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INTRODUCTION 
 
This guidance outlines how local educational agencies (LEAs) identify eligible Title I 
school attendance areas or schools and allocate funds to those attendance areas or 
schools. This guidance reflects the requirements in Title I, Part A, Section 1113 of the 
Elementary and Secondary Education Act (ESEA), as amended by the No Child Left 
Behind Act, and the Code of Federal Regulations, Title 34, Chapter II, Part 200, Section 
200.78. 
 
This guidance is nonbinding, but compliance with it will be deemed by the Florida 
Department of Education as compliance with applicable statutes and regulations. 
Although this document outlines specific steps in the allocation process and provides 
examples illustrating how certain procedures may be carried out, the examples provided 
should not be regarded as exhaustive or limiting. LEAs may develop alternative 
approaches that are consistent with the Title I statute and regulations but are more in 
keeping with their particular needs and circumstances. 
 
Summary of New and Revised Items 
 
Section A numbering was adjusted as a result of A-6 being consolidated with A-3. The 
following are new questions that were not in the May 2007 guidance: A-7, B-6, D-8, 
Appendix B, and Appendix C. The following questions have clarifying language: A-1, A-
3, A-5 (example added), C-2, and C-7. 
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IDENTIFICATION OF ELIGIBLE ATTENDANCE AREAS 
 
A-1. Which public school attendance areas or schools may participate in Title I? 

A public school attendance area or school is generally eligible to participate in Title I if 
the percentage of children from low-income families is at least as high as the percentage 
of children from low-income families in the LEA as a whole. An LEA may also designate 
as eligible any school attendance area or school below the LEA poverty average in which 
at least 35 percent of the children are from low-income families. [Section 1113(a)(2)(B; 
1113(b)(1)] 
 
A-2. What data do LEAs use when determining eligible public school attendance 
areas or schools? 

In identifying eligible public school attendance areas or schools, an LEA must use one 
(or a combination) of four sources of poverty data: census; free and reduced price lunch 
(FRPL); Temporary Assistance for Needy Families; and/or Medicaid assistance.  
LEAs must use a consistent measure of poverty and apply it uniformly to each public 
school attendance area or school and the LEA as a whole, or to each grade span grouping. 
LEAs may not apply different poverty measures within grade spans or to different school 
types (i.e. alternative schools). 
 
A-3. Which children are counted when identifying eligible public school attendance 
areas or schools, and how does the Department determine the poverty levels of 
public school attendance areas or schools? 

Only those students ages 5-17 who are in poverty are to be counted when identifying 
eligible attendance areas or schools. The Bureau of Student Assistance provides the 
“Guide to Calculations for the Public School Eligibility Survey (PSES)” each fiscal year 
which outlines date of birth ranges and data base codes to assist LEAs in complying with 
this requirement. 
 
The Department uses Survey 3 data collected each year during the February reporting 
period. LEAs report students who are eligible for free or reduced price lunch during 
Survey 3, the Department processes the data, and the Bureau of Student Assistance is 
provided with the data file in March. The Department uses the file to identify all students 
enrolled and the number of free and reduced priced lunch students ages 5-17 during the 
current school year. The resulting file is matched to the Master School ID (MSID) file 
and becomes the PSES. All PSESs are compiled and become the Title I schools list. 
 
A-4. Do eligible public school attendance areas or schools always receive Title I 
funds? 

No. Public school attendance areas or schools identified as eligible do not always receive 
Title I funds. Please see Section B, “Ranking and Serving.”  
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A-5. Is there flexibility in how an LEA may count children from low-income families 
in middle and high schools? 

Yes. Because high school and middle school students are less likely to participate in free 
and reduced-price lunch programs than elementary school students, those schools often 
may not be identified as eligible for Title I services or, if eligible, may not receive as high 
an allocation as their actual poverty rate would require. In order to address the situation, 
an LEA may use comparable data collected through alternative means such as a survey. 
Also, an LEA may use a “feeder pattern” methodology. This allows the LEA to project 
the number of low-income children in a middle school or high school based on the 
average poverty rate of the elementary school attendance areas that feed into those 
schools. 
 

Feeder Pattern Example 
DISTRICT 
 ENROLLMENT LOW-INCOME # 
(Elementary) 
 
School A  (1) 
School B  (1) 
School C  (2) 
School D  (1) 
School E  (2) 
School F  (2) 
School G  (1) 
 

 
 
                  512 
                  322 
                  450 
                  376 
                  504 
                  610 
                  416

 
 
                         360 
                         142 
                         100 
                         201 
                         221 
                         307 
                         202

Total 
 

               3,190                       1,533 

(Middle School 1) 
 

               1,599                              890 

Calculate average percentage of poverty for elementary attendance areas A, B, D, and G by 
dividing the total number of low-income children in schools A, B, D, and G by the total 
enrollment of schools A, B, D, and G (905÷1,626).  The average percentage of poverty is 55.66 
percent.  
 
Because these four elementary schools feed into Middle School 1, the poverty percentage of 
Middle School 1 is projected as 55.66 percent 
 
To calculate the number of low-income students in Middle School 1, multiply the total school 
enrollment by the average percentage of poverty for the four elementary feeder schools (1,599x 
55.66 %).  This is the number used for allocating Title I funds to Middle School 1. 
 
(Middle School 2) 
 

               1,325                        532 
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Feeder Pattern Example (continued) 
Calculate average percentage of poverty for elementary attendance areas C, E, and F by dividing 
the total number of low-income children in schools C, E, and F by the total enrollment of schools 
C, E, and F (628÷1,564).  The average percentage of poverty is 40.15 percent. 
 
Because these three elementary schools feed into Middle School 2, the poverty percentage of 
Middle School 2 is projected as 40.15 percent. 
 
To calculate the number of low-income students in Middle School 2, multiply the total school 
enrollment by the average percentage of poverty for the three elementary feeder schools 
(1,325x40.15%).  This is the number used for allocating Title I funds to Middle School 2.  
 
(High School)                  3,000                           1,422 
 
Calculate average percentage of poverty for all elementary attendance areas by dividing the total 
number of low-income children by the total enrollment (1,533÷3,190).  The average percentage of 
poverty is projected as 48.06 percent. 
 
Because all elementary schools eventually feed into the high school, the poverty percentage of the 
high school is also 48.06 percent. 
 
To calculate the number of low-income students in the high school, multiply the total school 
enrollment by the average percentage of poverty for all the elementary feeder schools 
(3,000x48.06%).  This is the number used for allocating Title I funds to the high school. 
 

 
A-6. May an LEA provide LEA derived data for the Public School Eligibility Survey 
(PSES)? 

Yes. The LEA may provide its own data for the PSES, given that the same date certain is 
used for all public school attendance areas or schools. 
 
There are a number of instances where an LEA may want to provide their own data to the 
Department. The first may occur if an LEA uses a different measure of poverty. In this 
case, the LEA may contact the Department and provide a PSES by the close of Survey 3 
that reflects the measure of poverty consistently used across the district. In the data 
submitted to the Department, the LEA must identify the number of enrolled students and 
the number of students ages 5-17 in poverty matched to schools on the MSID file. 
 
The LEA also has the flexibility to provide data for new schools not on the PSES that are 
projected to open after Survey 3 closes, reflect schools that will close in the upcoming 
school and project data at the schools that will absorb those students, use feeder patterns 
to identify eligible middle and high schools, or use the baseline year poverty data for 
Provision 2 schools. In these instances, the LEA must identify the number of enrolled 
students and the number of students ages 5-17 in poverty matched to schools on the 
MSID file and uploads the resulting file for new schools to the PSES. 
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Sc Perc
Students on 

F

Per-Pupi  

Schools Above 75%
Blue Water High School $800 
Oceanside Middle School $800 
Sea B 80% $750 
Starfi 78% $750 

Sand 70% $750 
Dolph 65% $700 

Middle Schools Below 75% 
Coral Middle School $0 
Shell 55% $0 
 

A-7. Does each school in the LEA have to determine the poverty average on an 
annual basis? 
 
No. An LEA has the discretion to apply to the United States Department of Agriculture to 
become a Provision 2 school under the National School Lunch Program. The purpose of 
this program is to reduce the burden for high poverty schools by eliminating the 
requirement to collect annual surveys to determine the poverty level of the public school 
attendance area. A public school attendance area that does use this alternative is 
prohibited from collecting eligibility data and certifying students on an annual basis. 
(Policy Letter date February 20, 2003) 
 
RANKING AND SERVING 
 
B-1. Once eligible public school attendance areas or schools are identified, how does 
the LEA determine which attendance areas or schools to serve? 

Each year, an LEA first ranks its public school attendance areas or schools in order of 
poverty and then selects, in rank order, those schools that the LEA will serve. The LEA 
must serve all schools above 75 percent poverty in rank order regardless of gradespan. 
After an LEA has funded all schools with a poverty rate above 75 percent, it may serve 
schools ranked 75 percent or lower either by grade-span groupings or by the LEA as a 
whole. 
 
For example, Atlantic LEA has four schools with poverty rates above 75 percent (Blue 
Water High School, Oceanside Middle School, Sea Breeze Middle School, and Starfish 
Elementary School) and schools with poverty rates of 70 percent (Sand Dollar 
Elementary School), 65 percent (Dolphin Elementary School), 60 percent (Coral Middle 
School), and 55 percent (Shell Middle School). The LEA has chosen to only serve 
elementary schools below 75 percent. The schools would be served in the following rank-
order: 
 

hools ent of 

RPL 
 

l Allocation

87% 
85% 

reeze Middle School 
sh Elementary School 

Elementary Schools Below 75%
Dollar Elementary School 

 

in Elementary School 

60% 
Middle School 
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B-2. If, after serving all public school attendance areas or schools above 75 percent 
poverty, an LEA chooses to serve schools by grade span, may it decide to stop 
serving a grade span above the he LEA or the grade 
span) and move on to another grade span? 

Yes. An LEA that chooses to serve schools at or below 75 percent poverty using grade-
an groupings, such as elementary, middle, and high school, may determine different 

 
to 

Students on 
FRPL 

Per-Pupil Allocation 

 Elementary School 85% $700 
ea Breeze Middle School 80% $700 

Starfish Elementary School 78% 
entary Schools Below

Sand Dollar Elementary School 70% $600 
Dolphin Elementary School 65% $590 

Middle
Coral Middle School 60% $650 
Shell 55% $625 
 
B-3. May an LEA serve a public school attendance area or school th
with Title I funds in the previous year but is not elig  the curre r? 

Yes. Under Section 1113(b)(1) hool attendance area or 
school for one additional year i ior year and is no longer 
eligible for those funds in the current year based on thre  the LEA d
eligib ear. 
 
This provision is known as “grand  provide stability in Title I 
eligib
 
 

poverty average (of either t

sp
per-pupil amounts for different grade spans as long as those amounts do not exceed the 
amount allocated to any area or school above 75 percent poverty. Per-pupil amounts
within grade spans may vary, but the LEA may not allocate higher per-pupil amounts 
areas or schools with lower poverty rates.  
 
Using the example above, Atlantic LEA wants to serve all schools using grade span 
grouping and has determined that the middle school grade span has a greater need for 
services:  
 

Schools 
Percent of 

Schools Above 75% 
Blue Water High School 87% $700 
Oceanside
S

$700 
 75% 
 
 

Elem

 Schools Below 75% 

Middle School 

at was funded 
nt yeaible in

(C), an LEA may serve a public sc
f it received Title I funds in the pr

shold etermined Title I 
ility for the previous project y

fathering” and is intended to
ility to schools with fluctuations in poverty rates. 
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es. An LEA has the flexibility to determine the public school attendance area’s or 

 that public school attendance 
rea’s or school’s Title I allocation to reflect actual data once they become available. 
here are two ways an LEA may accomplish this: 

1. An LEA may reserve an amount off the top of its Title I allocation that it believes 
will be sufficient to fund the new public school attendance area or school should it 

 to receive Title I funds. 

ver 

er 
ool. 

 
It m
two or 
poverty  
school’
 
B-5

Yes. Pr ver, 
childre
are not
prescho

e 
 

 

arry forward 

B-4. A new public school is opening in the LEA at the beginning of the next school 
year. Can the LEA project the enrollment and poverty level of the new public school 
attendance area or school? 

Y
school’s preliminary poverty ranking, Title I eligibility, and allocation based on projected 
fall data. The LEA, however, must be prepared to adjust
a
T

be eligible using projected data.  Once actual data become available, an LEA 
would determine whether the public school attendance area or school is eligible 
and ranks high enough

2. An LEA may distribute an appropriate amount available from Title I “carryo
funds” to the newly opened public school attendance area or school based on 
projected fall data and adjust as needed after actual data become available, 
keeping in mind that a higher per-pupil allocation may not be allocated to a low
ranked public school attendance area or sch

ay also be possible that the opening of a new school results from a consolidation of 
more schools within the LEA. In this case an LEA could use the enrollment and 
 data from the closing schools that feed into the new school to determine the new
s poverty ranking and Title I eligibility. 

. May preschool students be served with Title I funds?  

eschool services to eligible children is an allowable use of Title I funds. Howe
n of preschool age who are served in a Title I program do not generate funds and 
 counted in the Public School Eligibility Survey. There are several ways in which 
ol programs may be funded under Title I: 

 
• A participating school may use its Title I funds to operate a preschool program. 
• An LEA may reserve an amount from the LEA’s total allocation to operate a Titl

I preschool program for eligible children in the LEA as a whole or for a portion of
the LEA. 

 
B-6. When must an LEA revise its Public School Eligibility Survey?
 
An LEA is required to revise its PSES when the following occur: 

• At the time actual data become available for public school attendance areas or 
schools for which the LEA projected enrollment data for the Project Application 

• Increase of funds to schools as a result of c
• New schools opening during the school year 
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• osing during the school year 

e an eligible public 
sch l 

An A ublic school attendance 
area r riteria are met: 
 

1. 
tate and local funds that are equal to or 

under Title I, Part A; and 
state and local funds are being spent for Title I-like purposes. 

rpose? 

a, each LEA 
ce ts. In addition, 

sup
add
sou

ua

. 

emental state and local funds are 

operation of the school; and 

ildren who are failing, or most at risk of failing, to 
meet the state's challenging student academic achievement standards. 

 

• Identify new schools for Title I services after approval of the Project Application, 
such as newly opened Charter Schools 
Schools cl

SKIPPING SCHOOLS 
 
C-1. Under what circumstances may an LEA choose to not serv

oo attendance area or school? 

LE  may elect to not serve, or “skip” an otherwise eligible p
 o school only when all three of the following c

The school that is skipped must meet comparability requirements; 
2. The school must receive supplemental s

greater than the funds it would have otherwise received 
3. The supplemental 

 
C-2. If an LEA elects not to serve a public school attendance area or school, how 
does it determine what state and local fund sources would be considered 
supplemental and Title I-like in pu

Supplemental state and local fund sources are those that provide additional resources to 
hools over and beyond what is provided for basic instruction. In Floridsc

re ives state funds that provide the basic education program for its studen
plemental funds are provided so that students may be offered opportunities for 
itional support to meet their specific educational needs. State supplemental fund 
rces include, but are not limited to: Supplemental Academic Instruction, the ESE 
ranteed Allocation, and the Reading Allocation.  Local supplemental fund sources G

may include, but are not limited to: an additional mileage to be used for school 
improvement activities and additional local sales tax for school improvement activities
 
C-3. How does an LEA determine when suppl
spent for Title I-like purposes? 
 
Supplemental state and local funds would be considered “Title I-like” if they meet the 
intent and purposes of schoolwide or targeted assistance programs. Specifically, 
supplemental funds would meet the intent of schoolwide programs if: 
 

• They are only allocated to schools that meet the minimum 40 percent poverty 
threshold required to operate a schoolwide program; 

• The funds promote schoolwide reform and upgrade of the entire academic 

• The funds are used to meet the academic needs of all children in the school, 
particularly the needs of ch
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ost at risk of 
failing, to meet the state's challenging student academic achievement standards; 

ic 
ram to support their 

dards; 

 
-4. May an LEA elect to skip a public school attendance area or school if other 

ed through 
itle I?  

No. An  
fact a
(IDE )  
Title I-
show that an otherwise eligible Title I school can be skipped. 
 
C-5. If an LEA chooses to skip an eligible

ust p

ool attendance areas or schools that are skipped but are otherwise eligible to be 

 

dance area or school 
s 

ing annual 

Supplemental funds would meet the intent of targeted assistance programs if: 
 

• The funds are used to serve only children who are failing, or m

• The funds provide supplementary services designed to meet the special academ
needs of the children who are participating in the prog
achievement toward meeting the state's student academic achievement stan
and 

• The funds require the use of the state's assessment system to review the 
effectiveness of the program. 

C
federal funds are allocated that would equal or exceed the amount allocat
T

 LEA may not elect to skip a public school attendance area or school based on the
 th t it receives federal funds, such as those from the Individuals with Disabilities Act 

A  or Title I, Part D. Only supplemental funds from state and local resources that are
like in purpose and equal or exceed the Title I, Part A allocation may be used to 

 public school attendance area or school, 
rivate school students residing in the skipped public school attendance area m

or school be allocated funds? 

Yes. An LEA must provide equitable services to private school students residing in 
public sch
served. If an LEA elects not to serve an eligible public school attendance area or school, 
the per-pupil allocation that would have been allocated to that school must be allocated 
for private school students residing in that attendance area.  
 
For example, an LEA chooses to skip an eligible public school attendance area or school 

at, if it had been served, would have received a $500 per-pupil allocation. Private th
school students who reside in that skipped public school attendance area or school would
be allocated $500 per-pupil in order to provide equitable services. 
 
C-6. If an LEA elects to skip an eligible public school atten
when allocating Title I funds because that school is receiving supplemental fund
from other state or local resources that are spent according to the requirements of 
schoolwide and targeted assistance programs, must that school be comparable? 

Yes. Section 1113(b)(1)(D)(i) of the Elementary and Secondary Education Act requires 
at a school be comparable in order to be skipped. In addition, when performth

comparability calculations, an LEA must treat such school as if it were a Title I school 
when determining comparability. Note that an LEA would exclude any supplemental 
state and local funds expended in the school in its comparability calculations.  
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ist? 

less 
they close.  New Title I schools are added to the list through an amendment process until 

 

mendment process, the LEA must revise its non-public school participation form and 

 

ool 

l 

rty rates. 

am 

requires allocations 
otal number of low-income children in a public school attendance area 

actor on which an LEA may determine funding. 

on-poverty factor. 
 

o. Charter schools that are above 75 percent poverty or are eligible based on the LEAs 
al 

s, and are entitled to receive federal 
funding at a comparable level. However, if a charter school meets the three criteria in C-

 
C-7. Can a Title I school be dropped from the Title I Schools L

A Title I school may not be dropped from the Preliminary Title I schools list after 
November 15. The Department must ensure that the list is accurate since it is the basis 
for AYP calculations used for school improvement decisions. After November 15, 
schools may be added to the Title I list but no school may be dropped from the list un

mid-May, at which time the list is finalized. LEAs must provide to the Department the 
same information included in the PSES, as well as a revised budget amendment to reflect
the funds that will be allocated to that school. 
 
If the LEA serves non-public schools and a Title I school is added through the 
a
allocate an equitable portion for the newly served attendance area. 

ALLOCATIONS 

D-1. Must an LEA allocate the same per-pupil amount to all eligible public sch
attendance areas or schools? 

No. An LEA is not required to allocate the same per-pupil amount to each public schoo
attendance area or school. However, the LEA may not allocate a higher per-pupil amount 
to attendance areas or schools with lower pove
 
D-2. May an LEA allocate a greater per-pupil amount to schoolwide progr
schools than to targeted assistance schools? 

o. Section 1113(c) of the Elementary and Secondary Education Act N
to be based on the t
or school. Therefore, poverty is the only f
In other words, an LEA may not allocate funds based on the instructional model, 
educational need, or any other n

D-3. Can a charter school above 75 percent poverty choose not to accept Title I 
funds? 

N
allocation process cannot refuse federal funds. Charter schools receive state and loc
funding at the same level as other public school

1, an LEA may elect to skip it. 
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uring the year in which it opens or expands? 

 

EA 

the LEA must submit to the Department a budget 
mendment and revised Public School Eligibility Survey to reflect the allocations to those 
hools. 

-5. For a school in corrective action or restructuring, must an LEA allocate not 
less than 85 percent of a school’s prior year allocation? 

ice and supplemental 
educational services, the prior year’s allocation of schools in corrective action or 

nds for 

 to reduce its allocation to an affected school below this 85 percent floor. 

LEA would determine a “pre-

ons, 
chools 

cturing, the LEA would calculate 85 percent of 

students on FRPL, or 70 percent, at $200 per-pupil, and a total allocation of $100,000. 

D-4. Must an LEA allocate Title I funds to a newly opened or expanding charter
school d

Yes. An LEA is required to allocate Title I funds to a newly opened or expanding charter
school within five months of opening or expansion. Even if the charter school was not 
included in the LEAs original application and Public School Eligibility Survey, the L
must amend their Public School Eligibility Survey to provide Title I funds to that school 
within five months. In addition, 
a
sc

D

An LEA may not reduce, as a result of implementing cho

restructuring by more than 85 percent. 
 
LEAs may satisfy this requirement through one of two methods. First, an LEA may 
simply set a floor of 85 percent of its prior-year allocation for any school identified for 
corrective action or restructuring. Under this approach, an LEA reserving Title I fu
choice-related transportation and supplemental educational services would not be 
permitted
 
Under the second method, in making allocations to schools for a given year, an LEA 
would calculate two allocations. For the first allocation, the 
reservation” allocation to schools before setting aside funds for choice-related 
transportation and supplemental educational services (but after any other reservati
such as those made for professional development and parental involvement). For s
identified for corrective action or restru
those schools’ “pre-reservation” allocation. The LEA would determine a second 
allocation for all schools after reserving funds for choice-related transportation and 
supplemental educational services. For schools in corrective action and restructuring, the 
LEA would then compare this allocation with 85 percent of their “pre-reservation” 
allocation and allocate the higher of the two to those schools. 
 
D-6. Does the 85 percent provision for schools in corrective action or restructuring 
apply if the LEA has a decline in enrollment? 

The requirement to allocate not less than 85 percent of the prior year’s allocation to a 
school in corrective action or restructuring may not apply if the school had a decline in 
enrollment. However, the decline in enrollment must be great enough that applying the 
85 percent provision would cause the district to allocate a higher per-pupil amount to a 
lower ranked school.  
 
For example, in 2006-07, Sunshine Elementary, which is in corrective action, had 500 
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PL, 
0. However, 85 percent of 

e prior year’s allocation would be $85,000, which would result in a per-pupil of 

$200 per-pupil, with a total allocation of $83,000.  

n 

 
D-7. How does an LEA handle funds that are ca d over fro year int
next when allocating funds to public school attendance areas or schools? 

Although an LEA may not use carry  in an ineligible public 
school attendance area or school, an LEA has considerable discretion in handling 
carryover funds. Some of these ns include
 

• yover funds to the LEA's subsequent year's allocation and distribute them 
ating attendan as or schools in accordance with rank-order 
procedures that ensure equita cipation of non-public school 

 
 carryover funds for particular activities that could best benefit from 
 funding. (Exa s:  parental involvement acti ools w
ncentrations of poverty.) 

 
-8. How does an LEA allocate funds to public school attendance areas or schools if 

e entire 
allocation by 125 percent to determine 

e minimum per-pupil allocation for each public school attendance area or school that 
will be served. The LEA must then reserve off the top its applicable set-asides before 

This year, Sunshine Elementary had a declining enrollment, with 400 students on FR
or 60 percent, at $200 per-pupil, for a total allocation of $80,00
th
$212.50. 
The next highest-ranked school, Apple Elementary, has 415 students, or 65 percent, at 

 

School 
Number of 
Students on 

FRPL 

Percent of 
Students on 

FRPL 

Per-Pupil 
Allocation 

Total 
School 

Allocatio

Apple Elementary                415 65 percent $200 $83,000 

Sunshine Elementary   400 60 percent $200 $80,000 

Sunshine Elementary  

With hold-harmless  
400 60 percent $212.50 $85,000 

rrie m one o the 

over funds to provide services

optio : 

Add carr
to particip
allocation 

ce are
ble parti

children.
• Designate

additional mple vities; sch ith the 
highest co

D
it chooses to serve public school attendance areas or schools below the 35 percent 
poverty level? 
 
If an LEA serves public school attendance areas or schools below the 35 percent poverty 
level, it must first calculate the per-pupil allocation for each child in poverty for th
LEA. The LEA must then multiply the per-pupil 
th

12 
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allo ti
each at  this 
provisi

ca ng the remainder of it funds to schools using the minimum per-pupil allocation for 
tendance area or school served. See Appendix C for an example of applying
on. 
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APPENDIX A– LIST OF ACRONYMS 

ESE   Exceptional Student Education 
Department Florida Department of Education 
IDEA  Individuals with Disabilities Act 
LEA  Local Education Agency 
FRPL  Free and Reduced Price Lunch 
PSES  Public School Eligibility Survey 



Identifying and Serving Eligible Title I Schools 
 
 

APPENDIX B 
 

 
 

15 



Identifying and Serving Eligible Title I Schools 
 
 

APPENDIX C 
 
 CA p pe n dix N o te : To ta ls  m a y n o t a dd  d u e to  rou n d in g.

P e r-P u p il 1 2 5%  C a lc u la ti on :  T o d e te rm in e  th e a m o u n t p e r  c h ild, d iv id e  th e  L E A 's  a llo c a tion  ($ 3 ,8 9 5 ,0 00 )  b y its  to tal n u m b e r o f  c h ild ren  fr o m  low - in c o m e  fa m ilie s  (4 ,3 1 0)  to  ar r iv e  at a n  a m ou n t p er
p o v e rty  c h ild  ($ 9 0 3 .7 1 ) .   M u lt ip ly th is  a m o un t b y 1 .2 5  to  d e term in e  the  m in im u m  p er -c h ild  pa y m e nt ($ 1 ,12 9 .6 4)  fo r  ea c h  a tten d a n c e a re a  (s e e  tab le  b e low ) . 

      C o u n t of C hild re n       
     fro m  L ow - In c o m e         $  P e r

                                       L E A  A llo c a tio n              F a m ilie s                     P o v er ty  C h ild

$ 3,8 9 5 ,00 0 D iv id ed  B y 4 ,3 10 = $ 9 03 .7 1 X 1 25 % = $ 1,1 2 9 .64

T o ta l T i tle  I  A llo c a tio n  for  L E A $ 3 ,8 9 5 ,0 00

R es e rv a tio ns :
  N e g le c te d - $ 10 ,0 0 0
  H o m e le s s  - $ 10 ,0 0 0
  2 0 %  c h o ic e - re la te d  tra n s p or ta t io n &  s up p le m e n ta l s e rv ic e s - $ 7 79 ,0 0 0
  1 0  %  p rof es s ion a l d e v elo p m e n t fo r  L E A s  n e e d ing  im p ro ve m e n t - $ 3 89 ,5 0 0
  5  %  p ro fe s s io na l d e v e lom e n t fo r te a c h e rs  n o t hi gh ly  qu a lif ie d - $ 1 94 ,7 5 0
  1 %  p a re nt in v o lv e m en t - $ 38 ,9 5 0
  A dm in is tra t io n - $ 3 34 ,9 7 0

  R e m a in in g a m o u n t to  b e  dis tr ib u ted  to  s c h o ols $ 2 ,1 37 ,8 3 0

A L L O C A T IO N  T O  E L IG IB L E  S C H O O LS

M in im u m A lloc atio n A llo c a tio n
            C h ilde rn  from E lig ible A tten d a n c e G e n e ra te d G en e rate d
     L o w - Inc o m e  F am i lies S c h o o ls A re a  A llo c a ti on A tte nd a n c e B y P ub lic B y  P r iv a te

T o tal P e rc en t 1  =  Y e s (N o . P o o r X A re a S c ho o l P o o r S c h oo l P oo r
A tte n da n c e  A re a P ub lic P r iv ate E n ro llm e n t P u b lic P riv a te T o ta l P o o r 0  =  N o $ 1,1 2 9 .64 )  (1) A lloc atio n   (1) C hild re n C h ild ren  (2 )

L E A  A V G .
L E A  T ota l 23 ,1 4 4 4 ,1 96 1 1 4 4,3 1 0 18 .6 2 % 6 $ 2 ,1 3 7,8 3 0 $ 2,1 3 7 ,83 0 $ 2 ,07 0 ,9 45 $ 66 ,8 8 5

V a lley  V ie w 1 ,1 8 7 4 36 1 3 4 4 9 37 .8 3 % 1 $ 5 0 7,2 0 8 $5 0 7 ,20 8 $ 49 2 ,5 23 $ 14 ,6 8 5
V io let H ill 1 ,4 8 6 4 72 9 4 8 1 32 .3 7 % 1 $ 5 4 3,3 5 7 $5 4 3 ,35 7 $ 53 3 ,1 90 $ 10 ,1 6 7
E le m w oo d 1 ,6 2 5 4 28 2 5 4 5 3 27 .8 8 % 1 $ 5 1 1,7 2 7 $5 1 1 ,72 7 $ 48 3 ,4 86 $ 28 ,2 4 1
O a k d a le  4 7 0 1 28 0 1 2 8 27 .2 3 % 1 $ 1 4 4,5 9 4 $1 4 4 ,59 4 $ 14 4 ,5 94 $ 0
H ob s o n 1 ,0 2 6 2 04 1 0 2 1 4 20 .8 6 % 1 $ 2 4 1,7 4 3 $2 4 1 ,74 3 $ 23 0 ,4 47 $ 11 ,2 9 6
D av is  1 ,9 3 8 3 74 5 3 7 9 19 .5 6 % 1 $ 1 8 9,2 0 1 $1 8 9 ,20 1 $ 18 6 ,7 05 $2 ,4 9 6
T a k o m a  1 ,8 4 3 3 31 8 3 3 9 18 .3 9 % 0
B e rlie th  1 ,5 9 4 2 90 0 2 9 0 18 .1 9 % 0
In d ia n  R oc k  2 ,8 9 1 4 84 1 6 5 0 0 17 .3 0 % 0
C am p  S p r in g s 1 ,7 5 4 2 93 7 3 0 0 17 .1 0 % 0
T a ft  3 ,5 3 9 3 90 1 5 4 0 5 11 .4 4 % 0
B a nn a k e r 1 ,4 9 4 1 46 4 1 5 0 10 .0 4 % 0
W h ite  H ill 1 ,4 6 4 1 43 2 1 4 5 9 .9 0 % 0
E a s tern  8 3 3 77 0 7 7 9 .2 4 % 0
R oo s e v e lt 0 0 0 0 0 .0 0 % 0
W i ls on  0 0 0 0 0 .0 0 % 0

(1 )   In  th is  e x a m ple  th e re  w e re o n ly  e n o u gh  fu n d s  av a ila b le  to g iv e  the  f ir s t f iv e  s c h o ols  th e ir  full  a llo c a tio n  b a s e d  o n th e  m ini m um  a m o u n t p e r  po o r  c h ild o f $ 1 ,12 9 .6 4.   B e c a u s e  the re  w as  $ 1 8 9 ,20 1
      rem a in in g , th e  n ex t ra n k e d  e lig ib le  s c h o ol (D a v is )  rec eiv e d  th at a m o u nt e v e n th o u gh  th e  am o u n t re c e iv e d  pe r  p oo r  c h ild  w as  le s s  th a n  $1 ,1 2 9.6 4 .  A lte rn a tiv e ly, th e  LE A  c o u ld h a v e  dis tr ib u te d 
      the  re m a inin g  $ 1 89 ,2 0 1 p ro po r t io n ate ly  am o n g  its  f ir s t f iv e e lig ib le  s c h oo ls .

(2 )   T h e  L E A  m u s t res erv e  the  a m o u nt o f fu n ds  g e n e ra te d  by  p riv a te  s c h o ol c h ild re n  a n d  in  c on s u lta t io n w ith  a p pro p ria te  p riv a te  s c h o ol o ff ic i als  m a y  (1)  c o m b in e th o s e  am o u n ts  to c re a te a  p o ol
      o f fun d s  fr o m  w hic h th e  LE A  p rov id e s  e q uita b le  s e rv ic e s  to  e lig ible  p r iv ate  s c h o o l c h ildre n  in  g re a te s t n e e d o f th o s e s e rv ic e s ; o r (2 )  pro v id e e q u itab le  s e rv ic e s  to e lig ib le  c hil dre n  in e a c h  
      p riv a te  s c h o ol w ith  th e fu n d s  g en e ra te d  b y c h ild re n fro m  lo w -i nc o m e  fa m ilie s  w h o a tte n d th a t pr iv a te  s c ho o l.
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