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MINUTES OF THE ___HOUSE COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION

Chairman Don E. Crumbaker
Chairperson

The meeting was called to order by at

3:30 %% /p.m. on February 23 1982 in room _21975  of the Capitol.

All members were present except:
Representatives Hensley, Pottorff, and Williams, excused.

Committee staff present:
Avis Swartzman, Revisor of Statutes' Office

Ben Barrett, Legislative Research
Dale Dennis, Department of Education
Thelma Canaday, Secretary to the Committee

Conferees appearing before the committee:

Representative Graeber

Representative Gross

Mr. Fred Kaufman, Superintendent of Schools, Hays USD #489

Mr. Kent Sisson,Board of Education member, USD #464

Mr. Jim Thompson, Superintendent, USD #229,Blue Valley

Mr. Bill Young, President, Board of Education, USD #202, Turner

Ms. Joy Beery, Parent Leader, Wyandotte County PTA

Mr. Ken Fisher, Asst. Superintendent of Schools, USD #497, Lawrence
Mr. Mike Slusher, Superintendent, USD #453, Leavenworth

Mr. Clark Whiting, Superintendent, USD #373, Newton

Dr. Howard Schuler, Superintendent, USD #437, Auburn-Washburn

Dr. Jerry Steele, Superintendent, USD #250, Pittsburg

Mr. John Koepke, Executive Director, Kansas Association of School Boards
Mr. Chuck Stuart, United Schools Administrators

Ms. Kay Coles, Kansas National Education Association

Mr. Ken Rogg, Schools for Quality Education

Mr. Dale Dennis, Department of Education

Mr. Bill Curtis, Kansas Association of School Boards

The meeting was called to order by Chairman Don E. Crumbaker.

The chair opened hearings on HB 2261, concerning school district finance, fourth
enrollment category, local effort rate, operating expenses per pupil.

Representative Graeber explained HB 2261. Mr. Graeber stated the one purpose of HB
2261 is to seek an equitable adjustment in the "budget per pupil" factor in the school
finance formula and to afford those students attending schools in the fourth enrollment
category an equal opportunity with the other two-thirds of the students in the state
of Kansas. (Attachment 1)

Representative Gross endorsed the testimony given by Representative Graeber.
Representative Gross added the enactment of HB 2261 would enable schools in the fourth
enrollment category to compete salary wise with the smaller and larger school districts.

Fred Kaufman testified in support of HB 226l1. Mr. Kaufman said the fourth enrollment
category schools were asking for relief in budget funding. Mr. Kaufman said provisions
needed to be made to allow the fourth enrollment category to catch all the way up and
prevent continual falling behind. (Attachment 2)

Chairman Crumbaker recognized Mr. Bill Medley who introduced Mr. Kent Sisson, member
of UDS #464 board of education. Mr. Sisson drew the committee's attention to the
changes in the mill levy in Category IV schools. (Attachment 3)

Mr. Jim Thompson spoke in support of HB 2261. Mr. Thompson said a child's educational
support should not be based upon an arbitrary comparison of the costs of living in
his area compared against the costs of living in other, less similar, areas of the
state. (Attachment 4).

Unless specifically noted, the individual remarks recorded herein have not
been transcribed verbatim. Individual remarks as reported herein have not
been submitted to the individuals appearing before the committee for

editing or corrections. Page 1 Of ..3—
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Mr. Bill Young testified in favor of HB_2261. Mr. Young pointed out his district,
USD #202, receives $274 less Norm Budget Per Pupil than do the fifth enrollment
districts. Mr. Young believes the provisions of HB 2261 can bridge the gap.
(Attachment 5)

Ms. Joy Beery spoke in favor of HB 226l. Ms. Beery said as a parent she wishes equal
education opportunity for the children in the Turner USD #202 and she believes enactment
of HB 2261 would correct the inequity which appears to exist. (Attachment 6)

Mr. Ken Fisher testified in support of HB 2261. Mr. Fisher feels the schools in the
fourth enrollment category should have a lower norm budget per pupil in the formula
than the norm budget per pupil allowed for the fifth enrollment category. (Attachment
7)

Mr. Mike Slusher stated his concerns about inequaties in the school finance formula.
Mr. Slusher provided figures to show the inequities between the fourth and fifth
enrollment categories. (Attachment 8) Mr. Slusher encouraged support of HB 2261.

Mr. Clark Whiting testified in support of HB 2261. Mr. Whiting gave statistical
information showing the comparison between the fourth enrollment category districts
actual budgets and the amounts they could have received if they had been able to use
the fifth enrollment category budgets per pupil. (Attachment 9). Mr. Whiting also
offered two hypotheses relating to the problem experienced by the fourth enrollment
category. (Attachment 10).

Dr. Howard Schuler testified in support of HB 2261. Dr. Schuler said it's hard to
believe in equity when the adjoining fifth enrollment category school has a higher
budget per pupil than his own fourth enrollment category school USD #437. Dr. Schuler
pointed out the shift of enrollment has been the cause of the problem.

Dr. Jerry Steele testified in support of HB 2261. Dr. Steele pointed out the Pittsburg
schools have the lowest cost per pupil and the highest tax burden in all of Southeast
Kansas. Dr. Steele said he understood the need of smaller schools for more dollars
per pupil but the fourth enrollment category schools should not be penalized and forced
to fall further back each year in teacher salary increases and providing quality
education programs for the students.

John Koepke seconded the concerns expressed by previous conferees regarding HB 2261.
Mr. Koepke pointed out HB 2261 is the first of a series of bills relating to the
operation of the School District Equalization Act. Mr. Koepke believes the formula
should be adjusted to narrow the gap between the budget per pupil in the fourth and
fifth enrollment categories. (Attachment 11)

Chuck Stuart testified in support of HB 2261. Mr. Stuart recommended a provision should
be included in the bill to increase state funding so no district would be forced to
increase the local ad valorem property tax. (Attachment 12).

Kay Coles spoke in support of HB 2261l. Ms. Coles advocated bringing the budget level
back to the four percent difference established in 1982. (Attachment 13)

Ken Rogg testified that the schools he represents have not adopted a position on HB
2261 since they are of the three lower enrollment categories. Mr. Rogg agreed there
is a problem concerning the fourth and fifth categories but cautioned against
overcorrecting thus creating another ineguity. (Attachment 14).

Chairman Crumbaker called on Dale Dennis to give an explanation of a printout showing
what the effects would have been in 1987-88 if the state aid norm for the fourth
enrollment category had been increased by 3.5 percent and an amount equal to the fifth
enrollment category. (Attachment 15)

A period of discussion followed the testimony on H.B. 2261.
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room —_s1g_g Statehouse, at __ 3330 ¥%% /p.m. on

Chairman Crumbaker declared hearings on HB 2261 closed.

Hearings on HB 2201, an act concerning school districts; relating to expenditures for
which competitive bids are required.

Mr. Dale Dennis testified in favor of HB 2201 in place of Mr. Bill Musick who was unable
to be present. It is the belief of the State Board of Education that permitting
districts to purchase goods from the state bid list would result in saving money for
both the school districts and the state. (Attachment 16)

Mr. Bill Curtis referred to his written testimony as being in support of HB 2201.
(Attachment 17)

Mr. Charles Stuart testified in support of HB 2201. Mr. Stuart pointed out allowing
school districts the option to purchase from the state bid list without a compulsory
bid provision for purchases greater than $10,000 allows each district another option
to consider in the economic operation of the school system. (Attachment 18)

The chairman closed hearings on HB 2201.
The meeting was adjourned by Chairman Crumbaker at 4:50.

The next meeting will be February 28, 1989 at 3:30 in Room 519-§.
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STATE OF KANSAS

COMMITTEE ASSIGNMENTS

CHAIRMAN: COMMERCIAL AND FINANCIAL
INSTITUTIONS

MEMBER: GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATION
LOCAL GOVERNMENT

CLYDE D. GRAEBER
REPRESENTATIVE. FORTY-FIRST DISTRICT
LEAVENWORTH
1900 KINGMAN
LEAVENWORTH, KANSAS 66048-4230

TOPEKA

HOUSE OF
REPRESENTATIVES

Testimony of Representative Clyde Graeber, February
23, 1989 In Re: House Bill 2261

Mr. Chairman, members of the committee, I first want

to thank you for the opportunity to testify on H.B. 2261.
The subject of this legislation is, I believe, one of

the most important issues to come before your committee
and this legislature. I am sure that each of you are
aware that the current equalization formula creates a
very negative impact on schools in the fourth enrollment
category. The basic problem lies with the "budget per
pupil" element of the formula. Our schools in the fourth
enrollment category must use a "lower budget per pupil"
than all of the smaller school districts and also all

of the districts larger than our category.

House Bill 2261 has one purpose and that is to seek an
equitable adjustment in the "budget per pupil" factor

in the school finance formula and to afford those students
attending schools in the fourth enrollment category an

equal opportunity with the other two-thirds of the students
in the state of KXansas.

Schools in the fourth enrollment category currently operate
with approximately a 10% funding handicap while these
schools do their best to prepare their students for the
same race and the same education goals as all other Kansas
pupils.

Schools in the fourth enrollment category are forced

‘to compete for the same teachers as our neighboring schools,
they must provide the same materials and supplies, and

they must provide the same services, but currently they
must do all of this with far less money.

Currently, the "budget per pupil" differential for the
fourth enrollment category schools has gone from $4.00
to over $300.00 since the formula revisions of 1982.
The goal of H.B. 2261 is that the "budget per pupil"
for the fourth enrollment category schools be increased

over a three year period to the same level as the fifth
enrollment category.

Vbroese @‘%W;;A %f ;




Page 2

Our schools are not asking to be treated in any way other
than what is fair and equitable. I ask that you give
them the tools to compete on a level playing field with
other schools so that they may be able to provide the
best education possible for their students. Thank you.

Clyde D. Graeber
Representative
41st District
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TESTIMONY ON HOUSE BILL 2261
before the
House Education Committee

by
Fred Kaufman, Superintendent
U.S.D. 489, Hays

Mr. Chairman and Members of the Committee,

Thank you for allowing me to speak to you. I am Fred Kaufman,
Superintendent of Schools in U.S.D. 489 and I represent the students and
patrons of U.S.D. 489.

I want to encourage your support for House Bill 2261. We are sharply
concerned about provisions of the current finance law that allocates funding
and budget authority based on enrollment categories and we feel that House
Bill 2261 would address that problem.

It is important that I say initially that we feel that both budget authority and
funding need to be addressed, and that we are not asking for more than
anyone else. We just want as much.

I am not here to criticize the concept that says that small schools should be
allowed to spend more per pupil than larger ones, although at some point I
would think we need to take a look at the size of that difference. Are we
subsidizing inefficiency? I would like to say that when we raise the
spending authority of both larger and smaller districts above that of the 4th
enrollment category, we have created a situation for which there is no
justification.

I am certain that they need all of their budget authority, but we need it
every bit as much and think that we are entitled to it.

I can see school districts both larger and smaller than we doing things with
instructional supplies, textbooks, at risk children and, most importantly
teacher salaries, that we can't begin to do with the current finance law.

Let me share with you some facts that point out a need for the changes
incorporated in House Bill 2261:

1. In 1987-88 the Hays district spent $2,682 per pupil, the 4th lowest
in the state. In the same year our general fund levy of 76 mills was the
19th highest in the state. The equalization formula is not doing what
was intended.

% %ge/é’Mﬁ‘W/%

Eyas



2. A 4% per pupil budget increase for us this year will be $107 per
student. For the other Ellis County school districts it will be $158 and
$200 per student. For the state's largest school district it will be
$125 per student. We can only fall farther and farther behind until the
problem is corrected. If it is not totally corrected as suggested by
House Bill 2261 we will immediately begin to fall behind again.

3. State Department of Education statistics reveal numerous school
districts with mill levies 1/2 as high as ours that are drawing 3 times

as much equalization per pupil. The formula is not working as
intended.

4. According to State Department of Education statistics, U.S.D. 489
would be in the top 15% of the state's 304 school districts in the
percent of their budget that goes into teacher salaries. Yet our salaries
are at least $1,000 per teacher below the Kansas average. We can't
compete without the budget authority that others have.

The combination of budget limits, funding by enrollment categories, a
strong equalization formula, and changes made to the formula have created a
situation far different than the original intent. I would like to request your
support for changes that will restore equity.




February 23, 1989
Kent Sisson, Member Board of Education
Winfield USD 465
920 Millington
Winfield, KS 67156
316~-221-2860

I am Kent Sisson, a member of the Winfield USD 465 Board
of Education. I appreciate the opportunity to appear before
the Education Committee of the Kansas House of Represent-
atives to offer support for the concepts embodied in House
Bill 2261. My colleagues on the USD 465 Board and other
members of our community support my appearance before you
and appreciate the time you are taking to consider a sit-
uation that we believe is unfair to our District and others
in the similar size category.

I call to your attention the information I have provided
you that shows that while the mill levy in Category IV
schools has increased over 50% since 1981, the budget per
pupil has increased 32 per cent. For all school districts in
Kansas, the average mill levy increase has been 29% while the
Budget per pupil has been 38.7%. In the school district I
i represent, the difference is even more dramatic - the mill
5 levy has increased by 87.5% and the budget per pupil has
increased 30.5%.

We desire the opportunity to increase our budget per
pupil at a higher level to provide the educational services
our community desires and to receive an increased portion of
State Equalization Aid to provide our property owners a less
dramatic increase in the taxes they pay for the programs of

Winfield USD 465.

Again, 1 appreciate the time before you this afternoon

and encourage your favorable consideration of the concepts
o j e eni? 5
embodied in HB 2261. 24 2;2%22;‘%é$@?



Changes in Mill Levy For USD's Enrollment 1,900-9,999.9

SCHOOL

DISTRICT

Newton

SE John.Cty.
Salina

Havys
Haysville
Pittsburg
Bonner Sprgs.
Leavenworth
Hutchinson
Lawrence
Great Bend
ElDorado
Ottawa
Parsons
Turner
Emporia
Chanute
Winfield
Fort Scott
Manhattan
Independence
Shawnee Hts.
McPherson
Liberal
Dodge City
Coffeyville
Buhler
Washburn
Garden City
Ark City
Seaman
Derby
Junction Cty.

Average for Category IV

ENROLL~

MENT

3036
6595
6676
3278
3124
2909
2076
4260
4929
7672
3329
2017
2136
1958
3836
4472
1943
2273
2051
5849
2344
3227
2288
3391
4142
2772
2147
3320
5655
2967
3375
5219
6588

From 1981 - 1987

Average for Category V 51.43

Average for All Dist.

V Olathe
V Topeka
V Kans.City
V Shawnee M.
V Wichita

12140
14279
22220
29084
43461

GENERAL GENERAL
FUND MILL FUND MILL

LEVY 1981 LEVY 1987 DIFF.
44.09 81.71 +37.62
48.61 81.40 +32.79
50.19 76.13 +25.94
37.13 75.93 +38.8
45.76 73.84 +28.08
54.14 73.55 +19.41
53.16 73.22 +20.06
46.73 72.90 +26.17
55.81 71.98 +16.17
43.77 71.37 +27.6
39.52 68.87 +29.35
34.53 66.58 +32.05
58.55 65.34 + 6.79
52.25 64.75 +12.5
45.01 64.28 +19.27
42.90 63.27 +20.37
39.23 63.00 +23.77
33.01 62.56 +29.55
45.26 62.34 +17.08
40.44 62.27 +21.83
47.44 61.46 +14.02
46.85 61.00 +14.15
40.06 60.40 +20.34
35.22 59.79 +24.57
41.94 58.90 +16.96
41,23 57.51 +16.28
39.46 57.07 +17.61
49.14 57.07 + 7.93
32.47 56.90 +24.43
32.27 56.71 +24.44
46.57 55.45 + 8.88
23.33 49.78 +26.45
36.50 36.23 - .27
42.86 64.35 +21.49
70.78 +19.35

43.13 55.65 +12.52
46.74 72.96 +26.22
62.76 83.58 +20.82
34.55 44.66 +10.11
62.80 77.14 +14.34
50.30 75.54 +25.24

3
+85.3%
+67.5%
+51.7%

+104.5%
+61.4%
+35.9%
+37.8%
+56.0%
+28.9%
+63.1%
+74.3%
+92.8%
+11.6%
+23.9%
+42.8%
+47.5%
+60.1%
+87.5%
+37.7%
+54.0%
+29.6%
+30.1%
+50.1%
+69.8%
+40.,.4%
+39.5%
+44.6%
+16.1%
+75.2%
+75.6%
+19.1%
+113.9%
- .7%

+50.1%
+37.6%
+29%

+56.1%
+33.2%
+29.3%
+22.8%
+50.2%

(Prepared for the Winfield USD 465 Board of Education from information
in publications of the Kansas State Department of Education)



5CHOOL
DISTRICT

Newton

SE John.Cty.

Salina
Hays
Haysville
Pittsburg

Bonner Sprgs.
Leavenworth
Hutchinson

Lawrence

Great Bend

ElDorado
Ottawa
Parsons
Turner
Emporia
Chanute
WINFIELD

Fort Scott

Manhattan
Independ.

Shawnee Hts.

McPherson
Lipberal

Dodge City
Coffeyville

Buhler
Washburn

Garden City

Ark City
Seaman
Derby

ENROLL-
MENT

3036

6595~

6676
3278
3124
2909
2076
4260
4929
7672
3329
2017
2136
1958
3836
4472
1943
2273
2051
5849
2344
3227
2288
3391
4142
2772
2147
3320
5655
2967
3375
5219

Junction City 6588

Avg. for Category IV
Avg. for Category V

Avg. for All Dist.

V Olathe

12140

1,900 - 9,999.9
From 1982~3/1987-8
BUDGET BUDGET
PER PUPIL PER PUPIL
1982~3 1987-8 INCREASE
$2,124.46 $2,808.19 3 683.73
2,778.97 3,563:31 784 .34
2,133.59 2,791.58 657.99
2,154.73 2,681.59 526,86
2,105.66 2,824.91 719.25
2,078.52 2,807.59 729.07
2,352.75 3,062.70 709.95
2,144.14 2,797.82 653.58
2,284.39 3,023.13 738.74
2,091.10 2,948.88 857.78
2,101.49 2,808.74 707 .25
2,068.67 2,850.21 781.54
2,126.42 2,779.20 652.75
2,094.47 2,917.28 822.81
2,430.26 3,048.93 618.67
2,089,601 2,799.10 709.49
2,127.88 3,080.33 955,45
2,165.30 2,826.12 660.82
2,095.71 2,780.03 684.32
2,131.1¢ 2,679.53 548,37
2,158.8" 2,831.99 673.14
2,230.45 2,795.92 565.47
2,308.61 2,964.20 655.59
2,274.69 2,835.48 560.79
2,100.30 2,773.49 673.19
2,147.33 2,985.31 837.98
2,093.,57 2,822.31 728.74
2,168.27 2,656.64 488.37
2,221.49 3,003.81 782.32
2,135,771 2,803.06 667.35
2,119.97 2,831.44 711.47
2,306.54 2,976.08 669.54
2,119.82 2,952.50 832.68
$2,183.78 $2,882.16 $698.38
2,390.03 3,286.80 896.77
2,461.78 3,413.68 951.90
2,589.23 3,517.41 928.18

Increases in Budget Per Pupil for USD's Enrollment

32.2%
28.2%
30.8%
24.5%
34.1%
35.1%
30.2%
30.5%
32.3%
41

33.7%
37.8%
30.7%
39.3%
25.4%
33.9%
44.9%
30.5%
32.7%
25.7%
31.2%
25.4%
28.4%
24.7%
32.1%
39%

34.8%
22.5%
35.2%
31.3%
33.6%
29%

39.3%

32%
37.5%
38.7%

35.8%



CATEGORY 1V INFORMATION

MILL LEVY

Since 1981 the average general fund mill levy for Category IV (1900-9999) school
district has increased 50,1Y%

For Category V (10000+) school districts, the average increase has been 37.6%

For all 303 Kansas school districts, the average increase has been 29%

GENERAL FUND GENERAL FUND

MILL LEVY MILL LEVY %
1981 1987 INCREASE INCREASE
All School Districts P3SN 55.65 12.52 2987,
Category V Districts Sl 43 70,78 19,55 37.6%
Category IV Districts 42.86 64.35 21.49 5(0), IL7%
USD 465 33.01 62.56 29.55 87.5%

BUDGET PER 2UPIL

From the 1982-83 school year through the 1987-88 school year, the average Budget
Per Pupil for Category IV school districts has increased $698.38 or 32%.

For Categery V school districts, the average increase has been $896.77 or 37.5%.

For All Kansas School Districts, the average increase has been $951.90 or 38.7%

BUDGET PER BUDGET PER Exiyi
PUPIL 1982-83 PUPIL 1987-88 INCREASE INCREASE
All School Districts $2461.78 $3413.68 $951.90 38.7%
Category V Districts $2390.03 $3286.80 $896.77 BTN
Category IV Districts $2183.78 $2882.16 $698,38 €. " 328V,
USD 465 $2165,30 $2826.12 $660.82 30.5%

If USD 465 could have a used Budget Per Pupil amount granted to the Category V
Districts for 1988-89, we would have had $720,109 more budget authority of which
$682,637 would have been State Equalization Aid. (+$319.50 a pupil) ~

(Prepared for the Winfield USD 465 Board of Education from information in
publications of the Kansas State Department of Education and Newton USD 373,)



hBlue Valley

“growing with pride ™

February 23, 1989

Testimony on H.B. 2261

Blue Valley | before the
Schools House Education Committee
(913) 681-4000
P.0. Box 23901 Jim Thompson
Overland Park, Kansas Superintendent of Schools
66223-0901 Blue Valley Unified School District #229
Office of the

Superintendent )
Mr. Chairman and honorable members of the

Dr. James C. Thompson Committee, I am here today to speak in favor of H.B.
2261 and to urge your support for that measure. What I
will say regards primarily the Blue Valley Schools and
the way in which the school finance law currently
treats our district regarding distribution of state
equalization aid after ~omparing districts on the
basis of budget per pujp:1. However, our experience is
similar to and shared by other districts in the
"Fourth Enrollment Category" and, thus, our story is
only representative of the inequity which exists in
the school finance law.

| School District 229 is surrounded by the Shawnee
; Mission and Olathe School Districts, both Fifth

| Enrollment Category districts. We are located within
| the Kansas City metropolitan area and are frequently
| grouped and compared with Shawnee Mission, Olathe,

| Kansas City, Kansas, Raytown, North Kansas City,

| Independence, and Kansas City, Missouri School
Districts. All of them are considerably larger.

The cost of educating a student in our locale is
higher as a result of the increased costs associated
with competitive teacher salaries, general operating
expenses, and the relative demand for comprehensive
services in the metropolitan area. In our case, the
matter is compounded by our rapid growth. We grow by
800 to 1200 students a year, we open one to three
additional schools a year, and we hire over 100
additional teachers each year. As a result, our budget
per pupil is nearly twenty percent higher than the
next highest among the Fourth Enrollment Category
districts and considerably higher than the median
budget per pupil in that category. However, our budget
per pupil is more comparable to the districts in the

%;m/ww% 74
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Fifth Enrollment Category.

We believe that a child’s educational support
should not be based upon an arbitrary comparison of
the costs of living in his area compared against the
costs of living in other, less similar, areas of the
state. Blue Valley students should have access to good
teachers just as other students living in the
metropolitan area. Educational services to our
students should not be restricted because we are
penalized in comparing our costs against different
areas of our state.

I appreciate the effort which has gone into the
Legislature’s consideration of various factors which
affect educational opportunities of all Kansas
children. I am not asking for anything which would be
unfair in distributing state aid to support those
educational opportunities. I do believe that H.B. 2261
contains appropriate changes which should be enacted.
I urge you to support this bill.



nouse Education Committee Hearing
Thursday, February 23, 1989

Testimony by Bill Young, President
Turner Unified School District #202 Board of Education
1800 South 55th Street
Kansas City, Kansas

Chairman Crumbaker, Committee Members:

1. My name is Bill Young. I'm president of the Turner School District Board
of Education. We are one of approximately 32 fourth enrollment category
schools that collectively represent some 130,000 public school-age pupils.
As fourth enrollment districts, our state aid applications are based on
a Norm Budget Per Pupil of $2,995 -- which is $274 less per pupil than
the $3,269 figure for the State's fifth enrollment category schools.

2. The State's five larger category schools represent less Kansas kids than
do the fourth enrollment category schools T1ike Turner. Those fifth
enrollment category districts, however, are a major factor in setting
the competitive market trend wherever they may be located, and it is up
to the other districts in their geographical area to try to keep up --
believe me, please, when I say this as a businessman who, as a business
owner, must compete every day in that Kansas City marketplace dominated
by three of the State's five 5th Enrollment Category School Districts.

3. It is that market in which our school district must be competitive =-in
teacher salaries, classified employee salaries, the purchase of goods
and services, text books and instructional supplies, and in other operating
expenses that apply to a district of 4,000 students. Some examples of
those expense items are:

(1) Adult basic education; (2) area vocational technical school
programs; (3) alternative education and drop-out prevention; (4)
substance abuse; (5) human sexuality/AIDS education; (6) elementary
school counselors; (7) extensive remediation programs; (8) diverse
student backgrounds and needs; (9) ethnic diversity; (10) school
building security; (11) student transportation and (12) special
education costs.

4. The State's 1st/2nd/3rd enrollment category schools have Norm Budget Per
Pupil formulas that range from $4,785 to $4,421, or $1,516 to $1,152 _more
per pupil than the $3,269 figure for fifth enrollment category districts.
Now, what is the picture for the Turner district as a fourth enrollment

category school? — 4éazaﬁég7u2@1[ P
fvite Ectieibr %/,lii/(fi



5 Instead of receiving an amount greater in Norm Budget Per Pupil as do
the 1st/2nd/3rd category schools, we, as a fourth enrollment category
with a N.B.P.P. of $2,995, receive $274 less than do the fifth enrollment
districts. What we could do if we could just receive that $3,269 Norm
Budget Per Pupil as fifth enrollment category schools do. Committee Members
-- that $274 amount per pupil would help us in our race to keep up in
that competitive marketplace.

6. Provisions of House Bill 2261 can bridge that gap, and over the three-year
period, will bring our Norm Budget Per Pupil as a fourth enrollment category
school to that of the fifth enrollment category schools. I urge your
support of this bill.

27/14 (o BT )
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“ouse Education Committee Hearir
Thursday, February 23, 1989
3:30 p.m.

Testimony by Joy Beery, Parent
Turner Unified School District #202
1800 South 55th Street
Kansas City, Kansas

Chairman Crumbaker, House Education Committee Members:

1. My name is Joy Beery, a resident taxpayer in the Turner Unified School
District, located in Southern Wyandotte County, Kansas City, and I speak
in favor of House Bill 2261. My husband and I, as parents of two school-age
children, want very much for them to have equal education opportunity
in the metropolitan area school system where we reside.

2. We have been active in our school district community for many years; have
tried to learn as much as we can about a school district's operation;
and in recent years, have discussed what appears to be an inequity in
the State's school aid distribution formula.

34 If, in fact, the larger school districts in llyandotte/Johnson County do
receive greater amounts per pupil in computing their state aid than does
the Turner District, then it appears there is an inequity. My husband
and I, as business persons, must compete in that major market setting
just as the Turner District has to compete in its major competitve market
setting.

4, We know that includes employee salaries, supplies, equipment, materials
for the day-to-day instructional process, contracted services for upkeep
and repair of district buildings, services such as special education,
transportation, alternative high school, alcohol and drug abuse, service
to minority, service to single parent, to teenage pregnancy students,
and these services cost dollars in the Turner District just as they do
in the three larger metropolitan school systems.

5. As I understand House Bill 2261, it would correct the inequity which appears
to exist. If that is the case and if the House Bill would over the three-
year period close the gap and bring the amount per pupil for state aid
purposes in the Turner District to that same figure as the districts which
surround us, then I support House Bill 2261, and would encourage you,

as the House Education Committee, to do the same. 4222§;zéxmanz*éf
P A
Thank you! jZé;é&éaaéﬂx?éa%ﬂ
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February 23, 1989

TO: The House Education Committee
CONCERNING: House Bill 2261

We feel we have a good basic state school finance formula. We would not want the
basic concepts of the formula to be changed. However, as times change, the formula
needs fine-tuning (adjustments) to make the formula continue to provide equity to
all public schools in Kansas. The state legislature has most always made adjustments
each year to keep the basic formula equitable.

We feel H.B. 2261 is a good adjustment that is needed at this time in order for the basic
state school finance formula to continue to provide equity to all school districts in
Kansas and particularly to the school districts in the fourth enrollment category.

We provide, as one example, the following reasons to show why H.B. 2261 would help
provide equity to the Lawrence school district:

Reason # 1

Lawrence is located within just a few miles of four of the five largest school districts
in Kansas. Because of this location, it costs just as much to educate a child in
Lawrence as it does in the five schools making up the fifth enrollment category. The
following budgets per pupil for the 1988-89 school year point out this fact.

School District o Budget Per Pupil 1988-89
Shawnee Mission $ 3,756.76
Olathe 3,787.46
Kansas City 3,329.04
Topeka 3,292.43
Wichita 3,311.73
Lawrence 3,449.15
Reason # 2

The present state formula makes the norm budget per pupil for school districts in the
fourth enrollment category lower than all the other school districts in Kansas. In
turn, this part of the formula causes less state aid to be distributed to schools in the

fourth enrollment category. H.B. 2261 would cause the state aid to be distributed
more equitably.

Reason # 3

We fully believe that the smaller school districts in Kansas must be allowed a higher
budget per pupil than the larger school districts. This helps equalize the educational
opportunities of all school children in our state. However, we do not feel schools in
the fourth enrollment category should have a lower norm budget per pupil in the
formula than the norm budget per pupil allowed for the fifth enrollment category.

Presented by:

Kradl, & Gk

Kenneth E. Fisher
Assistant Superintendent of Schools
Lawrence, Kansas

USD #497 .
%W,& %cczzz%w
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2/18/89

MILL LEVIES
SELECTED SCHOOL DISTRICTS
GENERAL FUND

USD  NAME ENROLLMENT 1984 1985 1986 1367 1988  INC/DEC
453 LEAVENNORTH 4236 49.00 5678 65.07 72,90  80.35  31.33
402 AUGUSTA 1813 46.74 48,57 505  ST.24  76.83  20.09
229 STANLEY-BLUE VALLEY 6595 6434 7052 78.02  BL.40 9335 29.01
497 LAWRENCE 7639 5155 56,00 6243 737 80.28  28.73
373 NEWTON 3035 56,25  61.26  70.63  BL7I 8209  25.B4
265 GODDARD 1854 58.81 67,05 6476  €3.28  80.81 22,00
430 EL DORADD 2017 4.73 5378 60.06  66.58  6B.46  21.73
483 HAYS 3266 51,58 59.00  65.04 7596 7256 20,98
204 BONNER SPRINGS 2093 64.33 66,52  63.02  73.22 BG4 20,31
480  LIBERAL 3391 .81 47,29 SLES 5379 66.26  19.45
383 HANHATTAN 5848 4939 53,99 6480  62.27  6B.B2 1943
478 ARKANSAS CITY 2967 Ll G P )
202 TURNER 3836 5187 57.49 6327 6428 7L00 1913
305 SALINA 6675 6396 e5i62 204 7643 en2e A0
413 CHANUTE 1943 5872  56.65  60.42  63.00 7664 17.92
475 JUNCTION CITY 6557 28,55 3125 3305 36.23 4403 15.48
250  PITTSBURG LU GOl GRS RER R i
262 VALLEY CENTER 1882 SITEORESR OV a5 BPR Sl [ e
253 EMPORIA 4460 50,07  59.00 5873 63.27  65.28 1.2
465 WINFIELD 2273 4712 48.60 5375 625 6213 15.01
428 GREAT BEND 3328 52.00 51,01 5578  68.87  66.98  14.98
313 BUHLER 2145 2.9 5.8 5692 F.07 5.2 143
308 HUTCHINSON 4897 5447 64.55 6710 7198 68.36  13.89
443 DODGE CITY 4120 51,49 57,23 ST.00  98.90 646 12.67
261  HAYSVILLE 3147 B2iaat Ghads . 0.8 7mian 7ANe(S (2
263 HULVANE 1803 4798 50.58  49.85 66,45  59.96 1198
446 INDEPENDENCE 2343 .82 5250 6.5t 6146 5973 1.9
. 345 SEAMAN 3374 46,80 Sl 5086  55.45  g8.31 (1.8
457 GARDEN CITY 5629 44,51 44,99 5433 56,90 5539 10.88
290  OTTAWA 2133 55.0¢  53.92 6271  65.34 6565 10,61
445  COFFEVVILLE 2765 53.04  53.06 5440 9751 6262 9.3
450  SHAWNEE HEIGHTS 3226 53.50  50.76 5700 98,90 6234  8.83
418 HPHERSON 2288 49.70  52.53  54.80  60.40 5849 8.7
353 WELLINGTON 1884 65.01 64,95  TLI4 429 7331 8.0
503 PARSONS 1950 59.31  59.88 6120 6475 6729 7.9
234 FT SCOTT 2046 53.94  59.37  S59.64 62,34  60.54  6.60
260  DERBY 5206 39,35  45.95  48.40 4978 4582 6.46
437 AUBURN-NASBURN 3319 L R L LR O
233 OLATHE 7.6 S3T4 TLi4 72,96 9294 45.78
259 WICHITA 58.55 6447 68,07 7554 7968 21,13
501 TOPEKA 66.51  61.63  73.10  83.50  B7.46  20.95
500 KANGAS CITY 7,37 3.2 9.5 4466 49.00 1166
512 SHAWNEE NISSION 725 7206 6150 714 7629 373
464 TONGANOKIE 5043 54,65 5423 6440 7053 20,10
458 BASEHOR-LINWOOD 6.5 6152  75.50  79.63 7844 1062
449 EASTON 2.5 6.4 5891  96.10  GLE2 909
469 LANSING 46,44 49.67 4183 SL25 5050 4,06

K i




FRLUNCH. WDB 2/21/89

FREE & REDUCED LUNCH PARTICIPATION
SELECTED SCHOOL DISTRICTS

1387-88
1 FREE & T ENROLL
TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL DALY REDUCED  RECEIVING
AEALS FREE REDUCED FREE AND FREE & HEALS FREE &

450 NAME ENROLL SERVED MEALS MEALS REDUCED REDUCED SERVED REDUCED
R AR R R R P R R R R R R R R R R R R R R SRR R R R R R R R S 508
475 JUNCTION CITY 6,337 736,061 a5 167,793 429,301 2,482 a8, U 37.9%
480 LIBERAL graat 599,231 142,107 40,813 182,922 1,033 43.81 30.32
445 COFFEYVILLE 2,785 219,481 115,977 23,929 123,906 790 63.74 23,61
457 GARDEN CITY 3,629 641,434 “1.158 62,460 273,638 {,346 42,74 2754
230 PITTSBURG 2,309 3227433 121,796 18,216 140,012 791 43,41 2
303 PARSONS oSk 188,070 55,984 26,475 92,453 322 49,24 26,81
413 CHANUTE 1,343 Pl 52,038 29,860 91,938 33 43,51 26,71
470 ARKANSAS CITY 2,967 336,351 108,637 23,891 131,5"8 749 37, 12 25.2%
308 HUTCHINSON 4,857 333,361 177,663 35,748 213,373 1,206 38.51 24,61
234 FT SCOTT 2,046 174,035 68,982 17,835 86,837 431 49. 91 24.01
443 DODGE CITY 4,120 430,72 141,933 23,024 170,377 966 33.61 23,44
305 SALINA 6,675 356,115 196,961 72,1353 269,114 1,320 K} 22.81
290 OTTAWA 2tds 59,5’25 15,612 83,137 431 46,94 ams
465 WINFIELD 2,273 ’:'7,7u4 2 30,617 312 33.61 ey
253 EMPORIA 4,460 33,7 137, 318 33,877 176,875 999 ! 2.4
446 INDEPENDENCE 2,343 L24 847 66,2 23,303 30,173 309 40,117 21,74
373 NEWTON 3,03 341,988 85,765 29,219 114,984 630 33.6% 2041
428 GREAT BEND 3,32 421 ;894 97,328 26,690 124,018 701 23.42 Al
490 EL DGRADO 2,017 J?:.wb 49,952 16,263 66,215 374 24.31 18.31
437 LAWRENCE 7,639 802,504 187,516 60,168 247,684 1,399 30,91 18.31
202 TURNER 3,836 412,232 90,972 32,032 123,004 693 29.81 18,11
204 BONNER SPRINGS 2,093 239,948 32,044 14,291 56,333 373 23.51 17.9%
453 LEAVENWORTH 4,236 413,541 113,853 19,083 132,942 751 32. 11 Wfoiks
383  MANHATTAN 3,848 518,963 130,499 30,646 181,145 1,023 34.91 17.51
333 MWELLINGTON 1,384 211,368 34,697 16,343 31,242 290 4.2 15.42
418 McPHERSON 2,208 LhS,LSO 38,806 21,613 60,42 341 27,11 14.91
260 DERBY 3,206 384,035 81,769 43,320 1317289 742 22,5 14.2%
261 HAYSVILLE Il 323,620 33,77 u..JOB 76,282 431 23.64 13.81
483 HAYS 3,266 302,616 33,278 3,702 73,380 446 26,11 13.72
345 SEAMAN 3,374 406,726 31,170 24,361 75,331 : 2l 18.61 12,61
402  AUGUSTA 1,81 173,388 3'2,161 7,133 39,854 225 23.01 12.4%
313 BUHLER 2,145 301,330 30,017 13,976 43,933 249 14.61 t1.6%
437 AUBURN-WASBURN 3,319 413,852 40,344 16,038 36,382 33 13.61 9.64
263 MULVANE 1,803 173,229 15,876 3,409 24,285 137 14.01 7.64
262 VALLEY CENTER 1,882 254, 144 17,177 8,032 25,269 143 9.9 7.64
430 SHAWNEE HEIGHTS 3,226 428,394 24,587 16,727 41,314 233 9.61 1.21
263 GODDARD 1,834 226,336 14,3559 3,943 18,102 102 8.01 3uid
229 STANLEY-BLUE VALLEY 6,393 373, 146 7,028 2,260 3,288 32 1.6% 0.81

R R R T F R R R R R R R O R R R R R R R R R R R R R F R R R R R R R R R R R R R R E
a8 TOTALS 130,864 14,331,159 4,464,448 23,223 31.2 19.3%
R R I R R R F R F R R R R R R R R R R R R F R IR R R R LR R BN L R LR RN E R A

500 KANSAS CITY 22,131 7,546,589 1,342,788 230,762 1,572,550 8,830 61.81 40,21
501 TOPEKA 14,182 1,432,594 660,819 113,344 774,163 4,374 54,01 30,81
259 WICHITA 43,369 3,399,336 1,778,043 249,469 2,027,512 11,455 59,61 26.41
233 DLATHE 12,140 1,085,728 105,068 45,494 150,562 a5 13,92 7.0
512 SHAMNEE HISSION 26,068 2,481,702 137,809 72,919 219,728 1,191 B.5! .62

B R R S R R R S R R F R R R R R R RS R R R R F R R E R R R R R R R R R R AR R R 1F
5 TOTALS : 117,830 10,946,345 4,736,513 26,760 43.31 22.7¢

Ll

R R R R R R R R R R R R R R R R R F RN R R B R F R R F R RN F R R R R R E R R R R R SRR F N5



FRLUNCH. WDR 2/21/83

TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL
HEALS FREE REDUCED
USD  NAME ENROLL SERVED MEALS MEALS

TOTAL

FREE AND
REDUCED

1 FREE &

DATLY REDUCED
FREE & MEALS
REDUCED SERVED

1 ENROLL
RECEIVING

FREE &

B R R R A A R R R S N P E S S S F S P IRy 5554258

449 EASTON 638 i, 269 (5188072 3,25
454  TONGANODXIE {,231 161,356 15,282 10,250
469 LANSING 1,462 147,323 {3,357 3,472
458 BASEHOR-LINWOOD 1,158 85,482 3,667 2

14,330
25,532
19,029

12,194

81 17
144 Tt
108 e
65 4.3

e

F

[

B R R e R R R R R R R R R R A R R R R F R R R R R R PR R R PR VR R F PR SRS PR SR LR F R 25528

4 TOTALS 4,502 474,632

71,085

402 19:.0

kl
A

n
[N

g

B I R R P R R R R R R R R R R R R R R F R R E R E R RS F R R H R R R R R PR R R R F R AR RS2 P F e 2852y




BUDGET FER FUFIL
SCHOOL DISTREICT IN 4TH % 8TH ENROLLMENT CATEGORY
198884
SR R e e R R R R R TR R R R R R R R R R
BUDGET FER )
UsD  NAME ENFEOLLMENT FUFIL USBD =53
3 I I I F I I I K I B U I I I I e e B e e e K e e e

RE
457
2044
413
el e
260
G 5
2
308
o903
457
345
250
418
475
402

=
)

465
470
428
446
353
373
261
480
430
453
437
305

LK ]
P il

290
i3

TR
Al

489
450
283

=
a-\.)

233
i
S00
25
501

45563
ERL
464
463
207

STANLEY-—-BLUE VALLEY

LAWRENCE:
RONNER SFREINGES
CHANUTE
TURNER:

DERRBY
COFFEYVILLE
VALLEY CENTEFR
HUTCHINSON
FaRSONS
HARDEN CITY
SEAMAN
FITTSRURG

Mz FHERSON
JUNZTION ZITY
HODDARD
AUGUSTA
BUHLER
WINFIELD
ARFANSAS ZITY
GREAT BEND
INDEFENDENZE
WELL INGTON
NEWTON
HAYSVILLE
LIRERAL

EL DORADO
LEAVENWORTH
AURUREN-WASEBURN
SALTINA
EMFORIA
OTTAWA

DODGE ZITY

FT SCOTT

HAYS

SHAWNEE HEIEHTS

MANHATTAN
MUL-VANE

OLLATHE

SHAWNEE MISSTON

F.ANSAS DITY
WICHITA
TOFEEA

BAGEHOR-1.ITNWOOD

EASTON
TONGANOX TE
LANS TNiE

FTa. LEAVENWORTH

7,314, 5
7,862.6
2, 072.5
1,902.0
3,821.¢
5y 370, 6
2, 761.6
1,928.0
4,907 .9
1,951.7
5, BEE. 7
3, 31640
2,728.5
2y B06. 1
&,672.0
1,902.0
,881 |
Hy 1860
;,LbJ.B
u,“bdu4
\.J, :47-3
S s
1,5985.6
3, 91,0

3,177.5
3, 468.5

2,034
4, 206
3,577
&, 683
4,438
2,156
4,201
2,048
3,301
3,318

5,915,

alial w W
o

N EROSODEM

12,673.4
8, 853. 6
21,843, 1
8,717.3
14, 149.6

, L5, 0
G425
L, 2659.0
1,554, 0
, B55, 0

3, 964,73
3,461 .87
3, 359, 9
3, 253,11
3,214, 00
3,178.15
3,161.48
3,107.86

! 990, 45
u,u78 15
3, 069.88
3, 067 . 56
3,067.75
3, 057 . 4%
3,089, 6%5
3,016.75
3,013.76
By 0%, 73
5,001.66
2y Y85 . S
2, 985, 30
2,980, 25
2,978.13
2, 969 . 83
2, 968,27
2, 965, 05
2y Y57 . et
2, 956, 62
2, 950, 55
2,40, 39
2,930, 57
2,909, 99
2,897.77
2, 893,98
2,869,823
2, 853, 89
2, BOG. 48
2, 313,90

3,787 .46
3, 756.76
3,825, 04
By Bl 7

3,393“43

y 887,11
y 2SS

.....

, 008, 11
S o
4Uuuw~
R T
257 .40
L )
204, 86
151 .24
1:3.8L
Lo, =
11u.£b
11z, 94
1o 188
100 .87
GBE. 03
60,13
G714
O6a. 11
5. Od
28.92
=8.68

g e }
a_\.J n \-J

AL el
ihE] e
11.65
8.40
0. 82
0. 00
(.07
(Galfen we]]
(2. 03
(6. 63!
(58,85
(6. 69
GE)E, 7248
LB 776
150, 14
(&, 720

o

KX
s UL AT ol sl ALE

—

30.84
800. 14

B0 . 4
837.33
708.01
6:21.87
417,06
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SEEK
SCHOOLS FOR EQUALIZATION OF EDUCATION IN KANSAS

SEEK is an organization composed of 30 of the districts in the fourth enroll-
ment category. It was formed for only one purpose. That being to seek an
adjustment in the Budget Per Pupil factor in the school finance formula to give

our students an equal chance with the other two-thirds of the students in the
state of Kansas.

The following are our proposals.

1. Increase the Budget Per Pupil amount in the fourth enrollment
districts to equal that of the fifth enrollment category.

This change should occur over a three year period.

I1. Provide sufficient flexibility in the Legal Maximum Budget aspect
of the formula to allow fourth enrollment districts to expend the
increased funds to give theilr pupils and equal chance.

I1I. Increase state funding for school finance to allow for the

realization of these proposals without penalizing the students in
the other enrollment categories.

RATIONALE FOR SEEK PROPOSALS

I. We are currently operating with a 9% funding handicap while trying to
prepare our students for the same race as all the other Kansas pupils.

(In a 10,000 meter race that places us in excess of one-half mile
behind.)

II. We are forced to compete for the same teachers as our neighbors, we
use the same materials and supplies and we require the same services
but we are required to do so with less money.

I11. The differential in Budget Per Pupil has grown from $4 to over $300
since the 1982 revisions.

Iv. The original formula was justifiably based on the premise of "the
smaller the district the greater the operating costs". The 1982
revision maintained the premise for most districts but reversed it
for others in what eventually resulted in discrimination against
the more efficient school districts.

(-
2/23/5%



STATISTICAL INFORMATION

I. General Fund Budgets and State Equalization Aid (Page 3, 4)

These statistics are provided to show the comparisons between
the fourth enrollment category districts actual budgets and the
amounts they could have received if they had been able to use
the fifth enrollment category budgets per pupil,

Example Emporia U.S.D. 253 could have increased their budget by
$1,516,912 with $1,391,742 of that amount (927%) being paid for by

increased state aid.

I1. Enrollments by Category 1987-88 (Page 5)

This chart shows the 1987-88 statewide enrollment in each of the
five enrollment categories.

I11. Median Budget Per Pupil (page 6)

The table indicates the differential in funding which has developed
between the two larger enrollment categories since 1982,

bl Ao
253/



GENERAL FU™™

BUDGETS AND STATE EQUALIZATION

™D - 1988-89

sue following statistics were developed to show the effects of allowing

districts in the Fourth Enrollment Category to use the
amounts granted to the districts in the Fifth Enrollment Category.
descriptions on second page.

I
SCHOOL
DISTRICT

Newton

Usp 373
Arkansas City
USD 470
Auburn-Wash.
USD 437
Buhler

UsD 313
Chanute

UsSD 413
Coffeyville
USD 445
Derby

USD 260
Dodge City
USD 443
Emporia

Ush 253

Ft. Scott
USD 234
Goddard

USD 265
Great Bend
USD 428
Hays

USD 489
Haysville
USD 261
Hutchinson
USD 308
Independence
USD 446
Junction City
UsD 475
Lawrence
UsD 497
Leavenworth
USD 453
Liberal

USD 480
McPherson
USD 418
Manhattan
UsSD 383
Ottawa

UsSD 290
Parsons

USD 503

11
BUDGET
PUBLISHED
9,476,728
8,883,793
10,700,791
6,426,152
6,187,412
8,730,799
17,396,875
12,174,400
13,245,761
5,927,448
5,882,425
9,724,013
9,459,258
9,532,217
15,167,596
6,916,779
20,280,547
27,219,273
12,526,030
10,361,505
7,002,229
16,602,282
6,273,946

6,007,628

I11

BUDGET - 5TH
CATEGORY BPP

10,487,895
9,803,250
12,447,147
7,089,240
6,377,954
9,288,710
18,123,407
13,684,899
14,762,673
6,654,835
6,396,308
10,771,443
10,968,199
10,524,763
15,966,199
7,641,833
21,745,627
29,079,429
13,888,064
11,459,124
7,518,442
19,318,531
7,038,488

6,535,469

Budget Per Pupil

v
DIFF.
1,011,167
919,457
1,746,356
663,088
190,542
557,911
726,532
1,510,499
1,516,912
727,387
513,883
1,047,430
1,508,941
992,546
798,603
725,054
1,465,080
1,860,156
1,362,034
1,097,619
516,213
2,716,249
764,542

527,841

v
STATE AID
INCREASE

948,874
876,298
1,427,252
634,151
193,639
649,187

1,070,027

1,326,166

1,391,742

654,288
524,889
640,143
1,145,007
954,561
1,112,112
686,108

1,544,754

2,243,219

1,274,599

1,022,431

593,063

2,137,905

693,076

535,274

Column
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Pittsburg 8,386,529 9,260,226 873,697 829,134

UsD 250 .

Salina 19,641,877 21,937,525 2,295,648 2,039,337

USD 305

Seaman 10,178,665 11,219,579 1,040,914 989,932

USD 345

Shawnee Hgts. 9,471,496 10,547,696 1,076,200 996,824

USD 450

Turner-Ks City 12,393,724 12,878,352 484,628 677,517

USD 202

Valley Center 5,991,962 6,294,957 302,995 393,286

USD 262

Wellington 5,764,478 6,156,086 391,608 452,538

UsSD 353

Winfield 6,946,176 7,666,285 720,109 682,637

USD 465

Column I - School District Name and Number

Column 11 - 1988-89 General Fund Budget as published or expected

Column III - General Fund Budget if allowed to use the 5th Enrollment
Category Budget Per Pupil ; no maximum

Column IV - Increase in General Fund Budget if allowed to use the 5th
Category Budget Per Pupil , with no maximum

Column V - Amount of additional State Equalization Aid received

if allowed to use the 5th Enrollment Category Budget Per
Pupil

¢ Note: These statistics were prepared from information supplied by the
| districts in the fall of 1988. The final actual figures will be
f different due to many factors. However, those figures will still
| demonstrate basically the same relationships.
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Category

000.0 to 399.9
400.0 to 1799.9
1800.0 to 9999.9
10,000 and over

State Total

ENROLLMENTS BY CATEGORY 1987-88

FTE Enrollment
26,433.0
121,543.9
130,889.1
120,889.3

399,755.3

%of Enrsllment
6.6
30.4
32.7

30.2

Median BPP

4760.92

3953.77

2828.78

3183.31

75
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MEDIAN BUDGET PER PUPIL

The 5th enrollment category was added in 1982, with the effects to be phased
in over a 3 year period.

Differential between 4th and 5th Enrollment Categories

Year Amount
lst $4 to $229
2nd $11 to $230
3rd $260
4th §345
5th $305

(=8
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TWO HYPOTHESES

PRESENTED TO THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVE COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION
BY

NEWION UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT #373

FEBRUARY 23, 1989
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HYPOTHESIS NUMBER 1

The districts in the fourth enrollment category have a legitimate concern
that should and can be addressed.

Statements in Support:

A. The United School Administrators, which has members from every

size of district, has reached the conclusion that the problem
is real and needs to be addressed.

B. The Kansas School Board Association, which represents every

size of district, has reached the conclusion that the problem
is real and needs to be addressed.

C. Newton U.S.D. #373 knows that the problem is real and needs to
be addressed. They know they are at a distinct disadvantage

when competing with their fine neighbors. The following
illustrates the problem.

Budget Average
District Per Pupil Teacher Salary Mill Levy
1987-88 1987-88 1988
Fine Large Neighbor $ 3134 . $29,498 86.10
to the South
Newton U.S.D. #373 $ 2808 G271 55 98.78
Fine Small Neighbor 5881998 $29,114 58.84

to the North

&/ - 2
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HYPOTHESIS NUMBER 2

The fourth enrollment category districts are a special interest group
selfishly and unrealistically attempting to divert funds from all
other districts.

Statements in Support:

A. The fourth enrollment districts represent& only one-third
of the students in Kansas.

B. Students need to learn at an early age that life is not
necessarily fair. As Category IV students are already
acclimated to financial discrimination, it will be less
traumatic for them to continue in that state.

& -0 -3
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- .ANSAS
,ASSOCIATION

Testimony on H.B. 2261
before the
House Education Committee

by
John W. Koepke, Executive Director
Kansas Association of School Boards

February 23, 1989

Mr. Chairman and members of the Committee, we appreciate the
opportunity to appear before you on behalf of our 301 members boards
of education with regard to H.B. 2261. This is the first of a series
of bills which you will consider affecting the operation of the School
District Equalization Act and which our members believe deserve your
serious consideration during this legislative session.

For the past two years, our organization has had a School Finance
Committee which has been studying the entire system of funding for
elementary and secondary education in Kansas. That committee present-
ed a comprehensive proposal regarding school finance to our Delegate
Assembly in December of 1988. That proposal was adopted overwhelming-
ly by our delegates and we will be sharing all of its features with
you at the appropriate time.

For the purposes of this hearing, however, we will limit our
remarks to issues surrounding the problems of school districts in the
so-called "fourth enrollment category". In the minds of our members,

there is not question that the present operation of SDEA has worked to

St 4/?3 /?7



the unfair disadvantage of the school districts in this enrollment
category. They have been made to suffer disadvantages in both budget
authority and state aid due to their efficiency.

We believe that that school districts in this enrollment category
have amply demonstrated the ill effects they have suffered in recent
years under the formula and under the provisions of the policy adopted
by our Delegate Assembly, we believe they are entitled to relief. We
do not believe, however, that that relief should eliminate the differ-
entiation between the fourth and fifth enrollment categories. We
would suggest that rather than eliminating that difference, the formu-
la should be adjusted to narrow the gap between the budget per pupil
in the fourth and fifth enrollment categories. In that manner, the
concerns of schools in both enrollment categories could be adequately
addressed. We appreciate the opportunity to express or concerns and I

would be happy to answer any questions.

Q2 -r/-2
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HB 2261

Testimony presented before the House Committee on Education
by Chuck Stuart, Legislative Liaison
United School Administrators

February 23, 1989

Mister Chairman and members of the committee:

United School Administrators of Kansas recognize the inequity of budget
limitations of fourth enrollment category districts in the current SDEA law
and, therefore, supports HB 2261.

We support the bill with the provision that additional SDEA funding be

such that no district be forced to increase local ad valorem property tax to
offset the shift which would be created by the passage of HB 2261.

CS/ed
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KANE ATIONAL EDUCATIO:. {SSOCIATION /715 W. 10TH STREL / TOPEKA, KANSAS 66612-

TSl —— =4
& Kay Coles Testimony Before The

House Education Committee

Thursday, February 23, 1989

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. My name is Kay Coles and I represent
Kansas—-NEA. I appreciate this opportunity to visit briefly about
HB 2261.

Kansas-NEA believes that when the fifth enrollment category was
created in 1982, the LegislaEUre was given and believed the reasons
for having the fifth enrollment category's median budget set higher
than the fourth enrollment category. That difference was
approximately 4%. That difference was allowed to grow to over 12% as
of two years ago, basically because of a declining enrollment in the
largest category.

Kansas-NEA supports the increase of the median budget of the
fourth enrollment category in a similar fashion to the interim
education proposal. That plan would bring the level back to the 4%
difference established in 1982. Additional increases should be
allowed only after careful assessment of the actual differences
between the districts; e.g., number of Title I students, number of
"at-risk" pupils, number of bilingual students, etc.

Until a more in-depth study of the differences in our schools
(and we believe one should be done), we believe that the interim
study committee approach should be implemented. Thank you for
listening to the concerns of our members.

Farirreers? /3
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STATEMENT TO HOUSE EDUCATION COMMITTEE
BY
KEN RDGG, LEGISLATIVE REPRESENTATIVE
SCHOOLS FOR QUALITY EDUCATION
RE:
HB2261

Schools for Quality Education consists of 96 unified school districts of the
three lower enrollment categories. We have not, therefore, developed a formal
position on the topic at hand. We do have two concerns that we would share with
you.

First of all, if the committee in its deliberation should determine that an
inequity does indeed exist, we support correction of that flaw. We are con-
cerned with overcorrection, thus creating another inequity. The condition
should be corrected only to that relationship that existed at the time that the
fourth and fifth categories were separated and thus created.

Secondly, we believe the correction process should be phased in rather than
creating abrupt shifts in the State's share in school finance for either the
upper or lower enrollment categories.

62§é2&%/3a&n2f,/f/
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ey Kansas State Department of Education
: .' Kansas State Education Building

120 East 10th Street Topeka, Kansas 66612-1103

February 15, 1989

TO: House Education Committee

FROM: State Department of Education and
Legislative Research Department

SUBJECT: School Finance Comparisons

The attached computer printout (L8932) shows what the effects would have been in
1987~-88 if the state aid norm for the fourth enroliment category had been increased
by 3.5 percent and an amount equal to the fifth enrollment category. The increases
would have been higher in some school districts if the budget medians would have
been increased by the same amounts. This printout is based on the budgets legally
adopted by the school districts for the 1987-88 school year. Listed below is a
column explanation of the printout.

COLUMN EXPLANATION

Actual 1987-88 Current law

Column 1 - 1987-88 General State Aid
Column 2 - 1987-88 Income Tax Rebate
Column 3 - Total (Column 1 + 2)

Actual 1987-88 Current Law Except State Norm BPP Increased in 4th
| Enrollment Category by 3.5 Percent

Column 4 - Estimated general state aid assuming the state aid norm for
the 4th enrolliment category was increased 3.5 percent.

Column 5 - 1987-88 Income Tax Rebate

Column 6 - Total (Column 4 + 5)

Column 7 - Difference (Column 6 -3) Comparison of 1987-88 actual general

state aid and income tax rebate and effects of assuming the
state norm for the 4th enrollment category was increased 3.5
percent.

Actual 1987-88 Current lLaw Except State Norm BPP Increased in 4th
Enrollment Category to an Amount Equal to the Fifth Enrolliment Category

Column 8 - Estimated general state aid assuming the state aid norm for
the 4th enrollment category was increased to an amount equal
to the fifth enrollment category norm

Column 9 - 1987-88 Income Tax Rebate

Column 10 - Total (Column 8 + 9)

Column 11 - Difference (Column 10 - 3) Comparison of 1987-88 actual general

state aid and income tax rebate and effects of assuming the

state norm for the 4th enrollment category was increased to

an amount equal to the fifth enroliment category o
/W;’?M//J /&
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RUN L8932 PROCESSED D¥ 02715789
PASE 1
(1) 2 L&) @ {5 &) 7 18) $2) 10 {11}
$mmme e 1987-88 ¢ 1987-88 ~———--me + e - 1987-08 -—-mmmmemm——t
RCTUARL ] ESTINATED | l ESTIMRTED }
| | DIFF OF | - ) DIFF OF
COUNTY NAE 3 | GENERGL  INCOME TAX  TOTAL | GENERAL  INCOME TaX  THTAL 1 COLS | GENERAL  INCOME TAX  TOTAL 1 COLS
DISTRICT MAME 4 ISTATE AID RERATE Ald 1 YTATE AID REEATE A0 1 (86 ~ 32 | STRIE AID REKATE Al e - B
HEREOEOANEE OISO BEIOOOICEEOCEEEIEIEE IO KON IUE IO OISO KIEEIDECINEEIEN KX KIEOEENEKIOOEN RN
ALLEN 001
NARATON VALLEY D0236 §31,257 76, 033 707,310 622,433 76,033 698, 546 -8, 764 604. 628 76, 853 680, 681 -26. 629
10LA p257 2,522,248 352,029 2,934,877 2,637,354 N2,629 2,969,983 35,166 2,725,783 312,629 3,039,417 104,548
HUMEOLDT 0258 1,361,812 120,454 1,482,276 1,333,731 120,464 4,474,215 -8:061 1,337,767 120,464 1,433,231 ~24, 045
ANDEREDN 002
G DO3SS 1,490,827 222,523  1,713:338 1,483,386 222,523 1,708, 109 =5, 241 1,475,884 222,323 1,499,407 -13,943
CREST DO479 $57,86% 47,032 704, 897 651 411 47,032 698,443 ~6, 434 638,253 47.032 685, 285 -19, 612
ATCHISON 003
ATCHISON ©D comt SCHOGLS 00377  1,733.147 137,412 1.870,57% 1,723,426 137,412 1,840,838 -9,7d1 1,704,781 137,412 1,842,193 -28, 386
ATCHISON PURLIC SCHEDLS D040y 2,223,933 478,407 2,762,398 2,240,995 478.407 2,739,402 37,012 1,335,019 478,407 2,813,428 111,038
BARBER
BARBER CDUNTY NORTH D0234 471,118 203, 474 §76,392 437,239 205,474 62,713 -13,879 430, 881 200, 474 636, 305 -40, 237
SOUTH RARKER uiray] 31.168 77, 640 108, 808 12, 636 77640 0,256  -18,W2 8 77,640 V1,690 -3, 148
BARTON 1]
CLAFLIN DO354 ] 74, 800 74, 80D 8 74, 800 74, 800 ¢ 8 74,800 74,808 u
ELLINSOAD PURLIC SCHOOLS D033 894,614 134,060 1,028,676 879,962 134. 060 1,014,022  -14,454 838, 613 134, (30 984, 673 -44. 903
GREAT BEWD 00428 1,919,137 929,631 2,848,788 1,041,519 929,651 2,971,170 122,382 2,281,613 929,451 3,211,244 362, 476
HOISTNCTON bo431 710,089 182, 797 892,798 694, 056 182,707 876,763  -16,033 662,713 182, 707 845, 422 47,374
005
FT 8cO17 p0234 2,374,789 466,032 2,940,841 2,426,538 466:032 1,892,590 31,749 2,528,078 466,852 2,994,130 133, 289
URIDNTOUN B0235 1,224,612 84,816 1,289,427 1,216,690 64,816 1,281,506 -7,921 1,208,684 84,816 1,255,300 -23,927
EROMN 067
HIAATHA DO41S 1,759,485 243,892 2,000,577 1,740,020 240,892 2,000,912 35 1,762,657 240,892 2,003,549 2,972
BROMR COUNTY BO436 1,629,353 104,337 1,733,696 1,622,323 104,337 1,726,850 -7,030 1,608,451 164,337 1,712,788 -20, 302
BUTLER bos
LEDN DO205 1,231,244 12728 1,343,979 1,222,111 112,728 1,334,839 =913 1,204,213 112,728 1,314,941 -27,033
RERINCTON-HHITENRTER D020 689,938 106,130 796,088 874, 273 106.130 780,403  -13,$83 642, 690 186, 130 748, 820 47, 268
CIRCLE D0375 1,796,989 223,784 1,814,773 1,394,767 223,784 1,818,331 3,778 1,604,808 223,784 1,828,592 13,819
ANDOUER 00385 1,831,933 396,038 2,227,991 1,864,201 396,038 1 260,38 32,338 1,930,269 396,038  2.324, 307 98,316
ROSE HILL PUBLIC SCHBOLS DO394 2 710,764 239,857 2,978.623 2,715,170 209,837 2,975,027 4,404 2,725,368 259,857  2.985, 245 14, 622
DIUCLASS PUBLIC SCHOMLS 00396 1,725,975 142,610 1,868,645 1,719,578 142,670 1,862,248 -6,397  1.707.042 142,670  1,84%, 718 -18, 927
AUCUSTA b0402 2,201,782 9450 2,706,232 2,247,842 394,450 2,802, 292 46,060 2,338,224 594,450 2,892 476 1345, 444
EL DORADD 00490 1,889,544 §26,%43 2,516,509 1,990,434 £26,945 2,577,319 §0.870 2,069,903 £26.945 2, 6%4, 848 180,337
FLINTHILLS 00492 294,984 31,692 326. 676 283, 963 31,692 315,657  -11,01% 261,903 31,692 293,19 -33,481
CHASE 00%
CHASE COUNTY b0284 316:270 107, 94 424. 214 361, 348 107,944 609,292 -14,%22 471,437 187, 944 7% 30 -44, 835
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pact 2
(1} (vd) {33 )] 5 €3] €)] 8} (4] (10} (11}
Yommme e 1987-88 + 1087-88 ——memmemend rmmmmm e 39BP-BB e -t
f ACTIAL ! FITINGTED } I ESTINATED !
t { t OIFF OF { OIFF OF
COUNTY NAE ¢ { GEMERAL  IHCONE X TOTAL | GCEWERRL  INCOME TAX  TOTAL 1 COLS | GEMERAL  INCOME TeX  TOTAL ! COLS
DISTRICT Hant & {STRIE &ID RESAIE 410 | STATE AID REBLTE Ri0 [ 6 ~ 3% { STAIE &lb REBATE aIr {18 - 3)
mxnnmuuﬂxaxnnumaxamumm«a'«xnxxxaxauu;uxnumumnatxxanmxnmxxxnmamaxaxnxaaxxxmnxxuxxﬁxuxxuxnxnmaxmnauxumunnamx
CHADTAUQUG 010
CEDAR UALE 00285 259, 00% 32,348 287,357 249, 716 32,348 282, 064 -5, 293 238,926 32,348 271,204 -16.082
CHAUTAUQUA COUNTY COMMUNI 00286 947,962 80,812 1,028,774 937,023 80,812 1017,83  -10,93¢ 914,974 80,812 999, 784 -32, 988
CHERDIEE 011
RIVERTON po4dd 2,159,708 56,481  2,207.18% 2,146,376 56.481 2,208,997 -4,132 2,138,607 356,481 2,193,086 -12,103
CcoLuneys o493 2,061,132 215,549 2,176,681 2,067,983 13,54% 2,283,132 6,41 2,082,988 215,042 2,798,133 21,44
GALENR D0q%9? 2,365,13% 108,377 2,473,516 2,381,132 108,377 2,449, 509 -4, 007 2,333,322 108, 3?7 2,461, 699 -11. 817
BAXTER SPRINGS bOS0s 2,388,192 151,265  2,94%.457 2,383,639 161,265 2,544,924 -4,933 2,375,263 141,263 2:534, 928 -12,92%
CHEYERNE 012
CHEYLIN 00103 ¢ 71. 302 71,302 0 71.302 71,302 0 g 71,302 7L 302 ]
ST FRANCIS COMRMUNITY SCHD  DOZ9° 42.3%0 3, 964 368,334 438, 80% 93,964 354, 713 -13, 781 433,763 93, 964 526, 727 ~-41, 827
CLARK 013
NINNEDLA bp219 124,059 33, 287 177,345 113, 947 33:287 167, 274 -10, 892 93,395 33,287 146, 682 ~38, 464
ASHLAKD 0220 3,261 93,261 0 93,261 3,28 1] 8 935,241 93, 261 ]
clay 014
CLAY CENTER 0379 2,126,043 354,818 2,481.361 2,195,130 354,818 2,509,933 28,592 2,213,515 334, 818 2,968,333 84,972
CLOUD 019 :
CIMCDRDIA p0333 2,321,638 324,073 2,645,711 2,334,085 324,073 2 638,138 12,447 2,360,876 324,803 2. 684, 949 3%,238
SDUTHERN CLOUD 00334 548,142 £3,838 §12,000 539,397 63,858 603,235 -8, 743 521,372 43,898 589, 430 ~26. 570
COFFEY 016
LEBR-UAVERLY 90243 1,159,104 108,174 1,267,278 L 13L135 108,174 1,239,309 -7,%6%  1,135,03% 108,174 1,293,213 -24. 065
BURL THCTON D0244 ¢ 177,338 177,338 0 177,938 177,538 0 9 177,538 177,538 8
LEROY-GRIDLEY p0245 635,122 72,142 707264 625,390 72.142 697,492 -9, 772 603:436 72,142 677,078 -29, 886
CONANCHE 017
COMARCHE COUNTY 00300 187,984 102,202 290,188 164,993 102,202 286,797 -23,391 117,008 192,202 219,210 -70,978
CIHLEY 0is
CENTRAL 00452 813,911 £3, 496 877.407 803, 490 63,496 868, 986 -8, 421 708,341 43,4%% 851,837 -25: 570
UoALL 00453 802,207 92,990 899.197 793, 860 92,990 868, 830 -8, 347 782,929 92,990 875, 913 -19,282
RINFIELD p04ss  2,290.747 649,913 2,940,668 2,335,440 §4%,913 3,005,353 §4,693 2,482,300 £49,%13 3,132,283 191,423
ARKANSAS CITY o470 3,918,927 688,291 4,19%.178 3,588,544 £88,201 4,276, 793 72,617 3,740,831 688,251 4,429,082 229,904
DEXTER p04r1 344, 98% 24, 547 369,336 338, 965 24,547 363,512 -6,024 326,682 24,347 351, 22% -18,307
CRAUFTRD gi¢
NORTHEAST 00246 1,228,807 104,345 1,333,152 1,223,295 104,345 1,327,640 -5,512  1.212,310 104,345 1,314 655 -16,497
CHERIVEE 00247 1,776,279 122,355 1,898,630 1,748,816 122,355 L.8%1, 1% -7,45¢ 1,794,548 122,355 1,874,983 ~.227
CIRARD 00248 1,983,47¢ 181,590 2.169.02% 1,981,982 191,550 2,163,532 -1,497 1,980,288 181,550 2,161,838 -3,191
FROMTENAC PUBLIC SCHODLS D029 1,031,977 93,346 1,125,323 1,024,963 93,346 1,117,909 -7,414 1,009,482 93,346 1,100,828 -22. 495
PITTSBURG MW290 3.077.777 811, %1 3,889.718 3154749 811,941 3,965, 6%0 76,972  3.305.760 811,941 4,117,701 27,983
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Pa6E 3

COURTY NaME

DISTRICT HANE

DECATIR
DBERLIX
PRAIRIE HEIGHTS

DICKIHSON
SOLONN
ABILEME
CHAPIAN
RURSL UISTR
HERINCTON

DONIPHAN
NATHENA
HIGHLAND

TROY PUBLIC SCHOOLS

MIDURY SCHOGLS
ELHODD

DOUELAS
BALDMIN CITY
EUDORA
LAURENCE

EDURRDS
KINSLEY-DFFERLE
LERIS

ELLSHORTH

ELLIMNTH
LORRATHE

FIRNEY
HOLCONE
CARDEN CITY

&

020

021

022

)
Fav}

024

023

024

027

028

FORY 029
SPEARVILLE-UINDTHORST

DUICE CITY

M (2) N €Y (3} (6} N (8) (% 1 {1
----------- 1987-88 + 1887-88 et Fommemmmneen {BBP-BE et
ACTURL 1 ESTINATED i 1 ESTHATED {
{ i OHY O | ' { DIFF OF
| GEMERAL  IHCOME TAX YOI SENERQL  INCOME TaX  TOUAL COLS | GENERM  I4COME T TOTA cms
§ ISTATE 4ID REPATE AI6 | STATE AID REBRTE RID 1 (5 - 3} | STATE 4D REBATE 16 W -3
U p T IV Lt L E Lt L it E b bt AL e b b E b EETEERERE BEg EREETedRE DRt S R e ENeEEPRR ERt EE e S EE e REF REFEETE RS ERPEELE B LRI bbb bl it
00294 J66.011 147, 623 713,634 T30, 492 147,629 £98, 117  -13,319 919 544 197, 623 667, 169 46, 467
00299 11%.704 31,394 151,098 114, 237 31,394 143, 631 -5, 447 103,197 31,34 134, 351 ~16, 347
003%3 708,333 76,190 776,743 689,731 76,190 763, %0  -10,822 667,673 16,190 743, 863 ~32,878
D0435 2,261,637 345,228 2,607,883 3,273, 633 346,228 % 621,883 13,998 2,303,448 316,228 2, 80L 671 43, 786
00473 1,859,076 194,936 2,074,006 1,863,852 194,930 2,038, 782 4,776 1,875,345 194,930 2,070,273 16,269
00481 764,203 76, 616 840,87¢ M, 470 74,676 831, 146 -5, 132 734,628 16, 676 811 302 ~2%.977
00487 1,314,500 112,019 1.426,51% 1,308,176 112,019 1,42,1% -4,324 1,295,927 112,019 1,407,546 -18, 973
D0488 1,299,473 £1,386 1.380,861 1,293,239 81,386 1,374,640 -6,216 1,286,701 51,386  1.362,087 -18,774
b0425 784,197 39, 167 843, 364 17,429 59167 836, 996 -6.768 163,620 39,1487 822, 7% ~20,570
20429 992,342 73,247 1,065,589 986,323 73,247 1,039,570 -6, 019 974,054 73,247 1L.047,301 -18, 288
b0433 279,327 32,005 331,402 2720, 616 32,07% 322,691 -8, 711 232,860 32,079 3084 935 -26,467
00486 765:721 24,816 799,537 761, 781 24,815 786, 397 -3, M0 753,748 24,816 778, 544 ~11,973
00348  1.914.052 184,191 2,100,244 1,911, 4%7 184,191 2,095, 688 -4,556 1.903,408 184,191 2,087, 3%7 ~12.643
%0491 2,433,611 166,019  2,21%,630 2,048,233 166,01% 2,214,252 -5,378 2,037,971 166,01% 2,203,990 -13, 648
D0497 3,981,021 2.726,972 6,69L.493 4,204,247 2,726,972 £ 98,221 289,728 482,775, 726,912 .49 047 838, 254
D047 161,682 145,007 £06,73% 443,732 145,077 ,822 -15. %30 413,276 15,007 338, 333 -48, 486
00502 123.060 93, 9% 176,987 134,217 53,927 148, 14 -8, 843 96,195 53,927 158,122 ~26:865
00282 779,796 84, 930 866,726 766, 092 84,930 833,022  -13,704 738,291 96,930 825,21 -q1, 305
00243 492,042 25, 888 317,906 488, 640 235,838 313, 898 -4,902 479,878 25,838 503, 736 -12,184
00383 428,145 86, 227 314,372 411, 411 86,227 497,638  -16,734 377,.30% 86,227 463, 538 ~50, 836
00432 £27.0%1 71,6463 £98.95¢ 615,384 71,863 687,247  -11, 707 591,934 71,843 663,397 -33. 357
00489 1,408,418 813,433 2,221,801 1.530.375 813,433 2,343,808 121,957 1.76%740 813,433 2,063,173 361,322
00327 1,438,388 167,344 1,603,732 1,428,336 167,344 1,993,680  -10,0352 1,408,759 167,344 1,076,163 -2%,62¢
00328 Y 122, 646 122, 646 0 122,546 122, 646 ] 9 122, 646 12% 646 8
00343 b 70, 648 70, 668 0 70, 668 70, 669 0 0 70,648 70, 668 0
004357 5,963,056 1,323,701 7.288.7%7 6 151,333 1,323,701 7,475,034 186,277 6, 016.894,323,701 7,840,909 951. 838
00381 425,626 93, 700 479,326 417,719 93,700 471, 419 -7 907 461,397 33,700 435, 297 -24,02%
p0443 3,749,545 L. 014,887 4,764,452 3,870,762 1,014,887 4,883,449 121,197 4,108,953, 014.887 5,123, 42 258, 990
069 333,235 £6, 642 399,877 324, 8% 65,642 3%1, 499 -8, 78 307,773 66,642 374 417 -23,460

- BUCRLIN

~ G~
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PACE 4

COUNTY NGME ¢
DISTRICT apnE

JOLEEEBUAENHNOCHLEEOEARHNHRENNHENBRAARENOEERRAENOBRION XN

FRANKLIN 038

HEST FRANKLIR
CENTRAL HEIGHTS
HELLSVILLE
OTTasA
GERRY 031 .
JUHCTION CITY
cOVE 032
GRINMELL PUBLIC SCHOOLS
SRAINFIELD
QUINTER PUBLIC SCHODLS
GRARAN 032
REST GRAHAN-MORLAD
RILL CITY
GRART 034
GRAY 035
CINARROR-ERSIGN
NONTEZUNA
COPELAND
INGARLLS
GREELEY 0346
GREELEY COUATY
GREENMADD 037
HADISOA-VIRGIL
EUREKA
HANILTON
HANILTEN 038
SYRACUSE
HARPER 03¢
ANTHONY-HARPER
ATTICA
HARVEY 04
T
EMTON
SEDCUICK PUBLIC SCHOULS
HALSTEAD
HESSTIN

00287
50288
00289
00290

00475

D031
00292
D0293

00280
00281

b0214

D012
00371
00476
04Ty

d0200

00384
b0389

00494

00361
00511

00349
00373

1, 668518
1,254,060
1,378,193
2,032:633

10, 868,09

132,313
181,826
2647

93, 4%
837,612

708. 644
129,618

]
161,193

£42,0%5
1,249,885
231,854

902,607
303,001

07291
2,926,281
1,109,711
1,401, 90¢
1,464,738

©%, 809
81,526
12,32
483,83

743, 333

Q,61
L
46,330

21, 730
119, 908

344,230

123,835
77, 80%
44, 581
M, 702

100, 601

61,390
174,130
14,386

138, 667

237, 549
41, 734

38, 764
891, 148
111,031
158, 782
141,041

1,268,497
1.333. 6846
1,720. 713
3.236.470

11,811,634

174,936
136, 603
308, 997

123,243
948,320

344,230

834,479
207,41%

44,581
193,963

100, 601

703,435
1,424,013
246,248

138, 667

1,160,136
346,733

616,053
3,817,42%
1,220,742
1,360, 691
1, 603, 79%

1,661,323
1,245,838
1,570, 287
2,882, 039

18, 932, 7£3

122, 491
169, 440
432, 22¢

86, 033
821, 30%

692,799
118, 880

151, 401

£32, 749
1,235, 475
226, 705

896, 672
296,233

549, 339
3, 012, 558
1,101, 887
1,391, 860
1, 495,125

9%.87¢
81,626
142,522
483,833

743,533

42,621
54,777
64:330

20,738
110, 90¢

344,238

123,839
77,807
44,3581
3,772

100, 601

§1.340
174,130
14,386

138, 667

257, 54¢
41,734

38, 764
891,148
111,031
158,782
141,041

1,761, 202
1,338, 444
1,712,809
3,285,894

11, 696, 298

155,112
224,217
498, 379

113,203
932, 217

344,230

818, £34
196, 689

44, 581
186,223

100, 401

§94, Qg9
1, 410, 603
241,091

138, 667

L 13,221
337, 967

608,303
3, 903, 704
1,212,918
1,550, 582
1,596, 216

1 2 (3} €Y ) (€Y 0y
$mmmm e 1987-88 + 1987-88 ~——-—mmmmemd +-
ACTUM. ! ESTINATED t {
! { DIFF OF |
{ GEMERGL  INUDME TAX  TOTAL | GENERAL  INCOME TRX  TOTAL 1 CAS
{STRIE RID REBATE AID | STATE AID REBATE RID

1 {6 - 3 | STAIE RID
St o e R B L R R bt E b e (S e PEEET B P EESEEEBELE SRS B S EE Pt bbb bt bl

‘?l 293
"71 222
‘?1 906
19,124

84, 664

-%,824
-12, 386
-10. 418

"9: 442
-16, 303

-15, 843
-10, 730

-%. 742

‘91 3‘16
-13, 410
-9 14?

-5, 933
-8, 758

-7, 152
86, 275
-7,824
-10,109
"91 583

® ()

1987-88

am

o e . 0 e e

ESTINATED
CENERAL  INCBME TRX  TOTAL

1.647.16% 99, 87%
1,23% 271 61,626
1,394 731 142,322
2,899 068 483, 833

11,118, 892 743, 335

102,461 42,821
144,190 54,777
418, 996 66,330

£6:801 27,730
788,445 110, 908

0 344,230

661,194 125,835
96.99¢ 17,809
0 44,381
131,598 34,772

1 190, 81

612,691 61,340
1,210,233 174,130
216,208 14,386

0 138, 667

887,218 257, 4%
278,357 41,734

523,736 38,744
3,181,860 891,148
1,085,935 111,031
1,372,160 198, 782
1,436,654 141,041

REEATE

10

1,747,048
1,313,897
1,692,273
3,382, 8%

1L, 862, 407

143, 082
198, 967
477, 346

94,031
895,373

344, 239

767, 029
174, 508

44,581
166, 370

100, 601

§73: 031
1,384, 36
230, 9%

138, 647

1,144 739
320,093

592, 500
4,073,008
1,196, 966
1,530, 92
1,577, 695

{1

{

{ BIFF OF
i COLs
10 - 3

-21,44%
-71, 789
=23, 442
146,423

236,793

-2%,854
'371 636
"311 651

-28,6%4
-4%, 147

-47, 430
-32 61%

~29:3%3

-28, 404
’39: 650
~13, 646

-15. 397
~26, 642

~23. 305
235, 379
-23, 176
~29.74¢
‘231 104
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PAGE

<1

COUNTY HRE &
DISTRICT #ANE

HRSKELL 041
SUBLETTE
SATANTA

HODGENAN o
JETHORE
BANSTIN

JACKS 043
NORTH JACKSON
HOLTO
HAYETTA

* JEFFERSOM D44

VALLEY FALLS

JEFFERSON COUNTY NIRTH
JEFFERSON UEST
USKM.NSQ PUBLIC SCHOOLS

PEHY PUGLI C SCHIEILS

JEKRELL 045
NHITE ROCK
HAKRATD
JEMELL

JOHHS O 045
SUUTHERST Jmmsnu cg
SPRING H
cm-mmm—nmnm
pesaTy
LATHE
SHAMHEE MISSION PUBLIC SC

K 047
LAKIN
DEERFIELD

KIRGHRH 048
KIMCHAN
CURHTNCHAN

KIDRA 049
CREENSBURG
MRLINVILLE

D0374
00307

p0227
b0228

00335
00334
00337

20338
00339
D0340
00341
00342
00343

00104
bo278
D027¢

00229
00230
00231
00232
00233
08512

00215
00216

00331
p0332

90422
00424

(103

e o s et o e

TaTHL
a10

184, 949
106, 822

734,638
207, 489

1,395, 145
2:.19%, 0
2,424, 249

1,182, 827
1,044, 418
2,045, 379
1,274, 883
1,295,437
2,015, 226

24, 284
803, 198
387, 860

8,248, 464
2,670, 947
2,946, 887
2,971, 980
21,064, 062
22,291,918

166, 893
36,133

1,033, 54
£8, 081

&30, 604
24135
32 60¢

(11}

{
{ OIFF OF

COLS

(18 -

-51,22%
0

-37. 189
’23: 638

'20: 588
~13, 702
‘14: 261

-16, 177
'211 503
-21, 244
-21, 356
-21. 826
-16, 876

-48,293
‘19: 8?&
-24,847

818, 313
14,410
118, 446
90,311
~784, 463

¢
47,473

4,%17

-34,9%2
-15. 691
-22,333

(13 2 (N €Y {3} &) 1)/ (8} (%
F-memeememe—m 1987-88 1987-88 ——-~-mmom—ee + Fomo o 1987-88
ACTURL ESTINATED - i ESTINATED
| DIFF i '
{ GEMERGM.  INCOWE TRX  TOTAL GEHERAL  INCONE TAX  TOTQL COLS | GEMERAL  IHCOME TAX
1STAIE RID REBATE AID 1 STATE AID REERTE RID 1 (6 - 3) 1 STRIE 4ID REBATE
OGBUORNORONONNRRE OO IOEOOEDRERAEORHORENANENRNERBARRNRENREHONBNNHRNHBNHBNBNHNHENNHRHLGHHNNBHHNHENORBENHENEERHNBHENNEREHEEEBENBEOOERINENOBEONENON AR
121,317 124,861 246,178 101,034 124,861 225,893 -20,283 £0,068 124, 861
¢ 106, 822 106,872 0 106,822 106,822 0 0 186,822
210, 22¢ 61,798 272,00 197, 9%1 61,798 259, 78%  -12.238 173,040 41,798
206,232 24, 8% 231,127 198,432 24,895 28, 347 -7, 780 182,594 24,895
1,347,313 68,420 1,415,733 1,340,304 68,420 1,408,924 -6,80% 1,324,725 48,420
1,995.11% L6055 22123724 1,990,238 A7.603 L 207,843 -4,891  1.98L.417 217, 645
2,318,257 128,273 2,438,536 2,305,371 128,273 2,433,644 -4,886 2,295, 9%¢ 128,273
1,112,792 86,212 1,199,004 1,107,446 86:21 1,193,638 -5:346 1,096 €15 26,212
994,085 71,836 1,065,921 987, 009 71,836 1,098, 86 -2 076 972,982 71,836
1,882,538 177,685 2,967,223 1,882,313 177.663 2,040, 008 -7, 45 1,868,314 177, 645
1,194,121 104,320 1.298,441 L 186,933 104,326 1L 291,275 -7,166 1,172,565 114,320
1,228,07% 89,184 1,317,263 1,220,833 8%,184 1,310,0%7 -7, 26 1,206,293 89,184
1,830,162 261,140 2,031,302 1,824,330 201,148 2,025, 670 -0,632 1,814,086 201,140
216,980 47,393 264,579 203,718 47,59% 251,317 -13,262 176,685 47,399
760,002 £3,072 823,074 733, 461 3.072 816,523 -6, 541 740,126 £3,072
357.8%4 W, 813 412,707 349,716 34,813 404, 329 -8, 17¢ 333,047 34,813
6,335,323 1,0%4,626 7,429,942 46,611,634 1,094,626 7,704,260 226,311 7,153,838, 094, £16
2,411,017 250,920 2,461,537 2,415,273 30,520 2 663,793 4,256 2,425,927 230,320
2,424,770 403,471 2,826,241 2,454,231 403,471 2,867,702 39,461 2,543,416 403, 471
2. 561,618 320,001 2,881.66% 239627 320,051 2,911,678 30,80% 2,651,929 320,001
18,383,873 3,264,458 21,848,531 18,325,706 3,264,698 21,590,384 -298,167 17,799,404 244, £38
8 22291,%10 22,291..910 0 22,291,910 22,2%1, %10 g 9,721,910
] 146,895 166,893 0 164,893 146,833 ) § 166,893
61,874 41,732 103, 604 46, 251 41,732 87,983  -13,623 14,401 41,732
762: 019 222,810 1,034, 62¢% 152,587 w4610 L0319 368 766, 93% 272, 610
g £8, 061 68,061 0 68,061 88, 941 0 1 48,041
628,699 109, 497 734,195 616, 629 105,437 2,18 -1,070 392,167 185, 4%7
13,691 24,135 39,826 3,552 24,135 20,687 -12,139 8 24,135
22,333 32,809 35,142 10, 497 32,807 4,38 -11,834 g 32,609

RAVILAND PUBLIC SCHOOLS

b0dv4
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Pact &

COUNTY HATE ¢
DISTRICT HAfiE

FERIENRANA PIMIIMAN W HH A NN AN

LABETTE 050
PARSOHS

1A, 341

CHETOPR

LABETTE COUNTY

051

LANE
HEALY PUBLIC SCHOOLS
DICHTEM

LEAVEMIORTH 052
EASTON

LEAVENUORTH
BASEHOR-L INKDOD
TORCANOXLE
LANTING

LIWCOLY
LINCOLY
SYLURR GRIVE

Lisd
PLEASANTOH
JATHALK
PRAIRIE VIEW

LOcaN 053
DRKLEY
TRIPLAIHS

LYOR
NORTH Ly COUNTY
SOUTHERM LYDM CDRMTY
ENPORIA

HARTON
CENTRE
PEREDDY-EURNS

MARION
DURMAN-HILL SEARD-LERIGH
COESSEL

033

054

057

NARSHALL
NARYSUILLE
VERMILL 1B
AXTELL
VALLEY HEIEHTS

038

50503
00304
00305
00586

00448
00482

00447
50453
b0438

b04s?

00298
00299

00344
D0346
p0362

D027
0275

00231
50252
00233

00397
D098

b0410
b0411

Do498

iSTRTE AID

2,846,095
1,383,644
1. 028,036
2, 813,077

il
41.3%

1,233,135
4,821,483
2,126,434
2,332,232
3,070 616

£33.825
351,458

1,273.020
1,071, 11%

220,728
g

1,316,737
1,022,328
4,952,1%%

317,306
896,113
1,061,96%
1,057,744
368,418

1,183,774
1,201,48%
706,166
141,792

REBATE

498, 480
87,892
44, 863

228, 399

33,20
117, 362

186, 3522
1,043, 992
238, 369
238, 984
234, 0%8

$9. 885
41, 861

68, 410
89,120
138, 988

137, 887

7

132,992
104,597
1,203,424

98, 244
86,833
147,364
143, 575
38,315

294, 463
124, 673
70, 928
91,203

aIp

3,344,579

1,472,736
1,072,921
2,843,676

33,220
158,918

1,33%, 677
3,863,473
2,384,823
2,410,715
3,304,714

133,708
393,31¢%

1,343,430
1,160,232
138, 988

358, 663
32,000

1,449,731
1,126,923
6,133,623

367,330
982,966
1,209,533
1,201,312
806,733

1,478,209
1.326.162
7T, 0%2
832,993

a 2) @ (@
dmmmmmmmn= = 1987-88 +
ACTUAL !

! GENERAL  [MCONE 74X  TOTAL | SEWERAL

| SIATE AID

2,889,201
1,378, 480
1,023, 880
2. 643, 434

0
21,440

1, 225, 479
%4 923, 688
2,128, 79
2,338, 281
3,084, 398

621,319
344, 994

1,269,180
1,060, 29(3]

200,322
0

1,307,891
1011, 219
3,067, 747

3035, 385
889, 143
1,047, 931
1,045, 629
363, 103

1,176,171
519,24
£%6, 650
733, 040

3

1987-88 -—-
ESTIMATED

INCONE TRX

REERTE

498,480
87,092
44,863

228,59%

33,220
117,562

104,522
1,043,992
236,369
258,484
234,096

99,883
41, 861

68,419
82,126
136,988

137,877
32,003

132992
104,597
1,203,424

90,244
86,802
147,364
143,579
38,319

294,465
124,603
78,926
91,205

TOTAL
2}

3,367, 481
1, 463,572
1,068, 790
2,872,033

33,220
139,002

1,332,001
3, 967, 680
2,387,116
2,616, 763
3,318, £%6

2,44
386, 83%

1,387, 5%
1,149,413
138, 988

338,199
32,005

1, 440, 883
1,113,816
£271, 11

399, 629
971, 9%6
1,187,515
1,189,204
601, 418

1, 470, 636
L3580
767,378
824, 243

| DIFF OF |

s |

{ (6 - 3% | STRIE wID
TR EAOR OO EEGIRRORNH OO ENBNENEBRERROCEHOREEREBOBHENBNNRNNBNNRGENEOBEUHBEOENNEEHOBNNBESORINEBRENNENONN

43, 106
‘71164
-4, 176
28, 377

0
-19, %16

-71 604
182, 203
2,293
6,049
13, 980

-12,304
~6: 464

'51 840
-10, 819
0

-20, 466
g

-8, 868
-11: 1.09
113, 548

-11,921
-10, 970
-12,018
-12, 115

‘5: 315

-7, €23
-10, 243
-9, 516
-8, 732

2,912,812 498, 480
1,362,974 87,092
1,015,371 44,863
2,700, 880 228,399

9 33,220
0 117,362

1,218,312 166,322
9,124, 275, 043, 992
2,135,121 208, 349
2,372,09% 238, 484
3,113,713 234,098

596,442 99,883
32819 41,881

1,237,293 48,410
1,038,604 89,120
§ 138,988

158, 933 137,877
8 32,005

1,298,303 132,992
988,777 104,597
5,294, 466, 203, 424

481,082 U0, 244
862,793 85,833
1,025,845 147,344
1,021,933 143,515
352,270 38,315

1,162,431 294, 465
1,176,877 124,673
87254 0,926
715,194 91,203

3,472,292
1,451, 066
1,060, 236
2.92%, 479

33,220
117, 562

1,316, 834
£,168, 263
2,393,490
2,630, 383
3,347,811

696,327
373, 680

1,323, 7103
1,127,724
138, 968

296, 812
32,005

1,423, 4%7
1.0%3, 374
4,497, 890

031,333
947, 648
1,173, 409
1,165,108
990, 585

1,456, 8%6
1,295,730
748, 180
804, 397

8 (%) (10} an
----------- 1987-88 ——-—=—mmmd
ESTIMATED
: t OIFF OF
CEMERGL  INCOME TRX  TOTAL goLs
REBATE Al K-

127,717
-21, 670
-12, 685

835,803

0
-41,356

-22:843
302,790
8. 857
19,867
43,995

-37,381
'19:639

'171?27
-32 503

-51.853
0

‘261254
-33, 351
342, 267

"'36: 217
-32.318
~36,124
-36, 711
-16,148

-21,363
-30, 812
-28,912
~26. 398
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COUNTY MANE
DISTRICT NANE

)

1

1 (2} 3 {4) {3 (8) 7) {8) (9) (10)
""""""" 1987-88 N -~ 199788 ~---meome—t el £ £ Tl ettt
ACTUAL } ESTINATED | } ESTIMATED
i i | DIFF BF | '
| GENERAL  INCOME TAX  THTAL | GENERAL  INCOME TAX  TOTAL | COLS | GENERAL  IMCOME TAX  TOTAL
{3TATE AlD RERATE AID ) JTATE AID REEATE A 1 (6 - 3 { STATE RID REKATE AD

I

I DIFF OF
1 ¢S
(18 - 3

Kmlﬁlx*mk’i**ﬂ*ﬁ!KKEﬁ!ﬁlﬁmKﬂ!ﬁllﬁﬁ(iﬂ(*ﬁﬂ!!X!KKK!k’!&ﬁ!x!ﬁﬁkllﬁﬂﬁ&l{!i’!ﬂﬁk'ﬁlﬁl‘!!ﬁKKI&!*KK&'KK!K&E*KKKﬂh‘!’(![&k’l’l!k'R'!KEKKEKﬁiﬁ!k‘*!ﬂ(ﬁﬁl!‘ﬁ!k’lik’!iﬁ

NCPHERSON
LINDSKORG
NCPHERSTIN
CR¥TBR-GALUR
NOURDRIDGE
INPaN

NEADE
FINLER
NEADE

[
OSARATORNIE
PADLA
LOUESRURG

MITCHELL
NACTINDA
BELDIT

NOKTCONERY
CANEY YALLEY
COFFEYVILLE
1NDEPEMDENCE
CHERRYVALE

MORRIS
NORRIS COUNTY

HORTOR
ROLLA
ELKHART

KENAHA
SAKETHA

03

Ds1

052

063

064

063

656

HEMHA UALLEY SCHOOLS
B4R

NEDSHE
ERIE-ST PAUL

De7

CHAMUTE PUBLIC SCHODKS

NESS
HES TRES LA €0
SHIKY HILL
HESS CITY
BAZINE

858

00400
b0418
00419
p0423
b0448

p0223
p0226

p0367
00368
D0414

p0272
po273

D0435
b0445
DG445
Do447

bo417

boz17
poz18

Doda1
D032
pO451

bo141
D0413

p0301
00302

b0303
b0304

1,069,704
894,827
§45, 244
324,181
715,073

87,488
¢

2. 403,088
1,821,473
1,987,661

986,399
1,121,526

2,189-393
3,902,061
2,928, 797
1,901,137

1,797,128

8
496,333

1,829,488
308, 933
707,149

2,166:154
2,470,181

&

283, 667
{
33,741

180, 389
481, 053
113, 385
124, 119

88, 201

L, 690
101,862

207,282
414, 640
218,573

126, 387
218,907

122,892
380, 169
603, 038
118, 431

206, 23

48, 476
171 986

229,211
122, 306
35,172

168,022

35, 970

27:836
45, 242
147,143
28,799

1,230,273
1,543,892
738,629
§48, 300
803, 274

139,128
101,862

2,610,370
2,236,118
2,206,236

1,113, 366
1,338,483

2,312,483
4,482,230
3,127,855
2,019,388

2,003,361

48,476
$39, 299

2,058 839
931,439
742,324

2,334,178
2,866,134

27,835
328,849
147,143

62,340

1,009, 399
983, 9502
631, 520
509, 371
703, 359

77,693
0

2,408, 224
1,843, 847
1,983, 343

975, 6494
1,110,214

2,183, 805
3, 970, 597
2:390,729
1,894, 71

1,793,026

]
457, 983

1,824,974
797, 280
702, 268

2,166, 690
2,323 636

0
1w, 523
28,74

180.369
§61,063
113,383
124,119

88,201

31, 640
101,862

207,282
414,640
218,375

126,367
215,957

122,892
980, 16¥
$03.058
118,451

206,233

48,478
171,958

229,211
122,565
331712

168022
393, 976

27,838
43,242
147,143
28,799

1, 24D, 168
1, 644, 567
744, 905
633, 310
791, 600

129,333
101, 852

2,610, 506
2238, 487
1,203,918

1,102,011
1,327,171

2,306, 437
4, 550, 766
3,193, 787
2,013,422

1,99%, 261

48, 474
839, 869

2,054,185
919,786
737, 440

2,334,712
2,921, 826

27,836
319, 768
147,143

33,333

"10) 105

98, §75
'13: 724
-14, 730
-11, 674

‘9} ?95
0

138
22,389
'2: 8

-11, 353
-1 312

'5) 988
§8, D36
43, 932
~6: 166

~4, 100

0
-18, 430

-4,714
-11, 633
-4, 831

36
2 475

(2]

3

@
-9, 081
0
'8) 987

1.040, 397 180, 369
1,177,128 481, B85
663,540 113, 385
477,334 124,119
879,605 88,201

3,732 TL.640
0 101,852

2,404, 735 207, 282
1,890, 688 414, 640
1,982, 215 218,575

932, 881 126, 367
1.083, 589 216, 957

2,172,236 122,892
4,105, 063 380, 159
2,718: 157 503, 098
1,882,792 118,451

1,786,264 206,235

6 48,475
431, 222 171, 966

1,815,828 229, 211
773,529 122,586
892:328 35,172

2,159,498 156,022
2,634,511 395, 970

g 27,836
256,013 45,242
0 147,143
8,433 18,799

1,220, 956
1,838, 183
715,925
§03, 433
767, 808

109,372
101, 862

2,631,087
2,303, 328
2,200,790

1,079,248
1, 305, 546

2,293 148
4, 68% 232
3,319,203
2,001, 243

1,992, 49%

48, 476
603,188

2,045,039
895, 635
727, 492

2,332,520
3,030, 481
27,836
300, 257
147,143
35,238

-29, 307
292,193
-41,704
-44, 347
-33, 468

=29, 736
0

1,667
69, 210
‘5: 446

-34.118
‘32 3 737

~17, 337
203, 002
189, 370
-18, 343

~10: 862

8
-3% 111

-12, 860
-33, 404
"14» 829

3,344
164,330

8
=27, 392
0
"'27: 302
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ACTHAL | ESTINATED ! ! ESTINATED 1
i ! 1 DItY OF | { OIFF OF
COURTY NRIE & ¢ GEMERAL  [ACOME TAX  TOTAL | GEWERAL  INCOME TAX  TOTAL | CHLS | GENERAL  [WCOME T&X  TOTAL t COLS
DISTRICT HANE b ISTRIE GID REBATE AID 1 STATE AID REBATE AR | (6 - 33 1 STRIE 41D REBATE 0 110 -3
DT e oL L L Lt s Lt Lt Lt LELEEL Lt LELEE T EE e T pEE R P e b et EERE B TS EES S phs PUE DG BEL B EBREE R REC BT bl B bt b LA b bl
NORTEN 069
NORTON COMMUNITY SCHEBLS 00711 1, 445,008 174,676 1,819,684 1,635,186 174,676 L 810,262 -9:422 1,617,218 174,676 1,791,894 -20,71%0
NORTHERN UALLEY po212 416,300 46, 239 456, 33¢ 404, 067 46,239 430, 308 =6, 2381 391,368 46,239 437, 607 -18,932
WEST SOLOMGN VALLEY SCHOUN 00213 135, 32¢ 0,37 173,726 127,285 49,397 167 682 -8, 044 110,885 40,397 131, 282 ~24, 4944
HSAGE 078
OSAGE CITY p0420 1,456,803 169,880 1,426,688 1 448,767 169,880 1L 618,632 -8,036 1,432,861 149,883  1.602 746 =23, 942
LYNDIR 00421 991,784 86,033 1.037,817 944, 646 86,033 1,030,679 ~7.138 930,091 86,033 1,014 1M ~21,6%3
SAHTA FE TRAIL 00434 2,828,843 222,302 3,001,147 2,832, 447 222.382 3,080,749 3,602 2,840,952 222,302 3,063, 27H 12,107
EURLINSANE PUBLIC SCHDILS 00434 1,084,294 §1,799 1,146,038 1,079,089 61,794 1,140,883 -5,155 1,068,584 41.794 1,130,378 -15. 460
HARAIS DES CYGHES URLLEY  D0436 934,681 34,748 989, 42¢ 929,272 94,748 984, 020 -5, 403 918,244 34,748 872,972 ~16.437
DSEORAE o7t
DSEORME COUNTY b03%2 782,634 116. 822 899,476 769,848 114,822 886,670  -12,804 743, %60 116,822 860, 782 -38, 634
N1TAlA 072
NORTH OTTRuA COUMTY 00239  1.035.91% 142,3%  L178:31% L0238 142,393 1,148,180  -10,13¢ 1,000,770 142,395 1,148,163 -30, 149
THIN VALLEY 00240 1,113,818 76,443 1,190,233 1,185,437 76:443 1,181,880 -§,373  1.088,524 76,443  1.164, 967 -23. 286
PAUREE 073
FT LARNED 00493 1,228,793 310,286 1,73%:081 1,228,832 310,286 1,33%,118 37 1,231,605 310,286 1,041, 8%1 2,810
PAMREE HEIGHTS 00496 8 48, 709 48, 90% 0 48,90% ) 1] 9 48,909 48, 909 ]
PHILLIPY 074
ERSTERN HEIGHTS 00324 359,426 39,20 399, 253 354, 627 3% 797 394,384 -4, 56% 344,793 3%, %57 384, 460 -14,793
PHILLIPSEURG 00325 1,288,615 195,734 1,484.36% 1,278,066 195,754 1,473,820 -10,94% 1,257,514 195,734 1,403, 268 -31,101
Locan 20325 310, 600 38,323 368,923 299,433 58,323 397,76 -11,167 276,676 38,323 334, 999 -33,924
POTTRUATONIE 075
60 DO320 2,369,660 233,311 2,822,971 337, T 153,311 2,826,031 3,060 2,380,49% 253,811 2,833,810 10,839
KAl UALLEY 00321 ) 23%, 062 239,062 0 239,062 239,862 ] 0 239,062 23%, 062 U]
DNACA-HAUERSUILLE-RHEATIR 00322 1,1002.2%6 78,652 1,080,948 993, 373 8,632 L0722, 277 -8: 721 905,820 78,4652 L0544 ~26: 476
WESTHORELARD p0323 1,390,693 96, 7% 1,487,496 1,383,417 96,787 1,488,214 -, 276 1,368,965 96,797 1,465,702 -71, 788
PRATT 074
PRATT 00382 1,147,322 439,991 1,387,313 1,182,116 439:991 1,602,107 14,794 1,194,369 439,991 1,634,340 47,047
SKYLINE SCHODLS 00438 322,668 35, 442 378,110 307, 844 35,442 363,286  -14,824 277,624 55,442 333, 066 ~43, 044
RAMLINS o7t
HERRODH b031? $3,102 15,507 78,609 38,912 13,507 74,019 -4, 570 4%,198 15,907 64 665 -13, 944
ATIBOD b0318 837,490 119,492 956,982 824,401 119,492 943,893  -13,089 797,92% 119,492 917,421 -39,361
REHl 073
HUTCHINSON FUBLIC SCHIOLS 00308 3,900,309 1,704,698 5,406,007 4,070,045 1,704,698 5 774,743 168,736 4,40L,140,704,698 & 103 838 499,831
RICKERSOM 00309 2,338,526 261,329 2,620,055 2,379,491 261.32% 2,64, 980 20,925 2,922,902 261,529 2,684, 431 64,376
FRIRFIELD 00310 324,241 99,55 923,794 809, 890 99,559 909, 4%  -14,351 781,007 99,395 880,564 - -43.232
PRETTY PRAIRIE b0311 357,365 63,239 822,604 947, 8%7 63, 23% 613,136 -9, 468 528,594 65,239 993, 633 ~28, 771
HAVEH PUBLIC SCHOOLS b0312 1,772,316 230,106 2,029,422 1,773,884 257,106 2,030, 990 1,968 1,779,198 257,106 2,036,296 6,874
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REEATE
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i COLS
(] -

T T T bt S b EEEREELEE L RE L EELTEEd e et bbb Edt et e is s el p b el ity Bt bEE e et et PRt P LS PRI RE S ELS Bt bt s bit bt it b bE)

REXZ
BUILER

REPUBLIC
PIKE UALLEY
BELLEVILLE
cuen

RICE
STERLING
CHASE

LYONS
LITTLE RIVER

RILEY
RILEY COURTY
NAMHATTAN
BLUE UaLLEY

RODKS
PALCD
PLAINVILLE
STOCKTON

RUSH
LACROSSE
OTIS-BISO

RUSSELL
PARADISE
RUSSELL COUNTY

SALINE
SALINA

SOUTHEAST OF SALINE

ELL-SALINE
SCHMT
SCOTT COUATY
SEb
NICHITA
DERRY
HAYSUILLE

VALLEY CENTER PUBLIC SCHO
MAVARE ‘

CLEARRATER
EHOARD

ors

ore

081

082

083

084

083

086

a8

{1} (2) 3) 4) (5 (4) 16))
P 198788 + 1987-88 ———~~oeememt +-
ACTUAL { ESTIMRTED { |
{ 1 | DIFF 0¥ |
| GENERRL  INCOME TX  TOTAL | GEHERAL  INCOME Vax  71OTAL | COLS |
& ISTRIE RID REBATE RI0 | STATE AID REBATE Ald
D0313 2,769,327 413,033 3,182,560 2823, 216 413:033 3,236, 249 33, 68%
b0426 498,036 £3, 432 361,508 489, 810 63,492 933, 262 -8, 296
00427 1,013,229 167,200 1.182,47% 1,002,792 167,250 1170042  -12,437
00435 253,040 36,863 291,905 245, 183 35,863 283, 630 -8, 255
20376 1,323,680 115,468 1,439,146 1,314,302 113,468 1, 429, 860 -%, 288
D0401 87,280 47, 459 134,73¢ 74, 006 4¢,43¢% 121,465  -13,274
DOT 1,506,663 199,063 1.773,726 1,567,386 199.063 1,766, 649 -9, 07
50444 463,285 77,069 340,354 448, 136 77, 06% 925,225 15,129
00378 1,049,540 92,218 1,141,798 1,0R2,142 92,218 1,134,360 -7,398
00383 4,863,344 1,550,619 6,413,958 5,026,767 1,900,614 6 3771,381 143,423
00384 461,770 46, %2 308, 690 433, 162 46,928 02, 082 -6, 608
D024% g 30,726 30,776 0 8. 774 30,776 0
00270 6,734 108, 300 877,234 378, 828 108, 500 $39,328  -17,906
00271 178,483 84, 340 263,028 139, 366 84,545 244,111 -18, 917
00395 178,403 123,067 301,472 138, 639 123,067 281,726 -1%.746
00403 78,21% 3,130 £61.36% 364, 078 83,150 647,928 -13. 441
bO3e? 8 29,629 29,629 0 2%.62% 29, 62% ]
b0407 386.2%% 33%. 794 726,093 401, 225 339,794 741, 019 14,926
00383 4,750,812 2276744 7,827,956 4,936,598 2,276,744 7,233,325, 786
D0386  1.017.64% 122,889 1,140,538 1,004,293 122:88% 1L127,182  -13,356
b0307 726634 48,712 775,368 719,072 48,712 767,784 -7, 384
DO466 £36,59% 360, 344 937,143 637,484 300,544 937, 948 803
D0259 17,262,977 19,866,999 37,129,976 14,034,228 19,366,99% 39,901, 297 -1,228, 679
00260 6,866,080 1,027,660 7,893,745 7,005, 1,827,660 8,032,990 139, 24)
D026L 4, 47%.954 337,430 5,217,386 4,743,019 937,430 5,280, 449 £3. 063
00262 2,420,444 366,99 2,987,443 2,669,196 366,992 3,036,195 48,752
00263  1,907.88% 423,113 2,331,002 1,936,293 423,113 2,359, 406 28, 404
D0244  1.318,240 226,660 1,544,900 1,312,888 226,660 1,539, 548 -3.392
D0265 1,452,763 383,860 2,036,423 1,710,619 383,660 2,094,209 97,856

2,928,572 413,033

472,999 £3, 4392
978,094 157,230
229,953 56,843

1,295,769 113,448
46,943 47, Y
1,550, 068 199,063
417,316 77,069

1,027,258 %2, 218
3,347,374, 530, 614
441,693 46,920

8 30,776
%22, 683 160, 300
121,026 84,345

118, 41% 123, 067
337,383 £3,130

5 29,629
435,851 339,794

5,368, 410, 276, 744
9772.974 122, 889
703,509 48,712

642, 201 300, 344

13, 528, 943, 846, 999
2,275,540, 027, 660
4,866, 77% 537, 430
2. 764,873 366,999
1,992,008 423,113
1,303, 644 226, 640
1,824,161 383, 640

3,341, 605

334, 491
1,143, 34
266, 818

1,411 237
94, 404
1,749,131
494,385

1,11%, 476
§,892, 990
483, 613

30,726
623,183
203, 371

241, 486
620, 533

29,629
775, 645

7,630, 14
1,100, 863
73231

942, 745

33. 393, 942
8,306, 200
9. 404, 209
3,131,872
2415121
1, 530, 304
2.207, 81

159, 043

-25. 057
-37.135
~25, 087

'27: ?11
-48, 333
~26. 393
-43, 969

-22,282
484,132
-20,977

0
-34. 951
'5?: ﬁ?

-5%, 986
-40. 836

8
49, 352

509,398
~3%. 473
-23,847

3,602

‘3/ ?341 034
412, 455
186,823
144,429

84,119
-14, 596
171,398



N
!

%
iy

4 X/E 7/

PREE 10

COUKTY HAnE ¢
DISTRICT HANME

SEDERILK 087
NRIZE
REMUHICK
CHENEY

SEHARG 08¢
LIGERAL
KISHET-PLAINS

SHARNEE 089
SEARAN
SILVER LAKE
AUBURN HASREURR
SHAUNEE HEIGHTS
TOPEKA PUBLIC SCHODLS

SHERIDAN 098
HOXIE CONNUNITY SCHOGLS

SHERNAR 091
COoLAND
SHITH 1173

SHITH CENTER
HEST SHITH COUNTY

STAFFORD 093
STAFFORD
ST JOHN-HUDSOH
MACESVILLE

STRRTOM 094
STRNTIM COUNTY

STEVENS 093

NUSCOM PUBLIC SCHOOLS
HUCATEN PURLIC SCHOOLS

SUMHER 0%6
HELLINCTOR
COBIAY SPRINGS
BELLE PLAIKE
DXFURD
ARGBHIA PURLIC SCHODLS
CALDHELL

SOUTH HAVER

(1} 2 ) L)) {53 4) e 63 (9 (10> {11}
P 1987~-88 + 1987-88 —~—=mommmrme + oo e 1987-88 ~—r—mmmmmem—d
ACTUAL 1 ESTIMATED | ESTINATED {
{ { DIFF OF | { BIFF OF
| GEMERG.  IMCDME TAX  TOTAL | GEMERAL  INCOME TAX  TDI8L COLS 1 GENERAL  INCONE TAX  TOTAL €oLS
¢ {STAIE 41D REEATE Al | STATE AID RERATE aldb 1 (6~ 3 | STAIE &l REBATE I 1w -3
e T T £ L L L L E LTl AR EREet L o e L EbE e b Trs SERR NPT IR Sl BELE PR LERE Sit EREEEES BRE RS L bt bbbt bt bbbttt il
00266 3,350,798 226,870 3,777,423 3,387,470 226,623 3,814,095 36,672 3.660,093 226,625 3,886,718 109,299
D0267 1,948,906 231,386 2,200,292 1,966,161 251,386 2,217,597 17,255 2,002,895 231,386 2,254 281 33, 98¢
00268 911.053¢ 112,961 1,024,020 901, 43¢ 112,961 1,014,400 -9, 620 882,144 112, %61 295 169 -28.915
DO480 3,348,422 802,210 4,150,632 2,452,185 802,216 4,254,395 103,263 3,655,791 802,210 4,408,001 307,369
00483 328,813 107,032 435,867 309, %15 107,032 416,957  -18,%10 272,047 197,052 379, 119 -36., 748
00343 3,490,596 738,823 4,249.41% 2,385,476 758,823 4,344,299 94,280 3,771,640 758,828 4,730, 463 281,044
pO372 1,442,310 146,973  1,38%.283 1,434,330 146,973 1,561,323 -7, 960 1,418,912 146,973 1,363,471 -23:7%2
b0437 3,336,984 771,833 4,108,81% 3,417,887 771,833 4,189,712 80,903 3,574,628 771,833 4,348,461 239, 642
00430 4,118,626 703,961 4,822,587 4,19L,173 703,961 4,8%3,134 72,94t 4,333,921 703,961 5,037,482 214,899
DO30L 7,402,751 6,287,477 13,690,228 7,032,944 4,287,477 13,320,421 -369,807 6,279,039, 287,477 12,566,916 -1,123,712
00412 387,412 123,053 710,463 372, 583 123,053 699,638  -14,827 542,802 123,033 $63, 833 -44, §10
00352 1,101,724 278,813 1,379,737 L 111, 36% 278,618 1,369,382 9,845 1,134,434 278,813 L 412, 4% 32,710
00237 856, 444 187,758 1,024,212 844. 049 167,766 1011817  -12,393 81%, 571 147, 048 987, 339 -36. 873
p0238 398.636 43, 207 441,843 392, 493 43,207 433, 700 -6, 143 379967 43, 207 423,174 ~18, §6%
D0349 362,420 £9, 468 431,888 349, 912 69,468 419, 3 -12, 308 324,414 69,468 393, 862 -38, 606
D6330 443,213 113, 661 338, 874 428, 918 113,661 342,63 -18,235 395: 964 113, 661 309, 625 -4%, 24%
00331 4 .M 71.9%1 0 71.9%1 71, ] § 7,91 L ¢
00432 0 124,027 124,027 0 124,027 124,027 0 8 124,027 124,021 ]
b020% 3 36,422 34,422 0 36,422 36,422 0 0 36,422 36,42 0
00210 0 267, 616 267,676 0 267,606 261, 676 0 0 267,676 267,676 0
00333 2,179,774 a1, 7% 2,465L.531 2,234,803 471,757 27046, 54D 95,029 - 2,342,803 471,757 2,814,062 163,031 .-
00336 §31,790 109,031 740,821 ) 109,031 729,523 -11,.298 797,458 149,031 704, 489 -34,332
00357 1,358,067 162,604 1,720,671 L75L, 3% 162,604 1,714,131 -6: 340 1,333,691 162,604 1. 70L 2% ~19. 376
DO338 753,081 80,229 835, 310 746, 601 80, 22¢ 826,830 -8, 480 728,317 80,229 809, 46 -25: 764
00339 199,759 9,007 258,836 199, 335 99,077 249,402 -9, 434 171,096 99,007 238,173 -28, 463
50340 367.49¢ £3, 2% 430,993 335,392 63,434 418,886  -12,107 330,708 43,494 394,202 -36. 791
- 909 329,639 36,841 366,476 323,232 36,841 360,073 -6, 403 310,17% 36,841 347, 00 -1%, 436
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COURTY NatE ¢
DISTRICT HANE

THIAS 09?7
BREUSTER
COLBY PUBLIC SCHOOLS
GOLDEN PLAINS

TREGD 098
RAKEENEY

HABAUNSEE 09¢
ALNA
UABAUMSEE EAST

UALLACE 100

NALLACE COONYY SCHOELS
RESKAY

HASHINETON 101
NORTH CENTRAL
NASHINGTON SCHDOLS
RARNES
REPUBLICAH UALLEY
HICHITA 102
KILSD® 103
AL TOONA-NIDNAY
KEIDESHA
FREDORIA
WORDSON 184
NOODSTH
NYQUDOTTE 105

TURNER-KANSAS CITY
PIPER-KANSAS CITY
BONNER SPRINGS
Kansas cimy

STATE TOTALS

an

{

| DIFF OF
f COs
118 - 3

0
24,969
-31.161

-41,363

‘34195?
-29. 017

-28,703
-14, 682

'261446
~24.872
~48, 508
'351 £36

‘25' 479
-17,552
-13.185

-31,344

219,179

-3, 746

130, 92%
-1,093. 292 .

115,772,

{1} () (3} 1C)) (0} ) (19 (8% &2 am
------------- 1987-88 + 1987-88 -~~——--—-—-i prmmmemem e 198748~
ACTUAL | ESTINATED t { ESTIMATED
| | DIFF OF 1 )
i GEHERAL INCOME TAX  TOTAL ! GCENERAL  INCOME TAX  TOTAL f  COLS | GEWERAL IHCONE TaX  THIRL
t [STATE AID REBATE AID | STATE RID REBATE /ID { (6 - 33 | STAIE 4lD REEATE - Al
OB KNG GERO I NIRRT BN RO X IR USNNIOOHERORCAOENB VO
20314 g 37,40 37,492 0 37.492 37,4R2 0 9 37,492 32,492
00315  1,303.614 309,991 1,415.165 L.312,%%7 309.591 1,622,528 7,363 1,336,983 30%, 951 1,640,134
00316 94,583 49, 637 104,222 44, 311 q%. 657 °3, 968  -10,254 23,404 49,637 73, 061
00208 823, 23¢ 127, 633 950,912 809, 403 127,633 937,036  -13,836 781,894 127,633 909, 547
00329 874,158 142,604 1.023,163 862, 337 14%,004 1,011,561  -11.402 83%, 202 14%, 004 988, 206
50330  1.373.83% 100,549 1,474,328 1,364,120 100,54¢ 1,464,719 -9,669 1,344,822 100,549 L 4L 1
n0241 340,671 63,397 404, 268 331,223 63,597 3%, 820 -9, 448 311,948 43,997 373, 363
00242 174,157 13, 065 189,222 169,324 135,063 184, 389 -4, 833 159,473 13,063 174, 540
pO21 322.766 33,829 354,995 314, 051 33,828 347, 630 -8, 703 296,320 33,829 330, 149
po222 1,121,973 91,300 1,212,873 1,113,371 21,308 1,204,621 -8,202 1,094,761 91,300 1,186,001
00223 493,177 119,112 §12.28% 477, 214 119,112 596,326  -15,963 444, 669 119,112 363, 781
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T0: House Education Committee
FROM: State Board of Education
SUBJECT: 1989 House Bill 2201

My name is Bill Musick, Legislative Committee Chairman of the State Board of
Education. It is a pleasure for me to appear before this Committee on behalf of
the State Board.

House Bi11 2201 grants permission for unified school districts to purchase goods,
materials, and wares from the state bid 1ist which is prepared by the State Director
of Purchasing.

The State Board believes this bill has the potential of saving school districts
money and because of the increased purchasing volume could also save the state

money. Since the bill is permissive, it is not possible to estimate the savings
at this time. '

The State Board of Education recommends that House Bill 2201 be recommended
favorably for passage.
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Testimony on HB 2201 before the House Education Committee

by

Bill Curtis, Assistant Executive Director
Kansas Association of School Boards

February 16, 1989

Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, we appreciate the
opportunity to testify today on behalf of the 301 member districts of
the Kansas Association of School Boards. HB 2201 permits school
districts to access the state bid list. KASB supports HB 2201.

This bill is permissive in allowing school districts to use the
state bid list when buying supplies or products necessary for the
operation of schools. Some districts already participate in buying
cooperatives. The savings realized are due to quantity discounts.
If districts should decide to use the state bid list, they should be
able to realize savings for the same reason. Bid specifications can
be compared to insure that the products are identical.

We appreciate the attention of the committee and urge favorable

consideration for HB 2201.
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HB 2201

Testimony presented before the House Education Committee
by Charles Stuart, Legislative Liaison
United School Administrators

Thursday, February 16, 1989

Mr. Chairman and members of the House Education Committee. I am Chuck Stuart,
representing the United School Administrators of Kansas. We appreciate the opportunity
to testify in support of House Bill 2201.

House Bill 2201 amends the statute known to school administrators as the "compulsory
bid law". The compulsory bid law requires sealed bids and contracts awarded to the
lowest responsible bidder. This requirement is for expenditures of more than $10,000
for construction, reconstruction or remodeling, and for the purchase of materials, wares
or goods by a school district.

The amendment contained in HB 2201 would allow school districts the option of making
purchases greater than $10,000 without competitive bids if the item to be purchased has

previously been bid by the state director of purchasing and the school district purchase
was made from the approved state provider.

An example of how this amendment would assist school districts is the current practice
in the purchase of tires for school district vehicles. Major tire companies submit a bid
price to the state for many different sizes of tires. The tire company sends the state bid
price information to their dealers. Any political subdivision can then purchase tires at
this "state net" price from their local dealer.

The selling price to political subdivisions is less than the purchase price of tires by the
dealer. The local dealer provides proof of sale and is then credited for the difference
between his purchase price and the lower selling price. The dealer thus avoids a loss

from the sale. The dealer is also credited for 5% of the selling price for handling the
sale.

In the case of tires, local dealers use this procedure whether the total bid price is below
or above the $10,000 compulsory bid level. It is possible that not all companies
submitting bids to the state would handle smaller bids as is done by the tire companies.

The state is one of the largest purchasers of materials and goods similar to those used
by a school district. Allowing school districts the option to purchase from the state bid
list without a compulsory bid provision for purchases greater than $10,000 allows each
district another option to consider in the economic operation of the school system.

We therefore ask your favorable consideration of HB 2201.
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