Appendix F— Fiscal Data Plan Responses


[image: image1.emf]State or jurisdiction

Do LEAs in your 

state receive direct 

program support 

monies from the 

state? 

Q. 1.A

Do you include direct 

program support 

monies in the revenue 

section of your 

NPEFS report? 

Q. 1.B

Are you able to report 

direct program support 

amounts in the 

appropriate expenditure 

functions? 

Q. 1.C

Are direct program 

support amounts 

available on a district-

by-district basis for 

use in the F-33 

survey? 

Q. 1.D

Are direct 

program support 

amounts reported in 

your state's 

F-33 survey? 

Q. 1.E

Alabama

No † † † †

Alaska

No † † † †

Arizona

No † † † †

Arkansas

Yes Yes No No No

California

Yes Yes Yes No No

Colorado

No † † † †

Connecticut

Yes Yes No No No

Delaware

No † † † †

District Of Columbia

Yes No Yes Yes Yes

Florida

No † † † †

Georgia

Yes Yes No No No

Hawaii

No † † † †

Idaho

Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

Illinois

Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

Indiana

Yes Yes No No No

Iowa

No † † † †

Kansas

Yes Yes Yes No Yes

Kentucky

Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

Louisiana

Yes Yes No No No

Maine

Yes Yes Yes No No

Maryland

Yes Yes No Yes Yes

Massachusetts

Yes Yes Yes No No

Michigan

No † † † †

Minnesota

Yes Yes No No No

Mississippi

Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

Missouri

No † † † †

Montana

No † † † †

Nebraska

No † † † †

Nevada

No † † † †

New Hampshire

No † † † †

New Jersey

Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

New Mexico

No † † † †

New York

Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

North Carolina

No † † † †

North Dakota

No † † † †

Ohio

Yes Yes No Yes Yes

Oklahoma

Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

Oregon

No † † † †

Pennsylvania

Yes No Yes No No

Rhode Island

Yes No Yes Yes Yes

South Carolina

Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

South Dakota

Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

Tennessee

No † † † †

Texas

Yes Yes No Yes Yes

Utah

No † † † †

See notes at end of table.

Table F-1.   Data plan responses to questions 1.A through 1.E, by state or jurisdiction: Fiscal year 2005


[image: image2.emf]Table F-1.   Data plan responses to questions 1.A through 1.E, by state or jurisdiction: Fiscal year 2005—Continued

State or jurisdiction

Do LEAs in your 

state receive direct 

program support 

monies from the 

state? 

Q. 1.A

Do you include direct 

program support 

monies in the revenue 

section of your 

NPEFS report? 

Q. 1.B

Are you able to report 

direct program support 

amounts in the 

appropriate expenditure 

functions? 

Q. 1.C

Are direct program 

support amounts 

available on a district-

by-district basis for 

use in the F-33 

survey? 

Q. 1.D

Are direct 

program support 

amounts reported in 

your state's 

F-33 survey? 

Q. 1.E

Vermont

Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

Virginia

No † † † †

Washington

No † † † †

West Virginia

Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

Wisconsin

Yes Yes Yes No No

Wyoming

No † † † †

     Other jurisdictions

American Samoa

No † † † †

Guam

— — — — —

Northern Mariana Islands

Yes Yes Yes No No

Puerto Rico

No † † † †

U.S. Virgin Islands

No † † † †

— Not available.

† Not applicable.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Common Core of Data (CCD), "National Public Education Financial 

Survey (NPEFS)," fiscal year 2005, Version 1b.


[image: image3.emf]State or jurisdiction

Nonproperty

Q. 1.F.a.1

Property

Q. 1.F.a.2

Nonproperty

Q. 1.F.b.1

Property

Q. 1.F.b.2

Nonproperty

Q. 1.F.c.1

Property

Q. 1.F.c.2

Alabama

† † † † † †

Alaska

† † † † † †

Arizona

† † † † † †

Arkansas

— — — — $5,844,973 —

California

— — — — 1,050,456,829 —

Colorado

† † † † † †

Connecticut

— — — — 399,556,033 —

Delaware

† † † † † †

District Of Columbia

$0 $0 $0 $0 60,391,362 $0

Florida

† † † † † †

Georgia

0 0 0 0 114,004,747 0

Hawaii

† † † † † †

Idaho

— — — — 883,830 —

Illinois

29,126,500 — 14,454,700 — 969,908,069 —

Indiana

— — — — 545,465,420 —

Iowa

† † † † † †

Kansas

0 0 0 0 0 0

Kentucky

— 100,000 0 0 642,541,700 —

Louisiana

0 0 0 0 0 0

Maine

— — — — 181,698,128 —

Maryland

— — — — 403,179,150 —

Massachusetts

— — — — 1,030,181,929 —

Michigan

† † † † † †

Minnesota

— — — — — —

Mississippi

18,448,167 --- 166,391,581 22,036,481 579,275,677 —

Missouri

† † † † † †

Montana

† † † † † †

Nebraska

† † † † † †

Nevada

† † † † † †

New Hampshire

† † † † † †

New Jersey

0 0 249,645,452 0 954,739,465 0

New Mexico

† † † † † †

New York

— — — — — —

North Carolina

† † † † † †

North Dakota

† † † † † †

Ohio

— — — — — —

Oklahoma

— — — — 33,683,141 —

Oregon

† † † † † †

Pennsylvania

0 0 0 0 0 0

Rhode Island

— — — — 46,042,261 —

South Carolina

38,465,410 0 36,505,860 235,040 0 0

South Dakota

0 0 0 0 0 0

Tennessee

† † † † † †

Texas

— 57,394,016 15,352,694 — 1,056,444,224 —

Utah

† † † † † †

See notes at end of table.

Table F-2.   Data plan responses to questions 1.F.a.1 through 1.F.c.2, by state or jurisdiction: Fiscal year 2005

Total direct program support [In dollars]

Textbooks for public 

school students

Employee benefits for public 

school employees

Transportation for public 

school students


[image: image4.emf]State or jurisdiction

Nonproperty

Q. 1.F.a.1

Property

Q. 1.F.a.2

Nonproperty

Q. 1.F.b.1

Property

Q. 1.F.b.2

Nonproperty

Q. 1.F.c.1

Property

Q. 1.F.c.2

Vermont

— — — — 24,446,282 —

Virginia

† † † † † †

Washington

† † † † † †

West Virginia

0 0 0 0 244,849,949 0

Wisconsin

— — — — — —

Wyoming

† † † † † †

     Other jurisdictions

American Samoa

† † † † † †

Guam

— — — — — —

Northern Mariana Islands

0 0 0 0 0 0

Puerto Rico

† † † † † †

U.S. Virgin Islands

† † † † † †

— Not available.

† Not applicable.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Common Core of Data (CCD), "National Public Education Financial Survey 

(NPEFS)," fiscal year 2005, Version 1b.

Table F-2.   Data plan responses to questions 1.F.a.1 through 1.F.c.2, by state or jurisdiction: Fiscal year 2005—Continued

Total direct program support [In dollars]

Textbooks for public 

school students

Transportation for public 

school students

Employee benefits for public 

school employees


[image: image5.emf]State or jurisdiction

Private 

school 

students 

(nonproperty)

Q. 1.F.d.1

Public 

school students 

(nonproperty)

Q. 1.F.e.1

Public 

school students 

(nonproperty: 

program names) 

Q. 1.F.e.1(p)

Public school 

students (property)

Q. 1.F.e.2

Public school 

students (property: 

program names) 

Q. 1.F.e.2(p)

Alabama

† † † † †

Alaska

† † † † †

Arizona

† † † † †

Arkansas

— $59,280,167

(1)

— —

California

— 396,246,891

(2)

$5,553,996

(3)

Colorado

† † † † †

Connecticut

$19,629,356 303,938,997

(4)

3,700,455 —

Delaware

† † † † †

District Of Columbia

0 0 † 0 †

Florida

† † † † †

Georgia

0 17,884,215

(5)

0 †

Hawaii

† † † † †

Idaho

— — — — —

Illinois

0 49,160,800

(6)

— —

Indiana

— 91,937,156 — — —

Iowa

† † † † †

Kansas

0 0 † 0 †

Kentucky

0 17,910,925

(7)

0 †

Louisiana

29,104,800 73,532,347

(8)

0 †

Maine

— — — — —

Maryland

— — — — —

Massachusetts

— — — — —

Michigan

† † † † †

Minnesota

— 36,801,596

(9)

— —

Mississippi

3,928,641 — — — —

Missouri

† † † † †

Montana

† † † † †

Nebraska

† † † † †

Nevada

† † † † †

New Hampshire

† † † † †

New Jersey

0 0 † 0 †

New Mexico

† † † † †

New York

— — — — —

North Carolina

† † † † †

North Dakota

† † † † †

Ohio

— — — — —

Oklahoma

— 107,694,756

(10)

— —

Oregon

† † † † †

Pennsylvania

22,413,474 0 † 0 †

Rhode Island

— — — 42,179,845

(11)

South Carolina

0 20,586,748

(12)

19,134

(13)

South Dakota

0 7,052,749

(14)

2,133,550

(15)

Tennessee

† † † † †

Texas

0 7,500,000

(16)

9,559,416

(17)

Utah

† † † † †

See notes at end of table.

Table F-3.   Data plan responses to questions 1.F.d.1 through 1.F.e.2(p), by state or jurisdiction: Fiscal year 2005

Total direct program support [In dollars]


[image: image6.emf]State or jurisdiction

Private 

school 

students 

(nonproperty)

Q. 1.F.d.1

Public 

school students 

(nonproperty)

Q. 1.F.e.1

Public 

school students 

(nonproperty: 

program names) 

Q. 1.F.e.1(p)

Public school 

students (property)

Q. 1.F.e.2

Public school 

students (property: 

program names) 

Q. 1.F.e.2(p)

Vermont

— — — — —

Virginia

† † † † †

Washington

† † † † †

West Virginia

0 0 † 0 †

Wisconsin

84,930,575 28,824,743 — — —

Wyoming

† † † † †

     Other jurisdictions

American Samoa

† † † † †

Guam

— — — — —

Northern Mariana Islands

372,021 4,220,956

(18)

— —

Puerto Rico

† † † † †

U.S. Virgin Islands

† † † † †

— Not available.

† Not applicable.

6 

Regional Office of Education, Agricultural, Economics, Government Internship, Department of Corrections, Math & Science Academy.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Common Core of Data (CCD), "National Public Education Financial 

Survey (NPEFS)," fiscal year 2005, Version 1b.

Table F-3.   Data plan responses to questions 1.F.d.1 through 1.F.e.2(p), by state or jurisdiction: Fiscal year 2005—Continued

Total direct program support [In dollars]

17 

State-administered Districts.

15 

Connecting/Wiring Schools.

13 

Community Education.

3 

Certain charter schools.

18 

Utilities paid by state.

14 

Connecting/Wiring Schools.

16 

Juvenile Justice Alterative Education Program (JJAEP).

2 

Certain charter schools.

1 

Arkansas Public School Computer Network (APSCN), AR Leadership Academy, At Risk, EGA/ADE, Teacher Criminal Background Checks, Gifted & 

Talented, Human Development Center Education Aid, National Board for Professional Teaching Standards, Pygmalion Education Commission, Legislation 

Audit School Food, Smart Start/Smart Step, Surplus Commodities, Teacher Licensure/Mentoring, Technology Improvements - Department of Information 

Systems (DIS), Arkansas School Math/Science, Assessment/End of Level Testing, Court Ordered Deseg, Joint Committee on Education Facilities, Office of 

Educational Renewal Zones, Real Property Reappraisal Costs Transfer.

10 

Career Tech Programs.

12 

Community Education & Testing.

8 

Louisiana School for the Visually Impaired $6,138,126; Louisiana School for the Deaf $17,362,993; Louisiana Special Education Center $12,721,413; 

Louisiana School for Math, Science and the Arts $8,020,288; New Orleans Center for the Creative Arts $4,810,533; Special School Districts $15,722,676; 

Department of Corrections $8,756,381.

9 

BIA Tribal Schools, Private Alternative Schools, Department of Corrections, Fairbault Academies, Perpich Center for Arts Education, Enrollment Options.

4 

For the most part, this figure comes from Connecticut Technology High School support funded by State Department of Education Budget, Department of 

Corrections support, Regional Education Service Center's support, and Federal Child Nutrition Food service support.

7 

State-operated secondary vocational schools.

5 

State schools.

11 

School Construction.


[image: image7.emf]Does your 

state have 

charter 

schools?

Are charter school 

data reported 

independently of 

regular school district 

data?

Do regular school 

districts serve as a 

fiduciary agent for 

charter schools?

Are charter 

school data 

reported within 

regular school 

district data?

Are your state's 

charter schools 

included in your 

NPEFS report and 

F-33 data?

Comments 

concerning 

charter school 

data in your 

state?

State or jurisdiction Q. 2.A Q. 2.B(1) Q. 2.B(2) Q. 2.B(3) Q. 2.C Q. 2.D

Alabama

No † † † † †

Alaska

Yes — — Yes Both —

Arizona

Yes Yes Yes Yes Both —

Arkansas

Yes Yes — — Both —

California

Yes Yes — Yes Both

(1)

Colorado

Yes — Yes Yes Both —

Connecticut

Yes Yes Yes — Both

(2)

Delaware

Yes Yes — — Both —

District Of Columbia

Yes — — Yes Both —

Florida

Yes — Yes Yes Both —

Georgia

Yes — Yes Yes Both

(3)

Hawaii

Yes — — Yes Both

(4)

Idaho

Yes Yes — — Both —

Illinois

Yes Yes Yes — Neither —

Indiana

Yes Yes — — Both —

Iowa

Yes — — Yes Both

(5)

Kansas

Yes — — Yes Both —

Kentucky

No † † † † †

Louisiana

Yes Yes — Yes NPEFS Only

(6)

Maine

Yes — — Yes NPEFS Only

(7)

Maryland

Yes — — Yes Both —

Massachusetts

Yes Yes — — Both —

Michigan

Yes Yes — — Both —

Minnesota

Yes Yes — — Both

(8)

Mississippi

Yes — — Yes Both —

Missouri

Yes — — Yes Both —

Montana

No † † † † †

Nebraska

No † † † † †

Nevada

Yes Yes — — Both —

New Hampshire

Yes Yes Yes — Neither

(9)

New Jersey

Yes Yes — — Both —

New Mexico

Yes Yes Yes — Both —

New York

Yes Yes — — Both

(10)

North Carolina

Yes Yes — — Both —

North Dakota

No † † † † †

Ohio

Yes Yes — — Both —

Oklahoma

Yes Yes Yes — Both

(11)

Oregon

Yes — Yes — Both

(12)

Pennsylvania

Yes Yes — — Both —

Rhode Island

Yes Yes — — Both —

South Carolina

Yes — — Yes Both —

South Dakota

No † † † † †

Tennessee

Yes Yes Yes Yes Both —

Texas

Yes Yes — — Both —

Utah

Yes Yes — — Both —

See notes at end of table.

Table F-4.   Data plan responses to questions 2.A through 2.D, by state or jurisdiction: Fiscal year 2005

Reporting charters


[image: image8.emf]Does your 

state have 

charter 

schools?

Are charter school 

data reported 

independently of 

regular school district 

data?

Do regular school 

districts serve as a 

fiduciary agent for 

charter schools?

Are charter 

school data 

reported within 

regular school 

district data?

Are your state's 

charter schools 

included in your 

NPEFS report 

and F-33 data?

Comments 

concerning 

charter school 

data in your 

state?

State or jurisdiction Q. 2.A Q. 2.B(1) Q. 2.B(2) Q. 2.B(3) Q. 2.C Q. 2.D

Vermont

No † † † † †

Virginia

Yes — — Yes Both —

Washington

No † † † † †

West Virginia

No † † † † †

Wisconsin

Yes — — Yes Both

(13)

Wyoming

Yes — — Yes Both —

     Other jurisdictions

American Samoa

No † † † † †

Guam

— — — — — —

Northern Mariana Islands

No † † † † †

Puerto Rico

No † † † † †

U.S. Virgin Islands

No † † † † †

— Not available.

Table F-4.   Data plan responses to questions 2.A through 2.D, by state or jurisdiction: Fiscal year 2005—Continued

Reporting charters

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Common Core of Data (CCD), "National Public Education Financial Survey 

(NPEFS)," fiscal year 2005, Version 1b.

† Not applicable.

1 

Some California charter schools submit their data in the standardized account code structure (SACS) format, which includes expenditure detail by function. Others 

submit their data in a highly summarized format called the Alternative Form, which lacks expenditure detail by function. Charter school data submitted in the 

Alternative Form format are reported in the NPEFS as Direct Program Support.

2 

Connecticut can collect the same information on charter schools as regular school districts as they operate within the same state-wide financial and 

personnel/payroll systems.

3 

Charter school data are included in the data, but reported within regular school district data.

12 

Oregon's charter schools have a school district sponsor who collects the charter school State School Fund revenue and any grants that require the district to 

serve as the fiduciary agent. The expenditure or pass through is recorded in the Alternative Education Instruction function (1280) and Charter School Payments 

object (360).

13 

Wisconsin has three chartering entities that do not report data to CCD, UW-Milwaukee, City of Milwaukee, and UW-Parkside.

11 

Oklahoma charter schools report their data directly to the State Department of Education; however, it does pass through the regular school district as a transfer. It 

is not reported twice.

8 

Expenditures for charter schools are reported in the same manner as other public school districts.

9 

Open enrollment charter school data are included in the regular school district data and would be included in both the NPEFS & F-33 surveys. Data of other 

charter school types are not reported in either survey.

10 

Charter schools independently report the bulk of their financial data. On the NPEFS and the F-33 only payments by school districts to charter schools are 

reported.

4 

The Hawaii Department of Education requested revenue and expenditure information from the charter schools but they have failed to respond. Some charter 

schools still utilize the Hawaii Department of Education's financial management system. This charter school financial information is included in the Common Core of 

Data reports.

5 

Charter schools are public schools in Iowa and are part of the public school district in which they are physically located.

6 

Type 1, 3, and 4 charter school data are included in the LEA data. Type 2 charter school data are not included in any LEA data and are therefore not reported in 

the F-33 data.

7 

Maine has only one charter school in the state.


[image: image9.emf]Is the average daily 

attendance data reported 

in the NPEFS based on 

attendance data or 

enrollment data?

Where are 

salaries for gifted 

and talented 

programs reported?

Are salaries for 

instructional aides 

and teaching 

assistants included in

the separate teacher 

salary data items?

Are salaries for 

additional 

duties and teaching 

incentives included

in the new teacher 

salary data items?

What is the 

source of the 

data reported for 

the separate 

teacher 

salary items?

State or jurisdiction

Q. 3

Q. 4.A Q. 4.B Q. 4.C Q. 4.D

Alabama

Attendance Special programs Yes Yes Accounting system

Alaska

Enrollment Not included in new items — — —

Arizona

Attendance Special programs — — —

Arkansas

Attendance Other programs No Yes Accounting system

California

Attendance Regular programs No Yes Accounting system

Colorado

Attendance Special programs No Yes Accounting system

Connecticut

Enrollment Special programs No Yes Payroll system

Delaware

Attendance Other programs No No Accounting system

1

District Of Columbia

Attendance Regular programs No No Accounting system

Florida

Attendance Special programs No Yes Accounting system

Georgia

Attendance Special programs No No Accounting system

Hawaii

Attendance Regular programs Yes Yes Accounting system

Idaho

Attendance Special programs Yes No Accounting system

Illinois

Attendance Not included in new items No No Accounting system

Indiana

Attendance — — — —

Iowa

Attendance Special programs No Yes Accounting system

Kansas

Attendance Special programs No Yes Accounting system

Kentucky

Attendance Special programs Yes Yes Accounting system

Louisiana

Attendance Special programs No Yes Accounting system

Maine

Attendance Special programs Yes Yes Accounting system

Maryland

Attendance Special programs Yes Yes Accounting system

2

Massachusetts

Enrollment Regular programs No Yes Accounting system

Michigan

Enrollment Regular programs No No Accounting system

Minnesota

Attendance Regular programs No No Accounting system

Mississippi

Attendance Special programs No Yes Accounting system

Missouri

Attendance Special programs Yes Yes Accounting system

Montana

Attendance Regular programs No No Accounting system

Nebraska

Attendance Regular programs No No Accounting system

Nevada

Attendance Special programs Yes Yes Accounting system

New Hampshire

Attendance Special programs Yes No Accounting system

New Jersey

Attendance Other programs Yes Yes Payroll system

New Mexico

Attendance Special programs Yes No Accounting system

New York

— — — — —

North Carolina

Attendance Special programs No No Accounting system

North Dakota

Attendance Regular programs No No Accounting system

Ohio

Attendance Special programs No No Accounting system

Oklahoma

Attendance Other programs Yes Yes —

Oregon

Attendance Special programs No No Accounting system

Pennsylvania

Attendance Special programs Yes No Accounting system

Rhode Island

Attendance Regular programs No Yes Accounting system

South Carolina

Attendance Special programs Yes Yes Accounting system

South Dakota

Attendance Regular programs No No Payroll system

Tennessee

Attendance Special programs Yes No Accounting system

Texas

Attendance — — — —

Utah

Attendance Regular programs No No Accounting system

See notes at end of table.

Table F-5.   Data plan responses to questions 3 through 4.D, by state or jurisdiction: Fiscal year 2005

Teacher salary items


[image: image10.emf]Is the average daily 

attendance data reported 

in the NPEFS based on 

attendance data or 

enrollment data?

Where are 

salaries for gifted 

and talented 

programs reported?

Are salaries for 

instructional aides 

and teaching 

assistants included in

the separate teacher 

salary data items?

Are salaries for 

additional 

duties and teaching 

incentives included

in the new teacher 

salary data items?

What is the 

source of the 

data reported for 

the separate 

teacher 

salary items?

State or jurisdiction

Q. 3

Q. 4.A Q. 4.B Q. 4.C Q. 4.D

Vermont

Attendance Regular programs No No Accounting system

Virginia 

Attendance Special programs No No Accounting system

Washington

Enrollment Other programs No No Accounting system

West Virginia

Attendance Special programs No Yes Accounting system

Wisconsin

Attendance Regular programs Yes Yes Accounting system

Wyoming

Attendance Special programs No No Accounting system

     Other jurisdictions

American Samoa

Attendance Regular programs Yes Yes Accounting system

Guam

— — — — —

Northern Mariana Islands

Attendance Regular programs No No Accounting system

Puerto Rico

Attendance Not included in new items No No Accounting system

U.S. Virgin Islands

Attendance Regular programs No No Payroll system

1 

The source of the teacher salary data is a combination of accounting and payroll information. 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Common Core of Data (CCD), "National Public Education Financial Survey 

(NPEFS)," fiscal year 2005, Version 1b.

— Not available.

Teacher salary items

Table F-5.   Data plan responses to questions 3 through 4.D, by state or jurisdiction: Fiscal year 2005—Continued

2 

For the last two years Maryland used Annual Financial Report amounts as control totals. LEAs were asked to separate teacher salaries items using payroll data 

system. As of last year Maryland provided LEAs with specified accounts for reporting Certified Teachers, Substitutes, Aides-Assistants, and Other staff.


[image: image11.emf]Does your office 

provide average 

teacher salaries 

estimates to the 

National Education 

Association (NEA)?

Can you report full 

year FTE counts for 

teachers?

Can you report full year 

FTE counts of teachers 

by program area (regular 

education, special education, 

vocational education, and 

other education programs)?

Can you report 

employee benefits 

for only teachers?

State or jurisdiction

Q. 5.A Q. 5.B Q. 5.C Q. 5.D

Alabama

Yes No No No

Alaska

Yes Yes Yes

1

No

Arizona

— — — —

Arkansas

Yes Yes Yes

2

Yes

California

Yes Yes Yes

3

No

Colorado

Yes No No Yes

Connecticut

Yes No No No

Delaware

No Yes Yes

4

Yes

District Of Columbia

No Yes Yes Yes

Florida

Yes No No Yes

Georgia

— — Yes

5

No

Hawaii

No Yes Yes

6

Yes

Idaho

Yes Yes Yes No

Illinois

No No No

7

No

Indiana

Yes Yes Yes No

Iowa

No Yes No No

Kansas

Yes Yes Yes No

Kentucky

Yes Yes No

8

No

Louisiana

Yes Yes Yes No

Maine

No No No No

Maryland

Yes No No

9

No

Massachusetts

Yes Yes Yes Yes

Michigan

No No No

10

No

Minnesota

Yes No No Yes

Mississippi

Yes Yes Yes Yes

Missouri

Yes Yes No No

Montana

No Yes Yes No

Nebraska

Yes Yes Yes No

Nevada

Yes Yes Yes Yes

New Hampshire

Yes Yes No No

New Jersey

Yes Yes Yes No

New Mexico

Yes Yes No

11

No

New York

No — — —

North Carolina

Yes No No

12

No

North Dakota

Yes Yes Yes Yes

Ohio

No Yes Yes No

Oklahoma

Yes Yes Yes

13

Yes

Oregon

Yes Yes Yes

14

No

Pennsylvania

No No No

15

No

Rhode Island

No No No

16

Yes

South Carolina

Yes Yes Yes No

South Dakota

Yes No No No

Tennessee

Yes Yes Yes No

Texas

Yes No No

17

Yes

Utah

Yes Yes Yes No

See notes at end of table.

Table F-6.   Data plan responses to questions 5.A through 5.D, by state or jurisdiction: Fiscal year 2005

Average teacher salaries


[image: image12.emf]Does your office 

provide average 

teacher salaries 

estimates to the 

National Education 

Association (NEA)?

Can you report full 

year FTE counts for 

teachers?

Can you report full year 

FTE counts of teachers 

by program area (regular 

education, special education, 

vocational education, and 

other education programs)?

Can you report 

employee benefits 

for only teachers?

State or jurisdiction

Q. 5.A Q. 5.B Q. 5.C Q. 5.D

Vermont

Yes No No No

Virginia

Yes Yes Yes No

Washington

Yes Yes Yes

18

Yes

West Virginia

Yes Yes Yes Yes

Wisconsin

Yes Yes Yes

19

No

Wyoming

Yes Yes No

20

Yes

     Other jurisdictions

American Samoa

Yes Yes Yes Yes

Guam

— — — —

Northern Mariana Islands

No Yes Yes

21

Yes

Puerto Rico

Yes Yes No

22

No

U.S. Virgin Islands

No Yes No Yes

— Not available.

2 

We collect FTEs on the annual financial report by functional area; some functional areas are combined, but we do collect by function range. We do not collect 

the FTE for financial reporting based on the number of days the teacher works; we collect one FTE per full time position regardless of the number of days 

worked. For example some employees work the minimum required 190 days, others work 200 days, etc., either is counted as 1.0 FTE.



3 

Note that Items A, B, and C are not all available from the same data source.

4 

We can provide average salaries estimates. In the past we have received estimates from NEA but have not been requested to provide them to NEA. We can 

estimate teacher benefits by prorating total other employment costs by the percentage of teacher salaries to total salaries.

5 

We have a separate nonfiscal data collection that should be able to do this.

Average teacher salaries

1 

We have reported teacher FTE by area for various surveys but not to NEA which has not requested such estimates.

6 

We provide the Annual Survey of Government Employment to the U.S. Census Bureau annually. This report provides salary (gross payroll) and number of 

employees for full-time and part-time employees. The information is segregated between instructional personnel and all other school system employees.

7 

This is collected in the Data Analysis and Progress Reporting Division at Illinois State Board of Education.

8 

The FTE data come in once a year as of September 15. Any Teacher hired after that would not be a part of our average salary reporting. The accounting 

system shows the entire year of employee salaries paid for all teachers.

9 

5.A: Our Office of Accountability and Assessment, responsible for nonfiscal data, compiles the average teacher salaries for internal reporting and limited 

distribution.

17 

Teacher data are only reported in the Fall Snapshot Collection.

10 

We do point in time collections of FTE data for teachers.

11 

Our Accountability section can report data for regular and special education, however, not for vocational education or any other program.

12 

It is possible to do but it requires extensive new computer programs to isolate the data. One has to make reference to three different systems.

13 

Our data service (nonfiscal) can report FTE by the program code on school personnel records.

22 

The Planning & Statistics Office provides the data based on levels.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Common Core of Data (CCD), "National Public Education Financial Survey 

(NPEFS)," fiscal year 2005, Version 1b.

Table F-6.   Data plan responses to questions 5.A through 5.D, by state or jurisdiction: Fiscal year 2005—Continued

18 

5.A., B., C., and D. Data provided are the October 1 collection of school district staffing information and do not reflect year end final.

19 

5.C. Yes for regular, special education. We can not really break out FTEs for vocational education.

20 

Staffing data have assignment codes to break out teachers by program; however, we can not tie these data to the financials reported for this same area. Our 

goal is to be able to accurately report FTE counts by program in future years.

21 

We can disaggregate our FTE teacher count to show regular education, special education, vocational education, and other education programs.

14 

Regular Programs are separated by subject area (English, math, and science). Special Education and English as a Second Language have there own area 

codes to separate them. Vocational Programs could perhaps be identified from the subject area of the Professional/Technical grouping, but they may not be a 

clear subset.

15 

Our (Labor, Education, and Community Services Comptroller Office) responsibilities are fiscal only. The Pennsylvania Department of Education/Data Division 

of Data Services/Gerald Hotting 717-783-6766 is responsible for this.

16 

Rhode Island Department of Education expects to be able to report this data in the FY 06 reports.


[image: image13.emf]Does your state 

maintain school-

level finance data?

If yes, do you 

make the data 

available to 

the public?

State or jurisdiction

Q. 6.A Q. 6.B Q. 7 Q. 8

Alabama

No † No Neither

Alaska

No † No Yes, both

Arizona

No † No —

Arkansas

Yes Yes No NPEFS only

California

No † No Yes, both

Colorado

No † No Yes, both

Connecticut

No † No Neither

Delaware

No

1

† No Yes, both

District Of Columbia

No Yes Yes Neither

Florida

Yes Yes Yes Neither

Georgia

Yes No No Neither

Hawaii

Yes Yes No Neither

Idaho

No † No Yes, both

Illinois

Yes Yes Yes Yes, both

Indiana

No † No Neither

Iowa

No † No Yes, both

Kansas

No † Yes Yes, both

Kentucky

Yes Yes Yes Yes, both

Louisiana

No † No Yes, both

Maine

No † No Yes, both

Maryland

No † No Yes, both

Massachusetts

Yes Yes No —

Michigan

Yes Yes No —

Minnesota

Yes Yes Yes Neither

Mississippi

Yes Yes Yes Yes, both

Missouri

No † No Yes, both

Montana

No † No Neither

Nebraska

No † Yes Yes, both

Nevada

No † Yes Yes, both

New Hampshire

No † No Neither

New Jersey

Yes Yes No Neither

New Mexico

No † No F-33 only

New York

No † — —

North Carolina

No † No Neither

North Dakota

No † No Yes, both

Ohio

Yes Yes No Yes, both

Oklahoma

Yes No No Neither

Oregon

Yes Yes No Yes, both

Pennsylvania

No † Yes Yes, both

Rhode Island

Yes Yes Yes Neither

South Carolina

No † No Yes, both

South Dakota

No † No Yes, both

Tennessee

No † Yes Yes, both

Texas

Yes Yes No Neither

Utah

No † Yes Yes, both

See notes at end of table.

Table F-7.   Data plan responses to questions 6.A through 8, by state or jurisdiction: Fiscal year 2005

School level data

Can you report expenses for the 

function subtotals, along with any 

unallocated depreciation expenses 

as illustrated on page 194 of 

Financial Accounting for State and 

Local School Systems: 2003 

Edition handbook?

For the other sources of 

revenue category, do you also 

include refunding debt, 

including advanced refunding, 

in your NPEFS and F-33 

reports?


[image: image14.emf]Does your state 

maintain school-

level finance data?

If yes, do you 

make the data 

available to 

the public?

State or jurisdiction

Q. 6.A Q. 6.B Q. 7 Q. 8

Vermont

No † No Yes, both

Virginia

No † No Yes, both

Washington

No † No Yes, both

West Virginia

No † No Yes, both

Wisconsin

No † Yes Yes, both

Wyoming

Yes Yes No Yes, both

     Other jurisdictions

American Samoa

No † No Yes, both

Guam

— — — —

Northern Mariana Islands

Yes Yes Yes Neither

Puerto Rico

No † No Neither

U.S. Virgin Islands

Yes Yes No Neither

— Not available.

† Not applicable.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Common Core of Data (CCD), "National Public Education Financial 

Survey (NPEFS)," fiscal year 2005, Version 1b.

Table F-7.   Data plan responses to questions 6.A through 8, by state or jurisdiction: Fiscal year 2005—Continued

School level data

Can you report expenses for the 

function subtotals, along with any 

unallocated depreciation expenses 

as illustrated on page 194 of 

Financial Accounting for State and 

Local School Systems: 2003 

Edition handbook?

For other sources of revenue 

category, do you also include 

refunding debt, including 

advanced refunding, in your 

NPEFS and F-33 reports?

1 

Districts have begun to code documents to allow for the reporting of school level data, however, to date no school level reports have been prepared. The 

data are being reviewed for consistency in coding with the intention that reporting can begin when the new state accounting system is implemented in the 

next few years.
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