The Blue Ribbon Commission

2026

It's Time for Fair Funding
for Rhode Island’s Schools

Vote yes on House Bill 8351 and Senate Bill 3015

Rhode Island’s school funding formula hasn't been
fundamentally updated in 15 years. How much is

invested in a child’'s education depends too heavily
on where they live, not what they need to succeed.

A Plan
Rhode Islanders
Agree On

Fund the Full Cost

of Education

The state should share responsibility

for the true costs of education, including
transportation, building upkeep, and early
childhood services, not leave them entirely
to municipalities.

C
Students who need more support
should receive more resources,
regardless of what district they live in.

The Blue Ribbon Commission, 18 Rhode Island
leaders including educators, parents, municipal
officials, and community advocates — spent

a year studying the problem and reached full
consensus on four reforms:

Require Fair

Local Contributions

Every community should invest in schools based
on its actual financial capacity, not based on an
outdated formula.

Require Transparency

and Accountability

Every education dollar should be tied to
student outcomes, with public reporting
and independent oversight.

See back to find out what this system means for your district.

Learn more at rifoundation.org/FairFunding

Info@RIFoundation.org - 401.274.4564



In Exeter-West Greenwich, local costs
would go from $S29M to S19M.

Proposed System

58% State Share

Current System

Foundation Cost
S28M

Foundation Cost
S21M

State Formula Aid Local Contribution State Formula Aid Local Contribution
S7M S14M S10M S19M

NEW State Covered Costs
SaM

Local Costs Outside of CIA
$15M

How it looks in Exeter-West Greenwich explained.

The foundation cost using

the current formula is $21M.
Because the new system uses
an expanded Core Education
Amount (CEA) and new
adjustments for economically
disadvantaged students and
high cost programs, the
proposed foundation cost

is $28M.

Both the state formula aid and
the local contribution go up, since
more of the costs of educating
Exeter-West Greenwich students
are included in this shared
amount. In the current system,
there are S15M in locally incurred
costs that sit outside of Core
Instruction Amount (CIA).

New state-covered costs

(e.g., high-cost special education,
legacy pensions) in the amount of
$S4M reduce local costs in the
proposed plan.

While the Commission did not recommend a specific state or municipal cost share ratio, the example above illustrates
what costs could look like under a scenario in which the state pays a 58% share under the new proposed system.
Ultimately, state leaders will need to re-run these scenarios to come to final recommendations.




	BRC flyer city specific 2nd pages.pdf
	In Providence, local costs would go from $118M to $90M.
	Current System
	Proposed System
	58% State Share
	Foundation Cost  $352M
	Foundation Cost  $521M
	Local Costs Outside of CIA $63M
	NEW State Covered Costs $52M
	How it looks in Providence explained.
	The foundation cost using  the current formula is $352M. Because the new system uses  an expanded CEA and new adjustments for economically disadvantaged students and  high cost programs, the  proposed foundation cost  is $521M.
	Both the state formula aid and the local contribution go up, since more of the costs of educating Providence students are included in this shared amount. In the current system, there are $63M in locally incurred costs that sit outside of CIA.
	New state-covered costs (e.g., high-cost special education, legacy pensions) in the amount of $52M reduce Providence’s local costs in the proposed plan.
	While the Commission did not recommend a specific state or municipal cost share ratio, the following illustrates what costs could look like under a scenario in which the state pays a 58% share under the new proposed system. Ultimately, state leaders will need to re-run these scenarios to come to final recommendations.



	BRC flyer city specific 2nd pages East Providence.pdf
	In East Providence, local costs would go from $65M to $44M.
	Current System
	Proposed System
	58% State Share
	Foundation Cost  $77M
	Foundation Cost  $105M
	Local Costs Outside of CIA $27M
	NEW State Covered Costs $12M
	How it looks in East Providence explained.
	The foundation cost using  the current formula is $77M. Because the new system uses  an expanded CEA and new adjustments for economically disadvantaged students and  high cost programs, the  proposed foundation cost  is $105M.
	Both the state formula aid and the local contribution go up, since more of the costs of educating  East Providence students are included in this shared amount. In the current system, there are $27M in locally incurred costs that sit outside of CIA.
	New state-covered costs (e.g., high-cost special education, legacy pensions) in the amount of $12M reduce local costs in the proposed plan.
	While the Commission did not recommend a specific state or municipal cost share ratio, the following illustrates what costs could look like under a scenario in which the state pays a 58% share under the new proposed system. Ultimately, state leaders will need to re-run these scenarios to come to final recommendations.



	6f054be0-8deb-421a-8346-c83ab9420357.pdf
	In Johnston, local costs would go from $44M to $31M.
	Current System
	Proposed System
	58% State Share
	Foundation Cost  $51M
	Foundation Cost  $69M
	Local Costs Outside of CIA $18M
	NEW State Covered Costs $9M
	How it looks in Johnston explained.
	The foundation cost using  the current formula is $51M. Because the new system uses  an expanded CEA and new adjustments for economically disadvantaged students and  high cost programs, the  proposed foundation cost  is $69M.
	Both the state formula aid and the local contribution go up, since more of the costs of educating  Johnston students are included in this shared amount. In the current system, there are $18M in locally incurred costs that sit outside of CIA.
	New state-covered costs (e.g., high-cost special education, legacy pensions) in the amount of $9M reduce local costs in the proposed plan.
	While the Commission did not recommend a specific state or municipal cost share ratio, the following illustrates what costs could look like under a scenario in which the state pays a 58% share under the new proposed system. Ultimately, state leaders will need to re-run these scenarios to come to final recommendations.



	065a8ade-a486-42d3-b8e8-8fe5e508c29d.pdf
	In Providence, local costs would go from $118M to $90M.
	Current System
	Proposed System
	58% State Share
	Foundation Cost  $352M
	Foundation Cost  $521M
	Local Costs Outside of CIA $63M
	NEW State Covered Costs $52M
	How it looks in Providence explained.
	The foundation cost using  the current formula is $352M. Because the new system uses  an expanded CEA and new adjustments for economically disadvantaged students and  high cost programs, the  proposed foundation cost  is $521M.
	Both the state formula aid and the local contribution go up, since more of the costs of educating Providence students are included in this shared amount. In the current system, there are $63M in locally incurred costs that sit outside of CIA.
	New state-covered costs (e.g., high-cost special education, legacy pensions) in the amount of $52M reduce Providence’s local costs in the proposed plan.
	While the Commission did not recommend a specific state or municipal cost share ratio, the following illustrates what costs could look like under a scenario in which the state pays a 58% share under the new proposed system. Ultimately, state leaders will need to re-run these scenarios to come to final recommendations.



	323c4b13-a009-4d8f-b752-e9887f9a8943.pdf
	In Providence, local costs would go from $118M to $90M.
	Current System
	Proposed System
	58% State Share
	Foundation Cost  $352M
	Foundation Cost  $521M
	Local Costs Outside of CIA $63M
	NEW State Covered Costs $52M
	How it looks in Providence explained.
	The foundation cost using  the current formula is $352M. Because the new system uses  an expanded Core Education Amount (CEA) and new adjustments for economically disadvantaged students and  high cost programs, the  proposed foundation cost  is $521M.
	Both the state formula aid and the local contribution go up, since more of the costs of educating Providence students are included in this shared amount. In the current system, there are $63M in locally incurred costs that sit outside of (Core Instruction Amount) CIA.
	New state-covered costs (e.g., high-cost special education, legacy pensions) in the amount of $52M reduce Providence’s local costs in the proposed plan.
	While the Commission did not recommend a specific state or municipal cost share ratio, the example above illustrates what costs could look like under a scenario in which the state pays a 58% share under the new proposed system. Ultimately, state leaders will need to re-run these scenarios to come to final recommendations.



	f697cc1e-a9b2-4181-8e8b-b6ab5f3254cd.pdf
	In Johnston, local costs would go from $44M to $31M.
	Current System
	Proposed System
	58% State Share
	Foundation Cost  $51M
	Foundation Cost  $69M
	Local Costs Outside of CIA $18M
	NEW State Covered Costs $9M
	How it looks in Johnston explained.
	The foundation cost using  the current formula is $51M. Because the new system uses  an expanded Core Education Amount (CEA) and new adjustments for economically disadvantaged students and  high cost programs, the  proposed foundation cost  is $69M.
	Both the state formula aid and the local contribution go up, since more of the costs of educating  Johnston students are included in this shared amount. In the current system, there are $18M in locally incurred costs that sit outside of Core Instruction Amount (CIA).
	New state-covered costs (e.g., high-cost special education, legacy pensions) in the amount of $9M reduce local costs in the proposed plan.
	While the Commission did not recommend a specific state or municipal cost share ratio, the example above illustrates what costs could look like under a scenario in which the state pays a 58% share under the new proposed system. Ultimately, state leaders will need to re-run these scenarios to come to final recommendations.



	3317c228-fee4-4121-a623-5c8444a487f7.pdf
	In East Providence, local costs would go from $65M to $44M.
	Current System
	Proposed System
	58% State Share
	Foundation Cost  $77M
	Foundation Cost  $105M
	Local Costs Outside of CIA $27M
	NEW State Covered Costs $12M
	How it looks in East Providence explained.
	The foundation cost using  the current formula is $77M. Because the new system uses  an expanded Core Education Amount (CEA) and new adjustments for economically disadvantaged students and  high cost programs, the  proposed foundation cost  is $105M.
	Both the state formula aid and the local contribution go up, since more of the costs of educating  East Providence students are included in this shared amount. In the current system, there are $27M in locally incurred costs that sit outside of Core Instruction Amount (CIA).
	New state-covered costs (e.g., high-cost special education, legacy pensions) in the amount of $12M reduce local costs in the proposed plan.
	While the Commission did not recommend a specific state or municipal cost share ratio, the example above illustrates what costs could look like under a scenario in which the state pays a 58% share under the new proposed system. Ultimately, state leaders will need to re-run these scenarios to come to final recommendations.



	7b040a03-df99-4f06-8686-cf6bef82537b.pdf
	In North Smithfield, local costs would go from $27M to $16M.
	Current System
	Proposed System
	58% State Share
	Foundation Cost  $23M
	Foundation Cost  $30M
	Local Costs Outside of CIA $13M
	NEW State Covered Costs $4M
	How it looks in North Smithfield explained.
	The foundation cost using  the current formula is $23M. Because the new system uses  an expanded Core Education Amount (CEA) and new adjustments for economically disadvantaged students and  high cost programs, the  proposed foundation cost  is $30M.
	Both the state formula aid and the local contribution go up, since more of the costs of educating  North Smithfield students are included in this shared amount. In the current system, there are $13M in locally incurred costs that sit outside of Core Instruction Amount (CIA).
	New state-covered costs (e.g., high-cost special education, legacy pensions) in the amount of $4M reduce local costs in the proposed plan.
	While the Commission did not recommend a specific state or municipal cost share ratio, the example above illustrates what costs could look like under a scenario in which the state pays a 58% share under the new proposed system. Ultimately, state leaders will need to re-run these scenarios to come to final recommendations.



	9f72115e-7567-4a83-a7fe-1c6a8eee16fc.pdf
	In Newport, local costs would go from $31M to $42M.
	Current System
	Proposed System
	58% State Share
	Foundation Cost  $30M
	Foundation Cost  $42M
	Local Costs Outside of CIA $15M
	NEW State Covered Costs $6M
	How it looks in Newport explained.
	The foundation cost using  the current formula is $30M. Because the new system uses  an expanded Core Education Amount (CEA) and new adjustments for economically disadvantaged students and  high cost programs, the  proposed foundation cost  is $42M.
	Both the state formula aid and the local contribution go up, since more of the costs of educating  Newport students are included in this shared amount. In the current system, there are $15M in locally incurred costs that sit outside of Core Instruction Amount (CIA).
	New state-covered costs (e.g., high-cost special education, legacy pensions) in the amount of $6M reduce local costs in the proposed plan.
	While the Commission did not recommend a specific state or municipal cost share ratio, the example above illustrates what costs could look like under a scenario in which the state pays a 58% share under the new proposed system. Ultimately, state leaders will need to re-run these scenarios to come to final recommendations.



	a88c2790-8feb-4538-b842-f336ec1777f9.pdf
	In Middletown, local costs would go from $36M to $37M.
	Current System
	Proposed System
	58% State Share
	Foundation Cost  $28M
	Foundation Cost  $37M
	Local Costs Outside of CIA $14M
	NEW State Covered Costs $6M
	How it looks in Middletown explained.
	The foundation cost using  the current formula is $28M. Because the new system uses  an expanded Core Education Amount (CEA) and new adjustments for economically disadvantaged students and  high cost programs, the  proposed foundation cost  is $37M.
	Both the state formula aid and the local contribution go up, since more of the costs of educating  Middletown students are included in this shared amount. In the current system, there are $14M in locally incurred costs that sit outside of Core Instruction Amount (CIA).
	New state-covered costs (e.g., high-cost special education, legacy pensions) in the amount of $6M reduce local costs in the proposed plan.
	While the Commission did not recommend a specific state or municipal cost share ratio, the example above illustrates what costs could look like under a scenario in which the state pays a 58% share under the new proposed system. Ultimately, state leaders will need to re-run these scenarios to come to final recommendations.



	6ae99b21-1965-4d9e-ab03-46a28752457c.pdf
	In Cumberland, local costs would go from $68M to $48M.
	Current System
	Proposed System
	58% State Share
	Foundation Cost  $68M
	Foundation Cost  $91M
	Local Costs Outside of CIA $28M
	NEW State Covered Costs $8M
	How it looks in Cumberland explained.
	The foundation cost using  the current formula is $68M. Because the new system uses  an expanded Core Education Amount (CEA) and new adjustments for economically disadvantaged students and  high cost programs, the  proposed foundation cost  is $91M.
	Both the state formula aid and the local contribution go up, since more of the costs of educating  Cumberland students are included in this shared amount. In the current system, there are $28M in locally incurred costs that sit outside of Core Instruction Amount (CIA).
	New state-covered costs (e.g., high-cost special education, legacy pensions) in the amount of $8M reduce local costs in the proposed plan.
	While the Commission did not recommend a specific state or municipal cost share ratio, the example above illustrates what costs could look like under a scenario in which the state pays a 58% share under the new proposed system. Ultimately, state leaders will need to re-run these scenarios to come to final recommendations.



	ccb80e5a-fd8c-495b-b84c-33b605a6e7c3.pdf
	In Pawtucket, local costs would go from $37M to $36M.
	Current System
	Proposed System
	58% State Share
	Foundation Cost  $132M
	Foundation Cost  $190M
	Local Costs Outside of CIA $15M
	NEW State Covered Costs $20M
	How it looks in Pawtucket explained.
	The foundation cost using  the current formula is $132M. Because the new system uses  an expanded Core Education Amount (CEA) and new adjustments for economically disadvantaged students and  high cost programs, the  proposed foundation cost  is $190M.
	Both the state formula aid and the local contribution go up, since more of the costs of educating  Pawtucket students are included in this shared amount. In the current system, there are $15M in locally incurred costs that sit outside of Core Instruction Amount (CIA).
	New state-covered costs (e.g., high-cost special education, legacy pensions) in the amount of $20M reduce local costs in the proposed plan.
	While the Commission did not recommend a specific state or municipal cost share ratio, the example above illustrates what costs could look like under a scenario in which the state pays a 58% share under the new proposed system. Ultimately, state leaders will need to re-run these scenarios to come to final recommendations.



	80826015-1097-4ef7-b52c-0eaafa3bace4.pdf
	In Central Falls, local costs would go from $1M to $3M.
	Current System
	Proposed System
	58% State Share
	Foundation Cost  $45M
	Foundation Cost  $68M
	Local Costs Outside of CIA $0M
	NEW State Covered Costs $6M
	How it looks in Central Falls explained.
	The foundation cost using  the current formula is $45M. Because the new system uses  an expanded Core Education Amount (CEA) and new adjustments for economically disadvantaged students and  high cost programs, the  proposed foundation cost  is $68M.
	Both the state formula aid and the local contribution go up, since more of the costs of educating Central Falls students are included in this shared amount. In the current system, there are $0M in locally incurred costs that sit outside of Core Instruction Amount (CIA).
	New state-covered costs (e.g., high-cost special education, legacy pensions) in the amount of $6M reduce local costs in the proposed plan.
	While the Commission did not recommend a specific state or municipal cost share ratio, the example above illustrates what costs could look like under a scenario in which the state pays a 58% share under the new proposed system. Ultimately, state leaders will need to re-run these scenarios to come to final recommendations.



	9a205f69-c5d9-4564-ba2a-a1a2da923184.pdf
	In Cranston, local costs would go from $124M to $77M.
	Current System
	Proposed System
	58% State Share
	Foundation Cost  $149M
	Foundation Cost  $204M
	Local Costs Outside of CIA $54M
	NEW State Covered Costs $24M
	How it looks in Cranston explained.
	The foundation cost using  the current formula is $149M. Because the new system uses  an expanded Core Education Amount (CEA) and new adjustments for economically disadvantaged students and  high cost programs, the  proposed foundation cost  is $204M.
	Both the state formula aid and the local contribution go up, since more of the costs of educating Cranston students are included in this shared amount. In the current system, there are $54M in locally incurred costs that sit outside of Core Instruction Amount (CIA).
	New state-covered costs (e.g., high-cost special education, legacy pensions) in the amount of $24M reduce local costs in the proposed plan.
	While the Commission did not recommend a specific state or municipal cost share ratio, the example above illustrates what costs could look like under a scenario in which the state pays a 58% share under the new proposed system. Ultimately, state leaders will need to re-run these scenarios to come to final recommendations.



	791e4ee4-0d8b-4c82-8ff7-b1721318cdef.pdf
	In Portsmouth, local costs would go from $41M to $37M.
	Current System
	Proposed System
	58% State Share
	Foundation Cost  $28M
	Foundation Cost  $37M
	Local Costs Outside of CIA $16M
	NEW State Covered Costs $5M
	How it looks in Portsmouth explained.
	The foundation cost using  the current formula is $28M. Because the new system uses  an expanded Core Education Amount (CEA) and new adjustments for economically disadvantaged students and  high cost programs, the  proposed foundation cost  is $37M.
	Both the state formula aid and the local contribution go up, since more of the costs of educating Portsmouth students are included in this shared amount. In the current system, there are $16M in locally incurred costs that sit outside of Core Instruction Amount (CIA).
	New state-covered costs (e.g., high-cost special education, legacy pensions) in the amount of $5M reduce local costs in the proposed plan.
	While the Commission did not recommend a specific state or municipal cost share ratio, the example above illustrates what costs could look like under a scenario in which the state pays a 58% share under the new proposed system. Ultimately, state leaders will need to re-run these scenarios to come to final recommendations.



	cfa47b28-04b6-4064-a6fb-7d99eaa7e962.pdf
	In Tiverton, local costs would remain at $26M.
	Current System
	Proposed System
	58% State Share
	Foundation Cost  $23M
	Foundation Cost  $30M
	Local Costs Outside of CIA $8M
	NEW State Covered Costs $5M
	How it looks in Tiverton explained.
	The foundation cost using  the current formula is $23M. Because the new system uses  an expanded Core Education Amount (CEA) and new adjustments for economically disadvantaged students and  high cost programs, the  proposed foundation cost  is $30M.
	Both the state formula aid and the local contribution go up, since more of the costs of educating Tiverton students are included in this shared amount. In the current system, there are $8M in locally incurred costs that sit outside of Core Instruction Amount (CIA).
	New state-covered costs (e.g., high-cost special education, legacy pensions) in the amount of $5M reduce local costs in the proposed plan.
	While the Commission did not recommend a specific state or municipal cost share ratio, the example above illustrates what costs could look like under a scenario in which the state pays a 58% share under the new proposed system. Ultimately, state leaders will need to re-run these scenarios to come to final recommendations.



	a6523c99-54e4-449d-bf2a-8dc759ed30b1.pdf
	In Jamestown, local costs would go from $11M to $10M.
	Current System
	Proposed System
	58% State Share
	Foundation Cost  $7M
	Foundation Cost  $10M
	Local Costs Outside of CIA $3M
	NEW State Covered Costs $2M
	How it looks in Jamestown explained.
	The foundation cost using  the current formula is $7M. Because the new system uses  an expanded Core Education Amount (CEA) and new adjustments for economically disadvantaged students and  high cost programs, the  proposed foundation cost  is $10M.
	Both the state formula aid and the local contribution go up, since more of the costs of educating Jamestown students are included in this shared amount. In the current system, there are $3M in locally incurred costs that sit outside of Core Instruction Amount (CIA).
	New state-covered costs (e.g., high-cost special education, legacy pensions) in the amount of $2M reduce local costs in the proposed plan.
	While the Commission did not recommend a specific state or municipal cost share ratio, the example above illustrates what costs could look like under a scenario in which the state pays a 58% share under the new proposed system. Ultimately, state leaders will need to re-run these scenarios to come to final recommendations.



	ca6aaf2e-839b-49f2-b14d-c7be89eeb922.pdf
	In North Providence, local costs would go from $42M to $24M.
	Current System
	Proposed System
	58% State Share
	Foundation Cost  $53M
	Foundation Cost  $73M
	Local Costs Outside of CIA $19M
	NEW State Covered Costs $8M
	How it looks in North Providence explained.
	The foundation cost using  the current formula is $53M. Because the new system uses  an expanded Core Education Amount (CEA) and new adjustments for economically disadvantaged students and  high cost programs, the  proposed foundation cost  is $73M.
	Both the state formula aid and the local contribution go up, since more of the costs of educating North Providence students are included in this shared amount. In the current system, there are $19M in locally incurred costs that sit outside of Core Instruction Amount (CIA).
	New state-covered costs (e.g., high-cost special education, legacy pensions) in the amount of $8M reduce local costs in the proposed plan.
	While the Commission did not recommend a specific state or municipal cost share ratio, the example above illustrates what costs could look like under a scenario in which the state pays a 58% share under the new proposed system. Ultimately, state leaders will need to re-run these scenarios to come to final recommendations.



	d7e03643-15f8-424f-9718-9e5c328e55a1.pdf
	In Coventry, local costs would go from $54M to $35M.
	Current System
	Proposed System
	58% State Share
	Foundation Cost  $59M
	Foundation Cost  $79M
	Local Costs Outside of CIA $23M
	NEW State Covered Costs $9M
	How it looks in Coventry explained.
	The foundation cost using  the current formula is $59M. Because the new system uses  an expanded Core Education Amount (CEA) and new adjustments for economically disadvantaged students and  high cost programs, the  proposed foundation cost  is $79M.
	Both the state formula aid and the local contribution go up, since more of the costs of educating Coventry students are included in this shared amount. In the current system, there are $23M in locally incurred costs that sit outside of Core Instruction Amount (CIA).
	New state-covered costs (e.g., high-cost special education, legacy pensions) in the amount of $9M reduce local costs in the proposed plan.
	While the Commission did not recommend a specific state or municipal cost share ratio, the example above illustrates what costs could look like under a scenario in which the state pays a 58% share under the new proposed system. Ultimately, state leaders will need to re-run these scenarios to come to final recommendations.



	b5ceb925-8d03-427c-810e-c62427c0bec7.pdf
	In Narragansett, local costs would go from $25M to $18M.
	Current System
	Proposed System
	58% State Share
	Foundation Cost  $13M
	Foundation Cost  $18M
	Local Costs Outside of CIA $14M
	NEW State Covered Costs $3M
	How it looks in Narragansett explained.
	The foundation cost using  the current formula is $13M. Because the new system uses  an expanded Core Education Amount (CEA) and new adjustments for economically disadvantaged students and  high cost programs, the  proposed foundation cost  is $18M.
	Both the state formula aid and the local contribution go up, since more of the costs of educating Narragansett students are included in this shared amount. In the current system, there are $14M in locally incurred costs that sit outside of Core Instruction Amount (CIA).
	New state-covered costs (e.g., high-cost special education, legacy pensions) in the amount of $3M reduce local costs in the proposed plan.
	While the Commission did not recommend a specific state or municipal cost share ratio, the example above illustrates what costs could look like under a scenario in which the state pays a 58% share under the new proposed system. Ultimately, state leaders will need to re-run these scenarios to come to final recommendations.



	ec7135ad-c1f1-4820-a034-36a739d433de.pdf
	In South Kingstown, local costs would go from $56M to $45M.
	Current System
	Proposed System
	58% State Share
	Foundation Cost  $34M
	Foundation Cost  $45M
	Local Costs Outside of CIA $27M
	NEW State Covered Costs $7M
	How it looks in South Kingstown explained.
	The foundation cost using  the current formula is $34M. Because the new system uses  an expanded Core Education Amount (CEA) and new adjustments for economically disadvantaged students and  high cost programs, the  proposed foundation cost  is $45M.
	Both the state formula aid and the local contribution go up, since more of the costs of educating South Kingstown students are included in this shared amount. In the current system, there are $27M in locally incurred costs that sit outside of Core Instruction Amount (CIA).
	New state-covered costs (e.g., high-cost special education, legacy pensions) in the amount of $7M reduce local costs in the proposed plan.
	While the Commission did not recommend a specific state or municipal cost share ratio, the example above illustrates what costs could look like under a scenario in which the state pays a 58% share under the new proposed system. Ultimately, state leaders will need to re-run these scenarios to come to final recommendations.



	76c72b1e-563e-414e-ab9f-ca1098e05e6a.pdf
	In Exeter-West Greenwich, local costs would go from $29M to $19M.
	Current System
	Proposed System
	58% State Share
	Foundation Cost  $21M
	Foundation Cost  $28M
	Local Costs Outside of CIA $15M
	NEW State Covered Costs $4M
	How it looks in Exeter-West Greenwich explained.
	The foundation cost using  the current formula is $21M. Because the new system uses  an expanded Core Education Amount (CEA) and new adjustments for economically disadvantaged students and  high cost programs, the  proposed foundation cost  is $28M.
	Both the state formula aid and the local contribution go up, since more of the costs of educating Exeter-West Greenwich students are included in this shared amount. In the current system, there are $15M in locally incurred costs that sit outside of Core Instruction Amount (CIA).
	New state-covered costs (e.g., high-cost special education, legacy pensions) in the amount of $4M reduce local costs in the proposed plan.
	While the Commission did not recommend a specific state or municipal cost share ratio, the example above illustrates what costs could look like under a scenario in which the state pays a 58% share under the new proposed system. Ultimately, state leaders will need to re-run these scenarios to come to final recommendations.




