
English-Language Learner Funding
Policies in Each State

English-Language Learner
So me states pro vide increased funding fo r English-language learners. This repo rt indicates which states

co nsider English-language learners when allo cating state educatio n funding, and if applicable, ho w they do  so .

Alabama Alabama pro vides increased funding fo r English-language learners (ELLs). It do es so

thro ugh a pro gram-based allo catio n that is distributed to  districts based o n the number

o f ELLs they serve, adjusted to  acco unt fo r scho o ls and districts with higher rates o f ELL

enro llment.

Alabama appro priates funding annually fo r the English Language Learners Pro gram. This

appro priatio n is divided amo ng scho o l districts in pro po rtio n to  their co unt o f ELLs. Fo r

districts where fewer than 10%  o f students are ELLs and no  individual scho o ls within the

district enro ll mo re than 20%  ELLs, the actual co unt o f ELLs is used. Fo r districts where

10%  o f students o r mo re are ELLs, the district’s ELL co unt is increased by a facto r o f 1.5

fo r the purpo se o f this funding calculatio n. Fo r districts where fewer than 10%  o f

students are ELLs but individual scho o ls within the district enro ll mo re than 20%  ELLs,

tho se scho o ls’ ELL co unts are increased by a facto r o f 1.5 fo r the purpo ses o f their

district’s funding calculatio n. In FY2021, the state appro priated $14.16 millio n fo r this

pro gram.

Students eligible to  receive funding tho ugh this pro gram are tho se fo r who m English is

no t their native language and thus need assistance to  beco me pro cient in reading,

writing, and speaking English.

Alaska Alaska pro vides increased funding fo r English-language learners. It do es so  by applying a

multiplier o f 1.2 to  the to tal enro llment co unt to  generate additio nal funding fo r students

with special needs, including English-language learners.

Alaska applies a multiplier o f 1.2 to  each district’s student co unt to  pro vide funding fo r

students with special needs, including students enro lled in bilingual and bicultural

educatio n pro grams. To  receive this funding, districts must le plans with the Alaska

Department o f Educatio n indicating the special needs services they will pro vide. The

multiplier is applied to  a student co unt that has already been adjusted fo r scho o l size and

lo cal co st facto rs (see “Sparsity and/o r Small Size” fo r mo re info rmatio n).

Other student catego ries intended to  be served with this supplemental funding include

students with disabilities, students identi ed as gifted, and students enro lled in career

and technical educatio n pro grams.
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Arizona Arizo na pro vides increased funding fo r English-language learners. It do es so  by applying a

multiplier o f 1.115 to  the base per-pupil amo unt fo r these students.

The supplemental funding generated by the multiplier and the base amo unt is added to  a

per-pupil amo unt that has already been adjusted fo r the student’s grade span (K-8 o r 9-

12), the district’s enro llment size (mo re than o r fewer than 600 students), and the

district’s degree o f geo graphic iso latio n.

In practice, the base amo unt is adjusted fo r these o ther facto rs to  pro duce a basic level

o f funding fo r the student. Then, rather than multiply this entire amo unt by 1.115 to

pro vide the increased funding fo r English-language learners, the state multiplies the

o riginal base amo unt by 0.115 and adds that pro duct to  the adjusted, basic funding.

Arkansas Arkansas pro vides increased funding fo r English-language learners. It do es so  in the fo rm

o f a at allo catio n fo r each English-language learner. This allo catio n equaled $352 in

FY2021.

Students are identi ed as English-language learners based o n their perfo rmance o n a

state-appro ved English pro ficiency assessment.

California Califo rnia pro vides increased funding fo r English-language learners. It do es so  by applying

a multiplier o f 1.2 to  the base per-pupil amo unt fo r these students.

This multiplier is applied to  a base per-pupil amo unt speci c to  the student’s grade span

(K-3, 4-6, 7-8, o r 9-12). This same multiplier is applied to  the base per-pupil amo unt fo r

students fro m lo w-inco me ho useho lds. Students who  are bo th English-language learners

and fro m a lo w-inco me ho useho ld generate this supplemental funding allo catio n o nly

o nce.

Colorado Co lo rado  pro vides increased funding fo r English-language learners. It do es so  in two

ways: by applying a multiplier to  the base per-pupil amo unt fo r English language learners,

and thro ugh a pro gram-based allo catio n.

Co lo rado  applies a multiplier o f o f 1.08 to  the base per-pupil amo unt fo r English-language

learners. Students are eligible to  receive this supplemental funding if they are identi ed

using a state-appro ved assessment as having a level o f English-language pro ciency such

that they require language suppo rt in o rder to  meet grade-level standards in English.

Additio nally, Co lo rado  pro vides pro gram-based funding under the English Language

Pro ficiency Act (ELPA), which districts can receive fo r qualifying students who se do minant

language is no t English.

Under the English Language Pro ciency Act (ELPA), individual students may receive

funding fo r up to  ve years. In FY2021, $24.1 millio n was pro vided fo r ELPA-funded

pro grams.

Connect icut Co nnecticut pro vides increased funding fo r English-language learners. It do es so  by

applying a multiplier o f 1.25 to  the base per-pupil amo unt fo r these students.

Fo r funding purpo ses, English-language learners are all students repo rted as English-

language learners to  the Co nnecticut Department o f Educatio n by the lo cal o r regio nal

bo ard o f educatio n.
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Delaware Delaware pro vides increased funding fo r English-language learners. It do es so  thro ugh a

pro gram-speci c at allo catio n o f $500 per English-language learner, pro gram funds fo r

academic excellence, and a blo ck grant fo r scho o ls with high co ncentratio ns o f English-

language learners (see “Co ncentrated Po verty” fo r mo re info rmatio n).

Delaware pro vides supplemental funds to  help districts and charters deliver targeted

services fo r lo w-inco me students and English-language learners. Districts and charters

may use this funding to  co ver staff co sts and purchase mental health and reading

reso urces. In FY2022, the state appro priated a to tal o f $33.5 millio n fo r this purpo se. A

po rtio n o f these funds must be targeted to  scho o ls with high co ncentratio ns o f English-

language learners and lo w-inco me students. Starting in FY2024, the per-pupil amo unt fo r

English-language learners and lo w-inco me students must be equal to  at least $55 millio n

divided by to tal English-language learner and lo w-inco me student enro llment. In additio n,

the state pro vides o ne unit o f funding, in an amo unt that varies fro m district to  district

fo r every 250 students enro lled, that is intended to  pro mo te academic excellence,

including pro grams fo r English-language learners.

An additio nal grant is given to  suppo rt K-4 reading assistance and the establishment o f

scho o l-based health centers in scho o ls with high co ncentratio ns o f English-language

learners and lo w-inco me students. In FY2022, the state appro priated $5.3 millio n fo r this

purpo se. Starting FY2023, this grant will suppo rt all grades.

Dist rict  of

Columbia

The District o f Co lumbia pro vides increased funding fo r English-language learners. It

do es so  by applying a multiplier to  the base per-pupil amo unt fo r these students. In

FY2021, this multiplier was 1.49.

Students are eligible to  receive this supplemental funding if they are identi ed as English-

language learners thro ugh a pro cess invo lving a ho me language survey and appro ved

screening assessment. The District also  pro vides additio nal weighted funding, equal to

0.668 times the base amo unt in FY2021, to  suppo rt the after-ho urs needs o f English-

language learners in residential scho o ls.

The multipliers have been expressed this way fo r co nsistency with o ther states; funding

is actually pro vided in an amo unt equal to  0.49 times the per-pupil base amo unt,

distributed in additio n to  the student’s o wn base amo unt funding. In additio n, the funding

fo rmula weights are applied such that students in multiple catego ries generate

supplemental funding fo r all o f the catego ries to  which they belo ng.

Florida Flo rida pro vides increased funding fo r English-language learners. It do es so  by applying a

multiplier o f 1.184 to  the base per-pupil amo unt fo r these students.

English-language learners in Flo rida are identi ed thro ugh assessment and must be

reassessed if they remain classi ed as English-language learners fo r mo re than three

years.

Georgia Geo rgia pro vides increased funding fo r English-language learners. It do es so  by applying

a multiplier o f 2.5880 to  the base per-pupil amo unt fo r these students.

All students enro lled in pro grams teaching English to  speakers o f o ther languages are

eligible to  receive this supplemental funding.
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Hawaii Hawaii pro vides increased funding fo r English-language learners. It do es so  by applying a

multiplier to  the base per-pupil amo unt fo r these students. The multiplier used varies

depending o n the student’s level o f English pro ficiency.

The amo unt o f funding pro vided fo r each student depends o n the student’s level o f

English pro ciency. Fo r students who  are classi ed as “Fully English Pro cient,” the state

applies a multiplier o f 1.065 to  the base amo unt; fo r students classi ed as having “Limited

English Pro ciency,” the multiplier applied is 1.194; and fo r students classi ed as “No n-

English Pro ficient,” the multiplier applied is 1.389.

The multipliers have been expressed this way fo r co nsistency with o ther states. The

funding is actually pro vided in an amo unt equal to  0.065, 0.194, o r 0.389 times the per-

pupil base amo unt, distributed in additio n to  the student’s o wn base amo unt funding. The

multipliers used are fixed at regular intervals by the state’s Co mmittee o n Weights.

Idaho Idaho  pro vides increased funding fo r English-language learners. It do es so  thro ugh two

pro gram-based allo catio ns: o ne allo catio n that is distributed auto matically to  districts

based o n the number o f English-language learners they serve and o ne grant fo r which

districts must apply.

The to tal amo unt o f funding distributed to  districts auto matically is determined annually

by the Idaho  State Legislature’s appro priatio n fo r the suppo rt o f English-language

learners. Fo r each o f FY2021 and FY2022, Idaho  allo cated $4.82 millio n fo r this purpo se.

Of this, $4.37 millio n was allo cated fo r distributio n in pro po rtio n to  the po pulatio n o f

English-language learners in each district. The remaining $450,000 is designated fo r a

co mpetitive grant, The English Learner Enhancement Grant Pro gram, intended to

suppo rt English-language learners who  are no t currently meeting educatio nal targets.

English Learner Enhancement Grants are awarded fo r three years, with co ntinued

funding co nditio ned upo n districts meeting grant benchmarks. These grants may be used

to  suppo rt co -teaching arrangements, pro gram enhancements fo r English learners, and

regio nal co aches fo r English learners.
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Illinois Illino is pro vides increased funding fo r English-language learners. It do es so  bo th thro ugh

its reso urce-based fo rmula by calculating speci c funding fo r English-language learner

staff po sitio ns and thro ugh pro gram-based allo catio ns.

English-language learners generate additio nal staff po sitio ns in their districts’ fo rmula

calculatio ns. The state assigns an English-language learner-to -teacher ratio  o f 100 to  1

fo r English-language learner co re teachers, 125 to  1 fo r interventio n teachers, 125 to  1

fo r pupil suppo rt teachers, 120 to  1 fo r extended-day teachers, and 120 to  1 fo r summer

scho o l teachers. Eligible students are tho se participating in transitio nal bilingual o r o ther

transitio nal English-language instructio n pro grams either (1) who  were no t bo rn in the

United States, who se native to ngue is a language o ther than English, and who  are

incapable o f perfo rming o rdinary classwo rk in English; o r (2) who se parents po ssess

limited English-speaking ability and who  are unable to  perfo rm o rdinary classwo rk in

English. Once all staff po sitio ns are calculated fo r a district, the district’s fo rmula

calculatio n includes a do llar amo unt fo r each po sitio n that matches the state average

salary fo r that po sitio n. Because the state plans to  mo ve to ward full fo rmula funding o ver

the span o f a number o f years, annual increases in funding are distributed to  districts with

the greatest need fo r state assistance. To  determine need, districts are assigned to  a

percentile ranking co mparing their ratio  o f reso urces to  educatio n co sts against tho se

o f all o ther districts. Districts are then so rted into  tiers acco rding to  the degree to

which their lo cal reso urces can be expected to  co ver their lo cal educatio n co sts, and a

greater percentage o f available state aid is distributed to  districts with less ability to  fund

their o wn educatio n co sts.

The state also  pro vides pro gram-based funding to  districts fo r English-language learner

technical assistance, pro fessio nal develo pment, and o ther suppo rt services. Separately,

districts co ntinue to  receive funding fro m the state that is equal to  o r exceeds the

amo unt they received prio r to  the state’s last majo r funding refo rm, which included a

grant fo r English-language learner educatio n.

Indiana Indiana pro vides increased funding fo r English-language learners. It do es so  thro ugh a

at allo catio n fo r each English-language learner, which in FY2021 was $300 to  $487,

depending o n the student’s level o f English-language pro ficiency.

This funding is pro vided thro ugh the No n-English Speaking Pro gram, fo r which there is an

appro priatio n separate fro m the state’s regular educatio n funding fo rmula. All districts

receive an allo catio n o f $487 per English-language learner who  received a Level 1 o r 2 o n

the WIDA ACCESS assessment o r participated in the alternate ACCESS fo r English-

language learners with disabilities. Districts receive $300 per English-language learner

who  received a Level 3 o r 4 o r received a Level 5 o n the assessment.

A district’s percentage o f English-language learners is also  relevant fo r a grant that

pro vides additio nal funding thro ugh a multistep fo rmula that takes into  acco unt the

co ncentratio n o f students in a district (see “Co ncentrated Po verty” fo r a descriptio n o f

this allo catio n).
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Iowa Io wa pro vides increased funding fo r English-language learners. It do es so  by applying a

multiplier to  the base per-pupil amo unt fo r these students.

The amo unt o f funding pro vided fo r each student depends o n the student’s level o f

English pro ciency. Fo r students who  are classi ed as “intensive,” the state applies a

multiplier o f 1.26 to  the base amo unt, and fo r students with “intermediate pro ciency,”

the multiplier applied is 1.21. All students identi ed by their districts as being limited in

English pro ciency are eligible to  receive this supplemental funding fo r up to  ve

co nsecutive o r no nco nsecutive years. Because this eligibility relates to  the student

rather than to  the district, the increased funding transfers with eligible students fro m

district to  district if they mo ve.

The multiplier has been expressed this way fo r co nsistency with o ther states. The

funding is pro vided in an amo unt equal to  0.26 fo r students classi ed as “intensive” and

0.22 times fo r students with “intermediate pro ciency” the per-pupil base amo unt,

distributed in additio n to  the student’s o wn base funding.

Kansas Kansas pro vides increased funding fo r English-language learners. It do es so  by applying

o ne o f two  multipliers to  the base per-pupil amo unt fo r these students, whichever yields

the greater amo unt o f supplemental funding.

Kansas applies either a multiplier o f 1.185 to  the base per-pupil amo unt fo r the to tal

number o f students enro lled in appro ved bilingual educatio n pro grams o r a multiplier o f

1.395 fo r the number o f full-time-equivalent students enro lled in such pro grams,

whichever pro duces the greater amo unt o f supplemental funding. This funding may be

used o nly fo r co sts directly related to  the pro visio n o f bilingual educatio n pro grams.

Additio nally, districts must ado pt budgets exceeding their fo rmula amo unts by at least

15% , and they may ado pt budgets greater than that (see “Pro perty Tax Flo o rs and

Ceilings” fo r a descriptio n o f these budgets). A po rtio n o f this additio nal spending must

be set aside fo r bilingual educatio n, as fo llo ws: Whatever percentage o f the district’s

fo rmula amo unt is made up o f supplemental funding fo r students in bilingual educatio n

pro grams, that same percentage o f the district’s abo ve-fo rmula spending must be set

aside fo r these pro grams.

Kent ucky Kentucky pro vides increased funding fo r English-language learners. It do es so  by

applying a multiplier o f 1.096 to  the base per-pupil amo unt fo r these students.

All students limited in English pro ciency receiving instructio n in a district are eligible to

receive this supplemental funding.

Louisiana Lo uisiana pro vides increased funding fo r English-language learners by applying a multiplier

o f 1.22 to  the base per-pupil amo unt fo r these students.

This same multiplier is applied to  the base per-pupil amo unt fo r students fro m lo w-inco me

ho useho lds. Students who  are bo th English-language learners and fro m lo w-inco me

ho useho lds generate this supplemental funding allo catio n o nly o nce.
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Maine Maine pro vides increased funding fo r English-language learners. It do es so  by applying a

multiplier to  the base per-pupil amo unt fo r these students. The precise multiplier used

varies depending o n the number o f students in the district who  are no t pro cient in

English.

Fo r scho o l districts with 15 o r fewer English-language learners, a multiplier o f 1.7 is

applied to  the base amo unt; fo r districts with between 16 and 250 English-language

learners, a multiplier o f 1.5 is applied; and fo r districts with mo re than 250 English-

language learners, a multiplier o f 1.525 is applied. The multiplier is applied after the base

amo unt is adjusted fo r lo cal co st o f living.

Maryland Maryland pro vides increased funding fo r English-language learners (ELLs). It do es so  by

applying a multiplier to  the base per-pupil amo unt fo r these students and then adjusting

the supplemental funding allo catio n fo r lo cal wealth levels. In FY2022, the multiplier was

2.00 times the base per-pupil amo unt. Maryland will gradually reduce the multiplier o ver a

span o f 11 years to  1.85 times the base per-pupil amo unt in FY2033.

The funding generated fo r these students is calculated by applying the multiplier to  the

eligible po pulatio n o f students. Students are eligible if their English pro ciency falls within

the range established by the state fo r ELLs in the prio r year.

The fo rmula fo r state aid mandates that the state co ntribute at least 50%  o n average

acro ss districts fo r the sum o f the supplemental allo catio ns fo r three catego ries o f at-

risk students: English-language learners, lo w-inco me students, and special educatio n

students. (Supplemental funding fo r the o ther catego ries o f at-risk students is calculated

similarly, but with different multipliers applied to  the base amo unt.) If the result o f the

calculatio n described abo ve, added to  the amo unts o f supplemental funding calculated fo r

the o ther two  at-risk catego ries, do es no t sum to  this intended 50%  co ntributio n, then

the calculated amo unt is pro po rtio nally adjusted to  bring the co ntributio n back to  the

desired level.
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Massachuset t s Massachusetts pro vides increased funding fo r English-language learners. It do es so  in

the fo rm o f an allo catio n fo r each English-language learner that varies by grade level. This

allo catio n ranged fro m $1,895.12 to  $2,427.88 in FY2021, in acco rdance with a reso urce-

based calculatio n.

After base funding is calculated fo r students in different grade levels and instructio nal

pro grams, the state uses a fo rmula that acco unts fo r the increased reso urce co sts

asso ciated with educating different catego ries o f students, including English-language

learners. The per-student co sts included in the base funding calculatio n fo r each

catego ry include tho se fo r staff salaries and bene ts, instructio nal equipment and

techno lo gy, pupil services, and pro fessio nal develo pment, amo ng o ther reso urces.

These co sts are estimated differently fo r English-language learners in different grade

spans, such that, in FY2021, the additio nal allo catio n to taled $2,321.15 fo r English-

language learners in grades pre-K-5, $2,427.88 fo r English-language learners in grades 6-

8, and $1,895.12 fo r English-language learners in high scho o l and vo catio nal pro grams.

Massachusetts de nes an English-language learner as a student who se native language is

a language o ther than English o r who  co mes fro m an enviro nment where ano ther

language signi cantly affects the student’s English pro ciency and who se dif culties in

speaking, reading, writing, o r understanding English may prevent the student fro m

meeting state standards, engaging in the classro o m, o r participating fully in so ciety.

Michigan Michigan pro vides increased funding fo r English-language learners thro ugh a three-

tiered system based o n the student’s level o f pro ciency. In FY2024 the payments were

set at $1,476, $1,019, o r $167, depending o n the student’s level o f pro ciency. Ho wever,

these amo unts can be reduced if the state do es no t appro priate suf cient funding to

co ver them.

Scho o l districts receive $1,476 per full-time-equivalent English-language learner who

receives a co mpo site sco re o f between 1.0 and 1.9 o n the state’s English pro ciency

assessment, $1,019 per full-time-equivalent English-language learner who  receives a

sco re o f between 2.0 and 2.9, and $167 per full-time-equivalent English-language learner

who  receives a sco re o f between 3.0 and 3.9.

In FY2022, the state allo cated $39.7 millio n fo r this purpo se.
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Minnesot a Minneso ta pro vides increased funding fo r English-language learners. It do es so  in two

fo rms: a at allo catio n in the amo unt o f $704 fo r each English-language learner student

and a seco nd allo catio n that varies based o n the co ncentratio ns o f these students in the

district.

English Learner Co ncentratio n Revenue is allo cated in acco rdance with the fo llo wing

fo rmula: Districts receive $250 times their number o f English-language learners. Funding

is adjusted do wnward fo r scho o l districts where fewer than 11.5%  o f students are

English-language learners. Fo r the purpo ses o f the abo ve calculatio ns, a scho o l district

with at least o ne student eligible fo r English-language learner services has a statuto rily

assigned minimum English-language learner pupil co unt o f 20. The maximum term o ver

which a student can qualify fo r this supplemental funding is seven years.

Additio nally, districts pro viding state-funded English learning pro grams are required to

o ffer English-language learners in no npublic scho o ls access to  the same pro grams o n the

same terms as public scho o l pupils. Such pupils may also  be co unted by the district that

serves them fo r the purpo ses o f calculating state aid.

Mississippi Mississippi do es no t pro vide increased funding fo r English-language learners.

Missouri Misso uri pro vides increased funding fo r English-language learners. It do es so  by applying

a multiplier o f 1.6 to  the base per-pupil amo unt fo r these students. Ho wever, increased

funding is pro vided o nly fo r pupils abo ve a certain prevalence thresho ld.

In 2020-21, this thresho ld was 2.07%  o f district enro llment. The thresho ld fo r

supplemental funding fo r English-language learners is calculated as fo llo ws: First, the

state identi es “perfo rmance districts” (tho se that have met certain perfo rmance

standards). Then, the state calculates the average English-language learner enro llment

percentage acro ss these districts, excluding certain o utlier districts. The average

enro llment beco mes the enro llment thresho ld abo ve which English-language learners in

each district generate supplemental funding.

Misso uri de nes English-language learners as tho se students who se native language is a

language o ther than English and who se dif culties in speaking, reading, writing, o r

understanding English may prevent them fro m meeting state standards, engaging in the

classro o m, o r participating fully in so ciety.

Mont ana Mo ntana do es no t pro vide increased funding fo r English-language learners.
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Nebraska Nebraska pro vides increased funding fo r English-language learners. It calculates the

amo unt o f supplemental funding to  which each district is entitled using a multistep

fo rmula; in brief, the state pro vides districts with a supplemental amo unt fo r each English-

language learner that is equal to  appro ximately 25%  o f the statewide average general

fund o perating expenditures per student, with so me adjustments.

Speci cally, the state pro vides a Limited English Pro ciency (LEP) allo wance to  each

district equal to  a statewide average per-pupil spending gure ($11,326.79 in FY2022),

multiplied by 25% , multiplied by the number o f English-language learner students adjusted

to  acco unt fo r shifts in English-language learner enro llment changes o ver the previo us

three years. If the number o f English-language learner students in a district is between

o ne and 12, then the fo rmula is calculated as tho ugh there were 12 English-language

learner students in the district.

Ho wever, if the district’s actual expenditures fo r English-language learners are less than

117.65%  o f the LEP allo wance the district received fo r the mo st recently available

co mplete data year (two  years prio r to  the current year), the state reduces its

distributio n. In additio n, if the district’s actual expenditures are less than 50%  o f the

allo wance fo r the mo st recently available co mplete data year, the district is ineligible fo r

the LEP allo wance in the current year.

Nevada Nevada pro vides increased funding fo r English-language learners. It do es so  by applying a

multiplier o f 1.24 to  the base per-pupil amo unt fo r these students in FY2022 and a

multiplier o f 1.23 in FY2023.

Students are identi ed as English-language learners if they meet the federal de nitio n o f

an English-language learner. Any student eligible fo r increased funding in multiple

catego ries (English-language learner, student po verty, special educatio n, gifted) may

receive o nly the increased funding fo r the catego ry with the highest multiplier fo r which

the student is eligible.

New

Hampshire

New Hampshire pro vides increased funding fo r English-language learners. It do es so  in

the fo rm o f a at allo catio n fo r each student receiving English-language instructio n. In

FY2022, this allo catio n was $740.87 per eligible student.

New Jersey New Jersey pro vides increased funding fo r English-language learners. It do es so  by

applying a multiplier o f 1.50 to  the base per-pupil amo unt fo r these students.

The funding is actually pro vided in an amo unt equal to  0.50 times the per-pupil base

amo unt, distributed in additio n to  the student’s o wn base amo unt funding, which is rst

adjusted fo r grade level.

Ho wever, fo r English-language learners also  generating supplemental funding based o n

their family inco me (see “Po verty” fo r a descriptio n o f this allo catio n), this multiplier is

reduced to  1.125 plus the district’s po verty weight.
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New Mexico New Mexico  pro vides increased funding fo r English-language learners. It do es so  by

applying a multiplier o f 1.5 to  the base per-pupil amo unt fo r students in bilingual pro grams

and thro ugh a pro gram-specific allo catio n.

Students enro lled in bilingual educatio n pro grams are eligible fo r the supplemental

funding generated thro ugh the applicatio n o f the multiplier. In additio n, the state

pro vides pro gram-based funding to  districts with a state-appro ved plan to  suppo rt “at-

risk” students, including English-language learners. The amo unt o f funding pro vided

varies depending o n the number o f “at-risk” students (a catego ry that also  includes lo w-

inco me and students who  frequently change scho o ls) served in the district.

At-risk student funding is allo cated in acco rdance with the fo llo wing fo rmula: Three-year-

average enro llment co unts are calculated fo r each o f the three “at-risk” student

catego ries (lo w-inco me students, as de ned fo r the purpo ses o f federal Title I funding;

mo bile students; and English-language learners, as classi ed acco rding to  the criteria

established by the federal Of ce fo r Civil Rights). Students who  t multiple “at-risk”

criteria are co unted o nly o nce. These averages are added to gether, and the sum is

multiplied by a facto r to  pro duce an At-Risk Index. In FY2021 this facto r was 0.3. This

index is multiplied by the district’s entire student enro llment to  pro duce a number o f

students to  be added to  the district’s enro llment co unt. The state then pro vides the

district’s regular per-student funding o n the basis o f its in ated co unt rather than its

true student po pulatio n.

New York New Yo rk pro vides increased funding fo r English-language learners. It do es so  primarily in

the fo rm o f supplemental per-pupil funding fo r districts in an amo unt that co rrespo nds to

the co ncentratio n o f English-language learners in the district.

In New Yo rk, the student-based funding calculated fo r each district is first multiplied by an

index that adjusts fo r regio nal co st o f living and then by the Pupil Need Index, which is a

co mpo und adjustment that co nsiders co ncentratio ns o f English-language learners alo ng

with co ncentratio ns o f students fro m lo w-inco me ho useho lds and the sparsity o f the

scho o l district. The po rtio n o f this index related to  English-language learners multiplies

the number o f such students in the district by 0.5 and then divides the result by the to tal

K-12 enro llment in the district. This percentage plus 1 beco mes the effective multiplier

that is applied to  the district’s co st-adjusted fo rmula funding, to  pro vide fo r English-

language learners.

In additio n, the state pro vides grants to  suppo rt bilingual educatio n pro grams.
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Nort h Carolina No rth Caro lina pro vides increased funding fo r English-language learners. It do es so

thro ugh the reso urce-based aspect o f its fo rmula, by pro viding funding fo r English-

language learner staff po sitio ns, and thro ugh the pro gram-based aspect o f its fo rmula, by

an allo catio n based o n the number and co ncentratio n o f English-language learners in the

district.

The state auto matically pro vides each scho o l district with the do llar-value equivalent o f

o ne English-language learner teacher assistant po sitio n. Other distributio ns are based

o n the three-year weighted average co unt o f English-language learners in the district, in

which the data fro m the mo st recent available year are weighted at 50%  and the data

fro m the prio r two  years are each weighted at 25% . Half o f the funds appro priated fo r

this purpo se are distributed based o n this co unt, and half are distributed based o n the

co ncentratio n o f English-language learner students in the district.

To  be eligible fo r the student-based distributio n, scho o l districts must have at least 20

English-language learners, o r English-language learners must make up at least 2.5%  o f the

district’s enro llment. No  mo re than 10.6%  o f enro llment may be included in the English-

language learner co unt fo r funding purpo ses. This funding may be spent o n the staff

salaries, classro o m materials and equipment, and staff pro fessio nal develo pment needed

to  serve English-language learners.

Nort h Dakot a No rth Dako ta pro vides increased funding fo r English-language learners. It do es so  by

applying a multiplier to  the base per-pupil amo unt fo r these students. The multiplier

varies depending o n the student’s level o f English pro ficiency.

Only students enro lled in English-language learner pro grams are eligible fo r supplemental

funding. Fo r the least English-pro cient students, a multiplier o f 1.4 is applied to  the base

amo unt; fo r students in the seco nd-least-pro cient catego ry, a multiplier o f 1.28 is

applied; and fo r students in the third-least-pro cient catego ry, a multiplier o f 1.07 is

applied, tho ugh students in this catego ry may no t receive supplemental funding fo r mo re

than three years.

Ohio Ohio  pro vides increased funding fo r English-language learners. It do es so  by applying a

multiplier to  the statewide average base per-pupil amo unt fo r these students, which

varies depending o n the student’s educatio n histo ry.

English-language learners are divided into  three catego ries fo r the purpo ses o f this

supplemental allo catio n. A multiplier o f 1.2104 is applied fo r English-language learners

who  have been enro lled in U.S. scho o ls fo r no  mo re than 180 days and have no t

previo usly been excused fro m testing in English-language arts. Fo r FY2022 and FY2023, a

multiplier o f 1.1577 is applied fo r English-language learners who  have been enro lled in U.S.

scho o ls fo r lo nger than 180 days but have no t yet achieved a sco re o f pro cient o r

higher o n the state’s language arts exams. In FY2022 and FY2023, a multiplier o f 1.1053 is

applied fo r English-language learners who  achieve a sco re o f pro cient o r higher o n

either o f the state’s language arts exams fo r the first two  years after they have do ne so .

All o f these allo catio ns are subject to  Ohio’s State Share Percentage, which is a measure

o f ho w much o f the educatio n funding burden sho uld be sho uldered by the state given

each district’s pro perty tax base and its residents’ inco me levels.
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Oklahoma Oklaho ma pro vides increased funding fo r English-language learners. It do es so  by

applying a multiplier o f 1.25 to  the base per-pupil amo unt fo r these students.

English-language learners are de ned as students who  have limited English speaking

abilities o r who  co me fro m ho mes where English is no t the do minant language.

The funding is actually pro vided in an amo unt equal to  0.25 times the per-pupil base

amo unt, distributed in additio n to  the student’s o wn base amo unt funding, which is rst

adjusted fo r grade level.

Oregon Orego n pro vides increased funding to  English-language learners (ELLs) by applying a

multiplier o f 1.5 to  the base per-pupil amo unt fo r these students.

The to tal funding generated fo r any o ne student fo r who m any o f three multipliers are

applied to  the base amo unt—the multipliers fo r ELLs, students with disabilities, and

students enro lled in scho o l districts o ffering o nly elementary grades o r o nly high scho o l

grades—is capped at three times the base amo unt. This cap do es no t currently have

practical effect but co uld if the legislature increased any o f the abo ve multipliers.

Additio nally, Orego n has an English Language Learner Impro vement Fund, an

appro priatio n that suppo rts technical assistance fo r and o versight o f districts that are

no t pro viding adequate ELL services to  their students. Funding fo r this pro gram was

$6.25 millio n in FY2021.

Pennsylvania Pennsylvania pro vides increased funding fo r English-language learners. It do es so  by

applying a multiplier o f 1.6 to  the co unt o f students who  are identi ed as English-

language learners. This inflated student co unt is then used to  generate increased funding

fo r districts serving English-language learners.

Ho wever, Pennsylvania’s funding fo rmula applies o nly to  state educatio n funds

appro priated o ver and abo ve FY2015 no minal funding levels. Fo r FY2022, less than 13%

o f the state’s to tal educatio n funding (o r $899 millio n o ut o f $7 billio n) was distributed

thro ugh this fo rmula. The bulk o f state educatio n aid is distributed based o n histo rical

allo catio n levels and is no t adjusted fo r student need.

Rhode Island Rho de Island pro vides increased funding fo r English-language learners. It do es so  by

applying a multiplier o f 1.1 to  the base per-pupil amo unt fo r these students.

Ho wever, the funds are subject to  appro priatio n. In FY2022, the legislature appro priated

$5 millio n fo r English-language learners. If calculated co sts exceed the appro priatio n, the

appro priated funds will be distributed pro po rtio nally amo ng eligible students.

S out h Carolina So uth Caro lina pro vides increased funding fo r English-language learners (ELLs). It do es

so  by applying a multiplier o f 1.2 to  the base per-pupil amo unt fo r these students.

ELLs are de ned as tho se who  require intensive English language instructio n pro grams

and who se families require specialized interventio n.
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S out h Dakot a So uth Dako ta pro vides increased funding fo r English-language learners. It do es so  by

applying a multiplier o f 1.25 to  the number o f students who  are identi ed as English-

language learners. This adjusted student co unt is then used to  generate increased

funding fo r scho o l districts serving English-language learners.

So uth Dako ta identifies English-language learners thro ugh a state-administered language

pro ficiency assessment.

T ennessee Tennessee sets three tiers o f English learners, placing students in each tier based o n

their EL status, years o f English as a Seco nd Language services, and sco res o n the WIDA

pro ciency assessment. To  be eligible, a student must be initially identi ed fo r services

thro ugh a ho me language survey and entry screener, and pro gress must be mo nito red

using the WIDA assessment. The student must also  have an Individual Learning Plan.

The state has develo ped a detailed scale o f funding weights fo r student with Unique

Learning Needs, with extra funding fo r English learners ranging fro m 20%  to  70%

depending o n the tier o f services.

T exas Texas pro vides increased funding fo r English-language learners (ELLs) by applying a

multiplier to  the base per-pupil amo unt fo r these students. This multiplier can be either

1.1 o r 1.15, depending o n the mo del o f the student’s educatio n pro gram.

Fo r English-language learners enro lled in a bilingual educatio n pro gram using a dual-

language immersio n mo del, the state applies a multiplier o f 1.15 to  the base amo unt. Fo r

English-language learners no t in dual-language pro grams, the multiplier is 1.1.

Additio nally, students in dual-language pro grams who  are no t English-language learners

generate funding thro ugh a multiplier o f 1.05.

At least 55%  o f the funding pro vided thro ugh these allo catio ns must be used to  suppo rt

bilingual educatio n o r o ther special language pro grams. The multipliers have been

expressed this way fo r co nsistency with o ther states. The funding is pro vided in an

amo unt equal to  0.1, 0.15, o r 0.05 times the per-pupil base amo unt, distributed in

additio n to  the student’s o wn base funding.

Ut ah Utah pro vides increased funding fo r English-language learners. It do es so  by applying a

multiplier to  the base per-pupil amo unt fo r these students and thro ugh a pro gram-based

allo catio n.

Utah applies a multiplier to  the base per-pupil amo unt fo r all English-language learners. In

FY2022, this multiplier was 1.025; it is scheduled to  increase annually, subject to

legislative co mmittee appro val, in increments o f up to  0.1 per year. Students are eligible

to  receive this supplemental funding if they sco re a 1-4 o n an English language pro ciency

assessment. In FY2022, $54.04 millio n was appro priated fo r supplemental funding fo r “at-

risk” students as a who le, including bo th English-language learners and students fro m

lo w-inco me ho useho lds.

The state also  maintains a co mpetitive grant pro gram suppo rting dual-language

immersio n pro grams. The state appro priated $5.03 millio n fo r this grant pro gram in

FY2022.
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Vermont Vermo nt pro vides increased funding fo r English-language learners. It do es so  by applying

a multiplier o f 1.2 to  the student co unt o f these students to  generate additio nal funding

fo r English-language learners.

Additio nally, the state’s multiplier fo r lo w-inco me students is also  applied to  the student

co unt fo r no n-lo w-inco me students who se primary language is no t English (see “Po verty”

fo r a descriptio n o f this calculatio n).

Virginia Virginia pro vides increased funding fo r English-language learners. It do es so  thro ugh the

reso urce-based co mpo nent o f its fo rmula by specifying student-to -staff ratio s fo r

English-language learners and pro viding funding fo r staff po sitio ns acco rdingly.

The state assigns a student-to -teacher ratio  o f 1,000 to  20 fo r English-language

learners. This ratio  determines the number o f English as a Seco nd Language teacher

units to  which a district is entitled.

The funding that districts receive fo r the educatio n o f lo w-inco me students may also  be

used to  suppo rt English as a Seco nd Language pro grams. Ho wever, the amo unt o f this

funding is no t affected by the number o f English-language learners served in the district.

Washingt on Washingto n pro vides increased funding fo r English-language learners. It do es so

thro ugh its reso urce-based fo rmula by specifying ratio s o f full-time-equivalent English-

language learners to  ho urs o f instructio nal time and pro viding funding fo r staff po sitio ns

acco rdingly.

The state assigns a set number o f ho urs per week o f additio nal instructio nal time fo r

every 15 full-time-equivalent English-language learners. This number is 4.778 additio nal

ho urs per week fo r English-language learners in grades K-6 and 6.778 additio nal ho urs

per week fo r English-language learners in grades 7-12. A reduced number o f ho urs is

assigned fo r students in their rst year after exiting an English-language learner pro gram.

These ho urs are co nverted into  full-time-equivalent staff po sitio ns, generating state

funding fo r teacher salaries and bene ts. The state then pro vides funding fo r staff

po sitio ns by multiplying the state minimum salary allo catio n fo r each staff type by an

adjustment fo r regio nal co st.

Because the allo catio n is targeted to ward no n-English-speaking students who se needs

are greatest, many, but no t all, students enro lled in English-language learner pro grams

will qualify fo r this funding.

West  Virginia West Virginia pro vides increased funding fo r English-language learners. It do es so  in the

fo rm o f an allo catio n fo r each English-language learner in the amo unt o f the state’s to tal

appro priatio n fo r this purpo se divided by the prio r-year English-language learner co unt.

In FY2022, the state appro priated $96,000 fo r this purpo se.
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Wisconsin Wisco nsin pro vides increased funding fo r English-language learners. It do es so  thro ugh a

reimbursement system, in which districts are partially reimbursed fo r the co st o f

pro viding bilingual and bicultural educatio n pro grams that serve English-language

learners.

Districts receive a pro po rtio nal share o f the to tal amo unt o f state mo ney appro priated

fo r this purpo se in acco rdance with the amo unt they spend o n bilingual and bicultural

educatio n pro grams. The state appro priated abo ut $8.59 millio n fo r each o f FY2021,

FY2022, and FY2023. In o rder to  qualify fo r reimbursement, a district must have at least

10 English-language learners in grades K-3, 20 English-language learners in grades 4-8, o r

20 English-language learners in grade 9-12. Salaries, materials, equipment, and o ther

appro ved expenses are eligible fo r partial reimbursement.

Ho wever, befo re reimbursements are made, a set-aside o f $250,000 is taken fro m the

to tal state aid appro priatio n that is allo cated to  districts with a co ncentratio n o f English-

language learners o f 15%  o r greater. Additio nally, the state budget includes an allo catio n

o f $222,800 fo r each o f FY2021, FY2022, and FY2023 fo r tribal language grants.

Wyoming Wyo ming pro vides increased funding fo r English-language learners. It do es so  thro ugh a

blo ck grant that pro vides funding fo r additio nal pupil suppo rt staff to  serve “at-risk”

students, including English-language learners.

“At-risk” students also  include tho se who  are eligible fo r free o r reduced-price lunch

under the Natio nal Scho o l Lunch Pro gram and mo bile seco ndary students. A student is

co unted o nly o nce fo r the purpo ses o f this funding, even if he o r she meets multiple

qualifying criteria.
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