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Foundation Aid: The 2016-17 Foundation Aid is the sum of the 2015-16 Foundation Aid 
Base (FAB) plus the Foundation Phase-in Increase, plus 2016-17 Foundation 
Increase as computed for the 2016-17 Executive Budget on computer run 
BT1617, 
plus Community Schools Aid on computer run BT1617. The Phase-in Foundation 
Increase must be at least the difference of (1) 2 percent multiplied by the 
difference 
of the FAB plus the 2015-16 Gap Elimination Adjustment (GEA), minus (2) the 
2016-17 Foundation Increase as computed for the 2016-17 Executive Budget on 
computer run BT1617 less the 2015-16 GEA. 
 
The 2016-17 Phase-in Foundation Increase is a phase-in factor multiplied by the 
positive difference of (1) the product of: Selected Total Aidable Foundation Pupil 
Units (TAFPU) multiplied by Selected Foundation Aid, minus (2) the 2015-16 
FAB. The phase-in factor is the largest factor for which a district is eligible: 

(1) for the New York City School District, 7.784 percent; 
(2) for the Buffalo City School District, 7.03 percent; 
(3) for the Rochester City School District, 6.72 percent; 
(4) for the Syracuse City School District, 9.55 percent; 
(5) for the Yonkers City School District, 6.74 percent; 
(6) for small city school districts with a Combined Wealth Ratio (CWR) 
less than 1.4, 9 percent; 
(7) for urban-suburban high need/resource-capacity districts, 0.719 
percent, 
provided that of these districts, those which are also small city school 
districts with CWR less than 1.4, phase-in factor (6) is added to phase-in 
factor (7); 
(8) for rural high need/resource-capacity districts, 13.6 percent; and 
(9) for all other eligible districts, 0.47 percent. 

 
A district is eligible for a phase-in factor if the (1) 3-year average K-6 FRPL ratio 
is greater than 15 percent and (2) if the unrestricted aid increase is less than 7 
percent. The unrestricted aid increase is calculated by dividing (1) the 2016-17 
Foundation Increase as computed for the 2016-17 Executive Budget on computer 
run BT1617 plus the 2015-16 GEA, by (2) FAB less the 2015-16 GEA. 

 
Selected Foundation Aid is the greater of $500 or Formula Foundation Aid or 
Alternate Foundation Aid. Formula Foundation Aid is the positive result of (a) the 
district-adjusted foundation amount which is the basic foundation amount for 2015- 
16 ($6,340) multiplied by the consumer price index (1.001) multiplied by a phasein 
foundation percent (1.0000) multiplied by a Regional Cost Index (RCI) 
multiplied by a Pupil Need Index (PNI) less (b) an expected minimum local 
contribution. Alternate Foundation Aid is the result of the State Sharing Ratio 
(SSR) for Foundation Aid multiplied by the district-adjusted foundation amount. 
The Selected TAFPU is based on Average Daily Membership (ADM) including 
dual enrollment plus additional weightings for: students with disabilities (including 
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Calculations for an “Adjusted Foundation Amount” (AFA)

Adjusted Foundation Amount (AFA) 
AFA= Foundation Cost Amount × CPI change × Phase-in Foundation %× Regional Cost Index (RCI) × Pupil Need Index (PNI) 
For the 2017-17 aid year, the AFA before districts’ RCI or PNI is applied = $6,334 × 1.001 × 1.0 = $6,340. 

“$6,397 Adjusted Cost Amount: The product of $6,340 and the consumer price 
index (1.009), $6,397 for the 2017 school year.” (Source: NYS Division of Budget: Description of 

2017-18 NYS Executive Budget Recommendations for Elementary and Secondary Education (January 17, 2017) p. 44

The Executive Proposal recommendation moves from a Phase-in Foundation % of 0% 
(or more practically “X the number 1”) to no mention of any Phase-in at any percent.  
Effectively this is the elimination of a Phase-in that has been calculated for the last 10 
years.  The product of this computation is $275 less than the amount for 2010-11.
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All of those listed here are poorer than others on this region yet have 
been denied aid due to a “floor” in the aid calculation.

Almost all of those  not on this list just happen to fall within the  
arbitrary aid range and have received a benefit from the aid.  

A few others not on the list are not eligible for some other reason. 

IWI Implications
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Tax Cap Implications

Why aren’t BOCES Capital Projects Local Share Costs Exclusions to the Cap? 
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Legislative Asks:
Equity, Adequacy, Predictability, Sustainability
Preamble:  School Districts consider the 2007-08 Foundation Aid 

formula, its general concepts, construct and promulgation sacrosanct.
School districts believe that the Foundation Aid formula must be quickly improved in 

the following areas:
1) The further development of more equitable distribution of funds among school 

districts based on accurate representations of fiscal capacity and poverty as 
well as the demographics of the student population relative to our educational 
mission.

2) The adequacy of funds within the formula based on the actual costs of 
education for each school district that allows it to achieve their educational 
mission, under the obligations contained in state law and regulation.

3) The development of a distinct phase-in plan over the next few years for an 
improved Foundation Aid formula to accomplish equity and adequacy so that 
state aid is significantly more predictable for each school district.

4) The development of a sound financial plan to sustain state aid to school 
districts by the state.




