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STEVE COWPER, GOVERNOR

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION COLDBELT PLACE
801 WEST 10th STREET

POUCHF
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER JUNEAU. ALASKA 99811

February 6, 1987

The Honorable Steve Frank
Alaske State Legislature
P.0. Box V

Juneau, Alaska 99811

Dear Representative Frank:

Attached are reports on recommendations of the Pupil Transportation
Funding Committee that you requested.

The Department of Law has advised us that a statutory change is
necessary 1in order tc implement the interim funding method proposed by
the Committee. Attached is a copy of revised statutory language which
has been submitted to the Governor®s Office for consideration.

If you have questions regarding this material, please contact Romayne
Kareen, the department®s Administrator of Pupil Transportation
Services, at 465-2865.

Sincerely

Attachments

cc: Steve Hole
Larry Huxel
Jim Tozer
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VEMORANDUM State of Alaska

T0: Members of the State Board DATE: December 31, 1985
of Education N
/] FILE NO.: 86-78
TH RU: Harold Raynolds, JV TELEPHONE NO.:  465-2865

Commissioner of Education
Report of Pupil Transportation

Funding Committee

FROM: Larry Huxel, Director
Educational Finance and Support services
- and - s

Romayne Kareen, Administrator”™”
Pupil Transportation Services

Legislative intent accompanying the Departjnent"s FY86 appropriation for
pupil transportation required that the Department develop and present to
the 1986 Legislature a funding plan for pupil transportation that will
provide incentives to local school districts for cost control.

The Department appointed a committee consisting of superintendents, busi—
ness managers, transportation directors and school bus contractors to
assist in developing the required plan. The Committee met five times and
developed the attached report. Participating members included:

Guy Bellville, Controller Steve Kalmes, Transportation Director
Anchorage School District Anchorage School District

Richard Leath, Superintendent Marcy White, Business Manager

Bristol Bay School District Copper River School District

Loretta Nistler, Bus Contractor Bob Shefchik, Transportation Director
Delta/Greely School District Fairbanks School District

Tom Hyatt, Bus Contractor Richard Swarner, Business Manager
Anchorage and Fairbanks Districts Kenai School District

John Witteveen, Asst. Supt. Saundra Hutchins, Transportation Dir.
Kodiak School District Mat-su School District

Tom Armour, Business Manager Jim Paul, Superintendent

Yukon Flats School District Railbelt School District

Larry Huxel, Director, EFSS Romayne Kareen, Administrator
Department of Education Pupil Transportation - Dept, of Educ.

The Committee reviewed historical cost data and concluded that districts
have become more efficient in administering transportation programs, and
that the competitive proposal process required by 4 AAC 27.085 has beer,
effective 1in containing transportation costs.
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Members of the State Board -2 December 31, 1965

It is the concensus of the Pupil Transportation Funding Committee and the
Department of Education that funding for pupil transportation should con—
tinue at 10U%. If state funding is not adequate to cover statewide
approved transportation costs, the Department will prorate the appropri—
ation to all districts with transportation services. Proration will
require districts to either reduce transportation services or use local
dollars to cover deficits. The report outlines services that districts

may be forced to reduce.

We respectfully request that the State Board of Education accept this
report for transmittal to the 1986 Legislature.

Attachment
RMK:pg



Department of Education
PUPIL TRANSPORTATION FUNDING COMMITTEE REPORT
December 3U, 1985

The purpose of this report is to inform the Legislature of actions taken
by the Department of Education to comply with intent which accompanied
the Department®"s FY 1985-86 appropriation for pupil transportation. The
two-part intent reads as follows:

It is the Legislature™s intent that the state"s FY-86
costs for pupil transportation be contained at the FY-85

level.

Further/ the Department of Education is directed to
develop and present to the 1986 Legislature a funding
plan for pupil transportation which will provide incen—
tives to local school districts for cost control.

CONTAINMENT OF FY-86 POSTS

The FY 1985-86 pupil transportation appropriation is less than one per—

cent higher than the FY 1984-85 appropriation. Although most contract
rates increased by cost of living which exceeded the one percent
increase, it does appear that the FY-86 appropriation will be adequate to
cover current year approved statewide transportation costs. This is due
in part to a ceiling being placed on vreimbursement for Anchorage
district-operated transportation, and a reduction of new contract costs

in the Fairbanks district.

The appropriation would not be adequate, however, 1if considerable growth
took place in districts or if the ceiling on reimbursement to Anchorage
was not in place. During the 1985-86 school year, the Anchorage District
will contribute approximately $1,50U,00U in local dollars to its trans—

portation program.

FUNDING PLAN

The department appointed a Pupil Transportation Funding Conruttee com—
prised of school district superintendents, business managers, transporta—
tion coordinators, school bus contractors, and Department of Education
representatives to review the intent language and provide input for the
plan. The committee met five times and arrived at the following

conclusions:

1. The current competitive process required by 4 AAC 27.085 for awaromg
pupil transportation contracts has been effective 1in containing costs
for regular route transportation. Historical cost data indicates
that the average annual cost per student transported on regular
transportation routes (students living beyond 1.5 miles from school)



Department of Education
Pupil Transportation Funding Committee Report
December 30, 1985

decreased by 1.9 percent from FY 1978-79 to FY 1984-85. During this
same period the cost of living has increased 50.1 percent and the
appropriated Foundation cost per student has increased 130 percent.
These patterns are shown below:

FY 1978-79 FY 1984-85 % OF CHANCE
Regular Route
Cost per Student $ 494.86 $ 485.47 - 1.9%
CPI-U Index 188.5 283.1 + 50.1%
Appropriated Foundation
Cost per Student $ 2152.00 $ 4951.00 +130.0%

Districts have contained costs by becoming efficient 1in managing
transportation programs and by generating competition for new
contracts.

2. The cost of transporting special education students continues to
increase. The average annual cost per student transported on special
education routes increased by 24.4 percent from FY 1978-79 to
FY 1984-85. The FY-79 average cost per student was $3,086.26, and

the FY-85 cost was $3,838.00.

While Federal requirements, through the individualized education pro—
gram (IEP) process, are intended to provide transportation services

to special education students, we believe that a review of services

actually provided 1in Alaska compared with services required by
Federal 1law will need to be completed 1in order to contain costs.

Examples of areas to review include when to provide door-to-door
.service and when aides are needed on special education buses. Addi—
tionally, appropriate guidelines need to be written to properly cer—
tify the necessary level of transportation service.

3. Transportation costs will continue to rise. Contract rates will rise
iue to a number of factors, including the growing numbers of stu—
dents, the cost of [living increases, and higher costs for wages,
insurance, vreplacement buses, etc. Attempts have been made to con—
tain these costs through cost of [living and insurance escalator
clauses 1in contracts. Additionally, emphasis on safety and training
will cause costs to go up. The state will need to consider these

increased costs through increased appropriations.



Department of Education
Pupil Transportation Fundiny Committee Report
December 30, 1985

4. The state appropriation should provide 10U percent reimbursement for
regular, special education, and otner conveyance routes, ana 5u
percent reimbursement for hazardous routes to all districts with
school transportation services, we believe the competitive process
required by 4 AAC 27.085 has been effective in controlling costs and
should remain intact. A review of special education transportation
aeds to take place to determine the level of service for which the
state wiil provide reimbursement.

5. If the state appropriation and reimbursement to districts 1is less
than 100 percent, districts will be forced to absorb costs at the
local level or to reduce services. |If the state appropriation is
less than 100 percent, it will be prorated among districts with
transportation services. Use of local dollars to absorb the deficit
could mean taking dollars away from classroom programs.

Reduction of service could include any one or combination of the
following:

A. Eliminating transportation services and having parents transport
their children.

B. Eliminating hazardous route transportation.

C. Extending the walking distance beyond 1 1/2 miles for some or
all grade levels, up to the elimination of transportation ser—
vices for high school students.

D. Charging students for ridiny the school bus.

E. Changing school start/dismissal times for maximum utilization of
buses where feasible.

F. Extending the useful life of a school bus to keep costs down.

SUMMARY

It is the concensus of the Pupil Transportation Funaing Committee and the
Department of Education that, frcm FY-79 to FY-85, districts have become
more efficient 1in administering transportation programs, and that tne
competitive proposal process required by 4 AAC 27.085 has been effective

in containing transportation costs.

It is also the concensus of the Committee and the Department that state

- 3 -



Department of Ed .cation
Idpil Transportation Funding Committee Report

December 30, 1985

funding for pupil transportation should continue at 1UU percent. if
state funding is not adequate to cover statewide approved transportation
costs, che Department will prorate the appropriation to all districts
with transportation services. Proration will require districts to either
reduce transportation services, or use local dollars to cover deficits.

Special education transportation continues to be a high cost service and
will be reviewed with guidelines to be established for determining level

of transportation services. Additionally, 4 AAC 27 Regulations,

Transportation of Pupils, will be reviewed for potential update and modi—
fication. These reviews will take place during the 1986 calendar year.



MEMORANDUM State of Alaska
Department of Education

TO:  Pupil Transportation DATE: October 24, 1986

Funding Committee
FILE NO: 2176M

TELEPHONE NO: 465-2865

FROM: Romayne Kareen, Administrator SUBJECT: Meeting on 10/31/86
Pupil Transportation Services

Commissioner Lind has directed Jim Tozer and myself to submit to him no later than
February, 1987 a proposal for a different way of allocating pupil transportation
reimbursement to districts, and revised regulations which incorporate the proposed

allocation method.

It is his desire, and ours, to remove the department from the process of approving
contracts, new routes, extensions, bus purchases, in-lieu-of agreements, etc. We would
like to give districts annual allocations, with amounts known inadvance for local budget
planning, to be used as districts deem necessary for pupil transportation services in their

areas.

To assist us in meeting the Commissioner®s directive, we are requesting assistance from
the Pupil Transportation Funding Committee, and are therefore holding a meeting of the
Committee on Friday, October 31, 1986 from 9:00 am - 4:00 pm in Room 202 of the
Anchorage School District Administration Building, 4600 DeBarr Road.

We are receptive to suggestions from committee members and others on creative ways to
fund pupil transportation which will result in equitable distribution of funds, and a
minimum of paperwork by districts, contractors, and the department.

Ideas which have surfaced thus far include:

a. Reimburse percentage of actual costs as reflected in
school district audit report.

b. Calculate percentage of previous three-five years ~
appropriations that each district received, and
reimburse same percentage allocation for next three-

five years® appropriations.

c. Reimburse set dollar amount per ADM, whether or not
student rides the bus. Apply multiplier factor for
regions of the state same as foundation program.

d. Reimburse on a formula method using unit values per
student, mile, bus, or combination.

Enclosed are comments we previously received on transportation funding, and also a
review which was done by the State of New York on funding methods in eight states. This
material should generate additional ideas for discussion at our meeting.



Memo to Funding Committee October 24, 1030

For information purposes, the FY-86 pupil transportation appropriation was S23, 134,000,
which covered 94.3% of approved statewide costs. The FY-87 appropriation is
S21,170,900, and may cover only 80% of approved statewide costs. The budget request for
full funding for FY-88 1isS25,4U,072, or S4,240,172 more than the current appropriation.

Our confidence level isnot high that we will receive the additional funds.

We hope to see as many of you as possible on the 31st. We sincerely want your ideas and
suggestions, and will appreciate your sharing them with us.

Enclosures

cc:  Marshall Lind, Commissioner
Jim Tozer



PUPIL TRANSPORTATION FUNDING COMMITTEE

Guy Bellville, Controller
Anchorage School District

Richard Leath, Superintendent
Bristol Bay School District

Loretta Nistler, Bus Contractor
Delta/Greely School District

Tom Hyatt, Bus Contractor
Anchorage and Fairbanks Districts

John Witteveen, Asst. Supt.
Kodiak School District

Tom Armour, Business Manager
Yukon Flats School District

Jim Tozer, Education Admin.
Department of Education

LO/24/86

Steve Kalmes, Transportation Director
Anchorage School District

Marcy White, Business Manager
Copper River School District

Bob Shefchik, Transportation Director
Fairbanks School District

Richard Swarner, Business Manager
Kenai School District

Saundra Hutchins, Transportation Dir.
Mat-Su School District

Jim Paul, Superintendent
Railbelt Schoo District

Romayne Kareen, Administrator
Pupil Transportation - Dept, of Educ.



MEMORANDUM State of Alaska
Department of Education

TO: Marshall L. Lind DATE November 19, 1986

Commi ssloner
FILE NO 2407M

TELEPHONE NO 465-2865

FROM:  Romayne Kareen, Administrator SUBJECT Report on Pupil

Pupil Transportation Services Transportation Funding
Committee Meeting

October 31, 1986

The Pupil Transportation Funding Committee, comprised of Superintendents,
business managers, transportation coordinators and school bus contractors, met
In Anchorage on October 31, 1986 to discuss alternate ways of funding pupil

transportation.

It was the consensus of the group that an Interim funding plan be adopted for
the next two fiscal years while we continue to work towards a long term

solution.

The proposed Interim plan Is as follows:

FUNDING - Each district would receive an allocation based on pupil
transportation reimbursement received during the last five years, divided
by the last five years accumulative statewide pupil transportation

payments.

Example: If Anchorage received 33X of statewide
pupil transportation payments over the
last five years, the district would receive
33X of whatever the pupil transportation
appropriation Is for FY 1987-88 and

FY 1988-89.

REGULATIONS - Regulations would address safety of equipment (minimum
construction standards and vehicle Inspection); training of drivers;
training of Instructors; accident reporting; Insurance requirements;
statistical reporting requirements; method for determining allocations;
and state monitoring of reasonableness and accuracy of data used to

determine allocations.



Memorandum -2- November 13, <336

The proposed long term plan currently being discussed is as follows:

FUNDING - During the current and next fiscal year, collect data on levels
of transportation services provided; costs of dlctrict-operated and
contracted services; numbers, i".zes and types of buses operated; miles
traveled; students transported; road conditions; and climatic impact.
Devise a method of allocating funds based on what 1is happening in

districts cost-wise and service-wise.

- Regulations would be similar to those proposed for short

REGULATIONS
with refinement of determination of allocations.

term plan,

in the process of determining allocations based on the

previous five years payments, and will distribute this Information to
committee members by December 3rd. We are also drafting proposed regulations
and reporting forms for discussion at the next meeting of the committee

scheduled for December 12th 1in Anchorage.

The department is

report wfH of proposed future funding of pupil transportation, and

A final
be submitted to you In February, 1987.

accompanying regulations, will

cc: Larry Huxel
Jim Tozer



Elite of

MEMORANDUM
Department of Education

TO: Tom Wagner DATE: December 23, 1986

Assistant Attorney General
Department of Law FILE NO: 2640M

TELEPHONE NO: 465-2800

FROM: Steve Hole SUBJECT: Revision of Pupil

Deputy Commissioner Transportation
Department of Education Regulations

Attached is a draft copy of "conceptual™ regulations agreed to by the Pupil Transportation
Funding Committee* These regulations when finalized would replace those currently in

4 AAC 27.

Iwould appreciate your reviewing the draft and letting me know as soon as possible if
AS 14.09.010 would prevent implementation of the concepts.

We would like to have the regulations presented at the January meeting of the State
Board of Education.

Thanks for your assistance.
Attachment

cc:  Larry Huxel
Jim Tozer
Romayne Kareen



SAFETY REGULATIONS:

1. Minimum Standards for Vehicles -

a. All school buses transporting pupils must meet the minimum

standards for Alaska school buses In effect on date of manufacture of bus_\{ll;{’;i‘}‘
" fyy 51/

b. The following handbooks are adopted by reference as the
minimum standards for school buses In Alaska: Mi*-/ M fy

(1) For school buses manufactured before
January 2. 1982

(A) Minimum Standards for School
Buses. 1970 Edition, published by the
National Commission of Safety Education.
National Education Association, 1201 16th
Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20036; and

(B) Minimum  Standards for Alaska
School Buses, Third Edition (Revised), 1980,
published by the department.

(2) For school buses manufactured after
January 1, 1?82

(A) National Minimum Standards for
School Buses, 1980 Edition, published by the
National Safety Council, 444 North Michigan
Avenue, Chicago, Illinois 60611; and

(B) Minimum  Standards for Alaska
School Buses Manufactured after January 1,
1982, 1981 Edition, published by the depart—
ment



2. Inspection of Vehicles -

a. All school buses transporting pupils must receive regular
twlce-yearly safety inspections conducted by the Department of Public

Safety or other agency approved by the Department of Education. The

Inspections must be conducted before the first day of school and January

15 of each school vyear.

b. School districts must maintain on file for at least three
years a copy of the completed Alaska School Bus Safety Inspection Report

for each bus for each Inspection.

3. Vehicle Capacity -

a. The passenger capacity of a pupil transportation vehicle Is
determined based on the manufacturer®s rated capacity (13-1nch seating
space) for"elementary school children <K-8) and two-thirds of the

manufacturer®s rated capacity for students 1n grades nine through twelve.

b. Passengers nHy not be permitted to stand when the school bus
s Underway.

-a— Accident CTwrtmg -



a. A school btis contractor or school district operating pupil

transportation vehicles W t complete the Alaska School Bus Accident

Report Form within 24 hour\ of an accident. The report must be submitted

to the department within three days following the accident. /

b. An accident Is defied as that occurrence in a SEQUENCE of

events wilch usually produces unintended Injury, death or/property damage

c. The report must be completed whether jdupl 1s are present or

not If the accident Involves any amount of prafperty damage (In excess of

$ ) or personal Injury or fatality ter

(1) occupants In the/JJus (pupils, drivers or other persons);

(2) occupants ofymy other "/ehlcle(s) Involved In the
accident; / \
pants of the school bus or other vehicle (e.g.,

g or unloading zone, pedestrian bystanders, etc.).



INSURANCE REQUIREMENTS:

1. The school bus contractor or school district operating pupil

transportation vehicles must secure and maintain In effect during the

period when pupils are transported liability Insurance coverage of not

less than one million dollars combined single limit, Including coverage

for Injury or death to passengers. Districts may require higher limits

of liability.

2. The district must have on file evidence of required Insurance

coverage consisting of a certlflcate(s) of Insurance which provides a

minimum of 60 days advance written notice to the district of cancellation

or material change In the policy.

3. For district-operated transportation systems, the district must

have on file either the required certificate of Insurance or other
evidence showing that the requirements of this section are being met

through self Insurance.

ZL The d|Str|Ct may require the contractor to name the district as

an additional Insured under tne poricy.



REIMBURSEMENT ENTITLEMENT:

1. Effective for Fiscal Years 1987-88 and 1988-89, each school

district providing transportation services for students to and from

school Is entitled to receive reimbursement from the department based on

the fol luwi-r® method JtJC Y iM ( Il ¢ j s f r t*AY

a. For districts that received pupil transportation
reimbursement from the department for the five year period beginning

fiscal year 1981-82 and ending fiscal year 1985-86:

(1) an allocation will be established based on

reimbursement received during this period, divided by the accumulative

statewide pupil transportation payments during this period.

(2) this allocation percentage will apply to 981 of the

pupil transportation legislative appropriations for fiscal years 1987-88

* *

and 1988-89%

b. For districts that received pupil transportation
reimbursement from the department for a portion or none of the five year

period beginning fiscal year 1981-82 and ending fiscal year 1985-86:

(1) an allocation will be established based on costs



fm N R Ry -
approved by the depart,men: for years 193"-33 an: ~533-39.
() the balance of unallocated funds at the'close of the fiscal

year will be distributed to districts according to the allocation
percentages established pursuant to I.(a) of this section.

2. Districts are not required to provide transportation services.
The local school board will determine what services, If any, will be
provided. Reimbursement entitlement will be paid only If services are
provided.

3. tierwtnroemeul emiriemene win ue iiauu in nine equal payments orr /
_tti» first wrM-ng day of each nmonth commencing with Septemper 1.—

4, Reimbursement entitlement shall be withheld until required

reports are submitted.

Reimbursement Entitlement; (Amended)
3. Payment to eligible districts for the allocation established under

this section will be distributed in the following manner:

a.  Commencing with September 1 and continuing through February 1,
two-thlrds of the annual allocation initially determined will be

distributed in six equal installments.

b.  The remaining one-third of the annual allocation will be
distributed in three equal installments corrmencing March 1,
subject to the availability of funds as determined by the

Department.



REQUIRED REPORTING:

1. Districts with pupil transportation services will submit the following reports to the
Department:

d.

By October 15th of each year, a preliminary estimate of pupil transportation
expenditures and other statistical data for the ensuing fiscal year on forms
provided by the Department.

b. By August 15th of each year, a final report of pupil transportation expenditures

C.

and other statistical data for the preceding fiscal year on forms provided by the
Department.

By December 15th of each year, a revised estimate of pupil transportation
expenditures and other statistical data for the current fiscal year.

At times specified by the Department, reports on student load counts.
Reports on school bus accidents on forms provided by the Department.
Otherreports as required by the Department,

Allocation of annual pupil transportation expenditures between special
education and regular transportation should be based upon generally accepted



accounting treatment.

2. e Department may field audit at any time the reports submitted by districts.

3. Records will be maintained for not less than three years or as required by local
school district policy, whichever is longer.



LICENSING ANO TRAINING OF SCHOOL BUS DRIVERS:

1. Licensing -

a. A person maynot drive aschool bus transporting school
children until the person  hasapplied forand has beenlssueda license

for ~ that purpose under AS  28.15.046.

b. Effective September 1, 1987, drivers applying for an Initial
school bus driver permit who have not for the previous two years heen
licensed by the state to operate a school bus, must first complete a
state approved school bus driver training course.

2. Approved School Bus Driver Training Program -

a. The department will consider contractor training programs
retired by contract between the district and the contractor as approved

for ti.e duration of the existing contract.

b. All drivers not covered by 2.a. of this section must receive
a minlmu* of (0 hours o%rttraining In the following subjects during
fiscal year 1987-88: loading and unloading procedures; student
management; safety and emergency procedures; pro-trip Inspection; bus



rider procedures.

c. Local Training Plan:

¢)) Districts must submit a local school bus driver
training plan to the department for approval pursuant to the following

schedule:

Sy September 15, 1987 - Districts with bus contracts which
expire June 30, 1988.

By February 15, 1988-  Districts withdistrict-operated
transportation systems,

By September 15, 1988-  Districts with bus contracts which
expire June 30, 1989,

By September 15, 1989-  Districts withbus contracts which expire
* June 30, 1990.

By September 15, 1990-  Districts withbus contracts whichexpire
June 30, 1991,

By September 15, 1991 - Districts with bus contracts which expire
June 30, 1992.



(2) Approval of the plan constitutes approval of the scnooi

bus driver training courserequired by AS 14.07.020<a)<14).

(3) The plan for districts with district-operated
transportation systems must be Implemented on or before July 1, 1988.

(4) The plan for districts with contracted service must be
Implemented on or before July 1 of the calendar year In which the current

contract expires.

(3) The local plan wlJl be updated by the district as

required by the department,

(4) The local plan will contain at a minimum the number of

requiredpre-service and In-service training hours by subject, training
record forms Including evaluation reports, statement as to whether
certain training may be waiver for experienced drivers, and detailed

procedures for waiver process.

3. Certification of Instructors -

a. Persons who have completed a department approved school bus
driver training Instructor certification program will be certified as

school bus driver Instructors.



h. The certification will be valid for three years.

To be eligible for certification renewal, the Instructor must

(¢)) submit an application to the department

N have completed a department approved instructor training

refresher program

have conducted at least one training program annually

meeting requirements of an approved local training plan/ fy
p/1*r tF W ve

4, Certification of Drivers -

a. School bus drivers must meet requirements of the local

training plan for their area.

b. Training must bVc~nducted by a department certified school

bus driver training Instiuctor, -

An Initial certification will be Issued by a department
certified Instructor upon successful completion by the driver of the
pre-servict requlresents of the local plan. -The- serHfleatfon wlll be*

valid fui uni yiJF.

4~ To 'he ellglble-for certification renewat, the driver must-»






1/26/87  DRAFT 0272M

CHAPTER 09. TRANSPORTATION OF PUPILS

AS 14.09.010 and 14.09.020 REPEALED

PROPOSED NEW LANGUAGE

Sec. 14.09.010 TRANSPORTATION OF PUPILS, (@ School
districts may provide for the transportation of pupils.

) School districts which provide transportation services
to pupils are eligible to receive funding from the state under
regulations to be adopted by the department.



15
Chapter 09. Transportation of Pupil*.

Section
10.  Transportation ol pupils
20.  Transportation for nonpublic school students

Sac. 14.09.010. Transportation of pupils, (a) The department may J)rovide for the
transportation of pupils who reside a distance from established schools, and in order to accomplish
that purpose may

o 51) require school districts to enter into contracts with the department for the
administration, supervision, operation or subcontracting of the operation of transportation systems
for students to and from the schools within their service areas;

(2) require all school districts, transportation contractors and other recidoients of state
transportation funds to submit to the department an annual report, which includes a financial
statement and other operational data required by the department;

3 Permit school districts to (A) establish supplementary systems of student
transportation for students ineligible to utilize transportation facilities paid for by the state, (8)
char(r]e fares or fees for the supplementary transportation systems, and (C) use local funds to pay, m
whole or in part, the cost of the supplemeéntary system.

~ (b) Each school district mentioned in (a? (1) of this section is entitled to receive
reimbursement from the state for the operation ot the transportation system on a unit cost basis
determined by the department.

(c) The school board of a district, or the department for areas not within school districts,
shall designate as hazardous those routes which cannot be safely traveled by children not served by
school bus. The designation may recoPnlze hazards that exist only part of the time and in these
instances the designation shall be applicable only during the time the hazards are found to exist.
The board or the department shall provide for the transportation of purnls on routes deS|Pnated as
hazardous. The additional cost of the transportation in a district shall be shared egualy by the
district and the degartment. Eligibility to receive school bus service on routes designated as
hazardous shall not be subject to restrictions based on the minimum distance between established
schools and the residences of pupils. (Sec. 1ch 98 SLA 1966; Sec. | ch 39 SLA 1966)

Sec 14.09.020. Transportation for nonpublic school student*. In those places in the state
where the department or a school district provides transportation for children attending public
schools, the deﬂartment also shall provide tranqurtation for children who, incompliance with the
provisions of ch. 30 of this title, attend nonpublic schools which are administered in compliance
with state law where the children, in order to reach the nonpublic schools, must travel distances
comparable to, and over routes the same as. the distances and routes over which the children
attending public schools are transported. The commissioner shall administer this nonpublic school
student transportation program, integrating it into existing systems as much as feasible, and the cost
%}hseLpAmlgé%g]) shall be paid from funds appropriated for that purpose by the legislature. (Sec. I cn



STATE AID:

1. Effective for F| cal Years 1987-8 rand 1988-89Meach chooldlsttlct growdmag
Fransport £10N SEervices orstude ts to an sg 001, IS ntlt ed to recelve state ai
rom the egartmentbse on elther the met d described below, or actual

fransportation costs, wnichever IS less:

a. For districts that received pupil fransportation reimbursement from the
department for t|sczﬁ year %B%gf P

n.allocation W(J| he es abhshe? hased 0 re|mtfursement received durin sg
t S Henod divided by the total statewide pupil transportation payment

or this period.

(2) this allocation rercentav%e will a pl to at Ieasi 90% OLth? pupil

HARSPOrALON 01 Taca yeus 1ok 50 and 10050

b. Up to ten percent of the appropriation will be distributed as follows:

(1) Fordlstncts that received pupil tranfc.gortatlon re] étj}semer“ rom the

yegrsrt;ns%gat%fgsrhggp %%%3 (gn Qogtes approvecy E?rtﬁg epartﬁtneﬁt %?t Psrcl:al

2)  For qistricts that require increased service due.to increased enrollment,
g the gepartment mayqa33|st Wlteh t?dltlonal ungl

3)  For districts that rowde ducatignal services ||s residing outside
) gl tf 1 Le (ﬁed strict, ghg

0,1 strict bo r| s and atte dm9 school In
epartmentW| re|m urse the %tstr ct one hundr percento \Pzﬂr ved

ortation costs providing this arrangement has ‘prior approval from
Ft agpar tent " g J Priotapp

4)  The halance of unallocated funds at the close of the fiscal year will be
X dlhstrﬁluteﬁ Lodtjstﬁcts ac Hn P ?ocatlon Rercen ett\;es
established pursuant to a?ﬁ an M I) f this sectio

isfricts are not required to_provide trapsportation seyvices.. The local schoo| .
boart% WH| determ| O|1e what Services, |P any, WI[| Bepprovutec State aid wﬂl%e paltt1 on\y if

sendees are provide

3. .Payment to eligible districts for the allocation established under this section will
be dlstnE Y”c} In the Hoﬂowmg manner.

n the firs of each mmenC| with September 1 and continuin
?1 E 3/1 two-t |r so the annu%l tocatPon |n|t|at| eteJml %dg
WI| ||str|butd sIx equal instal me ts e remainin
nnu a| cation wi Ibedstrlbute lmstall entso %h |rst
aﬁ/ month gqu encm wit arc Ject to the availa |tyo

ds as etermme the De artment.

b. The remamm%balartceo the unallocated funds V\f]” be dlstrlbuted no later
than August 15 providing reporting requirements have been met.

4. State aid shall be withheld until required reports are submitted.



05-613LH

STEVE COWPER, GOVERNOR

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION GOLDBELT PLACE

801 WEST I0OTH STREET
P.O. BOX F
JUNEAU, ALASKA 99811-C500

March 23, 1987

MEMORANDUM

T0: Pupil Transportation Funding Committee

FROM: Fﬁomf]\ylne areen Ad inistrator/:/:
upil Transportat |on ervices

SUBJECT: Alternate Funding Methods

Good News!

S AL i or 147

has added $3,254,300 to his FY-88 budget t th
" G%X??“Bucn%ﬂgﬁﬂe&% i [f %g%q;qo?tgt'fon re?mbu‘%sg%erﬁtq%?m%%'%% e
IS will provide approxima eI@ Ing of statewide costs

Th ha h t method of funding fy
® WSS R CoRerart e S TS B acoy 1 e 1

send It to you ASAP.

The Depahrtment of Law hehs mdhcaﬁed that We can We\?vureeregulatlgn chane%es while the

gta%[Ut Oar 8? EdrUnCogqlllr(]) %fOéoéu)P%mUFgatlgfI]SV?I}t rthe notatlgnt at |m8(ementteatlg% tISe

contingent upon passage o

he epartmentpowneedsto ecide on th interim Luncflln% eth(?d that E\XI” Pursue
rgéﬁ |gﬁ§(tV\t/VY| \fca years while a more |n|te metnod Is being developed. Appropriate

Attached is information onO[ ur w sto establlshdlstrlef ghocan?]ns We \gIOH
ewﬁ emateoyourwntten ana/or verdal comments by April oth on the method that you
think would'be most acceptable to dlstrlc ts.



Memo to Funding Committee -2- March 23, 1987

aaaaas.iaaaaaaxasaaaasaaaaBxaaaaaaaasaaaaaaaaaaaasassaaaasnaasaaasaaasnaaaasassa

FUNDING METHOD SUGGESTED BY THE PUPIL TRANSPORTATION FUNDING
COMMITTEE
Five Year erce ta e Allocation: . Each district would r e|ve a I\oca n bhased
onits ét % or atlon reim ursement recelve r|n
ars, wd?ﬁ‘ 3/ st IVe Vears accumuatwe fatew pp|| tran ortatlon
é (mtde tual trans gort ttlon costs are less than t e allocation, the district
e reim ursed actual cos

T AV ENT At P i s, P il

FUNDING ALTERNATIVE I - SUGGESTED BY DOE

One Year Perce tage Allocation: Echdlstrlct would receive an all hased
n?s |ntrg rtatlto reim ursement recelve ﬁfunn r&a ?Sgé%g

IVI e state e pupil transportation payments for F If
actual tr Bsg ta lon costspaelesst an the a rtlgcgtlon thedlstnct would he
reimbursed actual costs.

cfe ATTACHMENT B for estim ted agk?c jons U der thls method Percentages will
nee to be updated in August to re ect actua reimbursement.



Memo to Funding Committee -3- March 23, 1987

FUNDMG ALTERNATIVE #2 - SUGGESTED BY A FUNDING COMMITTEE MEMBER

herof rorl rPer entaqe All?catlon Each district would receive an
cutl N ﬁjonether ité)tg U[[F]I ﬁrans ortation reim urﬁement recel\z(a
ur| e [ast five years ide st Tive ears accumulative statew

gy e @aa flamia e e
Bﬁ m ns chever |s j actual transpo tatlon cg Ft)s are Iestflan the
catlon e dlstrlct e reimpursed act a COSS.

The allocation would be determined as follows:
DA - ( DHP)S(E1Y88 Appr.)

trict's Allocat
BﬁP B:gt{Hgt gg Igoﬁgstloﬂ]ercentage of 5-yr. or L-yr. percentage
A EP 7 tion Appropriati
S AP O iide Per b 3pgration Appropriatior

1 Iculat the ercenI eachdlstrl tre elved reV| us1f eyears
stateW| up| ran (fortﬁtlo relmE)urs ment Eﬁmen 5} Iect

s S n et B e el

Example: ~ Anchorage  35.55603%

2. . Calculate the Perc ntage that Xachﬂlstrlct ece|ved 04 the FY 1986-87 statewide
pupil transportation feimbursément (Attachment C, column

Example: ~ Anchorage  33.53028%

3. DHP - Determine the higher of the two percentages (Attachment C,
column 4.

Example: ~ Anchorage  35.55603%

4, SPT A d the higher of the two er enta e 7ac dlstrlct to d termln?
state vw eto rcen g hsto we&? e or example, the tota
A ment umn |ne6 |s 0.



Memo to Funding Committee -4 - March 23, 1987

?ranspli)\r(t8a8t|orPP rﬁ[)latrlsoe%erﬁhfs% gesr&?rg FY88 revised budget request for pupil

To determine the FY 1987-88 allocation for a district, multiply the
o s B i SR .

Example:  Anchorage FY 1987-88 Allocation: $6,284 451

$6,284,451 - 35.55?8%%9%%].500.900

The total of all district allocations generated using this formula will equal the pupil
transportation appropriation.

B' f.a district's actual transportatlon costs are less than the allocation, the district will
e reimbursed actual costs.

v 1o b Updata 1 relect 08 T E 4T aetial emburement, oo Ml

aaaaaaaasaaaa**iaaai*3iaaaaal3aaaaaal3aa:Bsaia3aaaa3aaaaaaawaaaa:B3aa3aaaaaaa=i=:=3:s==as-s=

FUND1G ALTERNATIVE 43 SUGGESTED BY A FUNDING COMMITTEE MEMBER
g nall :
R Y A T B R P Hetblond”

e AT L RS, PP L e, Pecertaes wi

*k ATTACHMENT E summarizes estimated allocations each district would receive under
the four metho

ik



ESTIMATED ALLOCATIONS TO DISTRICTS FY88 GOVERNOR'S ATTACHMENT A

BASED ON FY88 GOVERNOR'S BOOGET REQUEST 3UOGET
AND FY82 THW FY86 PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION REQUEST
PREPARED:  3/23/87 J18.500.500

FY82 THRU FY86

SCHoOL PERCENTAGE FY88 ESTIMATED
DISTRICT DISTRIBUTION ALLOCATION

ADAK 0.457641 184,668
ALASKA GATEWAY 1337711 1267,489
ANCHORAGE 35.55603% 16,578,186
ANNETTE ISLAND 0.06095% 111,275
BERING STRAITS 0.077621 114,360
BRISTOL BAY 0.686041 189,922
CHATHAM 0.012491 12,310
CHUSACH 0.001341 1249
COPPER RIVER 1.960341 1362,680
CORDOVA 0.186151 134,439
CRAI6 0.033991 16,289
DELTA/GREELEY 1.879731 1347768
DILLINGHAM 0.432531 180,022
FAIRBANKS 16.547201 13,061,381
GALENA 0.120321 122,261
HAIfCS 0.754471 1139,583
HOONAH 0.020511 53,794
IDITARCO 0.068131 112,604
JUNEAU 3.883891 1718,554
KAKE 0.114161 121,121
KENAI 12.383851 12,291,124
KETCHIKAN 1983671 1366,997
KING COVE 0.140401 125,975
KODIAK 1475361 1272,955
KUSPUK 0.205441 138,008
LAKE 4 PEW 0.160521 129,698
LOWER KIESKOKWIM 0.737751 1136,490
LOWER YUKON 0.013241 12,450
MAT-SU 11.473161 12,122,638
NENANA 0.434981 180,475
NOfC 0.656821 1121,518
NORTH SLOPE 0.56463!1 1104,461
PELICAN 0.013681 52,531
PETERSBURG 0.357801 « 166,197
RAILBELT 0.996811 1184,788
S.E. ISLANDS 0277321 151,306
SAND POINT 0.051461 19,521
SITKA 1274471 1235,789
SKAGUAY 0.011741 12.171
SOUTHWEST REGION 0.188611 134,895
UNALASKA 0'488441 190,366
VALDEZ 1.368351 1253158
tFANGELL 0.264021 148,847
YAKUTAT 0.185601 134,338
YUKON FLATS 0.202771 137514
YUKON/KQYUKUK 0.095861 117,735

TOTALS 100t J18.500.500



*FY88 PUPIL TRANSPORTATION
ESTIMATED ALLOCATIONS TO OISTRICTS
BASED ON GOVERNOR'S 8UOGET REQUEST

ANO FY87 ESTIMATED PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION
PREPARED: 3/23/87

SCHOOL
OISTRICT

ADAK

ALASKA GATEWAY
ANCHORAGE
AHCTTE ISLAND
BERING STRAITS
BRISTOL BAY
CHATHAM
COPPER RIVER
COROOVA
DELTA/GREELEY
DILLINGHAM
FAIRBANKS
GALENA

HAINES

HOOKAH
[0ITAROO
JirfAU

KAKE

KENAI
KETCHIKAN

KING COVE
KOOIAK

KUSPIK

LAKE 4 PEW
LOWER KUSKOKWH
LOWER YUKON
HAT-SU

tern

NONE

NORTH SLOPE
PELICAN
PETERSBURG
RAILBELT

SAW POINT
SITKA

SXAGUAY

S.E. ISLANDS
SOUTHEST REGION
UNALASKA
VALDEZ
WRANGELL
YAKUTAT

YUKON FUATS
YLKCN/KOYUKUK

TOTALS

FY87
ESTIMATED
REIHBURSETENT

$117,324 81
$337,266.52
$8,151,790.09
$15,417.78
$37,440.00
$127,478.37
$1,722.00
$465,395.40
$56,206.80
$181,215.21
$145,566.00
$3,622,47187
$30,439.80
$181,231.20
$13,792.00
$33,500.00
$960,057.60
$31,705.20
$3,142,987.10
$414,127.00
$36,154.42
$102,328.26
$71,458.00
$43,051.00
$200,445.42
$17,399.50
$3,279,378.00
$65,254.80
$192,650.40
$169,311.80
$3,524.00
$116,637.69
$193,032.40
$23,296.06°
$344 317.75-
$1,723,087
$106,612.88
$77,399.00
$110,668.80"*
$281,640.63
$61,435.80
$17,870.80
$49,358.60
$11,607.00

124 311,723.70

FY87 PERCENTAGE
DISTRIBUTION

OF

$24,311,723.70

0.48259%
1.38726$
33.53028%
0.06354%
0.15400%
0.52435%
0.01942%
191428%
0.23119%
1.97935$%
0.59875$
14.90012%
0.12521%
0.74545%
0.05673%
0.13779%
3.94895%
0.13041%
12.92787$
1.70340$
0.14871%
1.65487$
0.29392%
0.17708%
0.82448%
0.07157%
13.48887%
0.26841%
0.79242%
0.69642%
0.01450$
0.47976%
0.79399%

. 0.11639%

'L 41626$
0.00709$
0.43852%
0.31836%
0.45521%
1158469
0.25270%
0.19690%
0.20302%
0.17114$

100%

GOVERNOR'S
BUDGET REQUEST
$18,500,900

FY88
ESTIMATED
ALLOCATION

189,283
1256,655
<6,203,404
111,756
128,491
197,009
13,593
1354,160
142,773
1366,198
1110,774
12,756,655
123,ia
1137,915
110,496
125,493
1730,591
124127
12,391,772
1315,145
127,513
1306,166
154,379
132,761
1152,536
113,241
12,495,563
149,658
1146,604
1128,844
12,682
188,760
1146,895
121,533
1262,021
11,311
181,131
158,900
184,217
1214 325
146,752
136,429
137,561
131,662

J1B,500,900

ATTACHMENT 3

ihikT7



1 2 3

1 FY88 PUPIL TRANSPORTATION ATTACHMENT C
2 ESTIMATED ALLOCATIONS TO OISTRICTS FY88 GOVERNOR'S
3 3ASEO ON FY88 GOVERNOR'S BUDGET REQUEST 8UOGET

4 FYB2 THRU FY86 PERCENTAGE OISTR. 4 FY87 OISTR. REQUEST M
5 PREPARED: 3/23/87 *18,500,900 J 4 -
o= =~ = e

FY82 THRU FY86 PERCENTAGE HIGHER

8 SCHOOL PERCENTAGE ~ DISTRIBUTION PERCENTAGE OF FY88 ESTIHATEI
9 OISTRICT DISTRIBUTION ~ OF FY87 COLUMN 2 OR 3 ALLOCATION
1

12 AOAK 0.457C4* 0.48259* 0.48259* 185,296
13 ALASKA GATEWAY 1.33771* 1.38726* 1.38726* 1245,195
U ANCHORAGE 35.55603* 33.53028* 35.55603* 16,284 451
15 AftCTTE ISLAND 0.06095* 0.06354* 0.06354* 111,231
16 BERING STRAITS 0.07762* 0.15400* 0.15400* 127,219
17 BRISTOL BAY 0.48604* 0.52435* 0.52435* 192,678
18 CHATHAM 0.01249* 0.01942* 0.01942* 13,433
19 CHUGACH 0.00134* 0.00000* 0.00134* 1237
20 COPPER RIVER 1.96034* 1.91428* 1.96034* 1346,(86
21 CORDOVA 0.18615* 0.23119* 0.23119* 140,863
22 CRAIG 0.033995 0.00000* 0.03399* 16,008
23 DELTA/6) EELEY [.C7973* 1.97935* 1.97935* 1349,846
24 DILLINGHAM 0.43253* 0.59875* 0.59875* 1105,827
25 FAIRBALtS 16.54720* 14.90012* 16.54720* 12,924 681
26 GALENA 0.12032* 0.12521* 0.12521* 122,130
27 HAINES 0.75447* 0.74545* 0.75447* 1133,351
28 HOOKAH 0.02051* 0.05673* 0.05673* 110,027
29 IDITARCO 0.06813* 0.13779* 0.13779* 124,355
30 JUNEAU 3.88389* 3.94895* 3.94895* 1697,968
31 KAKE 0.11416* 0.13041* 0.13041* 123,050
32 KENAI 12.38385* 12.92787* 12.92787* 12,284,972
33 KETCHIKAN 1.98367* 1.70340* 1.98367* 1350,609
34 KING COVE 0.14040~* 0.14871* 0.14871* 126,285
35 KOOIAK 147536 1.65487* 1.65487* 1292,495
36 KUSPUK 0.20544* 0.29392* 0.29392* 151,950
37 LAKE 4 PEW 0.16052* 0.17708* 0.17708* 131,298
38 LOWER KUSKOKWIfI 0.73775* 0.82448* 0.82448* 1145,725'
39 LOWER YUKON 0.01324* 0.07157* 0.07157* 112,650
40 MAT-SU 11.47316* 13.48887* 13.48887* 12,384,129
41 NENANA 0.43498* 0.26841* 0.43498* 176,882
42 NOTE 0.65682* 0.79242* 0./9242* 1140,058
43 NORTH SLOPE 0.56463* 0.69642* 0.69642* 1123,091
44 PELICAN 0.01368* 0.01459* 0.01450* 12,562
45 PETERSBURG 0.35780* 0.47976* 0.47976* 184,796
46 RAILBELT 0.9teii 0.79399* 0.99881* 1176,537
47 S.E. ISLAttS 0.27732*"  0.43852* 0.43852* 177,507
48 SAW FOINT 0.BSitf* 0.11639* 0.11639* 120,572
49 SITKA L2TIHTT 1.41626* 1.41626™ 1250,321
50 SKAGIJAY 0.01174* 0.00709* 0.01174* 12,074
51 SOUTHWEST REGION 0.18861* 0.31836* 0.31836™ 156,270
52 UNALASKA 0.48844* 0.45521* 0.48844* 186,331
53 VALDEZ 1.36835* 1.15846* 1.36835* 1241854
54 WRANGELL 0.26402* 0.25270* 0.26402* 146,665
55 YAKUTAT 0.18560* 0.19690* 0.19690* 134,802
56 YUKON FIATS 0.20277* 0.20302* 0.20302* 135,884
57 YUKON/KOYLKUK 0.09586* 0.17114* 0.17114* 130,249
u
59
60 TOTALS 100.00000*  100.0000C* 104.67399* 118.500,900
61 FY88 GOVERNOR'S BUDGET REQUEST 113.500,900

63 DIFFERENCE ))) 10



1 2

1 FY88 PUPIL TRANSPORTATION ATTACHMENT D

2 ESTIMATED ALLOCATIONS TO DISTRICTS FY88 GOVERNOR'S
3 BASED ON FY88 GOVERNOR'S BIOGET REVEST 3UOGET

4 FY82 M FY86 PERCENTAGE OISTR. 4 FY87 DISTR. REQUEST

5 PREPARED: 3/23/87 $18,500,900
6

7 FY82 TWU FY86 PERCENTAGE AVERAGE

8 SCHOOL PERCENTAGE  DISTRIBUTION PERCENTAGE OF  FY88 ESTIMATE!
9 DISTRICT DISTRIBUTION ~ OF FY87 CCLUTW 2 OR 3 ALLOCATION

35IMiillg3St

11

2m 0457644 0.482594 0.470114 $86,975
13 ALASKA GATEWAY 1337714 1.387264 1.362494 $252,072
U ANCHORAGE 35.556034 33530284 34543164  $6,390,795
15 ANNETTE ISLAND 0.060954 0.063544 0.062244 $11,515
16 BERIN6 STRAITS 0.077624 0.154004 0.115814 $21,426
17 BRISTOL BAY 0.486044 0524354 0.505204 $93,466
18 CHATHAM 0.012494 0.019424 0.015954 $2,952
19 CHUGACH 0.001344 0.000004 0.00C674 $124
20 COPPER RIVER 1960344 1.914284 1937314 $358,420
21 CORDOVA 0.186154 0.231194 0-208674 $38,606
22 CRAIG 0.033994 0.000004 0.017004 $3,144
23 OELTA/GREELEY 1.879734 1979354 1.929544 $356,983
24 DILLINGHAM 0.432534 0.598754 0515644 $95,398
25 FAIRBANKS 16.547204 14900124 15.723664  $2,909,018
26 GALENA 0.120324 0.125214 0.122764 $22,713
27 HAINES 0.754474 0.745454 0.749964 $138,749
28 HOONAH 0.020514 0.056734 0.038624 $7.145
29 IDITAROO 0.068134 0.137794 0.102964 $19,049
30 JUNEAU 3.883891 3.948954 3916424 $724 573
31 WE 0.114164 0.130414 0.122294 $22,624
32 KENAI 12.383854 12.927874 12.655864  $2341448
33 KETCHIKAN 1983674 1703404 1843544 $341,071
34 KING COVE 0.140404 0.148714 0.144564 $26,744
35 KOOIAK 1475364 1654874 1.565124 $289,561
36 KUSPUK 0.205444 0.293924 0.249684 $46,193
37 LAKE 4 PEW 0.160524 0.177084 0.168804 $31,230
38 LOWER KUSKOKWIf] 0.737754 0.824484 0.781114 $144 513
39 LOWER YUKON 0.013244 0.071574 0.042404 $7,845
40 HAT-SU 11473164 13.488874 12.481024  $2,309,101
41 NEMAMA 0.434984 0.26841) 0.351694 $65,067
42 HOfC 0.656324 0.792424 0.724624 $134,061
43 NORTH SLOPE 0.56463* 0.696424 0.630524 $116,652
44 PELICAN 0.013684- 0.014504 0.014094 $2,607
45 PETERSBURG 0.357804 0.47976* 0418784 $77478
46 RAILBELT 0.99014, + 0.793994 0.896404 $165,842
47 S.E. ISLANDS 0277324 0.43852* 0.357924 $66,218
48 SAtt POINT 0.051464 0.116394 0.083934 $15,527
49 SITKA 1274474 1416264 1.345374 $248,905
50 SKAGUAY 0.011744 0.007094 0.009424 $1,742
51 SOUTHWEST REGION 0.188614 0.318364 0.253494 $46,897
52 UNALASKA 0.488/44 0.455214 0.471824 $87,292
53 VALDEZ 1.368354 1.158464 1.263414 $233,741
54 WANGEIL 0.264024 0.252704 0.258364 $47,799
55 YAKUTAT 0.185604 0.19690* 0.191254 $35,383
56 YUKON FLATS 0202774 0.203024 0.202904 $37,537
57 YUKON/KOYIKUK 0.095864 0.171144 0.133504 $24,699
58 *"'"*" memmmm

59
60 TOTALS 100.000004  100.000004 100.000004  $18,500,900
61 FY88 GOVERNOR'S BUOGET REQUEST  $18,500,900

62



1

1 FY38 PUPIL TRANSPORTATION
2 ESTITWTEO ALLOCATIONS TO DISTRICTS
3 BASED ON FY38 GOVERNOR'S

4 BUDGET REQUEST

5 PREPARED:  3/23/87

7
3 SCHOOL
9 DISTRICT

12 AOAX

13 ALASKA GATEWAY
14 ANCHORAGE

15 AWCTTE ISLAND
16 BERING STRAITS
17 BRISTOL BAY

18 CHATHAM

19 CHUBACH

20 COPPER RIVER
21 CORDOVA

22 CRAIG

23 DELTA/GREELEY
24 DILLINGHArt

25 FAIRBANKS

26 GALENA

27 HAINES

28 HOONAH

29 IDITARCO

30 JItEAU

31 KAKE

32 KENAI

33 KETCHIKAN

34 KINS COVE

35 KOOIAK

36 KUSPUK

37 LAKE i PEW

38 LOWER XUSXOKUIH
39 LOIER YUKON

40 MAT-SU

41 NENANA

42 NOTE

43 NORTH SLOPE

44 PELICAN

45 PETERSBURG

46 RAILBELT

47 S.E. ISLANDS
48 SAM) POINT

49 SITKA

50 SXAGUAY

51 SOUTHWEST REGION
52 UNALASKA

53 VAICtZ

54 URANGEIL

55 YAKUTAT

56 YUKON FLATS

57 YUKON/KOYUKLK

59
60 TOTALS
61
62

Fy82 M Fy8e
PERCENTAGE
DISTRIBUTION

0.45764*
1.33771*
35,55603*
0.06095*
0.07762*
0.48604*
0.01249*
0.00134*
1.96034*
0.18615*
0.03399*
187973*
0.43253*
16.54720*
0.12032*
0.75447*
0.02051*
0.06813*
3.88389*
0.11416*
12.38385*
1.98367*
0.14040*
1.47536*
0.20544*
0.16052*
0.73775*
0.01324*
11.47316™*
0.43498*
0.65682*
0.56463*
0.01368*
0.35780*
0.99811*
0.27732*
0.05146*
1.2707*
0.01174*
0.18861*
0.48844*
1.36835*
0.26402*
0.18560*
0.20277*
0.09586*

100.00000*

8UOBET REQUEST >

FY88 GOVERNOR'S
BUDGET REQUEST

118,500,900

FY88 ESTIMATE
ALLOCATION

184,668
<247,489
<6,578,186
<11,275
<14,360
<89,922
<2,310
<249

* <362.680
<34,439
<6,239
<347,768
<80,022
<3,061,38!
<22,261
<139,583
<3,794
<12,604
<718,554
<21,121
<2,291,124
1366,997
<25975
<272,955
<38,008
<29,698
<136,490
<2,450
<2,122,638
<80,475
<121,518
<104,461
12,53*
<66,1#
<184,788
<51,306
<9521
<235,789
<2171
<34,895
<90,366
<253,158
<48847
<34,338
<3754
<17,735

<13,500,900

<0

PERCENTAGE

FY88 GOVERNOR'S
BUDGET REOUEST

118,500,900

DISTRIBUTION  FY88 ESTIMATED

OF FY87

0.48259*
1.33726*
33.53028*
0.06354*
0.15400*
0.52435*
0.01942*
0.00000*
1.91428*
0.23119*
0.00000*
1.97935*
0.59875*
14.90012*
0.12521*
0.74545*
0.05673*
0.13779*
3.94895*
0.13041*
12.92787*
1.70340*
0.14871*
1.65487*
0.29392*
0.17708*
0.82448*
0.07157*
13.48887*
0.26841*
0.79242*
0.69642*
0.01450*
0.47976*
0.79399*
0.43852*
0.11639*
1.41626*
0.00709*
0.31836*
0.45521*
1.15846*
0.25270*
0.19690*
0.20302*
0.17114*

100.00000*

ALLOCATION

<89,283
<256,655
6,203,404
<11,756
<28,491
<97,009
<3,593
<0
<354,160
<42.773
S0
<366,198
<110,774
<2,756,655
<23,164
<137,915
<10,496
<25,493
<730,591
<24.127
<2,391,772
<315,145
<27,513
<306,166
<54,379
<32,761
<152,536
<13,241
<2,495,563
<49,658
<116,604
<128,844
<2,682
<88,760
<116,895
<81,130
<21,533
<262.021
<1,312
<58,900
<84,217
<214,325
<16,752
<36.129
<37,561
<31,662

$13,500,900

Hi)

HIGHER
PERCENTAGE 0P
COLUMN 2 OR 5

0.18259*
1.38726*
35.55603*
0.06354*
0.15400*
0.52135*
0.01912*
0.00134*
1.96034*
0.23119*
0.03399*
1.97935*
0.59875*
16.54720*
0.12521*
0.75U7*
0.05673*
0.13779*
3.94895*
0.13041*
12.92787*
1.98367*
0.14871*
1.65487*
0.29392*
0.17708*
0.82448*
0.07157*
13.48887*
0.43498*
0.79242*
0.69642*
0.01450*
0.47976*
0.99881*
0.43852*
0.11639*
1.41626*
0.01174*
0.31836*
0.48844*
1.36835*
0.26402*
0.19690*
0.20302*
0.17114*

104.67399*

ATTAMCHMENT E

FY38 GOVERNOR'S
3UOGET REOUEST

118,500,900

FY88 ESTIMATE

ALLOCATION

<85,296
<245,195
<6,284,451
<11,231
<27,219
<92.678
<3,433
<37
<346,486
<40,863
<6.008
<349,846
<105,827
<2,924,681
<22,130
<133,351
<10,027
<24,355
<697,968
<23,050
<2,284 972
<350,609
<26,285
<292,495
<51,950
531,298
<145,725
<12,650
<2,384,129
<76,882
<140,058
<123,091
<2,562
<84,796
<176,537
<77,507
<20,572
<250.321
<2,074
<56,270
<86,331
<241,354
<46,665
<34,302
<35.884
<30.249

$18,500,500

<0

wol/i
s cme
sloget
113 500.*
AVERAGE
PERCENTAGE Of  FYSS ESTIMA'
coluph 2a's  ALLCCATICS
0.47011* <3697
1.36249* <252,07
1454316%  J6.390.7«
0.06224* <1151
0.11581* <2142
0,50520* $93.46
0.01595* <295
0.0C067* <12
193731 <353.42
0.20867* $33.60
0.0170C* <314
1.92954* <356,98
0.51564* <95,39
1572366 <2,909,01.
0.12276* <211
0.74996* <13874"
0.03862t <714,
0.10296* $19.04=
3.91642* <T2457;
0.12229* <2262
12.65586%  <2.341,441
134354* <341071
0.14456* $26,744
1.56512* <239,561
0.24968* <4693
0.16380* <31,230
0.78111* <144 512
0.0424C* $7,345
1243102¢  <2.309,101
0.35169* <65,067
0.72462* <134,061
0.63052* <116,652
0.01409* <2607
0.41373* <T\IT3
0.396*0* $165,342
C. 35792* <66.213
0.08393* $15,527
1.3453" <243.905
0.009*0* Si. 4
0.253%9* 1.5.397
0 »732* <37.290
1.263*1* $211."Al
Wsi>A $47."99
3.19125* <*"3
3200cx - IT?51?
0:,tc* <2.,99
IXXCOC*  »: ¥ =X



STEVE COWPER

GOVERNOR

S tate of A las ica
OFFICE OF THE GOVERNOR
Juneau

March 23, 1987

The Honorable Jan Faiks
President of the Senate
Alaska State Legislature
P.O. Box V

Juneau, AK 99811

Dear Senator Faiks:

Under the authority of art. IIl, sec. 18, of the Alaska Con-
stitution, | am transmitting a bill relating to school dis-
trict transgortatlon of pupils. The measure repeals exist-
ing AS 14.09.010, under which districts required by the de-
partment to provide pupil transportation are reimbursed on a
'unit cost basis" determined by the department, and would
replace it with a provision that makes pupil transportation
services optional with the local districts, and directs the
department to adopt regulations providing for the determina-
tion of eligibility for state pupil transgortation aid and
the amount of that aid. AS 14.09.020, which re(\.uires the
department to provide transportation for nonpublic school
Bt_ultl:ients in certain situations, is repealed in sec. 2 of the
i

The reason for the chan%es.to AS 14.09.010 is that reimbur-
sement on a "unit cost basis" essentially rewards districts
that have high costs for their failure to contain costs,
while districts that run more efficient transportation sys-
tems are penalized. Under the pro(saosed. new language of
AS 14.09.010(b), the Department of Education will develop a
system of distributing pupil transportation money which does
not contain such disincentives to efficiency.

| urge your prompt and favor ur~ ~I't—j--~- o - bill.
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STATE OF ALASKA 1957 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

FISCAL NOTE
Bill Version: 773-87-0128
RRQUEST: A Publish Date :
Revision Date: _ Agency Affectd; Education
Title: ... transportation of pupils... rrh- K-12 Support
Sponsor: ~ Governor o Pupil Transportation

Requestor: Governor

EXPENDITURES/REVENUES:  (Thousands of Dollars)
OPERATING FY 87 FY 88 FY 89 FY 90 FY 91 FY 92

PERSONAL SERVICES
TRAVEL
CONTRACTUAL
SUPPLIES
EQUIPMENT

LAND & STRUCTURES
GRANTS. CLAIMS
MISCELLANEQUS

TOTAL OPERATING 0 0 0 0 0

CAPITAL

REVENUE

FUNDING: (Thousands of Dollars)

GENERALFUND 0 0 0 0 0
FEDERAL FUNDS

OTHER

TOTAL

POSITIONS:

FULL-TIME
PART-TIME
TEMPORARY

ANALYSIS : !

This legislation will not require an increased appropriation.

Prepared by :  Steve Hole | | Phone . 465-2800

Division : Commissioner®s Office

Approved by Commissioner " Marshall L. Lind
Agency : Educatio

Vv

Distribution (by preparer):

Legislative Finance

Legislative Sponsor

Requestor

Office of Management and Budget

Impacted Agency(ies)

Senate Secretary
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Dale. March®18, 1987

Date. March 18, 1987





