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SUBJECT: Sectional Summary of HCS CSSB 36(HES)
TO: Representative Con Bunde

Attn: Lynne Smith

FROM: Michael F. Ford
Legislative Counsel

You have requested a sectional summary of the above-described bill.

As a preliminary matter, note that a sectional summary of a bill should not be considered an
authoritative interpretation of the bill and the bill itself is the best statement of its contents.
If you would like an interpretation of the bill as it may a, ply to a particular set of
circumstances, please advise.

Section 1. Purpose section.
Section 2. Enacts new sections providing state funding for public schools.

Sec. 14.17.300 - Establishes the public school account and provides that money in the
account can only be used for public schools, community school programs or centralii’ed

correspondence study.

Sec. 14.17.400 - Provides that state aid for a school district is the amount calculated under
AS 14.17.410. Provides for a pro rata reduction in state aid if the amount appropriated is
insufficient to meet the authorized amounts.

Sec. 14.17.410 - Establishes a formula for funding public schools. Under subsection (b)
public school funding consists of state aid, a local contribution from both city or borough
school districts and regional educational attendance areas and eligible federal impact aid.
Subsection (b)( 1) determines state aid, subsection (b)(2) determines the city or borough local
contribution and (b)(3) is the regional educational attendance area local contribution.
Subsection (c) establishes an optional local contribution for city or borough school districts.
Subsection (d) prohibits state funding for a city or borough school district that does not make
the local contribution required under subsection(b)(2). Subsection (e) is a transition
provision for newly formed city or borough school districts. Subsection (f) provides
additional state aid for newly formed city or borough school districts. Subsection (g)
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provides that an R.E.A.A. is entitled to receive funds collected under AS 43.42 in that
R.E.AA.

Sec. 14.17.420 - Provides state funding for special needs children and for intensive services.

Sec. 14.17.430 - Provides state funding for the state centralized correspondence study
program, for district state-wide correspondence programs and for district-only

correspondence study programs.
Sec. 14.17.440 - Provides state funding for state boarding schools.

Sec. 14.17.450 - Establishes the school size factor for purposes of determining a school's
public school funding.

Sec. 14.17.460 - Establishes a district cost factor for puiposes of determining a district's
adjusted ADM. Also requires the department to monitor the cost factors and provide

proposed new factors ta the legislature beginning January 15, 2001.

Sec. 14.17.470 - Establishes the base student allocation for purposes of determining a
district's public school funding.

Sec. 14.17.500 - Requires certain student count data be reported to the department.

Sec. 14.17.505 - Establishes requirements concerning year-end fund balances for a school
district. Establishes a penalty for violating this section.

Sec. 14.17.510 - Requires the Department of Community and Regional Affairs to determine
the value of taxable real and personal property for purposes of calculating a city or borough
school district's local contribution.

Sec. 14.17.520 - Imposes a minimum expenditure for instruction requirement on school
districts.

Sec. 14.17.600 - Establishes student count reporting deadlines for school districts.

Sec. 14.17.610 - Establishes a payment schedule for state funding for school districts.
Requires excess funding be returned to the state and provides for advance payments at the

discretion of the commissioner.

Sec. 14.17.900 - Provides that AS 14.17 does not create a debt of the state. Requires each
district to operate under a balanced budget. Provides for pro rata reduction of state funding.

Sec. 14.17.910 - Establishes requirements regarding receipt and expenditure of district
public school funding.
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Ser. 14.17.920 - Requires the department to adopt regulations to implement AS 14.17.
Sec. 14.17.990 - Definitions.

Section 3. Repeals a provision requiring a report be provided to the chief school
administrator.

Section 4. Technical amendment.
Section 5. Technical amendment.
ScclioaA Technical amendment.
Section 7. Technical amendment.

Section 8. Technical amendment.

Section 9. Requires the department to develop certain student performance standards and
a student assessment system.

Section 10. Allows an R.E.A.A. school board to employ a chief school administrator.

Section 11. Repeals a requirement that the R.E.A.A. school board must employ a chief
school administrator.

section 12. Requires school districts be reimbursed for student transportation system costs
at certain percentages.

Section 13. Technical amendment.
Section 14. Technical amendment.

Section 15. Provides that a city or borough school district may employ a chief school
administrator.

Section 16. Requires a chief school administrator to follow school board policy.

Section 17. Requires that employees hired by a chief school administrator are subject to
school board approval.

Section 18. Repeals a requirement that state boarding schools hire a chief school
administrator.

Section 19. Technical amendment.
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Section 20. Technical amendment.

Section 21. Repeals a requirement that limited teacher certificates be requested through the
chiefschool administrator.

Section 22. Amends a provision relating to transfers of teachers.

Section 23. Amends a provision relating to intra district teacher assignments.
Section 24. Technical amendment.

Section 25. Technical amendment.

Section 26. Provides that an exceptional child shall be transported with other children if the
district provides transportation to other children in the district.

Section 27. Provides a funding formula for the special education service agency and
provides that if certain special education appropriations are insufficient, the allocation
described in this section shall be reduced on a pro rata basis.

Section 28. Technical amendment.
Section 29. Technical amendment.
Section 30. Technical amendment.
Section 31. Technical amendment.

Section 32. Technical amendment.

.Section 33. Establishes an employment tax in the unorganized borough, provides for
imposition, collection, reporting, and remittance of the tax. Provides a credit against the tax

for amounts paid in taxes in other areas.

Section 34. Provides that child care facility grants shall be adjusted by the same factor as
school district funding under AS 14.17.460.

Section 35. Repealers.
Section 36. Establishes a two year transition period for public school funding.

Section 37. Provides that regulations adopted before the effective date of this Act remain
in effect if consistent with the provisions of this Act. Requires the department to define by

regulation, the term "school".
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Section 38. Requires the initial proposed district cost factors be submitted to the department
by January 15,2001.

Section 39. Imposes a two year transition period for the base student allocation.

Section 40. Establishes a two year transition period for the minimum expenditure for
instruction requirement imposed under AS 14.17.520.

Section 41. Provides that the employment tax imposed by sec. 36 applies to compensation
and self-employment earnings received on or after January 1, 2001.

Section 42. Transition provision for special education funding.
Section 43. Effective date.

MFF:glc
98-208.glc
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HOUSE CS FOR CS FOR SENATE BILL NO. 36(HES)
IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA

TWENTIETH LEGISLATURE - SECOND SESSION
BY THE HOUSE HEALTH, EDUCATION AND SOCIAL SERVICES COMMITTEE

Offered:
Referred:

Sponsor(s): SENATORS PHILLIPS, Taylor, Halford, Wilken, Torgerson
A BELL
FOR AN ACT ENTITLED
"An Act relating to public schools; relating to the definition of a school district,
to the transportation of students, to employment of chief school administrators, to

school district layoff plans, to the special education service agency, and to the

child care grant program; and providing for an effective date.”

BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:

* Section 1. PURPOSE. The purposes of sec. 2 of this Act are to
(1) provide a level of funding through the public school funding program that

illows for an equitable level of educational opportunities for those students attending the

public schools of the state;
(2) provide an equitable level of funding to each school within a school

district; and
(3) impose a public school local contribution requirement on regional

educational attendance areas by impo>ition of a three percent employment tax in the

~organized borough.

-1- HCS CSSB 36(HES)
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* Sec. 2. AS 14.17 is amended by adding new sections to read:

Article 1. State Aid to Public Schools.

Sec. 14.17.300. Public school account, (a) The public school account is
established. The account consists of appropriations for distribution to school districts,
the state boarding school, and for centralized correspondence study under this chapter.

(b) The money in the account may be used only in aid of public schools,
including community school programs, and for centralized correspondence study
programs under this chapter. .

Sec. 14.17.400. State aid for districts, (a) The state aid for which a school
district is eligible in a fiscal year is equal to the amount for which a district qualifies
under AS 14.17.410.

(b) If the amount in the public school account is insufficient to meet the
amounts authorized under (a) of this section for a fiscal year, the department shall
reduce pro rata each district's basic need by the necessary percentage as determined
by the department. If the basic need of each district is reduced under this subsection,
the department shall also reduce state funding for centralized correspondence study and
the state boarding school by the same percentage.

Sec. 14.17.410. Public school funding, (a) A district is eligible for public

school funding in an amount equal to the sum calculated under (b) and (c) of this

section.

(b) Public school funding consists of state aid, a required local contribution,

and eligible federal impact aid determined as follows:

1) state aid equals basic need minus a required local contribution an

90 percent of eligible fee' al impact aid for that fiscal year; basic need equals the sum
obtained under (D) of this paragraph, multiplied by the base student allocation set out
in AS 14.17.470;district adjusted ADM is calculated as follows:
(A) the ADM of each school in the district is calculated by
applying the school size factor to the student count as set out inAS 14.17.450;
(B) the number obtained under (A) of this paragraph is
multiplied by the district cost factor described in AS 14.17.460;

(C) the ADMs of each school in a district, as adjusted according

HCS CSSB 36(HES) 2
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to (A) and (B) of this paragraph, are added; the sum is then multiplied by the
special needs factor set out in AS 14.17.420(a)(1);

(D) the number obtained for intensive services

AS 14.17.420(a)(2) and the number obtained for correspondence study under
AS 14.17.430 are added to the number obtained under (C) of this paragraph;

(2) the required local contribution of a city or borough school district
is the equivalent of a four mill tax levy on the full and true value of the taxable real
and personal property in the district as of January 1 of the second preceding fiscal
year, as determined by the Department of Community and Regional Affairs under
AS 14.17.510 and AS 29.45.110, not to exceed 100 percent of a district’s basic need
for the preceding fiscal year as determined under (1) of this subsection;

(3) the local contribution of a regional educational attendance area is
equal to the employment tax imposed under AS 43.42 that is collected in the previous
fiscal year from individuals, including nonresidents, employed in the regional
educational attendance area.

(c) In addition to the local contribution required under (b)(2) of this section,
a city or borough school district in a fiscal year may make a local contribution of not
more than the greater of

(1) the equivalent of a two mill tax levy on the full and true value of
the taxable real and personal property in the district as of January 1 of the second
preceding fiscal year, as determined by the Department of Community and Regional
Affairs under AS 14.17.510 and AS 29.45.110; or

(2) 23 percent of the district’s basic need for the fiscal year under
(b)(1) of this section.

(d) State aid may not be provided to a city or borough school district if the
local contributions required under (b)(2) of this section have not been made.

(e) If acity or borough school district is established after July 1, 1998, for the
first three fiscal years in which the city or borough school district operates schools,
local contributions may be less than the amount that would otherwise be required

under (b)(2) of this section, except that

(1) in the second fiscal year of operations, local contributions must be

-3 HCS CSSB 36(HES)
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at least the greater of
(A) the local contributions, excluding federal impact aid, for the

previous fiscal year; or

(B) the sum of 10 percent of the district’s eligible federal
impact aid for that year and the equivalent of a two mill tax levy on the full
and tiue value of the taxable real and personal property in the city or borough
school district as of January 1 of the second preceding fiscal year, as
determined by the Department of Community and Regional Affairs under
AS 14.17.510 and AS 29.45.110; and

(2) in the third year of operation, local contributions must be at least

the greater of
(A) the local contributions, excluding federal impact aid, for the

previous fiscal year; or

(B) thesum of 10 percent of the district’s eligible federal
impact aid for that yearand the equivalent of a three mill tax levy on the full
and true value of the taxable real and personal property in the district as of

January 1 of the second preceding fiscal year, as determined by the Department

of Community and Regional Affairs under AS 14.17.510 and AS 29.45.110.

(F) A school district is eligible for additional state aid in the amount by which
the local contributions that would otherwise have been required under (b)(2) of this
section exceed the district’s actual local contributions under (e) of this section.

(@) In the fiscal yearfollowing the fiscal year of collection, a regional
educational attendance area is, subject to appropriation, entitled to receive money
collected under AS 43.42 in that regional educational attendance area.

Sec. 14.17.420. Special needs and intensive services funding, (a) As a
component of public school funding, a district is eligible for special needs funding and

may be eligible for intensive services funding as follows:
1) special needs funding is available to a district to assist the distri

in providing special education, gifted and talented education, vocational education, and
bilingual education services to its students; a special needs funding factor of 1.20 shall

be applied as set out in AS 14.17.410(b)(1);

JCS CSSB 36(HES) _ 4
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(2) in addition to the special needs funding for which a district is
eligible under (1) of this subsection, a district is eligible for intensive services funding
for each special education student who needs and receives intensive services and is
enrolled on the last day of the count period; for each such student, intensive services
funding is equal to the intensive student count multiplied by five.

(b) A district is not eligible to receive funding under (a) of this section unless
the district has on file with the department a plan that indicates the services that will
be provided to students who receive special education, gifted and talented education,
vocational education, and bilingual education services.

(c) In this section, "intensive services" has the meaning given by the
department by regulation adopted under AS 14.30.180 - 14.30.350.

Sec. 14.17.430. State funding for correspondence study. Except as provided
in AS 14.17.400(b), funding for

(1) the state centralized correspondence study program or a district that
offers a statewide correspondence study program includes an allocation from the public
school account in an amount calculated by multiplying the ADM of the correspondence
program by the base student allocation and multiplying that product by 65 percent; and

(2) a district correspondence program includes an allocation from the
public school account in an amount calculated by multiplying the ADM of the district
correspondence program by the base student allocation.

Sec. 14.17.440. State funding for state boarding schools, (a) Except as
provided in AS 14.17.400(b), funding for state boarding schools established under
AS 14.16.010 includes an allocation from the public school account in an amount l
calculated by |I

(1) determining the ADM of state boarding schools by applying the
school size factor to the student count as described in AS 14.17.450; |

(2) multiplying the number obtained under (1) of this subsection by the
special needs factor in AS 14.17.420(a)(1) and multiplying that product by the base

student allocation; and |
(3) multiplying the product determined under (2) of this subsection by j

the district cost factor that is applicable to calculation of the state aid for the adjacent

HCS CSSB 36(HES)
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school district under AS 14.17.460.

(b) State boarding schools are also eligible for intensive services funding under
AS 14.17.420(a)(2).

Sec. 14.17.450. School size factor, (a) For purposes of calculating a school’s

ADM to determine state aid, the ADM of each school in a district shall be computed

by applying the following formula:

If the student count The adjusted student count is
in a school is The number of
students in
At least But less than Base Multiplier excess

10 20 39.6

20 30 39.6 + (162 X 20)

30 75 55.8 + (149 X 30)

75 150 122.85 + (1.27 X 75)
150 250 218.1 + (1.08 X 150)
250 400 326.1 +  (0.97 X 250)
400 750 471.6 + (092 X 400)
750 or over 793.6 + (0.84 X 750).

(b) If the ADM in a school is less than 10, those students shall be included in
the ADM of the school in that district with the highest ADM as determined by the

most recent student count data for that district.
Sec. 14.17.460. District cost factors, (a) For purposes of calculating a

district’s adjusted ADM under AS 14.17.410(b)(1), the district cost factor for a school

district is as follows:

DISTRICT DISTRICT COST FACTOR
Alaska Gateway 1.291
Aleutians East 1.423
Aleutians Region 1.736
Alyeska Central School 1.000
Anchorage 1.000
Annette Island 1.011

HCS CSSB 36(HES)
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Bering Strait
Bristol Bay
Chatham
Chugach
Copper River
Cordova
Craig
Delta/Greely
Denali
Dillingham
Fairbanks
Galena
Haines
Hoonah
Hydaburg
Iditarod
Juneau

Kake

Kashunamiut

Kenai Peninsula

Ketchikan
Klawock
Kodiak Island
Kuspuk

Lake and Peninsula

Lower Kuskokwim

Lower Yukon

Matanuska-Susitna

Mt. Edgecumbe

Nenana

Nome
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1.525
1.262
1.120
1.294
1.176
1.096
1.010
1.106
1.313
1.254
1.039
1.348
1.008
1.055
1.085
1.470
1.005
1.025
1.389
1.004
1.000
1.017
1.093
1.434
1.558
1.491
1.438
1.010
1.000
1.270
1.319

lies CSSB 36(HES)
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North Slope 1.504
Northwest Arctic 1.549
Pelican 1.290
Petersburg 1.000
Pribilof 1.419
Sitka 1.000
Skagway 1.143
Southeast Island 1.124
Southwest Region 1.423
St. Mary’s 1.351
Tanana 1.496
Unalaska 1.245
Valdez 1.095
Wrangell 1.000
Y akutat 1.046
Yukon Flats 1.668
Y ukon/Koyukuk 1.502
Y upiit 1.469.

(b) The department shall monitor the cost factors established under (a) of this
section and shall prepare and submit to the legislature by January 15 of every other
fiscal year proposed district cost factors. In determining the proposed district cost
factors, the department shall consider cost-of-living changes as measured by the
Anchorage Consumer Price Index for all urban consumers.

Sec. 14.17.470. Base student allocation. The base student allocation is
$3,944.

Article 2. Preparation of Public School Funding Budget.

Sec. 14.17.500. Student count estimate, (a) A district shall prepare and
submit to the department by November 5 of each fiscal year, in the manner and on
forms prescribed by the department, an estimate of its ADM and other student count
data, including per school student count data, for the succeeding fiscal year upon

which computations can be made to estimate the amount of state aid for which the

HCS CSSB 36(HES) 8-
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district may be eligible under AS 14.17.400 in the succeeding fiscal year. .In making
its report, the district shall consider its ADM, other student count data, the pattern cf
growth or decline of the student population in preceding years, and other pertinent
information available to the district.

(b) Part-time students shall be included in the student count data in accordance
with regulations adopted by the department.

Sec. 14.17.505. Fund balance in school operating fund, (a) A district may
not accumulate in a Fiscal year an unreserved portion of its year-end fund balance in
its school operating fund, as defined by department regulations, that is greater than 10
percent of its expenditures for that fiscal year.

(b) The department shall review each district’s annual audit under
AS 14.14.050 for the preceding fiscal year to ascertain its year-end operating fund |
balance. The amount by which the unreserved portion of that balance exceeds the
amount permitted in (a) of this section shall be deducted from the state aid that would
otherwise be paid to the district in the current fiscal year.

lee. 14.17.510. Determination of full and true value by Department of
Community and Regional Affairs, (a) To determine the amount of required local
contribution under AS 14.17/'0(b)(2) and to aid the department and the legislature
in planning, the Department of Community and Regional Affairs, in consultation with
the assessor for each district in a city or borough, shall determine the full and true
value of the taxable real and personal property in each district in a city or borough.
If there is no local assessor or current local assessment for a city or borough school
district, then the Department of Community and Regional Affairs shall make the
determination of full and true value from information available. In making the
determination, the Department of Community and Regional Affairs shall be guided by
AS 29.45.110. The determination of full and true value shall be made by October 1
and sent by certified mail, return receipt requested, on or before that date to the
president of the school board in each city or borough school district. Duplicate copies
shall be sent to the commissioner. The governing body of a city or borough that is a
school district may obtain judicial review of the determination. The superior court

may modify the determination of the Department of Community and Regional Affairs

9- HCS CSSB 36(HES)
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only upon a finding of abuse of discretion or upon a Finding that there is no substantial
evidence to support the determination.

(b) Motor vehicles subject to the motor vehicle registration tax under
AS 28.10.431 shall be treated as taxable property under this section.

Sec. 14.17.520. Minimum expenditure for instruction, (a) A district shall
budget for and spend a minimum of 70 percent of its school operating expenditures in
each fiscal year on the instructional component of the district budget.

(b) The commissioner shall reject a district budget that does not comply with
(@) of this section and, unless a waiver has been granted by the board under (d) of this
section, shall withhold payments of state aid from that district, beginning with the
payment for the second full month after rejection and continuing until the school board
of the district revises the district budget to comply with (a) of this section.

(c) The commissioner shall review the annual audit of each district for
compliance with the expenditure requirements of (a) of this section. If the
commissioner determines that a district does not meet those requirements, the
commissioner shall advise the district of the determination, calculate the amount of the !
deficiency, and deduct that amount from state aid paid to the district for the current <
fiscal year. A deduction in state aid required under this subsection begins with the |j
payment for the second full month after the determination, unless a waiver has been

granted by the board under (d) of this section.
(d) A district that has been determined by the commissioner to be out of

[
[
compliance with the requirements of this section may, within 20 days of the
commissioner’s determination, request a waiver by the board of the imposition by the
commissioner of any reduction in state aid payments under (b) or (c) of this section.
The request must be in writing and must include an analysis of the reasons and causes !
for the district’s inability to comply with the requirements of this section. The board
shall either grant or deny the waiver. The request must also be submitted to the
Legislative Budget and Audit Committee, which shall review the district’s request and
forward the committee’s recommendations on it to the board.

(e) The commissioner shall submit an annual report on actions taken by the

commissioner or the board under this section to the Legislative Budget and Audit

HCS CSSB 36(HES) -10-
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Committee by April 15 of each year.

) In this section, "instructional component™ includes expenditures for teachers
and for pupil support services.

Article 3. Procedure for Payments of State Aid,

Sec. 14.17.600. Student counting periods, (a) Within two weeks after the
end of the 20-school-day period ending the fourth Friday in October, each district shall
transmit a report to the department that, under regulations adopted by the department,
reports its ADM for that counting period and other student count information that will
aid the department in making a determination of its state aid under the public school
funding program. For centralized correspondence study, the October report shall be
based on the period from July 1 through the fourth Friday in October, except that
summer school students shall be counted as a proportionate fraction as determined by
the department. The department may make necessary corrections in the report
submitted and shall notify the district of changes made. The commissioner shall notify
the governor of additional appropriations the commissioner estimates to be necessary
to fully finance the public school funding program for the current fiscal year.

(b) Upon written request and for good cause shown, the commissioner may
permit a district to use a 20-school-day counting period other than the period set out
in (@) of this section. However, a counting period approved under this subsection must
be 20 consecutive school days unless one or more alternate counting periods are
necessary to permit a district to implement flexible scheduling that meets the district’s
needs and goals without jeopardizing the state aid for which the district would be
ordinarily be eligible under this chapter.

Sec. 14.17.610. Distribution of state aid. (a) The department shall determine
the state aid for each school district in a fiscal year on the basis of the district’s
student count data reported under AS 14.17.600. On or before the 15th day of each
of the first nine months of each fiscal year, one-twelfth of each district’s state aid shall
be distributed on the basis of the data reported for the preceding fiscal year. On or
before the 15th day of each of the last three months of each fiscal year, one-third of
the balance of each district’s state aid shall be distributed, after the balance has been

recomputed on the basis of student count and other data reported for the current fiscal

-11- HCS CSSB 36(HES)
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year.

(b) Distribution of state aid under (a) of this section shall be made as required
under AS 14.17.410. If a district receives more state aid than it is entitled to receive
under this chapter, the district shall immediately remit the amount of overpayment to
the commissioner, to be returned to the public school account. The department may
make adjustments to a district's state aid to correct underpayments made in previous
fiscal years.

(c) Upon an adequate showing of a ».ash flow shortfall of a district, and in the
discretion of the commissioner, the department may make advance payments to a
district. The total of advance payments may not exceed the amount of state aid for
which the district is eligible for the fiscal year.

Article 4. General Provisions.

Sec. 14.17.900. Construction and implementation of chapter, (a) This

chapter does not create a debt of the state. Each district shall establish, maintain, and

operate under a balanced budget. The state is not responsible for the debts of a school

district.

(b) Money to carry out the provisions of this chapter may be appropriated

annually by the legislature into the public school account. If the amount in the
account is insufficient to meet .the allocations authorized under AS 14.17.400 -
14.17.470 for a fiscal year, state aid shall be reduced according to AS 14.17.400(b).

Sec. 14.17.910. Restrictions governing receipt and expenditure of district
money, (a) Each district shall maintain complete financial records of the receipt and
disbursement of state aid, money acquired from local effort, and other money received
or held by the district. The records must be in the form required by the department

and are subject to audit by the department at a time and place designated by the

department.

(b) State aid provided under this chapter is for general operational purposes

of the district. All district money, including state aid, shall be received, held,
allocated, and expended by the district under applicable local law and state and federal

constitutional provisions, statutes, and regulations, including those related to ethical

standards and accounting principles.

HCS CSSB 36(HES) -12-
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Sec. 14.17.920. Regulations. The department shall adopt regulations necessary
to implement this chapter.

Sec. 14.17.990. Definitions. In this chapter, unless the context requires
otherwise,

(1) "ADM or average daily membership™ means the aggregate number
of full-time equivalent students enrolled in a school district during the student count
period for which a determination is being made, divided by the actual number of days
that school is in session for the student count period for which the determination is
being made;

(2) “district” means a city or borough school district or a regional
educational attendance area;

(3) “district adjusted ADM™ means the number resulting from the
calculations under AS 14.17.410(b)(1);

(4) "district ADM" means the sum of the ADMs in a district;

(5) “eligible federal impact aid" means the amount of federal impact
aid received by a district as of March 1 of the fiscal year as a result of an application
submitted in the preceding fiscal year, including advance payments and adjustments
received since March 1 of the preceding fiscal year from prior year applications, under
20 U.S.C. 7701 - 7714, except payments received under 20 U.S.C. 7703(f)(2)(B), to
the extent the state may consider that aid as local resources under federal law;

(6) "local contribution” means appropriations and the value of in-kind
services made by a district;

(7) "taxable real and personal property” means all real and personal
property taxable under the laws of the state.

Sec. 3. AS 14.03.120(d) is amended to read:
(d) Each public school shall, by May 31 of each year, prepare a report on the

school's performance and the performance of the school's students. The report shall
be presented to parents, students, and community members at a public meeting [AND
, FORWARDED TO THE CHIEF SCHOOL ADMINISTRATOR OF THE DISTRICT].

Sec. 4. AS 14.03.120(g) is amended to read:
(@) In this section, "district" has the meaning given in AS 14.17.990

-13- HCS CSSB 36(HES)
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[AS 14.17.250].
* Sec. 5. AS 14.03.125(e) is amended to read:

(e) In this section, "district” has the meaning given in AS 14.17.990
[AS 14.17.250].

* Sec. 6. AS 14.03.150(c) is amended to read:

(©) The department may not award a school construction or major maintenance
grant under AS 14.11 to a municipality that is a school dis'.rict or a regional
educational attendance area that is not in compliance with (a) of this section. The
department shall reduce the amount of state [FOUNDATION] aid under AS 14.17.400
[AS 14.17.021] for which a school district may qualify [,] bv the amount, if any, paid
by the department under (b) of this section.

* Sec. 7. AS 14.03.160(f)(2) is amended to read:
(2) "district" has the meaning given in AS 14.17.990 [AS 14.17.250].
* Sec. 8. AS 14.03.260(c) is amended to read:

(©) The charter school shall provide the financial and accounting information
requested by the local school board or the Department of Education [] and shall
cooperate with the local school district or the department in complying with the
requirements of AS 14.17.910 [AS 14.17.190].

* Sec. 9. AS 14.07.020 is amended by adding a new subsection to read:

(©) In implementing its duties under (a)(2) of this section, the department shall

develop

(1) performance standards in reading, writing, and mathematics to be
met at designated age levels by each student in public schools in the state; and

(2) a comprehensive system of student assessments, composed of
multiple indicators of proficiency in reading, writing, and mathematics; this
comprehensive system must

(A) be made available to all districts and regional educational

attendance areas;

(B) include a developmental profile for students entering

kindergarten or first grade; and

(C) include performance standards in reading, writing, and

HCS CSSB 36(HES) -14-
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mathematics for students in age groups five through seven, eight through 10,
and 11-14.
* Sec. 10. AS 14.08.101 is amended by adding a new paragraph to read:
(11) employ a chief school administrator.
* Sec. 11. AS 14.08.111(3) is amended to read:

3) [EMPLOY A CHIEF SCHOOL ADMINISTRATOR AND] appr:
the employment of the professional administrators, teachers, and noncertificated
personnel necessary to operate its schools;

* Sec. 12. AS 14.09.010(b) is repealed and reenacted to read:

(b) A school district that enters into a contract described under (a)(1) of this
section shall be reimbursed for

(1) at least 90 percent of the cost of operating the student transportation j
system if the transportation is provided by the school district; and

(2) 100 percent of the cost of operating the student transportation
system when the transportation is provided under a contract with the school district. !

* Sec. 13. AS 14.11.008(b) is amended to read:

(b) The required participating share for a municipal school district is based on
the district’s full value per average daily membership (ADM), which is calculated
by dividing the full and true value of the taxable real and personal property in the
district, calculated as described in AS 14.17.510 [AS 14.17.025(a)(1),] by the district
ADM [AVERAGE DAILY MEMBERSHIP (ADM)] as defined in AS 14.17.990
[AS 14.17.250], for the same fiscal year fcr which the valuation was made. The !
municipal district’s full value per ADM determines the district’s required participating |

share, as follows:

Full Value Per ADM District Participating Share
$1 - $100,000 Spercent
100.001 - 200,000 10percent
200.001 - 600,000 30percent
over 600,000 35 percent.

* Sec. 14. AS 14.14.115(c)(2) is amended to read:
(2) “district" has the meaning given in AS 14.17.990 [AS 14.17.250].
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* Sec. 15. AS 14.14.130(a) is amended to read:
(@ A [EACH] school board mav [SHALL] select and employ a qualified
person as the chief school administrator for the district. In this subsection, "employ"
includes employment by contract.

* Sec. 16. AS 14.14.130(b) is amended to read:
(b) If the district employs a [THE] chief school administrator, the

administrator [OF THE DISTRICT] shall administer the district in accordance with
the policies that the school board prescribes by bylaw.

* Sec. 17. AS 14.14.130(c) is amended to read:
(c) If the district employs a [THE] chief school administrator, the

administrator shall select, appoint, and otherwise control all school district employees
that serve under the chief school administrator subject to the approval of the school
board.

* Sec. 18. AS 14.16.020(2) is amended to read:
(2 [EMPLOY CHIEF SCHOOL ADMINISTRATORS AND] apprc

the employment of [OTHER] personnel necessary to operate state boarding schools;

* Sec. 19. AS 14.16.050(a)(2) is amended to read:
(2) requirements relating to the public school funding progran

[STATE FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE FOR EDUCATION] and the receipt and

expenditure of that funding [ASSISTANCE]:
(A) AS 14.17.500 [AS 14.17.080] (relating to student count

estimates);
(B) AS 14.17.505 [AS 14.17.082] (relating to school operating

fund balances);
(C) AS 14.17.500 - 14.17.910 [AS 14.17.160 - 14.17.220]

(setting out the procedure for payment of public school funding [FINANCIAL
ASSISTANCE,] and imposing general requirements and limits on money paid);

* Sec. 20. AS 14.16.080(a) is amended to read:
(a) AS 14.17.440 [AS 14.17.024] applies to the calculation of public school

funding [STATE AID] payable for operation of a state boarding school.
* Sec. 21. AS 14.20.025 is amended to read:

CSSB 36(HES) 16-
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Sec. 14.20.025. Limited teacher certificates. Notwithstanding
AS 14.20.020(b), a person may be issued a limited certificate, valid only in the area
of expertise for which it is issued, to teach AJaska Native language or culture, military
science, or a vocational or technical course for which the board determines by
regulation that baccalaureate degree training is not sufficiently available. A limited
certificate may be issued under this section only if the school board of the district or
regional educational attendance area in which the person will be teaching
[[ THROUGH THE CHIEF SCHOOL ADMINISTRATOR,] has reqvocfod its issuance.
A person who applies for a limited certificate shall demonstrate, as required by
regulations adopted by the board, instructional skills and subject matter expertise
sufficient to ensure the public that the person is competent as a teacher. The board
may require a person issued a limited certificate to undertake academic training as may

be required by the board by regulation and make satisfactory progress in the academic

training.

* Sec. 22. AS 14.20.147(a) is amended to read:

() When an attendance area is transferred from a currently operating district
to, or absorbed into, a new or existing school district, the teachers for the attendance
area also shall be transferred unless otherwise mutually agreed by the teacher or
teachers and the chief school administrator of the new district if the district employs
a chief school administrator. Accumulated or earned benefits, including [BUT NOT i

LIMITED TO,] seniority, salary level, tenure, leave, and retirement, accompany the

teacher who is transferred.

* Sec. 23. AS 14.20.148 is amended to read:

Sec. 14.20.148. Intradistrict teacher reassignments. When a teacher is
involuntarily transferred or reassigned to a position for which the teacher is qualified,
within the district, the teacher's moving expenses shall be paid unless the one-way
driving distance is 20 miles or less from the teacher's present place of residence, or
unless otherwise mutually agreed by the teacher and chief school administrator of the

district if the district employs a chief school administrator.

* Sec. 24. AS 14.20.177(a) is amended to read:

(a) A school district may implement a layoff plan under this section if it is
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necessary for the district to reduce the number of tenured teachers because
(1) school attendance in the district has decreased; or
(@) the basic need of the school district determined under
AS 14.17.410(b)(1) [AS 14.17.021(c) AND ADJUSTED UNDER AS 14.17.225(b)]
decreases by three percent or more from the previous year.
* Nec. 25. AS 14.30.305 is amended to read:

Sec. 14.30.305. State support of programs for children hospitalized or
confined to their homes. A child who is hospitalized or confined to home and who
receives at least 10 hours of special education and related services per week may be
counted as r. pupil in average daily membership when computing state support under
the public school funding [FOUNDATION] program.

* Sec. 26. AS 14.30.347 is amended to read:

Sec. 14.30347. Transportation of exceptional children. When transportation
is required to be provided as related services, an exceptional child [CHILDREN] shall
be carried with other children if the district provides transportation to other
children in the district [,] except when the nature of the [THEIR] physical or mental
disability [DISABILITIES] is such that it is in the best interest of the exceptional
child [CHILDREN], as determined by the school district, that the child [THEY] be
transported separately. State reimbursement for transportation of exceptional children
shall be as provided for transportation of all other pupils except that eligibility for
reimbursement is not subject to restriction based on the minimum distance between the
school and the residence of the exceptional child.

= Sec. 27. AS 14.30.650 is amended to read:

Sec. 14.30.650. Funding. Each fiscal year the department shall allocate to the
agency not less than $15.75 times the number of students in the state in average
daily membership in the preceding fiscal year as determined under AS 14.17.600.
Money to carry out the provisions of this section may be appropriated annually
bv the legislature. If amounts are insufficient to meet the allocation authorized
under this section for a fiscal year, the allocation shall be reduced pro rata [$85
FOR EACH SPECIAL EDUCATION STUDENT IN THE STATE IN AVERAGE
DAILY MEMBERSHIP OR THE EQUIVALENT OF TWO PERCENT OF THE
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FUNDS APPROPRIATED FOR SPECIAL EDUCATION FOR THAT FISCAL
YEAR, WHICHEVER IS GREATER]. The amount allocated to the agency shall be
reduced each fiscal year by the amount contributed by the department to the Teachers’
Retirement System (AS 14.25) or the Public Employees’ Retirement System
(AS 39.35) on behalf of employees of the agency.

* Sec. 28, AS 14.36.030(a) is amended to read:

(@) A district operating a community school program under an approved plan
of operation may receive an annual grant from the state of one-half of one percent of
its public school funding [FOUNDATION SUPPORT] or $10,000, whichever is
greater.

* Sec. 2. AS 29.45.020(a) is amended to read:

(a) If a municipality levies and collects property taxes, the governing body

shall provide the following notice:
"NOTICE TO TAXPAYER
For the current fiscal year the (city)(borough) has been allocated the following amount

of state aid for school and municipal purposes under the applicable financial assistance

Acts:

PUBLIC SCHOOL FUNDING [FOUNDATION]

PROGRAM [ASSISTANCE] (AS 14.17) $
STATE AID FOR RETIREMENT OF SCHOOL

CONSTRUCTION DEBT (AS 14.11.100) $
MUNICIPAL TAX RESOURCE EQUALIZATION

(AS 29.60.010 - 29.60.080) $
PRIORITY REVENUE SHARING FOR

MUNICIPAL SERVICES (AS 29.60.100 - 29.60.180) $
REVENUE SHARING FOR SAFE COMMUNITIES

(AS 29.60.350 - 29.60.375) $

TOTAL AID $

The millage equivalent of this state aid, based on the dollar value of a mill in the

municipality during the current assessment year and for the preceding assessment year,

is:

-19- KCS CSSB 36(HES)
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MILLAGE EQUIVALENT
PREVIOUS YEAR TIES YEAR
PUBLIC SCHOOL FUNDING
[FOUNDATION] PROGRAM
ASSISTANCE MILLS MILLS
STATE AID FOR RETIREMENT
OF SCHOOL CONSTRUCTION

DEBT _ MILLS MILLS
MUNICIPAL TAX RESOURCE
EQUALIZATION __ MILLS MILLS
PRIORITY REVENUE FOR SHARING
MUNICIPAL SERVICES __ MILLS MILLS
REVENUE SHARING FOR SAFE
COMMUNITIES MILLS MILLS
TOTAL MILLAGE
EQUIVALENT MILLS MILLS"

Notice shall be provided Dy

(1) [BY] furnishing a copy of the notice with tax statements mailed for
the fiscal year for which aid is received; or

(2) [BY] publishing in a newspaper of general circulation in the
municipality a copy of the notice once each week for a period of three successive
weeks, with publication to occur not later than 45 days after the final adoption of the
municipality’s budget.

* Sec. 30. AS 29.60.030(d) is amended to read:

(d) The full and true assessed property value shall be determined by the
department in the manner provided for the computation of state aid to education under
AS 14.17.510 [AS 14.17.140]. When the determination of locally generated revenue ;
includes revenue of a utility received under AS 29.60.010(c)(1)(E), the full and true
assessed property value must include the computed assessed value of the utility,
determined by dividing the amount of the payment in place of taxes made by the

utility by the millage rate that would apply to the utility if the utility were subject to
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levy and collection of taxes under AS 29.45.
* Sec. 31. AS 36.10.090(b) is amended to read:

(b) A local government or school district covered by the provisions of this
chapter that is found to be in violation of these provisions may be required to forfeit
all or part of the state aid made available for the project in which the violation occurs
and in addition may be denied up to 12 months of state revenue sharing or public
school funding [FOUNDATION MONEY]. A state department or agency head found

to be in violation of this chapter may be required to forfeit the position of department
or agency head.

* Sec. 32. AS 36.10.125(c) is amended to read:

() In an action brought under (b) of this section4 the court may, in its
discretion, order denial of state revenue sharing or public school funding
[FOUNDATION MONEY], forfeiture of office or position, or injunctive or other
relief. If the court finds for the plaintiff in an action brought under (b) of this section,
it may award the plaintiff an amount equal to the actual costs and attorney fees
incurred by the plaintiff.

* Sec. 33. AS 43 is amended by adding a new chapter to read:
Chapter 42. Unorganized Borough Employment Tax.

Sec. 43.42.010. Purpose; nonresident taxation. It is the purpose of this
chapter to impose an employment tax on individuals who are employed in the
unorganized borough, including those iffdiYiduals who are nonresidents who are
employed in the unorganized borough.

Sec. 43.42.020. Tax imposed. In each calendar year, there is levied an
employment tax upon each individual who receives compensation for services
performed in the unorganized borough outside of a home rule or first class city as an
employee or receives self-employment earnings from business activities conducted in

the unorganized borough outside of a home rule or first class city. The tax on an

individual is three percent of
Q) compensation paid to that individual by an employer who has

business situs in the unorganized borough outside of a home rule or first class city for

services performed in the unorganized borough outside of a home rule or first class
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city in the calendar year as an employee of that employer;

2 that individual’s self-employment earnings from business activiti
conducted in the unorganized borough outside of a home rule or first class city in the
calendar year.

Sec. 43.42.030, Determination of business situs. For purposes of
AS 43.42.020, an employer has a business situs in the unorganized borough outside
of a home rule or first class city if, at any time in the calendar year, an individual
performs services in the unorganized borough outside of a home rule or first class city
as an employee of that employer.

Sec. 43.42.035. Credit against tax. An individual is entitled to a tax credit
against the tax levied on the individual by this chapter equal to the amount paid by the
individual in taxes in a city or borough school district that is contributed to the school !
district. An individual may claim a credit under this section by providing proof of !
payment to the employer on a form approved by the Department of Labor or by
providing proof satisfactory to the Department of Labor of payment of the tax in the
city or borough school district.

Sec. 43.42.040. Collection, reporting, and remittance of tax on employee
compensation, (a) An employer making payment of compensation for services
performed in the unorganized borough outside of a home rule or first class city shall
withhold from the payment the tax levied by this chapter. Unless a credit is allowed
under AS 43.42.035, the employer shall withhold three percent of each payment of
compensation and shall file a return and remit the taxes as required by (b) or (c) of
this section.

(b) Except as provided in (c) of this section, die return required by this section
must be filed, and the withheld taxes remitted, by the date the employer’s regular
quarterly report of employment security contributions under AS 23.20 is required to
be filed. The employer shall file a return by reporting amounts withheld under this
section during the preceding calendar quarter, and any additional information required
by regulation adopted under AS 43.42.050(a), to the Department of Labor on forms
provided by the Department of Labor together with the employer’s regular quarterly

report of employment security contributions under AS 23.20. With each return filed
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under this subsection, the employer shall remit the taxes required to be withheld under
this section during the preceding calendar quarter.

(©) An employer who is required to withhold and remit taxes under this section
but who is not subject to the reporting requirements of AS 23.20 shall file a return and
remit the taxes as required by this subsection. On or before the last day of the month
following each calendar quarter in which taxes were withheld under this section, the
employer shall file with the department a return on forms provided by the department
and shall remit the taxes required to be withheld during the preceding calendar quarter.
In the return, the employer shall report amounts withheld under this section during the
preceding calendar quarter and any additional information required by regulation
adopted under AS 43.42.050(a).

Sec. 43.42.050. Administration of tax on employee compensation, (a) After
consultation with the Department of Labor, the department shall prescribe, by i
regulation, any additional information that must be included in a return filed under ;
AS 43.42.040 in order for the department to calculate, determine, collect, or enforce
the tax levied by this chapter. The Department of Labor shall include, on forms for
reporting under AS 23.20, space designated for reporting amounts withheld under |
AS 43.42.040 and for providing any additional information required by department
regulations. The department shall coordinate with the Department of Labor to
maximize the use of existing reports to the department and to the Department of i
Labor.

(b) The Department of Labor shall provide to the department the information
collected under AS 43.42.040 that relates to the tax levied by this chapter.

(¢) The Department of Labor shall report to the department a failure of an
employer to timely report or remit the tax levied by this chapter. The Department of
Labor may not use the provisions of AS 23.20 to enforce the collection or remittance
of the tax levied by this chapter. Reporting forms and other records relating to the tax
levied by this chapter that are maintained by the Department of Labor are prima facie
evidence of timely reporting and remittance, or failure to timely report or remit, under

AS 43.42.040.
Sec. 43.42.060. Administration and payment of tax on self-employment
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earnings, (a) An individual who is subject to the tax on self-employment earnings
levied by this chapter shall file a return with the department, and with the return shall j
pay 'he tax, in the manner required by this section. The return must be filed on a form
provided by the department.

(b) The individual shall file a return for each calendar quarter in which the
individual had self-employment earnings and make a payment of three percent of the
individual’s self-employment earnings in that quarter.

(c) Returns must be filed and payments made, as required by (b) of this
section, on or before the following dates:

(1) April 15, for the first calendar quarter of a year;

(2) July 15, for the second calendar quarter of a year;

(3) October 15, for the third calendar quarter of a year;

(4) January 15 of the following year, for the fourth calendar quarter of ,
a year.

Sec. 43.42.070. Record of tax withheld from employees; refunds, (a) An
employer who withholds tax under AS 43.42.040 shall furnish to the employee before
February 1 of each calendar year a record of the amount of tax withheld from that
employee’s compensation in the preceding calendar year. The employer shall pay to
the department a penalty of $10 for each failure to provide the record required by this

subsection.

(b) On or before April 15 of a calendar year, an individual may file with the j

department, on forms provided by the department, a claim for the refund of excess tax ;
withheld or paid for the preceding calendar year. The individual shall attach the
records provided by employers or other proof of payment acceptable to the department
to support the refund claim.

Sec. 43.42.080. Disposition of and accounting for tax proceeds, (a) The
money collected by the department under this chapter shall be deposited in the general
fund of the state, and the proceeds from the tax shall be separately accounted for by
regional educational attendance area. A regional educational attendance area is, subject
to appropriation, entitled to receive money collected under this chapter from that area.

The legislature may appropriate the estimated balance of the account to the public
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school account established under AS 14.17.300.

(b) In this section, "regional educational attendance area” means an area of the

unorganized borough specified as an educational service area under AS 14.08.031(a).
Sec. 43.42.090. Regulations. The department may adopt regulations to
interpret and implement this chapter.

Sec. 43.42.099. Definitions. In this chapter,
(1) "business activities" means activities or acts of a commercial,

occupational, professional, or like nature, that are engaged in or caused to be engaged
in with the object of financial or pecuniary gain, profit, or benefit; "business activities"
does not include

(A) providing services as an employee;

(B) furnishing or selling of property, services, substances, or
things by a person who does not represent to be regularly engaging in those
transactions;

(C) an individual’s investment or banking activities relating to
that individual’s personal property;

(2) "calendar quarter” means each of the three-month periods ending
March 31, June 30, September 30, and December 31;
(3) "compensation for services" means gross wages, salaries, tips, and

other remuneration paid to an employee by an employer; "compensation for services"

does not include
(A) remuneration for attendance at events such as trade shows,
conventions, or educational or scientific workshops or seminars; or
(B) compensation earned by a prisoner under AS 33 at a rate
less than the minimum wage established under AS 23.10;
(4) "employer" means a person making payment of compensation for
services who is required to deduct and withhold income taxes under provisions of

26 U.S.C. (Internal Revenue Code);
(5) "individual" means a natural person who was 19 years of age or

older on January 1 of a calendar year;
(6) "self-employment earnings" means gross receipts from a business
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activity that are not paid by an employer less the expenses incurred to produce the
gross receipts;
(7) "tax" means the employment tax levied by this chapter.
* Sec. 34. AS 44.47.305(c) is amended to read:
(©) A grant under (a) of this section may not exceed $50 per month for each
child the child care facility cares for, or for each full-time equivalent, as determined
by the department. The grant shall be adjusted on a geographic basis by the same
factor [PERCENTAGES] as funding for a school district is [INSTRUCTIONAL
UNIT ALLOTMENTS ARE] adjusted under AS 14.17.460 [AS 14.17.051],

* Sec. 35. AS 14.16.050(a)(1)(G); AS 14.17.010, 14.17.021,  14.17.022,  14.17.024,
14.17.025, 14.17.026, 14.17.031, 14.17.041, 14.17.043,14.17.045, 14.17.047, 14.17.051,
14.17.056, 14.17.080, 14.17.082, 14.17.140, 14.17.160,14.17.170, 14.17.190, 14.17.200, |
14.17.210, 14.17.220, 14.17.225, 14.17.250; and AS 14.30.315(a) are repealed.

* Sec. 36. TRANSITION: TRANSITION FUNDING, (a) Except as provided in (b) and !
(c) of this section, if, for a fiscal year beginning July 1, 1998, or July 1, 1999, a city or |
borough school district or a regional educational attendance area would receive less public i
school funding under AS 14.17.410, enacted by sec. 2 of this Act, than the district or area '
would have received as state aid for the fiscal year beginning July 1, 1998, the district or area
is eligible to receive additional public school funding equal to a percentage of the difference
between the state aid the district or area would have received for the fiscal year beginning
July 1, 1998, and the public school funding the district or area is eligible to receive under

AS 14.17.410, enacted by sec. 2 of this Act, according to the following table:

For the fiscal year beginning Percentage of difference
July 1, 1998 75
July 1, 1999 50

(b) A city or borough school district is not eligible for additional funding authorized
under (a) of this section unless, during the fiscal year beginning July 1, 1997, the district
received the local contribution described under AS 14.17.025(a)(1), as that provision existed
on the day before the effective date of this Act.

(c) For the purposes of the reduction required under AS 14.17.400(b), enacted by sec.

2 of this Act, transition funding authorized under (a) of this section is treated the same as the

HCS CSSB 36(HES) 26
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state share of public school funding under AS 14.17.410, enacted by sec. 2 of this Act.

(d) For purposes of this section, "state aid" means state foundation aid distributed

under the provisions of AS 14.17, if those provisions had not been repealed by this Act, and
additional district support appropriated by the legislature.

* Sec. 37. TRANSITION: REGULATIONS, (a) To the extent the regulations are not
inconsistent with the language and purposes of this Act, regulations relating to state aid for
public schools adopted by the Department of Education before the effective date of this
section remain in effect as valid regulations implementing this Act; all other regulations
relating to state aid for public schools adopted by the Department of Educgtion before the
effective date of this section are annulled. The Department of Education may administer and

enforce those previously adopted regulations relating to state foundation aid for public schools.

(b) The Department of Education shall, by regulation, define the term "school" for

purposes of AS 14.17.
* Sec. 38. TRANSITION: PROPOSED DISTRICT COST FACTORS. The Department

of Education shall submit the initial proposed district cost factors, required under

AS 14.17.460(b), enacted in sec. 2 of this Act, to the Alaska State Legislature by January 15,

2001.
* Sec. 39. TRANSITION: BASE STUDENT ALLOCATION. Notwithstanding

AS 14.17.470, enacted in sec. 2 of this Act, the base student allocation is as follows:

For the fiscal year beginning Base student allocation
July 1, 1998 $3,856
July 1, 1999 $3,889

* Sec. 40. TRANSITION: MINIMUM EXPENDITURE FOR INSTRUCTION.
Notwithstanding AS 14.17.520, enacted in sec. 2 of this Act, the minimum expenditure for the

instructional component of the school district budget is as follows:

For the fiscal year beginning Minimum expenditure
July 1, 1998 60 percent
July 1, 1999 65 percent

* Sec. 41. TRANSITION: UNORGANIZED BOROUGH EMPLOYMENT TAX. (a)
AS 43.42, enacted by sec. 33 of this Act, applies to compensation and self-employment

earnings income received on or after January 1, 1999.

-27- HCS CSSB 36(HES)
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* Sec. 42. TRANSITION: SPECIAL EDUCATION FUNDING. If, for fiscal year 1999,
the special education service agency would receive less funding under AS 14.30.650, as
amended by sec. 27 of this Act, than the agency would have received for fiscal year 1999
under AS 14.30.650 as that provision read before the effective date of this Act, the agency is
eligible to receive additional state funding equal to the difference between the state funding
the agency is eligible to receive under AS 14.30.650, as amended by sec. 27 of this Act, and
the state funding the agency is eligible to receive on the day before the effective date of this

Act.
* Sec. 43. This Act takes effect July 1, 1998.

CSSB 36(HES) -28-
New Text Underlined [DELETED TEXT BRACKETED]



10

12

13
14
15

16
17
18

19
20

0-LSO0070\RA.14
Ford
3/31/98

AMENDMENT #
BY REP, BUNDE
OFFERED IN THE HOUSE
TO: CSSB 36(FIN) am

Page 2, line 9:
Following "State":
Delete "*funding™
Insert “'aid"
Delete "funding”

Insert "aid"

Page 2, line 14

Delete "the state share of public school funding for which districts are eligible"

Insert "each district’s basic need"

Page 2, lines 15-16:
Delete "state share of public school funding"

Insert "basic need of each district"

Page 2, line 22:
Delete "a state share and a local contribution"

Insert "state aid, a required local contribution, and eligible federal impact aid"
Page 2, line 24:
Delete "the state share equals state support minus a"

Insert "state aid equals basic need minus a required"

Page 2, line 25:

Delete "state support"

DOE # 1



10

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

21

22

23
24

Insert "basic need"

Page 3, line 7, following "(2) the™

Insert "required"

Page 3, line 11:

Delete "state support"

Insert "basic need for the preceding fiscal year"

Page 3, line 20:

Delete "state share of public school funding”

Insert "basic need"

Page 3, line 22:

Delete "Public school funding”

Insert "State aid"

Page 4, line 31:

Delete "public school funding”

Insert "state aid"

Page 5, line 5:

Delete "public school funding™

Insert "state aid"

Page 7, line 28:

Delete "public school funding"

Insert "state aid"

Page 8, lines 11 - 12:

Delete "public school funding”

Insert "state aid"

0-LSO0070XRA. 14
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1
12

13
14
15

16
17

18

19
20
21

22
23
24

Page

Page

Page

Page

Page

Page

Page

Page

10, line 22:
Delete "public school funding"

Insert "state aid"

10, line 24:
Delete "public school funding”

Insert "state aid"

10, line 25:
Delete "public school funding”

Insert "state aid"

10, line 28:
Delete "public school funding"

Insert "state aid"

10, lines 30-31:
Delete "public school funding”

Insert "state aid"

11, line 2:
Delete "public school funds"

Insert "state aid"

11, line 3:
Delete "public school funding”

Insert "state aid"

11, line 6:
Delete "public school funding”

Insert "state aid"

0-LS0070\RA.14
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1
12

13
14
15

16
17

18

19
20
21

22
23
24

Page

Page

Page

Page

Page

Page

Renumber the following paragraph accordingly.

Page

Page

11, lines 10 - 11
Delete "public school funding"

Insert ‘"state aid"

11, line 20:
Delete public school funding”

Insert "state aid"

11, line 24:
Delete "public school funding”

Insert "state aid"

11, line 28:
Delete "Public school funding”

Insert "State aid"
11, line 29:
Delete "public school funding™

Insert "state aid"

12, lines 18 - 19:

Delete all material.

13, lines 6 - 7:

Delete "public school ftinding [STATE FOUNDATION AID]"
Insert "state [FOUNDATION] aid"

16, line 16:

Delete "state support for [BASIC NEED OF]"

Insert "basic need of'

0-LS0070\RA.14
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BY REP, BUNDE

OFFERED IN THE HOUSE
TO: CSSB 36(FIN) am

Page 3, following line 24:
Insert new subsections to read:

"(e) If a city or borough school district is established after July 1, 1998, for
the first three fiscal years in which the city or boroughschool district operates
schools, local contributions may be less than the amount thatwouldotherwise  be
required under (b)(2) of this section, except that

(1) in the second fiscal year of operations, local contributions must be
at least the greater of
(A) the local contributions, excluding federal impact aid, for
the previous fiscal year; or
(B) the sum of 10 percent of the district’s eligible federal
impact aid for that year and the equivalent of a two mill tax levy on the full
and true value of the taxable real and personal property in the city or borough
school district as of January 1 of the second preceding fiscal year, as
determined by the Department of Community and Regional Affairs under
AS 14.17.510 and AS 29.45.110; and
(2) in the third year of operation, local contributions must be at least
the greater of
(A) the local contributions, excluding federal impact aid, for
the previous fiscal year; or
(B) the sum of 10 percent of the district’s eligible federal
impact aid for that year and the equivalent of a three mill tax levy on the full
and true value of the taxable real and personal property in the district as of
January 1 of the second preceding fiscal year, as determined by the

Department of Community and Regional Affairs under AS 14.17.510 and

DOE # 2
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AS 29.45.110.
(f) A school district is eligible for additional state aid in the amount by which

the local contributions that would otherwise have been required under (b)(2) of this

section exceed the district’s actual local contributions under (e) of this section.”



AMENDMENT #e

BY REP, BUNDE

To: CSSB 36(FIN) am
Page 4, line 5,

Delete "ADM"
Insert "intensive student count"

DOE # 3
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AMENDMENT

OFFERED IN THE HOUSE
TO: CSSB 36(FIN) am

Page 4, line 7, following "indicates the":
Insert "services that will be provided for students who receive"”

Page 4, line 9:
Delete "that will be provided to students"

0-LSO070\RA.19 '
Ford

4/1/98
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AMENDMENT 79

BY REP, BUNDE

OFFERED IN THE HOUSE
TO: CSSB 36(FIN) am

Page 12, following line 15:

Insert a new paragraph to read:
"(5) “eligible federal impact aid" means the amount of federal impact

aid received by a district as of March 1 of the fiscal year as a result of an application
submitted in the preceding fiscal year, including advance payments and adjustments
received since March 1 of the preceding fiscal year from prior year applications, under
20 U.S.C. 7701 - 7714, except payments received under 20 U.S.C. 7703(f)(2)(B), to

the extent the state may consider that aid as local resources under federal law;"

Renumber the following paragraphs accordingly.

DOE # 10
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AMENDMENT #10
BY REP. BUNDE

OFFERED IN THE HOUSE
TO: CSSB 36(FEN) am

Page 17, lines 7-9:
Delete "$85 for each special education student in the state in average daily

membership or the equivalent of two percent of the fundsappropriated for specialeducation
for that fiscal year, whichever is greater."”
Insert "$15.75 times the number of students in the state in

average daily membership in the preceding fiscal v?ar as determined under

AS 14.17.600."

Page 17, line 12

Delete
Insert "[$85 FOR EACH SPECIAL EDUCATION STUDENT IN THE STATE IN

AVERAGE DAILY MEMBERSHIP OR THE EQUIVALENT OF TWO PERCENT OF THE
FUNDS APPROPRIATED FOR SPECIAL EDUCATION FOR THAT FISCAL YEAR,

WHICHEVER IS GREATER]."

Page 21, following line 24:
Insert a new bill section to read:
"* Sec. 40. TRANSITION: SPECIAL EDUCATION FUNDING. If, for fiscal year 1999,

the special education service agency would receive less funding under AS 14.30.650, as
amended by sec. 26 of this Act, than the agency would have received for fiscal year 1999
under AS 14.30.650 as that provision read before the effective date of this Act, the agency
is eligible to receive additional state funding equal to the difference between the state funding
the agency is eligible to receive under AS 14.30.650, as amended by sec. 26 of this Act, and

the state funding the agency is eligible to receive on the day before the effective date of this

Act."

DOE # 11
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AMENDMENT  #n
BY REP, BUNDE

OFFERED IN THE HOUSE
TO: CSSB 36(FIN) am

Page 5, line 4, following "factor.™:

Insert "(a)"

Page 5, line 11
Delete "1"
Insert "10"

Page 5, following line 18:
Insert a new subsection to read:
"(b) If the ADM in a school is less than 10, those students shall be included

in the ADM of the school inthat district with the highest ADM as determined by the

most recent student count data forthat district."

Page 21, lines 15 - 18:

Delete all material.

Renumber the following bill sections accordingly.

DOE # M



AMENDMENT P2
BY REP, BUNDE

To: CSSB 36(FIN) am

Page 21, line 13
Delete "3855", insert "3856"
Page 21, line 14

Delete "3888", insert "3889"

DOE COVER SHEET



AMENDMENT #13

BY REP. BUNDE

To: CSSB 36(FIN) am
Page 13, following line 15:

Insert a new bill section to read:

SEC.12. AS 14.07.020 isamended by adding a new subsection to read:
() Inimplementing its duties under (a)(2) of this section, the
department shall develop

(1) performance standards in reading, writing, and
mathematics to be met at designated age levels by each
studentin the public schools in the state; and

(2) a comprehensive system of student assessments,
composed of multiple indicators of proficiency in
reading, writing, and mathematics; this comprehensive
system must be made available to all districts and
regional educational attendance areas and must include a
developmental profile for students entering kindergarten
or first grade, and performance standards in reading,
writing, and mathematics for students in age groups 5 -

7,8-10,and 11-14."

Renumber the following bill sections accordingly.
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UNTIED STATES DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

OFFICE OF ELEMENTAXT AND HECONDAKTEDUCATION

March 25, 1.998

Mr, Richard S. Cross

Deputy Commissioner

State cf Alaska Department of Education
Goldbelt Place

801 West 10th Street, Suite 200

Juneau, Alaska 99801-1894

Dear Mr. cross:

This 1s in reply to your request to Mark Smith of our General
Counsel®s Office that ve confirm your advice to the Alaska
legislature that Alaska would likely continue to qualify under
section 8009 () of the Elementary and Secondary Education Act (20
U.S.C. 87709(b)) to consider Impact Aid in distributin? State
aid 1f Senate Bill CSSB 36 were enacted. That bill would revise
the State funding formula to employ an adjusted average daily
membership (ADM) derived through the use of "district cost
factors,”™ among other things, 1n calculating State aid.

We understand that, based upon the March 9, 1998, disparity test
calculation entitled "FY 98 Budgeted School Operating Fund
Disparity based on CSSB 36 version Q, FY 2001,"™ which you
provided us, your Department has advised the legislature that the
State likely would continue to qualify if the bill were enacted.
We further understand that you have advised the legislature that
this advice is based upon proﬂected data with all the limitations
inherent in projections and that certifications under section

8009 are based upon actual data.

Because certifications are based upon actual data, we cannot give
you an absolute assurance that the enactment of CSSB 36 would
result in the State being certified. However, the data you
provided to us indicate a disparity of 19 percent, well within
the maximum range of 25 percent necessary for certification.
Accordingly, based upon your data, we concur with the qualified
advice you provided the legislature (i.e, based upon your
projection it appears that the State would qualify; however,
certifications are based on actual data).

We would consider the individual cost factors and the school size
factors employed in the formula to be special cost differentials,
making i1t appropriate to effectively remove the funds associated
with those factors from the disparity test by calculating
disparity on the basis of "weighted pupils.” See 34 C.F.R. 8
222.162(c)(2). We understand that this was done in the disparity
test you provided us. We further understand that the individual
district cost factors and school size factors are based on the
March 1998 McDowell Group report you provided us entitled "Alaska

600 INDEPENDENCE AVENUE, flW. WASHINGTON, D.C. MQ02r62M
*Our mission ia to ensure equal access to education and to promote educational excellence throughoutthe Nation.*



MAR 25 '98 82:53PM P.3/3

Page 2 - Mr. Richard S. Cross

School Operating Cost Study,” which supports their classification
as special cost differentials.

We understand that the effect of the enactment of CSSB 36 might
verr well be to redistribute funds from less wealthK districts,
including. Regional Educational Attendance Areas without legal
authority to impose local taxes, to more wealthy districts,
including those with local taxing authority. Such a
redistribution, however, would not necessarily be an impediment
to certification under section 8009(b) since the legal test for
certification is narrowly limited to the issue of whether the
disparity between the highest and lowest districts considered by
the test is within the statutorily prescribed range. Of course,
as | am sure you recognize, there are many measures of equity,
and certification under section 8009(b) would not in any way
preclude legal challenges to the new funding formula based upon

other legal theories.

I trust that this responds to your request. |If we can be of any
further assistance, please feel free to contact Carroll Dexter of

our staff at (202) 260-3858.
Sincerely,

Catherine Schagh, Director
Impact Aid Program



TONYKNOWLES, GOVERNOF

GOI.DBELTPUCE
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION SONEAD, AUSCA Saa0tg0s
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER FAQ%% ?)62;3%8_2?56

March 25, 1998

The Honorable Con Bunde, Chair
Health, Education and Social Services Committee

Alaska State Legislature
State Capitol, Room 104
Juneau, AK 99801-1182

Dear Representative Bunde:

The Department of Education (DOE) has prepared the enclosed analysis of CSSB 36(FIN) am,
relating to the public school funding program. This analysis updates information previously
provided to the Senate Finance Committee and includes:

m spreadsheets for each of three fiscal years, FY99 to FY01;
m a fiscal note for the Pupil Transportation Program; and
m atwo page analysis of technical issues with the bill.

To prepare the updated analysis, DOE contacted each school district to verify the average daily
membership (ADM) data by school. Corrections were made based on responses from school

districts in the following areas:

m  Schools of less than 10 ADM that were run through the size table in error;

m  ADM overstated by the number of correspondence students;
m  Programs that were separately run through the size table are combined in the appropriate

facility;
m Breaking out separate middle school and alternative high school facilities; and
m  Correcting the distribution of ADM? s between schools within school districts.

Based on the department’s updated spreadsheets, the base student allocation needs to be updated
as follows:

FYO0O0 - Page 21, line 14 - $3,839, and
FY99-Page 21, line 13-$3,856

Please contact me ifyou have any questions.

Sincerely,

Richard S. Cross
Deputy Commissio: »er

Enclosures
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C
1 Alaska Degartment of Education

D

2 Fdundation Program; CSSB 36(FIN) am

3 Comﬂarison

4 March 25,1998
5 FY99

6

1 School
8 District:

9 Alaska Gateway
10 Aleutian Reglon
11 Aleutians East
12 Anchora([xe
13 Annette [sland
14 Be.rin% Strait

15 Bristol Bay

16 Chatham

17 Chugach

18 Copper River

19 Cordova

20 Craig

21 Delta/Greely

22 Denali

23 Dillingham

24 Fairbanks

25 Galena

26 Haines

27 Hoonah

28 Hydaburg

29 |ditarod

30 Juneau

31 Kake

32 Kashunamiut

33 Kenai Peninsula
34 Ketchikan

35 Klawock

36 Kodiak Island
37 Kuspuk

38 Lake & Peninsula

39 Lower Kuskokwim

40 Lower Yukon
41 Mat-Su

42 Nenana

43 Nome

44 North Slope

45 Northwest Arctic
46 Pelican

47 Petersburg

48 Pribilof

49 Sitka

50 Skagway

51 Southeast Island

52 Southwest Reglon

53 St. Mary's

54 Tanana

55 Unalaska

56 Valdez

57 Wrangell

58 Yakutat

59 Yukon Flats
60 Yukon/Koyukuk
61 Yupiit

62 HCS

63 Vit Edgecumbe
64 Other

66 FOTAL:

G: Leg98/Cssh36/CSSB_36_FY99 ver

CS SB36

Proposed

State Aid:
4,336.009
1,085,169
3,186,530
194,402,155
1,809,601
15,720,424
1,414,246
2,264,246
1,078,737
5,581,994
2,811,016
2,517,761
5,087,722
2,603,693
3,781,438
67,318,068
5,100,652
2,431,168
1,958,601
1,039,255
4,747,204
21,107,305
1,372,933
2,109,441
43,959,566
10,566,469
1,207,017
13,924,088
5,470,852
6,525,065
31,137,132
13,861,244
58,582,962
1,340,448
5,217,325

18,656,455
350,850
3,699,598
1,647,733
7,100,407
459,821
2,226,657
6,046,114
1,089,399
1,121,689
1,580,712
1,877,339
2,142,064
1,233,667
5,061,519
5,653,884
3,329,233
4,156,575
1,760,264
26,096,071

$643,147 587

Lal}

Existing
Foundation
State Aid:

4,988,882
1,176,499
3,514,644
188,038,815
1,569,188
17,449,778
1,654,521
2,337,557
1,515,697
6,225,778
2,702,072
2,322,242
4,790,289
2,659,400
3,757,667
64,607,118
6,649,592
2,141,412
1,918,467
1,083,657
5,278,870
20,166,492
1,325,815
2,235,575
42,073,799
8,752,133
1,427 412
13,876,822
5,513,829
6,743,387
38,671,330
14,928,605
58,161,852
1,735,074
5,181,309
11,686,868
18,530,116
556,016
3,173,500
1,883,539
6,142,485
683,840
2,765,941
7,597,531
1,414,706
1,253,694
1,913,136
3,404,758
2,312,953
1,429,670
6,158,915
6,788,379
4,250,129
3,996,324
1,717,150
26,096,071

$660,n31,300
148

D-E

Difference:
(652,873
(91,330
(328,114
6,363,340
240,413
(1,729,354
(240,275
(73,311
436,960
643,784
103,944
195,519
297,433
(55,707)
23,771
2,110,950
(1,548,940)
289,756
40,134
(44,402
(531,666
940,813
47,118
(126,134)
1,885,767
1,814,336
(220,395
47,266
(42,977
(218,322
7534198
1,067,361
421110
(394,626
36,016
(11,686,868
126,339
(205,166
526,098
(235,806
957,922
224019
539,284
951,417
325,307
132,005
332,424
(1,527,419
429111
(196,003
1,097,396
1,134,495
(920,896
160,251
43114

—

—_——

—_— = X2

—_—

—_

($17,783,713)

@ 75%

Transition

Funding:
489,655
156,795
246,086

1,297,016
180,206
54,983
321,720
482,838

41,760
1,161,705

114,279
398,750

214,466-

280,129-

32,233
163,742
5,650,649
800,521

132.305

190,932
176,855

252,652
404,463
713,563
349,663
194,621
398,006

147,002
823,047
850,871
690,672

$17,718,205

F+G6

Net Change

State Aid
Plus Transition:
(163,218)
65,465
(82,028)
6,363,340
240,413
(432,338
60,069

18,328) .

109,240
160,946
108944
195,519
297433
(13.927)
23771
2,710,950
(387.235)
289,756
40134
69,877
(132,916)
940,813
47118
88/332
1,885,767
1.814:336
5,734
17,266
10,744
54,580
(1,883.549
(266,840
421110
37,679
36,016
(11,686,368)
126,339
(14,234)
526,098
(58.951)
957922
28,633
Em,szlg
237,854
24,356
62,616
65,582
(1,527.419)
129111
(49,001
274,349
283,624
230,224
160,251
13114

($65,508)

% Change
In
State Aid

-3.21%
5.56%
-2.33%
3.38%
15.32%
-2.48%
-3.63%
-0.78%
-1.21%
-2.59%
4.03%
8.42%
6.21%
-0.52%
0.63%
4.20%
-5.82%
13.53%
2.09%
6.45%
-2.52%
4.67%
3.55%
3.95%
4.48%
20.73%
4.18%
0.34%
-0.19%
-0.81%
-4.87%
-1.79%
0.72%
2.17%
0.70%
-100.00%
0.68%
-2.56%
16.58%
-3.13%
15.60%
4.19%
-4.87%
-3.13%
1.72%
4.99%
3.43%
-44.86%
18.55%
-3.43%
-4.45%
-4.18%
-5.42%
4.01%
2.51%
0.00%
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3
4
5
6

1
8
9
10
il
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
pal
22
23
24
25
26
21
28
29

B I
Alaska Department of Education
Fc/undatlon Program; CSSB 36(FIN) am

March 25,1998
FY99

Schoo
District:

Alaska Gateway
Aleutian Region
Aleutians East
Anchorage
Annette [sland
Bamqsnmt
Bristol Bay
Chatham
Chugach
Copper River
Cordova
Craig
Delta/Greely
Denali
Dillingham
Fairbanks
Galena
Haines
ol

aburg
Id%amd
Juneau
Kake
Kashunamlut
Kenai Peninsula
Ketchikan
Klawock
Kodiak Island
Kuspuk
Lake & Peninsula
Lower Kuskokwim
Lower Yukon
Mat-Su
Nenana
Nome
North Slope
Northwest Arctic
Pelican
Petersburg
Pribllof
Sitka
Skagway
Southeast Island
Southwest Region
St. Mary's
Fanan?
Jnalaska
t/aldez
Wrangell
|'akutat
Kukon Flats
fukon/Koyukuk
fupllt
\CS

63 fdt. Edgecumbe

64

Qther

66 10TALS:
G: Leg98/Cssh36/CSSB_36_FY99 vor

C

Projected
ADM:

494.00
67.00
345.00
47,832.75
389.00
1,809.41
308.00
297.00
81.00
606.50
530.00
408.00
799.00
352.00
619.00
15,957.50
222.00
429.00
270.00
125.00
436.00
5,721.00
190.00
279.00
10,243.96
2,650.00
215.00
2,819.00
510.00
513.00
3,642.00
1,850.60
12.045.00
135.00
789.00
2,037.00
2,233.00
38.00
775.00
196.00
1,680.00
130.00
259.00
179.20
133.00
111.00
390.00
895.00
498.25
178.00
409.00
554.00
412.00
0.00
306.00

125993.17

d| mE | p | G

C+E+F
Correspondence
n Out

Students  Students Total
ADM: ADM: ADM:

28.00 522.00
67.00

345.00

47,832.75

2.00 391.00
1,809.41

308.00

297.00

45.00 20.00 146.00
37.00 186.00 §29.50
530.00

30.00 9.00 447,00
25.00 824.00
3.00 355.00
619.00

490.00 16,447.50
1,157.00 1,379.00

9.00 438.00
270.00

125.00

436.00

29.00 5,750.00
190.00

279.00

98.00 10,341.96
69.00 2,719.00
215.00

78.00 2,897.00
510.00

5.00 518.00
3,642.00

1,850.60

596.00 12,641.00
20.00 65.00 220.00
789.00

2,037.00

15.00 2,248.00
38.00

175.00

196.00

70.00 1,750.00
130.00

10.00 269.00
779.20

133.00

2.00 113.00
390.00

895.00

10.00 6.00 514.25
178.00

35.00 444.00
554.00

412.00

1,658.38 1,658.38

306.00

1,706.00 3,101.38 130,800.55
20f8

Adj. For
School
Size
ADM:

748.97
141.48
566.44
52,208.39
572.46
2,657.55
406.44
542.62'
161.63
920.15
678.00
577.32
1,110.31
504.20
767.63
17,376.43
356.60
644.20
398.10
208.45
760.58
6,218.92
312.22
354.23
12,548.19
3,160.98
288.30
3,478.96
891.15
965.27
5,045.00
2,520.67
13,549.15
199.05
956.83
2,629.23
2,950.50
67.72
993.42
299.06
1,993.10
192.70
50047
1,147.70
185.08
168.57
533.40
1,100.43
101.14
274.98
712.00
923.58
601.48
0.00
380.42

149,151.85

District
Cost
Factor:

1.291
1.736
1423
1.000
1.011
1.525
1.262
1.120
1.294
1.176
1.096
1.010
1.106
1313
1.254
1.039
1.348
1.008
1.055
1.085
1470
1.005
1.025
1.389
1.004
1.000
1.017
1.093
1.434
1.558
1491
1438
1.010

1.270
1.319
1.504
1.549
1.290
1.000
1419
1.000
1143
1.124
1423
1.351
1.496
1.245
1.095
1.000
1.046
1.668
1.502
1.469
1.000
1.000

68.00

Hx 1
Adj
for
Cost
Product

966.92
245,61
806.04
52,208.39
578.76
4,052.76
512.93
607.73
209.15
1,082.10
743.09
583.09
1,228.00
662.01
962.61
18,054.11
480.70
649.35
420.00
226.17
1,118.05
6,250.01
320.03
492.03
12,598.38
3,160.98
293.20
3,802.50
1,217.91
1,503.89
1,522.10
3,624.72
13,684.64
252.19
1,262.06
3,954.36
4,570.32
87.36
993.42
424 37
1,993.10
220.26
562.53
1,633.18
250.04
252.18
664.08
1,204.97
10114
287.63
1,187.62
1,387.22
883.57
0.00
380.42

164,080.58



1
2
3
4
5
6
i
B

o

B
Alaska Department of Education

K

Foundation Program; CSSB 36(FIN) am

March 25,1998
FY99
School
District:

Alaska Gateway

10 Aleutian Region

il
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
2
22
23
24

66

Aleutians East
Anchorage
Annette Island
Be.rln(1 Strait
Bristol Bay
Chatham
Chugach
Copper River
Cordova
Craig
Delta/Greely
Denali
Dillingham
Fairbanks
Galena
Haines
daby

aburg
Id¥tarod
Juneau
Kake
Kashunamiut
Kenai Peninsula
Ketchikan
Klawock
Kodiak Island
Kuspuk
Lake &Peninsula

Lower Kuskokwim

Lower Yukon
Mat-Su

Nenana

Nome

North Slope
Northwest Arctic
Pelican
Petershurg
Pribilof

Sitka

Skagway
Southeast Island

Southwest Region

St. Mary's
Fanana
IJnalaska
Valdez
Wrangell
n'akutat

fukon Flats
fukon/Koyukuk
r'uplit

\CS

rit. Edgecumbe
Dther

rOTAILS:

J X1.20
Special
Education
Factor
1.20

1,160.30
294.73
967.25

62,650.07
694.51

4,863.31
615.52
129.28
250.98

1,298.52
891.71
699.71

1.473.60
19441

1,155.13

21,664.93
576.84
119.22
504.00
21140

1,341.66

7,500.01
384.04
590.44

15,118.06

3,793.18
351.84

4.563.00

1,533.49

1,804.67

9,026.52

4,349.66

16,421.57
303.35

1514 47

4,745.23

5,484.38
104.83

1,192.10
509.24

2,391.12
264.31
675.04

1,959.82
300.05
302.62
796.90

1,445.96
84137
345.16

1,425.14

1,664.66

1,060.28

0.00
456.50

196,896.69

3: Leg98/Cssh36/CSSB_36_FY99 vor

Special
Education

Intensive:
5.00

5.00
0.00
3.00
686.00
2.00
4.00
2.00
2.00
0.00
2.00
3.00
3.00
6.00
0.00
5.00
178.00
4.00
4.00
8.00
1.00
5.00
76.00
1.00
4.00
56.00
12.00
1.00
12.00
3.00
1.00
25.00
2.00
150.00
0.00
1.00
4.00
3.00
0.00
3.00
1.00
10.00
0.00
0.00
3.00
0.00
0.00
1.00
6.00
5.00
3.00
0.00
7.00
1.00
0.00
0.00

1,314.00

Mx 5

Adj.
Intensive
Education:

25.00
0.00
15.00
3,430.00
10.00
20.00
10.00
10.00
0.00
10.00
15.00
15.00
30.00
0.00
25.00
89C.00
20.00
20.00
40.00
5.00
25.00
380.00
5.00
20.00
280.00
60.00
5.00
60.00
15.00
5.00
125.00
10.00
750.00
0.00
5.00
20.00
15.00
0.00
15.00
5.00
50.00
0.00
0.00
15.00
0.00
0.00
5.00
30.00
25.00
15.00
0.00
35.00
5.00
0.00
0.00

6,570.00
3018

K+0
Adjusted
Students +
Special
Education:

1,185.30
294.73
982.25

66,080.07
704.51

4,883.31
625.52
739.28
250.98

1,308.52
906.71
11471

1,503.60
194.41

1,180.13

22,554.93
596.84
199.22
544,00
276.40

1,366.66

1,880.01
389.04
610.44

15,398.06

3,853.18
356.84

4,623.00

1,548 49

1,809.67

9,151.52

4,359.66

1717157
303.35

1,519.47

4,765.23

5,499.38
104.83

1,207.10
514.24

244172
264.31
675.04

1974.82
300.05
302.62
801.90

1,475.96
866.37
360.16

1,425.14

1,699.66

1,065.28

0.00
456.50

203,466.69

r

Ex1

g S
Fx .65
Correspondence
In Out
District District

1.00 0.65
28.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
2.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
45,00 13.00
37.00 120.90
0.00 0.00
30.00 5.85
25.00 0.00
3.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
490.00 0.00
0.00 752.05
9.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
29.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
98.00 0.00
69.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
78.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
5.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
596.00 0.00
20.00 42.25
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
15.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
70.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
10.u0 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
2.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
10.00 3.90
0.00 0.00
35.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 1,077.95
0.00 0.00
1,706.00 2,015.90

P +Q+S

District
Adjusted
ADM:

1,213.30
294.73
982.25

66,080.07
706.51

4,883.31
625.52
739.28
308.98

1,466.42
906.71
750.56

1,528.60
719741

1,180.13

23,044.93

1.348.89
808.22
544,00
276.40

1,366.66

7,909.01
389.04
610.44

15,496.06

3,922.18
356.84

4,701.00

1,548.49

1,814.67

9,151.52

4,359.66

17,767.57

365.60
1,519.47
4,765.23
5,514.38

104.83
1,207.10

514.24
2,511.72

264.31

685.04
1,974.82

300.05

304.62

801.90
1,475.96

880.27

360.16
1,460.14
1,699.66
1,065.28
1,077.95

456.50

207,188.59



B V W
1 Alaska Department of Education .
2 Foundation Program; CSSB 36((FIN) am Base Student Allocation
3 X AS 14.17.470 $3,856
4 March 25,1998 $3,856
5 FY99 Federal
6 School State Required Impact
% District; Support: Local: Aid:
9 Alaska Gateway 4,678,485 - 380,529
10 Aleutian Region 1,136,479 - 57,011
11 Aleutians East 3,787,556 365,761 509,562
12 Anchorage 254.804,750 55,828,890 8,314,618
13 Annette Island 2,124,303 - 1,016,335
14 Berin% Strait 18,830,043 - 3,455,132
15 Bristol Bay 2,412,005 860,657 240,580
.16 Chatham 2.850,664 - 651,576
17 Chugach 1,191,427 - 125211
18 Copper River 5,654,516 - 80,580
19 Cordova 3,496,274 674,600 19,032
20 Craig 2,894.159 367,686 16,690
21 Delta/Gieely 5,894,282 - 896,178
22 Denali 3,074,813 459.758 27,613
23 Dillingham 4,550,581 608,522 335,087
24 Fairbanks 88,861,250 17,779,142 6,593,515
25 Galena 5,201,320 70,412 314,774
26 Haines 3,116,496 674,832 18,995
27 Hoonah 2,097,664 98,904 238,998
28 HYdaburg 1,065,798 23,809 17,039
29 Idltarod 5,269,841 - 580,708
30 Juneau 30,497,143 9,380,326 16,954
31 Kake 1,500.138 69,431 281,923
32 Kashunamiut 2,353,857 - 271,573
33 Kenai Peninsula 59,752,807 15,751,444 83,078
34 Ketchikan 15,123,926 4552 513 8,986
35 Klawock 1,375,975 62,627 274,629
36 Kodiak Island 18,127,056 3,588,780 1,081,508
37 Kuspuk 5,970,977 - 555,694
38 Lake &Peninsula 6,997,368 268,776 1.028,381
39 Lower Kuskokwim 35.288,261 - 4,612,365
40 Lower Yukon 16,810,849 - 3,277,339
41 Mat-Su 68,511,750 9,922,903 14,639
42 Nenana 1,409,754 66,968 2,926
43 Nome 5,859,076 626,146 43,424
44 North Slope 18,374,727 18,374,727 2,648,619
45 Northwest Arctic 21,263,449 1,484,493 2.240,789
46 Pelican 404,224 53,374
47 Petersburg 4,654,578 947,600 15,861
48 Pribilof 1,982,909 - 372,418
49 Sitka 9,685,192 2.500,230 158,779
50 Skagway 1,019,179 559,358
51 Southeast Island 2,641,514 - 460,952
52 Southwest Region 7,614,906 - 1.076,436
53 St. Mary's 1,156,993 17,993 122527
54 ranana 1,174,615 23,286 178,213
55 Jnalaska 3,092,126 1,511,123 363
56 flaldez 5,691,302 3,774,555 43,787
57 Wrangell 3,394,321 651,476 1812
58 /akutat 1,388,777 144,356 39,086
59 Kukon Flats 5,630,300 - 631,979
60 rukon/Koyukuk 6,553,889 - 1,000,006
61 r'upilt 4,107,720 - 864,985
62 \CS 4,156,575 - -
63 It Edgecumbe 1,760,264
64 QOther
66 FOTALS: $798,919,203  $152,145458  $45,299,784

G: Leg98/Cssh36/CSSB_36_FY99_vor 40f8

Impact
Aid
Percent:

100.00%
100.00%
51.30%
61.12%
100.00%
100.00%
63.32%
100.00%
100.00%
100.00%
62.22%
58.00%
100.00%
45.72%
53.26%
63.43%
10.68%
61.43%
18.67%
17.83%
100.00%
62.34%
22.77%
100.00%
55.90%
61.13%
43.02%
63.10%
100.00%
21.99%
100.00%
100.00%
44.67%
88.79%
39.93%
66.45%
55.66%
85.72%
51.70%
100.00%
59.17%
74.36%
100.00%
100.00%
44.98%
18.48%
89.05%
100.00%
47.88%
30.57%
100.00%
100.00%
100.00%
100.00%
100.00%

Deductible
Impact
Aid
90.0%
342 476
51,310
235,265
4,573,705
914,702
3,109,619
137,102
586,418
112,690
12,522
10,658
8,712
806,560
11,362
160,621
3,764,040
30,256
10,496
40,159
2,734
522,637
9,512
57,774
244 416
41,797
4,944
106,331
614,188
500,125
203,527
4151,129
2,949 505
5,885
2,338
15,605
1,584,007
1,122 501

7380
335176
34555

414 857
968,792
49,601
29,640
291
39,408
181
10,754
568,781
900,005
178,487

$31,306,236

U-v-y

State
Share:

4,336,009
1,085,169
3,186,530
194,402,155
1,809,601
15,720,424
1,414,246
2,264,246
1,078,737
5,581,994
2,811,016
2,517,761
5,087,722
2,603,693
3,781,438
67,318.068
5.100,652
2,431,168
1,958,601
1,039,255
4,747,204
21,107,305
1,372,933
2,109,441
43,959,566
10,566,469
1,207,017
13,924,088
5,470,852
6,525,065
31,137,132
13,861,244
58,582,962
1,340,443
5,217,325

18,656,455
350,850
3.699,598
1,647,733
7,100,407
459,821
2,226,657
6,646,114
1,089,399
1,121,689
1,580,712
1,877,339
2,142,064
1,233,667
5,061,519
5,653,884
3,329,233
4,156,575
1,750,264
26,096,071

$643,147,587



A
{ Ip1 Alaska Department of Education
™ Foundation Pro ram CSSB 36(FIN) a
~3 Required Local ffort Calculatmn
4"March 25,1998

5 FY99

6

1 |
8 School District;
9 Alaska Gateway
10 Aleutian Region
11 Aleutians East
12 AnchoraP

13 Annette [sland
14 Ber|nc_1 Strait

15 Bristol Bay

16 Chatham

17 Chugach

18 Copper River
19 Cordova

20 Craig

21 Delta/Greely

22 Denali

23 Dillingham

24 Fairbanks

25 Galena

26 Haines

27 Hoonah

28 Hydaburg

29 Iditarod

30 Juneau

31 Kake

32 Kashunamiut
33 Kenai Peninsula
34 Ketchikan

35 Klawock

36 Kodiak Island
37 Kuspuk

38 Lake & Peninsula
39 Lower Kuskokwim
40 Lower Yukon
41 Mat-Su

42 Nenana

43 Nome

44 North Slope

45 Northwest Arctic
46 Pelican

47 Petersburg

48 Pribilof

49 Sitka

50 Skagway

51 Southeast Island
52 Southwest Region
53 St Mary's

54 lanana

55 Jnalaska

56 /aldez

57 Wrangell

58 fakutat

59 fukon Flats

60 fukon/Koyukuk
61 ['upiit

62 NCS

63 At Edgecumbe
64 )ther

66 10TAL:
G: Leg98/Cssb36/CSSB_36_FY99 ver

Required
Local
Effort:

365,761
55,828,890

860,657

674,600
367'686

459,758
608,522
17,179,142
10,412
674,832
98,904
23,809

9.380.326
89431

15,751,444
4,552,513
62,627
3,588,780

268,776-

9,922,903
66,968
626,146
18,374,721
1,484,493
53.374
947,600

2,500,230
559,358

17,993
23,286
1,511,123
3,774,555
651,476
144 356

$152,145 458

G X.004

Mill Rate
0.004

365,761
55,828,890

860,657

674,600
367,686

459,758
608,522
17,179,142
70,412
674,832
98,904
23,809

9,380,326
69,431

15,751,444
4,552,513
62,627
3,588,780

268,776

9,922,903
66,968
626,146
18,374,121
1,484,493
53,374
947,600

2,500,230
559,358

17,993
23,286
1,511,123
3,774,555
651,476
144,356

$152,145,458

1997 Full
Determination:

91,440,300
13,957,222,570

215,164,218

168,650,100
91,921,400

114,939,500
152,130,600
4,444,785,400
17.603.C00
168,708,000
24,725,900
5,952,200

2,345,081,400
17,357,800

3,937,860,920
1,138,128,200
15,656,700
897,194,900

67,193,900

2,480,725,840
16,742,100
153,536,400
11,749,014,490
371,123,200
13,343,500
236,900,000

625,057,600
139,839,400

4,498,200
5,821,600
377,780,800
943,638,760
162,869,100
36,089,000

$45,191,696,998



B D_ |
1 Alaska Department of Eduﬁﬂ]on

E

2 Foundation Program; GSSB 36(FIN) am

3 Transition Calculation
4 March 25,1998

5 FY99

6

1

8 School District:
9 Alaska Gateway
10 Aleutian Region
11 Aleutians East
12 Anchorage

13 Annette Island
14 Be_rinq Strait

15 Bristol Bay

16 Chatham

17 Chugach

18 Copper River
19 Cordova

20 Craig

21 Delta/Greely
22 Denali

23 Dillingham

24 Fairbanks

25 Galena

26 Haines

27 Koonah

28 Hydaburg

29 Iditarod

30 Juneau

31 Kake

32 Kashunamlut
33 Kenai Peninsula
34 Ketchikan

35 Klawock

36 Kodiak Island
371 Kuspuk

38 Lake & Peninsula
39 Lower Kuskokwim
40 Lower Yi.i:on
41 Mat-Su

42 Nenana

43 Nome

44 North Slope

45 Northwest Arctic
46 Pelican

47 Petershurg

48 Pribilot

49 Sitka

50 Skagway

51 Southeast Island
52 Southwest Region
53 St Mary's

54 Fanana

55 Linalaska

£6 /aldez

57 Wrangell

58 l'akutat

59 fukon Flats

60 fukon/Koyukuk
6L fuplit

62 \CS

63 f-It. Edgecumbe
64 Qther

Mill
Rate:
4.000
4,000
7.700
6.500
4,000
4,000
6.200
4,000
4,000
4.000
6.400
6.600
4,000
8.700
7.000
6.600
34.600
6.600
21.600
6.400
4,000
6.400
9.800
4,000
7.200
6.500
5.500
6.300
4,000
17.900
4,000
4,000
8.900
4,200
8.400
2.300
6.200
4,700
7.800
4,000
6.800
5.400
4.000
4.000
8.900
23.700
4.500
3.900
8.200
12.400
4,000
4,000
4,000
4,000
4,000

G: Log90VCssh36/CSSB_36_FY99 ver

Total
Foundation:
4,988,882
1,176,499
3,514,644
188,038,815
1,569,188
17,449,778
1,654,521
2,337 557
1,515,697
6,225,778
2,702,072
2,322,242
4,790,289
2,659,400
3,757,667
64,607,118
6,649,592
2,141 412
1,918,467
1,083,657
5,278,870
20,166,492
1,325,815
2,235,575
42,073,799
8,752,133
1427412
13,876,822
5,513,829
6,743.387
38,671,330
14,928,605
58,161,852
1,735,074
5,181.309
11,686,368
18,530.116
556,016
3,173,500
1,883,539
6,142,485
683,840
2,765,941
1,597,531
1,414,706
1,253,694
1,913,136
3,404,758
2,312,953
1,429,670
6,158,915
6,788,379
4.250.129
3,996.324
1,717,150
26,096,071

Additional
District
Support:

117,730

161,650

166,530
179,950

220,200

126,270
107,970

140,910
159,820

153,110

181,780
285,470

49.410
211,660

112,850

140.910
127,490
198,250
265,960
196,420

E+F
Foundation

Plus
Single Site:
4,988,882
1,294,229
3,514,644
188,038,815
1,730,838
17,449,778
1,654,521
2,337,557
1,515,697
6,225,778
2,868,602
2,502,192
4,790,289
2,659,400
3,977,867
64,607,118
6,649,592
2,141 412
2,044,737
1,191,627
5,278,870
20,166,492
1,466,725
2.395,395
42,073,799
8,752,133
1,580,522
13,876,822
5,513,829
6,743,387
38,671,330
14,928,605
58,161,852
1,916,854
5,466,779
11,686,368
18,530,116
605,426
3,385,160
1,883,539
6.142 485
796,690
2,765,941
7,597,531
1,555,616
1,381,184
2.111,386
3,670.718
2,509,373
1,429,670
6.158,915
6,788,379
4,250,129
3,996,324
1,717,150
26,096,071

SB36

State

Aid:
4,336,009
1,085,169
3,186,530
194,402,155
1,809,601
15,720,424
1,414,246
2,264,246
1,078,737
5,581,994
2,811,016
2,517,761
5,087,722
2,603,693
3,781,438
67,318,068
5,100,652
2,431,168
1,958,601
1,039,255
4,747,204
21,107,305
1,372,933
2,109,441
43,959,566
10,566,469
1,207,017
13,924,088
5,470,852
6,525,065
31,137,132
13,861,244
58.582,962
1,340,448
5,217,325

18,656,455
350,850
3,699,598
1,647,733
7,100,407
459,821
2,226,657
6,646,114
1,089,399
1,121,689
1,580,712
1,877,339
2,742,064
1,233,667
5,061,519
5,653,884
3,329,233
4,156,575
1,760,264
26,096,071

G-H

Difference:
652,873
209,060
328,114

(6,363,340
;78,763
1,729,354
240,275
73,311
436,960
643,784
57,586
(15,569;
(297,433
55,707
196,429
(2,710,950)
1,548,940
(289,756)
86,136
152,372
531,666
(940,813)
93,792
285,954
1,885,767
1,814,336
373,505
(47,266)
42 977
218,322
7534198
1,067,361
(421,110)
576,406
249 454

11,686,868
1126,339)
254 576
(314,438)
235,806

(957,922)
336,869
539,284
951417
466,217
259,495
530,674
1,793,379
(232,691)
196,003
1,097,396
1,134,495
920,896
(160,251
(43,114

[x 75%
Difference

@
75.0%
189,655
156,795
246,086
(4772505
(59,072
1,297.016
180,206
54,983
327720
182,838
13,190
(11,677§
(223,075
41,780
147,32
(2,033.213)
1161705
(217:317)
64,602
114279
398,750
(705,610)
70,344
214.466
§1,414,325;
1,360,752
280129
(35.450)
32,233
163,742
5,650,649
800,521
(315.833)
432,305
187,091
8,765,151
(94.754)
190,932
(235,829)
176,855
(7118,442)
252,652
404,463
713563
349'663
194,621
398,006
1,345,034
(174,518)
147,002
823,047
850,871
690,672
(120,188;
(32,336

$660,931,300 $3,304,340 $664,235,640 $643,147,587 $21,088,053 $15,816,040

bof 8

Transition:
489,655
156,795
246,086

1,297,016
180,206
54,983
321,120
482,838

41780
1161705

114279
398750

914 466

280,129

32,233
163,742
5,650,649
800,521

432.305

190932
176,855

252,652
404,463
713,563
349,663
194,621
398,006

147,002
823,047
850,871
690,672

$17,718,205



»

A

1 Alaska Department of Education
2_ Foundation Program; CSSB 36(FIN) am
3_Required Local Effort & Maximum

i

5
6
/
8

9
10
1
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
21
28
29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36
37
38
39
40
41
42
43
44
45
46
47
48
49
50
51
52
53
54
9%
56
57
58
59
60
61

64

March 25,1998
FY99

School District:

Alaska Gateway
Aleutian Region
Aleutians East
AnchoraPe
Annette [sland
Bam%SUmt
Bristol Bay
Chatham
Chugach
Copper River
Cordova
Craig
Delta/Greely
Denali
Dillingham
Fairbanks
Galena
Haines
Hogngh

aburg
Id%amd
Juneau
Kake
Kashunamiut
Kenai Peninsula
Ketchikan
Kiawock
Kodiak Island
Kuspuk
Lake & Peninsula
Lower Kuskokwim
Lower Yukon
Mat-Su
Nenana
Nome
North Slope
Northwest Arctic
Pelican
‘etershurg
Pribilof
Sitka
Skagway
Southeast Island
Southwest Region
St Mary's
lanana
Jnalaska
Valdez
\Vrangell
\fakutat
\rukon Flats
\'ukon/Koyukuk
Vupiit

10TALS

Required
Effort

365,761
55.828.890

860,657

674,600
367,686

459,758
608,522
17,779,142
10,412
674,832
98,904
23,809

9.380,326
69431

15,751,444
4,552,513
62,627
3,588,780

268.776

9,922,903
66,968
626,146
18,374,727
1,484,493
53,374
947,600

2,500,230
559358

17,993
23,286
1,511,123
3,774,555
651,476
144 356

$152,145,458

G: Leg98/Cssh36/CSSB_36_FY99_ver

23% or
2 Mills

Allowable

Excess
1,076,052
261,390
871,138
58,605,093
626,590
4,330.910
554,761
655,653
274,028
1,300,539
804,143
665,657
1,355,685
107,207
1,046,634
20,438,088
1,196,304
716,794
482 463
245 134
1,212,063
7,014,343
345,032
541,387
13,743,146
3,478,503
316,474
4,169,223
1,373,325
1,609,395
8,116,300
3,866,495
15,757,703
324,243
1,347 587
23,498,029
4.890,593
92,972
1,070,553
456,069
2,227 594
279,679
607,548
1,751,428
266,108
270,161
755,562
1,887,278
780,694
319,419
1,294,969
1,507,394
944776

$202,330,308

B+C

Maximum
Loca
1,076,052

261,390
1,236,899
114,433,983
626,590
4,330.910
1,415,418
655,653
274,028
1,300,539
1,478,743
1,033,343
1,355,685
1,166,965
1,655,156
38,217,230
1,266,716
1,391,626
581,367
268,943
1,212,063
16,394,669
414 463
541,387
29,494 590
8,031,016
379,101
7,758,003
1,373,325
1878.171
8,116,300
3,866,495
25,680,606
391,211
1973,733
41,872,756
6,375.086
146,346
2,018,153
456,069
4727824
839,037
607,548
1,751,428
284,101
293,447
2,266,685
5,661,833
1432170
463,775
1,294,969
1,507,394
944776

$354,475,766

7ol 8

Tax &In-kind
FY98

Budgeted Amountto
Meet Reg.

Local

708,000
87.682'805

1324152

1,052,000
584,728

981,736
942,500
27,680,000
556,527
1,080,455
454,727
34,000

14953000
150000

28,095,197
7,358,058
51,125
5,603,980

1,026,500

22,139,480
66,120
1,251,731
217,600,068
1,984,920
62,266
1,807,361

4,210,656
746,690

25,000
115,000
1,66v,932
3,579,727
1,329,000
432,150

$247,330,591

B-E

11,502

8*8

194,828

$207,178

E-D
Amount

Over
Excess

$0

D-E

Room

Under
Local Cap

528,899
26,751,178

' 91,266

126743
148615

185,229
712,656
10,537,230
710,189
311,171
126,640
234.943

1,441,669
264,463

1,399,393
672,958
321,976

2,154,023

851,671

3,541,126
325,091
122,002

14,272,688
4,390,166
84,080
210,792

517,168
92,347

't

259,101 »
178.447
605,753
2,082,106
103,170
31,625

$75,592,574



A !
1 Alaska Department of Education

B

2" Foundation Program; CSSB 36(FIN) am
3 Page9, Sec. 14.17.530 - Administrative Cap

4" March 25,1998

5

6 FY99

1 Total FY98

8 Budgeted Expenditures
9 Alaska Gateway 6,375,467
10 Aleui'an Region 1,227,397
11 Aleutians East 5,353,492
12 Anchora?e 285,848,000
13 Annette [sland 4,079,627
14 Be_rin% Strait 24,031.447
15 Bristol Bay 3.451,754
16 Chatham 3,700,057
17 Chugach 1,639,001
18 Copper River 6,245,467
19 Cordova 4,028,281
20 Craig 3,332,138
21 Delta/Greely 6,239,396
22 Denali 3,826,030
23 Dillingham 5.369,398
24 Fairbanks 105,010,000
25 Galena 4,137,563
26 Haines 3,576,694
27 Hoonah 3,555,793
28 Hydaburg 1,319,025
29 Iditarod 5,825,818
30 Juneau 35,823,100
31 Kake 2,179,381
32 Kashunamiut 2.754 440
33 Kenal Peninsula 712,077,053
34 Ketchikan 16,152,612
35 Klawock 2,276,154
36 Kodiak Island 22,289,424
37 Kuspuk 6,208,037
38 Lake & Peninsula 9,315,700
39 Lower Kuskokwim 45,485,933
40 Lower Yukon 19,896,01b
41 Mat-Su 80,993,413
42 Nenana 1,732.845
43 Nome 7,013,644
44 North Slope 43,150,068
45 Northwest Arctic 23,012,977
46 Pelican 630,278
47 Petershurg 5,296.650
48 Pribilof 2,748.600
49 Sitka 11,027,597
50 Skagway 1,462,002
51 Southeast Island 4,046,750
52 Southwest Region 9,649.489
53 St Mary's 1,400.000
54 lanana 1,546,500
55 Jnalaska 3,742,611
56 Valdez 1,680,728
57 VVrangell 3,878 101
58 akutat 2,051.851
59 'fukon Flats 7,166,115
60 “fukon/Koyukuk 7,985,386
8% fuplit 5,503,370
60 7"OTALS: 954,348,670

G: L0g98/Cssh36/CSSB_36_FY99 vor

Instructional

Expenditures
3,816,771
613,635
2,669,533
209,941,815
2,552,320
12,940,060
2,126,224
2,645,572
880,501
4,119,378
2,529,566
2,200,915
3,623,963
2,350,417
3,643,045
75,832,355
2,109,716
2,392,495
1,896,929
676,132
3,108,838
26,387,712
1.171,595
1,415,373
50,062,456
11,204,219
1,442,696
15,074,760
3,779,987
4,519,680
28,968.961
11,997,659
59,111,447
1,005,643
4,077,783
20,680,500
11,993,882
330,120
3,595,918
1,547,494
8,3J3,056
838,321
2,615,282
5.837,056
805,900
610,600
2,381,430
5,324,180
2,602,696
1,361,996
3,844,906
5,181,130
2,179,670

$643,524,288
8018

Total Expend. @
60%
3,825.280
736,438
3,212,095
171,508.800
2,447,776
14,418,868
2,071,052
2,220,034
983,401
3,747,280
2,416,969
1,999,283
3,743,637
2,295.618
3,221,639
63,006,000
2,482,538
2,146,016
2,133.476
791,415
3,495,491
21,493,860
1,307,629
1,052.664
43,246,232
9,691 f'67
1,365,692
13,373,654
3,724,822
5,589,420
217,291,560
11,937,610
48,596,048
1,039,707
4,208,186
25,890,041
13,807,786
378,167
3,177,990
1,649,160
6,616,553
877,201
2,428,050
5789,693
840,000
927,900
2,245 567
4,608,437
2,326,861
1,231,111
4,299.669
4,791,232
3,302,022

$572,609,202

Reduction in
State Aid
8,509
122,803
542,56%

0
1,478,808
0

0
102,900
0
0

0
119,674
0
0

0
372,822
0

236,547
115,283
386,65%
136,034
237,2910

0
0
0
0
1,069,740

0

0

0

34,064
130,403
5,209,541
1,813,904
48,047

0
101,666
0

38,880
0

0
34,100
317,300
0

0

0

0

454,763

0

522,352
$13,634,646

% of Instruc.
to Total Exp.
60%
50%
50%
3%
63%
54%
62%
12%
54%
66%
63%
66%
58%
61%
68%
2%
51%
67%
53%
51%
53%
4%
54%
51%
69%
69%
63%
68%
61%
49%
64%
60%
73%
58%
58%
48%
52%
52%
68%
56%
75%
57%
65%
60%
58%
39%
64%
69%
67%
66%
54%
65%
51%



B | C | D

1_ Alaska Department of Education
e Foundation Program; CSSB 36(FIN) am
(=) Comﬁarlson

=t March 25,1998

5 FY00

6 CSSB36

1 School Proposed
8 District: State Aid:

9 Alaska Gateway 4,376,048
10 Aleutian Region 1,094,895
11 Aleutians East 3,218,944
12 Anchorage 196,582,797
13 Annette [sland 1,832,915
14 Bermq Strait 15,881,574
15 Bristol Bay. 1,434,888
16 Chatham 2,288,642
17 Chugach 1,088,933
18 Copper River 5,630,385
19 Cordova 2,840,937
20 Craig 2,542,530
21 Delta/G: ely 5,138,165
22 Denali 2,630,007
23 Dillingham 3.820,383
24 Fairbanks 68,078,551
25 Galena 5,145,165
26 Haines 2,457,840
27 Hoonah 1,976,553
28 H){daburg 1,048,377
29 Idltaiod 4,792 304
30 Juneau 21,368,302
31 Kake 1,385,772
32 Kashunamiut 2,129,585
33 Kenal Peninsula 44,470,936
34 Ketchikan 10,695,901
35 Klawock 1,218,793
36 Kodiak Island 14,079,221
37 Kuspuk 5,521,953
38 Lake &Peninsula 6,584,949
39 Lower Kuskokwim 31,439,132
40 Lower Yukon 14,005,113
41 Mat-Su 59,169,292
42 Nenana 1,352,512
43 Nome 5,267.468
44 North Slope -
45 Northwest Arctic 18,838.430
46 Pelican 354,310
47 Petersburg 3,739.432
48 Pribilof 1,664,703
49 Sitka 7,183,294
50 Skagway 468,544
51 Southeast Island 2,249,264
52 Southwest Region 6,711,283
53 St Mary's 1,099,300
54 ranana 1,131,741
55 Jnalaska 1,607,175
56 Valdez 1,926,045
57 /Nrangell 2,771,113
58 fakutat 1,245,552
59 fukon Flats 5,109,703
60 fukon/Koyukuk 5,709,973
61 THupllt 3,364,387
62 NCS 4,192,148
63 /It Edgecumba 1,775.329
64 Qther 26.096,071
"6£f 1'0TAL: $649,827,559

G: Log98/Cssh.2/CSSB_36_FY00_v3r

Existing

Foundation

State Aid:
4,988,882
1,176,499
3,514,644

188,038,815
1,569.188

17,449,778
1,654,521
2,331.557
1,515,697
6,225,778
2,702,070
23222% 4
4.790,281-/
2,659,400
3,757,667

64,607,118
6,649,592
2,141 412
1,918,467
1,083,657
5,278,870

20,166,492
1,325,815
2,235,575

42,073.799
8,752,133
1,427 412
13,876,822
5,513,829
6,743,387

38,671,330

14,928,605

58,161,852
1,735.074
5,181.309

11,686,868

18,530,116

556,016

3,173,500
1,883,539
6,142 485

683,840

2,765.941
7,597,531
1,414,706
1,253,694
1,913,136
3,404,758
2,312,953
1,429,670
6.158915
6,788,379
4,250,129
3,996.324
1,717,150

26,096,071

$660,931,300

1ol 8

Difference:
(612,834
(81,604
(295,700
8,543,982
263,727
11,568,204
(219,633
(48,915
426,764
595,393
138,865
220,288
347876
(29,393)
62,716
3,471,433
(1,504,427)
316,428
58,086
(35,280
(486,566
1,201,810
59,957
(105,990)
2,397,137
1,943,768
(208,619)
202,399
8,124
(158,438
(7,232.198
(923,492
1,007 440
(382,562)
86,159
(11,686,068)
308,314
(201,706)
565,932
(218,836)
1,040,809
215,296
516,677
886,248
315,406
121,953
305,961
(1,478,713
458,160
(184,118
51049212
1,078,406
(885,742
195,824
58,179

—_——

($11,103,741)

@50%

Transition

Funding:
30S.417
99,667
147,850

784,102
109,817

24,458
213,382

297,697

14,697
752014

71625

243,283

132,905

180,865

79219

3,616,099
461,746

282171

125,558
109,418

164,073
258,339
443124
228,158
124122
252,106

92,059
524,606
539,203
442,871

$11,122,451

F+G
Net Chan_ge
State Ai

Plus Transition:

(306,417)
18063
(147,850)
8,543,982
263,727
784,102
109,816
(24457
213,382
297,696
138,865
220,288
347,876
(14.696)
62,716
34711433
(752.213)
316,428
58,086
36,345
(243.283)
1,201,810
5,957
26,915
2,397.137
1,943,768
(21.754)
202,399
8,124
(79.219
3616 099
(461,746
1007 440
(100.391)
86, 159
(11,686.,868)
308,314
(76.148)
565,932
(109418)
1040 809
(51,223
258 338
443 124
(87.248
2,769
(53, 855
1478 713
458,160
(92,059
524,606
539,203
12871
195,824
58,179

$18,710

% Change
in
State Aid

-6.14%
1.54%
-4.21%
4.54%
16.81%
-4.49%
-6.64%
-1.05%
-14.08%
-4.78%
5.14%
9.49%
7.26%
-0.55%
1.67%
5.37%
-11.31%
14.78%
3.03%
3.35%
-4.61%
5.96%
4.52%
1.20%
5.70%
22.21%
-1.94%
1.46%)
0.15%
-1.17%
-9.35%
-3.09%.
1.73%
-5.79%
1.66%
-100.00%
1.66%
-13.70%
17.83%
-5.81%
16.94%
-1.49%
-0.34%
-5.83%
-6.17%
0.22%
-2.82%
-43.43%.
19.81%
-6.44%
-8.52%
-1.94%
-10.42%
4.90%
3.39%
0.00%



B C. ID E r~ f t G h r 1T J
1 Alaska Department of Education

2 Fdundatlon Program; CSSB 36(FIN) am

3 C+E+F . Hx I

4 March 25,1598 Correspondence Adj. For Adj

5 FY00 In Out School District for

6 School Projected Students  Students Total Size Cost Cost

573 District: ADM: ADM: ADM: ADM: ADM: Factor: Product:

9 Alaska Gateway 494.00 28.00 522.00 148.97 1.291 966.92
10 Aleutian Region 67.00 * 67.00 141.48 1.736 245,61
11 Aleutians East 345.00 345.00 566.44 1.423 806.04
12 Anchorage 47.832.75 47.832.75 52,208.39 1.000 *52,208.39
13 Annette Island 389.00 2.00 391.00 572.46 1.011 578.76
14 Bering Strait 1,809.41 1,809.41 2,657.55 1.525 4,052.76
15 Bristol Bay 308.00 308.00 406.44 1.262 512.93
16 Chatham 297.00 297.00 542.62 1.120 607.73
17 Chugach 81.00 45.00 20.00 146.00 161.63 1.294 209.15
18 Copé)erRiver 606.50 37.00 186.00 829.50 920.15 1.176 1,082.10
19 Cordova 530.00 530.00 678.00 1.096 743.09
20 Craig 408.00 30.00 9.00 447.00 577.32 1.010 583.09
21 Delta/Greely 799.00 25.00 824.00 1,110.31 1.106 1,228.00
22 Denali 352.00 3.0C 355.00 504.20 1.313 662.01
23 Dillingham 619.00 619.00 767.63 1.254 962.61
24 Fairbanks 15,957.50 490.00 16,447.50 17,376.43 1.039 18.054.11
25 Galena 222.00 1,157.00 1,379.00 356.60 1.348 480.70
26 Haines 429.00 9.00 438.00 644.20 1.008 649.35
27 Hoonah 270.00 270.00 398.10 1.055 420.00
28 H){daburg 125.00 125.00 208.45 1.085 226.17
29 Idltarod 436.00 436.00 760.58 1470 1,118.05
30 Juneau 5,721.00 29.00 5,750.00 6,218.92 1.005 6,250.01
31 Kake 190.00 190.00 312.22 1.025 320.03
32 Kasliunamiut 279.00 279.00 354.23 1.389 492.03
33 Kenal Peninsula 10,243.96 98.00 10,341.96 12,548.19 1.004 12,598.38
34 Ketchikan 2,650.00 69.00 2,719.00 3,160.98 1.000 3,160.98
35 Klawock 215.00 215.00 288.30 1.017 293.20
36 Kodiak Island 2,819.00 78.00 2,897.00 3,478.96 1.093 3,802.50
37 Kuspuk 510.00 510.00 891.15 1.434 1,277.91
38 Lake &Peninsula 513.00 5.00 518.00 965.27 1.558 1,503.89
39 Lower KuskokwIm 3,642.00 3,642.00 5,045.00 1.491 7,522.10
40 Lower Yukon 1,850.60 1,850.60 2,520.67 1438 3,624.72
41 Mat-Su 12,045.00 596.00 12,641.00 13,549.15 1.010 13,684.64
42 Nenana 135.00 20.00 65.00 220.00 199.05 1.270 252.79
43 Nome 789.00 789.00 556.83 1.319 1,262.06
44 North Slope 2,037.00 2,037.00 2,629.23 1.504 3,954.36
45 Northwest Arctic 2,233.00 15.00 2,248.00 2,950.50 1.549 4570.32
46 Pelican LR 38.00 67.72 1.290 87.36
47 Petershurg “75.00 775.00 993.42 1.000 993.42
48 Pribilof 196.00 196.00 299.06 1.419 424,37
49 Sitka 1,680.00 70.00 1,750.00 1,993.10 1.000 1,993.10
50 Skagway 130.00 130.00 192.70 1.143 220.26
51 Southeast Island 259.00 10.00 269.00 500.47 1.124 562.53
52 Southwest Region 779.20 779.20 1,147.70 1423 1,633.18
53 St Mary's 133.00 133.00 185.08 1.351 250.0-1
54 Tanana 111.00 2.00 113.00 168.57 1.496 252.18
55 Unalaska 390.00 390.00 533.40 1.245 664.08
56 Valdez 895.00 895.00 1,100.43 1.095 1,204.97
57 /Vrangell 498.25 10.00 6.00 514.25 701.14 1.000 701.14
58 Vakutat 178.00 178.00 274.98 1.046 287.63
59 Vukon Flats 409.00 35.00 44400 712.00 1.668 1,187.62
60 Vukon/Koyukuk 554.00 554.00 923.58 1.502 1,387.22
61 fuplit 412.00 412.00 601.48 1.469 883.57
62 \CS 0.00 1,658.38 1,658." 0.00 1.000 0.00
63 tit. Edgecumbe 3U5.00 306.WV 380.42 1.000 380.42
pﬂ Other

66 TOTALS: 125,993.17 1,706.00  3,101.38 130,800.55 149,151.85 68.00 164,080.58

G: Leg98/Cssh36/CSSB_36_FY0O_ver 2018



B n_, k.t M
1 Alaska Department of Education
2" Foundation Program; CSSB 36(FIN) am
3 Jx 1.20 .
4 March 25,1998 Special Special
5 FY00 Education Education
6 School Factor Intensive:
I District: 1.20 5.00
9 Alaska Gateway 1,160.30 5.00
10 Aleutian Region 294.73 0.00
11 Aleutians East 967.25 3.00
12 Anchorage 62,650.07 686.00
13 Annette Island 694.51 2.00
14 Be_rinq Strait 4,863.31 4.00
15 Bristol Bay 615.52 2.00
16 Chatham 729.28 2.00
17 Chugach 250.98 0.00
18 Copper River 1,298.52 2.00
19 Cordova 891.71 3.00
20 Craig 699.71 3.00
21 Deita/Greely 1,473.60 6.00
22 Denali 794,41 0.00
23 Dillingham 1,155.13 5.00
24 Fairbanks 21,664.93 178.00
25 Galena 576.84 4.00
26 Haines 179.22 4.00
27 Hoonah 504.00 8.00
28 Hydaburg 271.40 1.00
29 Iditarod 1,341.66 5.00
30 Juneau 7,500.01 76.00
31 Kake 384.04 1.00
32 Kashunamlut 590.44 4.00
33 Kenai Peninsula 15,118.06 56.00
34 Ketchikan 3,193.18 12.00
35 Klawock 351.84 1.00
36 Kodiak Island 4,563.00 12.00
37 Kuspuk 1.533.49 3.00
38 Lake &Peninsula 1,804.67 1.00
39 Lower Kuskokwim 9,026.52 25.00
40 Lower Yukon 4,349.66 2.00
41 Mat*Su 16.421.57 150.00
42 Nenana 303.35 0.00
43 Nome 1,514.47 1.00
44 North Slope 4,745.23 4,00
45 Northwest Arctic 5,484.38 3.00
46 Pelican 104.83 0.00
47 Petershurg 1,192.10 3.00
48 Pribilof 509.24 1.00
49 Sitka 2,391.72 10.00
50 Skagway 264.31 0.00
51 Southeast Island 675.04 0.00
52 Southwest Region 1,959.82 3.00
53 St Mary's 300.05 0.00
54 ranana 302.62 0.00
55 Jnalaska 796.90 1.00
56 /aldez 1,445.96 6.00
57 Wrangell 841.37 5.00
58 fakutat 345.16 3.00
59 fukon Flats 1,425.14 0.00
60 %ukon/Koyukuk 1,664.66 7.00
61 Tupllt 1,060.28 1.00
62 tVCS 0.00 0.00
63 *At Edgecumbe 456.50 0.00
64 Qther
66 70TALS: 196,896.69 1.314.00

G: Leg98VCssh36/CSSB_36_FY00_ver

Mx5

Adj.
Intensive
Education:

25.00
0.00
15.00
3,430.00
10.00
20.00
10.00
10.00
0.00
10.00
15.00
15.00
30.00
0.00
25.00
890.00
20.00
20.00
40.00
5.00
25.00
380.00
5.00
20.00
280.00
60.00
5.00
60.00
15.00
5.00
125.00
10.00
750.00
0.00
5.00
20.00
15.00
0.00
15.00
5.00
50.00
0.00
0.00
15.00
0.00
0.00
5.00
30.00
25.00
15.00
0.00
35.00
5.00
0.00
0.00

6,570.00
30(8

K+0
Adjusted
Students +
Special
Education:

1,185.30
294.73
982.25

66,080.07
704.51

4,883.31
625.52
739.28
250.98

1,308.52
906.71
11471

1,503.60
794.41

1,180.15

22,554.93
596.84
799.22
544.00
276.40

1,366.66

7,880.01
389.04
610.44

15,398.06

3,853.18
356.84

4,623.00

1,548.49

1,809.67

9,151.52

4,359.66

1717157
303.35

1,519.47

4,765.23

5.499.J8
104.83

1,207.10
514.24

244172
264.31
675.04

1,974.82
300.05
302.62
801.90

1,475.96
866.37
360.16

1,425.14

1,699.66

1,065.28

0.00
456.50

203,466.69

Q S
Exl F X.65
Correspondence
In Out
District District
1.00 0.65
28.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
2.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
45,00 13.00
37.00 120.90
0.00 0.00
30.00 5.85
25.00 0.00
3.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
490.00 0.00
0.00 752.05
9.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
29.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
98.00 0.00
69.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
78.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
5.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
55G.00 0.00
20.00 42.25
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
15.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
70.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
10.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
2.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
10.00 3.90
0.00 0.00
35.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 1,077 95
0.00 0.00
1,706.00 2,015.90

P+Q+S

District
Adjusted
ADM:

1,213.30
294.73
982.25

66,080.07
706.51

4,883.31
625.52
739.28
308.98

1,466.42
906.71
750.56

1,528.60
719741

1,180.13

23,044.93

1,348.89
808.22
544.00
276.40

1,366.66

7,909.01
389.04
610.44

15,496.06

3,922.18
356.84

4,701.00

1,548.49

1,814.67

9,151.52

4,359.66

17,767.57
365.60

1519.47

4,765.23

5514.38
104.83

1,207.10
514.24

2,511.72
264.31
685.04

1974.82
300.05
304.62
801.90

1,475.96
880.27
360.16

1,460.14

1,699.66

1,065.28

1,077.95
456.50

207,188.59



8 1 u [ ] V I W
1 Alaska Department of Education
2 Foundation Program; CSSB 36(FIN) am Base Student Allocation
3 . T X J. AS14.17.470 $3,889
4 March 25,1998 $3,889
5 FVOO Federal
6 School State Required Impact
é District: Support: Local: Aid:
9 Alaska Gateway 4,718.524 . 380,529
1C Aleutian Region 1,146,205 - 57,011
11 Aleutians East 3,819,970 365,761 509,562
12 AnchoraFe 256,985,392 55,828,890 8,314,618
13 Annette [sland 2,147 617 - 1,016,335
14 Be.rinqStrait 18,991,193 - 3,455,132
15 Bristol Bay 2,432,647 860,657 240,580
16 Chatham 2,875,060 - 651,576
17 Chugach 1,201,623 - 125,211
18 Copper River 5,702,907 - 80,580
19 Cordova 3,526,195 674,600 19,032
20 Craig 2,918,928 367,686 16,690
21 Delta/Greely 5,944,725 - 896,178
22 Denali 3,101,127 459,758 27,613
23 Dillingham 4,589,526 608,522 335,087
24 Fairbanks 89.621,733 17,779,142 6,593,515
25 Galena 5,245,833 70,412 314,774
26 Haines 3,143,168 674,832 18,985
27 Hoonah 2,115,616 98,904 238,998
28 H{tfaburg 1.074,920 23,809 17,039
29 Idltarod 5,314,941 - 580,708
30 Juneau 30,758,140 9,380,326 16,954
31 Kake 1,512,977 69,431 281,923
32 Kashunamiut 2,374,001 - 271573
33 Kenal Peninsula 60,264,177 15,751,444 83,078
34 Ketchikan 15,253,358 4,552,513 8,986
35 Klawock 1,387,751 62,627 274,629
36 Kodiak Island 18,282,189 3,588,780 1,081,508
37 Kuspuk 6,022,078 - 555,694
38 Lake & Peninsula 7,057,252 268,776 1,028,381
39 Lower KuskokwIm 35,590,261 - 4,612,365
40 Lower Yukon 16,954,718 - 3,277,339
41 Mat-Su 69,098,080 9,922,903 14,639
42 Nenana 1,421,818 66,968 2,926
43 Nome 5,909,219 626,146 43,424
44 North Slope 18,531,979 18,531,979 2,648,619
45 Northwest Arctic 21,445,424 1,484,493 2,240,789
46 Pelican 407,684 53,374
47 Petershurg 4,694,412 947,600 15,861
48 Pribilof 1,999,879 - 372,418
49 Sitka 9,768,079 2,500,230 158,779
50 Skagway 1,027,902 559,358
51 Southeast Island 2,664,121 - 460,952
52 Southwest Region 7,680,075 - 1,076,436
53 St Mary's 1,166,894 17,993 122,527
54 lanana 1,184,667 23,286 178,213
55 Jnalaska 3,118,589 1,511,123 363
56 Vaide* 5,740,008 3,774,555 43,787
57 Wrangell 3,423,370 651.476 1812
58 ffakutat 1,400,662 144,356 39,086
59 Ifukon Flr.vs 5,678,484 - C31.979
60 Tukon/Koyukuk 6,609,978 - 1,000,006
61 \rupit 4,142 874 - 864,985
62 IC 4,192,148 . -
63 It Edgecumbe 1,775,329
64 dther
66 TOTALS: $805,756,427 $152,302,710 $45,299,784

G: Leg98/Cssh36/CSSB_36_FY00 ver 4o(8

Impact
Aid
Percent:
100.00%
100.00%
51.30%
61.12%
100.00%
100.00%
63.32%
100.00%
100.00%
100.00%
62.22%
58.00%
100.00%
45.72%
53.26%
63.43%
10.68%
61.43%
18.67%
17.83%
100.00%
62.34%
22.77%
100.00%
55.90%
61.13%
43.02%
63.10%
100.00%
21.99%
100.00%
100.00%
44.67%
88.79%
39.93%
67.02%
55.66%
85.72%
51.70%
100.00%
59.17%
74.36%
100.00%
100.00%
44.98%
18.48%
89.05%
100.00%
47.88%
30.57%
100.00%
100.00%
100.00%
100.00%
100.00%

Deductible
Impact
Aid
90.0%

342,476
51,310
235.265
4,573,705
914,702
3,109,619
137,102
586,418
112,690
12,522
10,658
8,712
806,560
11,362
160,621
3.764,040
30,256
10,496
40,159
2,734
522,637
9,512
57,174
244 416
41,797
4,944
106,331
614,188
500,125
203,527
4,151,129
2,949,605
5,885
2,338
15,605
1.597,5%4
1,122,501

1,380
335,176
84,555

414,857
968,792
49,601
29,640
291
39,408
781
10,754
568,781
900,005
178 487

$31,319,823

U-v-y

State
Share:

4,376,048
1,094,895
3,218,944
196,582.797
1,832,915
15,881,574
1,434 888
2,288,642
1,088,933
5,630,385
2,840,937
2,542,530
5,138,165
2,630,007
3,820,383
68,078,551
5,145,165
2,457,840
1,976,553
1,048,377
4,792,304
21,368,302
1,385,772
2,129,585
44,470,936
10,695,901
1,218,793
14,079,221
5,521,953
6,084,949
31,439,132
14,005,113
59,169,292
1,352,512
5,267,468

18,838,430
354,310
3,739,432
1,664,703
7,183,294
468,544
2,249,264
6,711,283
1,099,300
1,131,741
1,607,175
1,926,045
2,171,113
1,245,552
5,109,703
5,709,973
3,364,387
4,192,148
1,175,329
26,096,071

$649,827,559



’

JAlaska Department of Education

Foundation Program; CSSB 36(FIN) am

Required Local Effort Calculation

March 25,1998

FYOO

School District:

9 Alaska Gateway
10 Aleutian Region
11 Aleutians East

12 Anchorage

13 Annette island

14 Be.ring1 Strait
15 |Bristol Bay
16 Chatham
17 Chugach

18 Copper River

19 Cordova
20 Craig

21 Delta/Greoly
22 Denali

23 Dillingham
24 Fairbanks
25 Galena
26 Haines
27 Hoonah
28 H){daburg
29 ldltarod
30 Juneau

31 Kake

32 Kashunamiut
33 Kenai Peninsula

34 Ketchikan
35 Klawoc»

36 Kodiak Island

37 Kuspuk

38 Lake & Peninsula
39 Lower KuskokwIm
40 Lower Yukon

41 Mat-Su
42 Nenana
43 Nome
44 North Slope

45 Northwest Arctic

46 Pelican
A7 [Petersburg
48 Pribilof
49 Sitka

50 Skagway

51 Southeast Island
52 Southwest Region

53 |St. Mary's
54 Tanana

55 Unalaska
56 Valdez

57 Wrangell
58 Yakutat

59 Yukon Flats

60 [Yukon/Koyukuk

6L [Yuplit
62 ACS

63 Mt Edgecumbe

64 Other
86 TOTAL:

G: Leg98/Cssh36/CSSB_36_FY00 ver

Required
Local
Effort:

365,761
55,828,690

860,657

674,600
367,686

459,758
608,522
17,779,142
70,412
674,832
98,904
23,809

9,380,326
69,431

15,751 444
4,552,513
62,627
3,588.780

268.776

9,922,903
66,968
626,146
18,531,979
1,484,493
53,374
947,600

2,500,230
559.358

17,993
23,286
1,511,123
3,774,555
651,476
144,356

$152,302,710

G X.004
Mill Rate

0.004

365,761
55,828.890

860,657

674,600
367,686

459,758
608,522
17,779,142
10,412
674,832
98,904
23,809

9,380,326
69,431

15,751,444
4,552,513
62,627
3,588,780

268,776

9,922,903
66,968
626,146
18,531,979
1.484 493
53,374
947,600

2,500,230
559,358

17,993
23,286
1,511,123
3,774,555
651,476
144,356

$152,302,710

1997 Full
Determination:

91,440,300
13,957,222,570

215,164,218

168,650,100
91,921,400

114,939,500
152,130,600
4,444,785,400
17,603,000
168,708,000
24,725,900
5,952,200

2,345,081,400
17,357,800

3,937,860,920
1,138,128,200
15,656,700
897,194,900

67,193,900

2,480,725,840
16,742,100
156,536,400
11,749,014,490
371,123,200
13,343,500
236,900,000

625,057,600
139,839,400

4,498,200
5,821,600
377,780,800
943,638,760
162,869,100
36,089,000

$45,191,696,9981



B 0 [ Me Fr g H 1 ;oK

1 Alaska Department of Educatfon
m 2~ Foundation Program; CSSB 36(FIN) am

3~ Transition Calculation

4 March 25,1998

5 FY00 E+F G-H Ix 50%

b . Additional -~ Foundation SB3S Difference

1 Mill Total District Plus State _ 0 N

8 School District: Rate:  Foundation:  Support:  Single Site: Aid: Difference: 50.0% Transition:
9 Alaska Gateway 4,000 4,988,882 4,988,882 4,376,048 612,834 306,417 306,417
10 Aleutian Region 4.000 1,176,499 117,730 1,294,229 1,094,895 199,334 99,667 99,667
11 Aleutians East 1.700 3,514,644 3,514,644 3,218,944 295,700 147,850 147,050
12 Anchora?e 6.500 188,038,815 188,038,815 196,582,797 (8,543,9823 (4,271,991

13 Annette Island 4.000 1569,188 161,650 1,730,838 1,832,915 (102,077 (51,039 -
14 Berin(_1 Strait 4000 17,449,778 17,449,778 15,881,574 1,568,204 784,102 784,102
15 Bristol Bay 6.200 1,654,521 1,654,521 1,434,888 219,633 109,817 109,817
13 Chatham 4.000 2,331,557 2,331,557 2,288,642 48,915 24458« 24,458
17 Chugach 4,000 1,515,697 1,515,697 1,088,933 426,764 213,382 213,382
18 Copper River 4,000 6,225,778 6,225,778 5,630,385 595,393 297,697 297,697
19 Cordova 6.400 2,702,072 166,530 2,868,602 2,840,937 27,665 13,833 -
20 Craig 6.600 2,322,242 179,950 2,502,192 2,542,530 (40,338g (20,169 -
21 Delta/Greely 4.000 4,790,289 4,790,289 5,138,165 (347,876 (173,938 -
22 Denali 8.700 2,659,400 2,659,400 2,630,007 29,393 14,697 14,697
23 Dillingham 7.000 3,757,667 220,200 3,977,867 3,820,383 157,484 78,742 -
24 Fairbanks 6.600 64,607,118 64,807,118 68,078,551  (3.471,433) (1,735717) -
25 Galena 34.600 6,649,592 6,649,592 5145165 1,504,427 752,214 152,214
26 Haines 6.600 2,141,412 2,141 412 2,457,840 (316.428)  (158,214) -
27 HoonakK 21.600 1918467 126,270 2,044,737 1.976,553 68,184 34.092 .
28 H){daburg 6.400 1,003,657 107,970 1,191,627 1,048,377 143,250 71.625 71,625
29 |dltarod 4,000 5,218,870 5,218,870 4,792,304 486,566 243,283 243,283
30 Juneau 6.400 20,166,492 20,166,492 21,368,302 (1,201,810)  (600,905) -
31 Kake 9.800 1325815 140910 1,466,725 1,385,772 80,953 40,477 B
32 Kashunamiut 4.000 2235575 159,820 2,395,395 2,129,585 265,810 132,905 132,905
33 Kenal Peninsula 7200 42,073,799 42,073,799 44470,936  (2,397,137) (1,198,569 -
34 Ketchikan 6.500 8,752,133 8,752.133 10,695,901 (1,943,768 (971,884 -
35 Klawock 5500 1427412 153,110 1,580,522 1,218,793 361,729 180,865 180,865
36 Kodiak Island 6.300 13,876,822 13,876,822 14,079,221 (202,399 (101,200 -
37 Kuspuk 4.000 5,513,829 5,513,829 5,521,953 é8,124 {4,062 .
38 Lake &Peninsula  17.900 6,743,387 6,743,387 6,584,949 158,438 9,219 79,219
39 Lower Kuskokwlm ~ 4.000 38,671,330 38,671,330 31,439,132 7232,198 3,616,099 3,616,099
40 Lower Yukon 4000 14,928,605 14,928,605 14,005,113 923,492 461,746 461,746
41 Mat-Su 8.900 58,161,852 55,161,852 59,169,292 (1,007,440)  (503,720) -
42 Nenana 4.200 1735074 181780 1,916,854 1,352,512 564,342 282,171 282,111
43 Nome 8.400 5,181,309 285470 5,466,779 5,267,468 199,311 99,656 .
44 North Slope 2300 11,686,868 11686,368 ~ 11686,868 53843434 -
45 Norlhwest Arctic 6.200 18,530,116 18,530,116 18,838,430 (308,314)  (154,157) .
46 Pelican 4.700 556,016 49,410 605,426 354,310 251,116 125,558 125,558
47 Petershurg 7.800 3,173,500 211,660 3,385,160 3,739,432 (354,272)  (177,136) .
48 Pribilof 4,000 1,883,539 1,883,539 1,664,703 218,836 109,418 109,418
49 Sitka 6.800 6,142,485 6,142,485 7,183,294 (1,040,809) (520,405 -
50 Skagway 5.400 683,840 112,850 796,690 468,544 328,146 164,073 164,073
51 Southeast Island 4000 2,765,941 2,765,941 2,249,264 516,677 258,339 258,339
52 Southwest Region  4.000 7,597,531 7,597,531 6,711,283 886,248 443,124 443,124
53 St Mary's 8.900 1414706 140,910 1,555,616 1,099,300 456,316 228,158 228,158
54 Tanana 23.700 1,253,694 127,490 1,381,184 1,131,741 249,443 124722 124,722
55 Jnalaska 4.500 1913136 198250 2,111,386 1,607,175 504,211 252,106 252,106
56 Valdez 3.900 3,404,758 265960  3,6/0,718 1,926,045 1,744,673 872,337 -
57 Wrangell 8.200 2,312,953 196,420 2,509,373 2,171,113 (261,740)  (130,870) .
58 J#akutat 12.400 1,429,670 1,429,670 1,245,552 184,118 92,059 92,059
59 \tukon Flats 4,000 6,158,915 6,158,915 5,109,703 1,049,212 524,606 524,606
60 Tukon/Koyukuk 4,000 6,788,379 6,788,379 5709973 1,078,406 539,203 539,203
6L Mupilt 4,000 4,250,129 4,250,129 3,364,387 885,742 442,871 442871
62 <CS 4,000 3,996,324 3,996,324 4,192,148 (195,824 97,912 .
63 It. Edgecumbe 4,000 1,717,150 1,717,150 1,775,329 (58,179 29,090

64 >ther 26,096,071 26,096,071 26,096,071 . _
66 $660,931,300 $3,304,340 $664,235,640  $649,827,559 $14,408,081  $7,204,041 $11,122 451

G: Leg9B/Cssb36/CSSB_36_FY00_var 6018
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. Alaska Department of Education
. Foundation Program; CSSB 36(FIN) am

Required Local Effort & Maximum

March 25,1998
FY00

School District:

Alaska Gateway

Aleutian Region

Aleutians East

Anchorage

Annette Island

quqsnmt

Bristol Bay

Chatham

Chugach

Copper River

Cordova

Craig

Delta/Greely

Denali

Dillingham

Fairbanks

Galena

Haines

o
ydaburg

|dftarod

Juneau

Kake

Kashunamlut

Kenal Peninsula

Ketchikan

Klawock

Kodiak Island

Kuspuk

Lake & Peninsula

Lower Kuskokwim

Lower Yukon

Mat-Su

Nenana

Nome

North Slope

Northwest Arctic

Pelican

Petersburg

Pribilof

Sitka

Skagway

Southeast Island

Southwest Region

St. Mary's

ranana
LJnaiaska

Valdez

Nrangell

Yakutat

Yukon Flats
Yukon/Koyukuk
Yupiit

\CS

/It. Edgecumbe

FOTAL

Required
Effort

365,761
55,828,890

860,657

674,600
367686

459,758
608,522
17,179,142
70,412
674,832
98.904
23,809

9.380.326
89,431

15,751,444
4,552,513
62,627
3,588,780

268.776

9.922,903
66,968
626,146
18,531,979
1,484,493
53,374
947,600

2 500,230
559,358

17,993
23,286
1,511,123
3,774,555
651,476
144.356

$152,302,710

G: Leg98/Cssh36/CSSB_36_FY00, ver

23% or
2 Mills

Allowable

Excess
1,085,261
263,627
878,593
59,106,640
631,952
4,367,974
559,509
661,264
276,373
1,311,669
811,025
671,353
1,367,287
713,259
1,055,591
20,612,999
1,206,542
722,929
486,592
247232
1,222,436
1.074,372
347,985
546,020
13,860,761
3,508,272
319,183
4,204,903
1,385,078
1,623,168
8,185,760
3,899,585
15,892,558
327,018
1,359,120
23,498,029
4,932,448
93,767
1,079,715
459,972
2,246,658
279,679
612,748
1,766,417
268,386
272,473
755,562
1,887,278
787,375
322,152
1,306,051
1,520,295
952,861

$203,835,756

B+C

Maximum

Loca
1,085,261
263,627
1,244 354
114,935 530
631,952
4,367,974
1,420,166
661,264
276,373
1,311,669
1,485,625
1,039,039
1,367,287
1,173,017
1,664,113
38,392,141
1.276,954
1,397,761
585,496
271,041
1,222 436
16,454,698
417 416
546,020
29,612,205
8,060,785
381,810
7,793,683
1,385,078
1,891,944
8,185,760
3,899,585
25,815,461
393,986
1,985,266
42,030,008
6,416,941
147141
2.027,315
459,972
4,746,888
839,037
612,748
1,766,417
286,379
295,759
2,266,685
5,661,833
1,438,851
466,508
1,306,051
1,520,295
952,861

$356,138,466
7018

Tax & In-kind
FY98

Budgeted
Loca

708,000
87,682,805

1,324,152

105,000
584728

981,736
942,500
21,680,000
556,527
1,080,455
454,727
34,000

14,953 000
150,000

28,095,197
7,358,058
51,125
5,603,980

1026 500

22,139,480
66,120
1,251,731
21,600,068
1,984,920
62,266
1,807,361

4,210,656
746,690

25,000
115,000
1,660,932
3,579,727
1,329,000
432,150

$247,330,591

B-E E-D D-E

Amount Room

Amountto  Over Under
Meet Req.  Excess  Local Cap

536,354
97952725

96,014

133,625
451301

191,281
721,613
10,712,141
720,427
317,306
130,769
237,041

1,501,698
267,416

1,517,008

102,727

11,502 330,685
2,189,703

865,444

3,675,981

848 321,866
733,535

14,429,940

4,432,021

84,875

219,954

536,232
92,347

261,379
180,759
605,753
194,828 2,082,106
109,851
34,358

$207,178 $0  $76,985,245
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M _ Alaska Department of Edu nation

P [~ Foundation Program: CSS836‘FIN)_am
Page 9, Sec. 14.17.530 - Administrative Cap

" March 25,1998
ns

FY00
P Total FY98 Instructional Total Expend. @  Reductionin % of Instruc.
8 Budgeted Expenditures Expenditures 65% State Aid to Total Exp.
o Alaska Gateway 6,375.467 3,816,771 4,144,054 327,283 60%
10 Aleutian Region 1,227,397 613,635 797,808 184,173 50%
11 Aleutians East 5,353,492 2,669,533 3,479,770 810,237 50%
19 Anchorage 285,848,000 209,941,815 185,801,200 0 13%
13 Annette Island 4,079,627 2,552,320 2,651,758 99,438 63%
14 Be.rln% Strait 24,031,447 12,940,060 15,620,441 2,680,381 54%
Bristol Bay 3,451,754 2,126,224 2,243,640 117,416 62%
%8 Chatham 3700057 2645572 2405037 0 2%
17 Chugach 1,639,001 880,501 1,065,351 184,850 54%
18 Copper River 6,245,467 4,119,378 4,059,554 0 66%
Cordova 4,028,281 2,529,566 2,618,383 88,817 63%
}8 Craig 3,332,138 2,200,915 2,165,890 0 66%
21 Delta/Greely 6,239,396 3,623,963 4,055,607 431,644 58%
22 Denali 3,826,030 2,350,417 2,486,920 136,503 61%
23 Dillingham 5,369,398 3,643,045 3,490,109 0 68%
94 Fairbanks 105,010,000 75,832,355 68,256,500 0 12%
Galena 4,137,563 2,109,716 2,689,416 579,700 51%
%é Haines 3,576,694 2,392,495 2,324,851 0 67%
27 Hoonah 3,555.793 1,896,929 2,311,265 414,336 53%
28 Hi/daburg 1,319,025 676,132 857,366 181,234 51%
29 Idltarod 5,825,818 3,108,838 3,786,782 677,944 53%
30 Juneau 35,823,100 26,387,712 23,285,015 0 14%
3 Kake 2,179,381 1,171,595 1,416,598 245,003 54%
32 Kashunamiut 2,154,440 1415373 1,790,386 375,013 51%
33 Kenaf Peninsula 72,077,053 50,062,456 46,850,034 0 69%
Ketchikan 16,152,612 11,204,219 10,499198 0 69%
% Klawock 2,276,154 1,442,696 1,479,500 36,804 63%
36 Kodiak Island 22,289,424 15,074,760 14,488,126 0 68%
Kuspuk 6,208,037 3,779,987 4,035,224 255,237 61%
§§ Lake & Peninsula 9,315,700 4,519,680 6,055,205 1,535,525 49%
39 Lower Kuskokwim 45,485,933 28,968,961 29,565,856 596,895 64%
40 Lower Yukon 19,896,016 11,997,659 12,932,410 934,751 60%
41 Mat-Su 80,993,413 59,111,447 52,645,718 0 13%
4p Nenana 1,732,845 1,005,643 1,126,349 120,706 58%
Nome 7.013.644 4,077,783 4,558,869 481,086 58%
i North Slope 43,150,068 20,680,500 28,047,544 7,367,044 48%
45 Northwest Arctic 23,012,977 11,993,882 14,958,435 2,964,553 52%
46 Pelican 630,278 330,120 409,681 79,561 52%
Petershurg 5,296,650 3,595,918 3,442,823 0 68%
4 Pribilo 2748500 11547.494 1,786,500 239,096 561
49 Sitka 11,027,597 8,303,056 7,167,938 0 75%
50 Skagway 1,462,002 838,321 950,301 111,980 57%
51 Southeast Island 4,046,750 2,615,282 2,630,388 15,106 65%
52 Southwest Region 9.649,489 5,837,056 6,272,168 435,112 60%
53 St Mary's 1,400,000 805,900 910,000 104,100 58%
54 ranana 1,546,500 610,600 1,005,225 394,625 39%
55 Jnalaska 3,742,611 2,381,430 2,432,697 51,267 64%
56 /aldez 7,680,723 5,324,180 4,992,473 0 69%
57 \Vrangell 3,878,101 2,602,696 2,520,766 0 67%
58 \fakutat 2,051,851 1,361,996 1,333,703 0 66%
59 \fukon Flats 7,166,115 3,844,906 4,657,975 813,069 54%
60 \fukon/Koyukuk 7,985,386 5,181,130 5,190,501 9,371 65%
g% \fuplit 5,503,370 2,179,670 3,577,191 197,521 51%
\63 ]OTALS: 954,348,670 $643,524,288  $620,326,636 $24,877,379

G: Leg98/Cssh36/CSSB_36_FY00_ver 8 0f8
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B C |
1 Alaska Department of Education
’ 2 Foundation Program; CSSB 36(FIN) am

3 Comﬁanson
., March 25,1998
) FY01 ( D-E F

6 CS SB36 Existing Net Change % Change

! School Proposed Foundation , State Ai in

8 District: State Aid: State Aid: Difference: State Aid

9 Alaska Gateway 4,442,779 4,988,882 (546.103 (546,103 -10.95%
10 Aleutian Region 1,111,105 1,176,499 (65,394 (65,394 -5.56%
11 Aleutians East 3.272,968 3,514,644 (241,676 (241,676 -6.88%
12 AnchoraP 200,217,201 188,038,815 12,178,386 12.178,386 6.48%
13 Annette [sland 1,871,773 1,569,! 88 302,585 302,585 19.28%
14 Ber|ng1 Strait 16,150,156 17,449,778 (1,299,622 (1,299,622 -7.45%
15 Bristol Bay 1,469,292 1,654.521 (185,229 (185,229 -11.20%
16 Chatham 2,329,302 2,337,557 (8,255 (8,255 -0.35%
17 Chugach 1,105,927 1,515,697 409,770 409,770 -27.04%
18 Copper River 5,711,038 6,225,778 514,740 514,740 -8.27%
19 Cordova 2,890,806 2,702,072 188,734 188,734 6.98%
20 Craig 2,583,811 2,322,242 261,569 261,569 11.26%
21 Delta/Greely 5,222,238 4,790,289 431,949 431,949 9.02%
22 Denali 2,673,865 2,659,400 14,465 14,465 0.54%
23 Dillingham 3,885,290 3,757,667 127,623 127,623 3.40%
24 Fairbanks 69,346,022 64,607,118 4,738,904 4,738,904 7.33%
25 Galena 5,219,354 6,649,592 (1,430,238) (1,430,238) -21.51%
26 Haines 2,502,292 2,141,412 360,880 360,880 16.85%
27 Hoonah 2,006,473 1,918,467 88,006 88,006 4.59%
28 H){daburg 1,063,579 1,083,657 (20,078 (20,078 -1.85%
29 ldtarod 4,867,470 5,278,870 (411,400 (411,400 -1.79%
30 Juneau 21,803,297 20,166,492 1,636,805 1,636,805 8.12%
31 Kake 1,407,169 1,325,815 81,354 81,354 6.14%
32 Kashunamiut 2,163,159 2,235,575 (72,416) (72.416) -3.24%
33 Kenai Peninsula 45,323,220 42,073,799 3,249,421 3,249,421 1.72%
34 Ketchikan 10,911,621 8,752,133 2,159,488 2,159,488 24.67%
35 Klawock 1,238,419 1,427 412 (188,993) (188,993) -13.24%
36 Kodiak Island 14,337,776 13,876,822 460,954 460,954 3.32%
37 Kuspuk 5,607,120 5,513,829 93,291 93,291 1.69%
38 Lake & Peninsula 6,684,755 6,743,387 (58,632 58 632 -0.87%
39 Lower Kuskokwim 31,942,466 38,671,330 6728 864 6728 864 -17.40%
40 Lower Yukon 14,2-14,894 14,928,605 683711 683711 -4.58%
41 Mat-Su 60,146,508 58,161,852 1984 656 1984 656 3.41%
42 Nenana 1,372,620 1,735,074 (362 454 362 454) -20.89%
43 Nome 5,351,039 5,181,309 169, 730 169 130 3.28%
44 North Slope . 11,686,368 (11,686,868) (11686868) -100.00%
45 Northwest Arctic v 141721 18,530,116 611,605 611,605 3.30%
46 Pelican 360,076 556,016 (195,940) (195,940) -35.24%
47 Petersburg 3,805,822 3,173,500 632,322 632,322 19.93%
48 °ribilof 1,692,987 1.883,539 (190, 552 (190, 552) -10.12%
49 Sitka 1,321,439 6,142,485 1,178, 954 1,178,954 19.19%
50 Skagway 483,081 683,840 200,759 200,759 -29.36%
51 Southeast Island 2,286,941 2,765,941 479,000 479,000 -17.32%
52 Southwest Region 6,819,898 7,597,531 111, 633 777,633 -10.24%
53 Bt Mary's 1,115,803 1,414,706 298,903 298,903 -21.13%
54 Iranana 1,148,495 1,253,694 105,199 105,199 -8.39%
55 lnalaska 1,651,280 1,913,136 r J1,856 261856 -13.69%
56 Vaide: 2,007,223 3,404,758 1497 535 (1,397, 535 -41.05%
57 Wrangell 2,819,528 2,312,953 506,575 506,575 21.90%
58 Vakutat 1,265,361 1,429,670 164,309 164309 -11.49%
59 \'ukon Flats 5,190,011 6,158,915 968,904 968,904 -15.73%
60 Vukon/Koyukuk 5,803,454 6,788,379 984,925 984,925 -14.51%
6L Vuplit 3422971 4,250,129 827,152 827,152 -19.46%
62 iCS 4,251,435 3,996,324 255,111 255,111 6.38%
63 Wt Edgecumbe 1,800,436 1,717,150 83,286 83.286 4.85%
64 CQther 26,096,071 26,096,071 . . 0.00%
66 TOTAL: $660,960,843 $660,931,300 $29,543 $29,543

G: LGY98/Cssh36/CSSB_36_FYO1 verl Lol 8
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B C
Alaska Department of Education

Foundation Program; CSSB 36(FIN) am

March 25,1998

FY01

School Projected

District: ADM:
Alaska Gateway 494.00
Aleutian Region 67.00
Aleutians East 345.00
Anchora?e 47,832.75
Annette [sland 389.00
Berln% Strait 1,809.41
Bristol Bay 308.00
Chatham 297.00
Chugach 81.00
Copper River 606.50
Cordova 530.00
Craig 408.00
Delta/Greely 799.00
Denali 352.00
Dillingham 619.00
Fairbanks 15,957.50
Galena 222.00
Haines 429.00
Hoonah 270.00
H){daburg 125.00
dltarod 436.00
Juneau 5,721.00
Kake 190.00
Kashunamlut 279.00
Kenai Peninsula 10,243.96
Ketchikan 2,650.00
Klawock 215.00
Kodiak Island 2,819.00
Kuspuk 510.00
Lake & Peninsula 513.00
Lower Kuskokwim 3,642.00
Lower Yukon 1,850.60
Mat-Su 12,045.00
Nenana 135.00
Nome 789.00
North Slope 2,037.00
Northwest Arctic 2.233.00
Pelican 38.00
Petershurg 775.00
“ribilof 196.00
Sitka 1,680.00
Skagway 130.00
Southeast Island 259.00
Southwest Region 779.20
Bt Mary's 133.00
Iranana 111.00
[Jnalaska 390.00
\laldez 895.00
Vrangell 498.25
‘akutat 178.00
‘ukon Flats 409.00
Vukon/Koyukuk 554.00
Vupiit 412.00
ICS 0.00
kit. Edgecumbe 306.00
Qther
TOTALS: 125,993.17

G: Leg98/Cssh36/CSSB_36_FYOL verl

E- I F G
T+E+F
Correspondence
In Oui

Students  Students Total
ADM: ADM: ADM:

28.00 522.00
67.00

345.00

47,832.75

2.00 391.00
1,809.41

308.00

297.00

45.00 20.00 148.00
37.00 186.00 829.50
530.00

30.00 9.00 447.00
25.00 824.00
3.00 355.00
619.00

490.00 16,447.50
1,157.00 1,379.00

9.00 438.00
2170.00

125.00

436.00

29.00 5,750.00
190.00

279.00

98.00 10,341.96
69.00 2,719.00
215.00

78.00 2,897.00
510.00

5.00 518.00
3.642.00

1,850.60

596.00 12,641.00
20.00 65.00 220.00
789.00

2,037.00

15.00 2,248.00
38.00

775.00

196.00

70.00 1,750.00
130.00

10.00 269.00
179.20

133.00

2.00 113.00
390.00

895.00

10.00 6.00 514.25
178.00

35.00 444,00
554.00

412.00

1,658.38 1,658.38

306.00

1,706.00 3,101.38  130,800.55
20f8

Adé]. For
School
Size
ADM:

748.97
141.48
566.44
52,208.39
572.46
2,657.55
406.44
542.62
161.63
920.15
678.00
577.32
1,11031
504.20
767.63
17,376.43
356.60
644.20
398.10
208.45
760.58
6,218.92
312.22
354.23
12,548.19
3,160.98
288.30
3,478.96
891.15
965.27
5,045.00
2,520.67
13,549.15
199.05
956.83
2,629.23
2,950.50
67.72
993.42
299.06
1,993.10
192.70
500.47
1,147.70
185.08
168.57
533.40
1,100.43
701.14
274.98
712.00
923.58
601.48
0.00
380.42

149,151.85

District
Cost
Factor:

1.291
1.736
1423
1.000
1.011
1.525
1.262
1.120
1.294
1.176
1.096
1.010
1.106
1.313
1.254
1.039
1.348
1.008
1.055
1.085
1.470
1.005
1.025
1.389
1.004
1.000
1.017
1.093
1434
1.558
1491
1.438
1.010
1.270
1.319
1.504
1.549
1.290
1.000
1.419
1.000
1143
1124
1423
1.351
1.496
1.245
1.095
1.000
1.046
1.668
1.502
1.469
1.000
1.000

68.00

Hx1
Adj
for

Cost
Product;

966.92
245,61
806.04
52,208.39
578.76
4,052.76
512.93
607.73
209.15
1,082.10
743.09
583.09
1,228.00
662.01
962.61
18,054.11
480.70
649.35
420.00
226.17
1,118.05
6,250.01
320.03
492.03
12,598.38
3,163.98
293.20
3,802.50
127791
1,503.89
1,522.10
3,624.72
13,684.64
252.19
1,262.06
3,954.36
4,570.32
87.36
993.42
424 37
1,993.10
220.26
562.53
1,633.18
250.04
252.18
664.08
1,204.97
701.14
287.63
1,187.62
1,387.22
883.57
0.00
380.42

164,080.58
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March 25,1998 Special

FY01 | Education

School Factor

District: 1.20
Alaska Gateway 1.160.30
Aleutian Region 294.73
Aleutians East 967.25
Anchorage 62,650.07
Annette Island 694.51
Be_rlng1 Strait 4,863 31
Bristol Bay 615.52
Chatham 729.28
Chugach 250.98
Copper River 1,298.52
Cordova 891.71
Craig 699.71
Delta/Greely 1,473.60
Denali 794.41
Dillingham 1,155.13
Fairbanks 21,664.93
Galena 576.84
Haines 179.22
Hoonah 504.00
H){daburg 271.40
dltarod 1,341.66
Juneau 7,500.01
Kake 384.04
Kashunamiut 590.44
Kenai Peninsula 15,118.06
Ketchikan 3,793.18
Klawock 351.84
Kodiak Island 4,563.00
Kuspuk 1,533.49
Lake & Peninsula 1,804.67
Lower Kuskokwim 9,026.52
Lower Yukon 4,349.66
Mat-Su 16,421.57
Nenana 303.35
Nome 1,514.47
North Slope 4,7145.23
Northwest Arctic 5.484.38
Pelican 104.83
Petersburg 1,192.10
Pribilof 509.24
Sitka 2,391.72
Skagway 264.31
Southeast Island 675.04
Southwest Region 1,959.82
St. Mary's 300.05
lanana 302.62
Jnalaska 796.90
laldez 1,445.96
Nrangell 841.37
fakutat 345.16
fukon Flats 1,425.14
fukon/Koyukuk 1,664.66
Huplit 1,060.28
[tcs 0.00
aH. Edgecumbe 456.50
Qther
OTALS: 196.896.69

G: Leg98/Cssh36/CSSB 36 FYO01 verl

Special
Education
Intensive:

5.00

5.00
0.00
3.00
686.00
2.00
4.00
2.00
2.00
0.00
2.00
3.00
3.00
6.00
0.00
5.00
178.00
4.00
4.00
8.00
1.00
5.00
76.00
1.00
4.00
56.00
12.00
1.00
12.00
3.00
1.00
25.00
2.00
150.00
0.00
1.00
4,00
3.00
0.00
3.00
1.00
10.00
0.00
0.00
3.00
0.00
0.00
1.00
6.00
5.00
3.00
0.00
1.00
1.00
0.00
0.00

1,314.00

Mx5

Adj.
Intensive
Education:

25.00
0.00
15.00
3,430.00
10.00
20.00
10.00
10.00
0.00
10.00
15.00
15.00
30.00
0.00
25.00
890.00
20.00
20.00
40.00
5.00
25.00
380.00
5.00
20.00
280.00
60.00
5.00
60.00
15.00
5.00
125.00
10.00
750.00
0.00
5.00
20.00
15.00
0.00
15.00
5.00
50.00
0.00
0.00
15.00
0.00
0.00
5.00
30.00
25.00
15.00
0.00
35.00
5.00
0.00
0.00

6,570.00
30f8

K+0
Adjusted
Studonts +
Special
Education:

1,185.30
294.73
982.25

66,080.07
704.51

4,883.31
625.52
739.28
250.98

1,308.52
906.71
114.71

1,503.60
719441

1,180.13

22,554.93
596.84
7199.22
544.00
276.40

1,366.66

7,880.01
389.04
610.44

15,398.06

3,853.18
35684

4,623.00

1,548.49

1,809.67

9,151.52

4,359.66

1717157
303.35

1,519.47

4,765.23

5,499.38
104.83

1,207.10
51*4.24

2,441.72
264.31
675.04

1974.82
300.05
302.62
801.90

1,475.96
866.37
360.16

1,425.14

1,699.66

1,065.28

0.00
456.50

203,466.69

[ QO - S
Ex1 F X.65
Correspondence
In Out
District District

1.00 0.65
28.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
2.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
45.00 13.00
37.00 120.90
0.00 0.00
30.00 5.85
25.00 0.00
3.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
490.00 0.00
0.00 752.05
9.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
29.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
98.00 0.00
69.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
78.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
5.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
596.00 0.00
20.00 42.25
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
15.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
70.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
10.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
2.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
10.00 3.90
0.00 0.00
35.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 1,077.95
0.00 0.00

1,706.00 2,015.90



B U
1 Alaska Department of Education
2 Foundation Program; CSSB 36(FIN) am
3 P+Q+S TX
4 March 25,1998 $3,944
5 FYO0L | District
6 School Adjusted State
% District; ADM: Support:
9 Alaska Gateway 1,213.30 4,785.255
10 Aleutian Region 294.73 1,162,415
11 Aleutians East 982.25 3,873,994
12 AnchoraFe 66,080.07  260,619.796
13 Annette Island 706.51 2,186,475
14 Berin% Strait 4,883.31 19,259,775
15 Bristol Bay 625.52 2,467,051
16 Chatham 739.28 2,915,720
17 Chugach 308.98 1,218,617
18 Copper Rivor 1,466.42 5,783,560
19 Cordova 906.71 3,576,064
20 Craig 750.56 2,960,209
21 Delta/Greely 1,528.60 6,028,798
22 Denali 719741 3,144,985
23 Dillingham 1,180.13 4,654,433
24 Fairbanks 23,044.93 90,889,204
25 Galena 1,348.89 5,320,022
26 Haines 808.22 3,187,620
27 Hoonah 544.00 2,145,536
28 Hydaburg 276.40 1,090,122
29 Iditarod 1,366.66 5,390,107
30 Juneau 7909.00 31,193,135
31 Kake 389.04 1,534,374
32 Kashunamiut 610.44 2,407 575
33 Kenai Peninsula 15496.06 61,116,461
34 Ketchikan 392218 15,469,078
35 Klawock 356.84 1,407,377
36 Kodiak Island 470,00 18,540,744
37 Kuspuk 1,548.49 6,107,245
38 Lake & Peninsula 1,814.67 1.157,058
39 Lower Kuskokwim 9,151.52 36,093,595
40 Lower Yukon 4359.66 17,194,499
41 Mat-Su 17,767.57 70,075,296
42 Nenana 365.60 1.441,926
43 Nome 1,519.47 5,992,790
44 North Slope 476523 18,794,067
45 Northwest Arctic 551438 21,748,715
46 Pelican 104.83 413.450
47 Petershurg 1,207.10 4,760.802
48 Pribilof 514.24 2,028.163
49 Sitka 2511.72 9,906.224
50 Skagway 264.31 1,042,439
51 Southeast Island 685.04 2,701,798
52 Southwest Region 1.974.82 1,788,690
53 St Mary's 300.05 1,183,397
54 fanana 304.62 1,201,421
55 Jnalaska 801.90 3,162,694
56 Valdez 1,475.96 5,821,186
57 Wrangell 880.27 3,471,785
58 Iakutat 360.16 1,420,471
59 \fukon Flats 1,460.14 5.758,792
60 \'ukon/Koyukuk 1,699.66 6,703,459
61 Vupilt 1,065.28 4,201,464
62 kCS 1,077.95 4,251,435
63 It Eugecumbe 453.50 1,800,436
64 )ther
66 TOTALS: 207,188.59  $817,151,799

G: Leg98/Cssh36/CSSB 36 FY01 verl

Vv 1 wooo~1
Base Student Allocation
AS 14.17.470 $3,944
Federal
Required Impact
Local: Aid:
* 380,529
- 57,011
365,761 509,562
55,828,890 8,314,618
- 1,016,335
- 3,455,132
860,657 240,580
- 651,576
125211
- 80,580
674,600 19,032
367,686 16,690
- 896,178
459 758 27,613
608.522 335,087
17,779,142 6,593,515
70,412 314,774
674,832 18,985
98,904 238,998
23,809 17,039
- 580,708
9,380,326 16,954
69,431 281,923
- 271573
15,751,444 83,078
4552 513 8,986
62,627 274,629
3,588,780 1,081,508
- 555,694
268,776 1,028,381
- 4,612,365
- 3.277,339
9,922,903 14,639
66,969 2,926
626,146 43,424
18.794,067 2.648,619
1,484.493 2,240,789
53,374
947.600 15,861
- 372,418
2,500,230 158,779
559,358
- 460,952
- 1,076,436
17,993 122 527
23,286 178,213
1511,123 363
3,774 555 43,787
651,476 1812
144 356 39,086
- 631,979
1,000,006
864,985
$152,564,798  $45,299,784
4 of 8

Impact
Aid
Percent:
100.00%
100.00%
51.30%
61.12%
100.00%
100.00%
63.32%
100.00%
100.00%
100.00%
62.22%
58.00%
100.00%
45.72%
53.26%
63.43%
10.68%
61.43%
18.67%
17.83%
100.00%
62.34%
22.77%
100.00%
55.90%
61.13%
43.02%
63.10%
100.00%
21.99%
100.00%
100.00%
44.67%
88.79%
39.93%
67.97%
55.66%
85.72%
51.70%
100.00%
59.17%
714.36%
100.00%
100.00%
44.98%
18.48%
89.05%
100.00%
47.88%
30.57%
100.00%
100.00%
100.00%
100.00%
100.00%

Deductible
Impact
Aid
90.0%
342 476
51,310
235,265
4,573.705
914,702
3,109,619
137,102
586,418
112,690
72,522
10,658
8,112
806,560
11,362
160,621
3,764,040
30,256
10,496
40.159
2,734
522,637
9,512
57,774
244 416
41797
4,944
106,331
614,188
500,125
203,527
4,151,129
2,949 605
5,885
2,338
15,605
1,620,240
1,122,501

7,380
335,176
84,555

414 857
968,792
49,601
29,640
291
39.408
181
10,754
568,781
900,005
178,487

$31,342,469

U-v-y

State
Share:

4,442,779
1,111,105
3,272,968
200,217,201
1871773
16,150,156
1.469,292
2,329,302
1.105,927
5,711,038
2.890,806
2,583,811
5,222,238
2,673,865
3,865,290
69,346,022
5,219,354
2,502,292
2,006.473
1.063,579
4.867,470
21,803,297
1,407,169
2,163,159
45,323,220
10,911,621
1,238,419
14,337,776
5,607,120
6.684,755
31,942,466
14,244 894
60,146,508
1,372.620
5,351,039

19,141,721
360,076
3,805,822
1,692,987
7,321,439
483,081
2,286,941
6,819,898
1,115,803
1,148,495
1,651,280
2,007,223
2,819,528
1,265,361
5,190,011
5,803,454
3,422,977
4,251,435
1,800,436
26,096,071

$660,960,843



nt A .
1 Alaska Department of Education

B

Foundation Program; CSSB 36(FIN) am

Requirpd Local Effort Calculation

2

3

4 March 25,1998
5 FY0L
6

7

8

School District:.

9 Alaska Gateway

10 Aleutian Region

11 Alputlans East

12 Anchora?e

13 Annette [sland

14 Be.nnq Strait

15 Bristol Bay

16 Chatham

17 Chugach

18 Copper River

19 Cordova

20 Craig

21 Delta/Greely

22 Denali

23 Dillingham

24 Fairbanks

25 Galena

26 Haines

27 Hoonah

28 HYdaburq

29 Idltarod

30 Juneau

3 Kake

32 Kashunamiut

33 Kenal Peninsula

34 Ketchikan

35 Klawock

36 Kodiak Island

37 Kuspuk

38 Lake &Peninsula

39 Lower Kuskokwim

40 Lower Yukon

41 Mat-Su

42 Nenana

43 Nome

44 North Slope

45 Northwest Arctic

46 Pelican

47 Petersburg

48 Pribilof

49 Sitka

50 Ska%way

51 Southeast Island

52 Southwest Region

53 St Mary's

5 ranana

55 Jnalaska

56 Valdez

57 Nrangell

58 Vakutat

59 fukon Flats

60 /ukon/Koyukuk

61 fu&llt

62\

63 4t Edgecumbe
ther

65
66 10TAL:

Required

Local
Effort:

365.761
55.828,890

860,657

674,600
367686

459,758
608,522
17,779,142
10,412
674,832
98,904
23.809

9,380,326
69,431

15,751,444
4,552,513

62,627
3,588,780

268,776
9,922,903
66,968
626,146
18.794,067
1.484.493

53,374
947,600

2,500,230
559.358

17,993
23,286
1,511,123
3,174,555
651,476
144,356

$152,564,798

G: Leq98/Cssh36/CSSB 36 FY0L verl

G X.004
Mill Rate
0.004

365,761
55 828800

860,657

674,600
367686

459,758
008,522
17,779,142
10412
674,832
98,904
23,809

9.380.326
69,431

15,751,444
4.552.513

62,627
3.588,780

268,776
9.922,903
66,968
626.146
18.794,067
1,484,493

53.374
947.600

2.500.230
559.358

17,993
23.286
1.511.123
3.774.55
651.476
144,356

$152.584.798

50f8

1997 Full
Determination:

91,440,300
13.957.222.570

215,164,218

168,650.100
91,921,400

114,939.500
152,130,600
4,444,785.400
17,603,000
168,708,000
24,725,900
5,952,200

2,345,081,400
17,357,800

3,937,860,920
1,138,128,200
15,656,700
897,194,900

67.193,900

2,480,725,840
16,742,100
156,536,400
11,749,014 490
371,123 200
13,343,500
236,900,000

625,057.600
139,839,400

4,498,200
5,821.600
377,780,800
943,638,760
162,869,100
36,089,000

$45,191,696,998



B
Alaska Department of Educatmn

Foundation Proqram CSSB 36(FIN) am
Transition Calculation

1

2

3

4 March 25,1998
5 FY01
6

7

8 School District:
9 Alaska Gateway
10 Aleutian Reglon
11 Aleutians East
12 /\nchoraFe

13 Annette [sland
14 Ber|ng1 Strait

15 Bristol Bay

16 Chatham

17 Chugach

18 Copper River

19 Cordova

20 Craig

21 Della/Greely

22 Denali

23 Dillingham

24 Fairbanks

25 Galena

26 Haines

27 Hoonah

28 Hydaburg

29 |ditarod

30 Juneau

31 Kake

32 Kashunamiut
33 Kenai Peninsula
34 Ketchikan

35 Klawock

36 Kodiak Island
37 Kuspuk

38 Lake &Peninsula
39 Lower Kuskokwim
40 Lower Yukon

41 Mat-Su

42 Nenana

43 Nome

44 North Slope

45 Northwest Arctic
46 Pelican

47 Petershurg

48 Pribilof

49 Sitka
50 Ska%vvay
51 Southeast Island
52 Southwest Region
53 St Mary's

54 ranana

55 Jnalaska

56 /aldez

57 Vrangell

58 takutat

59 fukon Flats

60 fukon/Koyukuk
61 f%%H

62 M

63 At Edgecumbe
64 Jther

65

66

Mill
Rate:
4.000
4,000
7.700
6.500
4.000
4.000
6.200
4,000
4.000
4.000
6.400
6.600
4.000
8.700
7.000
6.600

34.600

6.600

21.600

Total
Foundation:
4.988.882
1.176,499
3.514.644
188.038,815
1569.188
17.449.778
1654 571
01337 557
15515.697
6.225,778
2,702,072
2322242

1.414,706
1,253,694
1.913.136
3,404.758
2,312,953
1.429,670
6,158,915
G.788,379
4,250.129
3,996,324
1,717 150
26.096,071

$660,931,300

6: Leg98/Cssh36/CSSB 36 FY01 verl

Additional
District
Support:

117,730

161,650

166,530
179,950

220,200

126,270
107,970

140,910
159,820

153,110

181.780
285.470

49.410
211,660

112.850

140.910
127.490
198.250
265.960
196.420

$3,304,340

E+F
Foundation
_ Plus.
Single Site

4,988,882
1.294.229
3514.644
188,038,815
1730838
17.449778
1,654,521
2,337 557
1,515,607
6225778
2.868.602
2502192
4790289
2.659,400
3,977,867
64607118
6.649.50?
2141412
2044737
1,191,627
5,278,870
20,166,492
1,466,725
2.395,395
42.073,799
8.752,133
1.580.522
13.876,822
5513829
6.743,387
38671330
14.928.605
58,161,852
1.916.854
5.466,779
1168&868
18.530,116
605,426
3.385,160
1.883.539
6.142 485
796,690
2,165,941
7597531
1,555,616
1381184
2111386
3670718
2,509,373
1,429,670
6,158.915
6,788,379
4250.129
3,996,324
1,717,150
26,096,071

$564,235,640

60(8

SB36
State
Aid:
4,442,779

2,673,865
3,885,230
69,346,022
5,219,354
2,502,292
2,006,473
1,063,579
4,867.470
21,803,297
1,407,169
2.163.159
45,323.220
10,911,621
1,238,419
14,337,776
5,607,120
6,684,795
31,942,466
14,244,894
60,146,508
1,372,620
5,351,039

19,141,721
360,076
3,805,822
1,692,987
7,321,439
183,081
2,286,941
6.819.898
1,115,803
1,148,495
1,651,280
2,007,223
2,819,528
1,265,361
5,190,011
5,803,454
3,422,917
4,251,435
1,800,436
26,096,071

$660,960,843

G-H

Difference:
546,103
183 124
241, 676

(12,178,386
(140,935
1,299,622
185,229
8,255
409,770
514,740
22,204
81,619
(431,949

$3,274,797



t «

A

! B
1 Alaska Department of Education

2" Foundation Program; CSSB 36(FIN) am
Required Local Effort & Maximum

Soovao o~

il
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
21
28

30
3l
32
33
34
35
36
37
38
39
40
41
42
43
44
45
46
47
48
49
50
51
52
53
54
95

57
58
59
60

62
63
64

March 25,1998
FY01

School District:
Alaska Gateway
Aleutian Reglon
Aleutians East
Anchorage
Annette Island
Bennq Strait
Bristol Bay
Chatham
Chugach
Copper River
Cordova
Craig
Delta/Greely
Denali
Dillingham
Fairbanks
Galena
Haines
i

aburg
Idi/tarod
Juneau
Kake
Kashunamiut
Kenai Peninsula
Ketchikan
Klawock
Kodiak Island
Kuspuk
Lake & Peninsula
Lower Kuskokwim
Lower Yukon
Mat-Su
Nenana
Nome
North Slope
Northwest Arctic
Pelican
Petersburg
Pribilof
Sitka
Skagway
Southeast Island
Southwest Region
St Mary's
Tanana
Jnalaska
laldez
Wrangell
Fakutat
\fukon Flats
\'ukon/Koyukuk
Vupiit
tcs
It. Edgecumbe
70TALS

Required
Effort

365,761
55,828,890

860,657

674 600
367686

459,758
608,522
17,179,142
10,412
674,832
98,904
23,809

9,380,326
69431

15,751,444
4,552,513

62,627
3,588,780

268,776

9,922,903
66,968
626,146
18,794,067
1,484,493
53,374
947,600

2,500,230
550'358

17,993
23.286
1,511,123
3,774,555
651,476
144,356

23% or
2 Mills
Allowable

Excess
1,100,609
267,355
891,019
59,942 553
640,889
4,429,748
567,422
670,616
280,282
1,330,219
822,495
680,848
1,386,624
723,347
1,070,520
20,904,517
1,223,605
733,153
493,473
250,728
1,239,725
7174421
352,906
553,742
14,056,786
3.557.888
323,697
4,264 371
1,404,666
1,646,123
8,301,527
3,954,735
16,117,318
331,643
1,378,342
23,498,029
5,002,204
95,094
1,094,984
466 477
2,278,432
279,679
621,414
1,791,399
272,181
276,327
755,562
1,887,278
798,511
326,708
1,324 522
1,541,796
966,337

B+C

Maximum
Local

1,100,609
267,355
1,256,780
115,771,443
640,889
4429748
1,428,079
670,616
280,282
1,330,219
1,497,095
1,048,534
1,386,624
1,183,105
1,679,042
38,683,659
1.294,017
1,407,985
592 317
274 537
1,239,725
16,554,747
422 337
553,742
29,808,230
8,110,401
386,324
7,853.151
1,404,666
1,914 899
8.301,527
3,954,735
26.040,221
398,611
2,004,488
42,292,096
6,486,697
148,468
2,042 584
466,477
4,778,662
839,037
621414
1,791,399
290,174
299.613
2,266,685
5,661.833
1,449 987
471,064
1,324 522
1,541.796
966.337

Tax & In-kind
FY98

Budgeted
Local

708,000
87682805

1.324.152

1,052,000
584728

981,736
942,500
21,680,000
556.517
1,080,455
454,721
34,000

14,953,000
150000

28,095,197
7,358,058
51,125
5,603,980

1026500

22,135 480
66,120
1,251,731
21,600,068
1,984,920
62,266
1,807,361

4,210,656
746,690

25,000
115,000
1,660,932
3,579,721
1,329,000
432,150

$152,564,798 $206,344,846 $358,909,644 $247,330,591

B-E

Amount to

Meet Reg.

11.50é

848

194828

$207,178

E-D D-E
Room
Under

Local Cap

Amount
Over
Excess

548,780
28,088,638

103,927

445,095
163806

201,369
136,542
11,003,659
737,490
321,530
137,650
240,537

1601747
272337

1,713,033
752,343
335,199

2,249,171

888,309

3,900,741
332,491
152,757

14,692,028
4,501,777
86,202
235,223

568,006
92,347

265,174
184,613
605,753
2,082,106
120,987
38,914

$0  $79,306,371



A

Alaska Department of Edu cation
Foundation Pro%ram; CSSB 36(FIN) am
1.530 - Acmnistratlve Cap

1

5

3~ Page 9, Sec. 14,
él_ March 25,1998
6

1

8

FY01

9 Alaska Gateway
10 Aleutian Region
11 Aleutians East
12 AnchoraPe
13 Annette [sland

14 Be_nngi Strait

15 Bristol Bay

16 Chatham

17 Chugach

18 Copper River

19 Cordova

20 Craig

21 Delta/Greely

22 Denali

23 Dillingham

24 Fairbanks

25 Galena

26 Haines

27 Hoonah

28 H){daburg

29 Idltarod

30 Juneau

31 Kake

32 Kashunamlut

33 Kenal Peninsula
34 Ketchikan

35 Klawock

36 Kodiak Island

37 Kuspuk

38 Lake & Peninsula
39 Lower KuskokwIm
40 Lower Yukon

41 Mat-Su

42 Nenana

43 Nome

44 North Slope
45 Northwest Arctic
46 Pelican

47 Petershurg

48 Pribilof

49 Sitka
50 Ska(tgway
51 Southeast Island
52 Southwest Region
53 St Mary's

54 ranana

55 Jnalaska

56 /aldez

5T Nrangell

58 /akutat

59 fukon Flats

60 Yukon/Koyukuk
6% \rupiit

6
63 I'OTALS:

G: Leg98/Cssh36/CSS8_36_FYOI_verl

B

Total FY98
Budgeted Expenditures

6.375,467
1,227,391
5,353,492
285,848,000
4,079,627
24,031,447
3,451,754
3,100,057
1,639,001
6,245.467
4,028,281
3,332,138
6,239,396
3,826,030
5,369.398
105,010,000
4,137,563
3,576,694
3,555,793
1.319,025
5825818
35,823,100
2,179,381
2,754,440
72,077,053
16,152,612

4,046,750
9,649,489
1,400,000
1,546,500
3,142,611
1,660,728
3.878,101
2,051,851
1.166.115
1.985.386
5,503.370

954,348.670

Instructional
Expenditures

3,816,771
613,635
2,669,533
209.941,815
2,552,321
12,940,0' 0
2,126,224
2,645,572
880,501
4,119,378
2,529,566
2,200,915
3,623,963
2,350,417
3,643,045
75.832,355
2,109,716
2,392,495
1,896.929
676,132
3,108,638
26,387,712
1,171,595
1,415,373
50,062,456
11,204,219
1,442,696
15,074,760
3,179,987
4,519,660
28,968,961
11.997.659
59,111,447
1.005.643
4,077,703
20,680,500
11,993.882
330.120
3,595.918
1,547,494
8,303,056
838.321
2,615,282
5,837.056
805.900
610,600
2,381,430
5.324.180
2,602,696
1,361,996
3,844,936
5,181.130
2,779,670

$643,524,288

Bol 8

Total Expend. @
70%4
4,462,827

859,178
3,147 444
200.093.600
2,855,739
16,822,013
2,416,228
2,590,040
1.147.301
4371827
2,819,797
2,332,497
4,367,577
2,678,221
3,758,579
73,507.000
2,896,294
2,503,686
2,489,055
923,318
4,078,073
25,076,170
1,525,567
1,928,108
50,453,937

30,205,048
16,109,084
441,195
3,107,655
1,924,020
7,719,318
1,023,401
2,832,725
6,754,642
980,000
1,082,550
2,619,828
5,376,510
2,714,671
1,436,296
5,016,281
5,589,770
3,852,359

$668,044,069

Reduction in
State Aid
646,056
245,543
1.077,91%

303,419
3,881,953
290,004

0
266,800
252 449
290,231
131,582
743,614
327,804
115,536

786,578
111,191
592,126
247,18C
969,238

353,972
512,735
391,461
102,609
150,612
527,837
965,639
2,001,310
2,871,132
1,929,55(2)

207,349
831,768
9,524,548
4,115,202
111,075
111,737
376,526

0

185,080
217,443
917,586
174,100
471,950
238 398
52,330
111,975
74,300
1171.375
408,640
1,072,689

$41,060,221

% of Instruc.
to Total Exg.
0%



FISCAL NOTE

STATE OF ALASKA BILL NO. cssB 36(FIN) am
1998 LEGISLATIVE SESSION
Revision Date: March 25.1998 Department Affected: _  Education
Title: An Act relating to transportation of public school BRIJ: K-1,2 Support
students: relating to school construction grants: etc. Component: Pupil Transportation
Sponsor  Senator Phillips
Requester: House HESS COMPONENT SERIAL NO. 144
Expenditures/Revenues: (Thousands cf Dollars)
OPERATING FY 99 FY 00 FY 01 FY 02 FY 03 FY 04
PERSONAL SERVICES
TRAVEL
CONTRACTUAL
SUPPLIES
EQUIPMENT
LAND & STRUCTURES
GRANTS, CLAIMS $1,461.5 $1,505.3 $1,550.5 $1,597.0 $1,644.9 $1,694.3
MISCELLANEOUS
TOTAL OPERATING $1,461.5 $1,505.3 $1,550.5 $1,597.0  $1,644.9 $1,694.3
CAPITAL EXPENDITURES 0.0
CHANGE IN REVENUES 0.0 !
FUND SOURCE (Thousands of Dollars)

(002 Federal Receipts

1003 GF Match

1004 GF $1,461.5 $1,505.3 $1,550.5 $1,597.0 $1,644.9 $1,694.3
1005 GF/Progmm Receipts

1006 GF/MHTIA

Other

TOTAL $1,461.5 $1,505.3 $1,550.5 $1,597.0  $1,644.9 $1,694.3
POSITIONS:

FULL-TIME 0

PART-TIME 0

TEMPORARY 0

Estimate of current year (FY98) impact: $_

ANALYSIS: (Attach a separate page if necessary.)

The fiscal impact noted above is based on the assumption that Anchorage School District would be reimbursed for 90% of
all costs associated with district-operated school transportation, including contract administration costs of approximately
$204,000, and 100% of costs associated with contracted to/from school transportation, but not including deducts from
contracted transportation for hazardous or kindergarten routes. An inflation factor of 3% is assumed for FYOO through

FY04.

Prepared bv: Eddv Jeans. School Finance Director Phone/ 465-8687
Division: Education Support Services Dawdf. 32501
Approved by Commissioner: Shirlev J. Hollowav. Ph. D.

Agency: Department of Education Sate: 3/25/98

PREPARER TO PROVIDE ALL DISTRIBUTION COPIES TO GOVERNOR'S LEGISLATIVE OFFICE
For further distribution information call the Governor's Legislative Office oage 1 2

p:\97-98leg\Sb_036\Sh36 Amended FN-House HESS.doc



DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
CSSB 36(FIN) am. Sec. 11 (Amended to 90%)
Anchorage S.D.—FY97 Statement of Operations
90% Reimbursement under proposed method $5,350,999
(90% of total costs as stated on the district’s .
transportation statement of operations for

district-operated services: $5,945,555)

Less: Reimbursement under current method

(68.83% ol total costs: $5,945,555) (3.973.414)
Difference Between Current and Proposed Method $1.377.585
FY98 3% increase $1,418,913
FY99 3% increase $1,461,480
FYOO 3% increase $1,505,324
FYO1l 3% increase $1,550,484
FY02 3% increase $1,596,999
FY0O3 3% increase $1,644,909
FY04 3% increase $1,694,256
revised 3/25/98 file: p:\97-98Leg\Sb_036\Sbh36-90% rate-House HESS.doc

Page 2 of 2



Department of Education
CSSB 36(FIN) am

Following is a list by page and line number of technical issues regarding CSSB 36(FIN)
am.

1. The terms “state support” and “state share” are similar and therefore confusing.
Recommended changes are as follows:
Page 2, line 9, delete [funding], insert “aid”
Page 2, line 14, delete [state share], insert “basic need”
Page 2, line 17, delete [state funding], insert “basic need”
Page 2, line 22, delete [share and a], insert “aid, the required”
Page 2, line 23, insert before determination, “and deductible Impact Aid”
Page 2, line 24, delete [state share], insert “state aid”
Page 2, line 24, delete [state support], insert “basic need”
Page 2, line 24, delete [a], insert “the required”
Page 2, line 25, delete [state support], insert “basic need”

Page 3, line 7, insert after, (2) the “required”
Other sections of the bill may need to be amended for consistency.

2. Page 3, line ?- does not provide transitional language for newly formed boroughs.
Current law provides a four year transition to the four mill required local effort.

3. Page 4, line 5- should deiete [ADM] and insert “intensive student count.”

4. Page 4, lines 6 through 9 —requires districts to have on file with the department a plan
of service for special education, gifted and talented education, vocational education,
and bilingual education to qualify for the 20% special needs adjustment. Currently
Aleutian Region, Hydaburg, Mt. Edgecumbe and Tanana do not have gifted and
talented plans on file with DOE. Mt. Edgecumbe, Skagway and Southeast Island do
not have bilingual education plans on file with DOE. Therefore, these districts will
not qualify for the 20% special needs adjustment. This loss is not reflected in the

department’s spreadsheets.

5. Page 5, line 11 - school size table begins with 1 ADM. This is inconsistent with the
transition language on page 21, line 15. The school size table is very aggressive in
applying multipliers for adjusted ADM Depending on the definition of “school” the
table raises many issues.

6. Page 5, line ?- current foundation program has a three year hold harmless for school
districts thai experience a drop in enrollment of 10% or more from one year to the
next. This proposed legislation does not contain a similar safety net.

7. Page 7, lines 16 through 20 - requires the department to adjust district cost factors by
the Anchorage consumer price index and submit proposed district cost factors to the
legislature every other year. The department contacted the McDov/ell Group for
advice in meeting this requirement. McDowell Group stated the Anchorage CPI has
no relationship to district cost factors and that inflationary adjustments should occur

Page 1 03/25/98



10.

11

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

Department of Education
CSSB 36(FIN) am

elsewhere in this legislation. McDowell Group also indicated that DOE could not
apply the same methodology they used in determining the proposed district cost
factors in CS SB36. McDowell did not suggest an alternative methodology to

determine district cost factors.

Page 9, line 2- minimum expenditure for instruction. Most districts can not meet
this requirement due to fixed costs to operate facilities. Only school districts with
large student populations and larger schools can meet this requirement.

Page 9, line 30 - the definition of “instructional component” is incomplete.

Page 12, line 4 - need to include a definition of eligible Impact Aid. DOE is revising
the definition of eligible Impact Aid to conform to the law following reauthorization.

Page 17, lines 6 through 12 - Funding for Special Education Service Agency (SESA).
This section can not be applied as CS SB36 is currently written. The funding formula
no longer requires special education students to be identified and does not make an

allocation specific for special education.

Page 21, line 4 - subsection(b) requires department to define “school.” Current
regulation 4 AAC 05.900(5) defines a school as a program of instruction. There is a
lack of data to support a consistent definition of “school ” As the definition is

clarified a significant reallocation ofdollars will occur.

Page 21, lines 6 through 9- Transition for proposed district cost factors. Requires
the department to submit to the legislature proposed districts cost factors by January
15, 2001. As previously stated the McDowell Group has informed DOE that their
methodology can not be used to update proposed district cost factors.

Page 21, lines 15 through 19-Transition for small schools. Need to clarify intent
with the school size table on page 5 and include appropriate language on page 5.

Page 21, lines 19 through 24 - Transition for minimum expenditure for instruction.
As previously mentioned only school districts with large student populations and
larger schools can meet this requirement.

Page 14, line 14-removes the requirement to employ a chiefschool administrator. If
districts hire a non-certified administrator to run the school district, the administrator
would not be subject to the ethic requirements of the PTPC.

Page 2 3/25/98
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ALASKA STATE LEGISLATURE (385)478544550

SENATOR RANDY PHILLIPS Faxl;ﬁi;“;”
SENATE DISTRICT L {38 Box 1492

Eagle River AK 99577
907) 694-4949
ax; 694-4948

Sponsor Statement SB 36

Alaska’s public school foundation formula is broken and needs to be fixed this year. Alaska’s five
largest school districts serve almost 75% of Alaska's students. These five districts receive 57% ol
the state general fund support in the foundation program. The remaining school districts, which
serve 25% of the school age students, receive 43% of the state aid for operating schools. At the
same time, the five largest school districts contribute approximately 72% of the local tax revenue that
goes to operate schools in Alaska. The current formula provides neither education equity for

students nor taxpayer equity between school districts.

For the past ten years, state funding for public schools in Alaska has been distributed based on a
formula that provides a disproportionate share of funding to small rural school districts at the
expense of larger districts. The current formula makes size adjustments by gathering students into
“instructional units” within “funding communities,” and makes geographical cost adjustments based
on household cost of living differences between school districts. Alaska is only one of seven states
that use, instructional units instead of a per student allocation. The Alaska School Operating Cost
Study (McDowell Report) done for the Legislative Budget and Audit Committee found that the
definition of funding communities is not consistent and that costs can better be compared at the

sch 101 level. Senate Bill 36 adopts these changes.

There are two major components to the cost of providing a public school education that must be
accounted for in any formula that seeks to provide equity in funding between school districts.
Instructional costs (approximately 70% of spending), which consist primarily of teacher salaries,
vary based on the size of individual schools. Administrative and non-pemonal server costs (such
as supplies, books, utilities) vary based on the size of a district, the district’s locatio Ithe unique
circumstances of that district.

Senate Bill 36 distributes school funding based on the actual costs of providing instruction to
students and the actual current costs of operating school districts.

* Funding is allocated based on a per student rather than an instructional unit value. The public is
better able to understand a per student than a unit value.

» Size adjustment in formula is based on individual schools instead of “funding communities.”
Funding communities under the current formula are not well defined, and a fair comparison of
instructional costs can be made at the school level.

» Adjustments for geographical cost differences are based on a study (1998 McDowell) of the
actual costs of operating school districts instead of household cost of living. (This is the first
study of actual school operating costs done for the Legislature since statehood.)

» The required local contribution for municipal districts is set at four milis of assessed value or
100% of district state support, (currert limit is 35%) Taxpayer equity is improved.

» Categorical funding is set at 20% of state support plus funding for intensive needs students.
This will remove any incentive in the current formula to identify students as special ed in order to
qualify for additional funding.

Sponsor Statement



Funding for statewide correspondence study programs offered by a district is set at .65 times
ADM, the same as the state operated program. At least one school district has several times as
many students enrolled in their statewide correspondence program than live in their district, this
provision is intended to prevent districts from being in the business of providing programs to
finance their operations.

Provides reimbursement for district operated pupil transportation at 90% of actual cost.
Currently districts that contract for their school buses are reimbursed 100% of their costs,
Anchorage School District is reimbursed for only 66% of the costs of its district provided
bussing.

Districts are required to spend at least 70% of school funding on insunctional costs. The
Education Week “report card” earlier this year criticized Alaska for spending too much money on
school administration and not enough on instruction. Overall in Alaska, approximately 70% of
public school funding in spent on instruction, with some districts spending about 75% on
instruction and some spending closer to 39%.

These changes to Alaska’s public school foundation formula benefit school districts that serve 84%
of Alaska’s children. Following is an example of per student state aid under the current formula and

under SB 36 for six school districts.

School District INimnLEQEmuia SB 3fi.F9nrnulfl
Aleutian Region S.D. $17,560/student $ 16,584/student
Ketchikan S.D. $3,219/student $4,105/student
Anchorage S.D. $3,931/student $4,178/student
Cordova S.D. $5,098/student $5,475/studenl
Galena S.D. $4,822/student $3,695/student

Lower Kuskokwim S.D. $10,618/student $8,615/student
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DIVISION OF LEGAL AND RESEARCH SERVICES
LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS AGENCY

3867 or 465-2450 STATE OF ALASKA _
465-2029 130 Seward Street. Suite
3101 Juneau. Alaska 99801-2

MEMORANDUM March 19, 199S

SUBJECT: Sectional Summary of CSSB 36(FIN)am (version "R.a")

TO: Senator Randy Phillips

Atm: Jerry Burnett

FROM: Michael F. Ford
Legislative Counsel

You have requested a sectional summary of the above-descrined bill.

As a preliminary matter, note that a sectional summary of a bill should not be considered an
authoritative interpretation of the bill and the bill itself is the best statement of its contents.
If you would like an interpretation of the bill as it may apply to a particular set of
circumstances, please advise.

Section 1. Purpose section.
Section 2. Enacts new sections providing state funding for public schools.

Sec. 14.17.300 - Establishes the public school account and provides that money in the
account can only be used for public schools, community school programs or centralized
correspondence study.

Sec. 14.17.400 - Provides that state funding for a school district is the amount calculated
under AS 14.17.410. Provides for a pro rata reduction in state funding if the amount
appropriated is insufficient to meet the authorized amounts.

Sec. 14.17.410 - Establishes a formula for funding public schools. Under subsection (b)
public school funding consists of a state share and a local contribution from city or borough
school districts. Subsection (b)(1) is the state share and subsection (b)(2) is city or borough
local contribution. Subsection (c) establishes an optional local contribution for city or
borough school districts. Subsection (d) prohibits state funding for a city or borough school
district that does not make the local contribution required under subsection(b)(2).

Sec. 14.17.420 - Provides state funding for special needs children and for intensive services.
Sec. 14.17.430 - Provides state funding for the state centralized correspondence study

program, for district state-wide correspondence programs and for district-only
correspondence study programs.

Sectional Analysis

409
105



Senator Randy Phillips
March 19, 1998
Page 2

Sec. 14.17.440 - Provides state funding for state boarding schools.

Sec. 14.17.450 - Establishes the school size factor for purposes of determining a school's
public school funding.

Sec. 14.17.460 - Establishes a district cost factor for purposes of determining a district's
adjusted ADM. Also requires the department to monitor the cost factors and provide
proposed new factors to the legislature beginning January 15, 2001.

Sec. 14.17.470 - Establishes the base student allocation for purposes of determining a
district's public school funding.

Sec. 14.17.500 - Requires certain student count data be reported to the department.

Sec. 14.17.505 - Establishes requirements concerning year-end fund balances for a school
district. Establishes a penalty for violating this section.

Sec. 14.17.510 - Requires the Department of Community and Regional Affairs to determine
the value of taxable real and personal property for purposes of calculating a city or borough
school district's local contribution.

Sec. 14.17.520 - Imposes a minimum expenditure for instruction requirement on school
districts.

Sec. 14.17.600 - Establishes student count reporting deadlines for school districts.

Sec. 14.17.610 - Establishes a payment schedule for state funding for school districts.
Requires excess funding be returned to the state and provides for advance payments at the

discretion of the commissioner.

Sec. 14.17.900 - Provides that AS 14.17 does not create a debt of the state. Requires each
district to operate under a balanced budget. Provides for pro rata reduction of state funding.

Sec. 14.17.910 - Establishes requirements regarding receipt and expenditure of district
public school funding.

Sec. 14.17.920 - Requires the department to adopt regulations to implement AS 14.17.
Sec. 14.17.990 - Definitions.

Section 3. Repeals a provision requiring a report be provided to the chief school
administrator.

Section 4. Technical amendment.



Senator Randy Phillips
March 19, 1998
Page 3

Section 5. Technical amendment.

Section 6. Technica’ amendment.

Section 7. Technical amendment.

Section 8. Technical amendment.

Section 9. Provides that R.E.A.A.'s may employ a chiefschool administrator.

Section 10. Repeals a requirement that the an R.E.A.A. school board employ a chief school
administrator.

Section 11. Requires school districts be reimbursed for student transportation system costs
at certain percentages.

Section 12. Technical amendment.
Section 13. Technical amendment.

Section 14. Provides that a city or borough school district may employ a chief school
administrator.

Section 15. Requires a chiefschool administrator to follow school board policy.

Section 16. Requires that employees hired by a chief school administrator are subject to
school board approval.

Section 17. Repeals a requirement that state boarding schools hire a chief school
administrator.

Section 18. Technical amendment.

Section 19. Technical amendment.

Section 20. Repeals a requirement that limited teacher certificates be requested through the
chief school administrator.

Section 2L Amends a provision relating to chiefschool administrator approval of transfers
of teachers.

Section 22. Amends a provision relating to intra district teacher assignments.

Section 23. Allows a district to implement a tenured teacher layoff plan if state funding
decreases by three percent or more between fiscal years.



Senator Randy Phillips
March 19, 1998
Page 4

Section 24. Technical amendment.

Section 25. Provides that an exceptional child shall be transported with other children if the
district provides transportation to other children in the district.

Section 26. Provides that if certain special education appropriations arc insufficient, the
allocation described in this section shall be reduced on a pro rata basis.

Section 27. Technical amendment.
Technical amendment.
Technical amendment.
Section 30. Technical amendment.

Section 31. Technical amendment.

Section 32. Provides that child care facility grants shall be adjusted by the same factor as
school district funding under AS 14.17.460.

Section 33. Repealers.
Section 34. Establishes a two year transition period for public school funding.

Section 35. Provides that regulations adopted before the effective d:;'; of this Act remain in
effect if consistent with the provisions of this Act. Requires the department to define by

regulation, the term "school".

Section 36. Requires the initial proposed district cost factors be submitted to the department
by January 15, 2001.

Section 37. Imposes a two year transition period for the base student allocation.

Section 38. Requires that certain small schools be included in the largest school in the
district for purposes of calculating the school size factor under AS 14.17.450.

Section 39. Establishes a two year transition period for the minimum expenditure for
instruction requirement imposed under AS 14.17.520.

Section 40. Effective date.

MFF:glc
98-180.glc



STATE OF ALASKA

1998 LEGISLATIVE SESSION
March 4, 1998

Revision Date:

FISCAL NOTE ,
Bill Version: <33SB 20 ( fitt)
(S) Publish Date: S'lo-qfr

Title- An Act relating to transportation of public school

students: relating to school construction grants: etc.

Sronsor: Senator Phillips
Fecuester: Senate Finance

OPERATING
PERSONAL SERVICES
TRAVEL
CONTRACTUAL
SUPPLIES
EQUIPMENT

LAND & STRUCTURES
GRANTS, CLAIMS
MISCELLANEOUS
TOTAL OPERATING

CAPITAL EXPENDITURES

CHANGE IN REVENUES

1002 Federal Receipts
1003 GF Match

1004 GF

1005 GF/Program Receipts
1006 GF/MHTIA

Other

TOTAL

POSITIONS:
FULL-TIME
PART-TIME
TEMPORARY

FY 99 1

S1.461.5

Si ,461.5

0.0
0.0

$1,461.5

$1,461.5

Estimate of current year (FY98) impact: $_

ANALYSIS: (Attach a separate page if necessary.)

FY 00

$1.505.3

$1,505.3

$1,505.3

$1,505.3

Department Affected:
BRU: K-12 Suooort

Education

Component: Pupil Transportation

COMPONENT SERIAL NO. 144
FY 01 FY 02 I FYO3 - FY 04

|

$1,550.5 $1,597.0 $1,644.9 $1,694.3
$1,550.5 $1.5* 0 $1,644.9 $1,694.3
$1,550.5 $1,597.0 $1,644.9 $1,694.3
$1,550.5 $1,597.0 $1,644.9 $1,694.3

The fiscal impact-noted above is based on the assumption that Anchorage School District would be reimbursed for 90% of
all costs associated with district-operated school transportation, including contract administration costs of approximately
S204.000, and 100% of costs associated with contracted to/from school transportation, but not including deducts from
contracted transportation for hazardous.or kindergarten routes. An inflation factor of 3% is assumed for FYOO through

FYO4.

Prepared bv: Eddv Jeans. School Finance Director
Division: Education Support Services
Approved by Commissioner: Shirlev J. Holloway. Ph. D.
Agency: Department of Education

p:'.97-98leg\Sbh_036\Sh36 Amended FN.doc

Phone:465-8687

/

FISCAL NOTE = DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
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/

pate/ 374798

Date: 3/4/98
PREPARER TO PROVIDE ALL DISTRIBUTION/COPIES TO GOVERNOR'S LEGISLATIVE OFFICE

K-12 SUPPORT

For further distribution information call the Governor's Legislative Office

Page 1of 2

PUPIL TRANSPORTATION



DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
Senate Bill 35. Sec. 1 (Amended to 90%)
Anchorage S.D.—FY97 Statement of Operations

90% Reimbursement under prcposec method
(90% of total costs as stated on the district's
transportation statement of operations for
district-operated services: 55,945,555)

Less: Reimbursement under current method
(66.83% of total costs: $5,945,555)

Difference Between Current and Proposed Method

FY98 3% increase
FY99 3% increase
FYO0 3% increase
FYO1l 3% increase
FY02 3% increase
FY03 3% increase
FY04 3% increase

revised 3/4/98

S$3.250.399

(3.973.414)
51,377.585

51,418,913
51,461,480
51,505,324
51,550,484
51,596,999
51,644,909
51.694,256

file: p:\97-98leg'Sb_036\Sb36-90% rate-District Costs.doc
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STATE OF ALASKA
1998 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Revision Dato March 9. 1998

Title: Public School Fundng
Sponsor: Senator Phillips
Requestor Senate Finance

Expenditures/Revenues:
OPERATING EXPENDITURES
PERSONAL SERVICES
TRAVEL
CONTRACTUAL
SUPPLIES

EQUIPMENT

LAND A STRUCTURES
GRANTS, CLAIMS
MISCELLANEOUS
TOTAL OPERATING

CAPfTAL EXPENDITURES

CHANGE IN REVENUES (GF)

FUND SOURCE
1002 Federal Receipts
1003 GF Malch
1004 GF
1001 CBRF
1048 University of AK receipts
Other
TOTAL

Estimate ol any current year cost $0.0

POSTONS:
FULL-TIME
PART-TIME
TEMPORARY

ANALYSIS:

FY 99

(Attach a separate page It necessary)

00
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

FISCAL NOTE

Dept Attocted

_BRU

FY00
00
00
0.0
0.0
0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

Component:

COMPONENT SERIAL NO

(Thousands ol Dollars)
FY 01
00
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

0.0

010

(Thousands of Dollars

0.0

0.0

SB 36 has been amended to delete provisions related to an employment tax. The proposed bill, in it's current version, does not effect

Department of Revenue tax programs or operating expenditures.

Prepared by:
Division:
Approved by Commissioner

Agency:

PREPARER TO PROVIDE ALL DISTRIBUTION COPIES TO GOVERNOR'S LEGISLATIVE OFFICE

For further distribution i,formation call the Governors Legislative Office

ZERO FISCAL NOTE -

Cssb36p

DEPARTMENT OF REVENUE -

B, Version: 0,9,28 au(fiH)
(S) Publish Date: -lo <?6
Revenue
Revenue Operations
Income and Excise Audit
113
FY 02 FY 03 FY 04
00 00 00
00 0.0 oc
0.0 0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0 Qo
0.0 0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0
0 0 0
0 0 3
Phone:  (907)465-3682
Dale:  March 9,1998
Dale: March 9,1993
Page 1 of 1
INCOME & EXCISE AUDIT



STATE OF ALASKA
1998 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Revision Dale (Nolilil correction):

Title.
Sponsor: Senator Phillips
Requestor- Senate Finance

EXPENDITURES/REVENUES:

OPERATING

PERSONAL SERVICES

TRAVEL

CONTRACTUAL

SUPPLIES

EQUIPMENT

LAND & STRUCTURES

GRANTS & CLAIMS

MISCELLANEOUS

TOTAL OPERATING

CAPITAL

CHANGE IN REVENUE
FUND SOURCE #

FUNDING
1002 Federal Receipts
1003 GF Match
1004 GF
10C5 GF/Program Receipt
1006 GF/MHTIA
Other (Specify Type)
TOTAL

POSITIONS:
FULL-TIME
PART-TIME
TEMPORARY

Public School Funding

FY 99

0.0

0.0

Estimate of current year (FV98) impact: $

ANALYSIS:

The Department of Labor does not anticipate any fiscal impact with the deletion of sections imposing a tax

FISCAL NOTE :
No. _ i

Bill Version: CSSg 36/A/aQ
3-m- W

(S) Publish Date:

Labor

Department Allectcd:
BRU:
Component:

Commissioner's Office

COMPONENT SERIAL NO.

iThousands ot Dollars)
FY 00 1 FY 01 FY 02

0.0 0.0 0.0

(Thousands of Dollars)

0.0 0.0 0.0

None

(Attach a separate page if necessary)

on wage and business income in the unorganized borough.

Prepared bV jj;

Division:

Approved by Commissioner:

Agency:

Arbe'Williams, Director
* Administrative Servicae-Givi

/< *%

Tom Cashen, Commissioner

Department of Labor

Date:

OHico of the Commissioner

FY 03

PREPARER TO PROVIDE ALL DISTRIBUTION COPIES TO GOVERNORS LEGISLATIVE OFFICE
For further distribution information call the Governor’s Legislative Office

Rev 9/97

ZERO FISCAL NOTE - LAB

OR -

COMMISSIONER'S OFFICE

Page

3/9/98

1

0.0

0.0

of

340

FY 04

0.0



School District

Alaska Gateway
Total
Aleutian Region
Total
Anchorage
Total
Delta/Greely
Total
Fairbanks
Total
Galena
Total

Kenai

Total
Ketchikan
Total
Kodiak
Total

Lower Kuskokwim
Total
Mat-Su
Total

North Slope
Total
Petersburg
Total

Sitka

Total
Skagway
Total
Tanana
Total
Wrangell
Total

Yukon Flats
Total

ADM

522

67

47832.75

834

16447.5

1379

10341.96

2719

2897

3642

12641

2037

775

1750

130

113

514

444

699-)99999—)m%%%%mmmmwmwwmmmwmw%mww%m%mmmm%

State Funding Per ADM Selected School Districts

Existing

State Aid
9,577.00
4,999,194.00
17,560.00
1,176,520.00
3,931.00
188,030,540.25
5,813.00
4,848,042.00
3,928.00
64,605,780.00
4,822.00
6,649,538.00
4,068.00
42,071,093.28
3,219.00
8,752,461.00
4,790.00
13,876,630.00
10,618.00
38,670,756.00
4,601.00
58,161,241.00
5,737.00
11,686,269.00
4,095.00
3,173,625.00
3,510.00
6,142,500.00
5,260.00
683,800.00
11.095.00
1,253,735.00
4,498.00
2,311,972.00
13,871.00
6,158,724.00
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SB 36

State Aid
8,511.00
4,442,742.00
16,584.00
1,111,128.00
4,178.00
199,845,229.50
6,415.00
5,350,110.00
4,216.00
69,342,660.00
3,695.00
5,095,405.00
4,382.00
45,318,468.72
4,105.00
11,161,495.00
5,005.00
14,499,485.00
8,615.00
31,375,830.00
4,742.00
59,943,622.00

4,911.00
3,806,025.00
4,184.00
7,322,000.00
3,716.00
483,080.00
9,652.00
1,090,676.00
4,996.00
2,567,944.00
12,190.00
5,412,360.00
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Senator Randy Phillips

FY 98
Local Contrib

1,910.00
91,360,552.50
59.00
49,206.00
1,704.00
28,026,540.00
478.00
659,162.00
2,725.00
28,181,841.00
27,398.00
74,495,162.00
1.963.00
5,686,811.00

1,757.00
22,210,237.00
13,574.00
27,650,238.00
2,365.00
1,832,875.00
2,415.00
4,226,250.00
5,786.00
752,180.00
1,115.00
125,995.00
2,646.00
1,360,044.00

mmmmmmmwmmmwwmwmmmmmmmwmmweﬁmmwmmmmmm

Existing plus
$50 million

10,191.00
5,319,702.00
18,695.00
1,252,565.00
4,255.00
203,528,351.25
6,237.00
5,201,658.00
4,254.00
69,967,665.00
5.127.00
7,070,133.00
4,417.00
45,680,437.32
3,524.00
9,581,756.00
5.179.00
15,003,563.00
11,350.00
41,336,700.00
4.937.00
62,408,617.00
6,301.00
12,835,137.00
4,427.(8)
3,430,925.00
3,821.(8)
6,686,750.00
5,772.00
750,360.00
11,815.00
1,335,095.00
4,857.00 s
2,496,498.00 $
14,813.00 15
6,576,972.00 S
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SB 36 plus
$50 million

9,083.00
4,741326.00
17,666.00
1,183,622.00
4,517.00
216,060331.75
6,877.00
5,735,418.00
4,561.00
75,017,047.50
3,930.00
5,419,470.00
4,751.00
49,134,651.96
4,426.00
12,034394.00
5.407.00
15,664,079.00
9,223.00
33390,166.00
5,086.00
64,292,126.00

5,294.00
4,102,850.00
4.537.00
7,939,750.00
4,216.00
548,080.00

5,387.00
2,768,918.00
11,030.00
5,'85320.00

3/20/9B



McDowell Report

In 1997, the Legislature appropriated $500,000 to the Legislative
Budget and Audit Committee for a comparative study of state employee
wages and benefits and for a study of the costs ofoperating a school
based on school size and geographical location-

The Budget and Audit Committee appointed a subcommittee
consisting of Rep. Hanley, Sen. Wilken, and Senator Phillips to
prepare an RFP and contract with a consulting firm to produce a study
of school operating costs. Staff worked with the Departments of
Administration and Education and with other education professionals
to write an RFP. This RFP was sent to education finance and economic
consulting firms throughout the United States.

The Committee received proposals from three firms. These proposals
were reviewed by Duane Guilley, forn °r director of school finance for
the State of Alaska, Janet Stokesbuiy, the finance officer for the
Anchorage School District, Dave Tonkovich, staff economist for the
division of Legislative Finance. Rick Cross of the Department of
Education declined an invitation to review the proposals, expressing
the concern that one of the proposers would see him as biased. All
evaluators choose the McDowell Group’s proposal as the most
responsive to the Committee’s RFP.

The contract was awarded for $275,000. The McDowell Group
performed its study during the period from November 1997 to mid-
January 1998. After the draft study report was released, the
McDowell Group worked with Legislators to convert the size
adjustments into a formula and to refine geographical cost adjustments
into a single District Cost Factor that can be used in legislation. These
factors are contained in the final report on the Alaska School

Operating Cost Study.

Important points from the study:

. Eirst stﬁtewide stud%/ of actu Iscgo %osts in.Iaskacommis?ioned
1e Legislature since statehood. Other studies were cost of living

studies.
. Funddingg IS adjusted {or ?ize at the school level instead of the
unding'community level. o o
. T??cher %la#?nes do not vary from district to district because of cost
il ITTerences.

Vin
e Dj tricﬁlevel non-personal services and.administrative ¢osts var
widely between M)tncts %ased on district size angﬁocanon. y



A proposai to bring
Simplicity & Fairness

to the way Alaska funds its public
schools




srlcéiﬁce_ 1988, State of Alaska
General Fund dollar
support of the public

>» school Foundation Formula

&*e

has Increased

54.3%.

($409 mto $631 m)

i:?-.
1

In that same time, the
number of public school
students to be educated In
Alaska
has Increased

217.9%.



SB 36

Does Address

(A) Simplicity
Per Student Dollar replaces an Instructional Unit

(B) Fair Share Contribution
Organized areas are put on an equal basis of
funding for education.

Categorical Definition without verification
Districts are block granted for their local
distribution.

Does Not Address

(A) Lack of funding participation by Unorganized
Areas



“Per Student Dollar”
replaces an
“Instructional Unit”



The New Foundation Formula

SB 36

Annual Commitment of Student Dollar

X

Actual Number of Students*

—+

Developmentaliy Disabled Dollars

Local Required Support

STATEFOUNDATION

[*Number of Students adjusted for: (1) Size and location of school

& (2) Foundation support for special education needs]



Participation
(organized)



REQUIRED LOCAL
CONTRIBUTION

Current

4 mills of property value
or
35% of prior year’s State support

FoooSe

4 mills of property value
or
N 100% of local education requirement

APPLIES to ORGANIZED AREAS of ALASKA ONLY



Local Mill Participation

Local Funding Participation by School District

B State Required Local Participation
El Actual Local Participation

1996

~Totaf*Local Contribution Allowed (Cap)



FAIR SHARK

DEFINED BY:
EQUAL FUNDING PARTICIPATION BY ALL DISTRICTS

BASED ON:
ASSESSED VALUE of organized area

WHY ASSESSED VALUE?

1) "ARMS LENGTH” RELATIVE EVALUATION OF THE WEALTH OR LACK OF WEALTH OF A
COMMUNITY.

2) VALIDATED BY AN OBJECTIVE CIVIC AND JUDICIAL APPEAL PROCESS AT NO COST
TO THE STATE.

3) READILY AVAILABLE FROM ORGANIZED GOVERNMENTS.

4) INCREASES / DECREASES ANNUALLY.



Full Assessed Value o Organized Area

$14,000,000,000
$13,000,000,000
$12,000,000,000
$11,000,000,000
$10,000,000,000
$9,000,000,000
$8,000,000,000
$7,000,000,000
$6,000,000,000
$5,000,000,000
$4,000,000,000
$3,000,000,000
$2,000,000,000

$1,000,000,000

$4,498,200

Full Assessed Value

4

1997

tfssafaafaa”BIBBi

>0 o
o % » » %

School District

%



Assessed Dollars per True Student

$6,000,000

$5,000,000 -

$4,000,000 -

$3,000,000

$2,000,000

$1,000,000

$33,821

Assessed Value per True Student (ADM)

by Assessed Dollar of School District
Organized Governments only



Local Mill Participation

10.0

Local Funding Participation by School District

<) *

SMILL EQUIV. E3Actual Local Participation



Areas of Alaska



Vi@

— State of Alaska —
Unified Home Rule Municipalities
and Boroughs

c7

0C30Cy 3 o

Aleutians East Borough

Haines.Borough

City & Borough
of Juneau

Ketchikan Gateway
Borough



LOWER KUSKO.
S.W. REGION

S.E. ISLANDS
LOWER YUKON
CHATHAM
DELTA-GREELEY
COPPER RIVER
ALEUTIAN REGION
YUKON FLATS
AK GATEWAY
ANNETTE ISLAND
PRIBILOF IS.
BERING STRAIT
CHUGACH
YUKON-KOYUKUK
KUSPUK
IDITAROD

TOTALS

NOTES

REAA WAGES AND EMPLOYMENT -1996 (Source: Alaska Dept, of Labor)

NUMBER EMPLOYED
GOVERNMENT  PRIVATE

WAGE TYPE

GOVERNMENT  PRIVATE TOTAL
$ 56,831,456 $ 62,741,929 $ 119,513,385 2,008
16,373.320 38,838,089 $ 55,211,409 534
11,322,779 29,252,980 $ 40,515,759 451
22,242,490 9,829,649 $ 32,072,138 1,089
9,024,224 19,682,839 $ 28,707,063 358
14,997,750 11,581,805 $ 26,579,555 460
9,268,886 13,233,987 $ 22,502,873 283
326,148 10,775,462 $ 19,101,619 15
6,944,361 11,657,499 « 18,601,839 239
8,685,353 9,17G,488 $ 17,8618,841 255
10,596,318 5,136,734 $ 1573305'F 381
5,206,387 8,384,196 $ 13,580,583 168
4,225,098 8,144,761 $ 12,360,859 348
1,989,053 8,542,651 $ 10,S31!,704 61
3,879,926 6,014,779 $  9,89(1,705 226
6,522,797 2,727,825 $ 9,258,622 198
7,311,887 1,527,993 $ 8,839,880 264
$ 1195748233 $ 265,243,666 $460,991,899 7,338

1) REAA Estimated population - 1996- > 19yrs. ofage = 3i,is»
2) 3% School Tax on Gross Earnings = $n.»3 mHton (remitted quarterly on curtenl ESP report)

3) $13.93 million divided by 18,541 wage earners = m u ilyr. "head tarf*.

3J~TIE96 State Support to IREAA™ was  135,000,0007

2,930
1,482
1,092
669
646
445
5%
479
278

456
652
276
138
131

93

11,003

TOTAL
4,938
2,016
1,543
1,758
1,004

905
879
494
17
709
567
624
1,000
337
364
329
357

18,341
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~ Cateqorical Funding

Monies identified through the
foundation formula for special
education needs.

.e.

GT, Bi-Lingual, Bi-Cultural,
Voc Ed.

m ic 'k 'k 'te k ic 'k ik ie 'k 'k ic 'k 'k 'k 'k 'k 'fc 'k '$ f'k k 'k kic i< ijic k 'k 'k 'k 'k ic 'k ,'k irk 'k ic 'k

Current Formula
Districts define & count, then State Provides Funding
based on definition & count, but...

Audits are minimai and Districts are not required to
spend them for categorical needs



Percent Change © Base Year

Growth in Categorical Funding Requirements (1988 to 1997)
Percent Change to Base Year (1988)

H Attendance ISBiiingual/Biculturai

O Special Education SlVocational Education
100.0%

90.0%

-10.0%
1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997



Instructional Units for Bi-Lingual/Bi-cultura!

Bi-Lingual/Bi-Cultural Instructional Units
1988 to 1998

Actual Example Districts

100.00
90.00
80.00
70.00
60.00
50.00
40.00
30.00
20.00

10.00

FY88 FY89 FY90 FYol FY92 FY93 FY94 FY95 FY96 FY97 FY98



Senate BIll
Results of
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School School
Totals: District:

~N o

9 7 ALASKA GATEWAY

10

12
13
14
15
16
17

18
13

20 3
21
22
23

ALEUTIAN REGION

25 6 ALEUTIANS EAST
26
27
28
29
30
31

33 93 ANCHORAGE
34
35
36
37
38
39
40
41
42
43
4%

46
47
48
49
50
51
52
53
54
55
56
57
58
59
60
61
62
63
64

G: 99Found/ADM_Schools

District

School: ADM:

522.00

Dot Lake School

Eagle Community School
Monlasta Lake School

Waller Northwav School
Tanacross School

Tetlin School

Tok School

Out ol District Correspondence

67.00

Nikolski School
Yakov E. Nesvetov School
Adak School

»Ne
345.00

Akutan School

Cold Bay School

False Pass Schoo’

King Cove Schooi

Nelson Lagoon School

Sand Point School

47,832.75

Abbott Loop Elementary
Airport Heights Elementary
Aurora Elementary

Baxter Elementary
Bayshore Elementary
Bear Valley Elementary
Bowman Elementary
Campbell Elementary
Chester Valley Flementary
Chinook Elementary
Chugach Optional Elementary
College Gate Elementary
Creeksido Park

Denali School

Falrview Elementary
Family Partnership Charier School
Gladys Wood Elementary
Government Hill Elementary
Hullman Elementary

Inlet Viev.' Elementary
Kasuun Elementary
Kennedy Elementary
Kincaid Elementary

Klatt Elementary

Lake Hood Elementary
Lake Otis Elementary
Mountain View Elementary
MI. Spurr Elementary
Mnldoon Elementary
North Star Elementary
Northwood Elementary

10(12

Funding
Community:

DOT LAKE
EAGLE
MENTASTA
NORTHWAY
TANACROSS
TETUN
TOK

NIKOLSKI
ATKA

ADAK
oo >

AKUTAN
COLD BAY
FALSE PASS
KINO COVE
NELSON LAGOON
SAND POINT

ANCHORAGE

Funding
Community School Adjusted ADM
ADM: ADM: District: School:
748.97
15.00 15.00 39.60
23.00 23.00 44.46
52.00 52.00 88.58
90.00 90.00 141.90
20.00 20.00 39.60
29.00 29.00 54.18
293.00 265.00 34065
28.00
ei'm ., D
141.48
13.00 13.00 39.60
27.00 27.00 50.94
27.00 27.00 50.94
566.44
23.00 23.00 44.46
13.00 13.00 39.60
20.00 20.00 39.60
140.00 140.00 205.40
15.00 15.00 39.60
134.00 134.00 197.78
52,208.39
41,284.50 540.00 600.40
336.00 409.52
455.00 522.20
464.50 530.94
527.00 588.44
468.50 534.62
551.00 610.52
493.00 557.16
301.50 376.06
491.50 555.78
230.00 304.50
491.00 555.32
369.00 441.53
509.00 571 88
430.00 499.20
451.00 518.52
497.00 560.84
426.00 495.52
461.00 527.72
240.00 315.30
595.50 652.38
225.00 299.10
448.00 515.76
525.00 586.60
480.00 545.20
566.00 624.32
42500 194.60
265.00 340.65
414.00 484.48
498.00 561.76
349.50 422.62
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6  School School

t7 Totals: District:
"ty

65
66
67
68
69
70

72
73
74
75
76
7
78
79
80
81
82
83
ei
85
86
87
88
89
90
91
92
93

95
96
97
98
99
100
101
102
103
104
105
106
107
108
109
110
111
112
113
114
115
116
117

G: 99Found/ADM_Schools

School:

Nunaka Valley Elementary
Ocean View Elementary
O'Malley Elementary
Orion Elomenlary
Ptarmigan Elementary
Rabbit Creek Elementary
Rogers Park Elemenlary
Russian Jack Elemenlary
Sand Lake Elemenlary
Scenic Park Elemenlary
Spring Hill Elomenlary
Susilna Elementary

Taku Elemenlary
Turnagain Elementary
Ursa Maior Elomenlary
Ursa Minor Elemenlary
William Tyson Elemenlary
Williwaw Elemenlary
Willow Crest Elemenlary
Wonder Park Elemenlary
Northern Lights ABC Elemenlary
Tudor Elementary
Central Middle

Clark Middle

Denali JR High

Golden View Middle
Hanshew Middle

Mears Middle School
Romlg Middle

Wendler Middle

Dimcnd High

East High

Service High

West High

Bartlett High

Stellar Secondary

Benny Benson Secondary/S.E.A.R.C.H.
*Charter Norll. Hospital
Booth Memorial Home
Maplewood Group Homo
McLaughlin Youlh Center
Jesse Lee Homo

North Star Hospital
Polaris K-12

Providence Heights
S.AV.E.

Walden Pond Charter
Whaley Cenler

Aquarian Charier
ACE/ACT

AV.A.L.

Alaska School lor the Deal
Mirror Lake Elomenlary

District
ADM:

20l 12

Funding
Community:

ALASKA SCHOOL FOR THE DEAF
EAGLE RIVER

Funding
Community
ADM:

4300
6.361.75

School
ADM:

365.00
376.50
469.00
426.00
355.50
423.50
443.50
386.00
553.50
507.00
579.50
581.50
396.50
374.50
209.00
216.00
361.00
611.00
467.00
518.00
507.00
502.50
800.00
834.00
57.00
775.00
895.00
1054.00
726.00
971.00
2147.00
1923.00
233500
1621.00
1825.00
314.00
337.00
8.00
1800
14.00
167.00
1800
1000
458.50
10.00
263.00
140.00
173 00
120 00
54.00
64.00
4300
23600

Ad|usted ADM
District: School:

437.65
448.81
535.08
495.52
428.44
493.22
511.62
458.02
612.82
570.04
636.74
638.58
468.21
446.87
281.82
289.38
433.77
665.72
533.24
580.16
570.04
565.90
835.60
064.16
96.03
814.60
915.40
1048.96
771.52
979.24
1967.08
177P 92
2131.72
1525.24
1696.60
388.18
410.49
0.00
39.60
39.60
236.46
39.60
39.60
525.42
39.60
338.71
205.40
242.94
180.00
91.56
106 46
75.17
31090
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136
137
138
139
140
141
142
143
144
145
146
147
148
149
150
151

153

155

157
158
159
160
161
162
163
164

166
167
168
169
170
171

172
174

B | D
Alaska Department ol Education

4/17/93
School School
Totals: District:
3 ANNETTE ISLANDS

15 BERING STRAIT

2 BRISTOL BAY

7 CHATHAM

3 CHUGACH

8 COPPER RIVER

G: 99Found/ADM_Schools

1 F

School:

Eagle River Elementary
Alpenglow Elementary
Birchwood Elementary
Chugiak Elomenlary

Fire Lake Elementary
Homeslead Elemenlary
Ravenwood Elemenlary
Omening Middle School
Mirror Lake Middle
Chugiak High
Glrdwood School

Meilakatla High School

R. J. Elementary

Leask Middle School

In District Correspondence

Anlguin School
Anthony B. Andrews School
Brevig Mission School
Diomede School
Gambell School
Golovin School

James C. Isabell School
Koyuk Malemute School
Savoonga School
Shaktoolik School
Shismarel School
Stebbins School
Unalakleet School
Wales School

White Mountain School

Bristol Bay School
South Naknek School

Angoon School

Cube Cove School

Ellin Cove School
Gustavus School
Hobart Bay School
Klukwan School
Tenakee Springs School

Chenega Bay School

Talittek Community School
Whiltier Community School
In Qislricl Correspondence

Oul ol Qislricl Correspondence

'Chislochina School

District Funding
ADM: Community:

GIROMOOO

391.00
ANNETTE

1.809.41
ELIM
ST. MICHAELS
BREVIG MISSION
OIOMEDE
GAMBELL
GOLOVIN
TELLER
KOYUK
SAVOONGA
SHAKTOOLIK
SHISMAREF
STEBBINS
UNALAKLEET
WALES
WHITE MOUNTAIN

308.00
BRISTOL BAY
SOUTH NAKNEK

297.00
ANGOON
CUBE COVE
ELFIN COVE
GUSTAVUS
HOBART BAY
KLUKWAN
TENAKEE SPRINGS

146.00
CHENEGA BAY
TATITLIK
WHITTIER

829.50
CHISTOCHINA

3ol 12

Funding
Community
ADM:

143.50

391.00

103.87
123.00
103.00
61.00
201.10
60.14
81.00
90.48
166.91
72.00
185.00
185.00
24291
60.00
74.00

292.00
16.00

146.00
30.00
11.00
70.00
10.00
15.00
15.00

14.00
30.00
102.00

9.00

School
ADM:

367.00
540.00
339.00
511.00
337.50
443.00
401 00
612.00
510.00
2065.25
143.50

125.00
173.00
91.00

2.00,
o >

103.87
123 00
103.to
61.00
201.10
60.14
81.00
90.48
166.91
72.00
185.00
185.00
24291
60.00
74.00

292.00
16.00

14600
30.00

11.00

70.00

10.00

15.00

15.00

14.00
30.00
37.00
45.00
20.00

0.00

Adjusted ADM

District:

2

572.46

,657.55

406.44

542.62

161.63

920.15

School:

439.59
600.40
412.43
573.72
410.98
511.16
472.52
666.64
572.80
1898.41
209.85

136.35
242.94
143.17

159.51
133.81
158.41
101.99
273.29
100.71
130.47
142.51
2V5.36
118 38
255.90
255.90
318.44
100.50
121.36

366.84
39.60

213.02
5580
39.60
115.40
39.60
39.60
39.60

39.60
55.80
66.23

000
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School
District:

6 School
7 Totals:

17
17E
177
178
179
180
181
182
183

T85 2 CORDOVA
186

187

TOt

189 3 CRAIG

190

191

192

193

194

196 6 DELTA/GREELY
197
198
199
200
201
202
203

rv.|
3 DENALI
EE
207
208
209

211 2
212
213

TT*
215 30
216
217
218
219
220
221
222
223
224
225
226
227
228
229
230
231

DILLINGHAM

FAIRBANKS

G: 99Found/ADM_Schools

District
School: ADM:

Copper Center Elemenlary School
Gakona Elemenlary School
Glennallon School

Glennallen School K-6

Kenny Lake School

Lottie Sparks School

Slana School

In District Correspondence

Out ol District Correspondence

1o 530.00

Cordova School
I\I/It Eccles Elementary

447.00

Craig Elementary
Craig High School
Alternative High School
In District Correspondence
Out of District Correspondence
824.00

Charter School

Delta Junction Elemenlary School
Della Junction High School

Fort Greely School

Alternative High School

Healy Lake School

In District Correspondence

355.00

Anderson School

Cantwell School

Tri-Valley School

In District Corresponden*ce

1% ;e Lo *
619.00

Dillingham Elemenlary

Dillingham High School )
el m e X e mmem e A » .- O, sotit . s

16.447.50

Anderson Elementary School

Ben Eielson Jr/Sr High School

Crawford Elemenlary School

Anne Wien Elemenlary School

Joy Elemenlary School

Lathrop High School

Pearl Creek Elementary School

Ryan Middle School

University Park Elementary School

West Valley High School

Wood River Elementary School

Chinook Charter School

Denali Elementary School

Fairbanks Youth Academy

Howard Luke Alternative Sr. High School

Hunter Elementary School

40l 12

Funding
Community:

COPPER CENTER
GAKONA
GLENNALLEN

KENNY LAKE
LOTTIE SPARKS
SLANA

CORDOVA

CRAIQ

OELTA JUNCTION

HEALY LAKE

ANDERSON
CANTWELL
HEALY

DILLINGHAM

EIELSON

FAIRBANKS

Funding
Community
ADM:
53.00

27.00
584.50

128.00
12.00
16.00

530.00

447.00

808.00

16.00

87.00
31.00
237.00

1,662.50

11,404.50

School
ADM:

53.00
27.00
234.00
136.50
128.00
12.00
16.00
37.00
186.00

220.00
310.00

219.00
175.00
14.00
30.00
9.00

65.00
190.00
220.00
280.00
28.00
16.00
25.00

87.00
31.00
234.00
3.00

336.00
283.00

480.50
613.00
569.00
516.00
480.00
1472.00
572.50
869.00
553.50
1218.00
543.50
94.00
456.50
72.00
169.00
354.50

Adjusted ADM

District:

678.00

577.32

1,110.31

504.20

767.63

17.376.43

School:

90.07
50.94
308.82
200.96
190.16
39.60
39.60

293.70
384.30
292.62

245.10
39.60

107.95
261.30
293.70
355.20

52.56

39.60

138.09
57.29
308.82

409.52
358.11

545.66
667.56
627.08
578.32
545.20
1400.08
630.30
893.56
612.82
1186.72
603.62
146.98
523.58
118.38
238.62
427.47
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5 4/17/98 Funding

6  School School District Funding Community School Adjusted ADM

7 Totals: District: School: ADM: Community: ADM: ADM: District: School:
23! Ladd Elemenlary School 518.00 580.16
23: Bamelle Elemenlary School 509.50 572.34
23! New Beginnings Charier 18.00 39.60
23: Nordale Elementary School 435.50 504.26
236 Tanana Middle School 881.00 903.64
237 Arctic Light Elementary School 636.50 689.18
236 Welter Elemenlary School 545.50 605.46
239 Salcha Elementary School SALCHA 86.50 86.50 137.46
240 North Pole Elementary School NORTH POLE 3,161.00 438.50 507.02
241 North Pole High School 1012.00 1013.68
242 North Pole Middle School 791.00 828.04
243 Badger Road Elementary School 477.50 542.90
244 Ticasuk Brown Elemenlary School 442.00 510.24
245 Two Rivers Elementary School TWO RIVERS 133.00 133.00 196.51
246 In District Correspondence fome- 490.00 .
248 3 GALENA t,379.00 356.60
249 Galena Elemenlary School GALENA 1,379.00 101.00 155.87
250 Galena H'gh School 83.00 133.01
251 Galena Charter School 38.00 67.72
252 Out ol District Correspondence 1157.00
254 4 HAINES 438.00
255 HAINES 426.00 644.20
256 Haines High School 150.00 218.10
257 Halnos Junior High School 76.00 124.12
258 Haines Elemenlary School 191.00 262.38
259 Mosquilo Lake Elementary School MOSQUITO LAKE 12.00 12.00 39.60
260 In District Correspondence 9.00
262 2 HOONAH 270.00 398.10
263 Hoonah Elementary HOONAH 140.00 140.00 205.40
264 Hoonah High School 130.00 130.00 192.70

aVv. e N7T.*! " ‘m 4 1

266 2 125.00 208.45
267 HYDABURG Hydaburg Elementary HYDABURG 62.00 62.00 103.48
268 Hydab.Lﬂ'g Jr./g_r..High. School . ; .63.09 e G_Zr'.Q'Q — 104.97
270 10 IDITAROD 436.00 750.58
271 Blackwoll School ANVIK 21.00 21.00 41.22
272 David-Louls Memorial School GRAYLING 73.00 73.00 119.87
273 Holy Cross School HOLY CROSS 72.00 72.00 118.38
274 Innoko River School SHAGEIUK 43.00 43.00 75.17
275 Lime Villiage School LIME VILLAGE 19.00 19.00 39.60
276 McGrath School MCGRATH 142.00 142.00 207.94
277 Minchumina Community School LAKE MINCHUMINA 12.00 12.00 39.60
278 Takolna Community School TAKOTNA 40.00 20.00 39.60
279 Takolna Charter School 20.00 39.60
280 Top ol the Kuskokwim School NIKOLAI 14.00 14.00 39.60
282 n JUNEAU 5,750.00 6.218.92
283 Auke Bay Elemenlary School JUNEAU 5.750.00 424.00 493.68
284 Charter School 40.00 70.70
285 Dzanlik'l Heeni Middle School 717.00 760 24
286 Floyd Dryden Middle School 665.00 715 40
287 Gaslineau Elemenlary School 353.00 426.01
288 Glacier Valley Elementary School 394.00 465.78

G: 99Found/ADM_Schools



5
6
7

28!
2C
29

292
20C
294
43!

296
297
298

299
JIA

301

302
Jul

304
305
306
307
308
309
310
311
312
313
314
315
316
317
318
319
320
321
322
323
324
325
326
327
328
329
330
331
332
333
334
335
336
337
338
339
340
341
342
343
344

B | D
Alaska Department ol Education

Foundation Program; School Districts, Funding Communilles and Schools

4/17/98
School School
Totals; District;
3 KAKE

1 KASHUNAMIUT

41 KENAI PENINSULA

G: 99Found/ADM_Schools

| F

School:

Harborview Elemenlary School
Juneau Doualas Hifjh School
Mendenhall River Elemenlary School
Riverbend Elementary School

Ya Koos Alternative High School

In District Correspondence

Kake Elementary School
Kake Jr. High
Kake High School

Chevak School
Al |

Chapman Elementary School
Cooper Landing School
Homer Charter

Homer Flex

Homer Intermediate School
Homer Junior High School
Homer Senior High School
Paul Banks Elementary School
Hope School

Kachemak Solo School
Tustumena Elementary School
Kenal Central High School
Kenal Junior High School
Kenal Alternative School
Mountain View Elementary
Sears Elementary

McNeil Canyon Elementary
Moose Pass School
Nanwalok School

Nikiski Elementary School
Nikiski Middle/High School
North Star Elementary School
Nikolaevsk School

Ninilchik School

Pori Graham School
Razdolna Elementary School
Susan B. English School
Bayview Charter School
Seward Elementary School
Seward Jr/Sr High School
Alternative School

Aurora Borealis Charier
Kalilornsky Beach Elementary
Redoubt Elementary School
Skyview High School
Soldolna Elemenlary School
Soldotna High School
Soldolna Middle School
Sterling Elementary School
Bartlett School

G | H

District Funding

ADM: Community:

190.00

KAKE
279.00
CHEVAK
*k oo «

10,341.96

ANCHOR POINT
COOPER LANDING
HOMER

HOPE
KACHEMAK SELO
KASILOF
KENAI

MCNEIL CANYON
MOOSE PASS
NANWALEK
NIKISKI

NIKOLAEVSK
NINILCHIK
PORT GRAHAM
RAZDOLNA
SELDOVIA
SEWARD

SOLDOTNA

STERLING
TYONEK

60112

i 1 J M N
Funding
Community School Adjustod ADM
ADM: ADM: District: School:
462.00 528.64
1620.00 1524.40
484.00 548.88
465.00 531.40
97.00 150.79
29.00
S e ——— | ISP
312.22
190.00 94.00 146.98
30.00 55.80
66.00 109.44
354.23
279.00 279.00 354.23
12.548.19
244.46 244.46 320.12
36.77 36.77 65.89
1,413.11 22.86 44.23
29.81 55.49
331.91 405.55
23751 312.61
557.49 616.49
233.53 308.31
17.89 17.89 39.60
68.57 68.57 113.27
279.24 279.24 354.46
1,789.75 530.66 591.81
425.33 494.90
45.71 7S.*1
393.53 465.32
394.52 466.28
149.06 149.06 216.91
33.79 33.79 61.45
58.63 58.63 98.46
1.164.68 278.25 353.50
550.54 610.10
335.89 409.41
152.04 152.04 220.30
228.56 228.56 302.94
37.76 37.76 67.36
37.76 37.76 67.36
94.41 94.41 147.50
854.63 19.88 39.6D
395.51 467.24
439.24 507.70
3,178.01 97.37 151.26
99.38 153.81
424.33 493.98
441.23 509.53
620.10 674.09
365.70 438.33
563.46 621.98
468.44 534.56
342.84 342.84 416.15
41.74 41.74 7329
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351
352
353
354
355
356

357
IWj

359
360

362
363
364
365
366
367
368
369
370
371
372
373
374
375
376
377

378
3/5

380
381
382
383
384
385
386
387
388
389
390
391

393
394
395
396
397
398
399
400

B | D

1 F

Foundation Program; School Districts, Funding Communllies and Schools

4/17/98
School School
Totals; District:

8 KETCHIKAN

1 KLAWOCK

15 KODIAK ISLAND

n KUSPUK

15 LAKE & PENINSULA

G: 99Found/ADM_Schools

School:

Voznesenka School
In District Correspondence

Houghlaling Elementary School
Ketchikan Charier School
Ketchikan High School

Point Higgins Elementary School
Hevilla High School

Schoenbar Middle School

Valley Pork Elemenlary School
White Cliff Elementary School

In District Correspondence

Klawock School

Akhiok School

Big Sandy Lake School
Chiniak School

Danger Bay School
‘Karluk School

East Elementary School
Kodiak Middle School
Kodiak High School

Main Elementary School
North Slar Elementary School  Kodiak
Peterson Elementary
Larsen Bay School

Old Harbor School
Ouzinkle School

Pori Lions School

In District Correspondence

Auntie Mary Nicoli Elementary
Aniak Middle School

Aniak High School

Crow Village Sam School
Johnnie John Sr School

Zackar Levi Elementary School
George Willis School

Jack Egnaty Sr. School

Gusty Michaol School

George Morgan Sr. High School
Joseph & Olinga Gregory School

Chignik Bay School
Chignik Lagoon School
Chignik Lake School
Egegik School

lgugig School

Ivanol Bay School
Kokhanok School

District
ADM:

2.719.00

215.00

2.897.00

510.00

518.00

7 of 12

Funding
Community:

VOZNESENKA

* *

KETCKIKAN

KLAWOCK

* e e

AKHIOK
BIG SANDY LAKE
CHINIAK
DANGER BAY
KARLUK
KODIAK

LARSEN BAY
OLD HARBOR
OU2INKIE
PORT LION

ANIAK

CHUATHUALUK
CROOKED CREEK
LOWER KALSKAG

RED DEVIL
SIEETMUTE

STONY RIVER

UPPER KALSKAG

CHIGNIK BAY
CHIGNIK LAGOON
CHIGNIK LAKE
EGEGIUK
IGIUQIG
IVANOF BAY
KOKHANOK

Funding
Community
ADM:

118.26

2,71900

215.00

lre-» len !

37.66
23.41
26.47
15.27
9.16
2,565.16

34.61
82.45
42.75
60.06

195.00

43.00
43.00
75.00
14.00
21.00
16.00
103.00

17.00
31.00
46.00
22.00
16.00
11 00
64.00

13

School
ADM:

118 26
98.00

488.00
69.00
725.00
282.00
117.00
403.00
278.00
288.00
69.00

215.00

37.66
23.41
26.47
15.27
0.00
451.96
393.93
667.12
279.93
293.16
41022
34.61
82.45
42.75
60.06
78.00

84.00
48.00
63.00
43.00
43.00
75.00
14.00
21.00
16.00
72.00
31.00

17.00
31.00
46.00
22.00

16.00
11.00
59.00

Adusted ADM

District:

3.160.98

3,478.96

891.15

965.27

School:

177.79

552.56
11391
770.60
357.14
176.19
474.36
353.26
362.96

288.30

6~ 22
45.13
50.07
39.60
0.00
519.40
465.72
717.35
355.13
367.97
481.00
62.67
132.31
74.80
100.59

134.28
82.62
104.97
75.17
75.17
122.85
39.60
41.22
39.60
116.38
57.29

39.60
57.29
79.64
42.84
39.60
3960
99.01
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4/17/98

6 School School
7  Totals: District:

40G
409

411 26 LOWER KUSKOKWIM
412
413
414
415
416
417
418
419
420
421
422
423
424
425
426
427
428
429
430
431
432
433
434
435
436
437

439 11 LOWER YUKON
440
a1
442
443
444
445
446
447
448
449
450

452 30 MATSU
453
454
455
456

G: 99Found/ADM_Schools

District
School: ADM:

Levelok School

Newhalon School
Nondalton School

Pedro Bay School
Perryvllle School

Pilot Point School

Pori Alsworth School

Port Heiden School

In Distrigt Correespondence

3,642.00
Akluk Memorial School
Akula Elilnauvik School
Joann A. Alexle Memeorial School
Bethel Regional High School
Bethel Youth Facility
Bethel-Kilbuck Elementary
Belhel-Mikelnguut Elilnaurviat
Chaptnguak School
Eek School
Rocky Mountain School
Chlel Paul Memorial
Dick R Kiunya
Kwelhluk Community School
Kwigillingok School
Nelson Island School
Nuniwaarmiut School
William N Miller Meml
Z. John Williams Memorial School
Ayaprun High School
Nightmule School
Anna Tobeluk Memorial School
Qugcuun Mornorial School
Arvig School
Quinhagak School
Lewis Angapak Memorial School
Paul T. Albort Memorial School

1.850.60
Alakanak School
Emmonak School
Hooper Bay School
Kotlik School
Marshall School
Mountain Village School
Pilot Station School
Pitkas Point School
Russian Mission
Scammon Bay School
Sheldon Point School

12,641.00
Palmer High School
Palmer Junior High
Sherrod
Academy Charter School

8ol 12

Funding
Community:

LEVELOK
NEWHALEN
NONDALTON
FEDRO BAY
PERRYVILLE
PILOT POINT

PORT ALSWORTH
PORT HEIDEN

AKIUK
AKULA
ATMAUTLAUK
BETHEL

CHEFORNAK
EEK
GOODNEWS
KIPNUK
KONGK3ANAK
KWETHLUK
KWIGILLINGOK
TOKSOOK BAY
MEKORYUK
NAPAKIAK
NAPASKIAK
NEWTOK
NIGHTMUTE
NUNAPITCHUK
OSCARVILLE
PLATINUM
OUINIHAGAK
TUNTUTULIAK
TUNUNAK

ALAKANAK
EMMONAK
HOOPER BAY
KOTLIK
MARSHALL
MOUNTAIN VILLAGE
PILOT STATION
PITKAS POINT
RUSSIAN MISSION
SCAMMON BAY
SHELDON POINT

PALMER

Funding
Community
ADM:

23.00
89.00
73.00
12.00
39.00
28.00
13.00
34.00

73.00

89.00

79.00
1,375.00

132.00
89.00
82.00
197.00
114.00
208.00
93.00
171.00
50.00
108.00
126.00
86.00
62.00
139.00
15.00
10.00
155.00

87.00
102.00

178.90
264.75
392.55
186.75
93.90
248.85
173.05
44.15
92.25
12580
49.65

3,168.70

School
ADM:

23.00
89.00
73.00
12.00
39.00
28.00
13.00
34.00
5.00

73.00
89.00
79.00
464.73
24.52
486.05
399.71
132 00
89.00
82.00
197.00
114.00
208.00
93.00
171.00
50.00
108.00
126.00
86.00
62.00
139.00
15.00
10.00
155.00
87.00
102.00

178.90
264.75
392.55

186.75

93.90
24885

173.05

44.15

92.25
12580

49.65

941.92

745.80

423.14
81.15

Adjusted ADM

District:

5,045.00

2,520.67

13,549.15

School:

44.46
140.63
119.87
39.60
69.21
52.56
39.60
61.76

119.87
140.63
127.93
531.15
46.92
550.76
471.32
195.24
140.63
131.74
268.86
172.38
280.74
145.71
240.78
85.60
164.76
187.62
136.82
103.48
204.13
39.60
39.60
223.50
138.09
157.14

249.31
340.41
464.37
257.79
146 85
32486
242.99
7688

144.76
187.37
85.08

954.81
789.74
49289
130.66
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5
6
7

A
45"

45)

457
4{
461
462
463
464
465
466
467
468
469
470
471
472
473
474
475
476
477
478
479
480
481
482
483

485
486
487

B

ES3

491
492
493

495
496
497
498
499
500
501
502
503
504
505

507
508
509
510

4/17/98
School School
Totals: District:
1
1 NENANA
3 NOME

2 NORTH SLOPE

12 NORTHWEST ARCTIC

G: 99Found/ADM_Schools

District
School: ADM:

Swanson

Wasilln Hkjh School
Alternative

Wasilla Middle School
Idilaiod

Snowshoo

Tanalna

Colony High School
Colony Middle School
Collonwood Croek
Pioneer Peak

Finger Lake

Su Valley

Houston

Big Lake

Midnight Sun Chader School
Big Lake Annex
Glacier View
Talkeelna

Trapper Creek

Willow

Skwenlna

Butte

Sutton

Goose Bay
Beryozava

In District Correspondence

22000

Nenana K-12 School
In District Correspondence

709.00
Alternative High School
Nome Elementary School
Nome/BEItz Jr/Sr High . -

2.037.00
Nunamiut School
Meade River School
Barrow High School
Fred Ipalook
Ebin Hopon Middle
Harold Kaveolook School
Nuigsut Trapper School
Tikigaq School
Cully School
Alak School

2.248.00
Ambler School
Buckland School
Deering School

90l 12

Funding
Community:

WASILLA

COLONY

MATSI /ALLEY
HOUSTON
810 LAKE

GLACIER VIEW
TALKEETNA
TRAPPER CREEK
WIl LOW
SKWENTNA
BUTTE
SUTTON
GOOSE BAY
BERYOZAVA

NENANA

NOME

ANAKTUVUK PASS
ATOASUK
BARROW

KAKTOVIK
NUIOSUT
POINT HOPE
POINT LAY
WAINWRIGHT

AMBLER
BUCKLAND
DEERINQ

Funding
Community
ADM:

3,338.73

3.384.14

234.75
571.91
626.01

61.83
114.00
39.61
208.67
21.25
325.56
111.10
421.21
13.52

220.00

77.54
69.33
1.175.86

67.50
145.04
260.90

74.80
166.03

115.00
157.00
44.00

School
ADM:

380.63
977.66
169.06
863.66
458.88
377.73
491.73
1127.40
875.26
446.32
393.19
541.96
234.75
571.91
472.41
69.84
63.76
61.83
114.00
39.61
208.67
21.25
325.56
111.10
421.21
13.52
596.06

135.00
20.00
65.00

29.00
435.00
325.00

77.54
69.33
203.43
712.45
259.98
67.50
145.04
260.90
74.80
166.03

115.00
157.00
44.00

Adjusted ADM

District:

199.05

956.03

~M.-e
2,629.23

2.950.50

School:

452.81
984.84
238.69
889.08
525.77
450.00
555.99
1110.62
898.82
514.22
464.99
602.21
300.63
629.76
538.21
141.70
106.10
103.22
172.37
70.12
281.46
41.63
399.40
168.69
491.11
39.60

199.05

54.18
503.80
398.85

126.07
114.40
275.80
759.05
335.78
111.68
211.81
336.67
122.56
235.41

173.65
225.66
76.66



1

~N o o

511
512
512
514
515
516
517
518
519

520
N1

522
523

525
526
527
528

530
531
532

534
535
536
537
538
539
540

542
543

545
546
547
548
549
550
551
552
553
554
555
556
557

558
333

560
561
562
563
564
565
566
567

B | D
Alaska Department ol Education

F 1 G |

Foundation Program; School Districts, Funding Communities and Schools

4/17/98
School School
Totals: District:
1 PELICAN

3 PETERSBURG

2 PRIBILOF

5 SITKA

1 SKAGWAY

12 SOUTHEAST ISLAND

9 SOUTHWEST REGION

G: 99Found/ADM_Schools

School:

Kiana School
McQueen School
Kobuk School

District
ADM:

Kotzebue Elementary School

Kotzebue Jr/Sr Hiflh School
Napaaqtugmlut School

Aqgeluk School
Selawik
Shungnak

In District Correspondence

Pelican School

38.00

775.00

Petersburg Elementary School

Petersburg High School
Petersburg Middle School

Saint Georga Island School
St. Paul Island School

Baranol Elementary School
Blatchely Jr High School

Pacific Alternative
Sitka High School

196.00

1,750.00

Verstovia Elementary School

In District Correspondence

Skagway School

«Craik Logging School

«Edna Bay School
JR Glidersloeve
Hollis School
Howard Valentine
'Kassan

Naukati School
'Polk Intel School

Port Alexander School
Pori Protection School

Thorne Bay School
Whale Pass School

In District Correspondence

*Portage Creek

Aleknagik North School

Clarks Point School
Koliganek School
Manokotak School
Chief Ivan Blunka
Togiak School

130.00

269.00

779.20

10 ol 12

Funding
Community:

KIANA
KIVALINA
KOGUK
KOTZEBUE

NOATAK
tvOORVIK
SEU WIK

SHUNCNAK

PEI /CAN

PETERSBURG

ST. GEORGE
ST. PAUL

SITKA

SKAGWAY

CRAIK
EDNA BAY
JR. GILOERSLEEVE
HOLLIS
HOWARD VALENTINE
KASAAN
NAUKATI
POLK INLET
PORT ALEXANDER
PORT PROTECTION
THORNE BAY
WHALE PASS

PORTAGE CREEK
ALEKNAGIK NORTH
CLARKS POINT
KOLIGANEK
MANOKOTAK
NEW STUYAHOK
TOGIAK

Funding
Community
ADM:

123.00
147.00
28.00

904.00

150.00

219.00

272.00
89.00

<

38.00

3. 2% ™

775.00

52.00
144.00

1,750.00

130.00

8.00
9.00
12.00
23.00
27.00
8.00
39.00
7.00
10.00
19.00
96.00
11.00

8.00
39.65
16.25
82.90
144.90
162.70
277.20

School
ADM:

123.00
147.00
2000
485.00
404.00
150.00
219.00
272.00
89.00
15.00

m™

38.00

358.00
233.00
184.00

52.00
144.00

285.00
385.00
50.00
505.00
455.00
70.00

130.00

0.00
0.00
12.00
23.00
27.00
0.00
39.00
0.00
10.00
19.00
118.00
11.00
10.00

0.00
39.65
16.25
82.90
144.90
162.70
285.20

Adjusted ADM
School:

183.81
214.29
52.56
549.80
475.28
218.10
292.62
347.44
140.63

67.72

67.72

993.42

430.86
307.74
254.82

299.06

88.58
210.48

1.993.10

360.05
457.05
85.60
568.20
522.20

192.70

192.70

500.47

0.00
0.00
39.60
44.46
50.94
0.00
69.21
0.00
39.60
39.60.
177.46
39.60

1,147.70

0.00
70.18
3960
132 88
211.62
231 82
360.24
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57
576
577
jlo

579
580
581
582

584
585
586
587

589
590
591
592
593
594

596
597
598

600
601
602
603
604
605
606
607
608
609
610
611
612

614
615
616
617
618
619
620
621
622
623
624

B | D

4/17/98
School School
Totals: District:

1 ST. MARY'S

1 TANANA

3 UNALASKA

3 VALDEZ

3 WRANGELL

2 YAKUTAT

n YUKON FLATS

10 YUKON/KOYUKUK

G: 99Found/ADM_Schools

1 F

School:

Twin Hills School
William "Sonny" Nelson School

Sl. Mary's School
Oul ol District Correspondence

Tanana School
in Qislricl Correspondence

Unalaska Elomenlary
"Aliemalive Hiph School

George H. Gilson Jr. High
Herman Hutchins Elomenlary
Valdez High School

Wrangell Elemenlary School
Wrangell High School

Slikine Middle School

In District Correspondence
Out ol Dislrict Correspondence

Yakutat School K thru 12
Icy Bay

Arctic Village School
Beaver "Cruikshank" School
"Birch Creek School
Chalkyitsik School

Circle School

Far North School

Fort Yukon School
Northern Lights School
Rampart School

Slovens Village School
Venetie School

In Dislrict Correspondence

Allakaket School

Andrew K. Demonski School
"Bellies Field School
Johnny Oldman School
Jimmy Huntington School
Kallag School

Ella B. Vernetli

MHS Gladys Dart School
Merreline A. Kangas School
Minlo

»- -

District
ADM:

133.00

113.00

390.00

895.00

514.25

178.00

444.00

554.00

11 of 12

Funding
Community:

TWIN HILLS
EKWOK

ST. MARY'S

TANANA

UNALASKA

« . e

VALDEZ

WRANGELL

YAKUTAT
ICY BAY

ARCTIC VILLAGE
BEAVER
BIRCH CREEK
CHALKYITSIK
CENTRAL
CIRCLE
FORT YUKON
NORTHERN LIGHTS
RAMPART
STEVENS VILLAGE
VENETIE

ALLAKAKET
NULATO
SETTLES
HUGHES
HUSLIA
KALTAG
KOYUKUK
MANLEY HOT SPRINGS
RUBY
MINTO

»

Funding
Community
ADM:

13.60
34.00

133.00

113.00

390.00

895.00

514.25

166.00
12.00

48.00
23.00
9.00
20.00
28.00
20.00
168.00
28.00
12.00
28.00
60.00

58.00
126.00
7.00
12.00
74.00
73.00
31.00
18.00
74.00
81.00

School
ADM:

13.60
34.00

124.00
9.00

111.00
2.00

164.00
0.00
226.00

143.00
504.00
248.00

222.00

154.00

122.25
10.00
6.00

166.00
12.00

48.00
23.00
0.00
20.00
28.00
20.00
142.00
28.00
12.00
28.00
60.00
35.00

58.00
133.00
0.00
12.00
74.00
7300
31.00
1800
74.00
81.00

Adjusted ADM

District:

185.08

168.57

533.40

1.100.43

701.14

274.98

712.00

923.58

School:

39.60
61.76

185.08

168.57

233.22
0.00
300.18

209.21
567.28
323.94

295.86
222.42
182.86

235.38
39.f60

82.62
44.46
0.00
39.60
52.56
39.60
207.94
52.56
39.60
52.56
100.50

97.52
196.51
0.00
39.60
121 36
119.87
57.29
39.60
121.36
130.47

&«
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6 School School
(7) Totals: District:
626 3 YUPIIT
627
628
629
630
DO1
632 1 ACS
633

635 1 MT.EDGECUMBE
636

638 478 TOTALS:

639

G: 99Found/ADM_Schools

1 F

Foundation Program; School Districts, Funding Communities and Schools

School:

Akiachak School
Akiak School
Tuluksak School

Out ol District Correspondence

Mt Edgecumbe School

District
ADM:

412.00

1,658.38

306.00

130,800.55

‘Combined with the largest school within their res*-, :tive districts.

120l 12

Funding
Community:

AKIACHAK
AKIAK
TULUKSAK

ACS

MT EDGECUMBE

Funding
Community
ADM:

174.00
122.00
116.00

1.658.38

306.00
130,800.55

School
ADM:

174.00
122.00
116.00

i 1'v't

1658.38

306.00
130,800.55

Adjusted ADM

District:

601.48

380.42

149,151.85

School:

244.02
182.54
174.92

380.42
149,151.85



"An Act

ALASKA COUNCIL OF SCHOOL ADMINISTRATORS
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POSITION STATEMENT
CS FOR SB 36

relating to the public school funding program; relating to tiie

definition of a school district, to the transportation of students, to
employment of chief school administrators, to school district layoff
plans, to the special education service agency, and to the child care
grant program; and providing for an effective date.”

The Alaska Council of School Ad.ninistrators is

opposed

to CSSB 36.

There are three dominant reasons for opposing this legislation
which we would like to call attention to:

Sec. 14.17.420. Special needs and intensive services

1.
funding. We believe using a factor of five to compute funding for
intensive services is far below what is needed for addressing the
high cost of servicing intensive special education students. In all the
previous legislation, intensive needs students would be covered by
$22,500 per student. In this legislation, when you use the ADM of

Anchorage or Juneau and multiply it by five, you see a much lower

amount

of funding available to districts.

We would recommend adjusting the factor of five up to meet

the $22,500 per student for intensive services.
2. Sec. AS 14.14.130(a): "Ifjhe district employs a chief school
administrator....". We would caution the legislature to not amend

this secaon of the current statutes. Over the past three years, there
have been major legislation passed which places a greater burden on

school d

istricts for reporting and operations. As an example, HB 465

has created additional administrative responsibility for observation
and evaluation of staff as well as increased communicating with local
community members. We are responsible for testing 4th, 8th and

11th graders. We are to now begin to administer exit examinations

for high
curriculu

Alaska Association of Elementary School Principals

school senior. By regulations, districts must align their
m with state standards and respond to Quality Schools

Alaska Association of Secondary School Principals m Alaska Association of School Administrators

Spenser zf ;re Alaska Staff Development Network



Initiatives. It is more apparent that there is a greater responsibility
placed on the chief school administrator, not less.

A school.district is like a university campus or a major
corporation. Can the wuniversity system do without their president or
campus chancellors? Can major Alaskan corporations do without
their CEO's?

Under current law districts do have the flexibility to share a
chief school administrator. Sec. 14.14.130(d) "This section does not
prohibit two or more districts from sharing the services of a chief
school administrator.”

We believe the current language of the law reflects the intent
of this proposed amendment in CSSB 36.

3. Sec. 14.17.410. Public School funding. It is our position that
there should not be one school district benefiting from increased
revenues that have been taken away from another school district.

There has been convincing testimony from all school districts
that there is need for more money. Over the past ten years, as the
state has continued to short fund the foundation formula, local
communities have continued to increase their support for their
schools. But even the local organized governments are reaching their
limits of funding. We believe it is time for the State of Alaska to
increase the level of funding for all school districts.

Respectfully submitted.

Stephen T. McPhetres
Executive Director, ACSA



Alaska State Legislature

\ jpmi Statc Capitol
Juneau, AK 99801-1182

Official Business (907) 465-3720

Fax: (907) 465-3472 (907) 465-2689
Speaker of the House of Representatives

March 16, 1998

To: Members, House HESS Committee
Members, House Finance Committee

From: Rep. Gail Phillips™"™"™W
SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE

Please read the attached letter from the Kenai Peninsula Borough School District
Superintendent of Schools, John Dahlgren.

John makes several good points that I'd like to bring to your attention:

1 The Kenai Peninsula has 12 village schools that are presently serving 1,059
students. This enrollment (just in these village schools of the district) is
larger than 41 other districts in the State. Yet - as part of a district
classified "urban,” these 12 schools are not given the same status as other
village schools throughout the State.

2. The homes and personal properties in these rural settings of the Borough
are all charged the Borough's personal property tax, which helps offset the

cost of education for the District.

Please feel free to use Supt. John Dahlgren for any questions you may have as
we proceed with solving the disparity in the instructional unit formula.

GP:ps

ends.
CcC: Superintendent John Dahlgren



(KENAI PENINSULA BOROUGH SCHOOL DISTRICT

iBinkley Street + Soldolna, AX 99669-7598 + Phone 907/262-584(5 + FO0X907/262-9645

OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT SUPERINTENDENT

March 12, 1998 Post-ir Fax Note 7671  D8le "2//2/<? -
. . o O XsL&L&lJ-" From

Representative Gait Phillips ComDapt. Co.

Room 208 State Capitol Phono d Phonest

Juneau, Alaska -1182 Fin

Fax»

Dear Representative Phillips:

There has been much discussion during the debate of SB36 and | have followed it very
closely through its passage in the senate. Many legislators are trying to tum this into a
rural versus ‘urban issue. |can assure you, having been bom and raised in The Bronx,
New York, that It will take a lot of convmcm% for me to feel that Soldotna, Kenai, Homer,
and Seward are urban areas. Sottm% hat aside, | would like to give you some
information that might help you combat those discussions.

| have totaled the enrollment of our,vill,a(l;e schools ax™we are Presently serving 1,059
students. As | look at the school districts In Alaski, $e.it enroliment Is"larger than 41
other districts in the slate,

School Enrollment

Totals f 1059

| hardly think that any of these villages would be considered urban.

ANCHOR POINT COOPER LANDING HOMER HOW KACHEMAK 5ELO KENAI ‘MOOttPA* NANWAIEX NKBKJ NKOIAEVSK
NINILCHIK PORT GRAHAM RAZDOLNA SELDOM SEWARD SOLDOTNA STERLING TUSTUMENA. TYONEK VOZNESENKA
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Laiter/Leglslatuni-School Funding
March 12. 1998
Pago 2

Last week | attended the Elder’s Day celebration In Port. Graham. That Native community
celebrates the things that they are doing for both the young and the old. Needless to
say, it Is a very successful village at both the school and community level.

| am appalled to think that we would deal with our village schools or fund them any
differently than 6ome of the other village schools In Alaska. Our schools across the
water have higher operational costs, which we recognize by funding differently than our
schools on the road system. We recognize that it costs more to do husiness in these
communities and it is time that the state and the rest of Alaska recognizes it tool The
homes and properties in these extremely rural setting? are charged horough personal

roperty taxes helping to offset the cost of education. Hiking down the switch back trail
0 Kachemak Selo rivals any bush situation In Interior *i«as*|L

Please continue working for the good of our students on the Kenai Peninsula and | wish
you success inthat endeavor. My staff and | are available to answer any financial or
Instructional questions that you might have.

John K. Dahligren
Superintendent of Schools

cc:  Senator John Torgerson
Senator Jerry Ward



SENT BY:I'M COM ; 3-13-98 ; 2:00PM ; UNITED UTIL. INC.- 907 465 3472;# 2/ 2

United Utilities, Inc.

Affilintc ot Unicom

Steve Hwnicn
President

March 13, 1998

The Honorable Gail Phillips
House of Representatives
State Capitol, Room 208
Juneau, Alaska 99801-1182

Dear Ms. Speaker:

United Utilities, Inc. provides telecommunications services in 58 rural Alaskan communities.
Woc arc concerned with the unprecedented budget cuts to rural schools contained in SB 36.
All of our citizens are deserving of legislative decisions that are carefully thought out and arc
bused upon un impurtiul analysis of all the facts.

SB 36 would transfer approximately $31 million from rural school districts to Anchorage. The
Lower Kuskokwim School District, for example, has informed us that they would lose
approximately $8.4 million, 150 classified staff, and 60 teachers: These fhnding cuts are
substantial and | am concerned for the ongoing ability of our native Alaskan children to receive a
suitable education. 1’'m also concerned that this debate has turned into a contest of us versus
them (urban versus rural). 1’ve been told that a new fiic'iir." 1" Inis being proposed that
includes factors, such as the ability to raise educational funds via property taxes, that arc
unrealistic and designed to favor one constituency over another.

Please carefully consider the merits of SB 36. Something is wrong here and it will be our native
children who will be disadvantaged if it is not fixed. 1wish that all of our legislators could visit
our rural schools including our school in Hooper Bay and then compare these schools with any
school in Anchorage. Thave little doubt that anyone could walk away from these visits and
suggest that the funding for our rural schools should be reduced.

Sincerely yours,

An Al*sknn Native Owned Corporation 5450 A Strom . (800) 478-2020
Anchonujw, AK 90518-12§1 (907)661 1674

hnp.7Avww.imkxxn-aiasKa.oom Fax (00/) 668-3185



CITY OF UNALASKA

P.0. BOX610
UNALASKA. ALASKA 99685 «
(907) 5+1-1261
FAX (007) 581-1417

UNALASKA, ALASKA

March 13, 1998

SENT VIA FAX: (907)4"5-3871

House HESS Committee
Capital Building
Juneau, Alaska 99801

Dear Representatives,

I'm writing on behalf of the City Council and Community of Unalaska. We
strongly oppose SB 36 in its currant format. This bill will not only have a negative
impact on our community but on many other rural communities throughout Alaska.
With SB 36 in its present format, Unalaska would lose close to $500,000 in state
funding, $200,000 in proposed state aid, $200,000 in single site funding, and
additional costs by cuts the Aleutian Region School District would face that we
share administrative costs with. The City of Unalasxa would have to make up the

cuts from our budget.

The City of Unalaska supported our local school district at the maximum
allowable local contribution for many years. This year, the contribution is $1.7
million dollars, plus additional contributions for food service and preschool. In
addition, we also have a capital projects budget which includes well over a million
dollars this year for the purchase of four portable classrooms and technology

upgrades.

Our community places a very high priority on education and we fund it at a
very high level each year. This year, local contribution for school funding may
reach 17% of our general fund revenues. Why should this community, that pays
its own way, have to face cuts because its assessed value to student count ratio is
high? This community has a 3% sales tax, a 11.78 mill rate, a 2% local landing
tax on all fish delivered to our local processing plants. We also generate a
tremendous amount of revenue for the State of Alaska. During the past ten years,
this community, through the State Fisheries Business Tax, the State Offshore



House HESS Committee
Page Two

Landing Tax, and the State Marine Fuel Tax, has generated revenues in excess of
$86 million dollars for the State of Alaska.

This legislation, in its present form, would penalize a hard working
commj .lily that consistently contributes locally at a high level, and generates
revenues for the State of Alaska.

In conclusion, | would strongly urge the committee to take another look at
this legislation. The proposed legislation will be disastrous to so many rural school
districts in our state. | believe it is time to increase state funding for education, and
this bill doesn't do that. This bill takes dollars away from some of the most
economically depressed areas of the state. Does that make sense? It doesn't to

me.

| just received my quarterly report on the permanent fund in the mail
yesterday. The report showed a fund value of $23.04 billion dollars. Last year, the
legislature rolled over almost $2 billion dollars back into the fund. But yet our state
can't afford to increase funding for education to even to cover the annual cost of

inflation.

| believe it is time to start thinking about the future of the children in the
entire State of Alaska and the education they deserve to receive. Our children are
Alaska's greatest resource. | strongly urge you to rework this bill, and add more
funding for education by using some of the earnings of the Permanent Fund.

| can't think of a better use of Permanent Fund revenue than to provide a
first class education to the children of the State of Alaska.

Sincerely,

Frank Kelty
Mayor

CC: Governor Knowles
Senator Hoffman
Representative Moses



Alaska State Legislature

State Capitol
Juneau, AK 99801-1182
(907) 465-3720

Official Business
(907) 465-2689

Fax: (907) 465-3472 .
Speaker of the House of Representatives

March 17, 1998

Ms. Beverly Williams and Students
Lower Kuskokwim School District
Curriculum Bilingual Department
PO Box 305

Bethel, AK 99559

Dear Ms. Williams and Students:

Thank to each of you for your letters pointing out the possible negative effects on
bilingual education efforts of the current version of SB 36. As you may know, CS SB 36
(FIN) am passed the Senate a few days ago and is now in the House where it has been
assigned to the House HESS and Finance Committees. The first House hearing is
scheduled for March 21 at 1:00 p.m. Although that hearing will be teleconferenced, it
will be for listening only. However, a teleconference to hear public testimony will be
scheduled in the not too distant future, and | hope someone at your school will take an
opportunity to testify. You can keep abreast of the scheduled hearings for SB 36 by
checking with the L1O in Bethel (543-3541). In the meantime, | will forward a copy of
your letters to the House HESS Committee with a request that they include it in the
committee members’ SB 36 bill files.

Again, | appreciate hearing from you and hope you will share this letter with your many
Kasigiuk students who took the time to write about SB 36.

Sincerely,

HOUSE
GP:jmj

Cc w enc: Rep Con Bunde, Chair, House HESS Committee*.



Curriculum Bilingual Department
Beverly Williams
P.O. Box 305
Bethel, AK 99559
907-543*4850 fax: 907-543*49x4

Gail Phillips

House of Representatives
State Capitol, Room 208
Juneau, AK 99801*1182

March 12,1998

Dear Representative Phillips:

lam writing in regard to SB 36 and the devastating repercussions it will have on the students in the
I.KSD. As you may know, the majority of LKSD students are find language speakers of Yup'ik
when they stmt school, and we work hard at following the federal Civil Rights and .State guidelines
necessary to provkfe the kind of education needed for them to work toward English language
proficiency and academic achievement The programs we currently have in place arc research
bused, and comply with the state and federal guidelines. Ifthe LKSD experiences the level of
defunding as promised by this bill, wc will no longer be in a position u>provide programs that arc
in compliance with either state or federal guidelines. The chances that the LKSD AND the State of
Alaska will be out of compliance with the federal Civil Rights T.aw regarding limited English
proficient children, will be a reality. The destructive nature of SB 36, which essentially takes
money from language minority children and redistributes it to !::r<"?.»c majority children will in
essence contribute to 'exclusion from participation” by Alaska Native students in the Alusku

education system.

The discriminatory nature of SB 36 certainly does not reflect the nature and ethics of the people of
Alaska in regard to its indigenous population. Please consider the moral issues at stake, as well as

the Civil Rights Issues.

Beverly Williams
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From HA/nrtO*JD
Coyoept Co. .
) 2632 Kenmore Cir
Priona f PboOM?P7/7-7 <r-rso Anchorage, AK 99504
F*x * «2¢?7 Fax* 707 2 7-7*10-7 March 20,1998

'‘Senator R'andy Phillips
State Capitol
Juneau, AK 99801-4979

Dear Senator Phillips:

I am concerned that there may be a misunderstanding about the recent budget
recommendations made by the Anchorage School Budget Advisory Commission.

The Anchorage School District requested a $9.7 million increase in city property taxes. Our
recommendation was that the Anchorage Assembly reduce the request by $2 million. This
recommendation was based on our concerns that the burden on the Anchorage taxpayer
is rising much too rapidly. It was not necessarily based on the presumption that there is
too much money in the Anchorage School District Budget.

Anchorage school taxes have now risen about 10% per year for four years; if the current
tax request is approved that will add yet another 10% increase. With compounding, our
taxes will have risen 60% in five years. This rate of increase is unsustainable and

unaffordable.

We stand by our assessment that the district is in the best financial shape in years. Itis
important to remember, however, that this condition was achieved through painful program
cuts and a massive shift ofthe costs of education from the state io the local t ixpayer.

| believe that use our Commission’s report as an excuse for not reforming the foundation
formula represents a distortion of our message. | hope this letter clarifies our position.

Thank you for your support!

Lynn R. Hammond
Vice Chairman
Anchorage School Budget Advisory Commission

cc: Mayor Mystrom
Anchorage Assembly
School Budget Advisory Commission Members
Superintendent Christal
School Board President Ossiander
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March 20. 1998

Representative Con Bunde, Chair
Housb HESS Committee

Alaska State Legislature, M/S 3100
State Capitol

Juneau, AK 99801

Dear Chairman Bunde:

The Southwest Alaska Municipal Conference (SWAMC) is the regional economic
development organization for Southwest Alaska, and represents over 150 members,
including boroughs, communities, non-profits, and businesses in the region.

We are writing to express our opposition to SB36 in its present form. This bill will not only
have a negative impact on our communities in Southwest Alaska, but on many other rural
communities throughout Alaska. Our communities place a very high priority on education,
and local government makes a significant contribution to public education funding. Many
of our communities already assess a sales tax, a property tax, and those that are fisheries-
based assess a local landing tax on fish delivered to local processing plants.

The communities of Southwest Alaska generate a tremendous amount of revenue for the
State of Alaska. The legislation, in its present form, would penalize many hard-working
communities that consistently contribute locally to education at a high level, and generate

revenue for the State of Alaska.

We strongly urge the Committee to take another look at this legislation. The proposed
legislation will be disastrous to many rural school districts in our state. We believe it is
time to increase state funding for education, and this bill doesn't do that. This bill takes

dollars away from some of the most economically depressed areas of the state.

We believe it is time to demonstrate our commitment to the future of the children of the
entire state of Alsska and the education they deserve to receive. Our children are Alaska's
greatest resource. We strongly urge you to rework this bill and add more funding for

education.

Kodiak Island Alaska Peninsula «Bristol Bay @Aleutian Chain @Pribilof Islands


http://www.alaska.net/-swamc

Attached are SWAMC's 1998 Legislative priorities, including ou&griority for a 3% increase
for inflation to tha FYS8 iaval of funding for public education K-12

Sincerely,

Mary S/ Stldum
H%%mty Exayfmvé Director

cc: Governor Knowles
Senator Hoffman
enatol Mackie
apro*dmotjve Moses
ﬁe resentat|ve Ian lyan
epresentative Alan Austerman
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March 20,1998

Legislators,

1lam a Mother ol'4, Community Member, School Board Member, Techniques in Alcohol
Management Instructor (Tam), and also a General Manager year round of a Restaurant & Lodge
in the Denali Borough lam writing this because 1have great concerns for all of our children's
future.

Our Borough gave the School District money in 1993-1994, before they were required
to($230,000 00). Which in the long run, as you all should know, takes away that much in state
money We are close to meeting the cap that the Borough can gwe us. This does not mean that
the cap should be lifted altogether. What it does mean is that our Borough is helping us meet the
inflation rate that the state has refused to meet in the last ten years. As a School District,
Community, and Borough we are taking on the state's responsibility, as have other School
Districts, Communities, and Boroughs across the State for some time now. The way | understand
it the Municipalities and School Districts across the state got together and made

rccommcndulions to you. Why isn't any one listening”

1feel it is time for all legislators and constituents to get together across the state and start
standing united for education for the children It is your responsibility to find out exactly what
has been cut in all these Schools. In our Borough we have cut -1 positionsjust in the last two
years, including 1 in the District office.

In February | felt we would see additional funding from the state for education, | no longer
feel that way. | feel that you are wasting precious time and tax payer dollars on CSSB 36, when
it looks like the Governor will veto it. Alternatives could be as simple as giving $1000.00 more
per unit and each year following a percentage increase for inflation You could look at any future
increase in the PFD amount and designate that for the education of our children. In all honesty
who could really fight that position? It's free money that Alaskans get, and any increases should
go to our children's education | do not see anyone considering a cap on the PFD Check.

Please listen to everyone across the stale and not just your own constituents, don't worry about
your \otes from your own area. Pay attention to all the state’s children and you can not go wrong,
| believe then you will get the votes you need. Please stand together, ultimately you are
representing all of us across the slate.

| hank you again for all the hours you give to us, and the time you put into reading this letter.

Edie Mercer
P.O. Box 498
Healy, AK. 99743-0498
emercer@mail.dcnali.k 12.ak.us
907-683-282 I-1 lonte
907-683-2243-1'ax



KETCHIKAN GATEWAY BOROUGH
RESOLUTION NO. 1395

A RESOLUTION OF THE ASSEMBLY OF THE KETCHIKAN GATEWAY BOROUGH,
ALASKA, ENDORSING THE HOUSE AND SENATE LEADERSHIP POSITION ON
SPECIFIC ISSUES; AND PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

RECITALS

A. As the elected representatives of the Ketchikan Gateway Borough the Assembly
is aware of the complexities and tribulations involved with satisfying the needs of all constituents
while working to promote the general welfare.

B. The House and Senate Leadership of the Twentieth Alaska State Legislature has
dedicated itself to "Continue the Commitment that’s working for Alaska" as detailed below:

Q) Keeping Alaska’'s Children Safe and Healthy * protect Alaska’s children by
addressing Alaska’s child safety issues including management problems in the
Division of Family and fouth Services;

(2) Excellence in Education for Alaska’s Children - encourage greater parental control,
choice, and involvement and give Alaska’s children an equal opportunity to learn
and succeed;

3) Live within our means - close the fiscal gap by 2001 by implementing the third year
of the five-year fiscal plan to stop deficit spending, base government spending on
results and prioritize necessary government functions and reward what works,
require efficient and cost effective government programs by reviewing areas in state
governmentthat can be better operated by the private sector, create and implement
a plan to fix and preserve Alaska’s schools, university, airports, harbors, roads, and
buildings.

NOW, THEREFORE, IN CONSIDERATION OF THE ABOVE FACTS, IT IS RESOLVED BY
THE ASSEMBLY OF THE KETCHIKAN GATEWAY BOROUGH, ALASKA as follows:

Section |. The Assembly hereby endorses the House and Senate Leadership positions, in
concept, with regard to:

1) Education reform through placement of a priority on reforming the Foundation
Formula along the general concepts promoted through Senate Bill 36.

2) Implementation of the 5-year Financial Plan to close the fiscal gap by 2001,
reducing the size of State government through responsible reductions, and
increasing revenues through continued economic and resource development.



RESOLUTION NO. 1395 PAGE 2

3)

4)

5)

Finding long-term maintenance solutions by identifying the entire scope of Alaska’s
on-gcing maintenance needs and the methods of payment to be considered; and
establishing criteria and priorities for the long-term maintenance of all state-owned
facilities, transportation systems, schools and the University. Support
implementation of the Deferred Maintenance Task Force Report.

Placing a priority on transportation access by promoting a long-term viable
operation of the Alaska Marine Highway and working with local governments to find
efficiencies in operation of the system.

Promote safe neighborhoods by emphasizing juvenile justice reforms, increasing
parental rights and responsibilities, and protecting domestic and child abuse
victims. This would include support for the Ketchikan Youth Detention facility and

addressing the State’s current lack of adequate prisons and jail.

Section 2. The Borough Clerk is directed to send copies of this resolution to Speaker of
the House Gail Phillips, Senate President Mike Miller, House Majority Leader Brian Porter, House
Majority Whip Richard Foster, Senate Majority Leader Robin Taylor, House Majority Whip Randy
Phillips, Representative Williams, and Borough Lobbyist Geoffrey Bullock.

Section 3. This resolution is effective upon adoption.

ADOPTED this 16th day of March 1998.

EFFECTIVE DATE: yi~/98

ROLL CALL YES NO ABSENT
COOSE /
COYNE /
ELKINS /
MARTIN /
BOROUGH CLERK TIPTON /
VAN HORN /
YETKA /
MAYOR (tic Voie Onlv) N/A

ATTORNEY 4 AFFIRMATIVE VOTES REQUIRED FOR PASSAGE



March 18, 1998
To our esteemed servants of the State:

My name is Paul Vrost, X live in Togiak, Alaska and have three

boys who attend the high school hero, I own a housa in the Hanson
Acres Subdivision and Harris Acres Subdivision behind Geneva Woods
both in Anchorage, thus | pay taxes for the schools. I was born

and raised in Anchorage in 1954 and graduated at Dimond High and
stilJ. believe that x am a constituent ot Ancnorage legislators.

For the last six years my family and X have lived here in Togiak.
I am the Pastor of the Togiak Baptist Mission and my wifo is the
Music Minister. We have been blessed to work with the Youth of

this cTirgﬁnaLhnrlitﬁn ?ﬁdSGrhnhllirritiﬂfrﬂéimes a week, averaging about

The adults of most villages realize that our culture and way of

life is dying. History dicta ter, that; when two cultures collide

there will be casualties- It seems that much fighting is 9?ing Oh
over issues of sovereignty and subsistence etc.,.. Because* | was
born, raised and educated in Anchorage, but now live in Togiak, 1
can clearly see and understand the* differing view point!?/. We un-
derstand the difficult work that our rural legislators~have before

them and give them our support. -

1 must admit that | question the effectiveness this letter will
have when television clearly tells us that money speaks Jouder
than words, but i pray that these words will find their mark in
the hearts and wills of you who are reading them.

1 ask that you reconsider your position on taking millions of dol-
lars away from rural schools and giving the money to urban schools.
When | hoard the newscaster on channel 2 news infawning us of our
plight in her next breath she stated that millions would be spent
on building new prisons. The Anchorage Daily News wrote many .ar-
ticles a few YEdIS ago about how native peoples of Alaska routine-
ly out lonyer Jail sentences, make up only about. 15% oT t.lie pop-

ulation within the State but comprise 48% of Alaska's inmates.

We have no jobs in bush Alaska. Welfare, social and state programs
have been and arc being cut. Our school in Togiak was built back

in 1952 and since thon has had a few add-ons and cubicals brought

in from Adak. Our school is falling apart, looking and beginning

to be a safety hazzard. Build us a new school and send your child-
ren as boarding students here, when they grow up away from their

parents, in our culture, they will grow up a little Iless biased

a little more vision, alot more caring.

Please do not let our children be the casualtios in your paper war.

Please do your best to think long term. Education and a good home
life, with your parents is the major koy to becoming productive
citizens in the 21st Century. Please think of a better way than
creating more divisions. You become the catalyst in the process

of healing by your planning long term for Air. ocooples and Your Vota.

Vvry Truly Yours,

Cst*sZ
PAUIl Frost P.O. Box 148 Togiak, Alaska 99678



P.0. Box 211
Togiak, AK. 99678
March 18, 1998

Our Honorablo Senator* snH Heprenenrarive*.

I an writing with a concern that affects ay children and my community.

Tn rural villages, everything from actual learning to many other
community activities, happen at the local aehool. In most villages
the school is the largest building for community gatherings, such as
the Family Wellness Conference held here in October, 1997. There are
no other buildings in the community that would have housed over 300
people that came to attend the workshops And evening activities. The
ochool provided olaoorocmo Chat halpod briog p«opl* cog«th«r for m
common good.

The school also supports and provides a well rounded education for

our children. My children, a freshman and another a junior In high
school, are doing very well. One very Important incentive is extra
curricular activities for which students have to eligible to part-
icipate, such as basketball. These incentives help re-enforce what

I'm teaching at home. For instance, there are certain activities

and behaviors | do not want my children to be involved that | believe
to be unhealthy and destructive. The school has rules and cer.oa™uon-

ceo for these activities that help re-enforce my teachings. The
school works with me to help prevent what could be a community prob-
lem in the future.

Our ancestors traveled with the seasons and many of their children,

our parents, never got to attend school. Today, we KNOW our children's
education Is very important and want to keep le a priority. Pur
school in Togiak allows our children co get an education and be able

to learn and experience their Yupik culture, locally.

Please continue to fund public schools in rural villages. They are
our life-line to the rest of the world.

Sincerely youra.

Helen Gregorio,
Concerned Parent

Poat-tt* Fax Note 7671
T0 f4 lie s 3 r' " £ J i 1-1D
COJO«* Co *
*
prxxw Ptone’
rwe 1
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Tax Authority

The second argument used by sponsors of the legislation to justify proposed
Foundation Formula changes hinges on the perceived ability of the North Cilope
Borough to pay more for education.

To understand the fallacy of this argument, it is necessary to understand the
limitations on taxing powers within the State of Alaska property tax laws.

Alaska Statutes limit the authority to collect taxes to a maximum levy not to
exceed 3 percent (or 30 mills) of the full and true value of property in any one
year for operations.

Because of the size of the Borough’s tax base in relationship to its population,
its authority to collect taxes for operations is further limited by Alaska Statutes
43.56 and 29.45, to one of two methods for calculating maximum property tax
revenue to be used for its operating budget.

The first method sets the property-tax revenue ceiling at the Borough's

population multiplied by $1,500; the second method sets the ceiling at 3 percent V.
gor 0 mills) times ZZépercent of the average per capita assessed full and
frue value of property in the State multiplied by the Borough's population.

For the North Slope Borough that amounts to d maximum mill levy allowable of

531 mills for FYS7 for operations, including education.

It is necessary to separate any analysis of debt-service obligations and the
associated revenue sources from an analysis of the Borough's financing of its
annual wperating” budget.

Alaska Statutes directly address the issue of taxation limitations related to the
repayment of bond obligations. AS 29.45.100 states there are no “limitations on
taxes to pay bonds. The limitations provided for in AS 29.45.080-29.45.090 do
not apply to taxes levied or pledged to pay or secure the payment of the principal
and interest on bonds...."

ipgs-- -47- % 7(

f6. U« - HIicSSC

w o * 6w - pte>&
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NSB Tax Limit Calculations

Average Per Capita Full Value ($72,080)

X 225% (2.25)

X NSB Population (13.243)

Assessed Value Limit for Operating Budget ($%,147,74l9,740) - -’\a{'u ionU ttf
Assessed Value Limit ($2,147,749,740)

X 30 mill limit (.03)

Statutory Limit for Taxes for Operating Budget ($64,432,492)

Statutory Limit for Taxes for Operating Budget ($64,432,492)
/ Actual Assessed Value i$12.130,115_.48

Maximum Mill Levy to Satisfy Operatlngoéu get (531)

Stated another way, as a result of the Statutory formula, the 30 mill levy limit is
computed to an actual mill levy of 5.31 which is the maximum allowed by Statute
for operations.

This operations levy is then added to the debt service levy (necesr',.ry to repay
bonded indebtedness) to arrive at the total millage rate for the North Slope
Borough.

The 5.31 mill lew is equivalent to a 30 mill levy assessed against the maximum
Per Capita Full Value allowed under the current Tax Statutes.

See Table 3 for a breakdown of the actual mill rate for the prior four years.
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NSB Mili Rate Calculation and History

The following table shows the calculation of the maximum tax revenue that can
be collected for NSB operations, and its relationship to the current 18.5 mill rate
levied by the Borough.

The current Mill Rate Limit Calculation has the following main components:

Average Per Capita Full Value X 225% X Municipal Population =
Assessed Value Limit for Operating Budget

Assessed Value Limit X 30 mill limit (3%) =
Statutory Limit for Taxes for Operating Budget

Statutory Limit for Taxes for Operating Budget / Actual Assessed Value =
Maximum Mill Levy to Satisfy Operating Budget

Table 3 North Slone Borough Mill Lew FY93 mEY96

FY 1993  FY 1994 FY 1995 FY 1996

General Government 3.06 3.48 3.77 3.67
Education 1.93 1.30 1.29 1.34
(Total Operations Levy) (4.99) (4.78) (5.06) (5.01)
Debt Service Levy 13.33 13.72 13.50 1351
Total 18.42 18.50 18.56 18.52

Any adjustment to the Foundation Formula which reduces funding for the North
Slope will have to be made up from the approximately 5 mills allowed for

operations.

To even suggest, as SB 36 proposes, that the Borough allocate 4 or 4.5 mills to
education, leaving only between .5 and 1 mill for operation of the rest of the
government is incomprehensible.

Since the portion of the mill levy dedicated to repayment of bonded indebtedness
cannot be used for operations (under AS 29.45.100), the Borough cannot use
that portion to fund education.



LEGAL SERVICES

DIVISION OF LEGAL AND RESEARCH SERVICES
LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS AGENCY
(907)465-3867 or 465-2450 STATE OF ALASKA

FAX (907) 465-2029
Mail Stop 3101

130 Seward Street, Suite 409
Juneau, Alaska 99801-2105

MKMORANDUM March 25, 1998
SUBJECT: Public school funding - (CSSB 36(FIN) am)
TO: Representative Con Bunde

Attn: Lynne Smith

FROM: Michael F. Ford
Legislative Counsel

You have asked me to review certain materials that cite case law to determine if
CSSB 36(FIN) am raises any constitutional issues. | have reviewed those materials and, as
explained in this memo, | believe that the bill would survive a court challenge based on

constitutional grounds.

Under article VII, section 1, of the Alaska Constitution the legislature is required to
"establish and maintain" a system of public schools. This provision imposes a constitutional
mandate on the legislature to provide a system of public schools. Macaulev v. Hildegrand.
491 P.2d 120, 122 (Alaska 1971). This provision also gives the children in Alaska a right
to a public education. Breese v. Smith. 536 P.2d 793 (Alaska 1972). The means chosen by
the legislature to carry out this mandate has been the subject of considerable litigation. A
brief historical review of the state's public school system is helpful to understanding the

constitutional requirements at issue.

When Alaska attained statehood a dual system ofeducation existed. The Bureau of Indian
Affairs operated schools for Alaska Natives and the territorial legislature provided schools
for Alaska students living in urban areas. Efforts were made prior to statehood to unify the
two systems, but failed largely due to the inability of the territory to assume financial
responsibility for rural schools. In urban areas, both Native and nonnative students enrolled
in local high schools. In rural areas, students who wanted to attend high school had to move
to an urban area or, if a Native, had the right to attend boarding school at Mt. Edgecumbe.

Following statehood, the legislature established the Alaska State Operated School System
(ASOSS). Under ASOSS the state opened three regional high schools, in Nome, Kodiak,
and Bethel. However, as of 1973 there were no secondary schools or no daily transportation
to such schools in 145 rural communities across the state. In Hootch v. Alaska State-
Operated School System. 536 P.2d 793 (Alaska 1975), the Alaska Supreme Court addressed
the question of the interpretation of the right to a public education granted under article VII,
sec. 1, of the Alaska Constitution. Specifically, the lawsuit sought to compel the state to
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provide secondary schools in rural communities in which the plaintiffs resided. The court
examined the constitutional history' of the provision and concluded that the phrase "a system
of public schools open to all children of the state” does not require a uniform system of
public education. The court also noted that under the Alaska Constitution different
educational opportunities in some areas of the state were expected, given the vast expanses
and diverse culture and heritage of its citizens. For example, boarding, correspondence, and
other educational programs were acceptable options, however all options need not be
available to all students. Hootch at 803. Therefore, the plaintiffs claim to a constitutional
right to attend secondary school in their rural community was rejected by the court. Hootch,

at 805.

Fellow ing the Hootch decision, the state settled another case, Toheluk v. Lind. 589 P.2d 873
(Alaska 1979). This case also raised the constitutional issue of the provision of secondary
schools in rural communities. The state settled this case by entering into a consent decree,
whereby the state agreed to undertake a multi-million dollar construction program designed
to build secondary schools in 126 rural communities. The consent decre , known as the
Tobeluk consent decree, specified building and renovation plans for each community. As
of 1989, the state had expended over 179 million dollars on new schools in rural
communities under this decree.

In 1987, the legislature rewrote the formula that determines funding for public schools
(AS 14.17). As a part of that rewrite, a local contribution was imposed on city or borough
schools districts. The local contribution was the equivalent of a four mill levy on real and
personal property or 35 percent of the district's basic need. No local contribution was
imposed on R.E.A.A.s. Individuals living in the Matanuska-Susitna Borough brought suit
claiming that the local contribution provision (AS 14.17.025) violated their rights to equal
protection under article I, section | ofthe Alaska Constitution. Specifically, they alleged that
because no local contribution was required in an R.E.A.A., that they were unfairly taxed for
public schools. In Matanuska-Susitna Bor, v. Stat®°. 931 P.2d 391 (Alaska 1997), the court
rejected the equal protection argument and held the formula was constitutional. In this
decision the court described the authority of the legislature in creating a public school
system. The court indicated that the legislature has wide latitude to fashion a public school
system even when the "means chosen may happen to have severely disparate impacts on
certain classes of taxpayers.” Matanuska-Susitna Bor., at 402.

This view goes directly to another issue, that being the effect of CSSB 36(FIN) am on the
North Slope Borough. Under CSSB 36(FIN) am the North Slope Borough would not be
receiving state funding for public schools, because their four mill local contribution would
exceed the amount that they would get (under AS 14.17) in state aid. This issue was also
addressed in Matanuska-Susitna Bor, v. State. The court examined the existing local
contribution requirement, that a district contribute the lesser of4 mills or 35 percent ofbasic
need. The court noted that while there were tax disparities between a district contributing
4 mills verses a district contributing 35 percent of basic need, that formula protected against
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excessive contributions by some districts and furthers the statutory purpose of providing
statewide educational opportunities. The court further stated that even "if a one hundred
percent cap might have accomplished this goal in a manner that would have treated taxpayers
more equitably, the thirty-five percent cap still furthers the purpose of the statute.” In short,
the court recognized exactly the type of local contribution requirement imposed under
CSSB 36(FfN) am, as a more equitable taxing formula. Therefore, I do not think that the fact
that the North Slope Borough gets no state dollars due to the local contribution requirement
is, by itself, a constitutionally defective flaw.

It is also instructive to note that the concurring opinion ofJustices Matthews and Rabinowitz
indicated that claims of unequal state spending or of inter-jurisdictional tax inequality were
not matters forjudicial review. That these issues were exclusively political and legislative.
Matanuska-Susitna Bor., at 406.

This gets to a broader question. What are the constitutional constraints applicable to the
legislature's mandate to provide public schools? Under article VII, section 1, of the Alaska
Constitution the legislature has a duty to provide a system of public schools. As seen from
the prior cited opinions, the legislature has wide latitude to accomplish this duty. Could the
legislature require all students to attend school only in Fairbanks? No, I think this would
clearly violate article VII, section 1. | believe that some reasonable access to public
education must be provided by the legislature in both urban and rural areas. This does not
mean e~ch community in the state must get the same or a uniform system of schools. The
question of how to provide public education in the state is a complex one involving many
policy issues. The Alaska Supreme Court has recognized this and ruled that so long as the
means chosen bears a fair and substantial relationship to the goal of establishing and
maintaining a system of public schools, it is constitutionally sufficient. Matanuska-Susitna

Bor., at 399.

One issue repeatedly focused on by the courts in upholding or strikmg down public school
funding programs is the existence of evidence showing a significant and overall disparity in
benefits and burdens. See Matanuska-Susitna Bor., at 398. Under the existing education
formula, AS 14.17, the disparity between the wealthiest and poorest school district is 23
percent. Under CSSB 36(FIN) am, the disparity is 19 percent. While this factor is not
determinative of constitutionality, it does indicate that CSSB 36(FIN) am falls within
constitutionally acceptable boundaries and the issues contained in the bill are political

questions, not legal ones.

For the above reasons, | believe that CSSB 36(FIN) am would survive a constitutional

challenge.
Please contact me if you have further questions.

MFF:jdr:glc
98-193.jdr
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The Alaska Constitutional duty to *maintain a system of public schools open to air

. Under the Alaska Constitution the legislature is required *by general /aw-to *...
maintain a system ofpublic schools open to all children ofthe state.” No other
unit of government shares that responsioility or authority, Alaska Constitution.
Art. VII. Sec. V. Macaulay v. Hildebrand. 491 P.2d 793 (Alaska 1975).

The legislature’s constitutional duty to 'maintain a system ofpublic schools open
to a/r suggests that a lawsuit against the legislature might be maintained if funds
available to an Alaska school district are insufficient to pay for a level of
education that meets standards of minimal adequacy. Matanuska-Susitna Bor.
School Dist. v. State. 931 P.2d 391 (Alaska 1997).7.

0 The Molly Hootch decision did not require that the legislature establish the
comprehensive community-based system it has, in fact, established. Now that
the initial requirement to “establish* a system of public schools has been rget
and the pattern of that system has been set, the constitutional focus may now be
whether the legislature has a duty to “maintain* that system. A trademark of the
system is to reach for statewide equality of educational opportunity, which the
legislature may not be able to achieve without unequal educational funding. Butt
v. State. 842 P.2d 1240 (Cal. 1992).

. Although the Alaska Supreme Court has not determined that education is a
“fundamental right" in Alaska under the state Constitution, educational
opportunity should not be controlled by "the fortuitous circumstance of
residence."” A system for financing schools must have some rational relationship
to the educational needs of children. Tennessee Small School Svs. v.
McWherter. 831 S.W.2d 139 (Tenn. 1993).

. Although the constitution does not require absolute equality of funding among
districts and absolutely equal expenditures per pupil are not constitutionally
required, the legislature's duty to maintain a system of public schools may imply
that students in poorer districts ought not to be unreasonably deprived of
educational opportunity, that educational opportunities ought to be substantially
equal from one district to another, and that districts ought to have the capacity to
raise revenue per pupil in amounts similar to other districts. Edoewood Indeo.
Sch. Dist. v. Kirby, 777 S.W.2d 391, 397 (Tex. 1989); Horton v. Meskill. 486
A.2d 1099 (Conn. 1985).

Equal protection issues

. The disparate treatment of public school students in one region of the State (the
unorganized borough), as caused by the drastic cuts in funding to Regional
Educational Attendance Areas under this bill, which are imposed for the stated
purpose of conferring an economic benefit on similarly situated students in



another region of the State (municipal districts), may violate the REAA student’s
right to equal protection under art. |, sec. 1 of the Alaska Constitution. State v.
Enserch Alaska Const.. Inc., 787 P.2d 624, 634 (Alaska 1989); Lvnden
Transport. Inc. v. State. 532 P.2d 700, 710 (Alaska 1975).

The disparate impact on the state funding of public education which results from
this bill’s redistribution of school funds away from schools with predominately
Alaska Native students to schools with predominantly white students may be a
prohibited discriminatory practice under the State Human Rights Act, and
specifically may be a violation AS 18.80.255 as an unlawful allocation of state
funds for public education based upon race. Thomas v. Anchoraon Telephone
Utility. 741 P.2d 618, 628-629 (Alaska 1987).

The fact that the amendments to the foundation program accomplish a
fundamental redistribution of state public school funds away from districts with
predominantly Alaska Native students to districts with predominantly white
students may be a violation of the Federal Civil Rights Act of 1964 in its
application to programs receiving Federal financial assistance from the
Department of Education, (34 CFR Part 100). Campaign for Fiscal Equity v.
State. 616 N.Y.S. 851 (Sup. 1994).

[:VWHtMb36b!ts.3S8
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v City of fitko

March 20,1998

House HESS Committee
Capital Building
Juneau, AK 99801

Dear Representatives:

I am writing on behalfofthe City Council and community of Atka to express our strong
opposition to SB 36 in its present format. This bill will have a serious negative impact on the
Aleutian Region School District and other rural districts around the state. The current version of
the bill would reduce State aid to our district by 5.5% or $65,394. A reduction ofthis magnitude
combined with past funding deficiencies would seriously impair our district's ability to provide a
quality education to our children.

We also oppose any limits on non-instructional activities. While such limitations may he
appi update for school districts with large student bodies, it is totally inrealisiic for small rural
districts with higher per student non-instructional costs. j

The cumulative effect of these Draconian measures may result in the closure ofthe Atka school.
We are struggling now to stay afloat-additional cuts may destroy us. Do you seriously suggest
that wc home school our 25 students?

In conclusion, | would strongly urge the committee to reconsider this legislation. It is time to
increase state funding for education, not decrease it. Time to think about the future of Alaska
children throughout the State. >

Sinrerplv vnnrc

1600 A St. #103 ¢ Anchorage. AM99501 - Ptv (907) 272- 5969 - fox: (907) 272 - 9850
P.O. Box 47070 < Akto. AK 99547 « Ph: (907)839- 2233 . Fox (907) 839- 2234
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March 25,1957
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Newtek Traditional Council eeeeee:

FO Uox 5545 «Newlok, Alaska 95559 e Telephone (907)237-2314 «Fax (507)237-2428

RESOLUTION NO. 98-05,

TITLE: A RESOLUTION OPPOSING THE ALASKA STATEiI SENATE BILL NO. 36 ENTITLE
"AN ACT RELATING TO THE PUBLIC SCHOOL FUNDING PROGRAM, RELATING TO
THE DEFINITION OF A SCHOOL DISTRICT, TO THE TRANSPORTATION OF STUDFNTS, TO
SCHOOL DISTRICT LAYOFF PLANS, TO THE SPECIAL EDUCATION SERVICES AGENCY,
AND TO THE CHILD CARE GRANT PROGRAM; AND PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE

DATE."

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

The Nowtok Traditional Council is a Tribal govcnijng body for the Federally recognized
Native Village of Nevwtok: and

Our children are the most important resources injour community and it is of critical
importance to provide for the future and well being ofiour children through education which
is a basic human and fundamental right available to ail children no matter where the) live or
what their ethnic background is; and t

1
J

The State of Alaska have formed and funded Rural Education Attendance Area (REAA)
School Districts to enable equitable and fair access to education of children living in remote
villages throughout Alaska: and I

The education of the children through the RE.AA “chool Districts is vital, not only to
provide for the future of the children, but also to maintain the Indigenous Native culture,
integrity, w-r of life, general well-being and livelihood or the people throughout
Alaska; and i

The children of rural Alaska need and require the same level of basic education services
to all Alaskans; and I

«

1
The Alaska State Legislature intends to extinguish rural education funding through Senate
Bill 36 which seeks to redistribute education funding dollars from REAA School
Districts which can easily support themselves, ~defining School District boundaries,
proposing employment taxes of 4% for districts without an economic base, and re-
dcfiningmost education processes as we know them; and

|
Most, or if not all, remote villages lack the cconomii infrastructure and economic base
to bear burden of an employment tax to help finance fcasic education and other important
basic human services; and [

)



Page Two: Trib.nl Council Resolution No. 98-05

I
|
WHEREAS, Passage of Senate Bill 36 will cripple villages who ate already experiencing and economic
disaster from recent fishery industry failure and lack ;ofjob opportunities: and
|
WHEREAS, The passage of this bill will certainly have long and drastic effects 01l the operation of
Rural School Districts and the support and assistance in all areas of education provided
for the children of Village Alaska and worst yet, it wjill also halt the enormous academic
nrogress of the children living in REAA regions iii areas of mathematics, reading, and
writing halt the advancement of knowledge’, skills and abilities of children and their future
contribution to the general well-being and economy gf Village Alaska: and

WHEREAS, The REAA School Districts arc working together diligently and successfully to support
and assist in the process. 5

i
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Tribal Council of the Native Village of Newtok

respectfully implores and requests the Alaska State Legislatures to reconsider its position and action
toward the children of Village Alaska: and !

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Tribal Council of the Native Villages of Newtok goes on

the record to oppose the passage Ofl’ *laska State Senate Bill No. 36 by the Alaska State Legislatures.
|

|
ADOPTED AND SIGNED this 3 ss72da\ of M ar ftft by the Newtok Traditional
Council at the duly called meeting where quorum was present w'h voting in fal\or and
against the measure. f
ATTESTED BY |
Joseph Patriek. Secretary 4 "0 -
. 13* u
p° SEAL |
— W, * « A -
fro<y. 1947 A
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VALDEZ CHAMBER OF COMMERCE

RESOLUTION 98-02

The Valde2 Chamber of Commerce, representing 230 members doing business in Valdez,
Prince William Sound and in part the Greater Copper Basin are concerned for the quality
and cost of eduation of students;

WHEREAS, the leaders ofour communities, states and our nation arc the youth of
today and,

WHEREAS; the primary resource for our youth is the quality of the education and,

WHEREAS, the rural communities of the State of Alaska have a greater volume of
obstacles to overcome to provide education and,

WHEREAS; the reallocation of dollars as presented in HB36 redirect the majority
of state funded education dollars to urban areas and,

WHEREAS; this reallocation is representative ofa decrease of 1.8 million dollars
annually or 28% ofthe current dollars received by Valdez from state funded

education dollars and,

WHEREAS; the City of VValdez currently pay 50% ofthe cost of education of its
students (second highest in the state) and,

WHEREAS, we recognize the efforts to put an equal percentage of dollars in
locations with like percentage of students and,

WHEREAS; we recognize the areas with a higher percentage of students also have
a broader base to derive alternative funding sources than most rural areas and,

WHEREAS; all areas ofthe State of Alaska have value and should have equal
opportunity to provide quality education to the youth of our state and,

WHEREAS; the burden of replacing lost state funding for Valdez will be bome in
majority by the businesses of this community and,

WHEREAS, these businesses have experienced a steady decline in the economy
for the last three years and will find it difficult to meet the financial requirements

to fund the 1.8 million dollars needed annually;

P.0. Box 512 « Valdez. Alaska 99686 « Telephone (907) 835-2330  FAX (907) 635-4943

P.01/02
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Rural Alaska
Commun (y Action Program, Inc.

Man h 27, 598 :

Repne:sentfl ive COn Jynde, Chair

Heal h, Edi cation A Social Services Committee

Alas ta Hoi 86 of Re >re$entatives

Stati Capitol - MjS

June au, Alaska 0,98 1*1187. Re: Sehatc Bill No. 36

Den/ Chair/nan Bunde

The Rural A aska Community Action Program (RurAL CAP) is a statewide organization
who”c Boa'fd of Dir rctors is comprised of representatives from each of the regional Native non-
profit corporations t nd members from Alaska’s public and private sectors. The purpose of this
iette is to place the Board’s position on Senate Bill 36 on the public record. As you know,
SenFte Bill (36 adhirefeses the funding of Alaska’s public schools.

Senator R,an ly Phillips has said that the bill will achieve “simplicity, equity and account-
abili y.” Wc believe thc real issue is that urban schools are demanding more money for their
operations jmd admi rtistration, while rural Bchools are saying that current funding from the
Legislature is inadec uate to cover their needs. At the same time, the legislative majority is in the
midi Iccfhs flve-ye ir plan to cut the State’s operating budget.

Wcbclicve genate Bill 36°s true goal is not "simplicity, equity and accountability.” Ifit
were, the Ugislatur ; would approve an increase in funding of education in both the rural and
urba’i areas of the S ate. Instead, the Legislature is proposing to take money from one area of the
State and give it to mother area. In short, the proposed changes to the education foundation
formula are nothing more than a redistribution of existing dollars in a fashion that is rapidly
creating divisivenes: among all of Alaska’s citizens.

We live in one of the richest states in the nation with among the lowest of resident
population™ We ari the only state that does not impose an income tax. Wc are a state that has
over $23 billion dol ars in savings. It is therefore stunning to see the Legislature proposing to cut
funding for our chili ren’s future in a manner that, ifit is carried out as proposed, will have the
effect ofurdermining our education systems in drastic ways. This is not right, it is not simple, it
is not cquit able apd t shows that the Legislature does not feel any need to be accountable to rural
resiaents v”io haye :hildren in

The assetp that need prote ition are‘our children: Thfey are Alaska’s greatest assets -- yet
this ~.egislf ture proposes to treat hem as troyblpsome liabilities. The impacts of Senate Bill 36

A(ImlInlsjr,illon ®» ft» A 21Xwo0B, Attch 0 « (007) 270-2511 « FOX (007) 27K-2:«)0



FROM RURRL COP 03.J1.1998 12149

Rep Con Bunde
Marh 27, 1998
Pag< 2

won d be devastatin j Teacher/student ratios would rise ifthe proposed 1.5 positions arc cut
from small jrural sch<)ols. If 1.5 positions were cut from East Anchorage High School, for
ftxnnpple. It.wnuld mdan the redistribution of students among dozens of classes When you cut 15
positions inj a village school, it could mean one teacher, instead oftwo, would be responsible for
teacning 43 student in one class that included children from Grades 1through 12

We'vicw the proposals contained within Senate Bill 36 as exxmplcs of poor public policy.

Thistill wtjuld mak: the poorest of Alaska’s POOI pay for education in communities that contain
people witlj greater advantages in the way ofinfrastructure that ultimately benefits local schools.
Is it Mair” or "cquiti ble” that the childron who need the most help, who have the lowest test
scores, Wwh<™ live in tie most poverty, are the ones who would lose the most? s it fair to take
opportunities from ( ne child in order to provide an even greator advantage to another child9

We,hereby r squest and urge that the Legislature consider carefully the impacts of what
you arc doing on thi: whole state What mny serve in the short term politically is short-sighted
socially. T tank you for this opportunity to share the views of the Board of Directors of the Rural
Alaska Community Action Program, Inc.

Sinocrely,
i< c/ . n
Icecul/lve Director
rew El ona
skfl Nnljvc Biullicihuud gjrCe&ncil Presidents

Jwhcha, C*witch’in Ginkhye

David Elu"ka Percy Ballot, Sr.
Kogiak Ar*a Nativt Association Maniilng, Inc.
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TedAngasajn i
Bristpl Bay [Native Association

rvuuys, Marshall
Copper River Native Association

Dewey Skaa, Jr.
Tlingit-Haioa Central Council

Q. David. Fison

Alas ta Christian Conference

03.31.1999 12150

Thelma Christofferson
Chugachmiut

Donne Flcagle j @
Tanana Chiefs Conference

Grace Wells
Child Development Policy Council

Anthony NAkazawa
Alaska Cooperative Extension Service



Alaska State Legislature

State Capitol
Juneau, AK 99C01-1182
(907)465-3720

Official Business
(907) 465-2689

Fax: (907) 465-3472 )
Speaker of the House of Representatives

March 18,1998

«NAME»
Dear «<SALUTATION»:

Thank you for your letter pointing out the possible negative effects of the current version
of SB 36. As you may know, CS SB 36 (FIN) am passed the Senate a few days ago and
is now in the House where it received referrals to the House HESS and Finance
Committees. An initial hearing on SB 36 is scheduled for March 21 at 1:00 p.m.
Although that hearing will be teleconferenced, it will be for listening only. However, a
teleconference to hear public testimony will be scheduled in the not too distant future,
and | hope you will take the opportunity to testify. You can keep abreast of the scheduled
hearings for SB 36 by checking with your Legislative Information Office. In the
meantime, | will forward a copy ofyour message to the House HESS Committee with a
request that they include it in the committee members' SB 36 bill files.

Again, | appreciate hearing from you and hope you will continue to share with me those
issues of concern to you.

Sincerely,

GailPhillips »
SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE

GP:jmj

cc w enc: Rep. Con Bunde, Chair, House HESS Committee



NAME

Ms. Pamela Van Wechel
Superintendent
Lower Yukon School
District

PO Box 32089
Mountain Village, AK
99632

Ms. Tina Flynn

PO Box 115
Tununak, AK 99681
Mr. and Mrs. Benjamin
Angaiak

PO Box 11
Tununak, AK 99681
Mr. Charlie Patrick
PO Box 61
Tununak, AK 99681
Mr. Michael M. Ripke
PO Box 65
Chefornak, AK 99561
Mr. Jerry Vantrease
FAX 2350560

Mr. Roger Liebner
207 Corral Avenue
Soldotna, AK 99669

SALUTATION
Ms. Wechel

Ms. Flynn

Mr. and Mrs. Angaiak

Mr. Patrick

Mr. Ripke

Mr. Vantrease

Mr. Liebner



Ms. Milary Matthews
PO Box 69
Kasilof, AK 99610
Mr. John Wachmann
Chefornak Schools
PO Box 50
Chefornak, AK 99561
Mr. Bill Wilkinson
Kwigiliingok, AK

Ms. Paula Rak

PO Box 1852
Wrangell, AK 99929
Ms. Lynne Campbell
PO Box 123
Wrangell, AK 99929
Ms. Mary Giles

PO Box 1350
Soldotna, AK 99669
Mr. Joshua D. Andrews
PO Box 114
Tununak, AK 99681
Ms. Gloria Kanrilak
PO Box 15
Tununak, AK 99681

Ms.

Mr.

Ms.

Ms.

Ms.

Ms.

Matthews

. Wachmann

Wilkinson

Rak

Campbell

Giles

. Andrews

Kanrilak



Ms. Joanne Walter
PO Box 63
Tununak, AK 99681
Mr. Jonathan Hooper
PO Box 88
Tununak, AK 99681
Ms. Marlene Flynn
PO Box 61
Tununak, AK 99681
Ms. Anna Kailukiak
PO Box 14
Tununak, AK 99581
Ms. Lucy Whitman
PO Box 31

Tununak, AK 99681
Mso Nina Menegak
PO Box 51
Tununak, AK 99681
Mr. Steven P. Wright
PO Box 4645
Soldotna, Ak 99669
Ms. Kathy Gensel
Box 3398

Soldotna, Ak 99669

Ms.

Ms.

Ms.

Ms.

Ms.

Ms.

Walter

. Hooper

Flynn

Kailukiak

Whitman

Menegak

. Wright

Gensel
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Ms. Milary Matthews
PO Box 69

Kasilof, AK 99630
Mr. John Wachmann
Chefornak Schools
PO Box 50
Chefornak, AK 99561
Mr. Bill Wilkinson
Kwigillingok, AK
Ms. Paula Rak

PO Box 1852
Wrangell, AK 99929
Ms. Lynne Campbell
PO Box 123
Wrangell, AK 99929
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PO Box 1350
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Mr. Eldon Brothen Mr. Brothen
257 Stacy Drive

Soldotna, AK 99669

Kathleen Holt Ms. Holt
Route 2, Box 715

Kasilof, AK 99610

Ms. Karen S. DeVaney Ms. DeVaney
Box 2686

Homer, AK 99603

Mr. Jack Castimore Mr. Castimore

1533 CoHoe Circle

Kenai, AK 99611

Ms. Kim Avera Ms. Avera
Box 1654

Homer, AK 99603

Ms. Esther Eagle Bicheson Ms. Richeson
44436 Golden Eagle

Avenue

Kenai, Ak 99611
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i990 18:49AM FROM P. T. A. M. S. /TuNUNAK 907 652 6026

P.O. Box 115
Tununak, Alaska 99681-0115

March 13, 1998

Representative Gail Phillips
House Of Representatives
State Capitol, Room 208
Juneau, Alaska 99801-1182

To the Honorable Gail Phillips:

My name is Tina Flynn and | am a Junior at Paul T. Albert Memorial School. 1 would
like to voice my concern about Senate Bill 36.

The bill poses a serious threat to the quality education currently available in rural

Alaskan, communities. | wholeheartedly support the goals put forth in Alaska
Educational Standards and am worried that the cuts attached to SB36 will

drastically affect their regulation.
Thank you for your time in reading this letter.

Sincerely,

Tina Flynn



P.O. Box 61
Tununak, Alaska 99681
March 13, 1998

Representative Gail Phillips
House of Representatives
State Capitol, Room 208
Juneau, Alaska 99801-1182

To the Honorable Gail Phillips:

My name is Charlie Patrick and | am a Senior in the Paul T. Albert Memorial School. |
am concerned about Senate Bill 36.

This bill poses a serious threat to the quality education currently available In rural

Alaskan communities. | wholeheartedly supfjort the goals put forth in the Alaska
educational standard and am worried that the cuts attached to Senate Bill 36 will

drastically affect their realization.

Thank you for reading this letter

Sincerely,

Charlie Patrick
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3/13/98

To: Representative Gail Phillips
House ofRepresentatives
State Capital, Room 208
Juneau, AK 99801

From: Michael M. Ripke
P.O. Box 65
Chefornak, AK 99561

Dear Ms. Phillips;

I am writing a letter to ask for your support in votina iealmt Senate Bill 36. First
ofall I'm concerned about the loss of Federal aid that will result with the passage ofthis
bill. Has it really been looked at what the loss ofaid will entajl if SB 36 is passed?

Most of Rural Alaska's municipal governments have rio existing laws that relate to
the disposal, acquisition or taxation of municipal property. Wtere there is no existing tax
base, | feel that taxation among REAA residents and employees discriminates against a
minority of the rural sector. 1

At least halfofthe state's population resides in urban areas. Allocating aid to
school districts on a per child basis will affect rural districts where the number o fstudents
is disproportionate. There should be an equitable way to fund both rural and uiban school
districts.

Also 1feel that the quality of rural education will decrease if school districts are
forced to eliminate essential personnel in small schools that have a teacher: student ratio
that is equivalent or greater to urban schools.

Again | strongly urge a bipartisan vote that opposes $B 36.This is not a rural or
urban issue, this is an Alaskan issue that will affect the quality of education for years to
come. Yes, there has to be an equitable way to fund our educational system. SB 36 does
not address this. Perhaps it is time to consider an education fund that will provide future

funding for our children's education.

Sincerely,

Michael M. Ripke 1



Representative Gail Phillips 3/6/98
Alaska State House of Representatives

Dear Representative Phillips:

I am a resident of Homer, AK and an independent business owner. Neither | nor any of
my family members are employed by the Alaska public school system, but my daughter is
in elementary school here and my other two children will be soon. | am writing to you out
of concern for the state of school funding here on the Kenai Penninsula. It seems to me,
from what | know, that there are grave deficiencies in the funding levels for our local
schools —and this in spite of what are some of the highest local taxes in Alaska.

Homer High is currently funded at the same level as ten years ago, but currently enrolls
175 more students. At McNiel Canyon Elementary, attended by my daughter, the smallest
class size nextyear will be 26 students due to reductions in the budget. | know that the
teacher salaries are currently lower, relative to the rest oi ui<- u”, tlian they were ten years
ago, and now rank as mediocre in comparison to the other states. | am told that the Kenai
School District administrative costs are in the low-average rahge, so the money does not

appear to be wasted there.

This leaves me to think that the problem here on the Kenai is under-funding, which |
believe is brought about by inequities in the distribution of education funds. Be that as it
may, what | want right now is for schools in mv town and mv area to be adequately
funded. I know that there is legislation under consideration to bring that about, specifically
HB 294, and | expect to hear that you have worked to support my concerns.

Thank you for your attention to this matter.
Sincerely,

Jerry Vantrease ,



The following parent organizations have reviewed this position
statement and have given their endorsement as of March 3, 1998.

Homer Association of Site Councils
Homer High, Homer Middle, Homer West Elementary
Paul Banks Elementary , McNeil Canyon

Homer Community in Action
(group of local representatives from a wide range of organizations

that is working to prevent drug and alcohol use by youth)

Homer Middle School Parents Advisory Organization (PAO)

Sears Elementary School PTA

Homer High School Band Booster Club

Homer High Steering Committee

Soldotna High School PTA

NorthStar Elementary School PTA

Veznesenka Parent Advisory Committee

Redoubt Elementary Site Council

Soldotna Elementary Site Based Council

Skyview Site Based Council

Cooper Landing School Council

Seward PTSA

Seward-Bayview Charter School Academic Policy committee.

Soldotna Middle School PTA

Sterling School PTSA Nikiski Elementary PTSA



Parent Organizations in Support of Increased Educational Funding

The parent teacher organizations on the Kenai Peninsula have been seriously
concerned for years about the problems of educational funding in Alaska. Each year a
new legislature convenes with promises of increased funding, correcting disparities and
raising standards of performance. This year we expect to hold our legislators on the
peninsula accountable for their voting records on educational funding for the peninsula.

Throughout the last decade, our schools have been faced with:

®increased enrollment

» raising pupil/teacher ratios

® increased costs for textbooks and supplies

* elimination or reduction of school nurses

* increased facility maintenance and utility costs and an extensive
increase in parent/pupil fund raising to maintain sports, music and arts programs just
to name a few. During this time there was little increase in the school foundation
funding formula. This clearly impacts and runs contrary to the objectives of parent
organizations and more importantly the education system as a whole.

The parent organizations of the Kenai Peninsula strongly support increases in
funding either through the Foundation Formula or any other program which meets
current and future needs. We do not believe reallocation in itself is the appropriate
remedy. We do believe all Alaskan’s should contribute to supporting public education.
We believe in local control and oppose primary “dedicated funding",as it conflicts with
local requirements.

It is imperative the state recognize their responsibility in funding education.
Article IV, Section 1 of the Alaska State Constitution states: The legislature shall by
general law establish and maintain a system of public schools open to all children of
the State.

It has been suggested by leaders of the legislature that funding for all
programs be performance based. Increased performance and standards of
achievement in education of Alaska’s children should be stable and not based on the
daily fluctuating price of oil.

In the recent past our legislature had determined that the investment in future
dollars is more important than the investment in Alaska’s future through our children.

The Kenai Peninsula parents intend to closely monitor legislation and voting
records on issues relating to education, and intend to support those Representatives
and Senators who strive toward an improvement in Alaska’s education.



P.O. Box 69
Kasilof, AK 99610

February 26. 1998

Representative Gail Phillips
State Capitol
Juneau, AK 9980 1

Dear Representative Phillips:

Last November, | went to visit a friend in Long Beach, Washington who had
recently moved down there after more than twenty years of teaching in
Alaska. She took me round the school in which she is now teaching. Most
classrooms had broken windows, paint was peeling from the walls, a layer of
grime permeated the whole building, student desks were dilapidated and most
of the supplies she had in her room she had bought herself. The school only
has one custodian for a building of 500 students. There's much more | could
tell you about this school, but I'm sure | have said enought to make my point.

The Kenai Peninsula Borough School District will be in this same dire

condition within a few years unless the funding situation improves. Already,
the deterioration in equipment and buildings is very noticeable. Already,
classes are larger than they should be. Already, teachers are demoralized with
the unconscionable two tier salary scale.

Various suggestions have been made about ways to increase funding.
Unfortunately the most promising possibilities would require a political will
that will be hard to find in an election year. Using some of the Permanent
Fund earnings in the form of an endowment, or raising the tax cap are two of
these. Who among you is willing to stand up for education and take the heat
in an election year?

| urge you to put the importance of education above your political aspirations
and find the money to fund our schools adequately.

Yours sincerely.

Hilary Matthews

cc: Representative Gary Davies
Representative Mark Hodgins
Senator Jerry Ward
Senator John Torgerson
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FROM: John Wachmann, Site

TO: Gail Phillips
Administrator

State Capitol, Room 208
Juneau, AK 99801-1182

Chefornak Schools
PO Box 50
Chefornak, AK 99561

Phono; 907-867-8700

Phono 907-465-2689
Fax Phono 907-867-8429

Fax Phone 907-465-3472

| CC:

REMARKS: S3 Urgent O Foryourreview O ReplyASAP O Please Comment

RE: SCSB36

As a school administrator in the Lower Kuskokwlm School District | should have a certain bias
against the kind of cuts that my district would suffer if this bill passes. However, please
understand that | work daily with the students, staff and parents who would be drastically
effected by these kind of cuts. | now have to make difficultjudgments as to how dollars are
allocated and choices have to be made. SCSB36 would mean budget cuts so sever© that
educational programs deemed necessary for the survival of trip Yup'ik language and culture
would be eliminated. Please do appreciate the gravity of this situation and work with your
fellow members of the Senate and House to revise or vote against SCSB36 so that these First

Nation peoples may retain and continue their language and culture. Quyana (Yup'ik for thank
you.)
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Rural Boycott

As areaction to the republican controlled senate and house attacks
upon rural education. Rural people are considering to organize a rural
boycott of major anchorage area businesses. All rural areas of the state
will be contacted and asked to use less and put off major purchases a year
or so. If possible rural residents will be asked to order as much as
possible from catalogs or lower 48 vendors.

In order to offset millions of dollars in educational revenue cuts
from rural areas just to put the money into urban areas this is our only
logical recourse. This is the only way to fight back. Attempting to ward
off these devastating attacks upon our educational system, we will, react
towards major businesses with the hopes that they may have better luck
knocking heads with a few republications that are bent on dividing Alaska.

Many rural people feel that no group in Alaska should be
educationally under financed. Not urban or rural, and would like to see
improved funding for both.

With the interest of clarity we would like to put the focus on Randy
Phillips, John Torgueson, Bert Sharp, Drue Pearce, Sean Parnell, and Gary
Wilken as legislative embarrassments because any Alaska legislators that
wants to gut one state area to benefit another isn’t thinking very hard.
With all the money in this state they should be able to come up with a plan
to make things better for all Alaskans.

For example we can collectively stop use of or use less by:
cutting back on airlines travel
cutting back on long distance calls
cutting back on air freight
cutting back on snowmachine orders
cutting back on anchorage based bush food orders

cutting back on individual builders supply
cutting back on anchorage based vendors for allrural schools

cutting back on all unnecessary holiday orders
cutting back on permanent fund spending in anchorage

I f any of these vendors care about bush business talk to Randy
Phillips, John Torgueson, Bert Sharp, Drue Pearce, Sean Parnell, and Gary
Wilkins these legislators ill represent their districts by coming up with
poor ideas that make one group of Alaskans better off at the demise of
another group. Stop the madness of SB-36 and prevent the state as a
whole from looking down upon these urban districts constituents as
dividing urban and rural Alaska just because their elected senators and
representatives lack enough creativity to find a penny in a bank vault.
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Paula Rak
PO Box 1652
Wrangell, Alaska 99929
(907) 674-3624 ’

XSS\gSS*

March 8,1998
Dear Representative Phillips:

Our education system is in trouble. In the last ten years, there has been virtually no increase in
funding. Inflation has eroded the value of the funds by 33%. Our children are suffering because of it.
“Our children are our future." You have heard that many times because it is true. Students in
elementary school today will be expected to keep this country running while my generation retires.

Let's plan now that they will be up to the task.

As a volunteer in grades K-3,1 have seen many children struggle with reading. These children will
struggle al| their lives if they do not pick up the necessary reading skills early. A child's success in
school (and thus in life) has been shown to be directly proportional to class size in the early grades.
Class sizes have been growing due to budget shortfalls. General teacher aides have disappeared
from the classroom. The municipalities are contributing more and more to the schools' budgets, but
still not keeping pace. Wrangell has a shrinking tax base and is not able to fill in the gaps. The “frills
part of the school’s budget (foreign language classes, music, art,'athletic travel, etc.) has been cut
years ago. We are now losing teachers. Children like my son will do well no matter what, but there
are many borderline children that will slip through the cracks due to large class size.

n

It is the state's responsibility to fund education. SB 36 is being debated now. This bill does not
increase state funding. It merely reallocates the same money. There are only two districts that can
afford to do with fewer dollars - North Slope and Valdez. According to our superintendent Wrangell
would stand to lose $168,854. This, he said, was because of the way our accounting has been done
through the years. A lot of things that are not necessarilv administrative have been listed as such
because it made no difference. Now it would hurt us severely. 9B 301$ N0t gOOd for Wrangell.

Wrangell has been hurt severely with the mill closure, loss of sales taxes (even though it has the
highest rate in the state) and decline of timber dollars. A bil! - llccates the same pie does
nothing to address the problem. The problem is that all schools have had a 1% increase in state
funding in the last 10 years. There is not business that can survive that and still put out quali
Froducts. We need to do more than divide the pie differently. Vote for an increase ]n Overa

unds, not just a reallocation. ,

We are psking for a cost of living adjustment to be built into the formula. It is vital. If children slip
through the cracks now, we will pay for it later with social problems.

Thank you.

Sincerely yours,
Paula Rak



LOWER YUKON SCHOOL DISTRICT

no. linx 320x9

Mountain Village. Alaska 99032
Phone: <X)7>591-2411 PAMELA S. VANWECHEI.

l:a\: (9(17) 591-2449 Superintendent

March 11. 1998

Ladies and Gentlemen of the Alaska House of Representatives:

The purpose of this letter is to respectfully request that you take whatever action you can to stop the
merciless, short-sighted and unnecessary' assault on the Children of Alaska. | am confident that you know
what legislation could be helpful to Alaskan children, and you know how hurtful some ofthe current
proposals will be for our most defenseless citizens.

Please apply your knowledge, along with a generous portion ofgood judgment, and make the right
decisions to help us take responsibility for the children and strengthen the educational programs for

Alaskan students.

1have visited your office and talked with you before, so a review ofthe priorities that | think the legislature
should have is redundant. Even so, here they are:

1 All of the Alaskan children belong to all Alaskans. | have worked from Nome to Ketchikan, in
Mat-Su and in Nenana, in Hydaburg, Kotzebue and Ambler. Now I live at Mountain Village,
and represent the children of the Lower Yukon. However, | still consider that | am responsible
to represent all of the Children of Alaska (rural and urban) because they cannot speak for
themselves. Alaskan Legislatures, no matter what region you represent, are responsible for the
welfare of all Alaskan children.

2. Education represents a bright future for the poor children of our State. All children need and
deserves an education, but poor children have only one hope, and that is that they will receive
the appropriate education which give the options for the future. Inmy 20 years in Alaska, I've
seen many children grow up to be productive, responsible citizens. This is possible for poor
children and for minorities only if they have equal access to education and opportunity.

3. Alaska can and must invest significant funds and more funds into our greatest resource -the

Children of Alaska. Excuses are no remedy for the short-term or the long-term need to fully
fund educational programs and to provide improved opportunities for our young people.

Alakanuk Emmonak Hooper Bay Koilik Marshall Mt. Village Pilot Station Pitkas Point Russian Mission Scammon Bay Sheldon Point
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4. While reviewing the TOTAL problem for the Children of Alaska, please carefully observe the
unpleasant facts relative to deferred school maintenance and the lack of interest by some
legislators to build adequate schools for the children. For at least the past 5 years, there has
been no funding to build schools for our growing school population in rural Alaska.

5. Operating costs for substandard school facilities are unfairly eroding the education dollars in
our State. AH ofthe children of Alaska need your help - your attention - your votes to ensure

that the needs of the children arc met.
Please, accept no more excuses. We Alaskans live in the richest State in the nation. America is the most

prosperous country inthe world. We must reinvest our vast resources in the Children of Alaska.

Sincerely,

Pamela VanWechel
Superintendent

enclosures: newspaper articles and editorials
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Lvnne Campbell
P. O. Box 123
Wrangell, AK 99929

N'.v =™ fitative Ga»l Phillips
VWu.-  jpitol
\I<QQSrtl.J If}?

Deai Representative Phillips:

ma.n writing - <e¢P o m iiildren of Alaska and most especially those of
'Vrangel! 1shongly urge you  aipport an increase in the state funding formula to local
- districts. Kduculi aua units funding has not kept up with inflation. School districts
«>\i thi state need an inetv av; in funding. Districts everywhere should have equal
. " eexmunities ,such as Wrangell, have been hard hit by the
4ot only have local business’ felt the trickle down
«ir school enrollment decreases thus decreasing our
I a e/ri'‘cams. As a former school board member in 1983 | am
ling was an issue then and it has not been resolved to
ing reform a priority during this legislative session.



P.0. Box 1350
Soldotna Alaska 99669

March 4, 1998

Represent at|ve Gail Phillips

State Capitol, Room 208

Juneau, AK 99801-1182

Dear Representative Phillips:

Please see that funding is increased to our school district.
Thank you.

Sincerely yours,

Mary Giles] (y



3-1/1-1998 11 :00AM FROM P. T. A M. S. /TUNUNAK 907 652 6028

P.O. Box 114
Tununak, AK 99681
13 March, 1998

Representative Gail Phillips
House of Representatives
State Capitol, Room 208
Juneau, AK 99801-1182

To the Honorable Gail Phillips:

lam writing this letter to express my concern over Senate Bill 36. This measure, if
passed, will drastically affect rural communities throughout the state.

Alaska has aunique positionin the Union. Its communities have varied economic
standings, yetschools have always been treated fairly and have been supported with
equal access to state hinds. The legislation before you now would change this
egalitarian dispersal; routing money away from rural schools towards urban centers.

New York, Chicago, dties in Texas, and various u.l.:. i;»nar-city schools face the
problem of to-little funding every day. Because the tax bases ofinner-city schools are
so small, their areas simply do not generate enouglj money to operate effective
educational programs. Statesin the lower 48 are tryingto brainstorm ways to reduce
this school funding disparity and would do well to look to Alaska for leadership.
However, if Alaska was to pass this legislation, the state would join others with

disparate, biased funding plans.

SB 36isnotthe answerto any problems which may now exist A solution needs to
be sought which ultimately reflects goals of providing a quality education to all of
Alaska's children.

Please do not pass legislation that pits one group against another. We have a small
population and itis crucial thatwe presenta united frontwhen faced with problems
such as this. Donotimprove the quality ofone life atthe expense ofanother. None

of us has the right to decide which individuals will benefit and which will suffer.
i

| implore you to reflect upon what I ask. Thank you for your time and
consideration.

Joshua D. Andrews



3-14-1S98 11:01AM FROM P. T. A.M. 5. /TUNUNAK 907 652 6028

P.O Box 15
Tununak Alaska 99681
March 13, 1998

Representative Gail Phillips
House of Representnatives
State Capital, Room 208
Juneau Ak 99801-1182

To the Honorable Gail Philllips:

My name is Gloria Kanrilak and | am in 8th grade and i'm 14 years old. |
am concerned about Senate Bill 36.

If SB36 passes, the stutents of Rural Alaska communities will suffer. The
overall quality of education in Alaska will decline without the proper
funding. | Belevc that this result is contradictory to Alaska’s committment
to quality education as defined by the Alaskan Educational Standards.

Well funded school in rural settings are part of wjiat makes Alaska a
cutting-edge state. Please do not vote for this legislation or abandon you
commitment to a lartge portion of Alaska’s future.

Thank you for taking you time to read this letter.

Sincerely,

Gloria Kanrilak

P.

2



P.O. Box 63
Tununak, Alaska 99681
March 13, 1998

Representatives Gail Phillips
House of Representatives
State Capital, Room #208
Juneau, Alaska 99801-1182

To the Honorable Gail Phillips:

My name is Joanne Walter and | am In 9th grade. I?ot school in Paul, T. Albert,
Memorial. School. I'am writing because | am concerned about the S. B. 36

If S.B. 36 passes, the students of rural Alaskan communities will suffer, The overall
quality. of education in Ala?ka will decling without the pro erfundmg. | believe that this
result’is contradjctorr to Alaska's commitment to quality education &s defined by the

Alaskan Educational Standaros. ,
Well Funded schools In rurFI 3 t,tmgs,a\re,gart of WhaA makes Alaska a cuttmg-ed?e
State. Please do not vote for this I&gisiation or abandon your commitment to'a large

portion of Alaska's Future.
Thank you for reading this.

Sincerely,

Joanne Walter



3-14-1998 11:02AM FROM P. T. A. M. S. /TUNUNAK 907 682 6028

P.0.Box 88
Tununak, Ak 99681

Representative Gall Phillips

House of Representafives
otate Capﬁolp Room
Juneau, AK 99801*1182

To the Honorable Gail Phillips:

My name is Jonathan Hooper and, | am a student at the Paul. T. Albert Memorial High
School in Tununak, AK. 1am writing this because | am ooncemed with Senate Bl

If SB 36 passes, .the students of rural Alaskan communities will syffer. The overall
?ty, oip e(?ucahon in /li?asrLa WI|[U eclﬁye Wﬁﬂoutt euprlolper Iundumg. ILf,eﬁevVe tﬁat this

uall [
ﬂesult IS contradjctorr to Alaska’s commitment to quaiitv €ducation as defined by the
Alaskan Educational Standards.

Well-funded schools Inrural settings are part ot what makes Alaska.a cutting-edge
state. Please o nt vote for this egislation or abandon youi commitment to'a large

portion of Alaska's future.
Thank you for your time reading this letter.
Sincerely,

Jonathan Hooper



P.O. Box 61
Tununak, Ak 99681-0061
March 13, 1998

Representative Gail Philips
House of Representative

State Capitol. Room 208
Juneau, [/)Ak 00801-1182

To the Honorable Gail Philips:

My name is Marlene Flynn and | am a student at Paul T. Albert Memarial School in
TLYnungL, Ak, Tam wrlgngt Is becuase Iam concerned vﬁtﬂ Senate B|J|?36

If SB 36 passes, the students of rural Alaskan communities will suffer. The overall
quality, of education in Alaska will decling without the proper funding | believe that this
result’is contradjctor?/ to Alaska’s committment to quality education as defined by the
Alaskan Educational Stanards.

Well-funded schools in rural set,tings_are, 8art of what manes Alaska a cuttin%-edge
state. Please do ngt vote for this Iegislation or abandon your committment to a ldrge
portion of Alaska’s future.

Thank you for taking time to read this letter.
Sincerely,

Marlene Flynn



P.O. Box 14
Tununak, AK 99681
March 13, 1998

Representative Gail Phillips
House of Represnatives
State Capital, Room #X08

Juneau, AK 99801-1182

To the Honorable Gall Phillips:

My name is Anna Kailukiak and | am a tenth grade student In the Paul T. Albert
Memorial school. |'am writing because | am concerned about SB 36

If SB 36 passes, the students of rural Alaskan communities will suffer. The overall
guahty_of education In Alaska will decline without the gr,oper fundm% | beligve that this
esult’is contradictory to Alaska’s commitment to quality education as defined by the
Alaﬁkpn dEd ca |onaf| Standa[ds. . .

Well funded schools In rural settings, are part of what makes Alaska a cutting-edge
state. Please do not vote for this Iégislation or abandon your commitment to & large
portion of Alaska’s Future.

Thank you for taking the time reading this.
Sincerely,

cfM-'

Anna Kailukiak



d-1996 11 :03AM FROM P. T. A_ M. b. /TUNUNAK 907 652 6G26

P.0. Box 3l

Tununak, Alaska 99681-0031
March 13, 1998

Representative Gail Phillips
House of Representatives
State Capitol, Room 208
Juneau, Alaska 99801-1182

To the Honorable Gail Phillips,

My name is Lucy Whitman. | am an eighth grader at Paul T. Albert
Memorial High School. | am concerned with Senate Bill 36.

If Senate Bill 36 passes, rural Alaskan students, teachers and families will
suffer. Students’ futures will also be ruined. The overall quality of
education in Alaska will decline without the proper funding. | believe that
this result is contradictory to Alaska’s commitment to quality education as
defined by the Alaskan educational Standards.

Well-funded schools in rural settings are part of whatmakes Alaska a
cutting-edge state. Please do not vote for this legislation or abandon your

commitment to a large portion of Alaska’s future.

Thank you for taking your time reading this. | just hope that you don’t
vote for this legislation.

Sincerely,

Lucy Whitman



3-13-1933 10:50AM FROM P. T. A.M. 3./TUNUNAK 907 652 6028

Representative Gail Phillips
o%se of RepresentattvesIO

State Capitol, Room 208
Juneau, Alaska 99801-1182

To the Honorable Gail Phillips,

My name Is Benjamin Angaiak and | am a senior in Tununak, Alaska. 1am concerned

about Senate Bill 36,

The b||| POSes a sertous threat to the tiualtt educatton currently avatlable in rural
Alaskan communities, |wholehearted E port th egoas dtort In the ’as an
ucational Standards and am worried that the cuts attached to Senate Bill 36 wil

drasttcally affect their regulation.

Thank you for reading this letter.

Sincerely,

Benjamin Angaiak



P.O. Box 11
Tununak, AK 99681-0011
March 13,1998

Representative Gail Phillips
House of Representatives
State Capitol, Room 208
Juneau, AK 99801-U82

To the Honorable Gail Phillips:

Hello, ray name Is Josephine Angaiak and | am from Tununak. 1| am an 8th grader of
Paul T. Albert Memorial High School. | am writing to you because | am concerned
with Senate Bill 36.

If Senate Bill 36 passes, the students of rural Alaskan communities will suffer. The
overall quality of education in Alaska will decline without the proper funding. |
believe that this result is contradictory to Alaska’s commitment to quality educating
as defined by the Alaskan Educational Standards.

I
Well-funded schools in rural settings are parr of what makes Alaska a cutting-edge
state. Please do not vote for this legislation or abandon your commitment to a large

portion of Alaska’s future.

Thank you for taking your time to read this letter.

Sincerely,



3-1<1-1998 11:05AM FROM P. T. A. M. 3. /TU"-UAK 907 652 6028

Representative Gaii Phillips
House of Representatives
State Capitol, Room 208

Juneau, AK 99801-1182

To the Honorable Gail Phillips:

My name is Nina Menegak from Tununak. 1am an 8th grader of Paul T. Albert
Memorial School. |'am“writing because I'am concerengd with Senate Bill 36.

If Sen?te Bill 36 passes, the stu?ents of rural Alaskan communities will suffer. The
overall quaht?/ of education in Alaska will decline without the Proper funding. | believe
that this result is contradictory to Alaska's commitment to quality educatingas defined
by the Alaskan Educational Standards.

Well-funded schools in rural settings are_part of what makes Alaska a cutting-edge
state. Please do not vote forthis [egislation or abandon your commitment td'a large
portion of Alaska’s future.

Thank you for taking your time to read this letter.
Sincerely,

llov”"-s

Nina Menegak

- 10



09-05-'J« AIOM 3 IN
Mrs. GAIL PHILLIPS

Speaker of the House of Representatives
Rm .208 State Capitol
Juneau,AK 99801-1182

KENAI' PENINSULA BORO/SCHOOL DIST in CRISIS

During the past week,January 26th thur January 30th 1998 The
Peninsula Clarion newspaper has published a special series of articles
WRITTEN BY SHANA LOSHBAUGH. THESE ARTICLES EXPLAIN IN DETAIL THE EFFECTS
OF CUMULATIVE BUDGET CUTS OVER THE PAST 10 YEARS. SHANA DID A EXCELLENT
JOB OF BRINGING THESE FACTS TO THE FOREFRONT OF PUBLIC ATTENTION.

KPBSD Employees,Students & Parents endure these facts every day.

From the Superintendent of Schools to the part time Subs & everyone in

between has for YEARS tried to communicate these concerns to the Public

& our Legislature. Now it is Front Page News.

The following is my personal OPlNlON |'m sure that it won't win
friends or influence people but | believe it needs to be said.

Our Legislative Majority has a agenda of Cutting the Budget &
Downsizing the Government. This agenda has a direct negative effect

on Thousands of Alaska residents & Children. We are told by the Majority
THAT "We MUST TIGHTEN OUR BELTS & MAKE SACRIFICES."MEAN WHILE THEY VOTE
THEMSELVES A PAY RAISE & REQUEST ADDITIONAL STAFF.
The Education Foundation Funding Formula & the Disparity of Funding
School Districts has been aongoing serious problem for OVER 10 YEARS
In my mind these Elected OTfficials are paid professional negotiators.

|t is their job to listen,research,solve problems & make decisions. Yet

this problem has continued for over 10 years. Years of Committee meetings

Costly studies & research, Reams of reports & discussions on & on & on.

1.



The Kenai Peninsula Boro/School District has taken the cuts.we

HAVE MADE THE SACRIFICES. THE REMAINING EMPLOYEES HAVE DOUBLED & TRIPLED

THEIR WORK LOADS. ALL EMPLOYEES STRUGGLE EACH DAY TO PRODUCE AS MUCH AS

possible. The Parents & Students are paying fees for everything. They

DONATE MANY HOURS OF THEIR PERSONAL TIME TO HELP THE SCHOOL DISTRICT.

newspaper series.

All of this is documented in the "Schools in a Squeeze"

Il'"m certain much more was reported to Shana concerning our District but

HAD TO BE EDITED BECAUSE OF SPACE RESTRICTIONS.

Our School District is hanging on by its fingernails and other School
Districts w/in the State still have the Best of everything.Those District
ARE FUNDED 100% BY THE STATE W/OUT ANY LOCAL TAX OR FEES. I KNOW THAT THE
"Bush Caucus" & rural districts are very powerful influence in our Congre

but ENOUGH |S ENOUGH” It's time for them to pay their share.

lt's time to distribute the Education Funding equally & fairly.

It's time for the Education Dept to wake up to the fact that our School

Dist. is both urban & "Bush Schools" & to allocate our funding w/ that in
mind.Anchorage does not have "Across the Water Schools.” WE are funded as
if our Dist. was entirely urban.

OUR SCHOOL DISTRICT HAS DONE MUCH MORE THAN IT'S FAIR SHARE.IT'S
TIME FOR OUR LEGISLATORS TO HELPI!!!

I SUGGEST THAT YOU READ THE "SCHOOLS IN A SQUEEZE"SERIES.

"gottom Line~ |3 ANYONE LISTENING???

Steven P W”ght
POBox AGAS
Soldotna,AK 99669



Author: _richeson@ ptialaska.net at CC2MHS1
Date:- "1/3/98 3:09 PM

Priority: Normal
Representative Pete Kott at LAA_HKOT, Representative Gene Kubina at LAA_CAP,

Representative Terry Martin at LAA_TRANS, Representative Beverly Masek at LAA_TRANS,

TO:

Representative Carl Moses at LAA_TRANS, Representative Eldon Mulder at
Representative Irene Nicholia at LAA_CAP, Representative Scott Ogan at
Representative Gail Phillips at LAA_CAP,
Representative_Brian_Porter®legis.state.ak.us at CC2MHS],
Representative_Norman_Rokeberg®legis.state.ak.us at CC2MHSI,
Representative_Joe_Ryan®legis.state.ak.us at CC2MHS1,
Representative_Jerry_Sanders®legis.state.ak.us at CC2MHS1,
Representative_Gene_TherriaultSlegis.state.ak.us at CC2MHS1,
Representative_Al_Vezey®legis.state.ak.us at CC2MHSI,
Representative_Bill_Williams®legis.state.ak.us at CC2MHS1,
Representative_Alan_Austerman®legis.state.ak.us at CC2MHS1,
Representative_Ramona_Barnes®legis.state.ak.us at CC2MHS1,
Representative_Ethan_Berkowitz®legis.state.ak.us at CC2MHS1,
Representative_Tom _Brica®legis.state.ak.us at CC2MHS1,
Representative_Con_Bunde®legis.state.ak.us at CC2MHS1,
Representative_uohn_Cowaery@ legis.state.ak.us at CC2MHS],
Representative_Eric_Croft®legis.state.ak.us at CC2MHS1,
Representative_John_Davies@ legis.state.ak.us at CC2MKS1,
Representative_Gary_Davis®legis.state.ak.us at CC2MHSL1,
Representative_Fred_Dyson®legis.state.ak.us at CC2MHS1,
Representative _Kim _Elton®legis.state.ak.us at CC2MHSI,
Representative_Richard_Foster®legis.state.ak.us at CC2MHS1,
Reprcsentative_Joe_Green@ legis.state.ak.us at CC2MHS1,
Representative_Ben_Grussendorf®legis.state.ak.us at CC2MHS1,
Representative_Mark_Hanley®legis.state.ak.us at CC2MHS1,
Representative_Mark_Hodgins®legis.state.ak.us at CC2MHSI1,
Representative_Bill_Hudson®legis.state.ak.us at CC2MHS1,
Representative_Ilvan_lvan®legis.state.ak.us at CC2MHS1,
Representative_Jeanette_James®legis.state.ak.us at CC2MHSI,
Representative_Reggie_Joule®legis.state.ak.us at CC2MHS1,
Representative_Pete_Kelly®legis.state.ak.us at CC2MHS1,
Representative_ Allen_Kemplen@ legis.state.ak.us at CC2MHS1,
Representative_Vic_Kohring®legis.state.ak.us at CC2MHS1,
Representative _Al_Kookesh@ legis.state.ak.us at CC2MHS1

Subject: School Nurse Funding

* % %

NOTE: This message was sent empty of any text. It appears only
to be a container for the one attachment.

LAA_TRANS,
LAA_TRANS,


mailto:_richeson@ptialaska.net
mailto:Representative_uohn_Cowaery@legis.state.ak.us
mailto:Representative_John_Davies@legis.state.ak.us
mailto:Reprcsentative_Joe_Green@legis.state.ak.us
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mailto:Representative_Al_Kookesh@legis.state.ak.us

<FIXED>Dear Representative:

| am writing to you as both a frustrated school nurse and as a mother
of two teenage sons who attend Soldotna Middle & Soldotna High Schools
here in the Kenai Peninsula Borough School District (KPBSD). This is
my 8th year as a school nurse here in the Kenai area, and | have
witnessed the decline of health services in our schools as a result of
inadequate & unfair educational funding. The KPBSD has repeatedly
requested fairer funding but has repeatedly been denied. Historically,
we have the same funding formula as Anchorage School District, yet the
size of our district and the fact that some of our schools are
accessible only by plane demands higher costs to operate. As a result
of the inadequate distribution of funding, many fine programs have
been cut or are being eliminated. School health services is one of
those casualties.

This past school-year, we eliminated at least three nursing positions
which has occurred at the high & middle school levels, so that most
larger high schools in our district receive health services only 2
days/week. When KPBSD is compared to other districts near our size
(i.e. Anchorage, Mat-Su,etc.), those districts still have one school
nurse per larger building while one secondary nurse in ours must serve
2-3 or more schools. Also, the nurses in those districts are on
"certified status* where we are "classified". For us, it means lower
pay and different benefits even though we must have a Bachelor of
Science degree in Nursing, must maintain a current Registered Nurse
License, & must k°ep current CPR & Medic First-Aide cards-much
different qualifications than the "classified employees™ who must only
have a high school diploma as a job qualification. As you can see,
there is quite a bit of discrepancy between what the KPBSD can fund &
what other similar districts are funding their nurses. And, as a
mother of two secondary students, | am upset that my sons do not have
access to a professional nurse's assessment & evaluation daily as the
other districts mentioned above do.

KPBSD has done everything we can think of to "out the fat", in fact,
our own legislators report that KPBSD is an "exemplary model"
state-wide for making responsible changes. Now we are asked to "cut
the bone" and | am appalled that our legislators don't even care
enough about our children to adequately & fairly fund for their
education. If you cannot bring yourselves to provide more funds for
education of Alaska's children, perhaps you can look at ways to make
the funding for each district fairer, or to decrease the number of
districts state-wide. Or, perhaps you could fund school nurses &
health services outside of the education funding formula. Often the
school nurse is the "prevention advocate specialist™ in each school.

At a time when drugs <aalcohol are once again on the increase for
young people, doesn’t it make sense to keep the prevention programs
intact in the schools? To quote a slide which Fran Uimer showed us at
a community forum held at the Kenai Visitor's Center a year or so ago:
"You can pay a little now, or you can pay a lot later". She was
referring to crime prevention.



PLEASE reevaluate & assess how our current districts are funded and
at least make it fairer. We desperately need some changes made or our
school district will go from one of the best to one of the worst.

Also, please do not rob from one group of kids to help fund another
group of kids. | am referring to $400,000 being shifted from school
health services to adoption services. That is outrageous! School
health services need more funding, not less!

Thank you for your time and effort regarding this request. | hope to
hear from you soon.

Sincerely,
Esther Eagle Richeson, RN, BSN
KCHS School Nurse & Mother
44436 Golden Eagle Ave.
Kenai, AK 99611

(907)283-7378

P.S. Iwas raised in Kenai and returned here after graduating from
University of Washington to start & raise a family because of our fine
educational system, please don’t make me regret it. (I had to go
out-of-state in 1970 to earn a Bachelor of Science in Nursing degree
because it was not offered here-another funding problem at a
different level?). Think about it

</FIXED>



Author: Representative Gail Phillips at LAA_CAP
Date: 2127198 1:10 PM

Priority: Normal

TO: Pat Springer at LAA_HPHG

Subject: School Funding

Representative Phillips:

I support an increase to the school funding formula. This district as done
nothing but cut for the past several years. Programs are beginning to
suffer. It is time for this legislature to step forward and do something

positive for education.

Eldon 3rothen
257 Stacy Dr.
Soldotna, AKk.



Author:' Representative Gail Phillips at LAA_CAP
Date: 3/9/98 7:38 AM
Priority: Normal
TO: Pat Springer at LAA_HPHG
Subject: ed funding
This message is to encourage you to realize the severe needs our
schools have. Schools do not merely need to have the funding
distribution system overhauled. They need more money, plain and
simple.

Because of more budget cuts (how many years in a row?) ,

Soldotna High School is scheduled to lose 3.5 teachers for the school
year 1S98-1999. That means they must cut 18 courses! SoHi is projected
to have more students next year than they have this year. Also,
because graduation requirements have been changed, the incoming
freshmen will be required to complete 3 math and 3 science courses to
graduate. This is up from the current requirement of 2 math and 2
science courses required. Just adding these new requirements increases
the number of required courses by 10. The results this scenario
brings are extremely severe for the Soldotna High School students.

A redistribution of state funding probably sounds good to a lot of
cn the Kenai Peninsula and | agree that it is not being done fairly
now. The current system does need to be re-evaluated and designed to
be more equal across the state, but taking from some students to give

to others should not be the way to solve our all of our financial
problems. Besides, the amount of money the Kenai Peninsula Borough
School District would gain in the proposed bill will not be even

enough to cover the amount of money the district must cut this year!
More funding from the state is mandatory. Please allow an increase in
this year's budget for educational funding.

Thank-you, Kathleen Holt, Kasilof

us



Author: Representative Gail Phillips at LAA_CAP
Date: 3/6/98 11:12 AM

Priority: Normal

TO: Pat Springer at LAA_HPHG

Subject: School Funding

Dear Representative Phillips,

I am very concerned with the school funding. Paul Banks Elementary is
facing more cuts that will force the school to cut the librarian
position. This is not acceptable. Each and every one of our children
deserve basic instruction and the librarian position, especially at the
early primary level, is vital. Please find some way to help our kids.

Sincerely,

Karen S. DeVaney



Author: Representative Gail Phillips at LAA_CAP

Date: 3/2/98 3:38 AM

Priority: Normal

TO: Pat Springer a LAA_HPHG

Subject: Info you ran use.

Dear Representative_Gail_Phillips;

| feel you should know the following information when considering new
legislation on education matters in Alaska.

The following information was prepared by the National Commission on
Teaching and Americals Future, under the auspices of the Carnegie
Corporation and the Rockefeller Foundation, and is entitled What Matters
Most:Teaching for Americals Future. The Commission is chaired by
Governor Jim Hunt of North Carolina

The Hunt Commission Report offers what tl commissioners believe is the
single most important strategy for achieving America's educational
goals: A blueprint and contains the following information:

" Number of Teachers Has Declined While Non-Teaching Staff Has Risen.
* The proportion of school staff classified as classroom

teachers has fallen from 70% in 1950 to 52% in 1993 -- while

the number of non teaching staff increased by over 40%.

* For every four classroom teachers, there are nearly six other
school employees in the United States, indicating that teachers

make up only 43% of total school employment. Conversely,

teaching staff in other countries comprise 60% to 80% of

school employment.

* A recent eight-nation study by the Organization for

Economic Cooperation and Development revealed that the

U.S. has by far the lowest ratio of core teaching staff to
non-teaching staff (less than 1:1), well behind the leaders,

Belgium (4:1), Italy (3,5:1), and Japan (3,4:1). "

I thought you would want this information, especially when considering a
CAP on the amount of public funds that are used on Administration costs
in local school districts. Hawaii has a CAP on administrative costs of

just 5 per cent.
signed Jack Castimore, 1533 Cohoe Circle, Kenai, Ak 99611



Author: Representative Gail Phillips at LAA_CAP
Date: 3/13/98 8:14 AM

Priority: Normal

TO: Pat Springer at LAA_HPHG

Subject: Senate Dbill 36.

Dear Representative Phillips,As a long time suDporter of yours and
homeschooling mother of four,l am urging you to vote to oppose or ammend
senate bill 36.As you know, this bill offers only 65% funding of the IDEA
program to which my children are enrolled.It offers 100% funding to
students enrolled in their own district .1 feel that this will be a gross

inequity if allowed to pass or remain unammer.ded.The IDEA program has
provided more support than that which is available in my district..Not only
has the quality of my children's education been improved,but | have
recieved immeasurable amounts of support for my specific needs as educator
through workshops .consultation ,and technological training.This very day, |

recieved instructional information via the Internet from my appointed
certified teacher on how to best teach penmanship to my left-handed first
grader! It really does not get any quicker or better than that!Local
correspondence programs DO NOT provide this level of service.l feel that

my children should be allowed to have the same resources as other
correspondance students regardless of the location of enrollment.IDEA is a
model program, and if allowed to contine.will lead the standard in judicious
use of resources and superior service,thus benefitting ALL correspondence
programs state -wide.Please vcte to keep IDEA at 100% funding!My sincere

thanks to you...Kim Avera

£E>(Tf/65Y

U trn ult/1,



Aut’hor: Representative Gail Phillips at LAA_CAP

Date: 2/27/98 1:10 PM

Priority: Normal

TO: Pat Springer at LAA_HPHG

Subject: KPBSD schools funding

Dear Rep. Phillips,

I recently attended a budget overview for our area and it was apparent to me
that our Borough schools are going to rapidly degrade due to funding
shortfalls. This is not the direction we should be going in today’s
increasingly competitive world economy.

| browsed the Legislative proposals for this session and found nothing to
address the gross inequities in State education funding formulas as they
relate to our district. | won't go into details as | am assuming you are
well aware of the issues involved. I'm also assuming that your position as
majority leader would enable you to provide some impetus towards funding
reforms. The current arrangement is particularly unfair for our Borough.

Do you have a plan or proposal to address this crisis? We would appreciate
hearing back from you, not only on your plans, but also what we can do as
individuals to help rectify the situation.

Bob & Diane Penland
PO Box 2019, Soldotna
262-9266
rapp@corecom.net


mailto:rapp@corecom.net

Author: Representative Gail Phillips at LAA_CAP
Date: 3/9/99 7:37 AM

Priority: Normal

TO: Pat Springer at LAA_HPHG

Subject: SB 36

Dear Congressman,

This letter is in regards to the piece of legislation meant to equalize
funding between the more populated areas of Alaska (i.e. the road system)

and rural Alaska (i.e. native villages). I have been living working in the
small western Alaska village of Akiak for the past year. I realize the road
system schools may have a legitimate gripe about not receiving the larger
piece of the funding pie, but | have also seen how much time, effort, and
personal attention each student needs here in the bush. It simply costs
more to educate a child in the rural Alaskan settings. As educators we are
dealing with a large number of students who are mentally delayed,
emotionally disturbed or qualified for special education. These students
need more time and attention - which means more money because they need the

special education teachers, the aides, psychologists, speech and hearing
pathologists, and counselors.

The district | work for is the Yupiit School District. We are one of the
smaller districts in the state, serving three villages. Even with state
moneys, we are not able to address all of the problems or meat the cultural

needs at a satisfactory level. As a result, a lot of the funds we have been
using in the past year have come from private grants we have been fortunate

enough to receive.

So what would this piece of legislation do to our schools? Our district

would be swallowed up by the larger Lower Kuskokwim School District. The
principal at each site would be replaced by a teaching principal. Our
special education teachers would be either replaced by one teacher to serve
all three sites or be eliminated altogether (we currently have five special
education teachers carrying an unreal load). Counselor positions would also
be reduced or eliminated. Special services such as psychologist's and speech
pathologist's quarterly visits to our sites would be reduced or eliminated.
Aide and teacher positions would be reduced. Overall service to our children
would be greatly damaged and this in a district that is already struggling to
improve the quality of education. Having had the opportunity to visit other
village schools in other districts, |Iknow our district would not be alone.

I urge you to carefully consider the ramifications this piece of legislation
could have on rural communities. Education is uhe best chance many of the
native children have to improve theirlot in life - please don't make it any

harder for them then it already is.

Thank you,
Sally J. Karr

jskarr@msn.com


mailto:skarr@msn.com

Author: Representative Gail Phillips at LAA_CAP
Date: 3/12/98 8:39 AM
Priority: Normal
TO: Pat Springer at LAA_HPHG
Subject: SB 36
I am writing a letter to ask for your support to not vote for Senate

Bill 36. First of all I'm concerned about the loss of Federal aid that
will result with the passage of this bill. Has it really been looked at
what the loss of aid will entail if SB 36 is passed?

Most of Rural Alaska's municipal governments have no existing laws
that relate to the disposal, acquisition or taxation of municipal
property. Where there is no existing tax base, | feel that taxation

among REAA residents and employees discriminates against a minority of
the rural sector.

At least half of the state's population resides in urban areas.
Allocating aid to school districts on a per child basis will affect
rural districts where the number of students is disproportional. There
should be an equitable way to fund both rural and urban school

districts.

Also | feel that the quality of rural education will decrease if
school districts are forced to eliminate essential personnel in small
schools that have a student : teacher ratio that is equivalent or
greater to urban schools.

Again | strongly urge a bipartisan vote that opposes SB 36. This is
not a rural or urban issue, this is an Alaskan issue that will affect
the quality of education for years to come. Yes, there has to be an
equitable way to fund our educational system. SB 36 does not address
this. Perhaps it is time to consider an education fund that will
provide future funding for our children's education. Thank you.



Author: Representative Gail Phillips at LAA_CAP

Date: 3/18/98 12:22 PM

Priority: Normal

TO: mripke@ chefornak.lksd.schoolzone.net at CC2MHS1, jskarr@ msn.com at CC2MHSI,
rapp@ corecom.net at CC2MHS1, knox@ alaska.net at CC2MHS1,
dbuckwalter@ galenaalaska.org at CC2MHS1, nharvest@ alaska.net at CC2MHS1,
ptumer@ alaska.net at CC2MHS1, fisher@ xyz.net at CC2MHSI,
mcullen@ galenaalaska.org at CC2MHS1, deruwe@ arctic.net at CC2MHS1,
lkincaid@ galenaalaska.org at CC2MHS1, lIcobb@ galenaalaska.org at CC2MHS1,
ericmary@ galenaalaska.org at CC2MHS1, hofseth@ supershadow.net at CC2MHSI1,
rhandley@ galenaalaska.org at CC2MHS1

Subject: SB 36 hearing scheduled

Thank you for your messages pointing out the possible negative effects
of the current version of SB 36. As many of you may know, CS SB 36
(FIN) am passed the Senate a few days ago and is now in the House
where it received referrals to the House HESS and Finance Committees.
An initial hearing on SB 36 is scheduled for March 21 at 1:00 p.m.

Although that hearing will be teleconferenced, it will be for
listening only. However, a teleconference to hear public testimony
will be scheduled in the not too distant future, and | hope you will
take the opportunity to testify. You can keep abreast of the
scheduled hearings for SB 36 by checking with your Legislative
Information Office. In the meantime, | will forward a copy of your
message to the House HESS Committee with a request that they include
it in the committee members' SB 36 bill files.

Again, | appreciate hearing from you.

Sincerely,

Gail Phillips
SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE

GP:jmj

ccC w enc: Rep. Con Bunde, Chair, House HESS Committee
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- Author: dbuckwalter@ galenaalaska.org (Daniel & Helen Buckwalter) at CC2MHS1
Date: 3/18/98 9:36 AM

Priority: Normal

TO: Representative Gail Phillips at LAA_CAP

CC: carlk@ arctic.net at CC2MHS1

Subject: SB 36--and IDEA funding

Dear Representative Phillips,

I am very disappointed that the SB 36 passed the Senate without full
funding for the IDEA correspondence school that the Galena School District

has developed. I have been in home education f'-.r almost 20 years and this
program is by far the best thing that has happened for homeschooling
parents in this state. I hope you will correct the inequity in this bill

while it is in the House or see to it that in it’s present form it is

defeated.

| applaud the innovative and friendly approach the IDEA people have toward
those who educate their children at home, and | hope you will use your
influence to give IDEA the same funding that other schools in the state
have been given. I feel they have used money wisely, and are making an all
out effort to provide not only a service but one of excellence and their
efforts and accomplishments should be recognized and rewarded. It seems
unreasonable that those who are demonstrating significant progress in home
education improvement should be forced to operate at 65% funding while other

districts who have less to offer are operating with full funding.
I hope you will take time to become familiar with IDEA . They are a
wonderful friendly, and supportive group of people who are providing the

kind of quality service that home educators are looking for.
Sincerely Yours for the Best in Home education,

Helen Buckwalter


mailto:dbuckwalter@galenaalaska.org
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* Author: knox@ alaska.net (jim knox) at CC2MHS1

Date: 3/16/98 10:07 PM

Priority: Normal

TO: Representative Gail Phillips at LAA_CAP

Subject: Senate Bill 36

I'm writing concerning the Senate Bill 36 which was recently passed, and
will be soon voted on in the house. We're asking that you vote to
either ammend the bill to restore full funding tc correspondence
students out of district or defeat it. We've been homeschooling for 14

years and this v/as the first year we were able to get any help for
educational materials of our choice. We really appreciate not only this
help in enhancing our curriculum, but also the other benefits the

program offers. It doesn't seem right that a program that is doing so
well should be cut in their funding, while other programs which don't
offer as much are getting full funding.

Thank you for listening, Mrs. Knox


mailto:knox@alaska.net

Author: nharvest@ alaska.net (natasha johnson) at CC2MHS1
Date: 3/13/98 8:57 PM

Priority: Normal

TO: Representative Gail Phillips at LAA_CAI'

Subject: PUT MORE MONEY IN PUBLIC EDUCATION THIS SESSION!!!

Dear Gail Phillips,

As a parent | strongly urge you to put more money into our public
schools here on the Peninsulall! My daughter attends Mrs. Brysons
Kindergarten class at Sears Elementry in Kenai; which by the way is an
excellent school!! The staff have learned to make-do with very little

resources.
What is completely unacceptable, however, is the fact that they ARE

FORCED to overload the classes. My daughter has 26 students in her
class!!! This is a discrase to our statel!ll! We can do better then
this!! About 40% of class time Mrs. Bryson spends on crowd control,
you think class size doesn't matter why don't you spend some time
observing what goes on in \.he class room! I strongly believe we have

some of the best teachers in the nation; they deserve more respect!

I urge you to put more money into our schools!!
AND YES | WOULD PAY HIGHER TAXES !I!1I!

Sincerly,

Natasha Ala Johnson

Box 1224

Kenai, AK 99611

283-0878

email: nhairvest@ alaska.net
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Author: pturner@ alaska.net (Paul E. Turner; Ph.D.) at CC2MHS1
Date: 3/15/98 7:36 AM

Priority: Normal

TO: Representative Gail Phillips at LAA_CAP

Subject: Rural School Funding

Mr. Phillip's 30-40 idea for school funding is ludicrous. If the
Federal government applied that to Alaska on a per capita basis what
would our roads, ferry system, airports look like today. Please fight

for school funding.
Paul E. Turner, Ph.D.
Box 270

Kenai, AK 99611


mailto:pturner@alaska.net

Author: fisher® xyz.net at CC2MHS1

Date: 3/13/98 9:48 AM
Priority: Normal
TO: Representative Gail Phillips at LAA_CAP

CC: carlk@ arctic.net at CC2MHS1, governor@gov.state.ak.us at CC2MHS1
Subject: school funding bill

Representative Phillips:

You will soon be voting on Senate Bill 36 regarding school funding. We
agree that the state needs an overhaul in this area to make distribution of
funds more fair. We disagree with a section of the bill that would fund
correspondence students 100% in their own district, but only 65% outside
their district. This discriminates against the IDEA program of Galena
which offers far more than the program in our own district, including
internet access, valuable workshops, and individualized curriculum. This

is a very innovative program that creatively supports home-educating
parents and continually comes up with new ways of using technology/internet

in the education of Alaska's children. Is this inequity in funding
designed to lure students back to their own district? This for the most
part will never happen. The vast majority of these children, if excluded
from IDEA, will return to being disconnected from all state programs
because other programs aren't offering the individualized education these
families want to give their children. IDEA is the only program in the

state that offers this; why penalize a program that meets a need and will
produce results (watch for test scores of IDEA students).

Please address the inequity of correspondence funding by funding them all
at 100%, or if cuts are essential, by cutting them all equally.

Sincerely,
Ken and dally Fisher
Homer, Alaska


mailto:carlk@arctic.net
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Author: mcu.llen@ galenaalaska.org (Mark & Rebecca Cullenberg) at CC2MHS1

Date: 3/14/98 11:03 AM
Priority: Normal
TO: Representative Gail Phillips at LAA_CAP

CC: governor@gov.state.ak.us at CC2MHS1, carlk@ arctic.net at CC2MHSI1
Subject: Senate Bill 36

Dear Gail,

We are very disappointed with the senates decision concerning

SB36. We urge you to ammend this bill to continue to fund I.D.E.A at
or to defeat this bill when it comes to the Alaska House for a vote.

We have enrolled 3 of our children in this program because it
offers more help and services than the Kenai Peninsula Borough School
District Correspondence program.

I.D.E.A offers workshops, help by certified ceachers, internet
connectivity 1is

provided along with an IBM compatible computer. Many district
correspondence courses do not provide the means for students to

have access to the latest technology. We have appreciated this
I.D.E.A program tremendously. Please ammend this SB36 to fully fund

I.D.E.A program.
Sincerely, Mark and Rebecca Cullenberg
Homer, AK.

100%

the
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Author: deruwe@ arctic.net (Dave Deruwe) at CC2MHS1

Date: 3/13/S8 3:13 PM J, £ 1'"?2 I'NL
Priority: Normal
TO: Representative Gail Phillips at LAA_CAP

Subject: education funding

Every year citizens watch as the legislature refuses to properly fund public edu

cation. We write this type of letter or e-mail, feeling impotent to have any in
fluence. The legislature seems hell-bent on making our children's educations in
ferior to those of their older siblings--all the while building tunnels to Whitt
ier or multimillion dollar trails to Cordova. Our children need education now a

nd they are not getting it.

In the current legislature there are several bills that reallocate public funds
while trying to tax the rural areas--These bills are stupid--they add no new fun
ds to education and our kids need i.ew funds!

Here's the scenario in our local high school. Next year's projections call for
a two teacher cut (equivalent to 14 class offerings per year) from a staff of 27
As two teachers coincidentally are planning retirement, this means no loss of

jobs. What it does mean is some non-art certified teacher will try to teach my
children art next year and some non-home economics teacher will try to teach my
children home ec. next year. It also means the Ilibrarian who has no English ce
rtification may be teaching English next year, while the already overworked scho
ol counselor tries to fill in to help keep the library open part time. It also
means that the 11th grade English and History sections will likely have seven or
more extra students next year compared to this year when my daughter's English
class already has thirty students in a room built for twenty. Meanwhile, should
the school have any teacher openings, they will be harder to fill because the 1
ower wage standards of past years have lowered the applicant pools and the quali
ty of the applicant pools. The best teachers that used to want to teachhere 5k-

w often go elsewhere where salaries and teaching conditions are better.

We are watching the dismantling of our schools. The bleeding must stop. My chi
Idren and your children, if you have them, deserve a better system. We can't ke
ep cutting and taking away. Although it's doom and
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Author: Ikincaid@ galenaalaska.org at CC2MHS1

Date: 3/15/.98 10:41 PM
Priority: Normal
TO: Representative Gail Phillips at LAA_CAP

CC: garydavis® legis.state.ak.us at CC2MHS1, governor®gov.state.ak.us at CC2MHS1
Subject: Senate Bill 36

Dear Gail, (Gary)

I was extremely disappointed to see that this bill passed the senate.
It is my hope that with your help it will be ammended from its present form
in the House. Bill 36 in it's present form would reduce its funding for
out of District corresponding students. I currently have 4 kids enrolled
in the I.D.E.A. program because the program offers more help and services
than any other home district program in the Nation! It provides certified
teachers, workshops, internet use, computor, enabling the World to be their
classroom. I.D.E.A. also has regional parent advisory Committees who

provide recommendations to administration regarding needs and wishes in the
program and it also offers a wide choice of curricular material for the
parent to choose what is suited best for their indivdual childrens'
learning. I'm counting on you Gail, and you Gary, to change this Bill in
its current form.

Respectfully,

Byron Kincaid


mailto:lkincaid@galenaalaska.org

Author: IcobbSgalenaalaska.org (Larry & Suzan Cobb) at CC2MHS1
Date: 3/15/98 4:3b PM

Priority: Normal
TO: Representative Gail Phillips at LAA CAP

Subject: HB 36

The Cobb Family
P.O. Box 39082
Ninilchik, Ak 99639
Phone 907-567-3373

Fax 907-567-7381

Dear Gaxl,

It has been brought to my attention that there is an effort to cut the Galena 1I.

D.E.A.”"s program to 65% funding. | think that this is an outrage and a slap in t
he face to the tax payers. Why would someonefs agenda want to disrupt the fine o
pportunity that the Galena |I.D.E.A.£s program has provided for our family? | don

£t understand how rational people could support HB 36. Galena has provided an ex
cellent opportunity for us to educate our children in the nurturing environment
of our home with professional education assistance when we feel it is necessary.
They have supplied our family with learning tools that we were able to glean fr
om this year that tremendously enhanced our learning environment for our childre
n. Our own school district has had the same opportunity to reach out to the home
schoolers in their area but for whatever reason did not have the vision that Gal
enaffs I.D.E.A. program has. This is America, land of the free, why would you sup
port to penalize hard working tax payers that have benefited from GalenalJEs fores
ight and Galenc for reaching out to us? | just donSt understand. Please donfft su
pport the 65% funding and do support education at itfs finest and freedom and Ii
berty to educate our children as we the parents see fit. Thank you for listening

Sincerely,

Larry and Suzan Cobb
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Author: ericmary@ galenaalaska.org (Eric &'"Mary Marchegiani) at CC2MHS1
Date: 3/15/98 11:44 AM

Priority: Normal
TO: Senator Randy Phillips at LAA_TRANS, Representative Gail Phillips at LAA_CAP,

Representative Eldon Mulder at LAA_TRANS, governor®gov.state.ak.us at CC2MHSI1
Subject: Senate Bill No. 36

Dear Governor Knowles, Sena"or Phillips, Representative Phillips, and Representa

tive Mulder:

Please note that it is my understanding that Senate Bill #36 has passed the Sena
te. This means that the IDEA program that provides funding to Home Schoolers th
ru out the state is looking at a 35% cut in funding.

Now | know you folks are looking at ways to balance the budget but it does not m
ake any sense to do so on the backs of the Children of Alaska. Additionally you
normally look at cuts in the 5%-10% range. Are you cutting the Anchorage, Fair
banks, Sitka, Juneau etc. education budgets by 35%????? 1| seriously doubt it.

What is good for Metropolitan Anchorage and associated school districts should b

e the same for our Home Schoolers. Consequently, | am very disappointed in the
Senate passing this bill (Randy how did you vote on this??). Secondarily Repres
entative Phillips and Representative Mulder you have an opportunity to reinstate
100% funding in this bill for the IDEA Program and others. If you are not goin
g to fund the IDEA program at 100%, then | am recommending that you defeat this
bill in its entirety.

You may wish to consider the following as some of the things that the IDEA progr

am has provided to Home Schoolers in the past year. It has been a breath of fre
sh air and has provided assistance to those who have received nearly no assistan
ce from the State or their respective Municipalities - yet continue to pay
their property tax which pay for a large portion of the local educational syste
m - for which they receive no educational benefit other than the recent IDEA
program.

1) The majority of families enrolling in IDEA have done so because the program o
ffers more help and services than the home district program.

2) Valuable workshops such as Excellence in Writing, Project-Based Education, In
ternet Use, etc.. are provided to our families.

3) IDEA provides help as needed by certified teachers.

4) Internet connectivity is provided along with the use of anIBM compatible com
puter, enabling the world to be our "classroom". Many district correspondence ¢
ourses do not provide the means for students to have access to the latest techno

logy.

5) Regional Parent Advisory Committees provide recommendations to administration
regarding needs and wishes in the program.

6) IDEA offers a wide choice of curricular material.

7) School-to-Work opportunities are provided. (IDEA currently has one of the hig

hest placement percentages in the state)

There are many other factors that contribute to the IDEA program's success but t
here is not enough time and space to express that. Once again | urge you to Am
end Senate Bill No. 36 in order to fund the IDEA program atl00% or defeatSena

te Bill No. 36 in its entirety. Thanks for your attention.
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S.incefely
Mary Marchegiani



Author: hofseth@ supershadow.net at CC2MHS1

Date: 3/13/98 10:31 PM

Priority: Normal

TO: Representative Gail Phillips at LAA_CAP

CC: www.galenaalaska.org@ smtpmaill.legis.state.ak.us at CC2MHS1

Subject: SB 36

Please either amend or defeat SB36 so that the Galena Co;respondence

orogram wil still receive full funding. As it stands no*, this program
is being singled out among otehr district correspondence courses to only
get 65% funding. As stats come in from end of the schocL year testing,
I think the legislature wiJl see that all of all prograr s, this one is

getting superior results.
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Author*: hofseth@ supershadow.net at CC2MHS1

Date: 3/13/98 10:40 PM

Priority: Normal

TO: Representative Gail Phillips at LAA_CAP

CC: ww.galenaalaska.org@ smtpmaill.legis.state.ak.us at CC2MHS1

Subject: SB36

I was disappointed to hear the Senate's decison re: SB36. Please either

amend or defeat it so that Galena could still receive full funding. As
it stands now, SB36 will allow that district correspondence programs
will only get 65% funding. I have homeschooled for 12 years, and my

oldest students are now in the high school with 4.0 g.p.a.
Homeschooling works, and the Galena program helps parents do the

excellent job they are doing.
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Author: rhandley®galenaalaska.org (Robert & Leah Handley) at CC2MHS1
Date: 3/16/98 9:42 PM

Priority: Normal

TO: Representative Gail Phillips at LAA_CAP

Subject: Change of address

Dear Gail,
After | sent the last tranmission | found that it still had my old e-mail
address. Here is the current one if you have need to get back with me:

rhandley@ gaienaalaska.org
Thanks for voting against SB 36,
Leah

Handley


mailto:rhandley@gaienaalaska.org

Author: fernwood®xyz.net (Bob & Leah Handley) at CC2MHS1
Date: 3/13/98 10:21 PM

Priority: Normal

TO: Representative Gail Phillips at LAA_CAP

Subject: SB 36

Hi Gail,

Your picture on the internet is very nicel! We are having our District
Convention next weekend at the Anchor River Inn and we'll miss you.

I wanted to write and share my thoughts on the SB 36 in regards to
funding correspondence programs outside of district lines. We are part
the IDEA Program which is based ir the Galena School District. It has
very beneficial to our family and I'm sorry to see that the Senate has
chosen to cut funding for such an outstanding program. I'd like to see
House defeat this bill or at minimum ammend it to bring IDEA'S funding back
up to 100%. I would ask that you consider doing so.

On a lighter note, Spring is in Homer! WE have tulips and daffodils
peeking their heads out of the snow and the mud has started to run!
HURRAH! I Also, | have cut my hair AGAIN!

Thank You, G ail ., Leah

Handley
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H.E.SS Committee
State Capijtol
Juneau, Ak

H.E.S.S Committee,

'm against Senate Bill 3 | would like to continue attending Innoko River
School, because ts nice ancJ quiet out Lere. 'm not reagy to Peavg home yet.

Dwayne Benjamin
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3/50/98

H.E.S.S Committee

State Capitol

Juneau, Rk
-99801-

Dear H.E.S.S Committee,

My name is Jackie Collins, i am a student at the Innoko Riuer
School in Shageluk, Alaska. We are in the Iditarod fireu School District.
H couple of weeks ago students in IRSD area had a teleconference
together to t3lk about the Senate Bill 36. Together we came up with a

Resolution against Senate Bill 56.

If this hill passes, we will lose teachers, maintenance, and
sports trips. There will also he no mare special euents such as Youth
Days, Dinayetr, Governor's Health Conference, other conferences in
Anchorage. Grades k-12 will have to be in one class with one or two
teachers. Our parents will then have to send high school students to
hoarding schools, and schools in Rnchorage or Fairbanks. Who will pay
the expense’'s for rural high school students to attend other school's?
Personally, | think there will he more high school drop outs.

Please consider what will happen So Rural Rlaskan Students if
this Bill passes. There will he more over crowded schools in Anchorage

then there already are.

Thank you for your time,
Jackie Collins
innoko River School
Shageluk, Riaska
-99665-

P. 4
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FI/B

H.E.S.S. Committee
State Capitol
Juneau Ak

Dear Senators/Representatives,

Hi, my name is Keith Workman. |am a Senior at the Innoko River School in
Shageluk. Iam concerned about SB 36hecause it would really affect Rural Alaska. If
it passes the city schools would get more of our money. It would lead to the shut down
of many small rural schools or they would have to run only from the 1st on up to the 8th
grade. Iwould not want my fellow classmates to be forced into city schools.

Most small rural schools should be able to keep the money and keep on
teaching. We don't even have enough money to travel on trips for sports and lots of
educational trips. | also would want the future of the rural schools to keep up the good
work on educating Alaska's youth.

It is really important to stay in the village, our hometown and learn both school
work and our traditional ways of living.

Please vote against this hil!!

Keith Workman a student at the
Innoko River School.
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3'30/98

HESS Committee

State Ca |to|
Juneau, Alaska
99801

Dear member of the H.E.S.S. Committe

[Yname IS Sonta Hamilton. 1am a 7th %rade (ftwgient at the Innﬁko ng
School 11 Shageluk. am verY Very, ver con erned about Senate Bill 36 an
trying hard to think about what will happen to me and my future kids.

Well, | thought about my school and what it has now. My school has a small
library thatdoesnthave uRda ed books. They're probably 10years old. Our
classroom textbooks are the same way.

Don't you know why we et more money’? The reason s because we can't get

to see museums every week. n osee ne We need money for the
sport tn[ﬁs which heé/ns s com ete an sta;y % #s cut fundlng \ve also
ouldn't have programs like B||n ual or Sp eC|a| Ed cat| n, her thing IS that you
guys just %ave ust e money and now you say that's It's not fair to urban schools In
aintenance last year We didn't even have enough money to make basic school

repairs on our fire alarm system.

Tge effect that it will have on our schools if |Ega%ses IS that %tudents m[’i
have to oourown maintenance. We wonteven le to arford to buy animals for

roects In Anchorage ouc ust go to the etshosand etde |keta We
ave to payﬁnppmgg We will also [hgave one Ig,ss tea her n ur scﬁoo\

In the Anchorage news aper last week wou said tha Anchorage has
overcrowded ro?ms well, | invite Xou to come o our smal fhool and see our K-3ina
class, 461 a class, and 7~121n a class but our poor school wouldn't have enough

money to pay for it

. Please vote against Senate Bill 36. It will effect many other rural schools
and children.

sonta Hamilton
A student that lives in a poor rural school.
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3/30/98

H.E.S.S Committee

State Capitol

Juneau, Rk
-99801-

H.E.S.S Committee,

Mg name is Bcjier Hamilton, i am a 7th grader at Innoko Riuer
School. | am against the Senate Bill 36.1think that it mill affect the
culture of Shageluk and it mill affect me if this Bill passes. Because |
am hauing a hard time in school already. | like to hunt, and get
outdoors a lot. If I’'m in a city | mould be able to do nothing cultural.

Roger Hamilton

R. 6
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March 31,1998

H.E.S.S. Committee

State Capifoi
Juneau, Alaska

My name |s Brand| Hamilton, | am a 9th grade student at the Innoko River
SCh%OH Shag eu Alaska, |am concern?d about the Senate Bill 36. fyou vote tor
Il to ass a lot ﬁfstudent In Rural Alask aond be ver UpSﬁ)t and an ao%rgl t e

\EI)VOlﬁé1 Sas gO not ne SE;[H eepot S'[I’Vé\lleafqot?lmlef{ %rPEeoggl?trh B\élle StOS 0}?5 uan%ncg% erences.

For kids who go to school |nh ora(%e and some urbaB schools ive in Ja es wereh
ave 10 sorinac rve to the

ti]ere are mus umsi L ? M Oﬁ] %

H]aces Kids in Rural Alaska schools would Xtot e City or wherever to ?o 0
Ings like museums. We students in our Rural villages would want t(f stay In the

es because we would have to get to know the people and the place.

Brandi Hamilton

villa
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To;
From: Jackie Wftcheil P.O.Box 68, Eagle, Alaska 99738

Date; 32N\ 1
Ha: school finding, Borough, City taxes proposition, for rural Alaska.

I have consigns far Eagle Community School. As an ASB member, as a parent, and as a homeowner, 1
believe that SB”6, SB337, and others, are not acceptable to Rural Alaskans residents, for several reasons.
a). Changing Jlslricls to Boroughs would enlarge tiroamount ofrural arcus per cadi, placing an honest
funding at a xutfe biased ouiiuonutcd aituaUon.

b). Placing e&etaxes at any stated Mill rate is wrong. Youwould never getthe funding needed, due to
ANILCA ft thSaranrmt nf Frdrral nmitrlinri f.and. ft. still he “equal” hi the people. Also, Q4Ch this was
instated, what would keep the staled AMills tax rate from going up to say, 25 Mills, after the next couple

fyears? j
V). Your pvopfeul would reduce funding fur rural sdiools considercdily, wlicn, in fact, they liave die most
costly situations. For instance, have you taken into consideration, the price ofoil for heating, or the price of
electricity, even to keep a school open? Or even travel expenses, for those communities such as ours, when
the road is okred for at least 6 montlis ofthe year?

e

I am quite willing Uty yuii equal bluue for public oohuubi, for these cloldreu today, are our future
leaders, that’s not the proolem. Bed tax, employment tax, are not bed ideas, for a start. But not city tax.
Reason, other than stated above, is that a great deal ofthe taxable homeowners in this area, live outside the
city limits. 1bdSeve the solution would have to come from the state, or, more preferably, even the PFD.
That’s aboutthe only way | see that each & every Alaskan pays their share.

I know wlial| was called in on your televised conference. The numbers staled fur students & teachera
here in Eagle, do you realize, was stated by a middle school student? Actual numbers are, 21 students, & 3
teafihnts nna ofwhich wc arc Itming this year, due to lack of 6tudenfo, I can understand that, & accept it.
What I can’t understand, is, also losing our halftime secretary & principal Ourpresent principal is also our
full time primary teacher. Losing one, perhaps, but why both? Who would be expected to tend to their
many duties?

1have a dwjghwr in 10Ugrade, this year, expecting to go to college. 1alro have a daughter who
graduated from this school last year. &is presently in Juneau University ofAlaska. She states, that, had it
not been for our high school teacher’s methods ofteaching, she would not have been at all prepared for this
University. Shciis presently in school to lcam to be a primary teacher, with, hopefully, Special Education
Credentials, fbftlus state. It would be a pity to see liei, & others like her, to be "put of T by the state’s lack
ofconsideration for rural schools, which is where she wants to teach. |

Wc have lutd pioblews with LemJiua in the i«ot. |nit|MtpiWWit rtiifflN nothing but terfifia. thinking of
the students find, instead ofthemselves. J Fee! they should be commended for their «'shievemenbi with the
students, instead ofput in a chart that shows rural students’ knowledge has declined. lucre is only so much
that a multi grade level teacher can do, but our teachers here in Eagle, have repeatedly excelled in this. If
you uiuai give dieui a out in iui uuloime, dial u Luuliaalandallv. Du? in th&same sris&h, 'itut
them down” fo* being lacking

Thank you Il leading my comment*.

i Sincerely, A

-1 Jackie Mihft;ell
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From: Jock Bixjfie Box 32 Eagle, AK. $9738
T

Date: 3/22/98 i

Re: SB3C3,SK&7, and other attempts to change the foundation formula for school funding and/or devise a
taxation Kuhwui hn iurul alooka.

The present measures are unacceptable to rural Alaska residents.

J

Thetwo quettiins to be answered are: How inucit money do rural schools need/
R Where'* it going to come from?

As to tlic firstquestion, one need only compare present levels o f funding for ntrnl schools vs. flinding for
urban Alaskan svliools, and average educational levels attained by rural students vs. urban students; to see
thatin order to achieve the goal of educationin nurd Alaska at least equal to thatin the urban areas, the
level of funding in rural Alaska would have to go I/P, not down.

Thereasons fox!this are many, and not all would agree on wliat they are, so | will not repeat them all in this
letter. The rcaplt, however, is plain. Mote money must be spent on schools in rural Alaska, or educational
quality will continue to suffer. |fthis problem could be addressed in another way, making education more
cost efficient hrthe bush in some manner, great Rut that answer will not he found by reducing firnding and

abdicating the responsibility o fthe state first.

i cannot intelligently address the actual numbers by wliicii funding would be reduced in SB36. But |
believe Senate* Lincoln's statistic that 13 of 16 districts in District R would see tiinding reduced. Andona
local level, Fagle Community School, Alaska Gateway District, | believe the numbers being quoted by
Superintendent Hargreaves and Principal Millard that the reductions would be great enough to cause drastic

reductions in aaviccs offered.

So on to the.*efcond question: Where should the money come from.

I
Obviously, tbrise who live in rural Alaska should pay their fhir share. But.there are some real problems
equaling luit with school support. The iriuinproblem is tlwt, duo to AN1LCA uml the vast amount ofland
under Federal control in Rural Alaska, moat of the property is not taxable and most ofthe residents are
effectively exetnpt from taxation. This is a problem not fkced on this scale by urban Alaaka. This problem
was not created by those few o fus who are non-native, don’t work for the Federal Government, and live in
Rural Alaska. And there suns uien’f enough ofus to pay the share of nil torwo who don’t have to pay,
directly and indirectly. So acute a statewide income tax ifnecessary to make up the education shortfall, or
devise some other' scheme mwiunc *1L Alaskans sliaie (Its financial burden placed on us by ANILCA and the
Federal Government, bid don't abdicate your responsibility to provide education for rural Alaskaand lay
the problem atthe feet ofthose few ofus who would have to try to pay for it

Thlr question fe totally separate from the question ofwhetlier rural Alaaka should be organized into
Borouglts, 01 oiluarwise taxed. The amount collected thereby would not support the schools.
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March 31,1998
H.E.S.S Committee
State Capitol
Juneau, AK,

- 99801-

H.E.S.S Committee

My name is Harriett Arrow. | am a 9th grader at the Innoko

River School in Shageluk, Alaska. Ifthe S.B. passes most of the
people in the village will be very upset. Because their kids will
probably have to move to the city where there is violence and it is
pretty dangerous in the streets. Ayoung native person walks down
the street, might get shot and just because some people dont like
natives in Anchorage or Fairbanks.

| rather live and stay in my village and school where | know
everybody and where everybody knows me. If kids here move to the
city, they probably will forget or lose their culture and the fun things
they do in the summer and winter.

Please do not support the S.B. 36. Think about what kind of
education the parents in the villages want for their kids.

From,
Harriett Arrow
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Sharon L Fredericks
P.O. Box 217
McGrath, Alaska 99627

March 31, 1998

Members of House HESS
Representatives Green, Bunde, Vzey, Dyson, Porter.
Brice and Kemplen

Opposition of SB #36

Senate Bill 36 is a negative bill for all the rural schools. The legislators that are
pushing this bill should realize that our children mean just as much to us in Rural
Alaska as it means to their own children living in Urban communities. By cutting

the funding for rural schools and giving to urban school is so unfair and unjust
because they are not treating our children as equal. Our children are just as
important and need just as much education as those in urban areas. Taking money
from the rural school districts that are already barely getting by is not the answer.

Sharon L. Fredericks
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April 1.1998
Dear Members ofthe Douse HFSS;

I’m writing in opposition to SB36. The passage ofthis till would cause an undue
hardship on the education of the children in rural Alaska. There are very fewjobs in the
villages, and families depend on subsistence to make ends meet .How do you expect us
to pay taxes if this bill was to pass??? The future of our children depends on this bill,
please do not take money away from them. Thank you for your time and 1 hope that you
deny the passage of this bill.

Sineerel"
Krnic Peters

Box 25
Holy Cross, AK 99602
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April 1, 1998.

H.E.S.S. Committee
State Capitol
Juneau, Alaska

99811

Dear H.E.S.S. Committee,

My name is Amber John. | am a 7th grade student at the Innoko
River School in Shageluk, Alaska. I am very concerned about this S.B. 36.
In the Anchorage Daily News. Randy Phillips said that Anchorage schools
are overcrowded, but so are we! Here in rural Alaska we are overcrowded
and multigraded. In Anchorage they have 1 or 2 grades in one classroom.

If this bill passes there might be more high school drop outs. Then parents
well have a hard tinx with their kid or kids and be sad when they send
their kid or kids away just to get a education! | mean think how we feel
about this S.B. 36. Our schools might get shut down or wc might not have
any high school students. But you people don't think about stuff like that!
If 1 was you | would stop and think about this more! Please don’t support
this S.B. 36. Thank you if you don’t support this S.B. 36 and if you do
support this S.B. 36 please think more about this! Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,
Amber John



Holy Cross TribalCouncH
Ho)f CroM. AJ**k* 89602

April 1,1993
Members ofthe House Hess:

Representative Green
Representative Bundy
Ropmontatlve Vezey
Representative Dyson
Representative Porter
Representative Brice
Representative Kermpion

Dear Representatives of Alaska:

As the Tribal Family and Youth Specialist for tire Tribal Village of Holy C'vss, Alaska, | am writing to
you In opposition of House Bill 3d, Holy Crass School Is In the kfitarod irea School District and the
results would be devastating for the Students In the District, there would je a million dollar loss from
their education If House Bill 36 was to pass the House. Do you knowwhat a devastating Impact this
would have on the Native students who depend on these very dollars to survive in being educated in
two worlds? Bl-lingual and Bi-cultural education Is of a priority for these students to understand the
basics In reading, writing, spelling, and arfthemetic. With Alaska rating lowscores In the National ITBS
tests yearly, do you knowhowHouse Bill 36 will further Impact the results of this test If it were to pass?

| speak to youfrommy heart. 1 am a mother of five children: Three of my children are teenagers. Two
are Inelementary. | soe the noods of a tutor, one of my childrenIs In special reading class. He is a fifth
grader and reads at a third grade level. Do you know the frustration he feels when he can't read as well
es some of his other classmates? Do you know the frustration | feel as a mother to see how
desperately this child needs extra help? Do you knowthat If House Bill 36 pass, that my child will not
rocelvo the extra professional help he need?

Please, look around you, at the children. Imagine, this being your child, who needs help. Would you
cut their education in half ? Would you cut their chanco of being educated fairly and with all benefits?

Please oppose House Bill 36.

Tribal Famliy & Youth Specialist



Alaska State Legislature

Please enter into the record my testimony to the
committee name

Hb- N e dated P1* LL-,— /? .2&.
bill/subject

committee on  -j.-IL

Senate Bill 36 is advertised as a bill “to bring simplicity and fairness to the way Alaska funds its
public schools.”

Sec. 1states that the purpose of Sec. 2 is to “provide a level of funding through the public
school funding program that allows for an equitable level ofeducational opportunities.”

Sec. 14.17.430 singles out, out-of-district correspondence students and calls for cutting that
student allocation to 65%. How can the sponsors view this as equitable? The expense involved
in educating children through a correspondence program is equal no matter where they live.

Ifone district offers a correspondence program better suited for a particular family’s needs, than
what is offered by their local district; why should out-of-district students be financially penalized
for having their curriculum mailed to them from another district? Children in public schools are
channeled according to their special needs (gifted programs, special reading programs etc.).

Passage of Sec. 14.17.430 would eliminate any curriculum choice with correspondence students.

Forcing students to stay in their district limits educational opportunities. Forcing out-of-district
correspondence students to operate on 65% funding is inequitable.

Signed: "3o0 ok U— pa™H.hL
Testifier

Representing (Optional)
Hco\ Ac*  R/oX'-iT P 1 MSit- fiK ...
Address

T7G'010°!
Phone No.

3-86 Legislative Information Office
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Representative Irene K. Nicholia

Stare Capitol ¢ Juneau, Alaska 99801

Phone: 465-4527 FAX: 465-2197 RESOLICES
Toll IPrec: 1-800-491-4527
E-Mail: Rcpresentarive_lrene_NicholiatfpLegis.stare.ak.us Military and Veterans Affairs

World Trade and State\I'cdcral Relations

MEMORANDUM

TO: Representative Con Bunde, Chair

House Health, Education and Social Services Committee
FROM: Representative Irene Nicholia I P
DATE: April 1, 1998

SUBJECT: Senate Bill 36

Attached you will find letters and resolutions from residents of House District 36. The
letters are from people in all walks of life, from school children to tribal elders. My
district is united in its opposition to passage of Senate Bill 36.

Please distribute these letters to members ¢ f your committee. | would ask that, by
reference, you read them into the permanent record of the House HESS Commi ttee.

I strongly urge you to listen to the pleas of Alaska’s people and vote against moving
this bill from your committee,
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All Interested Parties:

| know the urban area schools are overcrowded. | also know as soon as you
build a new school in the city, it is filled to capacity the first day it opens. 1 do Dot
think SB36 is the answer though. | am opposed to SB36

I think we need to work together and find out the best method. We need to
find a method where no one loses and everyone gains. 3B 36 is not doing that This
bill is causing a lot of fiction between Rural and Urban communities. We cannot
afford to do this. Owur children from both areas are important, 1would love to see
our children grow up and be able to live or work in cither area (urban or rural).
They should be educated and trained to be able to find work in either area.

SB 36 is not answer. | suggest everyone go backto work and find a method
that will benefit ail students. Children are our future, we need to give them all the
advantages we can. The more money we spend on them now, the less money we will
have to spend in the future, they will become a asset to us. We will not have to put
so much money into prisons and Division of Family Youth Services, ifwe do our job

now.

There must be a way we can address the school funding issue with respect,
care, and understanding for all. We need to realize each district is different, just as
each student is different. Those of us who are parents all understand that some of
our children cost more then others. We cannot spend equal amount of money on
each. Some have a need for glasses or excessive dental work. Some go to college,
while others join the service. You cannot in the State of Alaska consider money
divided equally 39 being equal. If S2.50 is all that is given for a gallon of milk,
since | live in McGrath | would not even be able to buy a half gallon. WE DO
HAVE THE JOB OF MAKING SURE EVERYONE HAS THE OPPORTUNITY
FOR A GOOD EDUCATION You have a tough job and a lot of people are behind
you, but a government for ALL people needs to take preference. Thank you.

Box 72
M cGrath, Alaska 99627

P.01
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MEMORANDUM

3/31/98

TO:.
All House & Senate legislators
State Capitol
Juneau, Alaska 99801

FROM:
Agnes Tony, Advisory Schiool Board Member
P.O. Box 9147
Nikolai, Alaska 99691

RK: Senate Bill #36

1am writing regarding Senate Bill 36 which is veiy alanning for rural school
children because it takes away what little they have in the way of education.
| keep hearing the word “equity” which, we in the bush, relate to real well as
that’s been our push for awhile now. 3 fail to see where there would be
equity in this bill at all. | know that passage of this bill will impact the small
bush communities in a lot of ways and it’s also obvious to me that this was
timed to take effect before the 2000 census year. Jcan see where families
would have to leave their communities to move to bigger communities so
their children will get the education they desperately need. The influx of
families moving to urban areas to seek better education will definitely mean
limited funding for rural bush Alaska. BUT, I can also see families torn apart
because the children would have to leave their communities to attend school.
Some time ago, someone mentioned that urban areas were complaining abput
lack of schools for their children and that person said “Why not send the
urban kids to the bush communities who have schools that are in danger of
being closed due to limited enrollment?”. Now, why not? We have modem
schools out here with a lot of classroom space and passage of this bill will
make these buildings vacant. What will happen to all the funding that was
used for the construction of these buildings? Is this what equity means?
Please consider the whole situation and tliink of us out here before voting NO
on this hill. Also, whatever happened to the Molly Hootch case?

P

.01
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TO: Representative Irene Nicholia’s office
FAX # (907) 465-2197

3/31/1998

lam writing to let you know that 1am strongly against Senate bill 36. It is very unfair to
rural Alaska. As it is rural Alaska suffers from lack ofaccess to many services that the
urban area benefits from. For example their access to libraries, agencies, businesses, and
many other resources. The rural schools also suffer from the high cost ofliving which

affects the schools budgets.

PLEASE DO NOT support SB36. Do not take away valuable funding that the rural
schools so desperately need.

Please give a copy ofthis letter to all those who will be voting on this bill. Thank you.

Sincerely,

De ?bie Turner
Box 115
Hcly Cross, AK. 99602
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Top of the Kuskokwim School

PO Box 9190
Nikolai, AK 99691

4/1/98

To Whom It May Concern (RE: Senate Bill 36):

| have taught in rural Alaska since 1977, and am appalled by
the recent urban support of Senate Bill 36.

Rural students need and deserve a quality education. To change
the funding base in favor of larger schools, as proposed by SB 36
would take away the rural students’ schools, thus jeopardizing the
future of ail communities in rural Alaska. This would have a negative
impact ON the entire state of Alaska.

Rural communities need to speak up and unite in giving Juneau
a wake-up call to keep our small schools.

Candace Waruch

Teacher
907-293-2449
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HAT
Alaska State Legislature
Juneau, AK 99801

March 27, 1998

Joel Ross Carpenter
P.O. Box 9126
Nikolai, AK 99691

iter. I'm 11 years old and in the 6th
grade. I have gone to school in many rural villages. Currently I'm
living in Nikolai, Alaska; my mom is the 6th - 8th grade teacher.

I don't support Senate Bill 36 because if it passes many people
in rural villages will lose their jobs. Here in Nikolai about 1/4 of the
people will lose jobs because of Senate Bill 36. It may cause 8 out of
9 schools in our district, to be closed; this includes Nikolai's school. If
the school gets closed the power plant may get closed also, because of
die school funding it.

The reason it costs more money to educate us is because we
heat & maintain a school built for about 100 students, when we only
have 26 students. That's not the students' fault, and we shouldn't
have to pay for the mistakes adults made before we were even born.

| propose that we do away with Senate Bill 36 because of how
poor our schools are, and try to come up with a solution that will

benefit all of Alaska's kids.

Sincerely,

16
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March 26, 1998

Andrew Runkle
P.O. Box
Nikolai, AK 99691

Dear XITNE. N"<rU\i«-

My name is Andrew Runkle. 1am 13 years old and in the
eighth grade. Iwill be going to a rural high school next year. | plan
011 playing high school basketball.

If Senate Bill 36 takes our funding away and gives it to urban
schools, we will have no sports at our schools; we won’t have a good
school to go to. People will have to move away from their homes,
send their kids to boarding schools, or else they will just have to

teach their own kids.
| think this is unfair. There will be a lot of kids that would

drop out of school because school won’t be fun anymore. Some of my
friends are already saying that they’ll drop out of school if this

happens.
A lot of families in rural areas aren't rich enough to move to

Anchorage or Fairbanks so their kids could go to school. These are
some of the reasons dial Idon't support Senate Bill 36.

Sincerely,

Andrew Runkle
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Alaska State Legislature
Juneau, AK 99801

March 27, 1998

Brandon P. Esai
P.O. Box 9144
Nikolai, AK 99691

Dear
My name is Brandon Esai, and I'm in the 6 th grade. lam 11

years old.
My problem with Senate Bill 36 is that | might not be able to

go to school here next year. If our school gets shut down our power
plant will get shut down also, because the school supports it. Then
the whole town of Nikolai will have no electricity.

A lot of people will have to move from Nikolai. They will have
to go to McGrath, Alaska.’ McGrath will have a lot of people if people
from Nikolai move there, but the adults won't have any jobs. ldon't
want to move. Our teacher, Michclic Carpenter, won't have a job;
she's from McGrath, so she'd have to leave her home too. These are
the reasons why I don't want this bill to pass.

Sincerely,

Brandon Paul Esali
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Junea, Alaska
03-23-98
Miranda Betty Petruska

P.O. Box 9162
Nikolai, Alaska 99691

pear MS. H itV*o\rK,

My name is Miranda Betty Petruska and | live in Nikolai, Alaska. | go

to the Top of the Kuskokwim School. | am thirteen years old and in the
eighth grade.
l1do riot support Senate Bill 36 at all. | just wanted to say what would

happen if that bill passes through. My school will probably get shut down.
Most people here will loose their jobs; that includes my family members. The
electricity in this town will probably get shut down because the school
supports the electricity here and the school might have to close. There may
not be a lot of kids here but the school district still has to maintain the

schools.
Think about what the ramifications to rural Alaska are if Senate Bill 36

passes. We won’t have lights; we will have to wash our clothes by hand, we
wont have running water, we wont be able to use our computers; we won't be
able to take showers; and some people who have electric furnaces won’t have

any heat.
I think you guys are going way over board with this. You don’t have
any idea how this specific school works. If you support Senate Bill 36 you will
probably destroy some children’s futures. | was planning on going to high
school in Sitka, Alaska; now I'm concerned that this won't be a possibility.
There is possibly some kid out there who wants to be a teacher and teach in
rural Alaska, but will have to give up that dream.

If you support the bill you will be ruining the villages just to support a
few cities. That is so unfair. You should put yourselfin a villager's position
and see how it feels. | feel scared, frustrated, and very annoyed.

Sincerely,

Miranda Betty Petruska

P.
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Please speak with the Governor about this. We want to
know what he’s doing to work with the legislature to help solve
this problem. We'd rather worry about whether we're going to
get an "A" on our science test tomorrow or whether we’re going
to be ready to teach our students something new next week,
than worrying about whether our dreams of a successful &
productive future are no longer possible!

Sincerely,

Top of the Kuskokwim School students & staff
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Top of the Kuskokwim School, IASD
P.O. Box 9190
Nikolai, AK 99691

March 25, 1998
Dear Irene Nicholia,

We are writing in regard;? to Senate Bill 36. We are the
students & staff of a K-8 school within the Iditarod Area School
District. We currently have 21 students in grades Kindergarten
- eighth grade, in addition to five Preschool students. Our
school employs six classified part-time employees and two
certified full-time employees. We are concerned ab”ut many
comments & "threats" made by Alaska’s politicians over this
last month in regards to our education and jobs.

It’s obvious to us that both rural and urban school
districts have many needs, much of which are at a "crisis"
status. We are concerned because it appears that a political
game is being played. This educational crisis is being turned
into a rural vs. urban issue, when the real issue is that ail of
Alaska's schools are in crisis, and all need help! We are
concerned because it appears that politicians are more
interested in making noise than working together to come up
with the best possible solution to our education problem.

In the Anchorage Daily News’ article "School funding
scuffle"”, Gregg Erickson used the North Slope and Anchorage
school districts to illustrate the inequity of state funding in
rural schools & urban .schools. As we're sure you know this is
painting an inaccurate picture of rural Alaskan schools. Most
rural Alaskan schools are like ours.

We are concerned about the threat of money being taken
away from our school budget when we've already cut back and
are operating with skeleton budgets;. For example, out of town
field-trips, professional development training, and "special”
classes (art, music, etc.) have been eliminated; our high school
was closed three years ago; certified staff are expected to teach
classes with wider grade-spans and often with many special
education students without the on-site help from special
education teachers; teachers often have extra duties placed on
them without monetary compensation, are expected to do the

P.
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Nikolai, AK 99691
March 23, 1998

As residents of the interior community of Nikolai, we were
disturbed by the Senate passage of Senate Bill 36.

Nikolai has 21 students in grades K to 8, and could be slated to
close if this bill passes. The ramifications of this would be great. The
closing of the school creates a domino effect. City revenues that
provide light & power, sewage, water, and cable TV services could
dry up. Families would have to move elsewhere to educate their
children. Our language and subsistence life-style would be in
jeopardy.

The future of Alaska is our children, yet legislators in Juneau
want to reduce or cut off their education opportunities. Does this
make sense? We think not.

Q j2tirnE--
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Nikolai, AK 99691
March 23, 1998

As residents of the interior community of Nikolai, we were

disturbed by the Senate passage of Senate Bill 36.
Nikolai has 21 students in grades K to 8, and could be slated to

close if this bill passes. The ramifications of this would be great. The
closing of the school creates a domino effect. City revenues that
provide light & power, sewage, water, and cable TV services could
dry up. Families would have to move elsewhere to educate their
children. Our language and subsistence life-style would be in
jeopardy.

The future of Alaska is our children, yet legislators in Juneau
want to reduce or cut off their education opportunities. Does this

make sense? We think not.

Signed
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To: Senate & House Legislators
State Capitol
Juneau. AK 99801

From:
Nikolai, AK 99691

RE: Senate Bill 36

I am writing this letter regarding Senate Bill 36. This bill, if passed, would be
veiy devestating to Nikolai. Not only will the school here be forced to close
but people here in the community would be forced to move elsewhere so
their kids could get the education they needed to succeed in the future. Also,
the economy here in Nikolai is next to nothing if people are forced to move.
We as a community would stand no chance of keeping the community going.
The people living here will have no place to go. The education in rural Alaska
Isjust as important as that of urban communities. | feel that Senate Bill 36 is
discriminating to kids in rural Alaskajust because some people seem to

think that city folks are not getting their education. Back in 1984 when | was
still in sixth grade or so | was one of the kids who asked the Govenor for
money to build this school and it costjust over a halfmillion dollars. So if
the funding is cut all that asking and pleading would have been for

nothing. So please be fair to the kids here and VOTE NO on SB 36.

THANKS
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Top of the Kuskokvvirn School
PO Box 9190

Nikolai, AK 99691

4/1/98

To Whom It May Concern (RE: Senate Bill 36):

I have taught in rural Alaska since 1977, and am appalled by
the recent urban support of Senate Bill 36.

Rural students need and deserve a quality education. To change
the funding base in favor of larger schools, as proposed by SB 36
would take away the rural students’ schools, thus jeopardizing the
future of all communities in rural Alaska. This would have a negative
impact on the entire state of Alaska.

Rural communities need to speak up and unite in giving Juneau
a wake-up call to keep our small schools.

Candace Waruch

Teacher
907-293-2449
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FAR NORTH SCHOOL PAGE

Senate Finance Committee
Room 532 Capitol
Senate Finance Room, 5th Floor, Capitol

Co-Ch: Senator Drue Pearce February 27,1998

Senator Bert Sharp

Scheduled hearing Saturday February 28, 1998 at 10:00 AM on CS SB 36 (FIN)

in the beginning God created the heaven and the earth. In the beginning the
Legislature created the Foundation Formula to fund Education, and REAA’S were
formed. It has been said that there needs to be a more "Fair and Equitable” solution.
Taxing REAA’S will not pay for Education in Rural Alaska. A school tax will. A retail tax

will. An Educational Endowment will.

Are we inviting violence, crime, addiction, intolerance, and lost potential? Is the
Legislature prepared to pay the cost of a 100% increase in supporting delinquent
children and Families because of and increase of drug use, tobacco use, violent and
anti-social behavior, depression, suicide attempts, teenage sexual activity, all because
of REAA School Closures? We spend more to house and rehabilitate criminals than

Education for children.

Why did we get a D+ grade on the Quality Counts 98 Report, its not because of
students, teachers, superintendents, school board members, or community leaders,
the fault lies with the State Legislature. Funding has not been provided by the state to
keep up with inflation. It has been pass the $8UCKS$ for the last 10 years!

With CS SB 36 (FIN), We the REAA'S are being forced into Cultural Genocide. Are you
the Elected lawmakers and leaders of this great state prepared to face the
consequences of cutting off the hand that FEEDS YOU?

McLarenC. (Mac) Carter Noe.

Secretary-Treasure
Yukon Flats Regional School Board
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Pilot Station Traditional Council
P.0.Box 5119 Pilot Station, Alaska 99650 Ph#(907) 549-3373 Fax #(907)549-3301

RESOLUTION NO. 98-0?

A RESOLUTION OPPOSING ALASKA SENATE BILI.N0.36 ENTITLED “AN ACT
RELATING TO THE PUBLIC SCHOOL FUNDING PROGRAM; RELATING TO
THE DEFINITION OF A SCHOOL DISTRICT, TO THE TRANSPORTATION OF

STUDENTS, TO SCHOOL DISTRICT LAYOFF PLANS, TO THE SPECIAL
EDUCATION SERVICES AGENCY, AND TO THE CHILD CARE GRANT
PROGRAM,; AND PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE.”

WHEREAS, The Pilot Station Traditional Council represents the political interests and promotes tire
well-being of the Pilot Station Tribal Community of Pilot Station, ar.d

WHEREAS, PSTC’srole and responsibility includes advocating for the rights and interests of the people
ofthe community in pursuing governmental services to id dress their basic human needs and improve their

living conditions, and
WHEREAS, The mostimportant resource of the community is its children and it is of critical importance

to provide for the future and well-being ofthe children through education which is a basic human right
available to all children no matter where they live or what their cthic background is, and

WHEREAS, 'The Slate of Alaska formed and funded Rural Education Attendance Area School Districts
to enable equitable and fair access to education ofchildren living in real remote villages throiighrout

Alaska, and
WHEREAS, Education of the children through the Rural Education Attendance Area School Districts is

vital not only to provide for the future of the children, but also to maintain the indigenous native culture,
integrity, way of life, general well-being and livelihood of the people throughout Alaska, and

WHEREAS, The people ofthe region need and require the same level of bnsic education services
afforded to all Alaskans, and

WHEREAS, The Alaska State Legislature intends to extinguish rural education funding through Senate
Bill 36 which seeks to redistribute education funding dollars from rural school districts to urban schools,
redefining school district boundaries, proposing employment laxes 0f4% for districts without an economic

base, and redefining most education processes as we know them, and

WHEREAS, The AVCP region and many other rural Alaskan regions lack the economic infrastructure
and economic base to bear the burden ofan employment tax to finance basic education and other human

sendees, and

WHEREAS, Sucl) a measure would cripple regions such as the AVCP region, already experiencing as
economic disaster from recent fishery industiy failures, and

WHEREAS, Passage ofthis bill will have long and drastic effects on the operations of the rural school
districts and the support nnd assistance in all areas ofeducation provided for the children ofthe region, and
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WHEREAS, Passage ofthis bill will also halt the enormous academic progress ofthe children living in
rural Alaska in areas o f mathenmtic, reading and writing, and in particular, it will halt the advancementof
knowledge, skills and abilities of the children and their future contribution to the general well-being and

economy o fthe region, and

WHEREAS, The rural school districts are working diligently and successfully to support and assist in
this process.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, Thatthe Pilot Station Traditional Council respectfully
Implores and requests the Alaska State Legislature to reconsider its position and action towards the children

ofrural Alaska.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, Thaithe Pilot Station Traditional Council, hereby opposes passage of
Senate Bill No. 36 by the Alaska State Legislature.

PASSED ALJ SSL , By the Pilot Station Traditional Council with a duly constituted quorum of
members present.

JgnaNick Member
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Sleetmute Traditional Council
P.O. Box 34
Sleetmute, Alaska 99668
Phone No. (907) 449-4205

RESOLUTION #98-02

A RESOLUTION OPPOSING ALASKA SENATE BILL NO.36 ENTITLED “AN ACT
RELATING TO Y?tE PUBLIC SCHOOL FUNDING PROGRAM; RELATING TO THE
DEFINITION OF ASCHOOL DISTRICT, TO THE TRANSPORTATION OF
STUDENTS, TO SCHOOL DISTRICT LAYOFF PLANS, TO THE SPECIAL
EDUCATION SERVICES AGENCY, AND TO THE CHILD CARE GRANT
PROGRAM; AND PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE.”

WHEREAS: The Sleetmute Traditional Council is a federally recognized Tribal governing
body for the Native Village of Sleetmute, Alaska, and;

WHEREAS: The Sleetmute Traditional Council represents the political interests and
promotes the well-being ofthe Native Village of Sleetmute, and;

WHEREAS: The Sleetmute Traditional Council’s role includes advocating for the rights
and interests of the people in our village by pursuing governmental services to address their

basic human needs, and;

WHEREAS: The most important resource of this region is the children and it is of critical
importance to provide for the future and well-being ofthe children through education which
is a basic human right available to all children no matter where they live or what ethnic

background is, and;

WHEREAS: The State of Aliaska formed and funded Rural Education Attendance Area
School Districts to enable equitable and fair access to education of children living in rural

remote villages throughout Alaska, and;

WHEREAS: Education ofthe children through the Rural Education Attendance Area
School Districts is vital not only to provide for the future of the children, but also to
maintain the indigenous native culture, integrity, way of life general well-being and livelihood

of the people throughout rural Alaska, and;

WHEREAS: Graduate Students should be confident and capable individuals, who posses
academic skills and technology skills that arc marketable. The people of this region need and
requires the same level of basic education services afforded to all Alaskans, and;

WHEREAS: The Alaska Slate Legislature intends to extinguish rural education funding
through Senate Bill No. 36 which seeks to redistribute education funding dollars from rural
school districts to urban schools, redefining school district boundaries, proposing
employment taxes of 4% for districts without an economic base, and redefining most
education processes as we know them, and,;
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WHEREAS: The Sleetmute Traditional Council and many other rural villages lack the
economic infrastructure and economic base to bear the burden of an employment tax to

finance basic education and other basic human services, and;

WHEREAS: Such a measure would cripple the Middle Kuskokwim Region along with many
other regions, already experiencing economic disasters from recent fishing industry failures,

etc., and;

WHEREAS: Passage of this bill will have long and drastic effects on the operations of the
rural school districts and the support and assistance in all education provided for the

children of the regions, and;

WHEREAS: Passage ofthis bill will also halt the enormous academic progress of the
children living in rural Alaska in areas of mathematics, reading, writing and in particular, it
will halt the advancement of knowledge, skills and abilities of the children and their future
contribution to the general well-being and economy ofthe region, and;

WHEREAS: The rural school districts are working diligently and successfully to support
and assist in this process.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED: Thatthe Sleetmute Traditional Council
respectfully implores and requests the Alaska State Legislature to reconsider its position and
action towards the children of rural Alaska.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED: That the Sleetmute Traditional Council hereby opposes
passage of Senate Bill No. 36 by the Alajka State Legislature.

CERTIFICATION

This resolution was Fassed and approved by the Sleetmute Traditional Council at the Special

meeting on this fk? day of March 1998. With a quorum of present and

/ absent.
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TULUKSAK NATTVF. COMMUNITY
PO BOX 95
TULUKSAK, ALASKA 99679-0095

TELEPHONE: (907) 695-6420
FAX-LINE: (907) 695-6932

RESOLUTION NO. 98-03- q?

A Resolution opposing Alaska Senate Bill No. 35 Entitled “An Act Relating to the
Public School Funding Program; Relating to the Definition of a School District, to

the transportation of Students, to School Distract Layoff Plans, to the Special Education
Services Agency, and to the Child Care Grant Program; and Providing for Effective

Date.”

WHEREAS; The Native Community of Tuluksak - Tribal Council is the Federally
Recognized Governing body for the Tuluksak, Alaska, and;

WHEREAS; Tuluksak’s role and responsibility includes advocating for the rights
and interests ofthe people ofthe region in pursuing governmental services to address
their basic human needs anH improv« their living conditions, and

WHEREAS; The most important resource ofthe region is its children and it is Of
critical importance to provide for the future and well - being of the children through
education which is a basic human right available to all children no matter where they

live or what their ethnic background is, and

WHEREAS; The State of Alaska formed and funded Rural Education Attendance Area
School Districts to enable equitable and fair access to education ofchildren living in

rural remote villages throughout Alaska, and

WHEREAS; Education ofthe children through the Rural Education Attendance Area
School Districts is vital not only to provide for the future of the children, but also to
maintain the indigenous native culture, integrity, way of life, general well - being and
livelihood of the people throughout rural Alaska, and

WHEREAS; The people of the region need and require the same level ofbasic
education services afforded to All Alaskans, and

WHEREAS; The Alaska State Legislature intends to extinguish rural education funding
through Senate Bill 36 which seeks to redistribute education funding dollars from rural
School Distracts to Urban Schools, redefining school distract boundaries, proposing,
employment taxes of4% for distracts without an economic base, and redefining most

education processes as we know them, and

WHEREAS; The AVCP Region and man.; other rural Alaskan regions lack the
economic infrastructure and economic base to bear the burden ofan employment tax to

finance basic education and other basic human services, and
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WHEREAS; Such a measure would cripple regions such as AVCP region, already
experiencing as economic disaster from recent fishery industry failures, and

WHEREAS; Passage ofthis bill will have long and drastic effects on the operations of
the rural school districts and the support and assistance in all areas of education

provided for the children ofthe region, and

WHEREAS; Passage ofthis bill will also hats the enormous economic progress ofthe
children living in rural Alaska in areas ofmath, reading, and writing, and in particular,
it will halt the advancement of knowledge, skills ofthe children and there general well -

being and economy of the region, and

WHEREAS; Therural School Distracts are working diligently and successfully to
support and assist in this process.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, Thatthe Tuluksak Native Community Tribal
Council support implores and requests the Alaska State Legislature of reconsider its
position and action towards the children ofrural Alaska.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the Tuluksak Native Community Tribal Council
hereby apposes passage of Senate Bill No. 36 by the Alaska State Legislature.

CERTIFICATION
Itis hereby Certified that on the 1998. With a quorum ofthe

Tuluksak Native Council was formed, did Pass and Adcyatthe preceding Resolution
by Affirmativeand G Negative Votes.

Signed by; Attested by;
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TANANA CHIEFS CONFERENCE, INC.

TOK SUBREGION
P.0. BOX 129
TOK, ALASKA 99780
Phone: (907) 883-5181
Fax:(907)883-1114

Representative Bunde
State Capitol
Juneau, Alaska 99801 -1182

April 1, 1998

Dear Representative Bunde,

I am opposing Senate Bill 36 because it is extremely unfair to rural children and our rural
schools. It will close smaller schools and when this happens, does that mean that our children will
be transferred to another school? In isolated places like Eagle, where the only mode of
transportation is by air or road depending on the season and Healy Lake, by air and boat or snow
machiits; to transport school children will not only be costly but unrealistic. Will parents have to
put their children or. home correspondence?

The amendment that would impose a 3% employment tax in the REAA's is unfair as it
imposes an income tax on Alaskans who most of the year are unemployed. There is a high
unemployment in Upper Tanana area. Most employment is seasonal through out rural Alaska.

Also, it causes a very unnecessary division between urban and rural as this legislation is
not equitable as it will take all the state education funding from one school district in the state, as is
being done to the North Slope Borough. Approximately 80% or more of the state revenue comes
from oil and gas development in the North Slope Borough, is this fair? Why not provide
Equitable share among all school districts so that every Alaskan child will have the same
opportunities to Equitable education? Rural Alaskan children deserve the same Equitable
education as Urban Alaskan children per our State and Federal Constitution!

Sincerely;

Rosefyn Isaac, Director
Tok Subregion

cc: Gov. Tony Knowles
Representative Vezcy
Representative Dyson
Representative Porter
Representative Bricc
Representative Kempien
Representative Green
Upper Tanana Subregion Village Councils

P .81



TANANA CHIEFS CONFERENCE, INC.
TESTIMONY ON CS SENATE BILL NO. 36 (HOUSE HESS)
BY
Reva Shircel ON 4/1/98

Mr. Chairperson, Members

My name is Reva Shircel and for the past 15years, | have been the director of Education
for the Tanana Chiefs Conference.

| appreciate this opportunity to speak today.
I have listened very closely to the people who have spoken before me.

In the Indian way, it is a moral obligation to provide adequate education for our children.
In the state of Alaska, every child has that right-the right to an adequate education is
quaranteed to all its citizens under the state’s constitution.

The 37 federally recognized tribes ofthe Tanana Chiefs Conference wish to make their
position known on Senate Bill 36- the proposed bill changing the public school funding
formula. As you are aware, this bill would move millions of dollars in state aid from rural
to urban school districts with the expectation that rural communities would somehow be
able to finance the loss of funds through the establishment of organized boroughs. We
respectfully request that committee members of House HESS consider carefully the
ramifications of taking away the educational resources of any of Alaska’s children.

This state has never-never in its history-taken away from one child so it can give to
another. They have always made sure that all of Alaska’s children’s needs and rights were

met.

Until plans arc implemented for long-term and sustainable economic development within
rural Alaska, the legislature must be realistic in their expectations that an adequate tax
base could be generated from newly-created organized boroughs to support the
educational needs of rural Alaskan children.

All of us as parents, and the Alaska legislature which serves us-must always be
committed to providing quality educational opportunities to all of Alaska’s citizens no
matter where they live in this state.

I’ve heard the numbers bandied around that Anchorage has 40% ofthe state’s students
and receives 30% of the state’s education funds. That may be true but we also need to
remember that the overwhelming majority of this state’s schools are located not in
Anchorage or Juneau or Fairbanks or on the Kenai Peninsula, but in rural Alaska’s
communities. The needs of this great state are many when it comes to preparing our next
generations to live together as Alaskan citizens. The spirit of this bill and its obvious
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impact on the future generations of rural Alaska’s children neither addresses those needs
nor prepares Alaska’s children to enter the 21st Century together with equal chance and
opportunity and on equal terms as Alaskan citizens.

SB36 fails to take into account the realities of the higher cost for services in the majority
of Alaska’s smaller communities.

Sb36 would make our children in rural Alaska bear an unconscionable future cost, - the
quality oftheir education. That is ethically and morally wrong!!

In the Indian way, it is a moral obligation to provide adequate education to our children,
A tjiat has aiwaySbeen the Alaskan way, too. As Alaskan citizens, let’s all keep it that

way-

Thank you.
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398-88.4

TANANA CHIEFS CONFERENCE
BOARD OF DIRECTORS
Proposed Resolution No. 98-03

SENATE BILL 36 UNFAIR TO RURAL SCHOOL DISTRICTS

Senate Bill :>? would move millions of dollars in state aid from rural to urban
school districts; a.'d

Senate Bill 36 was written as a result of a study by the McDowell Group, where
each school in both rural and urban areas was treated as a Single-Site school,
with little attention paid to the extreme differences in the cost of living in rural
areas vs urban areas; and

Senate Bill 36 docs not increase funds for rural school districts even though the
current funding formula foundation has not kept up with the inflation rale since
1987, and even though rural school districts are already operating on a “bare-
bones” existence; and

the McDowell Group Study does not take into consideration the different costs of
educating students in different areas as evidenced by SB36 placing a cap on
categorical funding at 20% for every school, regardless of whether they nave
higher percentages of students than 20% who are in Special Education, Gifted
and Talented, Bilingual, or in Vocational Education programs; and

because of the devastating educational cuts affecting of instruction being
imposed by Senate Bill 36, one school district in the TCC Region will be forced
to cut its certified staff by over 20%, or 10 teachers, and within that school
district, one site consisting of 19 students would be reduced to one
principal/teacher who would be responsible for the entire K-12 curriculum; and

under this bill, there arc plans being suggested by legislators to consolidate
school districts, i.e. Yukon Koyukuk and Yukon Flats, which will result in one
school district of 139,000 square miles with one school board, and one Chief
Administrative Officer; and

due to a new requirement in Senate Bill 36 that states that a school must have 20
students in order to receive funding, seven school sites within the two above-
mentioned school districts will be closed, and children in a school with smaller
than ten students within the TCC Region will be forced to be included in the
largest school in the district existing as of July 1, 1998, or may be sent by their
parents to regional boarding schools across the state, disconnected from their
families; and

legislators from the majority parly arc requiring unorganized areas to become
municipalities or boroughs in order for them to financially support the operations
of their school through taxation or other local contributions even though there is
no tax base; and

monies will be taken away from fiscally under-funded school districts with a
large Native population who live in areas of high poverty, low income, high
unemployment, and low test scores.



WHEREAS, Senate Bill 36°s proposed state aid, less existing foundation aid, would affect the
following school districts and numbers of students in our region as follows:
Aiaska Gateway, minus $654,086 in funding for 494 students; Galena City,
minus $1,671,683 in funding for 222 students; lIditarod, minus $590,819 in
funding for 436 students; Nenana City, minus $481,537 in funding for 111
students; Tanana City, minus $188,863 in funding for 102 students; Yukon Flats,
minus $881,511 in funding for 409 students; and Yukon Koyukuk, minus
$922,820 in funding for 554 students.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Tanana Chiefs Board of Directors strongly oppose
the passage of Senate Bill 36 because of its inequity towards all students in rural
Alaskan school districts.

CERTIFICATION

I hereby certify that this resolution was duly passed by the Tanana Chiefs Conference, Inc. Board of
Directors on March 19, 1998 at Fairbanks, Alaska and a quorum was duly established.

Loretta Lolnitz
Secretary/Treasurer

Submitted by: Holy Cross Village Council
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WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

TANANA CHIEFS CONFERENCE
BOARD OFDIRECTORS
Proposed Resolution No. 98-19

STATE INITIATIVES

in the Alaska State Legislature, the urban legislative majority has passed
orproposed laws to:

1. take school funding from mrai/bush districts with higher costs to
increase urban school funding;

2. force boroughs in rural/bush areas with no or little tax base;

3. force boroughs in rural/bush areas without the consent of those
affected;

4. impose an income tax only on rural/bush Alaskans, those with tire
least economic opportunity and income;

5. oppose the rural subsistence priority which is tire cornerstone of
rural/bush spiritual, economical, and cultural life;

6. recognize “English only” butnot Native languages;
7. eliminate the Departmentof Community and Regional Affairs; and

the legislative majority has authorized and used hundreds of thousands of
dollars to initiate action to destroy tribal powers within Alaska; and

the school districts, tribal governments, non-profit and for-profit
corporations and individuals of rural/bush Alaska do multi-millions of
dollars for business with retail, wholesale, banking, transportation,
professional and other services in urban Alaska; and

%
all rural bush Alaskans must fight and take action in self-defense against
the spiritual, economic and political tyranny of the urban legislative

majority.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Tanana Chiefs Board of Directors directs

398-88.21

TCC staffto:

1. Contact all urban firms with which it does business and inform them
ofthe harm being done to rural/bush Alaskans by the urban legislative
majority, and inform them of the harm that a boycott by our people

would do to their businesses;



2. Except for services that are life or property threatening, limit doing
business with urban firms that support and contribute funding to
legislator? rvho oppose the interests ofrural Alaska;

3. Limit holding meetings, conferences, workshops and training
programs in urban areas;

4. Urge all school districts, tribes, governments, corj orations and

individuals o f rural/bush Alaska to take similar action to defend the
education, economy and spiritual and cultural culture of rura'/bush

Alaska.
RTHnCATI CK

I hereby certify that this resolution was duly passed by the Tanana Chiefs Conference, Inc. Board
ofDirectors on March 19,1998 at Fairbanks, Alaska and a quorum was duly established.

Secretary/Treasurer

Submitted by: Fort Yukon
Lower Yukon



Alaska Inter-Tribal Council
Resolution 98-01

* A RESOLUTION OPPOSING THE PASSAGE OF SENATE BILL 36

WHEREAS, the Alaska Inter-Tribal Council (Al-TC is a statewide consortium of 176 tribes in
Alaska dedicated to protect, advocate, and preserve the sovereign culture and traditional lifestyles

of the indigenous tribal peoples of Alaska, and;.

WHEREAS, the quality of education for our children in the villages is the poorest received
throughout the State of Alaska, and;

WHEREAS, rural school districts rely on State funding to provide the basic fundamentals in
reading, writing, and mathematics, and,;

WHEREAS, Senate Bill 36 (Funding Cuts to Rural School Districts) would reallocate millions of
dollars of State Education Funding from rural schools to urban districts.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Alaska Liter-Tribal Council oppose the
passage of Senate Bill 36, and;

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Alaska Inter-Tribal Council ask the Governor of
Alaska to veto this bill.

PASSED BY A DULY CONSTITUTED QUORUM OF THE ALASKA INTER-
TRIBAL COUNCIL THIS 12«<h DAY OF MARCH 1998 BY A VOTE OF 12YES.

J&L NO, AND "ABSTAINING.

Deborah Vo

Chairman Executive Director



Tupiit ofSXndreafsfci

P.0. BOX 368
ST. Mary's. AK 99658
(907) 438-2312

RESOLUTION 98-05
YUPIIT OF ANDREAFSKI

A RESOLUTION OPPOSING ALASKA SENATE BILL NO. 36 RELATING TO THE PUBLIC SCHOOL
FUNDING PROGRAM, THE DEFINITION OF ASCHOOL DISTRICT, THE TRANSPORTATION OF
STUDENTS, THE SCHOOL DISTRICT LAYOFF PLANS, THE SPECIAL EDUCATION SERVICES

AGENCY AND THE CHILD CARE GRANT PROGRAM.

WHEREAS, The Yupiit of Andreafski is a Federally recognized governing bocfy representing the Native Village
of Andreafsld. and

WHEREAS, The Yupiit of Andreafski’s role and responsibility includes advocating for the rights and interests of
its Tribal members in pursuing governmental services to address their basic needs and improve their living
conditions, and

WHEREAS, The most important resource is its children and it is of critical importance to provide for the future
and well-being of the children through education which is a basic human right available to all children regardless
of where they live or what their ethnic background is, and

WHEREAS, The State of Alaska formed and funded Rural Education Attendance Area School Dislriels to enable
equitable and fair access 10 education of children living in rural remote villages throughout Alaska, and

WHEREAS, Education is vital not only to provide for the future of our children, but also to maintain the
indigenous native culture, integrity, way of life, general well-being and livelihood of the people throughout rural

Alaska, and

WHEREAS, The children of the Yupiit of Andrcafski and this region need and require the same level of basic
education services afforded to all Alaskans, and

WHEREAS, The Alaska State Legislature intends to extinguish rural education funding through Senate Bill 36

which seeks to redistribute education funding dollars from rural school districts to urban schools, redefining school
district boundaries, proposing employment taxes of 4% for districts without an economic base, and redefining mosl

education processes as we know them, and

WHEREAS, Many rural Alaskan regions tack the economic infrastructure and economic base to bear the burden
ofan employment tax to finance basic education and other basic human services, and

WHEREAS, Passage of Senate Bill 36 will have long and drastic effects on the operations of (he rural school
districts and the support and assistance in all areas of education provided for the children of the Yupiit of

Andreafski and this region, and

WHEREAS, Passage of Senate Bill 36 will halt the academic progress ofthe children living in rural Alaska in
areas of mathematics, reading and writing and it will also halt the advancement of knowledge, skills and abilities

ofthe children and their future contribution to the general well-being and economy this region, and



WHEREAS, The rural school districts are working diligently and successfully to support and assist this process.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, The Yupiit of Andreafski Tribal Council respectfully implores and
requests the Alaska State Legislature to reconsider its position and action towards the children of rural Alaska.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, The Yupiit of Andreafski Tribal Council hereby opposes passage of Senate Bill
No. 36 by the Alaska State Legislature.

PASSED BY A DULY CONSTITUTED QUORUM OF THE YUPIT OFANDREAFSKAI
THIS N K DAY OF MARCH, 1998 IN ANDREAFSKI, ALASKABY AVOTE OF IN

FAVOR. <€l OPPOSED.AND *3- ABSTAINING.

BY: ATTEST:

George T. Beagtsf’Sr.
President Vice-President
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AKIUK MEMORIAL SCHOOL ADVISORY BOARD
Resolution # 98-03-1S

RESOLUTION IN OPPOSITION TO SB-36 AN ACT RELATING TO THE
SCHOOL FOUNDATION PROGRAM

WHEREAS The AKIUK Memorial School Advisory Board have become aware of
SB-36 via Legislative Bulletin, week 1, tinted January 16,1998 and radio reports; and

WHEREAS The AKIUK Memorial School Advisory Board realizes that we are
approaching a new century beginning with the year 2000; and,

WHEREAS The new century, and advanced computer age, will requite more advanced
education for our Alaskan Native people; and.

WHEREAS SB-36 intends reduction of funding for Rural School Districts such as the
Lower Kuskokwim fchool District where the reduction amount will be Ten Million Dollars

($10,000,000.00); and,

WHEREAS the reduction will be detrimental to the education of our students in five
Rural School Districts; and,

WHEREAS The AKIUK Memorial School Advisory Board being in charge and having
a duty that our Alaskan Native youth receive quality education are in complete agreement
with Governor Knowles objective that the Alaskan children come first and that all die

children/students receive quality education; and.

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED: That AKIUK Memorial School
Advisory Board opposes SB-36 for the stated reasons and request that the bill is not
passed, and thatif the bill passea the Alaska State Legislature, the Governor vetoes it; and,

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED; that the copies of this resolution is sent to the
following:

Honorable Tony Knowles, Governor of Alaska

Honorable Randy Phillips, Alaska State Senator

Honorable Gail Phillips, Speaker of the House of Representatives
Honorable Mike Miller, President of the Alaska Senate

Honorable Lyman Hoffman, Alaska Senator

Honorable lvan M. lvan, State Representative

Myron Naneng, President of Association of Village Council Presidents
Julie Kitka, President of Alaska Federation of Natives

Jeanlne Kennedy, President of RurAL CAP

Steve Ginnis, Alaska Inter-Tribal Council
Dr. Shirley Holloway, Commissioner, State Department of Education

Passed and Adopted this 1S th day of NVOjrcLx 19 cn a duly called
meeting of the Advisory School Board.

Catherine Berlin, Secretary
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Whyls Senatesill. . Badf?

Education i8 Important to us in our village. It is important because
our language and culture are important to us. If Senate Bill 36 passed it
would change our education and it wouldn't be the same anymore. Senate
Bill 36 shojidn't pass because education will suffer, dropout rate will
rise, and b'lingual arts will be cut down.

Senate Bill 36 shouldn’t pass because education w ill suffer. We
students like to go to school and learn. We have favorite subjects in
school, like to participate in them, and we like to show people what we
can do. School is the fun place to be; it is better than staying home and
doing nothing. SB 36 would mean that some students In LKSD could no
longer learn in their school anymore, and wouldn’t get to go to Icollege. |
even planned to go to college after | graduated from high school, but S3 36
might change that.

The'next reason Senate Bill 36 shouldn’t pass is because the dropout
rate will rise. We students don’t want to go to school anywhere else. Plus,
we would even have a harder life.

The last reason Senate Bill 36 shouldn’t pass is because bilingual
arts will be cut down. We don’t want that to happen because we ought to
learn more about our culture and language, too. At school, bilingual arts
means something to us and that’s where wo get our money to travel for
sports and activities. The reason why sports and travelling is impctant is
because we would want to show people what we can do and meet people

from other villages. If Senate Bill 36 passes we wouldn’t learn more about
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our culture and languages and what they mean.

Education in our village is importantto us, anditwl 1lalways be
Important to us. We don't want our lives to be harder than they are. We
hope Senate Bill 36 will not be passed because we don't want our language
and culture to change, or dropout from school, or have a poor education. We

want things right now to be the way they are now.
Sincerely,

Paula Brink
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To Whom It May Concern;

My name is Cherle Isaac and | am a sophomore at Akula Elitnaurvik.
In my village, education is very important to us. Senate Bill 36 is bad
because the bilingual will be cut, the drop out rate will rise, and the
sports will be closed down.

Senate Bill 36 is bad because the bilingual will be cut. It is our
culture and we don’t want to lose it. if the bill passes there will be no
kindergarten. The Bilingual Program pays for kindergarten children to go
to school. Kindergartens are important because they learn different
things about being a student before becoming first graders. The Bilingual
Program also pays for our traveling money without it students will not be
traveling anywhere. The importance of this wiLbe discussed later. As you
can see from the above argument, Senate Bill 36 is a bad idea because the
bilingual will be cut, there will be no kindergartens, and no traveling
money.

Another reason SB 36 is bad is hecause the drop out rate will rise.
Students come to school to learn and to play in sport activities. Students
will not be going to school because there will be no sports to join in.
Students will be totally bored In school without sports and will want to
quit or drop out of school. Senate Bill 36 is bad because the drop out rate
will rise. There will be students quitting school because there will be no
sports and no traveling.

The third reason about this hill is that education here in our village
will suffer If this b L passes. The students will not be educated as much
as before. Students will not learn a lot because there will be too many
students in one room. Education will also suffer without teachers. If the
bill passes we will lose teachers. Teachers are very important to us; They
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teach us to learn things we haven't learned before. This bill is bad,
because education will suffer.
|f they care about our education they shouldn’t let this bill pass. If
it passes the hilingual program will be cut, drop out rate wiil rise and
education will suffer,
Sincerely,
CifvaAftiL o tjIM & c;
Cherie isaac
P.O. Box 135
Kasigluk, Alaska
99609
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To Whom i t May Concern, 3-25-98

Wagq hellol I'm Charlotte Charles from Kasigluk. This is a good place
for natives to be living. All of my siblings had got their education from
this village and so w11 my younger brother and I. This is our home and we
don't want anything to change that. Senate Bill 36 will affect the way we
are living; Sports willbe closed dcwn, it wiIltrouble our community, and
our bilingual education will be cut down.

Many of our athletes are worried about the sports being closed when
SB 36is passed. Basketball is the most popular sport in the LKSD, and i f
SB 36 is passed itwill have to be closed down due to the loss of money.
Basketball keeps the students in school! There are other sports, too, that
make them stay in school. They know if they don't come to school-they
won't be eligible to play and to travel. This Is one reason why we don't
want SB 36 to be passed.

When we heard about the SB 36, many of the natives (including
others) were hurt and had affected the community. Why do we need to
move to a higger school? And here we hear some people complaining about
having a lot of children in big cities that go to school. This will break
many hearts forever!

| SB 36 passes, our bilingual education would have to be cut down.
The little kids that are just beginning to have school would probably lose
their culture and their language. We, all of us, don’t want to see that
happen. Many natives disagree with SB 36 because we are afraid we'll
lose our Yuplk culture and language. Wouldn't you be hurt too if this
happened to you? Just think about 11and how it would affect you if this

had to do with you.
We hope that SB 36 will not be passed hecause everything would be
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messed up and we don’twant to le tthat happen. Why take the money away
from the LKSD? Why don’t they find it somewhere else? Less students
would come to school because sports were closed down, it would affect
the community, and the younger students wouldn’t get to have bilingual
educationwhichwillhurtmanyoftheeldersinourcommunity. | hope this
has helped you to choose nottolet SB 368 passed.

Sincerely,

C hcufs$&r

Charlotte Charles
PO. Box 18
Kasigluk, Ak 99609

(w-r) <07 -(pans
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To Whom it May Concern, 3-26-98

Hi. My name is Tatiana Nicholas from Kasigluk. 1 am in 9'th grade. |
was born here, have lived here sixteen years and | am having school here.
Kasigluk is a nice place to live and people love it here. SB 36 is had
because it will affect the community, some students will drop out, and
our culture would be in trouble.

SB 36is bad because so much money will be lost that sports wil I be
cut and we students will not be able to travel. Some students, including
me, would drop out if that happened. If we students move to another
village our grades will become bad. That’s why we don’t want to move to
another village. Dropping out would be more likely.

SB 36 Is bad because it will affect the community. The education of
people will be gone and that will hurt the community. People will not be
able to get jobs without education.

SB 36 is had hecause some of the students will not have bilingual
education, they wil I'not learn how to write or speak in Yup'ik and wi ILnot
learn our YL'p'ik history. If Eskino Dancing is cut we will have loss of
culture and we don't want that to happen We will have low self-esteem
we will feel bad, and we will be dumb.

Being a student is better then dropping out and to learning ngthing.

You don’t want usto drop out don’tyou?
Sincerely

Cfcfc/m (~cholas)

Tatiana Nicholas
Box 66 Kasigluk AK, 99609
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Members of the Hess Committee: Rep. Bunde, Rep. Dyson, Rep. Brice, Rep. Joe Green,
Rep. Porter, Rep. Vezey, Rep. Kemplem:

We are writing to present our comments on the SB36. We are asking you not to support,
.this bill because it creates winners and losers In our state and does not address the real issue
of funding for our schools. The bill would devastate Southeast Island School District and
the many families that our struggling to survive in Southeast Alaska. The portion of the bill
that does not allow for a transition period during the October count would devastate our
district financially as well as other districts. If we staff a school and commit District money
in April and have fewer students at the October count that school might have to be shut
down. Teachers would have to be placed else where and students would all of a sudden j
have NO SCHOOC TO ATTEND. Itis only fair to allow parents, communities and the :!
district some time for closing schools and opening up new opportunities for those students.
Please give us all the help you can in keeping our schools open and vita! and vote against

SB 36.

toward Valentine School ASC
Coffman Cove, AK

Dec Dee Jeffreys, ASC Member S
Judith Jones, Principal/Teacher

Jim Baker, Teach'r

Alyson Baker, Tueher

0128628 'ON XW HO5 3NIINSTM H EMI G3M86-1
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Andy Dumy
Box 90
Nulato AK 99765

Representative Con Bunde

House Education and Social Services Committee
Slate Capitol

Juneau AK 99801

April 1, 1998
RE: Senate Bill 36

Dear Representative Bunde,

Tam writing to express my views on Senate Bill 36 regarding the redistribution of
funds for education. | would like my letter to be included in the record of public

testimony.

1have lived in Nulato since 1971.1 have 3 daughters in the local school here
I wus on the local Community School Committee from the mid 1970’s to early 90°s

and am currently on the CSC again.

I am opposed to Senate Bill 36 | believe this bill tries to reduce the problem of
education funding to a very simplistic and unfair formula, Furthermore, 1believe that
Senate Bill 36 is a very divisive piece of proposed legislation which intentionally
pits urban and rural residents against one another.

1 have listened to public testimony in a previous teleconference on Senate Bill 36.

1 have discussed this bill with urban and rural residents, and 1have read numerous
articles and letters regarding this proposed legislation. 1do not believe ihul the people

of Alaska support this bill. Over and over, people arc telling the legislators that the
solution to our education funding problem is to provide more money for education.

For more than 10 years, there has been no increase in education funding, despite increases

in enrollment and costs.

1believe that one ofthe functions of government isto provide adequate public
education. Alaska has a diverse population, living in very diverse locations and
conditions, and with very diverse needs. It does an injustice to all the hard-working
people of Alaska to base education iunding on an overly-simplified formula and on
misconceptions, especially misconceptions which state or imply that rural schools
are not contributing to education and are taking money unfairly from urban schools.
Even worse, the proposed Senate Bill 36 does an injustice to the students of Alaska,
the young people who arc supposed to be our future leaders.

Post-It™* brand tax transmittal memo 7fi7l »ctp*9e»* X
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Educators in urban and rural schools alike say that more funding is needed for our
schools. Yet, the legislature is unwilling to provide such funding, instead criticizing
our schools, and blaming one section of the population foir taking more than it’s share.
How can we deny funding for education when wc can pay over $1,000.00 to every
man, woman and child who has been a resident for 9nionilhs? Why can’t wc put a
cap on the permanent fund ar/d place the balance into an education endowment? Or
why can’t we have a statewide school tax, or sales tax, or state income tax?

Rural residents are “accused” of not contributing their “lair share*’, what about
the thousands of dollars our community contributes to school and student activities
each year through local fund-raisers? We may not have a property tax, but it doesn't
mean wc are parasites cither. And what about all the out-olf-state seasonal workers
who come to Alaska every year and take money out of the state without putting
anything back in? What about all the urban engineers, contractors, equipment operators,
plumbers, electricians, and laborer's who conic out to rural Alaska each summer to
to work on rural projects - generally at much higher rates of pay than the local workers
and generally with all living expenses paid - and then leave at the end of the project
without "paying their fair share” to the local economy?

The schools, the economy, the population, the politics and the needs of Alaskans
differ greatly from one part of the slate to another. It’s wrong to think that our schools
and our students can be reduced to single common denominator that fits the notions of
people who have never even lived in the remote and rural areas. Certainly, there is a vast
difference between the school facilities provided to most rural students and those
provided to most urban students. It is unfair and wrong for the majority to ignore or
overlook the needs ofthe minority, no matter what the motivation

1realize that we need to reduce state spending, and that we need to improve
our schools, on the other hand, I believe that the proposals set forth in Senate Bill
36 are the wrong way to reduce spending or to make improvements. SB36 is based
on incomplete information, on preconceived notions, and on a biased report (the
McDowell study): it isa bad bill and should not be passed The Stale of Alaska has
the resources to provide adequate and quality education to all students: we can come up
with a better solution than SB36.

Thank you for your consideration

cc. Rep. Irene Nicholia
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April 1,1IWK

To: Housr HESS Representatives:

ree
Nnae
Vcley
Dyson
Porter
Brice
Kcmplen

hax 453871
Dear Representatives:

Regarding the Senate Bill 36. | may not have children of my own but | do have nieces and nephews.
The point is 1carc about their education but 1am not about to pay a 3% tax supporting the school system in
rural areas while this bill reallocates J32m of die rural funds to the urban school system. (There* ared flag

in the air)

During my school years in a rural village, wc had no access to music, shop or home economic
classes. 1am seeing the same dilemma today. You might be thinking Mwell why didn’t he go to a boarding
school or an urban school”. Well | did. Getting into all tbc trouble a teenager endures during his enthusiastic
years; you can’t blame him. Well 1thought 1 might have half the chance of finisliiog if 1went back home. |
finished and obtained a diploma and | still feel cheated because | was not prepared for college when 1
entered; maybe because our school system was not up to the standards of urban areas then and today

But if | had gone and attended an urban school system. WOW! They’ve got all the music teachers,
shop instructors, home economics, small engines, etc

As a result, the one benefit of learning at home is that | have retained my culmra! lifestyle and | am
working for die community today.

[f you want to re-allocate the funding from rural to urban school districts; don't dig into my picket
doing it Thank you.

Respectfully submitted

Sincerely,

james Nathaniel Jr.
Environmental Coordinator

O BOX 6- (HATIKYITMK At ASKA » 9HR
phonp sir oiat/»in ¢ rAX sro-rdo
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TESTIMONY ~ AGAINST  CSSB36

In attempting to delve through the intricacies and complexities of this bill, many
guestions presented themselves. The first incongruity appeared in the explanation of
the purpose of this bill, where it is stated that It would allow for an equitable
level of educational opportunities for those students attending the public
echoes of the state. There is nothing more important than the children of Alaska,
ALL Alaska, NOT just the large urban areas which already reap the benefits of cit
and state programs that enrich, enable and enhance the city residents. 3é

ES NST represent a responsible approach to educating Alaskan children' A
broader and more equitable commitment is called for The argument is oft given that
we of the rural and bush areas of the state have chosen our places of residence,
lifestyles and hardships. On one hand that is correct, but financial circumstances have
also dictated some of those choices. For those of us who chose to remain in the
communities of our heritage, or who sought the quieter, "self-made" existences in rural
Alaska as pioneers, we also voluntarily accepted the hardships and reduction of
services that throughout this state’s history have led the way to eventual urban
development, oil, natural gas, mining and the development of other natural resources
that have increased the wealth and prosperity of the urban areas and the state as a
whole. Isn’t it funny that this prosperity failed to enrich many of those who were most
responsible. | just happen to have resided in the Delta-Greely REAA since 1977 and
mushed out to work daily from a home | built on a farm with NO road access. You all
seem to be assuring us "ruralites" that this bill does not provide for urban on the backs
of rural. CSSB_36 does just that! When was the last time an urban resident CHOSE
to have |NADEQUATE or UNSAFE housing, sanitation, or schooling, even for a
weekend or back-to-nature adventure. Rural Alaskan children, families and
educational employees live with those "handicaps” on a daily basis. You and your
McDowell Report claim that we ruralites and REAA's have not ﬁA|D our share, yet you
and your report neglect to show the PL874 monies that having a military installation
and it's inhabitants as a part of our school district have enabled us to return directly to
your coffers (90% of the total received), or the revenue (via taxes) that we never took
eventhough the oil pipeline runs directly through the middle of our community!

Page 15, line 10 « Allows REAA school boards to request that the legislature
incorporate their region as a municipality. Year after year | hear you, the legislators
espousing from a platform of less government and more local involvement and
control, particularly when it relates to our schools and our communities, so where is
that belief supported by CSSB 36? ' his community has revisited the issue of taxes
year after year and the residents have unanimously voted it downl| That should
remain our choice. NOT a mandate from the state! We have build our community to
represent our social, economic, and religious norms and mores The imminent
realignment of Ft G'eely, our largest local employer, has begun to, and will continue to
have devastating effects on our community. We have been struggling to raise
ourselves from the mire of economic chaos and personal repercussions to our jobs,
families, businesses, and institutions We have only received a shadow of the
promises of state help, yet we struggle on Our community's second largest employer
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has been the local school district and your inability to adequately fund education has
diminished those hours, benefits and jobs already. Now through this LL, you
intend to eradicate our district, melding it. under the auspices of CONSOL|DAT|6N
and EQU|TY with Alaska Gateway When | attended school, we were taught that the
benefits of our fight for democracy ended the dictates and mandates of a totalitarian
governmentl

lhave given my best efforts to the children of the Delta-G'eely School District in
the past 19 years as an educational support employee.  You agree that, "it takes a
vilage {community) to raise a child, you emphasize the importance of , “building
bridges between communities and schools". We are the bridges! As the educational
support staff, we live in our communities for the duration, we are the parents,
grandparents, employees, and school board members! We are the backbone of
education, communication, and politics in our communities. Even with 3 below cost-
of living increases in the past eight years, my dedication and expertise in my field have
rewarded me with a gross annual wage flat decrease of $3,500.00, (15%)'! My
scenario is the same across rural Alaska, yet you tell us , 'that we don't pay our

. n ]
share"? If we're talking FAIR SHARE , why not compare the school to-schoot,
urban-to-rural. curriculum, extra and co-curricular activities, and those benefits we
sweated to provide through ingenious, and creative grant writing

The legislature's inability to fully fund education has diminished our education
programs year-after-year On one hand you inundate us with the need for teacher,
school and student standards and accountability, whiie on mu omer hand, you
diminish our ability to achieve those standards. It seems rather sadistic to mel The
instructional program cannot continue to be cut while expecting to accomplish its
education mission! One would think that the adoption of student standards would go
hand-in-hand with an INCREASE in funding for the state's gifted and talented
programs and ‘jilingual education, silly me The 4.5% al located for gifted and
talented is based on an outdated "guess", and again does not take into account the
increases necessary due to the "improvements" in education derived from your
improved student and teacher standards. Once again the legislative "left hand" fails
to keep time with its "right hand"!

The Alaska Constitution requires that the Legislature establish and maintain a
system of PUBLIC It doesn't reference just urban schools, or those
with the larger VOTING population. | have already explained Deita's current and
future economic state of disaster. What happens when we are not able to fund
education with the $1, 607,38900 less that YOU intend tu graciously besiuw upur
iok and us io SHARE' Where have you calculated the costs of subsequent long-
term litigation?

CSSB 361s RURAL GENOCIDE!! piease DO NOT sacrifice our children
and their education for the VOTES of the masses!

Jackie Nelson-Lizardi

President, DGESPA

HC 60 Box 4180

Delta Jet., AK 99737

(907) 895-4217 fax (907) 895*4278



Hughes Tribal Council
Hut'odleekkaakk’et Tribe
P.O. Box 45029
Hughes, Alaska 99745
Ph. (907) 889-2239(35)
Pax (907) 889-2252

Members of House Hess:
Representative Green
Representative Bundle
Representative Vczey
Representative Dyson
Representative Porter
Representative Brice
Representative Kemplen
Fax Number (907) 456-3871

Esteemed House Members:

Thid village is in opposition of SB 36. Our school is important to us, and we feel
that legislation is taking our much needed funding. We don’t think that it’s fair to change
the funding formula, which the Supreme Court deemed fair in Matanuska-Susitna
Borough vs. State o fAlaska.

The base foundation unit formula hasn’t been changed for ten years, going up
only $1,000.00 in value since 1988. Woc leel that taking money from rural schools to
increase the urban school funding is wrong! Increasing the unit value from $61,000.00 to
a higher figure, to cover inflation rates for both urban and rural school districts is
preferable to SB 36’s funding recommendations, because when the McDowell Group did
the study to come up with this plan, they failed to factor in the higher cost of living in

rural areas.

Maintenance and operating costs are not high enough priority with SB 36
requiring 70% of the funding be spent on instruction. Please listen to our appeal to deal
fairly in this issue, instead oftaking from the rural schools and giving to the urban

schools! Wc demand fair treatment!

Sincerely,



04/01/1998 13:00 9078892231 HUGHEi; CLINIC PAGE O

Hughes Tribal Council
Hut’odleekkaakk’et Tribe
P.O. Sox 45029
Hughes, Alaska 99745
Ph. (907) 889-2239(35)
Fpx (907) 889-2252

Page 2: Members of House Hess, signatures
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APRIL 1, 1998

RE: OPPOSITION TO SB 36

Chair: HESS Committe,

This letter is to oppose passage of SB 36. Aside from the equity questions involved in
passing such a biii it is important io consider viiiage wide ramifications of depriving
rural Alaskan children a quality education. Our rural communities are already
struggling with cash shortages and to cut into education funds only places more
negative pressure on the viilage society.

SB 36 has potential to divide the various races of people in Alaska into racial groups
where minorities in Rural Alaska lose the educational tools to becoming effective
citizens in our society. This is the first step where the rich get richer and the poor get

poorer.

| would recommend that our legislators look at other options this year before changing
the funding formulas to solve budget issues and political party differences.

Thank-You for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,

Don Bremner
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LEGAL SERVICES

DIVISION OF LEGAL AND RESEARCH SERVICES
LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS AGENCY

(907) 465-3867 or 465-2450 STATE OF ALASKA
FAX (907; 465-2029
Mail Stop 3101

130 Seward Street, Suite 409
Juneau, Alaska 99801-2105

MEMORANDUM March 10, 1998
SUBJECT: Public school funding - (CSSB 36(FIN)) (Version "R")
TO: Senator John Tjrgerson

FROM: Michael F. Ford

Legislative Counsel

You have asked if CSSB 36(FIN), version "R", raises any constitutional issues. |believe
the bill as written does not violate the state or federal constitutions.

Under Article VII, sec. 1, ofthe Alaska Constitution the legislature is required to "establish
and maintain" a system ofpublic schools. However, in creating the public school system the
legislature has broad authority. Recently, the Alaska Supreme Court rejected a court
challenge to the existing system for funding public schools and also described the authority
ofthe legislature in creating apublic school system. In Matanuska-Susitna Bor, v. State 931
P.2d 391 (AK 1997), the court indicated that the legislature has wide latitude "in furthering
public policy objectives even when the means chosen may happen to have severely disparate
impacts on certain classes of taxpayers." In that case the court rejected an equal protection
challenge based on the fact that the law required a local contribution from some school
districts but not others. The court found that all that is required to pass constitutional review
is that there must be a "fair and substantial relationship” between the means chosen and the
ends achie’ id. Also a greater degree of over or under inclusiveness is tolerated in this
situation because the interests involved (tax equality) are at the low end of the scale of

protected interests.

In short, the legislature has broad latitude to fashion a public school funding plan and that
plan can tax different areas of the state at different levels or in different ways.

You have also asked if CSSB 36(FIN) violates any civil rights. | do not believe that it does.
Under 42 U.S.C. 2002 (The Civil Rights Act of 1964), discrimination on the basis ofrace,
color, or national origin is prohibited. | do not think that the provisions of CSSB 36(FIN)
discriminate on a race, color, or national origin basis. The only case in this state that | am
aware of in which civil rights were alleged to be violated by the state's public school
program was Tobeluk v. Lind. 589 P.2d 873 (Alaska 1979). In that case the complaint
concerned the failure of the state to provide schools in rural areas and one o f the issues raised
was an allegation of racial discrimination in violation 0f4.2 U.S.C. 2000d. However, the



Senator John Torgerson
March 10, 1998
Page 2

state settled that case without reaching the merits ofthe claimed discrimination. In the more
recent Matanuska case, the claims involved allegations that the existing funding formula
violated of the state equal protection clause, but that case did not raise civil rights violations.
The present funding formula in CSSB 36(FIN) does not allocate fundr, on the basis ofrace,
color, or national origin. As such, | do not think that any civil rights are violated by the bill.

Please contact me if you have further questions.

MFF:glc
98-156.glc



LEGAL SERVICES

DIVISION OF LEGAL AND RESEARCH SERVICES
LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS AGENCY
(907) 465-3867 or 465-2450 STATE OF ALASKA

FAX (907) 465-2029
Mail Stop 3101

130 Seward Street, Suite 409
Juneau, Alaska 99801-2105

MEMORANDUM March 25, 1998
SUBJECT: Public schools - (CSSB 36(FIN) am)
TO: Representative Con Bunde

Attn: Lynne Smith

FROM: Michael F. Ford
Legislative Counsel

I wanted to bring a title issue to your attention regarding the employment tax proposed in
amendment 0-LS0070VRA.9. Under article Il, section 13, of the Alaska Constitution the
subject of each bill is required to be expressed in the title. | wanted to warn you that it is
possible that the existing title of CSSB 36(FIN) am "relating to public schools" could be
found to be insufficient notice ofthe tax provisions contained in the amendment. There are
no cases that have interpreted this notice requirement by our Supreme Court.

This question could be avoided by amending the title to include reference to the employment
tax. As you know however, the uniform rules require suspension, when the title to a bill is
changed in the second house.

Please contact me if you have further questions.

MFF:glc
98-188.glc

Enclosure



LEGAL SERVICES

DIVISION OF LEGAL AND RESEARCH SERVICES
LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS AGENCY
(907) 465-3867 or 465-2450 STATE OF ALASKA

FAX (907) 465-2029
Mail Stop 3101

130 Seward Street, Suite 409
Juneau, Alaska 99801-2105

MEMORANDUM March 25, 1998
SUBJECT: Taxation in the unorganized borough - (CSSB 36(FIN) am))
TO: Representative Con Bunde

Attn: Lynne Smith

FROM: Michael F. Ford / OC r\
Legislative Counsel

You have asked if the legislature can impose a tax in the unorganized borough, as a local
contribution to public schools. | believe the legislature has this power.

Under article X, section 0, of the Alaska Constitution, the legislature has the authority to
"exercise any power or function in the unorganized borough which the assembly may
exercise in the organized borough.” 1 think this provision is quite clear. The legislature acts
as the assembly for the unorganized borough and can impose a tax on the residents of the
unorganized borough if it chooses to do so. Funds collected under the tax cannot, however,

be dedicated to public schools.

Please contact me it you have further questions.

MFF:jdr:glc
98-190.jdr
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AMENDMENT I

OFFERED IN THE HOUSE
TO: CSSB 36(FIN) am

Page 10, lines 7-9:

Delete "If it makes the district eligible for more state aid under the program, a district
may transmit, within two weeks after the 2G-school-day period ending the second Friday in

February, a similar report for that counting period."

Page 10, line 18:
Delete "periods"

Insert "period"”



10
1]

12

13
14
15
16
17

18
19
20
21
22

()-LSOO70\RA.*>
Ford

3/25/98

\'\1 F.NDM ENT *

OFFERED IN THE HOUSE
TO: CSSB 5t»iFINi am

Page |I. lines 12 - 14:
Delete all material and insen:
"(3) impose a public school local contribution requirement on regional

educational attendance areas by imposition of a three percent employment tax in the

unorganized borough."

Page 3. line 12:
Delete
Insen "
(31 the local contnbution of a regional educational attendance area is
equai to the employment tax imposed under AS 43.42 that is collected in the previous

fiscal year from individuals, including nonresidents, employed in the regional

educational attendance area."

Page 3. following line 24:
Insen a new subsection to read:
"(e) In the fiscai year following the fiscal year of collection, a regional
educational attendance area is, subject to appropriation, entitled to receive money

collected under AS 43.42 in that regional educational attendance area.”

Page 19, following line 26:
Insert a new bill section to read:
"* Sec. 32. AS 43 is amended by adding a new chapter to read:
Chapter 42. Unorganized Borcugh Employment Tax.

Sec. 43.42.010. Purpose; nonresident taxation. It is the purpose of this
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chapter to impose an employment tax on individuals who are employed in the
unorganized borough, including those individuals who are nonresidents who are
employed in the unorganized borough.

Sec. 43.42.020. Tax imposed. In each calendar year, there is levied an
employment tax upon each individual who receives compensation tor services
pert'ormed in the unorganized borough outside of a home rule or first class city as an
employee or receives self-employment earnings from business activities conducted in
the unorganized borough outside of a home rule or first class city. The tax on an
individual is three percent of

(1) compensation paid to that individual by an employer who has a
business situs in the unorganized borough outside of a home rule or first class city for
services performed in the unorganized borough outside of a home rule or first class
city in the calendar year as an employee of that employer:

(2) that individual's self-employment earnings from business activities
conducted in the unorganized borough outside of a home rule or first class city in the
calendar year.

Sec. 43.42.030. Determination of business situs. For purposes of
AS 45.42.020. an employer has a business situs in the unorganized borough outside
of a home rule or first class city if. at any time in the calendar year, an individual
performs services in the unorganized borough outside of a home rule or first class city
as an employee of that employer.

Sec. 43.42.035. Credit against tax. An individual is entitled to a tax credit
against the tax levied on the individual by this chapter equal to the amount paid by
the individual in taxes in a city or borough school district that is contributed to the
school district. An individual may claim a credit under this section by providing
proof of payment to the employer on a form approved by the Department of Labor
or by providing proof satisfactory to the Department of Labor of payment of the tax
in the city or borough school district.

Sec. 43.42.040. Collection, reporting, and remittance of tax on employee
compensation, (a) An employer making payment of compensation for services
performed in the unorganized borough outside of a home rule or first class city shall

withhold from the payment the tax levied by this chapter. Unless a credit is allowed

-
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under AS 43.42.035. the employer shall withhold three percent of each payment of
compensation and shall file a return and remit the taxes as required bv (b) or ic) of
this section.

ibi Except as provided :n io of this section, the return required by this
section must he tiled, and the withheld taxes remitted, hv the date the employer's
regular quarterly report of employment security contributions under AS 23.20 is
required to be tiled. The employer shall file a return by reporting amounts withheld
under this section during the preceding calendar quarter, and any additional
information required by regulation adopted under AS 43.42.050(a). to the Department
of Labor on forms provided by the Department of Labor together with the employer's
regular quarterly report of employment security contributions under AS 23.20. With
each return filed under this subsection, the employer shall remit the taxes required to
be withheld under this section during the preceding calendar quarter.

(¢) An employer who is required to withhold and remit taxes under this
section but who is not subject to the reporting requirements of AS 23.20 shall file a
return and remit the taxes as required by this subsection. On or before the last day
of the month following each calendar quarter in which taxes were withheld under this
section, the employer shall file with the department a return on forms provided Ly the
department and snail remit the taxes required to be withheld during the preceding
calendar quarter. In the return, the employer shall report amounts withheld under this
section during the preceding calendar quarter and any additional information required
by regulation adopted under AS 43.42.050(a).

Sec. 43.42.050. Administration of tax on employee compensation, iai
After consultation with the Department of Labor, the department shall prescribe, by
regulation, any additional information that must be included in a return filed under
AS 43.42.040 in order for the department to calculate, determine, collect, or enforce
the tax levied by this chapter. The Department of Labor shall include, on forms for
reporting under AS 23.20. space designated for reporting amounts withheld under
AS 43.42.040 and for providing any additional information required by department
regulations. The department shall coordinate with the Department of Labor to
maximize the use of existing reports to the department and to the Department of

Labor.
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ib) The Depanment ot Labor shall provide to the department the information
collected under AS 43.42.040 that relates to the tax levied by this chapter.

icl The Depanment of Labor shall repon to the depanment a failure of an
employer to timely repon or remit the tax levied by this chapter. The Depanment of
Labor may not use the provisions of AS 23.20 to enforce the collection or remittance
of the tax levied by this chapter. Reporting forms and other records relating to the
tax levied by this chapter that are maintained by the Depanment of Labor are prima
facie evidence of timely reponing and remittance, or failure to timely repon or remit.
under AS 43.42.040.

Sec. 43.42.060. Administration and payment of tax on self-employment
earnings, (a) An individual who is subject to the tax on self-employment earnings
levied by this chapter shall file a return with the department, and with the return shall
pay the tax. in the manner required by this section. The return must be filed on a
form provided by the department.

fb) The individual shall file a return for each calendar quarter in which the
individual had self-employment earnings and make a payment of three percent of the
individual's self-employment eamings in that quarter.

icl Returns must be filed and payments made, as required by ib) of this
section, on or before the following dates:

11) April 15. for the first calendar quarter of a year:

12) July 15. for the second calendar quarter of a year.

(31 October 15. for the third calendar quarter of a year:

(4) January 15 of the following year, for the fourth calendar quarter
of a year.

Sec. 43.42.070. Record of tax withheld from employees: refunds, (a) An
employer who withholds tax under AS 43.42.040 shall furnish to the employee before
February 1 of each calendar year a record of the amount of tax withheld from that
employee’s compensation in the preceding calendar year. The employer shall pay to
the department a penalty of S10 for each failure to provide the record required by this
subsection.

(b) On or before April 15 of a calendar year, an individual may file with the

department, on forms provided by the department, a claim for the refund of excess tax

-4
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withheld or paid tor the preceding calendar year. The individual shall attach the
records provided by employers or other proof of payment acceptable to the department
to support the refund claim.

Sec. 43.42.080. Disposition of and accounting for tax proceeds, tai The
money collected by the department under this chapter shall be deposited in the general
fund of the “tate. and the proceeds from the tax shall be separately accounted for by
regional educational attendance area. A regional educational attendance area is.
subject to appropriation, entitled to receive money collected under this chapter from
that area. The legislature may appropriate the estimated balance of the account to the
public school account established under AS 14.17.300.

(b) In this section, "regional educational attendance area" means an area of
the unorganized borough specified as an educational service area under
AS 14.08.031(a).

Sec. 43.42.090. Regulations. The department may adopt regulations to
interpret and implement this chapter.

Sec. 43.42.099. Definitions. In this chapter.

(1) '‘business activities" means activities or acts of a commercial,
occupational, professional, or like nature, that are engaged in or caused to be engaged
in with the object of financial or pecuniary gain, profit, or benefit: "business
activities" does not include

(A) providing services as an employee:

(B) furnishing or selling of property, services, substances, or
things by a person who does not represent to be regularly engaging in those
transactions:

(C) an individual's investment or banking activities relating to
that individual’s personal property:

(2) "calendar quarter" means each of the three-month periods ending
March 31, June 30, September 30, and December 31;

(3) "compensation for services" means gross wages, salaries, tips, and
other remuneration paid to an employee by an employer; "compensation for services"
does not include

(A) remuneration for attendance at events such as trade shows.
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convention”™. or educational or “cieniitlc workshops or seminars: or
'B) compensation earned by a prisoner under AS 33 at a rate
less than the minimum wage established under AS 23.10:
‘4. employer’ means a person making payment of compensation for
'emcee who required to deduct andwithhold incometaxes underprovisions or
26 S (' Interr.a; Revenue Code m
5 individual' means a natural person who was 19 vears of age '
older on Januarv | ot a calendar year:
bi 'self-emplovment earnings'means gross receipts from a business
activity that are not paid by an employer less the expensesincurred to producethe
gross receipts;

(7)"tax" means the employment tax levied by this chapter.”

Renumber the following bill sections accordingly.

Renumber internal references to bill sections in accordance with this amendment. Below are

all internal bill section references in this bill:

Page 1. line @&
Page 20. line 9
Page 20. line 14

Page 20. line 23
Page 20. line 24
Page 21. line s
Page 21. line 1l
Page 21. line 16
Page 21, line 20



Author: griffy@ alaska.net (Bob Griffiths) at CC2MHS1
Date: 3/30/98 3:02 PM
Subject: HB 375

Honorable Committee Member,
Our family would like to support passage of HB 375, as presented.

Seldom has the legislature had the opportunity to make as many positive changes
for Alaska's children in one package, as in this Bill.

A great deal of research and reflection went into drafting it. Social Service
Agencies, Foster Parents, Police, Judges and others were asked what the system
needed to get it back on track. Many of the recommendations of these people are

reflected in the Bill.

| also, have intimate experience in child advocacy and protection. As a 22 year
police veteran, and former criminal child abuse investigator, | have worked hand

in hand with DFYS, Prosecutors, parents and advocates in efforts to protect

hundreds of Alaska's children. I have witnessed children's intense emotional
trauma caused by parental domestic abuse on countless occasions, and been

powerless to intervene. Under existing statutes, as long as you don't cause
physical injury, there is, "No harm," done. And we wonder, "How to explain,"”

the homicidal tendencies of some of our children, such as the two pre-adolescent

cousins who killed 4 last week in Arkansas, or young Mr. Ramsey, here in our own
state.

As Licensed Foster Parents my wife and | have cared for eight different foster
children in our short, two year, experience. We now hope to adopt two of them.
We've worked closely with the Courts, CASAs, Social Workers, Therapists, and
Doctors. All of whom share frustrations with the existing, "System." In our

experience, we have witnessed the shortcomings of current law and Judicial Rules

and we embrace the changes presented in this Bill as NECESSARY and LONG OVERDUE.

Please proceed quickly to pass this bill out of committee, so that it may become

law this session!

Thank you for your consideration.
Bob Griffiths

[ = e G ] G ol Gl Jnd G o] G o] G el G el G ] G ] G o] G o] G ] G
Bob & Kathy Griffiths

23535 Blue Skies Drive

Chugiak, AK 99567

(907) 688-9463 [Home] or (907) 688-8888 [Fax]

e-mail: griffy@ alaska.net
<=>=LKEDEKCED=KEDELKEDELEDELCE DS DS DS D=L =D =L
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ANNIE M. JOHN
P.O. Box 9157
Nikolai* Alaska 99691

April 1,1998

Senators SCHouse of Representatives

State Capitol
Juneau, Alaska 99801

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:

I would like to express my opposition to Senate Bill 36 because our children
out here in the mral areas will feel the biggest impact if it passes. The bill
will force our schools to close and then where will the equity be as | keep
hearing that the specific purpose of SB36 is to solve the supposed inequity in
school funding. Our children have been having to make do with what little
funding they have and it would be shame to take away even more from them.
The funding that we currently have does not even cover extras sucli as fine
arts, music, and whatever else the urban kids take for granted. 1’ve always
believed that you all were elected to represent EVEI'YONE in the State and 1’ve
been getting more disillusioned lately listening to all that's been happening
down there in the legislature. What do we have to do to be treated as equals?
Please take us into consideration when SB36 comes up for a vote. Please

vote NO. Thank you.

Sincerely,

Annie M. John,
Advisory School Board Member & Concerned Parent

P.S. Please don’t play an April Pool’s Day joke on our kids. They deserve
better than that.

P

.03



ANN G. ALEXIA
P.O. Box 9126
Nikolai, Alaska 99691

April 1, 199B

Senators & House of Representatives

State Capitol
Juneau, Alaska 99801

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:

1 strongly oppose Senate Bill 36 because the Bill
will cause even more division between rural and
urban students and families. What kind of message
are we sending our children through passage of
bills such as these? What makes one class of
citizens better than the other? 1 personally think
that we, as Alaskan citizens, should be treated
equally and I°ve yet to see that. Our children do
not have the opportunities that urban children
enjoy because of the already Ilimited Tfunds that
we"ve been getting. We, and especially the
children, deserve better than that. Our kids don"t
even have opportunities for music lessons and other
fun things such as going to a museum, etc. I still
am not convinced that anything needs to be fixed -

instead 1 fTeel that battle Ilines are being drawn
even tighter between urban and rural. Let"s not
fix something that"s not broke. Please vote NO on

Senate Bill 36. Thank you!

Sincerely,

Ann G. Alexia,
Advisory School Board Member

REPRESENTATIVE IRENE NICHOLIA
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RESOLUTION B-

A RESOLUTION OPPOSING ALASKA SENATE BILLNO. 36 ENTITLED: AN ACT RELATINGTO
THE PUBLIC SCHOOL FUNDING PROGRAM; RELATING TO THE DEFINITIONOF A SCHOOL
DISTRICT, TO TUB TRANSPORTATION OF STUDENTS, TO SCHOOL DISTRICT LAYOFF
PLANS, TO THE SPECIALEDUCATION SERVICES AGENCY, AND TO THE CHILD CARE
GRANT PROGRAM; AND IROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE”

WHEREAS, The Native Village of Kwinhagak (NV*j AND City of Quiahagflk represents the political
interests and promotes the well-being of the Yup’ik Tribal connrniaity of Qumbagak, Alaska; and

WHEREAS, NVK’s and City’s role and responsibility includes advocating for the rigjits and interests of
the people of the region in pursuing governmental servicesto address their basic human needs and improve

thdr living conditions; and

WHEREAS, The mastimportantresource ofthe regionis its children andit is of critical importance to
prO\Kic foe the future and well-being of its chfldren through edocaiioa which ina basic human right
available to all children no matter where they live or what their ethic background is; and

WHKRRAR TKe Sfate Itf fhmtftj nod funded Rural Education Attendance Area School Districts to
enable equitable N0 fair access to education ofchildren Hvingin rural remote villages throughout Alaska;

and

WHEREAS, R " ication of the children through tbe Rural Education Attendance Area School Districts is
vital not only to provide for the fiiinre of the children, hrt also to maintain the indigcncus natrvt culture,
integrity, way of life, general weU-bcing and livelihood of the people throughout rural Alaska; and

WHEREAS, The people ofthe region need and require the saaao level of basic education services afforded
to all Alaskans; and

WHEREAS, The Alaska Stars Legislature intends to extinguish rural education funding through Senate Bill
36 which seeks to redistribute education funding dollars from rural school districts to urban schools,
redefining school district boundaries, proposing employment taxes of AV for districts without an economic
base, and redefining most education processes as we know them; and

WHEREAS, The NVK aal City lack the economic inSastructure and economicbase to beat theterden of
an employment tax to finance basic education and other basic human services; and

WHEREAS, Socfaa measure would cripple regions such as NVK and City, already experiencingan
economic disaster from recent fishery industry failures; and

WHEREAS, Passage of this bill will bavo long and drastic effects on the operations of the rend school
districts and the supportand assistance in all areas o feducation provided for the children of tbe region; and

DIZT/ZtH'UTEDb £y
REPRESENTATIVE IRENE NICHOLIA
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WHEREAS, Passage of this bill will also ball the cnonaoW academic progress oftbe dnldnm livingin
rural Atanlra In gmwa<i n frngtfomntir-vatk| Wafting, and in pfirtkadar, it will haltthe advancement of

knowledge, skills and abilities ofthe children and their future contribtaion to the general will-being aad
economy ofthe region; and

WHEREAS, The rural school districts are working diligently and successfully to support and assist in this
process.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, That the Council ofthe Native Village of Kwinhngik and
Council of City of Qoinhagdfc respectfully implores and requests OH Alaska State Legislature to icconskfer
its position and action towards the dukken of rural Alaska.

BE ITFURTHERRESOLVED, That the Council ofthe Native Village of Kwinhagak and Council of City
of Quinhagak hereby opposes passage of Senate Bill No. 36 by the Alaska State Legislature.

PASSED J fi” davof ) 1998. by ti»Cooacil with a duly constituted
quorum of members present. ,

CERTIFICATION:

tbaudm fis
SECRETARY PRESIDENT

SECRETARY
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April 1, 1998

Southwest

Reglon Health Education and Social Services Committee
Alaska State Capitol

School Juneau. Alaska 99801-1182

DIStrICt Dear Committee Members:

I received a fax from Representative Ivan M. Ivan
P.0.Box D0 regarding the opportunity for Public Testimony regarding
574 Kenny Witn Road SB 36. | am unable to participate in person so [ ask you to
Dillingham. Ak 99576 consider this letter mj testimony.

(907) 642-5207-Phone 1 urge you to consider an appropriate way to fund

(907;042-3420 - Fox education for all children in the State of Alaska. A formula
which re-distributes funds from one group of children to
another is wrong! All children In Alaska arc in need of an
education.  Please address the needs of all children and find
a way to increase funding to education. Again. | urge you
to “ote against any legislation that would give to one group
at th« expense of another and cau3e resentment between
rural and wurban areas.

Another issue that | would like to address is our need for a
new school here in Togiak. Our school was built in the 50's

Aleknagik and it is worn out. My custodian just dropped in my office

to teil me that the gym ceiling has new leaksthathe put
' . cans under to catch the water. This is just one of the many

Clark's Point problems that our 40+ year old buildinghas. Other
concerns are that the school is to closeto the seawall and

Ekwok subject :0 flooding. It is also within a few feet of the tank
farm.

Koliganek Please vote against SB 36 and for legislation that allows
funds to address the building needs of schools including
the new building in Togiak.

Manokotak .

RespectffiJllx,
New Stuyahok -

Karen Swenson
Portage Creek Principal
Togiak School

Togiak
Poat-ir Fax Note 7671
Twin Hills re<~JDkl'h zijdpag:
CoJOfA. I f 00 |_ |O
Phon« «
fm# * /
*"TvCYo

TOTAL P.O1
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M k 1621 TONGASS AVENUE SUITE 30t

POST OFFICE BOX 8340
KETCHIKAN. ALASKA 95901
PHONE: (907) 225-9658

FAX: (907) 225 2836

RAY GRIFFITH. Etf.D
SUPERINTENDENT

March 30.1998

House of Representatives
Alaska State Capital
Juneau, AK 99801-1182

Dear Representative:

As president of Southeast Island School District Board, | arc writing with serious anxiety about SB 36
and SB 337. Singly SB 36 would devitalize our district. If the Legislature chooses to combined the two

bills the devastation would be incomprehensible.

The board, as trustees take our role of providing education for the children in our communities very
seriously. Wc represent twelve communities with schools at the present rime. Our current duty and the
law require wc open and staff the twelve schools. The communities are entitled and the tenured staff have
contracts on the opening day. SB 36 docs not take into consideration the mandated opening of schools
under the present law. Without an amendment to SB 36, we would havt the schools open this August
with the teachers, students and needed supplies in place and then if the count was down in October the
school would be closed. This would leave us with unhoused students, angry parents, contracted teachers

and chaos in almost halfof our schools.

I rely on my experience as the first mayor serving five terms afler the incorporation of Coffinan Cove, a
second class city in 1989 to address SB 337. | am familiar with Title 29 and know Third Class Boroughs
were deleted from the law years ago. From what | gather in Title 29 is after incorporation ofa Third Class
Borough, an election takes place. Our REAA school board would be replaced by an assembly and mayor.
The mayor is the school board president and the assembly is the board. The assembly after the election
would pick the form of taxes the borough provides for the schools. The taxed communities arc those in
the former REAA with or without schools. The residents would be taxed if they had the schools surviving

SB 36 and niso if their schools were closed.

A Third Class Boiough would require an administrator, a staff, an office and equipment. The selected
taxation would be divided between the costs of the school district and borough. Two staffs unless the
Superman or Superwoman hired by the borough had the expertise in Local Government oud School
Administration. At the present rime we are moving Southeast Island School District’s District Office into
rooms adjacent to our only gym. in the largest school in the district. | have no idea whcic a free or another
inexpensive office space for a Third Class Borough would exist in our REAA.

We £x»re the pcrental loss ofour orcseut school board members who may select not to run because of the
added lot?! government resp.”rsi rilities and further erosion of our ability to provide education to the
children of our district. Please ionsider all the facts, you are about to implement a chain of events that
would devastate Southeast Island School District and the other REAAs. Please consider an amendment to
SB 36 that would provide feuding to cover the entire 98-99 school year. Then consider another

mechanism to provide for the fin'ding in the future.

Sincerely,

Pat Rowland
Chcir, Southeast Island Sehor i Board
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Rural Alaska
Community Action Program, Inc.

Testimony by the Rural Alaska Community Action Program, Inc.
Regarding Senate Bill 36
House HESS Committee Hearing, April 1,1998 - 3:00 pm

Chairman Bunde and Members of the House Committee on Health,
Education and Social Services, my name is Jeanine Kennedy, Executive
Director for the Rural Alaska Community Action Program, Inc. The mailing
address for the Rural Alaska Community Action Program, Inc., is 731 East

8th Avenue, Anchorage, Alaska.

The Rural Alaska Community Action Program, Inc is a private non-profit with
central offices in Anchorage. The-agency”*3fovides trainingHnfbrmationr~nd-
advocaoyMoL-communitie6-4ft--mratnAfaska. The main work of the Rural
Alaska Community Action Program, Inc is to administer Head Start and

Cs
Early Head Start programs in 32 villages statewide™ <

I am here to provide information about how the Rural Alaska Community
Action Program, Inc Board of Directors believes that the proposed SB 36

legislation is going to impact villages, children, and the state as a whole.

Senator Randy Phillips has said that the bill will achieve “simplicity, equity,
and accountability.” We believe the real issue is that urban schools are
needing and demanding more money for their operations and

administration, while rural schools are saying that current funding from the

Administration «P.0. Box 200908, Anchorage, Alaska 99520 « (907) 27511 « Fax (907) 278-2509
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Legislature is inadequate to cover their needyjAt the same time, the
legislative majority is in the middle of its five-year plan to cut the State

operating budget. /Ny fa + rJ ]ft

Senate Bill 36’s true goal is not “sirrfplicity, equity and accountability.”
If it were, the Legislature would approve an INCrease in funding of education
in bOth the rural and urban areas of the State. Instead, the Legislature is
proposing to take money from one area of the State and give it to another
area. Inshort, the proposed changes to the education foundation formula
are nothing more than a redistribution of existing dollars in a fashion that is

rapidly creating divisiveness among all of Alaska's citizens.

We live in one of the richest states in the nation with among the lowest
of resident populations. We are a state that does not impose an income tax.
This is a state where the major urban center, Anchorage does not even
have a sales tax. This is a state that has over $23 b||||0n dollars in savings.
Itis therefore stunning to see the Legislature proposing to cut funding for our
children’s future in a manner that, if it is carried out as proposed, will have
the effect of undermining our education system in drastic ways. This is not
right, it is not simple, itis not equitable and it shows that the Legislature
does not believe there is any need to be accountable to rural residents who
have children in school. The message that is coming from the Legislature is

that money is more important than children.

The assets that need protection are our children. Alaska’s children

are the state’s investment and its dividend. Children are Alaska’s greatest



assets - yet ihis Legislature proposes to treat them as troublesome
liabilities. The impacts of Senate Bill 36 will be devastating. The impacts of
the cuts in rural schools will mean that the number of students per teacher
will rise dramatically. If 1.5 positions were cut from East Anchorage High
School, for example, it would mean the redistribution of students among
dozens of classes. When you cut 1.5 positions in a village school, it could
mean one teacher, instead of two. That one teacher will be responsible for
teaching 43 students in one class that includes children from Grades 1-12.
Costs in rural areas are much higher than they are in urban areas. RurAL
CAP administers Head Start programs, much of the food for the programs is
purchased in Anchorage and then shipped to rural sites - the cost of the
freight doubles the costs of the food. The same must be true for other

needs of schools in rural communities compared to an urban center like

Anchorage.

The proposals contained within Senate Bill 36 are examples of poor
public policy. This bill makes the poorest of Alaska’s poor pay for education
In communities that contain people with greater advantages in the way of
infrastructure that ultimately benefits local schools. Is it “fair’ or "equitable”
that the children who need the most help, who have the lowest test scores,
v/ho live in the most poverty, are the ones who will lose the most? Is it fair
to take opportunities from one child in order to provide an even greater

advantage to another child?

The RurAL CAP Board requests and urges that the Legislature

consider more carefully the impacts of what you are doing to the whole



state. What may serve in the short term politically is short-sighted socially
and economically. Thank you for this opportunity to share the views of the

Board of Directors of the Rural Alaska Community Action Program, inc.
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Hughes Tribal Council
Hut’odleekluakk’et Tribe
P.O. Box 45029
Hughes, Alaska 99745

Ph. (907) 889-2239(35)
Fax (907) 889-2252

Members of House Hess:
Representative Green
Representative Bundle
Representative Vezey
Representative Dyson
Representative Porter
Representative Brice
Representative Kcmplen
Fax Number (907) 456-3871

Esteemed House Members:

This village is in opposition of SB 36. Our school is important to us, and we feel
that legislation is taking our much needed funding. We don’t think that it’s lair to change
the funding formula, which the Supreme Court deemed fair in Matanuska-Susitna

Borough vs. State o fAlaska.

The base foundation unit formula hasn’t been changed for ten years, going up
only $1,000.00 in value since 1988. We feel that taking money from rural schools to
increase the urban school funding is wrong! Increasing the unit value from $61,000.00 to
a higher figure, to cover inflation rates for both urban and rural school districts is
preferable to SB 36’s funding recommendations, because when the McDowell Group did
the study to come up with this plan, they fuiled to factor in the higher cost of living in

rural areas.

Maintenance and operating costs are not high enough priority with SB 36
requiring 70% of the funding be spent on instruction. Please listen to our appeal to deal
tairly in this issue, instead of taking from the rural schools and giving to the urban

schools! We demand fair treatment!
Sincerely,

'"M/ScOa i Tnibof?
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Hughes Tribal Council
Hut’odleekkaaZck’et Tribe
P.O. Box 45029
Hughes, Alaska 99745
Ph. (907) 889*2239(35)
Fax (907) 889-2252

Page 2: Members of House Hess, signatures
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PETITION AGAINST
SENATE BILL 36

WE, THE UNDERSIGNED, STRONGLY OBJECT TO SENATE BILL 36.
THIS BILL IS UNJUST AND PROMOTES ONE CLASS OF PEOPLE OVER
ANOTHER. THESE REDUCTIONS TO OUR RURAL SCHOOLS WILL HARM
OUR CHILDREN FOR GENERATIONS. IT IS NOT POSSIBLE TO PROVIDE
QUALITY EDUCATION IN THE RURAL AREAS WITHOUT ADEQUATE
AND APPROPRIATE FUNDING.

TO TAX PEOPLE WHO ARE ALREADY LIVING BELOW THE POVERTY
LEVEL IS TO BE IGNORANT OF THE REALITY THAT EXISTS IN RURAL
ALASKA. TO FURTHER PUNISH RURAL ALASKANS BY TAKING AWAY
MUCH NEEDED EDUCATIONAL FUNDING PROMOTES AND WIDENS THE
GAP BETWEEN THE “HAVES” AND “THE HAVE NOTS".

SB 36 WILL DOOM GENERATIONS OF RURAL CHILDREN TO A LIFE OF
EDUCATIONAL SHORTCOMINGS AND THE INABILITY TO COMPETE
EQUALLY FOR JOBS AND SCHOLARSHIPS.

WE STAND UNITED AGAINST SB 36 AND URGE THE ALASKA
LEGISLATURE TO STAND WITH RURAL ALASKA AND DEFEAT THIS

BILL.
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STUDENTS AGAINST SB 36

5
WE, THE UNDERSIGNED STUDENTS OF
MENTASTA LAKE KATIE JOHN SCHOOL,
STRONGLY OBJECT TO SENATE BILL 36.

SB 36 DOESN'T PROMOTE EQUALITY OF
EDUCATION IN THE STATE OF ALASKA. IT IS
NOT POSSIBLE TO HAVE QUALITY EDUCATION
IN THE RURAL AREAS WHEN THE RURAL
SCHOOLS ARE LEFT WITHOUT ADEQUATE
FUNDING, STAFF, AND SUFFICIENT RESOURCES.

THIS BILL PLACES ALL RURAL STUDENTS ON
UNEQUAL FOOTING WITH URBAN/CITY
STUDENTS. WE DO NOT HAVE THE SAME
AVAILABLE TEXTS, STAFF, RESOURCES, OR
EVEN BUILDINGS AND ACTIVITIES. THE URBAN
AND CITY SCHOOLS HAVE SO MUCH MORE THAN
WE HAVE ALREADY. YOU ARE DISCRIMINATING
AGAINST US. WE URGE YOU TO DEFEAT SB 36.

SIGNATURE PRINTED NAME GR
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PETITION AGAINST
SENATE BILL 36

WE, THE UNDERSIGNED, STRONGLY OBJECT TO SENATE BILL 36.
THIS BILL IS UNJUST AND PROMOTES ONE CLASS OF PEOPLE OVER
ANOTHER. THESE REDUCTIONS TO OUR RURAL SCHOOLS WILL HARM
OUR CHILDREN FOR GENERATIONS. IT IS NOT POSSIBLE TO PROVIDE
QUALITY EDUCATION IN THE RURAL AREAS WITHOUT ADEQUATE

AND APPROPRIATE FUNDING.

TO TAX PEOPLE WHO ARE ALREADY LIVING BELOW THE POVERTY
LEVEL IS TO BE IGNORANT OF THE REALITY THAT EXISTS IN RURAL
ALASKA. TO FURTHER PUNISH RURAL ALASKANS BY TAKING AWAY
MUCH NEEDED EDUCATIONAL FUNDING PROMOTES ANQ WIDENS THE
GAP BETWEEN THE *“HAVES" AND “THE HAVE NOTS”.

SB 36 WILL DOOM GENERATIONS OF RURAL CHILDREN TO A LIFE OF
EDUCATIONAL SHORTCOMINGS AND THE INABILITY TO COMPETE
EQUALLY FOR JOBS AND SCHOLARSHIPS.

WE STAND UNITED AGAINST SB 36 AND URGE THE ALASKA
LEGISLATURE TO STAND WITH RURAL ALASKA AND DEFEAT THIS

BILL.



PETITION AGAINST
SENATE BILL 36

WE, THE UNDERSIGNED, STRONGLY OBJECT TO SENATE BILL 36.
THIS BILL IS UNJUST AND PROMOTES ONE CLASS OF PEOPLE OVER
ANOTHER. THESE REDUCTIONS TO OUR RURAL SCHOOLS WILL HARM
OUR CHILDREN FOR GENERATIONS. IT IS NOT POSSIBLE TO PROVIDE
QUALITY EDUCATION IN THE RURAL AREAS WITHOUT ADEQUATE
AND APPROPRIATE FUNDING.

TO TAX PEOPLE WHO ARE ALREADY LIVING BELOW THE POVERTY
LEVEL IS TO BE IGNORANT OF THE REALITY THAT EXISTS IN RURAL
ALASKA. TO FURTHER PUNISH RURAL ALASKANS BY TAKING AWAY
MUCH NEEDED EDUCATIONAL FUNDING PROMOTES ANQ WIDENS THE
GAP BETWEEN THE “HAVES” AND “THE HAVE NOTS”.

SB 36 WILL DOOM GENERATIONS OF RURAL CHILDREN TO A LIFE OF
EDUCATIONAL SHORTCOMINGS AND THE INABILITY TO COMPETE
EQUALLY FOR JOBS AND SCHOLARSHIPS.

WE STAND UNITED AGAINST SB 36 AND URGE THE ALASKA

"LEGISLATURE TO STAND WITH RURAL ALASKA AND DEFEAT THIS
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PETITION AGAINST
SENATE BILL 36

WE, THE UNDERSIGNED, STRONGLY OBJECT TO SENATE BILL 36.
THIS BILL IS UNJUST AND PROMOTES ONE CLASS OF PEOPLE OVER
ANOTHER. THESE REDUCTIONS TO OUR RURAL SCHOOLS WILL HARM
OUR CHILDREN FOR GENERATIONS. IT IS NOT POSSIBLE TO PROVIDE
QUALITY EDUCATION IN THE RURAL AREAS WITHOUT ADEQUATE

AND APPROPRIATE FUNDING.

TO TAX PEOPLE WHO ARE ALREADY LIVING BELOW THE POVERTY
LEVEL IS TO BE IGNORANT OF THE REALITY THAT EXISTS IN RURAL
ALASKA. TO FURTHER PUNISH RURAL ALASKANS BY TAKING AWAY
MUCH NEEDED EDUCATIONAL FUNDING PROMOTES ANQ WIDENS THE
GAP BETWEEN THE “HAVES” AND “THE HAVE NOTS".

SB 36 WILL DOOM GENERATIONS OF RURAL CHILDREN TO A LIFE OF
EDUCATIONAL SHORTCOMINGS AND THE INABILITY TO COMPETE
EQUALLY FOR JOBS AND SCHOLARSHIPS.

WE STAND UNITED AGAINST SB 36 AND URGE THE ALASKA
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PETITION AGAINST
SENATE BILL 36

WE, THE UNDERSIGNED, STRONGLY OBJECT TO SENATE BILL 36.
THIS BILL IS UNJUST AND PROMOTES ONE CLASS OF PEOPLE OVER
ANOTHER. THESE REDUCTIONS TO OUR RURAL SCHOOLS WILL HARM
OUR CHILDREN FOR GENERATIONS. IT IS NOT POSSIBLE TO PROVIDE
QUALITY EDUCATION IN THE RURAL AREAS WITHOUT ADEQUATE
AND APPROPRIATE FUNDING.

TO TAX PEOPLE WHO ARE ALREADY LIVING BELOW THE POVERTY
LEVEL IS TO BE IGNORANT OF THE REALITY THAT EXISTS IN RURAL
ALASKA. TO FURTHER PUNISH RURAL ALASKANS BY TAKING AWAY
MUCH NEEDED EDUCATIONAL FUNDING PROMOTES ANQ WIDENS THE
GAP BETWEEN THE “HAVES” AND “THE HAVE NOTS”".

SB 36 WILL DOOM GENERATIONS OF RURAL CHILDREN TO A LIFE OF
EDUCATIONAL SHORTCOMINGS AND THE INABILITY TO COMPETE
EQUALLY FOR JOBS AND SCHOLARSHIPS.

WE STAND UNITED AGAINST SB 36 AND URGE THE ALASKA
LEGISLATURE TO STAND WITH RURAL ALASKA AND DEFEAT THIS

BILL.
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PETITION AGAINST
SENATE BILL 36

WE, THE UNDERSIGNED, STRONGLY OBJECT TO SENATE BILL 36.
THIS BILL IS UNJUST AND PROMOTES ONE CLASS OF PEOPLE OVER
ANOTHER. THESE REDUCTIONS TO OUR RURAL SCHOOLS WILL HARM
OUR CHILDREN FOR GENERATIONS. IT IS NOT POSSIBLE TO PROVIDE
QUALITY EDUCATION IN THE RURAL AREAS WITH~..T ADEQUATE
AND APPROPRIATE FUNDING.

TO TAX PEOPLE WHO ARE ALREADY LIVING BELOW THE POVERTY
LEVEL IS TO BE IGNORANT OF THE REALITY THAT EXISTS IN RURAL
ALASKA. TO FURTHER PUNISH RURAL ALASKANS BY TAKING AWAY
MUCH NEEDED EDUCATIONAL FUNDING PROMOTES ANQ WIDENS THE
GAP BETWEEN THE “HAVES” AND “THE HAVE NOTS”.

SB 36 WILL DOOM GENERATIONS OF RURAL CHILDREN TO A LIFE OF
EDUCATIONAL SHORTCOMINGS AND THE INABILITY TO COMPETE
EQUALLY FOR JOBS AND SCHOLARSHIPS.

WE STAND UNITED AGAINST SB 36 AND URGE THE ALASKA
LEGISLATURE TO STAND WITH RURAL ALASKA AND DEFEAT THIS

BILL.
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PETITION AGAINST
SENATE BILL 36

WE, THE UNDERSIGNED, STRONGLY OBJECT TO SENATE BILL 36.
THIS BILL IS UNJUST AND PROMOTES ONE CLASS OF PEOPLE OVER
ANOTHER. THESE REDUCTIONS TO OUR RURAL SCHOOLS WILL HARM
OUR CHILDREN FOR GENERATIONS. IT IS NOT POSSIBLE TO PROVIDE
QUALITY EDUCATION IN THE RURAL AREAS WITHOUT ADEQUATE
AND APPROPRIATE FUNDING.

TO TAX PEOPLE WHO ARE ALREADY LIVING BELOW THE POVERTY
LEVEL IS TO BE IGNORANT OF THE REALITY THAT EXISTS IN RURAL
ALASKA. TO FURTHER PUNISH RURAL ALASKANS BY TAKING AWAY
MUCH NEEDED EDUCATIONAL FUNDING PROMOTES AND WIDENS THE
GAP BETWEEN THE “HAVES” AND “THE HAVE NOTS”.

SB 36 WILL DOOM GENERATIONS OF RURAL CHILDREN TO A LIFE OF
EDUCATIONAL SHORTCOMINGS AND THE INABILITY TO COMPETE
EQUALLY FOR JOBS AND SCHOLARSHIPS.

WE STAND UNITED AGAINST SB 36 AND URGE THE ALASKA
LEGISLATURE TO STAND WITH RURAL ALASKA AND DEFEAT THIS

BILL
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PETITION AGAINST
SENATE BILL 36

WE, THE UNDERSIGNED, STRONGLY OBJECT TO SENATE BILL 36.
THIS BILL IS UNJUST AND PROMOTES ONE CLASS OF PEOPLE OVER
ANOTHER. THESE REDUCTIONS TO OUR RURAL SCHOOLS WILL HARM
OUR CHILDREN FOR GENERATIONS. IT IS NOT POSSIBLE TO PROVIDE
QUALITY EDUCATION IN THE RURAL AREAS WITHOUT ADEQUATE
AND APPROPRIATE FUNDING.

TO TAX PEOPLE WHO ARE ALREADY LIVING BELOW THE POVERTY
LEVEL IS TO BE IGNORANT OF THE REALITY THAT EXISTS IN RURAL
ALASKA. TO FURTHER PUNISH RURAL ALASKANS BY TAKING AWAY
MUCH NEEDED EDUCATIONAL FUNDING PROMOTES ANQ WIDENS THE
GAP BETWEEN THE “HAVES” AND “THE HAVE NOTS”.

SB 36 WILL DOOM GENERATIONS OF RURAL CHILDREN TO A LIFE OF
EDUCATIONAL SHORTCOMINGS AND THE INABILITY TO COMPETE
EQUALLY FOR JOBS AND SCHOLARSHIPS.

WE STAND UNITED AGAINST SB 36 AND URGE THE ALASKA
--LEGISLATURE TO STAND WITH RURAL ALASKA AND DEFEAT THIS
BILL.
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M cD ow el Consulting and Research in Economics, Business and Marketing
G

March 27, 1998

The Honorable Con Bunde

Chair

Health, Education and Social Services Committee
House of Representatives

Alaska State Legislature

State Capitol, Room #104

Juneau, Alaska 99801

Dear Representative Bunde:

At Senator Randy Phillips' request, we are responding to Department of Education
testimony during your committee's hearing on education funding. We were asked to address

two issues.

Using the Anchorage Consumer Price Index (CPI) to Adjust District Cost Factors

Our response is that DOE testimony was accurate; the CPl would be useful if the legislature
wished to inflation proof all districts' cost factors. The CPI is a measure of price inflation
for household goods and services from year to year in Anchorage. The CPI does not measure
differences in costs among different locations in Alaska, nor does it necessarily reflect
changes in school costs. That is why it could be used only to make approximate
adjustments for inflation for all education spending, but not to make any specific district-
to-district changes. If the leg! dature chooses, as a matter of policy, to adjust school funding
for inflation, a more appropriate use of the CPl would be to adjust the amount of Basic

Need per student.

Updating District Cost Factors

Updates are not as simple as plugging in new cost numbers and calculating new DCFs. That
was the basis for our statement that DOE can't apply the methodology we used. This
doesn't mean new DCFs can't be calculated.

DCFs can be updated by repeating the research process for the building blocks that lead to the
DCFs. The building blocks are instructional, administrative and non-personal services costs
plus enrollment by school. This process takes three steps. First, DOE would have to repeat
the analysis with updated instructional, administrative and non-personal services costs and
arrive at per student costs for all three. Second, these costs would then be compared to
costs in all other districts so their relative values are determined. Third, the weighted
expenditures of each district would be calculated and then combined to have a single DCF
represent the weighted outcome of the three expenditure categories on a per student basis.

416 Harris, Suite 301 + Juneau, AK 99801 P.O. Box 21009
Junoau, AK 99802

(907) 586-6126 » Fax (907) 586-2673



As you may recall, the study draft had a factor for each of the three cost categories. Then
we combined administration and nonpersonal services in a supplemental summary to the
report, reducing the number of factors to two. In the final report, for simplicity, we
combined them into one factor, the DCF. None of these combinations changed the results in

any way. They just simplified the numbers.

DOE would need to repeat both the research  ocess and the calculating methodology, not
just the methodology. By a regular process of updating ongoing data bases and improving
accounting definitions, the research process can be an integral part of district reporting to

DOE.

We hope these comments answer your questions. Please feel free to call with any further
guestions regarding the Alaska School Operating Cost Study.

David Teal
Project Manager

cc: Senator Randy Phillips



M cD ow ell Consulting and Research in Economics, Business and Marketing
a

r o uop

February 27, 1998

Mr. Jerry Burnett

Project Manager
Legislative Budget & Audit Committee

RE: Alaska School Operating Cost Study
RFP Number LBA972

The February 12 supplement to the Alaska School Operating Cost Study
explained how to apply the methods *:nd results presented in the January 31
draft report. This letter responds to a request by the Legislative Budget & Audit
Committee to further simplify the application of study results by computing
District Cost Factors (DCFs) that could be applied in the same way that Area

Cost Differentials (ACDs) are applied under current law.

We computed DCFs by blending adjustment factors for the two components—
level costs—described in the February 12

school level costs and district
incorporated into the

supplement. These blended adjustment factors were
Senate Finance Committee Substitute for SB36. A listing of computational steps

to obtain the DCFs is followed by a discussion of issues related to the adjustment

process.

Computational Steps to Obtain the DCFs that Appear in CSSB36

Note: Readers should have Table 1 available for reference when reviewing these
steps.

1. Use FY96 District Financial Reports to categorize expenditures as
"School Level" or “District Level.” These categories correspond to the
school-level and district-level portions of Basic Need as described in the
February 12 supplement to the draft report. There were three expenditure
categories in the January 31 report—Instructional, Administrative and
Nonpersonal Services. The supplement combined administrative and
nonpersonal services expenditures to form a single “district level” category in
order to simplify the process. Combining the administrative and nonpersonal
services categories does not change the results. The “instructional,” or

P.O. 80x21C09

416 Hams, Suile 301 « Juneau, AK 99801
Juneau. AK S9802

(907)586-6126 « Fax (907) 586-2673



School
Olafrict

Total

Atsslca Galeway
AleutanRe”on
Aieutans East
Anchorage
Annette Island
Bering Strut
Bristol Bay
Chatiam
Chugsch
Copper River
Cordova

Craig City
DeftaiGroefy
Oenal
Dilngyiam
Fsirtarvts
Galena

Haines

Hoonah
Hydacug
kstanod

juneau

Kane
Kashurwnut
Kanat
Ketchikan
Wewock

Kodak

Kuspdc

Lake & Penruua
Lower Kuskokwim
Lower Yliron
Matanuska
Nanana

Nome

Norm Slope
Nortrwest Arctc
Petcan
PetersOcrg
Pnixiol

Sites

Soutieast Island
Southeast
StMeryj
Tanana
U.tahske
Valdai
Wrangel
Yakutal

Ytiton Rats
Yiiton KoysJnJr
Yuput

Notes to CoJurms:

@

FY95
School
Loval

ExoandKuraa

S$20.1S3.619

3.383.237
241.331
2,725.185
2CA4.656.237
2.307.088
12.001,325
1.907,214
2.425.834
819.938
3.521.743
2,343.301
2.068,793
4.623.322
2247.675
3.285.484
73.318.095
1.144.490
2109,541
1.683.254
825.092
3.311.560
27,774.376
1,105.720
1.254.897
50.069.736
11.984.891
1.388.809
13.870.675
3.842.341
4.088.046
25.266.103
11.090.504
60.149.439
966.741
3,794.923
21.098.634
10.356.346
380.829
3.425293
1,539.483
8,606.580

T47.741 .

2.349.919
4.919.667

849.891

637,915
2052.786
3.287.028
2.849.203
1,131.519
3.631.140
4,739.339
2739.526

12)

FYoB
Oletrlct
Level
Expenditures

273.597,853

23-12.683
338.020
2815.474
60,739.979
1.337.936
9.913.136
1,278,083
1.365.276
853.209
2088.799
1.234.914
1.165,729
2210.285
1.376.955
1.519.182
25,762163
1,398.926
1.081,674
1225.838
733.538
2770.038
8.268.552
932233
1.275.822
21.684.370
4.637,616
949.928
6270,693
2176.038
4,117,753
18.103.4C0
7.625.500
16,739.432
698.770
2369.417
17.888.563
10.363,407

299.649 .

1,616.758
1,081,003
2544.389

671,033
1.632.824
3,750.921

616.306

923.540
1.331.089
2.105.415
1,125.919

819.036
2.969.949
3.986.450
2621.026

(1)and(2):lrom 1396 School Dlstlct Financial Reports.
(5): from Tabl* 2.1. AH itt School Operating Cost Slutiy.
(6): Become no dstncMevet expendturn tints ore Imposed, the wetgnted Impact Is cctxm (3) dmes coum (S).

(7): Curent Basic Need Is dotermrnod by applying eta easing sue fortress and ACOs to saiaent corns in each Ostncl

(9): Revised Basic Need Is coUmn (6) times coUm (7).
(9): Per sajdenl Basic Need Is determined oy dvtdng colLsnn (8) by Cte sue-adyuted studcm cotstt In eacn dsJict

®

FY98
School
Level

Expenditures

69.56%

59.09%
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68.39%
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3604%
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52.70%
60.96%
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55.01%
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Table 1
Compulation of District Cost Factors Incorporating the Impacts of Size and Location
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36.04%
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11% 8% 17.242.789
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-10% -6% 41.520.246
-12% -7% 20.653.909
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33239.081
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2.513.258
70.610.863
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1.926.635
22099.463
6.539.274
8.191.150
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1.653.517
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20226.093
22409.884
494.443
5.347,069
2370.572
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5.502 0686 1.0CO
5.920 0954 1.046
9.441 1521 1.658
8.502 1.370 1.502
8.313 1339 1.469
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“school level" category remained separate. FY96 school-level and district-
level expenditures are shown in columns 1 and 2 of Table 1.

Determine the proportion of each district's spending in each of the two
categories. This step simply describes school-level and district-level
expenditures in percentage terms. (See columns 3 and 4 of Table 1.)

Determine weighted changes in Basic Need for each district. Applying
the existing size formula and ACDs in existing legislation to each district’s
student population produces a level of Basic Need that serves as a basis for
comparison. This step uses the “Combined Impact of Count and Size
Revisions" numbers from Table 2.1 in the January 31 report to determine
weighted changes from *“current” Basic Need.l1l The weighted changes are

obtained by

1) multiplying the proportion of school level costs for each district by the
impact of revised counting method and size factors as shown in column 5

of Table 1, .
+]*

2) multiplying the proportion of district level costs by the impact of any
adjustments to district level costs,2then

3) summing the two parts to obtain a total impact (shown in column 6).

Determine revised Basic Need (column 8) by adjusting “current” Basic
Need (column 7) perthe number (column 6) determined in the prior step.
Current Basic Need is the amount obtained by applying existing size factors
and ACDs to the schools in the database. Revised Basic Need is obtained by
increasing or reducing current Basic Need as indicated by the weighted

change in column 6.

Determine the per-student Basic Need for each district (column 9) by
dividing Revised Basic Need (column 8) by the adjusted student count
for each district. The adjusted student counts are obtained by applying the

1 “Count revisions"” refer to the method of counting students. Current law counts students in
“Funding Communities" which are identical to single schools in some cases but which are groups
of schools, rather than single schools, in other cases. The proposed size formula produces
separate student counts for each school. “Size revisions” refer to the specific factors used to
aJjust the actual student count to compensate for higher per-student operating costs in smaller
schools. Each of these impacts was computed in the January 31 report, as was the combined
impact of the two changes to the existing "'size conversion" formula.

2The January 31 report limited expenditures in some districts (as described in the report). Those
limitations were omitted from the process of determining District Cost Factors per instructions
from the Senators preparing legislation. The impact of omitting the expenditure limitations is that
districts with relatively high per-student expenditures have higher DCFs than they would have if
the limitations were applied. The expenditure limitations are also omitted from the DCFs
described in this letter. Our understanding is that expenditure limitations may be addressed by

other means.
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size formula (Table Il of the February 12 supplement) to the student counts
for each school in each district.

6. Determine “multipliers” (column 10) by dividing each district’s per-
student Basic Need (column 9) by the statewide average per-student
Basic Need ($6,206, as shown in column 9). Four Southeast
communities— Sitka, Ketchikan, Wrangell and Petersburg—had multipliers
slightly lower than the multiplier for Anchorage. Multipliers for these
communities were set equal to the Anchorage multiplier so that Anchorage
could be used as a base in the normalization process described in the

following step.

Normalize the multipliers to obtain District Cost Factors (column 11).
Normalization refers to the process of dividing each district’'s multiplier by the
smallest of the dist ct multipliers so that the smallest District Cost Factor
equals 1.000. The pucess does not change the results; it simply makes the
DCFs easier to interpret because no DCF is less than 1.000.

As an example, 59% of Alaska Gateway’s expenditures in FY96 were in the
school-level category while 41% were in the district-level category (columns 3
and 4). The January 31 report showed that a school-based student count (as
opposed to the existing funding community-based count) and the revised school
size adjustment formula would reduce the district's adjusted student count
(compared to the count obtained by applying the existing formula) by 16%. A
16% reduction applied to 59% of expenditures is equivalent to a 9% reduction of
total expenditures (column 6). This 9% reduction applied to current Basic Need
(column 7) gives a revised Basic Need level of $6.1 million, or $7,308 per
adjusted student count (columns 8 and 9). This per-student Basic Need is 18%
above the statewide average of $6,206 (column 10). Dividing the 1.178 Alaska
Gateway multiplier by the Anchorage multiplier (.912) produces a District Cost

Factor of 1.291, as shown in column 11.
District Cost Factors are intended to be applied as follows:

Apply the size adjustment formula (Table Il in the February 12 supplement) to
each school to obtain size-adjusted student counts.

2. Sum the size-adjusted student counts within each district.

3. Multiply the district student counts by the appropriate District Cost Factor to

obtain “size and location” adjusted student counts.
Multiply these adjusted student counts by the per-student value for Basic

Need specified in statute to obtain total Basic Need for each district.



Mr. Jerry Burnett 4 02/27/98

Conceptual Issues

The district-level ACDs shown in Table V of the supplement are generally larger
than District Cost Factors because ACDs apply only to district level costs (that is,
district administration and nonpersonal services expenditures) but not to school
level costs. Use of the ACDs presented in the supplement would require
separation of state aid into two components and would produce two different
adjustments of student counts (ADM). DCFs produce a single adjusted student
count and eliminate the requirement to separate state aid into two components.
Conversion from district-level ACDs discussed in the supplement to DCFs clearly
simplifies the adjustment process, and does so without changing the Basic Need

levels described in the February 12 supplement.

Although the DCFs may be applied in the same manner as existing ACDs, they
are fundamentally different in principle. ACDs is existing law are based only on

unit price differences (e.g., the cost of fuel in dollars per gallon) while DCFs are

much more comprehensive and reflect per-student differences -in district

operating costs.

The DCFs reflect not only relative prices of goods in districts, but also the

number of students, dispersion of schools, costs of travel and other factors that
affect district operating costs. Because the DCF reflects factors other than prices
of goods, neighboring districts will not necessarily have similar DCFs. As
described in the January 31 report, existing ACDs appear to have
undercompensated several rural districts for administrative and nonpersonal

services costs.

Haines and Skagway can be used to illuSi' ate the difference in concepts. The
two school districts are close (geographically) and have roughly equivalent
access via highway, air and water. They can be expected to have rough'y
equivalent prices and, therefore, similar ACDs. However, Skagway has fewer
students over which to spread district operating costs. This means, for example,
that if Skagway spends $200,000 annually ori salaries for district administration
while Haines spends $400,000, the per-student cost of administration in
Skagway is roughly 1.7 times the per-student cost in Haines
($200,000/131 students = $1,530, which is 1.7 times $400,000/430 students =
$930). When higher per-student administrative costs are combined with other
district costs, the result is a higher DCF in Skagway than in. Haines.

Another issue is that the computation of Basic Need under the latest version of
SB35 differs from the computation in the study. The study was strictly limited to
the impacts of size and location on school operating costs. Any policy changes
that affect the computation of Basic Need are beyond the scope of the study.
Differences in computation of Basic Need include the way in which students in
correspondence studies, categorical aid (special needs) programs, and in
schools of fewer than 10 students are counted. These changes do not invalidate
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the size formula presented in the study, but they do result in different student
counts and levels of Basic Need than those computed in the supplement.

Because DCFs are influenced by the adjusted student counts in districts, the
changes may raise questions concerning the validity of DCFs presented in this
letter (and used in SB36). The DCFs are based on computations that did not
anticipate changes in the computation of Basic Need. While it is certain that the
DCFs would differ if recomputed with these changes incorporated, it is not cleai
that the DCFs should be recomputed. Our study recommended a transition
period during which districts could adjust to revised.funding levels. It also
recommended recomputation of adjustment factors for district-level costs once
funding had stabilized and improved data became available. We believe that
DCFs based on current expenditure relationships are appropriate during a

transition period.

contractual responsibility to compute size and location

In any event, our
response to

adjustment factors does not include revising those factors in
legislatively proposed policy changes. As discussed with the project manager
during the course of the study, the Legislative Budget & Audit Committee’s
preferred method of presentation was separation of adjustment factors, providing
the factors could be combined if requested. The February 12 supplement
combined district-level adjustments; this letter presents the factors in a form in

which no further combination is possible.

Senior Analyst/Project Manager
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March 27, 1998

The Honorable Randy Phillips
Chairman, Legislative Budget & Audit Committee

State Capitol
Juneau, AK 99801

Dear Senator Phillips:

Enclosed are brief responses to the questions and comments we received on the
Alaska School Operating Cost Study prepared for the Legislative Budgei & Audit
Committee (March 1998). The questions are generally thoughtful and raise
issues we wrestled with during the course of the study.

As with any isi:ue approaching the complexity of school funding, there are
differences of opinion regarding data analysis and the conclusions that can be
drawn from that analysis. Our rules of analysis were simple: be objective, fair and

reasonable.
Although many of the comments challenge the research decisions made, none of
the questions or comments gave sufficient cause to change our approach,

principles or results.

Although individual responses are generally brief, | hope you find them
sufficiently detailed to help you respond to similar questions as you discuss the

issue with others.

David Teal
Project Manager

Enclosure
<116 Harris. Suila 301 « Juneau, AK 99801 P.O. Box 21009
CO.-.-e-r = CNr cor *clq Juneau. AK 99802



Questions and Comments
Regarding the
Alaska School Operating Cost Study
Prepared by the McDowell Group

Introduction
The McDowell Group and the Legislative Budget and Audit Committee have received a

number of questions about the Alaska School Operating Cost Study by parties interested in the
school funding issue. The McDowell Group has prepared a list of these questions and our
answers for parties interested in further clarification of points in the study. First, we include
a brief summary of the study scope, historical perspective, findings and recommendations
so that readers can see the questions and answers in context.

Study Scope
It is important for readers to understand that the study's focus was a technical research one

- to identify the impact of school size and geographic location on the cost of operating
schools in Alas <a. The study identifies the relative cost among districts of operating schools.
These relative differences are quantified in a school size factor (to compensate for efficiency
differences between large and small schools) and Area Cost Differentials (to compensate for
differences in costs due to geographic location and other factors).

The study scope did not include - and was not intended to include - major school funding
policy issues that can, and do, have allocation impacts in excess of those of technical
adjustments for size and location. Some major funding and allocation issues not included in
the study are special programs (bilingual/bicultural, vocational education and special
education), federal impact aid, local contributions, pupil transportation, capital costs and

deferred maintenance.

Many of these important policy and allocation questions are addressed in legislation
currently under consideration. The McDowell Group has no opinion on these policy issues
that are beyond the scope of the study. The legislation does include the technical data for
both the school size factor formula and the Area Cost Differentials (termed District Cost
Factors, DCFs, in the legislation) as reported in study findings.

Historical Perspective
Prior to the Alaska School Operating Cost Study, cost allocations were based largely on

household cost of living (Alaska Geographic Differentia! Study, 1985, and Alaska School District
Profiles and Differential Study, 198S | oth by the McDowell Group) and were not directly
relevant to the cost of operating schools. However, in the absence of other research, data

from these studies was used.

Study Findings

Clearly, some changes in relative costs were expected between two studies thirteen years
apart and measuring two different things. The $16 million (out of $800 million, or 2% of the
total) of changes among districts identified in the Alaska School Operating Cost Study were
not surprising considering the historical basis for current funding allocations. Allocation
shifts in addition to this amount would be due to legislative measures unrelated to the

study.
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The study found that administration and nonpersonal services costs were often higher on a
per student basis in remote districts than the current system of allocation recognizes. The
study recommends ACDs to compensate for these costs. By contrast, instructional cost
variations among districts were very moderate and not consistent with other costs. The
study takes this into account by including no instructional ACD. Instead, instructional
staffing requirements are met through the school size factor that heavily compensates those
districts with small schools lacking economies of scale.

Study Recommendations
The study recommended:

« that a transition period to insure no district receives less than its current allocation;

« that basic need be calculated at the fundamental cost unit of school, rather than
funding community (most of the S16 million of change among districts is a result of
this recommendation);

« that the study's school size factor formula and ACD's be used to update the method
of allocation;

« that future updates develop data in the three major cost categories of instruction,
administration and non-personal services; and,

« that improvements be made in the definition and quality of non-instructional data
bases.

Ques.ions and Answers

Questions/comments are in bold type. Page numbers refer to the March, 1998final report.

...to state that rural districts are not having to pay a higher wage than Anchorage due to
the fact that our average is equal (+5%) to Anchorage’s is absolutely incorrect.

In actual practice, some remote districts pay more and some pay less than Anchorage.
Likewise, some urban districts pay more and some pay less than Anchorage. Remoteness
alone did not appear to determine the actual cost of teachers. Factors such as local district
compensation policy, housing availability and lifestyle play roies in teacher salaries and
teacher recruitment and retention.

Please see discussions on pages 81-84 and 105-106. Points made include:
» Teacher salary schedules are frequently higher in rural areas than in Anchorage.
» Average pay, hot the salary schedule itself, determines instructional costs.

» Higher schedules in some areas are generally offset by greater longevity in other
areas, so that average salaries are similar throughout the state.

» Using average salaries to adjust funding levels would not affect Anchorage but
would reduce aid to some rural districts and increase aid to several other rural

districts.
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Isn't the proposal an expenditure index rather than a cost indexand aren't
expenditures a function of revenue available under the current formula?

No. The District Cost Factors are based on district level expenditures so are essentially an
expenditure index, but the majority of the proposal is based on instructional costs, which is
not an expenditure index. Instructional costs are instead based on an adequate level of
instructional staffing regardless of current funding levels in any district. If the entire
proposal were an expenditure index, there would be no change from the existing formula.

The only school level data referenced in the report is the quantity of school building
level certified staff. Is this a measure of consumption and local programming choice or of

cost? What other school building level data was analyzed?

The level of certified staff reflects both choice and cost. Classified staff wasalsoanalyzed

(see pages 66-67'and Table 2.4, page 68), but data are available only at the district level. In
general, only the quantity of staff is measurable at the school level. Teacher salaries,
operating and maintenance costs, administrative costs and most other costs are paid at the

district level.

Does the statement "for the first time size factors have an empirical, statistically
defensible basis' mean the resource cost model study had no empirical, statistically
defensible basis? Were the resource cost model results reviewed?

No. The cost model results were not reviewed.

How does the unique profile of a given student population in a specific school affect
cost or consumption? This report appears to ignore the single most important facror,

which is individual student need.

The unique needs of a specific student population are addressed by categorical funding for
bilingual, vocational and special education. As stated in footnote 23, page 67, staffing for
those programs should not be expected to follow the pattern for regular education. As
stated on page 28, the study was not intended to be a comprehensive review of all the
philosophical and equity issues the legislature might address in considering revisions to the
foundation formula. Our assumption was that categorical funding would be distributed in a

manner similar to the existing allocation.

What is the basis for providing the same "front loading™ or "floor" to very small schools
and large schools alike?

See page 72. "Front loading" prevents discontinuities (or steps) in the size conversion
formula. It is equivalent to moving along the size curve rather than going directly from the
origin to a point on the cur/e. If front loading did not occur, some schools would have lower
adjusted student counts than other schools with fewer students. As implied by the question,
front loading."overcompensates™ schools with more than about 75 students. This could be
corrected by reducing the size adjustment factors for larger schools, thus reducing the slope

of the curve developed in figures 2.4 through 2.8 (pages 73-77).

The "floor" that applies to schools of fewer than 20 students is a separate issue. It does not
directly affect schools larger than 20 students, but it does allocate additional aid to schools

of fewer than 20 students.
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The study team considers dispersion of schools to be an important determinant of
administrative and nonpersonal services costs, but concluded that dispersion has a
negligible effect on instruction costs. How can this be true? Does it cost the same to
provide sophomore chemistry to 90 students in one building as it does to provide the
same course to 9C sophomores dispersed over 56,000 square miles in ten different

schools within a district?

Dispersion is compensated for in the size factor formula where ninety dispersed students
receive significantly more funding than ninety students in one building. Dispersion is further
compensated for in the ACD by compensating for any administration and non-personal
services costs related to serving dispersed students.

Instructional staff are typically associated with a particular school, so that the distance to
other schools in the district does not have a great impact on the number of teachtrs required
in a particular school. The cost of providing a class to 90 students in one school is not
assumed to be the same as to 90 students in ten schools. Each student in a school with 90
sophomores is likely to be counted as about 1.2 adjusted students while each student in a
school with 9 sophomores is likely to be counted as about 1.5 students. (See Appendix B for
school sizes of 360 students—90 sophomores in a 9-12 school—and 120 students—9

sophomores in a k-12 school).

The small school gets 25 percent more funding (the change from 1.2 to 1.5) than the larger
school to offer chemistry—or any other class. That is, the sizeformula compensates for higher
costs in small schools, regardless of whether the school is 20 miles or 200 miles from another

school.

Is the application of the size formula to isolated, dispersed individual schools
disadvantageous since they cannot take advantage of the economies of scale that exist
for schools located, close to each other where they can take advantage of shared

resources, facilities, and staff?

No, see the immediately preceding question/response for a discussion of compensation for
diseconomies of small size. In addition, shared resources -enerally fall under district-level
costs rather than instructionai-level costs. The District Factors compensate districts for

costs associated with location and dispersion.

The study does not take into account the large number of top-end-of-the-salary-scale
teachers who have retired from the larger urban districts in the past two years.

Correct, see page 106. Recommended instructional cost allocation is based on adequate
staffing rather than dollars, keeping the influence of existing funding levels out of the picture
and insuring staffing equity among districts. Average salaries depend on longevity, which
varies from year to year. Variable factors should not be built into multipliers because fixed
multipliers do not respond to changes. This issue is the basis for reviewing staffing numbers
rather than staffing costs to determine size factors, and for recommending that location and
other cost factors be modified more frequently than in the past.

Why can't rural districts find experienced teachers to hire? The study contends' that
salary schedules do not need to be higher in rural areas. With only $1,000 unit value
increase since 1986, rural districts are losing the ability to compete for quality educators.

See the first question/response on this list. We contend that urban longevity offsets higher

rural salary schedules, not that schedules do not need to be higher in rural areas. The unit
value applies to all districts so does not affect the ability of one district to compete with
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others for quality educators. This does not deny that some districts may have recruitment
and retention problems for a variety of reasons.

Anecdotal evidence may suggest that some teachers prefer to teach in larger communities,
but cannot necessarily obtain jobs in those communities without experience. Smaller, more
remote districts offer teachers an opportunity to gain the experience required to obtain a job
in urban districts. In addition, a young teacher may relish the adventure of life in rural
Alaska, but as he/she ages, there may be a desire for a lifestyle shift. The shift from rural to
urban work preference is similar to a preference for retirement to the Sunbelt. While not
everyone shares the preference, there is a measurable trend. On the other hand, many small
district teachers prefer these locations and choose long careers serving students in Alaska's

smaller communities.

The ability of rural districts to compete for teachers depends to some degree on salary
schedules in urban areas. If urban areas adopt tiered schedules for new hires and limit the
amount of out-of-district experience used to determine placement on the schedule (as is
happening in some cases), rural districts will find it easier to attract and retain teachers.

The study does not recognize the significant level of indirect funding for children in
urban areas which is not available to rural students. Examples include museums,
libraries, performances and other enriching activities/facilities.

Again, the study is confined to the cost of operating schools based on size and location and
was not intended to measure community quality of life. These activities and opportunities
undoubtedly enhance the quality of education, but providing money to rural school districts
will not provide the children with urban amenities. The study does not attempt to measure
the quality of educational services or equalize quality. It measures only the instructional
staff and district costs required to provide a basic education.

By relying on only one year of data, the study may be skewed and not be reflective of
the average costs of providing education over the long term.

We used the most recent data available. There is no reason to believe that 1996 data favors
any particular district or districts. We recommend frequent recalculation of adjustment
factors so that allocations do reflect the costs of providing education.

Because the adjustment factors for location were determined by actual spending, it put
REAAs at a disadvantage when compared to districts that may have provided funding
beyond the state cap. The REAAs have no way to provide for additional funding the
way borough and city districts do. The study locks this inequity into any future formula.

The Area Cost Differential adjustment factors were based on total expenditures by the
districts. City districts can get "extra™ funds from local governments, but whether people in
one area contribute to education does not affect the computation or equity of Basic Need or
state aid allocations because extra funds are not included in the funding formula. It is the
lack of organized local government, not the study, th3t "locks in' the situation. e

From alternate perspectives, use of total expenditures locks cities into continued
contributions, or organization of an REAA would allow access to additional funds. The
study doesn't change the current situation and doesn't appear to cause inequities associated

with excess local contributions.
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The study analyzes expenses and not the actual cost of providing education. Those
less-than frugal districts are rewarded for their past expenditures. Those who were

prudent are penalized.

This is not the case with the majority of the cost of operating schools - instructional costs.
Our study recommends appropriate staffing levels for instruction so districts that districts
that pay more are not rewarded at the expense of districts that are more frugal.

The study suggested expenditure limits to "cut off the peaks™ and "fill in the valleys™ of
district expenditures (see Chapters 3 and 4). However, we believe the inconsistent definition
of available data is insufficient to apply the limits (and they were not applied to the Area
Cost Differentials in the final report). The lack of limits does perpetuate "what is" rather
than recommend what "*should be™ for non-instructional costs.

While there is some truth in the comment, the real issue is that districts spend whatever
money is available. This means that revenue is the controlling factor in district exper "itures.
It also means that size and location adjustments, which provide more revenue per student
to small and high-cost districts, are critical to this discussion. The point is then to determine
whether size and location adjustments equalize Basic Need. We found that current factors
did not accomplish this goal and recommended new factors.

Is there incentive for districts to build schools of less-than-efficient size in order to
increase student counts? What will the long-term cost of this incentive be?

Not really. Small schools cost more so any additional funding is eaten up by higher costs.
See page 58. There are controls in place that should prevent building schools that are smaller
than necessary, but there is some concern about artificial separation of schools. For
example, a grade 7-12 school could be split into junior and senior high schools with, little
additional expense to the community (no new building) but potential to generate higher
adjusted student counts. As noted in footnote 20 (page 58) school-based counting offers
improvements over funding communities only if the Department of Education establishes
and enforces consistent and equitable rules for defining schools. If the Department can do

this well, there would be no long-term cost.

Large portions of school district budgets were omitted from the cost comparison. The
cost differentials will need to be revised in the near future.

Not true. No costs were omitted in our work. The alleged "omitted cost™ reference is to staff
salaries. Our approach was to equalize the number of staff per student, then adjust for
differences in pay as requirea. We concluded that no salary adjustment was required.
Holding salaries constant is far different than omitting them from the analysis. A review of
Technical Appendix F will show that all costs were considered in the analysis, including
professional services and purchased services.

We believe the cost differentials could be improved substantially. In fact, we felt the issue
was important enough to include a recommendation for improved data and improved
computation of the differentials (see executive summary, page 33).

A fundamental principle of cost indexes has been violated by failing to hold teacher

quality (or quality of educational services) constant. The authors should have defined a
standard staffing pattern and then priced this pattern at each district's pay scale.
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Not true. In fact, the opposite is the case. Our instructional cost component is based on
equal staffing levels. Each district's pay scale is a separate issue. Our recommendation of no
salary differential means higher spending districts aren't taking from more frugal districts.

We cannot define or measure either teacher quality or quality of educational services. Pay
scales reflect longevity rather than quality. Our approach was to examine school operating
costs, including actual pay of staff, and to compensate districts for actual costs rather than
costs based on a hypothetical pattern of longevity'. The pattern of actual staffing is that
longevity is greater in urban areas than in rural areas, but not by much. Applying a
hypothetical staffing pattern that overstates average costs in some districts would overstate

Basic Need in those districts.
Limits on district expenditures are arbitrary.

There are no limits in the final report. See page 33 and Chapters 3 and 4. Current data does
not allow a high level of confidence in the expenditure limits. The expenditure limits were
removed from the supplementary analysis and from the District Cost Factors shown in

Table VII (page 18).

Instructional cost differences are unnecessarily arbitrary. The authors should have
compared their estimates to those found in the existing literature.

The legislature may wish to base its appropriation for education on studies of optimum
class size and other measures of educational need. The study reviewed actual class sizes in
Alaska schools but did not compare them to class sizes in other states. The intent of this
study was to derive revised allocation factors, not to determine an appropriate level of basic

need.

The discussion of class size appears to be wholly arbitrary. Cite the current class size
formula in current law. Do class sizes generally reflect the formula?

Our instructional staffing recommendations are based on statistical analysis of staffing
patterns in nearly 500 Alaska schools, and supported by a team of school experts. We do

not consider this arbitrary.

See page 50. The citation provided in the text is AS 14.17.041. Class sizes generally reflect
the formula cited. Revised class size factors reflect all schools, as shown in Appendices A
and B and discussed in Chapter 2. The particular size categories are not critical as long as
the formula produces a smooth curve (see discussion on pages 69-78).

Hus the consultant visited schools to determine if districts with low ability’ to provide
local funding are overfunded?

No site visits were conducted as part of this study. Factors cited in a statement
accompanying the question—Ilocal income, property values, student progress/test scores
and local authority to tax—were not considered because the report is limited to discussion
of basic need. Basic need is determined by student counts and by adjustments for size and
cost differentials. The report examined resources per student and found that districts with
more than one school lumped into single funding communities were relatively underfunded.
This finding does not imply that any district is overfunded in an absolute sense, and implies
a shift of money from some districts to others only if the recommended "hold harmless"

provisions are r.ot adopted (see pages 36-40).
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Does recommending the school as a basis for funding indicate a belief that dispersed
schools can share staff and resources as efficiently as schools in proximity?

No. Tlie instructional component reflects only staff associated with instruction. Costs of
travel and other factors that make dispersed schools more expensive to operate are
reflected in higher district operating costs, which are reflected in significantly higher cost

differentials in many districts.

Is it the consultant's belief that 500-student elementary, middle and high schools
should operate on equal amounts of money as a single 1,500-student k-12 school?

No, see page 59. Because districts are not required to spend money in the school that
generates funding, an average funding level can be spread among schools as the district
wishes. As long as the mix of students in various grade levels is similar in all districts, tlie
grade level of a particular school does not bias the level of funding a district receives.

The methodology funds all schools of a given size at the same level (before size and cost
adjustments). Although the example of a 1,500 student k-12 school (or even a 500 student
k-12 school) is not realistic, the points made by the comment are important. One point is
that a group of students broken into several schools will generate more funding than a
combined school. Size factors are intended (in part) to offset costs of school administration,
but they may favor smaller schools to the point that districts have incentive to artificially
divide existing schools. As noted in the report (page 58), the Department of Education will
need to define schools and monitor that definition.

The second point is that elementary and high schools typically differ in both class size and
in teacher preparation time. The current formula specifies a unit (or class) size of 17
students in elementary schools and 13 in middle and high schools, but only when the
student count is greater than 525. This split applies to few rural schools and has little, if
any, impact on district funding when it does apply. Our brief review showed that the
increased cost of more prep time in higher grades appears to be offset by larger class size in
those grades. The topic is interesting, but was not addressed in detail because it involves
multi-age classes and other local choices. Investigation of local instructional methods would
have taken substantially more time than was available for research.

Is it the consultant's position that a 500-student k-12 rural school has the same costs as
a 500-student urban 7-8 school?

No. Although the school is the basic unit of funding, a broader view is required to see the
real picture of district funding. A k-12 school of 500 students has 38.5 students per grade,
while the urban district in the example has 250 students per grade (6.5 times the rural size).
The size formula produces an adjusted size of 564 students for the rural district and 3,489
students for the urban district (assuming three elementary schools of 583 students and a
high school of 1,000 students, for a total of 3,250 students, 250 in each of 13 grades). The
size adjustment gives an urban adjusted student count 6.2 times the rural adjusted count.
The change from 6.2 to 6.5 is 5 percent, so the rural district receives 5 percent more money

per student than the urban district.

A per-student calculation shows the ditference with the rural school receiving more. If each
adjusted student generates $5,000, the urban district gets $5,000*3,489 students, or $17.45
million, or $5,369 per actual student. The rural district gets $5,000*564 students, or $2.82
million, or $5,640 per actual student. This is 5 percent more than the urban district. District
level costs would further favor the rural district.
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What theory of equity supports an equity determination on the basis of dollars per
student? Isn't the purpose of equity funding systems to create variances in order to
accommodate for needed adjustments based on identified difference factors?

This is the reason for the study. See page 44. "Disparity in per-student allocations is
intended to compensate for differences in the cost of operating schools—and school
districts—of various size and location in Alaska, thus making the formula more equitable
than one which allocates money in precise proportion to the number of students. It is
important to understand that variation in the amount of aid received per student does not
necessarily imply inequity. Size and location adjustments are included in the formula specifically
to create disparity in order to compensate for relative differences in school operat'ng costs.”

[Emphasis added.]

How were the adjusted student counts in Table 3 derived? Is it the consultant's
position that lower standard deviation and spread prove it is more equitable than

current law?

Adjusted student counts for each funding community—and the formula for conversion—are
shown in Appendix C. The comment/question appears to confuse disparity and equity. The
terms are clearly different, as discussed in the immediately preceding response.

Does the consultant know that under either current law or the statistical approach in
Table 3 the funding equity is the same when tested against unadjusted dollars?

Yes, but it is disparity that is the same, not necessarily equity.

Were market baskets developed for each school size category? If not, what justification
does the consultant have for interval weights and the incremental multipliers associated

with each category?

The school size categories cover instructional, or school level costs and the ""market basket"
reflects school staffing patterns. The weights are based on actual staffing levels in schools,
as described in Chapter 2. The market basket analysis produced multipliers based on
district level costs, as discussed in Chapters 3 and 4

Was the actual percent of each district's expenditures applied in arriving at NPS and
administrative costs, or was every district forced into the statewide average?

Each district's actual expenditure proportions were applied. No statewide average was
used. See pages 85 and 97.

The consultant seems to think that school funding levels should be established by the
legislature before applying a distribution formula, rather than first determining the
funding levels needed to provide an adequate education for Alaska's children. Is this

true?

The report has nothing to do with determination of need in a philosophical sense. The intent
of the report was to develop new size and location adjustment factors to compensate for
relative differences between districts, not to determine the level of education funding in total
or for any district. The 1? Mdefines Basic Need as a level of funding. The report can be used
to distribute any level of funding to districts, but the consultant was instructed to leave the
level of funding—that is, the determination of Basic Need—in the legislative arena. The pool
of money for education is determined politically and by state revenue. Our work provides a

basis for allocation the pool.
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Are the ACDs in Table 3—ranging from .925 to 1.706—substitutes for the current
differentials? On what basis did the consultant arrive at the differentials? Did the
consultant decide not to use this approach because it would put more weight into rural

districts?

They are used but in the final report they are nor aalized - .925 to 1.706 is statistically
identical to the 1.0 to 1.74 in the final report. See f ages 16-20. Location differentials were
broken into several components in the January repr rt, combined into a factor that applied
only to district level! costs in the supplemental summary, then further simplified to apply in
the same manner as existing ACDs. The numbers mentioned in the question are
"unnormalized" differentials. The range of normalized differentials is 1.0 to 1.74, with most
rural districts having a higher differential than under current law. In the process of
simplifying the application of the differentials, expenditure limitations were dropped. This
increased the differential in several rural districts (compared to the differentials in the

January draft).

The school size formula gives some weight above enrollment to students in schools of
up to 1,022 students. Does this mean that the consultant does not believe that there is
an elementary school in the State of Alaska that is economically efficient or was this
done to assure additional weights in larger urban districts?

The answers are no and no. The size factors show that efficiency increases as size increases.
They don't mean that efficiency stops at some point. The size conversion table, graphs and
accompanying text in Chapter 2 and technical Appendix B show that smaller schools
always have greater size adjustment factors than larger schools. The size conversion is
independent of location, so there is no urban bias involved. In fact, literature on the subject
suggests that adjustments for size should be avoided because they perpetuate inefficiency.
Under this framework, the inclusion of size adjustments can be interpreted as rural bias.
Elementary schools appear to reach maximum efficiency at 400 to 600 students, but
efficiency is a gentle curve rather than a cliff, so there is a gradual decline in size factors as

schools increase in size.

The Supplemental Summary's approach to calculating entitlements—a 70 percent-30
percent split—seems to have resulted in a 20 percent change in the shifting of money
among school districts. Is this more accurate than the original distribution or could it be
that the consultant believes that it is more defensible because 30 percent is supposedly

driven by actual expenditures?

No. The consultant makes no recommendation on any split. While the statewide average is
about 70/30, this average is weighted by a handful of large districts with large efficient
buildings. Most districts currently spend less than 70% of instruction and the range of splits
is very wide, from about 50/50 to about 90/10. AIll of our calculations include each

district's unique spiit. See pages 16-20.

There was no shifting of funds from one district to another as the differentials were
simplified—other than the relatively minor shift (in favor of rural districts) due to the
dropping of expenditure limits. No set of differentials is more or less defensible than
another; each is derived by the same method and all computations involving differentials
were driven by actual expenditures. The differentials became smaller as they applied to
increasing portions of district expenditures, but the smaller numbers offer only greater

simplicity, not greater accuracy.
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Now that nonpersonal services have been removed from the school calculations without
changing the formula, is it safe to assume that the certificated staff served as a proxy for
the NPS costs as well as the noncertificated personnel? Are these not proxies that
determine considerably more of the Basic Need distribution than the about 8 percent of
Basic Need distribution the curren; area differentials determine?

Not true. Nonpersonal services costs were not removed from the calculations, the costs were
simply combined with other district level costs. Certificated staff costs do not serve as a
proxy for NPS or administrative costs. Actual NPS and administrative costs determine the

differentials. See pages 16-20.

If the average NPS plus administrative costs were S1,056 in FY96, how do you explain
no district level ACD of less than 1.0?

See page 17. Unadjusted multipliers may be less than 1.0. The district cost factors are
normalized multipliers, meaning that each unadjusted multiplier is divided by the lowest
multiplier so that the lowest district cost factor is 1.0. This process increases each district

cost factor (see Table VII, page 18).

Since the actual district level costs amount to about S38-S75 million less than the 30
percent of Basic Need, why is this amount distributed? Could it be that this is one of
the areas that the larger urban districts get most of their increases?

See page 104. The 30 percent figure is the statewide average for district level costs. It is used
only to determine the amount to be distributed by the district level cost formula, but not to
determine the allocation of that amount among districts. If the entire amount were not
distributed, rural districts would lose more than urban districts because rural districts tend
to have higher cost differentials, so get a disproportionately large share of district level

costs.

When we take Alaska Gateway's two weights and multiply them by their respective
percentages (70 percent and 30 percent) and multiply that by a per-student allocation
we get large differences from the amount shown. How do you explain the Ilarge

differences?

See pages 16-20. The statewide percentages (70 and 30) are not relevant to this discussion.
As the example on page 17 shows, Alaska Gateway's expenditures are 59 and 41 percent,

respectively, at the school level and district level.

Why does Skagway receive less per student than Galena and St. Mary's (two similarly
sized school districts)?

See Table VII, page 18. The two district*- receive 18 percent more basic need per student
than Skagway because the District Cost Factors (which adjust for differences in costs

between districts) are 18 percent higher than Skagway's DCF.

Why do some districts fare so much better than others?

We cannot respond fully to questions regarding state aid because state aid depends on
factors (primarily local contributions, federal impact aid and categorical funding) that

adjust basic need. These adjustments to basic need were not addressed in our report.

The following example uses Ketchikan and Matanuska as specific examples, but any
district's outcome can be analyzed by considering the following points.
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Funding Communities versus Schools as the Basic Funding Unit

Technical Appendix B shows the size of each school in Alaska. Matanuska has 15 funding
communities and 12,024 students, for an average of 800 students per funding community,
while Ketchikan has one funding community for its 2,850 students. Because the 'size
adjustment" formula (Table 2.2, page 63) rewards small funding communities with
additional funding, Matanuska benefits by having many funding communities with fewer

students in each.

Under the proposed formula, each of the 28 schools in Matanuska and eight schools in
Ketchikan are on equal footing. However, Matanuska's students are split into twice as many
basic funding units as under current law (28 schools vs. 15 funding communities) while
Ketchikan's students are split into eight times as many funding units (eight schools vs. one
funding community) as under current law.

Columns 2-6 of Table 2.1 (page 60) show that the adjusted student count increases for both
districts under the proposal (Ketchikan from 2,564 to 3,104 and Matanuska from 11,530 to
12,570). Matanuska gains far less (in percentage terms) than Ketchikan because Matanuska
already has several funding communities that contain 2 single school. Many other districts
gain adjusted student counts as well; the important point is each district's share of the

f*-atewide adjusted student count.

Columns 4 and 6 of Table 2.1 show that Matanuska's share of the statewide adjusted
student count falls while Ketchikan's share increases. Column 7 shows that Matanuska
loses three percent of Sasic Need due to a change from "funding community" to "school™ as
the basic funding unit while Ketchikan gains eight percent.

Size Factors

Size factors reflect the formula for converting actual student counts to the adjusted student
counts upon which compensation is based (Table 2.2, page 63). The formula favors smaller
schools. Technical Appendix B shows the impact of die size formula on each school and
district. Matanuska has schools in which each student is counted as 3.05 students
(Beryozava school's 13 students) and schools in which students are counted as .99 adjusted
students (Colo. ' school's 1,069 students). The district average is 1.12.

Ketchikan has smaller schools in general, and that translates to higher adjusted student
counts. The average student in Ketchikan is counted as 1.18 adjusted students.

This comparison offers only a partial explanation of differences in Basic Need. Table 2.1
shows the impact of the size formula compared to calculations of Basic Need under current
law. Matanuska gains two percent while Ketchikan gains three percent (see column 10)
compared to the currentsize formula.

The combined impact of the change to school-based student counts and the revised size
formula is that Ketchikan's Basic Need increases by 11 percent while Matanuska's declines

by one percent.
Location Adjustment

Table VII, page 18, shows the District Cost Factors (DCF) for each district. These factors
compensate for differences in the costs of administration, travel, and other district level
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factors that affect the cost of operating districts and schools within districts. Discussions of
cost appear in Chapters 3 and 4, and cost data is in Technical Appendix F.

Column 11 of Table VII shows that Ketchikan gets no additional money (a DCF of LOO
times the adjusted student count gives no increase in the student count) while Matanuska
gets a one percent "kicker" to compensate for higher district operating costs. Neither district
receives a location adjustment under current law.

Classified Staff

Another potential cause of shifting allocations is shown in Table 2.4 (page 68). The study
allocates classified staff in proportion to certified staff as discussed on pages 66 and 67.
Some districts now have one classified staff for each 10 (or fewer) students while other have
one classified staff for 30 (or more) students). Districts with high student-to-staff ratios
tend to have Basic Need increased under the revised formula. Both Ketchikan and
Matanuska have relatively high ratios and gain under a redistribution of Basic Need.

Other Factors

The report reviewed only size and location adjustments, both of which were discussed
above. However, several other factors affect the amount of state aid districts receive.

e The calculations of Basic Need in the report are based on 1996 data. Current data
could change the results slightly.

» Basic Need is reduced by required local contributions and by a portion of federal
impact aid in order to determine State aid. Property values and the amount of (and
adjustments to) impact aid can affect state aid. Because both districts in this
example are 'city" districts, changes to federal impact aid should have no
significant impact on either district. Matanuska has shown higher growth than
Ketchikan, which may mean higher total property valuation, especially givpn the

closure of the Ketchikan pulp mill.

« Pending legislation changes categorical funding from district-specific calculations to
a flat 20 percent addition to Basic Need. This does not affect Matanuska
significantly, but it increases state aid to Ketchikan by about four percent, because
relatively little of its Ketchikan's total aid is due to funding for bilingual, vocational

or special education programs.
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PO Box 113 City of Klawock Phone: (907)755-2261
Klawock, AK Alaska Fax: (907)755-2403
99925 "Site o fthefirst cannery in Alaska"

FACSIMILE TRANSMISSION 1 PAGES FOLLOW

»-TM6-PAGE 9NLV-
Date: April 1,1998

TO: HESS Committee
465-3871

From: Doc Waterman
Administrator
Phone: 907-755-2261
Fax: 907-755-2403

MESSA-. Following is a copy of City of Klawock Resolution 98-12, against the
passage of CS SB 36, or any similar bill.

The City of Klawock opposes CS SB 36, or any school funding formula which reduces
funding for the Kiawock School District. To enact a funding formula which takes money
away from small rural districts with limited means of maintaining programs while giving
additional funding to the largest districts, which have more lesources to draw from, is to
deny rural children what opportunity they presently have to get an adequate education
| cannot see any kind of equity in this approach. Please oppose this ill-considered

attempt to rob our children of their future.

Sincerely,
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City of Klawock, Alaska
Resolution 98-12

A RESOLUTION OPPOSING ANY SCHOOL FUNDING FORMULA WHICH RESULTS
IN A DECREASE IN FUNDING FOR THE KLAWOCK CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT.

Whereas, the school funding formula of the State has not provided for increases in the
costs of operating school districts in recent years, and

Whereas, the Klawock City School District has suffered reductions in funding from the
Forestry Receipts program in each of the last two years, with an especially large
reduction in Fiscal Year 98, and

Whereas, there has been an increase in the costs of operating the Klawock City School
District as a result of inflation and other causes, and

Whereas, the cumulative impact of these effects has placed an undue burden upon the
administration and staff of Klawock City School District and increased the difficulty of
providing a sound education for the youth of the City,

Now, therefore, be it resolved that the City Council of the City of Klawock opposes
any school funding formula which results in reduced funding for the Klawock City

School District.

Passed and approved by the City Council of the City of Klawock this 17th day of March,
1998.

Donna J Williams.lwayor Henrietta J. Kato, Councilmember

Raymond Deromert, Councilmembar

‘James S. Williams, Sr, Councilmembw

ATTEST, K, dark, City Clcrk
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RE:SENATE BILL 36

FROM: The heart of every rural mother

TITLE: THE AFTERMATH

Listen children, carefully,
to what 1 have to say.

The big people iIn government
say you have to go away.

You"ll cry no tears of loneliness
to show that you are weak.

You"ll be strong and carry on,

be proud, and willing, yet meek.

I am not sure how we will do
in being so far apart.

But remember we are with you
in soul, In mind, iIn heart.

In answer to your questions, children,
I simply do not know,

who will help us hunt for moose

in winters®™ bitter snows.

I do not know how you will learn

your grandmothers basket weaving ways
before her eyes no longer see

and she passes away.

I cannot tell you why it is

that this Bill, i1t came to be,

that says we cannot school you here,
where you can come home everyday to me.

IT these lawmakers had God iIn their hearts,
they"d have sang a different song.

For a State united by all walks of life

IS a State that"s true and strong.

So come on children, heads up high,
let"s have a family embrace.

Hold each other tightly enough

to last through the time you®re away.

And don*"t look down upon those who
have torn apart our family faith.
They know not the error of their ways
until 1t Is too late.

TOTAL P.O1



3111 Briaicliff Dr.
Anchorage, Alaska 99508
March 31.199S

Representative Con Bunde, Chair
House HESS Committee

Dear Representative Bunde:

The rewrite of the School Foundation Formula is long overdue. Of course | see this
necessity from the aspect of Anchorage, but the fact of the matter is that funding must be
more equitably distributed throughout this state. 1 think that it is interesting that even
though Anchorage has 40% of die students in the Slate of Alaska, the Anchorage School
Board is not asking for an increase in funding to 40%. | believe that our Board is much
more generous than I! Most certainly. Anchorage should have an increase in state funding
based solely on the number of students enrolled in the Anchorage School District.

| firmly believe tliai J!.; ASD should not be bonding for maintenance, but unless it has the
increase in the foundation formula, it is impossible to maintain the quality program and
maintain the physical plants. As you well know, the dollars only stretch so far.

Thank you for giving this your full attention.



A Resolution of the Alaska Conference of Mayors and
the Alaska Municipal League Board of Diréctors

URGING THE GOVERNOR AND LEGISLATURE TO REACH AN
ACCEPTABLE COMPROMISE ON EDUCATION FUNDING THAT
INCREASES OR PRESERVES EDUCATIONAL OPPORTUNITIES FOR
ALL STUDENTS

WHEREAS, the people of Alaska, specifically the students, need the Governor and LEgiSlature
to achieve an acceptable plan for school funding; and

WHEREAS, the AML/ACoM conducted a statewide education funding survey that received
responses by municipal leaders representing over 80% of the population. It q[|VES Clear gU|dance

b . : ] [
from the A_raskans who work with students and the public every day on'the implenentation
and fundlng of education. (This survey was distributed 0 “an legislators and the
administration); and

WHEREAS, over the past ten years, the state has not increased state per student funding to offset
increased operating costs. While the state has increased funding for increased number of students

and some special education programs, the impaC’[ on local taXpayerS has been an dverage
doubling of local property taxes for schools; and

WHEREAS, SB 36 actually proposes a significant decrease in per student (ADM) funding for
some school districts; and

WHEREAS, this year, due to increases in Assessed Property Tax Values, the state mandated
local taxpayer contribution to the state for education increased by $9 million. Despite this
windfall to the state paid by local taxpayers, local taxpayers will see no benefit from their $9
million increased contribution unless the state increases the per student state allocation for

schools; and

WHEREAS, the McDowell “Alaska School Operating Cost Study” recommends “a transition
period to insure that no district receives less than its current allocation.” SB 36 provides only a
two-year transition in most districts and no transition for some.

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, any changes in the education funding formula should:

1. Add $18 million of funding to recognize the lack of inflation adjustment for the last eight
years, for an estimated total appropriation for education of $678 million.

2. Include an analysis of educational adequacy for all districts, with no district receiving less
than their FY 98 funding for the first two years. Any funding adjuslinents resulting from this
analysis should be accomplished over a five-year transition period.



Implement an annual funding adjustment process to offset necessary increases in the cost of

educating children.

Accept the 20% average distribution .or categorical funding proposed in SB 36 (while
continuing to fund intensive needs separately) but add a waiver process to the state Board of
Education for additional district funding based on statewide standards and documentation of

need.

Include provisions that establish measurable goals and standards to ensure education

excellence.

Encourage the Legislature, which is mandated by the Alaska Constitution to act as the
Assembly for the Unorganized Borough, to consider the question of equitable taxation for
schools in the Unorganized areas of the state. Designated as a borough by the Constitution,
the Unorganized Borough should generally not be treated differently than any other borough

on the'question of taxation for schools.

Add a factor which equalizes school funding based upon local assessed valuation per pupil.



217 Second Street, Suite 200 mJuneau, Ataska 99B01 m Tel (907)586-1325, Fax (907)-463-5480

State's constitutional Mandate to Fund and
Maintain Public Schools

WHAT THE ALASKA CONSTITUTION SAYS:

Article VIl of the Alaska Constitution states:
“PUBLIC EDUCATION. The legislature shall by general law
establish and maintain a system of public schools open to all children
ofthe state, and may provide for other public educational

institutions.”

WHAT THE ALASKA SUPREME COURT SAYS:

In MacCauley V Hildebrand (1971) the Alaska Supreme Court States:
“The constitutional mandate for pervasive state authority in the
field of education could not be more clear. First, the language is
mandatory, not permissive. Second, the section not only requires that
the legislature “establish” a school system, but also g(ives to that body
the continuing obligation to “maintain” the syster- ( 6). Finally, the
provision is unqualified: no other unit of government shares

responsibility or authority.” (emphasis added)
(*6) (footnote to opinion: ) The state supplies a minimum of90% of school operating funds. AS

14.17.021 (e)(5).
(Note: In its 1/31/97 decision in Mat-Su Borough School District V State of Alaska, the Alaska

Supreme Court referenced its statement in MacCauley V Hildebrand.)

Discussion
Over the years, more and more of the state’s constitutional mandate for statewide funding
ofeducation has been transferred to local governments and taxpayers.

To comply with the constitutional mandate, a school funding formula bill must:

< clearly define a reasonable “basic need” funding levei for Alaska’s schools that
ensures adequate education opportunities throughout Alaska:

< provide a process for adjusting “basic need” funding periodically for reasonable cost

increases; and
< clearly define minimum and maximum local funding tax contribution for schools.

Member of the National League of Cities and the National Association of Counties



