
Student Poverty Funding
Policies in Each State

Student Poverty
So me states pro vide increased funding fo r individual students fro m lo w-inco me ho useho lds. This repo rt

indicates which states co nsider co nsider individual students fro m lo w-inco me ho useho lds when allo cating

state educatio n funding, and if applicable, ho w they do  so .

Alabama Alabama do es no t pro vide increased funding fo r students fro m lo w-inco me ho useho lds.

Alaska Alaska do es no t pro vide increased funding fo r students fro m lo w-inco me ho useho lds.

Arizona Arizo na do es no t pro vide increased funding fo r students fro m lo w-inco me ho useho lds.

Arkansas Arkansas do es no t pro vide a standard, higher level o f funding fo r individual students fro m

lo w-inco me ho useho lds. Ho wever, increased funding is pro vided o n a sliding scale based

o n the co ncentratio n o f lo w-inco me students in the district.  See “District Po verty” fo r a

descriptio n o f this allo catio n.

California Califo rnia pro vides increased funding fo r students fro m lo w-inco me ho useho lds. 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, o r  9-12).  Students are eligible fo r this supplemental funding if they qualify fo r

free o r reduced-priced lunch (FRL) under the Natio nal Scho o l Lunch Pro gram, are

migrants, are ho meless, are in fo ster care, participate in the Fo o d Distributio n Pro gram

o n Indian Reservatio ns, o r are directly certi ed as eligible fo r free meals because they

appear in state Supplemental Nutritio n Assistance Pro gram (SNAP, kno wn lo cally as

CalFresh) o r co unty welfare (CalWORKS) reco rds.

This same multiplier is applied to  the base per-pupil amo unt fo r students who  are English-

language learners (ELL).  Students who  are bo th ELL and lo w-inco me generate this

supplemental funding allo catio n o nly o nce.

Colorado Co lo rado  pro vides increased funding fo r students fro m lo w-inco me ho useho lds.  It do es

so  by applying a multiplier o f 1.12 to  the base per-pupil amo unt fo r these students.

Students are eligible fo r this supplemental funding if they qualify fo r free lunch under the

Natio nal Scho o l Lunch Pro gram.

This same multiplier is applied to  the base per-pupil amo unt fo r no n-free-lunch-eligible

students who se do minant language is no t English.  Students who  are bo th ELL and free-

lunch-eligible generate this supplemental funding allo catio n o nly o nce.
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Connect icut Co nnecticut is no t currently making use o f its educatio n funding fo rmula and has no t

do ne so  fo r several years. Co nnecticut has a primarily student-based funding fo rmula.

Tho ugh the fo rmula has no t been repealed o r replaced, instead o f calculating district’s

state educatio n aid in acco rdance with that fo rmula, the state legislature no w awards

each district a blo ck grant. The grant amo unts are specified in legislatio n.

As it exists in law, Co nnecticut’s funding fo rmula is structured to  pro vide increased

funding fo r students fro m lo w-inco me ho useho lds by applying a multiplier o f 1.3 to  the

base per-pupil amo unt fo r these students.

Under the fo rmula, students are eligible fo r this supplemental funding if they qualify fo r

free o r reduced-price lunch (FRL) under the Natio nal Scho o l Lunch Pro gram.

Delaware Delaware do es no t pro vide increased funding fo r students fro m lo w-inco me ho useho lds.

Ho wever, the state pro vides funding, called academic excellence units, to  every district in

pro po rtio n to  its enro llment size that is intended to  suppo rt certain educatio nal

services. There is a list o f suggested and permissible uses fo r this funding that includes

pro grams fo r children at risk, which may be co nstrued to  include students fro m lo w-

inco me ho useho lds.

Dist rict  of

Columbia

Florida Flo rida do es no t pro vide increased funding fo r students fro m lo w-inco me ho useho lds.

Ho wever, the state’s Supplemental Academic Instructio n allo catio n is intended to

pro vide additio nal funds fo r students who  are at risk o f falling behind and may be used in

any manner identi ed by the scho o l as being the mo st effective and ef cient way to  best

help students pro gress fro m grade to  grade and graduate, tho ugh scho o ls receiving the

funding must pro vide an additio nal ho ur o f intensive reading instructio n every day.

Georgia Geo rgia do es no t pro vide increased funding fo r students fro m lo w-inco me ho useho lds.

Hawaii Hawaii pro vides increased funding fo r students fro m lo w-inco me ho useho lds. It do es so

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

Students are eligible fo r this supplemental funding if they qualify fo r free o r reduced-price

lunch under the Natio nal Scho o l Lunch Pro gram.

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

funding is actually pro vided in an amo unt equal to  .1 times the per-pupil base amo unt,

distributed in additio n to  the student’s o wn base amo unt funding. The multiplier used is

fixed annually by the state’s Co mmittee o n Weights.

Idaho Idaho  do es no t pro vide increased funding fo r students fro m lo w-inco me ho useho lds.
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Illinois Illino is pro vides increased funding fo r students fro m lo w-inco me ho useho lds. Funding is

determined using a fo rmula that takes into  acco unt the co ncentratio n o f lo w-inco me

students in the district and is dispensed in the fo rm o f a grant fo r each lo w-inco me

student. Districts receive at least $355 per lo w-inco me student.

The number o f students eligible fo r this supplemental funding is determined by a no n-

duplicated co unt o f children receiving services thro ugh Medicaid, the Supplemental

Nutritio n Assistance Pro gram (SNAP), the Children’s Health Insurance Pro gram (CHIP) o r

Tempo rary Assistance fo r Needy Families (TANF).

If a district has a district co ncentratio n ratio  (DCR), o r pro po rtio n o f students eligible fo r

this supplemental funding, o f less than 15% , it is awarded the minimum grant o f $355 per

student. If the co ncentratio n is 15%  o r higher, the fo llo wing fo rmula is used to  determine

the per-pupil amo unt: [294.25 + (2,700 x DCR^2)] x lo w-inco me pupils.

Indiana Indiana pro vides a minimal amo unt o f increased funding fo r individual students fro m lo w-

inco me ho useho lds.  It do es so  in the fo rm o f assistance with required fees. Ho wever, a

greater amo unt o f increased funding is pro vided o n a sliding scale based o n the

co ncentratio n o f lo w-inco me students in the district.  See “District Po verty” fo r a

descriptio n o f this allo catio n.

Districts musts waive required fees fo r students who  qualify fo r free o r reduced-priced

lunch (FRL) under the Natio nal Scho o l Lunch Pro gram.  Districts may apply fo r

reimbursement fro m the state fo r these co sts. The to tal amo unt appro priated by the

state fo r these reimbursements is divided by the number o f students fo r who m fees have

been waived, and that per-pupil amo unt is allo cated to  districts fo r each such student

they serve.

In additio n, the Ho no rs Grant, which distributes $1,000 to  scho o l districts fo r each o f

their students who  has received an academic o r technical ho no rs diplo ma in the prio r

scho o l year, is increased to  $1,400 fo r students receiving bene ts fro m the

Supplemental Nutritio n Assistance Pro gram o r the Tempo rary Assistance fo r Needy

Families pro gram and fo r students receiving Fo ster Care Assistance.

Iowa Io wa effectively pro vides increased funding fo r students fro m lo w-inco me ho useho lds.  It

do es so  by applying a multiplier o f 1.00642 to  the base per-pupil amo unt fo r certain lo w-

inco me students.  The state also  applies a multiplier o f 1.00204 to  the base amo unt fo r all

students enro lled in the district in o rder to  generate additio nal funding fo r the purpo ses

o f suppo rting at-risk students.

The students eligible fo r the supplemental funding generated by the multiplier o f 1.00642

is the number o f students in grades 1-6 who  qualify fo r free o r reduced-priced lunch (FRL)

under the Natio nal Scho o l Lunch Pro gram.

The supplemental funding generated thro ugh the applicatio n o f bo th multipliers is no t

speci cally intended as po verty funding; instead it is intended to  serve at-risk pupils and

seco ndary pupils receiving alternative educatio n.  The number o f lo w-inco me students in

elementary grades serves as a pro xy fo r the number o f at-risk students in the district.
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Kansas The Kansas Supreme Co urt ruled the state’s educatio n funding fo rmula unco nstitutio nal

o n Octo ber 2, 2017. The Co urt has set a deadline o f June 30, 2018 fo r the creatio n o f a

new funding system.

Kent ucky Kentucky pro vides increased funding fo r students fro m lo w-inco me ho useho lds. It do es

so  by applying a multiplier o f 1.15 to  the base per-pupil amo unt fo r these students.

Students are eligible fo r this supplemental funding if they qualify fo r free lunch (but no t

reduced-price lunch) under the Natio nal Scho o l Lunch Pro gram.

Louisiana Lo uisiana pro vides increased funding fo r students fro m lo w-inco me ho useho lds. It do es

so  by applying a multiplier o f 1.22 to  the base per-pupil amo unt fo r these students.

Students are eligible fo r this supplemental funding if they qualify fo r free o r reduced-price

lunch (FRL) under the Natio nal Scho o l Lunch Pro gram.

This same multiplier is applied to  the base per-pupil amo unt fo r students who  are English-

language learners (ELL).  Students who  are bo th ELL and lo w-inco me generate this

supplemental funding allo catio n o nly o nce.

Maine Maine pro vides increased funding fo r students fro m lo w-inco me ho useho lds.  It do es so

by applying a multiplier o f 1.15 to  the base per-pupil amo unt fo r these students.

This multiplier is applied to  a base per-pupil amo unt that is speci c to  the district and

depends o n regio nal differences in co st. Students are eligible fo r this supplemental

funding if they qualify fo r free o r reduced-price lunch (FRL) under the Natio nal Scho o l

Lunch Pro gram.

Maryland Maryland pro vides increased funding fo r students fro m lo w-inco me ho useho lds. It do es

so  by applying a multiplier o f 1.97 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.

Students are eligible fo r this supplemental funding if they qualify fo r free o r reduced-price

lunch under the Natio nal Scho o l Lunch Pro gram.  The funding generated fo r these

students is calculated by applying the multiplier to  the eligible po pulatio n o f students.

 The state share o f this funding is determined dividing the supplemental funding (.97 times

the number o f qualifying students so  as to  exclude the base amo unt) by the ratio  o f lo cal

wealth per pupil to  statewide wealth per pupil.

The fo rmula fo r state aid mandates that the state co ntribute at least 50%  statewide fo r

the sum o f three allo catio ns fo r different catego ries o f at-risk students: these lo w-

inco me students, Special Educatio n students, and English-language learners.

 (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 this intended 50%  co ntributio n, the result o f the

fo rmula is pro po rtio nally adjusted to  bring the co ntributio n back to  the desired level.

 Additio nally, the state must co ntribute at least 40%  o f the particular supplemental

funding allo catio n fo r lo w-inco me students regardless o f lo cal wealth; if the result o f the

fo rmula falls belo w that 40%  co ntributio n, the district will receive 40% .
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Massachuset t s Massachusetts pro vides increased funding fo r students fro m lo w-inco me ho useho lds. It

do es so  in the fo rm o f a at allo catio n fo r each lo w-inco me student. Grants equal $3,422

per student in grades 1-8 and $2,767 per student in grades 9-12.

Students are eligible fo r this supplemental funding if they qualify fo r free o r reduced-price

lunch under the Natio nal Scho o l Lunch Pro gram. The allo catio ns are made in additio n to

the student’s per-pupil base amo unt, which itself varies by grade level and academic

services required, and are subject to  the expected lo cal co ntributio n.

Michigan Michigan pro vides increased funding fo r students fro m lo w-inco me ho useho lds.  It do es

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

Ho wever, the amo unt can be reduced if the state do es no t appro priate suf cient funding

to  co ver the allo catio n.

Students are eligible fo r this supplemental funding if they qualify fo r free lunch (but no t

reduced-price lunch) under the Natio nal Scho o l Lunch Pro gram. The stated purpo se o f

this funding is to  ensure that students are pro cient in reading by grade 3 and that high

scho o l graduates are co llege- and career-ready.  

This supplemental funding may o nly be used fo r speci ed purpo ses, including

instructio nal pro grams and direct no n-instructio nal services such as health and

co unseling services. It canno t be used fo r administrative co sts.

Minnesot a Minneso ta do es no t pro vide a standard, higher level o f funding fo r individual students

fro m lo w-inco me ho useho lds. Ho wever, increased funding is pro vided in acco rdance with

a fo rmula based o n the co ncentratio n o f lo w-inco me students in the district. See “District

Po verty” fo r a descriptio n o f this allo catio n.

Mississippi Mississippi pro vides increased funding fo r students fro m lo w-inco me ho useho lds.  It

do es so  by applying a multiplier o f 1.05 to  the base per-pupil amo unt fo r these students.

Students are eligible fo r this supplemental funding if they qualify fo r free lunch (but no t

reduced-price lunch) under the Natio nal Scho o l Lunch Pro gram.

Missouri Misso uri pro vides increased funding fo r students fro m lo w-inco me ho useho lds.  It do es

so  by applying a multiplier o f 1.25 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.

Students are eligible fo r this supplemental funding if they qualify fo r free o r reduced-price

lunch (FRL) under the Natio nal Scho o l Lunch Pro gram. The multiplier o f 1.25 is applied to

FRL-eligible students abo ve a certain thresho ld that is recalculated every two  years.  In

2014-15 and 2015-16, the thresho ld was 41%  o f district enro llment.

The thresho ld fo r supplemental funding fo r lo w-inco me students 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 FRL-eligible enro llment

percentage acro ss these districts, excluding certain o utlier districts; this beco mes the

enro llment thresho ld abo ve which lo w-inco me students in each district generate

supplemental funding.
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Mont ana Mo ntana pro vides increased funding fo r students fro m lo w-inco me ho useho lds.  It do es

so  in the fo rm o f a supplemental allo catio n distributed to  districts in the same manner as

federal Title I funding.

The fo rmula fo r Title I funding distributio n co nsiders bo th abso lute numbers o f lo w-

inco me students and districts serving especially high pro po rtio ns o f lo w-inco me

students. In this way, Mo ntana’s supplemental funding fo r these students includes bo th

suppo rt fo r individual lo w-inco me students and districts who se po pulatio ns include high

co ncentratio ns o f such students.

Fo r FY2016, the state legislature appro priated $5.3 millio n fo r this purpo se. This funding

is pro vided entirely by the state and is no t subject to  a state-lo cal co st sharing

arrangement.

Nebraska Nebraska do es no t pro vide a standard, higher level o f funding fo r individual students fro m

lo w-inco me ho useho lds. Ho wever, increased funding is pro vided o n a sliding scale based

o n the co ncentratio n o f lo w-inco me students in the district.  See “District Po verty” fo r a

descriptio n o f this allo catio n.

Nevada Nevada passed legislatio n autho rizing a new funding fo rmula in 2015, and the details o f

the fo rmula are still to  be determined. Ho wever, the legislatio n includes a speci c

intentio n to  pro vide increased funding fo r students fro m lo w-inco me ho useho lds.

New

Hampshire

New Hampshire pro vides increased funding fo r students fro m lo w-inco me ho useho lds. It

do es so  in the fo rm o f a at allo catio n in the amo unt o f $1,780 fo r each lo w-inco me

student.

Students are eligible fo r this supplemental funding if they qualify fo r free o r reduced-price

lunch (FRL) under the Natio nal Scho o l Lunch Pro gram.

New Jersey New Jersey  pro vides increased funding fo r students fro m lo w-inco me ho useho lds.  It

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

value o f the multiplier depends o n the co ncentratio n o f lo w-inco me students in the

district and ranges fro m 1.41 to  1.46. See “District Po verty” fo r a descriptio n o f the

fo rmula that determines the precise weight allo catio n.

In practice, students are eligible fo r this supplemental funding if they qualify fo r free o r

reduced-price lunch (FRL) under the Natio nal Scho o l Lunch Pro gram. Ho wever, state law

do es no t tie eligibility fo r this funding to  the lunch pro gram; instead, it  speci es the same

qualifying criteria, de ning eligible pupils as tho se fro m ho useho lds with an inco me at o r

belo w 185%  o f the federal po verty thresho ld.

New Mexico New Mexico  do es no t pro vide a standard, higher level o f funding fo r individual students

fro m lo w-inco me ho useho lds. Ho wever, increased funding is pro vided o n a sliding scale

based o n the co ncentratio n o f lo w-inco me students in the district.  See “District

Po verty” fo r a descriptio n o f this allo catio n.
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New York New Yo rk do es no t pro vide a standard, higher level o f funding fo r individual students

fro m lo w-inco me ho useho lds. Ho wever, increased funding is pro vided o n a sliding scale

based o n the co ncentratio n o f lo w-inco me students in the district.  See “District

Po verty” fo r a descriptio n o f this allo catio n.

Nort h Carolina No rth Caro lina do es no t pro vide increased funding fo r students fro m lo w-inco me

ho useho lds.  Ho wever, increased funding is pro vided o n a sliding scale based o n the

co ncentratio n o f lo w-inco me students in the district.  See “District Po verty” fo r a

descriptio n o f this allo catio n.

Nort h Dakot a No rth Dako ta  pro vides increased funding fo r students fro m lo w-inco me ho useho lds. It

do es so  by applying a multiplier o f 1.025 to  the base per-pupil amo unt fo r these students.

The number o f students eligible fo r the supplemental funding is determined by taking the

average percentage o f students in grades 3-8 who  have quali ed fo r free o r reduced-

priced lunch (FRL) under the Natio nal Scho o l Lunch Pro gram o ver the previo us three

years and applying that percentage to  the to tal number o f students in the district.  

Ohio Ohio  do es no t pro vide a standard, higher level o f funding fo r individual students fro m

lo w-inco me ho useho lds. Ho wever, increased funding is pro vided o n a sliding scale based

o n the co ncentratio n o f lo w-inco me students in the district, and every lo w-inco me

student do es generate so me supplemental funding.  See “District Po verty” fo r a

descriptio n o f this allo catio n.

Oklahoma Oklaho ma pro vides increased funding fo r students fro m lo w-inco me ho useho lds. It do es

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

Students are eligible fo r this supplemental funding if they qualify fo r free o r reduced-price

lunch under the Natio nal Scho o l Lunch Pro gram (NSLP). Fo r students who  do  no t have

access to  a meal under the NSLP (fo r instance, full-time virtual students o r students

attending classes at a Career Technical Center during their ho me districts’ meal times),

NSLP eligibility data is no t co llected. These students are co unted fo r the purpo ses o f this

supplemental funding in o ne o f two  ways: either they are directly certi ed as lo w-inco me

tho ugh participatio n in o ther so cial service pro grams (the Supplemental Nutritio n

Assistance Pro gram, Tempo rary Assistance fo r Needy Families, the Fo o d Distributio n

Pro gram o n Indian Reservatio ns, o r the Federal Head Start pro gram) o r because they

are ho meless, a runaway, a migrant, o r a fo ster child, o r they submit an applicatio n to  be

classified as eco no mically disadvantaged based o n ho useho ld inco me.

The funding is actually pro vided in an amo unt equal to  .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.
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Oregon Orego n pro vides increased funding fo r students fro m lo w-inco me ho useho lds. It do es so

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

The number o f students eligible fo r the supplemental funding is determined using the

United States Census Bureau’s Small Area Inco me Po verty Estimate, which gives an

estimate o f the number o f scho o l-aged children in families belo w the federal po verty level

fo r each district in the state.

The state also  mandates that all students eligible fo r reduced-price lunch under the

Natio nal Scho o l Lunch Pro gram be given free lunch, and it allo cates funds to  districts to

co ver this co st.

Pennsylvania The state o f Pennsylvania do es no t have a funding fo rmula in use at this time.

Rhode Island Rho de Island pro vides increased funding fo r students fro m lo w-inco me ho useho lds.  It

do es so  by applying a multiplier o f 1.4 to  the base per-pupil amo unt fo r these students.

Students are eligible fo r this supplemental funding if they qualify fo r free o r reduced-price

lunch (FRL) under the Natio nal Scho o l Lunch Pro gram.

S out h Carolina So uth Caro lina pro vides increased funding fo r students fro m lo w-inco me ho useho lds. It

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

Students are eligible fo r this supplemental funding if they qualify fo r Medicaid o r fo r free

o r reduced-price lunch (FRL) under the Natio nal Scho o l Lunch Pro gram.

S out h Dakot a So uth Dako ta do es no t pro vide increased funding fo r students fro m lo w-inco me

ho useho lds.

T ennessee Tennessee pro vides increased funding fo r students fro m lo w-inco me ho useho lds. It

do es so  in the fo rm o f a at allo catio n fo r each lo w-inco me student, which was $542.27 in

FY2016. This figure is adjusted fo r inflatio n annually.

Students are eligible fo r this supplemental funding if they qualify fo r free o r reduced-price

lunch (FRL) under the Natio nal Scho o l Lunch Pro gram. This funding is intended to  allo w

fo r reduced class sizes.

T exas Texas pro vides increased funding fo r students fro m lo w-inco me ho useho lds. It do es so

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

Students are eligible fo r this supplemental funding if they qualify fo r free o r reduced-

priced lunch (FRL) under the Natio nal Scho o l Lunch Pro gram.

The funding is actually pro vided in an amo unt equal to  .2 times the adjusted per-pupil base

amo unt, which has already been adjusted fo r sparsity, small size, and lo cal co st o f living.

(See “Base Amo unt” fo r mo re info rmatio n.) It is distributed in additio n to  the student’s

o wn base amo unt funding.
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Ut ah Utah do es no t pro vide increased funding speci cally fo r students fro m lo w-inco me

ho useho lds. Ho wever, the state do es pro vide scho o ls with general funding to  serve at-

risk students, bro adly defined.  

When this allo catio n was created, the legislature generally directed the State Bo ard o f

Educatio n to  use several facto rs, including student po verty, in determining the speci c

amo unt to  be given to  each scho o l fo r this purpo se.

Vermont Vermo nt pro vides increased funding fo r students fro m lo w-inco me ho useho lds. It do es

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

Students aged 6-17 are eligible fo r this supplemental funding if they qualify fo r free o r

reduced-price lunch (FRL) under the Natio nal Scho o l Lunch Pro gram.

The state also  applies this multiplier to  the base amo unt fo r no n-FRL-eligible students

who se primary language is no t English.  This supplemental funding is therefo re pro vided

fo r all FRL-eligible students, as well no n-FRL-eligible students who se primary language is

no t English. Because Vermo nt also  has a separate supplemental funding allo catio n fo r

students who  are English-language learners (ELL), all ELL students in Vermo nt are

auto matically weighted fo r bo th FRL eligibility  and English-language learner status.

Virginia Virginia pro vides increased funding fo r students fro m lo w-inco me ho useho lds.  It do es so

by applying a multiplier o f at least 1.01 to  the base per-pupil amo unt fo r these students.  

Students are eligible fo r this supplemental funding if they qualify fo r free lunch (but no t

reduced-price lunch) under the Natio nal Scho o l Lunch Pro gram. The funding must be

spent o n appro ved pro grams fo r students who  are educatio nally at-risk, including

dro po ut preventio n pro grams, truancy o f cers, reading reco very, pro grams fo r students

who  speak English as a seco nd language, and o ther pro grams.

The state increases this multiplier in acco rdance with the co ncentratio n o f lo w-inco me

students in the district. See “District Po verty” fo r a descriptio n o f this allo catio n.

Washingt on Washingto n do es no t pro vide a standard, higher level o f funding fo r individual students

fro m lo w-inco me ho useho lds. Ho wever, increased funding is pro vided to  certain districts

with an especially high co ncentratio n o f lo w-inco me students.  See “District Po verty” fo r

a descriptio n o f this allo catio n.

West  Virginia West Virginia do es no t pro vide increased funding fo r students fro m lo w-inco me

ho useho lds.
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Wisconsin Wisco nsin pro vides increased funding fo r certain students fro m lo w-inco me ho useho lds:

tho se enro lled in grades K-3 in districts participating in a class-size reductio n pro gram. It

do es so  in the fo rm o f a at allo catio n fo r each such student.  This allo catio n may no t

exceed $2,250, but may be lo wer depending o n the number o f eligible students and the

amo unt o f funds available.

Students in grades K-3 are eligible fo r this supplemental funding if they qualify fo r free o r

reduced-price lunch (FRL) under the Natio nal Scho o l Lunch Pro gram.  The exact per-

student allo catio n is determined by dividing the to tal amo unt appro priated fo r this

purpo se by the number o f eligible students.

In o rder to  receive this funding, scho o ls must meet class size requirements o f no  mo re

than 18 students fo r o ne classro o m teacher o r 30 students fo r two  classro o m teachers.

 Additio nal requirements fo r scho o ls receiving this supplemental funding include that

they be o pen befo re and after scho o l ho urs; co llabo rate with co mmunity o rganizatio ns

to  pro vide scho o l district residents with so cial services and educatio nal and recreatio nal

o ppo rtunities; make curricular changes that ensure rigo r; pro vide co mmo n planning time

fo r scho o l emplo yees; create and review staff develo pment plans fo r each teacher and

administrato r; and develo p transitio n plans fo r new emplo yees. In FY15, 204 o f the

state’s 424 districts participated in this class-size reductio n pro gram.

Wyoming Wyo ming pro vides increased funding fo r students fro m lo w-inco me ho useho lds. 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.

At-risk students include tho se who  are eligible fo r free o r reduced-price lunch (FRL)

under the Natio nal Scho o l Lunch Pro gram. (The pro gram also  co unts students in o ther

catego ries, including tho se with limited English pro ciency and mo bile seco ndary

students. A student is o nly co unted 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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