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To Members of t h e  F o r t y - f i f t h  Colorado General  Assembly: 

I n  accordance wi th  t h e  d i r e c t i v e s  of House 
J o i n t  Reso lu t ion  No. 1030, 1964 r e g u l a r  s e s s i o n ,  t h e  
L e g i s l a t i v e  Counci l  submits  t h e  accompanying r e p o r t  pre-  

br ' i ts  committee appoin ted  t o  review t h e  school  
paredfounda t  on a c t .  

T h i s  r e p o r t  was reviewed by t h e  L e g i s l a t i v e  
Counci l  a t  i t s  meeting on November 23. A t  t h a t  t ime t h e  
Counci l  accep ted  it f o r  t r ansmis s ion  t o  t h e  members of t h e  
F o r t y - f i f t h  Genera l  Assembly. 

R e s p e c t f u l l y  submit ted,  

/s/ 	 Represen ta t ive  C. P. (DOC) Lamb 
Chairman 
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November 23, 1964 

Representa t ive  C. P. ( D O C )  Lamb 

Chairman 

Colorado L e g i s l a t i v e  Council  

Room 341, S t a t e  C a p i t o l  

Denver, Colorado 


Dear 	M r .  Chairman: 

Your Committee on Education submits herewith 
,s r e p o r t  on school f inance  and t h e  school foundat ion 
t. The committee has  d iscussed  some of t h e  assumptions 

and proposa ls  c u r r e n t l y  being advanced i n  t h e  a rea  of 
school f inance  bu t  has  n o t  recommended any p a r t i c u l a r  
proposal .  

The r e p o r t  i nc ludes  a recommendation f o r  l i b e r a l -  
i z i n  borrowing p rov i s ions  f o r  d i s t r i c t s  changing over  t o  
a ca7endar  y e a r  f i s c a l  rear. I t  a l s o  include8 s e v e r a l  
s t a t i s t i c a l  t a b l e s  s i m i  a r  t o  t a b l e s  i n  t h e  1961 and 1962 
r e p o r t s  on school  a i d  and school  f inance .  

Respec t fu l ly  submit ted,  

/s/ 	 Representa t ive  Ruth B. Clark 
Chairman, Committee on Education 



FOREWORD 

House J o i n t  Reso lu t ion  No. 1030, 1964 r e g u l a r  s e s s i o n ,  
d i r e c t e d  t h e  L e g i s l a t i v e  Counci l  t o  appo in t  a committee from t h e  
membership of t h e  two s t and ing  educa t ion  committees t o  s tudy  and re -
view t h e  school  founda t ion  a c t .  T h i s  s tudy  was ass igned  t o  t h e  
Committee on Education.  

The members of t h e  committee werez Represen ta t ive  Ruth 8. 
Cla rk ,  chairman; S e n a t o r  Fay DeBerard, v i c e  chairman: Sena to r s  
Richard F. Hobbs, Roy H. McVicker, and L. T. S k i f f i n g t o n ;  and Repre- 
s e n t a t i v e s  Palmer L. Burch, F o r r e s t  G. Burns, John Kane, Kathleen P. 
L i t t l e r ,  John G. Mackie, John P. O r c u t t ,  C la rence  H. Quin lan ,  William 
F. S tevens ,  and C. P. (DOC) Lamb, chairman of t h e  L e g i s l a t i v e  Counci l .  

The .committee wishes  t o  thank t h e  s t a f f  of t h e  Department of 
Education f o r  a s s i s t a n c e  provided i n  accumulating t h e  b a s i c  d a t a  
conta ined  i n  t h i s  r e p o r t .  Miss J a n e t  Wilson of t h e  Counci l  s t a f f  had 
t h e  primary r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  f o r  t h e  r e s e a r c h  work on t h i s  s tudy.  

Lyle C. Kyle 
December 1, 1964 D i r e c t o r  

v i i  
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FINANCING PUBLIC SCHOOLS I N  COLORADO 

Schoo l  c o s t s  i n  Colorado a r e  r i s i n g .  P a r t  o f  t h e  i n c r e a s e  
i s  due  t o  i n c r e a s e d  e n r o l l m e n t s .  Few would d i s p u t e  t h e  need f o r  
a d d i t i o n a l  e x p e n d i t u r e s  which r e s u l t  from growth.  The remainder  of  
t h e  i n c r e a s e  i s  d u e  t o  i n c r e a s i n g  e x p e n d i t u r e s  p e r  p u p i l .  T h e r e  i s  a 
d i f f e r e n c e  of o p i n i o n  a s  t o  t h e  e x t e n t  t o  which t h i s  t y p e  of &ncrease  
can  b e  j u s t i f i e d ,  b u t  a t  t h i s  p o i n t  t h e  commit tee  m e r e l y  o b s e r v e s  t h e  
e x i s t e n c e  of  b o t h  f a c t o r s  i n  r i s i n g  s c h o o l  c o s t s  and w i l l  n o t  a t t e m p t  
t o  t a k e  s i d e s .  

Approximate ly  70 p e r  c e n t  o f  t o t a l  o p e r a t i n g  r e v e n u e s  f o r  
s c h o o l  d i s t r i c t s  i n  t h e  s t a t e  comes from d i s t r i c t  and coun ty  s o u r c e s  
s u p p o r t e d  p r i m a r i l y  by t h e  p r o p e r t y  t a x .  The coun ty  p r o v i d e s  rough ly  
15 p e r  c e n t  and t h e  d i s t r i c t  a b o u t  55 p e r  c e n t .  Approximately 25 p e r  
c e n t  comes from t h e  s t a t e  -- t h a t  i s ,  from s t a t e w i d e  non-proper ty  
t a x e s  -- and t h e  o t h e r  5 p e r  c e n t  comes from f e d e r a l  s o u r c e s .  

The p r o p e r t y  t a x  b a s e  i s  n o t  i n c r e a s i n g  a s  r a p i d l y  a s  e n r o l l -  
ment. T h e r e f o r e ,  even i f  no a l l o w a n c e  i s  made f o r  i n c r e a s e s  i n  p e r  
p u p i l  e x p e n d i t u r e s  and even i f  s t a t e  s u p p o r t  i s  m a i n t a i n e d  a t  t h e  25 
p e r  c e n t  l e v e l ,  p r o p e r t y  t a x  l e v i e s  must b e  r a i s e d  j u s t  t o  pay t h e  
c o u n t i e s '  15 p e r  c e n t  and t h e  d i s t r i c t s '  55 p e r  c e n t  o f  t h e  c o s t  of  
growth.  

Many p e o p l e  f e e l  t h a t  t h e  p r o p e r t y  t a x  i s  approach ing  t h e  
s a t u r a t i o n  p o i n t  and shou ld  n o t  b e  s u b j e c t e d  t o  f u r t h e r  i n c r e a s e s .  
Here a g a i n  t h e r e  i s  some d i f f e r e n c e  of o p i n i o n .  The committee f e e l s ,  
however, t h a t  t h e  widespread  c o n c e r n  abou t  h i g h  p r o p e r t y  t a x e s  w a r r a n t s  
s e r i o u s  e x p l o r a t i o n  of  ways of  s h i f t i n g  a t  l e a s t  p a r t  o f  t h e  burden 
away from t h e  p r o p e r t y  t a x .  

How can  t h e  burden  b e  s h i f t e d  from t h e  p r o p e r t y  t a x  t o  
n o n - p r o p e r t y  t a x e s ?  T h e r e  a r e  two b a s i c  approaches :  

(1) 	Reduce t h e  p r o p o r t i o n  of  s c h o o l  c o s t s  t o  b e  
p a i d  by c o u n t i e s  and d i s t r i c t s  ( t h r o u g h  t h e  
p r o p e r t y  t a x )  by i n c r e a s i n g  t h e  p r o p o r t i o n  
t o  b e  p a i d  by t h e  s t a t e  ( t h r o u g h  s t a t e w i d e  
non-proper ty  t a x e s )  ; o r  

(2) P r o v i d e  a new s o u r c e  of  r e v e n u e  f o r  pay ing  
t h e  c o u n t i e s t  and/or d i s t r i c t s t  s h a r e  --
t h a t  i s ,  a  r e p l a c e m e n t  f o r  t h e  p r o p e r t y  t a x  
a t  t h e  l o c a l  l e v e l .  

The committee h a s  a t t e m p t e d  t o  a n a l y z e  t h e  e f f e c t  of  e a c h  o f  t h e s e  
approaches .  I t  may v e r y  w e l l  b e  t h a t  some combina t ion  o f  t h e  two w i l l  
b e  a c c e p t a b l e  t o  t h e  G e n e r a l  Assembly. 

The f i r s t  approach  i n v o l v e s  i n c r e a s i n g  t h e  s t a t e ' s  s h a r e  
under  t h e  P u b l i c  S c h o o l  Founda t ion  Act. T h e r e  a r e  two ways t o  a d j u s t  
t h e  p r e s e n t  minimum e q u a l i z a t i o n  program t o  i n c r e a s e  t h e  s t a t e t s  s h a r e :  
e i t h e r  i n c r e a s e  t h e  v a l u e  of  t h e  c l a s s r o o m  u n i t  o r  lower  t h e  .005'7 
f a c t o r .  



What happens  when t h e  v a l u e  of t h e  c l a s s r o o m  u n i t  i s  r a i s e d ?  . 

Of c o u r s e  t h e  s t a t e ' s  p r o p o r t i o n a t e  s h a r e  of  t o t a l  s c h o o l  c o s t s  would 
be i n c r e a s e d  ( u n l e s s  p e r  p u p i l  c o s t s  go  up a s  much o r  more t h a n  t h e  
amount t h e  s t a t e  adds  p e r  Although an  a d d i t i o n  t o  t h e  c l a s s -  ' 

room u n i t  v a l u e  would n o t  change t h e  c o u n t y ' s  s h a r e d  o r  r e q u i r e d  
s u p p o r t ,  it shou ld  encourage  a  r e d u c t i o n  i n  t h e  d i s t r i c t ' s  p r o p e r t y  
t a x  l e v y  by i n c r e a s i n g  t h e  s t a t e ' s  c o n t r i b u t i o n .  

I t  shou ld  be u n d e r s t o o d  t h a t  u n d e r  t h e  p r e s e n t  minimum 
e q u a l i z a t i o n  fo rmula  any amount added t o  t h e  c l a s s r o o m  u n i t  v a l u e  
would b e  d i s t r i b u t e d  on a  f l a t  g r a n t  b a s i s .  Each c l a s s r o o m  u n i t  
would r e c e i v e  t h e  same a d d i t i o n a l  amount a s  e v e r y  o t h e r  c l a s s r o o m  
u n i t ,  r e g a r d l e s s  o f  t h e  r e l a t i v e  " a b i l i t y "  of t h e  coun ty  i n  which it 
i s  l o c a t e d .  

I f  t h e  G e n e r a l  Assembly f a v o r s  an i n c r e a s e  i n  t h e  p r o p o r t i o n  
of s t a t e  s u p p o r t  w i t h  t h e  a d d i t i o n a l  amount b e i n g  d i s t r i b u t e d  on a p e r  
p u p i l  b a s i s  and c a n  f i n d  a  way t o  p r o v i d e  t h e  r e q u i r e d  a d d i t i o n a l  
s t a t e  r evenue ,  t h e n  an  i n c r e a s e  i n  t h e  c l a s s r o o m  u n i t  v a l u e  may b e  
t h e  answer. 

What happens ,  on  t h e  o t h e r  hand,  i f  t h e  -0057 f a c t o r  i s  
lowered? T h i s  i s  t h e  f i g u r e  which d e t e r m i n e s  t h e  c o u n t y 1  s c o n t r i b u t i o n  
toward t h e  f i r s t  $5,000 of  t h e  s h a r e d  s u p p o r t  p o r t i o n  of  t h e  c lass room 
u n i t  v a l u e .  I f  t h e  f a c t o r  i s  lowered ,  t h e  c o u n t y ' s  s h a r e  becomes 
s m a l l e r  w h i l e  t h e  s t a t e ' s  s h a r e  becomes l a r g e r .  Assuming 100 p e r  c e n t  
implementa t ion  and a f a i r l y  c o n s t a n t  p e r  p u p i l  c o s t ,  t h e  s t a t e  would 
be paying a  g r e a t e r  p e r  c e n t  of  t h e  t o t a l  c o s t  of  s c h o o l s .  Under t h i s  
approach t h e  c o u n t y ' s  p r o p e r t y  t a x  l e v y  f o r  s c h o o l s  c o u l d  presumably 
be lowered w h i l e  t h e  d i s t r i c t ' s  l e v y  would remain  a b o u t  t h e  same. 

Lowering t h e  .0057 f a c t o r  h a s  a n o t h e r  e f f e c t ,  however. The 
d i s t r i b u t i o n  of  s t a t e  moneys among t h e  v a r i o u s  c o u n t i e s  i s  s h i f t e d  s o  
t h a t  l e s s  we igh t  i s  g i v e n  t o  t h e  c o u n t i e s '  r e l a t i v e  a b i l i t i e s .  The 
minimum e q u a l i z a t i o n  program i s  based on t h e  p r i n c i p l e  t h a t  a c o u n t y  
should  be  g u a r a n t e e d  a c e r t a i n  minimum amount p e r  c l a ss room u n i t ,  
r e g a r d l e s s  of  i t s  r e l a t i v e  a b i l i t y .  A c o u n t y  c o n t r i b u t e s  i n  r e l a t i o n  
t o  i t s  a b i l i t y  ( a d j u s t e d  g r o s s  income and a s s e s s e d  v a l u a t i o n )  p e r  c l a s s -  
room u n i t  and t h e  s t a t e  p r o v i d e s  t h e  d i f f e r e n c e  between t h i s  c o n t r i -  
b u t i o n  and t h e  b a s i c  c l a ss room u n i t  v a l u e .  According t o  t h i s  p r i n c i p l e  
t h e  I 'poorer" county  c o n t r i b u t e s  less  and r e c e i v e s  more p e r  c l a s s r o o m  
u n i t  t h a n  t h e  " r i c h e r 1 #  county .  

Under t h e  p r e s e n t  minimum e q u a l i z a t i o n  program i t  i s  t h e  
f a c t o r  (now ,0057)  which d e t e r m i n e s  t h e  we igh t  t o  b e  g i v e n  t o  t h e  
m a t t e r  of  a  c o u n t y ' s  r e l a t i v e  a b i l i t y .  When t h e  f a c t o r  i s  lowered 
( i n  o r d e r  t o  i n c r e a s e  t h e  s t a t e ' s  p r o p o r t i o n a t e  s h a r e )  t h e  " r i c h e r "  
county  r e c e i v e s  p r o p o r t i o n a t e l y  more of  t h e  i n c r e a s e d  s t a t e  s u p p o r t  
than  t h e  "poore r"  county .  Although t h e  c o u n t i e s '  r e l a t i v e  c o n t r i b u t i o n &  
remain unchanged, t h e i r  r e l a t i v e  e n t i t l e m e n t s  s h i f t  and a  c o u n t y ' s
r e l a t i v e  a b i l i t y  becomes l e s s  i m p o r t a n t  i n  t h e  t o t a l  p i c t u r e .  

Thus i f  t h e  Genera l  Assembly f e e l s  t h a t  t h e r e  should  be an  

i n c r e a s e  i n  t h e  l e v e l  of s t a t e . s u p p o r t  w i t h  t h e  accompanying f e a t u r e  

of p r o p o r t i o n a t e l y  l e s s  we igh t  t o  a  c o u n t y l s  a b i l i t y ,  it may f a v o r  

a d o p t i o n  of a  lower  f a c t o r .  
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E i t h e r  o f  t h e  above changes  i n  t h e  minimum e q u a l i z e t o m  
program o f  t h e  Founda t ion  Act would make s h i f t s  i n  t h e  p r o p o r t i o n a t e  
d i s t r i b u t i o n  among c o u n t i e s ,  a s  well a s  i n c r e a s e  t h e  s ta te ' s  t o t a l  
c o n t r i b u t i o n  t o  s c h o o l  c o s t s .  The G e n e r a l  Assembly h a s  s p e n t  con-
s i d e r a b l e  time and e f f o r t  o v e r  t h e  p a s t  f i v e  y e a r s  t r y i n g  t o  a c h i e v e  
a s a t i s f a c t o r y  b a l a n c e  i n  t h e  d i s t r i b u t i o n .  I f  t h e r e  i s  no d e s i r e  t o  
become involve'd i n  en tang lements  o v e r  t h e  e q u a l i z a t i o n  d i s t r i b u t i o n  
t h i s  y e a r ,  it may b e  b e t t e r  t o  t a k e  a  d i f f e r e n t  approach.  

The q u e s t i o n  of  r e v e n u e  s o u r c e s  c a n n o t  b e  i g n o r e d .  P r o p e r t y  
t a x  r e l i e f  means i n c r e a s e s  i n  non-proper ty  t a x e s .  Is t h e  G e n e r a l  
Assembly w i l l i n g  t o  impose t h e s e  i n c r e a s e s ,  and i f  s o ,  i n  what  way 
should t h e y  be  d i s t r i b u t e d ?  I n c r e a s i n g  t h e  s t a t e ' s  s h a r e  o f  t h e  minimum 
e q u a l i z a t i o n  program might  r e q u i r e  a d d i t i o n a l  r e v e n u e s  a t  t h e  s t a t e  
l e v e l .  Would it be more d e s i r a b l e  t o  make a l t e r n a t i v e  t y p e s  o f  
r evenue  a v a i l a b l e  a t  t h e  l o c a l  l e v e l ?  

If t h e  major  i s s u e  t h i s  y e a r  i s  how t o  r e l i e v e  p r o p e r t y  
t a x e s  (and n o t  how t o  a d j u s t  t h e  d i s t r i b u t i o n  of  s t a t e  a i d  among t h e  
c o u n t i e s ) ,  t h e  G e n e r a l  Assembly s h o u l d  g i v e  s e r i o u s  c o n s i d e r a t i o n  t o  
p r o p o s a l s  f o r  p r o p e r t y  t a x  r e p l a c e m e n t  a t  t h e  l o c a l  l e v e l .  The p r o -  
p o s a l  most f r e q u e n t l y  d i s c u s s e d  would i n v o l v e  a  t a x  on a d j u s t e d  g r o s s  
income, c o l l e c t e d  by t h e  s t a t e  and r e t u r n e d  d i r e c t l y  t o  t h e  coun ty  o f  
o r i g i n .  Adoption of such a  r e p l a c e m e n t  t a x  might  h e l p  s o l v e  t h e  
p r o p e r t y  t a x  problem w i t h o u t  a d j u s t i n g  t h e  Founda t ion  Act  i n  any way. 

The committee i s  v e r y  much aware o f  t h e  demand a n d ' n e e d  f o r  
p r o p e r t y  t a x  r e l i e f .  P o s s i b l y  t h e  p r a c t i c a l i t i e s  o f  t h e  s i t u a t i o n  
w i l l  r e q u i r e  some combina t ion  of  t h e  changes  d i s c u s s e d  h e r e .  Knowing 
t h e  many f a c t o r s  which a f f e c t  d e c i s i o n s  on t a x  i n c r e a s e s  and d i s t r i -  
b u t i o n  of  s t a t e  s c h o o l  a i d ,  however,  t h e  committee d o e s  n o t  f e e l  i t  
should  e n d o r s e  any p a r t i c u l a r  p r o p o s a l  o r  combina t ion  of  p r o p o s a l s  a t  
t h i s  time. 

Also ,  t h e  committee w i s h e s  t o  c a l l  a t t e n t i o n  t o  a  v e r y  r e a l  
problem i n  t h e  whole a r e a  o f  p r o p e r t y  t a x  r e l i e f .  T h i s  problem e x i s t s  
whether  t h e  r e l i e f  comes t h r o u g h  i n c r e a s e d  s t a t e  s u p p o r t  o r  l o c a l  
replacement  t a x e s .  How can  we d i s c o u r a g e  s c h o o l  d i s t r i c t s  from making 
e x c e s s i v e  i n c r e a s e s  i n  p e r  p u p i l  e x p e n d i t u r e s  when a d d i t i o n a l  non-
p r o p e r t y  r e v e n u e s  become a v a i l a b l e ?  I f  new r e v e n u e s  a r e  p r o v i d e d  by 
t h e  Genera l  Assembly f o r  t h e  s p e c i f i c  p u r p o s e  o f  r e d u c i n g  p r o p e r t y  
t a x e s ,  s c h o o l  d i s t r i c t s  shou ld  b e  mindfu l  of  t h a t  purpose .  We hope
t h a t  se l f - imposed  r e s t r a i n t  on t h e  p a r t  of  s c h o o l  d i s t r i c t s  c a n  b e  
counted  on t o  make p r o p e r t y  t a x  r e d u c t i o n  p o s s i b l e .  

x i i i  



FINANCING PUBLIC SCHOOLS I N  COLORADO 

House J o i n t  R e s o l u t i o n  1030, adop ted  by  t h e  G e n e r a l  Assembly a t  
i t s  1964 R e g u l a r  S e s s i o n ,  d i r e c t e d  t h e  L e g i s l a t i v e  C o u n c i l  t o  a p p o i n t  
a committee **tos t u d y  and r e v i e w  t h e  s c h o o l  f o u n d a t i o n  a c t O H  The 
s t u d y  was a s s i g n e d  t o  t h e  Commit tee  o n  E d q c a t i o n .  

To d i s c o v e r  what  was i n t e n d e d  by t h i s  a s s i g n m e n t  t h e  committee 
t u r n e d  t o  t h e  e a r l i e r  r e s o l u t i o n  from which  i t  was d e r i v e d .  T h a t  
r e s o l u t i o n  d i r e c t e d  a s t u d y  of " t h e  means o f  f i n a n c i n g  e l e m e n t a r y  and 
s e c o n d a r y  e d u c a t i o n  i n  C o l o r a d o  w i t h  a  v i e w  t o w a r d s  r e v i s i n g  t h e  
p u b l i c  s c h o o l  f o u n d a t i o n  a c t  t o  e n a b l e  t h e  s t a t e  t o  pay  a  g r e a t e r  
s h a r e  o f  t h e  c o s t  o f  e l e m e n t a r y  and s e c o n d a r y  e d u c a t i o n . * *  It i n c l u d -
ed s e v e r a l  "whereas"  c l a u s e s  which  s t a t e d  some commonly a c c e p t e d  
a s s u m p t i o n s  a b o u t  s c h o o l  e n r o l l m e n t s ,  p r o p e r t y  t a x e s ,  and t h e  l e v e l  
o f  s t a t e  s u p p o r t  which  t h e  commi t t ee  f e e l s  d e s e r v e  a n a l y s i s .  

A s s u m ~ t i o n#a. "The number o f  s t u d e n t s  e n r o l l i n g  i n  e l e m e n t a r y  
and s e c o n d a r y  s c h o o l s  o f  t h e  s t a t e  i s  i n c r e a s i n g  by  a p p r o x i m a t e l y  s i x  
p e r  c e n t  e a c h  yea r .**  

A s  c a n  be n o t e d  f rom T a b l e  I t h e  s i x  p e r  c e n t  g r o w t h  f i g u r e  i s  o n  
t h e  h i g h  s i d e .  T a b l e s  11 and 111 g i v e  t h e  same i n f o r m a t i o n  c o u n t y  by 
c o u n t y .  

T a b l e  I 

A.D.A. I N  COLORADO PUBLIC SCHOOLS, 1956-57 THROUGH 1963-64 

Average  D a i l y  % I n c r e a s e  Over 
Year A t t e n d a n c e  P r e v i o u s  Year  

A s s u m ~ t i o n#2. **The r a t e  o f  e n r o l l m e n t  g r o w t h  v a r i e s  c o n s i d e r a b l y  
f rom c o u n t y  t o  county.** 

A g l a n c e  a t  T a b l e  I11 w i l l  c e r t a i n l y  v e r i f y  t h i s  a s s u m p t i o n .  The  
two e x t r e m e s  a p p e a r  t o  be Las  Animas County ,  which  h a s  e x p e r i e n c e d  a  
d e c l i n i n g  a t t e n d a n c e  e a c h  of  t h e  s e v e n  y e a r s  shown, and Adams County ,  
which  h a s  e x p e r i e n c e d  a  s u b s t a n t i a l l y  h i g h e r  i n c r e a s e  e a c h  y e a r  t h a n  
t h e  s t a t e  a v e r a g e .  

Summit County  h a s  e x p e r i e n c e d  i n  t h e  same p e r i o d  a  y e a r  i n  which  
a t t e n d a n c e  i n c r e a s e d  b y  33.2% and a n o t h e r  y e a r  i n  which  a t t e n d a n c e  
d e c l i n e d  by 21.7%. 



T a b l e  I1 

A.D.A. BY COUNTY I N  COLORADO EOR SCHOOL YEARS 1956-57 THROUGH 1963-64 

Ad ams 
A1am0sa 
Arapahoe 
k c h u l e t a  
Baca 

Bent 
Bould e r  
Chaff e e  
Cheyenne
C l e a r  Creek 

I 

Conejos 
C o s t i l l a  
Crowley 
Custer  
D e l t a  -

h) 

I 

-
Denver 
Dolores  
Douglas 
Eagle
Elber t  

E l  Paso 
Fremont 
G a r f i e l d  
G i l p i n  
Grand 

Gunni son  
Hinsdale 
Huerf ano 
Jackson 
J e f f e r s o n  



I 

Table I1 
(continued) 

County 

Kiowa 538.8 559.9 557.7 572.9 
K i t  Carson 1,461.8 1,420.7 1,476.8 1,512.6 
Lake 1,616.1 1,706.1 1,345.9 1,415.9 
La P l a t a  3,774.1 4,062.9 4,293.8 4,343.9 
Larimer 8,630.8 8,826.5 9,157.0 9,795.5 

Las Animas 4,755.3 4,611.1 4,542.8 4,396.3 
Lincoln 1,203.7 1,210.7 1,223.7 1,249.6 
Logan 4,344.3 4,164.4 4,272.3 4,387.0 
Mesa 10,242.0 10,527.3 10,744.7 11,135.5 
Mineral 99.3 99.3 84.4 92.7 

Moff a t  1,422.3 1,440.5 1,533.3 1,625.3 
Montezuma 2,791.6 3,439.1 3,652.3 3,496.8 
Montrose 3,982.7 4,086.0 4,219.5 4,363.3 
Morgan 4,875.8 4,773.6 5,101.6 5,195.8 
O t ero 5,803.9 5,702.6 5,844.4 5,985.1 

Ouray 495.9 434.4 420.1 399.1 
Park 282.0 313.5 354.6 360.7 
Ph i l l i p s  1,074.7 1,093.2 1,098.4 1,050.6 
P i tk in  373.8 391.3 433.7 476.4 
Prowess 3,019.1 3,055.9 3,192.0 3,432.6 

Pueblo 21,143.4 21,863.6 22,834.4 23,632.4 
Rio Blanco 1,307.7 1,246.8 1,276.9 1,326.1 
Rio Grande 2,546.0 2,544.1 2,684.5 2,582.1 
Routt 1,529.8 1,456.5 1,494.0 1,438.6 
Saguache 1,122.9 1,063.5 1,141.8 1,154.7 

San Juan 218.4 191.0 167.3 213.9 
San Miguel 628.6 626.9 660.3 606.4 
Sedgwick 1,121.3 1,035.9 1,059.5 1,093.6 
Summit 250.7 334.0 388.7 441.5 
Te l le r  550.2 549.7 582.7 578.8 

Washington 1,478.3 1,473.0 1,548.2 1,551.0 
'Neld 14,641.1 14,829.9 15,471.5 16,180.7 
Yuma 2.032.0 2,034.8 2.112.1 2,131.5 

TOTALS 296,606.2 308,956.7 328,071.9 346,701.2 

Note: ADA has computed on t h e  bas i s  s f  172 days. 
+ ADA f o r  these years included non-resident pupi ls .  ADA f o r  
Source: P . S . F  .A.  Books, S t a t e  Department of Education. 

1959-1963 excludes these  q u a n t i t i e s .  



Table I11 

PERCENT CHANGE I N  A.D.A.  BY COUNTY I N  COLORADO FOR SCHOOL YEARS 1957-58 THROUGH 1963-64 

Ad ams 
Alamosa 
Arapahoe
Archuleta 
Baca 

Bent 
Boulder 
Chaff e e  
Cheyenne
Clear Creek 

I 

Conejos
C o s t i l l a  
Crowley
Custer 
Delta  

I 
Denver 
Dolores 
Doug1 a s  
Eagle
Elbert 

E l  Paso 
Fremont 
Garf ie ld  
Gi lp in
Grand 

Gunnison 
Hinsdale 
Huerf ano 
Jackson 
Je f f er son  



Table  I11 

( cont inued)  


Kiowa 

K i t  Carson 

Lake 

La P l a t a  

Larimer 


Las Animas 

Lincoln 

Logan

Mesa 

Mineral 


Mof f a t  

Montezuma 

Montrose 

Morgan

Otero 


I Our ay 
CF Park 
I 	 P h i l l i p s  

P i t k i n  
Prowers 

Pueblo 

Rio Blanco 

Rio Grande 

Routt 

Saguache 


San Juan 

San M igue l 

Sedgwick 

Summit 

T e l l e r  


Washington 

Weld 

Yuma 


TOTALS 

Note: ADA was co.rnputed on t h e  b a s i s  of 
Source: S t a t e  Department of Education. 

172 days. 



A s s u m ~ t i o n#3. "The p r o p e r t y  t a x  base  upon which t h e  p u b l i c  s c h o o l s  
a r e  p r i m a r i l y  dependent  i s  growing a t  a  r a t e  of approximate ly  3%p e r  
yea r .  'I 

T a b l e  I V  shows t h e  pe rcen t age  i n c r e a s e  i n  t h e  p r o p e r t y  t a x  base  
of t h e  s t a t e  s i n c e  1957. For  t h e  y e a r s  1958 through 1960 t h e  base  
grew a t  a  r a t e  i n  e x c e s s  o f  4% p e r  y e a r ;  however, f o r  t h e  two most 
r e c e n t  y e a r s  t h e  r a t e  of growth has  been o n l y  3%. T h i s  i s  n o t  a s  h igh  
a s  t h e  r a t e  of en ro l lmen t  growth.  

Table  V shows t h e  p r o p e r t y  t a x  b a s e  changes  by county  f o r  t h e  
p e r i o d  between 1957 and 1964. A s  c an  be no t ed ,  t h e r e  i s  n o t  uniform 
growth i n  t h e  s e v e r a l  c o u n t i e s  and v a l u a t i o n s  f o r  i n d i v i d u a l  c o u n t i e s  
o f t e n  do n o t  change i n  t h e  same d i r e c t i o n  o r  a t  p r o p o r t i o n a t e l y  t h e  
same r a t e  a s  en ro l lmen t s  i n  t h o s e  c o u n t i e s  (compare T a b l e  111) .  

T a b l e  I V  

GROWTH I N  COLORADO PROPERTY TAX BASE, 1957.-1964 

Assessed % Growth Over 
-Year V a l u a t i o n  P rev ious  Year 

A s s u m ~ t i o n  #4. "The Governor,  t h e  members o f  t h e  Genera l  Assembly, 
and t h e  c i t i z e n r y  of Colorado a r e  g e n e r a l l y  agreed  t h a t  t h e  p r o p e r t y ,  
t a x  i s  approaching t h e  s a t u r a t i o n  p o i n t . "  

T h i s  assumption i s  no t  one  t h a t  can b e  r e f u t e d  o r  proved -- it i s  
more a  m a t t e r  of op in ion .  

I n  a b s o l u t e  d o l l a r s  t h e  i n c r e a s e  i n  p r o p e r t y  t a x e s  has  been con-
s i d e r a b l e .  I n  1930, p r o p e r t y  t a x e s  l e v i e d  i n  Colorado t o t a l l e d  
$49,207,000, whereas  i n  1963 t h e y  t o t a l l e d  $258,198,000 -- 5%t i m e s  
a s  much. The t o t a l  pr.operty t a x  l e v y  i n  1950 was $81,258,000 -- t h e  
1963 l e v y  was b e t t e r  t h a n  t h r e e  t i m e s  a s  g r e a t .  Colorado h a s  exper ienc-  
ed a  26% i n c r e a s e  i n  p r o p e r t y  t a x e s  l e v i e d  s i n c e  1960. 

On t h e  o t h e r  hand, t h e  $49 m i l l i o n  l e v i e d  i n  1930 r e p r e s e n t e d  
8.2% of t h e  p e r s o n a l  income of Coloradoans a s  opposed t o  5.3% i n  1963. 
Desp i t e  t h e  26% i n c r e a s e  i n  p r o p e r t y  t a x e s  l e v i e d  s i n c e  1960 t h e  p e r  
c e n t  of p e r s o n a l  income going  f o r  p r o p e r t y  t a x e s  h a s  remained r e l a t i v e l y  
s t a b l e .  



1 

Table V 


ASSESSUI VAILUATION AND PERCENT c :HAH;ES THEREIN FROM THE PRECEI MIIES ROY 1957 TO 1964 


Mans 
Alamosa 
Arapahoe 
Archuleta 
Baca 

Bent 
Boulder 
Chaf f ee 
Cheyenne 
Clear Creek 

Conejos 
C o s t i l l a  
Crowley 
Custer 
Delta 

Denver 
Dolores 
Douglas 
Eagle 
Elbert  

E l  Paso 
Fremont 
Garfield 
Gilpin 
Grand 

Gunnison 
Hinsdale 
Huerf ano 
Jackson 

, 	 Jefferson 

'' 	Kiowa 
K i t  Carson 
Lake 
La P la ta  
Larimer 

Las Animas 
Lincoln 
Logan 
Mesa 
Mineral 

Moffat 
Montezuma 
Montrose 
Mergan 
Otero -

Ouray 
Park 
P h i l l i p s  
P i tk in  
Prowers 

Pueblo 
Rio Blanco 
Rio Grande 
Routt 
Saguache 

San Juan 
San Miguel 
Sedgwick 
Summit 
Te l le r  

Washington 
Weld 
Yuma 

TOTALS 

% 
JIG 

8.3 
3.0 

11.5 
1.1 
0.6 

-2.3 
9.0 
1.5 

-1.9 
2.1 

0.5 
-0.4 
-0.1 
0.6 
3.3 

0.8 
5.7 
4.3 

-1.2 
2.7 

3.6 
1 .9  
2.5 
1.4 
1.1 

-0.7 

-1.9 

0.2 


-3.7 

12.6 

-1.6 

-0.2 

17.3 
-0.2 
3.0 

-3.1 
-0.4 
4 . 0  
0.4 
0.7 

6.4 
-0.6 
0.9 
3.1 
2.6 

5.5 
17.2 
-0.4 
10.2 
0.9 

2.7 
-2.3 
0.2 

-0.4 
2.2 

-1.3 
-1.7 
-0.9 
9.9 

-0.7 

5.5 

1%2 1964 
Valuation Valuat ion 



A s s u m ~ t i o n#5. "Most o f  t h e  s t a t e s  pay a g r e a t e r  p r o p o r t i o n  of  
t h e  cost  of educa t ion  ( p u b l i c  pr imary  and secondary)  from t h e  s t a t e '  
b roader  t a x  base  t h a n  does  Colorado. . .  and i n  Colorado t h e  s h a r e  t h e  
s t a t e  i s  paying f o r  p u b l i c  e d u c a t i o n  h a s  been d e c l i n i n g . "  

Because of v a r i a n c e s  i n  what e x p e n d i t u r e s  a r e  i nc luded  f o r  Colorado 
schoo l s  i n  making comparisons on t h e  p r o p o r t i o n  t h e  s t a t e  pays of  a l l  
school  o p e r a t i n g  c o s t s ,  t h e  Na t iona l  Education A s s o c i a t i o n ' s  Pankinas  
of  t h e  S t a t e s  h a s  been used t o  compare t h e  s e v e r a l  s t a t e s .  These com- 
p a r i s o n s  exc lude  borrowing and non-revenue r e c e i p t s .  

The pe r  c e n t  of l o c a l  school  o p e r a t i n g  revenues  r ece ived  from t h e  
s t a t e  f o r  Colorado i s  shown below: 

T a b l e  V I  

STATE SHARE OF LOCAL SCHOOL OPERATING REVENLIES I N  COLORADO 

% Received 
From S t a t e *  

* Taken from NEA Rankings of t h e  S t a t e s .  

According t o  t h e  NEA s t a t i s t i c s  t h e  p e r  c e n t  t h e  s t a t e  i s  paying
i s  no t  d e c l i n i n g ,  i n  f a c t ,  it i s  now s l i g h t l y  h i  h e r  t h a n  i n  r e c e n t  
yea r s .  Colorado r a n k s  towards t h e  bottom of a 17 s t i n g  of  t h e  s t a t e s  
i n  t h e  p e r  c e n t  of o p e r a t i n g  expenses  o f  s c h o o l s  it pays ,  r ank ing  44 th  
i n  1958-59, 4 4 t h  i n  1959-60, 43 rd  i n  1960-61, 4 5 t h  i n  1961-62, 3 8 t h  
i n  1962-63 and 4 0 t h  i n  1963-64. ( s e e  Tab le  V I I . )  

One could conc lude  from t h e  fo rego ing  t h a t  Coloradoans a r e  n o t  
suppor t ing  t h e i r  s c h o o l s  adequate ly .  However, i f  we look a t  t h e  p e r  
c a p i t a  expend i tu re s  by both  s t a t e  and l o c a l  governments f o r  l o c a l  
s choo l s  we f i n d  t h a t  Colorado ranked:  1 0 t h  i n  t h e  n a t i o n  i n  1958; 
6 t h  i n  1959; 8 t h  i n  1960; 7 t h  i n  1961; and 1 2 t h  i n  1962. (See  T a b l e  
vIII. ) 



Table V I I  

PER CENT (IF PUBLIC ELEMENTARY AND SECONDARY SCHOOL REVENUES FROM 
1957-58 Throush 1963-64 Est. THE STATE 

1962-63 
S ta te  X 

1963-64 Est. 
S t a t e  3 

1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 

Del. 
N.M. 
Hawaii 
Ala. 
Ga. 

88.2% 
77.2 
73.7 
72.5 
72.0 

1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 

Del. 
La. 
Ga. 
S.C. 
Hawaii 

78.1% 
72.8 
71.9 
71.9 
70.8 

1. 
2. 
3.  
4. 
5. 

Del. 
S.C. 
N.C. 
Hawaii 
N.M. 

Del. 
N.M. 
La. 
N.C. 
S.C. 

Del. 
N.M. 
N.C. 
La. 
Ala. 

81.1% 
76.7 
69.8 
68.5 
66.7 

N.M. 
Del. 
N.C. 
Hawaii 
S.C. 

80.6% 
79.2 
72.0 
68.3 
67.8 

6. 
7. 
8. 
9. 

10. 

La. 
N.C. 
S.C. 
Tenn. 
Fla .  

70.8 
70.3 
67.7 
63.2 
60.7 

6. 
7. 
8. 
9. 

10. 

N.C. 
N.M. 
Ala. 
Wash. 
Fla .  

70.7 
69.4 
68.0 
61.1 
58.9 

6. 
7. 
8.  
9. 

10. 

Ala. 
La. 
Ga. 
Wash. 
W.  Va. 

Hawaii 
Ga. 
Miss. 
Ala. 
Wash. 

Ga. 
Hawaii 
S.C. 
Wash. 
Miss. 

66.4 
66.2 
65.6 
62.0 
60.0 

La. 
Ga . 
Ala. 
Nev. 
Wash. 

66.9 
66.0 
64.7 
64.0 
61.9 

11. 
12. 
13. 
14. 
15. 

W. Va. 
Tenn. 
Miss. 
Tex. 
k . 

57.4 
53.8 
55.5 
53.2 
51.9 

11. 
12. 
13. 
14. 
15. 

W .  Va. 
Tenn. 
Nev. 
Miss. 
Pa. 

57.4 
53.8 
53.2 
53.0 
50.3 

11. 
12. 
13. 
14. 
15. 

Ky. 
Tenn. 
Nev. 
Fla.  
Miss. 

55.3 
55.2 
55.1 
55.0 
54.4 

11. 
12. 
13. 
14. 
15. 

Tenn. 
Tex. 
Ky. 
Nev. 
Alaska 

58.7 
55.3 
54.7 
54.6 
54.5 

11. 
12. 
13. 
14. 
15. 

KY.  
Alaska 
W. Va. 
Tenn. 
Nev. 

58.2 
55.7 
55.3 
55.0 
53.1 

Miss. 
Tenn. 
Fla.  
K Y .  
Tex. 

57.5 
56.5 
55.5 
55.1 
52.5 

16. Wash. 
17. Ky. 
18. Mich. 
19. Pa. 
20. Nav. 

50.2 
48.6 
48.6 
48.5 
46.3 

16. 
17. 
18. 
19. 
20. 

Alaska 
A r k .  
Tex. 
Utah 
Okla. 

50.0 
49.2 
47.9 
47.0 
46.2 

16. 
17. 
18. 
19. 
20. 

Pa. 
A r k .  
Tex. 
Alaska 
Wyo. 

51.1 
50.8 
50.0 
47.5 
45.2 

16. 
17. 
18. 
19. 
20. 

W. Va. 
Fla. 
Utah 
Ark. 
Pa. 

54.2 
53.6 
46.9 
46.0 
44.6 

16. 
17. 
18. 
19. 
20. 

Fla.  
Tex. 
Utah 
A r k .  
N.Y. 

53.0 
52.3 
48.6 
45.9 
44.2 

W. Va. 
Utah 
Alaska 
Ark. 
N.Y. 

51.4 
51.3 
48.6 
46.8 
44.0 

, 

' 

21. Wyo. 
22. Utah 
23. Minn. 
24. N.Y. 
25. Ca l i f .  

45.7 
43.7 
43.1 
39.6 
39.1 

21. A r i z .  
22. Ky.
23. Ca l i f .  
24. Mich. 
25. Wyo. 

44.2 
43.8 
42.7 
42.3 
41.3 

21. 
22. 
23. 
24. 
25. 

Mich. 
Utah 
Okla. 
N.Y. 
Ariz. 

43.6 
43.4 
42.8 
42.4 
40.9 

21. 
22. 
23. 
24. 
25. 

Wyo. 
Mich. 
N.Y. 
Okla. 
Ariz. 

44.1 
42.4 
41.4 
41.4 
39.5 

21. 
22. 
23. 
24. 
25. 

Mich. 
Wyo. 
Pa. 
Va. 
Mo. 

42.8 
42.4 
42.0 
40.9 
39.9 

Pa. 
Mich. 
Wyo. 
Va. 
C a l i f .  

43.7 
42.8 
41.9 
41.4 
39.8 

26. 
27. 
28. 
29. 
30. 

Md. 
va. 
V t .  
fb. 
N. Dak. 

33.9 
33.2 
33.2 
33.2 
32.8 

26. 
27. 
28. 
29. 
30. 

Maine 
Minn. 
N.Y. 
Md. 
Va. 

38.3 
38.0 
37.8 
36.9 
33.6 

26. 
27. 
28. 
29. 
30. 

Ca l i f .  
Minn. 
Md. 
Va. 
Idaho 

40.4 
37.9 
36.5 
36.1 
32.6 

26. 
27. 
28. 
29. 
30. 

Ca l i f .  
Md. 
Minn. 
Conn. 
Mo. 

38.6 
37.8 
37.6 
35.8 
35.7 

26. 
27. 
28. 
29. 
30. 

Ca l i f .  
Minn. 
Md . 
Ariz .  
Conn. 

39.8 
37.1 
35.9 
35.7 
35.4 

Minn. 
Conn. 

Ariz.Mo . 
Md . 

38.8 
35.3 

34.334.7 
34.2 

31. 
32. 
33. 
34. 
35. 

Ariz. 
Ind. 
Maine 
Ill. 
Ohio 

32.0 
31.3 
30.5 
29.5 
29.4 

31. Idaho 
32. Mo. 
33. Oreg. 
34. Ind. 
35. Ohio 

31.9 
31.0 
29.9 
29.5 
28.7 

31. 
32. 
33. 
34. 
35. 

Ind. 
Maine 
Mo. 
Oreg. 
Ohio 

31.4 
29-.6 
29.4 
29.4 
29.1 

31. 
32. 
53. 
34. 
35. 

Va.. 
Idaho 
Oreg. 
Ind. 
Ohio 

34.5 
31.9 
31.0 
30.6 
28.5 

31. 
32. 
33. 
34. 
35. 

Idaho 
Ind. 
Oreg. 
Okla. 
R . I .  

32.4 
30.7 
29.5 
28.3 
26.4 

Ind. 
Idaho 
Oreg. 
R . I .  
Maine 

33.9 
32.6 
32.5 
31.5 
31.1 

36. Oreg. 
37. Idaho 
38. Conn. 
39. Okla. 
40. Mass. 

29.3 
28.2 
27.4 
26.9 
26.9 

36. 
37. 
38. 
39. 
40. 

Conn. 
N. Dak. 
N.J. 
111. 
V t .  

27.5 
26.5 
24.1 
23.8 
23.5 

36. 
37. 
38. 
39. 
40. 

N. Dak. 
Mass. 
Conn. 
Mont. 
R . I .  

28.3 
26.9 
26.6 
25.3 
24.9 

36. 
37. 
38. 
39. 
40. 

Mont. 
N. Dak. 
R . I .  
Wis. 
Mass. 

26.8 
25.2 
25.2 
24.9 
24.3 

36. 
37. 
38. 
39. 
40. 

N. Dak. 
Maine 
COLO. 
Mass. 
Wis. 

25.0 
24.7 
24.3 
24.1 
23.9 

Okla. 
Mont. 
Wis. 
I l l .  
COLO. 

28.6 
26.4 
25.5 
24.6 
24.2 

41. 
42. 
43. 
44. 
45. 

N.J. 
R . I .  
Mont. 
COLO. 
Wis. 

26.4 
25.3 
24.1 
22.7 
21.4 

41. 
42. 
43. 
44. 
45. 

Kans. 
Wis. 
Mont. 
COLO. 
R . I .  

23.4 
22.5 
22.2 
20.2 
19.0 

41. 
42. 
43. 
44. 
45. 

N . J .  
Kans. 
COLO. 
V t .  
Wis. 

23.8 
22.7 
22.1 
22.0 
21.3 

41. 
42. 
43. 
44. 
45. 

111. 
N.J. 
V t .  
Maine 
COLO. 

22.8 
22.8 
22.6 
21.7 
20.6 

41. 
42. 
43. 
44. 
45. 

Mont. 
N.J. 
Ohio 
V t .  
Kans. 

23.2 
22.8 
22.7 
22.2 
20.8 

N. Dak. 
V t .  
Mass. 
Ohio 
N.J. 

24.2 
24.2 
23.9 
23.7 
22.8 

46. Kans. 20.3 
47. Ia .  13.3 
48. S. Dak. 10.9 
49. N.H. 9.6 
50. Nebr. 6.9 
Source: N U  W a s of 

46. Mass. 
47. l a .  
48. S. Dak. 
49. N.H. 
50. Nebr. 
t h e  St-

17.7 
12.4 
8.4 
5.4 
5.1 

46. 
47. 
48. 
49. 
50. 

I l l .  
Ia .  
S. Dak. 
N.H. 
Nebr. 

20.4 
11.6 
8.2 
5.7 
4.0 

46. 
47. 
48. 
49. 
50. 

Kans. 
Ia .  
S. Dak. 
Nebr. 
N.H. 

20.5 
13.0 
11.9 
6.1 
6.0 

46. 
47. 
48. 
49. 
50. 

I l l .  
Ia.  
S. Dak. 
N.H. 
Nebr. 

19.8 
12.5 
11.6 
6.7 
6.0 

Kans. 
S. Dak. 
I a .  
N.  H. 
Nebr. 

21.0 
11.6 
11.O 
7.3 
6.3 



T a b l e  V I I I  
PER CAPITA EXPENDITURES OF STATE AND .LCCAL 

195E - :?62 
GOVERNMEkTS FOR LOCAL SCHOOLS 

Year 1958 Year 1959 
t s u L i ? B  

Year 1960 
State 

Year 1961  
&!L? 

Year 1962 
State 

Wyo. 
Alaska  (21.396.26) 
Utah 
C a l i f .  
Oreg . 
Nev . 
Wash. 
A r i z .  
Conn. 
Minn. 

N . Y .  
COLO. 
N.M. 
Mich. 
I n d .  

Del .  
I a .  
Md . 
N. Dak. 
W i s .  

N . J .  
Kans. 
Mont. 
Mass. 
Hawaii  

Alaska ( 1 6 t h .  398.40) 
C a l i f .  
Wyo.
Utah 
Nev. 

Del . 
C a l i f .  

Del. 
Alaska 
C a l i f .  
Utah 
Ar iz  . 

Wvo. 
el. 

Alaska ( 1 9 t h .  $86.33) 
C a l i f .  
Utah 

k i z .  
N.Y. 
wyo. 

Ariz.Wash. 
Utah 
Nev. 
N.M. 
COLO . 

COLO. 
Wyo. 
N.M. 
Wash. 
N.Y. 

Nev. 
Oreg . 
Minn. 
Mich. 
V t .  

N . J .  
Mont. 
Conn. 
La. 
Kans. 

Wash. 
COLO . 
Oreg . 
N.M. 
Minn. 

A r i z .  
N.Y. 
Mich. 
Del .  
Mont. 

N. Dak. 
Hawaii  
I a .  
Kans. 
Wis. 

Md . 
N . J .  
Ind .  
I l l .  
Pa. 

Ohio 
Conn . 
Vt.  
Nebr . 
La. 

Okla. 
S. Dak. 
Mass. 
Idaho  
F l a .  

Tex. 
R.I. 
Mo . 
Va. 
W. Va. 

Oreg . 
COLO . 
Nev. 
N.M. 

Oreg . 
R . J .  
Mich. 
Minn. 
Conn. 

Vt .  
Kans. 
La. 
I a .  
Ohio 

Tex. 
Md. 
Mont. 
Ind. 
S. Dak. 

Wash. 
N.Y. 
N. Dak. 
Conn. 
Minn. 

Mich. 
Ill. 
Mont. 
Kans. 
I a .  

Ind.  
Pa. 
Ill. 
Md. 
I a .  

N . J .  
Ind . 
Vt.  
Hawaii 
Md. 

Ill. 
Fla .  
Ckla.  

Idaho 
Okla. 

La. 
Pa. 
Okla. 
Ohio 
Nebr . 

I l l .  
S. Dak. 
OhioOhio 

Tex. 
F l a .  

Wis. 
Pa. 

Pa. 
Tex.  

Mass. 
Nebr. 
MO . 
Idaho 
N. Dak. 

N. Dak. 
Nebr . 
S. Dak. 
Wis. 
Maine 

Wis. 
F l a .  
S. Dak. 
Idaho 
Tex. 

Idaho  
Nebr. 
Maine 
V t .  
La. 

36. Ga. 63.20 36. Va. 63.90 
37. N. C. 59.46 37. Mass. 63.83 
38. Va. 58.50 38. Mo. 63.75 
39. N.H. 58.39 39. Ga. 61.41 
40. Maine 55.99 40. N.C. 61.30 

Mass. 
Maine 
Va. 
Mo . 
N.C. 

MO . 
Okla .  
N.C. 
N.H. 
F l a .  

N.C. 
N.H. 
Maine 
Ga . 
K Y  

41. Tenn. 55.17 41. N.H. 59.29 
42. R . I .  54.06 42.  Miss. 58.54 
43. S.C. 52.87 43. Tenn. 58.18 
44. W. Va. 52.16 44. R.I. 57 .71  
45. Ala. 50.48 45. W. Va. 55.67 

W. Va. 
Miss. 
Tenn. 
N.H. 
Ga . 

R.I. 
W. Va. 
Va.  
Ga. 
KY 

46. Ky. 50.16 46. S.C. 54.16 
47. Ark. 46.38 47.  Ala. 53.71 
48. ~ i s s .  43.37 48.  Ark. 50.69 

49. Ky. 48.32 

R.I. 
S.C. 

S.C. 
Ala.  
Tenn. 
Miss. 
Ark. 

Ala.  
S.C. 
Tenn. 
Miss. 
Ark. 

Ala. 
Ark. 

Source: NEA Rankinas of t h e  Stater, 



Trends  i n  E x ~ e n d i t u r e s .  The s t u d y  d i r e c t i v e  which f o l l o w s  t h e  
above assumpt ions  s u g g e s t s  r e v i s i n g  t h e  p u b l i c  s choo l  f o u n d a t i o n  a c t  
t o  e n a b l e  t h e  s t a t e  t o  pay a  g r e a t e r  s h a r e  of  t h e  c o s t .  T h i s  a p p e a r s  
t o  b e  based on t h e  s u p p o s i t i o n  t h a t  i f  t h e  s t a t e  p a y s  a  g r e a t e r  s h a r e ,  
p r o p e r t y  t a x  i n c r e a s e s  c an  be  reduced .  The r e s o l u t i o n  does  n o t  n o t e  
t h e  t r e n d s  i n  e x p e n d i t u r e s ,  however, and t h e  e f f e c t  of s t a t e  a i d  on 
t o t a l  e x p e n d i t u r e s .  

T a b l e  I X  shows t h e  p e r  c e n t  i n c r e a s e  i n  t o t a l  o p e r a t i n g  expenses  
d u r i n g  r e c e n t  y e a r s .  

T a b l e  I X  

TOTAL CURRENT EXPENDITURES I N  COLORADO FOR LOCAL 

ELEMENTARY AND SECONDARY SCHOOLS 


C u r r e n t  % 
Yeas E x ~ e n s e  I n c .  

T a b l e  X shows t h e  amounts d i s t r i b u t e d  t o  l o c a l  s c h o o l s  by t h e  
s t a t e  f o r  t h e  f o u n d a t i o n  program and t r a n s p o r t a t i o n  a s  w e l l  a s  t h e  
pe r .  c e n t  i n c r e a s e  i n  t h e  t o t a l  of  t h e  programs i n  r e c e n t  y e a r s .  

T a b l e  X 

STATE SUPPORT TO LOCAL SCHOOLS -- FOUNDATION 
PROGRAM AND TRANSPORTATION 

Year Amount D i s t r i b u t e d  School  Year % Inc,  
Appropr i - Found. D i r e c t  F o r  Which I n  

a t  ed Procar am G r a n t  T rans ,  T o t a l  h ~ r o ~ i r a t e d  T o t a l  

A compar ison o f  T a b l e s  I ,  V I ,  I X ,  and X shows t h a t  between 1957- 
58 and 1963-64, s c h o o l  o p e r a t i n g  expense s  i n c r e a s e d  app rox ima te ly  85 
p e r  c e n t  even though  a v e r a g e  d a i l y  a t t e n d a n c e  i n c r e a s e d  o n l y  40 p e r  
c e n t .  I n  t h a t  same p e r i o d  t h e r e  was an 8 7  p e r  c e n t  i n c r e a s e  i n  t h e  
amount of  s t a t e  d o l l a r s  d i s t r i b u t e d ,  b u t  t h e  p e r  c e n t  o f  s t a t e  a i d  t o  
t o t a l  o p e r a t i n g  e x p e n d i t u r e s  remained r e l a t i v e l y  s t a b l e .  It i s  e v i d e n t  



t h a t  i n  r e c e n t  y e a r s  a d d i t i o n a l  s t a t e  a i d  p e r  p u p i l  has  no t  r e s u l t e d  
i n  a  g r e a t e r  percentage  being f inanced  by t h e  s t a t e .  I n s t e a d ,  p e r
p u p i l  expendi tures  have gone up w i t h  i n c r e a s e s  i n  s t a t e  a i d .  The 
ques t ion  a r i s e s  whether t h i s  t r e n d  w i l l  c o n t i n u e  i n  t h e  f u t u r e .  W i l l  
adding more s t a t e  a i d  p e r  p u p i l  simply i n c r e a s e  p e r  p u p i l  expend i tu re s  
o r  will it i n c r e a s e  t h e  s t a t e ' s  p r o p o r t i o n a t e  s h a r e  and h e l p  keep 
down p rope r ty  t a x  i n c r e a s e s ?  



Amendment t o  1964 Law on Tax Levies  and Revenues 

A t  i t s  f i n a l  meeting t h e  committee agreed t o  recommend t h a t  
t h e  1964 law on t a x  l e v i e s  and revenues ( c h a p t e r  69, Sess ion Laws of 
1964, commonly r e f e r r e d  t o  a s  House B i l l  1014) be amended t o  a i d  
d i s t r i c t s  which mus t  change over  t o  a ca l enda r  y e a r  f i s c a l  y e a r  by 
January 1, 1967. 

D i s t r i c t s  ope ra t ing  on a J u l y  1 t o  June 30 f i s c a l  yeas  can 
now borrow money f o r  gene ra l  fund o p e r a t i o n s  i n  November and December 
i n  a n t i c i p a t i o n  of revenues t o  be rece ived  i n  January,  February,  and 
March. Th i s  i s  permi t ted  s o  long a s  t h e  revenues a r e  a n t i c i p a t e d  f o r  
t h e  c u r r e n t  f i s c a l  y e a r  and t h e  loan  i s  l i q u i d a t e d  wi th in  s i x  months. 
( s e e  123-3-7 i n  s e c t i o n  1 of c h a p t e r  69,  S. L. 1964.) 

8Such borrowing has  been a common p r a c t i c e  i n  many of t h e  over  
150 school d i  s t r i c t s  ope ra t ing  on a  J u l y  1 t o  June 30 f i s c a l  year .  
Those d i s t r i c  t s  which have had t o  o b t a i n  Tax Commission approval f o r  
i n c r e a s e s  i n  excess  of f i v e  p e r  c e n t  contend t h a t  such borrowing has 
become almost a  n e c e s s i t y  because t h e  Tax Commission has  discouraged 
maintenance of t h e  f i f t e e n  p e r  c e n t  ope ra t ing  r e s e r v e  permit ted by 
law. T h i s  p o l i c y  of t h e  Tax Commission has  been v e r f i e d  a s  a  f a c t .  

When t h e s e  d i s t r i c t s  change ove r  t o  a  ca l enda r  y e a r  f i s c a l  
y e a r  (by January 1, 1967, a s  r equ i r ed  by c h a p t e r  75, S. L. 1964). they  
cannot cont inue  t h i s  type  of borrowing. A t  p r e sen t  t h e  law r e q u i r e s  
t h a t  t h e  amount borrowed must be completely r epa id  d u r i n  I! t h e  budget 
year .  Therefore ,  u n l e s s  t h e  law i s  changed, t h e s e  d i s t r  c t s  must 
e l i m i n a t e  t h e i r  end-of-year d e f i c i t s  by January 1, 1968. Some of t h e  
d i s t r i c t s  a f f e c t e d  f e e l  t h a t  t hey  must be given a per iod of y e a r s  i n  
which t o  make up t h e i r  d e f i c i t s  -- otherwise  t h e r e  w i l l  be a d r a s t i c  
i n c r e a s e  ( a s  much a s  10 m i l l s  i n  some d i s t r i c t s )  i n  t h e  levy  and an 
undue hardsh ip  on t h e  taxpayers  of t h e  d i s t r i c t .  

Because of t h e  widespread concern over  t h i s  problem, t h e  
committee recommends t h a t  a p rov i s ion  be added t o  t h e  law t o  he lp  
d i s t r i c t s  make t h e  change t o  a  ca l enda r  y e a r  f i s c a l  year .  Any d i s t r i c t  
making t h e  change which would have a gene ra l  fund d e f i c i t  on December 
31, 1966, would be given t e n  y e a r s  i n  which t o  e l i m i n a t e  t h e  d e f i c i t .  
The proposed amendment would be designed t o  permit  t h e  d i s t r i c t  t o  
borrow f o r  a  s h o r t  t ime ( n o t  t o  exceed s i x  months) each y e a r  f o r  a 
per iod  of no t  t o  exceed t e n  y e a r s  wi th  each loan  being l e s s  than  t h e  
one previous  u n t i l  t h e  t o t a l  d e f i c i t  i s  wiped o u t .  Although each loan  
would have t o  be r epa id  wi th in  s i x  months, it would n o t  have t o  be 
r epa id  wi th in  t h e  budget year .  



APPENDIX 

Follow-up on Basic Data i n  1961 and 1962 Reports  
on School Finance 

Tables  X I  through X I X  were prepared by t h e  S t a t e  Department 
of Education a s  a follow-up t o  some of t h e  b a s i c  d a t a  i n  t h e  1961 and 
1962 r e s e a r c h  r e p o r t s  on school  f inance .*  They a r e  a s  fol lows:  

Table  No. 

X I 1  and 
X I 1 1  

X I V  

XVI 

XVII 

XVIII 

X I X  

Sub jec t  

Corresp.
Table  i n  

1961 

Corresp,.'
Table  i n  

1962 

School Taxes C o l l e c t i b l e  a s  Pe rcen t  
of Adjusted Gross Income 

Federa l  Funds Pa id  t o  Count ies  

Payment of  S t a t e  School Support  t o  
Count ies  

Comparison of School D i s t r i c t  S p e c i a l  
Fund Rece ip t s  

Comparison of School D i s t r i c t  S p e c i a l  
Fund Rece ip t s  by S i z e  of School 
D i s t r i c t  

Average Cur ren t  Expense of School 
D i s t r i c t s  p e r  Classroom Uni t  

P u b l i c  School Foundation Act Minimum 
Equa l i za t ion  En t i t l emen t s ,  1964-65 
( ~ r e l i m i n a r y) 

Pub l i c  School Foundation Act Minimum 
Equa l i za t ion  Program, 1965-66 
(Es t imated)  

it Colorado L e g i s l a t i v e  Counci l ,  S t a t e  Aid t o  Schools  i n  Colorado,  
Research P u b l i c a t i o n  No. 60, December, 1961, and R e s u l t s  Under 
t h e  1962 School Foundation Act ,  Research P u b l i c a t i o n  No. 76, 
December, 1962. 



A few of t h e  t a b l e s  i n  t h e  preceding p o r t i o n  of t h i s  r e p o r t  
can a l s o  be considered a s  follow-ups t o  t a b l e s  i n  t h e  1961 and 1962 
r e p o r t s :  

Corresp.
Table  i n  

Corresp.
Table  i n  

Table  No. S u b j e c t  1961 1962 

I and I1 Average Dai ly  Attendance 15 -- 
VII P e r  Cent of P u b l i c  Elementary and 

Secondary School Revenues from 
t h e  S t a t e  2 



Table  X I  


SCHOOL TAXES COLLECTIBLE AS A PER CENT OF ADJUSTED GROSS INCOME 


( 1
% of 

( 2 )
% of 

( 31 
% of 

( 4 )
% of 

1960 Ad j . 1961 Adj . 1962 Adj. 1963 A d j .  
Gross  Inc .  Gross  Inc .  Gross  Inc .  Gross  Inc .  

Paid  For  Pa id  For Paid  For  Paid  For 
1959 School 1960 School 1961 School 1962 School 

P r o p e r t y  
Taxes 

P rope r ty  
Taxes 

P rope r ty  
Taxes 

P rope r ty  
TaxesCountv 

Adams 
Alamosa 
Arapahoe 
Archuleta  
Baca 

Bent 
Boulder 
Chaff ee  
Cheyenne 
C l e a r  Creek 

Conejos 
C o s t i l l a  
Crow1 ey 
Cus t e r  
Del ta  

Denver 
Dolores 
Douglas 
Eagle 
E l b e r t  

E l  Paso 
Fremont 
G a r f i e l d  
G i l p i n  
Grand 

Gunni son 
Hinsda le  
Huerf ano 
Jackson 
J e f f e r s o n  

Kiowa 
K i t  Carson 
Lake 
La P l a t a  

, Larimer 



T a b l e  X I  
( c o n t i n u e d )  

(1)
% of 

( 2 )
% of  

(3)
% of 

( 4 )
% of  

1960 Ad j . 
G r o s s  I n c .  

1961 Adj. 
G r o s s  I n c .  

1962 Adj. 
G r o s s  I n c .  

1963 Adj. 
G r o s s  I n c .  

P a i d  For  Pa id  For  P a i d  For  P a i d  For  
1959 Schoo l  1960 Schoo l  1961  Schoo l  1962 Schoo l  

P r o p e r t y
Taxes  

P r o p e r t y
Taxes  

P r o p e r t y
Taxes  

P r o p e r t y
TaxesCounty 

Las Animas 
L inco ln  
Logan 
Mesa 
Minera l  

Mof f a t  
Montezuma 
Montrose 
Morgan 
O t e r o  

Our ay 
Park 
P h i l l i p s
P i t k i n  
Prowers 

Pueblo  
Rio  Blanco 
Rio  Grande 
R o u t t  
Saguache 

San J u a n  
San Miguel 
Sedgwick 
Summit 
T e l l e r  

Washington 
Weld 
Yuma 

Average 



I 

Cauntv 

Ad ams 
Alamosa 
Arapahoe 
Archuleta 
Baca 

Bent 
Boulder 
Chaff ee 
Cheyenne 
Clear Creek 

Conejos 
C o s t i l l a  
Crowley 
Custer 
Delta 

Denver 
Dolores 

, Douglas 
Eagle 

VJ Elbert 

E l  Paso 
Fremont 
Garf ield 
Gilpin 
Grand 

Gunnison 
Hinsdale 
Huerf ano 
Jackson 
Jefferson 

Kiowa 
K i t  Carson 
Lake 
La P la ta  
Larimer 

Las Animas 
Lincoln 
Logan 
Mesa 
Mineral 

Moffat 
Vontezuma 
Montrose 
,Morgan 
Otero 

Table XI1 

FEDERAL FUNDS P A I D  TO COUNTIES 1962-63 
( J o i n t  D i s t r i c t  Amounts Are Credited t o  Headquarters County) 

Vocational 
Federal Money 

P.L. 
874 

P.L. 
4 . L  

Federal 
Forest 

Mineral 
Lease 

Federa! Land 
Materials 

School Lunch 
8 Spec a1 

M i l k h  
T i t l e  113 
N . D . E . A .  

T i t l e  V-A 
N . D . E . A .  

Other 
Federal 
Funds* 

County 
Total 

S 55.00 

7.36 
3.430.65' 
1,897.80 

--- S --- --- --- 
--- .35 

S 133.499.66 
12,741.02 

149.272.76 
4.059.80 

11,706.04 

1,841.41 
14.44 

v < o o  
--- 
--- 

41.00 
.70 

8.04 

7.86 
--- 

10.739.92 
56,844.52 
7.628.01 
5,425.08 
3.070.56 

--- --- 
71.78 

6.306.00 
--- 

44 .OO 

24.06 
. .92 

--- --- 
17.424.58 
11.742.46 
6.632.04 
2,251.52 

16,525.30 



Table X I 1  
(continued) 

School Lunch Other 

Vocational P.L. P.L. Federal Mineral Federal Land & Special T i t l e  I11 T i t l e  V-A Federal County 


County Federal one^' 874 a Forest Lease Materials ~ i l k 2  N.D.E.A.3 N.D.E.A. Funds* T o t a l  


Ouray

Park 

P h i l l i p s  

P i tk in  

Prowers 


Pueblo 

Rio Blanco 

Rio Grande 

Iioutt 

Saguache 


--- --- --- 166.68 --- --- 403.92 --- --- ---San Juan 
San Miguel - - - --- --- 1.528.76 20,540.73 26.00 4,014.14 176.25 - - - ---
Sedgwick 1,124.93 --- --- --- 2.50 --- 5,774.00 442.97 --- ------ --- 1,233.35 --- 234.00 --- --- .--- ---Summit 800.00--- 4,437.00 --- 766.69 --- 2.40 5,113.00 2,140.64 --- ---Teller  

Washington 6.555.85 --- --- --- 898.75 --- 11,318.00 10,518.08 2,351.53 --- 31.642.21 
Weld 9,018.17 --- --- --- 668.55 --- 78,836.40 16,006.80 5,869.06 10,359.82 120.758.80--- --- --- 456.08 19.00 20.018. 2.300.4 --- --- 76.535.67Yuma 3.741.29 , 	 TOTAL 5267.138.53 57.924.193.00 91.507.470.85 847,664.12 4296,488.54 83.853.91 $1.617,118.% $437,796.4: $101.942.18 $335,943.41 $12,539,609.24 

1. 	 Agriculture, Home Economics, Distr ibut ive Education, Trade and Indus t r ia l .  P rac t ica l  Nursing, Manpower and Technical. 
2. 	 Does not include private schools o r  child-care i n s t i t u t i o n s  and camps. 
3. 	 Acquisition of equipment and minor remodeling for  science, mathematics, and foreign language. Federal funds available: $495,327.00; difference n o t  reimbursed 

t o  counties during 1962-63 f i s c a l  year. 
r 	Alamosa - $1,757.83 from Area Redevelopment Act and $12.83 from Migratory Bird Conservation Act. Arapahoe and Bent - flood control  monies. Baca. Otero.  and 

Weld - Bankhead-Jones Farm Tenant Act monies. La Plata  - includes $216,000.00 d i r e c t  qrant  from Department of In te r io r ,  and $70,773.00 Johnson-O'Malley Indian 
Education monies. Montezuma - Johnson-O'Malley Indian Education monies. Cos t i l l a  and Huerfano - Area Redevelopment Act monies. 



FEDERAL FUNDS PAID TO COUNTIES 1963-64 
( J o i n t  D i s t r i c t  Amounts Are  C r e d i t e d  t o  t h e  H e a d q u a r t e r s  County) 

School  Lunch O t h e r  

County 
V o c a t i o n a l  

F e d e r a l  Moner 
P.L. 
874 

P.L. F e d e r a l  M i n e r a l  F e d e r a l  Land 8 S p e c ' a l  T i t l e  113 
F o r e s t  L e a s e  Materials Milk2 N.D.E.A. 

T i t l e  V-A 
N.D.E.A. 

F e d e r a l  
Funds* 

C o u n t y  
fotal 

Adams 
Alamosa 
Arapahoe 
Archule ta  
Baca 

Bent 
Boulder 
Chaff e e  
Cheyenne 
C l e a r  Creek 

Conejos 
C o s t i l l a  
Crowley
C u s t e r  
Del ta  

Denver 
, Dolores 

Douglas 
Eagle 

, E l b e r t  

E l  Paso 
Fremont 
G a r f i e l d  
G i l p i n  
Grand 

Gunnison 
Hinsdale 
Huerf ano 
Jackson 
J e f f e r s o n  

Kiowa 
K i t  Carson 
Lake 
La P l a t a  
Larimer 

Las h i m a s  
Lincoln 
Logan 
Mesa 
Mineral  

Moff a t  
Montezuma 
Montrose 
Morgan 
Otero 



Table  XI11 
( con t inued)  

Vocat ional  
Fede ra l  Monev 

P.L. 
874 

P.L. 
Blfi 

Fede ra l  
Forest 

Mineral  
Lease 

Fede ra l  Land 
M a t e r i a l s  

School Lunch 
8 Spec ia l  

~ i l k 2  
T i t l e  I11 
N.D. E . A . ~  

T i t l e  V-A 
N.D.E.A. 

Other  
Fede ra l  
Funds+ 

County
iuuL 

Ouray 
Park 
P h i l l i p s
P i t k i n  
Prowers 

Pueblo 
Rio Blanco 
Rio Grande 
Rowtt 
Saguache 

San Juan 
San Miguel 
Sedgwick
Summit 
T e l l e r  

Washington 
Weld 
Yuma 

TOTAL 

1. 	 Agricul ture ,  home economics. d i s t r i b u t i v e  education.  t r a d e  and i n d u s t r i a l . p r a c t i c a 1  nu r s ing ,  manpower and t echn ica l .  
2.  	 Does not i nc lude  p r i v a t e  s choo l s  o r  chi ld-care  i n s t i t u t i o n s  and camps. 
3. 	 ~ c q u i s i t i o n  of equipment and minor remodeling f o r  s c i ence .  mathematics. and f o r e i g n  language. Federa l  funds  a v a i l a b l e :  9931,372.00: d i f f e r e n c e  no t  


reimbursed t o  coun t i e s  dur ing 1963-64 f i s c a l  year .  

+ 	 Denver. E l  Paso. and Larimer - Manpower Development and Tra in ing  Act monies. Baca and Otero - Bankhead-Jones Act monies. Weld - 924.076.18 from Bankhead-Jones 

~ c tand 930.390.08 from Manpower Development and Tra in ing  Act monies. Alamosa - Migratory Bird Conservat ion  Act monies. 



T a b l e  X N  

PAYMENT OF STATE SCHOOL SUPPORT TO COUNTIES 1961-1964 
The P u b l i c  School  Foundat ion  Act and ~ r a n s ~ o r t a t i o n l  

P u b l i c  School 
Foundation 

1961-62 
T r a n s p o r t a t i o n  

Fund Total 
P u b l i c  S ~ h o o l  

Foundat ion  

1962-1963 
T r a n s p o r t a t i o n  

Fund IQid 
P u b l i c  School  
Foundation 

1963-1964 
T r a n s p o r t a t i o n  

Ad ams 
~ l a m o s a  
Arapahoe 
A r c h u l e t a  
Baca 

B 114.770.78 
23.963.10 

106,656.79 
9,924.47 

61.152.97 

Bent 
Boulder 
Chaff e e  
Cheyenne 
C l e a r  Creek 

Conejos  
C o s t i l l a  
Crowley 
C u s t e r  
D e l t a  

I 

W 

I 

Denver 
Dolores  
Doug1 a s  
Eagle 
E l b e r t  

E l  Paso 
Fremont 
G a r f i e l d  
G i l p i n  
Grand 

Gunni son 
H i n s d a l e  
Huerf ano 
Jackson  
J e f f e r s o n  

Kiowa 
K i t  Carson  
Lake 
La P l a t a  
Larimer 

Las m i m a s  
L i n c o l n  
Logan 
Mesa 
Minera l  

Moffa t  
Montezuma 
Montrose 
Morgan 
O t e r o  



T a b l e  X I V  
( c o n t i n u e d )  

P u b l i c  School  T r a n s p o r t a t i o n
F o u n d a t i o n  Fund 

P u b l i c  School  -T o t a l  Found a t i o n  Fund -T o t a l  

1961 -1962 
P u b l i c  School  

Foundat ion  
T r a n s p o r t a t i o n  

Fund Total 

Ouray
Park 
P h i l l i p s  
P i t k i n  
Prowers 

Pueblo 
Rio  Blanco 
Rio Grande 
Rout t  
Saguache 

San Juan  
San Miguel 
Sedgwick 
Summit 
T e l l e r  

Washington 
Weld 
Yuma 

TOTAL 

1. I n c l u d e s  a l l  payments from t h e  P u b l i c  School  T r a n s p o r t a t i o n  Fund and The S t a t e  P u b l i c  S c h o o l  Fund e x c e p t  payments t o  J u n i o r  C o l l e g e s .  Payments f o r  j o i n t  
school  d i s t r i c t s  a r e  shown i n  c o u n t y  of h e a d q u a r t e r s .  



Table  XV 

Revenue 
From Local 

Sources 

COMPARISON OF SCHOOL DISTRICT SPECIAL FUND RECEIPTS, 
By T o t a l  D o l l a r s  and Per  A.D.A. 

% Local % County
Local Revenue Revenue County Revenue 

Revenue i s  of From Revenue i s  of Revenue 
Per T o t a l  County Per T o t a l  From S t a t e  

A.D.A. Revenue Sources A.D.A. Revenue Sources 

SCHOOL YEAR 1962-63 

% S t a t e  
S t a t e  Revenue Revenue 

Revenue i s  of From 
Per T o t a l  Federa l  

A.D.A. Revenue Sources 

% F e d e r a l  
Federa l  Revenue 
Revenue i s  of 

Per T o t a l  
A.D.A. Revenug 

T o t a l  
Revenue 

Rece lb tp  

T o t a l  
Revenue 

Pe r  
A.D.A, 

Ad ams 
~ l a m o s a  
Arapahoe 
w c h u l e t a  
Baca 

Bent 
Boulder 
Chaff e e  
Cheyenne
Clea r  Creek 

Conejos 
C o s t i l l a  
Crowley 
Cus t e r  
Del ta  

~ e n v e r l  
Dolores 

, 	Douglas 
Eagle
E lbe r t  

EI Paso 
Frernont 
Gar f i e ld  
G i lp in  
Grand 

Gunni son 
Hinsdale 
Huerf an0 
Jackson 
~ e f f e r s o n '  

Kiowa 
K i t  Carson 
Lake 
La P la t a  
Larimer 

Las Animas 
Lincoln 
Logan 
Mesa 
Mineral 

of f a t  
~ o n tezuma 
Montrose 
,hiorgan
Otero 



Table  XV 
( con t inued)  

A.D.A. Revenue 

% Local 
Local Revenue 

-Revenue i s  of 
Revenue 

From 
County 
Revenue 

% County 
Revenue 

i s  of Revenue 
S t a t e  

Revenue 

% S t a t e  
Revenue 
i s  of 

Revenue 
From 

% Fede ra l  
Federa l  Revenue 
Revenue i s  of T o t a l  

Countv @ 
1962-63 
172 Davs 

From Local 
Sources 

Per 
A.D.A. 

T o t a l  
Revenue 

County 
Sources  

P e r  
A.D.A. 

To ta l  
Revenue 

From S t a t e  
Sources  

Per 
A.D.A. 

T o t a l  
Revenug 

Fede ra l  
Sources  

Per  
A.D.A. 

T o t a l  
Revenue 

Revenue 
R e c e m  

Ouray 
Park 

366.2 
290.5 

P h i l l i p s  
P i t k i n  

1,200.9 
512.9 

Prowers 3,449.9 

Pueblo 26.926.8 
Rio Blanco 1.408.1 
Rio Grande 2.767.6 
Routt 1.469.7 
Saguache 1,244.3 

San Juan 173.9 
San Miguel 638.2 
Sedgwick 
Summit 

1.059.8 
297.9 

T e l l e r  618.7 

Washington 
Neld 

1.537.7 
16.398.1 

Yuma 2.105.3 
STATEWIDE

TOTAL^ 
410,999.9 

TOTAL (exclud-  326,168.8 
ing  Denver) 

1. Revenue from county sources has  not been separa ted  from revenue from l o c a l  sources  f o r  e i t h e r  Denver o r  J e f f e r s o n  County. 

T o t a l  

Revenue 


Per  

u. 
8 	 528 


843 

502 

511 

423 


422 
808 
381 
580 
415 

706 
594 
546 
877 
576 

640 
422 

d% 

8 	 441 



--- 

Table XVI 

COMPARISON OF SCHOOL DISTRICT SPECIAL FUND RKZEIPTS BY SIZE OF SCHOOL DISTRICT,SCHOOL YEAR 1962-63 
By To ta l  Dol lars  and Per  A.D.A.+ 

Revenue Local % Local Revenue County % County Revenue S t a t e  % S t a t e  Revenue Federal % Federa l  T o t a l  
A.D.A. A.D.A. From Revenue Revenue From Revenue Revenue From Revenue Revenue From Revenue Revenue T o t a l  Revenue 

of School 1962-63 Local Per of To ta l  County Per of T o t a l  S t a t e  Per of T o t a l  Federal Pe r  of To ta l  Revenue Per 
D i s t r l c t  $3 172 Davs Sources  A.D.A, Bevenue Sources  A.D.A. Revenue Sources  A.D.A& W s n u e  Sources  A.D.A, Bevenue R e c e l o b  

Under 50 635.3 

4,236.7 

6.741.5 

12,022.1 

14.245.5 

15.571.2 

86.449.1 

102.135.2 

15000-24999 43,950.2 
1

Over 25000 125,013.1 

+ed from t h e  same bas i c  da ta  a s  Table  XV. 
1. Revenue from county sources has  not  been separated from revenue from l o c a l  sources f o r  d i s t r i c t s  of over 25,000 A.D.A. (Denver and J e f f e r s o n  County).  

.-< 



Table X V I I  

AVERAGE CURRENT EXPENSE OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS PER CLASSROOM U N I T  

FOR SCHOOL YEAR 1962-63 


County 
and 

D i s t r i c t  

Current  
Expense 
1962-63 

"1962-63" 
MEP 

CRU ' s 

Current Expense 
Per "1962-63" 

MEP CRU 

Adams County 
1 $ 2,093,861.07 187.8 $11,149 
Re-3 
12 

( J )  See Weld County 
1,594,575.04 153.2 10,408 

14 3,114,325.12 303.6 10,258 
265 See Arapahoe County 

1,085,371.26 111.0 9,778 
See Arapahoe County 

145,891.48 10.2 14,303 
111,676.90 8.2 13,619 

See Arapahoe County 

50 4,379,395.85 405.6 10,797 
50 J t  

County Tota l  
See Arapahoe County 

12,525,096.72 1,179.6 10,618 

Alamosa County 
R E l J  See Conejos County 
65 
Re-11J 

See Conejos County 
820,808.70 

Re-22J 127,940.08 
26 J t  See Saguache County 

Re-33J See Rio Grande County 
County Total  948,748.78 92.6 10,246 

Arapahoe County 
1 2,889,756.17 
2a 912,634.73 
5 2,463,815.28 

:6b 
4,243,890.06 

324.41 

265 103,692.93 
28 ( J )
295 
315 
325 
County To ta l  

4,650,166.72 
See Adams County 
See Adams County 

168,543.42 
15,432,823.72 

Archuleta 
10 J t - R  See LaPlata County 
11 J t  
50 J t  

See LaPlata County 
303,831.24 



Table X V I I  
(cont inued)  

County 
and 

D i s t r i c t  

Baca County 
R E - 1  
R E-3 
R E-4 
RE-5 
RE-6 

County To ta l  

Bent County 
Re-1 
Re-2 
Re-13 J t  

County T o t a l  

Boulder County 
RelJ 
R-2J 
Re-2 

County To ta l  

Chaff ee County 
R-31 
R-32 ( J )  

County T o t a l  

Cheyenne County 
R - 1  
R-2 
R-3 

County T o t a l  

Clear  Creek County 
R E - 1  

Conejos County 
RelJ  
6~~ 
Re 10 
Re-11J 
13  

N.O. 8 
N.O. 	32 

County To ta l  

Current  
Expense 
1962 -63 

$ 	 208,210.29 
121,493.42 
241,033.97 
131,009.54 
140,790.35 
842,537.57 

592,398.83 

151,355.95 


See Prowers County 

743,754.78 


2,208,068.13 
See Larimer County 

6,601,718.01 
8,809,786.14 

368,698.58 

111,681.89 

217,265.75 


See Alamosa County 

48,809.32 


t01962-63" Current  Expense 
MEP Per "1962-63" 

CRU' s MEP CRU 



Table X V I I  
(continued) 

County 
and 

D i s t r i c t  

C o s t i l l a  County  
R - 1  
R-30 

County Total 

Crowley County 
Re-1-J 
35 
R4J 

Custer County 
C-1 
Re-2 ( J )  

Delta County 
50 J 

Denver County 
1 

Dolores County 
Re No. 1 

Douglas County 
Re 1 ( J )  

Eagle County 
Re-1 ( J )  
Re 50 ( J )  

Elbert County 

C-1 

Re 1 ( J )  

RJ1 

C-2 

Re 45 


23 J t  

60 J t  

100 ( J )  

200 

300 


County Total 

Current 
Expense 
1962-63 

409,541.19 
See Otero County 
See Otero County 

118,576.98 
See Fremont County 

See Garfield County 
555,338.70 

84,602.26 

See Douglas County 

See E l  Paso County 


84,794.79 

See Lincoln County 


See E l  Paso County 
See E l  Paso County 

169,043.87 
76,537.72 
72,331.16 

487,309.80 

"1962-63" Current Expense 
MEP Per "1962-63" 

CRU 's MEP CRU 



County 
and 

D i s t r i c t  

E l  Paso Coun ty  
R J 1  
2 
3 
8 
11 

54 J t  

60 J t  

100 ( J )  


County Total  

Fremont County 
Re-1 
Re-2 ( J )  
Re-3 
R-32 ( J )  
39 J t  

County Total 

Garfield C o u n t y  
C-1  
Re-1 ( J )  
C-2 
10 
13 

16 
N.O. 20 
N.O. 21 J t  
N.O. 22 
N.O. 23 

Table X V I I  
(continued) 

Current 

Expense 

1962-g3 


56,145.92 
75,194.67 

See Elbert County 
14,587,263.08 

1,050,682.04 

541,331.09 


76,948.97 

See Chaffee C o u n t y  
See E l  Paso County 

1,668,962.10 

90,946.79 
197.73 

No expens.e reported 
46.04 

566.46 

"1962-63" Current Expense 
MEP Per "1962-63" 

CRU's  MEP CRU 



T a b l e  X V I I  
( c o n t i n u e d )  

County 
and 

D i s t r i c t  

G a r f i e l d  County  c o n t i n u e d  
N.O. 2 7  
N.O. 31 
N.O. 4 1  
N.O. 	 4 2  

4 9  J t  

Re 50 ( J )  
UHS IR i f l e )  
UHS S i l t )  


County T o t a l  


G i l p i n  County 
Re-1 

Grand County 
1 ( J )
2 


County  T o t a l  

Gunnison  County 
Re 1J 
Re-1J 
50 J 

H i n s d a l e  
Re. 1 
50 J t  

Huerf ano County 
Re-1 
Re-2 

County T o t a l  

J a c k s o n  County 
R - 1  

J e f f e r s o n  County  
R - 1  

Kiowa County 
Re-1 
R e -2 

County T o t a l  

C u r r e n t  
Expense 
1962-63 

$ 1 ,268 .37  
182.55 

67 .62  
871 .86  

S e e  Mesa County  

See E a g l e  County  
148 ,440 .80  

27 ,774 .27  
1 ,363 ,180 .77  

566 ,348 .73  
S e e  Mon t rose  County  
S e e  D e l t a  County  

25 ,693 .74  
S e e  A r c h u l e t a  County  

15 ,769 ,980 .53  


"1962-63" C u r r e n t  Expense 
MEP P e r  "1962-63" 

CRU1s MEP CRU 



Table XVII 
(cont inued)  

County 
and 

D i s t r i c t  

K i t  Carson County 
R - 1  
R - J - 1  
R -2 
R-J-2 
R-3 

R -4 

R -5 

RE-6J 


County To ta l  

Lake County 
R - 1  

La P l a t a  County 
9-R 
10 J t - R  
11 J t  

County To ta l  

Larimer County 
R - 1  
R-2J. 
R -3 
Re-5.J 

County Tota l  

Las  Hnimas County 
1 

7 
N.O. 	 14 

18 
30 

N.O. 32 

N.O. 	 38 
42 
53 

N.O. 	 56 
63 

Current  
Expense 
1962-63 

$ 152,458.17 
See Yuma County 

97,386.94 
See Yuma County 

71,376.31 

2,946,959.43 
1,407,640.56 

309,722.51 
See Weld County 

4,664,322.50 

"1962-63" Current Expense 
MEP Per "1962-63" 
CRU 's MEP CRU 



Table X V I I  
(continued) 

County Current 
and Expense 

D i s t r i c t  1962-63 

Las Animas County continued 
82 3 74,561.19 
88 126,409.50 
CHS 39,245.41 

County Total 1,544,092.45 

Lincoln County 
Re 1 161,667.95 
Re-1-J See Crowley County 
Re 45 216,427.54 
Re 13 83,474.60 
Re 23 93,122.89 

Re 31 105,972.07 
54 J t  See E l  Paso County 
60 J t  See E l  Paso County 

County Total  	 660,665.05 

Logan County 
N.O. 	 2 2,437.97 

Re-2J See P h i l l i p s  County 
3 25,672.53 
Re-3 161,942.32 
Re-4 ( J )  153,381.66 

62 
83 
91 

N.O. 92 
N.O. 94 

CHS 
County Total 

Mesa County 
49 J t  
50 1631705.53 
50 J See Delta County 
51 4,807,946.12 

County Total 	 5,054,923.79 

111962-63" Current ~ x p e n s e  
MEP Per "1962-63" 

CRU 's MEP CRU 



Table X V I I  


@P County 
and 

D i s t r i c t  

Mineral County 
1 


M0f f a t  County 

Re: No. 1 


Montezuma 

1 

3 

Re-6 

8 

9 


10 

11 

15 

19 


N.O. 26 


N.O. 	 27 

CHS 

R E  4 ~ '  


County To ta l  

Montrose County 
Re-1J 
R-2J 
Re -2 
50 J 

County To ta l  

Morgan County 

1 


N.O. 6 - . 

7 

N.O. 	 9 


10 J t  

N.O. 	 11 


13 


N.O. 14 

N.O. 15 

N.O. 	 18 


20 

50 J t  


County To ta l  

(cont inued)  

Current  
Expense 
1962-43 


1,195,269.06 

See San Miguel County 

554,649.80 
See Delta County 

1,749,918.86 

s e e -  ~ o ~ a n  County 
527.25 

"1962-63" Current Expense 
MEP Per "1962-63tt 

CRU ' S MEP CRU 



Table X V I I  
( continued) 

County 
and 

P i s t r i c t  

Otero County 
R 1  
R2 
3J 
R4J 
31 

33 
County Total  

Ouray County 
R - 1  
Re-1J 
R -2 

County Total 

Park County 
1 
Re-2 

County Total  

P h i l l i p s  County 
Re-1J 
Re-2J 

County Total  

P i t k i n  County 
1 
Re-1 ( J )  

Prowers County 
Re-1 
Re -2 
Re-3 
Re-13 J t  

County Total  

Pueblo County 
R4J 
54 J t  
60 
70 

County Tota l  

Current 
Expense 
1962-63 

110,684.34 
See Montrose County 

76,954.02 
187,638.36 

239,647.34 
See Garfield County 

See Otero County 
See E l  Paso County 

9,443,907.19 
1,528,617.45 

10,972,524.64 

"1962-63" Current Expense 
MEP Per "1962-63" 

CRU I s MEP CRU 



Table X V I I  
( continued) 

County 
and 

D i s t r i c t  

Rio Blanco County 
R E 1  
Re 3 ( J )  
RE4 

County Total  

Rio .Grande County 
C-7 
C-8 
26 J t  
Re-33J 

County Total 

Routt County 
Re 1 
Re 2 
Re 3 ( J )  
'Re 50 ( J )

County Total 

Saguache County 
Re 1 
Re 1J 
2 
Re-22J 
26 J t  

County Total  

San Juan County 
1 

San Miguel County 
R-1  
R-2J 
18 

County Tota l  

Sedgwick County 
N.O. 	 1 

Re-2J 
N.O. 	 6 

7 
N.O. 11 

Current 

Expense 

1962-63 


8 455,643.53 
See Routt County 

626,489.32 
1,082,132.85 

303,977.27 
464,441.47 

See Saguache County 
230,495.62 
998,914.36 

See ~ a g i e  County 
811,832.33 

153,120.24 
See Gunnison County 

55,713.07 
See Alamosa County 

319,923.82 
528,757.13 

2,297.74 

See P h i l l i p s  County 


1,530.36 

4,751.40 

1,376.53 


"1962-63" Current Expense 
MEP Per fi1962-63n 

CRU' s MEP CRU 



Table X V I I  
(cont inued)  

County 
and 

D i s t r i c t  

Sedgwick County continued 
N.O. 17 J t  
N.O. 	 20 

R-35 
N.O. 	 36 J t  

46 

N.O. 	 51 J t  
53 

N.O. 73 
N.O. 76 

CHS 

County Total  


Summit County 
1 ( J )  

T e l l e r  County 
Re-1 
Re-2 

County Total  

Washington County 
R - 1  
R-2 
R-3 
Re-4 ( J )  
10 J t  

101 

R-104 


County Total  


Weld County 
Re-1 
RelJ 
R-2J 
~ e - 2 d  
Re-3 ( J )  

Current  
Expense 
1962-63 

111962-63" Current Exp'ense 
MEP Per 111962-6311 

CRU ' s MEP CRU 

$ 2,733.59 
3,620.46 

145,466.19 
12.35 

77,493.14 

See Grand County 
220,582.81 

349,303.18 
181,383.78 
173,164.60 

See Logan County 
See Morgan County 

596,161.43 

See Boulder County 

See Larimer County 


522,469.73 

423,105.44 




Table X V I I  
(continued) 

County 
and 

D i s t r i c t  

Current 
Expense 
1962-63 

881962-6388Current Expense 
MEP Per 1962-6318 

CRU 's MEP CRU 

Weld County 
Re-9e 

continued 
8 475,092.42 

14 9,202.58 
273 See Adams County 
50 J t  

N.O. 51 
See Morgan County 

2,797.73 

63 
N.O. 71 

89 

E 5 f  

107 
110 

County Total  

Yuma County 
Re-1J See P h i l l i p s  County 
R - J - 1  580,421.19 43.6 13,312 
Re-2J See P h i l l i p s  County 
R-J-2 580,003.66 39.8 14,573 
RE-6J See K i t  Carson County 

County Total  1,160,424.85 	 83.4 13,914 

a. 	 Arapahoe #2 -- D i s t r i c t s  23, 75, and UHS were dissolved and annexed 
t o  D i s t r i c t  2. 

b. 	 School was closed on March 16, 1962. 
c .  	 Montezuma R E  4A -- D i s t r i c t s  Re-4, 5,  and 29 were dissolved and annexed 

t o  D i s t r i c t  R E  4A. 
d. 	 Weld Re-2 -- D i s t r i c t s  37, 90, and 103 were reorganized t o  form D i s t r i c t  

Re-2 on October 2 ,  1962. 
e. 	 Weld Re-9 -- D i s t r i c t s  34, 40, 46, 67 and 131 were reorganized t o  form 

D i s t r i c t  Re-9 on October 2, 1962. 
f .  	 T h i s  d i s t r i c t  did not have 0.1 CRU t o  qual i fy  f o r  the  Minimum Equalization 

Program payment. 
g. 	 Weld 6 -- D i s t r i c t s  15 and 24 were dissolved and annexed t o  D i s t r i c t  6 

on September 25, 1962. 
h.  	 Conejos 6 J -- D i s t r i c t  18 was dissolved and annexed t o  D i s t r i c t  65 

on Ju ly  26, 1962. 



T a b l e  X V I I I  


THE PUBLIC SCHOOL FOUNDATION ACT 

MINIMUM EQUALIZATION PROGRAM ENIT LEMENTS' 

1964 -1965 1964-1965 
P r e l i m i n a r y  
E n t i t l e m e n t  County 

P r e l i m i n a r y  
E n t i t l e m e n t  

Ad am s Lake 
Alamosa La P l a t a  
Arapahoe 
A r c h u l e t a  

Larimer 
Las Animas 

Bac a L inco ln  

Bent 
Boulder  

Logan 
Mesa 

Chaff e e  Minera l  
Cheyenne 
C l e a r  Creek 

Mof f a t  
Montezuma 

Conejos 
C o s t i l l a  

Montrose 
Morgan 

Crowley 
C u s t e r  
D e l t a  

O t e r o  
Ouray 
Park 

Denver P h i l l i p s  
Dolores  P i t k i n  
Douslas  Prowers  
~ a ~ i e  Pueblo  
E l b e r t  Rio  Blanco 

E l  Paso Rio  Grande 
Fremont R o u t t  
G a r f i e l d  
G i l p i n  

Saguache 
San J u a n  . 

Grand San Miguel 

Gunni son 
Hinsda le  

Sedgwick 
Summit 

Huerf ano T e l l e r  
Jackson  
J e f f e r s o n  

Washington 
Weld 

Kiowa Yuma 
K i t  Carson T o t a l  

1. P r e l i m i n a r y  e n t i t l e m e n t  f o r  j o i n t  s c h o o l  d i s t r i c t s  a r e  shown i n  county  
of  h e a d q u a r t e r s .  



Table X I X  

PUBLIC SCHOOL MINIMUM EQUALIZATION PROCRAM, 1965 -66 ( ESTMTED)+ 

Est. 
Combf ned Adj ,Est . Est. Est. Est. Est.  Est. 

1963 Est. Adj. 1964 GrossIncomeCounty Est.  County Est. County Total S t a t e  S t a t e
Adj. Gross Assessed 8 Assessed Shared County Levy, County Levy. County Support Support Est.
Gross Income ~a1ua t io .n  Valuation Support Shared Shared Required Required School Per T0 Program

Income Per CRU Per CRU Per CRU Per S u u ~ o r t  &ooort Suooort Levv CRU CountY ValueCounty 

Adams 
Alamosa 
Arapahoe 
Archuleta 
Baca 

Bent 
Boulder 
Chaff ee 
Cheyenne 
Clear Creek 

Conejos
C o s t i l l a  
Crowley 
Custer 
Delta 

Denver 
Dolores

' 	 Douglas 
Eagle 
Elbert 

E l  Paso 
Fremont 
Garf ie ld  
Gilpin 
Grand 

Gunnison 
Hinsdale 
Huerf ano 
Jackson 
Je f fe r son  

Kiowa 
K i t  Carson 
Lake 
La P l a t a  
Larimer 

Las Animas 
Lincoln 
Log an 
Mesa 
Mineral 

Mof f a t  
Montezuma 
Montrose 
Morgan
Otero 

1965-66 
Est. 

CRU 

1,854.4 
103.2 

1,419.1 
28.0 
67.0 

73.3 
822.5 

88.5 
28.1 
34.6 

107.0 
46.8 
40.0 
11.0 

135.2 

3,460.4 
21.0 
71.7 
56.7 
32.0 

1,736.3 
162.0 
124.5 

8.0 
41.1 

60.0 
1.1 

61.0 
16.0 

1,877.0 

25.2 
72.3 
87.6 

200.6 
553.0 

153.1 
53.o 

195.0 
520.5 

4.0 

82.0 
153.0 
208.5 
219.0 
259.1 



Table  X I X  
( con t inued)  

Est. 
Combined Ad j . Est.  
Gross Income County Est .  
8 Assessed Shared County 

Valuat ion  Support  Shared 
PerCRU PerCRU 

1965-66 
Es t .  

1963 
Adj . 

Gross 

Est .  Adj. 
Gross 

Income 

1964 
Assessed 

Va lua t ion  
County CRU Incomg Pe r  CRU . Per  CRU 

Ouray
Park 

15.1 
12.3 

P h i l l i p s  
P i t k i n  

44.0 
30.7 

Prowers 137.3 

Pueblo 
Rio Blanco 

1,146.0 
57.0 

Rio Grande 120.3 
Routt  65.0 
Saguache 51.6 

San Juan 8 .0  
San Miguel 
Sedgwick 
Summit 

21.0 
45.0 
16.5 

T e l l e r  25.7 

Washington 
Weld 
Yuma 

I TOTAL 
0 
w 
I 

Est.  Est .  Est. Est .  
County Est.  County To ta l  S t a t e  

Levy, County Levy, County Support  
Shared Required Required School Pe r  
SoDDort S u ~ ~ o r tSuoDortLWLa 

Est.  
S t a t e  

Support  Es t .  
To Program

QUQW Value 

+ Present  formula: 95,400 classroom u n i t ,  9200 county r equ i r ed  suppor t ,  and .0057 f a c t o r .  

> 




