New Milford Board of Education

Special Meeting Minutes

December 3, 2019

Lillis Administration Building — Board Room
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Present: Mrs. Angela C. Chastain ~T N
Mr. Joseph Failla N
Mrs. Wendy Faulenbach 5
Mr. Pete Helmus i
Mr. Brian McCauley o
Mrs. Eileen P. Monaghan -

Mrs. Cynthia Nabozny =
Mrs. Olga I. Rella

Absent: Mrs. Tammy Mclnerney

Also Present: Dr. Kerry Parker, Superintendent of Schools

Mr. Anthony Giovannone, Director of Operations and Fiscal Services
Mr. Kevin Munrett, Facilities Director

Mrs. Laura Olson, Director of Pupil Personnel and Special Services
Mr. Brandon Rush, Director of Technology

Mr. Pete Bass, Mayor of New Milford
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Call to Order Call to Order

A. | Pledge of Allegiance A. Pledge of Allegiance

The special meeting of the New Milford Board of
Education was called to order at 6:45 p.m. by Mrs.
Chastain. The Pledge of Allegiance immediately
followed the call to order.

Presentation Presentation

e Lisa Hammersley, Deputy Executive Director
of the CT School Finance Project, presented
information on how Connecticut’s school
funding system impacts New Milford Public
Schools and the community. That presentation
is attached to these minutes.

e Following the presentation, Mr. Giovannone
commented that the excess cost grant
highlighted on slide 80 is very difficult for the
district to predict, which creates a significant
problem when budgeting. Ms. Hammersley
said it is a significant concern for both BOE
and municipalities. She said a Task Force is
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currently reviewing the idea of a SPED cost
cooperative, which could provide some
stability.

Mr. Giovannone asked about slide 58 and the
use of direct certification for free and reduced
price lunch (FRPL), a process New Milford
uses. Ms. Hammersley said direct certification
provides a more accurate compilation of low
income students and eliminates the stigma of
self reporting.

Mr. Helmus questioned slides 42 and 43, which
show that student poverty in New Milford
increased by 3 percentage points over the past
10 years, while FRPL-eligible students have
increased by 14 percentage points over the past
10 years. Ms. Hammersley said the difference
is in the income threshold versus the FRPL
threshold which the ECS uses.

Mayor Bass questioned New Milford’s median
household income of $83,676 referenced on
slide 102, saying it seemed high. He asked
what source was used. He also asked if New
Milford could be compared to towns in
Litchfield County, not Fairfield County. Ms.
Hammersley said she would provide a state-
wide comparison as well as information on the
median household income source.

Dr. Parker said the presentation is a starting
point and that Board members should let her
know if they have additional research requests.
Mrs. Faulenbach said it was interesting to note
the clear link between enrollment and funding.
She said it is important to examine the other
needs that drive up funding, in particular
special education and FRPL.

Mrs. Faulenbach referenced slide 116. She
asked about the reference to public
transportation. She said New Milford’s large
geographical area makes this a factor. Ms.
Hammersley said that ECS does not take
transportation into account. She will research
the reference further.

Mr. Giovannone referenced the new EFS
reporting which details funding by school
within a district. Ms. Hammersley said the
Excel format is not user friendly and if the
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is correct.

building the relationship.

extremely important.

district sends its data to the CT School Finance
Project, they will provide a presentation to help
view it and identify any discrepancies.

e Mrs. Faulenbach asked for confirmation that
the timeline for the Minimum Budget
Requirement (MBR) exception is for the
previous fiscal year. Ms. Hammersley said that

e Dr. Parker thanked the presenter, Ms.
Hammersley, and said she looks forward to

e Mrs. Faulenbach said that understanding all
funding for the BOE and Town and its cycle is

Adjourn

unanimously.

Mrs. Faulenbach moved to adjourn the meeting at
7:52 p.m., seconded by Mrs. Monaghan and passed

Adjourn

Motion made and passed
unanimously to adjourn the
meeting at 7:52 p.m.

Respectfully submitted:

5 { { - \
v O A S WO N

Angela C. Chastain
Secretary
New Milford Board of Education
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About the CT School Finance Project

Founded in 2015, the nonprofit Connecticut School Finance
Project aims to ensure Connecticut has a fair and equitable
school finance system and be a trusted, nenpartisan, and
independent source of accurate data and information.

Althcugh not a memizer-cased organization, the Connecticut
School Finance Project actively works with a diverse group of
stakeholders, including education and community leaders,
nonprofit arganizations, and individuals inferested in how
school finance impacts their students and schools.

We aim to develop fair, well-thought-out solutions to
Connecticut’s school finance challenges that incorperate the
viewpoints and perspectives of stakeholders.

PrROJECT

What We Do

Accurale, Independent Data and Analysis

Accurate data and analysis is the backbone of our arganization. We provide up-to-
date data with easy-io-understand analysis about 1} how CT funds its public schools
and 2] CT's budget and financial state.

Reports and Policy Briefings

We consistently produce In-depth reports and policy briefings about various fopics
related to educaticn finance, the state budget, and other issues impacting CT's
fiscal health.

Handouts, Education Materials, and Policy Toolkits

We create customized, approachable handouts and materials that help
communities and stakeholders better understand CT's education and state
finances, and then effectively share that information with their neighbars,
pelicymakers, and personal netwaorks.

Suppert ALL Students and Public Schools

As part of our education finance wark, our erganization is committed to developing,
and raising awareness about the need for, an equitable, unified state education
funding formula that freats ALL students fairly based on their learning needs and the
needs of the disiricts and communifies that serve them.
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Contact Us

For questions or comments about the information
presented today, please contact us:

Erika Haynes, Director of Commﬁnity Engagement
Email: erika.haynes@ctschoolfinance.org
Cell: 860-336-6902

To learn more about the
Connecticut School Finance Project, visit us at:

www.ctschoolfinance.org

Follow us on Twitter:
@CTSchoolFinance

CONNECTICUT ScHOOL Fin
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CT School Finance Project's Goals

+ Build knowledge about how the current school
funding system works,

+ Bring together stakeholders who are impacted by
how schools are funded, and

« ldentify solutions to Connecticut's school funding
challenges that are fair to students and taxpayers,
and strengthen schools and communities.

What We Don’t Do

Weigh In en Local Education Finance or Budget Issues & Palicies

While municipaliies play an impertantrole in the state's education finance system
and have an obligation to appropriately (while considering the town’s wealth and
needs) contribute funds to the education of their schoolage children, we do not
work on local education finance or budget issues and palicies.

Support and/or Endorse Local Initiatives
As an organizafion focused on statewide issuss and policies related to education
funding and state finance, we do not suppert and/or endorse any local Initiatives.

Endorse Elected Office Candidales & Referendums

As a nonprofit, nenpartisan organization, we do nat endorse elected officials,
candidates for slected office, and/or referendums/ballot measures. Furthermore,
we do not engage in and/or inferfere in any election in any way.

Manipulate Dala or Present Inaccurate Data Findings

We never manipulate data, present inaccurate findings, or provide information
without proper context. As an independent organization, we alse do not change
data to show a particular finding or suppert a policy pesition. We use official state
and federal data as much as possible and all data used Is for the most recent year
available
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Fixed costs are crowding out the non-fixed

portion of the budget

General Fund Expendilures by
Service, FY 2018

CONNECTICUT'S

DISCRETIONARY FIXED
(NGON-FIXED)

COSTS COSTS

FISCAL STATE

5946 B 3$9.15B
(50.8%) (49.2%)

Suurcas isted ol hligibfc hitalsfoancestgispendig.

Education funding makes up, by far, the largest State funding for public schools can be

portion of Connecticut’s non-fixed costs broken down into multiple categories
(does NOT include pensions or capital expenses)
1% FY 2018 State Funding by Grant ($Millions)

Non-fixed General Fund Expenditures by Service, FY 2018
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How DoEs THIS IMPACT

S g 2 School finance is about...
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Communities

A note about per-pupil expenditures

Connecticut does not currently require revenues or
expenditures to be reported at the school level.
= As aresult, it Is not possible te determine per-pupil
expenditures at the scheool level.
= This example uses average per-pupl expenditures af the
local education agency (LEA) level.

In reality, districts don't allocate resources equally
to all schools or students.

Our methodology for calculating per-pupil
expenditures at the LEA level can be found in the
appendix of this presentation.

T SEHOOL FIN.
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Schools

JACOR'S STORY

Education Financial System (EFS)

In an effort o adapt and respond to the financial reporting
requirements passed by Congress in 2015 as part of the Every
Student Succeeds Act [ESSA), in FY 2018, Conneclicut began
collecting school district financial data through @ new mechanism
called the Education Financial System (EFS).

The EFS is a financial reporting system used by Connecticut's scheol
districts, including local and regional boards of education, charter
schools, and regional educational service centers.

The EFS system include a standardized sef of processes to capture,
manage, and repori financial and statistical information, including
dlistrict-level and schoal-level expenditures.

No date has been announced for when this new data through the
EFS will be released.




'+ Jacob livesin New
| Milford.

+ Heis a 27 grader.

- « When he grows up, he
% wants to become a

: » w pilot.
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How much funding does
Jacob’s school district
receive to educate him?

CONNECTICUT SCHOGL FINANCE PROJECT

It depends on where he
goes to school.

Let’s take a look at funding
for Jacob at three similar
school districts.

CONNECTICUT S¢

Regional District #12: $29,482

. Regional
District #12

State

Confribution 3147
(2016-17)

Town

Confribution $28,332
(2016-17)

Cther

Contributions $1,003
(2016-17)

Total (2014-17) $29.482

Senca: Conneclioul SChool Fange Profret. {H15]. Conneeicnt Loval Fubils Sohool QI For pupl S endiones by Pevaiie S0wcs, 017, Avarosie
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New Milford Public Schools: $14,257

> New Milferd
Rslicilioms Public Schools

State
Confribution $2.794
(2016-17}

New Milford
Contribution $10.835
{2016-17)

Other
Confributions $628
{2016-17)

Total (2016-17) $14,257

Sonwca: Carmnalicnl Schant eance Profect, [2019). Santeciioul (904! PADIE 57006 el #or pupk Eupendlines by fevenue Suune 261417, Avellnile

Sherman Public Schools: 518,138

3 Sherman
Distict Name public Schaols

Stale

Confribution $163
[2016-17)

Sherman

Confribution $17,648
(2016-17)

Other
Confributions $327
[2016-17)

Total (2016-17) 518,138

CONNECTICUT SCHOOL FINANCE PROJECT




How much funding does Jacob's school
district receive to educate him?

It depends on where he lives.

School District New Miltard Regicnal Sherman
iR Public Schoals District #12 | Fublic Schools

State

Contribution $2.794 §147 §163
(2016-17)

Town

Contribution $10,835 $28,332 $17 648
(201617}

Other

Contributions $628 $1,002 $327
[2016-17)

Tolal (2016-17) $14,257 $29,482 $18,138

Soarc: Congonical Schonl bsncs Fropecl. (9], Cunneclicor Lo2al PURLe Seasal (mer fer pup Espenaliues &y fevenue fuvce, 31417, Avalabin
Jicatac
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OVERVIEW

What are the funding sources for public

education in Connecticut?

Funding by Source {Billions)

10
38

- $11.aB
34

Funding [$Billons)

52

o
Connechicut

= From LocalSources  uf = From F

iy ol Fublic Elamonleony-Sacenizry Schau Seatem (ivices by Slale: Fscal Yot 2007, 07 &rual sy
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Why?

Why is school finance a state-level issue?

+ Education is not a fundamentalright under the
United States Consfitution.

+ Public schools fall under the authority of state
government and are primarily funded through
state and local tax dollars.

« All 50 states have concluded children have a right
to a free, public education under thelr state's
constitution.

Sounces San Anlarks ndopendent Sehoet Dl « Sodngues, £11 U5 1 {1923,

EQuity & SCHOOL
FINANCE
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Equality vs. Equity

EQUALITY = SAMENESS

GIVING EVERYONE THE SAME
THING ===p= || only works if
everyone slars from the
same place

EQUITY = FAIRNESS

ACCESS TO SAME
OPPORTUNITIES s We miust
first ensure equily before we

can enjoy equolity

CONNECTIC

Challenges and potential support for
different fypes of learning needs

t Polenfial Challenges Exarmples of

Unstaila heusing situation {may move frequently or be
hameless]

Foodinsecure of lack aceess fo healhy foods

Parents may be less able fo dedicate fime and
reseurees to education

Reading inferventionist
Soltware to help bulld

‘S;ﬁi!ufxmfﬂ i +  Exposure lo fraumolic or unsafe siluallans vocabulary and develop
Blamily . pare likely o be absent from school language
+  May have imitedlonguage copabillly (by the age of  +  Socialwerker
3, childhen from low-incorme households haar — ar
averane - 30 millionlass werds fhan those from
afiuent households)
- Maybe only Englith specker n housshold + Esl/blinguel teacher
; - Culturol differences « Software to assisl in
o - Emigraled liom possisle violence/wariare lacming English
S - Unfamilior with US education system - or any +  Books and olher matericls
education system in first language
- Each studenl’s leaming nesdswilbe uniqus and can  + Special educalion leacher
Student with wary significant frem student-to-sudent + Physicd or occupdliond
isabilfies - Sludenls may have physical, lsaming. or saclal- tharapist
emofional changes +  Adopiive technology

1 ), Ay, AL AT e SRR il
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Shifting scholarly debate

Earlier studies:

« The Coleman Repori [1948): Found no clear relationship between school funding and
student outcom

< Hanushek [2003) a wide ranga of analyses indicale Thal overdll resource pollicies
have not led to discernible Improvements in sludent performance.”

Recent studies:

« Jackson/Johnson/Perisco (2016): “For low-incame children, o 10% increase in per pupll
spending each year for oll 12 yaars of public school Is associatedwith 0.44 addifional
years of compleled educalion, ¥.4% higher earnings, and a &.1 percentage peint
reduclion in the annual incidence of adult povery."

Lafortune, Rothstein, and Schanzenbach (2016): “Using reprasentafive samples from
MAEP, we clsa find that [schoal finance] reforms cause gradual increases in the relative
achlevement of students in low-Income school dishicts...."

Candeloria & Shares (2017): “Seven yecrs afler reform, the highest poverly quartile In a
trecled siote experienced a 11.5 to 12.1 percent incredse In per-pupil spending and a
4.81o 11.5 percentage pointincrease in gradvalion rales.”

Seavees Sea Appons for ] e sowcas.
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Why should we fund students
based on their learning
heeds?

Does money matter?

2L FINANCE PROJ]

What does all this mean?

Funding does matter to
student success inside and
outside of the classroom.

CONNECTICUT. 0oL FiNaNcE Pre




STATE AND

NEW MILFORD
OVERVIEW

Enroliment for New Milford Public Schools has
decreased by 17.8% over the past 10 years

New tilford Public Schools' Enrellment, 2010-2019
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Connecticut Public School Enrallment
by Schoal Year
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Qver the last 10 years, the total number of students in
Connecticut public schools has declined
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Student need has increased
in New Milford and
across the state

CT's low-income, EL, and special education
populations have increased over the past 10 years
Connecticut Public School Demographics

o s
a5 ‘__'______,——'_’—'__'——“--—-—-"
30
-
% 4 e FRPL?
L ) i —sE
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5
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School Years
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free and redvced price funch (FRPL) datater the 2016-19 schoal yeor, thisyesr af FRPL dal hos net been Inciuded.
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3 percentage points over the past 10 years

Estimated % of New Milford Students in Poverty
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Student poverly in New Milford has increased

FINANCE PROJECT
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The percentage of FRPL-eligible students New Milford serves he percentage of EL students New Milford serves has
has increased 14 percentage poinfs over the past 10 years increased slightly over the past 10 years
% of New Milford Students w/ Free and Reduced Priced Lunch New ilford Public Schools % of English Learmer Students
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New Milford Public Schools spends less per student than
similar and nearby districts, and roughly $2,000
less than the state average

2017-18 Spending Per Student
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New Milford receives $2,794 per pupil in education funding
from the State, which is more than all but two of its peer fowns

201é-17 State Contribution Per Pupil
$4000 - L

$a.084
$5.000

. How does the state determine

33.585

soos 24 2908 how much money each
&147

$2,378
2000 saro school should get?
$1.000 I ﬂéa
. I

HNow Miliord  Bethe! Mew State Sheimun Regnnu\ Region: I Regmnu'\
Fairfield  Average Districl #14  Dishict #f1  District #12
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CT has more than 10 different funding formulas to
divide up money between public schools

« Each "type" of school has its own funding formula
thatis part of the Connecticut General Statutes (the
laws of the state).

= The formula that distrioutes maost of the money is the
Education Cost Sharing (ECS) foermula.
— This is the formula the state is supposed to use to
distribute approx. $2 billion in state education
funding to public schools each year.

#emar. Rolrever ko

The Education Cost Sharing (ECS)
formula determines how much
money the state is supposed to

give to each city/town to fund its

public schools.

+ The state began providing aid to cities/towns as a result of a 1977 CT

« InHorton (1977}, the Court ruled that an education funding system

= As aresult, CT established a formula to give money to public school

12/4/2019

EpucatioN CosT

SHARING (ECS)
FORMULA

Why does CT have the ECS formula?

Supreme Court decision, Horton v. Meskill.

that allows "property wealthy" towns to spend more on education
with less effort, is a system that impedes children's constitutional rights
to an equal education.

districts that fook property wealth into consideration.
- In 1988, CT established the Education Cest Sharing [ECS) fermula
to serve this purpose. It has been revised numerous fimes since.
- Intheory, the ECS grant is supposed to make up the difference
between what a communily can afford to pay and what it costs
to run a public school system.

v bkl 171 €, 415 (0, S0pn €1, 1977),
Office of Leggsh e Rasenreh, (1. P25k Fore f S Sate Eicallon Fundng 5ot Fapor, Rebioved hom

In October 2017, the Connecticut
General Assembly passed a new ECS
formula as part of the biennial budget

for fiscal years 2018 and 2019.

The new ECS formula began
being implemented in
fiscal year 2019 includes a
10-year phase-in/out schedule,

The 2019-20 school year marks
the second year of the formula’s
phase-in/out schedule.

CONNECTICUT SCHOOL FINANCE PROJECT



Overview of ECS Formula

«  Current formulabegan in FY 2019 and is scheduled to be phased In
over 10 years.
+  Increase of $37.6 million {over FY 2019 ECS funding) in FY 2020
«  Estimated Increase of $37.6 million peryear from
FY 2020 - FY 2028
»  Estimated totalincrease, after phase-in, of $3481 milion — over FY
2019 spending levels — in FY 2028 and beyond.

Student-based, weighted funding formula

« Formula only applies to local public schools, all other types of
Conneclicut public schools (magnet schools, local and state charter
schools, Connecticut Technical Education and Career System, Yo-Ag
schools, Open Choice} will confinue fo be funded by 10 other
formulas

Sawcos Camn, Acts 1%117.
Craraciieul Gerare Assemnbly, Difc of Fol Analyds, (8111, 04 £xmsnditare Cstalt ins 2009, Hailfoid, CT: Auther, Reviavart nam

s 201 £ RAEspend we Rl .

o
5

il st fewews cgincl.anvilalDocumentuty s PROSIZRO ot |
Conn. Gen. Stutuies ch. 172 §§ 10-2621, |17820

Foundation

« Foundation amount is intended to represent the estimated
cost of educaiing a CT general education student who
does not have any additional leaming needs.

= Foundation in new formula = $11,525 per pupil
+ Same as most recent ECS formula

« Foundation continues to “incorporate” State's share of
general special education funding.

+ Foundation based on past foundation amounts and not
derived using verlflable education spending data
+ However, $11,525 is within a range of reasonable
foundation amounts when accounting for the inclusion
of special education aid.

tnbucs ch. 172§ 10:2421

Welght: 0.3
Concenfrafion Threshold: .75
Conceniration Weight: O
Identification Methed: Eligibility for FRPL

Weight: 0,15
Conceniralion Weight: 0

Low-incame Students

English Learner (EL] Welght

Funding Per Student

Student Need

General Education (Non-need) Student $11,525
Low-incame Student $14.983
Concentrated Low-income Student $15.55¢
Low-income and English Learner 316711
English Learnar $13.254
oo s

Sumcus Conn, Gan, Statues sh, 172 § 102621,

CONNECTICUT SCHOOL FINANCE PAOUI
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Based on the most recent available data, if the formula
were fully funded this year, New Milford would receive an
estimated $2.06 million — roughly $67K less than
the district received in FY 2019,

Estimated ECS Funding for New Milford by Year

$2,122335 $2064996
32,000,000
s $1.522,797
1.500.00
1,000,000
$500,000
o i
Last Year Current Vear Full Funding
{FY 2019 (FY 2020 {based on curent data)

Sawrcas: Corm. Guin Stalules <l 172, 5§ 10-2621, 102670,
Cern Azis 19117,
Cornn At 16401
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Formula Weights

+  Formula centains three "need-student” weights, which increase per-pupil
state education aid for students with additional learning nesds.

+  Low-income student weight
¢+ Formulaincludes a low-income student weight of 0.3
+  Increases foundafion ameunt by 30 percent for students wha live in law-
income households as measured by eligibility for free and reduced
price lunch (FRPL)

Concentrated poverty weight

= Formula increases per-student funding for lew-income students who live
in districts with high concentrations of low-income students

+  Concentrated poverty weightis 0.05

= Increases foundation amount an additienal five percent {for a total of
35 percent) for low-income students residing in districts with
concentrations of low-income students of aver 75 percent of district
enrcllment

-+ English Leamner welght
«  Formulaincludes weight of 0.15 for English Learners
+  Increases foundation amount by 15 percent for students needing
additional English-language skills

Sowce: Carn, Fen, Satuesch, 172, § 102601

Base Aid Ratio

= Farmulaincludes equity metric to distribute state education aid, where the towns
with the least ability to fund thelr public schoals receive the most state aid.

= Town's ability to fund its public scheols is calculated by:
= 70% Properly Wealth Factor
= Determined using @ town's Equalized Net Grand List per Capita
(ENGLPC), compared to the state median town ENGLPC, as caleulated
annudlly by OPM
«  Prior ECS formula used $0% Praperty Wealth Factor

«  30% Income Wealth Factor
= Defermined using o town's Median Househeld Income {MHI). compared
{o the state median MHI, as caleulated by the U.S. Census Bureau's
American Community Survey
«  Prior ECS formula used 10% Income Wealth Factor

Formula uses o Statewide Guaranieed Wealth Level of 1.35.

«  Formula uses a minimum aid ratio of 10% for Alliance Districts and 1% for all other
districts, which guarantees all districts some ECS aids.

10



Additional Funding for Towns in Need

Formula adds additional funding for communities that have a Fublic
Investment Communities (PIC) index score of over 300.
«  PICindex is calculated annually by OPM and measures the
relafive wealth and need of CT's towns

«  If atown has one of the fop 19 highest PIC Index scores, under the
formula, the town will receive a bonus of three to six percentage
points to its base aid ratio, which determines each community's
ability to financially support its public schools

Addifional % Foints Added

Town's PIC Index Rank i EaeeA T Raba

1-5 6 percentage points
&-10 5 percentage points
11-15 4 percentage points
16-19 3 percentage points

Saurees Curen. Guin. Stulues <l 172§ 10:2621

CONNECTICUT SCHNOL FINANCE PROJECT

Alliance Districts “held harmless”

+ Current formula uses both the original and updated Alliance
District lists, resulting in 33 districts being held harmless

Ansonia Hariford Putnam
Bloomfield Killingly Stamford
Bridgeport Manchester Thompson
Bristol Meriden Torrington
Danbury Middletown Vernon
Derby Naugatuck Waterbury
East Hartford New Britain West Haven
East Haven New Haven Winchester
East Windsor MNew Londen Windham
Grotan Narwalk Windsor
Hamden Norwich Windsor Locks

Sutreast Curen Gon, Shomesch, 192, 1§ 162420,

Commclicit Sloks Beponman! o) Farzlian. . Abanse Disiicts, letivad

Phase-in Schedule

Formula began in FY 2019 and will be phased in over 10 years

+  Alliance Districts that would otherwise receive a decrease In ald,
according to the formula. are permanently held harmless at their fiscal
year 2017 ECS grant amounts.

Phase-in Schedule
FY 2020-2027 FY 2028

12/4/2019

Towns receive 100% of
their ECS grant, as
caleulaied by formula

Towns Receiving
Increase in ECS Funding
Over FY 2017 Grant

Increase phased in by
10.66% per ysar

Towns Receiving
Decrease in ECS Funding | Decrease phased out by
Compared fo 8.33% per year

FY 2017 Grant

Towns receive 100% of
their ECS grant, as
caleulated by formula

Souce: Garn. Gen. Slatues ch. 172, § 10240,

CONNECTIC!

Example of How Phase-in Plan Works

It s important o remember that he formula is calculated on an annual baosis
using updated districi and town dala.

As aresult, atown's calculated ECS grant will change as its district and fown
inpuls change.

Addifionally, as atown's caleulated ECS grant changes, so will the difference
between the town's caleulated ECS grant and iis FY 2017 ECS grant, which will
impact the phase-in scheduls of ihe fown's grant.

Using Bristol as our sample Connectlicul town, below is a hypothefical example of

remaining the same —would impact a town's ECS grant for a given year |FY 2021)
compared o if all of the disirici/town inputs remained constant.

Estimated Estimated
FY 2021 if FY 20211
Distict/Town DBistrict
Inputs Remaln Enraliment
the Same Increases 5%

Brisiol $45,324,316 $46,286,500 47,308,491 347,598,671

FY 2019 FY 2020

Aclual Actudl

sauze: Garn, Gu, Stolugs eie 172§ 1026200

CONNECTIGUT SCHOOL ANCE PROJECT

how a change in disfict snrcliment (in this case a 5% increase) — with all other inputs

Although the new ECS formula
takes steps toward equitable
funding, there are several areas
where it falls short.

Maintains More than 10
Different Formulas

+  ECS formula only applies to local public schools

= All other types of Connecticut public schools (magnet
schools, local and state charter schools, CTECS, vo-ag
schools, Open Choeice) continue fo be funded by 10 other
formulas/statutory amounts

= All other formulas not based on student and community
needs

+  Continuation of more than 10 different formulas also
continues the challenges many districts have experienced
related to choice programs charging tuition




Low-income Metric Remains a Challenge

Use of FREL eliglkility as a praxy for identifying lew-income students has become funcfisndlly
unusable for the pupeses of a school finance sytem,

Previousty, studenls' famiies were asked lo complete paper forms stafing Iheir fermily Income and
refum fhem to schoal. Now, sludenis ara "direcily cerfified” by their schoal distiel s eliglble for
FRPL iF they are eralled in lhe Supplemental Hulrifion Assisiance Frogrom [SNAP), ofhervise
known as faod stamps; Temporary Family Asisiance (TFA], ofherwite known as cash assistance;
state- or federdlly-funded Head start programs; or children's Medicdld.

s aresult of Ihis chanae and the elimination of peper-oased houssheld income surveys, the oid
melhed of couniing low-income studenls has become Inaceurate and needs to be usdaled fo
the new direct corification method,

An exarnple af this Inciccuracy was shown curing a March 6, 2019 hearing before the
Conneclicul General Assembly's Appropriolians Commiftee, when iha Connsciicut State
Department of Education's commissiener and ehlef financial officer repeatedly staled there are
“data integrity” issues wilh fhe FRPL numbers that wilbe used to caloulate FY 2020 ECS granls.

. While ihe department is invesligofing the cause of the "data integrity” Tssues, if has alse proposed
roving e dirsct carlificalion @s a way o affain @ more accurale count of lawincome students
fer fhe purposes of he ECS formula.

sanrear: lastcs. [FLY), Fortn G i Aermaive Meuies of s i Bacaian Dara Satsrre (TS
0L, Wasnhaten, DC: LS. Depailiient of Educatan, insilela e Fducolion Schnces, Nullonol Cenler for Sducaton Seiencer. Sohieead ham
e et 0 201 31 8. pll.
Conmclicul et o) Fenealian. (17). 2171 Rolrovor!
ol O] "

Overall Formula Cost

The continued growth of fixed costs, and looming unfunded
pension obligations are expected o siress the State’s
finances for the near future, potentially causing large deficits.

As a result, the State could resort to not fully funding the
formula (and its estimaied total increase of $361 million) or
abandon it altogether like it has in the past.

- At the beginning of FY 2014, Connecticut stopped using the
previous iteration of the ECS formula because the State did
net have enough money te fund the formula's phase-in plan.

- With fiscal and economic obstacles, and a longer 10-year
phase-in schedule, sticking to the ECS fermula will be a
continual challenge for the General Assembly.

SCHOOL FINANCE PAOIEGT

Over the last 5 years, the total number of special
education students in Conneclicut public schools
has increased 19.5%

Connecticut Special Educatian Enrollment by School Year
50,000 - S -

s 81,758
oo 74,506 77,026 79,254 ;

40,000 L
50000
w0000
20,000
20,000

10,000
201415 201514 201617 2017-18 201819

Sowce: Cornec o] SI01 Dapanmant af Eduzatin ). EdSil: Fublic
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Funding for Special Education

Formnula cloes not disentangle special education funding frem ECS grant, and instead leaves
state aid for special education incaporated” Info the Feundatien ameunt.
- Approximately 22% of the foundatlon amount is atiibutable fo special educalion.

Cenfinuing lo Incamporate special education funding info the foundalion puts Cornecticut at
continued risk of violaling I1s federc] maintenance of support (MOS) reguirernent, which s the
primary fiscal measure by which states are judged lo be eligible for fedsral funding under the:
Individuals with Disabilifies Educalion Act {IDEA].

IF Conneciicut has ta reduce ECS granls due fo fiscal distress, such a reduction would also
result In areductionin state financial support for special educafion.

To be eligible for federal IDEA funding, a state cannot provide less state financial support for
speclal education than it did in the preceding flscal year.
= Ifastate has been found fo have failed to maintain support, fhe U.S. Secratary of
Education may reduce federal funds lo that state.

Leaving special educalion funding Incamerated into the ECS formula's foundation msans that
Caonnecticut runs the risk of violating its MCS requirement and having its federal IDEA funding

reduced.
Suesst Conmeclion] i Lol Fasecre, (014], €7 5paciot Eaucaiion Eunaing [Pl
el Hitlond, CT: Avines, PEDpuls/OF4- QLR Proserlallan 201201 2.
Cormecicut Schoal Fare Fiojicl. [2014], Aemsrarum kegaraing Muirfenance of i 260 SUEEGT REISTIARS CAasr in nataauar win dkaeillz:
on LA ol 2004, W
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SPECIAL EDUCATION

Which translates to a two percentage point increase in the
special education identification rate over the past § years

Special Education Percentage of
CT Publie Enrollment
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At the state level, special education spending
has been predictable over the past 5 years

Total SpEd Spending in CT per Year
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Connecticut special education
spending by source, 2016-17
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The State of Connecticut currently spends more
than $784.6 million annually on special education
2014-17 State Special Education Expenditures
§500,000,000
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Over the past 5 years, total per pupil
spending has increased by $1,811, while SpED
spending per pupil has incredsed by $78

Total Special Education Spending Per Pupil
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The percent contribution of each source has
remained relatively steady since 2013

Special Education Funding by Ssurce and Schoal Year
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The largest source of state special education
spending is the ECS grant

2016-17 state Special Education Expenditures

= Portion of ECS
m Excess Cost

4 Other State Agencics
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Special education funding in the
Education Cost Sharing formula
= Allof atown's resident students, including special education

students, are included inresident siudent counts used to
calculate equalization grants.

In 1995, the CT General Assembly increased the ECS foundation
by $211 to account for special education costs.

According to CSDE, approximately 20-25% of ECS funding is
assumed fo be atfributed to special education expenditures.

= ECS grant accounted for 57% of state special education
spending in FY 2017.

Soures: Surn, Gan, Sululss 172 § 102620
Corumclicul Slute Deguilnienl of S alive, (20181, Eaucalian Mgt T30 s 2 wr i,

) i i Iha Blika ol Lag) - (4, CT. & [Paseaieont 1kas]
Rt 1 e oot Peae o, ADHESE -DLE_Prrsantation 211 X

Regardless of wealth, districts spend about
the same percentage of their total
expenditures on special education

Average SPED % of Total Expenditure by DRG in 2017
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Special Education in
New Milford

12/4/2019

The Excess Cost grant is Connecticut’s
method for paying extraordinary special
education costs

Reimburses districts when expenditures for educating a special education
student are 4.5 times greater than the district’s spending per pupil.

Reimburses districts when expenditure for state agency placements are greater
than a district’s spending per pupil.

Currently funded at $140 million, whichis less than is needed to fully fund costs
over the 4.5x threshold.

InFY 2019, the Excess Cost grant was not fully funded - it was funded at 74%. As a
result, districts did not get back all of the money they were eligible to receive.

Excess Cost grant accounted for 18% of state special education expenditures in
FY 2017.

SAUESS: CON, GO, SIANos e, 14, § 10-74g ol & {0l
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However, on average, wealthier districts spend
significantly more per pupil on special education

Average SpEd Spending Per Pupil by DRG in 2017
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Over the last 5 years, the total number of special
education students in New Milford has increased by 7

New Milford Special Education Enroliment
by School Year
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And total special education spending in Special education spending per pupil has increased
7 New Milford has increased over the past 5 years for New Milford over the past 5 years
New Milford Special Education Expenditures by School Year Mew Milford Special Educafion Spending Per Pupil
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The percent of New Milford's total education spending
atributed to special education has remained consistent
over the past 5 years
New Milfard Special Education Spending
as a Percent of Total Spending
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How much do CT's cities and towns New Milford taxpayers contriibute $10,835 per pupil toward
contribute to funding public schools? education funding for their town's public schools,
which is lower than all of its peer fowns
Funding by Source ($8illions)
i 2016-17 Local Confribution Per Pupil
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How much do cities and towns need to
contribute toward funding their public schools?

« Cities and towns must make up the difference
between what their local public school system
receives from state and federal sources and the
local public scheool district's budget.

School District Budgel - Federal Revenue - Stafe Revenue

Municipal (Local) Coniribution

12/4/2019

Who decides how much money is in the
school district's budget?

Minimum Budget Requirement (MBR)

+  CT has a "minimum budget requirement,” also known as the "MBR." which all
communifizs— with some exceptions — must adhere to in providing funding to
thelr local school districts

According to the MBR, a town may not budget lsss far education than it did in the
previous fiscal year, unless it meets one of several exceplions

If a town tails o meet its MBR, the Stale can withhold ECS funds from the tawn in
an amount equal fo the difference between the town's MBR and what it actually
budgeted for education

Towns in which Alliance Districts are located are not permitted to reduce their
educational expenditures and are not eligible for any of the MBR exceptions

The state's 10% highest-peiforming districts, according to the State Department of
Education's accountability index, de net have to adhere to the MBR

Seuseas Carn, Acks (5117 § 211,
o Acls 19157 0.
Heariag, LI (0] & S5l Gl T Carmetfiew! Ssros Lo {9 e, Wolbarsbold, €7 Conanctinl Assecklian of Boards ol bidcalion, Ins.
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Previously Existing Exceptions to the MBR

« A non-alliance fown may reduce its MBR in if it experiences a decrease in ECS
funding: however, the MBR reduction may not be more than the decrease in ECS
funding

If o district dees net maintain a high school and the numibber of students for which
it pays tuition has decreased, the district’s town may reduce its MBR by the
difference between the number of students it paid tuition for in the previous year
and the number of students It currently pays tuition for, multiplied by the cost of
tultion

The commissioner of the State Department of Education may allow a town fo
reduce its MBR by an amount determined by the commissioner if the fown's
school districthas closed one or more schools due to declining enroliment

Member towns of a newly formed regional scheol district do not have to adhere
to the MBR during the first full fiseal year following its establishment

SOIEa; Cern, ACI15-117 5 771,

Revised or New Exceptions to the MBR

- Districts Ihal have experienced & raducion in ther resident student count may loak back up ta a S-year poried
fo cclculale Inel decrease in residert student count. The distict can decide which canseculiva years, up lo
the last five yeas, Ihey would liks toincluds in fiis caculation,

- However, lhe docine In student count for a given year can anly be used ane lime lo prevent disticls
from counfing fhe same student caunt decline fwice.

- When caloulating a MER reducticn under this exempdlan, Ihe dishic!is permitled to reduce ifs MBR by an
amount squal to the net reduction inresident students mulliplied by 50 percent of isnet curent
expenditure per resilent student.

- Ifadistiict radlizes new cnd dacumenled savings thiough increared efficiencies approved by the
commissionar ot the Stale Deparlment of Educalion of thiough regiond! fion or cooperdtive
arangements, the tawn may reduce ils MBR by helf of the achieved savings, provided that amount does not
excesd 0.5 percent of the distict's budget. Hiciency sovings include, but are not imited to, the fellowing:

- Recuctions in confract cosls nof including collective bargeiring agreements, fransporiction service
efficiencies. or @ cest savings in school distict adminisiration;
+ Cosl savings inmedical or hegllh care benefit agreements;

Cooperalive agreements related to adminisirative or cenlral office functions;

+ Reduclions in costs due to purchasing of insurance indluding praperty insurance, casudlly Insurance, and
warkers' compensalion insurence:

+ Reducfions in costs assaciated wifh the puichasing of payrollor ectounts payable softwars;

+ Savings from fhe cansalidalion of informatian tachnology senvices; and

+ Reductionin costs associatedwith alhlelic fiald care and melntsnance.

+ Bxpenses thot are incurred as a resulf af a catastrophis insurance loss con be excluded from expenditures lor
fhe pumposes of calaulafing & district's MBR in the following year, This exemptian can only be foken by aschocl
dietict that s sell-nsurec and can only be tken when the school distic? pravidas documentation that Ine
expenses cre anresll of o cataifiophic event by a nafiondry 1ecognized catastraphic loss index provider.

Saurea: Conn Acks 19417 § 271,
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How do cities and towns raise money to
pay for public schools?

+ Cities and towns raise money to pay for fown services
(including public schools) through property taxes.

- Citles and towns are able to collect tax on property that is
owned by the people who live there.

— Cities and towns can collect taxes on “real” property (e.g.
office building, apartment buildings, houses) and
“personal" preperty (e.g. cars and boats).

« Not all property in the town s taxable.
— Property that belongs te some nonprefit organizations, like
universities, hospitals, and churches, may be exempt from
property fax.

soaners: stalo ol Cenracicul, Orica of Palicy and M 1o Gt Mz 173, Frapenry
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Facts about City/Town Budgets

- Each year, every city and town creates a “municipal budget”
— this includes all of the meoney the town will need to pay for
town government.

~ Some examples of what is included in the budget are: fire
and police force, highway department, maintenance of
town roads (including snow removal), the parks and rec
department, and of course, public schools.

Public schools are the biggest expense for every city and town
inCT.

Cities and towns must collect enough money through
property taxes to pay for all of the expenses in the municipal
budget.

Facts about City/Town Property Taxes

« Each city/town has a different amount of property
available to tax.
— Each city and town adds up the value of all of
the property in the town - this is known as the
“grand list."

« Once the city/town knows how much money they
need fo raise in taxes and the value of the “grand
list,”" the city/town sets a tax rate for property,
known as a "millrate.”

Sowees Slate of Catneclicol. Dffce ol Polcy 00 Mansgaman. (116, May 1), slalules Gavering Propaly Asesanenl o Tasalien Rolrovar fom
Tt grescL s apmfcmpp e o330+ 3871 28,

The Equalized Net Grand List per Capita (ENGLPC) represents the value
of taxable properly per resident. New Milford's ENGLPC falls in the
middle of the ENGLPCs for its peer towns and the state median.

Equallzsd Nsl Grand Ust per Capita by Tawn
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How much money does the city or fown
need o collect in property taxes?

+ The city or town figures out how much money it
needs to raise through property taxes by
subtracting money they get from the state and
federal government from the municipal budget.

Municipal budget (including cost of schools) - state
revenue (including ECS grant) = revenue from other
sources

Total amount of $ that needs to be raised through
property faxes

o Sinla ol Canneclics), il o Pallcy s Maugensenl. [0, May 171, S010 b Goveting Progaly Aol s Tasalion Relisved fom
D, EL GO I ieer ot =531,
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The value of “grand lists” varies widely

Municipallly Equalized Net Grand lst GLYR 2014

GREENWICH $48,596,792,470
STAMFORD $32,825,480,573
NORWALK 519248812949
WESTPORT $14,088,221 534

FAIRFIELD $14,008,062.420
$48.58 NEW MILFORD $4,182,241,085
CAMAAN $245,942,594
EASTFORD $224,628.571
HAMPTON $215,119.348
SCOTLAND $161,579,503
UNICH $130,830.403

Souice: Stule ol Cowsclicnl, Offce ol Palicy Gnd MG agemen, (2919, Mure fol £3201al21om, Ficol e Endea 20150017, Harlfoud, T Aulher,
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Median Household Income (MHI) refers to the income level earned by
a given household where half of the homes In the area earn more and
half earn less. New Milford’s MHI falls In the middle of the MHIs for iis
peer towns and the state median.

Median Household Incorme by Town
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¢ 5 " .
“ il " ol anifi " New Milford’s mill rate is higher than the
Mill rates™ also vary significantly mill rates for most similar towns
Town Wil Rafes FY 2019
e i i i
Sunicipall FY 2017 Rate x mu =
HARTFORD 7425 sts
WATERBURY £0.21% = .
BRIDGEPORT 5437 -
MEW BRITAIN 5050 iz i
MAUGATUCK 4835 = —_— 2
62.99 HAMDEN 4796° i
SHA‘EON 14.70 5
WARREN 14.25
WASHINGTCN 14.25 O e et Foas e
GREENWICH 11.369 oo T 1 L d
SALISBURY 11.30 chand i1 Hoglora Bt 1 acry
*ForReal & Persona Property anly; 15 45,00 1 *For Real & Peronal Proparty only: vahisle millrale s 32.00
Lower § Per Pupil Higher § Per Pupil
St Gl Sl B R, [N, 5173111 ) s e 18 o Ut G 1301819 Sl ot s
Sumnce: Slate of Coamncheul, Dlise af Poloy wid M:.nuu:mnm J2018), Fy 3019 A Cares. Rehievisd kom hipss/ponialol goys-fmadind OF MAGEE- lato SLI:!\u:IF“EuIILMW OIica @1 Policy Ares pManngamant. (X118]. 5 2017 MIECares, Relieved lHN'l”r'mmﬂﬂﬂl-r;.-;lﬂhl;'wdhtm"ﬁﬂﬁ!P-BuleMll»
A T A5 00 2ok (P ATE e e R e

The amount of property tax CT residents pay
varies widely depending on where they live

operfy Tax — Praperty Tax —
Munldpn“h’ el
HARTFORD* 7423 $5,200 §$203
BETHEL 32.87* $4,602 $144 H O W O T S
MEW FAIRFIELD 30.58 $4,281 $138 A R E T H E R Y P E
NEW MILFORD 2817 $3.,944 3127
OF PUBLIC SCHOOLS
BETHLEHEM 24,15 $3,361 $IU‘?
SHERMAN 20,23 $2.844 71
KENT 1881 §2,605 $84
WASHINGTON 14.25 $1.‘?‘?5 $éd F U N D E D?
SALISBURY 11.30 1,582 51

*For Real & Parsanal Property anly; vehicls milliste is 45.00
*=For Real & Personal Preperty andy; vehiole mill iate is 32.00

- Rl thecityof Harlford ot 708, instead, Hottfards
aont s 155, Oae: taces for the hause:
in: Ge ther i i .

Suunces sl Somnncscat, Gilce o faliy i Morogiran G, ¢« 979 oles, Rl
Grcnl RGP |7 1 P hat e s PG ATE el =
o 2014 et o B Seian 4D il 5600 11 1 b e .

FINANCE PROJECT

Connecticut’s other education funding formulas
are not based on student Ieurning needs

With 10 more formulas!

« Connecticut has a different funding formula for each 65 metsenont el

different type of public school. These public school types il CrariosSennets " " i
include: Lacol Cher Schoals ¥ X %
CT lechnical bducafian and =
— Magnet schaools (5 different formulas) Renia Aclwooy Benian s X %

: Vit Hos Mool S
— Charterschools (2 different formulas) i moww’.m 4 s 3
i x x X

— CT Technical Education and Career System (1 formula) Sl

Lr s bt S % u x

— Agriscience schools (1 formula) e
— Open Choice program (1 formula) N e : g ‘
e 5 oo ] /
o o ¢ * :
HoreShe!! Had] g el SChat x ’ X

Sensces: Conmclicul Gar Asamsty, Offie uf Legbialies Baseorch, 003, sk Ferce (6 Suay Sfake Caucarin Funding Firal £epet, Ramaver bem
ity ot gos 20 AL Wi, Sauieas; Craroclies] Gennrat Assumibty, Ofls ol Lapbiufva Beseareh, (013, Tck Fase £ Suap Slate Eaveatien Fanding Fnat Pegorl. Bellmssd vom
Warcn, 45 D e al o, Cenais. and Tacty icat High choc) GOV, Herlb, T2 Do) Jou DAL 0.

oencici Senel A, T o1 slatas e 15,
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Magnet School Formulas

There are 5 different formulas for magnet schools.
« The formula for a magnet school depends on:

- Whether the magnet school is operated by a Regional
Education Service Center (RESC) or a local public schoal
district.

~ Whether the magnet school was created as part of the Sheff
v. O'Neill settlement.

— One magnet school—Thomas Edison Middle School in
Meriden—has Its own funding formula. (It is a nen-Sheff
magnet adminisiered by ACES.)

= RESC-operated magnet schools and some host districi magnet
schools can charge tuition to the sending districts for the amount
it costs to educate the student above the State’s per-pupil
allocation.
S 1<) Gl R, 0¥ of iGN BNG0ET, G1L), 7515 258 Selen Fonsa o i s o

e fvrvest o Lpon 2012003 R0
723 Conen, R oekneal Hgr enzs DRG0, ol €T

Musan. J0. & Bulget, #, (N6 Sangarinn of CHats;
Cornwclical Gareial Asmaly, Oica of

Other Choice School Formulas

Agiiscience Programs: Mix of state and local funding
~  Slale funding: $4,200 + polential for supplemental funding; sending district receivas
ECS funding for sach student
~  Local funding: The sending dlistict can be charged up 1o $6,822.80 per student

Connecticut Technical Education and Career System: State funding only
- Slale unding: 100% stale funding: approx. per-pupil amount fer 2017-18 schoal year
{most recent year of avallable data) was $17.321 (appropriation includes frings
benefils for employees)

Open Choice: Mix of state and local funding
- stale funding: Receiving district gels a subsidy [bosed on Open Choice enrofmant
as a percentage of the district's total enralimant) that ranges from $2.000 to $3,000
per sludent porlicipaling in the Cpen Chaice program, Each porticipating student s
counted as hall of a sludent in the sending ond receiving disiricts ECS student
counts.
~ Local funding: Tne receiving distric! pays 1he remalning cost to educate the student.

A 630 TN (2R e, G s Setned s

St SR T

7 1apa,

Add Your Voice to the Conversation

= Talk abut school finance with others

= Attend local municipal meetings such as the board of
education, city/fown council, or subcommitiee
meetings

« Host a workshop or meeting with us

+ Complete the monthly challenges

Stay informed and help keep others informed

Let elected officials know school finance is an important
issue for kidls in your community

12/4/2019

Charter School Formulas

There are 2 different formulas for charter schools.

+ The formula for a charter school depends on whetherit is
a state or local charter school.

- State charer schools receive a per-pupil amount from
the state ($11,250) per student. They receive not
required to receive local funding.

« Local charter schools receive:

— Local per student costs

— An additional $3,000 per student from the State

Souices Larn. Gean, Slatulus ch 162§ 1046ee,

WHAT You CAN DO

APPENDIX
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Calculating Expenditures per School Type

« Individual children receive different amounts of funding based
on learning needs. Jacob is an illustrative vehicle for
conveying differences in funding amounts between schools,
and has been-given the average spending per pupil for each
school accordingly.

For all school types, the following have been excluded:
— Scheol construction — capital, not general operating costs
— Loans - not income

« Theindividual itemns used to calculate state, local, and other
contibutions for each school type are found on the following
slicle.

Sources: Does money matter?

+ Coleman, J., el. ol (1966). Equality of Educational Opportunity (OE-38001). Washinglan,
DC: National Center for Educatienal stafistics. Relrlevediram
it/ files.eric.ed.gov/iulltext/EDO1 227 5.pdf.

+ Honushek, EA. (2003). The failure of inpul-based schocling peicies. The Economic
Journal, 113, F&4-P28. Relieved from
hilpy/hanushek stanford.sdu/sliesfdefaull/files/publications/Hanushe k2020037 20E1 %2
0113%28485%27 pdf.

= Jockson, C.K., Jehnson, R., & Parisco, C. (2016). The Effects of Schaol Spending on
Educational and Ecenomic Outcomes: Evidence from School Finance Referms. The
Quarterly Journal of Economics, 131{i}, 157-218, doi:10.1093/gje/qiv03s.

- Lafarlune, 1., Rothstein, 1. & Schanzenbach, DW. [2018). School Finance Reform and the
Dislibution of $fudent Achievement (NBER Working Poper Mo.22011). Cambridge, MA:
The MNational Bureau of Economic Research, Relisvedfrom
hitpyfwww.nber.org/papers/w22ot .

.+ Candslaria, C.A., & Shores, KA. [2017]. Court-Crdered Finance Reforms In the Adeguacy
Fra: Heterogeneous Causal Effects and Sensliivity. Stanford, CA: Stanford Uriversity
Center for Education Policy Analysis. Retrleved from
hitpsi/cepastanford.edufsies/default/fles/cofr-efp. pdf.
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Terms to Know

Alllance Districls = The 33 lowest-perorming schoo! districts in Connecticut as designated by the
Comrizsioner of fhe State Depariment of Edueolion and deteminad by various measures of student
pertormance.

Base Aid Rafio - Voricble in the Educalion Cest Shaing (ECS] formuic Ihal defermines ecch communily's
chility fo financicly support ifs public schools, The Bose Aid Ratic uses properly wedllh (weighled ol 70
percent} and inceme fweishied af 30 percent) fo detarmine ecch community's cbility fo raise maney
fram preperty foxes ta poy for its Iscal public schacls,

Equalized Net Grand lisl per Caplla (ENGLPC) ~ Amaunt of taxable property (at 100 percent of Il market
vedue) per persan in o ity of town, ENGLPC values ara Ihe primary measure used in fne Base Ald Rafic
portion of the ECS lormula fo defsrming how much shate eduealion funding is owed to o given town.

Median Household Income (MHI) - Refers to the income lovel samed by a given household where half of
the hames in the area eam mare and hall eam less, MHlis used in the Base Aid Rafio as o representation of
o town’ me wealin,

Public Invesimenl Communilies (PIC) index - Calculated annualy by Canneclicut's Office of Policy and
fanagement, the: PIC index measures tha relalive wealih ond need of Conneclicut's fowns by ranking
them in deseending arder by theil cumulative point allecations based on: per capita incarne; adjusted
aqudized nst grand list per coplla: equelized mill rate; per coplla did o children receiving Temporory
Family Astistance benelits; and unemployment rate.

slale Guarantead Wealth Level (SGWL) - Commenly ieferred ta as the threthold factor, tha SGWL
determines each fown's ECS oid percentage. Each tewn's ability fo support its public schools (o
determined by the base Ald Ratio) is compared lo the SGWL to determine what parceniage of the per-
studlent funding ameuni the town will receive from ECS and what wit have fe come from locel fax dallars,

12/4/2019

Calculating Expenditures per School Type
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CONNECTICUT ScHOCL FINANCE PROJECT

Choice Schools Funding Formulas Summary
S e Eﬂl: “j',"’” i
Marisclence f:":]"'u; i S o Yes, up fo $6,822.80 Yes
Cnarter, Local 3,000 + dishict per student oosts ':D";"" oot dlict pertucient. oy
Charter, State 11,250 Ho Mo
CIECS. s173210 HNa No
Magnet, RESC, Shoff  Verias ram $8,055 - $10,652 Jacieo cettiotoleattiph | et
Magnet. RESC. non- Y1, up 1o cost of educating
Sheft Varies from $2.060 - $8,055 stuclent Yes
Magnet, District, Shelf $12.315 {interdistiet] Ll ;3:::3:;::3; o
Magnet, Dlstrict, nen- $3.060 {hest dislet); §7,227
Shett lintercisticl] T i
Gpen Cholee Varles Irom $3,600 - $8,000 par Ho gum:‘;mmm o
- m— MO O Y
i
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