S H

;Poulsb'oro' Pubho Schoo!s

d‘ng 662 Nor'fh Deicwcre Street Pou!sboro. NJ 08066
56y 423-55 Ext. 218 . ‘Fax: (856) 4 23 602

-

onumsswner of Educanon
Departme nt of Educ

ion Aid Committee. As you Know, the =57
xcned commen nt from stakeholders. It
f the comrmttec put also is acceptable

the Stabilizat
ewcd data. and sol
representanvc 0

: c})ed the, final report 0 of
commxuee et 4 numbet "of times, revi
ApPears | that the attac‘ned report fiot only | is

“interest groups * that prowded- testimony

s look forward to dzscussxnc the auached raport wnﬁCo}h’rﬁiésibﬁer :
on{act us at youp onvemenca zf we can be of addmonal assistance.

T.he comnmtee member
Hespc and you. P!ease ¢

Walter C. Qumt 4
Supcnntendent of Schoois :




R
Pl

'4'
+

. STABILIZATIO‘I AID COMMITTEE
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.'wifii'r i STABILIZATION AID?. | '
Prior to the 1mplementat|on ‘of CEIFA, State school aad was based on enrollment and weahh data that was -
Iment and/or increases in the wealth of

‘several years ‘old. Somse districts experienced significant ¢ drops in enrol
r to the implementation of CEIF A, These districts would have had a

L the commumty during the years prior
S signifi jeant reducnon of sta:e “school aid if CEIFA had been nmplemented stnct!y based ¢ on current enrotiment
© and wealth data. —That us, the d:smct would have “fallen off oi' 2 sta:e schoo! aid ehﬁ'
. Szab:hzanon A:d was eoncewed in order to prov:de a gradua! reducuon in state school aid for the districts -
" mentioned above, The goal of stabilization aid was 10 prowde a “state 2id staircase” in ‘order to move districts ©
. from the old enroliment and wealth figures 10 current data. Wﬂh this in mmd stabxhzauon md wouid have A
been p‘nased out over the f'fs{ few years of lFA.' e : Co :

.WHAT IS THE PROBLEM WITH STABILIZATION AID? - '
metimes believe that state school aid should always be the same o greater than the prior
Ith. These leaders use the political

Schoo! leadets som
year funding regardless of decreases in enroliment and/or increases in wea
process effectively to obtain additional aid (outside ‘of the CEIFA formula) for their districts. As 2 result,
: stabilization aid has “increaséd from approximately $34,000,000 to $170, 000,000, In addition, a number of -
B 7 one-ume al!ocanons “) have been legnslatwe!y approved for specnﬂc dxsmcts for a vancty
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101 S OF THE STABIL! ZATION AIDC O\riMl'I‘TEE" :
¢ 4 district will not fall below 98% ofthe prior Fyear funiding.” A-
f total state school aid entitlement generated by the CEIFA formula.
s shouid be 1mplemented dunno the 200 0-2001
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:stnct is prescnted

1996-1991
52, 232,531
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Total School A:d actually recewed durmg 1996-

Thatis, sv 232,531 X 97% =$2, 053.979 - ' S
Minimum total state school aid for 2001-2002 would be at least S2 053 929 x 98% = S" 0i2 250
Minimum total state sc school aid for 2002 5003 would be at least $2 ,012,850 X 98% =$1,972,593

" e - And soon unta! CEIFA generates total staze school ald of at !cas! 98% of the pnor year enlxtlcment.
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DID THE S’TABIL!L\TIOV A[D CO\! \llTTEE SEEK INPUT FROM EDUCATORS A\D ClTlZENS"
" On August 18, 1999, the committes took verbal and written testimony from the Manchester Township,
‘Berkley, and Folsom Boards of Education as well as represcnta:wes of the New Jersey Depanment of
. Ed_ucauon New Jersey / Association “of Schoo! Admtmsmtors New Jersey School Boards Assoctatson, New, o
ersey Education, ‘Association and New Jersey '1c1pals and Supe'v1=ors Association. ST
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