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INTRODUCTION

1997 Wisconsin Act 27 created the first statewide inter-district open enrollment program in Wisconsin.' The program
consists of two parts: full-time inter-district open enrollment and part-time inter-district open enrollment.

This report is prepared pursuant to Wisconsin Statutes § 118.51 (15) (c) which requires the Department of Public
Instruction to:

Annually submit a report to the governor, and to the appropriate standing committees of the
legislature under s. 13.172 (3), on the number of pupils who applied to attend public school in a
nonresident school district under this section [the full-time inter-district public school open
enrollment program], the number of applications denied and the bases for the denials, and the number
of pupils attending public school in a nonresident school district under this section.

The report provides more than the minimum information required by the statute, including: a description of the
program, tables showing the number of applications and transfers by grade, by CESA, by race, and by special education
status. In addition, the report provides summary information such as the number of school districts in which more than
4% of resident students transferred out, the number in which more students transferred into the district than out of the
district (and vice versa), etc. '

The report provides information about appeals of school district denials of open enrollment applications, including:
reasons for denial and outcomes of the appeals.

The report also provides information about the number of low-income parents who received transportation
reimbursement, including the total amount of transportation reimbursement paid, the average reimbursement per
student and the average number of miles students were transported.

The report also contains 1998-99 and 1999-2000 information about the part-time inter-district open enrollment
program.

Seven appendices provide much of the above data on an individual school district basis.

This report also contains summary information about the part-time inter-district public school open enrollment
program.

The report was prepared by Mary Jo Cleaver, Public School Open Enrollment Consultant, with assistance from Scott
Eagleburger, IS Resources Support Technician, and Bob Soldner, Director, School Management Services.

The public school open enrollment web site at www.dpi.state.wi.us/dpi/dfm/sms/psctoc.html provides general and
specific information about the open enrollment program, including: an informational brochure for parents, application
forms and instructions, text of the open enrollment statute and administrative rule, informational bulletins for school
district administrators, the open enrollment timetable, frequently-asked questions and other information.

Questions related to this report or to the open enrollment program should be directed to the following DPI staff:

Mary Jo Cleaver Bob Soldner
School Administration Consultant Director
(608) 267-9101 School Management Services
or toll-free at (888) 245-2732 (608) 266-7475
marvjo.cleaver @dpi.state.wi.us robert.soldner @dpi.state.wi.us

! The full-time open enrollment statute is found at Wisconsin Statutes § 118.51.  Administrative rules implementing the

program are found at Wisconsin Adm. Code § PI 36.




EXECUTIVE SUMMARY AND ANALYSIS

Full-Time Open Enroliment

This is the second annual report for the Wisconsin public school open enrollment program. Two years may still be too
early to have established any trends or to draw any firm conclusions about the program. This analysis will make
comparative observations about the first and second years of the program, without attempting to draw any conclusions.
It should further be noted that this is a quantitative, not a qualitative, analysis and report. We do not believe the report
data alone support the drawing of any conclusions about reasons for student transfers, parental satisfaction with the
program, or any non-fiscal effect of the program on school districts.

The second year of open enrollment saw growth in nearly all areas of the program.” The total number of applications
to transfer increased 12.9%, from 5,926 applications for the 1998-99 school year to 6,691 for the 1999-2000 school
year. The total number of transfers increased 97.2%, from 2,464 to 4,858.

Participation by low-income students increased, as far as can be measured by application for and receipt of
transportation reimbursement.” In the 1998-99 school year, 142 students in 94 families received reimbursement for
their open enrollment transportation costs, with total reimbursement equaling $80,467. In the 1999-2000 school year,
this rose to 243 students in 149 families, with total reimbursement equaling $135,000. However, low-income students
as a percent of all transfers dropped, from 5.8% to 4.2%.

Participation by students with disabilities also increased, both numerically and as a percent of total participation. The
number of applications from students with disabilities increased 14%, from 580 in 1998-99 to 666 in 1999-2000; the
number of transfers increased 114.6%, from 171 in 1998-99 to 367 in 1999-2000. Applications from students with
disabilities represented 9.8% of all applications in 1998-99 and 9.9% in 1999-2000, while transfers of students with
disabilities represented 6.9% of all transfers in 1998-99 and 7.5% in 1999-2000.

More students’ applications were approved for 1999-2000 than for the previous year. The rates of denial® of
applications dropped from 1998-99 to 1999-2000, although students who need special education continue to be denied
at a higher rate than regular education students. Denials of applications by nonresident districts dropped slightly from
19.6% to 19.3%, while denials by resident districts dropped from 9.2% to 2.8%. The dramatic decrease in denials by
resident districts was due largely to the Milwaukee School District’s decision not to deny any transfers due to racial
imbalance. Nonresident district denials of special education students dropped from 35.5% to 29.7% while resident
district denials of special education students dropped from 22.1% to 13.8%.

It is difficult to analyze participation by minority students in the program, since the majority of inter-district minority
student transfers occur under the chapter 220 desegregation program in the Milwaukee and suburban areas, rather than
under open enrollment. However, minority student interest in open enrollment was not limited to minority students
applying to leave Milwaukee. Of 478 minority student applications and 208 transfers in 1998-99, 17-18% were
residents of Milwaukee. Applications of Milwaukee resident minority students increased in 1999-2000, so that about
40% of the 677 minority student applications and 29% of the 446 minority student transfers were Milwaukee residents.

The percent of transfers to applications is an interesting statistic that may bear watching over time. In 1998-99, 44.7%
of students who applied to open enroll actually transferred. An examination of “eligible” students (that is, students
who were either approved or not denied by both districts) raises this to 56.4%. In 1999-2000, the follow-through rate
increased somewhat, with 50.8% of all applicants and 65.8% of “eligible” applicants actually transferring.

2 1998-99 data used in comparisons are from the 1998-99 report, which is available at the open enrollment web site. A limited
number of copies are available from the Department of Public Instruction.
3 Some school districts provided transportation and some eligible parents may not have applied for transportation reimbursement,
so it is likely that the number of low-income participants may be higher than the transportation reimbursement data indicate.

Because of the way approvals were reported in the 1998~99 report and because of the fact that resident districts are only required
to act on denials, it is not possible to compare approval rates from 1998-99 to 1999-2000. Thus, denial rates were compared instead.




It will also be interesting to watch the length of time individual students continue to open enroll. There is only one
year of data so far. ~ Of the 4,858 transfers in 1999-2000, 1,773 (of a possible 2,464) were continuing from 1998-99
and 3,085 were new applicants. Thus, 72% of 1998-99 students continued open enrollment in the 1999-2000 school
year.

Open enrollment is a statewide program, with transfers either in or out occurring in all but 12 districts in 1998-99 and
all but two districts in 1999-2000. Regional participation, by Cooperative Educational Service Agency (CESA) area,
was relatively proportional to each region’s percent of state enrollment, although there are some variations. For
example, the CESA 1 area (that includes Milwaukee and its suburbs) has about 30% of the state’s enrollment.
Applications to school districts in CESA 1 represented about 19% of the statewide total in 1998-99 and about 24% in
1999-2000. The CESA 11 area (that includes Turtle Lake) represents about 5.4% of the state’s enrollment.
Applications to districts in the CESA 11 area represented about 5.5% in 1998-99 and 8.2% in 1999-2000.

Students applied at all grade levels, but five-year-old kindergarten, ninth and eleventh grades saw the greatest percent
of applications in both years. About 62-63% of students applied for elementary grades (pre-kindergarten to grade 8)
and about 37-38% applied for high school grades. In 1998-99 the actual transfers followed a pattern similar to that of
the applications. However, in 1999-2000, the most transfers were in five-year-old kindergarten, with the next highest
transfers somewhat evenly spread across first, ninth, tenth and eleventh grades.

Open enrollment is funded by a transfer of funds from the resident to the nonresident district for regular education
students (for special education, the resident district pays the nonresident district directly). A total of $9.5 million was
transferred from resident to nonresident districts in 1998-99. This increased to $19.6 million in 1999-2000. The 105%
increase was a result of increased participation in the program as well as an increase in the per pupil transfer amount

from $4,543 to $4,703.

Open enrollment is still a relatively small program, with 1999-00 transfers equal to slightly more than one-half of one
percent of statewide public school enrollment. The 4,858 open enrollment transfers in 1999-2000 compare to 5,541
inter-district chapter 220 transfers; 7,609 students participating in the Milwaukee private school parental choice
(voucher) program; and| 21,134 students enrolled in home-based private education programs. However, interest in
the open enrollment program is clearly growing. A total of 7,615 applications were submitted for the 2000-01 school
year, a 13.8% increase over 1999-2000 applications.

Part-Time Open Enrollment

This is the first year in which the open enrollment report contains summary information about the part-time open
enrollment program. School districts report participation in the part-time open enrollment program on the school
performance report. Individual school district information may be viewed at the Department of Public Instruction
internet web site at www?2.dpi.state. wi.us/spr.

A total of 76 courses were taken in 1998-99 and 41 courses were taken in 1999-2000. An individual student may take
up to two courses at one time, so the number of courses does not provide the total number of participating students.
Students took courses in areas of agriculture, art, business, driver education, English/language arts, foreign language,
mathematics, music, physical education, science, social studies and technology. Courses ranged from basic level,
such as music/keyboarding 1, Spanish 1 and beginning computer science; to advanced placement courses in
macroeconomics, calculus, biology and U.S. history.

Thirty-one nonresident districts had part-time students taking courses in either 1998-99 or 1999-2000 or both; those
students came from thirty-four resident districts.

Mary Jo Cleaver

- School Administration Consultant
Public School Open Enrollment
July, 2001



THE FULL-TIME PUBLIC SCHOOL OPEN ENROLLMENT PROGRAM

I DESCRIPTION OF THE FULL-TIME OPEN ENROLLMENT PROGRAM

A. Applications, Approval and Denial. Reapplication

Under the full-time open enrollment program, students in grades kindergarten (including 4-year-old kindergarten®) to
12 may apply to attend any public school district in the state. Parents may apply for children to attend prekindergarten,
early childhood education and school-operated day care only if the child’s resident school district offers the same type
of program and if the child is eligible for the program.

The statute setséout a specific schedule for application, notification of acceptance and denial, appeal, and notification of
intent to attend.

School districts may deny students’ applications only for specific criteria set forth in the statute:

e A nonresident school district (the district the student wishes to attend) may deny a student’s application only for
the following reasons (and only if specified in school district policy):

— If space is not available in the school, program, class or grade the student would attend. If there are more
applications than there are spaces available, the nonresident school district must accept or reject applications
on a random basis, except the school board must give preference to students who are already attending school
in the nonresident school district and to their siblings.

*— If the student has been expelled during the current or two preceding school years (or whether disciplinary
proceedings are pending) for certain violent offenses.” In addition, a school district may deny a student’s
enrollment if the student is currently serving an expulsion that extends into the school year for which the
student has applied for open enrollment.

- If the student has been referred for a special education evaluation, but has not yet been evaluated. -
—  If the special education and related services required by a student’s individualized education program are not

available in the school district or if there is no space in the special education program or related services
required by the student’s individualized education program.

- For school districts that participate in the chapter 220 integration transfer program, if accepting the student
would increase racial imbalance in the school district.

* e A resident school district (the school district in which the student resides) may deny a student’s application only for
the following reasons (and only if specified in school district policy):

—  The school board may limit the number of students transferring out of the school district under open
enrollment to a specified percent of its enrollment. In the first year of the program, the statute permitted a
resident school board to limit transfers out to 3% of its enrollment. This percent increases one percent each
year until it reaches 10% in the 2005-06 school year, after which there is no limit on the percent of students
who may transfer out. The allowable percent limit for the 1999-2000 school year was 4%.

5 1999 Wisconsin Act 117 provides that, beginning with open enrollment applications for the 2001-02 school year, a student may
participate in open enrollment for 4-year-old kindergarten only if the student’s resident district also offers 4-year-old kindergarten and the
student is eligible for the program in the resident district. However, in the 1999-2000 school year, students were still permitted to open
enrollment for 4-year-old kindergarten without the requirement that the resident district offer the same type of program.

See Wisconsin Statutes § 118.51 (3)
7 See Wisconsin Statutes § 118.51 (5) (a) 2.
8 See Wisconsin Statutes § 120.13 (1) (D



— If the costs of the special education and related services required by the student’s individualized education
program would impose an undue financial burden on the resident school district.

—  For school districts that participate in the chapter 220 integration transfer program, if accepting the student
would increase racial imbalance in the school district.

Once a student is accepted into a nonresident school district under open enrollment, the student may be required by the
nonresident school board’s policy to reapply one time—and one time only—oprior to the beginning of middle school,

junior high school or high school.

Open enrolled children with disabilities may be required to return to the resident school district:

» If the student’s newly-created or revised individualized education program requires special education or related
services that are not available in the nonresident school district;

e If there is no space in the special education and/or related services required by the newly-created or revised
individualized education program; or

¢ If the cost of providing the special education and/or related services required by the newly-created or revised
individualized education program imposes an undue financial burden on the resident school district.

B. Appeals

If an application was denied by either the nonresident or resident school district, the parent or student may appeal the
denial to the Department of Public Instruction within 30 days of receiving the notice of denial. The Department is
required to uphold the school board’s decision unless the Department finds that the decision was arbitrary or

unreasonable.

C. Funding

Funding for regular education open enrollment is accomplished by transferring state aid from the resident to the
nonresident school district. The amount of state aid transferred for each regular education open enrollment student is
equal to the statewide average per pupil cost for regular instruction, co-curricular activities, instruction support services
and pupil support services in the previous school year. For the 1999-2000 school year, this open enrollment student

* transfer amount was $4,703.

The money transferred under open enrollment is not considered in determining a school district’s revenue limit. That
is, a resident school district may not raise its tax levy to replace the loss of state aid for students enrolling in other
school districts. Conversely, a nonresident school district receiving a student is not required to reduce its revenue limit

by the amount of the state aid increase.

Funding for special education open enrollment is accomplished by a direct payment from the resident school district to
the nonresident school district. The payment may either be calculated according to the statutory tuition calculation® or
may be an amount agreed to by the school boards of the nonresident and resident school districts.

D. Transportation

Transportation from one school district to another under open enrollment is the responsibility of the parents. The
exception to this provision requires the nonresident school district to provide transportation if the individualized
education program for a student with a disability requires that transportation be provided. (In this case, transportation
is a related service, the cost of which may be billed to the resident school district as part of the tuition calculation.)

Parents of low-income students (that is, students who are eligible for free or reduced-price meals under the federal
school lunch program) may apply to the Department of Public Instruction for reimbursement of the cost of transporting
the child to and from school under open enroliment. The maximum amount of reimbursement per child is three times

Y See Wisconsin Statutes § 121.83




the state average transportation cost per student. The maximum amount per student was $986.22 in the 1999-2000
school year. ‘

Either the nonresident or the resident school district may choose to provide some transportation to open enrollment
students. However, the nonresident school district is prohibited from picking up or dropping off a student within the
boundaries of the student’s resident school district. Only the nonresident school district may receive state categorical
transportation aid"® for transporting open enrollment students.

II. SUMMARY DATA ON APPLICATIONS; APPROVALS AND DENIALS; AND TRANSFERS

The following tables provide summary data on open enrollment applications and school district actions on the
applications. Data by individual school district are contained in the appendices. Some notes on the data:

e Unless otherwise noted, the total number of applications to transfer into a district includes duplicates, while the
total number of applications out does not include duplicates. Some students applied to attend multiple school
districts. For example, if a student lives in Milwaukee and applies to attend Menomonee Falls and Wauwatosa,
there would be two applications to transfer in—once to Menomonee Falls and once to Wauwatosa. However, the
student would only be counted once as an applicant to transfer out of Milwaukee.

e The number of transfers includes only those students who actually transferred from one school district to another.
Since a student can attend only one school district at a time, the number of actual transfers does not include

duplicates.

e District and statewide “enrollment” means the enrollment of resident students on the third Friday in September,
1998. This is because the percent limitation that resident school districts may impose on transfers out is based on
that enrollment. As a result, applications and transfers are compared to enroliment for the September prior to the
school year in which the student transfers under open enrollment.

A. Applications — Approvals, Denials and Reasons for Denial
L Number and Reasons for Deﬁial by Nonresident School Districts
Total Number Percent of Total Applications

Total Applications , 6,691
Total Approved* 4,774 71.3%
Total Denied 1,291 19.3%
Approval or Denial Not Reported 626 9.4%
Reasons for Denial v Total Number* Percent of Total Denied
e Space Not Available 1,135 87.9%
e Special Education Not Available or Special 64 5.0%

Education Space Not Available

Racial Imbalance 8 6%

Other** 56 4.3%

Student Expelled 26 2.0%
* Total number of “Reasons for Denial” may not equal total number of denials, because students may have been denied for more

than one reason, or the district may have reported the denial, but not the reason for the denial. Thus, the percents of total denied
may not add to 100%.

Fok “Other” reasons for denial would include reasons such as late application, ineligibility due to age, or student’s resident district
does not offer a prekindergarten, early childhood or day care program similar to the one for which the student applied.

o See Wisconsin Statute § 121.58 (2).



2. Number and Reasons for Denial by Resident School Districts

Total Number Percent of Total Applications
Total Applications (unduplicated) 6,075 ‘
Total Approved or No Action Taken* 5,902 97.2%
Total Denied 173 2.8%
Reasons for Denial Total Number** Percent of Total Denied
e Racial Imbalance 5 2.9%
e Undue Financial Burden 90 52.0%
e  Percent Limit 35 20.2%
e  Other** 37 21.4%
* Resident school districts are not required to take action and provide notice of approval of an application, so, for purposes of this

report, it is assumed that any application not reported as denied was approved. However, it is possible that some applications in

the “Total Approved or No Action Taken” category may actually have been denials.

** Total number of “Reasons for Denial” may not equal total number of denials, because students may have been denied for more
than one reason, or the district may have reported the denial, but not the reason for the denial. Thus, the percents of total denied

may not add to 100%.

*kk “Other” reasons for denial would include reasons such as late application, ineligibility due to age, or student’s resident district
does not offer a prekindergarten, early childhood or day care program similar to the one for which the student applied.

B. Applications and Transfers

1 1999-2000 Applications and Transfers of 1999-2000 Applicants

Duplicated Unduplicated Eligible*
Total 1999-2000 Applications 6,691 6,075 4,685
Total 1999-2000 New Transfers 3,085 3,085 3,085
Percent of New Transfers to New Applications 46.1% 50.8% 65.8%
* “Eligible” means the appliéation was approved by the nonresident district and was not denied by the resident district. Since not

all districts reported all approval and denial information, it is possible that more or fewer applications were eligible. If all actions
not reported by the nonresident district are counted as approved, the total eligible applications is 5,270 and the percent of new
transfers to new applications is 58.54%.

2. Cumulative and Continuing Transfers
New Applicants | Continuing from Total Percent Change
Prior Year
1998-99 Transfers 2,464 2,464 ‘
1999-00 Transfers 3,085 1,773 4,858 97.2%




3. New Applications and Cumulative Transfers by Grade
Grade New Applications Percent of Total Transfers Percent of
(Unduplicated) Applications (New Applicants & Continuing Transfers
Students)
PK, K4, ECE* 294 4.8% 166 3.4%
K5* 948 15.6% 582 12.0%
1 363 6.0% 455 9.4%
2 269 4.4% 268 5.5%
3 325 5.4% 257 5.3%
4 296 4.9% 240 4.9%
5 312 5.1% 258 5.3%
6 309 5.1% 262 5.4%
7 328 5.4% 276 5.7%
8 321 5.3% 284 5.8%
9 758 12.5% 450 9.3%
10 458 7.5% 455 9.4%
11 623 10.3% 470 9.7%
12 458 7.5% 429 8.8%
Unknown** 13 2% 6 0.1%
Totals 6,075 100.0% 4,858 100.0%
* PK—prekindergarten; K4—four-year-old kindergarten; ECE—early childhood education (special education); K5—five-year-old
kindergarten
wx Unknown—grade not listed on application or ungraded.
4. New Applications and Cumulative Transfers by Cooperative Education Service Agency (CESA)
CESA # & Location Percent of New Percent of Total Transfers In Percent of
State Applications In .| Applications | = (New Applicants & Transfers
; Enrollment | (Unduplicated) Continuing Students)
1  West Allis 30.4% 1,482 24.4% 925 19.0%
2  Milton 15.7% 1,129 18.6% 902 18.6%
3 Fennimore 2.7% 228 3.8% 176 3.6%
4  West Salem 4.2% 258 4.2% 256 5.3%
5 Portage 6.7% 387 6.4% 378 7.8%
6 Oshkosh 11.3% 656 10.8% 565 11.6%
7  Green Bay 9.6% 605 10.0% 505 10.4%
8  Gillett 3.0% 262 4.3% 192 3.9%
9  Tomahawk 4.3% 183 3.0% 178 3.7%
10 Chippewa Falls 4.5% 254 4.2% 245 5.0%
11 Turtle Lake 5.4% 498 8.2% 440 9.1%
12 Ashland 2.1% 102 1.7% 96 2.0%
Unknown 31 0.5%
Totals 99.9%* 6,075 100.1%* 4,858 100.0%
* does not add to 100% due to rounding




5. New Applications and Cumulative Transfers by Race

Data on transfers by race should be interpreted cautiously, for several reasons. First, not all parents indicated the
child’s race on the application form. Second, the chapter 220 integration transfer program in the Milwaukee area
permits minority students to transfer out of Milwaukee to suburban districts and nonminority students to transfer into
Milwaukee from suburban districts. Thus, a number of inter-district transfers take place outside of the open enrollment
program and are not included in the statistics for open enrollment. Since more minority students than non-minority
students transfer under the chapter 220 program, the apparent disparity in participation of minority students in inter-
district transfer programs may appear greater than if chapter 220 transfers were included.

Race Percent of New Percent of Total Transfers Percent of
State Applications | Applications (New Applicants & Transfers
Enrollment* | (Duplicated) Continuing Students)
American 1.4% 153 2.3% 117 2.4%
Indian/Alaskan Native
Asian/Pacific Islander 3.1% 120 1.8% 61 1.3%
Black, Not of Hispanic 9.8% 332 5.0% 135 2.8%
Origin
Hispanic 3.8% 142 2.1% 86 1.8%
White, Not of Hispanic 81.9% 5,522 82.5% 4217 86.8%
Origin
More than one race 85 1.3% 47 1.0%
indicated
None indicated 337 5.0% 195 4.0%
Totals 100.0% 6,691 100.0% 4,858 100.1%
* September 1998
6. Miscellaneous Data About School District Experiences with Open Enrollment
Number of School Districts in Which:
e New applications plus prior transfers exceeded 4% of enrollment .26
o More than 4% of students actually transferred out 4
® Net transfers out greater than 4% 1
*  More new students applied to transfer in than transfer out 194
e More new students applied to transfer out than transfer in 199
e The same number of students applied to transfer in as applied to transfer out 33
e  More students transferred in than transferred out 195
e More students transferred out than transferred in 175
e The same number of students transferred in as transferred out 21
e No new students applied to transfer in 15
¢ No new students applied to transfer out 11
e No new students applied to transfer in or out 2
e No students transferred in 24
o No students transferred out 13
e No students transferred in or out 2

10




C. Special Education Applications and Transfers
1 Number and Reasons for Denial bf Students with Disabilities by Nonresident School Districts
Total Number Percent of Total Applications*
Total Applications 667
Total Approved 395 59.2%
Total Denied 198 29.7%
Approval or Denial Not Reported 73 11.0%

Reasons for Denial

Total Number**

Percent of Total Denied*

e Space Not Available 125 63.1%

o Special Education Not Available or Special 57 28.8%
Education Space Not Available

e Racial Imbalance 2 1.0%
Other** 22 11.1%
Student Expelled 2 1.0%

* Percents may not add to 100% due to rounding

ok Total number of “Reasons for Denial” may not equal total number of denials, because students may have been denied for more

than one reason, or the district may have reported the denial, but not the reason for the denial.

2. Number and Reasons for Denial of Students with Disabilities by Resident School Districts
Total Number Percent of Total Applications
Total Applications (unduplicated) 630
Total Approved or No Action Taken*** 543 86.2%
Total Denied 87 13.8%
Reasons for Denial Total Number* Percent of Total Denied*
Racial Imbalance 0 0%
e Undue Financial Burden 80 91.9%
e Percent Limit 3 34%
o  Other** 4 4.6%
* Percents may not add to 100% due to rounding.
ok “Other” reasons for denial would include reasons such as late application, ineligibility due to age, or student’s resident district

does not offer a prekindergarten, early childhood or day care program similar to the one for which the student applied.

kX

Resident school districts are not required to take action and provide notice of approval of an application, so, for purposes of this
report, it is assumed that any application not reported as denied was approved. However, it is possible that some applications in
the “Total Approved or No Action Taken” category may actually have been denials.

3. 1999-2000 Applications and Transfers of Students with Disabilities

Duplicated Unduplicated Eligible
Total 1999-2000 Applications 666 630 353
Total 1999-2000 New Transfers 240 240 240
Percent of New Transfers to New Applications 36.0% 38.1% 68.0%

®

“Eligible” means the application was approved by the nonresident district and was not denied by the resident district. Since not
all districts reported all approval and denial information, it is possible that more applications were eligible. If actions not
reported by the nonresident district are counted as approved, the total “eligible” applications is 410 and the percent of new
transfers to new applications is 58.5%.
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4. Cumulative and Continuing Transfers of Students with Disabilities

New Applicants | Continuing from Total Percent Change
"Prior Year
1998-99 Transfers 171 171
1999-00 Transfers 240 367 114.6%
5. New Applications and Cumulative Transfers of Students with Disabilities by Grade
Grade New Applications Percent of Total Transfers Percent of
(Unduplicated) Applications* (New Applicants & Continuing Transfers |
Students)
PK, K4, ECE* 32 5.1% 13 3.5%
K5* 46 7.3% 19 5.2%
1 38 6.0% 35 9.5%
2 29 4.6% 21 5.7%
3 48 7.6% 28 7.6%
4 44 7.0% 21 5.7%
5 40 6.4% 26 7.1%
6 38 6.0% 30 8.2%
7 38 6.0% 31 8.5%
8 39 6.2% 20 5.5%
9 69 11.0% 35 9.5%
10 50 7.9% 28 7.6%
11 68 10.8% 34 9.3%
12 48 7.6% 23 6.3%
Unknown** 3 5% 3 8%
Totals 630 100:0% 367 100.0%
* does not equal 100% due to rounding

II1. APPEALS

The Appeals Process

If a student’s application is denied by either the nonresident or resident school district, the student may appeal the
denial to the Department of Public Instruction within 30 days of receiving the notice of denial. The Department is
required to uphold the school board’s decision unless the Department finds that the school board’s decision was

arbitrary or unreasonable.

Upon receipt of an appeal, the Department sends a letter to the school district that denied the application requesting the
record of the decision. The record of the decision consists of the school board’s policy for approval or denial of full-
time open enrollment applications; any administrative procedures used to determine approval or denial; any school
board minutes, tapes or transcripts; any committee minutes, tapes or transcripts; and any other information pertaining to
the denial of the appellant’s application. Both the appellant (parent and/or student) and the respondent (school district)
are given the opportunity to submit arguments (briefs).

The Department’s role in deciding appeals under the open enrollment program is to ensure that the required statutory
procedures were followed, that the school board’s policy is in accordance with the statutes, that the school board’s
decision was based upon one or more of the statutorily-defined grounds and the school board’s policy to the extent that
the policy is in accordance with the statutes, and that the school board’s decision was neither arbitrary nor

unreasonable.
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B. Appeals Data

1L Total Number of Appeals

Decision Decision Appeal Dismissed* or Total Appeals

Affirmed Overturned Closed**
Statewide 111 30 405 546
Milwaukee 320 320
State, excluding Milwaukee 111 30 85 226
2. Total Appeals by Reason for Denial

Number of Appeals

Decision Decision Appeal Dismissed* or Total Appeals

Affirmed Overturned Closed
Space Not Available 69 8 34 111
Special Education Program or
Space Not Available or 19 0 7 26
Evaluation Not Completed
Other 1 3 8 12
Percent Limit 10 10 0 20
Undue Financial Burden 8 9 36 53
R?cla.d Imbalance-Resident 4 320 304
District
Total Appeals 111 30 405 546
* Appeals were dismissed if: the parent withdrew the application, the parent and the district reached informal resolution, the

district reversed its decision, or the appeal was untimely.

hla Five appeals were either invalid or opened in error and were, therefore, closed without action.

Milwaukee Public School District

Following the 1998-99 action by the Department to overturn its denials based on racial imbalance (see 1998-99 report),
the Milwaukee School Board calculated its racial balance and adopted policies that would allow students to transfer out
in the same proportion. Thus, the district approved one non-minority student to transfer out for every four minority
students who applied to transfer out, and denied all other non-minority students. Three hundred twenty of those denied
students appealed to the Department. However, following school board elections in March, the Milwaukee School
Board adopted a new policy that defined racial balance more broadly and allowed many more non-minority students to
leave. The school board reversed the previous denials and all non-minority students who applied to transfer out of the
district in the 1999-2000 school year were permitted to do so. Upon notification that the Milwaukee School Board had
reversed its denials, the Department dismissed the appeals.

IV. FUNDING

Funding for regular education open enrollment is accomplished by transferring state aid from the resident to the
nonresident school district. The amount of state aid transferred for each regular education open enrollment student is
equal to the statewide average per pupil cost for regular instruction, co-curricular activities, instruction support services
and pupil support services in the previous school year. For the 1999-2000 school year, this open enrollment student
transfer amount was $4,703.

A total of $19,609,504 was transferred from resident to nonresident school districts on behalf of regular education
students (see Appendix B for district list of amounts transferred). Data are not available on the amount of tuition that
was paid by resident school districts to nonresident school districts for the open enrollment of 367 students who

received special education.
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V. REIMBURSEMENT OF TRANSPORTATION COSTS OF LOW-INCOME PARENTS

Low-income parents (that is, parents of students who are eligible for free or reduced-price meals under the federal
school lunch program) may apply to the Department of Public Instruction for reimbursement of the cost of transporting
the child to school for open enrollment. The statute provides that the maximum amount of reimbursement per child is
three times the state average transportation cost per student. The maximum was $986.22 per student in the 1998-99
school year.

Parents who requested transportation reimbursement were required to submit a claim to the department that provided
information about family size and income (to determine eligibility) and information about the cost of the transportation.
Reimbursement was equal to 19 cents a mile (when transportation was provided by a family vehicle) or the actual cost
of the transportation (when transportation was provided by other means, such as public transportation or contract with
the school district).

Data on transportation reimbursement are as follows:

Total number of families receiving transportation reimbursement 149
Total-amount of transportation reimbursement paid $135,578
Total students for whom transportation reimbursement was paid 243
Average reimbursement per student $557.93
Average miles per round trip

e  Shortest round trip 2 miles
* Longest round trip 98 miles
Number of families whose cost exceeded maximum reimbursement of 48
$986.22 per student

e Total unreimbursed cost $36,089.39
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'THE PART-TIME PUBLIC SCHOOL OPEN ENROLLMENT PROGRAM
1998-99 and 1999-2000

I DESCRIPTION OF THE PART-TIME OPEN ENROLLMENT PROGRAM

Beginning in the 1998-99 school year, a high school student may take up to two courses at a time in a nonresident
school district.

A. Applications, Approval and Denial

The student must apply no later than six weeks prior to the scheduled start of the course.

No later than one week before the start of the course, the nonresident district must notify the student if the
application is accepted or rejected and the resident district must notify the student if the application is denied or if
the course does not meet the high school graduation requirements in the resident school district. Prior to the start
of the course, the parent must notify both school districts if the student will attend.

A nonresident school district may reject an application only for the following reasons, as specified in the school
board policies:

e If space is not available in the course. If there are more applications than there are spaces, the school board
must accept and reject applications on a random basis.

e Policies and criteria for entry into the course must be the same as those that apply to resident students, except
that preference may be given to resident students.

A resident school district may reject a student’s application to take a course in a nonresident district only for the
following reasons, as specified in the school board policies:

e If the course conflicts with the individualized education program for a student with exceptional educational

needs.
e If the cost of the course would impose an undue financial burden on the resident school district.

B.  Appeals

If an application is rejected by either the resident or nonresident district, the parent may appeal the rejection to the
state superintendent of public instruction within 30 days. The state superintendent must uphold the school
board’s decision unless that decision is found to be arbitrary or unreasonable. The decision of the state
superintendent is final and is not subject to judicial review.

C.  Funding

The resident school district must pay the cost of the course, calculated in a manner detenmned by the DPI, to the
nonresident school district. Department of Public Instruction administrative rules'' require the resident school
district to calculate its regular education tuition rate and multiply that by the FTE in which the student is enrolled

in the course.

D.  Transportation

Parents are responsible for transporting students to and from school in the nonresident school district.

" See Wisconsin Adm. Code § PI 36.09.
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Parents whose children are eligible for free or reduced-price meals under the federal school lunch program may
apply to the DPI for reimbursement of transportation costs.

Either a nonresident or resident school district may provide transportation in any manner currently permitted in
the statutes, but a nonresident school district may not pick up or drop off students within the boundaries of the
student’s resident district.

II. SUMMARY DATA ON SCHOOL DISTRICTS AND COURSES TAKEN

Information about participation in the part-time open enrollment program is reported by school districts on the School
Performance Report. Individual information about school districts, the courses taken, and the number of resident and
nonresident students taking courses may be viewed on the Department of Public Instruction internet web site at
www2.dpi.state.wi.us/spr.

A. Nonresident School Districts with Part-Time Transfers In

School District Name | 1998-99 | 1999-00 | School District Name | 1998-99 | 1999-00
Abbotsford X X Nekoosa X
Amery X New Holstein X X
Appleton ' X Northland Pines X X
Belmont X Osceola X
Beloit X Plum City X

| Big Foot UHS X X Prentice X
Denmark X River Valley X
Germantown X Shawano-Gresham X X
Hudson X X Sheboygan Falls X
Juda X Stevens Point X X
Kaukauna X Suring X
Kiel X Tri-County X
Kimberly X Valders X
Little Chute X -Verona X X
Medford X Wauwatosa X
Monroe | X

B. Resident School Districts with Part-Time Transfers Qut

School District Name 1998-99 | 1999-00 | School District Name | 1998-99 | 1999-00
Abbotsford X Mondovi X
Adams-Friendship X Mukwonago X
Ashwaubenon X New Berlin X X
Belleville X New Holstein X
Cedarburg X Oregon X
Chetek X Owen-Withee X X
Clear Lake X Pepin X
Clinton X Port Edwards X
Clintonville X X Racine X
Elkhart Lake-Glenbeulah X Rib Lake X
Elmbrook X X Rosendale-Brandon X
Fennimore X Stanley-Boyd X
Kiel X Three Lakes X
Kimberly X Tigerton X
Ladysmith-Hawkins X Tomorrow River X
Little Chute X Union Grove UHS X
Madison X Winter X
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C.  Courses Taken

Number of Courses Taken**

Curricular Area*

Course Names

1998-99

1999-2000

Agriculture

Agriculture Finance, Animal Production
Introduction to Agriculture

y

9

1

Art

Art Survey; Design Experience 1 and 2;
High School Art; Painting; Sculpture

6

Business

AP Macroeconomics; Economics; Job
Co-op; Marketing

Driver Education

Driver Education

English/Language Arts

College Prep. English; Composition 11;
English 1; Literature 11

Foreign Language

French; French 2; German 4; Japanese
IV: Latin II; Spanish 1 and 2

Mathematics

Algebra land 2; AP Calculus; Calculus;
Geometry; Math; Pre-Calculus;
Trigonometry

11

Music

Band; Choir; Concert Choir; General
Music/Keyboarding 1; Music/Band;
Orchestra; Symphonic Orchestra; Wind
Ensemble

Physical Education

Sports Officiating

Science

Anatomy/Physiology I; AP Biology;
Chemistry; Chemistry II; Chemistry 2A;
Environmental Education;
Environmental Science; Human
Physiology; Physical Science; Science;

18

Social Studies

AP U S History; Sociology

Technology

Auto Technology; Computer Science
Beginning; Exploring Studio
Technology; Machine Shop 1; Metals;
Metals Fabrication; Photo 1; Transtech
II; Wood Tech I

23

Totals

76

41

* Divided into curricular area for purposes of report. May not accurately reflect department/curricular area in which
individual school district offers the course.
** Chart shows total number of courses taken. An individual student may take up to two courses at a time, so chart does
not reflect total student participation.
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APPENDIX A

SCHOOL DISTRICT LISTING OF 1999-2000 APPLICATIONS AND TRANSFERS
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ABBOTSFORD 4 5 2 3 2 5 .
ADAMS-FRIENDSHIP AREA 6 10 6 6 8 15 7
ALBANY 2 11 0 6 2 3 %
ALGOMA 0 6 0 4 0 6 -6
ALMA 17 0 10 0 18 0 18
ALMA CENTER 12 4 5 2 13 3 10
ALMOND-BANCROFT 3 3 3 3 3 4 -1
ALTOONA 21 16 13 13 15 13 2
AMERY 12 20 6 15 12 16 4
ANTIGO 8 1 5 10 14 12 2
APPLETON AREA 78 46 35 32 43 37 6
ARCADIA 0 5 0 5 2 7 -5
ARGYLE 4 9 s 4 6 2
ARROWHEAD UHS 6 13 s 6 6 0
ASHLAND 19 7 11 4 19 4 15
ASHWAUBENON 43 17 18 5 21 9 12
ATHENS 6 6 4 1 4 3 1
AUBURNDALE 10 5 6 5 9 s 4
AUGUSTA 5 3 3 1 4 s -1
BALDWIN-WOODVILLE AREA 18 7 12 3 14 4 10
BANGOR 6 9 3 6 12 9 3
BARABOO 20 9 13 2 19 3 16
BARNEVELD 11 2 6 2 6 5 1
BARRONAREA 27 24 16 21 18 31 .13
BAYFIELD. 0 3 0 1 0 1 -1
BEAVER DAM ' 26 8 17 8 37 11 2%
BEECHER-DUNBAR-PEMBINE 0 3 0 3 ] 3 2
BELLEVILLE 5 7 3 2 4 3 1
BELMONT COMMUNITY 0 6 0 0 0 1 ]
BELOIT 45 79 20 51 38 76 -38
BELOIT TURNER 30 21 50 10 72 21 51
BENTON 4 2 2 3 2 1
BERLIN AREA 12 16 8 5 10 13 3
BIG FOOT UHS 9 4 6 2 10 2 8
BIRCHWOOD 24 10 12 2 19 2 17
BLACK HAWK 4 5 3 5 6 5 ]
BLACK RIVER FALLS 3 15 2 7 7 11 4
BLAIR-TAYLOR ' 1 2 0 ] 1 13 -12
BLOOMER 3 6 0 3 ] 7
BONDUEL 11 25 6 16 8 19 -11
BOSCOBEL AREA 12 8 2 8 3 9 5
BOULDER JUNCTION J1 0 2 0 2 3 2 1
BOWLER 9 10 8 5 10 13 3
BOYCEVILLE COMMUNITY 15 21 12 1 13 16 3
BRIGHTON #1 10 3 5 0 6 0 6
BRILLION 6 3 4 1 7 3 4
BRISTOL #1 19 2 11 1 13 5 g
BRODHEAD 5 6 ] 2 4 6 2
BROWN DEER , 115 18 40 6 62 8 54
BRUCE 3 17 0 1 0 21 21
BURLINGTON AREA 30 35 17 23 22 39 .17
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BUTTERNUT 0 3 0 3 0 4 4 -1.4%
CADOTT COMMUNITY 3 4 3 4 3 4 -1 0.1%
CAMBRIA-FRIESLAND ] 7 1 7 3 7 4 -0.8%
CAMBRIDGE 22 6 11 5 17 7 10 1.0%
CAMERON 33 13 18 6 29 9 20 22%
CAMPBELLSPORT 11 15 2 10 4 15 -11 0.7%
CASHTON 5 5 3 4 7 5 2 04%
CASSVILLE 0 5 0 1 2 4 2 0.5%
CEDAR GROVE-BELGIUM AREA 1 3 1 4 8 4 4 04%
CEDARBURG 53 16 14 9 25 9 16 0.6%
CENTRAL/WESTOSHA UHS 29 7 14 3 22 4 18 1.7%
CHETEK - 19 22 4 14 8 18 -10 -0.9%
CHILTON 5 7 2 3 6 8 -2 0.2%
CHIPPEWA FALLS AREA 14 15 7 7 12 15 3 0.1%
CLAYTON 29 1 12 0 21 1 20 49%
CLEAR LAKE 7 16 5 8 6 13 7 -1.0%
CLINTON COMMUNITY 13 23 6 10 12 16 4 0.3%
CLINTONVILLE 11 8 6 2 7 5 2 0.1%
COCHRANE-FOUNTAIN CITY 5 3 5 2 7 2 5 0.6%
COLBY 15 12 7 7 10 7 3 0.2%
COLEMAN 16 1 5 1 9 2 7 0.9%
COLFAX 17 14 10 9 15 10 5 0.5%
COLUMBUS 23 11 15 6 17 10 7 0.6%
CORNELL 6 2 3 2 6 8 2 0.3%
CRANDON 4 7 1 4 1 9 8 0.7%
CRIVITZ 0 17 0 6 0 6 6 0.7%
CUBA CITY 10 5 5 4 6 6 0 0.0%
CUDAHY 39 9 21 5 27 6 21 0.7%
CUMBERLAND 9 13 3 6 4 7 3 0.2%
D C EVEREST AREA 19 19 15 5 22 10 12 0.2%
DARLINGTON COMMUNITY 8 0 3 0 5 1 4 0.4%
DEERFIELD COMMUNITY 3 15 3 6 5 17 -12 -1.6%
DEFOREST AREA 12 27 4 8 9 12 3 0.1%
DELAVAN-DARIEN 11 47 6 25 7 45 -38 -1.4%
DENMARK 20 6 13 2 20 3 17 1.0%
DEPERE 29 24 0 7 9 11 -2 0.1%
DESOTO AREA 5 16 3 6 4 8 4 -0.6%
DODGELAND 2 21 1 12 3 17 -14 -1.6%
DODGEVILLE 10 18 4 6 6 6 0 0.0%
DOVER #1 12 10 8 4 16 4 12 133%
DRUMMOND 11 5 2 0 2 2 0 0.0%
DURAND 2 19 ] 9 1 23 .22 -1.7%
. |EAST TROY COMMUNITY 17 17 8 5 13 12 1 0.1%
EAU CLAIRE AREA 38 40 21 20 27 29 2 0.0%
EDGAR 10 2 0 2 0 6 -6 -0.9%
EDGERTON 9 18 5 15 6 16 -10 0.5%
ELCHO 3 9 1 3 1 6 -5 -1.1%
ELEVA-STRUM 7 9 5 2 9 6 3 04%
ELK MOUND AREA 21 6 11 4 17 4 13 1.5%
ELKHART LAKE-GLENBEULAH 2 13 0 8 I 16 -15 -2.2%
ELKHORN AREA 30 27 19 14 33 18 15 0.6%
ELLSWORTH COMMUNITY 2 14 1 11 7 16 9 -0.5%
ELMBROOK 109 22 22 7 34 8 26 04%
ELMWOOD 4 4 2 2 3 5 2 -0.5%
ERIN 19 7 1 2 14 4 10 2.8%
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EVANSVILLE COMMUNITY 5 13 4 5 7 9 2 0.1%
FALL CREEK 10 6 4 2 7 8 -1 0.1%
FALL RIVER 9 9 8 6 11 7 4 0.9%
FENNIMORE COMMUNITY 12 12 8 0 10 3 7 0.8%
FLAMBEAU 10 6 6 5 6 7 -1 0.1%
FLORENCE 3 3 1 3 1 3 2 -0.2%
FOND DU LAC 21 35 12 24 18 36 -18 -0.2%
FONTANA J8 18 4 8 1 12 1 11 3.6%
FORT ATKINSON 7 8 3 6 6 15 9 -0.3%
FOX POINT J2 23 3 12 2 17 2 15 1.7%
FRANKLIN PUBLIC 24 17 7 4 7 8 -1 0.0%
FREDERIC 4 5 3 2 3 5 2 0.3%
FREEDOM AREA 6 13 6 6 8 10 2 0.1%
FRIESS LAKE 6 2 0 0 0 0 0 0.0%
|GALESVILLE-ETTRICK 2 5 0 4 3 5 -2 -0.1%
GENEVA J4 23 1 12 1 15 1 14 12.0%
GENOA CITY J2 4 6 2 4 2 14 -12 2.5%
GERMANTOWN 18 18 1 11 1 15 -14 -04%
GIBRALTAR AREA 6 2 1 2 2 2 0 0.0%
GILLETT 7 12 0 11 0 11 -11 -1.3%
GILMAN 0 4 0 3 2 6 -4 -0.6%
GILMANTON 4 6 1 5 2 8 -6 -2:4%
GLENDALE-RIVER HILLS 45 5 14 4 21 7 14 1.2%
GLENWOOD CITY 10 10 3 8 8 9 -1 0.1%
GLIDDEN 2 1 0 0 1 0 1 0.3%
GOODMAN-ARMSTRONG 3 3 3 3 3 3 0 0.0%
GRAFTON 25 23 14 12 20 12 8 04%
GRANTON AREA 13 9 9 6 16 8 8 22%
|GRANTSBURG 4 2 1 1 2 3 -1 0.1%
GREEN BAY AREA 67 105 31 28 42 51 9 0.0%
GREEN LAKE 10 15 8 2 10 6 4 1.0%
GREENDALE 48 4 16 i 20 1 19 0.9%
GREENFIELD 81 16 39 7 48 12 36 1.1%
GREENWOOD 5 6 4 5 9 8 1 02%
HAMILTON 29 43 11 14 11 20 9 03%
HARTFORD J1 21 22 11 7 15 22 7 -0.5%
HARTFORD UHS 6 11 5 9 7 13 -6 -04%
HARTLAND-LAKESIDE J3 8 47 6 10 8 25 -17 -1.2%
HAYWARD COMMUNITY 17 3 13 1 24 1 23 1.2%
HERMAN #22 3 0 2 0 4 1 3 24%
HIGHLAND 5 0 0 0 4 0 4 1.0%
HILBERT 8 4 3 2 5 9 4 -0.8%
HILLSBORO 12 3 6 0 15 0 15 2.2%
HOLMEN 15 32 8 14 9 20 -11 -0.4%
HORICON 8 13 2 6 8 14 -6 -0.5%
HORTONVILLE 13 15 5 8 6 10 -4 0.2%
HOWARDS GROVE 13 13 9 5 12 6 6 0.6%
HOWARD-SUAMICO 16 16 0 13 2 15 -13 0.3%
HUDSON 15 i1 4 5 10 5 5 0.1%
HURLEY 1 1 0 1 0 4 4 -0.5%
HUSTISFORD 5 9 3 7 3 14 -11 2.3%
INDEPENDENCE 4 4 1 1 4 4 0 0.0%
JOLA-SCANDINAVIA 4 3 1 2 1 4 -3 -0.4%
IOWA-GRANT 11 9 2 6 3 12 9 0.9%
ITHACA 12 8 9 6 19 6 13 34%
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JANESVILLE 36 38 22 15 30 27 3 0.0%
JEFFERSON 6 12 3 8 7 14 -7 -0.4%
JOHNSON CREEK 9 11 4 3 9 5 4 0.7%
JUDA 6 6 5 5 8 11 -3 -0.9%
KAUKAUNA AREA 17 27 10 16 19 29 -10 0.3%
KENOSHA 13 16 8 9 13 12 1 0.0%
KETTLE MORAINE 63 19 19 14 28 20 8 0.2%
KEWASKUM 20 32 13 16 18 33 -15 0.8%
KEWAUNEE 4 9 1 1 1 1 0 0.0%
KICKAPOO AREA 5 9 1 3 2 18 -16 3.1%
KIEL AREA 9 17 7 10 10 13 -3 0.2%
KIMBERLY AREA 18 17 10 11 15 17 2 -0.1%
KOHLER . 46 5 32 3 54 3 51 10.7%
LAC DU FLAMBEAU #1 4 8 0 6 3 17 -14 -3.0%
LACROSSE 43 20 20 10 37 13 24 0.3%
LADYSMITH-HAWKINS 16 10 9 6 13 6 7 0.6%
LAFARGE 2 7 2 2 6 4 2 0.7%
LAKE COUNTRY 35 6 2 1 3 1 2 0.4%
LAKE GENEVA J1 11 40 5 25 5 44 -39 -2.5%

" [LAKE GENEVA-GENOA UHS 19 5 11 5 16 10 6 0.6%
LAKE HOLCOMBE 3 7 2 4 11 7 4 0.8%
LAKE MILLS AREA 4 7 3 1 10 1 9 0.7%
LAKELAND UHS 3 0 0 0 0 1 -1 0.1%
LANCASTER COMMUNITY 18 8 5 4 5 5 0 0.0%
LAONA 6 3 5 2 7 3 4 1.2%
LENA 2 8 2 6 3 14 -11 2.5%
LINN J4 15 1 9 0 18 2 16 21.6%
LINN J6 4 3 4 1 9 1 8 6.9%
LITTLE CHUTE AREA 30 12 22 s 26 8 18 13%
LODI 8 10 6 2 6 5 ] 0.1%
LOMIRA 14 17 4 10 5 15 -10 0.9%

‘lLOYAL 7 9 4 5 12 10 2 03%
LUCK 21 5 7 4 14 4 10 1.5%
LUXEMBURG-CASCO 17 18 1 9 7 10 -3 0.2%
MADISON METROPOLITAN 89 115 24 27 55 64 9 0.0%
MANAWA 1 9 1 6 2 3 -6 0.6%
MANITOWOC 23 34 15 18 22 30 8 0.1%
MAPLE 30 7 14 3 15 6 9 0.7%
MAPLE DALE-INDIAN HILL 59 1 11 1 13 1 12 1.8%
MARATHON CITY 6 10 5 5 8 8 0 0.0%
MARINETTE 1 13 1 12 1 12 -11 0.4%
MARION 13 8 5 2 7 4 3 0.4%
MARKESAN 4 5 2 4 4 12 -8 0.7%
MARSHALL 19 9 9 1 15 4 11 1.0%
MARSHFIELD 13 23 10 18 15 35 -20 0.5%
MAUSTON 18 8 11 3 15 6 9 0.5%
MAYVILLE 10 6 9 2 17 5 12 1.0%
MCFARLAND 23 11 8 7 13 8 5 0.3%
MEDFORD AREA 8 8 7 7 11 7 4 0.2%
MELLEN 0 5 0 5 0 11 -11 3.1%
MELROSE-MINDORO 8 6 6 3 7 5 2 0.3%
MENASHA 29 51 17 30 23 35 -12 0.3%
MENOMINEE INDIAN 4 67 3 30 4 53 49 4.5%
MENOMONEE FALLS 60 14 15 6 22 8 14 0.3%
MENOMONIE AREA 10 27 8 19 11 24 -13 -0.4%
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MEQUON-THIENSVILLE 38 14 9 4 9 6 3 0.1%
MERCER 4 1 4 0 8 3 5 2.0%
MERRILL AREA 9 2 5 1 5 2 3 0.1%
MERTON J9 12 3 2 15 5 17 -12 -1.5%
MIDDLETON-CROSS PLAINS 30 23 4 9 15 15 0 0.0%
MILTON 27 21 14 16 22 20 2 0.1%
MILWAUKEE 36 742 11 344 12 429 417 0.4%
MINERAL POINT 11 6 5 3 7 4 3 0.4%
MINOCQUA J1 12 25 6 10 8 20 -12 -1.8%
MISHICOT 7 17 3 12 6 14 8 0.7%
MONDOVI 13 9 5 4 11 6 5 0.5%
MONONA GROVE 45 21 11 4 18 11 7 0.3%
MONROE 10 15 9 11 10 14 4 0.1%
MONTELLO 4 17 1 14 6 23 -17 2.0%
MONTICELLO 9 5 9 2 10 2 3 1.8%
MOSINEE 14 9 9 5 10 7 3 0.1%
MOUNT HOREB AREA 6 22 3 4 7 9 2 0.1%
MUKWONAGO 37 28 20 12 28 20 8 0.2%
MUSKEGO-NORWAY 17 22 8 9 10 14 4 -0.1%
NECEDAH AREA 6 7 4 5 9 9 0 0.0%
NEENAH 33 34 22 19 32 29 3 0.0%
NEILLSVILLE 10 4 8 2 10 s 5 04%
NEKOOSA 12 7 10 3 15 7 8 0.5%
NEOSHO I3 4 8 3 4 3 6 3 -1.2%
NEW AUBURN 9 10 4 3 12 8 4 1.1%
NEW BERLIN 27 35 13 16 17 27 -10 0.2%
NEW GLARUS 2 7 0 5 0 5 -5 0.7%
NEW HOLSTEIN 16 7 10 6 17 7 10 0.7%
NEW LISBON 19 7 11 6 17 12 5 - 07%
NEW LONDON 1 10 5 7 3 12 4 0.2%
NEW RICHMOND 18 14 10 7 10 9 1 0.0%
NIAGARA 0 3 0 0 0 1 -1 0.2%
NICOLET UHS 66 6 25 3 30 3 27 2.0%
NORRIS 0 0 0 0 0 1 -1 -1L1%
NORTH CAPE 1 6 1 2 4 2 2 1.2%
NORTH CRAWFORD 9 10 6 7 13 7 6 0.8%
NORTH FOND DU LAC 22 10 12 6 16 13 3 0.2%
NORTH LAKE 7 5 2 2 4 2 2 0.5%
NORTHERN OZAUKEE 16 21 8 14 13 2% -11 -1.2%
NORTHLAND PINES 3 12 3 4 s 8 3 0.2%
NORTHWOOD 0 3 0 3 0 4 4 -1.0%
NORWALK-ONTARIO-WILTON 14 6 9 3 28 6 22 4.6%
NORWAY 17 6 5 3 1 7 3 4 3.0%
OAK CREEK-FRANKLIN 16 14 0 12 0 14 -14 0.3%
OAKFIELD 22 5 12 1 27 2 25 3.8%
OCONOMOWOC AREA 17 24 14 11 21 20 1 0.0%
OCONTO 7 4 4 2 5 2 3 0.2%
OCONTO FALLS 9 9 5 4 10 5 5 03%
OMRO 7 12 6 7 9 11 2 0.2%
ONALASKA 49 22 23 11 34 18 16 0.6%
OOSTBURG 3 14 3 10 3 15 -12 -1.3%
OREGON 14 15 s 3 8 6 2 0.1%
OSCEOLA 22 10 12 8 27 8 19 L1%
OSHKOSH AREA 28 18 12 10 20 16 4 0.0%
OSSEQ-FAIRCHILD 6 7 3 5 7 13 -6 -0.6%
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OWEN-WITHEE 6 7 5 3 g 3 5 0.8%
PALMYRA-EAGLE AREA 3 30 ] 13 6 2 -16 -1.3%
PARDEEVILLE AREA 13 26 4 21 6 32 26 2.5%
PARIS 1] 8 5 5 5 13 5 8 4.5%
PARK FALLS 3 4 3 1 7 1 6 0.6%
PARKVIEW 10 6 4 5 6 8 2 0.2%
PECATONICA AREA 9 3 5 1 9 2 7 1.3%
PEPIN AREA 4 2 0 1 0 3 3 0.8%
PESHTIGO 9 3 9 1 9 2 7 0.6%
PEWAUKEE 20 33 8 12 14 14 0 0.0%
PHELPS 3 1 1 1 6 3 3 1.5%
PHILLIPS s 3 4 1 6 4 2 0.2%
PITTSVILLE 15 5 7 5 13 5 3 1.0%
PLATTEVILLE 6 12 3 4 8 5 3 0.2%
PLUM CITY 10 0 9 0 17 0 17 1.8%
PLYMOUTH 21 17 9 1 20 13 7 0.3%
PORT EDWARDS 13 10 12 s 14 8 6 1.2%
PORT WASH-SAUKVILLE 20 15 17 6 20 19 1 0.0%
PORTAGE COMMUNITY 55 16 36 5 46 9 37 1.4%
POTOSI 7 1 3 0 6 1 5 1.2%
POYNETTE 9 10 4 6 7 7 0 0.0%
PRAIRIE DU CHIEN AREA 2 4 ] 4 1 5 4 0.3%
PRAIRIE FARM 13 3 12 2 18 5 13 3.4%
PRENTICE 2 10 2 7 2 9 7 -1.2%
PRESCOTT 6 4 2 2 2 2 0 0.0%
PRINCETON 5 5 3 3 10 7 3 0.6%
PULASKI COMMUNITY 32 13 18 7 26 11 15 0.5%
RACINE 7 4 4 25 5 32 27 -0.1%
RANDALLJ1 26 5 6 4 18 4 14 2.0%
RANDOLPH 20 3 16 2 25 4 21 4.1%
|RANDOM LAKE 12 14 7 7 13 13 0 0.0%
RAYMOND #14 11 4 4 4 6 4 2 0.5%
REEDSBURG 6 17 4 8 s 12 -7 -0.3%
REEDSVILLE 6 0 3 0 4 5 -1 0.1%
RHINELANDER 11 13 4 10 5 12 7 0.2%
RIB LAKE 5 2 4 2 4 4 0 0.0%
RICE LAKE AREA 23 32 12 14 22 23 -1 0.0%
{RICHFIELD J 1 4 7 3 2 3 2 1 0.2%
RICHLAND 18 17 g 11 16 22 6 0.3%
RICHMOND 23 1 12 0 13 0 13 3.8%
RIO COMMUNITY 13 5 7 5 10 8 2 0.3%
RIPON 32 6 12 4 29 8 21 1.3%
RIVER FALLS 16 12 10 6 13 10 3 0.1%
RIVER RIDGE 3 7 3 6 4 3 -4 -0.5%
RIVER VALLEY 5 23 2 10 2 18 -16 -1.0%
RIVERDALE 4 18 2 7 4 15 -11 1.1%
ROSENDALE-BRANDON 13 12 7 8 17 9 g 0.7%
ROSHOLT 6 12 4 5 5 6 -1 0.1%
ROYALL 4 23 2 17 3 38 -35 -3.9%
RUBICON J6 1 5 0 3 2 4 2 1.4%
SAINT CROIX CENTRAL 8 8 5 5 7 7 0 0.0%
SAINT CROIX FALLS 29 20 20 12 25 23 2 0.2%
SAINT FRANCIS 110 5 61 1 62 3 59 4.5%
SALEM J2 14 18 12 9 16 17 -1 0.1%
SAUK PRAIRIE 13 6 6 6 7 9 2 0.1%
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SENECA 9 3 9 0 10 0 10 2.3%
SEVASTOPOL 24 19 9 10 11 15 4 -0.6%
SEYMOUR COMMUNITY 17 17 9 7 21 9 12 0.5%
SHARON J11 g 1 3 1 5 1 4 14%
SHAWANO-GRESHAM 85 21 38 13 65 17 48 1.6%
SHEBOYGAN AREA 18 47 12 33 15 49 -34 0.3%
SHEBOYGAN FALLS 25 15 13 7 18 17 1 0.1%
SHELL LAKE 12 9 7 1 11 5 6 1.0%
SHIOCTON 5 3 4 1 7 8 -1 0.1%
SHOREWOOD 118 3 29 0 34 i 33 1.5%
SHULLSBURG 6 4 0 2 0 2 2 0.4%
SILVER LAKE 11 10 11 9 6 10 9 0.2%
SIREN 3 4 1 3 2 9 -7 -1.3%
SLINGER 21 1 12 2 15 6 9 03%
SOLON SPRINGS 5 5 2 3 2 3 -1 0.3%
SOMERSET 15 12 14 5 14 9 5 0.5%
SOUTH MILWAUKEE 12 7 4 3 4 s -1 0.0%
SOUTH SHORE 2 22 0 9 0 12 -12 4.0%
SOUTHERN DOOR 27 27 15 16 22 29 7 0.5%
SOUTHWESTERN WISCONSIN 5 5 4 3 6 4 2 0.3%
SPARTA AREA 3 9 0 6 1 20 -19 0.7%
SPENCER 16 4 9 4 9 6 3 0.3%
SPOONER 11 26 3 18 8 34 -26 -1.5%
SPRING VALLEY 12 17 4 11 9 17 -8 1.1%
STANLEY-BOYD AREA 4 5 3 1 3 1 2 0.2%
STEVENS POINT AREA 23 17 7 3 1 18 K 0.1%
STOCKBRIDGE 1 4 i 2 8 4 4 1.4%
STONE BANK 3 10 3 1 4 5 -1 0.3%
STOUGHTON AREA 1 22 10 12 12 24 -12 0.3%
STRATFORD 5 4 4 13 6 7 0.9%
STURGEON BAY 44 41 26 18 40 24 16 1.1%
SUN PRAIRIE AREA 28 15 6 9 11 1 0 0.0%
SUPERIOR 6 6 3 3 6 3 3 0.1%
SURING 13 2 6 0 6 2 4 0.6%
SWALLOW 64 1 16 0 36 0 36 11.7%
THORP 2 3 0 2 2 4 2 -0.3%
THREE LAKES 8 5 6 2 8 2 6 0.7%
TIGERTON 5 14 3 5 6 5 1 0.2%
TOMAH AREA 4 6 3 2 7 4 3 0.1%
TOMAHAWK 4 6 2 3 2 3 -1 0.1%
TOMORROW RIVER 7 9 3 7 7 9 2 0.2%
TREVOR GRADE 7 6 2 6 2 7 -5 -1.6%
TRI-COUNTY AREA 5 4 5 2 7 5 2 0.2%
TURTLE LAKE 7 13 4 5 5 12 7 -1.1%
TWIN LAKES #4 2 15 1 5 3 9 6 -1.6%
TWO RIVERS 22 4 13 4 18 s 13 0.6%
UNION GROVE 11 13 15 2 8 2 12 -10 -1.7%
UNION GROVE UHS 12 6 8 5 10 5 s 0.8%
UNITY 5 46 4 25 6 40 34 -2.8%
VALDERS AREA 16 17 5 6 13 13 0 0.0%
VERONA AREA 64 17 10 6 30 15 15 04%
VIROQUA AREA 10 13 5 8 8 14 6 0.5%
WABENO AREA 6 5 4 5 9 s 4 0.6%
WALWORTH J1 6 6 5 4 5 7 2 04%
WASHBURN 5 7 3 4 5 8 3 04%
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WASHINGTON 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0%
WASHINGTON-CALDWELL 3 3 0 1 2 1 1 0.5%
WATERFORD J1 (V) 5 13 0 6 0 10 -10 0.7%
WATERFORD UHS 6 12 4 4 5 6 -1 -0.1%
WATERLOO 5 13 0 4 0 6 -6 0.7%
WATERTOWN 15 14 10 11 17 19 2 -0.1%
WAUKESHA 38 50 20 21 34 32 2 0.0%
WAUNAKEE COMMUNITY 16 6 2 1 6 2 4 0.1%
WAUPACA 6 5 6 4 11 4 7 0.2%
WAUPUN 3 31 3 2 4 55 -51 -2.1%
WAUSAU 23 20 9 13 15 16 -1 0.0%
WAUSAUKEE 13 0 9 0 9 0 9 1.1%
WAUTOMA AREA 7 16 3 9 5 14 9 -0.5%
WAUWATOSA 238 21 76 3 107 4 103 1.4%
WAUZEKA-STEUBEN 4 5 3 1 3 1 2 0.5%
WEBSTER 4 2 3 2 9 3 6 0.8%
WEST ALLIS 64 29 38 14 43 22 21 0.2%
WEST BEND 25 42 15 25 29 29 0 0.0%
WEST DEPERE 30 16 13 12 14 20 -6 0.3%
WEST SALEM 8 16 4 9 5 18 -13 -0.9%
WESTBY AREA 17 3 8 4 14 5 ‘9 0.7%
WESTFIELD 3 2 1 15 13 20 7 -0.5%
WESTON 6 2 1 0 3 1 2 0.5%
WEYAUWEGA-FREMONT 6 7 4 5 11 7 4 0.4%
WEYERHAUSER AREA 4 5 1 3 5 6 -1 0.4%
WHEATLAND J1 4 10 3 6 6 10 -4 0.7%
WHITE LAKE 3 3 2 2 4 8 4 -1.4%
WHITEFISH BAY 79 3 5 1 38 i 7 0.2%
WHITEHALL 3 6 2 3 3 5 2 -0.3%
WHITEWATER 13 16 9 8 13 11 2 0.1%
WHITNALL 45 8 2 7 6 8 2 0.1%
|WILD ROSE 3 14 0 9 0 17 -17 -2.2%
WILLIAMS BAY 23 19 3 8 6 12 6 -1.2%
WILMOT GRADE SCHOOL 4 7 2 6 9 8 1- 0.8%
WILMOT UHS ] 29 1 16 4 24 -20 2.1%
WINNECONNE COMMUNITY 16 11 3 4 14 6 8 0.5%
WINTER 2 16 1 7 1 10 9 -1.9%
WISCONSIN DELLS 11 16 6 7 9 15 -6 -0.3%
WISCONSIN HEIGHTS 8 10 5 1 11 3 3 0.7%
WISCONSIN RAPIDS 15 31 6 21 13 27 -14 0.2%
WITTENBERG-BIRNAMWOOD 7 10 4 6 7 13 6 0.4%
WONEWOC-UNION CENTER 4 13 1 10 1 14 -13 2.8%
WOODRUFF J1 36 6 20 1 40 3 37 5.6%
WRIGHTSTOWN COMMUNITY 6 9 3 3 7 6 1 0.1%
YORKVILLE J2 26 0 14 0 19 0 19 5.1%
UNKNOWN 11 31 0
Totals 6,691 6,075 3,085 3,085 4,858 4,858
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APPENDIX B

1999-00 AID ADJUSTMENTS FOR REGULAR EDUCATION OPEN ENROLLMENT TRANSFERS

Positive Positive
School District Name Aid Negative Al Net Aid School District Name Aid Negative Aid| Net Aid
Adjustment | Adjustment | Adjustment Adjustment | Adjustment | Adjustment
ABBOTSFORD $4,703 -518.812 -$14,109] |BUTTERNUT 30 -$18.812 -$18.812
ADAMS-FRIENDSHIP AREA $33,654 -$68,194 -$34,540| |CADOTT COMMUNITY $14.109 -$16,408 -$2,299
ALBANY $9.406 -$31.876 -$22,470| |CAMBRIA-FRIESLAND $7.055 -$32.921 -$25,866
ALGOMA $0 -$23.515 -$23,515] |CAMBRIDGE $58,789 -$22,601 $36,188
ALMA $56,123 $0 $56,123] |CAMERON $131,684 -$32.921 $98,763
ALMA CENTER $50,793 -$11,313 $39480] |CAMPBELLSPORT $18.812 -567,828 -$49.016
ALMOND-BANCROFT $9,041 -$8,883 5158] |CASHTON $32.921 -$23,515 $9,406
ALTOONA $58,788 -$43.477 $15,311 ICASSVILLE $7.055 -$14,109 -$7,054
AMERY $56.436 -$73,367 -$16,931| |CEDAR GROVE-BELGIUM AREA $37.624 -$16.461 $21,163
ANTIGO $48,127 -$47.892 $235] |CEDARBURG $108.928 -$35,534 $73,394
APPLETON AREA $178,716 -$157,552 $21,164] |CENTRAL/WESTOSHA UHS $83.217 -$14,109 $69,108
ARCADIA $9.406 -$29.159 -$19,753] |CHETEK $28,218 -$70.545 -$42,327
ARGYLE 518,812 -$28.218 -$9.406] |CHILTON $28.218 -$37.624 -$9,406
ARROWHEAD UHS $28,218 -$32,138 -$3.920{ |CHIPPEWA FALLS AREA $50.480 -$56437] -$5,957
ASHLAND $89,357 -$18,.812 $70.545| |CLAYTON $90,298 -$4,703 $85,595
ASHWAUBENON $80,370 -$39,335 $41.035] |CLEAR LAKE $23,515 -$52.099 -$28.584
ATHENS $16,931 -514,109 $2.822| |CLINTON COMMUNITY $42,851 -$64.433 -$21,582
AUBURNDALE $42.327 -$23.515 $18.812| |CLINTONVILLE $32.921 -$23.515 $9.406
AUGUSTA 318,812 -$23,515 -$4,703| |COCHRANE-FOUNTAIN CITY $29,159 -$9.406 $19,753
BALDWIN-WOODVILLE AREA $53.405 -$15,259 §38,146| |COLBY $42,327 -$20,067 $22,260
BANGOR $52,125 -$42.327 $9.798! |COLEMAN $32,921 30 $32,921
BARABOO $84.655 -$14,109 $70,546] |COLFAX $65,842 -$39.977 $25.865
BARNEVELD $21,529 -$18,655 $2.874| |COLUMBUS $75,248 -$39.977 $35,271
BARRON AREA $66,417 -$140,150 -$73,733] |CORNELL $23,515 -$35,743 -$12,228
BAYFIELD $0 -$4,703 -$4,703| |CRANDON $4.703 -$37,624 -$32,921
BEAVER DAM $159.092 -$35,274 $123.818] |CRIVITZ S0 -$14,110 -$14,110
BEECHER-DUNBAR-PEMBINE $4,703 -$11.758] _-87.055} |CUBACITY $23,515 -$16,931| $6.584
BELLEVILLE $16,591 -$7,055 $9,536| |CUDAHY $122,278 -$23.515 $98,763
BELMONT COMMUNITY $0 -$4,703 -54,703| |CUMBERLAND $15.285 -$28.218 -$12,933
BELOIT $135917 -$292,503 -$156,586] |D C EVEREST AREA $84.184 -$39.976 $44,208
BELOIT TURNER $271,339 -$71,198 $200.141| |DARLINGTON COMMUNITY $21.164 -$1,228 $19.936
BENTON $4912 -$4,703 $209| |DEERFIELD COMMUNITY $16.774 -$70,546 -$53,772
BERLIN AREA $45,907 -$51.498 -$5.591] |DEFOREST AREA $38,251 -$56.436 -518.185
BIG FOOT UHS $41,230 -$4,729 $36,501] |DELAVAN-DARIEN $25,868 -5171,897 -$146,029
BIRCHWOOD $80,892 -$9,406 3$71,486] |DENMARK $89,357 -$7.055 $82,302
BLACK HAWK $24,456 -$21,164 $3,2921  |DEPERE $42,327 -$49,225 -$6.898
BLACK RIVER FALLS $27,774 -$46.090 -$18,316] |DESOTO AREA $18.812 -$37.624 -318,812
BLAIR-TAYLOR $4,703 -$54,085 -$49.382| |DODGELAND 39,406/ -$68,194 -$58,788
BLOOMER $4,703 -$25,867 -$21,164] |DODGEVILLE 328,218 -$28.218 30
BONDUEL $23.515 -$70,547 -$47.032| IDOVER #1 $71.512 -$18.812 $52,700
‘|BOSCOBEL AREA $14,109 -$42,327 -$28,218] |DRUMMOND $9.406 -84,703] $4,703
BOULDER JUNCTIONJ1 $14,109 -$7,055 $7.054] |DURAND 34,703 -$77,757 -$73,054
BOWLER $32,921 -$44,757 -$11,836] |EAST TROY COMMUNITY $58.500 -$47.031 $11.469
BOYCEVILLE COMMUNITY $46,090 -$70,545 -$24.455| |EAU CLAIRE AREA $97,040 -$96.413 $627
BRIGHTON #1 $28,218 $0 $28,218] |EDGAR $0 -$23.515 -$23.515
BRILLION $32,921 -$14.109 $18.812| |EDGERTON $18.812 -$58,788 -$39.976
BRISTOL #! $60,198 -$21.634 $38.564| |ELCHO $862 -$23.515 -$22,653
BRODHEAD $18.812 -$23.515 -$4,703| |ELEVA-STRUM $39.584 -$28.218 $11,366
BROWN DEER $270,110 -$32,921 $237.189] |ELK MOUND AREA $46.694 -$18.812 $27,882
BRUCE $0 -$84,968 -$84,968! |ELKHART LAKE-GLENBEULAH $4.703 -$70.546 -$65.843
BURLINGTON $98,763 -$161.077 -$62.314] |ELKHORN AREA $143.443 -$74,962 $68.481




Positive Positive
School District Name Aid Negative Ai Net Aid School District Name Aid Negative Aid| Net Aid
Adjustment | Adjustment | Adjustment Adjustment | Adjustment | Adjustment
ELLSWORTH COMMUNITY $30,570 -$57,743 -$27,173| |IOLA-SCANDINAVIA $4,703 -$14,109 -$9.406
ELMBROOK $140,230 -$30,308 $109,922] [IOWA-GRANT $14.109 -$47.030 -$32.921
ELMWOOD $14,109 -$14,109 $0{ JITHACA $59.415 -$21,164 $38,251
ERIN $65,842 -$14,110 $51,732| [JANESVILLE $106,212 -$94,061 $12,151
EVANSVILLE COMMUNITY $22,732 -$35,273 -$12,541| |JEFFERSON $32.921 -$51.733 -$18,812
FALL CREEK $32,921 -$32.921 $0| |JOHNSON CREEK $42,327 -$23,515 $18.812
FALL RIVER $39.978 -$28.218 $11,760| {JUDA $35,273 -$48.389 -$13,116
FENNIMORE COMMUNITY $37.624 -514,109 $23.515] {KAUKAUNA AREA $82,304 -$124,631 -$42,327
FLAMBEAU $15.390 -$26,337 -$10,947| |KENOSHA $61.139 -$40.447 $20,692
FLORENCE $2.822 -$14.109 -$11.287| |KETTLE MORAINE $111.673 -$91,709 $19,964
FOND DU LAC $72,611 -$140.307 -$67,696] |KEWASKUM $63,125 -$144.487 -$81,362
FONTANA J8 $36,711 -$4.703 $32,008| |KEWAUNEE $4.703 -$4.703 $0
FORT ATKINSON $23,515 -$61,139 -$37,624| |KICKAPOO AREA $4.703 -$79.951 -$75,248
{FOX POINT J2 $68,196 -$9.406 $58,790| |KIEL AREA $44,679 -$49.225 -$4.546
{FRANKLIN PUBLIC $23.515 -$37.624 -$14,109{ |KIMBERLY AREA $56.438 -$73,838 -$17,400
FREDERIC $14,109 -$23,515 -$9.406] |KOHLER $183,569 -$14,109 $169.460
FREEDOM AREA $32,922 -$37.625 -$4,703| |LAC DU FLAMBEAU #! $14.109 -$71,329 -$57.220
~ |FRIESS LAKE $0 $0 $0| {LACROSSE $172,182 -$49,042 $123,140
IGALESVILLE-ETTRICK $9.406 -$11,758 -$2,352] |LADYSMITH-HAWKINS $46.404 -$20,093 $26.311
GENEVA J4 $61,141 -$4.703 $56.4381. |LAFARGE $23,515 -$16.931 $6.584
GENOA CITY J2 $7.055 -$61,139 -$54,084| |LAKE COUNTRY $4.703 -$4,703 S0
GERMANTOWN $4.703 -$61,140 -$56,437| |LAKE GENEVA J1 $23,515 -$167,197 -$143,682
GIBRALTAR AREA $6,715 -$9,406 -$2,691| |LAKE GENEVA-GENOA UHS $66,834 -$42.327 $24,507
GILLETT $0 -$38.095 -$38,095! ILAKE HOLCOMBE $51,733 -528,218 $23,515
GILMAN $9.406 -$28.218 -$18,812| |LAKE MILLS AREA $37.624 -$4.703 $32,921
GILMANTON 84,703 -$37,624 -$32,921| |LAKELAND UHS 30 -$4,703 -$4.703
GLENDALE-RIVER HILLS $82,773 -$30,570 $52,203] |LANCASTER COMMUNITY $21.007 -$16,931 $4.076
GLENWOOD CITY $21,973 -$35,743 -$13,770| |LAONA $24.456 -$14.109 $10,347
GLIDDEN $4,703 30 $4,703] |LENA $4,703 -$56.437 -$51,734
GOODMAN-ARMSTRONG $14,109 -$7,525 $6,584! |LINN J4 $75.249 -$9.406 $65.843
GRAFTON $73.447 -$44,680 $28,767| |LINNJ6 $28.455 -$810 $27.645]
|GRANTON AREA $67,305 -$35.978 $31,327| |LITTLE CHUTE AREA $103.467 _ -$25,868 $77.599
GRANTSBURG $9.406 -$7,603 $1,803| |LODI $17.663 -$18,812 -$1.149
1GREEN BAY AREA $166.605 -$198.625 -$32,020{ |LOMIRA $23.515 -$57.586 -$34.071
|GREEN LAKE $20.825 -$28.218 -$7,3931 |LOYAL $56.436 -$47,030 59,406
|GREENDALE $84.654 -$2,352 $82,302{ |LUCK $57,194 -$18,812 $38,382
GREENFIELD $221.041 -$42,327 $178,714| |[LUXEMBURG-CASCO $28.218 -$35,273 -$7,055
GREENWOOD $32,346 -$37,624 -$5.278] |MADISON METROPOLITAN $241,133 -5283,514 -$42,381
{HAMILTON $47.501 -$88,051 -$40,550] IMANAWA $9.406 -$32,922 -$23,516
HARTFORD J1 $58,790 -$98,763 -839,973] |IMANITOWOC $81,415] -$118.047 -$36,632
HARTFORD UHS $28,218 -$61,139 -$32,921| |MAPLE $65.842 -$18,812 $47,030
|HARTLAND-LAKESIDE J3 | $37,624 -$103,466 -$65,842| |MAPLE DALE-INDIAN HILL 351,158 -$4.703 346,455
HAYWARD COMMUNITY $98,764 -$4,703 $94,061] IMARATHON CITY $33.078 -$32,921 $157
HERMAN #22 $18.812 -$4,703 $14,109 IMARINETTE $1.176 -$47,030 -$45,854
HIGHLAND $18.812 $0 $18,8121 IMARION $30,570 -$15415 $15,155
HILBERT $18.813 -528,218 -59.405| |MARKESAN $10,294 -$47.919 -$37.625
HILLSBORO $48,365 $0 $48,365| |MARSHALL $65.842 -$15,389 $50,453
HOLMEN $29,655 -$94,060 -$64.4051 IMARSHFIELD $68,194 -$140,071 -$71.877
HORICON $37.624 -$50,923 -$13.2991 |IMAUSTON $53,797 -$26,259 $27.538
HORTONVILLE $23,516 -$38,226 -$14,710f |MAYVILLE $64.641 -$23.515 ' $41.126
HOWARDS GROVE $45,123 -$18,814 $26,309] |MCFARLAND $49.383 -$37,624 $11,759
HOWARD-SUAMICO $9.406 -$61,139 -$51,7331 |MEDFORD AREA $45.541 -$24,143 $21,398
HUDSON $43.477 -$16461 $27,016] |MELLEN $0 -$51.733 -$51,733
HURLEY 30 -$18,812 -$18.812] |MELROSE-MINDORO $25.867 -$18.812 $7,055
HUSTISFORD 514,109 -$50.115 -$36,006] |MENASHA $97,353 -$134.039 -$36,686
INDEPENDENCE $18,812 -$15,729 $3.083| |MENOMINEE INDIAN $14,109 -$232.695 -$218,586
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MENOMONEE FALLS $92,885 -$37,624 $55,261 |OSSEO-FAIRCHILD $28,218 -347,606 -519,388
MENOMONIE AREA $51,733 -$89,437 -$37,704| |OWEN-WITHEE $25,240 -$7.917 $17,323
MEQUON-THIENSVILLE $30.831 -518.552 $12.279] |PALMYRA-EAGLE AREA $23,515 -$92,206 -568,691
MERCER $23.515 -$14.109 $9.406| |PARDEEVILLE AREA $25,867 -$138.491 -$112,624
MERRILL AREA $23.515 -$9.406 $14,109] |PARISJI $55,496 -$14,109 $41,387
MERTON J9 $23,515 -$71.851 -548,336] |PARK FALLS $32.921 -$4.703 $28,218
MIDDLETON-CROSS PLAINS $64,823 -$65,842 -$1,019] |PARKVIEW $28,218 -$31,563 -$3,345
MILTON $84.655 -$54,530 $30,125] |PECATONICA AREA $38,852 -$9.406] $29,446
MILWAUKEE $46,769] -S1.838,968| -$1,792,199; |PEPIN AREA $0 -$14,109 -514,109
MINERAL POINT $32.921 -$18.812 $14,109| |PESHTIGO $42,327 -$5.879 $36,448
MINOCQUA JI $26.050 -$87,007 -$60,957] |PEWAUKEE $58,789 -$54,869 $3.920
MISHICOT $28,218 -$56.436 -$28,218! |PHELPS $28.218 -$14,109 $14,109
MONDOVI $42,327 -$20,772 $21,555] |PHILLIPS $28,218 -$16.931 $11,287
MONONA GROVE $79,952 -$35,586 $44,366 |PITTSVILLE $29,159 -521,007 38,152
MONROE $41,335 -$57.,848 -$16,5131 |PLATTEVILLE $28,218 -$18.812 $9.406
MONTELLO $22.496 -581,677 -$59,181| |{PLUM CITY $72,427 $0 $72427
MONTICELLO $39,506 -$9.406 $30,100{ |PLYMOUTH $84,655 -$44.679 839,976
MOSINEE $33,183 -$30,570 $2,613] ' |[PORT EDWARDS $56,436 -$37.624 $18,812
MOUNT HOREB AREA $28.061 -$35,638 -$7,577| |PORT WASH-SAUKVILLE $82,303 -$76.974 $5,329
MUKWONAGO $116.271 -$79.952 $36,319/ |PORTAGE COMMUNITY $196,220 -$27,199 $169,021
MUSKEGO-NORWAY $42.327]  -$42.327 $0| |POTOSI $18.812 -$4.703 $14,109
NECEDAH AREA $42,327 -$39.976 $2,351| |POYNETTE $18,812 -$23.515 -$4,703
NEENAH $116,220 -$119,927 -$3,707| |PRAIRIE DU CHIEN AREA $0 -$23.515 -$23,515
NEILLSVILLE $45.384 -$14.710 $30,674! |PRAIRIE FARM $84,654 -$23,515 61,139
NEKOOSA $62.341 -$32,921 $29.420{ |PRENTICE $9.406 -837.624 -$28,218
NEOSHO J3 $9.406 -$25,867 -$16461{ |PRESCOTT $5461 -$9.406 -$3,945
NEW AUBURN $39.976 -528.218 $11,758] [PRINCETON $32.555 -$23,698 $8,857
NEW BERLIN $70.545 -$104,852 -$34,307| |{PULASKI COMMUNITY $91,528 -$37.624 $53,904
NEW GLARUS $0 -$15,651 -$15.6511 |RACINE $18,812 -$140411 -$121,599
NEW HOLSTEIN $79.951 -$32,921 $47,030] |RANDALL JI $79,952 -$11,758] $68,194
NEW LISBON $76,111 -$51,733 $24378| |RANDOLPH $100,854 -$11,758 $89,096
NEW LONDON $37.624 -$49,382 -$11,758] |RANDOM LAKE $42,327 -$56.436] -$14,109
NEW RICHMOND 536,998 -$22.732 $14.266] |RAYMOND #14 $24,769 -$12,725 $12,044
NIAGARA $0 -54.703 -$4.703| |REEDSBURG $11.654 -546.,247 -$34,593
NICOLET UHS $135,655 -$12,228 $123,427| |REEDSVILLE $9.406 -8§23.515 -$14.109
NORRIS 30 -$4,703 -$4,703{ |RHINELANDER $14,109 -$40,159 -$26,050
NORTH CAPE $16.461 -$7.055 $9.406| |RIB LAKE $18,812 -$18,812 30
NORTH CRAWFORD $61,139 -$22,575| $38,564] |RICE LAKE AREA $98,763 -$94.635 $4,128
NORTH FOND DU LAC $62,707 -$54,086 $8,621|  |RICHFIELDJ | $5.854 -$5,174 $680
NORTH LAKE $14,110 -$9,406 $4,704| |RICHLAND $66,626 -$67.880 -$1,254
NORTHERN OZAUKEE $61,139 -$108,169 -$47.030] |RICHMOND $48.336 30 $48,336
NORTHLAND PINES $23,515 -$32.921 -$9.406| |RIO COMMUNITY $35.025 -$37.624 -$2.599
NORTHWOOD $0 -$11.758 -$11,758] |RIPON $111,777 -$31,355 $80.422
NORWALK-ONTARIO-WILTON $119.,928 -$21.164 $98,764] |RIVER FALLS $39,088 -$43,085 -$3,997
NORWAY J7 $28.218 -$7,055 $21,163] |RIVER RIDGE $16.931 -$18.,656 -$1,725
OAK CREEK-FRANKLIN $0 -$61,139 -$61,1391 {RIVER VALLEY $9.406 -561,139' -$51,733
OAKFIELD $110,521 -$9,406 $101.115] IRIVERDALE $17.871 -$66,626 -$48,755
OCONOMOWOC AREA $96.412 -$92,231 $4,181] |ROSENDALE-BRANDON $79,951 -$31,458] $48,493
OCONTO $21,164 -$9,406 $11,758] |ROSHOLT $15,050 -$14,422 3628
OCONTO FALLS $42,327 -$18.812 $23,515] |ROYALL $9,406, -$162,281 -$152,875]
OMRO $37.624 -$44,679 -$7,055{ JRUBICON J6 $9.406 -$18,812 -$9,406
ONALASKA $140,281 -$81.388 $58,893] |SAINT CROIX CENTRAL $21,164 -$21.607 -$443
OOSTBURG $14,109 -$48,520 -$34,411| |SAINT CROIX FALLS $108.169 -$90,533 $17.636
OREGON $35,273 -$21,164 $14,109] |SAINT FRANCIS $278.079 -$14.109 $263.970
OSCEOLA $112.872 -$31.511 $81,3611 {SALEMJ2 $56.436 -$87.006 -$30,570
OSHKOSH AREA $75,015 -$66,940 $8,075| |SAUK PRAIRIE $23.515 -$41.178 -$17,663
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SENECA $38.565 $0 $38,565| IVIROQUA AREA $33,183 -$64,013 -$30.830
SEVASTOPOL 542,327 -$49,382 -$7,055} |WABENO AREA $37,624 -$19,753 $17,871
SEYMOUR COMMUNITY 598,763 -$32,922 $65,8411 IWALWORTHIJ1 $23,515 -$26,965 -$3.450
SHARON J11 $21,634 -$4.703 $16,931| |WASHBURN $23,515 -$37.624 -$14.109
SHAWANO-GRESHAM $272,959 -$61.139 $211.820{ |WASHINGTON $0 30 $0
SHEBOYGAN AREA $61,218 -$184,035 -$122,817) |WASHINGTON-CALDWELL $9,406 -$4.703 54,703
SHEBOYGAN FALLS $70,545 -$635,843 54,702 |WATERFORD J1 (V) 30 -$42,327 -$42.327
SHELL LAKE $40,132 -$23,515 $16,617] |WATERFORD UHS $17.349 -$28,218 -$10,869
SHIOCTON $28,219 -$37.624 -$9.405| | WATERLOO $0 -$28.218 -$28.218
SHOREWOOD $142.086 -$4,703 $137.383] |WATERTOWN $59.520 -$89.357 -$29.837
SHULLSBURG 30 -$7.734 -$7,734] |WAUKESHA $126,984 -$127,221 -$237
SILVER LAKE J1 $30,572 -$33,235 -$2.663| |WAUNAKEE COMMUNITY 528,218 -$9.406 $18,812
SIREN $9,406 --$42.327 -$32,921| |WAUPACA $47.030 -518,812 $28,218
SLINGER $61,139 -$28,218 $32,9211 |WAUPUN $9,406 -$224.020 -$214.614
SOLON SPRINGS $7,055 -$9,406 -$2.351] |WAUSAU $61,139 -$55,966 $5.173
SOMERSET $47,972 -$34.646 $13,326| |WAUSAUKEE $25,868 30 $25,868
SOUTH MILWAUKEE $18,812 -$23,515 -$4,703| | WAUTOMA AREA $23,515 -$45.698 -$22,183
SOUTH SHORE $0 -$56.436 -$56,436] |WAUWATOSA $419,125 -$18.812 $400.313
SOUTHERN DOOR $82.773 -$108.169 -$25,396] |WAUZEKA-STEUBEN $12,228 -$4,703 $7,525]
SOUTHWESTERN WISCONSIN $19,753 -$18,812 $941| |WEBSTER $38,852 -$9,693 $29.159
SPARTA AREA $4,703 -$87,398 -$82,695| |WEST ALLIS $195.227 -$94,061 $101,166
SPENCER $16,461 -$23.333 -56.872| |WEST BEND $128.027 -$115,512 $12.515
SPOONER $28,505 -$141,247 -$112,742| |WEST DEPERE $47.110 -$78.516 -$31.406
SPRING VALLEY $32,921 -$62,708 -$29,787] |WEST SALEM $23,515 -$72,427 -$48.912
STANLEY-BOYD AREA $14,109 -$4,703 $9,406] |WESTBY AREA $65,842 -$19.074 $46,768
STEVENS POINT AREA $49,329 -$66,313 -$16,984| |WESTFIELD $61,139 -$91,709 -$30,570
STOCKBRIDGE $23,515 -$16461 $7.054] |WESTON $11,758 -$4,703 $7.055
STONE BANK $18,812 -$23,515 -$4,703] |WEYAUWEGA-FREMONT $47,030 -$28.218 $18,812
STOUGHTON AREA $46,117 -$94.062 -$47.945| |WEYERHAUSER AREA $9.406 -$28.218 -$18.812
STRATFORD $51,551 -$23,515 $28,036/ |WHEATLANDJI $18.813 -$46,089 -$27.276
] STURGEON BAY © $138,739 -$89,488 $49,251| | WHITE LAKE $18.812] -$23,515 . -84.703
SUN PRAIRIE AREA 851,733 -$47,657 $4.076| | WHITEFISH BAY $36,867 -$1,150 $35,717
{SUPERIOR $23,515 -$14,109 $9,406/ |WHITEHALL $6,323 -$21.634 -$15,311
SURING $26.337 -$9,406 $16,931] |WHITEWATER $47.031 -$44,679 §2,352
SWALLOW $169,308 30 $169.308{ |WHITNALL $28,218 -$26.338 51,880
THORP $9.406 -514.579 -$5,173] |WILD ROSE 30 -574,125 -$74,125
THREE LAKES $23,515 -$9,406 $14,109| |WILLIAMS BAY $23.541 -$51,733 -$28,192
TIGERTON $23.515 -$21,164 $2.351 |WILMOT GRADE SCHOOL $30,178 -$23,516 $6.662
TOMAH AREA $30,570 -$18,812 $11,758] |WILMOT UHS $9.406 -$102,029 -$92,623
TOMAHAWK $9,406 -$14,109 -$4,703] | WINNECONNE COMMUNITY $55,182 -$16,853 $38.329
TOMORROW RIVER $22,992 -$35,378 -$12,386] |WINTER $4.703 -$40,917 -$36,214
TREVOR GRADE $9.406 -$30,570 -$21,164| | WISCONSIN DELLS $29,787 -$50428 -$20,641
TRI-COUNTY AREA $28,218 -$17,141 $11,077] | WISCONSIN HEIGHTS $32,921 -$14.109 $18,812
TURTLE LAKE $17.297 -544.705 -$27408] | WISCONSIN RAPIDS $61,139 -$97.770 -$36,631
TWIN LAKES #4 $9.406 -$35,274 -$25.868| | WITTENBERG-BIRNAMWOOD $23,567 -$56,436 -$32,869
TWO RIVERS $77.130 -$19.805 $57,325| |WONEWOC-UNION CENTER $2,822 -$38,488 -$35.666
UNION GROVE J1 $9,406 -$49,853 -$40,447| |WOODRUFFJ1 $160,688 -$14.109 $146.,579
UNION GROVE UHS $45.,097 -$18,812 $26,285] |WRIGHTSTOWN COMMUNITY $24,770 -$25,.867 -$1.097
UNITY $24,717 -$176.624 -$151,907] |YORKVILLE J2 $77,602 S0 $77,602
VALDERS AREA $53.484 -$54,086 -$602
VERONA AREA $128,287 -$70.545 $57,742| |Totals $19,609,504| -$19,609,504
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