SiLel oY GLERK
#S. DISTRICT COURT
THIRD JURICIAL DIST.

IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF SHAWNEE COUNTY, KANSAS T0fPA- K5

CIVIL DEPARTMENT

LUKE GANNON, ANDREW GANNON, and GRACE GANNON,
by their next friends and guardians, Jeff and Meredith Gannon; JADA
BURGESS and JETT BURGESS, by their next friend and guardian,
Andrea Burgess; OLIVIA KENNEDY, by next friend and guardian,
Jennifer Kennedy; COLTEN OAKMAN, by next friend and
guardian, Schelena Oakman; CAMERON PINT, by next friend and
guardian, Martha Pint; ALEXIS SEEBER and BRADY SEEBER, by
their next friends and guardians, David and Misty Seeber; LEVI
CAIN, by next friends and guardians, John and Becky Cain;
JEREMY COX, by next friends and guardians, Darrin and Lois Cox;
ALEC ELDREDGE, by next friends and guardians, Danie and Josh
Eldredge; JOSEPH HOLMES, by next friends and guardians, Jim and
Joy Holmes; LILY NEWTON, by next friends and guardians, Matt
and Ivy Newton; ALEXANDER OWEN, by next friend and
guardian, Glenn Owen; MIKE RANK, by next friend and guardian,
Ryan Rank; QUANTEZ WALKER, by next friend and guardian,
Beulah Walker; MARIXSA ALVAREZ, by next friend and guardian,
Bianca Alvarez; PRISCILLA DEL REAL and VALERIA DEL
REAL, by their next friend and guardian, Norma Del Real;
TONATIUH FIGUEROA, by next friend and guardian, Adriana
Figueroa; DULCE HERRERA, GISELLA HERRERA, and KAROL
HERRERA, by their next friend and guardian, Eva Herrera;
MIQUELA SHOTGUNN, by next friend and guardian, Rebecca
Fralick; ALEXI TRETO, by next friend and guardian, Consuelo
Treto; TED BYNUM, by next friend and guardian, Melissa Bynum;
BRIEANNA CROSBY, by next friends and guardians, Evette
Hawthorne-Crosby and Bryant Crosby; GEORGE MENDEZ, by next
friends and guardians, George and Monica Mendez; AMALIA
MURGUIA, by next friends and guardians, Sally and Ramon
Murguia; NATALIE WALTON, by next friend and guardian, Clara
Osborne; UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT NO. 259; UNIFIED
SCHOOL DISTRICT NO. 308; UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT NO.
443; and UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT NO. 500,

Plaintiffs,
V.
THE STATE OF KANSAS,

Defendant.
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PETITION
COMES NOW, the Plaintiffs, in the above-captioned matter, and for their Petition
against Defendant, state and allege as follows:
Parties

1. Plaintiff Luke Gannon, by next friends and guardians, Jeff and Meredith Gannon, is a student
attending public school at U.S.D. 259 and is a citizen and resident of the State of Kansas.

2. Plaintiff Andrew Gannon, by next friends and guardians, Jeff and Meredith Gannon, is a
student attending public school at U.S.D. 259 and is a citizen and resident of the State of
Kansas.

3. Plaintiff Grace Gannon, by next friends and guardians, Jeff and Meredith Gannon, is a
student attending public school at U.S.D. 259 and is a citizen and resident of the State of
Kansas.

4. Plaintiff Jada Burgess, by next friend and guardian, Andrea Burgess, is a student attending
public school at U.S.D. 259 and is a citizen and resident of the State of Kansas.

5. Plaintiff Jett Burgess, by next friend and guardian, Andrea Burgess, is a student attending
public school at U.S.D. 259 and is a citizen and resident of the State of Kansas.

6. Plaintiff Olivia Kennedy, by next friend and guardian, Jennifer Kennedy, is a student
attending public school at U.S.D. 259 and is a citizen and resident of the State of Kansas.

7. Plaintiff Colten Oakman, by next friend and guardian, Schelena Oakman, is a student
attending public school at U.S.D. 259 and is a citizen and resident of the State of Kansas.

8. Plaintiff Cameron Pint, by next friend and guardian, Martha Pint, is a student attending

public school at U.S.D. 259 and is a citizen and resident of the State of Kansas.
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9. Plaintiff Alexis Seeber, by next friends and guardians, David and Misty Seeber, is a student
attending public school at U.S.D. 259 and is a citizen and resident of the State of Kansas.

10. Plaintiff Brady Seeber, by next friends and guardians, David and Misty Seeber, is a student
attending public school at U.S.D. 259 and is a citizen and resident of the State of Kansas.

11. Plaintiff Levi Cain, by next friends and guardians, John and Becky Cain, is a student
attending public school at U.S.D. 308 and is a citizen and resident of the State of Kansas.

12. Plaintiff Jeremy Cox, by next friends and guardians, Darrin and Lois Cox, is a student
attending public school at U.S.D. 308 and is a citizen and resident of the State of Kansas.

13. Plaintiff Alec Eldredge, by next friends and guardians, Danie and Josh Eldredge, is a student
attending public school at U.S.D. 308 and is a citizen and resident of the State of Kansas.

14. Plaintiff Joseph Holmes, by next friends and guardians, Jim and Joy Holmes, is a student
attending public school at U.S.D. 308 and is a citizen and resident of the State of Kansas.

15. Plaintiff Lily Newton, by next friends and guardians, Matt and Ivy Newton, is a student
attending public school at U.S.D. 308 and is a citizen and resident of the State of Kansas.

16. Plaintiff Alexander Owen, by next friend and guardian, Glenn Owen, is a student attending
public school at U.S.D. 308 and is a citizen and resident of the State of Kansas.

17. Plaintiff Mike Rank, by next friend and guardian, Ryan Rank, is a student attending public
school at U.S.D. 308 and is a citizen and resident of the State of Kansas.

18. Plaintiff Quantez Walker, by next friend and guardian, Beulah Walker, is a student attending
public school at U.S.D. 308 and is a citizen and resident of the State of Kansas.

19. Plaintiff Marixsa Alvarez, by next friend and guardian, Bianca Alvarez, is a student attending

public school at U.S.D. 443 and is a citizen and resident of the State of Kansas.
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20. Plaintiff Priscilla Del Real, by next friend and guardian, Norma Del Real, is a student
attending public school at U.S.D. 443 and is a citizen and resident of the State of Kansas.

21. Plaintiff Valeria Del Real, by next friend and guardian, Norma Del Real, is a student
attending public school at U.S.D. 443 and is a citizen and resident of the State of Kansas.

22. Plaintiff Tonatiuh Figueroa, by next friend and guardian, Adriana Figueroa, is a student
attending public school at U.S.D. 443 and is a citizen and resident of the State of Kansas.

23. Plaintiff Dulce Herrera, by next friend and guardian, Eva Herrera, is a student attending
public school at U.S.D. 443 and is a citizen and resident of the State of Kansas.

24. Plaintiff Gisella Herrera, by next friend and guardian, Eva Herrera, is a student attending
public school at U.S.D. 443 and is a citizen and resident of the State of Kansas.

25. Plaintiff Karol Herrera, by next friend and guardian, Eva Herrera, is a student attending
public school at U.S.D. 443 and is a citizen and resident of the State of Kansas.

26. Plaintiff Miquela Shotgunn, by next friend and guardian, Rebecca Fralick, is a student
attending public school at U.S.D. 443 and is a citizen and resident of the State of Kansas.

27. Plaintiff Alexi Treto, by next friend and guardian, Consuelo Treto, is a student attending
public school at U.S.D. 443 and is a citizen and resident of the State of Kansas.

28. Plaintiff Ted Bynum, by next friend and guardian, Melissa Bynum, is a student attending
public school at U.S.D. 500 and is a citizen and resident of the State of Kansas.

29. Plaintiff Brieanna Crosby, by next friends and guardians, Evette Hawthorne-Crosby and
Bryant Crosby, is a student attending public school at U.S.D. 500 and is a citizen and resident

of the State of Kansas.
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30. Plaintiff George Mendez, by next friends and guardians, George and Monica Mendez, is a
student attending public school at U.S.D. 500 and is a citizen and resident of the State of
Kansas.

31. Plaintiff Amalia Murguia, by next friends and guardians, Sally and Ramon Murguia, is a
student attending public school at U.S.D. 500 and is a citizen and resident of the State of
Kansas.

32. Plaintiff Natalie Walton, by next friend and guardian, Clara Osborne, is a student attending
public school at U.S.D. 500 and is a citizen and resident of the State of Kansas.

33. Plaintiffs identified in Paragraphs 1 - 32 are collectively referred to as the “Individual
Plaintiffs.”

34. Plaintiff Unified School District No. 259 (“U.S.D. 259”) is a school district formed pursuant
to state law and is located in Wichita, Kansas.

35. Plaintiff Unified School District No. 308 (“U.S.D. 308”) is a school district formed pursuant
to state law and is located in Hutchinson, Kansas.

36. Plaintiff Unified School District No. 443 (“U.S.D. 443”) is a school district formed pursuant
to state law and is located in Dodge City, Kansas. |

37. Plaintiff Unified School District No. 500 (“U.S.D. 500”) is a school district formed pursuant
to state law and is located in Kansas City, Kansas.

38. Plaintiffs U.S.D. 259, U.S.D. 308, U.S.D. 443, and U.S.D. 500 (collectively, the “Plaintiff
School Districts”) each posses the power to sue and be sued pursuant to state statute.

39. Individual Plaintiffs and Plaintiff School Districts (collectively, the ‘“Plaintiffs) have

standing to bring this claim.
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40. Defendant State of Kansas is a state governmental entity and may be served with process by
serving Kansas Attorney General, Steve Six, at Memorial Hall, 2nd Floor; 120 SW 10th
Street; Topeka, Kansas 66612.

Jurisdiction and Venue

41. This court possesses original jurisdiction over Plaintiffs’ claims arising under the Kansas
Constitution, pursuant to K.S.A. 20-301.

42. Venue is proper in this court and in Shawnee County, pursuant to K.S.A. 60-602(2) and
K.S.A. 72-64b04.

43. Plaintiffs complied with the requirements of K.S.A. 72-64b02(a) and properly filed a Notice
of Claims with the required parties on June 17, 2010. [See generally Exhibit 1: Notice of
Claims, incorporated completely and fully herein by reference].

Relevant Facts

44. Efforts to compel the Legislature to provide adequate funding for education through litigation
began in Kansas as early as 1972. [See Exhibit 1: Notice of Claims, at 8].

45. Despite extensive efforts to compel the Legislature’s compliance with the Constitution, the
Legislature has continuously evaded its duties by adopting new legislation, the only purpose
of which is to end the litigation, and not remedy the problems underlying the school funding
scheme. [See Exhibit 1: Notice of Claims, at 11].

46. The Legislature is fully aware that adopting new school funding schemes mid-litigation does
little other than to put the issue “beyond the reach of the Supreme Court in the school finance
case.” [See Exhibit 1: Notice of Claims, at 11; see also Exhibit 2: Kansas State Board of

Education Special Meeting Minutes, July 5, 2005, pg. 1].
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47. The State of Kansas currently funds its public schools, grades K-12, through various statutes,
including the School District Finance and Quality Performance Act, K.S.A. 72-6405, et seq.
Pursuant to these statutes, all public school districts in Kansas are allotted funds to operate
their educational programs according to the statutory funding formula.

48. The current funding scheme exists in its present form in large part due to litigation in the
Mock v. Kansas, Case No. 91-CV-1009, slip op. at 491 (Kan. Dist. Ct. Shawnee Co., Oct. 14,
1991, Unified School District Number 229 v. State, 256 Kan. 232 (1994), and the Montoy v.
State of Kansas line of cases. [See Exhibit 1: Notice of Claims, at 9-10].

49. Under the current funding formula, each public school district receives a set amount of
money per student enrolled in the district (“base state aid per pupil” or “BSAPP”).

50. The Legislature set the BSAPP at $4492 for the 2009-10 fiscal year, an amount of state aid
that it determined was adequate to properly fund education in Kansas.

51. Defendant, through the actions of the Governor and the Legislature have, in tandem, reduced
the BSAPP to $4012 for the 2010-11 fiscal year, through the following legislative acts and
budget allotments:

a. The enactment of S.B. 23 on February 12, 2009, which cut thirty-three dollars from
the BSAPP (lowering the base from $4433 to $4400), and reduced the funding for
special education by one percent. This cut reduced school funding statewide in the
amount of $25,345,039 for fiscal year 2009. [See Exhibit 1: Notice of Claims, at 13].

b. The March 31, 2009 enactment of H.B. 2354, which cut an additional $33 from the
BSAPP (lowering it from $4400 to $4367), and cut an additional one percent from
the special education budget. This cut reduced school funding statewide in the

amount of $27,009,474. [See Exhibit 1: Notice of Claims, at 13].
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¢. The enactment of H.B. 2373 on May 7, 2009, which cut another $87 from the BSAPP
(lowering it from $4367 to $4280), and purported to eliminate equalization aid for
capital outlay. This cut reduced school funding statewide in the amount of
$54,630,111 for the cut to the base, and an additional $22,338,825 for the loss of
capital outlay equalization aid. [See Exhibit 1: Notice of Claims, at 13].

d. Governor Mark Parkinson’s approval of a budget allotment, which cut an additional
$39,327,580 from school funding on July 2, 2009. The budget allotment cut another
$62 from the BSAPP, lowering it from $4280 to $4218. [See Exhibit 1: Notice of
Claims, at 13].

e. Governor Mark Parkinson’s approval of a second budget allotment on November 23,
2009, which cut another $206 from the BSAPP, lowering it from $4218 to $4012.
This budget allotment cut an additional $134,355,363 from school funding. [See
Exhibit 1: Notice of Claims, at 13].

Count One: Suitability of Funding Under the Kansas Constitution

52. Plaintiffs incorporate by reference the allegations contained in paragraphs 1-51 above as
though fully set out herein.

53. Article 6 of the Kansas Constitution compels the legislature to provide for the educational
interests of the State of Kansas and further commands it to make suitable provision for the
financing of said educational interests.

54. When the Legislature enacted S.B. 549, it enacted an unconstitutional funding scheme that

did not properly fund Kansas education.
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55.

56.

57.

58.

With the Legislature’s continued legislative enactments and the Governor’s budget
allotments, the Defendant has further reduced the total amount of state aid, from an already
unconstitutional level to an even lower level.

The Kansas Constitution imposes a general mandate that our educational system cannot be
static or regressive, but must be one which “advance[s] to a better quality or state.” Montoy
v. State of Kansas, 278 Kan. 769, 773, 120 P.3d 306 (2005) (Montoy II). By reducing the
BSAPP from $4492 to $4012, the Defendant has failed to meet this constitutional duty. [See
Exhibit 1: Notice of Claims, at 12-13].

Two critical factors which must be taken into consideration before a school finance formula
can be deemed constitutional are (1) actual costs of providing adequate education and (2)
equity of distribution. Montoy II, 278 Kan. at 275; Montoy v. State of Kansas, 282 Kan. 9,
10, 138 P.3d 75 (2006) (Montoy V). [See Exhibit 1: Notice of Claims, at 11].

The actual costs of providing an adequate education to Kansas school children has increased.
[See Exhibit 1: Notice of Claims, at 13, 15].

a. The Legislative Post Audit study (which was used as a basis for the accepted formula
in Montoy V), was updated by the Legislature in the summer of 2008 to show that
Kansas schools need an additional $635.9 million to be adequately funded for 2010-
11. [See Exhibit 1: Notice of Claims, at Exhibit K, pg. 4].

b. The Kansas State Board of Education, at its July 15, 2009 meeting, reviewed school
funding levels. Upon motion duly made, seconded, and carried, by a vote of 8-1, the
State Board voted to recommend that the Legislature replace the cut funding and

return the Base to its statutory level of $4492. This motion requested a $281,780,223
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increase in school funding. [See Exhibit 1: Notice of Claims, at Exhibit J, pg. 3].

Defendant did not do so.

. The Kansas State Board of Education, at its July 13, 2010 meeting, reviewed school

funding levels. Upon motion duly made, seconded, and carried, by a vote of 7-1-1,
the State Board voted to recommend that the Legislature replace the cut funding and
return the Base to its statutory level of $4492. This motion requested a $471,761,017
increase in school funding. Defendant did not do so. [See Exhibit 3: Kansas State
Board of Education Meeting Minutes, July 13, 2010, pg. 3].

. Defendant has a duty to educate students and comply with the No Child Left Behind
Act of 2001, as amended (“NCLB”), and the Individuals with Disabilities Education
Act, as amended (“IDEA”), including the Individuals with Disabilities Improvement
Act of 2004 (“IDEIA”) (collectively, the “Federal Requirements”). It is the
Legislature’s duty to ensure that the current funding level is high enough so that
school districts can properly educate children to meet these Federal Requirements.
The standards of these Federal Requirements continue to increase (with a 100% target
for 2013-2014), which has increased the costs of funding an adequate education. [See
Exhibit 4: Kansas State Department of Education New AYP Targets; see also Exhibit

1: Notice of Claims, at 12].

59. The actual costs of providing an adequate education to Kansas school children will continue

to increase.

a. Inflation has continuously caused the cost of education to increase, while the BSAPP

has yet to be adjusted to reflect such an increase. [See Exhibit 1: Notice of Claims, at

13].
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b. The Adequate Yearly Progress (“AYP”) targets, as defined by the Federal No Child

Left Behind Act (“NCLB”), continue to increase every year, which necessarily causes
the cost of educating students to those targets to increase.

A review of the 2010-2011 school district budgets indicates that there will be an
increase in the number of free lunch applications in Kansas school districts. Although
the exact increase is not ascertainable as of the filing of this Petition, an increase as
slight as three percent would result in the need for an additional $9.4 million in

funding.

. Future enrollment projections predict a 5% increase between the 2010-2011 and

2014-2015 school years, which means that enrollment is steadily increasing to the
highest statewide level since the early 1970’s. [See Exhibit 5: K-12 Headcount
Enrollment Project for Kansas].

Kansas recently adopted the Common Core standards, which will result in increased
costs as school districts are required to adopt and conform to new standards as well as

develop and administer new assessment tests.

60. The resources provided to schools are linked to student achievement according to the

61.

Legislative Division of Post Audit (‘LPA”), a research arm of the Legislature. LPA has
“found a strong association between the amounts districts spend and the outcomes they
achieve.”

Defendant has clearly reduced school funding without regard to the actual costs of providing
an adequate education, which have increased and continue to increase. [See Exhibit 1:

Notice of Claims, at 11].
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62.

63.

64.

65.

The State Board and 2010 Commission (the agency created by the Legislature to study and
advise the Legislature on matters of school finance) have requested and recommended that
the BSAPP be increased to address the increasing costs. [See Exhibit 1: Notice of Claims, at
13; see also Exhibit 3: Kansas State Board of Education Meeting Minutes, July 13, 2010, pg.
3.

Defendant has clearly reduced school funding through the actions outlined in Paragraph 51
against the advice of the State Board and the 2010 Commission (which it created).

Defendant has reduced the BSAPP without regard to the equity of the legislative enactments
and budget allotments.

Ignoring the fact that the current school finance formula does not adequately fund schools,
Defendant has additionally failed to appropriate a sufficient amount of money to adequately
fund the current school finance formula. The under-appropriation for the 2010-11 year totals
$415,130,648. This inadequate appropriation has caused:

a. The BSAPP to be adjusted downward to fit the amount of money appropriated, rather
than appropriating a sufficient amount of money to fund the known costs of operating
the schools. For 2010-11, this component is $314,400,000 underfunded.

b. Local Option Budget Equalization Aid (Supplemental General State Aid) to fall short
of the statutorily required reimbursement amount. Poor districts have had their
equalization aid payments reduced and are currently only receiving 92% of the
equalization to which they are entitled. This cut does not affect the wealthiest 18.8%

of the districts in the state. For 2010-11, this component is $37,787,001 underfunded.
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c. Special Education funding to fall short of the statutorily required reimbursement rate
of 92%. Special education funding has been under appropriated such that only 86.2%
of costs are being funded. For 2010-11, this component is $25,000,000 underfunded.

d. The Mentor teacher program to be underfunded. For 2010-11, this component is
$2,050,000 underfunded.

e. Statutorily required Professional Development to be underfunded. For 2010-11, this
component is $8,500,000 underfunded.

f. The school lunch program to be underfunded. For 2010-11, this component is
$1,043,647 underfunded.

g. The Capital Outlay Equalization Aid to be eliminated. This underfunding affects
only 163 poor districts. It does not affect 130 wealthy districts or districts that do not
make a capital outlay levy. [See Exhibit 6: Letter Dale Dennis to Kent Olson, dated
September 22, 2010]. For 2010-11, this component is $21,989,096 underfunded.

h. Reimbursements for National Board Certification to be underfunded. For 2010-11,
this component is approximately $350,000 underfunded.

66. Cutting the BSAPP to fit the amount appropriated inequitably distributes the cuts among
school districts. The formula’s pupil weighting system recognizes that some pupils cost
more than other pupils to educate. More costly children are assigned additional weights in
the formula to compensate for their higher costs. The total weighted enrollment of a district
is multiplied by the base to arrive at the General Fund of the district (and the General Fund is
then again multiplied by a percentage to arrive a district’s allowable Local Option Budget.)
When the BSAPP is cut, those districts with the most high-cost children take a higher per

actual pupil cut than those districts with the least costliest children.
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67.

68.

69.

70.

Defendant’s cost cutting scheme inequitably cuts more funding from the poorest school
districts and cuts more funding from those districts with the most high-cost children. The
scheme impermissibly discriminates based upon district wealth and impermissibly moves the
state away from a cost-based funding formula.

Defendant has given tax cuts, reduced revenue, and consciously determined not to take
actions to raise more money to fund education to constitutional standards. [See Exhibit 1:
Notice of Claims, at 12, Exhibit B, Exhibit C].

The current school funding scheme does not provide a suitable education for general
education pupils, at-risk pupils, special education pupils, bilingual pupils, and pupils from
less wealthy districts. [See Exhibit 1: Notice of Claims, at 15].

The actions of the Defendant have resulted in underlying, fundamental flaws in the school
financing system which render it unconstitutional, including, but not limited to, the
following: [See Exhibit 1: Notice of Claims, at 14 and Exhibit K].

a. A BSAPP that is inadequate to fund the required level of education for all students;

b. At-risk weightings that are inadequate to fund the required level of education for at-
risk students;

c. Local Option Budgets (“LOBs”) that are no longer “local” and are required to be used
for state mandated programs and requirements, but which are reliant upon the
outcomes of local elections for adoption;

d. LOBs which are not properly equalized to level the playing field between wealthy
and poor districts;

e. Wealth disparities between the districts;
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f. Capital improvements funding (bond and interest) provisions that are not properly
equalized to level the playing field between wealthy and poor districts;

g. Capital outlay provisions that are not equalized at all for two years and then are not
properly equalized to adequately fund education;

h. Special education funding provisions that do not provide adequate funds to meet the
required level of education for educating special education students and that pull
funding away from general education students; and

i. A school finance scheme that does not adequately fund education, as shown by the
state’s own education cost studies.

71. Plaintiffs in this lawsuit have suffered and continue to suffer injury as a result of Defendant’s
violation of Article 6, §6 of the Kansas Constitution. [See Exhibit 1: Notice of Claims, at 16-
18].

a. For the 2008-2009 school year, Kansas did not meet the AYP requirements of the
NCLB, in which Kansas is required to participate. [See Exhibit 1: Notice of Claims,
at Exhibit M].

i. While 9.6% of white students did not test at a level of proficiency in
reading and 12.3% did not test at a level of proficiency in math, more than
30% of the following students did not test at a level of basic proficiency in
the 2008-2009 school year:

1. Students with Disabilities (30.6% non-proficient in reading, 32.8%
non-proficient in math);
2. English Language Learners (34.5% non-proficient in reading,

31.1% non-proficient in math); and
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3. African-Americans (31.8% non-proficient in reading, 36.2% non-
proficient in math).

b. For the 2007-2008 school year, Kansas did not meet the NCLB AYP requirements.
[See Exhibit 1: Notice of Claims, at Exhibit N].

i. While 11% of white students did not test at a level of proficiency in
reading and 13.6% did not test at a level of proficiency in math, more than
30% of the following students did not test at a level of basic proficiency in
the 2007-2008 school year:

1. Students with Disabilities (33.4% non-proficient in reading, 35.1%
non-proficient in math);

2. English Language Learners (36.5% non-proficient in reading,
31.7% non-proficient in math);

3. African-Americans (32.9% non-proficient in reading, 38.7% non-
proficient in math); and

4. Hispanics (31% non-proficient in reading).

c. Kansas is failing to meet its own AYP requirements and federal standards under
NCLB. In 2008-09, Plaintiff School Districts had 63 school buildings that failed to
make AYP. Three of the four Plaintiff School Districts, as a whole, did not have the
resources available as a district to make district-wide AYP in 2008-09. By 2009-10,
this number had grown from 63 buildings to 79 buildings in the four Plaintiff School
Districts. All four Plaintiff School Districts failed to attain AYP on a district-wide
basis in 2009-10. On a statewide basis, 172 school buildings did not make AYP in

2008-09. By 2009-10 this statewide number had grown 48% in one year to 255
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buildings. In 2008-09, there were 34 districts that did not meet AYP requirements.
This number increased by 141% in one year to 82 districts lacking the resources to
make AYP. By 2009-10, a full 28% of the districts in Kansas did not have adequate
resources to make AYP and meet federal standards. [See Exhibit 7: Kansas State
Department of Education Press Release, dated September 14, 2010].

d. Kansas schools do not have enough money to fund the education that state and federal
laws require them to provide.

i. Budget cuts have resulted in scaling back the following programs: before-
and after- school programs, summer school, fine arts, and all-day
kindergarten.

ii. Budget cuts have resulted in shortened school days/years, reductions in
professional development, delays in purchasing textbooks and school
buses, increased pupil-teacher ratios, the closure of educational buildings.

e. Kansas does not provide adequate resources to meet federal burdens under the Equal
Education Opportunity Act of 1974, which requires all school districts to “take
appropriate action to overcome language barriers that impede equal participation by
its students in its instructional programs.”

f. Plaintiffs have suffered adverse educational outcomes as a result of Defendant’s
actions, which include, but are not limited to: poor standardized test scores, high
dropout and truancy rates, and victimization from violent crimes at school.

72. The current finance formula fails to make suitable finance provisions for financing the

education of public school students, in violation of the Kansas Constitution, Article 6, §6. In
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practice, the Defendant has underfunded the Plaintiff School Districts and has deprived the

Individual Plaintiffs of a constitutionally adequate education.

Count Two: Class Action Regarding Suitability of Funding Under the Kansas Constitution

73.

74.

75.

76.

71.

78.

Plaintiff School Districts incorporate by reference the allegations contained in paragraphs 1-
72 above as though fully set out herein.

DEFINITION OF THE CLASS
Plaintiff School Districts bring this Count individually and as representatives of the class
defined as: All Kansas school districts who were entitled to capital outlay equalization
payments pursuant to K.S.A. 72-8814(b) during the 2009-10 school year (the “Class’).

CLASS ALLEGATIONS

The proposed Class is so numerous that joinder is impractical. Therefore, the disposition of
this Count through a class action will be more efficient and will benefit the parties and the
Court.
The questions of law and fact common to the Class are identical and predominate over
questions affecting the individual Class members and include, but are not limited, to whether
Defendant distributed the capital outlay equalization payment to the Class members as
required by K.S.A. 72-8814(b) during the 2009-10 school year.
Plaintiff School Districts and the Class members have suffered similar harm as a result of
Defendant’s actions and the claims of the Plaintiff School Districts are typical of the claims
of the class.
Plaintiff School Districts will fairly and adequately represent and protect the interests of the
Class members because their interests do not conflict with the interests of the Class members

they seek to represent.
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79. Plaintiff School Districts have no claims antagonistic to those of the Class.

80. Plaintiff School Districts have retained counsel competent and experienced in.complex class
actions and school finance litigation.

81. A class action is superior to other available methods for the fair and efficient adjudication of
this controversy because individual litigation of this count by all Class members is
impractical.

82. The claim asserted in this Count is certifiable under K.S.A. 60-223(b)(1) and/or 60-223(b)(3)
because:

a. Requiring each Class member to individually litigate this matter would be expensive
and unduly burdensome on both the individual Class members and this Court.

b. Individual litigation would increase the expense and delay to all parties and the Court
system in resolving legal and factual issues that are common as a result of
Defendant’s actions.

c. Individual litigation would present a potential for inconsistent or contradictory
judgments with respect to individual Class members, thus establishing compatible
standards of conduct for Defendant.

d. The questions of law or fact common to the Class members predominate over any
questions affecting only individual members, and a class action is superior to other
available methods for the fair and efficient adjudication of the controversy.

CAUSE OF ACTION
83. The inequitable distribution of funds is a critical factor in determining whether a school

finance formula can be deemed constitutional. Montoy II, 278 Kan. at 275; Montoy v. State
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84.

85.

86.

87.

88.

89.

90.

of Kansas, 282 Kan. 9, 10, 138 P.3d 75 (2006) (Montoy V). [See Exhibit 1: Notice of Claims,
at 11].

In enacting the current school finance formula, the Defendant determined that, in order to
suitably and equitably fund education, certain school districts would require equalization in
the form of capital outlay equalization payments. See K.S.A. 72-8814. Thus, failure to make
capital outlay equalization payments results in the inequitable distribution of funds.

K.S.A. 72-8814(b) states that school districts are entitled to receive payment from the school
district capital outlay state aid fund.

Defendant, through the State Board of Education and director of accounts and reports, has a
duty to certify the entitlements and transfer the money from the state general fund to the
school district capital outlay state aid fund.

The State Board of Education has certified the funds as required by K.S.A. 72-8814(b). [See
Exhibit 6: Letter Dale Dennis to Kent Olson, dated September 22, 2010].

The director of accounts and reports has failed to transfer the money from the state general
fund to the school district capital outlay state aid fund for distribution to Class members as
required by K.S.A. 72-8814(b).

Defendant has failed to make capital outlay equalizations payments pursuant to K.S.A. 72-
8814(b) without regard to the equity of such action and without regard to the fact that the
payments are mandated by law.

Defendant’s failure to make the capital outlay equalization payments did not affect wealthier
districts and resulted in a $22.3 million loss to poorer districts and those districts that do not

make a capital outlay levy. [See Exhibit 1: Notice of Claims, at 13].
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o1.

92.

93.

94.

95.

96.

97.

98.

Defendant’s failure to comply with its duties and certify capital outlay equalization aid
payments pursuant to K.S.A. 72-8814 (b) has created an inequitable distribution of funds in
violation of the Kansas Constitution. [See Exhibit 1: Notice of Claims, at 13].

Count Three: Substantive Due Process
Plaintiffs incorporate by reference the allegations contained in paragraphs 1- 91 above as
though fully set out herein.
Education is a fundamental right.
The current funding formula denies Plaintiffs and all students of all Kansas school districts
access to an adequately funded education. There is no compelling state interest for the
underfunding the current funding formula by lack of appropriation. There is no compelling
state interest for setting the components of the formula at levels known by Defendant to be
inadequate.
Even if a compelling state interest did exist, the legislative enactments and budget allotments
are not narrowly tailored to meet any such interest.
Some components of the current funding formula lack any reasonable basis and bear no
rational relationship to legitimate legislative objectives.

Count Four: Equal Protection

Plaintiffs incorporate by reference the allegations contained in paragraphs 1-96 above as
though fully set out herein.
Some components of the current funding formula combined with the under-appropriation of
money to fund the formula deny Plaintiffs equal protection of the laws guaranteed by Section
1 — 2 of the Bill of Rights of the Kansas Constitution and the Fourteenth Amendment of the

United States Constitution.
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99. Some components of the current funding formula combined with the under-appropriation of
money to fund the formula treat similarly situated students differently, depending on the
number of students enrolled in the school district, relative wealth of the school district, and
the political advantage of the school district.

100. There is no compelling state interest for certain components of the current funding
scheme. Even if a compelling state interest did exist, the legislative enactments and lack of
appropriations are not narrowly tailored to meet that interest. Furthermore, some
components of the current funding formula combined with the under-appropriation of money
to fund the formula lack any reasonable basis and bear no rational relationship to legitimate
legislative objectives.

Count Five: Unconstitutionality of K.S.A. 72-64b03(d)

101. Plaintiffs incorporate by reference the allegations contained in paragraphs 1-100 above as
though fully set out herein.

102. The Legislature attempts to limit the powers of the judiciary in a manner which
transgresses the separation of powers.

103. K.S.A. 72-64b03(d) restricts the judiciary’s ability to determine and interpret the proper
remedy for a violation of Article 6 of the Kansas Constitution and is therefore
unconstitutional.

Count Six: Failure to Comply with Mandates of K.S.A. 72-64c03

104. Plaintiffs incorporate by reference the allegations contained in paragraphs 1-104 above as
though fully set out herein.
105. K.S.A. 72-64c03 requires education be given first priority in the budgeting process and

shall be paid first from existing state revenues.
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106. Defendant has failed to comply with K.S.A. 72-64c03 through various actions including
those outlined in Paragraph 51.

Count Seven: Failure to Comply with Mandates of K.S.A. 72-64c04

107. Plaintiffs incorporate by reference the allegations contained in paragraphs 1-107 above as
though fully set out herein.

108. K.S.A. 72-64c04 requires the Legislature to increase state aid to schools by not less than
a percentage equal to the percentage increase in the Consumer Price Index (urban) during the
preceding fiscal year.

109. Defendant has failed to comply with K.S.A. 72-64c04, and in fact, has decreased the state
aid to schools.

Relief Requested

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs respectfully request the following relief:

a. A judgment and order declaring the some of the components of the current funding
formula combined with the under-appropriation of money to fund the formula, are in
violation of the Kansas Constitution;

b. A permanent injunction prohibiting Defendant from administering, enforcing, funding, or
otherwise implementing the unconstitutional provisions of the current funding formula;

c. A permanent injunction requiring the Legislature to appropriate sufficient amounts of
money to fund the school funding formula to the level required by Article 6 of the Kansas
Constitution;

d. A judgment and order requiring the director of accounts and reports, state board of
education, state treasurer, and treasurer of the school district to comply with all duties

under K.S.A. 72-8814(b) in order to properly transfer and distribute the capital outlay
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equalization payments from the state general fund to the capital outlay state aid fund
pursuant to K.S.A. 72-8814(b) for the 2009-10 school year;

. A judgment and order requiring Defendant to make the required payments under K.S.A.
72-8814 to the Class members;

A judgment and order declaring K.S.A. 72-64b03(d) to be in violation of the Kansas
Constitution;

. A judgment and order mandating compliance with K.S.A. 72-64c03;

. A judgment and order mandating compliance with K.S.A. 72-64c04;

The reasonable attorneys’ fees incurred in litigating this action;

The costs of this action; and

. Such other relief as this Court deems just and equitable.

Dated this 2nd day of November, 2010.

Alan L. Rupe, #08914

KUTAK ROCK LLP

1605 N. Waterfront Parkway, Suite 150
Wichita, Kansas 67206

(316) 609-7900 (Telephone)

alan.rupe @kutakrock.com]

and

John S. Robb, #09844
SOMERS, ROBB & ROBB
110 E. Broadway

Newton, Kansas 67114
(316) 283-4560 (Telephone)
JohnRobb@robblaw.com

. o, ogg

John S. Robb
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' KUTAK ROCK LLP ATLANTA

CHICAGO
SUITE 150 OENVER

1608 NORTH WATERFRONT PARKWAY OES MOINES
FAYETTEVILLE
WICHITA, KANSAS 67206-6634 IRVINE
KANSAS CITY
316-609-7900 LITTLE ROCK
FACSIMILE 316-630-8021 Lo ANGELES
OKLAHOMA CITY
www.kutakrock.com OMANA
PHILADELPHIA
AICHMOND
AR
alan.rupe@kutakrock com WASHINGTON
(316) 609-7901
JOHN S. ROBB
SOMERS, ROBB & ROBB
johnrobb@robblaw.com
(316) 2834560 June 17,2010
NOTICE OF CLAIMS PURSUANT TO K.S.A. 72-64b02(a)
Pat Saville
Secretary of the Kansas Senate
Room 374E, Capitol

Topeka, Kansas 66612-1504

Susan W. Kannarr

Chief Clerk of the Kansas House of Representatives
Office of the Chief Clerk

200 SW 10th Ave., Room 272-W

Topeka, Kansas 66612-1504

Re: Violation of Article VI of the Kansas Constitution
Dear Ms. Saville and Ms. Kannarr:

“It is no use in saying, ‘We are doing our best.’
You have got to succeed in doing what is necessary.”
-- Winston Churchill

Kansas public schools have been and remain chronically underfunded.  From
kindergarten to graduation, Kansas school children, including the individual plaintiffs here, fall
victim to inadequate funding levels that fail to provide equal educational opportunities. As a
result, the achievemnent gap persists, not all students are meeting target test scores, the dropout
rate remains uncorrected, and another generation of Kansas kids complete the education cycle
with less opportunity than the generation before. Gains achieved through prior litigation have
been severely cut back. The promise of “an adequate education” remains elusive and unfulifilled.
For these reasons, and as explained in more detail below, please consider this letter formal
notice, pursuant to K.S.A. 72-64b02(a), of a violation of Article VI of the Kansas Constitution.
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1) THE NAME AND ADDRESS OF THE PARTY OR PARTIES AND THE NAME AND

ADDRESS OF THE PARTY’S OR PARTIES’ ATTORNEY, IF ANY:

Plaintiffs;

Unified School District No. 259

_ Sedgwick County, Kansas

(“USD 259” or “Wichita™)
201 North Water Street
Wichita, KS 67202-1292

Unified School District No. 500
Wyandotte County, Kansas
(“USD 500” or “Kansas City™)
625 Minnesota Ave

Kansas City, KS 66101

Quantez Walker

By next friend and guardian,
Beulah Walker

c/o Superintendent’s Office
U.S.D. 308

1520 North Plum
Hutchinson KS 67501

Lily Newton

By next friends and guardians,
Matt and Ivy Newton

c¢/o Superintendent’s Office
U.S.D. 308

1520 North Plum

Hutchinson KS 67501

Mike Rank

By next friend and guardian,
R. Rank

c¢/o Superintendent’s Office
U.S.D. 308

1520 North Plum
Hutchinson KS 67501
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Unified Schoo!l District No. 308
Reno County, Kansas

(“USD 308” or “Hutchinson”)
1520 North Plum

Hutchinson KS 67501

Unified School District No. 443
Ford County, Kansas

(“USD 443” or “Dodge City”)
1000 N 2nd Ave

Dodge City, KS 67801

Levi Cain

By next friends and guardians,
John and Becky Cain

¢/o Superintendent’s Office
U.S.D. 308

1520 North Plum

Hutchinson KS 67501

Joseph Holmes

By next friends and guardians,
Jim and Joy Holmes

c¢/o Superintendent’s Office
U.S.D. 308

1520 North Plum

Hutchinson KS 67501

Alec Eldredge

By next friends and guardians,
Danie and Josh Eldredge

c/o Superintendent’s Office
U.S.D. 308

1520 North Plum

Hutchinson KS 67501
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Gillian Torres

By next friend and guardian,
Santa Torres

c/o Superintendent’s Office
U.S.D. 308

1520 North Plum
Hutchinson KS 67501

Jeremy Cox

By next friends and guardians,
Darrin and Lois Cox

c/o Superintendent’s Office
U.S.D. 308

1520 North Plum

Hutchinson KS 67501

Colten Oakman

By next friend and guardian,
Schelena Oakman

c/o Superintendent’s Office
U.S.D. 259

201 North Water Street
Wichita, KS 67202

Jada Burgess

By next friend and guardian,
Andrea Burgess

c/o Superintendent’s Office
U.S.D. 259

201 North Water Street
Wichita, KS 67202

Alexis Seeber

By next friends and guardians,
David and Misty Seeber

c/o Superintendent’s Office
U.S.D. 259

201 North Water Street
Wichita, KS 67202
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Alexander Owen

By next friend and guardian,
Glenn Owen

¢/o Superintendent’s Office
U.S.D. 308

1520 North Plum
Hutchinson KS 67501

Miguela Shotgunn

By next friend and guardian,
Rebecca Fralick

c/o Superintendent’s Office
U.S.D. 443

1000 N 2nd Ave

Dodge City, KS 67801

Jett Burgess

By next friend and guardian,
Andrea Burgess

c/o Superintendent’s Office
U.S.D. 259

201 North Water Street
Wichita, KS 67202

Brady Seeber

By next friends and guardians,
David and Misty Seeber

c¢/o Superintendent’s Office
U.S.D. 259

201 North Water Street
Wichita, KS 67202

Olivia Kennedy

By next friend and guardian,
Jennifer Kennedy

¢/o Superintendent’s Office
U.S.D. 259

201 North Water Street
Wichita, KS 67202
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Luke Gannon

By next friends and guardians,
Jeff and Meredith Gannon

c¢/o Superintendent’s Office
U.S.D. 259

201 North Water Street
Wichita, KS 67202

Grace Gannon

By next friends and guardians,
Jeff and Meredith Gannon

¢/o Superintendent’s Office
U.S.D. 259

201 North Water Street
Wichita, KS 67202

Tonatiuh Tigueroa

By next friend and guardian,
Adriana Figueroa

c/o Superintendent’s Office
U.S.D. 443

1000 N 2nd Ave

Dodge City, KS 67801

Dulce Herrera

By next friend and guardian,
Eva Herrera

c/o Superintendent’s Office
U.S.D. 443

1000 N 2nd Ave

Dodge City, KS 67801

Valeria Del Real

By next friend and guardian,
Norma Del Real

c¢/o Superintendent’s Office
U.S.D. 443

1000 N 2nd Ave

Dodge City, KS 67801
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Drew Gannon

By next friends and guardians,
Jeff and Meredith Gannon

c/o Superintendent’s Office
U.S.D. 259

201 North Water Street
Wichita, KS 67202

Cameron Pint

By next friend and guardian,
Martha Pint

c/o Superintendent’s Office
U.S.D. 259

201 North Water Street
Wichita, KS 67202

Gisella Herrera

By next friend and guardian,
Eva Herrera

c¢/o Superintendent’s Office
U.S.D. 443

1000 N 2nd Ave

Dodge City, KS 67801

Karol Herrera

By next friend and guardian,
Eva Herrera

c¢/o Superintendent’s Office
U.S.D. 443

1000 N 2nd Ave

Dodge City, KS 67801

Priscilla Del Real
By next friend and guardian,
Norma Del Real

c¢/o Superintendent’s Office
U.S.D. 443

1000 N 2nd Ave
Dodge City, KS 67801
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Evelyn Sanchez

By next friend and guardian,
Silvia Limon

c/o Superintendent’s Office
U.S.D. 443

1000 N 2nd Ave

Dodge City, KS 67801

Marixsa Alvarez

By next friend and guardian,
Bianca Alvarez

c/o Superintendent’s Office
U.S.D. 443

1000 N 2nd Ave

Dodge City, KS 67801

Amalia Murguia

By next friends and guardians,
Sally and Ramon Murguia

c/o Superintendent’s Office
U.S.D. 500

625 Minnesota Ave

Kansas City, KS 66101

Brieanna Crosby
By next friends and guardians,

Evette Hawthorne-Crosby and Bryant Crosby

c¢/o Superintendent’s Office
U.S.D. 500

625 Minnesota Ave
Kansas City, KS 66101

Alonzo Washington

By next friends and guardians,
Alonzo and Dana Washington
c/o Superintendent’s Office
U.S.D. 500

625 Minnesota Ave

Kansas City, KS 66101
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Andrea Sanchez

By next friend and guardian,
Silvia Limon

c¢/o Superintendent’s Office
U.S.D. 443

1000 N 2nd Ave

Dodge City, KS 67801

Alexi Treto

By next friend and guardian,
Consuelo Treto

¢/o Superintendent’s Office
U.S.D. 443

1000 N 2nd Ave

Dodge City, KS 67801

George Mendez

By next friends and guardians,
George and Monica Mendez
c/o Superintendent’s Office
U.S.D. 500

625 Minnesota Ave

Kansas City, KS 66101

Natalie Walton

By next friend and guardian,
Clara Osborne

c¢/o Superintendent’s Office
U.S.D. 500

625 Minnesota Ave

Kansas City, KS 66101

Ted Bynum

By next friend and guardian,
Melissa Bynum

c/o Superintendent’s Office
U.S.D. 500

625 Minnesota Ave

Kansas City, KS 66101




Notice of Claims
June 17, 2010
Page 6 of 18

Plaintiffs’ Attorneys:

Alan L. Rupe

Kutak Rock LLP

1605 N. Waterfront Parkway, Suite 150
Wichita, Kansas 67206

Defendants:

State of Kansas

c/o Steve Six, Kansas Attorney General
Memorial Hall, 2nd Floor

120 SW 10th Street

Topeka, Kansas 66612

Kansas State Department of Education
120 SE 10th Avenue
Topeka, Kansas 66612Dodge City, Kansas

Janet Waugh

Chair, State Board of Education
916 S. 57th Terr.

Kansas City, Kansas 66106

Sue Storm

Member, State Board of Education
8145 Mackey

Overland Park, Kansas 66204

Carolyn L. Wims-Campbell
Member, State Board of Education
3824 SE Illinois Avenue

Topeka, Kansas 66609

Kathy Martin

Member, State Board of Education
859 Valleyview Road

Clay Center, Kansas 67432
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John S. Robb

Somers, Robb & Robb
110 E. Broadway
Newton, Kansas 67114

Governor of the State of Kansas

Mark Parkinson

Office of the Governor

Capitol, 300 SW 10th Avenue, Suite 2128
Topeka, Kansas 66612

Kansas Commissioner of Education
Dr. Diane DeBacker

Kansas State Department of Education
120 SE 10th Avenue

Topeka, Kansas 66612

Dodge City, Kansas

Jana Shaver

Vice Chair, State Board of Education
113 Woodlane Drive

Independence, Kansas 67301

John W. Bacon

Member, State Board of Education
14183 W 157th

Olathe, Kansas 66062

Sally Cauble

Member, State Board of Education
530 Lilac

Liberal, Kansas 67901

Kenneth Willard

Member, State Board of Education
24 Dakota Drive

Hutchinson, Kansas 67502
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Walt Chappell David T. Dennis

Member, State Board of Education Member, State Board of Education
3165 N. Porter 615 N. Rainbow Lake Road
Wichita, Kansas 67204 Wichita, Kansas 67235

Defendants’ Attorneys:

Patrick Hurley

Office of Kansas Attorney General
Memorial Hall, Second Floor

120 SW 10th Street

Topeka, Kansas 66612

(2) A CONCISE STATEMENT OF THE FACTUAL BASIS OF THE ALLEGED VIOLATION,
INCLUDING SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION:

a. Historical Background

The Kansas Legislature is responsible for the current school funding crisis. On one hand,
the Kansas legislature engages in massive tax cuts, refunds, and tax abatement, while claiming
inadequate tax dollars on the other. [See Exhibit A]. At a time the legislature knew it would be
short $350 million and unable to provide adequate educational funding, a nation-wide economic
recession further aggravated the already inadequate funding situation. While additional tax
dollars have been delivered, in the most recent legislative session, the amount of money needed
to provide an adequate education to Kansas school kids remains woefully inadequate.

Another contributing factor is the Kansas legislature’s continual maneuvering to avoid a
court determination of inadequate funding. The Kansas legislature maneuvers law changes
without addressing the underlying inadequate funding, and then feigning “good faith
compliance” and “mootness” in order to stay one budget year ahead of a court determination of
unconstitutionality. A distinct pattern has emerged over the past fifty years and almost every
school finance case follows it: First, affected individuals and districts challenge the legislature’s
failures; the court, now called to assess the legislature’s actions (or lack thereof) indicates that
the legislation will be overturned; before the court can do so, the legislature adopts new
legislation; finally, the courts accept the legislative response as “a good-faith effort to solve
constitutional problems” and releases its jurisdiction over the case. See e.g., Mock v. Kansas,
Case No. 91-CV-1009, slip op. at 491 (Kan. Dist. Ct. Shawnee Co., Oct. 14, 1991; Knowles v.
School Bd. of Educ., 219 Kan. 271 (1976); Caldwell v. State, Case No. 50616, slip op. (Kan.
Dist. Ct. Johnson Co., Aug. 30, 1972); see also Richard E. Levy, “Gunfight at the K-12 Corral:
Legislative vs. Judicial Power in the Kansas School Finance Litigation,” University of Kansas
Law Review, May, 2006, at 1035-37 (“[N]ew legislation was initially upheld in Caldwell, it was
invalidated in Knowles, and the legislation upheld in Knowles was invalidated in Mock.”).
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In order to put a stop to this all-too-predictable cycle, the courts must stop believing that
the Legislature’s amendments are suitable changes made in good faith. The focus should be on
Article VI's requirement for adequate funding. The Legislature must provide the funds that
Article VI mandates. The Legislature’s continued maneuvering has created a never-ending,
unconstitutional status quo. The Legislature continues, however, to avoid its Constitutional and
statutory duties, and the situation becomes worse for each successive generation of Kansas kids.

The battle to compel the Legislature to provide adequate funding for education in Kansas
is a long and complicated one. When the constitutional provisions currently at issue were
inserted in the Kansas Constitution in 1966, “the people secure[d] to themselves what is of first
importance by placing binding responsibility on the legislative, executive, and judiciary
departments.” Mock v. Kansas, Case No. 91-CV-1009, slip op. at 491 (Kan. Dist. Ct. Shawnee
Co., Oct. 14, 1991) (citing the Education Amendments to the Kansas Constitution, Publication,
No. 256, Dec. 1965, Kansas Legislative Council, pg 2). Yet, the Kansas Legislature has been
unable to adequately fund education since the duty was bestowed upon in it 1966. The failures
of the legislature continue to haunt the students of Kansas. Its past inability to adequately fund
education has resulted in a current school funding scheme that woefully underfunds education.
Without understanding the complex history of school finance in Kansas, one cannot understand
the status quo of educational funding.

In 1972, in the district court case Caldwell v. State, Case No. 50616 (Kan. Dist. Ct.
Johnson Co., Aug. 30, 1972), the court considered a school funding scheme that was largely
based on local taxation. The court concluded that because the school funding scheme created
interdistrict disparities, it was unconstitutional on equal protection grounds. The court noted that
the legislation improperly tied a child’s education to “the wealth of the district in which the child
resides.” Jd. As a result, the Legislature enacted the School District Equalization Act (the
“SDEA”). Because the SDEA addressed the district court’s concerns, the court upheld the new
statute as constitutional.

The SDEA was challenged almost immediately in Knowles v. School Bd. of Educ., 219
Kan. 271 (1976). In Knowles, the legislature and courts played out the pattern established in
Caldwell. The court determined that there were unequal benefits to school districts and unequal
burdens on taxpayers. The court delayed its decision and allowed the legislature time to correct
the problems with the SDEA. The legislature promptly amended the SDEA, and the court
dismissed the case.

In Knowles, however, the plaintiffs appealed the district court’s decision to dismiss the
case. Eventually, the Supreme Court reversed the decision. It did not, as the district courts in
Caldwell and Knowles had, automatically accept the amended law as a remedy to the original
problems of Knowles. Instead, it stated, “[t]he right of persons to challenge the constitutional
effect of a law upon their persons or property should not be aborted everytime the law is
amended by the legislature.” See 271 Kan. at 279. Rather than considering the amended school
funding scheme, though, the Supreme Court remanded the case. The lower court eventually
found the school funding scheme constitutional in 1981.
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Notice of Claims
June 17,2010
Page 9 of 18

The SDEA was again challenged in Mock v. State in 1990. In advance of trial, Judge
Bullock, who would later be instrumental in the Montoy decisions, ruled on questions of law
implicated in this case. Bullock held that the Kansas legislature had a duty to provide an equal
opportunity for children to receive an education. Because the SDEA largely relied on local
funding, such as property taxes, to fund education, there were significant disparities among the
districts. Though the pre-trial order did not consider the actual school financing law in this pre-
trial decision, it was clear that the SDEA was likely to be found unconstitutional based on the
standards Bullock put forth. In 1992, in response to Bullock’s findings, the Kansas Legislature
adopted the School District Financing and Quality Performance Act (“SDFQPA”), which was
then found unconstitutional in 1993.

In Unified School District Number 229 v. State, 256 Kan. 232, 885 P.2d 1170 (1994), the
Supreme Court finally reached the merits of a school finance case. This appeal stemmed from
the finding that the SDFQPA was unconstitutional. In U.S.D. 229, the Supreme Court upheld the
SDFQPA as constitutional. In doing so, it seemed, for the first time, the Legislature had created
a school finance system that withstood judicial scrutiny. However, the decision gave heavy
weight to the legislature’s determination of what was “suitable” financing and set the stage for
Montoy 1.

The Montoy cases began in 1999, five years after previous challenges to the Legislature’s
school funding scheme. Plaintiffs filed a lawsuit against the State of Kansas, the Governor, the
members of the Kansas State Board of Education, and the Commissioner of the Kansas State
Department of Education alleging (1) a violation of Art. VI, § 6 of the Kansas Constitution; (2) a
violation of equal rights protection under the Kansas Constitution; and (3) a violation of the
substantive due process rights under the Kansas Constitution. In 2001, at the district court level,
Judge Terry Bullock dismissed the challenge just prior to trial, finding that he was bound the
U.S.D. 229 holding that the legislature has the ultimate responsibility for determining what is
suitable financing. Montoy v. State of Kansas, 275 Kan. 145, 62 P.3d 228 (2003) (Montoy I)
(discussing Unified School District No. 229 v. State, 256 Kan. 232, 885 P.2d 1170 (1994)).

On appeal to the Supreme Court, Plaintiffs argued that the district court erred in
dismissing their claims. In what ultimately became the first in a series of decisions in the
Montoy cases, the Court found genuine issues of material fact to exist, and reversed and
remanded the district court’s decision. Montoy I, 275 Kan. at 145. Pivotal in that decision was
the Court’s finding that “the issue of suitability is not stagnant.” Id. at 153 (citing Unified School
District No. 229, 256 Kan. at 258).

On remand following a bench trial, the district court held that the SDFQPA, K.S.A. § 72-
6405, “stands in blatant violation of Article VI of the Kansas Constitution.” Montoy v. State of
Kansas, No. 99-C-1738, 2003 WL 22902963, at *42 (Kan. Dist. Ct. Shawnee County, Dec. 2,
2003). This time, it was Defendants who appealed to the Supreme Court, and in Montoy II, the
Supreme Court held that the public school financing formula adopted by the Legislature had
“failed to meet its [Art. VI, § 6] burden.” Montoy II, 278 Kan. at 771. In that decision, the Court
mandated increased funding for Kansas schools; found that the then-current financing formula
increased disparities in funding; and the formula was not based on any cost analysis but was
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instead based on “political and other factors not relevant to education.” Montoy 11, 278 Kan. at
775. The Court withheld its formal opinion pending corrective action by the Legislature, and
stated that “[w]e have in this brief opinion endeavored to identify problem areas in the present
formula as well as legislative changes in the immediate past that have contributed to the present
funding deficiencies. We have done so in order that the legislature take steps it deems necessary
to fulfill its constitutional responsibility.” Id. at 776.

In response to Montoy II, the Legislature enacted House Bill 2247, and on June 3, 2005,
the Supreme Court issued its Opinion (supplemental to Montoy II) on the constitutionality of that
bill. Montoy v. State of Kansas, 279 Kan. 817, 819, 112 P.3d 923 (Montoy IV). The Court held
the funding scheme was not in compliance with the Montoy II decision because it did not
appropriately consider (1) actual costs of providing adequate education and (2) the equity of the
distribution of that funding. Montoy IV, 279 Kan. at 818. Thus, the Court ordered that the
Legislature implement a minimum increase of $285 million above the 2004-05 school year
funding level for the 2005-06 school year. This amount was roughly one-third of the total
increased funding needed to reach adequacy, as shown by the state’s own cost study. Thereafter,
the Legislature again enacted changes to the school finance formula through Senate Bill 549.

The funding formula addressed by this Court three and one-half years ago in Montoy V
provided $755.6 million in additional funding to schools. This Court found that the legislative
process was in substantial compliance with its previous orders. Montoy V, 282 Kan. at 24. The
Court, however, specifically did not hold that the new funding scheme was constitutional. The
Court considered two options available to it in 2006, and stated:

We recognize that we could remand this case to the district court to allow
the plaintiffs to amend their pleading to challenge the new funding formula.
However, we decline to do so, electing instead to end this litigation. We do so for
two reasons.

First, we note the point made by the Chief Justice of the Ohio Supreme
Court in DeRolph v. State: “A review of sixteen other state Supreme Court
decisions that have declared their systems for funding public education
unconstitutional reveals that a majority of those decisions remanded the case to a
trial court. However, it is those states that have had the most difficulty producing
a final plan that met the Supreme Court’s opinion of constitutionality. . . .”

Second, S.B. 549 is a 3-year plan; thus, it may take some time before the
full financial impact of this new legislation is known, a factor which would be
important in any consideration of whether it provides constitutionally suitable
funding. Indeed, as the Board’s attorney pointed out at oral argument, we do not
even know at this time how districts used the funding increase provided by the
2005 amendments.

Montoy V, 282 Kan. at 34-35. The Court dismissed the case without considering the amended
legislation.
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One point is clear from the historical background leading to this case; the legislature has
been unable to meet its burden under the Constitution for almost as long as the burden has
existed. When the legislature does adopt new legislation, the Kansas courts find themselves in a
procedural and jurisdictional conundrum: the legislature’s ability to adopt new legislation often
creates a hardship on the courts, who are torn between retaining jurisdiction and analyzing the
new statute or dismissing the case and allowing a new set of plaintiffs to challenge the new
funding plan in the future. This pattern is not working. It is creating a situation in which the
funding scheme only becomes worse. The Kansas court system needs to take a good look at the
current situation; years of neglect have created an unsuitable funding scheme. Rather than
allowing the legislature to simply adopt new legislation, and hope for the best, the courts need to
retain jurisdiction until the Defendants have met their burdens.

b. Summary of Existing Problems
Defendants Have Specific Duties Under the Kansas Constitution and State and

Federal Laws. The Kansas Constitution provides the Legislature with two specific duties
related to education. First, it “shall provide for intellectual, educational, vocational and scientific
improvement by establishing and maintaining public schools, educational institutions and related
activities which may be organized and changed in such manner as may be provided by law.”
Article VI, §1. Additionally, it “shall make suitable provision for finance of the educational
interests of the state.” Article VI, §6(b).

The Kansas Constitution imposes a general mandate that our educational system cannot
be static or regressive, but must be one which “advance[s] to a better quality or state.” Montoy v.
State of Kansas, 278 Kan. 769, 773, 120 P.3d 306 (2005) (Montoy II). Two critical factors
which must be taken into consideration before a school finance formula can be deemed
constitutional are (1) actual costs of providing adequate education and (2) equity of distribution.
Montoy II, 278 Kan. at 275; Montoy v. State of Kansas, 282 Kan. 9, 10, 138 P.3d 75 (2006)
(Montoy V). Further, in order to be suitable financing, it must “meet the changing needs and
conditions of our society.” Montoy v. State of Kansas, No. 99-C-1738, at 23 (Kan. Dec. 2,
2003). This duty requires that the Legislature not improperly tie a child’s education to “the
wealth of the district in which the child resides.” See Caldwell, Case No. 50616.

The Defendants also have specific duties under Kansas statutes. Specifically, the
Defendants are currently in violation of three statutes:

e The Legislature has a duty to give education first priority in the budgeting process
pursuant to K.S.A. 72-64c03.

o The Legislature has a duty to increase state aid to schools by not less than a

percentage equal to the percentage increase in the Consumer Price Index (urban)
during the preceding fiscal year pursuant to K.S.A. 72-64¢04.
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e The State Board of Education has the duty to certify payments and distribute
capital outlay equalization payments to school districts pursuant to K.S.A. 72-
8814(b).

Finally, the Defendants have a duty to educate students and comply with the No Child
Left Behind Act 0of 2001, as amended (“NCLB”), and the Individuals with Disabilities Education
Act, as amended (“IDEA”), including the Individuals with Disabilities Improvement Act of 2004
(“IDEIA”) (collectively, the “federal requirements”). It is the Legislature’s duty to ensure that
the current funding level is high enough so that school districts can properly educate children to
meet these federal requirements. Further, the standards of these federal requirements have
increased. This has increased the costs of funding an adequate education. As such, the
Legislature should be increasing the amount of money that goes into education, in order to meet
the higher financial burden that the federal requirements impose.

Defendants Have Failed to Comply with Their Duties. Defendants have failed to
comply with their duties under both the Kansas Constitution and statutes and have ignored the
obligations imposed on them in the Montoy cases. Defendants have engaged in legislative
enactments and budget allotments that failed to consider the (1) actual costs of providing
adequate education and (2) equity of distribution. Accordingly, Plaintiffs are challenging the
following actions by the Defendants as violations of Article VI of the Kansas Constitution (while
this list is an inclusive list of actions taken by the Defendants in violation of the Kansas
Constitution, as known by Plaintiffs at this point in time, this list is designed to properly put the
Defendants on notice of the violation and is not meant to limit the scope of the litigation to only
these actions):

e The Legislature adopted S.B. 549 knowing that it would create a budget deficit in
2009 and took no steps raise the revenue it knew it needed to cover the expenses.
[See attached hereto as Exhibit B]. In fact, the Legislature reduced state revenue
by cutting taxes and creating tax exemptions. [See attached hereto as Exhibit C].
These actions were in violation of Art. XI, § 4 which states: “[t]he legislature
shall provide, at each regular session, for raising sufficient revenue to defray the
current expenses of the state for two years.”

e The Legislature has failed to comply with K.S.A. 72-64c03 by failing to give
education first priority in the budgeting process.

e The Legislature has failed to comply with K.S.A. 72-64c04 by failing to increase
state aid to schools by not less than a percentage equal to the percentage increase
in the Consumer Price Index (urban) during the preceding fiscal year.

o The enactment of S.B. 549 was unconstitutional because it did not adequately and
equitably fund Kansas education.
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The enactment of S.B. 23 on February 12, 2009. S.B. 23 cut thirty-three dollars
from the base state aid per pupil (lowering the base from $4433 to $4400), and
reduced the funding for special education by one percent. [See attached hereto as
Exhibit D]. This cut reduced school funding statewide in the amount of
$25,345,039 for fiscal year 2009.

The March 31, 2009 enactment of H.B. 2354, which cut an additional $33 from
the base state aid per pupil (lowering it from $4400 to $4367), and cut an
additional one percent from the special education budget. [See attached hereto as
Exhibit E]. This cut reduced school funding statewide in the amount of
$27,009,474.

The enactment of H.B. 2373 on May 7, 2009. It cut another $87 from the base
state aid per pupil (lowering it from $4367 to $4280), and purported to eliminate
equalization aid for capital outlay. [See attached hereto as Exhibit F]. This cut
reduced school funding statewide in the amount of $54,630,111 for the cut to the
base, and an additional $22,338,825 for the loss of capital outlay equalization aid.
The elimination of equalization for capital outlay, which does not affect wealthier
districts, resulted in a $22.3 million loss to poorer districts only. [See attached
hereto as Exhibit G].

Governor Mark Parkinson’s approval of a budget allotment, which cut an
additional $39,327,580 from school funding on July 2, 2009. The budget
allotment cut another $62 from the base state aid per pupil, lowering it from
$4280 to $4218. [See attached hereto as Exhibit H].

Governor Mark Parkinson’s approval of a second budget allotment on November
23, 2009, which cut another $206 from the base state aid per pupil, lowering it
from $4218 to $4012. [See attached hereto as Exhibit I]. It cut an additional
$134,355,363 from school funding.

The State Board’s failure to comply with its duties and certify capital outlay
equalization aid payments pursuant to K.S.A. 72-8814 (b) has created an
inequitable distribution of funds. We hereby demand the State Board comply
with its duties and certify payments pursuant to K.S.A. 72-8814(b).

Creating a situation in which there was no money to allocate to education by
giving tax cuts, raising revenue, and consciously deciding not to take actions to
raise more money to fund education.

The BSAPP has not kept up with inflation and has not been increased based on
requests and recommendations from the State Board and the 2010 Commission,
the agency created by the Legislature to study and advise the Legislature on
matters of school finance. [See attached hereto as Exhibit J].
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The current funding levels are not based on actual costs or estimated costs, and
instead are based on, much like the legislation originally at issue in Montoy, a
“political auction” (in which funding is agreed upon because it meets the level
where political deals can be reached).

The current legislation does not incorporate a cost-based budgeting system. In
fact, the current system requires the State Board to reduce the BSAPP to match
the amount of funding that is available rather than requiring the Legislature to
raise the amount of money that it has deemed necessary to fund education.

The Legislature has failed to increase school funding in order to meet the
increased costs of educating children pursuant to the increased standards of the
federal requirements. Sixty-three of the school buildings situated in the four
plaintiff-districts did not make adequate yearly progress (“AYP”) under federal
standards last year.

The actions represent the underlying, fundamental flaws in the school financing system that
continue to exist despite the Legislature’s repeated attempts to alter the funding scheme. The
underlying flaws include:

A base state aid per pupil (‘BSAPP”) that is inadequate to fund the required level
of education for all students;

At-risk weighting that is inadequate to fund the required level of education for at-
risk students;

Local Option Budgets (“LOBs") that are no longer “local” and are required to be

~ used for state mandated programs and requirements, but which are reliant upon
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the outcomes of local elections for adoption;

LOBs which are not properly equalized to level the playing field between
wealthy and poor districts ;

Wealth disparities between the districts;

Capital improvements funding (Bond and interest) provisions that are not properly
equalized to to level the playing ficld between wealthy and poor districts;

Capital outlay provisions that are not equalized at all for two years and then are
not properly equalized to adequately fund education;

Special education funding provisions that do not provide adequate funds to meet
the required level of education for educating special education students and that
pull funding away from general education students; and
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¢ A school finance scheme that does not adequately fund education as shown by the
state’s own education cost studies. [See Augenblick and Myers (2002) and
Legislative Post Audit Committee Cost Study Analyses (2006 as updated August
2008) attached hereto as Exhibit K].

These underlying flaws have created a situation in which there is not adequate funding to educate
the following groups to the required standards:

¢ General education pupils;
e At-risk pupils;

o Special education pupils;
o Bilingual pupils; and

e Pupils from less-wealthy districts.

Defendants’ Actions Have Created an Unconstitutional Scheme for Funding
Education, In the usual circumstances, courts presume the constitutionality of statutes. Mock,
at 489. However, “when it is seen that a line or point there must be, and that there is no
mathematical or logical way of fixing it precisely, the decision of the legislature must be
accepted unless we can say that it is very wide of any reasonable mark.” Unified School District
No. 229 v. State, 256 Kan. 232, 265, 885 P.2d 1170 (1994) (internal citations omitted). In terms
of school financing, a line must be drawn somewhere — it is the duty of the legislature to
determine what is “suitable” financing. /d. And “[u]nless the line drawn can be said to be ‘very
wide of any reasonable mark’ it must be accepted on review.” Gorup v. Kansas Public
Employees Retirement Sys, 3 Kan. App. 2d 676 (1979) (internal citations omitted); see also
Unified School District No. 229, 256 Kan. at 265 (internal citations omitted).

There are several reasons why the current funding scheme should not be entitled to a
presumption of constitutionality. First, it is clear that “line drawn” by the Legislature is wide of
a reasonable mark. The Kansas courts have clearly, through the Montoy cases, set out the
requirements a school finance scheme must meet in order to be considered suitable. The
Legislature’s current funding scheme clearly does not meet those requirements; “it is very wide
of any reasonable mark.” Said another way, had the Legislature followed the mandates of the
Constitution and Montoy, it could not have possibly arrived at the school funding scheme that
currently exists. Therefore, plaintiffs should be entitled to a presumption that the status quo of
school finance legislation is unconstitutional.

Similarly, the plaintiffs should be entitled to a presumption of unconstitutionality because
the current situation is fundamentally similar to the unconstitutional legislation that was
overturned in Montoy III. While the Supreme Court, in Montoy V, refused to determine whether
the funding scheme at issue was constitutional, it refused, in part, because it could take years
before the full financial impact of the legislation was known. The impact is apparent now; S.B.
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549, with its three-year phase-in of additional funding, did not change the underlying flaws that
existed when the Montoy suit was first filed. If S.B. 549 existed now as it did in Montoy V, it
clearly would be unconstitutional based on its inability to comply with the mandates of the
Supreme Court. Thus, it is clear that had the Supreme Court determined the constitutionality of
S.B. 549, the legislation would have been overturned as unconstitutional.

Additionally, the Supreme Court dismissed the Montoy case because the legislature
represented to the Court (and the children of Kansas) that the new three-year, phased-in funding
scheme contained in S.B. 549 would remedy the constitutional deficiencies. The Court took
them at their word and dismissed the case, without remand. The Legislature then waited two
years and began cutting the promised funding back to levels that had clearly been shown to be
inadequate in the Montoy trial. Since the state has chosen to renege on its representations to the
Court concerning future levels of funding, the burden should be shifted to the State to show that
such levels are indeed constitutional. This trial should be conducted as a continued “remedy
phase” trial rather than forcing Plaintiffs to again prove that the prior school finance system (i.e.
the system that existed prior to the enactment of S.B. 549) was unconstitutional to then be able to
show that S.B. 549 did not fix the unconstitutionality.

" Unfortunately, the current funding scheme has even more flaws than S.B. 549 did at its
inception. S.B. 549, the Legislature’s cure-all to the unconstitutional funding scheme, was not
even fully funded when the Legislature began cutting additional funds from education. The
recent actions of Defendants have only compounded the constitutional flaws that existed in the
school funding scheme at the time of Montoy V. Defendants have further retreated from their
duties under the Constitution, state statutes, and the mandates of Montoy. The legislation at issue
is so clearly unconstitutional, that it should not be entitled to a presumption of constitutionality.

¢. Result of Defendants’ Breach

e Defendants’ cuts have reduced the funding levels that existed in 2008-09 by
$303,006,392. While the Montoy reforms have been cited as adding an estimated
$755.6 million to school funding, Montoy V, 282 Kan. at 19, the numerous cuts
enacted thus far have reduced the funding provided by the Montoy reforms by
40%. [Exhibit L].

¢ Kansas students have failed to perform at an acceptable level on state wide
assessments. For the 2008-2009 school year, Kansas did not meet the AYP
requirements of the National Assessment of Educational Progress, which Kansas
is required to participate in under NCLB. [See Kansas State Department of
Education Report Card 2008-2009, attached hereto as Exhibit M].

o While only 9.6% of white students did not test at a level of proficiency in
reading and 12.3% did not test at a level of proficiency in math, more than
30% of the following students did not test at a level of basic proficiency in
the 2008-2009 school year:
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s Students with Disabilities (30.6% reading, 32.8% math);
* English Language Learners (34.5% reading, 31.1% math); and

s African-Americans (31.8% reading, 36.2% math).

e For the 2007-2008 school year, Kansas did not meet the AYP requirements of the
National Assessment of Educational Progress, which Kansas is required to
participate in under NCLB. [See Kansas State Department of Education Report
Card 2007-2008, attached hereto as Exhibit NJ.

o While only 11% of white students did not test at a level of proficiency in

reading and 13.6% did not test at a level of proficiency in math, more than
30% of the following students did not test at a level of basic proficiency in
the 2007-2008 school year:

s Students with Disabilities (33.4% reading, 35.1% math);
» English Language Learners (36.5% reading, 31.7% math);
»  African-Americans (32.9% reading, 38.7% math); and

» Hispanics (31% reading).

¢ Kansas is failing to meet its own AYP goals and federal standards under NCLB:
sixty-three school buildings within the four plaintiff-districts did not make AYP.

e Kansas schools do not have enough money to fund the education that state and
federal laws require them to provide.

4814-5141-2742.1

o Wichita has considered the following drastic measures to meet budget:

close its alternative schools; utilize a four-day school week; reduce its
staff by eliminating paraprofessionals, custodial, security, and
maintenance employees; and eliminate athletics, fine arts, and after school
programs.

Hutchinson has considered: increase its class sizes; reducing library
services and counseling services; eliminating FACS, music, art, all-day
kindergarten, day care center, and school resource services; reducing
technology; reducing staff, including custodial, clerical, and maintenance
positions and nurses; and reducing student activities.

Kansas City has considered: eliminating music, drama, athletics, and
student activities; utilizing a four-day school week; reducing maintenance
and custodial staff; and limiting costs of transportation.
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o Dodge City has considered: eliminating summer school, professional
development activities, all-day kindergarten, athletics, and student
activities; increasing class sizes; and limiting its maintenance staff.

o The failures of the Legislature have negatively affected school children in Kansas.

3) A STATEMENT OF THE AMOUNT OF MONETARY DAMAGES AND SPECIFIC RELIEF
REQUESTED:

The Plaintiffs request the following relief:

e A judgment declaring the current funding formula to be in violation of the Kansas
Constitution;

¢ A permanent injunction prohibiting Defendants from administering, enforcing,
funding, or otherwise implementing the unconstitutional provisions of the current
funding formula;

e The reasonable attorneys’ fees incurred in litigating this action;
e The costs of this action; and
e Such other juSt and equitable relief to which the Plaintiffs are entitled.

This Notice of Claims is sent pursuant to K.S.A. 72-64b02(a). Plaintiffs reserve their
right to pursue any other claims they have against Defendants in this matter. Please do not
hesitate to contact Plaintiffs’ attorneys if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

Kutak Roc Some‘j;:l Robb & Robb
pe John S. Robb

Attachments
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Session ends; some expect big budget deficit in '08

By Chris Moon

The Capital-Journal

Published Thursday, May 11, 2006

The Legislature adjourned its 2006 session Wednesday
night, leaving town with a large school funding plan but
a slate of expected budget problems on the horizon.
The 93-day affair started and ended with bipartisan
gestures -- and had a few partisan moments in between.
Legislative leaders gave themselves high marks. They
helped usher through a multiyear school funding bill
that they hope will satisfy Kansas Supreme Court
demands for additional education funding.

"1 think the people of Kansas were well-served,” said
House Speaker Doug Mays, R-Topeka, who gavelled
out the last of four sessions as leader of the House.

In last-minute action, lawmakers passed a highly touted
tax cut on business machinery and equipment and sent
Gov. Kathleen Sebelius a bill that would reform
campaign finance laws. Lawmakers also passed major
legislation boosting penalties for sexual offenders and a
bill that allows Kansans to carry concealed weapons.
The Legislature also put one more stake in the heart of
casino gambling in Kansas and rcbuffed attempts to
repeal a law that provides more affordable tuition rates
to illegal immigrants.

But school funding was the talk of the Statehouse in the
session's last day.

From her Statehouse office, Gov. Kathleen Sebelius
talks Wednesday about what the Legislature
accomplished this session. She said she will sign a
$541 million school finance bill.

Lawmakers remain under a Kansas Supreme Court
mandate to increase what they spend on the state's
elementary and secondary schools. The Legislature
made its effort to comply late Tuesday when the House
and Senate approved a three-year, $541 million schools
plan.

The plan was criticized lightly even by its supporters.
But Sebelius said Wednesday she would sign the bill,
which adds large amounts of new money to programs
for students in poverty.

“All in all, the 2006 session will go down as a victory
for schools,"” Sebelius said during a session-ending
news conference. "That's probably the most significant
statement the Legislature has ever made, in history,
about our willingness to close that learning gap."”
Bipartisan support

By Wednesday, the session seemed to have looped
around back to where it started in January when
lawmakers began 2006 with a legislative study that
suggested at least a $399 million increase in public
school spending.

Early on, legislative leaders from both parties pledged
to work toward passing a bipartisan, multiyear school
funding plan.

But as the cost of such proposals were projected several
years into the future, the state's budget picture soured.
Many Republicans, cspecially conservatives, began
resisting passage of large school funding plans.

In fact, the school finance bill that will become law,
which is similar to many others contemplated by
lawmakers during the session, is projected to leave the
state with a $422 million budget deficit by mid-2008.
But by Tuesday, a mix of Democrats and moderate and
conservative Republicans voted to approve the bill --
citing practicality and downplaying the fiscal concerns.
The group was led by Mays and House Minority
Leader Dennis McKinney, D-Greensburg, who spent
much of the session on opposite sides on schools.
"Somectimes in the session, everyone needs to voice
their views, and it takes time to converge on an
agreement,” McKinney said. "No one came out losers.”
Sebelius' signature would send the bill back into the
court system where attorneys for two Kansas school
districts are cxpected to argue the plan doesn't meet the
Legislature's constitutional duty to fund public schools.
Attorneys for the state will argue the opposite.
Lawmakers spent much of Wednesday speculating on
what the court would do.

"I hope they wouldn't do anything that would cause a
special session,” Mays said.

Tax cuts

Meanwhile, the Legislature finished its session by
passing a bill that would eliminate property taxes on
new business machinery and equipment.

Lawmakers rejected the notion it was irresponsible to
reduce revenues -- by an estimated $123 million over
three years -- in the face of a budget deficit. The
measure passed 28-11 in the Senate and 109-10 in the
House.

"It's the one thing we can do to stimulate capital
investors,” said Rep. Tom Thull, D-North Newton. "If
it means new facilities, new employees -- if it just
means survival -- any one of those would be a benefit to
our Kansas communities."

Some voted against the bill, which was proposed by
Sebelius, because of its potential impact on local
government. The bill lays out a plan by which the state
would reimburse counties for tax revenue lost under the
tax cut.

But some said those reimbursements weren't enough.
"People I represent have little to gain by this
endeavor," said Senate Majority Leader Derek
Schmidt, R-Independence, who voted "no."



Wins and losses

On the last vote of the session, the House struggled to
pass the state's final budget for the fiscal year that starts
July 1. Most Democrats opposed the spending package
-- which funds government agencics, highway programs
and schools -- saying Republicans ignored their pleas to
include more money for health care programs.

"It was their budget. They had to pass it," Thull said.
The bill initially locked as if it would fail, but garnered
just enough support for passage, 65-49.

Barring higher-than-expected revenue collections, the
budget is projected to leave the state facing a deficit in
2008.

Sebelius and others had hoped the Legislature would
pass a bill to expand casino gambling in Kansas to try
to stave off a budget deficit. But an 11th-hour
procedural vote in the House to bring gambling to a
debate failed Wednesday 72-44.

Meanwhile, Democrats lamented the Legislature didn't
do more to address the rising cost of health care.
Sebelius had recommended bolstering a program that
helps small businesses provide health insurance to their
employees and offer health care to all children in
Kansas under age §.

"It's not really about spending money. It's about choices
made," Sebelius said.

The Legislature also didn't resolve a bill that would
have restricted the funeral protests of Topeka's
Westboro Baptist Church. The House and Senate
couldn't agree whether to exempt public areas to protect
the state from a free speech lawsuit.

Pastor Fred Phelps has been traveling the country
during the past year to hold anti-gay pickets at the
funerals of slain U.S. soldiers.

Congress on Tuesday passed a bill to prohibit
protesters from disrupting funcral services at national
cemeterijes.

"1 find it a little ironic that nationally, they can come
together on a bill and we can't mobilize the kind of will
in Kansas to make a similar statement," Sebelius said.
"Picketing funerals of soldiers is despicable.”

Mays agreed: "I'm disappointed we weren't able to pass
something with any teeth."

SENATE ROLL CALL

The Senate voted 28-11 to approve a bill that would
eliminate taxes on new business machinery and
equipment.

Voting yes: Allen, Apple, Barnett, Barone, Brownlece,
Bruce, Donovan, Emler, Francisco, Huelskamp, Jordan,
Journey, Kelly, McGinn, Morris, O'Connor, Ostmeyer,
Palmer, Petersen, Pine, Pyle, Vicki Schmidt, Schodorf,
Umbarger, Vratil, Wagle, Wilson, Wysong.

Voting no: Betts, Brungardt, Gilstrap, Goodwin, Haley,
Hensley, Lee, Derek Schmidt, Steineger, Taddiken,
Teichman.

Not presont: Reita,

HOUSE ROLL CALL

The House voted 109-10 to approve a bill that would
eliminate taxes on new business machinery and
equipment.

Voting yes: Aurand, Ballard, Beamer, Brown, Brunk,
Burgess, Carlin, Carlson, Colloton, Cox, Craft, Crow,
Dahl, Davis, DeCastro, Decker, Dillmore, Faber, Faust-
Goudeau, Flaharty, Flora, Freeborn, Garcia, Geroge,
Goico, Gordon, Grange, Grant, Hawk, Hayzlett, Henry,
Hill, Holland, Carl Holmes, Mitch Holmes, Horst,
Huebert, Huff, Humerickhouse, Huntington, Hutchins,
Huy, Dan Johnson, Everett Johnson, Kelley, Kelsey,
Kilpatrick, Kinzer, Kirk, Knox, Kuether, Landwehr,
Lane, Light, Loganbill, Loyd, Lukert, Mah, Mast,
Masterson, Mays, McCreary, McKinney, McLeland,
Menghini, Merrick, Frank Miller, Melody Miller, Jim
Morrison, Judy Morrison, Myers, Neufeld, O'Neal,
Oharah, Olson, Otto, Owens, Pauls, Peck, Phelps,
Pilcher-Cook, Pottorff, Powell, Powers, Proehl, Roth,
Ruff, Sawyer, Schwab, Schwartz, Stephanie Sharp,
Shultz, Siegfreid, Sloan, Storm, Svaty, Swenson,
Tafanelli, Thull, Treaster, Vickrey, Ward, Watkins,
Weber, Wilk, Williams, Wolf, Yoder, Yonally.
Voting no: Burroughs, Feuerborn, Gatewood,
Henderson, Long, Peterson, Ruiz, Bonnie Sharp,
Trimmer, Winn.

Not voting: Bethell, Carter, Edmonds, Kiegerl,
Krehbicel, O'Malley.

Chris Moon can be reached at (785) 233-7470 or
chris.moon@cjonline.com.
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The budget hole has been lmoWn for
years and would have existed evcn =
without the recession. :

Beginning Balance

Tax Reductions Approved (Total SGF Impact
Including Net Transfers)

Receipts (April 2005 Consensus) - 4.0 Percent Growth
in FY 2008 and FY 2009)

Adjusted Receipts
Total Available

K-12 Additional Funding - $466.2 Million Over 3 Years (SB 549)

Less All Other Expenditures

Totai Expenditures

Ending Balance

Ending Balance as a Percentage of Expenditures

Receipts Above Expenditures

Footnotes:

State General Fund Profile — FY 2005 - FY 2009 (Amounts in Miliions)

Approved Approved Revised Projected Projected
FY 2005 FY 2006 FY 2007 FY 2008 FY 2009
$ 3275 % 478.7 $ 6204 $ 3966 $ (3.4)
0.0 0.0 (17.5) (44.1) (61.4)
48413 5,308.7 53101 54075 56114
4,841.3 5,308.7 5,282 8 5,363.4 5.550.0
$ 51688 $ 57874 $ 591308 57600 $ 55466
- - 194.5 148.0 122.7
4,690.1 5.167.0 5,321.8 5614.4 5,850.5
4,690.1 $.167.0 5516.4 5,763.4 5,973.2
$ 478.7 § 6204 $ 3566 $ (34)$ (426.6)
10.2% 12.0% 72% 0.1) T.)%
$ 1512 § 1417 § (223.8) § .0) § (423.2)

1) FY 2006 and FY 2007 expenditures are as approved by the 2006 Legislature.

2) FY 2006 revised receipts and FY 2007 projected receipts reflect the estimates of the Consensus

adjusted for legistation.

3) FY 2008 base receipts assume a 4.0 percent grawth, plus year-to-date recsipts abov
obligations (i.e., SRS and Aging caseloads, KPERS, and KDOT bonds, etc.) Other a

4) $466.2 million in new K-12 Funding FY 2007 - FY 2009 - S

Thls statc g&neml fund profile was ptepart:d ', Bi
after the Montoy 'three~year funding plan, SB 5 !
that Jawmakers knew that the state cndmg ce
the hole at the end of the three years. During this 1
legislature continued to cut revenues (taxes) k
meet their const;mtmnal obhganon to fund hy

r—d4n-aca0.00439 and SB 404 - total impact on the SGF, incl

FY 20Q7 level.

ing net transfers).

venue estimatihg group as of April 17, 2008, as

estimates; and expenditres include out-year significant
s of government are frozen at

H:\O1BASKET\FF SGF Profile 2006.wpd







Estimated Effect of Tax Reductions and Increases
Enacted since 1995
Dollars are in Millions

EY 1995 EY 1996 EY 1997 FEY 1998  EY 1999 [EY 2000 FY 200t EY 2002 FY 2003 FY 2004  EY 2005

Property Taxes:

Car Tax Reductions - § 267§ 689 § 955 § 9.6 $ 1049 S 1065 $ 1080 § 109.6 $ 1118 3 140
General Property Tax Reduction - - § - % 156 § 2675 § 3262 § 3389 § 3623 $ 3784 5 3935 § 4093
Propenty Tax Subtotal $ - 3 27 S 689 § 2011 § 364t § 4314 S 4454 § 4704 S 4880 S 5053 § 5233

lncomic Taxcs:
Military Recruitment Bonuses
Homestead Program - Indexation
Soc Sec Exemption
Historic Preservation Tax Credits
Honestead Program Expansion
Franchise Tax Phase Qut
Various Tax Credits
Endangered Specics Tax Credit

- - - 8 15 3 1.5 3 Ii5 8 5§ 1 -
“Tax Credil far Adoptions - - S 0.t $ (VA 1 01 3 ol s 02 $ 02 3 03 3 04
Single Income Rate Reductions -- - - 3 163 § 393 % 493 § 515 § 538 § 562 $ 587 $ 6l4
tncrcase Standard Deduction .- - - s - $ 184 ¥ 144 § 46 $ 148 § 150 $ 152§ 154
Increase Personal Exemption - - - 3 - s 363 § 288 § 297§ 306 $ 316§ 326 § 337
Tax Credit for Business Machincry - - - 3 - s 70 § 108 § 108 § 174§ 203 § 208§ 19.0
Eurncd Income Tax Credit - -- - 3 3 198 § 210 § 214§ 238 § 4406 3 451 3§ 473
Food Sales Tax Rebaie - - - 3 - s 236 $ 259 § 252§ 256 § 322 § 316 S 346

Qil Property Tax Credits - - - 8 -3 15 § 48 § 28 - 3 -

Altemative Fuel Credits - - - 8 - M $ 02 § 02 § - s .
Education Savings Program - - - 5 - s - 8 b 0 3 40 § 40 $ 40§ 4.0
Agricullure Loan Privilege Tax Credit - - - S . s R $ s 08 S 08 § 08 § 08 S 0.8
Farm Loss Camrybacks - - s - s s - 04 $ 04 S 04 S 04 § 04
income Tax Subtotal § —~  § -3 S 179 § 1475 S 168 § 4630 5 17i4 5 20017 S 2119 5 270
Replace tnheriiance Tax with Estate Tax - - : - S 305 § 0633 S 664 § 69.7 § 732 8 169 $ £0.7

Phasing Out of Estate Tax

Sales Tax Excmptions fur:
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New Coastruction Services $ 248 17.7% 185 §$ 194 § 203 % 212§ 21 3 26 ¢ 232 9§ 2139 § 245
Ulilities Consumed during the

Production Process s - $ 124 S 130 3 136 § 143 § 149 § 155 § 158 § 163 § 167 § 172
Residential Remodeling s - 5 - S s s 147 § 166 $ 173 177 § 182 § 18.7 S 192
Major Component Parts Exemption b T  J Y - s - 3 id § 16 § 1.7 8 7 s 138 3 i8S K"/
Grain Storage and Transporntation s - s - s s - s - s 1.1 s 08 § $ - H - $
Propcrty Consumed in One Year s s - S s - s s 05 § 0s S 0s s 0s S 0s § 05
licatth Clinic Exemptions S s . s - s s Y 02 § 02 § 02 § 02 § 02 § 02
Inegrated Plant Exemptions [4 - s s . s s - b9 - s 39 S 40 41 S 42 S 3
Sales Tax on Used Vehicles s 50
Repair of Transmission Lines
Various Other Exemptions 5 s i8 s i% $ 20 § 97 § 107 § 110 s 12 s e $ 19 s 122

SalesTax Subtotal § 21§ 319 § 334 § 350 § 604 § 668 § 130 3 7138 § 58 § 79 s 85.0

Scverance Taxes: .
Production Exemptions - - s - s 27§ 46 S 16 § 46 3 46 S 46 § 46

insurance Premiums Taxes - -~ - 8 15 § 216 §$ 266 $ 26 $ 241§ 196 $ 15s¢ § 120
Privilege Taxces b

84 § 88 § 92 § 97 § 02 § 106 % Ho
Reductions in Employers’
Uncmployment Contributions 97.4 103.8 110.7 119.8 1242 - - - -

Total Tax Reductions $ 995 § 1624 § 2130 § 3853 § 7594 $ 7580 § 7902 § 8237 § 84 S %022 $ 936
Cumulative Reductions $ 995 § 2619 $ 4749 § 8602 § 16196 S 23776 § 14678 $ 39915 § 48646 S 57667 3 63004
Total w/o Reduction in Employers

Uncmployment Contnibutions s2.1 $58.6 s$1023 $265.5 3$635.2 $758.0 $790.2 $8237 $873.1 § 9022 § 9136
Cumulative Reductions wio Employers $21 § 607 5 1638 S 4285 S 10637 § 18217 5 26119 5 34356 § 43087 § 52108 5 61445°

Unemployinent Contsibutions
Tax lncreascs $ 2520 § 2950 § 3040
Cumulative lucreases s 252.0 5370 R510




Estimated Flscal Notes for Selected Yax Cuts Enacted Siace 2005 ‘
. ! ‘ ]
R .’(s'mﬁui&}\;)_ B R D D T D O O R .
) __Ll:]; vBrnsf Description T, B “_I' " -..._,_j T —‘E ~go—§ m £Y2007 F?vzm——é- m__ Ff;g—g £Y gg;;-— iFY 2012 [FY 2013 thru FY 13 |
IS8 256 linc Tax Exemption - Military Recruitment Bonuses | $0.000{ -50.587{ -$0.622| -$0.660] -$0.699] -$0.741] -$0.786] -$0.833] -50.883] _ -$5.810
8133 |Homestead Program - Indexation) [ 1 “soo000] ~$0.000] -$0.025] -s0.050{ -so.07s[ -$0.100{ -$0125| -so.asol -$0.175 -$0.700:
SB 23 Repeal of "Clunker” Sales Tax on Used Vehicles . -$5.000] -65.175] -$5.356] -$5.544] -$5.738{ -$5.939 -$6.147| -56.362] -$6.584 -$51.845;
2005 [SB138 _ [Certain Vax Credits | | ! . _-$0.500] -50.500{ -$0.500{ -$0.500{ -$0.500| -$0.500| -$0.500] -$0.500{ -$0.500! ~ -$4.500)
2005 |HB 2040 !Saies Tax Ex- Hearing Aid Repair |+ 1 go000] $0.093] -$0.096] 60100 $0.103] -50.107| 0.110] -$0.114] 50.118] _ -s0.842
2005 HB 2222 !indiv Dvipment Account Program i -$0.503] -50.503] -$0.503; -$0.503| -$0.503| -50.503] -$0.503] -$0.503} -50.503 -$4.527
2006 _{SB 365 :Phasing Out of Estate Tax _ o E i__$0.000{ $0.000{ $0.000] -$9.000{ -$20.000{ -$37.000 -$47.000| -$52.000{ -$52.000; -5217.
2006 (SB404  iNumerous Sales Tax Exemptlons T T T T Ts0.000]  $0000] $12.702] -515448] $17.291] -$8.173| -$8.630| -610.087| -$11.546|  -583.877
_2006_HB2583 MandE T [ T 0000 $0.000] -$3.500] -527.162[ -542.737] -558.905| -563.698] -$62.729| -$68.869) _-$327.600,
2007 HB 2031 !Soc Sec Exemgtion and EITC Expansion i $0.000| $0.000!  $0.000| -$12.900] -$19.400{ -$21.300] -$23 400 525300 $26.135{  -$128.935
2007 |HB 2171 'sales Tax Exemptions - Various | o $0.000] "$0.000] $0.000 -50.650] -50.673] -50.696| -$0.721] -s0.7a6| -$0.772 -$4.258]
| 2007 IHB 2240 iSales Tax Ex - Repair of Transmission Lines $0.000]  $0.000] $0.000] -$3.000{ -$3.387| -$3.506| -$3.629] -$3.756] -$3.887]  -521.165
| 2007 B 2405 Historic Preservation TaxCredits | || $0.000] $0.000] _$0.000| -$0.575| -$0.575| -50.575| -$0.575| -50.575| -$0.575| _ -$3.450
2007 {HB 2476 Homestead Program Expansion [ T T s0.000] $0.000] _ $0.000] -610.500| -$11.000] -$11.600| -512.200] -$12.800] -$13.500]  -571.600
2007 _ [HB 2264 Franchise Tax Phase Out i ' s0000] $0.000] $0.000| -$7.000| -$16.500] -$26.500 -$37.000| -$48.000| -$50.000|  -$185.000
2007 (HB 2004 iVarious Tax Credits | ! 1 " 7$0.000{ $0.000] $0.000] -$4.100] -54.100] -54.100] -$4.100{ -$4.100{ -$4.100{  -524.60Q
2007 |HB 2540 :Business Disaster Sales Tax Rehef ] i I $0.000] $0.000] -50.400] -$1.600f $0.000] $0.000] $0.000| $0.000] $0.000 -$2
2008 |HB 2434 _!Omnibus Tax Bill Includes Corporate Rate Cut o _f $0.000( $0.000) $0.000| $0.000| $0.141] $0.141] $0.139| $1.079] $1. 078 $2.578
Total These Bills | B | : [ 36.003] -$6.858] -$23.704] -$99.291]-$143.140|-$180.104, -5208.985] -5227.975| $239.070] -$1,135.13
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At the request of Alan Conroy, 1 have assembled a list of some of the tax policy changes
enacted since the 2000 session, along with the bill numbers. Generally, the fiscal notes we have
at this point in time still associated with legislation prior to 2005 are sketchy at best.

What | have done, however, is assemble a table to briefly quantify certain tax cuts which
have been enacted over the last four years. This table includes the 2008 omnibus tax bill, which
is actually slightly revenue-positive.

I should point out that while the fiscal note associated with the machinery and equipment
property tax exemption enacted in 2006 is generally associated only with the loss of revenue to
the state’s 21.5 mills and the partial (“slider”) replacement revenues, a much larger tax cut will
in fact result from a reduction in local property taxes for the owners of this subclass of property.
It is anticipated that almost all of the property taxes paid by business machinery and equipment
owners, which was $234 million in tax year 2005, will be gone from the tax base within a period
of years once most of the property has been replaced.

Anothet observation perhaps worthy of mention is the fact that by choosing to not
decouple in 2008, the Kansas Legislature eﬁ'ectlvely awd to an additional $87 million in state
tax cuts that, by virtue of our conformity to federal tax law, were enacted by the U. S. Congress.
The attached table does not reflect this reduction in state revenue.

The table indicates that the estimated amount of tax cuts enacted over the last four
sessions for FY 2009, the current fiscal year, is already over $143 million. For FY 2010, the
amount is expected to be over $180 million, absent any further changes in law. Froma
cumulative staridpoint, tax cuts enacted the last four years are about $1.135 billion thru FY 2013.

Selected Tax Changes Since 2000

Sales tax exemption for grain storage extended - SB 59 (2000);

“Telephonestead” income tax credits —~ SB 226 (2000);

Use of farm net operating loss carrybacks expanded — SB 226 (2000);

“Integrated plant” sales tax exemption codified, refunds provided - HB 2011 (2000);
Tax incentives for independent power producers — HB 2266 (2001);

Tax exemption for eligible electric generation facilities — HB 2245 (2001);

Income tax credit for abandoned-well plugging made permanent — SB 45 (2001);
Property tax exemption expansion for farm storage and drying equipment — SB 138 (2001);
Expansion of Job Investment Credit Act — SB 146 (2001);

Income tax credit for business research and development — HB 2055 (2001);

Income tax credit for historic preservation — HB 2128 (2001);

Certified capital formation company tax credits — HB 2505 (2002);

Business machinery and equipment tax credits expanded - SB 39 (2002);

Tax credits made available to railroads for first time — SB 39 (2002);

Special apportionment formula for investment funds service corporations — SB 39 (2002);
Diversion of tire manufacturer employee withholding tax - SB 39 (2002);

Low cost (8250 to $400) exemption expansion for business machinery — SB 39 (2002);

989466



Agricultural land capitalization rate change lowers property tax value — SB 39 (2002);
Increase in sales tax from 4.9 to 5.3 percent — SB 39 (2002);

Increase in cigarette tax from 24 to 79 cents per pack - SB 39 (2002);

Reimposition of succession/inheritance tax on certain heirs — SB 39 (2002);

Historic preservation credits expanded — SB 39 (2002),

Various taxpayer fairness provisions — SB 39 (2002);

IMPACT program expanded yet again — SB 565 (2002);

Tax credit for port authority debt retirement ~ HB 2586 (2002);

Motor fuel tax increase 2 cents per gallon — HB 3011 (2002);

Sales tax rate of 5.3 made permanent - SB 265 (2003);

Statewide STAR bond (sales tax diversion) authority expansion — Sub HB 2208 (2003),
Employee withholding tax diversion (bonds) for major manufacturers — SB 281 (2003);
Tax amnesty — HB 2005 (2003);

Streamlined sales tax compliance provisions — HB 2005 (2003);

Succession tax repealed retroactive to enactment -~ HB 2005 (2003);

Estate tax filing exemption threshold to mirror federal in 2007 — HB 2005 (2003);
Retailers given temporary choice re sourcing (streamlined) — Sub SB 147 (2004),
Increase in franchise tax - Sub SB 147 (2004);

Imposition of presumptive sales tax on certain private car sales — Sub SB 147 (2004);
Diversion of revenues authorized for biosciences industry — HB 2647 (2004);

Further expansion of IMPACT program — HB 2647 (2004);

Rural business development tax credit — HB 2647 (2004);

Angel investor tax credit — HB 2647 (2004);

Sales tax exemption for computer software customization services — Sub SB 147 (2004);
Decelerated sales tax remittance schedule for certain retailers — Sub SB 147 (2004);
Repeal of presumptive sales tax on private care sales — SB 23 (2005);

Tax credits for employment of math/science teachers — SB 138 (2005),

Qualified manufacturer act authorizes diversion/return of withholding tax — HB 2265 (2005);
Further expansion of IMPACT program — HB 2265 (2005);

Six-year extension of sales tax exemption associated with enterprise zones - HB 2164 (2005),
Expansion of rural business and community entrepreneurship tax credits — SB 324 (2006);
Reaffirming phase-out of estate tax — SB 365 (2006);

Tax credit for employment of ex-military personnel -~ SB 432 (2006);

Property tax exemption for business machinery and equipment — HB 2583 (2006);
Extend rural business development tax credit sunset by five years— HB 2004 (2007);
Tax credit for certain film production activities — HB 2004 (2007);

Expansion of angel investor tax credit act — HB 2004 (2007),

Extend sunset on STAR bond authority by five years — HB 2005 (2007);

Phase out and ultimate repeal of corporation franchise tax — HB 2264 and SB 215 (2007)
Income tax exemption for certain social security benefits - HB 2031 (2007);
Single-factor apportionment formula for certain manufacturers — SB 240 (2007) ;
Homestead program expansion — Sub HB 2476 (2007);

Eamed income tax credit expansion — HB 2031 (2007);

Property tax exemption for nuclear generation facilities — HB 2038 (2007)
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Income tax incentives for biofuels - HB 2038 (2007)

Income tax incentives for renewable electric cogeneration —~ HB 2038 (2007)

Property and income tax incentives for waste heat utilization systems — HB 2038 (2007)
Expansion of certain incentives to all biomass-to-energy plants — HB 2038 (2007)

Sales tax exemption for certain storm-damaged business purchases — HB 2240 (2007)
Corporate rate cut and various apportionment provisions — S Sub HB 2434 (2008)
Disaster relief income tax credits for business investments — S Sub HB 2434 (2008)
Safe Senior Property Tax Credits — S Sub HB 2434 (2008)

Disaster-related sales tax exemptions — S Sub HB 2434 (2008)
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FROM:

SUBJECT:

February 17, 2009

Dale M. Dennis, Deputy
Commissioner of Education

HOUSE SUBSTITUTE FOR SUBSTITUTE FOR
SENATE BILL 23 FOLLOWING GOVERNOR'S ACTION

Attached is a computer printout (SF9069) which provides the effects of House Substitute for
Substitute for Senate Bill 23 following the Governor’s action. This bill provides for a $33
adjustment in base state aid per pupil and one percent in special education.

Please review the column explanation carefully.

Column 1 --

2 .-

COLUMN EXPLANATION
2008-09 Estimated FTE enrollment
2008-09 Estimated effects of a $33 adjustment in BASPP
2008-09 Estimated adjustment in special education state aid

2008-09 Total adjustments (Column 2 + 3)

h:leg:Govemnor's Action—SF9069--2-17-09

2009SB23KSDEprintoutSF9069GovVeto.pdf




2/17/2009 — Coll | _Co2 1 _Coi3 ] Col4
o T O TERNOR S ALLOTIMEST AND wETC
2008-09 2008-09 Est. 2008-09 Est. 2008-09 Est.
_usb FTE Enroliment | GSA Reduction Sped Total Reductions
No. County Name USD Name (includes MILT) $33.00 Reduction {Col 2 + Cal 3)

101|Neosho Erie 550.0 -34,007 9,753 -43,760!
102|Gray Cimarron-Ensign 658.2 -35,907 -5,818 -41,726
103|Cheyenne Cheyiin 130.0 -10,788 -1,445 -12,233
105|Rawling Rawlins County 3175 -18,355 -3,408 -21,762
106|Ness Western Plains 159.0 -12,213 -2,114 -14,327
107} Jewell Rock Hills 265.0 0 -3,195 -3,195
108|washington Washington Co. Schools 400.0 0 -6,303 -6,303
109]|Republic Republic County 479.0 0 -6,790! -6,790
110[Phillips Thunder Ridge 232.0 0 -3,755 -3,755
200{Greeley Greeley County 2120 -14,985 -1,699 -16,684
202{Wyandotte Turner 3,830.0 -178,154 -35,211 -213,365
203;Wyandotte Piper 1,584.0 -60,938 -10,309 71,246
204|Wyandotte Bonner Springs 2,285.0 -99,630 -17,181 -116,811,
205{Butler Bluestem 599.0 -34,478| . -6,769 ~41,248
206[Butler | [Remington-whitewater | su4l 9063l 5793 34856
207|Leavenworth  |Ft. Leavenwarth 1,829.8 66,957 -12,919 -79,876
208|Trego WaKeeney 443.5 -24,318 4,339 28,657,
209|Stevens Moscow 208.2 -14,834 -1,539 -16,373
210{Stevens Hugoton 947.7 49,233 -6,564 -95,797
211(Norton Norton 683.7 -34,736 -8,496 -43,231
212{Norton Northern Vailey 206.5 -14,319 -2,619 -16,938
213|Norton West Solomon 38.0 -3,640 -722 -4,362
214|Grant Ulysses 1,591.0 -72,362 -10,603 82,965
215|Kearny Lakin 637.0 -36,610 4,176 -40,786
216(Kearny Deerfield 278.0 -19,655 -2,285 -21,940
217|Morton Rolla 200.0 -13,626 -1,558 -15,183
218]Morton Elkhart 676.5 -35,102 -4,040 -39,142
219|Clark Minneola 271.0 -15,540 -2,903 -18,442
220|Clark Ashiand 216.0 -14,002 -2,474 16,476
223|Washington Barnes 336.3 -20,262 -4,419 -24,681
224|Washington Qifton-Clyde 294.0 -17,784 -3,928 21,711
225|Meade fowler 162.0 -12,210 -2,002 -14,212
226|Meade Meade 458,9 -25,717 4,509 -30,225
227{Hodgeman Jetmare 253.0 -16,041 -3,004 -19,045
228/Hodgeman Hanston 72.5 -5,693 -964 -6,657
229/Johnson Bive Valley 19,953.6 -775,302 -203,147 978,449
230|lohnson Spring HiHl 2,419.6 -97,406 -16,146 <113,552]
231}Johnson Gardner-Edgerton 4,347.4 -176,913 -41,575 -218,488
232|Johnson DeSato 6,071.9 -252,282 -54,389 -306,671
233}Johnson Olathe 25,222.4 -1,018,783 -300,222 -1,319,005
234|8ourbon Ft. Scott 1,947.5 -87,417 -12,938 -100,355,
235]Bourbon Uniontown 434.0 -27,327 -3,879 -31,206|
237|Smith Smith Center 446.0 -25,816 5,792 -31,608
239|Ottawa North Ottawa Co. 602.9 -31,492 5,721 -37,213
240/Ottawa Twin Valley 610.5 -33,003 -5,890 -38,894
241|Wallace Wallace 193.5 -13,622 -2,195 -15,818
242{wallace Weskan 1025 -8,286 -1,086 -9,372
243|Coffey Lebo-Waverly 548.0 -29,489 -5,380, -34,869
244 (Coffey Burlington . 823.5 -41,712 ~13,279 -54,991
245|Coffey LeRoy-Gridley 260.0 -15,936 -2,969 -18,905

" 246 Crawford Northeast 530.0 .32,970 5,407 -38,377

~247|Crawford Cherokee 706.5 -39,584 -7,281 -46,864

248|Crawford Girard 997.0 -50,078 9,264] 59,341
249|Crawford Frontenac B27.5 -39,749 6,489 -46,237
250|Crawford Pittsburg 2,638.1 -121,968 -23,239 -145,207
251|Lyon North Lyon Co. 513.0 -30,258 4,925 -35,183
252|Lyon Southern Lyon Co. 509.4 -30,086 -5,865 -35,951
253iLyon Emporia 4,307.1 -220,097 -34,729 -254,826|
254|Barber Barber Co. 502.0 -28,073 6,373 -34,446
255{Barber South Barber Co. 221.0 -14,450 -2,636 -17,127
256(Allen Marmaton Valley 320.5 -20,077 -4,954 -25,031
257|Allen lola 1,396.0 -67,145 -18,872 -86,017
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2/17/2008 _ Col 1 Cot2 | Col 3 ! Cold
GOVERNOR S ALLCTMENT AND VETE
2008-09 2008-09 Est. 2008-09 Est. 2008-09 Est.
uso FTE Enroliment | GSA Reduction Sped Total Reductions
No, County Name USD Name (includes MILT) $33.00 Reduction {Col2 + Col 3)

258 Allen Humboldt 495.0 -27,179 -6,486 -33,664
259{Sedgwick Wichita 45,579.7 -2,198,655/ -430,327 -2,628,981
260|Sedgwick Derby 6,303.3 -254,070 -54,382 -308,452
261{Sedgwick Haysvitle 4,668.2 -205,115 -44,084 -249,16
262|Sedgwick Valley Center 2,5233 -100,393 -23,776 -124,169]
263|Sedgwick Mulvane 1,818.5 -71,099 -13,826 -84,925
264|Sedgwick Clearwater 1,282.5 -55,381 -11,714 -67,095
265|Sedgwick Goddard 4,833.5 -190,130 -39,386 -229,516
266{Sadgwick Maize 6,337.8 248,229 -54,551 -302,780
267|Sedgwick Renwick 1,9283 -75,191 -17,476 92,667
268|Sedgwick Cheney 782.3 -37,821 -6,446 44,267
269|Rooks Paico 154.0 -11,596 -2,444 -14,040;
270|Rooks Plainviile 3819 -20,754 -5,067 -25,820
271jRooks Stockton 298.0 -17,648 -4,094 -21,742
272[Mitcheil Wacanda 359.5 -22,011 -3,485 -25,496|
273|Mitchell Beloit 4 -35,633( o ...-83200 43,953

[ 27a|Logan Oakley 4127 -23,110 5,617] .28,727
275{Logan Triplains 86.5 -6,923 <740 7,663
279 Jewell Jewell 90.5 -8,369 -1,172 9,540
281i{Graham Graham County 368.4 -20,962 -5,135 -26,096
2821Elk Wast Elk 359.9 -22,552 6,903 -29,455
283(Elk Elk Valley 186.0 -13,523 -3,214 -16,737
284|Chase Chase County 4175 -25,172 4,406 -29,579
285(Chautauqua Cedar Vale 139.5 -10,045 -1,470 -11,515
286/Chautauqua Chautauqua 365.0 -21,962 4,481 -26,442
287|Franklin West Franklin 699.0 -41,286 -10,834 -52,120
288|Franklin Central Heights 547.0 -32,297 -5,229 -37,527
289|Franklin Wellsvilie 839.0 -40,649 8,602 -49,251
290{Franklin Ottawa 2,415.0 -109,253 -21,826 -131,079
291{Gove Grinnell 815 -7,164 -1,189 -8,353
292|Gove Wheatland 112.5 -9,732 -2,150 11,882
293|Gove Quinter 265.0 -16,259 4,046 -20,305
294:Decatur Oberlin 366.5 -21,698 -3,731 -25,429
297(Cheyenne St. Francis 297.5 -17,134 -2,036 419,170
298{Lincoln Lincoln 337.0 -19,602 -3,793 -23,395
299|Lincoin Sylvan Grove 1455 -10,289 -1,537 -11,827
300|Comanche Commanche County 309.8 -18,629 -3,819 -22,448|
303({Ness Ness City 2745 -15576 -2,794 -18,370

[ 30s|samne — [sana 69747]  -301009] 279783 -380,792
306(5akine Southeast of Saline 6806  -3599% -6,071 22,061
307{Saline Ell-Saline 451.2 25,064 -4,000 -29,064
308{Reno Hutchinson 4,553.6 -203,343 -38,509 -241,852]
309|Reno Nickerson 1,139.4 -58,615 -12,497 +71,111
310{Reno Fairfield 297.2 -20,450 4,860 -25,310]
311|Reno Pretty Prairie 2711 -16,480] -2,717 -19,197|
312{Reno Haven 993.0 49,253 -11,055 -60,308
313[Reno |8uhler 2,151.0 90,621 -25,241 -115,862
314{Thomas Brewster 91.5 -7,323 -1,331 -8,654
315{Thomas Colby 930.9 45,834 -10,153 -55,987
316(Thomas Golden Piains 189.4 -13,438 -3,062 -16,499
320|Pottawatomie |Wamego 1,293.0 -56,354 -14,649 -71,003
321|Pottawatomie  |Kaw Vailey 1,123.0 -52,757 -15,017 -67,774
322|Pottawatomie  |Onaga 317.5 -19,863 -2,960 -22,823
323(Portawatomie  [Westmoreland 818.5 41,494 -9,251 -50,746
325(Philllps Phillipsburg 655.5 -33,756 -8,095 -41,850
326|Phillips Logan 168.5 -12,075 -2,375 -14,450
327|Elisworth Ellswonnr 602.6 -32,739 -5,243 -37,982
328|Elisworth Lorraine 4530 -25,215 -3,980 -29,196!
329|Wabaunsee Alma 463.7 -26,945 -5,619 -32,564
330{wabaunsee Wabaunsee East 4735 -28,047 -7.592 -35,639
331jKingman Kingman 1,033.3 -50,375 -13,115 -63,490
332|Kingman Cunningham 176.5 -12,418 -2,868 -15,286
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333|Cloud Concordia 1,062.1 -53,285 -13,111 -66,396|
334/|Cloud Southern Cloud 2315 -15,530 -3,262 -18,792
335/Jackson North Jackson 360.0 -22,579 -3,181 -25,760)
336{Jackson Holton 1,053.3 -50,681 -10,431 -61,113i
337/Jackson Mayetta 913.6 -48,606 -10,015 -58,621
338|Jefferson Valley Falls 409.3 -22,839 4,291 27,130
339|Jefferson Jefferson County 487.5 -27,027 -5,884 -32,911
340|Jefferson Jefferson West 916.0 -44,649 -9,001 -53,650|
341)efferson « {Oskaloosa 523.6 -30,611 -8,578 -39,189|
342/Jefferson Mclouth 516.7 -28,661 -6,733 -35,393
343}Jefferson Perry 9323 -46,283 -10,084 -56,367,
344|Linn Pleasanton o _3_5_9.0 } -21,707 -2,778 . -24,485
345|Shawnee Seaman 3,4833 -141,857 -36,589 -178,446
346/Linn Jayhawk 525.9 -31,106 4,119 -35,225
347|Edwards Kinsely-Offerle 305.0 -19,711 -3,805 -23,516
348[Douglas Baldwin City Laseal 633 omaasl 68756
" 3a9[stafford  |stafford 2720 -16,685 2,945 119,630
350|stafford St. John-Hudson 362.2 -21,137 -4,529 -25,666
351/Stafford Macksville 302.2 -18,002 -3,369 -21,371
352[Sherman Goodland 906.4 -47,207 -9,275 -56,482
353(Sumner Wellington 1,664.0 -68,373 20,815 -89,188
354(Barton Claflin 22.1 -14,688 -3,250 -17,938|
355/Barton Ellinwood 418.0 -23,612 -4,938 -28,549
356{Sumner Conway Springs 527.9 -29,139 -5,498 -34,637
357!Sumner Belle Plaine 691.5 -37,769 -9,470 47,239
358|Sumner Oxford 342.6 -20,239 -4,918 -25,157
359!Sumner Argonia 187.0 -12,580 -2,543 15,123
360{Sumner Caldwell 2215 -14,774 -3,271 -18,045
361|Harper Anthony-Harper 823.7 -44,699 -10,885 -55,583
362{Unn Prairie View 933.5 -48,810 -13,735 -62,545
363|Finney Holcombd 865.5 -44,253 -5,848 -50,101
364|Marshall Marysville 733.2 -38,082 -9,418 -47,500
365jAnderson Garnett 1,107.2 -54,750 -11,221 -65,971
366{Woodson Woodson 401.5 -24,324 5,824 -30,148
367 |Miami Osawatomie 1,123.5 -57,849 -16,430 -74,279
368{Miami Paola 2,029.1 -83,219 -20,053 -103,272,
369|Harvey Burrton 244.2 -15,197| -2,349 -17,546
371(Gray Montezuma 224.2 -15,550 -1,785 -17,334
372)Shawnee Silver Lake o lasy -35,099 6,654] 41,753
373[Harvey Newton 33834 -144,289 3739 " 177,028
374{Haskell Sublette 460.9 -28,730 -3,207 -31,937
375|Butler Circle 1,595.0 -64,555 -12,263 76,818
376|Rice Sterling 524.1 -29,040 -6,840 -35,880
377{Atchison Atchison County 683.6 -37.412 -9,100 46,512
378|Riley Riley County 649.5 -34,337 6,630 ~40,967
379{Clay Clay Center 1,344.7 -59,799 -12,590 72,390
380/Marshall Vermillon 525.5 -29,057, -3,916 -32,973
381|Ford Spearville 3525 -18,708 -3,644 -22,352
382(Pratt Pratt 1,093.2 -54,546 -12,473 -67,019
383|Riley Manhattan 5,898.0 -235,775 62,612 T T 298,387
384/Riley Blue Valley 199.5 -13,853 -2,872 -16,725
385/8utler Andover 4,545.9 -180,474 -29,246 -209,719
386|Greenwood Madison-Virgit 226.5 -14,500 -2,680 -17,180
387|wilson Altoona-Midway 179.0 -14,306 -3,519 -17,825
388|Elis Ellis 368.1 -19,595 -4,229 -23,825
389|Greenwood Eureka 600.5 -34,561 -5,658 -40,218
390|Greenwood Hamilton o 99.5 -8,230 -1,662 9,892
392|Osborne Osborne 3348 -19,962 -5,407 -25,368
393|Dickinson Solomon 388.6 -22,212 -3,655 -25,867
394{Butler Rose Hill 1,663.4 -69,092 -13,532 -82,624
395(Rush LaCrosse 300.5 -17,503 -3,683 -21,186
396|Butler Douglass 778.1 -39,254 -7,582 -46,836
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397{Marion Centre 229.2 -16,088 -3,337, -19,425
398|Marlon Peabody-Burns 336.5 -20,368 5,262 -25,630
399|Russell Paradise 125.6 -10,346 -1,959 -12,305
400|McPherson Smoky Valley 1,017.4 -48,441 -10,191 -58,631
401{Rice Chase 140.5 -10,478 -1,983 ~12,460]
402|Butler Augusta 2,146.1 -85,866 -16,557 +102,423|
403{Rush Otis-Bison 171.5 -12,735 -2,946 -15,680
404{Cherokee Riverton 828.5 -43,507 -7,378 -50,885%
405Rice lyons 7371 -45,227 10,228 -55,454
406/Doniphan Wathena 402.0 -21,975 4,131 -26,105
407[Russell Russell 926.5 46,768 9,274 -56,042
408 |Marion Marion 597.8 31,937 -7,998 39,935
409/Atchison Atchison 1,581.5 -70,670 -19,292 -89,961
410|Marion Durham-Hills 590.8 -32,056) -8,828 -40,885
411|Marion Goessel 245.3 -15,078 -3,683 -18,760
412sheridan Hoxe 2935 _-16,698] 23100 19,008
413|Neosho Chanute 1,773.0 -89,701 -23,157 -112,858
415[Brown Hiawatha 843.8 -45,088 -12,351 -57,439|
416[Miami Louisburg 1,644.7 -66,964 -11,933 -78,897
417}Monis Morris County 765.4 41,303 -8,364 49,667,
418|McPherson McPherson 2,259.8 -89,981 -22,422 ~112,403
419|McPherson Canton-Galva 369.5 -21,618 -4,520| -26,138
420|0sage Osage City 6445 -34,228 -8,729 -42,957
421|0Osage Lyndon 431.0 -23,800 5,521 -29,321
422 Kiowa Greensburg 210.5 -16,124 -3,032 -19,156
423[McPherson Moundridge 437.0 -23,862 -4,223 -28,085
424|Kiowa Mullinville 2329 -10,557 -2,350 -12,907
425{Doniphan Highland 223.0 -14,830 -3,354 -18,184
426|Republic Pike Valley 253.5 -16,074 -3,251 -19,326;
428{Barton Great Bend 2,987.0 -137,699 -21,982 -159,681
429{Doniphan Troy 3395 -19,553 -3,950 -23,502
430(8rown Brown County 635.5 -38,042 -10,020 -48,062
431Barton Hoisingtan 607.5 -31,809 -6,246 -38,055
432|Ellis Victoria 256.0 -14,787 -2,898 -17,685
433|Doniphan Midway 160.9 -12,659 -3,034 -15,693
434|0sage Santa Fe 1,118.7 -54,153 -14,928 -69,081
435|Dickinson Abllene 1,504,2 -63,845 -13,336 -77,181
436{Montgomery Caney 810.6 -41,804 -6,073 47,877
437|{Shawnee _|Auburn Washburn o 53564 | @ -212,744] -61,157 273,901

" a38[pratt Skyline 358.0 -20,774 4,344 25,117
439|Harvey Sedgwick 533.0 -27,113 -4,730 -31,842
440]{Harvey Halstead 791.5 -40,376| -7,286 -47,662
441|Nemaha Sabetha 935.5 -45,540 -8,941 -54,481
442 Nema}E - Ne(np!u_a _Vgl_lgy____ e 439.0 __-_24,710 -4,39_1 -29,102

" Taa3fford  |Dodge City 5,584.2 -299,020 T 53,948 -352,968}

444 |Rice Little River 300.0 -17,705 -3,963 -21,668}
445 Montgomery Coffeyville 1,807.4 -85,107 -17,793 -102,900
446|Montgomery Independence 1,840.1 -81,536 -15,212 -96,749,
447 |Montgomery Cherryvale 881.0 -45,817 -6,773 -52,590
448(McPherson Inman 4429 -23,252 -4,214 -27,465
449iLeavenworth Easton 672.5 -35,178 -7,.973 -43,151
450 Shawnee Shawnee Heights 3,367.9 -140,788 -33,003 -173,791
451{Nemaha B&B 192.5 -13,184 -1,531 -14,715
452|Stanton Stanton County 423.2 -26,839 -3,160 -29,999
453|Leavenworth Leavenworth 3,875.2 -172,082 -41,879 -213,961
454)|Osage Burlingame 3300 18,365 4,027 -22,391
456|Osage Marals Des Cygnes 267.0 218,137 33,346 21,482
457|Finney Garden Clty 6,807.7 -330,703 -59,603 -390,306
458|Leavenworth Basehor-Linwood 2,166.0 -83,688 -16,020 -99,708,
459{Ford Bucklin 2331 -15,005 -2,713 -17,718
460|Harvey Hesston 820.1 -38,481 -7,268 45,749
461|Wilson Neodesha 718.7 -38,709 -6,828 -45,537|
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462|Cowley Central 336.5 -20,255 -3,243 -23,499)
463|Cowley Udall 3913 -21,490 -3,947 -25,436]
464|Laavenworth  [Tonganoxie 1,777.1 -75,874 -13,898 89,772|
465|Cowley Winfield 2,459.4 -104,353 -23,787 -128,139}
466/Scott Scott County 859.2 -45,217 5,795 51,012
467|Wichita Leot! 426.1 -25,941 -3,134 29,075
468(Lane Healy 73.5 6,861 -1,353 -8,213
469 |Leavenworth Lansing 2,408.0 -98,832 -17,831 -116,663|
470|Cowley Arkansas City 2,719.6 -129,027 -25,841 -154,868|
471{Cowley Dexter 173.0 -12,170 1,965 -14,135
473|Dickinson Chapman 970.5 -53417 -8,123 -61,540
474|Kiowa Haviland 138.5 -10,207 -1,655 -11,862
475|Geary Junction City 6,883.4 -302,600 -66,343 -368,943]
476|Gray Copeland 1125 -10,725 -1,033 -13,758)
477|Gray Ingalls 229.5 -16,513 .2,754 -19,267]
~__a79|Anderson Crest __ o _awe| 532 3727 19,048
" agolseward  |uberal 4,288.0 -213,659 .221,576 -236,235
481 |Dickinson Rural Vista 412.0 -24,417 4,131 -28,547!
482|Lane Dighton 253.0 -15,418 -2,542 17,960
483(Seward Kismet-Plains 714.5 47,857 6,286 -54,142
484|wilson Fredonia 743.8 -39,564 -7,283 -46,847]
486|Doniphan Eiwood 3124 -18,618 3,111 21,726
487|Dickinson Herington 511.8 -30,119 -2,978 -33,097

" 488{Marshall Axtel 296.9 -17,414 -2,793 -20,207
489[@"15 Hays 2,767.3 -118,784 -32,222 ~151,005|
490|Butler £l Dorado 1,996.2 -90,684 -17,529 -108,213
491|Douglas Eudors 1,396.3 -58,898 -12,851 -71,749
492{Butler Flinthitls 2948 17,790 -3,370 -21,160|
493|Cherokee Columbus 1,152.6 -58,222 -10,412 -68,634|
434 Hamiiton Syracuse 469.5 -28,918 -3,158 -32,076
495/Pawnee Ft. Larned 863.5 -43,900 -12,177, -56,077
496{Pawnee Pawnee Heights 148.2 -10,220 -1,991 -12,212
497{Douglas Lawrence 10,487.2 -434,778 -121,283 -556,061
498 |Marshall Valley Heights 363.0 -22,067 -5,468 -27,535
499{Cherokee Galena 730.5 40,402 -5,903 46,305
500{Wyandotte Kansas City 18,485.7 -971,431 -144,321 1,115,752
501|Shawnee Topeka 12,903.7 -600,491 -160,267 -760,758
502}Edwards Lewis 101.6 8,19 -1,475 -9,665

. so3liabette  parsons 133465700 79398
504|Labette Oswego 4736 26,704 -30,383)
505{labette Chetopa - St. Paul 503.8 -29,687 -5,892 -35,579

[ S06]Labette Labette County 1,581.2 -70,217 -14,765 -84,982
S07|Haskell Satanta 3435 -22,556 -2,533 -25,088
508|Cherokee Baxter Springs 926.5 47,824 -7,298 -55,122
509{Sumner South Haven 2265 -14,629 43,171 -17,800,
511{Harper Attica 141.5 -9,979 -1,739 -11,718
512{Johnson Shawnee Mission 26,580.0 -1,090,667 -249,671 -1,340,337
TOTALS 448,325.6 -20,880,532 4,464,507, -25,345,039
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March 27, 2009

FROM: Dale M. Dennis, Deputy
Commissioner of Education

SUBJECT: Status of School Finance for 2009-2010

Attached is a computer printout (SF9101) which provides the effects of final
recommendations of the House Appropriations and Senate Ways and Means Conference
Committee on Appropriations. The Conference Committee has agreed to recommend for the
2009-2010 school year a base state aid per pupil (BSAPP) of 67 and a one percent

reduction in special education,

The computer printout will give you an indication of what the effects will be with the
reduction in the BSAPP (34,400 to $4,367). Special education has been reduced by an
estimated one percent which was provided as a part of the Conference Committee
recommendations. These estimates are based upon current year’s weighted enrollments
which will change for the 2009-2010 school year.

This computer printout also takes into account the decline in budget authority as a result of

consolidation for USD 107-Rock Hills, USD 108-Washington County, and USD 109-
Republic County but excludes the school districts that may consolidate July 1, 2009.

COLUMN EXPLANATION

Column 1-- September 20, 2008 FTE enrollment

2-- 2008-09 Estimated computed general fund budget per pupil utilizing
$4,400 BSAPP and the school district’s estimate for special education

J--  2009-2010 Estimated computed general fund budget per pupil utilizing
$4,367 BSAPP and the school district’s estimate for special education

4 --  Difference (Column 3 - 2)
5--  2009-2010 Estimated reduction in special education state aid

6--  2009-2010 Estimated total reduction (Column 4 + 5)

h:leg:Conference Committee~~SF9101—3-27-09
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3/27/2009 Col 1 Col2 Col 3 Col 4 Col 5 Col &
2008-09 2008-09 Est. 2009-10 Est. Estimated 2009-10 £st. Est. 2009-10
uUso FTE Enroliment | Computed GF | Computed GF Reductlon Sped Total Reduction
No. | County Name USD Name {Includes MILT) 54,400 54,367 {Col 3 - Cot 2) Reduction (Col 4 + Col S)
101|Neosho Erle $50.0 5,319,160 5,285,035 -34,125 -9,753 -43,878
102[Gray Cimarron-Ensign 658.2 5,332,360 5,296,572 -35,788 -5,818 41,606
103/Cheyenne Chaylin 130.0 1,646,040 1,635,198 -10,842 -1,445 -12,287
105[{Rawiins Rawilins County 3175 2,812,920 2,794,736] -18,184 -3,408 -21,592
106/Ness western Plaing 155.0 1,844,480 1,832,078 -12,402 -2,114 -14,516
107Jewali Rock Hills 265.0 3,080,511 2,574,057 -506,454 -3,195 -509,649
108{Washington  |Washington Co. Schaols 400.5 4,030,056 3,613,849 -416,207 -6,303 -422,510
109{Republic Repubile County 480.0 4,771,691 4,314,617 -457,074 -6,790 -463,864
110[Phillips Thunder Ridge 232.0 3,153,455 3,153,455 0 -3,755 -3,75%
200{Greeley Greeley County 211.0 2,163,480 2,148,694) -14,786, -1,699 -16,485
202/ Wyandotte Turner 3,853.7 27,012,480 26,833,752 -178,728 -35,211 -213,939
203{Wyandotte Piper 1,581.5 9,118,120 9,057,322 -60,798 -10,309 -71,107
204| Wyandotte Bonner Springs 2,279.6 15,557,080 15,456,768 -100,312 -17,181 -117,493
205{8utler Bluestem 599.0 5,345,560 5,310,862 -34,698 -6,769 -41,467
206|Butler Remington-Whitewater 5114 4,485,360 4,456,437 -28,923 -5,793 -34,716
207{Leavenworth iFt. Leavenworth 1,829.8 10,296,880 10,229,771 -67,109 -12,919 -80,028
208{Trego Wakeeney 443.0 3,741,760 3,717,542 -24,218 4,339 -28,557
209/Stavens Moscow 208.7 2,123,880 2,109,253 14,627 -1,539 -16,166
210{Stevens Hugoton 947.7 7,256,920 7,207,563 -49,357 -6,564 -55,921
TaifNorton  [Noron . _6840[ _sagsasol 5450998 -34482) 843 42,978
212|Norton Northern Valiey 206.5 2,174,920 2,160,429] -14,491 -2,619 -17,110
213i{Norton Waest Solomon 37.7 557,040 553,334 3,706 -722 -4,428
214(Grant Ulysses 1,591.0 10,749,200 10,676,887 -72,313 -10,603 -82,916
215 Kearny Lakin 637.0 5,315,200 5,278,428 -36,772 -4,176 -40,948
216{Kearny Deerfield 278.0 2,844,600 2,825,055 -19,545 -2,285 -21,830
217{Morton Rolls 200.0 1,976,920 1,963,267 -13,653 -1,558 -15,211
218[Morton Elkhart 676.5 5,105,320 5,070,082 -35,238 -4,040 -39,278
219Clark Minneola 2710 2,357,520 2,342,142 -15,378 -2,903 -18,281
220iClark Ashland 216.0 2,111,120 2,097,054 -14,066 -2,474 -16,540
223|Washingron Barnes 336.6 3,160,520 3,140,068 -20,452 4,419 -24,871
224/ Washington  |Cifton-Clyde 292.5 2,746,480 2,728,769 -17,711 -3,928 -21,639
225|Meade Fowler 162.0 1,796,960 1,784,899 -12,061 -2,002 -14,063
226|Meaade Meade 458.9 3,877,720 3,852,077 25,643 -4,509 -30,152
227|Hodgeman Jatmore 253.0 2,405,920 2,389,778 -16,142 -3,004 -19,146
228|Hodgeman Hanston 72.5 882,640 876,744 -5,896 -964 -6,860
229/Johnson Blue Valley 19,940.4 122,421,640 121,645,383 -776,257 -203,147 -979,404
230}Johnson Spring Hill 2,419.6 14,645,400 14,548,004 -97,396 -16,146 -113,542
231{Johnson Gardner-Edgerton 43324 28,304,760 28,127,604 -177,156 41,575 -218,731
232lJohnson DeSoto 6,071.9 38,769,720] 38,517,430 -252,290 -54,389 -306,679
233[johnson Olathe 25,222.4 164,317,560 163,298,242 -1,019,318 -300,222 -1,319,540]
234|Bourbon Ft. Scott 1,947.5 12,881,440 12,794,150 -87,290 -12,938 -100,228
235|Bourbon Unlontown 434.0 4,041,400 4,013,903 -27,497 -3,879 -31,376
237/Smith . |Smith Center 446.0 4,093,320] 4,067,451 -25,869 -5,792 -31,661
239{Ottawa North Ottawa Co. 602.9 4,950,440 4,918,828 -31,612 -5,721 -37,333
240[Ottawa Twin Valley 610.5 5,055,160 5,022,299 -32,861 -5,890 -38,751
241{Wallace Wallace 193.5 1,992,760 1,978,986 -13,774 -2,195 -15,969
242|wallace Weskan 102.5 1,216,600 1,208,229 -8,371 -1,086 -9,457
243|Coffey Lebo-Waverly 547.0 4,745,840 4,716,416 -29,424 -5,380 -34,804
244(Coffey Buriington 820.4 6,886,440 6,844,762 -41,678 -13,279 -54,957
245{Coffey LeRoy-Gridley 259.5 2,435,400 2,419,408 -15,992 -2,969 -18,961
246/Crawford Northeast 527.5 4,905,120] 4,872,226 -32,894 -5,407 -38,301
247|Crawford Cherokee 706.5 $,956,280 5,916,642 -39,638 -7,281 -46,919
248|Crawford Girard 996.5 7,634,440 7,584,436 -50,004 -9,264 -59,268
249{Crawford Frontenac 827.5 5,980,920 5,941,383 -39,537 -6,489 -46,026
250|Crawford Plttsburg 2,638.1 18,692,960 18,571,155 -121,805 -23,239 -145,044
251|Lyon North Lyon Co, 513.0 4,524,960 4,494,932 -30,028 -4,925 -34,953
252|Lyon Southern Lyon Co. 509.4 4,580,840 4,550,593 -30,247 -5,865 -36,112
253|Lyon Emporia 4,307.1 32,920,360 32,700,137 -220,223 -34,729 -254,952
254|Barber Barber Co. 502.0 4,385,480 4,357,254 -28,226 -6,373 -34,599
255(Barber South Barber Co. 221.0 2,206,160 2,191,745, -14,415 2,636 -17,051
256[Allen __ |Marmaton Valley _ 3210 _3,153480[ 313358  _ -19,898] 4954 -24.852
257(Atlen iola 1,3925 10,936,200 10,868,878 -67,322] 18,872] -86,194
258|Alien {Humboldt 495.0 4,247,320 4,220,351 -26,969 6,486 -33,455
259 Sedgwick Wichita 45,579.7 334,980,800 332,781,833 -2,198,967, -430,327 +2,629,294
260{Sedgwick Derby 6,303.3 38,857,280 38,603,370 -253,910, -54,382 -308,292
261 Sedgwick Haysville 4,647.8 31,601,680 31,397,829 -203,851 -44,054 -247,905
262 |Sedgwick Vailey Center 2,523.3 15,900,280 15,799,753 100,527 -23,776 -124,303
263 |Sedgwick Mulvane 1,817.0 10,970,960 10,899,821 -71,139 -13,826 -84,965
264 Sedgwick IClearwater 1,282.5 8,591,44 8,536,035 -55,405 -11,714 -67,119
$F9101.xisx
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1 3/27/2008 Col 1 Col 2 Col 3 Col 4 Col$ Col 6
2008-09 2008-09 Est, 2009-10 Est, Estimated 2009-10 Est. Est. 2009-10
UsD FTE Enroliment | Computed GF Computed GF Reductlon Sped Total Reduction
No. | County Name USD Name {includes MILT 54,400 54,367 (Col 3 - Col 2) Reduction {Col 4 + Col S)
265{Sedgwick Goddard 4,833.5 29,659,520 29,469,248 -190,272 -39,386 -229,658
266|Sedgwick Malze 6,328.4 38,993,240 38,745,110 -248,130 -54,551 -302,681
267|Sedgwick Renwick 1,928.3 11,875,600 11,800,577 -75,023 -17,476 -92,499
268|Sedgwick Cheney 782.3 5,727,920 5,690,086 -37,834 -6,446 -44,280
269|Rooks Paico 164.0 1,792,120 1,780,788 -11,332 -2,444 -13,776
270 {Rooks Plainville 381.9 3,241,480 3,220,748 -20,732 -5,067 -25,799
271[Rooks Stockton 298.0 2,746,040 2,728,580 -17,460 -4,094 -21,554
272|Mitchalt Waconda 359.5 3,355,880 3,334,056 -21,824, -3,485 -25,309
273 {Mitchell Beloit 717.7 5,525,520 5,489,797 -35,723 -8,320 44,043
274{Logan Qakiey 411.7 3,685,000 3,662,186 -22,814 -5,617 -28,431
275/Logan Triplaing 86.5 1,026,960 1,019,905 -7,055 -740 -7,795
279]Jewel! Jewell 90.5 1,275,560 1,267,348 -8,212 -1,172 9,384
281{Graham Graham County 368.4 3,274,920 3,254,102 -20,818 -5,135 -25,953
282|Elk West Elk 355.2 3,621,640 3,599,349 -22,291 -6,903 -29,194
283Eik Elk Valley 186.0 2,110,680 2,096,993 -13,687 -3,214 -16,901
T 284[Chase (ChaseCounty | 4175\ 378790 3762830 25130 4406] 29,536
285{Chautauqua  [Cedar Vale 139.5 1,518,000 1,508,115 -9,885 -1,470! 11,358
286/Chautauqua  [Chautauqua 364.0 3,371,720 3,349,688 -22,032 4,481 -26,513
287(Frankiin Waest Franklin 699.0 6,486,480 6,445,097 -41,383 -10,834 -52,217
288/Franklin Central Heights 543.0 4,828,120 4,795,730 -32,390 -5,229 -37,619
289{Franklin Wellsville 839.0 6,306,960 6,266,454 -40,506 -8,602 -49,108]
290{Frankiin Ottaws 2,4119 16,773,240 16,664,555 -108,685 -21,826 -130,511
291{Gove Grinnell 81.5 1,078,440 1,071,133 -7,307 -1,189 -8,496
292|Gove Wheatland 112.5 1,519,320 1,509,589 -9,731 -2,150, -11,881
293|Gove Quinter 265.0 2,597,320 2,581,244 -16,076 -4,046 -20,122
294|Decatur Oberlin 366.5 3,290,32 3,268,413} -21,907 -3,731 -25,638
297|Chayenne St. Francls 297.5 2,556,400 2,539,140 -17,260 -2,036 -19,296
298|Lincoin Lincoln 337.0 3,006,520 2,987,060, -19,460 -3,793 -23,253
299{Lincoin Sylvan Grove 145.5 1,540,000 1,529,627 -10,373 -1,537 -11,910
300{Comanche Commanche County 309.5 2,944,920 2,926,208 -18,712 -3,819 -22,531
303|{Ness Ness City 274.5 2,348,280 2,332,697 -15,583 -2,794 -18,377
305/Saline Salina 6,959.3 47,672,680 47,372,225 -300,455 -79,763 -380,218
306|Saline Southeast of Saline 679.6 5,453,800 5,417,944 -35,856 -6,071 -41,927
307(Salline Ell-Saline 451.2 3,782,680 3,757,756, -24,924 -4,000 -28,924
308!Reno Hutchinson 4,553.6 31,042,440 30,839,054 -203,386, -38,509 -241,895
309]Reno —_[Nickerson 11,1394 9,071,920 9,013,196 58,724 -12,497 7221
310|Reno Falrfield 297.2 3,226,520 3,206,013 -20,507 -4,860 -25,367
311|Reno Pretty Prairie 271.1 2,491,280 2,474,953 -16,327 -2,717 -19,044
312iReno Haven 993.0 7,604,960 1,555,717 49,183 -11,055 -60,238
313Reno Buhler 2,151.0 14,509,440 14,418,653 -90,787 -25,241 -116,028
314/Thomas Brewster 91.5 1,112,320 1,104,994 -7,326 -1,331 -8,657
315{Thomas Colby 930.9 7,232,720 7,187,016 -45,704 -10,153 -55,857
316{Thomas Golden Plainsg 189.4 2,174,480 2,160,836 -13,644 -3,062 -16,706
320|Pottawatomis |Wamego 1,293.0 9,012,520 8,956,007 -56,513 -14,649 -71,162
321{Pottawatomis [Kaw Vailey 1,123.0 8,652,600 8,599,703 -52,897 -15,017 -67,914
322[Pottawatomie |Onaga 317.5 2,966,920 2,947,044 -19,876 -2,960 -22,836
323jPottawatomle {Westmoreland 818.5 6,454,800 6,413,411 -41,389 -9,251 -50,640
325, Phillips Phiilipsburg 655.0 5,291,880, 5,258,137 -33,743 -8,095 -41,838
326{Philllps Logan 168.5 1,840,080 1,828,221 -11,859 -2,37S -14,234
327 Elisworth Ellsworth 639.6 5,220,160 5,185,444 -34,716 -5,243 -39,959
328{Elisworth Lorralne 453.0 3,795,440 3,770,436 -25,004 -3,980 -18,984
329{Wabaunsee Alma 463.1 4,194,520 4,167,793 -26,727 -5,619 -32,346
330/ Wabaunsee Wabaunsee East 475.0 4,516,600 4,488,664 -27,936 -7,592 -35,528
331]Kingman Xingman 1,033.3 8,063,880 8,013,376 -50,504 13,115 -63,619
332|Kingman Cunningham 176.5 1,939,080 1,926,591 -12,489 -2,868 -15,357
333[Cloud_[Concordia_ | L0621] _ 8437.0000 8,383,600 53400 SERYEI I 66,511
334/Cloud Southern Cloud 2315 2,444,640] 2,429,418 T T 152220 73,262 T 18,484
335[Jackson North Jackson 360.0 3,344,880, 3,322,235] -22,645 -3,181 -25,826
336/Jackson Holton 1,052.3 7,725,080 7,674,479r -50,601 -10,431 -61,032
337iJackson Mayetta 913.1 7,527,52 7,479,121[ -48,399 -10,015 -58,414
338]Jefferson Valley Falls 409.3 3,500,640 3,477,598 23,042 4,291 -27,333
339(Jefferson Jefferson County 488.0 4,107,840 4,080,576 -26,864 -5,884 32,748
340})efferson Jefferson West 916.0 6,953,760 6,909,139[ 44,621 -9,001 -53,622
341 |lefferson Oskaloosa 523.6 4,879,600 4,849,045]— -30,552 -8,578 -39,130
342|Jefferson Mclouth 516.7 4,508,240 4,479,509 -28,731 -6,733 35,464
343]jefferson Perry 932.3 7,168,040 7,121,75% -46,285 -10,084 -56,369
344|Linn Pleasanton 359.0 3,126,640 3,105,008 -21,632 -2,778 -24,410
345/Shawnee Seaman 3,483.3 22,313,280 22,171,577 -141,703 -36,589 178,292
346|Linn Jayhawk 525.9 4,680,720 4,649,407, -31,313 4,119 -35,432
$F9101.xIsx
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347|Edwards Kinsely-Offerle 305.0 3,153,480 3,133,719 -19,761 -3,805 -23,566
348|Douglas Baidwin City 1,359.4 8,778,000 8,721,561/ -56,439 -12,425 -68,864
349[Statford Statford 272.0 2,522,080/ 2,505,259 -16,821 -2,945 -19,766
350[Stafford St. John-Hudson 362.2 3,281,960 3,261,005 -20,955 4,529 -25,484
351;Stafford Macksvlite 302.2 2,772,000, 2,754,072 -17,928 -3,369 -21,297
352|Sherman Goodland 906.4 7,195,760 7,148,654 -47,106 -9,275 -56,381
353|Sumner Wellington 1,642.9 11,022,880 10,955,158, 67,722 -20,815 -88,537
354(Barton Claflin 222.1 2,288,880 2,274,138 -14,742 -3,250 -17,992
355{Barton Ellinwood 418.0 3,617,240 3,593,754 -23,486 4,938 -28,424
356/Sumner Conway Springs 527.9 4,455,000 4,425,820 -29,180 -5,498 34,678
357{Sumner Belle Plaine 691.5 6,022,280 5,984,342 -37,938 -9,470 -47,408
358/Sumner Oxford 342.6 3,249,400 3,229,155 -20,245 -4,918 -25,163
359{Sumner Argonia 186.5 1,937,320 1,924,700 -12,620 -2,543 -15,163
360{Sumner Caldwell 221.5 2,295,920 2,281,053 -14,867 -3,271 -18,138
361|Harper Anthony-Harper 823.7 7,075,640/ 7,031,022 44,618 -10,885 -55,503
[ 362ftinn Prairie View _ T eS| soszas0] 8003393 49047 3738 678
363|Finney Holcomb 865.0 6,454,800 6,410,745 -44,055 -5,848 -49,903
364{Marshali Marysville 740.0 6,113,360 6,074,957 -38,403 -9,418 47,821
365|Anderson Garnett 1,107.2 8,448,380 8,393,947 -54,933 -11,221 -66,154
366|Woodson Woodson 401.5 3,788,400 3,764,081 -24,319 -5,824 -30,143
367|Mlami Osawatomie 1,121.0 9,144,080 9,087,134 -56,946 -16,430] -73,376
368|Miami Paola 2,029.1 13,101,000 13,017,663 -83,337 -20,053 -103,390
369|Harvey Burrton 244.7 2,251,480, 2,236,371 -15,109 -2,349 -17,458
371|Gray Montezuma 214.9 2,236,080 2,220,707 -15,373 -1,788 -17,158
372{Shawnee Siiver Lake 717.8 5,284,400 5,249,328 -35,072 -6,654 41,726
373{Harvey Newton 3,383.4 12,446,600 22,302,363 -144,237 -32,739 -176,976
374{Haskell Sublette 461.4 4,174,280 4,145,549 -28,731 -3,207 -31,938
375)Butler Circle 1,595.0 9,849,840 9,785,139, -64,701 -12,263 -76,964
376{Rice Sterling 524.1 4,631,880 4,602,826 -29,054 -6,840 -35,894
377]Atchison Atchison County 683.6 5,918,000 5,880,563 -37,437 -9,100 46,537
378{Riley Riley County 649.5 5,311,240 5,276,772 -34,468 -6,630 -41,098]
379iClay Clay Center 1,344.7 9,413,360/ 9,353,416 -59,944 -12,590 -72,534]
380{Marshail Vermillon 525.0 4,356,000 4,327,088 -28,912 -3,916 -32,828
381iFord Spearville 352.0 2,810,280 2,791,744 -18,536 -3,644 -22,180
382|Pratt Pratt 1,093.2 8,664,040 8,609,364 -54,676 -12,473 -67,149
_383Riley  (Manhattan |  58980| 37337960, 37,102,076 . -235,884 ._."62,612 _.-298,496
384[Rlley Blue Valley 198.9 2,161,280 2,147,537, -13,743 -2,872 -16,615
385|Butier Andover 4538.3 27,022,160 26,843,064 -179,096 -29,246 -208,342
386|/Greenwood Madlson-Virgil 226.5 2,200,000 2,185,614 -14,386 -2,680 -17,066
387|Wilison Altoona-Midway 179.0 2,180,640 2,166,137 -14,503 -3,519 -18,022
388/Eils Ellls 368.1 3,037,760 3,018,161 -19,599 -4,229 -23,828
389|Greenwood Eureka 598. S,180,560| 5,146,108 -34,452 -5,658 -40,110
390|Greanwood  |Hamikon 99.5 1,265,440 1,257,423 -8,017 -1,662 -9,679
392|Osborne Osborne 335.3 3,074,280 3,054,493 -19,787 -5,407 -25,194
393|Dickinson Solomon 389.6 3,385,800 3,363,535 -22,265 -3,655 -25,920
394i8utier Rose Hill 1,663.4 10,720,600 10,651,401 -69,199 -13,532 -82,731
395 |Rush LaCrosse 300.5 2,725,360 2,708,058 -17,302 -3,683 -20,985
396/8utler Douglass 778.1 6,085,640 6,046,193] -39,447 -7,582 47,029
397|Marion Centre 229.2 2,517,680, 2,501,379 -16,301 -3,337 -19,638
398/Marion Peabody-8Burns 335.0 3,210,240 3,190,118T -20,122 -5,262 -25,384
399/Russell Paradise 125.6 1,563,760 1,553,214 -10,546 -1,959 -12,505
400|McPherson Smoky Valley 1,017.8 7,504,640, 7,456,231 -48,409 -10,191 -58,600
401{Rice Chase 140.5 1,573.880 1,563,315 -10,565 -1,983 -12,548
402|8utler Augusta 2,146.1 13,085,600 12,999,514 -86,086 -16,557 -102,643
403[Rush QOtis-8ison 171.5 1,988,360 1,975,416 -12,944 -2,946 -15,890
404[Cherokee |Riverton. . . B7s[ 63512880 6,469,138] 43783 7,378 _ 51120
405|Rice Lyons 737.1 7,038,680 6,99331s| -45,365] -10,228 -55,593
406 {Doniphan Wathena 402.0 3,355,880, 3,333,859 -22,021 4,131 -26,152
407|Russell Russell 923.2 7,119,200 7,072,858L -46,342 -9,274 -55,616
408{Marion Marion 597.8 5,137,440 5,105,293] -32,147 -7,998 -40,145
409|Atchison Atchison 1,581.5 11,367,400, 11,296,729 -70,671 -19,292 -89,963
410{Marion Durham-Hills 590.8 5,179,240 5,147,334 -31,906, -8,828 -40,734
411{Marion Goessel 245.3 2,385,240 2,370,223 -15,017 -3,683 -18,700
412(Sheridan Hoxle 292.9 2,644,840 2,628,215 -16,625 -2,310 -18,935
413{Neosho Chanute 1,773.0 14,219,480 14,129,732 -89,748 -23,157 -112,905
415|Brown {Hlawatha 843.8 7,184,320 7,139,264 -45,056 -12,351 -57,407
416(Mlami [Loulsburg 1,644.7 10,312,280 10,245,447 -66,833 -11,933 -78,766
417!Morris [Morrls County 764.4 6,282,320 6,241,113 -41,207 -8,364 -49,571
418|McPherson _ |McPherson 2,259.8 14,485,120 14,396,326 289,794 -22,422 -112,216
SF9101.xlsx
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Uso FTE Enrollment | Computed GF | Computed GF Reductlon Sped Totai Reduction

No. [ County Name USD Name {Includes MILT) $4,400 $4,367 (Col 3 - Col 2) Reduction {Col 4 + Col 5)
419|{McPherson  (Canton-Gaha 369.5 3,315,840 3,294,236 -21,604 -4,520 -26,124
420{Osage Osage City 544.1 5,424,320 5,389,962 -34,358 -8,729 43,087
421|0sage Lyndon 431.0 3,709,200 3,685,208 -23,992 -5,521 -29,513
422(Kiowa Greensburg 210.5 2,543,64 2,526,442 -17,198 -3,032 -20,230
423|McPherson Moundridge 435.5 3,582,040 3,558,331 -23,709 4,223 -27,932
424iKlowa Mullinville 226.6 1,516,680 1,506,194/ -10,486 -2,350 -12,836
425|0oniphan Highland 220.5 2,357,520 2,342,600 -14,920 -3,354 -18,274
426]Republic Pike Valley 253.5 2,446,840 2,430,901 -15,939 -3,251 -19,190
428(Barton Great Bend 2,987.0 20,447,240 20,309,413 -137,827, -21,982 -159,809
429/ Doniphan Troy 339.5 3,025,440 3,005,921 -19,519 -3,950 -23,469
430|8rown Brown County 635.5 6,069,360! 6,031,152 -38,208 -10,020 -48,228
431/Barton Holsington 607.5 4,853,640 4,321,947 -31,693 -6,246 -37,939
432{Ellis Victoria 256.0 2,255,880 2,241,248 -14,632 -2,898 -17,530
433[Doniphan Midway 156.9 2,031,480 2,019,020 12,460 -3,034 -15,494
434|0sage Santa Fe 1,115.2 8,756,440 8,702,578 -53,862 -14,928 -68,790
435/Dickinson Abilene 14955  10,105,480| 10,041,554 63,9261 -13,336) 77282
436{Montgomery [Caney 810.6 6,179,360 6,137,722 41,638 -6,073 47,711
437{Shawnee Auburn Washburn 5,356.4 33,986,480 33,773,800 -212,680 -61,1587 -273,837
438/Pratt Skyline 358.0 3,231,360 3,210,670 -20,690 -4,344 -25,034
439 Harvey Sedgwick 532.0 4,115,760 4,088,825 -26,935 4,730 -31,665
440|Harvey Halstead 789.6 6,078,160 6,037,672 -40,488 -7,286 -47,774
441{Nemaha Sabetha 935.5 6,996,440 6,950,768 -45,672 -8,941 -54,613
442{Nemaha Nemahs Valley 439.0 3,886,080 3,861,537 -24,543 -4,391 -28,934
443{Ford Dodge City $,550.7 dS,O_G!p_,}AO 44,769,579 -295,661 -53,948 -349,609]
444[Rice Little River 299.3 2,783,440 2,765,866 -17,574 -3,963 -21,537
445|Montgomery [Coffeyville 1,807.4 13,294,160 13,209,154 -85,006 -17,793 -102,799)
446/Montgomery |independence 1,832.0 12,433,520 12,352,361 -81,159 -15,212 -96,371
447{Montgomery iCherryvale §78.2 6,801,520 6,755,850] -45,670 -6,773 -52,443
448|McPherson Inman 445.3 3,527,920 3,504,563 -23,357 -4,214 -27,571
449|Leavenworth |Easton 672.5 5,502,640 5,467,406 -35,234 -7,973 -43,207
450{Shawnee Shawnaee Heights 3,367.9 21,891,320 21,750,514/ -140,806 -33,003 -173,809
451|Nemaha B&8 192.5 1,935,560 1,922,425, -13,135 -1,531 -14,666
452/Stanton Stanton County 423.2 3,879,920 3,852,991 -26,929 -3,160 -30,089
453|Leavenworth |Leavenworth 3,875.2 27,104,880 26,932,985 -171,895 41,879 -213,774
454{Osage Burlingame 329.3 2,852,520 2,834,055 -18,465 -4,027 -22,492

_.456/0sage  MaraisDesCygnes | 2670 2,734,160 27162590 17,301 3,346) -21,247
457|Finney Garden City 6,807.7 49,652,680 49,321,878 -330,802 -59,603 <390,405
458|Leavenworth [Basehor-Linwood 2,166.0 12,952,280 12,868,562 -83,718 -16,020 -99,738
459|Ford Buckiin 2331 2,229,040 2,214,071 -14,969 2,713 -17,682
460{Harvey Hesston 820.0 5,804,480 5,766,146, -38,334 -7,268 45,602
461|Wiison Neodesha 718.7 5,852,880 5,814,012 -38,868 -6,828 -45,696
462{Cowley Central 336.5 3,013,120 2,992,778 -20,342 -3,243 -23,585
463[Cowley Udall 391.2 3,246,320 3,224,623 -21,697 -3,947 -25,644
464|Leavenworth | Tonganoxis 1,777.1 11,778,800 11,702,867 -75,933 -13,898 -89,831
465/Cowley Winfield 2,433.5 16,140,080 16,036,874 -103,206 -23,787 -126,993
466/Scott Scott County 859.2 6,629,920 6,584,608 45,312 -5,795 -51,107
467!Wichita Leot) 426.1 3,762,880 3,736,775 -26,105 -3,134 -29,239
468|Lane Healy 73.5 1,112,760, 1,106,103 -6,657 -1,353 -8,010
469]Leavenworth |Lansing 2,408.0 15,034,360 14,935,685 -98,675 17,831 -116,506
470{Cowley Arkansas Clty 2,710.3 19,762,160 19,633,740/ -128,420 -25,841 -154,261
471{Cowley Dexter 173.0 1,858,560 1,846,460 -12,100 -1,965 -14,065
473|Dickinson Chapman 970.5 8,072,240 8,018,757 -53,483 -8,123 61,606
474[Klowa Haviland 139.0 1,580,480 1,570,220 -10,260 -1,655 -11,915
475|Geary Junctlon City 6,883.4 46,850,760, 46,548,104 -302,656 -66,343 -368,999
476/Gray Copeland 1125 1,553,640, 1,543,104 -10,536 -1,033 -11,569
a77)Gray | |ingals___ 295 2438040 2421598 1ead2|  _ 2,754] 19,196
479/|Anderson Crest 221.0 2,427,040 2,411,513 -15,527 T 3,727 -19,254
480|Seward Liberal 4,288.0 30,733,560 30,519,852 -213,708 -22,576 -236,284
481 |Dickinson Rural Vista 412.0 3,697,760 3,673,288 -24,472 4,131 -28,603
482]Lane Dighton 253.0 2,306,040 2,290,699 -15,341 -2,542 -17,883
483/Seward Kismet-Plains 7145 7,163,640 7,115,964 -47,676 -6,286 -53,962
484 |Wilson Fredonia 743.8 6,027,560 5,987,784 -39,776 -7,283 -47,059
486/Doniphan Elwood 309.9 2,910,600 2,891,918 -18,682 -3,111 -21,793
487|Dickinson Herington 511.8 4,525, 4,495,416 -29,984 -2,978 -32,962
488|Marshall Axtell 296.7 2,651,000 2,633,388 -17,612 -2,793 -20,405
489!Ellis Hays 2,767.3 19,091,160 18,972,454 -118,706 -32,222 -150,928
490|Butier J'El Dorado 1,992.9 14,073,400 13,982,837 -90,563 -17,529 -108,092
491,Douglas LEudora 1,396.3 9,159,920, 9,100,895 -59,025 -12,851 -71,876
492 8utler [Flinthiils 294.8 2,670,800 2,652,905 -17,895 -3,370 -21,265
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493|Cherokee Columbus 1,152.6 8,833,000] 8,774,657 -58,343 -10,412 -68,755
494 Hamilton Syracuse 469.5 4,181,760 4,152,723 -29,037 -3,158 -32,195
495/Pawnee Ft. Larned 862.0 7,447,440 7,403,709 -43,731 -12,177 -55,908
496{Pawnee Pawnee Heights 148.2 1,605,560 1,595,453 -10,107 -1,991 -12,008
497|Douglas Lawrence 10,487.2 69,398,560 68,963,603 -434,957 -121,283 -556,240
498;Marshail Valley Heights 363.0 3,453,120 3,431,099 -22,021 -5,468 -27,489
499|Cherokee Galena 728.0 5,993,240, 5,952,770 -40,470 -5,903 46,373
500{Wyandotte Kansas City 18,429.2 143,980,760 142,718,804 <1,261,956 -144,321 -1,406,277
501{Shawnee Topeka 12,903.7 95,621,680 95,020,924 -600,756 160,267 -761,0251
502 [Edwards Lewls 101.6 1,264,560 1,256,206 -8,354 -1,475 -9,829
503|Labette Parsons 1,343.4 10,259,040 10,193,417 -65,623 -13,698 -79,321
504 {Labette Oswego 473.6 4,012,800, 3,986,106 -26,694) 4,179 -30,873
505[Labette Chatopa - St. Paul 503.8 4,605,040 4,575,212 -29,328 5,892 -35,720
506]Labetts Labette County 1,580.6 10,848,640 10,778,605 ~-70,035 214,765 -84,800
S07|Haskell Satanta 343.5 3,254,680 3,232,189 -22,491 -2,533 -25,024
S08[Cherokee _[Baxter Springs 9265 7146930 7,099,054 4866 7,298] 55,164
s09{sumner South Haven 226.5 2,276,560 2,261,765 -14,795 3,171 -17,966
511/Harper Attica 1415 1,566,400 1,556,581 -9,819 -1,739 -11,558
$12{Johnson Shawnee Mission 26,580.0 171,72-915(” 170,638,905 -1,090,895 -249,671 -1,340,566
TOTALS 448,058.4| 3,244,461913 3,221,916,953 -22,544,960 -4,464,514 -27,009,474
PRI R I
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%%, Division of Fiscal & Administrative Services

/' & 7852063071
Kansas B§  me2e0s(eg
st8! apartment o %) . . . : 8 X
Education : 120 SE 10th Avenue °  Topeka, KS 66812-1182 * 786-296-8338 (TTY) * www.ksde.org
L
May 7, 2009
FROM: Dale M. Dennis, Deputy
Commissioner of Education
SUBJECT: Senate Substitute for House Bill 2373

Attached is a computer printout (SF9113) which provides the effects of the final school finance
recommendations of the Kansas Legislature for general state aid for the 2009-2010 school year.
This plan has been approved by the House and Senate as of today, May 7, 2009.

The general fund base state aid per pupil will be $4,280 for the 2009-2010 school year.

It is important that you understand that the calculations do not include special education state aid.
This printout is based on estimates for the 2008-09 school year and projections for the 2009-
2010 school year as approved by the Kansas Legislature.

The computer printout is based upon the 2008-09 weighted enrollment. This will change based
upon your actual enroliment and appropriate weightings for the 2009-2010 school year.

Please review the column explanation carefully.

Listed below is a summary table for comparison purposes.

Senate Sub. For HB 2373

Est. 2008-09 Est. 2009-2010
BSAPP $ 4,400 $ 4,280
Total BSAPP Reduction 120

Capital Outlay State Aid 22,600,000 0




COMPUTER PRINTOUT SF9113

May 7, 2009 |
COLUMN EXPLANATION

Column l--  September 20, 2008, FTE enroliment
2--  2008-09 Total weighted enrollment excluding special education

3.-  2008-09 General fund budget excluding special education state aid
(BSAPP at $4,400) (34,400 x Column 2)

4--  2009-2010 General fund budget excluding special education state aid g
as approved by Kansas Legislature
(BSAPP at $4,280) (54,280 x Column 2)

5--  Difference (Column 4 - 3)

h:leg:Final—SF911)}—35-7-09
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57772009 Tol 1 Coi 2 Cal 3 Col 4 [
. _ 2009-10 Est. Gen Fund
T {excl Sped State Aid)
N 2008-09 200809 | 2008-09 Est. Gen Fund As Approved by
- | FTE Enroliment | Total WTD FTE | (exci Sped State Aid) the Legislature Difference
USO# County Name USD Name (includes MILY) | (exc spec ed) S 54,280 {Col 4 - Cal 3)
101]Neosho Erie 547. 1,025.0 4,510,000 4,387,000 -123,000]
102[Gray Cimarron-Ensign 658.2 1,088.5 4,789,400 4,658,780 -130,620f
103{Cheyenne CheylIn 130.5 325.6 1,432,640 1,393,568{ -39,072
105/ Rawlins Rawlins County 317.5 556.5 2,448,600 2,381,820] -66,780)
106/ Ness Western Plains 159.0 3703 1,629,320 1,584,884 -44,436]
107 Jewell Rock Hills 265.0 519.5 2,285,800 2,223,460 62,340
108{Washington Washington Co. Schools 400.8 700.4 3,081,760 2,997,712 -84,048|
109]Republic Republic County 480.0 839.2 3,692,480 3,591,776 -100,704)
110]Phiilips Thunder Ridge 235.0 507.5 2,792,655 2,792,655 0
200|Greeley Greeley County 211.0 450.6 1,982,640 1,928,568 -54,072
202|Wyandotte Tumer 3,853.7 54169 23,834,360 23,184,332 -650,028]
203 Wyandotte Piper 1,585 1,840.5 8,098,200 7,877,340 -220,860]
204 Wyandotte Bonner Springs 2,279.6 3,038.9 13,371,160 13,006,492 -364,668]
205|Butler Bluestem 577.3 1,040.4 4,577,760 4,452,912 -124,848]
206/Butler Remington-Whitewater 511.4 3813 3,877,720 3,771,964 -108,756{
207 [Leavenworth Ft. Leavenworth 1,829.8 2,029.0 8,927,600 8,684,120 -243,480]
208 Trego Wakeeney 443.0 736.3 3,239,720 3,151,364 -88,356]
209Stevens Moscow 208.7 449.7 1,978,680 1,924,716 -53,964]
210Stevens Hugoton 947.7 14923 6,566,120 6,387,044 179,076|
211{Norton Norton 684.0 1,046.7 4,605,480 4,479,876 -125,604]
Northern Valley 206.5 4324 1,902,560 1,850,672 -51,888
.WetSolomon 1 371 1013 ABAM40 [ 471,228 132
Ulysses 1. n8%%0l 21932 9650080 9,386,896 -263,184
ke ] 63720) 11097/ . 4882680| 4749516 -133,164
Deerfiaid 2780 595.7 2,621,080 | 2,549,596 71,484
Rolla 200.0 413.0 1,817,200 1,767,640 -49,560)
Elkhart 676.3 1,062.2 4,673,680 4,546,216 -127,464
Minneola 271.0 471.0 2,072,400 2,015,880 56,520
220|Clark Ashiand 216.0 4244 1,867,360 1,816,432 -50,928
223 Washington Bames 336.6 614.9 2,705,560 2,631,772 -73,788}
224{Washington Clifton-Clyde 2925 5373 2,364,120 2,299,644] -64,47
225|Meade Fowler 162.0 370.1 1,628,440 1,584,028] 44,412
226|Meade Meade 458.9 7795 3,429,800 3,336,260 -93,
227/Hodgeman Jetmore 253.0 4863 2,139,720 2,081,364 -58,35
228]Hodgeman Hanston 725 172.6 759,440 738,728 -20,712
229!iohnson Blue Valley 19,939.4 23,521.7 103,495,480 100,672,876 -2,822,604
230|Johnson Spring HIk 2,256.0 2,781.2 12,237,280 11,903,536 -333,744
231{Johnson Gardner-Edgerton 4,332.4 5,361.9 23,592,360 22,948,932 643,428]
232]Jchnson DeSoto 6,070.0 7,644.8 33,637,120 32,719,744 -917,37
233[Johnson Olathe 25,190.6 30,842.5 135,707,000 132,005,900{ _ -3,701,100]
234 Bourbon Ft, Scott 1,947.5 2,650.0 11,660,000 11,342,000 -318,000{
235]Bourbon Uniontown 4334 828.7 3,646,280 3,546,836 .99, 444
237[Smith Smith Center 446.0 782.7 3,443,880 3,349,956 -93,924
239]0ttawa North Ottawa Co. 602.9 954.6 4,200,240 4,085,688 -114,552
240[Ottawa Twin Valley 6105 1,000.5 4,402,200 4,282,140 -120,060
241 Wallace Wallace 193.5 4128 1,316,320 1,766,784 -49,536
242 Wallace Waskan 102.5 2512 1,105,280 1,075,136 -30,144
243|Coffey Lebo-Waverly 547.0 893.0 3,929,200 3,822,040 -107,160f
244 |Coffey Burington 820.4 1,262.0 5,552,800 5,401,360 -151,440
245 Coffey LeRoy-Gridiey 259.5 483.4 2,126,960 2,068,952 -58,008
246|Crawford Northeast 521.5 991.1 4,360,840 4,241,908 -118,932
247|Crawford Cherokee 706.5 1,200.0 5,280,000 5,136,000 -144,000)
248|Crawford Girard 996.5 1,504 6,689,760 6,507,312 -182,
249|Crawford Frontenac 8275 1,204.6 5,300,240 5,155,688 144,552
250]{Crawford Pittsburg 2,638.1 3,697.6 16,269,440 15,825,728 443,712
251[Lyon North Lyon Co. 513.0 914.8 4,025,120 3,915,344 -109,776
252{Lyon Southern Lyon Co. 511.3 912.0 4,012,800 3,903,360 -109,440}
253]Lyon Emporia 4,307.1 6,670.4 29,349,760 28,549,312 -800,
254|Barber Barber Co. 500.5 850.5 3,742,200 3,640,140 -102,060}
155|Barber South Barber Co. 220.5 439.1 1,932,040 1,879,348 -52,692
256/Allen Marmaton Valley 3210 607.1 2,671,240 2,598,388 -72,852
257 Alien lola 1,3925 2,034.0 8,949,600 8,705,520 -244,080f
258/ Alien Humboldt 495.0 823.8 3,624,720 3,525,864 -98,8564
259]Sedgwick Wichita 45,579.7 66,635.6 293,196,640 285,200,368 -7,996,272
260] Sedgwick Derby 6,262.3 7,666.3 33,731,720 32,811,764 -919,956
261|Sedgwick Haysville 4,647.8 6,176.1 27,174,840 26,433,708] 741,132
262Sedgwick Valley Center 2,523.3 3,043.3 13,390,520 13,025,324 -365,196
263]Sedgwick Mulvane 1,817.0 2,153.6 9,475,840 9,217,408 -258,432
264] Sedgwick Clearwater 1,280.7 1,686.8 7,421,920 7,219,504 202,41
265]Sedgwick Goddard 4,809.8 57225 25,179,000 24,492,300| -686,700}
SF9113.xixs
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5/712009] Coll Col 2 Call Cold Col §
2009-10 Est. Gen Fund
{excl Sped State Aid)
2008-09 2008-09 2008-09 Est. Gen Fund As Approved by
FTE Enroliment | Total WTD FTE | (excl Sped State Aid) the Leglslature Difference

USD# County Name USD Name (includes MILT) | (exc spec ed) X . $4,280 (Col 4 - Col 3}
266)Sedgwick Maize 6,327.9 7518.0 33,079,200 32,177,040 902,160/
267Sedgwick Renwick 1,928.3 2,279.5 10,029,800 9,756,260 +273,540
268 Sedgwick_ {Cheney S I3 11378 5,006,320 _4,869,784] 136,536
269|Rooks Pako 640, 35001 1,540,000 - __ 14980001 = -42,000

) 270{Rooks Plainville . 3819 629.0 2,767,600 2,692,120f  -75,480
271 Rooks Stockton 298.0 535.0 2,354,000 2,289,800 -64,200
272|Mitcheil Waconda 357.4 663.7 2,920,280 2,840,636 -79,644}
273 Mitchell Beloit 713.9 1,069.7 4,706,680 4,578,316 -128,3
274]Logan Oakley 411.7 697.4 3,068,560 2,984,872 -83,68:
275/Logan Tripains 86.5 2104 928,760 900,512 -25,248}
279[Jewell Jewell 90.5 253.7 1,116,280 1,085,836 -30,444
281|Graham Graham County 368.4 635.5 2,796,200 2,719,940 -7%
282iElk West Elk 358.2 677.9 2,982,760 2,901,412 -81,
283{Elk Elk Valley 186.0 409.9 1,803,560 1,754,372 -49,188]
284(Chase Chase County 417.5 755.7 3,325,080 3,234,396 -90,684]
285|Chautauqua Cedar Vale 139.5 304.4 1,339,360 1,302,832 -36,52
286]Chautauqua Chautauqus 364.0 664.0 2,921,600 2,841,920 -79,68
287|Franklin Waest Franklin 699.0 1,251.8 5,507,920 5,352,704 -150,21
288|Frankiin Central Heights 543.0 979.1 4,308,040 4,190,548] -117,49
289|Frankiin Waellsville 839.0 1,232.3 5,422,120 5,274,244 -147,876
290{Frankiin Ottaws 2,411.9 3,294.7 14,496,680 14,101,316 -395,364}
291|Gove Grinnell 81.5 217.8 958,320 932,184 -26,136}
292[Gove Wheatland 1125 295.7 1,301,080 1,265,596| -35,484}
293|Gove Quinter 261.0 492.0 2,164,800 2,105,760 -59,040}
294|Decatur Obaerlin 366.2 658.9 2,899,160 2,820,092 -79,068]
297]|Cheyenne St. Francis 291.5 519.4 2,285,360 2,223,032] 62,328}
298] Lincoln Uncoin 337.0 5943 2,614,920 2,543,604 -71,316}
299]Uncoin Sylvan Grove 145.5 311.9 1,372,360 1,334,932 -37,428]
300{Comanche Commanche County 307.0 564.9 2,485,560 2,417,772 -67,788}
303|Ness Ness Clty 274.5 4721 2,077,240 2,020,588 -56,652]
305/Saiine Sallna 6,959.3 9,104.7 40,060,680 38,968,116]  -1,092,564}
306/Saline Southeast of Saline 679.6 1,090.6 4,798,640 4,667,768 -130,872]
307[Saline Eli-Saline 451.0 759.4 3,341,360 3,250,232 -91,128)
308[Reno Hutchinson 4,542.4 6,134.0 26,989,600 26,253,520 -736,0804
309/Reno Nickerson 1,139.4 1,776.9 7,818,360 7,605,132 -213,228}
310/Reno Fairfeid 303.7 633.2 2,786,080 2,710,096 -75,984)
311/Reno Pretty Prairie 269.4 498.3 2,192,520 2,132,724 -59,796]
312/Reno Haven 992.5 1,492.5 6,567,000 6,387,900 -179,1
313jReno Buher 2,145.5 2,738.1 12,047,640 11,719,068, -328,572)
314{Thomas Brewster 915 222,0 976,800 950,160 -26,6404
315| Thomas Colby 926.4 1,389.3 6,112,920 5,546,204 -166,716}
316]Thomas Golden Plains 189.4 407.4 1,792,560 1,743,672 -48,888
320/Pottawatomie__ |Wamego 1,293.0 1,707.1 7,511,240 7,306,388 -204,852]
321/ Pottawatomie Xaw Valley 1,123.0 1,599.3 7,036,920 6,845,004] -191,916}
322[Pottawatomie _ [Onap 3175 602.3 2,650,120 2,577,844] 72,2764
323[Pottawatomie _ [Westmoreiand 813.7 1,257.9 5,534,760 5,383,812 -150,948}
325|Phillips Phillipsburg 655.0 1,020.1 4,488,440 4,366,028| -122,412}
326{Phiilips Logan 167.5 365.4 1,607,760 1,563,912/ -43,848]
327/Elisworth Elisworth 639.6 1,053.2 4,634,080 4,507,696 -126,384
328]Elisworth Lorraine 453.0 764.0 3,361,600 3,269,920 -91,6804
329|Wabaunsee Alma 463.1 816.0 3,590,400 3,492,480 -97,9204
330{Wabaunsee Wab: East 475.0 851.3 3,745,720 3,643,564 -102,15
331|Kingman Kingman 1,033.3 1,527.1 6,719,240 6,535,988! -183,252}
332/Kingman Cunningham 176.5 3765 1,656,600 1,611,420} -45,180}
333|Cloud Concordla 1,062.1 1,615.1 7,106,440 6,912,628 -193,812
334|Cloud Southern Cloud 2315 467.8 2,058,320 2,002,184 -56,136/
335[Jackson North Jackson 360.0 684.4 3,011,360 2,929,232 -82,128]
336)Jackson Holton 1,052.3 1,528.4 6,724,960 6,541,552 -183,408]
337{Jackson Mayetta 913.1 1,472.1 6,477,240 6,300,588 -176,652|
338/ jefferson Valley Falls 409.3 692.0 3,044,500 2,961,760{ -83,040)
339!Jefferson Jefferson County 488.0 814.6 3,584,240 3,486,488( -97,752
340(Jefferson Jefferson West 316.0 1,353.7 5,956,280 5,793,836 -162,444)
341}Jefferson Oskaloosa 523.6 928.1 4,083,640 3,972,268 -111,372
342/Jefferson Mclouth 516.7 868.3 3,820,520 3,716,324 104,196
343|)efferson Perry 932.3 1,403.2 6,174,080 6,005,696 -168,384
344]Unn Pleasanton 359.0 657.9 2,894,760 2,815,812 .78,948]
345)5hawnee Seaman 3,467.7 4,283.2 18,846,080 18,332,096 -513,984|
346|Linn Jayhawk 525.9 943.1 4,149,640 4,036,468] -113,172]
347|Edwards Kinsely-Offerle 305.0 597.6 2,629,440 2,557,728 -71,712]
348/ Douglas Baldwin City 1,359.4 1,707.6 7,513,440 7,308,528] -204,912
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2009-10 Est. Gen Fund
{excl Sped State Aid)
2008-09 2008-09 2008-09 Est. Gen Fund As Approved by
FTE Envollment | Tota) WTD FTE |  (excl Sped State Ald) the Legislature Difference
USON County Name USD Name {Includes MILY} | (exe spec ad) 54,400 $4,280 {Col 4 - Col 3)
349|stafford Stafford 272.0 505.7 2,225,080 2,164,396
350| Stafford St. John-Hudson 362.2 640.7 2,819,080 2,742,196
351|stafford Macksvilie 3022; 5487 .o aso0n080| 2,335,596
352(Sherman Goodland ... 3064 ...)43094 62959601 61242521
353|Sumner Wellington 16429 .4,0580 1 _ ..9,055,200 | .. 5,808,240
354[Barton Clafin 221 “45.3 1,959,320 1,505,884
355/Barton Eiliswood 418.0 718.7 3,149,080 3,063,196
356(S Conway Springs 527.9 883.3 3,886,520 3,780,524]
357[Sumner Belle Plaing 691.5 1,144.8 5,037,120 4,899,744]
358[Sumner Quford 342.6 613.5 2,699,400 2,625,780}
359{Sumner Argonia 186.5 381.2 1,677,280 1,631,536(
360[Sumner Cakiwell 221.5 447.8 1,970,320 1,916,584
361[Harper Anthony-Harper 818.2 1,350.9 5,943,960 5,781,852
362{Unn Prairie View 933.5 1,480.1 6,512,440 6,334,828 177,612
363[Finney Hokomb 865.0 1335.9 5,877,960 5,717,652 -160,
364/ Marshall Marysville 740.0 1,159.7 5,102,680 4,963,516 -139,164
365|Anderson _ Gamett 1,107.2 1,659.8 7,303,120 7,103,944 -199,176
366 Woodsan Woodson 399.0 739.1 3,252,040 3,163 -88,692
367 Miami Osawatomie 1,121.0 1,730.3 7,613,320 7,405,684 -207,63
368{Miami Paols 2,027.9 2,524.0 11,105,600 * 10,802,720, -302,&%
369[Harvey Burrton 244.7 4615 2,030,600 1,978,220 -55,3
371|Gray Montezuma 2149 469.2 2,064,480 2,008,176 -56,304f
372{Shawnee Siiver Lake 716.4 1,080.8 4,755,520 4,625,824 -129,696}
373 [Harvey Newton 3,383.4 43729 19,240,760 18,716,012 524,748}
374]Haskell Sublette 4614 870.2 3,828,880 3,724 45 -104,424)
375[8utler Circle 1,595. 1,957.2 8,611,680 8,376,816 -234,864
376/Rice Steriing 523.6 879.0 3,867,600 3,762,120 -105,480]
377]Atchison Atchison County 683.6 1,134.5 4,991,800 4,855,660, -136,140)
378[Riley Riley County 649.5 1,041.0 4,580,400 4,455,480 -124,92
379[Clay Clay Center 1,344.7 1,812.9 7,976,760 7,759,212 217,546
380|Marshail Vermilion 525.0 878.8 3,866,720 3,761,264] -105,45
381[Ford Spearville 3520 562.9 2,476,760 2,409,212 -67,548
382[Pratt Pratt 1,089.4 1,618.1 7,119,640 6,925,468 -194,172
383|Riley Manhattan 5,898.0 7,146.8 31,445,920 30,588,304 -857,616]
384Riley Blue Valley 1989 419.7 1,846,680 1,796,316 -50,364]
385| Butler Andover 4,538.3 5432.0 23,900,800 23,248,960 -65 1,840}
386]Greenwood Madison-Visgil 2265 439.8 1,935,120 1,882,344] -52,77
387|Wilson Altoona-Midway 1795 434.6 1,912,240 1,860,088] -52,152)
388|Eiils Ellis 367.6 591.3 2,601,720 2,530,764] -70,95
389/ Greenwood Eureka 598.5 1,045.2 4,598,880 4,473,456 -125,424
390]Greenwood Hamitton 99.5 249.5 1,097,800 1,067,860 -29,940
392{Osborne Osborne 335.3 603.4 2,654,960 2,582,552 -72,408]
393]Dickinson Solomon 389.6 674.9 2,969,560 2,888,572 -80,988]
394 |Butler Rose Hill 1,663.4 2,094.4 9,215,360 8,964,032 -251,328|
395]Rush LaCrosse 299.5 529.3 2,328,920 2,265,404 -63,516}
396]Butler Douglass 776.5 1,188.1 5,227,640 5,085,068 -142,572}
397|Marlon Centre 2292 437.9 2,146,760 2,088,212 -58 548}
398]Marion Peabody-Burns 335.0 615.2 2,706,880 2,633,056 -73,824]
399[RusseX Paradise 125.6 313.6 1,379,840 1,342,208 -37,632]
400|McPherson Smoky Valley 1,016.4 1,466.9 6,454,360 6,278,332 -176,02
401[Rice Chase 1405 175 1,397,000 1,358,900]  -38,1
402[Butler Augusta 2,146.1 2,602.5 11,451,000 11,138,700 312,
403|Rush Otis-Blson 171.3 386.2 1,699,280 1,652,936 46,344
404[Cherokee Riverton 827.5 1,320.2 5,808,880 5,650,456 -158,424
405[Rice Lyons 737.1 1,370.6 6,030,640 5,866,168 -164,472
406{Doniphan Wathena 401.0 658.1 2,895,640 2,816,668] -78,972
407|Russell Russall 923.2 1,409.8 6,203,120 6,033,944 -169,176
408|Marion Marion 597.8 968.1 4,259,640 4,143,468| -116,172
409]Atchison Atchison 1,580.0 2,138.9 9,411,160 9,154,492 -256,
410|Marion Durham-Hills 590.8 971.7 4,275,480 4,158,876 -116,604
411/Marlon Goessal 2453 457.1 2,011,240 1,956,388 -54,852
412|Sheridan Hoxle 292.9 505.3 2,223,320 2,162,684  -60,636
413[Neosho Chanute 1,773.0 2,718.9 11,963,160 11,636,892]  -326,268
415/Brown Hiawatha 843.3 1,366.8 6,013,920 5,849.904] -164,016
416{Miami Louisburg 1,644.7 2,030.1 8,932,440 8,688,828 .243,612]
417|Morris Morris County 764.4 1,2487 5,494,280 5,344,436 -149,844
418/McPherson McPherson 2,259.8 2,7270 11,998,800 11,671,560 ~327,240
419McPherson Canton-Gaiva 367.8 658.1 2,895,640 2,816,668 78,972
420|Osage Osage City 644.1 1,038.1 4,567,640 4,443,068 -124,572
421|0sage Lyndon 432.0 721.8 3,175,920 3,089,304 -§6,61
SF9113.xixs
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2009-10 Est. Gen Fund
{exc! Sped State Aid)
2008-09 2008-09 2008-09 Est. Gen Fund As Approved by
FTE Enroliment | Total WTD FTE | (excl Sped State Ald) the Legislature Ditference

UsSo# County Name USD Name (includes MILT) | (exc spec ed) 54,400 54,280 {Col 4 - Col 3
422|xlows Greensburg 210.5 515.1 2,266 440 2,204,628! -61,812
423[McPherson Moundridge 434.5 7221 3,177,240 3,090,588| -86,652
424 |Kiows Mullinvile 266 2 AN 1371480 ..1334076]
425/Doniphan Highiand . 205 448.5 ... 19734001 1919580
426|Republic Pike Valiey . 2535 481.8 ©3,119920 | 2,062,104}
428|Barton Grest Bend 2,972.8 4,175.4 18,371,760 17,870,712
429|Donlphan Troy_ 3375 590.1 2,596,440 2,525,628
430[8rown Brown County 635.5 1,153.2 5,074,080 4,935,696
431/8arton Holsington 607.5 960.8 4,226,200 4,110,940
432[Ellis Victorla 257.5 449.0 1,975,600 1,921,720
433|0onighan Midway 156.9 381.2 1,677,280 1,631,536
434]0sage Santa Fe 1,115.2 1634.6 7,192,240 6,996,088! -196,152
435 Dickinson Abllene 1,495.5 19323 8,502,120 8,270,244 -231,87,
436/Montgomery _ |Canay 807.0 1,261.5 5,550,600 5,399,220/ -151,380
437|Shawnee Auburn Washburn 5,356.4 6,449.7 28,378,680 27,604,716 -773,964
438[Pratt Skyline 358.0 629.9 2,771,560 z,ssggn' -7s,s§i
439|Harvey Sedgwick 532.0 819.7 3,606,680 3,508,316 ' -98,364]
440|Harvey Halstead 789.6 1,221.6 5,375,040 5,228,448]  -146,592
441 [Nemaha Sabetha 935.5 1,380.6 6,074, 640 5,908,968 -165,672
442]Nemaha Nemaha Vailey 439.0 749.0 3,295,600 3,205,720 -89,880
443|Ford Dodge City 5,550.7 8,954.0 39,397,600 38,323,120]  -1,074,480
444]Rice Uttle River 299.3 535.8 2,357,520 2,293,224 -64,
445/Montgomery Coffeyville 1,800.2 2,569.5 11,308,800 10,997,450] -308,340}
446|Montgomery independence 1,832, 2,462.2 10,833,680 10,538,21 -295,4
447|Montgomery Charryvale 878.2 1,386.6 6,101,040 5,934,648 -166,392
448|McPherson Inman 445.3 707.8 3,114,320 3,029,384] -84,93
449] Leavenworth Easton 672.5 1,066.5 4,692,600 4,564,620 -127,980)
450/Shawnee Shawnee Heights 3,367.9 4,268.5 18,781,400 18,269,180 -512,220
451 Nemahs [XY] 192, 399.7 1,758,680 1,710,716 -47,964
452(Stanton Stanton County 423.2 813.6 3,579,840 3,482,208 -97,632]
4531 orth L th 3,875.2 5,214.9 22,945,560 22,319,772 -625,788]
454/0sage Buringame 3293 556.4 2,448,160 2,381,392 -ss_,]_ga
456|0sage Marals Des Cygnes 267.0 547.3 2,408,120 2,342,444 -65,67
457[Finney Garden City 6,807.7 10,023.7 44,104,280 42,901,436]  -1,202,844]
4581 rth Basehor-Unwood 2,166.0 2,537.0 11,162,800 10,858,360 -304, 440§
459[Ford Bucklin 2331 454.9 2,001,560 1,946,972 -54,588
460[Harvey Hesston 820.0 1,166.7 5,133,480 4,993,476 -140,
461|wilson Neodesh 716.4 1,169.4 5,145,360 5,005,032 -140,32
462[Cowley Central 3365 616.0 2,710,400 2,636,480 -73,920f
463|Cowley Udail 391.2 654.1 2,878,040 2,799,548 -78,492
464[Leavenworth Tonganoxie 1,777.1 2,300.1 10,120,440 9,844,428 -276,012
465[Cowley Winfield 2,430.7 3,125, 13,750,000 13,375,000] -375,0004
466(Scott Scott County 855.9 1,361.0 5,988,400 5,825,080{ -163,320]
467|Wichita Laot} 426.1 786.1 3,458 840 3,364,508] -94,332
468[Lane Healy 735 208.1 915,640 890,668 -24,972
469|Leavenworth Lansing 2,408.0 2,995.5 13,180,200 12,820,740 -359,460
470|Cowley Arkansas Cty 2,709.3 3,894.9 17,137,560 16,670,172 467,388
471|Cowley Dexter 173.0 373.5 1,643,400 1,598,580/ 44,820
473]Oickinson Chapman 973.0 1,624.1 7,146,040 6,951,148/ -194,892
474/KXlowa Haviland 139.0 308.5 1,357,400 1,320,380 -37,02
475|Geary Junction City 6,883.4 9,171.4 40,354,160 39,253,592]  -1,100,5
476/Gray Copeland 1125 322.9 1,420,760 1,382,012 -38,748
477|Gray ingalis 229.5 500.6 2,202,640 2,142,568 -60,072
479]Anderson Crest 2210 464.5 2,043,800 1,988,060 -55,740)
480|Seward Uberal 4,257.7 6,371.2 28,033,280 27,268,736 764,544)
481/Dickinson Rural Vista 416.0 745.4 3,284,160 3,194,592 -89,568]
482[Lane Digiton 253.0 467.3 2,056,120 2,000,044 -56,076]
483[Seward Kismet-Plains 7145 1,451.1 6,384,840 6,210,708] -174,132]
484|Wilson Fredonla 743.8 1,199.3 5,276,920 5,133,004] -143,916{
486{Doniphan Elvood 309.9 564.9 2,485,560 2,417,772 -67,7
487]Dickinson Herington 516.4 870.6 3,830,640 3,726,168] -104,472
488|Marshall Axtel 296.7 527.1 2,319,240 2,255,988 -63,252
489[€ins Hays 2,767.3 3,601.2 15,845,280 15,413,136 432,144
490!(Butier £l Dorado 1,992.9 2,746.5 12,084,600 11,755,020 -329,580
491|Douglas Eudora 1,396.3 1,785.0 7,854,000 7.639,800 -214,200
492Butier Flinthills 294.8 539.5 2,373,800 2,309,060 -64,740)
493|Cherokee Columbus 1,152.6 1,765.0 7,766,000 7,554,200{ -211,800
494|Hamiiton Syracuse 469.5 876.5 3,856,600 3,751,420] -105,180
495/Pawnee Ft. Larned 862.0 1,327.6 5,841,440 5,682,128( -159,312
496(Pawnee Pawnee Heights 148.2 309.9 1,363,560 1,326‘372| -37,18
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2009-10 Est, Gen Fund
[excl Sped State Aid)
2008-09 2008-09 2008-09 Est, Gen Fund As Approved by
FTE Enroliment | Total WTD FTE | (excl! Sped State Ald} the Legislature Difference
USD# County Name USD Name (includes MILT) | (exc spec ed) 54,400 54,280 {Col 4 - Col 3)
497|Douglas Lawrence 10,487.2 13,179.3 57,988,920 56,407,404 -1,581,51
498 Marshall Valiey Heights 363.0 666.5 2,932,600 2,852,620] -79,980%
499|Cherokes Galens 7280 1,2220 5,376,800 5,230,160 +146,6408
500{Wyandotte Kansas City 18,429.2 29,050.9 127,823,960 124,337,852]  -3,486,108
501[Shawnee Topeka 12,903.6 18,2033 80,094,520 77910,124)  -2,184,3
502{Edwards Lewis 1016 248.3 1,092,520 1,062,724 -29,796)
503|Labette Parsons 1,343.4 1,991.0 8,760,400 8,521,480 ’238,920|
504|Labette Osweggo 473.6 809.3 3,560,920 3,463 304 -97,11
505{Labette Chetopa - St. Paui 503.8 899.7 3,958,680 3,850,716 -107,964
506 |Labette Labette County 1,580.6 2,128.6 9,365,840 9,110,408| -255,432)
507|Haskell Satanta 343.5 683.7 3,008,280 2,926,236 -82,044
508({Cherokee Baxter Springs 926.5 1,446.1 6,362,840 6,189,308 173,532
509({Sumner South Haven 2265 443.5 1,951,400 1,898,180 -53,22
511{Harper Attica 1385 297.7 1,309,880 1,274,156 -35,72
512{Johnson Shawnee Misslon 26,579.0 33,059.3 14i460,920 !411493‘304 -3,967,11
TOTALS 476346 634,168.3 2,791,015,015 2,714972,587 -76,042,428]
SF9113.xixs

HB2373KSDEnntniitSFA1 13-5-7-08nassadHalk San ndf




Exhibit G



Estimated Capital Outlay State Aid

KASB Region

- KASB .

Prepared by Jim Hays, Research Specialist dlstncis only

s : Capital Outiay State

“Region . 'USD L USDName _ s 1 > s 12 aid Total! :
1 512 Shawnee Mission Pub Sch 26,532.0 8.00 0.0% $25,731,869.81 $0 00 $25,731,869.81 $969.84
1 229 Blue Valiey 19,940.4 8.00 0.0% $19,135,691.00 $0 00 $19,135,691.00 $959.64
1 203 Piper-Kansas City 1,681.5 8.00 0.0% $1,516,460.22 $0.00 $1.516,460.22 $958.87
1 204 Bonner Springs 2,270.0 7.97 21.0% $1.215321 13 $255.217 44 $1.470,538.56 $647.81
1 231 Gardner Edgerton 43234 8.00 25.0%  $2,038,401.33 $509.600.33 $2,548,001.66 $589.35
1 348 Baldwin City 1,3334 8.00 27.0% $596,129.52 $160,954 97 $757,084 .49 $567.78
1 497 Lawrence 10,4457 5.99 0.0%  $5,843,022.97 $0 00 $5,843,022.97 $559.37
1 202 Tumer-Kansas City 3,772.2 8.00 40.0% $1,252,931.22 $501.172 43 $1,754,103.71 $465.01
1 458 Basehor-Linwood 2,166.0 5.99 24.0% $754,506.97 $181.081 67 $935,588.64 $431.94
1 453 Leavenworth 3,791.7 6.12 320% $1,207,118.19 $386,277 82 $1,593,396.02 $420.23
1 491 Eudora 1,396.3 7.20 39.0% $412,268.64 $160.784 77 $573,053.41 $410.41
1 232 De Soto 6,060.4 4.51 13.0%  $1,792,242.32 $232,991.50 $2,025,233.82 $334.17
1 342 Mclouth 504.7 3.98 29.0% $115,602.14 $33.524 62 $149,126.76 $295.48
1 343 Perry Public Schools 929.3 3.98 23.0% $222,436.50 $51.160 40 $273,596.90 $294 41
1 409  Atchison Public Schools 1,564.0 4.00 35.0% $323,437.94 $113.203.28 $436,641.22 $279.18
1 464  Tonganoxie 1,777 1 400 30.0% $360,193.96 $108,058 19 $468,252.14 $263.48
1 469 Lansing 2,408.0 3.99 36.0% $441,079.22 $158,788 52 $599,867.74 $249.11
1 500 Kansas City 18,155.2 3.97 37.0%  $3,166,410.30 $1.171571 81 $4,337,982.11 $238.94
1 340 Jefferson West 916.0 3.98 42.0% $150,608.52 $63,255 58 $213,864.09 $233.48
1 449 Easton 672.5 2.99 34.0% $94,341.19 $32.076 00 $126,417.19 $187.98
1 486 Eiwood 309.9 200 43.0% $25,236.05 $10,851 .50 $36,087.55 $116.45
1 341 Oskaloosa Public Schoois 5116 1.00 35.0% $26,158.73 $9,155.56 $35,314.29 $69.03
1 338 Jefferson County North 482.0 0.99 43.0% $15,363.86 $7.528 29 $22,892.16 $47.49
1 233 Olathe 25,192.9 0.50 6.0% $939,578.67 $56,374.72 $995,953.39 $39.53
1 207 Ft Leavenworth 1,679.8 3.99 80.0% $9,360.60 $7,488 48 $16,849.07 $10.03
1 230 Spring Hill 24146 0.00 16.0% $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
1 338 Valley Falls 404.3 0.00 46.0% $0.00 $0.60 $0.00 $0.00
1 377  Atchison Co Comm Schools 675.1 0.00 28.0% $0.00 $0 00 $0.00 $0.00
1 406 Wathena 398.5 0.00 46.0% $0.00 $0 00 $0.00 $0.00
1 425 Highland 220.5 0.00 32.0% $0.00 $0 00 $0.00 $0.00
1 429  Troy Public Schools 339.5 0.00 48.0% $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
1 433 Midway Schools 156.9 0.00 0.0% $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

1 Totat

Capital outlay equalization aid is eliminated. Note that
this only effects those dlstncts poor euough to receive

cquahzatxon axd t does not: eﬂect wealthier dxsmcts muci
orat all, Statcw1 thnscuts over $22 000 000 ﬁ'om poor




Estimated Capital Outlay State Aid

KASB Region
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2 Total

Burlington

Prairie View

Seaman

Southern Lyon County
Shawnee Heights
Topeka Public Schools
Paocla

Mission Valley

Aubum Washburn
Wellsville
LeRoy-Gridiey

Mill Creek Valley
North Lyon County
Marais Des Cygnes Valley
Jayhawk

Garnett

Eureka

Ottawa

Lyndon

Empona

Louisburg

Osage City
Pleasanton

Silver Lake

Santa Fe Trail
Hamilton
Lebo-Waverly

West Franklin

Central Heights
Osawatomie
Madison-Virgil
Burlingame Public School
Crest

505.9
33679
12,821.2
2,029.1
4750
5,332.4
839.0
260.0
4631
513.0
267.0
517.9
1,107.2
586.0
2,393.9
431.0
42496
1,644.7
644.1
353.0
710.3
1,115.2
98.0
547.0
699.0
538.0
1,109.0
2215
329.3
2175

47.0%
42.0%
42.0%

0.0%
36.0%
29.0%
41.0%
43.0%
22.0%
46.0%
19.0%
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Capital Outlay State I3

% .,c\.' , A a.!d
1,460,627.42 $0.00
$793,503.15 $0.00

$1,718,088.62 $326,436.84
$201,498.65 $50.374 .66
$1.035,889.58 $321,125.77
$3,884,992.25 $1.243,197.52
$665,828.24 $133,165 65
$155,845.56 $29,629.66
$1,905,506.53 $0.00
$225,319.18 $65.342 .56

$83,205.83 $4,992 35
$139,418.19 $15,336 .00
$115,520.70 $33,501 00

$59,202.44 $17,76073
$115,425.00 $31,164.75
$237,106.37 $64,018.72
$113,809.12 $39,833.19
$478,672.25 $148.,388 40

$82,887.13 $29.839.37
$709,543.91 $305,103 88
$361,800.92 $28,944.07
$107.894.92 $44.236 92
$51,274.76 $24,099.14

$69,843.79 $25,334 .39

$69,107.53 $29.025 16

$7,718.44 $0 00
$0.00 $0.00
$0.00 $0.00
$0.00 $0.00
$0.00 $0 00
$0.00 $0 00
$0.00 $0 00
$0.00 $0 00

$3,014,850.74

Prepared by Jim Hays, Research Specialist 5/21/2009

SLRIT

$793,503.15
$2,044,525.46
$251,873.31
$1,357.015.35
$5,128,189.78
$798,993.89
$185,575.22
$1.905,506.53
$290,661.75
$88,196.18
$154,754.19
$149,021.71
$76,963.17
$146,589.74
$301,125.09
$153,642.31
$627,060.65
$112,726.50
$1,014,647.79
$390,745.00
$152,131.84
$75,373.90
$99,178.19
$98,132.69
$7.718.44
$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$146062742

5 PN
$1,793.50
$850.03
$589.74
$497.87
$402.93
$399.98
$393.77
$390.68
$357.35
$346.44
$339.22
$334.17
$290.49
$288.25
$283.05
$271.97
$262.18
$261.94
$261.55
$238.76
$237.58
$236.19
$213.52
$139.63
$88.00
$78.76
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00

Page 2



Estimated Capital Outlay State Aid

KASB Region
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250
484
282
286
258
493
503
257
413
446
248
505
504
234
461
101
235
246
247
249
256
283
285
366
387
404
436
447
499
508
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3 Total

Coffeyville
Labette County
Pittsburg

Fredonia

West Elk

Chautauqua Co Community
Humboldt

Columbus

Parsons

lola

Chanute Pubiic Schools
Independence

Girard

Chetopa-St. Paul
Oswego

Fort Scott

Neodesha
Erie-Galesburg
Uniontown

Northeast

Cherokee

Frontenac Public Schaois
Marmaton Valley

Elk Valley

Cedar Vale

Woodson
Altoona-Miaway
Riverton

Caney Valiey
Cherryvale

Galena

Baxter Springs

1,137.6
1,331.4
1,379.0
1,760.0
1,818.0
989.5
501.8
467.6
1,933.5
706.7
544.5
427.0
524.0
700.5
822.0
312.5
181.5
138.5
396.0
174.5
8225
796.1
866.2
7155
9125

43.0%
27.0%
51.0%
53.0%
44.0%
53.0%
37.0%
13.0%
24.0%
25.0%

0.0%
46.0%
43.0%
55.0%
62.0%
54.0%

it

e R aid -
$618,946.35 $123,7858.27
$397,664.21 $202.808.75
$751.215.83 $172,77964
$173.871.79 $48 68410

$77.286.65 $18.551 20
$72,981.65 $24 083 94
$99,683.77 $29.905 13
$220,704.33 $72,832.43
$213,506.21 $91.807 67
$204,203.12 $102.101.56
$255,429.65 $125,160.53
$290,852.32 $93,072.74
$138,019.96 $64 869 .38
$52,763.54 $30,075.22
$44,369.44 $26.621.66
$192,770.34 $79.035.84
$66,941.20 $28.784.72
$0.00 $0.06

$0.00 $0 00

$0.00 $0 00

$0.00 $0.00

$0.00 $0.00

$0.00 $0 00

$0.00 $0.00

$0.00 $0 0C

$0.00 $0.00

$0.00 $0.00

$0.00 $0 .00

$0.00 $0.06

$0.00 $0 00

$0.00 $0 00

$0.00 $0.00
$1,334,963.77

Prepared by Jim Hays, Research Specialist 5/21/2009

$600,472.95
$923,995.46
$222,555.90
$95,847.84
$97,065.59
$129,588.91
$293,536.75
$305,313.88
$306,304.68
$380,590.18
$383,925.06
$202,889.34
$82,838.75
$70,991.10
$271,806.18
$95,725.92
$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$414.15

$381.96
$352.86
$301.85
$272.63
$270.75
$263.66
$258.03
$229.32
$222.12
$216.24
$211.18
$205.04
$165.08
$151.82
$140.56
$13545
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.06
$0.06
$0.00
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Estimated Capital Outlay State Aid KASB Region

KASB - 2Capital Qutiay State
Region uso {USDNa 1y s 5 4 T U Propettyax Tt aid Towl Ca !
4 321 Kaw Valley 1,1‘1-5-.7) 7.99 0.0% $1,807,454.94 $0 00 $1,807,454.94 $1,623.95
4 441 Sabetha 835.5 8.00 39.0% $355,195.08 $138,526 G§ $493,721.16 $527.76
4 488  Axtell 289.7 4.00 30.0% $88,288.51 $26.486 55 $114,775.06 $396.18
4 415 Hiawatha 843.8 3.99 23.0% $260,121.81 $£58.828 02 $319,949.82 $379.18
4 364  Marysville 724.2 4.00 15.0% $234,323.82 $35,148 57 $269,472.39 $372.10
4 224  Clifton-Clyde 285.5 4.00 12.0% $91,368.26 $10,564 18 $102,332.46 $358.43
4 473  Chapman 960.5 3.99 20.0% $239,958.17 $47 29153 $287,949.80 $299.79
4 383  Manhattan-Ogden 5,752.5 3.27 0.0% $1,687,159.52 S0 0C $1,687,159.52 $293.29
4 322  Onaga-Havensville-Wneaton 3175 4.00 29.0% $70,027.43 $20.307 95 $90,335.38 $284.52
4 435  Abilene 1,495.5 4.01 35.0% $305,937.20 $107.078 02 $413,015.22 $276.17
4 223 Bames 3366 3.27 13.0% $81,099.28 $10.542 91 $91,642.20 $272.26
4 498  Valiey Heights 3555 4.01 39.0% $63,160.13 $24 632 45 $87,792.59 $246.96
4 335 North Jackson 360.0 3.99 45.0% $58,855.84 $26 485 17 $85,341.11 $237.06
4 336  Holton 1,052.3 3.71 46.0% $149,454 14 $68,748 90 $218,203.05 $207.36
4 481 Rural Vista 402.5 274 29.0% $62,749.43 $18,197 33 $80,946.77 $201.11
4 475  Geary County Schools 6,688.9 3.99 57.0% $795,068.06 $453,188 80 $1,248,256.86 $186.62
4 378  Riley County 649.5 1.95 32.0% $66,086 .40 $21.147 65 $87,234.05 $134.31
4 337  Royal Valley 913.1 2.15 55.0% $54,038.75 $30,216 31 $85,155.06 $93.26
4 320 Wamego 1,293.0 0.27 29.0% $18,654.91 $5 409 92 $24,064.84 $18.61
4 108  Washington Co. Schools 400.5 0.00 38.0% $0.00 $0 00 $0.00 $0.06
4 323  Rock Creek 818.5 0.00 37.0% $0.00 $0 00 $0.00 $0.00
4 379  Clay Center 1,344.7 0.00 36.0% $0.00 $G 00 $0.00 $0.00
4 380  Vermillion 516.0 0.00 38.0% $0.00 S0 00 $0.00 $0.00
4 384 Blue Valley 196.4 0.00 3.0% $0.00 30 00 $0.00 $0.00
4 383  Solomon 389.6 0.00 32.0% $0.00 %0 6Q $0.00 $0.00
4 430  South Brown County 635.5 0.00 50.0% $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
4 442  Nemaha Valley Schoois 433.0 0.00 23.0% $0.00 S0 00 $0.00 $0.00
4 451 B&B 192.5 0.00 43.0% $0.00 $0 00 $0.00 $0.06
4 487  Herington 497.8 0.00 48.0% $0.00 SG 00 $0.00 $0.00
4 Total $1,104,90047

Prepared by Jim Hays, Research Specialist 5/21/2009 Page 4



Estimated Capital Outlay State Aid

5 Total

KASB! -
) Little River 295.8
5 310  Fairfield 2972
S 418 McPherson 2,247.3
5 401 Chase-Raymond 136.5
5 410  Durham-Hillsboro-Lehigh 587.3
5 305 Salina 6,929.3
5 313 Buhler 2,117.5
5 284  Chase County 417.5
5 423  Moundridge 433.5
5 369 Burrton 240.2
5 397 Centre 2252
5 417  Morris County 7574
5 400  Smoky Valley 1,006.8
5 306  Southeast Of Saline 679.6
5 411 Goessel 2453
5 373 Newton 3,365.4
5 460  Hesston 820.0
5 440 Haistead 779.6
5 307  Ell-Sdline 451.2
5 308 Hutchinson Public Schools 4,525.6
5 311 Pretty Prairie 2711
5 419  Canton-Galva 368.5
5 439  Sedgwick Public Schools 532.0
5 309  Nickerson 1,132.4
5 448 inman 438.3
5 312 Haven Public Schoois 988.5
5 405 Lyons 720.6
5 376  Steding 519.6
5 398 Peabody-Bums 333.0
5 408 Marion-Florence 597.8

i Capital Outlay State

ald

0.0% $224,763.91 $0 00
0.0% $196,546.54 $0.00
7.0% $1,337,307.83 $3361155
0.0% $81,858.35 S0 00
31.0% $253,329.34 $78.532 10
22.0%  $2,576,013.71 $666.723 02
26.0% $721,062.91 $187.476 36
0.0% $160,227.92 $0 00
0.0% $163,343.97 30 00
17.0% $70,138.63 $14.027 73
6.0% $73,588.71 $4,415.32
14.0% $219,630.12 $30.748.22
28.0% $215,184 .51 $60,251 66
0.0% $180,817.36 $0.00
36.0% $46,911.03 $16.887 97
42.0% $576,316.87 $242 053.09
37.0% $144,653.81 $53,521.91
37.0% $136,125.08 $50,366 28
40.0% $76,860.15 $30.744 06
37.0% $781,875.53 $289.293 95
28.0% $45,171.43 $12 648 00
17.0% $56,049.14 $9.628.35
56.0% $56,290.07 $31,522.44
27.0% $125,263.29 $33.821 09
24.0% $38,907.43 $9.337.78
25.0% $85,689.74 $21422 43
38.0% $46,162.86 $17.541 89
38.0% $8,081.32 $3.070.90
21.0% $0.00 $0.00
34.0% $0.00 $0 00
$1,857,546.08

Prepared by Jim Hays, Research Specialist 5/21/2008

N30 205352,
$224,763.91
$196,546.54

$1.430,919.38

$81,858.35
$331,861.44

$3.142,736.72

$908,539.26
$160,227.92
$163,343.97

$84,166.35

$78,004.03
$250,378.34
$275,436.17
$180,917.36

$63,799.00
$818,369.96
$198,175.72
$1686,491.35
$107,604.21

$1,071,169.48

$57,819.43
$65,577.50
$87,812.52
$159,084.37
$48,245.21
$107,112.17
$63,704.74
$11,152.22
$0.00

$0.00

$759.85
$661.33
$636.73
$599.69
$565.06
$453.54
$429.06
$383.78
$376.80
$350.40
$346.38
$330.58
$273.58
$266.21
$260.08
$243.90
$241.68
$239.21
$238.48
$236.69
$213.28
$177.96
$165.06
$140.48
$110.07
$108.36
$88.41
$21.46
$0.00
$0.00
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Estimated Capital Outlay State Aid

KASB Region

6 375 Circle 1,595.0 . $874,361.26
6 259  Wichita 44 6467 7.00 25.0% $18,746,860.41
6 264  Clearwater 1,279.0 8.00 36.0% $464,148.70
6 385  Andover 4,518.8 7.00 29.0%  $1,719,270.92
6 490  El Dorado 19779 5.00 7.0% $886,755.69
6 268  Cheney 775.8 7.96 42.0% $249,248.85
6 360 Caldwell 220.0 5.00 21.0% $71,352.55
6 267  Renwick 1,928.3 5.99 32.0% $556,869.25
6 265  Goddard 4,803.5 5.99 39.0%  $1,280,033.91
6 261 Haysville 4578.8 7.99 540% $1,045437.23
6 465  Winfield 24145 6.00 40.0% $588,814.64
6 266 Maize 6,329.8 5.00 33.0% $1,623,412.96
6 359  Argonia Public Schools 184.5 4.00 19.0% $52,223.11
6 402 Augusta 2,1311 6.00 46.0% $473,153.17
6 260 Derby 6,216.3 4.00 28.0% $1,429,197.04
6 353 Wellington 16359 4.96 46.0% $321,555.88
6 492 Flinthills 2948 3.99 30.0% $61,401.58
6 205 Bluestem 599.0 3.99 36.0% $118,682.67
6 462  Central 336.5 4.99 46.0% $60,484.56
6 262 Valley Center Pub Sch 2,505.3 403 43.0% $424,436.41
6 394  Rose Hill Public Schools 1,663.4 3.99 50.0% $223,556.91
6 263  Mulvane 1,804.5 4.00 50.0% $239,001.86
6 357 Belle Plaine 678.0 3.99 55.0% $79,130.48
6 396  Douglass Public Schools 7726 1.99 52.0% $48,737.88
6 206  Remington-Whitewater 5114 0.00 19.0% $0.00
6 356  Conway Springs 527.9 0.00 48.0% $0.00
6 358  Oxford 3406 0.00 39.0% $0.00
6 463  Udatt 389.7 0.00 44.0% $0.00
6 470  Arkansas City 2,666.8 0.00 52.0% $0.00
6 471 Dexter 173.0 0.00 47.0% $0.00
6 509 South Haven 225.0 0.00 38.0% $0.00

6 Total

5 Capital Outlay State

ald Capital Qltley
$0 00 $874,361.26
$4.686.715.10 $23.433,575.51
$167.093 53 $631,242.24
$498,588.57 $2,217,859.48
$62,072.80 $948,828.58
$104.684 52 $353,933.36
$14,984 03 $86,336.58
$178.198.16 $735,067.40
$499,213.22 $1,779,247.13
$564,636.11 $1.609,973.34
$235,525.86 $824,340.50
$535726 .28 $2,158,139.23
$9,922.39 $62,145.50
$217,650.46 $690,803.63
$400,175.17 $1,828,372.21
$14791571 $469,471.59
$18,420 47 $79,822.05
$42,725 76 $161,408.43
$27.822 90 $88,307.46
$182,507 66 $606,944.07
$111.778.46 $335,335.37
$119,500.93 $3568,502.79
$43,521 77 $122,652.25
$25,343 70 $74,081.58
$0 00 $0.00
$0.00 $0.00
$0 00 $0.00
$0.00 $0.00
$0 00 $0.00
$0.00 $0.00
$0.00 $0.00

$8,894,623.64

Prepared by Jim Hays, Research Specialist 5/21/2009

$548.19
$524 .87
$493.54
$490.81
$479.72
$456.22
$392.44
$381.20
$370.41
$351.61
$341.41
$341.11
$336.83
$324.15
$294.29
$286.98
$270.77
$269.46
$262.43
$242.26
$201.60
$198.67
$180.90
$95.89
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
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Estimated Capital Outlay State Aid

KASB Region

USOName':

7 Total

7 269  Palco

7 432 Victoria 256.0

7 399  Paradise 120.6

7 270  Plainville 381.9

7 271 Stockton 295.0

7 388  Ellis 368.1

7 489  Hays 2,745.3 7.97
7 328  Lorraine 447.0 3.86
7 279  Jewell 80.5 4.03
7 273  Beloit 7102 5.99
7 407 Russell County 923.2 4.00
7 333  Concordia 1,054.6 5.50
7 110  Thunder Ridge Schools 232.0 3.99
7 334  Southern Cloud 2315 3.88
7 288  Lincoin 330.5 4.00
7 272  Waconda 351.0 3.99
7 237 Smith Center 446.0 3.99
7 327  Elisworth 639.6 3.97
7 392  Osborne County 3353 3.82
7 325  Phillipsburg 655.0 3.99
7 108  Republic County 480.0 2.00
7 326  Logan 166.0 1.70
7 239 North Ottawa County 602.9 1.98
7 426  Pike Valley 253.5 1.00
7 107  Rock Hills 260.0 0.00
7 240  Twin Valley 599.5 0.00
7 293  Sylvan Grove 143.5 0.00

s

Capital Qutiay State

AROEITLY A5 i aid
$374.787 32 $0 00
$289.296.54 $0.00
$128,786.37 $0 00
$364,151.19 $0 00
$241.744 58 $0 00
$286,682 13 $0 00

$1,946,950.24 $19.469 50
$243,640.41 $0 00

$39.984.14 $0 00
$237.371.66 $61.716 63
$320,881 24 $19,252 87
$254,773.85 $96.814 06

$59,359.34 $17.807 80

$70,926.29 $5.674 10

$96,089.86 $10.569 88

$84.667.72 $21.166 S3

$98,235.36 $28 488 26
$128,512.27 $34.698 31

$65,281.51 $18.931 64
$109,295.18 $42,625 12

$69.948 52 $11.191 76

$25,793.68 $0 00

$62.438.01 $17.482 64

$12,459.08 $3.737.72
$0.00 $0 00
$0.00 $0 00
$0.00 $0 00
$409,627.24

Prepared by Jim Hays, Research Specialist 5/21/2009

$289,296.54
$128,786.37
$364,151.19
$241,744.58
$286,682.13

$1,966,419.74

$243,640.41
$39,984.14
$299,088.28
$340,134.11
$351,587.91
$77,167.14
$76,600.38
$106,659.74
$105,834.65
$126,723.62
$163,210.58
$84,213.15
$161,820.30
$81,140.28
$25,793.68
$79,920.66
$16,196.80
$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$2,320.66
$1,130.06
$1,067.88
$953.52
$819.47
$778.82
$716.29
$545.06
$441.81
$421.13
$368.43
$333.38
$332.62
$330.89
$322.72
$301.52
$284.13
$255.18
$251.16
$231.94
$168.04
$155.38
$132.56
$63.89
$0.00
$0.06
$0.00
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Estimated Capital Outiay State Aid

KASB Region

KASB. - \FOutla Capital Outlay State  j o
Reglon ~~ USD . ., ::ii’. .USDNag SR L Propacty TR aid sTotal Capital Outlag.: Reveo:
8 332 Cunningham 775'.5 4.00 0.0% $262,197.90 S0 00 $262,197.90 $1.511.23
8 106 Westem Plains 159.0 3.99 0.0% $160,941.19 S0 00 $150,941.19 $949.32
8 255 South Barber 220.0 3.84 0.0% $156,454.86 SC 00 $156,454.86 $711.16
8 300 Comanche County 3098.5 3.98 0.0% $204,412.60 S0 00 $204,412.60 $660.46
8 474  Haviland 139.0 3.94 0.0% $89,625.18 $0 00 $89.625.19 $644.79
8 254 Barber County North 496.5 3.98 0.0% $298,320.03 $0 00 $298,320.03 $600.85
8 422 Greensburg 210.5 3.96 0.0% $124,607 .44 $0 00 $124,607 44 $591.96
8 303 Ness City 2745 4.00 0.0% $161,131.51 $0 00 $161,131.51 $587.00
8 511 Attica 141.5 4.07 0.0% $76,210.50 $0 00 $76,210.50 $538.59
8 424 Mullinvilie 226.6 4.01 0.0% $114,633.13 $0 00 $114,633.13 $505.88
8 351 Macksville 298.7 4.00 0.0% $149,038.04 $0.00 $149,038.04 $498.96
8 354 Claflin 220.6 3.99 0.0% $106,783.58 $0 00 $106,783.58 $484 .06
8 350 St John-Hudson 362.2 3.98 3.0% $153,274.61 $4.598.24 $157,872.85 $435.87
8 382 Pratt 1,089.2 4.00 22.0% $373,632.78 $82.199 21 $455,831.99 $418.50
8 495 Ft Larned 854.5 5.98 31.0% $267,645.44 $82,970 0% $350,615.52 $410.32
8 361 Anthony-Harper 810.7 497 21.0% $255,322.33 $53,617 69 $308,940.02 $381.08
8 403 Otis-Bison 171.5 2.99 0.0% $55,146.00 $0 00 $55,146.00 $321.55
8 395 LaCrosse 300.5 3.73 5.0% $88,402.85 $4,420.14 $92,822.99 $308.90
8 349 Stafford 272.0 3.86 21.0% $67,688.76 $14214 64 $81,903.40 $301.12
8 496 Pawnee Heights 148.2 0.10 7.0% $1,079.24 $75.55 $1,154.79 $7.79
8 331 Kingman - Norwich 1,033.3 0.00 15.0% $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
8 347 Kinsley-Offerie 296.5 0.00 0.0% $0.00 $0 00 $0.00 $0.00
8 355 Ellinwood Public Schools 418.0 0.00 15.0% $0.00 $0 00 $0.00 $0.00
8 428 Great Bend 2,971.0 0.00 40.0% $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
8 431 Hoisington 594.0 0.00 25.0% $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
8 438 Skyline Schools 358.0 0.00 8.0% $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
8 502 Lewis 98.6 0.00 0.0% $0.00 $C.00 $0.00 $0.00
8 Total $242,085.55

Prepared by Jim Hays, Research Specialist 5/21/2009

Page 8




Estimated Capital Outlay State Aid

KASB Region
: _i -
KASB S Capital Qutiay State {i; K

_Region ~ USD. axy USON SR YT ax. aid Tl Captal QWY s i Ravenue s O
9 281  Graham County 0.0% $452,476.74 $0 00 $452,476.74 $1,228.22
9 291  Grinnell Public Schools 0.0% $68,222.66 $0.00 $68,222.66 $847.49
9 293  Quinter Public Schools 20.0% $160,852.14 $€32170 43 $193,022.57 $736.73
9 275  Triplains 0.0% $60,004.10 $0 00 $60,004.10 $693.69
9 200  Greeley County Schools 0.0% $140,257.94 $0 00 $140,257.94 $663.16
9 482  Dighton 0.0% $164,768.45 $00C $164,768.45 $660.38
9 105  Rawlins County 6.0% $195,771.06 $11.746.26 $207,517.32 $653.60
9 468  Healy Public Schools 0.0% $46,108.49 $0 00 $46,108.48 $627.33
9 294  Oberlin 0.0% $220,818.30 $0 00 $220,818.30 $602.51
9 466  Scott County 0.0% $506,571.20 $0.00 $506,571.20 $598.28
g9 314  Brewster 0.0% $50,630.72 30 00 $50,630.72 $553.34
g 297 St Francis Comm Sch 0.0% $124,208.54 30 00 $124,208.54 $417.51
9 412  Hoxie Community Schools 0.0% $121,717.18 $0 00 $121,717.18 $415.56
9 103  Cheylin 0.0% $52,404.30 $0.00 $52,404.30 $403.11
9 274  Oakley 0.0% $162,946.84 $0.00 $162,946.84 $394.83
9 241 Wallace County Schools 0.0% $75,914.83 $0 06 $75,914.83 $392.32
g 242  Weskan 12.0% $35,553.34 $4,266.48 $39,819.74 $388.49
9 208  Wakeeney 0.0% $150,699.69 $0 00 $150,699.69 $340.18
g 467  Leoti 10.0% $116,472.13 $11,647 21 $128,116.34 $308.65
g 212 Northem Valley 29.0% $47,971.82 $13911 83 $61,883.64 $301.87
9 316  Golden Piains 30.0% $36,812.06 $11.04362 $47,855.67 $257.43
9 292  Wheatland 0.0% $25,741.57 $0 00 $25,741.57 $230.87
g 211 Norton Community Schools 45.0% $98,741.15 $44 433 52 $143,174.67 $209.32
9 213 West Solomon Valley Sch 0.0% $0.00 30 0C $0.00 $0.00
) 315 Colby Public Schools 22.0% $0.00 $G 00 $0.00 $0.00
9 352  Goodland 14.0% $0.00 S0 06 $0.00 $0.00

S Total $129,219.27

Prepared by Jim Hays, Research Specialist 5/21/2009
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Estimated Capital Outlay State Aid KASB Region

Capital Qutiay State

; e B R MR S S T T RPN T AR Y aid

10 507  Satanta 3355 4.00 0.0% $826,679 26 $0.00

10 217  Rolla 200.0 4.95 0.0% $415,618.38 $0.00 $415,518.38 $2,077.59
10 209  Moscow Public Schools 204.7 3.99 0.0% $392,029.14 $0.00 $392,029.14 $1,915.14
10 215  Lakin 631.0 5.00 0.0%  $1.021,337.52 $0.00 $1,021,337.52 $1,618.60
10 216 Deerfield 272.5 4.50 0.0% $296,930.75 $0.00 $296,930.75 $1,089.65
10 210  Hugoton Public Schoois 926.2 3.00 0.0% $962,917.93 $0.00 $962,917.93 $1,039.64
10 452 Stanton County 414.2 4.00 0.0% $429,081.43 $0.00 $429,081.43 $1,035.93
10 374  Sublette 453.9 4.00 0.0% $441,735.73 $0.00 $441,735.73 $973.20
10 218 Elkhart 669.0 5.97 0.0% $556,091.16 $0.00 $565,091.16 $829.73
10 483 Kismet-Plains 696.5 6.00 0.0% $549,861.56 $0.00 $549,861.56 $789.46
10 363  Holcomb 854.5 3.95 0.0% $661,442.15 $0 00 $661,442.15 $774.07
10 214 Ulysses 1,564.0 3.00 0.0% $972,967.37 $0 00 $872,967.37 $622.10
10 220  Ashland 2145 4.00 0.0% $130,581.74 $0 00 $130,581.74 $608.77
10 226  Meade 457 .4 3.99 0.0% $267,060.26 $0 00 $267,060.26 $583.87
10 228  Hanston 725 3.98 0.0% $36,851.52 $0 00 $36,851.52 $508.30
10 494  Syracuse 460.0 3.90 0.0% $231,815.11 $0 00 $231,815.11 $503.95
10 459  Bucklin 230.1 3.99 0.0% $103,395.76 $0 00 $103,395.76 $449.35
10 476  Copeland 110.5 3.97 0.0% $44,015.89 30 00 $44,015.89 $398.33
10 227  Jetmore 253.0 3.99 1.0% $98,800.62 $988 01 $99,788.63 $394.42
10 477  Ingalls 224.0 3.99 14.0% $69,803.37 $9,772 47 $79,575.85 $365.25
10 219  Minneola 271.0 4.00 10.0% $85,118.82 $8.511 88 $93,630.71 $345.50
10 225  Fowiler 159.5 3.99 0.0% $53,756.08 $0 00 $53,756.08 $337.03
10 371 Montezuma 210.9 3.97 19.0% $59,701.78 $11.343 34 $71,045.11 $336.87
10 102  Cimarron-Ensign 646.2 4.00 29.0% $133,686.04 $38,768 95 $172,455.00 $266.88
10 457  Garden City 6,715.2 4.06 37.0% $1,286,977.54 $476.181 69 $1,763,158.24 $262.56
10 381 Spearvilie 352.0 3.96 38.0% $65,571.53 $24.917 18 $90,488.70 $257.07
10 443  Dodge City 5,508.7 3.99 49.0% $718,066.63 $351.852 65 $1,069,919.29 $194.22
10 480  Liberal 4,204.5 3.00 37.0% $587,956.24 $217.543 81 $805,500.05 $191.58

10 Total $1,139.879.98
Srand Total

$22.338.824 .68

Prepared by Jim Hays, Research Specialist 5/21/2009
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. Division of Fiscal & Administrative Services
35 785-206-3871

o5 _.785-208:0459(fax)

120 SE 10th Avenue © Topeka, KS 66612-1182 * 785-296-8338 (TTY) * www.ksde.org

state departmant of

Education 4
July 2, 2009

FROM: Dale M. Dennis, Deputy
Commissioner of Education

SUBJECT:  Governor’s budget Allotments

Attached you will find a computer printout (SF9118) which provides the effects of the
Governor’s budget allotments on school districts for the 2009-2010 school year. Base state aid
per pupil was reduced by $62 from $4,280 as originally approved by the Kansas Legislature to

$4,218.

Please review the column explanation carefully.

COLUMN EXPLANATION
Column | -- 2008-09 FTE enrollment
2--  2008-09 Weighted enrollment excluding special education

3--  2009-10 Estimated general fund budget using the 2008-09 data
excluding special education (2008-09 weighted enrollment times $4,280)

4 -- 2009-10 Estimated REVISED general fund budget using 2008-09 data
excluding special education (Based upon the Governor’s allotment with
a BSAPP of $4,218)

5--  Difference (Potential reductions in general fund budget authority for the
2009-10 school year)
These are strictly estimates based upon 2008-09 data and do not take into
account enrollment increases/decreases or other changes in weightings.

h:leg:Govemnor’s Allotment—SF9! 18—7-2-09



7/2/2009 Col 1 Col 2 Col 3 Col 4 Col 5
2008-09
2008-09 Sub Totai Est. 2009-10 Est. Revisad 2009-10
FTE Enrollment Wtd FTE Using 2008-09 Using 2008-09 Difference
UsD# County Name USD Name {inciudes MILT) | exc spec ed | {Col 2 X $4,280) {Col 2X $4,218) |{Col4-Col3)
101{Neosho Erie 547.3 1,025.0 4,387,000 4,323,450 -63,550]
102|Gray Cimarron-Ensign 650.0 1,069.5 4,577,460 4,511,151 -66,309)
103|Cheyenne Cheylin 130.5 325.6 1,393,568 1,373,381 -20,187
105{Rawlins Rawlins County 317.5 556.5 2,381,820 2,347,317 -34,503
106{Nass Western Plains 160.2 3723 1,589,164 0 1,566,143]  -23021
107 Jewelt Rock Hiils 265.0 519.5 2,223,460 2,191,251 -32,209
108{Washington Washington Co. Schools 400.5 700.4 2,997,712 2,954,287 43,425
109|Repubilkc Repubiic County 480.0 839.2 3,591,776 3,539,746 -52,030
110{Phillips Thunder Ridge 235.0 507.5 2,172,100 2,140,635 -31,465
200|Greeley Greeley County 211.0 450.6 1,928,568 1,900,631 -27,937|
202{Wyandotte Tumer 3,853.7 5,416.9 23,184,332 22,848,484 -335,848
203|{Wyandotte Piper 1,581.5 1,840.0 7,875,200 7,761,120 -114,08
204| Wyandotte Bonner Springs 2,279.6 3,038.9 13,006,492 12,818,080 -188,412
205(Butler 8luestem 582.9 1,040.4 4,452,912 4,388,407 -64,505/
206|Butler Remington-Whitewater 511.3 905.2 3,874,256 3,818,134 -56,122]
207|Leavenworth Ft. Leavenworth 1,859.4 2,061.3 8,822,364 8,694,563 -127,801
208|Trego WaKeeney 443.0 736.3 3,151,364 3,105,713 45,651
209(Stevens Mosxcow 208.7 449.7 1,924,716 1,896,335 -27,881
210{Stevens iHugoton 947.7 1,4923 6,387,044 6,294,521 -92,523
211|Norton Norton 684.0 1,046.7 4,479,876 4,414,981 -64,895
212{Norton Northern Valley 206.5 432.4 1,850,672 1,823,863 -26,809
213|Norton West Solomon 37.2 110.1 471,228 464,402 -6,826/
2314 |Grant Ulysses 1,591.0 2,193.2 9,386,896 9,250,918 -135,97 8¢
215|Kearmy Lakln 637.0 1,109.7 4,749,516 4,680,715 -68,801
216|Kearny Deerfieid 278.0 595.7 2,549,596 2,512,663 -36,933
. Moemon _Mols 1 " 2000] 4130 17676400 " 1742034]  -25,606
218{Morton Elkchart 676.3 1,062.2 6,546,215r 4,480,360 -65,856
219|Clark Minnecla 271.0 471.0 2,015,880 1,986,678 -29,202
220|Clark Ashland 217.2 425.9 1,822,852 1,796,446 -26,406
223|Washington Barnes 336.6 614.9) 2,631,772 2,593,648 -38,124
224/ Washington Clifton-Clyde 292.5 537.3 2,299,644 2,266,331 -33,313
225{Meade Fowler 162.0 367.2 1,571,616 1,548,850 -22,766!
226|Meade Meade 458.9 779.5 3,336,260, 3,287,931 -48,329
227|Hodgeman Jetmore 2515 487.3 2,085,644 2,055,431 -30,213
228/Hodgeman Hanston 72.5 172.0 736,160 725,496 -10,664
229|Johnson Blue Valley 19,939.4 23,521.7 100,672,876 99,214,531 -1,458,345
230(iohnson Spring Hill 2,224.7 2,749.6 11,768,288 11,597,813 -170,475
231}johnson Gardner-Edgerton 4,332.4 5,361.9 22,948,932 22,616,494 -332,43
232|Jjohnson DeSoto 6,070.0 7,643.0 32,712,040, 32,238,174 -473,866
233}johnson Olathe 25,190.1 30,842.0 132,003,760, 130,091,556 -1,912,204
234{Bourbon ft. Scott 1,947.5 2,650.0| 11,342,000 11,177,700 -164,3004
235/Bourbon Unlontown 433.4 828.7 3,546,836 3,495,457 -51,379
237!5mith Smith Center 445.0 782.7 3,349,956 3,301,429 -48,527
239{Ottawa North Ottawa Co. 602.9 354.6 4,085,688 4,026,503 -59,185
240|Ottawa Twin Valley 610.5 1,000.5 4,282,140 4,220,109 62,031
241|Wallace Wallace 193.5 412.8 1,766,784 1,741,190 -25,594,
242 |Wallace Weskan 98.0 250.0 1,070,000 1,054,500 -15,500
243{Coffey Lebo-Waverly 547.0 893.0 3,822,040 3,766,674 -55,366,
244|Coffey " iBurlington 820.4 1,262.0 5,401,360 5,323,116 -78,244
245 Coffey LeRoy-Gridley 259.5 483.4 2,068,952 2,038,981 -29,971
246|Crawford Northeast 527.5 991.1 4,241,908 4,180,460 -61,448
247|Crawford Cherokee 706.5 1,200.0 5,136,000 5,061,600 -74,400f
248 Crawford Glrard 996.5 1,520.4 6,507,312 6,413,047 -94,265
249{Crawford Frontenac 827.5 1,204.6 5,155,688 5,081,003 -74,685
250(Crawford Pittsburg 2,638.1 3,697.6 15,825,728 15,596,477 -229,251
251|Lyon North Lyon Co. 513.0 914.8 3,915,344 3,858,626 -56,718,
252|Lyon Southern Lyon Co. 511.3 912.0 3,903,360 3,846,816 -56,544
253|Lyon Emporia 4,307.1 6,670.4 28,549,312 28,135,747 -413,565
254 Barber Barber Co. 500.5 850.5 3,640,140 3,587,409 -52,731
255 Barber South Barber Co. 220.5 439.1 1,879,348r 1,852,124 -27,224
256[Allen Marmaton Vailey 321.0 607.1 2,598,388 2,560,748 -37,640
257|Allen iola 1,392.5 2,034.0 8,705,520 8,579,412 -126,10
258]Allen [Hum boldt I 493.0 823.3 3,523,724 3,472,679 -51,045]
SF9118.xls

989497



7/2/2008 Col 1 Col 2 Col3 Col 4 ColS
2008-09
2008-0% Sub Total Est. 2009-10 Est. Revised 2009-10
FTE Envoliment Wtd FTE Using 2008-09 Using 2008-09 Difference

Usos County Name USD Name (includes MILT) | exc spec od | (Col 2 X $4,280) {Col 2X $4,218) [{Cold4-Col3)
259|Sedgwick Wichita 45,579.7 66,633.4 285,190,952 281,059,681 4,131,271
260{Sedgwick Derby 6,262.3 7,666.3 32,811,764 32,336,453 475,311
261|Sedgwick Haysville 4,647.8 5,176.1 26,433,708 26,050,790 -382,918
262|Sedgwick Valley Center 2,523.3 3,043.3 13,025,324 12,836,639 -188,685
263 [Sedgwick Mulvane 1,817.0 2,153.6 9,217,408 9,083,885 -133,523
264 {Sedgwick Clearwater 1,280.7 1,686.8 7,219,504 7,114,922 -104,582
265(Sedgwick Goddard 4,809.8 5,722.5 24,492,300 24,137,505 -354,795
266|Sedgwick Malze 6,327.9 7,518.0 32,177,040 31,710,924 -466,116
267|Sedgwick Renwick 1,927.8 2,276.8 9,744,704 9,603,542 -141,162
268|Sadgwick Cheney 777.3 1,137.8 4,869,784 4,799,240 -70,544
269Rooks Paico 164.0 350.0 1,498,000 1,476,300 -21,700
270|Rooks Plainville 381.9 629.0 2,692,120 2,653,122 -38,998
271 |Rooks Stockton 297.1 530.3 2,269,684 2,236,805 -32,879
272{Mitchell Waconda 357.4 663.7 2,840,636 2,799,487 -41,149]
273|Mitchell Beloit 713.9 1,069.7 4,578,316 4,511,995 -66,321
274|Logan Oakley 411.7 697.4 2,984,872 2,941,633 -43,239
275|Logan Triplains 86.5 210.4 900,512 887,467 -13,045|
279{Jewell Jewell 90.§ 253.7 1,085,836 1,070,107 -15,729
281|Graham Graham County 365.6 634.8 2,716,944 2,677,586 39,358}
282]Elk West Elk 355.2 677.9 2,901,412 2,859,382 -42,030
283|Elk £k Valley 185.0 406.3 1,738,964 1,713,773 -25,191
284{Chasa Chase County 417.5 755.7 3,234,396 3,187,543 -46,853
285/Chautauqua Cedar Vale 139.5 304.4 1,302,832 1,283,959 -18,873
286{Chautauqua Chautauqus 364.0 664.0 2,841,920 2,800,752 41,168
_ 287)Franklin |westFrankin 699.0 1,2518]  5357,704] 5280,092]  -77,612
288{Franklin Central Heights 543.0 979.1 4,190,545‘ 4,129,844 -60,704,
289|Franiklin Welisville 836.0 1,227.3 5,252,844 5,176,751 -76,093
290(Franklin Ottawa 2,411.9 3,294.7 14,101,316 13,897,045 -204,271
291|Gove Grinnel} 815 217.8 932,184 918,680 -13,504/
292{Gove Wheatiand 112.5 295.7 1,265,596 1,247,263 ~18,333
293{Gove Quinter 261.0 492.0 2,105,760, 2,075,256 -30,504
294|Decatur Oberiin 366.2 658.9 2,820,092 2,779,240 40,852
297 |Cheyenne St. Francis 297.5 518.5 2,219,180 2,187,033 -32,147,
298(Uncoln Uncoln 337.0 593.6 2,540,608 2,503,805 -36,803
299{Uncoln Sylvan Grove 144.6 310.7 1,329,796 1,310,533 -19,263
300(Comanche Commanche County 307.0 564.9 2,417,772 2,382,748 -35,024
303{Ness Ness City 274.5 471.6 2,018,448 1,989,209 -29,239)
305/Saline Salina 6,959.3 9,104.7 38,968,116/ 38,403,625 -564,491
306/Saline Southeast of Saline 679.6 1,090.6 4,667,768 4,600,151 -67,617
307{Saline tl-Saiine 451.0 759.4 3,250,232 3,203,149 -47,083
308|Reno Hutchinson 4,542 .4 6,134.0 26,253,520 25,873,212 -380,308
309{Reno Nickerson 1,139.4 1,776.9 7,605,132 7,494,964 -110,16@]
310[Reno Fairfield 303.7 633.2 2,710,096 2,670,838 -39,258)
311{Reno Pretty Prairle 269.4 498.3 2,132,724 2,101,829 -30,895
312|Reno Haven 992.5 1,492.5 6,387,900| 6,295,365 -92,53%5
~ 313Reno  euhler 2385|2731 11,719068] 11,549,306 169,762
314|Thomas Srewster 91.5 222.0 950,160, 936,396 -13,764
315({Thomas Colby 926.4 1,389.3 5,946,204/ 5,860,067 -86,137
316{Thomas Golden Plains 189.4 407.4 1,743,672 1,718,413 -25,259
320|Pottawatomie  [Wamego 1,292.0 1,707.1 7,306,388 7,200,548 -105,840f
321}Pottawatomie  |Kaw Valley 1,122.0 1,590.3 6,806,484 6,707,885 -98,599
J22|Pottawatomie |Onaga 317.5 602.1 2,576,988 2,539,658 -37,330]
323|Pottawatomie [Westmoreland 813.7 1,257.9 5,383,312[ 5,305,822 -77,990
325(Phillips Phillipsburg 655.0 1,020.1 4,366,028 4,302,782 -63,246
326{Phiilips Logan 167.5 365.4 1,563,912 1,541,257 -22,655i
327 |Ellsworth Ellsworth 6539.6 1,053.2 4,507,696 4,442,398 -65,298
328{Elsworth Lorraine 453.0 764.0) 3,269,920 3,222,552 -47,368
329|Wabaunsee Alma 463.1 816.0| 3,492,480 3,441,888 -50,592
330{Wabaunsee Wabaunsee East 475.0 851.3 3,643,564, 3,590,783 -52,781
331|Kingman Kingman 1,033.3 1,527.1 6,535,988] 6,441,308 -94,680
332/Kingman Cunningham 176.5 376.5 1,611,420f 1,588,077 -23,343
333(Cloud Concordia 1,062.1 1,615.1 6,912,6285 6,812,492 -100,136
134/Cloud Southern Cloud 2315 467.8 2,002,184] 1,973,180 -29,004,
SF9118.xls
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7)4/2009 Coll Col 2 Col3 Col 4 Col'§
2008-09
2008-09 Sub Total Est. 2009-10 | Est. Revised 2009-10
FTE Enroliment Wtd FTE Using 2008-09 Using 2008-0% Ditferencs
UsSD# County Name USD Name {includes MILY) | exc spec od | (Col 2 X $4,280) (Col 2X$4,218) |(Col 4 - Col 3)
335{jackson North Jackson 360.0 684.4 2,929,232 2,886,799 -42,433
336})ackson Hoiton 1,052.3 1,528.4 6,541,552 6,446,791 -94,761
337|Jackson Mayetta 912.8 1,472.1 6,300,588 6,209,318 -91,2701
| 338}Jefferson Valley Falls 409.3 692.0f 2,961,760 2,918,856 42,904/
339))efferson )efferson County 488.0 814.6 3,486,488 3,435,983 -50,505
340|Jefferson Jefferson West 916.0 1,353.7 5,793,836( 5,709,907 -83,929
341|lefferson Oskaloosa 523.6 928.6 3,974,408] 3,916,835 -57,573
342|)efferson Mclouth 516.7 868.3 3,716,324 3,662,489 -53,835
343|Jefferson Perry 929.2 1,401.4 5,997,992 5,911,105 -86,887
34diLinn Pleasanton 359.0 657.9 2,835,812 2,775,022 40,790}
345/Shawnee Seaman 3,467.7 4,283.2 18,332,096 18,066,538 -265,55
346{Linn Jayhawk 525.9 943.1 4,036,468 3,977,996 -58,472
347 |Edwards Kinsely-Offerle 3026 593.5 2,540,180 2,503,383 -36,797,
348[Douglas Baidwin City 1,359.4 1,707.6 7,308,528 7,202,657 -105,871
349|Stafford Stafford 2668.7 508.2 2,175,096 2,143,588 -31,508
350|Stafford St. John-Hudson 362.7 635.8 2,721,224 2,681,804} -39,420]
351|Stafford Macksvilie 301.9 544.9 2,332,172 2,298,388 -33,784,
352|Sherman Goodland 906.4 1,430.9 6,124,252 6,035,536 -88,716
353{Sumner Wellington 1,642.9 2,058.0 8,808,240 8,680,644 -127,596)
354|8arton Clafiin 222.1 444.6 1,902,888 1,875,323 -27,565
355|Barton Elilnwood 425.7 712.4 3,049,072 3,004,903 -44,169
356|Sumner Conway Springs 528.4 884.9 3,787,372 3,732,508 -54,864
357{Sumner Belle Plaine 691.3 1,144.4 4,898,032 4,827,079 -70,953
358/Sumner Oxford 340.6 613.8 2,627,064 2,589,008 -38,056
 359(Sumner— fArgonia T T 18651 3812 1631536 1,607,902 -23,634)
360/Sumner Caldwell 221.0 447.6 1,915,728 1,887,977 -27,751
361{Harpar Anthony-Harper 818.2 1,350.9 5,781,852 5,698,096 -83,756
362|Unn Prairie View 933.5 1,479.0 6,330,120 6,238,422 491,698
363)Finney Hokomb 865.0 1,335.9 5,717,652 5,634,826 -82,82
364|Marshall Marysville 740.0 1,159.7 4,963,516 4,891,615 -71,901}
365|Anderson Gamett 1,107.2 1,659.8 7,103,944 7,001,036 -102,908}
366|Woodson Woodson 399.0 739.1 3,163,348 3,117,524 -45,824]
367 Miami Osawatomie 1,121.0 1,730.3 7,405,684 7,298,405 -107,279}
368 Miami Paola 2,027.9 2,524.0 10,802,720, 10,646,232 -156,488
369|Harvey Burrton 244.7 461.5 1,975,220 1,946,607 -28,613
371(Gray Montezuma 214.9 469.2 2,008,176 1,979,086 -29,090!
372{Shawnee Silver Lake 716.4 1,080.8, 4,625,824 4,558,814 -67,0101
373{Harvey Newton 3,3834 4,372.9 18,716,012 18,444,892 -271,120§
374 {Haskel Sublette 461.4 870.2 3,724,456 3,670,504 -53,952
375(Butler Clrcle 1,593.8 1,955.3 8,368,684 8,247,455 -121,229
376{Rke Sterling 523.6 879.0 3,762,120 3,707,622 -54,498
377/Atchison Atchlson County 683.6 1,134.5 4,855,660 4,785,321 -70,339
378|Riley Riley County 646.3 1,041.2 4,456,336 4,391,782 -64,554
379|Clay Clay Center 1,358.4 1,824.3 7,808,004 7,694,897 -113,107
380|Marshall Vermilion 525.0 878.8 3,761,264 3,706,778 -54,486
—_ 381[Ford _ [Spearviile _ 35200 Tseas[ 2409212 T T 2374313 349K
382iPratt Pratt 1,089.4 1,618.1 6,925,468 6,825,146 -100,322}
383|Riley Manhattan 5,840.7 7,095.6 30,369,168 29,929,241 -439,927
384/(Riley Blue Valley 198.9 419.7 1,796,316/ 1,770,295 -26,021
385(Butler Andover 4,538.3 5,432.0 23,248,960 22,912,176 -336,784
386|Greenwood Madlson-Virgil 226.5 439.8 1,882,344 1,855,076 -27,268
387(Wilson Altoona-Midway 179.5 434.6 1,860,088 1,833,143 -26,945.
388/Ellis Eifls 367.6 591.3 2,530,764 2,494,103 -36,661
389|Greenwood Eureka 598.5 1,045.2 4,473,456 4,408,654 -64,802
390/Greenwood Hamilton 99.5 249.5 1,067,860 1,052,391 -15,469
392|Osborne _|Osborne 335.3 603.4 2,582,552 2,545,141 -37,411
393|Dickinson ISolomon 389.6 674.9 2,888,572 2,846,728 -41,844
394 8utler Rose HIll 1,660.4 2,089.4 8,942,632 8,813,089 -129,543
395|Rush LaCrosse 299.5 529.3 2,265,404 2,232,587 -32,817'
396 |8utler Douglass 776.5 1,188.6 5,087,208 5,013,515 73,693
397{Marion Centre 229.2 485.9, 2,079,652 2,049,526 -30,126
398({Marlon |Peabody-Burns 335.0 615.2 2,633,056 2,594,914 -38,142
399/Russell Tparadise 125.6 313.6 1,342,208 1,322,765/ -19,443
SF9118.xis
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(77172009 Cal 1 Col 2 Col3 Col 4 Cls
2008-09
2008-09 Sub Totsi Est. 2009-10 Est. Revised 2009-10
FTE Envoliment Wrd FTE Using 2008-09 Using 2008-09 Difference
Usos County Name USD Name {inciudes MILY) | excspeced | (Col 2 X $4,280) (Col 2 X $4,218) [(Col4-Col3)
400|McPherson Smoky Valley 1,016.4 1,466.9 5,278,332 6,187,384 -90,948]
401|Rice Chase 140.5 3175 1,358,900 1,339,215 -19,685
402 |Butler Augusta 2,141.1 2,598.5 11,121,580 10,960,473 -161,107
403|Rush Otis-Bison 171.3 386.2 1,652,936 1,628,992 -23,944
404 Cherokee Riverton 827.5 1,320.2 5,650,456} 5,568,604 -81,852
405|Rice Lyons 7371 1,370.6 5,866,168 5,781,191 -84,977
406 Donliphan Wathena 401.0 658.1 2,816,668 2,775,866 -40,802
407 |Russe!! Russell 923.2 1,409.8 6,033,944 5,946,536 -87,408]
408 |Marion Marion 597.8 968.1 4,143,468 4,083,446 -60,022
409|Atchison Atchison 1,580.0 2,138.9 9,154,492 9,021,880 -132,612
410|Marion Durham-Hills 590.8 971.7 4,158,876 4,098,631 -60,245
411 !Marion Goessel 245.3 457.1 1,956,388 1,928,048 -28,340
412|Sheridan Hoxle 292.9 505.3 2,162,684 2,131,355 -31,329
413|Neosho Chanute 1,773.0 2,718.9 11,636,892 11,468,320 -168,572
415/Brown Hiawatha 8418 1,365.5 5,844,340 5,759,679 -84,661
416|Miam! Loulsburg 1,644.7 2,030.1 8,688,828 8,562,962 -125,86
417|Morrls Morris County 764.4 1,248.7 5,344,436 5,267,017 -77,419]
418/McPherson McPherson 2,259.8 2,727.0] 11,671,560 11,502,486 -169,074
419|McPherson Canton-Galva 367.8 658.1 2,816,668 2,775,866 -40,802,
420/0Osage Osage City 644.1 1,038.1 4,443,068 4,378,706 -64,362
421|0Osage Lyndon 432.0 721.8 3,089,304 3,044,552 -44,752!
422|Kiowa Greensburg 210.5 515.1 2,204,628 2,172,692 -31,936
423|McPherson Moundridge 434.5 722.1 3,090,588 3,045,818 -44,770;
424 |Klowa Mullinville 226.6 3117 1,334,076 1,314,751 -19,325
_42s0oniphan " TWighland T T 205 [ easS| 1919580l 1894773 27,807
426|Republic Plke Valley 253.5 481.8 2,062,104 2,032,232 -29,872
428{Barton Great Bend 2,972.8 4,175.4 17,870,712 17,611,837 -258,875)
429|Doniphan Troy 3375 590.1 2,525,628 2,489,042 -36,586
430{8rown Brown County 635.5 1,153.2 4,935,696 4,864,198 -71,498}
431|Barton Holisington 607.5 960.5 4,110,940 4,051,389 -59,551]
432]|Ellls Victoria 257.5 449.0 1,921,720 1,893,882 -27,838}
433{Doniphan Midway 156.9 381.2 1,631,536 1,607,902 -23,634,
434|0sage Santa Fe 1,115.2 1,634.6 6,996,088 6,894,743 -101,345,
435|Dickinson Abllene 1,495.5 1,932.3 8,270,244, 8,150,441 119,803}
436/Montgomery Caney 807.0 1,261.5 5,399,220 5,321,007 -78,213
437|Shawnee Auburn Washburn 5,356.4 6,449.7 27,604,716 27,204,835 -399,881
438/Pratt Skyline 358.0 625.1 2,675,428 2,636,672 -38,756/
439 Harvey Sedgwick 532.0 819.7 3,508,316, 3,457,495 -50,821
440|Harvey Halstead 789.6 1,221.6 5,228,448 5,152,709 -75,739)
441/Nemaha Sabetha 935.5 1,380.6 5,908,968 5,823,371 -85,597,
442|Nemaha Nemaha Villey 439.0 748.7 3,204,436 3,158,017 -46,419
443iFord Dodge City 5,550.7 8,955.7 38,330,396 37,775,143 -555,253
444|Rice Uttle River 299.3 535.8 2,293,224/ 2,260,004 -33,220]
445/Montgomery Coffeyville 1,800.2 2,569.5 10,997,460 10,838,151 -159,309
446/ Montgomery independence 1,832.0 2,462.2 10,538,216 10,385,560 -152,656|
_447|Montgomery _ Cherryvale L. B782 11,3866 5,934,648 ... 5848679  -85,969
448{McPharson Inman 4453 707.8 3,029,38—4 2,985,500 -43,884)
449{Leavenworth Easton 671.1 1,062.8 4,548,784 4,482,890 -565,894
450|Shawnee Shawnee Helghts 3,362.4 4,260.7 18,235,796 17,971,633 -264,163
451{Nemaha 88 1925 399.7 1,710,716 1,685,935 -24,781
452{Stanton Stanton County 423.2 813.6 3,482,208 3,431,765 -50,443
453 |Leavenworth Leavenworth 3,857.2 5,225.2 22,363,856 22,039,894 -323,962
454|0sage Burllngame 329.3 556.4 2,381,392 2,346,895 -34,497
456|Osage Marals Des Cygnes 267.0 547.3 2,342,444 2,308,511 -33,933
457 |Finney Garden City 6,751.5 9,938.6 42,537,208, 41,921,015 -616,193
458|Leavenworth Basehor-Linwood 2,139.1 2,499.3 10,697,004[ 10,542,047 -154,957
459 {Ford Bucklin 2329 455.1 1,947,828 1,919,612 -28,216
460|Harvey Hesston 820.0 1,166.7 4,993,476 4,921,141 -72,335
461 | Wiison Neodesha 716.4 1,169.4 5,005,032 4,932,529 -72,503
462 |Cowley Central 336.5 616.0 2,636,480 2,598,288 -38,192
463|Cowley Udall 391.2 654.1 2,799,548 2,758,994 -40,554,
464 |Leavenworth Tonganoxie 1,772.4 2,273.4 9,730,152 9,589,201 -140,951
465|Cowley Winfleid 2,430.7 3,125.0 13,375,000 13,181,250 -193,75
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| 7/2/2009 Col 1 Col2 Col 3 Col 4 __Col3
2008-09
2008-09 Sub Total Est. 2009-10 | Est. Revised 2009-10
FTE Enroimenmt | WRdFTE | Using 2008-09 Using 2008-09 Difference
UsD# | County Name USD Name (includes MILT) | excspecad | (Col2X$4,280)| (Col2X $4,218) [(Col 4 - Col 3)
466(Scott Scott County 855.9 1,361.0 5,825,080 5,740,698 -84,382
467{Wichita Leot) 426.1 786.1 3,364,508 3,315,770/ -48,738}
468|Lane Healy 73.5 208.1 890,668 877,766} -12,902|
469(Leavenworth  [Lansing 2,402.8 2,962.4 12,679,072 12,495,403 -183,669|
470(Cowley Arkansas Clty 2,709.3 3,894.9 16,670,172 16,428,688 -241,484
471[Cowley Dexter 173.0 373.5 1,598,580 1,575,423 -23,157
473{Dickinson Chapman 973.0 1,624.1 6,951,148 6,850,454 -100,694}
474/Kiowa Haviland 139.0 308.5 1,320,380/ 1,301,253 -19,127
475|Geary Junction City 7,242.9 9,661.6 41,351,648 40,752,629 -599,019
476/Gray Copeland 1125 3229 1,382,012 1,361,992 -20,020}
477(Gray ingalls 228.5 493.2 2,110,896 2,080,318 -30,578
479|Anderson Crest 221.0 464.9 1,989,772 1,960,948 -28,824
430[Seward Liberal 4,257.7 6,371.2 27,268,736 26,873,722 -395,014
481[Dickinson Rural Vista 416.0 746.4 3,194,592 3,148,315 46,277
482]Lane Dighton 253.0 467.3 2,000,044 1,971,071 -28,973
433 [Seward Kismat-Plains 714.5 1,451.1 6,210,708 6,120,740 -89,968
484 Wilson fredonia 744.1 1,197.3 5,124,444 5,050,211 -74,233
486{Donlphan flwood 309.9 564.9 2,417,772 2,382,748 -35,024,
487/Dickinson Herington 516.4 870.6 3,726,168 3,672,191 -53,977
438[Marshall Axtell 296.7 527.1 2,255,988 2,223,308 -32,680)
439}€Nis Hays 2,758.2 3,585.8 15,347,224 15,124,904 -222,3204
490|Butler £l Dorado 1,992.9 2,746.5 11,755,020 11,584,737 -170,283
491[Douglas tudors 1,396.3 1,785.0 7,639,800 7,529,130 -110,670]
492/Butler Flinthills 294.8 547.3 2,342,444 2,308,511 -33,933
......433(Cherokee  [Columbus . MA5261  1,765.0 7,554,200 e 18847701 -109,4308
494|Hamikton Syracuse 469.5 876.5 3,751,420 3,697,077 -54,343
495{Pawnes Ft. Larned 862.0 1,327.6 5,682,128 5,599,817 -82,311
496/Pawnee Pawnee Heights 147.1 309.9 1,326,372 1,307,158 -19,214
497|Douglas Lawrence 10,418.4 13,122.2 56,163,016 55,349,440 -813,576
498|Marshall Valley Helghts 363.0 666.5 2,852,620 2,811,297 41,323
499|Cherokee Galena 728.0 1,222.0 5,230,160 5,154,396 -75,764
S00|Wyandotte Kansas Chy 18,427.1 29,048.2 124,326,296 122,525,308] 1,800,988
501/Shawnee Topeka 12,903.4 18,203.1 77,909,268 76,780,676]  -1,128,592
502[Edwards Lew!s 101.6 2483 1,062,724 1,047,329 -15,395
503[Labette Parsons 1,343.4 1,991.0 8,521,480 8,398,038 -123,442
504]Labette Oswego 473.6 809.3 3,463,804 3,413,627 -50,177
505/Labette Chetopa - St. Paul 502.4 899.2 3,848,576 3,792,826 -55,750)
506 Labette Labette County 1,580.6 2,128.6 9,110,408 8,978,435 -131,973
507|Haskaell Satanta 343.0 675.7 2,891,996 2,850,103 41,893
508|Cherokee Baxter Springs 926.5 1,446.1 6,189,308 6,099,650 -89,658
509[Sumner South Haven 225.5 442.8 1,895,184 1.867,730 -27,454
511[Harper Attica 138.5 297.7 1,274,156 1,255,699 -18,457
512[Johnson Shawnee Misslon 26,579.0 33,059.3 141,493,804 139,444,127]  -2,049,677
TOTALS 447,705.6]  634,315.8] 2,714,871,624 2,675,544,044]  -39,327,58
SF9118.xls
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Exhibit I



FROM:

SUBJECT:

November 24, 2009

Dale M. Dennis, Deputy
Commissioner of Education

Governor's General Fund Budget Allotments

Attached is a computer printout (SF0014) which provides the effects of reducing the base state
aid per pupil to $4,012. This printout provides the detailed information for the original printout

(SF0O11) to further explain the calculations.

Column | -

COLUMN EXPLANATION
September 20, 2009 Unaudited FTE enrollment as certified on the
S066-Superintendent’s Organization Report via KIDS ENRL Collection
2009-10 Unaudited Total Weighted FTE (Excluding Special Ed Wtg) — S066
2009-10 Estimated Special Education State Aid (USD Budget Form 118)
2009-10 Adopted general fund budget

2009-10 Computed general fund budget using a BSAPP of $4,218
(Col 2 times 4,218) + Col 3

2009-10 Recomputed general fund budget using a BSAPP of $4,012
(Col 2 times 4012) + Col 3

Difference (Column 6 - 4)

Difference (Column 6 — 5)

h:leg:SFO0!14—BSAPP @ $4,012—11-24-09

989532



F="Y9/34]2008 - Uravaied FIC i il R T3 a4 Tol s Tl 6 Col 7. &)
2009-10 2009-10 Spec Ed 2009-10 2009-10 2009-10 Estimated Estimated
- T FTE Enroll witd FTE St Aid Adopted Computed GF | Re-Computed GF | Reduction Reduction
USD#| County Name USD Name {inc MILT/VIRT) | exc spec ed FY10 General Fund $4,218 $4,012 (Col6-Cold) ! (Col6-ColS)
256 |Allen Marmatan Valley 339.5 636.7 482,200 3,207,004 3,167,801 3,036,640 -170,364 -131,160
257 |Alien loia 1,303.7 2,006.6 1,586,400 10,079,755 10,050,239 9,636,879 442,876 413,360
258 |Alien Humboldt 528.0 875.8 485,744 3,915,148 4,179,868 3,999,454 84,306 -180,415
365 |Anderson Garnett 1,102.4 1,678.4 878,033 7,879,646 7,957,524 7611,774 -267,872 -345,750
479 |Anderson Crest 224.5 467.6 356,441 2,451,080 2,328,778 2,232,452 -218,628 -96,326
377 |Atchison Atchison County 664.6 1,166.8 707,869 5,609,096 5,629,431 5,389,071 -220,025 -240,361
409 |Atchison Atchison 1,664.9 2,308.0 1,460,878 11,174,747 11,196,022 10,720,574 454,173 475,448
254 (Barber Barber Co, 455.0 815.3 490,601 3,340,034 3,929,536 3,761,585 -178,449 167,952
255 |Barber South Barber Co. 227.5 451.0 222,722 2,089,597 2,125,040 2,032,134 57,463 92,906
354 |Barton Claflin 211.0 426.1 275,927 2,050,370 2,073,217 1,985,440 -64,930 87,777
355 [Barton Ellinwood 407.2 715.2 419,160 3,403,926 3,435,874 3,288,542 -115,384 -147,331
428 [Barton Great Bend 3,049.8 4,361.4 1,728,849 19,313,800 20,125,234 19,226,786 87,014 -898,448
431 |Barton Hoisington 622.5 990.3 529,754 4,684,511 4,706,839 4,502,838 -181,673 -204,002
234 [Bourbon Ft. Scott T 18823 | 26786 881,200] 12,106,504 12,179,535 11,627,743] 478,761 -551,792
335 [Bourbon Unlontown T 4395 8313 330,575 3,775,110 3,836,998 3,665,751 -109,359 -171,248
415 |Brown Hiawatha 837.4 1,355.6 783,476 6,514,701 6,501,397 6,222,143 -292,558 -279,254
430 [Brown Brown County 617.5 1,167.6 649,887 5,445,438 5,574,824 5,334,298 -111,140 -240,526
205 |Butler Bluestem 535.5 998.4 498,800 4,749,468 4,710,051 4,504,381 -245,087 -205,670
206 |Butier Remington-Whitewater 524.5 891.7 616,200 4,404,436 4,377,391 4,193,700 -210,736 -183,690
375 |Butler Circle 1,629.7 2,050.8 1,457,056 9,955,745 10,107,330 9,684,866 -270,879 422,465
385 [Butler Andover 4,703.3 5,547.3 2,675,021 25,549,691 26,073,532 24,930,789 618,902 -1,142,744
334 |Butler Rose Hill 1,727.6 2,136.0 1,151,000 9,878,556 10,160,648 9,720,632 -157,924 440,016
396 |Butler Douglass 740.3 1,188.0 695,216 5,650,433 5,706,200 5,461,472 -188,961 -244,728
402 [Butler Augusta 2,180.5 2,671.1 1,417,315 12,422,010 12,684,015 12,133,768 -288,242 -550,247
490 [Butler £l Dorado 1,994.6 2,762.6 1,405,571 12,750,592 13,058,218 12,489,122 -261,470 -569,096
492 |Butler Flinthilis 284.5 524.8 252,993 2,682,648 2,466,599 2,358,491 -324,157 -108,109
284 |Chase Chase County 405.1 734.3 370,658 3,505,158 3,467,935 3,316,670 -188,488 -151,266
285 |Chautauqua _ |Cedar Vale 144.0 317.4 188,000 1,453,101 1,526,793 1,461,409 8,308 -65,384
286 |Chautauqua  |Chautauqua 369.0 681.1 450,000 3,193,448 3,322,880 3,182,573 -10,875% -140,307
404 |Cherokee Riverton 796.0 1,348.1 617,026 6,248,967 6,303,312 6,025,603 -223,364 277,709
493 |Cherokee Columbus 1,116.5 1,766.3 938,572 8,376,526 8,388,825 8,024,968 -351,558 -363,858
493 |Cherokee Galena 756.5 1,286.7 578,499 5,641,153 6,005,800 5,740,739 99,586 -265,060
508 |Cherokee Baxter Springs _ 929.0 1,500.0° 702,938 6,761,454] 7,029,938 76,720938] 40,516 -309,000
103 [Cheyenne Cheylin 136.5 3271 152,483 1,491,063 1,532,191 1,464,808 226,255 -67,383
297 [Cheyenne St. Francis 286.3 515.5 226,000 2,514,772 2,400,379 2,254,186 220,586 -106,193
219 [Clark Minneola 262.0 482.4 244,820 2,246,507 2,279,583 2,180,209 -66,298 -99,374
220 |Clark Ashland 222.0 138.6 199,229 2,041,090 2,049,243 1,958,892 -82,198 -90,352
379 [Clay Clay Center 1,354.5 1,855.3 1,172,785 8,985,605 8,998,440 8,616,249 -369,356 -382,192
333 [Cloud Concordia 1,068.9 1,620.6 1,203,749 8,109,105 8,039,440 7,705,596 403,509 -333,844
334 {Cloud Southern Cloud 256.5 500.3 388,797 2,422,819 2,499,062 2,396,001 -26,818 -103,062
243 |Coffey Lebo-Waverly 526.0 885.0 455,443 4,196,910 4,188,373 4,006,063 -190,847 -182,310
244 |Coffey Burlington 823.0 1,263.7 1,162,860 6,496,142 6,493,147 6,232,824 -263,318 -260,322
245 [Coffey LeRoy-Gridley 246.5 483.2 301,200 2,337,194 2,339,338 2,239,798 -97,3% -99,539
300 |Comanche |Commanche County 317.0 572.1 372,029 2,719,766 2,785,147 2,667,294 52,472 -117,853
462 |Cowley Central 347.0 623.0 285,600 2,839,136 2,913,414 2,785,076 -54,060 -128,338
463 |{Cowley Udall 364.0 652.1 328,524 3,109,088 3,079,082 2,944,749 -164,339 -134,333
465 |Cowley Winfield 2,359.9 3,138.7 1,749,887 15,284,767 14,988,924 14,342,351 -942,416 646,572
470 {Cowley Arkansas City 2,639.1 3,898.5 1,971,208 18,568,901 18,415,081 17,611,990 -956,911 -803,091
471 |Cowley Dexter 152.0 353.0 145,157 1,640,802 1,634,111 1,561,393 -79,409 -72,718
246 |Crawford Northeast 563.0 1,029.6 468,192 4,684,511 4,811,045 4,598,947 -85,564 -212,098
247 [Crawford Cherokee 656.5 1,201.9 571,489 5,624,703 5,641,103 5,393,512 -231,191 -247,591
248 [Crawford Girard 1,007.0 1,574.4 803,611 7,283,642 7,444,430 7,120,104 -163,538 -324,326
249 [Crawford Frontenac 852.0 1,271.0 623,266 5,764,741 5,984,344 5,722,518 42,223 -261,826
250 |Crawford Pittsburg 2,710.1 3,902.2 2,158,615 18,088,049 18,618.095 17,814,241 -273,808 803,853
294 |Decatur Oberlin 358.0 634.2 403,800 3,119,633 3,078,856 2,948,210 171,423 -130,645
393 |Dickinson Solomon 372.0 664.3 319,859 3,133,130 3,121,876 2,985,031 -148,099 -136.846
435 |Dickinson Abilene 1,534.6 1,949.7 1,172,164 9,321,780 9,395,999 8,994,360 -327,420 401,638
473 |Dickinson Chapman 967.2 1,659.8 801,000 7,692,788 7,802,036 7,460,118 232,670 -341,919
481 |Dickinson Rural Vista 413.0 7431 356,107 3,509,798 3,490,503 3,337,424 -172,374 -153,079
487 |Dickinson Herington 506.1 876.1 499,114 4,141,232 4,194,504 4,014,027 -127,205 -180,477
111 |Doniphan Doniphan West Schools 376.5 699.6 526,132 4,176,724 4,176,724 4,176,724 0 0
406 _|Doniphan Wathena 411.0 679.5 425,000 3,232,675 3,291,131 3,151,154 81,521 -139,977
429 |Doniphan Troy 348.5 595.8 358,000 2,788,098 2,871,084 2,748,350 -39,748 -122,735
486 |Doniphan Elwood 303.3 558.4 325,000 2,694,458 2,680,331 2,565,301 129,157 -115,030
348 [Douglas Baldwin City 1,336.9 1,747.3 955,392 8,234,801 8,325,503 7,965,560 -269,241 -359,944
491 |Douglas Eudora 1,453.7 19914 1,180,080 9,525,088 9,579,805 9,169,577 -355,511 410,228
497 |Douglas Lawrence 10,668.9 | 13,426.2 9,925,000 67,091,930 66,556,712 63,790,914 -3,301,016 -2,765,797
347 |Edwards Kinsely-Offerle 357.5 681.0 384,000 2,871,614 3,256,458 3,116,172 244,558 -140,286
502 |Edwards Lewis 109.0 254.6 134,984 1,239,248 1,208,887 1,156,439 82,809 -52,448
282 (e West Elk 3372 678.3 506,300 3,373,135 3,367,369 3,227,640 -145,495 -139,730
283 [elk Elk Valley 190.6 435.7 308,352 2,110,687 2,146,135 2,056,380 -54,307 -89,754
388 |tlis Ellis 394.1 648.3 339,453 2,883,847 3,073,982 2,940,433 56,586 -133,550
432 [eiils Victoria 256.0 450.9 232,098 2,135,152 2,133,994 2,041,109 -04,043 -92,885
489 |Edis Hays 2.843.8 3,7155 2,562,519 17,733,737 18,234,498 17,469,105 264,632 -765,393
327 |Ellsworth Elisworth 625.0 1,056.3 509,640 4,968,382, 4,965,113 4,747,516 -220,866 -217,598
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117 34] 7008 - Gnaudread FTE tal Cold Cor3 A4 Col $ CaTe. [ Tl 8
2009-10 2009-10 _Spec Ed 2009-10 2009-10 2009-10 Estimated Estimated
FYE Envoll Wid FTE St Aid Adopted Computed GF | Re-Computed GF |  Reduction Reduction

USDM | County Name USD Name (inc MILT/VIRT) | exc spec ed FY10 General Fund 64,218 54,012 (Cot6-Col4) | (Calb-ColS)
328 |Elisworth Lovraine 424.6 843.3 333,209 3,600,063 1,890,248 3,716,529 116,466 -173,720
363 [Finney Holcomb 946.0 14822 504,147 6,374,241 6,756,067 6,450,733 76,491 -305,333
457 |Finney GardenCity 6,934.3 10,544.0 4,408,710 46,762,857 48,883,302 46,711,238 -51,619 2,172,064
381 |Ford Spearvilie 358.0 578.1 284,183 2,660,293 2,722,609 2,603,520 56,773 -119,089
443 [Ford Dodge Clty 5,832.1 9,683.5 4,918,767 42,733,402 45,763,770 43,768,969 1,035,567 -1,954,801
459 |Ford Bucklin 244.2 469.1 183,157 2,152,445 2,161,821 2,065,186 -87,259 -96,635
287 |Franklin West Franklin 702.0 1,235.8 829,981 5,995,465 6,042,585 5,788,011 -207,454 -254,575
288 {Franklin Central Heights 532.0 974.2 463,821 4,566,829 4,572,997 4,372,311 -194 518 -200,685
289 [Frankiin Wellsville 846.0 1,257.6 762,640 6,012,337 6,067,197 5,808,131 204,206 -259,066
290 |Franklin Ottawa 2,444.2 3,234.1 1,553,020 14,901,772 15,194,454 14,528,229 -373,543 566,225
475 [Geary Junction City 7,507.0 9,663.7 5,408,000 45,278,631 46,169,487 44,178,764 ~2,099,867 -1,990,722
291 |Gove Grinnell 748 187.7 81,787 914,884 873,506 834,839 -80,045 -38,666
292 |Gove Wheatland 99.5 265.4 155,293 1,276,789 1,274,750 1,220,078 -56,711 -54,672
293 [Gove Quinter 266.5 488.9 283,636 2,354,000 2,345,816 2,245,103 -108,897 -100,713
281 [Graham Graham County 3725 636.0 392,800 3,039,913 3,075,448 2,944,432 95,481 -131,016
214 _|Grant Ulysses 1,615.7 2,325.0 903,628 10,221,479 10,710,478 10,231,528 10,049 478,950
102 [Gray Cimarron-Ensign 659.7 1,103.0 527,400 5,125 714 5,179,854 4,952,636 173,078 227,218
371 |Gray Monte:uma 244.8 488.4 138,876 2,053,322 2,198,947 2,098,337 45,015 -100,610
476 [Gray Copeland 107.0 302.6 103,000, 1,375,490 1,379,367 1,317,031 -58,459 -62,336
477 [Gray Ingalls 2305 478.1 181,462 2,206,858 2,198,088 2,099,599 -107,259 -98,489
200 |Greeley Greeley County 214.0 452.7 74,779 1,969,806 1,984,268 1,891,011 -78,795 -93,256
386 Greenwood Madison-Virgil 230.2 451.6 192,292 2,031,811 2,097,141 2,004,111 -27,700 -93,030
389 |Greenwood Eureka 610.0 1,064.8 504,800 4,851,544 4,996,126 4,776,778 -74,766 -219,349
390 {Greenwood Hamiiton 93.5 244.1 106,459 1,236,718 1,136,073 1,085,788 -150,930 -50,285
494 [Hamilton Syracuse 490.5 925.2 308,652 3,988,119 4,211,146 4,020,554 32,435 -190,591
361 [Harper Anthony-Harper 845.1 1,443.2 828,283 6,521,450 6,915,701 6,618,401 96,951 -297,299
511 |Harper Attica 139.0 298.3 150,039 1,410,921 1,408,268 1,346,819 64,102 -61,450
369 jHarvey Burrton 237.2 4815 228,000 2,200,109 2,258,967 2,159,778 -40,331 -99,189
373 |Harvey Newton 3,408.2 4,513.9 2,456,241 21,198, 824 21,495,871 20,566,008 632,816 -329,863
439 [Harvey Sedgwic 554.5 B860.0 411,309 3,877,186 4,038,789 3,861,629 15,557 ~177,160
440 |Harvey Hal: d 783.6 1,248.8 619,859 5,846,992 5,887,297 5,630,045 -216,947 -257,253
460 [Harvey Hesston 812.1 1,183.3 542,033 5,476,229 5,533,192 5,289,433 -186,796 -243,760
374 |Haskell Sublette 479.9 887.0 269,508 3,877,607 4,010,875 3,828,153 -49,454 -182,722
507 |Haskell Satanta 339.5 683.1 207,551 3,227,614 3,088,867 2,948, 148 279,466 -140,719
227 |Hodgeman __ |Jetmore 265.0 489.8 245,390 2,236,805 2,313,366 2,210,468 -26,337 ~100,899
228 |Hodgeman _ |Hanston 745 182.2 93,200 821,666 861,720 824,186 2,520 37,533
335 |Jackson North Jackson 376.5 682.5 254,200 3,093,481 3,132,985 2,992,350 -101,091 -140,595
336 {Jackson Holton 1,057.5 1,536.0 795,984 7,180,723 7,274,832 6,958,416 -222,307 -316,416
337 |Jackson Mayetta 908.2 1,477.2 844,340 6,994,709 7,075,170 6,770,866 223,843 -304,303
338 |lefferson Valley Falis 4143 701.3 381839 3,299,320 3,339,922 3,195,455 -103,865 -144,468
339 |Jefferson Jefferson County 482.5 814.9 432,400 3,886,043 3,869,648 3,701,779 -184,264 -167,869
340 [Jefferson Jefferson West 893.9 1,353.0 850,869 6,564,473 6,557,823 6,279,105 -285,368 -278,718
341 |Jefferson Oskaloosa 540.1 984.2 690,529 4,613,648 4841 885 4,639,139 25,491 -202,745
342 (Jefferson Mclouth 493.1 852.8 579,570 4,366,474 4,176,680 4,001,004 -365,470 -175,677
343 efferson Perry 956.3 1,464.2 817,255 6,755,549 6,993,251 6,691,625 -63,924 -301,625
107 lewel Rock Hills 293.5 556.3 240,123 3,550,803 3,550,803 3,550,803 0 4]
229 (Johnson Blue Valley 20,320.8 25,147.6 17,284,556 122,260,417 123,357,133 118,176,727 -4,083,690 -5,180,406
230 [Johnson Spring Hill 2,833.5 3,356.5 1,435,400 17,597,496 15,593,117 14,501,678 -2,695,818 691,439
231 [Johnson Gardner-Edgerton 4,567.5 5,500.1 4,139,955 26,690,660 27,339,377 26,206,356 484,304 1,133,021
232 |johnson DeSoto 6,217.0 7,656.8 3,862,560 37,210,352 36,158,342 34,581,642 -2,628,710 -1,577,301
233 llohnson Olathe 25,542.1 32,08%.4 23,211,711 159,567,362 158,564,800 151,954,384 -7,612978 -6,610,416
512 |Johnson Shawnee Mission 26,559.6 34,792.4 24,729,010 169,691,827 171,483,353 164,316,119 -5,375,708 7,167,234
215 |Kearny Lakin 630.5 1,120.8 371,863 5,064,974 5,099,397 4,868,513 -196,461 -230,885
216 |Kearny Deerfield 248.1 571.0 180,051 2,894,813 2,588,529 2,470,903 -423,910 -117,626
331 |Kingman____ Kingman 9839 _ 15324  1,133.000]  7,586495] 7,596,663 7,280989] _ -305,506 -315,674
332 [Kingman Cunningham 1786 375.0 224,124 1,895,569 1,805,874 1,728,624]  -166,945 " 777,250
422 [Kiowa Gr b 206.0 462.5 222,000 2,172,692 2,172,825 2,077,550 -95,142 -95,27%
424 |Kiowa Mullinville 2234 385.9 95,000 1,609,167 1,722,726 1,643,231 34,064 -79,495
474 [Kiowa Haviland 141.8 297.2 158,000 1,426,949 1,411,590 1,350,366 -76,583 -61,223
503 jlLabette Parsons 1,230.7 1,942.3 1,216,200 9,453,803 9,408,821 9,008,708 ~445,095 -400,114
504 {Labette Oswego 465.0 803.6 375,370 3,670,925 3,764,955 3,599,413 -71,512 -165,542
505 |Labette Chetopa - 5t. Paul 497.6 908.5 548,000 4,491,326 4,380,053 4,192,902 -298,424 -187,151
506 lLabette Labette County 1,607.4 2,177.8 1371911 10,391,887 10,557,871 10,109,245 -282,642 -448,627
468 [Lane Healy 94.5 221.9 113,800 898,434 1,049,774 1,004,063 105,629 45,711
482 |Lane Dighton 244.5 462.4 250,000 2,231,744 2,200,403 2,105,149 -126,595 -95,254
207 [Leavenworth |Ft. Leavenworth 2,037.5 2,165.9 1,491,777 10,833,933 10,627,543 10,181,368 -652,565 446,175
449 !teavenworth [Easton 699.3 1,121.6 615,000 5,449,234 5,345,909 5,114,859 -334,375 -231,050
453 |Leavenworth |Leavenworth 3,887.0 5,382.8 3,739,934 25,867,729 26,444,584 25,335,728 -532,001 -1,108,857
458 |Leavenworth (Basehor-Linwood 2,131.5 2,665.1 1,392,598 12,486,967 12,633,990 12,084,979 -401,988 -549,011
464 |Leavenworth [Tonganoxie 1,860.8 2,318.4 1,240,940 10,444,190 11,019,951 10,542,361 98,171 -477,550
469 |Leavenworth [Lansing 2,502.5 3,148.5 1,539,543 14,514,138 14,819,916 14,171,325 -342,813 -648,591
298 |Lincoln Lincoln 340.0 615.3 331,015 2,818,468 2,926,350 2,799,599 -18,869 -126,752
239 [Lincoln Sylvan Grove 139.5 311.8 140,300 1,504,139 1,455,472 1,391,242 -112,897 64,231
344 [tnn Pleasanton T 3260 6397 163914 2,831,122] 2,862,169 7,730,390 -100,732 131,778
346 Uinn Tayhawk 520.7 J 952.1 427 950 4,4524099'1 4443908] 4247775 204324] 196,133}
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2009-10 2008-10 _ Spec Ed 2009-10 2009-10 2009-10 Estimated Estimated
FTE Enroll wtd FTE St Aid Adopted Computed GF | Re-Computed GF |  Reduction Reduction
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362 {Uinn Prairie View 944.9 1,529.5 1,414,407 7,748,044 7,865,838 7,550,761 -197,283 -315,077
274 |Logan Oakley 4138 712.9 494,280 3,437,670 3,501,292 3,354,435 83,235 -146,857
275 {Logan Triplains 82.5 2034 81,086 981,529 939,027 897,127 -84,402 -41,900
251 {lyon North Lyon Co. 507.6 903.1 377,200 4,140811 4,186,476 4,000,437 -140,374 -186,039
252 |Lyon Southern Lyon Co. 495.8 868.9 400,066 4,088,929 4,065,086 3,886,093 -202,836 -178,993
253 |Lyon Emporia 4,3379 6,659.3 3,028,145 30,740,784 31,117,072 29,745,257 -995,527 -1,371,816
397 [Marlon Centre 241.0 493.8 268,190 2,267,175 2,351,038 2,249,316 -17,859 -101,723
398 |Marion Peabody-Burns 3259 621.7 379,462 2,932,775 3,001,793 2,873,722 59,053 -128,070
408 Marion Marion 579.3 966.3 698,000 4,807,255 4,773,853 4,574,796 -232,458 -199,058
410 |Marion Ourham-Hills 587.3 963.2 700,999 4,725,425 4,763,777 4,565,357 160,068 -198,419
411 |Marlon Goessel 257.5 4743 320,645 2,241,445 2,321,242 2,223,537 “17,908 -97,706
364 {Marshall Marysville 721.7 1,165.8 788,164 5,716,234 5,705,508 5,465,354 -250,880 -240,155
380 |Marshall Vermillon 527.5 894.4 362,674 4,087,242 4,135,253 3,951,007 -136,235 -184,246
488 {Marshall Axtell 295.0 526.4 265,754 2,522,364 2,486,109 2,377,671 -144,693 -108,438
498 |Marshall Valley Helghts 366.5 679.5 397,016 3,230,566 3,263,147 3,123,170 -107,396 -139,977
400 [McPherson Smoky Valley 997.7 1,455.8 882,787 6,949,999 7,023,351 6,723,457 -226,542 -299,895
418 {McPherson McPherson 2,262.3 2,740.8 1,981,425 13,540,208 13,542,119 12,977,515 -562,693 -564,605
419 [McPherson Canton-Galva 374.0 660.7 383,160 3,132,287 3,169,993 3,033,888 -98,399 -136,104
423 [McPherson Moundridge 418.0 710.8 390,600 3,407,722 3,388,754 3,242,330 -165,392 -146,425
448 |McPherson Inman 456.0 725.9 424,200 3,442,732 3,486,046 3,336,511 -106,221 149,535
225 [Meade Fowler 162.0 361.7 121,429 1,702,385 1,647,080 1,572,569 -129,816 -74,510
226 [Meade Meade 477.4 805.1 370,000 3,609,764 3,765,912 3,600,061 -9,703 -165,851
367 {Miami Osawatomie 1,139.5 1,764.5 1,292,045 8,390,867 8,734,706 8,371,219 -19,648 -363,487
368 |Miami Paola 2,033.1 2,566.2 1,439,755 11,982,494 12,263,987 11,735,349 -247,145 -528,637
416 {Miamj Louvisburg 1,676.0 2,083.3 1,398,470 10,245,944 10,185,829 9,756,670 489,274 -429,160
272 {Mitchell Waconda 357.3 661.3 419,600 3,303,538 3,208,963 3,072,736 -230,802 -136,228
273 [Mitchell Beloit 746.9 1,152.0 671,312 5,958,745 5,958,745 $,958,745 0 [}
436 {Montgomery [Caney 828.6 1,315.5 468,240 5,975,641 6,017,019 5,746,026 -229,615 -270,993
445 [Montgomery [Coffeyville 1816.0 2,647.6 1,565,609 12,450,271 12,733,186 12,187,780 -262,491 -545,406
446 |Montgomery |independence 1,840.2 2,501.1 1,270,431 11,546,353 11,820,071 11,304,844 241,509 515,227
447 [Montgomery [Cherryvale 887.2 1,446.9 542,080 6,464,507 6,645,104 6,347,043 -117,464 298,061
417 |Morris Morris County 750.9 1,224.4 684,525 5,908,153 5,849,044 5,596,818 -311,338 -252,226
217 [Morton Rolla 201.0 430.1 132,263 1,976,504 1,946,425 1,857,824 -118,680 -88,601
218 [Morton Elkhart 643.1 1,156.7 369,715 5,225,258 5,248,676 5,010,395 -214,863 -238,280
441 [Nemaha Sabetha 926.6 1,384.0 827,203 6,672,032 6,664,915 6,379,811 -292,221 -285,104
442 |Nemaha Nemaha Valley 436.3 7301 427,935 3,470,149 3,507,497 3,357,096 -113,053 150,401
451 |Nemaha B& 8B 186.5 390.2 130,685 1,800,242 1,776,549 1,696,167 -104,075 -80,381
101 [Neosho Erie 506.5 952.6 617,724 4,873,477 4,635,791 4,439,555 ~433,922 -196,236
413 [Neosho Chanute 1,818.6 2,844.6 1,723,088 13,143,288 13,721,611 13,135,623 -7,665 -585,988
106 [Ness Western Plains 164.0 3844 166,476 1,696,058 1,787,875 1,708,689 12,631 -79,186
303 |Ness Ness City 291.5 499.3 229,426 2,274,346 2,335,473 2,232,618 41,728 -102,856
211 {Norton Norton 689.3 1,077.6 782,217 5,191,936 5,327,534 5,105,548 -86,388 -221,986
212 |Norton Northern Valley 196.5 438.9 225,759 2,072,725 2,077,039 1,986,626 -86,099 -90,413
213 {Norton West Solomon 38.0 99.8 56,222 485,070 477,178 456,620 -28,450 -20,559
420 |Osage Osage City 644.2 1,030.5 685,332 5,019,420 5,031,981 4,819,698 -199,722 -212,283
421 {Osage Lyndon 427.0 709.9 457,067 3,440,623 3,451,425 3,305,186 -135,437 -146,239
434 |Osage Santa Fe 1,061.5 1678.7 1,282,511 8,499,692 8,363,268 8,017,455 -482,237 -345,812
454 |Osage Burlingame 317.0 567.8 366,856 2,737,060 2,761,836 2,644,870 -92,190 -116,967
456 |Osage Marais Des Cygnes 263.0 550.2 286,977 2,576,354 2,607,721 2,494,379 81,975 -113,341
392 [Osborne Osborne 3319 618.8 355,717 2,922,652 2,965,815 2,838,343 -84,309 127,473
239 [Ottawa North Ottawa Co. 6205 995.0 658,885 4,958,681 4,855,795 4,650,825 -307,856 -204,970
240 |Ottawa Twin Valley 607.5 1,030.5 520,785 4,690,416 4,867,434 4,655,151 -35,265 -212,283
495 {Pawnee Ft. Larned 886.0 1,406.3 1,283,190 6,939,454 7,214,963 6,925,266 -14,188 -289,698
4396 |Pawnee Pawnee Heights 150.1 317.9 187,120 1,585,546 1,528,022 1,462,535 -123,011 -65,487
110 |Phillips Thunder Ridge 235.5 45038 | 256,293] 3,049,119 3,049,119 3,049,119 0 0
325 |Phillips Phillipsburg 629.1 1,036.4 703,360 4,999,174 5,074,855 4,861,397 -137,777 -213,498
326 |Philips Logan _ 180.5 390.2 180,515 1,782,105 1,826,379 1,745,997 -36,108 -80,381
320 {Pottawatomie {Wamego 1,305.0 1,713.8 1,248,388 8,437,265 8,477,196 8,124,154 -313,111 -353,043
321 i{Pottawatomie Kaw Vailey 1,124.9 1,649.3 1,039,260 7,792,755 7,996,007 7,656,252 -136,503 -339,756
322 |Pottawatomie |Onaga 318.5 579.5 249,855 2,737,482 2,694,186 2,574,809 -162,673 -119,377
323 {Pottawatomie |Westmoreland _845.1 1,289.5 766,512 6,170,090 6,205,623 5,939,986 -230,104 -265,637
382 (Pratt Pratt 1,109.4 1,634.9 964,325 7,753,949 7,860,333 7,523,544 -230,405 -336,789
438 [Pratt Skyline 342.5 618.6 365,261 3,079,562 2,974,516 2,847,084 -232,478 -127,432
105 |Rawilins Rawlins County 313.5 561.5 277,440 2,621,909 2,645,847 v2, 530,178 -91,731 -115,669
308 [Reno Hutchinson 4,661.7 6,459.6 3,272,500 29,731,417 30,519,493 29,188,815 -542,602 -1,330,678
309 (Reno Nickerson 1,147.0 1,794.8 1,009,454 8,506,862 8,579,520 8,210,192 -296,670 -369,729
310 {Reno Fairfield 305.1 611.6 494,400 3,117,524 3,074,129 2,948,139 -169,385 -125,990
311 {Reno Pretty Prairie 258.4 488.0 266,400 2,370,516 2,324,784 2,224,256 -146,260 -100,528
312 {Reno Haven 1,001.5 1,515.9 828,891 7,109,861 7,222,957 6,910,682 199,179 -312,275
313 |Reno Buhler 2,145.5 2,743.0 2,013,070 14,000,386 13,583,044 13,017,986 -982,400 -565,058
109 |Republic Republic County 473.0 835.6 490,539 3,545,517 4,015,100 3,842,966 -102,551 -172,134
426 |Republic Pike Valley 248.0 438.2 280,880 2,288,687 2,340,108 2,239,538 -49,149 -100,569
376 [Rice Sterling 530.5 877.3 596,493 4,319,654 4,296,944 4,116,221 -203,433 -180,724

401 [Rice .. (Chase 1395 3303 . 176,792 ..1,528,181) ..1,569,997 1,501,956 -26,225) 68,042

405 [Rice ILyons 800.7 1,396.2 1,062,200 6817975 6,951,372 5,663,754 -154,221 -287,617
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444 (Rice Little River 3200 561.9 350,686 2,613,473 2,720,780 2,605,029 -8,444 -115,751
378 [Riley Riley County 684.5 1,089.6 555,433 4,932,529 5,151,366 4,926,908 -5,621 -224,458
383 |Riley Manhattan 5.958.3 7,422.0 4,947,000 35,355,276 36,252,996 34,724,064 -631,212 1,528,932
384 |Riley Blue Valley 217.5 434.8 240,568 2,013,673 2,074,554 1,984,986 -28,687 -89,569
269 |Rooks Palco 147.5 360.8 212,143 1,696,480 1,733,997 1,659,673 -36,807 -74,325
270 |Rooks Plainville 368.2 631.1 412,790 3,064,377 3,074,770 2,944,763 -119,614 -130,007
271 [Rooks Stockton 288.0 514.8 314,910 2,535,900 2,486,336 2,380,288 -155,612 -106,049
395 [Rush LaCrosse 294.5 542.3 310,273 2,550,625 2,597,694 2,485,981 -64,644 -111,714
403 [Rush Otis-Blson 177.0 387.4 237,081 1,859,294 1,871,134 1,791,330 -67,964 -79,804
399 |Russell Paradise 125.4 290.6 133,136 1,414,295 1,358,887 1,299,023 -115,272 -59,864
407 |Russell Russell 945.5 1,476.3 740,186 6,552,241 6,967,219 6,663,102 110,861 -304,118
305 {Saline Salina 7,050.5 9,302.8 6,580,000 45,233 410 45,819,210 43,902,834 -1,330,576 -1,916,377
306 {Saline Southeast of Saline 690.8 1,100.1 518,582 5,105,467 5,158,804 4,932,183 -173,284 -226,621
307 [Saline Eli-Saline 468.0 783.0 355,394 3,665,864 3,658,088 3,496,790 -169,074 -161,298
466 |Scott Scott County 869.7 1,386.5 483,407 6,220,285 6,331,664 6,046,045 -174,240 -285,619
259 |Sedgwick Wichita 46,444.3 69,258.6 33,014,849 314,114,882 325,147,624 310,880,352 -3,234,530 -14,267,272
260 |Sedgwick Derby 6,330.7 7,915.5 4,235,244 37,018,433 37,622,823 35,992,230 1,026,203 -1,630,593
261 |Sedgwick Haysville 4,780.6 6,494.7 4,060,000 29,324,380 31,454,645 30,116,736 792,356 -1,337,908
262 [Sedgwick Valley Center 2,557.4 3,144.5 2,024,865 14,897,554 15,288,366 14,640,599 -256,955 -647,767
263 |Sedgwick Mulvane 1,855.0 2,228.8 1,151,307 10,346,332 10,552,385 10,093,253 -253,07% 459,133
264 |Sedgwick Clearwater 1,275.4 1,707.7 964,864 8,181,233 8,167,943 7,816,156 -365,077 -351,786
265 [Sedgwick Goddard 4911.2 5,943.0 3,997,600 28,874,319 29,065,174 27,840,916 -1,033,403 -1,224,258
266 {Sedgwick Maize 6,381.7 8,003.8 4,571,400 38,882,368 38,331,428 36,682,646 -2,199,722 -1,648,783
267 [Sedgwick Renwick 1,945.7 2,296.7 1,485,000 11,083,217 11,172,481 10,699,360 -383,857 -473,120
268 |Sedgwick Cheney 784.9 1,167.6 543,800 5,395,244 5,468,737 5,228,211 -167,033 -240,526
480 {Seward Liberal 4,375.0 6,849.4 1,734,400 28,527,178 30,625,169 29,214,193 687,015 -1,410,976
483 [Seward Kismet-Plains 726.0 1,526.9 792,181 7,215,733 7,232,645 6,918,104 -297,629 -314,541
345 |Shawnee Seaman 3,552.1 4,475.8 3,185,285 21,701,610 22,064,209 21,142,195 -559,415 -922,015
372 |Shawnee Siiver Lake 743.6 1,108.0 502,778 5,078,050 5,180,540 4,952,086 -125,964 -228,454
437 [Shawnee Auburn Washburn 5,412.0 6,727.3 4,860,200 32,982,651 33,235,951 31,850,128 -1,132,523 -1,385,824
450 {Shawnee Shawnee Heights 3,408.3 4,296.5 2,480,527 20,448,020, 20,603,164 19,718,085 -729,935 -885,079
501 [Shawnee Topeka 13,292.0 19,016.0 13,537,357 90,886,090 93,746,845 89,829,549 -1,056,541 -3,917,296
412 [5heridan Hoxie 288.0 513.5 298,522 2,430,412 2,464,465 2,358,684 -71,728 -105,781
352 |Sherman Goodland 900.0 1,425.6 730,600 6,667,393 6,743,781 6,450,107 -217,286 -293,674
237 [Smith Smith Center 433.0 767.9 519,400 3,707,622 3,758,402 3,600,215 -107,407 -158,187
349 |Stafford Stafford 268.9 493.7 256,372 2,370,094 2,338,798 2,237,096 -132,998 -101,702
350 [Stafford St. John-Hudson _...3a8s5 617.8 350,629 2,954,287 2,956,503] 2,829,243 -125,044 -127,267
351 [Stafford Macksville 265.0 556.0 306,000 2,621,487 2,651,208 2,536,672 -84, 815 -114,536
452 |Stanton Stanton County 463.0 887.5 300,000 3,691,172 4,043,475 3,860,650 169,478 -182,825
209 [Stevens Moscow 192.7 456.9 118,036 2,019,157 2,046,240 1,952,119 -67,038 94,121
210 [Stevens Hugoton 997.6 1,616.1 554,927 7,002,302 7,371,637 7,038,720 36,418 -332,917
353 {Sumner Wellington 1,663.0 2,1734 1,421,360 10,145,555 10,588,761 10,141,041 -4,514 -447,720
356 (Sumner Conway Springs 514.9 872.6 629,384 4,419,620 4,310,011 4,130,255 -289,365 -179,756
357 |Sumner Belle Plaine 657.0 1,105.6 784,594 5,647,480 5,448,015 5 220,261 427,219 227,754
358 {Sumner Oxford 327.5 594.0 450,000, 2,956,396 2,955,492 2,833,128 -123,268 -122,364
359 [Sumner Argonia 179.5 374.6 220,000 1,845,375 1,800,063 1,722,895 122,480 -77,168
360 {Sumner Caldwell 234.0 467.9 260,773 2,149,493 2,234 375 2,137,988 -11,505 -96,387
509 {Sumner South Haven 222.0 442.6 262,300 2,113,218 2,129,187 2,038,011 -75,207 91,176
314 [Thomas Brewster 97.0 219.0 102,600 1,003,040 1,026,342 981,228 -21,812 45,114
315 {Thomas Colby 919.1 1413.1 872,540 6,632,805 6,832,996 6,541,897 -50,908 -291,099
316 {Thomas Golden Plains 204.5 438.6 256,732 1,948,716 2,106,747 2,016,395 67,679 -90,352
208 [Trego WaKeeney 411.2 727.7 492,668 3,612,717 3,562,107 3,412,200 -200,517 -149,906
329 [Wabaunsee Alma 473.7 805.5 612,176 4,015,958 4,009,775 3,843,842 -172,116 -16S5,933
330 |Wabaunsee Wabaunsee East 499.5 897.7 499,161 4,052,654 4,285,660 4,100,733 48,079 -184,926
241 (Wallace  |Wallace __ C 000 aves 134723 1788010 . 1849,762] 1766,002] 22,008 83,760
242 |wallace Weskan 111.6 256.8 82,152 1,090,775 1,165,334 1,112,434 21,659] -52,901
108 |Washington Washington Co. Schools 396.5 703.2 447,230 3,329,267 3,413,328 3,268,468 -60,799 -144,859
223 |Washington Barnes 329.8 602.4 385,000 2,902,828 2,925,923 2,801,829 -100,999 -124,094
224 {Washington | Clifton-Clyde 280.5 522.6 273,949 2,497,478 2,478,276 12,370,620 -126,858 -107,656
467 (Wichita Leoti 426.5 790.6 251,809 3,514,859 3,586,560 3,423,696 -91,163 -162,864
387 |Wilson Altoona-Midway 183.5 429.0 202,215 1,939,436 2,011,737 1,923,363 -16,073 -88,374
461 (Wilson Neodesha 718.2 1,184.2 538,017 5,318,476 5,532,973 5,289,027 -29,449 -243,945
484 jWilson Fredonia 732.1 1,212.5 603,200 5,610,362 5,717,525 5,467,750 -142,612 249,775
366 (Woodson Woodson 398.5 748.4 426,889 3,504,736 3,583,640 3,425,470 -75,266 -154,170
202 |Wyandotte Turner 3,785.7 5,490.5 2,790,194 25,723,895 25,949,123 24,818,080 -905,815 -1,131,043
203 !Wyandotte Piper 1,635.0 2,141.3 1,200,959 10,017,328 10,232,962 9,791,855 -225,473 -441,108
204 |Wyandotte Bonner Springs 2,366.5 3,027.3 1,870,792 14,059,438 14,639,943 14,016,320 43,118 623,624
500 |Wyandotte  |Kansas City 189417 | 30,726.7 13,260,089 136,225,793 142,865,310 136,535,609 309,816 -6,329,700

TOTALS - 454 756.8]  §55109.2]  375940,398|  3,090376,371] 312,005,818  3.007,650,455]  -82.725.916] -134,355,363
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CALL TO ORDER
7/15/09 a.m. session
audio archive

APPROVED

KANSAS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION
MEETING MINUTES
JULY 15,2009

Chairman Waugh called the meeting to order at 9:00 a.m. on Wednesday, July 15, 2009, in
the Board Room of the Kansas Education Building, 120 SE 10" Avenue, Topeka, Kansas.

(0:06:18)
ROLL CALL All members were present:

John Bacon Kathy Martin

Carolyn L. Wims-Campbell Jana Shaver

Sally Cauble Sue Storm

Wialt Chappell Janet Waugh

David Dennis Ken Willard
MOTIONTO Mrs. Martin moved, with a second by Mr. Willard, that the State Board approve the
APPROVE AGENDA  agenda. The moation carried.
BOARD MATTERS - BOARD REPORTS

Board Chairman
(0:06:54)

(0:09:55)

(0:23:49)

MOTION
(0:37:13)

MOTION TO DIVIDE
THE QUESTION
(0:43:28)

VOTE

(0:45:21)

MOTION TO TABLE
(0:46:58)

Chairman Waugh handed out copies of the KACEE budget which had been requested by
Mr. Bacon and coples of a brochure about the P-20 Council.

National Assoclation of State Boards of Education (NASBE) Dues:

The Chairman asked for a motion to approve the 2010 membership dues for NASBE. Mr.
Willard moved that the State Board approve payment of the invoice for $29,021 sent by
NASBE which would include $5,000 for the Kansas Professional Development Fund. Mrs,
Storm seconded the motion. Discussion followed. The motion carried unanimously.

Suggestions for State Boord Budgets Cuts for FY 2010
Chairman Waugh discussed the state fiscal climate and suggested several ways the Board
might cut costs. She opened up the issue for suggestions from Board members and

discussion followed.

Dr. Chappell moved, with a secand by Mrs. Martin, that for FY 2010 there be a one-year
moratorium on holding Board meetings outside Topeka in order to save on Board and
staff travel expenses; and that no out-of-state travel be approved uniess it is paid by an
outside source. Included in the discussion that followed were comments by Mrs. Shaver,
Chair of the Board Policy Committee, about a recommended change to Board trave!
guidelines that might impact the vote on out-of state travel.

Ms, Storm moved to divide the question. Mr. Bacon seconded the motion which carried
9-1, with Mrs. Martin voting in oppasition.

The motion for a one-year moratorium on Board meetings outside Topeka carried on a
voted of 10-0.

A brief discussion of an out-of-state travel freeze foliowed. Dr. Chappell moved, with a
second by Mrs. Shaver, that the motion relating to the suspension out-of-state travel for FY
2010 be tabled until after the Board Policy Committee report. After further discussion, the
motion carried 8-0, with Mr. Bacon and Mr. Dennis voting “no”.

Additional discussion followed about cost-saving measures the Board might undertake.
Chairman Waugh asked members to consider the issue over the next month for possible
discussion at the August meeting. Ms. Storm said it would be helpful if Board members be
provided with the Board’s budget.
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APPROVED

july 18, 2009
MINUTES

Report on Requests for Future Agenda items

At the beginning of Chairman Waugh’s report, she had handed out a follow-up report on all
future agenda requests and their disposition since the beginning of the year. After the
Board budget discussion, questions and discussion followed about development of the
agenda. The Chair referred the process of Board member requests for future agenda items
to the Policy Committee, Mrs. Cauble stated the need for the Board to be updated on P-20
Council activities on a regular basis. Mr. Willard concurred. Dr. Chappell asked for
infarmation about the 2010 Commission,

Robert Flynn, of Gates, Shields and Ferguson, filled in for Mr. Ferguson, Board Attorney, for
the meeting. Mr. Flynn briefly reviewed the list of issues represented in Mr. Ferguson’s
billing for legal services for the month of June. In the discussion that followed, Mrs. Wims-
Campbeli asked to be kept up to date on the Douglas Wright case.

Mrs. Shaver moved, with a second by Mrs. Cauble, that the legal fees for June be paid
as presented. Discussion followed and Dr. Chappell indicated he would not be able to
vote for payment because the Board had not received the report for which it was being
billed on its self-executing powers. The motion carried 9-1, with Dr. Chappell voting in
oppaosition.

Dr. Chappell asked for the Board Attorney’s monthly report prior to the meeting.

Ms. Storm reported that she had attended a meeting of the 2010 Commission where
information from superintendents across the state was presented about how districts were
dealing with budget cuts. She also reported on the meeting she, Chairman Waugh and the
Commissioner had with the Governor.

Chair of the Policy Committee, Mrs. Shaver, reviewed the recommended change to Board
Policy 1006, Boardmanship Expectations — A. 2. Mrs. Shaver moved, with a second by Mrs.
Martin, that the Board approve the recommended amendment. The motion carried 9-0,
with Mr. Willard temporarily out of the room.

Mrs. Shaver reviewed the Policy Committee’s recommended change to Board Policy 3002,
Staff Treatment, Commissioner Limitations, regarding unclassified appointments. Mrs.
Shaver moved, with a second by Mrs. Wims-Campbell, that the recommended amendment
be approved. Discussion followed. The mation carried 8-2, with Mr. Bacon and Dr. Chappell
voting in opposition.

Mrs. Shaver reviewed proposed changed to Guidelines for Approval of Board Meeting
Attendance: B. 2., 3., and 4., Preapproved Attendance; C 1. (b), Discretionary Attendance; D.
Annual Allocation for Board Member Travel; and new section E., Definitions. Discussion
followed.

Dr. Chappell moved that the Board table the discussion of changes to Board travel guidelines
until the August meeting. Ms. Storm provided a second to the motion. Discussion followed.
The motion failed on a vote of 4-6, with Board members Dennis, Shaver, Waugh, Cauble,
Wims-Campbell and Martin voting in opposition.

Mrs. Shaver finished her review of the proposed changes to travel guidelines by explaining
how member allocations have been developed and the changes in the process being
recommended. A brief discussion followed.

The Board took a break from 11:55 a.m. until 12:03 noon.
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After returning from the break, discussion arose about the motion that had been laid on
the table regarding out-of-state travel. Ms. Storm moved, with a second by Mrs. Wims-
Campbell, that the motion relating to the suspension of out-of-state travel for FY 2010
remain on the table until the August meeting. The motion carried 6-0, with Board
members Chappell, Willard, Bacon and Cauble tempaorarily absent.

Mr. Dennis presented a draft communications plan for the Board to review. One
recommendation being made by the Committee was to postpone focus groups in Board
member districts untii after a new cammissioner is hired.

Mr. Dennls, Mrs. Martin, Mrs. Wims-Campbell and Mrs. Cauble reported on recent
meetings attended. Mrs. Wims-Campbell handed out a brief from the National Council of
State Legislatures on teacher leaders. Mrs. Caubie handed out written reports on the
NASBE Governmental Affairs meeting she had attended and the recent Education
Commission of the States meeting. She asked the Department to look into the 21™ Century
Skills assessment used in Georgia that was highlighted in one of the sessions.

There were not requests for future agenda items.

BUDGETS - KANSAS STATE SCHOOL FOR THE DEAF AND KANSAS STATE SCHOOL FOR THE BLIND

(2:24:27)

MOTION
(2:53:20)

Deputy Commissioner Dennis reported that the Division of Budget’s recommendations
were not yet available for the two schools or for the Department of Education.

Superintendent Malile, Kansas State School for the Deaf (KSSD), and Superintendent
Burkindine, Kansas State School for the Blind (1KSSB), respectively, reviewed their revised
budgets for FY 2010 and discussed cuts that they have had to make. They also reviewed
reduced resource and enhancement budgets for FY 2011 and answered Board member
questions.

In response to the July 2009 budget cuts ordered by Governor Parkinson, Mrs. Martin
moved that the State Board of Education approve an amendment to the salary schedule
for the Kansas State School for the Blind, thereby reducing the number of teacher contract
days by 2 for a total of 183 days. All other terms and conditions of the salary schedule will
remain in effect as approved by the Kansas State Board of Education as approved a its June
2009 meeting. Ms. Storm provided a second for the motion which carried 9-0. Mr. Willard
was temporarily out of the room.

STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION BUGET RECOMMENDATIONS

(2:58:39)

MOTION
(3:58:38)

De puty Commissioner Dennis reviewed the results of a survey of districts on positions and
program cuts that have been implemented because of economic conditions. He reported
that FY 2009 reductions amounted to $167.2 millian. He also reviewed state general fund
projections. To begin the budget discussion, the Deputy Commission reviewed budget
options and their funding history for the Board. At the request of Dr. Chappell he also
handed out and explained a summary of district cash balances, using July 1, 2008 as an
example. Discussion followed. (Mrs. Cauble left the meeting at 12:20 p.m.)

Fund Current Law

Mrs. Wims-Campbell moved, with a second by Mr. Willard, that the Board support and
recommend to the legislature funding the current law for FY 2011. Brief discussion
followed and the motion carried 8-1, with Dr. Chappell voting in oppasition and Mrs.
Cauble absent. The recommendation totaled $281,780,223 million and included:
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General State Aid — BSAPP 54,492 — $173,990,000; Supplemental General State Aid —
$33,900,000; Special Education ( 92% of excess cost) — $34,931,223; Capital Outlay -
$27,000,000; Parents As Teachers — $460,000; Mentor Teacher Program — $1,800,000;
Professionat Development - $8,500,000; School Lunch ~ $904,000; and National Board

Certification — $295,000.

Kansas Assoclation for Conservation and Environmental Education (KACEE)

Dr. Chappell moved, with a second by Mr. Dennis, that the State Board include 535,000 for
KACEE in its budget recommendation. Discussion followed. The motion carried 7-2, with
members Willard and Bacon voting in opposition.

Kansas Histgrical Society
Mrs. Wims-Campbell moved, with a second by Ms. Storm, that the State Board inciude

$35,000 for the Kansas Historical Society in its budget recommendation. Discussion
followed. The motion carried 6-3, with members Chappell, Willard and Bacon voting in

opposition.

!

Kansas Career Pipeline
After brief discussion, Mr. Willard moved, with a second by Ms. Storm, that the State Board

include $91,965 for the Kansas Career Pipeline in its budget recommendation. Additional
discussion followed. The motion carried 9-0.

Ag in the Classroom
Mr. Bacon moved, with a second by Mr. Willard, that the State Board include $35,000 for

the Ag in the Classroom in its budget recommendation. The motion carried 9-0.

Communities in Schools
Mrs. Shaver moved, with a second by Mr. Dennis, that the State Board include $35,000 for

Communities in Schools in its budget recommendation. Discussion followed. The motion
carried 8-1 with Mr. Bacon voting “no”.

Leadership Initiatives
Discussion followed about several other funding options and the leadership initiatives

recommended by the Kansas Education Leadership Commissian. Mrs. Wims-Campbell
moved, with a second by Mrs. Shaver, that the State Board include $500,000, phased in over
two years, for leadership initiatives in its budget recommendation. Discussion followed.

The motion failed 5-4, members Martin, Chappell, Willard and Bacon voting in opposition.

BOARD MEMBER TRAVEL REQUESTS
Mrs. Shaver requested that mileage for July 16® and 17" be removed from her request.
Discussion occurred regarding funding Dr. Chappell’s travel request to the Word of Life

Traditional School.

Mr. Bacon moved, with a second by Dr. Chappell, that the travel requests be approved as
amended. Discussion followed. Mrs. Wims-Campbell asked that approval for participation
in the Policy Committee meeting be removed from her requests. Mrs. Martin asked to add
the NGA education pay initiative meeting on July 21* to her requests. Mr, Bacon and Dr.
Chappell allowed the additional changes to the motion. The motion failed on a vote of 5-4,
with Dennis, Waugh, Shaver and Storm voting in opposition.

Mrs. Shaver moved, with a second by Mr. Dennis, that Board member travel requests as
amended with the exception of the Word of Life Traditional School site visit. Discussion
followed. The motion failed 5-4, with Willard, Chappell, Bacon and Martin voting “no”.
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MOTION Mr. Willard moved, with a second by Mrs. Martin, approve travel requests as amended.
(4:41:06) Discussion followed. The motion carried 8-1, with Mrs. Waugh voting “no”,

ADJOURNMENT There being no further business, Chairman Waugh declared the meeting adjourned at 1:25
p.m.

janet Waugh, Chairman Penny Plamann, Secretary
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2010 Commission

REPORT

CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

e The Leglslature should refocus its revenue and funding priorities to make education
Priority Number One, Education is the single most important function provided by state
government, [t is at its essence how we prepare for the future. The Commission has heard
repeatedly that education spending has a direct and positive impact on student performance,
most recently in the 2006 Legislative Post Audit report entitled “Elementary and Secondary
Education in Kansas: Estimating the Costs of K-12 Education Using Two Approaches.” That
report stated, in part, “We found a strong assoclation between the amounts districts spend
and the outcomes they achieve....” The Commission also has recelved information regarding
the state's dire economic situation. However, we also know the Legislature has made tax
policy decisions that have contributed to these dire circumstances. Tax cuts made by the
Legislature from FY 2005 through FY 2010 have totaled $180 million. By FY 2011, that total
will rise to nearly $209 million (See Attachment 1). In contrast to the philosophy that “low
taxes contribute to economic growth and high taxes detract from it,” we beileve instead the
following;:

» Kansas Is not a “high tax" state, and the Kansas tax burden (taxes compared to personal
income) has been stable for decades.

+ Tax policy elone does not drive prosperity.
o Education attainment drives state income more than tax burden.

o Lower taxes will not help the economy in the long run if the State cannot support a strong
public education system — and that takes a significant investment,

* In prosperous economic times, the Legislature has been eager to reduce revenues. Now,
in these difficult times, the Legislature must face the fact that it needs to replace some of

that revenue.

In summary, the Commission believes we cannot sacrifice a generation of Kansas students
because the economy is weak. It is time for the Legislature to take steps to ensure that the revenue
and funding policies of the Legislature allow every Kansas student to achieve his or her full

potential.

e The Legislature should consider generating revenue from at least three specific revenue
sources, These are (1) reversing previous tax cuts, (2) increasing the state school mill
levy back to its former level, and (3) increasing the state sales tax, It should be noted the
Commission is not suggesting that all of these be implemented in full; rather, the Commission
recommends the Legislature consider implementing one or a combination of these potential
revenue sources. The Commission believes the revenue generated should equal the amount

Kansas Legislative Research Department 10-1 2009 2010 Commission
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needed to fund the statutorily mandated base state ald per pupll (BSAPP) for the 2009-2010
school year of $4,492. This amount would have totaled approximately $314 million for the
2009-2010 school year, given the recent enroliment growth,

e In addition to the knowledge that the education of children is the most important
function of state government, there are practices we know make a difference in assuring
that every child receives the maximum benefit of his or her education. These practices

inctude the following:

» Early childhood education.
+ Before- and after- school tutoring and support programs.
 At-risk funding and programs.

+ Staff development.

s Leadership academies, especially for principals who must be the educational leaders of
their schools.

* Highly qualificd teachers. Nothing impacts the quality of education like the quality of the
teaching staff.

The Commission recommends these items remain, or become, funding priorities.

® The Legislature should continue the three-year funding cycle. The Commission
recommends public education funding in Kansas be implemented on a minimum of a
three-year basis so school districts have the flexibility to plan for the future.

e The Legislature should change the formula for determining special education
catastrophic aid. The Commission recommends a change in the calculation of the special
education catastrophic aid. The threshold for qualifying for catastrophic aid should be based
upon twice the previous year's categorical aid per teacher less any special education state
aid.

¢ The Legislature should shift the tiny-k and Early Head Start programs’ administration to
the Kansas Department of Education. The Commission has made these recommendations
in previous years and is making the same recommendations again.

Proposed Legislation: The Commission requests the introduction of two bills (special education
catastrophic aid and placement of t/ny-k and Early Head Start programs).

BACKGROUND officio nonvoting members. The statutory duties

of the Commission include:
The 2006 Legislature created the 2010

Commission, which is composed of eleven e Monitoring the implementation and
members, nine voting and two serving as ex operation of the School District Finance
and Quality Performance Act and other

Kansas Legislative Research Department 10-2 2009 2010 Commission
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provisions of law relating to school finance
and the quality performance accreditation
system,

Bvaluating the School District Finance and
Quality Performance Act and determining
if there is a fair and equitable relationship
between the costs of the weighted
components and assigned weightings;

Determining if existing weightings should
be adjusted;

Determining if additional school district
operations should be weighted;

Reviewing the amount of base state aid per
pupil and determining if the amount should
be adjusted;

Evaluating the reform and restructuring
components of the Act and assessing the
impact thereof;

Evaluating the system of financial support,
reform and restructuring of public education
in Kansas and in other states to ensure that
the Kansas system is efficlent and effective;

Conducting hearings and receiving and
considering suggestions from teachers,
parents, the Department of Education, the
State Board ofEducation, othergovernmental
officers and agencies, and the general public
concerning suggested improvements in
the educational system and the financing
thereof;

Making any recommendations it deems
necessary to guide the Legislature to fulfill
goals established by the Legislature in
meeting its constitutional duties to: provide
for intellectual, educational, vocational and
scientific improvement in public schools
and make suitable provision for the finance
of the educational interest of the state;

Kansas Leglslative Research Department
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o Examining the availability of revenuss to
ensure adequate funding of elementary and
secondary education in the state;

e Examining voluntary activities, including
extracurricular activities, which affect
educational costs;

e Monitoring and evaluating associations
and organizations that promote or regulate
voluntary or extracurricular activities
Including, but not limited to, the Kansas
State High School Activities Association,
and

e Providing direction to the Legislative
Division of Post Audit school finance audit
team and receiving performance audits
conducted by the team.

The statute authorizing the Commissijon will
sunset on December 31, 2010,

The Commission is to submit an annual
report to the Legislature on the work of the
Commission.

COMMITTEE ACTIVITIES

The Commission met seven times during
2009. Among the issues discussed were:

e Current funding issues related to the
economic downturn, including federal
stimulus package funding, local property
valuation reductions, changes in the number
of students eligible for the federal free lunch
program (which affects the amount of at-risk
funding), and reduction in state revenues.
The Commission also heard from a number
of school district superintendents who
described the effects of the funding cuts.

¢ Special education catastrophic aid and the

recent dramatic increase in numbers of
claims and total amount claimed.

2009 2010 Commission
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e Early childhood education programming
and related funding.

e Merit pay for teachers.
e Efforts to Increase school district efficlency.

Additional detail on the Commission's
activities is contained in the following section,
“Conclusions and Recommendations.”

CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATION

The Legislature should refocus its revenue
and funding priorities to make education
Priority Number One. Education is the single
most important function provided by state
government, It is at its essence how we prepare
for the future. Whether a student is three or twelve
or twenty years old, itis education that allows the
student to succeed and to contribute to the state’s
economy and well-being. The Commission has
heard repeatedly that education spending has a
direct and positive impact on student performance,
most recently in the 2006 Legislative Post Audit
report entitled “Elementary and Secondary
Education in Kansas: Estimating the Costs of
K-12 Education Using Two Approaches,” That
report stated, in part:

“We found a strong association between the
amounts districts spend and the outcomes they
achleve. In the cost function results, a 1.0%
increase in district performance outcomes was
associated with a 0.83% increase in spending —
almost a one-to-one relationship. This means
that, all other things being equal, districts that
spent more had better student performance. The
results were statistically significant beyond the
0.01 level, which means we can be more than
99% confident there is a relationship between
spending and outcomes.” (Audit # 05PA19,
Page 40.)

Kansas Legislative Research Department

The Commission also has received
information regarding the state’s dire economic
situation, This includes the following:

o For the state revenue situation in general:

+ Revenue estimates are still dropping in the
current fiscal year. In comparison to the
June 2009 Consensus Revenue estimate,
the November 2009 estimate shows FY
2010 revenues decreased by another
$235.2 million. The revised estimate of
$5.301 billion represents a 5.1 percent
decrease below final FY 2009 receipts.

¢ The Initial estimate for FY 2011 of
$5.301 billion is 2.3 percent below the
newly revised FY 2010 figure. While the
Consensus Revenue Estimating Group
anticipates a modest improvement in
tax receipts for FY 2011, It estimates
a net change in over $250 million for
transfers out, in compliance with statutory
requirements,

(Source:  Kansas  Legislative  Research

Department)

e Specifically with regard to K-12 education:

It is estimated that general state aid,
using the current base state aid per pupil
(BSAPP) of $4,218, will require an
increase of approximately $100 million
for the 2009-10 school year, The increase
is due primarily to increases in school
district enrollment, the number of students
eligible for free lunches, and bilingual and
virtual school enrollments and a decrease
in assessed valuation. If an increase in
appropriation i3 not approved, this will
have the effect of reducing the BSAPP
by approximately $150 (34,218 - $150 =
$4,068).

2009 2010 Commission
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« Because approximately $244 of the
BSAPP increase in the recent past was a
“trade” in which the enrollment weighting
was decreased at the same time, the net
result was no increased spending authority.
This in effect means the $4,068 BSAPP
figure effectively would place education
spending authority back to the 2000-01
level.

(Source: Kansas Department of Education)

However, we also know the Legislature has
made tax policy decisions that have contributed
to these dire circumstances. Tax cuts made
by the Legislature from FY 2005 through FY
2010 have totaled $180 million. By FY 2011,
that total will rise to ncarly $209 million (See
Attachment 1), In contrast to the philosophy that
“low taxes contribute to economic growth and
high taxes detract from it,” we believe instead
the following;:

e Kansas Is not a “high tax” state, and the
Kansas tax burden (taxes compared to
personal income) has been stable for
decades, Kansas is a highly educated state,
but not a “high tax" state, ranking 23rd in
the nation on state and local tax collections
as a percent of personal income according
to the most recent report from the National
Federation of State Tax Administrators,
(Source: Kansas Association of School
Boards [KASB])

Tax policy alone does not drive prosperity.
Prosperous states do not have low average
tax burdens, and low income states do not
have high tax burdens. If low taxes spur
income growth and prosperity, low tax
states should rank high on income measures.
However, that is not the case. State per
capita income in 2007 ranged from a high of
$54,981 in Connecticut to a low of $28,541
in Mississippi. The top 10 states in per
capita income had an average ratio of total

Kansas Legislative Research Department
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tax collections to stats personai incamna of
12.17 percent. The 10 states with the lowest
incomes had a slightly lower tax burden of
11.34 percent. Likewise the top 10 income
states had an average national ranking of
22.4 (where | is the highest tax burden)
and the bottom 10 had an average ranking
0f 26.3. In other words, high income states
were more likely to be high tax states, not
the reverse, (Source: KASB)

Education attainment drives state income
more than tax burden. In a presentation
to the Commission, the KASB combined
several measures of educational attainment
(percent of population 18-24 who are high
school completers and percent of population
over age 24 with a high school diploma,
bachelor’s and advanced degrees), ranked
the states based on this combined measure,
and compared against a number of measures
of wealth and tax burden. The analysis
showed a stronger correlation to income than
tax rates. The 10 highest income states had
an average educational rank of 12. As state
incomes decline, average education rankings
also decline. The bottom 10 income states
had by far the worst average educational
ranking: 39.2.

This can be seen even more clearly in
Kansas' neighboring states and the other Plains
states. Of the five regional states with a lower
tax burden than Kansas, only Colorado has a
higher per capita income and median household
income, and only lowa had a (slightly) lower
poverty rate. Lower taxes on low income is not
a benefit. For example, Kansans paid about one
percent more of their personal income in state
and local taxes than Oklahoma, but had a 7.7
percent higher per capita income, 8.5 percent
higher household income, and 4.7 percent fewer
people living in poverty. Kansas also had better
wealth measures than two states with higher
tax burdens: Nebraska and North Dakota. On
the other hand, Colorado has a low tax rate but

2009 2010 Commlssion
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a high ranking on income measures (but also
a higher poverty rate). What the top income
states in the region (Minnesota, Colorado and
Kansas) have in common is not low taxes, but
high education attainment. Likewise, the lowest
wealth states have the lowest education levels,
(See Attachment 2)

e Lower taxes will not help the economy in
the long run if the State cannot support a
strong public education system - and that
takes a significant investment,.

e Inprosperouseconomictimesthe Legislature

has been eager to reduce revenues. Now, in
these difficult times, the Legislature must
face the fact that it needs to replace some of
that revenue,

In summary, the Commission believes we
cannot sacrifice a generation of Kansas students
because the economy is weak, It is time for
the Legislature to take steps to ensure that the
revenue and funding policies of the Legislature
allow every Kansas student to achieve his or her
full potential.

The Legislature should consider generating
revenue from at least three specific revenue
sources, These are (1) reversing previous tax
cuts, (2) increasing the state school mill levy back
to its former level, and (3) increasing the state
sales tax. It should be noted the Commission is
not suggesting that all of these be implemented
in full; rather, the Commission recommends
the Legislature consider implementing one or a
combination of these potential revenue sources:

Reversing Previous Tax Cuts — As mentioned
previously, the Legislature has reduced
the State's tax base and resulting revenues
by making a number of tax cuts, and the
Commission believes the policy decision
on several of these cuts should be reviewed
and reversed. If the tax cuts — which, as
mentioned previously, have resulted in a

Kansas Legislative Rescarch Department
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cumulative total of $180 milllon in revenue
lost from FY 2005 through FY 2010 ~ were
reversed for FY 2011, the total recovered
for that year would be almost $30 million.
Furthermore, if the Highway Fund were not
repaid in FY 2011 from a previous “loan” to
the State General Fund, approximately $31
million would remain in the State General
Fund to help finance education.

Increasing the Statewide School Mill Levy ~
In 1992, the statewide school mill levy was
32 mills, It Increased to 33 mills in 1993 and
rose again to 35 mills in 1994, remaining at
that level through 1996, The current rate
is 20 mills. According to recent estimates,
each 1,0 mill increase in the statewide school
mill levy would generate approximately $29
million in FY 2011,

Increasing the State Sales Tax — According
to a recent estimate, a 1-cent increase In
the state. sales tax rate would generate
$351 million in FY 2012 receipts.

The Commission believes the revenue
generated should equal the amount needed to
fund the statutorily mandated base state aid per
pupil (BSAPP) for the 2009-2010 school year
of $4,492, This amount would have totaled
approximately $314 million for the 2009-2010
school year, given the recent enroliment
growth,

In addition to the knowledge that the
education of children is the most important
function of state governmment, there are
practices we know make a difference in
assuring that every child recelves the
maximum benefit of his or her education.
These practices include the following;:

e Early childhood education.

o Before- and after- school tutoring and

2009 2010 Commiassion
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support programs.

e At-risk funding and programs.

e Staff development.

® Leadership academies, especially for
principals who must be the educational
leaders of their schools.

o Highly qualified teachers. Nothing impacts

the quality of education like the quality of
the teaching staff.

The Commission recommends these items
remain, or become, funding priorities.

The Legislature should continue the
three-year funding cycle. The Commission
recommends public education funding in Kansas
be implemented on a minimum of a three-year
basis so school districts have the flexibility to
plan for the future,

The Legislature should change the formula
for determining special education catastrophic
ald. The Commission recommends a change
in the calculation of the special education
catastrophic aid. The threshold for qualifying for
catastrophic aid should be based upon twice the
previous year's categorical aid per teacher less
any special education state aid.

The current statutory formula allows a school
district to receive the aid if the cost for a special

Kansas Legislative Research Department
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education student exceeds $25,000, This amount
was placed in law in 1994 with no provision
to adjust the threshold for inflation. Because
special education costs have increased while the
$25,000 threshold amount remained the same,
the number of special education students who
qualify for catastrophic aid has increased.

In addition, the current formula allows
districts to count certain special education
cxpenditures in the $25,000 amount, cven
though districts receive state aid already for
these costs, This results in a “double counting”
of transportation and teacher costs, both of which
qualify for significant amounts of state aid.

Finally, catastrophic aid has spiked
dramatically because one or more districts have
begun applying for catastrophic aid for every
single student costing over $25,000. More
reportedly are planning to do so.

Since catastrophic aid “comes off the top”
of special education state aid distributed to
teachers, these catastrophic aid increases likely
will result in a dramatic decrease in the amount
of special education teacher aid, (categorical
special education aid).

The Legislature should shift the tiny-k and
Early Head Start programs’ administration
to the Kansas Department of Education. The
Commission has made these recommendations
in previous years and is making the same recom-
mendations again.

2009 2010 Commission
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MEMORANDUM

Legisiative Division of Post Audit

US Bank Building, 800 SW Jackson, Suitc 1200
‘Topeks, KS 66612-2212

voice: 785.296.3792

fax: 785.296.4482

email: LI A@Ipu. Sultc. ks, us

web: www kslegislature. org/postaudit

o

TO: Members, 2010 Commission
FROM: Scott Frank. Manager, School Audits
DATE: August 14, 2008

SUBJECT: Comparing the State’s foundation-level funding to the LPA outcomes-based estimates

At the July 10 meeting of the 2010 Commission, Representative Storm requested that we provide the
Commission with information comparing the amount of funding the State has put into K-12 education
over the last several years to the amount we estimated was needed based on the outcomes-based
approach of the January 2006 cost study, Elementary and Secondary Education in Kansas: Estimating
the Costs of K-12 Education Using Two Approaches. The information you requested is included as part
of this memo.

In the January 2006 cost study, we used statistical techniques to estimate the operating costs associated
with meeting different student outcome targets, taking into account important demographic factors for
each school district. We've used the results of this analysis to estimate the Statewide cost of meeting the
State's student outcomes targets from 2006-07 to 2013-14. The school finance formula is currently '
spelled out through the 2009-10 school year. While it's likely the Legislature will make changes to the
formula in the future, we don’t know what those will be. Therefore, we've used the provisions for 2009-
10 for the remaining years.

We've compared our estimate of the operating costs required to the operating funding disiricts have
available to them through the school finance formula. Historically, it was the State Supreme Court's
interpretation (and therefore our interpretation at the time of the cost study) that districts’ general fund
budgets were intended to cover the operating costs of meeting the State’s outcomes targets. While the
school finance formula allowed districts to raise additional funds through a local option budget—some
of which is paid for by the State—these additional funds were intended 1o enhance local programs.

When the Legislature passed SB 549 during the 2006 session, it added a provision 1o State law making it
clear that State equalization aid paid to school districts should be included in any calculation of State
funding for educational and support services for school districts (K.S.A. 72-6434(f)). This interpretation
later was accepted by the Court. Therefore, we’ve included both school district general fund budgets
and State equalization aid in this comparison. (NOTE: Because the State's payment into KPERS was
excluded from the original cost study analysis to determine adequate funding. we’ve also excluded it
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from this comparison. Had it been included in (he original analysis, our estimales of the amount of
funding needed would have been higher.)

Finally, it's important (o note that we've actually prepared two sets of comparisons. That's because of
differing provisions in State law. K.S.A. 72-64c04 calls for the Legislature to increase general State aid
in 2009-10 by an amount equal to the percentage increase in the Consumer Price Index (CP1-U) for the
previous year, The Department of Education estimates this will require an $80 increase in the BSAPP.
Currently. the BSAPP is scheduled to increase by only $59 (K.S.A. 72-6410(b)(1)). As a result, we
prepared one comparison based on a $59 increase for 2009-10 (Attachment A), and another comparison
based on an $80 increase (Attachment B).

Both attachments show that the total amount of general fund authority and State equalization aid
available 10 districts essentially covered the estimated amount needed for 2006-07. For 2007-08. the
total amount available was almost $86 million less than the estimated amount needed 10 meet the State’s
outcome targets for that year. The amount available for 2008-09 is almost $200 million less than the
estimated amount needed.

The following is a list of the key assumptions we used in developing these comparisons:

® The outcomes-based estimates that aren’t adjusted for inflation are based on the findings from our
outcomes-basad approach in our January 2008 cost study. These are estimates of the increasing cost of
meating State outcome standards, as those standards are raised over tima.

There are a couple of important things to keep in mind about these estimates:

» The outcomes-based approach in the cost studied relied on student outcomes data from 1399-00 to
2003-04. Beginning in 2005-086, the State begsn using new assessments for reading and math that were
created lo meel the requirements of No Child Laft Behind, Department of Education officials have toid us
the new assessments aren’t comparable to the old assessments, which could affect the reliability of our
cost eslimates.

» Tha estimates shown in the two figures were caiculaled using 2005-06 enroliments. Overall, student
enroliment in Kansas has remained about the same since then, but there has been a steady increase in
the number of students who are eligible for free lunches. Because the number of free-lunch students is
an important factor in our estimates, the overall outcomes-based estimates likely are understated.

® We adjusted outcomes-based estimates for inflation based on the following assumptions:

> Inflation from 2006-07 to 2007-08 was 3.71%. This is the average monthly change in the Consumar Price
Index (CPI-U) for fiscal year 2008, and is the same amount the Department has used in its estimates.

» For future years, we estimated inflation at 3.28% per year. This is the average annual change in the CPI-
U from 1913 to 2005.

® Under the current formula, Statewide general fund authority was determined in the following ways:

> 2006-07 and 2007-08 reflect the actual general fund authority, as determined by the Department,

» 2008-09 assumes an $82.7 million increase in non-special education aid, as indicaled in the conferance
committee report for 2006 SB 549, and a total of $427.6 million in special education aid (based on the
consensus revenue estimating group's most recent astimate).

» 2009-10 assumes a $25.5 million increase in special education aid. and either a §34.6 million increass in
non-special education aid (if the BSAPP is increased by $59) or a $47.0 million increase in non-special
education aid (if the BSAPP is increased by 3$80). The increasas in non-special education aid are based
on the number of weighted FTE for 2007-08 in categories affected by BSAPP.
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2010-11 through 2013-14 assume no changes lo the funding formula, but a $25.5 million increase sach
year in special education aid (because of increases to special education excess cos!s).

@ Under the current formula, the total amount of State equalization aid for local option budgets was
determined in the following ways:

-
»

>
>

2006-07 is based on the actual amount of equalization aid given to districts, as reflected on the
Department's State aid reports.

2007-08 is astimatad bassd on the budget data districts submitted to the Department for 2007-08.
2008-09 assumes a $15.0 million increase, as indicated in the conference committee report for 2006 SB
549.

2009-10 assumes a $16.6 milllon (If the BSAPP is increased by $80), as estimated by the Department. If
the BSAPP is increased by $59, we astimate a $15.9 million increase, based on the historical relationship
between total general fund authority and State equalization aid (equalization aid typically reprasents
about 10% of total general fund authority). _

We estimated the increases for 2010-11 through 2013-14 based on the historical relationship between
total general fund authority and State equalization aid.

989443
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o) IO 2
G ) =)
. x - SCHOOL YEAR e .
2006 07 2007 08 2008-08 2008 10 2010 11 2011 12 012 13 201314
{actual: 1actund; d; \ abed iosbmnated. esbmatod (estmaied . (estamaied)
FOUNDATION LEVEL '
Outcomes Based Estimale: _ - . . . R . - a3
Not Adusied for inflauon ) _Rus13l 33494 R0 336045 . samer| 338002 . s3eeds $4.1 :I
nitiation index (compounded) 1 0000! 10371 1orn 1 1062 11425 tieool 12187 V286
Outcomes-Based
Foundation Level
‘adiusied for snflaton | 1513 $.473.7 $3.7242 $3.987.4 $4.264.6 345549 $4.854.4 $5.17 g{
FOUNDATION LEVEL
Curcent Funding Fommusds) 4
General Fund Authonty $2.883 8} $3.079 9 $3.201.2 $3.201 .4 $3.206.9 $33124 $3.337 9 $3.363 4]
State Equaizatron A lor LOB () $266 8| $308.2] $323 2 $339.2 $M18 $344 5 $347 1 3349
Current Formuta )
Foundation Level $3.150.5 $£3.308.1 $3,524.4 $3.800.6 $3,628.7 $3.656.9 £3,588.0 $3,7132
Ditferencs in Foundation Level
{Cunvent Formula vs. 4578,
Outcomes-Based Eslenate) ($0.8) ($85.6) (s193.8) (5306.8) (5635.9) ($898.0){ ($1,169.4) (s1, 5]
JACCREDITATION STANDARDS
[uath
Ix-8 67% 3% 8% 2% 8% 1% 6% 100%
High Schoot 56% 65% 0% T6% 82% 88" 94 100%
Reading
K-8 70% 76% 80% 84% 88% Q2% 96% 100%
High Schoot 65% 2% % 81% 86%. 1% 5% 100%
Geaduation Rate 5% 75% 5% 5% 5% 75% 5% TS%

() Sute cQuakzanon akl 10r 200708 was ssimeted uSNg SChOo! distnct budget dats.

Souice: LPA cost study tesults, KSOE Stats ax reports, schaol disinct budget deta, KSOE and KLRD kuncng esemates (or 2008-08 and 2008- 10, and Siate actredasson slandads.

See pages 2-3 of this memo for a list of the assumplions used for this analysis.
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[ J'* SCHOOLYEAR . . ] o
- 2006-07 2007-08 | 200009 T 2009 10 7 2010 11 01112 2012 13 H 2013 14
a actual (actuali (estmaied: (esbmated. {estmated) {esbmated) (esumaied) (estwnaled)
|FOUNDATION LEVEL
{Outcomes-Based Estimate)
Not Adpssied for inflakon $31513 S3.3404[ $3.4770 $3.604 5| 3Ry $36602| $3983 4 $4 108 S
inilatson Index {(compounded) 10000 10371 10711 11082 11425 1 1800 12187 12586
Outcomes-Based ’
|Foundaton Level
adkusiad foc nblalion; $3,161.3f 334727 7242 $3.987.4 $4.264.6 $4.554.9 $4,854.4 $5,171.0f
JFOUNDATION LEVEL
{Current Fundng Formuta)
General Fund Authonty $2.883 6 $3.079 9| $3.201 2 N7 $3.2992 $3324 7 $33502 3757
Staie Equalizaion A for LOB (a) $266 0] $308 2| $3232 $330.9] $3431 $345 8 $348 4 $351 1
Cucvant Moseula
[Found-um Lavel $3,150.5, $3.368.1 $3.524.4 £3.813.6 38423 $3.6705 $3400.6 0,728.8
|Oitterence in Foundation Level
(Cuvent Formmuia va
Quicomes-Based Esumate) (30.8) (s85.6) (s199.8)] (sarae)| (s6223)f (5084.4) (51,155.8) (s1,004.2){
ACCREDITATION STANDARDS
Math
K-8 67% 3% 78% 82% 8T% 9% 96% 100%
High Schoal 56% 5% 70% 76% 2% 88% 4% 100%
|Roading
K-8 70% T6% 80% 84% 88% 2% 96% 100%
School 5% 2% % 81% 6% 91% 957, 100%
Graduation Rate 5% 75% 5% 5% 5% 5% 75% 75%

(a) State equahz330n aid M0r 2007-08 was esamaed USNg SCHOO!H Gt budgel Gata.

Source: LPA cost siudy resulis, KSOE State asd (eparts, 5Chool disirict budget data, KSDE and KLRO lundng estsnaies for 2008-09 and 2009- 0. and Sisle accredeation standands.
See pages 2-3 of this memo for a list of the assumplions used for this analysis.
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FY 2009 Legal Max

\ { 1 1 T 1 I B 1 I T 1
1 a1 T2 cUT3 CUT4 TS
|
DATE OF CUT: - 2122009 313172009 /712009 71272009 11/23/2009
-
T
jL T } _ FIRST SECOND
T SN SB13 HE 2354 HB 2373 GOVERNOR GOVERNOR
RECISION BILL MEGA BILL OMNIBUS BILL ALLOTMENT ALLOTMENT
FY09 FY10 FYt0 FY10 FY10
2008-09
2008-2009 audited FTE Enroll Total 2008-09 Adjusted ENLAA TSP IVE F D SE AN TONPECLAL D KT BANE CAPEE AL (T D ML HANE lue BASt TOTAL
usb ensoliment data excdyr at risk] Weighted | Legai General KED TN RLDEC THON REDICT0ON KEDEC TION HE D TIoN FOLALIZ 8 10N KEDECTION REDUCTION DECREASE
No 9/20/2008 FTE Fund 10134 Hui OV % 407 LA RLE AVHEREDECHION FO 4 N TONEaE IN FUNDING
trom KSDE FY 2089 Legal Max 5720419, 2008-2009 auditcd ! data trom KSDE SFS0ov | fram KSDE SPo06Y } from KSDE SF918) | from KSDE SFRi0! } from KSDE SFYi1? | from KASB 52472009 | from KSDE SFv1is § from KSDE SFoud
- Column 2o | Columan 156 Column 18b Cotumn 2 Column 3 Colummn 4 Columa § s cad Dok:) Columa § Columa ¥
101 Euic S41 8 11912 5,241,280 34.007) 9,753 34,125 9,753 88,875 0 63,550] 196.236] 436,299
102|Cimamron-Ensign 643 S 1191y 5,244,360 35.907 5,818} 35,788 SR818 94.832 38,769 66,309/ 27218 510,459
___ 103[Cheybhn _13os| 3088 1622720 10788 1,445 10,842 1.445 28,230 0 0187 67383) 140320
| 103 Rawlins County 7S 0323] 3,783,120 T aEass| T T T a08 18,184] 3408 sl T i CGase] T 115 669 253.869
106{Western Plains 1602 4057 1,785,080 12213 2,114 12,402 2,114 32,034 23,021 79,186 163.084
107{Rock Hills 260.0] 5802 3.04223) ) 3,195 506,454 3.195 o} 32.209 o 545,053
108 [Washington Co_Schools 4005 8250 4,023 016| 0 6,303 416,207 6,303 0 43,425 144 859 617,087,
] 109]Republic County 4800 9790 4,736,931 0 6,790} 457074 6,790) 11,192 52.030 172134 706,010
|____ 10| Thunder Ridge 2350 5834 3.126,615 ) 3,758 0 3755 0 17.808 31,465 o} 56,783
200{Greciey County 2105 488 3 2,148,520 14985] 1,699 14.786 1,699 39,286 of 27937 93,256 193,648
202 Turner 37122] 61519 27,068,360 178,154 35.3H 178.728 35211 471,300 501,172 335,848 1,131,043 2,866,667
| 203|Piper 1,581 5 21322 9318128] 60938 _ 10,309 00,798 10,309 160,062 0 114,080 441,108 857,604
| 204|Bonner Springs 236406 34912 15,387,000 99.630 ALY 100312 17181 364,356 255217 188,412 623,624 1,565,913
205 Blucstem _ s820} 117832 5,184 080 34478 6,769 34,698 6,769 9,150 22726 4505 205,670 485,765
206 ]Remingron-Whitewater SII8 10260 4.514.300] 29,063 T 5193 28923 5.793 70,833 0 e 183,690 386,217}
207Ft Leavenworth 16783 23430 16.309,200] ©6.957 12919 67,109 12919 176,371 7488 127.801 6,175 917.739)
208 Wakeeney 143.0] 8522] 3,747,056 34318 4339 23218 1339 64,138 L 15.651 149,906 " lisou
209{Moscow 204 7 181 1 2,116,840 14834 1,539 14627 1,539 39,337 o 27 881 54.121 193 878
| _ 210]Hugoton 926 2 1,633 & 7,188,720 49,233 6,504 45357 6,504 129.719 of 92523 3312917 660,877
CiH[Noon 68401 12296 5410240 34,736 8 496/ 34.482 8,4% 91,122 44434 64895 221,986 508 647
212}Northern Valley ! 2050 488.6 2,149.840] 14,319 2619 14491 2,619 317,397 13,912 6,803 90.413 202,575
213 |West Sotomon ! 317 124 ) 546,040 1640f 12 3,706 0 6826 30559 45,681
| 2H4Ulysses ] 15640f 24192 10,644 480) 12362 10603 72313 0| 135.978] 478,950 Q71,680
Aslakin T 1T T eiu) 11998 5,379,120 6610]  aiie] 36.773 of 68.801] 230,885 417812
216! Deerficld_ 27125 042 5 2,827,000 19,655 3,288 19,543 U 36,933 117,626| 250.268
| 217{Rolla 200v 446.3 1,963,720! _ 13636 s 13,653 [ 25.606 88,601 180,509
| 318|Eikhan or88l  1.1510 5 063,400 ’ 35,38 of ~—  essse] 33880]  474.783)
219(Minncala 1 mep o s213) 2320120 15378 8512 39.202 %.374 214.954
e e 207808 BN XY I 5 862 T T e T T T Teeasa] T Tisees
223 |Bames 3366 7120 3,132.800 w452 1419 53.336 10.543 38.124 124,094 375649
224]Chifion-Clyde 2855 6lod 2712160 EAIT 3.928 46.765 10.964 33313 107.656 242046
225 Fowler 160 0 4019 1,768,360 . 12.061 T TS 002 32,351 of 33,766, 74,510 157,902
226{Meade 4574 8690 3.823.600 25,717 4,509 35,643 4,509 67,897 of 48,329 165,851 142,455
227{Jetmore 3518 5404 2377.760 16.941 3,004 16,142 T 73004 42,714 988 30213 100,899 212,505
| 228jHanston 725 1918 843,920 5.693 964, 5.896 964 14,816 [ 10.664] 37,533 76.530
229]Bluc Valley 199394 280524 123,430,560] 775,302 203,147 776,257 303.147 2040347 _i* 1,458,345 5.180406]  10.642.951
230) Spriny Hali 22197] 3081 13,719,527 97,406 16.146 97.3% 16,146 236,348 of 170,475 651,439 1,325,356,
231{Gurdner-Edgenton 43234] 63899 28,115,399 176,913 41,575 177,156 41,575 466,272 509 600 332438 1.133 021 2,878,550
232|DeSoto 6,058 $ 8,651.6 38,066,220, 252,282 $4.389 252290 54,389, 665,086 232,99 473,866 1,577,301 3,562,595
233)Olathe 2516011 370970 163,218,052 1,018,782 300,222 1,019.318 300,222 2,681,782 56,315 1,912,204 6,610,416, 13,699,322
234)F1 Scou 19335) 29113 12,809,497 87.417 12.538f 87350 12,938 330,710 79.036 164.300) §51.793 1336421
Page |
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FY 2009 Legal Max

| 1Tl CUT2 CUT3 CUT 4 CUT 8
I T 1 ,
BATE OF CUT: 212/2009 3/31/2009 $/712009 1/2/2009 11/23/2009 b
! I L
1 T 1 FIRST SECOND
~ SB 23 HB 2354 HB 2373 GOVERNOR GOVERNOR
B [ _ _RECISION BILL MEGA BILL _ _OMNIBUS BILL _ALLOTMENT | ALLOTMENT { = =
Twey FY10 FYie FY10 FYig n E
2008-09 _—
N 2008-200% audited i FTE Enroll Total 2008-09 Adjusted SE3 RS 5. SPREC AL B NtARASF oS PRO SN b SN RN CAPIT AT - ED Oy S B Nlas ANt TOTAL
UsD enroliment data___jcacdyr at tisk] Weighted | Legal Genesal RF IO ION REDECTION Ki DU HON REDTC TION KE B HION Fipl Al 17 A THON YRR MEDLC OGN DECREASE
No 912012008 FTE Fund [RET YIS Fir nd %0 AU REDECTION [TIRYSE TO g} IN FUNDING -
calculated
from KSDE FY 2009 Legal Max 5/26/0%, 2008-2009 audited crrolimer data from KSDE SF069 | from KSDE SFY069 | from KSDE SF9i01 | from KSDE SF9101 | from KSDE SF+113 | from KASB 5/21/2009 § from KSDE SF9113 | from KSDE SFOUI4 ]
Column 2 | Column I5b]  Columa 18b Column 2 Coluna 3 Columa 4 Columa § {3cc <nd 80t} Column $ Colums § )
235|Uniontown 426 4 ©132 4.018.080] 27,327 3.879) 17,497 3,879 71,947 0] 51379 171,248 357,156
237{Srith Center 446y 9159 4,029,960 25816 5192 25 869 5,792 68,055 28 488 43,527 158,187 366,526
238|West Smith Co i
239|Nosth Ottaws Co B 6029] 10542 1.814,480] 31,492 5,721 31612 5721 82,940 11,483 59,185 204,970 419,123
| 240[Twin Valiey 5995 11355 1,996,200 33.003 5.8%0 32,801 5,890} 87.199 of 62,031 212,283 439,157
241 |Wallace 1935 484 1,972,960} 13.622 2195 13,774 2495 35,762 0 25.594) 83 760 176,902
242{Weskan 98.0 723 1,198,120! 8.286 1,086 8,371 1 21,173 4,266) 15,500 51,901 1i3.269
243 |Lebo-Waverly 5470 9932 4,370,080} 29,489 $.380 29.424 53 71,736 55,3066, 182,310] 185,085
244 [Burtington 8144 1.557 8 6.653.000| 41,712 13.279 41,678 13,27 109,762 o] 78244 260.322 558,274
245 [LeRoy-Gndiey 2595 5517 2,427,480] 15.936 2.969 15.992 2 969) 42,016 4992] 29,971 99,539 214,384
246|Northeast 5215 11095 4.881,800] 32.970 5,407 32,894 5,407 26,038 of 61,448 212,098 436,262
247{Cherokee 706 5 13492 5.936 480 39,584 7,281 39,638 7,281 104,362 0 14 400! 247,591 520.137
248Gurard 989 5 17128 7,536,320 50,078 9,364 50.004 9 764 132,444 64,869 94.265 324,326 734.514
249{Fronienac 8220]  1.3508 5,943,520 39,749 6,489 39,537 6.489] 105,015 ) 74,685 261.826 533,790
| 250|Pinsbury 26186] 42125 18,535,000 121,508 23,239 121,805 33,239 321,907 172,780, 220,351 803,853 1,818,042
2Si{NothLyonCo s130] 10153 4,467,320 30,258 4,925 30,028 4,925 79,748 33,501 56,718} 186,039 426,142
_ 252{Southern Lyon Co s078] 10214 4454000} " l0086] S 865 30,247 5865 79,191 50375 56.544 178,993 437.168
253|Empona 124960 73707 33 457 480 220,097 14729 20230 T el T Tseoass] T T dosiod] " 313 565 T37816] 3180388
| 254[Barber Co 4950 983 8 4,328,720 28,073 6373 28,326 6.373 73.834 52.731 167,952 363.562
255|South Barber Co 9 4909 2.186,360] 14,490 2636] 14,415 2636] 18,277 of 27,224 92,906 192,584
256{Marmaton Valley J3sf 1077 3.113.880 20,077 4954 19,898 4,954 52,954 37.640) 131,160 171,637
257]lola 137900 24313 10,697.720 67145 18872 67322 18,877 176,758 102,102 126.108! 4133601 990,539
- 258 {Humboldt 4895 962 § 4,233,240 27,179 6,486 26969 6,486 71,887 29,905 51,045 180415 400,373
259 Wichim 4406467] 755293 332,328.920) 2,198 655 430377 2,198,967 430,327 5,197,305 4,686,715 4131271 14,261.272 34.140.839
260|Derby 6,191 88236 38,823,840 154,070 54382 253,919 54,382, 666,046 400,175 475311 1,630,593 3,788,808,
ol {Haysvilic 45823] 71856 31,616,640 205,115 44,054 203,851 44,054) 537,281 564,536 382,918 1,337,908 3,319,111
262| Valiey Center 2,505 3 35746 15 728,240 100,393 23,77¢] 100,527 23,776 264,669 182,508 188,685! 641,767] 1,532,104
363 [Muivane 180450 24350 10,714,000 71,099 13826 71139 13 826| 187293 119.501 133,523 459 133 1,069 344
364 |Clearwater 12772] 19368 8,521.920 55,381 11,714 55,405 11,714 147,011 167,094 104,582 351,786 904,687,
265]Goddard 47808 66121 29,093,240 190130] 39386 190.272 39,380 496,428 499,213 354,795 1,224 258 3,033 868
| _266]Maize 63199 B7156 38,348,640 248,229 54,551 248.130 TTs4551 654,030 $35.726, 266,116 1,648,783 3510.116]
267 Renwich 1 19278l 2es6d 11,686 840 75,191 17,476 75.023 17,476, 198,517 178,198] 141,162 473,120 1,176,163,
268 {Cheney 7708] 12833 5646 520! el a6 17834] 6.446) 98702 104.685] 70,544 340,526/ 6030041
269 Palco 1615 3997 1,758.680 11,5% 2,444 11332 2444 30,668 of 21,700/ 74 325 154 504!
| _270[Planvilic ] 381 9 7300 3,312,000 20,754 5,067 20,732 5.067] 54,748 0 38,998 130,007 275373
271]Stockion Y €149 2,705,560 17,048 4,094 17.460 4,094 46,740 0 32.879) 106,049) 278,964
272 {Waconda 349 9 748.0 3,293 840 22011 3,485 21,824 3,485 57,820 21,167 31,149 136,228 307109
273 |Belot 700 4 12434 5,470,960 35,633 8,320 35,723 8,320 92,641 61,717 66,321 of 308 675
| 274|Oakley _any 8129 3,576,760 23,110 5617 22814 5,617 60 874 [ 43,239 146,857 308, 128)
275 [ Triplains ! 86.5 238 1 1.047,640] 6,923 749 7,055 740§ 18.153 of 13,045 41,900] 38,594}
279]Jewelt ' 90.5 2802 1,232,880 8369 1.172) 8,212 1,172 32231 0 15,729 56,886}
~8UGnhem Counry 1 3655) 7377 3245880) 20563 5,135 20818 5.135 55,442 o 39.358 131,016 777 80
282 |West Elk i 3517 80!0 3,527,040 ass2 6503} R Y S T A 1 31_05)" R 718,0:%
283 {Elk Valley | 150.5 4745 2,087 80O 13,523 3214 13,687 3214 35,501 of 25.191 89,754 184.084]
| 284|Chasc County 1 7S 856 4 3.768,160) 35,172 4,406) 25.130 1,406, 65,554 16,853 151,266 3228 H
285 [Cedas Vale ] 1395 3322 1,461,680 10,045 1,470 9,885 1,470] 36,643 of 18.873 65.384 133.770)
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FY 2009 Legal Max

—— T CiTz CUT3 T4 cUts
i
DATE OF CUT: mz/lzoos 3/31/2009 51_7[/2009 /22009 11/23/2009
1 I !
FIRST SECOND
SB 23 HB 2354 HB 2373 GOVERNOR GOVERNOR
- IR R O . __RECISIONBUL _ MECABILL ... OMNIBUSBILL | ALLOTMENT | ALLOTMENT |
- FY e FY10 FY10 FY10 FY10
2008-09 )
o 20u8-2009 audited FTE Enroll Total 2008-09 Adjusted AL KRASE UoSEra i b NAUHASE NP D AT EASE CANTLA O Ty Sol sy LA YOTAL !
| USD crvolimentdata  jexcdyr at skl Weighted | Legal General KEBLC TN KEDLCTION KEDLOTION REDECTION REDLOCTION FOL A2 TN Kbyibi TioN K3 DEOTIGN DECREASE
_No 9/30/2008 FTE Fund 10N At 10 yei6° 1O va 280 VD REDEC IO FEhnd 1iy ity Nanil IN FUNDING
trom KSDE FY 2009 Legal Max 57201, 2008-2009 auditcd cnvollment data from KSDE SFo4 | trom KSDE SF9069 | from KSDE SF9101 | fiom KSDE SF910) | from KSDE SFV113 | from KASB $21/2008 | from KSDE SFViL8 | from KSDE SF14
Column 2 | Column 136 ]  Column 18b Column 2 Column 3 Cotumn 4 Colusma § (30c cnd wolc) Columa $ Cotuma § .
286|Chautavqua 3585 7784 3,424,960 21,962 A8l 23032 4481 57,648 24,084 41,168 140,307, 316,163
87 |West Franklin 6990 14627 6,435,880 41,286 10,834 41,383 10,834 108,833 of 77,617 254,575 $45.35]
288 |Ceatral Heights $380 1.088 | 4,787 640) 32,297 5,229 32390 s,229] 85,102 [} 60,704 200,685 421,636
289 Wellsville 8300 14063 6,187,720] 40,649 §,602 40,506 8,602 107.370 65,443 76.093 259,066 606.23F
290{Ouawa 239381  1.708.5 16.117,400 105,253 21826 108,685 21 826 286,679 148338 204271 666,225 1,567,153
291 {Grnneil 805 2372 1,043 680 7,164 1,189) 7307 1.189] 18,829 q 13.504 38,666 87.848
292 |Wheatland 115 340.6 1,498 640] 9,732 2,150 9.731 2,150 25,753 0 18333 54.672 122.52¢
293|Quinter 258 0 575.8 2,533,520 16.259 4,046 16,076 4,046 42,94 32,179 30,504 100.713 246.7712‘
294[Oberlin 366 2 7353 3,235,320 21,698 3,731 21,907 3731 57.161 o 40,852 130,645 279.72§
297{St Fiancis 297§ 566.5 2.492 600 17,134 2.0306] 17360 2036 15,068 0] 31§47 106,193 221,874}
298|Lincoln 3305 678 9 2,987,160 19,602 3,793 19460 3,793 51,856 10,570 36,803 126,752 272629
2991Sylvan Grove 1426 345.4 1519711 10,289 1,537 10,37 1,537 27,055 0 19.263 64,23} 134285
300|Commanche County 3070 045 & 2,341,520 18,629 31819] 18742 3.819] 45,076 0 35,024 117,853 240,933
303 {Ness Cuy 2745 5238 2,304,720 15,576 2,794, 15.583 2,794 41,069 of 29239 102,856 209914
305 |Suliax 6.9293] 10,6886 47,023 340 301,029 79,763 300,455 79,763 792,149 566,723 564.491 1,916,377 4,608,718
| 306Southeast of Saline 6796  1,2278 5,402,320 35,990 6,071 35,856 6,071 95,016 67,617 226,621 473242
307[EN-Saline 4svol T msael T 37sTao] T T 25064 4.000 24,924 4000 204] aosf o deieal el
308 |Hunchunson 45144 o217 30,765, 109 303.343f 7 38,509 T 200386 38508 TSneed| T sse08) T T 1330678 3,016,72%
409 Nuckerson T 1373 so463 9.003720] S8,615 12,497 58,724 12,497 154,504 110,168} 369,729 810,559
216 Faurficld 2972 7207 3,171,080 20,450 4,860 20,507 48601 55,477 39.258 125.990! 371,303
| _311{Preny Prane 2694 556.3 2447.720 16,480 A7 16,327 2717 43,469 12,648 30,895 100,528 225 781
312[Haven 9880 1,7162 7.551.280) 45,253 14,055 49183 11,058, 129917 21,422 92 539 312.275 676,693
313|Buhler 2HSSU 32898 14,475,120 90,621 35241 0,787 25,241 137,785 187,476 169,762 565,058 1,391,574
314 Brewster 9t 248 0 1.093,840) 7,323 1,331 ~ 13% 1,331 19,314 of 13.764 45,114 95,503
115|Colby 936 4 1,627.0 7.159,240 45,834 10,153 45,704 10,153 121,012 0 86,137 291,099} 510,093}
316{Golden Plans 1859 485 ¢ 2,134,440, 13,438 3,062 13,644 1,062 35,244 11,044 25,259 90,352] 195.109
320{Wamego 1,2920[ 20173 8,876,120} 56,354 14,049 56,513 14,649 148,339 5,410 105 840} 353,043 754,797
321 [Kaw Valley 11120 1,906.2 8,387,280 52,157 15017 52,897 15017 139,019 98,599 339,756 713,
322|0naga 375 065.4 2,927 760 19,863 2,900 19.876 2,960) 52,400 20,308 37,330 119377 275,074;
323 [Westmoreland 8137] t4002] 6424880 31,454 9,251 41,389 9,251 109,559 0 77.9% 265637 §54,571
324 |Easiern Heights
325 | Phulhpsburg 6550 _ 11923] " 5345680 33.756 8,095 33,743 8.095 88665 42.629] 63,246 213,498 491727
_326]Logan 166 0 31306 1,824,240 12,075 EXEE 11.859 2375 31,989 0] 22655 80.381 163,709]
327[Elisworth 639.6 14713 5,153,720 32,739 5,243 34716 5,243 91,668 34,698 65,298 217,598 487,203
328{Lorvaine 2470 8508 3,743,520 25215 3,980} 25,004 3,980, 66,676 [ 47368 173.720] 345.943
| 329)Alma 103t 9380 4,127,200 26,945 5,619 26.727 5619 71,193 15,336 50,592 165,933 367 904}
330[Wabaunsee East 47150 10012 4,405,280 28,047 7.592 27936 7,592 74.2%0 39,630 52,781 184,926 412724
331 {Kungman 1,0333 1,798 1,911,640 50,375 13.115 50,504 13,118] 132,748 0 94,680} 315,674 670,21}
332Cunningham 1735 4317 1,895 480 12,418 2,868] 12,489 2,868} 32,691 0f 13,343 77,250 163,971
333[Concordia LUs46! 18821 8,281,240 53,385 13011 53,400 13,111 140,412 96,814 100,136 333,844 504,113
' 334{Southem Cloud 23t S S41.1 2.380,840 15,530 3.262 15,222 3,262] 10914 5674 29,004 103,062 215,930
335|North Jackson 1. 3600l 7523 3311880 22579 3181 22,645 3,181 39483 36.485 42433 140,555 320,582
336|Halton 10523 17537 17162804 T Tsoés1j 10431] T so601! T T 10.43 TTUinsor] T Tekasl T Tsaaet] T Tmisaiel T vasn
337{Mayeta 9128 16866 7421 040/ 43.606 10,015 48399 10,015 128 253 30216 91,2701 304,303 6710
338 Valley Falls 4043 7899 3,475.560] 22839 4.291 23,042 4,291 $9.998 of 42.904 144,468 301833
339}Jefferson County 4820 9342 4,097.250 27,027 5884 26.864 5,884 70888 1.528] 50,505/ 167.869) 362,
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FY 2009 Legal Max

CUT 1 CUT2 CUT3 CUT 4 CUTS )
] I ] 7
DATE OF CUT: 2/12/2009 /3172009 §/7/2009 7122009 11/23/2009
] 1
[ I | 1 FIRST SECOND
SB23 HB 2354 HB 2373 GOVERNOR GOVERNOR
b - S S _ &  RECISIONBUL | _MECABILL | __ OMNIBUSBILL | ALLOTMENT | ALLOTMENT } =
FYes FYlg FY10 FY10 FY10
2008-09
[ 2008-2009 sudited FTE Enrot Total 2008-09 Adjusted SEsdsast VONEROSAG D T NI X" B~ CAPETAT O T eI Bk ~lon s TOTAL
| _USD enroliment data lexcdyr ar risky Werghted Legal General REDIUC THON REDUCTON KEDEC TN K DEoTIoN REBL-¢HION ROE VETZNTHON REDLE TI0N ST DECREASE
No | 9/20/2008 FIE Fund 1O N4, i Tt b 1O 34280 AHEREBUOTHON KIS [RSEE IN FUNDING
| cakculsiod
from KSDE FY 200y Loga Max $/20M_ 20006 -200% sudstcd cnroliment data from KSDE SF906% | from KSDE SF06v | from KSDE SFS101 | from KSDE SP9101 | from KSDE SFi 13 | from KASB 572172009 | from KSDE SFY118 | from KSDE SFwid
Colwna 2c | Cotamn 15b Column (8b Colume 2 Column 3 Columa 4 Columa § (sve cod Botc) Coiumn § Columa §
340/ Jeflerson West 516 0. 1,569.4 6,505,360 43,649 9,001 44,621 9,001 117,823 63,256 83,929 278,118 650,998
341 |Oskaloosa 5116 11056 4.864,640] 30,611 8,578, 30,552 8,578] 80,820 $.156] 51573 202,745 428.613)
342{McLouth 504 7 10167 4,473,450 28,661 6,733 28.731 6,733 75,465 33,525 53.835 175.677 409,3601
343|Perry 926 2 1,62¢ 1 7,145,574 46,281 10,084 46,285 10.084] 122,099 51,160} 86,88 301,625 674,507}
344 Pleasanton 353 0 7069 3,110,258, 21,707 2,778 21,632 2778 57,316 24,099 40,790] 131,778 302.878}
345}Seaman 34557] S5.0668 32,293,920 141,857 36,589 141.703 136,589 372,281 326 437 265,558 922,015 2,243,029}
346]Jayhawk $179) 1.053.8 4,636,720 31.106 4,119 31313 3,119 81,859 31,165 58,472 196.133 4382861
347]Kinsely-Offeric 296.1 6819 3,000,360 19,711 3,805 19.761 3,805 51,951 o 36.797] 140,286 276,116
348 Baldwan Coty 1,333 4 1,9720 8,676,309 56,331 12,425 56,439 12,425, 148,473 160,955 105.871 359,944 912.863)
349(Stafford 266 7 569 8 2,507,120 16,685 2,945 16,821 2,945 43,863 14215 31,508] 101,702 230.684;
350]St_John-Hudson 3627 7252 3,190,880 21,137 4,529 20,955 4,529 55,929 4598} 39,429, 127,267 278, 3641
351 | Mackswvilie 298.4 6150 2,706,000 18,002 3,369 17,928 3,369 47,556 o] 33,784 114,536 238,544,
352]Goodland 9064 1,6219 7,136,360 47,207 9,275 47.106 9,278 124,602 of 88,716 293,674 615,855
353 |Wellington 1,6359] 24798 10,911,120 68.373 20,815 61,7122 20,815 179,238 147.916] 121,596} 447.720 1,080,195%
354]Clafin 2206 5137 2,260,280 14,688 3,250f 14,742 3,250f 38,694 of 27,565 87,777 189,9663
355 Ellinwood 4357 813.) 3,577,640 23,612 4,938 23 486 4,9381 62,398 of 44,169 147,331 310872
356]Conway Spnngs _5284]  10011]  4404840] " 29139} 5498 29180 5,498 76,816 0f 54,864 179,756] 380.751
357|Belie Plaine 6778] 13593 5,980,920 32769 T 77 a0 37938] Y Y I X7 § " T703953 T s T 536319
358 0xford 1386 725 3,190,440 20,239 4918 20245 1,918] 53,375 38.056) 122,364 264,115
3159 A rgoma 1845 436 4 1,920, 160) 12,580 1543 12620 2543 33,124 9,922 23,634, 77.168 174,134
360 Caldwell 2195 5199 2.387.560 14,774 3271 14,867 T 38 869 14,984 27,750 96,387, 214.174;
36! Anthony-Harper 806 7 1,567.6 6,897 440§ 44.6% 10,885 44618 10,885, 117,450 53,618] 83.756 297.299) ©63.2504
362|Prairic View 933 § 1,800 1 7,920 440} 48810 13,735 49,047 13,735 128,565 0 91,698 315,077 660,667\
363 Holcomb 854 S 1,450.3 6.407,720)] 44,253 5,848 44,055 5,848 116,253 0] 82.826] 305,333 64410
364 [Marysville 731v 1,356.0 5,966,400 38,082 9.418] 38,403 9418 100,761 35,149 71,901 240,155 543,287
| 365|Garnent 1,1072 1,868.7 8.222 187 54,750 11,221 54.933] 15,221 144,243 64,019 102,908 345,750 789,045}
366{Woodson 393 5 864 3,802,040 24,324 5,824 24319 5,824 64,373 0 45,824] 154,170 324,631
| 367]0sawntomie 1,1090] 20637 9,080,280 57,849 16,430 56,946 16,430, 150,690 0 07,2791 363,487 769,114
168 |Pacla 2,0279 28040 12,775,648 83,219 20,053 83,337 20,052 219,543 133,166] 156 488! 528,637 1,244, 8
369}Burton 2402 509 | 2,240,040 15.197 2349 15,109 2,349) 40,271 14.028 28613 99,189 21710
371iM 2119 5049  —  2.221560} 15.550 1,785 15373 1.785 40,931 17,343 T o] T iooslo 216,467
372}Silver Lake 708 9 1221 8 5,375,920 35,099 6,654 315,072 6,654 94,624 29,334 67010 sase] 562901
373 |Newton N 3,3554 $.06! 7 22,271,480 144,289 32,139 144237 32,739 380,511 242,053 271,120 ~ 6293863 2,177,551
374{Sublette 453 9! 9409 4,139,560 28,730 3,207 28,731 3.207] 75,693 I 53,952 182,722 376,242
375|Curcie 1.5938] 22365 9,840,600 64,555 12,263 64,701 12,263 170,163 0 121,226 422,465 867.63
376}Sterling 5191 1,0178 4.478,320 29,040 6,840] 29,054 6.840] 76,426 3071 54,498 180,724 386,49
377} Archison County 675 1 13324 5,862,460) 37,412 9,100 17,437 9,100 98,703 o 70:339 240,361 50245
378]Rutey County 646 3 11963 5,263,720 34,337 6,630 34,468 6,6304 90,452 21,148 04,554 224,458 482,677
379]Clay Center 13374] 20969 9,226 360 59,799 12,59 59,944 12,590 157,604 113,107 382,192 797,820]
380]Vermillon 5160 965.5 4,248,200] 29,057 3.916) 28912 3,916} 76,544 0] 54 486 184,246 3810
381|Spearville 3520 0297 2770.680) 18,708 3,644 (8.536 3,644] 49,012 24917 u9oo 119,089 7.4
382)Pratt L 10854 18711 . 8131840] o _54.546) 12,473 54,676 12,473 139.496, 82199 100,322, 136,789 792,974}
383 Manh 57022 84500 37,145,368} s Teaen] T TTTa3saEme YT T . § " $3se27) Ti528937] 3087474
384]Bluc Valley 196.4 4847 132,680 13 853 2872 13,743 2872 36,621 ] 26021 89,569 185,551
385] Andover 15188]  6.1402 27,016.880) 180,474 29,246 179.096 29,246] 472744 498589 Jiin-l 1,142,744 2,868,92
386]Madison-Virgil 2218 4976 2,189,440 14,500 2,680 14.386 ;’680 18,390 J of 37268 93,030 192,934
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FY 2009 Legal Max

] CcUT s CiT2 CUT 3 cUTa CUT $ 3
! 1 I
DATE OF CUT: 2/12/2009 3/31/2009 $/7/2009 122009 1173372009
— ] | 1 FIRST SECOND
- SB 23 HB 2354 HB 1373 GOVERNOR GOVERNOR
| _ ,, e <} _ RECISIONBILL . _ _MEGABILL _ N ___ _OMNIBUSBILL . ALLOTMENT | ALLOTMENT e
| FY09 FYio FYi0 FYi¢ FYie
o 2008-09
2008-2009 audited FTE Ensol! Total 2008-09 Adjusted AL A P v PECRAL B D N3E A E Y ST BSASE CAPEE L tr b Ay SBAN Nt By TOTAL
UsD enrollment data lexcdyr at risk] Weighted Legal General KEDLUC THON RUDEC iy HE I THON (AR IINIETEAN REDUCTHON FOPAEIZVON NI KEBT RO DECREASK
| _No 9/20/2008 FTE Fund VUi < a0 TRYErS 16 sd.30t Al REDLCHON LOr yd 1IN fry8am ) IN FUNDING
from KSDE FY 2009 Legal Max $264M 2008-206% awdncd cnroliment data from KSDE SF906V | from KSDE SF9069 | from KSDE SFY101 | from KSDE SP9101 § from KSDE SF9113 | from KASB 5/21/2009 | from KSDE SF9118 { from KSDE SF00i4
Columan 2¢ | Columa 15b Column i8b Cotuma 2 Column 3 Columa ¢ Coluran § (scc end noke) Coluon § Colums §
387} Altoona-Midway 1745 495 | 2,178,440 14,306 3,519 14,503 3.519] 37,649 0f 26.945) 88,374 188,815
388 |Ellis 3676 6782 2,984,080 15,593 4,229 19.599 4,229 51,357 36,661 131,550 269,220
389 |Eurcka 584 S iI730 5,161,200} 34,56] 5,658 34 452! 5,658 €097 39,8331 04,802 219,349 495.285
190|Haml 985 280.2 1,232,880 8,230 1,662] 8,017 1,662 21,923 15,469 50,285 107,248
| 392]0sburmc 3353 693 4 3,050,960 19.962 5.407 19,787 5,307 52,621 18932} 3741 127,473 287.000
393 {Salomon 3896 7576 3,333,440 23212 3,655 22,265 3.655| 58,723 41844 136,846 289,200
| 394{Rose Hill 1,660 4 23843 10,490,920 69,092 13,532 69,199 13,532 182,129 111,778] 139 543 440,016 1.028.82)
| 395[LaCrosse 299§ 6125 2,695,000 12,503 3,083 17,302 1,683 46,214 4424 32817, 11,714 237.336,
396 |Douglass 7S 1.358.1 5.975.640 39.254 1,582 39,447 7,582] 103,125 35,344 73,693 244,728 540,755,
397|Centre 0272 556 7 2,449 480 16,088 3,337 16,301 3,337 42,247 4415 30,126 104,723 217,574}
398 {Peabody-Bumns EEEN) 7128 3,136,320 20,368 5,262 20,127 5,262 53,702 of 38.142] 128,070 270,928¢
399|Paradise 1300 353.0 1,553,023 10.346 1,959 10,546 1.959] 37.086 of 19 443 59,864 131.203
400|Smoky Valiey 1,005 4 16793 7.371,424; 48441 10,191 48,409 10,191 127,619 60252} 90,548 299 895 695,946
| 801|Chase 1365 1505 1,542,200 10,478 1,983 10,565 1,983 27,538 of 19.685! 68,042 130,271
402! A uyusta 2,126 1 2975 1| 13,090.440! 85,866 16.557 86,086 16,557 226214 217.650] 161,107, 550,247 1,360,284]
403 |Ots-Bison 1713 4435 1,951,400] 12,735 2,946 12,944 2,946] 33,400 23,644 79,804/ 168,719
... $04/Riverton _ 8215 1.4736] 6.483.840f 507 1378 43.742 7,378 114,082 (%] §1.852 . 7309}  576.248
" 105} Lyons 706l 15627 6,875,880 217 T jo2as) T 7 Tas3es| ey Theael T T Thsef 84.977 T287617 620,291
L 406 {Wathena 3975 7370 3,242.800 21975 4,131 22,021 4.131 56.951 of 40 802, 139.977 289,988
407|Russell 9232 1,599 i 7,036,040] 16,768 9,274 46,342 4,274 121834 19.253 87.108| 304,118 645,271
408 Manon 5978 11348 4,993,120 31937 7,998} 32 147 7,998 84,025 60,022 199.058 423.185
409} Atchison 15625] 25331 11,145.600! 70.670 13,292 70,671 19,292 185,997 113,203 132612 475,448 1,087,185
_410{Durham-Hills 5873 1,150.2 5,060,880 32056 8.828 31,906 8,828 84,698 78,532 60.245 198 419 503,512
411]Goesse) 2453 5306 2,334,640 15.078 3.683 15,017 3.683 39,835 16,888 28 340) 97,706 220.230
412]Hoxie 2929 5902 2,596,880] 16,698 2,310] 16,625 2,310} 44,011 31.329] 105,781 219.064}
1 413|Chanute 1,600]  3,204.7 14,100,680 89,701 23,15 89,748 23,157 236,520 125,161} 168,572 585,988 1,342,004/
415[Hiawaths 8418 15875 6,985,000 45,088 12,351 45,056 12,351 118,960 59,828 84,661 279,254 657,549,
| 416]Lousburg 16447 23113 10,169,611 66,964 11,933 66,833 11,933 176,779 28 94| 125,866 429,160 918,412
417{Momis County 7574 1,401 6 6,167,040 41,303 8,304 41,207 8 364 108,637 30,748 77,419 252,726 568,268
418 {McPhersan 22473 32489 14.295 160 89,981 22,422 89,794 22,422 237 446 93 612 169 074 564 605 1,289,350
419|Canton-Galva 3668 7479 3,290,760 21,618 4,520 21 604 4520 57368 9,528 30,802 136,104 296.064
| 420 [Osage Ciry 644t 12249 5,389,560 34228 8,729 34358 8.729 90,214 34237 64,362 212,283 497,140,
___42tjLyndon 4320 8420 3,704,809 23 800 5.521 23,992 3 62,624 29,839) 14,752 146,239 342.288
422{Greensburg 2105 564.0 2,481,600 16,124 3,032 17.198 3,032 44,614 o} 31,936 95.275 201211
423 {Mowndridge 4315 8159 3 589560 23 862 4223 23 709 422 62.943 of 44.710) 146,425 310,155
124 |Multinwvitie 226 3286 1,445 840 10,557 2,350 10,486 2,350, 26918 of 19,325 79,495 151,481
| 425]Highland 220§ 5134 2,258,960 14,830 3,354 14,520 3,354 38,900 of 27,807, 103,165
426 [Pike Valley 2535 548.0 2,411,200 16,074 3251 15,939 3251 41877 3,738 29,872 100,569 214,571
428!Great Bend 29578 46501 20,460 440 137,699 21 982 137,827 21,982 363,221 258,875 898.448 1,840,034
429 Troy 3375 667.1 2,935,240 19,353 3,950] 19519 3,950 51,293 36,586 122,735 257,586
130{Brown County 6355 13419 5.904.360 38,042 10,020] 38,208 10,020} 100,176 0f 71.498 240,526 508,490
3H{Hoisington - $940] . 10908  4799520] 31,809 6,246 ILER 6.240] 83.567 59.55) 204,002 423,114
32| Victona 3575 5105 23362000 a7 amsEl el T T ol T TTweasl T T Tt T maml T T Tsnsssl T Tissiise
433 [Midway 156.9 4425 1,947,000 12659 3,034 12460 3,034 33,284 23.634 88.105
434{Santa Fe 19152 19555 8,604.200 $4.153 14.928] 53,862 14,928 142, 29,025 101,345 345,812 756,343
435{Abilene 1.4955) 22490 9,895,600 63.845 13336} 63.926 13336 167,950 107,078 119.803 401,638 950917
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FY 2009 Legal Max

? CUT1 it CIUT 3 cuT4 CUT S
DATE % curT: 25 z!zm 23172009 5/7/2009 11212009 11/23/2009 R
|
T T i FIRST SECOND
] SB 13 HB 2354 HB 1373 COVERNOR | GOVERNOR
1 - doo - _RECISION BILL o .. _MEGABILL _ ___OMNIBUS BUL _ALLOTMENT | ALLOTMENY §
S Voo ] FVio ¥Yio Frie Fvio
2008-09
2008-2009 audited _{ FTE Eavall Total 2008-09 Adjusted K4y HASF ST N 1o st Il P U SR HAaSG CAPEiNt e LAYy ~GS HASE Noti it St TOTAL
usD caroliment data cxcdyr at nskd Weghted Legal General REfIC HHON REBEE HHON REYLLCTHON REDUCTVON KEht € FION KRS ATANIIIE REDLUCHION BEDEC TION DECREASE
No . 9/20/2008 FTE Fund Vb vd e Firse tar 1O S4.2%0 NI KE D3 THON [FERYIE] PO sd6il IN FUNDING
from KSDE FY 2009 Legal Max 5/26/09_ 2008-200% audiicd encollment dam from KSDE SP9069 | from KSDE SF906y | from KSDE SF9101 { trom KSDE SF910) { rom KSDE SF9113 | from KASB 51212009 | from KSDE SFOLIN | from KSDE SF0U14
Column 2c | Column 5b Cotumn {8b Column 2 Cotumn 3 Columa 4 Column § (30c endd mote ) Columg $ Columan §
436} Cancy 793 0 1.381.3 6,077,720 41,804 6,073 41.638 6,073 109,742 o 78,213 270,993 554,536
437] Auburn Washburo $3324] 76991 33,876,040 212,744 61,157 212,680 61,157 561,284 0 399,381 1,385.824 2,894,727
438} Shyline 3580 719.6 3,166,240} 20,774 4,344 20,690 4344 54,898 0] 38,756 137,432 71,2384
439|Sedgwick 5320 9228 4,060,320, 17,413 4,730 26,935 4,730 71,429 11522 50,821 177.160 34,
| 440jHalstcad 7796 1371.1 6,032,840 40,376 7,286 30,488 7,280 106,104 50,366 75.739 257,353 584,898
441]Sabetha 935S 15727 6.919,810; 45.540 8941 45672 8.941 120,000 138,526 85.597 285,104] 738,321
442[Nemaha Valley 4330 846 8 3,725920 24,710 4,391 24,543 4351 65,337 16,419 150,401 320,192
443\ Dodge City 547620 108494 44,217,360 295,020 53,948, 295,661 53,948 778,819 351 8531 555253 1,994.801 4383
444]Little River 2958 6149 2,705,560 17,705 3,963 17574 3,963 46,722 33,22, 115,751 238.898
445|Coffeywville 1,786 2 19215 12 854 600 85,107 17,793 85,006 17,793 223,334 123.789 159.309] 545,406 1,257,537
446 |Independence 1,8180] 27818 12,144,320 81,536 15.212] 81,159 15,212 214,305 93,073 152,656, 515,227 1,168,304
447 Cherryvale 866 2 1,525.1 6,710,440 45817 6,773 35670 6,773 120,722 85.969, 298,061 609,785
448 |Inman 4383 799 4 3,517,360 23,252 4,214 23 357 4214 61,579 9,338 43,884 149,535 319.37H
449 Easton 671 1 12315 5,418,600 35,178 1973 15.234 1,973 92,146 32,076 65,894, 231,050 508,124
450{Shawnee Heights 33624] 39451 21,758 440 140,788 33,003 140,806 33,003 371414 321,126] :aﬂwﬂ 835,079 2,189,382
51IB& B 1925 4328 1,904,320 13,184 1,531 13,135 1,531 34,829 24,781 80,381 169.372]
452|Swunton County 4142 87931 3868920 2683 3,160] 26929 3,160 70,703 50443 182 828 364059
453 Leavenworth 3.7625]  6€0%5 16,824,600 172,082 " 41,879 T ses] T T Twvsm] T Tasisesl jss_"z'iﬂ T Tasee?] | riosss? 2.700.725]
454} Burlingame 3293 644 2 2,834,480 18,365 4,027 18 465 4,027 48,303 34,497 116,967] 24,651
456Marais Des Cygnes 2670 6249 2,749.560) 18.137 3,346) 17,901 3,346} 47,775 17,761 33.933 113,341 155.540]
457}Garden City 66595 11,1572 49,091,680, 330,703 59,603 330,802 59,603 872,042 476 182 616,193 2,172,064 4917.19
458 |Basehor-L inwood 21394 28522 12.549.680 83,688 16,020 83718 16,020 220,722 181,082 154,957 549,011 1,305,218
455|Bucklin 2298 500 1 2,200,440| 15,005 2,713 14,969 2,713 39,619 of 28.216 96,635 199.870]
___460[Hesston 8200 13128 5.776,320 38,481 7,268 38334 7.268 101,670 53,522/ 72335 2437601 562,63
461 [Neodesha 704 4 1,303.4 5,734,960 38.709 6,828 38,868 6,828 101,460 28,785 72,503 243,945 537,926
462|Central 3365 686.2 3,019,280 20,155 3,243 20,342 3,243 53,578 27,823 38,192] 128,338 295,014}
463 {Udal{ 3897 7386 3.249,840] 21,490 3,547 21,697 3,947, 56,795 0 40,554 134,333 282,763
404 {Tonganoxie 1,7724) 257196 11,350,240 75874 13898 75,933 13,898 200,079 108,058, 140,951 477,590 1,106,281
| ___465|Winfield 24117) 36122 15,937,680, 104,353 23,787 103,206 23,787 271,794 235,526 193,750 646,572 1,602,775
| %6 Scott County 5434 14827 6.523 880| 45,217 5,795) 45312 $.795 118,008 84.382 285,619 590,128
467{Lcoti 151 8495 3,737 800 25.94) 3 134 26,105 - 3134 68,227 11 647 48,738 162 864] 349,799
468 |Healy 1S 2343 1,030,920| 6,861 ED) 6.657 1353 18,315 o 12.902 3570 93,15
*9{Lansing 2,4028]  3,3525 14.751.000! 98.832 17.831 98,675 17,831 360,785 158,789) 183,669 638 591 1,485,003
470{Arkansas City 26658; 44413 19,541,720 129,027 25,841 128 420 15841 138,968 241 484 803,091 1,692,672
471 |Dexter i130 4149 1,825,560} 12,170 1,96S| 12,100 1,965 32,120 of 23.157 72718 156,795
473 |Chapman 960 § 18178 7,998,320 53,417 8,123 53,483 8,123 141,409 47,992 100,694 341,919 755,
474}Haviland 1390 3457 1.521,080) 10,207 1,655) 10,260 1,655 26,760 19,127 61,223 130,887,
475 Junction City 6,6876] 110638 48.680,720] 302,600 66,343 302,656 66,343 797912 453,189] 599.019 1,990,722 4,578,784/
476 [Copeland 1105 346.1 1,522,840] 10,725 1,033 10,536 1,033 08,212 of 20,020 62,336 133,895]
377 |lngalls 2350 540 S 2,378 200! 16,513 2,754 16,442 2754 43,630 9772 30,578 98,489 220,932
479|Crest 217 5350 2,354,000, 15322 3,727 15,527 3,727 40,213 0 28,824/ 96,326 03,6604
_380{Libesal A1147]  6BM2]  30,114.480] 213,659 22,516 213,708 22,576, 550,836 217.544 395,014 1,410,976 3,046, 88
| 381/Ruml Vista 4025 8375 36850000 7 24417 i a2l T T TTamm 65,09 T Twmuerl T Tweanl T assers] | 33980
482 Dighton 2495 514.0 2,261,600 15,418 2542 15,341 2,542 40,735 28973 95.254 200805
483 [Kismet-Piains 696 S 1,587 4 6,984,560 47857 6,286 47,676 6,286 126,456 89.968 314,541 639.07
484 |Fredonia 136 6 13470 5,926 800 39,564 7,283 39.776 1,283 104,140 18.684] 74,233 249,775 57073
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FY 2009 Legal Max

UT 1 CUT 2 3 CUT 4 CUTS
— ] C UIT c}ur _—
DATE OF CUT: 2/12/2009 /312009 5/7/2009 /22009 11/23/200%
]
% } T FIRST SECOND
SB23 HB 2354 HB 2373 GOVERNOR GOVERNOR
- . T T T _=asionewr | MEGABML _ _ | OMNIBUSBILL _ | ALLOTMENT | ALLOTMENT [
FY09 FYio FY10 FY1¢ FY10
200809 S
2008-2009 audited FTE Earoli Total 2008-09 Adjusted N34 hasg L NTECNT FD NS HASE it SNPEUIAE b b TR A~h CAPEY A 5T A Nud BAst NluG At TOTAL
UsD entollment dataJexcdyr at risky Weighted | Legal General KEDLCHION HEDECTHON REDECFION HEDECTHON REDLCTION FOUALIZATION KDL TIoA HEDECTias DECREASE
No 9/20/20038 FTE Fund i 2d sou RS 10} vd INE NI G I POy s Ter Sl IN FUNDING
calculatcd
from KSDE FY 2009 Logal Max $/26/09 2008-200% audiied cnroliment daa from KSDE $F9069 | from KSDE SP9069 | froms KSDE SF9101 | from KSDE SFYI0l { from KSDE SF9113 | from KASB $212009 | from KSDE SF9118 | from KSDE SF00i4 S
Column Xc | Columsn 15b Column (3b Columeo 2 Columa 3 Colymn 4 Column § {s0¢ cad note) Columa § Coluran §
486 |Elwood 3099 6295 2,769,800 18,615 311 18,682 3,11 49,106 10,852 35,024 115,030 253,531
487 [Henngton 493.4 976.0 4,294,400 30,119 2,978, 29,984 2,978 74,488 0 53,977 180,477 375,001
488]Axtell 2897 5852 2,574,380 17414 2,793 17,612 2,793 45,640 26,487 32,68 108.438 253,857
489|Hays 27382 42991 18,516,040 118,784 32,222 118,706 32,222 113,438 19,470 222.320] 765,393 1,622,555,
490{El Dorado 19779 31745 13,967,800 50,084 17,529 90,563 17,529 239,017 62,073 170,@ 569.096 1.256,774;
491}{Eudora 13963 2064 1 9,082,040 $8.898 12,851 59,025 12,851 155,175 160,785 I|0,670I 410,228 980,483
492 Flinthilis 2048 614.0 2,701,600 17790 3,370] 17,895 3,370f 46,845 18.420) 33}7]3‘ 108,109 249,732
493 {Columbus 11376 2.003.0 8.813,200] $8,222 10,412 58,343 10,412 153,457 72,833 109.430] 363,858 836,966
F_7494 Syracuse 460.0 9442 4,154,480 28918 3.158 29.037 3,158 76,143 [ 54,343 190,591 385,34
4951Ft Lamed 854S 1,570.7 6,911,080 43,900 12177 43731 12,177 115,581 82,9704 82311 289.698 682,54
496 Pawnee Heights 147 1 3477 1,529,880 10,220 1,991 10,107 1,951 27,081 761 19,214 65 487 136,16
497 {Lawrence 10,3769 15,601.7 68,656,280 434,778 121,283 434,957 121,283 1,146,559 0 813 576 2,765,797 5,838,233
498 Vailey Heighis 3555 7822 3,441,680 23,067 5,468 22021 5,468 517,959/ 24,632 41323 13997 318,915
499|Galena 7155 13533 5.954,520| 40 402 5,903 470 5,903 106,170 0 75,764 265,060/ 539,67,
500|Kansas City 18,1531 32,3872 142,503.680 971.431 134,321 1,261,956 144321 2,224,152 1,171,572 1,800,988 6,329,700 14,048,441
501 | Topeka 128209 21,6002 95,040,280/ 600,491 160,267 600,756 160,267 1,583 640 1,243,198 1,128,592 3,917,296 9,394,507,
o SofCewss T T oRe] aed] Laiedeof T sasil 147 8354 1475 FIRTH TSl saaasl T T ioAd
503 | Parsons 13314] 22804 10,038,160 65,700 ) 5.6.95}— T T esen| el T Timae] T T oimes] T il T T T 400014 9413
504}0swego 4676 9052 3982 880 26,704 4.179] 26,694 4,179 70,422 26,622 $0.477 165,542! 374.519:
505 {Chetopa - St Paul $00 4 1.021.4 4,494.160 29,687 5892 29,828 5.892 78,136 30,075 $5.750 187,151 422 411
506 |Labette County i.5721 24592 10,820,480 70217 14,765 70.035 14,765 185,397 202,809 131973 448,627, 1,138,588
507|Satants 3355 1271 3.195.240 22,55 1533 22,491 2533 59,553 of 41,893 140.715! 292,278
S08{Baxter Sprungs o125 16198 7,127,120 47824 7298 47.866 7,298 125,666 of 89 658 309,000 634,610
5091South Haven 2245 Si44 2.263,360 14,629 3N 14,795 317 38.425 0] 27,454 91,176 192,821
Si1]Atica 138.5 3316 1,459,040 9.979 1,739 9819 1,739 25,905 of 18.457| 61,450 129,088
512|Shawnee Mission 26,5310] 38,9919 171,564,360 1,090,067 249,671 1,090,895 249,671 2,876,221 2,049,677 7,167,234 14,774,036
TOTALS 4433304 729.8623 3,213.190.004 20.880,532 4,464,507 22,544,960 4,464,514 54,630,111 22,338,825 36,327,580 134,355,363 303,006,392
L H
Note. KSDE SF91 13 Column 5 shows the Difference between aj the 2008-09 General fund budget excluding special education state aid (BSAPP at $4.400) and b} the 2009-2010 General fund budget as approved by Kansas Legisiature
(BSAPP at $4,280). whuch 13 the total of the FY {0 Base Reductions as of 5/7/09 (333 Base Reduction + $87 Base Reduction) The S87 Base Roduction was then calculated by sub the $33 Base Red, from the total as follows.
- KSDE SF9113 Column § - KSDE SF9101 Column 3 _ e - e
_ ! ] - T - - T
! 1
! 1

Page? FUNDING CUTS FY2009 AND FY2010 2010-01-08 xis



Exhibit M



Kansas State Department of Education

Report Card 2008-2009 3

ADEQUATE YEARLY PROGRESS TOTAL ENROLLMENT
Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) is a method for determining if schools, State: 468,195
districts and the state have made adequate progress in improving student
achievemant. AYP is based on participation and performance on state DEMOGRAPHICS
assassments, as well as attendanca rates for elementary and middie schools, English
and, lor high schools, graduation rates. For the 2008-2009 school year, the language Gender Stalg:
state did not make AYP. More information on the state 's performance on Learners Male 515+
the AYP measures is provided below. ELL Female 48.5:
Students
Additional Academic Non-ELL ‘
Indicators Students Attendance [ State.;
Grad AL} 2008 TN
High SEh Students 2009
with
Disabilities Graduation
Student Group Students Rate
All Students with 2007
Free & Reduced Disabilities 2008
Lunch Students
Students with without
Disabilities Disabilities
English
Language
Learners TEACHER QUAUTY
Alrican-Americ " . ]
ans 99.4% . 83.8%: Qualification e
Hispanics 99.6%, -~ 72.4% % Fully | % with %Not  PhCore
Whites 99.8% Licensed | Emergency| Licensed [Classes Not
Asian/ Licensas Taught by
Pacitic Highly Qual.
Islanders 99.7% | Elementary High-poverty schools 94 % 4% 0% 4%
American b Elementary Low-poverty schools 97 % 2% 0% 2%
Indians Elementary All schools 96 % % 0% 3%
Multi-ethnic & Secondary High-poverty schools 90 % % 0% 11%
Undeclared Secondary Low-poverty schools 96 % 3% 0% 5%
Secondary All schools 93 % 4% 0% 7%
DEMOGRAPHICS All schools 95 % 4 % % 6 %
Race/Ethnicity | State’ , o
African = % Cora Content Ciasses Taught tu_ﬂgmgea
Americans 18 State
Hispanics 131 Elementary 98.46%
Whites [ 704 English Language Arts 94.34%
Other | 868 ESL/Bilingual 81.96%
Fine Arts 34.96%
Economicaily Foreign Language 90.18%
Disadvantaged History and Government 96.33%
Students Mathematics 93.43%
Economically |- Science 90.77%
Disadvantaged | 42.8
Non-Economic. | % For more information about Teacher Quaiity, go to
Disadvantaged @ 5§72 hitp//online ksde.org/rcard/state_tchrs.aspx?org_no=0%
Migrant
Students
tigrant
Students
Non-Migrant AT
Students i 994

State of Kansas




Exhibit N



Kansas State Department of Education

Report Card 2007-2008

ADEQUATE YEARLY PROGRESS
Adequale Yearly Progress (AYP) is a method for determining if schools,
districts and the stale have made adequate progress in improving student
achievement. AYP is based on participation and performance on state

TOTAL ENROLLMENT
State: 466,741

DEMOGRAPHICS

assessments, as well as attendance rates for elementary and middle schoots,
and, for high schools, graduation rates. For the 2007-2008 school ycar, the Gender State
state did not make AYP. More information on the state ‘s performance on Male : 51.6%#
the AYP measures is provided below. Female 14845
Students
rddiﬁonal Academic Non-ELL e
Reading Math Indicators Students 918" Attendance State
T G Grad Rt - 2007 95.0
% Profl..; High Schi Students 2008 94.7 .
P Tested & Abiove..[% Tested | Goal:-" Altend Rt|  with
Geal: | Goal:. | Disabilities Graduation
Student Group 95% | 64.6% Students Rate
All Students 99.8% - 82.0%] with 2006 7
Free & Reduced R Disabilties 2007 892
Lunch 99.7% | 72.0%% Students
Students with LR without
Disabiliies N/A Disabilities
English
Lanquage
Leamers 99.7% ! N/A TEACHER QUALITY
Alrican-Amenic - 2 _
ans 996% | “61.3%7 996% N/A “Qualification >~ T T s
Hispanics 99.6% ‘70.1%1 99.7% N/A % Fully | % with % Not f% Core
Whites 998% ! 863%1 99.8% NIA Licensed | Emergency| Licensed [Classes Not
Asian / [ b Licenses Taught by
Pacific I : J ‘ ’ ighty Qual.
Islanders . 99.8% {° 4 Elementary High-poverty schools 94 % 4% 0% 1%
American Pl ! Elementary Low-poverty schools 97 % 2% 0% 3%
Indians | 99.8% | Elementary Al schools %% | 3% 0% 4%
Multi-ethnic & | o DR e Secondary High-poverty schools 88% | 8% 1% 15 %
Undeclared | 826%] 998% | 797%! 998% t ) Secondary Low-povery schools 9% % 3% 0% 6%
Secondary All schoois 93 % 5% 1% 10 %
DEMOGRAPHICS All schools 94 % 4% 0% 8%
Race/Ethnicity [ State
African ‘ % Core Content Classes Taught by Highly Qual, Teachers - < "]
Americans Slate
Hispanics RIEE Special Education 82.43%
Whites (132 English Lanquage Arts 93.29%
| Other AR Science 89.15%
Foreign Lanquage 89.13%
Economically Fine Arts 95.60%
Disadvamaged Elementary 98.16%
Students History and Government 94.12%
Economically 1 . Mathemalics 91.79%
Disadvantaged | 38 ESUBilingual 80.30%

Non-E conomic.

Disadvantaged ij o

Migrant
Students

Migrant
Students

Non-Migrant
Students

State of Kansas

For more information about Teacher Quality, go to
hitp:/fontine ksde.org/icard/state_tchrs.aspx?org_no=D%




EXHIBIT 2



KANSAS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION

KANSAS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION
SPECIAL MEETING MINUTES

July 5, 2005

CALL TO ORDER
Chairman Abrams called the meeting to order at 9:18 a.m. on Tuesday, July 5, 2003, in the 27d Floor
Conference Room of the State Board of Education Building, 120 SE 10th Avenue in Topeka, Kansas.

ROLL CALL

All members were present:

Steve Abrams Carol Rupe ? by phone
John Bacon Iris Van Meter ? by phone
Sue Gamble Bill Wagnon

Kathy Martin ? by phone Janet Waugh

Connie Morris Ken Willard

PRESENTATION BY THE ATTORNEY GENERAL

Attorney General Phill Kline had asked to visit with the State Board about a possible action the State Board
could take to potentially avert the closure of schools if the Kansas Legislature fails when it returns to its special
session on July 6h to meet a Kansas Supreme Court Order to increase funds for public schools.? Attorney
General Kline was accompanied by Julene Miller, an Assistant Attorney General in his office.? Attorney
General Kline said it was his number one priority to keep schools open and expressed his concern over the
Court?s Order of July 20d to counselors for the parties in the school finance case to appear July 8th to show
cause why the Court should not prevent the expenditure and distribution of funds to schools in light of the

Legislature?s inability to comply with the Court?s Order to provide increased funding by its deadline of July
Ist. .

Attorney General Kline reviewed the state statute, K.S.A. 2004 Supp. 72-6417, that deals with how the State
Board of Education certifies the amounts due as general state aid to each school district and shared his
interpretation of it.? He proposed that instead of certifying the amounts due to districts monthly, as is the
current practice, there was nothing in the law that would preclude the State Board from certifying to the
Director of Accounts and Reports an amount payable for each month for an entire year for distribution on a
certain date each month when funds are available in order to keep funds flowing to schools despite a Court
Order.? The Board could provide necessary updates and corrections on a monthly basis in advance of the
payments being made.? Because the State Treasurer is beyond the reach of the Supreme Court in the school
finance case, he said the Director of Accounts and Reports could draw warrants on the State Treasurer, based
on vouchers approved by the State Board for distribution to school districts.

Attorney General Kline answered Board member questions and added further clarification.? He pointed out that
the action he proposed for the Board might help to guarantee that schools remain open this fall, though the
Court could reverse it.

http://www3.ksde.org/commiss/july 05_5_05_special_min.htm (1 of 3)3/22/2007 2:25:03 PM 989601
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KANSAS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION

Page 2
MINUTES
July §, 2005

EXECUTIVE SESSION

Mr. Bacon moved, with a second by Mr. Willard, that the Board recess into executive session for 30 minutes in
the office of the Interim Commissioner to discuss the proposal with the Board Attorney, Dan Biles, Department
General Counsel Rod Bieker, and Interim Commissioner Dennis so that the attorney-client privilege would not
be violated and that the open meeting resume at 10:22 a.m.? The motion carried 7-0. Mrs. Van Meter?s, Mrs.
Rupe?s and Mrs. Martin?s phone connection had temporarily been disconnected and they did not vote on the
motion.? The open meeting resumed at 10:22 a.m.? Mrs. Martin moved, with a second by Mrs. Van Meter, that
the executive session be extended for a period of 30 minutes and that the open meeting resume at 10:52 a.m.?
The motion carried 10-0.? The open meeting resumed at 10:52 a.m. ?Mr. Bacon moved, with a second by Mr.
Willard, that the executive session be extended for an additional 30 minutes, at 11:07, after the Board took a
short break, and resume at 11:37 a.m.? The motion carried.? The open meeting resumed at 11:37 a.m. ?Mr.
Bacon moved, with a second by Mr. Willard, that the executive session be extended an additional 30 minutes
and that the open meeting resume at 12:07 p.m.? The motion carried.? At 12:07 p.m. the open meeting resumed
in the second floor conference room.

DISCUSSION AND ACTION ON CERTIFICATION OF GENERAL STATE AID TO SCHOOLS
Chairman Abrams reported that the Board had given Attorney General Kline?s proposal serious consideration
and had discussed the pro?s and con?s of it with the Board Attorney.? Chairman Abrams stated that he believed
one of the functions of the State Board of Education is to try to keep schools operating and should do
everything in its power to accomplish that.? In that regard, the Board had listened carefully to the Attorney
General?s proposal and he felt it was important to act.

Mrs. Gamble agreed with Chairman Abrams about keeping schools open.? She said she believed strongly that
the Board should do everything it could to keep the schools open, but should do so within the law, adding that
she had grave concerns about the proposal.? Mr. Willard stated he believed it was possible to interpret the
statute to give the Board certain latitude to take whatever action was necessary to keep schools open.?

Mr. Willard moved, with a second by Mr. Bacon, that the state board shall certify to the director of accounts
and reports the anticipated amount due as general state aid to each district in each of the months of August
through January, with certification of actual amounts during each of those months.

Mrs. Gamble said she would vote against the motion, believing the proposed interpretation of the law to be
illegal.? She added that she would not vote against it if she felt it would accomplish what the proponents hoped
it would.? Mrs. Martin stated she agreed with the motion and that Kansas kids should not be the casualties in a
battle between the courts and the legislature.

Mrs. Rupe agreed with wanting to keep schools open, but stated she did not want to circumvent the Supreme
Court?s Order and that she wanted the legislature to do its job to provide adequate funding for schools.? Mr.
Willard said the proposal was not circumventing the Court by doing it before the Court met on June 8th.? The
Board would just be doing everything it could to keep schools open.? He added it was incumbent on the Board
to do all in its power to keep schools open.?

httpi/fwww 3 ksde.org/commiss/july_05_5_05_special_min.htm (2 ot 3)3/22/2003 2:25:03 RM 989601
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' KANSAS STATE BOARD QF EDUCATION

Page 2
MINUTES
July §, 2005

He said it was his opinion that no one had anything to gain by doing nothing and that tough decisions nesded to
made from time to time.? He also pointed out that what was proposed was not a dramatic departure from
normal practices.

Mrs. Van Meter said she felt it was important that the Board take action to keep schools open.

Mrs. Waugh said that there wasn?t anyone on the Board who wanted to see schools closed, but that she
believed the proposed action was illegal.? By passing the motion, she said, the Board was showing contempt for
the Court that may well backfire, and could backfire at the expense of Kansas children.

Dr. Wagnon said that schools should stay open with everything they need to educate every child.? He added
that it was the legislature that should respond and show it can fund schools suitably.? Mr. Bacon stated that
QPA and NCLB show progress is being made in Kansas schools and that schools are receiving suitable funds.?
He also stated that it would be a travesty if schools did not open in August.

There being no further comments, a vote was taken on the motion, which passed 6-4, with Mrs. Gamble, Mrs.
Rupe, Dr. Wagnon, and Mrs. Waugh voting ?no?.

ANNOUNCEMENT OF THE POSSIBILITY OF AN ADDITIONAL SPECIAL MEETING

Chairman Abrams announced that the Board might have to hold another meeting before June 8th when the
Court was scheduled to meet.? It would depend on what the legislature accomplished prior to the hearing.? He
indicated it would be a conference call meeting.

ADJOURNMENT

There being no further business, Chairman Abrams adjourned the meeting at 12:20 p.m.

29999999999999999999979999999799999999999999999999999999999

...........................................................

........................................................

Secretary
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APPROVED

KANSAS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION
Meeting Minutes

CALL TO ORDER
Chairman Waugh called the June meeting of the State Board of Education to order at 10:01
a.m,, July 13, 2010 in the Board Room of the Kansas Education Building, 120 SE 10" Avenue,

Topeka, Kansas.

ROLL CALL
All members wers present:

John Bacon Kathy Martin
Caralyn L. Wims-Campbell Jana Shaver
Sally Cauble Sue Storm
Walit Chappell Janet Waugh
David Dennis Ken Willard

7/13/10 am,
session audio
archive
(00:00:02)

STATE BOARD MISSION STATEMENT, MOMENT OF SILENCE AND PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

Chairman Waugh read the Mission Statement of the Board and then called for a moment of
silence. The moment of silence was followed by the recitation of the Pledge of Allegiance.

APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA

Chairman Waugh asked to add consideration of a resolution dealing with adult services
provided by the Kansas State School for the Blind be added prior to the Consent Agenda. She
noted that a revised item 14 s., Title | School Improvement grants 1003 (g) was being handed
out to the Board. She also reviewed items that had been placed in Board member’s folders
prior to the meeting. Mrs. Martin moved, with a second by Mrs. Wims-Campbell, that the
agenda be approved as amended, including the addition of the executive session. Dr,
Chappell asked to pull items 14c., |.,, m., n., 0. r. and s. from the Consent Agenda. The
additions to the amendment were accepted by Mrs. Martin and Mrs. Wims-Campbell. The
motion carried 9-0, with Mr. Willard absent.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES
Ms. Storm moved, with a second by Mrs. Martin, that the minutes of the June meeting be
approved as presented. The motion carried.

EXECUTIVE SESSION

Mrs. Martin moved, with a second by Mrs. Shaver, that the Board recess into executive session
a 10:10 a.m. for 10 minutes in order to consult with the Board Attorney and maintain the
attorney-client privilege regarding the communication. The motion carried. Commissioner
DeBacker was asked to remain for the executive session. The Board recessed into executive
session and the open meeting resumed at 10:20 a.m.

COMMISSIONER’S REPORT

Interim Commissioner DeBacker handed out copies of a document that included the purpose,
objectives, scope of work and structure of the Kansas Education Commission. She also
reported on the first meeting of the Commission which had been held on July 6. In order to
allow for the Open Forum to proceed as scheduled, questions were held until later.

(00:03:00)

MOTION

(00:5:14)
MOTION

(00:07:37)

689867
KSBEOV0777

i



APPROVED

July 13, 2010 Page 2
MINUTES

CITIZENS' OPEN FORUM

(00:16:29) Chairman Waugh declared the Open Forum open at 10:30 a.m. Steve Coen, Wichita, Chair of

the Governor’s Council on Fitness, Rod Bremby, Secretary of the Kansas Department of Health
and Environment, Topeka, and Dr. Rick Werling, Superintended of USD 234, Fort Scott, spoke
in support of the Board’s policy on school vending. Peg Dunlap. Topeka, Kansas NEA also
spoke in support of the policy, but indicated many teachers were unhappy because the policy
extended to vending machines in teachers’ lounges. Joe Hemmelgarn and Gordon Long,
Wichita, of Wichita Vending, and Ron Hein, Topeka, representing the Kansas Beverage
Association, asked the Board to reconsider the school vending policy. Chairman Waugh
declared the Open Forum closed at 10:52 a.m.

BREAK The Board took a break at 10:52 and the meeting resumed at 11:01 a.m.

{00:39:07)

COMMISSIONER'S REPORT (continued)

(00:48:34) During the discussion and questions that followed her report, Commissioner DeBacker

explained the differences between the Governor’s commission on drop-out prevention and
the Kansas Education Commission (KEC). Several concerns were shared by Board members
requiring follow-up by staff. It was requested that information regarding the KEC be more
readily accessible on the KSDE website. It was also suggested that a press release be put out
announcing the formation of the KEC with information about how to contact members with
ideas for consideration. Board members were also encouraged to contact the representatives
they had appointed with their suggestions and concerns. Additionally, it was requested that
the importance of active participation be stressed with KEC members.

UPDATE ON COMMON CORE STANDARDS

(01:08:01) Tom Foster, Director of Career Standards and Assessment Services, brought the Board up to
date on the development and adoption by states of the Common Core Standards for English
Language Arts (ELA) and Mathematics. In particular, he addressed the work done in Kansas
reviewing the standards, alignment with college and career expectations, standards
comparability and Kansas additions to the standards. Additionally, he briefly reviewed how to
read the standards and the ways teachers would be helped to use the new standards once
adopted. During the discussion that followed, Dr. Foster also updated the Board on activity of
the SMARTER Balanced Assessment Cansortium grant application. He indicated the notice of
grant awards could come out in late August or September. Commissioner DeBacker noted that
the department hoped to bring the standards to the Board in September for review and,
hopefully, approval in October.

LUNCH RECESS The Board recessed for lunch at 12:11 and returned at 1:30 p.m. Mr. Bacon left the meeting
early, at noon. When the Board returned, Commissioner DeBacker introduced the
department’s new General Counsel, Cheryl Whelan. Chairman Waugh also thanked Attorney
Kevin Ireland for doing double duty in the Legal Department since last July.

RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE PROFESSIONAL PRACTICES COMMISSION

7/13/10 pm. Mrs. Cauble moved, with a second by Mr. Dennis, that the Kansas State Board of Education
;izz’i‘;’; audio adopt the findings of fact and conclusions of the Professional Practices Commission and
(00:01:33) approve the recommendations of the Commission in cases 09-FC-12, Nina Urban, 10-FC-01,

Scott A. Neil, 10-5-02, Ashley M. Evenson, and 10-FC-03, Jeb A. Clements. The motion carried.

50697
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July 13, 2010
MINUTES

SURRENDER OF EDUCATOR'S LICENSE

After a brief explanation of the issue by Mr. Ireland, Mrs. Cauble moved, with a second by Mrs.
Martin, that the State Board of Education accept the surrender and revoke the professional
educator's license issued to Kevin A. Vincent. The motion carried.

TRANSFER OF TERRITORY FROM USD 336 (HOLTON) TO USD 337 (ROYAL VALLEY)

Mrs. Cauble moved, with a second by Mrs. Martin, that the State Board of Education issue an Order
returning the territory to USD No. 337 (Royal Valley), Jackson County, Kansas that was transferred to
USD No. 336 (Holton), Jackson County, Kansas by agreement between the two boards of education
on June 13, 2007. The motion carried.

PRESENTATION ON THE IES SLDS ARRA GRANT

Kathy Gosa, Director of Information Technology, presented an overview of the $9.1million SLDS IES
ARRA grant, "Unifying Data Systems to Support Systemic Change in Education", that KSDE was
recently awarded by the U.S. Department of Education (U.S. DOE) for enhancements to the state
longitudinal data system.

During the subsequent discussion, the perceived burden for private and small schools of inputting
the data was brought up. Providing funds to assist them was suggested. Concern about counting
homeschooled students was also voiced. It was stated that the data system is something that the
KEC should be informed of and understand. Asked if there would be access through the system for
drop-outs who may want to return to school, Dr. DeBacker indicated she would be asking permission
from U.S. DOE to use a five- and six-year graduation rate that could include returning drop-outs.

DISCUSSION AND ACTION ON FY 2012 BUDGET

After a review by Deputy Commissioner Dennis of funding options for the Board to consider inits
budget recommendation, Mrs. Cauble moved, with a second by Ms. Storm, that the State Board
approve an FY 2012 enhanced budget recommendation to fund programs at the level established in

current law. Discussion centered on the cost of the recommendation in light of the state budget crisis

and the tension between the role of the State Board to be an advocate for education and the role of
the legislature in funding education. Mrs. Cauble called the question. Mrs. Shaver seconded the
motion which passed on a vote of 6-3, with Dennis, Chappell and Bacon voting in opposition. The
motion to approve an FY 2012 budget carried on a vote of 7-1-1, with Chappell voting in opposition
and Martin abstaining. The recommended budget included General State Aid, $314,400,000;
Supplemental General State Aid, $37,788,000; Special Education, $80,684,370; Mentor Teacher,
$2,050,000; Professional Development, $8,500,000; School Lunch, $1,043,647; Capital Outlay,
$27,000,000; and National Board Certification, $295,000; for a total of $471,761,017 in new funding.

After additional discussion, Mrs. Wims-Campbell moved that the State Board’s FY 2012 budget
recommendation include discretionary grants in the amount of $35,000 each for the Kansas
Association for Conservation and Environmental Education, the Kansas Foundation for Agriculture in
the Classroom, the Kansas Historical Society and Communities in Schools. Dr. Chappell seconded the
motion which carried on a vote of 9-0.

Mrs. Wims-Campbell moved that the State Board'’s FY 2012 budget recommendation include
funding at the FY 2011 level for additional discretionary programs - After School Programs, Middle
School After School Programs and Kansas Teacher of the Year. Mrs. Shaver seconded the motion.
Discussion followed about the match that was required to be eligible to receive the funds.
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{01:58:25) Dr. Chappell moved to amend the motion and increase the level of funding for the after

MOTION schools programs to $1 million each, with the match requirement left up to the legislature to
decide. The motion failed for lack of a second. After additional discussion about the match
requirement, the motion to fund the additional discretionary programs at the FY 2011 level
carried 9-0.
Additional discussion included questions about funding for attorney fees for pending litigation.
Also discussed was the Commissioner’s responsibility for agency operations and the agency
budget.

BREAK The Board took a break at 3:43 and the meeting resumed at 3:51 p.m.

(02:12:53)

RESOLUTION TO ALLOW KSSB TO OFFER ADULT SERVICES

(02:21:31) Commissioner DeBacker explained a request for a resolution received from the Kansas State
School for the Blind. It would request that the Governor issue an executive order that would
allow the Kansas State School for the Blind to provide adult services through a grant from SRS
until the legislature has the opportunity to address the issue in the FY 2011 session. Brief

MOTION discussion followed. Mr. Bacon moved, with a second by Ms. Storm, that the resolution be

(02:27:26) adopted as presented. The motion carried. A copy of the resolution is attached to these
minutes.

CONSENT AGENDA

(02:28:04) Dr. Chappell indicated that he had received the information he needed on establishing a salary

MOTION for the Director of Communications and Recognitions Programs, but would like to vote on the

other items he had pulled from the Consent Agenda separately. Mrs. Martin moved, with a
second by Mrs. Shaver that the Board approve the Consent Agenda, with items|.,, m.,n., 0., r.
and s. voted on separately. The motion carried 8-0-1, with Chappell abstaining. In the
Consent Agenda the State Board:

+ Received the monthly personnel report.

Confirmed the appointment of Catherine Rinehart to the position of Information Technology Project
Management Supervisor on the Information Technology team effective May 30, 2010, at an annual salary of
$66,518.40; Sandra Guidry to the position of Education Program Consultant on the Title Programs and
Services team effective July 6, 2010, at an annual salary of $49,649.60; and Harold Tosh to the position of
Quality Assurance Technician on the information Technology team effective July 6, 2010, at an annual salary
of $46,092.80.

Established the salary for Kathy Toelkes in the position of Director of the Communications and Recognition
Programs team effective August 2, 2010, at an annual salary of $82,000.

Approved school construction plans for USD 418, McPherson, and USD 487, Herington.

Approved the renewal of the Interlocal Cooperation Agreement for the South Central Kansas Education Service
Center.

Issued an Order establishing the new, consolidated Unified School District No. 113, Nemaha County, State of
Kansas.

Issued an Order establishing the new, consolidated Unified School District No. 114, Doniphan County, State of
Kansas.

Accepted the recommendations of the Licensure Review Committee as follows: Denied - Cases 2651, Whitney
Bowen, 2652, Terry Azamber, 2653, Randy Buggs, and 2656, Audrey Neuschafer; and Approved - Cases 2558,
Loretta Craig, 2659, Jenifer Pierce-Butt, 2665, Anthony Brantley and USD 470, and 2672, Aaron Harring.
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+ Approved recommendations for funding a new 2010-2011 21st Century Community Learning Eenters Grant far
Catholic Charities, Inc., Wichita Diocese, in the amount of $100,000.

« Approved funding Kansas 21st Century Community Learning Centers Sustainability Project grants in the
amount of $12,000 each for Elkhart USD 218; Wellington USD 353; Abilene USD 435; and Kansas City USD 500.

« Approved 2010-2011 AmeriCorps Kansas funding for Boys and Girls Clubs of Greater Kansas City, $40,842;
Boys & Girls Club of Lawrence, $65,000; Catholic Charities of Salina, Inc., $38,775; Communities In Schools of
Kansas, $77,999; Harvesters - The Community Food Network, $77,999; Heartland Medical Center, $117,000;
Inter-Faith Ministries, Inc., $52,000; Kansas Department of Wildlife and Parks, $491,487; Kansas State
University, Kansas Campus Compact, $70,400; United Way of Douglas County, $90,855; United Way of
Wyandotte County, $46,162; and Wichita Public Schools $341,121.

» Approved 2010-2011 Learn and Serve America School-based funding for Burlington, USD 244; Coffeyville, USD
445; Emporia, USD 253; Jackson Heights, USD 335; Kansas City Kansas Public Schools, USD 500, Lawrence Arts
Center (in partnership with Lawrence USD 497); Manhattan, USD 383; Keystone Learning Services, D0 608;
Spring Hill, USD 230; and Ulysses USD 214; Iin the amount of $10,000 each; and $2,500 for Flint Hills Special
Education Coop.

Contracts Approved:

The State Board authorized the Superintendent of the Kansas State School for the Blind to enter into eontraets

with:

« Linda Ray, Assistive Technology Consultant, in an amount not to exceed $17,000;

« Ron W ilson, LSCSW, for Counseling/Evaluation Services, in an amount not to exceed $15,000;

« USD 500 School District, for Speech Therapy Services, in an amount not to exceed $32,000.

« the Smithville, Missouri School District to receive from it out-of-state tuition of $17,000 for a day student to
attend the 2010-2011 KSSB Regular School Year; and

« the Liberty, Missouri School District to receive from it out-of-state tuition of $17,000 for a day student to
attend the 2010-2011 KSSB Regular School Year.

The State Board authorized the Superintendent of the Kansas State School for the Deaf to enter into contracts
with:
« the Center School District\Kansas City, Missouri to receive from it out-of-state tuition of $36,002 for two
students ($18,001 each) to attend the 2010-2011 KSSD Regular School Year; and
« the Raytown School District Raytown, Missouri to receive from it out-of-state tuition of $21,540 for a day
student to attend the 2010-2011 KSSD Regular School Year.

The State Board authorized the Commissioner of Education to negotiate and :

« continue a contract with the Southern Regional Education Board (SREB) for High Schools That Work (HSTW)
membership fees and consortium activities through Carl D. Perkins Leadership Grant Activities, in a contract
amount not to exceed $25,000.

ACTION ON REMAINING CONSENT AGENDA ITEMS

Contract with Coyote Consulting, LLC (02:29:27)
Ms. Storm moved, with a second by Mrs. Shaver, that the State Board of Education authorize the Commissioner
of Education to continue a contract with Coyote Consulting, LLC to provide statewide coordination services for
the Partnership in Character Education grant at the rate of $44 per hour {not to exceed $5,000 per month) with
the total amount payable not to exceed $45,000; plus reimbursement for expenses in an amount not to exceed
$23,000 for both in-state and out-of-state travel. Dr. Chappell indicated that his concerns were with both item |.,
the Coyote Consulting, LLC contract, and item m., the contract with the Topeka City of Character. The second
item was added to the motion. Dr. Chappell asked for evaluation data for both contracts. Action on both was
delayed until the data was available.
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IDEA Fitle ViI-B Special Education Targeted Improvement Grants {02:36:39)

Mrs. Shaver moved, with second by Ms. Storm, that the State Board approve the proposed IDEA Title VI-B Special
Education Targeted Improvement Grants. Questioned followed and the impact of the grant on assessment
performance of students with disabilities was questioned. The motion carried 8-1, with Chappell voting in
opposition. Funded were USD 202, Turner School District, $31,443; USD 229, Blue Valley, $121,200; USD 230,
Spring Hill School District, $14,761; USD 231, Gardner-Edgerton-Antioch School District, $23,887; USD 232, De
Soto, $29,134; USD 233, Olathe School District,$145,814; USD 234, Ft Scott, $18,986; USD 244, Coffey County SpEd :
Coop - Burlington, KS, $17,741; USD 253, Flint Hills SpEd Coop - Emporia, KS, $59,213; USD 259, Wichita Public l
Schools, $351,381; USD 260, Derby Public Schools, $50,609; USD 261, Haysville Public Schools, $36,813; USD 263, :
Mulvane Special Education, $18,094; USD 273, Beloit SpEd Coop, $22,801; USD 282, West Elk, $17,225; USD 290,

Ottawa Public Schools, $21,229; USD 305, Central Kansas Coop - Salina, KS, $111,383; USD 308, Hutchinson Public

Schools, $44,846; USD 320, Special Svs Coop WamegoSpecial Svs Coop Wamego, $25,870; USD 321, Kaw Valley

Schools, $12,978; USD 330, Wabaunsee East, $10,865; USD 333, Learning Coop North Central KS, $35,407; USD

336, Holton SpEd Coop, $30,728; USD 345, Seaman Public Schools, $27,035; USD 353, Wellington Public Schools,

$18,708; USD 364, Marshall County Coop - Marysville, KS, $14,402; USD 368, East Central Ks SpEd Coop - Paola, KS

{incl. Lakemary), $66,962; USD 372, Silver Lake, $9,420; USD 373, Harvey County SpEd Coop - Newton, KS, $39,845;

USD 379, Twin Lakes Coop - Clay Center, KS, $26,142; USD 383, Manhattan-Ogden School District, $43,550; USD
389, Eureka, $12,315; USD 405, Rice County Sp Svc Coop - Lyons, KS, $22,084; USD 407, Russell County, $13,693;
USD 409, Atchison Public Schools (Incl. Atchison Juven. Facil., ) $24,499; USD 418, McPherson Co SpEd Coop -
McPherson, KS, $36,785; USD 428, Barton County SpEd Coop - Great Bend, KS, $39,231; USD 437, Auburn-
Washburn, $40,066; USD 442, Marshall/Nemaha, $16,834; USD 450, Shawnee Heights, $27,193; USD 453,
Leavenworth Co SpEd Coop - Lansing, KS, $89,495; USD 457, Garden City, $61,864;00465, Cowley County Sp Svc
Coop - Winfield, KS, $52,477; USD 475, Junction City/Geary County, $51,398; USD 480, Liberal, $33,084; USD 489,
Hays West Central Ks SpEd Coop - Hays, KS, $34,343; USD 490, Butler Co SpEd - El Dorado, KS, $95,827; USD 495,
Tri County Sp Svc - Larned, KS (Incl. Larned Juven. Facil.), $22,228; USD 497, Lawrence, $79,744; USD 500,
Wyandotte County SpEd Coop, $170,158; USD 501, Topeka Public Schools, $116,195; USD 512, Shawnee Mission,
$216,822; USD 602, NW KS Svc Cntr - Oakley, KS, $56,958; DO 603, ANW Coop - Humboldt, KS, $54,520; DO605,
South Central Ks SpEd Coop - Pratt, KS, $63,064; DO607, Tri County SpEd Coop - Independence, KS, $70,872;
DO0608, NE KS Svc Cntr - Lecompton, KS, $39,236; DO610, Reno County Coop - Hutchinson, KS, $39,548; DO611,
High Plains Coop - Ulysses, KS, $83,680; DO613, SW Area Coop - Ensign, KS, $77,120; DO614, East Central Ks Coop
Baldwin City, KS, $27,097; DO615, Brown County SpEd - Hiawatha, KS, $20,703; DO616, Doniphan County SpEd
Coop Bendena KS, $16,093; DO617, Marion County SpEd Coop - Florence, KS, $24,637; DO618, Sedgwick County -
Goddard, KS, $118,456; DO619, Sumner County Interlocal - Wellington, KS, $19,012; DO620, Three Lakes Coop -
Lyndon, KS, $33,019; DO636, NCK Special Ed Coop - Glade, KS, $37,736; DO637, SEK Interlocal - Pittsburg, KS,
$95,795; S0319/8574, Kansas Juvenile Correctional Complex, $10,342; S0604/8428-8432, KS School for the Blind,
$4,300; SO610/884-886, KS School for the Deaf, $9,235; 3140-8567, Department of Corrections, $2,006; and 8614,
Parsons State Hospital, $2,705.

Education Flexibility Partnership waiver requests (02:45:34)
Mrs. Shaver moved, with a second by Ms. Storm that the State Board approve the Education Flexibility Partnership
waiver requests from USD 262 Valiley Center for Wheatland Elementary, USD 289 Wellsville for Wellsville
Elementary School and USD 450 Shawnee Heights for Shawnee Heights Middle School. Discussion followed.
Objections were raised about how the waivers were being applied in Kansas. The motion carried 9-0.

Migrant Family Literacy Grants (02:53:30)
Mrs. Cauble moved, with a second by Mr. Dennis, that the Kansas State Board approve Migrant Family Literacy
Grants. In the discussion that followed objections were raised about the efficacy of the program and the amount
of money that was being spent and had been spent. The motion carried 8-1, with Chappell voting in opposition.
Migrant Family Literacy grants were approved for USD 102, Cimarron Public Schools, $176,100; USD 209, Moscow
Public Schools, $80,000; USD 214, Ulysses Public Schools, $87,105; USD 216, Deerfield Public Schools, $88,000;
USD 218,
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Elkhart Rublie Sehoals, $5,000; USD 233, Johnson €aunty Coammunity College, $2560,000; USD 443, Dadga City
Public Schools, $200,000; USD 457, Garden City Public Schools, $239,596; USD 470, Arkansas City Public Schools,
$87,430; and DO 606, SE Kansas Education Service Center, $73,382,

Title | School improvement Grants 1003 (g} (08:02:12)
Mrs. Wims-Campbell moved, with a second by Mrs. Cauble, that the State Board approve funding the proposed
Title | School Improvement Grants 1003(g). Objections were raised about the usefuiness of the programs being
funded, the amount of money involved and whether the item should have appeared on the consent agenda. The
role of the State Board and the role of the Department were briefly discussed. It was proposed that the Board
Policy Committee look at what should be included on the consent agenda.

Mrs. Wims-Campbell called for the question (03:26:20). Mrs. Cauble seconded the motion which carried on a vote
of 7-2, with Bacon and Chappell voting in opposition. The motion to approve the Title | School Improvement
1003(g) grants carried on a vote of 8-1, with Chappell voting in opposition. Grants were funded for Curtis Middle
School (Wichita Public Schools) Year 1 - $1,997,004, Year 2 - $1,999,645, and Year 3 - 1,999,856, for a total of
$5,996,505; Highland Park High School (Topeka Public Schools) Year 1, $1,970,180, Year 2 - $1,927,122, and Year 3
-$1,970,356, for a total of $5,867,658; South Middle School (Liberal Public Schools) Year 1- $1,803,784; Year 2 -
$1,362,554, and Year 3 - $1,174,409, for a total of $4,340,747; South East High School (Cherokee School District)
Year 1-$764,280, Year 2 -$371,317, and Year 3 - $328,153, for a total of $1,463,750; and Emerson Elementary
School (Kansas City Kansas School District} Year 1 - $1,080,029, Year 2 - $938,829, and Year 3 - $963,029, for a
total of $2,981,887.

Contract with Coyote Consulting, LLC (Item I.) and Contract with Topeka City of Character (item m.) (03:26:58)
Commissioner DeBacker reported that she would not be able to have additional data on the two items that had
been delayed until August. Mr. Dennis called for the question on items |. and m. Mrs. Shaver seconded the motion
which carried 7-2, with Chappell and Bacon voting in opposition. The motion to authorize the Commissioner of
Education to continue a contract with Coyote Consulting, LLC to provide statewide coordination services for the
Partnership in Character Education grant at the rate of $44 per hour (not to exceed $5,000 per month) for the total
amount payable not to exceed $45,000; plus reimbursement for expenses in an amount not to exceed $23,000 for
both in-state and out-of-state travel; and continue a contract with Topeka City of Character to provide support
services for the Character Education Program grant to provide evaluation and support services at the rate of
$29,200; plus reimbursement for expenses in an amount not to exceed $5,000 for a total of $34,200, passed on a
vote of 8-1, with Chappell voting in opposition

There being no further business, Chairman Waugh recessed the meeting at 4:58 p.m. RECESS
(03:38:20)
Janet Waugh, Chairman Penny Plarﬁénn, Secretary
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Kansas State Department of Education
New AYP Targets

AYP Reports and Change in Posting Date
The preliminary AYP Reports were scheduled to be posted for schools and districts to

begin reviewing on August 21; we’ve just been informed that may not happen until late
on August 23. Notices will be sent via the various listservs when the reports are
available.

The reports may be accessed through the KSDE authentication website at
https://online ksde.org/authentication/login.aspy  Login and passwords are required;
check with your superintendent’s office regarding who should have access.

2005-2006 AYP Targets

The new Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) targets in reading and mathematics are set!
After analyzing the 2005-2006 assessment data, the decision is to continue with K-8 and
9-12 targets. The district and State AYP targets are the same as the 9-12 targets. The
target represents the number of students in a school or district who must be at the “Meets
Standard” (formerly “Proficient”) or above performance level on the state assessments.
Attached is a chart with the new AYP targets through 2013-2014. Yes, the high school
target in reading is higher than the K-8 target as a result of the process for establishing
targets. Following are the 2005-2006 targets:

Reading Mathematics
K-8 is 67.7% K-8 is 62.5%
9-12 is 69.9% 9-12 is 50.9%

The initial data runs show that approximately 390 schools and 100 districts did not make
AYP for 2005-2006. This may partially be due to the additional grades being assessed
which resulted in many schools having more subgroups instead of just the “All Students”
group. Many schools and districts now have the “Students with Disabilities” and the
“Free and Reduced Lunch” groups added to their AYP determinations. Some schools will
also have additional groups based on race/ethnicity or English Language Learners.

AYP also includes not only the performance on the reading and mathematics assessments
but also participation rates, attendance and graduation. Participation is calculated
differently this year by using data from the KIDS system; this may be another factor
which impacts whether or not AYP is made.

Assessment Summary Reports
New Assessment Summary Reports will be posted at the same time as the AYP Reports

on the KSDE authentication website. The Assessment Summary Reports are designed to

New AYP Targets
August 23 2006
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help schools and districts check their AYP data for accuracy. The Assessment Summary
Reports provide data on the following: participation including numbers of students not
tested, proficiency by test type, 1% and 2% limitations, numbers and percents at different
performance levels and student assessment details.

AYP/QPA Appeals Tool
A new tool is now available through the KSDE authentication website. The AYP/QPA

Appeals Tool is for requesting a data change in the 2005-2006 KIDS files, correcting an
error or for filing an appeal.

Another Change to AYP—N Size
The US Department of Education denied our amendment request to increase the N size

(number of students necessary for disaggregating data) to 40. Instead we must use the
same group size for all groups and that number is 30. No longer will the Students
with Disabilities group be 40 students.

Clarification on 1% and 2%

Since the US Department of Education has not finalized its regulations regarding the 2%
for students with disabilities taking the KAMM, we are not able to apply any of the
flexibility allowed in the proposed regulations. This means that districts with less than
1% of their students with disabilities scoring at Meets Standard or above on the alternate
assessment will not be able to apply the remaining amount to the 2% scoring as Meets
Standard on the KAMM.

In addition, the 2005-2006 AYP calculations do not include former students with
disabilities in the disaggregated students with disabilities subgroup.

Clarification on Identifying Districts for Improvement

A Title I district is identified for improvement when it misses AYP in the same content
area two consecutive years or misses the same “Other Indicator” two consecutive years.
If a district misses attendance two consecutive years or graduation two consecutive years,
it is identified for improvement. It is not identified for improvement if it misses
attendance one year and graduation the next.

Process for Establishing New AYP Targets

For those who are interested, the process used to determine the AYP targets is explained
below. The process is based on the Kansas Accountability Workbook for No Child Left
Behind originally approved by the U.S. Department of Education in March 2003 and
amended in April 2006. When new state assessments are implemented, new starting
points and annual targets for AYP are to be determined.

New AYP Targets
August 23 2006
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Process for Establishing New AYP Targets

1. The Kansas State Board of Education adopted ranges of scores for each
performance level on the State reading and mathematics assessments.

2. The cut scores were applied to the 2005-2006 State assessment results.

3. Then the two methods for establishing starting points for AYP as defined in No
Child Left Behind were implemented. The law stipulates that whichever method
has the higher result is to be the starting point. One of the methods looks at which
disaggregated group has the lowest percent of students in the Meets Standard
category; the other method looks at which school based on the percent at Meets
Standard represents the 20 %tile of enrollment. The school rather than the
disaggregated group had the higher percent at Meets Standard.

4. The data was analyzed for K-8 and 9-12 and also K-12. There was little
difference. The decision was to continue with separate targets for K-8 and 9-12.

5. The goal or target for 2013-2014 is still 100%.

6. The difference between the 100% and the starting points is divided by 8 to
determine the equal one year increments.

7. The equal increments are then added to the starting point and each succeeding
year to establish the AYP targets.

8. The AYP targets for 2005-2006 are the same as the new starting points.

New AYP Targets
2006-2014
Percent of Students Scoring at Meets Standard & Above
Year K-8 9-12 K-8 9-12
Reading Reading Mathematics Mathematics
2006 67.7 69.9 62.5 50.9
2007 71.7 73.7 67.2 57.0
2008 75.8 77.4 71.9 63.2
2009 79.8 81.2 76.6 69.3
2010 83.9 85.0 81.3 75.5
2011 87.9 88.7 85.9 81.6
2012 91.9 92.5 90.6 87.7
2013 96.0 96.2 95.3 93.9
2014 100 100 100 100
New AYP Targets
August 23 2006
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New AYP Goals: Reading
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New AYP Goals: Mathematics
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K-12 Headcount Enrollment Projection
for Kansas:

2010-11 School Year through 2014-15

KANSAS
RSSOCIARTION

Jim Hays, KASB Research Specialist

July 14, 2010

989590
SIG-KASB000006




Kansas K-12 Headcount Enroliment Projection Report

July 14, 2010
Jim Hays, KASB Research Specialist

Report Summary

For the past two ycars, resident live births in Kansas have increased to the point where they
exceed the highest year of the “baby boom echo.” ' These two age cohorts will be first graders in the last
two years of this projection, helping to push statewide enrollment totals to their highest levels since the
early 1970s. Much of the increase in births is attributable to our fastest growing population component;
Hispanic Kansans. But total school enrollment is not solely a factor of more children ages 5-17 being in
schools. Virtual schools, alternative programs and drop-out recovery programs are changing the
definition ol; “enroliment” to the point where comparisons of these numbers with prior years may become
impossible.

KASB Enrollment Projection:
Kansas Public Schools

550,000 -
498,202 504,902
485,490 491,730 T
471,022 473,097 479,204 480892 N ; r D v
o v e i O R W[
§ 330,000 4
3
&
§ 220,000
110,000 -
0 + + + + & 55 I

2004-05 2005-06 2006-07 2007-08 2008-09 2009-10 2010-11 2011-12 2012-13 2013-14 2014-15
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' Graph at the top of page 7.

2 This report deals with actual and projected headcount enrollment, defined as students who enroll in public schools
for any part of a day; full-time equivalent (F.T E.) enrollment is often used for other purposes and will usually be a
slightly smaller number.
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Population Trends in Kansas

The population of Kansas today is the smallest percentage of the total U.S. population that it has
been since the earlicst days of statehood. We are less than 1% of our country. During the 20th century,
population growth in Kansas has never equaled the rate of growth in the country as a whole.
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The population of Kansas has grown without interruption during the 20th century, except for the
1930s, when total state population declined from 1,880,999 to 1,801,028, In 1890, we were 2.27% of the
total US population and today we are less than 1.00%.*

> For a more detailed comparison of Kansas data with US data, see Appendix B.
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Kansas: % of Total United States Population
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Much of this lack of population growth is, of course, attributable to the rural nature of our state
and the changes in the economic condition of rural America. Somne of those changes have accelerated
during the last half of the century. Twenty-five (25) Kansas counties grew in population, as did the state
as a whole, during the agricultural catastrophe of the 1980s, but 80 counties lost population. The 1990s
were better for some areas of Kansas: 48 counties increased in population and 57 lost population. Of
those which declined, 12 counties lost more than 10 % of their population during the past decade. Fifty-
four shaded counties on the map below (54 of 105 or 51.4%) departed the 20th century with less
population than they had when the century started.
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The total resident population of Kansas was hit hard by the Great Depression and the World War
years. From 1930 to 1950 statewide population grew by only 24,300 people, or less than 1.3%,
Averaging that over 20 years means that each year Kansas only added 1,215 people, each month only
about 101, or each day only about three persons. In contrast, during the same time period the total U.S.
population grew by an average of 3,965 persons per day. So, while we accounted for over 1.0% of the
total U.S. population during this time period, we only contributed 00.07% (seven one-hundredths of one
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percent) of the U.S. population growth rate. This was a turning point for us; from this point forward in
the 20th century, Kansas ceased to be a meaningful component of national population growth.

Population in Kansas
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The U.S. Census Bureau makes estimates of population, during the years between official census
counts. The bureau’s latest estimates show a continuing pattern of slow growth, fucled largely by
immigration and births.

Kansas Estimated Population:
Changes During the Decade Between Census Counts
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Population growth can only result from two sources: people can be born in an area in greater

numbers than they die, or more people can move into an area than move away. Kansas birth totals are on
the rise, somewhat related to the increases in Hispanic births.
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When births exceed deaths, we expect total population to grow unless more people move away
than move into the area. In Kansas during the 1980s, births exceeded deaths by 176,749 persons but
total population only grew by 113,352, indicating that people were leaving Kansas in greater numbers
than others moving in.

NetMiquﬁon in Kansas:

1980 through 1990
2,500,000 -
1,200,000

397,215 "

113,352 20,465

100,000 PO ..o A ; EER )
1980 Census 1990 Census Fopuiation Gain Births Deaths -63,367
Net Out- Migration
Net Migration

During the 1990s, this situation reversed, primarily due to Hispanic immigration. Births
exceeded deaths by 142,276 but total population grew by 211,236. This means that almost 70,000 more
people moved into Kansas than moved out.
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Net-Migratian lﬁ Kansas ’
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Since 2000, the Census Bureau estimates that net out-migration has returned, even in spite of
Hispanic immigration. The bureau is able to estimate the components of these migration changes. Total
population in Kansas has grown by 87,579 persons since the 2000 census, but births have exceeded
deaths by 109,842, indicating a net out-migration of -22,263 persons. With 46,314 international
immigrants coming to Kansas, this means that -68,577 persons living in Kansas in 2000 (roughly, the
combined populations of Manhattan and Junction City) have since left the state.

Kansas Net-Migration: 2000-2007 (estimated)
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Another way 10 look at this situation is to consider just how much the growth in Hispanic
Kansans has contributed to the total growth in state population. During the 1980s, for every four persons
that our population grew, one was a Hispanic. Since 2000, Hispanics have made up over 50% of our
population growth.

Kansas Growth From Hispanics?
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Population projections for Kansas are made in the “Governor's Economic and Demographic
Report” from the Division of the Budget. An explanation of this year's projections and the methods used
to make those projections is available on the web at hirp:/da state. ks. us/budget/ecodemo. htm. In this repont
Kansas population is projected to grow to 2,988,382 by 2025, an increase of 11.2% from Census 2000
totals. We will exceed 3 million Kansans by 2027.

It will not take long to reveal whether this forecast is holding true, as the 2010 Census is now
being conducted, and preliminary results should be available by late 2011,
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Actual and Projected Population: Kansas
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There may seem to be little that Kansas boards of education can do to stem a tide of net out-
migration in a state, or to increase in-migration. Economic forces seem out of our control. However,
access to education and health care, at acceptable levels of quality and quantity, are two key elements for
population mobility in rural counties in Kansas. Policy makers should keep those factors foremost in
their minds as they ponder the question of just who wants to live here and how can we get more of them
to want to live here.

Naote: All of the population information, cstimates and projections in this section come from malerials published by the US Bureau of the
Census, and reported in the “Kanasas Statistical Abstract 2008” 43rd edition, September 2009, Insti for Policy & Social Research, The
University of Kansas.
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Resident Live Births, by Month

The following table shows resident live births by month for the years covered in this enrollment
projection study. The data is presented in “years” (September through the following August)
corresponding to the age cligibility for attending first grade. The first six years of this data is then
compared to actual first grade enrollments in order to develop a relationship. Each year results in a ratio;
put another way, what percent of the children born to Kansas residents actually enrolled in first grade in
Kansas public schools? Those six ratios are averaged and that “mean ratio” is used with the last five
years of birth data to predict first grade enrollments in the years projected by this report.

Kansas School Year Age Cohorts

1997- 1998- 1999- 2000- 2001- 2002- 2003- 2004- 2005- 2006- 2007-

98 99 00 01 62 03 04 05 06 07 08
September 3219 3,397 3397 3,342 3,303 3467 3363 3,427 3478 3,557 3,519
October 3,181 3,241 3283 3,369 3,382 3331 3,349 3,306 3217 3,403 3,595
November 2,976 2,953 3,087 3286 3,097 3,077 3,021 3,167 3201 3,281 3,407
December 3,151 3,304 3216 3,245 3216 3295 3296 3409 3,376 3464 3,38]
January 3,106 3,120 3243 3370 3,174 3312 3,115 3,111 3259 3,459 3,523
February 3,006 2,960 3,163 2,934 3,032 3,005 3,045 2,990 3066 3,18 3,312
March 3,209 3,296 3,345 3,315 3291 3,178 3411 3,409 3,501 3,586 3,439
April 3,092 3,138 3,155 3,128 3,169 3203 3,275 3,210 3,181 3,299 3,359
May 3,136 3,141 3392 3,170 3303 3,331 3229 3,288 3447 3479 3,430
June 3,185 3,283 3284 3,150 3,168 3269 3264 3,445 3401 3,500 3,507
July 3,425 3,388 3416 3,351 3,529 3,534 3435 3353 3,607 3,761 3,611
August 3,318 3439 3411 3416 3502 3492 3470 3,623 3,729 3,783 3,703
Total 38,004 38,660 39,392 39,076 39,166 39,494 39273 39,738 40,463 41,758 41,78

The births listed here are resident live births; they do not include children born in a Kansas
hospital to parents from other states such as Oklahoma or Missouri, and they do include any children
born elsewhere-even in another state perhaps-whose parents listed a home address in Kansas. For
example: children who may be born in Overland Park, but whose parents reside in Lee’s Summit, are not
included here, but are counted by Missouri as a resident live birth for their state; any children bomn in
Kansas City, Missouri, whose parents reside in Johnson County, are included here. This data is prepared
from official birth certificate information obtained from the Kansas Department of Health and
Environment, The department goes to great pains to reconcile birth certificate information with the home
address listed for the parents, even exchanging information with similar agencies charged with health
statistics recording in other states. Unfortunately, for purposes of individual district enrollment forecasts,
the data cannot be presented below the county level; for example, school district boundaries cannot be
recognized by the data collection system. Postal zip codes could be used, but these boundaries frequently
change in metropolitan arcas, are not consistent over time, and do not match school district boundaries
either,

10
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Actual First Grade Enrollments Compared to Resident Live Births

The first step of this enrollment projection technique is to develop a mathematical relationship
between actual resident live births and first grade enrollments seven years later when those children have
reached six years of age or more. Total resident live births from the previous table divided by the actual
recorded first grade enrollments for the years when those children would have normally entered first
grade and a ratio, expressed as a decimal number, is determined. That ratio is calculated for cach year of
six years, and then is averaged for the entire period. This process is shown below:

Process for projecting first grade enrollment
Ratio of 1st Actual First

Birth Total grade Grade School
Years Births enroliment Enrollment Years
to births

1997-98 38,004 90.8% 34,526 2004-05
1998-99 38,660 89.7% 34,673 2005-06
1999-00 39,392 88.83% 34,971 2006-07
200001 39,076 91.7% 35,820 2007-08
2001-02 39,166 91.1% 35,662 2008-09
2002-03 39,494 92.6% 36,582 2009-10
Average
Ratio 90.8%

. The above “average ratio” is then multiplied by total resident live births for Kansas for the last
five years for which data is available, in order to arrive at projected first grade enroliments for the next
five years, upon which this enrollment projection is based. The following table shows how this average
ratio is used:

Birth Total Average Projected School
Years Births Ratio  First Grade  Years
Enroliment
200304 39,273 90.8% 35,651 2010-11

2004-05 39,738 90.8% 36,073 2011-12
2005-06 40,463 90.8% 36,731 2012-13
2006-07 41,758 90.8% 37,907 2013-14
200708 41,782 90.8% 37,928 2014-15

This forecasting technique relies on first grade cnrollments as a starting point, so overstating or
understating those ¢nrollments could present problems. On the above table it appears that the “market
share” of children born to Kansas parents who enrolled in first grade in public schools has varied slightly
over the past six years. The highest ratio of first grade enrollments to previous resident live births is
92.6% (last year), the lowest is 88.8% (Fall 2006) and the mean or average is 90.8% for the six years.
This variation from the mean can be calculated in terms of what it could mean for projected first grade
enrollments.

11
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The average of 90.8% of resident live births results in the projected first grade enrollments
above. Using the lowest annual rate of 88.8% and the highest annual rate of 92.6% we can calculate the
possible range within which foresceable first grade enrollments will fall over the next six years. Keep in
mind, national averages of non-public school enroliment are usually pegged about 12-14%, so Kansas has
had a somewhat higher rate of public school enrollment. Is this changing? This issue arises in the form
of questions about the perceived growth in public school alternatives, such as parochial schools and
home schooling. The fact is, about 90% of Kansas children enrol! in public school first grades and that
ratio has remained steady over time. There are substantially more alternatives available to the remaining
10% of the students than previously, but that group is not growing in overall size.

Put another way, we can answer the question “What will first grade enrollments be if the fature
is more like the highest year, of the six years, than it is the average?” Or, “What will first grade
enrollments be if the future is more like the lowest year, of the six years, than it is the average?”

1st Grade Enrollments: What if the niext 5 years are like ............?
38,701 e
38,679 ~—o— flighest Yoear
92.6%
~-— x Year
37300 + Average 90.8%
36,582
37,071 37,093 —a&~~ Lowest Year
36300 + 28.8%
35300 +
34528467
| Sl
34300 +- 34,865
33300 + + + + + + + + 4
2004. 2005- 2006- 2007- 2008- 2009- 2010~ 2011- 2012- 2013- 2014-
05 06 07 08 09 10 il 12 13 14 15
Actual and Projected School Years

The data and the trends do not indicate that we are going to change;
about 90% will enroll in public schools. But, the above graph lets us see
Just what could be the maximum enrollment, if the use of private school
alternatives does increase. In any event, birth activity indicates we will
have the largest first grades in recent years by the fall of 2013.

These first grade enrollments, for the five school years beginning with 2010-11, form the basis
for the total enrollment projections. The remainder of the students involved in the five year enroliment
projection are located somewhere other than first grade, and the projections of their total numbers are
arrived at using a “co-hort survival technique” which is explained more fully in the next section of the
report.
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Co-hort Survival Ratios; Calculations of Grade-to-Grade Retention

This enrollment forecasting technique relies on what statisticians call a “co-hort survival”
method. The theory behind this type of projection is that relationships exist between the transition points

in public school cnrollment; students leave one grade and progress 1o another. If more students are

cnrolled in one grade one year than were enrolled in the previous grade the previous year, then students
must have moved into Kansas, or moved into public schools from non-public schools. If the reverse is

happening, if fewer students enroll, then students must be either moving out of the state or dropping out
of public schools.

The actual headcount enrollments for the state for the previous six years were analyzed and a
“survival ratio” was calculated for each grade for each year. Then the ratios for each grade were
averaged over the six year period. That average, or “mean ratio,” is then used to calculate the projected
enrollments beyond first grade for the following five years.

The table below shows the actual headcount enrollments for Kansas for the past six years, and
the ratios calculated for each grade each year, as well as the average or “mean ratio” for the six years.

Kindergarten
1-K ratio
1st grade
: 1-2 ratio
2nd grade
2-3 ratio
3rd grade
3-4 matio
4th grade
4-5 ratio
Sth grade
5-6 ratio
6th grade
6-7 ratio
7th grade
7-8 ratio
8th grade
8-9 ratio
9th grade
9-10 ratio
10th grade
10-11 ratio
11th grade
11-12 ratio
1 2th grade
special ed
non-graded

2004-
05
34,191

ratio

98.6%

34,526
98.5%

32,845
100.0%

33,153
100.2%

33,496
100.4%

33,879
100.7%

34,509
100.7%

35,740
100.1%

35,900
106.6%

39,190
94.5%

36,247
94.2%

34,301
95.9%

33,536
5,450 95.0%
9.074 111.5%

2005-
06

34,658
34,673
34,015
32,846
33,229
33,630
34,103
34,763
35,790
38,259
37,026
34,138
32,889

5,179
10,118

‘Total Enrollment

466,037

465,316

ratio

99.1%

98.2%

99.0%

99.6%

100.1%

101.0%

101.1%

100.3%

106.7%

94.9%

93.6%

96.3%

99.9%
109.8%

2006~
07
34815

ratio

97.2%

34971
101.1%

34,046
102.1%

33,690
102.3%

32,710
102.6%

33,253
102.1%

33,976
101.4%

34470
100.7%

34,870
107.7%

38,193
95.2%

36,315
93.5%

34,656
97.0%

32,888
5,174 105.8%
11,108 103.6%

2007-
08

35,484
35,820
35,369
34,766
34,466
33,558
33,950
34,452
34,713
37,544
36,342
33,959
33,611

5,476
11,512

465,135

471,022

ratio

99.5%

99.2%

100.2%

100.6%

100.7%

100.6%

101.1%

100.1%

107.7%

95.2%

93.3%

97.2%

104.6%
105.6%

2008-
09

36,273
35,662
35,540
35,446
34,972
34,716
33,745
34,328
34,482
37,391
35,735
33,910
33,013

5,728
12,156

ratio

99.2%

100.0%

100.9%

100.8%

101.0%

100.9%

101.4%

100.9%

108.4%

95.1%

93.8%

98.7%

106.3%
113.6%

2009-
10
36,366

Average
Ratio

98.7%

36,582
99.4%

35,654
100.4%

35,849
100.7%

35,744
101.0%

35,312
101.1%

35,043
101.1%

34,216
100.4%

34,642
107.4%

37,366
95.0%

35,541
93.71%

33,524
97.0%
33,465
6,090
13,810

102.3%
108.8%

473,097

479,204
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As the above results are analyzed, keep in mind that a retontion ratio greator than 16084 means
that more students enrolled in a grade than were enrolled in the next lowest grade the previous year. A
“mean ratio” for the entire six year period of greater than 100% means that some substantial movement
into Kansas public schools is occurring, and a ratio of less than 100% means just the opposite.

Because kindergarten enrollment is less certain, first grade enrollment is used as the basis of this
technique and kindergarten “survival ratios” are calculated backwards. That is, the relationship analyzed
is that of actual first grade enrollment with actual kindergarten enrollment the previous year. Therefore,
if the K-1 survival ratio is greater than 100%, then more children were in kindergarten than later enrolled
in first grade. If the K-1 ratio is less than 100%, then fewer children were in kindergarten than later
cnrolled in first grade. '

Sometimes it is helpful to graphically illustrate how many grade-to-grade retention ratios are
more or less than 100%, as a way of showing just how many grades are gaining or losing enrollment. For
purposes of this graph we have reversed the K-1st grade ratio to conform to the other grades. This
graphic representation of the favorable, and unfavorable, retention ratios illustrates several of the
enrollment issues in Kansas. First and second grade ratios reflect non-public school kindergarten
enrollment, and students repeating first grade before moving on to second grade. To have positive cohort
survival ratios at most grade levels up to and including 9th grade is quite rare among individual districts in
Kansas and represents Hispanic immigration and some students leaving non-public schools to enroll in
public schools. At 9th grade, when many non-public schools end, Kansas USD enrollment sees an
increase. While the high school grades show predictable attrition rates, they also show the loss of
potential enroliment that “dropouts™ represent.

Six Year Average Retention Ratios by Grade
125.0% -+
I
|
18. +
13.0% 107.4%
108.0% 4101.3% 100.4% 0079 101.0% 101.1% 100.1% 146 4e A\ No Chunge
F‘* '
95.0% -+ 99.4%
. 97.0%
95.0% 93.7%
85.0% -
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tst 2nd 3rd 4th Sth 6th Tth 8th Oth 10th 11th 12th
Grade Grade Grade Grade Grade Grade Grade Grade Grade Grade (Grade Grade
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Projected Enrollment

The mean ratios calculated for each grade in the district are multiplied by the headcount
carollments for the last actual year of data to determine the grade totals for next year. Then those
multiplications are repeated four more times, each year using the same average ratios determined earlier.
The individual grade totals thereby derived are then summed for the state as whole, and those totals are
displayed on the graph which began this report.

The following table shows the projected enrollment figures for each year, for each grade:

Average 2010- 2011- 2012~ 2013- 2014-

Ratio 11 12 13 14 18

Kindergarten 35,609 36,258 37,419 37.440 37.440
1-K ratio 98.4%

1st grade 35,651 36,073 36,731 37,907 37,928
1-2 ratio 99.1%

2nd grade 36,366 35,440 35,860 36,514 37,683
3 ratic  1004%

3rd grade 35,814 36,529 35,600 36,021 36,678
3-4ratic  100.6%

4th grade 36,104 36,069 36,789 35,852 36,277
4.5 ratio 100.8%

5th grade 36,084 36,448 36,412 37,139 36,194
S-6 ratio  101.0%

6th grade 35,685 36,466 36,833 36,797 37,532
6-Tratio  101.0%

7th grade 35,444 36,094 36,883 37,254 37,2181
7-8 ratio 100.2%

8th grade 34,363 35,597 36,249 37,042 37419
8-9ratio  107.2%

Oth grade 37,208 36,909 38,233 38,934 39,786
9-10 ratio 94.7%

10th grade 35,482 35,331 35,047 36,305 36,970
10-11 ratio 93.7%

t1th grade 33,296 33,240 33,099 32,833 34,012
11-12 ratio 96.8%

12th grade 32,526 32,304 32,250 32,114 31,859

special ed 101.1% 6,232 6,378 6,527 6,080 6,836

non-graded 106.0% 15,029 16,355 17,798 19,369 21,078

Total Enrollment 480,892 485490 491,730 498,202 504,90

Birth activity has created some stability in Kansas enrollments. But a more important factor in
K-12 school enrollment in our state has been the impact of Hispanic students. As their numbers have
increased, they've offset somewhat the population and enrollinent losses felt by many Kansas districts.
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Conclusion

Cohort survival ratios are used frequently as an enrollment forecasting technique because they
offer both a short-term and a long-term perspective. We have chosen to use an average of six years worth
of (cohort survival ratios) information about Kansas. We could have used only the most recent year, or
two. Because migration patterns (especially retention ratios more and less than 100% in the elementary
grades) are a factor influencing enrollment change in Kansas, and because migration patterns can change
relatively quickly, the possibility exists that these projections understate what will be actual public
school enrollment.

No single enrollment forecast can answer all questions or always be precisely accurate. This
caution is not intended to reduce the reader’s confidence in this method. With the kingd of migration
patterns, population changes and birth rate data affecting Kansas, a cohort survival ratio appears ideally
suited to forecast changes in total enrollment in our state.

Appendix

Appendix A displays interesting data comparing enrollments now with enrollments in the early
1970s, at the height of the impact from the “baby boom” in Kansas. The table shows the 15 largest
districts now, and what their enrollment was in 1970-71, and shows the 15 largest districts in 1970-71
and what their enrollment is now.

Appendix B is a summary of selected data from the US Census showing how Kansas compares (o
the rest of the country in various categories. Several specific categories of significant variation are
shaded. Itis easy to see from this data characteristics of Kansas quite unlike similar characteristics of the
United States, as a whole.
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Full-time Equivalent (FTE) enrollment data

39 Years of Enroliment Change:

18 Largest Districts Now: What was their enroliment at the peak of the “Baby Boom?”

Todny's Enr
1970-71 FTE d{ Enr as % of

USD USDName Enr { Change 1970?
259 Wichita 60,817.5 45,269.0 -15,538.5 74.4%
512 Shawnee Mission 43,693.5 26,4950 -17,198.5 60.6%
233 Olathe 4,477.0 25,4484 20,9714 568.4%
229 Blue Valley 832.0 20,3080 19,476.0 2440.9%
500 Kansas City 32,8715 18,450.7 -14,4208 56.1%
501 Topeka 23,589.5 13,1214 -10,468.1 55.6%
497 Lawrence 7,746.0 10,561.0 2,815.0 136.3%
475 Geary County 6,710.0 7,271.3 561.3 108.4%
305 Salina 10,237.5 7,006.0 -3231.5 68.4%
457 Garden City 4,556.5 6,835.8 2,279.3 150.0%
266 Maize 912.0 6,361.4 5,449.4 697.5%
232 De Soto 1,797.5 6,203.2 4,405.7 345.1%
260 Derby 57120 6,185.1 473.1 108.3%
383 Manhattan 5,360.0 5,739.0 379.0 107.1%
443 Dodge City 4,118.0 5,734.0 1,616.0 139.2%
Total State 493,439.5 4487277 44,7118 90.9%

15 Largest Districts at the peak of the “Baby Boom”; What is their enrollment now?

5 Today's Enr
E: 2009-10 FTE Enr as % of
USD USDName KN 4 Enr Change 19707
259 Wichita 60,817.5 45,2690 -15,548.5 74.4%
512 Shawnee Mission 43,693.5 26,4950 -17,198.5 60.6%
500 Kansas City 32,8715 18,450.7 -14,420.8 56.1%
501 Topeka 23,589.5 13,1214 -10,468.1 55.6%
305 Salina 10,237.5 7,0060  -32315 68.4%
308 Hutchinson 7,752.5 4,626.5 -3,126.0 59.7%
497 Lawrence 7,746.0 10,561.0 2,815.0 136.3%
475 Geary County 6,710.0 72713 561.3 108.4%
260 Derby 5,712.0 6,185.1 473.1 108.3%
453 Leavenworth 5,419.0 3,738.0 -1,681.0 69.0%
383 Manhattan 5,360.0 5,739.0 379.0 107.1%
202 Turner 5,304.5 3,690.1 -1,614.4 69.6%
457 Garden City 4,556.5 6,835.8 2,279.3 150.0%
233 Olathe 44770 25,4484 20,9714 568.4%
443 Dodge City 4,118.0 5,734.0 1,616.0 139.2%
Total State 493,439.5 448,7277 44,7118 90.9%
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Appendix B: Census Data for Kansas and US

Population QuickFacts Kansas
Population, 2009 estimate . 2818747
Population, percent change, April 1, 2000 to July 1, 2009 SR 3 TS
Population estimates base (April 1) 2000 2,688,811
Persons under 5 years old, percent, 2008 7.20%
Persons under 18 years old, percent, 2008 25.00%
Persons 65 years old and over, percent, 2008 13.10%
Female persons, percent, 2008 50.30%
White persons, percent, 2008 (a) B o T
Black persons, percent, 2008 (a) 6.20%
American Indian and Alaska Native persons, percent, 2008 (a) 1.00%
Agsian persons, percent, 2008 (a) 2.20%
Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander, percent, 2008 (a) 0.10%

Persons reporting two or more races, percent, 2008
Persons of Hispanic or Latino origin, percent, 2008 (b)

White persons not Hispanic, percent, 2008 o 8030%
Living in same house in 1995 and 2000, pct 5 yrs old & over 52.40%
Foreign born persons, percent, 2000 5.00%

Language other than English spoken at home, pct age 5+, 2000

8.70%

High school graduates, percent of persons age 25+, 2000

Bachelor's degree or higher, pect of persons age 25+, 2000 et S 2
Persons with a disability, age 5+, 2000 429,687
Mean travel time to work (minutes), workers age 16+, 2000 19
Housing units, 2008 1,226,859
Homeownership rate, 2000 69.20%
Housing units in multi-unit structures, percent, 2000 17.50%
Median value of owner-occupied housing units, 2000 $83,500
Households, 2000 1,037,891
Persons per household, 2000 2.51
Median household income, 2008 $50,174
Per capita money income, 1999 $20,506
Persons below poverty level, percent, 2008 11.30%

2 ']
281,424,602

6.90%
24.30%
12.80%
50.70%

12.80%
1.00%
4.50%

0.20%

54.10%
11.10%

17.90%

) ‘34/

49,746,248
255

129,065,264
66.20%
26.40%

$119,600

105,480,101
2.59
$52,029
$21,587
13.20%

989590
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Business QuickFacts

Private nonfarm establishiments, 2007

Private nonfarm employment, 2007

Private nonfasrm employment, percent change 2000-2007
Nonemployer establishments, 2007

Total mumber of firms, 2002

Black-owned firms, percent, 2002

American Indian and Alaska Native owned firms, percent, 2002

Asian-owned firms, percent, 2002

Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific [slander owned firms, percent,
2002

Hispanic-owned firms, percent, 2002

Women-owned firms, percent, 2002

Manufacturers shipments, 2002 ($1000)

Wholesale trade sales, 2002 ($1000)

Retail sales, 2002 ($1000)

Retail sales per capila, 2002

Accommodation and foodservices sales, 2002 ($1000)
Building permits, 2008

Federal spending, 2008

Geography QuickFacts

Land area, 2000 (square miles)
Persons per square mile, 2000

Appendix B: Census Data for Kansas and US

Kansas

771,571
11,690,991
3.6%'
183,555
219,378
2.00%

0.80%
1.60%

0.00%

Y
&

50,897,796
44,117,100
26,505,396
$9,770
3,196,947
8,188
251,289,891

Kansas

81,814.88

USA

7,705,018
120,604,265

5.70%
21,708,021
22,974,655

5.20%

0.90%
4.80%

0.10%

3,916,136,712
4,634,755,112
3,056,421,997
$10,615
449498718
905,359
27,717,821,522

USA
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EXHIBIT 6



Y
Kansas 4

state department of
Education

~

% Division of Fiscal & Administrative Services

785-296-3871
785-296-0459 (fax)

120 SE 10th Avenue *  Topeka, KS 66612-1182 * 785-296-6338 (TTY) * www.ksde.org

- —z

September 22, 2010

Mr. Kent Olson, Director

Division of Accounts and Reports

900 S.W. Jackson Room 351-S

Topeka, Kansas 66612

Dear Mr. Olson:

In accordance with KSA 72-8814c, the State Board of Education is required to certify to the
Director of Accounts and Reports the entitlements of school districts for computation of the
School District Capital Outlay State Aid program.-

The certification amount for the 2009-10 school year is listed on the attached computer printout
(SF1013).

Feel free to contact this office if you have questions concerning this certification.

Sincerely,

Dale M. Dennis, Deputy
Commissioner of Education

DMD:tjm

h:ksde:Olson—Certification of CO—9-22-10
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9/21/2010 Col1 Col2 Col3 Col 4 ColS Col6
2009-10 2009-10 2009-10 2009-10 2009-10 2009-10
Usp FTE Enroliment | Caplital Outlay Total Assd. Capital Outlay | Capital Outlay | Capital Qutlay Ald
No, County Name USD Name {Includes MILT) Mill Levy Valuation Taxes tevied Ald Rate (Col 4 X Col 5)

256{Allen Marmaton Valley 338.5 0.00 14,518,228 0 0.3900 0
257}Allen lola 1,300.9 S.00/ 50,061,211 250,306 0.4700 117,644,
258|Allen Humboldt 528.5 5.03 25,624,761 128,893 0.3300 42,535
365|Anderson Garnett 1,100.9 3.99 59,202,055 236,216 0.3000 70,865,
479} Anderson Crest 224.5 0.00 13,100,521 0 0.2000 0
377|Atchison Atchison County 664.6 0.00 39,824,555 0 0.2700 0
409| Atchison Atchison 1,732.1 4.00 81,486,496 325,946 0.3300 107,562,
254]{Barber Barber Co. 4545 4.02 68,284,990 274,506 0.0000 0
255 Barber South Barber Co. 227.5 8.11 54,547,867 436,383 0.0000 0
354!|8arton Claflin 210.5 4.00 22,489,391 89,958 0.0000 0
355/Barton Ellinwood 406.7 0.00 30,322,057 0 0.0700 0
428)Barton Great Bend 3,038.7 0.00! 137,935,912 0 0.3700 0
431)Barton Holsington 622.4 0.00 35,688,404 0 0.1600 0
234]Bourbon Ft. Scott 1,890.8 2.29 76,819,298 175,916 0.4400 77,403
235!Bourbon Uniontown 437.6 0.00 13,495,645 0 0.5200 0
415{Brown Hiawatha 835.9 3.95 67,061,331 264,892 0.0700 18,542
430|Brown Brown County 617.2 0.00 20,733,403 0 0.5200 0
205 | Butler Bluestem 537.0 3.98 28,531,723 113,556 0.3300 37,474
206} Butler Remington-Whitewater 524.0 0.00 33,819,855 0 0.1600 0
375|Butler Cirdle 1,628.2 5.50 158,980,280 874,392 0.0000 0
385/|Butler Andover 4,699.5 7.00 263,153,506 1,842,075 0.3000 552,622
394 |Butler Rose Hill 1,724.7 4.40 57,694,088 253,854 0.5000 126,927
396|Butler Douglass 736.8 0.00 24,163,581 0 0.5200 0
402|Butler Augusta 2,179.5 6.00 79,216,165 475,297 0.4700 223,390
490; Butler €l Dorado 1,993.0 5.00 154,858,931 774,295 0.0500 38,715
492 Butler Flinthills 284.5 3.99 14,666,988 58,521 0.3200 18,727
284|Chase Chase County 405.1 5.02 38,722,190 194,385 0.0000 9
28S|Chautauqua  [Cedar Vale 1440 0.00| 6,689,653 0 0.3100 0
286]Chautauqua  |Chautauqua 367.5 0.00 17,982,244 1] 0.3300 0
404{Cherokee Riverton 794.5 0.00 29,027,453 0 0.4900 0
493|Cherokee Columbus 1,113.0 4.01 55,373,436 222,047 0.3400 75,496
499/Cherokee Galena 756.5 0.00 13,308,156 0 0.6500 0
508|Cherokee Baxter Springs 927.0 0.00 25,172,788 0 0.5600 0
103|Cheyenne Cheylin 137.0 3.00 14,737,460 44,212 0.0000 0
297|Cheyenne St. Francis 286.3 3.95 35,639,406 140,776 0.0000 0
219} Clark Minneola 2611 4,00 21,886,906 87,548 0.0500 4,377
220} Clark Ashland 221.0 1.85 35,177,796 65,079 0.0000 0
379;Clay Clay Center 1,359.3 0.00| 67,469,990 0 0.3400 0
333,Cloud Concordia 1,067.7 3.99 46,227,109 184,446 0.4000 73,778
334|Cloud Southern Cloud 255.6 4.03 18,118,162 73,016 0.0500 3,651
243|Coffey Lebo-Waverly 526.0 0.00 24,079,769 0 0.3900 -0
244|Coffey Burlington 823.0 4.00 341,076,192 1,364,305 0.0000 10
245/Coffey LeRoy-Gridley 246.5 3.93 18,633,182 73,228 0.0400 2,929
300!Comanche Commanche County 317.1 3.99 53,284,643 212,606 0.0000 0
462|Cowley Central 347.0 6.09 11,729,798 71,434 0.4800 34,289
463! Cowley Udal 362.5 0.00 15,560,650 0 0.4500 0
465|Cowley Winfield 2,348.6 7.43 97,538,983 724,715 0.4400 318,874
470{Cowley Arkansas City 2,628.9 0.00 79,627,865 0 0.5400 .0
471)Cowley Dexter 151.2 0.00] 5,953,428 0 0.4800 Y
246/Crawford Northeast 5615 0.00 16,348,877 0 0.5300 0
247|Crawford Cherok 657.0 0.00 26,654,477 0 0.4600 0
248|Crawford Girard 1,008.8 4.00 33,857,376 135,430, 0.4900 66,360
249|Crawford Frontenac 850.0 0.00! 24,202,001 0 .0
250! Crawford Pittsburg 2,700.2 3.92 143,022,870 560,650 ; 151,375
294 | Decatur Oberlin 358.0 6.00 29,517,201 177,103 0
393|Dickinson Solomon 369.0 0.00 20,444,993 0 0
435| Dickinson Abilene 1,526.7 4.03 74,751,797, 301,250 99,412

SF1013.xlsx
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9/21/2010 Col1 Cal2 Col3 Col4 Col5 Col 6 ;'
2009-10 2009-10 2009-10 2009-10 2009-10 2009-10
usp FTE Enroliment | Capital Outlay Total Assd. Capital Outlay | Capital Outlay | Capital Outlay Aid i
No. County Name USD Name (includes MILT) Mill Levy Valuation Taxes Levied Aid Rate (Col 4 X Col 5) ‘
473! Dickinson Chapman 969.7 3.99 60,154,384 240,016 0.2200 52,804 i
481/ Dickinson Rural Vista 419.3 0.00, 23,127,605 0 0.2900 0 ;
487|Dickinson Herington 510.1 0.00 18,466,357 0 0.4800 0 !
111|Doniphan Doniphan West Schaols 373.1 0.00 35,266,973 0; 3200 0 ?
406[Doniphan __ [Wathena 409.5 0.00 18,385,045 o] 0.4000 0 !
429{Doniphan Troy 347.0 0.00 15,804,071 0 0.3800 0 E
486{Doniphan Elwood 300.2 0.00 12,283,756 0 0.4300 0
348|Douglas Baldwin City 1,336.4 7.99 73,555,720 587,710 0.2900 170,436
491|Douglas Eudora 1,454.0 4.00 56,554,476/ 226,218, 0.4300 97,274
497|Douglas Lawrence 10,604.9 5.97 963,038,628, 5,749,341/ 0.0000 0
347|Edwards Kinsely-Offerle 3572.5 1.60] 26,324,337 42,119 0.0000 0
502|Edwards Lewis 109.0 0.00 17,351,440 0 0.0000 ]
282|Elk West Elk 336.0 3.96 18,661,764 73,901 0.2900 21,431
283{Elk Elk Valley 190.6 0.00! 12,681,353 0 0.1900 0
388iEllis Ellis 392.6 5.98 30,472,398 182,225 0.0000 0
432|Eliis Victoria 257.0 8.00 28,187,395 225,499 0.0000 0
489|Ellis Hays 2,839.3 8.00 241,870,289 1,934,962 0.0000 0
327|Elisworth Ellsworth 622.0 3.97 33,220,123 131,884 0.3300 43,522
328 Elisworth Lorraine 410.3 1.99 64,199,186 127,756 0.0000 0
363 |Finney Holcomb 939.8 3.50 176,932,368 619,263 0.0000 0
457 |Finney Garden City 6,930.3 4.00 315,393,821 1,261,575 0.3700 466,783
381|Ford Spearville 358.0 0.00 16,870,206 0 0.3700 0
443|Ford Dodge City 5,808.5 3.99 183,366,354 731,632 0.5200 380,449
459:Ford Bucklin 244.7 4.00 28,269,758 113,079 0.0000 0
287 | Franklin West Franklin 700.5 3.99 37,588,129 149,977 0.2900 43,493
288| Franklin Centra! Heights 5315 0.00 22,299,949 [ 0.4200 0
289/ Franklin Wellsville 842.7 7.99 44,571,482 356,126 0.3000 106,838
290 Franklin Ottawa 2,439.8 3.99 117,721,270 469,708 0.3400 159,701
475|Geary Junction City 7,803.4 0.00 200,843,265 0 0.5700 0
291{Gove Grinnell 73.8 3.98 14,220,956 56,599 0.0000 0
292|Gove Wheatland 102.0 0.00 10,585,720, 0 0.0000 0
293{Gove Quinter 266.5 8.00 18,809,863 150,479 0.0700 10,534
281{Graham Graham County 363.1 8.00 42,116,647 336,933 0.0000 0
214|{Grant Ulysses 1,6104 3.00 333,884,637 1,001,654 0.0000 0
102|Gray Cimarron-Ensign 658.7 0.00 34,668,757 0 0.3300 0
371{Gray Montezuma 2343 199 14,739,111 29,331 0.1400 4,106
476|Gray Copeland 120.0 1.99 11,955,670 23,792 0.0000 0
477|Gray ingalls 229.0 3.99 16,175,002 64,538 0.0700 4,518
200! Greeley Greeley County 211.8 3.99 35,620,577 142,126 0.0000 0
386] Greenwood Madison-Virgil 230.2 0.00 12,913,598 0, 0.2500 0
389|Greenwood Eureka 609.0 3.98 27,597,286 109,837 0.3600 39,541
390{Greenwood Hamilton 93.5 0.97 7,048,025 6,837 0.0700 479
494|Hamilton Syracuse 489.0 4.00 67,832,851 271,331 0.0000 0
361|Harper Anthony-Harper 833.6 298 50,778,136 151,319 0.2100 31,777
511{Harper Attica 139.0 3.98 18,027,294 71,749 0.0000 , 0
369|Harvey Burrton 237.7 4.00 15,808,686 63,235 0.1200 7,588
373|Harvey Newton 3,401.6 4.00 143,389,489 573,558 0.4100 235,159
439|Harvey | Sedgwick 554.5 3.00 14,302,257 42,907 0.5700 24,457
440|Harvey Halstead 785.1 0.00 34,073,764 0 0.4100 -0
460)Harvey Hesston 812.0 1.40 35,700,366 49,981 0.4000 19,992
374|Haskell Sublette 478.5 4.00 124,975,235 499,501 0.0000 0
507! Haskell Satanta 3385 4.00 179,210,398 716,842 0.0000 0
227[Hodg Jetmore 264.5 4.00 23,038,627, 92,155 0.0000 0
228/Hodgeman Hanston 74.5 8.00 8,447,023 67,576 0.0000 0
335|Jackson North Jackson 376.5 0.00 14,573,504 0 0.4300 0
336;Jackson Holton 1,058.0 2,25 40,736,222 91,656 0.4600; 42,162
337[Jackson Mayetta 908.2 0.00 25,447,415 0 0.5600] 0
SF1013 xlIsx
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9/21/2010 Coll Col 2 Col3 Col 4 Col5 Col 6
2009-10 2009-10 2009-10 2009-10 2009-10 2009-10
uso FTE Enrollment | Capital Outlay Total Assd, Capital Outlay | Capital Outlay | Capital Qutlay Aid
No. County Name USD Name (includes MILT) Mill Levy Valuation Taxes Levied Ald Rate (Col 4 X Col 5)
338Jefferson Valley Falls 414.3 0.00 14,750,534 0 0.4800 0]
339!Jefferson lefferson County 482.5 2.99 15,221,947 45,514 0.5200 23,667,
340|Jefferson Jefferson West 893.8 3.95 37,654,994 148,737 0.4300 63,957
341|Jefferson Oskaloosa 539.1 0.00 25,535,454 0 0.3400 0|
342|Jefferson McLouth 4915 0.00 28,664,944 0 0.2800 0
343|Jefferson Perry 954.5 2.98 54,667,983 162,911 0.2400 39,099
107 {Jewell Rock Hills 292.0 0.00 26,875,331 OO 0
229:Johnson Blue Valley 20,308.0 8.00] 2,341,368,923 18,730,951 0.0000 0
230;Johnson Spring Hill 2,828.3 0.00 127,733,446 0 0.2600 0
231{Johnson Gardner-Edgerton 4,549.9 7.99 241,950,312 1,933,183 0.2500 483,296
232|Johnson DeSoto 6,214.7 4.00 391,258,180 1,565,033 0.1900 297,356
233|Johnson Olathe 25,478.4 2.99] 1,808,544,484 5,407,548 0.0900 486,679
512{Johnson Shawnee Mission 26,548.0 8.00{ 3,096,324,835 24,770,599 0.0000 0
215|Kearny Lakin 628.5 4,99 204,870,192 1,022,302 0.0000 0
216/ Kearny Deerfield 246.9 449 67,303,994 302,195 0.0000 0
331|Kingman Kingman 988.7 1.00 72,114,874 72,115 0.1300 9,375
332{Kingman Cunningham 171.6 4.01 62,495,297 250,606 0.0000 0
422|Kiowa Greensburg 203.8 4.01 37,637,657 150,927 0.0000 0
424{Kiowa Mulfinville 222.0 0.00 29,160,331 0 0.0000 0
474! Klowa Haviland 141.8 4.00 20,321,557 81,286 0.0000 0
503}Labette Parsons 1,235.0 3.97 53,898,482 213,977 0.4400 94,150!
504 |Labette Oswego 465.0 0.00 10,962,447 0 0.6100 0
505 |Labette Chetopa - St. Paul 496.6 2.98 13,331,904 39,729 0.5800 23,043
506|Labette Labette County 1,604.4 7.94 53,533,864 425,059 0.5300 225,281
468|Lane Healy 92.5 3.96 7,423,635 29,398 0.0000 0
482{Lane Dighton 243.5 7.91 38,681,601 305,971 0.0000 0
207 | Leay th {Ft Lea rth 2,065.0 3.93 2,331,995 9,165 0.8300 7,607
449 Leavenworth |Easton 698.7 0.00 30,337,785 0 0.3700 0
453 Leavenworth |Leavenworth 3,823.0 0.00| 192,772,925 0 0.3300 0
458{Leavenworth |Basehor-Linwood 2,121.6 1.99 126,740,150 252,213 0.2500 63,053
464|Leavenworth |Tonganoxie 1,860.9 6.99 90,032,018 629,324 0.3300 207,677
469|Leavenworth |Lansing 2,501.4 3.00 111,948,738 335,846 0.3800 127,622
298!Lincoln Lincoln 340.0 3.11 23,825,863 74,098 0.1300 9,633
299 Lincoln Syvan Grove 138.4 0.00 13,215,765 0 0.0000 0
344|Linn Pleasanton 323.0 0.00 13,661,932 0 0.4500 0
346|Linn Jayhawk 519.1 3.99/ 29,034,465 115,848 0.2900 33,596
362ilinn Prairie View 943.4 6.99 126,997,587 887,713 0.0000 0
274|Logan Oakley 413.4 3.99 33,174,932 132,368 0.0000 0
275|Logan Triplains 82,5 8.00 15,245,462, 121,964 0.0000 0
251[Lyon North Lyon Co. 506.6 4.97 28,455,054 141,422 0.2800 39,598
252|Lyon Southern Lyon Co. 4983 5.98 32,538,285 194,579 0.1800 35,024
253iLyon Emporia 4,328.1 0.00! 172,891,727 0, 0.4300 -0
397|Marion Centre 246.0 4.00 18,176,405 72,706 0.0400 2,908
398|Marion Peabody-Burns 325.7 0.00 20,619,927 0 0.1800 0
408 Marion Marion 579.5 0.00 28,973,538 0 0.3600 0
410|Marion Durham-Hills 587.1 8.00 32,037,142 256,297 0.3000 76,839
411|Marion Goessel 257.5 0.00 11,822,847 0 0.3600 0
364, Marshall Marysville 719.2 7.93 60,021,571 475,971 0.0500 23,799
380/ Marshall Vermillon 529.1 0.00 22,259,980 0 0.4200 0
488| Marshall Axtell 294.6 0.00; 22,999,400 [ 0.1000 0
498 Marshall Valley Heights 367.0 4.99, 15,636,186 78,025 0.4100 31,990
400| McPherson Smoky Valley 993.5 4.73 53,264,674 251,942 0.3100 78,102
418{McPherson McPherson 2,251.6 8.00 161,905,076 1,295,241 0.1000 129,524
419{McPherson Canton-Galva 373.4 2.81 26,518,025 74,516 0.0800 5,961
423:McPherson Moundridge 415.0 3.99 39,328,682 156,921 0.0000 0
448|McPherson Inman 456.0 0.00 26,231,561 0 0.2600 0
225|Meade Fowler 161.0 3.99 13,791,187 55,027 0.0100 550
$F1013.xlsx
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9/21/2010 Coll Col2 Col3 Col4 Col5 Col6
2009-10 2009-10 2009-10 2009-10 2009-10 2009-10
UsD FTE Enroliment | Capital Outlay Total Assd. Capital Qutlay | Capital Qutlay | Capital Outiay Aid
No. County Name USD Name (Includes MILT) Mill Levy Valuation Taxes Levied Aid Rate (Col 4 X Col 5)
226|Meade Meade 475.7 4.00 66,561,959 266,248 0.0000 0
367 Miami Osawatomie 1,137.0 0.00 44,136,650 0 0.4400 0
368! Miami Paola 2,028.1 5.99 132,273,894 792,321 0.1800 142,618
416! Miami Loulsburg 1,674.0 2.99 119,280,467 356,649 0.1000 35,665
272|Mitchell Waconda 357.3 2.99 21,204,907 63,403 0.2500 15,851
273|Mitchelt Beloit 746.9 7.99 44,910,012 358,831 [0:2600 93,296
436/Montgomery |Caney 829.7 0.00 33,753,537 0 0
445 Montgomery |Coffeyville 1,815.2 5.11 174,980,387 894,150 0
446|Montgomery |Independence 1,837.7 2.17 106,012,042 230,046 66,713
447|Montgomery _|Cherryvale 885.1 0.00 27,430,124 0s 0
417|Morris Morris County 750.9 1.99 53,776,565 107,015 0.1200 12,842
217{Morton Rolla 199.5 4.60 92,826,308 427,001 0.0000 0
218|Morton Elkhart 633.9 5.84 84,339,565 492,543 0.0000 0
441!Nemaha Sabetha 924.6 8.07 44,592,107 356,737 0.3700 131,993
442|Nemaha Nemaha Valley 436.1 0.00 32,805,665 g 0.1000 0
451|Nemaha 8&8 186.5 0.00 12,975,584 0 0.2000 0
101|Neosho Erie 508.5 0.00 50,236,674 0 0.0100 0
413|Neosho Chanute 1,810.9 0.00| 65,516,207 0 0.4800 0
106{Ness Western Plains 164.0 4.00 29,542,255 118,169 0.0000 0
303/Ness Ness City 2910 4,00 32,243,708 128,975 0.0000 0
211|Norton Norton 688.9 1.99 23,652,773 47,069 0.4800 22,593
212{Norton Northern Valley 195.0 4.98 9,023,219 44,936 0.3700 16,626
213|Norton West Solomon 38.0 0.00 9,817,459 0 0.0000 0
420;0sage Osage City 642.7 4.00 27,044,931 108,180 0.4200 45,435
421]0sage Lyndon 428.0 1.99 20,452,523 40,701 0.3600 14,652
434|0sage Santa Fe 1,061.4 1.49 44,885,974 66,880 0.4300 28,758
454 0sage Burlingame 317.0 0.00 11,149,849 0 0.4900 Y
456]Osage Marals Des Cygnes 266.0 0.00| 14,677,559 0 0.2900 0
392|Osborne Osborne 331.9 0.00 16,438,675 0 0.3300 -0
239{0Ottawa North Ottawa Co. 619.2 1.00 31,606,753 31,607 0.3200 10,114
240|Ottawa Twin Valley 606.5 0.00 28,181,720 [ 0.3900 .0
495|Pawnee Ft. Larned 885.0 5.98 45,145,702 269,971 86,391
496|P Pawnee Helghts 146.1 1.98 10,623,820 21,035 2,314
110|Phillips Thunder Ridge 236.5 3.99 14,052,990 56,071 % 0.3000: 16,821
325/ Phillips Phillipsburg 628.1 2.00 26,286,942 52,574 0.4200 22,081
326|Phillips Logan 183.5 1.70 13,131,843 22,324 0.0000 0
320{Pottawatomie |Wamego 1,305.5 0.99 67,845,745 67,167 0.3100 20,822
321(Pottawatomie |Kaw Valley 1,121.6 8.00 212,793,119 1,702,345 0.0000 0
322|Pottawatomie |Onaga 320.5 0.00 17,535,317 0 0.2900 0
323{Pottawatomie |Westmoreland 845.1 0.00 36,922,919 0 O.3§00 0
382[Pratt Pratt 1,115.2 4.00 84,486,926 337,948 2100 70,969}
438/ Pratt Skyfine 3424 0.00 26,398,613 0 0
105 Rawlins Rawlins County 312.2 8.00 21,997,124 175,977 X 12,318
308{Reno Hutchinson 4,653.5 3.95 195,488,169 772,178 0.4000 308,871
309[Reno Nickerson 1,140.7 1.99 60,369,282 120,135 0.2900 34,839
310|Reno Fairfield 304.6 5.95 32,103,683 191,017 0.0000 0
311{Reno Pretty Prairie 258.4 0.00| 14,915,067 0 0.2800 0
312(Reno Haven 997.9 2.49 54,873,155 136,634 0.2600 35,525
313|Reno Buhler 2,140.3 8.00 120,707,497 965,660 0.2800 270,385
109] Republic Republic County 471.8 2.00 34,207,553 68,415 0.1100 7,526
426|Republic Pike Valley 247.0 1.00 12,260,259 12,260 0.3500 4,291
376/Rice Sterling 530.5 0.19 23,905,224 4,542 0.4100 1,862
401|Rice Chase 1385 8.31 17,312,442 138,500 0.0000 0
405|Rice Lyons 799.4 0.50, 35,672,943 17,836 0.3900 6,956
444/Rice Uttle River 316.5 7.39 28,522,352 210,780, 0.0000 0
378{Riley Riley County 698.5 6.00 34,217,047 205,302 0.3200 65,697
383/ Riley Manhattan 5,953.8 5.50, 519,831,267 2,859,072 0.0000 1]
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9/21/2010 Coll Col2 Col3 Col 4 Col5 Col6
2009-10 2009-10 2009-10 2009-10 2009-10 2009-10
usp FYE Enroliment | Capital Outlay |  Total Assd. Capital Outlay | Capital Outlay | Capital Outlay Ald
No. County Name USD Name (Includes MILT) Mill Levy Valuation Taxes Levied Ald Rate (Col 4 X Col S)
384|Riley Blue Valley 217.5 0.00 15,958,654 0 0.0200 0]
269{Rooks Palco 147.5 8.00 32,408,773 259,270 0.0000 0
270!Rooks Phainville 356.6 6.00 41,674,183 250,045 0.0000 0
271|Rooks Stockton 288.3 8.00 25,943,205 207,546, 0.0000 0
395{Rush taCrosse 294.5 2.85 20,377,543 58,076 0.0500 2,904
403 [Rush Otis-Bison 177.0 2.99 18,488,518 55,281 0.0000 0
399! Russel! Paradise 122.3 8.00 24,329,925 194,639 0.0000 0|
407 |Russell Russell 944.6 6.00 73,151,723 438,910 0.0000 0
305(Saline Salina 7,036.0 5.99 429,038,448 2,569,940 0.2200 565,387
306/Saline Southeast of Saline 690.8 2.99 60,084,430 179,652 0.0000 0
307;Saline Ell-Saline 466.0 3.98 19,898,697 79,197 0.4100 32,471
466)Scott Scott County 868.7 6.00 77,189,904 463,139 0.0000 0
259(Sedgwick Wichita 46,225.0 7.00| 2,654,710,633 18,582,974 0.2500 4,645,744,
260|Sedgwick Derby 6,254.9 4.00 376,719,530 1,506,878 0.2700 406,857,
261|Sedgwick Haysville 4,782.4 . 5.98 131,742,606 787,821 0.5600 441,180
262|Sedgwick Valley Center 2,553.7 4,06 109,871,289 446,077 0.4200 187,353}
263 |Sedgwick Mulvane 1,850.0 3.99 60,800,858, 242,595 0.5100 123,724
264Sedgwick Clearwater 1,273.4 7.92 56,912,573 450,748 0.3900 175,792
265|Sedgwick Goddard 4,887.0 5.99 219,631,539, 1,315,593 0.4000 526,237
266|Sedgwick Maize 6,378.9 3.50 332,953,704 1,165,338 0.3300 384,562
267 |Sedgwick Renwick 1,945.7 5.99 93,413,748 559,548 0.3600 201,437
268|Sedgwick Cheney 782.8 8.00 32,032,024 256,256 0.4400 112,753}
480(S d Liberal 4,363.0 0.00; 188,858,320 0 0.3800 0
483|Seward Kismet-Plains 725.0 6.00 88,377,686 530,266 0.0000 0
345{Shawnee Seaman 3,546.5 8.00; 217,499,325 1,739,995 0.2200 382,799
372i{Shawnee Silver Lake 742.9 3.49 28,228,919 98,519 0.4500 44,334
437|Shawnee Auburn Washbum 5,408.5 3.43 431,013,926 1,478,378 0.0100 14,784
450;Sh Sh Heights 3,403.0 8.00 171,329,674 1,370,637 0.3300 452,310
501{Shawnee Topeka 13,219.4 6.68 621,732,394 4,153,172 0.3500 1,453,610
412{Sheridan Hoxie 286.7 2.90, 28,500,256 82,651, 0.0000 0
352|Sherman Goodland 899.5 0.00 61,341,711 0 0.1400 0
237|Smith Smith Center 433.0 3.99 23,608,382 94,197 0.2900 27,317
349 Stafford Stafford 268.8 3.86 16,079,598 62,067 0.1800 11,172
350|Stafford St. John-Hudson 327.5 0.00 33,026,245 0 0.0000 0
351|Stafford Macksville 264.1 4.00 34,993,594 139,974 0.0000 0
452|Stanton Stanton County 462.5 4.00 105,445,284 421,781 0.0000 0
209|Stevens Maoscow 187.8 3.99 108,318,942 432,193 0.0000 0
210;Stevens Hugoton 985.7 3.00 334,274,235 1,002,823 0.0000 0
353|Sumner Wellington 1,648.3 4.99 63,851,889 318,621 0.4500 143,379
356{Sumner Conway Springs 518.8 0.00 19,292,220 o] 0.4700 o]
357{Sumner Belle Plaine 656.5 0.00 20,183,930 0 0.5500 .0
358(Sumner Oxford 333.5 0.00 15,712,812 0 0.3400 0
359{Sumner Argonia 179.5 3.90 12,582,264 49,071 0.1400 6,870
360|Sumner Caldwell 2340 4.71 14,123,167 66,520 0.1900 12,639
509iSumner South Haven 222.0 0.00 8,273,184 0 0.4100 0
314:Thomas Brewster 98.0 5.00 9,471,640 47,358 0.0000 0
315!Th Colby 916.5 0.00 60,558,814 0 0.2100 0
316|Thomas Golden Plains 204.5 4.00 8,598,193 34,393 0.3500 12,037
208|Trego WakKeeney 411.2 4.00 33,665,670 134,663 0.0000 -0
329(Wabaunsee Alma 470.0 0.00 33,537,794 0 0.0800 . 0]
330|{Wab Wab East 500.5 3.99 31,334,930 125,026 0.1800 22,505
241|Wallace Wallace 198.5 3.99 18,531,541 73,941 0.0000 0
242|Wallace Weskan 103.0 3.23 6,428,752 20,765 0.1100 2,284
108|Washington  |Washington Co. Schools 396.5 0.00] 27,092,154 0 0.1800 0
223|Washington  |Barnes 329.7 3.9 25,541,558 101,911 0.1000 10,191
224|Washington | Clifton-Clyde 278.5 0.00 22,668,602 0 0.0600 0
467|Wichita Leoti 427.5 3.99 28,009,747 111,759 0.1500 16,764
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9/21/2010 Coll Col2 Col3 Col4 ColS Col6
2009-10 2009-10 2009-10 2009-10 2009-10 2009-10
Usd FTE Enroliment | Capital Outlay Total Assd. Capital Qutlay | Capital Outlay | Capital Outlay Aid
No. County Name USD Name (includes MILT) Milt Levy Valuation Taxes Levied Ald Rate (Col4 X Col 5)

387{Wilson Altoona-Midway 182.7 0.00 29,183,694 0 0.0000 0

461! Wilson Neodesha 717.2 0.00 34,867,402 0 0.4000 0
484|Wilson Fredonia 730.0 3.96 46,552,211 184,347 0.2500 46,087

366{ Woodson Woodson 398.3 0.00 23,054,150 0 0.2200 0

202| Wyandotte Turner 3,771.6 8.00 141,589,597 1,132,717 0.4300 487,063
203|Wyandotte Piper 1,630.5 8.00 156,768,915 1,254,151 0.0000 0

204| Wyandotte Bonner Springs 2,358.8 8.00 146,730,308 1,173,842 0.1700 199,553

500{ Wyandotte Kansas City 18,735.7 8.00 727,665,821 5,821,327 0.4100 2,386,744
TOTALS 453,362.3 30,251,084,206] 155,979,578 21,989,096
$F1013.xisx
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Kansas State Department of Education

TOPEKA - Despite performance targets that increased between 5 and 8 percent over the past year, the vast
majority of Kansas public schools and public school districts continue to meet adequate yearly progress as
defined by the federal No Child Left Behind (NCLB) legislation.

Kathy Toelkes, Director of Communications, 785-296-4876

For immediate release
Sept. 14, 2010

Majority of schools, districts meet AYP targets

Performance remains strong despite increasing targets

TOPEKA - Despite performance targets that increased between 5 and 8 percent over the past
year, the vast majority of Kansas public schools and public school districts continue to meet
adequate yearly progress as defined by the federal No Child Left Behind (NCLB) legislation.
State Board of Education members learned during their monthly meeting today that 211 of the
state’s 293 school districts met AYP requirements for the 2009-2010 testing cycle, and 1,125 of
the state’s 1,380 public schools did the same.

“It is a testament to the dedication of the teachers and school administrators in Kansas that
even as student performance measures rise rapidly from year to year, we continue to see high
percentages of schools and school districts meet and exceed the federal AYP requirements,” said
Interim Education Commissioner Dr. Diane M. DeBacker. “Seventy-two percent of the state’s
school districts made AYP this year — more than twice as many as did not. And 81 percent of
public schools met AYP - that’s more than four times as many as did not make AYP.”

AYP is a measure of a school’s and district’s ability to meet specified targets for student
performance and participation on reading and math assessments, as well as in the areas of
attendance and graduation. Performance targets must be met for the full student population, as
well as for sub-groups based on race/ethnicity, income level, special needs and English
proficiency. Each year, the specified performance target increases, working toward a goal of
having 100 percent of students meeting standards by 2014.

“The performance measures for AYP increase at an imposing rate, particularly as we near
the target year of 2014,” DeBacker said. “We continue to see a steady growth in student
performance from year to year, even among our challenging populations. Unfortunately, in some
instances the targets are growing at a more rapid rate than performance. I commend our school
professionals for remaining focused on student achievement even as the success markers keep
moving.”

Information regarding the schools and districts not making AYP for the 2009-10 testing
cycle follows:
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Kansas Public Schools 2009 2010 Kansas Public School Districts 2009 2010
Schools making AYP 1,217 1,125 Districts making AYP 261 211
Schools not 172 255 Districts not 34 82
Making AYP Making AYP

Schools not making 110 166  Districts not making 30 61
AYP in reading AYP in reading

Schools not making 122 182  Districts not making 19 54
AYP in math AYP in math

Schools not meeting 2 0 Districts not meeting 1 0
Attendance rate goal Attendance rate goal

Schools not meeting 11 9 Districts not meeting ! 7
Graduation rate goal Graduation rate goal

Kansas Public Schools not making AYP, 2010

USD # District Name Building Name
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Public School Districts not making AYP, 2010

District # District Name
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