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FIRST REGULAR SESSION - 2011 

Sec. 11. Legislation defining eligibility of 
charitable nonprofit organizations to receive 
funds. The Joint Standing Committee on Veterans 
and Legal Affairs shall report out legislation to the 
Second Regular Session of the 125th Legislature de­
fining the eligibility of charitable nonprofit organiza­
tions to receive funds from the account held by the 
Department of Public Safety, Gambling Control Board 
pursuant to the Maine Revised Statutes, Title 8, sec­
tion 1036, subsection 2-C, paragraph D for the pur­
poses of mitigating the reduction of charitable dona­
tions from revenues from gaming conducted in accor­
dance with Title 17, chapters 13-A and 62 due to the 
expansion of gaming conducted under Title 8, chapter 
31. 

Sec. 12. Referendum. Notwithstanding any 
law to the contrary, the Secretary of State shall prepare 
and furnish to each city, town and plantation in Penob­
scot County for the statewide election held in Novem­
ber 2011 all ballots, returns and copies of this Act nec­
essary to conduct the county referendum required pur­
suant to the Maine Revised Statutes, Title 8, section 
1019, subsection 7. The question that appears on the 
ballot must be: 

"Do you favor the addition of table 
games at a commercial track located in 
this county that was licensed to operate 
slot machines on January 1,2011?" 

The ballots must be received, sorted, counted and 
declared in open ward, town and plantation meetings 
and returns made to the Secretary of State in the same 
manner as votes for members of the Legislature. 

Effective pending referendum. 

CHAPTER 418 

H.P. 1191 - L.n. 1588 

An Act To Provide Funding for 
the Reapportionment 

Commission 

Emergency preamble. Whereas, acts and re­
solves of the Legislature do not become effective until 
90 days after adjournment unless enacted as emergen­
cies; and 

Whereas, this legislation authorizes the transfer 
of a portion of the funding for reapportiomnent from 
fiscal year 2012-13 to fiscal year 2011-12; and 

Whereas, it is necessary that these funds be 
available immediately; and 

Whereas, in the judgment of the Legislature, 
these facts create an emergency within the meaning of 
the Constitution of Maine and require the following 
legislation as immediately necessary for the preserva-

1019 

PUBLIC LAW, C.419 

tion of the public peace, health and safety; now, there­
fore, 

Be it enacted by the People of the State of 
Maine as follows: 

Sec. 1. Appropriations and allocations. 
The following appropriations and allocations are 
made. 

LEGISLATURE 

Legislative Apportionment Commission 0722 

Initiative: Moves a portion of the funding for reappor­
tiomnent from fiscal year 2012-13 to fiscal year 
2011-12 to fund the reapportiomnent of the State's 
congressional districts, which will occur separately in 
fiscal year 2011-12 rather than in fiscal year 2012-13, 
when the reapportiomnent of the State's House and 
Senate districts will occur. 

GENERAL FUND 

Personal Services 

All Other 

GENERAL FUND TOTAL 

2011-12 

$4,000 

$56,000 

$60,000 

2012-13 

($4,000) 

($56,000) 

($60,000) 

Emergency clause. In view of the emergency 
cited in the preamble, this legislation takes effect when 
approved. 

Effective July 1, 2011. 

CHAPTER 419 

S.P. 395 - L.n. 1274 

An Act To Restore Equity in 
Edncation Funding 

Be it enacted by the People of the State of 
Maine as follows: 

Sec. 1. 20-A MRSA §15679, sub-§2, as en­
acted by PL 2003, c. 504, Pt. A, §6, is amended to 
read: 

2. Students-to-staff ratios. In calculating the 
salary and benefit costs pursuant to this section, the 
commissioner shall utilize the follo\,/mg student-to­
staff ratios specified in paragraphs A and B and ad­
justed as provided in paragraph C. 

A. For the elementary school level and the mid­
dle school level: 

(1) The student-to-education technician ratio 
is 100:1; 

(2) The student-to-guidance staff ratio is 
350:1; 

(3) The student-to-librarian ratio is 800: 1; 
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(4) The student-to-media assistant ratio is 
500:1; 

(5) The student-to-health staff ratio is 800:1; 

(6) The student-to-school administrative staff 
ratio is 305: 1; and 

(7) The student-to-clerical staff ratio is 200: 1. 

B. For the high school level: 

(I) The student-to-education technician ratio 
is 250:1; 

(2) The student-to-guidance staff ratio is 
250:1; 

(3) The student-to-librarian ratio is 800: 1; 

(4) The student-to-media assistant ratio is 
500: I; 

(5) The student-to-health staff ratio is 800: 1; 
(6) The student-to-school administrative staff 
ratio is 315: 1; and 

(7) The student-to-clerical staff ratio is 200: 1. 

C. Beginning in fiscal year 2012-13, and for each 
subsequent fiscal year, if the total attending stu-

. or a school administrative unit is 
I 200 students the commissioner shall 
reduce the ratios set forth in paragraphs A and B 
by 10%. 

Sec. 2. 20-A MRSA §15682, as amended by 
PL 2009, c. 213, Pt. C, §6, is further amended to read: 

§15682. Regional adjustment 

The commissioner shall make a regional adjust­
ment in the total operating allocation for each school 
administrative unit determined pursuant to section 
15683. The regional adjustment must be based on the 
regional differences in teacher salary costs, for labor 
market areas in which the school administrative unit is 
located, as computed by a statewide education policy 
research institute, and must be applied only to appro­
priate teacher salary and benefits costs as calculated 
under section 15678 and salary and benefit costs of 
other school-level staff who are not teachers as calcu­
lated under section 15679. Beginning in fiscal year 
2012-13, and for each subsequent fiscal year, the 
commi . .. ent in the 
total 0 administra-
tive unit determined pursuant to section 15683. The 
regional adjustment must be based on the regional 
differences in teacher salary costs, for labor market 
areas in which the school administrative unit is lo­
cated, as computed by a statewide education policy 
research institute, and must be applied only to appro­
priate teacher salaI)' costs as calculated under section 
15678 and salaI)' costs of other school-level staff who 
are not teachers as calculated under section 15679. 

FIRST REGULAR SESSION - 2011 

Sec. 3. 20-A MRSA §15689, sub-§l1 is en­
acted to read: 

11. Minimum economically disadvantaged 
student adjustment. Beginning in fiscal year 
2012-13, and for each subsequent fiscal year, each 
school administrative unit may receive an adiustment 
for economically disadvantaged students determined 
as follows. 

A. A school administrative unit is eligible for the 
adjustment for economically disadvantaged stu­
dents under the following conditions: 

(1) The school administrative unit receives 
an adjustment for the minimum state alloca­
tion pursuant to subsection 1; . 

(3) The school administrative unit operates a 
school. 

B. The amount of the adjustment for economi­
cally disadvantaged students is the difference, but 
not less than zero, between the state share of the 
total allocation under this chapter and the amount 
computed as the school administrative unit's total 
allocation for economically disadvantaged stu­
dents, multiplied by the relevant percentage in 
subsection 1, paragraph B. 

Sec. 4. Implementation within existing re­
sources. Notwithstanding any other provision of law, 
the Department of Education shall implement the pro­
visions of this Act within the existing budgeted re­
sources of the general purpose aid for local schools 
program. 

See title page for effective date. 

CHAPTER 420 

H.P. 1089 - L.n. 1480 

An Act To Correct Errors and 
Inconsistencies in the Laws of 

Maine 

Emergency preamble. Whereas, acts and re­
solves of the Legislature do not become effective until 
90 days after adjournment unless enacted as emergen­
cies; and 

Whereas, acts of this and previous Legislatures 
have resulted in certain technical errors and inconsis­
tencies in the laws of Maine; and 
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Be it enacted by the People of the State of Maine as follow.s: 

2 Sec. 1. 20-A MRSA §15672, sub-§23, as amended by PL 2005, c. 2, Pt. D, §36 
3 and affected by §§72 and 74 and c. 12, Pt. WW, § 18, is further amended to read: 

4 23. Property fiscal capacity. "Property fiscal capacity" means the lesser of the 
5 certified state valuation for the year prior to the most recently certified state valuation and 
6 the average of the certified state valuation for the 3 years prior to the most recently 
7 certified state valuation. 

8 Sec. 2. 20-A MRSA §15676, sub-§l, as amended by PL 2005, c. 2, Pt. D, §39 
9 and affected by §§72 and 74 and c. 12, Pt. WW, § J 8, is further amended to read: 

10 1. Teaching staff costs. The salary and benefit costs for school level teach ing staff 
II that are neccssary to carry out this Act, calculated in accordance with section 15678, 
12 adjusted by the regional adjustment under section 15682 and reduced by the amOOftt-ef 
13 funds received b)' the school administrati'/e unit during the most recent fiscal year under 
14 Title I of thefuderal elementary and Secondary Act of 1965, 20 United States Code, 
IS ~n 6301 ot seq.; 

J 6 Sec. 3. 20-A MRSA §15676, sub-§2, as amended by PL 2005, c. 2, Pc D. §39 
) 7 and affected by §§72 and 74 and c. 12, Pt. WW, § 18, is further amended to read: 

18 2. Other staff costs. The salary and benefit costs for school-level staff who are not 
19 teachers, but including substitute teachers, that are necessary to carry out this Act, 
20 calculated in accordance with section 15679, adjusted by the regional adjustment under 
21 section 15682 aR4-resuees by the amount of funds reoeived by the-sehesJ-administratj>"o 
22 unit during the most reeent fiscal year under Title 1 of the fudet'ltl-Hlementary and 
23 Secondary Aet of 1965, 20 Uflited States Code, Seotion 6301 et seft;; and 

24 Sec. 4. 20-A MRSA §15679, sub-§2, as enacted by PL 2003, c. 504, Pt. A, §6, is 
25 amended to read: 

26 2. Students-to-staff ratios. In calculating the salary and benetit costs pursuant to 
27 this section, the commissioner shall utilize the follo' .... ing student-to-staff ratios specified 
28 in paragraphs A and g and adiusted as provided in paragraph C. 

29 A. For the elementary school level and the middle school level: 

30 (J) The student-to-education technician ratio is 100: I; 

31 (2) The student-to-guidance staff ratio is 350:1; 

32 (3) The student-to-librarian ratio is 800: 1; 

33 (4) The student-to-media assistant ratio is 500: 1; 

34 (5) The student-to-health staff ratio is 800: I; 

35 (6) The student-to-school administrative staff ratio is 305: 1; and 

36 (7) The student-to-clerical staff ratio is 200: 1. 
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13. For the high school level: 

2 (1) The student-to-education technician ratio is 250: 1; 

3 (2) The student-to-guidance staff ratio is 250: 1; 

4 (3) The student-to-librarian ratio is 800: 1; 

5 (4) The studenl-to-media assislant ratio is 500: I ; 

6 (5) The student-to-health staff ratio is 800: I; 

7 (6) The student-to-school administrative staff ratio is 315: 1 ; and 

8 (7) The student-to-clerical staff ratio is 200: 1. 

9 C. If the total stugent population for a school admin[strative unit is less than 1,200 
10 students, the comm issioner shall reduce the ratios set forth in paragraphs A and B b~ 
11 10%. Any change in the allocations to school administrative units with a total student 
12 population of 1.200 or mo[e students resulting from this adiustment must be 
13 apportioned ratably among those school administrative units. This adiustment may 
14 not require any change in the total allocations to all school administrative units nOf 
15 require any increase in state contributions for essential programs and services .. 

16 Sec. 5. 20-A MRSA §15682, as amended by PL 2009, c. 213, Pt. C, §6, is further 
17 amended to read: 

18 §15682. Regional adjustment 

19 The commissioner shall make a regional adjustment in the total operating allocation 
20 for each school administrative unit determined pursuant to section 15683. The regional 
21 adjustment must be based on the regional differences in teacher salary costs, exclusive of 
22 benefit cost~ for labor market areas in which the school administrative unit is located, as 
23 co:nputed by a statewide education policy research institute, and must be applied only to 
24 apm upriate teacher salary atffi-benefus costs as calculated under section 15678 and salary 
25 ootl-66flefit costs of other school-level staff who are not teachers as calculated under 
26 section 15679. 

27 SUMMARY 

28 This bill amends several provisions of the Essential Programs and Services Funding 
29 Act to more equitably allocate state funds that are appropriated for essential programs and 
30 services. The bill makes the following changes. 

31 1. It amends the definition of "property fiscal capacity" in order to base the local 
32 school administrative unit's fiscal capacity on the most recent certified state valuation or 
33 the average of the certified state valuation for the 3 years prior to the most recently 
34 . certified state valuation, whichever is lower. This change provides a more accurate 
35 determination of a school administrative unit's fiscal capacity while protecting those 
36 school administrative units that are experiencing increasing property valuation. 

37 2. It amends the staffing ratios established to determine the calculation of salary and 
38 benefit costs fot' school-level staff positions by providing a 10% reduction in the staffing 
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1 ratios for school administrative units with a total school population of less than 1,200 
2 students. This change recognizes that school administrative units with fewer than 1,200 
3 students still have to provide certain levels of instruction, support and administrative 
4 positions that do not conform to the existing staffing ratios, which are based on 
5 enrollment assumpti<,>ns that do not apply to approved smaller school administrative units. 

6 3. It amends the EPS per~pupil rate calculated by the Commissioner of Education for 
7 each school administrative unit by removing the reduction of federal Title I funds from 
8 the calculation for teacher salaries and benefit costs. This change reflects the fact that 
9 federal Title I funding is one of several sources of revenue that are allocated to school 

10 administrative units and expended to support essential programs and services. 

11 4. It amends the regional adjustment in the total operating allocation for school 
12 administrative units based on the regional differences in teacher salary costs for the labor 
13 market areas in which school administrative units are located by removing the benefits 
14 costs for teachers and other school-level staff from the calculation of salary costs. This 
15 change addresses the inequitable treatment of school administrative units with lower 
16 teacher salary costs relative to statewide averages due to local economic circumstances. 
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L.D. 1274 

(Filing No. s- 2."0) 

EDUCATION AND CULTURAL AFFAIRS 

Reproduced and distributed under the direction of the Secretary of the Senate. 

STATE OF MAINE 

SENATE 

125TH LEGISLATURE 

FIRST REGULAR SESSION 

COMMITIEE AMENDMENT" A " to S.P. 395, L.D. 1274, Bill, "An Act To 
Restore Equity in Education Funding" 

Amend the bill by striking out everything after the enacting clause and before the 
summary and inserting the following: 

'Sec. 1. 20~A MRSA §15679, sub-§2, as enacted by PL 2003, c. 504, Pt. A, §6, is 
amended to read: 

2. Students-to-staff ratios. In calculating the salary and benefit costs pursuant to 
this section, the commissioner shall utilize the following student-to-staff ratios specified 
in paragraphs A and B and adjusted as provided in paragraph C. 

A. For the elementary school level and the middle school level: 

(1) The student-to-education technician ratio is 100: 1; 

(2) The student-to-guidance staff ratio is 350: 1; 

(3) The student-to-librarian ratio is 800: 1; 

(4) The student-to-medi<a assistant ratio is 500: I; 

(5) The student-to-health staff ratio is 800: 1; 

(6) The student-to-school administrative staff ratio is 305: 1; and 

(7) The student-to-clerical staff ratio is 200: 1. 

B. For the high school level: 

(l) The student-to-education technician ratio is 250: 1; 

(2) The student-to-guidance staff ratio is 250: I; 

(3) The student-to-I ibrarian ratio is 800; I; 

(4) The student-to-media assistant ratio is 500: 1; 
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COMMITIEEAMENDMENT" A"to S.P. 395, L.n. 1274 

(5) The student-to-health staff ratio is 800: I; 

2 (6) The student-to-school administrative staff ratio is 315: 1; and 

3 (7) The student-to-c1erical staff ratio is 200: 1. 

4 C. Beginning in fiscal year 2012-13, and for each subseguent fiscal year. if the total 
5 attending student popUlation for a school administrative unit is less than 1,200 
6 students, the conunissioner shall reduce the ratios set forth in nru:.agraphs A and B by 
7 10%. 

8 Sec. 2. 20-A MRSA §15682, as amended by PL 2009, c. 213, Pt. C, §6, is further 
9 amended to read: 

10 §15682. Regional adjustment 

II The commissioner shall make a regional adjustment in the total operating allocation 
12 for each school administrative unit determined pursuant to section 15683. The regional 
13 adjustment must be based on the regional differences in teacher'Salary costs. for labor 
14 market areas in which the school administrative unit is located, as computed by a 
IS statewide educatiori policy research institllte, and must be applied only to appropriate 
16 teacher salary and benefits costs as calculated under section 15678 and salary and benefit 
17 costs of other school-level staff who are not teachers as calCulated under section 15679. 
18 Beginning in fiscal year 2012-13, and for each subsequent fiscal year. the commissioner 
19 shall make a regional" adiustment in the total operating allocation for each school 
20 administrative unit detenriined pursuant to section 15683. The regional adiustment must 
21 be based on the regional differences in teacher salary costs, for labor market areas in 
22 which the school administrative unit is located, as computed by a statewide education 
23 policy research institute. and must be applied only to apprQpriate teacher salary costs as 
24 calculated under section 15678 and sal!U}' costs of other school-level staff who are not 
25 teachers as calculated under section 15679. 

26 Sec.3. 20-A MRSA §15689, sub~§l1 is enacted to read: 

27 11. Minimum economically disadvantaged student udjustment. Beginning in 
28 fiscal year 2012-13, and for each subsequent fiscal year, each school administrative unit 
29 may receive an adjustment for economically disadvantaged students determined as 
30 follows. . 

31 A. A schoo! administrative unit is eligible for the adiustment for economicatly 
32 disadvantaged students under the following conditions: 

33 .(lLThe school administrative unit receives an adjustment for the minimum state 
34 allocation pursuant to subsection t: 

35 (2) The school administrative unit's percentage of economically disadvantaged 
36 students as determined pursuapt to section 15675, subsection 2 is greater than the 
37 state average percentage of economically disadvantaged students: and 

38 (3) The school administrative unit operates a school. 

39 B. The amount of the adjustment for economically disadvantaged students is the 
40 difference, but not less than zerq, bet\'L~YI1 the stB,te shareQf the total allocation under 
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COMMITTEE AMENDMENT II A "to S.P. 395, L.D. 1274 

this chapter and the amount computed as the school administrative unit's total 
allocation for econemically disadvantaged students. multiplied by the relevant 
percentage in subsection 1. paragraph B. 

Sec. 4. Appropriations and allocations. The following appropriations and 
. allocations are made. 

. EDUCATION, DEPARTMENT OF 

General Purpose Aid for Local Schools 0308 

Initiative: Provides additional funds for the State's share of funding the total cost of 
public education from kindergarten to grade 12. 

GENERAL FUND 
All Other 

GENERAL FUND TOTAL 

2012-13 
$2,349,732 

$2,349,732 

15 SUMMARY 

16 This amendment is the majority report of the Joint Standing Committee on Education 
17 and Cultural Affairs. The amendment removes the provisions in the bill that propose to 
18 change the following components of the Essential Programs and Services Funding Act: 

19 I. The definition of "property fiscal capacity" upon which a local school 
20 administrative unit's fiscal capacity is based; 

21 2. The removal of the reduction of federal Title I funds from the calculation of 
22 salaries and benefits costs for teachers and other school-level staff who are not teachers 
23 from the BPS per-pupil rate calculated by the Commissioner of Education for each school 
24 administrative unit; and 

25 3. The removal of the benefits costs for teachers and other school-level staff from the 
26 calculation of salary costs included in the regional adjustment in the total operating 
27 allocation for school administrative units based on the regional differences in teacher 
28 salary costs for the labor market areaS in which school administrative units are located. 

29 The amendment also adds an adjustment for a school administrative unit that is a 
30 minimum subsidy receiver if the percentage of economically disadvantaged students in 
31 the school administrative unit is greater than the state average percentage of economically 
32 disadvantaged students and the school administrative unit operates a school. 

33 This amendment also adds an appropriations and allocations section. 

34 FISCAL NOTE REQUIRED 

35 (See attached) 
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Approved: 06/0 1111 ~c:. 

125th MAINE LEGISLATURE 
LD 1274 LR29(02) 

An Act To Restore Eqnity in Education Funding 

Fiscal Note for Bill as Amended by Committee Amendment" A" S" 2.'-1 0 
Committee: Education and Cultural Affairs 

Net Cost (Savings) 
General Fund 

Appropriations/Allocations 
General Fund 

Fiscal Detail and Notes 

Fiscal Note Required: Yes 

Fiscal Note 

FY 2011-12 FY 2012-13 

$0 $2,349,732 

$0 $2,349,732 

Projections 
FY2013-14 

$2,390,147 

$2,390,147 

Projections 
FY 2014-15 

$2,431,258 

$2,431,258 

In the aggregate, this legislation will increase the total cost ofK-12 public education by $4,272,240 in fiscal 2012-13. 
This bi1l includes a General Fuud appropriation of $2,349,732 in fiscal year 2012-13 to the General Purpose Aid for 
Local Schools program within the Department of Education to fund the state's share. 

Of that amount, applying a 10% reduction to the students-to-staffratios for a school administrative unit (SAU) with a 
total attending student population of less that 1,200 beginning in fiscal year 2012- 13 will increase the total state and 
local cost ofK-12 public education by $3,816,806 in fiscal year 2012-13 with the costto fund the state's share of this 
requirement estimated to be $2,099,243. 

AdditionalJy, excluding benefit costs for teachers and other school-levels staff from the calculation of salary costs in 
the determination of the regioual adjustment in the total operating allocation for school administrative units will 
increase the total state and local cost ofK-l2 public education by $455,434 in fiscal year 2012~ 13 with the state's 
share of this requirement estimated to be $250,489. 

Finally, this legislation provides an adjustment for certain school administrative units that are minimum subsidy 
receivers if the percentage of economically disadvantaged students in the SAU is greater than the state average. 
Although this provision will not increase the total state and local cost of K-12 public education beginning in fiscal 
year 2012-13, or the State's share ofthat cost, it will result in a redistribution of approximately $2,046,553 in state 
subsidy with some SAU's receiving more subsidy than would have been received had this provision not been in place 
and some SAU's receiving less. . 
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Fiscal Year fiscal Year 
2011-12 2012-13 

Increase to total cost ofK~12 Education 1 $ $ 4,272,240 

Transition % 0% 100% 

Total cost adjusted for transition % $ $ 4,272,240 

State share (%) 0.00% 55.00% 

State share ($) $ $ 2,349,732 

Local share ($) $ $ 1,922,508 

I Based on fiscal year 20 11 ~ 12 federal funding anticipated to be received by school administrative units, increased by 
Real Personal Income growth of 1.72% per year per Title 20·A, § 15671. 
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L.D.1274 

(Filing No. S-.2. '73) 

Reproduced and distributed under the direction of the Secretary of the Senate. 

STATE OF MAINE 

SENATE 

125TH LEGISLATURE 

FIRST REGULAR SESSION 

SENATE AMENDMENT" A " to COMMITTEE AMENDMENT "A" to S.P. 395, 
L.D. 1274, Bill, "An Act To Restore Equity in Education Funding" 

Amend the amendment by striking out all of section 4 and inserting the following: 

'Sec. 4. Implementation within existing resources. Notwithstanding any other 
provision of law, the Department of Education shall implement the provisions of this Act 
within the existing budgeted resources of the general purpose aid for local schools 
program.' 

SUMMARY 

This amendment requires the Department of Education to implement the provisions 
of this legislation within the existing budgeted resources of the general purpose aid for 
local schools program. 

SPONSORED BY: ~ ;(. ~ 
(President RA YE) 

COUNTY: Washington 

SENA 

FISCAL 'Non:; REVl:IHED 
(See attached) 
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Approved: 06/06/11 ~~~ 

125th MAINE LEGISLATURE 
LD 1274 LR29(04) 

An Act To Restore Equity in Education Funding 

Fiscal Note' for Senate Amendment" A" to Committee Amendment" A" S- 27'?::. 
Sponsor:' Sen. Raye of Washington 

Fiscal Note Required: Yes 

Net Cost (Savings) 
General Fund 

Appropriations/Allocations 
General Fund 

Fiscal Detail and Notes 

Fiscal Note 

FY2011-12 

$0 

$0 

FY2012-13 
Projections 
FY2013-14 

Projections 
FY 2014-15 

($2,349,732) ($2,390,147) ($2,431,258) 

($2,349,732) ($2,390,147) ($2,431,258) 

This amendment eliminates the General Fund appropriations inthe bill in fisoal year 2012-13 and requires,the 
Department of Education to implement the provisions of this bill within the existing budgeted resources of the General 
Purpose Aid to Local Schools program. 

As amended, this bill will result in a redistribution of state subsidy with some school administrative units (SAO's) 
receiving more subsidy than would have been received had this legislation not been in place and some SAO's 
receiving less. The impact on individual SAO's can not be determined at this time. 

LR0029(04)· Fiscal Note Page 1 of I 



TESTIMONY OF 
Senate President Kevin Raye 

Joint Standing Committee on Education and Cultural Affairs 
Supporting LD 1274, An Act To Restore Equity in Education Funding 

May 4, 2011 

Good afternoon Chairman Langley, Chairman Richardson, and distinguished members of the Joint 
Standing Committee on Education and Cultural Affairs. 

I am Senate President Kevin Raye, and I represent Washington County and portions of Hancock and 
Penobscot Counties. I am pleased to be here today as the prime sponsor ofLD 1274, An Act To 
Restore Equity in Education Funding, and I wish to thank the distinguished list of cosponsors of this 
bill, among them the lead cosponsor Representative John Martin and seven members of this committee. 

My reason for being here today to present this bill is quite simply that, in my memory, no other policy 
has had such an enormously detrimental impact on education in rural areas than the imposition of the 
flawed and biased Essential Programs and Services (BPS) funding formula. 

I well remember that the imposition of the EPS formula coincided with the infusion of $250 million in 
new funding for K-12 education statewide as a result of a vote of Maine people. What was the net 
impact on Washington County sch.ools? .Well, believe it or not, Washington County schools lost $2 .. , 
million even with this $250 million in new money. 

After four years ofEPS, a stark and troubling disparity emerged. For example, Yarmouth enjoyed a 
gain of more than $1 million - an increase of 116.5% -- even as they lost 36 students. Meanwhile, 
Jonesport lost nearly a half-million dollars - a decrease of 95.4%. 

Those who served on the Education Committee back in the late 1990s when the original concept of 
EPS was being worked on here recall vividly it was not intended to be a distribution formula for 

.. General Purpose Aid. The Legislature was concerned that rural schools were falling behind and unable 
to offer programs necessary to ensure a sound basic education for every child in Maine. 

The EPS formula was intended to measure what it would cost to offer that basic education and to 
benefit economically disadvantaged school districts so they would be able to do it. However, the entire 
purpose of the formula was turned on its head when it was co-opted as a way to cap reimbursable local 
expenditures in an effort to help the state meet its 55% funding obligation. 
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So an effort to help disadvantaged school districts became the opposite. From the outset, the EPS 
formula - which is a model designed to fit a populous school district - has proven to be a bad fit for 
Maine. It is an urban formula foisted on a rural state, and it has had profoundly negative consequences 
for the goal of affording a sound education regardless of a child's zip code. 

The bipaliisan bill beforc you amends four provisions of the Essential Programs and Services Funding 
Act to more equitably distribute state funds for K~12 education. 

These modest reforms are designed to help rural schools that are already disadvantaged by lack of an 
industrial base for local taxes but are losing state dollars because of declining enrollments andlor 
increased property valuations that do not reflect a community's ability to pay. 

First it allows SAU's to use the most recent state valuation or the average of the last three years 
valuations, whichever is lower, to allow districts time to prepare for loss of state funds because of 
rising valuations. This is based on a measure that afforded southern Maine communities this type of 
cushion when they were faced with skyrocketing valuations in the 1990s. Regrettably, rural 
communities are being hard hit as they do not enjoy the same cushion. 

We already use a three~year average in terms of the other major determinant of total EPS subsidy 
allocation, which is student population, so it makes sense we would do likewise in terms of valuation. 

Second, it acknowledges the impossibility of small rural schools achieving the same economies of scale 
afforded in more populous areas. It does so by changing the staffing ratios that determine state funding 
to allow school units with less than 1200 students a modest 10% reduction in staffing ratios. This 
change recognizes that school administrative units with fewer than 1,200 students still have to provide 
certain levels of instruction, support and. administratiy~ ,positioQ~lb~tfl£~ 1l.0j;J.YPJ1Q.n~g:_bY~~P:~~9u~~--;-:.'l4'~'"-
fann uIa, '"JiOUPf'il:;r.r.;r~ ...... "l'v.....S' .• ""-r~ .: .. .,.. _ __..-, , .. ~ ~_~ ___ :.- .... ,..."..~~.' 

Third, LD 1274 amends the EPS per~pupil rate calculated by the Commissioner of Education for each 
school administrative unit by removing the reduction of federal Title I funds from the calculation for 
teacher salaries and benefit costs. Since the formula currently includes Title 1 teachers in the pupilw 

teacher ratio calculation used to determine funding, it is unfair to then deduct the Title 1 funding from 
the state funding. 

Currently, the inclusion of Title 1 teachers, funded by the federalgovernment, .. in the EP1L9.ruC.1Jl~ti_Ql1~."~=c'~,,:·~·" 
negatively impacts the student-teacher ratio in the state's and unfairly exaggerates the non~comp1iance 
of many districts with EPS. There is no justification for mixing federally-funded employees with those 
funded by state and local tax dollars. 

In essence, under the current EPS formula, a federal program designed to try to raise up disadvantaged 
students is being used to beat them right back down. 

SP0395, LR 29, Item 1 ,First Regular Session - 125th Maine Legislature, page 2 



Lastly, this bill recognizes that health insurance and benefits are not affected by the labor market and 
cost the same throughout the state. The regional adjustment that is used for teachers' salaries should not 
be applied to fixed costs. School administrative units with lower teacher salary expenses relative to 
statewide averages should not receive less for their health insurance and benefits costs. 

This legislation certainly does not solve all of the problems facing rural schools. But it takes a 
crucially important step forward in injecting a greater degree of fairness and equity into the formula, 
and recognizing that Maine is not a homogenous urban state. 

Thank you for your consideration ofthis bill. Others will follow me, including Superintendent Scott 
Porter, who will offer additional information in terms of what is happening to rural schools as a result 
of EPS, and answers to any questions from the committee to further clarifY the intent of this legislation. 

# # # 

'--~:~~~-'~----' , 
~,_~.···'t"",tHl:r .... __ ~ _. ___ ~~"",-"""'''''''I''''W''''"''~'''''_·.IV~ 'f~-' '''''' ~ 
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TO: SENATOR LANGLEY, SENATOR RICHARDSON AND DISTINGUISHED MEMBERS OF THE 

EDUCATIONAL AND CULTURAL AFFAIRS COMMITrEE 

FROM: BARRY MCLAUGHLIN; SUPERlNTENDENT OF SCHOOL #AOS 90 

ADS 90 IS COMPRISED OF 14 SCHOOL ADMINISTRATIVE UNITS IN WASHINGTON, SOUTHERN AROOSTOOK 

AND PENOBSCOT COUNTIES. NOT ALL SAUs HAVE SCHOOLS, BUT ALL ARE SUFFERING AS A RESULT OF THE EPS 

FUNDING FORMULA. 

MSAD 30 OPERATES 3 SCHOOLS 

CSD 12 HAS A SMALL SCHOOL IN TOPSFIELD 

PRINCETON HAS ONE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

BAILEYVILLE HAS 2 SCHOOLS 

THE SCHOOL UNITS THAT DO OPERATE SCHOOLS ARE FACING LARGE REDUCTIONS IN FUNDING. 

PRINCETON ELEMENTARY IS AN EXTREME EXAMPLE. I WOULD LIKE TO BRIEFLY SHARE SOME INFORMATION 

BASED ON THE PRELIMINARY ED 279 PRINTED ON FEBRUARY 17, 2011: . 

PRINCETON (LIKE MOST SCHOOLS IN MAINE) DID SEE DECLINING ENROLLMENT. AVERAGE ATIENDING 

PUPILS WERE 115.5 IN 2009 AND 105.5 IN 2010; A DECREASE OF 10 STUDENTS. 

THERE WAS A ONE-TIME SPIKE IN VALUATION FROM 48.5 MILLION TO 56 MILLION DUE TO A 

POWER LINE GOING THROUGH THE TOWN SEVERAL YEARS BACK. UNFORTUNATELY, THE CHEAP 

ELECTRICAL POWER AND THE CHEAP NATURAL GAS IN THE PIPELINE ADJACENT ARE FLOWING TO 

SOUTHERN MAINE AND NEW ENGLAND; NO "PLUG-INSn FOR PRINCETON. 



THE VALUATION FOR PRINCETON HAS DECREASED FOR NEXT YEAR, AND WILL LlKELY CONTINUE TO 

DECREASE. THE EPS FUNDING FORMULA IS COMPLEX, BUT EACH ALLOCATION IS BASICALLY LOWER 
THAN BEFORE. AFTER MANY PAGES OF CALCULATION, EACH MATH MATI CALLY CORRECT, PRINCETON 

FACES A LOSS IN SUBSIDY OF ABOUT $234,000 FROM LAST YEAR. THAT [S A REDUCTION OF NEARLY 

29% IN 1 YEAR. 

THE MATH IN THIS FORMULA IS FLAWLESS. IT IS THE ASSUMPTIONS THAT ARE FLAWED. 

PRINCETON ELEIVIENTARY SCHOOL HAS REDUCED TEACHERS, ADIVI[NISTRATORS AND SERVICES 

OVER THE PAST 5 YEARS. WE HAVE DONE EVERYTHING REASONABLE TO REDUCE COSTS AND 

MAINTAIN A WONDERFUL SCHOOL; AND HAVE BEEN SUCCESSFUL IN BOTH VENTURES. 

A REDUCTION OF $234,000 WOULD TRANSLATE TO A REDUCTION OF OVER $2100 PER STUDENT!!!! 

EPS WAS DESIGNED TO PROVIDE EQUAL OPPORTUNITY TO ALL STUDENTS IN MAINE, 

DO YOU REAllY THINK IT'S WORKING?????? 



Comments from Superintendent Heather Perry 

RSU 3, Thorndike 

EPS bills 

May4,2011 

Presented by Dick Gould 

LD 1274~--An Act To Restore Equity In Education Funding 

SUMMARV: This bill amends several provisions of the Essential Programs and Services Funding Act to 
more equitably allocate state funds that are appropriated for essential programs and serv[ces. The bill 
makes the following changes. 

1. It amends the definition of "property fiscal capacltyll In order to base the local school administrative 
unit's fiscal capacity on the most recent certified state valuation or the average of the certified state 
valuation for the 3 years prior to the most recently certified state valuation, whichever Is lower. This 
change provides a more accurate determination of a school administrative unit's fiscal capacity while 

se school administrative units that are Increas valuation. I 

2. It amends the staffing ratios established to determine the calculation of salary and benefit costs for 
school-level staff positions by providing a 10% reduction In the staffing ratios for school administrative 
units with a total school population of less than 1,200 students. This change recognizes that school 
administrative units with fewer than 1,200 students stili have to provide certain levels of Instruction, 
support and administrative positions that do not conform to the existing staffing ratios, which are based 
on enrollment assu that do not a to roved smaller school administrative units. ... . .... 

3. It amends the EPS per-pupil rate calculated by the Commissioner of Education for each school 
administrative unit by removing the reduction of federal Title I funds from the calculation for teacher 
salaries and benefit costs. This change reflects the fact that federal Title I funding Is one of several 
sources of revenue that are allocated to school administrative units and ded to essential 

.' .,." " 

4. It amends the regional adjustment In the total operating allocation for school administrative units 
based on the regional differences In teacher salary costs for the labor market areas In which school 



administrative units are located by removing the benefits costs for teachers and other school-level staff 
from the calculation of salary costs. This change addresses the Inequitable treatment of school 
administrative units with lower teacher sal costs relative to statewide due to local economic 

LD 93---An ActTo Improve Essential Programs and Services Funding for Education 

CONCEPT DRAFT SUMMARY: This bill Is a concept draft pursuant to Joint Rule 20a.Thls bill proposes to 
amend the essential programs and services funding and distribution formula and process to Improve the 
equity and adequacy of general purpose aid to education. ijl,rcR~HOw.jl?'QE~:[HrS.laf(Uf,s:{\YMrHls'wJUt 
ij~~il6N'~1!i&N¥Ir1iEAS!li?NX\litH"ERJ~;;[Hf~~Wm,-,;'&~~~, 

LD 347--- Resolve, Directing the Commissioner of Education To Convene a Task Force To Develop a 
Proposal for a More Equitable Distribution of 1<lndergarten to Grade 12 State Education Funding 

Page 2 

Summary: Bill does exactly what the title states. 

LD 958--- Resolve, To Direct the Department of Education To Review the Essential Programs and Services 
Model 

SUMMARY: This resolve directs the Department of Education to have an Independent agency not 
previously Involved with the essential programs and services funding formula review the essential 
programs and services model to analyze the Impact of Its Implementation on children from economically 
disadvantaged areas, the funding shifts experienced by small rural schools and the result of the regional 
salary adjustment variable and the economically disadvantaged student variable on the equity of the 
distribution of state aid to municipalities for education and to provide a report to the Joint Standing 
Committee on Education and Cultural Affairs by December 1, COMBINING THIS WITH LD 347 MIGHT 
WORK? The joint standing committee Is authorized to submit a bill relating to the report to the Second 
Regular Session of the 125th Legislature, 

LD 817--- An Act To Stabilize Short-term Funding of Public Kindergarten to Grade 12 Education 

(EMERGENCY) WHAT DOES THIS DO? 

SUMMARY: This bill amends the annual targets for the state share percentage of the statewide adjusted 
total cost of the components of essential programs and services. 

LD 886--- SUMMARY: This bill amends the annual targets for the state share percentage of the 
statewide adjusted total cost of the components of essential programs and services .,,' ' 

E.ffit~?MUGf!ltrGNOR'EDJ:i,SNyvIiAy.;·:ii;~~'iWHAi[;!EXA'GTLYi!isVrHs'i!rKoJ'NT.:IR;\;rHE.(!Go: ' 



SUM MARY: This bill removes all references pertaining to the allocation of federal resources from the 
statutory provisions of the Essential Programs and Services Funding Act. o.iQ~~S)[hlTS]lNr,f5S'lfNl:;'fii:b(;)!rrbiE 
S~:MSI:AS7RiE'&f~vJ~'G.i[m~U'~;!:j~FBOM.~~PS?1 

LD 1017--- An Act To Improve the Essential Programs and Services Funding Model by Providing for a Cost 
of Housing Adjustment 

SUMMARY: This bill requires that, beginning In fiscal year 2013-14, the regional adjustment to the salary 
and benefits costs of teachers and other school personnel be based on the cost of housing In the 
counties In the State. The bill also directs the Commissioner of Education, In conjunction with the Maine 
Education Policy Research Institute, to prepare a transition plan that addresses the ent of the 

'<:f'tnli>r,,. that Is based on a cost of ho factor. 

lD 1051--- An Act To Calculate Essential Programs and Services Funding on an Equal labor Market 

SUMMARY: This bill amends the essential programs and services laws so that salary and benefit costs 
for school level teachl and nonteach staff are treated ual! the State." . 

lD 598--- An Act To Calculate Essential Programs and Services Funding on an Equal Labor Market 
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LD 1267--- An Act To Amend the School Transportation Formula To Recognize One-way Bus Trips 

SUMMARY: This bill amends the formula for calculating school transportation costs to require the 
Inclusion of all mileage accumulated for so called "one-way trips/, In which a school bus Is required to 
travel the same road In both directions due to eographlcal constraints to drop off or pick up a student. 

.. JJ' 



State of Maine 
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 

Testimony of Jim Rier, Deputy Commissioner 

In Support ofL.D. 1274 

An Act To Restore Equity in Education Funding 

Before the Joint Standing Committee on Education and Cultural Affairs' 

Sponsored by: President Raye of Washington County 

Co-Sponsored by Representatives Martin, Ayotte, Briggs, Burns, Cray, Edgecomb, Gifford, 
P. Johnson, Long, Maker, McFadden, D. Richardson, and Turner, and Senators Langley, Mason, 
Saviello, Sherman and Thomas 

Date: May 4, 2011 

Senator Langley, Representatjve Richardson, and Members of the Joint Standh~g Committee on 
Education and Cultural Affairs: 

My name is Jim Rier, and I am here today representing the Administration speaking in support of 
L.D. 1274 An Act to Restore Equity in Education Funding. 

We support consideration of the impact of various EPS components on education funding, 
especially for areas hard-hit by rapid changes in'property valuation and declining enrollment. 
President Raye's bill works directly on those elements, of the formula, including smoothing out 
the effects ofrapidly~rising valuation and the impact that EPS pupil-teacher ratios and other 

, ratios have had on smaller school administrative units. 

President Raye's bill aims to ensure that the formula meets its goal of providing equitable 
support for all students, and we support that effort. We look forward to working with the 
Committee to determine how changes to the funding formula can be effectively implemented to 
meet the goal of equity. 

For these reasons, the Department of Education is in support ofL.D, 1274 An Act To Restore 
Equity in Education Funding. I would be happy to answer any questions the Committee may 
have, and we will be available for work sessions on this bill. 
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STATE OF MAINE 
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATJON 

Z.3 STATE HOUSE STATION 

AUGUSTA. MAINE 

04" 3-00Z 3 

TO: Senator Brian Langley, Chair 
Representative David Richardson, Chair 

Stephen L. Bowen 

and Members of Joint Stfmding Committee on Education and Cultural Affairs 

FROM: Stephen 1. Bowen, Conunlssioner, Maine Department of Education ~ e 
DATE: May 4, 2011 

SunJECT: Public Hearings for May 4,2011 on Education Funding Bills 

You are holding a public hearing today on ten bills relating to education fuilding under Maine's 
Essential Programs and Services Fund Act, Title 20-A, chapter 606-B. Some of the bills propose 
specific "tweaks," large and small, to address concerns about one or more elements of the 
funding law; others question the equity or adequacy of the funding formula, as a whole. 

The Department of Education is not taking a position on the individual bills, except for L.D. 
1274. Instead, we would like to suggest a way for you to approach the many ideas and questions 
that legislators have brought forth with these bills. We urge you to consider the proposed 
changes in a comprehensive manner, rather than through individual pieces of legislation. As 
many of you know from past experience, a single change to the EPS law can have many 
consequences, intended and unintended. A change that helps one type of school unit can harm 
another. Addressing one problem in one bill may cause problems for other communities. 

Rather than acting on bills, we suggest that you create a list of problems that the bills are 
intended to address, and direct this Department to conduct research and gather information that 
will help you understand whether there is a problem, where the problems lie, and how they might 
be addressed by changes to the formula. Questions might include the following: 

.. What level of variation exists in the funding that supports individual students; state, local 
and total funding? 

• Is property value an appropriate way to allocate costs? 
• Are there types of costs that are not recognized in EPS, but should be? Are the costs 

recognized in EPS an accurate reflection of actual cost? 

We would be happy to work with you to formulate a list of questions, data and research for the 
Department to pursue over the interim. We will be available at your work session on these bills, 
and look forward to working with you on the funding formula, through whatever process you 
choose. 

OFF1CES LOCATED AT THE BURTON M. CROSS STATE OFFICE BU1LD1NG AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY 1l~{PLOYEll 

PHONE: (207) 624·6600 FAX: (07) 624·6700 TTY: I·B88·577·6690 



Senator Brian Langley, Chair 
Representative David Richardson, Chair 
Committee on Education & Cultural Affairs 

Re: LD 11274: An Act to Restore Equity in Education Funding 

Dear Senator Langley, Representative Richardson, Distinguished Members of the Committee: 

----.---~-=-My_name.is Will Tuell,-lam a selectman in the Town of East Machias, a small coastal community located 
in Washington County. I am here today in SUppOlt ofLD 1274, Senate President Rayc's blll that will reform 
the school funding formula in a fair and equitable way. 

I am joined today by ADS #96 Superintendent Scott Porter and Ptincipal Tony Maker of the Elm Street 
School in East Machias, both ofwhotn worked with our Board of Selectmen, school board, and Senate 
President Raye to craft this legislation -legislation which the Senator so graciously submitted on our 
behalf. 

If you're expecting to heal' a song and dance about how poor Washington County is, and how destitute 
people are in Down East Maine, you're not going to hear that from me. Frankly, we have many good things 
going on in Washington County right now, and one of them happens to be the Elm Street School in East 
Machias. 

- _. ~_._:, .. :c" Elm Street has;und6i' the watchful leadership of Principal Maker, gone fi'Om 130 or so students to 190 over 
the past ten years. While many schools are contemplating closure, we are contemplating expansion. 

You might also think from reading the Census results that there is a mass exodus of people away from 
Washington County. May I say that that is not the case in East Machias. In filet, over the same ten year 
period, our popUlation has gone up 5.4% .•• that's faster than Portland, Lewiston, Waterville, and Presque 
Isle. It also happens to be 1.2% higher than the statewide growth rate of 4.2%. 

So why are we here today? Because under the EPS funding formula, our student population gains are offset 
by rapidly soaring property valuations, Now, our loss is relatively modest compared to some towns. 
Superintendent Porter will give you a chart with all kinds of data in it - he's a fonner math teacher, and 
math teachers love charts and such - but the upshot of it Is that there are towns who are losing popUlation or 
holding steady but who are also facing steep property valuation increases, resulting in the loss ofhundl'eds 
of thousands of dollars in educational funding. 

Senator Raye's biU addresses that by allowing EPS to be calculated on a three year average valuation for a 
community, 01' the past year's valuation, whichever happens to be lower. 

Beyond valuation, LD 1274 acknowledges the rural nature of our state, and recognizes that not all school 
systems are megalopolises - particularly those in northem and eastern Maine. 

I could try and dissect this bill word by word, paragraph by paragraph, but Representatives Maker, 
McFadden & Soctomah are all from Washington County. Bach is aware of the challenges and opportunities 
our rural schools face, as is Senate President Raye who also happens to call Washington County home. 

I guess what I'm trying to say Is that education Is such an important issue in Washington County that half or 
better of our delegation was assigned to this committee, and it would be a great shame if redress to the EPS 
funding formula could not be achieved tWs session. In closing, I urge you to support this bill and revive 
education in small town Maine. 

Thank you for the opportunity to speak, 

Will Tuell 
Town of East Machias 



Summary LD1274 as Amended 

Bill amendment requirements applied to FV2011~12 

1. Valuation three year average or most recent prior year whichever Is less 

a. Total State valuation $3.6 billion less that currently applied forFY2012 

b. No Increase In the total cost of education - total EPS allocation 

c. Mill rate increase from/Increased required local share due to lower total state 

valuation 

d. Required local share mill rate increases from 7.47 to 7.62 

2. Apply 10% reduction to pupil/staff ratios for all SAU's with less than 1200 pupils and do 

not apply Labor Market Adjustment (LMA) to benefit costs for all SAU's 

a. Total cost of education - EPS allocation - increases by $4,2~8,852 

b. Mill rate increase/ required local share for all units 

c. Required local share mill rate increases from 7.47 to 7.50 

3. The combination of #1 and #2 reflect the bill as amended for FY2011-12 

a. Total State valuation $3.6 billion less that currently applied for FY2012 

b. Total cost of education - EPS allocation -Increases by $4,258,262 

c. Mill rate Increase/increased required local share due to lower total state 

valuation and increase In total cost of education 

d. Required local share mill rate Increases from 7.47 to 7.66 

Bill amendment requirements applied as FV2012-13 - #3 plus economically disadvantaged 

weight increased from 1.15 to 1.25 

4. Valuation three year average or most recent prior year, 10% reduction In pupil/staff 

ratios, do not apply LMA to benefit costs, and economically disadvantaged weight 

Increased from 1.15 to 1.25 

a. Total cost of education -EPS allocation Increases $56,421,384 

b. Mill rate Increase/Increase In required local share for all units 

c. Total State valuation $3.6 billion less than currently applied for FY2012 

d. Required local share mill rate Increase from 7.47 to 8.11 



Bill amendment requirements applied to FV2011-12 (w/o valuation averaging) plus an 

economically disadvantaged adjustment for minimum subsidy receivers 

5. Apply 10% reduction to pupil/staff ratios for all SAU's with less than 1200 pupils and do 

not apply labor Market Adjustment (lMA) to benefit costs for all SAU's plus minimum 

subsidy provisions that would provide the economically disadvantaged allocation as an 

additional minimum subsidy for those units that have greater than the state average 

percentage of free and reduced lunch students. lD598 Rep. Johnson's bill provisions 

a. Total cost of education~ EPS allocation - increases by $6,337,006 

b. Mill rate Increase/ required· local share for all units 

c. Required local share mill rate increases from 7.47 to 7.52 
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The Inequities ofthe Essential Programs and Services (El'S) 
Funding Model 

Under EPS, State General Purpose Aid to schools has increased from $737 million in 2004/2005 
(the fiscal year before EPS implementation), to almost $978 million in 2007/2008. This is a $241 
million increase over a 3 year period. (Data Source: Maine Department of Education). 

Municipality 
Yarmouth 
Cumberland (SAD 51) 
Brewer 
Windham 
Falmouth 
Brunswick 
Waterville 
Bangor 
Hermon 
Augusta 
Cape Elizabeth 
Lewiston 
Gorham 
Sanford 
Auburn 
Saco 

Jonesport 
Greenville 
Damariscotta 
Steuben 
Old Orchard Beach 
Lubec 
Eastport 
Machiasport 
Deer Isle-Stonington 
Cutler 
Beals 
Ellsworth 
Fayette 
Milbridge 
East Machias 

EPS Winners 

2004/2005 Subsidy 
(Year Prior to EPS) 

$905,399.00 
$5,822,887.00 
$4,294,265.00 
$8,609,733.00 
$3,926,388.00 
$9,063,703.00 
$7,901,484.00 

$11,695,608.00 
$3,561,845.00 
$9,628,163.00 
$1,842,186.00 

$21,103,899.00 
$11 ,642,60 1.00 
$15,096,910.00 
$14,286,469.00 
$7,476,469.00 

EPSLosel's 

$517,752.00 
$558,907.00 
$667,234.00 
$376,597.00 

$1,212,300.00 
$788,046.00 

$1,189,511.00 
$634,362.00 (06/07) 
$863,610.00 
$393,720.00 (06/07) 
$175,360.00 

$3,948,844.00 
$600,843.00 

$2,895,100.00 
$1,194,861.00 (05/06) 

200812009 
(4 Years of BPS) % Increase 

$1,960,185.00 116.5% 
$11,357,280.00 95.0% 
$6,968,260.00 62.3% 

$13,861,050.00 61.0% 
$6,194,382.00 57.8% 

$14,118,357.00 55.8% 
$12,033,850.00 52.3% 
$17,611,968.00 50.6% 

$5,289,548.00 48.5% 
$14,276,138.00 48.3% 

$2,654,037.00 44.1% 
$30,071,719.00 42.5% 
$16,032,162.00 37,7% 
$19,751,041.00 30.8% 
$17,434,698.00 22.0% 
$9,013,260.00 20.6% 

$23,707.00 
$113,311.00 
$155,088.00 
$122,167.00 
$494,814.00 
$412,482.00 
$722,048.00 
$403,348.00 
$636,778.00 
$300,863.00 
$137,548.00 

$3,209,573.00 
$504,292.00 

$2,761,781.00 
$1,164,469.00 

-95.4% 
-79.7% 
-76.8% 
-67,6% 
-55.9% 
-47,7% 
-39.3% 
-36.4% 
-26.3% 
-23.6% 
-21.6% 
-18.7% 
-16.1 % 
- 4.6% 
• 2.5% 

Summary of Proposed Language for LD1274: An Act to Restore Equity in Education 
Funding 

"'The State valuation per municipality for school subsidy purposes would be based on the lesser of the 
certified state valuation for the year prior to the most recently certified state valuation or the average of the 
certified state valuations for the three (3) years prior to the most recently certified state valuation, 

* All student to staff ratios would decrease by 10% for districts under 1200 students. 

"'The regional adjustment calculation based on regional differences in teacher salary costs will exclude the 
cost of benefits. 
"'Title 1 staffing and revenue from the Federal Elementary and Secondary Act of 1965 would not be 
considered in Essential Programs and Services Funding calculations. 



New Regional School Administrative Units and Alternative Organizational Structures effective 7f1f10 

'" :,,:,"' :·::~:RSU.01~:: Batti': 
S01 RSU01 
801 RSU 01 
S01 RSU 01 
801 RSU 01 

802 RSU 02 
802 RSU02 
802 RSUC2 
802 RSU02 

RSU04 
RSU04 
RSU04 

015 Arrowsic 
030 Bath 
345 Phippsburg 
464 West Bath 

128 Dresden 
281 Monmouth 
365 Richmond 
516 SAO 16: 

:"-.·'·:':·,iP RSi):.os: F.iOOport·;·,. 
805 RSU 05 130 Dumam 
805 RSU 05 160 Freeport 
805 RSU 05 562 SAO 62: 

810 RSU 10 
810 RSU 10 

810 RSU 10 

810 RSU 10 

188 Hanover 
521 SAD 21: 

539 SA039: 

5<13 SAD4S: 

K,!!on!y 

i(..Oonly 

9--12onJy 
243 t..itc:tt1i'efd. 
448 \'V'aies 

07'" c.ntDn 
080 Cm1hmse 
125 Obdidd 
343 p"", 

069 Byron 
274 Me:::dco 
372 Rlod:>wy 
313 Rumford 

........ ,: RSU .. 12 .. WISCaSSet·:·:·····:·· ,,' ,- ·c·" '.' ' ......... ,:-:: .... " ..... - .......... . 

812 RSU 12 008 Alna 
812 RSU 12 080 Chelsea 
812 RSU 12 332 Palermo 
812 RSU 12 398 Somerville 
812 RSU 12 472 Westport Island 
812 RSU 12 473 1IVhitefieid 
812 RSU 12 479 V'Mdsor 
812 RSU 12 486 WIscasSet 

.... - '.' "'"'. RSU~·1i: RoeldaJ1d·C.'· ~".': .: .. :';.~:' .. - .. ,,'" 

813 RSU 13 505 SAD 05: 

813 RSU 13 550 SAO 50: 

814 RSU 14 362 Raymond 
RSU14 478 Wndham 
RSU .. 16: PDland ... ·' .:,:':~ ':.: ::; ~::,'::-::}.:-/:' '. :: t ~ " 

816 RSU16 2S9 Mechanic Falls 
8~6 RSU16 Zl9 Minot 
816 RSU16 350 Poland 

.... -:".- _c ".RSU1a-"~d'" "-:';'>, "':.,:.,.:. · .. ··,·t''''· ,.:_ :,',"' :.:';''':'' .. ;e. ~": ..... 

818 RSU 18 0S4 China 
818 RSU 18 547 SAO 47: 

819 RSU 19 538 SAD 38: 

819 RSU 19 548 SAO 4S: 

820 RSU20 

534 SAO 34: 

556 SA056: 

Arundel 
SAO 71: 

RSU 23 116 Dayton 
823 RSU 23 3:20 Old Orchard 8ch. 
823 RSU 23 374 Saco 

"::;<~i"~Rs!i;24; SlsWOrui·;~!?f.i.':E,·Z. .. ~:;::.;c:<~:~' .. ·;;! •. -: :;". ''':'.,;,-....... .. 
824 RSU 24 144 ElTswo".h 
824 RSU 24 158 Frankf", 
824 RSU 24 187 Hanccck 
824 RSU 24 22B U>moine 
824 RSU 24 262 Mariaville 
824 RSU 24 411 Steuben 
824 RSU 24 526 SAO 26: 

904 Flander.! Bay CSD: 

911 Schoodic CSD: 

920 Pan;nsula CSC; 

'.~ .. RSU 25 .. BuclospDrt 
825 RSU25 0S5 Bucl<s!>ort 
825 RSU25 323 Orland 
825 RSU25 518 SAO 18: 

034 Belgrade 
319 Oaldand 

370 Romo 

1QZCarino:l 

194 Ho:ut1Dnd 
301 NC'WpOrt. 
333 PaImyr.> 

34S~ 

!l33Be1first 
035 &ln100t 288_ 
312 Northport 
3$4 SeatSntOnt 
..",_Ie 

134 Eutb~k: -<50_ 
9 ... :12 Qnty 

153_ 
112_ 
399S...­

"'1iS!!:ut><n 
418 :SuJUv,an 

K-aol'liy 
399_ 

~la_ 

K-3ordy 

172Goul""""" 

~~Haroor 

As of3l24l11 

.-:~:"' .. :': .. '.c:·RSI.i::z6C;G1entJ,;;m'-i;f .. :"~·;::;":, : ~;, ... :'.' , ""'.; .:':.:/;.:.~'- .. ':<"-, "''':,:' 
828 RSU 26 169 Glenbum 
826 RSU 26 324 Oreno 
826 RSU 26 440 Veazie 

c.":. ;7:';;~· .. ; RSti:U.;;" OId,TOWii:~i;;:t:.f!:f;;";,:;::'.:::.:· r;. ::' .•... , 

834 RSU 34 009 Al!cn 
834 RSU 34 051 Bradley 
834 RSU 34 321 Old Town 

... :-",~.: ;':( RSij:38i';'R8adi!ei;ti,;.~"':;".',:?}i'::'~':j .. '.:'-";;~,.'.,, i!::,':'.;:' ... ···,.. .. ... ,'" 
838 RSU 38 260 Manchester 
838 RSU 38 292 Mount Vernon 
838 RSU 38 363 Readfield 
838 RSU 38 457 \NaJ'nl> 
838 RSU 38 910 Marancook CSD: 

J(..6only 

1<,.6 only 

K~OI'I/y 

K-6only 

7-12on1y 
2&1_ 
m. Mm.Il'ltVemon 
363 Readfield 
o4S7 'Wayne 

:·.·,:,.;·:.,,·;;:7.RSI139·.::;canbOl?;;:;;'-'''::;'';:~:·.::· .",:.'.'-;:- j'::;:' /J ,., C.··. " 

838 RSU 38 (JTf Caribou 
838 RSU 39 236 Umestone 
838 RSU 39 412 Stockholm 

";::'~':'::~: RSU;sci",,:;i"c'-'.'/;'''';il'f-',effeCiive7I"il201'':;'''::''-::''-'-::··''' .'. 
850 RSU 50 198 Hersey 
850 RSU 50 2ffl Moro Pit 

850 RSU 50 525 SAD 25 290 MountCha:se 
3311_ 
:191 She"""" ---850 RSU50 909 Sou-J\em Anlos1DDk CSD 

RSU ffl·~un=hi:c/;!.:':'·':'·:/"':-··· 
'flIffl RSU 87 587 SAD 87: 

131 OyerBn:30Jc 
2<l9 Island 1'>0. 

213M""" 
318 Oakfi.eLd 
396 Smyrna 

092 """"""" 
238 Uncoln 
2JS7~ 

' ... ,' 'RSU73~"'" 

873 

.... c: ::."c.: effecfive711J2ll1-t ...... '., .:c' 
214 Jay 

873 536 SAOJ6: 

RSU 73 - RangeleY:' ':.i";: .:::-~, ..c."" 

878 RSU 73 113 Dallas Pit 
878 RSU 78 259 MagallOW3Jl PIt 
878 RSU 78 J60 Rangeley 
878 RSU 78 J61 Rangeley PIt effeclive 7f1/2011 
878 RSU 78 380 Sandy River Pit 


