: Distriet Rurel solztion)
New District Adjustment Units 0 NEWBiEEiETﬂdeEﬂEﬂTUﬂiE
At-Risk Factor = AtRisk Units
33 .
Enrollment Growth Units U EIJID]]IF[EETGTDWHHUIHE
National Board for Professional Teaching 3 : Nmﬁwdfm :
Standards Units g; Professiond Teaching Standands Ui
s
Charter School Activities Units (et Sthmlﬂfmms_]_,ﬂm_
3 Home School Student ActivitiesUnit
Home School Student Activities Units
Save Harmless Units %g
After including these units, we have obtained our: 1] =TOTAL UNITS
ADJUSTED + Add-on Units = GRAND TOTAL ,
UNITS 4] Pluz Save Harmless Units
{1 =GRAND TOTAL UNITS

41



Mechanics (See Appendix E)

Unit Value

The Unit Value is established using the following
formula:

Appropriated Program Cost
Total Statewide Units

Unit Value =




Mechanics (See Appendix E)

Unit Value Cont’d

1) Since the General Appropriation Act (GAA) of 1992, the Secretary
of Public Education has been required to establish a preliminary
Unit Value for the SEG to be used for districts to establish tentative
budgets based on projected units.

2) Each GAA since the GAA of 1992 has authorized the Secretary of
Public Education, upon verification of the number of units statewide,
to adjust the program unit value.

3) Beginning with the GAA of 1998, and in each GAA since, it has been
specified that any adjustment to the program unit value (as
referenced in #2, above) may occur no later than January 315t for

the corresponding fiscal year (e.g. for FY 13, no later than January
31, 2013).



Mechanics (Appendices E & F)

Calculation of the FY 14 Unit Value:

Remember, the following formula must hold:

Appropriated Program Cost
Total Statewide Units

Unit Value =

FY 14 Preliminary Unit Value calculation:
$3,817.55 = $2,426,395,800

635,589.8
Appendix F provides a History of Unit Values since

the introduction of the funding formula in 1974,



Modifications

The PSFF has been modified several times since
1974 in efforts to improve equity of educational
funding.

What happens when a change is made to the PSFF?

Generally, due to the equalized nature of the PSFF,
when modifications are made to the PSFF that
affect total statewide units, it has an impact on the
distribution to districts and state-chartered charter
schools.



Modifications Cont’d

Types of Changes:

A change that increases the Total Statewide Units
Modifying a cost differential factor; or

Modifying or adding new programs or components to
the funding formula.

A change that decreases the Total Statewide Units

Modifying a cost differential factor; or

Modifying or removing programs or components of the
funding formula.



Modifications Cont’d
(See Appendix G)

Identifying the Winners & Losers — Questions to Ask:

1) Will this change result in an increase or decrease in the
Total Statewide Units?¢

2) How does this increase or decrease in the Total Statewide
Units impact the Unit Value?

3) Based on the changed Unit Value, how will districts and
state-chartered charter schools see their SEG distribution
change?



Example: (See Appendix H)

House Bill 165a — School Finance Units for Small Districis

HB 165 proposed to modify the size adjustment program unit
section of the Public School Finance Act to generate units for
school districts with membership less than 200, including early
childhood education, provided that the Public Education
Department (PED) certifies that:

the school district has implemented practices to reduce scale
inefficiencies,

including shared service agreements with regional education
cooperatives (RECs) or

other school districts for non-instructional functions; and
distance education.



Example: (See Appendix H)

]
ATTACHMENT 1. COMPARISON BETWEEN FY 13 UNITS AND SEG AND HB 165
HYPOTHETICAL (Uses FY 13 Units and SEG)

DISTRICT/ LOCALLY HB 165 | HB 165 FY 13 HB 165 FY 13 HB 165 HB 165

CHARTERED CHARTER Units | Total Units | Total Units SEG SEG Hold Harmless| Revenues

ALAMOGORDO 0.000] 11,086.417| 11,086.417] $39,471,657.89] $39,552,921.33] (581,263.44)

ALBUQUERQUE 0.000] 161,693.720] 161,693.720] $588,949,467.57| $590,134,682.54| ($1,185,214.97)

ACADEMIA DE LENGUA

Y CULTURA 0.000 212.108 212.106 $777 625.14 $779,179.88 ($1,554.74)

ALB TALENT DEV

SECONDARY 0.000 373.827 373.827 $1,370,528.29 $1,373,268.44 ($2,740.15)

ALICE KING

COMMUNITY SCHOOL 0.000 537.140 537.140 $1,969,268.04 $1,973,205.28 ($3,937.24)

BATAAN MILITARY

ACADEMY 0.000 354.788 354.788 $1,300,727.31 $1,303,327.91 ($2,600.60)
CHRISTINE DUNCAN

COMMUNITY 0.000 286.502 286.502 $1,050,376.50 $1,052,476.56 ($2,100.06)
CORRALES

INTERNATIONAL 0.000 571.858 571.858 $2,096,551.52 $2,100,743.24 ($4,191.72)
DIGITAL ARTS & TECH

ACADEMY 0.000 585.761 585.761 $2,147 522.84 $2,151,816.46 ($4,293.62)
EL CAMINO REAL 0.000 777.871 777.871 $2,851,838.44 $2,857,540.23 ($5,701.79)
GORDON BERNELL 0.000] 1,160.604] 1,160.604 $4,255,017.99 $4,263,525.22 ($8,507.23)




Example

Resulis:

If HB 165 had been in place in FY 13:

Approximately 1,333 additional units would have been generated
statewide

School districts with enrollment numbers below 200 would have been
impacted positively.

In order to “hold harmless” any losing districts or charter schools, a $4.6
million appropriation of new money for FY 14 would have been
necessary.

This $4.6 million would have allowed the change to take place without
reducing the Unit Value or having any district or charter see their SEG
distribution amount fall below FY 13 levels.

However, as with any change, when an appropriation is used for a
“hold harmless” provision, that appropriation does not flow through the
current formula.



In Summary:

Most modifications to the PSFF increase the number of
Total Statewide Units.

When that happens, ask how will the Unit Value be
affected?

If there is a change to the Unit Value, ask how the
distribution to school districts and state-chartered
charter schools will change and if there is an
appropriation included with the legislation.

Ask the bottom line question: who are the winners and
who are the losers as a result of this change?




Thank Youl

Questions?
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APPENDIX A

NEW MEXICO PUBLIC SCHOOL FUNDING FORMULA

SOURCES OF PUBLIC SCHOOL FUNDING IN NEW MEXICO

Nearly all state-level school district and charter school' operational funds are derived from the
following sources: the General Fund, the Current School Fund, and revenue from the Federal
Mineral Leasing Act. Only one significant state appropriation is not distributed through the
Public School Fund—the Free Textbook appropriation—which the Legislature appropriates out
of revenue from the Federal Mineral Leasing Act. The Free Textbook allocation is determined
by a district’s or charter school's first reporting date® membership [§22-15-9 NMSA 1978].

General Fund Revenue Cu .
« General Gross Receipts & Compensating Taxes

« FEarnings on Invested Permanent

s fncome Tax _ School Fund
Interest Earnings e Land Income

EE:;iaicﬁaﬁi :_:'S e Fines, Forfeitures, and Escheats
fa]d

Federal Mineral Leasing Act Public School Fund
s State Equalization Guaraniee

Distribution

y + Transporiation

Free Textbooks « Supplemental Distributions:
Out-of-State Tuition
Emergency

School District
Operational Revenue

! “Charter school™ as used in this document refers to siate-chartered charter schools unless otherwise specified,

! “Reporting date” refers to statutorily created dates for the reporting of student demographics including membership
by school districts and charter schools to the Public Education Depariment. The reporting dates are: (1) the second
Wednesday in October; (2) December 1 or the first working day in December; and (3) the second Wednesday in
February, The reporting dates were previously referred to as 40™-day, 80"-day, and IZD”‘nduy reports,

LESC — June 2013
1



APPENDIX A

METHOD OF DMSTRIBUTION: THE PUBLIC SCHOOL FUNDING FORMULA

Enacted by the Legislature in 1974, the New Mexico Public School Funding Formula is based on
a model developed by the National Education Finance Project in the late 1960s and early 1970s.

The system supports the Legislature’s policy that all students are entitled to an equal educational
opportunity despite differences in local school district wealth. The formula is student driven and
recognizes different costs for various educational programs.

Designed to distribute operational funds to school districts and charter schools in a
noncategorical manner, the formula also provides for local school district and charter school
autonomy. Formula dollars received by local districts and charter schools are not earmarked for
specific programs. Within statutory and regulatory guidelines, school districts and charter
schools have the latitude to spend their dollars according to local priorities.

The establishment of educational need by each school district and charter school (based on the
number of students enrolled on an average of the prior year's second and third reporting dates
and participating in legislatively defined programs as described beginning on the next page) is
the first function of the Public School Funding Formula. The formula uses cost differential
factors to reflect the relative costs incurred in providing these programs, making individual
student needs the focal point of the formula.

The distribution of funds for each educational program is determined by the calculation of
program units, Program units are the product of the number of students enrolled in a given
program multiplied by the cost differential factor assigned to that program in statute. The
program units are multiplied by the Instructional Staff Training and Experience (T&E) Index in
each district and charter school to adjust for instructor education and experience. Each district’s
and charter school’s T&E Index is calculated based upon five academic classifications and five
levels of teaching experience. The T&E Index is used as a multiplier of the total program units.

The T&E Index for each school district and charter school is caleulated in accordance with
instructions issued by the Secretary of Education (see Table 1, below).

TABLE 1. T&E INDEX CALCULATION

Years of Experience
Acndemic Classification 0-2| 35| 68| 9-15]| Over 1S
Bachelor's Degree or Less 0.75 | 0.90 | 1.00 1.05 1.05
Bachelor's Plus 15 Credit Hours 0.80 | 095 | 1.00 1.10 .15
Master’s or Bachelor’s Plus 45 Credit Hours 085| 100 | 1.05| 1.15 1.20 |
Master's Plus 15 Credit Hours 090 ] 1.05] 1.15| 130 1.35 |
Post-Master's or Master’s Plus 45 Credit Hours 1.00 | 1.15 ) 1.30 L.40 1.50

The following calculations for the T&E index shall be computed:

1. multiply the number of full-time equivalent (FTE) instructional staff in each academic
elassification by the numerical factor in the appropriate “years of experience™ column provided in
the table above,

2. add the products calculated in step 1; and

3, divide the total obtained in step 2 by the total number of FTE instructional staff,

There are two additional instructions included in statute regarding the T&E Index that require:
+ (he cost differential factor not be lower than 1.00 or higher than 1.50; and
s 1,12 1o be the designated T&E Index for newly created school districts,

LESC — June 2013



APPENDIX A

The following factors are then added to the adjusted program units (which are those units
multiplied by the district’s or charter school’s T&E Index) if they are applicable:

D-level non-profit training center special education units;

adjustments for school and district size and rural isolation;

creation of new districts,

at risk-index;

enrollment growth;

National Board for Professional Teaching Standards (NBPTS)-certified teachers; and
charter school and home school student activities.

- @& @ @ @ & W

Appendix C, “State Equalization Guarantee Computation,” provides a graphic illustration of the
calculation of units and determination of district revenues.

The current Public School Funding Formula has been in place for more than three decades and,
during that time, has been under constant analysis. The results of these analyses have, for the
most part, supported legislative enactment of data-based refinements to the structure of the
formula while maintaining the philosophical concepts of educational equity for all students and
local control.

In 1995-1996, a major study of the formula took place. The Legislature, the Executive, and the
then State Board of Education commissioned a comprehensive study of the Public School
Funding Formula and jointly appointed members to a task force to coordinate the study. The
Public School Funding Formula Task Force selected a consultant, worked with the consulting
group as it performed the study, received the results of the study, and made recommendations to
the Legislature for changes to the formula, which the Legislature enacted in 1997, In its principal
finding, the consulting group concluded that: “When evaluated on the basis of generally
accepted standards of equity, the New Mexico Public School Funding Formula is a highly
equitable formula, ..spending disparities are less than in other states” and are “statistically
insignificant.”

In 2005, the Legislature created the Funding Formula Task Force to address several issues that
had arisen since the 1995-1996 study, including the adequacy of current educational programs to
address the needs of all students, the alignment of the T&E Index with the three-tiered licensure
system for teachers, and fiscal difficulties faced by school districts with a membership of 200 or
less. However, the appropriation to fund the study was vetoed. In 2006, the Legislature
extended the term of the task force through December 2007 and appropriated dollars for an
independent study of the funding formula. As with the previous study, an independent contractor
was selected to conduct a comprehensive examination of the Public School Funding Formula,
Based on the tasks identified in the Request for Proposals and other discussions, the contractor
provided several recommendations and an estimate of the cost of implementing those
recommendations to the task force. On January 7, 2008, the task force adopted a discussion draft
of a bill that incorporated those recommendations, and the Legislative Education Study
Committee endorsed the task force recommendations on January 14, 2008, This legislation,
however, did not pass in either the 2008 or the 2009 legislative sessions.

LESC — June 2013



APPENDIX A

PROGRAM UNITS

Program units for cach district or charter school are caleulated as follows:

Early Childhood Education — Kindergarten units are equal to the number of FTE students
times a cost differential factor of 1.44. Each early childhood education student attending for
half day (which includes all three- and four-year-old developmentally delayed students)
equals 0.5 FTE. All full-day kindergarten students equal 1.0 FTE.

Basic Education Programs — All students enrolled in grades 1-12 are in basic education
programs. Units for basic programs equal the sum of:

¥ the product of grade 1 student membership (MEM) times the cost differential factor of
B

the product of grades 2-3 MEM times the cost differential factor of 1.18;

the product of grades 4-6 MEM times the cost differential factor of 1.045; and

the product of grades 7-12 MEM times the cost differential factor of 1.25.

b

Special Education Programs — Special education students, including gifted students and
students with disabilities, are classified as A, B, C, or D level depending on the intensity of
services required. Special education students are counted first in grade level for basic
education programs, then with the following additional special education units:

¥ the product of the number of approved A and B level membership times the cost
differential factor of 0.70;

¥ the product of the C level MEM times the cost differential factor of 1.00;

# the product of the D level MEM times the cost differential factor of 2.00;

¥ the product of developmentally disabled three- and four-year-old children membership
times the cost differential factor of 2.00; and

¥ the product of the number of FTE personnel including diagnosticians in approved
ancillary programs times the cost differential factor of 25.0.

Bilingual Education — Bilingual programs for K-12 students attempt to ensure equal
education opportunities for all students in New Mexico. Bilingual units are equal to the FTE
students in these programs times the cost differential factor of 0.50.

Fine Arts Education - Fine arts education units were added to the formula to provide
additional funding to districts offering Public Education Department (PED)-approved
elementary arts education programs that include visual arts, musie, theater, and/or dance.
Fine arts education units are equal to the FTE students in these programs times the cost
differential factor of 0.03.

Elementary Physical Education — The elementary physical education statute provides
criteria to ensure that all schools will be eligible to participate in elementary physical
education programs for students in kindergarten through grade 6 on a priority basis.
Elementary physical education units are equal to the number of students in these programs
times the cost differential factor of 0.06.

LESC - June 2013



APPENDIX A

ADJUSTED PROGRAM UNITS

The sum of the program units for early childhood, basic education, special education, bilingual
education, fine arts education, and elementary physical education is the total program units,
which is then multiplied by the district’s or charter school's T&E Index (see page 2, above). The
resulting number of units is referred to as adjusted program units.

ADD-ON UNITS

Other factors that may be added for eligible school districts and charter schools include the
following (all districts and charter schools are eligible for at-risk units):

Size Adjustment Program Units - School size adjustment units are based on a different
caleulation of MEM than are other adjustments, including district size, rural isolation, new
district adjustment, at-risk, enrollment growth, and save-harmless units:

» School Size Units
¢ Elementary-Junior High Size Units

200- MEM
500 % 1.0« MEM = Units
#  Senior High Size Units
200- MEM .
o0 x 2.0x MEM = Units

OR

w. % L6 = MEM = Units
= District Size Units
4,000— MEM 15+ MEM = Units
4,000

> Rural Isolation Units — Sometimes called the “sparsity” factor. This factor applies to
districts over 10,000 MEM with a ratio of MEM to senior high schools less than 4,000
tol:

4,000 - MEM
No. of Senior High Schools

% 050 x MEM = Units

¢ New District Adjustment Units

# A newly created district is eligible for the following units:

¥The number of all students in grades K-12 and three- and four-year-old developmentally disabled students are
included in MEM when calculating district size, rural isolation, new district adjustment, at-risk, enrollment growth,
and save-harmless uniis; however, students receiving C-level or D-level special education services or who are
enrolled in three- and four-year-old developmentally disabled programs are excluded from MEM when calculating
school size.

LESC - June 2013



APPENDIX A

(MEM for eurrent year) x 0.147 = Units

¥ A school district whose membership decreases because of the creation of a new district is
eligible for the following units:

(MEM’ for prior year — MEM for current yeur) x 017 = Units

At-Risk Index — Each year, PED is required to calculate each district’s and charter school’s
at-risk index based on a three-year average of (1) the percentage of Title-I-eligible students;
(2) the percentage of English language learners; and (3) the district’s or charter school’s
mobility rate. The At-Risk Index is calculated as follows:

Three Year Average Total Rate x 00915 = At-Risk Index

Each district and charter school is then eligible for additional program units computed in the
following manner:

At - Risk Index = MEM = Units

Enrollment Growth Program Units — A school district or a charter school with an increase
in MEM equal to or greater than 1.0 percent, when compared with the immediately preceding
year, is eligible for additional program units as follows:

((MEM current year — MEM previous year) — (MEM current year x 0.01) x 15 = Units
Plus

( MEM current year — MEM previous year) x 050 = Units

National Board for Professional Teaching Standards (NBPTS) — Provides a yearly, one-
time salary differential for teachers who are certified by NBPTS. The differential is
calculated by multiplying 1.5 times the current year’s unit value times the number of NBPTS-
certified teachers employed by a district or charter school on or before the first reporting date
of the school year (verified by PED). Districts and charter schools must provide at least the
amount generated by the NBPTS certified teacher as a salary increase for each NBPTS
certified teacher.

Charter School Activities Units — If the charter school a student attends does not offer
extracurricular activities, a charter school student in grades 7-12 may participate in
extracurricular activities sanctioned by the New Mexico Activities Association (NMAA) at
another public school in the school district. Charter school activities units are equal to the
number of participating students times the cost differential factor of 0.1.

Home School Student Activities Units — A home school student is eligible to participate in
three NMAA-governed athletic activities at a public school in the student’s attendance zone.
Home school student activities units are equal to the number of participating students times
the cost differential factor of 0.1.

Home School Student Course Units — Beginning in school year 2014-2015, home school
students who take one or more classes at a publie school will generate additional units for
LESC — June 2013
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that district. The number of units will be determined by multiplying the number of home
schoal students who are enrolled in one or more classes by a cost differential factor of 0.25
per class per student, up to the enrollment required to be a qualified student, which is one-
half or more of the PED approved minimum course requirements.

ADDITIONAL TERMS

Listed below are additional terms related to the Public School Funding Formula:

¢ Program Cost — The amount of money assumed under the formula to be necessary for a
given district or charter school with a particular configuration of students and educational
programs to provide educational services.

* Unit Value - A dollar amount calculated by dividing the legislative appropriation for
program cost by the total statewide units:

l’rﬂgrnm Cost
Total Statewide Units

Unit Value =

+ State Equalization Guarantee (SEG) / Public School Funding Formula — The largest
single revenue source for public schools, which typically accounts for more than 80 percent
of any district’s or charter school’s operational revenues. The SEG represents an attempt to
assure all public school students have access to programs and services appropriate to their
needs despite local geographical or economic conditions. It is noncategorical in nature and
encourages local priority initiatives through the absence of categorical funding.

e State Equalization Guarantee (SEG) Distribution — The amount of money distributed to
each school district and charter school to ensure that their operating revenue, including
certain local and federal revenue, is equal to their program cost. In making the distributions,
the state takes certain credits and deductions, as applicable to each district and charter school:

*> The state takes credit for 75 percent of the local 0.5-mill levies and 75 percent of Federal
Forest Reserve funds and most Impact Aid (formerly Public Law 874) funds, with the
exception of Impact Aid funds for special education or for students living on Indian lands,
which remain in the local districts. School districts retain 25 percent for operational or
other purposes.

» Districts that participate in the Utility Conservation Program have an additional amount
subtracted from the program cost; that amount is held in a separate fund to be used solely
for that program.

% In addition, participating districts or charter schools® also have 90 percent of their
certified portion of the debi service payments on bonds authorized pursuant to the Energy
Efficiency and Renewable Energy Bonding Act subtracted from the program cost.

s “Save Harmless” — In determining program cost for a small school district or a charter
school with a membership of 200 or fewer students, units are calculated using either the
average of the MEM on the second and third reporting dates of the prior year or the first
reporting date MEM of the current year, whichever is greater. When the number of units

* Charter schools located in a school district building or a state building as defined in the Energy Efficiency and
Renewable Energy Bonding Act are eligible for this program.

LESC - June 2013
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calculated on the basis of current year MEM is greater than the number of units calculated on
the basis of the prior year averaged MEM, the difference is referred to as “save harmless.”

ADDITIONAL BACKGROUND INFORMATION

In the past, states relied primarily on local property taxes to fund both the operational and the
capital outlay needs of their school districts. New Mexico decided more than 38 years ago that a
change was needed, Since its enactment in 1974, the Public School Funding Formula has been
the policy method by which the New Mexico Legislature continues to provide equity in funding
for all students relying upon the wealth of the state rather than the property tax wealth of
individual districts. In turn, other states have followed New Mexico's example. Now, that
equity is no longer a primary concern, New Mexico, as are other states, is examining what
constitutes an adequate educational program and the amount of funding sufficient to meet the
educational needs of its most precious resource, its children.

LESC - June 2013



FY 14 STATE EQUALIZATION GUARANTEE DISTRIBUTION

(dollars in thousands)

The Final FY 13 and FY 14 Unit Values may be adjusted based on a final dacision
from the U.5. Dept. of Education regarding a waiver request from Maintenance

£

FY 13 Final Unit Value FY 14 Prelim. Unit Value
53,6735 $3,817.55
———

FY 14 Appropriation

FY 13 C5/H 2 et al. as amended
of Effort requirements for state-level funding for special education. Appropriation Laws 2013, Ch. 227
(partial vetao)

1|PROGRAM COST $2,294,777.4 52,343,438.9 1

2]Laws 2011, Chapter 178 Retirement Adjustments - 525,2?4.4__ 2

J|ENROLLMENT GROWTH ME.E 9371 13

4]  New Charter Schoaols 58,182.4 ?\*

5| Year-to-year Base Unit Changes [56,179.7) 5 "OPENING THE DOORS"

5| INSURANCE COSTS $10,284.9 $17,566.9 —1 7

T|FIXED COSTS see line 83 53,8416 -1

B!l.!’r percent ERB Retirement Swap Reversal 520,4784 |8

910.75 percent ERB Retirement Contribution Increase [see Selected Language, p. 4-5] 511,1664 |9
10| Compensation Increase (1.0 percent average) [see Selected Language, p. 4] — _ —==— 518,657.1 10
11fCollege and Career Readiness (AP, ACT, SAT, PSAT, Explore, Plan) = ey | T T e e B
12| Early Reading Initiative [see line 53 and Selected Language, p. 5] 54,000.0 12
13} Adjustment to Meet Maintenance of Effort for Special Education for FY 14 [see Selected Language, p. 51 to be determined * |13 %
14|PROGRAM COST 52,343.438.9 524263858  Ji4 ol
15 Dollar Difference over Previous Year's Appropriation 582,956.9 15 E
1 Parcent Chanpe 3.5% 16 E
17]LESS PROJECTED CREDITS — {569,000.0] [S63.000.0) N7 o
18JLESS OTHER STATE FUNDS (from driver's license foes) [$850.0] {51,500.0) 18 o
19|STATE EQUALIZATION GUARANTEE 52,273,588.9 52,361,895.8 19




Adjusted
Program

Program Units

Add-on Units

Units

APPENDIX C

State Equalization Guarantee Computation

: Times Cost Differential = Units

Kindergarten & 3- and 4-Year-Old DD FTE MEM X 1.44

Girade | MEM x 1.20

Grades 2-3 MEM ® .18
Grades 4-6 MEM * 1.045 5
Grades 7-12 MEM * 1.25 U
M

[Special Education

Related Services (Ancillary) FTE STAFF ® 25.00 O
A/B Level Service MEM ® 0.70 ¥

C Level Service MEM b .00
D Level Service MEM x 2.00 L
3- and 4-Year-Old DD Program MEM X 2.00 N
1
Bilingual Education FTE MEM ® 0.50 T
5

Fine Arts Education FTEMEM  » 0.05

Elementary Physical Education FTE MEM ® 006
| = TOTAL PROGRAM UNITS
T&E INDEX MULTIPLIER = Times Value from 1.000 - 1.500
| = ADJUSTED PROGRAM UNITS

Plus

D-Level Nnnpmﬁt.‘l‘minins Center Spmiai Education Unlis
Size (Elementary/Junior High; Senior H.in.h District; Rural Isolation) Units
New District Adjustment Units
At-Risk Units
Enrollment Growth Units .
National Bonrd for Peofessional Teaching Standards Units
Charter School Activities Units
Home School Student Activities Units

= TOTAL UNITS
Plus Save Harmless Units

=TOTAL STATEWIDE UNITS

Total Statewide Units * Unit Value = Program Cost

75% Noncategorical Revenue Credits
~ Utility Conservation Program Contract Payments

= 90% of the Certified Amount (Energy Efficiency and Renewable Encrgy Bonding dct)
= STATE EQUALIZATION GUARANTEE
‘H_L]_[L In 2013, legislntion was enacted to create a new section of the Public School Finance Act 16 allow
hame-schooled students to enroll in elasses at public schools. The legislation provides for the calculation and
distribution of program units beginning with school year 2014-201 5, The language, however, docs not speeify
whether or nol the new unils areé o be mullip!lcd by the T&E Index.
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APPENDIX D

CALCULATION OF THE TRAINING AND EXPERIENCE INDEX
{as reported by the PED Manual of Procedures for the Caleulation of the Training and Experience Index)

The Training and Experience (T&E) Index was developed to help districts hire and retain better
educated and more experienced instructional personnel. 1t is used as a multiplier in the public
school funding formula. All of the units generated by students in the various grade levels, by
students receiving special education services, by students in bilingual and fine arts programs, and
by special education ancillary staff are added together and then multiplied by the T&E Index to
produce adjusted program units.

Under current law, who qualifies for a school district’s calculation of the T&E Index?

e only instructional personnel’ can be considered, including individuals assigned to the
district’s instructional program;

¢ e¢xcludes certain personnel such as;

principals;
substitute teachers;
instructional aides;
secretaries; and
clerks.

b, R A

* includes the following categories of personnel:

teachers in grades 1-12;

special education;

early childhood and preschool education;
vocational and technical instructors;
other instructors;

coordinators/subject matter specialists;
library/media specialists;

guidance counselors/social workers;
registered nurses;

diagnosticians:

speech therapists;

occupational therapists;
physical/recreational therapists;
psychologists/counselors;

audiologists;

interpreters;

orientation and mobility specialists; and
other operational personnel/eligible staff.

b0 < v < A T R v e A G T

! Instructional Stafl means the personnel assigned to the instructional program af the school district or charter school, excluding
principals, substitute teachers, instructional aides, secretarics, and clerks,

LLESC — June 2013
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What other information de school districts need in order fo calculate the T&E Index?

= A school district must use the:

»
>

B

October payroll to determine the number of instructional staff;

number of years of experience that it allows for salary increment purposes on its
salary schedule; and

academic degree and additional semester credit hours that it allows for salary
increment purposes on its salary schedule.

¢ Pursuant to law, the Public Education Department developed the Manual of Procedures
Jor the Caleulation of the Training and Experience Index, which school districts must use
as a procedural guide.

e School districts can also:

=

use the following matrix, which contains cost differential factors based on academic
credentials and years of experience;

Years of Experience

Academic
Classification 0-2 3-3 6-8 9-15 Overls
Bachelor's degree
or less 75 .90 1.00 1.05 1.05
Bachelor’s degree plus
15 credit hours B0 05 1.00 1.10 1.15

Master's degree or
bachelor’s degree

plus 45 credit hours 85 1.00 1.05 1.15 1.20
Master's degree plus
15 credit hours .90 1.05 leaks 1.30 1.35

Post-master’s degree
or master’s degree
plus 45 credit hours 1.00 1.15 1.30 1.40 1.50

=

be given some autonomy in how they place eligible personnel in the matrix;
depending on local desires and expectations, different districts may recognize
different numbers of vears of out-of-district and/or out-of-state instructional
experience in determining salaries;

choose to limit the type of academic hours that they will count as hours earned after a
bachelor’s degree;

s In the past, local school board policies have been the determining factor; whatever the
local decision was it needed to have a salary differential that corresponded to an
individual’s placement on the matrix.

LESC — June 2013
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How does a school district caleulate the T&E Index using the matrix?

The T&E Index for each school district shall be caleulated in accordance with the instructions
issued by the Secretary of Public Education. The following calculations for the T&E Index shall
be computed:

1. multiply the number of full-time equivalent (FTE) instructional staff in each academic
classification by the numerical factor in the appropriate “years of experience” column
provided in the table above;

2, add the products calculated in step 1; and

3, divide the total obtained in step 2 by the total number of FTE instructional staff.

There are two additional instruetions included in statute regarding the T&E Index that require:

s the cost differential factor not be lower than 1.00 or higher than 1.50; and
* 1.12 be the designated T&E Index for newly created school districts.

Additionally, according to the Public School Finance Act®, a charter school within their first year
of operation is authorized to use the T&E Index of the school district in which it is
geographically located; however, for the second and subsequent fiscal years of operation, the
charter school shall use its own Té& E Index.

I NMSA 1978, Section 22-8-6,1
LESC — June 2013
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CALCULATING THE UNIT VALUE

The Unit Value is established using the following calculation:

Appropriated Program Cost
Total Statewide Units

Unit Value =

(1) Since the General Appropriation Act (GAA) of 1992, the Secretary of
Public Education has been required to establish a preliminary Unit Value
for the SEG to be used for districts to establish tentative budgets based
on projected units.

(2)Each GAA since the GAA of 1992 has authorized the Secretary of Public
Education, upon verification of the number of units statewide, to adjust
the program unit value.

(3)Beginning with the GAA of 1998, and in each GAA since, it has been
specified that any adjustment to the program unit value (as referenced in
#2, above) may occur no later than January 31 for the corresponding
fiscal year (e.g. for FY 13, no later than January 31, 2013).

NOTE: Appendix F provides a history of Unit Values since 1974.

LESC = June 2013
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HISTORY OF THE UNIT VALUE
(1974-1978 FINAL TO 2013-2014 PRELIMINARY)

e ranEs

Praiiminary Final Parcent
Beheal Yaar {Deoresss] from
Unit Valus Unli Vslua arivikusyear |  Difierince
| 1741975 e 18,60 e
j L LLalh { A N 0300, S0800
3 81877 0,
il 1RTTiGTE . -
| 1ein-tend 020! 1B
o _1e7e-igac | 51,145, _E126.00
1 1980-1961 250 £106.00
o 1pai- 405, 5165.00
o 1sgp-iea3’ 1,540.00 1,511.33 $106.33
o 10A3.1984 1,486.00 (25.33)
v 1aR4-1985 =— 1,583.50 __597.80
i3l _1oe5-1986" |  §1,808.00 51,018.87 53837
il 18061 10124 i%!ﬂ
1,868.00 48
B IRETAL s
| miad 73.73
1,883, 74 r2.23
1,866.01 (17.74)
£1,867.96 1.08
“$omon 0
szi1aa ':;’fcu
;::.Lim 53611
$2,175.00 525.80
00 | 5234400 | 5180.00
] 116,91
87 58
5
$18.80
586,31
§82.80
S116A.01 $120.31
_ S3adBas | S24043
$367436 §a2r.a2
53,871.79 §167.563
008-2 paz70 | sazezes ' | (vend) | 20%
| amo-zon §3712.48 * _s7izaz M (B00.48) 2%
201120 $3.845.07 s 7 {8113.30) A%
e 5 !%;!EE g 4 I
anf zma% [ !EE'&;& s §144.01 3.0%

! Tha 1802-1683 Ganaral Fund sppropriation was redusad by 2.0 pofoanl.
¥ Tha final unil vislun incledas §10.87 dua 1o v % mill rdisirbuiion (Lass 1008, Chaptor 18)
* Tha Toating” unil valua want inio aflact
* Tha mhmwwuuw-mwmmmmw.mﬁmu 1207 schaol

gty

sEE =

¥ Por Y 08, approphiiled peagiam o6l sontaini 57 aodnonal §51. 1 milkon 1o implamant tha third year

of (1 Trva-yiinr phasan of (ha e tornd censm sysiom, Although his funding wis distribuled
hannd on need in FY 08, e 3518 milllon whbk nsSudsd in he caloadation of thi unit vakie n FY OT

® Tha basis for funding ehingnd 1o i prie-year seamgs mombarship of tha 8T and 120 scheal

oiys,

* Tha 2000 lsginlalive sBeiion Salvency manEurms maullsd in & 520,88 tetmass in Mo FY 00 unt

willit.

" Y 10 il uill vislus comprises 33,500,40 in Genarsl Fund dollers and 5258 39 in fedarsl Rinding
froim it Amarican Recovery and Ralmestmant Act of 2009(ARRA].

® Y 10 final unil valio eomrises $3458. 08 in Gonarsl Fund doilars and 534,58 in fedaral ARRA

furaing.

Y 11 indial undl valus comprisas $3,074.75 in Ganadel Fund ool and 337,70 in Isdarsl ARRA

Funiding.

* EY 11 Anal unit valus comprisan $3,572.34 Ganornl Fund, 337,86 fedaral ARRA lunding and §101.80

In Educstion Jobs hinding.

" Tra Final FY 13 and FY 14 Unil Valuss may ba adjuited baied on & final declilon from the U8,
Dapartmant of Education raganding & wilhos raguad] frem malnlansncs of affort requiremants for state-

Iaval funding for Bpaoia! aucstion.

Sources: LESC: ssuss and Answers, 1802-03; A Firt Look st M Pubilc School Budgots, 1083-84 1o 1898.
;PO final fundad roports 1099-00 ko presant; and PED cormpondanca.
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APPENDIX G

WINNERS & LOSERS:
ELEMENTS TO CONSIDER IN MODIFYING THE STATE EQUALIZATION GUARANTEE

1. Will this change result in an increase or decrease in the Total Statewide Units?

o |fyes, proceed to question 2.
o If no, verify that this is the case and consider the change as one that does

not influence the calculation of the State Equalization Guarantee (SEG)
distribution.

2. How does this increase or decrease in the Total Statewide Units impact the Unit
Value?
o It will impact the Unit Value in the following ways:
= |fitisan increase in Total Statewide Units, this will result in a
decrease of the Unit Value.
» |fitisa decrease in Total Statewide Units, this will result in an
increase of the Unit Value.
o Regardless of the answer, move on to question 3.

3. Based on the changed Unit Value, how will districts and state-chartered charter
schools see their SEG distribution change?
o A change that modifies the Unit Value will also result in a change of the
SEG distribution, resulting in an increase in funding for some districts and
state-chartered charter schools (commonly referred to as “winners”) and a
decrease in funding for other districts and state-chartered charter schools

(eemmonly referred to as “losers"”).

NOTES:

+ Ingeneral, changes to the funding formula that increase or decrease the Total Statewide
Units will impact the Unit Value and have winners and losers.

s The existence of winners and losers, however, does not necessarily imply that a proposal
will not result in a positive change.

LESC = June 2013
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APPENDIX H

LEGISLATIVE EDUCATION STUDY COMMITTEE
BILL ANALYSIS

Bill Number: HB 165a 51st Legislature, 1st Session, 2013

Tracking Number: .191412.1

Short Title: School Finance Units for Small Districts

Sponsor(s): Repre i immi r inoza, and Dennis J. Roch
and Others
Analyst: David Craig and Mark Murphy Date: February 27,2013

AS AMENDED
The House Education Committee amendments:

s specify that the effective date of the provisions of this act is July 1, 2015; and
» make technical and clean-up changes to:

# strike an unnecessary term “less” that was included in Section 1, Subsection A of
the original bill (see “Original Technical Issues,” below); and

¥ replace the term “less” with the term “fewer” in Section 1, Subsection D of the
original bill.

Original Bill Summary:

HB 165 amends sections of the Pubfic School Finance Act regarding the size adjustment items in
the program cost calculation, commonly known as the public school funding formula.

HB 165 adds a new paragraph to the size adjustment program unit section that;

* generates units for school districts with membership less than 200, including early
childhood education, provided that the Public Education Department (PED) certifies that:

¥# the school district has implemented practices to reduce scale inefficiencies,
* including shared service agreements with regional education cooperatives (RECs) or

other school districts for non-instructional functions; and
= distance education.

Fiseal act:

HB 165 does not contain an appropriation.

Fiscal Issues:

As indicated in the PED agency analysis “the funding formula is a revenue generator and the
final per unit amount distributed to school districts and charter schools is dependent on the final
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appropriation amount.” This “per unit amount distributed to school districts and charter schools”
is commonly known as the unit value,

It appears that addition of new units to the public school funding formula without a
corresponding proportionate increase in appropriations to the state equalization guarantee (SEG):

* may reduce the unit value; and

¢ adecrease to the unit value attributable only to the addition of a new program, may
decrease funding for all other programs with a program cost funded through the formula.

As illustrated in Attachment 1, if HB 165 had been in place in FY 13:

« the unit value would have decreased from $3,673.54" to $3,666.21;

= 16 districts would have qualified for 1,333 additional units resulting in a net increase to
their distributions of $4.6 million; and

= 73 districts and 51 charter schools would see a corresponding decrease of about $4.6
million resulting from the decreased unit value.

According to the Legislative Finance Committee’s fiscal impact report (FIR), and the PED and
Department of Finance and Administration (DFA) agency analyses, the provisions of HB 165
either would eliminate, or was likely to eliminate, the need for emergency supplemental
provisions for Mosquero in 'Y 12, provided that they implemented practices to reduce scale
inefficiencies.”

As shown in Attachment 2, the amount needed for preliminary budgeted emergency
supplemental funding in FY 13 is §9.87 million. HB 3, as amended by the House Education
Committee, contains the following appropriations for emergency supplemental distributions:

e $2.5 million as a recurring categorical appropriation;

e  $4.0 million for emergency supplemental support to small rural isolated districts with a
total MEM of fewer than 200; and

e $2.5 million for emergency support to school districts experiencing shortfalls.

The provisions of HB 165 would have eliminated the need for emergency supplemental for the
following school districts in FY 13:

= Mosquero Municipal Schools;
¢ Elida Municipal Schools; and
¢ Roy Municipal Schools.

It, therefore, appears that without proportionate increases to funding in the SEG, HB 1635 would
have increased the need for emergency supplemental for the following school districts in FY 13:

e Chama Valley Independent Schools;
¢ Cimarron Municipal Schools;
¢ Fort Sumner Municipal Schools;

* A previous copy of this bill analysis dated February 15, 2013 indicated an incorrect unit value of $3,6744.54. This
s a typographic error; the correct final unit value for FY 13 is 53,673.54, The February 15, 2013 analysis in
Attachment 1 was performed with the correct final unit value and the footnote also reflects this typographic error.
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Las Vegas City Public Schools;
Melrose Public Schools;

Mesa Vista Consolidated Schools;
Socorro Consolidated Schools;
Springer Municipal Schools; and
West Las Vegas Public Schools.

Based on analysis of FY 13 figures (as illustrated in Attachment 1), the amount needed to “hold
harmless” any corresponding decrease in SEG distributions to non-qualifying school districts and
state-chartered charter schools is about $4.6 million. Without an increase in overall funding for
the SEG, the need for emergency supplemental funding for small school districts will likely
continue,

Original Technical Issues:

On page 1, line 18, the word “less” is unnecessary and should be removed because of the
addition of the word “fewer” on line 19.

Committee Referrals:

HEC/HAFC

Related Bills:

CS/HB 158 School Performance-Based Budgeting

HB 245 Stop Some Indian Impact Aid Credits

HB 459a Special Education Equalization Guarantee

HB 460 School Management Contracts & Charter Boards
HB 522 Charter Schools Federal Grant Requirements

HB 622 Charter Schools as Local Agencies

SB 325 Stop Some Indian fmpact Aid Credits

SB 378 K-3 Plus Equalization Guarantee Distribution

SB 379 Vocational Education Funding Differential

SB 380 Compulsory Education for Children Age 4 & Up
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ATTACHMENT 1. COMPARISON BETWEEN FY 13 UNITS AND SEG AND HB 165
HYPOTHETICAL (Uses FY 13 Units and SEG)

[BISTRICT LOGALLY HB 165 | HB 165 FY 13 HE 168 FYi3 HB 165 HB 165
CHARTERED CHARTER | Units | Total Unita | Total Units SEG SEG Hold Harmless | Revanues
[ALAMOGORDO | 0.000] 11.086.417| 7088 417 SI0A71,05750 39,652,001 90| (981.269.44
(ALBUGQUERQUE 0,000 161,603.720] 161,603.720] 5586,048,467 67| 5590,134,882 54| (51 165.214.07)
ACADEMIA DE LENGUA
¥ CULTURA ooo0|  2i2108]  212.108] §777.625.14 §779,179.88|  (51.554.74)
ALB TALENT OBV
SECONDARY 0.000 373.827 a7a.827 £1,370.520.20 51,373,260.44 (§2,740.15)
G
COMMUNITY SCHOOL 0000  s37.140]  837.140|  §1,060.28804]  $1,073205.28)  (53.997.24)
[BATAAN MILTARY = =
ACADEMY 0000| 3ma7es| a3sd7es|  §1,300727.31]  $1,303.327.91)  (52.600.80)
TETINE DUNCAN
COMMUNITY 0000| 2sesoz)  28e.502|  §1.080378.80|  §1,052476.56)  (82.10006)
AL
INTERNATIONAL ooo0]  s7i8s8| 671888  §2008.551.52]  §2,100.743.24] (3418172
T OIGITAL ARTS & TECH
ACADEMY 0.000] sBs781| 85761 5214752284 5215181840 §4,203.62)
EL CAMIND REAL 0.000 77, T77B71| _ 82,851838.44|  §2,857,640.23 5.701.79
N 0.000] _1,160.604] 1,160.604|  $4,255,017, $4,203,625 22 84,507 23)
A AGADEMIA DE
ESPERANZA 0000|  ©9A5B50|  965.890 541,185.568]  $3,848,23865|  (57.070.67)
[0S PUENTES GO00| _ BoR702| 628702 i:,mmﬂ §1,842,207.95] (5047550
[ MONTESSOM GF THE —
IO GRANDE oooo]l  315140]  ms140|  §11883042|  $1,167.679.40  (52.90006)
MOUNTAIN
[MAHOGANY 0000| 8740s4| araosd|  £1,37138052|  §1,974.10233)  (5274181)
HATIVE AMERIGAN
COMM AGAD. 0000  es50s2s|  BE0A28|  £2384,061.26]  §2.580.720.61) (8470835
NUESTHOE VALORES 0.000] _ 3i0.663] 310683 7130029 12| §1,141,306. (82.277.31)
FAPA [ GADBBG| _ ABO.BBB 0627106 §2.601,28106] _ (31.000.00)
FROBERT | RENNEDY 0.000]  68ad32|  6BBapae 2.507,071.72]  52,612,084.21[  (85.012.48)
[ SIATEGH 0.000 672.008) 73,000 467,302, A7, 008.40 £4,033,15)
SOUTH VALLEY 0.000] 42125 TER 354,18510]  §2,358,871.87 4.706.77)
—TWENTY FIRET CENT | 0.000]  402.460 g ET.A7E 81280 §1,476,663.11 3 950.25)
(ALBUGUERGUE ? - o
W/CHARTERS 0.000] $172.781.51| $172,781,61| 5620.500,045.17] 3630,8668,133.66] (51,266,488 .40)
ANIMAS 5.000]  B61.081]  661.081 B8,171.83] _ §2.413,024.16] (34002 50)
ARTESIA 0.000] _8,757.632] 6,767,632 %24 175 800.87|  §24.225,394.32] (b4 Ead AL
[RZTEC 000N GO5.076] 580K 07 £20,210,014.75 @m ; {541,010 62)
[ WIGEAIC ADADEMY
CHARTER 0000 33288 323208 1,185241.70]  §1.187,8611.40|  ($2.989.70)
[RZTEC W/ICHARTENS 000|  $6.019.27 51027 1,305,256.45]  521,438,644,67] (540,300 00)
[BELEN 000| 7,095,778 _7.995.778] Em n:m 4| SZcmbaaros] £,600.05)
[BERNALILLD 0 8.614813 0,514,813 179351407 521.781.266.65] (3 47.763.50)
[ALOOMIIELD 5.O00|  5,538.080] 5,530,080 %15 674,158.92]  $19.714,750.77] __ (840.601.45)|
[CAPTTAN X T0B7172] 1087172 83 %g, B1.40|  §4,890,508.05]  (3/.b02.07)
CARLGBAD . D.000| 12,210.736] 12,210.736] 544,265,094, 544,354, 66524 (sa0570.67)
TJEFFEASON MONT- —_
ACAD. 0.000]  4Ba.744|  469.744]  $1.722180.15|  §1.72582337| (3344592
ARLGEA
WIGHARTERS 0.000| 312,880.4B| 312,680.48| 545587,274.72| 540,080, 70801 [585.013.84)
[CARRIZOZ0 94.130 75090 441.888]  51.724,307.40 1,002,418.54 —_|_si21,888.06
[CENTHAL CONS. 0.000| T1,885.412] 11,985.412] 528 660,577.60 sza.?aa,ami?| [§07.120.07)
CHAMA VALLEY 0.000| _1,087.408] 1,087.408 013,77227| __ §a021,74207|  (37.07070)
(B DO0D|  977.571|  877.571]  $3.451,340.33|  $3458,506.82)  (57.165.50)
MORENG VALLEY
HIGH D000|  241.415] 241415 $886,078.09 $AB6,BATEB|  (51./60.57)
|
WICHARTERS 0.000)  $1,218.08] $1.211B609 54,336 41842 $4,345 353.58 (28,8435, 16)
LA 0.000| 1358082 1,350.082| 54,034,604 65 .A,Bn,ﬁa_gﬁ"&'l (59,961 34)
[CLOUDGHGE T 0.000 700 060.700]  §3.470,00781] 348514020 (57 04250)
[CLOVIS 0.000| 14,860,576 14,000 575] 554,267, 260.06] $54,376,424.12] (5100,133.26)
COBRE CONS. 5.000| _3.184.565 3,184.565]  §11,600,809.1| $11,624,042. 7] [373.342.06)
[CORONA 116.552| 950,573 021 §1,296,451.63 $073,020.76) 5435 822 77
BA 0000 7485 784] T.485.78A] §4.707,640.04] _§4,718,590.84] (51000000

20 Source: LESC Analysis of Final Funded SEG 2-11-13



APPENDIX H

ATTACHMENT 1. COMPARISON BETWEEN FY 13 UNITS AND SEG AND HB 165
HYPOTHETICAL (Uses FY 13 Units and SEG)

DISTRICT/ LOCALLY HE 165 | HB 165 Fvi3 B 185 FY 13 HB 165 HiB 165
CHARTERED CHARTER Uniis | Total Units | Total Units SEG SEG Hold Harmless | Fevenues
BEMING 5.000] 5,94.343| 0,324.343]  $3.000 746.05|  §34,067,009 48| (560547 43)
"~ DEMING CESAR
CHAVEZ 0.000|  386.626| 386526  $1.417,086.40|  §141991872 §2.833.23)
(DEMING W/CHANTERS 5.000] _£8,710.07 50.710.87]  §38,418,831.64 “$36.487,012.00] (5711006 ~
[DES MOINES | 112.762]  363.179 1,323,202.23 5021,306.66 £401,806.67
[DEXTER 0.000| 2.055.695| 2,06 635 7.514,816. $7520,886.31| (315,007 A1)
[GORA 0.000| 67855 676,550 2,477,475.30 B49737T)
DULCE 0.000] 1,640.211] 1,640.211 220, 12,022.75)
[ELIDA_ 51.287| 443,637  392.250 §185,163.71
[ESPANOLA 0.000] _7.042.927] 7042387 7.02 [368,217.26)
[CARINDS DE LOS 0,600 : G4z.820 1 " $3,977.46)
[ESPANOLA G.000] 5848405 $6,4B4.05 818 62,104.71)
[EETANCIA . 1,084.306] 1,084.30¢ %&a_m ($14,545.62)
[EUNICE 0.0 1,252.784] 1,252.764 414,88 4,376,607.41) (59,182 76)
FARMINGTON 0.000| 18,261.536| 18,251.525 ﬁ"ﬁ, 108,42| __ $86,505 A02.10] (515, /A5 68)
TC0 VIRTUAL
ACADEMY 0,000)  727.746)  727.746]  $2,088,069.88|  $2.673.404.04) (5533438
FARMINGTON 3
WICHARTER 0.000| $18979.27| $18.979.27| $60.040,176.08) $60,179,206.14] (519,116 00
0.000 37.003]  B44.003]  82.354.000.24]  §2.350,628.78 (51720 54
0.000 _ B74.268] 874288 T05.260.01]  §3,101.67844] (50 408 &
0.000] 25,831, 75,001 063| _ $94,84B,415.57| 305,038,400 B8] (£190,081.29
CHARTER 0.000]  730.169] 230169 3,847.81 $84B,535,00] (5160714
N WICHARTER 0.000] $20,162.10] $26,162.1 FER] %anal.au 13101, 768 43)
0,000 21,066.613] 21,068.61 A, /- 205,026.37] _(3154.960.64)
0,000 197 805 187 .BAS :EE,“#.M {&1,450 35}
GALLUP WIGCHARTER 0.000] $21,266,48] 82126648  $50,776,081,58 (5155,809,08)
GRADY 90.3G7|  202.406 302.008]  51,435,801.27 5329,080.01
GRANTS 0.000] 7.230.995| 7.208.325]  §24,057,501.69 A (§53.056.02)
HAGERMAN 0,000] 1,013.018] 1,013.019 F;%%rr.av $3,710,803. [§7.495.43)
HATCH 0,000| 2507.878] 2.507.078 9.173,077.03] 0,101 460.61] (51601 48)
HOBES 0.000] 15,276.935] 15.275, $55.667,074.41]  $56,670.847.01] (5111.9/2 60)
HONDO 22,358 70.177|  Ab5.B22|  §1,734,604.71 1,656,067.76 570,610.95)
HOUSE B5. 945 103.558 317.613 §1,470,770.10 §1,163,014.8 £112,764.32
JAL 0.000 15.437|  916437|  $3,248,841.08 b3.255.651,22 (36,710.18)
JEMEZ MOUNTAIN 0.000 a3.370 43370]  §2,760,040.20 2,700.290.28]  (96.181.07)
[CINDFTTH AFEA
HERITAGE 0.000 40,473 80473 221.706.72 §222,149.60 [§443.26)
JEMEZ MOUNTAIN
W/CHARTERS 0,000  §903.85)  $003.85|  $2.084.755.00)  $2091.38023)  (86.69523)
[JEMEZ VALLEY D.000]  W1a490] 013480  $2.417.200.70|  S2AcaueB 58| (36,695 B4)
[SAN DIEGD RIVERSIDE 2
CHARTER 0000 219847 219847 £805.272.03 $806,682.04]  ($1.61001)
JEMEZ VALLEY
W/CHARTER 0000 $1,133.14] $1.133.14] s3202m0273]  $323080862)  ($4.30580)
LAKE ARTHUR B0382] 437717  386.076]  $1.571,817.10] _ §1,308,626.40 §183,190.62
5 0.000| 45,523.076 -iﬁ.egﬁm,?m.h $166,414,385.36] (533,664 15)
ACADEMI
HUERTA poool  so7.ims| 307188  $1,126.208.39 1,128,480.08] (52,251 87)
0.000] 556,181 556,161  $2,099,003.02 %m (54 070.66)
[AS CAUCES
WICHARTER 0.000| $46.386.42| $46,380.42| $169.245012.62 $160,585092510] (8340012 48)
[LAS VEGAG CITY D000 3.677.644] 3677 84|  §13.370,630.06]  §13,387,588.06] (220,550 00|
[LOGAN 0.000 01,184 BO).184| 52917 24864] 32023 118.22 55,872.08)
LORDSBURG 0.000]  1,345.861 345081] 54,870,227 66  §4,880,003.98 59.866.04)
[LO8 ALAMOG 0.000] B.010.632] B.910.632]  524,855,306.00 Es':%m: i0.04] (550,604 04)
LG5 LUNAS 5.000] 14.788.462] 14.786.460]  §83.650,71120| 854,101 00507] (5104394 77)
LGVING D.000| _3,417.317] 1417317 5,1008,020.28] __ $5,148,400.21]  (510,308093)
[LOVINGTON D.000| 7.115.363| 7,115.363| 525 BOD887.4B]  $25.851,84 A0]  (3062,155,02)
[MAGDALENA 0.000] 1,061, 1,001 665]  §3,511,703.66 519,484.90] (37,701 42)
[MAXWELL 104.045|  419.374| 322230|  £1,831,015.58) §1,178,160.29 §353,755.29
(MELROSE 0.000| 663 446] 563448  $2 05694086 2.061,079.92]  (84,130.08)
[MEZA VISTA 0.000] 7,067.507] 1,067.507|  $3B4B8.313.99]  $3.85408851] (5775159
ORA 0.000] 1.246.322] 1246322 84 508.671.45] 54 518,808 (50.735.54)

21 Source: LESC Analysis of Final Funded SEG 2-11-13



APPENDIX H

ATTACHMENT 1. COMPARISON BETWEEN FY 13 UNITS AND SEG AND HB 165
HYPOTHETICAL (Uses FY 13 Units and SEG)

[DISTRICT/ LOGALLY HB 165 | HB 165 FY 13 HB 168 FY 14 HB 165 HB 165
CHARTERED CHARTER | Units | Total Units | Total Linits SEG | SEG Hold Harmless | Revenues
MORIARTY 0.000] 5720037 6.720.037| $20,818,302.72 6.56]  (541.883.84)
(MOSGUERD 48275 313,026  165.060|  51,118,446.76 73,049.28 542,307 A7
[MOUNTAINAIR i} HE2 052]  Bho 252  §5.101,495.25]  $4,107,742 36,247.01)
FECOS 0. T.445.010] 1,445.010]  §5,268,777.96 5,279,960, 10.551.04)|
FENASLO 0.000] 1264817 126381 $4.567,305.00 4,592,640, 30.263.70
POJOAGUE 0.000] 3,764,682 . $12,603,873.22|  §12.561,468.10]  (527.504.97)
FORTALES 0.000 B26] 5,500,626 31334 $20.430,248.85]  (540.03531)
[GQUEMADO 38.057] 4%54 450,620 1 B[ E1.177.677.08 £57,545,00
[GUESTA 0.000]  1.063,710] 1063710 1 %608, B2, 157,796.00
FOOTS & WINGS % 141.1 141748 17,476.21 f (51,034.81)
[GUESTA WICHARTERS 0. §1,204.86] 51,204.06 533, B.631.60
FATEN ——o000] dezen] 248203 m XK =
[RESERVE 37.950  510.786] _ 481.839 410, £138,600.79
IS RANGHO 0.000 26,007.822| 20,007.822| $105,662,006.56 S212,697.34)
FOEWELL 5000 17.583.416] 17,583.410 1 ; 3125, 856.46)
(EIGREY GUTIEAREZ B.000] 164678 104.078 744, (81,207.00)
FOBWELL WICHAHRTEN G.000] §17,748.10] $17,74B.10] 364,760,063 37 a0, 004 56
ROY 168.230| 202,096  134.706]  §1,071,225.14 £579,117.01
(FUIGGS0 0.000| 3,920.907| 5,028.307| $13,066,843.54 B30, [B2B, 704 45)
SAN JON 76.12 435, an0.044 1,501,600.34 §197,211.17
[SANTA PE_ 0.000] 22,346, 346005 500.67 Ml [B163.796.22)
'AGAD FOR TEGH &
CLABSICS 0.000] 705112  706.112 %,585,053.37 $2.500,26714]  (85168.47)
[MONTE DEL GOL__ 0.000]  B45.006|  B45.036 101,370.02] _ $3.107,570.73] _ (86.800.71)
TIERRA ENCANTADA
CHARTER 0.000]  660.638)  660.838)  §2,422,037.64 (§4,842 48)
TURGUOISE THAIL G000] BI0O76|  BID.076]  $3.070.508.41 {86,157 03)
BEANTA FE 0,000 $25,07.687| $25.307.67 502 04B.534.41] (S10D,1064.91)
EANTA AOGA 0.000] 1590952 1,530.952 1,060, G [511,217.48)
SILVER GITY GONG, 0.000] 6113102 6,113.102 $22,000,000,78]  %22138,778.82 [§44,H00.04)
EOCORAO 0.000] 3,356.732] _3,356.732 m‘m A5.B0]  $12,001,250.64]  (524,604.64)
COTTONWOOD
CHARTER 0.000 311,600 311.608 £1,142 424.03 £1.144,708.13) (52,284.10)
W/CHARTERS 0.000] $3.668.34| $3.668.34] $13200069.83) $13.235058.77] (526,840 04
[SPAINGE A 0.000| 14 504,143 $2,108,301.5¢ 2,172,000, (34,355.07
TAOS 0.000]  S.092.711] 4,002.711]  §17,804,149,04] 17, ; 153015677
RNANGI CHARTER : 276.703] _ 276.703 m.ﬂ ; . §2,020 23
[TAGS CHARTER. 0.000] 306583 386683 1,343,970, 340,857 31 2,687.05
VISTA GHANDE 0.000]  346.057] 346957 : 274,560.42 2,543 20
TADS WICHARTER 0.000] §5022.06] $5.022.0% i ; 321,478,003, (343,415.25
TATUM 0.000] 850315 56 3 W £9,100,148.78 B.208.78
TEXIGO" 0.000] 1,318.860] 1,318.860 1 i §4,822 150.48]  {50.667.24
[TAUTH OR CONGEL. 0.000] 2,847.037 3647, 477,191,568 $0,406,534.96| (510402 70

UCUMCAHI 0.000] 2 743.369 143,360 H':EEE&LM 87,045,372 51 5 15,710,80)

ULAROGA 0.000] 1,677.08 577 $6,086,73511|  $7,000,227.12| (s1440201)
VAUGHN 60.402|  446.603 1 51,610,006.80 1,388,015.58 §251,071.90
'WAGON MOLUND 127.025|  973.336|  246.311|  §1,386,477.02) 91,582.15 3453 804.07|
WEGT LAG VEGAS D.000] 3.337359] 3.337358]  $12,145861.79]  $12,170.424, (52, 400 0d)
A1) GALLINAS ]
GCHARTER SCHOOL no000] 37020 237020 $A68,065.00 §870,702.45 ($1,737.36)
WEST LAG VEG
W/CHARTER no00| $as7ads| $as7ads|  $13014.026.88]  $13,041.127.08) (520,900 20)

NI 0.000] 2502843| 2502B43|  §5201,150.18]  5531018571| (510005563
[ETATE CHARTERED
CHARTERS HE 165 | HB168 FY13 HB 165 FY 13 HB 185 HB 165
AND STATE TOTALS Unita | Tatal Units | Total Units SEG SEG Hold Harmless | Revenuss

ADEMY OF TRADES &

TECH 5T, GHARTEA

Ps) poool  8312e1|  s3te;| s1m4seazs| 8121701074 (52.428.36)
%_EE AP DO00| 663346] _ 600.346] _ S2.541.052.04]  §P.847.084.28] (35 062 22|
mﬂéﬁuﬁ.hﬁmr
MATH & 5CI, (AIMS) 5T,
(APS) o000  e22185|  e22185|  $2.281.06087)  s22ms @148 (8456061

22 Source: LESC Analysis of Final Funded SEG 2-11-13



APPENDIX H

ATTACHMENT 1. COMPARISON BETWEEN FY 13 UNITS AND SEG AND HB 165
HYPOTHETICAL (Uses FY 13 Units and SEG)

[ETATE CHARTERED
CHARTERS HE 188 | HB 185 FY 13 HB 188 FY 13 HH 165 HB 188
AND STATE TOTALS Units | Total Units | Total Units SEG SEG Hold Harmlass | Revenuss
[ALBUGQUERGUE s
SCHOOL OF
EXCELLENCE ST, CHAR
[AF'SE 0.000| 571009 571099 3200378886  §2,007.986.02]  (94.186.10)
AL
LANGUAGE 8T. 5 =
CHARTER (APS 0.000] 332113 332.113 §1,217,506.00 $1,220,030.38] (52,434 36)
CHARTER (SILVER CITY) 0,000  420.002| 320,002 $1,173,194.53 $1,175,540.15 {82,245.42)
ALMA D' ARTE STATE e
CHARTER (LAS
CAUCES) 0.000] 461582  461.5682 $1,602 266,54 §1.695,639.04 {53,303.40]
AMY BIEHL 51 .
CHARTER (APS 0.000]  716.740 718,740 $2,636,051.78 §2,640,320.14 (55,260 36}
T.
CHARTER (RIO
RANCHO) 0.000)  5A3.677 542.877 $1,003,234.05 $1.697,219.21 (53,0405 16]
(CESAR CHAVEZ COMM.
BT. CHARTER (APS) 0.000 504,442 504.442 §1.640.300.30 $1,.053,087.08| (53,607 56)
CIEN AGLAS
INTERNATIONAL ST, .
CHARTER glp.lhs% 0,000 f03.231 503.231 §1,844,050.52 §1,840,630.21 153,888,809
AL
sﬂFﬁg 0.000 130,385 130,385 $478,018.79 $478.974,51 {$955.72)
I¥]
CLASSICAL 5T. .
CHARTER (APS) 0.000 H30.144 830,144 £3,043,482.23 $3,040,567. 18} (56,084.06)
] . PREP
INST #1 ST, CHARTER 0.000]  483.550|  463.560) $1.600604684] $1702.00253|  (53.397.809)
A .
CHARTER (APS) 0.000] 841587 841,587)  $2,352,102.68 §2,356,805.51 {54, 702.89)
TA VALLEY
Emnnmmvg 0.000 555,982 555002|  $2.038.348.77 §2,042,422.12 {34,075.35)
L SENA STATE
%F&T% 0.000 497.015 487.015]  $1,822.161.36 $1,825,004.48 (33,643.12)
i EMY
WEST 5T, CHARTER
[APS) 0.000 2,883 B62.983|  $2.430,671.57 52,435 531.01 (54,858, 74)
INT'L SCHOOL MESA
DEL SOl 57. CHARTER
APS) 0.000 4565293 455203  $1,606,199.75 §1,872,637.05 (53.337.30)
). PAUL TAYLOR
ACADEMY (LAS
CRUCES) 0.000 311.069 311.088)  $1,140,444.28 §1,142,724.41 {52.260.13)
LA PROMESA 5T
CHARTER (APS) 0.000 5A9.030 569,030  52,086,163.48 $2,000,354.47 (54,170.99)
LA LANA
LEADERSHIP (APS) 0.000 zizma| 212918 780,602 10 §782,162.78 i51,500.08)
LA T1
MONTESSOR 0.000 162,199 162199 5504 855 60 §505,644.51 (51,188 01)
LEARNING COMMUNITY
APS 0.000 464,781 464,781 $1,703 874.76 §1,707.281.39 (53,408 43)
hﬁ%EHE PROGRAM :
5T. CHARTER (SFPS) 0.000 375424|  375424] 137638322 $1,370,135.08 (52 751.86)
[MCGURADY GHARTER
SCHOOL (ESPANDL 0.000 793.306]  793.306)  $2,008,426.30 $2.014,241.32 (85,814,983
'HEEITXATE EﬁLLA%.
5T, CHARTER (APS 0.000 450,488 480,488  31,781660.91]|  §$1.765,081.69 (£3,521.98)
1551 IEVEMENT
& SUCCESS-MAS (APS) 0.000] 265797  2A5.707 2074 46762 5076,415.01 {%1,048 26
[MONTESSOR]
ELEMEMTARY 5T.
CHARTER (APS) 0,000 534.307| 834307 $1,850,881.67 41,082,708.14 (53.818.47)
23 Source: LESC Analysis of Final Funded SEG 2-11-13




APPENDIX H

ATTACHMENT 1. COMPARISON BETWEEN FY 13 UNITS AND SEG AND HB 165
HYPOTHETICAL (Uses FY 13 Units and SEG)

24

[ETATE CHARTERED
CHARATERS HB 165 HB 165 FY 13 HB 166 EY 13 HB 165 HB 185
AND STATE TOTALS Units | Total Units | Tetal Units SEG SEG Hold Harmlass | FRevenuas
NEW AMERIGA
CHAATER ECHOOL ST.
CH, (APS 0,000 6829360  6A2009 $2,504,017.78]  $2,500,024.15 {55,008.30)
NET.& méﬁim SCHOOL
!LAS CHAUGES) Q.000 B17,083 517.0683 §1,895,734 87 !1 ,BB8,525.08] {5, 780.21)
NEW MEXI
INTERNATIONAL
BCHOOL (APS) 0.000 §17.3CIB 317.303 £1,1683.280.43 51,165,625.26 (82.3256.83)
BCHOOL
FOR THE ARTS ST.CH
[SANTA FE; 0.000 480,602] 480,602 £1,761.987.86) §1.768 510.67 {53.522.81)
LLEY
ACADEMY ST, CHARTER|
(APS) 0,000 717.852] 717,852 E,Bﬁd ,788.18 E_EE?.QM.DI {Sﬁ_gﬁ'l A6}
HALPH J. BUNCHE I
ACADEMY (APS 0,000 E‘l.m .'am.ﬁgg S?ﬁﬂmlﬂgﬂ $740,480.78 (51 477.48)
RED ﬁWEF{ VALLEY
;&UESTﬁ': 0,000 144, 141-1.2_95 $520.015.77 $530.073.4_5 {§1,057.68)
A
CHARTER (APS 0.000 278.218 £1,020,008.61 £1,022.044.05 (52,030.34)
SCHOL érsn’s:m
5T, CHARTER (LOS
LUN.P.SF 0.000 B33.250 833,250 £3,084,060.48 !3.060,9??@1 {$8.107.73)
5T, CHARTER (APS) 0.000 zm.azsl 201,625 £1,089,158.49 $1,071,208.10 {52.137.61)
[SOUTHWEST
AER. MATH & SCIENCE-
5AMS ;IAF'S} 0.000 566.146]  566.148 $2,075,610.13 £2 079.750.98 {54,140 85)
U 57
INTERAMEDIATE
LEARNING CENTER
APS 0.000 252.9#3, 252 943 192'1',34_2_'.18 WEDJ 96,23 {§1.0564.07)
%m%wmwmﬁv
LEARNING CENTER
!AF‘S] 0.000 230,894 230,894 £848,505.80 $848,198.34 (&1,602.45)
HWEST
SECONDARY LEARNING
CENTER (APS 0.000 622 564 G22.584 §2.262,450.38 §2.2087.013.78 i %4, 563.40)
TADS AGADEMY 5T,
CHARTER i.TM'JSE 0.004 454089 454 080 51.664,785.63 §1,6068,114.11 | §5.328.4H)
TADS INTE
SCHOOL OF ARTE 8T
AQS 0.000 281.338 291.338 $1.068,108.28 $1,070,241.80 [§2.135.57)
THE GH A
PS5 0.000 569068 560,666 52,089,248 43 $2,083,425.55 (4.177.12)
TII!.EEA ADEMTRC BT
CHARTER (APS 0.000 503.085 503,088 $1,844,415.28 $1,848 102.87 ($3887.41)
UPLIFT ﬁhﬁﬂhlw B
SCHOOL (APS) 0.000 213.785 213,785 5783,780.70 5705.347.75 1&1,567.05)
EI‘LI.EEE ACADEMY 5T, -
CHARTER (BERNALILLD D.000 107.828 107,826 £395012.76 Eiﬂﬂ.lﬂﬂ.'li‘ [$700.38)
[WALATOWA CHARTER
SCHOOL (JEMEZ
VALLEY) 0.000) 230,531 23083 5845,175.08 $846,864.85)  (81.88070)
WILLIAM W &
JOSEPHINE DORM 0.000 23,821 23.821) 7,332.79 $87.507.40 (§174.81)
ATEWIDE TOTAL | 1993.544| 536,696,538] 635,118,064 $3,907,102,057.40 52,967,181,437.06] (54.616,300.17)| £4,818,525 61
F |
DOUE TO ROUNDING) $1.219.44 51.219.44
Folo: Assumas Unil VAU docroases ram 50,67 0.54 (o 54,660.21 dus 1o no appropration,

Source: LESC Analysis of Final Funded SEG 2-11-13



COMPARISON OF FY 13 BUDGETED EMERGENCY

SUPPLEMENTAL AND HB 165
Budgeted | HB 165 Nood aftar
2012-2013 | SEG Impact | HB 165
Camizozo $265,000 | §121,888.86 [ $143,111.14
Chama $701,908 | (57.970.70) | $709,876.70
Cimarron $433503 | (58.935.16) | $442,528.16
Corona $540,000 | §426522.77 | $114,477.23
Des Moines 55660,000 | $401.805.67 | §158,194,33
Elida $106,000 §106 153.71 50.00
Fi, Sumnar 5145828 | {56540853) | 5152236 53
Grady $565,850 | $320090.01 | $236,750.09
Honda 3222000 | 578,616.85 | $143,383.08
Houss $335,000 | $312,764.32 $22,235.68
Laka Arhur 3661,169 | $183,190.62 | $477.975.38
Las Vagas Clty $500,000 | ($26858.60) |  $526,868.60
Maxwall $549,500 | §353,755.20 5195, 744.71
Melrosa $265.000 | (34,130.08) | $268.130.06
Masa Vista 5183175 | (§7,76152) | §170,925 62
Mosquara $520,000 | $542397.47 50,00
Quamado $543,000 | $57,545.00 |  $485455.00
Resorve 5647044 | §135600.79 | §511.443 21
Ray §10,846 £578,117.01 50.00
San Jon 50 | s197,211.147 MIA
Socarm $300,000 | (524 604 84) §324,604.84
Springor $286,000 | (54.355.07) | §288.355.07
Vaughn 5404415 | $261,671.30 |  §152,443.70
Wagon Mound §785.000 | 5463,884.87 | $331,105.13
Wasl Las Vagas $350,000 | (526,700.20) | $378,200.20 |
TOTAL $0,877.328 §6,234,148,23 |
HB 165 Roduction $3,843,177.77

SOURCE: LESC of Final Funded Figures and PED Siat Books
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HOUSE BILL 165
51ST LEGISLATURE - STATE OF NEW MEXICO - FIRST SESSION, 2013

INTRODUCED BY

Jimmie C. Hall

AN ACT
RELATING TO PUBLIC SCHOOL FINANCE; PROVIDING ADDITIONAL UNITS

FOR SCHOQOL DISTRICTS WITH FEWER THAN TWO HUNDRED STUDENTS.

BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF NEW MEXICO:
SECTION 1. Section 22-8-23 NMSA 1978 (being Laws 1975,

Chapter 119, Section 1, as amended) is amended to read:
w22-8-23. SI1ZE ADJUSTMENT PROGRAM UNITS.--

A. An approved publie school with a MEM of less
fewer than 400, including early childhood education full-time-
equivalent MEM but excluding membership in class C and class D
programs and excluding full-time-equivalent membership in
three- and four-year-old developmentally disabled programs, is
eligible for additional program units. Separate schools
established to provide special programs, ineluding but not

limited to vocatienal and alternative education, shall not be

-191412.1
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classified as publie schools for purposes of generating size
adjustment program units. The number of additional program
units to which a school district is entitled under this
subsection is the sum of elementary-junior high units and
senior high units computed in the following manner:

Elementary-Junior High Units

200 - MEM x 1.0 x MEM = Units

200

where MEM is equal to the membership of an approved elementary
or junior high school, including early childhood education
full-time-equivalent membership but exeluding membership in
class C and class D programs and excluding full-time-equivalent

membership in three- and four-year-old developmentally disabled

Programs;
Senior High Units
200 - MEM x 2.0 x MEM = Units
200
or,

Senior High Units
4 - MEM x 1.6 x MEM = Units
400
whichever calculation for senior high units is higher, where
MEM is equal to the membership of an approved senior high
school excluding membership in class C and class D programs.

B. A school distriet with tetal MEM of less than

«191412.1
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4,000, including early childhood education full-time-squivalent
MEM, is eligible for additional program units. The number of
additional program units to which a school district is entitled
under this subsection is the number of district units computed
in the following manner:

Distriet Units

4,000 - MEM x 0.15 = MEM = Units

4,000
where MEM is equal to the total district membership,
including early childhood education full-time-equivalent
membership.
C. A school district with [ever] more than 10,000

MEM with a ratio of MEM to senior high schools less than
4,000:1 18 eligible for additional program units based on the
number of approved regular senlor high schools that are not
eligible for senior high units under Subsection A of this
saction. The number of additional program units to whieh an
eligible school distriet is entitled under this subsection is
the number of units computed in the following manner:

4,000 - MEM x 0.50 = Units

Senior High Schools
where MEM is equal to the total district membership, including
early childhoed education full-time-equivalent membership, and
where senior high schools are equal to the number of approved

regular senior high scheols in the schoel districe.

+191412.1
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Section 22-1-2 NMSA 1978, with a MEM of less than 200,

APPENDIX H

including early childhood education full-time-equivalent MEM,

.191412.1
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