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report, describing the form's purpose, data required, example of a
correctly completed form, common errors, and review techniques.
Chapter VII discusses methods that can be used to ensure that a SELPA
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information on special education federal preschool grant program
funding. (JDD)
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Liteans

PREFACE

The J~50 Report is one of the most complicated entitlement reports
that any state agency requires. The report provides information
for funding and monitoring special education services and
operations throughout California and for making special education
funding allocations more equitable. Because of the need for
accurate information, this manual has been developed to assist
local educational agency (LEA) and special education local plan
area (SELPA) officials in completing the Report.

By cosponsoring the development of this manual and accompanying
workshops, the California Department of Education (CDE) and the
California Association of School Business Officials (CASBO) seek
to ensure that the data gathered from the J-50 Repori will be
complete and accurate.

CASBO and the CDE selected KPMG Peat Marwick to develop this manual
and to conduct workshops to explain special education funding. In
addition, Peat Marwick arranged with several school business and
special education program professionals to assist in the
development and review of the manual. The members of the project
team which prepared this manual are:

° vicki Barber, Assistant Superintendent, Business
Services and SELPA Director, Office of the El
Dorade County Superintendent of Schools;

° pDavid V. Gross, Budget and Administrative Services
Supervisor for San Diego City Unified School
District;

° Frances L. Heim, Assistant Superintendent of

Business Services, Office of the Amador County
Superintendent of Schools;

° Jeff Myers, Consultant, Peat Marwick;
° Robert T. O'Neill, Principal, Peat Marwick;
° Sally Spaeth, Fiscal/Management Information Systems

Manager, West Orange County Consortium for Special
Education (WOCCSE); and

° Daniel F. Warden, Administrator of Business
Services, Alta Loma Elementary School District.
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and expanded explanations contributed by Ms. Kelley, who is
recognized inside and outside CDE as an extremely knowlecigeable and
reliable resource for special education financial information.

The Department is grateful for the assistance of David L. Hurlbut,
Assistant Superintendent for Business Services, Office of the
Stanislaus County Superintendent of Schcols, and then vice chair
of CASBO's Professional Development Committee, for directing
CASBO's activities during development of the manual and the
associated workshops.
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efforts in producing this manual:
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of Schools;

o Jack Lucas, Administrative Assistant, SELPA
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the Los Angeles County Superintendent of Schools;
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Services, Office of the Solano County
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I. INTRODUCTION

Chapter I describes the purpose of the manual and the intended
users; outlines the format; and makes suggestions on how best to
use the manual.

PURPOSE OF THIS MANUAL
The purposz of this manual is to help the reader develop:

° A base of knowledge regarding special education funding
in California;

° Familiarity with the components of special education
funding and the structures and methods through which
special education funds are distributed;

° An understanding of which data are needed to complete
the J-50 and a familiarity with sources for those data;

° Familiarity with correctly completed J-50 reports;

° Practice completing J=-50 reports;

° Knowledge of common errors made during completion of the

J=50 and of methods for reviewing completed J-50s to
discover and eliminate such errors;

° Ability to ensure that an educational agency receives

all the special education funds to which it is entitled;
° Ability to use the J-50 Report as a management tool; and
° Familiarity with the relationship between the J-50 and

other state forms, including the J-380 and the J-580.
INTENDED USERS OF THIS MANUAL

This manual is designed primarily for business office staff and
special education program office staff who are directly responsible
for completion of the J-50 Report. It will also be found useful
by business, program, and SELPA administrators and budget officers
who supervise and review J-50 preparation and/or allocations.

ORMAT O I8 MANUAL D HOW TO USE THE L

This manual is divided into seven chapters and four appendices.
This first chapter is an introduction. Chapter II provides a
general background of California special education funding over the
past 15 years. This information should be useful in understanding
the evolution of the current special education funding mechanism
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and the development of the J-50 Report. Chapter III describes the
regional governance of special education programs and tunding
through SELPASs. Chapters II and III will be useful as a
preparation for persons who are not familiar with California
special education finance. Readers already familiar with the
topiecs covered in these chapters may wish to réeview these materials
briefly and move on to the next chapters.

Chapter IV discusses the components of service on which special
education funding is currently based and describes the methods and
structure of the funding allocation. Chapter V presents a flow
chart for gathering data and completing the various parts of the
J~50 Report, a list of the data required to complete the J-50, and
sources for that data. The list describes each data item and
presents complete example data for an imaginary district and SELPA,
Delta unified School District, a member of the White Cloud SELPA.
The reader may use the example data and a set of 1lst period J-50
forms to practice completing the J-506. Persons completing J=-50
forms or reviewing completed forms may wish to review Chapters IV
and V each time they begin to ccmplete a set of forms (i.e., before
the first principal apportionment and again before the second
principal apportionment each year).

Chapter VI discusses each of the individual forms which make up
the J-50 Report, and provides a description of the following:

° Each form's purpose;
° The data required for each form;
° An example of a correctly completed form; common errors

and methods for identifying such errors; and
° General techniques for reviewing the forms.

Persons completing J=-50 forms or reviewing completed forms may wish
to use Chapter VI as a guide as they work through their own J-50
forms.

Readers who have completed a practice J~50 Report using example
data from Chapter V can review and correct their work by comparing
it with completed forms for Delta District included in Chapter VI.

Chapter VII discusses methods which can be used to ensure that a
SELPA or LEA receives the funds for which it is eligible. Persons
completing J-50 forms or reviewing completed forms may wish to
review Chapter VII after completing or after reviewing the J-50,
but before submitting the Report. The chapter may indicate
potential areas where the local educational agency or SELPA has not
claimed funds for which it is eligible, and these areas may not be
clear until after the forms have been completed.

Finally, the appendices to this manual include a glossary of
acronyms and blank versions of several data collection worksheets
used in the manual.

I-2
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IX. BACKGROUND OF SPECIAL EDUCATION FUNDING'

Special education funding in California, particularly since full
implementation of the Special Education Master Plan (Master Plan)
in fiscal year 1980-81, has had an active and turbulent history.
In many cases, efforts to eliminate identified problems have
created new problems. However, the following historical review
reveals a system which has made steady movement toward stability:
one whose strengths and weaknesses are currently more clearly
apparent and defined than at any time in the past. This chapter
provides a background discussion of special education funding
before the Master Plan; of the effects of the Master Plan; and of
changes since the Master Plan.

PRE-MASTER_PLAN

Prior to the development of the Master Plan in 1974, state funding
for California's categorical special education programs was based
either on an amount per class or, for programs such as remedial
speech and driver training, on an amount per unit of average daily
attendance. At the discretion of local school districts and county
boards of education, taxes could be levied to supplement the state
allowances for some of the categorical programs.

In 1974, the Legislature authorized the implementation of the
California Master Plan for Special Education in ten pilot regions.
Funding was to be based on unit amounts for special classes and
resource specialist programs; per-hour-of-service amounts for
designated instruction and services; and per pupil amounts for
program specialists and identification. lHowever, funds
appropriated were insufficient and, therefore, the California
Department of Education negotiated budgets with the six agencies
that were piloting implementation of the Master Plan.

In 1977, the Legislature adopted a five-year phase-in plan and gave
the authority for a county tax levy to support the Master Plan.
In 1978, the passage of Proposition 13 eliminated this
authorization, as well as all other local taxing capability for
special education categorical progranms. Funding for those agencies
implementing the Master Plan was changed from the unit-based
approach to a per pupil basis.,

* This history section has been adapted from the Special
Education Fiscal Task Force Report, which was prepared under
the direction of Jack Kennedy, Administrator, Local Assistance
Bureau for School Apportionments, Grants and Fiscal
Assistance, California Department of Educati:n. The Special
Fducation Fiscal Task Force which wrote that report adapted
this material from the California State Advisory Commission
on Special Education's Sunset Review Report on the Special
Education Program, Appendix A: "History and Explanation of
Special Education Funding," (1986).




MAGTER PLAN

State funding for special education under the Master Plan is
determined through a complex statutory formula. The formula was
designed to account for differences among local educational
agencies (LEAs) in costs and the needs of students they serve. The
Master Plan included a regional delivery system which established
special education local plan areas (SELPAs). To begin with,
starting in fiscal year 1980-81, it was intended that each SELPA
could receive state special education funding for a maximum of ten
percent of its total K=-12 enrollment. Nonpublic school (NPS)
enrollment is included in this cap. SELPAs are further limited to
no more than 2.8 percent of their students in special day classes
(SDCs), 4.0 percent in resource specialist programs (RSPs), and 4.2
percent in designated instruction and services (DIS), unless
waivers are approved by the California Department of Education.
The SELPA divides the number of calculated students in each
instructional setting by a figure that can be viewed as an overall
student~teacher ratio: 10 for SDCs, 24 for RSPs and 24 for DIS.
This determines the number of funded units (classes) in each
instructional setting to which the SELPA is entitled. Since fiscal
year 1980-81, this formula has been modified.

The state funding mechanisms for the special education program are
based on historical costs. The amount of funds each LEA receives
for its allowable instructional units is based on repcrted fiscal
year 1979-80 personnel costs for each type of instructional setting
and for aides. Those costs, adjusted for inflation allowances,
determine each LEA's entitlement for direct instructional services.

LEAs also are entitled to funding for support services. The amount
of funds to which each LEA is entitled is determined by the ratio
of the LEA's fiscal year 1979-80 support costs to its fiscal year
1979-80 instructional personnel costs, as adjusted by SB 769
(Chapter 1094/1981) which reduced ratios that were above the
statewide average. This support service ratio (SSR) is multiplied
by an LEA's entitlement for instructional personnel to determine
the LEA's support services entitlement.

The sum total of these entitlements is funded from several sources:
State special education apportionments, revenue limit funding for
students enrolled in special day classes, federal funds (P.L. 94-
142), local property taxes and the local general fund contribution
(LGFC) . Under the formula, state special education apportionments
are a residual. It is this residual figure that is the basis for
the Budget Act appropriation for special education.

while the Master Plan for Special Education was greeted with
enthusiasm by program providers and advocates in fiscel year 1980~
81, it quickly became an anathema for business offices due to the
huge deficit in the state appropriation in fiscal year 1980-81,
It has been suggested that perhaps the state tried to do too much
at once. Prior to the implementation of the Master Plan,
approximately one-third of the LEAs in California were operating
under a pilot program of the Master Plan in fiscal year 1979-80.

II-2
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Senaté Bill 1870 (Chapter 797/1980) not only requiréd that the
remaining two-thirds of the state convert to thé new Master Plan,
but also enacted a major vevision of the funding formula beginning
in fiscal year 1980-81. The impact of this funding chanm+ was not
tested on a pilot basis, and the initial state appropri ..ion was
$123 million less than statewide entitlements under the new
formula. Even after the Legislature made a supplemental
appropriation of $30 million, the fiscal year 1980-81 special
education deficit was still more than $93 million (12.49 percent
short of the total needed to fully fund the new formula).

CHANGES SINCE MASTER PLAN IMPLEMENTATION

This section discusses changes in special education entitlements
and mandates since implementation of the Master Plan in fiscal year
1980-81, and the restraints on, and effects of, enrollment growth
since fiscal year 1980-81.

Entitlement Reductions

In fiscal Year 1981-82, the deficit for special education would
have grown to an estimated level of $150 million to $175 million
due to inflation increases and growth in instructional units. In
order to reduce the deficit and control future cost increases, the
Legislature enacted SB 769 (Chapter 1094/1981) wiich again modified
the funding formula. For the most part, the reduction in the
deficit was accomplished by reducing entitlements without making
corresponding reductions in mandates.

The following is a list of significant financial provisions of SB
769 along with an analysis of the impact and implications of these
provisions.

5 Percent COLA for Fiscal Year 1981-82

SB 1870 had specified that the special education cost of living
adjustments (COLA) would be 9 percent in fiscal year 1980-81. And
then, beginning in fiscal .yvear 1981-82, would be the same
percentage increase as for the average base revenue limit for
unified school districts with over 1,500 units of ADA. SB 769
reduced the special education COLA to 5 percent in 1981-82.

The 9 percent increase in fiscal year 1980-81 was slightly generous
in that the average unified district with over 1,500 ADA received
an 8.5 percent increase in its base revenue limit in that year.
However, the average unified district with over 1,500 ADA received
a 7.9 percent increase in fiscal year 1981-82 or 2.9 percentadge
points more than the 5 percent COLA for special education. Netting
out the 0.5 percent benefit in fiscal year 1980-81 and the 2.9
percent shortfall in fiscal year 1981-82 means that special
education was under-funded, as compared to revenue limit funding,
by 2.4 percent in fiscal year 1981-82, Since the COLA is applied
to the instructional unit rates, this means that this 2.4 percent
loss was permanent, not a one-time reduction.

1I-3
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One of the benefits of the Master Plan for Special Education as
enacted by SB 1870 was that special education funding did not
depend in any way on the classification of the pupil by handicap.
SB 769 partially returned to labeling pupils by classifying certain
categories of children as severely handicapped, with the balance
being labeled non-severely handicapped. This distinction was then
used to make major reductions in the entitlements for non-severely
handicapped programs and lesser reductions for severely handicapped
programs, as discussed below.

5 ction o structiona de i Non~B8everel

Handjcapped Programs

SB 769 reduced the entitlement for instructional aides serving non-
severely handicapped programs to 85 percent of the entitlement for
aides serving severely handicapped programs. Most LEAs made
corresponding reductions in the number of hours of service for
aides in the non-severely handicapped programs. Typically, this
meant that, whereas an aide for the severely handicapped program
served six hours, an aide for the non-severely handicapped program
served 5.1 hours. The 15 percent reduction in the aide entitlement
also resulted in a 15 percent reduction in support service revenues
for the aide rate. This reduction was restored over a two-year
period beginning in fiscal year 1986-87, with full restoration
completed by fiscal year 1987-88.

Recapture of Fisca ear 1980- a ve ces

SB 769 recaptured any unspent 1980-81 special education revenues.
That is, if any LEA spent less on special education programs in
fiscal year 1980-81 than their special education apportionment, the
excess revenue vas used to reduce their state aid for special
education in fiscal year 1981-82. This action served to reduce the
deficit in fiscal year 1981-82.

Support Ratio Recomputed to Exclude Indjrect Costs
Exceed;ng 4 Percent

SB 769 requied a recomputation of the support service ratio to
exclude indirect costs in the 1979-80 base fiscal year in excess
of 4 percent of the sum of direct costs and direct support costs.
The computed local general fund contribution for the base year was
also reduced by the dollar amount of any indirect costs in excess
of 4 percent in fiscal year 1979-80. 1In this manner, the reduction
to support entitlements for school districts was offset by a
corresponding reduction in the local general fund contribution.
However, since county offices of education do not have local
general fund contributions, there was no offset for them on the
revenue side of this reduction in entitlements.

II1-4 ! 4



Following the recalculation of the support service ratio, SB 769
implemented a "squeeze" of that ratio. Under this reduction, a
cap was placed on support services ratios which limited them to
150 percent of the statewide average support service ratio. Thus,
LEAs which had a support service ratio greater than 150 percent of
the unweighted statewide average support service ratic had their
support service ratio for severely handicapped programs reduced to
that 1level. For non-severely handicapped programs, a support
service ratio squeeze was phased in over three years. Any LEA that
had a support service ratio greater than 100 percent of the
unweighted statewide average support service ratio had that ratio
reduced by 10 percentage points each year until it was at the
statewide average. The one exception to this rule was that if a
provider had a base year support service ratio in excess of 150
percent of the statewide average, their ratio was first reduced to
the 150 percent level in fiscal year 1981-82 and then reduced by
up to 10 percentage points per year until it was squeezed to an
amount equal to 115 percent of that statewide average.

he changes described above reduce special education entitlements
significantly, with the estimated on-going impact of this single
change in law being approximately $70 million per year.

Part of the argument in favor of making this reduction was the
allegation that LEAs overstated support costs in the 1979-80 base
fiscal year. However, local general fund contributions, which
would also have been overstated, were never reduced
correspondingly. This has led some advocates to argue that the
Legislature made an arbitrary determination that support service
ratios should be no higher than the levels specified in SB 769.

County offices of education typically operate a higher level of
severely handicapped programs than do school districts. Thus, the
average support service ratio for county offices of education was
significantly higher than the average support service ratio for
school districts. Nevertheless, SB 769 reduced the support service
ratios for county offices of education based on the statewide
average support service ratio of both school districts and county
offices of education.

40 Percent Reduction in Non-Severe Extended Year 2rogqrams

SB 769 reduced extended year entitlements for non-severely
handicapped programs to 60 percent of the level for severely
handicapped extended year programs., Furthermore, the support.
service ratio for non-severely handicapped extended year programs
was reduced to 50 percent of the usual support service ratio for
non-severely handicapped programs.

For the severely handicapped extended year program, the only
reduction in entitlement was that the support service entitlement
is calculated by using the support service ratio for non-severely
handicapped programs.

II-5
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This differential in funding results in severely handicapped
extended year programs receiv'ing approximately twice the funding
level--through a combination of instructional entitlement and
support entitlement--of non-severely handicapped extended year
programs. As a result, many providers are not fully reimbursed
for the cost of non-severely handicapped extended year programs.
This is especially problematic with regard to aides for the
extended year program. Whereas the aide rate for the regular
program reflects the cost of an aide's salary and benefits, it is
simply not possible to hire an aide for the extended year program
at 60 percent of the regular year aide funding level. As a result,
non-severely handicapped extended year programs do not generate as
much entitlement as do extended Year programs for the severely
handicapped. Similarly, when non-severe extended year programs are
operated, aides for those programs generate less than the usual
funding amount.

Growth Limits

Under the Master Plan, in fiscal year 1980-81 any SELPA could add
instructional units up to a computational level corresponding to
10 percent of the SELPA's K-12 enrollment. However, SB 769
established very strict growth criteria which significantly
curtailed growth in instructional units in fiscal year 1981-82.
This point is discussed in more detail below in the section
entitled "Growth anc Freeze."

Unused

Wwhen a special education provider does not use the number of
instructional aides corresponding to its computed entitlement, SB
769 requires a reduction in the entitlement by the amount of aides
not used. As a result, a special education provider with unused
aides not only loses the aide rate for any unused aides but also
the support entitlement on those unused aides.

ort Ratio fo ew DIS Units s Ad -2

SB 769 provided that the support service ratio for any designated
instruction and service (DIS) unit added over the fiscal year 1980-
81 level and for any instructional units in any setting added
during the spring term is only one-half of the usual support
service ratio. Because a new DIS unit would receive only one-half
of the usual support entitlement (whereas a new Special Day Class
or Resources Specialists Unit would receive a full support
entitlement), the formula provides a disincentive to add new units
serving pupils in the least restrictive environment. 1In actual
practice, this requirement has had no fiscal effect to date as it
pertains to new DIS units because DIS units have remained below the
fiscal year 1980-81 level. The Governor's 1990-91 Budget provices
full support for DIS units in excess of the 1980-81 level of DIS
units operated.

e

II-6



Tra

SB 769 requires that any transfers of instructional programs be
made only when there is no increase in cost to the state.

Reductions in_Program Specialist/Regionalized Services
Funding

SB 769 reduced the entitlement for program specialists from $63
per pupil (i.e., per individual with exceptional needs) in fiscal
year 1980-81 to $44 per pupil in fiscal year 1981-82. Similarly,
SB 769 reduced the entitlement for regionalized services from $30
per pupil in fiscal year 1980-81 to $25 per pupil in fiscal year
1981-82. For program specialists, SB 769 reduced the mandated
ratio from 1:560 to only 1:850 pupils. However, there was no
change in the requirements to provide regionalized services.

Mandate Reduction

In response to requests for reductions in mandates, the Legislature
enacted SB 1345 (Chapter 1201/1982). The following summarizes the
mandates which were eliminated or modified by SB 1345.

REBP and DIS Caseload Limit

Under prior law, the caseload for the resource specialist program
could not exceed an average of 24 for a local plan area, nor could
any individual caseload exceed 28. SB 1324 repealed the maximum
SELPA-wide average caseload, but retained the maximum individual
caseload of 28. At the same time that SB 1345 relaxed the caseload
limits for the resource specialist program, it implemented new
limits for DIS programs by specifying that the SELPA average
caseload for speech, language and hearing specialist cannot exceed
55, SB 1345 did, however, provide an exception to these DIS
caseload limits when a higher average caseload was specified in a
local plan, along with the reasons why that higher caseload is
necessary.

Program Specialist Mandate Repealed

SB 1345 repealed the mandate for program specialist, but continued
the state funding at the rate of $44 per pupil. If that amount is
not spent on program specialists, SB 1345 allowed those funds to
be for either regionalized services or unfunded instructional
units.

DIS Mandate

SB 1345 attempted to reduce the mandate to provide designated
instruction and services by only permitting their use after the
resources of regular and special day classes had been exhausted.
Even though SB 1345 deleted the list of service options, it did not
reduce the requirement to provide designated instruction and
services. In fact, state law was amended in 1983 by AB 1892
(Chapter 1099/1983) which restored to the Education Code a list of

11-7
.1 (,



services which had been deleted by SB 1345, and added two new DIf
categories: recreation services and specialized services for low-
incidence disabilities (e.g., readers, transcribers and vision and
hearing services).

g jal

SB 1345 clarified which types of pupils were eligible for special
transportation.

Miscellaneous Mandates

SB 1345 .lso made numerous changes in mandates for assessments and
individualized educatior programs, as well as several changes
concerning personnel rights. While these changes did serve to
reduce state mandates in these areas, they had no significant
financial implications.

Growth and Freeze

Growth Limits in -

In fiscal year 1980-81, as noted above, each SELPA was allowed to
add instructional personnel service (IPS) units up to the level
corresponding to 10 percent of the SELPA's estimated K-12
enrollment in the current year. In fiscal year 1981-82, under the
provisions of SB 769, each SELPA had to meet stringent requirements
consisting of a double test--high caseload in the prior year, as
well as additional students above the level served in the prior
year--in order to be funded for growth units. Even for those
SELPAs which met these tests, the maximum growth allowed was only
half the distance between the level of IPS units that the SELPA
had in fiscal year 1980-81 and the fiscal year 1981-82 level
corresponding to the 10 percent cap. SELPAs qualifying under the
sparsity definition were not subject to these provisions (see
Chapter IV). As a result of these stringent provisions, there was
very little growth in instructional units in fiscal year 1981-82.

The Freeze

in fiscal year 1982-83, due to the state's fiscal crisis, no growth
at all was allowed in instructional units, with one exception. The
exception was the provision that a SELPA would receive state
funding for additional units over the level operated in the prior
year if the units were to serve pupils previously served in non-
public schools, and if there was no net cost to the state. Under
the provisions of the freeze, a SELPA with declining enrollment did
not have to relinquish any units.

In fiscal year 1983-84, the state was no longer suffering from its
financial crisis; indeed, that was the year of SB 813 (Chapter
498/1983) . Nevertheless, the freeze on growth was extended another
year.
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The freeze created real hardships for those SELPAs experiencing
rapid enrollment growth but actually benefited those with
significant declining enrollment. Under the original statutory
formula, a SELPA could be funded for instructional units nct to
exceed 10 percent of its K-12 enrollment. In cases where a SELPA
had units in one year exactly at the 10 percent cap and then
experienced declining enrollment in the following year, the SELPA
would be funded for fewer units. Under the freeze, however, such
a SELPA was not required to relinquish any units.

Re: of “Underut "y

After two years of the application of the freeze, there was concern
that some SELPAs had more units than they needed while others had
far too few units. In order to correct this situation, sB 1379
(Chapter 268/1984) imposed the requirement that SELPAs maintain
minimum average caseluads of at least 9 in special day classes, 21
in resource specialist programs and 2C (based on the unduplicated
count) in DIS units. In this way, the state could identify
"underutilized" units and, by recapturing them, make them available
to SELPAs with high need. A second test was provided in fiscal
year 1985-86 to allow a SELPA subject to recapture under the first
test to retain DIS units if it had an average duplicated DIS count
caseload of at least 39 pupils in its DIS programs.

State law does provide for waivers of these minimum caseload
provisions for SELPAs which meet specific standards of sparsity or
have a high percentage of their pupils residing in licensed
children's institutions, foster family homes or other similar
residential facilities. In addition, because of the statutory
provisions regarding lay-off notices, there is a one year lag
between the time that a SELPA is notified that its caseloads are
below the minimum standards and the time that the SELPA must
actually release instructional units.

Despite the conjecture on the part of some that a large number of
munderutilized"” instructional units existed, the number of units
that have been recaptured has been relatively small, probably
because of the ¢growth freeze. Based on fiscal year 1983-84
caseload data (caseload is determined by April 1 pupil count), 3.11
IPS units were recaptured in fiscal year 1984-85 and 36.54 units
were recaptured in fiscal year 1985-86. Based on fiscal year 1985-
86 caseload data, only 4.63 additional units were recaptured in
fiscal year 1986=87. In fiscal year 1987-88, 4.56 units were
recaptured and in 1988-89, no units were recaptured, since all of
the subject units were in SELPAs that could retain them based on
sparsity and/or LCI-impaction waiver approval. 1989-90 saw only
4.14 units recaptured, and no units are scheduled for recapture in
1990-91. All recaptured units are reallocated as additional growth
units above and beyond the number of growth units from specific
appropriations for growth. It is important to note that a one-
year extension is granted prior to a recapture in order to allow
SELPAs to prepare for the reduction.
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Exhibit II.1

HISTORICAL GROWTH SUMMARY,
12834-85 THROUGH 1989-90

(1 (2) (3 (4) (5) (6) (7 (8) 9 (10)
Actual growth
cale,
Lcl mid-yr, Cost of Net Unfunded program Approx.,
imp. units Cost of Recapture recapture approp. Grouth balance proration % funded
i '  converted LC1 units units units (1-3+5) demand (7-6) factor (6/7)
1984/85
Budget Act 10,000,000 N/A N/A N 222,741 10,222,741 17,014,087 6,791,346 .. 60
1985/86
Budget Act 10,000,000 14,00 597,684 36.54 Prorated 9,402,316 39,349,927 29,947,611 0.23890 24
$B 606~ -Seymour units
Mid-yr. retro-
active _5,000,000
15,000,000 14,402,316 39,349,927 24,947,611 0.35680 37
1986/87
Budget Act 24,100,000 24,23 1,341,763 4.63 248,240 23,006,477 52,373,823 29,367,346 0.43927 44
1987/88
Budg:-t Act 44,885,000 22.14 1,236,445 4.56 215,423 43,863,978 70,045,347 26,181,369 0.62622 63
1988/89
Budget Act 64,200,000 0 0 0 0 64,200,000 69,141,164 4,941,164 0.92800 93
1989/90
Budget Act 14,500,000
AB 198--0'Connel!l 10,000,000
AB 1087--Hughes 8,000,000
32,500,000 13.85 1,042,683 4.1 290,885 31,748,202 69,860,006 38,111,804 0.45832 45
AB 198 - O'Connell
Budget Act -
Very Sparse
SELPAS 500,000 : . - 500,000 500,000 N/A N/A N/A
33,000,000
N
l (&
20
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IIX. SPECIAL EDUCATION GOVERNANCE: THE sELpA’

This chapter describes the SELPA mission, size and scope, and
regionalized services.

SELPA MISSBION

SELPAs were established to implement state and federal mandates for
improved services to handicapped students. A major concept of both
P.L. 94~142 and the California Master Plan for Special Education
was that handicapped students should be educated in the least
restrictive environment (LRE) in which they, and their classmates,
could be successful, and that every special education child had the
right to a free, appropriate public education.

Because this was a relatively new concept until the early 1970s,
a plan was needed to overcome long-standing prejudices and
practices in education. With re:ognition that this was basically
a civil rights issue, many states acknowledged their responsibili-
ties by setting up regional structures to ensure appropriate
implementation. 1In California, the SELPA serves that purpose, and
the Education Code defines the manner in which the governance
structure is to be established.

Section 56170 of the Education Code provides school districts with
three planning options for the provision of special education to
individuals with exceptional needs residing in their districts:

1. If it is of sufficient size and scope, a district may submit
its own local plan;

2, A district may join with one or more other districts to
jointly develop and submit a local plan; or

3. A district may join with a county office or county offices
to cooperatively develop and submit a local plan.

Under Options 2 and 3, the plan must:

e Specify responsibilities for providing special education
services to all the individuals with exceptional needs
residing in the districts within the geographic area covered
by the plan;

* This chapter has been adapted from Marie Otto's A Study of
SELPAs, which was adopted on October 6, 1989 by special
education local plan area administrators, and from the Special
Educatjon Fiscal Task Force Report, which was prepared under the
direction of Jack Kennedy, Administrator, Local Assistance
Bureau for School Apportionments, Grants and Fiscal Assistance,
California Department of Education.
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e Contain provisions for a governance structure for the
operation of the plan; and

e Identify the local educational agency or other administrative
entity, if not the county office, which will serve as the
Responsible Local Agency or Administrative Unit.

The Administrative Unit shall provide the necessary administrative
support for the coordinction of the plan's implementation and
perform such functions as the receipt and distribution of
regionalized service funds. The service areas covered by these
single district, multi-district, or county office plans are called

SELPAS.

This concept of planning is the core of what was called the Master
Plan for Special Education in california. The intent is to ensure
that all individuals with exceptional needs have access to
appropriate special education services and that the responsibility
for providing each service is clearly identified in each SELPA.
It is also intended that, through cooperative planning, duplication
of services and service delivery structures will be minimized and
that programs will have greater cost-effectiveness.

Additionally, the regionalized service delivery concept was
considered to be a more effective means of providing services to
individuals with exceptional needs based on the following
observations:

e 1Individuals with exceptional needs comprise only a small
proportion of the school population;

e Many school districts in California are small school
districts and, therefore, have even smaller numbers of
students with exceptional needs;

e A large number of school districts could not efficiently
support a full program or class in a particular need area of
special education due to their size, location and lack of
resources; and

e It requires a large enrollment base to generate enough pupils
with low-incidence disabilities to enable appropriate and
efficient programs. For example, 20,000 average daily
attendance woulu dgenerate fewer than 200 pupils who are
blind, deaf, or severely orthopedically impaired.

S8IZE AND SCOPE

The State Board of Education has adopted size and scope standards
as required by Section 56170 of the Education Code. These

standards require:

e
-
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For metropolitan areas (200 or more average daily attendance
fADA] per square mile);

- For a single-district SELPA, at least 20,000 ADA; or
- For a multi-district SELPA, at least 30,000 ADA.

For rural areas (areas with less than 200 ADA per sdguare
mile);

- 15,000 ADA to be a single-district SELPA.

The SELPA should be capable of providing a full scope of
services in order to meet the needs of all individuals with
exceptional needs residing in its gecgraphic area.

Some of the single and multi-district SELPAs meet the scope
requirement by contracting with other SELPAs to provide services
for their severely handicapped and/or low-incidence disabilities
populations.

Along with regionalized planning, SELPA governance structures were
charged with regionalized functions:

]

Program Specialist Services:

- Observe, consult with, and assist resource specialists,
designated instruction and services instructors, and
special class teachers;

- Plan programs, coordinate curricular resources and evaluate
effectiveness of programs for individuals with exceptional
needs;

- Participate in each school's staff development, program
development and innovation of special methods and
approaches;

- Provide coordination, consultation and program development
primarily in one specialized area or in areas of the
specialist's expertise; and

- Be responsible for ensuring that pupils have full
educational opportunity regardless of their district of
residence.

Personnel development, including training for staff, parents,
and members of the Community Advisory Committee.

Planning and conducting annual program evaluation activities.

Data collection and development of a management information
system,

III-3
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e Curriculum development.

e Administrative support and coordination of the implementation
of the local plan.

The local plin developed within each SELPA and approved by the
State Board of Education must describe the governance and
administration within the SELPA. For multi-district plans, the
role of governing boards must be defined in the policy-making
process as must special education administrators' responsibilities
for plan implementation.

D
(1]
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IV. THE COMPONENTS AND METHODS FOR SPECIAL EDUCATION FUNDING

This chapter describes the components on which special educatiun
funding is based. It also discusses in detail the methods of
distributing special education funds.

*

BACKGROUND

SB 1870, enacted in 1980, created a funding model for special
education based on reported costs. These costs were recorded on
the Supplemental Annual Financial Report, more commonly known as
the J-41A for school districts and the J-73A for county offices of
education.

The California School Accounting Manual requires that costs
incurred during the prior fiscal year be assigned and allocated to
an instructional program. The three instructional programs are
identified as General Education, Special Education, and Special
Projects.

nirect costs that cccurred during a fiscal year were assigned
directly to the appropriate instructional program. Direct costs
of these programs included salaries and benefits of teachers and
instructional aides, textbooks, instructional supplies, and
equipment.

Using designated methods, support costs were then allocated to the
appropriate instructional programs. These support costs included
instructional administration, school administration, pupil
services, maintenance, operations, transportation, and district
administration. Pupil services costs included expenditures
associated with attendance, welfare, guidance, counseling, and
health.

Support costs that were not identified as accruing to a particular
instructional program were put into a pool for later distribution.
These costs were allocated on a pro rata basis to all instructional
programs and were called "indirect costs" from which indirect cost
rates were derived. Instructions accompanying the J-41A/73A
required that indirect cost rates not exceed 8 percent of the sum
of direct costs and direct support costs.

The J-41A and J-73A cost reporting documents for fiscal year 1979-
80 ultimately became the documents used to determine the special
education entitlements. However, a variety of methods for

* This background section was adapted from the Special Education

Fiscal Task Force Report, which was prepared under the direction
of Jack Kennedy, Administrator, Local Assistance Bureau for

School Apportionments, Grants and Fiscal Assistance, California
Department of Education.
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allocating direct support costs were used throughout the state in
that year. For example, allocation methods used to determine the
amount of time a schcol principal spent administering special
education programs varied significantly among local educational
agencies (LEAs).

As a result of the variety of allocation methods used by LEAs, a
wide range of costs were reported for special education causing
disparity in the results of the funding formula set forth in SB
1870.

In 1984, the State Superintendent of Public Instruction established
the Financial Management Advisory Committee, commonly known as the
FMAC. As an outgrowth of FMAC, a committee was charged with the
responsibility of developing a system that would provide for
consistent cost accounting reporting. Standard methods of
allocating support costs have now been in place, with the
implementation of the J-380 (for school districts), J-580 (for
county offices of education), and J-780 (for Jjoint power
authorities) Annual Program Cost Data Reports, since fiscal year
1985-86.

PURPOSES AND USES OF THE J=50

Each year J-50 worksheets translate and refine the complex web of
statute and state budget appropriation and control language into
the mathematical formulas, rules, and instructions to be used in
distributing over $1.3 billion in state funding for special
education. The primary purposes and uses of the J-50 worksheets
are as follows:

e Communjication - As an official state worksheet, the J-50
communicates to SELPAs and their member LEAs updated rules,
formulas, and instructions which will be used to determine
local funding for special education.

e Lo nd - - Each ,ear local policy-
makers must adapt their programs both to the needs of
changing student populations and to the constraints of
limited financial resources. In evaluating options, the
formulas and rules in the J-50 workshzets provide the basis
for measuring state revenue gains and losses for each
alternative under consideration.

e Revenue Estimating and Budgeting - The J-50 worksheets may
be used to compute estimated special education revenues for
local budget purposes and to prepare budget updates during
the year.

p)
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riling of Pinancjal Claims - In order to receive special

education funding, each SELPA and its member LEAs must file
financial claims with the state at 1st period (i.e.,
December) and at 2nd period (i.e., April) during the current
fiscal year, as well as an annual report after the year is
closed. This financial claim process is built around
preparation of the J-50 Report by each SELPA and its member
LEAs and the filing of selected J-50 forms with the state.

gstate-Level Information Resource - The data gathered by the
California Department of Education on the J-50 Forms are a
valuable source of local special education operations data
for state planning and policy-making.

FUNDING COMPONENTS

Upon passage of SB 1870, the J-50 documents were developed to
implement the legislation. The initial computations established
a base for each LEA. 1Included in this base were the following:

Instructiona) Personnel Service Units and Unit Rates (IPSUs
and IPs Unit Rates) - The number of basic instructional units
(teacher, or teacher and aide, etc.), which may vary by
instructional setting. Unit Rates are based on average
salaries and fringe benefits of Special Day Class teachers,
Resource Specialist Program teachers, Designated Instruction
and Services specialists, and classified aides.

Support Services Ratios (88Rs) - All other costs of operating
including average salaries and fringe benefits for
psychologists, nurses, counselors, etc., providing assessment
and Individualized Education Program (IEP) development,
school administration, district office administration,
custodial services, substitute teachers, substitute aides,
classroom supplies, testing materials, office supplies,
duplicating consultants, workshop/travel, maintenance,
utilities, equipment, and indirect costs.

Local General Fund cContribution (LGFC) - The difference
between an LEA's 1979/80 special education adjusted expenses
and the amount of revenue received for special education in
that year.

other Entitleme..t Components - For LEAs, if applicable:
extended year IPSUs, extended year support service ratios,

and non-public school and agency costs. For SELPA
administrative units: regionalized services, program
specialists and low-incidence funds. For county offices of
education: longer day and year incentives, if offered.
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Tl ese entitlement components are used to determine an LEA's . _
funding. The sources of revenue include the following: .

e SDC ADA Revenue limit funds;

e Federal P.L. 94-142 local assistance entitlements; ;
e Local General Fund Contribution; ,
e Applicable local taxes;

e Excess revenue reallocation from county offices, if
applicakle (according to Education Code Section 56713); and

¢ Net state J-50 special education apportionments.

It is important to recognize that most LEAs have "two" LGF
contributions. The first is the "computed" LGFC as determined by
the difference in state and federal revenues and expenses in fiscal
year 1979/80. The law intended that this difference become a
permanent contribution to the special education program. The J-
50 accomplishes this by deducting the computed LGFC from the gross
entitlement. The second local contribution is commonly referred
to as the actual encroachment. This is the amount between expenses
as reported on the J-380/580/780 and revenues received for a given
year.

Key entitlement and income source components are described here. .
Exhibit IV.1 presents a general overview of Kkey entitlement

component makeup.
calcu -] 8 ates

Worksheets were provided for certificated personnel in each of the
three instructional settings. The worksheets included columns for
teacher's name, assignment, 1979/80 salary paid, service days
during regular school year, percent of time teacher worked each
day, and full-time equivalency. Exhibit IV.2 illustrates how the
average unit rates were calculated based on the totals taken from

the worksheets:




Exhibit V.1
- MAJOR SPECIAL EDUCATION ENTITLEMENT COMPONRENTS

| OOREEA AL A e oA e A e et A B A e e dor oSS ARG —eb - e et e e s e e

INSTRUCTIONAL PERSONNEL SERVICE UNIT SUPPORYT SERVICES RATIO
IPSU ENTITLEMENT SSR ENTITLEMENT

One unit equsis one of the following:
SEVERELY HANDICAPPED IPSV
0 SDC - Average Salary & Fringe of:
One Special Day Class Teacher and
1.05 Full-Time Equivalent Aides °
NON-SEVERELY HANDICAPPED IPSU Aversge Ssisries & Fringe of Support SiaH,
o SDC - Average Salary & Fringe ol including, but not Limited to;
One Special Day Class Teacher and Psychologists, Nwses, and Counselors for
1.05 Full-Time Equivalent Aides * assessment, evaluation, & IEP development
School Adminisiration
R District Oflice Administraton
Cuslodiai
o RSP - Average Salary & Fringe of: Substlitutes - Certiticated & Classilied
One Resource Speciakst Program Teacher and
One Full-Time Equivaient Aide Other Operating Costs,
including but not Limited to:
R Classroom Supplies
. Teang Materials
o DIS - Average Salary & Fringe of Office Supplies
One Deaignated instruction and Services Spectahisi Duplicating
Such as: Consultants
Workshop/Travel
Speech & Language Therapisi Maintenance
itineran! Teacher Utilities
Adaptive ¢ E Therapisi Equipment
Classilied DIS Aides (Appron. 3 Aides « 1| Unit) 4% Indirgct Cost
Other DIS Specisiists Listed
in Education Code Section 56363

* Nole 105 1s the FTE used 1o calculaio & SELPA's aide eniilement  Units
@ may be allocaled with 0. 1, or 2 aides for SDCs, and 0 or 1 awde for RSPs. BEST COPY AVAILABLE
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Exhibit 1IV.2
UNIT RATE CALCULATION FOR CERTIFICATED EMPLOYEES .

"' £ :_.:':":: J
CERTIFICATED IPSUs
Reg. Sch. #
Yr. Service %
Name _ Assignment _ Salary Days of day FTE
Totals $312,202 17

Average Salary $18,365

Fringe: _ Percont of Salary Avarage Fringe

u.t 0.200% 36.73 '
STRS 8.307% 1525.58 '
Ww.C. 1.270% 233.24

H&W 1524.60

Total_Fringe 3,320
Averaga Salary & Fringe $21,685

Actual Salaries Reg. Year $312,202

Actual Fringe Reg. Year 55,320

Actual Sal/Fringe Ex. Year 25,559

Total Salaries & Benefits 79/80 $393.081

By totaling salary and fringe costs, and dividing by the number of
full-time equivalent teachers, an average salary and fringe similar
to the $21,685 in Exhibit IV.2 can be obtained.

The DIS unit rates were determined in the same manner as the unit
rates for the other instructional settings. Specific services
follow:

1. Language and speech development and remediation

2. Audiological services

3. Orientation and mobility instruction

4. Instruction in the home or hospital

5. Adapted physical education

6. Physical and occupational therapy

7. Vision services

8. Specialized driver training instruction

9, Counseling and guidance
10. Psychological services other than assessment and

development of the individualized education program

11. Parent counseling and training
12. Health and nursing services ‘
13. Social worker services

31
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14. Specially designed vocational education and career
development

15. Recreation services

16. Specialized services for low-incidence disabilities, such
as redders, transcribers, and vision and hearing services

The portion of psychologists, nurses, audiologists, social workers,
vocational education staff, occupational and physical therapist
salaries included in the total was ONLY for that time spent
providing direct services to students as designated in the IEP.
Costs of providing assessment and development of the IEP were
included in the support services ratio.

Extended year teacher and aide costs were identified and later
worked into the final calculations that established support service
ratios and local general fund contributions.

Aides assigned to both SDC and RSP teachers were listed on
worksheets provided for classified personnel. Average salary and
benefits were determined for aides in a manner similar to that used
for certificated averages with two exceptions. The first exception
was that the unit rate for LEAs that had operated FTEs of less than
six hours was increased to six hours. Those LEAs that actually
operated FTEs of more than six hours were computed on the actual
hours paid. Therefore, some LEAs have a greater aide entitlement
than six hours.

The second exception was that all fringe benefit costs for
classified personnel were built into the unit rate, regardless of
benefits actually paid. These fringe benefits included a
percentage for Unemployment Insurance (U.I.), Public Employees'
Retirement System (PERS), Old Age, Survivors, Disability and Health
Insurance (OASDI), Workers' Compensation (W.C.), as well as the
LEA's then-current cost per employee for Health and Welfare
Insurance (H&W). The intent of the Master Plan was to employ six-
hour aides, and the fcrmula was developed accordingly.

Exhibit IV.3 illustrates the final calculation to determine the
six-hour unit rate:

s
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Exhibit IV.3

UNIT RATE CALCULATION FOR CLASSIFIED EMPLOYEES (AIDES)

b - FORM-J:80 Beg - - |
CLASSIFIED IPSUs
Total Total
Aide Salary Hours
Name _ Assignment  Pald Worked
Totals $136,252 27.454
Average Cost Per Hour $4.96
Hours Per Day
Use the higher of actual hours
worked per day or 6 hours. | 6
Times No. of Paid Days X 197
Average Salary $5.863

Avetaga Fringe

U. L 0.200% 1173

PERS 12.567% 736.22

QASDI 6.130% 359 .4

wC. 1.270% 74.46

H&W 1680 82 o i

Comgputed Salary & Banelis

|Total_Fringe $2.863

Avarage Salary & Fringe $8,726 Average 8 Hr. Aide $8,726

- Entitlement:

Actual Salaries Reg. Year 136.252 SDC Cert. FTE 10 87.256
Actual Fringe Reg. Year 27.292 RSP Cert. FTE 17 148,338
Actual Sal/Fringe Ex. Year 7.762 Extended Year 7.762
Total Salaries & Banefits 79/80 $171,306

Computed Salary & Benelits 243,354 $243,354
Additional Aide Time $72,048

The example in Exhibit IV.3 demonstrates how to use salaries paid,
hours worked, days worked, and fringe benefit costs to calculate
an average salary and fringe cost per employee. 1In this case, that
cost was $8,7.

For LEAs that = arated aides for fewer than six hours per day in
fiscal year 17 --/80, the final calculations identified $72,048 as
"aAdditional uiie Time." This sum represented the difference
between actua! ..alaries and benefits paid in that year and the J-
50 computed sa.ary and fringe of employing six-hour -ides.

The $72,048 can be traced through as a component of support service
ratio calculation on the following page (line 16, on Exhibit IV.4).
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. . Form J-50B-6 was used to establish “he support services ratio for
SB 1870 funding. Exhibit IV.4 presents an example of support
service ratio calrulation.

Exhibit IV.4

SUPPORT BERVICE RATIO CALCULATION

1080/81 FIRST PRINCIPAL

7 FORM J-50B-5 ]

1. Total 1979/80 Special Ed. Costs. Total J-41A or J-73A Special
Education expenses inciuding Direct, Direct Support, and

indiract Support (Exclude MGM) * $1,762.601
2. DCHP Costs. All DCHP costs it not included above +
3. Pregnant Minor Costs. Deduct costs included on Line 1 -
4. Non-Public School Costs. Deduct costs included on Line 1 . 21,416
5. Special Education Transportation Costs. Deduct

costs which are Included on Lines { and 2 . -81,264
6. Home & Hospita! instruction Costs. Deduct costs for
‘ tomporary physical disabilities included on Line 1
7. __County Capital Outlay Costs. Deduct costs included on Line 1 -
8. Regional Services. Deduct cosis included on Line 1 . -73,031

19. _Total Adjusted Special Education Costs . $1,586,980
110.__Special Cilass Teachers Actual Salary & Frings Costs Form J-508-1 + 393,081

{11 Resource Specialists Actual Salaty & Fringe wusts Form J.508-2 + 221,296

12.__DIS Aclual Salary & Fringe Costs "orm J-50B-3 + 230,561

13. ° sacher Aide Actual Salary & Fring) Costs Form J-50B-4 . 171,308

14 Tolal Teachet & Alde Costs 1,016, 244
15. TYotal Support Setvicas Costs. Subtract Ling 14 from Line 9 570,736
16__ Additional Aide Cost Form J.508.4 72,048
17 __Tolal Adjusted Teacher and Aide Cosi. Line 14 plus Ling 16 $1,088,282
18, _Support Setvicas Ratio. Dlvide Line 18 by Line 17 0.6244|

Exhibit IV.4 shows that support services costs in the 1979/80 base
fiscal year equalled 52 percent of instructional costs in this
example. The amounts shown in Lines 10 through 13 of Exhibit IV.4
were taken from the worksheets used to determine average unit
rates. Line 16 1is the cost of calculated additional aide
entitlement for LEAs that used less-than-six-hour FTEs in fiscal
year 1979/80. Since Line 17 is the divisor, inclusion of this item
slightly lowered the support ratio (see Exhibits IV.2 and 1IV.3).

The actual total special education costs (including indirect costs)

as reported on the J-41A/73A Supplemental Financial Report were

used as the beginning base. Certain concepts were used to develop

support services ratios which redefined program using costs

prepared based on state guidelines prior to implementation of the
‘ Master Plan. These concepts are described as follows:
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1. The fiscal year 1979/80 special education costs were reported

on the Supplemental Annual Financial Report - Part I -
General Funad: _

a. J=-41A (districts) and J-73A (county offices) included
General Fund costs only. Other funds were excluded
which may have included special education costs (e.g.,
not facility fund costs).

b. Development Centers for Handicapped Pupils (DCHP) costs
were reported in a separate fund and not included on
J-41A/73A, and so were subsequently added to the costs
as reported in 1. above (Line 2 in Exhibit IV.4).

Costs for student programs included above which did not meet
the federal definition of handicapped students as defined in
public Law 94-142 were deducted:

a. Mentally Gifted Minors (MGM) (Line 1 in Exhibit 1IV.4).
b. Pregnant Minors (Line 3 in Exhibit IV.4).

C. Home and Hospital instruction for students with
temporary disabilities (Line 6 in Exhibit 1IV.4).

Funding of certain components was clearly defined in the
Master Plan and was not intended to be included as part of
the support services ratios. Costs of these programs were
deducted from the base.

a. Costs of previding nonpublic echool services were
deducted as funding based on 70 percent of NPS excess
costs (Line 4 in Exhibit IV.4).

b. All costs of providing home~-to-school transportation
were deducted from subsequent funding of approved costs
of 100 percent reimbursement for county offices and 80
percent for districts (Line 5 in Exhibit IV.4).

C. The costs of county capital outlay were deducted because
funding for these kinds of expenses was to come from the
county revenue limit funding (Line 7 in Exhibit IV.4).

d. All costs for Regionalized Services and Program
Specialists were deducted, and funding was based on a

per pupil amount not to exceed 10 percent of the CBEDS
enrollment (Line 8 in Exhibit IV.4).

5
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Local General Fund Contribution (LGFC)

Following the calculation of the support services ratio was that
of the LGFC. The fiscal year 1979/80 adjusted costs were compared
to adjusted revenues with the difference becoming the "calculated"
LGFC. Exhibit 1IV.5 illustrates the adjustment to revenues and
displays the resulting LGFC.

Exhibit IV.S
CALCULATION OF LOCAL GENLRAL FUND CONTRIBUTION (LGFC)

[ . FORM J-80C1: - - ] 1980/81 FIRST PRINCIPAL

1.__Total Adjusted 70/80 Special EG_Costs from J-508-6. Line 9. $1,586.980

2. 1979/80 State Special Ed. Apportionment $1,041,272
a Istrict Revenue Limit. K-12 (P2) Base Revenue Limit limes
‘ P2 ADA for Special Day Classes and Non-Public Schools + 261,281
4. Tolal 1979/60 DCHP Revenue
. DCHP Apportionments +
b. DCHP Hevenue Limit Adjustment +
5. Licensed Chiidren's institutions Revenue Limit +
6. Tuition received {rom Special Ed. Include tuition received
from other Districtg/Counties and excess cost revenue. +
7__ Federal income. Inciude PL 94-142 Local Assistance Eniiliement + 210.511 |
8. Total 1978/80 §poc4al Ed. Revonue - $1,513,064
Deduct the foliowing:
9. Pregnant Minors Revenue
a. Master Plan Districts use Pragnant Minors, Dec. 1, 1879

aggroved count times $2296
b. Non-Master Flan Districts use total adjusted 79/80

apportonment plus revenue limit P2 ADA
10. Home Instruction Revenue. Total adjusted revenue for home
or hospital instruction for pupils with temporary physical
disabilities

1. _Approved Trans%natlon Revenue. . (60.000)
12. Adjusted 79/80 Hevenue $1.453.064
13. A '‘Genaral Fur

3. Adjusted 79/80 General Fund Cosl. Line 1 minus Line 12 133,916
14. Tolal 79/80 ADA Sacond Principal 7,091

[15. 1979/80 Cost Per ADA $18.89
[16. TYotal 60/81 ADA Second Principal 6,629

17._Adjus
18,

80/61 Goneral Fund COst.
o7 bl

Multiply Line 15 by Line 16 125,222
. 17 $128,222

The initial calculations performed to determine support services
ratios had a significant relationship to the local general fund
contribution. Generally speaking, when the support service ratio
is high, so is the LGFC.

Exhibit IV.6 displays two examples to illustrate this relationship.
Note that on Line 1 in both examples the starting base of fiscal
year 1979/80 costs and Line 4 total teacher and aide costs are the
same.
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In Example I, greater adjustments were made to the cost base by a
total of $250,000. This results in a .5000 Support Services Ratio
whereas in Example II a .6000 ratio is produced.

The bottom section of the exhibit shows the adjusted special
education costs on Line A. Adjusted income on Line D is equal.
Hovever, the result of the adjusted fiscal year 1979/80 general
furd cost on line E is substantial.

Exhibit IV.6

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN SUPPORT BERVICES RATIOS
AND LOCAL GENERAL FUND CONTRIBUTION

SUPPORT RATIOS
EXAMPLE | EXAMPLE i OIFFERENCE
1, 107080 TOTAL SPECIAL ED. COSTS $4.500,000 — $4,500,000 ]
2.LESS ADJUSTMENTS:
A PREGNANT MINORS (90.000) {50.000) {40,000)
8 NON-PUBLIC SCHOOLS (100,000) (80.000) (20.000)
C. TRANSPORTATION (400,000) (250.000) (150.000)
0. TEMP. HOME & HOSPITAL {60,000) {40.000) (20.000)
€. REGIONAL SERVICES (100,000) (80.000) (20.000)
3 ADJUSTED SFECUAL ED. COSTS $3,790,000 000,000 (280,009))
4. TOTAL TEACHER & AIDE COSTS 2.500.000 $2,500,000 0
5. TOTAL AMOUNT SPENT ON SUPPORT $1,250,000 $1,500.000 (250.000)
8 SUPPORT RATIO (LINE S DIVIDED BY LINE 4) 0.6000 0.6000 20.1000)
[COCAL GENERAL FUND BUTION
EXAMPLE | EXAMPLE I OIFFERENCE
A_TOTAL ADIWSTED SPECIAL ED. COBTS $2.750,000 $4,000,000 (260,000
8 REVENUE RECEIVED
0 STATE AID 2.400,000 2.400.000 0
0 BASE REVENUE 750.000 750.000 0
o LCI INCOME 14.000 14,000 0
o TUITION 122.000 122.000 0
o FEDERAL PLO4-142 560,000 $60.000 0
SUBTOTAL REVENUE RECEIVED 3.848.000 3.846.000 0
C LESS ADJUSTMENTS
0 PREGNANT MINOR INCOME (36.000) (36 000} 0
o TEMP HOMEMHOSP INCOME (36.000) {36.000) 0
0 TRANSPORTATION INCOME {140.000) (140.000) Y
D ADJUSTED INCOME 3.634.000 3.634.000 0
e —— i —
E. ADJUSTED 7a/80 GENERAL FUND COST 116,000 $386.000 {$250.000)
F AMT PERADA T/ 19.000 $6 11 $19 26 ($1316)
G AMT PERADA 808 19.250 $117 626 $370816 ($253 289)
H LESSERCFE ORG $116 000 $366 000 1$250 000)
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As Exhibit IV.6 depicts, great variation in SSR and LGFC was
possible from similar-sized LEAs with similar special education
costs. This variation and apparent inequity was noted by the
Special Education Fiscal Task Force, and their report recommended
equalization of LGFCs and implementation of new support
calcglations based on statewide standards for each instructional
setting.

The components of special education entitlements and the elements
that make up special education revenue are displayed in
Exhibit IV.7.

Exhibit IV.7

ELEMENTS AND SOURCES OF SPECIAL EDUCATION REVENUE

MAJOR ELEMENTS OF SPECIAL EDUCATION ENTITLEMENTS

1. IPSU Income/inciuding Infanis $1,000,000
2 Extended Year Income $0.000
3 Suppont Services Ralio Income 475,000
4. Non-Public School 70% Income 75.000
§  YOTAL SPECIAL EDUGATION ENTITLEMENT $1.600,000
SOURCES OF REVENUE
[ EXAMPLE | EXAMPLE i —Dillerence
A. Base Rovenue SDC 100 ADA x $3000 =  $300,000 150 ADA x $3.000 = $450,000 $150,000
B. Federal PL 94.142
Local Assistance,
Pnor Year Dec. Count 500 UDC' x 8275 = 137.500 500 UDC x $300 = 150,000 12,800
C LGFC 50.000 $0.000
D State Apportionment
(Tolal Entitlement. less
tlems A, B & C) 1.112.500 950,000 {162,500)
E TOTAL NETJ-80 SPECIAL EDUCATION ENTITLEMENT  $1,800,000 $1,800,000

*Note: In this exhibit, UDC is the unduplicated pupil count taken
on December 1 of the prior fiscal year.

u .
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Exhibit IV.7 is intended to display the constant net revenue shown
on Line 5 and Line E. As the base revenue and Federal P.L. 94~142
Local Assistance become greater, the state apportionment decreases
accordingly.

The base revenue for SDC ADA, P.L. 94-142 local assistance, and
the state special education apportionment must be expended for
special education. No similar requirement exists for the LGFC, but
it is highly unlikely that an LEA will be able to operate its
programs without expending at least the calculated LGFC.
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" . This section of the manual will provide specific financial details
concerning the following areas.

e Distribution 8ystems -~ The manner in which a SELPA
distributes IPSUs to its entities;

o J= e and ture Calculations - The process used by
the state to recapture under-utilized IPSUs;

e Growth - Criteria used to establish eligibility for growth;
e Infants - staffing ratios; state vs, federally funded IPSUs;

° Requi Int ve Services (RIS) and
;gsghog; Students Not Requiring Intensjve Services (NOT- (NOT-

RI8) -~ Current federally funded NOT-RIS preschool program and
state funded RIS IPSUs; and

e Distribution of IPSUs - Distribution of regular IPSUs,
Licensed Children's Institution (LCI) IPSUs non-deficited,

the allocation of aide hours, and the reallocation of IPSUs
between settings.

Distribution Systems

. Education Code Section 56200 requires that each SELPA develop a

Local Plan which describes specific details of its operation. The

Local Plans are rewritten every three years cooperatively by a

committee of representatives of special and regular teachers and

administrators selected by the groups they represent and with input

from the Community Advisory Committee (CAC) to ensure adequate and

effective participation and communication. After being approved

at the local level, the Plans are reviewed at the state level and

either approved at that time or returned to SELPAs for
modification.

one of the elements of the Local Plan is a description of the
planning process for the distribution, reall.:ation, recapture of
IPSUs and allocation of instructional aides. Due to the diversity
of SELPA governance and structure throughout the state, the manner
in which IPSUs are distributed may vary greatly among SELPAS. A
copy of a SELPA's Local Plan may be reviewed by contacting the
SELPA office.
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J=50 And Recapture calct -

The freeze forms, which show the number of available IPSUs by
instructional setting for a given fiscal year, are prepared by the
state and sent to the SELPA. The SELPA is responsible for
reviewing the data for accuracy and allocating the available IPSUs
to its entities. The freeze forme are generally received at the
same time as first and second principal J-50 forms are distributed.
Notification of growth units by the CDE occurs during August of
each fiscal Yyear.

The freeze units are based on a SELPA's April unduplicated pupil
count (UDC) as reported in accordance with Education Code Section
56728.5. The April count includes a count of duplicated (DUP)
designated instruction and services provided. With the exception
of DIS, the unduplicated pupil count is used by the state to test
a SELPA's eligibility for maintaining the same number of units.
For DIS, the state first tests using the unduplicated DIS count.
If the SELPA class size is below the mandated average, a
combination of the unduplicated and duplicated services is used.
If a SELPA fails to meet the class size averages shown in Table
IV.1, recapture occurs.

Table IV.1

M...IMUM AVERAGE CLASS BSIZES NEEDED TO
PREVENT RECAPTURE OF IPS UNITS

INSTRUCTIO ETTIN 1) 2]8; UDC + DUP
Special Day Classcs 9

Resource Specialists 21

Designated Instruction & Services 20 OR 39

Exhibit IV.8 shows a sample SELPA that did not meet the class size
averages in special day classes.
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Exhibit 1IV.8

METHODS FOR DETERMINING RECAPTURE OF
INSTRUCTIONAL PERBONNEL BERVICE UNITS

[METHOD USED FROM FISCAL YEARS 1984/65 TO 1987/68 |

1. 2. 3 4, 5. 6.
Class Size Recomputed IPSUs

upcsa Avarage Adjusted Loading Subject to

Setting IPSUs DIS {Column_2/1) IPSUs (Column_2/4) Recapture|

SDC 110.11 941 8 556 104 .56 9.00 5.55

RSP 76.88 1750 2276 82.43 21 23 (5.55)

Dis 61.00 956 15§67 61.00 15.67 —0.00]

TOTAL 247.99 3647 247.99 0.00
DIS 61.00 2727 44 70 44 70

|__METHOD USED STARTING IN FISCAL YEAR 1988/89 ]

1. 2. 3 4. 5. 6.
Class Size Recomputed IPSUs

upcé Average Adjusted Loading Subject to

Setling IPSUs Dis {Column_2/1) IPSUs (Column_2/4) Recapture

sSDC 110.11 941 8 55 104 56 9.00 5 55

RSP 76.88 1750 22.76 76 88 22.76 000

DIS 51.00 958 1567 61 00 1567 0 00

TOTAL 247.69 3647 242 44 6.56
[o]1] 61 00 2727 44 70 44 70

Units will be subject to loss in any instructional setting which
fails to meet the requirements for maintenance of units. If loss
is indicated in the DIS setting in which there are two standards,
a comparison is made between DIS loss computed on both the
unduplicaced and duplicated standards. Actual DIS loss will be
based upon the criterion which produces the lesser amount of loss.

In the past, when a SELPA computed its loss, units were shifted
from settings below the minimum standards of 9/21/20 to settings
above those same standards. By virtue of this realignment process,
many SELPAs were able to satisfy the minimum loading requirements
in all settings. Beginning in fiscal year 1988-89, preliminary
language in the budget bill prescribed that units may only be
shifted from settings below the minimum standards to settings above
the growth loading standards of 10 for SDC, 24 for RSP and 24 for
DIS (10/24/24). Stated another way, unit losses may be offset only
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to the extent that growth is occurring in other settings.

A SELPA which meets either sparsity or LCI impaction criteria may
apply for a waiver from recapture provisions. Such application
must be made using state-provided forms and, if approved, will be
valid only for one year. Since the sample SELPA in Exhibit IV.8
does not meet the growth standards shown in Table 1IV.2, 5.55 units
would be recaptured after fiscal year 1987-88.

Table 1IV.2

MINIMUM AVERAGE CLASS SIZE UNDER GROWTH STANDARDS

INSTRUCTIONAL SETTING ubDC
Special Dry Classes 10
Resource Specialists 24
Designated Instruction and Services 24

Since the April pupil count is used to perform these calculations,
a one~year hold harmless condition exists. Therefore, if a SELPA
must return underutilized IPSUs to the state, it does so one year
later. This allows LEAs to plan ahead and meet the March deadline
of the following year to issue layoff notices, if necessary.

Growth

A discussion regarding the growth and recapture process |is
presented in Appendix C. This appendix consists of a communication
from the CDE to SELPAs on reallocation and growth.

SB 1870 placed a 10 percent funding cap on special education
programs. A SELPA determines its cap by using the California Basic
Educational Data System (CBEDS) October count of the current fiscal
year. The total CBEDS count is adjusted before the 10 percent cap
is applied as shown in Table IV.3.

t1 3
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Table 1IV.3
APPLICATION OF THE 10 PERCENT OF ENROLLMENT FUNDING CAP

cri on_o ata Data/calculation
Total SELPA CBEDS Enrollment 54,965

Less students attending programs within the
SELPA and living in Licensed Children's
Institutions (LCIs) (5-21 years of age) (57)

Less students attending programs within the
SELPA and living in other SELPAs (43)

Plus students living in the SELPA and attending
programs in other SELPAs 68

Plus nonpublic school students who are not
residents of an LCI (these students are

usually not included in CBEDS) 27
Adjusted CBEDS enrollment 54,960
Maximum Entitlement p 3 10%
10 Percent of Adjusted CBEDS Enrollment 5,496

Within this 10 percent cap are sub=-caps which were meant to provide
equitable programs within the SELPA for students in the three
instructional settings. These "not to exceed" sub-caps and the
class size averages are in Table IV.4.

Table 1IV.4

FUNDING SUB-CAPS

Pupils
Instructional Settings Sub-cap Per Class
Special Day Classes 2.8% 10
Resource Specialists 4.0% 24
Designated Instruction & Services 4.2% 24
Total 11.0%
Less an overlap of (1 percent) (1.0%)
Funding Cap 10.0%
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The 11 percent total is meant to provide flexibility within the
sub-caps. While SELPAs may apply for waivers to exceed one of the

sub-caps, the overall total of 10 percent may not be exceeded for
funding purposes.

It is important to note that, while funding is capped at 10
percent, a SELPA is required to serve all its eligible students
regardless of the cap.
Exhibit IV.9 further illustrates the adjustments made to JBEDS,
the 10 percent cap and application of the sub-caps.

Exhibit IV.9

EXAMPLE OF A SELPA IN COMPLIANCE WITH
CALCULATING MAXIMUM ENTITLEMENT UNITS

1. a. Total October K-12 CBEDS en:oliment 54,965
D. Less Licensed Ghildren's Institutions —
(LCI) Spee. Ed. pu#l count in April (87)
c. Less enroiiment of studenis irom
Other SELPAs, Based on April pupil counts (43)
d. Plus resigent pupis in otner
SELPAS' programs in April _ 68
e. Plus non-public school {non-LCl) Pupils 27
1. Total adjusted enroliment 54,960
2. Maximum E-utement  10.00% 5,496
3. Number of pupils, exciuding pupils
placed from LCls, in April pupil count (27)
4. Net Adjusted 10 percent 5,469
Instructional _Setting SOC___[RSP / DIS] Subtotal | LCI Total
5. a. Distribution of the 10% Limit 2.80% 7.20%] 10.00%
b. Computed pupils 1,531 3,938 5,469
c. Prescribed entitlement caseloads 10 24
d. Maximum authorized IPSUs 153.13] 164.07| 317.20 453 321.73
LCI Additions:
37 Pupils in SDCs /10 = 3.70
20 Pupils in RSPs / 24 = 0.83
Total LC} Additional |PS Units: 453

The maximum entitlement of units is critical in determining whether
SELPAs are eligible for additional growth in relation to their 10
percent cap. If only the unduplicated pupil count were compared
to the adjusted 10 percent of CBEDS, SELPAs would be penalized for
serving higher-than-average numbers of pupils in their progranms,
as well as operating programs beyond their allocation. The
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calculation of a SELPA's maximum entitlement of units adjusts for
LCI pupils by adding units to the adjusted 10 percent total.

In fiscal year 1980-81, each SELPA was allowed to add instructional
personnel service IPSUs up to the 10 percent funding cap. 1In
fiscal year 1981-82, under the provisions of SB 769, each SELPA had
to meet requirements consisting of a double test; high caseload in
the prior year as well as an increase in the number of students
served in the current year. SELPAs meeting this test were allowed
to grow one half of the distance between the level of IPSUs the
SELPA had in fiscal years 1980-81 and 1981-82, up to the ten
percent funding cap. As a result of these provisions, there was
little growth in the IPSU entitlement statewide.

The "freeze" of funded IPSUs occurred in fiscal year 1982/83 and
continued through fiscal year 1983/84. SB 1379, passed in 1984,
mandated the class size averages that currently govern the
recapture process. Beginniny in the 1984/85 fiscal year, SELPAs
were tested for underutilization of units. SELPAs which are sparse
or LCI-impacted may apply for waivers exempting identified units
from recapture. If the waiver is approved, the SELPA is allowed
to retain those units. Table IV.5 shows the number of units which
have been recaptured since that time.

Table IV.5

TOTAL INSTRUCTIONAL PFRSONNEL SERVICE UNITS RECAPTURED
THROUGHOUT CALIFORNIA SINCE FISCAL YEAR 1984/85

isc e Total IPSUs Recaptured
1984 /85 3.11

1985/86 36.54

1986/87 4.63

1987/88 4.56

1988/89 -0-

1989/90 4.14

1990/91 -0-

A "sparse" SELPA is defined as one with under 30,000 ADA and a
pupil density of 25 or fewer ADA per square mile, or one with over
30,000 ADA and a pupil density of 20 fewer ADA per square mile.
To be eligible for an "LCI impaction" waiver, a SELPA must have at
least 3 percent of its unduplicated pupil count in licensed
children's institutions, foster homes, or other similar residential
facilities, exclusive of pupils in nonpublic schools.

Beginning in fiscal year 1984/85, the state provided for funded
growth in IPSU entitlements. The levels of identified need, funded
growth, and percent of growth funded are illustrated in Table IV.6
on the following page.

f\
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Table 1IV.6
FUNDING OF CALIFORNIA SPECIAL EDUCATION GROWTH

Growth Percent
Growth Needs Appropriation of Grow:ih

Fiscal Year (in millions) (in millions) Funded
1984 /85 $17.01 $10.00 60
1985/86 39.35 15.00 37
1986/87 52.37 24.10 44
1987/88 70.05 44.89 63
1988/89 69.14 64.20 93
1989/90 69.85 32.50% 46%

* Note: An additional $0.5 million was available for very
sparse SELPAs not eligible for other growth, as
approved.

The unfunded needs each year become part of the next fiscal year
growth needs. It is considered that the lag in growth funding
during the fiscal year 1982/83 and fiscal year 1983/84 as well as
insufficient funding in other years continue to plague the special
education funding model.

In addition to the funded growth for new IPSUs, Table IV.7 shows
cost of living adjustments (COLAs) made to IPSUs since fiscal year
1980/81:

Table IV.7

COST OF LIVING ADJUSTMENTS (COLAsS) MADE TO SPECIAL
EDUCATION INSTRUCTIONAL PERSONNEL SERVICE UNITS

Fiscal Year COLA
1980/81 9.00%
1981/82 5.00%
1982/83 0.00%
1983/84 8.00%
1984/85 6.02%
1985/86 6.19%
1986/87 5.49%
1987/88 ’ 2.54%
1988/89 4.10%
1989/90 4.64%

The lack of a COLA in fiscal year 1982-83 and a lesser COLA than
that for regular education in fiscal year 1981-82 significantly
affected the difference between unit rates and actual teacher
salaries. See Chapter 6 of the Special Education Fiscal Task Force
Report for a more thorough discussion of these issues.
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Studies conducted by the Special Education Fiscal Task Force
confirmed that statewide direct costs as reported on the J-380/580
exceeded IPSU entitlements by about 17 percent in fiscal years
1984-85 and 1985-86. The findings indicate that two major areas
of concern with the current funding model are the inadequate growth
units and the value of IPS unit rates.

Infants

Infant funding has been provided in a fragmented manner throughout
the state, with some programs mandated while others are permissive.
Funding sources include federal discretionary monies and state IPSU
allocations.

Some of the funding procedures for infant programs have been
developed outside the parameters of the J-50 funding process while
others have been developed using the J=-50 parameters. A
significantly different system of growth/recapture standards has
been established for infant services, further complicating the
calculations for funding, the data management process, and
recordkeeping.

SELPAs that were operating infant programs in fiscal year 1980-81
through federal or state funds were mandated to continue operating
these programs. These SELPAs, if above the 10 percent enrollment
funding cap, were given an opportunity in fiscal year 1981-82 to
apply for additional J-50 DIS-IPSUs if these units were in
operation in fiscal year 1980-81 and were funded by federal funds.
These DIS-IPSUs were outside the 50 percent growth limitation and
the 50 percent support services squeeze that were applied to
regular special education. They also subsequently became part of
the freeze.

on June 28, 1985, AB 2557 was signed into law by the Governor.
Education Code Section 56728.8 reads:

(a) Notwithstanding subdivision (d) of Section
56760, for the 1985/86 fiscal year and each fiscal
year thereafter, a special education local plan
area shall be eligible for state funding of those
instructional personnel service units operated and
fundable for services to individuals with
exceptional needs younger than three years of age
at the second principal apportionment of the prior
fiscal year, so long as the unduplicated pupil
count of these pupils divided by the number of
instructional personnel services units is not less
than the following:

(1) For special classes and centers . . . . . .12
(2) For resource specialist programs. . . . . .24
(3) For designated instruction and services

Based on the unduplicated pupil count . . .12

or
Based on the duplicated pupil count . . . .39
IV=-23
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Previous to this legislation, the ratio ior special day classes
was one to 10, as part of the ages 3-21 program funding. In fiscal
year 1985/86, the class size averages previously shown were used
for recapture but subsequent authority increased the growth
standards to one to 16 for SDC and DIS for fiscal year 1986/87.
However, to avoid penalizing existing programs, the fiscal year
1985/86 ongoing state and federally funded infant units were
protected at 12. Eligible growth units were added to the freeze
forms.

In addition to the state freeze units, SELPAs may be eligible for
additional growth through the Federal Discretionary Grants process.

Preschool Students Requiring Intensive Services (RIS) and
Not Requiring Intensive Services (NOT=RIS)

Information regarding preschool programs is provided in Appendix D.

IPSU DISTRIBUTION STEPS

A typical SELPA must have accurate information from a variety of
sources to be able to most efficiently distribute its IPSUs.
Certain steps must be completed before distribution can occur.
These steps are listed below in the order in which they are
completed. This example traces distribution at the first period,
but it is substantially the same as a second period process.

e S8tep 1 - Gather Information;

e BStep 2 - Determine available units after transfer IN and
OUT of IPSUs to or from Other SELPAs/county offices;

e BS8tep 3 - Compare units operated, adjusted for transfers IN
and OUT, to freeze units by instructional setting;

e Step 4 - Realign the freeze units to correspond with the
current SELPA needs; and

e 8tep 5 - Allocate operating units to the SELPA LEAs.

The following is a discussion of the above steps and specific
details of how each is completed.
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Step 1 - Gather Information
. The following information will be needed in order to distribute

IPSUs:
General
Time
Information to ere Provider -Erame
1. Growth Notification California August
Department
of Education
2. Freeze Forms California Mid October
e 0-2.9 years old Department for P-~1
e 3-21 years old of Education March for
pP-2
3. Transfer Students by Setting
and by LEA SELPA MIS; October
Other SELPAs; for P-1
e Number of stndents being county office. March for
transferred 'IT to Other (This information P=-2
SELPAs or cou.uty offices should be verified
e Numbers of students being between SELPAs and
transferred IN from Other between program and
. SELPAs business personnel.)
4. Fractional Units exchanged SELPA MIS; Prior
The fractional IPSUs per-student Other SELPAs; Agreement
exchanged by SELPAs and County county office
Offices (Communication

with sending or
receiving SELPAs
is important.)

5. Number of Units Each LEA in the SELPA MIS October
SELPA is Operating for 0-2.9 for P-1
and 3-21 Age Levels March for
e SDC/Non-=SH P=-2
e SDC/SH
e RSP
e DIS - Certificated FTE
e DIS - Classified FTE
¢ Aides

6. Number of LCI/Foster Home SELPA MIS October
Students Receiving Special Ed. for P-1
Services in the SELPA by March for
Instructional Setting (this pP-2

is optional in some SELPASs)
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Stup 2 - Determine Avajlable Units After Transfer IN and OUT of
IPgUs to or from Other SELPAs/County Offiges

A typical SELPA has resident students attending special education
programs in other SELPAs or County Offices. It also has students
attending its programs that live in other SELPAs. The following
examples demonstrate one methodology for exchanging IPSUs. Please
contact your SELPA Administrator and/or Business Administrator to
determine the specific methodology used in your SELPA.

In the example below, the SELPA is transferring out a total of 35
students to SELPAs i, 2, and 3. The exchange values of IPSU are
determined by the receiving LEA based on the types of programs
operated and may vary in certain instances. In this example, the
number of pupils being transferred are multiplied by the values
assigned for fractional IPSUs to calculate the final exchange of
units shown in the last three columns.

| Resldent Students Transierred OUT |
‘ Fractional IPSUs
Nameo of SOC sDC ois sOC sDC DiIs
SELPA No. Pupils 2 Aides 1 Aide Ouplic 2 Aides 1 Aide Duplicated
SELPA 1 3 010 0.0417 0.30 013
SELPA 2 4 0.10 0.05 0.40 0.20
SELPA 2 26 0.1180 0.05 ] 1.30
SELPA 3 2 0.10 0.0417 0.20 0.08}
Totals 35 2.99 090 1.71

In comparison, the sample SELPA is transferring 34 students into
its programs.

[ Non-Resident Students Transterred IN ]
Fractional IPSUs

Name of SOC SDC oIS sOC SDC oIS
SELPA No Pupils 2 Aides 1 Aide Duplic 2 Aides 1 Ade Duplic
SELPA 1 14 010 0 0417 140 0 58
SELPA ¢ 2 010 0 0417 020 008
SELPA S 17 010 0 0417 170 o
SELPA S 1 010 00417 010 0 04
Totals 34 0 340 141

"

9]
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The SELPA is transferring OUT a total of 5.60 units and
transferring IN 4.81 units. The net difference of .79 is deducted
fiom the SELPA's freeze units. The resulting factor is the number
of IPSUs available for SELPA operation. If the units IN were
greater than those transferred OUT, the difference would be added
to the freeze units, increasing the number of units available for
operation. 1In the example below, the SELPA has available 294.52
units to operate its programs.

- Fraoge Units -

OUTS:
SDC/1 Aide 0.90 SOC 124.11
SDC/2 Aldes 2.99 RSP 86.50
DIS 1.7 DIS 84.70
Total OUT 5.60 Total 205.31
INS:
SDC/1 Aide 3.40 Less Dilterence
SDC/2 Aides 0.00 Batween INS & OUTS (0.79)
DIS 1.41 Available IPSUs for
Total IN 4.81 SELPA Operations 294.52
OQUTS less INS 0.79

8t - ted us ansfers IN a (o]

to Freeze Units, by Instructional Setting

By using the SELPA MIS system, the SELPA adds up the number of
units currently in operation by instructional setting. The sample
SELPA has five districts operating a total of 294.52 IPSUs. Most
likely, this number would not equal the available freeze units but
is used in the sample to provide coherence within the sample.

LEAs SOC RS D
District A 13.00 12.50 15.87 41.37
District 8 14.00 10.00 7.59 31.59
District C §5.00 31.50 30.23 118.73
District D 29.00 16.00 20.1 65.31
District E 11.00 18.00 10.52 39.52)
Total 122.00 88.00 84.52 204.52
PLUS OUTS 389 1.7 ( 5.680
1.41 481
LESS INS {3.40) (1.41) 1)
Units Needed 122 49 88 00 84 82 205.31

The transfers of units OUT are added to those being operated by the
SELPA LEAs and the transfers of units IN are deducted. The
resulting number of units needed is 295.31.
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Step 4 - Realign the Freege Units to Correspond With the current
SELPA Needs

Based upon the comparison made in Step 3, the SELPA should realign
the units within settings. Doing so may not increase the total
number of freeze units, however. The sample shows that the SELPA
is reducing the number of SDC units by 1.62 and increasing RSP by
1.50 and DIS by .12.

Column A Column B Column C
instructional | Maximum Units| Units to Be Ditference
Setting Available Allocated {+ or -)
SOC 124 .19 122.49 1.62
RSP 86.50 88.00 (1.50)
pDIs 84.70 84.82 (0.12)
TOTAL 205.31 265.31 0.00

The shift of units is necessary to provide programs for
students in the Least Restriclive Environment and to
accommodate the transfer of units in and out of the SELPA.

Step 5 - ocate O U s t e

The SELPA must now determine the number of available 6 hour FTE
aides available to it using the realigned freeze SDC units times
1.05 plus the realigned RSP units. Please note that Transfers out
of IPS Units, including aide allocations, must be accounted for
before SELPA's allocation of units to its members. The SELPA's
~ide allocation is shown below:

SELPA
AIDE FTE ENTITLEMENT
Realigned SDC Freeze Units 122.49
Additional Entitlement 1 05
Total SDC Aide Entitlement 128 .61
Realigned RSP Freeze Units 88.00
Total Aide FTEs 216 61

i |
o
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District A is operating a total of 41.37 IPSUs. Of these, 1.98
units are transfers IN. Therefore, the SELPA need only allocate
39.39 IPSUs to this operator. Of the total SDC units, 4 are SH
and 9 are NSH.

UNWSINOPERATION - "~~~ 7
soc RSP oS Tolal
District A 11.60 12.60 15.29 39.39
Transfers IN 1.40 0.58 1.98,
Total Operating Units 13.00 12.50 15.87 41.37
SH 4.00
NSH $.00

To determine the number of no aide, one aide, and two aide classes
to be allocated, the SELPA takes the number of SH and NSH aide
hours in operation and converts them to 6 hour FTEs. However, for
a few LEAs in the base fiscal year of 1979-80, more hours were
being used and an FTE standard of more than six hours may have been
established. In the following examples, 6.0 hours will be used as
a FTE calculation.

Example One

District A is operating a total of 5.00 SH aide FTEs compared to
4 classes. Therefore, it needs 3.00 one aide, SH IPS Units and
1.00 two aide, SH IPS Unit (3.00 + (1.00 x 2) = 5.00 FTEs). The
total number of NSH aide hours operated is 129.00, or 21.50 FTEs.
District A is operating 9 NSH SDCs and 12.50 RSP classes, or a
total of 21.50 classes, which is equal to the calculated aide FTEs.

- 'DETERMINATION OF NO AIDE,

- ONE AIDE, & TWO AIDE CLASSES
SH NSH TOTAL
Daily Aide Hours 30.00 129.00 159.00

Divided by 6 hours 6.00 6 00
Aide FTE @ 6 his. 8§ 00 21.50 26.50
Number SDC Classes 4.00 9 00 13.00
Number RSP Classes 12.50 12 50
Total Ciasses 4.00 21.50 25.50
Number SDC 0 Ade Classes 0.00 000
Number SDC 1 Aide Classes 300 9 00 12 00
Number SDC 2 Aide Classes 1 00 100
Subtotal SDC 4.00 9.00 13.00
Number RSP 1 Aide Classes 12.50 12 50
Total Classes 4 00 21 50 25 50
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Oon J-50 LPA Schedule B,

units:

the SELPA would allocate the following

District A

|80 LPA Séheduls 8 S0C RSP os | Tora
No Aido | Ono Aido | Two Aides] No Aide | One Aide
EOP 080 0.00 10.60 1.00 12.50 15.29 39.39
Transiors in EDP 096 1.40 0.58 1.98
TOTAL Operating Units 0.00 12.00 1.00 0.00 12.50 15.67 41.37

Example Two

District B is operating a total of 31.59 IPSUs.
not receive transfer IN units, all 31.59 units must be allocated

by the SELPA.

Because it does

Of the 14 SDC units, 4 are SH and 10 are NSH.

UNITS IN OPERAYION
sSOC RSP oIS Yotal
District 8 14.00 10.00 7.59 31.59
Transfers IN 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Total QOperaling Unils 14.00 10.00 7.50 3159
SH 4.00
NSH 10.00

To determine tlie number of no aide, one aide, and two aide classes
to be allocated, the SELPA takes the number of SH and NSH aide
hours in operation and converts them to 6 hour FTEs. District B
is operating a total of 6.59 SH aide FTEs compared to 4 classes.
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Therefore,
(1.41 + 2.59 + 2.59 = 6.59 FTEs).
hours being operated is 105.05 or 17.51 FTEs.
operating 10 NSH SDC classes and 10 RSP classes or a total of 20.
Ten of those classes are RSP, leaving 7.51 SDC classes to be funded

with one aide and 2.49 with no aide.

L T

SH NSH TOTAL
Daily Aide Hours 39.55 105.05 144 .60
Divided by 8 hours 6.00 8.00
Alde FTE @ 6 hrs. 6.59 17.51 24.10
Number SDC Classes 4.00 10.00 14.00
Number RSP Classes 10.00 10.00
Total Classes 4.00 20.00 24.00
Number SDC 0 Aide Classes 2.49 2.49
Number SDC 1 Aide Classes 1.44 7.51 8.92
Number SDC 2 Aide Classes 2 59 2.59
Subtotal SOC 4.00 10.00 14.00
Number RSP 1 Aide Classes 10.00 10.00
Total Classes 4.00 20.00 24.00

it needs 1.41 IPSU SH one aide and 2.59 SH two aides
The total number of NSH aide
District B is

on J-50 LPA Schedule B, the SELPA would allocate the following

units:
J-80 LPA Sehediile 8 SDC RSP oIS TOTAL
No Aide | One Aide | Two Aides] No Aide | One Aide
District 8 EDP 980 2.49 862 2.59 10.09 759 3159
Transfers in EDP 996 0 00 0.00 0.00
TOTAL Operating Units 249 8.92 2 59 0.00 10 00 769 31.50

These two examples begin with a basic assumption that there are
adequate aide hours to allocate to the LEAs within the SELPA to
cover the operations. In many SELPAs this will not be the case.
In instances where the aide entitlement is less than the number
operated, a distribution system is necessary to determine which LEA
will receive what amount of aide time. Systems vary across the
state, depending upon local agreements and historical and/or
philosophical underpinnings to the SELPA structure. The Local Plan
describes the system employed within each SELPA.
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The examples demonstrate that each LEA does not necessarily receive
its individual entitlement. Rather, the entitlement is calculated
SELPA-wide. To determine if the SELPA has fully utilized its aide
entitlement, simply sum the Total IPS Units Allocated in the SDC
columns with aides (EDP 995) as follows:

SDC - One aide: 62.55 ¥ 1 = 62.55
SDC - Two aides: 33,03 x 2 = 66,06
Total 128.61

This number corresponds directly with the total number of aides to
which the SELPA is entitled, shown in Step 5 on page IV=-28. Note
that all RSP Units are operated and allocated with one aide.

The completed SELPA J-50 LPA Schedule B is on the next two pages.

Also note that the IPS units transferred out, i.e., .90 SDCs with
one aide and 2.99 SDCs with two aides, are included within the
total allocation for aides.

The J=50 LPA Schedule B should be cross-checked for accuracy. The
units available to be allocated to districts within the SELPA under
the heading "2 -~ Distribute units to entities within your SELPA"
(EDP 981) can be separated by the units available from the SELPA's
FRZ (EDP 955). fTransfers in are above and beyond the subtotal
included within EDP 995.

1
~J
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CALIFORNIA STATE J:50-LPA SCHEDULE B - AGES 3-21 PROGRAM

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION DISTRIBUTION OF INSTRUCTIONAL PERSONNEL SERVICES UNITS TO OPERATING ENTITIES

J-50-LPA SCHEDULE B FOR 1985/80 1989/90 FIRST PRINCIPAL
(Rev. 09.89)

County: VALLEY VIEW Local Plan Area: HAPPY VALLEY SELPA

: Columm A : ColumB : ColummC : Colum D
: EOP :Special Day : Resource : Designated :
All rumbers on this pegs shall be carried to two decimal places : No. : Classes :Specialists :lnst. & Sve.: TOTAL

1. Total IPS unite availeble by setting for funding : : : : : :
(from 1989/90, P-1 J-50-FRZ Column B, vhich includes growth units)..: 955 : 122.49 : 88.00 : 04.82 : 295.31

Distribute the IPS unite listed sbova on Lines 2 and S below. : SPECIAL DAY CLASSES : <RESOURCE SPECIALISTS : 01s
; EOP ; NoAide : One Aide : Two Aides : No Alde : One Alde FIE
2. Distribute units to entities within your SELPA: : No.: ColummA : ColumB : ColummC : ColumD : ColumE : Column F
NAYE OF DISTRICT/COUNTY TO WHICH UNITS ARE ALLOCATED: :
District A ;980 : : 10.60 : 1.00 : : 12.50 : 15.29 :
District 8 ;980 : 2.49 : 8.92 : 2.99 : : 10.00 : 7.59 :
e c. District C . 980 :  20.09 : 16.40 : 16.51 : : 31.50 29.40 :
-------------- --- : : : oeey : : : :
w d. District D 980 : : 21.38 : .67 : : 16.00 : 20.31 :
-------------- ——ne : : : {emameccccana; : - :
o. District € : 980 4.33 : 4.40 : 2.27 : : 18.00 : 10.52 :
....... - coeuaw ceonceosen LU H 00020000008 H ............: 000000000808 ¢ [ I TRl TT]]] H 008080000888 ¢ ............:
Subtotal of units allocated within this SELPA (Total line 2)..... oot 98Y 26.91 61.65 : 30.04 : 0.00 : 88.00 : 83.11 : 28N
H ¢ 000000000 R H ............:......-....' H “..........g (It IrY) H 00000000088 H
3. Trensfer units to another SELPA: ! : : : !
NAME OF SELPA:
e. SELPA 1 R : 0.30 : ; : : 0.13 :
b. SELPA 2 R : 0.40 : 2.9 : : 1.50 :
c. SELPA Y R ; 0.20 : : : ; 0.08 :
4 9”1 : ; ;
991 : : : : : , ;
................................................... H :............:....l...llll:llllllllllll:llllllllllll:llllllllllll:llllllllllll:
Subtotel of units trensferred to another SELPA (Totel line 3).......: 992 : 0.00 : 0.90 : 2.9 : 0.00 : 0.00 : 1.7 $.60
: H (1 rrrrrrrtrg H ............: .....-......: oee8eEsNNses H ............: ....II.I....:
4. Totel IPS units sllaceted in eech Colum (Totel of lines 2 and 3)...: 995 : 26.91 : 62.%% : 33.08 : 0.00 : 88.00 : 84.82 : 2950
TOTAL SOC 122.49 . EDP 99% - Col. A ¢ Col. B e Cal. C
AIDE ENT. 128.6! . (122.49 = 1.05 = 128.61)
q ¢ USING 128. 61 . (62.55 « 33.03 « 33.03 = 128.61)
VD
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CALIFORNIA STATE 1889/90 FIRST PRINCIPAL
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION J-50-LPA SCHEDULE B - AGES 3-21 PROGRAM
J-50-LPA SCHEDULE B (Rev. 09-89)

County: “riLLEY VIEW Locel Plan Area: HAPPY VALLEY SELPA

All rumbers on this page shell be carried to tvo decimal places

5. Transfer unite received by this SELPA: : -
List the name of the SELPA trensfsrring units to your SELPA and the : : SPECIAL DAY CLASSES : :RESOURCE SPECIALISTS

: : ots :
name of district/county vhere pupils ere being provided eervice. : EDP : MoAide : One Aide : Two Aides : No Aida : One Aide :  FTE :
: No.: ColummA : ColunB : ColummC : ColumnD : ColumE : Colum F :
FROM 10 : - ;
: : : : : : : :
e. SELPA 1 Oistrict A : 996 : : 1.40 : : : : 0.58 :
b. SELPA 4 District € . 996 : ; 0.20 ; ; ; 0.0 :
c. SELPA § District € ;996 : : .70 ; ; ; ; 0.7 :
: : : {mae s : : t
- d. SELPA 6 District C T 996 : 0.10 : : : : 0.04 :
< onne : : : t= : : : :
A B 1 996 : : : : : : :
&  asaseecas -- : : te : : : : H
f. : 996 : ! : : ! ! :
ama- : : : : : : : :
8- : 996 : ! ! t : !
h. P 996 : : ; : : :
......... - : : II..II.IIIII: aEEeetdEEEnd : aSEEEEEEeEes : ansEngaTaans : anssssaaeand® : II.II.".I'I:
Total unite trensierred to this SELPA (Total of line 5) T 997 0.00 : 3.40 : 0.00 : 0.00 : 0.00 : 1.4%
:III.I..:.III.IIII.II:I.I.IIIIIII.:IIIII.“....:-III...II...:II-.III.I.I-:II..II.II'I.:
NOTES:

A. Education Code Section 56760 (e) limits each SELPA to an average of one teacher and 1.05 aides per special class or center; therefore, on line 4, EDP 985 your SDC-two aide
allocation may only exceed your SDC-no alde allocation by .05 times your SDC, J-80-FRZ, line 1, EDP 955; to wit, (EDP 895C - EDP 995A) may squal but not exceed (.05 x EDP
955A). (For a more deteiled explanation, see the instruction sheet *Allocating SDC Unite to Fund 1.05 Aldes per SDC.")

B. Education Code 58362 () states ‘At least eighty percent of the resource specialists within & local plan shall be provided with an instructional aide.’

C. The total of units on line 4, Columns A, B and C cannot exceed the IPS units from line 1, Column A; the total of units on line 4, Columns D and E cannot exceed the IPS units
from line 1, Column B: the total of units on line 4, Column F cannot exceed the IPS units from line 1. Column C.
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V. J=50 DATA REQUIRED

Preparation of the J-50 document can be greatly facilitated if data
are collected before the preparer begins to actually complete the
J-50 forms. Initially, to provide a context for data gathering and
form completion, this chapter includes an exhibit which summarizes
the flow of the J-50 Report. The remainder of this chapter will
help the reader understand what data are required to complete the
J=-50, as well as where those data can be found. The chapter
describes data requirements and sources for SELPA-level
distribution of Instructional Personnel Service Units (IPSUs), as
well as data requirements and sources necessary for LEAs to
complete J-50 forms. The chapter contains sample data which are
also presented in examples of completed J-50 forms in Chapter VI.

REPORT FLOW

Exhibit V.1 on the following page summarizes the J-50 Report flow.
As can be seen, the general flow of information is from the SELPA
to LEAs, back to the SELPA, and then through the county office of
education to the California Department of Education (CDE). Readers
may refer to the CDE's Data Acquisition calendar for more
information regarding time lines.

DATA REQUIREMENTS AND SOURCES

This chapter groups data needed to complete the J-50 into five
categories:

1, SELPA-level distribution of IPS Units;

2. LEA-level IPS Units operated versus units funded;

3. LEA-level data from state exhibits and other sources;
4, LEA-level extended year data; and

5. LEA-level nonpublic school data.

For each category, the chapter contains a section listing the data
items within the category, hoting their sources, and which J-50
foriis the data items are needed to complete. Each category is
accompanied by an exhibit which summarizes example data from an
imaginary district, Delta Unified School District, which is a
member of the imaginary White Cloud SELPA in Blue Sky County.
Chapter VI contains examples of completed J-50 forms for the Delta
District which are based on the data items in this chapter. To
clarify the relationship, key data items from the completed J-50
forms in Chapter VI are cross referenced back to items in this
chapter. Exhibit V.2 on page V-3 provides more information on the
example data.



Exhibit V.1

THE J-50 REPORT FLOW FOR THE SUBMITTAL OF
FIRST PERIOD, SECOND PERIOD, AND ANNUAL REPORTS .

Special Education Local Plan Area (SELPA)
Data Gathering

SELPA Allocation of Instructional Personnel Service Units (IPSUs)
to Local Educational Agencies (LEAs)

SELPA Notification of Revenue Data from External Sources
(e.g., Public Law 94-142 Grants)

LEAs Complete J-50 Worksheets
Using Data Provided by Internal and External Sources

LEAs Complete J-50 Data Sheet 11

LEAs Return J-50 Forms to SELPA

SELPA Reviews LEA J-50 Forms and Submits These Forms and All
Other Required Forms to the County Office of Education

County Office of Education Reviews J-50 Forms and
Submits the Completed J-50 Report

ERIC

Full Tt Provided by ERIC.



Exhibit V.2

USING EXAMPLE DATA IN CHAPTER VTO
PRACTICE COMPLETING J-50 FORMS

e This manual is arranged so that a reader car. actually complete a practice J-50 Report.

e Chapter V includes a complete set of example data for the hypothetical Delta Unified
School District, as well as selected accompanying data from the hypothetical White
Cloud SELPA.

e As apracticum, the reader may wish to use the data in Chapter V to complete part or
all of a J-50 Report for the Delta District using his or her own blank J-50 forms.

o The practice J-50 Report may be checked by comparing it to a fully completed J-50 for
Delta District in Chapter VI.

* Inany case, the data item lists and descriptions in this Chapter can be useful to
persons preparing J-50s for their own LEAs,

o Most data items for Delta District in this Chapter are presented on Data Collection
Workshee’ ;. THESE WORKSHEETS ARE NOT REQUIRED, but they may be useful
models for LEAs and SELPAs. Blank worksheets are presented in an appendix as a
convenience.

o n 4
ERIC
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1. SELPA-Level Distribution of IPE Unite

The reader should note that this chapter is intended to facilitate
SELPA-level collection of local educational agency data required
to prepare the J~50 Report. Data collection is probably the most
time~consuming portion of the J-50 process. Data collection is
also an area where many errors are made, so accuracy is of
fundamental importance.

This section consists of a description of the data item, the
source, and the use of that data on a J-50 form. It should be used
in conjunction with summary data worksheets presented later in this
chapter. For each data item/step, a full example is presented,
with results in each gray box keyed by a letter code to demonstrate
the flow of calculations between steps. Specifically, the first
time a letter code (e.g., "A") appears, it signifies that a key
data element has been derived. Each subsequent appearance of that
same letter code indicates the use of that data element as part of
an additional calculation. Single letter codes represent non-
infant steps, while double letter codes (e.g., AA) represent infant
steps. The reader should note that this is only a guide to the
data collection process. As well, the sample worksheets are not
required, but are intended to assist each LEA in preparing
materials to meet its unique needs. Blank J-50 data collection
worksheets are provided in Appendix B of this manual.
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= . FROM WHERE/WHOM ONTO WHICH FORM
: DATA TO COLLECT ARE DATA COLLECTED? DOES DATA GO?

Non-Infant
1.1) Determine units on State-generated J=50 LPA Schedule B
the J-50 FRZ form. J=50 FRZ form with & Infant Schedule B
adjustments made by (green & pink long
- Ages 0-2 the SELPA director. forms)

- Ages 3-21

1.1) NON-INFANT (3-21) J-50 FRZ DATA

State Adjustments
Pre-Printed Requested Ditference
Allocation  APPROVED

soC 62.00 61.00 -1.00
RSP 33.00 34.00 1.00
DIS 28.00 26.00 0.00
123.00 123.00 0.00
A
.2) Determine IPS SELPA Director/ J=50 LPA Schedule B
Units transferred Program Director and Infant Schedule
in and transferred (Based on agreements B (green & pink long
out. with other SELPAs) forms), and Data
Sheet III
1.2). NON-INFANT (3-21) TRANSFERS IN AND OUT
IPS Units By Setting:
SOC RSP DIS TOTAL
Approved Units 61.00 34.00 28.00 123.00 A
Transter of Units In From:
Singing Bird SELPA (to Delta Dist.) 1.30 0.60 1.90
Bright Sun SELPA (to Omega Dist.) 0.60 0.10 0.70
Transfer of Units Out To:
Green Tree SELPA -0.30 -0.10 -0.40
Singing Bird SELPA -1.00 -0.50 -1.50
NET TOTAL 61.60 34.00 28.10 [ 123.708
c

The approved units for each instructional setting must match the
total reflected on Schedule B (EDP 995, P-~1, and EDP 994, P-2),
which includes the units allocated to LEAs within a SELPA, (EDP
981, P-1, and EDP 983, P-2), and units transferred out to other

. SELPAs (EDP 992, P-1 and EDP 993, P-2). The transfer of units in
must match Schedule B, EDP 997 for P-1 and EDP 999 for P-2.
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FROM WHERE/WHOM ONTO WHICH FORM
DATA TO COLLECT ARE DATA COLLECTED? DOES DATA GO?

1.3) Allocation of IPS SELPA Director/ J=-50 LPA Schedule B
Units within SELPA Program Director and Infant Schedule
by instructional (Based on adopted B (green & pink long
setting (SDC, RSP, SELPA local plan forms)
or DIS), and by mechanism for IPS
number of aides Unit distribution.)

(0, 1, or 2).

1.3) NON-INFANT (3-21) ALLOCATIONS WITHIN SELPA

S RSP DIS TOTAL

No Aide One Aide Two Aides |No Aide One Aide
Aipha District 0.00 4.00 0.00 0.00 4.20 3.00 11,20
Deita District 2.00 36.05 3.45 0.00 20.10 16.60 78.20
Omega District 0.00 15.10 1.00 0.00 9.70 8.50 34.30
TOTAL 2.00 '35?;_15 o 445 | 0.00 34.00 28.10 123.70
c ‘2 & 550“ & ‘t‘s - ‘10“, a

Please note that Step 1.3 includes transfers into the White Cloud
SELPA, so it will reconcile with the sum of the SELPA's allocation
(EDP 981 at P-1 and EDP 983 at P-2) and transfers in (EDP 997 at
P-1 and EDP 992 at P-2) on Schedule B.

At this point, it is useful to check the full utilization of SDC
aide allocations (1.05 aides per SDC unit. This 1.05 factor dces
not apply to infants):

Total SDC aide entitlement: 61.00 ¢DC FRZ units x 1.05 = 64.05
Aides transferred ort: less .70 SDC one aide - .70

less .60 SDC two aide - 1.20
Remaining SELPA aide entitlement: 62.15
Aides transferred in: plus 1.90 SDC one aide + 1.90
Total SELPA fundable aide entitlement: 64 .05
Proof on SDC 1.05 aides = 61.00 SDC FRZ units x 1.05 = 64.05

Aide entitlement allocated to SELPA and units transferred out of
the SELPA: 62.15 + .70 + 1.20 = 64.05

The SELPA may not exceed the calculated SDC aide entitlement when
determining its distribution of 0, 1 and 2 aide SDC units. This
must include allocation to entities within the SELPA and

V-6

67




. allocations to other SELPAs. Therefore, SDC units transferred into
. a SELPA should not be included in this calculation.

Steps 1.1 through 1.3 must be repeated for infant (ages 0 - 2) IPS
Units. They are shown here as "Infant Steps" 1.4 through 1.6.

1.4) INFANT (0-2) J-50 FRZ DATA
State Adjustments
Pre-Printed Requested Ditference
Allocation APPROVED
SOCH 1.00 1.00 0.00
SDC/2 2.20 2.20 0.00
RSP 0.20 0.20 0.00
DIS 0.80 0.80 0.00
4.20 4.20 0.00
AA
1.5) INFANT (0-2) TRANSFERS IN AND OUT
IPS Units By Setting:
SOC RSP oIS TOTAL
Approved Units 3.20 0.20 0.80 4.20 AA
Transfer of Units In: 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Transter of Units Qut: 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
NET TOTAL 3.20 0.20 0.80 4.20
C es

1.6) INFANT (3-21) ALLOCATIONS WITHIN SELPA

soC_ RSP DIS TOTAL

No Aide One Aige Two Aides | No Aide One Aide
Alpha Distnict 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Delta District 0.00 1.00 1.20 0.00 0.20 0.60 300
Omega Distrct 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 0.00 0.20 120
TOTAL 0.00 1.00 2.20 0.00 0.20 0.80 4.20
CC (0+1422  3.20) 88

Finally, by combining the results of steps 1.3 and 1.6, a summary
number of IPS Units allocated for both infants and non-infants can
be obtained for each of the SELPA's member LEAs.

SUMMARY FOR J-50 ALC. ADD NON-INFANT TO INFANT

SOC RSP DIS TOTAL

No Aide One Aide Two Aides | No Aide One Aide
Alpha District 0.00 4 00 000 000 4 20 300 11 20
Delta District 2.00 37.05 4 65 000 20 30 17 20 81 20
Omega Distnict 0.00 1510 200 000 9.70 8.70 3550
. TOTAL 2 00 56.15 6 65 000 34 20 28 90 127.90
=3
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At thig point, it is useful to check the SELPA's IPS Unit total, _
net of gransfers in and out, with the number of units it has .

allocated to its member LEAS.

CHECKC J50 FRZ, Ages 3.21 123.00
J50 FRZ, Ages 0-2 4.20
3.21 Transfer In 2.60
3.21 Transfer Out -1.90
0.2 Transfer In 0.00
0-2 Transfer Out 0.00
TOTAL [ 127.9 EE
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After SELPA distribution of IPS units,
can be prepared.

individual LEA worksheets

DATA TO COLLECT

FROM WHERE/WHOM
ARE DATA COLLECTED?

ONTO WHICH FORM
DOES DATA GO?

2.1) Determine the SELPA Director or J=50 ALC
number of IPS J50 LPA
Unite allocated
by the SELPAs and
unit transfers
received from
other SELPAs.
2.1) ALLOCATED UNITS: DELTA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT (From STEP 1.3 & 1.6)
SbC RSP DIS TOTAL
No Aide One Aide Two Aides | No Aide One Aide
Ages 3 - 21 (Step 1.3) 2.00 36.05 3.45 0.00 20.10 16.60 78.20
Ages 0 - 2 (Step 1.6) 0.0 1.00 1.20 0.00 0.20 0.60 3.00
TOTAL 2.00 37.05 4.65 0.00 20.30 17.20 81.20
2.2) Determine if IPS SELPA J=-50 ALC
Units allocated Director/Program
serve severely Directer

handicapped or
non-severely
handicapped
pupils.

— SOC
No Aide One Aide Two Aides
SGVO'OW Handlcappad 0.00 20.00 465 R R EEEEE NN Y
NOH'SOVOIOW Handicapped 2.00 17.05 0.00 °*'rcrerrrerercscis veveonee

2.2) SEVERELY HANDICAPPED VERSUS NON-SEVERELY HANDICAPPED UNITS ALLOCATED

000 0 00 00 00 000000

Repeat steps 2.1 and 2.2 for P-2,




2.3)

by Severely and
Non-Severely
Handicapped.

Accounting Records/
Payroll Records.

FROM WHERE/WHOM ONTOWHICH FORM
DATA TO COLLECT ARE DATA COLLECTED? DOES DATA GO?
IPS Units Special Education J=50 IPS
operated, by Program Records or
instructional Payroll Records.
setting.
2.3) DISTRIBUTION OF UNITS AT P-1 (Based upon Units Oparated)
$OC RSP DIS TOTAL
No Aide Cne Aide Two Aides | No Aide  One Aide
Ages 3 - 21 2.00 37.00 3.45 0.00 20.30 16.74 79.49
Ages 0 - 2 0.00 1.00 1,20 0.00 0.20 0.60 3.00
TOTAL 2.00 38.00 4.65 0.00 20.50 17.34 82.49
2.4) Units operated, Program Director/ J=50 IPS

2.4) DISTRIBUTION OF UNITS AT P-1 (Severely Handicapped versus Non-Severely Handicapped)

SDC
No Aide One Aide Two Aides
SQVQ(QIV Handicapped 0.00 2000 4.65 00 0 000 000 OOV OGS G0 000 0000 S0 000G QY
NOn.SQVQrew Handicapped 2'00 18.00 000 €0 000 0 000 C PRI RT T GBIV IEIY SO0V ReV e

For purposes of illustration, and consistency with examples of
completed J-50 forms in Chapter VI, steps 2.3 and 2.4 are repeated
in the following examples for the second reporting period.

UNITS OPERATED AT P-2
SOC RSP DIS TOTAL
No Aide One Aide Two Aides | No Aide One Aide
Ages 3 - 21 2.00 39.00 3.45 0.00 20.80 17.24 82.49
Ages 0 - 2 0.00 1.00 1.20 0.00 0.20 0.60 3.00
TOTAL 2.00 40.00 4.65 0.00 21.00 17.84 85.49
SOC
No Aide One Aide Two Aides
Seve'ely Hand|capped ooo 20‘00 465 T ¢ 0 ¢ 6 & ¢ 00 & & 00 0 000 0 ¢ 000000 e 6 @ st o O 8
Non_seve’ely Handlcapped 2'00 20‘00 o'oo ¢ ¢ ¢ 6 06 ¢ 0 60 ¢ & 060 ¢ O 2E ¢ & 00 ¢ 00 e ¢ ¢ 000 0 0
v-10
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FROM WHERE/WHOM ONTOWHICH FORM
DATA TO COLLECT ARE DATA COLLECTED? DOES DATA GO?
2.5) Calculation of Program Records/ J=50 IPS -

DIS, Classified
and Certificated
FTEs.

Payroll Records

Certificated EDP 511
Classified EDP 513

P-1 FTE

14.00
9.25

2.5) CALCULATION OF DIS CLASSIFIED AND CERTIFICATED UNITS

P2 FTE ANNUAL

14.50
9'50

Multiply classified aide FTEs
number of IPS Units operated.

OTE:

e Data on units operated
officials;

by the conversion factor to get the

should be collected from program

e Program officials should provide employee names to correspond

to units;

e Employee names should be reconciled back to payroll to ensure
that salaries are charged to proper programs.
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This section includes data items which can be obtained from P-1
State Data Sheets, other sources such as revenue limit funding
summaries, and ADA reports. These data are summarized in J-50 Data
Collection Worksheets I and II at the end of this section.

DATA TO COLLECT FROM WHERE/WHOM ONTO WHICH FORM EDP # FOR
ARE DATA COLLECTED? DOCSDATA GO? TARGET FORM

3.1) Support Services Ratio State Data Sheet I J-50 SSR/LGF

- Suppoxrt Rate 635

- Non-Severe Rate 646

- Severe Rate 647

- SSR for Non-Base

Year Operators 648

3.2) Local General Fund State Data Sheet I J=50 SSR/LGF

Contribution (LGFC) 445
3.3) 1979=-80 Cost Per ADA State Data Sheet * J=-50 SSR/LGF 449 .
3.4) Prior year unit rates: State Data Sheet I J=-50 UR

- SDC Rate 284

- RSP Rate 285

- DIS Rate 286

- Aide Rate 291
3.5) DIS Ccnversion Factor State Data Sheet I J=50 IPS 513
3.6) FTE factor for aides LEA Records for J=50 IPS 267

(To calculate FTE the Base Year

aides, divide aide

hours by 6 or

unique FTE factor

from 1980-81.)
3.7) DIS operated, 1980-81: State Data Sheet I J=50 ENT

- Regular 067

- Nen-deficited units A 067 ‘
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. DATA TO COLLECT FROM WHERE/WHOM  ONTO WHICH FORM  EDP # FOR
ARE DATA COLLECTED?  DOESDATAGO?  TARGET FORM

3.8) STRS adjustment State Data Sheet I J-50 NET/ENT 338
3.9) Current year K-12 ADA Estimate from J=-5C SSR/LGF 451
Revenue Limit
Worksheet,
Schedule B,

EDP 027 less 028

3.10) Current Year Revenue Form K-12 J=50 NET/ENT 329
Limit Rate Per ADA. (P-1,P-2,A) Revenue J-50 NPS 705
Limit Worksheets

3.11) LCI Pupil Counts R-30 Pupil Count N/A (Used to N/A
(Unduplicated/Dup.) or MIS (Management Calculate Non-
Ages 3-21 Info. System) Deficit IPS
. Un itS)
3.12) Actual or Calculated Calculated with J=-50 IPS N/A
Non-deficited Units LCI pupil Count

From 11, or Actual

Non~-deficited units may be calculated two ways, actual units
oper: ted in LCIs or LCI pupils as percent of total pupils served;
e.g., a district operates five SDCs serving 50 students. Ten
pupils, or 20% of students, are from LCIs; therefore, 20% of the
five units (1) is non-deficited.

3.13) Actual Aide Program Director/ J=-50 IPS
hours / FTEs: Payroll Records
- Non-severely handi-
capped 572
- Severely handicapped 574

(Divide hours by 6,
or unique FTE Rate.)

3.14) Current Year SDC ADA Estimate/Actual J=-50 NET/ENT 327

‘ From ADA Report

V-13
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DATA TO COLLECT FROM WHERE/WHOM  ONTO WHICH FORM  EDP # FOR ‘
ARE DATA COLLECTED?  DOES DATA GO? TARGET FORM

3.15) P.L. 94-142 Funds SELPA Director J=-50 NET/ENT 335

- Dec. pupil count
less 3~4 not=-RIS.
Do not include infants
or 22 year olds.

= Grant amounts
distributed
internally by SELPA.

3.16) District revenue COE/District J=50 NET/ENT 344
distributed under
Education Code
Section 56713.
(Only applies to
select counties.)

COE and/or SELPA Only "I'

Districts do not complete J-50 forms which require data from items 3.17
through 3.25 of this section.

3.17) Revenue Linmit Estimate or J=50 NET/ENT 333
from Districts Actual From COE
Form O
3.18) Property Taxes Estimate or J-50 NET/ENT 339

Actual From Form O

3.19) COE SDC ADA Estimate or J-50 DYR
Actual From ADA
Tier 1 (Column A) Reports
- Current year P-2 101
ADA, K-8 Column A
- Current year P-2 107
ADA, 9-12 Column A
Tier 2 (Column B)
- Current year P-2 101
ADA, K-8 Column B .
75
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DATA TO COLLECT FROM WHERE/WHOM ONTO WHICH FORM EDP # FOR
ARE DATA COLLECTED? DOES DATA GO? TARGET FORM
- Current year P-2 107
ADA, 9-12 Columa B
- Longer year 115A

Current year P-2
ADA, K~12

3.20) County Revenue
distributed under
Education Code
Section 56713.

(Only applies to
select counties.
SELPAs should submnit
complete methodology
to the state.)

SELPA Only

COE J-50 EDP #340;
if EDP #340 is
negative, revenue
is distributed to
districts based on
pupil count on J-50
EDP #344.

J-50 NET/ENT

. Data items 3.21 through 3.25 are relevant only to SELPAs.

3.21) P.L. 94-142 Grant
The sum of EDP 335
for all LEAs in a
SELPA must equal the
amount listed for a
SELPA on EDP 373 on
the J-50 NET/ENT.

3.22) 3-4 Not-RIS Pupils

Grant Award J=-50 NET/ENT

Prior year, Dec. 1
Unduplicated Pupil
Count (R-30).

If an LEA does not
have a final count, an
estimate should be used.
when a final count is
received by the state,
the state will auto-
matically replace the
LEA's estimate with the
correct final count.

J=50 NET, ENT

342

370
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DATA TO COLLECT FROM WHERE/WHOM ONTO WHICH FORM EDP # FOR
ARE DATA COLLECTED? DOES DATA GO? TARGET FORM

3.23) Estimated/Actual Program Director/ J-50 NET/ENT
Current Year Dec. 1 R=30 Report
Pupil Count for P-1.
Average of December
and April for P-2

- Ages 0 - 21 357
- Ages 3 - 4, not-RIS 362
3.24) CBEDS Current Year CBEDS Reports J=50 NET/ENT
Pupil Enrollment Filed in October
- CBEDS for the SELPA
- 10% CBEDS 359
3.25) Low-Incidence Prior Year Dec. 1 J=50 NET/ENT 364
Pupil Count Count (low-incidence
categories only from
R=30)

The worksheet which follows contains each data item, from 3.1 through
3.25, It has been completed with imaginary data for Delta Unified
school District, a member of the "White Cloud" SELPA. In areas where
timing precludes finalized data from an LEA, the CDE will use other
subsequently reported data to insert final accurate figures.
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J-50 DATA COLLECTION WORKSHEET |
DATA FROM STATE EXHIBITS AND OTHER SOURCES

NO CHANGE
DATA TO COLLECT EDP # P1/P2/ANNUAL Pe1 P.2 ANNUAL
3.1, a, Support Services Ratio 635 0.5701
b. Non-Severely Handicapped 646 0.5215
c Sovarely Handicapped 647 065701
d Average €48 0
3.2. Local General Fund Contribution 445 $530,000
3.3. 1970-80 Cost per ADA 449 $49.00
3.4, Prior Year Unit rates
a SDC Rate 284 $32,492
b. RSP Rate 285 $34,404
¢.  DIS Rate 286 - $33.448
d Aide Rate 201 $12,424
3.,6. DIS Conversion Factor 513 0.3614
3.6. Aide Full Time Equivalency Factor 267 6.00
3.7. DIS Units Operated
a Total Units Operated, 1980-81 67 15.34
b. Non-Deficited Units, 1580-81 67 1.30
. 3.8. STRS Adjustment 338 $40,000
3.9 Curront Year K-12 ADA 451 12,000.00 12.100.00
3.1.  Cument Year Revenue Limil 329 2.750.00 2,750.00
3.11.  LCI Pupil Count (Ages 3-21) N/A 60 60
3.12. Non-Deficited Units
a NSH SDC, No Aide 526 0.00 0.00
b. NSH SDC, One Aide 528 2.00 2.00
c NSH SDC, Two Aides 530 0.00 0.00
d RSP, No Aide 546 0.00 0.00
e. RSP, One Aide 532 0.70 0.70
f. LS 548 - ; 1.30 1.30
g SH SDC, No Aide 562 I _ 0.00 0.00
h. SH SDC, One Aide 564 s 1.00 1.00
i. SH SDC, Two Aides 566 Bl 2.00 2.00
3.13.  Aide Hours divided by 6 hours, or
by FTE Factor from #6 above S
a Non-Severely Handicapped 572 . 32.75 34.75
b Severely Handicapped 574 . 34.50 35.00
314.  Current Year SDC ADA 3a7 ' 350.00 370 00
3.15. Federal Public Law 84-142 Funds :
Pupil Count 335 1.165 1,165
OR Grant Amount 335 $330,454 $330.454
. 316. Ed Code 56713 funds from County 344 $60.000 $60.000 $60.000
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J-50 DATA COLLECTION WORKSHEET 1
PRIOR YEAR DATA FROM STATE EXHIBITS AND OTHER SOURCES

COE AND/OR SELPA ONLY
NO CHANGE
DATA TO COLLECT EDP# P1/P2/ANNUAL P-4 p.2 ANNUAL
COE OR SELPA
3.16. Revenue Limit Funds from Districts 333 0 0 0
3.17.  Properly Taxes 338 0 0 0
3.18. COE SDC K-8 ADA Tier 1 101 N/A N/A N/A
COE SDC 9-12 ADA Tier 1 107 N/A N/A N/A
COE SDC K-8 ADA Tier 2 101 N/A N/A N/A
COE SDC 9-12 ADA Tier 2 107 N/A N/A N/A
COE SDC K-12 ADA Longer Year 1158 N/A N/A N/A
3.19. a. Ed. Code 56713 Funds to Districts 342 0 0 0
b. Ed. Code 56713 Funds to County 344 $60,000 $60.000 $60,000
SELPA ONLY
3.20. Federal Public Law 94-142 Grant 370 $567,302 $567,302 $567,302
3.21.  3-4 Year Oid Nol-RIS Pupil Count 374 80 80 80
3.22.  Current Year December Pupil Count
at P-1 and Average December
and April at P-2
a Total, Ages 0-21 357 2,100 2,100 2,100
b. Ages 3-4, Not-RIS, 362 85 86 85
3.23. CBEDS, Current Year Pupil Count N/A 20,000 20,000 20,000
10 Percent of CBEDS Count 359 2,000 2,000 2,000
3.24. Low-Incidence Pupil Count 364 100 100 100

(prior year December)

78
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. This information pertains mostly to extended year programs during the
summer months, but is required of certain year-round schools and in
other 1limited instances as well, Data Collection Worksheet 1I1lI
summarizes the data items which are required in this category.

FROM WHERE/WHOM  ONTOWHICH FORM

DATA TO COLLECT ARE DATA COLLECTED? DOES DATA GO?
4.1) Days taught for State school J~50 EXT
extended year: registers (Forms
J=-32-R and J=32)/
- 3-4 RIS: NSH & SH; program director

- 5=21: NSH & SH; and
- Infant: NSH & SH.

4.2) Extended Year SDC State school J=50 EXT
Enrollment: registers (Forms
J=32=-R and J=-32)/
- 3=4 RIS: NSH & SH; program director

- 5=21: NSH & SH; and

. - Infant: NSH & SH.

4.3) Actual Extended Year State school J=50 EXT
Units Operated: registers (Forms
J=-32=-R and J=32)/
- 3=4 RIS, NSH & SH program director

SDC Units & aides,
and DIS Units;
- 5=21 NSH & SH
SDC Units & aides,
and DIS Units; and
- Infant NSH & SH
SDC Units & aides,
and DIS Units.

4.4) LCI Pupils in Extended J~50 EXT
Year Programs, or
non-deficited units.

Calculation varies:

e Identify classes which specifically serve LCI pupils; or

e Calculate LCI pupils as percentage of total students, and apply
that percentage to the total number of classes; e.g., 110 total

students are served in 10 funded classes. There are 20 LCI
students counted in the 110. 20 divided by 110 equals 18%, so
. 18% of 10 funded classes = 1.8 classes.

v-19
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DATA TO COLLECT

FROM WHERE/WHOM  ONTO WHICH FORM
ARE DATA COLLECTED? DOES DATA GO?

4.5) state school pupils
attending extended
year programs.,

3-4 RIS NSH

3-4 RIS SH

5«21 NSH

5=-21 SH

Infant (0-2) NSH
Infant (0-2) SH

Data Collection Worksheet III on the following page contains example dota

Special Education J=-50 EXT
Director / Other

for Delta District for items 4.1 through 4.5.

V=20
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J-50 DATA COLLECTION WORKSHEET il
EXTENDED YEAR DATA COLLECTION

J.80 EXT

DATA TO COLLECT EDP # COLUMN P-1

4.1, DAYS TAUGHT
a 3-4 RIS NSH 521 A 0
b. 3-4 RIS SH 555 A 30
c. 5-21 NSH 521 D 30
d. 521 SH 585 D 30
e. Infant (0-2) NSH 650 A 0
f. infant (0-2) SH 665 A 30

4.2, ENROLLMENT
a 3-4 RIS NSH 529 A 0
b. 3-4 RIS SH 563 A 14
c. 5-21 NSH 529 D (17
d. §-21 SH 563 D 139
o. infant (0-2) NSH 654 A 0
f. infamt (0-2) SH 669 A 12

4.3. UNITS OPERATED
a SDC 3-4 RIS NSH §34 A 0
b SDC Aides 3-4 RIS NSH 534 B 0
c DIS 3-4 RIS NSH 534 c 0
d SDC 5-21 NSH 534 D $.00
° SDC Aides 5-21 NSH 6534 € 8.00

. f.  DIS §-21 NSH 534 F 3.00

g SDC 3-4 RIS SH 569 A 2.00
h SOC Aides 3-4 RIS SH 569 8 4.00
i, DIS3-4RISSH 569 c 0.67_
j SDC 5-21 SH 569 D 18.00
k SDC Aides 5-21 SH 560 E 32.00
| DIS §-21 SH 569 F 5.33
m SDC Infamt (0-2) 570 A 2.00
n SDC Aides Infant (0-2) 570 8 3.00
0 DIS Infant (0-2) 5§70 c 0.67

4.4. NON-DEFICITED UNITS OPERATED
a SDC 3-4 RIS NSH 8§38 A 0
b. SDC Aldes 3-4 RIS NSH 538 o 0
c. DIS 3-4 RIS NSH 535 c 0
d. SDC 5-21 NSH 8§35 D 1.00
e. SDC Aides 5-21 NSH 535 E 1.00
f. DIS 5-21 NSH 8§35 F 0
g SDC 3-4 RIS SH 584 A 0
h. SDC Aides 3-4 RIS SH 584 B 0
i DIS 3-4 RIS SH 584 C 0
j. SDCSs-21SH 584 ] 3.00
k. SDC Aijes 5-21 SH 584 E 5.00
L DIS 5-21 SH 584 F .00

4.5. STATE SCHOOL PUPILS ATTENDING EXTENDED YEAR PROGRAMS
a 3-4 RIS NSH 551 A 0
b 3-4 RIS SH 588 A 0
. ¢ §-21 NSH 551 0 0
d §-21 SH 588 0 0
0 Infant (0-2) NSH 551 A 0
f Infant (0-2) SH 588 A 0
V=21
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Data for nonpublic schools should be collected from contracts with
NPS. The program director should have this information available.
Please refer to Form J-50 NPS, Parts I and II, for detailed
instructions.

For each nonpublic school placement, the following data are needed
to complete the J-50 forms:

5.1. Nonpublic school's name
(Indicate whether the nonpublic school is located out of state
or is an NPS authorized by waiver);

5.2, Name and address of Licensed Children's Institution (LCI) or
Foster Family Home (FFH) where NPS pupils reside, if
applicable;

5.3. License number of LCI or FFH;
5.4. Funding level classification: A, Bor C

- A: District/county office placement made by the LEA,
including expanded IEP team placements;
70% funded

-~ B: District/LCI or foster family home placement. Non-LEA
residential placement but parent resides within district
boundaries and retains legal responsibility. See the
CDE‘s Question and Answer document for more detail.
70% funded

- C: County office/district/LCI or foster family homes and
hospitals, residential placement made independently by
agencies other than LEA;
100% funded

(See Form J=-50 NPS for more detailed definition of A,B or C
designations.)

5.5. NPS ADA related to data in 1, 2, and 3;
5.6, NPS costs for ADA reported in 4;

5.7. Number of pupils associated with related services costs
reported in 5.8;

5.8. Related servicu: ccsts for pupils reported in 5.7 (Related
services costs may ot be reported as NPS zosts [in item 5.6])
and related services costs [in item 5.8] simultaneously.):;

5.9. Assessment/identification costs for pupils residing in
Licensed Children's Institutions reported in 5.2;

5.10, Fiscal Year 1989-90 Base Revenue Limit, EDP 115 from District
Revenue Limit Form.
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VI. J=50 ENTITLEMENT CALCULATIONS

The previous chapters of this manual have described the history,
governance, and basis for special education funding, as well as
offering a time line and a checklist of the data required to
complete the J-50s. In this chapter, these concepts are applied
to the J-50 forms themselves. First, the chapter lists the forms
and describes the relationship between them. The remainder of the
chapter is organized around each individual J-50 form or worksheet
(including state data sheets). The chapter includes a brief
narrative concerning each J-50 form, as well as a completed example
of each form. These examples are cross-referenced to Chapter V,
which indicated sources and time lines for data. If the form is
required for both the first and second reporting periods, a
completed example is provided for each period - the first period
reports are typed directly on a pre-printed J-50 form, while the
second period reports are printouts generated using, the California
Department of Education's J-50 Reporting software.

This section discusses the forms that comprise the J-50 Report and
the reporting process.

Forms Which Make Up the J-50 Report

Each J-50 form is 1listed below. The forms are grouped in a
sequence which is consistent with the flow of computations of
funding entitlements and net special education income. After each
form a note indicates wnether the form is reguired for the First
Period (P-1), the Second Period (P-2), and/or the Annual (ANN)
Report.

e Data Provided by the California Department of Education and the
SELPA:

- State Data Sheet I (P-1, P-2, ANK);
- J=-50 LPA Schedule B (P-1, P-2);

e Reqular Year Instructional Personnel Service Unit Entitlement:
- J-50 UR (P-1);

- J-50 ALC  (P-1, P-2);
- J-50 IPS  (P-1, P-2);

* Information about this software is available from the California
Department of Education. Please contact your assigned special
education fiscal analyst.
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¢ Extended Year Instructional Personnel Service Unit Entitlement:
- J~50 EXT (P-1);

e Nonpublic Schools Entitlement:
- J=50 NPS (P-1, P=2, ANN);

¢ Longer day and year incentives for county offices of education:
- J=-50 DYR (P-1, P=2);

e Support Service Entitlement and Total Entitlement Computation:

- J-50 SSR  (P-1);
- J-50 ENT (P-1, P=2);

e Computation of Net State Aid:

- J=50 LGF (P-1);
- J-50 NET/ENT (P-1, P=2);

e Report of J-50 Calculations Filed with the California Department
of Education:

- SELPA Administrative Unit (SELPA AU) forms:
-=- J=50 FRZ (3-21 year and infant, if applicable);
-~ LPA - Schedule B (3-21 and infant, if applicable);
-=- Data Sheet III (if units are transferred); and
-- P.L. 94-142 - Methodology for Distribution;

- COE forms:
== J=-50 DYR;

- LEA forms:
-=- State Data Sheet II;

-=- Certification; and
-~ J=50 NPS Parts 1 and 2 as applicable.

Each of these forms is discussed separately within this chapter.
The discussion for each includes:

e Purposes of the Form;

e Data Sources/Inputs Required for the Form;

e Data Output/Product of the Form;

e 1st Period, 2nd Period and Annual Report Considerations;

e State Data Sheet II Postings; and

e Common Errors in Preparation.
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Key entries on various example J-50 forms in this chapter have been

cross~-referenced to data source steps in Chapter V so that readers

can better understand the sources of data for each form. For ease

of reference, Xkey data items on the actual J-50 forms are

édgntified by a circled letter code as described in Exhibit VI.1
elow.

EXHIBIT VI.1
REFERENCE CODES FOR KEY DATA ITEMS
IN THE EXAMPLE J-50 FORMS IN THIS CHAPTER

CODE DATA ITEM

A = IPS Units allocated to Delta District by White Cloud
SELPA for ages 3 to 21;

B =- IPS Units transferred to Delta District by another SELPA;

C = IPS Units allocated to Delta District by White Cloud
SELPA for infants (ages 0 to 2);

D - Total IPS Units allocated to Delta District (A+B+C);

E = Actual IPS Units used for severely handicapped pupils by
Delta District;

F = Balance of allocated IPS Units for non-severely
handicapped pupils;

G - Total Full-Time-Equivalent DIS Units Operated;

H - Regular IPS Units funded that are subject to State
Revenue deficit (Regular units are equal to total IPS
Units funded, less infant units and non-deficited units);

I - Aide entitlement (calculated at one aide for each SDC and
RSP IPS Unit allocated with one aide, and two aides for
each SDC IPS Unit allocated with two aides).

The State Reporting Process

It should be understood that the primary purpose of the J-50 forms
is to assist districts in calculating their special education
revenue. Most of the J-50 forms are not actually filed with the
state. Instead, the district prepares the J-50 using information
provided by the state (State Data Sheet I), the SELPA (Schedule B,
etc.), and internal district records. After preparing the J-50,
selected information from the J-50 is posted to the state
transmittal form (State Data Sheet II). Then Data Sheet II, the
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District J=50 NPS forms, and District Certification of the
infornation are <transmitted to the SELPA. The SELPA puts
information from all SELPA nembers together and transmits the
information to the state. The state then uses the information to
compute the district's actual special education funding. Examples
of State Data Sheet I and State Data Sheet II for each reporting
period (1st period, 2nd period and annual) along with a brief
narrative on each are included in this section. Also, a brief
section on State Data Sheet II is included in the narrative for
each J-50 form, since proper posting of J-50 information to Data
Sheet II is essential to accurate state calculations of a
district's entitlement.

Reporting Perspective

For purposes of this chapter, this manual uses the perspective of
the person in the business office who is responsible for computing
the district's special education funding and filing the district's
portion of the J-~50 with the SELPA. For this reason, forms and
processes pertaining tc counties and SELPAs are discussed only to
the extent that they affect a district's J-50 reporting. If the
information on the J=-508 is to be consistent and correct, the
person completing a district's J-50s must communicate and work
closely with:

e The district special education department;

e The individual at the SELPA responsible for preparing and
filing the SELPA-wide J-50s;

e The attendance accounting office; and

e Other individuals within the business office, such as payroll
staff.

:uiividuals responsible for SELPA forms should review Chapter IV
tov understand the full process.

Data Sources and Data Output

In the narrative on each of the forms we have included a section
on both data sources for and data output from the particular form
under discussion. This will clarify the typical flow of each form
in which data are introduced into the form, calculations are made
based on those data, and then the results of the calculations are
transferred to another form or to State Data Sheet II.

ist o [+)

The J=-50 funding and reporting process requires submittal of data
to the state twice during the year (i.e., 1st period about December
1 and 2nd period about April 15) and for the filing of sel)ected
information for a final annual calculation after the year |is
closed. For this reason the calculations on the J-50 forms may be
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] different for the 1st and 2nd period reports. We have included in

. this section examples of both 1st and 2nd period forms if there
are differences between them. In the narrative on each form, we
have outlined these differences in reporting processes.

common Errors

The final section in the narrative for each form describes the
common errors the state has found with J-50 information filed by
LEAs and SELPAs. This section also includes a discussion of
measures which may be helpful in avoiding these errors.
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STATE DATA SHEET 1

State Data Sheet I is designed to provide information from state
data bases to districts to use in their calculations. The data are
prepared and sent by the California Department of Education
immediately prior to each reporting period with the J-50 forms
package. For P-1 the Data Sheet I displays established values
which the LEA will need to complete its J-50 forms. Information
reported by the LEA in the previous reporting period is included
at the P-2 and annual reporting periods (i.e., Data sent on 1lst
period reports are included on Data Sheet I information sent for
2nd period, etc.).

The Data Sheet I lists each district's data in conjunction with
form, EDP number, and columnar references. For this reason, it is
necessary for most users to refer to the J-50 forms to interpret
and identify Data Sheet I values.

Data Sheet I is also used to amend data previously reported to the
state in the P-1 and/or P-2 submittals. For further detail, refer

to the California Department of Education's Questions and Answers
document (General Section).

P-1 Data Sheet I Values
e Prior Year IPS Unit Rates to J-50 UR;
e Support Services Ratios to J-50 SSR;
e DIS Units to J-50 ENT (Level Operated in 1980-81);
e 1979-80 LGFC and Cost per ADA to J-50 LGF;
¢ STRS Adjustment to J-50 NET/ENT; and

e DIS Conversion Factor for Classified DIS.

e J-50 allocations and transfers in and out for pupils aged 3
to 21 and 0 to 2 (infants) for P-1;

e Severe/non-severe allocation for P-1;
e P-1 total operations;
e Aide entitlement and aides used for P-1;
e For each respective extended year program:
- Days taught;
- SDC enrollment;
- Actual SDC units, aides and DIS units operated;
- Non-deficited sDC units, aides, and DIS units funded; and
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- Regular extended year and non-deficited extended year IPS
. unit entitlements.

Annual Data Sheet I Values

e J-50 allocations and transfers in and out for pupils aged 3
to 21 and 0 to 2 (infants) for P-1 and P-2;

¢ Severe/non-severe allocation for P-1 and P-2;

e P-1 and P-2 total operations;

e Designation of infant and non-deficited units funds;
e Aides used for P-1 and P-2;

e For each respective extended year program:

- Days taught;
SDC enrollment;
Actual SDC units, aides and DIS units operated;
Non-deficited SDC units, aides, and DIS units funded; and
Regular extended year and non-deficited extended year IPS
unit entitlements.

e P.L. 94-142 grant deduction.
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J50 DATA SHEET I
1989-98 FIRST PRINCIPAL

41A1E OF CALIFORNIA
1 PARTMENT OF EDUCATION

RIGION: co! DISTRICT!

‘0. NAME' Blue Sky County DISTRICYT: Delta Unified

FORM Eor MO. COLUMN A COLUMN B COLUMN € COLUMN D COLUMN € COLUNN F
50 -5¢ ‘35 05701
J %0-SSR/LGF bt "5215
647 +3701
648 .0000
445 530,000
......... :2!--------------‘-’-‘-o.o-------.------- - D &) G G 6D 4 €0 ap @ & a8 - - - -
1 50- " 292 32,492
. UR -z’l--------------: ----------- lZ.-‘.za } ) ‘ 3"‘0‘ 33."08
<
T J SO-ENT DISsO 15.34
m -TooOoGEo®®es La L L 1 1 1 J D - S s @ .
J 50-NEf 538 40,000

D AJDES) FOR NON-SEVERE AND SEVERE. 1989-98 UNIT RATES WILL BE CALCULATED

o THESE ARE THE 1938-89 UNIT PATES (SOC, RSP, D N
NFORMATION.

IS A
ON THE P-1 J-50-UR USINU THIS 1988-19 BASE RATE I

5
al
PAGE 1

9 ‘ . BEST COPY AVAILABLE ‘




J50 DATA SHEET 1
“IATF OF CALIFORNIA (USE THE J50 DATA SHEET I TO REPORY REVISIONS 1989-90 SECOND PRINCIPAL
DEARTMLNT OF EDUCATION TO 1989-90 "p~1 REPORTED DATA, IF NECESSARY.) PAGE )
RIGION: co: DISTRICT:
v0 NaME: Blue Sky County DISTRICY: Delta Unified
fORM EDP NO. _COLUNN A COLUMN B COLUMN € COLUMN D COLUMN E COLUMN F
50-1PA n 980 2.00 34.75 3.45 .00 20.10 16.00
on B nN 992 100 .00 .00 .00 .00 "0
Ve 21 996 .00 1.30 .00 , 00 .00 .60
50-LPA % §80 1.00 1.20 .20 <60
(JS(M. 8) N 3§92 .00 .00 .00 .00
0_:_? --------------- ezf--- -------------- .-------.-----J-g--------------J-p----------------------.---------LQQ—------------&QQ--
1 50-ALC 599 .00 20,00 4.65
. 5 2.00
J %0-1PS 532 18.00
505 .00
2 &
> 517 9.3
O 502 .00
504 20,00
506 4.65
572 37,35
574 9.3 e
J S0-EXT gg‘l’ 0 32
534 ,Rn .00 .00 9.00 9.00 3.00
ggg 100 .0 .og 1.00 1.00 .00
o Q481
551 0 1 0 1 *

* REVISIONS TO EDP NUMBERS 980 AND/OR 880 HHICH ADJUST UNITS AMONG SDC., RSP, AND DIS WILL REQUIRE P-1 J-50-FRZ

FORM REVISIONS AS APPROPRIATE.
#2 AU (SELPA-LEVEL) DATA ONLY.

PLEASE NOTE: REVISIONS YO EDP NUMBERS 992, 996, 892 AND 89¢ WILL REQUIRE COHPLETION OF THE P-2 REVISIONS TO P-1 TRANSFERS

OF INSTRUCTIONAL PERSONNEL SERVICES UNITS FORM, PAGE 2 OF THE J-50 FORMS
O
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J50 DATA_SHEEY 1

LIALE OF CALIFORNIA {USE THE J50 DATA SHEET I TO REPORT REVISIONS 1989-9 OND PRINCIPAL
Wi PAKTHENT OF EDUCATION 10 1989/90 P-1 REPORTED DATR, "sF NEcrssanyo 0 skconp Saincie
RIGION: BHOO CO' 37 DISTRICT: 68338
(0. NAME: Blue Sky County DISTRICT: Delta Unified
FORM EDP NO. COLUMN A COLUMN 8 COLUMN C COLUMN D COLUMN € COLUMN F
J 50-EXT (CONTINUED) 555 30 10
i 2.4 o 6
. . . 18.00 32,00 .
586 .00 .00 00 3.00 5,00 3.33
23; 24,387 173,552
588 0 1 0 0 y 34,623
650 0
{2 :
665 +00 -00 .08
665 i!O
669 2
670 2,00 3.00 .67
< 678 22,359
"," 679 14
U 620 0 1
Q
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Purpoge:

Both the non-infant (ages 3 to 21) and the infant program each use
a Schedulée B to communicaté the allocation of each typé IPSU to
their member operating entities. On both the non-infant and the
infant forms, each member of the SELPA is listed and receives an
allocation of SDC and RSP IPSU with aldes, as appropriate, and a
DIS IPSU allocation to meet their programmatic needs. The Schedule
Bs are also used to record transfers in, the distribution of units
transferred in to member districts, as well as to record units
transferred out to other SELPAs. In addition to allocating the
SELPAs' IPSUs and transferred units, these forms provide a check
to ensure that units allocated to members plus units transferred
out do not exceed the total number of units allocated to the SELPA
on the ages 3 to 21 or infant program J-50 FRZ. The ages 3 to 21
program Schedule B8 also provides a check on the allocation of 1.05
aides per SDC.

Data Sources:

Total IPS Units available for distribution, by instructional
setting can be obtained from the J-50 FRZ for the current year.

SELPA allocations made within the J-50 LPA Schedule B are made
according to the adopted and approved special education local plan
procedures. These procedures should be obtained from the SELPA
director.

Units transferred in and out must be obtained from agreements with
other SELPAs, or directly from the SELPA Director or Program
Director. These transfers should be verified at each reporting
period.

Data Output:
IPS Unit allocations (including allocations from the SELPA and

transfers in) must be posted to the J-50 ALC from both the 3 to 21
age and infant Schedule Bs.
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SELPAs must complete, and districts should receive, information
regarding the Schedule B at each reporting period. The final
allocations for the year are simply an average of units allocated
in the first and second periods, however.

Data Sheet II:

Schedule B data are posted to Data Sheet II and are filed directly
with the state by each SELPA.

(i
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CALIFORNIA STATE 1989-90 Firet Principal
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION J=-50-LPA-SCHEDULE B - AGES 3-21 PROGRAM
J=50-LEA-SCHEDIAE B (Rev. 09-89) DISTRIBUTION OF INSTRUCTIONAL PERSONNEL SERVICE UNITS TU OFERATING ENTITIES
FOR 1989-90 This form is fssued on
Green, 14" paper,
County fflue Sky e Local Plan Area ___‘N_l_;_li_t_-_gluml___ .
- . o . colwm A | Colum B i Colum C i Colum D '
i AJl_rumbers on this_page shall be carried to two decimal places, © . EDP . SPECIAL DAY . RESOURCE i DESIGNATED ' '
4 NO. i ___CLASSES i SPECIALISTS i _INST, & VS, . TOTAL H
1. Total 1PS units available by setting for funding ' ' \ ' : !
“l'dh 1989'909 P-l J'So'mml\lm B) ncnn...nco.noooo-n.no--c-ncnnc: 955 | - "l.oo H 34 .00 H —2_8_. 00 ' 129 .00 H
: Vo __SPECIAL DAY ¢ £S ! RESOURCE SPECIALISTS | p1s :
Dastribute the 1PS units listed above on lines 2 and 3 below. { EDP | _No Aide_ | One Aide_ | Two Aides | No Aide | One Aide | e !
< AN, tColun A Colum B ColumC | ColumD | ColumE : Colum P!
0 2. Distralate units to entities within your SELPA: ' 2 ' ' R [ R '
- ; : ; : ; : ; :
w NVE OF DISTRICT/COUNTY TO WHICH UNITS ARE ALLOCATED: : : : ' ' :
a. Distrdct Alpha = (White Clowd SELPA) o : 980 o ! 4_._ 00! . ot 4 o204 3,00
hpe MV, It § - y (1 ' 4 . [ . ] [
t“.:. SR be _Diserdet Delra - (White Clond SELFA) e e+ 980 } 2 .00 ¢34 ¢ 25 J o454 N 20 «10 ¢ 16 .00 @
b brem T ) € _Disgrier Oompga = (Whilte Cloud SEVFA) T A .| e d__ Yo 50, 1, 00; N 9 .70 8 .40
d‘ - . - —— _.._.: 980 — _____; o_____: o__. o___= o___: o __.
e. — ___' 980 _____-_l‘__.:‘__*____l___:____-___ _.._: I___.: l_: . _
" ______  ——— _-._~_...: 980 . “_ __: tq___-: l___..: u-_.= .___: o___
g. e e+ ——t _..___._: 980 e :_ “_n___._:. ___.____l_____: |____: t___: ® -
h, R L DT SOE ST SO SRR S | —_ R T S
D . e e e .+ 980 s _— e : A :
smu‘l 'm ‘tucm .’ﬂ-’t‘.’ l[ m!l...t!t!...!.!lttt.!.l!l!!!: :,.,..._w.-——; _l____:—._“_._..—_: *’: .-_: .___.l
Subtotal of units allocated within this SELPA (Total line 2)eue.eaees? 981 5 2 00 ¢ 59,250 A WA5 434 00 27 40 .
3. Transfer units to apother SE1PA: : : : : ' : : :
Name of SELPA: . : : ' : : :
& fuven lrewe SELLA - (lrgm White Cloud SEUEAL. N —t? LY T — A0
b, htagdng Bird SEIPA - (Prom White Cloud_sSLiPA} ) . Y4y e ____:________.__'I'_”..______-_'1_~ o __:____.___:________-ﬂ_:
Ca e e - — P - . ““l L e e o___-_______’l____o_,____ _____:’A___________n___:___ e ____:
Subtota) from attached sheet(s) 3f needed........ Cieiea s Chereareeaal : P el PR H s 4 460'
Subtotal of units transferred to ¢nother SEIFA (Tutal bine doooo0000 992 — AN 60! i 2 A
Q 6 (t}:wl IPS wnits allaceted in each Gulum® Y O (Total of Jires 2 & D, 995 ¢ 2.0 by L0 A . 00! 28,00
] \
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1989-90 First Principal

This form is issued on
Green, 14" paper.

CALIFORNIA STATE
DLPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
J=50-LPA-SCHEDULE B (Rev.

J=50-LPA-SCHEDULE B - AGES 3-21 PROGRAM
09-89) (cont inued)

White Clond

Gounty Blue Sky local Plan Area __ i b
i All rumbers on this page shall be | i Ve SPECIAL DAY SES i RESUURCE SPECIALISTS | _ _DIS__ !
i_carried to two decimal places. ! L IDP | No Mide ! One Mide_ | Two Mides | _No Aide | One Aide_ ! _ FTg !
‘ N), i Colum A ColumB & CoiumC . Coluwnd ! ColumE : Column F !
5. Transfer units received by this SELPA: \ \ ' : R ' ; g
List the name of the SELPA transferring units to your SELPA ard the | : : ' : H ! :
name of district/county where pupils are being provided service, : : : : H : : !
V, 1,2 a. FROM_Singing Bird SELPA ) Delta (White Cloud SELPA); g9g . 1,30 ¢ . .t - 60
b. FROM__firi;:ht Sun SELPA T0___‘epa (White Cloud SELPA): 996 et .60 .- ..t ot 10
. FROM T0 y 998 . ____4: c__: u___.:__ l___‘: l___': o
d. FROM O ‘ 996 l___: t___: l___:__ o__': ._: [
e, FRCM 10 ¢ 996 ._____: l____: u____.: '_': u__: o
‘. m m : 9% 0___: 0___: c__: .__: .___: L
9. FROM m . i 996 . l___.: l__._: __o___: o____': u_: LI
h. M - _%o ¢ 9% — H a4 2 M — . H Y
mul fﬂlﬂltt&cm wl(‘). l‘ w..-.................n.-.....' : -___: !__: l__: -—_: -l_-.:____-.l____:
ita transfe An SELPA (total of Jan® 5)eeesvsesssveses: 997 3 . 4 1,90 ¢ « 1 ! .« LJ0

.mmr..m

NOTES: a. Education Code Section 56760te) lumits J-50 funding to each SELPA to an average of one teacher and 1.05 aides per special class or

canter; therefore, on Jine 4, EDP 995 your SDC-two aide allocation may only exceed your SDC-no aide allocation by .05 times your SDC,
J-50-FRZ, line 1, EDP 955A; to wit, (EDP 995C - EDP 995A) may equal but not exceed (.05 x EDP 955A), (To verafy that you have not
exceaded 1,05 aides per SDC, please note that you must camplete the J-50-LPA-Schedule B, Page 14.)

b. Edxation Code 56162(f) states "At least eighty percent of the resource specialists within a local plan shall be provided with an
instructional aide.”

c. The total of wnita on line ¢, Colums A, B and C cannut exceed the IPS units fram line ), Colum A; the total of units on Jine ¢
Colums D and E canvot excead the 1PS units fram line |, Column B; the total of units on line ¢, Column F cannot exceed the IPS

units fram Jine 1, Colum C.
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CALIFORNIA STATE J-50-LPA-SCHEDULE B - AGES 3-2) PROGRAM 1989-90 Pirst Principal
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION WORKSHEET TO VERIFY 1.05 SDC AIDE ALLOCATION
J~50-LPA-SCHEDULE B (Rev, 09-89) This torm is Lssued on

Green, 14" paper,
CALCULATION OF MAXIMNM SDC AIDE ALLOCATION:

i, SDCFRZ, mumber of units SELPA is allocating in SDC setting (from J-50-LPA-Schedule B,
L‘u l. m ’55' u‘m .,. OOll.lOOOl.l!ll.llltllllllllllll!l.'lllllll..ll..lll..!lll!lllll.ll. 61’0().

2. Multiplied by 1.05, the maxisum oumber of sides the stale will fund per SDC ubitesesesoionsoesee 1505

3. Maximum lmm*lch SELFA may allocete, Line ) times Lige 3 (two deCiBBIB) s orcosctcersssovecnnotrseessrnnrene, 6“.05

SPECIAL DAY CLASSES
NO AIDE  ONE AIDE  TWO AlDES
Col, 4  Col. B  _COl. G
SDC AIDES ACTUALLY ALLOCATED BY SELPA:

<
0 4. SDC units allocated, from J-50-LPA-Schedule B, Line 4,
o ZDP 995 Col. A, B and C (Sum of Col, A plus B plus C sust equal
SDCIRZ os Line ) eerancsonconnsestosesessassososnnransrestossssconetiisdtne 2L0“ L S‘q"‘) L 5.0‘) - Hl.00
5. ml“"' ., aumber of SDC aides pev un“.....n....-..-.......-.-..-......!_,0 | |
6. Rumber of SDC aides generated in each SDC aide category,
L‘““‘.‘ L‘" SICllllll!!ll!l!l!l!ll!lllll!lllllll'll.llllllllll!tllll o ‘,"Lq_r,_. IO‘LQ—
7. Total SDC aides allocsted: Eater amousata froa Line 6,
co'm.McM.“l!!ll!llllllllllll!l!llllllllllllllll!l!lllllllllll S’Qi“ lo‘lo - '_!_)5_‘9_5__
8. Maximum 3DC aide sllocation less actual SDC aides allocated, Liue ) minus Line ST I T LU
s. 11 the value cosputed on Lime 8 is 2ero, you have maxisized your SELPA's SDC aide sllocation.
b. If the value computed on Line 8 is positive, your SELPA 38 eotitled to more SDC aidea than currently allocated, and you may
increase your SDC side sllocation by the amount on Lise 8. To imcrease your SDC aide allocatios, move the umita os Line 4 froe
the 2ero ajde setting into the one aide setiing and/or move utite from the one aide setting iato the tvo aide setting.
c. If the value computed oa Lime 0 is megative, your SELPA has allocated more SDC atdes than it has available, and you must
decrease your SDC aide allocation by the amounot on Lise 8. Yo reduce your SDC side allocatios, move the uaita oa Line 4 (rom the
tvo aide setting into the ome side setiiag and/or Wwve units fros the one aide actting into the zero aide setting,
INPORTARY: Do sot ijacrease or decrease your total suaber of SDC umits (awount os Line 1) to adjuat for am overallocatiom or
underallocation of SDC aides, umleas you iotend to submit & revision to your J-50-FRZ form. To correct the ajtuatioas
1(.-'. described im 80 Or ¢ abave, SOC units are soved among the aide categories, vhile the total SDC units available for
% sliocatioa vesains unchanged.
Qo 9. 1{ you have moved SDC unitc as the result of the caiculation on Line 8, verify that your SDC aides are mow properly allocated by
EMC repeating steps 4-8 above. ] ﬂ t
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CALIFURNIA STATE
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
J=50-LPA«INFANT SCHEDULE B

1989-90 Farst Prancapal
J-50-1DA -~ INFANT SCHEDULE B - MES 0-2 PROGRAM
OISTRIBUTION OF INFANT INSTRUCTIONAL PERSONNEL SERVICE UNITS TO OVEHATING ENTITIES
FOR 1989-90

“his torm is issued on

{Rev. 09'89’ I’lnk, l!." papere
County __Bluc Sky local Plan Area ___White Cloud -
T T EPRCIAL DAV CIABSES T RESOURCE T TSI G :
i_Al)_nmbers on this page shall be carried to two decamal places. © . EDP | ONE AIDE | TWO AIDES | SPECIALISTS | INST. & SVS, | TUTAL :
INO, P COIAMN A COUUMN B . COLAMN C : LM D 00 g ¢
1. Total Infant 1PS units available by setting for funding i ‘ : : ' ! :
‘fm 1989'90 P'l ln!ggt J'So'm G)hl'm B)oooooooooooooooocoooo.ooo: 855 H 1 ,00 H A.ZO : 020 H . 80 H l‘. 20 H
; i GPECIAL DAY CIASSES
Distrabute the Infant IPS wuts listed above on lines 2 and 3 below, P EDP 1 _No Aide | One Aide !
S NO. :
S, 2. hastribute Infant unite to entities within your SELPA; a :
» :
NAME OF DISTRICT/COUNTY TO WHIGH INFANT UNITS ARE ALLOCATED: .
Chpe Vo 10 ae Distvict Delta 1 .00
(o Lhans v District Omega ' :
i trom e ) - =
' Cy L DR DU S
dl -_______l___;________ ——
e, S DU JRY Y
f. _ e Y T A
gu ________l‘____l________ -
h. — . O FU Y
b —_ e R o
Swwlal ‘m “t‘-“C,‘.ﬂ ‘}‘-‘:l(u. ‘I ml' DRI R R ST I B I B BRI I BT R I I O .: I~_-__I_____—_-__ P
Subtotal of Infant wuts allocated within this SEIPA (Total lume 2)..: loo 2,0
3. Infant units transferred to another SELPA: ‘ H
Nune of SELPA: :
e o R I, - . e e
t’c e e e e e e e e e e e ———— e e [ R R DS S,
(‘ . B [ - - e e ——— ¢ e e e Am b Sy et S - = —— ey m = imer s - ' -—— it ——t  arE——
b\d‘lutdl in'n dlld(:'l.‘d B’l!.'l‘.) “ MMIIIIIIIIIIIQIIIIIII. YRR -
Subtotal of Infant units transferred W another SELPA (Tutal line 3).. 892 .___,r ‘l) L“(; A
. O .
4., Tutal Infant 1PSUs &l lxcated in each Column’ (Total lines 2 and 3)...; 895 & ,_‘_JN_,___._ 0ty
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CALIFORNIA STATE
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
J=50-LPA-INFANT SCHEDULE B
(Rev, 09'89'

County Blue Shy

J-50-15'A- INFANT

SCHEDULE B - AGES 0-2 PRURAM
(cuntinued)

laccal Plan Area _ _ white Cloud

1989-90 First Principal

Thin form is issued on
Pink, 14" paper,

. "Al] nunbers on this page shall be | : ; SPECIAL_DAY CIASSES | RESOURCE SPECIALISTS : __DIS _ .
. carried to two decamal places. . P HP ! _No Aude_ | One Alde | Two Aides | _No Aide | One Mide | ¢TE :
s NO, i ojum A | Colum B ' Column € _Colum D i Column E ; Column i
5. Infant Units transferred to this SFIPA; : O . H { : :
List the name of SELPA from which Infant 1PSUs are heing transferred | H H i : | : :
and the name of the district/county where Infants dre being served. | . : : : ! J H
4. FROM 'IU e e e e i = ________: 896 ' LRI, . ___Il e LY o____: o
bo fm’ 1'0___*_. e e e o an —— - _”__: 896 : 0.-__ e e e Y ® ] c___: . _
o l'm'_ - “.;_ e — . 896 l { J. _.____: . e ._._: . ___
d. FROM . I 1 ¢ T o L 2 | — SR TR T o~ o .o
€. m 1‘)_ e — e —— ___: 896 ; ._— ~ _____: — r— L ® e t____: . _
f. FRAM Iy —— e 10______ e - e e - ______: 696 ' __0__-" UL I . ® v c_____: L
9. FROM T e 898 e R — N RS
h. FRIM S, | TR -1 | oo e s ; e s -
Sub(o!.dl tmﬂttxm MLS, \f rlﬂiﬂ‘i......................-.-.....: '——-—n-n'-uw—:———-'—-. _‘;'_‘__~t"_:_~_.~_:__ t_____: u_____:
Tutal Infant units transferred to thie SEWPA (Total of lime 5).ie..s.. 897 { — 000, 0pu | .S 0,00 ; 0 ,00:

NUTES: a. All entities allocated infant wits must be designated as an anfant program provider an the SELPA's approved Jacal plan for the infant

program.

b. Education Code 56728.8(e) states that Infant Resourve Specialist programe mist be syyorted by one aide.

c. The total of units on line ¢, Culumn B canot eaceesd the [0S wuts fram line 1, Colum A; the total of wnits on line 4, Colum C

carvnt exceed the 1PS unmits fram line §, Colimn B; the tota) of units on hine ¢, Colum E cannot exceed the 1S units fram line 1,
Column C; the total of unite on line 4, Culumn P caniot eacesd Lhe tital 1PS wuts frum Line 1, Colan D,

v MHINE PLDY

oy}
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J=%0 UR - COMPUTATION OF UNIT RATES FOR IPS UNITS
Burposes

This form is used to determine the current year IPS Unit Rates.
The Unit Rates are then used in several other J-50 forms to compute
a district's:

e 1IPS Entitlement (J-50 IPS);
¢ Extended Year IPSU Entitlement (J-50 EXT); and
e Support Entitlement Adjustments (J-50 ENT).

Each unit rate is based on prior year rates. This form takes these
prior year rates and makes appropriate adjustments to increase the
rates for the current year COLA.

Data Sources:

Data Sheet I provides the district's prior year rates.

Data Output:

e The "Aide Base Rate" (line 4, column B) is used in computing
the unused aide adjustment on the J=50 IPS;

e The applicable Current Year Unit Rates (line 7, columns A to
F) are multiplied by funded units on the J-50 IPS to
determine the IPS Entitlement; and

¢ The SDC, DIS and Aide Base Rates (lines 1, 3 and 4, column
B) are used to compute modified unit rates for extended year
sessions.

and_Ann 8:

m,. =a computations should only have to be made for the 1st period
i ..t since the unit rates will not change during the remainder
of the year.

D gh H
Since the data necessary to compute the needed rates are already

maintained by the state in its computer data base, none of this
information needs to be posted to Data Sheet 1I.

179
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CALIFORNIA STATE 1989-90 First Principal
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION J-50-UR
J-50-UR (Rev. 09-89) UNIT RATES FOR INSTRUCTIONAL PERSONNEL SERVICE UNITS
Count.y Blue Sky District Delta m‘ plan Area Nhltu Cloud
:"Al]l numiers on this page are to be whele mubers ! olan A Column B
EDbP 1988-89 : 1989-90
ND. Base Rate | Rase Rate

BASE UNIT RATES
((Col, A tires 1.,0464)

32,492 34,000

285 |

2. RSP hase rate {from 1989-90 P-]l Data smt 1, EDP 292 Coh-'-“ Dhevve

Cliice Vo 14 3. DIS base rate (fram 1989-90 P-i Data Sheet I, EDP 292 Colum Fl....; 286 i___ 33,448 : 135,000

; ; 34,404 ; 30,000

- 4. Aide hase rate for non-severely and severely handicapped (from . 12.424 13.000 '
p:; 1989'90 ?-l [BUS!EL l.mp29l mlmB,llllllllllllllllllllllll: 29‘L ' ' :
3
, : SEVERE/NON-SEVERE SOC UNIT RATES : NON-SEVERE UNIT RATES
: i Colum A CuluwnB_: ColumC : Colunm D_: Colum E__._ Coluw F 5
| P . Special . Special 1 Special | Resource | Resource | Designated !
1989-90 Lnit Rates by Setting and Munbers of Aide ' NO, | Day Class ! Day Class . Day Class !Specialist | Specialist | Instruction!
: __NoAide . oOne Mide : Two Aides ! No Aide . One Aide ' & Services .
5. 1989-90 Base Rates (For Coluns A, B and C use the ! : : . : ' .
, : for Col Dand E use : : ; : : : :
‘,":: g’“&};’: ;; g‘;:"'c';,am F use line ,"mhm ). 281 . 3,000 1 34,000 1 34,000 0 6,000 L 36,000 1 35,000 .
. ! ] T T T T T T T T e e e (]
' + ’ ) .
6. Aide rate (For Colums B and €, use Line 4, Colum B;. { | : ' : .
for Colum C, use two tumes Line &, Colum B)ovvo.nl 290 f o bhbuo o 2b,000 4 r 14,000 1
7. 1989-90 Unit Rates, Line 5 plus Line 6.vevevvrnnnnes 292 . 34,000 41,000 0,000 . 36,000 T 49,000 35,000
UNITRATE..PL ) Frage 19

1id BEST COPY AVAILABLE 111




This form is used to summarize a district's allocation of IPS units
from its SELPA (Schedule B) and to divide the district's allocation
of Special Day Class (SDC) IPS units between Severely Handicapped
and Non-Severely Handicapped Settings. These allocations provide
the basis, in part, for computation of the district's IPSU
entitlement after the allocations have been posted in the J-50 IPS.

Data gources:

The data sources for a district's allocation of IPS units for each
setting are the Schedule B forms which are prepared by the SELPA.
The division of a district's allocation of IPS units between
Severely Handicapped and Non-Severely Handicapped settings can be
obtained from the district's special education department. Please
note that the sum of IPS SDC units in severely and non-severely
handicapped settings cannot exceed the total SDC allocations from
the SELPA.

Data Output:

The allocations of sev/ere and non-severe IPS units are posted to
the J=50 IPS for compuw.tation of the IPS Entitlement.

erjiod o d nu Re - H

A district's final allocation of units for the year is an average
of units allocated on the 1st period report (about December) and
units allocated on the 2nd period report (early April). Therefore
for the 1st period report, only P-1 allocation of wunits are
reported. For the second period report only P-2 allocations of
units are reported. The 1st period and 2nd period forms take this
into consideration by shading out the area of the form that does
not apply to that reporting period. No separate entries are
necessary for the annual report.

Data Sheet II:

only the allocations of Severely Handicapped SDC units are posted
to Data Sheet II for transmittal to the state. The state receives
total district allocations by setting from the Schedul: Bs filed
by SELPAs. The state uses Schedule B data and subtracts the
severely handicapped allocations reported on this page to compute
the non-severe SDC allocations.

11
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feanes g -
PO

common Errors:

1) Allocations are either not posted correctly from Schedule B

2)

3)

or not posted correctly to the J-50 IPS after division
between severely handicapped and non-severely handicapped
units. Close coordination is needed with the SELPA official
who prepares Schedule B to ensure that the allocation for a
district is the same as the allocation used in that
district's J-50 calculations.

Severely handicapped unit allocations are not reported and/or
are not posted to Data Sheet II. Care must be taken to ensure
that these units are reported since severely handicapped
units will not be funded if allocations are not reported for
then.

Severely hundicapped SDC unit allocation reported exceeds
total district allocation for SDC settings received from the
SELPA. A district's allocation ca inot exceed the units
allocated by the SELPA even if the district actually operates
more units than are allocated.

VI-Z'I ! 3



J-50 WORKSHEETS

6. 1S units for severely hanhicagped ppils : :
(transfer to J-50-1PS, lines 8-10, Golumn Bl ooeovoovins o 596

CALIFORNIA STATE J-50-AlC 1989-90 First Principal
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION ALLOCATION OF IPS UNITS FOR
J=50-ALC (Rev. 09-89) NON-SEVERELY HANDICAPPED AND SEVERELY HANDICAPPED PUPILS
County Blue Sky District Delta Local Plan Area White Cloud
< e — -
n :AlT numbera on this page shall be | : b SPECIAL DAY CIASSES . _RESCNRCE_SPECIA ISTS .+ ___DIS :
r ! to two decamal places, . : EDP . _No Aade One Mide | Two Aldes [ o Aide  : _Orer Asde FIE '
~ IND. : ColumA_: Colun B i Colum € ColumD : CcumE : Colwm €
1. Allocation of 1PS units from lines 2 and 5 of the p-1 : . : . : : : :
1989-90 J-50-1LPA-SCHEDULE B PIAUS hnesal' and 5 of the . : : : : : : .
P'l 1989-90 J'SU'U’A'INFWWB |c|--||-|||--|||||o: ‘)9] : 2._9_9 ]7.9‘5__: Aaﬁi_; o_‘_‘: __znam_:___ l’-_g_:@
Distrilation of line | ammmts between units for non-severely. : . ‘ : ! : :
handicapped ppils and severely handicapped pupils. : : : : : : : :
2. 1PS unita for nmon-severely handicapped ppils : : : ' .
(transfer to J-50-1PS, lines 2-7, COluM Adeuieiniaienonees 597 4 2,00 . 7,05 0,00 ' _20.30_: 12.20
Chip, vy ' 4 ), IPS units for severely handicapped puptla : . : : ! .
(transfer to J-50-1PS, lines B-10, Column Adseviveronieree: 599 0,00 ; 20.00 : 4,65 S SR .____:@
' . [] ] [ ] N
1 . . ] h . .
: : : ' { : ! .
4. Allocation of IPS unita from lines 2 and 5 of the P-2 : ! f ! ! ! ! :
1989-90 J-50-LPA-SCHEINLE B PLUS lines 2 and 5 of the : ' : ! ! : ' !
P’2 1989‘90 J'SO“WA'IWMT S‘GM Bnann-.tnc-a---n-n-.n: 593 .u s-_'_: !_: l_—: 0___: _-l_: L
[ [] [ ] ] . ]
Distrilution of line 4 amants between units for non- qevewly : H ! H : H .
handicapgesd papils and severely handicapped papils. : i ' ! ‘ i : :
: ‘ ! ! H : ' :
5. IPS units for non-severely handicapped pgpils : ' ' ' ' : i /'
Hl‘ﬂnsft‘r to ."SO'IPS, lH’V‘S 2'7. COlllTl'\ B’..--.--t-----tt: 59‘ . .—__: .___: l_‘_!_ '—-—-—-:»—--—- -._4_._: N
: ! : ‘ ‘

|
I
|
l
{
i
!
!

N Tt 4. Infant umits and reqular wnits are ambamed on line 1, B 591, Colums A-F.

LISOALE 1))

Q 114 1=
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J°50 WORKSHEETS

CALIFORNIA STATE J4+50-ALC Second Principal
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION ALLOCATION OF IPS UNITS FOR
¢:50+-ALC (Rev. 03-89) NON-SEVERELY HANDICAPPED AND SEVERELY HANDICAPPED PUPILS
County BLUE SKY District DELTA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICY Local Plan Ares White Cloud
SPECIAL DAY CLASSES RESOURCE SPECIALISTS ols
EDP No Aide One Aide Ywo Aides No Aide One Aide 131
NO. Cowumn A Colum B Colum © Colum O Colum E Column ¥
1. Allocation of IPS units from lines 2 and 5 of the P-1
1988-89 J-50:LPA-SCHEDULE 8 PLUS lines 2 and 5 of the
Pe1 198889 J-50-LPA- INFANT SCHEOULE 8 +14] 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Distribution of line 1 amounts between units for non-severely
handicapped pupils and severely handicapped pupils.
2. IPS units for non-severely handicapped pupils
(transfer to J-50°1PS, lines 2:7, Colum A) 597 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
3. IPS units for severely handicapped pupils
< (transfer to J-50-1PS, Lines 8-10, Columwn A) 5% 0.00 0.00 0.00 XKKXXXKXKXKK XXXKKXXNKNNX ~XNXXXXNKXXXK
-t
|
8 4. Allocation of IPS units from lines 2 and 5 of the P-2
1988-89 J-50-LPA-SCHEOULE B PLUS Llines 2 and S5 of the
P-2 1988-89 J-50-LPA° INFANT SCHEDULE 8 593 2.00 37.05 4.65 0.00 20.30 17.20
Distribution of {ine 4 amounts between units for non-severely
handicapped pupils and severely handicapped pupils.
5. IPS units for non-severely handicapped pupils
(transfer to J-50-1PS, lines 2:7, Colum 8) 59 2.00 17.05 0.00 0.00 20.30 17.20
6. 1PS units for severely handicapped pupils -
(transfer to J-50-1P5, Lines 8:-10, Column B) 596 0.00 20.00 €.65 XXXXXXXXAXKK  KXXNAXKKAKKX  XUXKKANXXKXX




The J-50 IPS is a three page form used to compute a district's
Instructional Personnel Service (IPS) Unit Entitlement. In terus
of funding, the IPS entitlement represents the greatest proportion
of district special education funding, so it is vital that this
information be computed and reéported correctly. On the first page
of the J-50 IPS form, funded units are determined based on the
lesser of units allocated or units operated in each setting. On
the second page of the form, funded units are multiplied by unit
rates to determine the IPS entitlements for regular, non-deficited,
and infant units. Finally, on the third page, actual Full-Time-
Equivalent Aide positions operated are reported. If Full-Time-
Equivalent Aide positions operated are less than positions funded,
then the entitlement is reduced.

Data gources:

Data Sources for these forms are as follows:
e Allocations of IPS Units from SELPA - rosted from J-50 ALC;
e Unit Rates - Posted from J-50 UR;

e Actual Units Operated - Information is generally obtained
from the district's Special Education Department, but Full-
Time-Equivalent Employee information reported must be
consistent with payroll records for P-1 and P-2 census dates.
DIS unit and aide calculations are completed based upon
models provided on the J-50 forms; and

s Non-deficited Units - Information may be obtained from the
pupil count or by a determination of actual operations with
LCI pupils. The CDE Questions and Answers document describes
more fully the methodologies acceptable for calculating non-
deficited units.

e Full-Time Equivalent Aides used - Same source as Actual Units
Operated.

Data Output:

The IPS Entitlement Amounts (lines 17 and 21) and unused aides
(lines 24 and 25) are posted to the J-50 ENT for computation of
the district support services entitlement and the total special
education entitlement.

11y
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Increases in units from P-1 to P-2, i.e., units that were not in
operation at P-1 but subseguently started at P-2, aré only allowed
one~-half support entitlement. Using the data reported on the IPS
form, the difference in units funded between P-1 and P-2 must be
computed and analyzed to complete the district support entitlement
on the J-50 ENT. Increases in units reported for the support
adjustment should not include increases which are due to current
year growth units, units reallocated within the SELPA, or units
transferred into the SELPA form another SELPA.

ist Perjod, 2nd Period and Annual Reports:

The final annual calculation is based on the average of P~1 and P-
2 units. For the P-1 report only P-1 units are reported and for
calculation of funding the units are treated as if they would be
the same for the full Yyear.

At P-2 the 2nd period allocations and actual IPS units operated are
reported. Funding is based on the average of the P-2 units
reported and the units reported on P-1l.

NOTE: If at P-2 it is necessary to amend data reported to the state
on P-1, this is accomplished by changing State Data Sheet I (for
P-2) and filing the revised Data Sheet I with the state at P-2.

An annual report would not be filed unless an amendment is needed
since this information has already been collected at P-1 and P-2.

Data Sheet II:

The following information must be posted to the Data Sheet II for
transmittal to the state: Units operated, DIS FTE for certificated
and classified personnel, aides used, unused aide adjustment, units
funded for the non-deficited and infant categories, and total IPSU
entitlement amounts. Only actual units and aides are needed by the
state to compute IPS entitlements since unit rates are already
resident in the state's computer data base and IPS allocations are
posted to Data Sheet II from the J-50 ALC and SELPA prepared
Schedule B. The total IPS entitlement amounts are collected by the
state as check figures to detect keypunch or other reported errors
in the calculation process.

Common Errors:

1) Classified DIS Full Time Equivalents (FTEs) reported in line
lb-column A are reduced by the factor in column B. The full
number of FTEs is to be reported in column A. The appropriate
reduction will then be computed in column C. Reducing the
Column A FTE will result in an inappropriate double
reduction.

2) Funding is lost because units allocated and units operated
on lines 2 through 10 are not properly aligned. See note b
on the J-50 IPS for examples and a fuller explanation of this

VI-25
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3)

problem. As you prepare the report, if you find it shows you
ar; losing funding for units, the following steps should be
taken:

A) Check to see that allocations have been correctly carried
forward from the SELPA Schedule B to the J-50 ALC and
from the ALC to the appropriate lines on the J-50 IPS;

B) Check to see that the number of units reported as
operated is correct and that units are reported on the
proper lines.

Note: All units operated except those funded from
federal Infant Discretionary funds, P.L. 99-457
Preschool funds, federal 1low incidence services
funds, and LCI Mid-Year Impaction Emergency Funds
must be reported.

C) If the problem still exists, the next step would be to
see if the problem is due to the alignment of aides
within the SDC or RSP settings. See Footnote B on the
first page of the J-50 IPS for a further discussion of
the issue. Be sure to realign units within each setting.

D) Check to see that on lines 11 through 21, the sum of
units in columns B plus C plus D equals the number of
units shown in column A. (Column B, C and D cannot be
negative numbers.)

E) If either unused allocations or unfunded units remain
after these steps, the district Special Education
Director and Budget Officer/Business Manager should both
be made aware of the situation. Many SELPAs have
agreements to temporarily transfer unused allocations
from one member to other members with unfunded units.

The Special Education Director would generally be
responsible for working out these arrangements. Also,
the Budget Officer/Business Manager has overall
responsibility for the total district budget and
should be made aware of this because of the financial
impacts. However, because of the shortfall in growth
funding, many districts must operate unfunded units.

on the second page of the J-50 IPS(columns B, C, & D) funded
units are distributed between regular, non-deficited, and
infant programs. Inappropriate designation of regqular units
as infant or non-deficited units results in a misstatement
of regular funded units since the sum of these columns cannot
exceed the funded unit totals in column A. The sum of units
reported in columns B, C and D must equal units reported in
column A for each EDP number. Allocated infant units should
be provided to you by your SELPA and should agree with the
units they report to the state on the J-50 LPA and transfers

VIi-26 N
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ERIC

Full Tt Provided by ERIC.

in on Schedule B. Non-deficited units are for units operated
for children residing in Licenseéd children's Institutions.

10;
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CALIFORNIA STATE 1989-90 Farst Prancipal

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION J50+1PS
J-50-1PS (Rev, 09-89) FUNDING FOR REGULAR YEAR INSTRUCTIONAL PERSONNEL SERVICE UNITS
County __Blue Sky District Deits local Plan Area__Whiie Cloud
‘AllL mrters on this page should be two decimg] DLIces except vhic d [{ !
1. OAVERSION OF DIS FVLL-TI'E :
EQUIVALENTS INTO “WNITS OPERATED" :

& Ctﬂtft& nooonnlnonnnnonnoooonnlo: 511
bl Clllllfl lloolonnnonnnltlnolllolll= 5!3

c. wu, .l.ll.ll.'.ll.l...ll.lll.l.l'.: - ,

CMPARISCN OF UNITS ALLOCATED TO INITS
OPERATED FOR ALL CIASS SETTINGS

Chp. V, 203 ‘l 2.“

9’?
U ol
L

NON-SEVERELY HANDIGAPPED :
g. gu} :y c:au. mnd;é...........: ggg B
. 1Y ] y Ciaeg, One al YT H '2:05
4, Specia) day class, two aides. ... ¢ 508

a. Subtoral of Jines 2, 3 and 4. ¢ 910 ¢ 19.
5. Resource specialist, m aide..... e 509

R e e -

A KA LY

o8 '..‘Tn‘l .

a 6. Resauce “ulin. one 4ide.ieeeiers! 307 PPEE O TR Y TN

i a. ubtotal of lines 5 “ ‘oonnoln oot 524 70.1[1 Lt g e B0 Rad Taedl v

N 7. ODssignated Lnetruction and services ..! 517 | 12:20 e KERIPLD LIV R PP ; ':

o : ' - P ¥ i
SEVERELY KADICPED P i AR
8. Special day class, rno aide..... o 502 3 000 S0 o B T e
9. Special day class, one arde. i o0 S04 . R RN ke
10, Special day class, two aides... vty ) 506 P TN Y ~'.E:. 4
et Ml O! 'm !‘ !!ﬂ lg"l':'i & gt ’B:L’.\""in' ﬁ'ﬂ

NGTES | '
a. For the classified DIS conversion factor {aide Lo teacher salary ratiol, refer to your 1989-90 P-1
b, To ensure that Tm do not lowe furding for units operated, you rust report the operation of your uni

in your wnit allacation, even of you actually used fewar or greatar mumbers of aides. For euarple,

operated 1! you regortad a8 (ollows:

Sheet 1, BDP 813, Column B.
(Co) D) with the same nurbar of aides as stown
wmild Joss funding for 14 units which ym

Opersted ~ Llesser of pllocated or operated

X « no aide s 0 0 Chp, Vv, 2.4
I - one aide 9 0 0
SIC - two ajdes N ) 20 [

20 40 6

Any sdjustment necessary for the difference in actusal FTE aides opersted and units allocated wil) be canarted on lines 22 through 36 of this form.

0 NOT MAKE THIS ADJUSTVMENT IN COLIMN O OF THIS PAGE.
For wuts operated in the DIS sstting (EDP 5170), use the value computad an EDP 513, Colum C.
An SIC or RSP wut must be in operation by the last full school month ending on or before Decenber 3] to qualify as a unit operatad during the
First Princips) agyortionmant period. A sonth is defined as four weeks.
e. Do rot regort wuts financed with federal infant discretionary fuds, federa) L1 Mid-Year Inpaction fuds, or PL 99-45) federal preschool funds as
wuts operated 3n Coluwm D,
The cyeration of all other units rust be reyorted in Column D.

&N
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FENGDN

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPUTING DIS FULL-TIME EQUIVALENTS

The period for which you are computing full-time equivalent (FTE) Designated
Instruction and Services (DIS) units should begin with the start of the achool
year and extend through December 1, 1989. Detailed instructions for
computing these FTEs are as follows:

EDP No. 511, Coligms A and €: Enter the mmber of FTE certificated staff
utilized in providing DIS to pupils as specified in their individualized
education programs (IEPs). This FTE is to be hased on the percentage of
time utilized and carried to two decimal places. An example of the
comgutation of this FTE of certificated specialists is as follows:

S of time spent % of time spent
through Dec. 1, through Dec. 1,
Teacher's 1989, providing 1989, providing
Name DIS Type IEP speci fied DIS OTHER services
J+ Doe mh 1.00 .00
S. Smith Adaptive D.E, .60 <40
M, Jones Vision Services 46 1)
T. Browmn
thalf-time) Counseling 230 .20
Mmmber of FTE 2.36 1.14

In this example, a DIS FTE of 2,36 would be reported. Although there were
3.50 FTE on the DIS staff, 1.14 FTE of time was spent providing services
that do not qualify for DIS funding under Education Code Section 56363(a).

EDP No. 513, Colum A: E.C. Section 56722(f) specifies that aides
", . . may be funded in lieu of a certificated specialist” (for pro-
viding DIS). Enter the number of FTE classified aides utilized in
providing DIS to pupils as spacified in their IEPs. Carry to two decmal
places. One FTE aide equals the greater of 6.00 hours per day or the
average aide hours per class or program reported on the 1980-81 J-50
B-4, Line 3b., EDP 267. To count towards FTE clasaified aide time,
these hours must be spent providing designated instniction and services
to pupils as required by their IEPs.

NOTE: The FTE classified aides which you report will be converted to
certificated NDIS units by multiplying the FTE by an aide-to-
teacher-salary ratio (Refer to your 1989-90 P-1 Exhibita, J-50-IPS,
EDP 513B for your conversion ratiol.

(IPSINST.P1)
(Rev. 09-89)




CALIFURNIA STATE 1989-90 Firat Prancipal

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION Chire V, 3.12

J-50-1PS (Rev. 09-89) ¢ T J=50-1PS (continued)
Pelta

County _Blue Sky District local Plan Area__White Cloud
.ol 8 A, B, C, &0 onthis page tmst be two decimal gl‘ c.es‘ Colunns E,F, hL & H nust whole nurl:éfé.
CALCUIATION OF FUNDING :_Colum A Colum B Colum E | Colum F____ Clum G | Colum H__.
FOR IPS UNITS H iUnits funded ) i H ' Iinfant H
. EDP | lesser of Infant i Unat Rate | Regular IPS | Mn-deficited® | 1Ps :
i NO, .Cola, A & Units i From ! Entatlement | IPS Entitlement | Entitlerent |
: .lines 2-10% In Qlumn A~ | J50-R__: col. B E_ | Col, CxE i ol Dx B H
NN=SEVERELY HANDICAPPED ! ; N ; : T e SR
Special Day Classes: ' ! . H : : .~'“ ;
O A 526 1 .00 34,000 68,000 , 0 R ?.’1’{,2
12, sSDC-ome aide PS8 L 17,0y ! . —_4&7,unn— 707,350 ;94,000 ) !
11, SOC-two aides : 530 Q.00 00 1 Y S (1) 60,000 g : 0 L :
Resourve Specialists: : @ - : : ‘ H
14. RSP-no aide 1 546 S uenuf Y u ] e 36,000 .t s ot u 4 H
< 15. RSP-one aide D832 I g o\—-20 ] 29,000 es0.000.. 16,400 i 9800 :
i l&.[hmmnudlmunLuOm : C . : : :
W and Services 1 548 . 120 35,000 129 < H ; !
o H : : H
17. Total lines 1} thru 16. 560 ! S5h, 95 AU } L ) 49 H
oo e : .
' : : : '
SEVERELY HANUICAPPED : : ' ' : ; A
Special Day Classes: : : : : . : %,« 4’ ‘
18, SDC-mo aide 562 ;. oo i v.eug | Yo.uo.. ¢ Ja,000 0 ) LI
19, SIC-une aide V7Y i SO V. Wy H RPN SN LYY N cC J_ﬂu___”_auuum.i“_uan,uuu__i_u.nuu__ ; —
20, SDC-two aldes N1 Y TU WU DU B 2 00 i U 000 3 Sl o120 U0 1) A
. . . - hdl I O v O
21, Total lines 18 theu 200 570 @ JaubS 0 19 o489 0 o3 o0 v W) ] dadetallU0 16 2, 000 : 112j::; I

e PO P et . - e e — . - .. PRI, e et ss o e e e e et e b e ——

NITS:
a. Infant prajram wits aay mot be used to fured yous e lar program classes or vice-versa; therefore, the sum of the units reforted 1n Columa D may

rot exceed the tatal infant units allacated on the - 0 "FA-Infant Sc-hahile B, Ages 0-2 Prugram, DR 880, Columns 8,C.F and ¢ plus EDP 896, Culums
B.CF and b onor may the tatal of the units an Golune. & plus C of this fom eacesd the units allocated on the J-50-10A schedule B -~ Ages 3-21
Poogram, FDE 980, Coliens ACF plus BDE 99k, Coluans A-F,

Lo (o Danes 11-0) thee s of the umits an Colams B plus € plus O nast mpial the units shown o Coln A, (Cols, B, €, and D cannot be negat ive numbers, )
Mootk b atead wats e its oferated for children residing an Wis, foster family bigees, huspitals, amd other tesidential readical facilities,
Vints Lo and antn temydarmg an e are lassalimd as infant units o regorted 1o Colun O,
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CALIFORNIA STATE 1989-80 First Principal
DEPARTMENT Of EDUCATION
J=50-1PS (Rev. 09-89) J=-50-1PS (continued)

/ C'lp V' 3.]3

-

County _ Blue Sky District  Delea local Plan Area | White Cloud

i_All mumbers on this page shall be tw (2) decimal places except lind 24, Col B and C, line 25 Co) B and C, and Line 26 Col C. !

» NO. ‘line 23 EDP 574, ! line 4, Col. B) (Col. A x Col. B)

Corputational Difference Between ' : Colunn A : Colum B H ColnC _ | _Oolembd __ °
Arde Entitlerent and Ajdes Used ' : : !
, EDP Aide H E'TE Aides : fTE Aides H Average |
' ND. E‘.ntulamnta ' Usedbat. : Usad at i (Col. B e o], C) !
LI for 1989-90% . -1% : -2 i divided by 2 !
22, Non=severely handicapgged, oo oviisiiisesennieaeet 512 :,__@ 172, 35 ___x 32 .73 . ! . !
23' SL'VEI‘&]) mlc&“ﬂtlttotttttottttottto.tllll_’__?_’__‘__:__’_. 29.'}0 B ] 3 L) :
S‘
b'o B : Column A : Column B : Colum C B
s : ‘Unused aides (from: Aide rate (from | Unused aide :
CEDP Jline 22 B 572 or:  P-1l J-50-LR : Ad justrent H

Unused Aide Adjustment : :Col.A mnus Col,B): (Whole number) |g!= mr) :
24, Non-severely handicagped. ..ooovvvviveiiiiiieaer 976 400 13,000 5 duy

25, Severely handicapped. v vvrveivarerarnrivseseore: 978 | Qe 4 13,000 67,600

26, Total (set negatives tO ZI0) v .vsoovssssesssea: 380 | : . Q

NIES
a. 1. For non-severe, campute using Jine 12, Col, A + line 15, Col. A + {2 x line 13, Col. Al,
2, For severe, camute using line 19, Col. A » |2 x line 20, Col. Al,

L. 1. To comute FTE aides used for your severely and non=severeiy handicapysd programs, divide the number of aide-hours actually paid for
each program on December ), 1989, by the greater of 6 hours or your actual FTE aide hours from your 1980-81, J-50B-4, line Jb, EDP 267,
2. If you prefer to use cunulative FTE aides for the year, divide the total aide-hours poid through Decanter 1, 1989, by the total work
days for that same geriod., Then, using the sare calculation as in b, 1. above, divide this amount by the appropriate FTE aide hours,
Stas ther revult of this calculation in Column B for lines 22 and 23,

b by




CALIFORNIA STATE second Principal

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION J:50-1pPS
J-50¢1PS (Rev. 3-89) FUNDING FOR REGULAR YEAR INSTRUCTIONAL PERSONNEL SERVICE UNITS
County BLUE SKY Dictrict DELTA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT Local Plan Area White Cloud
Column A Colum 8 Column C
1. CONVERSION OF DIS FULL-TIME EDP Actual FTE used Conversion Units operated
EQUIVALENTS INTO 'UNITS OPERATED' NO. through 03-31-88 factor (Col A x Cot B)
a, Certificated 511 14.50 14.50
b. Classified 513 9.50 0.3614 3.43
c. Total 515 17.93
COMPAR|ISON OF UNITS ALLOCATED TO UNITS Colum A Colum 8 Column C Colum O Colum E Colum F
OPERATED FOR ALL CLASS SETTINGS Units from Units from P2
1987/88 P+ 1 J+50-ALC Average Average
EDP Exhibits line 5 or 6 (Col A ¢ Col B) Units operated units operated (Col D + Col E)
Non: severely Handicapped No. J:50-ALC as appropriate divided by 2 at P-1, 1988-89 at P-2, 1988-89 divided by 2
<
n 2. Special day class, no aide 500 2.00 2.00 2.00 2.00 2,00 2.00
w
48]
3. Special day class, one aide 503 17.05 17.05 17.0% 18.00 20.00 19.00
4. Special day class, two aides 505 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.10 0.00 0.05
a. Subtotal of lines 2, 3 and 4 510 19.05 19.05 19.05 20.10 22.00 21.05
5. Resource specialist, no aide 509 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
6. Resource specialist, one aide 507 20.30 20.30 20.30 20,50 20.80 20.65
-. Subtotal of lines 5 and & 524 20.30 20.30 20.30 20.50 20.80 20.65
7. Designated instruction and services517 17.20 17.20 17.20 17.34 17.93 17.93
Severely Handicapped
8. Special duy class, no aide 502 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
9. Speciul day class, one aide 504 21.00 20.00 20.50 20.00 20.00 20.00
U Speciot day tlass, two ardes 506 5.85 4.65 5.25 4.65 4.65 4.65
g Subtotal ot Lines 8, 9 and 10 HU8 26.85 24.65 25.75 24.65 24,69 24.65

| . 130
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Second Principal

CALIFORNIA STATE
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
J-50-[PS (Rev. 3-89)

4:50-1pS

District DELTA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT Local Plan Area White Cloud

County BLUE SKY

CALCULATION OF FUNDING Colum A Colum B8 Column C Column D Colum E Column F Colum G Colum H
FOR IPS UNITS Units funded Non: Unit Rate Infant
lesser of Regular deficted Infant 87/88 p-1 Regular IPS Non-deficited 1PS
EOP Cols. C & F Units Units In Units Exhibits Entitiement 1PS Entitliement Entitiement
NON-SEVERELY HANDICAPPED Ho. lines 2-10 In Colum A Column A In Column A J50-UR Col. 8 x E Col, CnE Col. DR E
Special Day Classes:
11, SDC-no aide 526 2.00 2.00 0.00 34,000 68,000 0
12. SDC-one aide 528 17.05 15.05 2.00 6.00 47,000 707,350 94,000 0
13, SDC-two aides 530 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 60,000 0 0 0
< Resource Specialists:
-
{ V4. RSP-no aide S46 0.00 0.00 0.00 36,000 0 0
w
W 15, RSP-one aide 532 20.30 19.40 0.70 0.20 49,000 950,600 34,300 9,800
16. Designated Instruction
and Services 948 17.20 15.30 1.30 0.60 35,001 535,515 45,501 21,001
17. Total {ines 1V thru 16 560 56.55 51.75 4.00 0.80 2,261,465 173,801 30,801
SEVERELY HAND|CAPPED
Special Day Classes:
18. SDC no aide 562 0.00 0.00 0.00 34,000 0 0
19. SDC-one aide 564 20.00 18.00 1.00 1.60 47,000 846,000 47,000 47,000
20. SOC two aides S6b 4.65 1.45 2.00 1.20 60,000 87,000 120,000 72,000
21, total lines 18 thru 20 570 24.65 19.45 3.00 2.20 933,000 167,000 119,000
5
o,



YE-IA

CALIFORNIA STATE
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
J-50 IPS (Rev. 3'89)

County BLUE SKY

Computotional Difference Between
Arde tntitiement and Aides Used

22. Non-severely handicapped

23. Severely handicapped

Unused Aide Adjustment

24. Non severely handicupped
25. Severely handicapped

26. lotal (set negatives to 2ero)

133

J+50-1PS

District DELTA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICY

Column A
Aide
EOP Entitiement
No. for 1987/88
572 37.35
574 29.30
Colum A

Unused aides (from
Line 22 EDP 572 or
tine 23 EDP 574,
Col.A minus Col.D)

576 3.60
578 5,45
580

Column 8
FTE Aides
Used at
-1
32.75
34.50

Colum 8
Aide rate (from

1987/88 pP-1
Exhibits, J50-UR
(Whole number)

13,000
13,000

Second Principat

tocal Plan Area white Clowd

Colum C Colum D
FIE Aides Average
Used at (Col B + Col C)
P2 divided by 2
34.75 3.0
35.00 3.7
Colum C
Unused aide
Adjustment
(Col. A x Col, 8)
(¥hole nunber)
46,800
- 70,850
0

17
¢ s



The J-50 EXT form is used to compute the IPS entitlement for
extended year (summer) programs. These include classes for
non-severely handicapped (page 1), severely handicapped (page 2)
and Infants (page 3). The approach for computing Extended Year
funding is similar in concept to the Regular 1IPS funding
methodology. The primary differences are:

1) Generally, only Special Day Classes, DIS support of SDCs and
aides are funded since regular classes are not in session
durir.4 the summer and, therefor:, special education cannot
operate as a pull-out supplemental program supporting the
regular program.

2) Allocations are computed from actual student enrollments in
the summer classes rather than being determined by the SELPA.

3) Unit rates are prorated downward to take into account the
shorter time period for summer sessions.

Data Sources:

Unit rates are posted from the J-50 UR. Days taught in session,
student enrollments, and full-time-eguivalent units and aides
operated are taken from district program and/or payroll records.

ata ut 2

The total Extended Year Entitlements are posted to the J-50 ENT
and are used for the computation of the district support
entitlement and the district total special education entitlement.

is e d nd Period and Annual Report Considerations:

Most districts will only prepare and file J-50 EXT information in
the 1st period report, for summer sessions operated.

Districts which operate year-round schools and conduct special
education extended year programs during session breaks may find it
necessary to update and file amended reports on summer sessions at
the P-2 and annual reporting periods. This would be accomplished
by amending Extended Year Data on Stale Data Sheet I and filing
these with 2nd period and annual reports.

a I

Actr.al days taught, student enrollments, units and aides operated,
non-deficited units and aides funded, and total extended year IPSU
entitlement amounts are posted to Data Sheet II on P-1 for
transmittal to the state. The state needs the actual days taught,

VI-35
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student enrollment, units and aides operated, and non-deficited
units and aides information for computation of district extendad
year entitlements. The extended year IPSU entitlement amounts are
used by the state to verify that the information has been correctly
entered and reported by districts on Data Shest II. As indicated
above, extended year information is only reported on Data Sheet II
for the first period report.

common Errorss

1)

2)

3)

On line 1 of pages 1 and 2, days taught in the summer session
must be at least 19 days for purposes of compliance with the
Education Code. One of the days necessary to reach the
minimum of 20 may be a holiday. However, the holiday may not
be claimed for funding purposes.

On line 13b of pages 1 and 2, non-deficited units (i.e., LCI
units) reported exceed total units funded. If there are
actually unfunded LCI units and/or aides, they need to be
proraged downward to stay within the number of funded units
and aides.

On page 3 (computation of the number of extended year
entitlements for infants), in computing infant enrollments
on lines 5 and 20 the instructions on the back of the form
for reducing enrollments to full %ime equivalents are not
followed.

17
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CAL{FORNLA STATE
DEPARTMENT OF EDLCATION
J-50-EXTL  (Rev. 09-89)

Blue Sky Oistrict

J-90-EXT

3+4 NS ND 9-21.11 EXTENDED YEAR FUNDING - SUPER 1989
[0 N4 STVERGLY HNDICAPPED

Delta

County

tocal Plan Area _White Cloud

>
Sl

1983-90 Farst Principal

Uss thia form to calculate separate ron-

Non-Severe Latended Yeur Tntitlement for

g Non-Severe Caterdsd Year Entitissant for

$-2

138

severe estanded yeas entitiemants for

e —

-

3-4 MIS and 3-21.11 programe. (X0 NOR REVONT : =TI : :
PROGAG OPGRATED FOB }-4 \OT A3 N TGS FORY. ~ P 1 -4 RIS T 1-ARIS s
: M -' H b : " H ‘

Chps V 4.1 1. Deye taught-rot to escesd 1% i . t 0 lﬁ"‘g-'t__'u‘”;—"
:- ?y.aw‘ 13 :ﬂwlml' ”“m'.‘m.&fnulin-inunll H !=2 ¢ . '; ;- u : . '
« avy ne e 2 (four decamal placesi ... ’ s : Y W J V.

6. Unit Rates: Multiply each umit rate by line ) : . et 1 K !
Coi. Aor D et gercpriata. from form 40k ¢ ! i ! i 34,000l 13,0001 35,000 !
SOC LR » EDP 2840, MC ADE (R » . ' : H H HH H H H
, Ois (R . P 2068 ivhole m,.;ng W : : 5828 2228 5999
, € Eruoliment. (asg Oay of the second aek of | ' . ! :

Cl.p. V. “.2 !M‘W“‘.‘m’i lllllllillllllltlclll!ll'." ,” H H 96 ;

6 \ctual r of SIC Umte, SC Udes and OIS —'_"'——" '
chp. V, “O} opers [ T T L L LRI 914 & 2 H ¢ 2-“0 H
7. m.:mn !!.‘mt"mt an::tlm. Dwu:’o'lmn S-'N : e [ H ’: 1 O e H
Colwww & Dw ‘m‘wto nast nle! H H H .;".'
“m'!llllllllllllllllll!ll'lcclclcccllllclqllll. s,’ .‘__ ; '::—. 9 3 v "c“ 'ﬂl
.. :'ct'u,;!mm; c:t m‘v:s;'. tnc: rm“. mgi o: o : . E ; 9 dﬂ: ‘.-” o ;
sgr of lines n » A n . : . ! ' L0 S T
S, aaumn Alde entitiawnt at one aide per SC unit: ! - R E: ES "". f
Enter the arcunt fron e 8 Col, A end 8 Col. D, 939 ! 8 et . L% i t
10. Actus! mader uf SIC Udes furded. Inter the : 1 : N $p oo }
jesseg of Jinee 6 and 9 in Col. B and W Col. B.o 945 0 : : R bt ‘
11, Wasmm 013 Urute to be fuxied. Divide line 7 ¢ : i (N iy :
Coluwa A and O by ) 1t deciral placesd...ol” 937 1 i NI . . : 3.00 :
12. Atual ramber of DIS to te funied, Enter the : : | i : ! :
legser of linas 6 and 1 sn Col., C and 4n Col, F. 949 . | . ; ! :
1), Distritute unite funded (rom line 8-%C, line 10 : ! : 3 R of,, -
s n-‘k- u: 1ine 12-018 betusen the requisr &nd L ; ; : Mo
ron-def i 1ted® ertended year program, . ! : : H : 4
[ 1 m‘l.' T, “AIM. “OIS--------------J %12 - A ! 2 e &lm_' m H 3|00'
chp. V' l‘.ll bl &l’l*b;‘lclld' ﬂr. m MM. w Dﬂ--------' sj’ . " ) i l_m : [}
REATAR EXTEMSD YEAR NONDING P : 3 J
4. Auitiply 1ia 114 by fiva 1 for aach colam ... 9% 46,624 17,824 : 17,097 :
15, Muitiply linw 14 Colueme A, B, C Cohsns : N H : :
03 By 0.6 IE.Co SEIZ6IAN 2N serere rerei 980 G 21974 10,696 i 10,798
1.0 lear Erterded Yo, t!!l!\nitt:) lt')r tm-u‘vorsly! }' Py -_1"‘-.‘6“‘. 3 5‘{3’
herdicagged, Calum C o fine |9 Cols. A+ 8 ¢ C - . LTI AR At 4 Lo
Colum F v lane 19 C0ls. B ¢ € Fovvoiarineinses 99) ! il O 49,466
NN-DEFIC * D ANTH 7] . ; i : o . B
17, multiply lue {lb(i we § !ar:::h L:‘;wn ...... LTI : ; ;v 5828 ¢ 2228 : 0
18, Multiply 1ine 17 Colums A, 8, ¢ Coluna : . : HH : : :
D, t? :m‘v by 0.6 (E.0. 90726080120, vvovinonl 858 : : 1497 REEL 0 .
19. Non-deficital’ Estendsd Yr. 1P3 funding (or ron- : ) :
saverely handicapped. Coluwn # s 1ine 18 (nls. : ! H 48134
AR C. _Copwnl e (8 Cole. D2k f., 60)
26. Tnfo. Oniy-in Cols. A & D Regnrt State Sqm:iial
Sohuasts pupite sttending yuur n-serere ok, yro 1
proajran. tF owe. cepurt @ 1 oan iols. 8 and E... %Y
WThs 4. U1 yau gerste vlasses of varyim fength Qi) the etencded year, corgute liras 1. § ard 6 as (ollows. (This el inirates the need to ues

more than vie jaye to regurt these classes.)

Liret 1. averepe npber of days taught
Lire 5. epsuilrent

Line 6 Calg. A & D, actual maber of classss, 1.0, unils: use

divide the mam of days taught in eac
use the wun of erunilrent in all astercad year classes (or mn-severely hardicapyand,
the mm of all estenuled

h class (or the non-severely hamvlicagyed by the mm of claswes.

year classas for non-severely handicagyed.
20 days which may tiwlude one holiday.

Q

ERIC
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CALIFUSNIA STATE J-30-ENT fcontinued) 1989-90 Fiene #rincipal

DEPARTMEN? OF EDUCATICN 3-4 A1S ND 3-20. 11 EXTENDED YEAR FUNDING - SUWER 1989
3-50-EX72 (Rav. 09-89) fUR_SEVERELY HWDIC\PPED
County Blue Sky oistrice _DPelta i tocal Plan \rea White Cloud

Savere Extended Year Untitlanent {or
-4 818

i _Colimm A . _ Colyem
i J-3 RIS ' =3 NI
N P ShC-Ardes

Use this form to calculate separate severe
estendsd year entitiements for 3-4 RIS and

: Severe Eatended Vear Entitiswent for |
3-21.11 prograre. (D NI RERORT PNIRMG §

5-2[. -
Culm C___::___ColumD . _CojumE . column ¢

-4 RIS T 9=2,08 . 9 il e

OPFRATED R _3-4 NOT RIS ON THIS FOM.

Days taught-nat to evceed 3520 Lo
Days taumght i regular SROBILAL. coratirtirirannal
. Owide Line | by line 2 tfour decisal places)....:
Unit Rates: “ultiply each unit rate by line ) ;
l. A or D as yenpeiste. Frm fory J-50-LR: .- : .
SUC N » HIP 2848, S AIDE LR » EDP 191D, : : H :
| 5, Dla i . oo 206 (ahole rumbnrad ot 60 5828 . 2228 i
hp. ¥V, he . St fryolleent . last Diy of the sercrd week o et . . M e
thy ' s the mtendad u:um"‘...!........................: 561 14 l' o et | 130 ..
in V, 4,26 Wtual ngber of SIC Lnits, SUC Awdes and OIS : H f :
Ghp Vel Aot b ol L, e o we 200 400 67 1800; 1200 5 11
7. v SIX Lne entitieorent. Divide line § : ’ p 4.,
Colisma V and D by 7, Kl up to the neat wiwle * :
AIRPE oo viaarrnenrrsrrrssnnrnsersrcsniasaaenss’ 967
8. Actual mrber of S Gnits to be funded. inter :
the Jesser of lires 6 & ) inCol. A ard in Fol. D" 999
9. animm Gde entitlarent: tan aides j@r SIE unit.
rultiply line 8 Colims A and D 8 2ovvvvcnnaenenst 377 .
10. M:tial npber of ST Aides finded. Enter the : : d
lenses of Lines 6 «nd 8 40 Col. B and in Col. E.. 989
1. Bamn 018 tmits to he fwrded, Oivide Line 7
Columns \ and D by 1 10w deimal placest...c..o.. 87}
12, wtial mpbee af OIS to e funied. tnter the ’ .
lesser of Lines & wwd 11 10 Col. C and an Col. F. %86
1. Distritare unite (isdded Levm Lire 8-SXX°, line 10-
S aides and Line 12-U18 hetween the regular and
non=del icital® ettenied year prisjram. . : :
Chp V, 4o & Reqular SIC, S Mdes, and DIS...ovvens. 981 : I/ : .
b. Non-leficited® STE, SIX Aldes, an) DIS....... 1] . : .
RELATAA_EATEMDID YEAR 1NDING P :
14, Mitiply line I3 by line § tor each Colum. . ...." 87 ;
1% Reqular Futesded Yo, I1PS furslimg for severely :
handicapped. Colum €+ Line (4 Cole, A ¢ B ¢ C. ¢
Colvem F + Linee 12 (uls. D ¢« B ¢ Puvvonennnnsn veet 889
N NDEFLCITEDY ENTEIOID YEAR DLNDING L : , . :
to. Multiply line i1 by line & for each Cohum...... M) : : 17,484 - 11,140 5999
17, wn-deficitmt® £ onded Y. 105 funius for !
severels hanbicgpget. Colun € ¢ Line (b Unle. . | 0
ABsC. Colurmf » ly@ 6 Cols, Dok + F... 60 H
8. (nfo. smly In Cole. * & D reguer State Sgss el
Dol sgals arterefirg ) aF severe Bt year t H
0 e, 10 e, poprert a doan Cola. B EL... SR8 } ] i | . :
LIRS o 0E yar gerate chasws of varang tength chiring the satentad jear, cvegnte Tines 1, § ush 6 ou (o hloms TIRES slhirunales 1he newsd to use
Mae than e javge ta Fagnit Lhese  lasses.)
Line 1. negepe arder of dns tasht divide the sim of -Liys Casght an el bine far Ve e mrely hashi- jpgecd by the sum of classey.
Lite 9. onr chbient  use the st of enrcdirent in odl estendmd yrar classes b severely handc agyest.
Lone B iole. V& {1, wtistl negder of « Liswes, (.o, wnite o the aum of a1l evtentmt goar classes for sevecaly hasli ggead.
U Letes lpgible Cor Gunbomg, eatenhnd e prspr ve st te ottened forr At feaat 20 Ly, dhie homay ate balbe e hd Ly
. Soen thetf 1 e gt g e ity qer o'N‘ for cRibdion sesidirsy on i, foster fumily hees. honpataly uel ctheg gesident ol mesdye ol

o 1235
BEST COPY AVAILABLE
ERIC o

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

| 3 .;3. ;'-'.

o ! X
A

3 ’ .‘S”l!...-”;ooﬂ 1
5999 (i 5873 i 2228 | 5999 !

“e
[

e wbd V) =

* .

AR

o ey
.

!___

o !
[=]

[ =]
SRt

e e ae ge oo g wf e

[3
oy
1

|
&[4\

.
-
P
H- )
[}
<
LA

LS
L]

25,976

171,552

) . .
. Bee g-"p.-'l h-‘-“m Y

Vo 623




CALIFORNIA STATE J~50-EXT fcont Lrumd)

OEPARTMENT OP EDUOCVTT
J=50-EXT) (Rav, 09-89)
Comty Blue Sky

6,
1.

s
L D
10.
i,
2.
1

.
15,

3 u" m in m" BB OMe e 160 00000100 P TR et 08It IITEteauITUIINTUIIBTRIRTIIRIIIIT OIS

N 0~2 EXTENDED YEMR FONDLG - SUPEN

Oistrict ____ Dalta

199

tocal Plan Ares ___ White Cloud

1989-90 Parst Principel

Use this fom to calculate Ages O-2 estended year entitlomant

Cxtended Year Entitiewnte lor
1 /.,y N

ore completing thie lomm, Plesse rexd th

"4

ay. w’m “ME lltlclccllllcttlllltllllltcclllctclllqullllttu'c'lcllltcccccl:
Divide Itre 1 w ll'l 2 ‘(“ decimal '.m'CIIIGGICOIOIIIIIlltllllt.ll.lcclclcclllclctlllc:
Unit Rates: JOC * J-50-LR EDP X048 & Iing ) Col. A, 8 J0R EDP 29D s lane ) ¢
col. A, u Jo30-CR X0 2068 by 11 3 Col. A, lﬂnQm"l...‘u..uuu.u..........!
we Gvolisert, last Osy of the ascond week of the etanded BEBSION i v csirrsnnrerainrines’
Actwal w'“ &L Units, S0C Atdes and 018 *r“dtlllIOIIIIIIIIIOIlllccllllcll.ll!llccl:
Mame I unit entitlaent. Divide line § Cof. A by 11, Ao up to the nest viole nnber:
“m'”m'_A!lll.!!.cl!lllo.cl..collllllllllolllll..lcl"ll|0||llllcllcllllllclccl.:
Actusl meber of X units to te tunded, Onter mmol liwe ¢ and 7 Colum Aveivoones

Msimm aide entitiowent at one aide per 74X, TSI Y K0 L [)

Actusl mmber of eides to ba Npvded. Enter the of lines 6 and 9 Colun Bevevivininnanel

tasinm 013 entitiemant. Olvide line 7 Colum A " (2 decime) "“'llltllltlllllllclct!: %0

Actus) meber of DI8 to be funded. Enter the of lines 6 and 1) COlu Covvvvnvnnones’
Non-Severe lnstnuctiona) Personnsl Service (nit ! ’

8 Y A0 birne D Olum A e Line S COLUmA Avervrnrorscnscnsciancrnssniicnnnae
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INFANT EXTENDED YEAR CALCULATIONS ON THE JS0-EXT

Infant extended year entitlements are computed uuing criteria which are similar
to the 31-21.11 program with the following infant program modifications. These
modifications are necessary because each infant is not provided a daily program.

Days Taught;

Compute the weighted average for Infant Program Extended Year Days Taught:

Example:
Number of Days per Kumber of Total
Infants Week in Weeks in Days of
Served Proaram Program Program
6 X k x 9 s 162
5 ] 2 X 8 a 8o
4 X 1 % 6 . 24
15 266

Divide the total days of the program by the number of infants gserved to establigh
infant days taught, e.g., 266/1%5 » 17,73, Round the quotient up to the nearest
whole number, e.9., 17.73 to 18. Non-severe and severe programs will not be
tunded for days taught in excess of 30 and 5% respectively.

Enrol lment:

On the last day of the second week of the extended Year, a count of infants
enrolled and frequency of attendance Per week muet be taken. Use this
information to compute infant FTE enroliment as follows:

Example:

6 infants attending 3 days per week (3/5 or .60) = 3.60

5 infants attending 2 days per week (2/5 or +40) s 2,00

4 infants attending 1 day per week (1/5 or $20) = .80
15 i1nfants a 6.40 FTE enrollment

Round 6.40 to the nearest whole number, 7. In this example, 7 would be reported

on the 0-2 JS0-EXT, on line 5 if the program is non-severe, or on line 20 3f the
program 13 severe.

(EXTCALC,P1)
tRav, 09-89)
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Purpose:

This form is used to calculate the reimbursement for educational
costs and for the costs of education~-related services for
handicapped pupils placed in certified nonpublic schools and
agencies. Part I of the report shows the actual calculation of
the district entitlement. The report subtracts district revenue
limit funding generated by attendance in nonpublic schools to
arrive at excess cost. The state pays 70 percent of excess cost
for NPS placements which a district makes or for which it is
responsible, and 100 percent of excess costs for NPS placements of
pupils who reside in LCIs. The rules on the forms need to be read
carefully to fully comply with these requirements. In addition,
the CDE's Question and Answer Document more fully defines the
parameters governing cost reimbursement.

Part II of the form provides for a detailed 1listing of each
non-public school or agency with a cost breakdown of their charges.
It should be noted that this report receives more scrutiny by the
state than any other form and generates the most wverification
questions and disallowances. Also, the revenue limit ADA reported
on this report should agree with nonpublic school ADA reported on
district attendance reports (J-18/19). Therefore, it is very
important that the J-50 preparer work closely with both the person
preparing J-18/19s and the person maintaining these NPS contracts
to ensure that all requirements in the instructions are complied
with in preparing this report.

Data Sources:

If the district maintains and administers nonpublic school and
agency contracts, then all information would be extracted from
district records. If NPS contracts are maintained and administered
by the SELPA, then contract costs and attendance days must be
obtained from the SELPA. In any case, however, ADA divisors,
attendance periods, and special education revenue limit per ADA
must come from the district business office.

Note: ADA may not be claimed until a student reaches the legal age
to enroll in kindergarten (Education Code Section 48000 and
Education Code Section 46100, et sedq.). Thus, NPS ADA may
not be claimed for pupils in preschool programs unless they
are of legal age for enrollment in kindergarten. 1Infants,
ages 0 to 2, also would not generate NPS ADA. Additionally,
infant programs delivered by an NPS would not be reported on
the J-50-NPS as these programs are funded by instructional
personnel service units allocated in the Infant Program J-
50-FRZ.
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Data output:

The state reimbursement amounts (Line 12) are posted to the J-50
ENT for computation of the district's total special education
entitlement.

ist period, 2nd Period, and Annual Reports:

The complete J-50 NPS forms are filed at 1st period, 2nd period
and annual reporting periods. Intensive internal validation and
audit checks are made at each reporting period by the state.

Data Sheet II:

The NPS ADA, contract costs for Nonpublic Schools and related
services, pupil counts for related services, assessment and
identification costs for LCI pupils placed in nonpublic schools and
state reimbursement amounts are posted from Part I to Data Sheet
II. The state reimbursement amounts are used to verify state data
entry and calculation processes. The other information is necessary
for the state to actually calculate state reimbursement amounts.

Unlike other J-50 district forms a complete set of these forms is
sent with Data Sheet II to allow for state audit of these claims.

Common Errors:

1) Costs are not reported in the appropriate column of Part I.
Be sure to read and follow the rules in Notes a, b, and ¢ on
the form to avoid this problen.

2) The NPS ADA reported on Line 1 of Part I and in Column IV of
Part II do not agree with NPS ADA reported on district
J=18/19 attendance reports. Some problems may arise on
first period and second period reports because the J=50 NPS
forms must be filed prior to the close of the attendance
accounting periods. For that reason, estimates must be used
on the J-50 NPS reports. If the J-50 preparer works closely
with the person who prepares the district attendance reports,
differences on P-1 and P-2 can be minimized. The ADA for
both the NPS and attendance annual reports must agree. The
following attendance reporting rules are noted to assist
attendance officers and J=-50 preparers in reconciling NPS and
attendance reports.

A) Attendance accounting is based on the school calendar and
four-week school months. Thus, their closing dates will
generally not coincide with either the J-50 calendar or
the Financial calendar. A reconciliation should use
attendance/school calendar closing dates in estimating
and reporting costs and ADA on the J-50 NPS. Reports at
P-1 and/or P-2 should estimate annualized costs.
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3)

4)

5)

6)

B) To reconcile the ADA on both reports, it is necessary to
use the same "apportionment days" and "days taught®
divisor as the attendance officer will use in calculating
ADA for the J-18 and J~19 reports.

Oon Part II, Column II, qualifying Licensed children's
Institution (LCI) names and license numbers are not reported.
This results in a reduction in funding since qualified
placements in LCI's receive 100 percent funding, while other
placements only receive 70 percent funding. Generally this
inforgation should be obtained at the time the child is
placed.

Uncertified nonpublic schools and agencies are reported in
column I of Part II. This results in a complete loss of
funding for costs charged by that school. Before contracting
with a school, a copy of the California Department of
Education notification of certification should be obtained
from the school. The certification should also be checked to
see that it is current and covers the term of the contract.
Finally, be sure to list the name of the school exactly as
it appears on the certification.

Related Services costs are incorrectly reported in column IV,
NPS costs for ADA. These costs should only be reported in
column VII.

Assessment costs are claimed in column VIII for Non-=LCI
students. Only the assessment costs of LCI students may be
claimed.

For further details on common errors, see the California Department
of Education's Questions and Answers document.
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vhich the LCT or foster family is located '« slso the district of residence of the parest/gusrdiss and the paraot/gusrdien retaise legal responsibiliity

for the child's educatios, .
¢, |8 Coluza C (non-deficited), county officea/districts report dots fer all LCI ond Coster fanily Bome pupils vaoge céucatios 8 their reapective
respossibility snd vho vere jadependentiy placed 1o ae LI o7 fester family howe By & court, regional Cester for the develcpmestally disadled, or

parest resides shall repert dats for s pupll sttending & mompublic school operated By 8

public agency other thas an LUA, 4ise, 2 district viers the p
public hospital, state licensed childres’s bospitsl, peychiatric hospital, proprictary hospital er 8 esdical llﬂlluru Districts must eaclude dats

stready reporied 18 Coluns 8.
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2.

4,

b,

luatructions for the J~50-NPS, Part II

In Column 1, 1ist the neapublic schosl or agency by the gngct sasg appearing on
the State Departyent of Pdycetjnm Certifjcation, Certified monpublic achools
should be reported inm the top section and certified agencies im the botiom
section of Colums §. Por those monpublic schools which are operated by a public
hospital, state licensed chilédrem’s hoapital, psychiatrie hospital, proprietary
hospitel or other medical Lacility, please slso provide the name of the
associated hospital or medical facility, PFlesss indicate sut-af-state placements
by adding én esterisk beside the mames of out-of-statercertified monpublic
schools. Nonpublic schools or egescies which sre not certified but do have
current vaivers suthorized by the State Departnent of Bducation should be denoted
by placing & double asterisk mext te the mame of the facility or praovider.
Pursuant to Bducetion Code Sectiom 56366(c), it is only legal te contract with
nonpublic schools or agencies which havs been certified by the State Department
of Bducation, Therefore, prior to coatracting with guch s facility, you should
obtein from the echool or agency s copy of their State Departaent of Educstion
certification, which must be curreat and applicable te the contract’s period of
performance. Contracts with uscertified monpublic schools and agencies vwill not
be reimburaed nor will retroactive certifications be issued,

If the pupil(s) sttending the mompublic achool or agency reported ia Column i
resides in an LCI or Foster Pamily Nowe (PFH), then in Column 11 3ist the nane,
address and license/facility mumber of the residential facility exactly as it
appears on the license issued by the State Department of Social Services or other
public agency. Please do mot list the LCI or FPH by the name of the individual
who has been dasued the license., Educatium Code 56156(d) requives the county
office to maintain & current 1ist of licensed childrea's institutions, License
nusbers should be furnished to districts by the county oftice.

In Colimn 111, place an A, B or C 1n the box provided to indicate the reimburse-
ment level you intend to claim for the placements in the aonpublic school or
agency listed in Column I, These letters correspond to the sane letter columas
and footnotes on the J-50-NPS, Part I, To determine the appropriate level of
funding and hence the correct lettsr to place im Columm 111, carefully resd the
footnotea on the J=50-NPS, Part 1. Do mot report more than one letter in each
box. If you have placemests in s school or agancy for vhich you - 11 be claining
different reimbursesent percentages and/ov mon-deficited funding (you will ba
reporting dats for this facility im more than one colums on Part 1}, then report
the data for each columm on & separste line on the J=50-NPS, Pert 1%,

Compute ADA im Colusa IV as follows (ADA must mot be calculsted (or pupile
younger thas & years 9 nonths),

School Districts = Por the regular achnol year, divide the tntal days of
apportionment sttendance ia nonpublic school by the nuadber of days taught in the
district for the first period of stiendamce, Vor extended year, divide the days

of attendance im monpudblic schools by 175. Pupile sust not be credited with more
than one day of atteadance im any celendar day.

Sum Column IV and dietridute the ADA among Columas A, B and C of the J-50-NPS,
Part 1, EDP 701, <The distridution of your NPS ADA must agree with the
reimbursesent level indiceted in Colume 111 of the J=50-UPS, Part 11 (aee #) of
the instructions) snd with the respective suas reported on forms J-18/17 and
J=18/198 as indicated belows

EDP 70} form J-18/19. form J-18/198
Liges Lines

Col, A - A=12 ¢ D=2 ¢ A-12 ¢+ D-2
Col, 8 - 4=1) ¢ D=} ¢ A-1) ¢ D-)
Col. € - A=14 ¢ D-4 4 A~14 ¢ D-§

County Superintendents ~ Far the regular achool year, divide the days of
attendance in monpublic school by 70 for the firat period ol attiendance. For Lhe
eatended year, divide the days of attendance in sonpublic school by 175,

INSTRICTIONS CONTINUED ON BACK OF J-50-NPS, PART I}
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Instructions for the J-50-NPS, Part 11 (Continued)

Sum Column IV and distribute the ADA among Columns A, B, and C of the J=50=NPS,
Part 1, EDP 701. The distribution of your NPS ADA must sgree with the
reinbursement level indicated in Column 111 of the J-S0-NPS, Part 11 (see #3 of
the instructions) and with the respective sums yeported on Form J-27/28 as
indicated delow:

5.

6.

7.

8,

EDP 701 Form J3-27/28

Lines
Col. A

Col. 8
Col. C
TOTAL s IV-A ¢ lV-p

In Column V report the authorized cost of the ADA in nonpublic schools
reported in Column IV, Authorized costs and ADA must be based upon contracts
betveen counties/districts and nonpudlic schools, Sus Column V and
distribute the costs among Column A, B and C on J-50-NPS, Psrt 1, BOP 703,
Refer to Column II1 of the J-50-NPS, Part 11 for the correct columnar
placement of your data.

In Column VI, school districts/county offices report the number of pupils
receiving related services from a nonpublic school or agency and who are
(a) attending s nonpudblic school, (b) residing in a licensed children's
institution or foster family home and attending a nonpublic school or (c)
attending & pudbiic achool operated by the reporting district/county office.

Sum Column VI and distribute the total among Columns A, B and C on J=50-NPS
Part 1, EDP 709, Refer to Column II1 of the J-50-NPS, Part II for the
correct columnar placement of your data.

In Column VI1, report the authorized cost of the related services for the
pupils reported in Column V1, Authorized costs must be based neon ¢ontracts
between counties/districts and nonpublic schools or agencies.,

Sum Column VI1 and distribute the total among Columns A, B and C on the
J-50-NPS Part 1, EDP 711, Refer to Column 111 of the J=50-NPS, Part 11°for
the correct columnar placement of your data.

In Column VII1, report assessment and identification costs incurred due to
assessments performed by district or county office specialized staff for
Pupils_residing in licensed children's jnstitutions, foster family homes

residential medical facilities, and other similar facilities who are placed
in state-certified mnonpublic, nonsectarian schools, Assessment and
identification costs cannot §nclude either administrative or indirect costs,
or any proration of support costs. Assessments performed by certified
nonpublic school or agency specialized staff will continue to be reported
within contract costs on the J-50-NPS, Part 1, EDP 703 or 711, as
appropriate, Pursuant to E,C, 56320, assessment services are services
provided in the assessment of handicapping conditions by specialized staff,
such as psychologists, occupational therapists, physical therapists and
physicians. Assessments originate with the written permission of the parent
or guardian to conduct such assessments (B,C. $6321) or when a court so
decrees [E.C, 56501(e)}, Special education assessment ceases at the
conclusion of the IEP meeting or, if it is decided that auch a neeting is
unnecessary in instances of assessments subsequent to the initial assessment,
at the conclusion of formal testing and asseasment activities, Assessments
®ay occur prior to or during an LCI child's placement in a nonpublic school.
Not included are the costs of individuala vhose participation in IEP meetings
is an ancillary (or ad hoc) duty, such as general or special education
classroom teachers and school site administrators, and the cost of
specialized staff currently funded through DIS units, Also not included
are costs for informal assessment activities conducted between anrual
assessments or IEP weetings, For each assessment cost reported in Column
V111, a nonpublic school and a licensed children'a institution must be listed
in Columns 1 and 11, respectively, of the J-50-NPS, Part 1I. Assessment
costs may not be claimed for pupils residentially placed by the Local
Education Agency, these placements being indicated by an "A" in Coluwmn 111
of the J-50-NPS, part 11,

Sum Column VIII and 'tistrihute the total between Columns B and C on J=~50-NPS,
Part 1, EDP 716. Refer to Column 111 of the J-SO-NPS, Part 1l for the
correct columnar placement of your ass..ssment data,

(NPS-INST.P})
ReV . 9-90
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CALLEORNIA STATE
DEPARTMERT OF EDUCATION
J 50 NPS (Rev, 3-89)

tounty BLUE SKY

0.

1.

J-50-NPS, PARY |
ALLOWANCE FOR THE EDUCATION OF EXCEPTIONAL

PUPILS IN CERTIFIED NONPUBLIC SCHOOLS OR AGENCIES

District DELTA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT

€op
No.
. Enter the 198889 Second Period ADA of exceptional pupils receiving all services from a
nonpubl 1 school. (From J-50-NPS, Part 11, Colum IV) 701
. Enter the authorized cost of nonpublic school services for those pupils reported on
Line 1, (From J-50-NPS, Part 11, Colum V) 703
. Enter the 1988-89 Base Revenue Limit (E.C, 42238.9) (Districts Only)
Form K-12 (P-2) Line E-16d (EOPH 115) 705
. Kultiply Line 1 by Line 3 and enter the product. (Districts Only) 707
. Subtract Line & from Line 2. (If answer is negative, enter 0.) (Districts Only) 708
. Enter the mamber of exceptional pupils receiving related services from a nonpublic
school or agercy. (From J-50-NPS, Part |1, Colum Vi) 709

Enter the authorized cost of related services for those pupils reported on Line 6
(1.e., all costs for services included in the 1EP), (From J-50-NPS, Part |I, Column VIl) m

for Districts: Total Lines S and 7 in Columns A, 8, and C.

for County Offices: Total Lines ? and 7 in Colums A and C, 713
. State Reimbursement Percentages 714

inter the product of Lines B times 9 for Colums A, 8, and C. 715

Assessment and ldentification Costs for pupils residing in LCls and placed in certified
nurgedi 1C, nonsectartan schools (E.C. 56775.5). (From J 50-WPS, Part 1, Colum VIil) 76

. Total Nungublic School/Agency State Reimbursement (Total lines 10 and 11) nr

Second Principal

tocal Plan Area White Cloud

COLUMN A COLUMN B COLUMN C
pistrict/Co. Off. District - LCI  County Office and
‘Exclude pupils or District - LCIs,

reported in Foster Family Foster Family

Column C Home Only Homes & Hospitals

19.68 1.16 1.16

345,040 23,200 18,560

2,750,00 2,750.00 2,750.00
54,120 3,190 3,190
290,920 20,010 15,370
6 0 0
24,680 0 0
315,600 20,010 15,37¢

0.70 0.70 1.00
220,920 14,007 15,370
1,260 1,200
220,920 15,207 16,570
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CALIFORNIA STATE J+50°KPS, PART 11 Second Principal
OEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION CERTIFIED NONPUBLIC SCHOOLS AND AGENCIES ATTENDED BY INDIVIDUALS
J-50'NPS (Rev. 3-89) WITH EXCEPTIONAL KEEDS
County BLUE SKY District DELTA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT Local Plan Area White Cloud
COLUMN | COLUMN |1 COLUMN 111  COLUMN IV COLUMK V COLUMN VI COLUMN Vi COLUNN Vit

Nonpubt ic Schools Certified by Name and Address of License Assessment/
The State Department of Education LU or FFB Where Number of Report NPS ADA  NPS Costs for Number of Related Services Identification
* = Qut of State School KPS Pupils in LCl or A, BorC (show 2  ADA Reported Pupils Costs for Pupils Cost for Pupils
** s NPSs/Agencies Authorized Column | Reside fFoster Family decimals) in Colum IV  Receiving Reported in Residing in LCls

by Waivers Home (whole number) Related  Column VI Listed in Col.}t!

Services (whole number) (whole mumber)

The Academy
A
5.80 116,000 0 0 0
The Community School A
3.48 62,640 0 0 0
New Alternatives
A
10.40 166,400 0 0 0
The Academy Smith's Foster Home 480800919
2148 Sth Avenue 8
< Delta CA 94777 1.16 23,200 o 0 1,200
[ New Alternatives Care Corners 480801652
| 4750 Apple Street c
v Deita CA 94778 1.16 18,560 0 0 1,200
Agencies Issued Certification
by the California State
department of Education
Jane Regal 0.7. Services A
2 6,200 0
Health Care Services R
4 18,480 0
TOTAL FOR EACH COLUMN 22.00 386,800 6 24,680 2,400

[y
A
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ek
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Purpose:

This form is used by county offices eligible for longer day and
longer year funding; however, all county offices must complete this
form. The funding is based on Special Day Class ADA only. It has
two components:

e Longer Day Incentives ~ The county must have increased the
length of the instructional day in 1985-86 (lst tier) and/or
1986-87 (2nd tier) by at least the applicable number of
instructional minutes (specified on the back of form), and
must continue to offer the required number of daily
instructional minutes during the current y«ar; and

e Lo e ves - The county must offer at least 180
days of instruction during the current school year.

For a county to claim funding, the county superintendent must
certify the county is eligible and is meeting the longer day and/or
longer year incentive requirements.

Data Sources:

Verification of the incentives for which a county is eligible and
will claim should be obtained from the special education department
or attendance accounting office.

Pursuant to Chapter 838, statutes of 1989 (AB 823), Education Code
Section 41601, special education longer day and year incentive SDC
ADA is now estimated at P-1 and established at P-2 by dividing the
number of apportionment days of attendance by the actual number of
days taught by county offices of education for each period. This
is a change from the previous divisors specified by the Education
Code of 70 days at P-1 and 135 days at P-2 for special day class
incentive ADA.

Data Output:

The total incentive amount computed on Line 13 is posted to Line
25 of the J-50 NET/ENT for inclusion in special education funding.

The J=-50 DYR itself must be filed with the state since it contains
the county superintendent's signed certification that the county
is eligible for and meeting the longer day and longer Yyear
incentive requirements.

ist P Per H

This form with the county superintendent's certification must be
filed at both P-1 and P-2. P=-2 incentive SDC ADA may also be
revised using the annual Data Sheet I.

VI-50 1 24 1
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Data gheet II:

The SDC incentive ADA is posted to Data Sheet II for state
calculation of the incentive amounts. The total incentive amount
(Line 13) is also posted for the state to use as a check amount in
ver: Eying reported information.

common Errors:
The previously specified divisors of 70 days at P-1 and 135 days
at P-2 continue to be erroneously used to compute SDC incentive

ADA. For many county offices, this error would reduce ADA and also
reduce incentive funding.

VI-511 ‘;5



CALIEORNIA STATE J~50-DYR 1989-90 First Prancipal
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
J=-50-DYR (Rev. 09-89) LONGER DAY AND YEAR INCENTIVES FOR OOUNTY OFFICES OF EDUCATION

ELIGIBILITY FOR I 1S_SUBJECT TO U S ON THE REVERSE OF THI

LONGER DAY INCENTIVE: i EDP ¢ Colum A

i NO. . i : ]
Longer Day Incentive for Crades K-8: ‘ ' |
1' Estmtd 1989-90 P-z sm m fo' K-e ‘tw dmml place.’ll LR RCRC I S B R B B RN R B R B N DN B I RN B R RN R B I R R R B B R BB BB B N ) ll: lol J'

2' Iomr my Iment“.e pr tmlt ot 1989.90 p'.z mm ‘or K-e.ll..ll...llllllllllllIlll.l.'l..'lllll.l.ll: 103 : 59‘.26* : 5_44.679
3. Longer Day Incentive for K-8 in each Tier (line 1 times line 2, rounded to a whole nuber).....oevevivest 105 ;
4. Total wmr Day Incentive for K-8 (Line J, Column hphﬂ Column Bloveirvecrivesstnroscnncrssnisnsrnsnise 106 _Mﬁimv

g
3

1
3
.,
]
)

Longer Day Incentive for Grades 9-12:
S. EstlmtEd 1989-90 P’2 SEt'ADAfor 9-12 ‘tw‘i&ml le.).-.-..---.------n-o--.---c.o-t--on---.-....: 107‘ . .
6. wmr my Imentwepﬂ‘ unitot 1989'90 P';’SW'\DAfor 9’12'!!llll..ll.llll.lll.lllll.llll.lllll.l.lllz 109-_5188-527 \ 589;}57
7. longer Day Incentive for 9-12 in each Tier (line 5 times line 6, rourved to a whole nunber)evevecseeseeer 1113 !
8. Total longer Day Incentive for 9-12 (Line 7, Column A plus Column Bluiiriiiiicasrassatissseseniosnsnieeesi 112 _;_fvr_; 2

¢s-IA

9. Total Longer Day Incentive for Grades K-12 (Total line 4 Plus line B).isiuisiisrrnsesinisnrenenronrvrens 2 113 ;omoaa.

LONGER YEAR INCENTIVE:

10| Estmtﬁ 1989'90 P'zsmmfcl‘l('lz ‘twd&ml place’)oolll0|l|io||oo|looollllllllolcll|l0||||oo.lo: 115' 3 I
11, wmr Year Incentive per unltot 1989'90 P'2 Smmfor K'lz--lllol|||oo|l||||||o||||o||||o|||||||0|l|: 117 , _Sﬂ 0‘804
12, Total longer Year Incentive for Grades K-12 (line 10 times line 11, rounded to whole number)..ceesscacndi 119 | )

13. Total Longer Day Incentive plus Longer Year Incentive (Total line 9 plus line 1) evevierirnensnnnnones 3 121
CERTIFICATION: I hereby certify to the Superintendent of Public Instruction that this County Office of Education:
Moets the conditions set forth in Education Code Section 46201.5 and is eligible to receive incentive funds for offering Longer Day Instruction.

_: Meets the conditions set forth in Education Code Section 46200.5 and is eligible to receive incentive funds for offering longer Year Instruction
' Does not offer Longer Day or longer Year Instruction and as such is not eligible to receive Longer Day/Year incentive funds.

County Superintendent of Schools Signature County SELPA Date

{JS0-DYR.PL)
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d.

REQUIREMENTS FOR LONGER DAY AND YEAR FUNDING

The Longer Day and/or Longer Year incentive may be claimed only if
additional instructional wminutes/days are offered to all grades K-12.
For example, if you operate a K-8 program but offer additional minutes
and/or days only to grades 4-8, you are not eligible to receive Longer
Day or longer Year incentive funds.

To receive the Longer Year, First Tier Longer Day and/or Second Tier Longer
Day Incentives in any given fiscal year, a SELPA rust have participated in
the initial year of that incentive's offering and must continue to meet the
criteria for that incentive in the current fiscal yaar. The initial year
for each of the incentives is as follows:

Longer Year ~ 1985-86
First Tier/Longer Day = 1905-86
Second Tier/Longer Day ~ 1986-87

For example, if a SELPA did not provide the second tier number of mimtes
of the Longer Day Incentive during fiscal year 86-87, that SEIPA is forever
inaligible to receive the Second Tier/Longer Day Incentive.

The longer Day Incentive is two-tiered with separate incentive amounts and
vequired minimum instructional time for each tier. The following chart
displays the minimum mumber of minutes which mumt be offered in each grade
level to qualify for each tier's incentive amount.

H H N THE :
! ! 1985-86 Minutes | 1986-87 Minutes !
: ; H r :
i Kindergarten 34,500 ' 36,000 !
H 1-3 : 47,016 H 50,400 :
H 4-8 ! 50,000 H 54,000 H
: 9-12 i 57,200 : 64,800 :

The certification at the bottom of the J-50-DYR must be campleted by all
counties, including those who are not claining incentive funding. All
forms rmust be returmed with the appropriate box checked and the county
superintandent’'s signature.

REFERENCE: Education Code Sections 46200.5 and 46201.5.

(DYRINSTR.P1)

Commt
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The J-50 SSR is the top portion of the J-50 SSR/LGF form. It is
used to identify a district's support services ratios for severely
handicapped and non-severely handicapped settings.

Dat :
Information for the J-50 SSR is posted from State Data Sheet I.

Data Output:

The district Support Service Ratio (or rauvios) is/are posted to
the J-50 ENT for calculation of the district Support Services
Entitlement.

d ) Ann a 8

These ratios are only reported at the beginning of the year for
the 1st period report. The same ratios are then used on each
subsegquent report.

Data sheet II:

District Support Services ratios are maintained in the state's data
base calculation of the district entitlement. Therefore, it is not
necessary to post any of this information to Data Sheet II for
transmittal to the state.

Common Errors:

None reported. This information is already resident in the state
data base.

7
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s
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CALIFORNIA STATE J-50-SSR/LGF 1989-90 First Principal
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION IDENTIFICATION OF SUPPORT SERVICES RATIO

J-50-8SSR/LGF (Rev. 09-39) AND REQOMPUTATION OF LOCAL GENERAL FUND QONTRIBUTION

County Blue Sky District Delta tocal Plan Area__ White Clouyd

SUPPORT SERVICES 10 >+ :
i NO. H
l. Wn &Wice. mt‘o “m 1989-90 p.l mu smt x’ “w Mw‘ p‘m.’.....‘...‘..‘.‘-........‘.....'.Q.....‘..‘...‘ .: 635 :_—l 570[ :
Chp, V, 1.d 2. Sugzort Services Ratio for NON-SEVERELY HANDICAPPED (from 1989-90 P-1 Data Sheet 1) {four decima) Places)..iiieieiitceisns o1 646 E__- 5215 .
< 3. SUH"’I"- Services Ritio fOI’ SEVERELY M’DIWPE “m 1989'90 P~1 Data Sheet 1) “mr decural Pl‘ces'ou.uo-uuuo.uuutuu.ucc ot 6‘7 :___.o 5291 _:
~ : : '
| 4. If o Special Education program was operated in 1979-80, use the Jesser of 0.5215 and the average Sigymrt Services ratio : : :
g listed on the back of this form for the appropriate district or county offi~e classification tfour deciral places)........ i 648 (. .t
LOCAL GENERAL FUND CONTRIBUTION P EDP ! QOUUMN A :
} NDo ! i
0 . /l.Recalculat.ed Local General Fund cost for 1979-80 (fram 1989-90 P-1 Data Sheet I) (Whole MIber).covviviiciiiiiininietniene o 445 :_5130 :
hire Vo8 : : ;
\2. l979'80CO.t ml’ ’m (fﬂ:lh 1989'90 P'l mu smt l, (tmmml plm.)--uuoutuoutuutu.u.uotuuuuouuouoouut-o-uuuuuuuuu-u o: “9 ‘| “E.Qn )
Chp. v, o4 3 1989-90 Reqrilar K-12 ADA less class size penalties (from 1989-90 Revenue Limit Worksheet, Schedule B, line B-1, EDP 027 leis!
l‘m B-zﬁ ﬂ»0287 ‘tm wml plm."““‘ll“““‘.“‘.“.“‘.““.“.‘.“““l““‘.“l.““..‘....‘““‘.“‘.“..‘l‘ll: ‘51 IZ.QQQ:QQ
4. 1979-80 cost per ADA times 1983-90 ADA (line 2 times line 3} (round @ to a Whole MEBET) v\ euveerentavarnsneesnsnsnonssssee: 453 1 588,000 o
5. 1989-90 Local General Fund Contribution, Enter the lesser of line 1 and line 4. Also enter LGFC on line Ya, J-50-NET/EN1T |
m’ 336 ‘"‘Jle M‘tr,““““““““‘l“‘l“““““‘.“‘ lllll ‘““.“““““““““"‘l“ll“““““““.“.“““““: ‘55 5]0]000

{SSH-LGE P D)
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A,
B.
Co

1989-90 Statewide Averaje Support Service Ratioe

Statewide Average Support Service RatiOeeesevssscsssccscccosesonse 0.5215
115% of the Statewide AVELage..sesessssecssssssrsrtsesensscsseoes 05997
1508 Of the Statewide AVErage.:cecescesscassssrsssssossssossssccss 0.7823
Statewide Average Sugport Service Ratios by Class

1. Elementary districts of 100 or leas ADAceccessesrcscscossecsncs 0.4414
2, Elementary districts with more than 100 and leus than 961 ADA.. 0.4588
3. High school districts with less than 301 ADAececscessscccscoces 0.3211
4. Unified districts with less than 1,501 ADA.ccecseescnecssocsse 0.5170
5, Elemantary districts with more than 900 ADAccecececcsccrconsces 0.5146
6. High school districts with more than 300 ADAcsccessccsescescccs 0.5340°
7. Unified districts with more than 1,500 ADA®*.ceececreresscccses 0.5712°

Exceeds the statewide average, therefore use the statewids average: 0.5215.

*s Includes county offices of education.

{SWASSR)
(Rev, 09-89)

iRy
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J~50 ENT - ENT

Purpose:

The J-50 ENT is a two page form which is useu to calculate district
support service entitlement and to sum the regular and extended
year IPS Entitlements, the support service entitlements, and the
NPS Entitlement ¢to arrive at the total special education
entitlement. The Support Service Entitlements are based on adjusted
regqular and actual IPS entitlements multiplied by the district
support service ratios. Separate calculations are made for severely
handicapped and non-severely handicapped support entitlements.

Data Sources:

¢ Regular IPS Entitlement and Excess Aides - from J-50 IPS;

e Extended Year IPS Entitlement - from J-50 EXT;

e Unit Rates for DIS, sSDC, and RSP - from J~50 IPS;

e Differences in Units Funded Between P~1 and P-2 - from J-50
IPS (read the common errors section below before computing
this);

e Support Services Ratios - from J-50 SSR; and

e Nonpublic School Entitlement - from J-50 NPS.

Data Output:

The total special education entitlement (Line 36) is transferred
to the J-50 NET/ENT for calculation of Net J-50 State Aid.

ist Period, 2nd Period and Annual Reports:

The "Adjustments for Units started between P-1 and P-2" (lines 9
to 18 and 28 to 31) are only applicable to the P-2 J-50 ENT.

On the 2nd Period report (and any annual revisions if filed), the
full form should be calculated.



S - - - R LTI T L T T T ST, T v marr om0 wd =Y

Total IPS entitlements and support services entitlements are posted
to be used as check figures in the state calculation and
verification process. The differences in units operated between
P-1 and P-2 (lines 6, 9, 12, 15, and 28) are collected at P-2 to
allow the state to calculate support services entitlement
adjustments.

common Yrrorss

On the second period report, errors are commonly made in computing
the number of units started between P-1 and P-2 which are subject
to support services entitlement reduction, i.e., Line 9 reports nev
DIS units started at P-2, Line 12 reports new NSH SDC uiiits started
at P-2, Line 15 reports new RSP units started at P-2, and Line 28
reports new SH SDC units started at P-2. Often the number of units
started at P-2, i.e., not operated at P-1, are overstated because
growth units, units reallocated among instructional settings, and
units transferred from other SELPAs are not excluded by the
preparer when determining the number of new units started at P-2.
New growth units should be excluded as it may not be possible for
SFLPAs to hire instructors and start these classes by P-2, and the
SELPA should not be penalized for this occurrence. Units
reallocated from one instructional setting to another instructional
setting should not ke reported if these units were operated in the
previous instructional setting at P-1. New units transferred from
another SELPA should not be reported if these units were operated
by the transferring SELPA at P-1. The support services entitlenment
adjustment is only appropriate if an existing unit was not in
operation at P-1l.

IR
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CALIETRNLY STATE J-S0-ENT 1989-950 Firet Prancipul
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION ENTITLEMENTS 0R1 IPS LNITS
J=30-ENT (Rev. 09~89)
County _Blue Sky thstrict Delta local Plan wea_ White Cloud
N~ SEVERELY HANDICAPPED: TP L Colum A T Golum B o i Colum G
1. 1PS Reqular Year Entitlement frem -1, J-50-108 o m;wn N mxmﬁm :
. eqular Year erent frem P-1, J-S0-1PS : : H UNITS® H e
a. Cohum At Line 17, EDP 560, Colun F : f : : :
b. Column 8: Line 17, EDP 560, Colimn G : H ! ; H
! i 2,261,450 ;173,800 : 30,800 :

cl wlmcg um I7l 560! m.mHOIOIIIIIOOOOIIOllolll0lll|lll’lllll‘l'llllOIOIIIIIII 06‘_
20 umm AJ*. alm‘mt lOlllOIIIOIllllllllIOOIIOOIOOIOOOIOOOOOIIIOOOIIQOOOO.OIIOOOIOIIII: 072 : .—3 ‘—:w
3. Total R”ﬂ‘f Year Entitierent |'lm it manus fine z.vollolol|lllllllll'llllllIIIOICIIOOll: 076 \ z;zg;l "z‘:ig '-—Tmuu H ),
4. 1PS Fatended Year Entitlarent from P-), J-S0-EXT: :
a. Colum A: EDP 533, Colum € plus Column F
b, Colum B: EDP 603, colum ¢ plus Colum F

cl ml‘m"tmﬁﬁ‘l ColtmClll'l!lll.ll.l.OOOIOOOIIQOIIIIIODOIlll.o.llllIIOIIIDIOOIIIO; P
5. Total Non-savere 198 Entitlement (line 3 Plus Line ) iiiiiiiiiniiriinisisniiieiiiine adl 065

MNMVUSTMENT FUR DIS INITS IN EXCESS O7 1903-81 DIS UNITS OPERATED, EC Section 56718101°
Chypr V', 3.7 6. Dilference betwren P-1 1989-90 IS unita funded and 1980-81 DIS unite operated |See
footmote e, for calculation) Report powstive or aevjative values (T devimalel...ovveiii 067 | ) Hy
7. Unit rate ‘Of DIS unite lfrmd‘ﬁﬂ-'ll’s, 'Im 16 column ..’IICIOCOIOIIIDIIIIIO|loll0|llllll: 060 . ), v, 1 - ' b
8, Yutal adjustrent for excess DIS unite (line 6 times Line 7) tines .50. 1f negat sve, : ]
rﬁﬂrt 2emllIIOIIOIOO-OIOCCOOIIIIIIOIOIOOIIIIOIIOOIIIIOIIIIlll'.IIIICIIIIIQCIIIIIIIIll0| “sq: 35‘000:

AMISTMENT FUA LNITS STARTED BETWEEN P-1 AND P-2, Bharation Cale 5u7)em' : "Q".'- %

9, Differarce 1 the meder of DIS units between P-2 and P-1 1989-90 (J-30-1PS line 7,
lessar of coliewn B or E) minus (tine 7, lesser of Column A or D).  Regurt gusitive or ) Do
lm'll\ﬂ Vﬂ‘ma- ‘Mdm'm“.‘o-l|lolloooloolooooloooOIOOOOIQQQOIDQIIIOIIlollollolollll: 069 2 . a"' "

10, Unit rate ‘Qf DIS unite UMJ-SO-"’S IIM 16. coll"‘ e’llollllloo'lolooltlo'ooIOOOIOlll: 06. VL) w5 ¢,

11, OIS units adjustment (line 9 tines fine 10) tines .25, (Whole nberl Repnrt gositive A

[1}]] 2 Vi

6S-IA

or negat ive V-'ll“’,oOo--oO--no----oo-ooo-O-o-l‘-IOoo-ocs-OO-o0---00----0-0--loo--on---ocucf
Differeree o the mmbwr of SOC unite between P-2 and P-1 1989-90 (J-50-1P8 line da. :
lesser of Colum B or E) minus (Line $a, lesser of Colum A or 0. Regort gueitive .
or W"_”!l\ﬂ V‘llﬂs ‘l‘v,‘k’:ml"IOOOOOIOOOIO'Ol000'0-00-0!!000'0'0-0-loloolll»looo-oonol: 062 [ ] } 3 Da W .'.f 9 ,'g.
l]-l’nlt rate fuf SIX' unite !J-50-IPS llm 12. Colll"l'\ F-'-lolo-oloon--0-0-000-0!-ooo-....o..-.‘n 07” N AN ) ‘!' F O h
14, SOC units adpastment (line 12 timea Line 131 tunes .25, (Wwle mrberl, Regort gositive G L e sl & P X
or Nllve Vﬂht’oon-olo-o-o-nouooooonoon-oo--ooo--ooooo-ool---no-o--ooonoolou...o......: 064 ) "‘J"'j A ? Wf!a & "7
15. Differerce in the maber of RSP units between P-2 and P-1 1989-90 (J-90-1PS line 64, : O (R
lesser of Colum B or E) minus (line 6a, lesser of Column A or D), Pegort gnsitive : A :
or m‘tl\& valie's, { Ty dLN:INl!,---no-oooo--oo---o..o-o.-------oo-.-o--o---.........-.: 066 [ : Y
L
!

12

16, unit rate !0' RSP wnits "'50‘1"5 Ilm ‘5. C‘)llnl E'ooo-l-oOo-------oon---o-on-....n.....: 070

17. RSP wnits adjustment Liine 15 times line 16) times 23, (Wwle nuder). Report gosiltive :
or mp!wo V-'Illl'ﬁ.ono-n--oo.oo--o-no-o-~oo--n-oo--.o--:00-00--0-0------'-0--.-'..o...,..: 07‘: l

18, Total Cnity Adustment Chine L plus Line 13 plus Line 1h. It negative, report 2ero...... 080 . 1

ANVISTINGNTS PO# et SEVERELY HANDECAPPED STV RT H ' . h '
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CALTFURNEY STATE J=50-E8T (cont wnued) 1989-90 Farst Primpal
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION ENTITLEMENTS §0R VS LNITS
J-50-ENT (Rev. 09-89)

Camty Blue Sky District____ Delta . Local Plan Area_ White Cloud
1SEVERELY HANDICAPPED! ¢ P ;_ Colum \ H olun B : Colum C :
! ND. | REGULMA H 1TED: ANT
23, 1PS Reqular Year Entitlewent from 01, 3-50-1PS: : : : H
A, Column A: Line 21, EDP $70, Colum F : : : !
b. Colum B: Lane 21, EDP 570, Colum G H . H H
C Column C: Line Jl, 570. callmuto-otttoooq-o-oqo.to-tooqotot-t---ttq--t-to-oto-u-tl: 081 @ H H
24, tL.rused ‘ld..M’mt 00-l--t'-looottooootooototoololooloo'loooooottottooo000-.0.!-!!!000:08’.: H
29. Total Rm'lf ‘tear Entitlawent thine 23 minus ‘lm :“--ototttcttttoqtttl-o-tttttooto-ool-q'0%: H H H
26, 1PS Extended Ymar Entitlerent free P-1, J-30-EXT: : ' ! : :
a. Cohum \: EDP 5!2. Co{um C plus colum ¢ H : : H H
b. Coluem B: ELP 602, Colum C plus Colum F : : H , H :
Ce 0)“"\‘:5“618. collmCo‘o,oootoqtto--'-ooo--ooo-oooo-o--0-0'0000t'oottlouot-otttltool:0’1 : 1"[,'15‘) H ,l"hz’ H 22.")9 H Ll-'_‘gh_’)__w"lnﬂllmlﬂ
27, Total Severe IFS Entitlerent (1ine 25 plus Ben@ 260000 vecravanontorcarannsaasssnorsssnesees 00% '.‘;1J!() H 201,623 H !M.VJ A -.h_ ¢
: g - ~ L
ANJUSTMENT (TR UNITS STARTED BETWEEN P-1 \ND P-2, Education Cale 6718018 : § ey Fowcd Yo, I8, 529 8,056 11,66
28, Oifference in the mmber of S} unite between P-2 and P-1 1989-90 1J-50-1P5 line 10a, ' : ok X Reg. e, 53,000 95,00 67,84
lesser of tolwn B or £) minus (line 10a, lesser of Cohmn A or D), Regort gositive or : A Jola 639,292 113,26) 79,%)
negat e values, (Twn MI“].’-ct-cocoo-tooooo.........qooo---oou-ccttocoocontottoonoto! 082 . . il Wi K §
29, Unit rate for SDC units !J-SO-!PS | vne 30. ColllmEl-..-...-.--.------.nn----.-..-o.n..-:00‘ . - i
10, St unats adjustement (hine 28 tiree bine 19) times .25, tidol: maber), It negatve, : : K K /&8
re}nrt 3'.“)-0-----ooooo..-otoo-q.o-oooo.olooo-o--o-toooo-ooOo-o-00-0000000000000000-0000000: 086 M & :‘__
< 1. ~’]lut.ﬂ’ Severe (PS Enlltleﬂ?nt "Im 29 minus line ,D'tooo-oo-o-----otto-qo-otqoo-totooq-o:092 W T (R
- )2, Siggort Services Ratio for Severely Handicapperd 11989-90 f-1, J-S0-SSR. LGF, : : : : H
l 3¢ J 6‘1 or 648) (Four m-‘wl"oo00'00toloo-t-oooo---otoooloo-0-'-000"0-ltOttltth-oolilnl: (1.} o',"l‘ H .5"" ) .""" H
(o)} 11, Severe Suggort Services Entitlement (multiply line 21 by line 26 plus : : i
o (line Esﬁugllm 121, . i le “m”.ntl’j.'””“”V”””“'”I?““”“”“”““”“”:009 615,232 j!""%’ 19,512
14, Toral 1989-90 Sugport Services Entitlement (line 22 plus line 33 (khole mederio.ovieeine: 09y ;9,224 ; 205,160 1 95504 H
» T : %
(JTHER ENTITILMENTS H H H Rkl 1
35. Nongublic School Entitlerent from Pel, J-50-NPS, Part 1: : : : L I
a. Coluw \: FDP 117, Cohum A i Coaann o : k
b. Colum B:ﬂﬁ7|7. total 0".‘0‘“.B‘MC-o-o---oo---0--000-----0----to.--o---oo---o-o:095: H ‘
16, Total Sprxial Education Entitlement (mum of lines 5, 27, 34, W IS eeciiiinininniiieinesieer 099 15,422 19 ‘all, 144 V_261,22% i
NUTES :

4. lum A is to be used far camgatation of the IPS Entitlement for Reqqilar Units,

b. Colum B 1s to be used for camgutation of the [PS Entitlement for Nun-deficited Unita,

c. Colum © 13 to be used for comgutatinn of the 1PS Entitlarent for Infants.

d. V. If arounte 10 Column C. EDP 376 and 578, J-50-1PS, are buth meitive, show those amwunts in Colum A, FDP 072 awt 088, a® appropriaste.

2. [t axwints in Colum C, EDP 576 and 578, J-30-1PS, are bith negative, or 1f EDP 380 Columpy C on J-50-195 19 negative, show zequ in
Colism A, EDP 072 and 088.

L. 1 Colum €, EDP 376 18 msitive, and Column C. EDP 578 1s mwative, or vice versd, show the total from Colw C, EDP 580, J-30-1PS in
Coligm A of etther EDP 072 or 088 for whichever category had the positive amunt .

4.0 case skt | foham A, P BT or 188 (unuserd avde od Justiment ) be qraaster than Colupn A, EDP 061 or 081 treqular year unt it lerent).
16 1t 49, shiw the balaee tn ED2 072 or 088 rojum 8.

. bt mthe DIS wnit s repurted on the J-50-1F5, line 10, colipm A dmhxt unity resultamg fron a real st S units by your SELPA, Infant DIS
Wirt e, st DI sty tonsfeered to you from amth. r SELPA, then deshst the OIS 80 wute displaysd on yoeu 1989-90 -1 Dats Shewt [, Repoet
the torviinader . groitive o egative, on line 6, HA Unl.

N et ] s are it s oger ited £ chibiren residieg an U0, foster Fumily brws, hospitals, and ot?er resident 191 mexdical facilat »9,
o ofafnt untt 1 oare wnits cqeratad Bor chal ten gges O thiosmh 2 years L1 suntha, Uity wgerated for infante resiling an (Oa raust e reported an
calipn U, Inlat Bty
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.mm STATE J-50. Se, rincipal
THENT OF EDUCATION

J:50-ENT (Rev. 3-89) ENTITLEMENTS FOR IPS UNITS
(ounty BLUE SKY District DELTA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICY Local Plan Area White Cloud
COLUMN A COLUMN B COLUMN C
EDP REGULAR NONDEFICITED INFANT
NO. UNITS UNITS UNITS

NON-SEVERELY HANDICAPPED

{. IPS Regular Year Entitiemet from P-2, J-50-1PS:
a. Column A: Line 17, EOP 560, Cotum F
b. Column B: Line 17, EDP 560, Column G

¢. Colum C: Line 17, EDP 560, Column H 061 2,261,465 173,801 30,801
2. Unused Aides Adjustment 072 0 0 RKANNNNXN
3. Total Regular Year Entiltiement (line 1 minus line 2) 076 2,261,465 173,801 30,801

4. IPS Extended Year Entitlement from P-1 Exhibits, J-50-EXT:

a. Column A: EDP 553, Column C plus Colum F

b. Column 8: EDP 603, Colum C plus Colum F

c. Colum C: EDP 664, Colum C 063 49,466 4,834 0
5. Total Non-severe IPS Entitlement (line 3 plus line 4) 065 2,310,931 178,635 30,801

ADJUSTMENT FOR DIS UNITS IN EXCESS OF 1980/81 DIS UNITS OPERATED, EC Section 56738(b)
6. Difference between P+1 1987/88 DIS units funded and 19R0/81 OIS units operated

Report positive or negative values (Two decimals) 067 0.00 0.00 HXXKXXX
7. Unit rate for DIS units (from J-50-1PS, line 16 column E) 060 0 0 XXKKKKX
8. Total adjustment for excess DIS units (linc 6 times line 7) times .50. If negative

report Zero 059 0 0 RAAKKNN

T9-1IA

ADJUSTMENT FOR UNITS STARTED BETWEEN P-1 AND p-2, Education Code 56738(a) )
9. Difference in the number of DIS units botween P-2 and P-1 198889 (J-50-IPS !l(\e 7,
tesser of Column B or E) minus (Line 7, lesser of Colum A or D). Report positive or

negative values. (Two decimals) 069 0.00 0.00 0.00
10. Unit rate for DIS units (from J-50-1PS line 16, Column E) _ 068 35,001 35,001 35,001
11. DIS units adjustment (lLine 9 times line 10) times .25. (Whole number). Report positive
or negative values on 0 0 0
12. Difference in the number of SDC units between P-2 and P-1 198889 (J-50-1PS line 4a,
tesser of Cotumn B or E) minus (line 4a, lesser of Colum A or D). Report positive
or negative values. (Two decimals) 062 0.00 0.00 0.00
13. Unit rate for SDC units (J-50-1PS lLine 12, Column E) o 078 47,000 47,000 47,000
Y4. SDC units adjustment (Line 12 times Line 13) times .25. (Whole nunber). Report positive
or negative values 064 0 0 0
15. Difference in the number of RSP units between P2 and P-1 1988-89 (J-50-IPS line ba,
tesser of Colum B or €) minus (Line 6a, lesser of Colum A or D). Report positive
or negative values. (Two decimals) 066 0.00 0.00 0.00
16. Unit rate for RSP units (J-50-1PS line 15, Colum E) 070 49,000 49,000 49,000
17. RSP umts adjustment (Line 15 times lLine 16) times .25, (Whole number). Report positive 0
or negative values 074 0 0 0
18. Total Units Adjustment (Line 11 plus Line ¥4 plus Line 17). If negative, report zero 080 0 0
ADJUSTMENTS FOR NON SEVERELY HANDICAPPLD ;
19, Adjustment tor Non severely Handicopped Eatended Year (Education Code S6737(e)(2)), Line
4 :Inu"- LH0 (Whote mundaes )y e 073 .?"a,s‘ 2-"‘7 0
C A ted D bt hement bone S annus L Y8 mbnus Line 19 0% ¢, 286, 1yt 176,218 30,801
N et ety Mot PV R TRYTYS FRRTY PO B 11 Ao b Y pentbite 4 S0 SSRLGH 0,521
. ) o 0z7/7 .51, 10,5215 .
bk 6t ur 6u8) (Hout Dl s 0/9 1,192,25¢ 91,898 16,063

2. Nun sevele Suppert Seivices bntitiemnt (Line 20 times Line 21) (Whole muibe )
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CALIFORNIA STATE J+50+ENT second Principe
DEPARTHMENT OF EDUCATION

J'50-ENT (Rev. 3:89) ENTITLEMENTS FOR IPS UNITS
County BLUE SKY District DELTA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT Local Plan Area White Cloud
COLUMN A COLUMN B COLUMN C
€DP REGULAR NONDEFICITED INFANY
KO. UNiTS UKITS WITS
SEVERELY HANDICAPPED
23. IPS Regular Year Entitiemet from P-2, J:50-1PS:
a. Column A: Line 21, EOP 570, Column F
b. Column B: Line 21, EDP 570, Column G
c. Column C: Line 21, EDP 570, Column H 081 933,000 ‘670003 )10‘(:)'(:22
24. Unused Aides Adjustment 088 0 167.000 119 000
25. Total Regular Year Entiitlement (line 23 minus line 24) 090 933,000 ' .
26. IPS Extended Year Entitiement from P-1 Exhibits, J:50-EXT:
a. Column A: €0P 589, Colum C plus Colum F
b. Column B: EOP 602, Column C plus Col F
b. Column C: EDP 678, Colum C P ol 083 198,139 34,623 1{‘;::?:
27, Total Severe IPS Entitiement (line 25 pius line 26) 085 1,131,139 201,623 '
ADJUSTMENT FOR UNITS STARTED BETWEEN P'1 AND P-2, Education Code 56738(a) )
28, Difference in the number of SDC units between P:2 and P+ 1 1988-89 (450 IPS lape.ioa,
< lesser of Column 8 or E) minus (line 10a, lesser of Column A or D). Report positive 0.00 0.00
- of negative values. (Two decimals) 082 0.00 60 000' 60 000'
™ 29. Unit rate for SDC units (J-50-1PS line 20, Column E) _ 084 60,000 ' '
) 30, SDC units adjustment (line 28 times line 29) times .25. (Whole number). If negative 0 0
report zero o . 167,000 119,000
31. Adjusted Severe IPS Entitiement. (line 25 minus line 303 \ b 0. SSR/LGF EOP 092 933,000 . '
32. Support Services Ratio for Severely Handicapped (1988:89 P-1 Exhibits, J:50- _
647 or 648) (Four Decimals) 087 0.5701 0.5701 0.5701
33. Severe Support Services Entitlement (multiply Line 21 by line 26) plus .
(Line 31 times line 32) (Whole mumber) 089 635,232 113,263 9,502
34. iotal 1988-89 Support Services Entitlement (line 22 plus line 33) (whole number) 091 1,827,484 205,181 95,565
OTHER ENTITLEMENTS
35, Nonpublic School Entitlement from P-2, J-50-NPS:
a. Colum A: EDP 717, Column A
b. Column B: EDP 717, total of Columns 8 and C 095 220,920 6:;-:;: ’2‘:;";;;
36. Total Special Education Entitiement (sum of lines 5, 27, 34, and 35) 099 5,490,474 ' '
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- = RECOMP
Purpose:
This form is part of the combined J-50 SSR/LGF form. The LGF

section of the form is used to calculate the Local General Fund
Contribution.

Data Bources:

e Fiscal year 1979-80 Recalculated Local General Fund
Contribution and fiscal year 1979-80 Cost per ADA - from
State Data Sheet I; and

e Current Year Revenue Limit ADA - from district business
office records.

Data Output:

The calculated current year Local General Fund Contribution is
posted to the J-50 NET/ENT and used as a deduction from special
education entitlements to arrive at J-50 state aid.

ist Period, 2nd Period and Annual Reborts:

The current year J-50 LGF is computed on the P-1 report. If actual
current year K-12 ADA is less than 1979-80 K-12 ADA (i.e., Line 5
is less than Line 4), the state will recalculate the LGFC for the
first, second, and annual reports using ADA data which are
electronically transferred from your current attendance reports.
If current year ADA is greater than 1979-80 ADA, LGFC will be
calculated on 1979-80 ADA, i.e., the recalculated local General
Fund cost for 1979-80. Therefore, your LGFC will never exceed your
1979-80 level and will be reduced only if your current year K-12
ADA is less than your 1979-80 K=12 ADA.

Data S8heet II:

The current year ADA estimate (Line 3) and calculated LGFC (Line
5) are posted to Data Sheet II. These lines can be used as input
and as check totals in state calculations. However, the usual
practice of the state is to transfer the current year ADA reported
by districts for revenue limits into the J-50 Data Base and use
this information to calculate the LGF contribution.

Common Errors:

None Reported.

170
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OFFICES
Purpose:

The first page of the J-50 NET/ENT is primarily used to calculate
deductions from the total special education entitlement computed
on the J=50 ENT to arrive at Net J~50 State Aid for the LEA (i.e.,
Line 9d). The deductions are for revenue limit funding generated
by Special Day Classes, Federal P.L. 94-142 Local Assistance
entitlement, the district Local General Fund Contribution, County
taxes and revenues received under Education Code 56713 (for
districts in certain counties).

The second page of the form is used by the SELPA to reconcile the
federal P.L. 94-142 Local Assistance Grant and to compute SELPA-
wide entitlements for Program Specialists, Recionalized Services
and Low Incidence Funds. The second page also indicates whether
state apportionments are to be pald to the SELPA, or directly to
member districts. Districts do not complete page 2, but do provide
the person at the SELPA who is responsible for completing the form
with student enrollments (CBEDS count) and low incidence pupil
counts hecessary for completion of the form. County offices must
also complete longer day and year entitlements.

Data Sources:
LEA required:

e Special Education Entitlement (lines 1la to 1c¢) = from J-50
ENT;

e Special Education Special Day Class ADA - from district
records;

e Special Education Base Revenue Limit Per ADA (K=~12) =~ from
district records;

e County office revenue limits from districts - from county
records;

e Federal Public Law 94-142 Pupil Counts and Local Assistance
Entitlement - from the SELPA;

e STRS Adjustment - from State Data Sheet I;

e County office excess revenues, Education Code Section 56713,
if applicable, - from the county office's distribution to its
districts of the amount displayed on the county office's J-
50 NET/ENT EDP 342. Note: A list of how the county office
distributes its excess revenue to its districts must be
provided to the state. The distribution list allows the
state to recalculate the district distributions if the state

VI-64
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calculates an excess revenue value which is different from
the value computéd by the county office. ' |

e County taxes - from county office Form O.
SELPA required:
¢ P.L. 94-142 Local Assistance Grant - from state notification;

e Unduplicated pupil counts - Prior year December P.L. 94-142
counts and prior year December low incidence pupil counts
from the report filed; current year December and April counts
from member districts or from SELP.. management information
systens;

e Total K~12 enrollments - Provided by member districts from
CBEDS report; and

e Payment of apportionments to SELPA rather than districts -
Based on agreement with SELPA governing board. May be used
if state funding is distributed within SELPA in a manner
different from J-50 calculations.

ta :
e LEA state aid for special education (line 9d4);

e SELPA entitlements for program specialists, regionalized
services, and low incidence funding; and

e County office longer day and year.

Unlike a number of the previous forms, however, this form's
computations are not modified for each reporting period.
Information posted to the form and used in the calculations will
change with each reporting period.

STAT -50 SHEE H

The state collects district Special Day Class ADA and base revenue
limit per ADA for use in verifying calculations. However, the state
transfers ADA reported on J-18/19 attendance reports and district
Revenue Limit Worksheets to the J-50 data base and uses these in
its calculations. The Federal P.L. 94-142 entitlement and county
revenue received under Education Code Section 56713 are collected
and used in state calculations. 1In addition, county tax-collected
information is reported. The total special education entitlement
(1'ne 1d4-EDP 321) and state entitlement (line 9a-EDP 340) are
co.lected to be used as check figures against state calculations.

From the second page of the J-50 NET/ENT, unduplicated pupil counts
and CBEDS enrollments are collected for use in the state's

VIi-65
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calculations. The amounts for P.L. 94-142, Program Specialists
and Regionalized Services, and Low Incidence are collected for use
as check figures. If EDP 369 (Line 27) has a "1" inserted, member
district apportionments will be paid to the SELPA Administrative
Unit. There is no separate breakout of district entitlemaents on
Exhibit C if "1" is entered.

Common Exrorg:
District prepared:

1) Line 14 (EDP 321, total special education entitlement) is not
posted to State Data Sheet II. This amount is a Key check
figure used by the state in verifying that they have
correctly computed your special education entitlement and
state aid. It is important that this amount be posted to
Data Sheet II in order to allow later reconciliation with
apportionment payments from the state.

2) The ADA for Special Day Classes reported on Line 2a may
erronecusly include ADA for pupils who are not of legal age
to enroll in kindergarten. ADA may not be claimed until a
student has reached the legal age to enroll in kindergarten
(Education Code Section 4800 and Education Code Section
46100, et seq.). Thus ADA may not be claimed for infants nor
for pupils in a preschool program unless they are of legal
age for enrollment in kindergarten. Inclusion of under-age
pupils results in an increased demand on revenue limit funds
and an understatement of demand on J-50 Master Plan funds.
Cooperation between the J-50 preparer and the attendance
officers who prepare the J-18/19 attendance reports is
necessary to be certain that special education ADA is
properly calculated and reported. The SDC ADA reported on
the J-18/19 attendance reports is electronically transferred
to the state's J-50 data base during apportionment processing
and replaces the ADA reported on the J-50 NET/ENT.

3) The amount of the Federal P.L. 94-142 Local Assistance
Entitlement on Line 6 is incorrectly reported. The actual
district share of the SELPA's grant amount should be reported
on this line, unless, of course, the SELPA has not received
its P.L. 94-142 grant award in time for the preparation of
the J-50 Report. If the grant award has not been received,
then the calculation of pupils multiplied by the per pupil
amount must be performed to estimate the district's share of
the grant. The state must sum these district shares to
ensure that the total P.L. 94-142 grant has been reported and
is therefore being deducted to offset the demand on J-50
Master Plan funds. The SELPA is also required to provide the
state with a list of grant amounts and the methodology used
to establish district 1level grants so the state may
recalculate the district level distributions if necessary.
Each district should obtain the correct amount, as well as
the distribution methodology, from its SELPA.
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4)

SELPA
5)

6)

When computing J-50 state aid, the LEA does not deduct its
LGFC, or neglects to reduce the LGFC by the STRS adjustment.

prepared:

The P.L. 94-142 Local Assistance Grant amounts reported by
member districts on page 1 do not add to the total SELPA
grant for J-50 deduction purpose. To avoid this problem: 1)
SELPAs must ensure that they provide correct information to
member districts. The unduplicated pupil count to be used
is the prior year's federal December count (only ages 3-21).
NOT-RIS pupils should also be excluded (see lines 12 to 15
of the form); and 2) SELPAs should file a listing of the
distribution to member districts showing the methodology used
with the J-50 reports.

SELPAs do not report pupil counts and/or CBEDS counts on P-
1 and P-2. Without this information, the entitlements for
Program Specialists and Regionalized Services cannot be
computed and paid. The state does not incorporate the
official December and April pupil counts or the CBEDS counts
into the J-50 data base until the annual cycle for each
fiscal year. In the meantime, be sure to collect and report
estimates of this information.
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CALIFORNLY SPATE J=50-NET/ENT 1989-90 First Principal
OEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION NET STATE ENTITLEMENT FOR DISTRICTS AND COUNTY OFFICES
J=50~NET, ENT (Rav. 05-89)
County__Blue Sky District___Delts Local Plan Area White Cloud
: ‘ ‘
, EDP | Colum A :
INSTRLCTIONAL PROGRAM ENTITLEENT i, ] =
1. &, Special Education Entitlement for regular [PS units, Support Services, and NP3 ! ' '
(from J-SO0~ENT, line 36, EDP 099, COlUMN Adscssescecconsssosssocssananssnasacssosarsnsesncssscacscscnsecncrsaseseces A7 | 5,472,199 :
b. Special Education Entitlement for Non-deficited IPS units, Sgport Services, and NPS ' ! '
o (from J=SO<ENT, line 36, TDP 099, COlumn Blececcccsosoccnsosnssnrsasonsseosvessoosscssnrsasnssccosassscncossenscases’ IL9 I 617,196 H
- c. Special Education Entitlenent for Infant IPS units and Support Services : ' :
i (Crom J-30-ENT, line 36, EDP 099, Column Clecessnsscrsasnnsonssssnsssossnssonsosnssossnnsssnsnscnsssnvsssssceniosscet J18 | X }
[o)] d. Total mu‘ Education Intitlesmnt tline 1a ph‘ lm 1ib lilll line 1€ eecosasancesscscscsnsncnssnsoscacsssncnsssoet 328 %
0 e. Ratio of Non-deficited unit entitlement to total requlir and Non-deficited entitlement fline 1b divided by H H '
(line la plus line 1b)) (for deciral pl“..’.oooo‘oontoooooooooooooooooooooooooonoooooooooooooooooouooouooouoo: 32 ﬂl‘

thp, ¥V, 3,14 2, a, Estimated 198990 9pecial Education P=1 ADA for Special Day Classes (do not include ADA for nongublic schoole or |
County Office of Education credited to the district) (Districts Q“Y’ (two decimal Places)ciearocscscssocsraersrnet 327 ___m

b. Ratio of SDC units mntﬁwﬂxmiu allcca (four decimal Places) s esescsssassasisnsasscssssasseosassnsisans 328 1. 0200
) ¢, Adjusted 1989-90 Spacial Education ADA for Specisl Day Classes (1ine 2a divided by line 2b. (two decimal places)...! 330 363:14
Py Vy 3419 3. 1989-90 Base Revenus Limit Per ADA (districts only) from Form K-12 (P-1) Line E-164, EDP 115 (two decimals)eecseceeneot 329 L 2780.00 1
4. Special Education Revenus Limit. (line 3 x line 2c.) (Districts m‘y' (Whole Arber)ceeeesscsssssssscsssssscesiscsceess 331 243,635
Chpe v, Jol6 5. a. Revenue Limit funds froms Districts (County Offices m‘y’ (Whole manber)seessscssctinscssscosscssssssssnscnssrassvesl 333
b. Adjusted Revenue Limit Funds from Districts (line 34 divided by line 2b) (Whole NEDEE) eevesscescssessncessccscrsast 338

Chp, V, 3,15 6. Applicable Federal Fund Contribution. P.L. 94-142 Local Assistance Entitlement b !
— ] _9283.631%  (use actual amount of the grant if known) :
(vecenber 1988 Unduplicated count) (Per Pupil Entitlement Factor) cescecensccsnsessancesccsccnnscsncosossssotsssee) 335 330,454

7. a. local General fund Contribution (from 1989-90, J-50-SSR-LGF, EDP 455) (Districts mly’oooooooooooooooonoouoooouo= 336 —W_

Ch"- V. 3.8 b. m&djultmnt "m 1*9‘90 "" Oata mt !n m33"0...0.-oooooooooooocnooooooooocoooooooooooooooooouloooooo: 338 3 H
3 c. Recalculated Local General Fund Contribution (line 7a minus line 7b) (set negitive values to zero) (Whole rurber)..i 337 1 65@

Chp, v, 30'78. Callty mhl Education Pmny Tax ‘mty OftLices mly’ (Whole ml”o!oonooooooooooooooooooooooooooooouocouoo: 339

9. a. Instructional Progiam State Entitlement for District/County Office (line'ld minus lines 4, 5b, 6, Tc, and 8)ou..0ue! 340 | 6.593,027 )

Ches by ) 1yebe County revenue distributed to districts under the provisions of Education Code 56713 (County Offices Onlydiieacesse! 342

' 7T e Revenue received from the County Office under the provision of Education Code 56713 (Districts Only)ecececcroscceesi 344 | ,

d. Adjusted Instructional Program State Entitlument for District/County Office (line % plus line 9 minus line 9c)..0! 358 |4 533,027

10. Adjusted Special Education Program Entitlement for Non-deficited IPS units ((line 9d minua line ic) times line lel....! 386 | ___ __¢22.501% !

i, Adjusted Special Education Program Entitlement for Regular and Infant TIPS units (line 9d minus line 10).eecesreecnnes 1 388 1 £ 300 824 ¢
NOTE_
'} Use the workcheet on the reverse of this page to compute the ratio 0! JIC units operated to SDE units allocated.
b. Bo_not include infants or pupils ages 3-4 that do not require intensive services (not-RIS) in the December count used to gonorate your PL 84.142 Local Assistance
Entitlamont.
BEST COPY AVAIL“3LE 179
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. P~l WORKSIEET FOR CCMPUTING RATIO OF SDC UNITS OPERATED TO SDC UNITS ALLOCATED

Infant and Ages 3-21,11 programs are combined on the J-50 to minimize the pumber of ‘
calculations necessary to computé special education entitlements; however, the inclusion - |
of infant programs in the calculation of the ratio wwed in determining the revenue limit --
deduct is inappropriate because infants do not generate ADA and revenue limit funds.

The following worksheet follows the methodology used by the state to extract infant units

from the total SOC units operated, Non-infant program providers may also wse this

worksheet by completing only sections 1, 3 and 5. Failure to report all SOC units

operated on the J-~50-1PS will overstates your revenus limit deduct.

SDC (NITS OPERATED:
1. Total SOCs operated (includes infant SDCs if any):
a. Non-severe SDC units operated, J-50-1PS EDP 5100 20,00

b. Severe SDC units operated, J-~50-IPS EDP 508D: 24 B5
¢. Total SDC units operated, lines a ¢ b: Lh.65
2. less infant SDCa operatad:
d. Infant Non-severe SDC-1 aide, J-50-1PS EDP 528D: 0
e. Infant Non-severe SOC-2 aide, J-S0-IPS EDP 530D: -0
f. Infant Severe SDCs, J~50-IPS EDP 570D: 220
g. Total Infant SDC units operated, lines d ¢ ¢ ¢+ [; 2.0
he Total SOC 3-21,11 units operated, lines © minus g: SN
SDC _UNITS ALLOCATED:
‘ 3. Total SDCs allocated (includes infant SDCs if any):
i. Non-severe SDC units allocated, J-50-1PS EDP 510A: 19,05
1. Severe UDC units allocated, J-50-IPS EDP 508A: 2565
k. Total SDC units allocated, lines i ¢ J: _43.70
4. Leas Infant Units allocated:
1. Infant SnC-1 allocated, Infant Schedule B, EDP 880B: 1,00
m. Infant SDC-2 allocated, Infant Schedule B, EDP C80C: 1,20
n. Infant SOC~} transferred in, Infant Schedule B, EDP 896B: g
o, Infant SDC-2 transferved in, Infant Schedule B, EDP 896C: g
p. Total Tnfant SDC units zllocated, lines 1 +m ¢+ n ¢ O 2,20
g. Total SDC 3-21.1]1 units allocated, lines k minus p: 41250
RATIO

5. Ratio of SDC units operated to allocated:
Infant and 3-21,11 program providers divide line h by line q:
1¢ only 3-21.11 programs are provided, divide line ¢ by line ki

1,0200

I1f this ratio is greater than 1.0000 tranafer it to the
J-50-NET/ENT EDP 128, if less than or equal to 1.0000,
transfer i.0000.

(NET-ENT.Pl) Workaheet
(Rew, 09'89)
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(% PARTMENT UF EDUATION
J-S0-NET/ENT (Rev. 09-89)

conry___Blue Sky

JHVYRNIEN STATE J-30-\ET ENT (cont inned)
(TTHER \ET ST\TT ENTITIEMENTS FCA

SELPA MMINISTRATIVE INITS MWD QIANTY OFFILES OF EDLCATION

1989-90 Firat Prancigw)

While Clond

District tocal Plan rea_

LINES 12 THROUGR 24 WUST B2 CXPPLETED BY THE SELPA AONISTRATIVE UNIT OMLY

QIPUTATION OF Pl 94-1 42 LOTAL ASSISTANCE GRANY IOR J-30 REFRURTING:

Chp.
Chp,

1), Total mrber of } and 4§ year old Not-RIS pupile in Oscember {988 pUPil count.

0 12, 1989 PL 94-142 Loral A\SBUSLANCE GPANE €0 yOUF SELPA: .o crrvnsrurrnssresrssseserssersrnnsssnertrasseerrirseesnsneeest 390 567,302
} ! o ny
14, PL 94-142 (uwls for )-4 year old \ot-R1S ppile hane 13 8 S383.63180 .0 civiiiiiiigeriinininiiiiniiiiniiiiinnd

MM A

m 22, 9'F'
m 554,61

15, SELRPA'® PL 94-142 grant mount for J-50 reporting paupoees Vlane 12 minus 1ine 141 . coaiiiiiniisiiriiiiiiiiienaniness

PRV SPECLALIST AND REGIONALIZED SERVICES NS
Chin. V. 3,22 167 Estimated Decamber 1949 Special Eduration Unkplicated RPI] GOt .ocrieriirinvvinin i 1Y ] 2100
APV 3040 1)) Estimatad Decerber 1989 Ages 13-4 Mot RIS CARRT icated PIPI] CORE. .o rvrerers innneessesroninnnrisioraeseernessernsest 362 R%

18, Fstimated Undiplicated Mpil Count used to generate Program Spevislist.fegiond|ized Services Rrds . | .

line 16 s line ‘,'ttlcllqcnugg-qulcclclccccccccccctlclltlcl-lclllclcttllllcccllttctcccccccqc-cqlcqqcccctll-clccl: 174 ¢ y N

Chp, V, 3,2319. Ten pervent of total CBITE K-12 ensolment, October 1943 fremv CBEDE Schonld INEOrMLION FOIM. covviernrrvrnararassnsaneei Y99

20, Program Specialists Entitlement: The lesser of Lines 10 and 19 sultiplied by $6).0)78 (Rowd to & stole maber). ... 0t 161 0 |2

22,

UW INCIDENMCE PO

Chp, V, 3.24 %
M.

.

26,
7.

Reqiona ) 1zed Services Entitierent: The lesser of 1iunes 18 and 19 multiplied by $33.0169 iAowvl to & wWole meber)...... 6} ALY [
Total for Program Specialiste and Reyional 1ied Services: Sum of 11nee 20 plud heivieriiiinirinsisniiiorsiensnisnass’ 369 197,210

d
Naber of peils who qualify for low incidence FURdING v o viiiii i iiaeriii et 8 ”“
Law Irsidense Entatiarent, 1ine 23 sultiplied by 53600893, .. 0 iiiiiarsisaiirsrrsornratecntnescranasenaraes sevavsonss. 366 "iﬁ

LINE 25 SHOULD BE (VPPLETID 8Y THE COUNTY OFF ICE ONLY
Total longer day lonysr year incentive for Coumty Offices (J-50-D¥R, Line bH . oooiisnsinininionninincniniiniinieenees

LINE 26 SHOULD B€ (MPRLETED BY THE COLNTY OFV[CE AND THE SELPA MRGNISTRATIVE LNIT,
Net. State Entitlerent for Sgwmeial Edcation (mmof lines 3, 22, 26 and 29D, 0eiiinriininnnrinnsniiiiiseiiiiiisiiians

167 ; J, 149, 01H

FNTER °L° IF YOI WQANT THE TOTAL APRORTIINMENTS TR ALL ENTITIES IN‘I"IFJ}A
MADE DIRFCTLY TO THE AU RATHER THAN TO EACH 1NDIVIDUAL OPERATING ENTITY «oviiiiearnnntrianonnoinosassearsetosesersnest 169

NMS:

[

Suwe PL 94:142 taral Assistance fuls received for preschaniers are not to be deducted in caliulating J-30 entit lanents, the value whirh you

have curguted on bine 15 18 the awmnt of PL 94-142 Loral Assistance Grant which should be waed for the punse of the 1-50 PL 94-14) dehat

LEI® 1350, Fauh Siumiatratave tnat of @ rulti ~district SEIPN sust wdwut 2 list detailing buth the sethad usm to distribate and the distribation
of the wvamt on Line 15 to the madery of 1ty SELPA,  The sige of the values repusted 1n (19 135 by all SELPA merders rist equal Line 151, For

ro e ety refer to e Uenegal Lastpa tins, 1-90-\FT ENT,

T le it 0 t.ede Smtin SANA S dafiney b 1 Ldeme disshilit 106 a8 hearing. vision, and severs arthoge=iic IgWLITeOl 8 or any ryrbinat ion of those
wgwitrent gy Aol ly. only tiuse pgels conintmd in yoar Deoerter 1908 unshpl icated papil count in the categrieg of hard of hearing, dzal,
vinally hareds gqe-t cuthgealoally arguiial o deal -blind sheald b used to caliulat v yrag L e idence fwding. while youur low i biersc e

it lerrnt 1w ccrgutml solaly on Phe mrder of pagpils an the previcasly Listed categories, these fuvis miy be usedd fur any child meeting thw

Cae it e s atecrs depiidleas ol hie classilication on the uphplivated papil coane .

AT thay Laeid reeany that The SELPV e Total il Bhs stin Stote Entitlement will b aggnitaoned to the AU rather than briken out pros ider

NPT INT P
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Q.

35

Lounty BLUE SKY District DELTA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT

ARTMENT OF EDUCATION

0°NET/ENT (Rev. 3-89) NET STATE ENTITLEMENTY IOR DISTRICTS AND COUNTY OFFICES

INSTRUCT 1ONAL PROGRAM ENTITLEMENT

1.

Ty,

1.

a. Special Education Entitlement for regular IPS units, Support Services, and NPS
C(from J-50-ENT, Line 36, EDP 099, Column A)

b. Special Education Entitlement for Non-deficited IPS units, Support Services, and NPS
(from J-50-ENT, line 36, EDP 099, Cotum 8)

c. Special Education Entitlement for Infant 1PS units and Support Services
(from J-50-ENT, line 36, EDP 099, Cotum C)

d. Total Special Educstion Entitiement (line 1a plus line b plus line ic)

e. Ratio of Non'deficited unit entitlement to total regular and nondeficited entitliement {line 1b divided by
(line 1a plus line 1b)) (four decimal places)

a., 1988-89 Special Education P-2 ADA for Special Day Classes (do not include ADA for non-public schools or County
Office of Education credited to the district) (districts only) (two decimal places)

b. Ratio of SDC units operated to SDC units allocated (four decimal places)
c. Adjusted 1988-89 Special Education ADA for Special Day Classes (line 2a divided by tine 2b) (two decimal places)

1988-89 Total Revenue Limit Per ADA (districts only) from Form K12 (P:2) Section F, line 16d, EOP 115 (Two decimals)

. Special Education Revenue Limit. (line 3 x 2c.) (districts only) (wWhole number)

a. Revenue Limit Funds from Districts (counties only) (Whole number)

b. Adjusted Revenue Limit Funds from Districts (line 5a divided by line 2b) (whole number)

. Applicable Federal Fund Contribution. P.L. 94-142 Local Assistance Entitiement

0 x $293.0350 {use actual amawnt of the grant if known)
(December 1987 unduplicated count) (Per Pupil Entitlement Factor)

., 8. Local General Fund Contribution (from 1988-89 P-1 Exhibits, J-50-SSR/LGF, EDP 455) (districts only)

b. STRS Adjustment (from 1988-89 P-1 Exhibits, J-50-NET/ENT, EDP 338)
c. Recalculated Local General Fund Contribution (line 7a minus Line 7b) (set negative values to zero) (whole nuber)

County Special Education Property Tax (counties only) (whole number)

a. Instructional Program State Entitlement for district/county office (Line 1d minus lines 4, 5b, 6, 7¢c, and 8)

b. County revenue distributed to districts under the provisions of Education Code 56713 (counties only)

(. Revenue received tiom the county under the piovision of Education Code 56713 (districts only)

¢, Adpusted Instiuctional Program State Entitlement for distict/county ottice (Line 9a ptus Line Yb minus Line Ye)
Adjusted Special tducation Program tntitlement for Non-deticited IPS wnts ((Line 9d minus Vine 1¢) times Line Ye)

Adjusted Special Education Proyram Entitlement for Regular and {nfant 1PS units (Line 9d minus Line 10)

EDP
NO.

37

319

318
321

324

327
328
330
329
33
333
334

335
336
338
337
339
340
342
346

355

156

358

Local Plan Area White Cloud

Column A

5,490,476
617,196

267,725
6,375,395

0. 1011

370.00
1.0224
361.89
2,750.00
995,198
0
0

330,456
530,000
40,000
490,000
0
4,559,743
0

60,000

4,499,763

427,857

4,071,886
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CL-TIA

CALIFORNIA STATE J+50-NET/ENT

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION OTHER NET STATE ENTIV1.EMENTS FOR

J 50-NET/ENT (Rev. 3:89) SELPA ADMINISTRATIVE UNITS AND COUNTY OFFICES OF EDUCATION
County BLUE sKY District DELTA UNIFIED SCHONL DISTRICY

LINES 12 THROUGH 24 MUST BE COMPLETED BY THE SELPA ADMINISTRATIVE UNIT ONLY

COMPUTATION OF PL94:142 LOCAL ASSISTANCE GRANT FOR J:50 REPORTING:

12. 1988 PL 94-142 Local Assistance Grant to your SELPA.

13. Total number of 3 and 4 year old Non'RIS pupils in December 1987 pupil Count
14, PL 94-142 funds for 3-4 year old Non-RiS (line 13 x 293.0350)

15, SELPA'S PL 94-142 grant amount for J-50 reporting purposes (line 12 minus line 14)

PROGRAM SPECIALIST AND REGIONALIZ2ED SERVICES FUNDS
16. Estimated December 1988 Special Education Unduplicated Pupil Count

17. Estimated December Ages 3-4 Non-RIS Unduplicated Pupil Count

18. Estimated Unduplicated Pupil Count used to generate Program Specialist/Regionalized Services Funds
(line 16 minus line 17)

19. Ten percent of total CBEDS K-12 enroliment, October 1988 from CBEDS School Information Form

Second Princip

Local Plan Area white Cloud

20. Progrem Specialists Entitlement: The lesser of lines 18 and 19 multiplied by $60.2425 (Round to & whole number)

21, Regionalized Services Entitiement: The lesser of Lines 18 and 19 multiplied by $34.2287 (Round to a whole mumber)

22. Total for Program Specialists and Regionalized Services: Sum of lines 20 plus 21

LOW INCIDENCE FUKD
23. Number of pupils who qualify for low 1ncidence funding

24. Low Incidence Entitlement: line 23 multiplied by $378.3783

LINE 25 SHOULD BE COMPLETED BY THE COUNTY OFFICE OMLY

25. Total longer day/longer year incentive for county offices (J-50-DYR, Line 1))

LINE 26 SHOULD BE COMPLETED BY THE COUNTY OFFICE AND THE SELSA ADMINISTRATIVE UNIT

Jo. Net State Entitliement tor Spedcial bBducation (sum ot Lines 9d, 272, 24 ad 25)

tairw PP T o wANT Thp JulAL ARPURTTONMENTS POK ALL ENTIELES N THE SELPA MADE
Gime 1ot Lo D A RADnE R FNMAN L) tALN ENDEVHRGAL OFERATING ENTTTY

185

156

EDP
NO.

370
n
372
n

357
382

374
359
361
363
365

364
366

368

367

369

Colum A

[ =] o o o o

e O o o o

4,499,743



J-50 DATA SHEET II:

. The Data Sheet II is the primary J-50 data collection form. All
J~-50 worksheets are not submitted to the state; therefore, the
state must rely upon the data transferred from the J-50 worksheets
and collected on the Data Sheet II to enter each provider's
operating data into the state's data base. All of the calculations
necessary to compute J-50 entitlements are performed by the state
against this data base, and for this reason it ic not necessary for
the state to collect most of your calculated worksheet data. To
assist the state in verifying the accuracy of the data collected
and calculated by the state, certain check numbers from the locally
computed entitlements are requested on the J-50 Data Sheet. II.

Data Sources:

As you reviewed the J-50 entitlement calculations in Chapter 7, the
data to be transferred from each form to the Data Sheet II was
summarized. Data to be transferred are also indicated by heavily
outlined cells on the J-50 forms.

8 iod and d Re 5

The Data Sheet II is used as the primary collection device for the
first period and second period reports. The Data Sheet II is not
utilized for the annual report.

‘I" Coumon Errors:

1) Decimals and whole values are not properly reported. Data
reported on the J-50 Data Sheet II are expressed as either
whole or two-decimal value numbers. Where a two-decimal
value is required, the cell will appear as . .
Otherwise, a whole number is required and the cell will
appear as . If, for example, 4.5 is reported in a
two-decimal value field, only .45 will be recorded in the
state's data base. This example would be properly reported
as 4.50. Conversely, if 4.5 is reported in a whole number
field, 45 will be recorded in the state's data base. This
example is properly reported as 5. Care must be exercised
in properly reporting whole and decimal values to avoid data
errors.

2) Allocations of units and units transferred do not agree with
the Schedule B. The transfer of information from the
Schedule Bs to the Data Sheet II should be reviewed to ensure
that all required data are transferred and correct.

® 157
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:Blue Sky ~  ____ULISTRICT:_Delta Un i1fled = stiya: White Cloud
e : ; ; § i é :

FORM Em.gmuma:mumufmumc§mmuimwue§mumvfmum«;:mumu

J50-1PS ! 500 é............:............f............f 2,00 ?............f............f............:.....:::..
50-105 | 506 ..____4 _6_5_.
150105 546 §............f............§ , §............f............;............f............f............;
J50-1PS 532 f............f............f 10 20 §............:............f............f............f
JS0-1PS § 548 ;......--..--in-----no--ui _“_J._gp‘;'- ég_—inuunnufunnnnufn....u.-uf..nuu-n.:-
S50-108 | 560 2 261,450, 173, 800- 30, 800
J50-1PS 564 f............f...........-f_ 1,00 1,00 :............f............f............}............_’
J50-1ks : Seb fessseseesenienieninenne 2,00 1 120 fiiiiieiees enreeesenes saeeeeessnes eeessesseens
S50 IS S eesessescees ... 933,000;: 167,000;: 119,000

1&¢

DO NOT REPORT ZEROS OM THE J-50 DATA SHEET 11
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DO NOT REPORT 2EROS ON 1-50 DATA SHEET 11
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[]

[] []

[] []
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CALIFORNIA STATE

OEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
DISTRICT/COUNTY OFFICE CERTIFICATION
(Rev, 03/89)

COUKTY: BLUE SKY

DISTRICT/COUNTY OFFICE
CERTIFICATION FOR SPECIAL EDUCATION

DISTRICT: DELTA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICY

second Principal

pPage 7

SELPA: White Cloud

Failure to complete the following certification will result in the return of these reports and may cause a delay of

your apportionient.

[N

10 THE COUNTY SUPERINTENDENT OF SCHOOLS:

| hereby certify that, to the best of my knowledge
and belief, the figures and information on these
reports reflect the actual operation of Special
Education Programs for the period indicated.

Sicnature:

Name: -

Title: _

District: DELTA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT

10 THE SUPERINTENDENT OF PUBLIC INSTRUCTION:

| hereby certify that, to the best of my knowledge
and belief, the figures and information on these
reports reflect the actual operation of Special
Education Programs for the period indicated.

Signature: e e

Title:

County: BLUE SKY

bated e Date: e -
Any inguirites concerning this report should be
directed to: (PLEASE PRINT OR TYPE)
NAME: R _
Telephone No, ( _ ) -
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BEST COPY AVAILABLE



VII. ENSURING RECEIPT OF FUNDS TO WHICH
A SELPA OR AN LEA I8 ENTITLED

The J=50 serves as the basis for SELPA and LEA entitlements from
the state. The J-50 also delineates the specific administration
of state special education policy to SELPAs and LEAs. It describes
which prog-ams and services will be funded, what dquantities of
service will be funded, and the relative proportions of program
operation which are eligible for funding.

This chapter is intended to help LEAs carry out the state policy
priorities embodied in the J-50, and to help LEAs use the report
as a management tool. The methods described in this chapter are
designed to assist LEAs in ensuring that the J-50 Report they
complete will ensure that they receive the level of funding for
which they are entitled.

REPORTIN OPERATIONS

Regardless of whether an LEA is allocated units, the units will not
be funded unless they are both operated and reported. In LEAs
where the person completing the J-50 does not communicate
effectively with the special education program offices, a variety
of operations may be overlooked and not reported.

Evan if an operated unit was hot allocated and is unfunded, it
should still be reported. If other LEAs within a SELPA do not take
advantage of their full allocation, funding may be available from
within the SELPA for otherwise unfunded units. As well, by
reporting all units operated, the LEA can ensure that the units
which garner the most state aid are the ones which are funded.
This assumes that the J-50 FRZ was aligned according to the
intentions of the LEA.

This is particularly important when an LEA operates SDC programs
which exceed their allocations. Because the revenue limit income
from the SDC average daily attendance (ADA) is deducted from the
special education entitlement, it is critical that unfunded SDC
units which are operated by an LEA be reported. The revenue limit
income from these SDC units operated in excess of allocaticns will
be deducted if they are not reported. 1In order to illustrate this
point, the following generally describes the issues. If an LEA
operated 10 SDCs, but was only funded and allocated 9 SDCs,
approximately 10 percent of the LEA's ADA should not be included
with the revenue 1limit deduction of the special education
entitlement. However, this adjustment would only be made if the
LEA reported its full operations. This phenomenon is discussed
further in the following pages.
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USING ALL ALLOCATED AIDEG

While an LEA should not employ and request funding for aides which
are not needed, there are reasons to carefully consider fully using
resources allocated to an LEA.

One reason to fully use all aides alloceted is that, if the LEA is
reducing its number of aides as a cost<cutting measure, the LEA
may lose more state aid than it saves in salary and benefit costs.
By reducing its number of aides, an LEA will forgo not only the
aide unit rate, but the accompanying suppotrt services revenue as
well. In any case, however, pupil needs must be the Key determinant
of the aides and units operated by an LEA.

CHOICE OF INSTRUCTIONAL ESETTINGS

LEAs have some influence over instructional settings both as
special education services are provided and as they are reported
for reimbursement. This section discusses the impact of the choice
of instructional settings upon funding eligibilicty.

Unfunded Units

LEAs and SELPAs which operate IPS units in excess of the number
funded have a choice as to which units can be reported as unfunded
on the J=-50 Report. Generally, choosing to report SDC units as
unfunded, rather than RSP or DIS units, can be to the LEA's or
SELPA's financial advantage. The reason for this is that, for
pupils enrolled in SDCs, the special education state aid
entitlement is reduced by the ADA revenue limit amount for that
pupil. This is not true for RSP and DIS pupils. Thus, an LEA or
SELPA can avoid offsetting its state aid entitlements by reporting
SDC units as unfunded, rather than RSP or DIS units. Again, it is
important to note that an LEA must work with the SELPA to ensure
that its units are aligned on the J-50 FRZ. It may be helpful to
discuss one exception to this deduction for SDC ADA revenue limits.
For low=incidence itinerant programs (deaf, blind, deaf-blind, and
orthopedically handicapped programs), which are operated and
allocated/funded as SDCs, the ADA is not deducted from the special
education entittlement. 1In accordance with Education Code 56364.1,
ADA for pupils served in these programs shall be claimed as regular
ADA and not as SDC ADA.

Subcap Levels

An overall cap permits state special education funding for no more
than 10 percent of a SELPA's total K-12 pupil enrollment exclusive
of LCI, preschool, and infant pupils. Additionally, state funding
formulas limit SELPAs to no more than 2.8 percent of total pupil
enrollment in 8SDCs, no more than 4.0 percent receiving RSP
services, and no more than 4.2 percent in DIS programs. Note that
these 1limits apply to entire SELPAs and need not hold for
individual LEAs within multi-LEA SELPAs,
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The cap and the subcaps implicitly indicate state policy both for
the overall number of students eligible for special education
programs and for their distribution between program types. Waivers
from the California Department of Education have normally been
granted for SELPAc to exceed one or more of the subcaps, given that
the justification provided warrants the exception.

NONPUBLIC SCHOOLS

Wwith the 100 percent reimbursement for LCI nonpublic school
placements, it is important for a SELPA and/or an LEA to implement
an effective system of tracking LCI pupils. Related services'
costs, which may include transportation under «certain
circumstarces, as well as assessment costs can also be captured for
LCI nonpublic school placements.

LCI PUPILS

In addition to the issues listed above, tracking LCI pupils can
benefit a SELPA and/or an LEA in other ways. IPS units funded and
operated with LCI pupils can be reported as non-deficited units.
This allows a SELPA and/or an LEA to generate the full entitlement,
even if the state experiences a shortfall resulting in a deficit
for special educatisn programs. The CDE's Questions and Answers
document details methods of calculating non-deficited units.

In the past, SELPAs qualifying as LCI-impacted (LCI pupils
exceeding 3 percent of the unduplicated pupil count) have been able
to apply for waivers to retain units subject to recapture and to
request additional growth units. In most years funds have also
been available to SELPAs on an e¢mergency &id basis for new LCIs
opening after the beginning o{ the fiscal year. These LCI
emergency dgrants are available through an application process.
Each of these issues demonstrates the importance of tracking LCI
pupils and reporting them as appropriate.

E PROG

The funding for extended year programs varies significantly from
that for the regular school year. First, allocations for extended
year classes are based on the enrollment of pupils, with seven
pupils being the divisor for SH programs and eleven pupils the
divisor for NSH programs. It is also important to note that for
every three SDCs, an LEA generates a DIS unit for the extended year
program. Aide allocations are different also. An LEA may claim
up to two aides per SDC for SH programs. However, funding is based
on the lesser of allocations or operations, consistent with the
regular year J-50 methodology.
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Funding for the SH programs is based on the LEA unit rates and the
NSH support service ratio prorated only by the number of days the
extended Yyear program is operated. Non-SH programs, however,
receive only 60 percent of their unit rates and 50 percent of the
support service ratio funds. This reduction for non-SH programs
makes it critical that an LEA correctly ascertain whether a class
is SH or NSH.

The full funding for SH programs may serve to encourage LEAs to
operate the average of two aides per SDCs in order to more
effectively serve pupils. Operating DIS programs during extended
year can also be advantageous to an LEA within the SH program by
expanding the programmatic resources while generating the
additional revenue. 1In addition, an LEA should carefully review
allocations and operations to ensure that units are not reported
in excess of allocations for SDCs while DIS units are reported as
not operated.

PROGR CIALIST/REGIONALIZED §

Education Code Section 56780 describes the functions to be included
within regionalized services. However, Education Code Section
56781 notes that funds for regionalized services including program
specialist funds may be used for program specialists/regionalized
services as defined in Education Code Section 56220 (c¢); and/or for
IPS units in excess of allocations. The third item, excess IPS
units, may be particularly helpful to some SELPAs and/or LEAs.

P 2 94-1 NG

P.L. 94~-142 requires the assurance that funding under the federal
act does not supplant state or local funds, but rather is used to
supplement these sources. Enacted in 1975, the federal law
provides additional funds for handicapped children. Under Master
Plan funding and as applied through the J-50 formula, the federal
funds are deducted from the special education entitlement. The
state has effectively argued that this does not supplant state
funds, as funding for special education in California has increased
dramatically since 1975 and certainly by a much greater amount than
the funding provided under P.L. 94-142.

For each LEA, however, the issue of supplanting remains, and it is
important that the use of federal funds be tracked. It is not
necessary to maintain a separate fund or accounting code, just some
methodology for identifying expenditures made from the federal
monies. This is normally a simple task when one considers that any
services and/or programs added after fiscal year 1379-80 can be
included within the defiuaition of supplementing. Fiscal year
1979-80 is also important because it served as the base year for
Master Plan and the deduction of P.L. 94-142 funds from the state
special education entitlement began after that year.
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Although tracking federal funds will not generate additional income
for an LEA, it may assist an LEA in retaining federal funrds if an
audit requires justification that the P.L. 94-142 funds were used
to supplement resources rather than supplant them.

COST CONTAINMENT

Each of the prior areas has focused on generating additional income
or retaining funds. This section addresses expenditures and notes
areas for program and business personnel to review for possible
savings.

One of the first areas to review is whether operations exceed
allocations. This is pertinent for IPS units and aide hours.
Program administrators should creatively review all options
available prior to starting new programs which exceed allocations.
LFAs may need to review local procedures in implementing Title 5
eligibility criteria and ensure that IEP Teams are well trained ia
the legal parameters and are equitable in their application of
criteria.

One example of maximizing existing resources is to carefully
consider Education Code Section 56363 which states that designated
instruction and services (DIS) shall be available when those
services are necessary for the pupil to benefit educationally from
his or her instructional program. In addition, the code continues
by stating that the DIS program may be provided by a regular class
teacher, special class teacher, and/or a resource specialist if the
individual is competent to deliver the services and delivery is
feasible. Utilizing existing staff in this manner may be
financially prudent, while also reducing the amount of time pupils
are pulled out of their regular instructional program.
Implementing these provisions may also be consistent with the
reqular education initiative and reforms being considered
currently.

Program administrators should also carefully review their
allocation of aide hours. It may be possible to keep some hours
more flexible by "pooling" some time, rather than assigning each
special class and resource specialist individual aide hours. For
example, if an LEA were allocated and operated 20 SDC and 35 RSP
units, with a total of 56 FTE aides (the additional one aide
results from the 1.05 factor for SDC units), the LEA would have 336
hours of aide time available. By assigning five hours of aide time
to each program, 275 hours would be utilized. The remaining 61
hours could be assigned as needed to meet specific pupil needs
and/or program requirements.,

LEAs should also periodically compare the number of pup.ls
identified as needing special education to "expected" incidence
levels. Though the incidence of handicapping conditions in the LEA
may well exceed expectations, the possibility exists that special
cducation eligibility criteria are being implemented more broadly



within the LEA than is intended or appropriate. The development
and implementation of student study teams andsor school
consultation teams may also be appropriate to explore regular
education alternatives more thoroughly prior to referral for
special education.

Education Code Section 56303 provides that a pupil shall be
referred for special education only after the resources of regqular
education have been considered and appropriately utilized. In
light of this provision, an LEA should consider initiating regular
education alternatives to special education programs where
appropriate. The advantage of this to an LEA is the flexibility
to serve a wider spectrum of student needs in a regular program and
to make the best use of limited education resources.

RECONCILIATION WITH THE J-380, J=5890, AND J-780

A comparison between the J-50 income document and the J-380 program
cost accounting report can be helpful to program and business
administrators concerned with the excessive cost of special
education to an LEA. (The J-380 is used for districts, while the
J=580 is used for county offices of education and the J-=780 is used
for Joint Power Authorities (JPAs). The following discussion
refers to the J-380 but will also apply to the J-580 and J-780
information.)

By dividing the direct costs reported for SDC, RSP, and DIS
programs on the J-380 by the number of IPS units operated within
each setting, one can determine the average cost per instructional
setting. This figure is interesting to compare to the IPS unit
rates for each setting because the unit rates constitute the income
derived through the J-50. The IPS unit rates only included teacher
and aide salary and benefit costs, while the direct costs reported
on the J-380 also include substitutes, instructional materials and
supplies, conferences, and other direct costs. Even so, the
comparison may be useful in determining why special education costs
exceed income. For example, if the average cost for an RSP unit
is $60,000 and the IPS unit rate for RSPs is only $40,000, then the
LEA has identified a significant area of shortfall between income
and expenditure. This finding assumes that the $20,000 difference
is not solely due to the inclusion of other costs in the direct
cost column.

The Special Education Fiscal Task Force Report indicated that for
the 1985-86 school year, LEAs were experiencing approximately a 25
percent shortfall or encroachment betwean IPS unit rates and actual
costs. The difference between aide funding and costs was almost
40 percent, as reported in Task Force findings.

A similar calculation can be completed to determine the
relationship between support costs and the funding derived from the
support service ratio through the J-50. By totaling direct support
costs on the J-380, including allocated and documented assessment
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costs and indirect costs, and dividing the total by the sum of
direct costs, one can compare the ratio derived from expenditures
to the support service ratio used on the income side within the
J-50 document. Again, as discussed earlier, the two figures will
not be exactly comparable, because of the inclusion of some costs
in the direct costs column and because indirect costs may exceed
the level allowed when the support service ratio was originally
calculated. However, the comparison may still yield useful
information to program and business administrators trying to
determine why special education costs continue to exceed the income
and whether the excess appears "reasonable." Again, the Special
Education Fiscal Task Force Report included average ranges for
support costs to allow an individual LEA to compare its costs to
statewide figures.

Another major advantage of completing the comparisons described
above is to determine if the costs reported appear reasonable,
given the operations reported on the J-50 document. As described
in the introduction to this chapter, LEAs may wish to carry out
state policy by changing their special education funding
priorities. It is therefore critical that accurate information be
reported on the costs and operations of all special education
vrograms. The cross-check described between the J-50 and J-380
documents may assist LEAs in reaching this goal of improved
accuracy in reporting.
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APPENDIX A
GLOSBARY

This Appendix contains a glossary of acronyms and abbreviations and
a description of J-50 forms.

AB
ACSA

ADA
ALC
APE
APH
AU
AUT
CAC
CANHC

CASBO
CASE

CBEDS
CcCs
CDE
CEC
CH
COLA
DB
DCH
DD
DIS
DYR
EC
EDP
EH
EMR
EMR
ENT
ESL
EXT
FAPE
HH
IEP
IEPT
INF
IPSU
ISGI
IWEN

COMMONLY USED ACRONYMS AND ABBREVIATIONS

Assembly Bill

Association of California School
administrators

Average Daily Attendance

Allocation of Units

Adaptive Physical Education

Aphasia

Administrative Unit

Autism

Community Advisory Committee

California Association of Neurologically
Handicapped Children

California Association of School
Business Officials

Council of Administrators of Special
Education

California llasic Educational Data System

California Children's Services

California Department of Education

Council of Exceptional Children

Communicatively Handicapped

Cost of Living Adjustment

Deaf/Blind

Developmental Center for Handicapped

Developmentally Delayed

Designated Instruction and Services

Longer Day and Year

Education Code (California)

Electronic Data Processing

Educationally Handicapped

Educational Mentally Retarded

Educable Mentally Retarded

Entitlement

English as a Second Language

Extended Year

Free Appropriate Public Education

Hard of Hearing

Individualized Education Program

Individualized Education Program Team

Infants

Instructional Personnel Service Unit

Individual and Small Group Instruction

Individual With Exceptional Needs



e

COMMONLY USED ACRONYMS8 AND ABBREVIATIONS ~ CONTIRUED

JPA
LCI
LD
LEA
LGFC
LH
LRE
LSS
MH
MIS
MOB
MR
NET/ENT
NOT=-RIS
NPS
NSH
OH
OHI
oI
oT
PH
PS
PT
RIS
RLA
RSP
SAT
SB
scc
sDC
SEA
SED
SELPA
SERN
SGT
SH

]
2

SLD
SLD
SMR
SSR
TMR
UR

VH

Joint Powers Authority

Licensed Children's Institutions
Learning Disability

Local Education Agency

Local General Fund Contribution
Learning Handicapped

Least Restrictive Environment
Language and Speech Specialist
Multi-Handicapped

Management Information System
Mobility Instruction

Mentally Retarded

Net Entitlement

Not Requiring Intensive Service
Non=-Public School

Non-Severely Handicapped
Orthopedically Handicapped
Other Health Impaired
Orthopedically Impaired
Occupational Therapy

Physically Handicapped

Program Specialist

Physical Therapy

Requiring Intensive Service
Responsible Local Agency
Resource Specialist Program
School Appraisal Team

Senate Bill

Special Class Center

Special Day Class

State Education Agency

Severely Emotionzlly Disturbed
Special Education Local Plan Area
Special Education Resource Network
School Guidance Team

Severely Handicapped

Speech Impaired

Severe Language Disorder
Specific Learning Disability
Severely Mentally Retarded
Support Services Ratio
Trainable Mentally Retarded
Unit Rates

Visually Handicapped

o
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ALC

DATA SHEET I - P-1

DATA SHEWT I - P=2
and Annu °

DATA SHEET Il

DATA SHEET III
(ages 3 =~ 21 Program)

DATA SHEET III
(Infant Program)

DYR

ENT

EXT

IPS

LPA/SCHEDULE B

LPA/INFANT SCHEDULE B

J=50 FORNMS

The provider level worksheet that identifies
allocated IPSUs as severe or non-severe and
by number of aides

The provider level data sheet that displays
all relevant data already known by the state

The provider level data sheet that displays
all values from P~1 at P-2 and all values
from P-1 and P~2 at annual which may be
revised. The Data Sheet I at P-2 and at
Annual are used as a means of reporting
corrections to previously reported J-50 data
to the state.

The SELPA and provider level data sheet on
which are recorded all data to be reported
to the state

The SELPA level data sheet on which are
reported IPSUs for children 3-21 years of age
who are transferred to and from the SELPA
(regular program)

Same as above for IPSUs for children 0-2
years of age (infant program)

The worksheet that computes funding of the
longer day and Year incentives for county
offices ONLY

The provider level worksheet thalL computes
the gross entitlement for special education

The provider level worksheet that computes
funding for extended year programs

The provider level worksheet that identifies
IPSUs eligible for state funding and the
amount of funding for which they are eligible

SELPA Level Worksheet that identifies IPSUs
available for children 3-21 years of age and
allocates them to SELPA's constituent
providers

Same as above for IPSUs for children 0-2
years of age (Infant Program)

A-3
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NET/EKT (Page 1)

NET/ENT (Page 2)

NPS

SSR/LGF

UR

J=50 FORMS - CONTINUED

The provider level worksheet that makes the
required deductions, etc., to compute the net
state entitlement for special education

Thé SELPA levél worksheet that computes "’
funding for program specialists, regionalized :
services and low~incidence funds

The provider level worksheet that computes
funding for nonpublic school placements,
assessment costs and related services

The provider level worksheet that
identifies/computes severe and non-severe
support service ratios and the local
general fund contribution

The provider level worksheet on which an
LEA adjusts its prior year unit rates by
the COLA to compute its current year unit
rates

Ny
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ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

3.1

3.2

3.3

34

3.5.

3.6.

3.8

3.9

3.1.

.11,

3.12.

313

3 14.

315

J-50 DATA COLLECTION WORKSHEET |
DATA FROM STATE EXHIBITS AND OTHER SOURCES

DATA TO COLLECT EDP #
a. Support Services Ratio 635
b. Non-Severely Handicapped 646
c. Severely Handicapped 647
d. Average €46
Local General Fund Contribution 445
1978-80 Cost per ADA 449
Prior Year Unil rates
a SDC Rate 284
b. RSP Rate 285
c. OIS Rate 286
d. Aide Rate 291
DIS Conversion Factor 513
Aide Full Time Equivalency Factor 267
. DIS Units Operated
a Total Units Operated, 1680-81 67
b. Non-Delicited Units, 1880-81 67
STRS Adjustment 338
Current Year K-12 ADA 451
Current Year Revenue Umit 329
LCI Pupil Count (Ages 3-21) N/A
Non-Delicited Units
a NSH SDC, No Aide 526
b. NSH SDC, One Aide 528
c. NSH SDC, Two Aides 530
d RSP, No Aide 546
e. RSP, One Aide 532
f. DIS 548
g SH SDC, No Aide 5§62
h. SH SDC, One Aide 564
i SH SDC, Two Aides 566
Aide Hours divided by 6 hours, or
by FTE Factor lrom #6 above
a Non-Severely Handicapped 5§72
b. Severely Handicapped 674
Current Year SDC ADA 327
Federal Public Law 94-142 Funds
Pupil Count 335
OR Grant Amount 335
£d Cade 56713 tunds from County 344

NO CHANGE
P1/P2/ANNUAL P-1 P.-2

ANNUAL

Rimanlimtii
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J-50 DATA COLLECTION WORKSHEET I
PRIOR YEAR CATA FROM STATE EXHIBITS AND OTHER SOURCES

COE AND/OR SELPA ONLY
NO CHANGE oy
DATA TO COLLECT EDP# PUPZANNUAL _ P-1 p.2 ANNUAL s

COE OR SELPA

3.16. Revenue Limit Funds from Districts 333

3.17.  Proporty Taxes 330
3.18, COE SDC K-8 ADA Tier 1 101
COE SDC 6-12 ADA Tier 1 107
COE SDC K-8 ADA Tier 2 101
COE SDC 9-12 ADA Tior 2 107
COE SDC K-12 ADA Longer Year 116

3.19. a. Bd. Codo 56713 Funds to Districts 342
b. Ed. Code 56713 Funds to County 344

SELPA ONLY
3.20. Federal Public Law 04-142 Grant 370

3.21. 3-4 Year Old Not-RiS Pupil Count a7

3.22. Current Year December Pupil Count
at P-1 and Average December

and April at P-2
a Total, Ages 0-21 3s7
b. Ages 3.4, Nol-RIS, 362
3.23. CBEDS, Current Year Pupil Count N/A
10 Percent of CBEDS Count ase
3.24. Low-Incidence Pupil Count 364

(prior year December)

®
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4.2

4.3.

4.4

J-50 DATA COLLECTION WORKSHEET il
EXTENDED YEAR DATA COLLECTION

P.1

' Ji50 EXT
DATA TO COLLECT EDP # COLUMN
DAYS TAUGHT
a 3-4 RIS NSH 521 A
b. 3-4 RIS SH 555 A
c. 5-21 NSH 521 D
d 6-21 SH 556 D
e. Infant (0-2) NSH 6560 A
f. infant (0-2) SH 665 A
ENROLLMENT
a. 3-4 RIS NSH 529 A
b. 3.4 RIS SH 563 A
c. 5-21 NSH 520 D
d. 6-21 SH 563 D
0. Infant (0-2) NSH 654 A
1. Infant (0-2) SH 669 A
UNITS OPERATED
a SDC 3-4 RIS NSH 534 A
b. SDC Aldos 3-4 RIS NSH 534 8
c. DIS 3-4 RIS NSH 534 c
d SDC 6-21 NSH 534 (o]
e. SDC Aides 5-21 NSH 534 E
f, DIS 5-21 NSH 534 F
g SDC 3-4 RIS SH 669 A
h. SDC Aides 3-4 RIS SH 569 ]
i. DIS 3-4 RIS SH 569 c
j- SDC 6-21 SH 569 (o]
k. SDC Aidos 5-21 SH 569 E
l. DIS 5-21 SH 569 F
m. SDC infant (0-2) 570 A
n SDC Aides Infant (0-2) 5§70 B
0. DIS Infant (0-2) 5§70 c
NON-DEFICITED UNITS OPERATED
a. SDC 3-4 RIS NSH 535 A
b. SDC Aldes 3-4 RIS NSH 5§35 B
c. DIS 3-4 RIS NSH 535 c
d. SDC 5.21 NSH 535 (o]
e. SDC Aides 5-21 NSH 535 €
f. DIS 5-21 NSH 535 F
9 SDC 3-4 RIS SH 584 A
h. SDC Aides 3-4 RIS SH 584 B
i DIS 3-4 RIS SH 584 C
j- SDC 5-21 SH 584 0
k. SDC Aides 5-21 SH 584 E
I DIS 5-21 SH 584 F
STATE SCHOOL PUPILS ATTENDING EXTENDED YEAR PROGRAMS

4.5

a 3-4 RIS NSH §51 A

b. 3-4 RIS SH 588 A

c. 5-21 NSH 551 V]

d 521 SH 588 )

e. Infant (0-2) NSH 6§61 A

{. Infant (0-2) SH 588 A
B-3
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CALIFORNIA STATE DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION Bill Honig
721 Capitol Mall: P.O. Box 944272 Superintendent
Sacramento, CA 94244-2720 of Public Instruction

July 17, 1990
TO: Directors of Special Education Local Plan Areas
cc: Business Managers of SELPA Administrative Units

FROM: Michael L. Ricketts, Director
Local Assistance Bureau

Aleesa Kelley, Manager
Special Education Fiscal Services

SUBJECT: Ages 3-21 Reallocation and Growth of Special Education
Instructional Units

Pursuant to Education Code Section (E.C., 56728.6 and the
preliminary language of the 1990-91 budget, we have completed the
initial calculations for reallocation and dgrowth of special
education instructional personnel service units. This letter will
explain the nsteps involved in these calculations, provide you with
your SELPA's results, and transmit to growth eligible SELPAs the
forms hecessary to finalize the reallocation and growth processes.

SELPA's reallocation and growth calculations. This information
should be reviewed as you read this letter to gain an understanding
of the impact of these calculations upon your SELPA's recapture
status and growth eligibility.

. The enclosed spreadsheet displays the data pertinent to each

SPARSITY AND LCI IMPACTION STATUS, LCI COUNT AND 10% OF CBEDS

Columns 1-4

The first four columns of your spreadsheet display your sparsity
and licensed children's institution (LCI) impaction status,
adjusted 10% of CBEDS and adjusted LCI count. Columns 1 and 2 of
the spreadsheet indicate if your SELPA has qualified as sparse
and/or LCI impacted. (If your SELPA is SPARSE, a "1" will be shown
in Column 1. If your SELPA is LCI IMPACTED, a "1" will be shown
in Column 2.) The current criteria for sparsity and LCI impaction
are established by *the Education Code and were used in our
calculations to determine eligibility. However, it should be
mentioned that the criteria for sparsity will be changed by SB 823,
Senator Bergeson, if this bill is enacted in 1990-91. According
to current Education Code, a SELPA is sparse if pupil density is
1) 25 or fewer units of average dally attendance per square mile
in local plan areas of 30,000 or fewer average daily attendance or
2) 20 or fewer units of average daily attendance per square mile
in local plan areas of more than 30,000 average daily attendance.
Selected categories of ADA from the attendance documents provided
the necessary ADA for the sparsity calculation. The Education Code
defines a SELPA as LCI impacted when 3% or more of the local plan's

C-1
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Directors of Special Education Local Plan Areas
July 17, 1990 - Page 2

undvplicated pupil count reside in licensed children's
institutions, foster family homes, residential medical facilities
and other similar facilities. To determine whether a SELPA met the
% standard, we divided each SELPA's total adjusted LCI count in
Column 4 by its total adjusted unduplicated pupil count in Column
9. If this computation resulted in a percentage greater than or
equal to 3%, your SELPA is considered LCI impacted.

Per current Education Code Section 56728.6(d), sparse and/or LCI
impacted SELPAs may request waivers of the unit recapture and
growth standards. Ages 3-21 program waiver forms will soon follow
in a separate mailing from the Special Education Division.

The discussion of the ADJUSTED 10% OF CBEDS number (Column 3)
appears under the section "Column 19" in the "Growth Calculations"
portion of this letter. The explanation of the CBEDS figure is
more appropriately placed in that section since it is used
extensively in the growth calculations addressed under “"Column 39",

RECAPTURE CALCULATIONS
Columns 5-13

Column 5 displays your 89-90 P-2 J-50~FRZ allocation of units.
Before reallocation and growth calculations we must adjust the P-
2 J-50-FRZ for CONTRACT WAIVER UNIT DECREASES (Column 6) and LCI
MID-YEAR IMPACTION INCREASES (Column 7). There were no unit
decreases as a result of approvals of 1989-90 sparsity and LCI
waiver requests to exempt the recapture of units scheduled for
release on July 1, 1990. A total of $1.0 million of Federal PL 94-
142 funds were appropriated for the 1989-90 LCI Mid-Year Impaction
Fund. These LCI grants were converted to J-50 instructional units
(Column 7) and added to the 89-90 P-2 J-50-FRZ (Column 5). With
this adjustment made, your ADJUSTED FRZ in Column 8 is the
alignment of wunits used in the reallocation and growth
calculations.

Before a meaningful comparison of the 1989-90 ADJUSTED FRZ units
and the April 1990 Unduplicated Pupil Count can be made, the pupil
count must first be adjusted for pupils transferred into and out
of the SELPA (pupils transferred in are subtracted from the pupil
count and pupils transferred out are added to the count). This
step is necessary since J-50 units are awarded based upon the
district of residence of the pupils served, while the pupil count
is based upon the provider of the pupil's service. This adjustment
to the pupil count enables us to compare each SELPA's own pupils
to its own units. Column 9 displays your SELPA's 1990 adjusted
April pupil count by instructicnal setting, which will be used in
calculating your SELPA's unit loading. At this point, it should
be mentioned that the count displayed in Column 9 excludes 3 and
4 year olds not requiring intensive services since these pupils are
funded exclusively with federal funiﬁ,?f this time.
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Directors of Special Education Local Plan Areas
July 17, 1990 - Page 3

To produce the COMPUTED LOADING displayed in Column 10, Yyour
SELPA's Adjusted Unduplicated Pupil Count (ArJ UDPC/DUP DIS) in
Column 9 was divided by its ADJUSTED FRZ units in Column 8 for each
instructional setting. Duplicated DIS loading is the result of
dividing the duplicated DIS count by DIS units. The unit loading
data provides each SELPA's average number of pupils per unit by
instructional setting which, by law, must be compared to the
minimum loading standards for the retention of units--9 for SDC,
21 for RSP, and for DIS, 20 unduplicated or 39 duplicated. Units
will be subject to loss in any instructional setting which fails
to meet the minimum loading standard for the retention of units.
If loss is indicated in the DIS setting, for which there are two
standards, a comparison is made hetween DIS loss computed on both
the unduplicated and duplicated standard. Actual DIS loss will be
based upon the criterion which produces the lesser amount of loss.

The preliminary language of the 1990-91 Budget Bill again
prescribes that units may only be shifted from settings below the
minimum standards into settings above the growth loading standards
of 10 for SDC, 24 for RSP and 24 for DIS (10/24/24). Stated
another way, unit losses may be offset only to the extent that
growth is occurring in other setting(s).

If your SELPA fell below the minimum loading standards in any
setting and your uni.s could be realigned according to the criteria
outlined above, Column 11 will display the results of the unit
realignment process=--your REALIGNED J50 FRZ. For all other SELPAs,
it was not possible to realign units and therefore, Column 11
REALIGNED J50 FRZ, and Column 8 ADJUSTED FRZ will display the same
data.

You may gauge your SELPA's standing with regard to recapture and
growth by the data displayed in Column 12 (RECOMPUTED LOADING)--
the loading which has been computed on the realigned FRZ. SELPAs
with recomputed loadings greater than 9/21/20 or 39 but less than
10/24/24 will maintain their existing units but are ineligible for
calculated growth. If in Column 12, your SELPA's RECOMPUTED
LOADINGS exceed the growth standards of 10/24/24 in any
instructional setting, your SELPA will participate in the growth
calculations. SELPAs below the standards of 9/21/20 or 39 in
column 12 should reference Column 13, IPSUs TO BE RELEASED, for the
number of units the SELPA must ralease to brirg its loadings up to
the minimum standards.

As in the past, the recovery of units scheduled for release will
be automatically waived for one year, until July 1, 1991, to allow
for timely notification to ~ffected instructional staff. On July
1, 1991, these units will be removed from your SELPA's J-50-FRZ and
awarded to growth eligible SELPAs for fiscal year 1991-92
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Directors of Special Education Local Plan Areas
July 17, 1990 - Page 4

regardless of changes in your pupil count during fiscal year 1991~
92. If you are able to voluntarily release any of these units for
FY 1990-91, please notify the Local Assistance Bureau in writing
as soon as possible. At this writing, exemption from the release
of units may be request=zd only by sparse and/or LCI impacted SELPAs
through the waiver process. As mentioned earlier, if SB 823 is
enacted, the process addressing th¢ exemption of units scheduled
for release by sparse SELPAs will be redefined.

GROWTH CALCULATIONS

The preliminary language of the 1990-91 budget contained
$78,353,000 for ages 3-21 growth in instructional personnel service
units. At this writing, the 1990-91 budget is yet to be enacted
and the exact 1990~91 appropriation is unknown at this time.
However, we have performed the growth calculations in accordance
with the preliminary 1990-91 budget language so not to delay the
final growth calculations once the budget is Kknown.

Columns 14-15

As the preschool population is exempt from the 10% cap on special
education funding, their counts and units must be set aside to
allow for the calculation of maximum allowable growth for the ages
5 note-preschool and ages 6-22 counts. However, this preschool
population is eligible for consideration for growth units. To
accomplish both the exemption from the cap and the calculation of
growth units for this population, the preschool units are set aside
at the SELPA average loading by instructional setting if it is less
than the growth standards of 10-24-24, and at the growth standards
if the average SELPA loading by instructional setting is greater
than 10-24-24. This practice in itself provides growth to 3-4 RIS
plus 5 preschool pupils for growth eligible SELPAs, and it also
provides a means of excluding this population and their associated
units from the 10% cap on maximum allowable growth. Column 14
displays your adjusted 3-4 RIS plus 5P unduplicated pupil count,
and Column 15 displays your preschool allocation of units.

Since we do expect a growth deficiency, and the preschool and the
5 not-preschool and 6-22 programs should share equally in this
deficiency, we are planning to recalculate the 3-4 RIS plus 5P
alignment of units for growing SELPAs based upon the post-growth
average loading by instructional setting once these loadings can
be determined. For all SELPAs, these approximate preschool units
allocations are necessary to provide approximate entitlement
information for accountability between state and federal preschool
funding.

Columns 16-18

Columns 16 and 17 display your ADJUSTED 5 not-preschool + 6-22 UDPC
and the remaining J-50 units, REGULAR PROGRAM ALLOCATION OF UNITS,
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Directors of Special Education Local Plan Areas
July 17, 1990 - Page 5

after preschool units have been set aside. These are the pupils
and units which will be used to compute your SELPA's growth. For
each instructional setting in which the RECOMPUTED LOADING in
column 12 exceeds the growth loading standards of 10/24/24, Column
18, GROWTH BASED UPON ADJ UDPC, displays growth units computed
strictly on the basis of unduplicated pupil count. To determine
the growth units displayed in Column 18, we utilized the following
process. We divided the number of pupils in each setting in Column
16 by the growth loading standard (10/24/24) for that setting.
This calculation establishes the units by setting to which a SELPA
is entitled based upon its pupil count and the growth standards.
If your SELPA's current unit allocation in a setting (Column 17)
exceeds the amount computed in this step, then you are already
receiving the appropriate number of units based upon your pupil
count, and you are not eligible for growth in that setting. For
settings in which the current unit allocation (Column 17) is less,
the difference between the unit entitlement (based upon your pupil
count and the growth standard) and your current unit allocation in
Column 17 is the number of growth units to which you are entitled
by virtue of your pupil count. These growth units are the
additional units which your SELPA would need to lower class loading
to the growth standards. At this point, we must emphasize that
vour SELPA may or may not be eligible to r ve t t i
displayed in Column 18, subject to the outcome of further
calcujation.

o 19

Column 19 displays ycur SELPA's MAXIMUM ALLOWABLE GROWTH. Maximum
allowable growth is based upon the ADJUSTED 10% OF CBEDS funding
cap as measured against your current unit allocation (Column 17)
and your GROWTH BASED UPON ADJ UDPC (Column 18). For many SELPAs
Columns 18 and 19 will display the same data. These SELPAs are
eligible for all of their growth units based upon unduplicated
pupil count since they are under the 10% funding cap. When units
in Column 19 are less than those in Column 18, the SELPA's growth
units have been reduced to bring its unit allocation within the
confines of maximum funding, that is, the 10% cap.

Since the ADJUSTED 10% OF CBEDS (Column 3) is central to the
calculation of a SELPA's maximum allowable growth, it would be
beneficial at this point to discuss the CBEDS figure and its
application to the growth process in some depth. The law
establishes a funding cap for special education programs based upon
10% of a SELPA's K-12 enrollment, CBEDS being the source of this
enrollment data. However, before the CBEDS figure is suitable for
use in growth calculations, adjustments must be made both to the
total CBEDS and to the 10% of CBEDS figures. To the total CBEDS
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Directors of Special Education Local Plan Areas
July 17, 1990 -~ Page 6

amount we apply three adjustments: one for transfers of special
education pupils, one for LCI pupils and another for non-LCI
special education pupils placed in nonpublic schools. The
adjustment to CBEDS for special education pupil transfers operates
along the same principle as transfer adjustments to the
unduplicated pupil count~~CBEDS is a provider count and must be
converted to a district of residence count for use in growth
calculations. By adding pupil transfers-out to your CBEDS and
deducting pupil transfers-in, we have adjusted your CBEDS count to
a district of residence count.

Since LCI pupils are specifically exempted by the Education Code
from the 10% funding cap, we deduct from your CBEDS enrollment LCI
pupils in the 5 not-preschool and 6-22 age categories for the SDC,
RSP and DIS settings. Because CBEDS does not include enrollment
data for special aducation pupils placed in nonpublic schools
through an IEP, we must add these pupils into your SELPA's total
CBEDS. These pupils are a legitimate part of your enrollment since
for all intent and purpose they are public school pupils; they
continue to be the educational responsibility of their district
while attending nonpublic schoel and they generate ADA and revenue
limit as well as funding through the J=50 process.

With these adjustments made, the 10% was applied to your adjusted
CBEDS total. This 10% OF ADJUSTED CBEDS represents the maximum
number of pupils in special education programs, exclusive of LCI
pupils, for which your SELPA may receive state funding. Since your
non-LCI nonpublic school pupils count towards this 10%, one last
adjustment must be made. Your non=-LCI NPS pupils (5 not-preschool
and 6=22) must be deducted from your 10% of CBEDS to establish the
number on which your CBEDS unit entitlement will be based. You
will find your SELPA's ADJUSTED 10% OF CBEDS displayed in Column
3.

With the adjustment process to CBEDS completed and the 10% value
established, we can now compute each SELPA's maximum unit
entitlement, an essential step in establishing maximum allowable
growth. Maximum unit entitlement is comprised of two components;
unit entitlement based upon adjusted 10% of CBEDS plus unit
entitlement for LCI pupils. To compute unit entitlement based upon
CBEDS, the adjusted 10% of CBED.' was first multiplied by .28 and
.72 to establish the maximum number of pupils to be funded in the
SDC and RSP/DIS settings, respectively. These percentage breakouts
honor the proportions established by the subcaps. The maximum
pupils for SDC was then divided by 10, and RSP/DIS by 24, to
produce unit entitlement based solely upon CBEDS and the growth
standards. For LCI pupils, which are outside of both the 10% cap
and subcaps, we calculated unit entitlement by dividing your LCI
count (5 not preschool plus 6-22) in each setting by the growth
loading standards of 10/24/24. Your unit entitlement for LCI
pupils was then combined with your unit entitlement. for Adjusted
10% of CBEDS to create your SELPA's maximum unit entitlement.
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Directors of Special Education Local Plan Areas
July 17, 1990 - Page 7

To determine the ceiling on growth units for your SELPA, we
subtracted your SELPA's 5 not-preschool and 6-22 units (Column 17)
from its maximum unit entitlement. If your SELPA's calculated
growth units in Column 18 were under this ceiling, you will receive
all of the units for which you have calculated, and Column 19,
MAXIMUM ALLOWABLE GROWTH, will equal Column 18, GROWTH BASED UPON
ADJ UDPC. 1If your SELPA's growth units in Column 18 exceeded this
ceiling, we then reduced your growth units to the amount displayed
in Column 19, MAXIMUM ALLOWABLE GROWTH.

column 20

Per the dictates of Education Code Section 56728.6, the state may
not authorize growth units for a SELPA if the percentage of pupils
receiving a specific instructional service to the enrollment in K-
12 exceeds .028 for SDC, .040 for RSP and .042 for DIS. These
subcaps are imposed only upon your non-LCI 5 not-preschool and 6-
22 population and are not applicable to either your preschool or
LCI pupils. We have measured your SELPA's standing in relation to
these subcaps, and have displayed in Column 20, UNITS OVER SUBCAP,
the number of units by setting which are in excess of the mandated
percentages.

To determine the units displayed in Column 20, we employed a multi-
step process which considered the adjusted 10% of CBEDS, adjusted
unduplicated pupil count, LCI count, and loading. Our first step
established the maximum number of pupils to be funded in an
instructional setting by multiplying the ADJUSTED 10% OF CBEDS
(Column 3) by the subcap percentages of .28 for SDC, .40 for RSP
and .42 for DIS. The number of pupils actually receiving a
specific instructional service is simply your adjusted pupil count
for 5 not-preschool and 6-22 by setting (Column 16) less your
adjusted 5 not preschool and 6-22 LCI count.: NOTE: DO NOT DEDUCT
THE LCI COUNT SHOWN IN COLUMN 4 AS THE DATA IN THAT COLUMN INCLUDES
PRESCHOOLERS. A positive difference between your SELPA's actual
count in a setting and your SELPA's computed maximum reflects the
number of pupils by which you have exceeded the subcaps for an
instructional setting. To determine the associated amount of
excess funding, namely units, this difference between your actual
pupil count and your computed maximum was divided by the loading
standard which would result if all of your MAXIMUM ALLOWABLE GROWTH
could be awarded to your SELPA. The results of this process are
displayed in Column 20 of the spreadsheet and also in Column 4 of
the Special Education Response/Subcap Waiver form.

SPECIAL EDUCATION RESPONSE/SUBCAP WAIVER FORM

ALL SELPAS REQUESTING CALCULATED GROWTH UNITS MUST COMPLETE AND
RETURN THE ATTACHED SPECIAL EDUCATION RESPONSE/SUBCAP WAIVER FORM.
To complete the top portion of this form, indicate in Column 3 the
number of maximum allowable calculated growth units in Column 2

C~/
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which your SELPA will be able to operate during the 1990-91 fiscal
year. The final column on the Response/Subcap Waiver form reflects
the number of units by which the subcaps in each setting would be
exceeded if you apply for the maximum number of growth units shown,
or in some cases, the number of units by which a subcap is already
exceeded even if growth is not occurring in that setting. You must
complete and return the subcap waiver section if the amount of
growth applied for in a setting (Column 3) is greater than the
difference between the growth units in a setting and the units over
the subcap (Column 2 less Column 4). If the amount of growth
applied for is less than that difference and if the subcaps are not
exceeded in any other setting, you do not need to fill out the
subcap waiver section of tlis form. However, if any subcap is
exceeded, whether growth is occurring in that setting or not, you
need to apply for the subcap waiver in order to receive any growth
units in any setting. SPARSE AND LCI/IMPACTED SELPAS MUST ALSO
JUSTIFY UNITS OVER THE SUBCAPS--THEY ARE NOT AUTOMATICALLY
EXEMPTED.

S D LOC ON OF GROWTH FO

ALL SELPAS REQUESTING CALCULATED GROWTH UNITS MUST COMPLETE AND
RETURN THE ATTACHED ESTIMATED ALLOCATION OF GROWTH FORM (J~50-
EAG/REG) .

This year all names and codes of the member districts of your SELPA
will display on your Estimated Allocation of Growth form. This is
done to expedite our processes which establish the cost of growth
units. To complete the Estimatec #llocation of Growth Form, enter
the number of calculated growth uiiits, the instructional settings
of those units, and for special day classes whether the units will
be severe or nonsevere beside each district that you estimate will
receive a portion of your SELPA's 1990-91 ¢rowth. The total units
on your Estimated Allocation of Growth Form should agree with the
total units in Column 3 of your Response/Subcap Waiver Form. DO
NOT INCLUDE REQUESTED SPARSITY WAIVER GROWTH OR EXISTING J=50-FRZ
UNITS ON THE ATTACHED J-50-EAG. With regard to the distribution
of units among instructional settings, you are not confined on the
J-50~EAG to the alignment shown in Column 2 of the Response/Subcap
waiver Form. 1In fact, we encourage you to report these units on
the J-50-EAG in the instructional settings in which you intend to
allocate them at P-1, 1990-91. The more accurate the information
provided on the J-50-EAG, the better we will be able to establish
the cost of growth and hence the number of units which may be
distributed within the growth appropriation.

Based upon the information reported on the J-50-EAG, we will use
the appropriate unit rates and support services ratios to calculate
the estimated cost of your SELPA's calculated growth units. The
cost of special day classes will be determined by adding the
teacher rate and 1.05 times the appropriate aide rate. This

C-8
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costing method is consistent with Education Code Section 56760 (e)
which limits funding for aides in special day classes to a SELPA
average of 1.05 aides per special day class teacher.

when the calculated growth exceeds the growth appropriation, we
evenly prorate the units listed on your J-50~EAG/REG. This will
allow the final calculation of growth to be performed by computer,
which will expedite the announcement of growth units statewide.

TIME LINE

It is essential that we receive your Response/Subcap Waiver Form
and Estimated Allocation of Growth Form as soon as possible. To
expedite the process, you may FAX copies of your fiscal forms back
to us. Our FAX number is (916) 327-4873. The original documents
MUST be completed and received by LAB by July 31, 1990. We cannot
proceed with the final growth calculations until the last SELPA's
forms have been received, hence timeliness and accuracy are of the
utmost importance. Again, all forms must be RECEIVED in LAB by
Tuesday, July 31, 1990. Every error and late submission impacts
our process and will delay the announcement of calculated growth
beyond our projected date of August 17.

Please call your assigned analyst if you have questions concerning
the data provided, the processes described, or the information
required:

Counties Analyst/
Phone:
Alameda - Fresno & Los Angeles Katherine Riddle

(916) 322-3280

Glenn - Orange Deborah Freitag
(916) 324-4555

Placer - San Joaquin Ophelia De La Paz
(916) 323-3282

San Luis Obispo = Yuba Nancy Cock
(916) 327-2111

Enclosure to all SELPA Directors:
1990-.1 Ages 3-21 J-50 Reallocation and Growth Spreadsheet
Enclosure to all Growth Eligible SELPA Directors:
Response/Subcap Wail’er Form
Estimated Allocation of Growth Form
Enclosure to SELPA Business Managers:
1990-91 Ages 3-21 J-50 Reallocation and Growth Spreadsheet

(growth.ltr)
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CALIFORNIA STATE DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION Bill Honig

721 Capitol Mall; P.O. Box 944272 Superintendent
Sacramento, CA 94244-2720 of Public Instructigis
1990 .
TO: Directors of Special Education Local Plan Areas

cc: Business Managers of SELPA Administrative Units
FROM: Michael L. Ricketts, Director, Local Assistance Bureau

Aleesa Kelley, Manager,
Special Education Fiscal Services

SUBJECT: Infant Ages 0-2 Reallocation and Growth of Special
Education Instructional Units

Pursuant to Education Code Section (E.C.) 56728.8 and the
preliminary language of the 1990-91 budget, we have completed the
initial calculations for infant program reallocation and growth of
special education instructional personnel service units. This
letter will explain the steps involved in these calculations,
provide you with your SELPA's results, and transmit to growth
eligible SELPAs the forms necessary to finalize the state infant
calculated reallocation and growth process, the infant sparsity and
LCI impaction waiver process, and the Infant Discretionary Fund
grants.

The enclosed spreadsheet displays the data pertinent to each
SELPA's infant program reallocation and growth calculations. This
information should be reviewed as you r2ad this letter to gain an
understanding of the impact of these calculations upon your SELPA's
recapture status and growth eligibility.

SPARSITY AND LCI IMPACTION STATUS

Columns 1-2

The first two columns of your infant program spreadsheet indicate
whether your SELPA has dqualified as sparse and/or 1licensed
children's institution (LCI) impacted. 1If your SELPA is SPARSE,
a "1" will be shown in Column 1. If your SELPA is LCI IMPACTED,
a "1" will be shown in Column 2. The current criteria for sparsity
and LCI impaction are established by the Education Code and were
used in our calculations to determine eligibility. However, it
should be mentioned that the criteria for sparsity will be changed
by SB 823, Senator Bergeson, if this bill is enacted in 1990-91.
According to current Education Code, a SELPA is sparse if pupil
density is 1) 25 or fewer units of average daily attendance per
square mile in local plan areas of 30,000 or fewer average dally
attendance or 2) 20 or fewer units of average daily attendance per
square mile in local plan areas of more than 30,000 average daily
attendance. Selected categories of ADA from the attendance
documents provided the necessary ADA for the sparsity calculation.
The Education Code defines a SELPA as LCI impacted when 3% or more
of the local plan's unduplicated pupil count reside in licensed
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children's institutions, foster family homes, residential medical
facilities and other similar facilities. To determine whether a
SELPA met the 3% standard, we divided each SELPA's total adjusted
LCI count by its total adjusted unduplicated pupil count. If this
computation resulted in a percentage greater than or equal to 3%,
your SELPA is considered LCI impacted.

Per current Education Code Section 56728.8(h), sparse and/or LCI
impacted infant program SELPAs may request waivers of the unit
recapture and growth standards. The "Infant Program Special
Education Sparsity/LCI Impaction Waiver/Growth Request Form" and
the corresponding “Sparsity and LCI Impaction Waiver Estimated
Allocation of Growth Form" are enclosed with this letter. An
explanation of the use of these forms follows the description of
the recapture and growth calculations contained in this letter.

RECAPTURE CALCULATIONS

columns 3-10

Column 3 displays your April 1990 infant unduplicated pupil count.
Infant programs are allocated J-50 units for the number of pupils
a SELPA is serving (provider based) as opposed to the ages 3-21
program which assigns units to the SELPA of residence of the pupils
served. Therefore, there is no need to adjust infant pupil counts
for transfers in or out. The April pupil count is a "provider
based" count.

Column 4 displays your 1989-90 P-2 Infant J-50-FRZ allocation of
units. Normally, before infant reallocation and growth
calculations can proceed, we must adjust the P-2 J-50-FRZ for
CONTRACT WAIVER UNIT DECREASES (Column 5). However, this year
there were no unit decreases as a result of approvals of 1989-90
sparsity and LCI waiver requests to exempt the recapture of infant
units scheduled for release on July 1, 1990. Consequently, the
units displayed in Column 4, and Column 6, ADJUSTED INFANT P-2 J-
50-FRZ are equal. The units displayed in these columns are the
total number ar.. .ne alignment of units used to begin the recapture
and growth calcu*ations.

To produce the :. {PUTED LOADING displayed in Column 7, your SELPA's
INFANT PUPIL (JLT in Column 3 was divided by its ADJUSTED INFANT
P-2 J=-50-FRZ 4. ¢s in column 6 for each instructional setting.
Duplicated DIS lowading is the result of dividing the duplicated DIS
count by DIS units. The unit loading data provides each SELPA's
average number of pupils per unit by instructional setting which,
by law, must be compared to the minimum loading standards for the
retention of units=--12 for SDC, 24 for RSP, and for DIS, 12
unduplicated or 39 duplicated. Units will be subject to loss in
any instructional setting which fails to meet the minimum loading
standard for the retention of units. If loss is indicated in the
DIS setting, for which there are two standards, a comparison is
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made between DIS loss computed on both the unduplicated and
duplicated standard. Actual DIS loss will be based upon the
criterion which produces the lesser amount of loss.

If your SELPA fell below the minimum loading standards in an
instructional setting and above the minimum loading standard in
another setting, your units were realigned with your unduplicated
pupil count to allow your SELPA to retain its maximum allocation
of infant instructional units. Column 8 displays the results of
the unit realignment process--your REALIGNED INFANT J~50 FRZ. For
some SELPAs, it was not necessary to realign units and therefore,
Column 8, REALIGNED INFANT J-50 FRZ, and Column 6, ADJUSTED INFANT
P-2 J=-50-FRZ, will display the same data.

You may gauge your SELPA's standing with regard to recapture and
growth by the data displayed in Column 9 (RECOMPUTED LOADING)--
the loading which has been computed on the realigned FRZ. SELPAs
with recomputed loadings greater than 12/24/12 or 39 but less than
16/24/16 will maintain their existing units but are ineligible for
calculated growth. If in Column 9, your SELPA's RECOMPUTED
LOADINGS exceed the growth standards of 16/24/16 in any
instructional setting, your SELPA will participate in the growth
calculations. SELPAs below the standards of 12/24/12 or 39 in
Column 9 should reference Column 10, IPSUs TO BE RELEASED, for the
number of units the SELPA mus* release to bring its loadings up to
the minimum standards.

As in the past, the recovery of units scheduled for release will
be automatically waived for one year, until July 1, 1991, to allow
for timely notification to affected instructional staff. If you
are able to voluntarily release any of these units for FY 1990-
91, please notify the Local Assistance Bureau in writing as soon
as possikle. At this writing, exemption from the release of units
may be reqguested only by qualifying sparse and/or LCI impacted
SELPAs thraough the waiver process. As mentioned earlier, if SB 823
is enactzsd, the process addressing the exemption of units scheduled
for release by sparse SELPAs will be redefined.

GROWTH CALCULATIONS

The preliminary language of the 1990-91 budget contained $1,150,000
in state funding for ages 0-2 and $2,324,000 in federal infant
discretionary funds for growth in instructional personnel service
units. At this writing, the 1990-91 budget is yet to be enacted
and the exact 1990-91 infant growth appropriation is unknown at
this time. However, we have performed the growth calculations in
accordance with the preliminary 1990-91 budget language so not to
delay the final growth calculations once the budget is known.
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Once the exact growth appropriations are known, we will fund as
much calculated, and sparsity and LCI impaction waiver growth as
permitted from the 1990-91 state appropriation. Any growth
balances which can not be funded from the state appropriation will
become first priority for funding from the 1990-91 federal infant
discretionary fund.

Column 11

Column 11, INFANT GROWTH BASED UPON UDPC, displays growth units
computed on the basis of unduplicated pupil count. To determine
the growth units displayed in Column 11, for each instructional
setting in which the RECOMPUTED LOADING in Column 9 exceeds the
growth loading standards of 16/24/16, we divided the number of
pupils displayed in Column 3 for each instructional setting by the
appropriate dgrowth loading standard (16/24/16) for each
instructional setting. Remember, Duplicated DIS counts may not be
used to obtain growth units. This calculation established the
units by setting to which a SELPA is entitled based upon its pupil
count and the growth standards. The difference between the unit
entitlement (based upon your pupil count and the growth standard)
and your current unit allocation in Column 8 is the number of
growth units to which you are entitled by virtue of your pupil
count. These growth units are the additional units which your
SELPA would need to lower class loading to the growth loading
standards.

INFANT PROGRAM SPARSITY/J.CI IMPACTION WAIVER/GROWTH REQUEST FORM
AND THE SPARSITY AND LCI TMPACTION WAIVER ESTIMATED ALLOCATION OF

GROWTH FORM

If your SELPA qualifies as sparse or LCI impacted under current
law, an "Infant Program Sparsity/LCI Impaction Waiver/Growth
Request Form" is enclosed. This waiver may be used to 1) request
an exemption from recapture for units displayed in Column 10 of
your 1990/91 Infant J-50 Reallocation and Growth spreadsheet, or
2) request growth units based upon conditions resulting from
sparsity or LCI impaction. If requesting growth units, the
conditions described must represent conditions which existed at the
time of your April, 1990 pupil count.

If you are using your infant program waiver to request growth units
you must also complete the enclosed 1990-91 Infant Program Sparsity
and LCI Impaction Waiver Estimated Allocation of Growth Form. This
form displays all of the names and codes of the member districts
of your SELPA. The district names and codes are displayed to
expedite our processes which establish the cost of calculated
growth units. To complete this form, enter the number of infant
sparsity or LCI impaction waiver growth units, the instructional
settings of those units, and for special day classes whether the
units will be severe or nonsevere beside each district that you
have requested infant sparsity or LCI impaction waiver growth units
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in the narrative of your waiver. The total units reported on this
form must agree with the total units requested in your Infant
Program Sparsity/LCI 1Impaction Waiver/Growth Request. When
proration of these waiver growth is necessary, units will be evenly
prorated among the districts and units reported on your J-50-WAV
EAG/INF. This will allow the final calculation of growth to be
performed by computer, which will expedite the announcement of all
growth units statewide.

INFANT PROGRAM RESPONSE/ESTIMATED ALLOCATION OF GROWTH FORM

ALL SELPAS THAT ARE ELIGIBLE FOR CALCULATED GROWTH UNITS MUST
COMPLETE AND RETURN THE ENCLOSED INFANT PROGRAM RESPONSE/ESTIMATED
ALLOCATION OF GROWTH FORM.

To complete section A. of this form, simply enter in Column 3 the
number of infant growth units which are displayed in Column 2 that
your SELPA will be able to operate during the 1990-91 fiscal year.
Please do not realign the distribution of units among instructional
settings in section A.

In section B. of this form, all of the names and codes of the
member districts of your SELPA are displayed. This is done to
expedite our processes which establish the cost of calculated
growth units. To complete section B., enter the number of
calculated infant growth units, the instructional settings of those
units, and for special day classes whether the units will be severe
or nonsevere beside each district that you estimate will receive
a portion of your SELPA's 1990-91 calculated infant growth. The
total units in section B. must agree with the total units in Column
3 of section A. of the Infant Program Response/Estimated Allocation
of Growth Form. DO NOT ENTER REQUESTED SPARSITY OR LCI WAIVER
GROWTH UNITS OR EXISTING INFANT J-50-FRZ UNITS ON THIS FORM.

with regard to the distribution of units among instructional
settings in section B., you are not confined to the alignment shown
in Column 2 of section A. In fact, we encourage you to report your
growth units in section B. in the instructional settings in which
you intend to allocate them at P-1, 1990-91. The more accurate the
information provided in section B., the better we will be able to
establish the cost of growth and hence the number of units which
may be distributed within the growth appropriation.

Based upon the information reported in section B. of the Infant
Program Response/Estimated Allocation of Growth form, we will use
the appropriate unit rates and support services ratios to calculate
the estimated cost of your SELPA's calculated infant program growth
units. When proration is necessary, growth units will be evenly
prorated among the districts and units reported on your J-50-RES
EAG/INF. This will allow the final calculation of growth to be

performed by computer, which will expedite the announcement of

growth units statewide.
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TIME LINE

It is essential that we receive your infant program calculated
reallocation and growth forms and your sparsity and LCI impaction
waivrer forms as soon as possible. To expedite the process, you
may FAX copies of your completed forms back to us. Our FAX number
is (916) 327-4873. If FAXing forms to us, please be certain that
they are your final responses, and that they will be in agreement
with your mailed returns. The original documents MUST be completed
and received by LAB by August 7, 1990. We cannot proceed with the
final growth calculations until the last SELPA's forms have been
received, hence timeliness and accuracy are of the utmost
importance. Again, all infant program forms must be RECEIVED in
LAB by Tuesday, August 7, 1990. If all state and IDF funded
calculated and waiver growth are to be announced by October 1,
1990, this due date must be met.

Please call your assigned analyst if you have questions concerning
the data provided, the processes described, or the information
required:

Counties Analyst/
Phone:
Alameda - Fresno & Los Angeles Katherine Riddle

(916) 322-3280

Glenn - Orange Deborah Freitag
(916) 324-4555

Placer - San Joaquin Ophelia De La Paz
(916) 323-3282

San Luis Obispo - Yuba Nancy Cook
(916) 327-2111

Enclosure to all SELPA Directors operating Infant Programs:
1990-91 Infant J-5C Reallocation and Growth Spreadsheet

Enclosures to all Infant Program Growth Eligible SELPA Directors:
Infant Program Response/Estimated Allocation of Growth Form for

Calculated Growth Units

Enclosures to all Directors of Sparse or LCI Impacted SELPAs who
operate Infant Prodgrams:
Infant Program Sparsity/LCI Impaction Waiver/Growth Request Form
Infant Program Sparsity and LCI Impaction Waiver Estimated

Allocation of Growth Form
Enclosure to SELPA Business Managers of Infant Program SELPAs:

1990-91 Infant J-50 Reallocation and Growth Spreadsheet

(infgrowth.ltr)
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SPECIAL EDUCATION
FEDERAL PRESCHOOL GRANT PROGRAM

QVERVIEW OF 1990-91 FUNDING

The 1990-91 funding will be based on the following:

ENTITLEMENT
TWO GRANTS WILL BE ISSUED FOR THE PRESCHOOL PROGRAM:
1. UNIT FUNDING: (PREVIOUSLY CONTINUATION FUNDING)

SELPAs which had an April 1990 pupil count of three and four year
old children who do not require intensive service (NOT-RIS) are
eligible for funding under the Federal Preschool Grant Program.

The formula for determining each SELPA's UNIT FUNDING amount is
the same as the one used in 1989-90.

Units are calculated on the April count of 3-4 NOT-RIS
divided by 24.

The designated implementing local educational agency's
(LEA's) rate for RSP (including the support ratio and
the aide) at 40% and DIS (including the support services
ratio) at 60% are combined to make the Preschool
instructional personnel service unit (IPSU) rate.

UNIT FUNDING for 1990-91 will not generate the additional $5,000
per unit for supplementary services.

The UNIT FUNDING will not be affected by the December 1, 1991 Pupil
Count.

ek ok o ok ok ke k ok

THERE WILL BE NO EXPANSION FUNDING IN 1990-91.
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2. REGIONAL SERVICES/PROGRAM SPECIALIST FUNDS

An adjustment will be made to 1989-90 REGIONALIZED SERVICES /PROGRAM
SPECIALISTS FUNDS (RS/PS) calculated on the 3-4 NOT-RIS population.
The amount will be equal to the average of December and April NOT-
RIS counts (3 and 4 year NOT-RIS December 1, 1989 and 3 and 4 NOT-
RIS April 1, 1990 divided by 2) multiplied times $99 minus the
amount for RS/PS calculated for NOT-RIS in 1989-90. This
adjustment would typically occur after the April 1 count. Time did
not permit this adjustment to occur in 1989-90 so it will be
included for 1990-91.
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For example:

il

SELPA A SELPA B
December 1989 3-4 NOT-RIS 30 30
X 99 X .99
Dollars received in 1989-90 $2,970 $2,970
for RS/PS via the Federal
Preschool Grant Program
December 1989 3=-4 NOT-RIS 30 30
April 1990 3-4 NOT-RIS —_40 16
70 46
—_— 2
1989-90 Average 3-4 NOT-RIS 35 23
X 99 —X.99
$3,465 $2,277
Less amount already received =2,970 =-2,970
Additional to be paid in
1990-91 $ 495
Reduction to be taken in
1990-91 $ <693>

The calculation for RS/PS for 1990-91 FUNDS will be the same as in
1989~90. It will be equal to the RS/PS dollar amount used on the
1990-91 First principal Apportionment (J-50 Forms) multiplied times
the average of the December 1, 1990, and April 1, 1991, counts of
3 and 4 year old NOT=RIS. Your SELPA will receive an increase to
your funding after December 1, 1990 for RS/PS FUNDS with a second
adjustment after April 1, 1991 in the 1991-92 fiscal year. This
amount is not to be included on the First and Second Principal
Appoztionment for 1990-91, respectively, to preclude double
funding.

khkkhhkhhhhhhhhh
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GRANT A DS

The total ENTITLEMENT for the Federal Preschool Grant Program as
discussed is available from three funding sources:

1. P.L. 94-142 lLocal Assistance Grant_ =-- This
grant contains a portion for this preschool

program. The amount is based on your SELPA
count of 3 and 4 NOT-RIS on December 1, 1989
multiplied times the per pupil amount for the
94-142 Local Assistance Grant calculated on
the NET-ENT page of the 1990-91 First Principal
Apportionment (J-50 Forms), and

2. P.L. 29-457 Preschool Grant for Unit Funding

-~ This grant will equal the difference between
the total UNIT FUNDING AMOUNT as explained
previously and the portion of the P.L. 94-142
Local Assistance Grant designated for this
preschool program as discussed in item "1".

3. P.L. 99-457 Preschool Grant for RS/PS -- This
. grant will equal the amount calculated per

sectinn 2 of the ENTITLEMENT.

EXAMPLE:

UNIT FUNDING $56,000

RS/PS FUNDING 4,000

TOTAL ENTITLEMENT $60,000

P.L. 94-142 Grant for Local Assistance $ 7,500
for 3-4 Not RIS

P.L. 99-457 Grant For UNIT FUNDING 48,500
($56,000 =7,500)

P.L. 99-457 Grant for RS/PS FUNDING 4,000

$60, 000

IMPORTANT NOTE: Regardless of when the P.L. 99-457 Grant Awards
are made available to LEAs, the funds may be used to cover
authorized expenditures incurred from July 1, 1990 to June 30,

1991.

If you have questions, please contact Markie Harvey-Thomas at (916)
323-4762, SpecialNet User Name: CA.PRID.MH.

D-3
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Exhibit D-1

FUNDING MECHANISM FOR THREE TO FIVE YEAR OLDS

3 YEAR RIS 3 YEAR NOT
RIS
PLSS-457 PLO4- 142
Fadoral + Basic for
Grant 3-4 Not Ris
4 YEAR RIS 4 YEAR NOT
RIS
STATE
FUNDING

5 PRESCHOOL

5 KINDERGARTEN

RIS = requiras intonsive sorvicos

NOT RIS = daes not require intansive servico




SPECIAL EDUCATION
FEDERAI, PRESCHOOL GRANT PROGRAM

UTH CCOo TY - 90-91

1. HOW IS THE CALCULATION OF SUPPLEMENTARY SERVICES FUNDS CHANGED
FROM 1989-90 TO 1990-917?

1989-90 was the last year for EXPANSION FUNDING;
therefore, it was also the last year for the $5,000 per
unit Supplementary Services Funds.

2. WHAT ARE THE MINIMUM REQUIREMENTS FOR EXPENDITURES?

o]

1.0 FTE certificated staff per unit of funding.
Classified staff may be hired on the same ratio,
certificated to classified, as permitted via tha J=50.

Special education and related services for children
between ages of 3 and 5 years 11 months.

3. WHAT COSTS ARE ALLOWABLE?

Allowable cost includes:

*NOTE:

o Salaries and benefits
O Assessment Services
o Advisory Committees

o Administrative costs necessary
to carry out the grant
accounting/budgeting/audits
communication costs
data processing
recruitment costs - i.e., advertising

o Leasing or renting of facilities

o Maintenance or repair of equipment or facility
"that does not add to the permanent value of the
property or prolong its intended life"

o Building alterations that do not exceed $10,000%

o Travel "on official business"

wWhen the capital assets, including building alterations,
purchased with federal funds are sold or are no longer
used by the preschool special education program, the
portion of the equity accrued must be refunded in the
same proportion as the federal contribution in its
initial cost.

D-5
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o Transportation

o Materials and other supplies for instructional
services in the classroom, home or other
appropriate instructional setting which are
"necessary to carry out the grant"

o Capital outlay that costs no more than $10,000
per purchase (See Number 9 for the definition
of capital outlay)

o0 Indirect cost rate not to exceed 4% (E.C. 56732)
o Printing and reproductions

o Meetings/conferences including exhibits to
disseminate grant information

o Inservice training/staff development

4. CAN THESE COSTS BE INCURRED VIA CONTRACT(S) FOR PURCHASE
OF PROGRAMS OR SERVICES?

Yes.

5. WHAT COSTS ARE NOT ALLOWABLE?

Rental/lease to purchase

6. CAN THE LEA PROVIDE MATCHING FUNDS TO ALLOW A PURCHASE OVER
$10,0007?

Yes, however other federal funds may not be used as the match.
When the capital assets, including building alterations,
purchased with federal funds are sold or are no longer used
by the preschool special education program, the portion of the
equity accrued must be refunded in the same proportion as the
federal contribution toward its initial cost. Example: If
the federal funds paid for 50% of the initial cost of an item
then 50% of the equity must be refunded.

7. ON THE J-200/400 "ANNUAL FINANCIAL AND BUDGET REPORT" HOW DOES
THE LEA ACCOUNT FOR THE FEDERAL FUNDING RECEIVED FOR THIS

PROGRAM?

Account for the P.L. 94-142 funding which contributed to
preschool funding (those funds not used as a deduct on the




Authorized Expenditures/Accountability

- 1990-91

Page 3

J- 50) and the P.L. 99-457 grant under account 8182
"piscretionary Grant". Account under 8181, "Entitlement per
UDPC" only for the portion of the P.L. 94-142 Local
Assistance Grant which is a deduct on the J~50 Line 15, EDP
373.

ON THE J-380/580 "ANNUAL PROGRAM COST DATA REPORT!" HOW DOES
THE LEA ACCOUNT FOR THE PRESCHOOL PROGRAM EXPENDITURES?

Account for the preschool program expenditures under EDP 343
"94-142 Discretionary Grants" included within the Special
Projects Section of the J-380/580. This includes the portion
of the P.L. 94-142 grant which contributed to preschool
funding (those funds not used as a deduct on the J-50) and the
P.L. 99-457 grant.

WHAT ARE THE DEFINITIONS OF CAPITAL  EXPENDITURES, LEGALLY
OBLIGATED (AS USED IN GRANT AWARD) AND CAPITAL OUTLAY?

capital expenditures. The cost of facilities, equipment, other
capital assets, and repairs which materially increase the

value or useful life of capital assets. (74-Appendix C-Part
2¢3 of the Education Department General Administrative
Regulation (EDGAR), Federal)

Legally Obligated. The following table shows when a grantee
makes nsbligations for various kinds of property and services:
(76.707 of the Education Department General Administrative
Regulation (EDGAR), Federal)

If the obligation is for The obligation is made

(a) Acquisition of real or per- On the date on which the
sonal property. grantee makes a binding
written commitment to
acquire the property.

(b) Personal services by an When the services are per-
employee of the grantee. formed.

(c) Personal services by a on the date on which the
contractor who is not an grantee makes a binding
employee of the grantee. written commitment to

obtain the services.

(d) Performance of work on the date on which the
other than personal serv- grantee makes & binding
ices. written cormitment to

obtain the work.
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(e) Public utility services When the grantee receives
the services.
(f) Travel When the travel is taken.
(g) Rental of real or personal When the grantee uses the
property. property.

Capital Outlay expenditures are those that result in the
acquisition of capital assets or additions to capital assets.
They are expenditures for sites: improvement of sites;
buildings; improvement of buildings; building fixtures;
service systems; and purchase of initial or additional
equipment. (School Accounting Manual, State)

10. BY WHAT DATE MUST FEDERAL FUNDS BE "LEGALLY OBLISATED" AND
MEXPENDED"?

All Federal funds issued for the support of all grants through
the Special Fducation Division must be "legally obligated" by
June 30, 1991. These obligations must be expended before they
can be reported as an expenditure on Line B, "“Total
Expenditures", on the Form 794-017 Expenditure Report.
Typically this would be September 1, 1991, when the
Expenditure Report is due. The amount of the funds which are .
"legally obligated" bu:t not expended by June 30, 1991, will
be ccnsidered deferred income for the 1990-91 fiscal year. The
LEA accounts for the eXpenditures which take place between
July 1, 1991 and September 1, 1991 in the 1991-92 fiscal year.

The date that the goods or services are received determines
in which fiscal year an obligation is recognized as an
expenditure. If goods or services are received before the end
of the 1990-91 fiscal year, the purchase order or contract is
accrued to the 1990-91 fiscal year even though the invoice may
be paid after June 30, 1991. However, if the purchase order
or contract is completed prior to June 30, 1991, but the goods
or services are received after that date, income to cover
these obligations is deferred to the 1991-92 fiscal year, and
the expenditure is recorded in the 1991-92 fiscal year. A
separate legal audit trail must be established in the 1991~
92 fiscal year which will close in September and will not be
part of the 1991-92 budget.

If you have questions concerning how the LEA accounts for
these "obligations and expenditures" from a business
perspective please call Laura Bruno of the Fiscal Oversight
and Management Assistance Division (FOMAD) of the Department
of Education, 916/322-1770. .
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SB 1870, II-3
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