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June 19, 2008

MEMORANDUM

TO: Public School District Superintendents

FR: D. Pauline Rindone%

RE: PROPOSED FUNDING FORMULA DISCUSSIONS

In April, you received a memorandum from the Leglslatlve Education Study Committee (LESC)
inviting you to work with the committee to examine the potential impact of the new public
school funding formula that was proposed during the 2008 legislative session. Attachment 1 is a
table indicating the meeting at which your district is scheduled to discuss the proposed funding
formula with the committee - a meeting agenda with the exact time and date for your -

. presentation will be sent to you prior to that meeting.

At the LESC meeting for which you have been scheduled, LESC staff will present your district’s
calculator and you will discuss with the committee how the proposed funding formula would
affect your school district’s operations and its ability to accommodate the needs of your students,

as well

as other issues related to the proposed funding formula. Hard copies of the calculators

for the districts in your group will be available for reference and discussion.

In order to facilitate the discussions, LESC staff, with the assistance of the Public Education

* Department (PED), have prepared the following questions, which will also be provided to the
committee. The questions are a guide to assist you in preparing for your discussions with the
committee. We understand that you may or may not be able to have complete answers to some
of these questions prior to the meeting; however, it is important that we receive written responses
to these questions from each of you. If you are not able to respond immediately, please send a
copy of your responses to me as soon as you are able to gather the information, and please

include

the name of your district with the responses.



Programs and Services:

1. How will the implementation of the proposed funding formula affect your district’s
program cost?

2. How will the implementation of the proposed funding formula impact the educational
programs and student services provided by your district?

a) Educational Programs:

b) Student Services:

3. Will your district use the additional funding resulting from the implementation of the
proposed funding formula to reduce class size? If so, what grades, and how many
classrooms would be affected?

4.  What other changes might your district consider as a result of additional funding?

5. How will your district ensure that it provides all of the following educational programs and
services as required in the funding formula bill, as amended, during the session?

e  bilingual and multicultural education, including culturally relevant learning
environments, educational opportunities, and culturally relevant instructional materials;

e health and wellness, including physical education, athletics, nutrition, and health

education;

career-technical education;

visual and performing arts and music;

gifted education, advanced placement, and honors programs;

special education; and

distance education.



6.  To the best of your ability at this time, please fill in the table below to identify the

additional state-funded FTE that your district would be able to provide as a result of the
implementation of the proposed funding formula:

Personnel

Elementary

Middle

High

Current
FTE

Proposed
FTE

Teachers

Principals

Counselors

Nurses

| Physical Education Teachers

Art and Music Teachers

Social Workers

Librarians

‘Advanced Placement
Teachers

| Gifted Education

| Intervention Specialists

Bilingual Education

1 Educational Assistants

Special Education Teachers
(excluding gifted)

Ancillary and Support Staff

Maintenance and Operations
| Staff (including custodians)

Data Entry Clerks

Other Central Office Staff

Other School-based Staff

| Accountability:

The legislation introduced during the 2008 session to change the public school funding formula
~utilizes the Educational Plan for Student Success (EPSS) as the means of ensuring accountability
with regard to districts providing a sufficient educational program for all students that includes
not only the basic required academic programs, such as reading, writing, and math, but also
programs such as bilingual-multicultural education, physical education, arts and music, and
gifted programs. In short, PED is required to disapprove any budget for a district or charter
school that cannot show in its EPSS that it is offering all required programs.

7. Do you believe that the EPSS is the appropriate mechanism to tie together budget approval
and program delivery? If not, what means would you suggest be used as an alternative to

ensure accountability?




Staff Salaries:

The proposed funding formula would replace the current Training and Experience (T&E) Index

with the Index of Staff Qualifications (ISQ). Although both indexes are designed to distribute

additional funding to districts and charter schools based on the composition of their instructional
-staff, they are not identical:

o The T&E calculation is based on years of service and academic degrees for all instructional

8.

staff but does not reflect the three-tiered licensure system for teachers.

- The ISQ calculation recognizes not only experience and academic degrees but also licensure

levels. It was calibrated on the average teacher salaries for each of the three levels and
distributes additional dollars based on the proportion of teachers in each of those levels. In
addition, there is a second calculation for those instructional staff, such as counselors, who
are not included in the three-tiered system. Because the base per-student cost upon which
the proposed formula is based already reflects the average salary by personnel category in
the average district, the ISQ is applied only to salary costs in a district or charter school that
are beyond the average.

If you have calculated your district’s ISQ using the most recent matrices in the bill (see
- Attachment 2), how would this factor impact funding for your district?

Special Education:

9.

10.

Currently, how many students in your district have been identified as in need of special
education, and what percentage of your district’s enrollment does this number represent?
(Do not include gifted students.)

Number: Percentage: %

How will the proposed funding formula’s use of a fixed special education identification
rate of 16 percent impact special education funding for your district?



Gifted Education:

11.

12.

Currently, how many students in your district have been identified as gifted, and what
percentage of your district’s enrollment does this number represent?

Number: Percentage: %

Even though the bill as amended during the session does not require districts to consider
students that have been identified as gifted to be in need of special education, it does
require that these students be served. How will your district specifically address the needs
of students identified as gifted?

Revenue Sources for Implementation:

13.

What revenue sources for the additional dollars needed to reach sufficiency would your
district support?

Potential Problems:

14.

15.

-16.

XcC:

What problems, if any, does your district anticipate will arise from the implementation of
the proposed funding formula?

What problems, if any, does your district anticipate will arise if the proposed funding
formula is not implemented?

Please feel free to identify any other issues that have not been addressed in these questions
that you feel the committee should be aware of.

. Legislative Education Study Committee



Location: Roswell

PROPOSED PUBLIC SCHOOL FUNDING FORMULA: SCHOOL DISTRICTS AND CHARTER SCHOOLS

Location: Albuquerque

Location: Kirtland

Location: Chama

Location: Deming

Location: Santa Fe

May 12-14 June 9-11 August 6 September 8-10 October 8-10 November 19-21
District MEM District MEM District MEM District MEM District MEM District MEM
Group 1 Group 1 Group 1 Group 1 Group 1 Group 1
Artesia 3.548.5| Albuguergue 88;271-6 | Central Consolidated  6,614.5| Espaniola 4,309.0 | Alamogordo 6,321.0} Abuquerque 88,271.5
Clovis 8.035.0| LosLlunas 8,661.0] Famingfon 10,189.5| Toos 2,795.0| Carsbad 5,905.5| LosAlamos 3,444.0
Hobbs 7,809.5] RioRancho 16,677.0{ Gallup-McKinley 12,159.0 | West Las Vegas 1,703.5| Deming 5,418.0} Pojoaque 2,019.5
Lovington 3.084.0 Gadsden 13,955.5| Raton 1.360.5
Portales 2,773.0 Las Cruces 23,659.5 | Ruidoso 2,273.5
Roswell 9,373.5 Santa Fe 12,266.0
Tucumcari 1.045.0
Group 2 Group 2 Group 2 Group 2 Group 2 Group 2
Capitan 536.5] Belen 4,749.5| Azec 3.064.5] Chama 454.0| Cobre 1,396.5| Cimaron 450.0
Cloudcroft 461.0] Bemalillo 3,176.0| Bloomfield 3.096.5] Cuba 695.0 | Hatch Vailey 1,428.0| Clayion 539.5
Dexter 1.097.0] Estancia 1,005.0] Grants-Cibola 3,698.01 Mesa Vista 437.0| Las Vegos City 2,085.5| Jemez Mountain 343.0
Eunice 570.5| Moriarly 3.690.5| Zuni 1,505.0| Questa 434.5 | Silver Consolidated 3.091.5] Logan 231.0
Hageman 448,06 Socomo 1.7225 Truth or Consequences  1,392.0| Mora 567.5
Jal 405.0 Pecos 714.0
Loving 570.5 Pefiasco 547.5
Texico 526.0 Santa Rosa 654.0
Group 3 Group 3 Group 3 Group 3 Group 3
Camzozo 2165} Corona 84.5| Dulce 691.0 Animas 257.0| Des Moines 94.0
Dora 2255 Jemez Vailey 326.5 Lordsburg 680.0| Maoxwell 102.0
Elida 1205} Magdalena 428.5 Reserve 185.0| Mosguero 38.0
Floyd 243.5| Mountainair 339.0 Tularosa 959.0] Roy 79.0
Fort Sumner 304.5| Quemado 186.0 San Jon 149.5
Grady 121.5 Springer 195.0
Hondo Valley 121.5 |Group 4 Vaughn 103.5
House 107.0| Aldeteopold:-SiverCily Wagon Mound 148.5
Lake Arthur 148.0 | Creatfive Ed. Prep. Inst. 1, Abuquerque
Melrose 208.51 Deming Cesar Chavez, Deming
Tatum 292.5] Digital Arls & Tech. Acad., Abuquerque
E-Camine-Real-Albuguergue
Mosaic Academy, Aztec
Nuestros Valores, Albuquergue
SW Secondary Leaming, Albuquerque
Taos Charfer School, Taos
Turquoise Traill, Santa Fe
Walatowa, Jemez Pueblo .

NOTE: The districl groupings are based on 2007-2008 40-day membership.

Adopted LESC 04/17/2008 (revised 09/04/2008)
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PROPOSED FUNDING FORMULA PROGRAM COST COMPARED TO
2007-2008 OPERATING BUDGET PROGRAM COST PLUS BUDGETED EMERGENCY SUPPLEMENTAL
Deming, NM: Group 3

Aas]  LORDIBURG RESERNVE TULARDSA)
Cost Foctor Values
«Porcont Froo/Rooucod Lunch 65.6% 7375 78.7% 51.8%
*Porcont Engiah Loomwes 0.4% 7.9% 0% J0%
*Perrent Spec Ecucation (Censs-txsed] 16.0% 16.0% 15.0% 16.0%
=Percent Mobiitsy 17.2% 20.4% 18.97% 15.4%
*Enrcrmont Shoro in Grooos 6-8 76.6% 25.7% 27.1% 24.46%
*Ervoirmand Shose n Goookes 9-12 37.9% M.2% 3% A%
=Tobgl Dogfnct Erepliment 241.0 Jo7.0 181.0 1.00%.5
Incieraual Fommia Aciustmonss
Sl Pt
Py Tieckiced Lunch 1.208 1.231 1.234 1,170
*Engish Leomons 1.008 1.007 1.000 1003
«Spocial Eoucation 1.7491 1.2¢ 1.291 1.291
= MoDity 1.031 1.034 1.033 1.028
G Cormposton
sk &-8 1.008 1.005 1003 1.003
sGroges 9-12 1.025 0,780 0989 0.9
Scoke (Eneolmont]
SCo 1503 1.277 1.747 1195
Cormnbned Adjustments
=Shucent Needs (ol focton mutiphed by each otfer 1622 1.658 1.647 1.557
«Grocge Compostion [all foctons mutpled by eoch othe) 1.033 0585 0.%%7 0558
~5cok — : 1.603 1.277 1,747 1195
Ol Achumbrment [Cormbsired Stuckend Mesodds = Groda
7 2502 1.B58
Compostion x Sooie) 2684 208
Bose Por-Pund Cost 45,104 556,104 55,104 55,108
» Overol Adustment - 2.684 2087 2502 | 1.856
Wit SLsThcioenid P -Pugil Cost 513.704 510654 §14.818 59,484
x 150 Formadg Agustrment 1o _1.000 1.000 1.020
Final Projoctod Susficient PerPuod Cost 514,743 S10.654 514818 59,673
» lohal Ditnct Ervollmont o 2510 5.0 181.0 LRSS
1Fincd Prodoctod Sutficient Totdl [Progrom)] Cost 53,853,087 $7.551.811 52,681,709 59,764,522
At Progroem Cost (20072008 Oporoting Buoget) S2A71.015| 54354393 51.547.378 57.928.110
_+ Emoponcy Supoiomioniol =0 0 1207881 SO
2007-2008 Totcd Progrom Cost & Emengency Supxsementa 52871015 56,358,393 52087 668 S1.928.110
Torhea! MAcagines! Sufficiency Cioat = Fenad Prosoc ted Sulfciont Totol s
(Procyorm) Cost on line 36 — 2007-7008 Tota! on fne 40 L9R2.077 51,157,438 L594,043 51,838,412
Percont InCregseiDecrense] 34.2% 18, 5% 28.5% 23.7%

SOURCE: AR Findl Codeuiater 0171772008
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|DISTRICT CALCULATOR 2007-08

1 - Choose District (Use Pull-Down Menu Below)

AMIMAS
User Input Cost Faclors
Parcant Percent Percent Enrollment | Enroliment oy
FreeMeduced | English | Special m' croet | Sharein | Sharein I;:r:,m:':"
Lunch Leamers | Education ty Grades 6-8 | Grades 9-12
|Uw Inpul Cost Faclor Yalues 65 6% 0.4% 16.0% 17.2% 26 8% aros 281
Cost Faclors
Student Needs Grade Composition Scale
Percent Percent Percent p Enrollment | Enroliment
Frea/Reduced | English Spocial Modbili ! Sharo in Shara in Eﬂﬁlm"b E"n rnllllrr:ﬂn:
Lunch Learmners Education Y Grades 6-8 | Grades 9-12
Coeflicients 0375 0094 1.723 0180 0281 0608 L.575 0028
Transformed Demographic Values 1.656 [dmag o rasa it = e aas o [arare a0 281 | 2.B0.E+13
Individual Formula Adjustments 1.208 | T T T -1 T T | 1.603
Combined Student Needs Adjustment 1.622
Combined Grade Composition Adjustrment 1.033
Combined Scale Adjustment 1.603
Overall Adjustment (Combined Student Needs/ 2684
Grade Composition/Scala}
Base Per-Pupil Cost 55,108
linitial Sufficient Par-Pupll Cost 513,706
150 Formula Adjustment 1.077
Final Projected Sulficien! Per-Pupil Cost 514,763
Final Projected Sufficient Tolal Cost $3.853.08T
Actual Program Cost 52.871.015
Emergency Supplemental s0
Total Marginal Sufficiency Cost
(Equals Final Projected Sufficient Total Cost - -
Actual Program Cost - $9e2.072
Emergency Supplementai)
Hold-Harmiless Projected Sulficien! Tolal Cost 53,853,087
Percent Difference Between Actual Program
CosVEmergency Supplemantal and Hold-Harmless 34.2%

Projected Sufficient Total Cost




{DISTRICT CALCULATOR 2007-08

1 - Chooso District (Use Pull-Down Menu Bolow)

LORDSBURG
User Inpul Cosl Factors
Percent Percent Percent Enrollment | Enrollmant
FreeMeduced | English | Special ul “m‘.?;“' Sharein | Sharein Tg‘" f';:"':"
Lunch Learners | Education % | Grades 6-8 | Grades u-12 | ENTONTEN
[User Input Cost Factor Values 73.9% 7.9% 16.0% 20.4% 5. 7% 28.7% 709
Cost Factors
Student Noods Grade Composition Scale
Percant Percent Percent Enrollment | Enroliment
Free/educed | English | Special m:."' Sharein | Shersin E"E:."":"" el
Lunch Learners | Education 4 Grades 6-8 | Grades 9-12
Coetficients 0375 0.094 1.723 0,194 0291 0.608 -0.575 0.029
Transformed Domographic Valuos 1739 [orel Jiasn 1208 Jiovesy  Jooamme oo [is14EAaA
Individual Formula Adjustments 1.231 I 1007 [ 1201 | 1008 | 1005 | 0980 | 1277
Combined Student Needs Adjustment 1.658
Combined Grade Composition Adjustment 0985
Combined Scale Adjustmant 1277
Overall Adjustment (Combined Student Neods/ 2087
Grade Composition/Scale) "
Base Per-Pupll Cost 55,106
Initinl Sufficient Per-Pupil Cost 510,654
150 Formula Adjustmeont 1.000
Final Projected Sufficient Per-Pupil Cost 510,654
Final Projected Sufficient Tolal Cost $7.553, 831
Actual Program Cost $6.356.300
Emergency Supplemental 50
Total Marginal Sufficiency Cost
(Equals Final Projected Sufficient Total Cost -
Actual Program Cost - $1.107438
Emargency Supplemental)
Hold-Harmiess Projected Sufficient Total Cost $7.553 831
Percent Difference Botween Actual Program
CostEmergency Supplemental and Hold-Harmiless 1B.8%

Projected Sulficient Total Cost




|I'.HS'I' RICT CALCULATOR 2007-08

1 - Choose District (Use Pull-Down Menu Below)}

RESERVE
User Input Cost Factlors
Percant Percant Percent Enrollment | Enrolimeant
FreeMeduced | English | Special m' ";""“‘ Sharein | Sharein Tlf:’“r::“"‘;“
L Lunch Learmners | Educalion by Grades 6-8 | Grades g12| =70 e
|User Input Cost Factor Values 75.2% 0.0% 16.0% 18.9% 27.1% 30.1% 1H1
Cost Faclora
Student Needs Grade Composition Scale
Percent Percent Percent Enrollment | Enroliment
Freeeduced | English | Speclal unl h‘:;“t Share in Shatelint; | TRt E&"“T:
Lunch Learners | Education Y Grades 6-8 | Grades 9-12
Coeflicients 0375 0054 1.723 0150 0281 0,608 0.575 0.029
Transformed Demographic Values 1.752 1000 [ taen s o @ T 1m0 ] 181 [ 545E+11
|Individual Formula Adjustments 1.234 1000 | 1291 | 1033 | 1009 | 0589 | 1.767
Combined Student Needs Adjustment 1.647
Combined Grade Composition Adjustment 0.997
Combined Scale Adjustment 1.767
Overall Adjustmont (Combined Student Needs/ 2902
Grade Composition/Scale) 3
Base Por-Pupil Cost 55,106
Initial Sufficient Per-Pupil Cost S14.816
I50 Formula Adjustment 1.000
Final Projected Sufficien! Por-Pupil Cast £14.818
Final Projected Sufficient Tolal Cost $2.681., 700
Actual Program Cosl S1.967.378
Emergency Supplemental $120288
Tolal Marginal Sufficiancy Cost
(Equals Final Projected Sufficient Total Cost -
Actual Program Cost - $594.043
Emergency Supplemental)
Hold-Harmbess Projected Sufficient Total Cost 32,681,709
[Percent Difference Between Actual Program
CostUEmergency Supplemental and Hold-Harmless 2A.5%

Projected Sutficient Total Cost




|DISTRICT CALCULATOR 2007-08

1 - Choose District (Use Pull-Down Menu Below)

TULAROSA
User Inpul Cost Factors
Parcant Percent Percent Enrollment | Enroliment
FreeMeduced | English | Special m' "hd‘_‘_“‘ Sharein | Sharein T:"r:um‘"‘:'
Lunch Leamers | Education "Y | Grades 6.8 | Grades 912 | ENTONMEN
|Ul¢l' Inpul Cosl Factor Values 51.8% 3.0% 16.0% 15.6% 24.6% 31.6% 1010
Cost Factors
Student Neods Grade Composition Scalo
Percent Percent Percant Enrollment | Enrollment
FreeMeduced | English | Special "ﬂj ";fim Sharein | Sharein E““?“"':"" E“"“""':".""
Lunch Leamners | Education " | Grades 6-8 | Grades 9-12| Lo | Quadrmtic
Coeallicients 0.375 0.094 1.723 0. 1540 0291 0.B0A L.575 0.028
Transformed Demographic Values 1.518 o130 [ 1aeo 1 o186 | 12460 ] 1316 ] 10085 [ 6.03.E+20
Individual Formula Adjustments 1170 I 1003 | 1201 [ 1028 | 1003 | 0098 | 1.185
Combined Student Neods Adjustmant 1.557.
Combined Grade Composition Adjustment 0.938
Combined Scale Adjustment 1195
Overall Adjustment (Combined Student Needs/ 1858
Grade Composition/Scale)
Base Per-Pupil Cost $5.106
Initial Sulficien! Per-Pupil Cost 53.484
150 Formula Adjustment 1.020
Final Projected Suflicient Per-Pupil Cost 59,673
Final Projected Sufficient Total Cosl $9,764.522
Actual Program Cost $7.928.110
Emergency Supplemental 50
Total Marginal Sufficiency Cost
(Equals Final Projected Sufficiont Total Cosat -
Actual Program Cost - 31,836,412
Emergency Supplemental)
|Hold-Harmiless Projected Sufficient Total Cost 50,764 520
rcent erence Between Actual Program
CosVEmergency Supplemental and Hold-Harmless 23.2%

Projected Sutficient Total Cost




PROPOSED FUNDING FORMULA PROGRAM COST COMPARED TO
2007-2008 OPERATING BUDGET PROGRAM COST PLUS BUDGETED EMERGENCY SUFPLEMENTAL
Deming, NM: Group 2

COSRE|  HATCH WALLEY| LAS VEGAS CiTY]  SILVER CONS.| TRUTH OR CONSEQL
1| Cost Focion Vol 1
7| +Percent FreaTecuced Lunch 73.5% 95.4% 0% 55.7% Taa%| 2
A sPercent Englisn Loomons 3L1% 21.7% A8 5% 1% 144%| 2
4] +Poront Spockal Eoucotion [Cerss-tosed) 16.0% 16.0% 16.0% 14.0% 1460%| 4
5| +Porcent Mobiity 14.0% 15.0% 13.1% 19.5% A% 5
&l =Ermoirment Share in Grookes &-8 22.4% 23.5% 22.0% 23.4% 23.7%) &
7| =Ervolrment Shore in Grooaos 712 31.0% A% 28.2% 28.5% naw| 7
B| +Totol Desmct Enodrmont 1.433.5 1.411.5 20220 1270 14395 &
G 7
1 D) incivickuc Formusa Adhrsmments 10
1] Ehugent Moods mn
12 *FronyToducod Lunch 1.231 1.384 1.150 1.181 1.227] 12
13 *Erigksh Lesomens 1.024 1.040 1.038 1.004 1.013] 13
14 +Special Educchon 1.291 1.7 1.291 1.291 1.291] 14
15 *hokling 1.029 1034 1.024 1.034 1.037| 15
14| 000 Comoosion 14
17 (oo &8 1 R= ] 1.000 0994 1.000 1001|117
18 Grokes 9-12 073 0994 L7E0 0781 oeen| 18
19 Sl [Enmirmeant 19
20 =Scole 1127 1129 1.049 1.013 1128 20
21 2
22| Comibnod Adjustrmionts >0
23] =Stucont Moods (ol fosions mupied by soch other) 1.477 1.784 1.433 1.583 1668 23
24| +Crode Compostion (o focton mutpled by eoch ofhed 0.5%0 0,994 0577 L5781 0Fe] | 24
75| +5coe s — 1127 1123 1.04% 1013 1128 | 25
ool ACiLSmont [Combined Stuckent Moot x Goda
28 Cormpaiten x Scaie) 1.871 2002 1.705 1.574 1.B&1 | 25
27 27
7E{Brases Pewe-Pugd Cost 55,104 55,104 55,106 45,1046 55,104 | 28
29| x Overoll Adistment 1.871 2002 1.705 1.574 1841 | 29
30| v Sutficiont Por-Pupl Cogt 59.554 510,223 58,704 48,008 $9.500| 30
31 31
37| = I5@ Formulo Adustrment 1.078 1.007 1.00% Ll 1000 | 3z
33|Finc! Prosected Sutficient Per-Pupd Cost 59,817 510.243 58,780 46,435 595001 32
a M
35| x Totol Destnct Evvolmont o 1.4335| LA15] 2.0430 31270 1.4395] a5
34| Finc Progec fed Suflcsnt Tolhal [Progren) Cost £14.073.287 514,457,508 §17.537.842 526376171 $13.474.833 ) 38
37 a7
lajAactud Progrorm Cost (20072008 Oposaiing Buogot] 513,617,047 410,063,154 514,050,535 522,923,052 S10.811,181 | 38
W| + Emegency Suppormental . s 50 % ; 50 0] ag
40 2007-2008 Totd Program Cost & Emengency Suppiemenic! 513417047 510,053,154 514,050,535 S72.923.052 S10.811.181 | 20
41 4
Tonal Morging! Sumcioncy Cost = Fingl Proloeched Sulfickon] Tolal
42 [Progyam)] Cost on ine 36 — 2007-2008 Takal on ine 40 £454,237 44,374,752 51,887,307 £3.453,11%9 52853 652 42
a3 43
44| Percient Inc e Descreose] 3.4% 23.7% 11.8% 15.1% 26.5%| 44

SOURCE: Al Fingl Caicuigior 0141 772008 ES0 1OVDRT200A



|DISTRICT CALCULATOR 2007-08

1 - Choose District (Use Pull-Down Menu Below)

COBRE CONS.
User Input Cost Faclors
Percent Percent Percent Enroliment | Enrollment S
FreeMeduced | English | Special ;:';':'I“' Sharcin | Sharsin TE"‘:_L,‘:'"""':“
Lunch Leamers | Education hd Grades 6-8 | Grades 9-12 st
|user Input Cost Factor Values 73.9% 31.1% 16.0% 16.0% F2.4% 31.0% 1434
Cost Factors
Student Noods Grade Composition Scale
Percent Percent Percant Enroliment | Enrollmant
FreeMeduced | English | Special f;':;"‘ Sharein | Share in E"E'"‘"" E"‘n "’"I“'“““"
Lunch Leamers | Education by Grados 6-8 | Grados 8-12 ol o
Coelliclents 0375 0.094 1.723 0.190 0291 0608 {1 575 0.020
Transformed Demographic Values 1.739 I T T T TR T 1.160 122400 o 131000 [ 1433500 VAT E+22
|individual Formusla Adjustments 1.231 I 1028 T 1201 1020 | o898 | o083 | 1,127
Combined Student Needs Adjustment 1.677
[Combined Grade Composition Adjustment 0.990
Combined Scale Adjustment 1.127
Overall Adjustment (Combined Student Heeds/ 1871
Grade Composition/Scale) z
Base Per-Pupil Cost $5.106
Initial Sufficient Per-Pupil Cost £9.554
IS0 Formula Adjustment 1.028
Final Projected Sufficient Per-Pupil Cost S9.817
Final Projocted Sufficiant Total Cost 514,073,287
Actual Program Cost $13,617.040
Emergency Supplemental 50
Total Marginal Sufficiency Cost
(Equals Final Projected Sulficient Total Cost - S458
Actual Program Cost - 237
Emergency Supplemental)
Hold-Harmiess Projected Sufficient Total Cost $14.073.287
Percent Difference Between Aclual Program
CostVEmergency Supplemental and Hold-Harmless 4%

Projected Sulficient Total Cost




[DISTRICT CALCULATOR 2007-08

1 - Chooso District (Use Pull-Down Menu Below)

HATCH
User Inpul Cosl Faclors
Percant Percont Percant Enroliment | Enroliment S
Free/Meduced | English | Special ml "';:'I'“ Sharain | Sharein T:“r::" ;
Lunch Learmners | Education i Grades 6-8 | Grades 9-12 lrsiplined
|User Input Cost Factor Values G5 4% 51.2% 16.0% 159 (1% £3.5% al1% 1412
Cost Factors
Student Needs Grado Composition Scale
Percent Percent Percant Enrolimant | Enrollment
FrooModuced | English | Special :;':i'““' Sharein | Share in E“E““"“" Egﬂ'“"""";':'
Lunch Learmners | Education i Grades 6-8 | Grados 912 e k!
Coelficients 0375 0,054 1.723 0.190 0.2 0608 0575 0.029
Translormed Demographic Values 1.954 [Frimz o [mnasgieiiasg [ asa a1t o a1 s [ e se Ei22
individual Formula Adjustments 1.286 | 1040 |0 1201 | 1034 | 1000 | 0508 | 1.128
Combined Student Needs Adjustment 1.784
Combined Grade Composition Adjustment 0.994
Combined Scale Adjustment 1.129
Ovaorall Adjustment (Combined Student Needa/ 2,002
Grade Composition/Scale) ;
Base Par-Pupil Cost £5.106
Initial Sufficient Per-Pupil Cost 510223
150 Formuln Adjustment 1.002
Final Projected Sulficiant Per-Pupil Cost $10.243
Finnl Projected Sufficient Total Cost 514,457,508
Actlual Program Cosl $10,063.156
Emergency Supplemantal 50
Total Marginal Sulficlency Cost
(Equals Final Projected Sulficient Total Cost -
Actual Program Cost - SapR s
Emergency Supplemental)
Hold-Harmless Projecled Sufficient Tolal Cost 514,457,908
Percent Diflerence Bebween Actual Program
CostUEmergency Supplemental and Hold-Harmless 43.7%

Projected Sufficient Total Cost




|DISTRICT CALCULATOR 2007-08

1 - Choose District (Use Pull-Down Menu Below)

LAS VEGAS CITY
User Input Cost Faclors
Percent Percent Percent Enroliment | Enroliment i
FreeMeduced | English | Special ul ‘a'w“i“‘ Sharoin | Sharein TE"“" D"“n“l"
Lunch | Leamers | Education ¥ | Grades 6-8 | Grades 812 | SP1ON™Me
IUIH' Inpul Cosl Factor Values 59.0% 48 9% 16.0% 13.1% 22.0% 28 2% 2043
Cost Faclors
Studen! Neods Grade Composition Scale
Percant Percant Percant Enrollment | Enrollment
FreeMReduced | English | Special m‘ "b":_:“‘ Sharein | Sharein E“S'""“" Eg:;‘:':";‘:
Lunch Learners | Education oy Grados 6-8 | Grades 9-12 e i
Coellicients 0375 0094 1.723 0150 0291 0.GOR -0 575 0,029
Transformed Demographic Values 1.500 [Forasg s [anaser=neraate =1 eeeia o182 e [ 2043755 [ 1. 70.E+25
Individual Formula Adjustments 1.100 I 1oaa | 1201 | 1024 | o896 | 0880 | 1.069
Combined Student Neads Adjustmant 1.633
Combined Grade Composition Adjustment 08977
Combined Scale Adjustment 1.069
Overall Adjustment (Combined Student Needs/ 1705
Grade Composition/Scale) :
Base Per-Pupil Cost 35,106
|initial Sutficient Per-Pupil Cosl $8.706
IS0 Formula Adjustment 1.009
Final Projected Sufficient Per-Pupil Cost 58,780
Final Projected Sufficient Total Cost $17.937.B42
Actunl Program Cost 516,050,535
Emargency Supplemental 50
Tatal Marginal Sufficiency Cost
(Equals Final Projected Sutficient Total Cost -
Actual Program Cost - 31587907
Emergency Supplemental)
Hold-Harmiesa Projected Sufficient Tolal Cost $17.937.842
Percent Difference Between Actual Program
CosUEmergency Supplemental and Hold-Harmiess 11.8%

Projected Sufficient Total Cost




[DISTRICT CALCULATOR 2007-08

1 - Choose District {Use Pull-Down Menu Below)

SILVER CITY
User Inpul Cost Faclors
Percent Percent Percent p Enroliment | Enrollment -
FreeMeduced | English Special “m.m Share in Shara in Tgn“rlm’
Lunch Learners | Education ity Grades 6-8 | Grades 9-12
|User Input Cost Faclor Values 55.7% 3.8% 16.0% 19.5% A% 28.5% 3127
Cost Faclors
Student Needs Grado Composition Scale
Parcent Percent Percent Enroliment | Enrollment
FreeMeduced | English | Speclal | F “ﬂ';'l“i": Sharein | Sharein E““’[. | Farer
Lunch Leamers | Education Grades 6-8 | Grados 812
Coelficients 0375 0.4 1.723 0. 150 0.291 0608 0575 0.028
Transtormed Demographic Values 1.557 [Frngaera]roaso o [oaes i e e zasen [ a2y [11.34.E+28
Indhvidual Formula Adjustments 11181 [ wooas [ a2en [ tose | 1000 | oasr | 1.013
Combined Student Needs Adjustment 1.583
Combined Grado Composition Adjustment 0.981
Combined Scale Adjustment 1.013
Overall Adjustment (Combined Student Neods/ 1574
Grade Composition/Scale)
|Base Per-Pupil Cost 55,108
Initial Sufficient Par-Pupil Cost $8.038
IS0 Formula Adjustment 1.049
Final Projected Sulficient Per-Pupil Cost 58.435
Final Projected Sufficiont Tolal Cost $26376.171
Actual Program Cosl 522923052
| Emergency Supplomental 50
Total Marginal Sufficiency Cost
(Equals Final Projected Sufficient Total Cost -
Actual Program Cost - Sadsa e
Emergency Supplemental}
|Hold-Harmless Projected Sutficient Total Cost m?ﬂ,ﬁt
Parcont Diflerence Between Aclual Program
CostEmergency Supplemental and Hold-Harmiess 15.1%

Projected Sufficient Total Cost




[DISTRICT CALCULATOR 2007-08

1 - Choose District (Use Pull-Down Menu Below)

THUTH OR CONS.

User Input Cost Faclors
Percent Percent Percent Enroliment | Enroliment
FreeMeduced | English | Spocial | P | Sharein | Sharelin i ::"""‘"
Lunch Leamners | Education ty Grades 6-8 | Grades 5-12| =™ et
|User Input Cost Factor Valuos 72.6% 14.4% 16.0% 20 B% Z3.7% 30.4% 1440
Coat Faclora
Student Needs Grade Composition Scale
Percent Porcont Porcont Enroliment | Enrollment
FreeMeduced | English | Special :;' m "i‘u“' Sharein | Sharein E“E""”"" Egu'i’d"'“."'
Lunch Loearners | Education 44 Grades 6-8 | Grades 512 dietf e
Coetlicients 0375 0054 1.723 0.150 0.731 0.608 0575 0.025
Transformed Demographic Values 1.726 [oovaaar [0 oo [oo1ear [ 13040 | 143850 [ 526 E422
Individual Formula Adjustments 1.227 | T T T T L | 1.126
Combined Student Needs Adjustment 1.668
Combined Grada Composition Adjustment 0.991
Combined Scale Adjustment 1.126
Owverall Adjustment (Combined Student Needs/ 1.861
Grade Composition/Scala) s
Basa Per-Pupil Cost $5.106
Initial Sufficient Par-Pupil Cost £9.500
IS0 Formula Adjustment 1.000
Final Projoctod Sufficient Per-Pupil Cost 59.500
Final Projected Sufficient Total Cost $13,674 B33
Actual Program Cost 510,811,181
[Emergency Supplomental 30
Total Marginal Sufficiency Coat
(Equals Final Projected Sufficient Tolal Cost -
Actual Program Cost - $2.863,652
Emergency Supplemental}
|Hold-Harmiess Projected Sufficient Total Cost 313674 B33
Parcent Difference Between Actual Program
CostEmergency Supplemontal and Hold-Harmiess 26.5%

Projected Sufficient Total Cost
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PROPOSED FUNDING FORMULA PROGRAM COST COMPARED TO
2007-2008 OPERATING BUDGET PROGRAM COST PLUS BUDGETED EMERGENCY SUPPLEMENTAL
Deming, NM: Group 1

ALAMOGORDO CARLSAAD DEMING GADSDEN LAS CRUCES)
Cogt Focion Walues
*Percent Free/feduced lunch S2.2% &0.6% TE.5% 88.27% 58.0%
*Pomont English Loomens 24% 4,7% 357% 53 8% 12.4%
=Pereanl Spoces! Eoucation ([Consus- bosed) 16.0% 1680% 14.0% 16.0% 16.0%)
»Pamrent Mobilty 19.7% 18.8% 20.4% e 13.2%
s Enroliment Shore in Grodes &-8 25% 73.8% 240% 23.4% 23.2%
*Ervolmont Sharo in Grooes 9-12 3MZ% 28.4% 2%.0% 29.3% 29.0%
=Teicd Deatrest Ergcllrmacant 542475 55120 53920 13,8745 23,3700
noracucl Formuio Adiustments
Sh00nt Moo
Rl P s Fali e BUT s ] 1.171 T.0%4 1.244 1,258 1.187
*Encyish Lo 1.002 1.004 1.02% 1.041 1.011
*Special Educohon 1.291 1.391 1.2%1 1291 1.291
“RAchity 1.035 1.033 1.034 1.037 1.024
000 Compoosition
» e &-8 0.998 1.001 1.001 1.000 0.75%
*Grocies 9-12 09879 0Fal 0.784 0.985 0784
Sogie [Frment)
Scoie 0.948 0554 CLF41 Dei2 0.504
Cormoeraoe] Asirmants
= Shuckort Meedds [all foctons maftiohod Dy ooCch offon 1.5458 1.400 .72 1.747 1.587
Gk Cormposition (al locion mutiphod by 00ch oin) 0587 0582 D.585 0.585 0983
sSoolke 0848 0554 0561 0ei2 0.904
vl Acustront [Cormibined Stucont Noods x Grooe
Compasition x Scale] 1.487 1459 1.421 1.588 1.414
B PPl Cosd 50,104 55,106 55,104 55,104 58,1086
= Creral Adfustment 1,457 1,457 1.621 1.588 1414
il Suficiont Por-Pupd Cost 57,489 £7.651 58,274 58,108 5221
| = 158 Forruka Adiustmend 1.000 1.0%5 1.000 1.000 1.000
Fincy! Prosected Sufficient Per-Pupil Cost 57,487 £68.280 58,274 54,108 51221
» Totgl Cistict Enrolment £4295| 59140 £3v20) 13.874.5 23,370.0
Final Prosected Sulicent Totdl [Progrom] Cost S40.259.784 549,542,042 LA6222268 1 S112510,020 5168742183
Actucd Progrorm Cost (2007-2008 Openotng Budoe] 541,475,515 45 BH4.517 534,142,899 592,053 487 5158472890
+ Ememency Supplemenio! s 550 %0 50 sl
2007-2008 Toldd Program Cost & Emaigoncy Suppicmoniol 541,475 515 545 B&S517 534.142.6899 592.053.487 S158.472.890
Tofad Marpingl Surtcloncy Cost = Find Propected Sutficlent Tokal R
Program] Cost an lino 36 - 2007-2008 Tofal on tne 40 54,823,768 53,495,525 510,479,329 520,457,533 10,271,293
Pexcant Inc s [0 o] 1465% 8.1% 30.7M% 22.7% A5

SOURCE: AR Pl Coscuiator 0141 7/2008
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|DISTRICT CALCULATOR 2007-08

1 - Choose District (Use Pull-Down Menu Below)

ALAMOGORDO
User Input Cost Faclors
Parcont Percant Percent Enroliment | Enrcliment -
: I
FreeMeduced | English | Special :":h";‘:;': Sharein | Shamin Tg:mﬂi:":f“
Lunch Learners | Education Grades 6-8 | Grades 9-12
{User Input Cost Faclor Values 52.2% 2.4% 16.0% 18.7% 22.5% 30.2% B450
Cost Faclors
Student Needs Gmde Composilion Scale
Percent Percent Percent Enroliment | Enroliment
FroeModuced | English | Specal ;:'h“i““' Sharein | Sharein E“E::;“" E"“’"'I'::i":‘
Lunch Learners | Education " | Grades 6-8 | Grades 9-12 .
Coeflicienta 0375 0.0484 1.723 0.180 0291 0608 .575 0.02%
Translormed Demagraphic Values 1.522 [Ftoas o[ 1as0 [0 1197 0 25 o]0 13020 ] Ba49.5 ] 261.E+33
[Individual Formula Adjustments 1171 [ too2 T 129y T 1035 | o998 | oses | 0.948
Combined Student NHeads Adjusiment 1.568
Combined Grade Composition Adjustment 0.987
Combined Scale Adjustment 0.948
Overall Adjustment (Combined Student Needs/ 1467
Grade Composition/Scale) :
|Basa Per-Pupil Cost $5.106
[initial Sufficient Per-Pupil Cosal 57,489
150 Formula Adjustment 1.000
Final Projected Sufficient Per-Pupil Cost §7.480
Final Projected Sufficient Total Cost S$48.299.284
Actual Program Cost 541,475,515
Emergency Supplementnal 50
Total Marginal Sutficiency Cost
(Equals Final Projected Sulficiont Total Cost - $6.823
Actual Program Cost - It
Emargency Supplamantal)
Hold-Harmiess Projected Sufficient Total Cost $48.209 784
[Percent Dilierence Between Actual Program
CosUEmergency Supplemental and Hold-Harmiless 16.5%

Projected Sufficient Total Cost




DISTRICT CALCULATOR 2007-08

1 - Choose Digtrict (Use Pull-Down Menu Below)

CARLSBAD
User Input Cost Factors
Percent Percent Percent Enrolimant | Enrolimant
FroeRoduced | English | Special ::’;T.“' Sharein | Sharein TE“"L:E'""I'
Lunch Leamers | Education wy Grades 6-8 | Grades 812 | =" o0
|User Input Cost Faclor Values £ 6% 4.7% 16.0% 18.68% 23 0% 28.4% 5914
Cost Factors
Student Neods Grade Composition Scale
Parcant Poercont Parcont Porcant Enroliment | Enroliment Enroll ] e i
Free/Reduced | English Specinl Mobiti Share in Share in Unﬂlﬂr. Oundatic
Lunch Loamears | Education ¥ Grades 6-8 | Grades 9-12
Coelficients 0375 0.094 1.723 0.190 0.291 0.608 0.575 0.029
Transtormed Demographic Values 1.606 [Fovpa2 s Tiass ooasa o azas [oieeg0 [oosatd ] ETAE32
[Individual Formula Adjustmants 11684 I 1004 1 1201 [ 1083 | 1001 | o981 | 0.954
Combined Student Needs Adjustment 1.500
Combined Grade Composition Adjustment 0.982
Combined Scale Adjustmeont 0.554
Owverall Adjustment (Combined Student Needs/ 1.453
Grade CompositionScale) :
|Base Per-Pupil Cost $5.108
{Initial Sufficient Per-Pupil Cost 37,651
{1I5Q Formula Adjustment 1.005
Final Profected Suflicient Per-Pupil Cost S8.380
Final Projected Sufficient Total Cost 549,562,042
Actual Program Cost S45 B6G 517
Emergancy Supplemantal 50
Total Marginal Sufficiency Cost
(Equals Final Projected Sufficient Total Cost -
Actual Program Cost - $3.695,525
Emergency Supplemental)
Hold-Harmiless Projected Sufficient Total Cost 540,562 042
[Percent Difference Between Actual Program
CostUEmergency Supplemental and Hold-Harmless B.1%

Prajected Sufficient Tolal Cosl




|DISTRICT CALCULATOR 2007-08

1 - Chooso District (Uso Pull-Down Menu Below)

DEMING
User Input Cost Faclors
Percant Parcent Percant Enrollment | Enrollment £
FreeMeduced | English | Special : bl " | Sharein | Sharein T::‘" m“ ooy
Lunch Loamnmers | Education i Grades 6-8 | Grades 9-12
|User Input Cost Factor Values 78.9% 35 2% 16.0% 20.4% 24.0% 20.1% 5392
Cosl Faclors
Student Needs Grade Composition Scale
Percent Percent Percent Enrollment | Enroliment
Free/Reduced | English | Special Mnl "N":i“' Sharnin | Sharain E“E:““"r‘“‘ E“'“"":"“:'
Lunch Learners | Education ty Grades 6-8 | Grades 9-12
Coeflicients (375 0094 1.7723 0150 0231 0.608 L.575h D028
Transformed Demographic Values 1.789 DA g c[oaend 00 12400 [ r2a00 0 830200 ] 1.16.E+32
Individual Formula Adjustments 1244 1029 | 1201 | 1036 | 1000 | 0584 | 0.961
Combined Studont Neads Adjustmeont 1.712
Combined Grade Composition Adjustment D985
Combined Scale Adjustmeant 0.961
Ovarall Adjustment (Combined Student Needa/ 1621
Grade Composition/Scale) :
Baso Por-Pupil Cost 55:106
Initial Sulficient Per-Pupil Cost 58,276
IS0 Formula Adjustmant 1.000
Final Projected Sulficient Per-Pupil Cost S8.276
Final Projected Sufficient Total Cost S44.622 208
Actual Program Cost 532,142 B9
Emergency Supplemental 30
Total Marginal Sufficiency Cost
(Equals Final Projected Sulficiont Total Cost -
Actual Program Cost - $10.470.329
Emargency Supplamental)
Hold-Harmless Projected Sufficient Total Cost 42672278
Porcent Difference Between AClual Program
CostlUEmergency Supplemeantal and Hold-Harmless 30.7%

Projected Sufficient Total Cost




[DISTRICT CALCULATOR 2007-08

1 - Choose District (Use Pull-Down Menu Below)

GADSDEN

User Input Cost Faclors
Percent Percent Percent Enrollment | Enrollment
FreeMeduced | English | Special mj o | Sharein | sharein T::Lﬁ‘ﬂ:":‘:’
Lunch Learners | Education %y Grades 6-8 | Grades 9-12
[UIH Input Cost Faclor Values BH 2% 53.B% 16.0% 20.9% 23.4% 20.3% 13877
Cost Faclors
Student Necds Grade Composition Scale
Percent Percent Percent Enroliment | Enroliment
FrooRoduced | English | Special :::-ul ““i"' Sharoin | Sharsin E"[;’“'"'“" Eg“":'::"ﬁ:
Lunch Learners | Education ¥ Grades 6-8 | Gradea 9-12
Coeaflicients D375 0054 1.723 0180 0251 0.608 0575 0.2s
Transformed Demographic Values 1.882 1538 Joot1ae0 [0 12090 |o12a4 [ 1203 | 138785 | 3.23E+«9
Individual Formula Adjustments 1.268 1041 )0 2o | noaT | w000 | 0585 | 0912
Combined Student Needs Adjustment 1.767
Combined Grade Composition Adjustment 0.985
Combined Scale Adjustment 0912
Overall Adjustment (Combined Student Needa/ 1 588
Grade Composition/Scale) 2
Base Per-Pupil Cost 55.106
Initial Sufficient Per-Pupil Cost £8.108
IS0 Formula Adjustment 1.000
Final Projected Sufficient Per-Pupil Cost 58.108
Final Projected Sufficient Total Cost S112511.020
Actual Program Cosl 592,053,487
Emergancy Supplemental S0
Toltal Marginal Sulficiency Coat
(Equals Final Projected Sufficient Total Cost - 533
Actunl Program Cost - $20,457
Emergency Supplemental)
Hold-Harmless Projected Sufficient Total Cost $112.511.020
Percent Difference Between Actual Program
CosUEmergency Supplomental and Hold-Harmless L2

Projected Sufficient Total Cost




|DISTRICT CALCULATOR 2007-D8

1 - Chooso District (Use Pull-Down Menu Bolow)

LAS CRUCES
User Inpul Coslt Faclors
Percent Percent Percent Enroliment | Enrolimant -
FreeReduced | English | Special l-lul "'b":_‘l‘l_':_: Sharain | Sharein TE:LI‘I";“ :
Lunch Learmners | Education Grades 6-8 | Grades 9-12
|user Input Cost Factor Values 56.0% 12.4% 16.0% 13.2% 23.7% 20.0% 23370
Cost Factors
Student Needs Grade Composition Scale
Percent Parcant Percent Enroliment | Enrollment
FreeReduced | English | Special | P m“fu'w“ Ehans i | (= R i E“L“J?“""‘"" El‘;‘u"ﬂ":“";
Lunch Leamors | Education Grades 6-8 | Grdes 9-12 ot
ICoelliclents 0375 0.094 1.723 0,190 0291 0608 .575 0.02%
Transformed Demographic Values 1.580 [ervaw]oae s mazaec [ a2 [ 012000 [0 23370 | 8.E2E43
Individual Formula Adjustments 1.187 I 1o | 1260 [ 1024 | o086 | os88s | 0.906
Combined Student Heeds Adjustmeant 1.587
Combined Grade Composition Adjustment 0.983
|Combined Scale Adjustment 0.906
1Uwrl||‘ Adjustment (Combined Studen! Neads! i
Grade Composition/Scale) 5
Base Per-Pupil Cost 55,106
Initial Sutficient Per-Pupil Cost s7.221
150 Formula Adjustment 1.000
Final Projected Sufficient Per-Pupil Cost $7.221
Final Projected Sufficient Total Coat $168.744.183
Actual Program Cost S158.472 800
Emargency Supplemental 50
Total Marginal Sutficiency Cost
(Equals Final Projected Sufficient Total Cost -
Actual Program Cost - 10271293
Emergency Supplemental)
Hold-Harmless Projected Sufficient Total Cost S166.744.183
Percent Difierence Beteeen Actual Program
CostEmergency Supplemental and Hold-Harmiess 6.5%

Projected Sufficient Total Cost




