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Funding Disparities in King County School
Districts (2013-14 data)

% Free and
Total Enrollment Staff Mix Factor Reduced LAP $ / F&R student TBIP $ / ELL Student

26,001 1.48858 14.54% 7.14% $443.49 $883.83
Issaquah 18,620 1.50260 9.31% 4.71% $447.12 $891.04
Bellevue 18,953 1.49836 19.64% 10.14% $446.02 $888.84
Mercer Island 4,337 1.54017 3.67% 1.86% $456.75 $910.39
Northshore 20,642 1.57980 17.32% 5.85% $483.99 $964.54

Kent 1.52474 52.39% 17.89% $452.83 $902.44
Renton 1.49292 53.68% 16.15% $444.60 $886.07
Federal Way 1.50802 58.83% 15.50% $448.51 $893.84

Auburn 1.57197 54.25% 14.01% $465.03 $926.75
$880.03
Highline 1.48121 69.28% 21.46% $441.58

Tukwila 1.47681 79.37% 39.97% $442.34 $877.77




e Dollars are allocated by a base amount + staff ratio mix (# o
of degrees) + categorlcals (LAP, TBIP, SPED, CTE, Glfted)

» Dollars follow the teacher

« Strong correlation between most senior te

affluent, lowest needs schools.
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How Staff Mix Negatively Correlates to
Funding for ELL Students

2014-2015 %% ELL ws Staff Plix
District enroliment > 2000 and > O ELL




Historical Context

* Prior to 1977, WA state had a weighted student fund

e Special education received an 8% adc nal
randomly chosen

« \Vocational education also received an a«
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Historical Context - Genesis of Staff Mix

* 1965 Collective Bargaining Agreement was the basis. -

* The most active WEA members in this effort were those with

g

and served on the committee which developed the Agreemen:

very few continuing education programs.

« Committee developed a # of years + # of degrees staffing s
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Historical Context - 1977 Basic Education Act

 Grandfathering Issue

* Affects both salaries and levies.
 Have not been able to confirm when/how this came abou

* Was in place by 1977.
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« Everett was already an outlier - would have ct 00
district to their base level (used the Seattl /Bellevu

,,,,,

,,,,,



Weighted Student Funding as an Alternative
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promotes eqwty

* Dollars follow the student






Seattle’s Experience Using a WSF Model
with Inadequate State Resources
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Seattle’s Experience Using a WSF Model
with Inadequate State Resources

. It was replaced in 2007 with a Weighted Staffing Standard (WS

» # of students + size of school + FRL + other programs // _

« Building funding was based on the staff needed to support this. Link t
le rtments/Budget/B
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e Lessons Learned:

« AWSF model will not work unless there are adequate state re
support a viable allocation system. There has to b
categories identified for student weighting in ord

* When there are perceived “winners” and “losers ,
political and social pushback from multiple directions (I
Advantage).

(Baker, B. (2009). Within-district resource allocation and
opportunity: Evidence from Texas and Ohio. Educatior


https://www.seattleschools.org/UserFiles/Servers/Server_543/File/District/Departments/Budget/Budget%20Development%202017/wssmodel17.pdf

Pre-School
Kindergarten-Half
Kindergarten-Full
Elementary
Junior/Middle

High School

Special Ed-In School
Special Ed-Tuitioned Out
ELL PK

ELL K Half Time

ELL Full Time
Vocational

i

proximately $3000 more than the

aP i
allocation.***

« Economically Disadvans
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Massachusetts WSF Categories and Distribution

Foundation Budget Rates Per Pupil, FY17 Chapter 70

instructional

7z < . : 2 guidance &
e % instructional other teaching professional materials, i .
administration . teachers 2 2 psychological pupil ser
leadership services development equipment & gy,
technology
Pre-School 182.01 328.72 1,507.26 386.57 59.61 218.16
Kindergarten-Half 182.01 328.72 1,507.26 386.57 59.61 218.16
Kindergarten-Full 364.00 657.42 3,014.51 773.16 119.28 436.31
Elementary 364.00 657.42 3,014.47 773.16 119.30 436.31
Junior/Middle 364.00 657.42 2,652.75 556.55 129.32 436.31
High School 364.00 657.42 3,901.09 463.34 125.39
Special Ed-In School 2,512.26 0.00 8,289.83 7,740.10 399.90
Special Ed-Tuitioned Out 2,512.26 0.00 0.00 38.38 0.00
ELL PK 182.02 328.72 2,269.98 309.11 80.75
ELL K Half Time 182.02 328.72 2,269.98 309.11 80.75

ELL Full Time 364.00 657.42 4,539.94 618.22 161.47

Vocational 364.00 657.42 6,631.89 463.34
Economically Disadvantaged Decile 1 0.00 0.00 2,953.92 0.00
Economically Disadvantaged Decile 2 0.00 0.00 2,985.22 0.00
Economically Disadvantaged Decile 3 0.00 0.00 3,016.52 0.00
Economically Disadvantaged Decile 4 0.00 0.00 3,047.82 0.00

Economically Disadvantaged Decile 5 0.00 0.00 3,079.12
Economically Disadvantaged Decile 6 0.00 0.00 3,110.42
Economically Disadvantaged Decile 7 0.00 0.00 3,141.72
Economically Disadvantaged Decile 8 0.00 0.00 3,173.02
Economically Disadvantaged Decile 9 0.00 0.00 3,204.32

Economically Disadvantaged Decile 10 0.00 0.00 3,235.62



RESOURCES

* Education Finance Lab, Dr. Marguerite Roza, Georgetown Unive

i

 NEA: WSF - What Is It and How Does It Impact Educatic
Urban Districts? cs/H


http://edunomicslab.org/
http://www.nea.org/assets/docs/HE/formula.pdf
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