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Summary

This auditis our sixth fiscal accountability audit of the Department of Education. This
time we demonstrated the kinds of information that can be generated by a tool like
In§ite — The Financial Analysis Model for Education™. Such information could
assist in making decision about the public school system. We applied In§ite™ to the
educational expenditures for FY1998-99 to determine per pupil spending, school-by-
school spending, and spending by such functions as instruction and instructional
support. We also assessed the department’s expenditure reports that are required by
Section 302A-1004, HRS.

In§ite™ is a computer software program designed to report educational expenditures
by location, function, and program. Inputting data obtained from the department into
In§ite™, we generated a number of reports and analyzed the potential for these reports
to provide essential information to facilitate decision making about the public school
system. We found that /n8ite™ reports can provide useful information for:

* Trend analyses: Identification of spending patterns may show changes in
priorities over time. For example, over a four-year period, special education
per pupil costs increased by 28.8 percent while general education costs
increased by slightly more than a total of 5 percent.

*  Deviation analyses: Identification and determination of why spending may
vary from specified norms, averages, or standards. For example, schools
that have significant variation from average school expenditures can be
identified to permit more in-depth analyses of causes for those departures
from the norm.

*  Comparison analyses: Spending patterns can be compared to determine the
reason for cost variations among schools. In our sample, we found that
expenditure differences between two similar schools could be attributed to
the differences in the number of special education students enrolled in one
of the schools.

*  Cost/outcome analyses: Reviewing costs compared to educational outcomes
can be helpful to assess program effectiveness. In our example, we found
that in FY'1998-99 a school complex in compliance with the requirements of
the Felix consent decree spent as much as $1,550 per pupil less that the
statewide average while another complex that was not in compliance spent
$770 more per pupil than the statewide average.

We determined that the State spent $6,998 per pupil in FY1998-99. These costs
mncluded moneys spent not only by the Department of Education but other departments
as well. We calculated, for each public school, the per pupil costs for face-to-face

teaching and other functions. These school-by-school reports are contained in Appendixes
Cand D,
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We also examined the extent to which the Department of Education met the fiscal
accountability reporting requirements specified in Section 302A-1004, HRS. While the
department met the requirements, we found that the department’s reports were not as
useful and detailed as those produced by In$ite™. The department’s reports only
allowed for limited comparative analysis. Moreover, the department’s procedure for
providing expenditure information needs improvement.

Finally, we found that provisions of Section 302A-1004, HRS, do not meet thereporting
requirements intended in Act 199, Session Laws of Hawaii 1999. As a rosult,
meaningful comparison of expenditures by schools, programs and functions is not
possible.

Recommendations
and Response

We recommended that the Board of Education require the Department of Education to
provide reports of greater detail similar to those produced by InSite — The Financial
Analysis Model for Education™. We also recommended that the Legislature expand
the reporting requirements under Section 302A-1004(b), HRS, to include meaningful
comparisons of expenditures. The reporting requirements should include, at aminimum,
program expenditure and per pupil costs by location, function, sub-function, and
program.

The department responded that it appreciates our findings on its reports and compliance
with Section 302A-1004, HRS. This, however, was simply our observation not our
findings. Wereiterate that our finding is that the department’s expenditure reports were
not as useful and detailed as those available in In$ite™.

The department also responded that it agrees with our perspective on analyzing fiscal
data and will provide reports of greater detail similar to those produced by In$ite™ to
the Legislature and the Board of Education. We emphasize here that this is a major shift
by the department in finally acknowledging that our information is more useful.

While acknowledging that the analysis of selected expenditures might stimulate useful
dialogue on educational policy, programs, and practices, the department was concerned
that overly simplistic answers may result. However, our analyses are intended to
demonstrate how programs such as In$ite™ can provide the information needed to
conduct more detailed examinations.

Finally, the department contends that our office is advocating the use of In$ite™ and
implied that the program is outdated. /n§ite™, similar to other types of software
programs, has been upgraded since its 1995 introduction. We also reiterate and
emphasize that while we found that the /n8ife™ program can provide very useful
information for decisionmakers, we recommend that a program similar to [n$ife™ be
used by the department,

Marion M. Higa Office of the Auditor
State Auditor 465 South King Street, Room 500
State of Hawaii Honolulu, Hawaii 96813

{808) 587-0800
FAX {808) 687-0830
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Foreword

This fiscal accountability audit of the Department of Education was
conducted pursuant to Section 23-4, Hawaii Revised Statutes, which
requires the State Auditor to conduct postaudits of the transactions,
accounts, programs, and performance of all departments, offices, and
agencies of the State and its political subdivisions.

We wish to express our appreciation for the cooperation and assistance
extended to us by the staff of the Department of Education and by other
state agencies during the course of this audit.

Marion M. Higa
State Auditor



Table of Contents

Chapter 1  Introduction
Background ..............cocoooiiiiiiii e, 1
Dbjectives of the Avdit oo i 5
Scope and Methodology ....................occooieiiiiiiiiiii 5
Chapter 2 Informational Tools Can Help
Decisionmakers Assess the Public Education
System
summary of FIndips ....couwmmsmmwemonssn s 7
Infite™ Reports Can Be Used To Provide
Decisionmakers with Useful Information.................... 8
The Department’s School-by-School Expenditure
Reporting Needs Improvement .................c....o........ 19
Section 302A-1004(b), HRS, Needs To Be Amended .. 22
ConCIUSIONS ....ovveeeiceieeeee e 22
Recommendabions.......mmmammmmpnssisssso 23
Responses of the Affected Agencies ... 77

List of Appendixes

Appendix A
Appendix B

Appendix C
Appendix D

Ingite™ Functions, Sub-Functions, and Detailed

FUNCHONS ... 25
In$ite™ Definition of Functions, Sub-Functions, and

Detailed Functions ...............ccooovoeieeeeeaeoeeeeeeecie 29
FY1998-99 Expenditures ...............ocooeeiiiiviieeeni, 33
Expenditure by Panetion ...z 37

List of Exhibits

Exhibit 2.1

Exhibit 2.2

Exhibit 2.3

Total Educational Expenditures FY1995-96 to
FY1998-99 by Function .............ccooovviviiiiieciine, 9
Educational Expenditures, State Government
Expenditures, and the Consumer Price Index,
FY1995-96 to FY1998-99 .........ooiiieiiiei, 10
Per Pupil and Percent of Costs by Function
(FY1995-96 to FY1998-99) ..........cccooiviiiiiiinnn, 10



Vi

Exhibit 2.4

Exhibit 2.5

Exhibit 2.6

Exhibit 2.7

Exhibit 2.8

Exhibit 2.9

Exhibit 2.10

Exhibit 2.11

Exhibit 2.12

Exhibit 2.13

Increased Costs in Special Education and General

Education Since FY1995-96 ..........occoooeeeii, 11
Enrollment and Food Services in Kapolei Elementary

School, FY1995-96 and FY1998-99 ........................ 12
“Low-cost” and “High-cost” Elementary Schools,

FY1995-96 and FY1998-99 ..o, 14

Instructional Costs as a Proportion of Total School
Costs: Selected Elementary Schools in FY1995-96

A FYTIOB0Y o vovsmmssinimmemses s 15
Comparison of Expenditures in Hawaii and Other
School DiSLIICES ..o 16

Per Pupil Expenditures at Kaimuki High School and
Roosevelt High School, FY1995-96 through

EXTO08E0D o s e e sssnsns 17
A Comparison of Special Education Per Pupil Costs

I TWECOMPIERES puelionn s smmsssrmas 18
A Portion of the Department of Education’s Act 199

Expenditure Report by Functions ............................ 19

Department of Education’s Act 199 Expenditure
Report of Direct Instruction Costs at Four Selected

High Schools (FY1998-99) .........cccceovvvvinarnen 20
A Portion of the Department of Education’s Act 199
Expenditure Report by Categories ...............c.co...... 21



Chapter 1: Introduction

m

The Department of
Education is required to
report its expenditures

The Department of
Education publishes
several expenditure
reports

Act 272, Session Laws of Hawaii (SLH) 1994, directed the State Auditor
to report the Department of Education’s expenditures to the Legislature
pursuant to Section 302A-1004, HRS. In response to this mandate, we
published a series of fiscal accountability reports. However, an effect of
this requirement was that it absolved the Department of Education of the
responsibility of reporting expenditure information to the Legislature. In
fact, the department declined to do so on the basis of Act 272.

Consequently, in 1999, the Legislature enacted Act 199 to amend

Section 302A-1004, returning expenditure reporting back to the
Department of Education. The act required the department to provide
expenditure reports for accountability and school-based decisionmaking.
The school-by-school expenditure reports are to include but not be limited
to the following educational functions and sub-functions:

1. Instruction, including face-to-face teaching, and classroom materials;
2. Instructional support, including pupil, teacher, and program support;

3. Operations, including non-instructional pupil services, facilities, and
business services;

4. Other commitments, including contingencies, capital improvement
projects, out-of-district obligations, and legal obligations; and

5. Leadership, including school management, program and operations
management, and district management.

The Department of Education publishes a variety of expenditure reports,
one of which meets the reporting requirements established in

Section 302A-1004, HRS. The annual expenditure report to the
Legislature for FY1998-99 lists expenditures by school, function, and
sub-function. This report is also available on the department’s website.
The department also publishes a school-by-school expenditure report on
its website that lists school expenditures in four broad categories: salaried
employees, hourly employees, supplies, and equipment. Additional
information is found in the department’s annual financial reports. These
reports provide information about appropriated funds, department
expenditures, expenditures from all sources, per pupil costs, and average
daily enrollment, as well as other information.

Despite the variety of the department’s information sources, legislators

are still concerned that these reports do not adequately inform
decisionmakers, administrators, and the public about education spending.
Additionally, legislators are interested in examining alternative methods of
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Our prior audits
reviewed relevant
issues

Ins$ite — The Finance
Analysis NModel for
Education™

evaluating education programs and expenditures. Thus, the State Auditor
initiated this audit to assess alternative means of tracking and reporting
school expenditures.

The State Auditor conducted five annual fiscal accountability audits of the
Department of Education in accordance with Section 302A-1004, HRS.
We found that the department could not provide reliable reports on its
operational spending. The department failed to comply with the
fundamental fiscal accountability standard of reporting accurate
expenditure information.

Two of our reports since 1994 evaluated methods of reporting educational
expenditures on a school-by-school basis. In 1994, in our Report

No. 94-6, The Feasibility of Applying the Micro-Financial Analysis
Model to Expenditures for Public Education in Hawaii: What Reaches
the Classrooms?, we demonstrated that it was possible to track Hawaii’s
public school expenditures on a state, district, and school-by-school basis
as well as to categorize expenditures by certain administrative and
instructional functions. The Micro-Financial Analysis or “Cascade”
model was developed by Dr. Bruce Cooper, Fordham University School
of Education, and is the precursor to the /n$ite™ financial reporting
software program.

Four years later, we assessed InSite — The Financial Analysis Model for
FEducation™ as a tool for providing reports on the Department of
Education’s expenditures. In Report No. 98-5, Fiscal Accountability
Audit of the Department of Education: The Public and the Schools Need
to Know the True Costs of Education, we recommended that the
department use In$ite™ to produce expenditure reports. In response to
our audit, however, the department questioned the usefulness and
necessity of the information produced by such reports.

The In$ite™ software program reviews and reports budgets and actual
expenditures. It presents information in a format that can answer
financial questions most commonly asked of superintendents, school
boards, and administrators. These questions include:

*  How much is spent to run a school system;

*  How much is distributed to each school in the system;

*  How much is directed to classroom instruction;

*  How much is used for pupil, teacher, and program support; and
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Objectives of the
Audit

Scope and
Methodology

good information, communities, school boards, lawmakers, and
administrators cannot have an informed dialogue about educational
priorities.

With the assistance of Dr. Bruce Cooper, /n$ite™ was jointly developed
by the accounting firm of Coopers and Lybrand and the Center for
Workforce Preparation. Subsequently, /n$ite™ was acquired and is
currently owned by Fox River Learning Center, Inc. As of March 2000,
Infite™ is reportedly used nationally in 480 school districts.

1. Assess the feasibility of using In$ite — The Financial Analysis Model
Jor Education ™ as an informational tool to assist in making
decisions about the public school system.

2. Assess the Department of Education’s FY1998-99 expenditure
reports required by Section 302A-1004, HRS.

3. Make recommendations as appropriate.

We obtained the Department of Education’s expenditure files from fiscal
years 1995-96 through 1998-99 and classified those expenditures using
InSite™. We also evaluated the Department of Education’s FY 1998-99
expenditure report for compliance with Section 302A-1004, HRS.
Additionally, school expenditure information generated by In$ite™
reports for FY1998-99 were also included in the audit report. (See
Appendixes C and D.)

We also acquired education related expenditure information from other
departments, such as the Departments of Health, Attorney General,
Accounting and General Services, Human Services, and Budget and
Finance. These departments are appropriated funds for educational
support, including student transportation, and repair and maintenance of
school facilities. Using /nite™, we added these costs to the Department
of Education’s expenditures to assemble a comprehensive expenditure
report on statewide lower educational costs for each fiscal year.

We reviewed and updated the methodology we developed in 1998 to
classify the department’s FY1995-96 expenditures. This methodology is
described in our Report No. 98-5, Fiscal Accountability Audit of the
Department of Education: The Public and the Schools Need to Know the
True Costs of Education.
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Using In$ite™, we assigned an appropriate function, program, and salary
type for each expenditure based on the expenditure’s program
identification code, major object code, and location. Our assignment is
not precise since some of the program identification and major object
codes can apply to multiple functions and programs. We documented and
provided this classification scheme to the Department of Education for
comment. However, the department did not comment specifically on our
classification scheme.

We also allocated selected centralized costs to the school level based on a
variety of allocation formulas. Water and sewer costs are examples of
centralized costs that were allocated to the schools.

We also contacted Fox River Learning Center, Inc., to obtain information
on the expenditures in the 480 school districts that utilize InSite™. We
then compared Hawaii’s expenditures to the aggregate expenditures from
the 480 school districts.

Although In§ite™ can analyze budgets or allotments as well as actual
expenditure information, we focused our assessment on expenditure
reports. Using /n$ite™ and other analytical techniques, we reviewed
expenditures across fiscal years, by school levels, and by schools to
determine whether In$ite™’s expenditure reports can provide useful
comparative information for educational decisionmaking.

Our work was performed from May 1999 to July 2000 in accordance with
generally accepted government auditing standards.



Chapter 2

Informational Tools Can Help Decisionmakers
Assess the Public Education System

The Department of Education is responsible for a statewide public school
system offering educational programs and services to over 185,000
students in 255 public schools. To meet this challenging task, the
Legislature annually appropriates about $1 billion for lower education.
The efficient and effective use of these funds requires sound
decisionmaking based on accessible quality information. However, as
noted in our previous fiscal accountability reports, the Department of
Education has been unable to generate and provide reliable expenditure
information. Lacking this information, it is difficult to make sound
decisions about appropriating and using educational dollars effectively.

In this report, we demonstrate how instructional tools like In$ite — The
Financial Analysis Model for Education™ can help to provide useful
information to assist the decisionmaking process. The reports produced
by In§ite™ can be analyzed to provide information to help the
Legislature, the Board of Education, educational administrators, and the
public better understand and prioritize educational programs and
operations at the state, district, and school levels.

Summary of
Findings

1. Instructional tools like InSite — The Financial Analysis Model for
Education™ can produce reports that provide essential information to
facilitate decisionmaking. Analyzing these reports, the Legislature,
the Board of Education, education administrators, and the public can
assess the current use of educational resources and more fully support
efforts to achieve educational objectives.

2. The Department of Education’s school-by-school expenditure report
is not as useful and detailed as reports available in n8ite™. In
addition, the department’s procedure for providing expenditure
information needs improvement.

3. Section 302A-1004, Hawaii Revised Statutes (HRS), needs
clarification. The reporting requirements in the section do not allow
for meaningful comparison of expenditures among schools, programs,
and functions.
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Insite™ Reports As decisionmakers develop their goals and objectives, assess and

Can Be Used To prioritize their programs, or evaluate school outcomes, they need access to

Provide accurzgte, timely, relevant, and complete information about educational

5 expenditures. In addition, decisionmakers need information that is

Dc_emsmnmakers organized and presented in a meaningful way. In$ize™ reports can

with Useful provide decisionmakers with the quality information they need.

Information
In§ite™ reports provide accurate expenditure information at the state,
district, and school levels over time so that trends can be reviewed.
Trends may show whether changes in priorities resulted in expected
outcomes or whether other changes are needed in the future. The reports
also can be used to identify and determine why spending patterns vary
from specified norms, averages, or standards. Spending patterns can be
compared and assessed to determine the reason and impact of the cost
variations among schools. Finally, a review of costs against educational
outcomes can be helpful and possible by using information provided by
In$ite™ reports.

Trends over time can Tracking educational expenditures over given periods of time to reflect

be reviewed certain trends enables decisionmakers to modify programs and operations
at state, district, and/or school levels. Tracking expenditures should
reveal any changes in spending patterns and signal the need to shift
educational priorities. We began our review of educational expenditures
by looking at spending patterns for four fiscal years.

We first reviewed and examined the total educational expenditures from
FY1995-96 to FY1998-99. We found that total costs for education
increased by $125.2 million or 10.5 percent from FY1995-96 to
FY1998-99. In FY1995-96 costs totaled approximately $1.2 billion and
increased to approximately $1.3 billion in FY1998-99.

Overall educational costs increased by 10.5 percent but the more
significant increase was in “other commitment™ costs that increased by
$56.4 million or 40.5 percent in four fiscal years. “Other commitment”
costs include but are not limited to debt service; capital projects such as
land, buildings, and other improvements; retiree benefits, community
service activities, and pass-through money to parochial and private
schools. These costs are not incurred at the school level. A good portion
of such costs is assumed by state agencies such as the Department of
Accounting and General Services that provide support to the educational
enterprise such as constructing new schools.

Functions in which relatively small cost increases were realized included
“leadership” and “operations.” Leadership costs such as the salaries of
school principals, superintendents, senior administrators, researchers, and
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program evaluators, rose less than one percent from FY1995-96.
Operation costs increased by 5.3 percent from approximately $207
million to approximately $218 million. Operation costs are incurred at
the school, district, and state levels; however, most of these expenditures
are at the school level for items such as food services and utilities.

From FY1995-96 to FY1998-99, total educational costs increased
significantly, more than overall state government expenditures and the
consumer price index. The public school system’s expenditures, about 27
percent of state spending, increased by over 10 percent while overall state
expenditures rose only 2.7 percent. The consumer price index only rose
1.4 percent for the same time period.

Exhibit 2.1 and Exhibit 2.2 summarize our review. Exhibit 2.1 examines

only educational costs while Exhibit 2.2 compares educational cost
increases to those of overall state government and the consumer price

ndex.

Total Educational Expenditures FY1995-96 to FY1998-99 by Function

% change
Types of FY1995-96
Educational to
Expenditures FY1995-96 FY1996-97 FY1997-98 FY1998-99 FY1998-99
Instruction $603,875,872 $611,734,804 $648,533,440 $649,149,874 7.5%
Instructional Support $158,966,307 $147,549,584 $152,289,026 $170,892,746 7.5%
Operations $206,963,186 $209,076,615 $212,297,149 $217,906,525 5.3%
Other Commitments $139,473,102 $155,997,355 $175,355,889 $195,913,504 40.5%
Leadership $77,364,787 $74,604,630 $80,419,173 $77,962,731 0.8%
Total $1,186,643,254 $1,198,962,988 $1,268,894,677 $1,311,825,380 10.5%

Source: Office of the State Auditor, FY1995-96 through FY1998-99 expenditures for education.
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Exhibit 2.2
Educational Expenditures, State Government Expenditures, and the Consumer Price Index,
FY1995-96 to FY1998-99

Types of Expenditures FY1995-96 FY1998-99 % Change
Total Educational Expenditures $1,186,643,254 $1,311,825,380 10.5%
Total State Government Expenditures $4,730,350,000 $4,857,958,000 2.7%
Consumer Price Index * 171.0 173.4 1.4%

*Consumer Price Index is based on calendar years 1996 and 1999,

Sources: Office of the State Auditor, FY1995-96 and FY1998-99 expenditures for education; State of Hawaii Comprehensive
Annual Financial Report, FY1995-96 and FY 1998-99; and Department of Business, Economic Development &
Tourism, CY1996 and CY1999.

We also reviewed and examined total educational expenditures by
function from FY1995-96 to FY1998-99 on a per pupil and on a percent-
of-total basis. In FY1995-96, the total cost of educational programs and
services was $6,360 per pupil. As of FY1998-99, the per pupil cost was
$6,998, an increase of $638 per pupil.

Although per pupil costs increased by $638, an analysis of costs by
function reveals that the proportion of the total educational dollars spent
for classroom teaching is not increasing. In FY1995-96 almost 51 percent
of all educational costs was for instruction (face-to-face teaching and
classroom materials). This proportion decreased to 49.5 percent in
FY1998-99, a drop of 1.4 percent. Relatively less was spent on
instructional support, operations, and leadership, while the proportional
gains were seen in expenditures for “other commitments,” which are not
incurred at the school level. Exhibit 2.3 summarizes this review.

Exhibit 2.3
Per Pupil and Percent of Costs by Function (FY1995-96 to FY1998-99)

Types of Cost FY1995-96 FY1996-97 FY1997-98 FY1998-99
Statewide Per Pupil $6,360 $6,361 $6,702 $6,998

Types of Function Functional Percent-of-Total
Instruction 50.9% 51.0% 51.1% 49.5%
Instructional Support 13.4% 12.3% 12.0% 13.0%
Operations 17.4% 17.4% 16.7% 16.6%
Other Commitments 11.8% 13.0% 13.8% 14.9%
Leadership 6.5% 6.2% 6.3% 5.9%

Sources: Office of the State Auditor, FY1985-96 and FY19298-99 expenditures for education.

10
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We also used /nite™ reports to review per pupil expenditures by
program for special education and general education for FY1995-96
through FY1998-99. We used FY1995-96 as the expenditure base-year
and indexed expenditures - measuring the change from the base-year—for
the remaining three fiscal years (FY1996-97 through FY1998-99). We
calculated the percent change for each of the following three fiscal years
for special, general, and the statewide education average. Exhibit 2.4
displays the increased per pupil costs for special, general, and statewide
education from the FY1995-96 base-year for the three following years.

Exhibit 2.4
Increased Costs in Special Education and General Education Since FY1995-96

Types of Costs FY1995-96 FY1996-97 FY1997-98 FY1998-99
Special Education
Per Pupil Cost $6,889 $8,184 $8,623 $8,857
Percent Change from FY1995-96 N/A 18.8% 25.2% 28.6%
General Education
Per Pupil Cost $b6,672 $5,522 $5,796 $b,976
Percent Change from FY1995-96 N/A -2.6% 2.2% 5.4%
Statewide Education
Per Pupil Cost $6,360 $6,361 $6,702 56,998
Percent Change from FY1995-96 N/A .02% 5.4% 10.0%

Note: General education includes all expenditures that are not “categorically” designated for a specific
programmatic purpase. It includes administrative and operating costs. General education is not
synonymous with “regular education.”

Source: Office of the State Auditor, FY1995-96 through FY1998-99 expenditures for education.

Although the statewide per pupil cost increased by 10 percent, special
education per pupil costs increased by over 28 percent since FY1995-96,
an increase of almost $2,000 per special education student. On the other
hand, per pupil costs for general education increased just slightly more
than 5 percent, or about $300 per student.

Decisionmakers can also use /n$ite™ reports to track expenditures in
specific schools over time. Changing expenditure patterns in specific
schools may indicate that educational priorities have changed, programs
have been added or dropped, or the costs of specific programs have
changed.

For example, in our Fiscal Accountability Audit of the Department of
Education: The Public and Schools Need to Know the True Costs of
Education, Report No. 98-5, we noted that Kapolei Elementary School
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had a lower per pupil cost in FY1995-96 ($4,629) than the average for all
elementary schools ($5,352). We also noted that Kapolei spent less on
teaching and non-instructional pupil services (transportation, food service,
and safety). In FY1995-96, Kapolei was a relatively new school and may
have had less-experienced teachers at lower than average salaries.
However, in FY1998-99, Kapolei still had a lower per pupil cost ($4,954)
than the average for all elementary schools ($5,642).

A comparison of /n$ite™ reports for both fiscal years also shows that:

¢ Kapolei experienced a 67 percent increase in enrollment from 597
to 998 students and

* Food services costs increased over sixteen fold from $47 per
student to $789 per student.

Kapolei experienced a significant increase in student enrollment and food
services costs. The average food services costs at Kapolei ($789) were
significantly higher than the average for all elementary schools ($406).
However, the per pupil food services costs were probably not duc to the
change in school enrollment. Cost increases were directly related to
program and personnel changes. Kapolei did not have a food services
staff in FY1995-96 but employed a staff by FY1998-99. Kapolei is also
a preparation school that serves meals to two additional elementary
schools in the area. Exhibit 2.5 displays a summary of these costs.

Exhibit 2.5
Enrollment and Food Services in Kapolei Elementary School, FY1995-96 and FY1998-99

Comparison Categories FY1995-96 FY1998-99
Enroliment 597 998
All Elementary All Elementary
Per Pupil Comparison Kapolei Per Pupil Cost Kapolei Per Pupil Cost
Total School Per Pupil Cost $4,629 $5,362 $4,954 $5,642
Per Pupil Food Services Cost $47 $357 $789 $406

Source: Office of the State Auditor, FY1995-96 through FY1998-39 expenditures for education.

12



Cost variations can be
found

Chapter 2: Informational Tools Can Help Decisionmakers Assess the Public Education System

A review of changes in spending patterns among other schools, programs,
and functions can be made using /n$ite™ reports. For example, a review
and analysis of instructional costs in all elementary schools or spending
patterns within specific districts should help decisionmakers better
understand where funds were spent and how costs have changed over the
years.

InSite™ reports can be used to examine variations or compare differences
in educational spending for schools, programs, and functions using an
average, a norm, or a standard as the basis. A review of variations may
show which schools and programs are managing their costs more
cfficiently. A review could also identify funds of questionable educational
use.

In§ite™ determines costs at the “high” or “low” end of the scale against a
baseline average for schools, programs, and functions. For example, an
In$ite™ report would show a specific school variance from the average
cost for all schools of the same type and compare those costs to the total
cost systemwide. Thus, costs that are running very high or very low can
be easily identified.

We used In8ite™ reports to identify the “low-cost” and “high-cost” per
pupil at elementary schools in FY1995-96 and FY1998-99. Exhibit 2.6
displays the results of this analysis.

Since one of In$ite™s key abilities is determining the proportion of
classroom instructional costs, we also reviewed the proportion of
instructional costs by school. Exhibit 2.7 summarizes this review.

Using this type of information from /n8ite™’s reports, decisionmakers
can focus their attention on the least and most costly elementary schools
instead of reviewing all 167 elementary schools. Decisionmakers can also
focus their attention on understanding why education dollars reaching the
classroom differ among schools. Schools with very low instructional
costs may have used their funds efficiently, implemented good
management practices, employed lower salaried teachers, or received less
than sufficient funding. Conversely, schools with higher instructional
costs may have used their funds inefficiently, implemented poor
management practices, employed higher salaried teachers, or received
considerable additional funding. In either case, In$ite™ allows for
relatively quick identification of questionable arcas or possible examples
of good practices.

1.3
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Chapter 2: Informational Tools Can Help Decisionmakers Assess the Public Education System

Exhibit 2.6

“Low-cost” and “High-cost” Elementary Schools, FY1995-96 and FY1998-99

FY1995-96

FY1998-99

Low-cost Schools

Per Pupil Cost

Low-cost Schools

Per Pupil Cost

Waikoloa $4,008 Kea'au $3,633
Kohala $4,013 Wai'alae $4,234
Kanoelani $4,150 Nahienaena $4,472
Nahienaena $4,472 Mauka Lani $4,587
Mauka Lani $4,176 Waikoloa $4,600
Kaleiopuu $4,227 Kealakehe $4,634
Honoka'a $4,314 Kaleiopuu $4,635
Kamaile $4,368 Hickam $4,679
Iroquois Point $4,397 Kanoelani $4,681
Kihei $4,425 Kahuku $4,687
All Elementary Average $5,362 All Elementary Average $5,642
High-cost Schools Per Pupil Cost High-cost Schools Per Pupil Cost
Waiahole $9,718 Waiahole $11,8568
Hau'ula $8,604 Waikele $11,488
Kilohana $8,581 Kilohana $10,389
Lili'uokalani $8,3569 Lili'uokalani $9,054
Wahiawa $7,288 Haleiwa $8,016
Palolo $7,209 Pope $8,008
Kalihi $7,084 Kaunakakai $7,695
Linapuni $6,978 Hau'ula $7.,447
Kaunakakai $6,776 Keolu $7.414
Pope $6,743 Palolo $7,176

Note: Schools with less than 100 students were excluded from the review of per pupil costs.

Source: Office of the State Auditor, FY1995-96 through FY1998-99 expenditures for education.
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Exhibit 2.7
Instructional Costs as a Proportion of Total School Costs: Selected Elementary Schools in
FY1995-96 and FY1998-99

FY1995-96 FY1998-99
Lowest Schools Proportion Lowest Schools Proportion
Wailupe Valley 43.3% Waikele 39.2%
Waiahole 47.1% Wailupe Valley 50.7%
Ka'elepulu 49.8% Kaunakakai 50.9%
Keolu 49.8% Keolu 51.3%
Koko Head 50.2% Waiahole 51.7%
Nu'uanu 51.2% Makalapa 53.0%
Ali'iolani 52.2% Hau’'ula b3.5%
Pu’uhale 52.5% Kamehameha llI 54.0%
Kamehameha Il 53.2% Maunaloa 54.0%
Maunaloa 53.2% Kahaluu and Kualapu'u 54.2%
All Elementary Average 60.6% All Elementary Average 61.0%
Highest Schools Proportion Highest Schools Proportion
Pohakea 67.9% Lanikai 70.1%
Waiakea 67.5% Waiakea 69.6%
Kapaa 67.3% Pohakea 68.5%
Wheeler 67.3% Kealakehe 68.5%
Wai'alae 67.2% Kapaa 68.1%
Konawaena 67.2% Ke'anae 67.4%
Nanaikapono 67.2% Kaleiopuu 67.4%
Pahoa 66.7% Wheeler 66.9%
Salt Lake 66.6% Ewa 66.8%
Kanoelani 66.2% Pahoa 66.8%

Source: Office of the State Auditor, FY1995-96 through FY1998-99 expenditures for education.

Although variations in costs may well be justified, an examination is
necessary to make that determination. Elementary schools do operate
under different conditions. The variations could be due to the distribution
of education funds found among other school sites, programs, and
functions.

We also compared Hawaii’s expenditure pattern with that of the 480 other
school districts currently using /n$ite™. We found that Hawaii’s
expenditure patterns tend to fall within the average range of the other
school districts. However, the “operational” and “other commitments”
costs in Hawaii are slightly higher than the national average. Exhibit 2.8
displays this comparison.
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Exhibit 2.8

Comparison of Expenditures in Hawaii and Other School Districts

Functional Categories Hawaii — FY1998-99 National Average
Instruction 49.5% 49.8% to 53.2%
Instructional Support 13.0% 9.2% to 13.5%
Operations 16.6% 11.8% to 13.5%
Other Commitments 14.9% 9.5% to 12.8%
Leadership 5.9% 58% to 7.8%

Source: Office of the State Auditor, FY1998-99 expenditure for education and Fox River Learning Center, Inc. aggregate

expenditures.

School-by-school
comparisons are
possible

In$ite™ reports can compare spending patterns among similar types of
schools. Although no two organizations are identical, similar schools
generally should not differ significantly in their costs. If major cost
differences are discovered, they should be questioned, analyzed, and
explained.

We evaluated the spending patterns of Kaimuki and Roosevelt High
Schools because they are in the same school district serving adjacent
communities. These schools have similar enrollment sizes, levels of
teacher experience, and student ethnic distribution patterns. Despite such
similarities, per pupil costs at Kaimuki High were higher than at
Roosevelt High in four consecutive fiscal years. These are summarized in
Exhibit 2.9.

Kamuki’s per pupil expenditures were higher than Roosevelt’s in each of
four consecutive fiscal years. A review of the expenditure patterns in the
two schools showed that the general education per pupil cost was similar
in the two schools. However, Kaimuki’s special education per pupil cost
was significantly higher than Roosevelt’s by as much as $2,670, or 49.2
percent higher. We found that the per pupil cost for special education
teachers’ salaries was greater at Kaimuki and that these salaries probably
accounted for the significant difference in the special education per pupil
cost. Kaimuki also had more special education students than did
Roosevelt. Although we did not determine every reason for the higher per
pupil cost at Kaimuki, we concluded that these were the major factors for
the difference.

As illustrated by this example, information generated by In$ite™ gives
policymakers and other stakeholders a basis to question variations in costs
against student populations at similar schools. And perhaps more
importantly, such information can improve discussion as to whether such
factors also impact school performance.
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Exhibit 2.9

Per Pupil Expenditures at Kaimuki High School and Roosevelt High School, FY1995-96
through FY1998-99
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Source: Office of the State Auditor, FY1995-96 through FY1998-99 expenditures for education.

School performance In§ite™ reports can be used to determine the costs of achieving
and school costs can educational performance objectives. By reviewing performance objectives
be evaluated and costs, decisionmakers can determine if educational resources were

efficiently and effectively used to meet the objectives.

To demonstrate this methodology, we examined special education costs at
the Nanakuli complex. (A complex is a high school and its feeder
clementary and middle schools.) Nanakuli complex was reported to be
among the first in the state to fully comply with the Felix consent decree,
which required the Department of Education to provide special education
and related mental health services to all qualified students. We used
In$ite™ to determine how much it cost Nanakuli complex to comply with
the mandate and how much another complex spent on special education
without complying with the mandate.

In this review, we arbitrarily selected Konawaena complex from among
all complexes that had not met the Felix consent decree benchmark.
Inite™ reports gave us the necessary information for our analysis. We
calculated the special education per pupil cost for the Nanakuli and
Konawaena complexes for four fiscal years and compared these to the
statewide special education per pupil cost for four fiscal years. A
summary of the results is shown in Exhibit 2.10,

14
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Exhibit 2.10
A Comparison of Special Education Per Pupil Costs in Two Complexes

12,000

10,000

8,000

6,000

Per Pupil Expenditure ($)

4,000

2,000

FY1995-96 FY1996-97 FY1997-98 FY1998-99

Konawaena Complex = ======- Statewide Average m==Nanakuli Complex

Source: Office of the State Auditor, FY1995-96 through FY1998-99 expenditures for education.

Nanakuli’s special education per pupil cost was significantly lower than
the statewide average (as much as $1,550 per pupil) while reportedly
complying with the mandate. On the other hand, Konawaena complex
spent $700 more per pupil than the statewide average in FY1998-99 but
has not yet met the requirements of the consent decree.

This analysis should prompt policymakers to examine how one complex
could achieve compliance with a much lower per pupil cost than a
complex that is non-compliant. Factors like strong leadership, good
communications, a relatively small complex enrollment, and/or greater
community involvement may have contributed to Nanakuli’s success.
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The Department’s The Department of Education needs to improve its reporting of school-by-
School _by_S chool school expenditures so that decisionmakers have more relevant, complete,
Expen diture and timely information. The department’s “Act 199 Expenditure Report™

’ is not very meaningful. It cannot be used directly for comparative

R8p0rtlng Needs analysis and does not include expenditure infonnﬁg,tion for 1Srograms. This

Im provement type of information is available through /n$ite™ reports. The
department’s practice of reporting expenditure information to meet the
Legislature’s and the Board of Education’s requirements is ineffective.

The department’s Decisionmakers need complete and accurate information to make
expenditure report is informed decisions. The department’s report does not provide all the
not as useful as information needed. It includes only expenditure totals for each school by
Ins$ite™ reports location, function, and category. Lacking more complete data,

decisionmakers are unable to compare costs across programs, such as
special education against general education. A portion of the
department’s expenditure report is seen in Exhibit 2.11.

Exhibit 2.11
A Portion of the Department of Education’s Act 199 Expenditure Report by Functions

School Instruction Instructional Support Leadership Operations Other Commitments
Ahrens $4,637,610.87 $688,668.71 $637,821.83 $1,461,433.16 $72,155.07
Ahuimanu $1,726,537.26 $337,223.62 $261,124.11 $266,962.08 $26,294.51
Aiea $1,417,086.556 $200,243.25 $173,200.93 $237,984.13 $19,077.83
Aiea High $3,996,662.07 $833,632.88 $488,534.00 $941,297.76 $88,196.50

Source: Department of Education Homepage, http//www.k12.hi.us, ACT 199 Expenditure Report, FY1998-99,

In$ite™ provides better information than the department’s “Act 199
Expenditure Report.” The department’s expenditure report lacks the
following information in /n$ite™’s “Total School Spending Report™:

¢ School enrollment size;

* Total statewide per pupil spending rate;

*  Percentage of spending for each function/sub-function;

e Total per pupil expenditure for the school;

*  Per pupil expenditure for each function/sub-function;

»  Average statewide per pupil spending for each function/sub-
function; and

*  Percentage of variance from the statewide average for the
category.

19
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The department’s report lacks the information to make meaningful
comparisons across schools, programs, and functions. Although the
report provides total school costs by the same functions as those generated
by In8ite™s reports, without other information at hand, the utility of the
report for comparative purposes is limited. For example, the department’s
report shows total costs for direct instruction such as teacher salaries and
classroom materials. Instruction costs at four schools as listed in the
department’s report are presented in Exhibit 2.12.

These figures communicate how much each of the four high schools spent
for direct instruction. Without other information such as student
enrollment and faculty size, a true and meaningful comparison of
instruction costs cannot be made. For example, the department’s
expenditure report indicates that Campbell spent $2.4 million more than
Aiea for teacher salaries and classroom materials, but does not convey
that Campbell had 141 teacher positions and 2,210 students, while Aiea
had 95.5 teacher positions and 1,500 students. However, In$ite™’s
database can easily produce a specialized report that shows enrollment
size, number of teachers, and number of non-instructional staff.

Exhibit 2.12
Department of Education’s Act 199 Expenditure Report of Direct Instruction Costs at Four
Selected High Schools (FY1998-99)

Millions (%)

Source:

Aiea Baldwin Campbell Castle

Department of Education, Act 199 Expenditure Report, FY1998-99,
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In$ite™"s annual updates are not time consuming. While the initial
process of creating the database takes an initial investment of time,
In$ite™ can then be used in subsequent years with mere annual data
updates. Mapping and allocation schemes can accommodate new
program identification codes or changes to accounting procedures. As
shown in our development of the FY1998-99 expenditure database, the
process of annual updating is quick and produces more and better
information for decisionmakers.

Appendix C reports on that year’s actual expenditures by school levels,
programs, and functions and sub-functions. Appendix D reports
expenditures by functions and sub-functions on a school-by-school basis,
by district.

This proactive management approach of producing many reports for
comparative and analytical purposes like those of In$ite™’s is more
effective than the department’s method of providing expenditure reports.

Section 302A-
1004(b), HRS,
Needs To Be
Amended

Section 302A-1004(b), HRS, needs to be amended to require the
department to provide additional information on educational costs.
Currently, the level of detail required in the report is not sufficient for
decisionmakers.

Although the department’s school-by-school report complies with
Section 302A-1004(b), the report lacks the detail that the Legislature, the
public, and the Board of Education need for reviewing and assessing
educational programs. While Act 199 states that the report should be
accurate, timely, clear, and equal to or better than /n$ite™’s reports,
Section 302A-1004(b) requires the department to provide only a school-
by-school expenditure report by functions and sub-functions.

Section 302A-1004 does not conform to the level of detail of Act 199.

Consequently, the department’s current reporting does not include
expenditures by program, program and functional expenditures as a
percent of the total, or per pupil costs. As described earlier, such detail
can be provided using a software program such as In$ize™ and should be
required by statute.

Conclusions

22

A fundamental requirement for sound decisionmaking is accurate, timely,
complete, and relevant information. In$ite™ reports can be analyzed to
provide clear and concise information about educational costs. Using this
kind of information, decisionmakers can better assure the efficient and
effective use of resources to meet educational objectives. With today’s
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Appendix A

Ingite™ Functions, Sub-Functions, and Detailed Functions

DETAILED FUNCTIONS

FUNCTIONS SUB-FUNCTIONS
Instructional Teachers
Face-to-F
e Ll Substitutes
Teaching
INSTRUCTION Instructional Paraprofessionals
ClassrE6m Pupil-Use Technology & Software
Materi
atanials Instructional Materials, Trips & Supplies
Guidance & Counseling
Pupil Library & Media
BURROKL Extracurricular
Student Health & Services
INSTRUCTIONAL Currieulum Development
SUPPORT
Tasaliar In-Service, Staff Develoment & Support
Support
Sabbaticals
Program Management
Program
Support Therapists, Psychologists, Evaluators,
Personal Attendents & Social Workers
Transportation
Non—l.nstruc_tlonal Fovd Sarvics
Pupil Services
Safety
OPERATIONS
Facilities Building Upkeep, Utilities & Maintenance
Business Data Processing
Services

Business Operations

OTHER COMMITMENTS
(NON-OPERATING)

Contingencies

Budgeted Contingencies

Capital

Debt Service

Capital Projects

Out-of-District
Obligations

Public, Parochial, Private & Charter School Pass-Through
Retiree Benefits & Other

Enterprise/Community Service Operations

Legal Obligations

Claims & Settlements

LEADERSHIP

School
Management

Principals & Assistant Principals

School Office

Program/Operations

Deputies, Senior Administrators,

Management Researchers & Program Evaluators
District Superintendent & School Board
Management

Legal

25



Appendix B
Insite™ Definition of Functions, Sub-Functions, and Detailed Functions

Functions

Sub-Functions
Detail Functions

Instruction

Face-to-Face Teaching
Instructional Teachers
e Salaries and employment costs of teachers
e (Classroom teachers
e Hospital & home bound teachers
e  Third-party instructional services (e.g. advanced college courses, specialized courses)

Substitutes
e Same as above

Instructional Paraprofessionals
¢ Same as above

Classroom Materials
Pupil-Use Technology & Software
e Technology and software used by pupils
e Related employment costs of staff dedicated to technology instruction, pupil-use
network management, computer lab support
e  Pupil-use network equipment in classrooms, labs, or central sites
e Distance learning
¢ Repair and maintenance of technological equipment

Instructional Materials, Trips & Supplies
¢ |ncludes textbooks, paper, lab materials, test forms, workbooks, chalk, markers,
maps, charts
e [nstruction-related field trips

27



28

Appendix B

“

Functions

Sub-Functions
Detail Functions

Instructional Support

Pupil Support

Guidance & Counseling
e Salaries and related employment costs of guidance counselors
e Field support coordinators who work with counselors

Library & Media
e Salaries and related employment costs of librarians and media technicians
e Media equipment
e Library Books
e  Media and library office costs
e  Field support coordinators who work with librarians and media technicians
e  Educational television

Extracurricular
e Salaries and related employment costs of coaches and staff related to sports, clubs,

and other activities

e  Extracurricular-related equipment, facilities, transportation
* Non-instructional field trips (bands, clubs, sports, etc.)

Student Health & Services
e Salaries and related employment costs of nurses and medical staff
e Community outreach services directed at families
e Attendance services
e Dental services
e  Social work services

Teacher Support
Curriculum Development
e Salaries and related employment costs of staff assigned to improving curriculum or
teaching curriculum concepts to teachers
e Total operational costs of curriculum departments
e  Purchased curriculums and curriculum services
In-service, Staff Development & Support
e Costs of in-service training and other types of staff development provided in-house or
by outside providers
e  Teacher mentoring programs
e Non-instructional paraprofessionals, aides, and graders assigned to teachers
Sabbaticals
e Costs related to teacher sabbaticals

Program Support
Program Development
e  Salaries and related employment costs of staff who develop, monitor, and maintain
defined categorical programs
e Includes office costs for these activities
Therapists, Psychologists, Evaluators, Personal Attendants & Social Workers
e Salaries and related employment costs of all such employees
Excludes costs of counselors for the general student population
Psychological testing
Speech pathology services

e o o
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Functions

Sub-Functions
Detail Functions

Operations

Non-Instructional Pupil Services
Transportation
e  Vehicle operations and maintenance
e  Salaries and related employment costs of drivers

Food Service
e Salaries and related employment costs for central and on-site food preparation
e Food service administration

Safety
e Salaries and related employment costs of security and street safety personnel
e Safety equipment

Facilities
Building Upkeep, Utilities & Maintenance
e Salaries and related employment costs of staff for day-to-day operation of facilities
e Care and upkeep
e  Water, electricity, gas, sewer, etc

Business Services
Data Processing
e Salaries and related employment costs, equipment costs, and contract costs for all
data processing functions
e  Systems analysis
e  Programming

Business Operations
e Costs of business offices {payroll, human resources, accounting, finance,
procurement, printing and duplicating, purchasing, etc.)
e  Salaries and related employment costs and office costs to perform these functions

29
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Functions -

Sub-Functions
Detail Functions

Other Commitments

Contingencies
Budgeted Contingencies
e Amount in the budget that is undesignated or reserved for contingencies

Capital
Debt Service
e  Costs of principal and interest payments made on debt

Capital Projects
e Land, buildings, and improvements

Out-of-District Obligation
Parochial, Private, Charter & Public School Pass-Throughs

e Money that is passed through the public school system, none of which benefits the
school system itself

Retiree Benefits & Others
e Retirement benefits paid to retirees out of current operating funds
e Workers’ compensation and other benefits paid to people who are not working

Enterprise & Community Service Operations
e Activities that are financed and operated similar to private business enterprises
¢  Activities concerned with providing community services such as recreation programs,
adult programs, etc.

Legal Obligations
Claims & Settlements
e  Specific litigation awards or settlements
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Functions

Sub-Functions
Detail Functions

Leadership

School Management
Principals & Assistant Principals
e Salaries and related employment costs of principals and assistant principals

School Office
e Salaries and related employment costs of administrative support staff for the
principals and assistant principals
e  Other school administration costs

Program & Operations Management
Deputies, Senior Administrators, Researchers & Program Evaluators

e  Salaries and related employment costs and office costs of deputy superintendents,
senior administrators, research staff, public relations staff, and program evaluators
Community relations services
State and federal relations services
Planning, research, development, and evaluation services
Information services

District Management
Superintendent & School Board
e  Salaries and related employment costs of superintendent and school board
e (Qffice and support staff costs

Legal
e  Salaries and related employment costs of legal support
e Office and support staff costs
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FY1998-99 Expenditures

FY1998-99 Actual Expenditures
Expenditures by Education Level

Total Expenditures: $ 1,311,825,380
Total Enroliment: 187,447
Average Per Pupil Expenditure: $ 6,998
Total Elementary Middle High Alternative’ Other® Non-School®
Expenditures: $ 1,311,826,380 | $ 551,061,221 $ 148,703,145 $ 253,250,949 $ 6,832,053 $ 115,857,480 $ 235,120,532
% of Total Expenditures: 100,00% 42.01% 11.41% 19.31% 0.52% 8.83% 17.92%
Enrollment: 187,447 97,663 26,726 44,848 288 17,922 N/A
% of Total Enroliment: 100.00% 52.10% 14.26% 23.93% 0.15% 9.56% N/A
Instruction
Expenditure: $ 649,149,874 | $ 335,875,443 $§ 87,777,601 $ 149,759,907 $ 5,951,670 $ 66,108,905 % 3,676,348
% of Total Expenditures: 49.48% 25.65% 6.69% 11.42% 0.45% 5.04% 0.28%
Instructional Support
Expenditure: $ 170,892,746 | $ 80,833,183 $§ 22,955,010 % 43,704,778 $§ 572,544 $ 20,410,452 $ 2,416,779
% of Total Expenditures: 13.08% 6.16% 1.76% 3.33% 0.04% 1.56% 0.18%
Operations
Expenditure: ¢ 217,906,525 | $ 101,996,166 $ 28,361,000 $ 45,936,680 $ 228,827 $ 21,976,663 $ 19,417,190
% of Total Expenditures: 16.61% 7.78% 2,16% 3.50% 0.02% 1.68% 1.48%
Other Commitments
Expenditure: § 195,913,604 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $195,913,504
% of Total Expenditures: 14.93% 7.78% 2.16% 3.50% 0.02% 1.68% 1.48%
Leadership
Expenditure: $ 77,962,731 | § 32,356,430 $ 10,619,534 $ 13,849,685 $ 79,014 $ 7,361,459 $ 13,696,710
% of Total Expenditures: 5.94% 2.47% 0.81% 1.06% 0.01% 0.56% 1.04%

1. Alternative schools include Olomana, Jefferson School Orthopedic Unit, Shriner’s Hospital, Hawaii State Hospital, State
Center for the Hearing and Visually Impaired, and Pohukaina.

2. Other schools are those that span more than one educational level such as K-8.

3. Non-Schools include all unallocated state and district office expenses.
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FY1998-99 Actual Expenditures
Expenditures by Program

Total Expenditures: $ 1,311,825,380
Total Enrollment: 187,447
Average Per Pupil Expenditure: $ 6,998
Total Special Bilingual/ Chapter1/ Vocational Other General
Education ESL Title 1 Education Programs Education
Expenditures: $ 1,311,825,380 | $ 155,653,298 $ 10,912,390 $§ 22,018,580 $ 13,240,326 $ 94,848,277 3 1,015,152,509
% of Total Expenditures: 11.87% 0.83% 1.68% 1.01% 7.23% 77.38%
Enrollment: 17,575 N/A N/A N/A N/A 169,872
% of Total Enrollment 9.38% 90.62%
Instruction

Expenditure: $ 649,149,874 | $110,138,745 $ 9,842,407 $ 19,219,244 $ 9,313,013 § 49,658,673 § 450,977,708
% of Total Expenditures: 49.48% 8.40% 0.75% 1.47% 0.71% 3.79% 34.38%

Instructional Support

Expenditure: $ 170,892,746 | $ 45,230,869 $ 1,069,984 $ 1,637,176 $ 3,726,199 $ 1,701,811 $ 117,526,708

% of Total Expenditures: 13.03% 3.45% 0.08% 0.12% 0.28% 0.13% 8.96%
Operations
Expenditure: $ 217,906,525 | $ 21,866 $0.0 % 416,333 $ 565 § 32,447,687 $ 185,020,175
% of Total Expenditures: 16.61% 0.00% 0.00% 0.03% 0.00% 2.47% 14.10%
Other Commitments
Expenditure: $ 195,913,504 | $ 261,819 $0.0 § 251,387 $ 200,549 $ 10,671,433 $ 184,628,316
% of Total Expanditures: 14.93% 0.02% 0.00% 0.02% 0.02% 0.81% 14.07%
Leadership
Expenditure: $ 77,962,731 $0.0 $0.0 $ 494,439 $0.0 $ 468,773 § 76,999,519

% of Total Expenditures: 5.94% 0.00% 0.00% 0.04% 0.00% 0.04% 5.87%




Expenditures by Functions and Sub-Functions

FY1998-99

Appendix C
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$1,311,825,380

Total 100.0%
g e Face-to-Face Teaching $604,408,950
46.1%

$649,149,874
49.5% | | Classroom Materials $44,74(?3,E:129/3
. (o]

Instructional Support

Pupil Support

$104,425,632

8.0%

Teacher Support $19’3711'_151Z

¥ 7039331&2 Program Support $47'0953'%7o/1

Operations Non-Instructional Pupil Services I 00'2757'2?;:
Facilities e

= 7’9q|6é_5620/50 Business Services 521 '962'_173;}3

Other Commitments Contingencies 0.0ig

$195,913,504
14.9%

Capital

$167,436,194
12.8%

Out-of-District Obligations

$25,430,127
1.9%

Legal Obligations

3,047,183
0.2%

Leadership

$77,962,731
5.9%

School Management

$65,540,599
5.0%

Program/Operations Management

$10,302,040
0.8%

State Management

$2,120,092
0.2%
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Appendix D: Expenditure by Function

TOTAL INSTRUCTION SUPPORT OPERATIONS LEADERSHIP
SUBTOTAL | Teaching | <™ | suprorar| PPl Teacher | Progmm |} orpropar,| Pl Facitios; | DEERESS Noppremay | ool
Materials Support Support Support Services Services Management
[Honolulu District Elementary Schools
A B
Erirollmen i B B B
S Amo 2 6 1591359 | § 1,53 56453 436,076 1 $
% toTotalSchooll  100:0%) 0 BeT%| Cooromp o 1se%]
PerPupil §s 6671 S i 378018 I3k 1036 S
a Wal
Enrollment| 598
Amount | $ 3,826,849 | $ 2371188 [ $ 2277293 |$ 93,895 S 621,121 |S$ 411424 |$ 69,645 140,052 § 610,125 346,764 [ $ 255,560 | $ 78010$ 224415|§ 224415
% to Total School 100.0% 62.0% 59.5% 25% 16.2% 10.8% 1.8% 3.7% 15.9% 921% 6.7% 0.2% 5.9% 5.9%
Per Pupil | $ 6399 | $ 3,965 | $ 3,808 | § 157 ) & 1,039 | § 638 [ $ 116 ey K 1,020 580 | § 427 | § 133 375 | § 375
 Amount}s 229309218 1281338 1S 1 . mzels snamls 252955 s 276348
: '%--toi'_fwl“a:“c'hwlk: . T000%f - 559% oooBaxg o 158% mox) ool
o PerPupil {6 6387 U5 356916 Coaaos ks LOI0ES 05 S LTINS
Wa beac
Enrollment 569
Amount|$ 3298210 |$ 1,873,703 |$ 1735601 |$% 138,102 |$ 470320 |$ 300,155 |$ 59,956 110,209 { $ 744331 451,230 [ $ 263759 |$ 29342 S 209,856 [$ 209,856
% to Total Schooll 100.0% 56.8% 52.6% 4.2% 14.3% 9.1% 1.8% 33% 22.6% 13.7% 8.0% 0.9% 6.4% 6.4%
Per Pupil | $ 5797 | $ 3,293 | § 3,050 | $ 243 | $ 827 |3 528 | % 105 19413 1,308 793 | $ 464 | $ 520% 369 | $ 369
: Amount§ § - - L717,609 1% CBI7411 | S 322316 |G 68392S 126, S 40312118 108 5216 145580 ¢ 17089218 - 170,892
"% 1o Total School} 8T A%y 3R l:fl_.jO};’G: : 238{. Azl 138! sul 05%1 53% e 58%
PerPupil | § 340046 20k o 93ds o 5828 vl Hme L B 728 : 508 2608 308 1% 0 308
0. ani
Enrollment| 438
Amount | $ 2312160 | $ 1312570 | $ 1,235198 |$ 77372 0S 421,872 |$ 288,826 |$ 47408 85,638 | $ 435,595 243560 | $ 188,276 | $ 3759 | $ 142,123 |$ 142,123
% to Total School 100.0% 56.8% 53.4% 33% 18.2% 12.5% 21% 3.7% 18.8% 10.5% 8.1% 0.2% 6.1% 6.1%
Per Pupil | $ 5279 | $ 2,997 | § 2,820 | $ 177 | $ 963 | $ 659 | $ 108 19 [ $ 995 556 | $ 4308 9ls 324 8 324
Jefferson = : gRRER
- Enrollment}- & 0 e i oo : : 3 : 3 : SRS By i 1
Amount{5 320909545 1977209 1S 1,891,150 {6 86,059 1% 375099 |S 203364 |S 67741 [8% 10399406 645690 336,197 | 6§ 30480116 560248 210097]% 210,097
% toTotalSchool}  100.0%) 61.6% 58.9%] 2.7 11.7% 63% Akt o osonk o 200% 10:5% 9.5% 0.2%f 6:5% S 65%
PerPupil {§ 647005 = 3986 |% 3813 |'$ amls o 7mels 41018 171 - o zofs 1,304 678§ 615 ]S e 218 A

Source: Office of the State Auditor, FY1998-99 School-by-school Expenditure for Education
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Appendix D: Expenditure by Function

TOTAL INSTRUCTION SUPPORT OPERATIONS LEADERSHIP
SUB-TOTAL | Teaching Classrc:'om SUB-TOTAL Pupil Teacher Program SURTOTAL Pul?il Facilities B‘I.lSi]:leSS SUBTOTAL School
Materials Support Support Support Services Services Management
aahumanu
Enrollment| 760
Amount § $ 4,113,246 | $ 2578311 | $ 2417148 [§ 161,163 | $ 531,668 347,108 | $ 78,676 | S 105884 1S 786509 |$ 450,664 | $ 326378 94670 S 216758 | $ 216,758
% to Total School 100.0% 62.7% 58.8% 3.9% 12.9% 8.4% 1.9% 2.6% 19.1% 11.0% 7.9% 0.2% 53% 53%
Per Pupil | $ 5412 1 % 3393 | % 3,180 | $ 2121 $ 700 457 | $ 10418 13918 1,035 | $ 593 | % 429 1248 285 | $ 285

amiloika
Enrollment
Amount
% to Total School
Per Pupil

lKainlani

Enrollment|
Amount

% to Total Schoolf
Per Pupil

570

$ 3,056,885
100.0%

$ 5,363

490]

$ 3,196,420
100.0%

$ 6,523

866
4,884,479
100.0%
5,640

$ 1,983,598
64.9%
$ 3,480

$ 1922916
60.2%
$ 3,924

$ 3,059,215
62.6%
$ 3,533

$

$

$

$

$

$

1,869,224
61.1%
3,279

1,823,953
57.1%
3,722

2,873,163
58.8%
3,318

$ 114374
3.7%
$ 201

$ 98,963
3.1%
$ 202

$ 186,052
3.8%
$ 215

$ 525203
17.2%
$ 921

$ 527,286
16.5%
$ 1,076

$ 680,296
13.9%
$ 786

342,144 | $ 71,447
11.2% 23%
600 | $ 125

306,836 | $ 54,262
9.6% 1.7%
626 | § 111

437,627 | $ 89,533
9.0% 1.8%
505 | $ 103

111,612
3.7%
196

166,188
5.2%
339

153,136
3.1%
177

$ 346,050

11.3%
$ 607

$ 562,404
17.6%
$ 1,148

$ 942,485
19.3%
S 1,088

$

$

S

S

S

105953 | $ 237,119
3.5% 7.8
186 | $ 416

348354 | § 212,259
10.9% 6.6%
711 | $ 433

532,056 | $ 402,394
10.9% 8.2%
614 | $ 465

2,978
0.1%

1,791
0.1%

8,035
0.2%

$

$

$

$

183,814
5.8%
375

202,483
41%
234

$ 202,034
6.6%
$ 354

$ 183,814
5.8%
$ 375

$ 202,483
4.1%
$ 234
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Appendix D: Expenditure by Function

INSTRUCTION SUPPORT OPERATIONS LEADERSHIP
Classroom Pupil Teacher Program Pupil ine:
Materials Pkt Sup:;urt Support Supg;nrt e Servlzces Hamiiitcs i::::c:: SUBOTAL Mai;gz:ient
al a
Enrollment}
Amount | $ 64,538 | $ 336,293 227,284 | § 36,710 722991 % 433,460 228,061 | $ 203,607 | $ 1,792 4 % $ 149,555
% to Total School 3.0% 15.7% 10.6% 3.4% 20.3% 10.7% 9.5% 0.1% 7.0%
Per Pupil 1931 % 1,004 678 | % 216 | $ 1,294 6811 % 608 | S 519 $ 446

apalama

Amount

Enrollment|
| s

% to Total School
Per Pupil

oko Hea
Enrollment|
Amount

% to Total School
Per Pupil

Enrollment
Amount

% to Total School
Per Pupil

% to Total School|
o PerPupil

114,347

2.7%
148

CAmg0e

57
21T

61,437
2.9%
184

81,570
2.8%
198

S 615433
14.6%

$ 795

5 381113 |3
121%

& 688

$ 364,886
16.9%

$ 1,096

ofs  sa045 ]

] s
Is 913
$ 435,467
14.9%

] 1,057

8%

9:

431,991 | % 75,150

103%
558 | $

254,709 | $ 43,433

11.8%
7651 %

305,786 | $ 47,142

10.5%
74218

o1zgp0s}
i

s700 | 5

s ::12_0: i

108,292 | $ 822,682
2.6% 19.6%

14045 1,063

66,744 | $ 449,141

3.1% 20.9%

20009 1,349

825390 519752
2.8% 17.8%
200 | ¢ 1,262

182

494,836 | $ 325,278
11.8% 7.7%
639 $% 420

228718 | $ 217,947
10.6% 10.1%
687 1S 654

274,552 | & 238,440
9.4% 8.2%
666 | $ 579

271450
. sen|
oo s

182,575 |
=
s

$ 2,568

0.1%

$ 2476
0.1%
$ 7
s 76
03%
$ 6,760
0.2%
$ 16

678
o2
o

s so0sfs o0
02%)

211404
53%
347

$ 237,361
5.6%
$ 307

202321
5 .6',4'%
a6

$ 157,013
73%
$ 472

6.0%
$ 171458
5.9%
$ 416
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Appendix D: Expenditure by Function

TOTAL INSTRUCTION SUPPORT OPERATIONS LEADERSHIP
SUBTOTAL | Teaching | S*™°™ | suporar| Fupl Teactier | DProgmi | ovpvoran| [P Facilities | DU loypyorar|  Sceel
Materials Support Support Support Services Services Management
o . b L bbbk
A S 20906506 43,091 5 03118 7918615 185593]¢ 225008 laneer|s
S wilomlsdool 10008} 19.6% 5% ooas o sas] anl 0 oaeel essde ek ae]
PerPupil | § 51755 1,014 75018 107 S 158k S 661 198 459 '8 T
1Ke. e
Enrollment| 467
Amountls 3303781 |S 2151319 | 2029547 [$ 121,772 S 450,834 308,847 (6 52729|$ 89258 )$ 555785 334934 |$ 216721 |6 4130|$ 145843 (5 145843
% to Total School| 100.0% 65.1% 61.4% 3.7% 13.6% 93% 1.6% 27% 16.8% 10.1% 6.6% 0.1% 44% 44%
Per Pupil | $ 7,074 | 5 4607 |5  4346($ 2618 965 661 | S 13 | $ 191 $ 1,190 717 | $ 464 | $ 9ls 312|$ 312
w492ls  manls 167670 iz 566 | 153614 f$ 153,614
SBasL o 172% : : 04%) 14 1.4
7ahs 1558 ] s a8ls
inapuni
Enrollment| 243}
Amount § $ 1,627,580 § $ 1,079,019 | S 998326 | $ 80,693 § S 232,269 178,012 | $ 23,485 | % 30,772 | $ 180,441 50,753 | $ 126,750 | % 29380 $ 135851 | % 135,851
% to Total School 100.0% 663% 61.3% 5.0% 143% 10.9% 14% 1.9% 11.1% 3.1% 7.8% 0.2% 83% 83%
Per Pupil | $ 6,698 | $ 44401 8% 4108 | % 33208 956 7331 % 971% 1270 $ 743 20918 522 1% 121 % 559 | $ 559
s 1amils  wemls  wismsls 25740 72 ls 10040)s  eumes|s smser|s sonea|s  1s90a)s
o Bed% o oresl O BIRL B4k 21% 33%) o 210%4 0 123% Seas) - 05%
1s 2984 1% o 729 | EELH B 110 | $ 174)s 1,116 655 | % 4331 280's
unalulo
Enrollment 649
Amount | $ 3541079 | S 1,976,671 | $ 1,903,406 [$  73265($ 597,047 421,929 |s 67363 |$ 107755 743,270 417529 [$ 276137 |$ 49,604 | S 224091 |S 224,091
% to Total School 100.0% 55.8% 53.8% 21% 16.9% 11.9% 1.9% 3.0% 21.0% 11.8% 7.8% 14% 63% 63%
Per Pupil | $ 5456 | § 3,046 | § 2933 | § 13 (s 920 650 | $ 104 |8 166 | $ 1,145 643 | § 425 |8 760 345§ 345
: Amount f'$ 3835580 F5 2293112 |5 52140 5309 ES 349380 | S 79915 1% 10163188 7554916 461110(5 10458 1'% 235993 1% 235993
% toTotalSchooll  ~ 100.0%} 59.8% o oBssl 0 138k 91 zaml o ozesy o 202%) 120%| cossl o ea%] 62%
Per Pupil | S 4949°f S 2,959 | ¢ 1871 s 685 5ifs o 103fs 0 B1fS 1,001 | 5951 1Bls  a05)s 205
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Appendix D: Expenditure by Function

TOTAL INSTRUCTION SUPPORT OPERATIONS LEADERSHIP
SUBTOTAL | Teaching | 2™ | cuprorar| FUPl Teacher | Program | oproyrar | Pupl Facilities | C'% Noypporar| Sdwol
Materials Support Support Support Services Services Management
anoa
Enrollment 592
Amount | $ 3,2943310% 1,998,727 | $ 1,881,957 |$ 116770 |$ 435363 |$ 295766 |$ 62357 |$ 77240 |$ 645690 [ $ 362,691 (S 277,788 | $ 5211 0% 214551 |$ 214,551
% to Total School 100.0% 60.7% 57.1% 3.5% 13.2% 9.0% 1.9% 23% 19.6% 11.0% 8.4% 0.2% 6.5% 6.5%
Per Pupil | $ 5565 % 3376 | $ 3179 | 197 $ 735 | $ 500 | $ 105|$ 130 % 1,001 | & 613 | 8 469 | $ 9ls 362 | $ 362
s 1m9s|s memwls  as1iesls 5748 | suewls Caasls isosns s
Gonozan 12.6%]| C1e%) EiEd
Is 28548 688 |5 6i1 |5 oals
Nu'uanu
Enrollment| 410
Amount | $ 2,179,964 [ $ 1,194,442 | $ 1,086257 | $ 108185 & 397492 |$ 307119 [$ 41,868 [S$ 48505 $ 447865 % 263,647 | $ 179,897 | § 432108 140165 |$ 140,165
% to Total School 100.0% 54.8% 49.8% 5.0% 18.2% 14.1% 1.9% 2.2% 20.5% 12.1% 83% 0.2% 6.4% 64%
Per Pupil | $ 5317 $ 2913 | $ 2,649 | & 264 % 99 | $ 749 | 8 1028 18 1,002 % 643 | 439 | § 1]s 342 | § 342
I n Coamp o] Sk Gl ] R Gk SR e
B CAmounts 221731946 134584416 1278572 |8 672720% 305814 & 20750415 34413(8 4611931 S 272310 1§ 5 14468 |8 104468
% to Total School - 100:0% ) S 607% 57.7% | cosox] o assnp o gaxd ekl 20.8%] 123%] o syt a0y
“ . perPupil]$ 7A76 s 438508 aass|S o 2180s o990 ks eBIS 111 149318 88118 5 Casg e iEmg
auoa
Enrollment 478}
Amount | $ 2,674,840 | S 1,623,157 | $ 1,552,030 |$ 71,127 |$ 355588 |$ 227,639 |S 51,959 |$ 75990 0% 542,938 |$ 318,290 |$ 219,480 [ $ 5168 | $ 153,157 | $ 153,157
% to Total School 100.0% 60.7% 58.0% 27% 133% 8.5% 1.9% 2.8% 203% 11.9% 2.2% 0.2% 5.7% 57%
Per Pupil | $ 5,596 || $ 339% | $ 3,47 ($ 1491 $ 744 | $ 476 | $ 109 | $ 159 $ 1,136 | $ 666 | S 459 1% 11% 3201 % 320
Fq‘ﬁ.h'ﬂ:l'e._ﬂ 2 : _ =
~ Enolimeny) 378 : : S ) w b o 1
Lo Amount's 241734806 1328968 | S 120004116 12892705 397974 1S 288754 1§ 69,490.4'S 301,885 |5 138,616 |6 138,616
% toTotalSchooll  1000%| 55.0% g%l s3sk 0 1essl 119 29%f 125% .
Per Pupil |'$ 6395 0s  3516(% 3175 |'$ 3a1s 105358 764 | % 184 s 799 | % 367 |'S 367
Oyﬂ
Enrollmen 448
Amnunt1s 2593948 | $ 1,610,169 | $ 1516493 | $ 93676 |$ 314941 |$ 202591 |$ 48259 S 64,091 )% 519267 [S 310588 | $ 206,697 | S 1,9820$ 149571 % 149,571
% to Total School 100.0% 62.1% 58.5% 3.6% 12.1% 7.8% 1.9% 25% 20.0% 12.0% 8.0% 0.1% 5.8% 5.8%
Per Pupil | $ 5790 | $ 3,594 | § 3385 | $ 2098 703 | $ 452 | § 108 | § 1430 % 1,159 | & 693 | $ 461 | § als 334 | $ 334




Appendix D: Expenditure by Function

TOTAL INSTRUCTION SUPPORT OPERATIONS LEADERSHIP
SUBTOTAL | Teaching | S"™°™ | suprorar| FuPil Teacher | Frogtam §oprorar| Popd Facllities | B0 loypqorap| Scheel

Materials Support Support Support Services Services Management

193,402 L

63:7% = (12%
2,69 AE
a
Enrollment 342
Amount | $ 1,957,139 | S 1,096,854 [ $ 1,038,982 | $ 57,872 | $ 300,582 | $ 193,406 | $ 38,209 | $ 68,967 | S 405530 | $ 218,822 |$ 184393 | $ 23150% 154173 |$ 154,173
% to Total School 100.0% 56.0% 53.1% 3.0% 15.4% 9.9% 2.0% 3.5% 20.7% 11.2% 9.4% 0.1% 7.9% 7.9%
Per Pupil | $ 5723 0% 3,207 | $ 3,038 | $ 169 | $ 879 1% 566 | $ 112 | $ 20208 1,186 | $ 640 | $ 539 1% 718 4511 $ 451

s ssssis|s  aesosfs  2esssofs  aeves|s  2mmls ysi]s 707

7] wexl 3 . n7%| 17N 19%f 0% Cday
115 26988 oL2s4)s 1000 f$ o 10fs el e
son
Enrollment] 561
Amount | $ 3,018,235 $ 1,777,953 | $ 1,674,104 | $ 103,849 | $ 411,008 | $ 264,987 | 59,085 | % 86,936 | $ 637,835 | $ 367,731 | $ 267,974 | $ 2130 S 191439 | $ 191,439
% to Total School 100.0% 58.9% 55.5% 3.4% 13.6% 8.8% 2.0% 2.9% 21.1% 12.2% 8.9% 0.1% 6.3% 6.3%
PerPupil $ 5380 (% 3169 | $ 2984 | $ 185 $ 733 1% 472 1 % 105 | § 1551 % 1,137 | $ 655 | $ 478 | $ 414 341 | $ 341

|Honolulu District Intermediate/Middle Schools

s 18992075 1803581 |8 95,666 n2res]s

| 66 1S sls 2s91s|s  ssaos|s 106
605%f 0 B75%| o 3onf 9.0% 36%
4183 4% 8 s 1% e 2718
ole
Enrollment] 808§
Amount | $ 4615239 S 2755116 [$ 2575412 |$ 179,704 | $ 724,826 [$ 415481 ($ 95394 1% 213,951 % 830,132 |$ 468413 |$ 345034 | $ 16,685 | $ 305165 | $ 305,165
% to Total School 100.0% 59.7% 55.8% 3.9% 15.7% 9.0% 21% 46% 18.0% 10.1% 7.5% 0.4% 6.6% 6.6%
Per Pupil | $ 5712 $ 3410 | § 3,187 | $ 222§ 897 | $ 514 | % 118 (s 265 | $ 1,027 | $ 580 | $ 42718 1% 378 | $ 378
I]zl:tj-e'ti T '7:,; R
. Eolmeny . o 24 : { Gp Lo ke b : e b s
Amount | S 287948106 1874244 |§ 1770649 |6 108595 |'§ 47214516 272477 | S 1424980S 32939215 8499218 239674 |6 479608 2087 © 208,700
% to Total Schioolf ~  ~ 100.0% 65:1% 6L5%| o Bexl o ledk| 95%] 4954 A%l - oos0nt 83%| A HEHTI%
PerPupil | $ 6791)S 440 |s  L17e|s o 2dafs 1114 | 8 643 |8 336 )8 7r7ls o 200fs o ses|s 480
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Appendix D: Expenditure by Function

TOTAL INSTRUCTION SUPPORT OPERATIONS LEADERSHIP

i : ; ;
SUB-TOTAL | Teaching assroom | op rorar| | FUpl Teacher | Progmm §oprorar| ol Hacifies | EOEE Rormergy| Schodl
Materials Support Support Support Services Services Management

imu
Enrollment| 734
Amount | $ 4117353 | $ 2450956 | $ 2333300 % 117,656 % 629,827 | $ 388,936 | S 84,744 | § 156,147 | S 745525 | $ 336,591 |$ 402652 |$ 628201% 291,045|% 291,045
% to Total School 100.0% 59.5% 56.7% 2.9% 153% 9.4% 21% 3.8% 18.1% 8.2% 9.8% 0.2% 7.1% 71%
Perrupil|s  seo|s  smafs sam|s  wols  osss|s  sofs ws|s  zsls  imels  wofs  swls  sls  awl|s sy

Raltanemord b b E
- Enrollment} Sy IR ; e
wount{ s 5507283 |5 3,257,002 | 8 3,03
1000%) 614%
$ sassfs

s 1067818
ol
Cagols

224909 ks
_ 15 .

awananakoa
Enrollment| 832
Amount | $ 4,189,148 | $ 2,558542 | S 2,389,702 | S 168,840 § S 568,634 | $ 358,685 | % 89,443 | $ 120,506 | $ 737,618 1% 375344 |$ 351,180 | $ 11,094 | $ 324354 | $ 324,354

% to Total School 100.0% 61.1% 57.0% 4.0% 13.6% 8.6% 21% 29% 17.6% 9.0% 8.4% 03% 7.7% 7.7%
Per Pupil | $ 5035 (% 3,075 | % 2,872 | % 2030 8 683 | $ 431 | % 108 | $ 1450 % 887 1% 451 | & 422 | $ 131% 3901 % 390

Niw Valley - : :
- Enrollinent sof: o J s
S Amount|$ 320184805 1812390 |5 1,696,283
% to Total School 1008 se6%|

. PerPupil}s 5900 3368

sz fs 2
ooeawl

Is 1ei07fs i mesls
e . oelg
nsls

6ls  mels  arfs

tevenson
Enrollment| 537|
Amount | $ 3,161,657 | $ 1,820,276 | $ 1,712346 |$ 1079300 $ 513548 |$ 342949 | S 63,409 | S 107,190 | $ 610,242 | $ 312,788 |$ 292,795 | $ 4659 1% 217591|% 217,591

% to Total School] 100.0% 57.6% 54.2% 3.4% 16.2% 10.8% 2.0% 34% 19.3% 9.9% 93% 01% 6.9% 6.9%
Per Pupil | $ 5888 S 3390 | $ 3,189 | $ 20108 956 | $ 639 | $ 118 | $ 200 | $ 1,136 | $ 582 1% 545 | % 9] 405 | $ 405

860' : S de . :
. Amount|$ 4398284)s 2984711 |S 2838675|S 146036 |
5 to Total School| - Tooo%) o 60.9%f - 58.0% ooB0ng

Per Pupil | § 5,696 4% 3A7LLS . 3301 (8 7o ks

sz s awmls
7.6% k|
wmils  asls

'j.$11,3'3_=13 S 311_.-,334;
Coedn] o edy
362 8 262

18 w7asls  wasils  2essoals
sf o saxl 205 eix)
e Bl dle il

|Honolulu District High Schools

T Emollment o0k . e b - L - .

Amount ]S 13800834 | §° 5649396 [ & 7978891 |§ 670505} $ 02305320 |8 1,426415| 8 328128 | & 550777 0§ 2105174 |§ 948,857 [ § 144465 ¢ 3185205 7209445 720,944
% to Total School 1w000%F 0 627% 57.8%) . 49%) 0 167% S 103%) 24% o ao%) o 154% 6.9% | 8a% | 0.2% ) S2%L 52%
Per Pupil | $ 552048 346018 319218 2680 0 922]s 57118 BLls 220008 8501 % 3806 E e 288
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Appendix D: Expenditure by Function
TOTAL INSTRUCTION SUPPORT OPERATIONS LEADERSHIP
SUBTOTAL | Teaching | S | syptorar| FUPL Teacher | Program | ooprorag | oL Faeditias | OSSR | orprorar)|  Seedl
Materials Support Support Support Services Services Management
Kaimuki
Enrollmentj 1505
Amount | $ 9637553 | § 5878344 |$ 5434204 |§ 444050 | § 1718226 |5 1,067,827 | $ 243618 |$ 406781 |S 1571607 |$ 675065 |$ 869,645 |5 26897 |S 469376 |$ 469376
% to Total School 100.0% 61.0% 56.4% 46% 17.8% 111% 25% 42% 163% 7.0% 9.0% 03% 49% 4.9%
Per Pupil | $ 6404 | § 3906 |$  3611($ 295 1142 (s 710 | $ 162 | § 270 | § 1,044 | § 449 |8 578 | $ 18|s 312 | % 312

5 4198385

. 1505781 | $ 100 ;
- 205% 97%| 5%
05 1% 3566
alani
Enrollment] 1216
Amount | $ 6,613,506 | $ 3,731,008 | $ 3,461,956 |$ 269,052 §$ 1,271,894 |$ 894944 | S 137777 |$ 239173 |$ 1,234965|% 575760 | S 634,194 | % 25011 | $ 375639 )% 375,639
% to Total School 100.0% 56.4% 523% 41% 19.2% 13.5% 21% 3.6% 18.7% 8.7% 9.6% 04% 57% 57%
Per Pupil | $ 54391 % 3,068 | § 2,847 | $ 2211 $ 1,046 | $ 736 | % 113 | $ 1971 % 1,016 | $ 473 | § 5221 % 2114 309 | $ 309
| ooy - ... . .
nt|s 1208205 7478196 |6 6929949 | 1950390 |6 13%665 s moam|s 3 1000813 [ s asossls sesaeols  sesaso
omischoolf  10008f  eoxf  smex) teas|  omes]  1ss) aal ot
S PerPupil §:5 B3 B ol B 3451 [ § St A & - Ty B i b L B3 49818 283 1%
oosevelt
Enrollment| 1532
Anmunt|$ 8,380,228 | $ 4,960,286 | $ 4528437 |$ 431849 % 1487658 | % 1,053,204 |$ 181305|% 253,149 $ 1444007 | % 691,562|% 735570 | % 16875 $ 488,277 | $ 488,277
% to Total School 100.0% 59.2% 54.0% 5.2% 17.8% 12.6% 2.2% 3.0% 17.2% 83% 8.8% 0.2% 5.8% 5.8%
Per Pupil | $ 5470 | $ 3,238 | $ 2,956 | $ 2820 % 9711 % 687 | $ 118 | $ 165 $ 943 | § 451 | § 480 | $ 110% 319 |8 319

Eonolulu District Other Schools

158,710

$ 1o7azls omoels  se0s|s  oseassfs  199als  maeer|s  aussols  7omszfs

CAmountf $ 2,339,

% to Total S oa'ﬁi_ : o 459% ) 4205 o ssmb o a1sml o os0%[ o 15% 9%l 356% 71%
1s sfs = =208 30i6ls o wels o 8|S oyya ol bod 134 25 s 509

ulu District Alternative Schools

"_the"H_éﬂf-iiiE"-&-Vi-’sﬁﬂ]vtiimbain{d“,'
T L fo - o i - ol e
©Amount|§ 269558305 240772508 2143915|$ 26381005 210,017 (S 5537 1% 68455 1976355 74898 |6 . 1988 S 7284018 700 294304 2913
- % toTotalSchooll  100.0% 893% 795%) 9851 78% | 0.2% 03%[ 0 73%] 2.8% 1 7% 00 g%l 0%
PerPupil{$ = 33695] % 30,097 1% 26799 |$ 3,298 18 262505 0 69]% 86|85 247085 936S 911 | % 1% < B S b




St

Appendix D: Expenditure by Function

Per Pupil

TOTAL INSTRUCTION SUPPORT OPERATIONS LEADERSHIP
SUBTOTAL | Teaching | %™ | quprorar| Fupil Toachar | Progoam | rrppypgy | Fopd Faclies | LRSS Joypergrap|  Sdedl
Materials Support Support Support Services Services Management
360,750 | § 353,708 | § 70421 8 20,105 3,900 | $ 4,091 | $ 12,114 | $ 4,614 1,726 2,888 = $ = $ g
93.6% 91.8% 1.8% 5.2% 1.0% 11% 3.1% i
$ 1,211 $

36075

6| 7oy
Is sm
203,728 | $ 197,992
79.0%

$ 5,351

81.3%

$ 5,506

$ 35371

s fs 37880

S

$ 5,736
23%

$ 155

s 2011

$ 33,711
13.4%
$ 911

9%l osx|
s s 360
9739 | % 4,819
1.9%
$ 130

3.9%
263

| % 409

65615 asn|

B

5 19,153
7.6%

$ 518

$ 13,297
53%
$ 359

6,142
24%
166

7,155
2.9%
193




Appendix D: Expenditure by Function

TOTAL

INSTRUCTION

SUB-TOTAL

Teaching

Classroom
Materials

SUB-TOTAL

Pupil
Support

SUPPORT

Teacher
Support

Program

Support

SUB-TOTAL

OPERATIONS

Pupil

Services

Facilities

Business
Services

LEADERSHIP

SUB-TOTAL

School
Management

amanu

Enrollmen
Amount1

% to Total School|
Per Pupil

aletwa
Enrollment|
Amount

% to Total School
Per Pupil

Amount:

% to Tol Schoolf

% toToulSchool]
: “Per Pupil

Per Pupil

s 5,685

857

$ 4,399,081
100.0%

$ 5,133

496121

349

$ 2,797,645
100.0%
$ 8,016

833
3,897,351
100.0%
4,679

£l B
3
o0%)
o

S ‘apoy: -
S 3411264 |
100:0%]
5

2,859,742
65.0%
3,337

3467

1,640,352
58.6%
4,700

2,229,518
57.2%
2,676

2,025,433
5945
3,376

S

s '.’1',483,_356' i

2,699,400
61.4%
3,150

aomons| s 25
A

1,527,387
54.6%
4376

2,068,466
53.1%
2,483

1,899,

557% |
31654

5

 myen]

3.6%

160,342
3.6%
187

199,031 4
408
297

112,965
4.0%
324

139256 |

3

161,052
4.1%
193

196313
3.7%
21

25|

|

&

589,553
13.4%
688

emaisls
ek e
686 |'S 3

401,492
14.4%
1,150

566,073 |
Big|
giria 8

548,527
14.1%
658

475,201 | §
13951

792

©oa05

373403 | $ 62,016
8.5% 14%
436 | $ 72

215,583 | $
77%
618 | $

48,425
1.7%
139

357,965 | $
9.2%
430 % 72

59,562
1.5%

299,662 | §
S 8.8%

43,786
1%

ethatfe
Cqaxl
o

47,287 |
i 4%
cA99:e i g

5 121,944 |
o 4sw)
g 292

$ 154,134

3.5%

$ 180

$ 137,484

4.9%

$ 394

$ 131,000

34%

$ 157

s s
25 |

5 214 ks

197,616
| dow
s

e

s

$

719,002
16.3%
839

588,081
21.0%
1,685

896,590
23.0%
1,076

164,395
3.7%
192

278,341
9.9%
798

416,050 | §
- o10sx]
B Vo ol B

394,938
10.1%
474

546,502
124%
638

550278

286,467
10.2%
821

483,860
12.4%
581

sl
109%)
621 |

$ 7405
LR}
e

$ 8,105

$ 23,273
0.8%

$ 67

$ 17,792

0.5%

$ 21

ifs mess
am]
S

$ 230,784
5.2%
$ 269

$ 167,720
6.0%
$ 481

M

$ 222716
5.7%
$ 267

s 190746

5.6%

1s s

165976
6.6%
397

$ 230,784
5.2%

313,073
63%
357

$ 167,720
6.0%
$ 481

$ 226505

- 53%

$ 222,716
5.7%
S 267

$ 190746

. B6%

5 318




Appendix D: Expenditure by Function

SUPPORT

OPERATIONS

Pepil Facilities

LEADERSHIP

SUB-TOTAL
Management

School

TOTAL

Teaching

INSTRUCTION
Classroom
Materials

Pupil

SUB-TOTAL
Support

Teacher Program
Support

Support

Services

IKiE aE a

Enrollment|
Ameount

% to Total School

Per Pupil | $

ani Mau
Enrollment|
Amount

% to Total School
Per Pupil | $

ani Waena
Enrollment
Amount

% to Total School
Per Pupil

$ 4,527,899

$ 4,820,976

$

L

$ 2,677,698 | $

59.1%
3,683 |%

$ 2,712,099

56.3%
2,904

$ 2,953,836
63.0%
3,423

S

201,034 | $ 566922 | %
4.2%
215 $

11.6%

11.8%
607 | $

113442 | $ 635512 | $
2.4% 13.5%

o

131§ % 736 | $

525307 | $ 307,109
6.8%

$ 723 |$ 422

326,612

410498 | $
8.7%
476 | §

1.8%
113 | 6

$ 82,075 | §
1.7%
$ 88|9%

747821 %
1.6%

82,270 | $ 135928

$ 1,118,953 | %
23.2%
1,198 | $ 496 | $

8718

$ 430910 | %
9.5%
$ 5931 $%

463,687 | $
9.6%

714,124 | § 159,893
15.2%

34%
82718 185

261,154 | $ 261,154

489,772
5.8%

$ 221,968 | $

5.8%

359 | $ 359

221,968
46%

4.6%
238

2381 $

274,797
5.9%
318 | $

$ 274797
5.9%
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Appendix D: Expenditure by Function

TOTAL INSTRUCTION SUPPORT OPERATIONS LEADERSHIP
Pupil T i i
SUBTOTAL | Teaching | $2°™°™ | sup-ToTAL i eacher | Fropraw |ouprop| Sl Facibtiss | D00 |oyprorar|.  Scheel
Materials Support Support Support Services Services Management
oKulele
Enrollment| 577|
Amount|$ 3317592 |$ 1947999 | $ 1,841,275 |$ 106724 |$ 451,025 308738 | § 4244218 9984508 718510 344,508 | $ 370,900 | § 3,102 $ 200058 |$ 200,058
% to Total School 100.0% 58.7% 55.5% 3.2% 13.6% 9.3% 13% 3.0% 21.7% 10.4% 11.2% 0.1% 6.0% 6.0%
Per Pupil | $ 5750 | $ 3376 | $ 3,191 (§ 185 | % 782 535 | § 741% 173 | $ 1,245 597 |8 643 | $ 50s 347 | 8 347
4034150 | 5 $ 13828008 - 55,685 | $ 194801
100.0%) ‘; AR o 48%
521908 % g 252
ear. arbor
Enrollment] 587
Amount|$ 3,738,035 S 2364262 S 2219156 |$ 145106 |$ 399,962 245441 | % 43328 |$ 111,193 |$ 760,840 331,995 [ $ 426,635 | $ 2210 | $ 212971 |$ 212,971
% to Total School 100.0% 63.2% 59.4% 3.9% 10.7% 6.6% 1.2% 3.0% 20.4% 8.9% 114% 0.1% 5.7% 57%
Per Pupil | $ 6368 | $ 4,028 | § 3,781 % 247 % 681 118 | s 7414 189 | $ 1,296 566 | $ 727 | & 113 363 | $ 363
coEE ] | . . S
397398506 2449369 | S 668 L& 220,701 1 45,862 | § 207, 207,641
1w000%) 416%] 13 - 56%) 12%) L G
651506 - 4015 541§ 302 | s 34018 0
ear. ge
Enrollment] 626
Amount | § 33538615 2057616 [S 1,899,953 | $ 157663 |$ 556,699 381,831 |S 60,606 |$ 114262]$ 515930 17,183 | $ 391,612 % 71356 223,616 |$ 223,616
% to Total School 100.0% 61.4% 56.6% 47% 16.6% 114% 1.8% 34% 154% 3.5% 11.7% 0.2% 6.7% 6.7%
Per Pupil | $ 5358 | $ 3,287 | $ 3,035 | $ 252 $ 889 610 | § 97 ( 183 % 824 187 | $ 626 | % 1s 357 | 357
| i S : = G
355521008 $ 199352916 4644415 344098 1 308235 | S 23059215 230,592
% toTotal School 1o0:0%8 %] B6k . S 9TR 2%t 63%|  65%
S PerPupil S 602686 o 3Bl01S 3379 7908 CB8a s 67516 39118 391
alt Lake
Enrollment] 829
Amount | $ 4438566 | $ 2,780,984 [ S 2,606,127 | $ 174857 | $ 715403 382,018 | $ 113,938 | S 219447 | 710,197 152,731 |$ 526407 |$ 31059 |$ 231,982 (% 231,982
% to Total School 100.0% 62.7% 58.7% 3.9% 16.1% 8.6% 2.6% 19% 16.0% 3.4% 11.9% 0.7% 5.2% 52%
Per Pupil | $ 5354 % 3355 | § 3,144 | § 211 (% 863 161 $ 137§ 265 | $ 857 184 | § 635 | $ 37| s 280 | $ 280
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Appendix D: Expenditure by Function

TOTAL INSTRUCTION SUPPORT OPERATIONS LEADERSHIP
SUB-TOTAL | Teaching Classn.)om SUB-TOTAL Pupil Teacher Program SUB-TOTAL Pur-)il Facilities Busir-ness SHRTOTAL School
Materials Support Services Services Management

Support

Support

a: T

Amount
% to Total School
Per Pupil

Emullmentl

a. 'wa

Enrollment|
Amount

% to Total School
Per Pupil

IWaimazu

Enrollment]
Amount

% to Total School
Per Pupil

: Amoimtl. A
% toTotl School}.
Per Pupil §

5
311
$ 1,855,093
100.0%
$ 5,965

594

$ 4,004,986
100.0%

$ 6,742

731

$ 4227317
100.0%

$ 5,783

$ 1,179,563
63.6%
$ 3,793

$ 2471365
61.7%
$ 4,161

$ 2,537,208
60.0%
$ 3471

$

$

$

$

]

$

1,112,586
60.0%
3,577

2,332,648
58.2%
3,927

2,410,124
57.0%
3,297

66,977 | $ 253,702
3.6% 13.7%
215 S 816

138,717 | $ 509,898
3.5% 12.7%
234 1 $ 858

127,084 | $ 536,815
3.0% 12.7%
174§ 734

161,518 | $ 24,182
8.7% 1.3%
519 | $ 78

295,686 | $ 55,037
74% 14%
498 | 93

319,701 | $ 71,181
7.6% 1.7%
137 |8 97

68,002 $ 293,500
3.7% 15.8%
2190 $ 944

159,175 | 786,290
4.0% 19.6%
268 | $ 1,324

145933 | $ 903,127
3.5% 21.4%
20008 1,235

908177 |
Gooanw

58,675
3.2%
189

468,006

o sox

371,995
93%
626

389,400
9.2%
533

429931 |
R 7%::.

esls

339

231,529
12.5%
744

406,090
10.1%
684

506,201
12.0%
692

3,296
0.2%
11

8,205
0.2%
14

7,526
0.2%
10

0.2% L B
S v

$ 128328|9%
6.9%
$ 413 | $

$ 237433 | S
5.9%
$ 400 |

260,680
o % {4

$ 250,167 | $ 250,167
5.9% 5.9%
$ 342 | § 342

128,328
6.9%
413

.

237,433
5.9%
400
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Appendix D: Expenditure by Function

TOTAL INSTRUCTION SUPPORT OPERATIONS LEADERSHIP
SUBTOTAL | Teaching | €™ | syptorar| Furl Teaches | Progiets Loemoromay | F0PL Failies | 3% Neupaopap] el
Materials Support Support Support Services Services Management
Wheeler

Enrollment| 1030
Amount| S 5428079 | $ 3,630,939 | $ 3397495 [$ 233444 % 732300 388,280 | § 82,695 261316 | $ 828,889 | $ 191424 |$ 625017 [ $ 12448 S 235951 S 235951
% to Total School 100.0% 66.9% 62.6% 13% 13.5% 7.2% 15% 18% 153% 3.5% 11.5% 0.2% 43% 13%
Per Pupil | $ 52704 S 3525 |8 3,299 | % 2271 % 711 377 | $ 80 254 1 % 805|% 186 | $ 607 | $ 1218 2291 % 229

Intermediate/Middle Schools
et 653 % SRR e sy ..... . % f 8
445881505 2266057 | 5 3 130909 ) s s61502 |5 aBolefs  esaals ismoanfs 3616 27015916 270,159
: 100.0%] 508% ) s e 7TRl 5% o 3dRp B 6%
el 3470 200) s 52518 100- Goals Ea $ 0
amanu

Enrollment 889}
Amount | $ 5,139,230 [ $ 2,768,230 | $ 2,649,216 | $ 119,014 | $ 652,264 398,770 | $ 66,971 186523 | 1,363,132 | S 723,671 |S 616923 S 22538 |$ 355604 |$ 355604
% to Total School 100.0% 53.9% 51.5% 23% 12.7% 7.8% 13% 3.6% 26.5% 14.1% 12.0% 0.4% 6.9% 6.9%
Per Pupil | $ 5781$ 3114 |8 2980 (s 134]s 734 4498 75 210 | § 1533 | § 814 | $ 691 |8 5] % 400 | $ 400
2595908 | 5 1,61 osa9o7ls 45577008 301116 |8 554885 99len)s (s 26760406 azspe7|s  asm2ls 400395)s 400395
61.8%| 3ast 10.8% ] 7ot oaml 24%f gl eam|114%] oamp o oskpic g5y
5,000 |'s 1981 s 894 590.f9 109 104t 18 ssfs  essls o 9ls 7S

ganalua

Enrollment| 883
Amount | $ 4,887,617 | $ 2,801,790 | § 2,612,767 [ $ 189,023 | $ 712,527 410,847 | $ 70,807 230,873 1 $ 1,031,113 | $ 451,123 | $ 564,194 | § 15796 | $ 342,187 | $ 342,187
% to Total Schooll 100.0% 57.3% 53.5% 3.9% 14.6% 84% 14% 47% 211% 9.2% 115% 03% 7.0% 7.0%
Per Pupil | § 5535 | $ 3173 |$ 2959 (s 214 ]s 807 465 | $ 80 2611 $ 1,168 | $ 511§ 639 | $ 185 388 | s 388
 Enolmenf el b 1 bbb e
o Amouwnts 556182218 3261778 | § 3,056,253 | § 82176516 488176 |S 8154016 25204006 1121886 455014 |6 655181 |¢ 1169108 356393 |8 35639
- % toTomlSchoolf 10005 58.6% 55.0% ezl o osexl 15w 45%)  o0aw| o sas| 1ssl  oo2w san| o eax
PerPupil)s  57eals  3380|s  3167|5 arls o oseefs ol 2eils  wesls  amls  enfs nfs . ols s

eeler

Enrollment| 1072
Amount | $ 6,047,997 | $ 3,275819 | $ 3,152,903 | $ 122916 $ 856,640 535,994 | $ 92,526 22812001 % 1473395 | % 819042 | % 646925 | S 7428 1% 442,143 | % 442,143
% to Total Schoolf 100.0% 54.2% 52.1% 2.0% 14.2% 3.9% 15% 3.8% 24.4% 13.5% 10.7% 0.1% 73% 73%
Per Pupil | $ 5642 % 3,056 | $ 2,941 | $ 115 $ 799 500 | $ 86 213 0 $ 1374 | $ 764 1 8 603 | $ 71% 412 | % 412
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Appendix D: Expenditure by Function

TOTAL INSTRUCTION

Classroom
Materials

SUB-TOTAL

Teaching

SUPPORT

Pupil Teacher
Support Support

SUB-TOTAL

Services

OPERATIONS
Pupil

LEADERSHIP

School

FiGiley Management

ICentral District

eilehua
Enrollment
Amount
% to Total School|
Per Pupil

Mililani:

% 1o Total School

oanalua

Enrollment]
Amount

% to Total School
Per Pupil

" Enrollment
“Amount|

% to Total Schoolf

S 'Per‘Pupﬂ

$ 10,593,155 | S 6,405,794

$ 5641 $ 3411

S o]

High Schools

3,269

1878

100.0% 60.5%

1841

$ 10,313,925 | $ 5,958,694
100.0% 57.8%

$ 5602 4% 3,237

4,657,887 |
o 585%

E et
o sranf
3366

78 ls
56.5%]
au7|s

5,934,503 |
56.0%
3,160 | $

5569393 | $
54.0%
3,025 | $

4,083,040 5
52.0%]
289618

1,039,910 [ $ 154,477
9.8% 15%

554 | § 82

118 1149624 |6 176232 |

55918

1,096,192 | $ 145779
10.6% 14%

595 | % 79

996,846 | S 104465 |
iz7gl e
FO7LS o 7a

$ 2,005,788

18.9%

$ 1,068

= 233,,,

$ 2,098,816
203%
$ 1,140

515 1,618,809
20.6%
s

1551182 | &
195%1
108918

736,232 | $ 1,200,780
7.0% 113%
3928 639

787,176 | $ 1,290,320
7.6% 12.5%
428 | % 701

523,984
1.9%
279

584,433

317

 oesaoels 448337
el

ezl

318

7 o

|Central District

[Waialua High and Inter,

S Enrollment]

Amountf

% toTotal School

PerPupil | $

15 sooem|s
- s63%|
5 :_4,0.822:

3335971 1§
HEER |
3,678 |

735116 | 8

110%|
s10)s

1207557 | s
_'1.8 '%:.:
13310 %

68y

amls s
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Appendix D: Expenditure by Function

TOTAL INSTRUCTION SUPPORT OPERATIONS LEADERSHIP
SUB-TOTAL | Teaching | S2*™°°™ | sutoraL| PPl Teacher | Program | o7 pp roppp | Fupil Facilities | "2 |oupqorar| School
Materials Support Support Support Services Services Management
[Leeward District Elementary Schools

18 4990446 S 1149979 ¢ 744417 | S 130,258 | 513798 | §

| 75 4 ls 110216 | s
| 5esn sl 85%|  15% [ omosp o 7om} S8l
s sy Comnls sels e B ety gele asls
arbers 1"oin|
Enrollment| 494/
Amount J$ 3,188,187 | $ 2,083,170 | $ 2,001,252 [$ 81918 % 324984 |$ 189228 |S 39829 |% 95927 % 599,160 |$ 316774|S 268505|% 13,8814 S 180,873 1% 180,873
% to Total School 100.0% 65.3% 62.8% 2.6% 10.2% 5.9% 1.2% 3.0% 18.8% 9.9% 8.4% 04% 57% 57%
Per Pupil | $ 6,454 | $ 4217 | $ 4,051 | $ 166 | $ 658 | & 383 |8 81|$% 1941 % 1,213 | $ 641 $ 544 | § 2818 366 | $ 366

Ces0f

" Enrollm e bk
2258809 |8 2118058 |8 1071lS

ols 3102668 51,4:75 :

- Amountls 3381,09 05 22588095 2,118,058 |
% toTotalSchoolf  1000%)  G6s%|  e2e%| - 42%) oataR T
' sp0zls mamls o o32%9ls o oairls $oiamle e

wa Beac
Enrollment| 529

Amount | $ 3,0725250% 1,907,400 |% 1,717,471 $ 189,929 | $ 402375 | $ 246,104 | $ 43,586 | $ 112,685 | $ 617,695 | $ 342674 | S 250551 |$ 244700 % 145055 | $ 145,055

% to Total School 100.0% 62.1% 55.9% 6.2% 13.1% 8.0% 1.4% 3.7% 20.1% 11.2% 8.2% 0.8% 4.7% 4.7%

Per Pupil | $ 5,808 | $ 3,606 | $ 3,247 | 359 S 7611% 465 | $ 8218 213 | $ 1,168 | $ 648 | $ 474 | % 6 1% 274 | % 274

]

o Amg 4204986 |5 2385710 % 2238802 |8 $ s07evals 6359518 § 1,099,538 |§ 5 465868 S 25617 1S ¢ 295,617
% toTotalSchooll © 100.0%] iisean 532%| S TAh R e AL Cosamb 54
: PerPupilfs  4861)$  ~ 2735|$S 2,583 | $ s a3s6ls 741s: 1,271 |8 oos39ls 26118 261
onowal
Enrollment} 814
Amount | § 5,192,288 | $ 3065804 | $ 2,803,270 | $ 262,534 S 578,208 |$ 326417 |$ 76417 [$ 175374 |S 1,133,041 (S 804,871 |$ 322969 [$  5201[$ 415235 |$ 415235
% to Total School 100.0% 59.0% 54.0% 51% 11.1% 63% 15% 3.4% 21.8% 155% 6.2% 0.1% 8.0% 8.0%
Per Pupil | § 6379 | $ 3766 |$ 34448 323 (s 710 | $ 401 |8 9u|s 215 s 1392 | § 989 | § 397 | $ 63 510 | $ 510

Iroquois Point: |

~ Envollmen| s e e S i e sl 2 s s
: Amount}s $ 3207197 | § 3024980 ¢ 687171 |% 43236916 81146 )¢ 17360606 1181416 1% 761,690 [ $ 18 9757 ks 269309 (5 269,309
% to Total Schooll 56.8% Cnanfc o o122%] TT% 14% | 31% 209%) - 135%) 73R 02K 4.8% 438%

Per Pupil | $ S 2,986 |'S 28218 G40 S 403 |8 766 1828 1,100 | $ 70918 1% 1% 251018 0BT
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Appendix D: Expenditure by Function

TOTAL INSTRUCTION SUPPORT OPERATIONS LEADERSHIP
SUBTOTAL | Teaching | %™ | syprorar| PPl Teachew | Pogmm. | qypooyar, | Fopil vacties | B lopperopar| | Sebeol
Materials Support Support Support Services Services Management
aimiloa
Enrollment 779
Amount | $ 3,934,934 |$ 2584367 | $ 2,456,087 | $ 128280 0% 554,135 |% 356721 |% 60,387 |$ 137,027]% 538,890 |$ 149925 |5 326,116 |$ 62,849$ 257542 |$ 257,542
% to Total Schooll 100.0% 65.7% 624% 33% 14.1% 9.1% 1.5% 3.5% 13.7% 3.8% 83% 1.6% 6.5% 6.5%
Per Pupil | $ 5051 | $ 3318 | $ 3,153 | 165 | $ 7111 % 458 | $ 7818 176 | $ 692 | § 1921 % 419 $ 810% 3311 % 331

Kamaile
Enrollment} 845|
Amount | $ 3,981,843 | $ 2,602,120 | $ 2403428 | $ 198692 % 634,122 | $ 361,004 | $ 89,610 |$ 183,508 | $ 508,833 |$ 158481 |$ 347,186 | $ 3,166 [$ 236,768 | $ 236,768
% to Total School 100.0% 65.3% 60.4% 5.0% 15.9% 9.1% 2.3% 4.6% 12.8% 4.0% 8.7% 0.1% 5.9% 5.9%
Per Pupil $ 4712 | $ 3,079 | % 2,844 | § 235 $ 750 | $ 427 | $ 106 % 217 | $ 602 1% 188 | $ 411 | $ 41% 280 | $ 280

Kapolei
Enrollment] 998
Amount | $ 4944537 | $ 2,697,865 | $ 2,563,165 | $ 134700) S 608,628 | S 382,281 |$% 76674 |S 149673 |$ 1405230 (S 912,298 |$ 490,410 | $ 2522 1$ 232,814 |$ 232,814
% to Total School 100.0% 54.6% 51.8% 2.7% 123% 7.7% 1.6% 3.0% 284% 18.5% 9.9% 0.1% 4.7% 47%
Per Pupil | $ 4954 | $ 2,703 | $ 2,568 | $ 135 $ 610 | $ 383 | $ 7715 150 | $ 1,408 | & 914 | § 491 | $ 31% 233§ 233

ILe_ihok‘u

Enrollment 770
Amount.I $ 37594710% 2464881 |% 2269287 |$ 195594 % 572,801 | $ 361,499 | % 66,954 | $ 144348 % 535,639 | $ 148,122 |$ 325089 | % 62428 % 186,150 | % 186,150
% to Total School 100.0% 65.6% 60.4% 5.2% 15.2% 9.6% 1.8% 3.8% 14.2% 3.9% 8.6% 1.7% 5.0% 5.0%
Per Pupil $ 4,882 1S 3,201 | § 2,947 | $ 254 4 § 744 | % 469 | § 87 1% 187 ) % 696 | $ 192 | $ 422 | % 81)% 242 | $ 242
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O

Enrollment
Amount

% to Total School
Per Pupil

$

$

Ka:

IMamma

Amount
% to Total School
Per Pupil

Enrollment
] s

INanaikanno

Enrollment]
Amount

% to Total School
Per Pupil

pit:

Palisades

Enrollmen
Amountll $

% to Total School
Per Pupil

$

$

$

$

TOTAL INSTRUCTION SUPPORT OPERATIONS LEADERSHIP
SUBTOTAL | Teaching Classrc.uom SUB-TOTAL Pupil Teacher Program SUBTOTAL Pu]‘:ul Facilities BllSll'llESS SURTOTAL School
Materials Support Support Support Services Services Management

685
3,232,035
100.0%
4,718

480
2,739,535
100.0%
5,707

1042
5,248,129
100.0%
5,037

23

437|
2,314,159
100.0%
5,296

$

$

$

$

S

S

S

S

2,139,814
66.2%
3,124

1,689,963
61.7%
3,521

3,455,430
65.8%
3,316

1,318,437
57.0%
3,017

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

2,010,344
62.2%
2,935

1,592,051
58.1%
3317

3,333,869
63.5%
3,199

1,256,670
543%
2,876

$

$

$

$

$

$

S

129,470
4.0%
189

97,912
3.6%
204

121,561
23%
117

61,767
2.7%
141

$

$

$
$

$
$

$

467,211
14.5%
682

374,190
13.7%
780

§78,120
16.7%
843

308,870
133%
707

S

S

$
S

s
$

$
$

287,627 | $ 51,828
8.9% 1.6%
42018 76

225288 | $ 43,924
8.2% 1.6%
469 | $ 92

548,953 | $ 117,680
10.5% 22%
527 | $ 113

196362 | $ 37417
8.5% 1.6%
449 | § 86

$
S

S
$

$

$

$

127,756
4.0%
187

104,978
3.8%
219

211,487
4.0%
203

75,091
3.2%
172

$ 418,876
13.0%
$ 611

$ 523,633
19.1%
$ 1,091

$ 672,708
12.8%
$ 646

$ 505482
21.8%
$ 1,157

$

$

$

$

$

$

s

s

126,451 | $
3.9%
185 | $

298,134 | $
10.9%
621 | $

198479 | $ 472,214
3.8% 9.0%
190 | $ 453

252,829 | § 222,794
10.9% 9.6%
57918 510

283,800
8.8
414

222,189
8.1%
463

$

$

8,625
03%
13

29,859
1.3%
68

$

S

$

$

$

$

$

$

206,134
6.4%
301

151,749
5.5%
316

241,871
4.6%
232

181,370
7.8%
415

$ 206,134
6.4%
$ 301

$ 151,749
55%
$ 316

$ 241871
4.6%
$ 232

$ 181,370
7.8%
$ 415
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TOTAL INSTRUCTION SUPPORT OPERATIONS LEADERSHIP
SUBTOTAL | Teaching | S27°™ | syprorar | _Fupll Techer | Progeont | qoporopar| el Facilities | 020 \oypqorap| Scheol
Materials Support Support Support Services Services Management
earl City ‘
Enrollmen 599
Amount | § 3342777 $ 2138646 | $ 1,984,511 ($ 154,135 $ 394647 | $ 215827 |$ 53515|% 125305 S 620,086 353475 1% 263453 | $ 3,158 § & 189,398 | $ 189,398
% to Total School 100.0% 64.0% 59.4% 4.6% 11.8% 6.5% 1.6% 3.7% 18.6% 10.6% 7.9% 0.1% 57% 5.7%
Per Pupil | $ 5581]% 3570 % 3313 | $ 257 | $ 659 | % 360 | 8 8918 2090 S 1,035 590 | $ 440 | $ 50% 316 | $ 316
|Pearl City Highlands: =

Edolment] 8}
Amountfs 255360505

Enrollment| 572
Amount | $ 3,011,578 | $ 2,062,724
% to Total Schoolf 100.0% 68.5%
Per Pupil | $ 5,265 | % 3,606

alau

Enrollment]
Amount

% to Total Schoolf

Per Pupil

alpa u
Enrollment]
Amount

% to Total Schoolf
Per Pupil

:.‘_IDEI

1023
S 5865988 | $

100.0%
s 5734 | %

438l

650,
S 3234237 %
100.0%

s 4976 | $

2,063,380 | $ 1,873,372
63.8% 57.9%
3,174 | $ 2,882

3,871,632 | $ 3,574,480
66.0% 60.9%
3,785 | $ 3,494

s

$ 1,960,612
65.1%

$ 3428

5 1453475 |
 seax|
s 31313 3

$

$

$

$

102,112
34%
179

190,008
5.9%
292

297,152
5.1%
290

szl 4
Sogel
wsls

$ 537,508
16.6%
$ 827

$ 394,864
13.1%
$ 690

727,052
124%
711

o 16%

o 9LE

240,502 | $ 44,680
8.0% 1.5%
4201 % 78

370450 | $ 56,082
11.5% 1.7%
570 | $ 86

404,790 | $ 96,241
6.9% 1.6%
39 | $ 94

$
S

$

$

109,682
3.6%
192

110,976
34%
171

226,021
3.9%
221

$

$

$

$

$ 352,017
11.7%
S 615

411,139
12.7%
633

1,044,644
17.8%
1,021

: 274,064
0TS
626 |

111,830 | $ 236,896
3.7% 7.9%
196 | $ 414

124,532 | § 276,406
3.9% 85%
1928 425

661,576 [ $ 377,971
113% 64%
647 | § 369

$

$

$

$

L 57%

332

3201 |$ 201,973 |% 201,973
0.1% 6.7% 6.7%
61% 353 | & 353

10,201
03%
16

$

$

5,097
0.1%

$

$

222,210
6.9%
342

222,660
3.8%
218

145374

222,210
6.9%
342

222,660
3.8%
218
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TOTAL -INSTRUCTION SUPPORT OPERATIONS LEADERSHIP
SUB-TOTAL | Teaching CI::;‘:;’I’:‘ SUB-TOTAL S‘I:;gi : ST:;;};I; Sfrl;[i)is Facilities SUB-TOTAL Mai:g:iiem

100
5,919,498 |
100.0%]

Intermediate/Middle

Schools

o |

Ak
Bl

{s

&7

a
Enrollment 1416
Amount 7,441,776 | $ $ 4347328 |5 3260125 681,207 | § 112,072 665480 [ $ 501,596 466,535 | $ 466,535
% to Total Schooll 100.0% 58.4% 44% 9.2% 15% 8.9% 6.7% 63% 63%
Per Pupil 52551% $ 3,070 | $ 2301 $ 481 | $ 79 470 | $ 354 3291 % 329
- Envollment] waaf . i) Sl
 Amountf$ 7478602 450120418 498,678 |8 202616 )8 b 565,765 |5 1
. % to Toml Schoolf 100.0%f %1 S75%L - 27R) el
. PerPupilfs 6601} T B vl A R
alpahu
Enrollment] 1179
Amount 6,543,366 | § $ 3714040 | $ 363174 % 765357 | $ 113,698 214,927 [ $ 543,209 526348 | $ 526348
% to Total School 100.0% 56.8% 5.6% 11.7% 17% 33% 33% 8.0% 8.0%
Per Pupil 5550 | § $ 3150 % 308 | 649 | § 96 182 % 461 46 s 46
|Leeward District High Schools

earl City
Enrollmen
Amount]
% to Total School

Per Pupil

12435479
10005 5
ssmls 3

2182

$ 12,135,185 | $
100.0%

5561 %

54.0%

b aamte

$ 6,838,207
56.4%
$ 3,134

: :6,5713,:‘1.38. ST

$ 501,403 | $
4.1%
$ 2008

13§ 1,203,217

| l04n]

10.2%
568 | $

$ 197366 | s
Go1es]
ss9ls 85

$ 1,239,921 | § 198,939
1.6%

91

$ 1,148336 | $ 1,106,046

95%| 9.1%
526 | $ 507

599655 | 5
el

609,906 [ $ 609,906
5.0% 5.0%
280 | S 280
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TOTAL

INSTRUCTION

SUB-TOTAL

Teaching

Classroom
Materials

SUB-TOTAL

SUPPORT

Pupil
Support

Teacher
Support

Program
Support

SUB-TOTAL

OPERATIONS

Pupil
Services

Facilities

Business
Services

LEADERSHIP

SUB-TOTAL

School
Management

nae

alpahu

- Enrollmentf
 amoune]s 1
1% to Total Schoolf

B Peg_PuPﬂ. 3

Enrollment

2434

Amount | § 12,262,753

% to Total School

Per Pupil | $

100.0%
5,038

$ 7940290

$ 7,536,340
61.5%
$ 3,096

$

$

6,846,817
55.8%
2,813

5 657488
5.2%
306

$ 689,523
5.6%
$ 283

s

2,1

68,804
17.7%
891

$ 1,369,842 | $
11.2%
$ 563 | $

233,379

1.9%
96

 sees

$ 565,583
4.6%
$ 232

il
Caasl
ol

1,978,171
16.1%
813

2066430 | § 1,02
- tess|

$

$

1,046,042
8.5%
430

999075

(3

58,715
0.5%
24

36761

$ 579438
4.7%
$ 238

$ 579,438
4.7%

ILeeward District

B B

INlma kuli High

S Enrollmentf :
hmowils o
10008

7999

i

§ 543605
- s6a%]

s dpeols

Other Schools

5

5,087,822
A

3,771

¢

5 398731

5

13

1

55088

d g.: o o7salg

5 1,006,808 1§
Lo 104% )

165,740
17%
4

5 382485

$
opoe]
s 286

$ 1,403,76

145

s .-._1;0'5'1_. :
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TOTAL INSTRUCTION SUPPORT OPERATIONS LEADERSHIP
SUBTOTAL | Teaching | ©**™°™ | syprorar| _FUpll Teacher | Program | pp royrar | Pupl Faclities | D= loyprorar|, Sdeol
Materials Suppeort Support Support Services Services Management

|Leeward District Intermediate/Middle Schools

1% 397225

1,073,869 _
7|

515 327888008 3¢
|5 327888018 23¢ d

2997 982 1363 |
a
Enrollment 1416
Amount | $ 7,441,776 | $ 4,673340 | $ 4,347,328 | $ 326,012 |$ 1,118,837 | $ 681,207 | $ 112,072 | $ 325558 | $ 1,183,064 |$ 665480 |$ 501,596 % 15988 S 466,535 | $ 466,535
% to Total School 100.0% 62.8% 58.4% 44% 15.0% 9.2% 1.5% 44% 15.9% 8.9% 6.7% 0.2% 63% 63%
Per Pupil | $ 5255 1% 3,300 | % 3070 | $ 2300 % 790 | § 4811 % 791% 2300 % 835 | % 470 | $ 354 | % 1) % 329 1% 329
1s 4501094 fs 008678 |5 202 - 565,765 |5 109788 15 sas73als 1560714 |5 1
TotalSchoolf ool R o desE ol | Aent
i PerPupil} s 660185 397318 - 379418 499 15 2900s 0 1378
IEERIPEEII
Enrollment| 1179
Amount | $ 6543366 | $ 4,077,214 | $ 3,714,040 | $ 363,174 S 1,178478 |$ 765357 | $ 113,698 | $ 1299423 | % 761,326 | $ 214,927 | $ 543,299 | $ 3,100 % 526348 |% 526,348
% to Total School 100.0% 62.3% 56.8% 5.6% 18.0% 11.7% 1.7% 4.6% 11.6% 3.3% 83% 0.0% 8.0% 8.0%
Per Pupil | § 5,550 | $ 3458 | $ 3,150 | $ 3081 % 1,000 | $ 649 | 9% | $ 2540 % 646 | $ 182 | $ 461 | $ 319 46| S 446

|Leeward District High Schools

2[5 6713138 |5 61395 | 9|5 1281857

. : $
% to Total School| 5 cooamaalh s%| 0 103%
PerPupil | $ §as0fs i 27sls 5518 554
ear. lty
Enrollment] 2182
Amount | $ 12,135185 | § 7,339,610 | $ 6,838,207 [ $ 501,403 | $ 1,908974 | S 1,239,921 [ $ 198,939 | & 470,114 | $ 2,276,695 | $ 1,148,336 | $ 1,106,046 |$ 22313 |$ 609,906 | $ 609,906
% to Total School 100.0% 60.5% 56.4% 41% 15.7% 10.2% 1.6% 3.9% 18.8% 95%| 9.1% 0.2% 5.0% 5.0%

Per Pupil | $ 5561 % 3364 |S 3,134 | $ 2019 87518 568 | § 918 215 $ 1,043 | § 526 | $ 507 | $ 1008 2808 280
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TOTAL INSTRUCTION SUPPORT OPERATIONS LEADERSHIP

Cla i Pupi i
SUB-TOTAL | Teaching ssoom | ip roraL | F P Teacher | Program | o ryrar, gl Facilities | D% orp rorap| School
Materials Support Support Support Services Services Management

~ Enollmeny)  osof
 Amountls 1eszosls 79

i EiaTomlScheol} 0 =

: ‘Per Pupil | &

§ 230665]5
18%
107 |4

657488 |5 209512 |
saxl 163

arpahu
Enrollment| 2434
Amount | $ 12,262,753 | $ 7536340 | $ 6,846,817 | S 689523 | $ 2,168,804 | $ 1,369,842 | $ 233379 |$ 565583 |$ 1978171 |S 873,414 |$ 1,046,042 | $ 587150S 579438 ($ 579438

% to Total Schooll 100.0% 61.5% 55.8% 5.6% 17.7% 11.2% 1.9% 4.6% 16.1% 71% 8.5% 0.5% 4.7% 47%
Per Pupil | $ 5038 | $ 3,09 | % 2,813 | $ 283 | $ 891 % 563 | $ 9% | $ 2320 % 813 |1 % 359 | % 4301 9% 2408 28 1|% 238

|Leeward District

[Nanakuli Hig
i Enrollmenty
. Amount|$
Total School
PerPupil | $

15 46915

1,006,808 | § 165740 | 8 38248
408 o

cAoamt oAb
75416 12448

|s sas60s6|s 50730205 soszals 1555038
seas|  saa%f o
woeols  ammls
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TOTAL INSTRUCTION SUPPORT OPERATIONS LEADERSHIP
, Classroom Pupil Teacher Program Pupil - Business School
SUB-TOTAL Teaching Materials SUB-TOTAL Support Support Support SUB-TOTAL Services Facilities Services SUB-TOTAL Management
|Windward District Elementary Schools

2027561 |
o6dak)

1kahi
Enrollment 634
Amount | $§ 3424983 |% 2,013,394 |$ 1914678 | $ 98,716 | $ 589311 |$ 379983 |$ 111,706 | $ 97,622 | $ 599,715 | $ 326,086 | $ 263,672 | S 9957 | $ 222563 | % 222,563
% to Total School 100.0% 58.8% 55.9% 2.9% 17.2% 11.1% 33% 29% 17.5% 9.5% 7.7% 03% 6.5% 6.5%
Per Pupil | $ 54021 % 3176 | $ 3,020 | $ 156 | $ 9301|$% 599 | $ 176 | $ 154 | $ 946 | $ 514 | $ 116 | $ 16§ $ 3511 % 351

ol
2,973,666 4% ‘

idschool]  1000%)
auula
Enrollment| 384
Amount | $ 2,859,761 1,530,735 |6 1,449522 |8 81,213 |$ 369,842 | S 214520 |$ 44493 |$ 110,829 s 795192 (% 586,150 |5 188,106 |$ 20936 % 163992 s 163,992
% to Total School] 100.0% 53.5% 50.7% 2.8% 12.9% 7.5% 1.6% 3.9% 27.8% 205% 6.6% 0.7% 57% 57%
Per Pupil | $ 7,447 | $ 3,986 | § 3,775 | $ 211 $ 963 | & 559 | § 116 | $ 289 | ¢ 2,071 | $ 1,526 | § 490 | $ 550% 27| % 427
Barolmient] okl b .
 Amount|$ 4139151)8 2514958 |5 2392576 |§ 1 $ 798015 247,980
 %toTotalSchool 1000%f %l 105% | 0% 0%
Lo PerPupilfs 0 semls 0 347ls 3EL|E 5901 S o B7s '
aaawa
Enrollment| 175]
Amount|$ 1,030398|$ 578,238 |% 535214 (% 43,024 |$ 200997 |$ 141,942 |$ 18604 |$ 40451 0% 134137 |S$ 34661 [$ 96201 (S 3275 |s 117,026 |$ 117,026
% to Total School 100.0% 56.1% 51.9% 42% 19.5% 13.8% 1.8% 3.9% 13.0% 34% 93% 03% 11.4% 11.4%
Per Pupil | $ 5888 | 5 3304 | $ 3,058 | § 246 | $ 1,149 | $ 811 $ 106 | $ 231 $ 766 | $ 198 | § 550 | $ 190s 669 | $ 669
“ 0 Enrollment : S 7 ee e : 3 : Pk it Beliaanl S S
i Amount|$ 105731006 589,26 558,172 1% 310900% 167,260 F'¢ - 99,6495 20,128 S 159,529 |'s. 143,259 | &
% to Total School 100.0%] 557 CooBnast 2%k 0 158%) 94N 1.9% sl : azas) o
. PerPupit] $ 6,219 S 328318 183 ] 984S 586]S 18| s 938 |s 678 | s S831S
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Appendix D: Expenditure by Function

TOTAL INSTRUCTION SUPPORT OPERATIONS LEADERSHIP
SUBTOTAL | Teaching | S™°™ | syprorar| PPl Teacher | Program | oy roypyy, | Pupil Facilities | o2m* |ouprorar| School
Materials Support Support Support Services Services Management
ahaluu
Enrollment| 287
Amount | $ 1958189 | $ 1,061,726 [ $ 1,013,502 | $ 48,224 | $ 374498 [ $ 190,673 | $ 84419 | S 99,406 | $ 393,121 1% 229,103 ($ 159,668 | § 4350 |6 128,844 | $ 128,844
% to Total Schoolf 100.0% 54.2% 51.8% 25% 19.1% 9.7% 43% 5.1% 20.1% 11.7% 8.2% 0.2% 6.6% 6.6%
Per Pupil | $ 6823 % 3,699 | § 3531 (% 168 | $ 1,305 | § 664 | $ 204 |8 3461 % 1370 | $ 798 | $ 556 | $ 15]1% 491§ 449

2596341 §$ 165124116
Coo1e00%E o e36% ]
pevupils  dsszls  womls
1lua
Enrollment| 554
Amount|$ 3317,299 | $  2,092370 | $ 1,954,246 | S 138,124 |$ 406581 |$ 231,783 | § 56483 | $ 118315 S 606,590 | $ 359,671 |S% 233,269 | % 136500 % 21,758 |$ 211,758
% to Total Schooll 100.0% 63.1% 58.9% 4.2% 123% 7.0% 1.7% 3.6% 18.3% 10.8% 7.0% 04% 6.4% 6.4%
Per Pupil | $ 59881 % 3777 | 8 3,528 | $ 2491 $ 734 | $ 418 | $ 1021 % 214 | $ 1,095 | $ 649 | S 4211 % 2308 3828 382

s60]

. g@'@@ﬁf'&_ 3314098 fs 2047910 |6 1963437 (5 84503 |8 90018 105262 )s 635507 | s 345566 | 221,085
i mToml ool I000RE o BIERE RN Tk o TaNg saay 6.7%
PerPupil §§ = 5898 (% 364418 349416 150 18 w87Es 393
ne'one
Enrollment 601
Amnunt|$ 3171335 | $ 1745191 |$ 1,641,902 |$ 103289 | $ 552,510 |$ 349721 |$ 49,071 |$ 153718 |$ 679,292 |$ 383,654 [ S 281511 (S 14127 S 194342 S 194342
% to Total School 100.0% 55.0% 51.8% 33% 17.4% 11.0% 15% 48% 21.4% 12.1% 8.9% 0.4% 6.1% 6.1%
Per Pupil | $ 5277 1 % 2,904 | $ 2,732 1% 17219 919 | $ 582|$% 8218 2561 $ 1,130 | $ 638 | % 468 | $ 24 1% 323 | % 323
0l ef SR L e e o o
S 1S 351576448 207114118 2007707 6343405 606180 1S 38129308 533G |S 360,758 [S 2435921 232,981 1 6 232,981
% to Total School 1000%)  ssen| 1.8%) S E s Co00%f esx] 6%l 6ex
 PerPupil §'$ 573518 337915 10348 98915 o622 88s 7218 39714 % 350
eolu
Enrollment 286
Amount|$ 2120265 |$ 1087504 [$ 1035394 |$  52,110S 327,142 |$ 198432 |S 36651 |$ 92,059 |S 589,973 [§ 428289 |$ 157,148 |S 45365 115646 |$ 115646
% to Total School 100.0% 513% 13.8% 2.5% 15.4% 9.4% 17% 43% 27.8% 20.2% 74% 0.2% 55% 55%
Per Pupil | $ 741419 38028 3,620 | $ 18219 1144 | $ 694 | $ 128 | $ 32208 2,063 | % 1498 | $ 549 | $ 165 404 | $ 404




N

= Appendix D: Expenditure by Function

TOTAL INSTRUCTION SUPPORT OPERATIONS LEADERSHIP

SUBTOTAL | Teaching Classrt?om SUB-TOTAL Pupil Teacher Program SUB-TOTAL Pu}_nl Facilities Busn'.less SUB-TOTAL School
Materials Support Support Support Services Services Management

~ Enrollmentf
i ~Amount ]S 3,70
% to Total Schoolf = S
. Tekapi]S 49

et
~59%
290

anikai
Enrollment] 318
Amount | $ 1,935,212 % 1355935 | % 1,323,848 | $ 32,0871 % 209,290 | $ 101,390 | $ 35,032 | & 72,868 | & 197,529 | $ 60,131 | $ 137,212 | $ 186 |$ 172458 | & 172,458

% to Total Sr.‘noo]J 100.0% 70.1% 68.4% 1.7% 10.8% 5.2% 1.8% 3.8% 10.2% 3.1% 71% 0.0% 8.9% 8.9%
Per Pupil | $ 6,086 | $ 4,264 | $ 4,163 | $ 101)$ 658 | $ 319 | $ 1101 $ 2291 % 6211 $% 189 | % 4311 % 118 542 | % 542

S e :
. AmountfS 26067951S 162222548 15330815
S mTomiocheol] . l00x}  eaa%) o 088N}
: PerPupilfs = 6374fS - 3966|3788

I EoEapu
Enrollment| 885
Amount | $ 4,614,865 % 2,879,130 | $ 2,758,928 | $ 120,202 | $ 657,635 | $ 427,294 | % 82487 | S 147,854 | $ 812,264 | $ 417,692 |$ 384,039 | S 10533 0| $ 265836 | S 265,836
% to Total School 100.0% 62.4% 59.8% 2.6% 143% 9.3% 1.8% 3.2% 17.6% 9.1% 8.3% 0.2% 5.8% 5.8%
Per Pupil | $ 52151% 3,253 | § 3,117 | $ 1361 $ 743 | $ 483 | % 9315 167 | $ 918 | $ 4721 % 434 | $ 121$ 300 % 300

38799818 1
i

4587448 254013[8 19692918
ool :

LT i ek
62 fs o agt g

Parker. |
T Rowimentomalocoaape bl e ke
: CAmount|$ 364592206 225728416 218696915 70315|S 473221 |$ 14395 5749
© % toTotlSchool]  100.0%) 619%|  60.0% coaest oo aen) o sa%|

 PerPupils  6352% amrle caginlegole st e

$ 6952096 a00254fs 2571 fs  9anls wous|s 220118
coogmastomakl. o gsst o gasl o e0nf 60
g 1anfs o evis o815 1efs  3mfs 383

Enrollment| 282
Amount 1 $ 225818901% 1329857 |% 1,198513 |$ 131344 % 358845 |% 207,067 | § 39,966 | $ 111,812 $ 448,180 | $ 256499 |$ 185192 % 6489 |$ 121307 S 121,307

% to Total School 100.0% 58.9% 53.1% 5.8% 15.9% 9.2% 1.8% 5.0% 19.8% 11.4% 8.2% 03% 5.4% 54%
Per Pupil | $ 8,008 | $ 4716 | 4,250 | $ 466 | $ 1,273 | $ 73414 142 | % 39 | S 1,589 | $ 910 | $ 657 | $ 230 430 | $ 430

Pu'ohala: @ = ;
7 Enrollment  deef
 Amount)s 2985587]S

“% to Total Schoolf 100.0%Y -

PerPupil | $ 6407 | 5

1741359 |5 13438 |s  asgmsls oawpofs  7oos1|s  w7sials s 310207[s osmafs  10s3sfs 19401)s 159401
© I 583% 38%F o MI% 73%] 23%) 6% o 183%| 0 104%| 7.6% ] 0% 535 53%
3737 $ 24318 9121% 466 | $ 1508 2955 1Az )% 666 | S 4841 S SRy R 3421 % 342
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Appendix D: Expenditure by Function

TOTAL INSTRUCTION SUPPORT OPERATIONS LEADERSHIP
SUBTOTAL | Teaching | €2°%°™ | suptorar| Fopl Tencher | Progient | ormromar| Fopl Facilites | LS |ouprorar| School
Materials Support Support Support Services Services Management
unset Beac!
Enrollment] 304
Amount [ $ 1,585,044 | S 928220 |$ 866,104 S 62116 |S 304530 |$ 217383 29042 |$  58105($ 226544 |S 58310 |6 159996 |8 828 |$ 125750 | 125750
% to Total School 100.0% 583.6% 54.6% 3.9% 19.2% 13.7% 1.8% 3.7% 143% 3.7% 10.1% 0.5% 7.9% 7.9%
Per Pupil | $ 5214 $ 308 |  2849(s 204§ 1,002 | $ 715 9% | s 191§ 745 | $ 192 [ s 526 | 3 7|3 414 s 414
11 ot b e -
$ 19333400§  023791$ 770796 |8 31583 4% . 245500 | § o OBLANS 219383 16 915 6A72|S  1BATTIS 132737
choolf 10005} SL7EL 4205 2DRE 0 A58RE 0 CoeamL o eaxp o Ba%l . 85%
PerPupil|{s  11858]s 61251$  58|s o 241fs 1,874 | 8 2,845 1904 | S s ds  1o13|s  o1oms
rWindward District Intermediate/Middle Schools

917f

; |$ 4705881 s 2714915 S 2579000 s 462598 | s 1939208 915626 |8 de 29526} 324580 |5 324580
1 1o000%) S7I%| 548 g e 195%] 0e% ) CGO%[ T 69%
s 513208 SEOBLLS 2R3 G 504 : L9998 354:L6 354
mng
Enrollment] 1001
Amount | $ 5758263 | $ 3,125167 [ $ 2965813 | $ 159354 % 969,369 | $ 505,988 103,093 | $ 360,288 | § 1,263,783 | $ 684,275 |$ 550,765 | $ 28,743 1S 399,944 | 399,944
% to Total School 100.0% 543% 51.5% 2.8% 16.8% 8.8% 1.8% 63% 21.9% 11.9% 9.6% 0.5% 6.9% 6.9%
Per Pupil | $ 5753 | $ 3122 2,963 | $ 159 | 968 | $ 505 103 | $ 360 | $ 1,263 | $ 684 | 6 550 | § 29104 400 | § 400
IWindward istrict High Schools
- Enpollmentf - 1951) i R et e s o s of - =
Amount { 11,095 6,755,228 | $ 6,256,332°1 % 2,000,262 1S 1,153,671 648,066 §'S. - 1770,736 |'$ 878, 876,631 1S 153998 568,975:f5 568,975
% toTowlSchool]  1000%) e09%f  s6ax| - 180% 104%f Ssel  teax)  zexb . zoxt  oax|  51%f. SI%
PerPupil {§ 56875 3462156 320716 L2 8 591 33205 90815 4508 449 |s Bl ek gy
IERI[}I&
Enrollment| 1075
Amount § $§ 7117399 | $ 4064310 | $ 3,778,816 [ $ 285494 |6 1,407,779 | $ 859,888 150723 | $ 397,168 | $ 1,209,867 [S 590309 | $ 599,293 [$  20,2650$ 435443 | $ 435443
% to Total School 100.0% 57.1% 53.1% 4.0% 19.8% 12.1% 21% 5.6% 17.0% 83% 8.4% 03% 6.1% 6.1%
Per Pupil | $ 6621 |% 3,781 | $ 3,515 | § 266 | $ 1310 | § 800 140 | $ 369 | $ 1,125 $ 549 | § 557 | $ 19]3% 405 | $ 405
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A Appendix D: Expenditure by Function

TOTAL INSTRUCTION SUPPORT OPERATIONS LEADERSHIP

Cl i i i School
SUB-TOTAL | Teaching assroom | o rorar | FUPIL Teacher: | Frogeam | ovpromm,| So2f piatises | o0 ® |soeremar|, 2o
Materials Support Support Support Services Services Management

22N ]
atls zissmols 4129473
1000% 577%]
ifs se58ls o 33798

514,834 |5
el
ils

$ 1210053 |s 57105 (5 620055 ]
6ox|  sow evhcs gl
c9g0ls o 4e7 s B07[S

ousteo|s 12300 |5
: 17e|
101 f5

g

IWindward District Other Schools

[Kahuku High and Inter, ..
: ‘Enrollmentf 912 -

amount | $ 10,349,213 | 5 5,966,454
_ woll 100.0%) 57.7%
Per Pupil | § 541315 3121 | §

15 seseols ss19)s  s0s119
e 5.8%] 5.8%

360333 |'S 1,846,126/ |5 1159009 [ § 211792 %
B mle ey

%) 17a%) 12sf 208
sls 0 9e|s  oeosls o 1|

Waimanalo Elem. and Inter.

Enrollment] 649

Amount | $ 4545605 |$ 2,847,238 | $ 2535211 |$ 312,027 | $ 685379 | $ 333,272 | % 92,495 | $ 259,612} S 743643 | $ 378,667 | $ 339,907 | § 25,069 § & 269345 | $ 269,345
% to Total School 100.0% 62.6% 55.8% 6.9% 15.1% 7.3% 2.0% 5.7% 16.4% 8.3% 7.5% 0.6% 5.9% 5.9%
Per Pupil | $ 7,004 $ 4387 [ $ 3,906 | $ 481 1S 1,056 | $ 514 1% 143 % 4004 $ 1,146 | $ 583 | $ 524 |8 3908% 415 | $ 415

Alternative Schools

: : a9} §oi
itls 293652505 2579248 |5 24483
] 100.0% 7e%l

Per Pupil | § 19708 s - 173101§

lHawaii State Hospital

Enrollment] 2
Amount | $ 83,695 $ 3724 | % 2171 % 1553 | S 66,301 | $ 14,184 | $ 91221 $ 42,995 | $ 13,670 | $ 6388 | $ 7,282 1% - $ = $ #

% to Total School 100.0% 44% 2.6% 1.9% 79.2% 16.9% 10.9% 51.4% 16.3% 7.6% 8.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Per Pupil | $ 41,848 | $ 1,862 % 1,086 | $ 7771 S 33,151 | $ 7,092 | $ 4561 | $ 21,498 | $ 6,835 | $ 3194 | $ 3,641 | $ - $ - $ -

wo050|s 1530fs  masls t0sasls  1ma97|s  ase|s  sesss|s  eols  200(s
e 11% g i d 16% ]| 1.9% cooooxl o eIn
S e sfs  awls  smls . als s
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Appendix D: Expenditure by Function

TOTAL INSTRUCTION SUPPORT OPERATIONS LEADERSHIP
: Classroom Pupil Teacher Program Pupil s Business School
SUB-TOTAL | Teaching N At SUB-TOTAL Support Support S SUB-TOTAL S apiras Facilities — SUB-TOTAL WMasiigeiont
|Hawaii District Elementary Schools

aaheo
Enrollment 183
Amount | $ 1,105,844 | $ 662,627 | $ 627418 | S 35,209 | $ 194,666 | $ 155,976 | $ 13,745 | $ 24,945 | $ 120,811 | $ 37,081 | $ 81,860 | $ 1,870 | $ 127740 | $ 127,740
% to Total School 100.0% 59.9% 56.7% 3.2% 17.6% 14.1% 1.2% 23% 10.9% 3.4% 74% 0.2% 11.6% 11.6%
Per Pupil | $ 6,043 | $ 3,621 | % 3429 1§ 192 $ 1,064 | $ 852§ 751% 136 | $ 660 | % 203 % 47 | $ 008 698 | $ 698

3,633, s nmsls
aoox] e osex|
s osssifs . senfs  aassls

% to Total Schoo

i Per Pupil |
olualoa
Enrollment 438
Amount | $ 2,151,807 | $ 1,276,007 | $ 1,186,028 | $ 89,979 1 $ 356,841 | $ 273410 ( S 34,626 | $ 48,805 | $ 400,986 | $ 222621 |% 174826 S 353906 117973 | $ 117,973
% to Total School 100.0% 59.3% 551% 4.2% 16.6% 12.7% 1.6% 23% 18.6% 10.3% 8.1% 0.2% 5.5% 5.5%
Per Pupil | $ 4913 | $ 2913 | % 2,708 | $ 205 $ 8151 8$ 624 | $ 791% 11| $ 915 | $ 508 | $ 3991 % 51% 269 | $ 269

Honokaa

~ Enrollment} e b
o Am 15 126624816 89,1 34,466
st 16%)
258 sofs:
IEﬂHaEﬂl
Enrollment 702
Amount | $ 3744661 | S 2419852 |$ 2227106 [$ 192,746 S 428,839 [$ 297739 |S 56160 (S  74940)$ 704768 | 383414 |S 307969 [$  133850$ 191,202 |$ 191,202
% to Total School 100.0% 64.6% 59.5% 5.1% 11.5% 5.0% 15% 2.0% 18.8% 10.2% 8.2% 0.4% 51% 5.1%
Per Pupil | $ 5331 $ 3447 |8 3173 |8 75| $ 611 | $ 424 | § 80 (s 107 | 1,004 | $ 546 | $ 4398 19]s 728 272

" Enrollmenty} o svif

amount|s ssazesfs 2ieedet|s 2mazsls 1wsses s 516990(s a@s4|s  4s7als a0s4% [ s 350605 2spa7sls  a7sfs 21sam s 21837
% to Total Schoolf 100.0%F coeLaE) o 574N 3.8%) 1555 103% [ 14%| . B 17.1% | 99% 1 o TAml e 0as) Q2% 60k
PerPupil f & G196 s 3795 s 3508 S 2748 958 s 63T |S i sss i B S T S UL ek TP )
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Appendix D: Expenditure by Function

TOTAL INSTRUCTION SUPPORT OPERATIONS LEADERSHIP
Cl Pupil Teach i i
SUBTOTAL | Teaching asstoom. | o p ToTAL up: eacher Program SUB-TOTAL Pu}lnl Facilities Busu:less SUB.TOTAL School
Materials Support Support Support Services Services Management
aumana
Enrollment 327
Amount | $ 1715395 | $ 1,02929 | $ 978,236 | $ 51,060 | $ 341,527 261,170 | $ 25,319 55,038 | $ 215,767 64,007 | $ 144,089 767101% 128805|% 128,805
% to Total School} 100.0% 60.0% 57.0% 3.0% 19.9% 15.2% 1.5% 3.2% 12.6% 3.7% 8.4% 04% 7.5% 7.5%
Per Pupil | $ 5246 | $ 3,148 | $ 2,992 | % 156 | $ 1,044 799 1% 77 168 | $ 660 19 | § 441 2315 394 | % 394

Amount
% to Total School
Per Pupil

Emullmen]

BO]‘[EPO
Enrollment|
Amount
% to Total School
Per Pupil

onawaena

Enrollment|
Amount

% to Total School
Per Pupil

$

$

1021
4,731,202
100.0%
1,634

100:0%

5091

683
3,755,860
100.0%
5,499

o
2219498 |

S

3,240,353
68.5%
3,174

2,256,046
63.6%
3,133

2,499,194
66.5%
3,659

1454313 |

$

$

3,034,356
64.1%
2,972

2,038,109
57.5%
2,831

2,377,863
63.3%
3,481

$ 205997 )%
44%
$ 20208

aofs
$ 217937} %

6.1%
$ 303 %

$ 121331 %
3.2%
$ 1781 $

638,797
13.5%
626

omls
70 ls

478,887
13.5%
665

628,424
16.7%
920

423367 | $ 81,566
8.9% 17%
415 | s 30

275,726 | 60,711
7.8% 1.7%
383 | % 84

361,267 | $ 63,412
9.6% 1.7%
529 | % 93

133,864
2.8%
131

142,450
4.0%
198

95517

4

203,745
5.4%
298

$ 614,318
13.0%
$ 602

$ 593,293
16.7%
$ 824

$ 377322
10.0%
$ 552

180,582 | § 426,562
3.8% 9.0%
1771 % 418

289,797 | $ 297,930
8.2% 8.4%
402 | $ 414

125,009 | $ 243,814
3.3% 6.5%
183 1% 357

7,174
0.2%

5,566
0.2%

2,039

o1x}

8,499
0.2%
12

S 237,734
5.0%
$ 233

$ 218395
6.2%

$ 303

s mami|

o eow
5 307
$ 250,920
6.7%

$ 367

$ 218,395

6.2%

$ 303

s 13t
s
$ 2307
$ 250,920

6.7%

$ 367

122966
4k

S 237,734
5.0%
$ 233
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Appendix D: Expenditure by Function

TOTAL INSTRUCTION SUPPORT OPERATIONS LEADERSHIP
SUB.TOTAL Teiclitip C]a.ssrcfom Pupil Teacher Busnjess SUB-TOTAL School
Materials Support Support Services Management
* Enrollment] 753 il - - :
Amount]s 4273916 61388 o smols 243,996
% il 102% - 15% oooasl 5%
G 58RI G 86 7k 304
anoa
Enrollment| 615
Amount 3,237,071 | $ 2,163,946 | $ 2,033,158 | 309,941 | $ 53,884 16912 0 $ 201,499 | S 201,499
% to Total School 100.0% 66.8% 62.8% 9.6% 1.7% 0.5% 6.2% 6.2%
Per Pupil 5264 [ $ 3519 | % 3306 | % 504 | $ 88 270 S 32818 328
Enrollment el : : :
Amount; 2801534 | 2791642 | § 30 5908818 977 e 02907218 229,072
% to TotalS¢ s 69.6% 1 67.2% o CinTAs] 0:2%1 55%| o 55%
Per Pupil { 7o ls o nls 121s 280l 280
alakeawaena
Enrollment] 852
Amount 4562,842 | S 2,822,920 | $ 2,687,061 | $ 465,997 | $ 61,355 6624 0% 238380|$ 238,380
% to Total School 100.0% 61.9% 58.9% 10.2% 13% 0.1% 5.2% 5.2%
Per Pupil 5355 % 3313 | % 3154 | $ 547 | $ 72 B 280 | $ 280
248508 |5 1454662 | 205399 | $ sozsls 1asa09s  1aza0e
looox) SR RARE A3RE 0.2% S8%f 58
600 LS 26526 4ds | 9ls wrls 267
E—Iawaii District Intermediate
Enrollment] 672| b e : L
Amount|§ 406450918 2558547 |5 2286358 |5 272189 | ¢ 2955 |s 57560 e s . mny
% ta Total Schoolf -100:0% 62.9% 563% . 7% 1Ak : 02% B :_ :_ 82%
PerPupil | § g1$ - 380718 340215 4015 86| C128s 494
IKea HEEI;E
Enrollment 951,
Amount 5035040 § S 2,907,126 | $ 2,740,166 | $ 436,499 | § 80,750 23,067 | $ 301377 | $ 301,377
% to Total School 100.0% 57.7% 544% 8.7% 1.6% 0.5% 6.0% 6.0%
Per Pupil 5294 $ 3,057 | $ 2,881 | $ 459 | § 85 2409 31718 317
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Appendix D: Expenditure by Function

TOTAL

SUB-TOTAL

INSTRUCTION

Teaching

Classroom
Materials

SUB-TOTAL

Support

SUPPORT

Teacher

Pupil

Program

SUB-TOTAL

OPERATIONS

Pupil
Services

Facilities

Business
Services

LEADERSHIP

SUB-TOTAL

School
Management

I{(onawa.ena. R b :

g 124165905
oo 100.0%f

alakea
Enrollment]
Amount

% to Total School
Per Pupil

9|

1033
5,474,628 | $
100.0%
5300 | $

Gy

savls g

3,081,959 | $

56.3%

2,984 | $

2,883,549
52.7%
2,791

$ 198,410

3.6%

$ 192

$ 747,292
13.7%
$ 723

417,763 | $
7.6%
404 | $

2.6

Support

139,807

o
o

135

Support

189,722
35%
184

$

$

1,187,966
21.7%
1,150

742,407
13.6%
719

$ 436,203 | $
8.0%
$ 422 | $

9,356
0.2%

$ 457411
8.4%
S 443

$ 457411
8.4%
S 443

{Hawaii District

Enrollment|
Amount

% to Total Schoolf

Per Pupil

IKunaw.una' s I3

5

. Amount
% to Total Schaol
Per Pupil

alaKea
Amount

% to Total School
Per Pupil

Enrol]mentl

$

5

S

High

779

3,661,376 | $
100.0%
47000 $

2475

$ 12,161,244 | &

100.0%
4914 | $

Schools

1,853,504 | $

50.6%

23791 %

7,584,005 | $

62.4%

3,064 | $

607,145 | 5
soonk
sa518

1,611,541
44.0%
2,069

10|$ 4787118
7%l saswl
2ls 3181

6,987,758
57.5%
2,823

|$ 598915

$ 241,963

6.6%

$ 311

s sam
: 63% :
S 382

$ 596,247

4.9%

$ 241

$ 1,666,231
g .:_[6"7% S

$ 669,352
183%
$ 859

$ 1,530,655

s amr

$ 2,003,235

5

5| 8
168% |

$

$

$

S

1060922 |5

sl
62918

482,185 | $ 68,93
13.2% 1.9
619 | % 8

- 116%|
7058

1,339,432 | $
11.0% 1.5
541 |8

7

ar
n

140,061 |
15%]

188,349

o
o

76

i

118,230
3.2%
152

475,454
3.9%
192

| 403,147

‘s

S

$

Sl

844,920
23.1%
1,085

1,883,381
15.5%
761

16 _E§.9,26‘§~ :

17110101 5

> 86578
o osaxl son)
g

371,004
10.1%
476

920,19
o

859,293
71%
347

6

$ 455900| %
12.5%
$ 585 | %

$ 995131 (%
8.2%
$ 402 | %

18,016
0.5%

28,957
0.2%
12

921s 568315

5%
m

$ 293,600
8.0%
$ 377

Is smoer|s  smo

L 57%

15 asls

$ 690,623
5.7%
$ 279

$ 690,623

$ 568315
sy
&0 82

$ 293,600
8.0%
$ 377

5.7%
$ 279

ict

Othe

|Hawaii ]-Distr'

12,3982

e 8

64 1 5
100.0%4"
6134 1§

r Schools

1616317 | §

674%

41348

1518344
L e33%

3,883

s w3
{1:%_,:

§.0 0251

S 360,908
15.0%
$ 923

.

26105 |5
9.8%
604 | 5

36,53 |
94 |

s

s

s
sl

san
105% |

5

74457

31%|
190

§ 17633218

s s

- L6%0
- ooas]

$ 168,560

'S 168,560
7.0% ]

| R

fe

 vow
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Appendix D: Expenditure by Function

SUB-TOTAL

SUPPORT

Pupil Teacher
Support Support

Program
Support

OPERATIONS
Pupil —_
Services Facilities

LEADERSHIP

SUB-TOTAL

School
Management

TOTAL INSTRUCTION
SUB-TOTAL | Teachi Ehesmnm
eacing Materials
[Honoka;a High and Inter.
Enrollment] 899
Amount | $ 5745358 | $ 3,278,828 2,853,063 | $ 425,765
% to Total School 100.0% 57.1% 49.7% 74%
Per Pupil $ 6391 % 3,647 3174 | $ 474
Amountf s 12075218 119198
% to Total School] sson|  sesw|
Per Pupil f § - gl o BB R b R |
IKaIam'anaule Elem. & Inter.
Enrollment| 499
Amount | $ 3,004,826 | $ 1,698,514 1,595,509 | $ 103,005
% to Total School 100.0% 56.5% 53.1% 34%
Per Pupil | $ 6,022 | $ 3,404 3,197 | $ 206
039,055 0§ 2,282,630 |
talSchoolf  1000%)  565%
PerPupit § $ 745245 - 4211
IKea'au Elem. and Inter.
Enrollment| 627
Amount | $ 4,949,941 ]S 3,084,322 2,835,736 | $ 248,586
% to Total School 100.0% 62.3% 57.3% 5.0%
Per Pupil | $ 7,895 | $ 4,919 4523 | § 396
s 2347316 | S 2087888 |6
Bk o 4en|
SB79: 353018
2,706,122 § § 1,532,142 1,386,530 | $ 145,612
100.0% 56.6% 51.2% 5.4%
92041 % 5,211 4716 | $ 495

963,295
16.8%
1,072

348,251

165%

1,085 ¢

435,032
14.5%
872

671,494 1
o d66% )

1,239

598,806
12.1%
955

687,056 |

16.0%
1,165

458,758
17.0%
1,560

$ 64321215 79,608

11.2%
$ 715 8

$ 312598 |% 39,278

10.4%
% 626 | &
¢ amsmls
SRR
i

$ 382573 |% 57,765

7.7%

$ 610 | s

§ 4786 |s
05|

5 801 |8

$ 363,752 | % 31,454

13.4%
S 1,237 | §

5 31508 |

240475
4.2%
267

83,156
2.8%
167

141936 |
C35%
26208

158,468
3.2%
253

5 16179008
- sssf
wils

63,552
23%
216

569,060 | $ 450,200
9.9% 7.8%
633 | $ 501

469,948 | $ 240,953
15.6% 8.0%
942 s 483

smoMls 435771
e 10.8% |

SS9 L8 s

551384 | § 370,047
11.1% 7.5%
8791 % 590

489,548 | 8
sl
B 511 o [t

195295 | § 262,182
7.2% 9.7%
664 | $ 8§92

3u7sls  awm

478,692 | & 478,692
83% 8.3%
532 |% 532

147.791
O o F0R
460 16 460

155234 | $ 155,234
52% 52%
311 | $ 311

TR
586

339430 | & 339,430
6.9% 6.9%
541 | % 541

247,435 [ § 247435
9.1% 9.1%
84218% 842
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Appendix D: Expenditure by Function

TOTAL INSTRUCTION SUPPORT OPERATIONS LEADERSHIP
SUBTOTAL | Teaching Classroom SUB-TOTAL Pupil Teacher Program SUB-TOTAL Pupil Facilities Business SUB-TOTAL School

Materials Support Support Support Services Services Management

E’a.'auilo Elem. and Inter.
el

Enrollment] 255
Amount | $ 1,736,831 )% 1022272 |$ 92929 | $ 92,976 | S 249347 | $ 163,087 | § 223121 % 63,948 | $ 341521 |$% 176426 | % 151319 S 13,776 § $ 123,691 |$ 123,691
% to Total School 100.0% 58.9% 53.5% 54% 14.4% 94% 13% 3.7% 19.7% 10.2% 87% 0.8% 71% 71%
Per Pupil | $ 68110 % 4,009 | $ 3644 | % 365§ $ 978 | $ 640 | 871% 2511 % 133915 692 | % 5931% 548 4851 % 485

S 3,773,809 |5 3468997 . 1066583 |8

S s7aE B : 162%1
359418 3304 confks 106l S
[Waimea Elem. and Inter.
Enrollment| 1199
Amount | $ 6,309,537 | $ 3,842,151 |$ 3,631,547 |$ 210604 | $ 977,407 | $ 566,670 |$ 103,398 | $ 30733908 $ 1,096,617 | $ 584,620 | $ 447403 | $ 64594 1S 393362 | S 393,362
% to Total School} 100.0% 60.9% 57.6% 33% 15.5% 9.0% 1.6% 4.9% 174% 9.3% 7.1% 1.0% 6.2% 6.2%

Per Pupil | § 5,262 | $ 3,204 | $ 3,029 | $ 176 | $ 81518 473 1 $ 86| % 256 1 % 915 | % 488 | $ 373 1% 5415 328 | % 328
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Appendix D: Expenditure by Function
TOTAL INSTRUCTION SUPPORT OPERATIONS LEADERSHIP
SUBTOTAL | Teaching | S%°™ | syprorar| PPl Teacher | Program | o pypyy | Pupll Facilities | D55 lepp rorar|  Scheel
Materials Support Support Support Services Services Management
1lohana
Enrollment| 133
Amount|$ 1381739 |$ 793,833 |$ 707790 S 86043 |$ 219918 [$ 129570 |$ 22543 |$  678050% 239356 |$ 140505 ($ 95988 | S 28636 128,632 |% 128,632
% to Total School 100.0% 57.5% 51.2% 6.2% 15.9% 9.4% 1.6% 4.9% 17.3% 10.2% 6.9% 0.2% 93% 9.3%
Per Pupil | $ 10,389 | $ 5969 |% 53228 647 | $ 1,654 | $ 974 | $ 169 | $ 510 $ 1,800 | & 1,056 | $ 7228 2(s %67 | $ 967

RKualapwn . |
© - Enrollmentf -

. Amount}s 18 12924091 9718 1sassls  s;7s
A tq-'"i-‘o'tals-chapir_ e P san% : ool 030w
 PerPupil]s 2ls o 3070 21fs 13
ula
Enrollment 5184
Amount | § 2727378 |3 1662175 | S 1575567 |$ 86,608 |S 403,070 | 276640 | 37359 |$ 89,071 |S 522,550 |$ 291278 [§ 225624 | 5648 )% 139583 |§ 139,583
% to Total School 100.0% 60.9% 57.8% 3.2% 14.8% 10.1% 14% 33% 19.2% 10.7% 83% 0.2% 5.1% 51%
Per Pupil | $ 5265 $ 32098 3042]% 167 | $ 778 | 534S 72| % 172 1,009 | $ 562 | $ 436 | $ 1ls 269 [ § 269

6|s san08s0ls 2146765 101868 | $ 203876

] saaRl . sl gl skl ekl dused ol T
15 vl el | ale e L L . =
akKawao
Enrollment] 590
Amount$ 3365970 (S 2164785 S 2027571 (¢ 137214 S 416685 | 274822|$  43719|$ 98144 |$ 605097 (S 371,280 (S 229246 | 4571 179,403 | $ 179,403
% to Total School 100.0% 643% 60.2% 41% 12.4% 8.2% 13% 2.9% 18.0% 11.0% 6.8% 0.1% 53% 53%
Per Pupil | $ 5705 | $ 3,669 | $ 3437 | $ 23s 706 | $ 166 | § 7408 166 | $ 1,026 | $ 629 | § 389 [ $ sls 304 | $ 304
ssa7st|s wsaasls  zsmsls  10p 13418 | 87457 s 87457
: & : 540% | SEONL R B L% S102%
“PerPupil | $ 10361 )¢ 56006 52818 =302 B T e R e L o LOSE |
ahienaena
Enrollment 694
Amount | $ 3103293 |$ 1,960,105 | 1,845,953 |$ 114152 S 491,063 | $ 298,222 |$ 66486 | 126355 0S 423520 (S 128726 |S 289,883 | $ 49118 228605 |$ 228,605
% to Total School 100.0% 63.2% 59.5% 3.7% 15.8% 9.6% 21% 41% 13.6% 41% 93% 0.2% 7.4% 7.4%

Per Pupil | $ 44721 % 2,824 | $ 2,660 | $ 164 | $ 708 | $ 430 | $ 9% | $ 1821 % 610 | $ 185 | $ 418 | $ 718 329 | § 329
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Appendix D: Expenditure by Function

TOTAL INSTRUCTION SUPPORT OPERATIONS LEADERSHIP
SUBTOTAL | Teaching | %™ | suprorar| FPL Teacher | Brogrem | opromar| SRR Faclites | 0o loyptorar| Scheel
Materials Support Support Support Services Services Management
Entollmend o] . .
 Amount|s 1ees1s]s amass|s s s
) lo00%) o 1o8% - BTRL
693418 601 S
ukKalani
Enrollment] 523
Amount|$ 3,075,038 | $ 1842477 | $ 1748752 |$ 93,7250 $ 464,043 | $ 323414 [$ 39,218 101,411 | $ 574,486 341,399 | 229,253 3,834 |$ 194032 % 194,082
% to Total School 100.0% 59.9% 56.9% 3.0% 15.1% 10.5% 13% 33% 18.7% 11.1% 7.5% 0.1% 63% 63%
Per Pupil | $ 5880 $ 3523 |$ 3344 | $ 179 $ 887 | $ 618 | $ 75 194 % 1,098 653 | $ 438 713 371§ 371
2601747 15 2, . 168303 |5 Cos7a09 s 31729 |s osiaols o3sam|s  msam
oaseml i f Sl 20 T2l o2%f  53%) 53K
CHLEes0Es ST s 100§ 363 els o 2ns 270
aunu
Enrollment] 900|
Amount | $ 5310681 % 3,211,191 |$ 3,015974|$ 195217 | S 959,904 | $ 587,126 |$ 92,855 279923 | $ 903,905 531,570 | $ 371,332 1,003 ($ 235681 |$ 235681
% to Total School 100.0% 60.5% 56.8% 3.7% 18.1% 11.1% 17% 53% 17.0% 10.0% 7.0% 0.0% 44% 44%
Per Pupil | $ 5901 (% 3,568 | $ 3351 % 217 | $ 1,067 | § 652 | $ 103 311 | $ 1,004 591 |8 413 1]s 262 | $ 262
[Maui District Intermediate/Middle Schools
S B Sl : i B _ e
4194484 0 6 2403972 | 5 16314146 - 71338345 L 88214 | § 283,154 4 $ 3077 Gl 3 334,952,
1000%] 573%) 0 53d% et : S 21%) 6.8%] S O:1sf 5.0%
494005 2,832 16 2639 1% 1925 15 104 ey $ s 7ls 395
alama
Enrollment 1185)
Amount | $ 6360883 | $ 3,779,828 | $ 3,616,028 | $ 163800 S 1019510 |$ 603,725 | % 95,064 320,721 % 1,130,583 603,021 | $ 508,184 19378 | $ 430,962 | $ 430,962
% to Total School 100.0% 59.4% 56.8% 2.6% 16.0% 9.5% 15% 5.0% 17.8% 9.5% 8.0% 03% 6.8% 6.8%
Per Pupil | $ 5368 | $ 3,190 | $ 3,052 % 138 )5 860 | $ 509 | s 80 271 $ 954 509 | $ 429 6% 364 | $ 364
Lahaina i : & :
L Erirollinent] 616] L) o : : I sl o : TR
o Amount|S 330670905 1,840,881 [§ 17152218 12566005 551,590 1% 66,281 1% 200461 S 588043 |6 284751 [& 289,888 14,004 1% 326195[S 326195
% to Total Schoolf 100.0% 55.7% osLo%| o asa) 16.7% 20%| 6i%f o 178%| 86% 5.8%] 4%y 9.9% | 9.9%
‘PerPupil | $ 5368 ]S 298818 o 27sElS 204 'S 89518 1081 % B350 95 ]s 4618 471 SB35 B3OS 530
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Appendix D: Expenditure by Function

TOTAL INSTRUCTION SUPPORT OPERATIONS LEADERSHIP
SUBTOTAL | Teaching | S®%™°™ | suprorar| FPH Teathir | Pragmm. opeqora| P Facilies | oo loyptorar| Sheol
Materials Support Support Support Services Services Management
OoKelani
Enrollmen 664
Amount|$ 3,152,964 |5 1,908,289 | $ 1,771,780 | $ 136509 [ S 554,744 277332 | 67,273 210,139 | $ 417,224 | $ 114,875 |$ 295517 | § 6820% 272707 |$ 272,707
% to Total Schooll 100.0% 60.5% 56.2% 43% 17.6% 8.8% 21% 6.7% 13.2% 3.6% 94 0.2% 8.6% 8.6%
Per Pupil | $ 4748 | s 2874 | $ 2,668 | $ 206 | $ 835 118 | s 101 316 | $ 628 | & 173 | § 45| 3 0% 411 (s 411
o Amount]s : 00 | 764083 | &
% to Total Schoolf ey A%| 15.6%
. PerPupil | $: 7hs o 299afs 2856 8171
[Maui District High Schools
L e oo s
s 9830733 1S - 1794083 1§ 800,191 | S
I} 100054 186 o83%
Mg s 55905 ' [ 4655
ahainaluna
Enrollment| 892
Amount | $ 5,168,868 | § 2,882,788 | $ 2586240 | $ 296548 | $ 949,466 655198 | $ 91,758 202510 |$ 937520 | $ 5163383 |$ 411,174 |$ 10,008 |$ 399,094 [$ 399,094
% to Total Schoolf 100.0% 55.8% 50.0% 5.7% 18.4% 12.7% 1.8% 3.9% 18.1% 10.0% 8.0% 0.2% 7.7% 7.7%
Per Pupil | $ 5795 | $ 32328 2,899 | § 332(s 1,064 735 | § 103 2273 1,051 | $ 579 | $ 461 % 1ls w7 s 447
coEae b
5 6572431 fS 347647015 319619515 280,275 | 8 20719 8¢ 401151 S 401,151
. looomf s i &1%)  61%
5002]s 243218 213 s 305 % B0s
aul
Enrollment| 1656
Amount|$ 9203507 | $ 5502868 | $ 5084840 | $ 418,028 | S 1,549,037 941,780 | $ 161,295 445962 | S 1,683,645 [$ 819,111 |$ 844184 [$ 20350 $ 467957 |$ 467,957
% to Total School] 100.0% 59.8% 55.2% 45% 16.8% 10.2% 1.8% 438% 183% 8.9% 9.2% 0.2% 51% 51%
Per Pupil | $ 5558 | $ 3323 | § 3,071 | $ 252 % 935 569 | $ 97 269 | 1,017 | § 495 | 510 | $ 1208 283 | § 283
|Maui Distric Other Schools
Enrollmentf: At Sl il S i 1 S i
 Amount§§ 326791315 1779609 ('S 1,650,186 | § 12942305 567,641 |5 37020 |$ 46148 |5 147473 [S 316557 |6 308508 |5 17,194 1% 278404 |$ 278404
% to Tatal School S 100.0% 54.5% - 50.5% | 4.0%: 174% 11:4%] 1A% - 45% eTm 9.4% 0.5%) . 85% 8.5%
PerPupil }'$ 793218 431915 - 4005|$ o 314)8 1,378 908 |'$ 112§ 358 | $ CoTes s 749 |'$ 2]s 676 |8 676
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Appendix D: Expenditure by Function

TOTAL INSTRUCTION SUPPORT OPERATIONS LEADERSHIP

; Classroom Pupil Teacher Program Pupil G Business School
SUBTOTAL | Teashing Materials SR Support Support Support SHBTRTAL Services Bucikime Services BLB-TCIAL Management

|Lanai H-igh and Elementary
Enrollment 683

Amount | $ 4444177 | $ 2,500,974 | $ 2220383 [ S 280,586 | $ 759,598 | $ 518,078 | $ 75988 | $ 165532 % 852786 | S 445797 | $ 383,704 | S 232850% 330819 |% 330819
% to Total School 100.0% 56.3% 50.0% 6.3% 17.1% 11.7% 1.7% 3.7% 19.2% 10.0% 8.6% 0.5% 74% 74%
Per Pupil | $ 6507 $ 366218 3,251 | % 411 | $ 1,112 | % 759 | § 111 | $ 2421 % 1,249 | 8 653 | $ 562 |% 3419$ 4841 % 484
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Appendix D: Expenditure by Function

TOTAL INSTRUCTION SUPPORT OPERATIONS LEADERSHIP
fiidl oy : .
SUBTOTAL | Teaching | S%°™°°™ | sup-ToTAL P adue | Pogam Y oprpmsnar| Pl Faciliies | oS loypTorar| —School
Materials Support Support Support Services Services Management
|Kauai District Elementary Schools
S 3,255,600 05 1,883,618 | 5 1751,943 CoheLAg s
100.0%) 5 o oseanl 7asf
Coslsls 0 35eifs 3312 1064 1§
analel
Enrollment 317
Amount | 1,824466 [ $ 998484 |$ 925429 |S 73,055 |$ 320,690 [ $ 202,941 |5 42603 |$ 75146 |$ 384,572 188,994 171,598 23980 1S 120720|$ 120720
% to Total Schoolf 100.0% 54.7% 50.7% 4.0% 17.6% 11.1% 23% 41% 21.1% 104% 9.4% 13% 6.6% 6.6%
Per Pupil | $ 5755 $ 3,150 | $ 2,919 | $ 230 | $ 1,012 | $ 640 | & 1341 % 2374 $ 1,213 596 541 76 1% 3811 % 381
onaaml g kb e
s 341960 1S 1929611 [§ 1802315 |5 90477 | 1443108s 696401 |8 362451 )8 6193 ls 216198
o00s) 0 seax| 527%| czemlocoansl o o0as| 0 106%] Coe3%| 63%
CB70NS 322118§ 3009 ¢ 151 % a1 163 605 361 |s 361
IKapaa
Enrollment| 1106
Amount | $ 6,014,848 [ $ 4095474 | $ 3874998 |$ 220476 S 980552 |$ 541306 [$ 130,895 |S 308351 )S 669,258 202,766 438,690 27,802 | $ 269,564 [$ 269,564
% to Total School 100.0% 68.1% 64.4% 3.7% 163% 9.0% 2.2% 51% 11.1% 3.4% 73% 05% 45% 45%
Per Pupil | $ 5438 s 3703 (% 3504|$ 199 $ 887 | § 489 | S 18 (s 279 | $ 605 183 397 5s 244 |8 244
L sRg EE _.::::::.,_-_ g s S R R ; B
o Amount|5 490g7ls  2e8nsaals 260117208 2e1eszl$ 945040 [§ 5 120520|6 3166478 941194 |$ ss0652|$ 383,507 21769 | S 221,769
% toTowlSchooll - d000%) o 578%|  525% 5.2% g i 5 | 24%]| 63%) - 189%] 11.0% | T7% S danf 44y
G PerPupil §$ 5743 1% 331716 3016|% 301 ks 15 139 8 36405 1,083 | 634 | Mg e 1255,
a
Enrollment] 350
Amount | S 2,392,656 [ $ 1389312 |$ 1,276,483 | S 112,829 |$ 423,903 [$ 246741 |$ 54571 (S 122591 % 450,981 249,082 198,705 319406 128460 |$ 128,460
% to Total School 100.0% 58.1% 53.4% 47% 17.7% 103% 23% 51% 18.8% 10.4% 83% 0.1% 5.4% 54%
Per Pupil | § 6,836 | § 3969 % 3647 |8 32 (s 1,211 | $ 705 | $ 156 | § 350 | $ 1,289 712 568 9ls 367 | $ 367
i _ 1876341 LS s 23040515 3503518 8n017]8 189,498 | 115 1238368 123836
% to Total Schooll 100.0% : 18:8%)  123% 19% 16%) 187% 101% | il 66% 6%
PerPupil| $ 6,404 |5 3 1,203 {8 786 | § 1201% 2978 1,197 647 s amle g




Comments on
Agency
Responses

Responses of the Affected Agencies

We transmitted a draft of this report to the Department of Education and
the Board of Education on September 8, 2000. A copy of the transmittal
letter to the department is included as Attachment 1. The department’s
response 1s included as Attachment 2. The Board of Education declined
to comment on our report.

The department responded that it appreciates our findings on the various
types of expenditure reports that it publishes and that one of these reports
complies with the requirements of Section 302A-1004, Hawaii Revised
Statutes (HRS). However, we emphasize that these were observations
and not our findings. Our finding is that while the department meets the
reporting requirement of Section 302A-1004, HRS, its reports are not as
detailed, do not provide the utility, and cannot be used for school-by-
school comparative analyses in a way that reports generated by a program
such as /n$ite™ can provide.

The department also responded that it agrees with our perspective of
formatting and analyzing fiscal data to provide information to
decisionmakers, policymakers, and the public. The department further
agreed to provide reports of greater detail similar to those provided by
In8ite™ to the Legislature and the Board of Education. This is a major
shift by the department in finally acknowledging that our information is
more useful.

The department also noted that the analysis of selected expenditures might
stimulate useful and constructive dialogue about educational policy,
programs, and practices. However, the department also noted that care
must be taken not to accept simplistic answers to deep questions. As
indicated in our report, the selected expenditure analyses are intended to
demonstrate the utility of a program such as /nfite™ to guide and
motivate more probing inquiry.

Finally, the department contends that our office is advocating the use of
Infite™ and implies that the software program is outdated. We note that
although /n$ite™ was developed in 1995, like other software products,
Infite™ has been updated. More fundamentally, our office does not
advocate the specific use of /nfitre™. We conclude that with today’s
sophisticated technology, programs such as In$ite™ can provide
decisionmakers with the kind of information needed for more effective
decision making. We recommend that reports similar to those provided by
In8ite™ be required of the department.

F



ATTACHMENT 1

STATE OF HAWAII

OFFICE OF THE AUDITOR
465 S. King Street, Room 500
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813-2917

MARION M. HIGA
State Auditor

(808) 587-0800
FAX: (808) 587-0830

September 8, 2000

COPY

The Honorable Paul G. LeMahieu
Superintendent of Education
Queen Liliuokalani Building

1390 Miller Street

Honolulu, Hawaii 96813

Dear Dr. LeMabhieu:

Enclosed for your information are three copies, numbered 6 to 8 of our draft report, Fiscal
Accountability Audit of the Department of Education: Analysis of Selected School Expenditures.
We ask that you telephone us by Tuesday, September 12, 2000, on whether or not you intend to
comment on our recommendations. If you wish your comments to be included in the report,
please submit them no later than Monday, September 18, 2000.

The Board of Education, Governor, and presiding officers of the two houses of the Legislature
have also been provided copies of this draft report.

Since this report is not in final form and changes may be made to it, access to the report should be
restricted to those assisting you in preparing your response. Public release of the report will be
made solely by our office and only after the report is published in its final form.

Sincerely,

Marion M. Higa

State Auditor

Enclosures
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ATTACHMENT 2

PAUL G. LeMAHIEU, Ph.D.
SUPERINTENDENT

BENJAMIN J. CAYETANO
GOVERNOR

STATE OF HAWAI'l
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

P.0. BOX 2360 R ECFIV E‘ D
HONOLULU, HAWAI' 96804 Il
OFFICE OF THE SUPERINTENDENT SEP I j 3 23 FH 'ﬂﬂ
September 19, 2000 OF¥C.CF THE AUDITOR

STATE OF HAWAII

MEMO TO: Ms. Marion M. Higa, State Auditor

Office of the Auditor %
FROM: Paul G. LeMabhieu, P

Superintendent of Educatio
SUBJECT: RESPONSE TO AUDITOR’S REPORT :

Fiscal Accountability Audit of the Department of Education:
Analysis of Selected School Expenditures

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment. The Department especially appreciates the
Auditor’s findings (on page 2) as follows:

e The Department of Education publishes a variety of expenditure reports...which meets the
reporting requirements established in Section 3024-1004, HRS. The [department’s] annual
expenditure report to the Legislature for FY 1998-99 lists expenditures by school, function and
sub-function [as recently prescribed by Act 199, SLH 1999].

e This [annual expenditure] report is also available on the department’s [Internet] website.

e The department also publishes a school-by-school expenditure report on its website that lists
school expenditures in four broad categories: salaried employees, hourly employees, supplies,
“and equipment.

e Additional information is found in the department’s annual financial reports. These reports
provide information about appropriated funds, department expenditures, expenditures from all
sources, per pupil costs, and average daily enrollment, as well as other information.

The original purpose of this audit was to determine whether the Department’s reports were in
compliance with State law, and to assess the feasibility of /nfite. In addition to the findings listed
above, the Auditor has made recommendations to the Board of Education and Legislature (and by
implication, this Department) about ways in which fiscal data can be formatted, used and analyzed
to support the needs of various audiences — decisionmakers, policymakers, and the public. We
appreciate and agree with that perspective; we are data users also. We are absolutely willing to
provide reports of greater detail similar to those produced by Infite in accordance with the Auditor's
recommendation, in order to serve the needs of those external audiences such as the Board of
Education and the Legislature.

79
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Memo To: Marion M. Higa
September 19, 2000
Page 2

The Auditor has provided interesting examples of selected expenditure analyses that might stimulate
useful and constructive discourse about educational policy, programs and practice. In each case,
there are many possible factors that contribute to the answers to each question. We must not be
seduced into simplistic answers to these very deep questions.

The Auditor’s recommendations focus entirely on the implementation of In$ite, a commercial
product that is being advocated. InSite was developed in 1995. One wonders whether it is still
appropriate to recommend In3ite, or rather to evaluate and recommend the most appropriate product
in the context of a changing product marketplace. We would welcome the opportunity to work with
the Auditor to evaluate that marketplace and develop the best solution.

PLeM:LJ/EK
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