
(703) 536-2310 

Fax (703) 536-3225 

 

Education TURNKEY Electronic Distribution, Inc. 
256 North Washington Street 

Falls Church, Virginia 22046-4549 

 

 

 

 

 

DATE: August 21, 2007 

 

TO:  TechMIS Subscribers 

 

FROM: Charles Blaschke 

 

SUBJ: Final Federal Title I Allocations to Districts Receiving Significant 

Increases Before State Adjustments 

 

In our March 30, 2007 Special Report for TechMIS Subscribers, we included a list of 

districts receiving preliminary increases of $200,000 or more in their Title I allocation for 

the 2006-07 school year.  We emphasized that the “preliminary” allocations were just 

that, and that a number of adjustments would have to be made.  The enclosed is a list of 

final Federal Title I district allocations made by USED.  We want to emphasize that these 

allocations do not take into account any adjustments that will be made by SEAs.  

Enclosed with this email is the March 30 TechMIS cover memorandum which discusses 

the nature of the various types of SEA adjustments.  Also many of these districts which 

have been identified for having disproportionality under IDEA will have to reallocate 15 

percent of their IDEA funds to Title I programs, most likely, for early intervening 

services. 

 

The enclosed attachment of districts receiving an adjusted $200,000 increase or more for 

next year takes into account the 2006-07 state-reported per-pupil expenditures which 

USED incorporated into the Title I formula in June to come up with the final Federal 

allocations.  The final adjustments will affect some districts in certain states significantly, 

although, in most of the districts, the impact has been generally minimal.  

 

Most changes between the preliminary LEA allocations from March and the final 

allocations have been minimal.  A small number of districts had decreases such that they 

failed to meet our arbitrary cut-off increase of $200,000.  In an even smaller number of 

cases, districts received enough of an increase to bump them up onto our list.  In a very 

few instances, there were apparently significant changes – either gains or losses – 

between the preliminary and final allocations.  TechMIS clients interested in particular 

school districts can compare the allocations in the March 30 report with those attached 

here to see if those districts were significantly affected.  A brief review of the two 

M E M O R A N D U M 



allocations highlights a number of districts that saw substantial increases between 

preliminary and final, as well as some that had large cuts.   

 

Among the big gainers are (remember these numbers represent changes in already 

substantial increases): 

 Amphitheater (AZ) – increase went from $170,000 (preliminary) to $340,000 

(final); 

 Mt. Diablo (CA) – increase went from $314,000 (preliminary) to $563,000 

(final); 

 East Hartford (CT) – increase went from $592,000 (preliminary) to $755,000 

(final); 

 New Britain (CT) – increase went from $881,000 (preliminary) to $1,063,000 

(final); 

 Monroe County (IN) – increase went from $310,000 (preliminary) to $665,000 

(final); 

 Richmond County (NY-Staten Island) – increase went from $925,000 

(preliminary) to $1,210,000 (final); 

 Allentown (PA) – increase went from $684,000 (preliminary) to $899,000 (final); 

 Warren County (PA) – increase went from $53,000 (preliminary) to $288,000 

(final); 

 Charlottesville (VA) – increase went from $73,000 (preliminary) to $368,000 

(final). 

 

At the other extreme, a few districts saw substantial declines in their increases between 

preliminary and final allocations.  Among the losers (again, remember these districts will 

have large gains over last year – just smaller than originally indicated) are: 

 Kansas City (MO) – increase went from $491,000 (preliminary) to $291,000 

(final); 

 Olathe (KS) – increase went from $383,000 (preliminary) to $209,000 (final); 

 Framingham (MA) – increase went from $303,000 (preliminary) to $205,000 

(final); 

 Normandy (MO) – increase went from $321,000 (preliminary) to $237,000 

(final); 

 Manchester (NH) – increase went from $1,931,000 (preliminary) to $877,000 

(final); 

 Queens County (NY) – increase went from $956,000 (preliminary) to $412,000 

(final); 

 Akron (OH) – increase went from $1,993,000 (preliminary) to $1,740,000 (final); 

 Reading (PA) – increase went from $1,522,000 (preliminary) to $1,225,000 

(final). 

 

One use by USED of the final Federal district allocations, before state adjustments, will 

likely be the calculation of each district’s per-eligible-Title I-student allocation.  In the 

past, USED has posted what constitutes 20 percent of those allocations as a benchmark 

for determining – for each district identified for improvement or which has a number of 



schools identified for improvement – the amount to be set aside per Title I student for 

SES and the parent choice transportation option.  In effect, this is supposed to establish 

the maximum fee that third-party SES providers can charge per-eligible-student for 

participating in their SES program.  In states that have made significant adjustments, the 

existence of the Federally-calculated 20 percent per-eligible-student calculation has 

created confusion and time-consuming negotiations between districts and third-party SES 

providers.  Below we highlight some of the types of adjustments SEAs could make which 

could result in moderate or significant reductions in the USED district allocations.  These 

are described in more detail in our March 30 memorandum. 

 

In our March 30
th

 Special Report, we identified the states in which districts that are 

receiving increases after SEA adjustments will most likely retain some of the increases in 

Title I funding for the 2007-08 school year.  The Center on Education Policy just released 

its analysis on Title I Funds – “Who’s Gaining, Who’s Losing: School Year 2007-08 

Update.”  The CEP analysis, which uses final USED district Title I allocations, confirms 

the states which we identified as being safer for targeting than those states which received 

overall Title I funding reductions, with the exception of two states.  The safer states to 

target are: Ohio, Pennsylvania, North Carolina, South Carolina, Nevada, Missouri, 

Louisiana, Indiana, Connecticut, Illinois, Iowa, Kansas, Maryland, Michigan, Minnesota, 

New Hampshire, Rhode Island, Utah, and Wisconsin.  CEP estimates that neither 

Louisiana nor Colorado will be able to set aside the full four percent set-aside for school 

improvement.  After SEAs have taken all of the increases away from districts that are 

experiencing preliminary increases, Florida, Hawaii and West Virginia will not be able to 

reserve any funds for school improvement under the four percent set-aside.  In the 

following states, districts receiving preliminary increases, even after the state sets aside 

four percent for school improvement, will continue to maintain larger portions of that 

increase: Connecticut, Illinois, Indiana, Kansas, Maryland, New Hampshire, Ohio and 

Wisconsin.   

 

In those states with overall reductions or only small increases, the impact on a small 

number of gaining districts could be significant due to reallocations to meet the “hold 

harmless” requirement and the four percent SEA set-aside for school improvement.  For 

example, Houston Independent School District received a preliminary $7.5 million 

increase in Title I allocations; however, the state adjustment for hold harmless and the 

four percent set-aside will virtually wipe out the entire increase.  In Memphis City Public 

Schools the adjustments will reduce the $2.1 million preliminary increase by $1.9 

million.  It should be noted, however, that some of the gaining districts that will “lose” 

some of their increases due to the four percent SEA set-aside may, later during the year, 

receive a large portion of the reduction back because they are likely to have schools 

under “corrective action” or “restructuring” and will be the recipients of portions of the 

four percent set-aside for school improvement.  Many of these same districts will likely 

be recipients of at least some portions of the $125 million in new school improvement 

grants included in the FY 2007 budget.  

 

Another initial adjustment to be made by the SEA will be to reallocate funds from 

districts receiving increases to those districts that had cuts of more than the 10 or 15 



percent “hold harmless” threshold.  We estimate that slightly over 8,000 districts will 

receive Title I cuts this coming year.  As described in the March 30 memorandum, SEAs 

also increasingly have to make significant adjustments for Title I-eligible students who 

attend charter schools as the money is supposed to “follow the child.”   

 

As always, call me directly if you have any questions. 


