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TODAY'S OBJECTIVES

e Build relationships and foundations for
a positive, collaborative culture

e Confirm the Commission’s charge and
scope, including what success looks like

e Begin to build a shared understanding
of CT’s current funding system including
cost drivers and an overview of
Education Cost Sharing (ECS)

Welcome + Introductions

Commission Scope

School Funding Overview

Break

Q&A

Brainstorming Principles and Issue Areas

Reflections & Closing




Commission | High-Level Scope

Preliminary overview of Commission process and scope as charged in Governor
Lamont’s Executive Order No. 26-3

Landscape Review Priority Setting Recommendation Refinement and

Deepen Drawing from learning Development Presentation

understanding of K-12 in previous stage, Deliberate on key Finalize and submit a
funding and define the key decision points report to the

accountability in analytical questions Governor and General

Connecticut and in The Commission must Assembly that

other relevant answer includes

systems across the recommendations and

country; Review a strategic plan

statewide data

Stakeholder and Expert Engagement
Integrate expert and stakeholder perspectives throughout the process


https://portal.ct.gov/governor/-/media/office-of-the-governor/executive-orders/lamont-executive-orders/executive-order-no-26-3.pdf?rev=2c8d6d05e4284482bba681075f7c5883&hash=9C17F64D7D22EE67A20DBB6DBA3204CC

Commission | Stakeholder Engagement

Below are ways experts, stakeholders, and community members can participate
throughout the process.

FYIl: Engagement Support

CPRL can provide materials, talking
Take the survey Contact the Commission - support, and other support for
- Commission members to add
- Commission items to an existing
: meeting. Submit requests by
survey.

Launches mid-June k12commission@ct.gov

Attend virtual listening sessions

_ , Participate in a virtual 1:1 interview
Bi-weekly sessions from June 2026 - January 2027

Full schedule will be posted on Commission website


mailto:k12commission@ct.gov

Introductions

Share your name and affiliation



Commission | Upcoming Meetings

June 4 10am-1pm November 12 10am-1pm

June 25 (virtual) 10am-12pm December 3 10am-1pm

July 30 10am-1pm HOLD December 17 10am-1pm
August 20 10am-1pm January 7 10am-1pm

September 17 10am-1pm
October 15 10am-1pm



Introductory Calls | Commission Structure

Commission members expressed the importance of:

e Active and open-minded listening e Honest reflection
e Centering equity in process e Long-term sustainability
e Collaboration e Respecting all perspectives

e Consensus building e Stakeholder Engagement




Introductory Calls | Topics to Address

Commission members expressed the importance of:

e ECS Formula e Cost Drivers
o Foundation amount o Healthcare and pensions
o Student weights o Facilities
o Reliance on property wealth o Special education
e Role of Property Taxes SNl i
e Regionalization and Resource

e Distribution of Funds at Municipal Efficiency

Level
o Town ed budget calculations  Relationships between and

g 7 Responsibilities of State,

* Special Education Municipalities, and Districts

e Choice programs (charter, magnet, etc.)
o Tuition

o Sheff

e Accountability Structures




School Funding Overview | Participate Through Q&A

SinCIElD
- e Scan the QR code or use the link
& Type your question
Using Q&A
e Submit questions anytime
e Upvote questions of interest
e Review existing questions before
submitting a new one

Ask the first one!

We won't get to every question during today’s session but will address as many relevant questions as time allows
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School Funding
Overview




Agenda

10 min

10 min

30 min

ERSE

Legal responsibilities for education funding
Overview of CT’s students, schools, & districts

Overview of CT education funding system

As you're listening, track
questions you have that will
be important for this group to
know to make informed
recommendations later in
our sequence




Legal responsibilities for education funding



What is the state’s legal responsibility regarding public
education?

Connecticut Constitution, Article Eighth, §1 (as amended):
“There shall always be free public elementary and secondary schools in
the state. The general assembly shall implement this principle by
appropriate legislation.”

ERSi= 16



What are the legal responsibilities and authorities of
municipalities?

Connecticut General Statutes Section 10-240: Establishes towns as school districts with the
responsibility for maintaining public schools through their Boards of Education

Connecticut General Statutes Section 10-222: Local boards of education submit their
financial estimates to the municipal appropriating authority, which then makes the final
appropriations and levies the required local taxes

ERSi=

Sources: Connecticut General Statutes, Section 10-240 and 10-222 (from Cqga.ct.gov)

17


http://cga.ct.gov

What have key education court cases in CT determined?

ERSi=

Court cases What it determined What it led to

The Guaranteed Tax Base aid, and
later the Education Cost Sharing
(ECS) formula; Minimum expenditure
requirement (MER) / Minimum Budget
requirement (MBR)

Public school students are entitled to equal enjoyment of the right to education,
Horton v. Meskill and a system of school financing that relied on local property tax revenues
(1977, follow-up in 1985) | without regard to disparities in town wealth and that lacked significant
equalizing state support was unconstitutional.

Public school students have a constitutional right to a substantially equal

Sheff v. O'Neill Significant court-driven investments i
v ¢! educational opportunity that is not impaired by racial and ethnic isolation, and the ' |<.:anl COUL-AIVen INVEStmen's In

(1996, follow-ups state has a constitutional obligation to remedy the educational inequities in the Inter-district magnet schools and Open

continuing through 2022) 9 y q Choice in the greater Hartford area

Hartford schools caused by extreme racial and ethnic isolation.

CT Coalition for

Justice in Education
The state's level of public education spending was above the amount required

Funding v. Rell
unding v. ke , to be constitutionally adequate. Policy changes are the responsibility of the N/A
(2010, follow-up in 2016 legislature, not the courts
for Superior Court and g ’ '
2018 for Supreme Court)

Sources: A Summary of Horton v. Meskill (Office of Legislative Research); Sheff v. O'Neill Decision (Office of Legislative Research); CCJEF vs. Rell 2018 majority opinion

18


https://www.cga.ct.gov/2001/rpt/2001-R-0059.htm
https://www.cga.ct.gov/ps96/rpt/olr/htm/96-r-0992.htm
http://www.lawadmin.com/sg/gendocs/327CR19.pdf

What are goals that state funding systems try to achieve?

1.

ERSi=

Adequate: Does the funding provide enough resources to provide a sufficient level of
services for all students?

Need-Driven: To what extent does the funding address differences in student need &
local wealth disparities?

Transparent: Is the system clear and easily understood?

Predictable: To what extent do levels of funding and changes enable districts to meet
their annual obligations, and support multi-year strategic planning?

Flexible & Effective: How does the system support districts in using resources
flexibly and effectively to meet students' needs?

19



Overview of CT’s students, schools, & districts



There are about ~498,000 public school students in CT; most districts
have experienced enrollment decline over the last several years

Enroliment Change by Town / Regional District:

Geographic Heat Map
School Years 2018-19 to 2025-26
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Notes: CSDE is currently commissioning a student enrollment projections study to forecast future enrollment levels (findings not yet available); District enrollment is the district in
which a student is enrolled on October 1. District-level enrollment includes students outplaced to non-publics, detention centers, and out-of-state facilities

Sources: CPRL & ERS Analysis; EdSight enrollment export (SY19 & SY26)



https://public-edsight.ct.gov/students/enrollment-dashboard/public-school-enrollment-export?language=en_US

Over the last 20 years, the proportion of students eligible for Free and
Reduced-Price Meals (FRPM), students with disabilities (SWD), and English
Learners / Multilingual Learners (EL/ML) in CT schools have risen

Enrollment by Student Group (PK-12)
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Notes: Statewide enrollment includes all students reported by a CT public school district in the Public School Information System (PSIS) October collection in a given year.
ERS:i= Statewide enrollment counts include students reported by a CT public school district who are outplaced to non-publics, detention centers, and out-of-state facilities.
Sources: ERS Analysis; EdSight enrollment export


https://public-edsight.ct.gov/students/enrollment-dashboard/public-school-enrollment-export?language=en_US

CT has a variety of types of public schools, although most are

traditional schools in local districts

Number of Public Schools by Type of Organization 2024-25

/

Organization Type # of Schools | % of Schools

Public Schools in Local and Regional Districts 931 90%
Regional Educational Service Center Schools 26 2.5%
Public Charter Schools 21 2.0%
Connecticut Technical Education and Career

17 1.7%
System (CTECS)
Other (Endowed Academies, State Agency Facilties,

34 3.4%
College Affiliated Schools)
Total Number of Schools 1,030 100%

Notes: See school type definitions in appendix
Sources: CSDE; Image from Office of Leqgislative Research

CT has mostly town-based school districts. There
are also 17 regional school districts, shown in color

on this map

23



https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/sde/board/boardmaterials040126/the_condition_of_education_in_connecticut_2024_25.pdf?rev=f440e2ab8ea34415bd5c8a5c266614c1
https://www.cga.ct.gov/2019/rpt/pdf/2019-R-0039.pdf

CT districts vary in terms of size and student need

Count of Districts by Size Count of Districts by % High Needs

60
50 100
2]
© 40 80
@
Q30 60
o
g 20 40
(6]
) . “ ’ - n
0 0 _
Tiny Smaller Small Mid-sized Large Urban 0 0 0 0 0
(<500) (500-999)  (1000-2500) (2500-5000) 5000—1 0000) (10000+) 0-20% 20-40% 40-60% 60-80% 80-100%
Median . . .
% High 47% 43% 39% 39% 44% 78% These 8 largest districts (including
Needs CTECS) have 21% of all students and
35% of all high-need students in CT
Notes: District enrollment is the district in which a student is enrolled on October 1. District-level enrollment includes students outplaced to non-publics, detention centers, and
out-of-state facilities;"High Needs” is defined as EL/MLs, students with disabilities and/or students from low-income families; This data includes town and regional districts,
ERSi= RESCs, and CTECS. 24

Sources: ERS Analysis; EdSight enrollment export (SY26)



https://public-edsight.ct.gov/students/enrollment-dashboard/public-school-enrollment-export?language=en_US

Overview of CT education funding system



ERSi=

CT State Education Funding Levels over Time

School District Revenue from State Funds

The inclusion of Connecticut
Technical Education and Career
System (CTECS) in EdSight
revenue data in SY22-23 is
responsible for the reported
increase in state revenue that
year. This is when CTECS
transitioned from the State
Board of Education to an
independent state agency.

SY17-18 to SY24-25
$4.0B 53.48 Sa.ny
$3.58 o on $3.3B -
2.8B :

$308 $2.78 $2.88 52.8B > A ‘/53,33

$2.5B

$2.0B

$1.5B

$1.0B

$S0.5B

$0.0B

SY17-18 SY18-19 SY19-20 SY20-21 SY21-22 SY22-23 SY23-24 SY24-25
Total Enroliment 535,025 530,612 527,829 513079 513,615 513,513 512,652 508,402
% Change in Spending

0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0 0
(excluding CTECS) NA 4% 1% 1% 3% 2% 4% T%

Notes: Revenue from state sources includes Education Cost Sharing as well as grants for specific purposes such as magnet schools, charter schools,
agricultural science and technology centers. Excludes school construction grants and pensions (paid separately by the state)
Sources: ERS Analysis; EdSight Revenue Sources; EdSight Enrollment Export

bilingual programs and 26


https://public-edsight.ct.gov/overview/per-pupil-expenditures-by-function---district/revenue-sources?language=en_US
https://public-edsight.ct.gov/students/enrollment-dashboard/public-school-enrollment-export?language=en_US

Connecticut has the 5th highest cost-adjusted funding per-pupil of all

states

Across neighboring states (not shown):

Cost-Adjusted Per-Pupil Funding state | Fyneng | Aboye Nat
Relative to National Average (2023) MA | $19,007 |  +$1,244
. fzcsling Amount Above/Eclow National Average RI_| $20.176 | +$2,343
New York $29,440 B |
Vermont $27,067 e
D.C. $26,223 D 5270
New Jersey $24,402 _ +86,545
Connecticut $23,583 B s
Pennsylvania $22,600 R 52747
New Hampshire $22,137 D 54,284
Ilinois $21,923 B 52,070
Maine $21,078 P +s3225
Wyoming $20,971 P +s3118
Michigan $20,919 P +43,066

ERSi= Notes: This shows states with the highest funding levels; remaining states with lower funding levels are in the appendix. The per-pupil funding levels are adjusted for regional

differences using NCES’s Comparable Wage Index for Teachers

Sources: Education Law Center
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https://edlawcenter.org/research/making-the-grade-2025/

About 30% of CT school district spending comes from state sources, of
which the Education Cost Sharing formula is the largest portion

CT School District Spending*, by Source

SY 2024-25
$0.52 B Federal (~4%)
$7.58 B Local (~62%)

e Education Cost Sharing (~63%) *
e Special Ed Excess Cost grant (~6%)

e Magnet grant (~7%)

e CTECS grant (~6%)

$3.66 B State (~30%) e Charter grant (~4%)

*This does not include pensions or School Construction Grants

ERSi= Notes: Excludes the “Tuition and Other” category (so does not sum to 100%), school construction grants, and pensions (paid separately by the state)
Sources: ERS Analysis; EdSight Revenue Sources; Estimates by type of state aid are FY2025 from School + State Finance Project


https://public-edsight.ct.gov/overview/per-pupil-expenditures-by-function---district/revenue-sources?language=en_US
https://schoolstatefinance.org/hubfs/Reports/Adopted%20Budget%20for%20FYs%202026%20and%202027%20-%20Education%20Funding%20Snapshot.pdf

There is wide variation in the proportion of state aid across districts

For example:
[v)
100% — . 2%
80% 25%
Federal Share 60% 73%
Local Share 9%
40%
W State Share
23% s~ 2%
0%
SY24-25 Bridgeport Stratford Fairfield
$ Per Pupil $18,985 $23,117 $25,485
Mill Rate 43.45 40.20 27.90
Enroliment 20,022 6,578 9,139
% FRPM 87% 50% 18%
% EL/ML 31% 12% 4%
% SWD 21% 19% 20%

Notes: Stacked bars and $ Per Pupil exclude “Tuition and Other” category (so percents may not sum to 100%), school construction grants, and pensions (paid separately by the
state); A "mill" represents $1 of tax for every $1,000 of assessed value. (Assessment x Mill Rate) + 1,000 = Your Tax Bill. Mill rates are for FY25 (based on 2023 property values)
. and represent the mill rate for Real Estate and Personal Property; Enrollment reflects students enrolled on October 1, SY24-25. District-level enrollment includes students outplaced
ERS& to non-publics, detention centers, and out-of-state facilities. 29
Sources: ERS Analysis; EdSight Revenue Sources; Office of Policy and Management (Mill Rates - Real Estate & Personal Property); EdSight enrollment export


https://public-edsight.ct.gov/overview/per-pupil-expenditures-by-function---district/revenue-sources?language=en_US
https://portal.ct.gov/opm/igpp/publications/mill-rates?language=en_US
https://public-edsight.ct.gov/students/enrollment-dashboard/public-school-enrollment-export?language=en_US

____ Funding 4
Connecticut has greater funding level disparity across districts
than other states

Difference (%) in Per-Pupil Funding in Low-Poverty Districts relative to High-Poverty Districts (2023)

Funding Distribution:

Low High Advantage (+) / Dis ‘age (-) in High Poverty Districts
Washington $18,083 $16,704 -8% Across neighboring states:
North Dakota $17,198 $15,850 -89%
West Virginia $16,799 $15,387 -8% State s High D?::::;zg:g/e
Pennsylvania $21,654 $19,576 -10%
Alabama $16,077 $14,270 -11% MA | $18,025 | $19216 |  +7%
Tennessee $14,476 $12,505 -149% R $19,414 | $19,136 -1%
Maine $20,310 $17,321 -15% NY | $28,938 | $30,301 +5%
New Hampshire $21,676 $17,973 -17%
Oregon $18,210 $15,014 -18%
Missouri $16,727 $13,704 -18%
Florida $14,486 $11,821 -18%
Connecticut $23,767 $19,159 -19%

Notes: This slide shows states with the largest negative differences; remaining states are in the appendix. Poverty is measured using the Census definition; high-poverty districts are 3
defined in this report as 30% or more of school-aged children in poverty, and low-poverty districts are defined as 5% or less in poverty.
Sources: Education Law Center

ERSE=


https://edlawcenter.org/research/making-the-grade-2025/

States use different strategies for addressing funding disparity

ERSi=

Wealth Disparity Strategy

Minimal local funding
contribution
Example State: MA

Recapture systems
Example State: TX

Property tax ceilings/ floors
Example States: AZ, RI

State-funded systems
Example State: NM

State-pooled systems
Example States: VT, HI

Description

The state determines the minimum (“foundational”) amount it deems adequate and the amount it
expects local aid to contribute to that amount. The state aid back-fills the difference between the
contribution and the foundation amount.

When a district’s property taxes generate more funding than the amount calculated to be
necessary, the excess is recaptured by the state and used to support other districts

State sets a floor and/or ceiling on property tax rates, and a level above which voter approval is
required

State raises and distributes most education revenue; Local property taxes play an insignificant
role in education revenue

Property taxes are pooled statewide, and then redistributed. Local communities can choose to
spend more, but pay a commensurately higher state tax rate

31

Sources: Education Commission of the States (2024); EdBuild


https://www.ecs.org/50-state-comparison-k-12-funding-2024/
http://funded.edbuild.org/reports/issue/local-share/in-depth

The largest source of state education aid in CT is the Education Cost
Sharing (ECS) formula

Foundation
Amount

State Share Based on _ ECS Grant

Town Wealth Amount

AN

Need-Weighted Students

+ 30% Low-Income (FRPM) Base Aid Ratio
$11 525 + 15% Concentrated Poverty Based on Property Wealth (70%) | until Fy2s, underfunded
(since 2013) o N and Median Household Income towns only received a
+ 25% Multilingual Learner (30%) portion of this amount:
towns with declining
enrollment have been
The Minimum Aid Ratio guarantees held harmless from
10% for Alliance districts and at least 1% reductions
for other districts.
ERSi=  Notes: The concentrated poverty weight applies to low-income students residing in a district where low-income students account for over 60% of the district’s enrollment 32

Sources: Office of Fiscal Analysis and the Office of Legislative Research


https://schoolstatefinance.org/hubfs/Resources/Education%20Funding%20101%20Presentation%20by%20OFA%20and%20OLR.pdf

____ Funding 4
Recent ECS Changes

e The foundation amount of $11,525 has not been adjusted since 2013

e Asof FY26, underfunded towns now receive 100% of their formula amount after an 8-year phase-in
period

o Overfunded towns continue to be “held harmless” from reductions in ECS funding for FYs 2026
and 2027; gradual reductions are scheduled to start in FY 2028

e In 2026 the legislature passed two temporary supplemental grants - the Supplemental Education
Aid grant and the District Relief and Compensatory Use Learning Aid grant - that, in
combination, ensure that all towns receive increases in state education funding for FY 2027 that are
equal to at least 4% of their FY 2027 ECS grant amounts

ERS&: Source: Public Act 26-68 33



https://www.cga.ct.gov/asp/cgabillstatus/cgabillstatus.asp?selBillType=Bill&which_year=2026&bill_num=1

This formula is common in many states, with some differences

ERSi=

Similar to CT:

Different from CT:

e Uses a student-based funding
model (35 states + DoC)

e Uses enroliment counts (44 states +
DoC) (vs. attendance-based)

e Uses weights for English Learner
(38 states) and Low-Income (44
states) in primary funding model

e Apply inflation adjustment to base amount (15
states)

e Include weights for special education (36 states)
and gifted and talented (37 states) in primary
funding model

e Align weight amounts to evidence-based funding
levels needed to support high-need populations

e Apply a small size or isolation adjuster (36 states)

Sources: Education Commission of the States (2024)

34


https://www.ecs.org/50-state-comparison-k-12-funding-2024/

How do districts and schools receive State Aid?

For students enrolled in local public schools, the state allocates ECS Grant to the
local municipality for appropriation to the district. For students in Choice schools,
there are different funding sources and distribution methods, in addition to ECS

Local Public Schools

ERSES

Sources: Image from School + State Finance Project

Why not directly to districts or
schools?

In Connecticut, school districts
are not independent
governments and do not have
the authority to levy taxes

Municipalities are legally
responsible for appropriating
education funding, while school
boards of education determine
how education funds are spent

35


https://schoolstatefinance.org/issues/how-ct-funds-education

___ Funding g
Municipalities’ legal responsibilities for the appropriate use of ECS:

Connecticut General Statutes 10-262i governs the payment and use of ECS, specifically:

e Educational Purposes Only: “All aid distributed to a town pursuant to the provisions of this section and
section 10-262u shall be expended for educational purposes only and shall be expended upon the
authorization of the local or regional board of education and in accordance with the provisions of section
10-262u.”

e Prohibits Supplanting: “If a town receives an increase in funds pursuant to this section over the amount it
received for the prior fiscal year, such increase shall not be used to supplant local funding for educational
purposes.”

e Minimum Budget Requirement. “(a) Except as otherwise provided under the provisions of subsections (c)
to (e), inclusive, of this section, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 2018, the budgeted appropriation for
education shall be not less than the budgeted appropriation for education for the fiscal year ending June
30, 2017, plus any aid increase described in subsection (d) of section 10-262i"

ERS=: Source: Connecticut General Statute, Title 10: Education & Culture (from Cga.ct.gov) 36


https://1.next.westlaw.com/Link/Document/FullText?findType=L&originatingContext=document&transitionType=DocumentItem&pubNum=1000264&refType=LQ&originatingDoc=Ifa41b4f0a1fe11ef9a3aa0320d63765f&cite=CTSTS10-262U
https://1.next.westlaw.com/Link/Document/FullText?findType=L&originatingContext=document&transitionType=DocumentItem&pubNum=1000264&refType=LQ&originatingDoc=Ifa41b4f1a1fe11ef9a3aa0320d63765f&cite=CTSTS10-262U
https://1.next.westlaw.com/Link/Document/FullText?findType=L&originatingContext=document&transitionType=DocumentItem&pubNum=1000264&refType=LQ&originatingDoc=Ifa41b4f1a1fe11ef9a3aa0320d63765f&cite=CTSTS10-262U
http://cga.ct.gov

Drivers of spending in districts and schools

e Employee compensation (Salaries and Benefits, including Pensions) is by far the
largest category of spend

e Tuition and Transportation are also fast-growing areas of spend in Connecticut

e Asignificant portion of the spend in these areas - Employee Salaries, Benefits, Tuition,
and Transportation - is from Special Education services

ERSi=
Sources: ERS Analysis; Edsight Per Pupil Expenditures by Object (District); ;Edsight Per Pupil Expenditures by Function (District)

37


https://public-edsight.ct.gov/overview/per-pupil-expenditures-by-function---district/per-pupil-expenditures-by-object---district?language=en_US
https://public-edsight.ct.gov/overview/per-pupil-expenditures-by-function---district?language=en_US

Spending trends and growth

Cost Category Avg. % of CT Range National Average annual growth rate
District Budget Average (compounded); SY20-SY25
(SY21)

Spend on staff is due both to
increases in salaries and increases

Employee Salaries 57% 33-72% 55% +4% T in staff FTE.
. CT’s largest districts have averaged
Employee Benefits 15% (Health only) 6-34% 24%* (some +4% ~4.3% annual teacher salary
include pensions) increases in recent years.

L Total school FTE has risen by 6%
Tuition % 0-44% 1% +9% since SY 21-22, driven most by

gen ed. paras and instructional

assistants and other staff providing
Transportation** 6% 0-11% 3% +7% non-instructional services/support.

ERSi=

Notes: *In Connecticut, pension costs are covered by the state and are not included in district budgets. In contrast, the national average may include some states where pensions

are state-funded and others where they are included in district spending. This difference in how pension costs are accounted for can make the national average appear higher and

limit direct comparability; **Transportation costs are not mutually exclusive with the other drivers listed here (meaning that employee salaries and benefits are included in the cost);
Average teacher salary increase is calculated based on the most recent teacher contracts for Bridgeport, New Haven, and Waterbury.

Sources: ERS Analysis; Edsight Per Pupil Expenditures by Object (District) (SY20 & SY25); Edsight Per Pupil Expenditures by Function (District) (SY20 & SY25); National Center

for Education Statistics (National Averages); National Center for Education Statistics (National Averages - Transportation); CT Post (Bridgeport); New Haven Independent (New 38
Haven); CT Insider (Waterbury)



https://public-edsight.ct.gov/overview/per-pupil-expenditures-by-function---district/per-pupil-expenditures-by-object---district?language=en_US
https://public-edsight.ct.gov/overview/per-pupil-expenditures-by-function---district?language=en_US
https://nces.ed.gov/programs/coe/indicator/cmb/public-school-expenditure
https://nces.ed.gov/programs/coe/indicator/cmb/public-school-expenditure
https://nces.ed.gov/programs/digest/d23/tables/dt23_236.60.asp
https://www.ctpost.com/news/education/article/bridgeport-teachers-new-contract-2023-18423200.php
https://www.newhavenindependent.org/2026/03/05/teacher-admin-contracts-approved-principal-pay-debated/
https://www.ctinsider.com/waterbury/article/waterbury-teacher-contract-raises-21259344.php

School Funding Overview | Participate Through Q&A

SinCIElD
- e Scan the QR code or use the link
& Type your question
Using Q&A
e Submit questions anytime
e Upvote questions of interest
e Review existing questions before
submitting a new one

Ask the first one!

We won't get to every question during today’s session but will address as many relevant questions as time allows
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BREAK! @







Idea Generation | Issues Areas, Guiding
Principles, and Learning Methods

LEARNING METHODS GUIDING PRINCIPLES




Issue Areas & Learning Methods | Directions

What should the group prioritize for future learning?
How should the group generate learning and ideas?

D QA il1 Polls

Issue Areas & Learning Methods - What should the group prioritize for future learning?

In pairS, With the person Sitting neXt to you: @ How should the group generate learning and ideas?

Upvote and add ideas

18

Type your answer.

e Review the list of ideas generated during 1:1s

eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee

e Use the QR code to add any ideas to the poll

I Ideas from 1:1s

Issue Area - ECS Formula

e Upvote ideas you find interesting oo

-Student weights
-Reliance on property wealth

Ideas from 1:1s

Issue Area - Role of Property Taxes

I Ideas from 1:1s

Issue Area - Distribution of Funds at Municipal Level
-Town ed budget calculations



Issue Areas & Learning Methods | Discussion (1/2)

What should the group prioritize for future learning?

e ECS Formula e Cost Drivers
o Foundation amount o Healthcare and pensions
o Student weights o Facilities
o Reliance on property wealth o Special education

e Role of Property Taxes o Transportation

e Distribution of Funds at Municipal
Level
o Town ed budget calculations
Special Education

e Choice Programs (charter, magnet, etc)
o Tuition

o Sheff e Accountability Structures

e Regionalization and Resource
Efficiency

e Relationships between and
Responsibilities of State,
Municipalities, and Districts




Issue Areas & Learning Methods | Discussion (2/2)

How should the group generate learning and ideas?

e Community and stakeholder perspectives
e Connecticut state data
e National examples

® Research




Issue Areas & Learning Methods | Discussion

What should the group prioritize for future learning?
How should the group generate learning and ideas?

D QA 111 Polls

@ Issue Areas & Learning Methods - What should the group prioritize for future learning? 19
=3

How should the group generate learning and ideas?

Upvote and add ideas

e \What stands out to you?

Type your answer... ®

e Anything to highlight or add? R—

This response will be considered as one idea

e Questions on any leading issue areas?

Issue Area - Role of Property Taxes

Issue Area - Distribution of Funds at Municipal Level
-Town ed budget calculations



Guiding Principles | Directions
What gquiding principles should characterize the recommendations?

In pairs, with the person sitting next to you:

@ Guiding Principles - What guiding principles should characterize the recommendations? 0 &)

In January, we want the Commission’s recommendations to point the way towards an education

e Discuss: funding system thats.

o InJanuary, we want the Commission’s Type your answer.. (<)
recommendations to point the way
towards an education funding system
that is...

There are no responses yet.

e Use the QR code to add any ideas to the poll
 —

e Upvote ideas you find interesting



What are goals that state funding systems try to achieve?

1.

ERSi=

Adequate: Does the funding provide enough resources to provide a sufficient level of
services for all students?

Need-Driven: To what extent does the funding address differences in student need &
local wealth disparities?

Transparent: Is the system clear and easily understood?

Predictable: To what extent do levels of funding and changes enable districts to meet
their annual obligations, and support multi-year strategic planning?

Flexible & Effective: How does the system support districts in using resources
flexibly and effectively to meet students' needs?
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Reflection

What's your biggest hope for the Commission?




What’s Next?

Look out for invitations to
our shared folder

Complete today’s exit ticket

Next full-Commission
meeting will be held

virtually on June 25, 2026
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APPENDIX



Overview of CT’s students, schools, & districts



Organization Type Definitions

Organization Type

Definition

Public Schools in Local and Regional Districts

Traditional public schools operated by local boards of education (single municipality) or regional boards of
education (multiple municipalities) that are responsible for providing K-12 education under CT law.

Regional Educational Service Center (RESC) Schools

Public schools and programs operated by RESCs, which are state-established, nonprofit public agencies that
provide shared services, interdistrict programs, and specialized schools (e.g., magnet, special ed, etc.) to
support local districts.

Public Charter Schools

Public, nonsectarian schools that are established under a state charter, organized as nonprofits, and operated
independently of local or regional boards of education, in accordance with a charter granted by the State Board
of Education.

Connecticut Technical Education and Career System
Schools (CTECS)

State-operated public schools that provide students in Grades 9-12 with the opportunity to master skills in trade
and technology programs while eaming a high school diploma. Students are prepared for immediate
employment, apprenticeship programs, college and career.

Endowed Academies

Privately governed schools approved by the State Board of Education that may serve as a town’s public high
school, with tuition paid by sending districts.

State Agency Facilities

Schools operated by state agencies to serve specific student populations (e.g., specialized or institutional
settings).

College-Affiliated Schools

Schools operated in partnership with higher education institutions, typically offering specialized programming or
dual-enrollment opportunities under state authorization.

ERS& Note: Organization Type used by EdSight; definitions not available on EdSight. Sourced definitions from: CSDE (Public School Choice in Connecticut); CSDE (Easing into
Secondary Transition FAQs) Connecticut General Statutes §10-66aa; Office of Legislative Research
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https://portal.ct.gov/sde/school-choice/ct-school-choice/public-school-choice-in-connecticut
https://portal.ct.gov/SDE/Special-Education/Secondary-Transition/Easing-into-Secondary-Transition/FAQs
https://law.justia.com/codes/connecticut/2020/title-10/chapter-164/section-10-66aa/
https://www.cga.ct.gov/2016/rpt/2016-R-0155.htm

There are 9 planning regions governed by Regional Councils of
Government, which serve as county-equivalents for federal data

771 CT Metropolitan I Northwest Hills
[ Capitol Region 71 South Central CT
[0 Lower CT River Valley Bl Southeastern CT
71 Naugatuck Valley Bl Western CT

71 Northeastern CT

ERSiE= ) )
???% Sources: CT Office of Policy and Management



https://portal.ct.gov/opm/igpp/org/planning-regions/planning-regions---overview?language=en_US

Districts are also divided into 6 Regional Educational Service Centers
(RESCs) to help districts collaborate and share resources
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https://www.rescalliance.org/find-my-resc

Enroliment Change by District (SY19 to SY26)

District | 2018-19 | 2025-26 | Change Count. | % Change

District | 2018-19 | 2025-26 | Change Count.

% Change

Learn 2509 1399 -1110 Bloomfield School District 2184 1770 -414 -19
Norfolk School District 96 55 -4 The Gilbert School District 511 415 -96 -19
Regional School District 04 897 595 -302 -34 Old Saybrook School District 1219 990 -229 -19
Colebrook School District 84 59 -25 -30 Stonington School District 2050 1668 -382 -19
Regional School District 08 1456 1031 -425 -29 Sterling School District 368 300 -68 -18
Regional School District 07 1075 767 -308 -29 Westbrook School District 678 553 -125 -18
Hartland School District 162 116 -46 -28 Sharon School District 115 94 21 -18
Deep River School District 242 180 -62 -26 Mansfield School District 1145 939 -206 -18
Hampton School District 93 4 -22 -24 Plainfield School District 2205 1815 -390 -18
Voluntown School District 268 209 -59 -22 Regional School District 17 2026 1668 -358 -18
Regional School District 09 889 696 -193 -22 Unified School District #2 109 90 -19 -17
Hartford School District 19767 15563 -4204 -21 Regional School District 11 232 192 -40 -17
Union School District 52 41 -1 -21 Scotland School District 105 87 -18 -17
Clinton School District 1744 1379 -365 -21 Regional School District 01 391 327 -64 -16
Sprague School District 320 254 -66 -21 Eastern Connecticut
Thompson School District 994 794 200 20 Regional Educational Service 429 359 -70 -16
Regional School District 13~ 1617 1294 323 -20 Center (EASTCONN)
New London School District 3555 2867 688 -19 Sherman School District | _ 279 234 45 16
New Haven School District 21264 17837 -3427 -16

ERSE= Sources: CT K-12 School Finance Working Group (using EdSight data)



Enroliment Change by District (SY19 to SY26)

District | 2018-19 | 2025-26 | Change Count. | % Change District | 2018-19 | 2025-26 | Change Count. | % Change
Stafford School District 1511 1269 -242 -16 Woodstock School District 841 747 -94 -1
Bolton School District 786 663 -123 -16 Norwich F.reg Academy 2256 2004 259 1
Pomfret School District 381 328 53 14 District
New Milford School District 3991 3446 -545 14 North Branford School 1741 1548 193 1
Jumoke Academy District 717 621 96 A3 pistiet.
Branford School District 2860 2480 -380 A3 C°'°h‘_33ter el D's_t”‘ft 2321 2070 251 il
Kent School District 213 185 28 13 East Windsor School District 1107 992 -115 -10
Plymouth School District 1429 1244 185 A3 Thmas“’f‘ School DF”'“ 853 765 88 0
East Hampton School District 1869 1631 238 13 C°°pera;':;i'i::°at'°”a' 839 753 86 10
Regional School District 19 1150 1004 146 13
egional SChoo LIStrc Norwich School District 3621 3256 -365 10
Willington School District 430 376 -54 -13
g Enfield School District 5100 4589 -511 -10
Waterford School District 2519 2205 -314 -12 ; o
Madison School District 2737 2464 -273 -10
Weston School District 2322 2034 -288 -12 — -
New Beginnings Inc Family
Wallingford School District 5770 5091 679 12 Academy District 482 434 48 AL
Groton School District 4324 3820 -504 -12 Newtown School District 4306 3881 425 10
Tolland School District 2392 2114 -278 -12 Bozrah School District 203 183 220 -10
Regional SChOO| District 16 2134 1890 -244 -11 Montville School District 2077 1873 2204 -10
Oxford School District 1799 1597 -202 -1 Ashford School District 410 370 40 -10

ERSE= Sources: Analysis from CT K-12 School Finance Working Group (using EdSight data)



Enroliment Change by District (SY19 to SY26)

District | 2018-19 | 2025-26 | Change Count. | % Change District | 2018-19 | 2025-26 | Change Count. | % Change
Brooklyn School District 922 832 -90 -10 Unified School District #1 156 143 -13 -8
Wolcott School District 2244 2025 -219 -10 Miford School District 5635 5170 -465 -8
East Hartford School District 6836 6171 -665 -10 Windsor I._oc.ks School 1570 1441 129 3

Ridgefield School District 4860 4389 471 -10 District

Granby School District 1877 1696 181 10 Cromwell School District 1946 1789 -157 -8
Regional School District 10~ 2273 2055 218 -10 Elington School Distrit 2735~ 2515 220 8
Windham School District 3377 3058 319 9 Berlin School District 2803 2579 224 8
Guilford School District 3311 3000 311 9 Lebanon School District 1005 o 4 £
East Lyme School District 2699 2447 252 9 Naugatuck School District 4320 3981 -339 -8
; Regional School District 15 3628 3350 -278 -8
E:Etugszrgfrt\z/:es 1874 1702 2 9 Watertown School District 2754 2544 -210 -8
The WoodsftO(I:k Academy 1098 998 100 9 EdAdvance 278 257 -21 -8
District North Canaan School District 255 236 -19 -7
Plainville School District 2353 2141 212 -9 East Haddam School District 1009 934 75 7
Greenwich School District 9099 8313 786 9 Regional School District 14 1656 1536 -120 -7
Fairfield School District 9850 9012 -838 -9 Preston School District 446 414 32 7
Canton School District 1560 1429 -131 8 Killingly School District 2501 2322 -179 7
Essex School District 335 307 28 8 Chaplin School District 156 145 -1 &

ERSE= Sources: Analysis from CT K-12 School Finance Working Group (using EdSight data)



Enroliment Change by District (SY19 to SY26)

District | 2018-19 | 2025-26 | Change Count. | % Change District | 2018-19 | 2025-26 | Change Count. | % Change
Portland School District 1323 1232 91 -7 Ledyard School District 2431 2302 -129 -5
Explorations District 88 82 -6 -7 Suffield School District 2148 2035 -113 -5
Rocky Hill School District 2748 2561 -187 -7 Westport School District 5539 5266 -273 -5
Seymour School District 2178 2031 -147 -7 Brookfield School District 2630 2509 -121 -5
New Fairfield School District 2246 2095 -151 -7 Salem School District 418 399 -19 -5
Shelton School District 4713 4409 -304 -6 Glastonbury School District 5898 5631 -267 -5
Wilton School District 3955 3702 -253 -6 Bristol School District 7956 7597 -359 -5
Middletown School District 4640 4344 -296 6 Putnam School District 1215 1161 -54 -4
West Hartford School District 9654 9069 -585 -6 Stamford School District 16053 15342 - -4
Stratford School District 6816 6407 -409 -6 Southington School District 6385 6115 -270 -4
Derby School District 1308 1231 -17 -6 Darien School District 4769 4581 -188 -4
Bridgeport School District 20572 19380 -1192 6 Salisbury School District 287 276 -11 -4
Wethersfield School District 3620 3412 -208 -6 East Haven School District 2896 2789 -107 -4
Achievement First 4044 3816 -228 -6 New Canaan School District 4173 4029 -144 -3
Newington School District 4051 3827 -224 -6 New Britain School District 10179 9897 -282 -3
Somers School District 1379 1304 -75 -5 Waterbury School District 18847 18381 -466 -2
Avon School District 3152 2981 -171 -5 Windsor School District 3297 3217 -80 2
Manchester School District 6251 5913 -338 -5 Regional School District 05 2186 2136 -50 -2

ERSE= Sources: Analysis from CT K-12 School Finance Working Group (using EdSight data)



Enroliment Change by District (SY19 to SY26)

District

| 2018-19 | 2025-26 | Change Count.

% Change

New Hartford School District 446 437 9 -2
Norwalk School District 11501 11292 -209 -2
Coventry School District 1649 1619 -30 -2
Eastford School District 166 163 -3 -2

Lisbon School District 408 401 -7 -2
Hamden School District 5412 5350 -62 -1
Torrington School District 3912 3868 -44 -1

Regional School District 18 1263 1249 -14 -1
Simsbury School District 4080 4036 -44 -1

North Haven School District 3165 3135 -30 -1
Redding School District 858 850 -8 -1

West Haven School District 5916 5863 -53 -1
Danbury School District 11531 11450 -81 -1
Columbia School District 437 436 -1 0

East Granby School District 855 853 2 0

Farmington School District 4094 4091 -3 0

The Bridge Academy District 281 281 0 0

ERSE=

Sources: Analysis from CT K-12 School Finance Working Group (using EdSight data)

District | 2018-19 | 2025-26 | Change Count. | % Change
Side By Sld;s(fr?;rter School 236 236 0 0
Chester School District 194 194 0 0
Bethel School District 3112 3125 13 0
North Stogilsrlit(;n School 797 732 5 1
Highville ;:;::r School 502 507 5 1
Easton School District 901 910 9 1
Common Ground High
School District ’ 216 219 3 1
Cheshire School District 4284 4348 64 1
Woodbridge School District 847 862 15 2
Trumbull School District 6744 6879 135 2
Griswold School District 1776 1818 42 2
Ansonia School District 2324 2390 66 3
Marlborough School District 449 462 13 3
Cornwall School District 91 94 3 3
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Enroliment Change by District (SY19 to SY26)

District | 2018-19 | 2025-26 | Change Count. | % Change District | 2018-19 | 2025-26 | Change Count. | % Change
Vernon School District 3137 3246 109 3 Regional School District 12 685 810 125 18
Hebron School District 664 689 25 4 Bethany School District 366 433 67 18
Canterbury School District 471 495 24 5 Interdistrict Scho9l f9rArts 278 330 5 19
Meriden School District 7973 8381 408 5 and Comm District
Capitol Region Education Park City Prep Charter 360 437 77 21
Council LI Sl L 5 School District
Barkhamsted School District 227 242 15 7 CEpEIFEpeE e REar 779 138 2
Orange School District 1181 1274 93 8 th°°' D's"'c_t _
Integrated Day Charter . » ” . Franklin School .D|str|ct 154 195 41 27
School District Odyssey Community School 329 420 91 28
c District
onnecticut Technical Ed.
10647 11612 965 9 Andover School District 191 245 54 28
and Career System
Brass City Charter School
Monroe School District 3118 3413 295 9 District 287 400 13 39
Winchester School District 554 607 53 10
- Great Oaks .Ch‘aner School 165 661 196 9
Canaan School District 63 71 8 13 District
Booker T. Waslhln.gton 360 M7 57 16 Elm City Montessori School . o -
Academy District District
South Windsor School Stamford Charter School for
L 4370 5153 783 18 41 202
District Excellence District 339 > 0

ERSE=

Sources: Analysis from CT K-12 School Finance Working Group (using EdSight data)
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Overview of CT education funding system



Cost-Adjusted Per-Pupil Funding Relative to
National Average (2023)

Amount Above/Eelow National Average

Funding
State Level
New York $29,440 - Sty
vermont $27,067 > I, <o 214
26,223 I < 70
New Jersey $24,402 D 56,549
Connecticut $23,583 _ +$5,730
Pennsylvania $22,600 I 52747
New Hampshire $22,137 D 54,284
IHlinois $21,923 I 54070
Maine $21,078 P +s3 225
Wyoming $20,971 P +$3.118
Michigan $20,919 [ +s3,086
Rhode Island $20,176 I 2323
california $19,894 N +52,041
Delaware $19,435 +$1,582
Massachusetts $19,097 +81,244
Ohio $19,055 +$1,202
Oregon $18,780 +§927
North Dakota $18,642 +$785
New Mexico $18,616 +$763
Kansas $18,132 +$279
Nebraska $18,023 +$170
Washington $17,888 +635 National Average
Maryland $17,809 -$44 $17,853

ERSiE=

Sources: Education Law Center


https://edlawcenter.org/research/making-the-grade-2025/

Cost-Adjusted Per-Pupil Funding Relative to
National Average (2023)

) Amount Above/Eclow National Average
Funding
State Level
Vashington 317,888 +$35 National Average
Maryland $17,809 -$44 $17,853
Wisconsin $17,784 -$69
South Carolina $17,698 -$155
Minnesota $17,654 -$199
Hawaii $17,469 -$384
Alaska $17,308 -$545
Kentucky $17,058 -$795
Missouri $16,866 -$987
Colorado $16,780 -$1,073
West Virginia $16,663 -$1,190
Indiana $16,297 -$1,556
Montana $16,291 -$1,562
Georgia $16,049 -$1,804
lowa $15,940 -$1,913
Virginia $15,815 -$2,038
Louisiana $15,717 -$2,136
Alabama $15,242 -$2,611
South Dakota $15,011 -$2,842
Texas $13,852 -$4,001
Arkansas $13,849 -$4,004
Tennessee $13,584 -$4,265
Mississippi $13,559 -$4,254
Oklahoma $13,295 -$4,558
Florida $13,227 -$4,626
Nevada $12,546 -$5,307
Arizona $12,537 -$5,316
Utah $12,522 -$5,331
North Carolina $12,193 -$5,660
Idaho $11,805 -$6,048

ERSE=

Sources: Education Law Center


https://edlawcenter.org/research/making-the-grade-2025/

Utah
California
Wyoming
Minnesota
New Mexico
Maryland
Alaska

South Dakota
Delaware
Nebraska
Colorado
Montana

Ohio
Arkansas
Georgia
Massachusetts
North Carolina

Nevada

Sources: Education Law Center

Low
$11,775
$16,942
$18,388
$15,987
14,629
$17,432
$15,343
$13,213
$17,900
$15,968
$16,247
$13,504
$16,278
$12,336
$15,461
$18,025
$11,976
$12,602

Difference (%) in Per-Pupil Funding in High-Poverty
Districts relative to Low-Poverty Districts (2023)

High
$18,794
$24,087
$25,564
$21,709
$19,395
$22,045
$19,216
$16,529
$21,950
$19,124
$18,861
$15,733
$18,775
$13,693

16,662
$19,216
$12,588
$13,228

Mm<—LnnunmMmIxQOo X

Funding Distribution:
Advantage (+) / Disadvantage (-) in High Poverty Districts

— k=
I -

—
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https://edlawcenter.org/research/making-the-grade-2025/

Wisconsin
New York
Indiana
Louisiana
Kansas
Kentucky
Virginia
Mississippi
Arizona

lowa

New Jersey
South Carolina
Texas
Oklahoma
Rhode Island
Idaho
Illinois

Michigan

Sources: Education Law Center

Difference (%) in Per-Pupil Funding in High-Poverty
Districts relative to Low-Poverty Districts (2023)

Low
$17,164
$28,938
$15,744
$15,182
$16,709
$16,390
$15,880
$13,048
$12,258
$15,305
$23,465
$17,583
$13,708
$12,576
$19,414
$11,589
$21,404
$18,472

High
$18,014
$30,301
$16,377
$15,651
$17,207
$16,831
$16,223
$12,265
$12,424
$15,472
$23,652
$17,691
$132,628
$12,501
$19,136
$11,119
$20,517
$17,589

Funding Distribution:

Advantage (+) / Disadvantage (-) in High Poverty Districts
5%
5%
4%
3%
3%
3%
2%
2%
1%
1%
1%
1%
-1%
-1%
-19%
-4%
-4%
5%
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https://edlawcenter.org/research/making-the-grade-2025/

Washington
North Dakota
West Virginia
Pennsylvania
Alabama
Tennessee
Maine

New Hampshire
Oregon
Missouri
Florida

Connecticut

Sources: Education Law Center

Low

$18,083
$17,198
$16,799
$21,654
$16,077
$14,476
$20,310
$21,676
$18,210
$16,727
$14,486
$23,767

Difference (%) in Per-Pupil Funding in High-Poverty
Districts relative to Low-Poverty Districts (2023)

High
$16,704
$15,850
$15,387
$19,576
$14,270
$12,505
$17,321
$17,973
$15,014
$13,704
$11,821
$19,159

m<=—LMunMmMmPPXPO M

Funding Distribution:
Advantage (+) / Disadvantage (-) in High Poverty Districts
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https://edlawcenter.org/research/making-the-grade-2025/

By District: Percent of Revenue by Source and Per-Pupil Expenditures (2024-25)

District

% Local % State % Federal

% Tuition &

Other

Per Pupil
Expenditures ($)

District

% Local % State % Federal

% Tuition &
Other

Per Pupil
Expenditures ($)

Achi First Bri Booker T. Washi
chievement First Bridgeport | ) ¢ 1 g4 | 64 1.0 $15,289 ooker T. Washington 00 | 782 | 85 133 $17,553
Academy District Academy District
Achlevemer}t Elrst Hartford 77 815 65 43 $18.195 Bozrah School District 78.6 17.9 34 0.0 $25,699
Academy District Branford School District 887 | 77 3.1 0.6 $29,396
Amistad Academy District 3.9 89.7 5.3 1.1 $15,236 B ity Charter School
— rass City Charter Schoo 183 | 749 | 48 19 $16,205
Andover School District 43.2 48 3.8 5 $19,009 District
Ansonia School District 434 474 8.4 0.8 $20,187 Bridgeport School District 25.3 64 9.9 0.8 $18,440
Area. Cooperative Educational 123 149 24 70.4 $57.640 Bristol School District 56 36.9 6.8 04 $21,445
Services Brookfield School District 94.7 3.7 14 0.3 $22,197
Ashford School Disrict 553 | 394 | 45 08 $26,551 Brooklyn School District 634 | 325 | 36 05 $20,250
Avon Schaol District 02 | 43 15 4.1 $22,569 Canaan School District 924 | 44 3 02 $39,520
Barkhamsted School District 65.3 30.3 3.7 0.7 $21,860 Canterbury School District 65.6 30.6 3.6 0.1 $19.867
Berlin School District 839 | 127 | 19 1.5 $23.479 Canton School District 794 | 167 | 16 23 $25,140
Bethany School District 27 | 225 39 0.9 $19,937 ital P H
— Capital Preparatory Harbor 78 | 806 | 116 00 $14,147
Bethel School District 81.3 15.4 3.2 0.1 $19,093 School District
Bloomfiel hool District ! 24. . 2. 24,952 itol Region E ti
loomfield School Distric 69.3 9 3.3 5 $24,95 Capi o. egion Education s 533 46 378 $31514
Bolton School District 77 | 195 15 20 $23,319 Council

ERSi=

are sourced directly from Per Pupil Expenditures by Object on EdSight.

Notes & Sources: All data reflect school year 2024-25. Percent of Revenue by Source are sourced directly from Revenue Sources on EdSight. Per-pupil expenditures
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https://public-edsight.ct.gov/overview/per-pupil-expenditures-by-function---district/revenue-sources?language=en_US
https://public-edsight.ct.gov/overview/per-pupil-expenditures-by-function---district/per-pupil-expenditures-by-object---district?language=en_US

By District: Percent of Revenue by Source and Per-Pupil Expenditures (2024-25)

District % Local % State % Federal % I:tir:i:rn & Exp:::I:::sls ) District % Local % State % Federal % I:tir:i:rn & Exp:::I:::sls )
Chaplin School District 53.4 40.8 4.7 1.1 $26,109 Darien School District 96.0 2.3 1.1 0.7 $26,817
Cheshire School District 86.5 11.6 1.5 0.5 $21,091 Deep River School District 70.4 26.6 3.0 0.0 $28,818
Chester School District 81.4 15.6 29 0.0 $28,172 Derby School District 59.3 35.1 55 0 $25,392
Clinton School District 821 15.4 21 04 $26,336 East Granby School District 84.6 1.8 21 1.5 $23,482
Colchester School District 67.1 21.7 33 2.0 $22,601 East Haddam School District 779 15.3 33 3.5 $25,924
Colebrook School District 78.8 18.3 25 0.3 $33,373 East Hampton School District 79 18.9 1.8 0.3 $23,714
Columbia School District 79.8 17.3 24 0.4 $22,557 East Hartford School District 379 511 74 3.6 $18,067
C?mmon Ground High School 8.4 643 " 161 $20127 East Haven School District 56.7 38.4 3.6 1.3 $19,476
District East Lyme School District 831 | 104 2.0 45 $24,278
Connecticut Technical 00 | 954 | 44 06 $30.953 East Windsor School District | 717 | 226 | 39 18 $27,076

Education and Career System Eastern Connecticut Regional

Coo;?erative Educational 18.2 159 0.7 65.9 $42.902 Educational Service Center 0.0 27.0 25 70.5 $65,316
Services (EASTCONN)

Cornwall School District 948 | 07 35 11 $40,205 Eastford School District 722 | 232 | 35 1.1 $22,476
Coventry School District 709 | 263 2.7 0.1 $19,493 Easton School District 95.8 15 23 0.4 $23,151
Cromwell School District 75.7 18.7 2.3 3.3 $22,362 EdAdvance 0.0 0.7 28 713 $66,937
Danbury School District 656 | 302 3.8 0.5 $17,847 Ellington School District 68.8 | 239 14 5.9 $20,208

ERSi=

Notes & Sources: All data reflect school year 2024-25. Percent of Revenue by Source are sourced directly from Revenue Sources on EdSight. Per-pupil expenditures
are sourced directly from Per Pupil Expenditures by Object on EdSight.
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By District: Percent of Revenue by Source and Per-Pupil Expenditures (2024-25)

% Tuition &

% Tuition &
o futtion % Local % State % Federal Other

Per Pupil
% Local % State % Federal er rupl

Expenditures ($)

Per Pupil

District
istric Expenditures ($)

District

Other

Elm City .Colllege Preparatory s 76.3 49 144 $17.239 Groton School District 66.3 285 49 0.3 $21,725
School District Guilford School District 946 | 36 13 0.5 $23,841
E'imtri'tty Montessori School |, | 459 | 57 90 $18.508 Hamden School District 675 | 287 | 38 0.0 $24,882
s Hampton School District 426 51.0 5.0 1.4 $27,773
Enfield School [.)'St."d % | 42| 56 21 VB Hartford School District 202 | 702 | 75 24 $21,366
Essex th°°' ?'Sf”"t %6 | 24 19 0.0 $28,206 Hartland School District 788 | 190 | 18 0.4 $30,256
Explorations District 178 | 575 | 33 211 S22 Hebron School District 534 | 436 | 29 0.1 $21,439
Fairfield School District 96.5 1.7 15 0.3 $25,369 Highville Charter School
Farmington School District 911 | 53 16 20 $21,032 District 40 | 905 | 54 0.0 $13.457
Franklin School District 83.1 13.3 2.7 0.9 $23,258 | D h hool
_ ntegrated Day Charter School | 15 | g17 | 53 27 $16,190
Glastonbury School District 89.7 6.8 1.6 2.0 $22,603 District
Goodwin University Interdistrict School for Arts and
11.0 66.7 6.4 15.9 22,900 20.0 64.0 16.0 0.0 18,268
Educational Services (GUES) $22 Comm District $18,
Granby School District 76.1 17.6 1.8 45 $22,065 Jumoke Academy District 6.8 70 14.6 8.6 $20,204
G.realt Oaks Charter School 98 76.8 134 00 $19.046 Kent School District 93.6 0.6 43 15 $35,130
District Killingly School District 558 | 355 | 48 39 $21,336
Greenwich School District 96.8 1.2 1.5 0.6 $29,025 Learn 15.1 405 6.6 377 $27.758
Griswold School District 50.0 346 4.0 114 $19,341 Lebanon School District 68.8 23 3.1 5.1 $25 245

ERSi=

are sourced directly from Per Pupil Expenditures by Object on EdSight.

Notes & Sources: All data reflect school year 2024-25. Percent of Revenue by Source are sourced directly from Revenue Sources on EdSight. Per-pupil expenditures
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By District: Percent of Revenue by Source and Per-Pupil Expenditures (2024-25)

District

% Local % State % Federal

% Tuition &

Other

Per Pupil
Expenditures ($)

District

% Local % State % Federal

% Tuition &
Other

Per Pupil
Expenditures ($)

Ledyard School District 65.9 30.6 23 1.2 $19,458 New Hartford School District 65.1 281 6.3 0.5 $24,538
Lisbon School District 67.2 28.9 341 0.9 $20,397 New Haven School District 30.2 57.6 1.1 1.0 $21,346
Madison School District 96.1 1.9 1.2 0.9 $26,293 New London School District 276 54.7 14.5 3.1 $23,265
Manchester School District 59.5 33.8 5.2 1.5 $21,171 New Milford School District 79.5 16.7 26 1.2 $21,973
Mansfield School District 49.9 475 24 0.2 $27,651 Newington School District 75.7 20.5 24 1.3 $23,083
Marlborough School District 63.5 32.9 3.7 0.0 $19,368 Newtown School District 911 6.5 1.7 0.8 $23,196
Meriden School District 334 59.2 6.7 0.7 $16,977 Norfolk School District 94.1 3.2 26 0.1 $46,016
Middletown School District 69 27.2 3.1 0.7 $25,483 North Branford School District 75 22.6 2.2 0.2 $22,191
Milford School District 88.5 8.6 27 0.3 $26,131 North Canaan School District 64.6 31.8 34 0.2 $25,810
Monroe School District 89.6 8.5 1.6 0.2 $21,145 North Haven School District 89.1 8.4 21 0.4 $20,718
Montville School District 66.6 285 44 05 $21,827 Ngrth Stonington School 76,6 171 26 37 $21126
Naugatuck School District 474 | 436 85 0.4 $19,251 District

inni i Norwalk School District 82.3 11.6 5.2 0.8 $23,147
Z(?;vdssing]ils:gztlnc o 52 814 70 o4 $16.926 Norwich School District 50.8 43.7 438 0.7 $23,658
New Britain School District 26.6 65.2 74 0.8 $18,064 O.dys.,sey Community School 149 813 26 13 $14.82
New Canaan School District | 967 | 1.2 12 0.8 $27,869 District
New Fairfield School District | 88.3 | 8.1 19 17 $23,973 Old Saybrook School District | 97.2 | 0.6 17 04 $28,583

ERSi=

are sourced directly from Per Pupil Expenditures by Object on EdSight.

Notes & Sources: All data reflect school year 2024-25. Percent of Revenue by Source are sourced directly from Revenue Sources on EdSight. Per-pupil expenditures
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By District: Percent of Revenue by Source and Per-Pupil Expenditures (2024-25)

% Tuition &

% Tuition &
% Local % State % Federal o luition

Other

Per Pupil
Expenditures ($)

Per Pupil

District
istric Expenditures ($)

District % Local % State % Federal

Other

Orange School District 91.6 4.6 3.8 0.0 $20,523 Regional School District 09 96.1 26 1.2 0.1 $33,549
Oxford School District 84.6 12.1 3.0 0.3 $22,415 Regional School District 10 79.8 174 2.4 0.4 $21,006
P?ark.City Prep Charter School 63 87 1 66 00 $15.541 Regional School District 11 93.9 1.6 27 1.8 $33,152
District Regional School District 12 851 | 67 19 6.3 $32,551
Plainfield School District 52.4 39.7 4.0 4.0 $20,864 Regional School District 13 837 14.4 17 0.2 $30,387
Plainville School District 66.1 30 3.7 0.3 $22,412 Regional School District 14 764 | 181 17 38 $25,412
Plymouth School District 60.7 | 362 2.8 04 $21,484 Regional School District 15 859 | 12.1 18 0.2 $25,887
Pomfret School District 732 | 244 24 0.0 $23,489 Regional School District 16 731 | 249 17 0.3 $21,735
Portland School District 756 | 211 3.2 0.1 $21,870 Regional School District 17 855 | 128 17 0.0 $28,369
Preston School District 76.3 20.4 2.8 0.5 $25,820 Regional School District 18 93 45 15 10 $26,038
Putnam School District 51.8 | 393 6.0 29 $20,671 Regional School District 19 805 | 55 2.7 1.3 $24,196
Redding School District 955 | 13 24 0.8 $30,448 Regional School District 20 854 | 10.0 18 2.8 $26,590
Regional School District 01 89.2 7.7 1.8 1.2 $33,860 Ridgefield School District 97.1 14 14 0.1 $26,267
Regional School District 04 %5 | 1.0 25 0.0 $34,045 Rocky Hill School District 834 | 146 19 0.2 $21,151
Regional School District 05 96.2 1.9 1.6 0.2 $23,694 Salem School District 76 214 29 0.4 $21,747
Regional School District 07 91.1 5.1 1.3 25 $29,305 Salisbury School District 9.8 0.7 43 0.2 $30,989
Regional School District 08 97.3 1.1 1.3 0.3 $28,330 Scotland School District 39 53.1 6.5 14 $26.826

ERSi=

are sourced directly from Per Pupil Expenditures by Object on EdSight.
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By District: Percent of Revenue by Source and Per-Pupil Expenditures (2024-25)

District % Local % State % Federal % I;:Zn & Exp:::I:::sls ) District % Local % State % Federal % I;:Zn & Exp:::I:::sls )

Seymour School District 66.1 29.6 4.1 0.2 $19,784 Stratford School District 2.7 22.8 43 0.3 $22,091
Sharon School District 96.3 0.5 3.1 0.1 $48,747 Suffield School District 75.3 19.6 19 3.1 $20,973
Shelton School District 86.1 11.6 2.3 0.0 $20,097 The Bridge Academy District 9.3 80.6 10.1 0.0 $16,955
Sherman School District 94.9 25 22 0.4 $29,686 Thomaston School District 63.9 32.8 27 0.6 $22,567
Si.de.By Side Charter School 36 08 34 02 $15.744 Thompson School District 60.7 34.4 44 0.5 $27,518
District Tolland School District 766 | 218 16 0.0 $20,860
Simsbury School District 833 | 124 18 25 $22,059 Torrington School District 552 | 39.9 45 05 $21,772
Somers School District 4 | 208 16 0.1 821,773 Trumbull School District 914 | 53 2.1 12 $20,027
South Windsor School District | 83.1 141 1.7 1.1 $18,815 Union School District 85.1 107 4.1 0.1 $26,736
Southington School District 75.5 20.7 24 14 $19,961 Vernon School District 57.8 372 3.9 11 $19,595
Sprague School District 580 | 378 | 41 0.2 $21,209 Voluntown School District 663 | 305 | 32 0.0 $25,110
Stafford School District 645 | 314 2.8 14 $25,044 Wallingford School District 762 | 20.0 2.7 11 $24.427
Eiaclefl:;dcsgai;:fctSChoo' for | w5 | 909 | 26 00 $11,837 Waterbury School District 249 | 650 | 93 07 $18,654

Waterford School District 96.2 1.7 1.9 0.1 $26,308
Stamford School District 81.9 13.0 4.7 0.5 $24,176 Watertown School District 745 28 29 04 $22.439
Sterling School Distric 49 | 85 | o6 ' $21,100 West Hartford School District | 808 | 157 | 22 13 $22,971
Stonington School District 188 | 30 | 3 0.0 526407 West Haven School District | 456 | 489 | 5.1 04 $18,666

ERSi=

Notes & Sources: All data reflect school year 2024-25. Percent of Revenue by Source are sourced directly from Revenue Sources on EdSight. Per-pupil expenditures
are sourced directly from Per Pupil Expenditures by Object on EdSight.
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By District: Percent of Revenue by Source and Per-Pupil Expenditures (2024-25)

% Tuition & Per Pupil

District % Local % State % Federal Other  Expenditures ($)
Westbrook School District 94.6 08 46 0.0 $35,908
Weston School District 96.8 1.5 1.2 0.5 $29,348
Westport School District 97.3 1.1 1.2 0.4 $28,601
Wethersfield School District 73.9 22.7 2.3 1.1 $21,197
Willington School District 61.6 35.2 33 0.0 $28,966
Wilton School District 95.4 1.6 1.3 1.7 $25,819
Winchester School District 60.3 35.7 33 0.7 $23,264
Windham School District 34.9 52.6 10.1 24 $23,635
Windsor Locks School District | 75.2 17.7 28 43 $24,793
Windsor School District 81.3 15.7 3.0 0.1 $24,003
Wolcott School District 64.5 32.8 26 0.1 $19,433
Woodbridge School District 93.1 4.2 23 0.4 $20,768
Woodstock School District 755 221 2.2 0.2 $20,916
ERSE=

Notes & Sources: All data reflect school year 2024-25. Percent of Revenue by Source are sourced directly from Revenue Sources on EdSight. Per-pupil expenditures
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ECS FY 23 STATE AID PERCENTAGE:

WEALTH FACTOR RANGES

57,57 146,842 788,411
Property v
Wealth
(AENGLPC)
36,278 90,893 232,523
Median v Y v
Town Medi
Income i
1% 24.1% 75.4%
\ 4 \ 4
State
Aid % Median
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RANGE OF ECS FY 23 TOWN GRANTS
PER PUPIL

$68 $3,375 $11,444

v \ 4 v

84
towns

A A A

Lowest Median Highest
Town
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ERSE=

CHOICE PROGRAM FUNDING

The state's contribution

FY 23 STATE FUNDING COMPARISON:

SELECTED CHOICE PROCRAMS

AND ECS* Vo-Ag Centers
Charter Schools 0.6%
CTECS 4.6%
5.9% I

—

Magnet Schools
& Open Choice
ISU796 0

Total FY 23

Funding:
$2.9 billion

*Values rounded to the nearest tenth.

Source: Education Funding 101, ECS Grant and School Choice. Office of Fiscal Analysis and the Office of Legislative Research, 2023
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