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Proposed Formula-Legislative Wording

\Sec._y\S I-J.17.011isamended hy adding a new subsection to
read:

(e) Inadistrict that consists ofa single funding community
with an average daily membership of BOOor fewer students,
the elementary'and secondary instructional units received
under (a) or (b) of this section shall he multiplied hy the factor
determined under the following table:

District ADM Factor
1-250 1.12
251-525 1.08
520-800 1.00

'See.  This Act t.ikes effect

lur more information oil the single site funding issue. com.ut
At Weinberg. Chairperson
Single Nile School Disirii K onsoriinm
Llionr: HxH77111 |

Wanda J Cooksey, Consultant
Single Silt- St1khil liisirit | ( nnsoriium
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an OUSE COMMITTEE REPC T
Date Referred to Committee: April 30, 1996 FURTHER REFERRALS:

Date of Committee Action:
The FINANCE Committee considered: CSSB 244<FIN) am

CS FOR SENATE BILL NO. 244(FIN) am STATE AID TO EDUCATION

“An Act relating to transportation of public school students; relating to school construction grants; relating to state
foundation aid and supplementary slate aid for education; and providing for an effective date.”

recommends it be replaced _ Ffthe same tide
with the following committee substitute [ 1a new tide
[ ] additional referral to Committee

[ lattached amendments)

ADOPTS: Letter of Intent
ATTACHES NEW FISCAL NOTE(s): (30 APPROVES PREVIOUS:
I ) fiscal note(s) fiscal notc(s) 3D O tT *}I1t11"ls.
| ) zero fiscal note(s) ( ) zero fiscal note(s)
SIGNING

CHAIR S SIGNATURE



No. *3

FISCAL NOTE Bmv.aion: CS SBawcfru)

STATE OF ALASKA (S) Publish Dx»t«: I/ S '/ *76
1996 LEGISLATIVE SESSION
Revision Date: .4/11/96 Department Affecled: Education _
Ttie M acirelalioa LQ-Siaia.(QundaliQn aid and BRU: KIL2 .
suooJemenlaiy siaia aid,lor education Component: Foundation
Sponsor: Rules Committee _
Requester: Senalfl Finance-Commitlfig COMPONENT SERIAL NO. 141
Expenditures/Revenues: (Thousands of Dollars)
OPERATING FY 97 FY 98 FY 99 FY 00 FY 01 FY02
PERSONAL SERVICES
"RAVEL
rONTRACTUAL
UPPLIES
iQUIPMENT
.AND * STRUCTURES
‘rants.claims 20.2 20 2 202 20.2 20.2 20.2
MISCELLANEOUS
TOTAL OPERATING 202 202 20.2 202 20.2 202

CAPITAL EXPENDITURES I

CHANGE IN REVENUES

“UNO SOURCE (Thousands of Pollan)

.'02 Federal Receipts

.003 GF Match

.C04 CF 202 202 202 202 202 20.2
005 GF/Pmgnm Receipts

006GF/MHTIA

Cther
TOTAL 202 202 202 202 202 202

POSITIONS:
-ULL-TIME

3ART-TIME
'EMPORARY

istimate oi current year (FY96) impact: $§ 311.7

ANALYSIS (Anach a separate page ifnecessary.)

3eier to attached spreadsheet tor fiscal impacl of sections 1 and 2 of the legislation. Section 3 contains a bold-harmless
:'ovision which provides school districts with the same level of foundation revenue they were entrtlod to poor to
-rpiemecntaton of this legislation.

,£ddy Jeans. PfPiecl ASJSSlaf) Phone. -155-5685
Division: School Financa « / A7  Date: _ Aonl 11. 1996
‘coroved bv Commissioner: [16 Shiriev Hollowav. Ph. D.. Commtsscner
icencv: Education 10 Date: _
PREPARER TO PROVIDE ALL DISTRIBUTION COPIES TO GOVERNORS LEGISLATIVE OFFICE
rorv r* daintvean .nJormrton ctd t* Oorwro-t 0 Fom
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Section I. AS 14.09.010(6) is amended to read:

(b) Each school district mentioned in (a)(1) of this section is entitled to receive
reimbursement from the state for the operation of the transportation system on a unit cost basis
determined by the department. In detcrminimi an appropriate amount of clicibtc
transportation reimbursement to a school district under this subsection. the department
hlittL1jvyjcw the level of reiudmrscmen(-for,transpurtation provided on a motor vehicle
owned bv the school district 'Srtor transportation provided on a motor vehicle operated
under a contract with the school district.

P\ <iop (Vrvs "&- \<=r

'S 31 “V o

'Y oy rvv u <-4 tooh

CMN



Ot JU Ub

D D N [ N S T S G S T U S T

12:23 'S LW 11bM.4b22U2u

9GS204)".1-
Ford
ml/23/%

OFFERED IN THE HOUSE
TO: CSSB 244(FIN) am

Page 3, following ling }X'\ 7
Insert new hill sections to read:
*s Sec. 5. AS 14.17.031(a) is amended to read:

(@) The department shall adopt regulations defining funding communities
within each district that reflect geographic and attendance area factors. For ihc
purpose of determining instructional units, students are counted in the district and the
lunding community trom which they receive educational services. The total number
of instructional units in a school district is the sum of the following units for each
funding community within the district, as determined by the department:

(1) thenumber of units for elementary and secondary students
determined under AS 14.17,041 fAS 14.17.041(a) OR (b)];

(2) tlic number of units for vocational education determined under
AS 14.17.043:

(3)  thenumber of jnits for special education determined under
AS 14.17.045; and

(4)  the number of units for bilingual education determined under
AS 14.17.047.

+ Sec. @ AS 14.|704) u amended ty adding a new subsection to read:

(e) For districts that consist of ooe funding community with an .ADM of 900
or less, the elementary and secondary instrucuooal units determined under (a) or ()
uf this section *ic inue«scd by multiplying those units by the percentage set out in

the following tabic:

ADM Percentage
1- 250 12
251- 525 8

«* UUl
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526 -900

Renumber the following bill secuons accordingly.

Page 4, line 2:
Delete "Sections 3 - 5"
Insert "Sections 3 ¢ 7'

9-G52043\G.1



Department of Education
Briefing Paper
PL81-874 Impact Aid: Disparity Requirement
January 30, 1996

Summary of Issue

Alaska's total receipt of federal Impact Aid is in excess of $70.000.000 annually. The Alaska
Public School Foundation Formula reduces the amount of state aid and limits local aid which a
district can receive in accordance with a federally certified system of equalized support The
recognition of federal aid in the foundation formula reduced the FY95 state general fund
requirement by over $43,000.000. The estimated FY96 reduction in general fund obligation as
result of recognition of Impact Aid received by districts is $35,000,000.

Statement of Why the Issue is Timely or Important

The Impact Aid Program was reauthorized by Congress in 1994, The new statutes require
calculation of cuncnt year disparity utilizing revenue data from two years prior. Because Alaska
uses an instructional unit as the method of determining districts’ foundation entitlements,
disparity is a measure of relative value of each adjusted unit, ignoring the top and bottom 5%.
In FY98 the maximum disparity allowed will be reduced from 25% to 20% and will rely on
FY96 data. The Department’s preliminary disparity test calculation for FY96 is over the
maximum 20% allowed by federal law. Unless the federal statutorily required disparity test is
met in FY98, it will take a general fund increment of about $35,000,000 to replace the eligible
Impact Aid recognized currently in the school foundation formula.

Alternative Ways of Addressing Issue

L Seek Congressional relief from the FY98 disparity standard.

2. Prorate the instructional unit value in FY98 by $2,850 under theexisting statute due to
stale's failure to meet disparity test for FY96.

3. Devise method of increasing unit value of REAA districts to reduce disparity.The
method recommended by the State Board of Education Task Force on School Funding and
approved by the State Board is the proposed supplemental aid of $500 per instructional unit to
the REAAs for FY96 and the legislation proposed by Governor Knowles for subsequent fiscal
years that chingcs the foundation formula by: (a) raising the Impact Aid deduct from present
90% to 95% for REAAs and (b) ensuring the sta:c meets federal disparity requirements in die
future by giving die Department of Education statutory authority to increase the amount of
supplementary aid to these same districts through th? foundation formula, an important federal

criterion.



_ Alaska Department of Education
Sectional Analysis for Foundation Formula Legislation

SB 244, House CS CS SB 244 (HES): "An Act relating to school construction
grants; relating to state foundation aid and supplementary state aid for
education; and providing for an effective date.”

Sectional Analysis

Section 1. Section 1establishes in statute the department's policy which
considers students in temporary facilities as "unhoused" students for the
purposes of evaluating capital improvement projects.

Section 2. Section 2 of the bill would amend AS 14.17.021 by adding a new
subsection applicable only to regional educational attendance areas (REAASs). In
calculating state foundation aid for REAAs, 96% of eligible federal impact aid
will be deducted from basic need. Calculation of foundation aid for city and
borough school districts will remain unchanged, with 90% of eligible impact aid
deducted. The 96% deduction for REAAs recognizes that no required local
contribution isdeducted from REAAS' basic need. The savings to the state,
which results from the increased impact aid deduction, will cover the majority of
the cost to implement the supplementary aid to REAAs set out in section 3 of this

bill.

Section 3. Subsection (a) creates a new section of statute to provide
supplementary aid to REAAs based on a fiat rate per adjusted instructional unit.
The fiat rate is referred to as the unit allotment. Initially the unit allotment is set
at $500.00 per adjusted unit. Thisamount will increase the value of the adjusted
units in REAAs so that disparity of revenues between the 5% and 95%
percentiles of districts will be 20%, the maximum allowable under the new
federal impact aid statutes.

Section 4. Section 4 contains transition language, ora "hold harmless"
provision, which provides school districts with the same level of foundation
revenue they were entitled to prior to implementation of this legislation.

Section 5. AS 14.17, the foundation program, shall not be applied for funding
public education after June 30, 1997.

Section 6. Establishes a July 1,1995 effective date for sections 2-4.

Section 7. The legislation takes effect immediately after receiving the
Governor’ssignature.

1 e S 2
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March 13, 1996

Th# Honorable Shirley Holloway
Commlilnioncr ol Education

State of Alaska Department of Education
Goldbelt Place

801 West 10th Street

Juneau, Alaska 99811

Dear Commissioner Holloway:

The Anchorage School District formally requests the current
method of reimbursement from the State for Anchorages
district-operated pupil transportation program be reviewed.
The Anchorage School District provide# pupils with home
to*«chool transportation, special education transportation,
and extracurricular activity transportation. The Districts
Pupil Transportation Department operates and maintains
buses, administers contracts with private companies provid-
ing pupil transportation, and provide# creeling guard service
with the aim of ensuring the District’'s students are able to
safely attend school and school-related activities.

Our request for reconsideration of the reimbursement rale for
district-operated transportation service! la based on the
following factors.

* Inequities still exist in the way statewide reimburse-
ment of pupil transportation expenditures are made.

» Coet for contracted service* doe* not include the coat of
t>e District to administer the contract. The District
plans and schedules the routes for the contractor The
Districts safety officers also provide services to the
connector In addition, the Dlstnct pays for the adver-
tising of routes each fall and for the annual Pupil
Transportation audit

* A comparison of the daily cost per pupil per live rrue
driven between FY 199091 to FY 19*4-95 indicates a



significant dosing of the gap between district-operiled
pupil transportation and contracted services when
costs ar« adjusted to more accurately reflect district
operational costs to contracted service costs

 The District has made a good faith effort to reduce
operating costs by reducing and fretiing salaries for
drivers and attendants. Efforts have also been made to
increase efficiencies.

Intgm att

The current method of reimbursement from the State for our
district-operated pupil transportation program Is to apply a
factor of 66.83% to the District's sudlted statement of services.
The way this factor was derived has never been clear to us,
however, the January 31, 1991 legislative audit report of the
Department of Education Tupil Transportation Department,
states:
“ DOE has paid A5D only two-thirds of its actual
costs of operation*. According to the program
coordinator this ratio was m artially lifted out of
midair by DOE officials. fteaing payments of ti*e
State s largest pupil transportation recipient on a
vague estimate point? >ut the wtakneaaes of the
program s current regulatory structure.’'
This same audit highlighted a variety of circumstances where
varied approaches adopted by different school districts
resulted in an Inequitable distribution of pupil transportation
funds. For Instance, the unequal treatment of hazardous
routes was brought forth in the audit One district with
designated hazardous routes transported over 400 pupils
living within 1.5 miles from their school but did not reduce
their reimbursement request to reflect these transportation
costs vet another school district which also transported 400
pupils within 15 miles from their school was required to
make adjustments for hazardous routes The Department of
Education responded to the legislative audit by stating



"Regulations allow for variation in the calculation of
reduction* of reimbursement for the cost of
transporting students who live within 1 1/2 miles of
school.

The auditors replied:

*In our view, districts have been allowed to stretch this
regulatory discretion to the extent that there is unequal
treatment of districts/

We conducted a recent telephone survey of various school
districts throughout the State of Alaska. It waj evident that
these regulatory discretions were still continuing.

The Department of Education regulation 4 AAC 27.060 (a)
states In part:

‘Subject to the availability of funds, districts will be
reimbursed for the cost of all approved regular routes,
spedal education routes, other conveyance routes, and
in-lieu-of-agreements.”

Further, in paragraph (e), the regulation states:

If funds allocated for pupil transportation reimburse-
ment are insuffidcnt to provide full reimbursement
under this section, the funds that are available shall be
prorated among the districts.”

The Anchorage School District’s Interpretation of this regula-
tion Is that the Department of Education Is required to reim-
burse all school districts for the entire cost of pupil trans-
portation services of approved routes, etc If the amount of
approprianon Is not adequate to meet the reimbursement
reeds for all districts* pupil transportation services, the
Department of Education must prorate the appropriated costs,
both dismct-operated and contracted statewide. Neither the
Department of Educations regulations or state statutes
explicitly provides that the Department of Education may



impose a ceiling on reimbursement for district-operated
pupil transportation servlets.

Cfiiil

A companion is often made between the current daily rate
per route for district-operated school buses to ament con-
tracted rates for regular and special education buses. This is
not a fair comparison since the district-operated dally rate
Includes many costs which are not comparable to contracted
ratae. For instance, the costs for crossing guards, advertise-
ment of routes, audits, data processing for scheduling, and
administration of contracted services are Lnduded in the total
cost for district-operated transportation. In addition, the
contractors cost is reduced by deducts for hazardous routes
and kindergarten routes. These deducts are borne by the
District

The differences In terrain, student concentrations, the
existence of deadhead mileage, the MIX of regular route* and
special education routes, and other similar factors cause* the
cost of operations to vary greatly within the same school
district whether the routes are district-opvated or contracted.
Therefore, the question arise*: Which conlractBd rat* I1s being
compared to the district-operated dally rate PeI route?

In addition, the reimbursemen* percentage doe* not reflect
the District's actual costs and appears to have bmn established
without a reasonable correlation to what a CONtractor might
charge to duplicate the District's provided service. The
District recognizes that there Is a oﬂfference in wages and
benefits provided to employees under the collective bargain-
ing agreement as compared 10 the perkage* offered by private
bus contractors. However, wage differentials should be
considered with profit margins. Front a theoretical point, if
the contractor w-ere to forego the related profit margin on a
contract, more cash would be available to Increase hourly
wag# rat#s for contract drivers and attendants. Therefore,
wag# rates are not the only factor to consider. Time and mile-
age are also key considerations. It should be noted that recent
requests for proposals by other school districts In the state



have resulted In bids from contractors for services begtnning
in FY 1996*97 that irt significantly higher (15%) thin thtlr
previous contracts We believe this has resulted from the
lack of competition from contractors In the state capable of
handling larger contracts.

The attached schedule (attachment A) reflects the
adjustments made allocating District staff time and other
expenses to district-operated services and contracted services.

Daily CanEc Eupilfg Uvi Mik PriYtt

The difference in costs between the district-operated opera-
tions and contracted operations is explained by the different
rates of driver and attendant compensation. We predicted In
1991 that much of this difference would disappear over the
coming years as the minimum wage requirements of the
State become applicable. According to the data compiled in
FY 1990*91, the daily coat per pupil per live mile on regular
routes ranged from $0,042 to 10.140 for contracted routes and
$0.09 for district-operated routes. At that time, only one
service area on contract had a higher rate than the District.
The FY 1994-95 data (attachment B) Indicated the daily cost
per pupil per live mile on regular routee increased to the
range between $0,051 and $0,128 for contracted and $0,100 for
district-operated routes with two service areas on contract
that were at a higher rate than the District Overall, this trend
indicates that the rate for the Anchorage School District
operated routes increased la daily cost by 2 percent while
dally costs for contracted routes Increased by as much as 22
percent over this Eve year period.

"orkction cf

The Anchorage School District has made a good faith effort to
reduce operating costs and increase effidarunee in delivering
vcrvices.

« Wages for drivers and attendants had been reduced
and virtually frozen from 1967 through 1995. The
only funds put Into the bargaining group between



199091 And 1994*95 ww* honuses for st/tty And
Attendant:*

e« Th* overall cost for driver* d«crei»*d with th*
Attrition of senior staff.

e N*w drivers were compensated at a lower rats in a

two-tiered wage scale until th* most recent contract
which went Into effect for FY 1995*96.

* There haa been low turnover among District em-
ployees compared to contractors.

e There is a much higher building principal satisfac-
tion with district-operated buses.

e The District’s contribution to the Driven Pension
Trust Fund was reduced hy 50% beginning July 1,
1907.

Meanwhile, driven for contracted s«rvices have received
increases in their wages due to th* minimum wage require-
ment pasted by the State. Commercial driven Licenses were
also required by April of 1992. This has impacted our contract
that went Into effect last year. The differences between the
District s operating coets and the coat of contracted services
has shrunk considerably since 1906 when the 66.83% reim-
bursement factor was Impneed by the Siam Contracted costs
have increased 65 percent since FY 199091 for an avenge
annual Increase of 10.9 percent while District cost (less con-
tracted coat) have Increased only 16 percent for an average
increase of 2.6 percent per year.

Hscal Contraded Pacat DWyArg. FRrcere  *of PPBB*

Ytsr 3805'5' toman WHCUANMM  IOBHL Bfiuae kXXVIK
199091 J 967 100 16

191*P 4J92A4 138% 10806 B 13 163%0
199983 4874134 110 10815 20 1% 5%}
1983HA 5373473 103 13O 71 137 13
1906 57486 71 o6 @9 1B 08
19656 33300 10J 9 (01)] 16* 28
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In contrast, overall District costs, less contracted tnnsporta*
Hon costs have not increased at the same rate.

Oswtl Goit

Al m Petont DadyAvg Perce® eof Paosr
Yfir Tnnavl ITICHI 100Bvi Route 1oQOVi
1wM1 *4.7%(47 3, 7

012 5.4 4.5 334 1) 71 ao%
1928 53P9W 37 4511 12 4 77
°9BA 54183 @& 4527 3] K2 )
Mp 313BOD @A) 65K> (¢29)) fl @
19V IBOMW>* 77 6,441 1 a 00
* Budgeted

In addition, the Anchorage School District has made efforts to
Increase operating efficiencies b purchas_lng larger capacity
buses to replace Older buses. The capacity on these larger
buses has increased from 65 to 85. Fuel mileage has also
increased from 45 Miles per gallon (gasoling) to 9 miles per
gallon by going to diesel ogerated buses. The capability to
increase the capacity 0N €ach bus allows more students to be
transported with fEWer routes.

Comparisons

Even with this differential between wages, the District's
wages for bus driven IS significantly lower than the compen-
sation paid by the Municipality of Anchorage for People
Mover drivers OF for wages required by the State under the
Little D»vis-Bacon law regardlng prevailing wages for driven
on public construction Projects.

Summny

In summary. It is our belief that the Anchorage School
District's rate of reimbursement should be adjusted to more
accurately reflect the costs incurred. Costs for contracted
services have Increased with the State mandated minimum
wage requirement for drivers thereby substantially decreasing
the difference between District costs and contracted costs. In
addition, tne allocation of District coats to the contractor for



services provided to the contractor makes this cost differen-
tial even smaller. The main focus, however, is the existence
of some apparent inequities which continue to exist in the
statewide system despite the legislative audit recommenda-
tion*. We remain willing to work with you and your staff to
develop appropriate recommendation* for regulatory or
statutory change*.

We would be glad to answer any question* you may have
regarding this request Please contact Janet Stokeebary, Chief
Financial Officer at 269-2301 or Steve Kalmes, Director of
Pupil Transportation at 563-3022.

Sinccrely,

Bob Christal

Superintendent

BC/J5/BM

Attachment



VNCHOIUGI SCHOOL DISTRICT
PL PIL TRANSPORTATION

CALCI'LATION TO REFLECT TMI DAILY RATI PER ROUTE

IASED ON ACTUAL EXPENDITURES FOR FISCAL Y1aR INDINO JUNE 50. 1995

FY 4.3 Pupil Tramporuuon Eependtum
Contracted Sef*«a*»Admim*<ranvt
In-ljeu-oM rvuponanoa

Toui Acaul FY 94-95 Expenditure** **

VJjusonwu:

PtnooMI Time Allocation-
Director
Trentporuuon Planner
Route Scheduler
Tr*riponeuon Supcnijor
Sefety Office |2)
Statuiy
Senior Oerfc
Ditpetther (2)
VeWde Mt»««ftince Supermot
Adm.niitnuve Aitutaat

SuQOcoui

Profttitoaal Serpen AUoceoca;
Puptt Tn/uporuoon Aodil
EduJoi brtaM Fee

ipepcr AdvcroKment
Subtotal

Other

Getting Cuvdi

Hiitrdowi Row-DiKna

Kjitdtrprtta Revkm O imet

Kxunfcx* RouBM-Connaar*

KiMrrpnra Routei-Confcaead**

Inst.ev-orE* penditurn **

Ralnbo* factory**

:«V Acfcwauemjve Charge*
Subtotal

Toul Ad/uttmcnu

TeoJ AdfUtted Expenditure}

Actual
Etpendirure

11.413.012 0)

11.413.012Q)

72.19100
41.55)00
*6.6* 00
*6.674.00
61.129 00
21.419.00
24.665.00
32.624.20
65.677.00
)543600

5000 00
15.000.00
1000 00

17X92J1
3J7.P5d.19
1%0.541.64
742.M1.73
1374*732
2J.499J2
624 )6
1%4.07732

11 *15 012.0)

Dittnct-
Opemed

5.656.696.4)
470.07
JU.499 52

~ 5642.66%03

<21479J0)
(24.9)140)
£21.004.40)
(15.005J0
(24.431.60)
(2.144.90)
(7.404J0)
(1.2A2A3)
(667.70)

irms

(140000)
(340000

S

(17.29111)
(27077.10
(160J41.64)

d 00

0.00
(25.4995 1)
0.00
1%4,077J2
<*01J2).7D

*56049).77)

5.102:172.23

Attachment

Contracted

J.751IM60
(470.07)

12S.4*W2>
3.7)2.416 01

2*479.20
24.9)1.10
24004 20
)5.005J0
2A.451.60

2.144.90

7.404J0
3.262.42

6J67.70
000
16X66002

1X00.00
£,00100)

)JJOMO
94CCUI0

000

(372430.17)
(1574*7JD
23.499J2

(«4J4)
000

5.4004)300

Other
Ktpendicum

000

000

000

17X9111
274.977 10
160J4164
371.4)0*7
157.6*7J:

0
620
(144.077 32)

912.476 71

vy 912437

912.4*6*1

* The Dutnc\-«t*r»Md uneuM iftd o* J* *3r<nw»tj>« (Atrft eqoati J3401-24)41 fee Mmomm raponadfcy if*

Stxe.
oo The toul

Fanory rqu&di S5.221.1T2 96. the w m n report*! foy tf* Sum
u>i Kiurtout Route Md Kirnkffarwa Sr*actu Tnaeponad.

for CoMranad p*w Ir-L m~0i bpradtami Uu HndM B " p w .ad Ratafcer-
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Mteag* DWjuiscnmnt ReiM®*

FI*cM Y ur 1094-06 TOTAL DAILY PERROUTE
DALY  OAILY DAILY
TOTAL AVERAGE AVERAG  TOTAL COST  COST AVERAGE AVERAGE 006T
NO.OF MO.OF NO.OFLr AMOUNT FBI PR No.oF No Ofuive per
ROLFTES PUPIS  MIES PUAL USE  PURLS MLES RATE  PUPMMLE
SERVICE AREAW
REGUAf * 2] 1.323 462 3.64764 2.76 8.07 63 22 17370 0 1261
|
SERVICE AREA fV
REGULAR 27 1.066 672 5053.44 254 752 74 25 187 16 0 1021
DISTRICT OPERATED .
RFOIAf | 54 4.705 2051 1766472 380 072 87 38 33120 0.1001
SERVICE AREA VI
REGULAR 24 1,032 611 4264 76 221 6.06 81 25 177 70 00667
SERVICE AREA 1
OROWOOO 2 97 134 37654 3.68 261 49 67 16627 00579
HGH SCHOOL 1 23 =) 24721 1075 261 23 66 24720 0 1222
SERVICE AREA 1
REGULAR 31 2232 1,561 571320 2.68 3.66 72 50 16430 0 0508

160 12300 6,660
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TOTAL DAA.Y

TOTAL AVEFAGE

NO.OF HO.OF
ROUTES  PURLS
SERVICE AREAl
GTtDSVOOOELEM 2 76
HIGH SCHOOL 1 24
DISTRCT OPERATED
REGULAR 48 3,965
SERVICE AREA
REGULAR 17 954
SERVICE AREA V]
REGULAR 21 1,728
SBMOEAREAI
REGULAR 30 2524
SERVICE AREA rv
REGULAR 24 1,773
143 It,084

TOTAL
AMOUNT

62 328.60
82 255 84

15.681.10

597 2.567.10
3,521.76

4.426.24

3,655.01

5,784

DALY
CosT

PUPL

4.32
10.66

394

2.69

2.04

175

201

DAILY

QosT
pet
MLE

5.30
312

821

4 30

4 64

3.64

3.07

average
NO OF
PUPtS

38
24

83

56

82

64

74

Al (4C)iac»i.

PCBROUN.

AVERAGE
NO. OF LIVE
MLES

31
62

40

35

36

41

46

RATE

164.30
255 84

326.69

151 01

167 70

14754

146 13

QALY
006T
PER
PUPILMLE

0.1395
0.1300

0 0989

0 0766

0 0564

0 0433

0 0416
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FkcN Yaar 1984 95

SPECIAL AREA 1
GHMOOO*

DCSTRCT OPERATED
SPECIAL EDUCATION

SERVCE AHEAI
SPECIAL EDUCATION 1

SERVICE AREA*
SPECIAL EDUCATION

SEIMCE AREAV
SPECIAL EDUCATION

NO. OF
ROUTES

27

12

19

20

79

* Not nfebitfMd by ft* St*».

281

67

154

211

716

TOTAL DAILY

MLES

98

1,068

593

*706

76ft

3251

TOTAL AVERAGE AVERAGE TOTAL
NO OF VO.OF UVf AMOUNT
RJRL6

291.06

11,555.71

2,810 82

4,200.70

499110

DAHY
CosT
FBI
PUPL

14553

46.04

41.95

27.21

17.71

DALY

Al tJt ItiM HI

PERROUTE

COST AVERAGE AVERAGE

PER
MAE

2.97

10.62

4.74

5.95

6.35

NO CF
PUPAS

14

NO. OF LIVE
ARtES

98

40

49

37

39

RATE

211.06

427.99

234 24

221 09

249 56

Y

QALY
0061
FBI
PUPLAIILE

1.4950

11631

0 8490

0.7341

04520
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Fiscal Ymt 199091

SPECIAL AREA VI
QRDWOOQOO

D6TT8CT OPERATED
SPECML EDUCATION

SERVICE AREAI
SPECIAL EOUCATtON

9ERMCE AREAV
SPEOML EDUCATION

SERVICEAREA 1
SPECIAL EDUCATION

NO. OF
ROUTES

21

30

15

7C

103

286

48

188

108

TOTAL DAILY

TOTAL AVEIWJE AVERAGE
NO.OF MO.OFUVt AMOUNT

mts MLES

485

1176

584

851

101

2877

TOTAL

3.913.95

11,383.68

1,675.08

3,046.68

221.18

DAILY
CoSsT

PURL

38.00

38.59

3641

18.86

36.87

0A8Y

006T
PER
MLE

8.07

968

297

4.68

219

ALTd<IIMI |||

WUPUTE

AVERAGE AVERAGE

NO. Of
PUPILS

10

10

NO OFUVE
MLES

23

39

63

43

101

RATE

186.38
379 4,
186 12

203 11

221.19

M

DAILY
CoeT

PER
PUPUMAE

1.6453

0.9644

0 5611

0 4529

0 3650
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KMmgcbwe»rrRegular
Pik ™ Year 1994-95

TOTAL
NO. OP
ROUTES
SFRVICP. ARRA Il
REGULAR 21
SERVICE AREA IV
REGULAR 27
DISTRICT OPERATED
REGULAR I 34
SERVICF AREA VI
RBGULAR 24
SERVICE AREA I
G4RDWOOO 2
HIOIl SCHOOL 1
SERVICE AREA 1
REGULAR 31
140

(I( Ha >itortile

NO.OF
PUPILS

2J066

2.577

6.129

2,457

11
23

3,041

(7) Cmvactad ia< par route tfttWdn *7* dkxMad i

TOTAL DAILY

AVERAGE AVERAGE
NO. OF LIVE
MIIL.ES

470

73)

2.214

659

141
18

1.654

3.959

TOTAL
AMOUNT

4019.40

5.559.X

17,742.71

4.747.92

421.91
247.11 |

6,216.49

DAILY
COST

PER

PUPIL

193

2.16

219

1.93

3.16
10 74

2.06

DAILY
cooT
PER
ROLE

1.53

7.31

1.01

7.20

3.04
211

3.10

KVERAOE AVERAGE
NO. OF LIVE
MHJES

NO. OF
PUPILS

95

103

36

71

9t

PER ROUTE

22

21

41

27

71

5)

Revised Auechmeei ¢

Date M«rf>26, 1996

[
12
RATE

191.40

205.90

121.37

79/13

214,49
24711

2]12.79

DAILY
COoSsT

pea
runuM itE

0THG69

0.0793

0.0704

00541
0 1221

00)17

nlfroa iSc Auici lyualc ta4a avnanal7 23 parim Il f1193.973J5 dr*deby 131 rwMa.lidi by 171 /* )



Mileage Dijforacmeat-Spocbl education

Fatal Year 1994.95

SPECIAL AREA I
GIRDWOOD*

DISTRICT OPERATED
SPEOAI EDUCATION

SERVK.T. AREA 1
SPECIAL EDUCATION

SERVICE AREA V|
SPECIAL EDUCATION

SERVICE AREA V
SPEOAI. EDUCATION

* Hotitanhuma by N Suit

TOTAL
NO.OP
ROUTES

27

19

20

79

NO. OP
PUPILS

251

67

154

211

755

(1) NededwrwferkaMNo* m dkwdwgammy~"*,
2] Cenwudmiroai Uc”lu Ae#Hdc*I***aiNeaU«B *Mntl<ai/*aeuiiUw-K*rief 177)perouU

|3) Mcbdea <K dtdy rale fow ttw aftemfca*.

TOTAL DAB.Y

AVERAGE AVERAGE
‘40 OF 13VI

MILES

9*

.OM

59)

706

796

3751

TOTAL
AMOUNT

319.n

11.7)9.60

3.0%6 96

459059

5.674 20

DAILY
COST
PER
PUPIL

159,57

46 77

4571

2911

20 19

DAILY
COST
PER
MILE

1.76

1099

5.17

6.30

722

average

NO. OP
PUPILS

14

(1195575 U dtrvfe fav 1)4 tvumt,

Aevbed AltadiranB
Dale: Mvth76. 1996

PCI ROUTE

AVERAGE
NO OPUVE
MILES

91

40

49

37

59

DAILY
HI 12 COST
01 PER
RATE PUPILAOLE
319.13 1.62*2
434*0 /  11%24
255 51 09261
24161 0J022
2*3.71 05131
171 dirt-)



Lawrence A. Wiget, Ed.D.

Director, Government Relations/Legislative Liaison
Anchorage School District

4600 Deban Road

Anchorage, Alaska 99519-6614

(W) 907 269-2255 (FAX) 907 269-2340

TO: Representative Con Bunde
Representative Norm Rokeberg
Representative Cynthia Toohey

Subject: Proposed Pupil-Transportation Amendment to CS FOR No.
SB 244 (FIN) am

Date: April 23, 1996

The Anchorage School District strongly opposes the following amendment to
CS for Senate Bill No. 244 (FIN) am which passed in HHESS this afternoon:

On page 1, Amend line 10 to read:
shall provide the same daily cost [level of] reimbursement per
bus for transportation provided on a

This amendment would result, in the words of DOE's attached fiscal note, " in
reduced reimbursement to the Anchorage School District and a net savings to
the state general fund.

The original intent of adding pupil transportation to SB 244 was to rectify an
inequity in transportation reimbursement to the Anchorage School District
which has been occurring throughout the past decade.

We strongly urge that the following language be substituted for the above-
mentioned amendment.

On page 1, Amend line 10 and 1L to read as follows:

shall reimburse school districts for district operated pupil
transportation routes 100%. less 5Q% for.hazardous. [provide the same
daily cost reimbursement per bus) for transportation provided on

The Anchorage School District has been diligent in reducing costs for district
operated services. During the past several years, the cost of contracted
transportation has been rising at a higher rate than District operated Services.



APR-23-1996 19:10

2

The current language in the bill regarding pupil transportation does not
correct past or current infequities and is unacceptable to the Anchorage School .
District

We do not believe that is the intent of the Anchorage Caucus to_ further
reduce pupil transportation funding to the Anchorage School District Please
rectify the problem.

Steve Kalmes, director of pupil transportation, will be more than hafdpg to
talk with each of you regarding this Issue. He can be reached at 563-3022.

We are also prepared to testify on this issue before »he Legislature if it should
be necessary.

Thank you!
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fiPR-23-% TLE 14:12 P02
FISCAL NOTE

STATE CF ALASKA Bum. lam

1996 LEGISLATIVE SESSION'

Revision Data: 4/2379%6
r.i, In Artaluieag «mmtaundatem akiaM wiaalWTIltrti ry

arete tid >y "*m<<»"e tfKItnK:
«ehnnl censtmdiofl NAItS

Sponsor  Senate Rules Cammfaee t> Hmuefl------
Requester: fngcs cemmin—  -- COMPONENT SERIAL NO. 544

opMATIWG PY57" FT9O FY 99 FT00 FY 01 m>2
PERSONAL SERVICES
TRAVEL

Oepinmem AHecied: Education

Component: PupHIrapjoenmion

contractual

SUPPLIES

EQUIPMENT

LAND A STRUCTURES

GRANTS, CLAIMS £1.092.0 S20T25  $2,1130 KJ56.2 $21983

MISCELLANEQUS !
TOTAL OPERATBWJ ST.002.0 $2,031.8  S20725 52.1139

CAPITAL EXPENDITURES | 10 |
CHANGE IN REVENUCS I 00

1002 Federal Reenpo :
1003 GF Match

1009 OF S$19920 SZ0318  $2,0725 $2,1139 $2,199.3
1005 GF/PtujnmRcccipU

1006 GIVMHTIA

Other
TOTAL $19020 .« 03!S. Kk s | 121130 $2.1562 $21993

full-time 0
PART-TIME 0
TEMPORARY 0
Estimate of current yew (FY96) impact: S2 flffi*43

ANALYSIS: (Atrache separate peg* if ncccseary) _
The fiscal impact noted Above is based on the assumption mat Anchorage drsuxa-operated pope transportation would be

reimbursed at 100%. instead of the current fiC.83%. An inflation factor of 2 %ts added to suBsequent years.

Another interpretation of tha language of ttvs amendment Is that tha district-operated school buses wiil be reimbursed at  *
'tha sama daty w e established by pupil transportation contracts inthe school district. This intarpretadon would 1
reduced reimbursement 1o Anchorage School District and a net savings to the state general lund.

The effective tfatfi of the bHwill causa a pmrattan ol pupa transportation In FYQ6.
Preparedby: RWWiriats PwoiTraipaonaiion Admlruiretar Phone: jJH HW L

Ohision: ifhoalFinance S 1 Date: — 9g3ffifi. o
Approved by Commissioner. / — Richud S.Cross. Depute Carrmiaaianer

Agency: Etircilcr Cate: _4/23/96

t _
PREPARER TO PROVIOE ALL DISTRIBUTION COPIES TO GOVERNOR'S LEGISLATIVE OFFICE
r< M M I4sil r +'ntain*Son catt 1 Oc«*mer'l lupdrSn Ofhem

TOTAL P.03



MOUSE COMMITTEE REPORT

B?ﬂe Relerred to Committee: April 17, 1996 FURTHER REFERRALS: Finance

Date of Committee Actione N 130 /W
The HEALTH. EDUCATION AND SOCIAL SERVICES Committee considered: CSSB 244(FIN) am

CS FOR SENATE BELL NO. 244(FIN) am CALCULATION OF STATE AID TO EDUCATION

“An Act relating to transportation of public school students; relating to school construction grants; relating to state
foundation aid and supplementary state aid for education; and providing for an effective date.”

recommends it be replaced / \ [ ] the same title
with the following committee substitute HC-S ~ LnES) AN a new title
[ ] additional referral to Committee

f lattached amendments)

ADOPTS: Letter of Intent
ATTACHES NEW FISCAL NOTEC(s): B0 APPROVES PREVIOUS: (DtpVDWi)
I J fiscal note(s) fo] fiscal note(s) nogr/l n-iji

[ J zero fiscal note(s) [ ] zero fiscal note(s)



Tony Knowles P O Box 110001
GOVERNOR Juneau. Alaska 99811-0001

(907) 465-3500
Fax (907) 465-3532

State of Alaska
OFFICE OF THE GOVERNOR

Juneau

January 26, 1996 £

The Honorable Drue Pearce
Senate President

Alaska State Legislature
State Capitol

Juneau, AK 99801-1182

Dear President Pearce:

Under the authority ofarticle Ill, sec. 18 of the Alaska Constitution, | am
transmitting a bill relating to state aid for education. This bill ensures the
continued receipt of approximately $35 million in federal dollars for public
schools and fixes the long-standing problem of funding for single site school
districts.

| promised Alaskans I would build a school funding program that is better than
what we have today. |envision a foundation program that is fair, equitable, and
accountable. At the same time it must have funding levels that are affordable, both
now and in the future, and it must protect the partnership between state, federal
and local dollars. While we continue to make progress toward this goal, this bill
takes a substantial first step in addressing the immediate funding issues.

This fiscal year, the state has allocated approximately $640 million through the
foundation program. Almost all of this is from the state general fund, with $5
million from the Public School Trust Fund, and $35 million from the federal
Impact aid program (the so-called P.L. 81-874 funds).

In order to consider the impact aid when calculating the state’s portion of school
funding, the federal government requires the state to pass a “disparity test” which
measures the variation in revenues between our richest and poorest school districts.
The federal government recently lowered the maximum allowable disparity in
revenues between the districts from 25 percent to 20 percent. The program will
also be based on two-year prior data. Thus, in order to consider impact aid dollars
in the state’s FY 1998 school funding, we must have no more than a 20 percent
disparity in FY 1996. Under our current formula, the state cannot meet this new
disparity test.



This bill will fix the disparity test problem beginning with fiscal year 1997 by
providing supplemental state aid of $500 per instructional unit value for regional
educational, attendance areas (REAAS), the districts that receive the least revenue
because of their inability to levy taxes for a local contribution to their schools.
This essentially “raises the floor” of our school district funding levels —bringing it
closer to the ceiling of the wealthier districts.

This supplemental funding will not mean a substantial cost to the state because we
will also consider more of the federal funding to REAAS as an offset to state
funding. Currently, only 90 percent of federal aid to REAAS is considered in
determining the amount of state aid. This bill increases that to 95 percent - for
REAAs only. This will not affect the school districts that make larger local
contributions.

Unfortunately, this bill cannot help us achieve 20 percent disparity for FY 1996.
To accomplish that, I will be requesting reallocating $1.2 million in expected lapse
money in this year’s foundation formula program. That will provide additional
funding to the REAAS, mirroring what section 2 of this bill will accomplish
through supplemental state aid in FY 1997. This bill, together with my
reappropriation request, will ensure that Alaska meets the federal 20 percent
disparity test this year and in future years, protecting the state’s ability to consider
federal impact aid when allocating state aid.

This bill also provides full funding for districts that have come to be known as
“single site school districts.” These districts have lobbied for years for a change in
the foundation formula that would adequately fund their schools. While
permanent funding changes have not been affected in statute, the legislature has
annually included special grants in the budget for single site districts. It is time to
fix this problem once and for all.

To that end, this bill increases the instructional units of 2 qualifying district by
multiplying its units by a percentage between six and 12 The smaller the district,
the higher the percentage multiplier. More instruction units translates into more
state aid. This simple revision corrects a longstanding problem, and obviates the
need for the annual battle for single site appropriations. It is time to let the single
site districts go home and redirect their efforts to where they are needed most, to
children in the classroom.



Alaska Department of Education
Sectional Analysis for Foundation Formula Legislation

SB 244: "An Actrelating to state foundation aid and supplementary state aid
for education; relating to transportation of public school students; relating to
school construction grants; and providing for an effective date."

Section 1. Section 1requires the department to reimburse district operated
transportation services at the same level as contracted transportation services.

Section 2. Section 2 establishes in statute the department's policy which
considers students in temporary facilities as "unhoused" students for the
purposes of evaluating capital improvement projects.

Section 3. Section 3 of the bill would amend AS 14.17.021 by adding a new
subsection applicable only to regional educational attendance areas (REAAS). In
calculating state foundation aid for REAASs, 96% of eligible federal impact aid
will be deducted from basic need. Calculation of foundation aid for dty and
borough school districts will remain unchanged, with 90% of eligible impact aid
deducted. The 96% deduction for REAAS recognizes thatno required local
contribution is deducted from REAAS' basic need. The savings to the state,
which results from the increased impact aid deduction, will cover the majority of
the cost to implement the supplementary aid to REAAS setout in section 4 of this

bill.

Section 4. Subsection (a) creates a new section of statute to provide
supplementary aid to REAAs based on a flat rate per adjusted instructional unit.
The flat rate is referred to as the unit allotment. Initially the unit allotment is set
at $500.00 per adjusted unit. This amount will increase the value of the adjusted
units in REAAs so that disparity of revenues between the 5% and 95%
percentiles of districts will be 20%, the maximum allowable under the new
federal impact aid statutes.

Section 5. Section 5 contains transition language, or a "hold-harmless"

provision, which provides school districts with the same level of foundation
revenue they were entitled to prior to implementation of this legislation.

Section 6. AS 14.17, the foundation program, shall not be applied for funding
public education after June 30,1997,

Section 7. Establishes aJuly 1,1995 effective date for sections 3-5.

Section 8. The legislation takes effectimmediately after receiving the
Governor's signature.

Apil 22199 JM(Tiin*h244*ecl(ioc



DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION THE FOLLOWING TARIE COMPARES ANCHORAGE SCHOOL DISTRICT

PUPIL TRANSPORTATION TRANSPORTATION AT 100*. OF ACTUAL AUDITED EXPENSES FOR FY95 FOR THE

4/24/% DISTRICT-OPERATED SYSTEM AS REPORTED TO THE DEPARTMENT IN THE
DISTRICTS STATEMENT OF OPERATIONS THE NUMBERS OF STUDENTS
TRANSPORTED AND DAILY MILES ARE AVERAGES COMPILED FROM MONTHLY
TRANSPORTATION REPORTS SUBMITTED TO THE DEPARTMENT.

COST OF DISTRICT-OPERATED
TRANSPORTATION IS HIGHER.

TOTAL  AVERAGE. STUDENTS TOTAL ~ ANNUAL APPROX.

FY95 ROUTE DAILY COST TRANSPORTED DAILY COSTPER COSTPER
ANCHORAGE COST BUSES PER BUS DAILY MILES  STUDENT MILE V
in
DISTRICT-OPERATED $5.601.243.82 8l $409.26 6.079.56 3,136 $954.22 $1ol.57
CONTRACTED $5,228,172.98 158 $189.08 10.180.66 5.939 *513.54 $5.03
TOTALS  *11.029.416.80 239 16,260.22 9,075

THIS TABLE COMPARES ANCHORAGE SCHOOL DISTRICT TRANSPORTATION
USING THE CURRENT METHOD OF REIMBURSING THE DISTRICT-OPERATED
PORTION AT 66.83% OF ACTUAL AUDITED EXPENSES.

COST OF D'STRICT-OPERA+ED TRANSPORTATION
IS STILL HIGHER AFTER PERCENTAGE IS APPLIED.

TOTAL  AVERAGE STUDENTS TOTAL  ANNUAL APPROX. ?

FY95 ROUTE DAILY COST TRANSPORTED DAILY COSTPER COSTPER
ANCHORAGE REIMBURSEMENT BUSES PER BUS DAILY MILES  STUDENT
DISTRICT-OPERATED $3.876.9712A 81 $27351 6.079.56 3,136 *637.71 $7.08
CONTRACTED $5,228,172.98 158 $189.08 10.18066 5,939 $513 54 $5.03
TOTALS $9,105,144.22 239 16,260.39 3,075

TOTAL ROUTE BUSES* INCLUDES BOTH REGULAR AND SPECIAL EDUCATION BUSES FOR WHICH THE DISTRICT
RECEIVES STATE REIMBURSEMENT.

"AVERAGE DAILY COST PER BUS' IS BASED ON PROVIDING TRANSPORTATION 175 DAYS.

$PTRANS\ISSTATS.XLS



DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION ANCHOHAGE DISTRICT-OPERATED TRANSPORTATION

PUPIL TRANSPORTATION REIMBURSED AT 100% OF AUDITED EXPENSES.
FY97 PROJECTION —
UPDATED 4/24/%
FYo7 Ocv.'s Budget Senate Finance

PROJECTED FYS8less 0% FY9%6 Funding Level
DISTRICT ENTITLEMENT 84 02V. Prwatwn OiHwence 91.33V. Prorancn Dittoence
ADAK $0.00 $.00 $0.00 $0,00 $000
ALASKA GATEWAY 44322455 372398 99 7002556 404,781.51 3844304
ALEUTIANS EAST 4684549 3936228 7483821 4278509 406340
ANCHORAGE 12,280.31300 1031796841 1962.346.59 1121518297 i.06513203
ANNETTE ISLAND 2201100 1849373 3517.27 20,101.88 1,009.12
BERING STRAITS 37,31248 31.350.09 5962.39 34,076.19 323629
BRISTOL BAY 214,502.00 18022541 3427859 195897.10 1860431
CHATHAM 1517314 1274853 242461 13837.10 131804
COPPER RIVER 55152150 46339051 88,130.99 503.68533 4783817
CORDOVA 56.63635 r 4758608 9.050.27 51,724.00 491235
CRAIG 1742845 1464177 2,78468 1591497 15114*
DELTA/GREELY 90242361 75821902 14420378 824,151.98 7827183
DENAU 237.648.75 24168102 45964.83 262.697.73 24.949.02
DILLINGHAM 31300413 262987.28 3001684 295,659.74 2714838
FAIRBANKS 5,299564.00 4452,71428 846,845.72 4,839,908.79 459.657.21
GALENA 3703862 3111999 591863 33.92607 321254
HAINES 16302201 13697172 2605028 14888231 14139.70
hoonah 3657982 3073451 584531 3340707 317275
HYDABURG 304046 331079 62867 359089 341.70
IDITAROD 4490828 37,806.03 719023 41.0935! 3902.75
JUNEAU 1,365.794.55 114754589 21824868 1,247332.48 11846207
KAKE 2841226 2219166 422058 2412139 2,290.86
KASHUNAMIUT 293980 247003 469.77 268401 25498
KENAL PENINSULA 3267.82203 2.745636.77 52218526 2.984.387.78 28343425
KETCHIKAN 84393230 709,07520 134,857.10 77015191 73198.39
KIAWOCK 7,261.99 6,101.55 118044 6,63212 629.87
KODIAK 705612.95 592,858.75 11275421 84441188 " 61,20128
KUSPUK 10538792 88.555.75 1684213 96,259 24 9.141.98
LAKE & PENINSULA 105,50424 80.645.07 16,059.17 96,353.34 9,150.90
LOWER KUSKOKWIM 260.185.16 21050859 41,376.58 237,61803 2256714
LOWER YJKON 2437823 20482.72 309555 22.26383 211445
MAT-SU 6.050,745.00 5,083.859.47 966.885.53 552593417 524,810.83
NENANA 88606.36 7444741 1415895 80,921.10 768526
NOME 20371263 17116014 3255249 18604363 17.669.00
NORTH SLOPE 38503246 306.701.70 58.330.77 33337141 31.661.06
PELICAN 163364 137259 28105 149195 141691
PETERSBURG 12095905 101,630.26 19.328.79 110467.88 10491.37
SITKA 37252503 31299858 59.529.05 34021410 3231093
SKAGWAY 599050 504000 958.70 347913 520.37
SOUTHEAST ISLAND 166046 73 14119520 : 485353 15347304 14575.69
SOUTHWEST REGION 62,207.33 52,267.20 994058 5681229 539559
TANANA 856334 7,194.95 136839 7.820.60 74274
UNALASKA 166,21726 139,656.39 2656087 151,80042 1441684
VALDEZ 29336175 P46.50049 46,08128 28793531 2844644
WRANGELL 13412552 112592.78 2143274 122492.16 1163337
YAKUTAT 56,07943 4711817 896129 51,21540 4.664.05
YUKON FLATS 64,281.23 5400934 10.371.89 5070881 557543
YUKON/KOYUKUK 110,74229 93046.10 17,696.19 101,13707 960522
GROWTH FACTOR* 200,00000 169,040.78 31 95922 182.653.02 17,34698

TOTALS  $3596128921 $30214.61300 $5,746474.21 $3294219000  $3.119.09921

* GROWTH FACTOR IS AN ESTIMATED AMOUNT TO COVER AODIIIONAL COSTS DUE TO ENROLLMENT INCREASES AND
POPULATION SHIFTS. PROJECTED ENTITLEMENTS INCLUDE NEW CONTRACTS.
FAIRBANKS PROJECTED COST INCLUDES ONE NONPUBLIC BUS, JPTRANS\971PROJXLS



DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION ANCHORAGE (DISTRICT-OPERATED TRANSPORTATION

E%LPRTRO/ENES&%%RJAHON REIMBURSED USING THE CURRENT METHOD OP 66.83%
UPDATED vt OF AUDITED EXPENSES.
FY37 Gov.* Budget Senate Fmence
PAQJECTEO FY9619**8% FY96 Funding Level

OISTAICT ENYrUEMENT  88.08% ProfaHen Different* 96.68% Protaaon Diffifence
ADAK $.00 8000 10.00 $000 $0.00
ALASKA GATEWAY 443.224.55 39423849 4890806 42831792 14,706.63
ALEUTIANS EAST 4684643 4167049 517800 4529401 155448
ANCHORAGE 10,286,352.00 0161,216.32 113713568 994697419 34137781
ANNETTE ISLANO 22,011.00 19578-20 7432 21.280.65 73015
BERING STRAITS 37.31246 3316846 412402 3607441 r 123807
BRISTOL SAY 21450200 190.79384 2370816 207.384.61 7117.39
CHATHAM 1517314 134%.10 167703 14.66968 501.46
COPPfiR RIVER 55152150 49058375 60957.75 53322146 18.300.03
CORDOVA 96,636.35 50376 53 6.259.82 54.757.10 1879.25
CRAIG 1742845 1550037 192608 16 848.22 57823
DELTA/GREELY 90242361 802,681.87 9574174 872.480-29 2994312
DENALI 287646.73 257ex.16 31,79258 278.102.31 9544 41
DILLINGHAM 313,004.13 27840887 3459525 302.6t8.34 10.365.79
FAIRBANKS 529956400 4,71382167 585,74233 512371917 175.844.83
GALENA 3703862 3294447 409375 35.809.C4 1228 9t
HAINES 16302201 14500375 1801875 157,61277 540923
HOONAH 3657982 32536.78 404104 35,366.06 121378
HYDABURG 394046 3504.94 4.155% 3.809.71 13070
IDITAROD 44,996.26 40,022.98 497328 4350324 1,49302
JUNEAU 1.365,794.55 121483804 15095651 132047612 4531843
KAKE 26412-26 2349300 291978 2553567 87639
KASHUNAMIUT 293980 261487 32493 284225 9756
KENAI PENINSULA 3,267.322.03 2.906.641.05 381,18098 3.159.392.43 108429.60
KETCHIKAN 843932.30 75063541 93276.90 015923.7% 28,00252
XUWOCK 728199 6,45935 80264 7.021.03 240,96
KODIAK 705.812.95 62762401 77,9894 682,20091 2341294
KUSPUK 105.397.92 93,748.66 11,64927 101.900.72 349721
LAKE & PENINSULA 10550474 9384323 11,661.02 102,00350 3500.74
LOWER KUSKOKWIM 260.185.16 231,480 28.757.30 251.551.96 8.63330
LOWER YUKON 2437828 2168383 269445 23,969.38 806.90
MAT-SU 6.0S0.74500 538197775 668,707.75 584997523 200,769.77
NENANA 88,60636 7881301 9,79333 85.66631 2,940.00
NOME 20371263 16119698 2251565 196,95334 6,759.39
NORTH SLOPE 363,03746 324.686.70 4034577 35292032 1211214
PELICAN 183364 148308 18056 1$7944 5421
PETERSBURG 120.95905 107,589.87 1338918 11694551 401314
SITKA 37252503 33135114 4117389 360.1U.26 12.360.75
SKAGWAY 5909.90 533840 663.10 3.00043 19907
SOUTHEAST ISLAND 138,048.73 14947489 1857384 16247270 5576.02
SOUTHWEST REfflON 62,207.88 3533228 6,875.62 60,143.78 2064.12
TANANA 8583.34 761686 94648 827920 28414
UNALASKA 16621776 14704584 1837141 160,70200 551525
VALDEZ 293M1.75 26095529 3242046 283.U7.0S 9.734.70
WRANGELL 13412552 11930109 1462443 129675.10 445042
YAKUTAT 5807945 4980118 019827 54.218.87 1660.77
YUKON ALATS 64.28173 5717645 71047% 62.14812 2,13292
YUKON/KOYUKUK 11074229 9850233 1223996 107,067.75 367454
GROWTH FACTOR? 200,000.00 17789470 22105.30 193363.80 6.63620

TOTALS533 $3396932671  $30,214,.815.00 $3.75451121 $32842.190.00 11112713631

+ GROWTH FACTOR 15 AN ESTIMALED AMOUNT TO COVSR ADDITIONAL COSTS CKIETO ENROLLMENT INCREASES AND

POPULATION SHIFTS, PROJECTED ENTITLEMENTS INCLUDE NEW CONTRACTS.
FAIRBANKS PROJECTED COST INCLUDES ONE NONPUBLIC BUS, $PTRAN3\971 PROJXLS





