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SCHEDULE 4
NORWICH SCHOOL DISTRICT
Nonmajor Governmental Funds
Combining Balance Sheet
June 30, 2008

ASSETS

Cash and cash équivajems

Intergovernmental receivable
Total assets

FUND BALANCES
Liabilities:
Accounts payable
Interfund payable
Total liabilities

Fund balances:
Unreserved, undesignated
Total fund balances and liabilities

Special Revenue Funds

Food Local Grants

Service Grants Medicaid and Projects Total
$ 976 $ = $ 29186 $ 36875 67037
493 13,668 - - 14,161
$ 1469 $ 13,668 $ 29,186 $ 36875 81,198
3 - $ 7303 $ - $ - 7,303
- 6,365 - - 6,365
- 13,668 - - 13,668
1,469 - 29,186 36,875 67,530
$ 1,469 $ 13,668 $ 29,186 $ 36875 81,198
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SCHEDULE 5
NORWICH SCHOOL DISTRICT
Nonmajor Governmental Funds
Combining St of R Expenditures and Changes in Fund Balances
For the Fiscal Year Ended June 30, 2008

Special Revenue Funds

Food Local Grants
Service Grants Medicaid and Projects Total
Revenues:
Local $ 2217 $ = 3 - § 15365 $ 17582
Federal 7,016 185,006 29,431 - 221,453
Total revenues 9,233 185,006 29431 15,365 239,035
Expenditures:
Current:
Instruction - 185,006 47,619 - 232,625
Support services:
Instructional staff i = - 5,956 5,956
Non-instructional services 10,027 - - 9,403 19,430
Total expenditures 10,027 185,006 47,619 15,359 258,011
Excess (deficiency) of revenues
over (under) expenditures (794) - {18,188) 6 (18,976)
Fund balances, beginning 2,263 - 47,374 36,869 86,506
Fund balances, ending § 1469 $ - $ 29,186 $ 36875 $ 67530
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Three Prior Years Comparison
Provided by VT DOE

PRELIMINARY

Three Prior Years Comparisons - Format as Provided by DOE

ESTIMATES
ONLY

oinct: Norwlch wa T145
Courty: Windsor 8.U:  Dresden Inlerstate
Act 68 Act 130
——— — o~
Expendliures FY2007 FY2008 ___FY2008 FY2010
1 Budge fogsi budet mcicing specal Fugrans. l lechoa) cemter sxperares. and $9.090 205 | soxsoss| [ [ srozmsen] s078438: | 1
ANy AC 144 £x08 ddurts)
2 iy Sum of separately wemad ariiclas passed al lown meseling + ] I -] C R [ 2
3 mea Act 144 Expenciiures, lo ba excluded from Education Spanding -L I = =1 ]| ] 3
4 Act 68 locally adopted or warned budget 56,898,239 310,358,058 $10,386,810 $10,794,282 4
5 s Por years Dresden assessment + -1 -] 5
6 ™ No uhan elementary of junior hgh schoal assessment + | [ ] 3
7 mz  Obbgation lo & Regional Techrical Cenler Schoal District if any + HE -] 1 7
] ma  Prior yeer deficil recduction if not inchuded in expenditure budgel + 1 [ ] |1 | ] 8
] Gross Act 68 Budget $9,898,238 $10,356,058 $10,396,810 $10,794,392 9
10 su [ B T ] ] sigmel 10
1 Prior ysar dalicil réduclion {f nekxded m expendiure budge) - infoamational | I | : ‘ ‘ 1
dala
Revenuss
12 I;ﬁm::(mqmm ONITONS. kAbOAS. Sipius Ele InGuding local Act I $1486 421 ‘ ‘ $1408 33t ‘ | 1300 085 ‘ 50551 | 42
13 ss  Capital debl aid for shgible projecis pre-exisiing Act 50 + | -0 -] - 12
Prior year deficit reduction i meluded In revenues (negaire rvetius mistead of [ ‘
14 pn  expendiures) + = = 14
1B e All Act 144 ravenues, mncluding focal Act 144 lax revenues - -1 | -] | | 15
16 Total local revenues $1,466,421 $1,409,331 $1,390,985 $1,695931 18
17 Education Spending $8,431,818 $B,848,727 39,005,825 $9,098,461 17
18 Equalzed Pupls (Act 130 count s by sctol dstng) [ Graiz] [ sseri] | [ eea13] Ge276] 18
19 i ing per Pupil $12,515 313,582 $13,768 $14379 18
20 ms  Less nel sligibie construction cosls (or PEI) per equalized pupil - 580627 | | 51051 64 $1045 37 $1325, 20
21 mws  L6sS share of SpEd cosis in excass of $50 000 for en indnadual - ‘ - 21
22 ™2 | ess amounl of dafici f delict 1s solely attbulable lo luions paxd Lo public
schools for grades the drsinel does nel operale for new sludents who moved - | Nol apphicabla prior (o school yesr 2008-
10 Iha distnct after the budget was passed 2009 (FY2009) - 22
23 mn  Less SpEd cosls f excess 1s solety atinbulable o new SpEd spending if .
disirict has 20 or fawer equalized pupils 33407 22
ot = 511 728 et 32 59 awmsnons - 513 267 v + 513 784
24 ma  Excass Spanding per Equalized Pupil over lhsashokd {f any) +| ]| - [ - |24
25 Per pupil figure used for calculating Dislnet Adustment [ $125615 ] | $13 582 | §13768 | | 514379 25
26 District apending adjustmant gminmum of fo0%) | 1707413 | | 176571% | | | 167 594% 188204% | 26
(514,379 / $8,544) paseaon 17 50 basedan3i 73 basedon 6270 Taseaon 56 547
Prorating the local {ax rate
2 Anucipated district equalzed homestead Lax ale 1o be prorated | s162z] | s1528] | [ 51459 | $1.447] 27
(Tax rates were nal provaled 1 FYOS - FYDB) (168 294% x S0 66) g% el TP Fede i %
28 Percent of Norwich equalized pupils nol In & union school distnet ot o Ad 130 J ] L 0o 000% ) | 100 00% | 28.
29 Portion of districl eg rate lo be bytown [imt Adt 130 1] I $1459] | 51447 | 28
(100.000% x §1 45)
n c Level of Appraleal (CLA) | 10035% | | a7 || 10027% | | 8679% ) 30
3 Portion of aclual disinct rate to be bytown | 31483 ] | siass ] | | s1458] [ $1.495 | 31
(Tax rales wera not prorated in FY0S - FY08) ($1 447 196 79%) WE brea o SO 8
If the district belongs to a union school dislrict, this is only a PARTIAL homestead lax rale. The lax rale shown represents lhe A
estimated portion of the final homestead {ax rate due to spending for students who do not belong to a union sehool district
The same holds lrue for the income cap percentage v *
az Anicipated INCOmAa cap percant 1o be prof@ted  [Not o Ad 130 1| zozn) | 3.03% | 32
(168 294% x 1.80%) BT
) Partion of distric! income cap percent applied by Stale | 307% ] | 316% | | [ 302% | | 3.03% ] 23
(100 000% x 3 03%) Terdont 0% g B o | B oo T
34 Percent of equalzed pupils al union 1 [Not s pcatis prior Lo Ad 130 ] [ -] -] 34
35 Hol appicable pror Lo Ad 130 | -] 35
The Tax Commigsener recommended an FY2010 base educatron homesiead tax rata of 30 BS but alsa urged Lha Legistalure Lo nol sccepl that
recommendalion The rats enterad Is tharefors an estimate only. The base incoma percaniage cap 15 1 80% Final igures will ba set by e
Legisialure and approved by Lhe Govemor
The projacted base educaben amount of $8,544 1s suect lo change by the Legisialure
DOE Michoes Franeatey 72Dec(® Prior Years P * Voork Budgets 10 Fas ProromEA
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Comparative Data for Cost-Effectiveness
Provided by VT DOE

16 V.S.A, § 165(a)(2)(K)

School: Marion W. Cross School

: Sau70 Alisl of schools and sehool disincls in asch cohort may ba found on the
S.U.: Sau DOE websils undsr “School Data and Raporis™
hitp ifwerw stale vt usieduc/
FY2008 School Level Data
Cohor D y school, & 200 but <300 Cohort Rank by Enrolimant (i s amesiy
{40 schools in cohort) 1 out of 40
School level daia Grades Tolal Tolal Siu/Tehr  Siu/Admin  Tehr/ Admin
Offered Enroliment Teachers Administrators atio Ralio Relio
4 Brslol Bleméniary School K-8 204 2860 180 1028 18333 1589
? Park Strest School K-5 206 2740 100 1080 28600 27 40
Rechmond Elemeniary School PK-4 297 1920 100 1547 267 00 1920
Marion W. Cross School K-6 297 25.30 1.00 1.74 297.00 2530
¥
Averaged SCHOOL cohort data 247.73 2128 1.02 11.84 24287 2087
School District: Norwich Special from In prior years, ihese figures were limiled lo districts’ own cument
LEAID: T145 disirict Lo distriet and y year lo ynr ‘Fhererme they have | |expenditures. The porion of current expenditures made by
" been excluded from these figures. supervisory unions on behalf of districis varies greatly This year's

FY2007 School District Data

figures include districi assessmenls lo SUs The advanlage is thal
districts are mora comparable lo each olher. The consequence is tf
THESE FIGURES ARE NOT COMPARABLE TO FIGURES USED

Cohort Dascriplon:  Elemenlary school disinct, FY2007 FTE & 300
{8 schooi districts in cohorl) BAOR YEARS
Grades offered  Studenl FTE Current axpenditures per
in School enrolled in sludeni FTE EXCLUDING
Schoel disirici data (local, unjon, or jolnt district) District schooldisinet  special education cosls
: Current expenditures are an efforl lo
g calculale an amounl per FTE spent by
a disinct on sludents enrolled in thal
Norwlch K-§ 301.47 $10,980 district. This figure excludes tuiions
g Bosiok K6 30711 sn277  |Aanaassessments paid o
al
7 Hehoate L= 32385 $9.353 costs. dBbi service, adull eduCation,
Brandoni PK-E 33257 $10,081 and community service
Averaged SCHOOL DISTRICT cohort data 4881 $10,307
FY2009 School District Data Total municipal (ex rale , K-12, consisting
School distnicl lex rale of proraled member disiricl rates
S0 S0 8D MUN MUN MUN
Education Equalized Equalized Common Actual
Grades offered ing per Level Homesiead
in School Equahzed Equatized Pupil  Ed tax rate Eotaxrate ofAppraisal  Edtaxrate
Dislrict Pupils | Use [hess ik mates (o Tnese tax rates are
LEAID School District COMpAre lown 14183, nol comparable due
10 CLAS,
£y Tose Dery K6 396.81 8,842.22 1.0538 1.0385 1.0697 08708
F T205 Thettord K6 500 81 13,658.65 14474 1.4474 0.9400 15398
5 7o Swanion PKE 580.67 10,447.55 11071 10622 1.0858 0.9782
T145 Narwich K& £54.13 1376764 1,458 1.458¢ 1.0027 1.4550
g Foz7 Brattieboro K5 B814.97 1321188 1.4000 1.4852 0.9540 1.5568
it TO15 Barningion ID K& B8E.36 10,107.76 10711 1,1548 0,9098 11554
The Legislature has required ihe D¢ of to provide this i per lhe following slatule

16 V.S A § 165(a)(2} The school, at leasi annually. reponts sludent performance results to community members in a format
selected by the school board The scheol repont shall include:

(K) data provided by lh! which enable a ‘with other schools, or school districts if school level data are
not available, for The rer shall eslabhish which data are 1o be included pursuan! {o Lhis subdivision
and, notwitnstanding that the giher elements of tha reperl are lo be presented in a format selecled by the school board, shall
‘develop a common formal lo be used by each schoal in presenling ihe dala lo community members. The commissioner shall
provide the most recent data Illatlable lu each school no l|19r Ihan Oclober 1 of each year. Dala lo be presented may include
studeni-lo-leacher ratio, i tuden! rafio, to-teacher ralio, and cosl per pupil






