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Major Findings
When calculating the costs of teacher's salary, consumable supplies,
equipment, and maintenance and repair, it costs Nevada ¥ifty-two
percent more per Student to provide these educational services to the
occupational student than it does to the academic studerit.
- Occupational education has a 12:1 student/teacher ratio compared to
17:1 for academic ed::cation.
- Nevada school districts' teachers' salaries average $2,197.23 per
student for occupational education compared to $1,590.86 for academic
education.
- As a statewide average Nevada spends $200.49 yearly on consumable
supplies for each occupational education student while it spends
$70.16 for each academic student.
Occupational education equipment costs $145.88 per student on the
average, yearly, compared to $32.45 per academic education student.
Yearly, the statewide average expenditure, per student, on maintenance
and repair for occupational education 15-587_89 compared to $43.00 for

academic education.



Abstract

+ nrooary pucpose of this study was to compare per-student costs between
occupatvinal and academic eduéati@n on a statewide basis in Nevada.
’s1m:, srlected variables, éata were collected using mailed survey
astruments. Costs were calculated and the data éna1yzed revealed that
.. dpes cost the state of Nevada more to provide educational services to
the occupational student when compared. to the cost of providing these
same services to the academic educational student. A differential
funding farmu1é is provided to illustrate the per-student costs using
the existing Nevada Distrioutive School Fund. Recommendations include
increasing the Distributive School Fund for the purposes of meeting
these differential costs in a consistent and equitable manner. Follow
up impact studies to verify the effectiveness of the recommended formula

are also suggested.
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Introduction

Occupational educators, school administrators, and other public school
personnel who are involved in school budgets have theorized that there
are added costs to providing educational services to the occupational
education student as compared to that of the academic student, grades
9-12. To test that theory, the Planning, Research, and Evaluation
Branch of the Nevada Department of Education examined the comparative
costs from the sixteen Nevada school districts (Esmeralda has no

secondary scliool), Nevada Girls' Training Center, and Nevada Youth

Training Center.

A study done in 1984 by Reardon, Added Cost Reimbursement for Vocational

Education Programs in Comprehensive High Schools and Area Vocational

Centers in Nevada - A Feasibility Study, identified selected variables

which contribute to these differential costs. Additionally, information
collected from the Western Regional States, Oregon, Washington, New
York, Georgia, and‘west Virginia in December, 1986, by the Occupational
Research Unit of the Nevada Department of Education indicated agreement
with the use of the variables previously identified in the Reardon

study.

In order to draw accurate conclusions based upon information about
Nevada schools, this study gathered cost comparisons between
occupational education and academic education, grades 9-12. The
variables which were used have been found to be appropriate based upon
previous work and regional comparisons. These consisted of the

following:

11
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a. student/teacher ratio
b. teacher's salary per student
¢. consumable supplies
d. equipment
e, facilities
f. maintenance and repair

Methodology
In January 1987, superintendents and occupational education directors
from sixteen Nevada school districts, Nevada Girls' Training Center, and
Nevada Youth Training Center were requested to supply the following
information:
a. total unduplicated enrollments in occupational and academic
education

total number of teachers in occupational aid academic education

or
.

c. total salaries for occupational and academic instructional
staff; and
d. the yearly costs for supplies, equipment, maintenance and
repair, facilities, and miscellaneous expenses for grades 9-12.
Figure 1 illustrates a copy of the cover letter and Figures 2 and 2a
illustrate a copy of the survey instrument which were mailed to all
school district occupatinnal education directors, superintendents or
principals with a request that they be used when reporting the
romparative costs. Clark County School District developed the

Definitions To Be Used When Completing the Occupational

12



Education/General Education Cost-Comparison Survey for gathering the
Cost/Comparative Study data (Appendix A). The Occupational Research
Unit developed the formula for determining unduplicated enrolliment

count. This is identified in Appendix B.

13
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Caplis]l Camplss

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

January 8, 19R87

The State Department of Education will seek legislative financial support for
the added custs far praoviding educational services for the accupational
education student during the 1987 session. Among the factors that contribute
to these added costs are student/teacher ratio, teacher salary pér student,
consumable supplies, maintenance and repair, equipment and facilities.

The Department wishes to provide the legislature with cost comparisons of
educating the general or academic student with the costs for educating the
sccupational education students, grades 9=12, for each of Nevada's secondary
schoal districts. Hould you, therefore, complete the attached questionnaire
and submit it to Dr. Charles Stamps, Coordinator, flecupational Research Unit,
State Department of Education, no later than February 1, 1987, 5o that | can
prepare a statewide cost summary of these comparalive costs for presantation
to the legislarure?

Please attempt to answer all questions on the questionnaire to provide
information on all high schools as well as district wide informatign, The
moré evidence that we can praovide the legislature on comparative costs, the
stronger our casc becomes in requesting funding.

If your school district has additional costs that are not identified on the
questionnaire such as extended contracts, separate facilities, transportation
to and from the school teo the worksites and separate telephons lines for the
cooperative occupational education teacher, please 11st these costs,

If you have any difficulty in providing ths requested dsta, please call me at
£B5-3104.
Sincerely,
Marcia R. Reardon
Deputy Superintendent
/sb
attachments

pec: Dr. Kevin Crowe
Dr. Charles Stamps

An Fqual Opporiunity Agency

Caren Clig, Mrvada F17i8

Cover Letter Mailed With Survey Instrument

Figure 1.
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gunty Schugl District

{KHame)
Cost Comparisons Between Occupational Education &nd
General Education, Grades 9-12
January 1987

DEF IK1TIORS

PLEASE USE DATA FROM 19R6-87 SCHOOL YEAR

Full-time teachars--

only full=time teachers are reparted on the survey. Full-time teachers
are defined as those teachers of five or more class perigds per day,
Teacher’'s Program Identification (Dccupational Education or General Education

Program)-- :
is determined by his/her teaching assignment. Teaching thres or
more class periods in occupational education generates an occupational
education assignment; teaching three or more class periods in general
education generates 2 genera? education assignment.

ar: szudenzs eﬂrﬂlled in Part A {job specific) elasses and/or Part §
classes (occupational general or exploratory) classes,
General cducation students==

~are students enrolled in classes other than Part A {job specific)

eccupational eduﬁatian and/or Part B (occupational general or exploratory)
classes.

Student enrnllmént--

the student enrollment (total students) should bhe calculated tn reflect
enroliment in one-hour periods of time., i.e. 15 students earolled in a
two=hour block (1ike auto shop) should be reported as 30 students since
this converts to two one-hour classes,

PLEASE COMPLETE THE FOLLOWING

HIGH _SCHOOL

{Hame)

Occupational Educational Proqram

General Education Program

Total Decc Ed Students =
fotal Occ Ed Teachers =
Total Salaries =

for &11 Occ Tchrs = §
Consumable Supplies = §
Equipment = Lo
Maint/Repair = s
Facilities = 1
(Octher)

o s
I 5
{0TAL cOsTs  §

Total Gen Ed Students =
Total Gen Ed Teachers =
Total Salaries =

for all Gen Tehrs = §
Consumahle Supplies = §
3

Equipment =
Haint/Repair =
Facilities =
(Othar)

TOTAL COSTS %

$
4
5_

Figure 2.

Survey Instrument
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HIGH_SCHOOL

~ (Hame)

Occupational Education Program

General Education Program

Total Occ Ed Students = _
Total DOcc Ed Teachers = _
Totral Salaries = N
for all Occ Techrs = §
Consumable Supplies = § -
Equipment = s
Maint/Repair = 5

Facilities = 5
{Otner) o

—_— = 3
e = 5 _
T YOTAC COSTS §

Total Gen Ed Students =

Total Gen Ed Teachers = —
Total Salaries = -

for all Gen Tchrs = §

Cansumable Supplies = §_ o
Equipment = 5 —
Maint/Repair = L -
Facilities = -

{Other)

—OTACTRE

DISTRICT WIDE

Dcecupational Educatien Program

Total Dcc Ed Students =
Total Occ Ed Teachers =
Total Salaries = -
for all Occ Tchrs = §
Consumable Supplies = § —
3

e

Equipment = ) ]
Maint/Repair = L
Facilities = s
(Other) N
e L
. LI
~ TOTAL CO5T3 s

1 Education Program

Gener

Total Gen Ed Students =
Tatal Gen Ed Teachers =
Total Salaries =

for all Gen Techrs = §

Consumable Supplies = §

Equipment = 5 R
Haint/Repair = -
Facilities = - .

{0ther)

|
\
I
L]
L~
|

Survey Instrument (continued)

Figure 2a
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Costs were calculated on the 1985-86 or the 1986-87 school year,
depending upon which year the district felt most accurately reflected
normal costs. Monies provided by SB 121 in 1985-86 for cccupational
education equipment were excluded from equipment costs. Costs for
providing teachers with extended contracts for summer employment or
extra responsibilities were calculated as part of the teachers' salaries
for both the occupational education teacher ‘and the academic teacher.
Data were checked for accuracy as they were received from the school
districts. When appropriate, district personnel were contacted for

additional verification.

After calculating the student/teacher ratio and the average teacher's

determine per-student costs on the following variables:
a. teacher's salary
h. consumable supplies
¢. equipment
d. maintenance and repair
e. facilities

f. miscellaneous expenses

Results
Statewide averages portray that there is a smaller student/teacher ratio
in occupational educatior ‘han there is in academic education. Cost-
per-student expenditures on teachers' salaries, consumable supplies,
equipment, and maintenance and repairs for occupational education excead

those of the academic student., The average statewide per-student-cost

17



for occupational education is $2,631.49 while the average statewide per-
student-cost for academic education is $1,736,47 for these four
expenses. Based on the data in this study, there is a rounded
percentage difference of fifty-two (51.54). This means that it costs
fifty-two percent more to provide these services to the individual
occupational education student than it does to provide these services to

the individual academic student, grades 9-12.

Costs of facilities and miscellaneous expenses were not calculated in
the cost-per-student analyses since there were major differences among
the school districts en what constituted a cost when reporting
expenditures for facilities and miscellaneous expenses. Facility
expenses were reported as "not able to separate costs of occupational
from academic," costs based on square footage in existing bui 1dings
times per square foot and replacement costs amortized over twenty years,
modifications or rehabilitation, new construction projects, removal of
asbestos, and construction of new facilities. Miscellaneous expenses
were reported as including costs for textbooks, "miscellaneous," audio
visual materials, transportation, extended contracts, modems,
telephones, power and lights, "inventory," administrative support costs,
clerical support, Public Employment Retirement System (PERS), and State
Industrial Insurance System (511S). Because of the lack of consistency
in reporting these data, the Department decided to exclude the costs for

facilities and miscellaneous expenses from the study.

Lincoln County School District included comparison costs at the Nevada

Girls' Training Center in its district-wide report. The data supplied

18
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by the Nevada Youth Training Center included only enrolliments, faculty,
and faculty salaries; and the principal said that he could not separate
out other costs. As a result, the Nevada Youth Training Center data

were excluded from this study.

Analyzation of Data

Student/Teacher Ratio. The statewide unweighted average
student/teacher ratio by class period for occupational education was
twelve to one (12:1) while it was seventeen to one (17:1) for academic
education. Table 1 shows that the statewide occupational education
teaching load as a percent of the academic statewide teaching load was
seventy-four (74). Thus, on the average, statewide, occupational
education teachers teach twenty-six (26) percent fewer students, hourly,
than do academic teachers,

Teachers' salaries. As a statewide average, yearly, it costs Nevada

school districts $2,197.23 to provide the individual student
occupational education instruction while it costs $1,590.86 to provide
the individual student academic education, grades 9-12, As shown in
Figure 3, there is a $606.37 difference between the average salary cost
of the occupational education teacher and that of the academic teacher;
or it costs thirty-eight (38) percent more in salary to provide the
individual student instruction in occupational education than it costs

for academic education, grades 9-12.

19
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Table I

Comparative Costs Survey Returns From Nevada School Districts,

Eradg;:?alziingruahy,;1987' -

~ Average Student/Teacher Ratlo by Class Period

Occupational
Teaching Load
As Percent of
Academic
Teaching
School Occupational Academic Load

42
69
79
85
50
50
75
56
71
100
73
50
85
133
82
8

Carson City
Churchill
Clark
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Eureka
Humboldt
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Lincoln¥*
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Nye
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Storey
Washoe
White Pine
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Consumable Supplies. Figure 4 indicates that, yearly, Nevada

spends, as a statewide average, $200.49 on consumable supplies for each
occupational education student while it spends $70.16 for each academic
education student, grades 9-12. This $130.33 differerce represents a
one hundred eighty-six (186) percent added cost for the occupational
education student over the academic student.

Equipment. The Nevada statewide yearly average expenditure, per
student, on occupational education equipment is $145.88 as compared to

$32.45 for equipment for the academic student, grades 9-12. This

fifty percent added cost for the occupational education student over the

academic student.

$87.89 compared to $43.00 for academic education., Figure 4 shows that
this $44.89 difference represents a one hundred four percent added cost

for the occupational education student over the academic student.

Anelyses of Expenditures Aggregated at the School Pistrict Level

For the purposes of this report cost differentials were aggregated at
the per-student level. Supportive district-wide information which may
be of assistance to the reader is illustrated in Appendices C-I1. These
include data on Nevada's sixteen school districts:
a. Compa:ative Enrollments (Grades 9-12) in Occupational Education
and Academiz Education;
b. Comparativ~ Number of Occupational Education Teachers and

Academic Education Teachers (Grades 9-12);

21
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c. Average Teacher's Salary per Student of Occupational Education
Compared with Academic Education Teacher's Salary per student
(grades 9-12);
d. Comparative Average Salaries of Occupational Education Teachers
with Academic Education Teachers (grades 9-12);
e. Comparative Expenditures on Consumable Supplies;
f. Comparative Expenditures on Equipment: and
g. Comparative Expenditures on Maintenance and Repair.
Supportive data on cost per student are illustrated in Appendices J-=M,
These data include:
d8. Average Teacher's Salary Per Student
b. Cost of Consumable Supplies Per Student,
c. Cost of Equipment Per Student, and

d. Cost of Maintenance and Repair Per Student.

Conclusions and Recommendations
The primary goal of this study was to use six variables to compare per-
student costs between occupational education and academic education,
grades 9-12. Based upon the findings, recommendations could be made to

the Nevada legislature.

Although previous studies conducted in Nevada have identified the
variables to be considered when analyzing cost differences for providing
educational services for secondary education students, grades 9-12,
between occupational education and academic education, there have been
no pravious examinations of dollar costs attributable to these variables

on a statewide basis. The data included in this report, however,

fyw)
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clearly identifies that there are added costs to be considered when

funding occupational education a per-student basis.

Data analyses revealed that it costs the state of Nevada more to provide
educational services to the occupational education student than it does

for the academic student, grades 9-12, on a cost-per-student basis.

With the information presented in this study, there is valid support for
the development of a stable funding formula for providing additional
funding for Nevada's occupational education programs, grades 9-12, The
rzsults indicate that a per-student-cost appropriation should consider
an additional fifty-two percent when funding occupational education
earollments. Table 2 provides a summary of the following per-student
costs:

a, average teacher's salary

b. consumable supplies

C. equipment

d. maintenance and repair
e. the difference in dollar cost between occupational education and

academic education, and

f. the percent difference.

24



Table 2

Summary of Per Student Costs Differentials

— __Occupational _

23

Academic _

Average Teacher's Salary $2,197.23
Cast of Consumable Supplies 200.49
Cost of Equipment 145,88
Cost of Maintenance and Repair 4_§7!83
TOTAL PER-STUDENT COST $2,631.00
DIFFERENCE IN DOLLARS +895.02

PERCENTAGE DIFFERENCE +52 percent

$1,590.86
70.16
32.45
43,00

$1,736.47
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Currently, each Nevada school district is prcvided an average of $2,353
of the Distributive School Fund for each student enrclled in its
district. Since the individual school district appropriations, gsiné
the Distributive School Fund, ranges from $2165 to $4209, Table 3
provides the basis for determining a recommended occupational education
differential funding per student for each school district. Table 3
provides individual calculations, based upon a fifty-two (51.54) percent
cost differential. It also includes recommended total district
differential funding for its current numbers of occupational education
students, Aggregated at the statewide level, these funds total

$8,174,172.00.

Le
-+

It is recommended that this formula be validated over a biennium.

impiemented, it is believed that this formula will put into place a
significantly improved funding base for occupational education. An
impact study should be conducted during the biennium following the

funding to determine its effectiveness.
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- Pecammended
Bas:c Farzent Racommended Distr:ct Oceup Educ
Supgpnrt Additional Cifferential Oceusational DifFerentinl
School Guaranteed Coa: Per Funding Par Education Funding

Oistrict Per Pupil Pup:l Student . Enrs! imaRe Districtuidse
5 2,463 52 £ 2.521 &2 £ 1,311 235 5 308,0B5.00
2,647 54 a.701 52 1,405 166 £61,330.00
2,230 439 2.273 52 1,185 3,821 4,.527,885.00
2,853 55 la]=] 52 1.2 180 216,000.00
. 2,588 S8 2,644 52 1.3 246 33\8,850.00
B 4.208 g2 4,308 52 2.2 18 48,266.00
2,642 EE] 2,701 52 1.4 132 165,460.00
2,811 58 2.87¢ g2 1, 55 B2, 0ED.00
4,035 77 %118 £2 2. ii0 235,180.00
Lyan 2,803 56 2,858 1. 1BY 251,303.00
Hinarel 2,845 B2 3,007 1 g3 82,832.00
Nys g,571 58 2,625 1, 150 205,050.00
Parshing 2,755 Bl 2.8; 1. 49 73,304.00
Storey 3,772 ai 3, HE: 2, 14 28,056.00
Washos 2,165 45 21 1. 1.871 1,832,.721.00
Whits Pina 3.2840 58 3,899 i.° E2 106,330.00
TOTAL RECOMMENDED DIFFEREMTIAL FLHDING FOR ULCuPATIONAL RLuLATIUN £8,174,172.00
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Appendix A

Definitions to be Used When Completing the
Occupational Education/General Education

Cost-Comparison Survey

TOTAL OCCUPATIONAL EDUCATION STUDENTS - count all students, grades
9-12, who are enrolled in a job-specific occupational course or a
course which is general, career, or exploratory. Count special
education programs. Do not count special education students in
self-contained classes or resource rooms. (Use your latest class

count).

a TOTAL GENERAL EDUCATION STUDENTS - Count all students, grades

9-12, enrolled in all other programs. Count special education
students enrolled in (mainstreamed) general edcuation programs. Do
not count special education students in self-contained classes or

resource rooms. (Use your latest class count).

TOTAL OCCUPATIONAL EDUCATION TEACHERS - Count all teachers who teach
three (3) or more classes in any of the job-specific or general
occupational program areas. Do not count special education

teachers,

a TOTAL GENERAL ENUCATION TEACHERS - Count all teachers who teach

~ three (3) or more classes in all other program areas. Do not count

special education teachers,
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TOTAL OCCUPATIONAL EDUCATION CLASSES - Count all job-specific or
exploratoi'y occupational classes. Do not count special education

classes.

TOTAL GENERAL EDUCATION CLASSES - Count all general education

classes. Do not count special education classes.

TOTAL SALARIES FOR ALL OCCUPATIONAL EDUCATION TEACHERS - These data

will be provided by the Personnel Services Division.

-a TOTAL SALARIES FOR ALL GENERAL EDUCATION TEACHERS - These data will

be provided by the Personnel Services Division.

school's 1986-87 budget allocation, calculate the cost of consumable
supplies for occupational programs or classes. As a general rule,
consumable supplies would inciude most items purchased under expense

class 2910.

CONSUMABLE SUPPLIES - GENERAL EDUCATION - Using data from your
school's 1986-87 budget allocation, calculate the cost of consumable
supplies for general education classes. As a general rule,
consumable supplies would include most items purchased under expense

class 2910.

EQUIPMENT - OCCUPATIONAL EDUCATION - Using data from your school's
1986-87 budget allocation, calculate the cost of equipment purchased

for occupational education programs or classes.
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6-a EQUIPMENT - GENERAL EDUCATION - Using data from your school's 1986-
87 budget allocation, calculate the cost of equipmant purchased for

general education programs or classes.

will be provided by the Maintenance and Operations Department.

7-a EQUIPMENT MAINTENANCE/REPAIR - GENERAL EDUCATION - These data will

be provided by the Maintenance and Operations Department.

FACTLITIES - OCCUPATIONAL EDUCATION - Using calendar year 1986,

0
]

prepare a list of facility modifications/rehabilitation, and new
construction projects by job description for occupational programs
ér classes. For example, electrical work in room 207 for electronic
typewriters. The Facilities Division will provide the cost of the
project after you have returned the survey with your attached

facility 1ist to the Department of Occupational Education.

8-a FACTLITIES - GENERAL EDUCATION - Using calendar year 1986, prepare a
1ist of facility modifications/rehabi1itatian, and new construction
projects by job description for general education programs or
classes. For example, changing ceiling tile in a social studies'
classroom or rehabilitation of a science lab facility. The
Facilities Division will provide the cost of the project after you
have returned the survey with your attached facility 1ist to the

Department of Occupational Education.
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9- OTHER COST FACTORS - OCCUPATIONAL EDUCATION - Please list any other
factor and its cost which would help establish the relative cost

comparison for occupational education.

9-a OTHER COST FACTORS - GENERAL EDUCATION - Please list any other
factor and its cost which would heln estzblish the relative cost

comparison for general education.
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Appendix B

Suggested Procedures to be Used When
Determining Occupational and Academic Education Unduplicated
Enrollments Count on the Cost-Comparison Study

Method One:

We will use only four student's schedules in this example: (Part-time
faculty could be figured, using this model)

Sally's Schedule Joe's Schedule

1st period Typing 1st period Typing
2nd period English 2nd period Auto Shop
3rd period Shorthand 3rd period Auto Shop
4th period Math 4th period Math
5th period Science 5th period History
6th period History 6th period Band
2 occup ed classes 3 occup ed classes
4 academic classes 3 academic classes
2/6 = .33 occ ed std 3/6 = .50 occ ed std
4/6 = .67 acad std 3/6 = .50 acad std

I W
0w

Pete's Schedule Sue's Schedule

1st period Agri 1 1st period Science
2nd period English 2nd period Home Econ
3rd period Math 3rd period English
4th period Ind Arts 4th period Math
5th period Typing 5th period French
6th period Science 6th period Music

3 occ ed classes 1 occ ed class

3 acad classes 5 acad ed classes
3/6 = .50 occ ed std 1/6 = .17 occ ed std
3/6 = .50 acad ed std 5/6 = .83 acad std

To figure enrollment in each of the areas of study, add the individual
percentages as derived above:

Occup ed enroliment Academic enrollment

.33 (Sally) .67 (Sally)
.50 (Joe) .50 (Joe)
.50 (Pete} .50 (Pete)
.17 (Sue) .83 (Sue)

1.50 Total occ ed 2.50 Total Acad ed
enrollment enrolIment
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Method Two

Collect class enrollment sheets for all classes taught in the school.
Tally enroliments in each set. You will have duplicated total
occupational education enrollments and duplicated total academic

enrollments at the school. Add the individual school enrollments to

arrive at the district-wide enrollments. Divide the individual totals
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Comparative Enrollments (Grades 9-12) in Occupational Education
and Academic Education by School Districts, February 1987

School District

Carson City
Churchill
Clark
Douglas
Elko
Eureka
Humboldt
Lander
Lincoln
Lyon
Aineral
Nye
Pershing
Storey
Washoe
White Pine

TOTALS
AVERAGE DISTRICT ENROLLMENT

Occupational

235
186
3,821
180
246
18
132
55
110
169
53
150
49

14
1,071
62

6,551
409

Academic

1,153
685
23,033
1,117
1,077
71
436
212
289
767
263
640
167
103
9,800
__346

40,159
2,510
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Appendix D

Comparative Number of Occupational Education Teache= rs and
Academic Education Teachers (Grades 9-12) by School [District
February, 1987

School District Occupational Academic

Carson City 13 62
Churchill 17 31
Clark 199 968
Douglas 10 53
Elko 25 86
Eureka 3 6
Humboldt 11 28
Lander 6 13
Lincoln il 20
Lyon 12 54
Mineral 5 17
Nye 16 36
Pershing 4 12
Storey 1,2 11
Washoe 57 418
White Pine 4 18

TOTALS 389,2 1,833

STATEWIDE DISTRICT AVERAGE 24 115
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Avernage Tescher's Salary per Student GF DzCupaciml Educatior—
Compared with Azademic Educatign (Gradesi- 122
Fetruary, 1987

OCCUFPATIONAL AcalEAZ=C
Aver Toeal = Avarsga

sehgal Saln TeAzhem=rr s Smiary
niSefie .ot Par S Stidimta Salarasg Per Studsnt
Cabgore City 1.3 1.15 % 1,731 3L=4 .00 % 1,.504.17
Epupeh ==ill 2,2 5:4 719, 285=s.00 1,557.18
clagk - 1.5 23,00 28,292, 100 .00 1,288.38
pougla-=m 1.5 2 1.8 1,595, 3smdy 00 1,517.76
Elkg 2,803.54 1.7 1,861 4>==5.00 1.728.38
Eulmid = 3.230.55 7 ;&B ==s. 1,885.85
Hulpals _d 11 4= s 2.144.54 an EE?@%&.QE 1,577.64%
Lafigar 55 140,.085. cG 2,.547.30 218 3758 9E=0.00 1,778.11
Lifippl=_n 110 104.731.00 2,1959.03 269 a4l g'==p2.00 1,703.19
Lyon 169 364.677.00 2.157.85 78! aa? 303,00 i.EEEiEg
HifigyA =1 53 185,803.00 2,373.64 263
NyE 150 166,571.00 2.683.82 &40
Pafgni- 48 114.035.00 2,387.84 187
|11 ) 14 5,000 2,714.28 101
YsShot = 1.071 1,580,6875.00 1.4 =5z g. g0l
Whitd = FPine &2 111 == CIE 1.7 : 346
ToTaLs = 6.501 11: ?3‘1 763, m; 35, g, 097 Ea 355 BEE [+]s] EE’,!LSS,-EE

BTATEY TIDE
aUERAGE:E TEACHER'S 2.197.283
galafY — PER STUDENT

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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Appendix F

Cormparativa RAvVEragse of DOecupational Educatipn Teachars
with Azadem 5 Teachars (gradea 9-121
-;ets, February, 1387

OCCUPAT ! ONAL
Tatal Averags
Tohrs Salary Salarvy Tehrs
14 % 3B4.598.00 %24,5969.c0 BE jals] 527,973.00
10 346,141.00 4 g8 [2]2) e3,201.77
153 €,0189,672.00 568 [=]2) 29,827.37
i85 271,330.00 53 oo 31,888.00
g5 £80,500.00 BE oo £1,64%5.00
3 58, 150.00 N B C £3,489.00
11 283.133.00 25,735.36 g8 24,566.21
=1 lﬂB DEE Dﬂ £3,348.00 13 Z8,997.00
5 21,.930.00 g 24,611.00
iz 3E 2 54 23,058.00
5 17 El EEE.EB
5 14
Parahing L) iz
Storay 1.8 38, 000 11 19,0
washas 57 1.580,675.00 4i8 27,415,00
White Pina 4 111,261.00 i8 25,1285.38
TOTALS 540,28 10.739.763.00 1,791 403,593.64
ETIATEWID VERAGE
SALARY 26,857 .47 25,224.98
7

40

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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Comparative Expenditures on Consumable Supplies by School District

School District

Carson City
Churchilil
Clark
Douglas
Elko
Eureka
Humboldt
Lander
Lincoln
Lyon
Mineral
Nye
Pershing
Storey
Washoe
White Pine

TOTALS

AVERAGE STATEWIDE
COMPARATIVE COSTS
OF CONSUMABLE SUPPLIES

Occupational

$ 32,622.00
22,712,00
452,522.00
23,000,00
47,405,00
7,520.00
24,287.00
6,001.00
19,643,00
40,150.00
9,059.00
9,887.00
20,100.00
8,000.00
96,945,00
_16,900.00

$836,753.00

52,291.06

Academic

$ 50,153.00
43,453,00
527,329.00
24,000,00
61,566.00
9,031.00
25,000.00
14,311.00
34,947.,00
38,250.00
21,230.00
41,990.00
29,000.00
16,000.00
344,084.00
_18,000.00

$1,298,344.00

81,146.50
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Comparative Expenditures of Equipment by School District

School District

Carson City
Churchill
Clark
Douglas
Elko
Eureka
Humboldt
Lander
Lincoln
Lyon
Mineral
Nye
Pershing
Storey
Washoe
White Pine

TOTALS

COMPARATIVE COSTS
OF EQUIPMENT

$ 17
4
89
4
4
15
13
1
40
8
7
24
5
5
12

$254

15

42

,385,00
,038,00
,158.00
,000.00
,725,00
,032,42
,805,00
,684,00
,754,00
,935,00
,750.00
,445,00
,000,00
,000,00
,520.00
_0.00

»231.42

»889.46

Academic

$ 15,599.00
25,044.00
187,000.00
8,300,00
25,500.00
6,008,00
15,000.00
3,315,00
9,221.00
11,800.00
2,475.00
16,088,00
12,000.00
10,000,00
323,793.00
_4,000.00

$675,143,00

42,196.44



Appendix I

Comparative Expenditures on Maintenance and Repair by School District

School District Occupational Academic

Carson City $ 27,501.00 $ 13,975.00
Churchill 5,625.00 11,375,00
Clark* 257,638.00 790,645.00
Douglas 10,000,00 9,000.00
Elko 12,924.00 2,794.00
Eureka 1,003.00 1,230.00
Humboldt 9,786,00 2,500.00
Lander 3,500.00 2.,434.00
Lincoln 5,217.00 2,910.00
Lyon 15,400,00 18,600.00
Mineral NA NA
Nye** 62,340.00 257 ,503.00
Pershing 1,500.00 5,500.00
Storey 1,700.00 1,000.00
Washoe NA NA
White Pine 500.00 __5,000.00

TOTALS $414,634.00 $1,124,466.00

AVERAGE STATEWIDE
COMPARATIVE COSTS OF
MAINTENANCE AND REPAIR 29,616.71 80,319.00

*Clark County School District
did extensive removal of asbestos
and retrofitting for specific schools

**Nye School District built new facilities
and/or did extensive maintenance and repair

for the 1986-87 school year.
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Average Teacher's Salary Per Student

School District

Carson City
Churchill
Clark
Douglas
Elko
Eureka
Humboldt
Lander
Lincoln
Lyon
Mineral
Nye
Pershing
Storey
Washoe
White Pine

TOTALS

STATEWIDE AVERAGE OF
TCH'S SALARY PER STUDENT

Appendix J

Occupational

$ 1,381.27
2,228.86
1,575.41
1,507.38
2,808.54
3,230.55
2,144,94
2,547,00
2,199.03
2,157.85
2,373.64
2,689,22
2,327.24
2,714,.28
1,475.88
_1,794.53

$35,155.62

2,197.23

Academic

$ 1,504.17
1,557.19
1,228,32
1,517.76
1,728.39
1,985,85
1,577.64

1,778.11

1,703.19

1,626.20

1,397.62

1,331.37

2,002.77

2,038.83

1,169.32

1;307.10

$25,453.83

1,590.86
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Appendix K

Cost of Consumable Supplies Per Student

School District Occupational Acadenmic
Carson City $ 138.81 $ 43,49
Churchill 122.10 63.43
Clark 118.43 22.89
Douglas 127.77 21.48
Elko 192.70 57.16
Eureka 417.77 127.19
Humboldt 184.00 57.33
Lander 109.10 67,50
Lincoln 178.57 120,92
Lyon 237.57 49,86
Mineral 170,92 80.72
Nye 65.91 65.60
Pershing 410,20 173.65
Storey 571.42 155,33
Washoe 90,51 34,09
White Pine 272.58 52.02

TOTALS $3,408.36 $1,192.66

AVERAGE STATEWIDE
COST OF CONSUMABLE
SUPPLIES PER STUDENT 200.49 70.16
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Appendix L

Cost of Equipment Per Student

School District Occupational Academi

Carson City $ 73.97 v $ 13.e3
Churchill 21.70 36.36
Clark 23.33 8..11
Douglas 22.22 7.43
Elko 19.20 23.67
Eureka 835.13 84.61
Humboldt 104.58 A 34.40
Lander 30.61 15,63
Lincoln 370.49 31.90
Lyon 52.86 15,38
Mineral 146.22 9.41
Nye 162.96 25.13
Pershing 102.04 71.85
Storey 357.14 97.08
Washoe 11,69 33.04
White Pine ~ 0.00 - 11.56

TOTALS $2,334.14 $519.25
AVERAGE STATEWIDE

COST OF EQUIPMENT
PER STUDENT 145,88 32.45
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Cost of Maintenance and Repair Per Student

School District Occupational

Carsen City $ 117.02
Churchill 30.24
Clark 67.42
Douglas 55.55
Elko 52,563
Eureka 55.72
Humboldt 74.13
Lander 63.63
Lincoln : 47,42
Lyon 81.12
Mineral NA
Nye¥* 415,60
Pershing 30.61
Storey 121.42
Washoe NA
White Pine 8,06

TOTALS $1,230.47
AVERAGE STATEWIDE
COST OF MAINTENANCE
AND REPAIR PER STUDENT 87.89
*Nye School District built new facilities
and/or did major maintenance and repair
for the 1986-87 school year.
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Academic

$ 12.12
16.60
34.32

8.05
2.59
17.32
5.73
11.48
10.06
24.25
NA
402,34
32,93
9.70
NA
14.45

$601.94

43.00



