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Minimum Matching Calcula�on for BEST Grant Applicants 
 
SCHOOL DISTRICTS 
The BEST Grant requires each applicant to provide a local contribu�on to the project in the form of a match. To 
determine the financial capacity for a school district, a match percentage is calculated annually using criteria iden�fied in 
22-43.7-109(9)(a) C.R.S. The range of all school district matching percentages is normalized so the statewide average is 
approximately 50%. Below is a guide explaining how school district minimum match percentages are calculated. The 
following criteria are considered when determining the applicant's minimum matching percentage: 
 
• Per pupil assessed valua�on (PPAV);  
• The district’s median household income;  
• Percentage of pupils eligible for free or reduced cost lunch (FRL); 
• Current total mills in dollars per capita; 
• Current bond capacity remaining; 
• Bond elec�on failures and successes in the last 10 years. 
 

The per pupil assessed valua�on, district median household income, percentage of pupils eligible for free or reduced cost 
lunch, current total mills in dollars per capita, and current bond capacity remaining for each school district are 
individually sorted and assigned a rank 1-178.  The number represents the school district’s rank rela�ve to the statewide 
average for any given criteria. PPAV, Household Income, and Bond Capacity Remaining are ranked Low to High, while FRL 
and Total Mill $/Capita are ranked High to Low. 
 
RANKING 
Example: 1  

District PPAV 
Rank 
PPAV 

Household 
Income 

Rank 
Household 
Income FRL 

Rank 
FRL 

Total Mills 
$/Capita 

Rank Total 
Mills 
$/Capita 

Bond Capacity 
Remaining 

Rank 
Bond capacity 
Remaining 

A $100,000 30 $30,000 67 79% 7 $1,642 34 $1,000,000 92 
B $  79,000 11 $40,000 172 34% 89 $5,903 4 $20,000 2 
C $217,000 107 $25,000 8 25% 114 $1,050 80 $12,000,000 114 

 
A�er each criterion is assigned a rank, the rank is then mul�plied by a normaliza�on factor and a weigh�ng factor to 
produce a matching percentage for that individual criterion. 
 
NORMALIZED WEIGHTING BY RANK 
A normaliza�on factor is used to distribute the 178 ranks to a 100% scale, genera�ng a statewide average of ~50%. To 
achieve this, 100 is divided into 178 to produce a normaliza�on factor of .5618.  
 
The Weigh�ng factor is then used to assign a specific weight to each statutory criterion by rank (Rank x .5618 x Weight).  
 

Statutory Match Criterion Weight 
Current Bond Capacity Remaining 20% 
Total Mills Per Capita 20% 
% of Pupils Eligible for Free/Reduced Lunch 25% 
District Median Household Income 25% 
Per Pupil Assessed Valua�on 10% 
Bond Elec�on Failures & Success in Last 10 Years -2% per up to -10% max 
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Example: 2  

District 
Rank 
PPAV 

PPAV 
Normalized 
and 
Weighted 
at 10% 

Rank 
Household 
Income 

Household 
Income 
Normalized 
and Weighted 
at 25% 

Rank 
FRL 

FRL 
Normalized 
and 
Weighted 
at 25% 

Rank Total 
Mills 
$/Capita 

Total Mills 
$/Capita 
Normalized and 
Weighted at 20% 

Rank 
Bond capacity 
Remaining 

Bond capacity 
Remaining 
Normalized 
and Weighted 
at 20% 

A 30 2% 67 9% 7 1% 34 4% 92 10% 
B 11 1% 172 24% 89 13% 4 1% 2 1% 
C 107 6% 8 1% 114 16% 80 9% 114 13% 

 
All the individual criteria percentages are then combined to arrive at a minimum matching requirement for those specific 
criteria. 
 
Example: 3  

District 

PPAV 
Normalized 
and Weighted 
at 10% 

Household 
Income 
Normalized and 
Weighted at 
25% 

FRL Normalized 
and Weighted at 
25% 

Total Mills $/Capita 
Normalized and 
Weighted at 20% 

Bond capacity 
Remaining 
Normalized and 
Weighted at 20% 

Subtotal of Combined 
Criteria Percentages 

A 2% 9% 1% 4% 10% 26% 
B 1% 24% 13% 1% 1% 40% 
C 6% 1% 16% 9% 13% 45% 

 
The final matching percentage takes the matching percentage listed in example 3 and subtracts 2% for each bond 
elec�on failure and success during the last 10 years to arrive at the final minimum matching requirement for a school 
district.  
 
FINAL ADJUSTED DISTRICT MATCH 
Example: 4 

District 
Subtotal of Combined 
Criteria Percentages 

Number of Bond Elec�on 
Successes  Number of Bond Elec�on Failures 

Final Minimum Adjusted Match 
Percentage 

A 26% 0 0 26% 
B 40% 1 2 34% 
C 45% 2 0 41% 

 
BOCES 
BOCES matching percentages are calculated by taking an average of the member districts matching percentages that 
comprise a par�cular BOCES to give that BOCES a unique matching percentage. 
 

COLORADO SCHOOL FOR THE DEAF AND BLIND 
The Colorado School for the Deaf and Blind match percentage is equivalent to the school district in which it 
geographically resides (Colorado Springs District 11). 
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CHARTER SCHOOLS 
The charter school match calcula�on is to be u�lized for charter schools who intend to apply for a BEST grant in any given 
grant cycle. 

STARTING POINT 

Star�ng with the authorizing district’s calculated match percentage, there are three paths to calculate the charter school 
star�ng point. 

• District Authorized Charter School occupying a district facility: Equals the authorizing district match 
• District Authorized Charter School not occupying a district facility: 75% of the authorizing district match 
• CSI Authorized Schools: 50% of the average match for all school districts, currently equals 25% 

ADJUSTMENT FACTORS 

1) Bond Capacity: Does your authorizing district have 10% or less bonding capacity remaining?  
a. 5% decrease if Yes 
b. No change if No or a CSI school 

 
2) Funding Atempts: Over the last ten years, how many �mes has the charter school atempted or obtained 

funding for capital construc�on projects?  This can include 1) Grant funding from a source other than the 
assistance fund or state aid, and/or 2) Financing, bond proceeds, mill levy for capital needs, etc. 

a. -2% per atempt, up to 10% total reduc�on 
 

3) Enrollment: What is the charter school enrollment as a percent of district enrollment? 

Scale (% of charter students) Match Adjustment 
>15% 0% 

15-7.5% -2% 
7.4-0% -4% 

 
4) Free/Reduced Lunch: What is the free/reduced lunch percentage in rela�on to the statewide average of charter 

school free/reduced lunch percentage? 

Scale (%) Match Adjustment 
>60% -4% 

60-45% -2% 
45-30% 0% 
30-15% 2% 
15<=0 4% 
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FINAL ADJUSTED CHARTER MATCH 

Calculated annually for those schools who submit the Leter of Intent each grant cycle. Take the calculated star�ng point 
and make appropriate adjustments for each factor to get the final match percentage. 

 

Final Adjusted Match Percentage: XX% 


