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Freface

This descrirtion of the Census DIME file and interactive
rrodramming is directed toward school admifiistrators and their
staff., It is mot written as 38 technical m3hual for the
comruter analust. In reading this document» one ﬁﬁst imadine
that each arrlication can be easiluy extended from Just 3 few
schools to all1 facilities and students in the distriect. How-»
ever the numeric outrut and mars are largel which is why they
could not be included, Oné must also imagihe the ease and
convenience of interactive rrodramming. A Fortable terminal
weighing less than thirtw rounds that can Pe connected to
any telerhone was used for this analusis of ruril assidn-
ment alternatives. Considering the imrFort@nce of sound
decisiorn making and the immediate availability of a mador
rortion of the datar» the investment reauir®d to use the

rrodrams described here is small.
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I. Decisions ~ Ansaluysis of Alternatives

Limited financial resources along with declining or shiftindg
enrollment are creating serious difficulties for many school sustems.
These difficulties are exscerbated bw demands for new academic and
vocational rrograms that =2re more resronsive to individual needs
and for additional transsortation to satisfw Judicial sguidelines
for racial balance. To rcontinue rroviding the essential services
as well as to initiate these new rrodgramsy school administrators
must maximize the economic efficiencs of 311 functions. This
situstion makes it imreritive that school administrators have
rarid access to detailed information and the ability to examine
many rossible courses of action. Howevery such informational

rneeds can rarely be satisfied usinmg manual rFrocedures.

Numerous attemrts have been made to utilize comrputers in the
analuysis of such 3 Probleﬁ as school bus routind. when using 3
comrutery the rroblem must be translated into mathematical terms.
This analutical descrirtion of the rroblem is called 3 model. By
definitiony these models do not contain the subJdective features
of the rroblem nor rerhars a3 number of other facets that
are too difficult to write mathematicalls, As 3 results models
are incomrlete descrirtions of the "real® rroblem# howevery thes
mas still rrove to be extremels useful in finding satisfactory
solutions. Unfortunatelss manus of the comruter arplications have
not met exrectations. Althoudgh there are numerous exrlanations in
each case for this failure, two factors that mas have contributed

either directlvy or indirectly involve the construction of a vers
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larde data base and the delas in obtsining the comruter results
from the data eprocessing center, These Froblems cain be mitidated

by using the Censuys DIME file and interactive comruter rrocessingd.
I A, The Census DIME file

The DIME file is a collecticn of data describing the vehicular
transrortation network in over 250 standard metrorolitan statistical
areas. The rrocedures for constructing arnd maintaining this data
file were develored by the U.S. Census Bureau. °DIME® is an
acrongm for [ual Inderendent Mar Encoding which refers to the
built—;n mechanism for checking the internal consistencs of the
data.

The DIME file is a3 "sedment®” structured data base in which each
record rerresents a3 rortion of a street sedment 3s illustrated in
Fidure 1. The endroints of each sedmenty which usualls occur at
intersectionss are called nodes. Each record contains the street
name and address rande for the sedment as well as the coordinates
for the two nodes. Two Frimars uses of the DIME file result from
this structure! sequential sedment chaining and deo-coded address
matching. Sedment chaining enables the determination of vehicle or
redestrian routes a3s well as 3 method for data validation. For
examrler the route from node 9 to 3 would include the sedments linking
nodes 9r5s1s2y and 3. The address matching carabilits refers to the
identification of the record in the DIME file that contains 3
srecified address., Once the record is foundsy it is rossible to

associate the coordinate data or a segment location with the

8
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Fidure 1! Examrle of DIME Mar and Data File

Peachtree
8 7 a8

w

Howard

9 10, 11

Address Rande

Street Name From Node To Nade Low High
Marle 1 2 2 28
Marle 2 3 100 198
Marle 3 4 200 250
Feachtree S 6 2 70
Feachtree é 7 102 110




rarticular address, This information is essential for deodrarhic
disrlaw of the data or for determining the distance of the
data item from another roint on the network.

The utilization of the DIME file offers several advantades
which relate to the ordanizational interactions reaquired to
construct and maintain this data Tile. Srecificallyr the use of
the DIME file

3. avoids the durlication of a3 travel network by
doverrment adencies.

b. encourades the transverability of com-uter tools
since mans redions will have the necessars data in
wactly the same format.

c. relieves school sustems of the oblidgation for

- develoring and maintaining 3 data base which is
already the lugislated resronsibility of a locsal
or redional rFlanning adency.

d. encourades the coecrdination of local and redional
adencies in maintaining 3 common data base and
transferring information.

e. ensures dgreater accuracwy in the data bases because
of multiple agencs involvement in its use.

f. provides drarhic disrlay csr=2bilities.

d4., encourades continuzl reassessment of ruril assidnment
and facilitQ manadement rolices since the data base is
readils available and ur-to-date.

h. makes it unnecessars to construct artificial grid

systems to deo-code dats.
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1. enables the determination of actual distances between
any two roints on a3 redestrian or vehicular networke.
In additions the active surrort of the Census Bureau further
imProves the rrobabilite of its continued maintenance. For

instancer the Census Bureau has invested 3rrroximately twelve

million dollars toward the develorment of the DIME file concert
and is rlannirg to srend an additional eight million dollars

in =reraration for the 1980 Census. Furthermores the new 13w
requiring a census every five gyears will result in an even dreater
commitment bw the Censﬁs Bureau to maintain the accuracy of existini
DIME files and axrand the rrodram into other areas. Additional
information on the Census Bureau’s rrodram can be obtained from

the Chief of the Geodrarhy Division in washinstonv n.c.

Other tures of transrortation or deodrarhic data bases such

as traffic =zones rectilinear grids or land rarcel fiies may 3also
xist for the redion. In deneraly these data bases do not contain
the riecessary detail nor do thew allow for address maiching. Thusy
tihe DIME file rrovides more detail with dreater flexibilitw for
infermation rrocessirid and transrortation analusis than these other

data structures.

Although mo data ?‘ile can contain every factor that must he
considered in the imrlementation of a rarticular school service» the
IIME file does contain sufficient information to enasble the meaning-
fr.l analusis of alternatives. Furthermorer it is an existing data
base that is comratible with the rresent address information on
all student records and that can be imProved as the situation

dictates or when resources are available. Moreovers the immediate

‘
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avallability of this data is i1meortant in 3 comruter aprlication
of this magnjtﬁde. The utilization of DIME not only minimizes

the short-term cost and time for imrlementations but slso imrroves
the rFrosrects for the continued use of comruter-based decision

tools.
I B Two Interactive ComFuter Models

Interactive comruting allows for a conversational arproach
to comruter ,sade, At arF=rorriate timess the comruter can seclicit
informstion from the user. rrovide the results of initisl calecula-
tions» 3nd gjve additional instructions. By resronding to a number
of simrle Questionss 3 rerson with no special training can use the
comruter. Conseauentlys school administrators can work directly
with the comeuyter to evaluate the imract of 3lternative rolicies. The
combinstion o+ timely resronse and the understanding that results
from the direct interaction with the comruter is likely to wield
unexrected henefits.

The natyre of interactive comruting ensbles 2 “man-machine®
arrroach to groblem solving., The models are designed to take
masximum 3dvyrtade of the basic comrutationsl carabilities of the
computey and to provide outrut that focuses the user’s attention
on the critjcal areas recuiring human indenuity., To Frovide the

the timely resronse necessary for interactive computindgy the

models must pe somewhat limited in score. Howevers because

of the user’g involvement in the solution rrocesss fewer math-

ematically derived carabilities are reauired., In this environ-
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ment,» the comruter is used to assisty not rerlaces the decision
maker. Howevers this does not imrlg that such models are less
;sefulo On the contrargy it is exrected tbnt the ‘mmediate

access to information and the abilitu t ) sny a3lterna-
tives will sield even dreater henefit: w s = Lional mathematical
sorhistication,

The availability of information should hels administrators
in anticirating rroblems apd in identifwing their causes rather
than their susmrtoms. Ofterny recuests for information remain

»unfulfilled because of insufficient time or resources. Althoudh
3 ruestion mav not seem criticaly the answer mag rFrovide the
warning sidnal to the next *crisis." Thusy there is 3 dgreat

rotential berefit of time}s information that may be difficult

to Fredict. These models can be used to resrond readily to-

the hurothetical Questions rosed by £hé.faciiit5 and transrorta- -
tion Flanner. For examrler

1. If Hore Elementary is closedy what will be the imract
on the neidghborindg schools?

2, If drade levels 1 throudgh 3 are assidned to Forest
Elementary and 4 through 6 to Moreland Elementaryy
what will be the ruril-teacher ratio?

3. What will be the effect of reducing the transrortation
elidibility distance from 1.5 miles to 1 miie?

Other rroblems midht involve the location of 3 new school
and schedulindg the use of existing facilities for community
activities such a3s daw care and adult education Frodrams.

Two interactive comruter models called FATH and ASSIGN will

; 13




be described here. The FATH Frodgram determines the shortest dis-
tances between home and school for each ruril while the ASSIGN
Frodram denerates ruril assidnments based on these distances

as well as facility size., These models will be illustrated
using actual data from the DNIME file and the “tlanta . iblic
Schools to address several rroblems relatea tc ~upi' 8ssidn-

ment.
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II. PupillTranSPorbation Requirements

Fiscals enerdys and racial concerns have focused attention

or the transrortation service and emrhasized the need for tools

that can accuratelus determine tre " -tign re@uirements. There
are mang factors that must be 53 . when determining who is
elidible for tramsrortation. For examrler the availabiliis of
Public transit facilitiess rersonal Hazardy and the caracity to
walk maw be taken into accournt. At this times howevers many states
have established rolicies or laws based solelw on 3 measure of
distance between home and school.

The imPleméntation of am established distance measure 1is
neither #olitically rnor technically simrle. The roliticsal
difficulties arise from the uncertaints of a standard rrocedure
for measuring these distances. For examrlesr the distances maws be
measured along the route that rarents would take in transrorting
their children to schools the route that the school bus would
follows or the waw that the child might walk. Furthermorer these
distances mauw be calculated to the drivewayr mailboxs or doorster
of the house with measurements made along the curb or down the
middle of the street. The technical difficulties are created
by the comrlexitw and size of the transrortation network.

The traditional arrroach to imrlementing 3 distance criterion
involves the use of 3 measuring Qheel and a3 detailed mar or the
surerimrosition on base mars of a3 circle or s@uare centered at each

school. These asrroaches are extremely labor intensive and ususally
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do rnot reflect the exact transrortation networkr but onlwu indicate
3 conservative boundars around the aréélcontainins those eligibile
for transrortation. 1In these arrroachesy the aistance data must
thern be marualls trarsferred to the student records.

The imrlementation of a comruter rrodram for detevmininavthese
distances helrs to diminish the subdectivity in méasurement and to
eliminate the time-co- .4 t, nofer of data. Distasnces are
measured on the DIME file network from which streets considered
hazardous to redestrian movement have been removed. Eased on 3
network of four thousand sedmentss it is rossible to determime
distances to the homes of several hundred elementars school
rurils in only 3 few seconds. Since the enxact distance'that 3
ruril resides from school is added to the student record rather
“han an indication of whether or not the student is elidible for
transrortations it is rossible to determine the effects of chang-
ind the distance criterion. For examrler the consequence of
using 1.3 or 1,45 miles as the technical interrretation of a
1.% mile criterion can be evaluated. It is also rossible to
determine the imract of transrorting 3ll rPurils on 8 rarticular
block when ansone is elidible. Since the model can easily rrovide
a3 list of names as well as count the rurils elidible for transror-
tations 3 more rolitically arrealind interrretaion of the trans-
rortation redulation such as the "block rule® is rermitted through
better enforcement of ridershig.

Three comruter sroducts are illustrated using data from the
DIME file and the FATH rrodram: |

1. A chart showing the number of rurils residing at various

16
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distances from their 3ssidned school.
2, A rlot of all roints in the redestrian network that are
a srecified distance from a8 school.
3., A mar of the locations of 3ll rurils that are at least
a srecified distance from their assigned school.
These arrlications erovide a valuable visual descrirtion of
a school’s enrollment and attemndance area.

Table 1 illustrates the + . 1 distance 'distributions for
three elementars schools. The table entries indicate the number
of purils that reside farther than the srecified dlstance °s.”
These distributions show the dedree to which the number of
transeortables is sernsitive to the srecified distance criterion.
For exameler inm reviewing the ruril distribution for school SZ2y
there are 168 rurils livfﬁs at 3 distance of at least a quarter
mile but only 16 residing at a distance of a3t least a3 half mile.
Furthermorer the number of rurils within 3 rarticular distance
varies considerabls for the other schools. As can be observed:
the rercentade of rurils living within one mile of their
assidrned schools randed from 59 to 76 Perqgnt.

Fiduyre 2 illustrates the ring of a tr;nsportation eligibility
rule. Ali roints on the redestrian network that are exactls one
mile from the rarticular school are shown., The irredular
share of this ring indicates the comrlexits of rrecisels measuring
accessibility and the inaccuracs of estimates which are based
only orn straight lime distances. A transrarencs of the tranmsror-

tatiorn rerimeter can then be rlaced over 38 street mar.,

Fidure 3 illustrates the location of rurils that are elidible

17
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Table 1! Furil Distance DistTiputians

Schools
s miles 51 g2 s3
0.25 122 148 207
0.50 23 16 181
0.75 84 11 139
1.00 33 0 21
1.25 7 0 24
1.50 4 0 4
Total 140 239 211
Fercent less
than 1 mile 76% 100% 59%

Note: . .
Each entry indicates the total numbe®™ of students

residing farther than the distance *sS' from their
assidned school.

18




Figure 2: Transport Perimeter
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Figure 3: Display of Transportables
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for transrortationr assuming that one mile is srecified as the
distarnce criterion determining eligibilits. This information is
useful in identifwind the location and size of ruril cl.. "ers for
estimating vehicle recuireme ts. ne mar 1nd of 311 ruril locations
vndicates the number of Furils residing outside the Jurisdictional
boundaries or inside the attendance area of another school. In
additiony 3 mar of students rresentls assidned to a school that

will be closed can be used to indicate visualls the rotential

imract on neighborind schools.

Many school sustems alreads construct similar mars and numeric
tabless thus the substance of these arrlications is not entirels
unfamiliar. wﬁat maw be unusual is that these mars can be rroduced
with minimal exrenditure of staff resources and in only seconds of
comruter time., As 3 resulty it is rossible to rroduce mans mars
illustrating alternate distance criteria or combinations of school
districts with less difficultw and in dreater detail than it is

denerally rossible to rroduce manually 3 single mar.,

21
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IIT, Facility S :c it .. 11 Assidnment,

Frovision of effective educational orrortunities involves
consideration of both the accessibilitws to schools and the Frorer
utilization of academic resources. Continual changes in the
characteristics of the student rorulation due to midrations
immigdrations and academic rrodress recuire 3 freauent reevaluation
of the transrortation rolicies and facilits rlanning alternatives.
Maximizing the utilization and accessiblity to all schools increases
not only the efficient use of the facilitiesr but also the
educational bernefits associated with a school of 3 srecified size.

Facilitwy Flanning and puril transrortation are directluy related
to suril assigrnment. One asrect of facilitws rlanning considers the
rnumber of facilities and their caracities while ruril transrortation
considers the distance that rurils reside from their assigned school.
Minimizing the distances that rurils walk or ride to schagl allows
more time for classroom activities as well as increases the other
benefits deridéd from the close rroximity to 3 school. Assignment
of all rurils to their closest school maw be rreventedr howevery by
limitatiors on school caracities.

Many factors must be considered before stating the desired
enrollment since there is flexibilitw in the number of rurils
that could or should be assidgned to a rarticular school. DIurinsg
reriods of dgrowthy some schools can temrorarily accommodate 3
lardger than normal enrollment until additional facilitieg are

available. When the student rorulation is decliningy there masu

22
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be 3 limit on ti minimum number of rFurils that should be
assigned to Justifu certsin educatiornal rrodiams and the orera-
tion of the facility itself. Furthermores it is necessary to
maintain the unity of certain student grours. For examrler all
students living on the same block might be considered 3s an
indivisible drour., This will helr to rrevent the disrurtion of
families and neidghborhoods.

School districts are formed by the assidnment of rurils or
puril drours to one of the facilities. wﬁen Furils are assidned
to their closest facilituy total ruril tramnsrortation is mini-
mized and comract attendance areas are formed., The attributes
of comractrness and minimal transrortation are considered to be
favorable characteristics for an assidnment =lan. Howevery
‘closest fécilits assidnment" maw Froduce attendance areas
that vary considerabls in POPulapion densitygy 3lthoudgh not
necessarily in sratial area. Havind much larder enrollments
in some schools may bé’both educationally and ordanizationally
unaccertable.

When it is undesirable or imrossible to assidn all surils to
their closest schoolsy a3 dgeneral assidnment rolicwy must be adorted.
One way of statindg this rolicy is in terms of an obdective that is
subdect to facility caracity limitations. Three a3lternate assidn—
ment rules are Fresently included in the model?

1. minimize the averade travel distance of all rurilsy

2. minimize the averade distance of all rurils who are

elidible for transrortationr or

3. minimize the number of rurils elidible for transrortation.

23
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The rpuril assidnments resulting from the imelementation of each
obJective ﬁau be very different derending on facility locatién
and sizey Puril locationy and the srecified transrortation
elidibility distance.

The model assigns surils simultaneousls to 311 schools
so that the selected assignment rule is ortimized. The comruter
srosram actualle comrletes the task of assidring Fruril drours
to one of the schools rather than delineatindg attendance areas.
Corisecuentlyrs this model can be used to dgenerste assignments
according to other measures not related to sratial comractriess
such as student rreferences for certain acalemic or vocstional
Frodrams., Howevers it is ressible to draw attendance bound-
aries by encircling the locations of students assigdned to
each of the schools., In addition to determining and marring
Fruril-assidnments the rFrodgram calculates the number of FuUrils
eligilbé for transrortation and indicates the number assidgned

to either their closest or second closest schools.

Figure 4 illustrates an abbreviated outrut describing the
_assisnment of 1083 rurils to each of four schools. On the mary
an "S°* indicates 8 school locétion while 8 number indicates
the relative location of alpupil drour. Fidure 5 is 3 three
dimensional FroJection showing the considerable variation in
the densits of the student rorulation. In referring back
to Fidure 4y 3l1 students are actually assidned to their
closest facilities when comsidering the arproved redestrian routes
althoudh the attendance areas do not arrear to be comract. The

circle outlines an area that is bisected by 3 railroad track so

24
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SCHooL

SCHooL

SCHOOL

SCHOOL

£ CHOOL

OVERA

ATTENDANCE AREAS

43720- 1
CaraCliy = 758 AVG LISTANCE = 27
ALLIGHED = 170 HAX LDISTANCE = 1.15
UTILIZATIUN = 25 TRANGFORTYABLE = 0
43745- 2
CAFACITY = 894 AVG DISTANCE = 39
ASSIGNED = 137 HAX DISTANCE = 2,59
UTILIZATION = .15 TRANSFURTALLE = 8
43750~ 3
CAFACITY = 420 AVG DISTANCE = +40
ASSIGNELDL = 348 HAX LISTANCE = 2,93
UTILIZATION = ,83 TRANSFORTAKLE = 22
44330~ 4
CAFACLTY = 544 AVG DISTANCE = 73
ASSIGNED = 408 HAX DISTANCE = 3.43
UTILIZATION = .75 TRANSPORTARLE = 51
L. STATISTICS
CAPACITY = 2618 AVG DISTANCE =- 50
ASSIGNED = 1083 HAX DVISTANCE = 3.
HAX UTIL. = +83 TRANSFORTABLE = 01

ASSIGNMENT OF FUFILS
CLOSEST 1083 SECONI CLUOSEST 0

FUPILS LESS THAN

+50 1.00 1.50 2,90 2,50 3.00 MILES
780 1v4 32 32 a2 2

K AOK ORI KK A KK KKK K K K XK 3K IR K 3K KK K 3K K KKK AR KK KK 3K KK K KK KOk k

X 4 X
X 4 4 X
X 2 4 4 X
* 4.4 4 X
X 4. 4 424 X
* 2 44 X
* 2 4 X
* 2 4 X
X 4 4 X
x 2 44 4 X
* 2 4 X
X 2 2 1 424 X
X 2 4 4 X
X 2221 4444 X
* 220211 44424 X
* 22@114444 4 4 4 X
X 2111 42®4 4 4 4 X
* 3 1 Aa44 44 4 X
X 330344444944 4 3
¥ 333 . N4 4 4 4 4 : ‘ X
x 33 4 X
X 4 4 4 4 1 X
x 3 X
¥ 3 X
¥ 3 X
X 3 33 x
X 3 X
¥ 33 X
¥ 33 3 X
¥ 33 3 *
X X
¥ 33 X
X 3 3 X
X X
¥ *
X . X
KRR KKK IORRK & AR IOR IO OK KR K KKK KKK IR IO K K 3O KKK KK & KRk KKK K K

SCALE 1.1: MILES/INCH

Figure 5: Abbreviated Output of the ASSIGN Model
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that the straight lime distamnce is a3 roor measure of accessibility.
The sorhistication of this modelind effort is critical in such
circumstances. This ture of outrut can be disrlaved on any
"comruter terminal. In additiony 38 comrlete listing of rurils

and their assidned schools can be obtained.

Table 2 shows the summars descrirtors for the assignments
associated with each assignment rule and three transrortation
eligiblity criteria., The first roQ describes the characteristics
of an assidrment when 311 four facilities are unlimited in size.
In comrarison to the other assidgmmentssy this solution is surerior
with redard to both the distance and "closest facilits®' measures
but maw be unsatisfactory because of the wide rande in the size
of the school enrollments. Neverthelessy this solution does
rrovide 3 "base line' for Juddind the other assignment rlans.

As 1llustrated in Fidure 6y 3 sindle obdective does rnot rroduce
assignments that dominate the other solutions in evers resrect.

1., Obdective 1 is likely to vield surerior (minimum)

averade and maximum distance measuresy and thereforer
more comract attendance areas.

2, Dbdective 2 is likely to have more rurils assidgned to

either their closest or second closest schools.,

3. Obdective 3 will wield the smallest number of

transrortables.
In srecific situationsy an assidnment maw violate these
dguyidelines hecause of the recuirement to rreserve the
unity of the FPuril drours.

The ASSIGN model comsiders only facilitwy caracities and ruril
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Table 2! Transrortation and Furil Assidrment

A. Transrortability Criterion Equals 0.75 Miles

School Assidnment Ilistance: Assidrment T
Caracities Obdective Avd Max (D S
1083 1 0.50 3.43 1083 0 166
270 1 0.57 3.57 810 183 232
270 2 0.59 4,12 770 262 167
270 3 0.98 4.19 819 192 166

B. Transrortability Criterion Equals 1.0 Miies

School Assidrnment IDistance Assigdnment T
Caracities Obdective Avd Max (D S
1083 1 0.50 3.43 1083 0 109
270 1 0.57 3.57 810 183 151
270 2 0.98 4.12 793 214 109
270 3 0.58 4.19 806 183 109

C. Transrortability Criterion Ecuals 1.45 Miles

School Assidnment Distance Assidnment T
Caracities ObJective Avd Max c S
1083 1 0.50 3.43 1083 0 109
270 1 0.57 3.57 810 183 87
270 2 0.60 3.43 803 172 81
270 3 0.56 3.57 831 186 81

Keu:
ObJdective 1 - Minimize averade distance
ObJective 2 - Minimize averade distance of transrortables
ObJective 3 - Minimize transrortables

)
V)




Fidure 6t Comrarison of Altermnative ObJectives

Averade Masimum Closest Transrort-
Distance Distance Facility ables
1
ObJdectives 2
3

Keg?
ObhJective 1! Minimize averade distance
ObdJective 2! Minimize averade distance of transrortables
ObJective 3! Minimize the transrortables
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distances. However, there is considerable flexibilitw in using the
model to evaluate 38 varietwy of rolicw alternatives that can be
takern into account throudgh data rre-rrocessind., For examrler
existing comruter rrodrams can be used to construct temrorary
data files for rFurils in drades 1 through 6 and 7 through 9. The
ASSIGN model can then be arrlied to these serarate rortions of
the oridinal data base very efficientlys. As another examrler the
rartitionindg of the NIME file can be used to rrohibit assidn-
ments that might require rurils to cross railroad trackss briddesy
or busy highwaws., This is accomrlished without the asddition of
dats and its related maintenance rroblems., Fartitioning the

data base so that only the essential information is used in the
model mot onlw imrroves the comrutational efficiencs of the
Frrodgram but s8lso rrevents certain tures of errors from affectind

the solution.
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IV. Schools and Declimning Enrollment

School size affects the academic and social environmenty
the extent of ruril transrortationy and the cost of maintenance
and oreration. The carability of a facility to continue serving
a rarticular rorulation may be imrortant because schools are
often monuments to civic and national leaders. Furthermorers
it can be very costly to close a3 facility for one or two Years
arnd then reoren it. Selecting stable facility locations is
comrlicated by the dunamics of neidghborhood evolution and
redional mobilitw.

To illustrate the comrlementarys nature of decisions
redarding facility location and sizer a3 situation that has
resulted from declining enrollment is investidated. Four
schools with a3 total caracity of 2618 rurils have an
enrollment of only 1083. The utilization of these schools
ranges from 15 to 83 rercent of caracity. Considering
only the Fresent student rorulationsy it is rossible to close
any of the four schools and still have sufficient caracity.

In order to evaluate the rotential imract of closind a
schooly a3 number of facilitus confidurations is investidated.
Locations were selected which minimized ruril transrortation
_while balancins school enrollment. Four confidurations are
identifiedy rerresenting two to five facilities. Thens for
each one of these configurationss a school is removed from
consideration. After addusting school sizes te reflect the

smaller rnumber of facilitiesy new Furil assidnments are

31
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determined. This eliminatiors #rocess is followe? for each

school im 3 rarticular configuration.

The imract of closing 3 school should reflect the effect
orn 311 the descrirtors of an assidnment rlan. The followind

ecuation is used to summarize the chandge in these descrirtors:

I =C0C+ S - 100(M+A) — T1/S

where I = imract of 8 school closindy
€ = rumber of rurils assidned to their closest facilitue
S = number of rurils assidned to their second closest
facilityuy
M = maximum distancer
A = averade distances and
T = number of transrortables.

Increases in the values of the "closest facilits® measures C and
S indicate am imrrovement while larder values of the remaining
rarameters lead to 38 worsening of the situation. Table 3 contains
‘the results of these calculations for each confiduration. To
reflect the uncertainty of which facilitw mas be closedr the
effects of closing all of the schools in a3 rarticular configura-—
tion are averaded.

This exreriment indicates the variabhilits of the imract
of closing 3 school. With redard to the configuration of
four schoolss the imract of 8 school closing actually resulted
in an imrrovement because more rurils were assigned to either

their closest or second closest school. At firsty it mayw seem

32




Table 3: Imract of Facilitys Closing

A. Five-Facility Confidguration Reduced to Four Facilities

School Rande in Distarnce Assidrnment T Imract
Removed Assidrment Avd Max Cc S
1 248-252 0.64 2.76 825 133 a8 -5.8
2 250-254 0.65 2.76 822 104 96 -12.0
3 250-254 0.67 3.5%5 849 125 79 -23.2
4 247-2%57 0.60 3.47 888 116 71 -12.6
] 245-261 0.68 3.20 738 172 65 -26.4
0 159-218 0.51 2.76 949 23 896
/
»
Averade imract = -16

B. Four-Facility Confiduration reduced to Three Facilities

School Rande in Distance Assidnment T Imract
Removed Assidnment Avd Ma:x C S
1 357-365 0.69 3.19 869 192 73 8.2
2 359-363 0.77 3.19 927 146 74 8.8
3 360-362 0.76 3.76 934 132 100 -8.8
4 361-361 0.70 3.71 851 =23 87 -2.6
0 214-272 0.62 3.19 821 191 72
Averade imract = +1.4

C. Three-Facility Configuration Reduce to Two Facilities

School Rande in Distance Assidrnment T Imract
Removed Assidrnment Avd Max Cc S
1 502~-506 0.90 3,88 915 93 99 -19.4
2 501-507 0.79 3.57 938 70 82 ~7+6
3 501-507 0.98 4,25 924 84 247 -58.0
0 287-362 0.64 3.40 988 20 76

it

1
r3
e
€8]

Averade imract

Keu:

C = number of rurils assidgned to their closest school

S = number of rFurils assidgned to their sdcond closest school
T = number of transrortables
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imrossible that there can ever be an imrrovement in the
assidnment measures a3s a result of closind a school. This
situation can arise when a3 school is seriously misrlaced
with respect to the present student rorulation. While
rositive imract values may not occur ofteny it is imrortant
to note that closing certain schools in each of the confidg-
urations has 38 far less severe effect than closing other facilities.
For examrler when the three-facility configuration is reduced,
the imract randed from -7.6 to 3 low —-58.0. This limited
evidence also suddests that the rossible imract of closindg a
school mas be dreatest when the total number of faciiities is
smallest.

While these observations msw be obviouss confirmation is
achieved at minimal cost. Furthermores, these measures rrovide
cauantitative descrirtions of tie relative imract of each

alternative that can be used 2lonsg with other subdective

considerations:
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V. Summary

DIME can be used 3s the central comronent for a3 deo-
dgrarhically based manadement information sustem. It provides
the mechsanism for the sratial disrlaw of data and for
determining accessibility on either a vehicular or redestrian
network. In additions» this sustem can be extended to include
other information available from the Census Buresu which
could be used for 3 varietw of socio-economic studies such
as to rrodect student rorulation chandes at the block level
and to analuze those areas most affected by the local
school taxind scheme.

The @ualitw of decisions is often based on the availabilits
of information. There is a3 critical need for timely, accurste
data by 311 school administrators and surrort rersonnel fei rlan-
ning and manadement. Moreovers lack of drowth in the student
rorulation and limited fiscal r;sourées furiher increase the
imrortance of rrudent decision making. The use of interactive
terminalsy which can be connected to the comruter anuwhere
there is a telerhones rrovides the necessary accessibilits
to the disrlav and analustical tools described herein.

Fublic sentiment toward educational and administrative
accountability makes it necessary that more attention be rlaced
orn the clear rresentation of the reasons for reachind a3 rartic—
ular decision. The tradeoffs amondg the manys often conflicting,
educ: ~ional doals must be exrlained. BRoth the visual disrlay of

data as well as demonstrations usind comruter models can be
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invaluable in communicating the comrlexity of 3 diven rroblem.
Furthermores interactive comruting camn 3lso bte used to allow

the direct involvement of citizerns in the rFlannind rFrocess.
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PREFACE

The 1976 Legislature through statutory language, directed the
Commissioner of Education to develop the necessary computer pro-
grams to provide statistical analyses of integrated data in such

a way that required reports might be disseminated, comparisons
might be made, and relationships might be determined in order to
provide the necessary information for making management decisions
at all levels. In addition, the Legislature further directed that
the Commissioner develcp output report formats which would provide
district school systems with information for making management
dec}s;o?s at various educational levels (Section 229.555(2)(a)7 &
8, F.S.).

This MIS statistical report describes some of the information
available from computer reports produced by the Department of
Education using 1975-76 program cost and Florida Education Finance .
Program Data. It is intended for state, district, and school
level administrators.

In order for this report to be of value to district and school
Jevel administrators, it is essential that they use it in con-
junction with computer printouts appropriate to their scope of
interest. These computer printouts are available from the Depart-
ment of Education, and may be requested on order forms provided

in Appendix B. :
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INTRODUCTION

Reports containing program cost information are available from the Depart-
ment of Education to meet a variety of administrative needs. These re-
ports are of two types; namely, descriptive and comparative. The descrip-
tive reports show program cost and Florida Education Finance Program
revenue information. The comparative reports show program costs in the
following ways; (1) as percentages of revenues, (2) as percentages of
total program costs, (3) as percentages of total costs for all FEFP pro-
grams, (4) per unweighted FTE, and (5) per weighted FTE. Additionally
comparative reports are also available which show information such as
staffing ratios, approximate average salaries, and salaries per FTE.

Each report also displays information for each of the twenty-six (26)

FEFP programs; for each of the four groups of these FEFP programs

namely, Exceptional, Vocational, Adult, and Basic; and for all of the
twenty-six (26) FEFP programs.

Each report can also be printed to display state, district, or school
level information as well as various combinations of districts or

schools along with summary totals and averages for any group of districts
or schools.

Except where otherwise noted, each report can display information for
the general (operating) fund, special revenue (contracted prearam)
funds, or for the combination of these funds. The general (operating)
fund accounts for all ordinary operations of a school district which do
not have to be accounted for in another specified fund, including some
capital outlay expenditures. The special revenue (contracted program)
funds account for special projects in which limitations on the use of
monies are specified by the legal authority establishing the fund, and,
generally, these resources cannot be diverted to other uses. Most of
the funds from the federal accountable programs are classified as special
revenue. The combination of these funds includes all monies for the
operation of a school district's programs.

The reports which are available are described on the following pages.

Copies of the state level reports at the time of publication appear in
this document. Definitions of key terms are contained in Appendix A.

District and school level reports in the same format as illustrated in
this document are available free of charge upon request to all Florida
Legislative, DOE, and public school district staff when the use to be

made of the reports is within the scope of the staff member's official
duties. A1l others may request reports at cost. Instructions for or-

dering program cost analysis reports are in Appendix B.

Many other analyses of program costs are being conducted. If your inter-
sst in analyzing these data extend beyond the scope of this document,
olense feel free to contact the DOE at the address or phone number given
in figpendix B. '



PROGRAM COST REPORT

This report displays on two pages, the expenditures for the cost
elements/totals; namely, salaries, employee benefits, purchased
services, materials and supplies, other expenses, capital outlay,
total direct costs, school indirect costs, total school costs,
district indirect costs, and total program costs. Also displayed
on this report is the amount of revenue earned through the Florida
Education Finance Program (See FEFP Adjusted Revenue Report. ).
Then the total direct, total school, and total program costs as
percentages of the FEFP revenue are displayed. (Note: These per-
centages on the special revenue (contracted program) funds report
are meaningless for most purposes.) The percentage criteria in
Section 237.34(3)(a), F.S. apply only to the total school cost as
a percent of FEFP adjusted revenue.

Jie anions which can be answered with this report for the state,
dtsericts, and schools:

How much was expended for any FEFP program or group
oj FEFP programs and for any cost element/total?

What percentage of the FEFP adjusted revenue earned
by any FEFP program or group of FEFP programs was
expended for total direct, total school, or total
proaram costs?

The state level reports which follow and their respective page
numbers are:

1975-76 Program Cost Report, General (Operating) 3814
Fund Expenditures

1975-76 Program Cost Report, Special Revenue 58&6
(Contracted Program) Funds Expenditures

1975-76 Program Cost Report, General (Operat- 7&8
ing) and Special Revenue (Contracted Program)
Funds Expenditures
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ENU[ JTUNALLY DISTUR!}ED PY 09 1439964 211064343 168,157 5,859, 100 3 1 83 143754224
SMOT JUNALLY DISTURBED 10 «1l06y433 13164729  1e0uBs T4 81365, 483 5 1% 10 049671254
SOCIALLY MALADJUSTEL 1L 15764199 41902120 6011497 99504, 011 oo % 444231484
SPECTFIC LEARNING DISABILITY PT 10 9,783,288 LldT 176 3,030,066 24y 146y 352 b1 09 19 3144934581
SPECIHIC LEARNENG DISAolLTTY 13 Lh22940 4 176,800 673,448 54430, 654 84 143 140 34892608
SlETEy BT s 2183]1,348 9,099,309 112000574 10,379, 843 2% g4 94 1dealt e 158
HUSP ITAL ANU BUMEBLUND P 1> 111,694 2,928,101 413,190 3,341,291 5 97 Ll 31305000
sUBTOTAL FUK EXCEPTIONAL PROGRAMS 3509000308 1240 545,692 118704336 141,915 Y86 04 9 102 1344459, 191
YOCAT[O4AL EDUCATION | Fo 510370943 154519, 208 119504414 17,449, 642 39 b 10 2540814031
VAT luwaL EDULATL)N T 1 1997049009 30198y Loe 991930, 905 429128 091 4 11 87 4940914102
VUCATIONAL SQUCATIdN 111 lo 2148304978 5T4104:093 112459, 012 099250, 105 52 84 94 6942634491
VOCATIUNAL EQUCATION 1V 19 2311874107 5193754260  11431,009 b4y 826y L03 02 104 117 551313490
YOCATIONAL EDUCATIuN ¥ 200 54763549 171504654 4140, 31 19,705 01 58 141 165 1149321448
vOCATIONAL EDUCATION VI 2l 6,013,834 158284653 2,034,350 £1,861, 003 W 13 128 149003 4394
SUBTUTAL FOx VUCATIUNAL PROGRAMS 1141334548 20117500114 2601091643 221,640, 151 56 90 101 2241492 140¢
ADULT 38810 D nlub SEHCUL & be3idy0od 1946824493 4212254513 23,908,071 57 8 101 31505 455y
GUULT COMMONVITY SERVICE (3 8504453 16y 38 190,017 o8y 340 9% 136 iT4 £19943450)
SuBTOTA Run ADULT vhooRAMS ThlTgnl8 d19bd18¢d 50015, 599 LTyl 4ll b 88 7 & 1wls 899
TS 24 10019160018 4los5BD e 950822, 1cb 404,402 813 09 L2 125 310e89saly
vy BASIC 25 215,333,010 oBBye9L, 519 1644129 Toly 142 056 L] iJ4 144 51342980091
10 - 12 BASIC 20 103 9449,37) 2T19o87,490 iy, 1ol 299,785 6Cl 18 121 140 PACYT LAY OB
SUBTOTAL FOR BASIC PRUGRANS 53904004500 93709009900y L4br 071,410 19923,331, 01¢ o 125 139 14098 wmen8Dy
T0TAL FQR ALL FEFP PROéRAMS 5994509, 804 (972901974242 Ly24 300,992 14920,564, 234 12 116 129 1,4801195481

THE THREE CJLUMAS LAotLE) 'COST AS A PrkLENT F FERP ADJUSTEY AbvENUEY DISPLAY PR (ACH PRIGRAM THE TOTAL OIRECT. THE TGTaL SCHUOLs
AND THE TOTAL PRUGRAM (JSTS AS PEXCENTAGES CGF THE FEFP ANJUSTED REVENUE
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SUMNARY TOTAL
FILE 40, 05.084-1

PYOaokAM NAM: AND NO.
SOJCABLE WENTALLY RETARDED 0l
TRAINABLE MENTALLY KETARDED Wy
PHISTCALLY HANDICAPPED 03
* PHYSICAL AND OCCUPATIONAL, THERAPY PT 04
SPEECH AND HEARING THERAPY PT 0
OEAF 0
VISIALLY HANDICAPPED PT 07
VISUALLY HANDICAPPEL 08
ENOT IONALLY DI STURBED P 09
ENQT IONALLY DISTURBED 19
SOCIALLY KALADJUSTED Il

SPECIFIC LEARNING DISABILITY PT 12

SPECIFIC LEARNING DISARILITY 13
GIFTED PT L4
HOS? [TAL AND HOMEBOUND P T 15
©SUBTUTAL FOR EXCEPTIUNAL PROGRAMS
VOCAT [ONAL EDUCAT 0N | 16
VOCATIONAL EODUCATION [] 17
JOCAT[ONAL EDUCATION [11 8
VOCATIONAL EDUCATION Iy 19
VOCATIONAL EDUCATION V 20
VOCATIONAL EDUCATION 1 o
SUBTUTAL FOR VOCATIONAL PROGRAMS
ANULT BASIC AND HIGH SCHOUL 2
AGULT COMMUNITY SERVICE 23
SUBTUTAL FOR ADULT PRUGRAMS
K= 3 BASIC 2%
4 - § BASIC 25
10-12 wSIC 2.

SUBTOTAL FOR BASIC PRUGRAMS

TOTAL FUR ALL FEFP PROGRAMS

12

SUMMARY TDTal

O

FLORTOA DEPARTMENT DF EDJCATION
1975-Tu PKOGKAM COST REPURT
SPECTAL wevenue (CONFRACTED Pr lGkAM) FUNUS EX?eNUTTRES

SALARTES

313,547
14596?4
71 IS\. '
14,84
90.[%
84434
14405
234544
15,621
504359

264210
143014549
854509
¢12+202
2464719
1294320
2161201
644898
112144915
1631566
654201
8284767
26185047%
154858288
119364223

449645267

474990,508

GROUP SUMMARY TOTALS

EMPLOY EE PILCHASED
BENEFITS ERVICES
Y
B1913
Ol
91 424
dr d84
13,918
4
S OM ZB
Ll 41338
e 40Y 1y 226
1Ls195 00104
3512 159543
134489 11601
1,728 514
44202 9,147
2241504 89044
141886 146y 616
654820 192y 761
404742 1771660
211626 13,917
4uy T4l ehily
111064 byil2
2004890 559,405
117,883 201065
81962 436
1261845 L0l
45315000 465 330
216634914 439,447
3024334 121,023
Tr497425% 142250804
810474493 L1099 356

MATERIALS
i SUPPLIE

)
33y54]

17,428
62l

550,074
Lugy 051
8123
194,280
Ly 7941497
1,319,902
169199
3,314,354

$176:0679

UTHER
EXPENSES

14503
led79
2194
loﬁx

1,030
59,287
11413
544175
28,886

8,888

1634679

156,630
931259

49,889
440,174
204051

319354

1645179

Lyel 0806

CﬁPITAL
QUTLAY
J04287
224124
111037
505
01625
21419
114570

 byale
1564094
520.204
1+607,828
145734543

236,930
1137447

417549209

143,085
39591
1864670
11260440
142744610
3644110

2,899,020

7.998,0:9

SUMMARY TOTAL

PAGE 05
1t

\

TCTAL DIRECT
COSTS

249 148]
219y 157
14,110
415]
1854323
1434935
284493
¢lyubl
244158
932151
1094119
3044506
954233
04660
414674

149244224
438,94/
d9312,74%
201924371
991405
629421
2191095
114434232
114274880
173,084
1.607!504
3943414967
2118424872
249614038

0J1 145,877

1111204897

13
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SUMMARY TOTAL | . SUMMARY TOTAL
FILE NU. 05.084-2 FLORTUA DEPARTMENT Jt EDUCATIIN PAGE 0
1975-16 PKOGRAM CO5T REPORY L/ T
SPECLAL REVENUE (CUNTRACTED PROGRAM) FUNUS EXPENDITJRES
GROJP SUMMARY TOTALS

COST AS A PERCENT OF
FEFP ADJUSTED REVENUE

PROGRAM NAME ANy NO, SCHIOL TOTAL SCHOUL  OISTRICT  TOTAL PROGRAM FEFP

IRDIRECT GUSTS " INDIRECT casTs TOTAL% TOTAL® TOTAL ADJUSTED
CUsTS COsTS DIRECTHSCHOOL¥PROGRAN REVENUE

SDUCABLE MENTALLY rcTAKDEY ol 286 671707 189,966 861, 733 2 3 4 5123131
TRAINABLE MENTALLY RETARDED 02 2 4931499 139,340 633,035 3 1 9 39813,921
PHYSICALLY HANDICAPHED 03 ‘ 157,420 10,607 228,021 5 b 9 414564473
OHYSICAL AND OCCUPATIONAL THERAPY PT 04 291373 19:811 49, 184 13 8] A 2221439
SPEECH AND HEARING THERAPY PT 1414517 2T 3l 174871 l ! 2 13,7214229
JEAF ( 1744251 2341990 2021241 h | 1 2,03)513
V[SJALLY HANDICAPPED PT 0, 29,825 261 188 56,013 ! 8 ‘ 1 SRR
VISJALLY HANDICAPPED 08 ol 28,898 5,386 34,284 14 14 i 0.
EMOT TUNALLY DISTURGED PT 09 311 21,509 424586 10,115 l l ‘ J1496y.1)
EMOTIONALLY DISTURBED 10 100,193 190+ 344 83,000 a1 344 3 b g 34435,8017
SUCTALLY MALADJUSTED 11 3784663 489,382 260,466 148, 346 8 Y| 51 Ly3lés29
APECTFIC LEARNING DISAGILITY PT 12 8l1b24 386,130 103,586 489, 116 l 2 2 211293490
SPECTFIC LEARNING D]SABILITY 1} 5,417 100,656 {94043 130, 499 ) 5 ! 141999424
o[FTED PT 14 11,962 321604 101234 ‘42, 854 0 l l 417419233
ADSP{TAL ANU HOMEBUUND PT 15 21,410 694144 144049 bly193 1 10 11 713,625
SUBTOTAL FOR EXCEPTIUNAL PROGRAMS 11074299 300309523 1,044)450 4,075,973 2 4 b 834564,35¢
VOCATIONAL EOUCATION | 1o 285195% Lolzéy 10} 13,037 11255, 138 4 5 5 23,8740683
VOCATIONAL EDUCATION 1 17 5261343 $199,089 431,206 3,530,295 5 b ! 47,94433)
YOCATIONAL EDUCATION I11 id 544,181 20136435/ 383,272 31119, 824 3 4 5 6518100412
VOCATIONAL SDUCATION 1Y 19 2981100 1y2494152 309, 162 11558y 214 2 2 3 534525,965
VOCATIONAL EDUCATION V¥ 20 1004665 730,086 13,622 803,708 b b 1 114351.291
VOCAT[ONAL EDUCATION I 2 93,942 3134037 1300 136 443,173 2 3 4 17,108,938
SUBFITAL #0R VOCAYIONAL PROGRAMS 1,898,785 942524017 l|§58-435 10,710, 452 J 4 5 Lldyal50600
ADU.T BASIC ANU HIGH SCHNDL , 2L 200,381 1,650,261 519,365 21169, 626 b 1 10 2241604576
ADULT COMMUNITY SExVICE 23 20,196 199,880 14y 544 212,424 24 21 28 1474999
SUBTOTAL FOR ADULT PRUGRAMS 242,577 11450, 141 531,909 2,382,050 1 8 10 23,508,457
K -3 B#asic {4 448304264 400172423] 61638y 418 40,810, 009 10 1 13 310,893,210
4 =9 gASIC 2y 3,889,025 2501310897 6,888,407 3246201 304 4 5 0 512,137,740
W~ {2 BASIC 26 11584161 4901094199 2,449,399 61568, 598 l 2 3 20342874243
SUBTUTAL FOR BASIC PROGRAMS 948774450 100023,327  15/976,18% 85,999,511 b b 8 1y08b,3784257
TOTAL FOR ALL FEFP PRJORAMS 13,036,111 84/151,008 19,010,978 103,167, 986 5 b T 1,405,805 400y

' .

THE THREE CULUMNS LABcLEL X T AS A PERCENT DF FEFP ADJUSTED REVENUE' DISPLAY FOR EACH PRIGRAM THE TOTAL DIRECT, THE TOTAL SCHOOL,
AND THE TOTAL PROGRAM CUSTS 8 S PEXCENTAGES OF THE FEFP ADJUSTED REVENUE

SUHNARY TOTAL ‘ - SUNMARY TOTAL



SUMMARY TLTAL
FILZ N0 05.084-1

PROIGK AN NAME AND

EhuCatLE MENTALLY nFTAIED
TRAINABLE MENTALLY nLTAJDED
PHYyTLALLY HANDICAPPED

PHYSTCAL AND OCCUPATIONAL THERAPY PT

SPEECH AND HEARING THEndPY PT

DEAF

VALY HANDICAPEG b1
VISIALLY HANDICAPPEC
EMOT LONALLY DISTURGEW PT
EMOTIONALLY U13TURGED

- SOCIALLY MALADJUSTED

SPECIFIC LEARNING UISABLLITY PT
SPECIFIC LEARNING DITARILITY
GIFFED PT

r0S? [TAL AND HUME3OuNy PT

SUBTOTAL buk EXCERTIONAL PROGRAMS

VOCATIONAL EQUCATIUN |
VOCATIONAL EQUCATIDN T
YOCATIONAL EQUCATION HIT
VOCATIONAL EDUCATIuN 1V
VOCATIONAL EQUCATION V
YOCATIONAL EDUCATIUN VI

SUBTOTAL FOR VOCATIONAL PROGRANS
ADULT BASIC AND HIGH SCHUOL
ADULT COMMUNITY SERVICE

SUBTOTAL FuR AGULT PRJGRANS

LI HASIL
4= BAS C
10 - 12 BASIC

SUBTOTAL FOR BASIC PXOGRAMS

TOTAL FUR ALL FLFP FROGRANS

16

SUMAARY TOTAL

O

Nu.

PSR e —
" L OC =~ O

x
(3

24
29
0

FLORIYA D PARTAENY UF EWULATLDY
1972=1s PRIGRAM CUST sefiii]
DENERAL [WPenATING) Ahu SPECTAL Vel (CUNTRALT 2 b

SaLAR[ES

¢ 1089, Tho
0.&1(|ddi
r4Tenlln
301812
7!05l|2§4
212064355
7?4|8(J
233483

3y LBy 19
4,243,251
218050444
13,616,485y
18084158
992084119
Sy dlnpuel

S0k
14GET 807
xﬂyéll 830
26!523|48Z
2116904939
Yy 744,946
ov0q9|636
99,584,709
11,435,483
15614048
124990 85)
2311214900
35048004275
13848734470

13218931754

92012051028

GNP SUAMARY THTALS

CNPLOYES
BENEFITY

ESTAIRD!
1129500
My4lo

44952y
l|J10|905
347,040
1131042
35y 500
5014219
b4y, 2%
4341299

2+140, 011
447,823
Todv el
344,644

LEi5730955

111004414
211660199
4,317,070
492079625
1v294|043
11214315

1312801326

11082 208
C210n

118921345
$T40001231
349941, 943
219139, 395
113,087 175

Ll 97749801

PUKCHASEu
SERVICES

Lody L
I59N
11105
H7|91£
CTTRLY
PRTYTA
4328
all
1303l
1491054
169 119
43,485
8,087
34y 200
10y 240

342,169
314921
kb4 b4
447y 111
(751843
104 344
179,940
144394363
89,838
10|179
106,047
110364765
1166061490
110224951

311260 18¢

015141351

MATERTALS
& SUPPLIFS

7L“’|LLZ
199821
53y 409
1yel)
G5y 940
42]555
be41)
lybdb
231443
1104108
116,129
250,864
5Lv142
118,783
204793

1,812,72)
81210l
114864250
L1580,071
112059044
314,66l
261, 86h
50181211
069,064
55120
125364
104 528,331
13,543, 147
6,056,080

30,126,364

360947,139

M) OFUNS Y UXPENU T TURE S

JTrgR
tXPENSES

41150
821864
ALY

5y5¢3
b9y 157
L8471
14061
2453y
30,697
51'399
23160

117,955

15v19b
- 36,751
42,132

176,438
89,252
354, &3
418,121
433,436
13,79
1154225
1y h43,174
516,030
230,380
Tharklt
2,509,014
31704 432
11207,859

104214305

10,481,333

CAP|TAL
OUTLAY

2194059
65,574
35425

14203
26|461

8,072,564
390,670
3116
422,846
311104279
4,338,915
297984057
10,247,251

19+369,423

SUNNARY TUTAL
PAGE 07
LI 15

TOTAL DIRECI
Costs

23!859;55)
14571 40¢
313524591
wHl 439
319834284
5107;v925
9224017
L141995
311304855
513001441
39435004y
1992289%
393494105
0,588,621
213044087

913651568
104719872
25167 4863
381006486
3300
1243704526
101035+91%
1324049 1808
l@v78tv103
201074583
161889868
291 1404483
435,000,113
1714093018

891159+1031

11135,79%4275

SUMMARY TUTAL
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AUHAREY T TRL SUMMARY TOTAL
FIL= "y 034 084-2 ELORIUA It ARTHENT OF EUUCATIIN PAGE 08
1979-Ta PROGKAM COST-iREPDRT L2/11/10
SENERAL (PE4ATING) %0 PECTAL KcWENUE (CONTRACTED PRIGREH) rUNJS EXPENOTTURES
GROJF SUMMARY TOTALS |

COST AS A PERCENT OF
: , FEFP ADJUSTED REVENUE
PROGERANY NAYL AND N . SrOOL 1AL SLHDNL ULaTRICT  TOTAL PRUSRAM EFP

INOTRECT CISTS INUIRECT (L0STS [OTAL¥ TOTAL® TOIAL AJJUSTED

LESTS : CusTs DIRECT#SCHOOLSPROGRAM REVENVE
Sy AALE MENTALLY RETALDED 3 131093,40) 30330099 54570325 421830y 280 13 1071 13 34913128
TRAT AgLE HENTALLY RETARDED 00 3ols,9d Lydub oS3 11986y 330 121682y 643 15 1o 124 104063, 189
PR ICALY HANUTCAPP B 3 L%l ndersll 630,037 41902 346 1 106 U be¢31905
PHYICAL AND UCCUPATIONAL THERAPY PT 04 1654801 ul4r24d §8,9¢ 123233 93 17 1 493,97

SPELCH SN0 HEARING THEAAPY 2T 09 & Tilalhs Ly 1080428 116794 13,387, 862 53 69 ) 1596742
ObAF lo 91 M 51647201 M “y 156 358 I P LY 3esin vl
JESIALLY RAMDICAPPEY ) ' Syl Loliee 393 dly. L4isy 100 1y 1w 140044002
©OPALLY HANDICARPED o Yy a4l 2091 544 50519 401y lua 140 160 26378)
[UNALL ¢ LSTURu Y 1 (0 Lt 3 133,812 1914 343 919251215 54 13 84 1,074,224
M1 TONALLY 015 TURYE Y L 240004600 15074013 L 131,75 8y 638, 821 o 108 124 619671458
SUCHALLY HALADIUSTEY bL Ly 94,dne 213904502 8621363 692521 865 T 122 14l 14231484
PR LRI LEaRNING DTSAGLLLTY PT 2 Yot 912 20,393,936 3, 142,202 ¢512360 108 52 10 8) 314495,58]
SPECTHIC LFACNING D 15arTLITY Lo hehadadsl 418774462 1034691 5,581,153 86 125 143 39897 1008
wltTem 21 bt 2y840y 310 9, 1314931 Lé90, 806 104424131 5% B4 9% 13,818,724
A0S T TAL AN HUMEBUOND PT Y] L93v104 211974251 4254289 39402, 490 43 130 L 393059940
SUdlUt AL FUR EACLPTIUNAL PRUGRAMS 31134601 L3l 184614, 766 145,591 961 03} 9 105 13344374191
¢ o TTONAL €DUCAT [uis | Lo 5,923,491 L6y04J030Y 21081451 164724820 43 6o Ty 8ol
v A TT0NAL cQUCATLON T 19 eddyitll 40,897,275 5,361 711 oy 258 986 9¢ 43 ') +14Jy), 12
. JATTINAL EOUCAT LN 11 (8 224375,1%9 6014419045 1y 920y cY4 b8y 369 929 53 84 99 6940024391
¢JCATIONAL EQUCATIUN {V 19 23,445,265 53y02414L¢ 11763, 107 by 384, 576 by 106 129 28134490
VOCATIONAL EQUCSTION 20 580424 1812344740 213,979 20,508y 715 104 153 {2 L1193 1440
JOCATIONAL EDUCA, ION VI 20 6,l074776 Loy 1414690 21162486 18,304,176 7] 115 13l 1410331594
@ SUSIITAL FOR VILATIUNAL PROLRAMS 1449424323 210,963,131 27,564,078 238,551,209 9 Y4 tto 2244495 4o
A0ULT BASLC AND Hluh Se+00L 22 615504446 21)332,156 49 744,943 2600771697 63 9, Il 31209084
ADULT CUMMUNTTY SExvICE 3 8704649 299741209 802,501 3,180,110 Wy 145 Lba 21094300
SUBTUTAL FUF AUULT PRUGHAMS 144214095 4ral01963 595474504 ¢9,8581 4617 66 ¥5 A 2310144899
£ -3 =ASIC 24 165,348+28¢  wdual3ce9k6 22,460,506 50912131422 14 143 131 13484930200
y -9 RASIC 23 21912224031 T4,2230410 19,539,546 193, 162: 962 9 139 159 131294391
lv = ¢ MSIC 26 104,008,030  215¢7060649 30,647,550 3064354 199 80 129 143 21444434203
SURT'IIAL FUX BASIC PRIGRAMS h4G,1784990 1,440,082/981 10206474602 116093301583 82 132 lén 1,093,025,475
13T Fik AL FERP PRIGRAMS 074,555,975 1,80G,4569250 21403774970 2004341320 220 6 122 130 1,481,19,387

THE TIREE COLUMNS LASELED 'COST AS A PERCENT UF FEFP ADJUSTED REVENUE! DISPLAY FOR LACH PRIGRAM THE TQTAL DIRECTs THE TOTAL STHIOL,
AND THE TOTAL PAGGKAM [uSTS %5 PEKCENTAGES uf THE FEFP ADJJSTED REVENJE
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FEFP ADJUSTED REVENUE REPORT

This report displays an amount for each program which reprsents the
FEFP dollars earned. With this amount a comparison can be made with
the total school costs to determine compliance with the crit-~ia in
Section 237.34(3)(a), F.S. The FEFP adjusted ' ~venue amount inciudes
all non-categorical FEFP funds and equired local effort dollars.
This report is only available for the general (operating) fund.

The unweighted FTE and prorated adjustments are those which were current
on May 25, 1976. Thus the estimated June, 1976 FTE count is reflected
in all calculations, not the June actual. Minimum guarantee, prorated
adjustment, and prior year adjustment are prorated to schools and pro-
grams based upon unweighted FTE. Because of the rounding of figures in
printing, addition horizontally and vertically may be discrepant by a
small amount.

Questions which can be answered with this report for the state, district,
and sehools:

What was the unweighted FTE for any FEFP program or group of
FEFP programs?

What was the weighted FTE for any FEFP program or group of
FEFP programs?

What was the ineligible weighted FTE for any FEFP program or
group of FEFP programs?

What was the FEFP revenue for any FEFP prograsi or group of
FEFP programs?

What was the FEFP adjusted revenue for any FEFP program or
group of FEFP programs? -

What wcs the FEFP adjusted revenue per unweighted FTE for
any FEFP program or group of FEFP programs?

The state level report which follows and its page number are:

1975-76 FEFP Adjusted Revenue Report 10

20



SUMMARY TOTALS SUMMARY TOTALS
FILE ND. 054132 FLORIDA DEPA» H:NT uF EDUCHT . pAGE 10
19T9=T6 FEFP & JUsTE AEVENUL WEPURT 12116716
GROUP SUMMARY TOTALS

PROGRAN NAME AND NO,® FULL-TIME EQUIVALENT STUDENTS ¢ FEFP % ADJUSTMENTS ¥ FEFP FEFP §
UNAEIGHTED  WEIGHTED INELIGIBLE  REVENUE PRORATED  PRIOR YEAR  ADJUSTED PER

REPCRTED  REPORTED  WEIGHTED REVENUE  UNWFTE
eLUCABLE MENTALLY KETARDED Ol 20,799.98  474839.95 232,56 3510840602 318,222- 35161~ 3ei13Laeel 161
TRAINABLE MENTALLY RETAROED 0 4156lede 13968372 0,00 104146y 67¢ 105202~ Be267~  10vd084ley 29201
PHYSICALLY HANDICAPPED 03 L1io2b.4d 51342468 0400 45050, 146 24,021~ 21600~ 410231453 4o03b
PHYSICAL AND OCCURATIONAL THERAPY PT 04 11,00 660400 2,00 494y 588 leJ12~ 9 4304975 4,424
SPEECH AND HEARING THE«APV pT 05 20303, 71  25:031.70 266462 164906, 333 359554~ 39400=  ~1648614311 14322
DEAF 0o 1,120462 4148¢.48 0.00 313521654 171444~ Lol04= 343344101 2,975
VISUALLY HANDICAPP&D PT 01 134,06 11340,60 000 11006 311 4.095- 151~ 11004.005 11490
VISUALLY HANDICAPPED 08 98479 345,76 0.09 265 690 1,575- 335- 2634180 ¢0610
EMOTIONALLY DISTURBED PT 09  Ly3lelle 948710 3LL.8 14095, 958 2,315+ 1,419 T,0T4y280 39305
EMOT [ONALLY DISTURBLY 10 2,768,700 104244419 §70.57 7,011,918 43,012~ 11648 649674258 24516
SOCIALLY MALADJUSTED 1L 2458750 21951439 64470 4,469, 336 4(4943- 41905 49423488 14110

SPECIFIC LEARNING DISABILITY PT 12 uell4edd  ol4058.31 5,076,81 314606, 813 98,580 L4168 31,493,581 5
SPEClFlC LEARNING DISABILITY 13 24203.58 51206423 18402 31931, 349 35,086~ 21995~ 318924098 14720
GIFTED P ! 14 5,015.59  15:246.71  10Le25 104904589 19:472= 80359 10+818,158 {el32
HOS?ITAL aND HOMEBOUND PT 15 200,21 4,0%.05 « 0,00 3,010, 594 4105~ 409- 3,006,021 114120
SUBTUTAL FOR EXCEPTIONAL PROGRAMS 9101225 190935101 7554240 13913350569  793,006-  83,372- 134,459,131 24104
YOCATIONAL EDUCATION ! lo  14923.18  334752.75 3,20 25:220,414 124,788 21,996~ 25,081,631 3,160
VOCATIINAL EQUCATIIN (! LT 25,314,317 664829.94 0,00 91532!367 392,066- 504199 49,090,102 1,99
VOCATIONAL EDUCATION 111 18 43,084,21  93,923.58 0,00 69,802,211  668,108- 10,718  694063,391 1,603
YOCATIONAL EDUCATION [V 19  45,0l6.9¢  76,078.63 213,07 36y 082,504 562,569- 109438 55,319,436 1,229
YOCATIONAL EDUCATION V 20 114871,09 lu.?l9.53 361,83 12.138. 509 184pd28= 210233 1149324448 14005
VOCATIONAL EDUCATION Vi il 16,900,06  19,173,07  458.07  L40296,910  260,507-  28.010- 14,008,394 829
O SUBTOTAL FOR VUCATIUNAL PROGRAMS 1504109.85 3004977449 1.052.23 227,080,980 2,320y865- 2621653~ 2241495467 14496
ADULT BASIC AND HIGH SCHOOL 22 260010453  33,293.48 1,336.69 249032,419 409,179  57,68l- 234565539 906
A0ULT COMMUNTTY SEQVIZE 3 4,221.55  24853.60 452 21124760 664580- 8,880~ 2,049,300 485
SUBTOTAL FOR ADULT PROGRAMS 309238.08 36414707 1434121 260150, 178 475,159~ bbs561= 2546144859 847
K= 5 BAMC z« 4149087,37 510,983.81 0,00 371,993,291 6,375,155- 124,861~ 370,8934215 89
s -5 QASIC > 10,721,001  T184721.01 0.00 525,448, 559 10.951.228- 10204,935- 5130292391 12
10 - [¢ BasIC 20 208,074.80  2951542.28, 0.00 2194021, 987 ;148,444 433,339 216,940,203 798
SUBTUTAL FOR BASIC PROGRANS 5395'#83.18 115174241410 0400 112294635837 2104744828- 29363,135~ 1109846254872 T8

\.RSV o
TGTAL Fuk ALL FEFP PRIURAMS 4251043436 2,054,722,17 9,925,84 Li51540375565 259066,458= 297754721~ 1,487,195,387 915
' \
JUTES:

FEFJ REVENUE = wEIGHTED REPORTED FTE MINUS INELLGIBLE WEIGHTED FTE MULTIPLIED BY BASE STUDENT COST ($745) MULTIPLIED BY OISTRICT
COST DIFFERENTIAL (X, XXXX) PLUS MININUN GUARANTEE NINUS EDUCATIONAL TRAINING EXPENDI TURE OF §5 PER UNWE!G TED FTE

JNWEIGHTED REPORTED FTE AND PRORATED ADJUSTMENTS ARE THOSE WHICH WERE CJRRENT ON MAY &5 1376

WINIHUM GUAKANTEE, PRORATED AUJUSTHENT, ANU PRIOR YEAR ADJUSTMENT ARE PRORATEL T0 SCHUOLS AND PROGRAMS BASED UPON UNWEIGHTEY FTE
BEEAUSE OF THE ROUNDING OF FIGURES IN PRINTINGs ADDITION HORILONALLY AND VERTICALLY MAY BE DISCREPANT BY A SMALL AMUUNT :a:a
&

Y TOTALS SUMMARY TOTALS




STAFF AND SALARY ANALYSIS REPORT

This report displays staffing ratios, approximate average salaries, and
salaries per fTE for the combined genera] (operating) and special rev-
enue (contractgd ‘program) funds only.

The staff un1ts ut111zed in this report are those used in cost account-
ing for direct cost proration and indirect cost attribution purposes.
They represent full-time equivalent teachers only. However, the salary
amounts -utilized in this report represent all direct salaries which in-
clude teachers, substitute teachers, and classroom paraprofessionals.
Therefore the salary per staff unit amount will be greater than the
average teacher salary.

Questions which can be answered with this report for the state, districts,
and schools:

What was the unweighted FTE for any FEFP program or group of
FEFP programs?

What was the amount of full-time equivclent staff units for
each FEFP program or c¢roup of FEFP programs?

What was t'.e staffing ratio, that is, unweighted FTE divided
by staff units, for ary FEFP program or group of FEFP programs?

How much was expended for saiaries for the combined general
(operating) and spectal revenue (contracted program) funds
for any FEFP program or group of FEFP programs?

What amount of combined salaries was expended per staff unit
(approximate average salary) for any FEFP program or group of
FEFP programs?

What amount of combined salaries was expended per wmweighted
FTE for any FEFP program or group of FEFP programs?

The state level report which follows and its page number are:

1975-76 Program Cost Staff and Salary Analysis Report 12

11

23




SUMAARY TOTALS . SUNMARY TOTALS
FILE ND4 05,133 FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF EOUCATIQN PAGE 12
| 1975-76 PROGKAM COST STAFF AND SALARY ANALYSIS REPORT 1217
GROUP SUMMARY TOTALS

PROGRA™ NAME AND NO.  UNWZIGHTED STAFF UNGFTE PER  GENERAL 4N GEN. AND SPEC,  GEle AND SPEC.
FTe INITS STAFF UNIT  SPECIAL {EV,  KEV, FUNDS SAL  REV. FUNDS SAL
FINDS SALARIES PER STAFF UNIT PER UN.FTE

EOUCABLE MENTALLY RETARDED =01 200799498 1,d8u.00 1103 ¢0y 689, Tob 104970 995
TRAINAOLE MENTALLY RETARDED OZ 41561 24 305,95 8.06 61217y 601 10,986 14363
- PHYSICK,LY HANDICAPPED 14526448 213493 1014 2.472,726 114559 14620
PHYS JCAL AND OCCUPATIONAL THERAPY PT 06 111400 28,22 3.92 301 91¢ 104875 4115
SPEECH AND HEARING THERAPY P 05 2.303 n 108,96 3.25 1,651y 284 100792 3.3
DEAF 06 14120.6¢ 192,71 5edd 2,206, 055 114448 1,969
VISUALLY HANDICAPPED Pl 07 134,06 27.11 2,00 114823 11,546 31280
VISUALLY HANDICAPPED 08 98.79 1.32 4,63 235832 10,968 21361
EMOT JONALLY DISTURBED PT 09 1e316.16 310,51 4,24 3,118 109 104042 21369
ENOTION&LLY DISTURBED 10 291 g.?O 41).28 “6e15 4 243,251 10342 14533
Y MALADJUSTED 1 29581456 239.81 10.79 Zv80594 11,699 11084
SPECIFIE LEARNING DISABILITY PT 12 6927449 1,252,02 3.01 13,616, 859 10,876 10
SPECIFIC LEARNING DISABILETY 13 2126358 257,11 8,80 2,008y 158 104922 L1241
RIFTED PT 14 51075.59 449,43 1189 51268 119 172 11038
dOSPlTAL AND HOMEBOUND P 1 15 210.27 198,33 1,36 2,316y 867 114681 84572
SUBTUTAL FOR EXCEPTIONAL PROGRAMS 51521225 6,801.81 1453 14,130,924 104987 L1429
VOCATIONAL EDUCATION 1 L6 14923418 623,33 leo]l 1,087,807 113l 835
VOCATIONAL EDUCATION i {1 25,314.31 1'604.48 19,18 18,421,830 114357 12
VOCATIONAL EDUCATION 1 18 430084021 2,534452 17.00 28,823, 2682 1143172 669
VOCATIONAL EDUCATION IV 19 - 45,0169 2, 529 5 17.80 27,6964 539 10,949 615
VOCATIONAL EDUCATION V 20 115871409 164434 15453 9y Théy 946 12,749 821
VOCATIONAL EDUCATION V1 ) 164900406 662443 5451 8,009 686 12,091 474
z SUBTOTAL FOR VOCATIONAL PROGRAMS 1504109485  8,718.64 1128 99,584,090 Le22 603
ADULT BASIC AND HIGH SCHOOL 22 264010453 1,312.89 18.95 114435, 832 84330 440
ADULT COMNUNITY SERVICE PE] 44221455 195456 21.6¢ 1,361y 026 1,98 359
SUBTUTAL FOR ADULT PRIGRAMS 30,238,308  1y568a5 19.28 144996+ 860 81280 430
K= BASIC 24 ol4,087.37  20,511.53 2041y 237,214 002 11565 873
+ =9 BASIC 5 110472140 31.281.41 22,12 356,8060 276 111406 502
10 - (2 BASIC 26 2684674480  12,387.74 21469 138,813,416 114211 511
SUBTOTAL FOR BASIC PRISRAMS 1393148318 64180408 2111 132,893 7154 114419 526
TOTAL FOR ALL FEFP PROGRAMS gb25v063-36 81420958 20,00 920,205 628 11,32} _ 550

29
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PROGRAM COSTS EXPRESSED AS PERCENTAGES OF TOTAL PROGRAM COSTS

This report displays for each FEFP program and group of FEFP programs
the percentage which the expenditure for any cost element/total was
of the total expenditure for that program.

Questions which can be answered with this report for the state, districts,
and schools:

What percent of the total FEFP amount expended for any FEFP

program or group of FEFP programs was expended for salaries?
This question could be asked for any cost element/total, not

Jjust salaries.

How much more (or less) percentage-wise based on program

totals was being expended in any FEFP program or group of
FEFP programs for school indirect costs than for district
indirect costs? This question could be asked for any two
cost elements/totals, not just indirect costs.

How much more (or less) percentage-wise based on program
totals was expended for salaries in one FEFP program than
for salaries in any other FEFP program? This question could
be asked for any cost element/total, not just salaries. In
addition the percentage comparison could be made between any
eombination of FEFP programs and groups of FEFP programs.
Furthermore the percentage comparison could be made between
any combination of school, district, state, and group summary
reports.

The state level reports which follow and their respective page numbers
are:

1975-76 Program Costs Expressed as Percentages of Total
Program Costs, General (Operating) Fund Expenditures 14

1975-76 Program Costs Expressed as Percentages of Total
Program Costs, Special Revenue (Contracted Program)
Funds Expenditures 15
1975-76 Program Costs Expressed as Percentages of Total

Program Costs, General (Operating) and Special Revenue
(Contracted Program) Funds Expenditures 16

26
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WHAAY TOTAL

FILE wus C5ole4 12716116

FLORIDA DEPARTMENT QF EPUCATIUN
1975-76 PROGRAN COST REPORT
GENERAL [OPERATING) FUND EXPENDITURES

PHUGRAM LOSTS EXPRESSED AS PERCENTAGES OF TQTVAL PRUGRAM COSTS

PRJUGARAM NAME AND NO. SALARIES ENPLOY

EQUC4oLE MENTALLY RETARUED
THAINAGLE MENTALLY KETAKDED
PHYS ICALLY HANDICAPPED

PHYSICAL 4ND OCCUPATIUNAL THERAPY PT :

SPEECH AND HEAXING THERAPY PT
DEAF

VISUALLY HANDICAPPED PT
VISUBLLY HANDICAPPED

ENOT IGNALLY DISTURBED PT

ENOT [ONALLY OTSTURBED

SGCIALLY NALADJUSTED

SPECIFIL LEARNING DISABILITY PT
SPECIFIC (EANING DISABILITY

IFTED P
AUSPITAL ANU HUMEBOUND PT
SUBTOTAL FOR EXCEPTIONAL PROGRAMS

VOCATIONAL EQUCATION |

“VOCATIONAL EDUCAT ION 11

VOCATIONAL EDUCATION 1]
YOCATIONAL EOUCATIUN IV
VUCATIONAL EQUCATIUN V
VOCATIONAL EDUCATION VI
SUSTUTAL FUR VUCATIONAL PROGRAMS
ADULT BASIC ANG HIGH SCHOOL
ADULT COMMUNITY SERVICE
SUBTUTAL FUR ADULT PRUGRAMS
K=~ 3 BASIC

4 -9 BASIC

10 - [ BASIC

SUBTUTAL Fun BASIC PRUGRAMS

TUTAL Fuk 8LL FeFP PRUTKAMS

27

[:l{\,(: 1078

0l
02

BENEF]

0.97

0497

056

.29
J o

0.31

dold
0.30
0.18

0429

GROUP SUMNARY TOTALS

— € s TP Pmrps D O O O s pesv—
® ® = 8 ® o » 8 o & & o » n o
— ATV OND WD =t 0D L B =4O S~ OO0

~D

O WU B O B =g OO0 O WO OO O N

YEE PURCHASE MATERIALS OTHER

ITS SERVICES SUPPLIES  EXP.

CAPITAL TOTAL

ouTLAY

0,43
043

DIRECT
cost

58.8?
6140

63,12
83,15

61,00
63.90
6

SCHOOL  TOTAL DI

INDIRECT SCHOOL N

(0sTS

34,71
34451
35,40

3434

C0STS

81,35
87.99

(

SUMMARY TOTAL
PAGE 14

T TOTAL
T PROGRAY
CoSTS

100.00
103,00
100.00
102.0)
103.00

Ll

5
D
0

A ——
—tt X X

Bt e s N2
W i oD € O LOITI e
OV g AN

12,3
12,31 102, 0
12438 100,00
16 100.00
11e34 10000
[1.56 10J400
1149 103,00
17 100400
11,38 100,00
11,46 10,00
11,67 10).00
2 1e 100.0)
18,25 100.00
9491 109.00
.55 10,0
9.41 102,00

903 102400

10,17 100.00

28
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SUMMARY TOTAL : SUMMARY TOTAL
FILE NO. 05,103 L T6 FLORIDA UEPARTNENT OF EDUCATION PAGE 15
1975-T6 PROGRAM COST REPORTY
SPECIAL REVENUE (CONTRACTED PROGRAMJ FUNDS EXPENDITURES
PROGRAM COSTS EXPRESSED AS PERCENTAGES OF TOTAL PROGRAM COSTS
GROUP SUNMARY TOTALS

PROGRAM NAME AND NO. SAUARIES EMPLOYEE PURCHASE MATER[ALS OTHER (APITAL TOTAL  SCHOOL TOTAL DISTRICT TOTAL
BENEFITS SERVICES SUPPLIES  EXp.  OUTLAY DIRECT [NDIRECT SCHOOL INGIRECT PRUGRAM
: COST  Casts  COsTS  COSTS  COSTS

EQUCABLE MENTALLY RETARDED 0l 43.35 7.82 .00 3.89 0.87 42l d2 04 15.82 717,96  22.04 103,03
TRAINABLE MENTALLY RETARDED 02 23401 3.9y Lol 2426 0,30 3.49 3440 43,52 T1.98 22,02 102,00
PHYSICALLY HANDICAPPED 0 3.3 3.3 1edd 3.07 109 16T 50,06 18,99 6904 30.26 103430
PHYSICAL AND OCCUPATIONAL THERAPY PT 04 30,22 5023 11.04 8404 290 103 5846  l.26 5972 0.8 10).00
SPEECH AND HEARING THERAPY PT 05 54,98 9,37 L.l 3.4y te84 3,019 T1.38 6,91 86.35 15,65 100.00
OEAF 06 41473 5499 6488 54606 0.32 50.59 .47 16,97 88,14 11,86 102,00
VISJA LY HANDICAPPED PT 0 2514 4,52 2.0l 0,06 0.48 40,66 0,81 2,38 53,25 46,15 100400
VISUALLY HANDICAPPED 08 68,69 11,85 J.08 .16 0.2 0029 8128 3,01 84029 15,70 100.00
EMOT IONALLY DISTURBED o7 09 22,29 3490 3.3 3.58 0027  1e02 3445 48l 39,26 50.74 10).00
EMOTIONALLY DISTURBED 10 18.42 3.08 2eb4 444 0035 405 32,98 36,65 69.6¢ 30.36 10).00
SOCTALLY MALADJUSTED 11 10.44 1449 0.28 1.3 0uld 0.9 14:65 50,57 65422 34,78 10200
SPECIFIC LEARNING DISABILITY PT 12 44,92 1,67 3.0 2065 1,47 2,3) é2.18 lo.67 78.85 2l.1d 100.00
SPECTFIC LEARNING DISABILITY 13 58,29  10.34 1.3 0.84 0,51  L78 72,98 4.5 17,13 22,81 100.00

olFTED PT 14 26461 4403 L. 342 0417 1214 821 2191 16,12 23.88 100.0)
HOSP]TAL AND HOMEBOUND PT 15 32.28 5.8 117 4.2 0.3¢ 5.4 58,72 26,44 85,16 l4.8¢ 103,00
SUBTOTAL FOR EXCEPTIONAL PROGRANS .93 5446 2.18 2.9 0.81 3,88 4%l 2117 74,38 25,62 100400

VOCATIONAL EOUCATION [ 19 0 4la65 6608l 22075 89.56  L0.4% 10040
VOCATIONAL EOUCATION 11 11 i 2,88 12,2 103.00
VOCATIONAL EDUCATION [11 18 0
VOCATIONAL EOUCATION Iv 19 8.30 1,39 0.84 4,53 3
VOCATIONAL EDUCATION V - 20 5 3
VOCATIONAL EQUCATION VI 2l 2

1

SUBTOTAL FOR VOCATIONAL PROGRAMS 11.3¢ 1.88 5.2 Sel4

29.49 7831 12,53 90.%  9.16 102.00
5,60 49,44 2,20 10,66 29.% 103.00

08
68
37 10.2 1004 Og
gg 45,00 43,60 16,56 80.16 19,6% 10040
0l
33 4439 69,50 16489 B6.38 13.62 100,00

ABULT BASIC AND RIGH SCHOOL 22 35.19 5443 0.95 8,58 Tod2  Bo4h 65,81 10,25 16006 23,94 100.00
ADULT COMMUNITY SERVICE 3 30469 kel 0.2l 3.88 43,90 L9 8459 951 9609 5,91 103.00
SUBTOTAL FOR ADULT PROGRANS 34079 5.33 0.89 Bolo 10,49 T8 6149 10.18  T0.67 22,33 100,00
K=3 BASIC : 4 51,36 9.68 0499 3.83 0494 269 7550 10,32 8582 14,18 102,00
$ -9 BASIi 25 48,6l 8.17 1,35 403 0.88  3.91 66,96 l$.9% 18.88 2l.12 1D.0)
10 - 12 BASIC db 29.48 4460 1.84 3.04 0,57  5.5¢ 45,08 17,63 2,11 37,29 100.00
SUBTOTAL FOR BASIC PROGRAMS L9t 8.72 .19 3.85 0.89 3,37 69%9¢ 1l.49 8l.42 16,58 [03.0)
TOTAL F(R ALL FEFP PROGRAHS 46,52 1.80 1,64 4405 AT %715 68.9¢ 12,64 8l.57 16,43 100,00
SUMYARY TOTAL SUMMARY TOTAL

Q




SUNdanY TUTAL SJNMARY TOTAL
FILE W, 25,123 111716 FLORIDA DEPARTHENT OF EQUCATIDN 20uE 16
1973-T0 PRUGRAM COST REPIRT
GENERAL 1OPECATING) aND SPECIAL REVENUS (CONTRACTED PROGRAMI FUN)Y ExPriTuRed
PROGRAY COSTS EXPRESSED Ay PEKCENTAGES OF TuTAL PROGRAM LLSTS
GROUP SUMMARY TOTALS

PROGRAMN NANE AND Nu., SALAKIES EYPLJYEE PURCHASE MATEKIALS JTHEN CAvITAL TOTAL  SChOOL TOTAL ~OISTRICT TJTAL
, BENEFITS SERYICES SuPPLIES  £A%,  JuTLAY DIxECT INOIKECT SCHOOL INDIRECT PRIGRA
cOST COSTS  CISTS COSTS  COsTS

FOUCABLE MENTALLY RETARDED 0L 4043l Jo52 1.9 LebY Dbt 0.5 58,93 26.24  B8l.l6  M2.8¢ L0J.04
TRATNABLE SENTALLY RE VARDED 02 49.0¢ 7,69 1.0) Lo b Gbd 052 59T T3 BlS 12,51 10).D)
PHYSICALLY HANDICAPPED 03 50444 8,09 2,21 1,10 d.56 0.7 53.08 24.06 81.1% 12,85 103403
PHYSICAL AND JCCUPATIUMAL THERAPY PT 04 42458 801 Ldulo 1.0l 0,76 1T 63,39 2452 B3l 13,69 100.03
SPEECH AND HEARING THERAPY PT 05 5715 .19 o4l ATl 0,592 Jod) blale 20032 8146 12454 10).0J
NEAF 0o 53.0% 8430 062 1.02 Jebe 0,75 oh2y 23,45 BTLT0 12,30 100.00
YISJALLY HANDICAPPED PT 01 55.12 8,09 0.0b Je39 Jo30  UeBl  85.63 19033 897 15,03 100,00
VISUALLY HANDICAPPED 08 55,42 d.43 2410 Jeab 0,00 D21 65,18 28036 81.5%  L12.46 10200
cMOT [ONALLY DISTURGED PT 09 52402 346 0.2} 0,40 0.2  0.25 6497 23,68  Boe04 13,36 100,00
EMOTIONALLY DISTURGED 13 4912 1.9 1.14 1.7 0,60 0,65  blodb  ¢5e34 86,90 13,10 103.00
SUCTALLY MALADJUSTED Il 44,87 b.91 2.2 1.87 .40 0.6 5499 3l.26  Bb.2l 13479 100.0)
SPELIF[C LEARNING DISABILITY PT 12 53.9 § 043 Yoll JeY9 0,41 Jedv 6431 4324 8135 12,45 100.0)
SPECIFIC LEARNING DISAGILITY 13 903 9,02 Yols 0.93 Jody D26 60,00 le38 81.39 12,61 10D
SIFTED T 14 90,55 lool J.33 Lolé 339 ko 60,34 21,28 81.62  12.38 10).00
HOSPITAL AND HOMEBUUND PT 15 oledd 10413 2.0) 2,59 125 Ce2l  8l.93  5eb4 81,58 12,42 100,00
SUBTUTAL FOR EXCEPTIUNAL PROGRANS 51,19 1.93 3498 Lot 953 0,43 61,90 2535 81,5 LTy 10D

B 676 51,25 3163 88.88 11,12 10).00
3l 1 3.5 5568 32,73 88,40 1l.60 102,00
9 5 1.81 52,99 3532 B88.31 1l.69

54 duw4 2.5 60,32 28,59 8391 11.09 109,00
03 0463 le3d 54082 3337 88.19 L8110, 20

VUCATIONAL EDUCATLIN | o 37,85 .83 1.04 4,66 0.
YOCATIONAL EDUCATION 11 3939 498 1.0) 3.1 O
VOCATIONAL £OUCATION [11 13 4dd 6.4 0eb5 '} 0.
VOCATIONAL EOUCATION 1V ég 41,12 betd MY {. Qs
al l

gi

VOCATIONAL EDUCATION V 41452 1.28 0.80
YOCATIONAL EDUCATION VI 43416 003 3448

SUBTUTAL FOR VOCATIUNAL PRUGRAMS 4le 15 6439 3.7 A7 0,05 3,33 55.45 33,09  Bd.e4  Ll.50 0.0
ADULT BASIC AND KIGH SCHOOL 43,85 ba44 0.34 251 1,58 1e5)  h6.69 2512  8l.80 13.¢0 10).00
ADULT COMNUNITY SERVITE 23 l.29 b0l de43 147 5,09 0.8 5.7 2303 1877 2l.23 i)ld0
SUBTOTAL FuR ADULT PROGRAMS 43.53 be34 Jedb 2e43 200 lead 56,57 lee8y  Bloe2 18428 L)WD)
K- 3 BASIC 24 9b,58 1.21 Jedd 2,01 0,49  0.60 9723 3wl 4970 10,30 103.00
-y BASIC 25 44.9) 0492 Jedl 171 047 059 54u80 35418 84,98 10,00 19)e)
10 - 12 BAS[C 0 4.3} 6430 33 1.98 0,39 0,90 5585 34l5  90.00 10,00 10).)
SUBFITAL FOR BASIC PROGRAMS 45454 1,03 Jedd 1,87 0s06  Osbd 55,77  Jaule 49489 10410 103.00
FdTiL Fux ALL FLFP PRIGRAMS 43,47 121 Jesd 1,90 0,50 0.9 5,17  33.23 896l 10,59 100400

31 | | 32
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PROGRAM COSTS EXPRESSED AS PERCENTAGES OF TOTAL FOR ALL FEFP PROGRAMS

This report displays for each cost element and total, the percentage which
the expenditure for any FEFP program or group of FEFP programs was of the
total expenditure for that cost element/total.

Questions which ca» be answered with this report for the state, districts,
and schools:

What percent of the total amount expended for any cost element/
total was expended for the educable mentally retarded program?
This question could be asked for any FEFP program or group of

FEFP programs.

How much more (or less) percentage-wise based on cost element/
total for the educable mentally retarded program than for the
trainable mentally retarded program? This question could be
asked for any FEFP program or group of FEFP programs.

The state level reports which follow and their respective page numbers
are:

1975-76 Program Costs Expressed as Percentages of Total
for all FEFP Programs, General (Operating) Fund
Expenditures 18

1975-76 Program Costs Expressed as Percentages of Total
for all FEFP Programs, Special Revenue (Contracted
Program) Funds Expenditures. 19

1975-76 Program Costs Expressed as Percenta?es of Total

for all FEFP Programs, General (Operating) and Special
Revenue (Contracted Program) Funds Expenditures. 20

33
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SUMAARY TOTAL SUPMARY TOTAL
FlLs Mo 09,124 PIACIAL FLORIDA DEPGRTMENT UF EDUCATION PAGE 18
1379-16 PKUGKAM COST REPORT
GENERAL (OPERATING) FuhD FXPENDITURES
PRJInAM COSTS EXPRESSED AS PERCENTAGES OF TOTAL FOR ALL FEF PRQGRANS
GRUUP SUMMARY TOTALS

PROGRAM NANLE aND  NJ, sALaRIES EMPLOYEE PURCHASE MATERIALS UTHER CAPITAL TOTAL  SChOOL TdTAL DISTRICT TUTAL
BENEEITS SERVICES SUPPLIES  EXP.  OQUTLAY DIRECT INDIRECT SL4UOL INDIRECT PROGRAM
(OSTS  COSTS COSTS  cOSTS  CUSTS

ERUCABLE MENTALLY RETARDED 0l le 33 2430 ol 2,02 2.51 1.5 IR lel 2,13 2,02 &9
TRAINABLE MENTALLY KETARDED 00 J10 dol 1.39 Qe42 0.87 0.38 0,69 0,49 0.6l  D0.7¢  J.b3
PHYSTCALLY HANDICAPPED 04 U.e8 0.28 2edd 0.4 0.26  0.16 0.8  QuIT 0,26 0429 Je26
PHYSICAL AND OCCUPATIONAL THERAPY FT (0o 0,03 0.03 L1l 0.01 004 0,00 0,04 0,03 0,03 Q.06  J.04
SPEECH AND HEARING THEAAPY PI 0 9.7 0.81 0497 b 066 0,17 0,83 0u4]l  Due?  0.85  (utY
uEAF 06 a4 0,25 0och 2.0 049  0.09 0.2 2l4 0.20 0.5 Jed
VISJALLY HANDICAPPED PT of  0.09 0.08 3.9 0.02 0,07 Q.01 0,08 0.06  0.07 0,09 )07
VISUALLY naNDICAPPED 08 202 0.02 340l 0.00 0,03 0,0 0,02 0,01 0,02 .02 3.0¢
EMOT TUNALLY DISTURBED PT 09 0436 0437 0.3 Deld 033 0ull 0,35 0.2 0,30 0.48 J.40
ENOT IONALLY O[STURBED 19 0,48 0.51 294 0.29 059 0.3 0,49 032 0.4 056 )add
)UClAL" MALADJUSTEU ll Jch 0|31 3030 0031 0|Zb 0.28 0.31 012‘ 0.28 0031 3029
SPECTFIC (EARNING DISABILITY PT 12 1ad4 1.57 D458 0.69 1lol9 043 1e49 0,88  l.26 LS 139
SPECIFIC LEARNING OISABILITY 13 0.4l 0.3¢ deld 0.15 .19 0,11 0.31 0423 0,28 03¢ Do

olETHY PT 1+ 0,60 0434 Dl 0.34 0,39 0,31 0.59 0643 0,53  0.66 0.5
HDSPITQL AND HUMEBOUND PT ‘ 12 Oudb dedo 127 0.05 046 0.0 0.26 0,05 0.7 0.2 .l
WBTOTAL FOR EXCEPTIONAL PROGRAMS CILYd He49 15404 4,94 8,01 4,02 B30 Ge4¢ 1,21 . 8,99 1.9
VCCATIUNAL EUUCATIUN 1 o 0,40 0.8l 3.35 2434 095 6,9 0.93  0.85 0,60 1.00 J.1
VUCATIONAL EDUCATION 11 17 .04 2.02 5403 365 39 67T 20T a3 1Y k92 4
VOCAYIONAL EQUCATION LI o 3,28 duds 5459 4,20 4439 1.43 33 3l A4 o 86 3440
VOCATLONAL EDUCAYIUN IV 1l Llb 3.8 5e4h 3,049 409 4070 342 .52 3.8 .81 3.
YUCATIUNAL EQUCATLUN V 20 109 1.08 2,93 0.87 Ll 2,30 L1000 0.87 1.0l 13 103
VOCATIONAL EDUCATION vl 2 0.9 0.90 3.0l 0.72 LIS 1,23 0.92  0.91 0,92 1. )93
SJBTUTAL FOR VUCATIUNAL PROGRAMS 1ledB 11423 26,56 15,27 1487 29,13 1he69 1070 1L.69  13.36 L.t
ACULT BASIC ANW HIGR $LHOOL o hdd l.11 loba l.41 187 1.3 L.25 0496 Llold 206 1426
ADULT CumMMuNITY SERVICE 0l 0.15 033 Jeld 48 0.¢5  0ulB 013 2ule Q40 D4l9
SURTUTAL POk ADULT ¥nluRAMS letd L3¢ Lelb 1,55 5.5 2,08 .43 109 L300 2,57 13
k=3 sASIL e 240l 4828 LLWBb 29449 22,30 6.1 24403 34 26015 ddead 24408
+~ 9 haSi{ 27 3909 39.09 25,46 35,67  3b.84 26,95 38,77  4LT5 39090 31419 3.9
lo = Lo gASIC o 15 0 1558 1B.12 1T.09 12,62 21,40 15,78 19669 15.74 14,43 156l
sudTUTAL FUN shall PRuckAMS ld. 4t Toa90 5 404 18.25 71,06 &h,62 18,58 8L.T717 79,80 715.07 19,32
TOTAL FUn &LL FEFP PiJuRAMS 100,00 120,00 10vs00 100,90 100.00 100,00 100,00 100.00 100,00 103,00 {09.03
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SUMdARY TOTAL SUMMARY TOTAL
FILE NO. 05,124 12111110 FLORIDA DEPARTNENT OF EDUCATION PAGE 19
1975=16 PROGRAM COST REPORT
SPECIAL REVENUE (CONTRACTED PROGRAM) FUNDS EXPENDITURES
PROGRAM COSTS EXPRESSED AS PERCENTAGES OF TOTAL FOR ALL FEF® PROGRAMS
GROUP SUMMARY TOTALS

PROGRAM NAME AND NO. SALARIES EMPLOYEE PURCHASE MATERIALS OTHER CAPJTAL T0TAL  SCHOOL TOTAL OISTRICE TaTAL
BENEFITS SERVICES SUPPLIES EXP.  QUTLAY DIRECT [NQIRECT SCHOOL INDIRECT PROGRAM
€osTS  COSTS  COSTS  COSTS  (COSTS

EQUCABLE MENTALLY RETARDED 01 8.78 0484 le02 0.80 0,62 0,45 005 £u05 0.80 l.00 J.44
TRAINABLE MENTALLY RETaRDED 02 b 30 0.31 0.53 0.3 0.16 0,24 0.3 AL 0,59 073 ).l
PHYSICALLY HANDICAPPED B 015 0.16 Delb 0,17 024 0,21 016 0,33 0.9 0.3 )&
PHYSICAL AND OCCUPATIONAL THER4PY PT 04  0.03 0.03 0.3 0.09 02 0,00 0 0,00 0,03 Gaill 05
SPEECH AND HEARING THERAPY PT 05 0,20 0.20 0.13 0.15 0.4 0,08 09 008 018 Glé Dl
VISUALLY HANDICAPPEQ PT a0 0.03 0.03 0.00 0.00 0,02 Q¢ 0 0,01 0.06 Qule D05
VISUALLY HANDICAPPEQ 08 0,05 0405 0,00 0,00 0.0} M 0 0.0 0.03 . )03
EMOTIONALLY DISTURBED PT 09 0,03 0.03 0.1% 0,06 0,02 0,00 0.03 0,03 0.03 0 Y07
EMOT IONALLY DISTURBED 10 0lo 0410 2443 0.29 0,08 Qb 013 0T7 0.3 04k JW20
SOCIALLY MALADJUSTED 11 0.16 0.14 .12 0.24 0.08 s 0.5 2,90 0,58 LJ1 .03
SPECIFIC LEARNING DISABILLTY PV 12 0446 0447 74 0,31 8.60 0. 0.43 0,63 0,46 D56 DuW]
SPECIFIC LEARNING DISABILITY 14 0.b 0.7 .09 0,03 05 0,03 043 0,06 0.2 0ule 0,13
GIFTED PT 14 0,02 0402 0403 0,04 0,03 40,0 0,03 0,09 0,04 0.05 .04
HOSPITAL AND HOMEBOUND PY 15 0,05 0.05 0454 0,08 0.02 . 0.07 0,16 0.08 0. J.08
SUBFOTAL FOR EXCEPTIONAL PROGRANS 2,11 Z4lb 5423 2,87 1 L9 AN 849 3,60 549 3.9
VOCAT|ONAL EUUCAI{DN l ls 0.18 0.18 3463 1,68 0,09 6,50  l.l8 2-59 136 0469 la22
VOCATIONAL EDUCATION 11 )\ 0,86 0.2 1.3 5462 690 20,00  3.62 4,06 3.68 .21 3.2
VOCATIONAL EDUCATION 111 18 0.51 0451 10448 3441 0.9 19,61 3,08 417 3,88 .02 3.0¢
VOCATIONAL EQUCATION v 19 0.2 0431 0.1 1.69 b1 878 L9 198 1.48 L83 L.l
VOCATIONAL EDUCATION v 20 0.98 0458 lo36 0.42 239  2,%  0.89 0.77 0.8 0.39 )78
VOCATIONAL EDUCATION VI 2 0.14 ) 0436 0,35 0u13 Lo 031 0,72 0,31 0,68 )43
SUBTOTAL FOR VOCATIONAL PROGRAMS 2,53 2,50 33,00 13.16  13.52 §9.4¢ 10,47 13,88 10,99 L6l 12.38
ADULT BASIC AND HIGH SCHOOL 2 1.5 L4 l.22 4445 12,84 2,09 ALO01 L1 L9 13 2.0
ADULT COMMUNITY SERVICE 23 0,14 0.1l 0,03 .20 7,00 0.0 0.5 0,15  0.2¢ 0,07 )2l
SUBTOTAL FOR ADULT PROGRANS 1.73 1498 Ledt 4,65 20084 2,33 L2 1,86 L0 280 LGl
K~13 BlSli 26 55,95 56,30 27445 42.9¢  30.35  15.76  49.49 %1.05 47,13 W9 4.3
10 - 12 8ASIC b 4,03 1.76 1,14 419 3,00 A5 dole B.B8 4,89 12.88  0.37
SUBTOTAL FOR BASIC PROGRAMS 93,03 93.16  6).51  719.32 b3l 38,25 84ST 15,71 B3, 2L B4e04 3436
E;E;AL FOR ALL FEFP PROGRAMS . 100,00 100,00 109,00 100,00 100.00 1C0.00 100.00 100,00 100,00 100.00 103,00
/
Sl any TTAL SUMMARY TOTAL
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SUNMARY T0TAL
FILE NO. 05,124 LA rLORLDA DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

{975-T6 PROGRAM COST REPORT

GENERAL (OPERATING) AND SPECIAL REVENUE (CONTRACTED PROGRAM) FUNDS EXPENDITURES

PROGRAM COSTS EXPRESSED AS PERCENTAGES OF TOTAL FOR ALL FEFP PROGRAMS

GROUP SUMMARY TOTALS

PROGRAM NAME AND KO . SALARIES EHP%UY PURCHASE MATERIALS QTHER
FITS SERVICES SUPPLIES  Exp,
EDUCABLE NENTALLY RETARDED 0l 2. 2ol 2621 1488 1489
TRAINABLE MENTALLY RETARDED 02 0.68 0469 lell .42 0,19
PHYSICALLY HANDICAPPED 03 0.2 0.28 1470 0.]4 0426
PHYSICAL AND UCSUPATIONAL THERAPY PT 04 (.03 0.03 1.35 0.02 0.05
SPEECH AND HEAR ING THERAPY PT 05 0.83 01N 0.15 0,25 0466
OEAF g 0.¢ 0425 0639 0.11 0.18
VISUALLY HANDICAPPED PT 07 0.08 0.08 Dol4 0.01 0.07
VISUALLY HANDJCAPPED 08 0,03 0.03 0.01 0,00 0402
EMOTIONALLY DISTURBED PT ] 8.34 0.35 0.2l 0.14 0.29
EMOT [ONALLY DISTURB D 10 ohb 0.9 209 0.29 0449
SOCIALLY MALADJUSTE 11 0.30 0.30 0426 30 0424
SPECIFIC LEARNING DISASlLlTY PT 12 6.68 151 0461 65 112
SPEElflC LEARNING DISABILITY 13 3 0,32 0.12 0,14 0.17
GIFT 14 0,57 0.55 .53 .31 0435
HUSPITAL AND HONEBOUND PT 15 0,25 0426 1.08 0.05 0.4l
SUBTOTAL FOR EXCEPTIONAL PROGRAMS 8,12 8.16 12,94 §.71 71440
VOCATIONAL EDUCATION | le 0,77 0.18 4,13 2:21 0.85
YOCATIONAL EDUCATION II 17 1.98 1.95 Teld 3.81 3.38
VUCATIONAL EDUCATION LI 18 3,13 3,09 6486 holl 3.99
VOCATIONAL EDUCATION 1V 19 3.0l 3,01 4423 3,29 4,03
VOCATIONAL EDUCATION V 20 1.06 1405 2,52 0.82 1.26
YOCAT[ONAL EDUCATION VI 2l 0.87 0.8 2,16 0.68 1.10
SUBTOTAL FOR VOCATIONAL PROGRAMS 10,82 10404 28.2¢ 15,04 14,71
ADULT BASIC AND HIGH SCHOOL 2 L4 19 1,38 l74 4,92
ADULT COMMUNZTY SERVICE 3 017 0.5 0.25 .14 2,20
SUBTOTAL FOR ADULT PROGRAMS la4l .33 1.63 1,89 Tel2
k=3 BASIC % 25,18 Zb.%ﬂ 15,92 20,38 23.92
4 -9 BASIC S 3801 8.5 5,58 35,22 35.32
SURTOTAL FOK BASIC PROGRANS 19,66 19,07 57,20 18,36 70.76
TOTAL FOR ALL FEFP PROGRAMS 100,00 100,00 100,00 100,00 100,00
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lell
0.3

100.00

1
0,67
0,21
0.04
0.78

100.00

SUNNARY TOTAL

PAGE 20

SCHOOL  TOTAL DISTRICY TOTAL
OUTLAY  DJRECT INDIRECT SCHOOL INDIRECT PROGRAM
costs  COSTS  COSTS

0.87
0.91

174
0.97
0.13
110

26,59
41.52
15435

Bl.66

100.00

100,00

CosTS
2,56

0.7¢
0.2

0.20
8,68
0491
2.50
3.1
362
1.06
l.0f
12,86
2.2
0.37
.58
25441
31.10
14.30

15,81

100,00

(05TS

0.93
2429
3.38
3028
101
0.90

11.19
1.29
.19
1.48

25416
.22

15.1%

152

103.00
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PROGRAM COSTS PER UNWEIGHTED FTE

This report displays for each FEFP program and group of FEFP programsﬁ?
and for each cost element/total the expenditure amount divided by un-
weighted FTE.

Questions which can be answered with this report for the state, districts,
and schools:

What is the cost per wweighted FTE for any FEFP program or
group of FEFP programs and for any cost element/total?

How much more (or less) per unweighted FTE was being expended
for any FEFP program and cost element/total than for any other
FEFP program and cost element/total? This comparison could be
made between any combination of FEFP programs and groups of
FEFP programs. Furthermore the percentage comparison could

be made between any combination of school, district, state,
and group summary reports.

The state level reports which follow and their respective page numbers
are:

1975-76 Program Costs per Unweighted FTE, General
(Operating ) Fund Expenditures 22

1975-76 Program Costs per Unweighted FTE, Special
Revenue (Contracted Program) Funds Expenditures 23

1975-76 Program Costs per Unweighted FTE, General

(Operating) and Special Revenue (Contracted Program)

Funds Expenditures. 24

21

40




SUNMARY TOTAL ' SUMMARY TOTAL
FILE NO. 05,125 L2/L6/T6 FLCRIDA DEPARTMENT QF EDUCATION PAGE 22
1915~T6 PROGHAM COST REPORT
GENERAL (OPERATING) FUND EXPENDITURES
PROGRAM COSTS PER UNWEIGHTED FTE
GROUP SUMMARY TOTALS

PROGRAN NANE AND NO. SILIRIES DPLOVEE PURCHASE AIERIALS QTHER CAPITAL TOTAL - SWODL YOTAL DISTRICT ToTAL
BENEFLTS SERVICES SUPPLIES. EXP. OUTLAY™ DIRECT INDIRECT SCAOGL [NDIRECT PROGRAN
COSTS COSTS COSTS™  COSTS COSTS
CUCABLE MENTALLY RETARDED a9 1k ? 3 1] 9 #8515 Lles 20
Ao ce HENTALLY KETARDED 0 L3l 208 | 2 I8 10 D3 701 2035 511 2v6ee
PHYSTCALLY HANDICAPP ED 0 1518 49 1 3] 6 12 1,951 44 2,65 366 3,062
PHYSICAL AND OCCUPATIQNAL THERAPY PT 0k 21641 4l4 143 30 i7 5 3,810 1,488 5,359  TI3 8,013
SPEECH AND HEARING THERAPY PT 05 3219 469 20 19 2 9 183 LI15 5018 717 5%
DEAF 06 1,893 299 10 20 6 9 2,25 840 3,096 435 3,53
VISUALLY HANDICAPPED PT 01 5675 829 69 4l 5 5 by6l0 2,007 80687 14381 10,068
VISUALLY HANDICAPPED 08 2,029 319 4 15 25 10 2502 945 3,446 418 3,92
ENOTIONALLY DISTURGED PT 09 2357 379 g 39 2310 816 1,063 30880 569 41449
ENOT LONALLY OISTURGED 10 D514 246 51 35 15 16 18R 161 2663 319 3
SOCTALLY NALADJUSTED 1105 16 b i 9 12 L2 609 La%e 23 2
SPECIFIC LEARNING DISABILITY PT 12 24135 335 4 34 18 § 2538 922 31460  48¢ 31944
SPECIFIC LEARNING OISABILITY 3 0207 1 3 23 § 5 1,431 615 2,110 298 2,408
GIFTED PT 6 1,036 154 1 3 1 B L% 558 1,793 252 2,045
HOSPTTAL"AND HONEBOUND PT 15 8415 1,7 22 62 157 Il 10,195 835 101836 4,529 12363
SUBTOTAL FOR EXCEPTIONAL PROGRAMS Lk 15 33 15 9 LI T01 48 M3 2,
VOCATIONAL EDUCATION | 6 8% 13 01 11 9% LT 712 14959 246 2,205
VOCATIONAL EDUCATION LI o 10610 il 49 12 0 9l 561 193 195 1688
VOCATIONAL EDUCATION LI = 18 663 1ol 6 3 g N 83 507 L, 1B b
VOCATIONAL EOUCATION v .1 bl %4 6 2 § 12 159 515 215 166 L.44d
% VOCTIONAL EDUCATION ¥ 0 1% 2 12 2 9 2 989 48 D[1&15 185 1r680
VOCATIONAL EDUCATION VI AL 1 10 {5 6 81 356 937 120 1,057
SUBTOTAL FOR VOCATIONAL PROGRAMS 655 100 9 35 9 2 B0 Sl L 1% 1,518
ADULT BASIC AND HIGH SCHOOL 2 4l 80 3 19 14 8 513 243 15T 1e2 9l9
ADULT COMMUNITY SERVICE 3 35 48 § 1l EP) 7 56 201 651 16T B4k
SUBTOTAL FOR ADULT PRUGRAMS 402 58 3 18 16 8 505 237 743 lee 99
K=3 BASIC § 508 78 I 2 5 6 ol8 388 L0061l LW
49 BASIC i T4 7 17 5 ¢ 58l 381 %9 [0z Loll
10 - 12 BASIC % 510 18 j 2 4 9 826 35 LOIL 105 Lille
SUBTOTAL FOR BASIC PROGRAMS 49 16 2 19 5 5 601 387 988 105 1,093
TOTAL FOR ALL FEFP PROGRAMS 531 B2 3 2 6 T W5 406 1,062 120 1,182
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SUMMARY TOVAL SUNMARY TQTAL
FILE NO4 054125 1R/1117 FLORTDA DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATIUN PAGE 23
1975~76 PROGRAN COST REPORT
SPECIAL REVENUE {CONTRACTED PROGRAM} FUNDS EXPENDITURES
PROGRAM COSTS PER UNNEIGHTED FTE
GROUP SUMMARY TOTALS

PROGRAM NANE AND NO. SAUARIES ENPLOYEE PURCHASE MATERIALS OTHER CAPITAL TOTAL  SCHOOL TOTAL OISTRICT TOTAL
BENEFITS SERVICES SUPPLIES EXP. OUTLAY DIRECT INDIRECT $CAOGL mmagcr PROGRAM

COSTS COSTS ~ COSTS  COSTS  COSTS

EOUCABLE MENTALLY RETARDED o 2 5 | 2 | 3 39 10 49 14 62
TRAINABLE NENTALLY RETAROED 82 47 § 3 5 1 1 1 90 1sl 6 206
PHYSTCALLY HANDICAPPED 3 16 14 } 7 3 B 12 4 168 B 244
PHYSICAL AND nncupmom THERAPY PT 0h 295 5] 108 19 28 0 5l 12 58 393 9%
SPEECH AND MEARING THERAPY PT 05 6b 1 2 4 5 5 93 § i 5 12
DEAF o? % 14 16 13 i % E“ 19 203 a2
VISUALLY HANDICAPPED PT 0 264 48 0 1 5 a1 35 25 90 491 1,05)
VISUALLY HANDICAPPED 0 39 55 0 | 1 1 38 VR 1] T3 46k
ENOT [ONALLY OISTURBED PT 09 25 4 4 4 0 \ 38 5 61 Lo
ENOT [ONALLY DISTURBED 10 40 1 § 10 | 9 1 19 15] 66 b
SOCIALLY NALADJUSTED 1l 97 14 } 12 | 9 1%6 61 e07 3 93
SPECIFIC LEARNING DISABILITY PT 12 5] 9 4 3 : 3 1 19 )] % 1
sn;mc LEARNING DISABILITY 13 66 12 l | 1 2 53 5 87 % 113
GIFFED PT 14 5 I 0 | 0 : 1 6 5 5 20
HOSPITAL AND HOMEBOUND PT 15 397 b4 138 5 § o1 122 325 1,047 18 1,229
SUBTOTAL FOR EXCEPTIONAL PROGRAMS 82 1 3 4 1 5 63 36 99 » 1
VOCATIONAL EOUCATION | 16 1l 2 20 9 0 0 12 30150 11 el
VOCATIONAL EDUCATION [1 17 17 3 § 10 2 6 10 A1 1 143
VOCATIONAU EDUCATION [11 18 6 | 4 3 0 3 53 13 66’ 9 15
n VOCATIONAL EDUCATION TV 19 3 0 0 2 ] 16 2 b 1] 1 1
“ YOCATIONAL EDUCATION V 20 2% 4 2 2 3 ad 56 § 85 1 1L
VOCATIONAL EDUCATION VI 2l 5 | ! 1 1 18 8 2% I ki
SUBTOTAL FOR VOCATIONAL PROGRAMS 9 1 4 4 1 % 53 13 66 10 T
ADULT BASIC AND HIGH SCHOOL 2 30 5 ] 1 6 1 57 9 66 2 81
ADULT COMMUNITY SERVIC 3 % b 0 5 60 2 18 13 130 § 138
SUBFOTAL FOR ADULT PROGRAMS il 5 1 ! 60 9 10 2 9
K~3 BASIC % 65 1l l 4 | 3 85 12 9 b 13
4-93 BASIC B 2 4 1 2 0 2 3l 5 3 10 4
10 - 12 BASIC 2 § l 0 1 0 | 12 5 16 10 2
SUBTOTAL FOR BASIC PROGRAMS R 5 1 2 l 2 4 1 51 12 62
TOTAL FOR ALL FEFP PROGRAMS 30 5 ] 3 l 5 45 8 53 12 65
SUNY ARY TOTAL SUMMARY TOTAL

O
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SUNNARY TOTAL | SUMMARY TOTAL
FILE NO. 05,125  12/L1/T6 FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF EOUCATION PAGE 24
\ 1975-T6 PROGRAM COST REPORT
GENERAL (OPERATING) AND SPECIAL.REVENUE (CONTRACTED PROGRAN) FUNOS EXPENDITURES
: PROGRAM COSTS PER UNWEIGHTED FTE
GROUP SUMMARY TOTALS

i

PROGRAM NAMKE AND NO. SALARIES EMPLOYEE PURCHASE MATERIALS OTHER CAPITAL TOTAL  SCHOOL TOTAL  DISTRICT TOTAL
BENEFITS SERVICES SUPPLIES  EXP.  OUTLAY DIRECT INDIRECT SCHOOL INDIRECT PROGRAM
COSTS  COSTS  COSTS  COSTS  COSTS

e

EDUCABLE MENTALLY RETARDED o 995 155 7 35 2 10 Lad S8l LI%5 266 2,059
TRAINABLE NENTACLY RETARDED 02 1363 b i1 3 18 16 L6l ML 2433 48 a8l
PHYS ICACLY FANDICAPPED 03 1,620 280 1 3 18 2 2006 1M 219 43
PHYSICAL ANO OCCUPATIONAL THERAPY PT G4 2,715 431 192 65 50 1 40130 1,49 5626 892  bi5l6
SPEECH AND HEARING THERAPY P 05° 3,320 476 2 41 300 1 3907 18l 5,082 128 5.8l
DEAF : 06 1,68 3l0 23 3 16 8 238 810 3,255 4% Il
VISIALLY HaNDICAPPED PT | 07 5,780 @48 69 ol 53 92 6v@82 2,007 8:909 1,576 101486 :
VISUALLY HANDICAPPED 2 08 20361 360 4 15 6 AL L18% 955 119 53 wlll s
EMOTIGNALLY DISTURBED PT . 09 2,39 381 10 4 22 10 20835 1,006 3,901 b0l 41500 -
EMOT IONALLY 01STURBED 10 153 49 54 W 19 2 Tl 9T nnl 0 4 a0 S
SOCIALLY WALADJUSTED 1 108  IA7 6 4 10 15 10328 155 208 333 2l :
SPECIFIC LEARIDNG DIstbiLITyer [g o0 34 1 40 19 10 20587 935 3,501 50l 4,022
SPECIFIC LEARNING DISABILITY 3 Ll B “ 23 8 b 1480 6T5 2055 31 20466
CIFTED PY 14 1038 L5 7 3 1 9 1239 560 1199 25  200%
HOSPITAL AND HOMEBOUND PT IS 8572 1,83 260 5 158 2 100375 715 L0 1,573 14663
SUBTOTAL FOR EXCEPTIONAL PROGRANS 1,459 226 16 35 15 12 1,76 T3 481 363 2,851
VOLATIONAL EOUCATION | 6 895 139 ¥ 10 U 159 1,353 748 2,001 203 2,363
VOCATIONAL EQUCATION 11 i1 120 1y 18 59 e 9% 10te 50l Lible 112 el
VOCATIONAL EQUCATION 111 6 669 Q02 10 3 10 55 88 519 1403 184 156
VOCATIONAC EDUCATION IV 19 ols 9 6 28 10 2 180 521 1,302 112 LT
VOCATIONAL EQUCATION V 20 &1 12 14 o Il & 1,040 49 1336 192 Li7ab
VOCATIONAC EOUCATION VI TR i i 15 T 15 'so¢ 361 855 128 1,083
SUBTOTAL FOR VOCATIONAL PROGRAKS 663 101 2 39 10 S5 880 526 L0618k 1,589
AUOLT BASIC AND HIGH SCHOOL 2 65 3 2 200 15 568 25 80 182 1,003
ADULT COMKUNITY SERVICE 3 369 50 ; 3 54 B 499 206 T0h 190 89
SUBTOTAL FOR ADULT PROGRAMS B0 b3 4 2% 2 1 559 5 8M 163 9
-3 BASIC PRT 89 3 2% 6 8 106 399 103 121 1,230
4 -3 BASIC 5 50 1 ; 19 5 5 6lz 393 Loos 2 Lill
10~ 12 BASIC % 517 19 n 2 G 10 63 389 1026 106 Lil4d
SUBTOTAL FOR BASIC PROGRAMS 526 b1 3 22 5 T e 3% 1,08 LT 1,155
TOTAL FOR ALL FEFP PROGRAMS 566 87 4 % 61 10 e LA 1R L

SUNMARY TOTAL




PROGRAM COSTS PER WEIGHTED FTE

This report displays for each FEFP program and group of FEFP programs
and for each cost element/total the expenditure amount divided by
weighted FTE.

Questions which can be answered with this report for the state, districts,
and schools:

What is the cost per weighted FTE for any FEFP program or group
of FEFP programs and for any cost element/total?

How much more (or less) per weighted FTE was being expended for
any FEFP program and cost element/total than for any other FEFP
program and cost element/total? This comparison could be made
between any combination of FEFP programs and groups of FEFP
programs. Furthermore the percentage comparison could be made
between any combination of school, district, state, and group
swmnary reports.

The state level reports which follow and their respective page numbers
are:

il
1975-76 Program Costs per Weighteé FTE, General
(Operating) Fund Expenditure. 26

1975-76 Program Costs per Weighted FTE, Special
Revenue (Contracted Program) Funds Expenditures. 27

1975-76"Program Costs per Weighted FTE, General
(Operating) and Special Revenue (Contracted Program)
Funds Expenditures. 28

25

47




SUMNARY TOTAL ‘ SUMMARY TOTAL
FILE NO, 054126 12116116 FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION ‘ PAGE 26
1975-T6 PROGRAK COST REPORT
GENERAL (OPERATING) FUND EXPENDITURES
PRUGRAM COSTS PER WEIGHTED FTE
GROUP SUMMARY TOTALS

gg MATERTALS OTHER CAPITAL TOYAL ~ SCHOOL TOTAL DISTRICT TOTAL

PROGRAM HNAME AND NU.MMMﬁeuwvewcA

BENEFITS SERVICES SUPPLIES™ EXP,  OUTLAY DIRECT INDIKECT SCHOGL INDIKECT PROGRAM

TOCOSTS €OSTS  COSTS  CasTS  COSTS

EQUCABLE MENTALLY RETARDED 0 425 6o 3 14 5 4 sle L350 Teb - 11l 8N
TRAINGBLE MENTALLY xiTAIDED 0 4hé 59 i b § 5% B1 15 o sal
PHYS!CALLY HAND1C AveED 0B 49 1i 20 y 5 3oS%¢ A3 T 10 8
PHYSICAL ANC OCCUPATIONAL THERAPY PT O 440 63 124 5 6 L b45 48 893 118 1,012
SPHCHANUHHRWGI%RWYPT B 328 47 2 o 3 [ 38 (18 5 1. 5
DEAF B 4D 15 3 1 4 7 Gbé .20 T 109 B8
VISUALLY HANDICAPPED PT 0 %7 83 7 4 5 L. 667 202 869 138 1,007
{ISUALLY HANDICAPPED 08 608 9] | 4 7 318 a0 985 136 L2l
EMDTLIRALLY DISTURBED PT 0 314 50 I 5 3 1,36 62 57 1 . 493
EMOT IONALLY DISTURBED 10 409 b1 14 10 5 ¢ 5086 06 76 1w 81
SOCLALLY NALADUSTED Il 458 il 2o lb 4 5 55 265 84 0] 95
SPECIFIC LEARNING OISABILITY PT 12 9 45 | 3 2 1 3 D3 4l 6 3
SPECIFIC LEARNING DISasILITY 13 525 83 | 10 3 2 6% 29 91§ 129 1,041
GLFTED PT I % 51 2 8 2 142 166 59 B 682
HOSPITAL AND HOMEBOUWD BT b 56b b 15 4 10 I 680 42 12 10 8
SUBTUTAL FOR, EXCEPT [ONAL PROGRANS 378 53 4 9 4 2 4% 185 o0 9 130
VUCATIONAL EDUCATIUN | o 20 Y, 5 4 3 229 161 awd b 3l
VOCAT [ONAL EQUCATION 1 1T 268 40 § 19 4 17 346 20 obb % 039
VOCAT IGNAL EDUCATION I11 4 304 40 3 15 4 g 2 B2 olk 0 %
. VOCATIONAL EQUCATION Iy 19 38 56 3 16 b 1 w9 305 15 98 85
» VOCATIONAL EOUCATION V 0 570 81 8 18 b T 06 347 1,053 13 1y88
VOCATIONAL EDUCATION VI A b0 81 g 13 5 7 4% 304 80l 103 903
SUBTOTAL FUK VOCATIONAL PROGRAMS 320 49 4 17 4 L 406 SL 657 R LY.
ADULT BASIC AND HIGH SCHOOL w3 4] 2 15 1 6 401 190 591 121 T8
ADULT COMMUNITY SERVICE ¥ b n 6 17 4 1 616 98 9T 211 1425
SUBTOTAL FOR ADULT PHOGRANS 337 49 y 15 14 1«23 199 b2l 139 760
K~3 BASIC % 4l 64 1 17 4 4 501 34 8ls 90 905
4 -9 BASIC 35 480 T4 2 i g ¢ 581 M1 99 102 1,01
10~ 12 BASic B 43 11 3 20 4 8 569 350 99 % 1,014
SUBTOTAL FOR BASIC PROGRAMS e 10 2 18 4 5 552 5 907 91 1,004
TOTAL FOR ALL FEFP PROGRANS 424 b5 PY 5 6 519 31 84 % 935

T &

SUMMARY TOTAL
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SUMMARY TOTAL

FILE NU, 05.120  L2/11/76
PROGRAM NAMNE AND NOD. SALARIES ENPLOY
BENEF]
EOUCABLE MENTALLY RETARDED 0l 12 2
TRAINABLE MENTALLY RETARDED 02 16 3
PHYSTCALLY HANOICAPPED 03 22 4
PHYSLCAL AND OCCUPATIONAL THERAPY PT 0b 49 9
SPEECH AND HEARING THERAPY PT 05 ? 1
OEAF 06 % 3
VISUALLY HANDICAPPED PT 01 b 5
VISUALLY HANDICAPPED 08 9l 16
EMOT [ONALLY DISTURBED pT 09 3 1
- EMOT-IONALLY DISTURBED 10 11 2
SOCTALLY MALADJUSTED 1l 42 6
‘ SPEEIFIC LEARNING D1SABILITY PY 12 1 1
SPECIFIC LEARNING DISABILITY 13 H ] 5
GIFTED PT 14 2 0
(HOSPITAL AND HOMEBOUND PY 15 ) 4
SUBTOTAL FOR EXCEPTIONAL PROGRAMS Il 2
VOCATIONAL EDUCATION | 16 3 0
YOCAT [ONAL Eugfarlou Il 17 b l
OCATIONAL EDUCAYION [11 18 3 0
VOCATIONAL EDUCATION 1V 19 2 0
~ YOCATIONAL EDUCATION v 20 18 3
N YOCATIONAL EDUCATION Vi A5 1
SUBTOTAL FOR VOCATIONAL PROGRANS 4 1
ADULT BASIC AND HIGH SCHOOL 2 % 4
ADULT COMMUNITY SERVICE 23 63 9
SUBTOTAL FOR ADULT PROGRANS 5
k=3 BASIC 24 53 9
b -9 BASIC 25 2 4
10 ~ 12 BASIC 26 1 1
SUBTOTAL FOR BASIC PROGRANS 30 5
TOTAL FOR ALL FEFP PROGRAMS Fi)

o0

SUNMARY TOTAL
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FLORIDA DEPAKTMENT OF EQUCATIJN
1975-T6 PROGRAN COST REPORT
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FILE N0. 05.126 12/11118 FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION Pagt 28
1975-76 PROGRAN COST REPORT
GENERAL [OPERATING) AND SPECIAL REVENUE (CONTRACTED PROGRAN) FUNDS EXPENDI TURES ,
/ PROGRAM COSTS PER WEIGHTED FTE

GROUP SUMMARY TOTALS

PROGRAN NANE AND NO. SMARIES EMPLOYEE PURCHASE MATERIALS OTHER CAPITAL TOTAL  SCHOOL TOTAL DISTRICT TOTAL
SENEFLTS SERVICES SUPPLIES EXP.  OUTLAY DIRECT INDIRECT SCHOOL [NDIRECT PROGRAM
COSTS COSTS  COSTS (OSTS  COSTS

EIUCABLE NENTALLY RETARDED 0l &R bl 3 15 5 6 56 253 180 LIS 895
TRAINABLE NENTALLY RETARDED 02 45 N b 12 1 s 554 251 Bl 16 9
PHYSICALLY HANDICAPPED B 43 B 25 10 5 L] 521 800 lxa 918
PHISICAL AND OCCUPATIOMAL THERAPY PT 04 482 13 3 il 8 2 b8 97 &% 1,086
SPEECH AND HEARING THERAPY PT B W 2 4 3 I 390 118 508 B 58l
DEAF . 06 49 18 b 9 4 T 56 218 B4 lle 928
VISUALLY HANDICAPPED PT 01 578 85 1 6 5 9 688 203 891 158 L.0¥9
VISUALLY KANDICAPPED 08 blb 103 | 4 1 319 13 Lok 182 Le220
EAOT IONALLY DISTURBED PT 09 31 51 l 5 } 1 I I8 0 80 6
EAOTIONALLY OISTURBED 10 &lé 61 15 il 5 5 517 2% 133 110 8
SOCIALLY NALADJUSTED i 4l 1 3 20 i 1 sT1 38 906 145 L03L
SPECIFIC LEAANING DISABILITY PT 12 289 % 1 5 ] I 125 49 el
SPECIFIC LEARNING GISABILITY 13 539 86 2 10 3 T b 94 BT 13 10N2
GLETED PT b 36 51 2 8 2 3 413 187 600 B 68
HOSPITAL AND HOMEBOUND PT 5 51 8 |7 5 ! 2 6% 48 139 105 B4
SUBTOTAL FOR EXCEPTIONAL PROGRANS 385 60 4 9 4 3 465 190 655 % 151
YOCATIONAL EOUCATION [ 16 210 33 9 26 33 38 115 49 02 55
VOCATIONAL EQUCATION [1 i1 21 4 1 22 5 38 28 612 80 692
VOCATIONAL EDUCATION [i1 18 307 ol 5 17 2% 405 238 oeé B 128
YOCATIONAL EDUCATIDN [V 19 3 54 4 i1 § 6 42 308 1L 102 8D
YGCATIONAL EOUCATION ¥ 20 586 90 10 19 8 3 746 353 1,097 13T 1e23¢
YOCAT IONAL EDUCATION VI 2 405 b1 9 13 b 13 so1 309 109 92
SUBTOTAL FOR VOCATIONAL PROGRAMS 34 50 6 19 § % 430 251 487 o m
ADULT BASIC AND HIGH SCHOOL 2 W 50 3 20 15 12 44 197 el 143783
ADULT CONMONITY SERVICE AR T4 b 20 81 1 739 305 L. 280 14385
SUBTOTAL FOR ADULT PROGRAMS 360 52 3 20 A 12 #7205 613 153 8%
K -3 BASIC 34 46 12 2 21 5 6 510 & 8% 103 99
4-9 BASIC 5 SR 1 : 19 5 § gxz 393 1,00 LR Ll
10 = 12 BASIC B &0 1 3 20 i 9 79 35 933 104 1,03
SUBTOTAL FOR BASIC PROGRAMS 83 15 2 20 5 1 502 32 %3 107 1,06
TOTAL FOR ALL FEFP PROGRAMS 448 69 3 19 5 9 553 321 88l 1oa 985
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Appendix A

DEFINITIONS OF KEY TERMS

Approximate Average Salary -
See Salaries per Staff Unit.

Capital Qutlay -
direct cost amounts expended for equipment, audio-visual materials,
and library books

Cost Element/Total -
one of eleven categories used for classifying expenditures; namely,
salaries, employee benefits, purchased services, materials and sup-
plies, other expenses, capital outlay, total direct costs, school
indirect costs, total school costs, district indirect costs, and
total program costs

Direct Costs -
amounts expended which can be readily or obviously identified with
programs or specific activities within a school and which are clas-
sified as salaries, employee benefits, purchased services, materials
and supplies, other expenses, or capital outlay

District Indirect Costs -
amounts expended which cannot be readily or obviously identified
with a school and which are difficult or costly to attempt to iden-
tify directly with a school (See section 6A - 1.14(3)(b), SBE rules.)

Employee Benefits -
direct cost amounts expended for the fringe benefits of those school
district employees whose compensation is included in “salaries"

FEFP Adjusted Revenue -
FEFP revenue adjusted for the prorated and prior year adjustments
(See FEFP Revenue .)

FEFP Dollars per Unweighted FTE -
FEFP adjusted revenue divided by unweighted FTE

FEFP Programs -
The programs specified in Section 236.081(1)(a), F.S. belonging to
the Florida Education Finance Program. They are, along with their
respective funding cost factors:

Special Exceptional Student Programs Cost Factor
1. Educable mentally retarded 2.30

2. Trainable mentally retarded 3.00

3. Physically handicapped 3.50

4. Physical & occupational therapy, part-time 6.00
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FEFP Programs

Special Exceptional Student Programs (Cont.) Cost Factor
5. Speech & hearing therapy, part-time 10.00

6. Deaf 4.00

7. Visually handicapped, part-time 10.00

8. Visually handicapped 3
9. Emotionally disturbed, part-time 7
10. Emotionally disturbed 3.
11. Socially maladjusted 2.30
12. Specific learning disability, part-time 7
13. Specific learning disability 2
14. Gifted, part-time 3
15. Hospital & homebound, part-time 15,

Special Vocational-Technical Programs

16. Vocational Education I ' 4.26

17. Vocational Education II 2.64

18. Vocational Education III 2.18

19. Vocational Education IV 1.69

20. Vocational Education V 1.40

21. Vocational Education VI 1.17

Special Adult General Education Programs

22. Adult basic education & adult high school 1.28

23. Adult community service .675
Basic Programs

24. Kindergarten & grades 1, 2, & 3 1.234
25. Grades 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, & 9 1.00

26. Grades 10, 11 & 12 1.10

FEFP Revenue - ,
an amount derived from weighted FTE minus ineligible weighted
FTE multiplied by the base student cost of $745.00 multiplied
by the district cost differential plus minimum guarantee minus
$5.00 per umweighted FTE for educational training expenditures
(Note: FEFP revenue includes required local effort revenue.)

Florida Education Finance Program (FEFP) -
the program for financing public schools in Florida - for more
details refer to the MIS statistical report F]or1da Education
Finance Program for 1975-76

General (Operating) Fund -
tiie set of accounts used for all ordinary operations of a school
district, generally including all transactions which do not have
to be accounted for in another fund

A-2 Lo
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Groups of FEFP Programs -
See FEFP programs.

Ineligible Weighted Full-T*me Equivalent Students -
the number of weighted full-time equivalent students which are
ineligible because of legislated constraints or caps

Materials and Supplies - .
direct cost amounts expended for material items of an expendable
nature that are consumed, worn out, or deteriorated in use; also
for material items that lose their identity through fabrication
or incorporation into different or more complex units or substances

Minimum Guarantee -
minimum. 1evel funding which guarantees that each district will re-
ceive a minimum level of funding per FTE student in 1975-76 equal
to the amount per FTE student received in 1974-75

Other Expenses -
direct cost amounts expended for goods or services not otherwise
classified as salaries, employee benefits, purchased services,
materials and supplies, or capital outlay

Prior Year Adjustment -
an amount prorated to all schools and programs based on unweighted
FTE for updated or corrected information; namely, arithmetical
errors, assessment roll changes, full-time equivalent membership
errors, or allocation errors revealed in an audit report

Prorated Adjustment -
an amount prorated to all schools and programs based on unweighted
FTE when the FEFP legislative appropriation is less than the funds
earned by the eligible full-time equivalent students reported by
school districts

Purchased Services -
direct cost amounts expended for the personal services rendered by
personnel who are not on the school district payroll as well as
amounts expended for travel, communications, and utilities

Salaries - :
direct cost amounts expended to employees of the school district
who are directly identified with both a specific FEFP program and
a school; namely, classroom teachers, substitute teachers, and
classroom paraprofessionals '

Salaries per Staff Unit -
the direct cost salaries of teachers, substitute teachers, and
classroom:paraprofessionals divided by the staff units (full-
time equivalent teachers)
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School Indirect Costs -
amounts expended which cannot be readily or obviously identified
with a program and which are difficult or costly to attempt to
identify directly with a program, but which can be readily or
obviously identified with a school (See section 6A - 1.14(3)(a),
SBE rules.)

Special Revenue (Contracted Program) Funds -
the sets of accounts used for special projects in which limitations
on the use of monies are specified by the legal authority establishing
the fund, and, generally these resources cannot be diverted to other
uses

Staffing Ratio -
the unweighted full-time equivalent students divided by the staff
units (full-time equivalent teachers)

Staff Units -
full-time equivalent teachers

Total Direct Costs -
the total of amounts expended for salaries, employee benefits,
purchased services, materials and supplies, other expenses, and
capital outlay which are readily identified with both a specific
FEFP pregram and a school

Total Program Costs -
amounts expended as total school costs and district indirect costs

Total School Costs -
amounts expended as total direct costs and school indirect costs

Unweighted FTE -
the number of full-time equivalent students certified by the schools

and districts to earn FEFP revenue for the July, October, February,
and June (estimated) counts during 1975-76

Unweighted Reported Full-Time Equivalent Students -
See unweighted FTE.

Weighted FTE -
the number of unweighted full-time equivalent students multiplied
by the appropriate FEFP program cost factor

Weighted Reported Full-Time Equivalent Students -
See weighted FTE.
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Appendix B

INSTRUCTIONS FOR RCQUESTING PROGRAM COST ANALYSIS REPORTS

To request any of the program cost analysis reports, please complete
the form provided at the end of this appendix. A1l five boxes on the upper
half of the form must be completed unless you are a Department of Education
staff member. The name, institution, address, and city/state information
will be used to mail out your reports. A phone number is necessary in the
event that questions arise in fulfilling your request. If your phone is
outside of Florida and a call is necessary, you will be called collect.
District and school level reports in the same format as illustrated in
the text are available free of charge upon request to all Florida legisla-
tive, DOE, and public school district staff when the use to be made of the
reports is within the scope of the staff member's official duties. Others
may request reports at cost.

In completing the lower half of the form, follow the examples given
as a guide and the directions below:

Abbreviated Report Name -
Please use the abbreviations given below which will clearly distin-
guish one report from another. If you request any report(s) at all,
include the Program Cost Report in your request for basic program
cost information. If you request any report(s) involving FTE cal-
culations, include the FEFP Adjusted Revenue Report for basic FTE
information.
Report Name With Abbreviations
Program Cost Report (PCR)
FEFP Adjusted Revenue Report (FEFP)
Staff and Salary Analysis Report (SSAR)
Program Costs Expressed as Percentages of Total Program
Costs (%PC) ,
Program Costs Fxpressed as Percentages of Total for Al1l
FEFP Programs (%FEFP)
Program Costs per Unweighted FTE (UNWFTE)
Program Costs per Weighted FTE (WFTE)

Fund Type -
For most analyses, the "general" fund reports will be the most use-
ful, followed by "both" fund types combined. Review the discussion
in the introduction of this report about the two different types and
the two definitions in Appendix A before deciding, then check the
appropriate columns.

Level of Report -
You should indicate either district or school level report, not both,
for any one request. If you request all of the schools in a district,
the district level report will be included. If you desire all of the
school reports for a given district or group of districts, indicate
school level of report, identify the district(s), and write "all" for
school names.
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For What Districts -
Please identify districts by number as well as name. District num-
bers are those found in the Florida Education Directory, 1976-1977.
Although your request may be for specific school Tevel reports, the
respective district for each school listed must be identified. If
you desire all of the districts in the State, write "all" for dis-
trict names.

For What Schools -
Please identify schools by number as well as name. School numbers
are those found in the Florida Education Directory, 1976-1977. 1If
you desire all of the schools for the districts you have identified,
write "all" for school names.

If you have any questions about requesting program cost analysis
reports, please call Chase Crawford at (904) 487-2280 {SUNCOM 277-2280)
or note on the request form that you wish to be called.

If you wish to delineate further your needs for program cost infor-
mation, please call or note your additional needs on the back of the re-
quest form. Many other analyses of program costs are being conducted.
[f your needs extend beyond the scope of this report, an analysis may be
underway to meet those same needs for someone else.

For the analysis of 1976-77 program cost data, additional reports
can be made available. In order for these additional reports to provide
information which is useful to decision-makers like yourself, please
communicate your needs by calling or writing them down on the back of
the 1975-76 request form.
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EXANPLES OF REQUESTS FOR PROGRAM COSTS ANALYSIS REPORTS

L. A Tegislator desires to analyze the general fund program costs of the top 25 schools in one of the
Indicators of Effectiveness and Efficiency studies completed by the Department of Education.

FORD TYPES  JUEVEL OF REPORT]  FOR WAAT ~ TUR WHAT SCHOOLS
Abbreviated ) X DISTRICTS
Report Name Special ,
GenerallRevenue {Both|District{School INumber]  Name Number Name
n / VLo |eise oo | Mgk schoon
02 |Beta 0021 -] Beta schoo!
02 |Beta 0011 | Delta school

2. A Department of Education administrator desires to analyze the generz! fund program costs for middle

One vequest would produce
school Tevel reports and a group sumary for middle schools, while a second would produce analogous
reports for junior high schools.

schools statewide with those of all junior high schools statewide.

“FORD TIPES  [LEVEL OF REPORT]  YOR WHAT FOR WRAT SCHOOLS
Abbreviated W) (] DISTRICTS
Report Name pecial L
General|RevenueiBoth|District [School INumber|  Name Number Name
ATl v v | 01 ] Alpha 0011 | Alpha middle school
01 | Alpha 0021 | Delta middle schoo!
02 | Beta 0011 | Beta middle school
N / Vol on [ wphe | 0021 | Mpha junior high schoo
02 | Beta 0031 | Beta junior high school north
02 | Beta 0041 | Beta junior high school south
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3. A Departrent of cducation consultant desires to anglyze school Tevel program costs per FTE for the
exceptional progran(s) to which he/she is assigned.

FUND TYPES— JUEVEL OF REPORT]  TOR WAAT "~ TOR WHAT SCHOOLS
Mbreviated ) W/ DISTRICTS
Report Name Specia i
General{Revenue |Both [District {School Number| Name  [Number Name
PR 01 | Alpha 9003 | Alpha Exceptional Ed Center
FEFP l VAR IRVARNY, Vo | Beta 9005 | Beta Exceptional Ed Center
UNFTE J 03 | Gama 9002 | Gamma Exceptional Ed Center
WFTE . .

4. A Department of Education regional consultant desires to amalyze the general fund program costs
for a1l schools and school districts in his/her region.

FUND TYPES JUEVEL OF REPORT]  TOR WHAT “TOR WHAT SCHOOLS
Mbbreviated V) 4 DISRICTS |
Report Name Special
General|RevenuelBoth|District(School [Number|  Name {Number Name
Al v v 101 [Alpha A
02 | Beta
03 | Gamma
ERIC 63
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5. Aschool district administrator desires to amalyse the program costs of his/her high schools with those of 3
qroup of high schools in nearby districts which his/her community believe to be comparable in educational
quality. (One request would produce school Tevel reports and a group Summary for his/her high schools, while
a second would produce analocr - reports for the nearby high schools.

FUND TYPES  JLEVEL OF REPORT]  FOR WHAT FOR WHAT SCHOOLS
Aobreviated W) U DISTRICTS
Report Name Special
General|RevenueJBoth [District {School [Number|  Name Number Name
AN v | VY Y L 01| Apha 0011 | Alpha north high school
01 | Alpha 00211 Alpha south high schoo]
01 | Alpha 0031 | Alpha central high schoo!
N v VvV Vol oo | gtz | oo | seta igh school
03 | Camma 0021 | Gamma high school
04 | Delta 0011 [ Delta high school

S-14

6. A school principal desires to analyse his/her program costs percentagewise, and then compare them with a spe-
cific group of schools in several other districts. One request would produce a school report for his/her
school. A second request would produce analogous reports and a group summary for the other schools.

FOND TYPES  JLEVEL OF REPORT] FOR WHA FOR WHRT SCROOLS

Abbreviated ) U DISTRICTS .
Report Name special L

GeneralfRevenue [Both[District{School |Number|  Name Number Name
PCR A VA K/ vV | 01 | Alpha 0011 | Alpha school
FEFP
%PC v | VoY v | 02 | Beta 0011 | Beta school
WFEFP 03 | Gamma 0021 | Ganma school

04 1 Dalta 0011 | Delta school

ERIC
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1975-76 PROGRAM COST ANALYSIS REPORTS

Please use this form to request program cost analysis reports. Kail completed fom to: 1975-76 Program Cost Analysis
Reports, Management Information Services, Florida Department of Education, Knott Building, Room 275, Tallahassee,

Florida 32304.

Name:

Tnstitution:

Address:

(ity, State (zip code): Phone Number (area code):

TUND TYPES  JLEVEL OF REPORT FOR WHAT FOR WHAT SCROOLS
Abbreviated W) W DISTRICTS
Report Name opecial
GenerallRevenue{BothiDistrict {School [Number] Name  |Number Name
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