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Foreword

State, Local, and Federai Financing for lliinois Public Schools, 1992-93 provides information on the
sources and amounts of funds available for pre-kindergarten to post-secondary education in illincis
common schools. The publication contains a summary of Fiscal Year 1993 appropriations io the illinois
State Board of Education, as well as appropriations for educationally related purposes made to other state
agencles.

Information Is provided on the sources and uses of state revenues, sources of local revenues, school
reform legislation, and legislation which affects school financial management. Tax-rate limitations,
interfund trausfers, short- and iong-term borrowing, and information on the required recording of district
revenues and expenditures are included.

State programs and their funding are included in Chapter I. Federal programs and their funding are
included in Chapter I Chapter III summarizes recent state legislation mainly affecting instructional
programs, school district accounting practices, and other financial issues. Chapter IV coversschool district
reorganization alternatives and activities. Chapter V covers topics related to school finance practices. The
actjvities of the Illinois Financial Accounting Committee, a report on the Task Force on School Finance
and efforts dealing with financially troubled school districts are included in Chapter V1.

This publication is intended to serve as a source document for obtaining a basic understanding of Illinois
school flnance. It can serve as a discussion guide, an outline for individual and group analyses, and
supplementary reading in school finance courses. Because much of the information in this docurment
provides an abbreviated treatment of complex matters, further study is necessary for a complete
understanding of the subject of school finance and program funding in illinois schools. Included as
appendices are a glossary, a school finance biblography, graphs of general state aid distribution, and
representative forms and computation sheets.

The information this year has been compiled by the State Board of Education, Department of School
Finance, with input and assistance from other departments within the State Board of Education, and the
Bureau of the Budget. Contributions to the 199293 update information have been made by Dr. Louis
D. Audi, John T. Dee, G. Darrell Elliott, Dr. William L, Hinrichs, Dr, David W, Scott, Patrick L. Toomey, and
Carol Groves of the Department of School Finance and many others of the program staff. Mary M. Johnson
and Lynn Rhoades, Staff Support Services, provided the typing/word processing services. Publication of
this year's monograph was under the direction of Gary V. Ey, Assistant Superintendent, Department of
School Finance.

Robert Leininger
State Superintendent of Education
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Revenues for [llinols common schools for the 1992.93 school year
(state Fiscal Year 1993) total an estimated $10,345.6 million. In
[llinols, as in most other states, educatlon is financed through a
combination of state, local and federal monies. The state portion
of these 199293 revenues is $3,475.4 million (33.59%), the local
share is 2n estimated $6,007.3 million (58.07%), and the federal
share is $862.9 million (8.34%).

State Funding

State revenues which support lllinois elementary and secondary
schools are provided for a variety of legislatively established
programs. The majority of the state support for schools (61.02%)
is allotted throuph the General State Aid {GSA) formula. For Fiscal
Year 1993, a total of $2,121 billion in General State Aid will be
distributed to 932 school districts, two state laboratory schools
and fifteen alternative schools. The amount provided to each
school district varies with the relative wealth of each district (as
measured by property values), the number of students attending
a district's schools, a measure of the Incidence of poverty within
a distré<t's stedent population, and the local tax effort exerted by
the school district (as measured by minimum qualifying property
tax rates).

Other major state financial support for schoois is in the form of
categorical and special program grants and grants for school
reform and improvement initiatives. State categorical grants
include funds for special educatien, transportation, vocational
education, school lunches and breakfasts, bilingual education,
textbooks, adult education, and pifted and remedial student
programs. Reform and school Improvement programs, most
enacted in 1985, provide additlonal program grants for schools.
Major funding Is provided for atrisk programs such as preschool
education, elementary school reading programs and truancy and
dropout prevention projects. For the 1992-93 school year, state
appropriations for categorical and special programs totaled approxi:
mately $713 million. School improvement funding totaled ap-
proximately $169 million.

The state also provides for the employer's (schoo! district)
contributions to the two pension systems in which Illinois elemen-
tary and secondary teachers participate. State appropriations for
the Illinois Teachers' Retirement System and the Chicago Teachers'
Pension and Retirement System totaled $330.6 million for Fiscal
Year 1993,

Induded in our Isting of state support for education are state
appropriatlons for educational purposes other than the operation
of the common schools. Among the items included are capital
projects funding, support for public and nonpublic school equip-
ment purchases, literacy program grants and grants for relmburse-
ment to parents or guardians for the costs of school transportation
expenses.

overview

Local Funding

The primary source of local funding for Hllinois schools is the local
property tax. The estimates of locul revenues in this publicadon
are based upon the local real property tax authority of schools and
the receipts of corporate personal property replacement taxes,
Excluded from these estimates are proceeds from the sale of
bonds, income from the sale of property or equipment, investment
income, fees and assessments, revenues from food program sales,
and other miscellaneous income, such as impact fees from real
estate developers,

Iliinois real property values and related taxes are established on
a calendar-year basis. Property assessments for the 1991 calendar
year provide the basis for property tax revenues distributed in
calendar year 1992, Statedirected multipller adjustments are
deslgned to assure equal valuation treatment across Illincis' 102
counties. Equalized Assessed Valuations (EAV) represent the
taxable property base for schools as certified by the lllinois
Department of Reverue.

The estimates for local property tax revenues for 1992-93 used In
this publication are approximations of the property tax levies for
the 1991 tax year. This represents tax extensions in 1992. This
1992 estimate of $5.710 blllien is based upon estimated district
tax rates for 1991 taxes payable in 1992 Actual property tax
receipts to a district in 199293 will vary as a result of collection
differences, local accounting practices and the tax rates adopted
in December 1991. This Is also the first year that the provislons
of the Property Tax Extension Limitation Act apply to the “collar
countles.”

The other major source of locally related revenue for schools is
corporate petsonal property replacement tax (CPPRT) revenues.
Untl 1979 Illinois law allowed the taxation of the personal
property of businesses. This revenue source was eliminated in
1979 and replaced with an alternative tax on [llinois businesses.
The CPPRT imposes a state-collected tax on the net income of
businesses{corporations, partnarships and trusts) and an invested
capital tax on utilities. The proceeds of this tax are distributed to
local taxing bodies in proportion to the relative share of personal
property taxes received by these locai taxing bodies prierto 1979.
Collectively, public schools recelve approximately 52 percent of
the replacement revenues generated by the CPPRT. The remaining
revenues are distrlbuted to over 4900 other units of local
government.

It has been reported by the [llinols Department of Revenue that
$288.7 million in CPPRT was distributed to local schools in the
1992 fiscal year. Itls estimated that about $297 million in CPPRT
will be distributed to focal schools during the 1992 calendar year
and about $305.5 milllon in Fiscal Year 1993.
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eral financial support for the nation’s schools is provided
primarily through grants and reimbursements from the US.
Department of Education and the U.5. Department of Agriculture
made to state education agencies. Most federal financlal ald s
directed toward the support of students from low-Income house-
holds or is Limited to suppost for speclal programs or populations.

virtually all federal support for schools in lllinois is granted to the
1llinois State Board of Education (ISBE) and distributed, in turn,
by ISBE to local school districts. Just over §852.9 mililon for
varlous federal programs has been appropriated by the Elinois
General Assembly for the 199293 school year. Of this amoumnt,
approximately $827.4 milllon will be available to local educa-
tional agencles, with the remainder appropriated to ISBE for the
adminlstration, monitoring, and program support services pro-
vided directly by the State Board of Education.

The two largest federal funding sources are the Chapter 1
Elementary and Secondary Education Act (ESEA) program {$321 mil-
lion) and the 10.S. Department of Agriculture's school food pro-
grams ($264 million). Other significant federal funding is pro-
vided for speclal education (§82 mlllion), vocational education
($47.6 mililon) and school improvement (ESEA, Chapter 2) pro-
grams (§17.5 million).

The only significant federal funding provided directly to local
schools In 1llinois Is federal Impact Aid. This assistance, which
offsets the loss of potentlal local property taxes attributable to
federal use of property In a district, totals approximately $10
million for the 1992-93 school year.

Organization of This Publication

The remalnder of this Overview section provides summary infor-
mation on the recent history of state, local and federal funding for
Hlinols schools. Also Included Is a brief summary of the overall
budgetof the State of lltinois, as well as Information on the number
of students and school districts in Illinois.

Chapter 1 presents detailed informatlon concerning state pro-
grams and basic state requirements related to the operation of the
commeon schools in Hlincis. A brief description is provided of the
various programs supported by state funds. If more understand-
ing of these programs is required, please contact the specific
program administrators directly.

Chapter I1 provides a summary of the purposes, limliations and
funding for the varlous federal educational programs operating in
Ilinots schools.

Chapter Il provides briefsynopses of recently enacted leglslation
affecting instructlonal programs, accountlng practices and other
financial Issues.

Chapter IV providesInformatlon on school district reorganization.
Included are discussions of the various reorganizalion alternatlves

available to school districts and a brlef summary of the results of
such reorganizations from Flscal Year 1981 through Fiscal
Year 1993

Chapter ¥ provides information on school finance and zccounting
practlces and procedures. Included are dlscussions of property tax
levying procedures, tax-rate limitations, fund and interfund ac-
counting matters, short-term and long-term borrowing limitations,
revenue and expenditure accounting requirements and related
administrative ftems.

Chapter VI provides information on the identification and monf-
toring of financlally troubled school districts. Information on the
role and contributions of the 1llinols Financlal Accounting Commit-
tee is included. House Joint Resolution 18 (B6th General Assenr
bly) created a Task Force on School Finance; Senate Joint Resolu-
tion 1 (87th General Assembly) increased the size of the Task Force
and extended lts life. Informatlon on the organization and goals
and objectlves of the Task Force is included in this chapter.

Twelve appendices conclude the publication. The appendices
include charts and forms related to General State Aid, a glossary
of terms, and a school finance bibliography.

State Sources of Revenues

For Fiscal Year 1993, state revenues to all funds wlll total an
estimated $25.7 bllllon. Major sources of state revenues are the
individual and corporate Income tax (approximately 22.1 percent
of estimated total 1993 revenues), federal grants and reimburse-
ments {25.8%), the Retailers Occupation and Use (sales) Tax
(18.2%), the motor fuel taxes and fees (7.1%), and the gross
proceeds of the lilinois State Lottery (4.4%). Taxes on alcohol,
tobacco, parl-mutuel betting, real estate transfers and private car
sales, along with various other fee licensure and transaction
proceeds, are included as part of total state revenues, The state
also raises revenues from the sale of general obligation and other
bonds.

Fipure I depicts the projected state revenues to all funds, by major
source, for Fiscal Year 1993. The percentages of revenues from
these sources show a slight variance from Fiscal Year 1992. The
percentage of revenue from the income tax decreased slightly. The
percentages of revenue from the road taxes and fees, sales tax,
state lottery, and minor sources of revenue decreascd; the
percentage of revenues from federal ald Increased.

State revenues and appropriations (spending authority) are ac
counted for by asslgnment 1o various fund groupings. The general
funds, the largest fund grouplng, constitute the majority of
appropriation authority.

Funding for lllinols schools Is provided primarily through the
general funds grouping of the State of lllinois. This grouping
inclitdesthe General Revenue Fund, the Common School Fund, the
Educatlon Assistance Fund, and the Common School Speclal
AccountFund. Included in the revenue accounting of these genera
funds are the net proceeds from the Illlnols State Lottery, whict
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are the Common School Fund of the state. The major
‘evenue to the general funds of the state are the sales
the income tax, the public utilitles tax, and net lottery
proceeds. The lower portion of Flgure 1 depicts, by source, the
revenues of the general funds of the state for Fiscal Year 1992 and

an estimate of comparable revenues for Fiscal Year 1993,

As shown in Figure 1, the revenues of the general funds are
projected to be £14.823 billion in Fiscal Year 1993, an increase of
$606 million over Fiscal Year 1992. Sales taxes are projected at
$4.089 billion for Fiscal Year 1993, an increase of $103 million
over Fiscal Year 1992. Income taxes (corporate and individual)
are projected to increase from $5.054 billion in Fiscal Year 1992
to $5.245 billion in Fiscal Year 1993, an increase of $191 million.

The projections of state income depicted are based upon informarion
provided by the Illinois Bureau of the Budget.

State Lottery Proceeds

The proceeds of the lllinois State Lottery represent a significant
source of state revenues. Approximately 40 percent of the sales
of the state lottery become net revenue for the state. in Fisca] Year
1992 lottery sales of $1.525 billion generated approximately $610
million in net proceeds for state government. (A portion of the
gross proceeds from the Lottery are used to make payments to
prize winners.)

The Illinois State Lottery was enacted in 1973. The first lottery
proceeds were available in Flscal Year 1975, Until mid-1985
lottery proceeds were deposited to the state’s General Revenue
Fund. As a result, lottery proceeds benefited education and other
state-operated programs and services. A 1985 change in state law
provided that all net lottery proceeds be deposited to the Common
School Fund.

As a result of this 1985 legislatlon, all net lottery proceeds are
dedicated sclely to elementary and secondary educatior. This fact,
however, has become a source of public confuston. Many
mistakenly believe that this shift in state accounting practice
provided additlonal revenues to support education. Thisisnotthe
case,

Prior to this 1985 change, a majority of spending from the
Common School Fund was the result of transfers into the Common
Schiool Fund from the General Revenue Fund. With the 1985
thange, the amount required from the General Revenue Fund to
meet appropriations from the Commen School Fund has been
reduced by the available lottery proceeds. Inshort, this accounting
change, while assuring that lottery proceeds are spent entirely « i1
elementary and secondary educatlon, has reduced rellance upon
monies from the General Revenue Fund for education spending.

The $650 million in lottery proceeds expected for Fiscal Year 1993
does clearly assist the state in funding elementary and secondary
educavon. Without this fourth largest source of state operating

revenue, the ability for the state to meet its funding obligations to
education would be diminished. Lottery revenues representabout

18.7 percent of the state revenues supporting elementary and
secondary education.

Table 1 provides a comparison of net lottery proceeds to total
appropriations for elementary and secondaty education from
Fiscal Year 1975 to Fiscal Year 1993.

Other School Fund Revenues

In addition to lottery proceeds, revenues to the Commeon School
Fund come from a variety of other sources. One-fourth of the state
share of revenues from the Retailers’ Occupation and Use Tax
(commonly referred to as the state sales tax) is depostted into the
Common School Special Account Fund. Portions of the receipts
from the Bingo Tax Act and the Cigarette Tax Act are deposited to

TABLE 1

Net Lottery Proceeds Compared
to Total Appropriations
for Elementary and Secondary Education
(§ in millions)

Fiscal Total Net Lottery Proceeds
Year Appropriations  AmoUnt % of Total
1993 $3,475.40 $650.00 18.70%
1992 3.433.90 610.00 17.76
1991 3,499.60 590.00 16.86
1990 3,487.50 594.00 17.03
1989 3,000.10 580.10 19.54
1988 2,866.40 524.41 18.30
1987 2,985.40 553.06 18.53
1986 2,767.90 551.79 19.94
19850 2,427.90 502.83 20.71
1984 2,236.10 365.40 16.34
1983 2,103.20 216.30 10.28
1982 2,243.30 138.61 6.18
1981 2,328.10 20.35 3.88
1980 2,218.50 33.15 1.49
1979 2,128.90 32.63 1.53
1978 2,040.90 33.54 1.64
1977 2,000.60 43.63 2.18
1976 1,988.10 75.95 3.82
1975 1,631.00 55.19 3.38
 Pstimate

b Beginning in FY BS, net lottery proceeds were deposited Into the Common Schaol
Fund
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n School Fund. In additlon, a portion of the revenues
m the Telecommunications Act (interstate messages tax) is
eposited to the Common School Fund, Revenues from River Boat
Gambling also go into the Common School Fund.

Other earmarked sources of revenues to the Common School Fund
exist, though most of these contribute only small amounts to the
fund. An additional source of earmarked funding for school-
related activity is derlved from portions of drivers' licensefees and
lcense-related fines. These monles are appropriated for the
support of drivers’' education and safety programs.

Uses of State Revenues

Myriad programs and services are supported by the revenues and
appropriations of the State of Illinois. In addltion to the direct and
contracted provision of services including public assistance, men-
tal health, corrections, and highway construction and mainte-
nance, the state provides a wide range of grants and reimburse-
ments to units of loca] government including school districts. The
state also collects and distributes certain revenues on behalf of
units of local government ([ocal sales taxes and regional transpor-
tation taxes).

Across all funds, state government appropriations for spending in
Fiscal Year 1993 totaled $28.909 billion, which is an increase over
Fiscal Year 1992 of $74 milllon or 0.26%. The Fiscal Year 1992
and Flscal Year 1993 distributions of appropriations for all funds
are shown In the left side portion of Figure 2.

Approximately $6.96 billion, or 24,1 percent, of the total state
Fiscal Year 1993 appropriations across zll funds Is for elementary
and secondary and higher educatfonal purposes. The total for
elementary and secondary education is $4,252 blllion, or approxt-
mately 14.7 percent of all state appropriations. This total includes
$852.7 million in federal educatlon funds appropriated to the
Hilnois State Board of Educadon, as well as $86.4 million in
appropriations and reappropriations made to other state agencies.

The total (all funds) appropriations, reflected on the left side of
Figure 2, support a wide variety of state government activities. A
more traditional vlew of state government actlvitiesIs represented
by the operating budget of the state, reflecting the appropriations
from the state's general funds. The right side of Figure 2 reflects
appropriations from the general funds. In the main, the general
funds of the state are represented by the appropriations from the
General Revenue Fund, the Common School Fund, and the
Education Assistance Fuad. Excluded from the general funds are
the various capltal building and transportation funds of the state,
activity assoclated with most debt service, certain state distribu-
tive ald, revolving funds and university income funds.

Flgure 2 also provides comparative Information on the appropria-
tlons from the state's general funds for varlous services. The Fiscal
Year 1993 appropriation total of $13.215 billlon for operating
purposes represents a decrease of some $608 million from the
comparable Fiscal Year 1992 appropriations.

Since most education appropriations are from the general funds
of the state, educatfon overall represents a larger share of the
operating budget appropriations of the state than of the total
appropriations. Appropriations for all educational activity (higher
educatlon and common schools) are 37.3 percent of the General
Funds appropriatlons for Fiscal Year 1993. Elementary and
secondary education appropriations for Fiscal Year 1993 repre-
sent 25.2 percent of total general funds appropriations.

There are significant differences between the revenues shown in
Figure 1 and appropriatlons as shown in Flgure 2. These dliffer-
ences are largely attributable to interfund transfers and
reappropriations.

Proportions of State. Local
and Federal Education Funding

Table 2 provides a depletion of the approximate dollar support
levels and the relative share of funding for public elementary and
secondary education in Illinois as provided from state, local and
federal sources. A 20-year history Is included.

For most years, federal funding includes amounts unspent in prior
years and reappropriated in the subsequent year. The state
appropriation totalsin Table 2 include certain projects and capital
funds reappropriated from prior year(s). Additionally, state totals
include amounts appropriated for educationally related purposes
other than the operation of the common schools.

The local funds in Table 2 are further depicted in Table 3. The
local property tax figures in Table 3 represent approximations of
avallable revenues. The figures In the third column are tax
extenslons—the product of equalized assessed property values
times the total tax rate as set by each district. These figures
represent accrued revenues generated from the total tax rate of
each district. Actual local property tax receipts for a given school
district can be affected by tax dlstribution delays, protested tax
payments, property assessment appeals, and tax revenues not paid
toschool districts as a result of Enterprise Zones or Tax Increment
Financing areas, (Most school districts In 1llinols operate on a cash
accounting basls.)

For tax years 1972 through 1978, the amounts n the third column
of Table 3 reflect the combined proceeds from corporate personal
property taxes and real property taxes. Slnce 1979, with the
abolition of the corporate personal property tax (CPPT), the state
has collected the corporate personal property replacement tax
(CPPRT) and distributed these tax revenues by formula to school
districts. The CPPRT revenues from 1979 forward are reflected In
the fourth column.

The fifth column of Table 3 reflects other local revenues of school
districts as reported to the [llinois State Board of Education. These
revenues include the income derived from the sale of bonds (for
years prior to 1987-88) or the sale of property ot equipment,
investment Income, Income from school food services, and rev-
enue generated through fees and assessments. The most recent
data available are for the 1990-91 school year.
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0st school districts operate on a cash accounting basis and
since recelpts can be income generated from current or prior-year
tax extensions, total revenues from ] scal sourees lack a degree of
analytical comparability from year to year.

For comparative purposes, Table 2 calculates the relative share of
state, local and federal funding, using the data in the last column
of Table 3 as the local share. This figure excludes “Other Local
Revenues,” as these funds are not the product of taxation and are
not comparable from an accounting perspective to the revenues
from property taxes and corporate personal property replacement
taxes.

A separate annual publication of the State Board of Education,
Hlinois Public Schools Financial Statistics and Local Properly
Tax Dala, provides a more complete deplction of local revenues
for all school districts,
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TABEEZ
[

State, Local, and Federal Receipts of Funds for the Common Schools

($ in millions)
Percent Percent Percent

Year* State § State Local §* Local Pederal §  FPederal Totals §
1992-1993 $3.475.4 3359%  $6,007.3 58.07% $862.94 8.34% $10,345.6
1991-1992 3,433.9 35.21 55558 56.97 7625 7.82 9,752.2
1990-1991 3,499.6 37.72 5,060.7 54.54 718.7 7.75 9,279.0
1989-1990 3,4875 39.35 4,700.5 53.13 666.8 7.52 8,863.8
1988-1989 3,000.1 37.75 4,308.3 54,21 639.4 8.04 7.947.8
1987-1988 2,866.4 3897 3.910.7 53.16 579.2 7.87 7,356.3
1986-1987 2,985.4 41.82 3,634.2 50.50 519.8 7.28 71394
1985-1986 2,767.9 41.04 34813 51.62 494.8 7.34 6,744.0
1984-1985 2,427.9 39.16 3,323.0 53.59 449.6 7.25 6,200.5
1983-1984 2,236.1 3815 3,182.9 54.30 442.4 755 5,861.4
1982:1983 2,103.2 38.11 29744 53.89 4413 8.00 5,518.9
1981.1982 2,243.3 40.15 2,844.9 50.91 499.6 8.94 5587.8
19801981 2,328.1 43.13 2,595.9 48.10 4734 8.77 5,397.4
1979-1980 2,2185 4234 2,485.0 47.43 536.3 10.23 5,239.8
19781979 2,128.9 43.86 2,298.0 47.34 4270 8.80 4,.853.9
19771978 2,040.9 4432 2,134.0 46.35 429.8 9.33 4,604.7
19761977 2,000.6 46.88 1,943.0 45.52 324.2 7.60 42678
19751976 1,988.1 48.36 1,856.8 45.16 266.5 6.48 41114
1974-1975 1,631.0 39.20 2,310.6 55.53 219.1 5.27 4,160.7
19731974 1,325.8 38.10 1,962.5 56.39 1918 5.51 3,480.1

* Includes local real property tax revenues as estimated by the total property tax extenslon of districts and corporate personal property
replacement funds for the years 1980-81 through 1992-93. For other years, the total includes real and personal property tax revenues.

Not Included as local revenue are proceeds from the sale of bonds, investment income, sales of fixed 2ssets and equipment, sales of foed,
and fees. See the [ast column of Table 2.

® Appropriated amount, including reappropriations (see detail at the end of Chapter 1).

¢ Estimate hased upon estimated 1991 property tax equalized assessed valuations multiplied by the 1990 tax year total tax rate of each
district, plus estimated Corporate Personal Property Replacement Tax recelpts beglnning with 1980-1981.

4 Appropriated amount, including reappropriations (see detailed table in Chapter II).

* N.B. Fiscal years and school years overlap with local tax years. The state and federal funds shown are on a school-year basis (June 30
year-end). !ocal revenues reflect a cafendar-year basls. For example, the 1992.93 year includes actual state and federal appropriations
for state Fiscal Year 1993 and an estimation of local revenues accruing to school districts during calendar (collection) year 1992. Local
property tax recelpts for 1992 are a function of property assessments and tax rates for tax year 1991.
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@ Elementary and Secondary School Income from Local Sources

. ($ in millions)
Tax Collection  Property Tax  CPP Replacemnent Other Locai  Total Regular

Year Year Revenues® Fund Revenues® Revenues*
1991 1992 $5,710.3¢ $297.01 N/A $6,007.3
1990 1991 5,253.2 302.6 669.9 5,555.8
1989 1990 4,7384 322.3 661.4 5,060.7
1988 1989 4,3619 347.6 590.5 4,709.5
1987 1988 3,968.9 3364 575.2 4,308.3
1986 1987 3,571.3 339.4 9194 3,910.7
1985 1986 3,334.2 300.7 995.7 3,634.9
1984 1985 3,187 294.3 996.0 3,481.3
1983 1984 3,088 235.0 865.0 3,323.0
1982 1983 2,980 202.9 590.1 3,182.9
1981 1982 2,708 200.4 710.3 2974.4
1980 1981 2,567 277.9 619.3 2,844.9
1979 1980 2,307 288.9 367.2 2,595.9
1978 1979 2,485 (included in 364.2 2,485.0
1977 1978 2,298 prior column 288.3 2,298.0
1976 1977 2,134 for years 299.3 2,134.0
1975 1976 1,943 prior to 299.0 1,943.0
1974 1975 1,857 1979) 3770 1,857.0
1973 1974 1,817 412.0 1,817.0
1972 1973 1,749 279.0 1,749.0

* For the tax years 1979 through 1990, this represents accrued revenue estimated from real property taxes only. For tax years prior t¢
1979, this represents estimated accrued revenue from real property taxes and corporate personal property taxes, Revenues are derlved
by multiplying the total tax rate times the applicable equalized assessed property base for the tax year. For years prior to 1974, record:
of the State Board of Education are incomplete. These figures are repeated from prioryear editions of this publication.

b As reported to the State Board of Education by school districts on the Annual Financlal Report. Information is not comparai)]e to the
local revenues reflected in the second and third columns, No data are available for the 1992-93 school year.

¢ Based upon estimated 1991 (tax year) equalized assessed valuations multiplied by the 1990 tax year total tax rate of each district.
4 Estimated payments to be made by the [llinols Department of Revenue for calendar year 1992,

¢ This apparent sharp reduction in Other Local Revenucs is due to a change in reporting. Bond proceeds and interfund transfers, recordec
as local revenues In prior years, were recorded and reported as Other Financing Sources beginning with Fiscal Year 1988.

* For comparative purposes, only estimated local tax extensions and corporate replacement tax revenues are included.




iy
iy Operating Public School Districts by Type

Elementary Secondary Unit Total
School Year Districts Districts Districts Districts*
1992-1993 406 111 415 932
1991-1992 410 113 423 946
1990-1991 415 114 424 953
1989-1990 418 115 428 961
1988-1989 422 117 433 972
1987-1988 423 119 439 981
1986-1987 428 122 443 993
1985-1986 431 122 444 997
1984-1985 433 124 448 1,005
1983-1984 435 125 447 1,007
1982-1983 435 125 448 1,008
1981-1982 437 125 448 1,010
1980-1081 438 125 448 1,011
1979-1980 438 125 448 1,011
19781979 438 125 448 1,011
1977-1978 443 126 448 1,017
19761977 449 128 448 1,025
19751976 453 129 446 1,028
1974-1975 462 132 444 1,038
19731974 478 136 441 1,055

* Does not include five state-operated school systems (the Department of Corrections school district, fwo state laboratory schools, the
Illinois Mathematics and Sclence Academy, and the Illinols Department of Rehabilitation state schools).
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Public and Nonpublic Pre-Kindergarten
through Grade 12 Fall Pupil Enrollment

Year Publie Nonpublie Total
1992-1993* 1,871,000 316,000 2,187,000
1991-1992 1,842,394 315,247 2,158,641
1990-1991 1,816,182 318,625 2,134,807
1989-1990 1,792,356 322,666 2,115,022
1988-1989 1,790,566 328,280 2,118,846
1987-1988 1,806,357 332,033 2,138,390
1986-1987 1,819,392 339,680 2,159,072
1985-1986 1,821,278 348,994 2,170,272
1984-1985 1,829,619 352,079 2,181,698
1983-1984 1,849,045 352,518 2,201,563
1982-1983 1,875,770 353,412 2,229,182
1981-1982 1919,111 353,259 2,272,370
1980-1981 1,979,545 353,622 2,333,167
1979-1980 2,038,912 353,066 2,391,978
1978-1979 2,106,239 353,152 2,459,391
1977-1978 2,179,282 368,007 2,547,289
19761977 2,234,100 372,755 2,606,855
1975-1976 2,265,570 351,921 2,617,491
1974-1975 2,291,315 378,894 2,670,209
1973-1974 2,320,553 389,264 2,709,817

* Estimate based upon projections made by the 1llinols State Board of Educatlon for grades K-12. This estimate assumes the number
of preschool students in both public and nenpublic settings will remain constant.




TABLES)
P

@ Ilinois Public School Finance Statistics*
Per Capita Operating
District Type* Tultion Charge  Expense Per Pupil
1990-1991 AYERAGES Elementary $4,224.50 $4,679.05
Secondary 7.279.62 782610
Unit 3,957.54 4,755.87
ALL DISTRICTS 4,382.67 5,066.45
Chicago SD 299 4,387.39 5,674.70
1989-1990 AVERAGES Elementary $3,953.17 $4,422.13
Secondary 6,773.86 7,336.13
Unit 3,704.20 4,526.17
ALL DISTRICTS 4,102.84 4,807.59
Chicago 8D 299 4,231.36 5,548.48
1988-1989 AVERAGES Elementary $3,802.64 $4,162.94
Secondary 6,197.60 6,653.16
Unit 3,528.69 4,276.19
ALL DISTRICTS 3,900.31 4518.56
Chicago 5D 299 4,034.10 5,265.39
1987-1988 AVERAGES Elementary $3,527.60 $3,905.18
Secondary 5584.14 6,027.05
Unit 3,280.82 3,957.25
ALL DISTRICTS 3612.71 421490
Chicago SD 2069 3,608.30 4,786.86
1986-1987 AVERAGES Elementary $3,340.53 $3,716.46
Secondary 5,113.07 5531.35
Unit 3,117.31 3,825.26
ALL DISTRICTS 3413.43 4,007.73
Chicago SD 209 3,457.38 4,623.88

* The Operating Expense per Pupil and Per Capita Tuition Charge rankings by district type for each disirict are included in Section III
of the Mlinois Public Schools Financial Stafistics and Local Properly Tax Dala, 2 separate State Board of Education publication
which is disseminated annually.

b Elementary School Districts: Pre-K8
Secondary (High) School Districts: 9-12
Unit School Districts: Pre-K-12
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@S FIGURE 3
i

State Average Operating Expense Per Pupil - FY 1952-1991
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“:@@@f the Story”

@ education community is often reminded that we are the
primary consumers of state and local tax dollars, We are also
reminded that since Fiscal Year 1976, the state has increased
spending by § 1.49billion, an increase of almost 75 percent; spending
from local property taxes and corporate personal property replace-
ment taxes has increased by $4.15 billlon, or 223 percent. Federal
funding for elementary and secondary schools in Lllinois has
increased by $.596 billion, or 224 percent (see Table 1),

The sometimes unspoken, but more increasingly angrily spoken
question is, “What have you done with al that money and why do
you want/need more?”

State Funding

Since Fiscal Year 1976, state funding for elementary and second-
ary education has Increased from $1.99 billion to §3.48 billion,
That appears to be a significant amount of growth. Wken adjusted
for Inflation since 1976, however, a very different picture emerges.

The puichasing power of those dollars has dropped from $1.99
biflion to $1.41 billion, a decrease of 29.15%. 1n other words, the
$3.48billion of state money appropriated for Fiscal Year 1993 will
only purchase what $1.41 billion of state money could have
purchased in 1976 (see Figure 4).
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Local Funding

During the same period of time, local funding for elementary and
secondary education has increased from $1.86 billion to $6.01
billlon, or slightly more than 223 percent, When applying the
same adjustment for inflation as used above for state funding,
Figure 5 shows that the $6.01 billlon in ¥iscal Year 1993 can
purchase what $2.44 billion could have purchased in 1976, In
terms of constant (1976) dollars, spending from Jocal sources
Increased by $0.58 billion, or 31,18 percent.

Federal Funding

Between 1976 and 1993, federal funding has Increased from
$0.27 billlon to $0.86 billion, or more than 220 percent. When
adjusted for inflation, Figure & shows that the $0.86 billion in
1993 can purchase what $0.35 billion could have purchased in
1976. In terms of constant (1976) dollars, this represents an
increase from $0.27 biltion to $0.35 billlon, or almost 30 percent,

Total Funding

Total funding for elementary and secondary education hasincreased
from $4,11 billion in Fiscal Year 1976 to $10.35 billion in Fiscal Year
1993, 2n increase of about 152 percent. When adjusted for Inflation,
however, the increase {in terms of 1976 Constant Dollars) Is only
about $100 million, less than 3 percent (see Figure 7).
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An estimated 1,871,000 students will be enrolled in 1llinois public
schools in 1992-03, a total exceeded only by California. Texas, New
York and Florida, Hlinois' 332 regular school districts and its state-
operated schools serve approximately 4.5 percent of the nation's
41.95 million public school students.

A wide range of educational services, many required by state or
federal statutes, is provided in lllnois public schools. State
revenues supporr.i(gp publlc school programs are appropriated
annually by the llinois General Assembly and enacted into law
with the approval of the Governor. Appropriations for non-capital
grants and payntents to public schools are made 1o the State Board
of Education from the state Common School Fund, the Education
Asslstance Fund, the General Revenue Fund and the Driver
Education Fund. Appropriations are also made from the state's
Corporate Personal Property Replacement Tax Fund, resulting in
disbursements by the lllinois Department of Revenue directiy to
school districts.

Illinois faw allows three different types of public school districts.
Elementarydistricts provide schooling for pre-kindergarten through
grade B students. Secondary (high school) districts serve students
in grades 9 through 12, Unit districts are organized to serve
students at all grade levels. Most secondary districts serve
geographic areas which include multiple elementary dlstricts.
When this situation occurs, the term “dual district” may be used
to describe the organizational format.

This chapter summarizes funding information about more than
seventy separate nrograms or categories of state assistance to
elementary and secondary schools. These programs are discussed
in four separate groupings in this chapter: Commeon School Fund
Programs, Categorical and Special Funding Programs, School
Improvement Programs (1985 School Reform), and Other Educa-
tion-Related Programs.

Common School Fund Programs

General State Ald

Over 63 percent ($2.12 billion) of the annual appropriations of the
State Board of Education is used to provide General Statc Aid to
local public schools. Chicago School District 299 will receive about
$548.6 million, or 25.9 percent of that amount.

The distribution of Generul State Aid (GSA) to IHinois common
“schools is determined by a statutorily defined funding formufa.
The formula provides for different methods of funding allocatlon,
dependent primarily upon the equalized assessed valuation of
property within a particular school district. For 199293, 718
districts recefved funding under the Special Equallzailon compu-
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State Education Programs

tation. The Alternate Method calculation was used to fund 142
districtsand 72 districts were funded under the Flat Grant metliod.
The amount of GSA distributed to school districts is determined by
the yearly appropriations made by the Iliinois General Assembly
and signed into law by the Governor.

In the sections which follow, a description is provided of the state
aid funding formula. Information is also provided which depicts
the formul- funding levels for 1992-93,

Wealth Considerations in the State Aid Formula. Illinots’ General
State Aid formula is designed to provide higher levels of state
financial aid to school dlstricts with comparatively lower levels of
wealth. Comparative wealth across school districts is based upon
an annual measurement of the equalized assessed valuation of
local property, standardized across school districts on a pet-
student basis. Per-student standardization is a function of student
counts which consider a district's average attendance weighted for
grade level and adjusted to account for a district's concentration
of low-income students. This student count, discussed in detail
later tn this section, is referred to as the Chapter 1 Welghted
Average Daily Attendance student count, or CWADA.

There is a wide variation in property wealth per student (ie., per
CWADA) across Illinois' 932 regular school districts. The mes-
sured property wealth per CWADA used in the state 2id formula
for 1992:93 ranges from a low of $5,445 in the poorest district to
# high of $880,974 In the wealthiest. Most state aid js distributed
under the Special Equalization computation of the formula. The
equalization process provides greater state aid per CWADA to
districts with the lowest wealth per CWADA.

In achieving equalization, the state aid formula compares the
wealth per CWADA student of a district to a “state-guaranteed
wealth per CWADA," 2 level also known as a “state-guaranteed tax
base.” This state-guaranteed level varies for each of the three
school district types. For 1992-93, the state-guaranteed wealth per
CWADA student (or guaranteed tax base per CWADA studen) is
$136,860.52 for elementary districts, $236,395.45 for secondary
districts, and $94,215.57 for unit districts.

Foundation Leyel. The state-guaranteed tax base per CWADA
student for each district type is mathematicaily related to a state
funding Foundation Level—a dollar level per CWADA student
which is intended to represent a guaranteed per student floor of
financial support. The 199293 state ald Foundation Level is
$2,600.35. Dividing this Foundation Level by a statutorily set
"computational” Operating Tax Rate (OTR) for ¢ach district type
yields the state-guaranteed tax base for each district type. The
computational O'TR In the funding formula Is 1.90 percent (.019)
for elementary districts, 1.10 percent (.01 1) for sccondary districts
and, 2,76 percent (0276) for unit districts.
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“factor which considers student grade level.

Foundation Level of $2,600.35 implies that each
inois (based upon CWADA count) is guaranteed access
funding from combined state and local (property) resources
equal to the Foundation Level. (Full funding access requires that
districts have an OTR equal to or greater than the computational
OTR.) State funding varies inversely to local funding in this
relationship. A district with a hypothetical property assessment
base of $0 per CWADA student would receive state aid of $2,600.35
perstudent. As will be seen later, alternative computations assure
that even though some districts have local per student wealth
which exceeds the state guaranteed tax base, all districts receive
some General State Aid,

State Approptiations. The state Foundation Level and the state
guaranteed (ax base per CWADA student are set each fiscal year on
the basis of the General State Aid appropriation enacted into law.
In a given year, the higher the appropriation, the higher the
Foundation Level and the higher the guaranteed tax base. Com-
puter iterations are performed by the State Board of Education,
altering the Foundation and tax base leveis until the level is found
which assures that the General State Aid appropriation for a year
is fully allocated to districts. The General Assembly appropriated
$2,120,834,600 for General State Aid for 1992.03,

State Ald Attendance Welghtings and Adjustments. General State
Aid entitlements for 199293 are computed using a monthly
average weighted attendance figure for each district. The atten-
dance figures used are the greater of the 1991-92 average of the
best 3 months' attendance or a three-year average attendance
(using the average of the best three months each year) for the
years, 1985-90, 199091, and 1991-92.

Weighted attendance refers to average attendance weighted by a
Pupils in pre-
kindergarten through grade six are weighted at 1.00; pupils in
grades seven and elght are weighted at 1.05; and pupils in grades
nine through twelve are weighted at 1.25. These weightings are
applied to the applicable average attendance figures of a distriet,
not to enrolfment.

For formula calculation purposes. a district's grade-weighted
artendance is adjusted upwards by including in a district's student
count, an adjustment for federally defined ESEA, Chapter 1 low-
income pupils. To determine the low-income student adjustment,
the percent of ESEA, Chapter 1 low-income eligible in a district is
divided by the state average percentage concentration of low-
income students. For 199293, the state average concentratlon of
low-income students is 19.28 percent. The ratio of a district's low-
income student percentage as divided by the state concentration
percentage Is then multiplied by a statutorily defined adjustment
factor of .53. The resulting product is multiplled by the Chapter 1
low-income student count of the district and added to the
applicable grade-weighted pupil attendance count. A district's low-
income pupil addition ranges from zero in a district with no low-
income eligible to a statutory maxtmum weighting of .625 per low-
income pupil. Arithmetically, the optimum low-income adjust-
ment for 1992:93 s achleved when a district has a low-income
pupil concentraton of 22.74 percent. A district with the state
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average concentration of low-income students has a .53 addition
to its weighted attendance count for each low-lncome pupil.

In summary, a district's CWADA student count for state aid
purposes isits applicable grade-weighted average daily attendance
figure, adjusted upward by the Chapter 1 low-income concentra-
tion factor defined by state statute,

Special Equalization Computation. A district's Special Equalization
entitlement amount is computed by obtalning the product of a
district's CWADA student count and the difference between the
state-guaranteed wealth per CWADA student and the distrlet's
actual wealth per CWADA student times the applicable Operating
Tax Rate (OTR). For 199293, each Special Equalization district
receives an amount of $338.05 or more per CWADA pupil. The
state’s poorest school district receives an entitiement per CWADA
student of $2,450.06. In arithmetic terms, the 199293 Special
Equalization computation can be represented as:

District State Aid = CWADA x [(V-Y) x T]
CWADA = Chapter 1 Weighted Average Daily Attendance

V = State guaranteed wealth per CWADA (guaranteed tax base)
for the applicable type of district

V, = General State Aid Equalized Assessed Valuation per CWADA
student of the district

T=Applicable Operating Tax Rate

In applying thisformula for 1992.93, adistrict's equalized assessed
valuation of real property for tax assessment year 1990 is used.
The wealth factor of each district Is adjusted upward to account for
the property value attributable 1o a district's corporate personal
property replacement tax payments. This corporate replacement

tax assessed valuation is based upon replacement tax distributions
made in calendar year 1991,

The actual Operating Tax Rate (OTR) of a district is a district's total
tax rate less the tax rate for bond and interest, summer school,
rent, capital improvements and vocational education building
purposes. Tax rates used for 1992-93 formula calculations are the
rates for tax year 1990, The formula above refers to an
“applicable” OTR. The “applicable” OTR for calculatlon purposes
varies with the type of organization of a school district and with
the relationshlp of the district's actual QTR and the “computa-
tional” OTR set by statute.

For speclal equalization formula calculation purposes, a computa-
tional OTR of 1.90 percent is utllized for elementary districts with
anactual OTR of 1.28 percent or higher. In secondary districts with
an OTR of 1.10 percent or higher, 1.10 {s the com putational OTR.
In unit districts with an OTR of 2. 18 percent or more, 2.76 percent
is utflized in the entitlement computation. In districts with OTRs
below these minimums {i.e.,, .28 percent for elementary, 1.10
percent for secondary, 2.18 percent for unlts), the actual OTR of
the district is used for the computation.
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@@y to arithmetically represent the speclal equalization
ﬁﬁmputaﬂon is to express the formula ln terms of the
oundation Level. In this approach:

District State Aid = (F Level - Local Revenue) x CWADA
CWADA

Where Local Revenue = (GSA EAY) (T)

and where:

F Level = Foundation Level ($2,600.35 for 1992-93)
CWADA = Chapter 1 Weighted Average Daily Attendance

GSA EAY = Genera] State Aid Equalized Assessed Valuation of the
district (Real property EAV plus a computed property value
derived from a district’s corporate personal property replacement
tax revenues)

T, = Applicable Computational Operating Tax Rate (l.e., .019
elementary, 011 high school or .0276 unit school)

In this formula representation, It can be more directly seen that a
district with high weslth per student (Local Revenue per CWADA)
will receive less state aid than a district with a lower wealth per
student,

Alternate Method Computation. The higher the actual wealth per
CWADA of a district, the less General State Ald a district is entitled
to recelve, For districts with relatively high aciral wealth per
CWADA student, an Alternate Method state ald formula computa-
tion Is utilized.

The Alternate Method of General State Ald entitlement computa-
tion Is utilized by districts whose actual wealth per CWADA is 87
percent or more of the stateguaranieed wealth per CWADA
student. As in the Special Equalization computation, a district's
wealth per CWADA Is measured by real property assessed valua-
tions and a computed assessed valuation derlved from 2 district's
corporate personal property replacement tax income.

Where the Alternate Method applies, it is calculated by multiplying
13 percent of the state Foundation Level times the quotlent
obtalned when 87 percent of the state-guaranteed wealth per
CWADA student (for the dlistrict type) is divided by the district's
equalized assessed valuation per CWADA student.

An arithmetic representation of the Alternate Method calculation is:
District State Aid = CWADA x F Level x .13 x (87 V/V))

Where CWADA = Chapter 1 Welghted Average Dally Attendance

F Level = State-determined per pupll Foundatlon Level ($2,600.35
for 1992:93)

V_= State guaranteed wealth per pupil (guaranteed tax base} per
CWADA student for the applicable district type

2]

¥, = The district’s GSA Equalized ]’.ssessed Valuation per CWADA
student

For 199293 each Alternate Method district recelved a General
State Ald entitlement per CWADA student between $182.03 and
§338.04,

Another arithmeticrepresentation of the Alternate Method compu-
tation is:

District State Ald = CWADA x (.13 F Level) x (.87 F Level/Local
Revenue per CWADA)

In this equation, F Level and CWADA are defined as above and

Local Revenue = District GSA Equalized Assessed Valuation times
the applicable computational Operating Tax Rate,

Flat Grant. Using the Alternate Method calculations, district GSA
entitlements arithmetically approach zero percent of the Founda-
tion Level. For districts with the highest equalized assessments per
CWADA student, a third aflocation methodology—the Flat Grant—
Is applled. The Flat Grant computation ensures that each district
receives a grant for each CWADA student equal to a statutorily set
seven percent of the Foundation Level. For 1992-93, the Flat Grant
amount is $182.02 (1.e. seven percent of the 1992-93 Foundation
level of $2,600.35).

Property Valuations in the Formula. As noted, each district's
General State Ald entitlement ealeulations lnclude both real
property equalized assessed valuations and a computed assessed
valuation attributable to a district's receipt of corporate personal
property replacement taxes (CPPRT). The computed value is
derived by dividing the calendar year CPPRT receipts of a district
by a predetermined tax rate. For Cook Couniy school districts,
CPPRT recelpts are divided by the 1976 total tax rate of the district.
In the other 101 countles, the computed value is determined by
dividing receipts for each school district by the district's-total tax
rate for 1977. For 199293 calculations, the computed assessed
valuation related to CPPRT is based upon payments to districts
made by the Illinois Department of Revenue during calendar year
1991.

The real property assessment figures used In General State Ald
calenlations are real property values as equalized by the Illinois
Department of Revenue. The equalized assessed valuation (EAY)
used to calculate GSA entitlement excludes the property value in
a district assoclated with a state-recognized Enterprise Zone or a
{Property} Tax Increment Financing District.

A district’s combined value of real property equalized assessed
valuation and the derlved assessed valuation attributed to CPPRT
values Is referred to as the General State Ald Equalized Assessed
Valuation (GSA EAY),

Appendlx C provides a sample General State Aid entitlementclaim
form. Appendices D, E and F depict the relationshlp between state
per student entitlements and district wealth for 1992.93,
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/ al Service Reglons are also eligible for General State Aid. Slnce
these schools have no property tax base, the GSA entitlements for
such districts are derived in 2 special manner. The students who
attend laboratory or alternative schools are “sent” from districts
whose schools they would normally attend. The GSA provided to
a laboratory or alternative school {s determined in relationship to
these “sending” districts. The marginal GSA entitlement per
student that the “sending” district would recelve, if these students
attended the “sending” school, is calculated. This marginal
amount is allotted to the specific laboratery or alternative school,

Collectively, Illinols State University's two laboratory schools, the
University of Illinois laboratory school and 15 alternative schools
receive total GSA funding of $5.06 million.

State Punding Distributions. The 718 districts funded under the
Special Equalization computation constitute 77.0 percent of Iilk
noisschool districts and receive approximately 95.2 percent of the
total GSA allocatlon. Special Equalization funded districts account
for approximately 78 percent of the state CWADA student total.
The 142 Alternate Method Districts (15.0 percent of school
districts) recelve 4.0 percent of the GSA allocation and represent
17 percent of the state CWADA student total. Flat Grant districts
(72 in number) recelve .8 percent of the GSA allocation and reflect
8 percent of the state CWADA student total. A total of 932 districts
is allotted General State Aid.

0Of the 932 regular school districts allotted General State Aid, 415
{44.5%) are unit districts, 111 (11.9%) are secondary districts, and
406 (43.6%) are elementary districts. Unit districts receive 76.4
percent of 199293 GSA funds, secondary districts receive 0.8
percent of the funds, and elementary districts receive 16.8 percent
of the GSA funds.

In applying the General State Aid formula to the available
approptiations in a given year, the State Board of Education takes
into consltderation certain financial adjustments. It is common for
each district to have an audit adjustment to a ptior year's GSA
claim. (Audits to determine the accuracy of each district's GSA
claim are conducted by staff of the State Board of Education.) Such
audits result In ejther upward or downward adjustments to a
district's current-year payments. In addition, some districts qualify
In certain years for GSA adjustments as a result of changes In prior-
year equalized assessed valuations due to adverse court decisions
or Property Tax Appeal Board decisions (See Sectlons 2-3.33, 2-
2.51 and 2:3.84 of the School Code).

Generally, there is a net negative adjustment to the yearly
apgregate GSA entitlement as a result of these prior-year adjust-
ments. To assure thatall avatlable appropriation authority for GSA
is utilized, the State Board of Education calculates the entitlement
for districts by adding the net negatlve adjustment to the available
appropriation. The resuiting gross entitlement per dlstrictis then
adjusted downward for districts with a net negative adjustment
and upward for net positive adjustments. The resulting net GSA
payments for al] districts thus exhaust the avallable sppropriatlon.
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General State Ald Payment Schedule

Section 1811 of the School Code provides for semimonthly
General State Ald paymients to be made duting the months of
August through July. These semimonthly payments are In an
amount equal to 1/24 of the total amount to be distributed. The
School Code provides that General State Ald payments are to be
made “as soon as may be after the 10th and 20th days of each of
the months...."

Section 8-1/2 (Paragraph 144a), State Finance Act also authorizes
the Governor to notify the State Treasurer and the State Comptrol-
ler to “effect advance distribution to school districts of amounts
that otherwise would be payable pursuant to Section 188 of the
School Code." The governor has exercised this accelerated
payment authority in the past several fiscal years. In Fiscal Years
1990 and 1991 both September payments were advanced and paid
at the same time the second payment of August was made. In Fiscal
Years 1992 and 1993, the September payments were made in
August, but after the regular second payment was made.

General State Aid payments, while designated for specific districts,
are actually paid to Iliinols' 57 regional school superintendents.
Regional superintendents in furn are obliged to distribute these
payments, with any attributable interest income, to each district
within their regions.

The State Comptroller's Office releases GSA warrants (payments)
at about 2:00 p.m. on payment day. Regional superintendents
from Cook, Du Page, Macon, and the St Clalr reglons have
representatives who pick up their warrants. Thirty-eight Reglonal
Superintendents have the warrants deposlited directly into the
[linois Public Treasurers' Investment Pool. Most of the remaining
regional superintendents have designated Springfield bank per-
sonnel to pick up the warrants. Local Springfield bankers forward
payments by wire the next working day to the local bank
designated by each regional superintendent.

Typically, warrants (payments) are avallable on the I1th and 21st
days of the month, or on the following working day if the payment
date falls on a weekend or a holiday.

Attendance, Calendar and Special Requirements
for General State Aid

Recognitdon. General State Aid Is distributed to 1llinois school
districts which matntain “recognized district” status. Recognized
district status is achleved pursuant to the periodic reviews of a
district by staff of the Hlinois State Board of Education. Recogni-
tion activitles are designed 1o assure that districts comply with the
required standards of state law. Any school disttict which fails to
meet the standards established for recognition by the State
Superintendent of Education for a given year is Ineligible to file a
claim upon the Gommon School Fund for the subsequent school
year. In case of nonrecognlitlon of one or more attendancecenters
in a schoo) district otherwise operating recognized schoals, the
entitlement of the district is to be reduced in the proportion that
the average daily attendance (ADA) in the nonrecognized atten-
dance center, or centers, bears to the ADA in the school district.
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ety of other legislated standards in order to receive state
ancial support. Several of these are enumerated in the sectlons
which follow.

M@Wm In addition to the general requirement of
%ﬁﬂﬁi—ﬂ recognition, school districts must also adhere to a

The General State Aid law requires ali school districts, except
Chicago, with more than 1,000 pupils in average daily attendance
(ADA) and with a low-income pupil weighting factor in excess of
.53 to submit an annual plan to the State Board of Education,
describing the use of the state funds generated as a result of that
district’s low-income puplls. This plan Is intended to provide for
the improvement of instruction with a priority of meeting the
needs of educationally disadvantaged children. These plans are
submitted in accordance with rules and regulations promulgated
by the State Board of Educztion.

The state's largest district, Chicago District 299, s also required to
provide planning information for its services to low-ncome
students. Unlike other districts, however, District 299 must
distribute GSA funding attributable to its low-income students
weighting factor on a formuia basis. This statutory requirement
provides that a major segment of these funds be distributed to the
attendance centers within District 299 in proportion to the
number of puplls enrolied in the attendance centers wWho are
eligible to receive fres or reduced-priced lunches or breakfasts
under the Federaf Child Nutrition Act. Chicago must submit an
annual plan to ISBE which depicts this distribution of funds and
discusses the services available a5 a result of this funding.

Information concerning these plans is available through the
Diviston of Specialized Programs, Chicago Reform Section, illinois
State Board of Education, Chicago (telephone: 312/814-2282).

School Calendar. Public schools in Illinois are required to adopt
a calendar which provides for 185 school days including at least
180 days of pupil attendance. Up to four days of the 180 days of
actual pupil attendance may be utilized for scheduled teacher
institutes and inservice training. Chicago School District 299
operated three efementary schools on a full-year basis during the
199192 school year and is operating seven elementary schools on
a folbyear basls during 199293,

Teacher institutes are approved for each district by the respective
Regional Superintendent of Schools. Equivalent professional
educational experiences such as visitations to educational facili-
ties are aliowable as approved training,

Under certain conditions teacher inservice tralning and parent-
teacher conferences may be provided in partialday increments.
Section 18-8 provides specific guidance concerning the computa-
tion of pupil attendance for state ald purposes for such partial-day
attendance,

Section 24-2 of the School Code provides for a number of legal
school holidays. Teachers may not be required to teach on
national holldays or the state school holidays: Columbus Day,
Veterans' Day, and Good Friday and the days which honor the

births of Abraham Lincoln, Martin Luther King and Casimir
Pulaski.

The 185-day calendar adopted by a district is intended to allow for
up to five emergency closure days during the school year.

School districts which fail to operate schools for the required
number of pupll attendance days may be subject to the loss of
General State Aid, The financlal loss Is calculated on the basis of
a daily penalty of .56818 percent (1 divided by 176) for each day
of required operation not met.

Under certain circumstances, a district may not be penalized for
faflure to provide the required school calendar. These circum-
stances and the required watvers and approvals are described in
the paragraphs which follow.

Actof-God Days, When a school districtisunable to conduct school
as a result of an Act of God, a district may be granted an attendance
waiver. Sectlon 18-12 of the School Code allows the State
Superintendent of Education to waive the .56818 percent daily
penalty due to a district’s fallure to conduct school for the
minimum school term. The State Board of Education’s School
Recognition and Supervision Department, Public School Approval
Section has the responsibility to review a district's waiver request

Hazardous_Threat or Adverse Weather. State law contains
provisions which atlow districts to reduce the length of a school
day or to cancel classes altogether if pupil health and safety are
threatened by conditions beyond school district control or if
adverse weather occurs after the start of school.

For adverse weather conditiors, the reasons for closing are to be
certified in writing by the district superintendent and sent to the
respective Educational Service Reglon Superintendent. The re.
glonal superintendent forwards the certification to the State
Superintendent for approval.

A similar process applies to days of school not begun as a result
of a health or safety consideration. When approved, “Hazardous
Threat” days are not considered student attendance days but do
provide an exemption from reduction in state aid, The State
Superintendent may approve these exceptions to the minimum
term only when the school district has first used all emergency
days contained in the district's regular school calendar,

Energy Shortage. When the State Superintendent of Education
declares that an energy shortage exists during any part of the
school year for the State or a designated portion of the State, a
district may operate the attendance centers in the district fourdays
a week during the shortage, When such a declaration Is made, 2
district's GSA entitlement Is not reduced, provided the district
extends each school day by one clock hour of school work. State
law provides that district employees are not to suffer any
reduction in salary or benefits as a result of this declaration. A
district may operate ail attendance centers on this revised sched-
ule or may apply the scheduie to selected attendance centers.




PupilAfiandance. Section 18-8 of the School Code provides that
pifisitattendance is to include notless than five clock hours
ieachersupervised work. Additlonal provisions apply to a
ct's calculation of pupil attendance for parttime school
enrollment, services to handicapped or hospitalized students,
tuition-related services, dual-attendance nonpublic school chil-

dren, and other special circumstances,

Pupils regularly enrolled in a public school for enly a part of a
sthool day are counted In attendance for one-sixth day for each
class hour of instruction of 40 minutes or more.

Resident pupils enrolled in nonpublic scheols may be enrolled
concurrently in public schools on a shared-time or dual-enrollment
plan and may be included as claimable pupils by public school
districts. Dual-enrolled pupils are counted as onesixth ADA for
each class period of 40 minutes or more In attendance in « public
school district.

Exceptional children attending approve:i private institutions,
either in or outside Illinois, may be included as daimable pupils
on the basis of days attended if the district pays the tuition costs.
local school boards may send eligible children to an out-of-state
public school disttlet 2nd claim them for General State Aid, Pupils
are nonclaimable for General State Aid ifthe district s claiming full
reimbursement of tuition costs under ancther state or federally
funded program or is receiving tuition payments from another
district or from the parents or guardians of the child.

For handicapped children below the age of six years who cannot
attend two or more clock hours because of handicap or immatu-
rity, & session of not less than one clock hour may be counted as
one-half day of attendance. Handleapped pupils less than six years
of age may be claimed for General State Aid for a full day, provided
the child's educational needs require, and the student receives,
four or more clock hours of instruction.

Section 10-22.5a of the School Code allows foreign-exchange
students and/or nonresident pupils of eleemosynary (charitable)
institutions attending a public school districton a tuition-free basis
to be claimed for General State Ald purposes. A cultural exchange
organization or charitable institution desiring to negotiate a
tuition-free agreement with a public school district must obtain
written approval from the 1llnois State Board of Education.

A session of not less than one clock hour of teaching for
hospitalized or homebound pupils on the site or by telephone to
the classroom may be counted as one-half day of attendance.
These pupils must receive four or more ctock hours of instruction
to be counted for a full day of attendance. If the attending
physician for such a child has certified that the child sho:ld not
receive as many as five hours of instruction In a school week,
reimbursement is computed proportionately to the actual hours of
instruction.

Public Health Requirements, Illinois law requires every school
district to report to the Illinols State Board of Education by October
15 of each year the number of children who have received, the
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number who have not received, and the number exempted from
necessary immunizations and health examinations. if less than 90
percent of those enrolled in a district on October 15 have had the
necessary immunizations or health examinations, ten percent of
each subsequent General State Ald payment is withheld by the
regional superintendent. Withholding continues until the district
is In compliance with the 90 percent requirement.

State law also provides that a child is to be excluded from school
for noncompliance with rules and regulations promulgated by the
Illinois Department of Public Health for health examinations and
immunizations. Under such clrcumstances the child’s parent or
legal guardian Is consldered In violation/6f the compulsory
attendance law (Section 26-1). These parents or legal guardians
are subject to any penaity imposed under Section 26-10.

Extended-Day Programs, School districts may develop and main-
tain beforeschool and after-school programs for students in
kindergarten through the sixth grade. Such programs may include
time for homework, physical exercise, afterncon nutritional
snacks and education offerings which are in addition to those
offered during the regular school day. Extended-day programs in
a district are to be under the supervision of a certifled teacher or
a person who meets the requirements for supervising a day-care
center under the lllinois Child Care Act. Additional employees
who are not so quatified may also be employed for such programs.

The schedule of these programs may follow the work calendar of
the local community, rather than the regular school calendar.
Parents or guardians ol the participating students are responsible
for providing transportation for the students to and frora the
programs. The school board may charge parents of participating
students a fee, not to exceed actual costs for before- and after
school programs. Attendance at extended-day programs Is not
included in the calculation of auendance for General State Aid

purposes,

Interest ont Deferred General State Ald Payments

Section 18-11 of the School Code (Payment of Claims) provides for
the compensatlon of districts for interest lost each year due to the
deferral to July of that part of their General State Aid payments that
ordinarily would have been paid during the immediately preced-
ing June. These payments are to be recorded in Revenue Account
Number 3120 in any fund of the district except the Working Cash
Fund.

The appropriation for this purpose for Fiscal Year 1993 was
$939,500. Payments to districts were made in August of 1992.

Supplementary State Aild for New and Certaln
Annexing Districts

Fiscal Year 1993 appropriations totaled $8,400,000 for supple-
mentary state ald payments to new and certain annexing dlstricts,
This entire amount has been vouchered for payment. Fora more
compiete discussion of this toplc, please refer to Chapter V.
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@ﬁ@upcﬁn&ndems of Schools
!Ziemnsibﬂmes and Compensation. Article 3 of the School Code

provides for 57 Educational Servicz Reglons to support and
supervise various aspects of school activity. Each region encom-
passes one or more counties and is headed by a regional school
superintendent elected by the voters of the reglon. The distribu-
tion of state and federal funding for schools is made through the
office of the regional superintendent serving each school district.
Vouchers executed by the State Board of Education are payable to
the reglonal superintendent. Each reglonal office, in turn, is to
distribute payments and any accumulated interest to the local
school districts unless a contract exists providing for the regional
office to retain interest for specific services provided the districts.

The General Assembly determires salaries of reglonal superinten-
dents according to the 1990 population of the region served. The
salaries of regional superintendents are as follows:

Population of Region  Annual Salary
Less than 48,000 $51,000
48,000 to 99,999 55,500
100,890 to 999,999 59,000
1,000,000 and over 61,000

Each regional superintendent is authorized to appoint at least one
assistant reglonal superintendent. The salary of an assistant
regional superintendent ranges from 70to 90 percent of the salary
of the reglonal superintendent, dependent upon the qualifications of
theassistant. For Fiscal Year 1993, $6.43 million is appropriated for
the salaries of reglonal superintendents and their assistants.

Reglonal Superintendent Audit The Ilinols State Board of
EBducation is responsible for assuring that annual audits are
conducted of the financial records of each Educational Service
Regicn. Such audits are to be conducted in accordance with
Generally Accepted Government Auditing Standards. Seciton 2-
3.22 requires the State Comptroller to withhold from regional
superintendents funds due to school districts in his/her educa-
tional service region or his/her compensation until the annual
audit is furnished.

The State Board of Education, on February 15 of each year, is
required to notfy the Legislative Audlt Commission in writing of
the completion, or of the reasons for the noncompletion of, each
audit required by Section 2-3.17a. The State Board of Education
isalso required, within 60 days after each regional superintendent's
audit report is completed, to furnish a copy of that audit report to
each member of the General Assembly whose legislative district
Includes any part of the educational service region served by that
regional superintendent and to publish a notice in a newspaper
that Is published in the educational service reglon that the audlt
report has been prepared and Is available for inspectlon during
regular business hours at the office of the regional superintendent.

For Fiscal Year 1993, $378,000 Is appropriated to the State Board
of Educatlon for the payment of contracted financial audits of each
Educational Service Region,

Supervisory Bxpense Fund. Section 18-6 of the School Code
nrovides that the Ftate Board of Education shall annually request
an appropriation from the Common School Fund as a reglonal
supervisory expense fund, aggregating $1,000 per couniy per
fiscal year. One-sixth of the aggregate of $1,000 per county is paid
in August, and one-twelfth of the apgregate is pald each month
thereafter,

Bach Reglonal Superintendent of Schools may draw upon this fund
for the expenses necessarily incurred in providing supervisory
service in his or her reglon. The Reglonal Superintendent of
Schools is required by Section 3-15.8 to submit a certified state-
ment of the expenditures made from this expense fund to theState
Board of Education. The Fiscal Year 1993 appropriation is
$102,000.

Pupil Tuition Claims for Orphanages
and Children’s Homes or State-Owned Housing

Section 18-3 of the School Code authorizes eligible districts to file
a claim for the annual tultion cost for the preceding school year
of pupils from orphanages, children's homes, or state-owned
housing who attended grades kindergarten through 12 of the
public schools maintained by the school district. Payment Isbased
upon a district’s prior-year, per capita tuition charge multiplied by
the average daily attendance of the pupils from these special
settings. The Fiscal Year 1993 appropriation is $1,489,600.

Tax-Equivalent Grants

Section 184.4 of the School Code provides for tax-equivalent
grants. When a state iastitution is located in a school district in
which the state owns 45 percent or more of the total land area, the
school district ls eligible to file for a tax-equivalent grant. The
grant equals the amount the land would be assessed for taxes if
itwere privately owned. The calculation is based upon the tax rate
for school purposes in the district and the computed value peracre
at the average value per acre of the equalized assessed value of all
theland assessed in the district. The General State Ald Entitlement
of a qualifying district is reduced by adding to a district's General
State Ald equalized assessed valuation the amount of equalized
assessed valuation used in determining the tax-equivalent grant.

Only one districtin the state currently qualifies for a tax-equivalent
grant. The appropriation for this grant for Fiscal Year 1993 is
$450,800. The district’s entitlement was $508,446.34; It received
88.66 percent of this amount.

Teachers’ Retirement Contributlons

Certificated elementary and secondary public school personnel
participate in one of two teacher retirement systems. Qualified
personnel of the Chicago Public Schools participate in the School
Teachers Penslon and Retirement Fund of Chicago. Personnel in
all other districts and professtonal employees of the State Board
of Education partlcipate in the Teachers' Retirement System of the
State of Illinols.
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ois Is responsible forassuring pension benefits are
o retired teachers. The state makes annual payments toward
support of both teacher retirement systems. These payments
represent employer contributions to the earned henefits of active
members, Though & variety of provislons affect the desired or
required contributions by the State of 1llinols to these systems, the
amount contributed each ycar is a direct function of the amount
appropriated by the General Assembly and signed into law by the
Governor,

For Fiscal Year 1993, appropriations to these systems totaled
approximately $330.5 million, as follows:

State of llinols Teachers' Retirement

Regular $225,850,000
Supplementary 44,481 430
Chicago Teachers' Retirement

Supplementary 150,000

The regular appropriations reflected above are appropriated to
the State Board of Education. In turn, ISBE sends vouchers for
partial payment amounts semimonthly, on the same schedule as
General State Ald payments. Regular payments for the downstate
system are sent directly to the “downstate” system. Regular
payments for the Chicago System sre vouchered to the Cook
County Regional Superintendent. The Regional Superintendent
pays the Chicago Board of Education and the Chicago Board is
responsible for payment to the Chicago Teachers' Retirement
System.

The supplementary appropriations reflected above are payable
directly to the respective retirement systems. These appropria
tions are to meet the requirements of Sections 16-135, 16-136.2,
16-136.3 and 16-147 (downstate), and Sections 17-154, 17-155
and 17-156 (Chicago) of the lllinois Pension Code, and Paragraph
144,12 (Section 8.12) of An A¢t in Relation to State Finance,
approved June 10, 1919, as amended.

Also included In the Fiscal Year 1993 appropriation to the State
Board of Education Is §200,000for payment of one-time employer's
contributions to the Teachers' Retirement System as provided for
under Section 16-133.2 (early retirement) for superintendents of
Educational Service Regions and employees of the State Board of
Education.

Categorical Programs
Transportation Clalms and Relmbursement

Regular Pupll Transportation, The State of llinois, through the
State Board of Education, provides relmbursements to school
districts for certain pupll transportation costs. Subject to various
limitatlons, the state reimburses the “allowable costs” of transport-
ing “eligible” pupils. Retmbursement Is adjusted to require
districts to assume a qualifying amount of financlal responsibility.
A district’s qualifying amount is the district's equalized assessed
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valuation multiplied by a computational tax rate. This computa-
tional rate is .06 percems for elementary districts, .05 percent for
high school districts, and .07 percent for unit disteicts. The claim
for a district Is the greater of the amount computed In the
relmbursement formuia, or $16 multiplied by the number of
eligible pupils transported.

Pupils eligible for a district’s program include those residing one
and one-half miles or more from thelr attendance center and
students who must reach school by walking through a safety
hazard area, Deslgnation of a safety hazard arez is made by local
boards of education, using guidelines established by the Hlinols
Department of Transportation (IDOT). Final approval is the
responsibility of IDOT.

The eligible costs of transportation which a school district may
claim for reimbursement purposes are governed by Section 29-5
of the School Code and by regulatlons promulgated by the State
Board of Education. In general, these rules prohibit relmburse-
ment for non-eligible pupils and for non-eligible transportation
such as extramural sports travel. A school district may provide
transportation through Its own program or under contract to a
trapsportation carrier, Sectlon 29-5 and the regulations of ISBE
also govern various aspects of the accounting for allowable costs.
(See Allowable Pupil Transportation Costs.}

State reimbursements for the current fiscal year are pald agalns
the claims filed by districts for the costs in the prior fiscal year.

In addition to the basic qualifying amount of responsibility of
districts, other clalm reductions may apply. If the clalm amount,
as computed by the formula, exceeds four-ifths of the cost to
transport eligible pupils, those districts with a transportation fund
tax rate less than .12 percent will have their clalms reduced. The
amount of reduction Is computed by subtracting the respective
district’s transportation tax rate from .12 percent and multiplying
the difference by the dlstrict's equalized assessed valuation. This
reduction cannot, however, decrease the reimbursement below
the four-fifths level for those districts whose clalm computation is
80 percent or more of the allowable costs.

Yor Fiscal Year 1993, a total of $117.3 million is appropriated for
the relmbursement of the 1991-92 regular and vocational trans-
portation claims of school districts. The amount appropriated is
estimated by the State Board of Educatlon to be sufficient to
reimburse 91.0 percent of the eligible costs of districts.

Vocational Pupll Transportation. State transportation reimburse-
ment is provided to any school district which transports resident
puplls during the school day ‘o an approved vocational program.
Approved programs include area vocational centers, the voca-
tlonal propram of a school that is more than one and one-half miles
from the school attended, another school district's program
offered through an approved joint agreement, and 2 community
college program providing advanced tralning for students in
grades 11 and 12 who desire preparation for a trade. State
reimbursement Is four-fifths of the allowable cost of such transpor-
tatlon.
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ement for regular and vocational education pupil
portation is made on a quarterly basis.

Special Education Pupil Transportation. Section 14-13.01(b) of the
School Code provides for State reimbursement for the transporta-
tion of special education pupils as described in Sectlons 14-1.02
through 14-1.07. Reimbursement is in the amount of four-fifths of
the “allowable costs” of transportation for each child who, the
State Board of Education determines in advance, requires cpecial
transportation services in order to take advantage of special
education facilitles. Reimbursement may be provided for qualified
transportation for special education swmdents enrolled in both
public and nonpublic schools.

Allowable costs are subject to state statute and the rules and
regulations of the State Board of Education.

1he Fiscal Year 1993 appropriation of $102.8 million is sufficlent
to reimburse approximately 81.3 percent of the 199192 special
education transportation claims of districts. Payments are made
quarterly,

Allowable Pupil Transportation Costs. Section 29-5 of the School
Code defines allowable costs for all types of pupil transportation
reimbursement. Allowable costs include the costs of physical
examinations including drug tests, salaries of drivers, salaries of
school bus maintenance personnel, payments to independent
carriers, pre-approved contractual expenditures for computetized
bus scheduling, gasoline and other supplies, workshops for
drivers, maintenance of buses, leasing and rental costs, insurance
and licenses, and depreciation for vehicles and equipment. The
annual depreciation allowance is 20 percent for school buses and
vehicles approved for allowable pupil transportation services.
Special education allowable costs also include expenditures for
salarles of attendants or aldes for the portion of time spent in
assisting pupils in transit,

School districts may also claim all transportation supervisory
salary costs and all transportation-related building and building
maintenance costs, subject to the rules and regulations of the State
Board of Education.

Indirect costs are included in the reimbursement claim for districts
which own 2nd operate thelrown school buses. Such indirect costs
include administrative costs, any costs connested with bulldings
used for transportation services, or any costs attributable to
transporting pupils from their attendance centers to another
school bullding for instructional purposes. No school district
which owns and operates its own school buses may claim
reimbursement for indirect costs which exceed five percent of the
total allowable costs for pupil transportation.

Hazardous Conditions Determinations. The law allows transpor-
tation of pupils who live less than one and one-half miles from the
school attended when hazardous conditions exist and public
transportation is not avallable. For determination of the one and
one-half miles, distance is measured from the exit of the property
where the pupil resides to the school along normally traveled
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roads or streets. The dezermination of a safety hazard is made by
the local school board, in accordance with guidefines promulgated
by the State of Lilinois, Deparument of Transportation, in consul-
tation with the State Board of Educaton. The Department of
Transportation reviews the findirgs of the local school board and
approves or disapproves the findings within 30 days.

The law also requires every school board to review the hazardous
conditions annuaily and certify to the State Superintendent of
Education whether or not those conditions rematn unchanged.
Furthermore, the State Superintendent may request that the
Department of Transportation verify that the conditions have not
changed.

Pupil Transportation Reimbursement to Parents/Guardians. Sec-
tion 29-5.2 of the School Code authorizes payments to parents/
guardians of eligible students for qualified transportation ex-
penses. Eligibllity criteria are;

1. The pupil must be under the age of 21 years at the close of
the school year.

2. The pupil must be a full-time student in grades kindergarien
through 2.

3. The pupil must live either: 1) 1 1/2 miles or more from the
school attended, or 2) within 1 1/2 miles from the school
attended for which the parent/guardian has recelved aformal
verification from the Illinois Department of Transportation
that a serlous safety hazard exists. Application for such
verification must be obtained from the respective regional
superintendent and completed and returned by the parent/
guardian to that reglonal superintendent on or before Febru-
ary 1. Those applications approved after September 1987 are
valid for 4 years, as long 2s conditlons do not change the
qualified status of the application.

4, The parent/guardian resided within Illinois during the time
perlod expenses were incurred.

5. The school the pupil attended is located within Illinols and
satisfles the lllinois compulsory attendance law.

6. The pupil did not have access to transportation to and from
school provided entirely at public expense.

7. The parent/guardian incurred expenses for transporting the
pupil to and from school.

The chief school administrator of each school affected must notify
the parents/guardians of eligible students about this reimburse-
ment program by the first Monday in November. Parents/
guardians are required to complete the claim form at the school(s)
thelr children/child attend(s). Such forms are available at the
schools from sometime in February through the deadline of June 30.

Parents/guardians meeting elfpibllity criteria and completing the
necessary forms within the required timelines will receive the
lesser of the cost of transportation or the average per pupif
relmbursement given to public schools for regular pupil transpor-
tation. Claims will be prorated if insufficient funds are appropri
ated for the program by the General Assembly.
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ar 1993, §9,847,000 was appropriated by the General
embly. Parentshave been reimbursed atarate of upto $100.74
er pupil.

Transportation Propram Information. Additonal information
concerning any of the state transportation programs referenced in
this section can be obtained from the Reimbursements Section,
Department of School Finance, lllinols State Board of Education,
Springfield, Llinois (telephone: 217/782-5630).

Driver Education

The State Board of Education reimburses school districts for
certain costs of district driver education programs. Section 27-24.4
of the School Code contains the driver education reimbursement
formula. The base reimbursement amount is caleuiated annuaily
by the State Board of Education. The calculation takes the lesser
of the driver education appropriation or the zccumulated amount
in the driver education fund (less necessary administrative funds)
and divides this amount by the total of (a) the number of students
who have completed classroom instruction for whom valid claims
have been made times 0.2 plus (b) the number of students who
have completed practice driving instruction for whom valid claims
have been made Hmes 0.8.

The amount of reimbursement to be distributed on each claim is
0.2 times the base reimbursement amount for each validly claimed
stadent who has completed the classroom instruction part plus 0.8
times the base reimbursement amouns for each validly claimed
student who has successfully completed the practice driving
instructlon part. Reimbursements cannot exceed a district's
ATORFam costs.

Sample computation:

$15,000,000 (estimated driver education funds
to be avallable for distribution)

148,000 classroom pupils times 0.2= 29,600
138,000 practice driving pupils times 0.8 = 110,400

Tota! (estimate) 140,000

$15,000,000 divided by 140,000 = $107.14 Base
Reimbursement Rate

Amount per pupil (classroom) = $107.14 times 0.2 = § 21.43
Amount per pupil (practice driving) = $107.14 times 0.8 = §85.72

The Fiscal Year 1993 appropriation for Driver Education reim-
bursement Is $15 million, The Illnois State Board of Education
makes paymentsas funds accumulate in the Driver Education Fund
from Secretary of State license fees and law enforcement citztions.

Subject to State Board of Education rules and regulations, a school
district may charge a reasonable fee, notto exceed $50, tostudents
who participate in a driver education course. 1f a student Is unable
lo pay, the student fee may be waived.
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Adult Bdycation and Literacy

Under provisions of the School Code, Sections 10-22.20 and 203-
I, Subsection 3-1, the foliowing populations are eligible to
participate in adult education programs: a) adults, 16 years of age
and older, who have not completed the secondary level and are
not otherwise in attendance in school; b) adults, 26 years of age
and older, who have completed the secondary level and who can
verify a need for job skills improvement and/or employability
skills; and c) persons eligible for services under the state public
assistance program. The individuals identified above can enroll
in adult basle, secondary, vocational, English as a Second Lan-
guage, and General Educational Development review classes
conducted byeducation agencies, Local education agencies submit
applications which are approved by the Iilinois State Board of
Education.

Participating local education agencies are allowed a uniform
reimbursement rate per student unit of instruction (15 hours) in
the two subprograms of 1) state adult education and 2) public
assistaince adult education with a weighting factor for basic and
vocational classes.

The funds in the state adult education subprogram are 100 percent
State grant funds, with $6,967,600 appropriated for Fiscal Year
1993. Under the public assistance subprogram, federal funds
reimburse a percent of the cost of services through a contract with
the lilinois Department of Public Aid. The General Assembly
appropriated $9,734,900 for this subprogram.

Local education agencies and public community colleges are
eligible to apply for funds through an area planning council and
application process.

Under certain conditions the State Board of Education may enter
into agreements with public or private agencies other than public
schools for the establishment of classes conducted pursuant to
Section 10-22.20 of the School Code.

For Fiscal Year 1993, $1,150,000 has been appropriated as part of
the State’s matching funds for the Federal Adult Education
Program. The Federal Adult Education Act (Public Law 100-297)
signed into law on April 28, 1988, increased the State’s matching
requirements over a three-year period. Through Fiscal Year 1989,
the State's matching requirement was 10 percent. It increased to
15 percent in Fiscal Year 1990, 20 percent in Fiscal Year 1991 and
25 percent in Fiscal Year 1992,

For further information concerning adult education, contact the

Adult Education and Literacy Section, 1llinols State Board of
Education, Springfield, (telephone: 217/782-3370).

Special Education Programs, Claims and Relmbursement

Special Education Personne] Reimbursement. The State relm-

burses school districts or special education cooperatives for
approved special education personnel and for home/hospital
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<ﬁ@istﬂcm are relmbursed during Fiscal Year 1993 as
@ ws:

1) Forelipible children with physical disabilities and all eligible
children whose placement determined under Section 14-8.02
is in hospital or home instruction, one-half of the teacher’s
salary, but not more than $ 1,000 annually per child or $8,000
per teacher, whichever is less.

2) Foreachfull-time professional worker, $8,0C0. Thisis limited
to speech correctionists, school soclal workers, school psy-
chologist interns, school soclal work Intemns, school nurse
interns, certifled school nurses, registered therapists, profes-
sional consultants, speclal educaticn administrators or super-
visors, and speclal education certified teachers.

3) For each fulltime qualified director of speclal education,
$8,000.

4) For each full-time, school psychologist, $8,000.

5) For each full-time, qualified teacher working in an approved
program for preschool children with hearing impalrments,
$8,000.

6) For readers, working with children with visual impairments,

one-half of thelr salary, but not more than $400 annually per
child.

7) For necessary noncertified employees working in any ap-
proved ciass or program, the lesser of one-half of the salary
pald or $2,800 annualty per employee.

When a school district or special education ccoperatlve operates
an approved school or program in excess of the adopted school
calendar, personnel reimbursement for each additional day Is
available at 1/185 of the amount or rate paid. A maximum of 235
days is allowed. The Fiscal Year 1993 appropriation for personnel
reimbursement to school districts under Section 14-13.01 of the
School Code 1s $188.6 milllon. Claims are belng paid at an
estimated 00.5 percent proration level. Payments are made
quarterly.

Tuition for Pupils with Disabilities Attending Private Schools or
Special Education Facllitles, Qut-of-State Public Schools, or Public
School Residential Facllitles. The State reimburses the approved
tuition cost for speclal education and related services during the
regular and summer school terms under a two-tler reimbursement
formula pursuant to Section 14-7,02 of the School Code.

The first tier provides state relmbursement for the difference
between the district’s per caplta tuitlon charge and the lesser of
$4,500 or the tultion cost of the facility providing services.

When the tuition charge Is greater than the distriet's per caplta
tuitlon charge for regular pupils plus $4,500, the second tier
provides that the State will relmburse the amount in excess of the
district's per capita plus $4,500 in addition to the amount
calculated In tier one.

The Fiscal Year 1993 State appropriation In the amount of
$22,950,000 is to honor tultion claims from the 199293 school

year. Funds are estimated to be sufficlet to pay clalms at the 87
percent level, Payments are made quarterly.

Extracrdinary Special Bducation Costs. Section 14-7.02a of the
School Code provides state reimbursement up to 2 maximum of
$2,000 per child to school districts whose costs after other
relmbursements exceed the district’s per capita tuitlon charge.
Costs must be calculated pursuant to Section 14-7.01, The Fiseal
Year 1993 appropriation of $62,330,400 is expected to be
sufficlent to fund approximately 38.3 percent of clalms from the
199162 school year. Payments are made quarterly.

Special Education Puplls from Orphanages. Children's Homes.
State Housing Units or Foster Homes. Sectlon 14-7.03 of the School
Code authorizes current funding to school districts for providing
preapproved special education services to eligible children with
disabilities. Tultion costs must be calculated using the per capita
formula set forth in Section 14-7.01. For those districts claiming
ind1vidual students, an eligibility verification is required prior to
recelpt of funds. For group programs, budget approval is required
prior to receipt of funds, The Fiscal Year 1993 appropriation Is
$44,170,800, which Is expected to be sufficlent to fund an
estimated 86 percent of claims.

Soeclal Bducation Summer Schoal. Pursuant to Section 184.3, an
appropriation of $3,027,000 is avaiflable to relmburse 1992
summer school for pupils eligible under Sections 14-7.02 and 14-
7.02a of the School Code. Pupll enrollment of at least 60 clock
hours is required.

Communityand Residential Services Authoritv, A total of $177,000
Is appropriated to the State Board of Educatlon for operatlonal
costs of the Community and Residential Services Authority {CRSA)
for Behavior Disordered and Severely Emotionally Disturbed
Children 2nd Adolescents. The CRSA is an interagency organiza-
tion coordinating the placement and funding responsibllities of
the varlous participating agencles. For further information,
contact Gary Seelbach, CRSA director, ¢/o Hlinois State Board of
Education (telephone: 217/782-2438).

Special Education Materlals. A 1993 fiscal year appropriation of
$790,700 is avaitable to provide for the production, procurement,

storage, and distribution of special education materlals for chil-
dren and adults with visual impairments pursuant to Section 14-
11.02 of the School Code. Springfield School District 186 is the
administrative agent for this program. For further information,
contact Dr, Mary F. Loken, Assistant Superintendent, Speclal and
Alternative Setvices, Springfield School District 186, 1900 West
Monroe Street, Springfield, 1llinols 62704

Statewlde School and Service Center for Deaf/Blind Persons. The
State Board of Education Is appropriated $2,235,000 in Fiscal Year
1993 for the basic operation of the Philip J. Rock Center and Schoot
for services to deafyblind individuals. Program authorization jsin
Sectlon 14-11.02 of the School Code. The center Is located at 818
DuPage Boulevard, Glen Ellyn, llllnols 60137. The telephone
number Is 708/790-2474.
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Regio; ncidence Programs. A Fiscal Year 1993 appropria-
{‘ﬂ\;{ the amount of $1.5 million is made to the State Board of

atlon for distribution to eligible reciplents for establishing
and/or malntaining education programs for pupils with low-
incldence disabilivies. Program information is available from the
State Board of Bducatlon, Department of Special Education (tele-
phone: 217/7824601).

Regular Education Initiative. The General Assembly appropriated
$1.2 million in Fiscal Year 1995 for the Regular Education
Inidtative (REX) program. This funding source atlows for increased
colizberation and cooperation between reguiar and special educa-
tion. Due to the availability of these funds, in-service (continuing)
education has been offered to hundreds of educators throughout
the State on an ongoing basis.

Direction Service Center

The Direction Service Center of Illinois serves as 4 referral and
information clearinghouse regarding services for handicapped
children and adults. The Center assists families and advocates in
contacting resources throughout the state.

Original funding was from federal grants. The General Assembly
made no appropriation for the Center for Fiscal Year 1993. The
Center is continuing to function because of contractual agree-
ments with other State agencies, including the State Board of
Education. Further information may be obtained by contactingthe
Direction Service Center at 730 East Vine Street, Room 107,
Springfield (telephone: 217/523-1232 TDD or voice),

Gifted Education

Gifted Education Reimbursement Program. Article 14A of the
School Code authorizes the State Board of Education to relmburse

districts for services and materlals to assist in implementatlon of
the Comprehensive Gifted Bducatlon Plan. Funds are distributed
on either a formula or personnel basis. Under the formula method,
districts may clalm up to 5% of the number of stidents In average
daily attendance. Under the personnel method, each full-time
professional who meets established standards generates $5,000.
The Piscal Year 1993 appropriation totals $10,059,600.

For further Information, contact the Grants and Applications
Sectlon, Illinois State Board of Education (telephone: 217/782-
3810).

Gifted Fellowship Program. Article 14A-8 provides for fellowship
grants to graduate students who are interested in working in
programs designed to improve thelr competency in the educatlon
of gifted and talented children inHllinols. Fellowships are awarded
in the amount of up to $2,600 per full academic year. Recipients
1nust agree to contribute and report their contributions to gifted
and talented education programs for a perlod of two years
following funding The Fiscal Year 1993 appropriation is $52,800.
For additlonal information, contact the Textbooks and Scholar-
ships Section, lllinols State Board of Education {telephone: 217/
782:9374).
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Traineeship Program

Article 14A-8 authorizes the State Board of Education to make
trafneeship grants 1o persons majoring in mathematics and/or
sclence, Grants may not exceed $1,000 per academic year.
Trais:_ 25 completing the program are expected to accept offered
teaching employment in Iinois within one year and teach one
semester for each year of funding, The traineeship grant must be
returned if the recipient fails to meet the reporting and compliance
provisions of the grant. The Fiscal Year 1993 appropriation is
$25,000. For additlonal information, contact the Textbooks and
Scholurships Section, Illinois State Board of Education (telephone:
217/782.9374).

Vocational Education

Both the Illinois General Assembly and Congress provide funding
for vocational/technical education programs designed to prepare
Illinols youth and adults for employment. Federal funding is
discussed in Chapter I of this publication.

Approximately $46,476,800 in state funds provide fornula relm-
bursements to local educatlon agencies for students enrolled in
approved vocation programs during 1992-1993, Addltional state
funds (about $1.5 million) were allocated for the Vocational
Instructor Practioum, a staff development activity, outlined in the
School Reform Measures section of this report; $3,000,000 have
been appropriated for a Technical Preparation Program.

The Illinois Counsel on Vocational Education, an advisory group
to the State Board of Educatlon, has been appropriated $83,500
for Fiscal Year 1993,

In Fiscal Year 1993, $3 million will be used to implement
Vocational Education Technical Preparation Programs throughout
Ilinofs. These funds will complement federal funding (See:
Chapter 0) 2nd allow expanslon to additional secondary sites and
occupatlonal program areas.

Ilinois State Free Lunch and Breakfast Programs

THinols law requires all public schools to provide free lunches to
needy students. Schools serving meals can receive firancial
assistance through participation in the Illinois State Free Lunch
and Breakfast Programs.

These programs are voluntary and are available to both publicand
private school systems. Participating schools are reimbursed
$.125 for each free lunch and each free breakfast served to an
eligible student. The current appropriation is $12,790,300.

Schools that wish to recelve additional Informatien should contact
the Department of Child Nutridon (telephone: 800/545-7892 or
217/782-2491; the FAX number for the department is 217/524
6124).
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Schoo geform Measures
@ﬂy Childhood Education

Prekindergarten Program for Children at Risk of Academic Failure.
Statutotily authorized by Section 2-3.71(a} of the School Code, the
Prekindergarten Program for Children at Risk of Academlc Fallure
was established in 1985 to provide grants to public school districts
to conduct screening ptograms to identify children aged three
through five who are at risk of academic failure and to provide
appropriate educational programs for those children to increase
their likelthood of school success.

In Fiscal Year 1993, 31,000 three- and four-year old children will
be served in developmentally appropriate preschool programs
with an appropriation of $75,571,200 in grants to public school
disiricts; an additional $252,000 has been appropriated for
administration of the program. Other program components
include evaluation and parent involvemeat, with an emphasis cn
linkage with agencies and organizations in the community which
also serve the same population. The 31,000 children who are
beingserved in Fiscal Year 1993 are located in 510 school districts
(including 43 joint agreements) in 100 counties.

Coordinated Model Préschool Educational Program. Section 2-
3.71(b} of the School Code authortzes the State Board of Education
to provide grants to school districts and to public and private
Institutions of higher education to establish 2nd Implement
coordinated model preschool programs which include both a
research component in early childhood development and psychol-
ogy and a personnel training component in preferred teaching
methodologies in effective preschool education

Fiscal year 1993 Is the first year of funding for this program. Up
to 5 percent of the amounts appropriated under Sectlon 2-3.71
may be used for this program; $300,000 has been allocated by the
State Superintendent of Education for the Coordinated Model
Preschool Educational Program.

Mode! Early Childhood Parental Training Program. Statutorily
authorized by Section 2-3.71a of the School Code, the Model Early

Childhood Parental Training Program was enacted to allow the
State Board of Education to provide grants to public school
districts to conduct training programs for the parents of children
in the period of life from birth to kindergarten entry.

In Fiscal Year 1993, $3 million was appropriated for this purpose;
the program is projected to serve 21,093 families in 175 schocl
districts,

Prevention Initfative Program for At-Risk Infants and Toddlers and
Their Families. The purpose of the Prevention Inltiative Program

for At Risk Infants and Toddlers and Their Families is to reduce
school fatlure by coordinating and expanding health, social, and/
or child development services to at-risk infants and toddlers and
thelr families who reside in Familles with a Future areas. Families
with a Future areas are identified by the Department of Public
Health: thelr putpose is to reduce infant mortality in Hlinols.
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The Llinois General Assembly has appropriated $2 million for the
Preventicn Initlative Progeam for Fiscal Year 1993, The Fiscal Year
1993 program will support services to approximately 1,000
families and 1,800 children,

For additional informaticn, please contact the Early Childhood
Education Section at 217/524-4835.

Reading Improvement

Section 2-3.51 of the School Code authorizes the State Board of
Education to fund school districts for tmproving reading and/or
study skills of students in grades kindergarten through six. These
funds are distributed on a formula basls with seventy percent of
the funds allotted on the basis of the latest available best three
months K-6 average dally attendance. The remaining 30 percent
is based on ESEA, Chapter 1 eligible prorated at7/9 for elementary
districts and 7/13 for unit districts. Funds may be used to provide
reading speciallists, teacher aides, other personnel, books and
other printed materials to improve K-6 reading and/orstudy skills,
Appropriations for Fiscal Year 1993 total $40,155,300 miilion.
Payments to districts are made semiannually.

For further Information, contact the Gra~:s and Applications
Section, !llineis State Board of Education (telephone: 217/782-
3810).

Mathematics and Science Equipment

Section 2-3.54 of the School Code authorizes the State Board of
Education to make loans of mathematics and science equipment.
Equipment and related instructional materials are available, free
of charge, to students enrolled in grades kindergarten through 12
at a public or nonpublic school which is in compliance with the
compulsory attendance laws of the state and with Title VI of the
Civil Rights Act of 1964. The Fiscal Year 1993 reappropriation
from the Build [llincls Bond Fund is appreximately $1.5 million,
This provides for liquidation of Fiscal Year 1992 obligations and
for payment of Fiscal Year 1993 obligations of public and
nonpublic schools. Participating public and nonpublic schools
order equipment pursuant to program terms outlined by the rules
and regulations of the State Board of Education.

For further information, contact the Grants and Applications
Section, Hlnois State Board of Education (telephone: 217/782-
3810}

Curriculum and Teacher Development

Alcohol and Drug Education Initiative (Substance Abuse and
Education Program), As a result of Public Act 86-822 passed in
1989, the State Board of Education Is authorized to award grants
to school districts for the purpose of establishing drug-free school
and community planning and implementation strategies and for
staff development activities, software and curriculum materials.
The Flscal Year 1993 appropriation for this grant program to the
State Board of Education Is $4,486,200.
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Grants. Section 2-3.65 of the School Code autho-
the State Board of Education to provide grants to school
tricts for the purpose of developing comprehensive arts pro-
grams in music, art, drama and dance for smdents in kindergarten

through grade six.

The Fiscal Year 1993 appropriation to the State Board of Education
of $499,700 provides grants to local school districts for planning
these district-wide comprehensive arts programs.

Certification Testing. Beginning July 1, 1988, teachers, school
service personnel, and administrators seeking Iilinols certificates
are required to pass a basic skills test and a subject-matter
knowledge test to achieve certification. Testing requirements
apply to those seeking certificates in early childhood, elementary,
speclal, and secondary education or administration. The tests
cover both basic skills and subject-area knowledge. The tests are
designed under the direction of the State Board of Education, in
consultation with the State Teacher Certification Board, and
prepared by an educational testing organization.

The Fiscal Year 1993 appropriation to the State Board of Education
includes $150,000 for the ongolng development of these tests of
basic skills and subject-matter knowledge.

Yocational Instructor Practicum (VIP). The objective of this

program is to place public school counselors, publlc vocational
education teachers and administrators in private/publicsector
positions for continuing education. This program is administered
at the local level by the eighteen Educational Service Centers
(ESCs). The ESCs may award grants up to $2,000 to ezch eligible
vocational education applicant. Eligible VIP applicants must be
listed in regional system and community college plans and spend
more than 50 percent of their time in Education for Employment
programs.

For Fiscal Year 1993, approximately $1.5 million has been
appropriated by the lllinois General Assembly to support the
program,

Staff Development Programs. Under Section 2-3.5¢ of the School
Code, school districts are required to conduct staff development
programs. Following State Board of Education approval of district
plans, the Board will provide funds to school districts to aid in
conducting such staff development programs.

A Fiscal Year 1993 appropriation of $3.1 million provides grants
for regional and local programs for staff developiment activities.
Pursuant to Section 2-3.59, ctaff development programs can
include services provided through cooperatives or joint agree-
ments made with the administrative agents for educational service
centers or regional superintendents acting on behalf of such
entitles.

For further information, contact the Grants and Applications
Section. lllinois State Board of Education (telephone: 217/782-3810).
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Student Assessment. Under Section 2-3.04 of the School Code,
school districts must test the profidency of pupiis enrolled in
grades 3, 6, 8, and 10 in reading, mathematics, and language arts
and stdents in grades 4, 7, and 11 in science and social sctence.
A learning objectives approach to curriculum development is also
required,

AFiscal Year 1993 appropriation of $4,476,600 is allocated to the
State Board of Education for the developmentand implementation
of the Illinois Goal Assessment Program (IGAP). In April 1993,
nearly 800,000 third, fourth, sixth, seventh, eight, tenth and
eleventh grade pupiis will take the IGAP reading, writing, math-
ematics, science and social science assessments. Each superinten-
dent and principal receives information that can be used to
compare their district's and school's progress to state and national
standards, as well as their own trend results.

Educational Service Centers

1n 1985 the Ifinols General Assembly directed the State Board of
Education to establish Educational Setvice Centers (ESCs), According
to the legislation, services to be made available by these centers
shall include the planning, implementation and evaluation of:

(1) education for gifted children through area service centers,
experimental projects and institutes as provided in Section
14A-6;

computer technology education including the evaluation, use
and application of state-of-theart technology in computer
software as provided in Section 2-3.43; and

mathematics, science and reading resources for teachers
including continuing education, inservice training and staff
development.

)
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Centers may also provide training, technical assistance, coordina-
tion and planning in other program areas such as career guidance,
early childhood education, alcohol/drug education and preven-
tion, family life/sex education, electronic transmission of data
from school districts to the state, alternative education, identifica-
tion of exemplary programs and regional special education
(Section 2-3.62 of the School Code).

Operating under riles established by the State Board of Education,
the ESCs are directed by governing boards consisting of local
educators and communpity members and serve the school popula-
tlon located within a particular geographic region of the state.
Each Center is staffed by a director, professional educators and
support staff. The capacity of each ESC to dellver services to its
client schools Is enhanced by the regular use of consultants from
the local schools, colleges and unlversities, and public and private
sources.

Although the programs and resources provided via the Centers
vary from region to region based on the local needs, each currently
delivers services and activitles assoclated with the following
programs:
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ois Administrators’ Academy
g Objectives and Student Assessment
@ o Eisenhower Math/Science Act

Mathematics, Sclence and Reading

Gifted Education

Technology Education

Staff Development

Accelerated Schools and At-Risk Programs
Vocational Instructor Practicum

Local perspective is infused into these statewide programs via use
of advisory committees, consultants, workshop evaluations, and
each ESC's governing beard.

The Flscal Year 1993 appropriation available for the administra-
tion of the Educational Service Centers in Illinois is $8,280,900,

Information concerning the operation and services of ESCs can be
obtained through the School Improvement Planning and Assistance
Sectlon, State Board of Educati n (telephone: 217/782-2826).

linois Administrators’ Academy

The State Board of Education provides funding for an Illinols
Administrators’ Academy, whose services are dellvered through
the 18 Educational Service Centers (ESCs). The purpose of the
Academy is to provide administrators opportunities to develop
skillsin instructional leadership through participation in adiverse
training and professional growth curriculum. For Fiscal Year
1993, $806,8001s appropriated to the State Board of Education for
the coordination, design and delivery of services of the lllinois
Administrators’ Academy. For further information, contact the
Schoel Improvement Planning and Assistance Section, Illinois
State Board of Education (telephone: 217/782-2826).

Mathematics and Sclence Academy

The Illinols Mathematics and Science Academy Is a threeyear
residential institution funded by state appropriations, private
contributions and endowments. Admission to the Academy is
determined by competitive examination and recommendations
from the students' mathematics and science teachers and their
school principal or gnidance counselor. During the seventh year
of operation, approximately 650 high-schoolage students from
across Illinols are enrolled at the Academy's Aurora site.

Publc Act 85-1019 transferred supervisory responsibility for the
Academy from the Iilinois State Board of Education to the Board
of Higher Education.

Atotal of $11,484,500was appropriated in House Bili 2703 {Public
Act 87-864) to the Board of Higher Education for the operating
expenses of the Academy for Fiscal Year 1993. An additional
$364,700 was appropriated for retirement contributions.

Additlonal information concerning the lillnols Mathematics and
Sclence Academy can be received by contacting the Board of
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Higher Education, Springfield (telephone: 217/782-2551) or the
Academy in Aurora {telephone 708/801-6000),

Speclal Needs Programs

Agricuitural Education. For Fiscal Year 1993, $1,040,000 was
appropriated to the lllinois State Board of Education for agricul-
tural education, These funds support initiatives to kmprove and
expand agricultural education programs throughout the State
through direct grants to local education agency agricultural
education programs, curriculum development activities and
insetvice for Instructors.

Additional information on this program may be obtalzed from
the Department of Adult, Vocational and Technical Education,
State Board of Education (telephone; 217/782-4870).

Consumer Education Proficlency Test. Section 27-12.1 of the
School Code requires high school students to obtain specific
consumer knowledge and awareness. A 1985 change in the law
permitted students to be excluded from mandated consumer
education courses upon passage of a proficiency exam.

For Fiscal Year 1993, the State Board of Education is appropriated
$150,000 for the development and implementation of 2 con-
sumer education proficiency test.

Truants® Alternative and Optional Education Programs. Section
2-3.66 of the Schoo! Code authorizes the State Board of Education

to establish programs which offer modified instructional services
designed to prevent students from dropping out of school.
Programs may also be designed which serve as part-time or full.
time options in Heu of regular school attendance and may be
operated by regular school districts, educational service reglons,
and community college districts. In Fiscal Year 1993, the
$17 460,000 appropriated to the State Board of Education will
support grants to provide truancy/dropout prevention services to
atrisk youth in 76 projects statewide. For further information,
contact the Department of Student Development Services, [llinois
State Board of Education, Springfleld (217/524-4835).

Literacy Services. Senate Bill 730 (1985) created a Literacy
Advisory Board to advise the Secretary of State and authorized
the Secretary of State to admindster a program of grants to combat
illiteracy in linois.

AFiscal Year 1993 appropriation of §5 million was made to the
Secretary of State for support and expansion of Hteracy programs
administered by education agencies, libraries, volunteer and
community-based organizations, and private businesses. An
additional $293,358 was appropriated for grants to school
Hbraries.

For additional information, contact the Literacy Office Coordina:

tor, Office ¢ ¥ the Secretary of State, 431 South Fourth Street,
Springfield, Winols 62701, telephone 217/7856921.
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T larships/Teacher Compensation

1 é@aj Opportunity Scholarships. There are documented shortages

of minorities and women in educational administration throngh-
otit our nation. Under Section 30-4d of the School Code, the State
Board of Education s authorized to administer a scholarship
program to enable eligible women and minorities to begin and
complete graduate training in educational administration.

A Flscal Year 1993 appropriation of §276,200 is available to the
State Board of Education for equal opportuaity scholarships to
women and minoritles for graduate training in educational
administration.

Teacher Shortage Scholarships, To address shortages in specific
teachirrg subject areas, Senate Bill 730 (1985) added Section 30-4¢
to the School Code. Under this provision, the State Board of
Education administers a program of college scholarships available
to persons preparing to teach in areas of identified staff shortages.
Participants are selected based upon academic performance and
the availabtlity of funds.

Following completion of the scholarship recipient’s program of
study, the individual must 2ccept employment within one year in
an elementary or secondary school and teach for a period of at
least three years. Individuals who fail to comply with these
requirements must refund the value of the scholarships. The State
Superintendeat of Education is responsible for deslgnating subject
areas experiencing teacher shortages.

A total of $555,400 is appropriated to the State Board of Education
for scholarships for the training and retmining of teachers in
designated areas of teacher shortages to be awarded in Fiscal Year
1993,

Other State Funding

1llinois State Board of Eduration Adntinistration

The operating expenses of the State Board of Education are met
through a combination of state and federal funds. The appropria-

tion from state funds to meet the ordinary and contingent
expenses of the llinois State Board of Education are shown below.

Fund Source Amount
State—General Revenue $19,618,000
Accountability Implementation 232,800
State—Driver Education 047,200
Preschool Administration 252,000
Accounts Receivable Fund 178,000
Total $20,928,000

An additional $25.5 million is appropriated to the State Board of
Education from federal grant funds for operating purposes.
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School Facility Funding

The School Construction Bond Act authorized the Capital Develop-
ment Board to make grants to local school districts for heaith/life
safety, rehabilitation/renovation and new construction. The
amounts granted are based upoa 2 “Grant Index” formuia which
makes comparisons by dlstrict type (elementary, high school, and
unit) on the basls of the rato of weighted average daily attendance
to the district's equalized assessed valuaton per pupik The
amount of the grant index may not be less than 20 percent nor
greater than 70 percent of the recognized project costs, Districts
are ranked in priority order based on emergencies, health/life
safety hazards, and unhoused students. General funding under
this grant program was provided under a state bond issue. Funds
from that bond Issue are exhausted, and no new funding is
presently authorized.

School district construction funds may also be appropriated in
specific amounts for specificschool projects. Obtaining appropria-
tions of this nature is the responsibility of the local district.

A total of $21.7 million in capital project reappropriations (of
prior-year appropriations) was made for Fiscal Year 1993 to the
Capital Development Board. A new appropriation of $2,500,000
was made for providing assistance to Plainfleld School District 202
to replace facilitles destroyed by 2 tornado on August 28, 1990,

Build Iilinois Funding

No new school-related Bulld Ulinois profects were appropriated or
reappropriated for Fiscal Year 1993.

Debt Service for School Copstruction Bonds

House Blll 2703 (Publlc Act 87-864) appropriates funds for the
payment of debt service for bonds previously sold by the State of
llinots for school construction purposes. The appropriated
principal amount is $13.2 million and the appropriated interest
amount is $7.4 million for Flscal Year 1993,

Statewide School Weatherization Program

Approximately $2.0 million for program grants has been
reappropriated in Fiscal Year 1993 to the lllinofs Department of
Energy and Natural Resources for expenses connected with a
Statewide School Weatherization Program. The Illinols Depart:
ment of Energy and Natural Resources administers the weatheriza-
tlon program, subject to the requirements of the federal govern:
ment and the federal courts. Funding available under the program
is the responsibility of the Department of Energy and Natural
Resources. For further information concerning this program,
contact Mr. Greg Lenaghan, acting manager, Institutional Conser-
vatlon Program (ICP), Depariment of Energy and Natural Re-
sources, 3rd Floor, 325 West Adams Strect. Springfleld, Ilinols
#2704 (telephone: 217/785-3983).
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mpriations are provided in Fiscal Year 1993 in the amount of

20,262,500 for school districts outside of Chicago that provide
Transitional Bilingual Bducation programs (TBE) and Transitional
Programs of Instruction (TPI) for children of limited-English
proficiency. .

Upon receiving program approval from the State Superintendent
of Education, dlstricts are eligible for reimbursement for excess
program costs, The bill also provides $27,611,700 for reimburse-
ment to Chicago School Dlistrict 299 for approved bilingual
programs (TBE and TPI). The total state appropriation for
bilingual programs is $47,874,200.

Billnguai education is a current-funded program. School districts
tile three estimated quarterly elaims and a final adjusted claim,

Senate Bill 730 (1985) increased school district responstbilities in
providing transitional bilingual education. It extended the tespon-
sibilities of school districts by requiring services to all iimited-
English-proficlent students in need. Where fewer than 20 children
in any language classification are-In an antendance center, the
district must provide a locally determined transitional program of
instruction based upon an individual student Ianguage assess-
ment.

For further information, contact the Bilingual Education Section,
Dinols State Board of Bducation, Chicago (telephone: 312/814
38”).

Hispanic Stodents

The Fiscal Year 1993 appropriation to the State Board of Education
Includes $374,600 to fund program services recommended by the
State Task Force on Hispanic Student Dropouts. Flve separate
programs are funded.

Program Amount
Summer programs $ 99,900
Night programs 99,900
After-school activities 99,900
Career counseling programs 25,000
Tutorial programs ___49900
Total $374,600

Department of Corrections School District

The lilinois Department of Corrections, through the Department
of Corrections Schoo! Board, operates a regular school dlstrict.
The Department of Corrections appropriationsbill contains $21.4
million for the operation of the school dlstrict for Fiscal Year 1993.
No General State Aid asslstance Is provided to this district, but the
dlstrict is eligible for certain categorical state funding and federal
program funding.
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Texthook Loan Program

The Illinois State Board of Education is required to provide, free
of charge, the loan of textbooks listed for use by the Illinois State
Board of Education to any kindergarten through grade 12 student.
The students must be enrolled in a public r nonpublic school that
is in compliance with the state's compuisory attendanece laws and
Title ¥ of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, This Ilinois State Board
of Education service must be provided directly to the students at
their request or at the request of their parents or guardians. The
Ilinois State Board of Education has adopted rules and regulations
to administer the act and to facilitate the equitable partidpation
of all elipible students.

Fiscal Year 1992 funding provided textbooks for the 15 percent
of grade 9 studants who requested textbooks in Fiscal Year 1991 and
did not recelve them. It also provided textbooks for all of the students
in grade 10 who requested textbooks for Fiscal Year 1992.

Students in the public schools 2ccounted for 89.36 percent and
those in the nonpublic schools accounted for 10.64 percent of the
money spent under this program during Fiscal Year 1992.

The Fiscal Year 1993 appropriation for the Ilinols Textbook Loan
Program is §5,300,000. This amount will provide textbooks for

grade 11 students who requested them and approximately 25
percent of the students in grade 12 who requested them.

For additional information, contact the Textbooks and Scholar
ships Section, Ilinois State Board of Education (telephone: 217/
782:9374),

[llinois Educational Labor Relations Board

A total of §1,100,800 is appropriated in Fiscal Year 1993 for the
operating expenses of the Illinois Educational Labor Relations
Board. This board oversees the administration of state law, with
respect to collective bargaining in Illinois public educational

programs.
Mathematics and Sclence Scholarships

A total of $8,000 Is appropriated in Fiscal Year 1993 to the State
Board of Education for the granting of scholarships for students
pursuing teaching careers in the fields of mathematics and science.

Illinois Governmental Internships

In cooperation with Springfield School District 186, the State
Board of Education finances 2 high school internship program
known as the Illinols Governmental Internship Progran.. Under
this program high school seniors from across Illinois serve
semester-long internships in state government-related posltions.
Students live in Springfield during their internships. Funding for
the Fiscal Year 1993 program is $129,900.

(@]
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Rengee Ao

Fiscal Year 1993, a total of $1 million was appropriated to the
State Board of Education for relmbursement of expenses related
to printing and distributing report cards pursuant to Sectlons 10-
17a and 34-88 of the School Code.

The law requires that, prior to October 31 each year, school
districts submit a report card for each of their schools to parents,
taxpayers, the Governor, the General Assembly, the State Board of
Education, and regional superintendents, The report cards are
also to be made available to a newspaper of general circulation
serving the districts,

Criminal Background Investigations

For Fiscal Year 1993, 4 total of $164,000 was appropriated to the
State Board of Education for reimbursement of expenses related
to the performance of criminal background Investigations pursu-
ant to Sections 10-21.9 and 34-18.5 of the School Code.

Citizens’ Council on School Problems

The [Hinois General Assembly funds a series of Cltizens’ Councils.
Monies for these councils are appropriated in one budget to the
Cltizens’ Assembly. The General Offlce of the Citizens' Assembly
is reluctant to break down the appropriation by council. Since its
inception, the Citizens’ Council on School Problems has been
involved with reexamining the General State Aid formula to
determine if there is a “better way” to distribute General State Aid.
The Council is chalred by Senator Arthur L. Berman. The
membershlp includes Mr. Ken Bruce, Ms. Mary Ann Burgeson,
Representative Mary Lou Cowlishaw, Senator Vince Demuzio, Ms.
Sally Hoerr, Ms. Patricla Costello, Senator John Maltland, Jr,
Senator Doris Karpiel, Mr. Burton Weinstein, Representative Rich-
ard Mulcahey, Representative Vince Persico, Mr. Dave Peterson,
Representative Helen Satterthwaite, Ms. Ruby Collins Sweigart,
and Ms. Barbara Toney. For further information concerning the
Citizens’ Council on School Problems, contact the Citizens' Assenr
bly, 222 South College Street, Suite 302, Springfield, lllinois 62704
(telephone: 217/782-4546).

Citizens' Council on Children for U-RATE Program

The appropriation for this program for Fiscal Year 1993 is $1,000.
The purpose of the program is to provide recognition to children
who provide volunteer services through an organized school
group. Examples of the services provided are peer counseling and
visitations to nursing homes.

Substance Abuse Prevention {Drug Education)

Section 2-3.92 of the School Code authorizes the State Board of
Education, in consultation with the Department of Commerce and
Communpity Affairs and the Department of Alcoholism and Sub-
stance Abuse, to establish criteria for implementing a program
which recognizes schools, communities and businesses that are
drug-free.
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Sectlon 2-3.93 of the School Code authorizes the State Board to
award competitive grants to school districts for the purpose of
developing drug-free commurity planning and implementation
strategies through Joint efforts. In additlon, grants shall be made
to qualifylng school districts for staff development activities,
software and currionlum materials. The Fiscal Year 1993
appropriation for this program {s §4,486,200,

Sclentific Literacy

Section 2-3.94 of the School Code authorizes the Illinois State
Board of Education to enter into contracts with or award grants
to the educational service centers, the Illinois Mathematics and
Science Academy, colleges and universities, and other not-for-
profit organizations devoied to scientific literacy to provide
inservice/staff development for elementary and secondary teach-
ers. The State Board may also provide grants for colleges and
universities to review and revise the pre-service curriculum in
mathematlcs and sclence. Additionally, the State Board shall
provide competitive grants to school districts and not-for-profit
organizations devoted to scientific literacy to provide pilot
programs in scientific literacy.

Sectton 2-3.95 of the School Code creates, within the State Board
of Education, a Center on Scientific Literacy to provide technical
assistance to school districts. The center maintains an advisory
committee and coordinates and supports the development of
alternatlve curriculum models and appropriate assessment in-
struments. The Fiscal Year 1993 appropriation for this prograr
is $9.7 million.

Second Language

The State Board of Education is authorized to provide competi-
tive grants to school districts to plan and/or implement new
second (foreign) language programs in grades K-12 designed to
increase the number of students who are learning second
languages. The Fiscal Year 1993 appropriation for this program
Is $500,000.

llinols Occupational Information
Coordinating Committee

An appropriation of §25,000 has been provided to support
activitles of the lllinols Occupatlonal Informatlon Coordinating
Comumittee. The purpose of this appropriation Is to help ensure
the continuation of adequate occupational and career informa-
tion deltvery systems to respond to the increasing demand for
training and technical assistance and to support the implemen-
tation of the 1llinois Labor Market Information Plan.

For additional information, please contact the Innovatlon and
Performance ManagementSectton in Springfield at 217/782-4620.
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ition Program

of $200,000 has been appropriated for Fiscal Year 1993 for

purpose of providing assistance to minority students in
preparing for college. The University of Chicago will receive
$125,000 and Chicago State University will receive $75,000 to
develop “Pilot Enrichment Programs.” Evening and Satusday
offerings will be developed to assist minority students in prepar-
ing for the ACT and SAT tests and for college-level work. Additional
information can be secured by contacting the Urban and Ethnic
Education Section in Chicago at 312/814-3606.

Evaluation - Reform Programs

Three reform programs have been selected for evaluation this fall
The Winois Gifted Bducation Program, the Scholarships Program,
and the State Chapter 1 Program will be evaluated by agencies
outside the Ilincls Seate Board of Education.

Contracts have been awarded to Educational Testing Service,
Evanston, Illinois, to evaluate the Scholarship Program and to
Evaluation Systems Design, Inc., Tallahassee, Florida, to evaluate
the 1linois Gifted Education Program.

The contract to evaluate the State Chapter i Program was awarded
in January to PRC of Indianapeils, Indiana.

Bvaluation activities began in November 1992 with the final
reports to be presetited to the State Board of Education on March
31, 1993 and May 28, 1993.

The Fiscal Year 1993 appropriation for these evaluations is
§150,000.

Task Force on School Finance

‘The amount of $25,000 was appropriated for Fiscal Year 1593 to
support the work of the Task Force. A discussion of the work of
the Task Force is included in Chapter VL

illinois Teacher of the Year Award

The purpose of this program is to provide funds for the Teacher
of the Year Award. Each yvear, through the Those Who Excel
program, a Teacher of the Year is selected. The selected teachet
acts as “Ambassador” for the teaching profession during the
second semester and is also provided the opportunity to spend the
following year in advanced studles. As an “Ambassador,” the
teacher travels around the state speaking to clvic groups, parent
groups, inscrvice workshops, college classes, career nlghts, the
news medla and other forums.

The State Board will reimburse the school district of the selected
teacher for the costs incurred in the “Ambassador” component of
the program and the teacher salary and fringes associated with a
year's leave of absence for the teacher to pursue graduate studies
in a subsequent year. The amount of $85,000 has been appropri-
ated for this program.
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Urban Education Partnership Grants

This program provides funding on & competitive grant basis to
schools within urban school districts in llinois, The program is
intended to improve the academic achievement of students in
urban schools through implementing the research principles of
effective schools, restructuring schools, and developing collabora-
tive partnerships between schools and businesses, social agencles,
higher education, parents, and/or local governmental agencies.
Funding for this program is provided through General Revenue
Funds ($350,000) and ESEA Chapter 2 Discretionary Funds
(§700,000). Additional information can be sectired by contacting the
Utban and Ethnic Education Section in Chicago at 312/814-3606.

lllinois Scholars Program

The purpose of this programis to initiate a teacher recruitment and
training program unifike any other in the nation which would
address the problem of reduced numbers of students, especially
minority students, choosing teaching as a career. High school
students would be nominated in their junior year by teachers,
counselors or principals, based on their capacity to become great
teachers. Selected in the fall of thelr senior year, scholars would
be mentored through college and into their teaching careers by
Golden Apple Winners.

¢ Scholars would recelve financlal assistance for college costs
in excess of available financial aid and family contributions
(Le., “last dollar” assistance).

¢ Throughout the academic year, scholars would participate in
work/study programs lnvolving children in school eaviron-
ments,

& Scholars would teceive a bonus for teaching in schools with
a disproportionate number of students from low-Income
familles.

In the first year of the expanded statewide Illinols Academy
Scholars Program, 60 qualified scholars would be selected. In the
second year and beyond, 100 scholars would be selected. In
accordance with the distribution of the school-age population in
1linois—43% of which is accounted for in the greater Chicago
metropolitan area—approximately 60 scholars would be selected
from Cook, Lake, DuPage, McHenry, Will and Lake counties and 40
scholars would be selected from the remaining downstate coun-
ties. After five years of the program, 400 scholars would be in
college and headed for teaching careers in Illinois classrooms.

The appropriation of $250,000 will provide funding for the
Scholars Program for Fiscal Year 1993.

Illinois Alliance of Essential Schools

Nine Chicago high schools and a suburban middle school became
the newest members of the Illinois Alliance of Essential Schools
during the 199091 school year. Twenty lllinois “essential” middle
and high schools are now aggressively moving toward “recreat-
ing” themselves and shifting their emphasls to helping children

use mewds well.



The Il Qﬁllanoe is part of a nationwide project developed by

¢ Edurcation Commission of the States and the Coalition of
ssential Schools, which now includes 10 member states and
severai networking states. The initiative focuses on restructuring
education across the board from the school house to the State

House.

The 10 original Iilinois Alllance members are in thelr third year of
transformation. The 10 new members spent the 1990-91 school
year designing their restructuring plans and began implementa-
tion during 1991-92.

Chicago School Finance Authority

The Chicago School Finance Authority (CSFA), under the provi-
sions of Artlcle 34A of the School Code, exercises financial control
over Chicago Public School District 299, Each year, the CSFA
adopts 2 budget for its operations. Funding for the CSFA comes
from the district’s General State Aid allocation. For Fiscal Year
1993, 89 560 will be paid to the CSFA.

38



fng

@@S

Fiscal Year 1993

Summary of State Funding

Appropriated lo State Board of Education
General State Aid
Interest on Deferred General State Ald Payments
Supplementary State Afd for New and Certain Annexing Districts
Educational Service Reglons

Salaries of Reglonal Superintendents and

Assistant Reglonal Superintendents

Audits

Supervisory Expense Punds
Tuition of Children from Orphanages, Children's Homes,

or in State-Owned Housing
Tax-Equivalent Grant
Teachers' Retitement

Downstate

Chicago

Onetime Employer’s Contribution

(Section 16-133.2 of the Illinois Pension Code)

Pupil Transportation

Regular and Yocational

Special Education

Parent or Guardian Grant Program

Operational Expenses for Pupil Transportation Grant Program
Driver Education

Program Reimbursement

Administration
Adult Education and Literacy

Section 31, Adult Education Act

Public Assistance

Basic
Special Education

Personnel

Private Tultlon

Extraordinary

Orphanages

Summer School

Philip J. Rock Center and School/Materials for Yisually Impaired

Reglonal Low-Incidence Handicapped
Residential Services Authority
Gifted Education
Gifted Fellowships
Mathematics and Science Tralneeships
Vocational Education
Baslc Programs

Yocational Education Retraining (Vocational Instructor Practicum)

Yocational Bducation Technical Preparation Programs
nois Council on Yocational Education
School Fod Services
1llinois State Board of Education
General Revenue Fund
Accountability Implementation
Accounts Recelvable Fund*
Preschool Administration
Bilingual Educatton
Chicago
Downstate
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$ 6,430,000
378,000
102,000

§ 225,850,000
59,980,300

200,000

$ 117,300,000
102,752,100
9:847,000
153,000

$ 15,000,000
647,200

$ 6,967,600
9,734,900
1,150,000

$ 188,600,000
22,950,000
62,330,400
44,170,800

3,027,000
3,025,700
1,500,000

177,000

$ 46,476,800
1,499,200
3,000,000

83,500

$ 19,618,000
232,800
178,000
252,000

$ 27,611,700
20,262,500

$2,120,834,600
939,500
8,400,000
6,910,000

1,489,600
450.800
286,030,300

230,052,100

15,647,200

17,852,500

325,780,900

10,059,600
52,800
25,000

51,059,500

12,790,300
20,280,800

47,874,200



= orce on Hispanic Student Dropouts $ 374,600
@ Summer School Programs $ 99,900
@ Evening School Programs 99,900
After-School Activitles 99,900
Career Counseling Programs 25,000
Tutorial Programs 49,900
Public and Nonpublic Textbooks 5,300,000
Governmental Student Internship Program 129,500
Early Zhildhood Education Programs for 3-5-Year-Olds 75,571,200
Reading Grants, Grades X-6 40,155,300
Mathematics and Sclence Equipment
{Reappropriated Funds) 1,450,000
K6 Planning District-wide Comprehensive Arts Program 499,700
Development of Basic Skills Tests 150,000
Dropout and Altetnative Education Programs 17,460,000
Learning Objectives, Testing and Assessment Systems 1,791,200
Operational Expenses and Technlcal Asslstance for
illinois Goals Assessment Programs 4,476,600
School Improvement Support 2,160,000
Educational Service Centers 8,280900
Tllinols Administrators’ Academy 806,800
Agricultural Education Program 1,040,000
_ Consumer Education Proficlency Test Development 150,000
Regional and Local Staff Development Activitles 3,120,000
Scholarships 837,600
Equal Opportunity Scholarships for Women and
Minorities in Edncation Administration $ 276,200
Scholarships in Areas of Teacher Shortages 553,400
Mathematics and Science Scholarships 5,000
Printing and Distributing Report Cards 1,000,000
Criminal Background Investigations 164,000
Early Childhood Parental Training 3,000,000
Prevention Initiative At-Risk Program 2,000,000
Substance Abuse Prevention 4,486,200
Center on Sclentific Literacy 9,700,000
lmplement Second Language Elementary Programs 500,000
1linois Occupational Information Coordinating Council 25,000
Minority Transltion Program 200,000
Reform Program Evaluations 150,000
Task Force on School Finance 25,000
Ilinols Teacher of the Year Award 85,000
Regular Education [nitiative Programs 1,200,000
Urban Education Partnership Grants 350,000
Ilinois Scholars Program 250,000
Wlinois Alliance of Essential Schools, Projects and Programs 419,000
Early Intervention Program 500,000
Subtotal $3.344.337,700
Appropriated lo Other Stale Agencies
Teachers’ Retirement Systems $ 44,631,430
Supplementary {Downstate)"* $ 44,481430
Supplementary (Chicago)** 150,000
Capital Development Board Appropriation 2,500,000
Plainfield School District 202 $ 2,500,000
Capltal Development Board Reappropriation 21,685,385
Chicago $ 2,086,162
Downstate 12,211,876
Mathematics and Science Academy 7,387,347
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= Treasurer
ﬁiﬁﬁu Construction Bonds-Debt Service $ 20,596,304

Principal $ 13155515
Interast 7,442,789
Illinols Department of Corrections School District 21,365,600
Illinols Mathematics and Sclence Academy 11,849,200
Operating Expenses $ 11,484,500
Retirement Contributions 364,700
Secretary of State 5,293,358
Literacy (PA 87-865) $ 5,000,000
Grants to School Librarles (PA 87-865) .293,358
Direction Service Center woe
Hiinols Educational Labor Relations Board 1,100,800
Energy and Natural Resources
Reappropriation for Statewlde School Weatherization Program 1,962,600
Citizens Assembly 76,000
Citizens' Councll on School Problems $ 75,000
Citizens' Coundll on Children for URATE Program 1,000
Subtotal $131,060,677
TOTAL $3,475,398,377

* For collection of delinguent scholarships
** Appropriated directly to the Teachers' Retirement Systems

**+ No appropiation for the Direction Service Center Was made during the Spring Session of the General Assembly, The Center Is
continuing to function because of contractual agreements with other State agencies, including ISBE. Funds may be appropriated
during the Fall Session.

Funds in this chart appropriated to the State Board of Education from the Common School Fund, the Driver Education Fund, the Education
Assistance Fund and the General Revenue Fund are in Public Act 87-864 (House Bill 2703). One line itemin Public Act 87-864 is appropriated
from the Accounts Receivable Fund. Appropriations to the Secretary of State are in Public Act 87-865 (Senate Blll 954). Appropriations
to other State agencies are in Public Act 87-864,
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CHAPTER II

Federal Education Programs

This chapter provides 2 brief overview of the educational pro-
grams in lllinois' common schools supported by federal funding.
The following paragrapiis reflect the Fiscal Year 1993 federal grant
awards to the state of Iilinois. A financial summary detailing
approximate amounts available for filinois schools and for state
administration of programs during Flscal Year 1993 is provided at
the end of this chapter. This chart reflects the state appropriation
level for both current Fiscal Year 1993 and carryover Fiscal
Year 1992 grant funds. The federal fiscal year is October 1
through September 30. Unless otherwise noted, references in this
chapter to a fiscal year mean the federal fiscal year.

Compensatory Education

Elementary and Secondary Education Act, Public Law 100-297,
Chapter |, Educationally Deprived Children Grants to Local
Education Agencies. During Fiscal Year 1993, grants will be made
10 nperate some 850 Chapter I projects which are designed to
reduce or ellminate the educational deficiencies of eligible educa-
tionaily deprived public and nonpublic students in the state. Most
programs support services in the areas of reading, langnage arts,
and/or mathentatics. The Fiscal Year 1993 federal grant for this
program is $290,864,305. For further information, contact the
Intervention and Improvement Services Section, lilinols State
Board of Education, Springfleld (telephone: 217/782-6035).

Elementary and Secondary Educatipn Act Public Law 100-297,
Chapter |, Neglected and Delinquent Children. Funds are pro-

vided to the Illinois State Board of Education for planning,
development, and funding of supplementary educational pro-
grams for qualifying children in institutions for neglected or
delinquent children and in state institutions for neglected or
delinquentchildren including both adult and juvenile correctional
insdtutions. The Fiscal Year 1993 federal grant of §1,189,341 is
allocated for implementation of approximately 37 projects. For
further informarion, contact the Intervention and Improvement
Services Sectlon, Illinols State Beard of Education, Springfield
(telephone: 217/782-6035).

Elementary and Secondarv Education Act. Public Law 100-297,
Chapter 1 of Title 1, State-Operated or State-Supported Programs
for Handicapped Children. Chapter 1, Public Law 100-297 pro-
vides financlai assistance to supplement, expand, and improve
special education and related services to children with disabilities
in state-operated schools and state-supported programs operated
by local education agencles. The Flscal Year 1993 federal grant
totals approximately $23 million. Approved projects must meet
size, scope, and quality requirements and must be designed to
provide concentrated educational services for a discrete popula-
tion of eligible children. Noncompetitive grants. determined by
the count of eligible children, are awarded based upon approved
applicadons. For further information, contact the Department of
Special Educatlon, Illinols State Board of Education, Springfield
{telephone: 217/782-6601).

Elementary and Secondary Education Act, Public Law 100-267,
Chapter 1 of Title I, Even Start Family Lir« .cy Program. The
purpose of the Even Start Family Literacy Program Is to integrate
early childhood education and adult education for parents into a
project that builds on existing community resources,

The program is in its fourth year and has been administered
directly by the federal government. Asof July 1, 1992, the program
is now administered by the [llinois State Board of Education.
There are ten projects currently fanded in illinols. The total grant
to the state for this year Is $3.02 million.

Elementary and Secondary Educatlon Act, Public Law 100-297.
Chapter 1, Migrant Children. Grants are made to the state
educational agency to fund 27 schooi districts and two community
agencies which develop supplemental educational programs to
meet theunique needs of children of itinerant agricui{tural workers
and agricultural workers who have settled out of the migrant
stream. Technical assistance and Inservice activities are provided
by staff of the State Board of Education. The Flscal Year 1993
federal grant totals $1,720,358. For further information, contact
the Intervention and improvement Services Section, lilinofs State
Board of Educatlon, Springfield (telephone: 217/782-6035).

Elementary and Secondary Education Act. Pubiic Law 100-297,
Chapter 2. Under the Chapter 2 program, federal lepislation
consolidated numerous previously authorized educational im-
provement programs and subprograms into one federal program.

During Fiscal Year 1993, $15.8 million has been allocated to local
school districts for the benefit of public and nonpublic students.
Seveniy percent of these funds are distributed according to the
1992 public and nonpublic Fall Housing Enrollment. Thirty
percent of these funds are distributed according to the number of
economically disadvantaged students, defined as ESEA, Chapter 1
ellgibles and determined by the 1980 United States Census. When
1990 census figures are avzilable (early in 1993) they will be used
{for the 1993-94 school year),

The State Board of Education also awards approximately $1.1
million for grants to school districts and other educational
institutions for developing solutions to local educationai concerns.
In addition, $2.9 million is used to support direct services to local
educational agencies.

For further information, contact the Grants and Applications
Sectlon, lllinois State Board of Educatlon, Springfield (telephone:
217/782-3810),

Elementarv and Secondary Education Act, Public Law 100-297,
Title il. The purpose of Title I of the Elementary and Secondary
Education Act is to Improve teaching skills and enhance instruc-
tion In mathematics and science.

42 95



pports demonstration and exemplary' programs, and approzu
mately $409,000 facilitates technical assistance, assessment and
evaluation, and program administration services.

Allocations to local education agencies are made as follows:

e Fifty percent of the funds are distributed in proportion to
public and nonpublic school enrollment.

o Fifty percent of the funds are distributed according to the
number of economically disadvantaged students defined as
ESEA, Chapter 1 eligibles and determined by the 1980 United
States Census,

For further Information, contact the Grants and Applications
Section, Illinols State Board of Education, Springfield (telephone:
217/782-3810).

Elementary and Secondary Education Act, Public Law 100297,
Title VII, Bilingual Education, Federal bilingual program funds are
available to local education agencles for the operation of pre-
school, elementary, and secondary programs designed to meet the
educational needs of children with limited-English proficiency. All
Title VI grants are competitive and must be submitted to the Office
of Bilingual Educatlon 2nd Minority Languages Affalrs, United
States Department of Education, as requested by the funding
agency and published in the Federal Reglster, For further
information, contact the Bilingual Education Sectlon, Illinois State
Board of Education, State of Iilinols Center, Chicago, (telephone:
312/814-3850).

Elementary and Secondary Education Act, Public Law 100-297,
Capital Expenses/Private Schools. During Fiscal Year 1993, grants
will be made to local education agencies to reimburse capltal
expenses Incurred as a result of implementation of alternative
dellvery systems to nonpublic school students in complying with
the requirements of Aguilar v, Fefton. TheFiscal Year 1993 Federal
grant for this program is $1,477,943. For further informatlon,
contact the Intervention and Improvement Services Section,
[llinois State Board of Education, Springfield (telephone 217/782-
6035).

Elementary and Secondary Education Act, Public Law 100-297,
State Program Improvement Grants. Durlng Fiscal Year 1993,
grants will be made to local education agencles that Ildentify
schools where achievement of Chapter 1 chlldren has shown
inadequate improvement. The Fiscal Year 1993 Federal grant for
this program Is §1,118,412. For further informatlon, contact the
Interventlon and Improvement Services Section, Illinois State
Board of Education, Springfleld {telephone 217/782-6035).

Special Education

Individnals with Disabilities Educatlon Act (IDEA), Past B. IDEA
was enacted to Include provisions for grant funding to: (1) assure
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that all children with disabilitles have a free, appropriate public
education avaflable to them; (2) assure that the rights of children
with disabilitles and their parents are protected; (3) assist states
and localitles in providing for the education of children with
dlsabllitles; and (4) assess and assure the effectiveness of efforts
to educate such children.

The maximum amount of the grant a state ls entitled to under this
Act in any fiscal year s equal to the number of children with
dlsabilitles in the state, ages 3 through 21, who are receiving
special education and related services and who are not counted
under the provisions of Chapter 1—Verifted Children with Disabili-
tles multiplied by a per child amount determined by the annual
approprlation of funds by Congress.

Seventy-elght and one-half percent (78.5%) of the annual appro-
priation will flow to local school districts based upon their census
of children with disabilities, The remaining 21.5 percent Is
designated as State discretionary funds, These discretionary funds
have been disbursed primartly for state leadership programs, low-
incidence services, room and board fees for children placed by
districts into private facilities, and state administration. The Fiscal
Year 1993 federal grant totals approximately $80 million.

Speclal Education Preschool Grants, IDEA. IDEA provides for the
implementation of preschool grants to assist in the education of
childven with disabilities who are age three through five. Services
are provided by local school districts, speclal education coopera-
tives, regional programs and state-operated schools, The Fiscal
Year 1993 federal preschool grant totals approximately $13
million. Seventy-five percent of this amount goes to local districts,
with the remalnder supporting special discretionary projects and
state administratlve costs.

Individuals with Disabilities Education Act, Part C, Deaf/Blind
Centers, Durling Fiscal Year 1993, the Deaf/Blind Federaf Assls-
tance Program will be primarily operated through a subgrant to
the Philip J. Rock Center and School. The focus of the grant is on
deaf/blind children, ages birth to three, with some services to
students who have graduated but are not yet 22 years old. The
total grant awarded is $222,000 for Fiscal Year 1993.

Infants and Toddlers with Disabilities Program, Public Law 102-
119, Part H. lllinols 1s seeking fifth-year funding of the grant
program to assist states In establishing a coordinated, comprehen-
sive Interagency, interdisciplinary, statewide system of early
intervention services for infants and toddlers with disabilities.
Public Act 87680 (September, 1991) promotes this concept in
1linots 2nd Is being implemented throughout the state.

Funds will be used to continue planning and expansion efferts in
1992-1993 by the Illinols Interagency Council on Early Interven-
tlon, provide funding to 40 local interagency counclls, support
mote Improved and expanded programss, provide tralning through
the 1llinois Technical Assistance Project (ITAP) as well as other
contractual entities, plus fund the Wlinols Early Childhood Inter-
vention Clearinghouse and the Central Directory, Three sites huve
been Implementing the system of services chosen by llinois, and
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, the work of the local interagency counclls and local

tervention programs, the system of services will expand
@ewme. The Fiscal Year 1993 federal grant to Ilinois is
anticlpated to be $7.6 milllon and the 1994 grant Is estimated to
be nearly §9.3 million,

Speclal Education Program Information. For additional informa-
tion concerning elther federal- or state-funded programs for
special education services, contact the Department of Special
Education, Illinois State Board of Education, Springfield (tele-
phone: 217/782-6601).

Equal Educational Opportunity

Title IV of the Civil Rights Act of 1964. This program, which is
administered by the Educational Equity Services Section, is made
possible by a grant from the United States Department of Bduca-
ton. It offers Informational resources, consultant services and
staff training to local school districts in meeting needs related to
improvement of intergroup relations within the school commu-
nity; prevention of separation and discrimination on the basts of
race, gender and nationality at the program and classroom levels;
and the development and implementation of plans to correct
school segregetion.

Although the program is authorized and prepared to meet a broad
range of equity concerns, during Fiscal Year 1993, the program
will focus primarily on four Lmportant needs: the fairand effective
administration of school disclpline; the establishment of school
climates which are free of prejudice and which Improve Intergroup
relations; the integration of more multicultural, gender-fair con-
tent into the regular curriculum; and the elimtnation of adminls-
trative and programmatic barriers to school attendance and school
completlon by pregnant and teenage parents.

For further information, contact the Educational Equity Services
Section, 1llinols State Board of Education, State of 1llinols Center,
Chicago (telephone: 312/814-3226).

Emergency Immigrant Education Program, Emergency Immigrant
Education Act of 1984, Public Law 98-511, This Act provides for
grants to state education agencles and through them to local
education agencies which are providing public education services
to eligible immigrant children who have been attending school in
the United States for less than three complete academic years.
Eligible immigrant children will include only the children of
lawful, permanent, resident aliens; refugees; persons granted
asylum; parolees; persons of other Immigrant status; an{ immi-
grant residents in the United States without proper documenta-
tion. Eligible immigrant children must be counted during a
federally prescribed enrollment period. Eligible school dlstricts
are those in which the number of Immigrant children who are
enrolled is equal to at least 500, or three percent of the total
number of students enrolled. The Fiscal Year 1993 federal grant
totals approximately $1.5 million. Por further information,
contact the Bilingual Education Section, 1llinois State Board of
Educatlon, State of lllinols Center, Chicago (telephone: 312/814-
3850).
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School Lunch Act and Child Nutrition Programs

School Lunch Program. This s a voluntary program open to all
public schools, private schools, and residential child-care institu-
tions which agree to operate a nonprofit lunch program, offer
school lunch meals meeting federal requirements to all children
in attendance, and protect the anonymity of students eligible for
free or reduced-price meals. The federal lunch requirement is
designed to provide one-third of the students' dally nutritional
requirements. To enable schools to provide low-cost lunches to
students, a flat rate of relmbursement is paid on all lunches
meeting these requirements, with additional reimbursement patd
for lunches served to students eligible for free or reduced-price
meals, The Fiscal Year 1993 federal grant totals approximately
$174 million.

The federal income guidelines for free and reduced-price meals
during Flscal Year 1993 are as follows:

Meal Program Participation
Income Guideline Levels

House- Level for Level for
hold Free Meals Reduced-Price Meals
Slze  Yearly MonthlyWeekly Yearly Monthly Weekly
One §$ 8853 § 738 $171  $12,599 §1,050 5243
Two 11,947 996 230 17,002 1417 377
Three 15041 1,254 290 21,405 1,784 412
Four 18,135 1512 349 25808 2151 497
Five 21,229 1,770 409 30,211 2,518 5§81
Six 24323 2,027 468 34614 2885 666
Seven 27417 2285 528 39017 3,252 751
Elght 30511 2,543 587 43420 3619 835
Each
additional
family member
add $ 3004 $ 258 $60 $4403 § 367 §85

Local program sponsots determine eligibility for free or reduced-
price meals utilizing the federal income guidelines.

Federal reimbursement rates for lunches, for the period July 1,
1992, through June 30, 1993, are as follows:

Reimbursement Rates
for National School Lunch Program

Free Lunch $1.6950 {.1625 +1.5325)
Reduced-Price lunch  $1.2950 (1625 + 1.1325)
Pald Lunch $.1625

Reimbursement rates are increased by two cents for all sponsars
having 60 percent or more free and reduced-price lunches in the
second preceding school year. Federal guidelines provlde that the
maximum charge to the child for a reduced-price lunch is 40 cents.
In addltion, ilinois provides a maximum state reimbursement of
12.5 cents for each free lunch served to an eligible child,

Q7



gram. This is 2 voluntary program open to
gblieschools, nonproﬁlprivate schoois, and residential child-
@m institutions which agree to operate a nonprofit breakfast
rogram. Program sponsors must offer breakfast meals meeting
federal requirements to z4 children in attendance and agree to
protect the anonymity of students eligible for free or reduced-price
meals. To enable schools to provide fow-cost breakfasts to
students, reimbursement rates are 18,75 cents for paid breakfasts,
64.5 cents for reduced-price breakfasts, and 94.5 cents for free
breakfasts, In addition, [llnois provides a maximum state
reimbursement of 12.5 cents for each free breakfast served to an
eligible child. The maximum charge to 2 child for a reduced-price
breakfast is 30 cents,

Approximately $24.0 million of federal funds has been a!located
to this program for Fiscal Year 1993,

Special Milk Program. This is a voluntary program open to all
public schools, private schools, residential child-care institutions,
day-care centers, and camps which agree to operate & nonprofit
milk program. Participation is limited to organizations which do
not operate a federal feeding program or which have half-day
kindergarten classes that do not have access to a federal feeding
program. The Intent of the program is to encourage and establish
the habit of drinking fresh, fluid milk as 2 nutritious beverage,
Reimbursement is provided to partidpating sponsors for all milk
served; the one-half pint reimbursement rate is 11.00 cents. In
addition, milk served free to eligible needy childten is reimbursed

at the average dairy charge.

Approximately $3.5 million has been allocated to this program for
Fiscal Year 1993.

Summer Food Service Program. This is a voluntary program open
to public or nonprofit private schools; residentiai camps; state,
local, municipal, or county government entities; and private non-
profit organizations. The intent of the program is to serve
mutritious meals during the summer months to children who
during the reguiar school year received free or reduced-price
meals under the Natlonal School Lunch and Breakfast programs,
If it can be documented that one-half of the pupils in the area
served by the sponsor are eligible for free or reduced-price meals
during the regular school year, then all children in the arez may
receive free meals. Relmbursement is available based on the
number of meals served to eligible participants, Additional
reimbursement is available to assist sponsors to cover administra-
tive costs incurred in operating a summer feeding program.
Approximately §8.4 million has been allocated to this program for
Fiscal Year 1993.

Child-Care Food Program, This program is designed to encourage
the serving of nutritious meals to children attending child-care
centers and family day<cate omes, itis a voluntary program open
to family day-care homes, child-care centers, Head Start centers
and outside-school-hour centers which are licensed, not-for-profit,
and nonresidential. All sponsors must be federally tax-exempt or
have a mintmum of 25% of enrolled children funded through Title
XX of the Soclal Security Act. Meals eligible for reimbursement
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include breakfast, morning and afternoon supplements, lunch and
supper.

Family day-care homes are reilmbursed at the rate of $.80 for each
breakfast, §.4325 for each supplement and §1,4525 for each lunch
or supper served. Additonal reimbursement is provided to
sponsors of family day-care homes 1o cover administrative costs.

Child-care centers are reimbursed in the same manner as In the

National School Lunch and Breakfast Programs. Reimbursement
rates are as follows: .

Free Reduced-Price Paid

Breakfast $.9450  $.6450  $.1875
Lunch/Supper 1.6950  1,2950 2325
Supplement 4650 2325 0425

Approximately $47.8 million has been allocated to this program
for Fiscal Year 1993,

Food Distribution Program. The Food Distribution Program is
designed to help program sponsors reduce the cost of providing
meals and to help achleve maximum utilization of agriculture
surplus, This is a voluntary program open to all public and
nonprofit private schools, institutions, summer camps, and sum-
mer food service programs. The U.S. government-donated com-
modities are made available to partictpating sponsors based upon
the average number of meals served daily to eligible partcipants,

Approximately $30 million worth of food will be distributed in
Fiscal Year 1993,

Nutrition Education and Training Program, Public law 95-166.
The Nutrition Education and Training Program developed in
[llinots includes four basic goals: 1) facilitating a nutrition
education process which permits Illinois children to make in-
formed food cholces during their formative years; 2) enhancing
the abillty of teachers to integrate sound nutritton information
into the curriculum at each grade level; 3) delineating and
strengthening the role of the school food service personnel in the
food service and nutrition education process; and 4) identifylng,
compliing, evaluating, developing, and providing nutrition educa-
tion curriculum materials to educational institutions.

Using federal funds, the Hlinois State Board of Education has
funded three regional projects for the 1992-93 school year, These
centers offer 2 network to provide resources and services, Addi-
tionally, mini-grants are available to local education agencles for
the development of programs and materials, The federal grant
award belng used to fund these projects for Fiscal Year 1993 is
approximately $435,000.

Persons interested In receiving additional information about any
of the child nutrition programs available in lllinois should contact
the Department ot Jhild Nutrition, Illinois State Board of Educa-
tion, Springfield (telephone: 800/545-7892 or 217/782-2491; the
FAX number for the Department is 217/524-6124).
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A onal and Technical Education
S

@Egmﬁonal education programs in Illinois are supported through

oth federzl and state funds. Federal funds are provided through
the Carl D. Perkins Vocational and Applled Technology Education
Act of 1990 which remains in effect through Fiscal Year 1996, This
Act emphasizes the need to make the United States more competi-
tive in the world economy by developing more fully the academic
and occupational skills of all segments of the population. This
purpose will principally be achleved through concentrating re-
sources on improving educational programs and providing sup-
port services to special population students leading to academic
and occupational skill competencies needed to work in a techni-
cally advanced society. During Fiscal Year 1993, the basic state
grant is $35,531,622.

Specifically, the grant to Illinois is aliotted as follows:

© 5 percent for State Administration;
© 8.5 percent for State Leadership;
« 75 percent for [ocal funds distribution;

® 10.5 percent for individuals who are single parents or
displaced homemakers and for Individuals who are in pro-
grams designed to eliminate sex bias and sex-role stereotyp-
ing; and

# 1 percent for corrections (Department of Corrections).

In addition to the basic grant, $1,395,269 of federal funds are
allocated for Consumer and Homemaking education programs
which assist [ow-Income families in economically depressed areas
of the State and for programs provided through secondary
institutions to assist in combining the dual role of wage earner and
homemaker.

During Fiscal Year 1993, $478,385 of federal funds are aliocated
to provide grants to cormunity-based organizations for voca-
tional education programs.

Nlinois Council on Vocational Education {ICoVE). The Cari D.
Perkins Vocational and Applied Technology Education Act of 1990

(PL 101-392) requires all states receiving federal funds from the
Perkins Act to establish a State Council on Vocational Edueation
to carry out a specified role and several responsibilities. Members
of the Hlinois Council on Vocational Education (ICOVE) are
appointed by the Governor of lllinols, as designated by the federat
act. Membership includes seven individuals representing the
private sector and six members representing the educatlon com-
munity.

Por Fiscal Year 1993, the Illinois Council on Yocational Education
was awarded $225.000 under the Perkins Act from the U.5.
Department of Education to fulfill its responsibilities.

Job Training Partnership Act (JTPA), Public Law 97-300, Tide 1,
Section 123. Thelllinois State Board of Education annually enters
into an interagency agreement with the Ilinojs Department of
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Commerce and Community Affairs to administer the Governor's
Eight Percent JTPA fiud for education and service coordination.
This section of the Job Tralning Partnership Act provides financial
assistance to any state education agency responsible for education
and training:

1. to provide services for eligible participants through coopera-
tive agreements between state and education agencies, ad-
ministrative entities of service delivery areas, and, where
appropriate, local education agencics;

2. to facilitate coordination of education and training services
for eligible participants through such cooperative agree-
ments; and

3. to provide che following activities:

a)
b)

literacy training to youth and adults;

dropout prevention and re-enrollment services to youth,
glving priority to youth who are at risk of becoming
dropouts;

a statewlde school-to-work transition program; or
statewlde coordination approaches including model pro-
grams to train, place, and retain women in nontraditional
employment,

c)
d)

Punds available under this section may also be used to provide
education and training, including vocational education services, to
participants under Title I (Training Services for the Disadvan-
taged) of JTPA.

Cooperative agreements providing services require that an equal
amount of matching funds are provided from state and Iocal
sources. At [east 75% of the funds available must be expended for
activities for economically disadvantaged individuals. The Fiscal
Year 1993 grant to the Illinois State Board of Education is
$5,508,585.

Vocational Education (Title §ITE} Technica! Preparation. In Fiscal
Year 1993, $3,665,308 in federal funding was available to develop
and operate Technical Preparation programs. Programs must; 1)
be carried out in an articulation agreement; 2) consist of the 2
years of secondary school preceding graduation and 2 years of
community college or an apprenticeship program of at least 2
years with a common core in mathematics, sclence, communica-
tions, and technologies; 3) include the development of Technical
Preparation curricula; 4) Include inservice training for teachers
and counselors; 5) provide equal access for special populations;
and 6) provide for preparatory services.

Persons interested in recelving additional information should
contact the lllinofs State Board of Education, Department of Adult,
Vocatlonal and Technlical Education, Job Training Section, Spring-
fleld (telephone: 217/782-4862).

Federal Adult Bducation Act—Public Law 100-297. This program
provides funding for instruction for adults, 16 years of age and

older, who are not otherwise enrolled in school and have not
successfully completed the secondary level. These funds support
lieracy programs, basic education instruction, English as a second
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urses to complete a high school diploma or prepare
e General Education Development (GED) test and compe-
@ncy—based education programs. Priority is given to the support

of persons defined as educationally disadvantaged, le., 0-59
reading level.

Local education agencies, community colleges, and private non-
profit agencies may apply directly for these funds, provided they
particlpate in an adult education area planning council. Local
education agencles may also enter into cooperative arrangements
with publlc and private agencles to provide these services.
Participation is by application to ISBE, submitted at least six weeks
prior to the beginning of the fiscal year. The Fiscal Year 1993
federalgrant totals approximately $11.1 million. Additionally, the
state appropriated $1,150,000 under the state match and malnte-
nance of effort requirements.

Adult Immigrant Education. Approximately $3 million in federal
funding is available for adult education services to eligible
legalized aliens under the Immigration Reform and Control Act of
1986 (F.L. 99-603). Priority services include Bnglish as a Second
Language and citizenship. Other services include literacy, adult
basic education, GED, transportation, child care and staff develop-
ment.

Grants are awarded in response to a request for proposal and are
available to educational agenclesand other not-for-profit agencles.

Stewart B, Act - Adult Education for the Homeless.
Approximately $200,000 in federal funding is available to provide
adult baslc education and support services for functionally illiter-
ate, marginally homeless persons 16 years of age or older not
enrolled in school The annual program is discretionary at the
national level and is funded on a competitive basis to state
educational agencles.

Adult, Yocational and Employment Program Information. Infor-
mation concerning both state and federal programs of adult,
continuing, vocational and employment training and education
can be obtalned from the Department of Adult, Yocational and
Technical Education, Ilinois State Board of Education, Springfield
(telephone: 217/782-4870).

Special Federal Programs

School Assistance in Federally Affected Areas, Publlc Law 81-815,
Public Law 81-815 provides assistance to school districts for the
construction of school facilities urgently needed because of
substantially Increased enrollments resulting from federal activity
or loss through a major disaster, For further information, contact
the School Organization and Facllities Sectlon, lllinols State Board
of Educatlon, Springfield (telephone: 217/782-2962).

School Asslstance in Federally Affected Areas. Public Law 81-874.
Publlc Law 81874 was initlated during the early 1950s to
compensate school dlstricts for the loss of property tax revenues
related to federal property occupancy. Publlc Law 81-874 will
provide about 80 llinols school districts with approxintately $10
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million In Fiscal Year 1993, Funds are provided directly to eligible
districts by the federa! government.

The federal assistznce Is commonly referred to as Federal Impact
Aid. For additional information, please contact the Reimburse-
ments Sectlon, Illinols State Board of Education, Springfield
(telephone: 217/782.5256).

Drug-Pree Schools and Communities Act. Under the federal Drug-
Free Schools and Communities Act of 1986, federal financlal
assistance is avallable to establish drug abuse education and
prevention programs in schools and other settings.

Local school districts or 4 local or intermediate education agency
or consortia (including Educational Service Reglons and Educa-
tional Service Centers) may recelve funds based upon programs
and applcations approved by the Illinois State Board of Education.

During Fiscal Year 1993, approximately §17.2 million is allocated
to local education agencles; §7.9 million is distributed in propor-
tion to publlc and nonpubllc schoof enrollments and $9.3 millfon
Is distributed in proportion to ESEA, Chapter 1 grants relative to
all ESEA, Chapter 1 grants In the state. Approximately $983,000
supports training and technical assistance programs, demonstra-
tion projects, development and dissemination of curriculum
materjals and administrative costs.

For further information, contact the Grants and Applications
Section, Ilinols State Board of Education, Springfield {telephone:
217/782-3810).

Project LEAD (Leadership in Educational Administrator Develop-
ment). This project is funded by the United States Department of

Education for the development of leadership skifls of lilinois
school administrators. The professional development opportuni-
ties are made available through the Illinols Adminlstrator's
Academy which serves nearly 10,000 school administrators.
Participating administrators commit to 18-24 months immersion
inthe projectincluding self-assessment 2and development, analysls
of leadership climate involving school staff and the use of mentors
and leadership analysts.

The Hlncis State Board of Education recelves approximately
$69,234 to support this program during Fiscal Year 1993.

Additlonal information may be secured from the School Improve-
ment Planning and Assistance Section, Illinois State Board of
Education, Springfield (telephone: 217/782-2826).

School Health Personnel Tralning. This project is funded by the
Centers for Disease Control for the development of a technical
asslstance dellvery system in Illinols for comprehensive health
and AIDS/HIY education, Through the tralning of school staff and
delivery of technical assistance, students will become more
knowledgeable of comprehensive health issues. Specifically in
Fiscal Year 93 the project provides for training of staff in 18
Educational Service Centers by the American Red Cross, coordina-
tion of HIV/AIDS/STD technlcal assistance for dlstricts through
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ervice Center #7, provision of HIV/AIDS/STD Traln-
420f Trainers in all 18 Bducational Service Centers, 1SBE will
¢ive approXimately $300,000 during Fiscal Year 1993,

For additional information, contact the School lmprovement
Planning and Assistance Section, Illinols State Board of Education,
Springfield, (telephone : 217/782-2826).

Foreign Languages Assistance Program. During Fiscal Year 1993,
the 1llinols State Board of Education will receive approximately
$439,239 to provide funding for six school districts which have
applied for support for forelgn language instruction in any of
Korean, Chinese, Russian, Japanese and Arabic languages. The
intent of the federal Act was to support this program for three
vears.

The Forelgn Language Assistance Act, enacted as part of the August
Hawkins-Robert Stafford Elementary and Secondary Education
Improvement Act of 1988 (PL 100-297) provides formula grants
to state education agencles for the creation of mode! elementary
and secondary foreign language programs in local schoo! districts.
It is currently in its fourth year of authorization, and second year
of funding. This Is the first year in which Iliinois districts will
receive funding. Ilnols districts will receive monies on a
competitive basis, with the lllinois State Board of Education
serving as agent.

For additionsl information, contact the School lmprovement
Planning and Assistance Secon, Illinols State Board of Education,
Springfield, (telephone : 217/782-2826).

Robert C. Byrd Honors Scholarships, Public Law 89-329

The United States Department of Education is making available,
through the Illinols State Board of Education, the Robert C. Byrd
Honors Scholarship Program. This program provides selected
academically exceptional Illinois high school students with schol
arshlps of $1,500 for study at an Institution of higher education.

Specifications of this program requirethat scholarships be awarded
throughout the state on a geographically equitable basis. The
program provides at least 220 scholarships with at least 10
scholarshlps awarded from each of the 22 congressional districts
and any additional scholarships awarded at large.

The Fiscal Year 1992 federal prant being used to fund 199293
scholarships is $400,000 (260 scholarships). For further informa-
tion, contact the Textbooks and Scholarships Sectlon, Illinois State
Board of Education, Springfield (telephore: 217/782:9374).

Carnegie Foundation Grant

Hinols is one of 15 states receiving 2 grant from the Carnegle
Corporation of New York, matched by an equal amount in state
dollars, to develop and implement a plan for restructuring middle-
grades educatlon. The private philanthropic foundation is provid-
ing the state with more than $240,000 over a three-year period.
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Recommendations identified as key to effective middle-grades
education include:

Creating small communities for learning,

Teaching a core academic program,

Ensuring success for all students,

Empowering teachers and administrators to make decisions

about the experlences of middle grade students,

¢ Staffing middle grade schools with teachers who are experts
at teaching young adolescents,

e Improvingacademic performance through fostering the health
and fitness of young adolescents,

* Reengaping familles in the education of young adolescents,
and

» Connecting schools with communities.

Individuals interested in learning more about the State's middle
school initlative should contact the Middle-Level Grades Initlative
Program, Program Initiatives Section, Illinois State Board of
Education, Springfield (telephone 217/524-4832).

Common Core Dala Survey

These funds are used 1o offset travel, administration, and other
costs associated with the State Board of Education participation in
the National Cooperative Statistics System which was established
in 1987.

This funding provides for:

® Attendance by the lliinols Liaison at two meetings a year of
the Natlonal Forum on Education Statistics, a group composed
of State and federal representation;

® Attendance by management {nformation and research staff
members at two annual conferences; and

® Development of data systems which will allow more compa-
rable education data.

Federal Library Services Fond

Funds were appropriated to the Office of Secretary of State for
library services under the Federal Library Services and Construc-
tion Act. Of the $950,000 appropriated under Title 11 of this Act,
personnel at the State Library estimate that $140,000 has been
awarded to school districts for the purchase of equipment and
software to develop a database of library materlals. Distticts
recelving these funds from the Office of the Secretary of State
should record them under Revenue Account 4490,

At times, there are grants avallable through the Illinols State
Library for non-public librarles including school districts. Ques-
ttons should be directed to Amy Kellerstrass, LSCA Coordinator at
217/782-9549.
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ﬂ@§ Summary of Federal Funding for Programs and Administration
N/

@ Fiscal Year

Fiscal Year
1993 Program 1993 Adminis-
Funds tration Funds
Elemertary and Secondary Education Act, Public Law

100-27, Chapter 1, and Neglected and Delinquent $321,000,000 $ 2,523,100
Migratory Children 2,260,000 231,400
Elementary and Secondary Education Act,

Public Law 100-297, Chapter 2 17,500,000 3,397,000
Title O, Mathematics/Scdence 8,000,000 - 299,600
Title VII, Bilingnal 134,400
Individuals with Disabilitles Education Act (IDEA) 82,000,000 4,569,900
Preschool 19,000,000 929,500
Deaf-Blind 355.000 30,500
Handicapped Infants and Toddiers 11,000,800 414,300
Equal Educational Opportunities - Title IV 668,500
Emergency Immigrant Assistance 1,900,000 34,500
School Food Service 264,000,000 3,702,700
Nutrition Education 500,000
Vocational and Applied Technology Education (Title 1) 47,600,000 2,932,900
Vocational Education (Title ) 287,200
Job Training Partnership Act (JTPA) 5,101,161 807,424
Adult Education 12,600,000 905,200
Drug-Free Schooi and Communities Act of 1986 18,500,000 537,700
Robert C. Byrd Scholarships 400,000 20,800
[linols Council on Yocational Education 307,100
Project LEAD 110,200
Training School Health Personnel 311,800
McKinney Homeless Assistance—Children 1,250,000 372,200
Immigration Reform and Control Act (Immigrant Education) 5,500,000 26,300
Common Core Data Survey 126,500
McKinney Adult Education—Literacy for Homeless 450,000
Personnel/Development/Training 219,500
Special Education Medicaid Matching Fund 7,500,000
English Literacy 175,000
Transition Training Grant (Ilinols Transition Academy) 520,000
Foreign Language Assistance 656,000
Urban Education 452,000
Carnegle Foundation 125,900
USOE Speclal Projects 516,200

SUBTOTAL $827,247,161 $25,514,324
Federal Impact Ald (Public Laws 815 and 874) 10,000,000
Federal Library Services Fund, Title HI 140,000¢

TOTAL $837,387,161 $25,514,324

* Estimate. These funds flow directly to school districts from the federal government,
b Estmate. These funds flow directly to school districts from the Secretary of State.

NOTE: Appropriations contained in this chart are appropriated per Public Act 87-864. The appropriations from the Federal Library
Services Fund, Title HI was in Public Act 87-865. There was no state appropriation for Federal Impact Aid;. this line item 15 an
estimate.
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CHAPTER III

Recent State Legislation

This chapter provides brief synopses of recently enacted legisla.
tion affecting instructional programs, school district accounting
practices, and other financial isses. Persons interested in a
summary of all recent legislation affecting schools in Ilinois
should contact the Governmental Relations Section, [llinois State
Board of Education (telephome: 217/782:3646).

Organization and Structure

Organization

House Bill 3385 (Public Act 87-1139) amended Article 9 of the
School Code, effective September 17, 1992. This Act authorizes
school distriets which elect board members by/from school district
subdistricts to elect members at large, pursuant to referendum
approval, It also provides for the election of board members at
large, without restriction as to area of residence within congres-
sional townships, in certain community unjt school districts.

Reorganization

House Bill 2679 (Pgblic Act 87-1080) amended Sections 7-1
and 7-2 of the School Code, effective September 15, 1992. ThisAct
provides for the detachment of territory from elementary, second-
ary, or unit school districts which is located within a U.S, military
base when certain criteria are met. This Act zlso provides for the
formation of a new district from the detached territory and
specifies funding and education responsibillties for the students
residing in the new district.

House Bill 3385 {Public Act 87-1139) amended Articles 7, 7A,
1A, 11B and 11D of the School Code, effective September 17,
1992. This Act restricts the filing of petitions for reorganization,
in specific instances, within two years of 2 previous petition unless
the new petition is substantially different from the prior petition
or the district has been placed on the State Board of Education
academic watch list or financial watch lst or has been formally
certified as being in finandal difficulty.

Finance/Revenue/Reporting
Categorical State Ald

House giJl 1081 (Public Act 87-1117) amended Sectlons 14-
7.03, 14-8,01, and 14-12.01 of the School Code, effective January
1,1993. This Act establishes August 15 of each yearas the last date
for schoo! districts to file claims for retmbursement under Sectio~s
14.7.03 and 14-12,01 of the School Code; clatms filed after th *
date “shall not be honored.”

Section 14-7.03 is further amended to provide that when a district
refuses to pay tuition (by June 30th of the school year) to another
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district that is providing spedal education services for one or more
of the first district's students, the State Board of Education “shall
withhold 110% of the tuition cost from the State aid or categorical
aid payment due to the school district that is determined to be the
resident school district.” Funds withheld from the resident school
district are to be paid to the school district providing services to
the student or students.

Construction of Facilities

Senate Bill 1526 (Public Act 87-1106) added Article 19bto the
School Code and amended the Structural Pest Control Act, both

effective January 1, 1993,

Article 19b deals with school entergy conservation and savings
measures. School districts are authorized to enter into guaranteed
energy savings contracts for energy conservation measures under
which energy and operational cost savings will meet or exceed
{within ten years) the contraet cost of the energy conservation
measures. Procedures are established for obtaining proposals, for
evaluating such proposals, and for awarding guaranteed energy
savings contracts to quzlified providers, School districts are
authorized to enter into installment and lease-purchase agree-
ments for the purchase and instaliation of eftergy conservation
measures and to issue certificates of indebtednessinddent thereto.
The payment of amounts due under guaranteed energy savings
contracts and/or lease purchase agreements are authorized to be
made from prescribed sources.

Questions on the provisions of Article 19b should be directed to
the School Organization and Facilities Section at 217/782:2962.

This Act also authorizes the establishment of voluntary guidellnes
for integrated pest management in public schools. Any questions
concerning these amendments to the Structural Pest Control Act
should be directed to the Department of Pub!!~ Health, Divislon of
Environmental Health, 525 West Jefferson, Springfleld, lllinols
62761, telephone 217/782-5830.

Senate Bill 1652 (Public Act 87-984} amended numerous
sections in the School Code dealing with the “Heaith/Life Safety
Code for Public Schools,” effective January 1, 1993.

The Act restructures the school building code and the standards
applicable to inspection, malntenance, and construction of school
facilities. Accounting procedures for school districts are revised;
Fund 9 will become the “Fire Prevention and Safety Fund"; Fund
6 will become the “Site and Construction/Capital Improvements
Fund.”" These changes will be reflected on the budget form for
Fiscal Year 1994. The lllinois Program Accounting Manuai for
Local Educatlon Apencies is being revised to reflect these man-
dated changes.
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concerning the implementation of changes in the
il a.fety Code for Public Schools” should be directed to
chool Organization and Facilities Section at 217/782-2962.

i

‘f tions concerning the implementation of changes for budger-

e
ing, accounting, and financial reporting should be directed to the
Finance Section at 217/782-6246.

General State Ald

House Bill 600 (Public Act 87-887) amended Sectlon 18-11 of
the School Code, effective July 31, 1992, This Act provides for the
compensation of districts for interest lost each year due to the
deferral to July of that part of their General State Ald paymtent that
ordinarily would have been paid during the immediately preced-
ing June. These payments are to be recorded in Revenue Account
Number 3120 in any fund of the district except the Working Cash
Fund.

Senate Bill 1988 (Pubfic Act 87- 1215} amended Section 188
of the School Code, effective November 23, 1992,

The Act permits sessions of three or more clock hours to be counted
s a full day of attendance if scheduled pursuant to a school
Improvement plan, if such sessions of three or more clock hours
are scheduled to occur at regular intervals, if the remainder of such
days are utilized for in-service training programs or other staff
development activities for teachers and if a sufficient number of
minutes of school work under the direct supervision of teachers
is added to the school days between such regularly scheduled
sessions to accumulate not less than the number of minutes by
which such sesslons of three or more clock hours fall short of five
clock hours. The Official School Calendar, beginning with the
1993-1994 school year, will be required to show both the School
Improvement Days and the days when the time will be made up.

Investment of Public Funds

House Bill 3568 (Public Act 87-940) amended the Public Funds
Investment Act, effective August 28, 1992, Any public agency has

been authorized to invest public funds in a fund managed,
operated, and administered by a bank. This authority has been
expanded to include 2 subsidiary of a bank or a subsidiary of a
bank holding company.

Senate Bill 2217 (Public Act 87-968) amended and added to
provislons in the School Code, effective January 1, 1993. The Act
classifies funds of educational service regions as public funds for
investment purposes. This amendment insures that such funds
will be invested propetly and removes any possible doubts about
the ability of educational service reglons to invest in the lliinols
Public Treasurer's Investment Pool (IPTIP),

Long-Term Debt

House Bill 2166 {Public Act 87-997) amended Section 19-1 of
the School Code, effective September 3, 1992, to autherize an

elementary school dlstrict (whose population, at the time of the
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1990 census, was not less than 8,000 nor more than 9,000
inhabitants and was located in a county with a population of not
less than 39,000 nor more than 42,000 inhabitants) which must
close a building because of mine subsidence damage and construct
a new school, to incur an additional $5 million of indebtedness
through the issuance of fire prevention and safety bonds even
though the district will thereby exceed its statutory debt limitation.

House Bill 2940 (Pyblic Act 87-1120) amended Section 7-14 of
the Schooi Code, effective September 16, 1992. This Act authorlzes
the school board of a school district that annexes the territory of
a dissolved district to assume the bonded indebtedness of the
dissolved district, by board resolution prior to the annexation.

Senate Bill 1988 (Pyblic Act 87-1215) amended Section 7-14
of the School Code, effective November 23, 1992. This Act
provides that whenever a school district with bonded indebted-
ness has become dissolved, the territory of the dissolved district
shall not assume the bonded indebtedness of the annexing district
or districts except by action pursnant to resolution of the school
board of the dissolving district.

Revenue (Local)

Hounse Bill 3456 (Public Act 87-894) amended the State
Mandates Act, the Revenue Act of 1939, and Sectlon 18-8 of the

School Code, effective Augnst 9, 1992,

ThisAct s exempted from the provisions of the State Mandates Act.
This Act increases the senior citizen homestead exemption from
$2,000 to §2,500 and the general homestead exemption from
$3,500 to $4,500, in Cook County only, beginning with the 1991
levy year (taxes extended, collected, and distributed in 1992).

Inaddition, the Act requires that the zmount of the increase in the
homestead exemptions authorized by this Act be added to the
equalized assessed valuation of the taxable property of each
school district for the purpose of computing General State Aid.

Local tax revenues “lost” by school districts in Cook County due
to the increases in the homestead exemptions will not be made up
through the General State Ald Formula.

House Bilk 3695 {Public Act 87-1168) amended Sectlon 14-
7.04 of the School Code, effective September 18, 1992, The Act

requires federally funded health care programs to share with local
education agencies the costs of screenings and dizgnostic evalua-
tions of children with disabilities; the Act also permits local
education agencies that provide certain early periodic health
screenings and evaluations to access these resources.

Houcee Bill 3739 {Public Act 87-1023) amended Sections 17-2,
17-2.2¢, and 17-2.3 of the School Code, effective September 4, 1992,

The Act changes dramatically the levy for capital improvements
purposes. With voter approval, a school district may levy atarate
of .75% (the former rate was .06%) for not more than six years,
to accumulate funds to be spent for capltal improvement purposes,
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t not limited to the construction of a new school
g or buildings and/or the purchase of school grounds on
@hich any new building Is to be constructed or located.

Section 17-2.2¢ has authorized districts to Ievy a tax {of up to .05%)
for the purpose of leasing educational facilities; this Act defines
{for the purpose of this levy) educational fadlitles as “any
buildings, rooms, grounds, and appurtenances to be used by the
district for the use of schools or for school administration
purposes.”

Senate Bill 969 (Public Act £7-1210) amended Section 188.5
of the School Code, effective September 25, 1992. This Act changes

the effective date for eligibility for Supplementary State Aid
(54,000 for each fuli-time certified employee) under this section
from September 7, 1990, to July 1, 1990. Threeadditional districts
now qualify for this payment. It is estimated the amount they will
recelve Is about $2.2 million.

Senate Bill 1624 {Pyblic Act 87-1022) amended Section 1{-
21.5 of the School Code, effective September 3, 1992, This Act

authorizes a unit school district which has the majority of its
territory in the same county as a special charter district which
accepts tuitlon students in grades 9-12 from a neighboring unit
school district which does not maintain a high school to tuition its
students in grades 9-12 to the charter district upon agreement
between the two school boards.

Senate Bill 1988 (Pgblic Act 87-1215) amended Sections 7A-
7,7A-8,11A-9,11A-10, 11B-8, 11B-9, and 11D-7 of the School Code

and added Section 11D-12 to the School Code. If 2 new dlstrict is
formed by referendum, the elected board of education, with the
stipulation of the districts from which the new district is formed
and the approval of the Regional Superintendent, may make its
initial levy in that same year. For example, if 2 referendum Is keld
on November 3, 1992, for the consolidation of two or more
districts into 2 new dlstrict effective July 1, 1993, and the board
of education for the new districtis also elected on November 3, 1992,
the board of education for the new distrit may levy taxes in
December of 1692 even though the new district does not come into
existence until Tuly 1, 1993, The purpose of this provision is toenable
newly formed districts to access voter-approved tax rates for the new
district which are higher than those of the districts from which itwas
formed one year soorer than under previous provislons. These
provisions of the Act were effective November 23, 1992,

Senate Bil! 1556 (Public Act 87-919) created the State Man-
dates Referendum Act, effective August 15, 1992, It provided that
an advisory question should be voted on at the November 3, 1992,
general election:

“Should the Illinois General Assembly, in order to stop increasing
property taxes due to mandates on Iocal government, approve a
Resolution for a State Constitutional Amendment prohiblting the
General Assembly and Governor from adopting new unfunded
State mandates that impose additional costs on units of local
government?”

The proposition was approved.
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Short-Term Debt

House Bill 3695 (Public Act 87-1168) amended Sections 204
and 20-5 of the School Code, effective September 18, 1992. This
Act expands the use of the Working Cash Fund. Loans can now be
made from the Working Cash Fund to any fund of the district for
which taxes are levied. Earnlngs on investments of the Working
Cash Fund may be transferred to any fund of the district. Loans
or permanent transfers require separate resolutions by the hoard
to make such loans or transfers.

Senate Bill 1988 (Pyblic Act 87-1215) amended Section 18-18
of the School Code, effective November 23, 1992. General State
Aid Anticipation Certificates cannot be outstanding for more than
13 months. Prior to this change, they could not be outstanding as
of August 1 in any year,

Public Act 87-839 had provided that any school district which had
reached Its maximum shortterm indebtedness limitation (as
defined in Section 18-18) could borrow up to 100% of the amount
of General State Ald to be received in july, as certified by the State
Superintendent of Education. This Act deletes the requitement
that a district must have zeached its maximum short-term indebt-
edness imitation before issuing anticipation certificztes agalnst its
July entitlement. A district may now borrow up to 100% of the
amount of General State Ald to be recejved in July whether it has
any other short-term debt outstanding or not. Any such anticipa-
tlon certificates must be repaid by August 1.

State Board of Bducation

House Bill 1132 (Pablic Act 87-1077) amended Section 10-172
of the School Code, effective September 15, 1992, The Act revises

the required contentofschool report cards. The changes could not
be implemented in timc to allow school districts to meet their
October 31, 1992, deadline. The changes in the report card
mandated by this Act will be reflected on the form for the 1992
school year which will be prepared in 1993

Personnel
Certification

House Bill 230 {Public Act 87-1076} requires the Adminstra-
tors’ Academy to develop programs providing for skill develop-
ment in the areas of school improvement and school accountabil-
ity. The .ct also authorizes educational service centers to provide
tralning in which administrators or assistant principals who
evaluate other certifled personnel may be required to partictpate
at least once every two years.

Criminal Behavior

Senate Bill 1541 (Pobllc Act 87-930) provides that the en.
hanced penalties for possessing silencers or machine guns or for
carrying, while hooded, robed, or masked, a firearm, stun gun,
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ballistic knife on school property or on residential
pperty-owned, operated, and managed by z public housing
@gency apply to possessing those weapons in 2 public park or on
a public way within 1,000 feet of a school, public park, or public
housing.

House Resolution 1748 provides for a school crime study to be
conducted by the Illinois Association of Regional School Superin-
tendents.

Regionai Superintendents/Trustees of Schools

Senate Bill 2218 (Public Act 87-969) amended the Election
Code and the School Code, effective August 28, 1992. The Act

abolished the regional board of school trustees in educational
service regions containing more than two million people {Cook
County ESR) and transferred the duties of the regional board to the
appropriate trustees of schools of each township within the
territory of the educational service reglon.

Students

House Biil 1081 (Public Act 87-1117) amended several sec-
tions in Article 14 of the School Code, effective January 1, 1993,

The Act defines “residency” for purposes of special education
services and payment responsibilities. For further information,
please contact the Department of Special Education at 217/782-
6601.

Senate Bill 1640 (Public Act 87-1071) provides that students
who are functionally blind under criteria established by the State

Board of Education and students who are not currently identified
a5 functionally blind are entitled to Braille reading and writing
instruction as part of their individualized education programs to
the extent they are physically and cognitively able to use Bratile,

Teachers

House Bill 3278 (Public Act 87-920) Includes Asian Americans

and Native Americans among the minority students eligible to
apply and qualify for minority teacher scholarship assistance.

House Bl1l 3781 {Pyblic Act 87-1004) changes the definition
of an eligible applicant for a minority teacher scholarship by

removing the requirement of graduating in the top 20% of one's
high school class.

Senate Bili 1640 (Public Act 87-107 1) provides that no spectal
certificate or endorsement Issued after July 1, 1994, shail be valid

for teaching students with visual handicaps unless the holder of
the certificate attains a satisfactory performance rating on a Braille
readlng and writing examination.

Senate Bill 1655 (Public Act 87-1107) provides that the

employment of certain speclal education employees transferred
from the DuPage Educational Service Reglon to the Chicago Board
of Education shall be continuous employment.
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Senate Bill 2056 (Public Act 87-1011) requires licensure to
practice as a professional counselor or clinical professional counselor.

The Act establishes exemptions and contains other provisions,

Questions about the Acts included in this section (Teachers)
should be directed to the Teacher Education and Certification
Departmeant at 217/782-3774.

Purchasing

Supplies

Senate Bill 1944 (Pyblic Act §7-960) amended the Governmen-
tal Joint Purchasing Act, effective August 28, 1992. This Act permits
any not-for-profit agency that meets certain requirements to
participate in contracts established by the State. The Act also
permits any governmental unit, without viclating any bidding
requirement otherwise applicable to It, to procure personal
property, supplies, and services under any contract let by the State,

Miscellaneous
Boards of Education

Senate Bill 1604 (Public Act 87-909) provides that school
districts shall develop, when needed, transition supports for
handicapped students at the individualized education program
{IEP) meeting.

House Bill 2726 (Public Act 87-1082) amended Sections 10-
20.19c and 34-18.15 of the School Code, effective January 1, 1993.
This &ct requires school boards, public schools, and attendance
centers to purchase recycled paper for use in printing student
newspapers when feasible.

Curriculum/Instructionsl Programs

House Bill 1890 (Public Act §7-934) amended Sections 2-3.63,
2-3.64, and 27-1 of the School Code, effective August 28, 1992.

This Act provides that the local assessment system of school
districts shall be in at least two grade levels in each fundamental
learning area before high school and in at least one grade level
during high schoal.

The Act also provides that in 1994-95 (or earller, if appropriate)
each individualized education program ([EP) shall Identify whether
the State test, in whole or in part, Is appropriate to the student and
if not, the State Board of Education shall prescrite rules for an
alternative tzst designed for each student's particular disability.

Houyse Bill 2726 {Public Act 87-1082} amended the School
Code by adding Sections 2-3.107 and 23-22.3, effective January 1,
1993, These additions to the School Code permit school districts
to establish voluntcer service credit programs through which high
school students may earn credit towards graduation by perform-
ing community service.
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amends the Critical
ealth Problems and Comprehensive Health Education Act to
provide that school districts may offer support services and
instruction for pupils whose parents or guardians are chemicaily
dependent.

Senate Bill 2161 {(Public Act 87-992) created the Llinois
Literacy Act, effective September 1, 199%. This Act authorizes the

Secretary of State to grant awards to encourage adult literacy in
lllinois. The Act also provides for the appoiniment of the [ilinols
Literacy Coundl by the Governor to advise the Governor and other
agencies on strategies to encourage literacy in the State. The
Literacy Advancement Fund is created and the Secretary of State
is authorized to distribute monies from the fund.

Rouse Resolution 1971, adopted Mav 19, 1992, encourages the
State Bozrd of Education to include teaching on breast cancer to

be included in the high school curriculum.

Regional Superintendents

House Bill 3070 (Public Act 87-1124) added Sections 2-3.107
and 3-15.15 to the School Code and amended Sections 10-21.9 and
34-18.5 of the School Code, effective September 16, 1992. This Act
defines educational service regions as local education agencies for
the purpose of establishing their eligibility for programs or
assistance available to local education agencies from the State
Board of Education. The Act also permits regional superintendents
to seek reimbursement for criminai background investigation fees
from the State Board of Education or the appropriate school
district(s).

Sengic Bill 1997 (Public Act 87-990) amended Section 3-15.12
of the School Code, effective September 1, 1992, The Act requtires

regional superintendents to accept a picture identification card
and two pleces of correctly addressed and postmarked mail as
sufficlent proof of an individual's residence when receiving
applications to take the General Education Development test

State Board of Education

House Bill 3115 (Public Act B7-1127), effective September 16,
1992, authorizes the State Board of Education to administer,

operate, and coordinate a Service Resource Center for hearing
impaired children through the age of 2I.

House Bill 3474 (Public Act 87-103%) added Sectlon 2.3.107
to the School Code, effective September 11,1992, The Actrequires

the State Board of Education to develop 2 code of ethics for test
administration,

House Bill 3484 (Public Act 87-1001) added Section 21-23b to
the School Code, effective September 3, 1992. The Act requires

each local board of education to notify the State Board of
Educatlon wherever any of the local board's certifled employees
are convicted of a felony. The State Board of Education, in turn,
is required to notify the Downstate and Chicago teacher’s retire-

ment boards if certified school district employeesor other persons
who are “teachers” as defined In the Downstate Teacher's Article
of the Jilinois Pension Code are convicted of a felony.

House Bill 4022 (Public Act 87-1103) amended several sec
tions of the School Code, effective September 15, 1992, This Act

requires the State Superintendent of Education to complete z
statewide study (by September 30, 1993) of the use of behavioral
intervention for students with disabilities. The Act further
requires the State Superintendent of Education to issue guidelines
based on the study and also requires school districts (through 2
parent advisory committee) to develop policies and procedures
that conform to the State guidelines.

Senate Bill 969 (Public Act 87-1210) created the Occupation
Skill Standards Act, effective September 25, 1992, The Actrequires
the State Board of Education to develop a federally-required
system of standards and performance measures for vocational
education,

Senate Bill 1980 (Public Act 87-1014) amended Section 1A-8
of the School Code, effective September 3, 1992. This Act requires
the financial watch list distributed by the State Board of Education
to idenify those school districts whose financial difficultles have
been caused by the State's inability or refusal to make timely
paymen!s to school districts or to fully fund mandated categorical
programs.

Textbooks

Senate Bifl 1640 _(Public Act 87-1071) requires textbook
publishers to furnish certain text materfal in ASCI format to the
State Board of Education and prohibits any school board from
purchasing any textbook for use in the district’s schools from any
textbook publisher that fails to comply with that requirement.

Recodification of Illinois Laws

The “Iliinois Compiled Statutes” became Ilinols’ offictal stattory
code on January 1. 1t replaces the unofficlal dassification in the
[linois Revised Statutes and Ilinois Annotated Statutes (Smith-Hurd).

The new compilation categorizes every existing [llinois Law under
one of nine topics. Each topie contains several chapters, which are
numbered in multiples of 5 to allow for new chapters if needed.

Chapter numbers
Topic begin at
Government 5
Education 105
Regulation 205
Human Needs 305
Health and Safety 405
Husbandry 505
Transportatlon 605
Rights and Remedles 705
Business 805
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ing system used in the Illinois Revised and Annotated
i ulted from legal publishers' gradual revisions of the
& t officlal codification of Illinois laws in 1874. This popularly
accepted numbering system is owned by the publisher of those
statutes, West Pubiishing Co. of St Paul, Minnesota. Other legal
publishers could not print Illinois statutes using this numbering
system becanse West's system [although not the texts of the laws
themselves) is copyrighted.

Another problem was the unwieldy strucre that developed in the
numbering system as new laws were added over the years. The
resulting complexity-with some chapter numbers including frac-
tions and other chapters excessively fong—made finding some
laws a challenge.

Public Act 86-523 (1989) directed the Legislative Reference Bureau
to submit a plan for 2 comprehensive and systematic codiflcation
of lllinols statutes. The Legislative Reference Bureau did so in
1990 and, after public hearings, released a revised plan in the fall
of 1991. This year, Public Act 87-1005 directed the Leglslative
Reference Bureau to file 2 complete plan organizing all existing
[llinois statutes. The act says the new numbering system Is in the
public domain; thus anyone can use it.

For example, Sectton 188 of the School Code is no longer 1o be
cited as “Ill. Rev. Stat 1991, ch. 122, par. 188." The new
codification is: “105 ILCS 5/18-8, or less cryptically, “105 HL
Comp. Stat. 5/18-8." The alternative citation of “Section 188 of
the School Code” remains appropriate.
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CHAPTER IV

School District Reorganization

Types of Reorganization
Consolidations

Articles 11A and 11B of the School Code govern consolidation,
which is the merging of the territory of two or more existing
dlstricts to form 2 new district. Article 1A governs the formation
of unit districts from:

1) unit districts only,
2) elementary and secondary districts only, and
3) all three types of districts.

Article 11B governs the formation of elementary districts from two
or more entire elementary districts and the formation of second-
ary districts from two or more entire secondary districts.
Consolidation under Article 1A depends upon:

1) the filing of a petition by voter signatuses or by action of the
affected school boards which must set forth the maximum tax
rates the new district would be authorized to levy;

a public hearing by the regional superintendent followed by
his recommendation to the State Superintencent to approve
or deny the petition;

a review by the State Superintendent of the petition, the
transcript of the hearings, and evidence submitted at the
hearings;

a deciston by the State Superintendent to approve or deny the
petition;

if approved by the State Superintendent, a referendum in
which a majority of voters in each affected district vote “yes”;
and

the election of a new board of education (normally) at the
next regularly scheduled election.

2)

3

4)

%

6)

Any circuit court review of the State Superintendent's declsion
must be initlated withint 35 days of his decision.

The same process js required for consolidation proposals under
Article 11B with the exception that Article 11A propositions pass
if 2 majority of voters in each affected district vote in favor of the
proposition; the passage of an Article 11B proposltion requires
only a majority of those voting overall

Annexations

Articles 7 and 74 of the School Code govern annexations. Article
7 annexations involve boundary changes ranging from detaching
4 portion of territory from one district and annexing it to another
to the dissolving of a district and the annexing of its entlre territory
to one or more contlguous distrlcts. This section deals only with
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annexatiogs which result in the dissolution of a district. Article 7A
authorizes the annexation of all the territory of a unit district into
a contiguous high school district and the simuitaneous dissolving
of the unit district and the conversion of lts territory into an
elementary district.

The processes to be followed under these two articles are very
different. The Article 7A procedures resemble those of the
consolidation laws. The petition may be filed by the affected
boards or by a specified number of voters. The petition filed with
the regional superintendent must contain the maximum tax rates
for both the annexing high school district and the proposed new
elementary district, If the State Superintendent approves the
petition, the proposition goes to referendum, and a majority of
voters in both the high school district and the unit district
proposed to be converted must vote “yes” for the proposition to
pass. If it passes, a new board is then elected for the newly created
elementary district at the next reguiarly scheduled election.

Under Article 7 neither the State Superintendent nor the voters in
referenda are involved; a new district Is not created, a new board
is not elected, and maximum tax rates are not changed. The
annexation by one district of one or more of its neighboring
districts can involve merely the filing of a joint petition by the
boards of the affected school districts with the regional board of
school trustees and a public hearing by the regional board,
followed by a declslon by the reglonal board allowing the
anneXation. Thus, the Article 7 option allows financially troubled
districts to move much more quickly on merger than if they went
through the consolidation process. In addition to petitioning the
regional board by district board action, 2 majority of registered
voters in certain cases and in other cases, two-thirds of the
registered voters may submit petitions.

In 1989, Article 7 was amended to allow the voluntary dissolution
of a small district. This amendment authorizes a district with a
population of less than 5,000 to be dissolved upon petition by
elther the board of education or a majority of the voters to the
regional board of school trustees. If the petition does not specify
4 district or districts to which the territory is to be annexed, the
regional board “shall have no authority to deny dissolution.” Its
declsion on annexation shall glve “consideration to but not be
bound by the wishes expressed by the residents of the various
school districts that may be affected by such annexation.”

Unit District Conversions

Another option was allowed by legislative action in 1990 when
Article 11D was added to the Code. Under Article 11D a single new
high school district and new elementary districts based upon the
boundaries of dissolved unit districts may be formed from elther:
1) two or more contiguous unit districts or 2) one or more unit
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one or more high school districts, all of which are

n . This reorganization option guarantees residents of

ting unit districts continued control over elementary school

programs, while at the same time creating high school districts
with larger enrollments.

The procedures for Article 11D reorganizations closely resemble
those for consolidation. Among the requirements are 1) the
petition can be filed either by the affected boards or voter
signature; 2) the petition must set the maximum tax rates for all
the proposed districts; 3) the petition must provide for the
division of liabllities and assets (including any state deficit
difference payment) among the proposed new districts; and 4) the
proposal shall pass if a majority of the voters in each affected
district vote in favor of the propostrion.

Additional Options: High School Deactivation
and Cooperative High School Attendance Centers

Under Section 10-22.22b, enacted in 1986, a district can deactivate
its high school facility and send fts sudents in grades 9 through
12 to one or more other districts. Deactivation requires the
approval of the board or boards of the receiving district or districts
and of the majority of those voting upon the proposition in the
sendingdistrict. Pursuant to a contractual agreement, the sending
district shall pay to the receiving district for each student it sends
at least the per capita cost of maintaining the high school in the
recelving district during the preceding school year, The 1989
Amendments removed the five-year [imitation on deactivation,
but retained the provision allowing reactivation by vote of the
people in the sending district.

Under Sectlon 10-22,22¢, enacted in 1987, two or more contignous
unit or high school districts, each with grades 912 enroliment of
fewer than 600 students, may jointly operate one or more
cooperative high school attendance centers if the voters in each
district approve. Upen such approval the boards shall enter into
anagreement for joint operation. A cooperative attendance center
advisory board shall be established, and it shall be made up of
members of the cooperating school boards. The advisory board
Is to prepare and recommend for the cooperative attendance
center a budget which must be approved by each of the participat-
ing districts.

Further Information on any of these options can be obtained by
contacting the Department of School Finance, School Organization
and Facilities Section, Springfield (telephone: 217/782-2962).

The Progress of School District
Reorganization since 1980

There has been substantial progress in reorganization since 1980,
By Fiscal Year 1593, there were 82 fewer school districts than in
Flscal Year 1980. Most of this decline in the number of dlstricts
occurred in the Jast third of the 1980s and the early 1990s. During
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this pertod, 114 districts were dissolved and 33 new districts were
created (25 unit districts and eight elementary districts). One high
school district remains deactivated.

The following table indicates the number of reorganizations that
became effective under each reorganization option during five
periods from Fiscal Year 1981 through Fiscal Year 1993,

TABLE 7
Summary of Reorganizations
Effective in Fiscal Years 1981 through 1993

o -\~ ]

IS P
By'l‘ypcoflleorganimﬂong e 2 g S S
Consolidation (Articles 11A
and 11B) 0 6 8 12 3 29
Dissolution/Annexation
(Article 7) 3 2 15 11 8 39
Gonversion/Annexation
{Article 74) N/A* N/A* 2 2 0 4
High School Deactivation
{Sec. 10-22.22b) N/A* N/A* 2 1 0 3
Cooperative High Sehool
Attendance Center
{Sec 10-22.22c) N/A* NA* 0 0 0 O
Conversion/Dual District
Formation (Article 11D) N/A* N/A* N/a&*0 0 O
Net Change in Operating School Districts
by Type of District
Unit 0 4 -11 10 -B 33
Elementary 3 4 9 -13 4 33
Secondary o0 4 7 4 1 16"
TOTAL -3 12 -27 -27 -13 82
Average Annual Reduction
in Number of School
Districts -1 4 9 9 .3 463

* Not available as 2 reorganization option.
** Flgureincludesthe deactivation of programs in one high school
district In the late 19805 with the effect of making the district

nonoperating but not dissolved.
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Sippldientary State Ald
inder Articles 18 and 11D

A major motivation for mergers during the 1980s was the
authorization by the General Assembly in 1983 of three supple-
mentary state aid payments to newly consolldated districts.
Authorization was extended in 1986 to districts annexing one or
more entire other districts including annexations under Article 7A.
Commonly called *incentive” payments, these supplementary
payments were designed to encourage mergers by eliminating
certain fiscal disincentives that had inhiblted mergers. These
payments are for:

1)
2)

Any loss in general state aid resulting from a merger,

The difference in teacher salaries among the merged
districts, and

The difference in the deficits among the merged
districts,

3)

Effective in 1989, a fourth supplementary state aid payment
became available to consolidated districts under Articles 11A and
11B and to newly formed elementary districts under Article 74,
This additional “Incentive” provides $4,000 for each certified
employee who is employed by the district on 4 full-time basls for
the regular term for the first three years after the new district is
formed. In 1990 this payment was extended to dissolution/
annexations under Article 7.

Additional changes were made during 1990. These four supple-
mentary state aid {incentive) payments were made available to
newly created elementary and secondary districts under the new
Article 11D, the unit district conversion law. In addition, these
incentive payments are now payable to two or more annexing
districts if the territory of a district is (or districts are) divided in
the process of elther annexation or consolidation.

The following table shows that $42.1 million has been pald
through Flscal Year 1993 under these laws. Therewas an 2dequate
appropriation for Flscal Year 1993 to pay the entitlements from
Fiscal Year 1992 and all new entitlements under the State Aid
Difference, the Teacher Salary Difference, and the Deficit Differ-
ence incentive programs. Only 73 percent of each dlstrict's
entitlement under the §4,000 per Certified Employee Incentive
program was patd this fiscal year. The remaining 27 percent will
be paid when funds are appropriated.
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TABLE 8

Reorganization Incentive Payments

by Program and Fiscal Year

State Teacher
Flscal  Ald Salary  Defldt  Certified
Year Difference Difference Difference Employee Total
1986 $ 156,495 $ 190844 $ 1,014,172 — $1361,511
1987 232,768 210,844 416,152 — 859,764
1988 437,203 692442 638,149 — 1,767,794
1989 412,155 982,796 6,749,757 — 5,144,708
1990 590,703 1585917 7,354,721 — 9,531,341
1991 454,537 1,539087 2,013,486 1992,000 6,000,010
1992 453,051 1,078,223 1,256,726 3,212,000 6,000,000
1993 957,642 1474700 2,347,679 3619979 8,400,000

Total $3,694,534 $7,755,753 $21,790,842 $8,823,979 $42,065,128

The General State Aid Difference Pavment (Section 18-8(A}5)(m}
of the School Code). Qualifying for this payment are new school
districts formed by combining property within two or more
previously existing districts nnder Article 11A or 11B and school
districts which annex all of the territory of one or more other
school districts under Article 7 or 7A. For consolidations, If the
state ald is less for the newly consolidated district or districts in
the first year than the state ald would have been that same year
on the basis of the previously existing districts, a supplementary
payment equal to the difference shall be made for the first three
years to the new district or districts. For annexations, if the state
ald is less for the annexing district or districts for the first yearin
which the annexation Is effective than in that same year on the
basis of the annexing and annexed districts as constituted prior to
the annexation, then a supplementary payment equal to the
difference shall be made for the first three years to the annexing
district or districts. Also eligible for this payment are the new
elementary districts and the new high school district formed under
Article 11D if these new districts qualify for less state aid than
would have been payable to the previously existing districts.

Teacher Salary Difference Payment (Section 18-8.2 of the School
Code). The state will make a supplementary payment for three

years to new dlstricts formed under Article 114 or 11B, equal to
the difference between the sum of the salaries earned by each
certified member of 2 new district or districts while employed in
one of the previously existing districts and the sum of the salarles
those certified members would have been paid if placed on the
salary schedule of the previously existing district with the highest
salary schedule. The salaries used in these calculations are those
ineffect in each of the previously existing districts on June 30 prior
to the creation of the new district.



that annex the territory of one or more school districts

Article 7 or 7A, equal to the difference between the sum of

the salaries earned by each certified member of the district, as

constituted aftet the annexation, and the sumn of the salaries those

certified members would have been paid if placed on the salary

schedule of the annexing or annexed district with the bighest

salary schedule, The salaries used in these calenlations are those

in effect In the anntexing and the annexed districts on June 30 prior
to the effective date of the aanexation.

2%%&&@@ make a supplementary payment for three years to

The state will also make this supplementary payment to the ncwly
formed high school district under Article 11D,

Deficit Difference Payment (Section 188.3 of the School Code).
Eligible for this payment are new school districts formed by
combining property within two or more previously existing
districts under Article 11A or 11B and school districts which annex
all of the territory of one or more entire other districts under
Article 7 or 7A. The payment is made once and is equal to the
difference between the larger and smaller deficits. If more than
two districts are involved, the payment is equal to the sum of the
differences between the smallest deficlt and each of the other
deficits.

Based on the method set forth in Section 18-8.3(c), deficits are
calculated by totaling the audited fund bakances in the educational
fund, the working cash fund, the operations and malntenance fund
and the transportation fund for each previously existing district,
or for each of the annexing and annexed districts, as the case may
be. A district with a combined fund balance that is positive will
be considered to have a deficit of zero. The calculation is based
ontheyearendingJune 30 prior to the referendum for the creation
of the new district, or in the case of annexations under Article 7,
the June 30 prior to the date that the annexation is approved by
the reglonal board of school trustees,

New elementary and high school districts formed under Article
11D are also eligible for the deficit difference payment and the
payment shall be allocated among these newly formed districts, as
provided for in the petition for the formation of such districts,

Supplementary State Ald for Certified Employees (Section 188.5
of the School Code) - For each of the first three school years, a
supplementary state ald relmbursement shall be paid to a reorga-
nized district equal to the sum of §4,000 for each certified
employee who is employed by the district on a full:time basis for
the regular term of such school year. The state payment shall be
made within 60 days after the end of the first, second and third
year of the reorganized district.

Reorganized distric:s qualifying for this payment are:

1) new school districts formed under Articles 11A and 11B;
2) new elementary districts formed under Article 7A;

3) one or more annexing districts following the annex-
ation of all the tetritory of one or more entire school
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districts, but only If an annexing district acquires at least
30 percent of the Average Dally Attendance of the
district(s) being annexed;

4) unitdistrictsformed under Article 1 1A resulting from the
division of a unit district or districts into two or more
parts all of which are included in the two or more unit
districts resulting upon the division; and

3) new districts formed under Article 11D.



@@@S CHAPTER V
School Finance Practices

Budgeting, Levying, and Truth in Taxation

Sectlon 17-1 of the School Code requires school districts to adopt
an annual budget before or during the first quarter of each fiscal
year. The district budget must specify the objects and purposes of
expenditures and the revenues necessary to meet the antjclpated
expenses and llabilitles of the district.

The budget and appropriations for school districts in clties with
more than 500,000 inhabitants are governed by Sections 3442
through 3482 of the School Code.

Where educational services are provided under a joint agreement,
the governing board or reglonal superintendent responsible for
joint agreement administration must adopt & budget by Septem-
ber 1 of the fiscal year. The adoption and content of the joint
agreement budget follow requirements similar to those in Section
17-1 for school districts.

Educational Service Centers must adopt a budget annually and file
a copy of the budget with the School Improvement Planning and
Assistance Section, ISBE, by September 1 of each year for thelr
fiscal year which beglns September 1.

Yocational Education Regfonal Delivery Systems use the same
budget forms and have the same adoption deadline requirements
a5 do joint agreements.

Allof the budgets referred to above must be entered (and adopted)
on budget forms prepared and provided by the State Board of
Education.

Budgets, at a minimum, must also contaln a statement of the year's
beginning and ending cash and estimated cash recelpts and
disbursements for the budget year. Specific requirements asto the
budget form are enumerated in state statutes and in guidelines
provided by the State Board of Bducation.

In conjunction with budget adoption for the fiscal year, a district

undertakes the process of certifying the amount of monies
required from local taxes.

Each board of education makes an annual levy in terms of dollar
amounits and certifies this levy to the respective county clerk(s).
The county clerk is charged with the responsibility for making
extensions of taxes levied within the constraints of the school
district tax rate limitations (See Table 9). Recelpt and transfer of
these monies to the school district treasurer are normally accom-
plished through the office of the county treasurer.
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Each school district is required to certify annually and return to the
respective county clerk(s), on or before the last Tuesday in
December, its certificate of tax levy.

The Truth in Taxation Act (fll. Rev. Stat. 1989, ch, 120, par. 861
through 869.1) affects all units of local government, including
school districts, community colleges, and home-rule units, who are
authorized to levy property taxes. The basic requirement- of this
law are enumerated in the paragraphs which follow.

Atleast 20 days prior to the adoption of its aggregate levy, the local
board of education shall estimate the dollar amount of the
apgregate levy for the current year exclusive of election costs.

Anydistrict proposing to increase its aggregate levy more than 105
percent of its prior year's extension, exclusive of election costs,
must publish a notice, as prescribed by law, in 4 newspaper of
general local circulation.

If the taxing district Is located entirely in cne county, the notice
shail be published in an English-langnage newspaper of general
dirculation published in the taxing district, or if there is no such
newspaper, in an English-language newspaper of general circula-
tion published in the county and having circulation in the taxing
district.

1f the taxing district Is located primarily in one county but extends
into smaller portions of adjoining countles, the notice shall be
published in a newspaper of general circulation published in the
taxing district, or if there is no such newspaper, in a newspaper
of general circulation published in each county in which any part
of the district is located.

If the taving district includes all or a large portion of 2 or more
countles, the notlce shall be published in a newspaper of general
circulation published in each county in which any part of the
district Is located.

The notice must be published no more than 14 days nor less than
7 days prior to the date of the public hearing. The notice must be
no less than one-eighth page in size, and the smallest type thatcan
be used is twelve point. The notice must be enclosed in a black
border no less than 1/4 inch wide. The notice cannot be placed
in that portion of the newspaper where legal notices and classified
advertisements appear. The notice shall be published in the
following form:

(]
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Notice of Proposed Property Tax Increase
for _ {commonly known name of taxing district) .

A public hearing to approve a proposed property tax levy increase for
{legal name of the taxing district) for (year) will he held
on ~ (date) at (time) at {location)

Any person desiring to appear at the public hearing and present testimony to the taxing
district may contact {name. title, address and telephone number of an appropriate

official) ]

The corporate and special purpose property taxes extended for____(preceding vear)
were (doilar amount of the final agpregate levy as extended)

The proposed corporate and special purpose property taxes to be levied for___ (current
year) are (dollar amount of the proposed aggregate levy) . This
represents a (percentage) increase over the previous year.

The property taxes extended for debt service and public building commission leases
for (preceding year) were {dollar amount)

The estimated property taxes to be levied for debt service and public building commis-

sionleasesfor ___ (currentyear)  are (dollar amount) . This
represents a (percentage increase or decrease) _over the previous year.

The total property taxes extended for____ {precedingyear)  were
(dollar amount)

The estimated total property taxes to be levied for (current vear) are

(dollar amount) . This represents a {percentage increase
or decrease} over the previous year.

Any notice which includes any informatlon net specified and Definitions;
regquired by this Act is an invalid notice,
& “Appregatelevy” means the annual corporate levy of the taxing

Public Act 87:201 amended the Truth in Taxatlon Act to provide district and those special purpose levies which are made
that no levy of a taxing district shall be invalidated for fallure to annually (other than debt service levies and levies made for
comply with the provisions of the Act If the fallure I5 attributable the purpose of paying amounts due under public building
to the newspaper's failure to reproduce the information accurately commission leases).

or to publish the notice as directed by the taxing district. e “Special purpose levies” include, but are not limited to, fevies

made on an annual basis for contributions to pension plans,

Al hearings must be open to the public. The corporate authority unemployment and workers’ compensation, or self-insurance.

of the taxing district is to explain the reasons for the proposed

Increase and is required to permit persons desiring to be heard an ¢ “Debt service levies™ are those levies made to retire the

opporiunity to present testimony within reasonable time Lmits. principal or pay Interest on bonds or to make payments due
under public butlding commission leases.
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ﬁ@@ must know which tax levies are inc:uded in each
ry.

® “Corporate levy” includes the levies for educational purposes
and operations and maintenance purposes.

o “Special purpose levies” include all other levies except debt
service levies,

® “Debt service levles” include levies for bond and interest
purposes and for rent purposes (Rent: Section 35-23 of the
School Code for payments to the Capital Development Board:
Section 22-17 of the School Code and Section 18 of the Public
Bullding Commission Act for payments to public building
commissions).

If a public hearing must be held, it may not coincide with the
hearing on the proposed budget of the taxing district. The hearing
must be convened no more than 14 days, nor less than seven days,
after the notice publication. If the final levy ordinance 2dopted is
greater than 105 percent of the prior year's extension and is in
excess of the amount shown in the published notice, a second
published notice of the adoption action must be made in the form
and manner provided in Section 7 of the Truth in Taxation Act
within 15 days. No hearing needs to be held after this subsequent
publication.

The levy filed with the county clerk may not request extension of
an aggregate levy in an amount grezter than 105 percent of the
prior year's extension unless the levy ordinance meets the Truth
in Taxatlon Act requirement. The school board must file 2
certification by the presiding officer of the board stating that the
provisionis of the Truth in Taxation Act have been met.

New school districts formed by consolidating previously existing
districts are not bound by the provisions of this Act the first time
they levy taxes. By the terms of the Act, it cannot apply unless a
district made a levy for the preceding year. If a school district
annexes one or more districts, the Act does apply because the
annexing district made a tax levy the preceding year.

Tax Rate Limitations

Tax rates for school districts are related to specific funds. School
districts in{llinois are subject to various limitations in property tax
rates for each fund. State law limits tax rates in most major funds
to both a permissive level and a maximum level. The permissive
level is the rate allowed without referendum approval of the
voters of a district. The maximum rate is the limit allowed with
referendum approval.

Table 9 shows school district tax-rate limitations in effect for the
1692-1993 school year.
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TABLE 9

School District Tax Rate Limitations*
{Chicago District Number 299 not included)

Percent Percent
District without with
Type  Referenddom  Referendmm
Educational Fund Elementary 0.920" 3.50
High School 0.920 3.50
Unit 1.840" 4.00¢
Operations and ’
Maintenance Fund Elemeptary  0.250% 0.55
High School 0.250° 0.55
Unit 0.500¢% 0.75
Capital Lmprovements Fuad  All 0.000 0.75¢
Transportation Fund Elementary 0.120° As Needed
High School 0.120 As Needed'
Unit 0.200 As Needed'
Summer School All 0.000 0.15
Bond aod Interest Fund Al N/A As Needed?
Rent Fund All N/A As Neadedy
Municipal Retirement/
Social Security Fund® All As Needed®  N/A
Tort Immunity! All As Needed N/A
Health Insurance All N/A As Needed
Working Cash Fund All 0.050 N/A
Fire Prevention, Safety,
Energy Conservation
and School Security All 0.050 0.10
Special Edueation Elementary 0.020 0.125
High School 0.020 0.125
Unit 0.040 0.250
Area Vocational Bducation  High School  0.000 0.05
Unit 0.000 0.05
Tort Judgment Bonds All As Needed' N/A
Bacility Leasing All 0.050 0.10
Temporary Relocation All Eligible  0.050' N/A

' These limitations apply to the 1992 tax levies for taxes extended and
collected during calendar year 1993. N/A means not applicable.

® Subject to possible backdoor referendum (Section 17-2.2).

¢ Coterminous dual districts forming a unit district may have a
maxinum rate of 6.00 percent for educatjonal, and 1.10 percent for
operations and maintenance (Sections 17-3 and 17-5).

¢ For 4 maximum period of six years.

¢ Certain elementary school districts which meet the requirements of
PA 86-128 may levy at a rate not to exceed 0.200 percent, subject to
the backdoor referendum provisions of Section 17-2.2,

! Section 174 places no maximurm on the tax rate, ff voter approved.

¢ In making a determination, the school district or county clerk must
take into consideration district receipts of corporate personal prop-
erty replacerment funds.

b Separate Jevies are required for Municipal Retirement purposes and
for Social Security/Medicare only purposes.

' The Tort Immunity Act includes llabllities under the Unemployment
Insurance Act and the Workers' Compensation and Qccupational
Diseases Acts.

! Ellgible school districts may levy to repay the state for temporary
relocatdon expenses (Section 17-2.2¢c).
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@S enactment of an amended Sectlon 9107, Chapter
theLocal Governmental and Governmental Employees Tort

munity Act, school districts may now include as allowable
expenditures from the tort immunity levy the cost of risk-
management (loss-prevention) programs. Risk management re-
fers to making choices in planning and purchasing specialized
prevention measures and insurance coverages for a wide variety
of responsibilities for a school district. Risk management includes
the identificaticn, measurement, znd implementation of processes
for dealing with potential losses associated with property and
injury to persons.

The bill allows, under risk management, the hiring of consultants
1o review the physical plant and property of a school dlstrict to
determine if potential hazards exist which might result in workers’
compensation claims or lawsuits against the school district. Italse
includes the hiring of consultants to review a school district's
insurance coverage to make sure all necessary coverages are
included in reasonable amounts. Risk management does not
necessarily include payments of insurance premiums.

The addition of Section 17-2.5 to the School Code seems to indicate
that property insurance premiums may be made from the tort
immunity tax levy. Property insurance means insurance protect-
ing the district against loss or damage to its own property—
buildings, building fixtures, personal property, and motor ve:
hicles. Section 17-7, the School Code, states that “any sum
expended for the payment of all premiums for insurance upon
schoo! buildings and schoo! building fixtures [Le., items of
personal property permanently affixed to a building] shall be paid
from the tax levied for operations and maintenance purposes.”
Expenditures for other types of property insurance are payable
from either the educational fund or the transportation fund
(Sections 17-7 and 17-8, the School Code). The Legal Section,
1linois State Board of Education holds that the provisions of
Section 17-7 prevail.

Additional tax rate imitations were imposed by Public Act 87-17
{SenateBill 1378). This summary, with afew exceptions, is limited
to the effects of this Act on school districts.

Property Tax Extension Limitatlon Act

The Property Tax Extension Limitation Act limits the increase in
property tax extensions in certain counties to 5% or the percent
increase in the national Consumer Price Index (CP1), whichever is
less. The Act first applled to the 1991 levy year for taxes payable
in 1992. Increases above 5% or the CP1 must be approved by the
voters in a referendum,

The Consumer Price Index used in the Act is the Consumer Price
Index for All Urban Consumers for all items published by the
United States Department of Labor, If the percentage increase
during the 12-month calendar year preceding thelevy year ismore
than 5%, then the limitation is 5%; otherwise it is the rate of
increase of the CPL. For the 1992 levy year, the limitation will be
3.1%; for the 1993 levy year, the limitatlon will be 2.9%.

63

This Act imposes a mandatory property tax imitatlon on taxing
districts located entirely in counties contiguous to Cook County:
DuPage, Kane, Lake, McHenry and Wi counties (collar counties).
Levles for tort immunity, fire prevention and safety, and pension
purposes are subject to the limitations,

Taxing districts that overlap into other counties are includedin the
mandatory provistons of this Act only f a majority of the equalized
assessed valuation (EAV) for the 1990 levy vear is in the collar
counties. If a majority of the 1990 EAY is in Cook County or the
other 96 countles in,the State, the Umltation provisions do not
apply to the district.

Lome-rule taxing districts are not affected by the Act.

The following types of debt obligatlons are excluded from the
limitation if separately levied:

1
2)

General obligation bonds approved by referendum.

General obligation bonds issued prior to the effective date of
the Act {October 1, 1991).

3) Bonds issued to refund or continue to refund those bonds
issued prior to the effective date of the Act or approved by
referendum,

4) Revenue bonds issued prior to the effective date of the Act
which are backed by a property tax levy or the ful faith and
credit of the local unit of government. Such an exemption is
allowed only after all other sources are deemed insufficient
to make the payment.

5) Building Commissiconlease bonds Issued prior to the effective
date of the Act.

6) Installment contracts entered into before the effective date of
the Act. -

7) Bonds issued under the Metropolitan Water Reclamation
District Act to finance construction projects initiated prior to
the effectlve date of the Act.

Bonds issued on or after October 1, 1991, are not excluded from
the limitation provisions unless they are approved by voter
referendum.

1) If no referenrdum Is required by the statute authorizing the
bonds or other obligations, or If they are subject to backdoor
referendum, the governing body of the taxing district may
pass an ordinance or resolution to put the question to the
voters under Sectlon 1-7 of the Property Tax Extension
Limitation Act. 1f the question is approved by the voters, the
bonds may be issued, and they are excluded from the
limitation. If the question Is turned down by the voters, the
bonds may not be issued.
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I’J@;ﬁ@mﬁ referendum has been called, the election held,
@ d the issue approved by the voters, the bonds are excluded
om the limitation.
3} Ifataxing district issves bonds according to current statutory
provistons without calling for a referendum under the provi-
sions of Section 1-7 of the Property Tax Extension Limitation
Act, bonds are subject to the limitation if no backdoor
referendum s held.

NOTE: Reputzble bond counsels disagree with this opinion
of the Department of Revenue. They hold that no bonds can
be issuied by affected taxing bodies unless a successful “front
door” referendum has taken place.

A taxing district, subject to the limitation provisions, may submit
a question to the voters requesting a greater percentage increase
in extenslon than the lesser of 5% or the CPI increase. The
referendum must be held at a regularly scheduled election in
accordance with the election code and must be heid before the levy
date. If approved by a majority of voters voting on the issue, the
higher extension limitation shall be in effect for one levy year only.

Referenda made pursuant to this Act are exempt from the
requirement that taxing districts tagy haveonly three referenda on
a ballet.

Adjustments to the Limitation
1) Taxing districts will get an Increase over the limitation
proportional to the amount of new property added to the tax
base as well as any annexatlons to the tax base,

2) If voters have approved 2 rate increase that is first effective
in the levy year, the extension may be increased proportion-
ally for that levy year.

3) If voters had approved a rate increase for a fund after
December 31, 1988, and the taxing district did not increase
its rate to the new maximum rate, 4 proportional increase is
allowed for each of the four years after the levy year the
increase is first effective.

4) If a taxing district had a decreased aggregate extension the
previous year from the year before that, the limitatlon
amount is based on the highest aggregate extension in any of
the last 3 preceding levy years. For example, in extending
taxes for 1992, assume the extensions for the three prior

years were:
1991 $600,000
1990 $750,000
1989 $720,000

1n this example the extension was reduced in 1991, the year
prior to the levy year from the year before, 1990. Thus, the
distelct's base becomes the highest of the extensions for the
three previous years: 1989, 1990, and 1991. The base Is
$750,000 for this taxing district
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Prior-Year Equalized Yalue

The prior-year equalized assessed value provision of the Act began
with the 1992 levy year for tax bills payable in 1993, The
provision continues for all subsequent years.

All taxing districts in Cook County are affected, All taxing districts
overlapping into Cook County are affected, but only for the Cook
County portion of the district,

The county clerk will use the prior-year equalized assessed value
of the Cook County portion of the property to compute the taxing
district's extension amount. This means the most that can be
raised for a fund {s the maximum tax rate for that fund times the
prior-year EAV for all property currently in the district. For
overlapping taxing districts, the prior-year EAY will be used for the
Cook County portlon of the district and the current-year EAY for
the rest of the district.

The taxes will be spread against the current-year EAY for theentire
district. The effect will be to lower the tax rate for those districts
at their maximum tax rate for a fund in districts increasing in EAY.
Taxpayers will see the current-year EAV on thelr tax bills, but the
rate will be lower thag it would have been had the maximum
allowable levy been calculated against the current-year EAY,

By spreading the tax burden against the current-year EAV, new
property bears Its fair share of the tax burden. Property deleted
from the tax rolls will not get'a tax bill, and corrections to EAV by
the Board of Appeas or the County Assessor will be made before
the tax burdeq is spread.

Tuaxing districts will experience a year's delay in the tax base increase
that normally comes with the assessment district reassessment.

Taxpayers will experience a year's delay in Increases that come
from the taxing district’s preater levying power after & tax base
increase. They will, however, note differences in their tax bills the
year of the reassessment because thelr share of the burden may
have been changed due to the reassessment.

Interfund Transfers/Working Cash Fund

Under the fund accounting required of school districts, the
revemues and assets of a given fund are restricted to the purposes
of that fund. Under specific circumstances and conditlons, monies
may be transferred from one fund to another, This sectlon
outlines monies permissible for interfund transfers. Transfers
require the specific authorization of the local board of educatlon.

Transfer of Interest Earned. Sectlon 10-22.44 of the School Code
delineates the general conditlons which apply to the interest
earned in afund, Unless prohibited, school districts are permitted
to transfer Interest earned on the monles in any fund of the district
to the respective fund of the district that is most in need of such
interest income, a5 determined by the school board. The transfer
is permissible unless the Interest earned has been previously
earmarked or restricted by the board for a designated purpose,
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Tawprohibits the transfer of interest earned on monies in the
ds for Illinois Municipal Retirement; Tort Immunity; Fire
vention, Safety, Energy Conservation and School Security; and

Capital Improvements. Special provisions apply to the transfer of
Interest from the Working Cash Fund. (See Working Cash Fund
Interest.)

Interest earnings on federal funds are restricted to the purpose for
which the funds are received.

Excess Bond and Interest Fund Monles, Until 1986, the transfer
of excess Bond and Interest Fund monies was limited by Sectlon
194 of the School Code. Previously, excess funds on hand in the
bond and interest account were required to be transferred to the
district fund bearing the nearest relation to the purpose for which
the bonds were issued initially (under the authority in Sections 15-
2 through 196 of the School Code).

Legistation enacted in 1986 eliminated the authorization for
transferring monies left in a bond and interest account (fund)
when all bonds have been redeemed and all interest payments
made. If monies remaln in a bond and interest account (fund) 2nd
these monies are attributable to earnings on investments, the
provisions of Section 10-22.44 of the School Code are applicable.
Under these provisions certain excess monies may be transferred
to the district fund that 1s most In need of such Interest income,
as determined by the school board.

If monies remain in a bond and interest account {fund) and these
monies are attributable to excess tax proceeds (taxes fevied to pay
interest on and redeem prineipal of bonds), there Is no authoriza-
tion to use those monies for any purpose. A district might consider
transferring such excess tax proceeds to znother bond and interest
account (fund) and abating 2n equal amount of the taxes that will
otherwise be levied for that purpose.

Bond Premium Treatment. Pursuant to Sectlon 10-22,14 of the
School Code, school districts shall exercise an option with regard
to bond premiums, When proceeds from the sale of bonds include
a premium, the board shall determine by resolution whether the
premium realized in the sale of bonds is to be used forthe purposes
for which the bonds were issued, or instead, for payment of the
Indebtedness and interest on those bonds.

Treatment of Interest Earned on the Investment of Bond Proceeds.
When proceeds from the sale of bonds issued for fire prevention,

safety, energy conservation, and school security purposes as

specified in Sectlon 17-2.11 of the School Code are invested as
authorized by law, the board shall determine by resolution
whether the interest on the investment of such bond proceeds is
to be used for the purposes for which the bonds were issued oz for
payment of the principal indebtedness and interest on those
bonds, When any such transfer is made to the Bond and Interest
Fund, the secretary of the school board shall notify the county
clerk(s), within 30 days, of the amount of the transfer and direct
the county clerks(s) to abate the taxes to be extended to make
principal and Interest payments on those bonds by an amount
equal to the transfer (Section 10-22.14 of the School Code as
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amended by Public Act 87-984, effective January 1, 1993), When
bonds are Issued for any other purpose and the proceeds are
invested as authorized by law, the Interest earned on such
investments may be transferred in accordance with the provisions
of Sectlon 10-22.44 of the School Code.

Treatmertt of Excess Bond Proceeds. When bonds, otiter than
bonds issued for fire prevention, safety, energy conservation, and
school securlty purposes are Issued by any school district, and the
purposes for which the bonds have been issued are accomplished
and paid for in full excess proceeds of the bonds may be
transferred by board resolution to the Operations and Mainte-
nance Fund.

When bonds are issued by any school district for fire prevention,
safety, energy conservation, and school securlty purposes as
specified in Sectlon 17-2.11, and the purposes for which the bonds
have been issued are accomplished and paid for in full, and there
remaln funds on hand from the proceeds of the bonds issued, the
board, by resolution shall use those excess funds

s forother authorized fire prevention, safety, energy conserva.

tion, and school security putrposes as specified in Section 17-
211 0r

e for transfer to the Bond and Interest Fund for payment of
principal and interest on those bonds.

Ifany transfer is made to the Bond and Interest Fund, the secretary
of the school board shall notify the county clerk(s), within 30 days,
of the amount of that transfer and direct the county clerk(s) to
abate the taxes to be extended for the purposes of principal and
interest payments on the respective bonds issued under Sectlon
17-2.11 by an amount equal to such transfer (Section 10-22.14 of
the School Code as amended by Public Act 87-984, effective
January 1, 1993),

Sectlon 34-20.3 of the School Code deals with excess funds on
bonds issued by Chicago School District 299 under Sectlons 34-22
through 34-22.7. When the purposes for which the bonds have
been issued are accomplished and paid for in full, excess funds
may be transferred by board resolution to the Working Cash Fund.

Working Cash Fund Interest. Monles earned as interest from
Investment of the Working Cash Fund may be transferred from the
Working Cash Fund upon the authority of the school board. A
separate resolution mustbeenacted, directing the school treasurer
to make such transfer to any other fund of the disirict. Specific
provisions are contained in Sectlon 20-5 of the School Code as
amended by House Bill 3695, Public Act 87-1168, effective
September 18, 1992.

Working Cash Furd Balance to Educationaf Fund. The board of
education of any school district may, by resolution, abolish its
Working Cash Fund and transfer any balance to the Educational Fund
at the end of the fiscal year. Outstanding interfund loans from the
Working Cash Fund must be paid to the Educational Fund at the end
of the fiscal year. Uncollected Working Cash Fund taxes, when
collected, must be paid into the Educational Fund (Section 20-8).
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¢ Cash Fund Limitations. Section 20-6 of the School
Lh{i’ contains strong penalties for any member of a school board
or-any other person holding any office, trust, or employment
under 2 school district who is guilty of willful violation of any of
the provisions of Article 20 (the Working Cash Fund).

Further limitations to the Working Cash Fund are included in the
Tex Anticlpation Note Act (Il Rev. Stat. 1989, ch. 85). These
limitations affect Working Cash Pund transfers when tax anticipa-
tion notes have been issued, The following is an excerpt from
Section 825 of the Act:

Whenever the unit of government has established a working cash
fund, as provided by law, the tax rate shall not be reduced below
the amount necessary to relmburse any money borrowed from the
Working Cash Fund. It shall be the duty of the clerk or secretary
of the unit of government, annually, not less than 30 days prior
to the tax extension date, to certify to the county clerk the amount
of money borrowed from the Working Cash Fund to be relmbursed
from the specific tax levy. No reimbursement shall be made to the
Working Cash Fund untl] there has been accumulated from the tax
fevy to pay the notes an amount sufficient to pay the principal of,
and interest on, the notes to maturity. At such tme as there are
no notes outstanding, all proceeds of such levy shall be applied for
the specific purpose or purposes for which the notes were issued.

Borrowing Money/Debt Limitations

Many school districts borrow money to meet cash flow needs or
to finance capital projects. School board members and adminis-
trators should understand the various means under which borrow.
ing may occur so that the best plan for meeting the specific needs
of the district may be adopted, The terms and conditions of
borrowing money are dependent upon the credit rating of the
district, Le,, a designation used by analysts or rating services to
represent relative quality of debt issues, Numerous conditions
within the control of the school board affect the credit rating of a
district. Good fiscal administration, full disclosure financtat report.
ing, effective long-term financial planning, effictency of operation,
and sound board policles help establish a favorable credit rating.
School districts should first determine If short-term cash shortages
can be met by working cash fund loans or other interfund loans
before incurring short-term debt through external sources. ISBE'S
Guide lo Long- and Shori Term Borrowing for Minois Public
School Districts was revised as of November 1990 and distributed
to school districts shortly thereafter.

Maximum Bonded Indebtedness. Limitations on school district
bonded indebtedness are determined in relationshlp to a district’s
equalized assessed valuation (EAY) of real property. Section 19-
1 of the School Code contalns the general debt Umits for
elementary and high school districts (6.9 percent of EAV) and unit
districts (I3.8 percent of EAY).

Section 19-1 also provides that a maximum of 15.0 percent of EAY
bonded indebtedness may be incurred by certaln growth disiricts
when the regional superintendent concurs with the school board's
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enrollment projections and two-thirds of the electors approve the
bond issue.

® Bonds subject to the debt Umitation provistons:

— Building Bonds*
— Fire Prevenition and Safety Bonds**
— Refunding Bonds**

* Bonds not subject to the debt Imitation provisions but
included in total bonded indebtedness***:

— Working Cash Fund Bonds
~ Funding Bonds’
* Bonds not subject to the debt limitation provisions and
not included in tota! bonded indebtedness:

— Tort judgment Bonds**
—~ Insurance Reserve Bonds**

* Voler approval required.
** May be Issued without referendum, except for those districts in the
counties affected by the Property Tax Extensfon Limitation Act
*** May limit the Issuance of bonds subject to the debt limltatjon
provisions,

* Sublect to backdoor referendum.

In addition to bonded debt, these statutory debt imitatlons apply
1o Teachers' Orders, Employees’ Orders and the principal portion
of a three- or fiveyear lease-purchase agreement

Maximum Interest Rates, The maxlmum interest rate payable on
all short-term debt instruments and all bonds issued is the greater
of nine percent per annum or 125 percent of & market rate
indicator. This indfcator is the *Genera] Obligation Bonds Index”
of average municipal bond yields as published in the most recent
edition of The Bond Buyer. Measurement of this bond index Is
done at the time the contract is made for sale of the bonds as
authorized by Winols Revised Statutes, Chapter 17, Section 6602,

Short-Term Debt Limitations. Section I8-18 of the School Code
limits school districts' 1ssuance of state ald antcipation certfi-
cates, general obligation notes, and tax antlclpation warrants so
that the total amount of state ald certificates, notes, and warrants
outstanding for any fiscal year may not exceed 85 percent of the
taxes levied by the district for that year.

Public Act 87-839 had amended Section 18-18 of the School Code
to permit districts which had reached their maximum short-term
Indebtedness limitation to borrow up to 100% of their July General
State Ald Payments.

Public Act 87-1215 deleted the requirement that a district must
havereached itsshort-term indebtedness limitation before Issuing
anticipation certificates against its July entitlement. Any dlstrict
may now bofrow up to 100% of the amount of General State Ald
to be received in July even if it has no other short-term debt
outstanding,
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lmited in the amount which can be accumulated

€ Working Cash Fund. Whether through the sale of working

bonds or through annual levy, the maximum amount that can

be accumulated in the Working Cash Fund s 85 percent of the taxes

permitted to be levied for educational purposes for the then current

vear plus 85 percent of the district's last known entitlement to
Cotporate Personal Property Replacement Taxes (Section 20-2).

Interfund Eoans. The School Code authorizes school districts to
make interfund loans as follows:

Operations and Maintenance Fund to the Educational Fuad or the
Transportation Fund or the Fire Prevention and Safety Fund
(Section 10-22.33 as amended by Senate Bill 1652, Public Act 87-
084, effective January 1, 1993)

Educatlonal Fund to the Operations and Maintenance Fund or the
Transportation Fund or the Fire Prevention and Safety Fund
(Section 10-22.33 as amended by Senate Bill 1652, Public Act 87-
984, effectlve January 1, 1993)

Transportation Fund to the Educational Fund or the Operatlons
and Malntenance Fund or the Fire Prevention and Safety Fund
(Section 10-22.33 as amended by Senate Bill 1652, Public Act 87-
084, effective January 1, 199%)

Working Cash Fund to any fund of the district for which taxes are
levied (Section 204, as amended by House Bill 3695, Public Act 87-
1165, effective September 18, 1992)

Monles that are temporarily idle and/or surplus In specific funds
may be loaned to cover anticlpated interim needs in certain other
funds, as cited above. Such monies, excluding Working Cash Fund
Loans, must be repaid to the proper fund within one calendaryear.
Working Cash Fund loans must be repaid upon the collection of
anticlpated taxes. Exceptions to the pavment of Working Cash
Fund loans exist when tax anticipation notes are outstanding,

Even though interfund Joans can be made fo the Fire Prevention
and Safety Fund, no interfund loans are premitted to be made
from the Fire Prevention and Safety Fund.

Interfund loans require appropriate authorization by the board of
education of the dlstrict.

Short-Term Borrowing

State Ald Anticipation Certificates. Section 18-18 of the School Code
allows school districts to Issue a type of short-term debt known as
State Ald Anticlpation Certificates. Using certificates, money Is
loaned toa district against anticipated General State Ald payments.
The certificates have the following general characteristics.

o Certificates may not be outstanding for more than 13 months.

® Certificates are payable solely from General State Ald pay-
Dienis.
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¢ Certificates may bz issued without referenda.

¢ The amount of certificates to be Issued may not exceed 75
percent of the state ald allocated to the school district for that
year as certified by the State Superintendent and the regional
superintendent after subtracting the amount of funds avail-
able for transfer from the district's Working Cash Fund.

¢ The amount of certificates plus the amount of the district's
general obligation notes and tax anticipation warrants out-
standing for the year may not exceed 85 percent of taxes
levied by the district for that year.

¢ The board, prior to issuing the certificates, must adopt a
resolution designating the purposes for which the proceeds
ofthe certificates are tobe expended, the amount tobeissued,
maturity dates, rate of interest, and other optional provisions.

¢ Public Act 87-1215 permits districts to borrow up to 100% of
their July State Ald payments; these loans must be repald by
August 1and may be in excess of the limitations stated above.

Personal Property Replacement Tax Notes. Personal property
replacement tax notes may be Issued in an amount not to exceed
75 percent of the entitlement of replacement taxes anticipated for
the year. The entitlement amount must becertified by the Director
of the [llinois Department of Revenue. If the entitlement has not
yet been certified, notes may be issued based upon 90 percent of
the last known entitlement as certified by the Director of the
linols Department of Revenue (Tll. Rev. Stat. 1991, ch. 85, par.
824.1).

Tax Anticipation Notes. School districts are authorized to Issue
general obligation notes in an amount (including principal,
interest, and costs of note issuance) not to exceed 85 percent of
the taxes levled. Anticipation notes may be issued in antlcipation
of all taxes, including those for which tax anticlpation warrants
may not be lssued. No notes shall be issued during any fiscal year
in which there are tax antlclpation warrants outstanding against
the tax levied for the fiscal year.

Antirlpation notes bear interest at a rate not exceeding the greater
of nine percent, or 125 percent of the General Obligation Bonds
Index of average municipal bond yiclds. Notes must mature within
two years, A board of education Is required to adopt a resolution
fixing the amount of notes, the date and the maturity date, the rate
of interest (unless the notes are to be sold by public bid), the place
of payment, and the denomination (in equal multiples of $1,000).
The board resolution must also provide for the levy and collection
of a direct annual tax upon all taxable property in the district
sufficient to pay the principal and intereston the notes to maturity
{1 Rev. Stat. 1991, ch, 17, par. 6602).

When tax anticipation notes are outstanding, it is the duty of the
county clerk to reduce a district's specific tax rate by the percent-
age necessary to produce an amount to pay the princpal and
interest on the outstanding notes. When the district has estab-
lished a Working Cash Fund, the tax rate Is not reduced below the
amount necessary to reimburse any money borrowed from the
Working Cash Fund. It Is the duty of the clerk or secretary of the
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distri @@, and not less than 30 days prlor to the tax
nsion date; to certify to the county clerk the amount of money
wed from the Working Cash Fund that is to be relmbursed
o the specific tax levy. No reimbursement may be made to the
Working Cash Fund until an amount sufficient to pay the principal
of, and interest on, the notes to maturity has been accumulated
from the tax levy. The notes are executed In the name of the
district by manual or facsimile signatures of district officials
designated by the resolution. At least one signature on each note
must be a manual signature. The notes may be issued in excess of
any statutory debt Umitation and do not operate to reduce the
authority to Incur debt otherwise authorized for the district. The
issuance of notes does not require a referendum (IIl. Rev. Stat.
1991, ch. 85, sec. 825).

Tax Anticipation Warrants. When there is no money in the
treasury to pay the necessary expenses of the district, a school
board may issue warrants, or may provide a fund by Issuing and
disposing of warrants drawn agatnst, and in anticipation of, any
taxes levied for payment of necessary district expenses for
transportation, educational, and operations and maintenance
purposes, or for payments to the Illinois Municipal Retirement
System (but not the Social Security System), or for payments of
maturing principal and Interest of bonds, Warrants may beissued
to a legal maximum of 85 percent of the total amount of the tax
Jevied. The warrants show upon their face that they are payable
in the numerical order of their issuance solely from such taxes
when collected. Taxes must be set aside and held for warrant
payment. Every warrant bears Interest payable out of the taxes
against which it is drawn, at a rate not exceeding the greater of
nine percent, or 125 percent of the General Obligation Bonds
Index of average municipal bond yields, per annum from the date
of issuance until pald, or until notice is glven that the money for
the warrant is avallable (Section 17-16 of the School Code).

Teachers’ Orders. Teachers’ orders are, in effect, promissory notes
for wages due, paid In lieu of cash to a teacher. Wages of teachers
are paid in a manner agreed upon by the school board, but at least
one payment must be made during each school month. The board
issues and delivers an order to the school treasurer for the amount
of salary due. Teachers' orders must be issued when due, even
though there is no money in the Educatlonal Fund, and the orders
become a liability against future Educational Fund revenue of the
district,

Theschool treasurer cannot pay out funds of a district exceptupon
an order of the school board signed by the president and clerk, or
secretary, or by a majority of the board. When teachers' ordersare
presented to the treasurer and cannot be paid because of lack of
funds, the treasurer endorses the ordets over his or her stgnature
“not patd for want of funds,” marks the date of presentation and
records the endorsements. After an endossement, the order
becomes negotlable and bears Interest not exceeding the greater
of nine percent, or 125 percent of the General Obllgation Bonds
Index of average municipal bond yields per annum. The order
remalns outstanding and interest accumulates until the treasurer
notifies the clerk or secretary, in wrltlng, that he or she has funds
to pay the order. The order draws no Interest after notice Is given
1o the clerk or sccretary (Sectjon 8-16 of the School Code).
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Charter school districts having a population of less than 500,000
may issue to teachers and other employees of the district, orders
in payment of szlaries (Section 32-4.14 of the School Code}. (As

of December 1, 1992, there are 12 such charter school districts In
linois.)

Contract Purehasing of School Buses. A school board, by resoly
tlon, may enter into a contract for the purchase of buses 1o be pald
for within a three-year period from the date of the resolution or
over such longer perlod of time as does not exceed the depreciable
life of the vehicle (currently five years) (Section 10-23.4 of the
School Code).

Anticipation of Revenue

The Anticipation of Revenue Act (Ill, Rev. Stat. 1991, ch. 85, par.
8311 et seq.) authorizes units of local government and schooi
districts to issue obligations to anticipate revenue from any
sources including, but not Umited to, federal ald, State revenue
sharing, local taxes and fees.

Anticipatory obligations issued against such expected revenues for
any purpose shall not exceed 85 percent of such revenues. Written
assurance of the amount of revenue to be received from a
particular source must be filed with the proper county clerk before
the obligations can be lssued.

(Obligations Issued under this Act shall be due not more than 12
months from the date of issne und shall bear interest at a rate not
exceeding the maximum rate authorized by the Bond Authoriza-
tion Act (11l Rev. Stat., 1991 ch. 17, par. 6600 et seq.) at the time
of issuance.

Several dutles are lmposed upon the Treasurer of the district
including authentication of notes and coupons, providing cestifi-
cates of authentlcity, keeplng a registry of each serles of notes
Issued, transmitting funds to pay princlpal and interest, and
Insuring that notes are pald.

Severe penaltles are provided if notes are issued in excess of the
limitatlons. Any offictal of the unit of local government or school
district who votes for or otherwise influences theissuance of notes
under this Act In excess of the limitations provided in the Act, “shall
be liable for twice the sum of such excessive notes to the unit of
local government or school district as the case may be and shall
be ineligit e for his office and be subject to removal from office.”

To the best of our knowledge, no school districts have borrowed
monies under the provisions of this Act. This may be due to the
provision in Section 3 of the Act which states:: “The notes shall be
sold to the highest responsible bidder after due advertisement and
public openlng of bids.” (Emphasis added.)

Long-Term Borrowing

Working Cash Fund Bonds. For the purpose of creating a Working
Cash Fund, the school board of a district having a population of
less than 500,000 may Incur a bonded indebtedness. Total
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indebtedness cannot exceed, in the aggregate, B5 percent of the
4:\3/ petmiltted to be levied for educational purposes for the

by ent year plus B5 percent of the last known personal property

eplacement tax revenue entitlement minus any balance currently
in the Working Cash Fund. The maximum amount a district can
have in its Working Cash Pund is calculated by this same formula.

The Working Cash Fund may be created by issuance of bonds and/
or by resolution of the school board to levy an annual tax not to
exceed .05 percent. Working Cash Fund monies may be used only
forthe purposes of authorized interfund loans. Monies in the fund
are not regarded as current assets available for school purposes
and may notbe used by the school board other than to loan monies
with which to meet ordinary and necessary disbursements for
salaries and other school purposes. The monies may be loaned to
any fund of the district for which taxes are levied. Working Cash
Fund monies are considered loaned in anticipation of the amount
of taxes to be recelved in excess of the amount necessary to pay
any outstanding tax anticlpation warrants and related interest.
Working cash fund loans must be repald when the taxes which
were anticipated are received (Sections 20-1, 20-2, 20-3, 204, and
207 of the School Code).

Funding Bonds. At times, orders for the wages of teachers or for
the payment of clalms are created that cannot be met from current
revenue, These obligations may be patd by issuing funding bonds.
Before issuing funding bonds, the school board must adopt a
resolution declaring its intention toissue bonds for the purpose(s)
provided. The notice of intent to issue bonds to pay clalms must
be published.

The notice informs a district's voters both of the school board's
intention to Issue bonds and that bonds will be issued unless a
petition requesting an election is presented to the board within 30
days from the date of the notice. If a petition signed by at least
ten percent of the district’s legal voters is filed requesting the
school board to call an election, an election must be held before
the bonds can be issued (Sections 19-8 and 19-9 of the School Code).

Refunding Bonds. Refunding bonds may be issued to pay the
outstanding obligations of a district. Refunding may be for bonds
and Interest due when funds are not avallable for their payment,
or for reissuing (refinancing) callable bonds (which have not
matured) ata lower rate of interest, If the district's indebtedness
does not exceed the appropriate debt imitation at the time the
bonds are issued, these bonds may be refunded by issuing refunding
bonds at a later date. Refunding bonds may be lssued without a
referendum (Sections 19-15 and 19-16 of the School Code).

Fire Prevention, Safety, Energy Conservation, and School Security
Bonds. School districts may expend tax revenues for fire preven-
tion and safety purposes; for the protection ard safety of the
environment, pursuant to the “Environmental Protection Act”; for
energy conservation purposes; and for school security purposes.
These expenditures must be as a result of a lawftd order of any
agency, other than a local board of education, kaving furisdic-
Hon over school districks.
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Expenditures for fire prevention, safety, and environmental
protection have priority over expenditures for energy conserva-
tion or school security purposes. Section 17-2.11 allows a district
to tax at a rate of .05 percent (5 cents per $100 EAY) for life-safety
purposes. This rate may be increased to .10 percent (10 cents per
$100 EAY) upon zpproval of a majority of the electors at a
regularly scheduled election.

Section 17-2.11 also authorizes boards of education to issue bonds,
without referendum, for fire prevention, safety, environmental
protection, energy conservaton and school security purposes.
The intent of the law concerning the authority to issue bonds is to
expedite the rehabilitation of buildings to meet fire prevention
and safety standards, to meet environmental regulations, to
reduce energy consumption, and to provide security features.
(Note: School districts subject to the provisions of the Property Tax
Extension Limitation Act will be required to have a referendum.)

Building and_School Site Acquisition. A school district is not
required to hold a referendum to purchase a building site, but
there must be a favorable vote by the voters of a district before
bonds may be issued or a building constructed. Expenditures for
the purchase of a building site and additions to existing structures
may be made from the Operations and Maintenance Fund without
approval of the voters. School boards shall not accumulate monies
from taxes for operations and maintenance purposes unless there
Is voter approval for this action (Section 17-5.1 of the School
Code). A favorable referendum must be held to authorize
acquisition of a residential site for a school distric. (Sectlons 19-
2 and 19-3 of the School Code).

The construction of school buildings or office facilities without a
referendum is permitted only when the work is paid for with funds
recelved from the sale or disposition of other buildings or lands
of the school district (subject to the provisions of Public Act 87-984
effective January 1, 1993) or with funds recelved from sources
such as gifts or donations. However, no funds derived from
bonded indebtedness or a tax levy can be used for these purposes.

Scheol Sites and Office Facliities. A board of education may buy
of lease school building sites and school offices. The purchase of
such sites or office facilities may be by contract for deed,
contracted for 2 maximum of ten years (Section 10-22.35A of the
School Code). Districts may borrow funds for the purchase and/
of improvement of real estate for vocational education purposes.

Revenue Bonds for Exhibition Pacilities. Revenue bonds may be
Issued without referendum under Section 19a-2 of the School Code
for buildings or stadiums constructed to be used primarily for
athletic spectator sports. Section 19a-4 authorizes boards to issue
bonds, after referendum, to pay existing deficlencles from exhib}-
tion facilities revenue bonds previously issued.

Tort Judgment Bonds. Illinois Revised Statutes, Chapter 85,
Section 9-105, allows school districts to issue tort judgment bonds
for the payment of liabilities created by a tort judgment against the
district.



eserve Bonds. Illinols Revised Statutes, Chapter 85,
on 9105, also allows bonds to be issued without referendum
@? the purpose of creating a reserve for the payment of any cost,

ability or loss against which a district may protect itself or self-
insure pursuant to Section 9-103 of the Local Governmental and
Governmental Employees Tort Immunity Act, as amended, or for
the payment of which a district may levy a tax pursuant to Section
9-107 of the Act, including, without imitation, any or all tort
judgments or settlements entered apainst or entered into by the
district. Such bonds may be issued in an amount necessary to fund
a reserve created for any or all of these purposes. Such reserve
fund, includlng interest earnings reasonably anticipated thereon,
must not be funded in an amount in excess of that which is
reasonably required for the payment of such costs (incuding costs
of issuance assoclated with bords issued for the purpose of
funding such reserve fund). Such bonds do not count against the
district’s statutory debt limit. Moneys on deposit in an insurance
reserve fund funded from tax-exempt bond proceeds are subject
to yleld restriction from and after the date of issuance of the bonds,
until and as such bonds are retired (Federal Arbitrage Laws).

Alternate Sources of Long-Term Borrowing

[llinois Development Finance Authorlty

The Illinois Industrial Development Finance Authority was created
by Public Act 81434, effective September 7, 1979. Its dile was
changed to thellinols Development Finance Authority (IDFA) and
its powers were broadened to Include units of local government
(Publlc Act 83669, effective September 23, 1983; Public Act 85-
1154, effective July 29, 1988; and Public Act 86-819, effective
September 7, 1989). (11l Rev. Stat., ch. 48, par. 850,01 et seq.)

‘The purpose of the Act Is to increzse job opportunities and to retain
existing jobs in “areas of critical Iabor surplus” in the State by
making available, through the IDFA, funds for Industrial, commer-
cial, manufacturing, and public purposes projects. Generally
speaking, “areas of critlcal labor surplus” means 2ny reasonably
defined geographic areas where 4.5% or more of the avajlable
labor force has been unemployed for at least one year,

Under the local Governmental Financing Assistance Program,
IDFA Issues tax-exempt securities in the municipal bond market
and uses the proceeds of the sale to purchase securitles from a
borrowing unit of local government. Flexible, long-term rates;
state tax exemption; the option to pool bond issues with similar
borrowers; and the abllity to finance 2 project through a State
agency are among the benefits of the program.

General State Ald payments may be pledged to meet principal and
interest payments. Rockford School District 205 is the only school
district reported to have used the services of IDFA.

For additional information, contact the Hlnols Development
Finance Authority, 2 North LaSalle Street, Sulte 980, Chicago,
Mlinols 60602 (312/793-5586).
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[llincis Rural Bond Bank

The Illinols Rural Bond Bank (IRBB) was created by Public Act 86-
927, effective July 1, 1990 (IiL Rev. Stat. 1991, ch. 17; par. 7201-
1 et seq).

The purpose of the IRBB Is to provide rural (non-metropolitan)
schooldistrictsand otherunits of local government with improved
access to capital markets from which they can borrow funds at
reduced interest rates and issuance costs for public improvements
and other governmentsl purposes.

Rural units of local government are defined as all units located
outside of Cook, DuPage, Kane, Lake, McHenry and Will Connties.

Eligible units are schoo! districts, community college districts,
countles, cities, villages, townships witk under 25,000 population,
special districts, and any other public entity falling under the Local
Governmental and Governmental Employees Tort Immunity Act.

For school districts, all public purpose projects, including building
bonds, fire prevention and safety bonds, refinancing bonds and
working cash bonds can be financed through the Rural Bond Bank.

The Rural Bond Bank saves money for school districts and other
local governments by pooling the financial needs of the participat-
ing local governments into one large Bond Bank bond Issue which
is sold in the natlonal capital markets.

Interest tate savings occur because bonds of the Illinois Rural
Bond Bank are backed by the mora] obligaton of the State of
Illinots, are exempt from both [linols and Federal income taxes
and recelve a high rating from Standard and Poor’s.

Costs of Issuance for a pooled financing are shared by all
participants, and resulting savings are also shared.

Applications are simplified and procedures standardized to make
the pooled financing process “user friendly” for school districts
and other local governments.

The Rural Bond Bank pooled issues are regularly scheduled for
closing in the months of May and December. Other special Issues may
be scheduled to accommodate the needs of local governments.

The Rural Bond Bank serves as a resource to school boards and
administrators, connseling with them on how best to finance their
needs.

For additiona! information, contact the Illiaols Rural Bond Bank,
427 E. Monroe, Street, Suite 202, Springfleld, lllinols 62701 (217/
524-2663; FAX 524-0477).

Southwestern Illinols Development Autherity
The Southwestern fllinois Development Authority (SIDA) was

created by Public Act 85-591, effective September 20, 1987. Public
Act 86-1455, effective December 12, 1990, revised financing
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of the Authority; units of local government, {ncluding
districts, located within the boundaries of the Authority
éﬁi on and St. Clair Counties) are now permitted to sell bonds

olgh the Authority and pledge General State Aid and other
State revenues received through the State Board of Education to
meet principal and interest payments (lll. Rev. Stat. 1991, ch. 85,
par, 6151 et seq.).

The functions of this Authotity are similar to those of the Illinois
Development Finance Authotity but are litaited to Madtson and St.
Clair Countles.

School districts in Madison and St. Clalr Counties may secure
additional information by contacting the Southwestern Illinois
Development Authority, Landmark Bank Center, 1 East Port Plaza
Drive, Collinsville, llinois 62234 (618/345-3400).

Recording of District Revenues and Expenditures

The recording of revenues and expenditures of a school district is
governed by a uniform chart of accounts promulgated by the State
Board of Education. Complete information on the Illinois Program
Accounting Manual for Local Education Apendies (the chart of
accounts) may be obtained from the State Board of Education,
Depgnmem of $chool Finance, Springfield (telephone: 217/782-
6246).

Corporate Personal Property Replacement Funds. Corporate
petsonal property replacement funds are collected and distributed

by the Illinots Department of Revenue. Districts began receiving
payments of corporate personal property replacement tax revenue
in January 1980. Replacement revenues are recorded as “Pay-
ments in Lleu of Taxes” - Revenue Account Number 1230. The
payment schedule for corporate personal property replacement
funds is elght payments per year. The scheduled payment dates
are:

January 20 July 20
March 20 August 20
April 20 October 20
May 20 December 20

Corporate personal property replacement tax (CPPRT) revenues
must be applied first to the Bond and Interest Fund (for bonds
Issued prior to Junuary 1, 1979) and second to the Municipal
Retirement/Social Security Fund to replace tax revenues lost due
to the abolition of the corporate personal property tax. Since
“Medicare Only” payments were not in existence at that time, none
of these taxes are required to be allocated for the “Medicare Only”
portion of the Soclal Security payments, The bond and retirement
llen percentages of the personal property replacement tax are
based on the 1975 tax year collections of property taxes. Steps for
computing the llen amounts for the Bond and Interest Fund and
the Municipal Retirement/Social Security Fund (MRF/SS) are as
follows:

1. Amount needed* for Bond and Interest paymenis for bonds
Issued ptior to January 1,1979,§____ .

2. Amount needed® for Municipal Retirement/Soclal Security
Fund (MREF/SS) §
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3. 1978 Corporate Personal Property Tax Collections Divided by
1978 Total Tax Collections = 0.xx

4. Llne 1 x Line 3 = Earmarked Bond and Interest Money

5. Llne 2 x Line 3 = Earmarked MRF/$S Money

* As shown in the current year's budget

After satisfying the liens for the Bond and Interest Fund and the
Municipal Retirement/Social Security Pund, the corporate per-
sonal property replacement tax revenue may be deposited into
any fund which recefves taxes.

Tax Revenues. Upon receipt, tax revenues are to be prorated
according to the tax extension into the respective account and/or
fund. School districts receiving taxes under an accelerated method
of tax billing should use the prior year's proration schedule. If the
district is informed of the actuzal proration prior toJuly 1, then the
district makes the necessary adjustments, If the district does not
know the proration by July 1, the district suditor makes the
necessary adjustments retroactive to June 30.

The initial distribution of taxes shall not be regarded as being only
for one fund (the Educational Fund, for example}; it must be prorated
among a1 funds for which taxes were levied as explained above.

Proceeds from Sale of Property. School boards are required to use
the proceeds from the sale of school sites, buildings, or other real
estate to pay the principal and faterest on any outstanding bonds
on the property being sold. An equal amount of taxes levied for
bond and interest payments must then be abated. After all such
bonds have been retired, the remaining proceeds from the sale
shall next be used by the school board to meet any urgent district
needs as determined under Section 2-3.2 of the School Code
(8chool building code) and Sectlon 17-2.11 of the School Code (fire
prevention, safety, energy conservation, and school seurity
purposes) and then may be utllized for any other authorized
purpose and may be deposited into any district fund (Section 5-22
of the Schiool Code). This revenue is recorded in Account Number
1932, “sales of Bulldings and Grounds.”

Generaj State Aid. Section 18-8 of the School Code provides that
General State Aid monies may be recorded into any fund from
which the district is authorized to make expenditures. The
revenue is recorded in Account Number 3110, General State Aid
monles may not be recorded in the Working Cash Fund, as no
expenditures (only loans and transfers) are permitted from the
Working Cash Fund.

Supplementary State Aid. Supplementary state aid recelved under
the provisions of Sections 18-8(A)(1)(m), 18-8(A)(5)(m), 188.2,
18-8.3, 1884, or 18-85 of the School Code is recorded as revenue
in Account Number 3120 in any fund from which the district ts
authorized to make expenditures. Such recelpts (revenues) may
not be recorded in the Working Cash Fund.

Privilege Tax on Moblle Homes. The revenues from the privilege
tax on mobile homes are recorded in Revenue Account Number 1210,
These tax monles may be recorded in any fund of the district.
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the cost of providing services needed to serve the development.
Generally collected at the building permit stage, impact fees are a
relatively new source of reverme for counties and municipalities
that promote the use of impact fees as a way for growth to “pay
its own way." By charging at the beginning for these new services
or Infrastrocture needs, local officials believe this will help insure
that existing residents will not have to bear the new costs. The
logic behind this rationale is that existing residents have already
paid ¢ - committed to pay for existing services, and each new
growth area should help to pay for the new services it has
specifically created.

Voluntary impact fees have been requested of developers by
municipalities and school districts. 8chool districts should record
suchimpact feesin Revenue Account 1290, Other Paymentsin Lieu
of Taxes.

Capital Development Board Bond Funds. In the event that school
districts receive funds from the Capltal Development Board for the
retirement of bonds, they are to record these monies as follows:

I. The principal amount is recorded in the Bond and Interest
Fund under the classification, Capital Development Board
Bond Principal, Revenue Account Number 3261,

2. The debt service interest amount is recorded in the Bond and
Interest Fund under the classification, Capital Development
Board Bond Interest, Revenue Account Number 3262.

Handling of Selected District Expenditures

School Reform Expendirures. Expenditures from school reform
revenues are recorded under the approptiate functions, Le., the
programs or areas for which the revenues are intended. Refer to
Chapter 3 of the llfinois Program Accounling Manual for Local
Education Agencies (IPAM/LEA) to determine the curtrent func
tions. Examples of appropsiate function numbers are:

Function 1110, Elementary Instruction for the Reading lm-
provement Program;

Function 1130, High School Instructon for Driver Education;

Function 1200 (series), Special Programs for Early Childhood,
Preschool, and Alternative Education Programs; and

Function 2210, Improvement of Instruction Services for any
programs related to Improvement of Instruction, such as the
costs of Inservice programs.

Board Payment of Employee Share of Teacher Retirement. In
those instances where local boards of education have agreed to
pay all or a portion of the employee contribution to the Teachers'
Retirement System, the payment should be coded as an employee
benefit (Object #2, Jinois Program Accounting Manual for Local
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Education Agencies). Salaries are charged to the appropriate
function numbers (Le., the function under which the employees
work). Employee benefits are also charged to the appropriate
function numbers.

Employee and employer contributions for early retirees must be
hased on the highest, rather than last, fulltime annual salary
during the fiscal years which were considered in determining the
{inal rate of earnings. The employer pays any empioyer contribu-
tions from the same fund which i$ used to pay earnings to
employees. .

Unemployment Insurance. School districts have the option of
clecting a percentage contribution or a dollar-for-dollar reimburse-
ment to the State Unemployment Insurance Program. Federal
program monies may be used for their proportionate share of the
contribution payment or toward bullding a seif-insurance reserve
for making retmbursement payments. Expenditures zre charged
to the same fund from which salaries are paid. Districts shouid
charge expenditures to Account Number 1-231-380 in the Educa-
tional Fund; Account Number 2-254-380 in the Operations and
Maintenance Fund; and Account Number 4-255-380 in the Trans
portation Fund. Ifmore detailed cost allocation isdesired, districts
can distribute the Educational Fund costs to the proper functions.
School districts may levy under tort immunity for nnemployment
compensation insurance purposes.

Medlcare-Only Payments. Some school employeeswho are exempt
from Social Security coverage (certified personnel covered under
the Teachers' Retirement System) are covered under Medicare-
Only requirements. In these instances the employer's share of
benefits (1.45 percent of the first $130,200 for calendar year 1992
and §$135,000 for calendar year 1993) s to be charged to the same
function or functions as is the employee’s salary, Object Code 214,
House Bili 2630 (Public Act 84-1472), effective January 23, 1987,
authorized separate levies for Municipal Retirement purposes and
Soctal Security purposes (Including Medicare Only), effective with
1687 taxes payable In 1988,

Free Meals-Social Security Payments. The Soclal Security Divislon
of the State Employees Retirement System of Hlinois Instructions
concerning the wage status of meals or lodging furnished employ-
ees are that meals furnished employees are not considered wages
for social security if the meals are furnished on the school premises
and the meals are furnished for the convenlence of the employer.

Shelterability of Board-Paid Teacher Retirement. The Internal
Revenue Service has issued two general revenue rulings under

which a board of education may treat Its contributions to the State
Teachers' Retirement System (TRS) on behalf of jts employees as
excludable from gross-income for federal income tax purposes.
Under the rullngs, board contributions to TRS are treated as
excludable from gross income If the district’s plan meets the
following two criteria:

The board must specify that the contributions, although desig:

nated as employee contributions, are being paid by the board in
lieu of contributions by the employee, and
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@@@e must not be given the option of choosing to receive

rontributed amounts directly Instead of having them paid by
@e employer 1o the pension fund.

Public Treasurers’ Investment Pool

Finding a suitable place for shortterm investments of small
amounts of excess monies may be difficult for some school district
treasurers. The Illinols Public Treasurers' Investment Pool (IPTIP)
is designed to provide a convenient and economical means of
investing short-term funds, The management and operation of the
pool 1s under the supervision of the State Treasurer and is open to
participation by local school districts and other governmental units.

Other features of the pool include:

® Liguidity. Deposits and withdrawals are made by wire
transfer or check at the sole discretion of participating
treasurers with no prior notlfication to the Pool’s custodian.

® Maximized Income. All income [s computed and credited
daily. Priday deposits into the Pool earn interest for Friday,
Saturday, and Sunday.

¢ Daily Valuation of Assets. All assets in the Pool are valued
daily in conformance with State statutes and policles of the
State Treasurer.

e No Minimums. There are no minimum deposit or with.
drawal levels. Participants maintain full control over the flow
of thelr assets.

® Fees. |PTIP paysall expenses relating to the operation of the
Pool from an administrative charge of 25 percent on its assets
while the Pool balance is over $500 million. When the Pool
balance falls below $500 milllon, the administrative charge
Is increased to .27 percent.

Check Writing. Upon the requestof participating treasurers,
the custodian will establish checking accounts for each IPTIP
account opened, Public treasurers can use their fPTIP checks
to pay bills, meet employee payrolls, or meet any other
financlal obligations.

As of December 8, 1992, thirty-eight ESRs and five ESCs have
elected to have funds which they recelve for distribution to LEAs
deposited directly into IPTIP accounts. One ESR has all of its
districts in IPTIP which provides for automatic flow-through of
funds.

To secure additional information on participation in IPTIP, contact
the lllinois State Treasurer, State of Mlinols Center, 100 West
Randolph, Suite 15-600, Chicago, lllinols 60601. A tollfree
telephone number, 1-800-346-7414, is provided for the conve-
nlence of public treasurers.
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Illinois School District Liquid Asset Fund Plus

The Hlinois School District Liquid Asset Fund—Plus (ISDLAF+) Is a
comprehensive cash management service that was created in 1984
by theIllinois Assodatior of School Boards, the Illinols Assoclation
of School Administrators, and the Illinols Association of School
Business Officlals. ISDLAP+ offers its participants two profession.
ally managed portfolios, the Liquid Serles and the MAX Series, that
provide competitive money market rates. The Serles' rates are
earned on the pooled investments of participating public school
and community college districts. Interest earnings are calculated
daily onevery dollarin each Series and credited toeach participant’s
account at the end of the month. Money is deposited by wire
transfer and can be withdrawn either by wire transfer (the MAX
Serles has a 30-day investment period) or in the case of the Liquid
Series, simply by writing a check. There is no limit to the number
of checks a district may write per month or the amount of each
check and no prior notification is needed. Computerized or
manual checks are avallable. The underlylng portfolios of
investments are managed on a day-to-day basis by a professional
money manager, Dean Witter Reynolds, Inc., InterCapital Divislon,
New York.

ISDLAF+ also provides a variety of fixed-rate/fixed-term invest-
ment alternatives. These options Include; 1) $100,000 faderally
insured Certificates of Deposit (CDs); 2) Federally insured discount
Certificates of Deposit; 3) Repurchase Agreements; 4) U.S. Trea:
sury Securitles; 5) Commercial Paper; and 6) Monthly CD pools
that are fully collz ‘eralized with U.S. Treasury Securities.

In addition, ISDLAF+ provides participating school districts and
community college districts with Tax Anticlpation Notes and
General Obligation Tax Anticlpation Warrants assistance, Special
features of ISDLAF+ borrowing include: I) professional manage-
ment by alarge Bnancial institution; 2) low competitive borrowing
rates; 3) quoted rate covering ALL costs of issuante and borrowing
(including legal opinion); 4) time frame customized to meet the
needs of the borrower; 5) simplifi=d and streamlined application
documents; and 6) automatic transfer and investment of borrowed
funds untll they are needed.

ISDLAF+ is governed by the participants who elect 9 Trustees who
are school board members, superintendents, school business
managers/treasurers and chief financlal officers of community
colleges. The Trustees adopt policles that provide for the day-to-
day operation of the Fund and its additional services and hire the
professlonals who deliver the services.

For further information about the operationand structure of ISDLAF+

and theoptions and advantages provided, call or write: Illinols ASRO,
NIU, 244 Graham Hall, DeKatb, IL 60115 (815/753-1276).

State of Illinols Cooperative Purchasing Program
The Joint Purchases by Governmental Units Act {ILl. Rev. Stat,,

1991, ch, 85, par. 1601 et seq) allows the cooperative purchase of
personal property, supplies, and services by certaln governmental
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ﬂ ding school districts, under a state-ofganized program.
s-am Senate Bifl 1944 (Public Act 87-960), effective
[L! st 28, 1992, the Act now permits any not-for-profit agency
that meets certain specified requirements to partlcipate in this
program.

Joint purchasing generally results in reduced costs due to volume
buying and reduced adven!sing costs. Along with actual dollar
savings, indirect savings must also be constdered. Elimination of
administrative dupllcation In processing requisitions, evalnating
bids, making awards, and testing items is an example of Indirect
saving. It may not be practical to purchase cooperatively all
required ftems of a governmental unit, and not all items are
available through this pregram. Examples of items which may be
purchased cooperatively include lght bulbs, office supplies, main-
tenance and automotive supplles, and computer hardware and
supplles.

The joint purchasing program is administered by the Illinois
Department of Central Management Services. Districts Interested
in the cooperative purchasing program should contact:

State Purchasing Agent

Office of Procurement Services

Department of Central Management Services
801 Stratton Building

Springfield, 1linois 62706

217/782-2301

School District Contracts

All contracts awarded by school districts must be in compliance
with the provisions of Section 10-20.21 of the School Code. This
section requires that all contracts in excess of §10,000 shall be
awarded to the lowest responsible bidder as determined by the
competitive bidding process, except for contracts which are
excepted from the competitive bidding requirement. Section 10-
20.21 also contalns requirements for sealed bids, public bid
openings, and advertisement and notice to bidders.

Contracts must be issued to the lowest responsible bldder “consid-
ering conformity with specifications, terms of dellvery, quality and
serviceability,”

Fourteen specific types of contracts are excepted from the require-
ments:

1. Contracts for the services of Individuals possessing a high
degree of professional skill where the ability or fltness of the
individual plays an important part;

2. Contracts for the printing of finance committee reports and
departmental reports;

3. Contracts for the printing or engraving ofbonds, tax warrants
and other evidences of Indebtedness;

4. Contracts for the purchase of perishable foods and perishable
beverages;

S. Contracts for materials and work which have been awarded
to the lowest responsible bidder after due advertisement, but
due to unforeseen revislons, not the fault of the contractorfor
materials and work, must be revised causing expenditures not
In excess of 10% of the contract price;

6. Contracts for the maintenance or servicing of, or proviston of
repalr parts for, equipment which are made with the manu-
facturer or authorized service ageat of that equipment where
the provision of parts, maintenance, or servicing can best be
performed by the manufacturer or authorized service agent;

7. Purchases and contracts for the use, purchase, delivery,
movement, or installation of data processlng equipment,
software, or services and telecommunications and Intercon-
nect equipment, software, and services;

8. Contracts for dupllcating machines and supplles;

9. Contracts for the purchase of natural gas where the cost isless
than that offered by a publlc utility;

10. Purchases of equipment previously owned by some entity
other than the district itself;

11. Contracts for repair, maintenance, remodeling, renovation,
or construction of a single project Involving an expenditure
not to exceed $20,000 and not involving a change or increase
In the size, type, or extent of an existing facility;

12. Contracts for goods or services procured from another
governmental agency;

13. Contracts for goods or services which are economically
piocurable from only one source, such as for the purchase of
magazines, books, periodicals, pamphlets and reports and for
utility services such as water, light, heat, telephone or
telegraph; and

14. Where funds are expended in an emergency and such
emergency expenditure is approved by 3/4 of the members
of the board.

Indirect Costs

Indirect costs (frequently called overhead costs in the private
sector) are costs of & general nature incurred for the benefit of
several activities (programs, graats, or contracts). These are costs
that are widespread and cannot be readily identified with only one
activity, but that beneflt several activitles for a common or joint
purpose. Indirect costs Include costs for supporting services such
as purchasing, budgeting, payroll, accounting, data processing,
and staff services.




“":'3: are those costs that are readily and specifically
@!\s fled as costs for particular activity and chargeable to a
@ﬁ,ﬁrtain area of progtam. Direct costs include salaties, employee
benefits, and all other direct program cost expenses (but exclude
distorting expenses such as capltal outlay and debt retirement).

Rather then trying to allocate the varlous indirect costs to the
applicable programs, grants or contracts, an indirect cost rate can
be used to charge these general expenses to the various activities.
The indirect cost rate is the ratio of the district's total indirect costs
to the total direct costs. This rate (computed as a percentage) can
then be used to determine the indirect costs applicable to 2
particular program, grant, or contract.

There are two types of indirect cost rates—a restricted indirect cost
rate and an unrestricted indirect cost rate. Thelr uses are
determined by applicable state or federal law, but in general;

Arestricted rate is applied to programsthatonly supplement
and do not supplant or replace local efforts. This rate
contains indirect costs primarily related to administration
and business support functions. Unrestricted rates apply to
other federal programs which do not contain supplanting
assurances.

The amount of indirect costs to be bomne by a program is
determined by multiplying the appropriate indirect cost rate by
the direct costs charged to the program.

Indirect cost rates must be calculated by the Illinois State Board of
Education under United States Department of Bducation (DOE)
guldelines. The rate is based on applicable expenditures from the
school districts’ Annual Financial Report. Sample restricted and
unrestricted indirect cost computations are shown in Appendix G.
Instructions are included in Appendix H.

Per Capita Tultion Charge and Operating Expense Statistics

The per caplta tuition charge represents expenditures by a local
district from funds received from local property taxes, Common
School Fund monies, Education Assistance Fund monles, and
federal impact aid plus allowances for depreciation. This is the
amounta district charges s tuition to nonresident puplls. Section
18-3 of the School Code defines the procedures for computation
of the per caplta tultion charge. It is computed by deducting
revenues for State categorical programs, local user fees, and
federal receipts and by adding a depreclation allowance to the
allowable operating expenses. A sample per capita tultion charge
computation is shown in Appendix 1.

The formula for computing the per capita tuition cost of children
attending speclal education classes in another district (Section 14-
7.01 of the School Code) provides that the net cost of conducting
and maintaining any speclal education faclity shall be divided by
the average number of pupils in average dally enrollment in leu
of average daily attendance.
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The operating expense per pupll represents the total operating
cost of a local district except for nonregular K-12 program
expenses. Non-regular program expenses include those for adult
education, summer school, and capital expenditures. The statistics
are computed annually from information contained in a district’s
Annual Financial Report. Per pupll cost s obtained by dividing the
allowable expenditures by the average daily attendance for the
regular school year. A sample of the operating expense per pupil
computation is shown in Appendix L.

Table 6 in the Overview provides a flve-year comparison of
aversge per Capita Tultion Charges and Operating Expenses per
Pupil by type of district and for Chicago School District 299.

Business Offlcial Certification

Section 10-22.23a of the School Code empowers school boards to
employ a chief school business officlal. Any chief school business
official first employed on or after July 1, 1977, is to be certified
under Secilon 21-7.1. Experlence as a school business officlal in
an illinois public school district prior to July 1, 1977, is deemed
the equivalent of certification.

Educational Service Centers

The 1985 school reform legistation authorized the establishment
of 18 Educational Service Centers to coordinate and combine
existing services including gifted education, computer technology,
mathematics, sclence, and reading resources.

Educational Service Centers are not joint agreements. They have
a fiscal year that begins September 1 and ends August 31. The
Centers have thelf own budget form (Form ISBE 54-16) and thelr
own annual financial report form (Form 1SBE 54-17).

Program-related questions should be directed to the School
Improvement Planning and Assistance Section, Llinois State Board
of Education, Springfield (telephone: 217/782-2826).

Vocational Rducation Reglonal Delivery Systems

Sixty-one Vocational Education Regional Delivery Systems have
been established throughout the State. The fiscal years for these
systems is July 1 through June 30. They use joint agreement
budget forms (Porm 1SBE 50-34) and annual financial report forms
(Form ISBE 50-60).

Program-related questions shordd be directed to the Department
of Adult, Yocationa! and Technical Education, Illinols State Board
of Education, Springfield (telephone: 217/782-4870).

Retention and Destruction of School Records

Under the authority of the Local Records Act (IIL Rev. Stat. 1991,
ch. 116, par. 43.101 et seq.), all local government agencles must
make application to the appropriate Local Records Commission
prior to the destructlon of any local government records. An
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z@@i Authority to Dispose of Local kecords (Form LR
26. unty and Form RM/M RM-% for all other countles)
pared for the agency by the staff of the State Archives and
Is then submitted to the appropriate Commission for review.
When the application is approved, a minimum retention period

will be listed (under recommendations) for each record main-
talned by the school district.

The Local Records Commission of Cook County meets the second °

Tuesday of each month in Chicago in the County Building, and the
Local Records Commission meets the first Tuesday of each month
in Springfield in the State Archives Building,

If a school district does not have an approved Application for
Authority to Dispose of Local Records or needs to 2dd records o
its current application, the school distriet should contact the
|linofs State Archives, Records Management Section, Local Records
Unit, State Archives Building, Springfield, inols 62756. School
districts in Cook County may contact the Local Records Unit at
217/782-7076, and school districts in all other countles may
contact the Local Records Unit at 217/782-7075.

Illinols Local Records Act

The retentlon and destruction of all school records is governed by
the Local Records Act.  The Local Records Commissions do not
publish retention schedules. With the assistance of the school
district, fleld representatives of the Local Records Unit conduct
records Inventories. After the inventory has been completed, the
field representative prepares the Application for Anthority to
Dispose of Local Records and submits the Appllcation to the Local
Records Unit for review. The staff of the Local Records Unit located
in Springfield type the applications for both commisslons.

After the appropriate Local Records Commission has reviewed the
application, the school district will be notified of the Commission's
deciston. If the application is approved, a copy is sent to the school
district along with a blank Records Disposal Certificate (Form LR-4.8)
and an instruction sheet for completing the disposal certificate.

The purpose of the Records Disposal Certificate Is to request the
disposal of specific records for which a retention period has been
established in the school district's Application for Anthority to
Dispose of Local Records. Under the Illinois Administrative Code,
school districts are required to submit the Records Disposal
Certificate sixty {60) days prior to the proposed disposal date, The
Disposal Cerificate will be reviewed to determine if the retention
requirements of the Applicatlon for Authority to Dispose of Local
Records have been met. After the disposal certificate has been
reviewed in Springfield, the school district will be sent a letter
stating whether all the records requested for disposal have been
approved for disposal. The disposal certficate will also be
reviewed by the Illinols Reglonal Archives Depository (IRAD) Unit
to determine if there are hlstorical records listed on the disposal
certificate which the State Archives may be interested in transfer-
ring to one of the IRAD deposltories.
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Micro

If original paper records are to be destroyed and/or if the school
district intends to use microfilins as substitutes for the originals,
an Application for Authority to Dispose of Local Records must be
secured from the appropriate Local Records Commission,

I a school district intends to use microfilms as substtutes for
original records, the school district should write or call the Locul
Records Unit to obtain a copy of the rules and regulations of the

appropriate Local Records Comeission regarding microfilming of
records.

Statutory Retentions and Student Records

The Attorney General of Illinols issued an opinion (File No. 83-
018) on October 7, 1983, stating in pars *...before destroying any
temporary or permanent studentrecord, or information contained
thereln, the school district must obtain the written approval of the
appropriate local records commission before destroying or other-
wise disposing of such records.”

The retentlon periods approved by the Local Records Commission
reflect provisions of any appllcable laws including the Student
Records Act.

All questlons concerning the Local Records Act should be directed
to thelllinois State Archives, Records Unit, State Archives Building,
Springfield, Illinols 62756, (217) 782-7075.

Prevailing Wages

The Prevalling Wage Act, (111 Rev. Stat. 1991, ch. 48, par. 39s-1 et
seq.) requires each public body, during the month of June of each
calendar year, to investigate and ascertain the prevailing rate of
wages as defined In the Act and publicly post or keep it available
for inspection by any interested party. The public offictals can
conduct their own investigation, or they can request the lilinots
Department of Labor to determine the wage rates.

The Department of Labor keeps a current st of the different
classes of workers' crafts along with overtime rates and fringe
benefits for each of the one hundred and two (102) counties of the
state, and this information Is available upon request to a publir
body or any interested citizen,

After the public body passes an ordinance or resolution establish-
ing the prevailing rates for its area, it shall promptly flle a certified
copy with the Secretary of State at Springfield. Within thirty (30)
days after filing with the Secretary of State, the public body must
publish tn a newspaper of general circulation within the area a
notice of its determiration. Such publlc body shall specify in the
resolutlon or ordinance and in the call for bids for the contract that
the general prevalling rates of wages in the locality shall be paid
for each craft or type of workman or mechanic needed to execute
the contract or perform such work. The public body awarding the
contract shall cause to be inserted in the contract a stipulation 1o
the cffect that no less than the prevailing rates of wages as found
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blic body or Department of Labor or determined by the
court on review shail be paid to all laborers, workmen, and
mechanies performing work on contract. It shall also require in
all such contractor's bonds that the contractor include such
provisions as will guarantee the faithful performance of such
prevailing wage clause as proviced in the contract.

The Departmient of Labor will assist school district officials in
establishing the proper prevalling rates within their areas. The
Department has availzble individual brochures on each of the
counties in the State. The prevalling wage determination or
brochure may be obtained without charge by writing the Concli-
ation and Mediation Division, [llinois Department of Labor, One
West Old State Capitol Plaza, Room 300, Springfieid, Iilinois
62701, On request, school districts will be placed on a mailing list
to recelve updated information.

The Department will review compliance of each public body with
the time requirements and other provisions of thislaw. Any public
body which is not in compliance may be subject to enforcement
action by the Department as allowed in the Acc.

A “Model Resolution” that can be used in the determination of
prevailing wages Is included in Informational Bulletin 931,
August, 1992,

Compliance with the Illinois Prevailing Wage Act {s not a substitute
for compltance with the federal requirements for prevailing wage
determinations under the Davis-Bacon Act (40 US.CA 276a), as
applied to education programs involving federal funds under the
General Education Provisions Act {20 U.S.CA. 1232b). When
federal funds are involved, the prevailing wage used is that wage
determined by the U.S, Department of Labor, which at any point
in time may not be the same as the Iilinois Department of Labor
determination, since IDOL and USDOL may not survey at the same
times, may survey differently, or may use different adjustment
factors.

The Illinols Prevailing Wage Act applies to all covered projects
under the control of the school district regardless of the source of
funds (private funds, foundation funds, etc.). If federal funds are
to be used, a resolution different from the form in Informational
Bulletin 93-1 will be required adopting the USDOL prevailing wage
in order to maintain compliance with the Illinois Prevalling Wage Act.

Accounting and Finance Information

Additional information concerning accounting, flnance, budget
and indebtedness provisions for Illinols school districts can be
obtained from the Finance Sectlon, Department of School Finance,
Hlinois State Board of Education, Springfield (telephone: 217/
7826246).
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CHAPTER VI

School Finance and Emerging Issues

Financially Troubled School Districts
Monitoring Financially Troubled School Districts

In 1981 the General Assembly added Section 1A-8 to the School
Code. This gave the State Board of Education the responsibility to
monitor the financial health of all public school districts. In
subsequent years the monitoring effort evolved and matured.

¢ Beginning in Fiscal Year 1985, based on the prior year's
Annual Rinanclal Report, all districts whose Operating Fund
Balances to Revenues Ratio was-10% or lower were contacted
by letter to point out that the district had a potendal for
financia)] difficulty and were offered technical assistance to
avoid the need for certification as “in financial difficulty.”

e Beginning in Fiscal Year 1988, all districts whose Operating
Fund Balances to Revenues Ratio was +5% or less, based on
the prior year's Annual Financial Report, were notified and
the names of those districts were released to the mediz,
strengthering the impact of that notification. This list of
names has been termed the Financial Watch List.

e In December 1988, the State Board of Education took the
unprecedented step of certifying 8 school districts as “in
financial difficulty,” thereby fully implementing the provi-
sions of Section 1A-8 of the School Code. During that fiscal
year 8 more districts were certified to bring the total for the
fiscal year to 16,

e A total of 28 school districts have been certified up to March
1992. To complete the cycle, 9 districts have improved thelr
financial condition and have been “decertified” and 7 distriets
have either recrganized or have dissolved. This leaves 12
school districts currently on the list of certified districts,

¢ Based upon the 1991 Annual Financlal Reports there were
116 school districts on the Financla! Watch List. During Its
1992 session, the General Assembly recognized the existence
of the Financial Watch List by referring to it in 2 revislon of
Section 1A-8,

The next few sections of thls publication describe in more depth
the progressive monitoring efforts of the Department of School
Finance at the direction of the State Board of Education.

Appendix K is a sample worksheet (Financial Watch Calculation
Method) used to identify school districts to be included on the
Financial Watch List.
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Fiscal Year 1993 State Board of Education
Financial Monitoring Efforts

Introdaction

Through a two-tlered approach, the State Board of Education
attempts to asslst districts to avoid financial crises, First, the State
Board has developed a warning device that indicates emerging
problems. That device is commonly referred to as the “Financlal
Watch List.” The second, and more serious, step is the process of
certifying districts as being “in financial difficulty.”

Goals

The financial monitoring efforts of the State Board of Education
are directed toward the following goals:

® Encouraging all districts to engage voluntarily in multiyear
financial planning directed toward malntalning or achieving
a financlally healthy district.

® Alerting districts with emerging difficultles to the importance
of addressing such problems.

¢ Encouraging districts which exhibi: persistent difficultles to
take demonstrable actions to regain financial stability.

¢ Guiding and assisting districts which are formally certifled as
*in finandal difficulty” to develop a viable long-term financial
plan.

& Assisting districts in the responsible use of budgeting and
other financial tools and mechanisms.

® Assisting districts in the areas of budget development, cost
control, and revenue projections.

e Provlding tmely comparative and genetal information to
assist districts with financial planring,

e Improving the measures used to identfy the emerging
financial difficulty of districts.

Measuring Financial Difficulty

In developing the Pinancial Watch List, State Board staff have
largely relled on a single measure of financial health, The measure
employed is a ratlo of year-end operating fund balances to the
annual revenue in the operating funds. Specifically, the rato
divides the sum of the fund balances in the Educational, Opera-
tions and Maintenance, Transportation, and Working Cash Funds
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gﬁ@t}m annual revenues of these funds. The ratio s
ed on 2 cash accounting basis, Data for dlstricts reporting
‘or’a modified accrual basis are converted to a cash basis, This
measure can be called an “operating fund balances ratio.”

State Board staff place a district on the Financial Watch List when
the district's operating fund balances ratio is 5% or less. This
includes all districts with 2 negative ratio. Any vioiation of one or
more of the criteria specified in Section 1A-8 of the School Code
will result in = district being placed on the Financial Watch List

This approach is not a perfect model for identifying or predicting
financial difficulty. Dependent on the underlying relationship
between annual revenues and expenditures, some districts placed
on the watch list may have little potential for financial problems.
Similarly, districts headed toward significant problems in the
future may not meet the 5% or less ratio threshold for a given year
because of engaging in converting short-term debt to long-term
debt. An additional diffieulty with this measure are the reliance
on data which are aged (generally six months or more) when they
are available to the Illinois State Board of Education.

Despite impetfections, State Board staff belleve the operating fund
balances ratio is generally reflective of emerging financial diffi-
culty. Districts with negative fund balances ratios over a two-year
period are dependent on continued shortterm borrowing to
operate. Districts with low positive ratios are, at a minimum, likely
to experience cash-flow problems.

The operating fund balances ratio measure utilized by the Hlinois
State Board of Education is not one of the eight criteria in Section
1A-8 of the School Code used to determine whether a school
district is subject to State Boatrd financial centification. There is,
however, an interrelztionship between the ratio and three of these
criteria, particularly when a district exhibits 2 negative ratio.
Districts which have 2 low or negative operating fund balances
ratio have expertenced or will be likely to experience two or more
consecytive years in which expenditures exceed revenues and
fund reserves; have issued a second (tax) year's anticipation
warrants while current (tax) year warrants remain outstanding, or
have issued teachers’ orders. These three criteria (of the eight in
Section 1A-8) are the factors which will probably be most
applicable to financial certification actions.

Financial Watch Not Mismanagement

The {llinois districts exhibiting financial difficulty, generally speak-
ing, have problems attributable to static or declining local prop-
erty values, unpredictable and insufficlent state financial support,
and an unwillingnesson the part of local taxpayers tosupport local
tax increases, A wide range of short-term financing mechanisms,
readily accessible to most districts, serve to encourage districts to
borrow in hopes of a brighter revenue picture.

In general, distrlcts with financial difficultles have developed
problems over 2 number of years, not in 2 single year, Most such
districts have spent with restraint, but have spent more than the
revenues available. Deflclt budgets are neither illegal nor unex-
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pected and will likely be expertenced, at least periodically, by even
the most well-managed school district

Though perhaps guilty of too much faith in the future, school
districts generally have been both cost and quality conscious.
Districts have attempted to malntain program quality at the
expense of balancing the budget and in hopes that the revenue
picture in the future would be brighter. As the shortterm
indebtedness of a district grows, however, expenditure adjust-
ments become inevitable,

A Progressive Approach to Financiai Difficulties

Consistent with the goals articulated earlier, the Illinols State
Board of Education will utilize a progressive approach in its
financial monitoring efforts and the related communications with
districts. A primary emphasis is placed on encouraging districts to
undertake voluntary actions designed to avert financial certifica-
tion. Districts which begin to exhibit a pattern of financial concern
should be provided “early notice” and encouraged to address
emerging problems. Districts which continue 1o show slgns of
financial ill-health, despite early notice, should be given stronger
encouragement. This pattern, if steps are not taken to avold such
action, would lead to consideration for certification as being “in
financial difficulty.” This final step carries with it certain statutory
requirements that must be met by districts. Noncompliance would
lead to the inability to borrow funds to operate.

Perhaps themost important consideration in determining whether
certification is required is the relative degree of financial difficulty
of a district. A district with 2 small (e.g,, 1%) negative operating
fund balances ratio and & minimal reliance on short-term borrow-
ing is in less financial difficulty than a district which must exhaust
two years of short-term borrowing potential to meet a current-year
payroll. A district which has a surplus of revenues over expendi-
tures for the current year and a relatively low level of short-term
debt, despite existing negative fund balances, is generally in better
shape than a district whose current budget continues to add to
existing short-term debt.

A progressive financial monitoring approach should consider
factors such as these in financial certification decisions while
remaining consistent with statutory intent. Outlined in the
sections which follow are the descriptive categorles the State
Board of Education belleves most appropriate to Its overall
monitoring effort.

Financial Watch List

Districts identifled for the Financlal Watch List are those exhibiting
a ratio of operating fund balances to operating revenues of 5% or
less. For purposes of this ratio, the fund balances and revenues
of the Educational, Operations and Maintenancz, Transportation,
and Working Cash Funds are considered. Ratios of 5% or less
include all negative ratios. Additionally, districts which have
vlolated criterla specified in Section 1A-8 of the School Code will
be placed on the Financial Watch List.
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ays, dependent upon district-specific information and factors.

ese factors will include the length of time the district has been
on the watch lst, the extent to which a district's financial status
has changed, the magnitude of the district's operating fund
balances ratio, and whether the district's short-term borrowing
meets the criteria assocated with financial certification under
Section 148

f]
ﬁg@nﬁd for the watch list will be addressed in different

Waich List Remowal - Districts on a prior year’s watch list who
achieve an operating fund balance ratio for the most recent data
year of greater than 5% will be removed from the watch list.
Similarly, districts previousfy on the list showing a second
consecutive year below 5% but above zero will be removed from
the list Districts so removed would be returned to the list in
subsequent years if the ratio falls below zero.

Initial Year Listing - Districts added to the watch list for the first
time and not meeting any of the criteria for certification under
Section 1A-8 will receve an “Initial watch” letter. The letter will
outline the finandal waich effort and encourage the districts to
take steps to improve their finandal condition,

Continued Walch - Districts on the watch list from a prior year
which have 2 moderate hegative ratio for the current year will be
viewed as on continued watch. These districts will be asked to
provide a written report updating current-year financial status,
with a specific emphasis on recent financial actions and steps being
considered for the coming fiscal year. Districts with two consecu-
tive years of negative ratios and a current-year ratio of negative
10% or worse will be classified for financial status review.

Financial Status Roview - Districts with indications of more
serjous or persistent financlal problems will be reguested to
participate in a financial status review effor.. Included in this
review will be distelcts onthe watch list for two or more years with
negative ratios and a current-year ratio of negative 10% or worse,
Financial review would also apply to any district which has issued
teachers’ orders, has issued 4 second (tax) year's warrants while
current year (tax} warrants remain outstanding, or has an operat-
ing fund balances ratio for the most recent fiscal year of negative
20% or worse.

Financial Stalus Review Process - Those districts on the
Financial Watch List meeting the conditions for review, asoutlined
above, will be requested by the State Board to participate in 2
finandal status review.

The review effort would include correspondence and, as appropri-
ate, a review meeting between district personnel and staff of the
State Board. The primary purposes of the review will be 1j to
determine {f the district meets the criterla for £inanclal certification
under Sections 1A-8 and 2) to determine if the district has taken
steps or faces conditions which will obviate the basls for certifica-
tion. The review process will consider information abeut the
district's current-year budget and review specific actions proposed
and taken by the district to address its financlal status. The factors
which bear on whether state certification appears to be an
appropriate action include:
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¢ the relationship between revenues and expenditures ln the
district's budget;

¢ the nature and magnitude of the district's short-term borrow-
ing and the financial impact on the district's operating budget
of the interest costs associzted with short-term borrowing;

» the nature and magaitude of long-term debt to meet short-
range (current) expenditures;

¢ whether the district is pending consolidation, annexation, or
dissolution to be effective with the next school year;

» whether the district is currently operating under 2 multi-year
plan which is consistent with eliminzting the finandlal prob-
lems being experienced; and

» whether a condition exists (such as referenda passage) which
will change the current budget's shortcomings.

A summary of the results of the review process will be developed
by staff of ize State Board. Staff recommendations, including a
certification recommendatton as applicable, along with any action
steps mutually agreed upon by the State Board and the district will
be forwarded to the State Superintendent and the district. The
district, at its discretion, may address written comments to the
State Superintendent concerning this summary and the associated
recommendations of the State Board staff,

Financial Certification

Districts meeting one or more of the criterla in Section 1A-8 of the
School Code may be subject to certification as being “in financial
difffculty” by the State Board of Education. This certification is
formal action by the State Board. Certification requires a district,
subject to State Board guidance, to develop and adhere to a multi-
year financial plan. Staffof the State Board monitor the implemen-
tation of the district’s plan.

The finandial plan required by certification actlon Is compulsory.
The financial plan, however, is the property of the distriet, not of
the State Board of Education. Staff of the State Board provide the
district witis broad guidance concerning the format and financial
targets for the plan, The school district develops the specific
components of the plan and maintains all responsibility for setting
district priorities, The day-to-day financial and programmatic
activities and responsibilitles of the district are not altered by
certification action.

A district financlally certified by the State Board must submit a
plan within 45 days from the certification date. State Board staff
provide the guidelines for plan development within 14 days of
certification,

To the extent that resources permit, and a5 requested by adistrict, staff
of the State Board will provide technical asslstance to a financlally
certified district. The intent of the State Board Is to make the
planning process a mutally cooperative and successful effort.
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&?(‘?%Smm “Certified” Status

district may be removed from certified status or “decertified” if
the conditions which placed 1t *in financial difficulty” are re-
moved. Thefollowing criteriaare applied as general guidelines for
“decertification” of a district.

A local school board must present a petition for decertification
10 the Illinois State Board of Education. This petition must
assure the financial compliance and stability of the petitioner.
The petitioner may be asked to supply such information and
additional assurances as the State Board of Bducation may
require.

The criterla for “"decertification” from Sectlon 1A-8 of the
School Code are as ‘ollow:

1. The petitioner has received State Board approval of 2
multi-year {two-year mintmum) financial plan that demon-
strates district stability and positive financal bases.

2. Thecurrent-year budget, a adopted by the petitioner and
submitted to the State Board, Is balanced exclusive of all
fund balance reserves and reflects a positive combined
Educational, Operations and Maintenance, Transporta-
tlon, and Working Cash Funds balance.

3. The two most recently audited Annual Financial State-
ments reflect 2 combined positive fund balance for the
Educational, Operations and Maintenance, Transporta-
tion, and Working Cash Punds.

4. No violation of Section 1A-8 criteria has occurred during
the current school year.

5. Assurances are provided that the petitioner's financial
plan will not cause the district to be in viofation of the
educational reguirements promulgated by the State Board
of Education.

Seven districts were removed from the list of certified districts in
Flscal Year 1991; three districts were formally removed from
certifled status and four were removed because they had reorga-
nized with one or more other districts, 1t Is anticipated that four
more districts will be formally removed from the rertified listin
Fiscal Year 1993,

Information/Questions

Questions concerning the financlal monitoring efforts of the State
Board can be directed to Gary By, Assistant Superintendent,
Department of School Finance, 100 North First Street, Springfield,
Illinois 627774001 Telephone (217) 782-2098,
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Short-Term Debt

Table 10 provides a summary of the use of short-term debt by
school districts from 1986-87 through 199091, The number of
distriets issuing short-term debt increased from 1986-87 through
1987-88 and declined through 1990-91, The amount of short-term
debt issued increased from $140,788,730 In 1986-87 §218,126,749
in 1987-88 (+54.93%), declined to $166,173,810 in 198889 (-
23.82%), declined again to §133,645,720 in 198990 (-19.57%),
and 10 $132,491,898 in 199091 (-0.86%).

Hlinois Financial Accounting Committee

More adequate school finaneing and improved school district
managementare two of the specific goals of the llinois State Board
of Education. One of the advisory committees appointed by the
State Superintendent of Education to deal with and assist in
fulfilling these goals is the Illinols Financtal Accounting Commit:
tee.

This committee has been charged with improving school district
financial procedures and reviewing proposed and existing legisla-
tion affecting school district financial affairs. Section 2-3.27 of the
School Code requires the Illinols State Board of Education to
formulate and approve forms, procedures and regulations for
school district accounts and budgets; to advise and asslst the
officers of any district in respect to budgeting and accounting
practices; and to confer with various district, reglon, and State
offielals, The [llinols Financial Accounting Committee functions to
atd the Illinols State Board of Education in achleving these goals.

Misslon Statement

The State Board of Education Is striving for an equitable distribu-
tion of resources to Illinols public schools to provide adequate
support for highquality educational programs. Efforts are being
made to improve the management of the publicschools atthe state
and local levels. 1n connection therewith, the Illinois Financial
Accounting Commlttee provides assistance to the State Supetinten-
dent of Education.

The Illinols Financlal Accounting Committee shall endeavor to
improve the efflclency and effectiveness of school business man-
agement at the state and local Ievels through various means, such
as posltion papers, research and analysis, resolutions, and general
and specific recommendations. The Committee shall review and
propose legislation dealing with scheol flnance and school bust:
ness management practices,

The Tlinois Financlal Accounting Committee adopts as {ts goals:
e Participating in the professlonal development of school

administrators charged with the responsibility of managing
the financlal affairs of school districts.
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iy Summary of School District Short-Term Debt

Debt
Instrument Issued  1986-1987 1987-1988  1988-1989 19891990  1990-1991

Tax Anticipation Warrants
No. of Districts 205 240 220 169 151
Amount $ 72,205,466 $108,678049 $92,054,223 $ 77,140,158  $70,990,477
Tax Anticipation Notes
No. of Districts 26 37 31 27 33
Amount $63,019,222 $77,200000  $55948,000  $37,266,820 $49,611,180
Teachers' Orders
No. of Districts 12 22 16 23 14
Amount $5,102,866 $20019,800 $14127,366  $15300,742  $11,881,241
General State Ald

Anticipation Certificates
No. of Districts 1 3 3 3 -
Amount $440,000 $2,328,000 $3,223,300 $3.938,000

Corporate Personal Property
Replacement Tax Notes

No. of Districts 1 - 4 - -
-Amount $21,176 - $820,921 - -
M Short-Term

Debt Instruments

No. of Districts* 245 502 274 222 198
Amount $140,788,730 $218,126,749 $166,173810 $133,645,720 $132,491,808

* Some districts are counted more than once if they have used 2 or more forms of short-term debt instruments.
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s ddvi the Department of School Finance of the Illinois
tate~Board of Education, of problems related to school
finance—budgeting, accounting, financial reporting, business
management, and legislation needing clarification or study.

O

¢ Providing opportunities for accountants, attorneys, auditors,
professors. school administrators. township treasurers, and
State government personnel to discuss school financial man-
agement issues,

¢ Facilitating the exchange of information about school finan-
cial management issties by providing workshop and confer-
ence speakers and preparing and editing written materials.

The committee shall adopt annually an agenda developed by the
Executive Committee which will be presented to the State Super-
intendent of Education. Concluding each committee year, the
Executive Committee shall report the activities of that year to the
State Superintendent of Education.

Fiscal Year 1993 Issues

Issues selected for study by the Hlinois Financial Accounting
Committee for Fiscal Year 1993,

1. Fire Prevention and Safety Funding and Administration.
Senate Bill 1652, Public Act 87-984, is effective January I,
1993.

2. New rules and regulations will have to be developed (in
process).

b. Revislons to the Illinols Program Accounting Manual
(IPAM) will be required (in process).

2. Automadon/Computerized Reporting

4. The Fiscal Year 1993 budget includes $180,000 for RFPs
on development of financial systems.

b. Terry Chamberlain, Data Systems Supervisor, has re-
sponsibility for this area.

3. School Districts in Financial Difficulty
a. Procedures to be followed in Fiscal Year 1993

b. Revislons of special letter on the results when the
Working Cash Fund Is excluded from the calculation

4, Inservice Training
2. Joint efforts by ISBE, IASA, IASB, and IASBO
b. Insure good advice and counseling Is provided to

{1) School board members
{2) School district administrators

5. Publications
Financial Accounting Manual for ESRs
b. Revislons to (llinois Prograw Accounting Manual (IPAM)

¢. Gulde to School Finance (similar to the Taxpayers
Federatlun of Ilnols publication of 1986)

a
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d. Revision of Preparing for Local Education Ageney Audits

6. Property Tax Issues

2. Extepsion of Property Tax Extension Limitation Act
provislons to other countles

b. Property tax cycle

¢. Property tax relief
7. IFAC Review of and Reactlons to:
Preliminary Report of the Task Force on School Finance
b. Constitutlonal Amendment on the funding of education

¢. The lawsuit challenging how schools are funded in
Hlinols

He

Dr. Calvin C. Jackson, Superintendent, Prairie Cantral CUSD 8 is
the 1092-1993 comumittee chairperson; Dr. James J. Doglio, Super-
intendent, Auburn CUSD 10is the committee vice chairperson. Dr.
Louls D. Audi, Staff Assistant, Department of School Finance,
Illinols State Board of Education, is the committee secretary.

Task Force on School Finance
Purpose of the Task Force

House Joint Resolution 18 of the 86th General Assembly provided
for the establishment of a task force on school finance. Senate
Joint Resolution 1 of the §7th General Assembly continued the
work of the Task Force and increased its membership. The Task
Force was established “to determine the inequities of the current
method of funding elementary and secondary education and to
devise 2 new plan which shall ensure adequate State funding for
all school disuricts #a [llinols at a greater level than the present
system provides.”

Tocarry out this charge, the Task Force began with an examination
of matty aspects of school finance in Winols. It was the intent of
the Task Force to accept testimony and study current methods of
financing schools. After much review and deliberation, the Task
Force made specific recommendations regarding funding for
Llinois' public school districts.

The main sections contained in the report are:

Section 1  Problems Confronting Elementary and Secondary
Education

Section2  The Work of the Task Force

Section 3 Recommendations

Sectlon 4  Supplemental Comments (Exceptions to the “Recom-

mendations” by individual Task Force members)

The material which follows was extracted from Section 3, “Recom-

mendations,” of the Report of the Illinois Task Fotce on School
Finance, January, 1993,
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Board of Education at 217/782-5596.)

Recommendations

Education is the responsibility of the State. The State must
financially support an adequate educational program for all
students. This support includes not only the adequate teaching but
also the safe and appropriate housing of students at all grade
levels. The State must take whatever steps are necessary to
adequately support the education of lts student population.

The following recommendations are presented as a system of
school funding, the individual components of which are interre-
lated. 1t is imperative that these recommendations not be
modified Independently of the other components. Any change in
one recommendation without corresponding changes in others
may adversely affect the outcome when implemented.

Funding of the Proposed System

It is recommended that the school finance system proposed in this
report not proceed without adequate funding to implement the
entire five-year phase-in.

Adequacy

One of the primary goals of the Task Force is to recommend a
system of financing elementary and secondary education at a level
sufficlent to fund an adequate education program. It is recom-
mended that the methodolegy developed by the State Board of
Education be adopted and the cost figures associated with the
regular elementary cost of an adequate education be used as the
foundation level it the General State Aid formula. The calculated
per pupil support level is $3,898. 1t is further recommended that
the adequacy level be recaleulated after five years and periodically
thereafter.

Regional Cost Adjustment

The Task Force realizes that the costs of providing services vary
greatly in different parts of the state, For this reason, regional cost
differences should be recognized. The index recommended is a
modifted verslon of the county-level index developed at the
University of lllinois by Professor Walter MeMahon.

The Index should be modified by collapsing the range to a low of
90 and 2 high of 110, The formulation for the collapsed index is:

McMahon Index - 70.42
Collapsed Index ~ -

+90
2.1985
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This calculation is then rounded to the nearest whole number, The
collapsed McMahon index appears as Appe.idix H, 1t is further
recommended that the McMahon index be recalculated every five
years,

The Generai State Ald foundation level should be multiplied by the
index to adjust for regional cost differences.

Equity

Generaily, the recommended approach of the Task Force is to
“level up.,” leveling up is defined to mean reducing overall
variation by increasing the expenditure/revenue per student at
the lower end of the distribution.

The Task Force recommends that the variation in per pupil
revenues be reduced. This will be accomplished through various
means as described in the remainder of this report,

Student eqnity should be statistically evaluated using unrestricted
revenue (GSA + EAY x OTR + CPPRR) per pupil as che object to be
measured. This object should be adjusted by the regional cost
index defined above.

The McLoone index and ratio of §5th to 5th percentile should be
the statistical measures used for evaluation purposes. The
McLoone index Is defined as the ratio of the total number of dollars
for pupils below the median revenue per pupil to the number of
dollars required if all pupils below the median were at the median
revenue per pupil.

The equity goal for all district types is 2 McLoone Index of 1.0, A
secondary equity goal for all district types is a ratio of 95th to the
5th percentile of 1.5.

Property Tax Base

After careful examination of alternatives available to it, the Task
Force makes no recommendation with regard to sharing or
restructuring the property tax base for the purposes of levying or
collecting property taxes or distributing General State Ald.

Tax Structure

The Task Force recommends the introduction of a permissive
taxing authority for general capital outlay. This permissive
authority is recommended at .05% for elementary and high school
districts and ,10% for unit districts,

1t is also recommended that the system of permissive taxation be
restructured. The following table gives current and recommended
permissive structures by type of district.
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ﬁ %& OOL DISTRICT TAX RATE LIMITATIONS
@ rrént Limits Compared to Recommended Limits

Chicago not Included
Elementzry  High School Unit
Purpose Curr. Ree. Curr. Rec. Curr. Rec.
Education 92 155 92 92 184 .47
Working Cash .05 .05 05 05 .05 .10
Special Education .02 .02 02 02 04 04
Oper./Main. 25 40 25 25 .50 65
Fire/Life Safety .05 .05 .05 05 05 10
Transportation 12 .12 A2 12 200 24
Capital Outtay — 05 - 05 — .10
TOTAL 141 224 141 146 268 3.70

It is intended that any district with current taxing authority
(permissive or referendum approved) below the recommended
levels be allowed to tax at this new rate by local board resolution
without referendum. As an example, if an elementary district
currently has a 1.25% education rate (92% permissive and .33%
approved by referendumy), the district would be allowed, without
referendum, to raise its education rate to 1.55%. Any tax rate
above ,55% would require voter approval. If a district is alreadv
at or above the recommended levels, there would be no impact.
A comparison of Chicago District #299 tax rates to other districts
appears as Appendix I

The increased permissive taxing authority in elementary and unit
districts for education, operations and maintenance purposes and
working cash purposes should be phasedin over a flve-year
period. The increased unit authority for fire/life safety purposes
and the new authority for capital outlay for all district types should
be implemented Immediately, A timetable of the suggested
phase-in follows,

Corporate Personal Property Replacement Revenye

The Task Force recommends no change in the method of distribu-
tion of corporate personal property replacement revenues to local
school districts, The CPPRR should continue to be collected and
distributed as Is current practice,

Much discussion concerning these revenues was held. [t was
agreed that a constitutional amendment would have to be pursued
to allow a redistribution of these dollars on an equalized basis
through the General State Ald formula.

8BS

SCHOOL DISTRICT TAX RATE LIMITATIONS PIIASE-IN

Chicago not Inciuded
TAX YEAR
Curent Year1l Year2 Year3 Year4 Year$

EDUCATION

Elementacy 92 105 117 130 142 155

High School 92 .92 92 92 92 .92

Unit 1.8¢ 197 2.09 222 23& 247
WORKING CASH

Elementary .05 .05 .05 .05 .05 05

High School .05 05 .05 .05 .05 .05

Unit 05 .06 .07 .08 .09 10
SPECIAL EDUCATION

Elementary .02 .02 .02 .02 .02 .02

High School .02 .02 .02 .02 .02 .02

Unit 04 .04 04 .04 04 .04
OPER./MAIN,

Elementary 25 28 31 34 37 40

High School .25 25 25 .25 25 25

Unit 50 53 56 59 62 65
FIRE/LIFE SAFETY

Elementary . .05 .05 .05 .05 05 .05

High School .05 .05 .05 05 05 .05

Unlt .05 10 10 10 10 10
TRANSPORTATION

Elemeptary .12 .12 A2 12 A2 12

High School .12 12 12 A2 A2 A2

Unit .20 21 22 23 24 24
CAPITAL OUTLAY

Elementary - 05 05 .05 05 .05

HighSchool - .05 05 .05 05 .05

Unit - 10 10 10 10 .10
TOTAL

Elementary 141 162 177 193 2.08 224

High School 141 146 146 146 146 146

Unit 268 301 318 336 353 370

These tax rates cannot be subject to “backdoor” referendum,

General State Aid Formula

The Task Force has several recommendations with regard to the
General State Ald formulz.

The adequate cost for regular elementary education (as described

in the Adequacy section) should be specified as the foundation
level in the General State Ald formula
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As ve, the collapsed McMahon index should be applied
ation level,
i
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7

e ratio of the junior high cost to the elementary cost from the
adequacy methodology should be the grade weighting for grades
7-8. The ratio of the high school cost to the elementary cost shouid
be the grade weighting for grades 9-12. This would yield a
grade-level weighting of 1.05 for grades 7-8 and a 1.10 weighting
for grades 9-12.

The gradelevel weighted average daily atendance (WADA) should
continue to be calculated using the greater of the prior year WADA
or prior three-year average,

The flat grant should continue and be set at 7% of the regionally
cost-adjusted foundation level.

If the local contribution per puptl exceeds the adjusted foundation
level, then that district will receive only the flat grant amount.

If a school district chooses not to tax itself, for operating purposes,
atarate at least as great a5 0% of the sum of the seven permissive
levels outlined above, that district will receive only the flat grant
amount, These formula “access rates” will be phased-in to
correspond with the phasedn of the permissive taxing structure.

The phase-in of the “access rates” Is recommended as:

Year 1 Year2 Year3 Year4 Year$

Elementary 146 159 174 187  2.02
High School 131 131 131 131 131
Unit 271 286 302 318 333

There should continue to be a low-income weighting in the General
State Aid pupil count. While the Task Force recognizes the lack of
timeliness and flexibility in the use of the Chapter 1 count in the
formuia, it is recommended that the Chapter 1 count continue to
be used as the measure of low-Income students. It Is further
recommended that the State Board of Education continue its pilot
program to determine the feasibility of using AFDC/Food Stamp
data as a substitute for the Chapter 1 count.

The Task Force recognizes that districts with extremely low
concentrations of low-income students do not incur the additional
costs that districts with higher concentrations of low-income
students do. Therefore, funding for the incidence of low-income
students should continue to be based on the concentration of
students In the wistrict relative to the concentration of students in
the state. Based on the adequacy methodology applied to at-risk
children, it is recommended that the statewide average weighting
for Chapter 1 should be changed from .53 to .47. The cap of .625
should be increased to .75.

A foundatlon formula should be adopted. The basic formula

should be:

If (EAV x RATE + CPPRR )/ TWADA > FLEVELx CMI orif OTR<T
then GSA= (7 x FLEVEL x CM x TWADA
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Otherwise,
GSA = { FLEVEL x CMI x TWADA) - (EAV x RATE + CPPRR)

witere FLEVEL = Foundation Level
CMI = Collapsed McMahon Index
TWADA = Total Weighted Average
Daily Artendance
EAV = Real EAV of the District
CPPRR = Corporate Personal Property
Replacement Revenue
OTR = Opérating Tax Rate
RATE = Formula Tax Rate
T = Formula Access Rate

The Formula Tax Rate (RATE) should be defined as follows.
For Elementary districts

If the district OTR is below 2.02%, then the district receives only
the flat grant amount. If the district OTR is between 2.02% and
2.46%, then RATE will be the actual OTR. If the district OTR Is
above 2.46%, then RATE will be 2.46%.

For High School districts

If the district OTR Is below 1.31%, then the district receives only
the flat grant amount. if the district OTR is between 1.31% and
1.61%, then RATE will be the actual OTR. if the district OTR is
above 1.61%, then RATE will be 1.61%.

For Unit districts

If the district OTR i3 below 3.33%, then the district receives only
the flat grant amount. If the district OTR is between 3.33% and
4.07%, then RATE will be the actnal OTR. If the district OTR Is
above 4.07%, then RATE will be 4.07%.

In no case will a district receive less than the flat grant amount.

In order for the General State Aid recommendations to be
implemented statewide, it will be necessary to rescind the Prop-
erty Tax Extension Limitation Act during the phase-in period for
approximately 12 districts with operating tax rates below the
recommended formula access rates. Thisis necessary so that those
districts have the authority to establish tax rates necessary for
formula access.

Property Tax Relief

The Task Force recommends that property tax relief be provided
to taxpayers in school districts with high Education Fund tax rates.

For all school districts except Chicago, it Is recommended that the
Education Fund tax rate be rolled back to 1.75% for elementary
districts, 1.15% for high school districts, and 2.90% for unit
districts. Districts with Education Fund rates below these levels
will not be affected.
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@%@ﬂa #299 has taxing authority for purposes other
ol districts do not. In particular, Chlcago may tax for

thooks, teacher pensions, 2nd its agricultural schocl. In other
dlstricts, property tax revenues for these purposes would normally
be raised through the Education Fund. If the rates for these
purposes are added to the Education rate for Chicago, the total
exceeds 2.90%. In order to compensate for the differenices in the
tax structure, Chicago's taxing authority for education purposes
should be rolled back from 2.11% to 2.05%.

The reduction in property tax revenues for school districts wiii be
calculated in a base year. The state will provide a dollar for dollar
replacement of these lost revermes the first year. If the district EAV
increases, the state payment will continue but may decrease each
year until that time when the district property tax revenue for
education purposes exceeds that of the base year. The state
payment will then be discontinued. Any successful referenda for
the Education Fund would result in the cancellation of any state
supplement payments.

Districts will be allowed to increase revenues in the Education
Pund at the lesser of 5% per year or the education CP] without
reducing the supplemental grant amoust.

Categorical Program Funding

The Task Force makes no specific recommendations with regard
to categorical funding.

Efficlency

The Task Force has three recommendations with regard to
efficlency.

It is recommended that Incentives for dlstrict consolidation and/
or reorpanlzation be increased. In particular, It Is recommended
that when a consolidation results in the formation of a high school
with enrollment of greater than 500 students and elimination of
at least one high school with an enrollment of less than 500
students, the state will pay 70% of construction costs of aniew high
school facility If needed.

It Is recommended that if unit district consolidation referenda
involve only districts with enrollments less than 2 certain number
{e.g. 1,000), the outcome will be determined by a majority of those
votlng,

1tis recommended that a School District Organlzatlon Task Force
be formed to study the Issue of efficlency with regard to school
district organlzation with a report belng Issued to the General
Assembly no later than January 1995,

Phase-In

1t is recommended that the system outlined in these recommenda-
tiens be phasedIn over a five-year period to correspond to the
phasc-In of the permlissive tax structure and the formula *access
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rates.”

During the five-year phase-in period, the formula tax rate (RATE)
used for the calculation of General State Ald will be no lower than
the final “access rate” (2.02%, 1.31% and 3.33% for elementary,
high school and unit districts, respectively). The final access rate
will be used as long as the district (TR is at least as great as the
access rate corresponding to the year of the phase-in. {e.g, In Year
2, i a unit district OTR 1s greater than or equal to 2.86%, there
would be no state aid penalty. At the end of Year 5, if the unlt
district OTR is not greater than or equal to 3.33%, the district
would receive only the flat grant amount.)

The amount of General State Aid increase will be limited during
the phasein period. If BASE GSA Is defined as the amount of
General State Aid the district recclved the year prior to the
Implementation of this system, the phase-in 1s recommended as
follows,

In Year 1,
GSA = (Calculated Year 1 GSA - BASE GSA) x .20 + BASE GSA

Int Year 2,
GSA = (Calculated Year 2 GSA - BASE GSA) x .40 + BASEGSA

In Year 3,
GSA = (Calculated Year 3 GSA - BASE GSA) x .60 + BASE GSA

In Year 4,
GSA = {Calculated Year 4 GSA - BASE GSA) x .80 + BASE GSA

In Year 5,
GSA = Calculated Year 5 GSA

1t Is recommended that, during the phase-n period, any savings
generated by Increasing equalized assessed valuation (EAV) will
remain available for distribution through the General State Aid
formula. This will be accomplished by increasing the foundation
level to a level which will necessltate equal dollar amount
increases in the appropriation each year of the phase-ln.

Hold Ilarmless

A permanent declining hold harmless on the amount of General
State Ald each district recelves is recommended. The base year Is
the year prior to the implementation of this system. The dlstrict
willbe held harmless in an amount eqiral to the dlfference between
Its base year amount and its calculated General State Ald untll that
time when the calculated General State Ald exceeds the base year
amount.

Membership of the Task Force

Senate Joint Resclution 1 specified that the Task Force on School
Flnance constst of thirty-seven members. The membershlp waste
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on. Each leader in the House and Senate was to appoint
members of the General Assembly and four public members to
Task Force membership, Following is the leadershlp and member-
ship of the Task Force s of the date of the final report, January
7, 1993.

€ons ﬁty—four members of the General Assembly, twelve
e general public and the State Superintendent of
Cati

Task Force on School Finance

Senator Arthur Berman - Co-Chairman
Mr. Gene Hoffman - Co-Chairman
Senator John Maitland, Jr. - Vice Chairman
Representative Helen Satterthwaite - Secretary

Mr. Don Ames, CNA Insurance Companies

Mr. Bob Beckwith, lllinols State Chamber of Commerce
Mr. Ken Bruce, Illinois Education Association
Senator Earlean Collins

Rep. Mary Lou Cowlishaw

Senator Aldo DeAngelis

Senator Miguel de Valle

Senator Yince Demuzio

Rep. Bill Edley

Senator Forest D. Etheredge

Mr. Willlam Farley, Oak Park-River Forest Dist. 200
Rep. Manny Hoffman

Senator Joyce Holmberg

Senator Emil Jones, Jr.

Mr. Norm Joues, GROWMARK, inc.

Senator Dorls Karplel

Mr. Ted Kimbrough, Chicago School District 299
Mr. Jim Lago, lilinois Catholic Conference

Mr. Robert Lelninger, State Superintendent

of Education

Rep. Andrew McGann

Rep. John J. McNamara

Rep. Richard T. Mulcahey

Rep. Vincent Persico

Mr. Thomas Reid, llinois Manufacturers Association
Senator Harlan Rigney

Rep. Arthur Tenhouse

Ms. Jacqueline Yaughn, Illinois Federation of Teachers
Mr. Richard Walsh, AFL/CI0

Senator Frank Watson

Rep. Michacl L. Weaver

Dr. Larry Weck, Superintendent , Addison School District 4
Rep. Wyvetter Younge

Staff Person
Ms. Xarol Richardson, State Board of Education
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©@§ APPENDIX B
@ GLOSSARY

ASSESSED VALUE: The value placed on property for tax purposes
and used as a basis for division of the tax burden. This amount
Is subject to the State-dssued equalization factor and the deduction
of the homestead exemptions.

AVERAGE DAILY ATTENDANCE (ADA). The aggregate number
of pupll days In attendance divided by the number of days in the
regular school sesslon. A pupil who attends schooi for five or more
clock hours while school Is In sesslon constitutes one pupll day of
attendance, The best three months average daily attendance of the
prior year is used In calculating General State Aid for the current
year.

BOND: A written promise, signed by the president and clerk or
secretary of the board, to pay a specified sum of money (the face
value) at a fixed time In the future (the date of maturity) and at
a fixed rate of interest.

BONDING POWER REMAINING: The difference between the
statutory debt limitation (6.9 percent of equalized assessed
vajuatinn {n dual districts and 13.8 percent in unit districts) and
the amount of bonds outstanding. The statutory debt Limitatton
may be 15 percent when certaln requirements are met (Section 19
1, the School Code).

BUILDING BONDS: Bonds sold for the purpose of acquiring or
constructlng school buildings and/or sltes for school buildings.

CAPITAL DEVELOPMENT BOARD: The state agency responsible
for developing school sites, bulldings, and equipment to meet the
needs of school districts unable to provide such facilities because
of tack of funds and constitutional bonding limltations. The board
also approves funds for area vocational centers and admiristers
school facillties legislation In cooperation with the 1llinois State
Board of Education. The State Board of Educatlon can recelve and
apptove school construction profect grants. The State Board of
Education establishes ellgibility standards and the priority needs
standards and notifies the Capital Development Board of ap-
proved construction projects. The State Board of Education is
empowered Lo issue grant entitlements to school districts.

CAPITAL OUTLAY: Expenditures for Infrastructure, buildings,
and equipment.

CATEGORICAL AID; Money from the state or federal government
that Is allocated te local school dlstricts for special children or
speclal programs.

CUAPTER 1 WEIGHTED PUPILS (CWADA): See Welphted Puplls.

COMMON SCHOOL: A term used interchangeably with “local
education agency,” "local school district,” and “public school.”
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COMPARABILITY: Equalization of services funded by state and
local resources in Chapter 1 and non-Chapter 1 attendance centers
(“comparability™) must be attained before ESEA, Chapter 1 funds
can be anthorized,

CORPORATE PERSONAL PROPERTY REPLA CEMENT TAXES: A
state tax on the net lncome of corporations, partnerships and other
businesses was enacted it 1979 to replace the local tax on the
assessed value of corporate personal property. These are taxes
paid in Heu of taxes paid on 1978 and prior years’ Corporate
Personal Property assessed valuation,

DEBT SERVICR - Expenditures made for principal and Interest
payments on long-term and short-term debt during the fiscal year.

DUAL SCHOGL SYSTEM: The situation in which a separate
elementary distiict (grades pre-K-8) and a high school district
(grades 9-12) serve the same geographical area.

EFFORT: See TAX EFFORT.

EQUALIZATION: The application of a uniform percentage in-
crease or decrease to assessed values of various areas or classes
of property to bring assessment levels, on the average, to a
uniform level of market value.

EQUALIZATION FACTOR (State multiplier): The factor that
must be applied to local assessments to bring about the percentage
increase or decresse that will result in an equalized assessed
valuation equal to one-third of the market value of taxable
property In a jurisdiction (other than farm acreage and bulldings
and other than coal rights).

EQUALIZED ASSESSED VALUE: The assessed value multiplied by
the State equalizaton factor; this gives the value of the property
from which the tax rate is calculated after deducting homestead
exemptions, if applicable, For farm acreage, farm bulldings, and
coal rights, the final assessed value is the equalized value.

EXEMPTION: Removal of property from the tax base. Exemption
may be partial, as a homestead exemptlon, or complete as, for
example, a church bullding used exclusively for religious pur-
poses.

EXTENSION: 1) The process In which the County Clerk deter
mines the tax rate needed to ralse the revenue (levy) certlfied by
each school disttict In the county, 2) The actal dollar amount
billed to the property taxpayers in a district.

FORMULA GRANT: A grant for state and/or federal funds to a
state or schorl district, the amount of which s determined by a
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ed in the leislation. Such grants must be applied
tate or school district is usually required to submit
¢ funding agency data to support its entitliement. an accept-
e plan for use of funds, and assurance of compliance with state
and/or federal laws and reguiations.

FOUNDATION LEVEL: A dollar level of financial support per
student representing the combined total of state and local re-
sources available as a result of the state aid formula. The General
State Ald Formula for 1952-1993 provides a foundatlon level of
$2,600.35 per welghted pupil, provided the district has an
operating tax rate equal to or in excess of 1.28 percent, 1.10
percent or 2.18 percent for elementary, high school, and unit
districts, respectively. The foundation level isdependent upon the
State appropriation for General State Add.

FUNDING BONDS: Bonds Issued to provide funds for the purpose
of paying outstanding teachers’ orders/employees’ ordersorother
claims against a district. Subject to backdoor referendum.

GENERAL STATE AID ANTICIPATION CERTIFICATES: General
State Aid Antlcipation Certificates are short-term debt instruments
which may be utillzed by school districts. The borrowing Limit Is
75 percent of the General State Ald remainlng to be paid any
district during a flscal year. However, the total amount of General
State Ald Anticlpation Certificates, Tax Antlcipation Notes, and Tux
Antlcipation Warrants outstanding for any flscal vear may not
exceed 85 percent of the taxes levied by the district for that year.
Additional authority has been granted to borrow up to 100 percent
of the General State Ald to be reccived in July.

GRANT INDEX FOR ASRESTOS ABATEMENT: A formula index
designed to determine a state grant entitlement for asbestos
abatement. The ushestos abatement grant {adex Is equal to one
minus the rat.: of the district's equalized assessed valuation per
pupil in welghted average daily attendance to the equalized
assessed valuation per pupil in weighted average daily atiendance
of the district located at the ninetieth percentile for all districts of
the same type (elementary, high school, or unit). The grant index
may not be less than 5000 and no greater than 1,0000. All
nonpublic schools are eligible for state reimbursement in the
amount equal to 50 percentof the cost of correctlve action if funds
are appropriated by the icgtslature.

GRANT INDEX FOR SCHOOL CONSTRUCTION: A formula index
used to establish the level of state financial obligation in a school
construction project. The school comstruction grant index is
calculated »sing the same formulas as the grant Index for ashestos
abatement and makes comparisons by district type (elementary,
high school. and unit). The amount of the school construction
grant Index may not be less than 20 percent nor greater than 70
pereent of the recognized project costs. Districts are ranked in
priority order bused on emergencles, health/life safety hazards,
and unhoused students.

INTERFUND LOANS: loans between funds as authorized by
Sections 10-22.33% and 204, the School Code.
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INTERFUND TRANSFERS: Transfers of money from one fund to
another without a requircment for repayment as authorized by
Sections 10-22.44. 17-2A. 17-2B, and 20-5, the School Code.

JOINT AGREEMENT AND/OR COOPERATIVE: An educational
program or programs In which two or more local education
agencles and/or eligible institutlons of higher edueatlon agree to
participate by unlung efforts tn accordance with 2 written agree
ment and by designating a fiscal and legal agent.

LEVY: The amount of money a school district certifies to be raised
from the property tax.

OPERATING EXPENSE PER PUPIL: The gross operating cost of
a school district (excepting summer school, adult education, bond
principal retired, and capital expenditures) divided by the average
daily aitendance for the regular school term. (See Appendix ! for
a sample dlistrict computation.)

OPERATING TAX RATE: A school district’s total tax rate less the
tax rates for bond and Interest, rent. vocational education con-
struction, summer school, and capital improvements purposes.
Districts may include tax rates cxtended for the payment of
principal and interest on bonds Issued for Fire Prerest on those
bonds or other evidences of indebtedness.

PER CAPITA TUITION CHARGE: The amount & local school
district charges as tuition to nonresident students as defined by
Section 183 of the School Code, The per capita tultion charge is
determined by totaling all expenses of a school district In lts
educational, operatlons and maintenance, bond and interest,
transportation, lllinols municipal retirement/Social Security, and
rent funds for the preceding school year less expenditures not
applicable to the regular K-12 program (such as adult education
and summer school), less offsetting revenues from State sources
except those from the Common School Fund, less offsetting
revenues from federal sources except those from federal Impac-
tion uid, less revenues from student and community services, plus
a depreciation allowance and dlviding this aniount by the average
datly attendance for the year, The average daily zttendance during
the regular school term is adjusted by the average datly attendance
of puplls tuttloned In and tuttloned out. (See Appendix I for 2
sample district computatlon.)

PUBLIC BUILDING COMMISSION {PBC): A municipal corpora-
tion from which local government taxing authorlties lease facili-
ties. The PBC Is directed by these local governments to acquire
land, contract for construction and issue revenue bonds for
projects. Slnce the PBC has no statutory authorlty to levy taxes,
it submits Its annual budget to each Jocal government which enters
into lease agreements with the PBC. Annual payments on these
leases are included in the local government's property tax cxten:
slons.

QUADRENNIAL ASSESSMENT: The general assessment year that

occurs every four years when all property assessments are
reviewed. (Sce: TRIENNIAL ASSESSMENT, below.)
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BONDS: Boads sold to pay off other bond issues,

z 1@«:1‘ evigences of indebtedness, and the accrued interest on those

nds or other evidences of indebtedness.

REGIONAL SUPERINTENDENT: The chief school officer for the
county or counties that comprise an educational service region.
The Regional Superintendent exercises supervision and control
over school districts and cooperatives within that region. There
are 57 Regional Superintendents in Illinois.

STATE AID FORMULAS: The formulas legislated by the General
Assembly for apportioning General State Aid and certain categori-
ca[ aids.

TAX ANTICIPATION NOTE: An instrument of shorterm indebt-
edness issued by a specific taxing body and representing a general
obligation of the body. Notes may be lssued in an amount
(including principal, interest, and costs of note issuance) not to
exceed 85 percent of the taxes levied. The notes may bear an
interest rate not exceeding nine percent per annum or 125 percent
of the rate for the most recent data shown in the 20 General
Obligation (GO) Bonds Index of average munidpal bond yields, as
published in the most recent edition of The Bond Buyer, at the
time the contract is made for the sale. No notes may be issued
during any fiscal year in which there are tax anticipation warrants
outstanding against the tax levied for that fiscal year.

TAX ANTICIPATION WARRANT: An instrument of shortterm
indebtedness backed by the anticipation of specilic tax revenues.
Warrants are issued by a school district in anticipation of the
collection of taxes and may be issued to the extent of 85 percent
of the 10tal amount of the tax levied. These warrants must be
repaid upon receipt of tax moneys by the district and may bear an
interest rate not exceeding the greater of nine percent per annum
or 125 percent of the rate for the most recent data shown in the
20 General Obllgation {G.0.) Bonds Index of average municipal
bond yields, as published in the most recent edition of The Bond
Buyer, at the time the contract is made for the sale.

TAX CAPS: An abbreviated way of referring to the tax increase
limiations iniposed by the Property Tax Extension Limitation Act,
Public Act 8717, effective October 1, 1991.

TAX EFFORT: The extent to which 3 lucal school district levies
local taxes for schools.

TAX INCREMENT FINANCING (TTF): A property tax-related
economic developmentincentive. A specifically defined district in
need of special assistance is created by a local city, town or county.
The total equalized assessed value (EAV) at the time of creation is
measured and frozen. Bonds are floated to pay for public
infrastructure costs or to help the developer through low-interest
loans or lowered land prices, These fong:term bonds are paid off
from the additlonal property tax revenue generated by the
property tax In the district above the amount of tax revenue
generated from the frozen tax base.
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TAX RATE: The amount of tax due stated in terms of a percentage
of the tax base. Example: 2.76 percent of equalized assessed
valuation is 2 representation of a tax rate of $2.76 perone hundred
dollars of equalized assessed valuation of property.

TAX-RATE LIMIT: The tax-rate limit is the maximum tax rate that
the county cferk may extend. [llinois law authorizes maxismm tax
rates without referendum, but districts may Increasc tax rates,
within limits, subject to voter approval. A backdoor referendum
provision exists; when the board proposes a tax rate increase and
itisnotopposed by the required number of electors within 2 stated
time period, the board obtains the authority to increase the tax
rate. A limited number of tax rates exist without a tax-rate limit.

TEACHERS’ ORDERS: Teachers’ payroll warrants tssued by a
schoel distriet which may be cashed at a local bank. By agreement
between the school district and the bank, the district will redeem
the orders at some future date and pay the bank a stipulated rate
of interest not exceeding the greater of nine percent per annum,
or 125 percent of the rate for the most recent data shown in the
20 General Obligation (GO) Bonds Index of average municipal
bond yields, as published in the most recent edition of The Bond
Buyer, at the time the contract is made for Lhe sale.

TOWNSHIP MULTIPLIER:. The equalization factor that is used by
most counties other than Cook County to bring township property
assessments in line with current sales prices for property in that
township. For example, if 2 township has not been assessed for
two years, the township multiplier would reflect the change in
property values over those two years. A township multiplierof 1.1
would mean, on average, property tax values in this township have
increased by 10 percent since the last time the property was
assessed.

TRIENNIAL ASSESSMENT: In 1990, Cook County switched from
a quadrennial (every four years) to a triennial assessme:it system.
Under the triennia] system, property will normally be assessed
once every three yeurs. The valuation of individual properties will
stay the sume for the two years between reassessments. Excep-
tions to this occur when there have been changes in the property
in the years between regular assessments (usually due to new
construction or improvements to the property). In 1990, the
southern Cook County suburbs were reassessed. In 1991, the
entire City of Chicago was reassessed and in 1992, the northern
Cook County suburbs were reassessed to round out the first
triennial assessment cycle.

TRUTH IN TAXATION ACT: Legislation approved and effective
July 29, 1981, that provides procedures for publlc notice and
public hearings on tax increases greater than 105 percent of the
prior year's extension.

UNIT BSTRICT: A school district that encompasses all grade

levels {Pre-K-12). A term uvsed Interchangeably with a 12-grade
district.
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% PUPLLS: General State Aid is provided to districts in

/<f iols"based upon average dally attendance (ADA). The ADA

@f%un:e used is subject to the use of weights and adjustments
designed to enhance funding levels for pupils with varying
educational needs. In the Gener?! State Ald law, grade PreX-6
pupils are weighted 1.00, grade 7-8 pupils are weighted 1.05, and
grade 9-12 pupils are weighted 1.25. These welghtings provide a
Weighted Average Daily Attendance (WADA) figure. Pupils from
families with low incomes provide an additional type of weighting
to attendance, one which adjusts average attendance upwards,
The additlonal formula adjustment for low-income pupils in a
district ranges from zero to a maximum of ,625. In combination,
the grade-level weighting and the poverty count adjustment create
a district's “CWADA” or Chapter 1 Weighted Average Daily
Attendance figure.

1ig
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General State Aid Per Weighted Pupil

1992 -1993 General State Ald Per Welghted Pupil - Elementary Districts
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19921993 General State Ald Per Welghted Pupil - Secondary Districts
{Rounded to nearast whole number)
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INDIRECT COST RATE FOPR FEDERAL PROGRAFS
APPLICABLE FOR THE FISCAL 93 PROGRAM YEAR
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@ APPENDIX H
@5 T§’AGE MUST BE COMPLETED

The source document lor this camputalon 1x the Niinas Siare Board of Educanon Form 5035, 1llnars Schoal Distict Aaaual Fraantial Report
19901991,

FINANCIAL DATA TO ASSIST INDLRECT COST RATE DETEAMINATION

———
oDt
COUNTY _Adams
DISTRICT NAME ___ Commupity Uoit .
DISTRICT NUMBER ) S
S5TRCET
ary Payson, Illinais zinchpe 62360

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING FINANCIAL DATA INDIRECT ¢OST RATE DETERMINATION

Indirecl cost rates Jre computed from information Provided within the body of the Annual Financial Report. Howeved, it is necessary
that certam expenditire accounts be further subdivided to identity Federa! program actwvities.

Eater Ihe distursements/expenditares included within each function account that were chargerd 10 and reimbursed [rom any Federal
grant program. Also include all amounts paid to or lor other employees within cach function actount that work with Federal grant
programs n the same capaciy as those charged to and reimbursed from Federal grant programs.  For example, if a district received
funding Irom ECIA. Chanter 1, for a program director, the salares of all other Federal grant program direc1ors included in that function
account must Le included. Also include any benefits and/or purchased services Paid on or 1o persons whose salaries are classified as
direct cosls n the Tunction accounts that are listed.

00 NOT LEAVE ANY SPACES BELANK. Entera 2¢10 on all liney whare no coyts are gharged,

Section 1 Restricted Programs®

This section is applicable 10 Federal programs which resinct eapenditures to *hose which "wupplement hut do not supplant™ Stale o
local eflors, Some examples of resincted programs are ECIA, Chapters T and 2, P.L. 94-142 and Adult Education.

A, Subporl Services - Direct  Costs {1-2000] and {5-2000)

1 Direction of Business Support Services (1-2510) and (925100 - -« .- v oo en L n s .

Entar the cost ncluded witiwa the Funcnon (1-2510) aut (5- 28 10)Accounts, Drsctian 0f Butiness Supparr 127931
Services. charded directlV ta ana réimburied from Foderal grant programs.

2 Fiseal Srrwiges (12520000 [52520) - -« v v o e i e e 5

(-
Enter the cosr mciutied withw the Function (1-2520) and (5-2520) Accounrs, Fircal Services. charged (77541
dhreerty 1o and reimbursed fram Fegeral graii programs.

3 Interndl Services 112570 and (525701« « « oo v e it it e s S —0—

Enter the cost inciuded withun the Function (1-2570)ana(5-2570) Accounts. Intecnal Scrvices, charged aren
dwectly (0 and resmbursed from Federal grant Programs.

4 Sl Scrvices (126801 and (526401 - - - r e e e e s (- -
Enter the cast inciuded withun the Funcrion [1-2640)and (5-2640) Accoups, Stall Services. charged @rsn
directiy 10 and reimbursed from Federal grant programs.

5 Data Processing Services (126600 and {9:2660) - - - - -+ -+ - v e n e 3 —Q-

Enter the coft wncluded wethim the Function {1-2560) and (5-2560) Accounrs, Data Procersing Services, iT799)

charged diectiy to ond 1e:mBuried from Federal grant programs.

Section 2 Unrestricted Programs®
This section 1§ apphicable 1o Federal programs whose funds may be used zither 10 supplement, and/or juPBlant tocal funds.
B.  Support Services - Durect Costs (1, 2, and 5-2000}

7 Opsravnn and Manlenimee of Plant Serveaes (1, 2.0nd52940) . ... Lo S

Enter the cost tncluded witha the Funcuion (1-25404, (2-2540), and [5-2840) Accounts. QPeraton and
Mowripnance of Plant Secvicer, charged duec tiy (0 2nd reimouried fiom Federal grant Brogramy.

—0-

{z8oni

* ALL CARITAL CUTLAY MUST RE EXCLUDED

The Notes To Fivancial Statements is an integral part of this statement.
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APPENDIX 1

AND PER CAPITA TUITION CHARGE COMPUTATIONS

@
o

STATISTICAL INFORMATION, OQPERATING EXPENDITURES PER PUPIL

11980-1981)

A. Totsl Expendilures

52,247,448

FUND PAGE LINE COLUMN
1. EQ 30 68 9 Toial Eapendituret 5 1,762,074
2. O&M 32 24 g9 Yaotal Expenditnes ! 23 110
3 BM a3 14 9 TYouar ExPenditures 107,293
4. TR 35 24 9 Total Expenditurer 309,686
5. MR 39 &0 g TYota Expendituras __ 44,683
§. RENT 41 5 8 Town Expenditures
7. Toial {Lines 1 1hrough B}
B. Leuf IF ar Disbur {E xp 1 Nol A 1o Opareting Expanse of Regular Program
8. TR 11 22 q Heg. Trans. Fres lrom Ciihee Dusinicis 3
3. TR " 26 4 Summer School Transpactation Fees
W0 TR 1 28 4 Voe, Educ. Trens. Fees from orthee LEAs
1. TR o3 4 Soec. Educ.Trans. Fees from other LEAS
12. TR 13 as 4 Aduit/Continuing Educ. Trans. Fees
13. O&aMm 17 68-70 & Siare Aduli Education
14. ED-TRMRA 17 78 1.45 Prekindergactan Frogram (At-Ruk)
15. CaMm n 101 2 Titla 11, Aduilt Banc Edutanen
16. ED 27 4 1.2.3.46 Adult Education
17. ED 7 ) 12,346 Summer School 6.425
18. ED 29 49 12,3456 Communily Services
19, ED 30 58 3.6 Nonprogrammed Charges 17, 122
20, ED ki [ 5 Capiial Quilay ____15_‘11}___
21. ED 3 88 7 Transders
22. EO 30 68 8 Yuition $3.121
23. 0&aM 3 8 1.23.4.6 Community Services
24. D&M n 15 5 Nonprogrammed Chargas
25. D&M 32 24 5 Capilal Dutiay 24 . 130
26. 881 33 10 6 Bond Principat Aetired 90,000
27, B&l 33 14 7 Tronsters
8. TR 24 1 1.2.3.4.6 Communiiy Secvices
29. TR 34 15 & Monpragrammed Charges
30. TR 35 24 5 Cepital Duniay §£1.879
31. MR 36 4 2 Advuli Educalion
32. MR 36 7 2 Summer School
33. MR 39 51 2 Commumily Services -
34. Toial Deduciions (Lines B Lhrough 341
35, Qpeaung Expenses Reguiar K-12 (Line 7 minus Line 34)
36. Average Daily Alendance (See below] 615,87
3). Opeiaung Expense Per Pupil fLine 35 divided by Line 361
C, Lews Difswiting Receipliflavenya:
38. TR n 21 4 Reg. Trans, Fees from Pupilt or Parents  §
39. TR n 23 4 Req. Trans. Fets hom Privale Sovices
49, TR " 24 4 Reg, Trani. Fees -co-cuenicular 132 -
1. TR 11 27 & Voc. Trang Fees from Pupilyor Parenls -
47. TR H 29 4 Voc, Tram. Feet leom Glher Sogices
43. TR 13 31 4 Spec.Educ. Trans. Fees feom Pusins 01 Pdrents
4. TR 13 33 4 Spec. Educ. Trans, Fees Irom Diner Sources
45. ED 13 38 1 Fpud Services 40.472
4G6. 0&M 13 39 1,2 Pupil Activilies 9 712
47 ED 13 40 1 Textboaks 13,258
48, ED-O4AM 13 41 1,2 Rentas 620
49, ED-O&M-TR 13 44 1,21 Services Prowided Owner LEA'S
80. ED 13 L] 1 Loca Feer
51. EDDAM-TRMR 1616 56 1245 FORiminaudnovenue From One LEA 12,2644
52. ED OM-TR 15 62 4 Siate Trons-And 107.776
53. ED-Qam 16 63 1.2 Dnvor Education 5.719
54 ED-O&M-TR 17 71.74 1,24 Specidl Education 22 708

{Cuniihed on udjaceut pages
105 ;
174

Q
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1
APPENDIX I (CONT'D)
& . 1990.1991
@ STATISTICAL INFORMATION, OPERATING EXPENDITURES PER PUPIL AND PER CAPITA TUITION CHARGE COMPUTATIONS
@Z/v {Cuntinued from page 48)
[=ay

-

3. Less Offsetting Receipts/Revenua: (conninued)]

FUND PAGE LINE COLUMN
55. ED-TR 17 65 7.4 Bilingual Education s
56. ED.Q&M 17 66 1,2 Votauonal Education Basic Formula 7.090
57. ED-O&M 17 67 1,2 WVocattonal Education Grants
58. ED 12 68 1 Gifted Education 2,923
59. ED,TRMR 17 75 1,45 Reading Improvement Program 14,820
60. ED 17 80 1 Schoo! Lunch Aid 1,754
61. B&l 19 82 3 Capual Development Board-Interest
62. ED-O&M-TR-MR 19-20 84 12,45 Other Grants:In-Awd 4,046
61. ED-Q&M-TR-MR 2122 100 1,245 Restricted Grants-in-Aid from Fed, Gav.
64. ED-O&M 23 112 1,2 Vocational Educatien
65. ED-O&M-TR-MR 23-24 113 1.2,45 Transition Program for Retugee Children
66. ED-O&M.TR-MA 23-24 114 1245 Emergency Immigrant Education Assistance
67. ED.ORM-TR-MR 2324 119 12,45 ECIA, Chapter 1 49,005
68. ED-O&M-TR-MR 23-24 125 124,56 Education for the Handicapped Act
69. ED 25 133 1 School Lunth Program 32,855
70. ED-O&M-TR-MR 25626 134 1,2,45 Education Consolidation & Improvement Act 5,955
71. ED-O&M-TR-MR 25-26 135 1245 ECEhsaﬂ‘FE'.zLﬁ Eé?ﬁ"h(?'r"ﬂfé It Teacher Skills 724

Improvernent

72. ED-D&M 25 136 1.2 Department of Rehabilitation Services
73. ED-O&M-TR.MR 25-26 137 1,2,45 Other Grants-In-Aid 4,470
74, ED-D&M.TR-MR 25.26 141 1245 fnee%ﬁ;.}:!%gmrc\g: Received Through Inter-
75. Total Deductions lor Tuition Computation (Line 38 through 74} s 336,288

76. Transfer/tution payments reported on Lines (14, 18,19, 2130 & 33)from {fow through/mini-grants receipts/revenue
shown on Lines (13 and 15] and Lines 38. 74},

77. WNet Operating Expense for Tuition ComPutation (Line 35 minus 75, plus 76) 1,641,946

78. Add Total Depreciation Aliowance (Page 47_Col. F.) 122,297

79. Totat Allowance tor Tuition Computation (Line 77 plus Line 78} . 1,764,243

80.  Average Dailv Attendance (See below) 615.87

81.  per Copita Tuition Charge (Line 79 divided by Line80) $ 2.864. 64

COMPUTATION FOR AVERAGE DAILY ATTENDANCE

The source documen? for this computation is the General State Aid Entitlement for 1991. 1882 (1SBE 50.11) Line 24 £15.87

The Notes To Financial Statements is an integral part of this statement.
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APPENDIX J

Publications

Publications avaliable from the Department of School Finance,
Nlinois State Board of Bducation, 100 N. First Street, N-335,
Springfield, 1llinots, 627770001 (telephone: 217/782-2098).

Annual State Ald Entitlement Statistics, 19xx-19xx. Illinois Public
Schools (Published annuatly).

Assessment of Local Education Agency Staffing Configurations for
Internal Controls, December 1989, {(Companion publication to the

Internal Control Handbook.) (1993 Revislon in Process®)

Cash Management Handbook, August 1988,

Guide to Long- and Short-Term Borrowling for Iltinols Public
School Districts, Revised, November 1990.

Handbook for Class 1 County School District Treasurers, Revised,
January 1991.

Illinols Program Accounting Manual for Local Education Agencies,
Revised, February 1990. (1993 Revislon In Process®)

lllinols Public Schools Financlal Statistics and Local Property Tax
Data, 19%x-19x% School Year (Published annuaily).

Internal Control Handbook, june 1989. {1993 Revision in
Process®)

Manual for Township School Trustees, Township School Treasur-
ers, Class 11, Cook County, ltfinols, 1986,

Preparing for Local Education Agency Audits, September 1986,
{1993 Revision in Process®)

Pupil Attendance Accounting Handbook, Jupe 1982.
Revisicn In Process®)

(1993

* Revised editions will be malled to all LEAs when completed.

Self-Evaluation of School Business Functions, Revised, November
1989. (1993 Revision in Process*)

Publications available from the Department of Child Nutri-
tion, lllinots State Board of Education, {00 North First Street,
W-270, Springfield, lllinois 62777-0001 (telephone: 217/
782.2491).

To secure Information about publications available from the
Department of Child Nutrition, please contact the Department at
the phone number or address above.

Publications available from the Department of Planning, Rescarch
and Evaluation, Illinois State Board of Educadon, 100 North First
Street, 5284, Springfield, lllinois 62777-0001 (telephone: 217/
782-3950).

The publications available from the Department of Planning,
Research and Evaluation are too numerous to be listed In this
publication. To secure a list of available publications, please
contact the Department at the phone number or address
above.

Publications available from the lllinois Department of Revenue,
Local Government Services Bureau, 101 West jefferson Street, L4
SW, Post Office Box 19033, Springfield, lllinois 62794-9033
(telephone: 217/785-7308).

The Illinois Property Tax System, March 1990 (Free).

Property Tax Statistics. Illinols, 19xx (Published annually) {One
copy, Free; additional coples, §3.00).

Ilinols Real Propetty Appraisal Manual (with 1990 update)
{$35.00; no charge for assessing officials).

Property Tax Course Schedule, 1992 (Free).

Assessment/Sales Ratlo Study. Findings of 1989 (One copy free,
additional coples, $3.00).



©@ S APPENDIX K

ILLINO1S STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION
Department of School Finance
Finance Saction
100 North Firet Stroet
Sporingfield, Minois 62777-0001

FINANCIAL WATCH CALCULATION METHOD

DISTRICT

Use the amounts from ISBE 50-35, lllinois School District Annual Financial Report, June 30, 1992 (AFR) to calculate the
district’s financial status. The numbers in the upper right corner of the boxes below designate the AFR page number and
field number for the amounts to be entered.

To calculate the district's status, district operating fund balance totals for the Educational, Operation and Maintenance;
Transportation; and Working Cash funds are adjusted by subtracting all assets except cash, imprest funds and interfund
loans and by adding all liabilities except tax anticipation warrants/notes, state aid certificates, teacher orders and interfund
loans.

It should be noted that no adjustments are made to the revenue totals for the Educational; Operation and Maintenance;
Transportation; and Working Cash funds.

OPERATION AND
DESCRIPTION EDUCATIONAL MAINTENANCE TRANSPCRTATION WORKING CASH

P.8 - (1569) P8- (1583) P.8- [1611) P8- (3262 |.

Fund Balance
ASSETS: (Subtract)

Pa-{4) P.3-(38) P.3-(84) P.3- (2619) [yl

Taxes Receivable {account 110)

P3-(5) Pa- (37 P3-89) -

Accounts Receivable {account 120
LIABILITIES: (Add)

P.5- (3352) P.5 - (3355) P5-(3360) |°

Accrued Liabilities {account 400)

P5. 27 P5- (58) P.5- (105)

Deferrad Revenues {account 474)
ADJUSTED TOTALS: {Fund Balance Minus Assets Plus Liabilities)

Adjusted Fund Balance Totals

REVENUE TOTALS:
P.7 - (2494) P7-(2507) P.7 - (2534) P.7 - {3165 Total B
Revenue Totals )
CALCULATION OF FINANCIALLY TROUBLED STATUS
(The district meets the financlal watch
+ = criteria If this quotient Is 05 (5%) or less.)
Total A Tolai 8

ISHE 54-22 (9/92)
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APPENDIX L

School Finance Principles

Adopted May 21, 1992

One goal of the Illinois State Roard of Education states that:

Every lllinols publlc school smdent will attend a school that 1s
supported by an adequate, equltable, stable and predictable
system of finance. The following preamble and principles are
Intended to reflect that goal.

PREAMBLE

The strength and vitality of the state are highly dependent upon
the success of its public education systen1. Because of this, the
equitable funding and adequate funding of elementary and
secondary education programs are of utmost importance and are
therefore the two primary goals addressed in these principles. To
ultimately achieve these goals, the state and its citizenry must view
education, and the funding of education, as an investment in the
future. Education must be the first funding priority each year. It
must be set apart from other state programs in order that each
child in the state is assured equal educational opportunity.

Since the state has a constitutionally specified primary responsi-
bility to provide financial support for the public schools oflllinois,
state funding in support of education must be significantly
increased. Just as it is the responsibility of the state to ensure
adequate funding, local school districts will be held accountable
for the delivery and effectiveness of adequate educational pro-
grams,

PRINCIPLE | The state has the responsibility to objectively define
an adequate educational program and to determine the cost of
providing that program.

Rationale Education is a function of the state; thetefore, 1t is
the state's responsibility to determine the comtent of a
reasonable, basic program. Once a basic program s estab-
lished, the cost of the program must be determined. The State
Board of Education adequacy methodology provides a means
for determining this cost.

PRINCIPLE I The system of school funding should guarantee for
all public school pupils in Illinols combined state and local
financial support sufficlent to operate 2n adequate educational
program.

Rationale A fundamental goal of the State of Illinols is the
educational development of all persons to the limits of their
capacities. In order to make progress towardthe achievement
of this goal, the funding of adequate educational programs is
a necessity. It has long been the philosophy of the State of
linois that both state and local revenues be used in combi-
natlon to provide adequate funding for education, This
philosophy provides for decislon making within each public
school district while providing a regulatory structure at the
state level for all schools,

109

PRINCIPLE [ll Equity should be approached primartly through the
process of “leveling up” per-pupil resources through additiona
state funding,

Rationale The primary goal of the Illinois State Board o
Education and all local boards of education is to achiew
high-quality education for all pupils. The current grea
disparity in per-pupil support can be reduced by providin
additional state funds and by channeling those funds to thi
districts in the lower portion of the distribution.

PRINCIPLE [V The system of school funding should allow fo
locally authorized expenditures above the amount guaranteer
from combined state and local resources.

Rationale Local schools should have the right 1o exert loca
control over preferences for educational services that excee
state-determined adequate levels and to tax themselves a
rates necessary to do so.

PRINCIPLE ¥ The local property tax shouid continue 1o be a
element of support for elementary and secondary education
therefore, the property tax system must be fair and equitable.

Rationale Taxpayer equity can be achicved through change
inthe current property tax system which would result in mor,
equitable assessment of real property, equalization an
collection of property taxes.

PRINCIPLE VI Local school districts should be allowed proportion
ally equal taxing authority. The permissive maximum tax rates fo
unit districts should equal the sum of the permissive maximum ta
rates of elementary anid high school districts.

Rationale All local school districts should be provided th
opportunity 1o exert the same relative taxing authority. Sinc
a common school education spans both elementary ani
secondary levels, localdlstricts should be allowed proportior
ally equal taxing authority.

PRINGIPLE VI Inorder to access full General State Ald, each locg
school district should tax at least at a state-determined qualifyin
local rate. These access rates should be commensurate with th
maximum permissive tax rates,

Rationale Subject to wealth considerations to determin
eligibility, local districts should exerl a minimum local 1a
cffort in order to qualify for full General State Aid. District
must be given permissive authority to tax at the qualifyin
rates.
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Ratlonale The financlal support of education at the Jocal level
has been of prime importance to the malntenance of the
educational system. Currently, property tax extension limi-
tations are in conflict with this princlple. As state revenues
for education increase, local districts will have the opportu-
nity to provide property tax relief through the voluntary
reduction of tax rates,

PRINCIPLE IX The General State Aid formula shou!d be neutral as

far as the three types of school district organizations zre con-
cerned.

Rationale Incentives or disincentives to schiool district
organizational preference should not be incorporated in the
General State Aid formula. Students should not benefit or be
deprived on the basis of the type of district they attend due
to the preferential distribution of General State Aid.

PRINCIPLE X The General State Aid formula should account for
factors beyond the control of local districts which cause differ-
ences In real resources or service levels per pupil.

Rationale Equity considerations require that differences such
as local wealth per pupi! and reglonal costs be taken into
consideration.

PRINCIPLE X1 The measure(s) of school district wealth used in the
General State Aid formula should be a function of existing sources
of local tax revenue to which districts have access.

Rationale The capacity to supporteducation on the local level

should be based on sources of revenue available to the local *

school district.

PRINCIPLE X1 General state 2id should adjust to the degree of
poverty impaction in the school district. The criteria ‘shonld
reasonably measure poverty impaction and should be updated
perlodically.

Rationale Evidence clearly indtcates that children living in
poverty cost more to educate equitably. The current Chapter
1 count Is neither timely nor accurate. New measure(s) of
poverty impaction that can be updated on an a2nnual basis
should be developed.

PRINCIPLE XIl] Categorical state aid should remain separate from
the General State Aid formula. The state should fully fund its share
of categorical program costs and, where appropriate, equalize the
distribution of those funds.

Rationale For years Illinois has funded General State Ald
separately from categoricals. Keeping the funding categories
separate will tend to be more easily understood by educators
and non-educators alike. Additionally, this funding mech-
nism permits funds targeted to specific-need students to be
more easily tracked. In order for these programs to be
cffective, it is necessary for thesn to be fully funded and

110

annually adjusted to reflect actual costs. Equity consider
atlons require equalization of some categorical programs.

PRINCIPLE XIV Revenues for education must be stable, reliable
and predictable,

Rationale The state has the responsibility to ensure the
continuity of educational programs. Therefore, funding must
be stable, reliable and prediciable. Currently, the local
propertytax and state income tax are reliable sources of funds
for education and should be maintained.
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WORLD-CLASS EDUCATION FOR THE 21ST CENTURY:
THE CHALLENGE AND THE VISION

. —| VISION STATEMENT | ——

As we approach the 21st century, there Is broad-based agreement
that the education we provide for our children will determine America’s future role in the community of nations, the character of
our society, and the quality of our individual lives. Thus, education has become the most important responsibllity of our nation
and our slate, with an imperative for bold new directions and renewed commitments,

To mees the global challenges this responsibility presents, the State of IHinois will provide the leadership necessary w0 guarantee
access 1o 2.5ystem of high-quality public education. This system will develop in all students the knowledge, understanding, skills
and atiitudes that will enable all residents to lead productive and fulfilling lives in 2 complex and changing society. All students
will be provided appropriate and adequate opportunities to learn to:

communicate with words. numbers, visual images, symbols o work independently and cooperatively in groups;
and sounds;

s understand and appreciate the diversity of our world and
s think analytically and creatively, and be able to scive the interdependence of its peoples;
problems to meet personal, social and academic needs: a contribute to the economic welkbelng of society; and

s develop physical and emarional well-beinyg, « continue 10 learn throughout thelr ives.

s contribute as citizens in local, state, national and global
communities;

| MISSION STATEMENT | -

The State Board of Education believes that the cutrent educationazl
system is not meeting the necds of the people of 1llinois. Substantial change is needed to fulfill this responsibility. The State Board
of Education will provide the leadership necessary 1o begin this process of change by committing to the following goals.

1 « Each [llinois public school 5. All fllinois public school
student will exhibit mastery of the lezrrer oulcomes defined in students will attend schools which effectively use technology
tke State Goals for Learning, demenstrate the ability Lo solve as 2 resource 1o support student Jeaming and improve

problems and perform tasks requiring higher<trder thinking vperational efficlency.
skills. and be prepared to succeed in cur diverse society and the

global work force. 6- Al Tlinois public school

students will atiend schools which actively develop the
support, involvement 2nd commitment of their community
by the establishment of partnerships and/or linkages 10
cnsure the success ol ail students.

2. All people of litnois will
be literate, lifelong lcamers who are knowledgeable about the
rights and responsibilities of cltizenship and able to contribute
to the social and cconomic wellbeing of our diverse, global

society, 7 Every Illlneis public

school student will atiend a school that is supported by an
adequate, equitable, stable and prediclzble system of finance.

3. All linais public school
students will be served by an education delivery system which
focuses on student outcomes; promotes maximum fMexibility
for shared decision making at the local level; and has an
accountability process which includes rewards, interventions
and assistance for schools.

8. Eath child in Ullnois will
receive the support services necessary 1o enler the public.
school system ready to learn and progress successfully

e , through school. The public school sysiem will serve as
4' Al Lincis public school lcadcf in collaborative efforts among private and public
agencics so that comprehensive and coordinated health,
human and soclal services reach ckildren and their familics.

students will have access to schools and cassrooms with
highly qualified and ellective professionals who ensure that
students achieve high levels of leaming.

L
Deseloped by caticens of lhnan through a process tupported by the Governor, the Hlinows State Baord of Education and the filinoit Business Rounduable.
Adopeed as a centerprece for school improsement efforts.
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