Nevada Plan for School Finance and Education Revenues
and Expenditures

Background—The Nevada Plan

The Nevada Plan is the means used to finance elementary and secondary education in the
State’s public schools. The State develops a guaranteed amount of funding for each of
the local school districts, and the revenue, which provides the guaranteed funding, is derived
both from State and local sources. On average, this guaranteed funding contributes
approximately 75 percent to 80 percent of school districts’ general fund resources.
Nevada Plan funding for the districts consists of State support received through the
Distributive School Account' (DSA) and locally collected revenues from the 2.25° percent
Local School Support Tax (LSST) (sales tax) and 25 cents of the Ad Valorem Tax
(property tax).

To determine the level of guaranteed funding for each district, a Basic Per-Pupil Support Rate
is established. ~The rate is determined by a formula that considers the demographic
characteristics of the school districts. In addition, transportation costs are included using
85 percent of the actual historical costs adjusted for inflation according to the Consumer Price
Index. A Wealth Adjustment, based on a district’s ability to generate revenues in addition to
the guaranteed funding, is also included in the formula.

Each district then applies its Basic Per-Pupil Support Rate to the number of students enrolled.
The official count for apportionment purposes is taken in each district on the last day of the
first school month. The number of kindergarten children and disabled 3- and 4-year-olds is
multiplied by 0.6 percent and added to the total number of all other enrolled children, creating
the Weighted Enrollment. Each district’s Basic Per-Pupil Support Rate is multiplied by its
Weighted Enrollment to determine the guaranteed level of funding, called the Total
Basic Support.

To protect districts during times of declining enrollment, Nevada Revised Statutes contains
a “hold harmless” provision. The guaranteed level of funding is based on the higher of
the current or the previous year’s enrollment, unless the decline in enrollment is more than
5 percent, in which case the funding is based on the higher of the current or the previous
two years’ enrollment.

The Distributive School Account is financed by legislative appropriations from the State General Fund and other
revenues, including a 2.25-cent tax on out-of-state sales, an annual slot machine tax, mineral land lease income,
and interest from investments of the State Permanent School Fund.

2 The 2009 Legislature, through the passage of Senate Bill 429 (Chapter 395, Statutes of Nevada), temporarily
increased the LSST from 2.25 percent to 2.60 percent for the 2009-2011 Biennium. The 2011 Legislature, through
the passage of Assembly Bill 561 (Chapter 476, Statutes of Nevada), extended the temporary increase to the LSST
through the 2011-2013 Biennium.
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Chapter 6
Background—The Nevada Plan (continued)

An additional provision assists school districts that experience significant growth in
enrollment within the School Year (SY). If a district grows by more than 3 percent but less
than 6 percent after the second school month, a growth increment consisting of an
additional 2 percent of basic support is added to the guaranteed level of funding. If a
district grows by more than 6 percent, the growth increment is 4 percent.

Special Education is funded on a “unit” basis, with the amount per unit established by
the Legislature. These units provide funding for licensed personnel who carry out a program
of instruction in accordance with minimum standards prescribed by the State Board of
Education. Special education unit funding is provided in addition to the Basic Per-Pupil
Support Rate.

The difference between total guaranteed support and local resources is State aid, which is
funded through the DSA. Revenue received by the school district from the 2.25 percent
LSST (2.60 percent for the 2011-2013 Biennium) and one-third of the proceeds from
the 75-cent property tax rate is deducted from the school district’s Total Basic Support
Guarantee to determine the amount of State aid the district will receive. If local revenues
from these two sources are less than anticipated, State aid is increased to cover the total
guaranteed support. If these two local revenues come in higher than expected, State aid
is reduced.

In addition to revenue guaranteed through the Nevada Plan, school districts receive other
revenue considered “outside” the Nevada Plan. Revenues outside the formula, which are not
part of the guarantee but are considered when calculating each school district’s relative
wealth, include the following: 50 cents of the Ad Valorem tax on property; the share of basic
government services tax distributed to school districts; franchise tax; interest income; tuition;
unrestricted federal revenue, such as revenue received under Public Law 81-874 in lieu of
taxes for federally impacted areas; and other local revenues.

In addition to revenues recognized by the Nevada Plan, school districts receive “categorical”
funds from the federal government, State, and private organizations that may only be
expended for designated purposes. Examples include the State-funded Class-Size Reduction
program, Early Childhood Education, remediation programs, and student counseling services.
Federally funded programs include the Title I program for the disadvantaged, the No Child
Left Behind Act, the Race to the Top Program, the National School Lunch program, and the
Individuals with Disabilities Education Act (IDEA). Categorical funds must be accounted for
separately in special revenue funds. Funding for capital projects, which may come from the
sale of general obligation bonds, “pay-as-you-go” tax levies, or fees imposed on
the construction of new residential units are also accounted for in separate funds
(Capital Projects Fund, Debt Service Fund).

Source: Fiscal Analysis Division, Legislative Counsel Bureau (LCB), 2012.
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Chapter 6

The Nevada Plan Example—Summary

To understand how the system works, follow the steps in the example beginning on the
following page. The count of pupils for apportionment purposes is the number of children
enrolled on the last day of the first school month in regular or special education programs,
except that each kindergarten pupil and disabled or gifted and talented child under the age
of 5 is counted as six-tenths of a pupil (1). In instances of declining enrollment, the higher of
the current or previous year’s enrollment is used; unless the decline in enrollment is more
than 5 percent, in which case the higher of the current or the previous two years’ enrollment
is used. This weighted enrollment figure is multiplied by the basic per-pupil support
guarantee for the school district for that school year (2) to determine the school district’s
guaranteed basic support (3). Next, the number of State-supported special education units
allocated to the district that year is multiplied by the amount per program unit established for
that school year (4), and the product is added to basic support to obtain the school district’s
total guaranteed basic support (5). This product is the amount of funding guaranteed to the
school district from a combination of State and local funds.

Revenue received by the school district from the 2.25 percent LSST (2.60 percent for the
2011-2013 Biennium) and one-third of the proceeds from the 75-cent property tax rate (6) is
deducted from the school district’s total guaranteed basic support to determine the amount of
State aid the district will receive (7). If local revenues from these two sources are less than
anticipated, State aid is increased to cover the total basic support guarantee. If these two local
revenues come in higher than expected, State aid is reduced. The difference between total
guaranteed support and local resources is State aid, and it is funded by the DSA.

An amount for any specific programs funded by the Legislature through the DSA, such as the
Adult High School Education Program, is added to a school district’s total State aid to
determine the total amount of revenue the school district will receive from the DSA (9).

Sources of revenue “outside” the formula (10 through 14) are summed (15) and are added to
total guaranteed basic support (5) and the amount provided for Adult High School Diploma
programs and other legislatively approved programs (8), to determine the school district’s
total available resources (16).

Career Cluster: Architecture and Construction

Old Occupation Name: Mason
Current Occupation Name: Bricklayer
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Chapter 6
The Nevada Plan Example—Summary (continued)

The following example illustrates the guaranteed funding process based on the revenue of a
hypothetical district and, in addition, shows other revenue outside of the guarantee, making up
the total resources included in an operating budget.

| Basic Support Guarantee

1 Number of Pupils (Weighted Apportionment Enroliment*) 8,000
2 x Basic Support Per Pupil $4,700
3 = Guaranteed Basic Support $ 37,600,000
+ Special Education Allocation
4 (40 units @ $32,000 per unit) $ 1,280,000
5 =Total Guaranteed Support $ 38,880,000
- Local Resources
6 2.60-cent Local School Support (sales) Tax** ($ 15,540,000)
1/3 of the proceeds from the 75-cent property tax rate ($ 4,600,000)
7 = State Responsibility $ 18,740,000
8 + Other State Programs funded through the DSA (i.e., Adult $ 35.000
High School Diploma Funding) _
9 = Total Revenue from Distributive School Account $ 18,775,000
| Resources in Addition to Basic Support
10 2/3 of the Proceeds from 75-cent Property Tax Rate $ 9,200,000
11 Governmental Services Tax $ 1,700,000
12 Federal Revenues (Unrestricted) $ 150,000
13 Miscellaneous Revenues $ 10,000
14 Opening Fund Balance $ 2,000,000
15 Total Resources in Addition to Basic Support $ 13,060,000
16 Total Resources Available (Add lines 5, 8, and 15) $ 51,975,000

*Weighted Apportionment Enrollment includes six-tenths of the count of pupils enrolled in
kindergarten, six-tenths of the count of disabled 3- and 4-year-olds, a full count of pupils
enrolled in grades 1 through 12, net of transfers, and a full count of disabled minors age 5 and
over receiving special education.

“The 2.60 percent LSST tax reverts back to 2.25 percent, effective July 1, 2013.

Source: Fiscal Analysis Division, LCB, 2012.
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School Finance Systems: Wealth Neutrality—Western States

Education Week’s Quality Counts 2012
Wealth Neutrality Score
SY 2009

Arizona

]

Califprnia

Colqgrado | |

Idaho

Montana

Nev{da |

|-

New Mexico

Oregon |

[Utah

Washington

Wyoming |

-0.35 -0.25 -0.15 -0.05 0.05 0.15 0.25 0.35

Neutral
Poor Districts Benefit Wealthy Districts Benefit

Source: Quality Counts 2012, Education Week, January 12, 2012.

Note: Wealth neutrality=0. In states with positive scores, total funding increased as district income increased;
in states with negative scores, total funding increased as district income decreased. The fiscal neutrality
score (which controls for cost and need) is the elasticity of total funding per weighted pupil relative to
income per weighted pupil.

79



Chapter 6

Distributive School Account

DISTRIBUTIVE SCHOOL ACCOUNT - SUMMARY FOR 2011-13 BIENNIUM
2010 2010 2011 2011 2012 2013
26" Special 26™ Special Estimated Legi Legis!
Session Actual Session as of 5/2/11 Approved Approved
IGHTED ENROLLMENT 4504840 42138660 A561920 42256960 221,987 223500
ADDITIONAL ENROLLMENT FOR HOLD HARMLESS 0 4,140,680 0 136720 0 0
OTAL ENROLLMENT * 425,648 40 42552120 425679.20 423,936.80 421987 423500
SIC SUPPORT $ 5185 § 5185 $ 5192 § 5192 § 5263 § 5374
OTAL REGULAR BASIC SUPPORT ** $ 2207566730 § 2206615525 § 2210126406 § 2.201,166405 § 2220949633 _§ 2275921082
ATEGORICAL FUNDING:
SPECIAL EDUCATION ** 121,252 632 121,252,632 121,252,632 121252632 121,252,632 121,252,632
CLASS-SIZE REDUCTION 142,682 929 142,682 930 144 348 993 144 348 993 139213 449 142,639,610
CLASS-SIZE REDUCTION - AT-RISK KINDERGARTEN 1,580,391 1,580,390 1,586,508 1,586,508 1,554 599 1,582,409
SPECIAL UNITS/GIFTED & TALENTED 162,571 162,566 167 459 167,459 158414 162,163
ADULT HIGH SCHOOL DIPLOMA 21,170,456 21,170 456 22673833 22673833 17011957 17,758 916
SCHOOL LUNCH PROGRAM STATE MATCH 588,732 588,732 588,732 588732 588,732 588,732
RPDP - TRANSFER TO REMEDIATION TRUST FUND 7,897 804 7,897 804 7,897 804 7,897 804 0 0
EARLY CHILDHOOD EDUCATION 3,338,875 3,304 982 3372768 3372768 3338875 3338875
LIBRARY MEDIA SPECIALIST 18,798 18,798 18,798 18,798 18,798 18,798
SPECIAL ELEMENTARY COUNSELING 850,000 850,000 850,000 850,000 850,000 850,000
SPECIAL TRANSPORTATION 170,908 128 541 170,908 170,908 128,541 128 541
RS ADJUSTMENT 0 0 7225368 0 0 0
THER ADJUSTMENTS 0 (39,739) 0 0 0 0
OTAL REQUIRED STATE SUPPORT S 2306008198 § 2308 060985 § 2399007 5717 § 2300842008 S 2505065630 S 2068 247158 |
S
LOCAL SCHOOL SUPPORT TAX - 2.60% (905800371)  (872948748)  (921462307)  (921462307)  (941734793)  (969,986,648)
1/3 PUBLIC SCHOOLS OPERATING PROPERTY TAX (25319%,604)  (262,851,182) (220536619)  (220536,619) (202,433 266) (202.931,773)
CAPITAL CONSTRUCTION FUNDS (10000000)  (10000000)  (35000000)  (35000,000) (20,000,000) (20,000,000)
TRANSFER FROM CLOSURE OF CC RDA (6,000000)  (6,000,000) (5400000)  (5:400,000) 0 0
JTOTAL STATE SHARE $ 121102219 $1233161055 § 1216628651 § 1200443282 § 1340897571 § 1371329337
ISTATE SHARE ELEMENTS
GENERAL FUND S 1173542600 § 1173542690 § 1,154659.067 § 1154625114 § 1,088280.121 8 1.111,331,100]
GENERAL FUND TRANSFER FY 2010 TO FY 2009 0 (18917.900) 0 0 0 0
GENERAL FUND TRANSFER FY 2011 TO FY 2010 0 69,080,821 (69,080.821)  (69,080,821) 0 0
DSA SHARE OF SLOT TAX 35,888,197 33712074 33,300,806 33,300,806 33542238 34,144,063
PERMANENT SCHOOL FUND 13,100,000 9173420 10,000,000 6,700,000 6,600,000 6,800,000
FEDERAL MINERAL LEASE REVENUE 10,706,000 8,116,846 8,000,000 8,000,000 8,000,000 8,000,000
OUT OF STATE LSST - 260% 98,037,864 86,190,829 91,1363 91133635 93,138,606 95,932,745
IP1 (2009) ROOM TAX REVENUE TRANSFER 0 0 0 0 111,336,000 115,121,424
REAL PROPERTY TAX 1,000,000 0 0 0 0 0
ESTATE TAX 100 0 0 0 0
PRIOR YEAR REFUNDS 0 816,539 0 0 0 0
GENERAL FUND SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATION 0 0 144757266 96,983.227 0 0
REVERSION TO STATE GENERAL FUND 0 42371) 0 0 0 0
BALANCE FORWARD TO NEXT FISCAL YEAR 0 (33893) 33893 33893 0 0
JTOTAL SHARE STATE ELEMENTS $ 1332274851 $1361639055 § 13728038406 $ 1321695914 § 1340897571 § 1371329337
No. of Units $ per Unit No. of Units $ per Unit}]
*** Special Education Units 2009-2010 3,049 39,768.00 2011-2012 3,049 39,768.00
2010-2011 3,049 39,768.00 2012-2013 3,049 39,768.00
*  FY 10 Actual Weighted Apportioned Enrollment; FY 11, 12 & 13 reflect Estimated and Projected
** Totals May Not Balance Due to Rounding
*** Special Education Unit funded separately from Basic Support

Source: Fiscal Analysis Division, LCB, 2012.
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Per-Pupil Expenditures

Per-Pupil Current Expenditures for Elementary and Secondary Schools
SY 2008-2009

National Median: $10,591

MT:
$10,189

WY:
$14,628

NM:
: > $10,000 $9,648
$9,001-$10,000
B $5,001-59,000 -
Lower Per-Pupil Higher Per-Pupil
$7,001-$8,000 NEVADA
Arizona $8,321 California
- $6,001-$7,000 Idaho Colorado
Utah Montana
Source: U.S. Department of Education, National New Mexico
Center for Education Statistics, Digest of Oregon
Education Statistics, 2011. Washington
Wyoming

81




Chapter 6
Per-Pupil Expenditures (continued)

Per-Pupil Expenditures for Elementary and Secondary Schools by Function
Western States Comparison
SY 2008-2009

Current Per Pupil Expenditures
State Total Instruction g&é%inri Operations | Administration
/T\"’/‘groa”gﬂ $10,591 | $6,456 $574 $1,033 $805
Arizona $7,929 $4,785 $488 $895 $500
California $9,503 $5,685 $485 $973 $725
Colorado $8,782 $5,061 $409 $854 $742
ldaho $7,118 $4,335 $412 $672 $563
Montana $10,189 $6,112 $576 $1,102 $839
Nevada $8,321 $4,944 $400 $886 $734
New Mexico $9,648 $5,565 $972 $808
Oregon $9,611 $5,594 $690 $801 $743
Utah $6,612 $4,275 $252 $590 $476
Washington $9,688 $5,830 $643 $860 $745

Wyoming $14,628  $8,602 $843 $1,442 $1,075

Source: United States Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Digest of Education
Statistics, 2011.

& Career Cluster: Manufacturing
Xﬁ:\g Old Occupation Name: Whitesmith
?{/ n Current Occupation Name: Tinsmith; worker of iron who
finishes or polishes the work
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Per-Pupil Expenditures (continued)

Per-Pupil Current Expenditure Rankings
For Public Elementary and Secondary Schools*
SY 2008-2009

United States: $10,499

'f’ WA:
Expenditure: $9,550
Ranking: 31

MT:
Expenditure: $10,059

Ranking: 24
OR:

Expenditure: $9,805
Ranking: 27

ID:
Expenditure:
$7,092
Ranking: 49

Expenditure: $14,573

Ranking: 5
(NAVAS
/ Expenditure: $8,422
Ranking: 44 uT:
Expenditure:

$6,356
CA:

CO:
Ranking: 50 Expenditure: $8,718
Expenditure: Ranking: 39
$9,657
Ranking: 29

AZ:
Expenditure:

$7,813 NM:
Ranking: 48 Expenditure: $9,439
Ranking: 33

Ranked Higher Than Nevada

Ranked Lower Than Nevada

*Expenditures include salaries, benefits, services, and supplies. Excluded expenditures include those for
adult education, community services, and other non-elementary-secondary school programs.

Source: Education State Rankings 2011-2012, CQ Press, 2012.
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Public School Expenditures

State of Nevada

Current Expenditures for Public Elementary and Secondary Education
SY 1999-2000 to SY 2008-2009

$4,000,000,000
$3,500,000,000 -
$3,000,000,000 -

$2,500,000,000 -

$2,000,000,000 -

$1,500,000,000 -

$1,000,000,000 -

$500,000,000 -
$0 \ ‘

1999-  2000-  2001-  2002-  2003-  2004-  2005-  2006-  2007-  2008-
2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
Source: U.S. Department of Education, Common Core of Data, Build a Table, 2012.
Percentage Change in Per-Pupil Public Elementary and Secondary School
Expenditures
FY 2004-2005 to FY 2008-2009 (adjusted for inflation*)

| ' Wyoming
| I Washington
| Nevada
| I Montana
| I Arizona
| 1 New Mexico
| 1 Utah
| ) Oregon
i National
| I California
/= Idaho
— Colgrado ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35%

*Adjusted for inflation to 2009 dollars using

1982-1984 as the index base period.

Arizona Rank 17
California Rank 35
Colorado Rank 47
Idaho Rank 46
Montana Rank 17
Nevada Rank 15

State Rankings
New Mexico
Oregon
Utah
Washington
Wyoming

Rank 19
Rank 32
Rank 31
Rank 11
Rank 2

Source: Education State Rankings 2011-2012, CQ Press, 2012.
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Public School Expenditures In$ite Financial Analysis System

Nevada School Districts & Charter Schools
2009/2010 School Year
(Prior Year)
#1 Total Expenditures LEE;‘;;“"P
(All Funding Sources) Operations /
. . 21.4%
By Four Major Functions
2010/2011 School Year
Instruction
Instructional 60.1%
Support
10.9%
Leadership
7.6%
Operations
22.0%
Instruction
59.5%
Instructional
Support
10.9%
Weighted Enrollment:
422,632 Amount Per Pupil %-To-Total
Instruction $2,163,252,618 $5,119 59.5%
Instructional Support $396,899,653 5939 10.9%
Operations $800,237,979 51,893 22.0%
Leadership $275,758,369 S652 7.6%
Total Expenditures $3,636,148,619 58,604 100.0%

2011-NV-01-01 (4)

Source: http://edmin.com
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Chapter 6

Public School Expenditures In$ite Financial Analysis System (continued)

22.0%

59.5%
10.9%

Nevada Statewide

#2.1a Comparative: By District
1.6% % To Total by 4 Functions
2011/2010 School Year

Il Instruction
M Instructional Support
M Operations
i Leadership

Esmeralda
$38,284 Per Pupil

9.2%

/

$8,604 Per Pupil
Eureka Mineral Storey
$31,469 Per Pupil $17,089 Per Pupil $15,125 Per Pupil
10.6% 11.0% 14.7%

28.5% 25.7% 505%
525% 53.1% 26.1%
8.4% 10.1% 8.7%
Pershing Lincoln White Pine
$14,959 Per Pupil $13,948 Per Pupil $11,446 Per Pupil
7.0% 10.9% 10.2%
24 8%
25.9% 46.9%
58 7% 57.3%
9.4% i
5.9% 12.8%
Nye Lander Elko
$10,441 Per Pupil $10,152 Per Pupil $10,048 Per Pupil
85% 10.2% 74%
17 4% 22.7%
26.0%
55.4% 50 6% 57.5%
12.8%
10.1% 1288
4-COMP-2.1a InSite, U. S. Patent No. 5,991,741

Source: http://edmin.com
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Public School Expenditures In$ite Financial Analysis System (continued)

#2.1b Comparative: By District
1.6% % To Total by 4 Functions
2011/2010 School Year

Carson
$9,916 Per Pupil

22.0% 5.1%
20.7%
50.5% L1 Instruction
M Instructi 1S t
10.9% nstructional Suppor SoT%
i Operations 13.9%
Nevada Statewide .
$8,604 Per Pupil i Leadership
Humboldt Douglas Lyon
$9,866 Per Pupil $9,483 Per Pupil $9,435 Per Pupil
9.0% 71% 8.0%
20.4% 22.4% 23.5%
54 4%
61.6% 59.7%
9.0% 10.8%
14.1%
Churchill Washoe Clark
$9,260 Per Pupil $8,587 Per Pupil $8,392 Per Pupil
7.3% 7.6% 74%
22.5% 21.8% 21.8%
98.1% — 60.7%
121% 14.1% 102%
4-COMP-2.1b InSite, U. S. Patent No. 5,991,741

Source: http://edmin.com
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Public School Expenditures In$ite Financial Analysis System (continued)

#2.2a Comparative: By Charter School
1.6% % To Total by 4 Functions
2011/2010 School Year
22.0%
59.5% I Instruction
10.9% M Instructional Support
i Operations
Nevada Statewide z
$8,604 Per Pupil il Leadership
Davidson Academy 100 Academy Andre Agassi
$18,114 Per Pupil $12,668 Per Pupil $11,027 Per Pupil
18.7% 6.0% 14.9%
45 6% 44 1%
0,
21.8% 50.0% 27.7%
13.9% 13.3%
ICDA Bailey Mariposa
$8,493 Per Pupil $7,991 Per Pupil $7,979 Per Pupil
13.6% 12.7% 13.6%
511% 50.0%
26.4% 28.9% 54 2% 29 5%
8.8% 42% 6.9%
Elko Institute Acad for Career Ed High Desert
$7,914 Per Pupil $7,914 Per Pupil $7,783 Per Pupil
14.7%
3 246% 2.1%
- 46.9% 49.8%
j 57.6%
g 24.3%
14.1% 1.9% 3.8%
4-COMP-2.2a InSite, U. S. Patent No. 5,991,741

Source: http://edmin.com
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Public School Expenditures In$ite Financial Analysis System (continued)

#2.2b Comparative: By Charter School

1.6% % To Total by 4 Functions
2011/2010 School Year
22.0%
59.5% L4 Instruction
10.9% M Instructional Support
i Operations
Nevada Statewide S
$8,604 Per Pupil i Leadership
Rainbow Dreams Coral-Reno Beacon Academy
$7,568 Per Pupil $7,332 Per Pupil $7,218 Per Pupil
13.0% 74% 18.4%
2 g %
25.3%
47 4% 15.3%
37.0% 58.5% 60.7%
8.9% 55%
2.7%
NV State HS Sierra Nevada Carson Montessori
$7,165 Per Pupil $7,056 Per Pupil $7,005 Per Pupil
17.2%
. 282% 26.5% v
48.1%
- 23.8% 55.4%
23.8%
37.4% 1.7% 3.7%
NV Connections NV Virtual Academy Rainshadow
$6,890 Per Pupil $6,884 Per Pupil $6,871 Per Pupil
15.9% T 16.8%
2.2% -
120% 471%
85% 63.0% 28.1%
8.0%

4-COMP-2.2b

Source: http://edmin.com
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Public School Expenditures In$ite Financial Analysis System (continued)

1.6%

#2.2c Comparative: By Charter School
% To Total by 4 Functions
2011/2010 School Year

L4 Instruction

279%
52.1%

10.9%

31.2% 47.0%

12.6%

59.5%
M Instructional Support
kd Operations
Nevada Statewide :
$8,604 Per Pupil i Leadership
Coral-Las Vegas Silver Sands Odyssey
$6,726 Per Pupil $6,694 Per Pupil $6,689 Per Pupil
10.1% 7.2% 15.8%
27.6%
24 6%
L 52.7%
57.1% 57.6% )
8.2% 7.6% 12.8%
Innovations Int'l Silver State HS Delta Academy
$6,548 Per Pupil $6,496 Per Pupil $6,466 Per Pupil
6.1% 19.0% 16.9%
35.3% 472%
9 55.8%
D 22.4% 271%
24% 11.3% 0.2%
Explore Knowledge Imagine School Alpine Academy
$6,458 Per Pupil $6,408 Per Pupil $6,209 Per Pupil
9.0% 9.2%
30.6%
42.1%

24.2% 31%

4-COMP-2.2¢

Source: http://edmin.com
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Public School Expenditures In$ite Financial Analysis System (continued)

Nevada School Districts & Charter Schools

2009/2010 School Year
(Prior Year)

Non-5chool
H Other School B5.4%
#8 Total Expenditures o Elementary
. 48.8%
by Education Level Alrernative
By Four Major Functions 1%

2010/2011 School Year

High
23.2%

Middle
19.5%

Other Schools Neon-School
0.6% 10.0%

Elementary

/_ 46.8%

Alternative

17% T

High
22.8%

Middle

18.2%

Weighted

Education Level Enrollment Amount S Per Pupil %-To-Total
Elementary 199,219 $1,700,037,560 $8,534 46.8%
Middle 96,975 $661,712,103 $6,824 18.2%
High 123,110 $830,157,086 $6,743 22.8%
Alternative 3,107 $60,353,826 $19,425 1.7%
Other Schools® 221 $20,878,125 N/A 0.6%
Non-School N/A|  $363,009,919 N/A 10.0%
Total 422,632| $3,636,148,619 $8,604 100.0%

2011-NV-10-08 (4) InSite, U. S. Patent No. 5,991,741

1 QOther Schools enrollment is a combination of enrollment for a few schools classified as Other and of
locations for Summer School or Adult Education with enrollment of 0 per location. $ per pupil
is not calculated for this category.

Source: http://edmin.com
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Public School Expenditures In$ite Financial Analysis System (continued)

Nevada School Districts & Charter Schools

2009/2010 School Year

#12 Expenditures by Six (Prior Year)
Programs (Four Functions) Titleleg Low Career &
General Education and LEP/ELL 3.4% Tech
1.2% ’ 1.0%
Incremental Programs Other
%-To-Total Special Programs
2010/2011 School Year Education e
15.1%
General
Education
Title 1 / Low SES Career & Tach 78.7%
3.5% 0.9%
LEP / ELL
0.9%
Other Programs
special Educati 0.6%
pecia ucation
14.7% T
General Education
79.5%
Program Incremental Total
Program Enrollment” Amount S Per Pupil3 S Per Pupil3 %-To-Total
General Education 422,624.60( $2,889,521,759 $6,837 56,837 79.5%
Special Education 48,062.00 $534,758,354 $11,126 $17,964 14.7%
LEP / ELL 65,100.00 $31,138,506 $478 $7,315 0.9%
Title 1 / Low SES 167,336.00 $126,629,035 $757 $7,594 3.5%
Career & Tech 50,631.00 $33,289,856 $657 $7,495 0.9%
Other Programs” N/A $20,811,110 N/A N/A 0.6%
Total 422,632 $3,636,148,619 N/A 58,604 100.0%

2011-NV-15-12 (4)

InSite, U. S. Patent No. 5,991,741

1 Students are counted as 1.0 in multiple programs. Therefore, the total of programmatic enrollments
is greater than "Total District” enrollment. Kindergarten and pre-school students are counted as 0.6 for
enrollment because they attend school for only part of the day.

2 "Other Programs" does not include a per pupil expenditure because these programs benefit various
student populations with a variety of needs, and a per pupil calculation would not be comparable.

3 The per pupil programmatic expenditure amounts in the "Incremental $ Per Pupil" column represent
only the incremental program expenditures. The "Total S Per Pupil" column represents the total per
pupil expenditures for the designated program (the General Education base per pupil amount in bold
plus the incremental per pupil amount for each program).

Source: http://edmin.com
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Expenditures—Capital

Chapter 6

Wyoming (1)

New Mexico (3)

Utah (6) |

Washington (11)
Nevada (14)
California (14)
National Average
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$0

Per Capita Public School Capital Expenditures
With Rankings
2009

] $390

| $295
| $273
I $240

| | $240
—— $222

| ] $210

| $206

| $199

| E— 17

= 372

| $684

$100 $200 $300 $400 $500 $600 $700

$800

Public School Capital Expenditures as a
Percent of Total Expenditures
2009

Wyoming (1)
New Mexico (2) |
Utah (3) |
Washington (8) |
Nevada (12) |
Arizona (13) |
California (15) |
Oregon (18) |
Colorado (18) |
National Percent |
Montana (29) |
Idaho (43) |

| 22.6%

] 19.9%
] 18.6%

| 14.9%
[ 13.8%

| 13.7%

] 12.4%

] 12.0%

] 12.0%
[ 11.2%

| 9.8%

| 5.3%

0%

5% 10% 15% 20%

25%

Source: Education State Rankings 2011-2012, CQ Press, 2012.
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Per-Pupil Revenue

Per-Pupil Revenue Rankings
SY 2008-2009

United States: $12,250

L & wa
Revenue: $11,510
\ Ranking: 27

MT:
Revenue: $11,266
Ranking: 29

OR:
Revenue: $10,862
Ranking: 33

Revenue: - $8,141
Ranking: 49

WY:
Revenue: $19,238
Ranking: 2

NV:
Revenue: $10,305
Ranking: 38

UT:
Revenue: $7,954 CO:
Ranking: 50 Revenue: $10,171
Ranking: 39

: CA:
Revenue: $11,588
~<Ranking: 26

AZ:
Revenue: $8,882
Ranking: 47

NM:
Revenue: $11,266
Ranking: 29

Ranked Higher Than Nevada

Ranked Lower Than Nevada

Source: Education State Rankings 2011-2012, CQ Press, 2012.
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Revenue Sources—Nevada and Western States
Percentage Distribution of Revenues for
Public Elementary and Secondary Education
SY 2008-2009
100%
90% - |:|
80% -
70% -
60% -
50% -
40% -
30% -
20% -
10% -
0% -
I O N & & & ©
% 660 vﬁ\"é \{\0‘ o\o‘ \6 @o& $e~\ R ég"' O‘Gg 0 é\,\(\Q $*°'6\
() a
X W
\ @Local @OState OFederal \
LOCATION LOCAL STATE FEDERAL
National Average 43.7% 46.7% 9.6%
Arizona 41.4% 47.0% 11.6%
California 29.6% 57.4% 13.0%
Colorado 49.2% 43.9% 6.9%
Idaho 22.5% 67.3% 10.2%
Montana 39.0% 48.5% 12.5%
Nevada 59.6% 30.6% 9.8%
New Mexico 15.1% 70.0% 14.9%
Oregon 38.4% 50.7% 10.9%
Utah 35.0% 52.6% 12.4%
Washington 28.4% 60.0% 11.6%
Wyoming 37.0% 56.4% 6.6%

Source: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Digest of Education

Note:

Statistics, 2011.

The revenues raised in support of public elementary and secondary education in the U.S. are used to
support the operations of schools, as well as capital construction, equipment costs, and debt financing.
These revenues come from a combination of federal, state, and local sources, with most coming from
state and local tax revenues. The figure above demonstrates the approximate percentage of funding
contributed by each of these sources in the State of Nevada, nationwide, and in the western states.

When reviewing the information, note that due to the differing financing mechanisms utilized in each
state, there are tremendous differences between the nationwide averages and the percentages found in
some states, thus making it difficult to make meaningful comparisons. For example, among states with
more than one school district, local contributions to the funding mix vary from 15.1 percent in
New Mexico to 59.6 percent in Nevada. However, a large portion of the local funding in Nevada is
derived from the State-mandated sales tax—Local School Support Tax—and property and mining taxes.
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Revenue Sources—Federal

Per-Pupil Revenue From Federal Sources
Western States With Rankings
SY 2008-2009

National Per Pupil: $1,159

MT:
Ranking: 11
OR: Per Pupil: $1,382
Ranking: 22

Per Pupil: $1,168

ID:
Ranking: 43
Per Pupil: $816

WY:
Ranking: 19
Per Pupil: $1,246

NV:

Ranking: 34
Per Pupil: $986

uT:
Ranking: 32
Per Pupil: $1,005

CO:
Ranking: 50
Per Pupil: $690

CA:
\ Ranking: 7

AZ:
Ranking: 27
Per Pupil: $1,064

NM:
Ranking: 6
Per Pupil: $1,582

Ranked Higher Than Nevada

Ranked Lower Than Nevada

Source: Education State Rankings 2011-2012, CQ Press, 2012.
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State General Expenditures Dedicated to Education

Percent of State General Expenditures Dedicated to Education
Western States
SY 2009-2010

National Percent: 35.8%0

r
A *="’ WA:
Percent: 40.6%

MT:
Percent: 30.4%

ID: V<
Percent: 38.8%

WY
Percent: 32.6%

NV:
Percent: 42.5%

CA:

' : CO:
Percent: 33.4%

Percent: 41.7%

AZ:

Percent: 31.5% NM:

Percent: 34.7%

ﬁ Higher Percentage Than Nevada

Lower Percentage Than Nevada

Source: Capitol Research, Where the Money Goes: State-by-State General Expenditures by Function,
The Council of State Governments, August 2012.

97



Chapter 6

Local Government Indebtedness

General Obligation Bonds of School Districts and
Other Local Government Entities in Nevada
June 30, 2012

_ Cities Percentage
County Counties Schools GO. of G.O.
G.O. Bonds G.O. Bonds Bonds Bonds for
Schools
Carson City $56,725,000 $56,725,000 100
Churchill $24,745,000 $24,745,000 100
Clark $38,850,000 | $2,781,545,000 | $26,785,000 | $2,847,180,000 98
Douglas $20,665,000 $20,665,000 100
Elko $0 0
Esmeralda $0 0
Eureka $0 0
Humboldt $2,740,000 $2,740,000 100
Lander $0 0
Lincoln $5,804,000 $5,804,000 100
Lyon $76,810,000 $76,810,000 100
Mineral $2,365,000 $2,365,000 100
Nye $23,935,000 $94,975,000 $118,910,000 80
Pershing $4,890,000 $368,542 $5,258,542 93
Storey $9,490,000 $9,490,000 100
Washoe $43,655,000 $499,990,000 $543,645,000 92
White Pine $3,015,000 $3,015,000 100
Statewide $106,440,000 | $3,583,759,000 | $27,153,542 | $3,717,352,542 96

Source: Department of Taxation, Annual Local Government Indebtedness as of June 30, 2012.

98



	2013 Nevada Education Data Book
	Table of Contents
	Chapter 1 Introduction
	Chapter 2 Nevada's Public Education System–General Information
	Chapter 3 Enrollment
	Chapter 4 Student Performance Measures—Attendance, Credit Attainment, Graduation Rates, and Dropout Rates
	Chapter 5 Educational Personnel—Demographics, Salaries, Professional Development, and Performance Evaluations
	Chapter 6 Nevada Plan for School Finance and Education Revenues and Expenditures
	Background—The Nevada Plan
	Nevada Plan Example—Summary
	School Finance Systems: Wealth Neutrality—Western States
	Distributive School Account (DSA)—Budgets/Actuals/Projections
	Per-Pupil Expenditures—Western States
	Per-Pupil Expenditures by Function—Western States
	Per-Pupil Expenditure Rankings—Western States
	Current Expenditures for Public Education in Nevada
	Percentage Change in Per-Pupil Expenditures—Western States
	In$ite Financial Analysis System:
	Expenditures by Function
	School District Comparative Charts
	Charter School Comparative Charts
	Expenditures by Education Level
	Expenditures by Six Programs

	Expenditures—Capital Construction—Western States
	Per-Pupil Revenue Rankings—Western States
	Revenues for K-12 Education by Source—Western States
	Federal Revenue Rankings—Western States
	Percent of State General Expenditures Dedicated to Education—Western States
	Local Government Indebtedness—Nevada

	Chapter 7 Nevada's Compliance With Federal and State Education Programs
	Chapter 8 Education Programs in Nevada Schools
	Chapter 9 Testing in Nevada Public Schools
	Chapter 10 Higher Education




