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DECISION ITEM SUMMARY

Budget Unit
Decision ltem FY 2012 FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2013 FY 2014 FY 2014 FY 2014 FY 2014
Budget Object Summary ACTUAL ACTUAL BUDGET BUDGET DEPT REQ DEPT REQ GOV REC GOV REC
Fund DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR FTE
TECHNOLOGY
CORE
PROGRAM-SPECIFIC
DEPT ELEM-SEC EDUCATION 943,598 0.00 5,000,000 0.00 0 0.00 0 0.00
TOTAL - PD 943,598 0.00 5,000,000 0.00 0.00 0.00
TOTAL 943,598 0.00 5,000,000 0.00 0.00 0.00
GRAND TOTAL $943,598 0.00 $5,000,000 0.00 $0 0.00 $0 0.00

1/28/13 19:30
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CORE DECISION ITEM

Department of Elementary and Secondary Education Budget Unit 50321C
Office of Quality Schools

Education Technology (Title ll, Part D)

1. CORE FINANCIAL SUMMARY

FY 2014 Budget Request FY 2014 Governor's Recommendation

GR Federal Other Total GR Fed Other Total
PS 0 0 0 0 PS 0 0 0 0
EE 0 0 0 0 EE 0 0 0 0
PSD 0 0 0 0 PSD 0 0 0 0
TRF 0 0 0 0 TRF 0 0 0 0
Total 0 0 0 0 Total 0 0 0 0
FTE 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 FTE 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Est. Fringe | 0| 0| 0| 0 Est. Fringe | 0] 0] 0} 0|
Note: Fringes budgeted in House Bill 5 except for certain fringes budgeted Note: Fringes budgeted in House Bill 5 except for certain fringes budgeted
directly to MoDOT, Highway Patrol, and Conservation. directly to MoDOT, Highway Patrol, and Conservation.
Note: Note:

2. CORE DESCRIPTION

This appropriation provides funds to school districts to improve student academic achievement through the use of technology in elementary and secondary schools
and related professional development programs (such as eMINTS).

Federal funding for this program has been eliminated.

3. PROGRAM LISTING (list programs included in this core funding)

Education Technology Grants




CORE DECISION ITEM
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Department of Elementary and Secondary Education

Office of Quality Schools

Education Technology (Title I, Part D)

Budget Unit  50321C

4. FINANCIAL HISTORY

Appropriation (All Funds)
Less Reverted (All Funds)
Budget Authority (All Funds)

Actual Expenditures (All Funds)
Unexpended (All Funds)

Unexpended, by Fund:
General Revenue
Federal
Other

FY 2010 FY 2011 FY 2012 FY 2013
Actual Actual Actual Current Yr.
5,000,000 5,000,000 5,000,000 5,000,000
0 0 0 N/A
5,000,000 5,000,000 5,000,000 N/A
2,082,193 1,729,781 943,598 N/A
2,917,807 3,270,219 4,056,402 N/A
0 0 0 N/A
2,917,807 3,270,219 4,056,402 N/A
0 0 0 N/A

Actual Expenditures (All Funds)

5,000,000
4,000,000
3,000,000

2,082,193

1,729,781
2,000,000 B
Nﬁ%
1,000,000 . |
0 r r
FY 2010 FY 2011 FY 2012

Reverted includes Governor's standard 3 percent reserve (when applicable) and any extraordinary withholdings.

NOTES: Federal unexpended funds represent the difference between appropriation authority and actual cash available to expend.




CORE RECONCILIATION DETAIL

DEPARTMENT OF ELEMENTARY AND SECC
TECHNOLOGY

5. CORE RECONCILIATION DETAIL

Budget
Class FTE GR Federal Other Total Explanation
TAFP AFTER VETOES
PD 0.00 0 5,000,000 0 5,000,000
Total 0.00 0 5,000,000 0 5,000,000
DEPARTMENT CORE ADJUSTMENTS
Core Reduction 1063 2800 PD 0.00 0 (5,000,000) 0 (5,000,000) Funding eliminated at the federal
level.
NET DEPARTMENT CHANGES 0.00 0 (5,000,000) 0 (5,000,000)
DEPARTMENT CORE REQUEST
PD 0.00 0 0 0 0
Total 0.00 0 0 0 0

GOVERNOR'S RECOMMENDED CORE
PD 0.00 0 0 0 0

Total 0.00 0 0 0 0
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DECISION ITEM DETAIL

Budget Unit FY 2012 FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2013 FY 2014 FY 2014 FY 2014
Decision Item ACTUAL ACTUAL BUDGET BUDGET DEPT REQ DEPT REQ GOV REC
Budget Object Class DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR FTE
TECHNOLOGY
CORE
PROGRAM DISTRIBUTIONS 943,598 0.00 5,000,000 0.00 0 0.00 0 0.00
TOTAL - PD 943,598 0.00 5,000,000 0.00 0 0.00 0 0.00
GRAND TOTAL $943,598 0.00 $5,000,000 0.00 $0 0.00 $0 0.00
GENERAL REVENUE $0 0.00 $0 0.00 $0 0.00 0.00
FEDERAL FUNDS $943,598 0.00 $5,000,000 0.00 $0 0.00 0.00
OTHER FUNDS $0 0.00 $0 0.00 $0 0.00 0.00
12913 17:13 Page 65 of 122

im_didetail



PROGRAM DESCRIPTION

Department of Elementary & Secondary Education

Education Technology (Title Il, Part D)

Program is found in the following core budget(s): Education Technology (Title ll, Part D)

No.

No.

1. What does this program do?

In FY 2012, the final year of the grant, competitive grants were awarded to seven districts with the goal of allowing teachers to begin designing formative
assessments based on the common state standards (and post those plans in a shared repository for all schools to use); challenge teachers to establish a blended
learning environment with 1:1 student/computer ratio and 24/7 utilization; provide teacher training in the use of technology in a 1:1 classroom; and encourage
partnering with educator preparation facilities. A final payment of $119 was made in FY 2013. This program has ended at the federal level.

3. Are there federal matching requirements? If yes, please explain.

4. Is this a federally mandated program? If yes, please explain.

2. What is the authorization for this program, i.e., federal or state statute, etc.? (Include the federal program number, if applicable.)
No Child Left Behind Act of 2001

5. Provide actual expenditures for the prior three fiscal years and planned expenditures for the current fiscal year.

2,500,000

Program Expenditure History

OFEDERAL
BTOTAL

FY 2010 Actual

FY 2011 Actuail

O o
g‘z" b:!”“’g
AN AN
FY 2012 Actual FY 2013 Planned

N/A

6. What are the sources of the "Other " funds?




PROGRAM DESCRIPTION

Department of Elementary & Secondary Education
Education Technology (Title Il, Part D)
Program is found in the following core budget(s): Education Technology (Title I, Part D)

7a. Provide an effectiveness measure. *

Number of Internet-connected Computers S
@ Q )
500,000 o A o KO 0\"“0 G\? 39'3«9 o St a1 & ik
400,000 %qp‘ %16\ a0 n,b:‘ * 5 n®F » — — BProjected
300,000 R » BActual
200,000 +—{: - BEHR
100,000 .- e o
0 ou iiiiii: B i | o | |
FY2007 FY2008 FY2009 FY2010 FY2011 FY2012
Number of Students per Internet-connected Computer
4.00 204 OProjected
o 300 ‘ . ‘ 2.79 %61 257 246 246 23226 519 200 BActual
® 2.00 O e R i R == 000
1.00 ! -
0.00 SRR :£:5:1:: N s SN SSRSRD < MESMBNNN PURESSS -3 S S :
FY2007 FY2008 FY2009 FY2010 FY2011 FY2012
Number of Students per Internet-connected Computer Located in Classrooms
6.00 500 5.41 5.30 :
———— Te ] BEDE 4.67 4.35 417 4.00 4.01 3.65 DPro;ected
) 4.00 S S e ) — — 330 BActual
5 SR q R T
2 2.00 RS S Nt g -
0.00 — K — e - E e :
FY2007 FY2008 FY2009 FY2010 FY2011 FY2012

* Accurate data is not available after FY2010 due to the suspension of the Census of Technology which was used to gather the data previously.




PROGRAM DESCRIPTION
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Department of Elementary & Secondary Education

Education Technology (Title II, Part D)

Program is found in the following core budget(s): Education Technology (Title Il, Part D)

7b. Provide an efficiency measure.

Formula Dollars per Student Served
nH
$8.00 %° OProjected
$6.00 BActual
$4.00
$2.00 o o e S o
$0.00 . o
FY2007 FY2008 FY2009 FY2010* FY2011 FY2012
*This amount includes one-time ARRA funding ($1.69 Regular Title II, Part D and $4.65 ARRA).
Competitive Dollars per Teacher Served
N

Al
$30,000 gt QProjected
$25,000 65‘6 o> 4 @Actual

0 1 n;
$20,000 RE oo < S o?
$15,000 Q A o oY &
' o g8 & -
$10,000 ® : = E
$5,000 g
$0 - . Ll
FY2007 FY2008 FY2009 FY2010* FY2011* FY2012*

*This amount includes one-time ARRA funding ($6,692 Regular Title I, Part D and $17,517 ARRA).

The majority of FY12 funding was used to purchase computers.
Note: Program funding was cut by 28% in FY2006. Program funding was reduced an additional 46% in FY2007 and the State decided to exercise the option
of distributing the funds through competitive grants only. The program was supplemented with one-time stimulus (ARRA) funds for FY2010 and the State
decided to split the ARRA and regular Title Il, Part D programs 50% entitiement, 50% competitive. Funding status for future years is unknown at this time,

For 2011-12, remaining funds will be used for a competitive program.
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PROGRAM DESCRIPTION

Department of Elementary & Secondary Education
Education Technology (Title ll, Part D)
Program is found in the following core budget(s): Education Technology (Title Il, Part D)

7c. Provide the number of clients/individuals served, if applicable.

FY 2010 FY 2011 FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2014
Projected  Actual** | Projected Actual* { Projected Actual** | Projected | Projected
School districts receiving Title Il, Part D 555 550 - - - - - -
formula grants™:
School districts receiving Title Il, Part D 24 10 9 9 7 7 4 -
discretionary grants (2-year grants)*:

*In FY2007 through FY2009 only competitive grants were awarded because of a decrease in funding. Entitlement grants were awarded in FY2010 because of
additional stimulus funding to 30 charter schools and 520 school districts. Funding for FY2011 was decreased, and only competitive (year 2 eMINTS) grants
were awarded. In 2011, 9 competitive grants were extended for a second year. In 2012, a new competitive program utilizing collaboration and common core
standards is planned. It is difficult to project funding for these grants beyond FY2012, as the federal budget has not been finalized.

** ARRA used a different formula for entitlement grants. Their figures show 550 school districts receiving formula grants in the amount of $2,315,803 which
included 10 competitive eMINTS grants.

7d. Provide a customer satisfaction measure, if available.
N/A
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DECISION ITEM SUMMARY

Budget Unit
Decision ltem FY 2012 FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2013 FY 2014 FY 2014 FY 2014 FY 2014
Budget Object Summary ACTUAL ACTUAL BUDGET BUDGET DEPT REQ DEPT REQ GOV REC GOV REC
Fund DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR FTE
TITLE [ IASA
CORE
EXPENSE & EQUIPMENT
DEPT ELEM-SEC EDUCATION 17,402 0.00 40,000 0.00 40,000 0.00 40,000 0.00
TOTAL - EE 17,402 0.00 40,000 0.00 40,000 0.00 40,000 0.00
PROGRAM-SPECIFIC
DEPT ELEM-SEC EDUCATION 250,778,700 0.00 249,960,000 0.00 249,960,000 0.00 249,960,000 0.00
TOTAL - PD 250,778,700 0.00 249,960,000 0.00 249,960,000 0.00 249,960,000 0.00
TOTAL 250,796,102 0.00 250,000,000 0.00 250,000,000 0.00 250,000,000 0.00
GRAND TOTAL $250,796,102 0.00 $250,000,000 0.00 $250,000,000 0.00 $250,000,000 0.00

1/28M13 19:30
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CORE DECISION ITEM

Department of Elementary & Secondary Education

Office of Quality Schools
Title |

Budget Unit 50323C

1. CORE FINANCIAL SUMMARY

FY 2014 Budget Request FY 2014 Governor's Recommendation
GR Federal Other Total GR Fed Other Total
PS 0 0 0 0 PS 0 0 0 0
EE 0 40,000 0 40,000 EE 0 40,000 0 40,000
PSD 0 249,960,000 0 249,960,000 PSD 0 249,960,000 0 249,960,000
TRF 0 0 0 0 TRF 0 0 0 0
Total 0 250,000,000 0 250,000,000 Total 0 250,000,000 0 250,000,000
FTE 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 FTE 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Est. Fringe | 0 | 0 | 0| 0| |Est. Fringe | 0} 0] 0| 0

Note: Fringes budgeted in House Bill 5 except for certain fringes budgeted directly
to MoDOT, Highway Patrol, and Conservation.

Note: Fringes budgeted in House Bill 5 except for certain fringes budgeted
directly to MoDOT, Highway Patrol, and Conservation.

Other Funds:

Note:

Other Funds:

Note:

2. CORE DESCRIPTION

The purpose of this program is to ensure that all children have a fair, equal and significant opportunity to obtain a high-quality education and reach, at a minimum,
proficiency on challenging state academic achievement standards and state academic assessments.

3. PROGRAM LISTING (list programs included in this core funding)

Title |, Part A

Even Start - this program has been eliminated at the federal level

Migrant

Migrant Education Student Information Exchange State Data Quality Grant




CORE DECISION ITEM
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Department of Elementary & Secondary Education Budget Unit 50281C
Office of Quality Schools
Title |
4. FINANCIAL HISTORY
FY 2010 FY 2011 FY 2012 FY 2013 Actual E . Al E
Actual Actual Actual Current Yr. ctual Expenditures (All Funds)
- 300,000,000
Appropriation (All Funds) 200,000,000 200,000,000 200,000,000 250,000,000 250,796,102
Less Reverted (All Funds) 0 0 0 N/A 250,000,000 220,955,267
Budget Authority (All Funds) 200,000,000 200,000,000 200,000,000 N/A T ZW
200,000,000
Actual Expenditures (All Funds) 200,336,841 220,955,267 250,796,102 N/A 0
Unexpended (All Funds) (336,841)  (20,955,267)  (50,796,102) N/A 150.000.000
Unexpended, by Fund: 100,000,000
General Revenue 0 0 0 N/A
Federal (336,841)  (20,955,267)  (50,796,102) N/A 50,000,000
Other 0 0 0 N/A
0 , :
FY 2010 FY 2011 FY 2012

Reverted includes Governor's standard 3 percent reserve (when applicable) and any extraordinary withholdings.

NOTES:




CORE RECONCILIATION DETAIL

355

DEPARTMENT OF ELEMENTARY AND SECC
TITLE | IASA

5. CORE RECONCILIATION DETAIL

Budget
Class FTE Federal Total Explanation
TAFP AFTER VETOES
EE 0.00 0 40,000 0 40,000
PD 0.00 0 249,960,000 0 249,960,000
Total 0.00 0 250,000,000 0 250,000,000
DEPARTMENT CORE REQUEST
EE 0.00 0 40,000 0 40,000
PD 0.00 0 249,960,000 0 249,960,000
Total 0.00 0 250,000,000 0 250,000,000
GOVERNOR'S RECOMMENDED CORE
EE 0.00 0 40,000 0 40,000
PD 0.00 0 249,960,000 0 249,960,000
Total 0.00 0 250,000,000 0 250,000,000
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DECISION ITEM DETAIL

Budget Unit FY 2012 FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2013 FY 2014 FY 2014 FY 2014 FY 2014
Decision Item ACTUAL ACTUAL BUDGET BUDGET DEPT REQ DEPT REQ GOV REC GOV REC
Budget Object Class DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR FTE
TITLE | IASA
CORE
PROFESSIONAL DEVELOPMENT 1,000 0.00 10,000 0.00 10,000 0.00 10,000 0.00
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 16,402 0.00 2,000 0.00 2,000 0.00 2,000 0.00
COMPUTER EQUIPMENT 0 0.00 15,000 0.00 15,000 0.00 15,000 0.00
MISCELLANEQUS EXPENSES 0 0.00 13,000 0.00 13,000 0.00 13,000 0.00
TOTAL - EE 17,402 0.00 40,000 0.00 40,000 0.00 40,000 0.00
PROGRAM DISTRIBUTIONS 250,778,663 0.00 249,960,000 0.00 249,960,000 0.00 249,960,000 0.00
REFUNDS 37 0.00 0 0.00 0 0.00 0 0.00
TOTAL - PD 250,778,700 0.00 249,960,000 0.00 249,960,000 0.00 249,960,000 0.00
GRAND TOTAL $250,796,102 0.00 $250,000,000 0.00 $250,000,000 0.00 $250,000,000 0.00
GENERAL REVENUE $0 0.00 $0 0.00 $0 0.00 $0 0.00
FEDERAL FUNDS $250,796,102 0.00 $250,000,000 0.00 $250,000,000 0.00 $250,000,000 0.00
OTHER FUNDS $0 0.00 $0 0.00 $0 0.00 $0 0.00
1/291317:13 Page 66 of 122
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PROGRAM DESCRIPTION

357

Department of Elementary & Secondary Education
Title I, Part A

Program is found in the following core budget(s): Title |

1. What does this program do?

Title I, Part A, ensures that all children have the opportunity to obtain a high-quality education and reach proficiency on challenging state academic
standards and assessments. As the largest federal program supporting elementary and secondary education, Title | targets these resources to the districts
and schools where the needs are greatest. Title | provides flexible funding that may be used to provide additional instructional staff, professional
development, extended-time programs, and other strategies for raising student achievement in high-poverty schools. The program focuses on promoting
school wide reform in high-poverty schools and ensuring students' access to scientifically based instructional strategies and challenging academic content.
Title | provisions provide a mechanism for holding states, school districts, and schools accountable for improving the academic achievement of all students
and turning around low-performing schools, while providing alternatives to students in such schools to enable those students to receive a high-quality
education.

2. What is the authorization for this program, i.e., federal or state statute, etc.? (Include the federal program number, if applicable.)
No Child Left Behind Act of 2001 (84.010A)

3. Are there federal matching requirements? If yes, please explain.

No.
4. Is this a federally mandated program? If yes, please explain.
No.
5. Provide actual expenditures for the prior three fiscal years and planned expenditures for the current fiscal year.

Program Expenditure Hist%ry

GFEDERAL BTOTAL

250,000,000

200,000,000
150,000,000
100,000,000
50,000,000
0

FY 2010 Actual FY 2013 Planned
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358

Department of Elementary & Secondary Education

Title I, Part A

Program is found in the following core budget(s): Title |

6. What are the sources of the "Other " funds?

N/A

7a. Provide an effectiveness measure.

Increase to 100 percent by 2011 the number of Missouri public school core academic courses taught by highly qualified teachers with the
appropriate grade and subiject certification.

100.0%
98.0%
96.0%
94.0%
92.0%
90.0%
88.0%
86.0%
84.0%
82.0%

aQC- 0/

Percentage of core academic courses taught by highly qualified teachers

98.3% 97.99 98.0% 97.7% 98.1%
N .
96.7% 96.4% e s 96.9%
95.1% . 7
NS 94.7% 94.2%
I93.4% 9357
88.1%
2007 2008 2009 2010 2011

Total Percentage
Highest Poverty Schools

Lowest Poverty Schools

Source: DESE School Core Data and Teacher Certification records, September 2011

About the measure: This measure was developed by DESE to monitor one aspect of teacher quality in Missouri - do

Missouri's highly qualified teachers have the appropriate quaiifications to teach their assigned courses? The Core Data system
is used to identify classroom teachers and their assignments, and that information is then compared with teachers' certification

records. The various courses and required teaching certificates are listed in the Core Data manual (Exhibit 10).
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Department of Elementary & Secondary Education

Title I, Part A

Program is found in the following core budget(s): Title |

Missouri Adequate Yearly Progress for 2011

Number of % Not
Schools Schools Met % Met Not Met Met

All Schools 2,187 558 25.5% 1629 | 74.5%

Title | Schools 1,167 333 28.5% 834 71.5%

Data as of 7/26/2011
7b. Provide an efficiency measure.

N/A
7c. Provide the number of clients/individuals served, if applicable.

FY 2010 FY 2011 FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2014
Projected Actual Projected Actual | Projected Actual Projected | Projected
Number of grants awarded 550 554 550 558 562 561 556 556

Note: Charter schools that become LEAs are included.

7d. Provide a customer satisfaction measure, if available.

N/A
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PROGRAM DESCRIPTION

Department of Elementary & Secondary Education
Even Start
Program is found in the following core budget(s): Title |

1. What does this program do?

Even Start is an education program for the nation's low-income families that is designed to improve the academic achievement of young children and their parents,
especially in the area of reading. Even Start offers promise for helping to break the intergenerational cycle of poverty and low literacy in the nation by combining four
core components which make up family literacy. Those components include early childhood education, adult literacy (adult basic and secondary-level education and
instruction for English language learners), parenting education, and interactive parent and child literacy activities.

The Department awards competitive grants, which are renewable for three additional years, to school districts and not-for-profit agencies to implement local Even
Start programs.
NOTE: The Even Start Federal Grant ended in FY 12.

2. What is the authorization for this program, i.e., federal or state statute, etc.? (Include the federal program number, if applicable.)
No Child Left Behind Act of 2001 (84.213C)

3.  Are there federal matching requirements? If yes, please explain.

Yes. The Even Start Family Literacy regulations require the local project to match funds with a steadily decreasing maximum federal share according to the following
table:

Years Even Start Local
(Federal) | Matching
portion Funds
1 90% 10%
2 80% 20%
3 70% 30%
4 60% 40%
5 50% 50%
6-8 50% 50%
9 35% 65%
10 30% 70%
11 & 27% 73%
Subsequent

No.

4. Is this a federally mandated program? If yes, please explain.
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Department of Elementary & Secondary Education

Even Start
Program is found in the following core budget(s): Title |

5. Provide actual expenditures for the prior three fiscal years and planned expenditures for the current fiscal year.

Program Expenditure Histo
3%991 gz,g’ép P i @FEDERAL

1,200,000 A A aTOTAL
1,000,000 N :

800,000 ———%kﬂb&——

s\ AN 1® ®
600,000 5 = g ®
400,000 :
0 - T — T 1
FY 2010 Actual FY 2011 Actual FY 2012 Actual FY 2013 Planned

6. What are the sources of the "Other " funds?
N/A

7a. Provide an effectiveness measure.

Percentage of students scoring at or above the Proficient level on the MAP communication arts assessment

2007 2008 2009 2010
Grade 3 43.6% 40.9% 41.0% 43.9%
Grade 4 46.0% 45.6% 47.0% 51.7%
Grade 5 48.6% 48.6% 49.4% 51.8%
Grade 6 44.4% 47.6% 48.1% 50.2%
Grade 7 45.6% 49.3% 51.1% 52.4%
Grade 8 42.5% 48.4% 50.2% 52.4%
Grade11 41.8% 63.1% * *

Data as of August 2011
* End of Course Exams were implemented for high school.
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PROGRAM DESCRIPTION

Department of Elementary & Secondary Education

Even Start
Program is found in the following core budget(s): Title |

Meet or exceed the aggregate federal AEL performance standards by 5% or more each year.

State Adult Education and Literacy Aggregate Performance in
Comparison to the Federal Target

300
800
700
600
500
400
300
200
100

2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010

=-$-=Federal Target -=fl=State Actual s«i=~105%

7b. Provide an efficiency measure,

Increase the number of families served by grant recipients by 5 percent yearly. (See Chart in 7c.)
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Department of Elementary & Secondary Education

Even Start

Program is found in the following core budget(s): Title |

Tc.

7d.

Provide the number of clients/individuals served, if applicable.

Number of Even Start Grants awarded

Number of families that are served

Number of individuals (children and
adults) served

Provide a customer satisfaction measure, if available.

FY 2008 FY 2009 FY 2010 FY 2011 FY 2012 FY 2013
Projected Actual Projected Actual Actual Actual Projected | Projected
9 9 5 6 7 8 0 0
247 197 200 171 175 169 0 0
578 499 450 393 420 387 0 0
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PROGRAM DESCRIPTION

Department of Elementary & Secondary Education
Migrant
Program is found in the following core budget(s): Title |

1. What does this program do?

This program's goal is to support high-quality, comprehensive educational programs for migrant children to help reduce the educational disruptions and other
problems that result from repeated moves. In addition, the program attempts to ensure that migrant children who move between states are not put ata
disadvantage because of disparities in curriculum, graduation requirements, content, and student academic achievement standards.

Migrant students have many risk factors in common with other disadvantaged students (e.g., poverty, poor health, learning disabilities), but they also face additional
challenges unique to their situations (e.g., disruption of education, poor record-keeping between schools, cultural and language difficulties, and social isolation).
Because migrant students usually account for only a small percentage of the total student population, many schools and districts find it difficult to dedicate the level
of resources that may be necessary to ensure the best educational experience possible for their migrant students.

2. What is the authorization for this program, i.e., federal or state statute, etc.? (Include the federal program number, if applicable.)
No Child Left Behind Act of 2001 (84.011A)

3. Are there federal matching requirements? If yes, please explain.

No.
4. Is this a federally mandated program? If yes, please explain.
No.
5. Provide actual expenditures for the prior three fiscal years and planned expenditures for the current fiscal year.
Program Expenditure History o o o
N )
1,400,000 . 3,-,93‘5 - :559,:‘6“ A e aem
1,350,000 ——
1,300,000
1,250,000
1,200,000 Sl S
FY 2010 Actual FY 2011 Actual FY 2012 Actual FY 2013 Planned

6. What are the sources of the "Other " funds?
N/A
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PROGRAM DESCRIPTION

Department of Elementary & Secondary Education

Migrant
Program is found in the following core budget(s): Title |

7a.

Provide an effectiveness measure.

Objective 1: Migrant students will be ready for school as they enter Kindergarten:
Strategy 1: The State will identify migrant students ages 3 to 21 and inform districts of their residence in the district.
Strategy 2: Professional development opportunities will be provided to districts with Migrant students on how they can best use the Missouri Preschool

Standards.

Objective 2: Migrant students will improve their MAP test scores by 3% or more annually in the areas of communication arts and mathematics.

The State will:

Strategy 1: Provide professional development opportunities to districts with Migrant students on authentic tasks and performance activities.

Strategy 2: Provide professional development opportunities to districts with Migrant students so they can provide students with instruction and guided
practice in problem solving.

Strategy 4: Provide professional development opportunities to districts with Migrant students so they can incorporate teaching strategies for individual
student differences and learning styles.

Objective 3: The annual drop-out rate for Migrants students in Missouri will be no greater than the state average
The State will;

Strategy 1: Collect data concerning Migrant student drop-out rates.

Strategy 2: Develop at-risk programs and services focusing upon attendance for migrant students.

Strategy 3: Identify alternative instructional strategies to meet the individual needs of migrant at-risk students.

About the measure: This measure was developed by DESE in conjunction with stakeholders to develop a comprehensive
needs assessment that has been reviewed and approved by the U.S. Department of Education.

Missouri Adequate Yearly Progress for 2010

Number of % Not
Schools Schools Met % Met Not Met Met
All Schools 2,187 558 25.5% 1,629 74.5%
Title | Schools 1,167 333 28.5% 834 71.5%

Data as of 7/26/2011
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Department of Elementary & Secondary Education

Migrant

Program is found in the following core budget(s): Title |

7b.

7c.

7d.

Provide an efficiency measure.

N/A

Provide the number of clients/individuals served, if applicable.

Number of grants awarded

FY 2010 FY 2011 FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2014
Projected Actual Projected Actual Projected Actual Projected | Projected
25 26 22 22 22 22 22 22

Provide a customer satisfaction measure, if available.

N/A
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Department of Elementary & Secondary Education

|Migrant Education Student Information Exchange State Data Quality Grant

Program is found in the following core buciget(é'): Title |

No.

No.

1. What does this program do?

3. Are there federal matching requirements? If yes, please explain.

4. Is this a federally mandated program? If yes, please explain.

2. What is the authorization for this program, i.e., federal or state statute, etc.? (Include the federal program number, if applicable.)
No Child Left Behind Act of 2001 (84.144)

5. Provide actual expenditures for the prior three fiscal years and planned expenditures for the current fiscal year.

Section 1308(b) of the ESEA requires the Department to: (1) assist states in developing methods for the electronic transfer of migrant student records; (2) ensure
the linkage of state electronic records-exchange systems; and, (3) establish the minimum data elements (MDEs) that states must collect and maintain in migrant
student databases for the purpose of electronically exchanging health and educational records on migrant children. This grant will help Missouri meet these
requirements.

140,000
120,000
100,000
80,000
60,000
40,000
20,000
0

Program Expenditure History

o© Qo
A‘q&p A:LQ&“
%"L 1, "5@ .‘5%
107 408 1% 15
e o
7® ¥
FY 2010 Actual FY 2011 Actual FY 2012 Actual FY 2013 Planned

QFEDERAL WTOTAL

N/A

Note: The grant is ending. Capacity is needed to expend carryover funds.

6. What are the sources of the "Other " funds?
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Department of Elementary & Secondary Education

| Migrant Education Student Information Exchange State Data Quality Grant

Program is found in the following core budget(s): Title I

benefits.

7b. Provide an efficiency measure.

part of the MSIX system.

Number of Migrant Students Served

N/A

7a. Provide an effectiveness measure.

will upload 100 percent of its Migrant eligibility records on a weeki

7c. Provide the number of clients/individuals served, if applicable.

These funds provide access (for all school districts) to electronic records of Migrant students (academic, heaith, etc.). This access helps school districts
serve migrant students more effectively by having immediate access to data from all of the previous locations an individual child received services. Missouri
y basis and provide training to all districts with migrant students on MSIX usage and

FY 2010 FY 2011 FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2014
Projected Actual Projected Actual Projected Actual Projected | Projected
1,300 555 1,300 964 1,300 530 700 700

Note: FY2009 was the first year of funding for this program.

7d. Provide a customer satisfaction measure, if available.

This program improves the efficiency of services to Migrant students in the same way it will help with the effectiveness. Since school districts have access to
all of the information contained in this electronic system, appropriate services will not be delayed because of no academic history or the need to have the
students get their required vaccinations each time they move. The MSIX system will also give districts access to student records from other states that are
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DECISION ITEM SUMMARY

Budget Unit .
Decision Item FY 2012 FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2013 FY 2014 FY 2014 FY 2014 FY 2014
Budget Object Summary ACTUAL ACTUAL BUDGET BUDGET DEPT REQ DEPT REQ GOV REC GOV REC
Fund DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR FTE

TITLE | SCHOOL IMPROVEMENT
ARRA Title I SIG - 1500005
EXPENSE & EQUIPMENT

FEDERAL STIMULUS-DESE 0 0.00 0 0.00 10,000 0.00 10,000 0.00

TOTAL - EE 0 0.00 0 0.00 10,000 0.00 10,000 0.00
PROGRAM-SPECIFIC

FEDERAL STIMULUS-DESE 0 0.00 0 0.00 4,990,000 0.00 4,990,000 0.00

TOTAL - PD 0 0.00 0 0.00 4,990,000 0.00 4,990,000 0.00

TOTAL 0 0.00 0 0.00 5,000,000 0.00 5,000,000 0.00

GRAND TOTAL $0 0.00 $0 0.00 $5,000,000 0.00 $5,000,000 0.00

1/28M13 19:30

im_disummary
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RANK: 7 OF 7
Department of Elementary and Secondary Education Budget Unit 50327C
Office of Quality Schools
Title | School Improvement (ARRA) Di# 1500005
1. AMOUNT OF REQUEST
FY 2014 Budget Request FY 2014 Governor's Recommendation
GR Federal Other Total GR Federal Other Total

PS 0 0 0 0 PS 0 0 0 0
EE 0 10,000 0 10,000 EE 0 10,000 0 10,000
PSD 0 4,990,000 0 4,990,000 PSD 0 4,990,000 0 4,990,000
TRF 0 0 0 0 TRF 0 0 0 0
Total 0 5,000,000 0 5,000,000 Total 0 5,000,000 0 5,000,000
FTE 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 FTE 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Est. Fringe | 0 0 | 0| 0 Est. Fringe | 0] 0] 0} 0
Note: Fringes budgeted in House Bill 5 except for certain fringes Note: Fringes budgeted in House Bill 5 except for certain fringes
budgeted directly to MoDOT, Highway Patrol, and Conservation. budgeted directly to MoDOT, Highway Patrol, and Conservation.
Other Funds: Other Funds:
2. THIS REQUEST CAN BE CATEGORIZED AS:

New Legislation New Program Fund Switch

Federal Mandate Program Expansion Cost to Continue

GR Pick-Up Space Request Equipment Replacement

Pay Plan X Other: ARRA Reappropriation

3. WHY IS THIS FUNDING NEEDED? PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION FOR ITEMS CHECKED IN #2. INCLUDE THE FEDERAL OR STATE STATUTORY OR
CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORIZATION FOR THIS PROGRAM.

To continue to fund 1003 (g) SIG program activities formerly funded under the ARRA appropriation. These funds will provide services to the lowest performing 5% of
schools in the state. Per the FY 2014 budget instructions, any ARRA grant that goes beyond 6/30/13 would not be included in the reappropriations bill and must be
included in the Department's operating request as a New Decision Iltem. School Districts have until 12/31/2013 to expend and request reimbursement under this

ARRA grant.

No Child Left Behind Act of 2001 (CFDA Number 84.388A)

School Improvement Grants Recovery Act
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NEW DECISION ITEM
RANK: 7 OF 7

Department of Elementary and Secondary Education Budget Unit 50327C

Office of Quality Schools

Title | School Improvement (ARRA) DI# 1500005

4. DESCRIBE THE DETAILED ASSUMPTIONS USED TO DERIVE THE SPECIFIC REQUESTED AMOUNT. (How did you determine that the requested number
of FTE were appropriate? From what source or standard did you derive the requested levels of funding? Were alternatives such as outsourcing or
automation considered? If based on new legislation, does request tie to TAFP fiscal note? If not, explain why. Detail which portions of the request are one-
times and how those amounts were calculated.)

The original ARRA Title | SIG appropriation in FY 2010 was $53,458,919. $37,000,000 was reappropriated in a two year appropriations bill in FY 2011. It is estimated
that $5,000,000 will need to be appropriated for FY 2014. School Districts have until 12/31/2013 to expend and request reimbursement under this federal ARRA grant.

§. BREAK DOWN THE REQUEST BY BUDGET OBJECT CLASS, JOB CLASS, AND FUND SOURCE. IDENTIFY ONE-TIME COSTS.

DeptReq DeptReq DeptReq DeptReq DeptReq DeptReq DeptReq DeptReq DeptReq

GR GR FED FED OTHER OTHER TOTAL TOTAL One-Time
Budget Object Class/Job Class DOLLARS FTE DOLLARS FTE DOLLARS FTE DOLLARS FTE DOLLARS
0 0.0
0 0.0
Total PS 0.0 0 0.0 0.0 0 0.0 0
In-State Travel (140) 2,000 2,000 2,000
Miscellaneous (740) 8,000 8,000 8,000
Total EE 10,000 10,000 10,000
Program Distributions (800) 4,990,000 4,990,000 4,990,000
Total PSD 4,990,000 4,990,000 4,990,000
Transfers
Total TRF 0 0 0
Grand Total 0.0 5,000,000 0.0 0.0 5,000,000 0.0 5,000,000
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RANK: 7 7
Department of Elementary and Secondary Education Budget Unit  50327C
Office of Quality Schools
Title 1 School Improvement (ARRA) 1500005

Gov Rec Gov Rec Gov Rec Gov Rec Gov Rec Gov Rec Gov Rec Gov Rec Gov Rec
GR FED OTHER OTHER TOTAL TOTAL One-Time
Budget Object Class/Job Class DOLLARS DOLLARS DOLLARS FTE DOLLARS DOLLARS
0 0.0
0 0.0
Total PS 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
In-State Travel (140) 2,000 2,000 2,000
Miscellaneous (740) 8,000 8,000 8,000
0
Total EE 0 10,000 0 10,000 10,000
Program Distributions (800) 4,990,000 4,990,000 4,990,000
Total PSD 0 4,990,000 0 4,990,000 4,990,000
Transfers
Total TRF 0 0 0 0 0
Grand Total 0 0.0 5,000,000 0.0 0 0.0 5,000,000 0.0 5,000,000
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RANK: 7 OF 7
Department of Elementary and Secondary Education Budget Unit  50327C
Office of Quality Schools
Title | School Improvement (ARRA) Di# 1500005

6. PERFORMANCE MEASURES (If new decision item has an associated core, separately identify projected performance with & without additional funding.)

6a. Provide an effectiveness measure. 6b.
% of Students in SIG Schools (Statewide)
Proficient or Advanced on MAP
30.0%
25.0%
20.0%
15.0% - # Math
10.0% & Communication Arts
5.0%
0'0% e 2 N
2010 2011 2012
6c¢. Provide the number of clients/individuals served, if applicable. 6d.

Fiscal Year # of Grants Awarded
2012 31
2013 30
2014 30

Provide an efficiency measure.
N/A

Provide a customer satisfaction measure, if
available.

N/A
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RANK: 7 OF 7
Department of Elementary and Secondary Education Budget Unit 50327C
Office of Quality Schools
Title 1 School Improvement (ARRA) Di# 1500005

7. STRATEGIES TO ACHIEVE THE PERFORMANCE MEASUREMENT TARGETS:

*Provide teachers and leaders with job-embedded high quality Professional Development
eInstructional coaches

*Extend learning opportunities

*Post-secondary experiences for high school students

*Training in Data-Driven Decision Making

*Development of capacity to utilize lessons learned for all districts

*Parent and Community Involvement

*High Expectations for All - families, students and staff
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DECISION ITEM DETAIL

Budget Unit FY 2012 FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2013 FY 2014 FY 2014 FY 2014 FY 2014
Decision Item ACTUAL ACTUAL BUDGET BUDGET DEPT REQ DEPT REQ GOV REC GOV REC
Budget Object Class DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR FTE
TITLE | SCHOOL IMPROVEMENT
ARRA Title I SIG - 1500005
TRAVEL, IN-STATE 0 0.00 0 0.00 8,000 0.00 8,000 0.00
MISCELLANEOUS EXPENSES 0 0.00 0 0.00 2,000 0.00 2,000 0.00
TOTAL - EE 0 0.00 0 0.00 10,000 0.00 10,000 0.00
PROGRAM DISTRIBUTIONS 0 0.00 0 0.00 4,990,000 0.00 4,990,000 0.00
TOTAL - PD 0 0.00 0 0.00 4,990,000 0.00 4,990,000 0.00
GRAND TOTAL $0 0.00 $0 0.00 $5,000,000 0.00 $5,000,000 0.00
GENERAL REVENUE $0 0.00 $0 0.00 $0 0.00 $0 0.00
FEDERAL FUNDS $0 0.00 $0 0.00 $5,000,000 0.00 $5,000,000 0.00
OTHER FUNDS $0 0.00 $0 0.00 $0 0.00 $0 0.00
1/29/13 17:13 Page 67 of 122

im_didetail



376

DECISION ITEM SUMMARY

Budget Unit
Decision Item FY 2012 FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2013 FY 2014 FY 2014 FY 2014 FY 2014
Budget Object Summary ACTUAL ACTUAL BUDGET BUDGET DEPT REQ DEPT REQ GOV REC GOV REC
Fund DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR FTE
OTHER FEDERAL GRANTS
CORE
EXPENSE & EQUIPMENT
DEPT ELEM-SEC EDUCATION 0 0.00 100,000 0.00 100,000 0.00 100,000 0.00
TOTAL - EE 0 0.00 100,000 0.00 100,000 0.00 100,000 0.00
PROGRAM-SPECIFIC
DEPT ELEM-SEC EDUCATION 916,996 0.00 2,000,000 0.00 1,400,000 0.00 1,400,000 0.00
TOTAL - PD 916,996 0.00 2,000,000 0.00 1,400,000 0.00 1,400,000 0.00
TOTAL 916,996 0.00 2,100,000 0.00 1,500,000 0.00 1,500,000 0.00
GRAND TOTAL $916,996 0.00 $2,100,000 0.00 $1,500,000 0.00 $1,500,000 0.00

1/28/13 19:30

im_disummary
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Department of Elementary and Secondary Education Budget Unit  50333C
Office of Quality Schools
Other Federal Grants
1. CORE FINANCIAL SUMMARY
FY 2014 Budget Request FY 2014 Governor's Recommendation

GR Federal Other Total GR Fed Other Total
PS 0 0 0 0 PS 0 0 0 0
EE 0 100,000 0 100,000 EE 0 100,000 0 100,000
PSD 0 1,400,000 0 1,400,000 PSD 0 1,400,000 0 1,400,000
TRF 0 0 0 0 TRF 0 0 0 0
Total 0 1,500,000 0 1,500,000 Total 0 1,500,000 0 1,500,000
FTE 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 FTE 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Est. Fringe 0 | 0] 0 | 0 Est. Fringe | 0] 0] 0] 0
Note: Fringes budgeted in House Bill 5 exceptf for certain fringes Note: Fringes budgeted in House Bill 5 except for certain fringes

budgeted directly to MoDOT, Highway Patrol, and Conservation.

budgeted directly to MoDOT, Highway Patrol, and Conservation.

Other Funds:

Notes:

Other Funds:

Notes:

2. CORE DESCRIPTION

Funds support local and statewide reform efforts and promising education reform programs based on scientifically based research, provide a continuing source of
innovation and educational improvement, and support the special educational needs of at-risk and high-cost students.

3. PROGRAM LISTING (list programs included in this core funding)

Education for Homeless Children and Youth
Comprehensive School Health Youth Risk Behavior Surveillance System
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Department of Elementary and Secondary Education Budget Unit 50333C
Office of Quality Schools
Other Federal Grants
4. FINANCIAL HISTORY
FY 2010 FY 2011 FY 2012 FY 2013 .
Actual Actual Actual  Current Yr. Actual Expenditures (All Funds)
.- 3,000,000
Appropriation (All Funds) 3,500,000 2,100,000 2,100,000 2,100,000
Less Reverted (All Funds) 0 0 0 N/A 2 500.000
Budget Authority (All Funds) 3,500,000 2,100,000 2,100,000 N/A A 1 872,440
, 872,
Actual Expenditures (All Funds) 1,512,090 1,872,440 916,996 N/A 000,000 1,612,090
Unexpended (All Funds) 1,987,910 227,560 1,183,004 N/A 1.500.000
16,996

Unexpended, by Fund: 1,000,000 \7\\-

General Revenue 0 0 0 N/A

Federal 1,987,910 227,560 1,183,004 N/A 500,000

Other 0 0 0 N/A

0 . ;
FY 2010 FY 2011 FY 2012

Reverted inciudes Governor's standard 3 percent reserve (when applicable) and any extraordinary withholdings.

NOTES: Federal unexpended funds represent the difference between appropriation authority and actual cash available to expend.
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DEPARTMENT OF ELEMENTARY AND SECC

OTHER FEDERAL GRANTS

‘5. CORE RECONCILIATION DETAIL

Budget
Class FTE GR Federal Other Total Explanation
TAFP AFTER VETOES
EE 0.00 0 100,000 0 100,000
PD 0.00 0 2,000,000 0 2,000,000
Total 0.00 0 2,100,000 0 2,100,000
DEPARTMENT CORE ADJUSTMENTS
Core Reduction 1064 4600 PD 0.00 0 (600,000) 0 (600,000) Adjust to better reflect actual
expenditures.
NET DEPARTMENT CHANGES 0.00 0 (600,000) 0 (600,000)
DEPARTMENT CORE REQUEST
EE 0.00 0 100,000 0 100,000
PD 0.00 0 1,400,000 0 1,400,000
Total 0.00 0 1,500,000 0 1,500,000
GOVERNOR'S RECOMMENDED CORE
EE 0.00 0 100,000 0 100,000
PD 0.00 0 1,400,000 0 1,400,000
Total 0.00 0 1,500,000 0 1,500,000




380

DECISION ITEM DETAIL

Budget Unit FY 2012 FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2013 FY 2014 FY 2014 FY 2014 FY 2014
Decision Item ACTUAL ACTUAL BUDGET BUDGET DEPT REQ DEPT REQ GOV REC GOV REC
Budget Object Class DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR FTE
OTHER FEDERAL GRANTS
CORE
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 0 0.00 100,000 0.00 100,000 0.00 100,000 0.00
TOTAL - EE 0 0.00 100,000 0.00 100,000 0.00 100,000 0.00
PROGRAM DISTRIBUTIONS 916,996 0.00 2,000,000 0.00 1,400,000 0.00 1,400,000 0.00
TOTAL - PD 916,996 0.00 2,000,000 0.00 1,400,000 0.00 1,400,000 0.00
GRAND TOTAL $916,996 0.00 $2,100,000 0.00 $1,500,000 0.00 $1,500,000 0.00
GENERAL REVENUE $0 0.00 $0 0.00 $0 0.00 $0 0.00
FEDERAL FUNDS $916,996 0.00 $2,100,000 0.00 $1,500,000 0.00 $1,500,000 0.00
OTHER FUNDS $0 0.00 $0 0.00 $0 0.00 $0 0.00
1/29/13 17:13 Page 68 of 122
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PROGRAM DESCRIPTION

Department of Elementary & Secondary Education
Education for Homeless Children and Youth
Program is found in the following core budget(s): Other Federal Programs

1. What does this program do?
The program provides for a State Homeless Coordinator to assist school districts in removing barriers in the education of homeless students. School! districts that
have an identified homeless population of 20 or more homeless children and youth per year are eligible to apply, on a competitive basis, for grant funds to provide
educational support activities for homeless children and youth. Missouri uses approximately 5% of the award as state administration set-aside for duties associated
with the Homeless Taskforce, regional homeless liaison meetings, and professional development for the state’s homeless liaisons.
The Department also provides technical assistance, professional development, and coordinates with other state agencies.

2. What is the authorization for this program, i.e., federal or state statute, etc.? (Include the federal program number, if applicable.)

McKinney-Vento Homeless Assistance Act, Title VII, Subtitle B (CFDA Number 84.196A)

3. Are there federal matching requirements? If yes, please explain.

No.

4. Is this a federally mandated program? If yes, please explain.
Yes, this program is a federal mandate under the No Child Left Behind Act of 2001.

5. Provide actual expenditures for the prior three fiscal years and planned expenditures for the current fiscal year.

Program Expenditure History 6000 «© OFEDERAL
1,500,000 NN S
AQ1 ol nO e QTOTAL

1,000,000 B , i— 2

750,000 {2 Al ‘

500,000 o 2

250,000 : R :

FY 2010 Actual FY 2011 Actual FY 2012 Actual FY 2013 Planned
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Department of Elementary & Secondary Education

Education for Homeless Children and Youth

Program is found in the following core budget(s): Other Federal Programs

6. What are the sources of the "Other " funds?

N/A

7a. Provide an effectiveness measure.

Percentages of students scoring in the bottom two levels on the MAP

MATHEMATICS

2009 2010 2011
Grade 3 55.00% 52.20% 49.80%
Grade 4 55.10% 50.90% 48.80%
Grade 5 52.20% 47.60% 46.60%
Grade 6 49.30% 44.00% 42.50%
Grade 7 47.60% 44.80% 43.60%
Grade 8 53.00% 48.00% 48.50%
Grade 10 * * *
COMMUNICATION ARTS
Grade 3 59.00% 56.10% 55.50%
Grade 4 53.00% 48.30% 47.30%
Grade 5 50.60% 48.20% 48.00%
Grade 6 51.90% 49.80% 48.90%
Grade 7 48.90% 47.60% 45.60%
Grade 8 49.80% 47 .60% 46.90%
Grade 11 * * *

Source: MAP Data, 8/24/2012
*End of Course Exams were implemented for high school.
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PROGRAM DESCRIPTION

Department of Elementary & Secondary Education
Education for Homeless Children and Youth
Program is found in the following core budget(s): Other Federal Programs

Annual Dropout Rate 2007-2011 (As a Percent of Total Enroliment)

10.0% a\: §
9.0% - R o 0
™~
8.0% ~
7.0% -
6.0% - = 2007
5.0% = 2008
4.0% # 2009
3.0% - = 2010
2.0% - w2011
1.0%
0.0% :
All public school Asian students Black students Hispanic students Indian students Non-minority students
students

Source: Missouri Dept. of Elementary and Secondary Education
As submitted to Core Data by Missouri Public Schools
Data as of August 24, 2012
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Department of Elementary & Secondary Education

Education for Homeless Children and Youth

Program is found in the following core budget(s): Other Federal Programs

7b. Provide an efficiency measure.

7c.

7d.

10,000
8,000
6,000
4,000
2,000

Number of students that are served by Homeless Grants

QProjected DActual

\-]
o0
9. Q
e %Q €_,Q
o o ® 1P R — R
N ]
“’ ~t M
. (g2 memmen:| o
) .
LX)
[ L | . i |
FY2009 FY2010 FY2011 FY2012 FY2013

NOTE: The large increase in 2009 was due to St. Louis City receiving a grant in the 2008-2009 SY. They also received a grant in the 2009-
2010 school year. The projected numbers for FY10-12 reflect an increase in homeless students which reflects the nation's economic crisis.

Provide the number of clients/individuals served, if applicable.

Number of school districts receiving

grants

FY 2010

Projected Actual

FY 2011

Projected Actual

FY 2012

Projected Actual

FY 2013
Projected

FY 2014
Projected

8

8

8

12

9

Provide a customer satisfaction measure, if available.

N/A
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Department of Elementary & Secondary Education
Comprehensive School Health (YRBSS Administrative)
Program is found in the following core budget(s): Other Federal Grants

1. What does this program do?

surveys conducted by state, territorial, and local education and health agencies and tribal governments. The YRBSS is administered every two years. YRBSS
materials are produced and disseminated, to assist community prevention efforts and coordinated school health programs.

2. What is the authorization for this program, i.e., federal or state statute, etc.? (Include the federal program number, if applicable.)

Public Health Service Act, Section 301(a) and 311 (b) (c), as amended (CFDA Number 93.938)
3. Are there federal matching requirements? If yes, please explain.

No.
4. Is this a federally mandated program? If yes, please explain.
No.
5. Provide actual expenditures for the prior three fiscal years and planned expenditures for the current fiscal year.
Program Expenditure History
FEDERAL
o0 o 2
250,000 205 oef BTOTAL
200,000
’ 3 B © ) 7
o o0 A KL
150,000 e \Q..,:b \Qﬁg \Q\,g /
100,000 7 \J
) Q
O T T T 1
FY 2010 Actual FY 2011 Actual FY 2012 Actual FY 2013 Planned

6. What are the sources of the "Other " funds?
N/A

7a. Provide an effectiveness measure.

The Center for Disease Control has set a return rate of 80% to obtain "weighted data”. This data can then be used as a representative sample of Missouri's
students. Our goal is to obtain "weighted data" for every administration of the YRBSS.

The cooperative agreement with the Department and the Centers for Disease Control is to help schools and other agencies that serve youth to implement coordinated
school health programs to prevent HIV infection and other important health problems. The cooperative agreement was revised in FY10 to only administer the Youth

Risk Behavior Surveillance System (YRBSS) . The YRBSS monitors priority health-risk behaviors and the prevalence of obesity and asthma among youth and young
adults. The YRBSS includes a national school-based survey conducted by the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) and state, territorial, tribal, and local
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Department of Elementary & Secondary Education

Comprehensive School Health (YRBSS Administrative)

Program is found in the following core budget(s): Other Federal Grants

7b.

Provide an efficiency measure.
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7c.

7d.
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Weighted data was not obtained in 2012. No comparisons can be made to prior years.
Provide the number of clients/individuals served, if applicable.

N/A

Provide a customer satisfaction measure, if available.

The following information was taken from school year 2009-10 workshop participants evaluations:

98% of the participants say they would recommend this program to someone else.
100 % of participants stated that after participating in this program, their knowledge and skills regarding HIV/STD and teen pregnancy prevention increased.
70% of participants state that as a result of this program, they will communicate about sexual decision making with the adolescents they work with in a positive way.

50% of the participants plan to implement the Making Proud Choices curriculum in their school, agency or facility.

50% of the participants plan to implement at least one new HIV/STD teen pregnancy concept to improve the sexual health and lives of the adolescents they serve.
100% of participants believed the instructor has knowledge of the subject area.

100% of participants felt the instructor was responsive to question and concerns.

This data was not collected in 2012 as workshops are not offered since the cooperative agreement was revised in FY 2010
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DECISION ITEM SUMMARY

Budget Unit
Decision Item FY 2012 FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2013 FY 2014 FY 2014 FY 2014 FY 2014
Budget Object Summary ACTUAL ACTUAL BUDGET BUDGET DEPT REQ DEPT REQ GOV REC GOV REC
Fund DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR FTE
STEPHEN M FERMAN FUND-GIFTED
CORE
EXPENSE & EQUIPMENT
STATE SCHOOL MONEYS 2,494 0.00 4,200 0.00 4,200 0.00 4,200 0.00
TOTAL -EE 2,494 0.00 4,200 0.00 4,200 0.00 4,200 0.00
PROGRAM-SPECIFIC
STATE SCHOOL MONEYS 0 0.00 5,800 0.00 5,800 0.00 5,800 0.00
TOTAL - PD 0] 0.00 5,800 0.00 5,800 0.00 5,800 0.00
TOTAL 2,494 0.00 10,000 0.00 10,000 0.00 10,000 0.00
GRAND TOTAL $2,494 0.00 $10,000 0.00 $10,000 0.00 $10,000 0.00

1/28/13 19:30

im_disummary
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CORE DECISION ITEM

Department of Elementary and Secondary Education
Office of Quality Schools
Stephen M. Ferman Fund - Gifted

Budget Unit  50343C

1. CORE FINANCIAL SUMMARY

FY 2014 Governor's Recommendation

GR Fed Other Total
PS 0 0 0 0
EE 0 0 4,200 4,200
PSD 0 0 5,800 5,800
TRF 0 0 0 0
Total 0 0 10,000 10,000
FTE 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Est. Fringe | 0l 0| 0l 0

FY 2014 Budget Request
GR Federal Other Total

PS 0 0 0 0
EE 0 0 4,200 4,200
PSD 0 0 5,800 5,800
TRF 0 0 0 0
Total 0 0 10,000 10,000
FTE 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Est. Fringe 0] 0| 0 | 0
Note: Fringes budgeted in House Bill 5 except for certain fringes

budgeted directly to MoDOT, Highway Patrol, and Conservation.

Note: Fringes budgeted in House Bill 5 except for certain fringes
budgeted directly to MoDOT, Highway Patrol, and Conservation.

Other Funds: State Schools Moneys Fund (0616-5640).
Notes:

Other Funds: State Schools Moneys Fund (0616-5640)
Notes:

2. CORE DESCRIPTION

The STEVE MORGAN FERMAN MEMORIAL FUND for Education of the Gifted was established in 1982 by Milton and Frieda Morgan Ferman.

The objectives of the memorial are:

*» To promote awareness among parents, educators, and the public of the characteristics, needs, and educational requirements of gifted children and youth;

* To provide training and advancement of educational opportunities for teachers of the gifted,;

» To support the development and funding of programs for the gifted.

3. PROGRAM LISTING (list programs included in this core funding)

Stephen M Ferman Fund-Gifted
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Department of Elementary and Secondary Education Budget Unit 50343C
Office of Quality Schools
Stephen M. Ferman Fund - Gifted
4. FINANCIAL HISTORY
FY 2010 FY 2011 FY 2012 FY 2013 .
Actual Actual Actual Current Yr. Actual Expenditures (All Funds)
-~ , 10,000
Appropriation (All Funds) 10,000 10,000 10,000 10,000
Less Reverted (All Funds) 0 0 0 N/A
Budget Authority (All Funds) 10,000 10,000 10,000 N/A 8,000
Actual Expenditures (All Funds) 3,293 1,314 2,494 N/A 6,000
Unexpended (All Funds) 6,707 8,686 7,506 N/A
4,000 3,293
Unexpended, by Fund: ' 2,494
General Revenue 0 0 0 N/A .\ 1314
Federal 0 0 0 N/A 2,000 \.//.
Other 6,707 8,686 7,506 N/A
0 ,
FY 2010 FY 2011 FY 2012

Reverted includes Governor's standard 3 percent reserve (when applicable) and any extraordinary withholdings.

NOTES:
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DEPARTMENT OF ELEMENTARY AND SECC
STEPHEN M FERMAN FUND-GIFTED

5. CORE RECONCILIATION DETAIL

Budget
Class FTE Other Total Explanation
TAFP AFTER VETOES
EE 0.00 0 0 4,200 4,200
PD 0.00 0 0 5,800 5,800
Total 0.00 0 0 10,000 10,000
DEPARTMENT CORE REQUEST
EE 0.00 0 0 4,200 4,200
PD 0.00 0 0 5,800 5,800
Total 0.00 0 0 10,000 10,000
GOVERNOR'S RECOMMENDED CORE
EE 0.00 0 0 4,200 4,200
PD 0.00 0 0 5,800 5,800
Total 0.00 0 0 10,000 10,000
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DECISION ITEM DETAIL

Budget Unit FY 2012 FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2013 FY 2014 FY 2014 FY 2014 FY 2014
Decision Item ACTUAL ACTUAL BUDGET BUDGET DEPT REQ DEPT REQ GOV REC GOV REC
Budget Object Class DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR FTE
STEPHEN M FERMAN FUND-GIFTED
CORE
TRAVEL, IN-STATE 127 0.00 1,000 0.00 1,000 0.00 1,000 0.00
TRAVEL, OUT-OF-STATE 0 0.00 100 0.00 100 0.00 100 0.00
SUPPLIES 0 0.00 1 0.00 1 0.00 1 0.00
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 2,367 0.00 3,008 0.00 3,098 0.00 3,008 0.00
MISCELLANEOUS EXPENSES 0 0.00 1 0.00 1 0.00 1 0.00
TOTAL - EE 2,494 0.00 4,200 0.00 4,200 0.00 4,200 0.00
PROGRAM DISTRIBUTIONS 0 0.00 5,800 0.00 5,800 0.00 5,800 0.00
TOTAL - PD 0 0.00 5,800 0.00 5,800 0.00 5,800 0.00
GRAND TOTAL $2,494 0.00 $10,000 0.00 $10,000 0.00 $10,000 0.00
GENERAL REVENUE $0 0.00 $0 0.00 $0 0.00 $0 0.00
FEDERAL FUNDS $0 0.00 $0 0.00 $0 0.00 $0 0.00
OTHER FUNDS $2,494 0.00 $10,000 0.00 $10,000 0.00 $10,000 0.00

1/29/1317:13
im_didetail
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PROGRAM DESCRIPTION

Department of Elementary & Secondary Education

Stephen M. Ferman Fund-Gifted

Program is found in the following core budget(s): Stephen M. Ferman Fund-Gifted

1. What does this program do?

Monies from the Steve Morgan Ferman Memorial Fund have been used to help bring consultants to regional sites in Missouri. and support training of teachers new
to the field of giffed education. This has helped to provide equal access to in-service opportunities for teachers, students, and parents. Workshops have involved
such speakers as:

- Sally Holt, Past President of the Gifted Association of Missouri
- Mary Pothoff, Director of the Drury University Gifted Education Programs
- Lea Trimble, author of Understanding and Challenging the Gifted: A Teachers Handbook

2. What is the authorization for this program, i.e., federal or state statute, etc.? (Include the federal program number, if applicable.)
Article IX, Section 5 as implemented by Sections 166.001-166.121 RSMo.

3. Are there federal matching requirements? If yes, please explain.
No.

4. Is this a federally mandated program? If yes, please explain.
No.

5. Provide actual expenditures for the prior three fiscal years and planned expenditures for the current fiscal year.

Program Expenditure History

o0 o0 OOTHER @TOTAL
12,000 o o8
10,000
8,000
6,000 o7 2> & .
4,000 > > P A> 2 2

FY 2010 Actual FY 2011 Actual FY 2012 Actual FY 2013 Planned
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Department of Elementary & Secondary Education
Stephen M. Ferman Fund-Gifted
Program is found in the following core budget(s): Stephen M. Ferman Fund-Gifted

6. What are the sources of the "Other " funds?
State School Moneys Fund (0616-5640)

7a. Provide an effectiveness measure.

Conference and Workshop Participants
600 6“0 6“0 ,;fL 73“0 6(\0
500
400 4— OProjected
300 +— ,L'\\,Q R SRS rojecte
200 +4] o i s N AP Qhctuel
100 +— B e RN ( L:i
FY2008 FY2009 FY2010 FY2011 FY2012 FY2013
7h. Provide an efficiency measure.
Percentage of Appropriation Expended
‘\nglo ‘\°°°|o ‘\°°°|o ‘\°°°|o \Q@h ‘\ngh
100% e 0
neaay 9
75% - faae : - © e @Projected
50% - x i edlo DActual
O
25% i o I - sl
0% o N - ROE) B . IO - 100 e
FY2008 FY2009 FY2010 FY2011 FY2012 FY2013

Note: Less funds were expended during FY2008, 2010 and 2011 to allow for more carryover into FY2009 and FY 2012 due to less interest revenue being avaiiable.
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Department of Elementary & Secondary Education

Stephen M. Ferman Fund-Gifted

Program is found in the following core budget(s): Stephen M. Ferman Fund-Gifted

7c.

Provide the number of clients/individuals served, if applicable.

Number of participants

N/A

FY 2010 FY 2011 FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2014
Projected Actual Projected Actual Projected Actual Projected | Projected
500 10 500 30 500 50 100 100

7d. Provide a customer satisfaction measure, if available.
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DECISION ITEM SUMMARY

Budget Unit
Decision Item FY 2012 FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2013 FY 2014 FY 2014 FY 2014 FY 2014
Budget Object Summary ACTUAL ACTUAL BUDGET BUDGET DEPT REQ DEPT REQ GOV REC GOV REC
Fund DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR FTE
AP/DUAL CREDIT
CORE
PROGRAM-SPECIFIC
DEPT ELEM-SEC EDUCATION 253,036 0.00 315,875 0.00 315,875 0.00 315,875 0.00
TOTAL - PD 253,036 0.00 315,875 0.00 315,875 0.00 315,875 0.00
TOTAL 253,036 0.00 315,875 0.00 315,875 0.00 315,875 0.00
GRAND TOTAL $253,036 0.00 $315,875 0.00 $315,875 0.00 $315,875 0.00

1/28/13 19:30

im_disummary
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Department of Elementary and Secondary Education Budget Unit  50377C
Office of Quality Schools
Advanced Placement
1. CORE FINANCIAL SUMMARY
FY 2014 Budget Request FY 2014 Governor's Recommendation

GR Federal Other Total GR Fed Other Total
PS 0 0 0 0 PS 0 0 0 0
EE 0 0 0 0 EE 0 0 0 0
PSD 0 315,875 0 315,875 PSD 0 315,875 0 315,875
TRF 0 0 0 0 TRF 0 0 0 0
Total 0 315,875 0 315,875 Total 0 315,875 0 315,875
FTE 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 FTE 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Est. Fringe 0 0| 0] 0 Est. Fringe | 0 0] 0] 0
Note: Fringes budgeted in House Bill 5 except for certain fringes Note: Fringes budgeted in House Bill 5 except for certain fringes

budgeted directly to MoDOT, Highway Patrol, and Conservation.

budgeted directly to MoDOT, Highway Patrol, and Conservation.

Other Funds:

2. CORE DESCRIPTION

Low-income high school students will be encouraged to take a more academically rigorous program of studies by providing incentives that pay their exam fees for

Advanced Placement (AP) and International Baccalaureate (IB)

courses through a federal grant.

3. PROGRAM LISTING (list programs included in this core funding)

Advanced Placement & International Baccalaureate Courses (Federal)
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Department of Elementary and Secondary Education Budget Unit  50377C
Office of Quality Schools
Advanced Placement
4. FINANCIAL HISTORY
FY 2010 FY 2011 FY 2012 FY 2013 .
Actual Actual Actual  Current Yr. Actual Expenditures (All Funds)
- 350,000
Appropriation (All Funds) 105,000 376,500 397,724 315,875
Less Reverted (All Funds) 0 0 0 N/A 300,000 53095
Budget Authority (All Funds) 105,000 376,500 397,724 N/A '
250,000 199,051 -
Actual Expenditures (All Funds) 105,000 199,051 253,036 N/A 200,00
Unexpended (All Funds) 0 177,449 144,688 N/A 000
150,000 105,000

Unexpended, by Fund: ./

General Revenue 0 0 0 N/A 100,000

Federal 0 177,449 144,688 N/A 50.000

Other 0 0 0 N/A '

0 . ,
FY 2010 FY 2011 FY 2012

Reverted includes Governor's standard 3 percent reserve (when applicable) and any extraordinary withholdings.

NOTES: The state funded portion of the appropriation was not funded after FY2009.
The federal unexpended represents the difference between appropriation authority and actual federal grants received.
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DEPARTMENT OF ELEMENTARY AND SECC
AP/DUAL CREDIT

5. CORE RECONCILIATION DETAIL

Budget
Class FTE Federal Total Explanation
TAFP AFTER VETOES
PD 0.00 315,875 0 315,875
Total 0.00 315,875 0 315,875
DEPARTMENT CORE REQUEST
PD 0.00 315,875 0 315,875
Total 0.00 315,875 0 315,875
GOVERNOR'S RECOMMENDED CORE
PD 0.00 315,875 0 315,875
Total 0.00 315,875 0 315,875
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DECISION ITEM DETAIL

Budget Unit FY 2012 FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2013 FY 2014 FY 2014 FY 2014 FY 2014
Decision item ACTUAL ACTUAL BUDGET BUDGET DEPT REQ DEPT REQ GOV REC GOV REC
Budget Object Class DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR FTE
AP/DUAL CREDIT
CORE
PROGRAM DISTRIBUTIONS 253,036 0.00 315,875 0.00 315,875 0.00 315,875 0.00
TOTAL - PD 253,036 0.00 315,875 0.00 315,875 0.00 315,875 0.00
GRAND TOTAL $253,036 0.00 $315,875 0.00 $315,875 0.00 $315,875 0.00
GENERAL REVENUE $0 0.00 $0 0.00 $0 0.00 $0 0.00
FEDERAL FUNDS $253,036 0.00 $315,875 0.00 $315,875 0.00 $315,875 0.00
OTHER FUNDS $0 0.00 $0 0.00 $0 0.00 $0 0.00
1/29M1317:13 Page 70 of 122
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PROGRAM DESCRIPTION

Department of Elementary & Secondary Education

Advanced Placement & International Baccalaureate Courses (Federal)

Program is found in the following core budget(s): Advanced Placement

1. What does this program do?

High School students will be encouraged to take a more academically rigorous program of studies with incentives that allow them to have the federal government pay
the exam fees for Advanced Placement (AP) and International Baccalaureate (IB) exam fees. The federal monies pay exam fees for low income students in any subject
area.

Federal funding pays the entire AP exam fee after the College Board Reduction in any subject area. The Exam fee is $87. The College Board reduction is $26 and the
school forgoes the $8 administration fee for these students. Thus, this grant then pays the remaining $53. Federal funding also pays for the IB registration fee and
subject exam fees for students in any subject area (the registration fee is $145 and the subject area(s) fee is $100). The criteria for the federal program are that you
take an AP or IB exam, you are a studentin a MO school and you qualify for free or reduced price lunches.

2. What is the authorization for this program, i.e., federal or state statute, etc.? (Include the federal program number, if applicable.)
House Bill 2

3. Are there federal matching requirements? If yes, please explain.
No.

4, Is this a federally mandated program? If yes, please explain.

No.
5. Provide actual expenditures for the prior three fiscal years and planned expenditures for the current fiscal year.
Program Expenditure History aGR
BFEDERAL
800,000 ®OTHER
600,000 22 22 “TOTAL
3 (o\ < T
400,000 $ o
o° 9
200,000 be s
N L
. S g sS4 - s
FY 2010 Actual FY 2011 Actual FY 2012 Actual FY 2013 Planned

6. What are the sources of the "Other " funds?
For FYQ9, Lottery (0291-0040)




PROGRAM DESCRIPTION

Department of Elementary & Secondary Education

Advanced Placement & International Baccalaureate Courses (Federal)

Program is found in the following core budget(s): Advanced Placement

7a.

7b.

7c.

7d.

Provide an effectiveness measure.

Number of Exams Taken

O
o abd 29
4,000 1:9.1 '5*‘ 1‘%b(\)
3,000 3 5 &
2 o ¢ :
2,000 AS NG A mProjected
OActual
e I *.
O T T T
FY2009 FY2010 FY2011 FY2012 FY2013
Provide an efficiency measure.
100% of the total appropriation will be expended to pay for Advanced Placement and/or International Baccalaureate exam fees.
Provide the number of clients/individuals served, if applicable.
FY 2010 FY 2011 FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2014
Projected Actual Projected Actual Projected Actual Projected Projected
Number of exams for which
reimbursement is requested 1,660 2,994 3,144 2,840 2,868 3,476 3,500 3,600

(duplicated count)

Provide a customer satisfaction measure, if available.

N/A
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DECISION ITEM SUMMARY

Budget Unit
Decision Item FY 2012 FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2013 FY 2014 FY 2014 FY 2014 FY 2014
Budget Object Summary ACTUAL ACTUAL BUDGET BUDGET DEPT REQ DEPT REQ GOV REC GOV REC
Fund DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR DOLLAR
TITLE Il IMPROVE TEACHER QLTY
CORE
EXPENSE & EQUIPMENT
DEPT ELEM-SEC EDUCATION 2,927 0.00 48,890 0.00 48,890 0.00 48,890 0.00
TOTAL - EE 2,927 0.00 48,890 0.00 48,890 0.00 48,890 0.00
PROGRAM-SPECIFIC
DEPT ELEM-SEC EDUCATION 48,668,251 0.00 59,300,000 0.00 59,300,000 0.00 59,300,000 0.00
TOTAL - PD 48,668,251 0.00 59,300,000 0.00 59,300,000 0.00 59,300,000 0.00
TOTAL 48,671,178 0.00 59,348,890 0.00 59,348,890 0.00 59,348,890 0.00
GRAND TOTAL $48,671,178 0.00 $59,348,890 0.00 $59,348,890 0.00 $59,348,890 0.00

1/28/13 19:30

im_disummary
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Department of Elementary & Secondary Education
Office of Quality Schools

Title Il (Improve Teacher Quality)

Budget Unit 50378C

1. CORE FINANCIAL SUMMARY

FY 2014 Governor's Recommendation

GR Fed Other Total
PS 0 0 0 0
EE 0 48,890 0 48,890
PSD 0 59,300,000 0 59,300,000
TRF 0 0 0 0
Total 0 59,348,890 0 59,348,890
FTE 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Est. Fringe | 0| 0] 0} 0

FY 2014 Budget Request
GR Federal Other Total
PS 0 0 0 0
EE 0 48,890 0 48,890
PSD 0 59,300,000 0 59,300,000
TRF 0 0 0 0
Total 0 59,348,890 0 59,348,890
FTE 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Est. Fringe 0 | 0 | 0 | 0
Note: Fringes budgeted in House Bill 5 except for certain fringes budgeted

directly to MoDOT, Highway Patrol, and Conservation.

Note: Fringes budgeted in House Bill 5 except for certain fringes
budgeted directly to MoDOT, Highway Patrol, and Conservation.

Other Funds:
Notes:

Other Funds:
Notes:

2. CORE DESCRIPTION

The purpose of this No Child Left Behind (NCLB) program is to increase student achievement through strategies such as improving teacher and principal quality.
Additionally, this program is to increase the number of highly qualified teachers in the classroom and highly qualified principals and assistant principals in schools
and to hold schools accountable for improvements in student academic achievement.

3. PROGRAM LISTING (list programs included in this core funding)

Title ll, Part A
Title 1, Part B--Math & Science Partnerships
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Department of Elementary & Secondary Education Budget Unit 50378C
Office of Quality Schools
Title Il (Improve Teacher Quality)
4. FINANCIAL HISTORY
FY 2010 FY 2011 FY 2012 FY 2013 .
Actual Actual Actual  Current Yr. Actual Expenditures (All Funds)
- 60,000,000
Appropriation (All Funds) 59,348,890 59,348,890 59,348,890 59,348,890 48.917 534 48.671.178
Less Reverted (All Funds) 0 0 0 N/A 43068190 ’ T
Budget Authority (All Funds) 59,348,890 59,348,890 59,348,890 N/A ’ ./' "
0,000,000
Actual Expenditures (All Funds) 43,068,190 48,917,534 48671,178 N/A 4
Unexpended (All Funds) 16,280,700 10,431,356 10,677,712 N/A
Unexpended, by Fund: 20,000,000
General Revenue 0 0 0 N/A
Federal 16,280,700 10,431,356 10,677,712 N/A
Other 0 0 0 N/A
FY 2010 FY 2011 FY 2012

Reverted includes Governor's standard 3 percent reserve (when applicable) and any extraordinary withholdings.

NOTES:

The federal unexpended represents the difference between appropriation authority and actual cash available to expend.

Expenditures for administrative purposes run through a separate appropriation, so the total of the individua! program expenditures is more than the
appropriation expenditures total.
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DEPARTMENT OF ELEMENTARY AND SECC
TITLE Il IMPROVE TEACHER QLTY

5. CORE RECONCILIATION DETAIL

Budget
Class FTE Federal Other Total Explanation
TAFP AFTER VETOES
EE 0.00 0 48,890 0 48,890
PD 0.00 0 59,300,000 0 59,300,000
Total 0.00 0 59,348,890 0 59,348,890
DEPARTMENT CORE REQUEST
EE 0.00 0 48,890 0 48,890
PD 0.00 0 59,300,000 0 59,300,000
Total 0.00 0 59,348,890 0 59,348,890
GOVERNOR'S RECOMMENDED CORE
EE 0.00 0 48,890 0 48,890
PD 0.00 0 59,300,000 0 59,300,000
Total 0.00 0 59,348,890 0 59,348,890
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DECISION ITEM DETAIL

Budget Unit FY 2012 FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2013 FY 2014 FY 2014 FY 2014 FY 2014
Decision ltem ACTUAL ACTUAL BUDGET BUDGET DEPT REQ DEPT REQ GOV REC GOV REC
Budget Object Class DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR FTE
TITLE Il IMPROVE TEACHER QLTY
CORE
PROFESSIONAL DEVELOPMENT 400 0.00 0 0.00 500 0.00 500 0.00
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 323 0.00 48,890 0.00 46,390 0.00 46,390 0.00
OTHER EQUIPMENT 2,204 0.00 0 0.00 2,000 0.00 2,000 0.00
TOTAL - EE 2,927 0.00 48,890 0.00 48,890 0.00 48,890 0.00
PROGRAM DISTRIBUTIONS 48,668,251 0.00 59,300,000 0.00 59,300,000 0.00 59,300,000 0.00
TOTAL - PD 48,668,251 0.00 59,300,000 0.00 59,300,000 0.00 §9,300,000 0.00
GRAND TOTAL $48,671,178 0.00 $59,348,890 0.00 $59,348,890 0.00 $59,348,890 0.00
GENERAL REVENUE $0 0.00 $0 0.00 $0 0.00 $0 0.00
FEDERAL FUNDS $48,671,178 0.00 $59,348,890 0.00 $59,348,890 0.00 $59,348,890 0.00
OTHER FUNDS $0 0.00 $0 0.00 $0 0.00 $0 0.00

1/291317:13
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PROGRAM DESCRIPTION

Department of Elementary & Secondary Education
Title ll, Part A
Program is found in the following core budget(s): Title Il (improve Teacher Quality)

1. What does this program do?

This funding can be used for hiring highly qualified teachers, providing teacher retention and recruitment activities, offering professional development in the core
areas for teachers and paraprofessionals, and providing support for teachers and principals in their first three years.

2. What is the authorization for this program, i.e., federal or state statute, etc.? (Include the federal program number, if applicable.)
No Child Left Behind Act of 2001 (CFDA Number 84.367A)

3. Are there federal matching requirements? If yes, please explain.

No.

4. Is this a federally mandated program? If yes, please explain.

No.

5. Provide actual expenditures for the prior three fiscal years and planned expenditures for the current fiscal year.

Program Expenditure History
O o DFEDERAL BTOTAL
80,000,000 . e
60,000,000 3@3@ S ¥ X ad ol
,000, ! ‘bga% & .
40,000,000
20,000,000
0 : ; . 1 - .
FY 2010 Actual FY 2011 Actual FY 2012Actual FY 2013 Pianned

6. What are the sources of the "Other " funds?

N/A
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Department of Elementary & Secondary Education

Title I, Part A

Program is found in the following core budget(s): Title i (Improve Teacher Quality)

7a. Provide an effectiveness measure.

Increase to 100 percent by 2014 the number of Missouri public school core academic courses taught by highly qualified teachers with the appropriate grade
and subject certification.

Percentage of core academic courses taught by highly qualified teachers
100.0% 98:3% 97.99% 98.0% 97.7% 98.1%
98.0% S S S
@
96.0% - »
96.7% 96.4% P 96.9%
94.0% i S5,
: S .17 94.7% o = 94.2%
92.0% 93:4% 93:5% il 22 Total Percentage
90.0% =22 Highest Poverty Schools
88.0% : =g L OWEST Poverty Schools
86.0% 88.1%
84.0%
82.0% E :
2007 2008 2009 2010 2011

Source: DESE School Core Data and Teacher Cetrtification records, September 2011

About the measure: This measure was developed by DESE to monitor one aspect of teacher quality in Missouri - do
Missouri's highly qualified teachers have the appropriate qualifications to teach their assigned courses? The MOSIS/Core
Data system is used to identify classroom teachers and their assignments, and that information is then compared with
teachers’ certification records. The various courses and required teaching certificates are defined by the MSIP and are
listed in the Core Data manual (Exhibit 10).
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Department of Elementary & Secondary Education

Title Il, Part A

Program is found in the following core budget(s): Title Il (improve Teacher Quality)

Missouri Adequate Yearly Progress for 2011

Number of % Not
Schools Schools Met % Met Not Met Met

All Schools 2,187 558 25.5% 1,629 74.5%

Title | Schools 1,167 333 28.5% 834 71.5%
7b. Provide an efficiency measure.

N/A
7c. Provide the number of clients/individuals served, if applicable.

FY 2010 FY 2011 FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2014
Projected Actual Projected Actual Projected Actual Projected | Projected
Number of grants awarded 555 555 557 558 562 562 557 557

Note: Department of Corrections and the Division of Youth Services have always been included in these numbers. Starting with FY2007, charter schools that become LEAs

are also included.

7d. Provide a customer satisfaction measure, if available.

N/A
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PROGRAM DESCRIPTION

Department of Elementary & Secondary Education

Title Ii, Part B--Math & Science Partnerships
Program is found in the following core budget(s): Title Il Improve Teacher Quality)

1. What does this program do?

Funds available for the Mathematics and Science partnership competitive grant program will be awarded to support successful proposals submitted by partnerships
that will provide program and resources to improve mathematics and science instruction. Summer academies will be developed and implemented in both
mathematics and science. Professional development follow-up activities will be implemented after the summer academies.

2. What is the authorization for this program, i.e., federal or state statute, etc.? (Include the federal program number, if applicable.)
No Child Left Behind Act of 2001 (CFDA Number 84.366B)

3. Are there federal matching requirements? If yes, please explain.

No.
4. Is this a federally mandated program? If yes, please explain.
No.

5. Provide actual expenditures for the prior three fiscal years and planned expenditures for the current fiscal year.

Program Expenditure History
o o
g;g,& @b‘ b:b:b 5&?’ GFEDERAL 8TOTAL
4,000,000 T o o3
2,000,000
FY 2010 Actual FY 2011 Actual FY 2012 Actual FY 2013 Planned

6. What are the sources of the "Other " funds?
N/A
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Department of Elementary & Secondary Education

Title Il, Part B--Math & Science Partnerships

Program is found in the following core budget(s): Title Il (Improve Teacher Quality)

7a. Provide an effectiveness measure.

Increase to 100 percent by 2011 the number of Missouri public school core academic courses taught by highly qualified teachers with the appropriate
grade and subject certification.

Percentage of core academic courses taught by highly qualified teachers
100.0% 98:3% §7°9% 98.0% 5759
98.0% Ay e —
96.0% 5 @ o Do
6.79
94.0% o 96.4%
= e 95.1% 94.7%
92.0% 93 4% 93:5% g 4==Total Percentage
9 s w2 Highest Poverty Schools
90.0% 811 g verty
88.0% =g Lowest Poverty Schools
86.0% 88.1%
84.0%
82.0%
2007 2008 2009 2010
Source: DESE School Core Data and Teacher Certification records, September 2011

About the measure: This measure was developed by DESE to monitor one aspect of teacher quality in Missouri - do
Missouri's highly qualified teachers have the appropriate qualifications to teach their assigned courses? The Core Data

system is used to identify classroom teachers and their assignments, and that information is then compared with teachers

certification records. The various courses and required teaching certificates are defined by the MSIP and are listed in the

Core Data manual (Exhibit 10).
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Department of Elementary & Secondary Education

Title 1l, Part B--Math & Science Partnerships

Program is found in the following core budget(s): Title Il (Improve Teacher Quality)

Missouri Adequate Yearly Progress for 2011

Number of % Not
Schools Schools Met % Met Not Met Met
All Schools 2,187 558 25.5% 1,629 74.5%
Title | Schools 1,167 333 28.5% 834 71.5%
Data as of 7/26/2011
7h. Provide an efficiency measure.
N/A
7c. Provide the number of clients/individuals served, if applicable.
FY 2010 FY 2011 FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2014
Projected Actual Projected Actual Projected Actual Projected | Projected
# of School Districts in Partnerships 19 28 30 11 30 11 30 30
Number of IHEs in Partnerships* 10 6 10 7 10 7 10 10
Number of Teachers affected by grants 679 438 400 446 400 446 400 400

*Note - IHE is abbreviation for Institute of Higher Education

7d. Provide a customer satisfaction measure, if available.

N/A
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DECISION ITEM SUMMARY

Budget Unit
Decision Item FY 2012 FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2013 FY 2014 FY 2014 FY 2014 FY 2014
Budget Object Summary ACTUAL ACTUAL BUDGET BUDGET DEPT REQ DEPT REQ GOV REC GOV REC
Fund DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR DOLLAR
CHARTER SCHOOLS
CORE
PROGRAM-SPECIFIC
DEPT ELEM-SEC EDUCATION 537,848 0.00 2,432,000 0.00 2,432,000 0.00 2,432,000 0.00
TOTAL - PD 537,848 0.00 2,432,000 0.00 2,432,000 0.00 2,432,000 0.00
TOTAL 537,848 0.00 2,432,000 0.00 2,432,000 0.00 2,432,000 0.00
Charter School Expansion - 1500006
EXPENSE & EQUIPMENT
GENERAL REVENUE 0 0.00 0 0.00 300,000 0.00 100,000 0.00
TOTAL - EE 0 0.00 0 0.00 300,000 0.00 100,000 0.00
TOTAL 0.00 0.00 300,000 0.00 100,000 0.00
GRAND TOTAL $537,848 0.00 $2,432,000 0.00 $2,732,000 0.00 $2,532,000 0.00

1/28/13 19:30

im_disummary
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Department of Elementary and Secondary Education Budget Unit 50382C
Office of Quality Schools
Public Charter Schools Program
1. CORE FINANCIAL SUMMARY
FY 2014 Budget Request FY 2014 Governor's Recommendation

GR Federal Other Total GR Fed Other Total
PS 0 0 0 0 PS 0 0 0 0
EE 0 0 0 0 EE 0 0 0 0
PSD 0 2,432,000 0 2,432,000 PSD 0 2,432,000 0 2,432,000
TRF 0 0 0 0 TRF 0 0 0 0
Total 0 2,432,000 0 2,432,000 Total 0 2,432,000 0 2,432,000
FTE 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 FTE 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Est. Fringe 0| 0| 0| 0 Est. Fringe | 0} 0] 0] 0

Note: Fringes bud

geted in House Bill 5 except for certain fringes
budgeted directly to MoDOT, Highway Patrol, and Conservation.

Note: Fringes budgeted in House Bill 5 except for certain fringes
budgeted directly to MoDOT, Highway Patrol, and Conservation.

Notes:

Notes:

2. CORE DESCRIPTION

The Public Charter Schools (PSCS) grant program was established to increase the understanding of the charter schools model by providing financial assistance for

design and initial implementation of charter schools. These funds are to be awarded in sub grants to eligible applicants for planning, program design, and initial
implementation of a charter school.

3. PROGRAM LISTING (list programs included in this core funding)

Public Charter School Program (Federal)




CORE DECISION ITEM
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Department of Elementary and Secondary Education Budget Unit 50382C
Office of Quality Schools
Public Charter Schools Program
4. FINANCIAL HISTORY
FY 2010 FY 2011 FY 2012 FY 2013 .
Actual Actual Actual  Current Yr. Actual Expenditures (All Funds)
- 600,000 537,848
Appropriation (All Funds) 2,432,000 2,432,000 2,432,000 2,432,000
Less Reverted (All Funds) 0 0 0 N/A 500.000 M
Budget Authority (All Funds) 2,432,000 2,432,000 2,432,000 N/A ’ /
00,000
Actual Expenditures (All Funds) 0 148,621 537,848 N/A 400, /
Unexpended (All Funds) 2,432,000 2,283,379 1,894,152 N/A 300.000
Unexpended, by Fund: 200,000 148,621 /
General Revenue 0 0 0 N/A /./
Federal 2,432,000 2,283,379 1,894,152 N/A 100,000
Other 0 0 0 N/A

0

L

FY 2010 FY 2011 FY 2012

Reverted includes Governor's standard 3 percent reserve (when applicable) and any extraordinary withholdings.

NOTES: Federal expenditures are based on actual grants requested and awarded. The Federal appropriation represents total
dollars available to request. No grants were awarded during FY2009 or FY2010.




CORE RECONCILIATION DETAIL
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DEPARTMENT OF ELEMENTARY AND SECC
CHARTER SCHOOLS

5. CORE RECONCILIATION DETAIL

Budget
Class FTE Federal Total Explanation
TAFP AFTER VETOES
PD 0.00 0 2,432,000 2,432,000
Total 0.00 0 2,432,000 2,432,000
DEPARTMENT CORE REQUEST
PD 0.00 0 2,432,000 2,432,000
Total 0.00 0 2,432,000 2,432,000
GOVERNOR'S RECOMMENDED CORE
PD 0.00 0 2,432,000 2,432,000
Total 0.00 0 2,432,000 2,432,000
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DECISION ITEM DETAIL

Budget Unit FY 2012 FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2013 FY 2014 FY 2014 FY 2014 FY 2014
Decision ltem ACTUAL ACTUAL BUDGET BUDGET DEPT REQ DEPT REQ GOV REC GOV REC
Budget Object Class DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR FTE
CHARTER SCHOOLS
CORE
PROGRAM DISTRIBUTIONS 537,848 0.00 2,432,000 0.00 2,432,000 0.00 2,432,000 0.00
TOTAL-PD 537,848 0.00 2,432,000 0.00 2,432,000 0.00 2,432,000 0.00
GRAND TOTAL $537,848 0.00 $2,432,000 0.00 $2,432,000 0.00 $2,432,000 0.00
GENERAL REVENUE $0 0.00 $0 0.00 $0 0.00 $0 0.00
FEDERAL FUNDS $537,848 0.00 $2,432,000 0.00 $2,432,000 0.00 $2,432,000 0.00
OTHER FUNDS $0 0.00 $0 0.00 $0 0.00 $0 0.00
1/29/13 17:13 Page 72 of 122
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PROGRAM DESCRIPTION

418

Department of Elementary and Secondary Education

Public Charter Schools Program (Federal)

Program is found in the following core budget(s): Public Charter Schools Program

1. What does this program do?

Missouri will use the federal PCSP grant money to provide assistance to high-quality charter school proposals. Charter schools will use funds to defray initial
implementation costs including office and clerical expenses, curriculum materiais and equipment, recruitment of students, professional development for staff, and
Library Media Center (LMC) and technology resources. DESE will use federal grant money to: provide start-up assistance and devise and conduct a sponsor

evaluation process. In so doing, Missouri can encourage and support educational innovation at the local level.

2. What is the authorization for this program, i.e., federal or state statute, etc.? (Include the federal program number, if applicable.)
Public Law 105-278 and Part C of Title X, ESEA of 1965 as amended by the Charter Schools Expansion Act of 1998 (CFDA Number 84.282A)

3. Are there federal matching requirements? If yes, please explain.

No.

4. Is this a federally mandated program? If yes, please explain.

No.

5. Provide actual expenditures for the prior three fiscal years and planned expenditures for the current fiscal year.

Program Expenditure History

OFEDERAL BTOTAL

3,000,000

2,500,000
2,000,000

1,500,000

b O
S &

1,000,000

A

500,000 > s

0 | o A 2 5y s

&)
N

FY 2010 Actual

FY 2011 Actual

FY 2012 Actual

FY 2013 Planned

NOTE: DESE did not receive federal charter school funds during FY 2010. Eligible charter schools were able to apply directly to the US Department of

Education for grant funds.

6. What are the sources of the "Other " funds?

N/A




PROGRAM DESCRIPTION

419

Department of Elementary and Secondary Education

Public Charter Schools Program (Federal)

Program is found in the following core budget(s): Public Charter Schools Program

7a. Provide an effectiveness measure.
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PROGRAM DESCRIPTION

420

Department of Elementary and Secondary Education

Public Charter Schools Program (Federal)

Program is found in the following core budget(s): Public Charter Schools Program

7b.

7c.

7d.

Provide an efficiency measure.
N/A

Provide the number of clients/individuals served, if applicable.

FY 2010 FY 2011 FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2014
Projected Actual Projected Actual Projected Actual Projected | Projected
Students Served 800 0 800 2000 800 500 800 800
Number of Grants Awarded 3-6 0 3-4 4 3-4 3 12 12

NOTE: DESE did not receive federal charter school funds during FY 2010. Eligible charter schools were able to apply directly to the U.S.

Department of Education for grant funds.

Provide a customer satisfaction measure, if available.
N/A




421

NEW DECISION ITEM

RANK: 6 OF 7
Department of Elementary and Secondary Education Budget Unit 50382C/50281C
Division of Learning Services
Charter School Expansion DI# 1500006
1. AMOUNT OF REQUEST
FY 2014 Budget Request FY 2014 Governor's Recommendation
GR Federal Other Total GR Federal Other Total
PS 229,014 0 0 229,014 PS 47,472 0 0 47,472
EE 320,500 0 0 320,500 EE 105,624 0 0 105,624
PSD 0 0 0 0 PSD 0 0 0 0
TRF 0 0 0 0 TRF 0 0 0 0
Total 549,514 0 0 549,514 Total 153,096 0 0 153,096
FTE 5.00 0.00 0.00 5.00 FTE 1.00 0.00 0.00 1.00
Est. Fringe | 117,736 0] 0| 117,736 Est. Fringe | 24,405| 0] 0] 24,405
Note: Fringes budgeted in House Bill 5 except for certain fringes Note: Fringes budgeted in House Bill 5 except for certain fringes
budgeted directly to MoDOT, Highway Patrol, and Conservation. budgeted directly to MoDOT, Highway Patrol, and Conservation.
Other Funds: Other Funds:
2. THIS REQUEST CAN BE CATEGORIZED AS:
X New Legislation New Program Fund Switch

Federal Mandate Program Expansion Cost to Continue

GR Pick-Up Space Request Equipment Replacement

Pay Plan Other:

3. WHY IS THIS FUNDING NEEDED? PROVIDE AN EXPLANATION FOR ITEMS CHECKED IN #2. INCLUDE THE FEDERAL OR STATE STATUTORY OR

CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORIZATION FOR THIS PROGRAM.

Funding is needed to support personnel in in assuming new responsibilities required by SB 576. Such responsibilities include: evaluation of sponsors every 3 years
160.400 18 (1) RSMo, notify/oversee remediation of non compliant sponsors 160.400 18 (2) RSMo, establish application and approval process for new sponsors
160.403 RSMo, establish alternative arrangements to obtain high school credit 160.405 6 (1) RSMo, permits revocation by sponsor being appealed to State Board
160.405 8 (4) RSMo, identify and submit financially stressed charters to government officials 160.417 RSMo, support the expansion of charter schools state wide
160.400 2 RSMo, support the expansion of charter sponsors throughout the state 160.400 3 RSMo. In addition, this request provides start-up funding for the Missouri

Charter Public School Commission created by 160.425 RSMo.

NOTE: The Governor's recommended 1.0 FTE($53,096) for the Division of Learning Services to implement the legislation and $100,000 for the

Commission.
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NEW DECISION ITEM

RANK: 6 OF 7
Department of Elementary and Secondary Education Budget Unit 50382C/50281C
Division of Learning Services
Charter School Expansion Di# 1500006

4. DESCRIBE THE DETAILED ASSUMPTIONS USED TO DERIVE THE SPECIFIC REQUESTED AMOUNT. (How did you determine that the requested number
of FTE were appropriate? From what source or standard did you derive the requested levels of funding? Were alternatives such as outsourcing or
automation considered? If based on new legisiation, does request tie to TAFP fiscal note? If not, explain why. Detail which portions of the request are one-
times and how those amounts were calculated.)

This total was derived using these factors:
Professional staff $52,380 x 3.5 FTE = $183,330
Support staff $30,456 x 1.5 FTE=$ 45,684
$229,014 (0101-7810) Administrative funds will run through Division of Learning Services.

5. BREAK DOWN THE REQUEST BY BUDGET OBJECT CLASS, JOB CLASS, AND FUND SOURCE. IDENTIFY ONE-TIME COSTS.

DeptReq DeptReq DeptReq DeptReq DeptReq DeptReq DeptReq DeptReq DeptReq
GR GR FED FED OTHER OTHER TOTAL TOTAL  One-Time

Budget Object Class/Job Class DOLLARS FTE DOLLARS FTE DOLLARS DOLLARS FTE DOLLARS
Salaries BOBC 100/003317 (0101-7810) 183,330 5.0 183,330 5.0
Salaries BOBC 100/003317 (0101-7810) 45,684 45,684 0.0
Total PS 229,014 5.0 0 0.0 0.0 229,014 5.0 0
Equipment BOBC 580 (0101-7811) 12,900 12,900 12,900
Office Supplies BOBC 190 (0101-7811) 1,700 1,700
Communication BOBC 320 (0101-7811) 4,400 4,400
Professional Services BOBC 400 (0101-7811) 1,500 1,500
Professional Services BOBC 400 (0101-8401) 300,000 300,000
Total EE 320,500 0 320,500 12,900
Program Distributions 0
Total PSD 0 0 0 0
Transfers
Total TRF 0 0 0 0
Grand Total 549,514 5.0 0 0.0 0.0 549,514 5.0 12,900
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RANK: 6 OF 7
Department of Elementary and Secondary Education Budget Unit 50382C/50281C
Division of Learning Services
Charter School Expansion Di# 1500006
GovRec GovRec GovRec Gov Rec GovRec GovRec GovRec GovRec GovRec
GR GR FED FED OTHER OTHER TOTAL TOTAL One-Time
Budget Object Class/Job Class DOLLARS FTE DOLLARS FTE DOLLARS FTE DOLLARS FTE DOLLARS
Salaries BOBC 100/003317 (0101-7810) 47,472 1.0 47,472 1.0
Salaries BOBC 100/003317 (0101-7810) 0 0.0
Total PS 47,472 1.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 47,472 1.0 0
Equipment BOBC 580 (0101-7811) 2,580 2,580 2,580
Office Supplies BOBC 190 (0101-7811) 444 444
Communication BOBC 320 (0101-7811) 1,100 1,100
Professional Services BOBC 400 (0101-7811) 1,500 1,500
Professional Services BOBC 400 (0101-8401) 100,000 100,000
Total EE 105,624 0 0 105,624 2,580
Program Distributions 0
Total PSD 0 0 0 0 0
Transfers
Total TRF 0 0 0 0 0
Grand Total 153,096 1.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 153,096 1.0 2,580
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NEW DECISION ITEM

RANK: 6 OF 7
Department of Elementary and Secondary Education Budget Unit 50382C/50281C
Division of Learning Services
Charter School Expansion Di# 1500006

6. PERFORMANCE MEASURES (If new decision item has an associated core, separately identify projected performance with & without additional funding.)

6a. Provide an effectiveness measure. 6b. Provide an efficiency measure.
In the last year the Department closed 9 underperforming By law, the Department has had
Charter Schools. This funding will enable the Department to little oversight of Charter Schools
approve and evaluate sponsors in the future for better oversight. which has led to poor
There will also be additional academic and fiscal standards put performance in some Charter
in place for Charter School accountability. Schools. This legislation will give

the Department the ability to
provide better oversight leading to
higher quality schools.

6c. Provide the number of clients/individuals served, if applicable. 6d. Provide a customer satisfaction measure, if
available.
Charter Schools serve approximately 1% of the student population N/A

in Missouri. There are 34 charter schools in Kansas City and 21 in
St. Louis. With legislation to allow charter schools statewide, the
Department is expecting significant expansion of charter schools
over the coming months.

7. STRATEGIES TO ACHIEVE THE PERFORMANCE MEASUREMENT TARGETS:

The purpose of SB 576 is to ensure charter schools and charter sponsors are more accountable in Missouri. Recent data has shown a majority of Missouri Charter
Schools academic performance is below the St. Louis Public Schools and the Kansas City School District. With the additional personnel and the new legislation, the
Department will have the authority and oversight to hold the charter schools and sponsors accountable like any other LEA in the state Expectations of higher
performing charter schools will be the target.
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DECISION ITEM DETAIL

Budget Unit FY 2012 FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2013 FY 2014 FY 2014 FY 2014 FY 2014
Decision ltem ACTUAL ACTUAL BUDGET BUDGET DEPT REQ DEPT REQ GOV REC GOV REC
Budget Object Class DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR FTE
CHARTER SCHOOLS
Charter School Expansion - 1500006
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 0 0.00 0 0.00 300,000 0.00 100,000 0.00
TOTAL - EE 0 0.00 0 0.00 300,000 0.00 100,000 0.00
GRAND TOTAL $0 0.00 $0 0.00 $300,000 0.00 $100,000 0.00
GENERAL REVENUE $0 0.00 $0 0.00 $300,000 0.00 $100,000 0.00
FEDERAL FUNDS $0 0.00 $0 0.00 $0 0.00 $0 0.00
OTHER FUNDS $0 0.00 $0 0.00 $0 0.00 $0 0.00
Page 73 of 122
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DECISION ITEM SUMMARY

Budget Unit
Decision Item FY 2012 FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2013 FY 2014 FY 2014 FY 2014 FY 2014
Budget Object Summary ACTUAL ACTUAL BUDGET BUDGET DEPT REQ DEPT REQ GOV REC GOV REC
Fund DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR DOLLAR
TITLE VI, PART B
CORE
EXPENSE & EQUIPMENT
DEPT ELEM-SEC EDUCATION 0 0.00 100,000 0.00 100,000 0.00 100,000 0.00
TOTAL - EE 0 0.00 100,000 0.00 100,000 0.00 100,000 0.00
PROGRAM-SPECIFIC
DEPT ELEM-SEC EDUCATION 2,966,385 0.00 4,400,000 0.00 4,400,000 0.00 4,400,000 0.00
TOTAL - PD 2,966,385 0.00 4,400,000 0.00 4,400,000 0.00 4,400,000 0.00
TOTAL 2,966,385 0.00 4,500,000 0.00 4,500,000 0.00 4,500,000 0.00
GRAND TOTAL $2,966,385 0.00 $4,500,000 0.00 $4,500,000 0.00 $4,500,000 0.00

1/28/13 19:30
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Department of Elementary & Secondary Education
Office of Quality Schools
Title VI, Part B (Federal Rural and Low-Income Schools)

Budget Unit 50452C

1. CORE FINANCIAL SUMMARY

FY 2014 Governor's Recommendation

GR Fed Other Total
PS 0 0 0 0
EE 0 100,000 0 100,000
PSD 0 4,400,000 0 4,400,000
TRF 0 0 0 0
Total 0 4,500,000 0 4,500,000
FTE 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Est. Fringe | ol 0| 0} 0

FY 2014 Budget Request
GR Federal Other Total

PS 0 0 0 0
EE 0 100,000 0 100,000
PSD 0 4,400,000 0 4,400,000
TRF 0 0 0 0
Total 0 4,500,000 0 4,500,000
FTE 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Est. Fringe 0 | 0| 0] 0
Note: Fringes budgeted in House Bill 5 except for certain fringes

budgeted directly to MoDOT, Highway Patrol, and Conservation.

Note: Fringes budgeted in House Bill 5 except for certain fringes
budgeted directly to MoDOT, Highway Patrol, and Conservation.

Other Funds:
Notes:

Other Funds:
Notes:

2. CORE DESCRIPTION

The purpose of this program is to address the unique needs of rural school districts that frequently lack the personnel and resources needed to compete effectively
for federal competitive grants and receive formula grant allocations in amounts too small to be effective in meeting their intended purposes.

3. PROGRAM LISTING (list programs included in this core funding)

Rural and Low-income Schools
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Department of Elementary & Secondary Education Budget Unit  50452C
Office of Quality Schools
Title VI, Part B (Federal Rural and Low-Income Schools)
4. FINANCIAL HISTORY
FY 2010 FY 2011 FY 2012 FY 2013 .
Actual Actual Actual  Current Yr. Actual Expenditures (All Funds)
" 4,000,000
Appropriation (Ali Funds) 3,600,000 3,600,000 3,600,000 4,500,000
Less Reverted' (All Funds) 0 0 0 N/A > 802,544 3,005,157 2,966,385
Budget Authority (All Funds) 3,600,000 3,600,000 3,600,000 N/A 3,000,000 ' ./ - -
Actual Expenditures (All Funds) 2,802,544 3,005,157 2,966,385 N/A
Unexpended (All Funds) 797,456 594,843 633,615 N/A 2 000.000
Unexpended, by Fund:
General Revenue 0 0 0 N/A 1,000,000
Federal 797,456 594,843 633,615 N/A
Other 0 0 0 N/A
0 ;
FY 2010 FY 2011 FY 2012

Reverted includes Governor's standard 3 percent reserve (when applicable) and any extraordinary withholdings.

NOTES: Federal unexpended funds represent the difference hetween appropriation authority and
actual cash available to expend.
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DEPARTMENT OF ELEMENTARY AND SECC
TITLE VI, PART B

5. CORE RECONCILIATION DETAIL

Budget
Class FTE Federal Total Explanation
TAFP AFTER VETOES
EE 0.00 0 100,000 0 100,000
PD 0.00 0 4,400,000 0 4,400,000
Total 0.00 0 4,500,000 0 4,500,000
DEPARTMENT CORE REQUEST
EE 0.00 0 100,000 0 100,000
PD 0.00 0 4,400,000 0 4,400,000
Total 0.00 0 4,500,000 0 4,500,000
GOVERNOR'S RECOMMENDED CORE
EE 0.00 0 100,000 0 100,000
PD 0.00 0 4,400,000 0 4,400,000
Total 0.00 0 4,500,000 0 4,500,000




430

DECISION ITEM DETAIL

Budget Unit FY 2012 FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2013 FY 2014 FY 2014 FY 2014 FY 2014
Decision Item ACTUAL ACTUAL BUDGET BUDGET DEPT REQ DEPT REQ GOV REC GOV REC
Budget Object Class DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR FTE
TITLE VI, PART B
CORE
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 0 0.00 100,000 0.00 100,000 0.00 100,000 0.00
TOTAL - EE 0 0.00 100,000 0.00 100,000 0.00 100,000 0.00
PROGRAM DISTRIBUTIONS 2,966,385 0.00 4,400,000 0.00 4,400,000 0.00 4,400,000 0.00
TOTAL -PD 2,966,385 0.00 4,400,000 0.00 4,400,000 0.00 4,400,000 0.00
GRAND TOTAL $2,966,385 0.00 $4,500,000 0.00 $4,500,000 0.00 $4,500,000 0.00
GENERAL REVENUE $0 0.00 $0 0.00 $0 0.00 $0 0.00
FEDERAL FUNDS $2,966,385 0.00 $4,500,000 0.00 $4,500,000 0.00 $4,500,000 0.00
OTHER FUNDS $0 0.00 $0 0.00 $0 0.00 $0 0.00
1/29113 1713 Page 75 of 122
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PROGRAM DESCRIPTION

Department of Elementary & Secondary Education
Rural and Low-income Schools
Program is found in the following core budget(s): Rural and Low-income Schools

1. What does this program do?

The Rural Education Achievement Program (REAP) is designed to assist rural school districts in using federal resources more effectively to improve the quality of
instruction and student academic achievement. It consists of two separate programs — the Small Rural School Achievement (SRSA) program and the Rural and
Low-Income Schools (RLIS) program.

The SRSA program provides eligible local educational agencies (LEA) with greater flexibility in using the formula grant funds received under certain federal
programs. The US Department of Education awards SRSA funds directly to eligibie LEAs on a formula basis.

The RLIS program is an initiative that provides grant funds to rural LEAs that serve concentrations of children from low-income families. An LEA may use RLIS
funds to support a range of authorized activities in order to assist the LEA in meeting its state’s definition of adequate yearly progress.

2. What is the authorization for this program, i.e., federal or state statute, etc.? (Include the federal program number, if applicable.)
No Child Left Behind Act of 2001 (CFDA Number 84.358B)

3. Are there federal matching requirements? If yes, please explain.

No.
4, Is this a federally mandated program? If yes, please explain.
No.
5. Provide actual expenditures for the prior three fiscal years and planned expenditures for the current fiscal year.
Program Expenditure History 00 00
5,000,000 2500 5 50090 @FEDERAL
. e e BTOTAL
4,000,000 o o Bk o055 055"
2,8“ 2%01» 3, 3
3,000,000 + y
2,000,000 / A e
1,000,000 e
0 : : . s /3
FY 2010 Actual FY 2011 Actual FY 2012 Actual FY 2013 Planned

6. What are the sources of the "Other " funds?

N/A
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Department of Elementary & Secondary Education

Rural and Low-income Schools

Program is found in the following core budget(s): Rural and Low-income Schools

7a. Provide an effectiveness measure.

Increase to 100 percent by 2012 the number of Missouri public school core academic courses taught by highly qualified teachers with the appropriate

Total Percentage

=~ Highest Poverty Schools

s | OWest Poverty Schools

grade and subject certification.
Percentage of core academic courses taught by highly qualified teachers
100.0% 98:3% 97.9% 98.0% 97.7% 98.1%
98.0% ; = s
96.0% o
96.7%
94.0% . ; .
4.7% o
92.0% 93:4% 93.5% 94.2%
90.0%
88.0%
86.0%
84.0%
82.0%
2007 2008 2009 2010 2011

Source: DESE School Core Data and Teacher Cettification records, September 2011

Missouri Adequate Yearly Progress for 2011

Number of % Not
Schools Schools Met % Met Not Met Met
All Schools 2,187 558 25.5% 1,629 74.5%
Title | Schools 1,167 333 28.5% 834 71.5%

Data as of 7/26/2011




PROGRAM DESCRIPTION

433

Department of Elementary & Secondary Education

Rural and Low-income Schools

Program is found in the following core budget(s): Rural and Low-income Schools

7b. Provide an efficiency measure.

100% of funds awarded to Missouri will be used by LEAs to improve the quality of instruction and student academic achievement.

7c. Provide the number of clients/individuals served, if applicable.

FY 2010 FY 2011 FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2014

Projected Actual Projected Actual Projected Actual Projected | Projected
Total Students Served 102,454 123,650 123,650 139,410 130,426 130,426 130,426 130,426
Number of grants awarded 85 92 92 105 100 105 100 100

7d. Provide a customer satisfaction measure, if available.

N/A
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DECISION ITEM SUMMARY

Budget Unit
Decision Item FY 2012 FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2013 FY 2014 FY 2014 FY 2014 FY 2014
Budget Object Summary ACTUAL ACTUAL BUDGET BUDGET DEPT REQ DEPT REQ GOV REC GOV REC
Fund DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR DOLLAR
TITLE lll, PART A
CORE
EXPENSE & EQUIPMENT
DEPT ELEM-SEC EDUCATION 0 0.00 300,000 0.00 300,000 0.00 300,000 0.00
TOTAL - EE 0 0.00 300,000 0.00 300,000 0.00 300,000 0.00
PROGRAM-SPECIFIC
DEPT ELEM-SEC EDUCATION 4,185,058 0.00 4,900,000 0.00 4,900,000 0.00 4,900,000 0.00
TOTAL - PD 4,185,058 0.00 4,900,000 0.00 4,900,000 0.00 4,900,000 0.00
TOTAL 4,185,058 0.00 5,200,000 0.00 5,200,000 0.00 5,200,000 0.00
GRAND TOTAL $4,185,058 0.00 $5,200,000 0.00 $5,200,000 0.00 $5,200,000 0.00

1/28/13 19:30

im_disummary
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Department of Elementary & Secondary Education Budget Unit 50453C
Office of Quality Schools
Title 1lI, Part A (Language Acquisition)

1. CORE FINANCIAL SUMMARY

FY 2014 Budget Request FY 2014 Governor's Recommendation

GR Federal Other Total GR Fed Other Total
PS 0 0 0 0 PS 0 0 0 0
EE 0 300,000 0 300,000 EE 0 300,000 0 300,000
PSD 0 4,900,000 0 4,900,000 PSD 0 4,900,000 0 4,900,000
TRF 0 0 0 0 TRF 0 0 0 0
Total 0 5,200,000 0 5,200,000 Total 0 5,200,000 0 5,200,000
FTE 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 FTE 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Est. Fringe 0 | 0 | 0 | 0 Est. Fringe | 0] 0l 0] 0
Note: Fringes budgeted in House Bill 5 except for certain fringes Note: Fringes budgeted in House Bill 5 except for certain fringes
budgeted directly to MoDOT, Highway Patrol, and Conservation. budgeted directly to MoDOT, Highway Patrol, and Conservation.
Other Funds: Other Funds:
Notes: Notes:

2. CORE DESCRIPTION

This program provides funds to ensure that children who are Limited-English Proficient (LEP), including immigrant children and youth, attain English language
proficiency, develop high levels of academic attainment in English, and meet the same challenging state academic content and student academic achievement
standards expected of all children.

3. PROGRAM LISTING (list programs included in this core funding)

Title I, Part A (aka Language Acquisition)
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Department of Elementary & Secondary Education Budget Unit 50453C
Office of Quality Schools
Title Hll, Part A (Language Acquisition)
4. FINANCIAL HISTORY
FY 2010 FY 2011 FY 2012 FY 2013 .
Actual Actual Actual Current Yr. Actual Expenditures (All Funds)
- 5,000,000
Appropriation (All Funds) 5,200,000 5,200,000 5,200,000 5,200,000 3977 197 4,185,058
Less Reverted (All Funds) 0 0 0 N/A s
_ _
Budget Authority (All Funds) 5,200,000 5,200,000 5,200,000 N/A 4,000,000 2 5°V
Actual Expenditures (All Funds) 3,606,237 3,977,197 4,185,058 N/A 3,000,000
Unexpended (All Funds) 1,693,763 1,222,803 1,014,942 N/A
2,000,000
Unexpended, by Fund: 000,00
General Revenue 0 0 0 N/A
Federal 1,693,763 1,222,803 1,014,942 N/A 1,000,000
Other 0 0 0 N/A
0 ; .
FY 2010 FY 2011 FY 2012

Reverted includes Governor's standard 3 percent reserve (when applicable) and any extraordinary withholdings.

NOTES: The federal unexpended represents the difference between appropriation authority and actual cash available to expend.
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DEPARTMENT OF ELEMENTARY AND SECC
TITLE lll, PART A

5. CORE RECONCILIATION DETAIL

Budget
Class FTE Federal Total Explanation
TAFP AFTER VETOES
EE 0.00 0 300,000 0 300,000
PD 0.00 0 4,900,000 0 4,900,000
Total 0.00 0 5,200,000 0 5,200,000
DEPARTMENT CORE REQUEST
EE 0.00 0 300,000 0 300,000
PD 0.00 0 4,900,000 0 4,900,000
Total 0.00 0 5,200,000 0 5,200,000
GOVERNOR'S RECOMMENDED CORE
EE 0.00 0 300,000 0 300,000
PD 0.00 0 4,900,000 0 4,900,000
Total 0.00 0 5,200,000 0 5,200,000
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DECISION ITEM DETAIL

Budget Unit FY 2012 FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2013 FY 2014 FY 2014 FY 2014 FY 2014
Decision tem ACTUAL ACTUAL BUDGET BUDGET DEPT REQ DEPT REQ GOV REC GOV REC
Budget Object Class DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR FTE
TITLE 1l PART A
CORE
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 0 0.00 300,000 0.00 300,000 0.00 300,000 0.00
TOTAL - EE 0 0.00 300,000 0.00 300,000 0.00 300,000 0.00
PROGRAM DISTRIBUTIONS 4,185,058 0.00 4,900,000 0.00 4,900,000 0.00 4,900,000 0.00
TOTAL - PD 4,185,058 0.00 4,900,000 0.00 4,800,000 0.00 4,800,000 0.00
GRAND TOTAL $4,185,058 0.00 $5,200,000 0.00 $5,200,000 0.00 $5,200,000 0.00
GENERAL REVENUE $0 0.00 $0 0.00 $0 0.00 $0 0.00
FEDERAL FUNDS $4,185,058 0.00 $5,200,000 0.00 $5,200,000 0.00 $5,200,000 0.00
OTHER FUNDS $0 0.00 $0 0.00 $0 0.00 $0 0.00
1/29/13 17:13 Page 76 of 122

im_didetait
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PROGRAM DESCRIPTION

Department of Elementary & Secondary Education
Title lll, Part A (aka Language Acquisition)
Program is found in the following core budget(s): Title lll, Part A (aka Language Acquisition)

1. What does this program do?

This program provides direct funding to schools for instructional services for English Language Learners and to school districts for professional development
activities.

2. What is the authorization for this program, i.e., federal or state statute, etc.? (Include the federal program number, if applicable.)
No Child Left Behind Act of 2001 (CFDA Number 84.365A)

3. Are there federal matching requirements? If yes, please explain.

No.
4. Is this a federally mandated program? If yes, please explain.
No.

5. Provide actual expenditures for the prior three fiscal years and planned expenditures for the current fiscal year.

Program Expenditure History

6,000,000
5,000,000 5 3
4,000,000 s,‘ﬁ& e
3,000,000
2,000,000
1,000,000

0

QFEDERAL  BTOTAL

FY 2010 Actual FY 2011 Actual FY 2012 Actual FY 2013 Planned

6. What are the sources of the "Other " funds?
N/A




440

PROGRAM DESCRIPTION

Department of Elementary & Secondary Education
Title lll, Part A (aka Language Acquisition)
Program is found in the following core budget(s): Title lli, Part A (aka Language Acquisition)

7a. Provide an effectiveness measure.

AMAO 1: Growth in English Language Proficiency

This calculation uses data from two points. To meet the AMAO, all Limited English Proficient (LEP) students will need to meet the overall proficiency growth
target as measured by the ACCESS for ELLs™ English language proficiency test. A district meets the AMAO when 25 percent of students in Cohort 1 and 20
percent in Cohort 2 meet the AMAO requirement. Both cohorts must meet objectives in order for the district to meet AMAO 1. Students are counted as meeting
the AMAO 1 requirement when they increase their overall composite proficiency level score by .5 for students in Cohort 1 and by .3 for students in Cohort 2.

AMAO targets for Cohort 1 will increase by 3.86 percent annually and targets for Cohort 2 will increase by 4 percent annuaily.

Students Included in Growth Data
The AMAO for English language growth is measured by spring to spring scores on the ACCESS for ELLs™ test. Only students who have been in the program
for one year or more are included. For this reason, kindergarten students and students who have never taken the ACCESS for ELLs™ test are not included in

the growth data.

AMAO 2: Attaining English language proficiency

For this objective, ELLs are divided into the following two cohorts:

Cohort 1 — Students who have participated in language instruction educational programs for three or fewer years.

Cohort 2 — Students who have participated in language instruction educational programs for four or more years.

To attain English language proficiency, students identified as LEP must obtain an Overall Score (Composite) at a proficiency level of 5.0 on the ACCESS for
ELLs®, with minimum proficiency leveis of 4.0 on both the Reading and Writing domains. For a Title Ill sub grantee to meet AMAO 2, at least 8 percent of the
students in Cohort 1 must attain English language proficiency and at least 12 percent of the students in Cohort 2 must attain English Language proficiency as
defined. Both cohorts must meet objectives in order for the district to meet AMAO 2. The annual target will increase by 1 percent for each Cohort.

AMAQO 3: Meeting Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) Targets
A district is determined to have met AMAO 3 targets if the district-level LEP subgroups meet the AYP targets for both Communication Arts and Mathematics.
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Department of Elementary & Secondary Education

Title lll, Part A (aka Language Acquisition)

Program is found in the following core budget(s): Title lll, Part A (aka Language Acquisition)

Missouri Adequate Yearly Progress for 2011

N/A

Number of % Not
Schools Schools Met % Met Not Met Met
All Schools 2,187 558 25.5% 1,629 74.5%
Title | Schools 1,167 333 28.5% 834 71.5%
Data as of 7/26/2011
7b. Provide an efficiency measure.
N/A
7c. Provide the number of clients/individuals served, if applicable.
FY 2010 FY 2011 FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2014
Projected Actual Projected Actual Projected Actual Projected | Projected
Number of grants awarded 93 74 75 72 70 70 70 70
Number of LEP students affected
by Title HI, Part A grants 20,000 21,911 20,000 21,685 20,000 24,446 25,110 26,500

7d. Provide a customer satisfaction measure, if available.
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DECISION ITEM SUMMARY

Budget Unit
Decision ltem FY 2012 FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2013 FY 2014 FY 2014 FY 2014 FY 2014
Budget Object Summary ACTUAL ACTUAL BUDGET BUDGET DEPT REQ DEPT REQ GOV REC GOV REC
Fund DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR FTE DOLLAR FTE
FEDERAL REFUGEES
CORE
PROGRAM-SPECIFIC
DEPT ELEM-SEC EDUCATION 150,665 0.00 800,000 0.00 300,000 0.00 300,000 0.00
TOTAL - PD 150,665 0.00 800,000 0.00 300,000 0.00 300,000 0.00
TOTAL 150,665 0.00 800,000 0.00 300,000 0.00 300,000 0.00
GRAND TOTAL $150,665 0.00 $800,000 0.00 $300,000 0.00 $300,000 0.00

1/28/13 19:30

im_disumm