D25E03

| nter agency Committee on School Construction

Operating Budget Data

($in Thousands)

FY 02 FY 03 FY 04 FYO03-04 FYO03-04

Actual Approp. Allowance Change % Change
General Funds $11,374  $11,444 $16,484 $5,040 44.0%
FY 2003 Cost Containment 0 -53 0 53 -100.0%
Contingent & Back of Bill Reductions 0 -1 -6 -5 418.7%
Adjusted General Funds $11,374  $11,390 $16,478 $5,088 44.7%
Special Funds 1 1,893 0 -1,893 -100.0%
Reimbursable Funds 25 82 0 -82 -100.0%
Adjusted Grand Total $11,400 $13,365 $16,478 $3,113 23.3%

® TheInteragency Committee on School Construction’ sfiscal 2004 allowance containsa$3.1 million, or
23.3% increase over the fiscal 2003 working appropriation, after accounting for fiscal 2003 cost

containment measures.

® The $5.0 million general fund increase, offset by the $1.9 million special fund decrease, primarily
reflectsthe $3.2 millionincrease in funds over fiscal 2003 needed for the fiscal 2004 |ease payment for
wiring schools for technology. It aso reflectsthe switch from using special funds from the Cigarette
Restitution Fund (CRF) to using general fundsto make the lease payment. The switchinfund source
indicates the Governor’s intent to dedicate all fiscal 2004 CRF expenditures to health- and socia

services-related programs.

Personnel Data

FY 02

Actual
Regular Positions 17.00
Contractual FTEs 0.00
Total Personnel 17.00
Vacancy Data: Regular Positions
Budgeted Turnover: FY 04 0.00
Positions Vacant as of 12/31/02 1.00

FY 03 FY 04
Working Allowance Change
17.00 17.00 0.00
17.00 17.00 0.0
0.00%
5.88%

® The Governor’s allowance does not provide for any new positions in fiscal 2004.

® ThelAC hasafinancial compliance auditor position that has been vacant since September 13, 2002.

Note: Numbers may not sum to total due to rounding.

For further information contact: Beth V. McCoy

Phone: (410) 946-5530
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Analysisin Brief

Major Trends

The Percentage of Schools Rated asin Less Than Good Physical Condition | s Anticipated to Decrease
Slightly: ThelAC' sfiscal 2004 Managing for Results (MFR) submission anticipatesthat the percentage
of schools rated less than good as measured by local education agency (LEA) standards will decrease
dightly in fiscal 2003 and 2004.

Changesin the Number of Relocatable Classrooms Should Be Monitored: When schools are under
construction or faced with overcrowding, LEAs may provide the schools with one or more relocatable
classrooms. Asdatainthe MFR section of the analysiswill show, whilethe State has only 212 relocatable
classrooms, local jurisdictions have a collective total of 2,407 relocatable classrooms. Given new options
for school choice under the new federal No Child Left Behind Act (NCLB), requirementsunder the Bridge
to Excellence in Public Schools Act, and arecommendation of the Task Force to Study School Facilities
changes in the number of relocatable classrooms should be monitored. DL Srecommendsthat thel AC
begin including a measur e of relocatable classroomsin itsfiscal 2005 M FR submission. Providing
themeasurewould help the General Assembly determineif the number of relocatable classroomsis
increasing significantly. Additionally, the measure would help the General Assembly explore
whether any increaseisattributable to temporary enrollment fluctuationsor an ongoing need for
mor e permanent facilities.

| ssues

Substantial Payments on Money Borrowed for School Wiring Are Now Due: The State borrowed
money to wire all schools for technology by the end of fiscal 2002. The | AC notesthat 959 schoolsin 23
local school systems have received Technology in Maryland Schools (TIMS) funding for the wiring
projects. When these projects are completed the |AC notesthat all public schoolswill be fully wired and
ableto accessthe Internet. Only now are substantial payments on the borrowed money due, despite prior
fiscal year authorizationsfor the payments. DL Srecommendsthel AC beprepared to discuss(1) how
it can ensurethe budget committeesthat the entire $5.1 million in general fundswill be needed in
fiscal 2004 for lease payments on wiring schools for technology; and (2) what savings could be
generated from the discounts provided to local jurisdictions under the E-rate Program.

State Eligible for $9.0 Million in QZABs: The Stateis again eligible to issue Qualified Zone Academy
Bonds (QZABS) to renovate, repair, or make capital improvementsto certain schools. How the QZAB
program works and what the State must do to issue the bondsis examined. DL Srecommendsthel AC
discuss how the $18.1 million in QZABs previoudly distributed in fiscal 2000 and 2001 improved
school facilities and how thisadditional $9.0 million will further improve school facilities.



D25E03 - | nteragency Committee on School Construction

Recommended Actions

Funds Positions

1.  Reduce funds for replacement vehicle. $6,733

2. Add language to the Budget Reconciliation and Financing Act of
2003 to reduce fiscal 2003 spending due to the anticipated turnover
in the executive director position.

Total Reductions $6,733

Updates

| AC Executive Director Expected to Retirein January 2003: Dr. Y ale Stenzler, the Executive Director
of the IAC, isexpected to retire on January 31, 2003. How the new executive director will be selected is
reviewed. DLS recommends that language be added to the Budget Reconciliation and Financing Act of
2003, increasing the amount of turnover expectancy on the executive director postion, given that
interviewing and hiring a new executive director will require a standard three-month recruiting process.
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Operating Budget Analysis

Program Description

The Interagency Committee on School Construction (1AC) administersthe Public School Congtruction
Program (PSCP) under the authority of the Board of Public Works. The IAC analyzes local education
agency requests for capital improvement projects to public school buildings. The IAC aso assistslocal
school systems in planning, designing, and constructing primary and secondary educational facilitiesthat
support Smart Growth, the Technology in Maryland Schools Program, and the Aging School Program.
Additionally, employees of the Maryland State Department of Education, the Department of General
Services, and the Maryland Department of Planning support the activities of the PSCP and provide
technical assistance to the public school systems.

In administering the PSCP, the IAC seeks to achieve the following goals:

® Promote physical learning environments that support the educational goals of the Maryland State
Department of Education and local education agencies;

® Promote safe physical environments in which to teach and learn;

® Support State goals for community redevelopment, environmental protection, and preservation of
the State’s natural resources; and

e Ensurethe judicious use of State funds for school construction projects.

Performance Analysis. Managing for Results

Exhibit 1 projects that in fiscal 2003 and 2004, the approval rates for capital and aging schools
requests will decline asfunding levels shrink. Nonetheless, the | AC expectsthe percentage of rated asin
“less than good” physical condition will decline dightly. This decline is attributed to the fact that 177
additional schools will come into service in 2003 and 2004, thereby increasing the proportion of better
rated facilities in the statewide stock of schools.
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Exhibit 1

Physical Condition of Schoolsv. Funding
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0% of Aging School Program requests approved

Note: Bold denotes actual data. Ratings on physical condition not available in fiscal 2000 and 2001.

Source: Governor’s Fiscal 2004 Budget Book

When schools are under construction or faced with overcrowding, LEAs may provide the schoolswith
one or more relocatable classrooms. As Exhibit 2 shows, the State owns 212 relocatable classrooms.
The LEAs collectively own 1,752 relocatable classrooms and |lease or have available to them an additional
655 relocatable classrooms. Al of these relocatable classrooms are currently in use.

If it is assumed that arelocatable classroom typically houses 25 students then, as shown in Exhibit 2,
based on the estimated September 30, 2002 enrollment count, eight of the 24 local jurisdictions have at
least 10% of their student populations in relocatable classrooms.
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Exhibit 2

Estimated Percent of Student Enrollment in Relocatable Classr ooms

% of Student
Enrollment in

Relocatable
LEA State Local Other* Total Enrollment**  Classrooms***
Allegany 0 2 0 2 10,129 0.5%
Anne Arundel 0 117 0 117 74,798 3.9%
Baltimore City 4 35 0 39 96,327 1.0%
Baltimore County 3 153 68 224 108,343 5.2%
Calvert 10 74 0 84 17,154 12.2%
Caroline 2 11 0 13 5,535 5.9%
Carrall 0 118 0 118 28,431 10.4%
Cecil 0 54 6 60 16,204 9.3%
Charles 53 84 2 139 24,797 14.0%
Dorchester 4 0 4 8 4,817 4.2%
Frederick 4 143 0 147 38,566 9.5%
Garrett 0 0 4 4 4,833 2.1%
Harford 12 43 25 80 40,254 5.0%
Howard 2 105 0 107 47,197 57%
Kent 0 0 0 0 2,630 0.0%
Montgomery 56 73 506 635 138,998 11.4%
Prince George's 21 466 3 490 136,566 9.0%
Queen Anne's 0 25 34 59 7,525 19.6%
St. Mary's 37 93 0 130 16,112 20.2%
Somerset 3 3 0 6 2,979 5.0%
Talbot 0 11 0 11 4,498 6.1%
Washington 1 32 3 36 20,102 4.5%
Wicomico 0 77 0 77 14,810 13.0%
Worcester 0 33 0 33 6,877 12.0%
Total 212 1,752 655 2,619 868,482 7.5%

*  Leased or availableto the LEA.

**  Enrollment is estimated as of September 30, 2002 and is based on the Maryland State Department of Education’ sEnrolllment
for Calculating the Foundation Program DRAFT — December 23, 2002. These enrollment figures have not been audited by
the Maryland State Department of Education’s Audit Office.

*** Assumes 25 students per relocatable classroom.

Source: Data on the number of relocatable classrooms from the Public School Construction Program, November 2002

The federal NCLB mandates that LEAS provide students with the option of transferring from alow-
performing school to a better-performing school within the same local jurisdiction. Additionaly, the
State’ srequirement under the Bridge to Excellence in Public Schools Act (Thornton legislation) requires
that al local jurisdictions provide full-day kindergarten by the 2007-2008 school year. Furthermore, the
Task Force to Study Public School Facilities has recommended that the State consider providing funding
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for local school systemsto purchase relocatable classrooms as atemporary space solution for meeting their
full-day kindergarten needs. These three factors may significantly increase the number of relocatable
classroomsin the Statein future years. However, the |AC’s MFR submission does not include ameasure
showing the changesin the number of State and local relocatable classrooms and what percentage of each
local jurisdiction’s student population is taught in relocatable classrooms.

DL Srecommendsthat thel AC begin including a measure of relocatable classroomsin itsfiscal
2005 M FR submission. Providing the measurewould help the General Assembly determineif the
number of relocatable classroomsisincreasing significantly. Additionally, the measurewould help
the General Assembly explore whether any increase is attributable to temporary enrollment
fluctuations or an ongoing need for more permanent facilities.

Fiscal 2003 Actions
Impact of Cost Containment

The Governor reduced the IAC's fiscal 2003 general fund legidative appropriation by $52,628, or
0.4% to meet cost containment goals. The reduction included eliminating $13,000 in health insurance
subsidies. The IAC indicated that since estimates of the cost of the health insurance premiums were
overestimated by $13,000, this reduction will not impact |AC operations.

Thereduction also included lowering expendituresfor office equipment and supplies by $12,628, with
the IAC continuing to use its existing equipment and supplies. The reduction aso included lowering
expenditures for training, seminars, and workshops on the planning, design, construction, maintenance,
operation, and management of public school facilities for local school system employees by $9,000.
Another $5,000 was taken out of printing expenditures which the IAC anticipates will result in a
corresponding decrease in the number of fiscal 2004 Capital |mprovement Program hard copies available
for distribution. The IAC has indicated that it will attempt to distribute copies by facsimile or email.
Furthermore, telecommunications expenditures were reduced by $3,500 and gas and oil expenditures by
$2,500, with the IAC relying more heavily on email to communicate with local jurisdictions. Another
$1,000 was removed from the budget for agency auditor travel expenses. The remaining $6,000 of the
reduction is currently unallocated.

The fiscal 2003 cost containment also includes a $1,100 general fund reversion of appropriations
supporting free trangit ridership for employees, contingent upon enactment of a provision in the Budget
Reconciliation and Financing Act of 2003.

Governor’s Proposed Budget

Thel AC' sfiscal 2004 allowance containsa$5,087,657, or 44.7% genera fund increase over thefiscal
2003 working appropriation after accounting for fiscal 2003 and 2004 cost containment measures. The
general fund increase is primarily attributable to a higher lease payment due in fiscal 2004 for wiring
schools for technology. Offsetting the general fund increase is a $1,893,000, or 100.0% specia fund

8
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decrease reflecting the switch of fund source for the lease payment.

If the funds for the lease payment are excluded from the fiscal 2004 alowance, the fiscal 2004
allowance represents a $70,506, or 0.5% decrease from the fiscal 2003 working appropriation after
accounting for fiscal 2003 and 2004 cost containment measures.

I mpact of Cost Containment

The fiscal 2004 allowance reflects the elimination of $5,706 for matching employee deferred
compensation contributions up to $600, contingent upon enactment of a provision in the Budget
Reconciliation and Financing Act of 2003.

Expensesfor salaries, retirement, Social Security contributions, health insurance, and other personnel
expenses add about $32,000. The IAC’s request to replace a 1998 Chevy Cavalier which the IAC
estimateswill have 115,197 miles by February 2004, contributes another $7,233 to theincrease. Another
$2,724 is added for lease payments for Y 2K-related equipment expenses as calculated by the State
Treasurer’s Office.  Almost entirely offsetting these increases is a decrease in funding for computer
contractual services, printing, reproduction, communications, and other operating costs.

The State borrowed $48.7 million in TIMS funding in fiscal 2001 and 2002 to wire dl of itsschoolsfor
technology by the end of fiscal 2002 to give al schools the capacity to provide multiple teaching and
learning mediums. The State had intended to repay the loan with monies from the CRF. The IAC
estimated that it would need $1,893,000 from the CRF to make its lease payment in fiscal 2003 and
received the $1.9 million in itsfiscal 2003 legidative appropriation. However, dueto delaysin awarding
contracts at the local level, the local education agencies have not yet completed the TIMS projects and
consequently requested only $49,738 in reimbursement in fiscal 2003 for finished projects. Theremaining
$1,843,262 will be reverted at the end of fiscal 2003. For fiscal 2004, the allowance includes the
$5,076,391 in genera funds that the IAC estimates will be needed to reimburse the local education
agencies for their wiring expenditures. The Governor, in effortsto concentrate monies from the CRF on
health- and social services-related activities, has elected to make the paymentsfrom general fundsinstead
of special funds. (Seelssuel.)

The $70,506, or 0.5% decrease in the allowance when the increase in funds for the lease payment is
removed is primarily driven by an $81,772, or 100% decrease in administrative funds. The administrative
funds were used to implement the Federal School Repair Program. The program provides funding for
school repairsand renovation. The $10.5 million in federal fundsfor the repairs and renovation under the
program were located in the PSCP. Since the federal funds have been fully utilized in fiscal 2003, the
administrative funds will no longer be available in fiscal 2004.
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Exhibit 3

Governor’s Proposed Budget
I nter agency Committee on School Construction
($in Thousands)

FY 02 FY 03 FY 04 FY03-04 FYO03-04

Actual Approp. Allowance Change % Change
General Funds $11,374  $11,444 $16,484 $5,040 44.0%
FY 2003 Cost Containment 0 -53 0 53 -100.0%
Contingent & Back of Bill Reductions 0 -1 -6 -5 418.7%
Adjusted General Funds $11,374  $11,390 $16,478 $5,088 44.7%
Special Funds 1 1,893 0 -1,893 -100.0%
Reimbursable Funds 25 82 0 -82 -100.0%
Adjusted Grand Total $11,400 $13,365 $16,478 $3,113 23.3%

Wherelt Goes:

Fiscal 2004 salary increments, employee retirement rate increases, higher social security
contributions, increased unemployment compensation, decreased turnover expectancy and

health INSUraNCE CRENGES ........c.cviiiiie e $32
Purchase of areplacement vehicle for staff travel ... 7
Lease payment for Y 2K- related equipment EXPENSES ........covrveerriererieirieresesieesie s seseeeneas 3
OUNEN OPEIBEING....c.cveteeeteresteestete sttt bbbt b et e b e bbbt e b et st e e s bebesn b -38
Lease payment for wiring schools for technology...........ccoeerreirreiennee e, 3,183
Conclusion of federal SChOOl rePair Program ... seseeseens -81
L@ 1 1< ST P T SUPTST PO PPTPTPTPTOO 7
Total 3,113

Note: Numbers may not sum to total due to rounding.
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| ssues

1. Substantial Payments on Money Borrowed for School Wiring Are Now Due

The State borrowed money to wire all schools for technology by the end of fiscal 2002. The IAC
notes that 959 schoolsin 23 local school systems have received TIMS funds for wiring projects. When
these projects are completed, the IAC notes that all public schools will be fully wired and able to access
the Internet. Only now are substantial payments on the borrowed money for the projectsdue, despite prior
fiscal year authorizations for the payments. Exhibit 4 shows the difference between how much money
was appropriated in prior fiscal years and how much was actually needed.

Exhibit 4

L egidative Appropriation vs. Expendituresfor Lease Payments
Fiscal 2002 — 2004

Fiscal 2002 Fiscal 2003 Fiscal 2004**
Legislative Appropriation $787,000 $1,893,000 $5,076,391
Expenditure 0 49,738 5,076,391 ***
Difference $787,000 * $1,843,262 $0

*  Since this amount was originaly held in escrow, the IAC borrowed $787,000 from the Information Technology
Investment Fund (ITIF). However, the IAC did not need the $787,000 in fiscal 2002 and returned it to the ITIF.

* * General Funds

* * * Anticipated Expenditure

The IAC anticipatesthat $5,076,391 will be needed for lease paymentsin fiscal 2004. To help ensure
that sufficient funding is available for health and social programs, the Governor has substituted general
fundsfor CRF moniesfor many non-health or non-social services programs— such asthe lease payments—
that were funded in prior fiscal years with CRF.

Federal Program May Help State Recover Some Funds for School Wiring

Giventhe switchin fund source fromthe CRF to general funds and given the State' sbudget cridis, any
recovery of State funds would be welcome. One federal program, called the Schools and Libraries
Universal Support Mechanism and known asthe*E-rate” program, may allow the | ACto recover some of
the State funds spent on wiring schools for technology. The program provides discounts to schools and
libraries serving disadvantaged populations. The discounts can be applied to eligible telecommunications
services, Internet access, and internal connections. AsExhibit 5 shows, the discounts range from 20%to
90% depending on the number of free and reduced price meal studentsin each district, and the district’s
classification as urban or rura as determined by the U.S. Office of Management and Budget's
Metropolitan Statistical Area method.

11
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Exhibit 5

Eligibility and Discounts Available Under the E-Rate Program

Per centage of Studentsin a
District that are Eligiblefor Free
or Reduced Price Meals Discount Available
Urban Districts Rural Districts

Lessthan 1% 20% 25%
1% to 19% 40% 50%
20% to 34% 50% 60%
35% to 49% 60% 70%
50% to 74% 80% 80%
75% to 100% 90% 90%

Source: Universal Service Administrative Company

According to the Maryland State Department of Education, all Maryland school districtsand libraries
are participating in the E-rate Program. The wiring within the schools is eligible for the discount. The
IAC will be looking into whether any funds the LEAS saved as a result of the discounts can be applied
toward reimbursing the State’ s share of wiring costs. Any reimbursementswould be put into the PSCP’s
statewide contingency account.

DL Srecommendsthel AC beprepared to discuss (1) how it can ensurethebudget committees
that the entire $5.1 million in general funds will be needed in fiscal 2004 for lease payments on
wiring schoolsfor technology; and (2) what savings could be generated from the E-rate Program.

2. State Eligible for $9.0 Million in QZABs

The Stateisagain digible to issue $9 million in Qualified Zone Academy Bonds (QZABS) to renovate,
repair, or make capital improvementsto certain schools. QZABsare atype of debt interest that Statescan
issue only to financial institutions, insurance companies, and investment houses. The financia ingtitutions,
insurance companies, and investment houses that purchase these bonds receive afederal tax credit rather
than interest on the bonds. Consequently, the State receives the proceeds from the sale of the bonds but
does not haveto pay interest onthem. The proceeds fromthe bonds may only be used for schoolsthat are
either located in enterprise or empowerment zones or have at least 35 percent of their students eligiblefor
free and reduced price meals.

The State must authorize the Board of Public Works to sal the bonds. Senate Bill 7 of 2003, if
enacted, would authorize the Board of Public Worksto issuethe bonds. The bondswould beissued over
the next two years. In the first year, up to $4,632,000 can be issued, and in the second year, up to

$4,411,000 can be issued.
12
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DL Srecommendsthe IAC discusshow the $18.1 million in QZABs previoudly distributed in
fiscal 2000 and 2001 improved school facilities and how this additional $9 million will further
improve school facilities.

13
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Recommended Actions

Amount Position
Reduction Reduction

1.  Reduce funds for replacement vehicle. Although the $6,733 GF

vehicle is expected to accrue 115,197 miles by February
2004, making the Chevy Cavalier €ligible for
replacement, the current fiscal crisis mandates that the
vehicle not be replaced in fiscal 2004. However,
realizing that repairs may be needed on the vehicle to
continue its operation throughout fiscal 2004, $500 has
been deducted from the cost of the replacement vehicle.
The $500 can be used for any necessary repairs
attributable to the vehicle's extended use.

2. Add language to the Budget Reconciliation and
Financing Act of 2003 reducing fiscal 2003 funding for
the Interagency Committee by $30,058. The retirement
of the current executive director will generate an
estimated three monthsin turnover savings during fiscal
2003.

Total General Fund Reductions $6,733

14
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Updates

1. 1AC Executive Director Expected to Retirein January 2003

Dr. Yade Stenzler, the Executive Director of the IAC, is expected to retire on January 31, 2003.
According to Section 5-302 of the Education Article, his successor will be appointed by the |AC with the
approval of the Board of Public Works. DLS recommends that language be added to the Budget
Reconciliation and Financing Act of 2003 increasing the amount of turnover expectancy on the executive
director position, given that interviewing and hiring anew executive director will require astandard three-
month recruiting process.

15
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Appendix 1
Current and Prior Year Budgets
Current and Prior Year Budgets
I nteragency Committee on School Construction
($in Thousands)
General Special
Fund Fund Total
Fiscal 2002
Legislative
Appropriation $11,428 $3,643 $0 $0 $15,071
Deficiency
Appropriation 0 0 0 0 0
Budget
Amendments 0 788 0 106 894
Reversions and
Cancdllations -54 -4,430 0 -82 -4,566
Actual
Expenditures $11,374 $1 $0 $24 $11,399
Fiscal 2003
Legislative
Appropriation $11,444 $1,893 $0 $0 $13,337
Budget
Amendments 0 0 0 82 82
Cost
Containment -53 0 0 0 -53
Working
Appropriation $11,391 $1,893 $0 $82 $13,366

Note: Numbers may not sum to total due to rounding.
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The fiscal 2002 specia fund appropriation increase of $788,194 was offset by a $4,429,628 million
reversion. The $788,194 increase includes a$787,000 loan from the I nformation Technology | nvestment
Fund (ITIF). Thel AC anticipated needing the loan to make alease payment in fiscal 2002 on its school
wiring agreement. The remaining $1,194 of the specia fund increase is attributable to restoring reverted
Information Technology grant appropriations provided to loca education agenciesfor technology projects.

The $4.4 million special fund reversion in fiscal 2002 consists of returning $3.6 million in unused
Cigarette Restitution Funds and a $787,000 I TIF loan in fiscal 2002. The IAC notes that local project
delays in school wiring eliminated the need to make a lease payment in fiscal 2002.

The fiscal 2002 reimbursable fund appropriation was increased by $106,302 to reflect administrative
fundstransferred from the Maryland State Department of Education to the | AC to implement the Federal
School Repair Program. The federal fundsfor the program, which provides funding for school repairsand
renovation, arelocated inthe PSCP. Sincethe | AC only needed $97,530 for administering theprogramin
fiscal 2002, $81,772 in administrative funds was carried over into fiscal 2003.

The fiscal 2003 reimbursable fund appropriation has increased by $81,772 reflecting the carryover
from fiscal 2002 of administrative funds to continue implementing the Federal School Repair Program.

17
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'SUONONPa. UBBUNLID pUe JUSLUURIUCD 1S00 9pN(oUl 10U Op 30UBMO| R 002 [eoS!) pue suoielidoldde €00z eosH 2

%822 £98'790'E $ T/9'€81'9T $

(%0°00T) (222'18) 0

(%0°00T) (000'c68'T) 0

%0t G£9'6£0'S $ T/9'€8Y'9T $

%822 £98'790'E $ T,9'€87'9T $

%Z'86 12.'T viv'e

%092 T6E'€8T'E 16E'9Y'ST

(65°18) (egv'ce) ZrT's

%0 0 165

(T°19) (s9z'2) T¥6'9

(%5°6¢5) (£oT'02) 0T8'0e

(%t0) (¢9) G8T'ZT

(268'89) (ovs'oT) 6.€'L

(6.°12) (s¥1'2) sel'L

(68°26) (90s'12) 0]17

(969°€) (esT'9e $) £85'296 $

%0 0 00'LT

%0 0 00'LT
wcc.mr_o mcc.mco unowy UeMO| |V
W82 Jed YOAd - E0A4 YOA4

uo119N J3ISU0D [00YdS U0 8811WWo) Aouabe su |
Hodey dous JBYId pund/19[qo

808'8TV'ET $ €T6'66E'TT $
2LL'T8 0£5'72
000'€68'T v6T'T
920 PY'IT $ 68T VLETT $
808'8TV'ET $ €T6'66E'TT $
€SL'T 969'T
000'€92'ZT GOT'8EE’0T
¥65'22 GT'se
166 0
90Z'vT 61'se
LT6'0S 11929
L€2'CT 809'%
616'LT T90°0T
0/8'6 0zT'8
986'TZ Esr've
GEL'866 $ 682'668 $
00T 00T
00T 00T
uolreridoddy enny
Bunyiom Z0Ad
€0A

*Ajuo sweJboud 1Bbpng Buiresedo Joj pa1os|jel a.1e Salkefes pue suonsod [enjJenuod pue awi-|Ind ‘T SS10N

Spun4 el 1

pund sigesinquiby 60
pund [e1Rds €0

pund WS TO

spun4

$1921q0 el

sebreyo poxi4 €T
JuoD'seipsgns'sivel g1
uonippy -dinbg 1T
ewee|dey -dinbg 0T
SeLeR ®salddns 60
S3OINBS [enideuo) 80
SOPIPA 010N /0
prell %0

uoledunuwod €0

S994 3905 7 [EOIUYIRL 20
soffep\ pue saikees  TO
s1elgo

suolsod [elo L

JejnBoy

TO

suo1s0d

pun4/1381qo

18



Appendix 3

D25E03 - I nteragency Committee on School Construction

'suonoNPaJ JUSBUNUOD pUe JUBWUIRIUCD 1500 3pNjoUl 10U Op 30UEMO| e 002 [B3SH4 pue suoieldoidde €00z esH BI0N

%822 T/9'€8V'9T$S  %L'LT 808'8TV'ET$  950'/6€'€T$  E€I6'66ETTS
(260°00T) 0% %'Eee 2..'18% 0% 0ES'72 $
%9°€Z T/9'€8V'9TS  %C'LT 9c0'/EE'CT$  950°26€'€T$  €8E'G/ETTS
(%60°00T) 0 %/°ZV78ST  000'€68'T 000'€68'T Y6T'T
%0t T/9'€8V'9T$ %90 90V ITS 9SOV ITS  68T'VLETTS
%822 T/9'€8V'9TS  %/L'LT 808'8TV'ET$  950°26€'€T$  ET6'66E'TT S
%092 16E'9VY'ST %9°'8T 000'€92'2T 000'€92'2T GOT'8EE 0T
(o6e 0T1) 08Z'/60'T $ %68 808'SST'T $ 9€0'v.0'T $ 8v/'T90'T$
abueyd 9% a0ueMo||v abueyd o, uonreridoiddy uoireridoiddy enny
YOAd - E0A4 YO Ad €0Ad -2Z0A4 Buix o anlesite Z0A4
€0Ad €OAd

uo119N J3ISU0D [00YdS U0 8811 WWo) Aouabe su |

Arewwns exsiH

spun4 [e1o0 1

pund a|gesinquiey

suolrelidoiddy [e1o0

pun ersds
puny [eseues)

S2.In1ipuadx3 [e10 ]

weJfoid sanijied |00Yds Z0
uolesiuiwpy eRrue9 T0

wre 160 1d/11un

19



