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A FINANCIAL IMPACT ANALYSIS OF THE POLITICAL
SUBDIVISION BUDGET LIMIT ACT OF 1979 ON
NEBRASKA CLASS II SCHOOL DISTRICTS
Kenneth E. Mahlin Jr., Ed.D.
University of Nebraska, 1988

Co-adviserse: Miles Bryant and John Creswell

The purpose of this study is to investigate the impact
of the Budget Limit Act of 1979 on Nebraska Class Il school
district budgets by examining spending and revenue
collecting *“rends during two time frames. The study
examires five expenditure variables: (1) total district

expenditures; (2) instructionrn; (3) operation/maintenance of

plant; (4) transportation; and (3) average cost per pupil.
The four revenue variables examined are: (1) property
taxess (2) state aid; (3) county receipts: and (4) annual

ending cash balances.

The major findings of this study are that: (1) the
cost per pupil. using constant dollars, caontinued to
increase during the limited time frame, but the rate of
increase was lower; (2) the rate of increase for revenue
collecting was lower during the limited time frame, but the
rate of increase exceeded the 7% annual limit allowed by the
law for three of the six limited vearss; (3) the rate of
increase for total spending was lower during the limited

time frame, but the rate of increase exceed the 7% annual



limit implied by the law for four of the six limited years;
and (4) three expenditure variables (instruction,
operation/maintenance of plant, and transportation) held a
higher percentage of total spending during the limited
period than during the non-limited period.

In conclusion, it appears that: (1) the impact of the
Budget Limit Act of 1979 on Nebraska Class Il school systems
was minimal; (2) local boards of education were able to
acquire necessary funds; and (3) the local boards of
education were in legal compliance with the law, but were

able to exceed its limits by using provisions in the law.
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Chapter 1

INTRODUCTION

During the decade of the 1970s, schools across the
nation expanded their educational services and programs to
students (Public Law 92-318; Public Law 94-142). This
expansion was implemented to satisfy the demands of a number
of special interest groups concerned with such issues as
civil rights for special education,* expanded athletic
programs,® and an expanded role of the school as an agent for
social change (Cloud, 19735 Mercer, 19773 Paulston, 1979).
Cloud (1975) and Mercer (1977) indicated that these expanded
services caused an increase in the cost of educating each
student.

Nationally, people became concerned with annual net
increases in school spending because much of the revenue came
from property taxes (Brown, 19813 Terrill, 197935 Von Geel,
1978). This national concern about higher property taxes 1in
relation to individual income caused many states to pass laws
that limited school spending or that limited the school’s
ability to levy taxes (Castellani, 19783 Neufeld, 19775
Terrill, 1279).

In 1979, the Nebraska Unicameral passed legislation (LB
285) which limited annual increases in real estate taxes and

in other taxes levied for school revenues. This legislation
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was the Political Subdivision Budget Limit Act of 1979, known
as the "Lid Bill." However, in 1978 just prior to passage of
the "Lid Bill,"” the Nebraska Legislature passed "LB 2" which
allowed voters in all individual school districts (Class I,
11, II1, IV, V, and VI) to impose more restrictions on
property tax income than was specified in the Budgét Limit
Act of 1979. Voters in Nebraska’s largest school district,
Omaha (a Class V), placed a zero increase on property taxes,
even though the "Lid Bill" allowed a 7% increase over the
preceding budget year. No such limits were voted on in any

Class Il school district.

Statement of the Problem

According to Section 77-3413 of the Political
Subdivisions Budget Limit Act of 1979 (LB 285, Appendix A),
"it will serve the best interests of the people of the State
of Nebraska to provide limitations on the allowable annual
increase permitted in the continuation budget . . "
Section 77-3423 states that "no governing body of any
political subdivision shall adopt a budget statement pursuant
to section 23-925, or pursuant to the charter . . ., 1in which
the anticipated combined receipts for the ensuing fiscal year
exceeds an increase of seven percent above the combined
receipts budget base . . . ." Other sections of this act

provided for areas of exemption and for exclusions of such

impacts as fuel and significant population increases.



The Nebraska Budget Limit Act of 19792 may have had
little or no effect on Class 11 schools because boards of
education may have found ways to circumvent both the
provisions and the spirit of the law. However, when school
boards did comply with the spirit and the provisions of the
laws there may have been an indirect negative impact on some
Class II schools because in order to meet increased demands
with fewer resources, some schools may have reallocated funds
in ways potentially damaging to the welfare of the students.
Funds necessary for proper maintenance of buildings and
transportation systems or funds that customarily would have
beern used for new and/or course enrichment programs may have
been reallocated to meet the demands of specific class
offerings mandated by the Nebraska Department of Education
for school approval and/or accreditation.

Dr. Larry Vontz (1985), Deputy Commissioner of
Education for Nebraska, indicated that the Lid Bill tended to
affect rural Class Il school districts sooner than it did
larger schools, provided the school districts complied with
the law.® One reason was that Class Il schools had few
teachers per subject which allowed less flexibility in
reduction of force. In addition, he noted that Class II
schools had fewer classes that were not required for approval
and/or accreditation, thus the schools could not easily

reduce class offerings.



Purpose of the Study

The principal emphasis of the research for this study
was the examination of the possible impact of the lid law on
the budgets of Class II school districts; however; other
variables that might have affected the budgets were also
noted.

This study had three purposes:

1. To determine whether or not the school district’s
cost per pupil was less or if the rate of increase slowed
after implementation of the lid law by comparing changes in
expenditures per ADM (average daily membership) during the
period of the budget limitation act with a period when there
was no limitation, both in current dollars and in constant
dollars.

2. To determine whether or not school boards neglected
certain expenditure areas in order to maintain spending in
other areas by examining changes in revenue and expenditure
patterns of selected financial areas within budgets during
the period of this study and to compare changes in
non—-limited years with changes in limited years.

3. To determine whether or not the rate of revenue and
spending increases complied with both the letter and the
spirit of the law by examining the annual percentage changes
in total spending and "limited" revenue collection.

For the purposes of this study, the budgets of the

non-limited years consisting of the 1975/76 school year



through the 1978/79 school year and the 1985/86 school year
were compared with the budgets for the limited years of the

1979/80 school year through the 1984/85 school year.

Plan of Organization

In Chapter 2, relevant literature is examined which
addresses how school districts from across the nation reacted
to budget limitation. Also included in the literature review
are some of the public’s perceptions about the economic and
social conditions that lead to the enactment of budget limits
in various states.

In Chapter 3, sample selection and the design method are
described. A description of each of the procedures employed
including data presentation and instrumentation are also
included.

The data are analyzed in Chapter 4. Tables and figures
which help to clarify the interpretation of the data are also
included in this chapter.

Finally, in Chapter S the study is summarized and the

conclusions and recommendations are presented.

Hypotheses

Four hypotheses guided the investigation:
1. There were no significant differences between
current expenditures per ADM of Nebraska’s Class Il school

districts during the period of the Budget Limit Act of 1979



and the non—-limited period, when measured in constant
dollars.

2. There were no significant differences (as measured
in constant dollars) between total expenditures for
Nebraska’s Class Il school districts during the period of the
Budget Limit Act of 1979 and total expenditures during the
non-limited period.

3. There were no discernible differences between
financial patterns for the selected expenditure areas of
Instruction, Operation/Maintenance of Plant, and
Transportation during the period of the Budget Limit Act of
1979 and financial patterns that occurred during the
non-limited period for Nebraska’s Class Il school districts.

4, There were no discernible differences between the
pattern of annual rates of increase from tax revenue sources
limited by the Budget Limit Act of 1979 during the period of
the Budget Limit Act of 1979 and the annual rates of increase
during the non-limited period for Nebraska’s Class II school

districts.

Definitions

For purposes of this study, the following terms are

defined:

1. Class Il School Districts: Districts in Nebraska

having under 1,000 total population that educate both

elementary and secondary school students (Kindergarten



through grade 12). Section 79-102, (Laws 18813 194935 1971;

1984) Annotated R.R.S.

2. Accredited Class II Schools: Schools which meet the

standards for full accreditation as established by the
Nebraska State Board of Education, and Rule 15 which defines
the regulations and is referred to as "Rules and Regulations
for the Accreditation of Public and Non-public School
Systems."” A schocl with more than three "deviations” is on
probation for such accreditation. These deviations are
defined in Rule 15 and are violations of various rules
contained within Rule 15. Rev. 1985.

3. Approved Class II Schools: Schools which meet all

of the requirements defined in "Regulations and Procedures
for Approving the Continued Legal Operation of All Schools
and the Opening of New Schools." The Nebraska State Board of
Education through the Nebraska Department of Education
defines these requirements in Rule 14.

4. The Lid Bill: The part of the Nebtraska Statutes

known as "b. Political Subdivision Budget Limit Act of 197%.
(77-3412 to 77-3431)." This law limited the amocunt of yearly
increase to 7% on certain tax generated revenues for school

districts.

S. Total Expenditures: The total of all areas of the

State of Nebraska school budget document showing
expenditures. This refers to the total current dollar

amount used for operating the school district. With



reference to the Nebraska State Department of Education’s

Annual Financial Report, the term total General Fund

expenditures shall refer to line 311 of that report. For
school years prior to the 1977/78 school year, a different
form was used and the term shall apply to the corresponding
line with reference to the form used during and after the
1977/78 school year toc the date of this writing (line 311).

6. Cash on Hand: The amount of money that a school

district in Nebraska bas on hand at the end of the school
year (called "Balance New in the District Treasury"”). School
districts are allowed to budget for a "Cash Reserve"” to
enable a school to pay its bills without having to borrow
money from month to month. This budgeted amount 1s found on
the State of Nebraska Budget document (form SD) from the
“Auditor of Public Accounts" for all school districts.
Property tax money, collected twice a year, is usually paid a
full year and a half after the budget of expenses and
revenues is developed for a school district. Because of
this, school districts need a cash reserve to compensate for
expected maoney not yet received and an uneven monthly income.
The budgeted cash reserve is limited to no more than 50% of
the total budget of expenses. The "Cash on Hand" for
purposes of this study refers to line 320 in the Annual
Financial Report (from the Nebraska Department of Education)
as used since the 1977/78 school year to the date of this

writing. Often there was a difference between the estimated
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amounts onm the budget document (Cash Reserve) and the actual
amounts from the Annual Financial Report (Cash on Hand).
Corresponding lines will be used on forms prior to the

1977/78 school year.

7. Lid Bill Revenues: School revenues which were

limited to an annual increase of no more than 7% from year to
year. These sources of revenues are all state aid and
apportionment, all property taxes, special education money,
insurance premium tax, and several minor sources. These
revenues are listed on the State of Nebraska Budget document
(form SD) from the "Auditor of Public Accounts" for all
school districts.

8. Non—-1lid Revenues: Revenue sources which are not

limited under the 1lid bill to 7% annual increases such as
federal moneys local and county fines, interest on
investments, county fines, individual tuition, wards of the
courts federal lunch money, starting cash btalance, and other
minor saurces noted in the budget document. These sources
are found on the State of Nebraska Budget document (form SD)
from the "Auditor of Public Accounts" for all school
districts (found in Appendix B).

9. Cost Per Pupil Ratio: The ratio between line 472

column 3 (total annual cost with depreciation and without
transfers and capital outlay) and line 468 column 3 (average
daily membership) of the "Annual Financial Report” (line

472/1ine 468 = cost per pupil). (Column 3 is the total of
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the Elementary [column 1] and Secondary (column 2] costs as
found in the "Annual Financial Report”.) All line numbers
refer to those Annual Financial Reports used since the
1977/78 school year to the date of this writing, and
corresponding lines are used for reports prior to that school
year.

10. Average Daily Membership (ADM): The membership

averaged for each day school is in operation as shown by line
468 (Column 3, the total for elementary and secondary) from
the "Annual Financial Report.” A school in operation for 180
days adds the total membership for each of the 180 days and
divides by 180. All line numbers refer to Annual Financial
Reports used from the 1977/78 school year to the date of this
writing and corresponding lines are used for reports prior to
that school year.

11. Sinking Funds: Funds that are not a part of the

general fund for a school district used for special purposes.
The purposes are definmed in naming the fund. These funds are
found on page 9 of the Annual Financial Report. They are
shown in Section D, Part II, line 375 through line 381, in
the form used since the 1977/78 school year to the date of
this writing. Corresponding lines are referred to for forms
used prior to the 1977/78 school year.

12. Local Property Taxes: The tax levied by the lccal

school district on real estate. This refers to line 3 of the

Annual Financial Report used from the 19277/78 school year to
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the time of this writing and corresponding lines from reports
for prior years.

13. Inflation Adjusted Dollars: "Constant dollars"”

computed from the Consumer Price Index Historical Table (W)
revised in 2-3-84 and the revisions through 1987. The base
year is 1967 when the ratio equaled 100. When figuring
constant dollars for a given year, the ratio given by the
"CPI" is divided into the current dollars for any given year
in this study. Since the Consumer Price Index refers to an
annual average of twelve months from January to December of a
given year and school district fiscal years are figured on a
September to August time basis, for purposes of this paper,
the CPI for a school year refers to the second year of a
school term (for example, when computing constant dollars for
the 1977/78 school years the 1978 CPIl is used).

14, Instruction Expense: Teacher salariess text books,

teaching supplies, special education, and driver education
expenses (line 94, column 3, of the Annual Financial Report).
Annual Financial Report lines refer to the form used from the
1977/1978 school year. Corresponding lines are used on priar
farms.

1S. Operation/Maintenance of Plant: The cost for

upkeep of the building, such as custodial supplies, and
custodian salaries. This expense equals the sum of lines 236
and 247, column 3, of the Annual Financial Report. The lines

refer to the form used from the 1977/78 school year to the
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date of this writing. Data from prior years are from
corresponding lines.

16. Transportation: Salaries of bus drivers, gas for

the school buses, and all repairs, etc. (line 264, column 3,
of the "Annual Financial Report.") This line refers to the
form used from the 1977/78 school year to the date of this
writing. Corrésponding lines are used on prior reports.

17. 1976/77 School Year: This school year was a

14-month school year for Class II school districts in
Nebraska. The Department of Education used this year to
place Class II districts aon the same fiscal year as Class I1I
and above districts. Data gathered for purposes of
caoamparison are for that year divided by 14 and then

multiplied by 12.

Assumptions

For purposes of this study, the following six
assumptiaons were made:

1. All reports used for this study were filled out
accurately by school district personnel.

2. Nebraska Class II scheool districts would be
affected earlier than other classes of school districts by
the Budget Limit Act of 1979, because they had the fewest
services which could be reduced before services essential for
accreditation and/or approval would have to be reduced.

Class II schools also had the fewest teachers and often only
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one teacher to a department thus making a reduction in total
expenditures by reducing teacher numbers very difficult.

3. All money spent was used for the stated purpose of
the general fund, and large amounts of dollars were not
transferred to activity funds as a means to circumvent the
Budget Limit Act of 1979.

4. School districts did not, just prior to the
implementation of the Budget Limit Act of 1979, artificially
increase their budget of expenditures to offset any
anticipated effects of the limitation.

5. The purpose of the Budget Limit Act of 1979 was to
lower the annual rate of increase for taxes and for
expenditures to 7% or less.

6. The voters did not wish teo give up any services

after the implementation of the Budget Limit Act of 1979.

Delimitations and Limitations of the Study

Because this study focuses on a single group of Nebraska
schools and examines only selected financial and attendance
variables, several delimitations and limitations are

presented.

Delimitations of the Study

1. The population for this study is a sample of
Nebraska Class II school districts.
2. This study concentrates on selected financial

figures from each sampled district’s Annual Financial Report.
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3. This study reviews the appropriate areas of the
Annual Financial Report for the sample school districts.

4. This study is descriptive.

Limitations in the Study

1. The conclusions are limited to Class II school
districts in Nebraska.

2. The conclusions are limited to the evaluation of
financial data drawn from the 11 school years from 1973/76
through and including 1983/86.

3. The conclusions are limited to those drawn from
financial data shown on the Annual Financial Report
respective to the selected lines on the report and to
observations made from data gathered from the sample schools.

4. Not all variables and their spurious effects on the
relationship between the law and school budgets are examined.

S. Hypotheses 3 and 4 are not tested statistically (see

Chapter 3, Procedures and Data Presentation).

Significance of the Study

The findings of this study should be of value to
Nebraska Class II schools and to the State Unicameral for the
following reasons:

1. The study identifies the impact of the Budget Limit
Act of 1979 and of the average daily membership on the school

cost per pupil ratio for Class II districts.
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2. The study indicates financial patterns of Class II
schools with relation to their apparent priorities. It also
shows whether or not selected financial areas experienced net
gains or losses of funds.

3. The study gives some insight inta whether or not the
Budget Limit Act of 1979 curbed tax increases and school
expenditures to no more than a 7% annual increase; in terms
of current dollars. In addition, the study indicates whether
or not the Nebraska Class II school boards complied with the
provisions and spirit of the law.

4. Finally, this study puts into perspective, for
interested parties such as the Nebraska Unicameral, the

viability of future budget limitations on Class II schools.
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Chapter 2

REVIEW OF THE LITERATURE

To facilitate a review of the literature which 1is
relevant to the problems examined, Chapter 2 is divided
into four sections. First, a review of the literature
which relates to school budgets and limitations placed on
those budgets is provided. Second,; the literature on the
national ecoﬁomic climate which prompted spending and/or
revenue limitations is reviewed. Third, literature that
discusses how school districts complied with their
respective fiscal limitations is reviewed. Fourth, public
opinion with reference to the results of compliance is

reviewed.

School Budgets and Limitations

Hack (1981) noted that there were few research studies
about a school district’s response to pressure for increased
fiscal accountability. Research that has been conducted
falls into two categories: (1) studies of fiscal
limitations and control and (2) normative discussions of the
purposes served by fiscal accountability. Hack noted that
the following factors led to greater state control aover
local taxing powers: (1) public demand for property tax

relief, (2) court mandates for the upgrading of assessment
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practices, (3) state assumption of a larger proportion of
the state-local expenditures, (4) greater state control over
the increases in school expenditures, and (S) legislative
pressure to restrict local taxing and spending powers to
withstand the pressure for additional spending in general
and in employee wages and fringe benefits in particular. He
also noted that since the passage of Proposition 13 in
California in June of 1978 literature on tax and expenditure
limitations was being developed even though much of it did
not center specifically on schools.

To begin the literature review, a search was made of

the Comprehensive Dissertation Abstracts Index from 1979

through 1986. The specific topics searched under the broad
areas of education/schools were: Budget, Budgeting,
Finance, Finances, Financial, Financings and Taxes. Most of
the studies dealt with equity problems, voting behaviors on
referendums, income as a measure of funding schools,; changes
in governmental regulations, the use of Zero-Based
Budgeting, and the impact of state aid.”

Three studies were found on the internal reactions of
schools as they allocated rescurces in compliance to fiscal
limitations. These three studies were Wilder’s (1983)
examination of a suburban Massachusetts school, Levenson’s
(1984) research of two suburban Massachusetts schools, and
Branstractor’s (1984) more extensive research of 41 Iowa

schools.
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Wilder (1983) examined specific school superintendent
political leadership behaviors in the context of budget
making. The data were collected from one suburban
Massachusetts school district during the first year of
Proposition 2 1/2, a tax—-cutting measure proposed in 1980.

The findings revealed that:

existing philosophies of public education were
Basic Education vs. Comprehensive Education.
Emergent philosophies such as the necessity to
l1imit the clientele the schools served and to
retain administrators were important in the budget
debates. Analysis discovered three implicit
guidelines in making budget decisions: the Rules
of Caonsistencys Equity, and Rationality.
Interactions between leaders and followers were
characterized by a single principle, Maximizing
Harmony, initiated primarily by the
Superintendent. (p. 44/1289)

Levenson (1984) studied the reactions of two suburban
Massachusetts school systems to Proposition 2 1/72. The
purpose of the study was to examine the ways the Brookline
and Newton policy-makers, the superintendents, and the
school committees, responded to the pressures of decreased
funding and the end of fiscal autonomy. She drew the

following conclusions:

(1) Retrenchment strategies differed in response to
community history and politics; (2) Superintendents’
and school committees’ decisions in the beginning of
the budget process had direct impact on the amount of
budget cuts in response to Proposition 2 1/25 (3)
Fiscal retrenchment is easier to implement when there
is previous experience with fiscal stress or political
conflict arising from limited resources; (4) A school
leader who chooses unifying rather than divisive
strategies is likely to minimize conflict; and (3)
Evidence of conflict should not be confused with
long-run success in managing a shrinking budget, nor
should conflict be confused with failure. (p. 45/1393)
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Branstractor (1984) researched the adjustment of 41
lIowa schools to a less than one percent budget increase. He
used two school years in his study: 1982-1983 and
1983-1984. He addressed three relevant questions in his
research: (1) How did local school districts determine
areas to be cut or reduced? (2) What changes were made by
districts to stay within budget limitations? and (3) What
other funding sources were utilized in the 41 school
districts? Branstractor found that:

Budget development was a function of the administration

and board of education. The general public was not

involved in the budget preparation process. High
school educational programs were more affected by
budget cuts than were the elementary or junior

high/middle schools. Staff reduction was a major
method to reduce expenditures; but the over-—all

pupil—-teacher ratio remained constant. Generally,
school buildings were not closed, but many energy
conservation modifications were made to buildings.

Districts reported a reduction in transportation

service and in the quality of equipment. District

reorganization was not a high priority for budget
containment, and additional tax levies requiring voter
approval were not used as extensively as those

requiring only board of education approval. (p.

45/73449)

Researchers had given little attention to: (1)
comparing the changes in total expenditures of periods
without fiscal limitations with the changes in total
expenditures of periods with fiscal limitations on revenues,
(2) comparing the changes in internal expenditure patterns
of school districts during periods without fiscal revenue

limitations with the internal expenditure patterns of the

same districts during periods of fiscal revenue limitations,
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(3) the extent to which school districts complied with the
various limitations, and (4) the methods used by schools to
avoid compliance where schools did not comply.
Researchers had given some attention to the
effectiveness of Nebraska’s budget limitation act of 1979
for five Nebraska Class III school districts. In a study of

five such school districts, Jonathan Burkey (1982)% found

that:

(1) budget expenditures for F.I.C.A., fuel and
electricity were overestimated when compared toc actual
expenditures for these same items, (2) budget cash
receipts for the general fund were generally
underestimated when compared to actual cash receipts,
and (3) the majority of school districts increased both
the net cash balances as well as their necessary cash
reserves during the budget years of this study. (p.
ivs unpublished field study)

Burkey implied that his sample schools were not always in
compliance with the Budget Limit Act of 1979, but he

concluded that:

(1) the procedure of overestimating budget expenditures
excluded by the 7% Lid was used to increase actual cash
balances, (2) the procedure of underestimating budget
cash receipts was used to increase actual cash
balancess and (3) necessary cash reserves increased as
net cash balances increased to enable school districts
to raise budget bases by the full amount allowed by the
7% Lid. (p. vs unpublished field study)

No studies were found that addressed these issues for

Clacgs II <chool districts.

Analyses of National Economic Climate

Budget limitations seemed to be a common response on

the part of state legislatures and voters to a number of
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geconomic pressures. The literature showed at least five
major forces which helped cause the logical response of
limiting school budgets.® The five major economic pressures
were (1) spending equity, (2) inflation, (3) the expanding
role of the public school, (4) provisions of equal
educational opportunity for all students, and (3) higher

property taxes.

Spending Equity

Guthrie (1980) noted that school finance reform began
with a demand for spending equity across school districts.
One means of achieving equity was to use state revenue to
equalize spending levels between rich and poor school
districts (Browning, 1976). This effort of equalization was
very expensive for state governments and, ultimately, for
income and sales taxpayers,; even though it helped relieve
some district property taxes (Flora, 1976). Furno (1981)
noted that poor school districts, because of increased state
aids were able to lower property taxes while rich district
property taxes stayed level or increased because rich
districts did not receive as much state aid. Browning
(1976) also noted that rural school districts tended to have
more valuation per pupil than did urbar districts. These
were considered '"richer." Rural schools spent more dollars
per pupil, but generally had lower property taxes.

In heavily populated states, the more rural suburbs

tended to have more valuation per pupil than did the inner
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cities. The inner cities had a large school—age population
thus a relatively low property evaluation per pupil. The
effort to produce equity led to taxes that were levied in
the form of sales and income taxes to be distributed to the
schools with the greatest financial needs,; particularly the
inmer city schoels (Frey, 1981). Goertz (1981) noted that
large cities with financial problems continued to turn to
the courts for help because urban financial problems
continued to grow. According to Brown (1982), school
finance reform was about equity only in the sense that the
inequities of school financing systems were what inspired
reformers to act. Brown continued by noting that often the
reformers could not agree on the meaning of equity. She
also noted that the process of refaorm showed conflicts
between equity objectives and the special needs of school
systems and individuals.

This early tax reform brought two groups of people into
conflict (Brown, 1982). The first group supported increased
spending for solving social inequalities. This group tended
to favor higher sales and income taxes to be redistributed
to those districts that were in the greatest need, such as
the inner cities with their large minority populations. The
second group wanted to limit property and income taxes
because they believed taxes were becoming too much of a
burden (Kirst, 1980). Real estate values rose at a rapid

rate that exceeded the rate of inflation, thus opening the
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door for increasing taxes on that property, much of which
was being used to finance public schools (Johnsaon, 19863
Kirst, 1980). Walker (1984) noted that in some states the
legislature played an important part in determining a school

budget because of the amount of state aid approved.

Inflation

Inflation in the mid to late 1970s was an important
variable which helped set the climate for tax reform because
it contributed to increased educational costs for school
districts. According to the consumer price index, the
purchasing power of the dollar decreased during the decade
of the 1970s and well into the 1980s. Guthrie (1980)
discusses inflation’s erosion of the dollar. The Consumer
Price Index (W) showed that the ratio in 1976 was 1.075
(1967 equals 1.00), and by 1979 the ratio was 2.177. This
meant that a dollar in 1979 bought only about half as much

as it did in 1976.

Public Schools’ Expanded Role

Another impartant variable during the same time period
was the expanded role of public schools which accelerated
the increase in educational costs (Brown, 1981). Paulston
(1977) noted that the expanded role of the public school in
such areas as vocational education, adult education, certain

types of special education, and gifted programs contributed
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to increased school costs. Schools were now becoming an
agent for social change (Mercer, 1977).

In addition, by 1983, the national report called "A
Nation at Risk" concluded that schools must do a better job
of educating children (Gardner, 1983). This meant expanded
and better programs which cost more money. A study
conducted by the Nebraska Governor’s Task Force on
Excellence in Education found that schools in Nebraska
needed to do a better job of educating students (Warren,
1983). New standards for state accreditation and approval
caused expanded and better programs which increased the cost

of education in Nebraska.

Equal Educational Opportunity

Equel educational gpportunity for all students also
caused educational costs to increase (Mercer, 1977).
Guthrie (1980) traced the development of equal educational
opportunity through important court decisions such as Brown

v. Board of Education (1954/1955), Hobson v. Hansen (19&7,

1971), Mclnnis v. Shapiro (1970), Serrano v. Priest, I, II,

and IIl1, Rodriguiz v. San Antonioc (1973), Robinsgn v. Cahill

(1973), and Lavittown v. Nygquist (1978). As a result of

these court decisions, districts had to increase property
taxes and request more state aid in order to meet their
increased costs (Walker, 1984). The higher costs that arose
from the equal opportunity issues also set the stage for

taxpavers to seek reform (Neufeld, 1977).
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Property Taxes

Increased property taxes were the result of the first
four major economic pressures. Gramlieh (1981) showed that
limitations were successful because voters would vote more
readily for tax limitations than for increasing taxes.
Voters were more likely to stay at home on election day if
they did not faver tax limitations than if they did favor
such limitations. This phenomenon may have accounted for
some of the tax limitations enacted by the voters. Brown
(1982) noted that the impact of reform should be judged by
how closely the results matched the purposes for that
reform. She also said that the effects of tax relief tended
to reduce the effects of equalization.

All of the pressures discussed in the literature
(inflation, higher taxes on property,; spending equity, equal
opportunity for all students, and the expanded role of the
school) formed a backdrop for budget limitations. Because
the same economic pressures were felt in Nebraska, the
Unicameral developed its own limitations on school budgets
even though research and literature are very limited or

nonexisting on the impacts of the Nebraska law.

Compliance With Limitations

Policymakers on limited budgets struggled to develop
policies for dealing with fiscal pressures. The literature
seemed to both predict and analyze how the policymakers

dealt with these economic pressures. Voters and taxpayers
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assumed that all schcol districts would comply with the
intent of the various budget limitations.

Hack (1981) noted that school districts with limited
property tax revenue had fewer operating dollars unless the
state bailed out those districts with state aid. According
to Collins (1982), limitations were placed on school
districts in 17 states.

Kirst (1983) noted that several methods could be used
by school districts to cope with limited revenues. He
suggested that schools could use their current resources
more efficiently. One area which he felt could be made more
efficient was student learning time, thus allowing teachers
to teach more students and to also eliminate some support
staff. Kirst suggested that schools should consider such
efficiency measures as longer days, more homework, peer
tutoring, fewer class interruptions, and student fee
charges. In addition,; he suggested that schools might
consider staff development programs that would lead to more
efficient teaching in the areas of teaching clarity,
instructional methods and skills, and diagnosis of student
learning patterns and problems.

Castellani (1978) provided a model for instructional
planning in hard economic times. The process he described
required schools to develop new goals and objectives. The
schools then tied the goals to the amount of funding

available. School compliance meant cutting mandated and/or
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funded programs last. The programs that would be cut or
reduced first were optional programs. Castellani indicated
that optional programs include language programs,
citizenship classes, vocational education, agriculture
classes, and business education. In addition, school
administrators should look at other budget areas such as
school transportation, school supplies, fuel, phone service,
and maintenance costs including personnel and supplies.

Puyear (1979) said schools "simply slowed down" as a
means of coping with tighter budgets. He reported that
schools lobbied state governments in order to get the
necessary funds for operating an acceptable program.
Hentsche (1978) argued that good programs needed to be
efficient. It was acceptable to increase class size for
efficiency provided that the increased size did not cause
students to suffer. He also noted that in complying with
imposed limitations each school needed to design a plan that
would fit that school’s individual needs. Conners (1978)
felt that the economic situation of low revenue and the
Zero-Based Budget provided complying schools with a tool for
annual review of curriculum programs thus providing program
accountability.

McDonnell (1983) noted that schools could not afford to
eliminate innovative methods and programs. McDonnell argued
that schools needed these most in times of limited resources

as innovative ideas could lead to efficiency in both methods
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and programs. Savage (1982) noted that schools needed to be
more efficient in times of limited funding. He said that
the state needed to be in a position to aid the schools and
thus schools, as a groups needed to cultivate a good
relationship with the respective legislatures for funding.
Conners (1978) held that it was necessary for schools to set
up annual review procedures for all optional programs. This
review would cause programs that were obsolete to be
dropped. However, he indicated that this procedure would
not be economically sound unless the school was in excess of
about 2,500 students.

Leve (1979) indicated that California provided expanded
educational services in most areas and provided extensive
services to handicapped and disadvantaged students. In
addition, there were expanded community service and adult
education programs. All of these expanded programs were
expensive and added to the amount needed to support
California’s schools. Mackler (1978) indicated that the
California answer to high property taxes was '"Proposition
13." McCuen (1978) described Proposition 13 as a revenue
limiting law. Money from local property tax sources was cut
by as much as two-thirds of the amounts prior to the law.

According to Anderson (1980), even after the financial
bailout by the state of California, the school districts had
about 10% less revenue for operating schools. Californie

schools had a difficult time finding places to cut 104 of
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their budget. In order for school districts to comply with
the mandates of Proposition 13, some method needed to be
developed for allocating the remaining funds according to
the best interest of the school districts since each school
had different priorities.

Anderson (1980) listed the optional programs from which
school district funds could most easily be reallocated to
programs which were mandated or high on the priority list.
The programs that were most often cut were programs not
necessary for meeting state standards. In the California
school district that he reviewed, such programs as summer
school, alternative schools, teacher inservices; school
transportation, adult education classes, and school
athletics were reduced or eliminated. Students had to pay
for extracurricular experiences. In addition,; most of the
new and innovative programs were dropped.

Anderson’s (1980) district,; in addition to dropping
optional programs, cut the number of teachers and increased
class student to teacher ratio from 16 to 1 to 26 to 1. The
use of teacher aides was also eliminated. Bus routes for
bringing students to and from school were consolidated
causing students much longer bus rides. Field trips which
required transportation in buses were eliminated. Also,
classroom teaching supplies were eliminated, and teachers
often bought their own. Athletic programs were cut or

reduced because athletic equipment was not being replaced.
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In addition, shower and locker rooms were not cleaned
regularly because maintenance personnel were reduced in
numbers. Even the school nurse was eliminated. Finally, in
Anderson’s district, the school made an increased effort to
use "volunteer" workers in all areas, especially as teacher
aides. Savage (1982) revealed that California school
districts dropped many elective classes as a result of their
budget cuts. In his example, those elective courses that
were most frequently dropped were journalism, art, and
music. Basically, the school did what it had to do in
order to comply with the law and still meet the minimum
standards.

Castellani (1978) noted that voters chose to put the
cost of public education into the hands of the State of
California. The schoolss when complying with limitations,
allowed a shift from local to state funding and gave up some
contral. Shapiro (1979) said that some decision making in
California schools had shifted to the state because the
state was paying increased amounts of money for school
support. Williams (1982) noted that the impact for
Proposition 13 on California was that schools had, on the
average, about 10% fewer dollars.

Tax limitations similar to California’s were found on
the East Coast as well. Ladd (1985) discussed the
Massachusetts Proposition 2 1/2 which cut 100 million

dollars from that state’s school districts. Essentially,



31
the proposition called for districts with high taxes to
reduce their property taxes by 154 each year until the rate
was 2.3% of fair market value of real estate. Then the
district could raise at the rate of 2.54 each year as
approved by the voters. Ladd found that the poor districts
cut spending, pecple, services, and library programs.

Morgan (1982) showed that in Massachusetts rich rural
school districts actually increased their budgets by as much
as 15-20% and thus avoided complying with the intent of the
law. Those districts may have felt they must keep their
budgets at a maximum in case they were asked to cut in the
future. City districts had to cut their budgets by 20-30%
in order to comply with the law. Massachusetts districts
seemed to react to difficult financial times much the same
way that schools in California did. Collins (1982) showed
that Massachusetts schools developed a plan for identifying
priority programs. He noted the importance of having
decision makers who were committed to excellence in
education involved in the identification of priority
programs.

Morgan (1982) also noted that Massachusetts schools in
urban areas reacted to the budget cuts by reducing art
classes, music programss remedial reading programs, athletic
programs, vocational education, and industrial arts
programs. In some of the scheools,; the students were charged

fees for classes and/or had to purchase their own textbooks.
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If a class did not have enough students enrolled, the class
was dropped. In addition,; innovative programs such as
alternative schools were dropped.

Collins (1982) agreed with most of Morgan’s
descriptions of the ways in which the city schools dealt
with their short budgets. He added that the schools were
not budgeting on their respective district needs, but simply
looking at how much money they could get and then working
backwards to arrive at a budget. The areas not necessary
for operation were cut by the majority of schools. Collins
added that his research showed that schools tended to cut
non-persomnmel types of programs first, such as general
supplies for teaching and athletics. Then textbooks were
cut, followed by teacher inservice, staff development
programss and transportation. He continued to include other
areas such as food service and various assistant
administrators. He also noted the importance of the
decision makers’ dedication. Mann (1980) noted that in
Connecticut much the same climate existed for tax reform as
in Massachusetts and that schools were forced to operate
with less money.

Winkler (1979) reviewed tax reform issues for five
other states. These states reacted in much the same way
that California and Massachusetts did. Generally, the
voters wanted lower property taxes with the state paying for

some or most of the net loss from limitations on property
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tax revenue. The states in his review looked at property
tax yield per pupil as one means of determining state aid.
In some states the local school districts followed a model
for setting goals. Some states developed an amount per
pupil as a guide to state aid funding, and some states did

nothing causing a net loss.

Public Opinion on Compliance

Thurow (1980) argued that we live in a '"Zero-sum
Society" in which for every gain there is a loss. In sports
there is a winner and a loser. When school budgets are
limiteds, there is a winner and a loser. Thus, when schools
allocate funds within their districts during times of
limited budgets or of fewer dollars, there will be a winner
of the funds and a loser. Schools must then choose programs
that keep what is of the most value to students.

Boskin (1979) suggested that the prime reason for
limiting the revenues of school districts was because the
economy was slow, due to no real growth in the private
sector since 1973. Usually the voters did not wish to
"hurt" the school system, but they did not want the taxes on
homes and farms to increase each year. Leaders who
advocated limiting taxes, etc., implied that scheols had a
lot of "fat" or unnecessary programs that had no place in
school. Often innovative programs were singled out as being

wasteful. Some of the programs were those that special
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interest groups had, in the past, demanded be added to the
school systems’ curriculum (Leve, 1979).

Curley (1986) indicated that voters often voiced a
position for lowering taxes of all kinds and felt that the
whole problem could be solved by just shifting school
expenses to another source of income. Generally, this other
source of income was the state or the federal government.
Winkler (1979) felt that much of the public’s vocal demand
for less tax collection was only talk because these same
people were usually satisfied with schools and did not wish
to have the services of the schools reduced.

According to McCuen and others (1978), the voters
wanted lower property taxes and less spending on schools.
In addition, the voters wanted to keep school services at
roughly the same level and to shift school financing to the
state or federal government. Generally, Anderson (1980),
Boskin (1979), Breunig (1980), and Castellani (1978) would
agree that the voters achieved lower schoal expenditures in
most limited states,s especially in California and
Massachusetts. They would also agree that the voters did
not get services at the same level as before the budget
limits. Massell (1986) noted that the mood for tax
limitation and reform had changed in California since 1982,
and the voters did not wish to strengthen the Jarvis-Gann

reforms.
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Perhaps in many cases the voters got more than they
bargained for with the tax reforms and often did not like
what they got (Morgan, 1982). Savage (1982) noted SAT
scores were lower, athletics were cut back, enrichment
classes and other important, new,; and/or innovative programs
were dropped. WVoters,; in one instance,; when polled would
not now vote for tax reform because of what such refaorms did
to schools. 0Often the voters did not realize how the
schools would be affected and really had wanted to slow down
the growth of city government (Morgan, 1982). Kirst and
Garms (1980) indicated that the result of the revenue
limitations from specific sources was that several areas of
local government were competing for the same deollars. He
noted that school boards, superintendents, and other
administrators lost power and/ar importance. The state,
courts, private business, and special interest groups gained
in power and influence in the school setting.

The literature showed that the public was supportive of
public schools. The public did not want to lose school
services or cause educational standards to be lowered. The
voters wanted toc stop the rapid rise in property taxes and
were supportive of funding schocls by state aid to
education. Public support for strict compliance to budget
limitations was less when schools needed funds for quality

programs because the voters did not want to lose services or
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to damage education. Public opinion was still on the side

of quality education.
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Chapter 3

METHODS

This study examines the impact of Nebraska’s Budget
Limit Act of 1979 on selected fiscal budget areas with
reference to Nebraska’s Class II school districts by
comparing data from school years not under the Budget Limit
Act of 1979 with those years that were under the Budget
Limit Act of 1979. The purpose of the design was to allow
for the examination of the two time frames. Data used in
this study were gathered from the Nebraska Department of
Education and other governmental agencies for 11 school
years starting with the 1975/76 school year and ending with

the 1985/86 school year.

Sample

A random sample of 22 Nebraska Class II schools was
selected from the 87 Class Il school districts as listed in
the "Seventy—-Eighth Nebraska Educational Directory” for the
1975-76 school year. The sample represents 25% of the total
Class II schoeol districts in Nebraska during the 1975/76
school year.”? The list of the 87 Class Il school districts
by county is found in Appendix C. Nebraska counties not
containing Class II districts are not listed.

The following schools were selected:® Cody-Kilgore,



Snyder, Holbrook, Palisade, Hordville, Douglas, Monroe,
Prague, Bladen, Petersburg, Farnam, Diller, Ruskin, McCool
Junctions, Rising City, Campbell, Sterling, Table Rock,

Trumbull, Filley,; Davenport, and Bradshaw.

Instrumentation

The necessary data were collected from the following
Nebraska Department of Education and federal documents:

1. The Annual Financial Report (Appendix D)

2. Nebraska Education Directory

3. Consumer Price Index (W) (Appendix E).

The prime source document for data collection for this
study was the Annual Financial Report issued from the
Nebraska Department of Education. The data were collected
fraom specific lines from that report and then recorded on a
spreadsheet (Appendix F) for the time span of the study.
During the time span of this study, the Annual Financial
Form changed three times: in 1975/76, in 1976/77, and again
in 1977/783 the last form was used for the remainder of
years in the study. All data from the first two year’s
forms are from corresponding lines as found on the 1977/78
form.

Data were collected from the following lines from the
1977/78 Annual Financial Report:

1. "Cost Per Pupil" is from line 474, column 3.

2. "Average Daily Membership” is from line 468,

column 3.
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3. "Instruction Expense" is from line 94, column 3.
4. "Operation/Maintenance of Plant Expense" is from

lines 236 and 247, column 3.

5. "Transportation Expense" is from line 264, column
3.

6. "Total Expenditures" is from line 311.

7 . "Local Property Tax" is from line 3.

8. "“Total State Receipts" is from line 4O.

9. "Total County Receipts”" is from line 27.

10. "Cash on Hand" is from line 320.

Data from these line items are divided into two time
frames, those school years that are not limited and those
school years that are limited by the Budget Limit Act of

1979.

Procedures and Data Presentation

Constant dollars, which are dollars adjusted for
inflation, were used for hypotheses 1 and 2. The Consumer
Price Index (W) was used to convert current dollar amounts
to constant dollars using 1967 as a base year.® This use of
inflation adjusted dollars allowed a "t" test (P<.03) to be
used to determine if there was a significant difference
between data from the non-limited period and data from the
limited period.*®

Hypotheses 3 and 4 use current dollars, which are not
ad justed for inflation and are examined by looking at data

for each of the non—-limited and limited school vyears.
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Because of maturation effects, such as an allowed 7% annual
increase and inflaticn, these two hypotheses cannot be
examined statistically (Campbell & Stanley, 1966). A "t"
test would be expected to show significant differences when
the two time frames are compared. For this reason,
discernible differences are discussed in relation to
patterns such as changes in the percentage of increase, in
current dollars, and in constant dollars.

The data are displayed in three stages for hypotheses 1
and 2, and in two stages for hypotheses 3 and 4. First,
comparisons such as the annual percentages of change and
actual changes that occurred over the time span of the study
are shown in the tables.** This permitted the
identification of trends which developed over the time span
of the study.*® Non-limited and limited years are noted on
the tables. Next, a comparison of each variable for the
first four non-lid years with the first four lid years is
illustrated in the figures.'® Four years from each time
frame are used because there were only four years reported
in this study prior to the implementation of the Budget
Limit Act of 1979. The use of only four years from each
time frame identifies trends which led to the enactment of
the Budget Limit Act of 1979 ard also shows the immediate
results of the Act on the financial areas selected for the
study. These figures follow each table when applicab’a.

Finally, the results of the respective "t" tests are



discussed and displayed for each of the variables as they
apply to hypotheses 1 and 2. Hypotheses 3 and 4 use the

first two stages as described for hypotheses 1 and 2.

41
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Chapter &4

DATA ANALYSIS

Chapter 4 provides an analysis of the data for each of

the four hypotheses. A summary is presented.

Hypothesis 1

There were no significant differences between current
expenditures per ADM of Nebraska’s Class Il school districts
during the period of the Budget Limit Act of 1979 and the
non-limited period, when measured in constant dollars.

To substantiate Hypothesis 1, two variables are
examined: cost per pupil and average daily membership.
These variables are divided into two time frame groups:
non-limited school years and limited school years. The
data for the cost per pupil are adjusted for inflation by
dividing Consumer Price Index figures into current dollar
figures.

Table 1 shows the average cost per pupil for 11 years.
Column one gives the school years of the study with the
limited years label=sd "Lid.," Column two shows the Consumer
Price Index figures with the inflation rate shown to the
right of the column. Column three shows the average cost

per pupil expressed in current dollars, and column four
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shows the average cost per pupil expressed in constant

dollars.

Table 1

Cost Per Pupil

Average Average
CPI (W) for for
School 1967 = Current Constant
Year 1.00 Dollars Dollars
Inflation
Rate

197571976 1.079 2 ———=—- 1641.59 ?62.81
1976/1977 1.8195 6.8% 1794.97 988.97
1977/1978 1.993 7.6% 2182.91 1117.72
1978/197% e.177 11.5% 2510.23 1153.07
1979/1980 Lid 2.470 13.3% 2886.27 1168.53
1980/1981 Lid 2.723 10.2% 3277 .55 1203.65
1981/1982 Lid 2.886 6.0% 3734 .64 1294.095
1982/1983 Lid 2.974 3.0% 4042.43 1359.26
1983/1984 Lid 3.076 3.4% 4372.62 1421.53
1984/1985 Lid 3.188 3.6% 4738.03 1492 .49
1985/1986 3.234 1.4% 4933.67 1525.56

Table 1 shows that there was an increase in the cost
per pupil in both current and constant dollars over the time
There was a 201% increase in current dollars

span shown.

and a 58% increase in constant dollars. Using constant
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dollars, the average cost per pupil during the non—limited
period was $1,149.63, and the average cost per pupil during
the limited period was $1,323.25. In net terms, the average
cost per pupil was higher during the limited time frame.

The rate of inflation was highest just priocr to the
enactment of the Budget Limit Act of 1979 and during the
first two years of its implementation. Even though the rate
of inflation slowed during the last four years of the
limited period, the cost per pupil continued to rise in net
terms.

Figure 1 shows the trend for each of the two time frame
groups for cost per pupil expressed in constant dollars.

The slopes of the two lines are similar, which indicates
that the rates of increase are similar. The figure shows
that in net terms the cost per pupil was higher during the
limited years.

Table 2 shows the annual percentage of change in the
annual cost per pupil in both current and constant dollars.
Column one shows the year—to-year with the limited years
labeled "LID." Column two shows the percentage of change 1in
current dollars, and column three shows the percentage of
change in constant dollars.

When the two time frames are compared by averaging the
percentages of change in current dollars, the non-limited
time frame showed a 12.5% increase and the limited time

frame showed a 11.33% increase. When the same comparisons
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Table @2

Annual Percentage of Change in Cost Per Pupil

% of Change % of Change

in Current in Constant
School Years Dollars Dollars
75/76 to 7&6/77 + 9 + 3
76/77 to 77/78 +22 +13
77/78 to 78/7% +15 + 3
78/79 to 79/80 (LID) +15 + 1
79/80 to 80/81 (LID) +14 + 3
80/81 to B81/82 (LID) +14 + 8
81/82 to 82/83 (LID) + B8 + 5
82/83 to 83/84 (LID) + 8 + 5
83/84 to B4s85 (LID) + @ + 3
84/85 to 85/86 + 4 + 2

are made in constant dollar figures, the non-limited period
average increase was 5.25% and the limited period average
increase was 4.35%. In both current and constant dollar
terms, the average rate of increase was less during the
limited pericd. Note is made of relatively high percentages
of increase prior to the implementation of the Budget Limit
Act of 1979.

Table 3 shows the data for average daily membership of

the sample schools for 11 years. Column one shows the
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school years. Line 4468, which shows the average daily
membership (ADM) of the Annual Financial Report, was
monitored for changes which influenced cost per pupil.
Column two shows the average daily membership, and column

three shows the percentage of annual change.

Table 3

The Averaqge Daily Membership of the Sample School Districts

and the Average Percentage of Change for School Years

Percentage of

Year Average ADM Annual Change
735/76 165.37 -=
76777 159.40 -4
77/78 151.18 -3
78779 143.39 -3
79/80 Lid 137.00 -4
80s81 Lid 132.04 -4
8i/82 Lid 127.00 -4
82/83 Lid 12e8.17 +1
B83/84 Lid 125.32 -2
84/89 Lid 122.97 -2

85/86 121.68 -1
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Table 3 reveals that there was a steady decline except
for one limited year in the average daily membership for the
ll1-year period. The average'numbers of students in
attendance in the sample schools dropped by 27% during the
time of this study. The average annual percentages of
change for the two time frames of non-limited and limited
show a greater decline during the non-limited period. The
average percentage of annual change for the non-limited time
frame was a negative 3.75%, and the average percentage of
annual change for the limited time frame was a negative
2.5%. This would account for the limited period’s lower
average peréentage of change in cost per pupil (see Table
2).

Figure 2 shows the changes in the average daily
membership for the first four non-limited and limited years.
The figure shows that there was a steady decline in the
average daily membership of the sample scheols. The slopes
of the two lines are similar at the start of the figure, but
there is a change toward the end of the figure. The limited
vears’ slope tends to level out while the non-limited years’
slope is more constant and steep. This shows that the rate
of decline was faster during the nen—-limited years, which
meant that the rate of change was higher for cost per pupil
during the non-limited years. It is noted that even though
the rate of pupil decline was lower during the limited

years, there was still a decline, thus the cost per pupil
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Figure 2. Average daily membership.

would be higher during the limited years as is shown in

Table 1.

A "t" test was conducted to determine if there was a
statistically significant difference between cost per pupil
expenditures in the non-limited and limited school years.
Inflation adjusted data (constant dollars) were used. A
statistically significant "t" value (t=5.97, df=1, 20,
p<.000) was obtained. This test showed that there was a
significant difference in the cost per pupil between the two
time periocds. This difference was expected given that there
was a decline in the average daily membership. Table 1

showed that after the cost per pupil was adjusted for

inflations there was still net annual growth which
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suggested that the Class II schools were not able to adjust

expenses downward as enrollment declined.

Hypothesis 2

There were no significant differences (as measured in
constant dollars) between total expenditures for Nebraska’s
Class Il schaol districts during the period of the Budget
Limit Act of 1979 and total expenditures occurring during
the non—-limited period.

Table 4 shows the annual average of total expenses for
the sample schools. The first column shows the school years
of the study with the limited years labeled "LID." The
second column is the total expenses expressed in current
dollars, and the third column is the total expenses
expressed in constant dollars. Table 4 shows that there was
a total increase aof 114% in current dollars and a total
increase of 13% using constant deollars for the time frame of
the study. During the time of the study, the constant
dollar column shows that total expenses did not always
increase. There were several years both in the non-limited
and limited time frames that experienced declines in total
expenses. In the current dellar column, there was a steady

increase in total expenses for the time frame of the study.
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Total Averaged Annual Expenses Expressed Both in Current and

Constant Dollars for the Sample School Districts

Current Constant

Year Dollars Dollars

75/76 277,855.95 162,965.37
76/77 292,603.13 161,213.85
77/78 347,351.73 177,855.47
78/79 371,730.86 170,753.73
79/80 (LID) 400,672.30 162,215.59
80/81 (LID) 433,149.00 159.,070.51
gi/82 (LID) 4694379 .27 162,640.08
82/83 (LID) S517,241.19 173,921.03
83784 (LID) S542,852.67 176,480.06
84/85 (LID) S5775610.05 181,182.57
85/86 595,765.33 184,219.33

Figure 3 shows the trend line for each of the two time

frame groups for total expenditures as expressed
dollars for the first eight years of the study.

of the two lines are not similar,

rates of increase are not similar.

which

in constant
The slopes
indicate that the

The figure shows that in

net terms total expenditures were less during the first

three limited vyears.

non—-limited year

is noted that the fourth

is less than the fourth limited year which
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means that total expenses grew at a high rate during the
fourth limited year. The figure implies that in net terms
Class II schools were not keeping up with inflation during
the first four years of the Budget Limit Act of 1979.

Table S shows the annual percentage of change in total

expenditures in both current and constant dollars.

Table 3

Annual Percentage of Change in Total Expenditures in Current

and Constant Dollars

% of Change % of Change CPI %
in Current in Constant of
Year Dollars Dollars Change
775/76 0 =———— meem—— mmm
76777 + S -1 + 6.8
77/78 +19 +10 + 7.6
78779 + 7 - 4 +11.5
79/80 (LID) + 8 - 5 +13.5
80s81 (LID) + 8 -2 +10.2
81/82 (LID) + 8 + 2 + 6.0
82783 (LID) +10 + 7 + 3.0
83/84 (LID) + 3 + 1 + 3.4
84/85 (LID) + 6 + 3 + 3.6

85786 + 3 + 1.6 + 1.4
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The first column shows the school year with the limited
years labeled "LID." The second column shows the percentage
of change in current dollars, and the third column shows the
percentage of change in constant dollars. The fourth column
provides the percentage of change for the consumer price
index. Note is made of the high annual growth rate for the
1977/78 school year, and that the preceding year was a
14-month year which was adjusted to 12 months for purposes
of reporting data for this study. If the 1976/77 school
year had not been adjusted, the high annual growth rate
would have come a year earlier.

The current dollar column shows that the average
percentage of change for the norn-limited period was a
positive B.5%, and the average percentage of change for the
limited period was a positive 7.5%. The constant dollar
column shows that the average percentage of change faor the
non—limited period was 1.65% and the average percentage of
change for the limited period was 1.00%4. The first year of
real growth came in the 1982/83 school year which was the
first year of a relatively lower rate of inflation as noted
in column four. The three years with a negative growth or
net loss in constant dollars were the years with the highest
rates of inflation.

Table 5 also shows that four of the six limited years
had an inflation rate below 7%. During the non-limited

period, one year (1977/78) showed an unusually high
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percentage of increase which affected the averages between
the two time periods. There was also some maturation effect
which tended to cause the limited average to be a little
higher than that of the non-limited average.

A "t" test was caonducted to determine if there was a
statistically significant difference between total
expenditures in the non-limited and limited school years.
Constant dollar data are used. A significant difference
(t=-4.00, df=1, 20, p<.001) in total expenditures between
the two time frames was obtained. This was an expected
ocoutcome when the allowed 7% current dollar increases were
lower than the rate of inflatian, and the schools were 1in
compliance with the limitation act. This outcome was not
expected when the rate of inflation was at or below 7%
annual growth.

In summary, statistical procedures show that there was
a difference in total expenditures for Nebraska’s Class II
school districts between periods which were non—-limited and
limited by the Budget Limit Act of 1979 when constant
dollars are compared. Averaging total district expenditures
in constant dollars shows that less money was spent during
the limited time frame than during the non-limited time
frame. This was the case even though four of the five
non—-limited years preceded the limited period. These data
indicated that Class Il school districts did not increase

spending as much as was allowed under the Budget Limit Act
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of 1979 because the rate of inflation fell below 7% during

four of the six limited school years.

Hypothesis 3

There were no discernible differences between financial
patterns for the selected expenditure areas of Instruction,
Operation/Maintenance of Plant, and Transportation during
the period of the Budget Limit Act of 1979 and financial
patterns that occurred during the non-limited period for
Nebraska’s Class I1 school districts.

Table & displays the total cost of instruction for the
11 years of the study. Teacher salaries, special education,
and instructional supplies make up the majority of the
expenses in this area. The first column shows the school
years of the study with the limited years labeled "L." The
second column shows the cost of instruction in current
dollars. The third column shows the annual percentage of
change. The fourth and fifth columns show the data in
constant dollars for purposes of comparison.

The cost of instruction rose 131% in current dollars
and 21% in constant dollars for the time span of the study.
In current dollars, the highest percentages of change came
in the first few years of the non-limited period and in the
first four limited years. The same data in constant dollars
are shown in column five. The percentage of increase is

highest in the first few non-limited years, but is negative
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Total Instruction Costs

37

Current % Constant %
Year Dollars Change Dollars Change
75/76 196,240  —-———- ?1,636  —m——=
76777 172,259 +10 94,308 +4
77/78 201,396 +17 103,121 +9
78/79 215,264 + 7 98,881 -4
79/80 L 229,495 + 7 92,913 -6
80/81 L 251,307 +10 22,290 -1
B1/82 L 278,766 +11 ?6,392 +3
82/83 L 308,445 +11 103,714 +7
83/84 L 325,711 + 6 105,953 +2
84/85 L 349,014 + 7 109,477 +3
857864 361,270 + 4 111,710 +2

in the first two years of the limited period.

This shows

that in net terms less money was spent for teacher salaries,

special education, and

the majority of total

limited vyear,

areas.

instructional costs.

there was net growth

instructional supplies which made up
After the second

in spending for these

When the percentages of change are averaged for the two
time frames of non-limited and limited periods, the current

dollar figures show that during the non-limited period there
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was a 9.5% growth and during the limited period there was a
B8.66% growth. When the same comparisons are made with
constant dollars, the non—limited period grew at 2.73% and
the limited period grew at 1.66%. It is noted that the high
percentage of growth for the non-limited school year of
1977/78 was due to adjustments made for the l14-month school
year.

Figure 4 shows the trend line for each of the two time
frame groups for the total cost of instruction as expressed
in current dollars. The first four years from each time
frame are used. The slopes of the two lines are similar,
which indicates that the rates of increase are similar. The
figure shows that the expense of total instruction was
higher during the limited years than during the non-limited
years. This was expected due to rising costs and inflation
over the time span of the study as the dollar figures are
not adjusted for inflation. Patrons of these Class II
school districts saw a steady increase in current dollars
spent far instruction both during the non-limited and
limited time frames.

Table 7 shows the operation/maintenance of plant
expense for the 11 years of the study. The first column
shows the school year of the study with the limited years
labeled "L."” The second column displays the cost of
operation/maintenance of plant expressed in current daollars

with the third column showing the annual percentage of
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Table 7

Operation/Maintenance of Plant Expense

Current % Constant %
Year Dollars Change Dollars Change
75/76 30,924 = —--=—- 18,137 = -==—-
76777 31,168 + 1 17,172 -5
77778 44,187 +42 22,625 +32
78/7%9 55,293 +<1 20,346 -10
79/80 L 350,379 +14 20,477 + 1
80/81 L S4,046 + 7 19,848 - 3
81/82 L 56,951 + 3 19,733 -1
82/83 L 64,335 +13 21,632 +10
83784 L 67,106 + 4 21,816 + 1
84/85 L 66,586 -1 20,886 - 4
85/86 64,272 - 3 19,873 - 5
change. The fourth column gives the cost for the

operation/maintenance of plant in constant dollars with the
fifth column showing the annual percentage of change.

Table 7 also shows some discernible fluctuations 1In
percentages of change both in current and in caonstant
dollars. In the non-limited period, the school year of
1977/78 shows a relatively high increase in the amount spent

in this expenditure area. Some of this increase reflects
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purchases for the 14-month school year. In addition,; schaool
boards may have scheduled maintenance work on their
buildings.

The 1982/83 school year expense in this area was
relatively higher than other years and the inflation rate
was relatively lower. A few school boards doing major
renovating to their buildings would tend to bring up the
average for the sample because of the low average dollar
amounts. Examination of the raw data show that several
school boards spent more in this expense area during the
1982/83 schocol year than in preceding years and succeeding
years.

Averaged percentages of change for the two time frames
show the non-limited period increased 10.25% and the limited
period increased 7% in current dollars. The same comparisaen
made in caonstant dollars shows that the non-limited period
increased by an average of 3% and the limited period
increased by .66%. The total increase for the time span of
the study in current dollars was 108%4 and in constant
dollars was 9.3%. In net terms, Table 7 shows several years
declined in expenses for this area, perhaps reflecting
maintenance projects rescheduled for another year.

Figure S displays the trend line for each of the two
time frame groups for the expense area of operation/
maintenance of plant. The figure shows the first eight

vyears of the time span.
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Figure S. Operation/maintenance of plant expense.

Figure S shows the data in current dollars. The slopes
of the two lines are roughly similar and they do not cross.
The percentage of change is at a higher rate just prior to
the limited period. The figure shows that it cost more to
operate and maintain the plant during the limited years.
This 1s expected due to inflation.

Table 8 shows transportation caosts for the ll-year time
span. The first column gives the school years of the study
with the limited years labeled "L." The second column shows
the transportation costs in current dollars. The third
column gives the percentage of change from one year to the
next. The fourth column gives the data in constant dollars
and column five shows the percentage of change in constant

dollars.
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Table 8

Transportation Expenses

Current % Constant %
Year Dollars Change Dollars Change
75/76 16,583 ~~———= 9,726 ————=
76/77 15,012 -9 8,271 -15
77/78 22,454 +30 11,497 +39
78/79 23,765 + 6 10,916 - 5
729/80 L 27,094 +14 10,969 +<1
80/81 L 30,708 +13 11,277 +3
81/82 L 28,797 - 6 ?,978 -12
82/83 L 2€,750 -<1 ?,667 -3
83/84 L 30,665 + 7 ?,969 +3
84/85 L 28,654 -7 8,988 -10
85/86 27,915 - 3 8,632 -4

Over the time frame of the study, the amount spent for
transportation rose 68% in current dollars and declined 11%
in constant dollars. The average percentage of change in
real dollars for the non-limited period was 11% and 3.3% for
the limited period. After the dollars were adjusted for
inflation (constant dollars), the average percentage of
change for the non—limited period was 3.75% and a negative
3% for the limited period. Generally, the amount spent on

transportation declined after the 1980/81 school year to the



&4
end of the study. Prior to the implementation of the Budget
Limit Act of 1979, the percentage of change was described as
up and down. The highest up year was the 1977/78 school
year showing a S0% increase over the preceding year in
current dollars. Examination of the raw data revealed that
several schools showed figures that were double the
preceding year. This may have been due to the purchase of
new buses as often in small Class Il schools it was the
practice of school boards to purchase new equipment from the
vear’s budget instead of using a sinking fund which allowed
for setting aside a certain amount of money annually for
such purchases. In addition, some of this increase may have
been due to the l4-month school year. During the first two
years of the limited period, the rate of increase seemed
higher than usual. Examination of the raw data showed that
several school boards may have purchased new equipment or
had extensive repairs. It is noted that the averaged amount
spent by the sample school boards for transportation is
small. When only several school boards purchased new buses,
the averaged amount spent for transportation by the sample
schoaol boards showed a considerable increase for that year,
because the purchase price of a bus was often double the
annual amount spent. The negative percentages of change
starting with the 1981/82 school year could reflect fewer

bus routes due, 1in part, to a declined average daily
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membership and also could reflect economy measures taken by
boards of education.

Figure & shows the expenditure patterns for the area of
Transportation in current dollars. The figure compares the
first four years of the non-limited period and the first
four years of the limited period. The lines are not similar
in slope; they do not cross; and the amounts for the limited
years is more than the amounts for the non-limited years.
This is a graphic representation of Table 8. In current
dollars, there was an increase in the amount of money spent
for transportation during both the limited and non-limited
years. The patterns of increases and decreases do not seem
to be influenced by factors other than local decisions on
transportation and not necessarily by the Budget Limit Act
of 1979.

Table @ shows a comparison of the three selected areas
of expense with the total expenses. This comparison
utilizes information from Tables &, 7, and B as well as the
total amount of expenditures from Table 4. Table 9 shows
the percentage of the total expense for Instruction,
Operation/Maintenance,; and Transportation over the time span

of the study. The figures used are current dollars amounts.



66

30 K-—-=
29 K-——-
28 K-——--
27 K-=——
26 K-——-
25 K-—--
24 K-—--
23 K=——— O=Limited years

79/80 through 82/83
22 K-——-

X=Non—-limited years
21 K———- 75/76 through 78/79
20 K-——- K=Thousands

19 K———-
18 K-—-—-
17 K———-

16 K-——-

13 K=———=//

$ AmL 1st 2nd 3rd 4th
Years of each time frame

Figure 6. Transportation expenses.



&7
Table @

Percentage of the Total Expenses_for Selected Areas

% of Total %“ of Total % of Total
Year for Inst. for Op/Mt. for Trans.
75/76 56.23 11.13 5.97
76/77 58.87 10.65 5.13
77/78 57.97 12.72 &6.46
78/79 57.91 11.92 6.39
7%/80 57.28 12.62 6.73 LID
80/81 58.02 12.48 7.09 LID
81/82 59.39 12.13 6.14 LID
82/83 59.63 12.44 5.56 LID
B83/84 6£0.04 12.36 S.65 LID
84/895 &0.42 11.53 4.96 LID
85/86 60.64 10.79 4,69

The comparisons shown in Table 9 demonstrate trends in
spending patterns for the three selected areas of expense.
This table shows discernible differences in the financial
patterns. Column one shows the school years of the study.
Column two gives the percentage of the total expenditures
for Instructiaon. Column three gives the percentage of the
total expenses for Operation/Maintenance of Plant and column
four gives that data for Transpaortation. The limited years

are shown in column five as "LID."
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Table 9 shows that over the time span of the study two
expense areas,; Operation/Maintenance of Plant and
Transportation, received a lower percentage of the total
amount spent at the end of the time span of the study than
at the start of the study. Instruction expenses generally
showed steady growth in terms of percentage of the total
expense during the time span of the study with exceptions
noted just prior to and during the first year of the Budget
Limit Act of 1979.

In terms of the percentage of total expenditures,
Instruction’s share in 1975/76 was 56%,; and its share in
1985/86 was &0.b4%. Instruction gained 4.41 percentage
points of the total budget. Using the same school years for
Operation/Maintenance of Plant, the change was from 11.3% to
10.79% for a drop of .34%. Using the same school years for
Transportation, the change was from 3.97% to 4.69% for a
drop of 1.28%. This means that since Instruction gained
4.41 points and the other two studied areas of Opevation/
Maintenance of Plant and Transportation combined lost only
1.62 points, the difference of 2.79 points came from other
budget areas not in this study.

Table 9 shows that the total percentage of change for
the time span was an increase of 7.84% for Instruction, a
decline of 32.05% for Operation/Maintenance of Plant, and a
decline of 21.44% for Transportation. These percentage of

change figures for the time span of the study are found by
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comparing the 1985/846 school year percentage of the total
with the 1975/76 school year percentage of the total in each

of the three areas.

Hypothesis 4

There were no discernible differences between the
pattern of annual rates of increase from tax revenue sources
limited by the Budget Limit Act of 1979 during the period of
the Budget Limit Act of 1979 and the annual rates of
increase during the non-limited period for Nebraska’s Class
I1 school districts.

This hypothesis was tested by examining four revenue
variables, the first three of which were limited by the
Budget Limit Act of 1979. The first variable was local real
estate tax money. The second revenue variable was total
state receipts which reflected several limited revenues
under the Budget Limit Act of 1979. The third revenue
variable was total county receipts, which sometimes included
tuition money collected from surrounding Class I schools.
This income was in a high percentage of the taotal revenue
for some schools and none for other Class 11 schools. This
revenue caused fluctuation in the property tax collection
due to fluctuation in numbers of students coming to the
Class II schools from the Class [s. The law required each
student coming to a Class II school from a Class I school to

pay at least per pupil cost.
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The fourth revenue variable related to hypothesis 4 was
the cash reserve or the money that the district had on hand
in the bank at the close of the school fiscal year. This
area was not a true revenue, but was treated as a revenue in
school district budget preparation. Careful examination of
this area helped explain fluctuations in property tax
collection and provided some reasons for expenditure
increases considerably over thase that the Budget Limit Act
of 1979 seemed to mandate.

Table 10 shows the yearly averaged local property tax
receipts for the 11 years of the study. The first column

shows the school years of the study with the limited years

labeled "L." The second column shows the local property tax
receipts in current dollars. The third column gives the
annual percentage of change. The fourth column shows the

data in constant dollars with the fifth column giving the
annual percentage of change for the constant dollars.

The total percentage of increase in current dollars for
the time span of the study was 135% and in constant dollars
the increase was 24%. In current dollars, the average
percentage of change for the non-limited period was 13% and
for the limited period was 6.5%. In constant dollars, the
percentage of change for the non-limited period was S.735%
and for the limited period was 0O%. Note is made of several
high rates of increase prior to the implementation of the

Budget Limit Act. There were many factors which might have
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Local Praoperty Tax Revenues in Both Curvrent and Constant

Dollars With Annual Percentage of Change

Current % Constant %
Year Dollars Change Dollars Change
75/76 201,212 @ -=-——- 118,013 = ————-—
76777 238,505 +19 131,407 +11
77/78 279,869 +17 143,302 + 9
78779 285,060 + 2 130,941 - 9
79/80 296,011 + 4 119,842 - 8
80/81 307,320 + &4 112,861 - 6
81/82 323,371 + 5 112,048 -1
82/83 352,033 + 9 118,370 + 6
83/84 380, 100 + 8 123,569 + 4
84/85 414,893 + G 130,142 + S
85/86 473,081 +14 146,284 +12

caused this to happen.

Some of these factors were with

relation to the other revenue areas and their fluctuations.
Other factors were back taxes being paid wilth interest,
mergers of Class Is with the sample Class II districts, and
schools budgeting for the l4-month school year. In canstant
dollar terms, there was a O% growth during the limited
period, which meant that taxes on local property generally

just kept pace with inflation.
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Figure 7 shows the trend line for each of the two time

frame groups for property tax receipts in current dollars.

350 K————-
340 K=————-
330 K————-—
320 K—————
310 K—==———=—
300 K———=-
290 K————-—
280 K————= O=Limited years

7%/80 through 82/83
270 K-———-

X=Non-limited years
260 K————-— 75/76 through 78/79
250 K————=- K=Thousands

240 K————-—
230 K————=—

220 K-----

$ Amt 1st 2nd 3rd &4th
Years of each time frame

Figure 7. FProperty tax receipts in current dollars.
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The two lines are similar and each shows an increase
from beginning to end. The line for the limited years is
higher than the non-limited line. The two lines do not
cross demonstrating that there was always more money
received in the limited time Trame. One important variable
which influenced tax revenues for small schools was the
method of payment for special education. Payments for
special education were made after the expenditure took
place, thus higher special education costs during a year
caused taxes for that year to increase and in the next year
the state paid the special education maoney and caused the
need for property tax revenue to decrease.

Table 11 shows total state receipts. The major
revenues from the state receipts were part of the total
"limited dollar amount" and included such revenues as state
aid, special education aid, state apportionment, and the
state’s share of the school lunch. The first column shows
the school years of the study with the limited years labeled
B B The second column shows total state revenues expressed
in current dollars. The third column gives the annual
percentage of change in current dollars. The fourth and
fifth columns give the same information except in constant

dollars.
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Table 11

Total State Revenues Expressed in Current and in Constant

Dollars With Corresponding Annual Percentages of Change

Current % Constant %
Year Dollars Change Dollars Change
75/76 34,763 -BASE- 20,389 -BASE-
76777 34,741 —<1 19,141 - 6
77/78 37,545 + 8 19,224 +<1
78779 37,227 -1 17,100 -11
7%/80 L 44,047 +18 17,833 + 4
80/81 L 66,987 +45 23,498 +32
81/82 L 66,4135 + 3 22,722 - 2
82783 L 97,222 +47 32,690 +43
83784 L %0361 - 7 29,376 -10
84/85 L 1,224 + 1 28,614 - 3
85/86 85,290 -7 26,373 - B

Table 11 shows that the percentage of increase for the
time span of the study was 145% in current dollars and 29%
in constant dollars. The average percentage of change 1in
current dollars for the limited period was +17.8% and -.25%
during the non-limited period. The average percentage of
change in constant dollars for the limited period was 10.66%
and -&% during the non-limited period. It is noted that

there was a great amount of annual fluctuation in the rates
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of change. There may have been several reasons for this
extreme annual change. During this time frame, the state
dropped a fairly substantial portion of aid because it was
ruled unconstitutional. That aid dropped was "in lieu of
personal property tax" receipts, which were in part to be
replaced by increased state aid. But since the state aid
formula favored those schools with higher numbers of
students, the Class 11 schools with their rapidly declining
enrcllments did not get back all that they lost. It is also
noted that when handicapped students moved into a district,
the amount paid by the state changed dramatically due to the
high cost of providing programs in rural schools for
handicapped students. Judging from the data, state aid was
rnot reliable as a funding source for rural schools, and
property tax on real estate seemed more reliable.

Figure 8 demonstrates the trend lines for the two time
frame groups for state revenues. The slopes of the two
lines are not similar, except that both end higher than they
start. The lines do not cross, which means that there was
always more money spent during the limited period.

The slope of the limited period is steeper than the
rnon—-limited period which shows that the rate of increase was
higher during the limited period. Figure B is a graphic
representation of the erratic behavior of state revenues as
seen during the two time frames of the first four

non—-limited years and the first four limited years.
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2S5 K==—-—
0 K=~—-
85 K———-
80 K——-—-—
75 K=--—-
70 K=——- O=Limited years
79/80 through 82/83
685 K———-
X=Non-limited years
60 K———- 73/76 through 78/79
33 K=——= K=Thousands

50 K=———-
48 K———-

40 K———-

35 K-——-

30 K====7//

\

% Amt 1st 2nd 3rd 4th
Years of each time frame

Fiqure 8. State revenues in current dollars.

Table 12 shows total county receipts. Tuition from
Class I schools make up a large part of this receipt for
those schools with Class 1 students. It is noted that the
numbers of tuition students fluctuated from year to year and
tuition formulas changed from time to time, thus causing
fluctuations in the county receipts. Fluctuations in county
receipts were even more erratic than state receipts. This

high fluctuation was more easily caused because of the low



77
Table 12

Total County Receipts

Current % Constant %
Year Dollars Change Dollars Change
73/7& 16,584 ————— 9,727  —==—-
76777 18,177 +10 10,014 + 3
77/78 19,892 + 9 10,185 + 2
78/79 35,782 +80 16,436 +61
79/80 L 43,508 +22 17,614 + 7
g80/81 L 43,719 +<1 16,055 -9
81/82 L 56,029 +28 19,414 +21
82/83 L 39,327 -30 13,223 -32
83784 L 31,767 -19 10,327 -22
84/85 L 29,835 - 35 ?,358 - 9
85/86 31,046 + 4 9,600 +2.6

dollar amounts and thus when tuition students came to a
Class II school paying at least per pupil cost, which were
relatively high, the noted changes were thus greater. The
tuition formulas changed from no limits to a set percentage
of the cost per pupil. If a Class I district merged with a
Class II district of the study, the revenue switched from a
county revenue to a local property tax revenue.

Column one gives the school year and limited years are

labeled "L."” Column two shows total county receipts in
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current dollars with column three giving the annual
percentage of change. Columns four and five are the
corresponding figures shown in columns two and three, except
in constant dollars.

The county receipts increased over the time span of the
study by 87% in current dollars and dropped by 1.3% in
constant dollars. The average percentage of change in
current dollars for the non-limited period was a +25.73% and
a —-.5% for the limited years. The average percentage of
change for constant dollars during the non-limited period
was +17.25% and a -7.33% for the limited years. On the
average, county receipts rose faster during the non-limited
time frame than they did during the limited time frame.

Figure 9 shows the trend line for each of the two time
frame groups for total county receipts figured in current
dollars. The slopes of the two lines are not similar and
the two lines do not cross. The money collected was higher
during the limited years as expected. The pattern of the
nron—-limited years was a steady increase, while the pattern
of the limited years was increase and then decrease. The
data in Figure 9 demonstrate some of the erratic

fluctuations of the revenue source.
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S6 K=——-
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Years of each time frame

Figure 9. County receipts in current dollars.
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Table 13 shows the total cash on hand at the end of a

fiscal year. The first column shows the school year with

the limited years labeled

IIL. n

The second column gives the

total cash on hand in current dollars with the third column

showing the annual percentage of change.

The fourth and

fifth columns give the data in constant dollars with annual

percentage of change.

Table 13

Total Cash on Hand

Current % Constant %
Year Dollars Change Dollars Change
73/76 35,046  ——-—-- 20,854 = —-—-=--
76777 46,226 +32 25,469 +24
77/78 64,9232 +40 33,247 +31
78779 73,739 +16& 33,871 + 2
79/80 L 82,341 +12 33,336 -2
80/81 L 94,263 +14 344,617 + &4
81s82 L 2,213 - 2 31,952 - 8
82/83 L 96,353 + 4 32,399 + 1
83/84 L 93,969 - 2 30,349 - &
84/85 L 92,417 -2 28,989 - 3
85/86 99,084 + 7 20,4638 + 6
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The table shows that the cash on hand fluctuated over
the time span of this study. The total cash on hand grew
183% from the start to finish of the time period in current
dollars and 49% in constant dollars. The amount of cash on
hand can fluctuate with the total of the revenue sources
because the cash on hand is that amount left over after all
the receipts are gathered and the expenditures made.
Property taxes,; which make up the bulk of the school
district revenue;s; may be delinquent over a period of time
and later paid, thus adding to the cash on hand.

The Budget Limit Act of 1979 limited only the amount
that was budgeted and igrnored the amount actually collected.
The same was true of all the limited revenues. There were
several exclusions allowed, such as the amount budgeted for
fuel and electricity. If this amount was not used, it
became part of the cash on hand at the end of the year. In
addition, many schools had money in Time Certificates and
drew interest on such certificates. This interest money was
not limited under the Budget Limit Act of 19793 and during
the time frames; banks paid as high as 13% annual interest.
In addition, the tuition from Class I schools in some cases
helped add to the cash on hand.

The average percentage of increase in current dollars
during the non-limited time frame was 23.25% and 4% during
the limited years. The average percentage of increase in

constant dollars during the non-limited time frame was
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15.75% and -2.66% for the limited time frame. Clearly the
cash on hand grew at a slower pace during the limited time
frame, but perhaps followed inflation more closely than the
limits imposed by the Budget Limit Act of 1979.

Figure 10 shows the trend line for each of the two time
frame groups for cash on hand expressed in current dollars.
The slopes of the two lines are similar, except that the
slope of the non-limited time is steeper and thus shows
greater increase. During the limited period, there is one
negative growth year on the graph. Since the lines do not
cross, there was always more cash on hand during the limited
period than during the non-limited time frame shown in the
figure.

Table 14 shows the three sources of revenue added
together which make up most of the "limited receipts."” Cash
an hand is not included as this was not limited by the
Budget Limit Act of 1979. Column one shows the school
vearss and column twao gives the combined revenue in current
dollars. Column three gives the annual percentage of
change, and column four shows the consumer price index.
Columns five and six show the data expressed in constant
dollars with the percentage of change. The last column

shows the limited years labeled "L."
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93 K———-—
90 K———-—
85 K-———
80 K———-—
O=Limited years

73 Ke——— 7%/80 through 82/83
70 K——-- X=Non—-limited years
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Years aof each time frame

Figure 10. Total cash on hand.
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Table 14

Combined Receipts (Local Taxes, County Receipts, and State

Receipts)

Revenue Revenue

Current % Constant %
Year Dollars Change CPI Dollars Change
75776 252,559  ——-—-—- 1.703 148,128  -—-—--—-—
76777 291,423 +15.39 1.815 160,564 +8.40
77778 337,306 +15.74 1.933 172,712 +7.56
78779 358,069 + 6.16 2.177 164,478 -4 .77
79/80 385,566 + 7.68 2.470 156,100 -5.10
80/81 418,026 + 8.42 2.723 153,517 -1.65
81/82 445,555 + 6.59 c2.886 154,385 + .57
82783 488,582 + 9.66 2.974 164,284 +6.41
83/84 502,228 + 2.80 3.076 163,273 - .62
84/85 535,954 + &6.72 3.188 168,116 +2.97
85786 S89,417 + 9.98 3.234 182,256 +85.40

Table 14 shows that when the revenue sources are
combined, there was a 133.33% growth in current dollars and
a 23% growth in constant dollars from the start to the
finish of the study time frame. The average percentage of
growth i1n current dollars for the non-limited time frame was
11.82% and 6.98% for the limited period.

The average

percentage of growth in constant dollars for the non—-limited
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time frame was 4.89% and .43% for the limited period. The
growth rate for the combined receipts was slower during the
limited period than that of the non-limited time frame.

Figure 11 shows the trend line for each of the two time
frame groups for the combined receipts in current dollars.
The two lines are similar in slope which indicates that the
rates of increase are similar. The graph shows that the
receipts were higher during the limited time frame which was

expected. Note is made that when these receipts are

490 K-—~—-—
480 K-—-—-—
470 K—=—=——
460 K————
450 K==——
440 K————
430 K=——-
420 K==—- O=Limited years
410 K-——-— 79/80 through 82/83
400 K—-—=—-
390 K———— X=Non-limited years
380 K-—~-—- 75776 through 78/79
370 K———=—
360 K———- K=Thousands
350 K————
340 K-————
330 K————
320 K———-
310 K————
300 K-———
290 K-——-
280 K-———
270 K———-
260 K-——-
250 K-——=//X
% Amt 1st 2nd 3rd 4th

Years of each time frame

Figure 11. Combined receipts of property taxess; county

receipts, and state receipts.
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cambined, their growth rate is not erratic as was the case
when they were seen separately. This tended to indicate

that when one receipt was ups the others were down.

Summary
Table 15 shows selected data examined in Hypotheses 2

and &. In addition, figures from the Consumer Price Index

(W) and the "Lid Bill'" are presented.

Table 135

Selected Comparisons of Expenditures and Revenues With the

CPI and the Budget Limit Act of 1979 as Related to

Percentage of Change From Current Dollar Figures

Total Combined
Year Expenses Lid CPI Receipts
75776 BASE NA BASE BASE
76777 + S% NA + 6.8% +135.39%
77/78 +19% NA + 7.6% +15.74%
78779 + 7% NA +11.5% + 6.16%
79780 + 8% 7% +13.3% + 7.68%
80/81 + B% 7% +10.2% + B.42%
81/82 + B% 7% + &6.0% + 6.39%
82/83 +10% 7% + 3.0% + P.66%
83/84 + 3% 7% + 3.4% + 2.80%
84/85 + 6% 7% + 3.6% + &.72%

85/86 + 3% NA + 1.4% + 9.98%
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The first column shows the school year. The second
column shows the annual percentage of change for total
expenditures in current dollars (from Table S). The third
column shows the 7% annual increase mandated by the Budget
Limit Act of 1979. The fourth column shows the annual
percentage of change in the consumer price index or the rate
of inflation. The fifth column shows the annual percentage
of change in the combined receipts of local property tax,
state revenues, and county revenues in current dollars (from
Table 14). Only one non-limited school year experienced a
high percentage of increase and that may have been caused by
the budgeting for the 1l4-month year. The data indicate that
budgets for the school year following the l4-month year were
not adjusted downward for the 12-month year.

During the limited period, the first four years were
above the 7% mark set by the Budget Limit Act, and only the
last two were below that figure. The revenues from the
fifth column show that during the limited years, three of
the first four years were above the 7% mark. These combined
receipts show greater increases, percentage-wise, prior to
the limited period than to total expenditures. This may
account for the increases in the cash on hand accounts. The
purpose and intent of the Budget Limit Act of 1979 was to
limit tax revenues to a 7% anmnual growth, with the
implication for expenditures to be limited to a 7% annual

growth, even though not stated in the law.
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Finally, data concerning revenue and/or spending
limitations from around the nation seem to indicate that
real growth was cut from the education system when schools
complied with their respective 1lid laws. While the general
public was not dissatisfied with their respective school
systems,; people did not want taxes on real estate raised
every year. It was noted that voters who support tax
limitations are more likely to make an effort to vote than
those voters who are not concerned about tax changes. It
was alsoc suggested that many school budgets are not
excessive} therefore, as limitations are placed on them,
some programs have to be either abbreviated or eliminated
entirely. In the end, students (the only reason for schools
in the first place) are the ones principally affected by

limitations on school finances.
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Chapter S

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Chapter S has four sections: (1) findings, (2)

conclusions, (3) recommendations, and (4) summary.

Findings
In this section the findings from each of the four

hypotheses are presented.

Hypothesis 1

There were no significant differences between current
expenditures per ADM of Nebraska’s Class Il school districts
during the period of the Budget Limit Act of 1979 and the
non—-limited period, when measured in constant dollars.

1. There was a difference in the cost per pupil as
measured in constant dollars when comparing the non-limited
period with the limited period. Using constant dollars, the
cost per pupil was higher during the limited period than it
was during the non-limited period.

2. The average rate of increase in the cost per pupil
was higher during the non-limited period than during the
limited period using constant dollars. The percentage
increases were particularly high just prior to the limited

period.
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3. Average daily membership declined steadily except
for one year (1982/83) during the 11 years of the study. 0On
the average, the rate of decline was greater during the

non-limited period than during the limited period.

Hypothesis 2

There were no significant differences (as measured in
constant dollars) between total expenditures for Nebraska’s
Class II school districts during the period of the Budget
Limit Act of 1979 and total expenditures during the
non—-limited period.

1. There was a difference (as measured in constant
dollars) in total expenditures for Nebraska’s Class II
school districts when comparing the non-limited period with
the limited period. On the average, there were fewer
dollars in net terms spent during the limited period.

2. The rate of change in total expenditures was lower
during the limited period than during the non-limited
period. The l4-month school year of the non-limited period,
when averaged, caused a higher average in total expenditures
for the non-limited period.

3. Total school district expenditures during the first
four limited years exceeded 7% when current dollars are
used. An implied intent of the legislators passing the
Budget Limit Act of 1979 was to limit total school district

expenditures in current dollars to 7%. After the rate of
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inflation dropped below 7% for two years, the annual

spending increases fell below 7%.

Hypothesis 3

There were no discernible differences between financ{al
patterns for the selected expenditure areas of Instructian,
Operation/Maintenance of Plant, and Transportation during
the period of the Budget Limit Act of 1979 and financial
patterns during the non-limited period for Nebraska’s Class
II school districts.

1. It appears that there were discernible differences
between the financial patterns of the non-limited and
limited time periods. The spending pattern for Instruction
did not seem to change between the two time frames and
showed steady growth when using current dollars. The
spending pattern for Operation/Maintenance of Plant grew, on
the average, more in the non-limited period using current
dollars. Finally, the spending pattern for Transportation
showed a more discernible difference between the two time
frames and there was more growth during the non-limited time
frame using current dollars.

2. It appears that spending for Instruction gained in
percentage of total spending while Operation/Maintenance of
Plant and Transportation went down in percentage of total
spending for the time span of the study. The expense area
of Operation/Maintenance of Plant maintained a higher

percentage of the total expenses during the limited period.
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The expense area of Transportation reached its highest
percentage of the total spending during the first two
limited years.

3. It appears that the three spending areas of
Instruction, Operation/Maintenance of Plant, and
Transportation are all areas of high priority because, on
the averages; they all held a tnghor percentage of total
expenditures during the limited period. Only after the
limitation was lifted did Operation/Maintenance of Flant
drop below the figure for the first year of the study.
Transportation showed a drop below the first year of the

study about halfway through the limited period.

Hypothesis &

There were no discernible differences between the
pattern of annual rates of increase from tax revenue sources
limited by the Budget Limit Act of 1979 during the period of
the Budget Limit Act of 1979 and annual rates of increase
during the non-limited period for Nebraska’s Class II school
districts.

1. It appears that there were discernible differences
in the pattern of annual rates of increase between the
non~limited and limited periods. On the average, the rate
of increase for property taxes was higher during the
non-limited period. The average rate of increase for state

revenues was higher during the limited period. The average
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rate of increase for county revenues was higher during the
non-limited period.

2. The amount of cash on hand rose at a faster rate
during the non-limited periocd. In total current dollars,
the amounts were more during the limited period; but in
three of the limited years, there was a slight drop in total
current dollars.

3. The combined tax receipts (property taxes, state
revenues,; and county receipts) grew at a rate greater than
7% during three of the first four years of the Budget Limit
Act of 1979. The purpose of the Budget Limit Act of 1979
was to limit the annual growth of these combined receipts to
7%. The average growth rate was higher during the

non-limited period.

Conclusions

The following conclusions are drawn from the data
collected. These conclusions indicate the impact the Budget
Limit Act of 1979 had on Nebraska Class [II school systems.

1. It appears that the impact of the Budget Limit Act
of 1979 on Nebraska Class 11 school systems was minimal.

The data show that school district expenses and revenues
foliowed the rate of inflation more ciosely than the limits
set by the Budget Limit Act of 1979. When the rate of
inflation was above 7% so were spending and revenue
collecting. When the rate of inflation was below 7%, the

spending and revenue collecting shortly dropped below the 7%
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annual rate. This conclusion is made in spite of the
argument that without the Budget Limit Act of 1979 the rate
of spending and revenue collecting might have been higher.
There was some evidence that areas of expense not used in
this study dropped in their relative position as expressed
in percentage of the total budget, as evidenced by the
percentages of total expenses shown for Instruction,
Operation/Maintenance of Plant, and Transportation.
However, the differences were slight.

2. It appears that local boards of education and the
patrons of Nebraska Class II school districts were able to
acquire necessary funds. The data show that when the money
was needed, school boards were able to get necessary funds.

3. It appears that Nebraska Class Il school boards
were in legal compliance with the Budget Limit Act of 1979
but may not have complied in spirit. School boards were
able to use the exclusions allowed by the law and were able
to use "budget estimated figures" to their advantage to get

the needed funding.

Recommendations for Further Study

This investigator believes that future studies in
Nebraska Class II school district finances should focus on
the opinions of district patrons. Such studies might serve
as a guide to the Unicameral in drafting future budget

limitations which would involve Nebraska Class II school
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districts. Some of the following financial issues may be
worthy of future study for Nebraska Class II school systems:

t. Public opinion on the perceived need to limit the
local school district budget or revenues.

2. Public opinion on local school boards and their
ability to keep spending and taxes within acceptable limits.
3. Public opinion on a variety of cost cutting and

ultimately property tax cutting measures, to include, but
not limited to some of the following: (a) school
consolidation, (b) teacher and program sharing, (c) expanded
usage of service units, (d) implementation of a broader tax
base to include personal property taxes,; local sales, and

income taxes, and (e) increased state aid.

Summary

Generally, the voters, patrons, and taxpayers of school
districts in other states as well as in Nebraska Class II
school districts were not dissatisfied with their respective
school systems and were willing to support their schools as
best they could. The real concern of the patrons was that
taxes on real estate were rising at a high annual rate.
Something needed to be done; and since they could not change
the economy, they decided to limit money spent for public
services of which schools were a part. In Nebraska, the
Unicameral placed the limit on school budgets. Note is made
that there were many variables other than the "Lid Bill"

which affected school district operations.
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The central concern of this study was to determine 1if
the Budget Limit Act of 1979 had any effect on Nebraska
Class I1 school districts. It appears that it had little
effect on Class 11 school districts. The major influence on
Class 11 school district board of education spending and
revenue cocllecting seemed to be the economy. Since the
economy changed after the Act had been in effect for only
two years, perhaps the time for determining the effects of
the 1limit was too short. It appears that the Class 11
schools in Mebraska maintained their educational programs
and that they were able to meet the challenge of expanded
programs as mandated by the Nebraska Department of
Education. The one school in the study that reverted to a
Class I did so due to student numbers and not to financial
stress.

Finally, the meaningful financial limitations on
Nebraska’s Class Il schools were determined by local patrons
and boards. The people of the Class Il distiricts found the
money to level fund their schools in spite of the lid.

Furthermore, it is the opinion of this investigator
that there are broad implications for state educational
policy making in this finding. At least four such
implications are suggested:

1. Who really controls expenses and revenues at the

iocal level?
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2. Who should control expenses and revenues at the
local level?

3. What are the consequences when mandates and laws of
the Nebraska Department of Education and/or the state
legislature are ignored by local educational agencies?

4. Were there any positive consequences for K-12
education that resulted from the financial limitation?

State policy-making authorities need to consider more
carefully the likely consequences of state action on local

education agencies.
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FOOTNOTES

1. Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973 set
the federal guidelines for the rights of a handicapped
person and Public Law 94-142 the rights to a meaningful
education.

2. Title IX of the Education Amendments of 1972 is the
federal law that prohibits sex discrimination in education
and bars discriminatory policies in academic and
extracurricular activities,; counseling, athletics, etc.

3. Dr. Larry VYontz was the person from the Nebraska
Department of Education that was in charge of School Finance
Services during the implementation of the Budget Limit Act
of 1979. He then became Deputy Commissioner of Education
and was considered by many school superintendents as a
resource on both school finance and the Nebraska Lid Bill.

4. Most of the research articles did not address the
issues of public elementary and secondary school reaction to
budget or tax limits. Much of the research tended to deal
with "state aid formulas, state financing, state finarncing
history, legislative decisions in finance, and income as a
measure of school finance." Some research measured public
attitudes on public spending both at the state and local
level, including state, county, and city budgets. Other

research studied such topics as grants, specific budget
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types such as zero-based budgets, capital investment,
equity, and various models for budgeting. Finally, there
was a large body of research that dealt with colleges,
universities, and vocational schools with regard to budgets
and financing.

S. Jonathan Burkey’s field study for a Specialist
Degree in 1982 showed five schools in his athletic
conference. He showed how these schools reacted to the "Lid
Bill" but did not sample schools so his study may not
represent what all Class IIl schools did in reacting to the
Lid.

6. The literature discussed five major forces which
caused people and legislators to place limits on taxing and
budgets for the public schools. Special interest groups
used the court to gain equal spending, equal educational
ppportunitys and an expanded role for the nation’s public
schools. These expanded programs and new programs cost
money and thus increased the total dollars necessary to run
a school. In additiony inflation meant that the dollar
bought less and less; and according toc the Consumer Price
Index published in 1987, the ratio to 1967 dollars for 19795
was 170.9 and the ratio in 1986 was 323.4. Note that some
of the higher ratio changes came prior to many states
enacting limits, for example, the change from 1971 which was
121.3 to 1980 which was 247.0 shows the lessened purchasing

power of the dollar. Finally, as a result of the above
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forces, taxes on property as well as other taxes increased.
The literature suggested that high taxes set the climate for
budget limits.

7. During the time frame of the study, one school,
Ruskin, changed from a Class Il school district to a Class I
school district. Note that the data for the tables are for
only 21 schools after the 1981/82 school year.

8. The sample was selected in the following manner.
Each Nebraska Class II school district was listed as it
appeared by county (counties were listed in alphabetical
order) in the "Seventy-Eighth Nebraska Educational
Directory.” The Class II schools were assigned numbers
ranging from 1 through 87. Random numbers were generated in
that range until 22 different schools were selected.
Verification of their class statu', wa. made.

9. Consumer Price Index figures for this study refer
to an average of monthly changes in cost of living for a
calendar year. The CPI could have been computed on the
basis of a school fiscal year but then the figures would not
relate to figqures stated in the literature, which are
reported on the calendar year. Nebraska Class II school
districts have a fiscal year which runs from September 1
through August 31. For purposes of this study, the second
vear of a school year was used for applying the Consumer
Price Index (W). For example: The CPI1 average for 1976 was

used to convert all data for the 1975/76 school year. To
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find inflation adjusted dollars for the 1975/76 school year,
the CPI of 1976 (1.07S5) was divided into 1973/76 raw data.
The CPI (W) form was used as it was most often used for
negotiating salaries and better reflects the income level of
teachers.

10. For purposes of running the "t" tests, one school,
Ruskin, was left out because the data were not complete for
the 11 years of the study due to its change in status to a
Class I school. Any other schools which may have changed
status to a Class III still had a high school and thus data
for the 11 years of the study.

11. Data displayed in the tables were in either
current or constant dollars, or both, even though hypotheses
1 and 2 refer only to constant dollars and hypotheses 3 and
4 refer only to current dollars. The "extra" data are
displayed for the readers to gain some of the public flavor
for school expenditures. The public’s perception of school
expenses and revenues influenced the Unicameral and various
tax reform leaders.

12. Computations for reported data on tables.

Constant dollars are found by dividing current dollars by
the consumer price index. Inflation rate was found by
taking a school year figure and subtracting the preceding
vear and then dividing the remainder by the preceding year.
Increases for time span was found by subtracting the first

year from the last year and dividing the remainder by the
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first year. The same procedure was used for finding
increases over shorter defined time spans. Percentage of
change was found by taking a lower year from a higher year
and dividing the remainder by the lower year. Average
percentage of change was found by adding the percentages of
change and dividing by the number added. The same process
was used for averaging the percentage of change for
ron—-limited and limited years. Percentage of total (Table
?) was found, for example, by taking the transportation data
and dividing it by the total expenses.

13. In the figures the first four non-limited years of
the study are compared with the first four limited years.
This was the only way to make a comparison because the fifth
non—limited year followed the limited years. Because of the
maturation effect, the fifth non—-limited year would always

be expected to be much higher.
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paren: teacher associations pursuant Lo an uyteement with Lhe proper school suthorities, 1 an elerzentary or secondary school,
public or pnivate, during the regular school day or at an approved function of any such sc=ool. iLaws 1967; 1973; 1977; 1980.)

TT-3704. SALES AND USE TAX: EXEMPTIONS FROM TAX. (1} There are execmpted rom the computation of the
amou=: of ssles and use taxes imposed by sections 77-2701 t0 77-27,135 the gross receipts f~om the sale, lease or rental of and the
storale, use, or other consumption in this state of the following:

‘& ) Meals and food products, including soft drinxs and candy. for human consumptica served Sy public or private schools,
schoci districta, student organizations, or parent-teacher swsociations pursuant to an agreement with the proper school
authcemlies, in an elementary or secondary scheo! or a: any mstitution of higher education. public =z private, during the regular
schoui Zay or at an approved function of any such school or institution. but such exemption saall not apply to sales at any facility
or fuzztion which is open to the general pubiic. except that canceswion asles hy clementasy ang -acondary schools, public or
privaze. shall be exempt. (Laws 1967: 1971; 1972: 1977, [9A); 1981))

Note: Only portions of the law pertaining to school activities are included.

1dt Guvernmental Subdivision Fund
"T-27.136. AID TO GOVERNMENTAL SUBDIVISIONS; APPROPRIATION. Beginzzng Jazzary 1, 1972, and on January
1. eacz year thereafter, the Legislature shall appropriate twelve million six hundred thousasd dolars of all funds collected by s
generx. sales tax and income tax for aid to governmental subdivisions. (Laws 1967; 1971; :1976; 1977}

-1, AID TO GOVERNMENTAL SUBDIVISIONS: DISTRIBUTION OF FUNDS; MANNER. Of the money so
apprcerated. four million six hundred thousand doliars shall be distributed to the varicus couz:v treasurers of the state as
foilows:

2 Fifty per cent on the basis of the rutio o7 the populution of the particular county to the pezalation of the entire state as
deter=:ned by the latest federal census; und

A e
=

in the sxntire state, as certified by the respective county assessors to the Tax Commiasioner .= the azs:cact of the assessment rolls
and 32 equalized by the State Board of Equalization and Assessment.
The Tax Commissioner shull determine the amount to be distributed to the various ceintivs sad certify such smounts by
creT to the Director of Administrative Services. Each umount shall be distributed .= :welvs 33 nearly as possible equal
v pavyments between the fifth and twenz:eth dov of ench month beginning July, 1975 and ezcx July thereafter. The State
ser snall, between the {ifth and twentietz Zav of cach month, notify the Dircctor of A zmimis:mative Services of the amount
s available in the General Fund for ps rt purposes. The Director of Administrac:~ = Serw:z2¢ shall. upon receipt of such
tion and vouchers, draw warrnnts aguinst funcs approprinted
T=e proceeds of the governmentai subdi n payments received by the various counts trecs_rers shall be credited to the
genery. fund of the county. (Laws 196T; 1971, (uTh {uTT)

TT-20.137.01. GOVERNMENTAL  SUBDIVISION  APPROPRIATION: BALAMTE, ALLOCATION: PURPOSE:
MANNER. The balance of the governmental subd:vision approprintion after muking v provided for in section
37 shall be allocated by the Tux Commi=s.uner te the vartous counties, for distribut. acorporited municipalities
The Tax Commiasiuner shail compute tne amount, so allocated to ench county, due ==« :nco=ruted municipalitios within
ty on the ratio of the population of the purticular incorporated mumaipslity to the totai -pulation of all incorporated
salitiesin the county as determined by :xe latest federal census, which mimounty shel e placa: in the general fund of such
lities Such payments and distributions shall he made in the manner provided 1 sactior =7-27.137 (Laws 1967; 1971;

T

.139. GOVERNMENTAL SUDDIVISION: FUND: DETERMINATION TAX LEVY. Zach poltical subdivision

funds as provided by the provisions of sections 77-27,136 to 77-27.140 shall take :=to consideration the amount it will
receive under the provisions of sections 77-27.135 to 77-27.140 during its lisczl year in detesmining ax levy for that fiscal year.
{Lawe 1967.)

++-27.140. INTANGIBLE PROPERTY: TAX: DISTRIBUTION. The tux upon intang:Sie property in Classes A und B shall
be in ey of all other taxes thereon, and shall be due, delinquent, and collectable at the same zime as personai toxes. The amount
colleczed in the various taxing districts of the state assessed for the year 1966 and prior yesss shall be apportioned one-sixth to
the scaze General Fund. one-sixth to the county general fund, one-third to the general fund of the c:x or village, and one-third to
the geoeral fund of the school district in which the property is assessable: Provided, if the property i3 not assessable within a city
or vilage, two-thirds of the tax collected shall be apportioned to the general fund of the scool distict. The amount coilected in
the va—ous taxing districts of the state for the vear 1967 and subscquent years shall be apportoned onc-third to the county
generas fund. one-thizd to the general fund of the city or village, and oncethird to the general fund of the school district in which
the pr=perty is assessable; Provided, if the property is not assessable within a city or village. two-t2ixds of the tax collected shall
be agpeortioned to the general fund of the schooi district: provided further, if the property is oot assessable with a school district,
city or ~illage. all of the tax collected shull be apportioned to the county general fund: and previded her. the State of Nebraska
shail ~eceive for the year 1967 and prior yeary one-sixth of the tax raiscd by the provisions of seczzon 77-1611. (Laws 1967.)

ARTICLE 34 — POLITICAL SUBDIVISIONS, BUDGET LIMITATIONS
{b) Political Subdivision Budget Limit Act of 1979

"7+ H12. ACT, HOW CITED. Sections 77-3312 to 77-3431 shall he known and mav -« citec as the political Subdivision
Budgez Limit Act of 1979. (Laws 1979) f

7+-3413. LEGISLATIVE FINDINGS. The Legislature hereby finds and declares thac 2 will serve the best interests of the
people of the State of Nebraska to pravide limitations on the allownble unnual incrense permitted in the continuation hudget
requirements of the political subdivisions in te State of Nebraska funded by stote and Zocal tax sources as provided for in
sectines 77-3412 to 77-3431. (Laws 1979}

be RAN]

IRl

Tifty per cent on the basis of the rutio of the valuation of real eatate in the particular zounty =3 the valuation of real estate
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POLITICAL SUBRDIVISIONS, BUDGLET LIMITATIONS 71-3414

77-J414. DEFINITIONS, SECTIONS FOUNIY. For the purposes of scctions 77-3412 2o 77-:431, unless the context
otherwise sequires. the definitions found in sections 77-3413 to 77-3422 shall be used. (Laws 1979,

77-3415. GOVERNING BODY, FISCAL YEAR, TAX, ADOPTED BUDGET STATEMENT, WHERE DEFINED. The
terms governing 2ody, fiscal year, tax, and adopted budget statement shall he used us defined in secz:on 23-922, (Laws 1979.)

77.3413. CURRENT FISCAL YEAR, DEFINED. Current fiscal year shall mean the presen: fiscai vear for which an adopted
budget sz2zemen: is in e¢ffect. The term current fiscal vear shul) he used in a manner consisten: with: subdivision (2) of section
23-923. Laws 1973

77-3417. PRIOR FISCAL YEAR, DEFINED. Prior fiscal year shall mean the immediately preced:=g fiscal year for which an
adnpted “udget siatement is no fonger in effect. The term prior fiacal year shall be used in a marner cczsistent with subdivision
{1} of secon 23-223. (Laws 1979.}

77-3423. ENSUING FISCAL YEAR, DEFINED. Ensuing liscal year shall mean the immediateiy upcoming fiscal year for
which art adopted budget has or will be authorized pursuant to the Nebraska Budget Act. The term ezsuing fiscai yesr shall be
used in & Tanner consistent with subdivision (3} of section 23-923. tLaws 1979.)

77-3419. RECEIPTS FROM LOCAL TAX SOURCES, DEFINED. Except as provided in section 77-3424, receipts from local
tax sources shall -ean funds received from the tax or taxes the governing body of a political subdivissa is authorized to levy or
cause 10 2e levied. For the public school districzs. any receipts from the county nonresident Righ sczool tuition fund shall be
conmidereZ as receipts from local tax sources. (Laws 1979}

T7-3429. RECEIPTS FROM STATE TAX SOURCES, DFFINED. Fxcept os provided :n sect.an 77-7425. receipts from
state tax 2ources shall meun funds received by a political subdivision, the original source of which is 1 tax or tazes imposed or
levied by zhe Sts:e of Nebraska. (Laws 1979.)

77-3421. COMBINED RECEIPTS. DEFINED. Combined receipts shall mean the total of the fu=zs received by a political
subdivisiaa from local tax sources, as defined in section 77-3419, and funds recetved from state zax sources. as defined in section
77-3420. and funds received from federal tax sources, us defined in section 1 of this act. (Laws 1979 1231)

Seciien 1. For purposes of sections 77-3412 15 77-1431, receipts from federal tax sources shall =ean funds received by a

political s:bdivision from the federal governmen: for use for general and noncategorical purpcses. ‘Laws 1981))

77-3322. COMBINED RECEIPTS BUDGET BASE. DEFINED. (1) Except as provided w3 subsection {2) of this section,
combinec receip:s budget base shall mean that amnrunt that s the nnticipated combined receipts of a pzitical subdivision for the
current !Iscal year, or that amount that would have been the anticipated combined receipts of a pectical subdivision for the
current “xcal vesr if the current fiscal year's ant:cipated receipts would have been increased by seven per cent above the
anticipated combined receipts of the political subcivinon far the prior fiscal yenr.

{2) if any two or more political subdivisions are merged according to law, the combined receipts =zdget base of such newly
merged z«itical subdivision in the fiscal year immediately ensuing the completion of such =erger shall be the sum of the
anticipate< comtined receipts of each individuai political subdivision involved in such merger ‘or the surrent fiscal year. (Laws
1979.)

77-3422. BUDGET: INCREASE: LIMITATION. (11 Excejit as otherwise provided i sectiozs 77-3412 to 77-3431. no
goveraung body of any political subdivision shall acopt a budget suateinent pursuant to section 23-925, :r pursuant to the charter
or ordinarces of a city with a home rule charter. in which the anticipated combined rcceipts for the ensu:ng fiscal year exceeds an
increase nf seven per cent above the combincd receipts budget base.

(2} [z leu of the limitation imposed by subsection (11 of this section, any political subdivision which has experienced or
anticipatas an increase in its population, as measured pursuant to section 77-3427, of five per ceat or =ore above the population
for the i—mediately preceding year. may elect to increase its anticipated combined receipts for the ensuing fiscal year by a
percentage which snall not exceed the average percentage increase in the anticipated combined receipts for the three immediately
preceding fiscal vears. If any political subdivision qualifies for and elects to utilize the limit provided ‘>¢ in this subsection, such
political s=bdivision shall not further increase the percentage limit calculated pursuant thereto to e e for any population
increases calculated pursuant to section 77-3427 [f any political subdivision qualifies for and elects 1o utilize the imit provided
for in this subsecion. such limit shall be used only in the year or years in which a population increase of five per cent or more is
experienced or an:icipated. (Laws 1979.)

T7.3424. ANTICIPATED RECEIPTS FROM LOCAL TAX SOURCES: FUNDS AND RECEIPTS NOT INCLUDED. For
the purpases of sectiony 77-3412 to 77-3431. anticipated receipta from local tax sources shall not include: 11) Receipts for any fund
used for retiring. refunding, or servicing construction warrants or bonded indebtedness or for any fuad used for repayment of
loans for asbestos removal, detection, or containment projects: (2} funds used to pay for the first year's implementation of any
new prog=am established by state law and specifically designated as a new program for tha purposes of sections 77-3412 to
77-3 .31, 72t such funds shall be included in puting the bined receipts budget base for each year {ollowing the first year;
13} recespzs from the increased tax levied or caused to be levied pursuant to the authority granted znder section 77-3428: {4)
receipts &om any tax levied pursuant to section 79-506.01, and (5} funds used for payment of emplover contributions for the
provisions of the Federal Insurance Coniributions Act. fuel for any purpose, and electricity which are in excess of one hundred
seven per cent of the amount budgeted in the immediately preceding fiscal year for such items: and 8 funds used to correct a
waste of exergy or to carry out a program of energy conservation as identified by an energy audit cond d by & professional
engineer or by the State Energy Office under the institutional buildings grant program. (Laws 1979 1981.)

Note: For purposes of subdivision (2) of section T7-3424 new program shall include any additional smount a achool district
contributes if the Public Employees Retirement Board recommends that the funding by the schooi district be incrensed as a
result of the changes made in scction 79-1522.01

77-3425. ANTICIPATED RECEIPTS FROM STATE TAX SOURCES; FUNDS AND RECEIPTS NOT INCLUDED. For
purposes of sections 77-3412 to 77-3431, anticipated receipts from atate tax sources shal not :nclude: (1) Receipts from

1n

111



77-342% REVENUE AND TAXATION

ring epecial granty, loany, or controct> :ntended to fully or partislly fund special frojects or programs or to match
eral grants: and (2) funds used to payv ‘or the first year's implementation of any new program established by state law
and spec:fically designated as a new progeam for purposes of wections 77-3412 to 77-3431, Sut sucs funds shall be included in
compuz:ng the combined receipts budget base for ecach yvear following the first vear. {Laws 1979)

To-H26. NEWLY AUTHORIZED LEVY: NOT INCLUDED AS RECEIPT FROM LOCAL TAX SOURCES: WHEN
REDUCED LEVY AUTHORIZATION: EFFECT. Any political subdivision that is authorizai by staze law tolevy a tax or cause
a tax tc De levied, which tax or portion thercef is in addition to the tnx such politicnl subdivision is authorized to levy or cause to
be levied on May 17, 1979, shall not include a3 a receipt from locul tux sources the anticipated meceipts {rom such newly authorized
levy dumng the firat fiscal vear for which such newly authorized fevy generates tax receipts. but thereafter the receipts [rom such
newly acthorized tax shall be included in determning receipts from locnl tax sources. For iZe purposes of sections 77-3412 to
77-3431. the tax levied or caused to be levied by a newly creuted politicsl subdivision in the first vear such levy gencrates tax
receipts shall be considered a3 a newly authorized levy. Any politizal subdivision that has its acihority tolevy o tax or cause a tax
to be ‘evied recuced by operation of state law :holl reduce the combined receipts base for t=e encuing vear by the amount of
reducec receipts. {Laws 1979)

77-3327. BUDGET: LIMITATION; ANTICIPATED POPULATION INCREASE: BASIS: HOW TREATED. Any politicai
subdiv:s:on may add one percentage to the limit established pursuant to subsection (1) of seczzon 77-2423 for each percentage. in
excess zI one per cent, that the population in :he political subdivision for the ensuing fiscaZ vear .3 anticipated to exceed the
population of ruch political subdivision for the current fiscal vear. If the anticipated populatic= incresse does not occur, then that
portior cf the receipts from local tax sources increased because of the anticipated population .mcrease ahich did not occur shall be
cal vear. Except for the
1 cr population projections

For any school district,
any technical community

public sckools and the technical commumty co
se governing body of the polit

77-2428. BUDGET: LIMITATION: EMERCGENCY: INCHEASE AUTHORIZED: GOVERNING BpoDYy:
CERTIFICATION TO AUDITOR OF PURLIC ACCOUNTS.  In the event an emerge=cy situaiion ia prociaimed by the
r or ascertnined by the approprinte geverning Yndy of any political suhdivision, 22> gove—:ing bady of such politicai
{fected by such emergency may a orize an ncrease in Lhe hmit provided for . sect.an 77-3423. In addition to
~g with the requirements imposed by seriion 23-924. the governing body shall cert w0 the Auditor of Public Accounts
that (1) s5e adcitional expenditures which necessitated such mcrense i the himt were brougae apout v+ an extraordinary eventor
occurre=ce which could not regsonably huve heena foreseen or prevented and which requisez immaesiate expenditure of public
caned expenditures were
s section shall in no way

funds Lo presesve the health or sufety of the povgeiv within such pelitwad subdivision, and 2 ~oct
congiszznt wita the roles, functions, ar purposes of such poiitical subdivision. The provisiczs of ¢
restrl ¢ powers and duties of county bourcs provided for m section 234918 (Laws 1972

TT-1329. AUDITOR OF PUBLIC ACCOUNTS: RULES AND REGULATIONS: ADOPT  The Auditor of Public Accounts
shall acopt ane promulgute rules and repulatarns o assist the political subdivisions ia oo mplv.rs wath sections 773412 to
77-3432. Such rules and regulations shall mcluce. but not be hnuted Lo, the approval of o mztnod 7 methods for determining
census >r popu.ation projections pursuant to secuion 773427 (Laws 1979)

77-3430. ACT: TERMINATION DATE. S
or reeszadiishec by the Lepislature. {Laws 1972

T3412 o T340 shall terninnte nn Cecember 31, 1984, unless reenacted

1) Miscellaneous Provisions
1. POLITICAL SUBDIVISION: BUDGET: EXCEED LIMITATION: PROCEDURE. ‘11 If the governing body of
al subdivision determines that the portion of the budget funded from the receipts from acal tax sources nceds to be
higher man s cermitted under section 773427 and that the provisions of section 77-3327 or 77-3428 are not applicable or
inadeguate, the goverming body of such political subdivision shall by resolution call for » spec:al election of such political
subdiv:sion for that purpose. The increase above the limit permitzed by section 77.3423 may be adopted if approved by a majority
of those voting in such special election.

(2! The resolution calling for the election und the election notice shall reler to wections T7-3312 10 77-3431 and state that the
limitat.nns contained therein are proposed to be exceeded and show the proposed increase in te rece:pis from local tax sources in
terms af dollars and percentages over the limitation as computed in section 77-3423, and in terms of dollars and per cent increase
over the receipts from local tax sources for the current fiscal vear and shall igive the date of the election. The election shall be held
at leass thirty days before the county board is required by section 77-1601, to levy the necessary taxes to fund such budget.

t3) Notice of the election shall state the dace which the election is to be held and the hours the poils will be open. Such notice
shall be publisied in a newspaper that is published in or of general circulation in the politicai scodivision at least fifteen days prior
to suck 2lection If no newspaper is published in or of general circulation tn the poiitical subdizzsion, notice shall be posted in esch
of three public places therein.

4y The governing body of the political subcivision shall prescribe the form of the ballot 10 be used at the election, and the
propostzion appearing on such ballot shull state the percentage incrense which is proposed o he adopted as compared to the
percencage limitation imposed by section 77-3412 to 77-3431. ‘The form of submiasion upan <he baliot shall be as follows:

2 For exceeding the statutory budget limit.

=
U Apzanst exceedimgg the statutory hudpset innt

(Laws 1977 1979}
ARTICLE 36 ~ LOCAL GOVERNMENT ASSISTANCE
7736501 and 77-3604 Laws 1980 — LB 842 Repl. 1981 Note: Heter to L1 284 — 19n}

112



113

APPENDIX B

State of Nebraska Budget Document and Provisions
(Sample from 1982/83)

Form SD



State of Mebraska
Budget Form SD

CERTIFICATE OF PUBLICATION AND PROPERTY TAX

Page 1
For State Auditor Use Only

.| |

(Title of Suhdivision and/or District Number)

T0 THE CCUNTY BOARD AND COUNTY CLERK OF

COUNTY, NEBRASKA;

The undersizned hereby certifies zhat a proposed Budget Summary aad Notice of Hearing

vas duly:

|_Published

fMatled

[Posted 1

FURTHENR, the undersigned certifies that the Public Hearing was held on the day

of 19

and that the Budget of Fxpenditures evidenced hy the

attached Zudget was duly approved and adopted, and
FURTAER, the undersigned certiffes that the following PROPERTY TAX i{s requested for the

ensuing vear:

TUNDS

TOTAL PROPERTY TAX REQUIREMEINTS

Jeneral

Sinking

Suilding

3ond

[F BUDGET PRFPAITD RY PERSNONS OTHEKR
THAN BOARD SECRITARY, SIGN HERE:

Secretars Cirrk

Address

Town

Zip Code

Teie. No.

(Area Code)

(Stlgnature)

{Address)

(Occupation or Firm)

(Address)

(Telephone No.)

CHECK LIST FOR YOUR USE
> Constitute a legal filing in the

Cifice of the State Auditor and Countw

Zlerk :tie folilowing Documents must be
furmisted. Instructions for each

sectlon are on back of bhudget paze. (v')

Cerzificaze of Publication and
Proper:s Tax

Proel of ?ublication - {f
agplicabdie

Expense/?evenue Rudget-Ail Funds

Notice of 3udget Hearing and
Si=mary (Form MNBH)

Eleczion Zertificate (Lid) if
applicadie

Lid Tompuziation Forms (Form LC)

n

J—

BUDGET DATE SUINE

QOn Ot BRefore:
August L
August 1S

Srepare Rudpet (Sec. 23-923)
2udlish, Post or Mail
Nctice of Budget Hearing

< ’'Surmmary 5 days prior
<) hearing.

Aupnst 22 Latest Jdate o adopt

Zudeet
Aupnast 1S Topw af Adopted Budget
Z4ied 4ith COUNTY BOARD
{Sec. 23-927) X COUNTY
ZLFERK, AND WITH
AUDITCR OF PUBLIC ACCOUNTS
RAO0M 2303 - STATE CAPITOL
LINCOLN, NEBRASKA 68509
TZLEPHONE - (402)-471-2111)

TEIS BLJCK FOR STATE AUDITORS USE ONLY

THIS S8LOCK FOR LEVYING 80ARD/COUNTY BOARD ONLY

eop EC
cee LC
FRB
NBH

FUNDS LEVY
Cencral
Sinking
Building
Sond

Total Levy O
Levy 12 hased on ¢ each 5100, Actnal Value
Final Actual Valuattoa,

This County
Fluai Actual Valuatlon,

Other Countles
TOTAL Fitnal Actual

Valuartton

PRVt Y as stz ess

i14



INSTRUCTIONS FOR PAGF L

CERTIFICATE OF PUHLICATION AND PROPERTY TAX

Chesk off the method of notifving public of budget hearing.

IMPORTANT: ~If published in newspaper, attach proof of publicaticn.

If total operating budget for all funds, not including resecrves, 1oes not exceed
$i0.000.00 per year, the proposed hudget summary (Rudget Form NB#, Statement of
Pubiication) may be posted at the overning body's principal headguarters or
malied to taxpayers.

Lisc the dollar amount of property tax needed to support the fuzd{s)
iisted. Obtain this figure from the property tax re-cap found a: the
bottom of each fund page you use. This figure will be Item 3 (Tctal
Przperty Tax Requirement) of the Re-Cap. To properly Budgez, Treasurers
Co-missions and Pelinquent Tax Allowance must be taken into consileration.

The secretary or clerk of vour subdivision must sign where ZIndicated.
17 the budget {s prepared by persons independent of your su2iviston,
piease have them sign where indicated.

The check ilst 1s provided far your use. 1t may be beneficzali I3 you to
check off those budget documents needed to assure proper £ilings <ith the
State Auditor and Connty Tierk. TMPORTANT: FILE ONE_COMP {7PY WITH
1z STATE AUDITOR AND YOUR COUNTY CLERK. (SCHOOLS: FILE aZJITI2NAL COPY

COUNTY SCHOOL SUPERINTINDENT.}

T-e budget dates are statuinry and/or sugpested as a guide :niv. Farly budget
preparation {s encouraged to aveid iast minute conflicts im Fiiizg dates.

Do not use the hlocks at the hottem of the page designated Isr Z:ate Aud{itor
ard Levying Board use.

NC

A cudget wmust Le filed to fuifiii requirements of the Li{d Timit ict even though

your budget of expenditures (s less Than $5,000.
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Stacte af Nebrawks Page 2
Rudget Form SN
BUDCET STATEMENT AND CERTIFLCATE OF TAS
CLASS 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 and 6 SCHOOL DISTRICTS
SCHOOL DISTRICT . COUNTY, NEBRASKA
9-1-1980 9-1-1%3% 9-1-1982 9-1-1982
to To To To
Line GENFRAL FUND “ode 8-31-1981 8-31-1:332 8-31~1983 8-31-1983
No. B Yo Proposed Adopted
[ =— [ PZNDIILRES: - %) [ (3 %)
1 I=structional Services 1000
Sztport Services -
2 Pupils 2190
Szoport Services -
3 -nstructional Staff 2i00
S<pport Services -
4 Seneral Administration 2300
S-pport Services -
5 3chool Administration 2400
S:zport Services -
6 Susiness 2500
Support Services - I
7 Joeration of Plant 210
S:pport Services - I
8 “aintenance of Plant 2R20
Scoport Services - i
9 Pupil Transportation 2700 '
|
10 Z.-runi*v 3ervices 106 ‘
!
11 2%t Services 5000 |
t
12 IS ._mmer School 5000 i
13 lai:le Education 7000 i
14 Transfers To Other Funds 3000 I
§ DX XXRXX XX XEXXXXXXXXXXXN
15 T~ TAL EXPENDITURES - XXXXXXXXXNXXEXXXAXXXXXNXY
TITAL 3UDGET XXXXXXXXXLXX {XXXXXXZCC'.XXX'
16 JF EXPENDITURES ———= | XXXXXXXXXXXXIXXXXNXNLTIXXX
XXXXXXXXXXXXEXXXLXXCOX XX
17 NZTESSARY CASH RESERVE ——== | XXXXXXXXXXXXIXXXXXXXTO00X
XXLXXXX XXX XX LLXX XX XCKXXX
18 T-TAL IEQUIREMENTS ~=== § XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXN 000X
AXRARAIRRXAA LR R XXX AT AN AKX KX K CXK XX LXRX XX XX XAXA N
-~ 2ZVENUES: === | XXXXXXXXXXXNIXXXX X XATAXXXXAXX XX XX LXK XX LK XX XX
L9 Ma< Cash Balance, 9-1- it
20 T=vestments, 9~1- ——
County Treasurer's
21 3alance, 9-1- I
XXXXXXKX XXX EXXXX AN OO K EXNXXAXXX XXX XX XXX XXX XX XX
- L “ZAL SOURCES ~=== P XNXXXXXXXXXXTXXXAXLCLTXXXTXXXAXXXAX XXX XXX XXX XXA
?:blie Power District Tax - ‘
22 3% Gross Revenue 1120 i
?2511c Power Dtstrict Tax - ‘
23 Yegular In-Lieu-of-Tax 1130
ition Recelived - 1210
24 “rom Jther Districts 1230
Tiziltion Received - 1220
25 “rom Individuals 1240
T-cansportation Received - 1310 .
26 From Other Districts 1330 !
T-ansportation Received - 1320 t
27 From Individuals 1340 .
28 Interest on Investments 1410 ‘
Local License Fees 1610
29 and Court Fines 1620
30 fizher Local Revenue 1700
31
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Stute ot Nehtanka Page 3
Budge:z Form SD
WHDEET L CATEMENT ANB CERTIFICATE OF TAX
CLASS L. 2, 5, 4, 5 and A SCHOOL DISTRICTS
SCHOOL DISTRICT COUNXTY, HKEBRASKA
: i 9-1-1980 9= 1-..~sx [ 9- 1—1982 9-1-1982
‘ To ‘ To
I.inei GENFERAL FUND fade 8-31-1981 8- JI-.QBZ 8- 31 1983 8-31~-1983
No. ! = Mn . 1 Proposed Adopted
-—  ZEV S - CONTINUED -- (1) ) : 3 [3)
i AAXX XXX XXX XXEX XXX XN XXX O XX XXX XX AKX
-— ' IJUNTY 3SOURCES —=== | XXXXXXXXXXXXEXXXXXXXCDUXXTTYXX XXX XXX XX EXAX XX XK XX
l.':unt.' Fines and {
32 License Fees 2110 i
33 !::her Cfounty Sources 2130 i
I “on-Resident High !
34 1 School Tuittion 2140 i
iZiucational Service ’
35 | Tnt: ecelpts 2210 :
! i
36| :
! !
37 ! :
[ XXX XXX XXX XXX OOCEX X XXX XX XXX XXX T XXX XXX XXX XK
~- 'ETATE SCURCES XXXXXXXXXXXXIXXAXXNCENYXETOXXAXX XXX XXTAAX XX XX AKX
ate Aid - : !
38 ‘Foundatlon & Fquilizarion T iy ! 10 .
lE:;c‘.aL Lducation ;
3a Pracrims L .
Irecial Fducatton H
30 Trars-~orcation
41 ver Zducation RIS
1 ool lunch =
42 . State Share 3i30
i Tayments For Wards of :
43 ! Staze or Court 3160 :
v
L4 I'.':r:ational Fducation Ji70
T .
45 l‘.‘:Her State Appropriatioons Jle0 .
|
46 lSzate Apportionment 3200 ;
| Zn~Lieu-of~School X .
47 | vand 7ax 1300 H :
48 l rsurance Premium Tax 3400 : :
| Eomestead Exemption L XXXXXXXXXXXXEXXXXXXXXXXXX
49 1t Allocation 2150 ' ? LXAXE XXX XXX TXXKXX XXX
i?:oper:y Tax . H
S0 2eliel Allocattion 2135
51 'Pro-Raze Motor Vehicle 1160 : '
| ‘
s2_ ¢ ! i .
Il t
51 | | | '
i NXRXXXXXXXXKEX LXK LLLIXLNNTXX XXX XX XXX EX XXX XXX X X XXA
-- | ZZHERAL SOUKCES S ] XXXXXXXXXXXXZXXX XX COOXXXXIAAX XX XXX XX XX T XUKKX XXX XXX N
[ 1 '
54 | Zeblic raw 81-874 4500 : :
, :
§S 1 ohnson - O'Mallev 4600 ! i
“ocational Fducation - !
56 Federal Share 4700 :
School Lunch ~
57 Federal Share 4800
58 Other Federal Sources 4900
59
]
60 |
61 I
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Strar

o of Hehranln

Page 4
Budge = For=s SD
RINWIFT STATFMENT AND CERTIFICATE OF TaX
CLASS 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 and & SCHOOL DISTRICTS
SCHOOL DISTRICT N CCUNTY, MFEBRASKA
H 9-1-1980 9-1-2381 9-1-1982 9-1-1982
To Te To To
Line GENERAL FUND Code 8-31-1981 8-31~-1982 8-31~-1983 8-31-1983
No. No. Proposed Adopted
« RIVENTES ~ CONTINUED: ———— [§}) 2zt (3) (4)
$6.9.0.9.600.99 3PS $ 03V CANG 0900000000000 0000006300000000%1
- NCN=-REVENUE SOURCES et D.02.00660 00098660 06000000000004000000000000000000004
62 Sale »f Fundine Bonds 5100
63 long-Term loans 5200
64 Insurance Adjustments 5300
65 Sale of Propertv 5400
56 'Transfers From Other Funds 5500
5 |
l
6R |=ther Mon-Revenue Recetpts 5600
T
69 |
|
7o |
ITOTAL REVENUES anD i
71 | BALANCFS - LINFS 19 - 70 ———
?ROPIRTY TAXES -
72 GEVIRAL FUND 1110
TCTAL REVENUE
73 AVAILABLE - LINES 71-72 -—==
ZZSS: (LINE 15) FXXXXXX XXX XXX XXX
74 TOTiL EXPENDITURES ———— IXXXXXXXXXXXX:XXXXXXXXXXX)
LESS: (LINE 18) XXXXXXXXXRXX XX XXXIXHXNX
75 TOTAL REQUIREMENTS —=== [ XXX XXXXXXXXTUXXXNOTVNXNL
XXX XXXXAXX LK LAX XXX X XXX XX
76 3ALANCE FORWARD XXXXXXXXXXXX TAXXKANXX XAXKD

1.
2.
3

Tax From Line

72

Co. Treasurer's Commission
Delinquent Tax Allowance
Total Property Tax Reguiremea

1. Corpute Treasurer's Commission at 1% of Line 7&.

Nelinquent Uncollected Tax.

3. Carry Total Tax needed to support fund to certification, Paze 1, and to Lid Computation
Ferm Page L-2, Column C, Seczion 1, a.

IS EXCLUNED FROM 77 1IN LIMITATTON ACT.

NOTE.:

PROPERTY TAX RECAP
—_——

I. Delinquent Tax Allowance may not exceed 5% of Line 72 Plus tctual T of Prior Year

TAX REVENUE TOR 30ND/COUPON REDEMPTION

NO _NOT RFEPORT ON [.7J FCRMS l-l=-L-2
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INSTRUCTTONS 2Ok COMILETING TITS FIND RIIDGET PACE

This fund page t5 destpned to rovide two years actual expense and income
(Column:x | and ?) and, provide antteipated proposed expense dnd inzame for the new
fiscal year (Column 3). Column % ‘adnpted) ts not used unless cha-zes are made in
either expense or lncome as a result of puklic hearing and prior 3 adoption.
CHANGES MUST BE PUBLISHED IN SIMMARY FORM WITHIN TWENTY DAYS CF ADT?TION. A NEW
PUBLIC HEARING IS NOT REQUIREN,

Sxpense: From your records place I Column 1 actual disbursements an a line item
bagls for that fiscal vear. ?lace actual disbursements on a Line izem basis in
Column 2 for that fiscal year. The total expenditures for Column “l) and (2) should
equal the recorded expense of vour unit of government. Note: IF T3U COMPLETE THE
3UDGZT PROCESS PRIOR TO THE CONCLUSINN OF YOUR FISCAL YEAR, CCLUMN /2) MAY CONTAIN
ACTUAL AND ESTIMATED EXPENSE.

Cash eserve: By law, you are entitled to a cash reserve equal to 50% of the Total
3udget of Expenditures proposed in Columns (3) or (4); however, if 7ou have included

in tzis proposal any amounts for capital outlay such as machinery, 7ehicular equipment,
Suilding land acquisition etc., you must reduce the total budget cI expenditures by
the amount of capital expense. Cash reserves are an extremel= {mp-rtant element of
budgeting in that it provides a stable flow of cash during your fiscal year.

The Total RBudget of Expenditures plus rash reserve will equal the Tatal requirements
neeced for the fund.

The revenue portlon of this femd paye s deslgned so that the zas- ind {ncome recetved
=111 result in a balanced positfon <ith that of the fund expense az! reserve needs.

2lace vour reconciled checking acceunt(s) halance on the proper lize i{n Column (1) for
the “eginning of that budyges r. Place on the designated lZIne, ianv investments

‘Hoc<c value) for the wame pe o Column (1) add those rewenues received from
state, federal and loca! s ideat!{f~{ny source lines. Anr ‘nter-fund transfers
TusT te whown as {ncome to i snppore, offset by any trzasfz- expense of the
loaning fund.

[Ried

Place the amount of all prover:v tazes collected (Real and Personzl! by the County
Treasurer on the designated iine. Add cash, {nvestments, inc=me, :zcluding property
tax »lacing the total sum on the line designated as TOTAL REVINUE 2VAILABLE. Om

the Iollowing line insert the Totai Expenditure figure from Colums 1). This figure
is suhtracted from the Total Revenue Availahle. The resulting ¢ e must agree
with the reconciled cash and investments at the conclusion of udget period
carried forward to the beginning budget period undec Column (2).

e =

For Column (2) follow same instructions as for Column (1). Thke baZance carried
forvard to Column (3) will represent your reconciled cash balance z3 start the
prorfosed budget year.

Place on designated source lines all income anticipated to he received during the new
budget year, including transfers. aAdd together cash halances, investments and antici-
pated income. Place the sum of this total on the line {dentifled as Total Revenue
Available. This figure must be equal to that line {n the fund Exrense portion under
Coluan 3 {dentifled as Torz! 2czuirements, to produce a balanced f=ad budget.

THE PROPFRTY TAX RECAP on the fund budget page assumes an extremelr important role in
considering the tax needed to properly support the fund. The County Treasurer will
extract a percentage collection fec fcommission) from tax collectirns received in that
office, and credit vour account with che ner collection. Ttem 1 ¢ the re-cap allows
vou to offset this loss of taz aoliars. Add{tionally, there =ill alvays be some taxes
not ratd or lesser principal tax pald throuph foreclosure sale. 7= maintain the proper
flow of property tax dollars su that a, as nearly possible, LCOZ {iscal yvear tax
levy Is collected for the period tn which areded you are authorizei to levy a delinquent
tax allowance on {tem 2 of the recap. The rate of delinquencr for wour taxing district
i{s availahle from the County Treasurce.

FOLLOW ALL ADDITIONAL INSTRUCTIONS LISTED AT PAGE BOTTOM.
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hate ol Sesta o b Page A
Budyet Fora SN SUPPORTING SCHEDHLE
EXPFRDIITRE DETALL FIK CENERAL FIIND
SCHON, DISTRICT e e COUNTY, NEBRASKA
v 9= -T9RN 9-1-1081 Q-;-1982 9-1-1982
: To To To To
Line GINERAL FUND Code 8-31-1981 8-31-1982 8-31-1983 8~31-1983
No. 1 No. Proposed Adopted
EXPENOITLAES: e (1) (2) 3) %)
ALL )T 000000080 30666¢084600000009V06900866$49666490604
—— INSTIUCTIONAL SERVICES L1000 | XXXXXXXXXXXXTXAXXXXX XXX TR0 XXX XXX IXXX XXX XX XXX
Regular Salartes
1 of Teachers 110
Subszitute or
2 Tem2oracv Salaries 120
3 Overzine Salaries 130
al and
4 s Salaries 140
Socizl Security
S Diszric:'s Share 210
menst ‘
6 rict's Share 229
- Lnsurance - R
7 rict's Share 23y
1
8 Nthes Implavee Benefits io29n
Pralesstional and Technical - |
9 Puczil Serrices 313
0 rolessional and i
i0 Tat=~nlca! Services ' 310
l.ease Vehicle -
11 Nriver's Fducation 335
Cas d 0il -
12 NDriver's Zducation 334
Tires and ?arts - f
13 nriver's Sducation i3
Tulz_on Paid To Other |
14 Sc=ools - Repular Education 361
Tuiltzcn Paid To Other ;
15 Sc-20ls - Special FEducation i 362
Tuizlisn Paid To Other T
16 Agencles - Special Fducation ! 361
17 Teac~ing Suopliies ! 410
18 Text>ooks 420
19 Aucdiz~V{sual Materials 450
20 Furnfiture and Fquipment 530
Vehlzle Acquisition -~
21 Driver Tducation 550
22 Travra. and Mileace 670
23 Other Miscellanvous Expenses £50
24 |
25 !
\
26 :
27
TOTAL INSTRUCTION -
28 AdZ Lines 1-27 ———
TracZer To Line ! ‘ RANAXXNEXXXXLLXANXX XXX XXX X XXX XX KX XXX X XXX
28A n_2age 2 P B 4.0 S0 030009080000 8.00800048660000096888990600380¢¢¢1
SUPZPCRT SERVICES - i XXXXXXXXXX XKL XN KK XXX XXX XXX XXX XK XLXXX X XXXXX
-~ pUPILS ] 2L00 | HXXXXAUXIXLXKXYXX XXX XXXXXK XXX XXX XXK XX XXX XXX XX
Regular Salaries - :
29 Professlonal Staff ! 110
larical and ! [
0 Aldey Salartles o140
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Stite of Nebraova Page 20
Rudget Fora 3D SUPPORTING SCHEDNULE
ENPENDTTENY OFTATL FOR CENFRAL FUND
SEHONL DETRICT o COUNTY, NEZIASKA
- T AZTZT9R0 9-1-1981 2-1-1982 9-1-1982
To To To To
Line GZNERAL FUND Code R-31-1981 8-31-1982 2-31-1983 8-31-1981%
No. No. >roposed Adopted
- EX2INTITURZS - CONTINUED: ——— (1) (2) (3) (4)
Soclal Securitv -~
31 Diszeicz’s Shara 2"
Retirement
32 Discric:’s Share 2z
Healz= Ins:rance -
33 Nscrice's Share 24
34 Other Zapiavec Benefits 297
Prolessional and Techatlcal -
35 Punil Services 313
36 Sugzlies 437
H
37  [Audim=visval Matectals L 45T
] 1
38 Furnizure ind Equipment l S '
19 fNues nd “nes A0 i l
40 Tcav2l angd Mileage Il '
[ Other Miscallancous Fxpenses Hon I
42
43 '
| i
44 I |
45
TOTAL SUPPCRT SERVICES - l
[ PUPILS - Add Lines 29-45 -
TransZer 7> Line 2 PELXXXXXXXX XXX XXX X XXX X LT XXX XXX X T XXX XX XX XXX
46A On 2age 2 e XXXV XXXXXXXXEX XX XXX XXX LXTIXXTTXAXX XXX X IX XX XX XXXXXK
SUPPCRT SERIVICES - XXXXXXNXXHXXEX XXX XX XXX XK XX XE X XXX XX XKAXX
~= INSTRUCTIONAL STAFF 2200 INXXXXXXXXLXXEXXXXXXXXKXXTTXXITXXLXXXX XEXAXXXXXXXXX
Regular Sa.artes -
47 Prnfessisnal Staff e
Clerical and v ! '
48 Atdes Saiartes Poqan |
Soclai Security -~ [l 1 !
49 Discrict’s Share f oo
Retirement - |
50 NDiszrict's Share 220 1
Health Insurance - '
51 NDiszrict’s Share 220
52 Other Zmplovee Benefits 2v0 !
53 Purchased Services 311 I
Contracted i
54 Renair Services 313 ]
Qther ?rofessional and
55 Tacrnical Services 319
56 |Suppi‘es RS TN
T
57 ltibrary Bowks a3 ’
-
SR8 Perf{odicais aLn ]. _ 1
. : i [ 1
59 Audio=Visuwal Matertals P
: !
50 IFurat-ure and Equipment 1 e I J
i | |
61 Nuns and Faes HERL A . }
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Page 2 C
Budget Form SD SUPPORTING SCHEDUILE
EXPENDITIRE DETALL FOR CENERAL  FT™ND
SCHOOL. NTSTRICT N COUNTY, NEBRRASKA
9-1-19R0 A= 1-193; 9-1-1982 9-1-19A82
To To To To
Lize GENERAL FUND Code 8-31-1981 8-31-1222 8-31-1983 §-31-1983
No. ~ No. Proposed Adooted
—— I|EXZZNDITURES - CONTINUED: o [@%) 2 (&) )
652 Travel and Mileage 670
A3 Ot-ar Miscellaneous Expenses 690
b
6S
64
67
TCTAL SUPPORT SERVICES -
A8 INST. STAFF - Add Lines 4T-=A7 ———
Traasfer To Line 3 XXXXXXXNXXXXEXXXCEXXOTTEXXX XXX X XXX XK LXX X XXX
682 "q _Page 2 XXXXXXXXXXXLIXX XXX TN TX XXX XXX KX XXX TR XXX XXX XXXX
SUZ?0RT SERVICES = XXXX XX XXX XXX I XX XCOOOOTI XXX XX XXX XXX X T0000000axx:
-— SENERAL ADMINISTRATION 2300 [XXXXXXXXXXXXIXXXCXXXXYXXLEXAXXX XXX XXX X T XXX XXX XXX
Regular Salary or Compensat-on -
68 2oard and Staff 110
Clerical and
7C rides Salaries 140
Scclal Security -
7L Cistrict's Sharce 210
Rezirement -
72 Cistrict's Share 220
Health Insurance -
73 Cistrict's Share 230
Tax Sheltered Annuities -
74 Jistrict’s Share 250
75 Oz=er Emplovee Benefits 290
7R Lezal Services 317
77 Advertising and Printing 350
73 Sucnlies 410
79 Furaiture and Equipment 530
80 Dues and Fees 630 '
3L Filelitv Bond Premiums 642
82 Travel and Mileage A70
83 Ot>er Miscellaneous Expense 690
84
85
85
87
TCTAL SUPPCRT SERVICES -
88 GEN. ADMIN. ~ Add Lines A9-87 ———
Transfer To Line 4 XXXXXXXXX XX X EX XXX IO LXK XXX XXX 000aX0oonax
872Aa Cn Page 2 i 02,009 9008999 8$0990.0008600039060000000200006090000¢4
SUPPORT SERVICES - X XXX XX XXX X KX X000 XXX XXX X XXX XX KX X X 100000
- SCHOOL ADMINISTRATION 2400 | XXXXXXXXXXXXEXX XOXAXXTOOXEXXXXXXXXXXXXEXXXX XX
Regular Salarfes -
39 Professional Staff 110
Clerical and
90 Aldes Salaries 140
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State of Mehrankn Pape 2 D
Budget Fnrm SN SHPPORTING SCHEDULE
FXPENDITIRE DETALL, FOR GFNERAI, FUND
SCHOO!. NISTRICT R COUNTY, NEBRASKA
9-1-1980 9~.-198. 9-1-1982 9-1~-1982
To To To
Lize SEMERAL FUND Code 8-31-1981 8-31-1983 8-31-1983
No. Mo, Proposed Adopted
— TEXPINDITURES~ — CONTINUED: ——-= (D 2) [&3) (4)
Social Secur{ty -
<l District's Share 210
Retirement
32 District's Share 220
Health Insurance -
az District's Share 210
2. 10thar Emplovee Benefits 290
a3 [Sucslies 410
22 IFurniture and Fquipment 530
8= ]'[‘ra'.'el and Mileage 670
53 |Other Miscellaneous Expenses 690
o= |
o |
102 I
il [
II‘OT.-'\L SUPPORT SERVICES -
10z SCHOOL ADMIN. -~ Add Lines 89-102| -—--
Trazsfer To Line § XXXXXX XXX XXX XTI XXX X XA X XXX TR X X XXX
I Cn Page 2 —=-= JXAXXXXXXXXXXXXXCCOHXOTALIXXXXX XXX XXX XXX X XXX X XXXXX
SUP?2RT SERVICES - XXXXXXXXXXK XL XX COIXXXTOE OO XX XX XXX TXRKXK, XXX
- ' BUSINESS 2500 [ XXXXXXXXXXXXIXXXCOXXXTAXTXXXX XXX XX XXX TXXXXXXX XX XX
iRegular Salaries -
104 Professional Staff 110
1CS /Overcime Salaries 130
Clerfcal and
10& Aldes Salaries 140
Social Security
107 Di¢strict’'s Share 210
Retirement
108 District's Share 220
Healtzh Insurance =
1ne District's Share 230 <
1iC {0ther Emplovee Benefits 250
127 tLleeal Services 317
Contracted or Secured
112 Secvices ~ Repair and Maintenance 318
Other Professional and
11T Technical Services IR
L1% JRentals or leases 327
11¢ 10ther Proupertv Services 329
116 {Gas and 011 336
117 |Tires and Parts 337
118 {Postage 341
!
119 [Telephone 342
1210 lAdvertiging and Printing 350
122 |Sunplies 410
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Szate of Nehraska Page 2 ¥
Judget Form SD SUPPORTING SCHUEDULE
EXPENNITURE DETAML, FOR CENERAL FIIND
SCHOOL DISTRICT . COUNTY, NEBRASKA
a-1-1480 A~7-163; 9-1-1982 9-1-1982
To To To To
GENERAL FUND Cade 4-31-1981 §-31-1292 8-31-1983 8-31-1983
> No. Proposed Adopoted
— |EXPENDITURES - CONTINUED: === @D (3] [E)) (&)
Site Acquisttions and
122 Improvements S0
Buildings and
Lol uilding Improvements S0
P2« |Furatture and Fquipment 510
12> |Vehicle Acquisfition 550
Interest On
iz legistered Warrants 620
127 |Dues and Fees 630
Venicle -~
123 Liability Insurance A4l
L2 |Data Processing 60
1T JTravel and Mileace 670
.- |Ozher Miscellaneous Expense 690
122
TOTAL SUPPORT SERVICES -
133 BUSINESS - Add Lines 104-135 ——
Transfer to Line 6 X XXX XXX XXX XX XXX XOOTOEX PXEK XX XXX XK KK XXX X XXX
LIZA On Page 2 ~=== IXXXXXXXXXXXXEXXOOOXX XXX TXXXXXXXAXXX KT XXX XX XXX XX
SUPPORT SERVICES — XXXXXX KX XXX XX XOCOAXXNCXXFRXXXXX XXX XX XX XXX OKXX XK
el OPERATION OF PLANT 2610 (XXXXXXXXXXXXEXXXXXXXXXXXXIXXXXXXXXXXXXTXX XXX XK XXX X
Regular Salaries -
127 Custodian Staff 110
123 |Overtime Salaries 130
Social Security -
123 District's Share 210
Retirement - ,
i-" Disctrict's Share 220
Health Insurance -
- District's Share 230
_-Z |Other Emplovee 8Senefits 200
1.7 |Fuel 321
l-~ |Electricity 322
l-3 |Water and Sewer 323
1.5 {Sudnlies 410
147 {Other Miscellaneous Expense 690
1.3
1.3
¥
£s2
TOTAL SUPPORT SERVICES -
122 OPER. OF PLANT-Add Lines 137-150 } —=--
Transfer To Line 7 XXXX XXX XX XXX TXLLALX XXX I XXXX XX XXX XXX KXY XXX XX
I127A On Page 2 ———— P XXXX XXX XXXXEXLTEXXXNTCXXTAAXKX LA XX KX KX XXX LXK XX
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Page 2 ¥
Budget Porm SO SUPPORTUING SCHEDULE
EXPFNDETIIRE DETAL! FOR GENERAL FUND
SCHODL BISTRICT N COUNTY, NEBRASKA
9-1~1980 9~2-1981 9-1-1982 9-1-1982
To To To To
Lire GENERAL FUND Cade 8-31-1981 8-31-1932 8-31-1983 8-31-1983
| N ~ No. Proposed Adop ted
— |EX?ENDITURES - CONTINUED: ———— [§9) "2) (3) (4)
SUPPORT SERVICES = 0. $.0.¢06900900090050609000006066000000060¢96090969066041
—_— MATNTENANCFE OF PLANT 2620 [XXXXXXXXXXXXEXXXNOOXXXEXUXEX XXX XXX AXXAXXEX AKX XXX X
Regular Salaries -
132 “aintenance Staff 110
Social Security -~
153 Mserict's Share 210
Retirement -~
LS< Sistrict's Share 220
Heaith Insurance -
133 tstrict’s Share 230
152 [0ther Emplovee Renefits 200
Cenzracted or Secured
is- Services - Repalr & Mainzenance 3113
1S3 tRe=ials or leases 327
1S3 |pPrisertv Insuvance 324
187 IFurafture and Equipment 530
187 |0t-er Miscellaneous Expense 690
162
152
1£4
155
165
TOTAL SUPPORT SERVICES -
167 “AIN. OF PLANT-Add Uines 152-166 | ————
Traasfer To Line 8 P 000000000000 VE00 0000000000000 00000300000000000]
167A {m Page 2 ———~ | XXXXXXXXXXXXEXXXXMEXXXXXX TXKKXXX XXX XXX I XXX XX XK XXX X
SUP20QRT SERV[CES - XUXXKAXXXXKXEX 00O OO I XXX XXX L XXX XXX X B X
-— PUPIL TRANSPORTATION 2700 | XXXXXLXXXXXXTX OO XTXXX XX XXXXXXXAXXLX X XXX XXXXXXX
Regular Salaring -
162 Nriver's and Staff 110 '
Social Security -
163 Risctrict's Share 210
Retirement
171 District's Share 220
Health Insurance -
177 Mstrict's Share 230
172 |Other Fmplovec Renefits 290
Conzracted Pupit
173 Transportacion 331
174 {Mileage To Parents 332
Traasportation Paid To
175 Other Districts 333
176 |Lease Vehicles 335
177 {Gas and 01l 336
173 |Tizes and Parts 137 !
Bus Repairs and
179 Maintenance 338
120 [Furniture and Equipment 530
121 |Bus Acquisttion 540
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Staze of ‘ehraska
Budget Form SD SUPPORTING SCHUEDULE
EXPENDITURE DETAIIL. FOR GENERAL FUXD
SCHOOL DISTRICT . COUNTY, NEBRASKA
9-1-1980 9-.-1920 9-1-1982 9-1-1982
To To To To
Lize GENERAL FUND Code 8-31-1981 8~-31-1632 8-31-1983 8-31-1983
Ny No. Proposed Adopted
—_— EXPINDITURES - CONTINUED: ——— (1) 2) (3) [(3)
Vehicle -
282 Liah{lity Insurance 641
137 i10ther Miscellaneous Expenses 690
a_
vas
ae |
’TOTAL SUPPORT SERVICES -
13= 272IL TRAN.-Add Lines 168-187 ——
:Tra:sfer to Line ¢ XAXNXEXZXXX XXX X0 XXX XXX XXX XXX XX XXX XXX
T H n ?age 2 - EXXEXXX XXX XX I XXX XXX I XXX XXX XXX XXX XXX
i NEXXXXXXXXX XY XXX CORNOTUAATIXXXXXXXXXXXX A XXX XK XXX
-— 'CCMMUNITY SERVICES 3000 IXXYXXXXXXXXXIXXXXTUXXITIXIXXXXXXXXXXXXTXXXX XXX XAXX
g:iar Salaries -~
3% 1 ?rofessional and Staff 110
Soclal Security -
137 Cistrict's Share 210
IRe:;:ement -
192 listrict's Share 220
Health Insurance =
132 District's Share 230
182 iOther Emplovee Benefits 290
165 !Other Miscellaneous Expenses 690
162 |
TOTAL COMMUNITY
154 SZRVICES-Add Lines 189-195 P vtmind
Transfer To Line 10 XX XXX XX XXXXXXX X XCOOOTTOCEXX XXX XX XXX XX X X000
1952 tn _Bage 2 ittt £.9.9.0.99.00 0000000088080 62409006000000000000000900060000 4
$ 9006006090000 0008800008900800000000000000000000000604
—— IDEBT SERVICES 5000 JXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXOOOXOKOOUIXXX XX XXX X XXX FXXXXX XKXHXXK
197 tRedemption of Principal 610
[
132 | Interest 620
1g¢ l
TOTAL DEBT
2co SZRVICES - Add Lines 197-199 ———=
Transfer To Line 11 XXXXXXXXX XXX XXX XXCOOOOTXX X000 XK XX XXX TX XX XX 000K
2008 Ca Page 2 === P XXXXXXXXXXXXIXXOOOX XA IXXXXXXX XXX XX TX XXX XXX
XXXXXXXXXXX XX X XXX XX XXX XX XXX XXX T30 XXX X0000K
~— {SUMMER SCHOOL 6000 [XXXXXXXXXXXXIXXXXTXXXXTXXEXXXXXXXKXX XXX XHXXXLXXXXXN
|Regular Salaries =~
202 Professional Staff 110
Clerical and
2n2Z Aldes Salaries 140
Social Security
203 District's Share 210
Retirement
2Nn4 District's Share 220
Health Insurance -
20s District's Share 230
!
206 l0ther Employee Benefits 290
207 {Sun»lies 410
202 [Other Miscellaneous Expenses 690
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State of Nebraska Page 2 R
Bud zer Form SD SUPPORTING SCHEDULE
EXPENDITURE DETALI. FOR GENERAI. FUND
SCHOOL DISTRICT N COUNTY, NEBRASKA
9-1-1980 9-1-1981 9-1-1982 9-1-1982
I To To To To
Line' GENERAL FUND Code 8-31-1981 8-31-1982 8-31-1983 8-31-1983
No. No. Proposed Adopted
~— +ZXPENDITURES .- CONTINUED: — (1) () [&)) (4)
1
208 |
210 !
[}
21 !
+ TOTAL SUMMER
212 ! SC300L - Add Lines 201-211 —
-Tracsfer To Line 12 XXX XXX XXX XXX I XX XX OO KR XXX 3OO0 X X XO00000G
212 On Page 2 el 209996006096 000$00.000060060660000600009000660000004)
N XXXXXXXXXXX AT XX X0 X XX XXX XX T XXX xo00ooco
— ADULT EDUCATION 7000 $0.0.0.9.698.000869008600000206060090000069000990990600 664
Regular Salaries -
213 Prafessional Staff 110
Clerical and
2is Aides Salaries 140
,Social Securfity -
213 Discrict’s Share 210
.Retirement -~
214 Nistrict's Share 220
+Healta Insurance -
217 °  District’s Share 270
213 Other Emplovec Renefits 290
i
213 lSupalies 410
227 'Audic-visual Materials 450
222 |0the.’ Miscellaneous Expenses 690
222 !
223 '
224 !
I’.'OTAL ADULT
22¢ ECUCATION-Add Lines 213-224 ——
Transter To Line 13 XXXXXXXXXXX XXX XX LXK XXOCIX XXX XXX XXX FHAX XX XX0OR
ZZSAI On "age 2 et P 8.9.088 69006664000 068060000006000900900000000000000064
‘ XXV(XXXX;XX)(XX X XXCOOOCOTOXIOO XXX XXX XXX XXX XXX 0o
—— 'TRANSFERS 8000 | XXXXXXXXXXXXKXXXXIOXXXOORXXAXKXX XXX XX T XXX LXK XXLXKS
Transfers To Lunch -
22% General Fund Support 750
.Transfets To Lunch - :
227 Federal & State Support 751 :
'Transfers To Activity Accounts- .
229 General Fund Support 752
229 IOthe.— Transfers 759
231 l
1'1'0'“1. TRANSFERS -
231 Add Lines 226-230 ———-
’Trans:‘er To Line 14 XXXXXXXXXKXX XXX XXX OCOOOOTTXEXXX XXX X XXX AKX TX XXX XX
23121 On 2age 2 ——== [ XXXXXXXXXXXXRXXXXXTXXXTXALLXXX XXX KAX XK TAX XXX X XXXXX
P‘OTAL GENFERAL FUND i
232 FXPENDITURES - Add P !
Line 28, 46, 68, 88, 103, 136, 151, ! [
23241167, 184, 196, 200, 212, 225 & 231 .——e
Total Ceneral Fund Expenditures Should Agree With Applicable
-— Line 15 or 16 on Page 2.




Staze of Nebraska

128

Page S
Bucget Form SD
BUDCET STATEMFNT AND CERTIFLCATE OF TAX
CIASS 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 and 6 SCHOOL DISTRICTS
SCHOOL DISTRICT . COUNTY, NEBRASKA
9-1-1980 9-1-1931 9-1-1982 9-1-1982
GENERAL FUND: To To To To
Lize CATEGORICAL FEDERAL Code 8-31-1981 8§-31-1982 8-31-1983 8-31~-1983
No. FUND PROGRAMS No. Proposed Adopted
EXPENDITURES : [ (1) £2) 3) %)
4100
1 Title T - ESEA 4200
2 Title TIT ~ ESEA 4300
3 Title IV B 4320
4 Title IV C 4350
3 Title VI B 4400
A Ti{ele VI D 4450
7 Indian Education 4910
8 !Ca:ee: Fducation 4920
lE’netgency School
& Assistance Act 48730
10 ’Head Start 4940 :
1l 'Vietnamese Children 4950
I
12 Richt To Read 4960 .
Other Categorical
132 federal Programs 4990
XXX X XXX XXX LA L XXX XK
14 TOTAL EXPENDITURES ——== XXX XXX XXXXXXTXX XX XXX
TOTAL BUDGET XXXXXXXXX KKK EX X0 XXXXX
15 OF EXPENDITURES ——mm [ XXXNXXXXNKXXXX EX XXX XOOXX
REVENUES:
15 Net Cash Balance, 9-1-~ ftaind
4100
17 Title T - ESEA 4200
18 Title III - ESEA 4300
19 Title IV 8 4320
20 Title IV C 4350
21 Title VI B 4400
22 Title VI D 4450
23 Indfan Education 4910
24 |Career Education 4920
Emergency School
25 Assistance Act 4930
26 Head Start 4940
27 Vietnam Children 4950
28 Right To Read 4960
29 Other Pederal Sources 4990
TOTAL REVENUE
30 AVAILABLE - LINES 16 - 29 ——— ‘
LESS: (LINE 1l4) XXXAXXHX XXX XKX KXXKX XX XXXXXKY
31 TOTAL EXPENDITURES ——-— XXXXAX XXX XXX KX XX XX XXXXXX?
LESS: (LINE 15) TOTAL KUK X X XXX XXX FHOCEX XXXXXX
32 BUDGET OF EXPENDITURES == [ XXXXXXXXXXXX K X0 XO00XX
p9.6.0000.00060¢06096600900904
33 HBALANCE FORWARD XX XXX XX XXX XX XX XX XXX}
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State of Nebraska Page 6
Budget Form SN
BUDGET STATEMENT AND CERTIFICATE OF TAX
CLASS 1, 2, 3, 4, S AND & SCHOOL DISTRICTS
SCHOOL DISTRICT . COUNTY, NEBRASKA
e L ISR T T 5-1-1982 9-1-1962
ine Stinking Fund Code To To To To
Ne. Yo, 8-31-1981 8-31-1982 8-31-1983 8~31-1983
B Proposed Adopted
EXPENDITURES 1) (2) (3 %)
> Sinking Fund -
Z Casttal Reserve -
= Re-Appropriated
2 Deoreciation Reserve - ]
B Re=Appropriated :
3 Fiscal Year Requirements - :-982-83
= Capital Reserve
p Cepreciation Reserve '
i
|
i~ ]
— ;
- - i
|
i
!
i |
|
Transfers to Other Funds- 8000 ]
Total Expend{itures | TOCEXXX XX XXX XX KX XAX XXX XXX
i3 Total Budget of Expenditures XXXXXXXXXXXXTXXXXAX XXX KKK
RS Necessary Cash Reserve XXXXXXXXXXXXIXXXXXXX KX CXxXX!
K Tc:al Requirements XXXXXAXEXXXXTXAX XXX XX XX
REVENUES
3r Net Cash Balance, 9-1
32 Investments, 9-1
3z Co. Treasurer's Bal., 9-1-
- In-Lieu-of Tax-5% Gross Rev.} 1120
33 In-Lieu-of Tax-Regular 1130
35 Homestead Allocation 2150 TRXXXXXXXX XXX XXX XXX XX
37 Propertv Tax Relief 2155 .
23 Pro-Rate Motor Vehicle 2160
G
Le
ol Interest On Investments 1410
w2 Transfers From Other Funds -] 5500
[ Prooerty Taxes 1110
[ TOTAL REVENUE AVAILABLE 31-43
Ls LESS: EXPENDITURES I TRXXXXXXXXXXXXK XX XX XX XX OO KA
L8 RALANCE FORWARD i LXXXXXXXLXXXXXE XXX KX XXXXXAKXXXKX
. PROPERTY TAX RECAP
Tax From Line 43
i. Co. Treasurer's Commission
2. Delinquent Tax Allowance
3. Total Pruperty Tax Requiremeatr
1. Compute Treasurer’s Commisston at 1T of Line 43.
2. Delinquent Tax Allowance may aot exceed 5% of Line 43 Plus Actual = of Prior Year Delinquent
Uncollected Tax.
3. Carry Total Tax needed to support fund to certification, Page 1, and to Lid Computation

Fora Page L-2, Column C, Sec:zlon 1, a.

NOTE:

TAX _REVENUE FCR BCOND/COUPON REDEMPTION

IS EXCLUNED FROM 72 LID LIMITATION ACT. DO NOT REPORT ON I.ID FORMS T.~1-1.-2.
T



130

State of Nebraska Page 7
Budget Forms SD
BUDGET STATEMENT AND CERTIFICATE OF TAX
CLASS L, 2, 3, 4, 5 AND 6 SCHOOL DISTRICTS
SCHOOL DISTRICT . COUNTY, NEBRASKA
9-1-1930 9~1-19381 9-1-1982 9-1~1982
Line %ond, Interest and Code To To To To
Ne. Retirement Fund to. 8-31-1981 8~31-1932 8-31-1983 8-31-1983
5000 Proposed Adopted
EXPENDITURES (1) (2 (&) (&)
z Bond -~ Principal in
2 Bond - Interest h20 i .
2 Requirements - i .
- Fiscal Year 1983-84 . :
s H i
-~ il
2= Transfers to Other Funds - 8C00
ZT Total Expenditures TAXXAXXXKAXXXXTXXXXXXX XXX XXX
23 Total Budget of Expenditures XXXXXXRXXXXXIXXXXXXXLCOINXKX,
Z3 %ecegsary Cash Rescrve XXXKXXXXXXXXT XXX XXX XXX COKXX
e Total R::,uirem_ents XXXXXXXXX XXX TXXX XXX XXV OLXR
REVENUES
32 tiet Cagh BRalance, 9-1- :
32 Iavestments, 9-1-
i3 Co. Treasurer's Bal., 9-1-
e In-Lieu-of Tax-5% Gross Rew. |1120 1
3z In-Lieu~of Tax-Regular 1130
s Hemestead Allocation 2150 . 1 AXXXXXXX XXX XXX IX XXX XX AXXXKXX
37 Property Tax Relief 2155 '
z3 Pro-Rate Motor Vehicle 2160 |
EE) .
-3 [
-2 Interest On Investments 1410 |
-2 Transfers From Other Funds - [5500 1
-3 Property Taxes 1110 ‘
- TOTAL REVENUE AVAILABLE 31-43
-z LESS: EXPENDITURES XXX XXX XX XXX TN XNXX,
L= BALANCE FORWARD . — SXXXXXKXXX XXX XXX XXX XX XXXXXXX
PROPERTY TAX RECAP
Tax From Line 43
1. Co. Treasurer's Commission
2. Delinquent Tax Allowance
3. Total Property Tax Requirement
L. Cempute Treasurer's Commission at 1Y of Line 43.
2. Nelinquent Tax Allowance maw not exceed SX of Line 43 Plus actuai ¥ of Prior Year Nelinquent

Uncollected Tex.

Carry Total Tax needed to support fund to certiffication, Pagze 1, and to Lid Computation
Form Page L-2, Column C, Seczion 1, a. NOTE: TAX REVENUE OR 3CND/COUPON REDEMPTION
IS EXCLUDED FROM 7% LIN LIMITATION ACT. DO NOT REPORT ON 2D FCRMS L-1-L-2.
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Budget Form SD
BUNGET STATEMENT AND CERTIFICATE OF TAX
CLASS 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 AND 6 SCHOOL DISTRICTS

131

SCHOOL DISTRICT . COUNTY, NEBRASKA
e vmp————
9-1-1980 9-1-1981 3-1-1982 9-1-1982
Line 3uilding Fund Code To To To To
Na. {Site and Building) No. 8-31-1981 8-31-1982 3-31-1983 8-31-1983
Sroposed Adopted
ZXPENDITURES (1) (2) (3) (4)
1 Purchase of Sites 510
2 iImpravement of Sites | _5i0
3 {Building - New i 520
4 | -General Construction I
5 —?lumbing & Heating
[}
b Building - Additions 520
3 i -General Construction
¢ | =Plumbing & Heating
1C i
1l iBullding - Improvements 520
il i -General Construction
i3+ =-?lumbing & Heating
1¥ iFurnirure & Equipment 5310
-5 Bus iAcquisition 540
17 'Vehi:zle Acgquisition 550
3ouvzs for New Libraries v 500
1
1
|
24 1
23 T
28 Transfiers to Other Funds- 8000
27 Tota. Expenditures XOTUXXXX XXX XX XX IXX XXX XXX NN XXXN
23 iTota: Rudget of Expenditures XXXXXXXXXXXXIXXXXXXXX XXX OX
2% iNecessarv Cash Reserve XXXXXXXXXNXXTXXXXXXXXNX KKK
in 1 Tota. Resuirements XXX XX XXX XXX XX XXX XX XTX
RIVENUES
31  ‘¥et “ash Balance, 9-1-
32 Investments, 9-1~
33 iCo. Treasurer's Bal,, 9-1-
34  1Sale of Bonds 5100
35 1Sale of Property 5400
36 iSpecial State Allocations 3000
37 -Special Federal Allocatlons 4000 .
EEIE
35
40 .
41 .Interest on Investments 11410
42 Transfers From Other Funds- 5500
43  :Propertv Taxes 1110
44 {Total Revenue Available 31-43
< :Less: Total Expenditures XXOXXXXXXAXXXLXXXXXXXXXXXXXX
46 *BALANCE FORWARD - XmXXXXX&&XX'{XXXXXXXXXXXX_’(X
. PROPERTY TAX RECAP
Tax From Line 43
1. Co. Treasurer's Commission
2. Delinquent Tax Allowance
2. Total Property Tax Requlrement:

1. Zompute Treasurer's Commission at 1% of Line 43.

2. Jelinquent Tax Allowance may not exceed S of line 43 Plus Act:al % of Prior Year Nelinquent

“ncollected Tax.

3. Zarry Total Tax needed to support fund to certiffcati.:, Pzge I, and to Lid Computation
Form Page L-2, Column C, Sectifon 1, a. NOTE: TAX REVENUE I'OR BOND/COUPON REDEMPTION
=S FEXCLUDED FROM 7X LID LIMITATION ACT. DO NOT REPORT ON L1D FORMS L-1-L-2.
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Page 9
Budzet Form SD
BUDGET STATEMENT AND CERTIFICATE OF TAX
ClASS 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 and & SCHOOL DISTRICTS
SCHOOL. NISTRICT N COUNTY, NEBRASKA
- s 9-1-1980 9-1-1981 3-1-198 9-1-1982
Line ~Opticonal- To To To To
No. School Lynch Fund 8-31-1981 8-31-1982 3-31-1983 8-31-1983
Proposed Adopted
ZZPENDITURES ) 2) (3) (4)
1
2
3
3
&
7
8
3 Transfers To Other Funds -
iC To:ai Expenditures EEANXXXXXXAXXXEXXX XXX KX XXXX
il Tozal Budpet of Expenditures AXXXXXXXXXXX
12 Necessary Cash Reserve KNAXXXXXNXXXXKXXXXX XXX XN KX
i3 Total Requirements XXXXMXLXXXXXLXXNXXXXXX " XX !
2EVENUES H
14 YNet sh Halance, 9-1- ;
15 Investments, 9-1- .
16 '
17
1R
Le
20 i
<l int2rest o Investments !
22 ITransfers From Other Funds-
23  JTczal Revnnue Available
24 tless: Total FExpenditures JDZXXXXXXXX XXX XXX XXX X XXX XXX XX
25 jLess: Total Requirements XEXXXKXXXXXXEXXXXXXXK XL
2A Ralance Forward s FIAXXXXXXXXXX X LYNX XXX XXXXX
9-1-1980 9-1-1941 *-1-1982 Q-1-1982
Lire -Opticnal- To To To To
Yo. School Activintes Fuad A-31-1981 8-31-1732 3-31-198) 8-31-1983
Proposed Adopted
SAPENDITURES (1) (2) (3) (4)
1
1
J
]
5 '
] 1
g8 |
El Transfer To Other Funds -
10 Total Expenditures YRXXXXXXXXXXXXEXXXX XX XXX XXX XX
11l Total Budget of Expenditures XXXXXXXXXXXLEXXXXX XXX XK
12 Necegsarv Cash Resetrve XLXXXXXXXX XX KX XX XXX XXX
13 Total Requircments XXXXXXXXXXXXKXXXXNXXX XX C(X
REVENUES
14 Net Cash Balance, 9-1-
LS Investments, 9-1-
1A
17
18
19
20
21 Interest on Investments
22 Transfers From Other Funds - .
23 |Total Revenue Avalilable !
24 Less: Total Expenditures TEXXXXXXXXKXXX L XXX XXX XXXXXXX XY
25 Less: Total Requirements XXXXLXXXX XXX XXX XXX XXX COAX
26 Ralance Forward TXXXXXXXKXXKXEXXNXXXXXHXXXX)
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INSTRUCTLONS FOR COMPLETING
NOTICE OF BUDGET HFARINGC AND BUDGET SUMMARY

This form {a a supponted sample. TF used, follow the princting instructions
below. If you choose not to use this suggested format you should be avare that
State Lawv requires certain {nformation be made available to the Public when you
publish, mafl or post your Budget Summary. The Public must be informed as to
actual expense for each fund, and the unencumbered cash balance for each fund
representative of the current and prior budget years.

Additionally, estimated revenues and expense by fund and unencumbered cash
balances and cash reserves by fund must be stated for the new or propesed, budget
year,

All the information needed to properly complete this summary will be found
on your fund budget pageés. First, list the funds on the form from which you are
appropriating for the purpose of author{ty to spend; regardless of the fact that
you mav not be requesting tax dollars to support the fund(s). Process as follows:

Column (1) from TOTAI, FXPENDITURES, Fund Column (1)

Column (2) from TOTAL EXPENDITURES, Fund Column (2)

Column (3) from TOTAL RUDGET OF EXPENDITURES, Fund Column (3)

Column (4) from NECESSARY CASH RESERVE Fund Column (3

Column (5) from NET CASH BALANCE + INVESTMENTS s COUNTY TREASURER'S BALANCE
Fund Column (3)

Column (6) from SPECIFIC LIME [TFM REVENUES; (EXCLUDE PROPERTY Ta%-See
Column (8) following) Fund Column (3)

Cclumn (7) from PROPERTY TAX RE-CAP: ITFMS 1 AND 2; Fund Column ‘1)

Column (8) from PROPERTY TAX RE-CAP: ITEM 3, Fund Column (23}

Tatal all columns and proof.

See suggested printing lnstructlions at battom cf page.

SUGGESTED "SHORT FORM"
NOTICE OF BUDGET HEARING AND BUDGET SUMMARY

(Cut Here)

State of Nebraska
3udget Form NBH
Statement of Publication
NOTICE OF BUDGET HFEARING AND BUDGET SUMMARY

. , County, NeSraska

(Title of Subdivision)

PUBLIC NOTICE {s herchy given, in compliance with the provisions of Sections
23-921 to 23-933, R.S. Supp. 1969, that the governing body will seet = the
day of 19 at o'clock 1M, at

v
—

for the purpose of hearing support, opposition, criticism, suggestions or obser-
vations of taxpayers relating to the folloving proposed budget and to consider
anendments relat{ve thereto. The budget detail is available at the oZfice of
the Clerk/Secretary.

Clerk/Secretary

Actual and Estimated FExpense: GENERAL FUND FUND
L. Prior Year 1980-1981] S S
2. Current Year 1981-1982 S S

Regquirements:

3. Ensuing Year ~82 to -83 + S S

4. Necessaty Cash Reserve + $ S

5. Cash on Hand - S S

6. Estimated Other Revenue - $ H

7. Collection Fee and Delinquent Allowance + S S

8. Total Property Tax Requirement - $, S,
(Cut lere) !

INSTRUCTIONS FOR 'SHORT FORM"

SEE LONG FORM INSTRUCTIONS, THIS PAGE
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State of Nehraska Page L=l
Audget Form LC-SD
Lid Computation (POLITICAL SUBDIVISION)

COUNTY

POLITICAL SUBDIVISION BUDGET LIMIT ACT OF 1979

I. COMPUTATION OF LIMIT FOR FISCAL YEAR 1982-83:

Budgeted Judgeted Rudgeted
Receipts Receipts Receipts
Descciption N 1980 -81 1981 -32 1982 -83
(A) (&3] (C)
CCM™3INED RECEIPTS BUDGET BASE:
Tozal Local Tax Sources (Totals From Page L-2)
Tozal State Tax Sources (Totals From Page L-2)
Tazal Federal Tax Sources (Totals From Page L-2)
Sub-Total Column (A) ONLY
(Suh-Total)
TOTALS ~ Multiply Sub-Total of Column A X 107 -
(1) (2) (3)
LESS EXCLUSIONS (From Ttem (14)) ( )
(4)
Tte= (3) HMINUS Ttem f(4) =
(5)
Grezzer o Tetem (1) or Ttewm (2) < 1077 =
(6)
SPETIAL ELECTION - Add Voter Approved Dublar EFxcess =
.Aztach Sample Ballot and County Zlerw Flection Certificate) (7)

TOTAL: (R) + (7) =

(8)
PCPTLATION OPTIONS If Applicahle - Att.ch Methodology computations
1. Population Base (Increase of 5I or -ore) ‘a) 100Z
Plus Average (Z) of 3 years
Antici{pated Combined Receipts °3) X
Greater of Column A (1) or Column 3 (2) X ‘c) 2=
(3+3) (9)
2. Lid Llimitation fa) 1072
Anticipated Growth (b) Z
LESS % exclusion (c) 12
<) 2
(=)
Greater of Column A (1) or Column B (2) X -
(a=d) (10)

NOTE: Iltem (S) Cannot Cxceed Greater of (6), (8), (9) or (10)
IT. EXCLiSIONS FROM BUDGET LIMIT OF STATE AND LOCAL. TAX SOURCES:

1. *ICA (Social Securitv)

-982 - B3 Expense hudget ' (a)
1981 - 82 Expense budget X 1072 = (c)
(») d)

13=¢)

v

UEL FOR ANY PURPOSE
982

- B} Expense budget (a)
-981 ~ 82 Expense hudget X 107% = (¢)
[€Y) {d)
{a=¢c)
ELECTRICITY
82 - 83 Expens:z budget . (3)
1981 - 82 Expense budpet X 1072 = (c)
5) d)
RE)
TOTAL OF (d) —————
(11)
2. Anticipated Rudgeted Receipts for first year's implementation of new
program established by State Lav. Enter New Program Title
(12)
3. Anticipated Budgeted Receipts from newly authorized tax levy amthorized
by State Law
Entec New Levy Authority !
(Legislative Bill or Statute) (13

TOTAL FXCLUSIONS - (Total of Items (11), (12), & (13)) ————
Forward Item (14) to ltem (4) (14)
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PR TRUCTTONG 20K COMPLETING PAGE 1=1
7% [ID COMPUTATION ~ 1982-1983

COMPLETF. PAGF L-2 HEFORE PAGE L-1

Combiazed Receipts Budget Base: From Page L-2 transfer totals of Ccluans (A), (B),
and (C) Sectlons 1, 2, and &4 to this page under designated columns and on designated
lines.

Add 2nd Sub-total Column (A) 1980-31, ONLY. Multiply this sub-—total by 107% and =
olace result on total line (1) for Zolumn (A). Add Columns (B} and (C) and place

cesult on total lines (2) and (3) for these columns. DO NOT SUB-TCTAL (B) OR (C)

AND DO NOT APPLY PERCENTACE INCREASE TO THESE COLUMNS.

Zxclusions should he computed at this point. Go to Section II on Page L-l. Under
each exclusion category (FICA, Fuel, Flectricity) place budgeted exzense for the
1982-33 Budget Year on line (a). ?lace hudgeted expense for t=e 1%31-82 budget
=ear 3n line (b), multiply by L07% and place result on line (<. Sutract (c)

Zrom ‘a) and place result on (d). add all (d) Iines, placing =2tal on line (11).
20 NST APPLY NEGATIVE AMOUNTS.

Zater any hudpeted rtecetpts appllca~le to (11) and (13). Add all s-cunts on
“ines (11), (12), and (13} and place cesult on TOTAL EXNCLUSION LINT 714). Carry
=his zotal to Line (4),

Suhtract amount un Line (4) from a=sunt on Line (3) and place sesul: on Line (S5).

“wWileialy the greater of the total of Column A, (1) or R (2) by 107% and place
she result on Lime (6). THIS LINE (6), IS THE MAXIMUM BASE RE-ENUZ 3UDGET YOU
ARE ENTITLED TO AND, AT THIS POINT, THE AMOUNT OM LINE(S) CANNMCT EZ¥TZED THE
ZMOUNT ON LINE (6), unless vou avail vourself of optlons whicz will allow you

z

<o exceed the Base Revenue budget oa Line (6). These options If yo: qualify,

are 3secial Flectlon and one of two types of growth factor.

Speclal Election: If selecting this option your governing bod@ caz 5y resolution
call for a formally conducted elec:lon. The clection must be held :hirty days
srior to September 15 cach year. The notice of clection must state the date the
elecsion will be held and the hours polls will he open. The 2allo: proposition
shall state the percentage tncrease proposed as compared to the limitation
=axizum of 7Z. If the proposal is approved by the clectorate pnlace the dollar
excess approved on Line (7). Add Lines (6) and (7) and place zotal on Line (8).
This amount becomes your Adjusted Base Revenue HBudget and Line (5) cannot exceed
this amount. PLEASE ATTACH BALLOT SAMPLE AND COUNTY CLERK'S TZRTITICATE OF
SLECTION TO YOUR BUDGET WHEN FILED WITH STATE AUDITOR.

Poputation - Budget receipts averaging. Self explanatory. Do not use if percent on
Line (c) does not exceed L07Z%.

Sopulation - Anticipated Growth. Self explanatory.

TF USING A POPULATION OPTION, ATTACH SUMMARY OF COMPUTATINN METHODN.

ZMPCRTANT: IF AN OPTION LS USED, 1IN NO EVENT CAN LINF (5) ENCZED THE GREATER
OF LINE (B), (9) or (1£).



State of Nehraska

137

Budget Form LC-SD Page L-2
Lid Computation - Detail
(POLITICAL SUBDIVISION)
- COUNTY
III. TAX SOURCES OF REVENUES
Sectlon 77-3412 to 3431, R.S. Supp. 1979
Budgeted Budgeted Budgeted
Receipts Receip:s Receipts
Source 1980-81 1631-82 1982-83
(A) (B) C)
1. RZZEIPTS FROM LOCAL TAX SOQURCES:
(C>zain from Fund(s) Budget(s) Receipts)
a. Property Tax - actual amount Budgeted
d. Noz-Resident High School Tuf:ion -
Anount Budgeted
TOTAL LOCAL TAX SQURCES
(Totals to Page L-1 for Applicable (To Column (T> Columm (To Column
Columns) A Page L-1) 2 Page L-1) C Page L-1)

2. REZEIPTS FROM STATE TAX SOURCES:
(Cd%ain from Furd(s) Budget(s) Receipts)

d. Przperty Tax Relfef

f. Insurance Tax

h. Pro~-Rate Hotor Vehicle

3. State Ald-(School Foundation & Fqualization
Fund)

- Special Education - Programs

i3
1. Speclal Education - Transpcrzation
m. School Lunch - State Share

Q. ents For Wards of State or Court
a. ~Vecaiional Education
q-
TOTAL STATE TAX SOURCES
Tstals to Page 1.-1 for applicable (To Column
Columns) A Page L-1)

4. RZCZEIPTS FROM FENDERAL TAX SOURCZS:
(Chtain from Fund(s) Budget(s) Receipts)
5. Pubdlic Law 81-874 (Impact Atd)

(T2 Columm
3 Page L-1)

(To Column
C Page L-1)

c. Johnson - 0'Malley

d. Forest Reserve

e. U.S. Fish § Wildlife

TOTAL FEDERAL TAX SOURCES

(Totals to Page L-1 far Applicable t (To Column
Columns) A Page L-1)

NOTE

(To Columm
2 Page L-1)

{To Coluamn
C Page L-1)

Budgezed Receipts used {n Column (C) are transfertred from Budgeted evenues listed
in your Fund(s) budget. Tf they are anticipated {n the RBudget they must S listed on
this form. 1If not anticipated in the Budget they may not be listed on this form.

HOMESTZAN “XFMPTION REIMBURSEMENT IS INCLUDED IN PROPERTY TAX RENUEZSTS.

DO NOT LIST SEPARATELY AS STATE SOURCE RECEIPTS.
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INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING PAGE L-2
7% LID COMPUTATION - 1982-1983]

COMPLETE PAGE 1.-2 BEFORE PAGE L-l

ALL INFORMATION REQUESTED ON THIS PAGE WILL BE BUDGETED RECEI?TS - NOT ACTUAL
RECEIPTS. -

SECTION 1 - From your fund(s) “udget transfer Local Property Tax from Item 3 of

the Propertv Tax Recap and place on the proper line, a., under Budzeted Anticipated
Recelpts, Column C. Receipt sources other than Local Property Tax are transferred
from designated Line {tems of source in your fund hudget. Budgeted amounts for
Columns (A) and (B) will bhe transferred from the two Budget Years preceding the
proposed year or, from Page L-2 of your last Lid Computation form.

SECTION 2 - From your fund(s) budget transfer from designated Line item sources,
all budgeted receipts from State Tax Sources, as listed, and place on proper line,
Column (C). Budgeted amounts for Columns (A) and (B) will be transferred as in
Section 1, preceding.

SECTION 4 - From your fund(s) budget transfer from designated Line {tem sources,

all budgeted receipts defined as Federal Tax Sources, as listad, and place on proper
line, Column (C). Budgeted amounts for Columns (A) and (B) ZZ applicable will be
transferred as {in Section 1, preceding.

IMPORTANT: YOU MAY INCLUDE ON THIS PACE ONLY THOSE DOLLAR AMCUNTS ACTUALLY LISTED
IN YOUR FUND BUDGET(S).

After totaling columns on Page L-2, turn to Page L-1.



139

APPENDIX C

List of Class II Schools 1975/76
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LIST OF THE 87 CLASS II SCHOOL DISTRICTS IN THE 1973/76
SCHOOL YEAR.

SOQURCE: THE SEVENTY-EIGHTH NEBRASKA EDUCATIONAL DIRECTORY
Published by the Nebraska State Department of Education

Prepared under the direction of Harley Pfeiffer, Statistical
Services

Issued by Joe Mara, Administrator of Planning, Evaluation
and Research

Anne Campbell

Nebraska Commissioner of Education
223 South 10th Street

Lincoln, NE 68308

NOTE: An accuracy check was made by reviewing the
Educational Directories of the preceding and succeeding

years. There were several schools listed differently in
either the preceding or succeeding directories and those
schools’ Annual Financial Reports were check. The

assumption was made that the school superintendent reported
accurately. The following schools were listed in the
Seventy Eighth Nebraska Directory as Class II schools and
after further checkings; found to be of the Class III:
Waterloo in Douglas County, Malcolm in Lancaster County,
Sutton in Clay Countys and Pawnee City in Pawnee County. In
addition, Chester-Hubbell was listed as a Class III in the
Seventy-Eighth Nebraska Educational Directory and after
checkings; it was found to be of the Class II type. No other
differences were found.

The following are the 87 Class 11 school districts for the
1975-76 school year:

ADAMS COUNTY: Roseiand

ANTELOPE COUNTY: Clearwater, 0Orchard
BOONE COUNTY: Petersburg

BOYD COUNTY: Buttes, Naper

BUFFALO COUNTY: Amhersts, Pleasanton
BURT COUNTY: Decatur

BUTLER COUNTY: Rising City

CASS COUNTY: Murdock, Nehawka

CHERRY COUNTY: Cody-Kilgore

CHEYENNE COUNTY: Dalton, Gurley, Lodgepole
CLAY COUNTY: Trumbull

CUMING COUNTY: Bancroft, Beemer
CUSTER COUNTY: Oconto

DAWSON COUNTY: Farnam

DODGE COUNTY: Snyder
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DUNDY COUNTY: Haigler

FILLMORE COUNTY: Milligan, Ohiowa

FRANKLIN COUNTY: Campbell, Hildreth

FRONTIER COUNTY: Eustis

FURNAS COUNTY: Holbrook, Willsonville

GAGE COUNTY: Barneston; Filley

GOSPER COUNTY: Elwood

GREELEY COUNTY: Greeley, Wolbach

HAMILTON COUNTY: Giltner, Hordville, Marquette
HARLAN COUNTY: Republican City, Stamford
HITCHCOCK COUNTY: Palisade, Stratton

HOLT COUNTY: Chambers, Ewing

HOWARD COUNTY: Elba

JEFFERSON COUNTY: Diller

JOHNSON COUNTY: Elk Creek, Sterling

KEITH COUNTY: Brule, Paxton

KIMBALL COUNTY: Bushnell, Dix

LINCOLN COUNTY: Brady, Maxwell, Wallace

LOUP COUNTY: Loup County-Taylor

MERRICK COUNTY: Clarks, Silver Creek

NUCKOLLS COUNTY: Ruskin

OTOE COUNTY: Douglas

PAWNEE COUNTY: Lewiston, Table Rock

PERKINS COUNTY: Venango,; Wheatland (Madrid)

PHELPS COUNTY: Loomis

PLATTE COUNTY: Monroe

RED WILLOW COUNTY: Bartley, Beaver Valley (Lebanon)
RICHARDSON COUNTY: Dawson-Verdaon

SAUNDERS COUNTY: Cedar Bluffs, Prague

SCOTTS BLUFF COUNTY: Melbeta, Mitchell (Sunflower)
SHERMAN COUNTY: Litchfield

THAYER COUNTY: Bruning, Byron, Chester-Hubbell, Davenport
THURSTON COUNTY: Macys Rosalie

VALLEY COUNTY: Arcadia

WEBSTER COUNTY: Bladen, Guide Rock

YORK COUNTY: Benedict, Bradshaw, Gresham, McCool Junction
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APPENDIX D

Annual Financial Report

(Sample from 1982/83)



Retuan NDE 03-004
Netirains Depactrent af Filucanan
Schoot K- sance
101 Conremmual Mau South NEBRASKA STATE DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
P Q. Bew 54987 Annual Financial Repart for the Fiscal Year Ended on 19
Lincain “.enrases 33509
Sexn No.
County Oistret No. Class of Dlstrict = of
2,3,4,5.8 K4 X8 KE8
K34, X833
NAME OF SCHOOL SYSTEM CITY NEBRASKA
Se=oal 2 Aporoved e State Accradited 5 NCA And Sute l 6 | NCAAndSue
Clagw*zanon School Qaly Accrecited } Accredited

Sacz.on A

Revenue Recsipts
{Local)

1. Locas 2 mrict Tanes (11103
2. Public 2wer Dact Selew
Tax ("*20}

3. Totsl _scal Texs [Add 1 and 2)
4. Tuiticr Seceived fram other
Distre>-Gen. €2 (1210)
5. Tuiticms Recarvea from
IndiwcLsis-Gen Zd. {1220)
8. Tuiticn Recetved from other
Oistre-Specis £4. (1230)
7. Tuitien Recaived from
Indiwsas) -Specaal Ed. (1240)
8. Totss _ocal Tuivon Received
(Aad :irwe 4 thru 71
9. Tranxcoration Receved from
other Zsuict-Gen. Ed. {1310}
10. Tranxcorition Ascerved from
Inaivecsls-Gen. S2. {1320)
11, TrnsooratuanPecsived from
other Zwincts-5a Ed. 113301
12. Trenworstion Recaived from
Ingdnncsis-Sp. E1 {1340}
13. Totm T-ansporunon Aecei:
{Aga ines 9thry 12)
ened =y Local
Revern.a Recoins (1410}
15. Locsl _<wnis Fees (1810)
16. Police Zourt Fines (1620}
17. Totss Lcense Fees & Polica
Court “ines (Acd lines 15 & 16)
18. Rentms =4 Sch. Facilitier, Glfa
Saie of sunk (1720}

14, Intarest

19. Othwer _xsl Recron {1790}
20. Touw ¥ sil Local Recarpts {Add
lnes 3.3.13,14,17,18 & 19}

{Caunty and ESU)

21. County Fina and Licsnse Fess
(211G ‘Al Diancn)

Other County Sources {2110 -
Non-Ras.dent H S, Tuition
Recamesa (2140)

24, Homammsd Exsmotion {2150)
25. Prorste Motor Vehcle (2160)
28. Ecucsoonai Servecs Unit
Asxcaca (2210)

Totss Caunty sad ESU Recsipt
{Acg s 21 tvy 28)

BN

22

(Stars Receipts)

28, Stste Add (31103

29. Soeciust Educ. Programs {3120}

30. Soscisé Ed. Trermportailon
31303

31, Oriver £sucation {3140}

32. Schoos Lunch (Stte’s Share
Oniy) "3150)

GENERAL FUND
RECEIPTS

T BTHITHTTTT

a3

34,

3s5.
38.

a7

38.
39.

41,

42,
43,

45,

47,

43,

51,

52

a7,

89,

70.

eag28se

Paymenta for Wards af State

(3160)

Vocational Ed.-State’s Shere

3170

Qthsr State Appropristions {1190}
Total Stats Approoriations

(Add Lines 28 thru 35)

Stats Apportonment Recsivea (12003
In-Usu~of School Land Tex (X300)
(nturance Premium Tax (34003
Total Stats Receipts (Acd lines

38, 37,38 anct 39}

Public Law 81-874 (4500)
Johnsan-O’Malley (4800)

Tots! Non-Catagorica! Federsd

{Add lines 41 and 42)

Tatat Local-County-Stats A evenue
Asceipts {Add lines 20, 27, &2,

ang 43}

(Nom-Rewenus Reasicrs)

Sale of Funding Bonds (5100}

Long Terr Loans {5200)

Insurance Adjustmaents {530Q)

Sale af Property (5400)

Tesnufecs trom other Funas (S500}
Other Non-Revenue Recsiots (S800)
Towl Non-Revenue Recsins

{Agd lines 45 thru 50)

Totsl Geners! Fund Revanue

(Add lines 44 and 51)

U A

{Categorwemd Feciand Recaiprta)

Chapter 1 Carry Over Funa
{4100)

Chapter 1 Current Fiscal Year
Funds {4200)

NA

. Chaoter 2 Funds (4320)

NA
Title VI 8 Funds (4400) {P:

Title VI D Funds {4450}

Veoc. Ed.-Fed. Portion {47009
School Lunch-Fed. Port. (48008
Indlen Education (4910)

Na

Emergancy School Asslstence Act
{4930}

Hesd Start (4940}

Vistnamaese Children (49803

NA'

Cther Federsi Sources {Incluses
Adult Ed. Reim) (4900

Tatsl Categocical Federsl Receipts
{Agd lines 83 thru 68)

GRAND TOTAL OF ALL REVENUE
{Add lines 52 and 69)

LI
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FUNCTION ALL Instruction {1000)

Bg5e

92

9

94

Disbursament by Object

Fequisr Salanier of Taxchers (110)
Swostituze Salaeas (1200

Nertime Saianies (130)

Z eercat ang Aices Salarygs (1400
3¢ Secunty Dustrict’s Share (210)
Senrement Disirict s Share 12200
=eaith ngurance Dutrct's Share (2301
Zener Emalovee Denetits 1200)
Farehases Puoe Services 1317}

J:oer Contractect Protessional and
Tecnnicss Servecas 13191

~aasa Vencls (Orver Educaniont 1335)

Zas ane 24 1Drwer Educanon Only) (316)

“#3 anc Party (Drrver Ecucation Only)
330
Tarugn 2ma Other Districts
Jegulsr Szucation) (361)
Taitton 2mg Other Dittnicty
Soecia Ezucation) 1162)
Tation Pp0 Cther Agancres
Soecisl Exucanoni (3631
Tasching Suoplies (410)
Tewtbooes [420)
Aodio-Vius Materials (450}
T arniture ang Equiement
“ew or Reglacernent) {530}

<oncla Aczu.sibon (Driver Education Oniy)

£50)
Travel Exgentes and Milgage (670}

Zomer Muceilaneous Exoenses (690}

Tctal Inntruction (AGd hiaes 71 they )

MCAUNRSEMENTS
Secondary-grade

Elemantary

144

I

-

]

W -

-

9s.

87

109

FRCM THE TOTAL AMOUNT OF REPOATED
EXPENOITURES ON LINE 94, INDICATE THE
TCTAL AMOUNT EXPENDED FOR EACH OF THE
FCLLOWING SUBPROGRAMS.

Towl Amount for Soecial Egucation
~1200% LAD leweis of Services-i,
ot ang 1)
Totsl Amount for Driver Ectucation
41330
Towi Amount tor Seconaary
#/acationsl Education by program.
38. Soecral Nesds-Ditad. (5410)
29. Soeciol Needs-Hand (1420)
<20 Traces and Inctustry (1430}
“31. Orverudied Occupations (1440)
*02. Agrcuiture {1450}
*33. Vec. Home Ec. 11480)
" 34. Occup. Home Ec. (1481)
“ 5. Distributrva Ecucation {1470)
*06. Bus. Ea. ang O, Oce. (1480}
27 Meaith Occupation (1430)
*T8. Towd Secondary Voe. Ed.
{A0d lings 38 thru 107)
£rom the Toisd Amount Reported an
Lne 108. ¥What Portion was Federsl
Funas? (Should sgual line 80 of
Racsion)

“w

FUNCTION - SUPPORT SERVICES PUPILS (2100}

110 Ssery of Prolesssonsl Stalf (110)

111 Ssery of Clencal {140)

112, Sacasd Secunty-Oistrict’s Shere (210)
113 Reterement-Disterct's Share (220)

114 reamith Insurance-Oistrict's Share 12301

Wivte Cooy - Meturen
Canary Com Flran

L

B LR

Pink Copy - Sevd 10 County Superintendent

Gaidenrort Copy — Work Copy



115 Quner Emolayes Benstits - District's

Share

(230

118, Purenessd Services {313)
Suaoies (410)
118, Aucwo-Vieus Materisle (450)

n?

"9

121

Eurniture saa Equioment (New or
Raxacement} (530}
120. Cuse anc Fees (80)

Trewel

Extemes ana Milsege (670

122, C=~er Exderss (690)

122,

T

Supsort Services Pupils

(Ao lines 110 thru 122}

Elementery

FAOM THE TOTAL AMOUNT OF REPORTED

EXPENDITURES ON LINE 123 INDICATE

T~E TOTAL AMOUNT EXPENDED FOR EACH

CQF THE FOLLOWING SUBPROGRAMS:

124
Ab=-9
1%
17

=

Atrung. angd Soc. Work. Ser. 12110}
Guizance Services {2120)

Heson Services (2130)
Prycralogicst Services (2140)

Otnaer Pupil Service (2150)
Total Must Equal Line 123)

FUNCTION - SUPPORT SERVICES STAFF {22000

129. Seary of Profewsionsl Suft (110}

130. Saary of Corical {140}

Sacwl Security ~ District’s Share (210)
Detirament ~ District’s Share {220}

13t
132
133.

it

h ineursnce —~ District's Share (230)

134, Cxmer Emoloyee Benefits — District’s Shars

138.

(2320)
P och

ssea Services (313)

138. Contraciea Avosir Services (318)
B-stensionsl and Technical Services 1319}
Sucoties 14100

Lorsry Bocoes (430)

Pwrrodwass (480)

Sau210-Vimat Material (450)

137,
138

139.
140,
141,
142,

143,
144

145,
148,

FPUNCTION - GENERAL ADMINISTRATION (2300)

150

151,
152,
183,

£ ani

ure snd Equioment (New and

Swolacerrent} {530)

T

ang Fees (630)

T-avel Exdenses and Milsage (670)

Cner Expense 1690)

Tomad
{Aca

Supoort Services Staft
linas 229 thry 145}

FADM THE TOTAL AMOUNT OF REPORTED

EXPE

THE TOTAL AMOUNT EXPENOED FOR EACH

NOITURES ON LINE 148, INDICATE

QF THE FOLLOWING SUB-PROGRAMS:

147,

143

143,

tnsoucnansl Swstt Training

sna Currculum Develooment (2212)
Library snd Audio-Visusi

Servess (2222 and 22700

Equcationsl Teiavision (2224}
(Totat Must Equal Line 148)

Sascd ot Education 12310}

Satery or Comosmanian (110}

Sauary of Claescet {140}

Social Secunty ~ District’s Share (2100
Pgtcoment - District's Share (220}

White Cooy — Retum 10 the Nebrasxa Cegartmant of Education

Canary Copy — Retain tn School ©
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146

Elomentary Sesendury Towt

154. Hemth lnmarencs — District’s Share (230}
158, Cther Emoieyse Benelits (200}

158. Laegw Services 1317)

157.  Aavertising sne Pninting (350)

158, Suo0ies (4°7

189. Furwture sra Equioment (New snd
e acornen: '530) b I I [ ] I _— l
180. Zues and Fess 530)

181, Ficw ity Bons Memiums (842)
162. Trwees Expr=m and Mileage (670)

183, Crrer Exoewe '690)
164, T3um Bowc Sanenss
tAz lines ©5C theu 181)

EXECUTIVE ADM:NISTRATION SERVICES (21201

165. Saary of Ao=wistestion Staft (11Q)

166. Saary of Coraal (140)

167. Socum Secu- v — District's Share (210)

168. Retrement ~ Sistrict’s Share (220)

169. Hewh Inwrance — District's Shave 1230)

170. Tax Sheitwac Annuity = District's Share
[P35 ]

171 Qt~er Empi=eee Benalits - District’s Share

125CY

172, Sucoiies 4722

173. Furmwture smc Souioment [New and ] [ —I
Aac-acemens) (530) L ] I

174. Zues and Fuss 1630)
17S. Trwewt Experas snd Milssge (670)

176. Cover Expe—ie (630}

177. Toum Execut=3 Administration
(Ao iines "5 thru 176)

178. Toum Geners Administration
(Ac= tines *S4 sng 171)

\
|
i

F..n
L
)
F

FUNCTICN — QFF'CE OF PRINCIPAL (2400)

179. Ssiery of Precasils) 1110)

180. Salarv of Clercal (140)

181. Soc.at Securrty - Qintrict’s Shers {210)
182. Reurement — Jistrict’s Share (220}

18]. MHeo ™ lasyrance — Qisteict’s Share (230}
184, Oter Emploves Benafits — District’s Share

(290G
185. Suocoiws (410 )
188. Furreture sna Equipment (New and ]
Recnacsm u 1530) I l [ ]

187. Trwend Expenas end Milssge (870}

188. Qther Experss {590)
189. Toum Office =t Principsl
(A lines 179 thry 188}

F

FUNCTICM — SUMPCRT SEAVICES BUSINESS (2500}

Gameral Business Support (2510)

190. Sslary of Profemionals i110)

191. Selary of Clarcel (140}

192, Socwt Sacurty — District’s Shere {210) fre

191, Femrsment - District’s Shars (220}

154, Heerth Insurancy ~ Dlstrict’s Shase (230}

195, Cmer Emploves Benafits — Olstrict’s Shere
(293¢

136.  ®urzmasec Pec'smionsl snd Technmicat
Servecas (3190

Wrvte Cooy — Return to the Nobeas: wiment of Etducation Pink Coov ~ Send to County Superintendent
Canary Copy = Retain in Schant Goldenrod Cooy ~ Werk Casy



197. Postage (140)

198. Tedewnene (34)

199, Acvertwing and Printing (150}
200. Supcews {410)

201 Site Acquisittan 1510)

-
202. Bunang Accuminion and Imarovensns (520

203 Fur=izure ang Zouomenrt [New src i oqiscement

1838
204 interes: a0 Segister WWarrars (€201
205 Dues a~c Fees 630)
25, Cata 3-ocewi~; "£5C)

208. Oirer Zapenss 1590}
209. Tows Senerat Buniness
{Ace <ines 190 tneu 208)

Vehicle Acouisition and Mamntenance Other than Guses (25200

210.  Reguar Salanes (110)

211, Overtume Saleries (130}

212. Socum Secunty-Ointnet's Share (210)

213, Retwrwment-Oisrict’s Share (220)

214, Heeith Inwrance-Oistrict’s Share 1230}

215.  Cirer Employes Benetlu-District's Shere
(29C)

216, Contracted Servicas [318)

217, Gas anct Ol (338)

218.  Tires end Parts (337)

219. Supctas (410)

220. Vercis A (New snd R )
155C1

221, Vehwco Insurance (6411

222, Other Sapenis 1630)
223. Toum Vehicls Accuintion and Maintenance
(Aca ines 210 taru 222)

224. TCTAL BUSINESS SUPPORT
(Ace lines 209 anc 223)

FUNCTION - OPERATION OF PLANT (2810}

225.  Salary of Custogisn {110)

226. Overvwme Sslary 1:30)

227, Socum Security-Oistnct's Share (2101

228. Retirement.Distrct’s Share (220}

229. Hesit Inwrance-Oistrict’s Share 1230)

230.  Other Employea Banelits-District's Shre
1290

231, Fue 321)

232. Electrcity (322)

233, Weter and Sewer 1323) :

234, Suoceis {410)

235.  Otnes Expense (630)
228. TOTAL OPERATION OF PLANT
(Age wnas 208 they 225}

FUNCTIOM - MAINTENANCE OF PLANT {2820)

237. Roguisr Salaries (Y10
238, Socist Security-Dlatrict's Share 1210)
239. Aetirement-Oletrict's Share (220)
240. Health Insurance Dirtrict's Share (230}
24).  Other Emoloyes Benellu-Distrct’s Shara
12
242, Contracted Services-Recairmen 5181
243.  Rentais snd Lesses (3271
244, Prooerty lnnrance (326)
245, Piant Fusrnmiture snd Eguioment
{New end Reolacemaent! (330) *

Wivite Copy — Return 1o the Neiv

Canary Capy -~ Rete 10 Lone
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248.  Trver Expemse (690)

247 TOTAL MAINTENANCE OF PLANT

1A lines 237 thry 248)

FUNCTION . PUPIL. TRANSPORTATION (2700)

I —

{inciuae Regular snd Specisl £ducation Transonation Cosus)

248 Saary of Srver(s) (1100

249, Soc.al Sec.otv-Dintrict’s Share 210)
258 Sevremert Distnict’s Share (2200

iS5 —esin Irrcrance:District 1 Share (230}
2 Zer Emz ayew Benofits:Diserict's Share

253
254
255

s Parents 1332)

2
258.  .amse Vencies 1335)
257 CZasanc O. 336)
258 T.-ms anc w3 {117)
259.  3<s Jeoswr and Maintenance (338)
260, Forvitureena £

= 251 Transpartation (131)

130 Pnd to other Districty

JE33)
61, S A

Newang R

531
262, .er<leinkcance 1G41)

Jer Expenia (690)

¥

{ASI lines 148 tvry 260)

TSTAL PLPIL TRANSPORTATION

265.| FOCM THE TOTAL AMOUNT OF REPORTED

EXPENDITURES ON LINE 284, INDICATE
THATPORTION EXPENDED FOR SPECIAL
ECUCATICN TRANSPORTATION (27801

268.| TCTAL INSTRUCTIONAL AND SUPPORT
EXPENDITURES {Add lines 94, 12], 148,
1T 109, 24, 778, 247, and 284)

FUNCTION - COMMUNITY SERVICES (3000}

267 Saary of S (110}

268. Tcual Fixeo Cherges [210, 220. 230. 290)

269. Ter Expense i690)

270 TCOTAL CCMMUNITY SERVICES

tAod lines 267 thru 269)

FUNCTICN - DEAT SERVICES (5000)

271 Secempusa of Principsl (610)
272 Za>r Servic Interent (620)

273 TZTAL DEIT SERVICE
‘A3 lines 3TV they 2720

FUNCTICN SUMMER SCHOOL (6000)

274 Smery 5f Prolemsional Stalt (110!
275 Saary of Tlencal Staft (140)
276 Towa Fixee Chaegan (21C, 220, 230, 250)

217 Sucoties (410)
278 Orwr Expere (690)

273 TIOTAL SUMMEAR SCHOOL

TA linas 274 nry 2780

White Copy ~ Return 1o the Nelwvagka Department of Educanon

Canaey Cony - Retain in S
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Distriet Wide Only

FUNCTTION - ADULT EDUCATION {7000)
(Intluds Aduht Bamic and Aduit Vocstional Education)

380.  Salsry of Profemsions! Swf (110)
281 Sawry of Clencal Staft (140)
282 ~owl Fized Charges (210, 220, 230, 230!
781. Suoolies :410) b
284,  Ayaio-V mual Materisis 1450)
288  Ztner Esceass (690)
286 TOTAL AJULT EDUCATION
Aad lires 280 thry 285)

l

—— 1

FROM THE TOTAL AMOUNT OF REPORTED
ZXPENDITURES ON LINE 288, INOICATE THE TGTAL
AMOUNT OF FEDERAL FUNDS EXPANDED FOR
wOCATIONAL EDUCATION <

EXPENDITURES ON LINE 288, INDICATE

THAT POATION WHICH WAS GENERAL

FUND SUPPORT. (EXCLUDE FEDERAL

SORTION) 3

288 | FROM THE TOTAL AMOUNT OF REPORTED
!

|

T

FUNCTION - TRANSFERS (8000)

Clementary

289.  Transtery to Lunch (Must Equal Line 385)
General Fund Support) (750)

290.  Transfers to Lunch (Must Equal Line 382)
Reimbunement from State and Federall {751)

291  Transiers 10 Activity Fund {Must equai Line 405)
General Fung Support) (752)

282, Trenstens 10 ather Funds (759)

293. Towl Tamien
"Aog lines 289 thru 2921

294. TOTAL CURRENT EXPENSE “
(Aad lines 268, 289, and 291)

255. TOTAL ADJUSTED CURRENT EXPENSE
{Ling 394 minus - Lines 84, 85, 90,91, 119, 142,
159, 173, 188, 201, 202, 203, 220, 245, 255, 260,
and 281 at the Lisbursemant Recort)

296. TOTAL GENERAL FUND EXPENDITURES '
{Line 254 plua lines 270, 273, 279, 288, 290
and 292}

FUNCTION - CATEGORICAL FEDERAL PROGRAMS (4000)

237. Tots Expenditures of Chapter ; Carty Over Funda (4100)
38. Totad Expenditures of Chapter t Current Fiscal Year Funds (4200)
NA

Total Expenditurey of Chapter 2 (4220). . . .
NA

Total Expenditures of Title Vi B {440Q) (Prexchood)
Total Expenditures of Title VI D (4450}, . . .
Towd E i ol Indian E ion {4310}
NA

Towl € i ol € School Assi Act(e930). ... ... e
Totad Expenditures of Head Starst (4940) . ... ... .... .
NA

Total Expenditures of Other Federal Programs {4990)

(D¢ net report School Luneh, Vocationsl Educstion or
Adult Educstion here) . . . . .. ... e

N

2R

EESRREER

w

10  TOTAL CATEGORICAL FEDERAL PROGRAMS (Add Lines 297 thru 309) . . .,

1T. TOTAL DISBURSEMENTS {Add Lines 287, 2: wd 310)

“
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Pink Copy — Send to Commty Superintendent
Goldenrod Coow — Work Copy

149



na
33
J1a.
ns.
318,

RN
318,

e
320.
.

Salancs from Last Year {Should equsl line 320 last year) . .
Tetal Awempts this Yeer (Line 70 of Recaipts)

Tetal Amaunt 10 be Accounted for {Add Lines 312 and 313) . . .

Tetal Dismurements (Line 3110, . . .. ... . ... . ...

[+ ing at the Begi of the Yaar
{Repstorsd and Not Registersd) . . . .. ........ .
Toawad Amount Paysble (Add 315 8nd 316) . . . . . . ..
Wearran Quistanding st the End of the Yesr

RECAPITULATION

(Roparored snd Not Registered) . . . .. . ... ......cu.vnneinennn..,

Bmdance Mow in the District Trassury {Checking Accounts and Invasima
Tanal Amount Accountsd for [Add 119 and 320) {321 must equal 314)

FOR INFORMATION PURPOSES ONLY AEGARDING TRANSFERS

A, 1¥ ENTAIES APPEAR IN LINE ITEM 43 OF THE RECEIPTS SECTION, SHOWING TRANSFERS
RECEIVED BY THE GENERAL FUND FAOM OTHER FUNDS, IDENTIFY THE FUND(S) FRCM
YWHICH THE TRANSFERS CAME, SPECIFYING THE ITEMS WHICH SHOW THE TRANSFERS.

Toul Transfers Reported 1n Line Item 49 3
T.  Fram Fund, Linaltem H
= Feon Fund, Lins item 3
3 Fram Fund, Lineltem ____ __ $
Towi Incoming Teanifers Accounted Far (Sum af 1 to 3)
a (F ENTRIES APPEAR IN LINE {TEM 292 OF THE DISBURSEMENTS SECTION, REFLECTING
TRANSFERS TO OTHER FUNDS FROM THE GENERAL FUND, SHOW THE FUNDS TO WHICH
THE TAANSFERS WERE MADE.
.
Tatsl Tranuters Reported In Line Item 292 s
1. To Fund, Line Item 3
2 To Fund, Line ltom 3
X To Fund, Line Itsm 3
Totsl Qurgaing Tranafers Accounted For (Sum 1 10 3) ]

White Cooy ~ Return to the Nebraska Cepartment of Education

Canary Copy = Rewsin in School File

Pink Cooy — Send 1o County Superintendent
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- Covary Dwrsct Nu._ ____ Claas of District School Yeor 19 _____
Secton B
BUILDING FUND
{Te me tilled in by ail mhool dittricts 357 Bonds Retired During the Year (Lims 422) ————————
howing » Building Fund) 358 Interest Paid Quring the Year ——————
359 Tressurer's Foe for Collection ————
RECEIPTS 360. Amount Peid for Refunded Bonds ———
- 361  Amount Peid for Accrued tnrersst
322. Saie zt Bonas $ an Ref Bonds ——
323. Trumster from Sinking Fund (Line 370} 362. Transtens ta Other Funas S ——
324, Trarsters t-om other Funds 38) Batance (Held by County Tramsurer)
325. Sae =t Procery —_— st End of Yaar — All Counties —
326. Scecal State Allocations — 364  Total Amount Accounted for [Add
327. Sowca Feoeam Allocations ——— 357 thru 363 {364 must scuasl 158) ————
328. Current Loss ———
329. From sll ot~ Sources Sectlon O
330, Tamw Asceic iAdd 322 thru 329) ————— CEPRECIATION RESERVE/UNEMPLOYMENT FUNDIS)
(To be filled in by districts winch howe s reserve fund for sry
DISBURSEMENTS purpass. Consalidate sl such funas iato 1w semmaery )
331, Pur—asaor —srovement of Sitms $ 365 ¢ Balancs from “ast Yew 3
332, New Buwldingganc Adsiuons ———— 268 Transfers from other Funcs —
331, Buncrng Imzrivemerts (Not 367. Receipu {Earned intecent. ee) —————
Reca ral 368. Liqui of b —_——
334 Bocas for “.em Librares —_— 369 Total Amount 10 be Accounzad for
335 Fur=turea uiomant (New or {Add 365 thru 388) e —
Aec.acemen, —_— 370 Disbursements durnng the Year —_———
336. Trersooruatzr Equipment (New or . 371, Investments during the Yemr ——————————
Reciacemena) 372, Refunding Transters (To gther Funaal ——————
217, Qrrer Expe~we 3713 ¢ Balsnce st Enc of Yemr —
318. Retrwmant =* Losns ————— 174 Totsl Amount Accounted far (Acd
319. Trarsten 1o :Tver Funds - — 370 theu 372) {374 must scusl 3608 e —
34C. Tome Disburewent (Add 31
™y 339} —_— Section O Part 11
SINKING FUND
RECAPITULATION {To ba filled in by districts which hawe suthmraasd a Soecis) Building
Fund. Secure information from Comaty Tremmrer)
341, Bawance from Last Yer $er—m———
342, Touwd Receioxs (Line 130) - 375, BalanceHeid by County Tramsurer
343. Tcos Ampunt o be Accounted from Last Year = All Countems [ S
tor Add 341 ana 342) 376. Amount Raised by Soecial Lavy —_—
344, Yo Dishursesments (Orders 377 Towsl Amount to be Accounad for
imueslt (Line 330) —— (Add 375 and 376} —————
5. Warrents Qumzanding st the 378. Tots Amount Withdrawn by Distrct
BagAnung ot Ta Year —_—— Treasurer {Same o3 line 3233 ———
348, Tous Amount Pevable During 379 Tressurae's Foe lor Collection —————
the Yasr [Acc 344 and 345) — 380, Balanceat End of Year — AN
347. Warrantu Oumtanding st the 381, Tots Amount Accountsd for (Add
Enct of the Yeer. —_— 378 thru 380) (381 must eousl 37T —————
348, Towts Amount Paid During the .
Your (348 mews 347) —_— Saction €
349. Aaiswce a1 the End of the Yesr (ANl )] SCHOOL LUNCH AND MILK FUND
350. Tots Amount Accountsd for {To be filled In by districts which saistes ¢ school funch o+ mik
[Aaa 348 snd 349) (350 must squsl 343) rmrree———ma  program)

Sextson C
BONO INTEREST AND RETIREMENT FUND
{To be Filmd in by sl school districts which have s Bond Fund.
Consolidwes funcs of sl bond imues. Secure informstion from
county tremmssrer}

351, Balence {Held by the County Treasurer)
Fross Last Yesr ~ All Countien

352, Amount R s by Levy

35].  Recsots from Sale of Refunding Bonas

354. Recesons lor Accrusd
Intarest on Aslunding Boncs

335. Recson frome Other Sources

356. Taum Amouat to be Accounted for
{Act 351 thrw 355)

-

]

\WNew Cony — Retusm * .- the Nebraska Degarment of Eaucation

Canary Cooy - Retar :hoal File

.

382. State and Federsl A1
383. Sale of Lunches to Pupils
384 Sale of Lunches to Adults
385, Reimburisment from Genersl Fund (Line 289}
388. Transters from Genersl Funa
{Loen 1o be Repeid}
387 Recaipts irom ather Sources
383. Tors Receipts (Acd 382 thwe 387)

{Lins 290)

OISBURSEMENTS

389. Saslaries
330 Cast of Food Supplles
391 Odher Expense
192, Transters 1o Genersl Fund
{Repeymant of Losn}
393, Total Ditburiements (Acd 338 wu 35D

[

Pink Copy ~ Send to County Swerintendent
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STATUS OF INDESTIDNESS

10.

{To be filled In by all districts whiah howe ¢ banded snd/or & fosting
dabt. Securs Informatica sbout bonds frem the county clerk)

8oNDS

Bonds Qutstanding at the
of the Year

Bonds lasued durlng the Yasr

for Sites and Bulldings

Bonds Issued during the Y ear 1o

Fund Floating Indebtedness

Bonds lsued during tha Yeer to
Retund Old lisus of Boncs

Total Amount af Bonds lemsed

during the Yesr and Boncs Cutstsacing
at Baglnning of Yeer

(Acd 417 thry 420}

Bonds Retired during the Yaer {Liss 257)
Bands Refunded during the Yeer

Totsl Amount of Bonds Fetired

and Relunded during the Year

{Aad 422 and 423)

Bonds Qutstanding at Eng of the Yewr

REGISTERED WARRANTS

Regletered Warrants st the
Begi of the Yesr

Warrants Reglstared during the Yaw
Total Amount of Warrsnts

RAegistered ot the Baginning and

during the Year (Acd 428 and 4270

Regi! t P cxaning e Year

9
Reglstersd Warrants st the Snd of e Yeer

AEGISTERED NOTES

Notes st the

Beginning of the Year

Notss Reglstered during the Yeer
Total Amount of Natas

Reglstared st the Beginning snd
during the Year (Add 431 and 433
Nates Peid during the Yew

415. Baerce st the End of the Yeer,
Al Accounts
416. Tous Amount Accountsd for

Roglitarsd Natss et the End of the Yewr

Total Indebiscness at the End of the Yesr
{Add 428, 430, and 438)

AECAPITULATION Section G
294, Bamnce from Last Year | S ——
395. Toom Aecsom (388) = N
396. Taam Amount 10 be Accounted for
(Ao 194 andg 395) —_—y
397, Taow Distursements (39]) —_—
393. Croen Qutsanding et the 417,
e Sning 2! sne Year
399 Tcom Amoust Pevable 418
(A3 397 ang 198) P —
400. Croen Quwsanding at the 419,
Eac of the “ear
40t Tcmm Amount Paid 420.
135 Minys 430)
402. Baa~xcs at:na End of the Year 421,
403. Tz Amo.nt Accounted for
(AT 407 arc 402) {403 must
ocLm 198}
422,
422,
424,
Section F
STHOOL ACTIVITIES AND AUXILIARY FUNDS
{To be fiZed in by sll districts which have s School Activitias Fund 425.
and/or am Auxiliery Fundls). Include all Auxilisry Funds shich (421 minua 424)
w8 NOt mammariimt siuswhers in this regort. Report chood tunch
scoount we Section E)
404, Quance from Last Year, 426.
Ait Accounts s
405 Genaral Fund Rsimburtement 427
1752} {Line 29N 428.
406. Trarwfers {-om Genersl Fund
{L=mns to be Ae0ad) D
407 Coer Rocsad, Al Funds 429.
408. Tz Amount 1o be Accounted tar 430
{ASS 404 twy 407) (428 minus 429)
409. Totm Disbursements,
Ait Accounts
410, Trarwters © Geners! Fund
(Aaayment of Losn) 431 R
411, Qrcwrs Oubtanding st
Beoaning of the Year I ~ - 1
412, Toem Amount Pavabls During the Yeer 433
(A3 409 twa 411) [ — '
413. Crowry Cutsanding st the
Enc of the Year 434,
414 Totm Amount Paid During the Yeer 435.
(412 minus 413) 1433 minus 434)
436.
b ___}

{Aca 414 wna 415) {418 must m.l 408)

White Copy — Return to (he Nebraska Deparoment of Education
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DISTAICT NO.

EECT N

CLASS OF DISTRICT

TAXATION
{tor the Reperting Year)

{Ta be fillad in by sil mhool districts. Secure (nfermation from county slerk or amemer)

ACTUAL VALUE OF SCHOOL DISTRICT

153
1.

SCHOOL YEAR 19

TAX LEVIES FOR SCHOOL PUNOSES

TAX LEVY

FOR THE REPORTING YEAR
{AD Caunties — For Reparting Yearl CLASS It = V1

437. Resl Esurs City end Village 244 Genersl Fund (Operstion & Meintsresa)
438 Aesl Erra, Form ———— —
439. Mudlic Lenties 445 For District Bonds and Intaress

(Rgironca. Teleghone, Gas, Etc.)
440  Automccess [Jsnuary 1t Esnmate) 44G.  For Sinking Fung {Specisl Busiding &)
441 Jtiher T~gdie Partonal

Procerty, ity and Villege 451 Cther Purnoses {Specify)
442  CZiner Tergibis Personal Prooerty,

Farm 452, Total Levy All Purposes
443, Towl Ameaud Value {ADD LINES 444 THRU 451)

JTangiber LAdd 437 thry €42} —_—eee

SECTICW! ENSUING YEAR BUDGET - ALL ZISTRICTS

(General Fund Oniy)

453, Total Rezuirements
454.  Miscelisreous Aeveanue
455, Net Casn 3slance
458, Totsl Aeverrus ather than Property Tax

(Line 454 Pys 455}
457.  Property Tax Requirsment (Lins 453 Minus 456}
458, Agd ___ % For Delinquent Texes ——— .
459,  Add 1% _me 457 for County Teeasurer's

Callection Fee (Exact Figure)
460  Corrent xoerty Tax Requirement

‘Agd 457 458, ang 459)

SECTICN J.

BALSENT VALUE OF SCHOOLPLANT
(To be filled in by sll school districts)
Elementary Secondary District Wide

451 Schoolpiaings (Prosate Multi-Purposs Buildings

to Elementary and Secondary) H s 3
452 Contsan =t Schoolbuildings iProrats Contents u?

aulti-Purocss Buildings to Elamentary snd

Seconcare)
483. Teacherage snd Contants (Prorste to Elementary

and Seconcary)
484. Other Buadcings and Contents (Prorate 10

Slemarmary snd Secondsry)
485, Toml Scmooiplant Velue ]

(Agd line 481 thru 464) s 3 s
468. Trsnsporation Equipment e
SEZTION K

UN PEN #UPIL) COSTS
{To be filled In by sil school districts)
Elsmentary Seconanry District Wide

487, Aversge Cmiy Attendance

{same greces as procated sxpena)
488.  Awversge Caily Memberwhip

(msne gracws a3 prorated enpense)
484, Totsl Acuwtsd Currant Expente

{Line 295 s 3 s
470. Tots Vahm of Plant and Contents {465
471.  Annual Desreciation of Plant snd Contents

$3% ot 4703 (Exect Figure)
472. Tows Ammuel Cost (Add 489 and 471) !
473. Annual Cast Per Pupil, ADA

(Divide 472 by 487}
474, Annusi Tt Par Pupii, ADM

(Divide £72 by 488)

YWhite Copy ~ Retuén to the N-
Canary Copy — Rerain in Seh

*%3 Dezartment ot Suucation

Goldenrod Coov — Work Caay

Pink Cooy - Send 10 Canaey Supsnintendent



475,
476,
477,
ars
a9

430

194

2 o
SECTIOMN L
SCHEDULE OF INVESTMENTS
(Secur: Owired st End of Year)
SUMAMATION OF EACH FUND.
b Beponing Ending
Calance 9/1 Purchmed Ligmanted Balancs 3731
Genwal Fund . - -
Sehool Lunch Fund - - -
Actvity/Auniliary . - -
Buniding Fund . - -
Depreciation/Unemploymant * - -
Totel irvestments (Add Lines475thrud79). . . . ... ........... ... e e P —

STATT OF NESAASKA 1

{ THE UNCERSIGNED, SECRETARY OF THE BOARD OF EDUCATION, SCHOOL DISTRICT NO.
COUNTY, NEBRASKXA, 30 SOLEMNLY SWEAR OR AFFIRM THAT THE FCREGIING ANNUAL FINANCIAL REPQRT

Y
County |

1S TRUE AND COARECT.

SL3SZAIBED AND SWORN TO BEFORE ME THIS QAY OF

apsa

SIGNATURE CF SECP?ETARY

SVYED 8Y THE COUNTY SUPERINTENDENT SF

NOTARY PUBLIC OR OTHER ACKNCWLEDGING OFFICER

COUNTY, NEBRASKA

ZATE OF APPROVAL

White Cooy — Return to the Netiraska Separtnent ol Education
Canary Copv - Retain in School © ie

SIGNATURE OF COUNTY SWPERINTENDENT

Pink Copy — Sarvd 10 Cousty Superintendent
Goloenrod Copy — Work Saov
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APPENDIX E

Consumer Price Index (W)
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APPENDIX F

Raw Data in Spread Sheet Form



YEAR

™78

/77

17/18

DATA-~my on last cage of data—

TYPE
c/p

cso
RDM
INST
0/
TRANS
T.EXP
P.TRX
Co. R,
ST.R.

Wil

INST

o

TRANS
T.EXP
P. TRX
C0.R.
ST.R.
CASH

1727
1e5.9
141873

2842

R
226733
151208

20844

.
.ol

21978

1657
185,09
195832

33423
1282
165399
212473
33463
e H )
14382

1544
193.47
7St

3762
13915
IB155h
243033
10445
33
54734

2367
108.21
175798

31733

1743
276414
201000

23343
37289
25164

2161
177.22
242337

42663
15414
375%81
236179
45283
32939
19640

2671
178,98
265783

5187
36377
475358
WS115
2357
83786
19776

18235
186,73
218812

Ag2e8

388928
319521
3165
38889
52628

2139
115,28
166313

24808
21638
345758
242208
39614
34879
42785

21ez
171.27
213183
40743
16746

293489
S38135
312w
L4772

2664
151
244141

60133
33562
433122
321366
6321
nne
52862

2z
168,85
238236
168169
23484
498677
335459
3372
52911
137539

28:<
189.9
19573z
e
39642
183588
4977
41887
4ETE

2252
164.25
212658

S0t
28337
334285
293522
943
31T
§e37s

73/ 83/81
PETERSBURG
3o 3739
103,37 110,64
2.6068 2579519
2003 56347
3059 4626
28152! 435645
201854 208243
73265 4678
44310 53947
23361 3817
RISING CITY
2628 2969
146.38  148.38
222631 239896
47799 53854
18061 28621
353638 421%e3
ced7 273807
§2435 101034
38123 59538
75141 95434
CODY KILLGORE
3530 4251
12398 3.1
218217 231867
7151 89913
36338 34329
478365 52513
25186 RS
63184 54608
8372 1INy
i1742 176638
TRUMBLLL
2921 3125
136,57 159,91
273883 30242
63512 74857
28160 27917
451461 497439
342540 331293
32851 Si312
66581 92645
164235 163153

a1/82

3858
99.97
248837
33811
372
385776
171416
101840
62306
14276

4826
165.33
2oATR

85157

599919
309379

11320
134321

4133
9. 357
271337
38431

4553
415327
185143
135843
8122

5222

43E!
126.35
547
62624
arss
53465
11822
75331
AT

S5

188.75
282865

ps <L
6153£3
13482

175214
168623

4124
141.83

84311

411862

17748

163886

83/84

16498
93316
1351%

84/835

121.86
nre
87223
27248
62189
419749
1115%
73072
56338

3331
1€5.87
3198%

78358
632784
482371

191753

4849
139.62
A3

82133
ar616
671782
464892
32843
93017
9633

4386
91.69
28279

ASeST7
295876

279

5418
120.73
1779

67618

657653

94411
67594
475

188,99
368679
101987

728158
497293

16673
151538
177819

5091
138.86
443545

699534
33181

96338
97646

160



YEAR

c/p

INST
o/A

T.EXP
p. TAX
CO.R.
ST.R.

c/e
aoN
INST
o/N
TRANS
T.EXP
p. TRX
C0.R.
ST.R.
CASH

c/o
AD
INST
/8
TRANS
T.EXP
P, TAX
ca. .
ST.R.

c?
AN
INST
oM
TRANS
T.EXP
P.TRX
€0.R.
ST.R.

1:88
=078
11125
2241
00008
2:%77
115098
%9
21708
ATae

1345
124,81
137538

22538
23678
233320
1332
20
43638
53383

2348
114,22
128419

29197

276841
21218
8915
36613
53008

/77

2674
13809
211679

1N
29132
34073
412638
387
552

154134

S77
158.21
163528

615

672

292624
Slem
63182
RR

128

L1747
163.4¢
183831

24584
20643
385573
213200
35e3
33844
65731

2628
118,28
190617

27822
21872
1545
309545
4238
34743
89406

77173

2348

12253

211757
55154
23322

351723

2TTBAS

31s
Ri%)
136334

175
154.80
172766

35212

254423
144609
63263
22813
1688

318575
211843
33818
Aldte
58647

3/7?

3%
111,26
213034

34118
38115
353843
272971
12336
s

111768

s
156, 57
1855

3333
347
288444
154568
61532
27178

7

n

Iy

et
-

<3

c382
194,43
205411
20973
208%6
315669
240064
1549
28873
121671

73/80 88/81
FRNAx
k{238 3458
130,18 118.48
227135 251236
A6RES 41347
53R 56185
Y72 420615
328428 353063
23 3733
42233 60621
LRREZE 124263
NYDER
] 2846
163,23 145,39
170733 295738
32635 40914
1&7 2695
283d38 303795
212538 2300
23zeé 21862
JIEN 53784
ite 20938
JRERUELL
2833
1¢8.8c
230092
23498
23684
248878
2eS735 &2ea92
42332 58566
#2351 39836
L) £R345
HOLBSEOH
) 3584
196,85 184,17
215384 250681
45365 44164
2657 22625
352917 374283
%7 RN
5952 39898
30649 49394
11733 157938

2446
128.75
215676

41526

2368
319735
2487TR

15301
63411
42714

3%
126,50
234233

31E9
24391
333009
242535
46543
63289
43678

4338
97.%
284128
49463
22347
449742
354679

5A787
18538

82/83

4989
129.46
J1a3s2

71116
31586
516273
373548

A5

113116
36676

318
120. %

81476
1226
397845
24700
17782
818e3
42430

3353
131.67
278284

3708:
24086
4271918
k1253
11298
94173
63967

5157
9.9
203936
63298
2876
495412
37607
7495
83714
172783

4785
115.47
332337

1780

ST
MIITH
1213
718
9zsa

=17
115.78
248749

2313
Jseast
167536

LYA]
73759
-123%

154620

84/85

6032
95.89
375082

31968
575891
414639

32873
35521

37
114,29
267233

ASAB
M375
196899

196!

88932
267

M
186. 63
324619

bty
22475
510363
363741

94233

93.64
354238

27es2

423165

113462

953
182.18

59866
2619

491685
11191
79669

117689

197.54

3%
1431
435127
298189
2430
69643
542

Se9
105.17
349784

SI5AS
18014
S39797
426574
13126
19504
96213

513
97.91
T3S
62186

437087
6372
62874

161



ce

om

TRANS
T.EXP
P, TAX
Cl. R.
ST.R.
CASH

T3T

1223
178. 7
1271%

31293
1997
2685%
20158
4677
Al
&as7

1543
124, %
126328
27.53

xR

184522

2,C
Rag

.‘,.
CRCRTRUR

(1Y)
3]
1
4

w

i

1E

3134

224188
26387
9119
33124
1354

/77

1844
172.14
186553

22
16983
327524
26800
333
46304
34230

2604
118.17
167238

31966
18977
294153
325099

28263
7838

2633
137.53
95804

S5

18826
367353
32699

2428

66323

23386

237
166.63
238143

36338
23638
335359
332569
9726
33897
62434

71/78

1959
164. 38
283899
56767
35280
358303
268690

701

Sesa
36176

2430
134,44
164173

33726
18644
275103
258090
2218
23363
95324

2873
135,
205272

3
21732
357227
371827
e
23778

39783

2663
153.6:
236419

45.76
17729
339268
3363:2
7218
36209
75723

78/79

22
166. 7
234357
57258
3%
2728
32820
4582
39

2873

73/88 82/81
FILLEY
2835 3528
149,64 131. 94
253483 283519
66372 60254
23499 35788
443274 AB8A10
375875 368372
2053 1958
87246 60333
36453 6208
HORDVILLE
3863 4811
92.66 8. 79
13838 216435
46597 51068
24385 28157
379863 383483
324208 304815
11638 52828
25868 37386
118732 137581
“GLISADE
355 339@
128,12 195.49
228569 239254
47258 46112
3257 5333
ER AN L44724
238868 314473
33 5336:
7 £7154
e7!e 27384
DILLER
2387 312
152.63 1. 41
288497 322336
$3332 59548
2585 46165
435761 474666
SR781% 426739
2373 2957
L2275 €306
L7146 198372

1

81/82

3384
122,13
276088
76288
41587
510334
413200
2433
59326

M3

3386
78.92
243034
46830
22219
412868
33125
Si678
42545
159286

4243
123.26
258635

28372
ST134
Sa3m7
350254
3BR

5674

>3

[y

3213
iS2.34
33355

63123
31374
23832
333942

73382
6472

ro
n

4347
118,15
311734

78281
23333
527228
443981
1541
79312

TS
83.83
265434
Jea2
2459¢
449332
368733
6637
Setas
181422

L2
1ee.:3
285436

ses28
62
43132
382503
11818
6223
18228

3#33
15:.38
J74a57

£8339
563437
382048
17653
%6728
183576

3347
8t
ies3
3491
iM61
+3338
2%
3638
i
1368548

U5
;.54
%846
4351
11345
3224
%8R
13328
21964
57138

1813
:5S.26
306

N
377336
Sl

15236

12073

84/85

A9
197.64
3179

25813
4151
474636

TAGE4
93857

5559
76.26
263904
54166
20424
ATEATA
433328
6673
48167
19335t

95.42
332421

&%
158.85
407436
107214

24964
624723
426743

13523
120681

58823

5433
104,97

74386
IN3S
641364

11943
865619
133935

7.88
28173
3318
2283
462618

AR -

§1351
240226

4967
129. 8
345184
51583
AS326
538993
438043
14885
83642

6469

3533
136.28
A3U7N7

63418

434527
21645
93344
37078

162



cre

INST
o/M

TRANS
T.EXP
. TAX
Ca.R.
ST.R.
CASH

c/p

INST
o

T.EXP
P, TAX
CO.R.
TR,
CASH

ce

INST
om

TRANS
T.EXP
P, TAX
CO.R.
ST.R.
€ASH

c/p
ADM
INST
o/
TRANS
T.EXP
P.TRX
C.R.
ST.R.

75716

2R

272 48

157
1758
L=

1B
3367
LETER
7324

so€es
.41.‘:

N
4
S

1834
129,40
131581

19382

1766
2801
124797

1432

24813
a7

2134
2255
125748

177
13789
221788
1S53
16524
28126
18781

1612
130.91
179833

X728
16249
344664
277748
Je234
42624
33827

T7/78

1643
248,71
= 246283
J7209
52543
560131
361815
35889
48175
5258

2133
3.2
146104
23628
15082
238776
130%e
L4057
23973
15296

1749
176,57
120758

11827
25876
346272
234dM
43533
23837
48268

78/73

2087
26,24
257536

91325
5041
537963
460673
71673
53816
36026

2807
104,52
158982
23382
272
272778
200548
3538
29643
14383

196:
156,37
22337¢

£31Ed
26727
361323
2520
46593
33673
2757

79769 83/81
STIR.ING
21k 2461
6.2 2199
27711 294626
BBATH 56737
49837 48788
SS54S.7  6i266]
403432 373540
5. 86172
25983 6346t
182258 151981
HLHIN
2 336t
i 1.3
Pl 195113
23015 23728
282
2760
2LIELL
REH
2358

$492F

3364
&3.67
130504
44201
RIETH
316795
265828
1255
43775
6613

2558
147,01
237883

£53%63
28848
124969
247825
28828
63328
37646

81/82

2174
324552
65624
54613
640862
334816
8203
87606
142237

4528
64,73
211237
24719
24
232088

235323

£

8283

1344
138.61
368522

68814
46531
676927
471912
52473
129339
167047

Jace
33.4t
23i3ie
42263
a3e28
385¢78
277663
16636
69073
849324

31
131.22
273143

5263t
18144

381433
17353
350
5528

125.17
333
5:539
KL
S16238
3T
19736
84328
[Xyeed

84/85

203.12

68762
48376
740822
setee?
31619
146@23
154473

4248
92.98
259633
43452
25641
392558
301766
9386
65781
114214

225,12
MUTS
76529
]
7831233
568267
34946
114528
139182

62681

57389
43131t
46339
97955
159129

163



YEAR

cw

INST
om
TRANS
T.EXP
P, TRX
C0.R.
ST.R.

c/P

INST
c/
TRANS
T.EXP
P, TRX
Co. R,
ST.R.

c/p
ADM
INST
o

T.EXp
P, TAX
0. 3.
ST.R.
CASH

cme
ADM

ax
TRANS
T.EXP
P.TAX
C0. R.
ST.R.
CASH

133
L=
U7E3

319
17233
2ZZie

383

28722
2033
A3

163
18357
LTNCAT

42
145
ki L]
213
2177
et

632

ves

S
410322

45852

/77

1437
148,91
156558

10230

6968
244958
183288

8569

A2375

3148

{743
166.85
157267

36347
20633
278545
132002
34637
28391
23349

él31
178,22
208821
A7003
c4A13
335576
330145
18643
17
s

2022

SWeS

147.85
185801
36273
15638
33%0%
255951
3N
43289
4061

7/73

1881
126.2
159358

21426
29764
2597
255262
7382
29927
71426

173t

e -
185,28

154761
34443
17128
67213
78
46
21}

\s

(3

i

o ore o~

Cr fo o) we

PORE X VA R

2383
136.76
207630

12454
14122
331756
279492
8%
£5A22
445%

7878

ke
1243
179232
24738
14853
212283
263673
313s
2363a
33329

2782
129.€2
22073

43922
16722
i7esis
286575
35158
338c
Lysrc

73/82 ge/8:
YONROE
2lge 3049
2.1 %
1B8333 206162
31285 45355
2151 21789
12497 354854
161824 201244
74052 46304
338% 52862
e 2%
FRRGUE
2857
126,44
136908
514593
3 41956
BN 37:080
eIk 253680
103340
47863
2187
SAVENFTRT
3376
151,31
272181
R
77
S25484
365573
79285
28461
T3 £3761
BLADEN
3492 3718
113,85 116,83
234238 244327
37658 26215
25543 73
334283 431559
3833 283
2852 39483
3393R 12746
12187 139891

!

8ise2

89
122,85
237363

7R
20312
382695
247925
65334
58424
22149

312
126,63
223395

5798
29599
387943
2357:3
122155
44328
‘e

4578
106, 10
276800

S2%04
871
438327
235068
%13
673
65468

122,82
241381

M2t

17883

265485
KL ]
a8
6382

3T
{ec. 16
6628
&R
22232
434745
246354
22832
77533
KX

181357

a7eet

4835
183.57
231864

43422
26541
48785
235247

2454

m
120,96
=3 -]

7373
A7862
45534
%332

74233
2!

4357
=8
ESEN
%213
612
53478
5
218
LS
27

2715
I
6767

4335y
3253
N3
T2
x83
33538
534

84/83

117.64
233367
S7829
19489

328%4
S131t
74503
197112

3837
131,13
318116

£2183
2285t
478322
245083
150234
6543t
238279

S
1.78
a2t227
182049

36833
718523
S19618

40931
186403

36362

Sege
185.72

46332
22481
§59e57
388783
5965
87282

s723
131.56
432533
122865
42933

619811

{82542

613
93.97

ASS37
21489
sn
332098
17289
81417
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YEAR TS/T8 76777 77/78 78/79 73782 32/81 81/a2 a2/33 a3/84 84/85 85/86
SRADSHAW

c/p 1823 2242 2187 2422 2874 3276 3905 3338 4238 4596 Sh42

[ 20l  199.18 194, 54 85. 77 53.38 168.% 152.92  16A.31 163.33  154.94  131.08

INST 219531 230434 254020  27:323 233336 319212 ISR I7IS3S 33W2B1 433937 43NS

am 329 42656 43571 43448 58157 5529 59138 62341 64174 68074 72253

TRANS 2183 2537 28420 28296 29298 29412 3269 31482 313875 33958 291

T.EX? 37916 AGBGOQ  4SGAT9  ABRBJT  SA3T2t 552222 596498 630844 BRI6IS 730833 7R92%9

P. 7RI 31073 368303 184788  ALiSSA 37066 3BSO17 416435 ABASRY ARS8 539327 588243

CG. R. 3458 5238 6198 6324 46272 53297 72484 12139 6218 28506 17313

ST.R. 633 47946 38461 43348 43263 73699 73031 136282 (19526 11%872 182181

CASH 1083 47063 68139 874%8 3e7:8 84263 83383 19SS 84276 69682 143589
0oL JURCTION

c/p R 19% 1973 XX 413 2339 3i58 377 4243 3882 4523

ADX 2154  282.%6 133,95 203.3% 206,38 !78.47 194,38 185, 17952 191,64 ITS.RR

INST 193153 246359t 45Te6 27342k RN 356485 611516 452183 486203 492563  S7643

am S SA4TY 62787 S34Z5 78977 1769 asee7 1es:23 35286 8ea1e 85325

TRANE 22443 13373 21y 5 et 47485 25368 34373 33681 33686 29466

T.EX? IAZEH allBTh 421627 533393  £23258 71831 TAB317 748126 739178

TR ST 3855 807415 467284 464626 435138 SAEES! 633997 649851

cC. 1. &3 8482 £275 7el 51773 XN 20975 16422 14272

ST.R. 358 4274 42147 s ok 32464 136235 121743 121837 {19973

CRSH 3R 43179 121407 1EQI4 182872 g2t 1217983 145528 184186

CPL (s 1L.7% 1.815 3.322 2.:77 Y 2.723 2.38 2.77% 3.376 3.:88 3.234

CODE T2 DATA TYRE:

C/P is cost oer ounil.

ADM is averace caily sembershio.

INST is cost of instruction.

0/M s ~ost of cperation/mainienance of olant.

TRANS :s5 cost of transportation.

T.EX? :s total cistrict excenditures,

P.TAX :s orooerty taxes.

CO0.R. :s coumty receiss.

ST.R. s state -eceipts.

CASH 15 tne amount of cash cn harc.

€91 is =ne consumer Jrice 1-dwx I tae coel If Liarg incex.
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