Attachment B

800¢ ‘Alenige4
MBIAIBAD UY

110day 9anIuIwio)) KI0SIAPY
BOSI uoneonpy jeroad




ualp|iyo 9|qibie

g Jal1] Jo jusoiad
laybiy puny 0} peyeoo)e
sasealoul Buipuny

‘PO |e10ads Jo Y|ng

S]S09 JO
Aljolew Japjnoys s.Nv

S92IAJIBS J0J S}S0D
Buiseauoul pue v Joi|
1o} Buipuny usemyaq
buluspim si deo

oWl JeA0

Junoo ajgels AjpAanejoy

aniess Aq pejeolq

(V Je11) piiyo sed

0621 $ 1B pesinquial
uaip|iyo "pe [epads ||y

BJe(] "PH [e103dQ JO SisA[euy




Ayoede)) jenjos|o)u|
pa)WIT JUBDHIUDIS m
ssnljigqesiqg a|dnny =
Anfu) ureig onewnel| =
WSINY m

(@as)

Anjigesiq |euonowg
9jgeynusp| Jueoyubis e
pullg/iesq =

buliesH =

A

7

UOISIA &

%8°L1 80-L0

%98 £0-90
%e'G 90-G0
g Jol |

10} Buipund peywi =

JUN0O g Ja1] o|qels Ajpane|ay &
buipuny g se1]

10} o|qibl|® 7 JBIL JO %¢E'22 =
ualp|iyo g 181 Jo abejusoiad

paywi| 0} Juswalddns 000‘'9$ =

WPy o JIoLL




Buiseaour wisnny
Buisealosp q3IS

Buisea.oul

‘saljjigesiq [eoisAud
pue abenbue/yosadg
buisealosp ‘saniigesiq
buluies ovedg
so)els

Jayjo 0} patedwod
SaljljigesIp yum
ualipiyo Jo abrejusoiad
]SOMO| SeY Opelojo)

1SRy

QOUSPIOU] [BUOTIBN PUE 18IS “TBOO0 T




SUOIeo0||e sulWIalap
0} papjuspl sanjeA pauleq =
sjuapnls
Jayjo wouy Apuesyyiubis
Jajj1p Joedwi [eosiy
pue 821A18s Jo AJIsualu| &
pue ‘pjoysa.yy
paijijuapl puohaq s3s09
uspnis — 3 491 ] pajeal =
Jjuswasinquial Jeah ol =

£00¢
-000¢ 40} pajelidosdde wegg

|9A8] JUSPN}S [BNPIAIPUI
Je ‘s90IAIBS po |etoads

J211SI(J JO INQO — 1S0)) YIIH




[PBUIB8| SUOSS|, paljijusp|
[B]O) Wg$

SNV 0} wol} pspun} suoneoljdde o¢
SNV ¢l wouj suonesiidde /4
Joedwil |eosyy Aq payuels suoneoljddy

sanuanal s|qeol|dde
SNUlW S]1S00 9|geMO||e S,= Juswasinquiay

|0ysaiy} 3509 8jgemolie +000'07$
Aluo 1ousIp Jo INO

SUOIEPUIWIWOdY £()-900T




sjuapnis

JoulsIp-ul 3809 ybiy

Buipiebal ejep sayjeb

0} uoissaibouid jeinmeN

sjuapnis

1s00 ybiy ssaippe

0]} Sem uole|sibol

0Z 40 Juajul [eulblQ =
seale ueqin woudj
Allenuassa suojeoldde

JPUSIp O IO =

S1S0)) YSIH UM SJUIPMIS
JLNSI(J-U] JIOPISUO)) 0} UOISIOA(]




suoljepuswiwioosl olj10ads ul paynsay
pajuasaldal ajels JO UoIOas SS0UD &

S1S00 Ul wgg$ Bunusaseldas ‘sjuspnis /16
Aanins Joj pjoysalyl 000°GLS

oa)Iwwo) Alosinpy AQ paltayieb eiep /0-90
suondo

10ISIP-UI 8)Bal0 1snwl sjousip |ednt AjjeoidA |
seale ueqin

Ul 8|q1Sse290ke aJ0W suoijdo 1o11sIp JO 1IN0

JoLsI-U] 380D YSIH




Buipuny g

J8l] paaiadal Ajenuslod
pue (pyo Jed

0G21$) Buipuny v Ja1

PaAledal 0s|e NY yoe
S]S02 JO 9%9°LG -UaJpjiyo
€| 10} Buipuny _um.>_®0®._ pajediouews Ajjebaj pliyo =
SNV 9L 20790 N W paoeld pliyo
S]S00 JO %826 1nqg 8)e]s JO N0 sjualed e
-:uaipjiyo ¢z 4oy Buipuny P2]EO0| 10U SJUdlEd =
PBAIRO3L SNV | :90-G0 « pajelanlesul sjusied e
uonerndoidde pajeutwie) sjybu [ejusied a
lenuue 000‘00S$ & :uonulep [ebeT

sueydiQ euoneonpy




paseaJoul Sl uoneoo|e Y30J se
Juoolad swes Ag Junowe idnd Jad asesuou|
 UOIHUIBP JUBLIND Ule}oy

(Jos1 10 INQ 180D YbBIH) O a1l

B|NW.IOJ

Buipuny g Jal1] 0} sabueyd papuswiwiodsl
>cm aulwalap 0} ‘Aljigesip Ag ‘s8dInIas uoneonpa

|e1oads jo Alisuaiul Buipiebsl Apnys Jayuni 1onpuo)

paulep Ajjuaiind se salobeles Aljigesip g Jo1] o|qibije deay
papunj sjuapnis a|qibie

Jo abejuaoiad asealoul 0) buipuny g Jal] |euoljippe X88s
posealoul SI Uoneoso|e

w03 se juadiad swes Aq junowe |1dnd Jad sseaiou|

-4 Jel] pue Y JSlL

:SUOIBPUSWIIOIY 9 IWWO))




awes 8y} ssao0id uonnglysip desy =
000°'00G¢$ Jo uoijeoojje uaLno dosy
sueydiQ jeuoneonp3
ploysauy} JesA isliy se 000‘GZ$ ysiiqels =
sjuspnjs }s02 ybiy joLsip Jo
1IN0 Se e|nuwoj/elsilIo swes uo paseq ‘Buipuny
Mau Jo wg$ Aq Buipunj 9 Jsi] asesalou| =

JouIsIg-u] 180D YbIH

T PANUIUO)) SUONBPUSUILIONY







Dwight D. Jones
Colorado Commissioner of Education

Colorado Department of Education
201 East Colfax Avenue
Denver, Colorado 80203

December 2007
Revised February 2008 |

Colorado Department of Education




Colorado State Board of Education
Board Members January 2007

PAMELA JO SUCKLA (R), BOB SCHAFFER (R),
Chairman Vice-Chairman

3rd Congressional District 4th Congressional District
Slickrock, Colcrado Fort Collins, Colorado

ELAINE GANTZ BERMAN (D) RANDY DEHOFF (R)

1st Congressional District 6th Congressional District
Denver, Colorado Littleton, Colorado

EVIE HUDAK (D) PEGGY LITTLETON (R)
2nd Congressional District 5th Congressional District
Westminster, Colorado Colorado Springs, Colorado
KAREN MIDPDLETON (D) DWIGHT D. JONES

7th Congressional District Commissioner of Education
Aurora, Colorado Secretary to the State

Board of Education

For more information contact: Mary Frances Nevans or Marjorie Reinwald
Office of the Colorado State Board of Education

201 East Colfax Avenue

Denver, Colorado 80203

Phone: 303-866-6817 | Fax: 303-866-6761
Email: state.board@cde.state.co.us
Website: hitp.//www.cde.state.co.us/index_sbe.htm

Code of Ethics

The Colorado State Board of Education will carry out ifs mission in accordance with the
strictest ethical guidelines to ensure that its members conduct themselves in a manner
that fosters public confidence in the integrity of the state board of education, its
processes and accomplishments.

The CDE is committed to a policy of nondiscrimination in relation to race, color, sex,
sexual orientation, religion, national origin, ancestry, age, marital status or disability in
admissions, access fo, treatment, or employment in educational programs or activities
which it operates.

Colorado Department of Education




Prepared by
Special Education Fiscal Advisory Committee

Charm Paulmeno, Director
Student Support Services

Ed Steihberg, Assistant Commissioner
Student Support Services

Ken Turner, Deputy Commissioner
Learning Services and Results

Colorado Department of Education
201 East Colfax Avenue
Denver, Colorado 80203

December 2007
Revised February 2008

Colorado Department of Education




Table of Contents

Special Education Fiscal Advisory Committee Report

» Background 1
» Analysis of Special Education Data 2
« Tier A and Tier B Funding 2
» Hours and Percent of Time for Special Education Services by Disability 3
« Local, State, and National Incidence Rates 3
« High-Cost - Out of District (Tier C) 4
« High-Cost - In District 6
+ Educational Orphans 7
Recommendations
+ Tier A and Tier B Funding 8
« High-Cost - Out of District (Tier C) 8
+ High-Cost - In District | 8
« Educational Orphans 8
+ Closing Remarks 9
Appendix
A: Total Special Education (ECEA) Allocation for 2005-06 10

B: Special Education Membership Ages Birth through 21, Colorado, 2005-06 13
Special Education Membership and Percent of Total Student Membership 18

€ Colorado, 2001 - 2005

D: Special Education 5-Year State Trend Individual Disabilities 20

E: Percentage of Population (Ages 6-21) Colorado and National Average 23
" Trends

F: 2005-06 High Cost Application for Individual Student 25

iii

Colorado Depariment of Education




Background

House Bill 06-1375 established the Colorado Special Education Fiscal Advisory
Committee, by amending Article 20 of titte 22, Colorado Revised Statutes. As specified
in 22-20-114.5, the committee was appointed by the State Board of Education on
September 14, 2006. Membership is as follows:

1. State Director for Student Support Services in the Department
Dr. Ed Steinberg, Assistant Commissioner, Student Support Services
2. State Director for Grants Fiscal Management in the Department
Charm Paulmeno, Director of Student Support Services
3. A Special Education Director from a Board of Cooperative Services (BOCS)
Sharon Davarn, Executive Director, Uncompahgre BOCS
4. A business official from a small rural administrative unit
Karen Strackbein, Assistant Superintendent, Summit County School District
5. A business official from a large urban or suburban administrative unit
Velma Rose, Chief Financial Officer, Denver Public Schools
6. Eight special education specialists with appropriate statewide geographic
representation.
» Debi Blackwell, Director of Special Services and Federal Programs, Canon City
School District
Randy Boyer, Executive/Special Education Director, San Juan BOCES
Sharon Davarn, Executive/Special Education Director, Uncompahgre BOCS
Tamara Durbin, Director of Special Education, Northeast Colorado BOCES
Lucinda Hundley, Assistant Superintendent of Student Support Services, Littleton
Public Schools
Troy Lange, Director of Special Education, Mountain BOCES
+ Karen Pielin, Director of Special Education, Thompson School District
» Dr. Carolena Steen, Director of Special Education, Cheyenne Mountain School
District

Between December, 2006, and November, 2007, the committee met a total of eleven
times. The work of the committee consisted of:

1. Developing priorities and a process for applying for reimbursement for high-cost
special education out-of-district children (22-20-114.5 (3));

2. Developing approval criteria for administrative units to access the high-cost pool
and an allocation formula to assess district impact;

3. Reviewing administrative unit high-cost applications;

4. Recommending allocations to the State Board regarding administrative unit
applications for the first year;

5. Developing the statutorily required report (22-20-114.5 (4)); and

6. Making recommendations regarding the future funding of special education
(22-20-114.5 (5)).

Colorado Department of Education




Analysis of Special Education Data

Pursuant to 22-20-114.5 (4), the department is required to provide the following data to
the committee:

1. The extent to which the amount of special education funding appropriated for
educational orphans, Tier A and Tier B was distributed based on the needs of
children with disabilities and the severity of the needs of such children (Appendix A),

2. The number of children with disabilities who received special education services
from each administrative unit and the nature of the disability (Appendix B);

3. The patterns of identifying children with disabilities that include recognized incidence
rates of over- and under-identification of children with disabilities at the
administrative unit, state and national levels (Appendices B, C, D and E);

4. The number of hours of special education services that each administrative unit
provides disaggregated by disability; and

5. The percentage of the school day during which children with disabilities receive
special education services from the administrative unit disaggregated by disability.

Based on analysis of the above data, the committee made the following observations.

Tier A and Tier B Funding

1. Tier A
« $1,250 per identified Special Education child
+ Dollar amount dictated by statute and remains unchanged
« Relatively stable Tier A child count

2. TierB

» $6,000 supplement for a limited percentage of eligible students

e 22.3% of Tier A children qualify for Tier B

+ The following disability areas are eligible for Tier B funding:

o Vision, Hearing, Deaf/Blind, Significant Identifiable Emotional Disability,

Autism, Traumatic Brain Injury, Multiple Disabilities, and Significant
Limited Intellectual Capacity.

o Relatively stable Tier B child count

Flat funding for Tier A has not kept up with the increase in cost of services, causing
administrative units to shoulder the majority of costs for Tier A children. Because of the
flat funding formula for Tier A at $1,250 per child and a relatively stable Tier A child
count, the bulk of the annual special education funding increase appropriated has been
allocated to fund a higher percentage of Tier B each year.

Eba
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Percent of Eligible Children Funded Under
TierB
100%
80%
50%
40%
20%
2005-06 2006-07 2007-08
Tier B
. Eligible o
Year i Oél??ggen Children F'uné)ed*
J Funded*
2005-06 18,361 880 5.3%
2008-07 18,496 1,596 8.6%
2007-08 18,520 2,198 11.8%
* Funded at $6,000.00 each

Hours and Percent of Time for Special Education Services by Disability

1. These data requirements were added by House Bill 1375 in 2006. Due to limitations
of the Department of Education’s previous data collection system, a new system is
being developed to collect this information.

2. When the committee receives the data from the department, there may be additional
recommendations which might result in an addendum to this report by February 15,
2008.

Local, State, and National Incidence Rates

The ECEA statute requires the committee to look at patterns of incidence rates of over-
and under- identification of children with disabilities.

1. There is a noticeable difference in the total percentage of children identified for
special education in Colorado compared to the national average. When comparing
the most recent national data available, Colorado has the lowest total percentage of
children with disabilities identified compared to the data in the other 49 states and
DC (Appendix E).

2. While the total number of children in Tier A remains relatively stable, the number of
children in the state identified as having Specific Leaming Disabilities continues to
decrease and remains well below the national average. In contrast, the number of
children identified as having Speech and Language Impairments or Physical
Disabilities is increasing in Colorado.

Colorado Department of Education




3. While the total number of children in Tier B remains relatively stable, the number of
children in the state identified as having Significant ldentifiable Emoticnal Disabilities
continues to decrease and is close to the national average. Colorado is following
the national trend in increases of the number of children identified with Autism
(Appendices C and D).

High-Cost - Out of District (Tier C)

As provided in Section 22-20-114.5, and beginning with the 2006-07 budget year, the
General Assembly appropriated $2 million to fund grants to administrative units for
reimbursement of high costs incurred in providing special education services in the
preceding budget year. The amount allocated is indicated as Tier C funding and is in
addition to the amount received by the administrative unit for Tier A and Tier B.

The commitiee adopted the following values to guide the decision making process:

« |tis essential to communicate to the administrative units that high-cost
reimbursements are awarded on an annual basis and fluctuate depending on the
applications received for that year.

» No information will be requested from administrative units that the Department
already collects.

» Allowable costs should include only those incurred for the individual child, related
to special education services, and not general education and/or special
education costs that would otherwise already be incurred by the administrative
unit.

« Applications should be reimbursed at 100% of expenditures minus revenues until
money runs out in order to honor the legislative intent of meaningful
reimbursement.

The committee defined a child in Tier C as any child with a disability, having an
individualized Education Plan (IEP), whose services cost more than the defined
threshold, and the intensity of special education services and fiscal impact on the total
district expenditures must differ significantly in the costs for other special education
children in that administrative unit.

In order to collect data, the committee developed an application form to be submitted for
each high-cost child along with a process for review. Applications were distributed, in
the spring of 2007, to the Special Education Director and Business Official of each-
adminisirative unit.

Colorado Department of Education




The committee adopted the following approval criteria for the first year (Appendix F):

1. Applications were only approved for Out-of-District placed children.
2. To be deemed a high-cost child, the audited expenditures for the individual child
must have exceeded $40,000. Such allowable expenditures included: tuition,
special education salaries and benefits, transportation, and other documented costs
associated with the out-of-district placement. Expenditures that were not allowed
included staff development, associated legal fees, general education costs,
administrative costs, and indirect costs.
3. The amount eligible for reimbursement was the audited expenditures reduced by the
applicable revenues (ECEA, IDEA, PPOR, and transportation).
4. Applications for the high cost pool were submitted for 47 children from 12

administrative units.

5. Applications for individual children were ranked according to the fiscal impact to the
district. This was calculated by determining each individual child’s percentage of
high-cost expense relative to the overall district expenditures. The applications
were reimbursed according to the rank order unti! funding was depleted. As a resuit,
not all administrative units were fully reimbursed due to rankings of individual
children’s applications in relation to impact on overall district expenditures.

Administrative Units Receiving Tier C Funding and Amount Received

R

10 administrative units received funding for 30 children
29 applications were fully funded (62%)

1 application was partially funded due to availability of funds (2%)

17 applications were not funded based on limited availability of funds (36%)

ERETRIR

Adams 1, Mapleton $ 46,478.00 $37,417.00 $ 37,417.00
Adams 12, Northglenn $ 348,518.00 $ 296,226.00 $ 276,605.00
Adams 14, Commerce City $292,327.00 $ 245,684.00 $ 245,684.00
Adams 50, Westminster $ 246,641.00 $ 218,388.00 $ 218,388.00
Arapahoe 1, Englewood $ 70,825.00 $ 61,988.00 $ 61,988.00
Arapahoe 5, Cherry Creek $ 508,230.00 $ 438,776.00 $ 358,758.00
Arapahoe 6, Littleton $ 302,549.00 $ 268,743.00 $ 268,743.00
Boulder RE1, Longmont $ 68,266.00 $ 59,575.00 $ 59,575.00
Denver 1, Denver $ 887,063.00 § 784,987.00 $ 299,920.00
El Paso 20, Academy $ 39,330.74 $ 30,977.77 $0.00
Jefferson R-1 $ 180,203.92 $ 154,393.21 $0.00

| Larimer R-2J, Loveland $ 188,921.00 $172,922.00 |  $172,922.00
TOTAL $ 2,000,000 |

5
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6. As a result of this process, the committee identified the following lessons learned:

» At the state and administrative unit level, the department needs to have regular
oversight of allowable facility costs and assurance that services and costs are
relevant to an individual student’'s IEP.

s Applications for the high-cost pool need {o have a uniform method and consistent
interpretation to calculate costs for analysis of fiscal impact on the administrative
unit and consideration of allowable costs for reimbursement.

s Applications for the high-cost pool need to have a thorough explanation of the
financial impact on the administrative unit.

High-Cost - In District

Out-of-district options for intensive need, high-cost children are generaily more
accessible in larger, urban areas. Typically, rural districts must create in-district service
options for serving these children.

At the time of the initial high-cost pool appropriation, accurate data regarding the
financial impact of high-cost in-district children were not available. Subsequent to
approval of the initial high-cost out-of-district applications, the committee has gathered
data related to the financial impact of high-cost in-district children.

The committee conducted a statewide survey of costs to districts to serve high cost
students in-district. The survey was completed in October 2007, with a 66% response
rate, representing a cross section of the state, including rural, urban, large and small
districts. Districts were asked to report all special education students, whose costs are
at least $15,000, believing that this cut point represented a substantial cost burden to
school districts.

The survey response represented 917 students, costing a total of $23,162,158.08 to
their districts. The reported costs represent a low of $15,028.00 to a high of
$98,039.29. The committee’s preliminary analysis of the survey results indicated that
the majority of these high cost students are Tier B eligible, validating the concept of
differentiated funding for Tier A and Tier B students. Further, itis clear that these high
cost students in Tier B create an individual cost burden to districts that is greater than
the available revenue from all sources (PPOR, ECEA Tier A and Tier B, and IDEA).

After analysis, the committee determined that an appropriate threshold would be
$25,000 per individual student, prior to deduction of revenues. Specific to out-of-district
students, $40,000 per student is still deemed a substantial fiscal impact to an individual
school district. The results of this analysis have led to recommendations in the next
section, requesting additional Tier C funding for high cost in-district students. The
committee recognizes that, by creating this $25,000 threshold, cost increases and
resulting financial impact are not being adequately addressed in all districts and in
particular, rural districts. Therefore, the committee is recommending in the section to
follow that the funding for Tier A and Tier B students be increased.
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Educational Orphans

An educational orphan is defined as a child whose parental rights have been
relinquished by the parents or have been terminated by the court, the parents of whom
are incarcerated, the parents of whom cannot be located, and the parents of whom
reside out of state but the Department of Human Services has placed the child within
the administrative unit or who is legally emancipated, (State Statute 22-20-114

(1}@)(1}B)).

1. For the 2005-06 school year, 14 administrative units received funding under this part
for 123 children. The total cost eligible for reimbursement was $946,119.
Administrative units received 52.8% of those costs based on the $500,000
appropriation from educational orphan funding alone.

2. For the 2006-07 school year, 16 administrative units received funding under this part
for 143 children. The total cost eligible for reimbursement was $969,580.
Administrative units received 51.6% of those costs based on the $500,000
appropriation from educational orphan funding alone.

In addition to the educational orphans funding, administrative units also receive an
additional $1,250 Tier A funding per child. Most of these children have disabilities
eligible for Tier B funding, and potentially received additional funding under Tier B.

Colorado Department of Education




Recommendations

Pursuant to 22-20-114.5(4), the committee is to recommend changes, if any, to the
manner of distributing funds to administrative units for educational orphans and Tier A
programs. In addition, the committee is to recommend changes, if any, to the
categorization of children with disabilities for Tier A and Tier B children for the purpose
of distributing funds.

Tier A and Tier B Funding

1. At a minimum, increase the per pupil amount for Tier A and Tier B by the same
percentage as the total ECEA allocation is increased.

2. Seek additional funding for Tier B so that a greater percentage of eligible students
could be funded.

3. At this time, the committee does not recommend changes to the categories of
disabilities eligible for Tier B funding. New data elements are being collected as
required by House Bill 1375 that may lead to further recommendations.

High-Cost — Qut-of-District (Tier C)

1. Retain the definition outlined above for high-cost Tier C children.
2. Consider increasing the appropriation for Tier C at the same rate that total state .
ECEA funding is increased each year.

High-Cost — In-District

1. Increase Tier C funding by $2 million of new funds to offset costs for high cost in-
district students, based on the same criteria and formula as determined for out-of-
district high costs siudents.

2. For the first year, establish $25,000 as the threshold for applications.

Educational Orphans

The percentage of reimbursed costs for educational orphans is larger than the
percentage of funding for both Tier A and Tier B. Due to this and the small number of
educational orphans and administrative units that have educational orphans, the
committee recommends no changes be made to the $500,000 allocation or the
distribution of the allacations.
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Closing Remarks

The committee appreciates the opportunity to assist with this important funding issue
specific to serving children with disabilities. The commitiee believes that the out-of-
district high cost appropriation (Tier C) is a critical step toward meeting the needs of
districts that are financially impacted by serving high cost children. We commend the
General Assembly for its leadership in recognizing this critical need.

Colorado Department of Education




Total Special Education ECEA Allocation for 2005-06
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Total Special Education ECGEA Allocation for 2005-06

House Bill 061375 Allocation.Fermula

{1} {2 {3) &) 5) (8) 7)
TierA 5:33855%
Igitial .Per Pupil Tier B Total Additional Funding for Total ECEA
2005:06: Funding Funding Special BEd Supplémental | Educationial Funds foe
Administrative Units Fiinding §1,250 §6,000 Funiding Euiiding Orphans: 200506
Adams 1, Mapleten §32263 676,250 40,047 716297 7187297
Adams 12, Horthglenn-Thomton 3877500 293,620 4772370
Adams 4, CommereCity 930,542 59,289 $91,759
' H25082 B1,512 1,271,512
) 3, 478468 83,297 1488797,
Arapahee 1, Englewood i 30,115
Arapahae 2, Sheridan 15,378 3
G 421031 7,091,931, 1,507:321 57,558
2263750 125,266 2:385,016 235,328
4,458,250 324,538 # 780788, 121171 23,125 ;
2:376,250 158,585 2/534;835) 547,881 2534835
3727357 4,136,250 224,513 #3788 643,406 4:370,763
577,979 800,000 34,600 834600 258681 934,600,
Denivier 1, Déiver 10,530,662]  11:576:250 743267 12410517 1,888,855 175,815, :
Dougtds Ret, Castle Rock #;933,750 247,648 5,181,388 222417 3403
El6eit-G-1, Efizabéth 353750 15,058 368,808 108,202
El:Paso 2, Hafrison 1668,750 97:073 1,765,823 240,182 7763
£I'Pa50 3,1 Eld 1469750 95,471 1,554,221 392,93
EiPaso 8, Fouplain gagi500 51,560 1,074,080 237,662
i 180,370 3807.323) i 28354
] 279,065 87,415
4977 54D 526,063
914,988
575,703
418277, 207,798
578,550 78250 235,347
5 150:0d0. 8,264
.78 11,375;000 5532 761,782 57449
ratsib|  aaomsoo 23483 & Bia 1400
q.405. 762 4466250 116,616 57704 28;306 2:311,252
LafitnerR3: Park 144723 158,750 6,407 26434 165,157
Logan Re-1, Valley B4 483,750 30,756 514,508 128,062 527,605
Mesa 2 £ 177,166 3,292,166 515499 g
Mdffat Re ,Craig 802;078 14,737 378,487, 76;408
Madtrose Re-1d. Mantrose 673,304 46,202 884,952 211,648
- Mosgan Re-3, Fort Morgan 362;8730 18,902 412,652 49,822
Puébils 60, Urban 2:250:724 178,448 2,767,198 516474 :
Pueble 7D; Rurat 649:379 ; 45,813 462684 1.112,063
Weld Re-4, Windsor 391,250, 16,582 148,984 409,832
Weldis, Greeley. 2°557,500 189,340 776,002 274,620
11
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Total Special Education ECEA Allocation for 2005-08

Administrative:Units

n

initial
‘2005:08
Fundlitig

House Biil §§-1.375.Allacation Eormula

(2)
Tier-A
Rer Pupil

‘Fuiding

$nise

8
5.33955%
Tier B
Funding
$6,000

@

) ‘Ed
Fimding

Supp

(3}

Addifivnal

8

Funding for
Educafional
‘.Ofpﬁﬁn's

)

Total ECEA
Funds for
2005:08

Centnnjai b
East Central B
Mt. Evans B
Mountain: B
Norheast Golorado BOGES

Valley:BOCS
fa Fe'Tral BOCES
{ ‘Central BOCS
‘Spistheastern BOCES
Southwest BOES
‘Ungompahgre. BOGS.
Ute Pags BOCES.
ChartgrSetinol nsttute

TOTAL

1,089,887
700,518

85,5{ 3
H0251
Hsa. 6t
873688
458,166
554,281
176,080
497,326,
33,390

89:735,376

1,070,000
1;081256
580,000
1:170,050
503,750

763750

5.968,873

1,724,180
1,011 606

866,795
529,280
223,870
1,434 305
187208
818934

A 852
515656
799:832
245830
712836
36:250

100,733.:326

TAN053|

31164
157,890
245,351
69,750
715,510
2g70

20,000,008

5003200

Bia83
1,244,852
515,856
708,632
245,830
712,836
36;250

110,233,376
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Special Education Membership Through Age 21,
Colorado, 2005-06
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Special Education Membership and Percent
of Total Student Membership
Colorado, 2001 - 2005
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Special Education 5-Year State Trend
Individual Disabilities
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Special Educatien 5-Year

Appendix D

State Trend
Individual Disabilities
Significant Limited Intellectual Capacity Significant identifiable Emotional Disability

3,550 £,200
3,600 9,000

8,800
3,550 1

8,600
3,500

8,400 ;
St | 8200
3400 8,009
3,350 WP 7:800 .

2001 2602 2003 2004 2005 2004 2002 2003 Zoe4 2005
Specific Learning Disability Hearing-Disi
34,0060

2001 2067 2603 2604 2005

2001 2002 2003 2004 2005

Visual Disability

Physical Dieabilitigs
{Adtism, Traumatic Brain. N, and Gther Physical)

¥2,000
320
313 15600 -
310
30s - 8,000
300 4
295 '5.000
290 .

i 404 -
285 -
280 . zoon, -
275 .
270 - @

2004

2003

201 ‘33 il s S5

S fembership
Trendlifig

Colorado Department of Education




8pecial Education 5-Year Appendix D
‘State Trend
Individual Disabilities’

Speech or Langudge impairments ) DeafBling
5
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gl g 2603 o4 005

Infant with-a Disgbility ' Total, All Disatiiites
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8200
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Percentage of Population (Ages 6-21)
Colorado and National Average Trends
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2005-06 High Cost Application for Individual Student
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Appendix B

2005-06 High Cost Application for Individual Student

The application was
for an Qut of District
Student

s

P

No ; :
:
g i
Yes .
3 b
Application
Rejected

Application documents ™
greater than 40K of
audited expenses

Yes

'

Potential reimbursement amounts are calculated once revenues
{-ECEA, IDEA, PPOR, Transportation) are subtracted from the
audited expenses.

Application added 1o the eligible poo! of applications. Applications
are ranked in order of fiscal impact: percentage of high cost

-expense relative to the overall district budget.

Total Dollar amount appropriated by legislature is distributed based
gn rank determined above until the available money is depleted.
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