H3700 CONFERENCE COMMITTEE
SUMMARY OF PROVISO CHANGES FOR FY 2011-12
DIFFERENCES FOR DISCUSSION

ISECTION 1 - H63-DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

1.3

AMEND FURTHER (EFA Formula/Base Student Cost Inflation Factor) States General
Assembly intent to fully implement the EFA including an inflation factor projected by the
Division of Budget and Analyses to match the inflation wages of public school employees in
the southeast; states the base student cost has been determined to be $1,630; states that the per
pupil count for FY 10-11 is projected to be 694,303 and projects the average per pupil funding.
Directs that for FY 10-11 tOhe SC Public Charter School District shall receive and distribute
state funds to the charter school as determined by the current year’s base student cost, as funded
by the General Assembly, plus an additional $700, multiplied by the weighted students enrolled
in the charter school, subject to adjustment for student attendance and state budget allocations.
WMC: AMEND proviso to update the projections for FY 11-12 as follows: base student cost,
$1,617; total pupil count, 694,850; average per pupil funding, $4,778 state, $1,206 federal, and
$5,666 local for an average total funding level of $11,651 excluding local bond issues. Delete
the requirement that Public Charter Schools receive an additional $700 multiplied by weighted
students enrolled in the charter school, adjusted for student attendance. Delete all estimated
school district projections. See proviso 1.89 for additional charter school funding.

HOU: AMEND FURTHER to change the projections as follows base student cost, $1,788;
total pupil count, 690,111; average per pupil funding, $4,834 state, $1,215 federal, and $5,705
local for an average total funding level of $11,754. Sponsor: Rep. Bingham.

HOUZ2: AMEND FURTHER to direct that the Public Charter School District receive “100%”
of the current year’s base student cost multiplied by the weighted pupils enrolled in the charter
school, subject to student attendance adjustment. Sponsor: Rep. Cooper.

1.3. (SDE: EFA Formula/Base Student Cost Inflation Factor) To the extent possible
within available funds, it is the intent of the General Assembly to provide for 100 percent of
full implementation of the Education Finance Act to include an inflation factor projected by the
Division of Budget and Analyses to match inflation wages of public school employees in the
Southeast. The base student cost for the current fiscal year has been determined to be $1,630
$1,788. In Fiscal Year 2040-1% 2011-12, the total pupil count is projected to be 694,303
690,111. The average per pupil funding is projected to be $4:485 $4,834 state, $1,633 $1,215
federal, and $5;254 $5,705 local. This is an average total funding level of $14,372 $11,754

excluding revenues of local bond issues. For Fiscal Year 2646-11 2011-12 the South Carolina
Public Charter School District shall receive and distribute state EFA funds to the charter school
as determined by 100% of the current year's base student cost, as funded by the General

Assembly—plus-an-additional-$700; multiplied by the weighted students pupils enrolled in the
charter school, which must be subject to adjustment for student attendance and-must-net-be
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SFC: AMEND FURTHER to direct that the Public Charter School District receive “100%” of
the current year’s base student cost multiplied by the weighted students “(pupils)” enrolled in
the charter school. Reinsert and update the estimated school district projections.

SEN: ADOPT proviso as amended.

1.3. (SDE: EFA Formula/Base Student Cost Inflation Factor) To the extent possible
within available funds, it is the intent of the General Assembly to provide for 100 percent of
full implementation of the Education Finance Act to include an inflation factor projected by the
Division of Budget and Analyses to match inflation wages of public school employees in the
Southeast. The base student cost for the current fiscal year has been determined to be $1630
$1,788. In Fiscal Year 20340-1% 2011-12, the total pupil count is projected to be 694,303
690,111. The average per pupil funding is projected to be $4.485 $4,834 state, $1,633 $1,215
federal, and $5;254 $5,705 local. This is an average total funding level of $14,372 $11,754
excluding revenues of local bond issues. For Fiscal Year 2040-11 2011-12 the South Carolina
Public Charter School District shall receive and distribute state EFA funds to the charter school
as determined by 100% of the current year's base student cost, as funded by the General

Assembly—plus-an-additional-$700; multiplied by the weighted students pupils enrolled in the
charter school, which must be subject to adjustment for student attendance and-must-net-be

In Fiscal Year 2040-1% 2011-12, the Abbeville School District total pupil count is projected
to be 2,963 2,971. The per pupil funding is projected to be $5;892 $6,059 state, $1.878 $1,354
federal, and $3,286 $3,316 local. This is a total projected funding level of $11.657 $10,729
excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2040-11% 2011-12, the Aiken School District total pupil count is projected to
be 23,756 23,658. The per pupil funding is projected to be $4.23 $4,499 state, $1,578 $1,071
federal, and $3;477 $3,713 local. This is a total projected funding level of $8,992 $9,283
excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2040-11 2011-12, the Allendale School District total pupil count is projected
to be ;590 1,351. The per pupil funding is projected to be $5:388 $8,564 state, $2,736 $2,461
federal, and $3;452 $5,261 local. This is a total projected funding level of $11.576 $16,286
excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2040-11, 2011-12 the Anderson School District 1 total pupil count is
projected to be 9,842 8,933. The per pupil funding is projected to be $4.267 $4,637 state, $922
$763 federal, and $3;060 $3,362 local. This is a total projected funding level of $8,249 $8,762
excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2040-1% 2011-12, the Anderson School District 2 total pupil count is
projected to be 3;600 3,625. The per pupil funding is projected to be $4,440 $4,791 state,
$1:432 $1,168 federal, and $3;368 $3,489 local. This is a total projected funding level of
$9,240 $9,448 excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2040-11 2011-12, the Anderson School District 3 total pupil count is
projected to be 2,588 2,479. The per pupil funding is projected to be $4;534 $4,930 state,
$1,578 $1,290 federal, and $3;57% $3,747 local. This is a total projected funding level of
$9,683 $9,967 excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2040-11 2011-12, the Anderson School District 4 total pupil count is
projected to be 2726 2,734. The per pupil funding is projected to be $4;557 $4,997 state,
$1.326 $1,186 federal, and $6;584 $6,182 local. This is a total projected funding level of
$12.467 $12,366 excluding revenues of local bond issues.
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In Fiscal Year 2040-1% 2011-12, the Anderson School District 5 total pupil count is
projected to be 42,640 12,150. The per pupil funding is projected to be $4,546 $4,597 state,
$1.635 $1,413 federal, and $4;032 $4,295 local. This is a total projected funding level of
$10,213 $10,305 excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2010-11 2011-12, the Bamberg School District 1 total pupil count is
projected to be ;387 1,410. The per pupil funding is projected to be $5;49% $6,040 state,
$2,166 $1,840 federal, and $3;299 $3,420 local. This is a total projected funding level of
$10,956 $11,300 excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2010-11 2011-12, the Bamberg School District 2 total pupil count is
projected to be 846 795. The per pupil funding is projected to be $6,283 $6,864 state, $2,477
$2,085 federal, and $3;768 $3,729 local. This is a total projected funding level of $12,529
$12,678 excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2010-11 2011-12, the Barnwell School District 19 total pupil count is
projected to be 829 818. The per pupil funding is projected to be $5,252 $5,843 state, $2,775
$2,257 federal, and $3;212 $4,680 local. This is a total projected funding level of $11;238
$12,780 excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2040-11 2011-12, the Barnwell School District 29 total pupil count is
projected to be 4,645 953. The per pupil funding is projected to be $4:356 $4,826 state, $1,453
$1,281 federal, and $2,675 $4,042 local. This is a total projected funding level of $8.484
$10,149 excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2040-1%1 2011-12, the Barnwell School District 45 total pupil count is
projected to be 2,261 2,375. The per pupil funding is projected to be $5;398 $5,551 state,
$1.663 $1,268 federal, and $3;030 $3,434 local. This is a total projected funding level of
$10,091 $10,253 excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2040-11 2011-12, the Beaufort School District total pupil count is projected
to be 49,776 18,817. The per pupil funding is projected to be $3;548 $3,621 state, $1,608
$1,138 federal, and $106;018 $11,656 local. This is a total projected funding level of $15:144
$16,415 excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2010-11 2011-12, the Berkeley School District total pupil count is projected
to be 28,797 28,674. The per pupil funding is projected to be $4:277 $4,554 state, $1;528
$1,092 federal, and $4,768 $4,753 local. This is a total projected funding level of $10,473
$10,399 excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2040-11 2011-12, the Calhoun School District total pupil count is projected
to be 4,742 1,649. The per pupil funding is projected to be $5;207 $5,903 state, $2;479 $1,646
federal, and $6,03% $6,810 local. This is a total projected funding level of $13;747 $14,359
excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2040-11 2011-12, the Charleston School District total pupil count is
projected to be 44754 43,088. The per pupil funding is projected to be $3;539 $3,326 state,
$1,825 $1,169 federal, and $8,330 $9,283 local. This is a total projected funding level of
$13,694 $13,778 excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2040-11 2011-12, the Cherokee School District total pupil count is projected
to be 8,654 8,498. The per pupil funding is projected to be $4.584 $4,878 state, $2,050 $1,606
federal, and $4,723 $4,844 local. This is a total projected funding level of $11.357 $11,328
excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2040-11 2011-12, the Chester School District total pupil count is projected
to be 5;204 5,182. The per pupil funding is projected to be $4,954 $5,273 state, $2,672 $1,315
federal, and $4:522 $4,051 local. This is a total projected funding level of $11;548 $10,639
excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2040-11 2011-12, the Chesterfield School District total pupil count is
projected to be %27+ 7,372. The per pupil funding is projected to be $4:858 $5,137 state,
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$1.854 $1,316 federal, and $3;477 $3,673 local. This is a total projected funding level of
$10;189 $10,126 excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2020-1% 2011-12, the Clarendon School District 1 total pupil count is
projected to be 835 863. The per pupil funding is projected to be $5;74% $5,699 state, $4:127
$2,878 federal, and $5;947 $5,862 local. This is a total projected funding level of $15,815
$14,438 excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2020-1% 2011-12, the Clarendon School District 2 total pupil count is
projected to be 3;063 2,911. The per pupil funding is projected to be $4,683 $4,570 state,
$2744 $1,829 federal, and $2,438 $2,848 local. This is a total projected funding level of
$9,535 $9,247 excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2020-1% 2011-12, the Clarendon School District 3 total pupil count is
projected to be 4207 1,193. The per pupil funding is projected to be $4,767 $5,369 state,
$1.327 $1,038 federal, and $2,984 $2,894 local. This is a total projected funding level of
$9;079 $9,301 excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2040-11 2011-12, the Colleton School District total pupil count is projected
to be 6;407 5,733. The per pupil funding is projected to be $4:230 $4,663 state, $2,54% $2,070
federal, and $5;04% $6,363 local. This is a total projected funding level of $11.752 $13,096
excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2040-11 2011-12, the Darlington School District total pupil count is
projected to be 108,461 10,153. The per pupil funding is projected to be $4,560 $5,240 state,
$2,077 $1,633 federal, and $4,729 $4,995 local. This is a total projected funding level of
$11,365 $11,868 excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2040-11 2011-12, the Dillon School District 1 total pupil count is projected
to be 835 833. The per pupil funding is projected to be $4.555 $5,333 state, $2,323 $1,456
federal, and $3,730 $1,813 local. This is a total projected funding level of $8;608 $8,603
excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2040-11 2011-12, the Dillon School District 2 total pupil count is projected
to be 3;330 3,408. The per pupil funding is projected to be $4:447 $4,856 state, $2,552 $1,891
federal, and $3593 $1,580 local. This is a total projected funding level of $8;592 $8,327
excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2040-11 2011-12, the Dillon School District 3 total pupil count is projected
to be 4731 1,527. The per pupil funding is projected to be $3;78% $4,753 state, $1,537 $1,537
federal, and $1;943 $2,168 local. This is a total projected funding level of $%23% $8,459
excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2010-11 2011-12, the Dorchester School District 2 total pupil count is
projected to be 23;163 22,783 . The per pupil funding is projected to be $4;28% $4,942 state,
$840 $722 federal, and $3;433 $2,967 local. This is a total projected funding level of $8.255
$8,631 excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2010-11 2011-12, the Dorchester School District 4 total pupil count is
projected to be 2679 2,057. The per pupil funding is projected to be $5;069 $5,521 state,
$2,557 $2,157 federal, and $+740 $7,355 local. This is a total projected funding level of
$15;336 $15,033 excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2040-11 2011-12, the Edgefield School District total pupil count is projected
to be 3;727 3,921. The per pupil funding is projected to be $5;029 $5,181 state, $1;632 $1,302
federal, and $3;408 $4,375 local. This is a total projected funding level of $16,069 $10,858
excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2040-11 2011-12, the Fairfield School District total pupil count is projected
to be 2,745 2,852. The per pupil funding is projected to be $6;049 $5,424 state, $2,644 $1,768
federal, and $%946 $7,970 local. This is a total projected funding level of $16,609 $15,162
excluding revenues of local bond issues.
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In Fiscal Year 2040-1% 2011-12, the Florence School District 1 total pupil count is
projected to be 45;598 15,460. The per pupil funding is projected to be $4:441 $5,002 state,
$1.670 $1,271 federal, and $3;854 $3,734 local. This is a total projected funding level of
$9,965 $10,007 excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2040-11 2011-12, the Florence School District 2 total pupil count is
projected to be 4,299 1,121. The per pupil funding is projected to be $4,210 $5,380 state,
$1.501 $1,284 federal, and $3;286 $3,442 local. This is a total projected funding level of
$8,998 $10,106 excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2040-11 2011-12, the Florence School District 3 total pupil count is
projected to be 3,335 3,243. The per pupil funding is projected to be $5;061 $5,932 state,
$4.100 $3,251 federal, and $2;349 $2,390 local. This is a total projected funding level of
$14,511 $11,574 excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2040-11 2011-12, the Florence School District 4 total pupil count is
projected to be 822 738. The per pupil funding is projected to be $6,881 $6,721 state, $3,205
$2,589 federal, and $5;02% $4,569 local. This is a total projected funding level of $15;107
$13,879 excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2040-1% 2011-12, the Florence School District 5 total pupil count is
projected to be 1405 1,386. The per pupil funding is projected to be $4,777 $5,264 state,
$1.522 $1,129 federal, and $4,263 $4,020 local. This is a total projected funding level of
$10,563 $10,413 excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2010-1% 2011-12, the Georgetown School District total pupil count is
projected to be 9;345 9,335. The per pupil funding is projected to be $4;202 $3,735 state,
$1,935 $1,298 federal, and $6;634 $7,241 local. This is a total projected funding level of
$12.751 $12,273 excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2010-11 2011-12, the Greenville School District total pupil count is
projected to be #6;951 70,978. The per pupil funding is projected to be $4.312 $4,575 state,
$1,355 $1,114 federal, and $4,365 $4,739 local. This is a total projected funding level of
$10,032 $10,429 excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2040-11 2011-12, the Greenwood School District 50 total pupil count is
projected to be 8435 8,735. The per pupil funding is projected to be $4,43% $4,922 state,
$1,671 $1,073 federal, and $6;234 $6,042 local. This is a total projected funding level of
$12,216 $12,036 excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2040-11 2011-12, the Greenwood School District 51 total pupil count is
projected to be 4,069 884. The per pupil funding is projected to be $4.607 $6,262 state, $1,635
$1,472 federal, and $3;675 $3,866 local. This is a total projected funding level of $9.917
$11,600 excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2010-1% 2011-12, the Greenwood School District 52 total pupil count is
projected to be 4550 1,540. The per pupil funding is projected to be $3;475 $4,015 state,
$1.056 $605 federal, and $/0627 $6,229 local. This is a total projected funding level of $11;258
$10,849 excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2040-11 2011-12, the Hampton School District 1 total pupil count is
projected to be 229% 2,392. The per pupil funding is projected to be $5:723 $6,027 state,
$2:292 $1,576 federal, and $2;,98% $3,304 local. This is a total projected funding level of
$10;995 $10,907 excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2030-11 2011-12, the Hampton School District 2 total pupil count is
projected to be 973 935. The per pupil funding is projected to be $6,484 $7,615 state, $3;320
$2,706 federal, and $4;460 $4,633 local. This is a total projected funding level of $13;965
$14,954 excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2040-11 2011-12, the Horry School District total pupil count is projected to
be 36,702 37,987. The per pupil funding is projected to be $3;691 $3,567 state, $1;555 $1,191
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federal, and $8;2442 $9,073 local. This is a total projected funding level of $13;388 $13,831
excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2020-11 2011-12, the Jasper School District total pupil count is projected to
be 3,464 2,968. The per pupil funding is projected to be $4.742 $5,224 state, $2;,278 $1,891
federal, and $4,89% $5,114 local. This is a total projected funding level of $11,912 $12,228
excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2020-11 2011-12, the Kershaw School District total pupil count is projected
to be 9,956 10,182. The per pupil funding is projected to be $4.766 $4,325 state, $1;444 $1,109
federal, and $4,438 $5,562 local. This is a total projected funding level of $10.645 $10,995
excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2040-1% 2011-12, the Lancaster School District total pupil count is projected
to be 44220 11,360. The per pupil funding is projected to be $4.394 $4,742 state, $2;476
$1,514 federal, and $3;937 $4,067 local. This is a total projected funding level of $16,507
$10,322 excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2040-11 2011-12, the Laurens School District 55 total pupil count is
projected to be 5708 5,467. The per pupil funding is projected to be $4:369 $4,949 state,
$1,755 $1,319 federal, and $3,037 $3,204 local. This is a total projected funding level of
$9;161 $9,473 excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2040-11 2011-12, the Laurens School District 56 total pupil count is
projected to be 2,830 2,814. The per pupil funding is projected to be $5;450 $5,600 state,
$3,271 $2,552 federal, and $3,343 $4,618 local. This is a total projected funding level of
$11,764 $12,770 excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2020-11 2011-12, the Lee School District total pupil count is projected to be
2:304 2,031. The per pupil funding is projected to be $7386 $8,924 state, $2,611 $2,604
federal, and $3,289 $3,838 local. This is a total projected funding level of $13,286 $15,366
excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2040-11 2011-12, the Lexington School District 1 total pupil count is
projected to be 23,348 22,433. The per pupil funding is projected to be $4,786 $5,747 state,
$826 $620 federal, and $5;44% $5,454 local. This is a total projected funding level of $11,054
$11,820 excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2040-11 2011-12, the Lexington School District 2 total pupil count is
projected to be 8,884 8,441. The per pupil funding is projected to be $4:282 $4,731 state,
$1,508 $1,149 federal, and $4,092 $4,477 local. This is a total projected funding level of
$9,882 $10,357 excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2040-11 2011-12, the Lexington School District 3 total pupil count is
projected to be 4;804 1,936. The per pupil funding is projected to be $5,608 $5,853 state,
$2,049 $1,255 federal, and $6,765 $5,444 local. This is a total projected funding level of
$14.422 $12,552 excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2040-11 2011-12, the Lexington School District 4 total pupil count is
projected to be 3,200 3,218. The per pupil funding is projected to be $5;553 $5,757 state,
$2,555 $1,680 federal, and $3,535 $4,020 local. This is a total projected funding level of
$11,643 $11,458 excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2040-11 2011-12, the Lexington School District 5 total pupil count is
projected to be 16,333 16,348. The per pupil funding is projected to be $5:785 $6,198 state,
$914 $728 federal, and $5;61% $5,778 local. This is a total projected funding level of $12;310
$12,703 excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2038-11 2011-12, the Marion School District 1 total pupil count is projected
to be 2,615 2,659. The per pupil funding is projected to be $4. 771 $4,881 state, $2,53% $1,558
federal, and $2473 $2,650 local. This is a total projected funding level of $9:775 $9,089
excluding revenues of local bond issues.
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In Fiscal Year 2040-11 2011-12, the Marion School District 2 total pupil count is projected
to be ;607 1,764. The per pupil funding is projected to be $5:184 $5,474 state, $3,774 $2,269
federal, and $3;044 $2,667 local. This is a total projected funding level of $12,002 $10,410
excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2040-11 2011-12, the Marion School District 7 total pupil count is projected
to be 562 599. The per pupil funding is projected to be $9:24% $7,598 state, $4,60% $4,130
federal, and $2,789 $2,920 local. This is a total projected funding level of $16,631 $14,648
excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2020-11 2011-12, the Marlboro School District total pupil count is projected
to be 4275 4,098. The per pupil funding is projected to be $5;422 $5,445 state, $3;399 $2,587
federal, and $2,742 $3,850 local. This is a total projected funding level of $11;564 $11,881
excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2010-11 2011-12, the McCormick School District total pupil count is
projected to be 782 741. The per pupil funding is projected to be $7504 $8,698 state, $3,324
$2,678 federal, and $8;710 $8,935 local. This is a total projected funding level of $19;539
$20,310 excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2040-21 2011-12, the Newberry School District total pupil count is projected
to be 5,460 5,560. The per pupil funding is projected to be $5;294 $5,402 state, $2,288 $1,658
federal, and $5:755 $5,339 local. This is a total projected funding level of $13,338 $12,399
excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2040-11 2011-12, the Oconee School District total pupil count is projected
to be 40,490 10,158. The per pupil funding is projected to be $4.016 $4,281 state, $1;559
$1,079 federal, and $6;519 $7,019 local. This is a total projected funding level of $12,095
$12.379 excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2010-11 2011-12, the Orangeburg School District 3 total pupil count is
projected to be 2789 2,813. The per pupil funding is projected to be $4,922 $5,229 state,
$2,719 $1,852 federal, and $6;543 $6,036 local. This is a total projected funding level of
$14.155 $13,117 excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2010-21 2011-12, the Orangeburg School District 4 total pupil count is
projected to be 3;7#8 3,708. The per pupil funding is projected to be $4,87% $5,294 state,
$1,909 $1,431 federal, and $4,836 $4,515 local. This is a total projected funding level of
$11,615 $11,240 excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2010-21 2011-12, the Orangeburg School District 5 total pupil count is
projected to be 6,234 6,238. The per pupil funding is projected to be $4,954 $5,426 state,
$2,438 $1,947 federal, and $5:636 $5,480 local. This is a total projected funding level of
$13,029 $12,853 excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2040-1% 2011-12, the Pickens School District total pupil count is projected
to be 16,206 15,778. The per pupil funding is projected to be $4:136 $4,678 state, $1.228 $917
federal, and $5;497 $6,393 local. This is a total projected funding level of $16,861 $11,987
excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2010-11 2011-12, the Richland School District 1 total pupil count is
projected to be 23,453 22,883. The per pupil funding is projected to be $4.043 $4,343 state,
$2,524 $1,730 federal, and $9;980 $11,113 local. This is a total projected funding level of
$16,548 $17,186 excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2010-11 2011-12, the Richland School District 2 total pupil count is
projected to be 25;823 26,013. The per pupil funding is projected to be $4.884 $5,898 state,
$967 $658 federal, and $5,259 $5,469 local. This is a total projected funding level of $14;109
$12,025 excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2020-11 2011-12, the Saluda School District total pupil count is projected to
be 2,205 2,060. The per pupil funding is projected to be $4;810 $4,963 state, $1,552 $1,060
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federal, and $3,252 $2,925 local. This is a total projected funding level of $9.615 $8,948
excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2040-11 2011-12, the Spartanburg School District 1 total pupil count is
projected to be 4,80% 4,794. The per pupil funding is projected to be $5;684 $6,191 state,
$1:194 $979 federal, and $3,884 $4,515 local. This is a total projected funding level of $16,763
$11,685 excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2040-11 2011-12, the Spartanburg School District 2 total pupil count is
projected to be 9,532 9,695. The per pupil funding is projected to be $4,958 $5,276 state,
$1.169 $851 federal, and $3,264 $3,392 local. This is a total projected funding level of $9;39%
$9,519 excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2040-11 2011-12, the Spartanburg School District 3 total pupil count is
projected to be 2,808 2,863. The per pupil funding is projected to be $4,654 $5,019 state,
$1.517 $950 federal, and $5;314 $4,987 local. This is a total projected funding level of $11,285
$10,955 excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2040-11 2011-12, the Spartanburg School District 4 total pupil count is
projected to be 2,942 2,733. The per pupil funding is projected to be $4,295 $4,991 state, $990
$851 federal, and $2;848 $2,743 local. This is a total projected funding level of $8,133 $8,585
excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2040-11 2011-12, the Spartanburg School District 5 total pupil count is
projected to be %530 7,316. The per pupil funding is projected to be $4,467 $5,304 state,
$1,049 $851 federal, and $5,720 $5,832 local. This is a total projected funding level of $11.236
$11,988 excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2040-11 2011-12, the Spartanburg School District 6 total pupil count is
projected to be 108,032 10,244. The per pupil funding is projected to be $4;582 $4,772 state,
$1.173 $918 federal, and $4,388 $4,558 local. This is a total projected funding level of $16;144
$10,248 excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2040-11 2011-12, the Spartanburg School District 7 total pupil count is
projected to be 6:729 6,714. The per pupil funding is projected to be $5,523 $6,002 state,
$2,842 $2,417 federal, and $6;425 $6,144 local. This is a total projected funding level of
$14.791 $14,563 excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2040-11 2011-12, the Sumter School District 2 total pupil count is projected
to be 8216 7,933. The per pupil funding is projected to be $4,378 $4,984 state, $2,007 $1,414
federal, and $3;3%# $3,740 local. This is a total projected funding level of $9,762 $10,138
excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2040-11 2011-12, the Sumter School District 17 total pupil count is
projected to be #4847 8,274. The per pupil funding is projected to be $4,636 $4,745 state,
$2,246 $1,395 federal, and $3;202 $3,247 local. This is a total projected funding level of
$9,984 $9,388 excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2020-11 2011-12, the Union School District total pupil count is projected to
be 4,234 4,145. The per pupil funding is projected to be $5;349 $5,773 state, $1,793 $1,314
federal, and $2;843 $2,852 local. This is a total projected funding level of $9;984 $9,939
excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2010-1% 2011-12, the Williamsburg School District total pupil count is
projected to be 4,800 4,463. The per pupil funding is projected to be $5:322 $5,919 state,
$3,469 $2,516 federal, and $4;910 $4,180 local. This is a total projected funding level of
$13,500 $12,615 excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2020-11 2011-12, the York School District 1 total pupil count is projected to
be 5,021 4,885. The per pupil funding is projected to be $4,728 $5,457 state, $1;69% $1,261
federal, and $4,244 $8,325 local. This is a total projected funding level of $16,663 $15,043
excluding revenues of local bond issues.
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In Fiscal Year 2020-11 2011-12, the York School District 2 total pupil count is projected to
be 6:520 6,218. The per pupil funding is projected to be $5,000 $4,780 state, $852 $591
federal, and $%546 $8,517 local. This is a total projected funding level of $13;398 $13,888
excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2020-11 2011-12, the York School District 3 total pupil count is projected to
be 17,569 16,481. The per pupil funding is projected to be $4.892 $5,788 state, $1;151 $983
federal, and $4,564 $6,035 local. This is a total projected funding level of $16,607 $12,806
excluding revenues of local bond issues.

In Fiscal Year 2020-11 2011-12, the York School District 4 total pupil count is projected to
be 41;004 10,589. The per pupil funding is projected to be $4.652 $5,580 state, $552 $458
federal, and $5:398 $5,686 local. This is a total projected funding level of $10.602 $11,724
excluding revenues of local bond issues.

DELETE (School Building Aid Allocation) Directs that School Building Aid funds be
transferred to a special trust fund and be distributed to school districts in accordance with
Section 59-21-350. Directs that the funds be allocated to eligible school districts on a per pupil
basis and be based on the 135 day count of ADM for the 2™ preceding fiscal year.

SEN: DELETE proviso. Ruled Out of Order.

AMEND FURTHER (School Districts and Special Schools Flexibility) Provides guidelines
and requirements for school districts and special schools to have the ability to transfer and
expend funds among general fund revenues, EIA funds, Lottery funds, and Children’s
Education Endowment Fund for school facilities and fixed equipment assistance to ensure the
delivery of academic and arts instruction. Prohibits school districts from transferring debt
service or bonded indebtedness funds. Authorizes school districts and the department to
purchase the most economical type of bus fuel.

WMC: AMEND proviso to change references to “Fiscal Year 2010-11” to “current fiscal
year.” Direct that the purchase of textbooks beyond that required for replacement “may” rather
than “must” be suspended. Delete the requirement that savings generated from suspension of
the writing assessment and new textbooks adoptions be allocated to school districts based on
the EFA formula and instead direct that they be allocated based on the number of weighted
pupil units in each district. Change in methodology for distributing funds generated from the
savings from suspended programs ensures that all districts receive funds generated from the
savings. Fiscal Impact: No impact on the General Fund. Requested by Department of
Education. Companion to EIA 1A.22.

HOU: ADOPT proviso as amended.

HOU2: AMEND FURTHER to specify that a school district may not transfer funds “allocated
specifically for state level maintenance of effort requirements under IDEA” required for debt
service or bonded indebtedness. Sponsor: Rep. Cooper.

1.40. (SDE: School Districts and Special Schools Flexibility) All school districts and
special schools of this State may transfer and expend funds among appropriated state general
fund revenues, Education Improvement Act funds, Education Lottery Act funds, and funds
received from the Children's Education Endowment Fund for school facilities and fixed
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equipment assistance, to ensure the delivery of academic and arts instruction to students.
However, a school district may not transfer funds allocated specifically for state level
maintenance of effort requirements under IDEA, required for debt service or bonded
indebtedness. All school districts and special schools of this State may suspend professional
staffing ratios and expenditure regulations and guidelines at the sub-function and service area
level, except for four-year old programs.

In order for a school district to take advantage of the flexibility provisions, at least seventy
percent of the school district's per pupil expenditures must be utilized within the InS$ite
categories of instruction, instructional support, and non-instruction pupil services. No portion
of the seventy percent may be used for business services, debt service, capital outlay, program
management, and leadership services, as defined by In$ite. The school district shall report to
the Department of Education the actual percentage of its per pupil expenditures used for
classroom instruction, instructional support, and non-instruction pupil services for the current
school year ending June 30—204%. Salaries of on-site principals must be included in the
calculation of the district’s per pupil expenditures.

“In$ite” means the financial analysis model for education programs utilized by the
Department of Education.

School districts are encouraged to reduce expenditures by means, including, but not limited
to, limiting the number of low enrollment courses, reducing travel for the staff and the school
district's board, reducing and limiting activities requiring dues and memberships, reducing
transportation costs for extracurricular and academic competitions, and expanding virtual
instruction.

School districts and special schools may carry forward unexpended funds from the prior
fiscal year into the current fiscal year.

Prior to implementing the flexibility authorized herein, school districts must provide to
public charter schools the per pupil allocation due to them for each categorical program.

Quarterly throughout the 2040-11 current fiscal year, the chairman of each school district's
board and the superintendent of each school district must certify where non-instructional or
non-essential programs have been suspended and the specific flexibility actions taken. The
certification must be in writing, signed by the chairman and the superintendent, delivered
electronically to the State Superintendent of Education, and an electronic copy forwarded to the
Chairman of the Senate Finance Committee, the Chairman of the Senate Education Committee,
the Chairman of the House Ways and Means Committee, and the Chairman of the House
Education and Public Works Committee. Additionally, the certification must be presented
publicly at a regularly called school board meeting, and the certification must be posted on the
internet website maintained by the school district.

For Fiscal-Year2010-11 the current fiscal year, Section 59-21-1030 is suspended. Writing
assessments in grades three, four, six, and seven, formative assessments for grades one, two,
and nine, the foreign language program assessment, financial literacy, and the physical
education assessment must be suspended. Textbook purchases beyond that required for
replacement of instructional material currently on the state adopted textbook list must may be
suspended. School districts and the Department of Education are granted permission to
purchase the most economical type of bus fuel.

For Fiseal-Year2010-11 the current fiscal year, savings generated from the suspension of
the writing assessments and the suspension of new textbooks adoptions enumerated above must
be allocated to school districts based on the Education Finance Act formula.

School districts must maintain a transaction register that includes a complete record of all
funds expended over one hundred dollars, from whatever source, for whatever purpose. The
register must be prominently posted on the district’s internet website and made available for
public viewing and downloading. The register must include for each expenditure:

(i) the transaction amount;
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(ii) the name of the payee; and

(iii) a statement providing a detailed description of the expenditure.
The register must not include an entry for salary, wages, or other compensation paid to
individual employees. The register must not include any information that can be used to
identify an individual employee. The register must be accompanied by a complete explanation
of any codes or acronyms used to identify a payee or an expenditure. The register must be
searchable and updated at least once a month.

Each school district must also maintain on its internet website a copy of each monthly
statement for all of the credit cards maintained by the entity, including credit cards issued to its
officers or employees for official use. The credit card number on each statement must be
redacted prior to posting on the internet website. Each credit card statement must be posted not
later than the thirtieth day after the first date that any portion of the balance due as shown on
the statement is paid.

The Comptroller General must establish and maintain a website to contain the information
required by this section from a school district that does not maintain its own internet website.
The internet website must be organized so that the public can differentiate between the school
districts and search for the information they are seeking.

School districts that do not maintain an internet website must transmit all information
required by this provision to the Comptroller General in a manner and at a time determined by
the Comptroller General to be included on the internet website.

The Comptroller General shall distribute to the districts a methodology and resources for
compliance. If a district complies with the methodology, it shall be reimbursed for any
documented expenses incurred as a result of compliance. Reimbursement must be from the
budget of the Comptroller General.

The provisions contained herein do not amend, suspend, supersede, replace, revoke,
restrict, or otherwise affect Chapter 4, Title 30, the South Carolina Freedom of Information Act.

SFC: AMEND FURTHER to reinsert the requirement that savings generated from the
suspension of writing assessment and new textbook adoptions be allocated based on the “EFA

formula” rather than the “number of weighted pupil units.”
SEN: ADOPT proviso as amended.

1.40. (SDE: School Districts and Special Schools Flexibility) All school districts and
special schools of this State may transfer and expend funds among appropriated state general
fund revenues, Education Improvement Act funds, Education Lottery Act funds, and funds
received from the Children's Education Endowment Fund for school facilities and fixed
equipment assistance, to ensure the delivery of academic and arts instruction to students.
However, a school district may not transfer funds required for debt service or bonded
indebtedness. All school districts and special schools of this State may suspend professional
staffing ratios and expenditure regulations and guidelines at the sub-function and service area
level, except for four-year old programs.

In order for a school district to take advantage of the flexibility provisions, at least seventy
percent of the school district's per pupil expenditures must be utilized within the InS$ite
categories of instruction, instructional support, and non-instruction pupil services. No portion
of the seventy percent may be used for business services, debt service, capital outlay, program
management, and leadership services, as defined by In$ite. The school district shall report to
the Department of Education the actual percentage of its per pupil expenditures used for
classroom instruction, instructional support, and non-instruction pupil services for the current
school year ending June 30—204%. Salaries of on-site principals must be included in the
calculation of the district’s per pupil expenditures.

16



H3700 CONFERENCE COMMITTEE
SUMMARY OF PROVISO CHANGES FOR FY 2011-12
DIFFERENCES FOR DISCUSSION

“In$ite” means the financial analysis model for education programs utilized by the
Department of Education.

School districts are encouraged to reduce expenditures by means, including, but not limited
to, limiting the number of low enrollment courses, reducing travel for the staff and the school
district's board, reducing and limiting activities requiring dues and memberships, reducing
transportation costs for extracurricular and academic competitions, and expanding virtual
instruction.

School districts and special schools may carry forward unexpended funds from the prior
fiscal year into the current fiscal year.

Prior to implementing the flexibility authorized herein, school districts must provide to
public charter schools the per pupil allocation due to them for each categorical program.

Quarterly throughout the 2048-11 current fiscal year, the chairman of each school district's
board and the superintendent of each school district must certify where non-instructional or
non-essential programs have been suspended and the specific flexibility actions taken. The
certification must be in writing, signed by the chairman and the superintendent, delivered
electronically to the State Superintendent of Education, and an electronic copy forwarded to the
Chairman of the Senate Finance Committee, the Chairman of the Senate Education Committee,
the Chairman of the House Ways and Means Committee, and the Chairman of the House
Education and Public Works Committee. Additionally, the certification must be presented
publicly at a regularly called school board meeting, and the certification must be posted on the
internet website maintained by the school district.

For Fiseal-Year2010-11 the current fiscal year, Section 59-21-1030 is suspended. Writing
assessments in grades three, four, six, and seven, formative assessments for grades one, two,
and nine, the foreign language program assessment, financial literacy, and the physical
education assessment must be suspended. Textbook purchases beyond that required for
replacement of instructional material currently on the state adopted textbook list must may be
suspended. School districts and the Department of Education are granted permission to
purchase the most economical type of bus fuel.

For Fiseal-Year2010-11 the current fiscal year, savings generated from the suspension of
the writing assessments and the suspension of new textbooks adoptions enumerated above must
be allocated to school districts based on the Education Finance Act formula.

School districts must maintain a transaction register that includes a complete record of all
funds expended over one hundred dollars, from whatever source, for whatever purpose. The
register must be prominently posted on the district’s internet website and made available for
public viewing and downloading. The register must include for each expenditure:

(i) the transaction amount;

(ii) the name of the payee; and

(iii) a statement providing a detailed description of the expenditure.
The register must not include an entry for salary, wages, or other compensation paid to
individual employees. The register must not include any information that can be used to
identify an individual employee. The register must be accompanied by a complete explanation
of any codes or acronyms used to identify a payee or an expenditure. The register must be
searchable and updated at least once a month.

Each school district must also maintain on its internet website a copy of each monthly
statement for all of the credit cards maintained by the entity, including credit cards issued to its
officers or employees for official use. The credit card number on each statement must be
redacted prior to posting on the internet website. Each credit card statement must be posted not
later than the thirtieth day after the first date that any portion of the balance due as shown on
the statement is paid.

The Comptroller General must establish and maintain a website to contain the information
required by this section from a school district that does not maintain its own internet website.
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The internet website must be organized so that the public can differentiate between the school
districts and search for the information they are seeking.

School districts that do not maintain an internet website must transmit all information
required by this provision to the Comptroller General in a manner and at a time determined by
the Comptroller General to be included on the internet website.

The Comptroller General shall distribute to the districts a methodology and resources for
compliance. If a district complies with the methodology, it shall be reimbursed for any
documented expenses incurred as a result of compliance. Reimbursement must be from the
budget of the Comptroller General.

The provisions contained herein do not amend, suspend, supersede, replace, revoke,
restrict, or otherwise affect Chapter 4, Title 30, the South Carolina Freedom of Information Act.

AMEND (School District Furlough) Authorizes and provides guidelines for school districts to
institute an employee furlough program, not to exceed 10 days, for district-level and school-
level professional staff.

SFC: AMEND proviso to delete the restriction that school districts may only institute an
employee furlough if a school district’s state funds are less than those appropriated in the
preceding fiscal year or if the General Assembly or B&C Board implements a mid-year across
the board budget reduction. AMEND FURTHER to require each local school district to
prominently post on their website the most recent version of their school district’s policy
manual and administrative rule manual for public viewing and downloading.

SEN: ADOPT proviso as amended.

1.47. (SDE: School District Furlough) Hstatefundsappropriated-for-a-school-districtin

a a na aVala' A\ amn a na alaTal no a¥a a a m A\/Q
across-the-board—budgetreduction—schoel School districts may institute employee furlough
programs for district-level and school-level professional staff. Before any of these employees
may be furloughed, the chairman of the governing body of the school district must certify that
all fund flexibility provided by the General Assembly has been utilized by the district and that
the furlough is necessary to avoid a year-end deficit and a reduction in force. The certification
must include a detailed report by the superintendent of the specific action taken by the district
to avoid a year-end deficit. The certification and report must be in writing and delivered to the
State Superintendent of Education and a copy must be forwarded to the Chairman of the Senate
Finance Committee and the Chairman of the House Ways and Means Committee.

The local school district board of trustees may implement a furlough of personnel once
certification to the State Superintendent documents all funding flexibility has been exhausted
and continued year-end deficits exist. Local school boards of trustees shall have the authority
to authorize furloughs of these employees in the manner in which it sees fit. However,
instructional personnel may be furloughed for up to five non-instructional days if not prohibited
by an applicable employment contract with the district and provided district administrators are
furloughed for twice the number of days. District administrators may only be furloughed on
non-instructional days and may not be furloughed for a period exceeding ten days. District
administrators shall be defined by the Department of Education using the Professional Certified
Staff (PCS) System. For individuals not coded in PCS, the determination shall be made based
upon whether the individual performs the functions outlined in position codes identified by the
department as administration. Educators who would have received a year’s experience credit
had a furlough not been implemented, shall not have their experience credit negatively
impacted because of a furlough implementation.

During any furlough, affected employees shall be entitled to participate in the same benefits
as otherwise available to them except for receiving their salaries. As to those benefits that
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require employer and employee contributions, including, but not limited to, contributions to the
South Carolina Retirement System or the optional retirement program, the district will be
responsible for making both employer and employee contributions if coverage would otherwise
be interrupted; and as to those benefits which require only employee contributions, the
employee remains solely responsible for making those contributions. Placement of an
employee on furlough under this provision does not constitute a grievance or appeal under any
employee grievance procedure. The district may allocate the employee’s reduction in pay over
the balance of the fiscal year for payroll purposes regardless of the pay period within which the
furlough occurs.

Each local school district must prominently post on the district’s internet website and make
available for public viewing and downloading the most recent version of the school district’s
policy manual and administrative rule manual.

This proviso shall not abrogate the terms of any contract between any school district and its
employees.

AMEND FURTHER (Residential Treatment Facilities Student Enrollment and Funding)
Directs that children who are South Carolina residents and are in licensed treatment facilities
(RTFs) for children and adolescents as defined in Section 44-7-130 [STATE CERTIFICATION OF
NEED AND HEALTH FACILITY LICENSURE ACT DEFINITIONS] shall be entitled to receive educational
services from the school districts where the RTF is located (“facility school district”); that such
facility school district shall be responsible for providing appropriate educational programs and
services for these students, with and without disabilities; and provides guidelines and certain
program and funding requirements. Directs that a task force be convened to research and make
recommendations to the Superintendent of Education by December 1, 2010 on oversight of
educational programs provided to RTF students.

WMC: AMEND proviso to also authorize the RTF to provide parents/guardians with the
option to enroll their child in a virtual charter school authorized by the SC Public Charter
School District. Direct that if the parent/guardian chooses to enroll their child in a virtual
charter school the SC Public Charter School District shall assume the responsibility of the
facility school district. Require the RTF and parent/guardian to identify a learning coach prior
to enrolling the student in a virtual charter school. Require that the learning coach be identified
in collaboration with the SC Public Charter School District and that they be responsible for
monitoring and assisting the child’s learning experience. Encourage the facility school district,
when appropriate, to use course offerings provided by the Department of Education through its
South Carolina Virtual School Program. Delete the requirement that the state appropriate 100%
of the base student cost to provide for the education of the students referred or placed by the
State in an RTF. Direct that facility school districts are entitled to receive the base student cost
multiplied by the EFA pupil weighting for “Homebound pupils of 2.10.” Direct that the
reimbursement rate may not exceed $45 per student per day. Authorize the department to
withhold the equivalent amount of EFA funds and transfer those funds to the facility school
district if a resident school district fails to distribute the entitled funding to the facility school
district by the 135 day count. Direct that out-of-state students provided educational services by
a facility school district are not eligible for funding through the EFA. Delete the task force
provision. Fiscal Impact: OSB states that this amendment would have a $501,771 recurring
cost to the general fund. The estimate is derived by multiplying the number of RTFs in FY 10
(403) x increase weighting of 1.10 (2.10-1.00) x base student cost of $1,617 x 70% state funds.
HOU: ADOPT proviso as amended.

1.66. (SDE: Residential Treatment Facilities Student Enrollment and Funding) Each
South Carolina resident of lawful school age residing in licensed residential treatment facilities
(RTFs) for children and adolescents as defined under Section 44-7-130 of the 1976 Code,

19



H3700 CONFERENCE COMMITTEE
SUMMARY OF PROVISO CHANGES FOR FY 2011-12
DIFFERENCES FOR DISCUSSION

(“students™) shall be entitled to receive educational services from the school district in which
the RTF is located (“facility school district”) or the RTF may choose to provide to
parents/quardians of students residing in the RTF the option to enroll their child in a virtual
charter school authorized by the South Carolina Public Charter School District. Should the
parent/guardian choose to enroll their child in a virtual charter school, the South Carolina
Public Charter School District shall assume the responsibilities of the facility school district for
each child enrolled in a virtual charter school. Prior to the enrolling in a virtual charter
school, the RTF and the parent/guardian must identify a learning coach for each student
enrolled. The individual to serve as the learning coach will be identified in collaboration with
the South Carolina Public Charter School District. The learning coach shall be responsible for
monitoring and assisting in the child’s educational experience with the virtual charter school.
The responsibility for providing appropriate educational programs and services for these
students, both with and without disabilities, who are referred or placed by the State is vested in
the facility school districts.

A facility school district must provide the necessary educational programs and services
directly to the student at the RTF’s facility, provided that the RTF facility provides and
maintains comparable adequate space for the educational programs and services consistent with
all federal and state least restrictive environment requirements. Adequate space shall include
appropriate electrical support and Internet accessibility. Unless the parent or legal guardian of
the student seeks to continue the student’s enrollment in the resident school district under a
medical homebound instruction program and the district approves, if appropriate, then, under
these circumstances, the facility school district shall enroll the student and assume full legal and
financial responsibility for the educational services including enrolling the student, approving
the student's entry into a medical homebound instructional program, if appropriate, and
receiving and expending funds, unless the resident school district undertakes to carry out its
educational responsibilities for the student directly. When appropriate, the facility school
district is encouraged to utilize course offerings provided by the Department of Education
through its South Carolina Virtual School Program.

Alternatively, a facility school district may choose to provide the necessary educational
programs and services by contracting with the RTF provided that the RTF agrees to provide
educational services to the student at the RTF’s facility. Under these circumstances, the facility
school district must enroll the student and pay the RTF for the educational services provided. If
the facility school district determines the educational program being offered by the RTF does
not meet the educational standards outlines in the contract, the facility district shall be justified
in termlnatlng the contract

edaeatrerkenhe%mdem&mfe#edrepplaeed—muhe&at&manﬂﬂ; The faC|I|ty school dlstrlcts
are entitled to receive the base student cost multiplied by the appropriate Education Finance Act

pupil weighting for Homebound pupils of 2.10, as set forth in Section 59-20-40 of the 1976
Code and any eligible categorical and federal funds. These funds may be retained by the
facility school districts for the purpose of providing the educational programs and services
directly to students referred or placed by the State or the facility school districts may use these
funds to reimburse RTF’s for the educational programs and services provided directly by the
RTFs. A facility school district is entitled to reimbursement from a resident school district for
the difference between (1) the reasonable costs expended for the educational services provided
directly by the facility school district or the amount paid to the RTF and (2) the aggregate
amount of federal and state funding received by the facility school district for that student.
However, the reimbursement rate may not exceed $45 per student per day. Should the facility
school district be unable to reach agreement with the resident school district regarding
reasonable costs differences, the facility school district shall notify the Department of
Education’s Office of General Counsel. The Department of Education shall facilitate a
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resolution of the dispute between the facility school district and the resident school district. If
the issue of reasonable cost differences should remain unresolved, the case shall be referred to
the Administrative Law Court for a final decision. Should a resident school district fail to
distribute the entitled funding to the facility school district by the 135 day count, the
Department of Education is authorized to withhold the equivalent amount of EFA funds and
transfer those funds to the facility school district.

If a child from out of state is placed in a RTF by an out-of-state school district or agency,
the child’s home state remains responsible for the educational services. The facility school
district may choose to provide the educational program to the child and, upon choosing to do
so, shall contract with the appropriate entity for payment of educational serviced provided to
the child. Out-of-state students provided educational services by a facility school district shall
not be eligible for funding through the Education Finance Act.

If a child is placed in a RTF by the child’s parent or guardian, the facility school district
may choose to provide the educational program to the child, and upon doing so, must negotiate
with the resident school district for services through medical homebound procedures. A facility
school district is responsible for compliance with all child find requirements under Section 504
of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973 and IDEA.

All students enrolled in the facility school districts shall have access to the facility school
districts’ general education curriculum, which will be tied to the South Carolina academic
standards in the core content areas. All students with disabilities who are eligible for special
education and related services under the Individuals with IDEA, as amended, and the State
Board of Education (SBE) regulations, as amended, shall receive special education and related
services in the least restrictive environment by appropriately certified personnel. Students in an
RTF will at all times be eligible to receive the educational credits (e.g., Carnegie Units) earned
through their educational efforts.

With respect to students enrolled in the facility school districts, for accountability purposes,
the assessment and accountability measures for students residing in RTFs shall be attributed to
a specific school only if the child physically attends the school. The performance of students
residing in a RTF who receive their educational program on site at the RTF must be reflected
on a separate line on the facility school district’s report card and must not be included in the
overall performance ratings of the facility school district. The Department of Education shall
examine the feasibility of issuing report cards for RTFs. For the 2010-11 school year, a facility
school district shall not have the district’s state accreditation rating negatively impacted by
deficiencies related to the delivery of an educational program at a RTF.

RTFs shall notify the facility school district as soon as practical, and before admission to
the RTF if practical, of a student's admission to the RTF. RTFs, the facility school districts and
the Department of Education shall use their best efforts to secure and/or exchange information,
including documents and records necessary to provide appropriate educational services and/or
related services as necessary to assist the facility school district in determining the resident
school district. The Department of Education, in collaboration with state placing agencies,
RTFs, facility school districts, and resident school districts, shall implement a system to follow
the release of students from a RTF and re-enrollment in public, private, or special schools to
ensure these students, when appropriate, are not recorded as dropouts.
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SFC: AMEND FURTHER to delete portion pertaining to enrollment in a virtual charter
school.
SEN: ADOPT proviso as amended.

1.66. (SDE: Residential Treatment Facilities Student Enrollment and Funding) Each
South Carolina resident of lawful school age residing in licensed residential treatment facilities
(RTFs) for children and adolescents as defined under Section 44-7-130 of the 1976 Code,
(“students™) shall be entitled to receive educational services from the school district in which
the RTF is located (“facility school district”). The responsibility for providing appropriate
educational programs and services for these students, both with and without disabilities, who
are referred or placed by the State is vested in the facility school districts.

A facility school district must provide the necessary educational programs and services
directly to the student at the RTF’s facility, provided that the RTF facility provides and
maintains comparable adequate space for the educational programs and services consistent with
all federal and state least restrictive environment requirements. Adequate space shall include
appropriate electrical support and Internet accessibility. Unless the parent or legal guardian of
the student seeks to continue the student’s enrollment in the resident school district under a
medical homebound instruction program and the district approves, if appropriate, then, under
these circumstances, the facility school district shall enroll the student and assume full legal and
financial responsibility for the educational services including enrolling the student, approving
the student's entry into a medical homebound instructional program, if appropriate, and
receiving and expending funds, unless the resident school district undertakes to carry out its
educational responsibilities for the student directly. When appropriate, the facility school
district is encouraged to utilize course offerings provided by the Department of Education
through its South Carolina Virtual School Program.

Alternatively, a facility school district may choose to provide the necessary educational
programs and services by contracting with the RTF provided that the RTF agrees to provide
educational services to the student at the RTF’s facility. Under these circumstances, the facility
school district must enroll the student and pay the RTF for the educational services provided. If
the facility school district determines the educational program being offered by the RTF does
not meet the educational standards outlines in the contract, the facility district shall be justified
in termlnatlng the contract.

edaeaﬁe%ﬂkm%den%&refe#e@%&eed—by%he%tat&m% The faC|I|ty school dlstrlcts
are entitled to receive the base student cost multiplied by the appropriate Education Finance Act

pupil weighting for Homebound pupils of 2.10, as set forth in Section 59-20-40 of the 1976
Code and any eligible categorical and federal funds. These funds may be retained by the
facility school districts for the purpose of providing the educational programs and services
directly to students referred or placed by the State or the facility school districts may use these
funds to reimburse RTF’s for the educational programs and services provided directly by the
RTFs. A facility school district is entitled to reimbursement from a resident school district for
the difference between (1) the reasonable costs expended for the educational services provided
directly by the facility school district or the amount paid to the RTF and (2) the aggregate
amount of federal and state funding received by the facility school district for that student.
However, the reimbursement rate may not exceed $45 per student per day. Should the facility
school district be unable to reach agreement with the resident school district regarding
reasonable costs differences, the facility school district shall notify the Department of
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Education’s Office of General Counsel. The Department of Education shall facilitate a
resolution of the dispute between the facility school district and the resident school district. If
the issue of reasonable cost differences should remain unresolved, the case shall be referred to
the Administrative Law Court for a final decision. Should a resident school district fail to
distribute the entitled funding to the facility school district by the 135 day count, the
Department of Education is authorized to withhold the equivalent amount of EFA funds and
transfer those funds to the facility school district.

If a child from out of state is placed in a RTF by an out-of-state school district or agency,
the child’s home state remains responsible for the educational services. The facility school
district may choose to provide the educational program to the child and, upon choosing to do
so, shall contract with the appropriate entity for payment of educational serviced provided to
the child. Out-of-state students provided educational services by a facility school district shall
not be eligible for funding through the Education Finance Act.

If a child is placed in a RTF by the child’s parent or guardian, the facility school district
may choose to provide the educational program to the child, and upon doing so, must negotiate
with the resident school district for services through medical homebound procedures. A facility
school district is responsible for compliance with all child find requirements under Section 504
of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973 and IDEA.

All students enrolled in the facility school districts shall have access to the facility school
districts’ general education curriculum, which will be tied to the South Carolina academic
standards in the core content areas. All students with disabilities who are eligible for special
education and related services under the Individuals with IDEA, as amended, and the State
Board of Education (SBE) regulations, as amended, shall receive special education and related
services in the least restrictive environment by appropriately certified personnel. Students in an
RTF will at all times be eligible to receive the educational credits (e.g., Carnegie Units) earned
through their educational efforts.

With respect to students enrolled in the facility school districts, for accountability purposes,
the assessment and accountability measures for students residing in RTFs shall be attributed to
a specific school only if the child physically attends the school. The performance of students
residing in a RTF who receive their educational program on site at the RTF must be reflected
on a separate line on the facility school district’s report card and must not be included in the
overall performance ratings of the facility school district. The Department of Education shall
examine the feasibility of issuing report cards for RTFs. For the 2010-11 school year, a facility
school district shall not have the district’s state accreditation rating negatively impacted by
deficiencies related to the delivery of an educational program at a RTF.

RTFs shall notify the facility school district as soon as practical, and before admission to
the RTF if practical, of a student's admission to the RTF. RTFs, the facility school districts and
the Department of Education shall use their best efforts to secure and/or exchange information,
including documents and records necessary to provide appropriate educational services and/or
related services as necessary to assist the facility school district in determining the resident
school district. The Department of Education, in collaboration with state placing agencies,
RTFs, facility school districts, and resident school districts, shall implement a system to follow
the release of students from a RTF and re-enrollment in public, private, or special schools to
ensure these students, when appropriate, are not recorded as dropouts.
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REINSERT (Prohibit Use of ARRA for Administration) Prohibits the department and school
districts from using American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 funds for administrative
salary increases, bonuses, retirement incentives, or severance packages. Requires the
department provide a list of federal stimulus expenditures to the General Assembly.

WMC: DELETE proviso. All ARRA funds have been appropriated. Fiscal Impact: No
impact on the General Fund. Requested by Department of Education.

HOU: ADOPT deletion of proviso.

1.68. (SDE: Prohibit Use of ARRA for Administration)

TFhe-department—and-school

SFC: REINSERT proviso.
SEN: ADOPT original proviso.

1.68. (SDE: Prohibit Use of ARRA for Administration) The department and school
districts are prohibited from using funds received from the American Recovery and
Reinvestment Act of 2009 for state department or school district administrative salary
increases, bonuses, retirement incentives, or severance packages. The department shall provide
to the General Assembly a list of federal stimulus expenditures.

DELETE (Index of Taxpaying Ability) Suspends, for the current fiscal year, the provisions of
Section 59-20-20(3) [EDUCATION FINANCE ACT OF 1977; DEFINITIONS] for purposes calculating the
Index of Taxpaying Ability. Directs that for the current fiscal year, the index as calculated by
the Department of Revenue for 2009 shall apply.

SFC: DELETE proviso.

SEN: ADOPT deletion of proviso.

AMEND NEW PROVISO (Governor’s Schools Residency Requirement) WMC: ADD new
proviso to require a parent or guardian of a student attending either the Governor’s School for
Arts and Humanities or the Governor’s School for Science and Mathematics to legally reside in
South Carolina at the time the student applies to the school and while they attend the school.
Prohibit either Governor’s School from admitting students whose parent(s) or guardian(s) is not
a legal resident of this state. Fiscal Impact: No impact on the General Fund.

HOU: ADOPT new proviso.

1.83. (SDE: Governor’s Schools Residency Requirement) Any parent(s) or guardian(s) of
a_student attending either the Governor’s School for the Arts and the Humanities or the
Governor’s School for Science and Mathematics must prove that they are a legal resident of the
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state of South Carolina at the time of application and must remain so throughout time of
attendance. The Governor’s School for the Arts and the Humanities and Governor’s School for
Science and Mathematics may not admit students whose parent(s) or guardian(s)s are not legal
residents of South Carolina.

SFC: AMEND new proviso to specify “of the funds appropriated.”
SEN: ADOPT new proviso as amended.

1.83. (SDE: Governor’s Schools Residency Requirement) Of the funds appropriated, the
Governor’s School for the Arts and the Humanities and the Governor’s School for Science and
Mathematics are to ensure that a parent(s) or guardian(s) of a student attending either the
Governor’s School for the Arts and the Humanities or the Governor’s School for Science and
Mathematics must prove that they are a legal resident of the state of South Carolina at the time
of application and must remain so throughout time of attendance. The Governor’s School for
the Arts and the Humanities and Governor’s School for Science and Mathematics may not
admit students whose parent(s) or guardian(s)s are not legal residents of South Carolina.

DELETE NEW PROVISO (High School League Participation) WMC: ADD new proviso
to allow any South Carolina High School League decision that affects a student, team, or
program in a SC public school to be appealed to the State Superintendent of Education or his
designee; direct that the State Superintendent serves as the final appellate authority; and require
the school to adhere to the Superintendent’s decision. Fiscal Impact: No impact on the General
Fund.

HOU: ADOPT new proviso.

1.85. (SDE: High School League Participation) Any decision by the South Carolina High
School League that affects a student, team, or program in a South Carolina public school may
be appealed to the State Superintendent of Education or his designee. The State Superintendent
shall serve as the final appellate authority and said school must adhere to the decision
rendered.

SFC: DELETE new proviso.
SEN: ADOPT deletion of new proviso.

1.85. (SDE: High School League Participation) DELETED

DELETE NEW PROVISO (Deregulation) WMC: ADD new proviso to direct that for FY
11-12, the exemptions that apply to charter schools provided in Section 59-40-50 [EXEMPTION;
POWERS AND DUTIES; ADMISSION TO CHARTER scHooL] also apply to traditional public schools of
local public school districts. Direct that a traditional public school may employ noncertified
teachers in a ratio of up to 10% of its entire teacher staff and may not limit or deny admission
or show preference in admission decisions to any group of individuals, and must meet the
student attendance requirements as provided in Title 59.

HOU: AMEND new proviso to specify that teachers in core subject areas as defined by ESEA
must be highly qualified, which requires state certification. Sponsors: Reps. Allison and
Bingham.

1.86. (SDE: Deregulation) For Fiscal Year 2011-12, the exemption provisions provided
in Section 59-40-50 of the 1976 Code, that apply to charter schools shall also apply to
traditional public schools of the local public school districts of this State, except that a
traditional public school may employ noncertified teachers in a ratio of up to ten percent of its
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entire teacher staff, except that teachers in core subject areas as defined by ESEA must be
highly qualified, which requires state certification. A traditional public school may not limit or
deny admission or show preference in admission decisions to any group of individuals, and it
must meet the student attendance requirements as provided in Title 59 of the 1976 Code.

SFC: DELETE new proviso.
SEN: ADOPT deletion of new proviso.

1.86. (SDE: Derequlation) DELETED

AMEND NEW PROVISO (Transportation) WMC: ADD new proviso to direct that the
Senate Finance and House Ways and Means Committees, the Governor’s Office and the
department to work together to explore privatizing all or part of the state school bus
transportation system while ensuring all students are served and long term cost savings are
achieved.

HOU: ADOPT new proviso.

1.87. (SDE: Transportation) In Fiscal Year 2011-12 the Senate Finance Committee, the
House Ways and Means Committee, the Governor’s Office and the department will work
together to explore privatization of all or part of the state school bus transportation system
while ensuring that all students are served and there are long term cost savings.

SFC: AMEND new proviso to specify “from appropriated or authorized funds.”
SEN: ADOPT new proviso as amended.

1.87. (SDE: Transportation) In Fiscal Year 2011-12, and from appropriated or
authorized funds, the Department of Education, the Senate Finance Committee, the House
Ways and Means Committee, and the Governor’s Office will work together to explore
privatization of all or part of the state school bus transportation system while ensuring that all
students are served and there are long term cost savings.

DELETE NEW PROVISO (National Board Certification) WMC: ADD new proviso to
required that teachers who grade National Board Certification Exams must be National Board
Certified teachers.

HOU: ADOPT new proviso.

1.88. (SDE: National Board Certification) In the current fiscal year teachers retained to
grade National Board Certification Exams must themselves hold the certification.

SFC: DELETE new proviso.
SEN: ADOPT deletion of new proviso.

1.88. (SDE: National Board Certification) DELETED

AMEND NEW PROVISO FURTHER (South Carolina Public Charter School District
Funding) WMC: ADD new proviso to direct that S.C. Public Charter School District funds
must be allocated as follows: $1,700 per pupil for virtual charter schools and $3,250 per pupil
for brick and mortar charter schools. Authorize unexpended funds to be carried forward and
used for the same purpose. Fiscal Impact: OSB states that the department indicates this
amendment would have a recurring impact of $22.0 million on the General Fund.
Methodology: subtract FY 11 SCPSCSD EFA allocation of $24.6 million from additional
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allocations required by this provision of $10.7 million for brick and mortar schools and $35.9
million for virtual schools of SCPCSD ($46.6m - $24.6m).

HOU: ADOPT new proviso.

HOU2: AMEND FURTHER to specify that the funds shall be received per “weighted” pupil.
Sponsor: Rep. Cooper.

1.89. (SDE: South Carolina Public Charter School District Funding) The funds
appropriated in Part 1A, Section X - S.C. Public Charter School District must be allocated in
the following manner: Pupils enrolled in virtual charter schools sponsored by the South
Carolina Public Charter School District shall receive $1,700 per weighted pupil and pupils
enrolled in brick and mortar charter schools sponsored by the South Carolina Public Charter
School District shall receive $3,250 per weighted pupil. Any unexpended funds must be carried
forward from the prior fiscal year and expended for the same purpose.

SFC: AMEND new proviso to specify that the funds shall be received per “weighted” pupil
and limit the amount which must be carried forward to not more than 10% of the prior year
appropriation.

SEN: ADOPT new proviso as amended.

1.89. (SDE: South Carolina Public Charter School District Funding) The funds
appropriated in Part 1A, Section X - S.C. Public Charter School District must be allocated in
the following manner: Pupils enrolled in virtual charter schools sponsored by the South
Carolina Public Charter School District shall receive $1,700 per weighted pupil and pupils
enrolled in brick and mortar charter schools sponsored by the South Carolina Public Charter
School District shall receive $3,250 per weighted pupil. Any unexpended funds, not to exceed
10% of the prior year appropriation, must be carried forward from the prior fiscal year and
expended for the same purpose.

AMEND NEW PROVISO (Governor’s School Capacity) WMC: ADD new proviso to direct
the Governor’s Schools for Arts and Humanities and Science and Math to use their funds to
bring their respective schools up to full capacity and to report electronically by December 1% to
the Chairmen of the Senate Finance and House Ways and Means Committees on how the funds
have been used and how many additional students have been served.

HOU: ADOPT new proviso.

1.90. (SDE: Governor’s Schools Capacity) For Fiscal Year 2011-12, funds appropriated
to the Governor’s School for the Arts and Humanities and the Governor’s School for Science
and Mathematics must be used to bring the schools up to full capacity. Each school must report
electronically to the Chairman of the Senate Finance Committee and the Chairman of the
House Ways and Means Committee by December 1st how the funds have been utilized and how
many additional students have been served.

SFC: AMEND new proviso to direct that funds must be used to bring the schools up to full
capacity “to the extent possible.”
SEN: ADOPT new proviso as amended.

1.90. (SDE: Governor’s Schools Capacity) For Fiscal Year 2011-12, funds appropriated
to the Governor’s School for the Arts and Humanities and the Governor’s School for Science
and Mathematics must be used to bring the schools up to full capacity, to the extent possible.
Each school must report electronically to the Chairman of the Senate Finance Committee and
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the Chairman of the House Ways and Means Committee by December 1st how the funds have
been utilized and how many additional students have been served.

DELETE NEW PROVISO (District Employee Representation) WMC: ADD new proviso to
allow any school district employee who is paid on the state salary schedule to have
representation of their choice present and able to participate in any meeting, hearing or appeal
related to a formal grievance.
HOU: ADOPT new proviso.

1.93. (SDE: District Employee Representation) In the current fiscal year, any employee
of a school district paid on the state salary schedule may have representation of their choice
present and able to participate in any meeting, hearing or appeal related to a formal grievance.

SFC: DELETE new proviso.
SEN: ADOPT deletion of new proviso.

1.93. (SDE: District Employee Representation) DELETED

DELETE NEW PROVISO (Building Fund Flexibility) HOU: ADD new proviso to
authorize school districts to flex School Building Aid Program funds for FY 11-12. Sponsor:
Rep. Bingham.

1.95. /(SDE: Building Fund Flexibility) For Fiscal Year 2011-12, a school district may
flex funds appropriated pursuant to the School Building Aid Program.

SFC: ADOPT new proviso.
SEN: DELETE new proviso. Ruled Out of Order.

1.95. (SDE: Building Fund Flexibility) DELETED

DELETE NEW PROVISO (EEDA Allocation) HOU: ADD new proviso to direct that
EEDA funds be allocated to districts based on ADM unless they are otherwise allocated in this
act and direct the department to fund the Regional Education Centers prior to allocating these
funds. Sponsors: Reps. Bingham and Norman.

1.96. (SDE: EEDA Allocation) For Fiscal Year 2011-12, funds appropriated in Part IA,
Section 1, Program 1V Education and Economic Dev, if not otherwise allocated in this act,
shall be allocated to districts based on Average Daily Membership. Prior to this allocation the
department will fund the Regional Education Centers.

SFC: DELETE new proviso.
SEN: ADOPT deletion of new proviso.

1.96. (SDE: EEDA Allocation) DELETED

AMEND NEW PROVISO (Weighted Pupil Units Calculation) SFC: ADD new proviso to
direct the Department of Education to calculate and publish the number of weighted pupil units
per weighting category in each district based on the most recent 135 day ADM in each district
and the weights as recommended in most recent EOC funding model and suggested
modifications made during FY 10-11 and to make projections on how the revised weightings
impact school districts for FY 11-12. Require the department use the Index and Taxpaying
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Ability and projected base student cost as adopted by the General Assembly when making its
calculations. Direct the department to report its findings to the Chairmen of the Senate Finance
and House Ways and Means Committees by November 1, 2011.

SEN: AMEND new proviso to require the EOC rather than SDE be responsible for the
weighted pupil units calculations and reporting. Sponsor: Sen. Hayes.

1.97. (SDE: Weighted Pupil Units Calculation) Of the funds appropriated to the
Education Oversight Committee (EOC), the EOC shall calculate and publish the number of the
weighted pupil units per weighting category in each district based upon the most recent 135-
day average daily membership in each district and the weights as recommended in the most
recent funding model developed by the Education Oversight Committee and suggested
modifications made during Fiscal Year 2010-11 and make projections on how the revised
weightings impact school districts for Fiscal Year 2011-12. In making its calculations, the
EOC must use the Index of Taxpaying Ability and projected base student cost as adopted by the
General Assembly for the current fiscal year. The EOC must report its findings electronically
to the Chairman of the Senate Finance Committee and Chairman of the House Ways and
Means Committee by November 1 2011.

ADD (Education Foundation Supplement) SFC: ADD new proviso to direct that Education
Foundation Supplement funds are to be distributed to public schools which would recognize a
current year loss in State financial requirement of the foundation program by using an Index of
Taxpaying Ability which imputes the assessed value of owner occupied property as compared
to the prior fiscal year. Require these funds be distributed to school districts receiving a loss, in
an amount equal to the loss. Direct that the supplement does not require local financial
requirement.

SEN: ADOPT new proviso.

1.98. (SDE: Education Foundation Supplement) Funds appropriated in the Education
Foundation Supplement are to be distributed to public school districts which would in the
current fiscal year recognize a loss in State financial requirement of the foundation program by
utilizing an Index of Taxpaying Ability which imputes the assessed value of owner occupied
property compared to the State financial requirement of same Index of Taxpaying Ability as
utilized in the prior fiscal year. Funds in the Education Foundation Supplement must be
distributed to the school districts receiving a loss, in an amount equal to the amount of the loss.
This supplement shall not require a local financial requirement.

ADD (Impute Index Value) SFC: ADD new proviso to direct that for FY 2011-12, DOR in
calculating the index of taxpaying ability, shall impute an index value for owner occupied
residential property qualifying for the special 4% assessment ratio by adding the 2™ preceding
taxable year total school district reimbursements for Tier 1, 2 and 3(A) and not include the
supplement distribution. Direct DOR to not include sales ratio data in calculating the index.
Direct that the methodology for calculating the remaining classes of property remain the same.
SEN: ADOPT new proviso.

1.99. (SDE: Impute Index Value) For FY 2011-12 and for the purposes of calculating
the index of taxpaying ability the Department of Revenue shall impute an index value for
owner-occupied residential property gualifying for the special four percent assessment ratio by
adding the second preceding taxable year total school district reimbursements for Tier 1, 2,
and Tier 3(A) and not to include the supplement distribution. The Department of Revenue shall
not include sales ratio data in its calculation of the index of taxpaying ability. The
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methodology for the calculations for the remaining classes of property shall remain as required
pursuant to the EFA and other applicable provisions of law.

ADD (Common Core Initiative) SFC: ADD new proviso to prohibit the department, the
EOC, or the State Board of Education from expending funds in the current fiscal year to
participate in, implement, or promote the Common Core State Standards Initiative until the
department issues a report analyzing potential cost increases or cost savings for the initiative.
Direct that the report be submitted to the House Ways and Means and Senate Finance
Committees by January 6, 2012. Authorize the State Board of Education, the department, and
the EOC to adopt the Common Core State Standards Initiative after the committees have
accepted and approved the financial report.

SEN: ADOPT new proviso.

1.100. (SDE: Common Core Initiative) No funds shall be expended in the current fiscal
year by the Department of Education, the Education Oversight Committee, or the State Board
of Education to participate in, implement, or promote the Common Core State Standards
Initiative until the State Department of Education issues a report analyzing potential cost
increases or cost savings of the Common Core State Standards Initiative. The report must be
submitted to the House Ways and Means Committee and the Senate Finance Committee by
January 6, 2012. Subsequent to the acceptance and approval of the financial report by the
House Ways and Means Committee and the Senate Finance Committee, the State Board of
Education, the Department of Education, and the Education Oversight Committee may adopt
the Common Core State Standards Initiative.

ADD (EFA State Share) SEN: ADD new proviso to provide a supplement to a school district
that receives zero EFA state funding by an amount based on 70% of the least state EFA funded
school district.  Fiscal Impact: Beaufort School District currently receives $0 while
McCormick School District receives $837,555. 70% equates to $586,289. Sponsors: Sens.
Davis and Leatherman.

1.101. (SDE: EFA State Share) A school district that does not recognize a State share of
the EFA financial requirement shall be supplemented with an amount equal to seventy percent
of the school district with the least State financial requirement.

ADD (Health Education) SEN: ADD new proviso require each school district to ensure all
comprehensive and reproductive health education and family life education conducted within
the school district by employees or by a private entity use curriculum that complies with Title
59, Chapter 32 [COMPREHENSIVE HEALTH EDUCATION PROGRAM]. Allow any person to make a
signed and notarized complaint in writing to the chairman of the school district’s governing
board if they believe the district is not in compliance. Require the chairman to immediately
investigate any complaint received and to take corrective action if the complaint is found to be
true. Direct that if corrective action is not taken the district must have its base student cost
reduced by 1%. Sponsor: Sen. Grooms.

1.102. (SDE: Health Education) Each school district is required to ensure that all
comprehensive health education, reproductive health education, and family life education
conducted within the district, whether by school district employees or a private entity, must
utilize curriculum that complies with the provisions contained in Chapter 32, Title 59. Any
person may complain in a signed, notarized writing to the chairman of the governing board of
a school district that matter not in compliance with the requirements of Chapter 32, Title 59 is
being taught in the district. Upon receiving a notarized complaint, the chairman of the
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governing board must ensure that the complaint is immediately investigated and, if the
complaint is determined to be founded, that immediate action is taken to correct the violation.
If corrective action is not taken, then the district must have its base student cost reduced by one

percent.

ISECTION 1A - H63-DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION-EIA|

1A.10

1A.18

AMEND (CHE/Teacher Recruitment) Provides for distribution of Teacher Recruitment
Program funds and directs CHE to annually evaluate the effectiveness of the teacher
recruitment projects and report its findings and budget recommendations to the House and
Senate Education Committees, the State Board of Education and the EOC by Oct 1°.

SFC: AMEND proviso to direct that the current year administration reduction may be applied
proportionately between CERRA and SC State, and shall not be applied to Teaching Fellows
Scholarships.

SEN: ADOPT proviso as amended.

1A.10. (SDE-EIA: XI.F.2-CHE/Teacher Recruitment) Of the funds appropriated in Part
IA, Section 1, X1.F.2. for the Teacher Recruitment Program, the S.C. Commission on Higher
Education shall distribute a total of 92% to the Center for Educator Recruitment, Retention, and
Advancement (CERRA-South Carolina) for a state teacher recruitment program, of which 78%
must be used for the Teaching Fellows Program specifically to provide scholarships for future
teachers, and of which 22% must be used for other aspects of the state teacher recruitment
program, including the Teacher Cadet Program and $166,302 which must be used for specific
programs to recruit minority teachers: and shall distribute 8% to S.C. State University to be
used only for the operation of a minority teacher recruitment program and therefore shall not be
used for the operation of their established general education programs. The current year
administrative base reduction may be applied proportionately between CERRA and SC State
University while none of the reduction may be applied to Teaching Fellows Scholarships.
Working with districts with an absolute rating of At-Risk or Below Average, CERRA will
provide shared initiatives to recruit and retain teachers to schools in these districts. CERRA
will report annually by October 1 to the Education Oversight Committee and the Department of
Education on the success of the recruitment and retention efforts in these schools. The S.C.
Commission on Higher Education shall ensure that all funds are used to promote teacher
recruitment on a statewide basis, shall ensure the continued coordination of efforts among the
three teacher recruitment projects, shall review the use of funds and shall have prior program
and budget approval. The S.C. State University program, in consultation with the Commission
on Higher Education, shall extend beyond the geographic area it currently serves. Annually,
the Commission on Higher Education shall evaluate the effectiveness of each of the teacher
recruitment projects and shall report its findings and its program and budget recommendations
to the House and Senate Education Committees, the State Board of Education and the
Education Oversight Committee by October 1 annually, in a format agreed upon by the
Education Oversight Committee and the Department of Education.

DELETE (State of Emergency District) Authorizes funds to be used for retired educators
serving as teacher or principal specialists, principal leaders, or curriculum specialists on site in
state of emergency districts. Authorizes these retired educators to be hired as a principal
specialist for up to 4 years in a state of emergency district.

SEN: DELETE proviso. Ruled Out of Order.

1A.18. (SDE-EIA: XIl-State of Emergency District) Funds—may—beused—forretired
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AMEND FURTHER (Technical Assistance) Specifies allocation and expenditure of
technical assistance funds to schools with an absolute rating of below average or unsatisfactory.
HOU: AMEND proviso to delete the directive that the school renewal plan outline “how
technical assistance allocations will be utilized.” Delete the directive that the department
coordinate with and monitor services provided to schools by the School Improvement Council
Assistance and the Writing Improvement Network and the requirement that these entities
submit external evaluations to the EOC at least once every three years. Change the amount that
must be used for technical assistance from “up to $13,000,000” to “up to $6,000,000.”
Sponsor: Rep. Bingham.

HOU2: AMEND FURTHER to adopt portion of Senate version allowing $750,000 of this
amount to be used for after-school or summer enrichment programs focused on dropout
prevention for at-risk students. Sponsor: Rep. Cooper.

1A.20. (SDE-EIA: Technical Assistance) In order to best meet the needs of
underperforming schools, funds appropriated for technical assistance to schools with an
absolute rating of below average or at-risk on the most recent annual school report card must be
allocated according to the severity of not meeting report card criteria.

Schools receiving an absolute rating of below average or at-risk must develop and submit
to the Department of Education a school renewal plan outlining hew—technicalassistance
aHocations-will-be-utitized-and goals for improvements will-be-obtained. Each Of the technical
assistance funds allocated to below average or at-risk schools each allocation must address
specific strategies designed to increase student achievement and must include measures to
evaluate success. The school renewal plan may include expenditures for recruitment incentives
for faculty and staff, performance incentives for faculty and staff, assistance with curriculum
and test score analysis, professional development activities based on curriculum and test score
analysis that may include daily stipends if delivered on days outside of required contract days.
School expenditures of technical assistance shall be monitored by the Department of
Education.

With the funds appropriated to the Department of Education for technical assistance
services, the department will assist schools with an absolute rating of below average or at-risk
in designing and implementing technical assistance school renewal plans and in brokering for
technical assistance personnel as needed and as stipulated in the plan. In addition, the
department must monitor student academic achievement and the expenditure of technical
assistance funds in schools receiving these funds and report their findings to the General
Assembly and the Education Oversight Committee by January first of each fiscal year as the
General Assembly may direct. If the Education Oversight Committee or the department
requests information from schools or school districts regarding the expenditure of technical
assistance funds pursuant to evaluations, the school or school district must provide the
evaluation information necessary to determine effective use. If the school or school district
does not provide the evaluation information necessary to determine effective use, the principal
of the school or the district superintendent may be subject to receiving a public reprimand by
the State Board of Education if it is determined that those individuals are responsible for the
failure to provide the requwed mformatlon
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No more than five percent of the total amount appropriated for technical assistance services
to schools with an absolute rating of below average or at-risk may be retained and expended by
the department for implementation and delivery of technical assistance services. Using
previous report card data, the department shall identify priority schools. Up to $13.,000,000
$6,000,000 of the total funds appropriated for technical assistance shall be used by the
department to work with those schools identified as priority schools. Of this amount, $750,000
may be used for after-school or summer enrichment programs focused on dropout prevention
for at-risk students.

The department will create a system of levels of technical assistance for schools that will
receive technical assistance funds. The levels will be determined by the severity of not meeting
report card criteria. The levels of technical assistance may include a per student allocation,
placement of a principal mentor, replacement of the principal, and/or reconstitution of a school.

Reconstitution means the redesign or reorganization of the school, which includes the
declaration that all positions in the school are considered vacant. Certified staff currently
employed in priority schools must undergo a formal evaluation in the spring following the
school’s identification as a priority school and must meet determined goals to be rehired and
continue their employment at that school. Student achievement will be considered as a
significant factor when determining whether to rehire existing staff. Educators who were
employed at a school that is being reconstituted prior to the effective date of this proviso and to
whom the employment and dismissal laws apply will not lose their rights in the reconstitution.
If they are not rehired or are not assigned to another school in the school district they have the
opportunity for a hearing. However, employment and dismissal laws shall not apply to
educators who are employed in the district and assigned to the priority schools after the
effective date of this proviso, in the event of a reconstitution of the school in which the educator
is employed. Those rights are only suspended in the event of a reconstitution of the entire
school staff. Additionally, the rights and requirements of the employment and dismissal laws
do not apply to educators who are currently on an induction or annual contract, that
subsequently are offered continuing contract status after the effective date of this proviso, and
are employed at a school that is subject to reconstitution under this proviso.

The reconstitution of a school could take place if the school has been identified as a priority
school that has failed to improve satisfactorily. The decision to reconstitute a school shall be
made by the State Superintendent of Education in consultation with the principal and/or
principal mentor, the school board of trustees, and the district superintendent. The decision to
reconstitute a school shall be made by April 1, at which time notice shall be given to all
employees of the school. The department, in consultation with the principal and district
superintendent, shall develop a staffing plan, recruitment and performance bonuses, and a
budget for each reconstituted school.

Upon approval of the school renewal plans by the department and the State Board of
Education, a newly identified school or a currently identified school with an absolute rating of
below average or at-risk on the report card will receive a base amount and a per pupil allocation
based on the previous year’s average daily membership as determined by the annual budget
appropriation. No more than fifteen percent of funds not expended in the prior fiscal year may
be carried forward and expended in the current fiscal year for strategies outlined in the school’s
renewal plan. Schools must use technical assistance funds to augment or increase, not to
replace or supplant local or state revenues that would have been used if the technical assistance
funds had not been available. Schools must use technical assistance funds only to supplement,
and to the extent practical, increase the level of funds available from other revenue sources.

SFC: AMEND FURTHER to reinsert “$13,000,000.” Direct that $750,000 of this amount
may be used for after-school or summer enrichment programs focused on dropout prevention
for at-risk students.
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SEN: ADOPT proviso as amended.

1A.20. (SDE-EIA: Technical Assistance) In order to best meet the needs of
underperforming schools, funds appropriated for technical assistance to schools with an
absolute rating of below average or at-risk on the most recent annual school report card must be
allocated according to the severity of not meeting report card criteria.

Schools receiving an absolute rating of below average or at-risk must develop and submit
to the Department of Education a school renewal plan outlining hew-technical-assistance
aHocations-will-be-utitized-and goals for improvements will-be-obtained. Each Of the technical
assistance funds allocated to below average or at-risk schools each allocation must address
specific strategies designed to increase student achievement and must include measures to
evaluate success. The school renewal plan may include expenditures for recruitment incentives
for faculty and staff, performance incentives for faculty and staff, assistance with curriculum
and test score analysis, professional development activities based on curriculum and test score
analysis that may include daily stipends if delivered on days outside of required contract days.
School expenditures of technical assistance shall be monitored by the Department of
Education.

With the funds appropriated to the Department of Education for technical assistance
services, the department will assist schools with an absolute rating of below average or at-risk
in designing and implementing technical assistance school renewal plans and in brokering for
technical assistance personnel as needed and as stipulated in the plan. In addition, the
department must monitor student academic achievement and the expenditure of technical
assistance funds in schools receiving these funds and report their findings to the General
Assembly and the Education Oversight Committee by January first of each fiscal year as the
General Assembly may direct. If the Education Oversight Committee or the department
requests information from schools or school districts regarding the expenditure of technical
assistance funds pursuant to evaluations, the school or school district must provide the
evaluation information necessary to determine effective use. If the school or school district
does not provide the evaluation information necessary to determine effective use, the principal
of the school or the district superintendent may be subject to receiving a public reprimand by
the State Board of Education if it is determined that those individuals are responsible for the
failure to prowde the requwed mformatlon

No more than five percent of the total amount approprlated for technlcal aSS|stance services
to schools with an absolute rating of below average or at-risk may be retained and expended by
the department for implementation and delivery of technical assistance services. Using
previous report card data, the department shall identify priority schools. Up to $13,000,000 of
the total funds appropriated for technical assistance shall be used by the department to work
with those schools identified as priority schools. Of this amount, $750,000 may be used for
after-school or summer enrichment programs focused on dropout prevention for at-risk
students.

The department will create a system of levels of technical assistance for schools that will
receive technical assistance funds. The levels will be determined by the severity of not meeting
report card criteria. The levels of technical assistance may include a per student allocation,
placement of a principal mentor, replacement of the principal, and/or reconstitution of a school.

Reconstitution means the redesign or reorganization of the school, which includes the
declaration that all positions in the school are considered vacant. Certified staff currently

34



1A.22

H3700 CONFERENCE COMMITTEE
SUMMARY OF PROVISO CHANGES FOR FY 2011-12
DIFFERENCES FOR DISCUSSION

employed in priority schools must undergo a formal evaluation in the spring following the
school’s identification as a priority school and must meet determined goals to be rehired and
continue their employment at that school. Student achievement will be considered as a
significant factor when determining whether to rehire existing staff. Educators who were
employed at a school that is being reconstituted prior to the effective date of this proviso and to
whom the employment and dismissal laws apply will not lose their rights in the reconstitution.
If they are not rehired or are not assigned to another school in the school district they have the
opportunity for a hearing. However, employment and dismissal laws shall not apply to
educators who are employed in the district and assigned to the priority schools after the
effective date of this proviso, in the event of a reconstitution of the school in which the educator
is employed. Those rights are only suspended in the event of a reconstitution of the entire
school staff. Additionally, the rights and requirements of the employment and dismissal laws
do not apply to educators who are currently on an induction or annual contract, that
subsequently are offered continuing contract status after the effective date of this proviso, and
are employed at a school that is subject to reconstitution under this proviso.

The reconstitution of a school could take place if the school has been identified as a priority
school that has failed to improve satisfactorily. The decision to reconstitute a school shall be
made by the State Superintendent of Education in consultation with the principal and/or
principal mentor, the school board of trustees, and the district superintendent. The decision to
reconstitute a school shall be made by April 1, at which time notice shall be given to all
employees of the school. The department, in consultation with the principal and district
superintendent, shall develop a staffing plan, recruitment and performance bonuses, and a
budget for each reconstituted school.

Upon approval of the school renewal plans by the department and the State Board of
Education, a newly identified school or a currently identified school with an absolute rating of
below average or at-risk on the report card will receive a base amount and a per pupil allocation
based on the previous year’s average daily membership as determined by the annual budget
appropriation. No more than fifteen percent of funds not expended in the prior fiscal year may
be carried forward and expended in the current fiscal year for strategies outlined in the school’s
renewal plan. Schools must use technical assistance funds to augment or increase, not to
replace or supplant local or state revenues that would have been used if the technical assistance
funds had not been available. Schools must use technical assistance funds only to supplement,
and to the extent practical, increase the level of funds available from other revenue sources.

AMEND FURTHER (School Districts and Special Schools Flexibility) Provides guidelines
and requirements for school districts and special schools to have the ability to transfer and
expend funds among general fund revenues, EIA funds, Lottery funds, and Children’s
Education Endowment Fund for school facilities and fixed equipment assistance to ensure the
delivery of academic and arts instruction. Prohibits school districts from transferring debt
service or bonded indebtedness funds. Authorizes school districts and the department to
purchase the most economical type of bus fuel.

WMC: AMEND proviso to change references to “Fiscal Year 2010-11” to “current fiscal
year.” Delete the requirement that savings generated from suspension of the writing assessment
and new textbooks adoptions be allocated to school districts based on the EFA formula and
instead direct that they be allocated based on the number of weighted pupil units in each
district. Change in methodology for distributing funds generated from the savings from
suspended programs ensures that all districts receive funds generated from the savings. Fiscal
Impact: No impact on the General Fund. Requested by Department of Education. EIA
Companion to 1.40.

HOU: ADOPT proviso as amended.
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HOU2: AMEND FURTHER to specify that a school district may not transfer funds “allocated
specifically for state level maintenance of effort requirements under IDEA” required for debt
service or bonded indebtedness. Sponsor: Rep. Cooper.

1A.22. (SDE-EIA: School Districts and Special Schools Flexibility) All school districts
and special schools of this State may transfer and expend funds among appropriated state
general fund revenues, Education Improvement Act funds, Education Lottery Act funds, and
funds received from the Children's Education Endowment Fund for school facilities and fixed
equipment assistance, to ensure the delivery of academic and arts instruction to students.
However, a school district may not transfer funds allocated specifically for state level
maintenance of effort requirements under IDEA, required for debt service or bonded
indebtedness. All school districts and special schools of this State may suspend professional
staffing ratios and expenditure regulations and guidelines at the sub-function and service area
level, except for four-year old programs.

In order for a school district to take advantage of the flexibility provisions, at least seventy
percent of the school district's per pupil expenditures must be utilized within the InS$ite
categories of instruction, instructional support, and non-instruction pupil services. No portion
of the seventy percent may be used for business services, debt service, capital outlay, program
management, and leadership services, as defined by In$ite. The school district shall report to
the Department of Education the actual percentage of its per pupil expenditures used for
classroom instruction, instructional support, and non-instruction pupil services for the current
school year ending June 30—204%. Salaries of on-site principals must be included in the
calculation of the district’s per pupil expenditures.

“In$ite” means the financial analysis model for education programs utilized by the
Department of Education.

School districts are encouraged to reduce expenditures by means, including, but not limited
to, limiting the number of low enrollment courses, reducing travel for the staff and the school
district's board, reducing and limiting activities requiring dues and memberships, reducing
transportation costs for extracurricular and academic competitions, and expanding virtual
instruction.

School districts and special schools may carry forward unexpended funds from the prior
fiscal year into the current fiscal year.

Prior to implementing the flexibility authorized herein, school districts must provide to
public charter schools the per pupil allocation due to them for each categorical program.

Quarterly throughout the 2040-11 current fiscal year, the chairman of each school district's
board and the superintendent of each school district must certify where non-instructional or
non-essential programs have been suspended and the specific flexibility actions taken. The
certification must be in writing, signed by the chairman and the superintendent, delivered
electronically to the State Superintendent of Education, and an electronic copy forwarded to the
Chairman of the Senate Finance Committee, the Chairman of the Senate Education Committee,
the Chairman of the House Ways and Means Committee, and the Chairman of the House
Education and Public Works Committee. Additionally, the certification must be presented
publicly at a regularly called school board meeting, and the certification must be posted on the
internet website maintained by the school district.

For Fiscal-Year2010-11 the current fiscal year, Section 59-21-1030 is suspended. Writing
assessments in grades three, four, six, and seven, formative assessments for grades one, two,
and nine, the foreign language program assessment, financial literacy, and the physical
education assessment must be suspended. Textbook purchases beyond that required for
replacement of instructional material currently on the state adopted textbook list must may be
suspended. School districts and the Department of Education are granted permission to
purchase the most economical type of bus fuel.
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For Fiseal-Year2010-11 the current fiscal year, savings generated from the suspension of
the writing assessments and the suspension of new textbooks adoptions enumerated above must
be allocated to school districts based on the Education Finance Act formula.

School districts must maintain a transaction register that includes a complete record of all
funds expended over one hundred dollars, from whatever source, for whatever purpose. The
register must be prominently posted on the district’s internet website and made available for
public viewing and downloading. The register must include for each expenditure:

(i) the transaction amount;

(if) the name of the payee; and

(iii) a statement providing a detailed description of the expenditure.
The register must not include an entry for salary, wages, or other compensation paid to
individual employees. The register must not include any information that can be used to
identify an individual employee. The register must be accompanied by a complete explanation
of any codes or acronyms used to identify a payee or an expenditure. The register must be
searchable and updated at least once a month.

Each school district must also maintain on its internet website a copy of each monthly
statement for all of the credit cards maintained by the entity, including credit cards issued to its
officers or employees for official use. The credit card number on each statement must be
redacted prior to posting on the internet website. Each credit card statement must be posted not
later than the thirtieth day after the first date that any portion of the balance due as shown on
the statement is paid.

The Comptroller General must establish and maintain a website to contain the information
required by this section from a school district that does not maintain its own internet website.
The internet website must be organized so that the public can