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 Yes No No

Hawaii Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

Idaho Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

Illinois Yes Yes No No No

Indiana Yes Yes Yes No No

Iowa No † † † †

Kansas Yes Yes No No No

Kentucky Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

Louisiana Yes Yes No No No

Maine Yes Yes Yes No Yes

Maryland Yes Yes No Yes Yes

Massachusetts Yes Yes No No No

Michigan No No 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 No † † † †

New Mexico No † † † †

New York Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

North Carolina No † † † †

North Dakota No † † † †

Ohio Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

Oklahoma Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

Oregon No † † † †

Pennsylvania Yes No Yes No No

Rhode Island Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

South Carolina Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

South Dakota Yes No 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 2004


[image: image2.emf]Table F-1.   Data plan responses to questions 1.A through 1.E, by state or jurisdiction: Fiscal year 2004—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 No No Yes No †

Northern Mariana Islands

Yes Yes Yes No No

Puerto Rico No † † † †

U.S. Virgin Islands Yes Yes Yes No No

† 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 2004, 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 $0 $0 $0 $0 $4,768,501 $0

California 0 0 0 0 469,493,840 0

Colorado † † † † † †

Connecticut 0 0 0 0 241,214,727 0

Delaware † † † † † †

District Of Columbia 0 0 4,309,000 0 0 0

Florida † † † † † †

Georgia 0 0 0 0 113,899,118 0

Hawaii 0 0 0 0 0 0

Idaho 0 0 0 0 1,161,581 0

Illinois 29,126,500 0 1,449,940 0 981,947,218 0

Indiana 0 0 0 0 525,529,000 0

Iowa † † † † † †

Kansas 0 0 0 0 128,789,962 0

Kentucky 100,000 0 0 0 579,376,976 0

Louisiana 0 0 0 0 0 0

Maine 0 0 0 0 170,014,497 0

Maryland 0 0 0 0 383,567,010 0

Massachusetts 0 0 0 0 952,859,163 0

Michigan † † † † † †

Minnesota 0 0 0 0 0 0

Mississippi 26,709,325 0 131,316,584 24,896,202 520,657,542 0

Missouri † † † † † †

Montana † † † † † †

Nebraska † † † † † †

Nevada † † † † † †

New Hampshire † † † † † †

New Jersey † † † † † †

New Mexico † † † † † †

New York 0 0 0 0 0 0

North Carolina † † † † † †

North Dakota † † † † † †

Ohio 0 0 0 0 0 0

Oklahoma 0 0 0 0 33,124,149 0

Oregon † † † † † †

Pennsylvania 0 0 0 0 0 0

Rhode Island 0 0 0 0 46,042,269 0

South Carolina 37,973,472 0 41,085,648 5,208,372 0 0

South Dakota 0 0 0 0 0 0

Tennessee † † † † † †

Texas 0 300,360,573 15,484,129 0 1,043,102,900 0

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 2004

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 0 0 0 0 24,446,282 0

Virginia † † † † † †

Washington † † † † † †

West Virginia 0 0 0 0 185,290,975 0

Wisconsin 0 0 0 0 0 0

Wyoming † † † † † †

     Other jurisdictions

American Samoa † † † † † †

Guam † † † † † †

Northern Mariana Islands

0 0 0 0 0 0

Puerto Rico † † † † † †

U.S. Virgin Islands 0 0 0 0 0 0

† 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 2004, 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 2004—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

Direct program 

support: private 

school students 

(nonproperty)

Q. 1.F.d.1

Direct program 

support: public 

school students 

(nonproperty)

Q. 1.F.e.1

Direct program 

support: public 

school students 

(nonproperty: 

program names) 

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

Direct program 

support: public school 

students (property)

Q. 1.F.e.2

Direct program 

support: public school 

students (property: 

program names) 

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

Alabama † † † † †

Alaska † † † † †

Arizona † † † † †

Arkansas $0 $28,961,321

(1)

$0 †

California 0 342,136,178

(2)

0

†

Colorado † † † † †

Connecticut 19,939,392 287,849,183 — 4,321,511 —

Delaware † † † † †

District Of Columbia 4,098,807 0 † 0 †

Florida † † † † †

Georgia 0 17,131,980

(3)

0 †

Hawaii 161,344 0 † 0 †

Idaho 0 0 † 0 †

Illinois 0 77,247,161 — 0 †

Indiana 0 94,218,333

(4)

0 †

Iowa † † † † †

Kansas 0 0 † 0 †

Kentucky 0 0 † 16,624,928

(5)

Louisiana 0 65,987,722

(6)

0 †

Maine 200,228 0 † 0 †

Maryland 0 0 † 0 †

Massachusetts 4,476,285 0 † 0 †

Michigan † † † † †

Minnesota 0 47,826,037

(7)

0 †

Mississippi 0 0 † 0 †

Missouri † † † † †

Montana † † † † †

Nebraska † † † † †

Nevada † † † † †

New Hampshire † † † † †

New Jersey † † † † †

New Mexico † † † † †

New York 0 121,946,532 — 0 †

North Carolina † † † † †

North Dakota † † † † †

Ohio 0 0 † 0 †

Oklahoma 0 94,535,196

(8)

0 †

Oregon † † † † †

Pennsylvania 21,958,584 0 † 0 †

Rhode Island 0 0 † 0 †

South Carolina 0 805,740

(9)

23,802,342

(10)

South Dakota 0 8,138,754

(11)

1,332,915

(12)

Tennessee † † † † †

Texas 0 7,500,000

(13)

9,047,926

(14)

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 2004

[In dollars]


[image: image6.emf]State or jurisdiction

Direct program 

support: private 

school students 

(nonproperty)

Q. 1.F.d.1

Direct program 

support: public 

school students 

(nonproperty)

Q. 1.F.e.1

Direct program 

support: public 

school students 

(nonproperty: 

program names) 

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

Direct program 

support: public school 

students (property)

Q. 1.F.e.2

Direct program 

support: public school 

students (property: 

program names) 

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

Vermont 0 0 † 0 †

Virginia † † † † †

Washington † † † † †

West Virginia 0 0 † 0 †

Wisconsin 75,042,477 26,656,278

(15)

0 †

Wyoming † † † † †

     Other jurisdictions

American Samoa † † † † †

Guam † † † † †

Northern Mariana Islands

87,327 1,047,299

(16)

0 †

Puerto Rico † † † † †

U.S. Virgin Islands 0 0 † 0 †

— Not available.

† Not applicable.

5 

State-operated secondary vocational schools.

8 

Technology center was allocated.

9 

Community Education.

11 

Connecting/Wiring Schools.

10 

Testing.

Table F-3.   Data plan responses to questions 1.F.d.1 through 1.F.e.2(p), by state or jurisdiction: Fiscal year 2004—Continued

7 

BIA Tribal Schools, Private Alternative Schools, Department of Corrections, Faribault Academies, Perpich Center for Arts, Postsecondary Enrollment 

Options.

[In dollars]

2 

Certain charter schools.

1 

Arkansas Public School Computer Network (APSCN), AT RISK ACT Assessment, EGA, Arkansas Department of Education (ADE), Criminal Background 

Checks - Teachers, Gifted & Talented, Human Development Center Education Aid, National Board for Professional Teaching Standards, Pygmalion 

Education Commission, School Food Legislation - Audit, Smart Step, Surplus Commodities, Teacher Licensure, Mentoring, Technology Improvements - 

Department of Information Systems (DIS), Assessment, End of Level Testing.

3 

Academy for the Blind, schools for the deaf.

4 

Indiana School for the Blind, Burris Ball State University (BSU) School, Camp Summit Juvenile Facility, South Bend Juvenile Correctional Facility, Indiana 

School for the Deaf, Bloomington Juvenile Correctional Facility, Ft. Wayne Juvenile Correctional Facility, ISTEP Testing Direct to McGraw Hill, Indianapolis 

Juvenile Correctional Facility, Morton Memorial School (Indiana Soldiers' and Sailors' Children's Home), Northeast Juvenile Correctional Facility, North 

Central Juvenile Correctional Facility, Pendleton Juvenile Correctional Facility, Regional Service Centers, S-5 Severely Handicapped, Silvercrest Children's 

Developmental Center.

6 

Estimated for FY 04: Special School Districts - $16,022,426; LA School for the Visually Impaired - $5,590,625; LA School for the Deaf - $16,131,196; LA 

Special Education Center - $8,600,779; LA School for Math, Science and the Arts - $7,312,202; New Orleans Center for the Creative Arts - $4,335,579; 

Department of Corrections (Swanson, Jetson & Bridge City) - $7,994,915 (actual FY 03 data).

12 

Connecting/Wiring Schools.

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

Survey (NPEFS)," fiscal year 2004, Version 1b.

13 

Juvenile Justice Alternative Education Program (JJAEP).

15 

Charter schools.

16 

Utilities.

14 

State-administered districts.


[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?

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

Alabama No † † † †

Alaska Yes No No Yes Yes

Arizona Yes — — — —

Arkansas Yes Yes No

No

Yes

California Yes Yes No Yes NPEFS only

1

Colorado Yes No No Yes Yes

Connecticut Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

Delaware Yes Yes No No Yes

District Of Columbia Yes No No Yes Yes

Florida Yes No No Yes Yes

Georgia Yes No Yes Yes No

2

Hawaii Yes No No Yes Yes

Idaho Yes Yes No No Yes

Illinois Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

3

Indiana Yes Yes No No Yes

Iowa No

4

† † † †

Kansas Yes No No Yes Yes

Kentucky No † † † †

Louisiana Yes Yes No Yes NPEFS only

5

Maine Yes Yes No No NPEFS only

6

Maryland Yes No No Yes Yes

Massachusetts Yes No No No Yes

7

Michigan Yes Yes No No

Yes

8

Minnesota Yes Yes No No

Yes

9

Mississippi Yes No No Yes Yes

Missouri Yes No No Yes Yes

Montana No † † † †

Nebraska No † † † †

Nevada Yes Yes No No Yes

New Hampshire Yes No Yes Yes Yes

10

New Jersey Yes Yes No No Yes

New Mexico Yes Yes No Yes Yes

11

New York Yes Yes No No No

12

North Carolina Yes Yes No No Yes

13

North Dakota No † † † †

Ohio Yes Yes No No Yes

Oklahoma Yes Yes Yes No Yes

14

Oregon Yes No Yes No

Yes

15

Pennsylvania Yes Yes No No Yes

Rhode Island Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

South Carolina Yes No No Yes Yes

South Dakota No † † † †

Tennessee Yes No Yes Yes Yes

Texas Yes Yes No No Yes

Utah Yes Yes No No Yes

See notes at end of table.

Table F-4.   Data plan responses to questions 2.A through 2.C, by state or jurisdiction: Fiscal year 2004

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?

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

Vermont

No

† † † †

Virginia Yes No No Yes Yes

Washington No † † † †

West Virginia No † † † †

Wisconsin Yes No No Yes Yes

16

Wyoming Yes No No Yes Yes

     Other jurisdictions

American Samoa No † † † †

Guam No † † † †

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.C, by state or jurisdiction: Fiscal year 2004—Continued

† Not applicable.

5 

Louisiana charter school data reported independently of regular school district data.

Reporting charters

4 

Two new public charter schools opened in Iowa by the time of the FY 04 NPEFS collection, but will not be reported until FY 05.

3 

Only if charter schools are reported within the district's audit.

2 

Georgia has two types of charter schools: (1) Conversion charter schools are existing public schools converted to a charter, and are treated like any other 

public schools. Their data are included in the district data; and (2) Start-up charter schools are independent. The funds are sent to these schools like a pass-

through grant.

16 

Wisconsin has three chartering entities that do not report data: (1) UW-Milwaukee, (2) the City of Milwaukee, and (3) UW-Parkside.

1 

Some California charter schools reported in the Standardized Account Code Structure (SACS) format, which includes expenditure detail by function. Others 

reported in a summary format called the Alternative Form, which lacks expenditure detail by function. In the NPEFS, Alternative Form charter school data are 

reported as Direct Program Support.

13 

Charter schools are regarded as LEAs and, as such, their data are included along with the regular LEAs data.

12 

New York charter school data are reported to the charter school unit of the New York State Education Department.

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

(NPEFS)," fiscal year 2004, Version 1b.

6 

Maine only has one charter school, which specializes in math and science.

7 

Massachusetts charter schools do not file financial data with the state, but their tuition is reported by each LEA.

8 

Michigan charter schools are considered independent public school districts.

9 

Minnesota charter schools reported expenditures in the same manner as other public school districts.

10 

Charter schools started operations in New Hampshire by the time of the FY 04 NPEFS collection, but will not be reported until FY 05. New Hampshire is 

debating whether or not the public school district has any fiscal responsibility.

11 

New Mexico charter school data and regular school district data are reported separately for the F-33. 

15 

The data submitted from the districts include the revenue received from the state for the charter schools and the expenditures as function 1280, object 360 in 

Oregon's accounting structure for school districts (Instruction/Alternative Programs - Purchased Services/Charter school payments).

14 

Oklahoma collects data from charter schools and LEAs without duplication of cost by using function codes under transfer. LEAs report revenues and the 

charter schools report expenditures. Some funds flow directly to charter schools; other funds go through the regular schools before being forwarded to charter 

schools. 


[image: image9.emf]Where are salaries for gifted 

and talented programs reported?

Are salaries 

for instructional 

aides/teaching assistants 

included in the new teacher 

salary data items?

Are salaries for additional 

duties/teaching incentives 

included in the new teacher 

salary data items?

Data source

for new teacher 

salary items?

State or jurisdiction Q. 3.A Q. 3.B Q. 3.C Q. 3.D

Alabama Special programs No No Accounting system

Alaska Not included in new items  No No —

Arizona Not included in new items  No No —

Arkansas Other programs No Yes Accounting system

California Regular programs No Yes Accounting system

Colorado Special programs No Yes Accounting system

Connecticut Special programs No Yes Payroll system

Delaware Special programs No No Payroll system

District Of Columbia Regular programs No Yes Accounting system

Florida Special programs Yes Yes Accounting system

Georgia Special programs No No Accounting system

Hawaii Regular programs Yes Yes Accounting system

Idaho Special programs Yes No Accounting system

Illinois Not included in new items  No No —

Indiana — — — —

Iowa Special programs No Yes Accounting system

Kansas Special programs No Yes Accounting system

Kentucky Special programs Yes Yes Accounting system

Louisiana Special programs No Yes Accounting system

Maine Special programs Yes Yes Accounting system

Maryland Other programs Yes Yes Accounting system

Massachusetts Regular programs No No Accounting system

Michigan Regular programs No No Accounting system

Minnesota Regular programs No No Accounting system

Mississippi Special programs No Yes Accounting system

Missouri Regular programs Yes Yes Accounting system

Montana Regular programs No No Accounting system

Nebraska Regular programs No No Accounting system

Nevada Special programs Yes Yes Accounting system

New Hampshire Special programs No Yes Accounting system

New Jersey Regular programs Yes Yes Accounting system

New Mexico Special programs Yes No Accounting system

New York Regular programs Yes Yes Accounting system

North Carolina Special programs No No Accounting system

North Dakota Special programs No No Accounting system

Ohio Special programs No No Accounting system

Oklahoma Other programs No Yes Accounting system

Oregon Special programs No No Accounting system

Pennsylvania Special programs Yes No Accounting system

Rhode Island Regular programs No No Accounting system

South Carolina Special programs Yes Yes Accounting system

South Dakota Regular programs No Yes Payroll system

Tennessee Special programs Yes Yes Accounting system

Texas — — — —

Utah Other programs No Yes Accounting system

See notes at end of table.

Table F-5.   Data plan responses to questions 3.A through 3.D, by state or jurisdiction: Fiscal year 2004

New data items


[image: image10.emf]Where are salaries for gifted 

and talented programs reported?

Are salaries 

for instructional 

aides/teaching assistants 

included in the new teacher 

salary data items?

Are salaries for additional 

duties/teaching incentives 

included in the new teacher 

salary data items?

Data source

for new teacher 

salary items?

State or jurisdiction Q. 3.A Q. 3.B Q. 3.C Q. 3.D

Vermont Special programs No Yes Accounting system

Virginia  Other Programs No No Accounting system

Washington Other Programs No Yes Accounting system

West Virginia Special programs No Yes Accounting system

Wisconsin Regular programs Yes Yes Accounting system

Wyoming Special programs No No Accounting system

     Other jurisdictions

American Samoa Regular programs No No Payroll system

Guam Special programs No No Accounting system

Northern Mariana Islands

Regular programs Yes No Payroll system

Puerto Rico

Not included in new items 

No No Accounting system

U.S. Virgin Islands Regular programs Yes No Payroll system

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

(NPEFS)," fiscal year 2004, Version 1b.

— Not available.

New data items

Table F-5.   Data plan responses to questions 3.A through 3.D, by state or jurisdiction: Fiscal year 2004—Continued


[image: image11.emf]Is the average daily 

attendance data reported in 

the NPEFS based on attendance 

data or enrollment data?

Do any school districts in your 

state provide postsecondary 

classes or programs?

State or jurisdiction

Q. 4 Q. 5

Alabama Attendance No

Alaska Enrollment Yes

Arizona Attendance —

Arkansas Attendance No

California Attendance No

Colorado Attendance No

Connecticut Enrollment No

Delaware Attendance Yes

District Of Columbia Attendance No

Florida Attendance Yes

Georgia Attendance Yes

Hawaii Attendance No

Idaho Attendance No

Illinois Attendance No

Indiana Attendance Yes

Iowa Attendance No

Kansas Attendance Yes

Kentucky Attendance No

Louisiana Attendance No

Maine Attendance Yes

Maryland Attendance No

Massachusetts Enrollment Yes

Michigan Enrollment No

Minnesota Attendance No

Mississippi Attendance No

Missouri Attendance Yes

Montana Enrollment No

Nebraska Attendance No

Nevada Attendance No

New Hampshire Attendance No

New Jersey Attendance Yes

New Mexico Enrollment No

New York Attendance Yes

North Carolina Attendance No

North Dakota Attendance No

Ohio Attendance Yes

Oklahoma Attendance No

Oregon Attendance No

Pennsylvania Attendance No

Rhode Island Attendance No

South Carolina Attendance No

South Dakota Attendance No

Tennessee Attendance No

Texas Attendance No

Utah Enrollment No

See notes at end of table.

Table F-6.   Data plan responses to questions 4 and 5, by state or jurisdiction: Fiscal year 2004


[image: image12.emf]Is the average daily 

attendance data reported in 

the NPEFS based on attendance 

data or enrollment data?

Do any school districts in your 

state provide postsecondary 

classes or programs?

State or jurisdiction

Q. 4 Q. 5

Vermont

Attendance No

Virginia

Attendance No

Washington Enrollment No

West Virginia Attendance No

Wisconsin Attendance No

Wyoming Attendance Yes

     Other jurisdictions

American Samoa Attendance No

Guam Enrollment No

Northern Mariana Islands

Attendance No

Puerto Rico Attendance Yes

U.S. Virgin Islands Attendance No

— Not available.

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

(NPEFS)," fiscal year 2004, Version 1b.

Table F-6.   Data plan responses to questions 4 and 5, by state or jurisdiction: Fiscal year 2004—Continued
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