City of Falcon Heights
City Council Workshop Session
City Hall
2077 W. Larpenteur Avenue

February 6, 2002

AGENDA

1. Election discussion

2. Personnel policy/pay guideline discussion
3. LGA/Budget impacts

4. 2002 Legislative priorities discussion



ITEM 1
2/6/03
Workshop

ITEM: Possible election year change from odd to even years discussion

Summary: At our last workshop on this issue, you asked me to do some additional
research with regard to cities who had made the change from odd years to even years for
their election cycle.

[ surveyed all of the city managers in the state through the MCMA listserv, and came up
with the following information (attached).

In addition, I have done a calculation, based on the real expenditures for elections each
year, and determined that the City could eliminate roughly $5,400 per odd-year from the
budget for odd-year election expenses. Several of the cities I surveyed budget this amount
elsewhere in those odd-years (such as capital, or in a project category), and then budget
that amount in even-years for elections, instead of the same election costs every year.
2001 is a good comparison, because we had an election last fall, and we can see actual
costs for that election. Any costs associated with school board elections would be borne
by the district, and we would not be holding any elections, either primary or general, on
those odd years which would represent a cost to the city. I have included a spreadsheet
showing the cost savings I projected over a ten year period, and the general ledger sheets
for election in 2000 and 2001. The $1,018 cost for repairs in 2001 was because the
County passed along all voting machine programming costs to us, while in other years
they have absorbed part of those costs. This spreadsheet also includes an 8% increase for
election judges which commenced in 2001.

The only costs I can determine would carry over from year to year would be the
maintenance cost on the voting equipment of $447 per year (regardless of whether or not
we held an election); and the minimal staff time needed for compliance meetings, and
reports that the state might require which I estimated at $500 per year.

ATTACHMENTS:

MCMA Election Survey

Election Worksheet

General ledger—Election costs for 2000

General ledger—Election costs for 2001

Even year election totals for Federal, State and City offices, Nov. 7, 2000
Falcon Heights voter turnout by precinct, 1988-1998, even years only



MCMA Election Survey

January 2002

Conducted by City of Falcon Heights

¥

City More/Less More/Less Focus on Money saved? School Board Comments
Partisanship? local issues? elections?
Park Rapids ? Unknown—1°* year $2,500 approx. School board handles
their own
Plymouth No difference No difference $25,000 approx. They assist only one
of the 4 districts by
ballot counting
Alexandria No No No No
Redwood Falls | No change No change “Cut in half” District holds their Not as many election
own judges hired for local
elections as in
state/federal elections.
Blue Earth No change Same attention, much $3,500 every other year | District holds their Makes sense to have
better turnout own on odd years all elections in the
even year to help
promote better
turnout.
Cannon Falls | No change Less focus on local $1,200 approx. No—district holds Change wasn’t a
issues elections in odd years | problem. Easier for
staff.
South St. Paul | No change No change Budgeted amount every | Even years, city runs | So. St. Paul is a

other year

election for District,
same staggered
schedule as Council

charter city, change
required a majority
vote of the people.

Worthington

No more or less
partisan

No change

No

The district does their
own




Stillwater Held even-numbered | N/A Saves money School District “I would strongly
for 40 or 50 years, handles their own recommend going to
N/A elections, however, even year elections.
Stillwater clerk trains | In this time of budget
judges constraints it would
save you money and
: time. You would only
have to prepare and
expend money for an
election every other
year instead of every
year.”
Shorewood More tendency for Always an interest in Always had even # year | School board holds Easier for people to

(has always
had even year

partisanship—can be
argued both ways.

local issues.

elections—estimates that

he would save about %

own elections in odd
years, in spring.

remember. Less
campaign signs.

elections) Odd year elections his budget if he were on

are generally more odd year elections.

local election

oriented—which also

could be more

partisan.
Eagan (has Probably less partisan | Odd year may have City knew that costs School board holds
always had than odd years. more focus, but feels would rise if they went to | own elections in odd
even year they have enough odd year elections. year.

elections—but
did consider
changing to
odd year in
1998, then
dropped the
referendum in
late December)

emphasis on local
issues. Spring 2000
election on community
center had sufficient
focus.




Election Worksheet
Council Workshop

 02/06/2002 -

) 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 noow 2010

Costs Actual Actual Projected | Projected | Projected Projected | Projected Projected | Projected | Projected | Projected

Election each ) ) )
year $7,225.00 | $6,640.00 | $7,295.00 | $ 6,378.00  $7,513.00 | $6,569.00 | $7,738.00 | $6,766.00 ' $7,970.00 | $6,968.00 | $8,209.00

| 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 N
Costs Actual Actual Projected | Projected | Projected | Projected Projected | Projected | Projected | Projected Projected |
Efection even ) ) -

year only $7,225.00 | $6,640.00 | $7,295.00 | $ 974.00 | $7,513.00 | § 1,003.00 | $7,738.00 | $1,033.00 | $ 7,970.00 | $1,064.00 | $8,209.00

Savings $ - |8 - |8 - |$540400/% - | $5566.00 | § - $5733.00]§ - 1 $5904.00 | $ - |$  22607.00
(odd years) - |
Assumptions: _ T ]

Costs per year projection based on 2000

and 2001 data

3% increase per year is figured for cost of living/inflation

ﬁ

Costs are adjusted for the $474 per year contract on the new voting machines, which commences in 2002,

plus minimal staff time estimate of $500 plus 3% for inflation




DATE 04/11/01

ACCOUNT NUMBER

101-115-60100-000
101-115-60520-000
101-115-64011-000
101-115-64012-000
101-115-64031-000
101-115-64032-000
101-115-64033-000
101-115-64034-000

101-115-70100-000
101-115-70500-000

101-115-86010-000
101-115-87090-000
101-115-88000-000

TIME 02:54

ACCOUNT TITLE

ELECTIONS

WAGES, SALARIES, & COMPENSATION
REGULAR SALARIES

PART TIME EMPLOYEES

PERA CONTRIBUTIONS

FICA CONTRIBUTIONS
HOSPITALIZATION

DENTAL

LONG-TERM DISABILITY

LIFE INSURANCE

TOTAL WAGES, SALARIES, & COMP.
MATERIALS & SUPPLIES

SUPPLIES
POSTAGE

TOTAL MATERIALS & SUPPLIES

OTHER SERVICES & CHARGES
MILEAGE

REPAIR OTHER EQUIPMENT
INSURANCE & BONDS

TOTAL OTHER SERVICES & CHARGES

TOTAL ELECTIONS

CITY OF FALCON HEIGHTS

ORIGINAL
APPROPRIATED

4,680.00
2,200.00
0.00
358.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

7,238.00

500.00
200.00

700.00

50.00
750.00
0.00
800.00

8,738.00

DETAILED EXPENDITURES ENDING 12-31-00

Y-T-D
EXPENDED

3,964.17
2,145.00
0.00
303.25
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

6,412.42

220.34
3.32

223.66

69.52
520.00
0.00
589.52

7,225.60

Y-T-D
%

847
974
0%
84%
0%
0%
0%
0%

88%

44%
1%

31%

139%
69%
0%
3%

82%

UNEXPENDED
BALANCE

715.83
55.00
0.00
54.73
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

825.58

279.66
196.68

476.34

19.52-
230.00
0.00
210.48

1,512.40

PAGE

5



DATE 01/23/02 TIME 09:22

ACCOUNT NUMBER

101-115-60100-000
101-115-60520-000
101-115-64011-000
101-115-64012-000
101-115-64031-000
101-115-64032-000
101-115-64033-000
101-115-64034-000

101-115-70100-000
101-115-70500-000

101-115-86010-000
101-115-87090-000
101-115-88000-000

ACCOUNT TITLE

ELECTIONS

WAGES, SALARIES, & COMPENSATION
REGULAR SALARIES

PART TIME EMPLOYEES

PERA CONTRIBUTIONS

FICA CONTRIBUTIONS
HOSPITALIZATION

DENTAL

LONG-TERM DISABILITY

LIFE INSURANCE

TOTAL WAGES, SALARIES, & COMP.
MATERIALS & SUPPLIES

SUPPLIES
POSTAGE

TOTAL MATERIALS & SUPPLIES

OTHER SERVICES & CHARGES
MILEAGE

REPAIR OTHER EQUIPMENT
INSURANCE & BONDS

TOTAL OTHER SERVICES & CHARGES

TOTAL ELECTIONS

CITY OF FALCON HEIGHTS

ORIGINAL
APPROPRIATED

5,000.00
1,200.00
0.00
383.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

6,583.00

500.00
200.00

700.00

50.00
750.00
0.00
800.00

8,083.00

DETAILED EXPENDITURES ENDING 12-31-01

Y-T-D
EXPENDED

3,667.59
832.02
0.00
229.47
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

4,729.08

893.11
0.00

893.11

0.00
1,018.00

0.00
1,018.00

6,640.19

Y-T-D

%

73%
69%
0%
59%
0%
0%
0%
0%

%

178%
0%

1274

0%
135%
0%
127%

82%

UNEXPENDED
BALANCE

1,332.41
367.98
0.00
153.53
0.00
0.00
D.00
0.00

1,853.92

393.11-
200.00

193.11-

50.00
268.00-

0.00
218.00-

1,442,817



Even-Year Election Totals for Federal, State and City Offices — November 7, 2000

Albert Lea Fridley
Total Votes Cast: Total Votes Cast:
President 8,519 President 13,886
U.S. Senator 8,484 U.S. Senator 13,774
State Representative 8,449 State Representative 13,509
Mayor 8,372 Mayor 11,983
Council 11,252
Ballot Question 12,477
Burnsville Inver Grove Heights
Total Votes Cast:
President 29,421 Total Votes Cast:
U.S. Senator 29,183 President 15,193
U.S. Senator 15,051
Mayor 26,826 State Representative 14,761
Mayor 14,456
Eden Prairie New Hope
Total Votes Cast: Total Votes Cast:
President 28,769 President 10,751
U.S. Senator 28,519 1J.S. Senator 10,619
State Representative 26,572 State Representative 10,189
City Council 25,166 Mayor 7.817
Franklin Plymouth
Total Votes Cast: Total Votes Cast:
President 228 President 36,513
U.S. Senator 225 U.S. Senator 36,177
State Representative 218 State Representative 32,901
Mayor 227 Mayor 31,356

Council 208 Council 28,867



Falcon Heights Precinct Election Year Total Number Registered Total Number Voting Percentage Voted

P-1
P-2
P-1
P-2
P-1
P-2
P-1
P-2

1988
1988
1990
1990
1996
1996
1998
1998

2442
1751
2000
1625
2032
1519
1915
1521

1557
1317
1304

- 1232

1427
1282
1337
1205

63.70%
75.21%
65.20%
75.81%
70.22%
84.39%
69.81%
79.22%



Item 2
2/6/02
Workshop

ITEM: Personnel policy/pay guideline discussion
Summary: For many years, the city has paid its employees based on a step system of

pay increases, granted to employees who performed at an acceptable level, depending
on the years served:

Step 1: new appointment

Step 2: 6 months (post-probationary appointment) 5%
Step 3: 18 months 5%
Step 4: 5 years 3%
Step 5: 10 years 3%

The philosophy behind this plan is that new employees who perform at an acceptable
level need to have bigger pay increases in their first year to year-and-a- half on the job
as an incentive to remain with the city, while employees with more experience require
less. While this is not a completely inaccurate viewpoint, it does not take into account
employees who perform at extraordinary levels, or those who under-perform. In
addition, in a tight labor market, with a small staff who have multiple duties within their
job “classifications”, small cities are wise to pay at the median level for the metro area
as a whole. Further, it is important for a manager to compensate employees for merit in
some situations.

As such, I am seeking the authorization to convert our compensation plan from a “step”
form to a “merit-based” system. Simply put, I would propose that we retain the
compensation schedule from the step system, but allow greater latitude on the part of the
city administrator and supervisors to recommend pay increases, up to a maximum
amount per employee in each step year.

Right now, employees also receive a cost-of-living increase of 3% each year and |
would recommend that the cost of living increase not be included in the calculation of a
maximum compensation increase, because it is intended as an inflationary hedge.

In addition, I would recommend adding a provision for employees with more than 10
years of service with the city. Right now, the step program ends when you reach your
10" year with the City. As you know, we have one employee with 13 years of tenure,
and I believe that her work and loyalty should be rewarded on an ongoing basis. I



would welcome your recommendations about how to handle long-tenured employees
with regard to compensation. Perhaps we should consider adding a 15 year step, or
some kind of 10+ provision which would allow merit increases each year beyond the
10" anniversary hire date. Employees who reach that tenure are difficult to replace, and
one could argue that their retention is absolutely critical to the ongoing health of the

city.

I am therefore proposing that two of our employees who are eligible for a five year step
increase this year, receive more than the maximum step increase set as policy by the
City Council in 1999. I have attached a matrix for each position, showing the
comparisons for each position by city, taken from the 2001 Stanton Salary Survey. As
you can see, for the Finance Director’s position, we are the lowest paying community
amongst our municipal peers. While I do not expect to correct this inequality in one
year, I recommend that the Council approve an 8% increase for Roland to make his
position more competitive with the small cities in the metro area.

In the case of the Public Works Director, I have attempted to convey the myriad
responsibilities of that position, by illustrating in the matrix two positions: Public
Works Director and Director of Parks and Recreation. Our Public Works Director has
taken on all the duties associated with both jobs, and is also responsible for supervising
five full and part-time employees on a regular basis, with about 20 more on a seasonal
basis. While that position is not as severely underpaid as the Finance Director, we are
still in the position of being near the bottom of the range, and Bill has proven to be an
exemplary employee, certainly worthy of a 5% increase.

In both matrices, I have chosen cities with populations similar to ours, positions with
similar titles and duties, and similar supervisory profiles. The “weighted mean” in this
survey relates to the monthly income of that employee (the survey methodology lists
this as the “mean of salary rates weighted by the number of employees at each rate”—
but in these cases, there is only one such employee in that position at each city). While
there are very few inner-ring metro cities with a population comparable to ours, I
believe that some of the outer-ring metro suburbs provide a good comparison, as they
would be in a similar situation to Falcon Heights with regard to multiple duties for each
classification.

Furthermore, I am recommending pay raises to both Bill Maertz and Roland Olson
based on the new compensation plan. In any case, the recommendations of the city
administrator would be subject to Council approval for any merit increases under the
new compensation plan, just as they are under the current step plan.



1/31/02

City of Falcon Heights

Comparison of classification/pay rate/requirements for small metro area cities

Position: Director of Parks and Public Works

Data: 2001 Stanton Survey

Director of

Public Works
City Weighted Mean | Degree Title # Supervised Population
Required?

Orono 5926 Yes Public Service | 15 7,538
Dir.

Shorewood 5660 Yes City Eng/PW 7 7,400
Dir.

Corcoran 4332 No Superintendent | 2 5,630

St. Paul Park 5028 No Pub. Wks. Sup. | 8 5,070

Oak Park 5959 Yes Dir. Pub. Wks. |3 3,957

Heights

Falcon Heights | 4242 Yes Dir. Pub. Wks. | 5 3,572

Director of

Parks and

Recreation

City Weighted Mean | Degree Title # Supervised Population

Required?

Waconia 4350 Yes Dir. of 2 6,814
Park/Rec.

Spring Lake 3695 Yes Dir. Pks/Rec. 2 6,672

Park

Victoria 4166 Yes Director ? 4,025

Note:

I would propose raising Bill’s salary 5%, to $53,449.83 or $4,454.15/month. This would put him

in better comparison with other small metro-area cities where the Public Works Director

supervises 2-7 people, and has a degree requirement. I believe that Orono provides combined

public works for several small cities around Lake Minnetonka, hence the “Public Service
Director™ title, and 15 employees. This is not a perfect comparison, but for purposes of
population it was a good one. I included Parks comparisons because Bill also supervises

employees of, and has responsibility for, the entire city’s parks in addition to his public works

duties. With such a small staff, it can be difficult to use the Stanton Survey as a realistic

comparison—typically, one employee in Falcon Heights will have many duties, and not fit really
well into one single category.



1/31/02

City of Falcon Heights

Comparison of classification/pay rate/requirements for small metro area cities

Position: Finance Director

Data: 2001 Stanton Survey

Finance

Director

City Weighted Degree Title # Supervised Population
Mean Required?

Orono 5026 No Finance Dir. 2 7,538

Shorewood 4829 Yes Fin. Dir/Treas. |1 7,400

Waconia 4594 Yes Finance Dir. 1 6,814

Mahtomedi 4393 Yes Finance Dir. 0 7,563

Oak Park 5959 No Dep. Clerk/Fin. | 2 3,957

Heights Dir.

Circle Pines 4888 Yes Finance Dir. 3 4,663

Victoria 4416 Yes Finance Dir. 0 4,025

Falcon Heights | 3705 Yes Finance Dir. 0 3572

Note:

I would propose an 8% increase, bringing Roland’s monthly salary up to $4002.37, or
$48,028.40 per year. This would be more equitable compared to cities our size in the metro area
where the Finance Director doesn’t supervise any employees (Victoria, Mahtomedi), and also
compensate Roland for the excellent work he has done in taking on additional duties related to
compliance issues, GASB-34, and reporting requirements.



Item 3
2/6/02
Workshop

ITEM: LGA Reduction Discussion/budget impacts

Summary: I have attached a packet of material distributed by the LMC at the 1/24/02
meeting in Burnsville. At this meeting, we also received information via a powerpoint
presentation, which I've also attached to this item. I will have that presentation available
at the meeting for discussion purposes as well.

I have discussed the issue of a $34,197 cut in aid for 2002 with Roland, and we agree that
the City can most likely weather such a cut through our budget reserve and general fund
balance carryover from 2001. However, we are concerned about the structural LGA cut
in 2003 of $12,441 (growth based revenue), which under the Governor’s plan, cities
would not be allowed to levy back to residents.

In addition, cities will be subject to levy limits in 2003/04 and probably beyond. Under
the Governor’s plan, the only way a city could levy the “growth based cut” (that $12,441)
to property owners would be if the city held a referendum vote.

In short, I am much more concerned about the 2003 budget at this point than the 2002
budget. I would greatly appreciate the Council’s direction on this subject.

Of course, the Legislative session has just begun, and nobody is sure what they will
recommend as far as aid cuts. Perhaps I will have more information for you on
Wednesday at our workshop.

In addition, the Mayor and I would like to get your input on whether or not you see a
need to cut some of the membership items in the legislative budget for 2002, such as the
St. Paul Area Chamber of Commerce, Midway Chamber, or other membership items (see
attached budget page listing those memberships).
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Description of Governor’s Aid Reduction

Recommendation (revised)

CY02 Aid Reduction:

II.

CY 02 Levy + Aid Growth Based Aid Reduction

Cities are exempt if population is less than 1,000

Cities and Counties are exempt if their Levy + Aid increase for Cy02 is
less than 4.5% (3yr state average change in households + inflation)

Growth Based Aid Reduction equals the difference between:
a. Actual CY 02 increase in Levy + Aid, and

The hypothetical increase equal to previous 3yr average household
growth + inflation times 125%.

b.  Also, if a jurisdiction had a negative 3yr average household growth
rate, then the hypothetical increase would equal the statewide
average change in inflation (2.95%).

For cities, the growth based aid reduction is first taken from LGA and
then from the Market Value Credit Reimbursement Aid.

For counties, the growth based aid reduction is first taken from the
Market Value Credit Reimbursement Aid and then from Homestead
Agricultural Credit Aid (HACA).

CY02 Uniformed Aid Reduction

All cities are subject to a uniformed aid reduction equal to 2% of Levy +
Aid and all counties are subject to a Uniformed Aid reduction equal to
1.5% of Levy + Aid.

For cities, the uniformed aid reduction is first applied to LGA and then
to the Market Credit Reimbursement Aid. For counties, the uniformed
aid reduction is first applied to HACA and then to the Market Credit
Reimbursement Aid.



CY 03 Aid Reduction

Total aid reductions in CY03 can not exceed 6% of Adjusted Net Tax
Capacity (ANTC) for cities and 5% of ANTC for counties.

The CY02 Growth-Based Aid reduction is carried forward to CY03. For
cities, the aid reduction is applied to the LGA and Market Value Credit
Reimbursement aid and for counties the aid reduction is applied to
Homestead Agricultural Credit Aid (HACA).

The CYO03 Uniformed aid reduction is equal to 1.75% of a city’s ANTC
and 1% of a county’s ANTC.

The Uniformed aid reduction for cities is first applied to LGA and then
to the Market Value Credit Reimbursement Aid. The Uniformed aid
reduction for counties is applied to HACA.

City Police / Fire Amortization Aid is eliminated, however, if this
additional aid cut results in a total aid reduction greater than 6% of
ANTC, then the marginal reduction amount attributed to the
amortization aid would be added to the city’s grandfathered LGA base.



GOVERNOR'S REG.: CITY AID REDUCTIONS

TOTALS: 3,830 405 EERTEY a4T% o.18% 48,431.212 7833,104 25701520 4153472 25,580,308 5% % 1411040 753,304 28,488,301 0521895 8,501,521 [3339.563) 53,857,230 3%
% GTATE AID

(LOA + MVens} sYRAvQ 2001-02 LeA 280102 L+A SR LEVY#AID 2% LEVYAID ToraLaocur| |AmouTAc A% | BUSTAINED 220181  BUSTAINED 2001 TOTAL OYEY
REQ. POPULATION | OF TOTAL LEVY . (HFLATION + HH| % CHO 1N LEVY| ORCWTHBAGED aROWTH BASED DASE LOQA BASE MVCAT TOTALSTATEAD ASA%OF QF P TOTAL L+A OROWTH DAGED 02 L+A OROWTH UNIFORMED ANTEC UNFORMED ANTC ELDMNATIONOF AUCAT.AIDTO CYCITOTALCITY |AIDCUT ATA N
CeoE HAME 2008 + AID 2063 aRowTH +AID 700102 LOA CUT Mver CUT REDUTTICH REDUCTION LEVY+AID EXp LOACUT *  BADED MVert CUT Laa cuT MVertcUT  CITY AMGRT, A1 Laa ADREDUCTION | QFANTG ©
A R ST YT
11 BECKERCITY OF 2873 11% 10.70%) 14 3% ] 4502 e84 11% 058% . = 45,512 r - 47,084 o3%
1 BEJOUCTTY OF 54 o1.O% dne% 1.50%) 0 [} 423 0 4 20% 0.84%] - - 242 - 2 1.75%
13 DELORADE CITY OF 75 ok an% 1273%) o a 7420 ] 7420 ao% oask% - - 421 - - 3 g 1.78%)
4  BELLE PLAMNE GITY OF 2789 ELT 684% 2400% Fardi] o ELRE ] ERLELE) 14.3%) 8.18% 147,362 - B - - - 147,32 £00%
14 BELLECHESTER CITY OF 72 £23% re3% a.oe% o Ll (L] ] K] 2% 1.50% . - 1,634 . . - 1,004 175%
14 DELLINGHAM CITY OF 208 85.4% 858% 2% o ° 1,027 o 1,027 20% 112% . - 5L - - 654 1.78%]
14 DELTRAMI CITY OF N Y -3.00%] 10.01%) 5 o ° [=4) o ) 20% 1.72%| . - L H - - 435 1.78%]
14 DELVIEW CITY OF an 7I% 2.83% 0.47%) o L] 2407 ] 3407 2% 1.15%) . - 1,571 - T . 11N 1.78%]
& DEMIDHCITY OF nny 78.0% E1E%| 10.18%) 189.018 L] 4,537 ] 205958 £3% 248% 1e0.218 - T332 - - - 247,382 523%
T4 BENACITY OF 110 TR0% 499% o < ] Fre] o 57 2.0% apnon . - 83 - . - oe2 1.75%
11 DEMSONCITY OF aarna B1.0% n.oa%| 59,20 a 201m1 ] a7 £5% 258% £5.156 - - - - - £5.158 aoo%
13 RERTHACITY OF 470 s8% 495% [ L] ERL (] ERL] 20% 202% - 1828 - - 1526 1.75%)
6  BETHELCITY OF 4143 ¥ 1ETE 425% o L] 4387 ] 2387 20% 1.84% - 4751 - - . 475 1.75%|
14 DO FALLS CITY OF 254 enet 12.54%) [ [ 2524 (] 2524 20% (1.4 - st - - . B4 1.78%
12 BHOLAKE GITY OF 6050 374% 2038% 101317 L] 35584 ] 1730 161% 7.90% o317 . ase0n E - 3 167,828 8.00%
14 DIGELOW CITY OF = B4.6% .91 o ] 254 L] 1254 20% 1.13%) - 782 B . - 74 1.75%
10 DIGFORK CITY OF 160 53% nE% o [ &£20 [ im0 20% e.52% . - EELL] - . 2zes 1.78%
14 [NGHAM LAKE CITY CF 167 492% -4.82%) 0 [] 1301 L] 130 2% 33T% - [ 1+ -, - - (23 1.75%]
4 DINCHWOOD GITY OF [ (217 8.01%| [ ] 1245 43 5574 20% 128% - 1208 18.C38 - 7281 1.75%
11 HIADISLAND CITY OF 1195 B4% 7.25%) 7900 ° 117 o 48272 50% 187% 2260 - - - - 222¢0 6.09%
14 BISCAY CTY OF "4 B17% 4.40% [ ] ars o s ze%) 1.29%] . . 650 - - %0 175%
10 BRYABIK CITY OF 95 B0% T.H% o L] 20232 o 20893 20% 117%) . - FEL) - . - 4258 175%
13 BLAGKDUCK CITY OF €56 853% 11e0%) o ] 5904 ] 5004 0% 0.85%) - . 3240 B . - 270 1.75%)
2 BLANEUTICITYGF FYET 17e% 518 ] [ 260708 o 2e0789 2o%) ok . . 592,238 - - - £R2.225 1.75%)
14 BLOMKEST CITY OF 185 7% -481% o [ #38 ] [T 2e%) 1a1% . - 1002 - - . 1082 1.75%)
12 BLOOMING PRAIRIE CITY O 151 % £75% 20225 L] 20354 o 40589 aa% 341% 2m2s . 12,042 - - - 231267 d40%
3 BLOCMINGTCH CITY OF o172 8% 5.40% 108,731 170,340 [ 815813 200,914 29%) 1119 128731 179340 102840 1,540,185 - - 2018096 2.04%)
13 PLUE EARTH CITY OF 2621 4% 2% 68,810 [ asces ] 109,858 5% 208%, sa210 - 1812 - - - 72042 6.00%)
4 BLUFFTCH CITY OF 210 s0a% B64E%) [ L] 750 0 150 20%] 1.45%] - - 1834 - - - 1634 175%)
14 BOCKCITY OF 108 L% 20 .89%) L] [] 340 ] 340 2.0% 241 - . an - . - 473 1.75%|
14 BORUPCIY OF 21 708% 12.42%) o o 238 0 330 20% 1.87%) - - 7 - - - 7 1785%
10 BOVEY CITY OF a6z TS  £3%) [ ] a8 0 12416 2% 135%) - . 2,700 - - - 2703 1.75%]
14 BOWLUACITY OF 260 a.0% 10.61% L] ° a7 ] 1117 20% Lo - . 150 - . . 1,581 175%)
14 BOYRIVERCITY OF 1 a54% 0.58% [ © 1] [ L1 20%) 1.25%] - . 14 - - - 134 1.75%)
14 BOYDCITY OF 210 @k 2.08% ] ] ERE"] L] ERER] 20% 1.84% - . dnn - - - -] 175%
12 BRAHAMCITY OF 1278 2% 12.48% 4180 ] Tres4 ] 82307 n4% 5T 8,518 . - - . - 25518 £.00%]
8 ERANERDCITY CF 1,178 T4Z% 1233%) dgreo ] 104117 o £14.018 Bo% 8% 31040 . - B . 5 341,340 B.0T%)
14 BRAMDON CITY OF 50 66A% 1820%) [ a 2288 o 3288 20% 040% - . 2814 - - - 2514 1.75%)
13 BRECKENADQE CITY OF 2,520 a1.8% 7am™% e3,132 [ 3as41 o 52573 54% 146% 80,132 . 6438 - . - 85,558 6.00%|
14 BREEZY FOINT CITY OF 579 9% 16 49%) [ L] 708 RLEIL 10,88 26% 2.80%| - - 780 oge3 - - ases2 1.73%
13 BREWSTERCITY OF 02 L% 14.78%) ] a 3 ] ara 28% 1.75%) - - 2339 - . - 283 175%
14 BRICELYNCITY CF ars oLa% 422% [ a 4180 ] 4180 20% 1.89%) - - 1518 - . - 1515 175%
14 BROCK PARK CITY OF 156 702% Aa% [ a [t 0 a6 2.0%) 0.76%) - - 121 - . - e ] 1.75%)
2 BROOMLYH CENTERGOY a2 /3% 7.50%) 414303 a 248812 ] e8120 5.2%) 210%) 414380 - 17840 - . - TS24 asen)
3 BROOKLYN PARK CITY OF 67,388 180% LEpd 538072 8 419481 ] 857,564 45% 222% 538,072 . TE1 822 2 - - 1229881 300%
14 BROOKE CITY OF 141 253% 15.32%) o 8 o8 ] 780 2o% (T2 - . s - - - s 1.75%|
14 BROOKSTON CITY QF 5 4% 16.00% o ] 410 ] 410 20% T4 - - 1] . . - 018 1.78%]
11 DROOTENCITY OF &8 7% 19.22% o ] 5702 ] 5702 20% 1.89% - - 3,187 . B - 3,187 1.78%
11 DROWERVILLEGITY OF 7a5 8% 1078%) © [ 81 0 8713 2% 6.88% . - 301 . B - 3801 1.75%|
13 BROWNS VALLEY CITY OF a0 702% 10,11%] ] L] 103c3 o 10309 2% 132% - o 1508 . + . 1508 1.75%)




GOVERNOR'S REC.: CITY AID REDUCTIONS

TOTALS: 3,839,408 3MAE% AATK .16% 4z131.212 7,813,104 28,781,623 4153472 85588308 [£29 pATLY 1A11,540 751,104 28,408,201 8,521,805 8501822 {3.230,063) 90,857,200 %
% GTATE Al
(LOA + MVerts) AYRAVO CIOILHA 200107 Lo TN LEVY+AID T% LEVY:AID TOTAL AID CUT A CUT A A % BUSTAINED 200182 - BUSTAINED 2001- “TOTALCYEd
REQ. POPULATIGH | GFTOTALLEVY [MFLATION» HH| % CHO MLEVY| GNOWTH BAGED  QROWTH DASED DAIELOA BASE MVCAT TOTALSTATEAID ABA%OF QF 09 TOTAL L+A GROWTHEBAGED 02L+A DROWTH UNIFORMED ANTO UNIFORMED ANTC ELIRHATION OF AMORT. ADTO CYcaTOTALCITY |AID CUT AD AN
GCOE HAME 2000 + AID 2083 QROWTH +AID 200301 LOA CUT MVerrcuT REDUCTION AEDUCTICN NEDUCTIGN LEVY+AD Exp L0A CUT * BASED MVert CUT LOA CUT MvertcUT ~ CITY AMORT.AD LGA AID REDUCTION | OF ANTG
11 BECKEN GITY OF 2671 1% 1m7e% -14.25%) [ 0 2872 asnz aTene L% 0.58%) - - 2572 a5z - - 47.88¢ ca3%
14 BEJOUCTTY OF L1 o1.0% 48m% 1.98%] o ] 4 L] 42 2.0%) a84% - - Uz - - . 782 1.75%|
13 DELORADE CITY OF 7= ok 4B1%] 2TIN -] a 7420 L] 740 20%] a.85% 8 & 4210 o . 2 &0 1.75%]
8 BELLE PLAIMECHY CF ares 0.0% 4843 24.08% 72,708 o 38176 o Jnoen RTE LA 147,382 - - - . 2 147302 £.00%)
+4  DELLECHESTERCITY OF w2 63.3% 7.63%) LELS o 0 £s2 o B=2 20% 150%) - - 1034 . - . 1,004 1.75%
14 BELUMGHAM CITY OF 208 Bs.a% 0.58%) 2.08% L] ] 1,827 o 1227 20%) 132%) . - 85 - - - 554 £75%
14 BELTRAMI CFTY OF wlo o 57.5% -2.08%| 101% ] o ez o eey 20%) 1.72%] . - 495 2 438 178%|
14 DELVIEWCITY OF an T8a% 251%) o7y L] o 2407 [ 2407 20% 115% - - 117 - to. . 17 175%
B DEMIDJICITY OF nnm7 TRO% 5.10% 1018%) 169,010 ] 90937 (] 285958 53% 248% 160019 - IR - 247,382 se1%
14 DENACKYOF 1o TRER -020%) 4.39%) o - o &7 o L2e] 0% L=l . S 2 = ] ez 1.75%)
11 DENSOUCITY OF aare 81.0% 2ea% 8.0%) so.c28 ] FEREL ] a7,167 59% 258% 65,168 - - - - - £5.156 eno%
12 DERTHMACITY OF 470 [LE LS 157% L95% o L] 2,788 o 3788 20% 2.00% - 1,328 - - 1526 1.18%]
6 BETHELCITY OF 443 L 157% ams% 225%] ] o 4387 o 1387 2.0% 184% - 4751 - B - 4781 1.75%)
t&  [Q FALLS CITY OF Y eno% «1.58%] 1264% o ] 254 ] 25 20% (154 . - Bas - - BLg 1.75%]
12 BIQLAKE CITY OF 5,001 7% 12784 2038% 16117 ] asse4 ] 167301 16.1%) T.18%] w7 - st - - 187,800 8.00%
14 DIGELOWCITY OF 23 GLE% 183% 2091% 0 o 1254 ] 1284 2.0%) 1% - - 1 - - kLT 1.75%
10 DIQFORKCITY CF s 250% 12.72%) LTS [ L] 420 ] 420 0% ess% - 2238 -+ - 2288 1.75%)
14 DINGHAM LAKE CITY OF 67 43% 285% <82% ] o 1301 ] 1,301 2o% am% - . 842 - - w2 1.76%]
% BIRCHWOOD CITY OF [11] 8% 221%) ot [ T 1245 4323 8574 20% 128%) - . 1248 18,838 - 1720 175%)
11 DIRD ISLAND CITY OF 1,185 14% 1m% 7.85% 2n100 o 1273 ] o712 50% 283% 280 - - + 2z2t0 6 00%)
14 DISCAYCITY OF 1 % 205% A40% (] ] ars a ars 0% 1.26%) - - [ . - 50 1.75%]
10 DIWABIK CITY OF 854 apa% 2% TA1%| ] ] 20,633 0 20639 2o% 17 - - 4250 . - 4258 175%
13 DLACKDUCK GITY OF (] [LETY 340% 11.48% [ (] £504 o 5,504 2.0%| 0.65%) - . 1To - a7i0 178%
2 BLAINE (IT) &ITY OF 44842 17o% 557T% 51n%) ] o 240,729 ] 240,723 20%| QL% - - 592228 - - s 1.75%]
14 DBLOMKEST GITY OF 105 5% 5087 -A51%] o a (1] (] w8 20%| 1.31%) - - 1062 - . 1082 1.75%]
12 DLOOKING PRATE CITY Of 1811 E4% 150% £75%) 20225 o 20384 (] FLEZE] 18% 151% 20328 - 12082 - - - 1267 Adm%|
31 BLDOMINGTON CITY OF 85472 BI% 101% £48% 106,731 175340 ] 15,563 w2as1d 29% 141% 108733 178,380 107880 1,848,185 - . 2010090 204%
11 DLUE EARTHCITY OF ae21 B24% 04% 720%) sz810 0 41.089 ] 102209 az% zoa% €2.810 - 3032 - - - 72,843 800%
14 BLUFFTCH CITY OF 210 £03% TR 20.15%| [ 0 750 (] 780 0% 148% - - 1,832 - . - 1034 1.75%]
14 DOCK CITY OF 08 2% 5.23%) sa.e0%| ] 0 ETH) ] ETES 20%| 241% - an - - - an 1.75%
14 BORUP CITY OF 2] 7oE% -1.08% 12.42%) ] 0 LSt a 238 20%) 1.87%) - - ur . - 7 1.75%
10 BOVEY GITY COF =3 [k, 3 218% 2.59% ] 0 12416 o 12410 20% 139%] - . 2709 - - 2,709 175%
14 BOWLUS CITY CF 280 a1.0% 420%) 10a1% ] o 117 0 Lz 0% 07T - - 1581 - - 1,581 1.75%)
14 BOY RIVER CITY CF 13 £34% -242% 8.58% [ ] 55 o (13 20%] 1.35%] . 124 - - e 1375%
14 BOYDCITY OF 210 7% 3a3% 108% [ ] EREH] a EREN 2% 1.82%) . an - . - 109 1.75%
12 BRAHAMCITYOF 1216 €02% 485% 13.40%) 4150 ] 1884 ] £2387 4% E17% 5518 . - - 25,510 8.00%
o BRAINERD CITY OF 12,178 ez 245%) 1237%) 47,001 Q 108,117 o 514,818 0% Le%) ERET} - - - - 341,860 6.00%
14 BRANDCH CITY OF 150 L% 247 18.20%) o o azss a, 1208 20% 0.48% - - 251 . 2514 1.75%)
12 BRECKENRIDOE CITY OF 3,550 B1.8% 1.58%) AT £0,132 o 33841 ] v1973 s4% 140% 132 - (r-11 . - 85,580 2.00%)
14 BREEZY POINTCITY OF %79 % 12.63% 10.80% o ] 0 18818 10.825 20 2eam) - . TR g - B agesa 175%
11 BREWSTER CTTY CF -] BaA% 1.52% 14.78%) o ] amn ] am zo% LIE% - . 2590 - - 2830 175%)
14 BRICELYH CITY CF e 648% 1.5% 2278 [ o 4,180 ] 4180 20% 129% - - 1518 - - 1518 1.75%)
14 BRADOK PARK CITY OF 150 T82% £15% 12,18% (] (] 2] o &5 20% 078% - - ke - - 721 15N
7 DROOKLYN CENTER CITY g 29472 253% 252% 7.50% 414300 [ 4012 L] 681221 £2% 230% £14,308 - 337,340 - - . 782280 2.50%)
3 BROOKLYN PARK CITY OF 67,328 1eo% 499% 857%) Saarz. o 419,401 o 957,564 45%) 222% £30,872 - 781,609 - - - 1,225,881 300%
1 DBROOKS CITY OF 14y £50% 1.00% 15.12%) o o o8 [ T2 2% 152 . 51 - - - 518 1.785%)
14 DROCKSTON CITY OF 8o 542% 5.98% 16.00%) ] 0 a0 o 410 0% 204% - e B B - (3L ] 1.75%)
13 DRDOTENCITY OF Bis [1%,3 205%] 1027% L] a 5782 ] 5702 2% 1.85%) - - 2,187 . - - ERLH 1.75%)
13 BROWERVILLE CITY OF s £3.5% 285%) 1028% a L] 5711 0 5713 2% 0.60% - . 3801 - - 223 L75%)
13 BROWNS VALLEY CITY OF o0 702% 0.40% 10.01%| a ] 10,308 ] 10309 2.0, 132% - . 1508 - - 1508 1.75%]




GOVERNOR'S REC.: CITY AID REDUCTIONS

TOTALS: 3838485 3n16% £47% sk aanan 7,833,104 25,7E1.820 4,363,472 25,000,300 3% % [ARAIE 11 T30 0,533,805 6501233 13:239,083) 00,857,897 e
% STATE AID

{LOA + MVerta) 3 YA AVO 0050z LeA 250102 LA TRLEVY+AID  T% LEVYWAID ToTALADCUT| |AIDGUTASA% | SUSTAINED 00162 DUSTAINED 2001 TOTALGYEY
AED. POPULATION | OF TOTAL LEVY INFLATICH + HH] % CHO I LEVY| OROWTHBABED  OROWTH BAGED BASELOA BASEMVCAT TOTALGTATEAIC ASA%OF OFUSTOTAL | |L+AGNOWTHDASED ©2L+AQROWTH UNFORMED ANTC UMIFORMED ANTG ELIANATISNOF — AMDRT. AIDTO £¥03 TOTAL CITY | AID GUT A5 A
CE HAME 2020 « AID 2202 OQROWTH +AID 220102 LaA cur Mot CUT. REDUCTION REDUCTIGN REDUGCTION LEVY+AD EXP BASED Mvert CUT MVt GUT  CITY_ AWORT, AID LaA AIDREOUSTION | GF ANTE. -
T . - Gzl g Y|
11 ADACITY OF 1857 TAO% 0.80%)| 0.34% [] 19,059 [] 70958 TAR| 1.38%) - - . 24,436 4.00%|
13 ADAMSCITY OF 00 TR SE51%] B20%) ] L] £.085 (] 8085 20%) 1.01% - 2409 . - £489 1.75%)
13 ADRIAN CITY OF 1534 w3 4% 320%) 12.80%] 4453 o 10,885 (] 55,016 BE%) 2.00%) 12211 - . - - 18213 400%
4 AFTCHCITY OF 2238 0% 220% 297T% ] ] 2508 wn 17,678 20% 112%) asea 4,170 + s2e80 141%)
10 AMTKIN CITY OF 1084 % BEI% 10.73%| 12,675 o 1281 [ 25788 3% C.55%) 12975 1208 . - LKL 2.00%)
14 AKELEY CITY OF an _ Tk 214% RIS (] a 23 o 2328 el 1.18% - - s g . 2z08 1IN
13 ALDANYCITY OF | " BIT% 4.08%] 17.95% 57,78 a o ] w1832 127% 255% 47,188 - - - 47108 8.00%
B ALDERTLEACITY CF FLEL 05 5% 3.85%] 857% 130,040 o 152800 o ze2.028 1% 153% 130,048 144,038 - . 274,078 233%
14 ALBEATACITY OF 142 8% 389% ook L] a 1340 o tas0 20% 1A% - - L2 - - . 964 1.75%
1 ALBERTVRLE CITY CF e 101% 18475 osex) o L] 29,168 o 23,128 2% o.70%] # A Bage = ] 0 1TE%
11 ALDENCITY CF es2 2% 473%) 22.14%| [} L] 7240 ] 7240 0% 1.88%) = . 2,854 w - 2.854 1.75%
1 ALDRICH CITY OF = % £88%) 2371% 0 a 128 o 125 20%) nsa% - . 230 . - - 330 1.75%)
9 ALEXANDRIA CITY OF LE0] 481% 528% 2.23% 0727 a 7,788 o 184822 A% L561%) 80727 - 101,064 . =3 - 1,701 3.02%
1 ALPHACITY QF 120 s08% A24% 10a1%] ] ] 1,108 0 1,188 0% 1.62%) - - mz - - asz 1.75%]
1€ ALTURACITY OF 7 85 7% 554%) FE ] ] 1850 ] 134 20% 1.14% - - 388 - - 354 1.75%]
14 ALVARADO CITY OF an e20% 1.81% 2.48%) ] ] L ] (] 20% ozo% - - 1484 B . 148 1.75%]
11 AMBQY CITY CF 575 (1.9 214%) A3T%| [] ] 503 L] 013 20% 1.91%] . - 2,182 - - 3,102 1.75%)|
5 ANDOVERCITY OF 20500 "man e57% 11.40% 26,357 o 84470 29718 140,578 2e% 0.78%, 2357 - BT 252940 - ErEla] 1.83%
B ANMANDALE CITY OF 2854 S1a% 7% 8.85%] 0 L] A=A o ALY 20% oA4%) - . 29098 - ‘ - 0835 1.75%]
2 ANDKACTY OF 18,078 34a% 481%) 1140%) 285074 (] 115097 o 400,111 80%) EELE 255,074 - 1WT4E - LELY] - 423,813 438%)
5 APPLE VALLEY REGLEVY 45837 1w01% 7.18% sex% [ [ azoms0 ] 370883 2% 051% - - 415431 238,828 £54,253 1.75%
11 APPLETGHCITY OF 2871 0% 214% 18 95%) 195378 (] 704 (] 222383 14a% BEI% g7 - - 4578 B0
14 ARCOCIYCF 100 TET% 2% o0s% 0 ] 727 o 727 20% 2.30%) - - 287 - - 207 1.75%
2 ARDENHLLS CITY OF esz oo% 10% ae2% 0 ] nrs 22826 44255 20%| opax| - . "1 138784 - 12403 1.50%)
11 ARGYLECTY OF es0 T80% 4o2% 16.80%) o [ 514 (] 5514 20%) 0ATY - - 2008 - - 2888 175%
12 ARLIGTON GITY OF 2048 EnTH% 6.03%) 11.24%) 34,285 ] 1n585 o LLELT] 5.6% 1.40% 33378 - . - - - 21378 n.oo%)
14 ASHBY CITY CF ar B6.4% 425%) 1e2%) a ] 3262 o a2z z2o% a.14% . - 2818 . - . 2o 1.75%|
14 ADWOV CITY OF 288 s89% 2.58%, 1567%, [ ] 2304 L] 2308 2% 1.92%) L . 2510 s . < 2eza 1.75%)
11 ATWATERCITY OF 1078 TR 5.70%] 4.83% [ ] 11307 0 11,307 20% 0.42%) - - 7383 - - 783 1.75%
14 AUDUBOHCITY OF as 287% 7.2I% 551% o ] ases L] ase8 0%, 0aT% - = e . . 3,001 1.78%
10 AURCRACITY OF 1850 a1% 231% 257%) 8 ] oA L] 27985 20%| 148% - . a5 - - n.571 1.75%)
B AUSTINCITY OF A 20% 405% 1420%) 785,028 ] 181,803 o 957431 B.E%) a21%| ETL480 . - - - 574450 200%
14 AVOCACITY OF 148 T04% 285%) 1133% ] ] %06 o so6 20%| 0.41%) . 48 - B - 28 1.78%
12 AVOH CITY OF 1242 an 252%) as2% [] o 11480 ] 11,482 20% 1.0a%| - - 131 - - 11,310 1.75%
10 BagBATCTY OF 1670 262% 470% 5AI%) 0 o nmn ] 273 20% aT% . . 1naz - - - 11382 1.76%
14 BACKUS CITY OF an 7% zeat) 0% L] (] 2,108 ] 2,008 20% 1074 - - 1847 . - . 1847 1.78%
14 BADGER CITY OF 470 755% 445%| TE8% 0 (] 2963 ] 2381 2 0.40%) - . 2e21 - - 2083 1.74%)
11 DAGLEY GITY OF 1235 £43% aar% 17.30%| esan [ 13,125 o 5O ABE 134%) 1.70%| 20821 - . - 20,07 B.00%
11 BALATONCITY OF &7 A% 242% 2z o L] ad8s L] 64E3 2% CETH . . 24 % . - 224p 1.75%
13 DARNESVILLE CITY OF 2373 Taex 230%) 550% 8,506 [ 12154 o zo6e0 34%) 123% 8,506 - 11,762 . - - 20204 202%
14 BARNUMCITY OF 25 5% 511% oosY% o o 125 o 4128 20% 154% - - 274 - . - 2741 1.75%
14 DARRETTCITY OF 385 368% 243% 1.24%) o o ERE] o PRI 20% 039% - &) 201 - . - zmn 1.78%)
14 BARRY CITY OF 25 250% 2.95% ERET ] o 128 o 198 20% 4.4E%) - - m - - - 212 1.75%
11 BATTLE LAKE CITY OF [ ana% 157% 1231%) 4 a 735 ] 7a53 20%) 1.34%) 2318 - B - LT 1.75%)
11 BAUDETTEGITY OF 1104 BoC% 2374 1.48% ] ] 2038 L] BocS 2o%| 1.16% 7783 - - - 1181 1.75%
11 BAXTERCITY OF 5555 104% LR 21.85% 247204 ] 1,150 [ 20854 106%| £90% 247204 - 103,388 0,201 - 72795 £10%
2 BAYPORTCITY OF 1182 183% 1.58%| 10.56%| §7.418 ] T (] 125212 % a.86% 57410 - o502 - - 128218 5.92%
& BEARDSLEY CITY OF 202 T28% 2.88%) 3.58% o o 2475 o 2375 o% 127% - . T m 1.75%
4 BEAVER BAY CITY OF 175 a72% 1128% 2223% o o apsz L] aps2 2% 1.83% e # 2474 - . 2674 175%
14  BEAVER CREEKCITY OF 250 487% £24% 2BITH ] o 083 o RH] 20%| 242%| = . 1341 - 1.4 175%




GOVERNOR'S REC.: CITY AID REDUCTIONS

TOTALS: 2833455 W% Lan% wAE% ELREIE-{H] 733,184 25,781,820 4163472 25,999,308 2% 2Hu% e Ta5%, 104 28468391 9,583,805 €501,823 {3.230,063) 10,8567 250 an%
% OTATE AID

{LOA + MVerts) 3YRAvVA 20012 LA D002 L4A SRLEVY4AID TR LEVY+AID rotaLamcut| |amcurasas| | SUSTAINED 200183  BUSTAINED oai- TOTALDYES:

REQ. BOPULATION | OFTOTALLEVY [NFLATION+HH| % CHORILEVY| OROWTHBASED OROWTH DRSED DASE LOA DASEMVCAT TOTALGTATEAID ASA%RCF OF P9 TOTAL | |LeA CADWTHBASED 01LsAOROWTH UNIFORMED ANTG UMFORMED AMTC ELOGHATICHOF  AMORT.ADTO  ©YS3 TOTAL CITY [AID GUT ADA %
CO0E MAME 2000 + AID 2002 QAOWTH +AID 200102 LOA CUT MVert CUT. AEDUCTIGN REDUSTION REDUCTISN LEVY4+AR EXp LOA CUT - DASED Myer GUT LOA CUT MVen CUT Y AMORT.AR Laa AID REDUCTION | OF ANTC ~

: i : ' — A

12 DACWNSDALE CITY OF e TIE% 2.max] 18.08% 0 o arm ] a0 2% 131%) - - agen - - . 1580 1.75%
14 DROWNSVILLE CITY OF 87 189% TA4%) -1.68%) ] (] 2,658 ] 2852 2%) 1.15%) - - 2391 - - - 2081 1.75%)
12 BROWNTON CITY OF 207 EBI% 243% S5T% o L] easz ] L5 H] 2.0%] 151%) - . 4 . - . 4173 1.75%
14 BAUNDCITY OF 102 TeI% 730% EE=21 ] o 675 o 65 20%) 1% - . Asn . - - PL 1.76%]
14 DUCKMAN CITY OF 208 8.9% 2.06%) 0.00%) o ] 70 o 709 2.0%) 088% - - 1428 - - - 1420 175%
11 BUFFALD CITY OF 10,097 na% £.82%) FeRRES 418,671 [ apcar 0 485,558 16.3%) £8T% 232423 4 - - - . 2z4m 0.00%
13 DUFFALO LAKE GITY CF Te3| § — A% 3.41%) 2.35% - ] o 10,476 0 10478 20% 1.34%] - . ES18 - - . 5513 1.75%
10 DUHLCITY OF 583 £2.5% o2o%] BTT% 0 0 17,604 ] 17004 20% oeE% - - azxm . T . a0 1.75%)
3 BURNSVILLE REQ LEVY 80220 0% 532%| Ta3% 227204 a RLR ] a2arsa [ 2R1S ERES 137%) 227304 - 4o3,0t8 518,779 - B 1,141,040 2.18%|
14 BURTRUM CITY OF s BLI% 4.15%) 1.16%] o o . &z L] 8= 2o% 167%) - - EL]] - - . 401 1.75%)
13 DUTTERFIELD GITY OF 584 E5T% 2,13%) 12.09% 0 o 5071 L] 507 2% 100% - - 1,822 - - - 1822 1.76%
11 DYRONGITY OF 3,500 2% BA1%) B.92%| 0 o 23818 ] FRTITY 20% 213% . - 0267 - - - 30247 1.76%)
13 CALEDCHIACITY OF 285 Po7sm 234%) B 15%| 21845 ] 19,838 ] 41,741 1% 183%) 218458 - 20cE0 - - - 41,905 ae8%
T4 CALLAWAY CITY OF 200 A% 0.88% 241% [ [ 1,788 ] 1188 20% 1.10%) - - L] . . - us5 1.75%)
14 CALUMET CITY OF am c05% 1.08% 1.69% 0 [ L] ] e 20%| o.23%| . - 1Az - - - 1429 1.75%)
11 CAMDRIDQE GITY OF 520 0% 510% 13E0% 243,841 ] €3,878 ° anm7? B4% 595%) 208,883 - - = - - 200,883 £.00%)
14 CAMPOELL CITY OF 21 758% 226% [EEA ° 0 1,562 o 1,502 2o% 2a0%| - L1 - . 916 1.75%)
11 CANDYCITY CF 1.803 T14% 235% 7.7%) 11,878 0 0872 o 52,748 e 229%| ELREH] - - - . - 30,110 8.00%]
B CAMNODN FALLS CITY OF aTes 2% G.04%) 2151%) 271483 ] 41,207 ] sz 123% e 137802 . . . . - 1a7.898 2.00%)
1 CANTOHCITY OF a eaa% 1.71%) 19 £0%) o ] EREL] ] EXEL) 20% 209% - . 1382 . - - 1582 1.75%
14 CARLOS CITY OF e E50% 1.2%) ey ° e EAEH [ un 2% 0.87%| - . 2288 . = - 2208 1.75%|
12 CARLTON CITY OF a10 &72% -0 50%) 7 BE%| ] o EARES ] 7,118 20%) 7.5T%| - . 4844 . . - A 544 1.75%]
6 CARVERCITYGF 1268 5% 10.01%] 2820% 73,200 2867 [ 13,890 50851 11.8%) DO4%) 85,333 2887 - - - - 88300 62T
11 CASSLRKECITY OF 860 £a0% 085%) ET% o ] 122008 o 12288 zo%] 1.98%, - - 1,700 - - - aren 1.78%
14 CEDAA WGLLS CITY OF £ 483% 170% T o ] 1o o 120 20%) 1ar% F - 4% E - - 483 1.75%]
12 CENTERCITY CITY OF 582 8% 24 391%| o o Rt ] L 2% 059% - - ge3s . - - LT 1.78%|
5§  CENTERVILLE CITY OF 22e2 £T% 15.37% 10.78% o o LR 20488 20,788 2o 145%) - - 8315 007 - - d24c2 1.75%)
14 CEYLONCITY OF 4 esaw 134% 189% o o azar ] 4837 2% 3% . - B33 - - B e30 1.78%]
5 CHAMPLIN CITY OF 2210 10.T% 5.04% 29e% 25250 (] 114423 ] 189,73 2.4%| 1.51%) 25380 - 250,163 - - . 235433 229%)
14 CHANDLERCITY OF 278 ABA% -aa% 17.87% a o 2818 ] 2616 0% 1.08% - . 1704 . - - 1754 175%)
5 CHANHASSEN CITY REG LY 20321 5% [¥eed 27| 28472 335,250 ] a 338,330 45% 157% 20472 315,888 1 - - . 356331 1E%
5 CHASKACITY CF REG LEVY 17449 281% 64L%) 15.99% 203,841 o LLREH] e 258992 aT% 0.76%) 283,041 - wrAn - - - 401321 asex
12 CHATFIELD CITY OF 2384 L% a2e% nask £2,857 o 2181 ] 70018 6% 278% 82857 . 22309 = -+ - 7m7 £.09%
12 CHICKAMAW BEACH CTTY s L% Ir= . 7.85% o ] 8 a7 are 20% 0.85% - - . 2290 - - 220 1.75%|
12 CHISAGO CITY CITY OF aeaz 2% 10.05% 11.00% k] [ azte ] 2270 0% 121%) - . 28,785 - - - 30,765 175%
10 CHISHOUM CITY OF 4800 eo.E% 247% 271%) o ] [SLIL] o £2.848 20o% L64%) - - 24221 - - B 24320 1.75%
11 CHOKIOCITY OF 443 oY% -1.99% 211% o a o8 ] 2.£08 0% 251% . - 2,184 - - - 2154 1.75%)
4  CIRCLE PINES CITY OF apea mak% 205% 4.81%) Tat ] 33285 0. 4,097 20% 133%) k0 . £2m - . - 5,012 177%)
13 CLARACITY CITY OF 1383 L9 4% 2.64%) 11.08%) 40684 e 12,82 (] 54,146 714 458% XL - - - - . 32,828 5.00%)
11 CLAREMONT CITY OF =] 5% 7.83% 7.04% ] Q 5830 ] 5530 20%, ooyl - . 2378 - - - 2825 1.75%
13 CLARISSACITY OF con TAA% a2 AT ] [ ean o aam 2.0%| 1.56%] = - 1837 . - - 2637 1.75%]
11 CLARKFIELD CITY OF B4 B 4% aory| -198% [ [ 12354 ] 12384 20% 200% - - 3828 - - - asm 1.75%
12 CLARKS GRQVE CiTY OF Tau TRER 8.40%) A50%) [ [ agt3 ] 2613 2% 241% . - EES ] . - - a7z 1.75%]
14 CLEAR LAKE CITY OF 288 1% 0BT 12.78% [ [ 2an2 L] 2272 2o% 8% . - 2704 . - - 27 1.75%)
13 CLEARBAOOK CITY OF 851 £am% 224% 28.30%| o [ 500 o spm 20% [t - = 2073 . - - 207 1.75%|
11 CLEARWATER CITY GF 1] 24a% 7.52% B72% 0 ] LE] o Ba41 2o% 1.59%) = . 10281 = ] - 10201 1.75%)
14 CLEMENTG CITY OF 11 1A% 207% +1.38%) L] o 1314 [ 1314 2.0%) 1.70%| . . 51 - - . 751 1.75%]
12 GLEVELAMD CITY GF (=] a1o% 230%] 24.00% o o 5385 L] 5388 2% 2.35% - & 45H = - . 450 1.75%)
14 GUMAXCITY GF 243 2% E11% 4.25%| L] L] FRET [ 21 2.0%) 178% - - 235 B - . <] 1.75%]
13 CLINTOMN GITY OF 453 BaLY -128%] ~2.31%) ] a 4510 o 4510 20% 1.33%)| - * 1388 . . - 1388 1.75%|




GOVERNOR'S REC.: CITY AID REDUCTIONS

TOTALE: 3,933,408 30.96% Lam% D.1E% a2z T833,104 25,781.520 163472 B5,900,308 £3% 4% 45411940 7813104 ELFTTE ] 0,582,808 [ELIF+:] (3,230,089 $0,657.290 142%
% GTATE AID
(LOA « MVers) YA AvO 200302 LsA I001-02 LeA THLEVY+AID 2% LEVY4AID TarALApcuT| |AmCUTASA% | BUSTAINED 20012  BUSTAINED Zooi- TOTALCYEY
REQ. POPULATION | GF TOTAL LEVY INFLATION + HIf| % CHO LEVY| GNOWTH DASED  GROWTH DASED DASE LOA BASE MV CAT  TOTAL GTATE Al AS A% OF OF 83 TOTAL L+A GROWTH BASED €3 L+A OROWTH UMFORMED ANTG UNTFORMED ANTC ELBANATIONGF  AMOAT.AMTO CYS3TOTAL CATY fAIDCUTAS A Y
CooE HAME 2000 + AID 2082 TROWTH +Alp 29102 Imhtm:'wlll Mved CUT REQUCTION REDUCTISH LEVY+AID EXP LOA CUT = BASED MVent CUT .|||—.n'|>|n|_.._l._.|||. MVerd CUT CITY AMORT. AD LoA A NEDUCTICH | OF AHTG
SR 3 KRS i L BOOR R T TN ol

14 CUTHERALLCITY OF 118 eae% Book (1.4 0 0 s a s 2o% 2a1% - . a7 . - - e

14 CLOMTARE CriY of 1M L% 242%) 42.55% a ] “w ] A 20% 0.42% - . s - 5
8 CLOCUETCITY OF 11201 B18% 331%) 280% 282260 ] 113835 ] 308,299 6% 385% 263,280 . 11182 - 384482 TA%
& COATESGITYOF 1= 10.0% 124%) -12.00%| [ 0 222 420 742 2o 1.21%) - . 22 z280 2488 1.75%)
14 COBOEN CITY OF & TLI% -BE2% 0.93%| [ ] 7t a 7 20% o8t - . E - . - 26 1.75%|
12 COMASSET CAY OF 2481 21% 738%) BOo% a 0 o 4p,000 40,000 20% 1.51%) - . . £1,854 - - apese 064%
12 COKATRCITY CF | w - STa% 4.10%) Bpa% - asae [ 20887, - o sa288 3% 175% 38,188 . 110 - - 57482 472%
12 COLD SPRING CITY OF 2878 PRI 405% 239% [ o 26511 ] 24511 20% cET% - - 25438 - T - 23438 1.78%)
10 CCOLERAINE CITY OF 1110 5T.8% 491% 280% ] ] 17,747 -] 17,747 2.0%) 140%| . . 7280 - - - 7280 1.75%)
& COLOGNE CTIiY OF 1612 Fan 1211%) 5040%| LLESE . 16,5230 [ 6,250 112370 28.0% 32.72%) o788 18,538 - - - - 57320 843%
H COLUMBIA HEIGHTS CTY 120 4Ta% 39T% BO05% 75851 c 147 281 o 23232 6% 1.75%) TE851 - 6010 & 55,704 * 138087 288%
14 COMFREY CITY OF ae7 ss5o% A% 1107 a o EREH ] 8137 0% 010% - - 2448 - . 2444 1.75%
14 COMSTOCK CITY OF RF:] Y Taen -020% 7.08% a ° a74 ] s 20% 1.50%) - . B - 8 - B3 1.75%
14 COHOERCITY OF 133 ET.T% 0.79%) 14TT% [ ] 1,069 ] 1,088 20% 187% . . [2H] - - - Big 1.78%|
10 CODOK CITY OF 822 FLE 154% 512% a ] 6301 L] 8301 20% o6a% . % LETE] - - - 4443 1.75%)
3 COONRAPIDS CITY OF a1,607 24.5% 475% % 200787 L] azaon (] s32.700 3% 140% 208787 . TEA AT - - - 87312 2.23%)
4 CORZORAN CITY OF 5030 7A% 2.40%| 17.05%) X 85220 L ] 11 78% 22%) IT A2 26328 1 * " - 11272 2.25%
W CORRELL CITY OF 47 Be% o21% 18.39% [ ] 2o L] 77 2.0%) 1.70%) . - % - - . 151 1.75%
13 COSMOS CITY OF se2 TI8% 409% 257 o L] azs1 a ! 4551 2.0%) 1.15%) - - EX ] - - - 2978 1.75%)
5  COTTAGE GROVE CITY OF a0se2 1p4% 4.47%) 7% 271857 L] 11z04 L] 454851 an 289%) 71,857 . 287,702 . - . £32150 354%)
12 COTTONWOOCO CITY OF 1,148 B49% 416% 1024% 24208 Q 18151 4 34,438 B.5%) 4733%) 24288 5 Eazs - o & 20854 E02%
14 COURTLAND CITY OF 28 ELE 7.82%) 577T%) o a 2507 o 2992 e 031% - - 4,453 . - - 4453 1.13%]
14 CROMWELL CITY OF 143 17.4% -212%) M%) a ° azes ] 1286 28% 1a8% @ * 1113 = = % 1313 1.78%)
12 CROCKSTCN eIty OF 8102 8% 255%| B4I% 141308 ] ea10te ] 2t 5% 2o TG - - - 35544 {35.544) 124715 B.00%
10 CROSDY CITY OF 2.20% 40.8% 5.10% 29.09%) LISETES o 27,780 o anen 1% 1% g - & - - B g0 B.00%)
10 CROSSLAKE CITY OF 1083 4% 1278%) 1L71%) [ 0 1,770 842 30201 20% 1.13%) - . 1770 #3258 - - 65044 058%
2 CRYSTALCITY OF 23090 352% 258%] 404%) o o 152999 [ 152999 20| L% - . 269,106 - - - 250,180 1.75%)
14 CURRIECITY OF 228 eamn 14.00% o (] 2238 ] 2230 20% am% . - m - - - 253 175%
14 CUYUNACTTY OF n L% 211%) LT [} o 1627 (] 1,827 20% 2.00%) - - 24500 - . - 2280 LT5%
14 CYRUSCITY OF ach 7a8% 3634 550%] o o 1807 [ 1387 20% 142% - . 124 B - - 1224 1.75%)
14 DAKOTAGITY OF a9 ErA TS 0 E2% -4en a (] 1017 [ 1857 20% 278% - . 2400 - - - 2400 175%
W pALTONCITY OF 254 a7.0% 2.54%| 22.79%| o o 1 o 151 0% 1.00% . A 1244 - = - 1244 1.75%
13 DANUBECITY OF 528 [T%3 295%) 1At o ] 5,044 ] 5044 20% 1.80%) - . 2380 - - B 2323 175%
14 DANVERS CITY OF 108 415% 2.18% -a23% ] [ €89 o L) 2o% nEa% - . L] - - - e 1.78%
14 DARFURCITY OF a7 @I% 183% 258%) ] a 4] ] s 20% 1.10%) - . 57 - # - a7 1.75%)
14 DARWIN CITY OF 270 51% 8.24%) ~LAD% o o 83 ] (=] 20% 109% - - 2002 - 5 - 2082 1.785%)
13 DASSELCITYOF 123 518% 581%) 813% asa7 ] 12,235 ] 10042 0% zea% 5507 - (L] - - - 10438 280%)
12 DAWSSH CITY OF 157 BLT% 2a7%| 921% 51198 a 12,917 o Tane Te% 392% 3,342 . - B - - 3542 6.00%)
5 DAYTON (UT) CITY OF 4590 TE% 1115 14.08% 28714 e ] o 138432 7.8%) 4% w74 11,71 - - . . 118422 380%,
4 DEEPHAVEN CITY OF EEL] % 2pe%) 237% [ ] a 24708 24,704 20% 111%) . - - nan + . 33378 0 £8%)
14  DEER CREEX CITY OF azs (LY 415% ek [ ] 177 ° 173 %] 0.52%) . - 1420 - - B 140 1.75%)
10 DEER FIVER CITY OF E] S58% 704% 5AD% Q 0 1028 ] 10226 20% 079% . - 283 - = - 2890 1.75%]
10 DEERWOOD CITY OF &80 245% 7235%) 13.1%] a 0 7,089 L] 7,003 20% 0aT% - - 7210 - . - 7210 1.75%)
14 DEQRAFF CITY OF 123 7% 468% 26.42% ] L] 515 o 515 20% 152% = . 665 - Z - 585 1.75%)
11 DELANDCRY OF aea? 414% 713% 18010 e 20115 o a2 aa% 167% 1010 . 4870 - - - 53,580 250%
14 DELAVAN CITY GF 2] 48.5% A 32%) o o 3,004 ] 2,084 0% 20w . - L 4 g e L] 1.75%
14 DELMICITY OF [+] TS -038%) 0 (] ELT o 1 0% 120% - - 345 . . - Hs 1.75%
4 DELLWOOD CITY OF 1,031 17% 504% a [] 1,119 4057 5,178 1.7%] 132%) . - 1,118 4o57 - - 5170 ©22%|
" 40 8% 0.98% ] o o 183 180 20%| zea% 2 o . anr % - a7 1.75%,
14 18 s1o% 282% ] [ 1404 ] 1104 20%| 1137 o - 1,891 * . L2 1501 1.78%]




GOVERNOR'S REC.: CITY AID REDUCTIONS

TOTALS: 3,930,635 3 5% 241% n1E% asanzz 7,832,104 26,781,520 4,183,472 5,939,308 3% ERTTY 41,413,049 7833,104 23456,391 0,581,838 6,501,623 (2:239,083) 92,057 209 3%
% BTATE AID
(LOA + MVeria) 2¥YnAva 200102 LeA 209102 LeA THRLEVY4AID  T% LEVY4AID TATAL AIDELT] | AID EUT AS A % 00103 TOTALEYEY
REG. FOPULATION * | OF TOTAL LEVY (HFLATION « Hi | % CHO I LEVY| GROWTHDAGED GROWTH DADED DAZELGA DASEMVCAT TOTALSTATEAID  ASA%OF OFSTCTAL | |LeA GROWTHDASED 02L+ADAOWTH UICFOAMED ANTC UMFORMED ANTC -ELDAMATIONOF  AMOAT. ADTO CY03 TOTALGHY |AD CUT AS AN
cob HAME . zo09 +AID 2022 anowtH +AID 200102 LOA CUT MVert CUT REDUGTION REDUCTICN REPUCTION LEVY.AD EXP LaA cut DASED MVert GUT LA oUT MVert CUT  CATY AMORT. AlD LoA Am REDUCTICN | OF ANTC
_ |G RS derd | Ry R S
14 DEMTCIYOF 102 E30% 253% 20.78% o o =] o £33 20% 021% . - s - - - 995 173%)
9  DETRCIT LAKES CITY GF T34E 85.0% 229% 10.20%) 1B5500 a 57222 o 243428 TI% 295% 165,906 = 2 " % 3 258,857 587N
14 DEXTERCITY CF am ara% 8.£3%] n8% [ [ 2m o am 20% 1.70% - - 1613 - - - 1,511 1.75%]
12 DRWORTH CITY OF 2.001 1% 230%) AT% 24285 a 224 L] 40450 4% 215% 24255 - 12,984 - . “o2e 259%|
12 DODOE CENTER CITY OF 2228 515% £37%) 14.7%| 115608 ] FCE I ] 141,024 89% 7.43% sag20 E 5 % . * s0.820 6o3%
14 DCHALDSONCITY OF 4 7% 2.95%) 18 e ] ] 2ez ] 244 20%| 0.99% - B e - - are 1.78%)
14 DONMELLY CITY OF 254 T24% £AB% 190% ] [ 1,297 a 1267 20% 0.70% - - 1237 . . - 1237 175%
T4 DCRAHCITYQF ] 842% 550% 1111% ] [ E ° e 20% 3.55% - - 183 - - 18 1.75%
14 DOVERCITY GOF 48 A% 2.85%) TLAS% a o 2405 Q 2408 2o 1.09%| - - 288 - - 2988 1.75%]
14 DOVRAAYCITY OF =4 eas% sag% 10.48%) 0 ° a7 ] a7 2% a7% . - ass - - - 285 1.75%
7  DULUTHCITY OF (X1 TOA% 140% 9IT%| 1815447 [} TEIA L] 2588571 a.5%) 2.34%] 1,816,457 % 355,820 # 2.878,728 (2.878,729) N8 0.00%)
14 DUMGHT CITY OF 122 547% 047%| 10.57% a [ 1104 L] 1104 2o% 1.21%) - - (11 5 175%]
14 DUNDAS CITY OF 547 2sa% [T aran%) o ° 533 o 5238 0% 1.10% - . 735 . B 2 785 1.75%
14 DUMDEECTY OF 82 coa% 42 as3a%| o ] 580 o 50 20%| 0.22%) - . m2 B - - 282 1.75%)
14 OUNNELL CITY OF 157 EBT% 2.85%)] (3144 a a 1,850 o 1,888 2o%| 1.81% - = 64D = n s 4o 175%]
3 EAGAM CITY OF REQ LEVY €3,557 £9% 528% a3n% o 0 71428 320282 anzor 2% 123 - - 137,253 873,225 - . 1,110,478 175%
13 EAGLE BEMD CITY OF 295 .3 15T% 120%) o o 8254 (] 5254 20%) 1.50% - . 2620 - - - 2820 175%
12 EAQLE LARECITY OF 1787 B8T% 501% 20% 12437 [ 8523 ] 2138 4% 1.50%] 12437 12527 - - - 24,964 24w
[ EAST DETHEL CITY OF 10,641 153% TN IR 2776 ] 48,708 C AT ABL 21K 1.50%] 2,778 . $3,508 al.7es = - 134,080 1.75%)
©  EAST ORAND FORKS CITY 7501 5% ~1.54%) 1422% 4n428 o 70,622 [ EL-E P 11.0%) 121% 200,178 . - - - - 200,170 800%
11 EAST OULL LAKECAY OF 578 5% Ba1% 4745 o [ 1,882 EE- 1] 5204 20% 1.85% . taar - - [R1) 0.04%]
14 EASTCHCITY OF 2 4n5% 2014 BT ] o 2250 [} 2258 2.0% 142% . - - - 1,082 1.75%
14 ECHOCMTY OF 278 521% 003% 22e% o 0 20 L] 420 2.0%| 233% . - 1) 1.75%|
3 EDEN PRAIRIE REG LEVY 54501 8% 7.68% 1270%) 0645 a17.183 ] 102,157 678985 ar% 2.50% E6,845 817,103 102,157 - - 1,407,781 1.47%)
11 EDENVALLEY CITY OF £6a TR 271% 1571%] a o 7,572 ] 7872 20%| 130% . - 5308 1.75%)
13 EDQERTOH CITY OF 183 509% 205% 2257%) £2,130 o 5042 o 81,181 17.1% 212%| 26,883 - . - = 2 5082 €.00%|
3 EDINACTY OF AT 425 9% 148%, BA1%| ] 31,178 ] L] €1,178 29% 2274 - 1,178 . . - - 601,178 05I%
4 EFFIECITY OF L1} 100.0% +1.25%) 005% [} [ 3 ] n 2.0%| a15% . o 403 - am 1.78%]
4 EMZENCIYOF 223 a40% 285% 282% o o 1973 a 1973 20% 128% = - 1,508 . . - 1,508 175%
14 ELBACITYOF 214 £5.2% -2AI%| 21.78%) ] ] 408 o 408 20% 103% - - 1,134 . - - 114 1.75%)
13 ELDOWLAXE CITY OF 1275 £23% 481% 1481%) 67.673 ] 18835 a (YR 943 48T% 21907 = - . . . =507 6.00%]
12 ELGINCIYOF e 543% 40%) 410% a ] (] ] eo7d 20%) oal% = = 5010 . - . 5510 175%
1t ELIZABETH CITY OF i 720% 285%] 1430% a ] 855 ] [ 2% 8T k4 - =1 - - . e 178%
11 ELK RIVERCITY OF 16447 0% 7.02%) 1250%) 200,826 ] 17,058 ] arrm .2%| 1.27%) 200,828 . 230260 # . 430,088 327%)
§  ELKQCITYOF a2 TR 17.58% 4138% o a a0 30 5550 2.0%| 2.72% = 5 4037 2556 = 2 8672 1.75%]
14 ELKTCH CITY OF 149 s0.0% 2.60% 285% o 0 30 o esa 20%) 234%) - o ™ ¥ A ™ 1.75%)
12 ELLENDALE CITYCF 250 sa8% 41T 23 81%| [ o 4824 ] 4824 0% 1.40%] ¥ L 428 . . . 4238 175%
11 ELLSWORTH CITY OF 540 o1.e% 237%] 26E3% o a 5783 o 5785 2% 22y 2 = 1,787 . - 1,707 1.75%
4 ELMDALE CITY OF w £5% B2%) 257% o o 0 o a8 26%| 0.85%] . # & L - - L] 1.75%)
11 ELMCAE CITY OF 738 A% 285% o4%) [ 0 7184 a 7484 Zo% 1.82% ¥ - 250 B - - 2501 T8%
14 ELROSACITY OF 188 TR 1% o3m% o o (1) 0 L) 20%| 1.19%) - - 1,295 . - - 1208 1.75%
10 ELYCRYOF ER AN £8.5% 1235 213%] a5971 ] 53018 (] 121682 4% zAB% Lty . 27,380 . - - $1321 £57%)
W ELYSIAN CITY OF b 20.4% 24s% 1488%) [ o LEH ] o L1 20%| 1.48% w . £.568 < - sp88 1.75%
W0 EMLYCITYOF a7 1% 7.54%) 270%) 0 [ 5548 2508 Er=t] 2o 1.88% = - B84z 1En2 s . R 1.75%)
W EMMCHS CITY GF 432 A% 33%% 18.43%) a o 2183 (] ERE] 20% 0.85%, . . =2 - zzea 3.75%)
14 ERMARD CITY OF 1% T9C% 201% 7.05%) o o 543 [ 543 2.0% 1.18%) - . TE4 . T 175%
14 ERSKINE CITY OF a7 % 0.61%| 135% o o 4995 o 4,585 2.0%| 1.20%) * 1220 - - 1,820 175%)
14 BVANCOY.OF ", EL1% e -13% a o m [ 2m 20% ¥pivol ® - a - Ee] 1.75%
13 EVANSVILLECITY OF sen |- TS a8 16.70%) a o 1330 ° 4330 2.0%) 1.85% & 2113 - EREE] 175%
12 EVELETHCITY GF ases|’ 617% 191% 53I% 04,588 [ [ThE] o 124328 4% 2.45% e837 : - - 7023 (7.623) eae9? 80|




D.Oc.mmz_um.m REC.: CITY AID REDUCTIONS

TOTALS: 3330408 216% 4A3% nAE%
% STATE AID
{LOA + MVeris) aYAAVD
REG POPULATION | OF TOTAL LEVY INFLATION + HH | % CHO INLEVY|
cooz HANE 2000 + MD 2032 QROWTH +AID 200902 |-

&  EXCELBIOACITY GF 2393 BI% 435%| 7%
12 EYOTACAYOF 108t ea1% 4.99%] BII%)
13 FAIRFAXCITY OF 1205 65.6% ERTEY 2.50%
B FAIRMCHT CITY OF 10,629 750% 207% 13.60%
8 FALCONHEIGHTS CITY OF 5572 EEo ) asme| 850%
B FARIBAULT CITY OF 20010 s TR Lat% T2H%
5 FARLINGTTH CTTY OF 12385 205% 10.47%| oA
14 FARWELL CITY OF 57 2% -05T% 501%
14 FEDERAL DAMCITY OF 101 17.6% 37e% 21.84%
14 FELTONGITY OF 6 2.7% 7.78%) 404
8 FERGUS FALLS CITY CF 13A4T1 715% a81% &%
11 FERTILECTY OF £33 7% 2a5% [ET
14 FIFTYLAKES CITY OF 82 67% To8% FEFTT
14 FINLAYSON CITY OF 4 ara% D54% 12.00%)
14 FISHERCITY OF 435 49.5% 234% 22.m%)
1 FLENGBURD CITY OF 4 2% 410% 1044%
10 FLOCDWOOD CITY OF ) BLT% 143% T
14 FLOREMCE CITY OF e1 2% -0LI% 14 51%|
12 FOLEY CTTY OF 2,154 2% 287% 14,08%)
14 FORADACITYOF 157 136% TET% 422%)
& FORESTLAKE GITY OF 5,708 0% 438% 1a38%)
14 FORESTON CY OF ELH] 5% e.ea% 19.09%
14 FORT RIPLEY CITY OF 74 A% 109% Ta6E%
11 FORSTONCITY OF 1578 030% 400% 1727%)
5 FOUNTAN CITY OF aa A% 4™ 1T5%
14 FOXHCME CITY OF 142 ToO% AT4% 21.00%
13 FRANKLEICITY OF 438 B5A% 1.05%) o41%
11 FRAZEECIY OF 1377 2% aITR T0.E2%)
™4 FREEBORN CITY OF aes 0.0% 535% 2.82%)
12 FREEPORT CITY OF 454 4B5% “186% 28T
2 FRIDLEYCITY OF T4 291% 150% 2774
14 FRADSTCITYOF 251 La6% 036% -2.80%|
11 FULDACHY OF 12m BT% 240% BET%
1 FUNKLEY CITY OF 15 100.0% -208% 000%
1 QARFIELD CITY OF 281 450% 2085% a5k
14 QARRISCH CITY OF m RE S s2ean 535%
14 QARVINGITY OF 159 £57% (3033 -209%
4 GARYCITYOF ns £2.0% 481% 10.4T%
t2  QGAYLORI CITY OF 2a79 enm% azd% ToR%
4 QEMLAKECITY CF 412 59% aemx TaTe%
4 QENEVACTYQF 449 2% EYA 730%
14 QENOLACITY OF Il 94% o.o0% 291%
14 QECRGETOWN CITY OF 125 no% ETT% 04E%
4 GHENT CTFY OF ans Toan 45T 4.53%)
13 QIBBCNCITY OF soa 563% 505% 2.80%)
10 QUBERTCITY OF 1047 583% 2% 8 E3%|
. GILMANCITY GF 218 a73% a5 -uso%,
12 GLENCOE CITY OF 5433 rasx 457% 4.82%)
12 GLENVILECITY OF 720 €7% 174% aoi%
™ A FNWANN OTY NE £ =R o same 7

4a,131.212

200132 LeA
OROWTH BASED

7832104 75,781,820 4,163,472 85,999,308 £2% 4%
200102 LeA IRLEVY4AID  I%LEVYsAD TOTALAIDGUT| | AID CUT AS A%
OROWTH BASED DAZE LA BASEMVCRAT . TOTALGTATEAID  AG A% OF oF s TOTAL
MVert CUT REDUCTICH RERUCTION REDUCTION LEVY4AID EXp
R e
Q 19246 ] 017 28% 2aT%
o 9485 ] z4.908 51% 529%
] 12,518 ] 13519 20% 1.67%)
o 55,747 [ 538,144 106% ases%
a 21.7%8 o 34,157 am| 095%|
[ 164,704 ] 297777 3% 1.67%)
a 70455 o asans a7%) 1.60%)
o 4ea ] and 20% 1.08%)
] 815 o 515 20% 258%
] 880 o (=] 20%| 0.58%
] 123448 L] ez 50%| 1%
g 8535 o ALY 20%) oars
] 475 5225 £700 20% 2.83%)
] 174 o 1744 0% 128%)
] 2841 [ 250 20% 0.95%
o =1 (] =1 0% 124%
o a7 o 6647 2.0%) 0.O%|
[ 320 o 34 20%| 283%
0 17,000 ° 109,263 11.6%) 426%)
[ 1,115 0 1328 2o 0B1%|
52,052 L] 72877 447,504 1% 10.05%]
[ 1,508 o 1588 20% 1506%)
o 280 ] 50 2% 1.95%
o 12,013 (] LLE-0) 122%] 509%
[ 2 [ 2873 20%| o.82%
(] 675 a 675 20 260%
0 5710 [ 5710 2o 1.60%]
o 8750 ] 57am 11.8% Mm%
o 2209 [ 2209 20% 0.85%
] 5038 o 5050 20%) oasy
o 1431402 ] 143402 2.0% 059%]
[] 2708 o 2708 20% 121%)
[} 11,830 o I[5 4% Z.67%|
o 1 ] 1 20% ocay)
] 1151 ] 1381 20% 1.60%
0 1438 0 1,433 2 anx
a 1,748 o 1,748 2o%) 1.83%
o 2177 a an 20% 1.85%]
a 20376 ] 48,508 4T 1.00%)
a ] 2438 2435 20%) 1.89%]
[} 2a74 o 274 20%) O.EI%]
(] =7 n 2 28% 0.58%)
o £38 ] <] a 1.07%)
[ 2002 [ 2002 2.0%) 1%
a 2953 a 0551 20% 1.57%
o 35385 ] 79,818 45% 2.02%;
o 10 ] 120 2.0%] 030%
o 48310 o 42310 20% 0.70%
o 4,883 ] 4823 20% 131%
a ELyen n 219757 12 %l 0 o)

41811908 7,034,104 22488301 £,583305 6501623 {3230,083} 63,857.293 21m%
BUSTAINED 206162 BUSTAINED 2003 TOTAL GYES
L+A GROWTH BAGED 02L+ADROWTH UNFORLED ANTC UNIFORMED ANTG ELRENATIONOF AMOAT. AIDTO  CYDd TOTAL CNTY |AID CUT ADA

LOA cUT BAZED MVert CUT LaA cuy MVert CUT CITY AMORT, AID LoA AID REDUCTION OF AKTC

[ e ey E STt s

1w A 42228 . - 80950 2.53%)

16 543 - 1,818 - 2781 4%

- - 0542 - a5z 1.75%

268,363 . - - 20085 £.00%

12,441 . #4921 . - 77,381 209%

132903 - ma7m - 262,676 - 550,640 532%

283304 - 1E1542 - - azapan BT

] . 1 - - 108 1.75%

- 3 1217 . - 217 1.78%

- - L1] - - o 1.78%

266,764 . $e423 - - 273,186 BG1%|

- - EETT) - - 2249 175%

. - 476 17372 - 7847 1.75%

- - 231 - - 2336 1.75%

- - 225 - - 2251 175%

- - 1612 - - 1512 1.78%

Z . 2301 - - - 2354 1.78%

. - 121 . - wm 1.78%

46,820 . - - - 4820 £.007%)

- - 1,115 1382 - 2377 175%

221876 £2,852 3,800 - - ATz £5a%)

- - ERTH - - ERL 175%

- - 70 437 - - o7 1.75%]

Fex B . - . 219m 5.00%|

? - ape2 - - 3oz 1.78%

- - 457 - - 457 1.75%

- - 1532 - + 159 1.75%

17,833 - . - = 17,633 a.00%|

. . 1487 - 1407 1.75%

. P . - - 430 1IE%

. 382487 - 388,497 1.78%]

o4 - 841 1.78%

13,672 . 2am u - 17,543 £.00%]

. - 60 . “ . £ 154%

1,808 - - 1,808 1.75%)

. a8 - &7 azer 1.75%

. e - - 27 1.78%)

T . B . 51 175%

28,611 12,188 - . P 1 585%)

. 721 - 720 115%

aAsT . - - a4c7 1.75%

. . Fiid usg - - 1171 1.8a%|

. . et - - - (=] 176%

. 1,561 - - 1.881 176%)

. 4058 - - 0% 1.75%)

2401 - . . - . 23481 6.00%|

. 1,387 Z - - 1387 1.75%|

- - a7 . - 41,740 1.78%

- - 4407 - . 4407 1.78%)

B2.14E - £ - - 28,145 a.00%|




GOVERNOR'S REC.: CITY AID REDUCTIONS

TOTALS: agsIosas ! 38.15% 440% BiIG% 48131212 7,831,104 25,781,530 A3B34T2 25,230,303 62% 3% AtA11948 7,831,104 8,480,208 2,582,805 8501829 {3230,083} 90,557,890 212%
% GTATEAID i
(LA + MVeria) I¥RAVD 2003-ETLeA 200102 LsA ZXLEVY+ARD % LEVY.AD TOTALAIDCUT| |ADCUTABA | DUSTAINED 200182 SUSTAIVED 2001- TOTALGYEY
AEQL POPULATION | OF TGTALLEVY INFLATICH« HH| % CHOINLEVY| QROWTHDAGED GROWTH BASED DASELOA BAGEMVCRT TOTALGTATEAID ASA%OF OF #3 TOTAL L+A ORQWTH BABED 021.A OROWTH UMIFCAMED ANTC ‘UNIFORMED ANTC  ELIMINATION OF  AMORT. AT TO  CYSITOTAL CITY |ATD CUT AT A N
COCE NAME 2000 + AID 2002 CAOWTH +AID 203182 LOA CUT MVert CUT AEDUCTION REDUCTIBN RECUOTION LEVY+AID EXP Laa cuT BASED MVort CUT LoA cut MVorlCUT  CITY  AKIQRT, AD Loa AlD REDUCTION GF ANTG
BT H RS saa1 _ EEEREEY | S ssnirrter EIE e
12 GLYNDOH CITY OF 1048 s50% 22%) 1222%] 16.537 [ 7784 o 73 7% anzn 12,100 . . . g . 121t 6.00%
1 GOLDEN VALLEY CITY OF 28281 7% 1% 0.20%) 44,535 0,957 ° z91e a0 57% 1.80%) 44535 £36,557 25008 20,018 - - 642415 257%
14 BOMVISK CITY OF 284 eL1% 1z0% 438% o o 2898 [ 208 20% 1.58%] . - 1,888 - - - 1,656 1.78%
13 GOCD THUNDER CITY OF s82 514% 148% PRI o 0 c.om [ 8081 0% 1.29% - . 3,151 . - - 2351 175%
12 GOCOHUEGITY OF 78 51.9% 467T% ERT (] [ B.£29 [ 620 Zo% 050% - - sg20 - - - 5820 1.75%
14 GOCORIDGE CITY OF []] B28% 1ET% 253% L] o o1 [ ] 20%| 1.20% - . 204 - - o4 1.75%]
12 CDOOVIEW CITY OF aarn 78% 8.15%) 2024%) 214475 [] 20,430 -] 234505 — 10.0%| 1301% 100,230 . " - - 2 162,830 8.0C%|
13 GRAGEVILLECITY OF ] BT.4% LET% aza% (] a 6,260 [ 0888 2o% 078% . - 2384 - - . 2344 1.75%|
14 GRAMADACITY OF ny BlA% % as1% ] [ 1307 ] 1887 20%| 1.02% - - L . 844 1.75%]
10 ORAND MARAIS CITY OF 135 360% 7.50% 1221% 10058 [} 1ma11 [} FLE ] 40% 22T 10,958 . 1726 - B - arzo 3TN
12 ORANDMEADOW CITY OF 825 TAT% 434% 2.74%] (] ] EAL] ] (AL zo% a1% . . 8277 - 6277 175%
10 QRAND RAPICS CITY OF T84 400% 2.20%) 6.14%| 120738 (] 101,423 ] 27 43%] 1.73% 170,234 51,288 . - - 2.8 2%
8 QRANIE FALLS CITY OF 2070 613% azo% 5.03%) 12875 o 28.001 o RiE bl 29% 158% 12875 . 0010 - 32.808 284%
€ QRANTCITY OF ap26 so% 259%) 355% ] ] 2840 720 LI H] 2.0%| 142% - . s 28,827 . - 22767 055%|
14 ORASSTON CITY CF 105 765% 217% 2% ] 0 ex7 a 27 2o% 1.82%) - - e - 718 1.75%]
14 GREEN ISLE CITY OF 234 342% 5.80%) 450% ] ] 4516 ] 4516 2% 0A5%| . - 2,040 . . - 204 1.75%
13 GREENBUSH CITY OF B4 83.1% 274% £10% a a 6544 ] asdd 0% 1.27%) - . 1585 . - ases 1.75%
4 GREENFIELDCITY OF 2544 4% 1577% 12.20% a ] 2,000 14,852 17,042 2.0%| 142% - - 2,187 35,583 - - arm 160%
14 GREENWALD CITY OF 201 2m 542%) 229% a [ &30 ] eaa 20% 1.09% - . 1,444 - 1444 175%
4 GREENWOOD CiTY OF T28 1.8% 240% 18.10%) o ] [ 4363 1980 1.8% 1.24%] - . - 43460 - - 4382 033%|
14 GREY EAGLE &ITY OF EEL) e 064%| [1.53% o 0 26M ] 267 2% osek) - - 1048 - - - 1548 1.75%
13 OROVE CTY CITY OF = TaE% 174% 272% [} ] 4m ] 4m 20% 1.82% . . 254 - . & 254 1.75%
14 GAYOLAGTY OF 228 aLs% 267%) 1251% [} ] 177 ] 1737 0% o.8e% . - 1010 - . - 1018 1.75%
4 GULLY CAY OF 108 02.8% 1.10%} 12.62%| o o M0 0 310 20 078% . - 07 - - 267 1.78%)
14 HACHENAACK CITY OF 285 182% 425% (1123 o o 2402 ] 2462 2 14T - - 4818 - - - 4me 1.75%
14 HADLEY CITY OF 1] 8% 20:% 75e% o 8 [17] o 32 20% 404% - . s - - - EL] 175%
13 HALLOCK CITY OF 1108 T0.7% 1.10%| 827% 25,328 o 10838 [ 40221 7.0% an% 18,084 . - - - AL 600%
4 HALMACITY OF k] BGE% 402% 21.72%) o o 267 L] 257 2% 1.41%) . - 135 . . - 125 1.75%)
11 HALSTAD GITY OF €22 A% 2.82% 418% a ] 6512 L] 8512 2.0%| n.ea% - . 2381 . - - 2am 1%
L] HAM LAKE CITY OF 12710 144% TAT% 13.37% pLe85 ] 50,505 -] 342,828 5.5%] 428% B2485 84427 1c2,120 . - 27,081 2E2%|
6 HANMDURG CITY OF £ 219% 2a1] 10.75% a 0 0533 a 8513 20% 1.48%) - . [ZT] - 3 5408 175%]
14 HAMMICND CTTY OF L1 708% 238% B.£2%) o ] 570 L] 673 2o%| 231%) . - (] . . - 054 1.75%
& HAMPICHCITY OF a4 azx 5.00%) -130%| ] 0 1480 a 1483 2% 1.77%) - - 210 - 5210 1.75%
13 HAMCOCK GITY OF 77 e0g% 1.51%) BOT% o o 8,807 o agar 2 0.14% - - 2367 - 328 175%
14 HANLEY FALLS CITY OF L] 518% 445% 453% o o azss L] azes 20%) [ %11 - . 782 # 782 1.73%
11 HANOVER [T} CITY OF 1318 403% 2156% 14.58%) 10,308 23,003 o 8236 51841 102% LAZ%| 19,388 Eer - [E =] A - < 80207 S18%)
14 HANSKACHY OF 4e3 oo 4os% 222% ] [ 34 ] EVEH 20%) 0A8% = c 229 - 2290 1.75%)
T4 HARDING CITY OF 18 azx% 4.08% a.74%) [} o "7 o 1" 0% 0% - . 683 n # & L] 1.75%]
14 HARDVACK CITY OF 222 781% 130% 15.35% o [ 1284 [ 1284 2% 238% = ’ T80 - B = 50 175%
13 HARMOHY CITY OF 1,820 1% 247y 1247%) 01,938 o LEREY] a 75070 104%) 0.82%| 25,788 - - - 25760 600%
12 HARRIS CITY OF ARE]] 4% 441% 9.£3%) 8,533 [] 5,008 L] 14,530 56%| 251% 0533 . 1842 3 . - 21478 L18%
T4 HARTLRND CITY OF L 2T% aan% 11825 [ 0 2810 ] 2810 2.0 126%) = - 1,710 & - - 1710 1.75%)
2 HASTINGS (JT) CITY OF 18204 283% 5.10%) 10.44% 295957 a 154,205 L] 28272 % Z5a% 295967 - TR =3 = B 220,745 4.05%|
M HATFIELD CITY OF 47 0% 452% 1257% 0 (] 27 L] 27 20% 178% c . EL]] - - - EL 175%)
12 HAWLEY CITY OF 1802 e 418% 1340% 39,000 (] 10217 0 40820 0.1%) 254%| 34784 . B . - - 34734 600%
12 HAYFIELD CITY ©F 1425 5% 218%) -225% L] o 14275 o %275 2.0%| 0.47%| » . B,852 i - LR 1.75%
14 HAYWARD CITY OF b2t ] ELELS BAT%| 9.85%| L] o 2245 o 1245 20%] 1.85%| 2 . 1787 1 - £ 1787 175%|
M HAZELRUN CITY OF el 56% 2LEE% 12.91% o o 150 0 150 2.0%) 234% - . 2m * . - 2 175%
12 HECTOR CITY OF taeaf. 558% a2 BIT% [ o 14,048 ] 1048 20%, 1.54% = . 1508 “ - - 7.508 175%
14 HEIDELBENG GITY OF T2 2% £88% 30.03% o [ 210 ] 21 20% 249% . - 517 L] - - 1522 175%




m.0<mm20m.m REC.: CITY AID REDUCTIONS

TOTALS: 1,830,408 8% 2am% 0.1% 4,11212 7,833,104 25,781,528 4183472 E593,308 2% 294%
% GTATE AID
(LOA + MVcria) 3ynava 2008-02LeA TCOLO2LeA THLEVY+AID 2N LEVY+AID TaTAL Ao CUT| | AID GUT AS AN
AEQ, PORULATION | OF TOTALLEVY INFLATION + HH| % CHO [N LEVY| OROWTHBAGED QAOWTH BAZED BASE LGA BASEMVCHT TOTALGTATEAID ASA%OF OF 99 TOTAL
COoRE HAME 2000 + AlD 2002 GAOWTH .+ AID2001-02 LOA CUT Mver CUT RED LEVY+AID EXP

11 HENDERSOH CITY OF 210 s6.0% A432% 2001%| o 0 10858 o 10858 20% 2a7%
11 HEMDRICKS CITY GF 725 515% o78% 17.86% o 0 I ] 2aw7 2o% 2%
14 HEMDRUM CITY OF Nns 550% 295%) 17.30%| [ o 20 [ 2834 20% oask|
11 HEMMING CITY OF T 1% 2.80%) 1.68%) o o T.eae [ 7o9e 2 207%
14 HEMRIETTECITY OF 101 58I% BCI% 25.04%| o o 184 [ 164 20% 187%
14 HERMANCITY OF 452 1122 1.89% 126%) o 0 4387 ] 4587 0%, e 57|
1t HEAMANTOWN CITY OF Fan zne% B41% 12.80% 111,288 o e (] 152810 7.0%| 228%)
11 HERCH LAKE GITY OF Te8 85T 1A% RFAL LA L o 7842 o 2842 20%) 1.88%)
U HEWITT CITY OF 2a7 £5.6% 0% DA% L] (] 1,818 (] 1818 20% 157%
10 HIENG CITY OF 17071 g% 275% ag2% 1pan [ 244723 [ 355054 29% 201%|
14 MLLCITY CITY OF a1 wan 173% TRA3Y| o [ 8295 o ezm5 20% 1.54%)
“ LLMAN CITY OF 29 5LA% S0a% 1848% o ] u5 (] 145 2% ez
12 LG CITY CF 585 794% 199% 10.81% L] o 3438 o 3438 20% 1.18%]
5 LTOR CITY OF 788 200% 109% TS c [ 9,042 o 8042 2% 148%]
] HCKLEY CITY OF 129 27% 277% 1083% 37,897 [ 11258 [ 42053 Bx% 482%)
14 HITTERDAL CITY OF 2 a1.8% 0.0I%) 1.18%| o [ 1402 (] 1402 20% 05I%
11 HOFFMAN CITY OF 612 8% 4.25%] 28.63%| o [ 4758 o 4781 2% 0.90%
11 HORAHCITY OF LT etk 1T% 067 o (] 7,042 [ 7piz 0% 200%
11 HCLDINGFORD CITY OF T8 a80% 7.54%) 2069%) o 0 LY a 8408 2% 1.04%)
16 HOLLAWD CITY CF ns 708% 354%, 15.68% ° [ 1504 o 1504 2o 144%)
1t HOLLANDALE CITY OF 202 5% 420%) 2% o ] 200 ] 2061 20% 050%
34 HOLLOWAY CITY OF m2 n% 2% 1eE% o [ r4es a 1485 20% 321%
4 HOLTCITY OF 82 ToT% 250%) 4% o [ 20 ] 120 20% 1.54%)
2 HOPKINS CITY OF 17045 160 2.50%; 7.33% 180,851 o a7 ] A4 E12 4% 179%)
11 HOUSTCH UT) SITY OF 1020 1) aTa% 10.TT% 72033 a 10,841 ] E2.480 144% S81%)
12 HOWARD LAKE GITY OF 1853 Z0% 521% 1B53% 72T ] 18523 0 ea2s1 104%) 2.50%)
19 HOYT LAKES CITY OF 2pe2 260% 284% B3T% 25513 o as.a5 o 75,128 174 2.34%]
& HUQDCITY OF 03m 9% £79% 1e03% NATT 140495 ] L] 171,572 2% 405%
14 HUMBOLOT CITY OF ] TE% 1.85% 1.57%) o 0 219 ] 250 0% 1.57%)
4 HUTCHINSOM CITY OF 11003 are% 485% 12.45%) £30,551 [ RETET ] o 525189 % J0a%
14 IHLENCITY OF 107 £33% 4.89% 17.45%] ] 0 w7 ] e 2 2m%
4 MDEPENDENCE CiTY OF 3236 1% 284% 14.20%) ] =10 L] o 82,020 29% 2o8%
8 INTLFAUSCITY CF erm TN 0.85% LB4% 58381 ] B8 ] (P 2% 1A%
2 INVER GROVEHEIOHTS Cf7] 2,751 1ae% 728% 2% 454,185 285,231 0 155,047 274,841 124% B.00%|
14 JONACITY OF 173 64 4% 7.51% autk ] [ 1,50 o 158 20% 247%
14 IRSH JUNCTICH CITY OF 81 TBarn 6% 10.51%) ] L] 285 ] 55 20% 237%
10 IRCNTON CITY OF 158 amo% 0er% 488% a a p2c] ] 757 26% 1.89%)
B ISANTICITY OF 2324 430% E4%) 58.43% 428834 ] 19,300 (] a2 222% 25y
13 ISLECTTYOF 707 228% 2% 64% a Q 0,004 o 6,004 20% 1.52%|
13 IVANHOE CTY OF &7 704% 1.70%| 12.18% L] 8 LLiL] (] 610 20% 1.54%)
13 JACKSON CATY OF 3501 T2O% 251%) 2.29% 80078 ] a7 o 134783 0% 457
12 JAMESVILLE CITY OF 2109 e3.0% 454%) 10.22% 33178 ] 15228 o 48004 50% 385%
13 JASPERCITY OF sa7 T5T% 255% $030% L] o 2,708 ] 4780 2o% 1.50%]
14 JEFFERAS CITY OF 198 TE0% 242%) L3003 ] ] an2 o a2 ﬂo.w 1.16%|
14 JENKING CITY OF 287 10WT% ~438%) S1.e3% o Q a7 L] 237 20%) 25T%
14 JOHNSON CITY OF 2 0% 613% 1546% 0 [ 204 o 04 0% 252%
@ JORDAN CITY OF 3,823 4% a2 10.70% 122383 o 33,008 ] 185447 ee% 248%
12 KaNDIYOHI CITY OF 55| 55.0% 522% 2611%| [} [} 2573 o 2873 2% 1.55%
13 KARLSTAD CITY GF 788 BI% 2.28% £70%) a o 7,858 o 7258 0% 0.59%)
13 KASOTA EITY OF 83 TBT% 254%, B0%) o o 788 [ 2750 20% 1.32%)

41411840 7833104 2WALEAT 0,583,885 8,521,623 (3333.083) 00,657,200 2%
BUSTAINED 2003-02  SUSTAMIED 2001 TOTALCYEl

L+A OROWTH BASED 02L+AQROWTH UMIFGRAMED ANTC UNIFORMED ANTG ELIMERATION OF AMOAT, ADTO CYCITOTAL CITY |AID CUT ADA N

DRSEQ Mer: CUT 104 CUT MVertGUT  CITY AMORT.AID LA A0 REDUCTION OF ANTC

PRSI TTe0] wEiEy

EER2 # L 5eaz 1.78%)

. agn - - s 175%

- . m - - nr 1.75%)

. - 4,158 . - - 4,188 1.75%)

- - Iz - - =] 1.75%]

p . 1371 - - 197 176%

11,288 . s2327 - 207,018 a73%}

- - 2,480 . - - ERTH] 135%)

. - L] - - 630 1.78%)

110311 . 104,606 anIs (230.287) 358304 0 00%|

- - 3483 . . . 24m 175%)

. - " - 163 1.75%]

= - Er o - 3078 1785

= - 7,008 + - 7.005 175%

areeT - 12,800 - 50,606 8.00%)

- - 646 . - ) 1.75%)

B - 153 . - 3,539 175%

. - 2558 - 3,558 1.75%)

= - 433 - 4310 175%|

- - () . e a8 1.75%

2 - 1881 - 1201 175%

= - (=] - 028 175%

. . 1o - toa 1.75%

1saait - 284012 - Ana 22 2ea%

20,775 - - . 07 £.00%)

61307 - - . - - 51307 B.OC%

2,503 - 18,074 = - £3287 510%)

arar? t4g408 . - . - mgn 278%

& . a1 . - = 1.75%

430,551 - 107,882 2 . £3g23 .00

. - m - - 4 1.75%)

- 83,020 . - . (=T 145%

63,351 - &TAT2 - - - 113,723 247%)

464105 885,831 1683 185,847 - - 135352 LE:143

= = san . - 113 1.75%

- . o5 . = 815 178%

. - 1108 - 3,188 1.75%

s7817 - - . BTE1T £.00%|

= - 8208 v 2 (E] 178%

B - 2an - an 1.75%]

59329 = e - - . £2.130 6.00%

21172 - 18,951 - - . ETRE]] 8.00%)

- - 2406 . - - 2405 175%

- - 1207 . - 1287 175%

= - 3385 - - 1308 1.75%)

- 120 - - 129 175%

12zam - 7530 N - Rt 2 il @ oo

488 E: - 3408 17E%

. . 1272 B . 3an 178%

v . [RE]] - - 4131 1.72%




Q.D<mm_20m_w REC.: CITY AID REDUCTIONS

TOTALS: aswaes ' 30.35% far% 2.10% 212 783,104 25781530 4183472 25,999,338 2% 24% 411,040 7833704 28,485,381 9,583,805 6,501,823 {3.329.083) S0.857208 3ar%
% GTATE AD
[LOA + NVeria) ayRava 200102 LeA 2001-02 L4 TRLEVY.AID T LEVY.AID TOTALADCUT| |AIDCUTASAW | GUSTAINED 200143 SUSTAIMED spa1- ToTALCYRl
REG. POPULATION | OF TOTALLEVY INFLATION + HH| % CHOINLEVY| QROWTHBAGED QAOWTH BAGED DASE LQA DASE MVCRT TOTALETATEAID ASANOF OF 39 TOTAL LeA QROWTH BASED 02 L+A QROWTH UHIFORAMED ANTC UWIFORMED ANTC ELIMINATIONGF AMORT.AIDTO CYSITOTALCITY [AIDCUT ADA N
co2e NAME 000 + AlD 2002 QROWTH + AID- 200102 LOA CUT MVert CUT REDUCTION REDUETION AEDUCTION LEVY+AD EXP BADED MVert CUT LOA CuT MVt CUT CITY AMORT. ATY Las AR REDUCTION OF ANTC
- s T 2 EEniTet e
12 KASSONCITY OF 4310 £80% se8%) E6TE w3 o 50,084 2% 1.51%] 18318 4 208 £ # 2 n.z27 2.20%|
10 KEEWATIN GITY GF 1064 s93% 553%) 2.80% ] o 18,345 o 10,345 20% 1.89%) - - 4,047 . - . 4,047 175%
14 KELUMER CITY OF 794 €81% 2331% 2520% ] o 2304 o 2394 20% 1.70%| . B 1063 . - - 1082 175%
14 KELLOGG CITY OF 438 62.1% 4% -£.20%] L] ] 2289 a 2289 20% 0.98%] . - 2876 - - . 287G 1.75%]
14 KENHEDY CITY OF 218 s1a% -248% 1484%) [ ] ERE] o ERE-] 20% o.a1% - - (1] - - a1 175%)
14 KENKETH CITY OF e1 702% 558% 2.81% o [ ss [ 330 0% 1.74%] - - 292 . - . 243 175%)
14 KENSNaToH CITY OF 2806 pan% S08% 1.10% [ ] 1,810 L] 1810 20%| 167%] - - 1an - - 1370 1.75%
W KENTCITY OF 120 Te4% 883% 1278%) o [ 587 [ 087 20% EEZH - . EE] - - - s 1.75%
1 KENYCHCITY OF 1,681 0% azs% B4% 05,000 [ 17088 o e237 B5% 240% 40408 - - * - . 5408 £00%]
13 KERKHOVEN CITY OF 750 70N 20%) 14.95% o [ 5578 0 5678 2m 1.64% - - 4082 . - . 4652 175%)
% KERRICK CATY OF 7 454% azan 1861% a 0 125 (] 228 20%| 125%] - - n - - - an 1.75%)
14 KETTLE RIVERCITY OF 168 [TET -258%] 242%| [ [ 1,578 ] 1578 20% 017% = . L + 3 5 e 1TEN
13 HIESTERCITY CF 540 70B% 046% BET% o L] 5,608 0 L1 20%) 1.50% . @ 1802 % - g 1987 1.78%]
14 KLKENNY CITY OF 148 7e% 7% 833% [ o AREE] e 1,115 20% 0a7% - - 663 - se3 1.78%)
13 KIMBALLCITY OF 635 ELEL 1.83% o70%) ] ] asza L] 8483 2.0% 1.22%) - . 1083 . . - 408 1.78%
14 KINBRAE CITY OF 2 221% 10.08%, 21.30%| o a e a L] 2.0% 187% - - 210 . . - 20 1.78%
W KIHGSTON CITY OF 120 45.8% 288%) 37.43% a L] 532 o 838 20%| SB4%) - - so7 o ¥ # ©r 1.758%
14 KHNEY COTY OF 139 aTe% -313% 152K e [ £.241 ] 5251 20% 1.82% - . ™ - T 1.78%)
12 LACRESCENT CITY OF 2823 9% Lo 1072 53334 o 33,272 L] 04,803 BI% L% 69,34 B 42631 - - - 101,364 422%)
14 LAFAYETTECTY OF 25 eock 3.79% 0T L] [] 4,144 [} 4,344 20%] 1.63%) - . 2,287 - - . 2237 1.78%|
13 LAKE DENTON CITY OF it (=53 420% 22.14% L] [ 2,620 ] 8,820 20%| 204%) - . 9% - - - 2828 175%
%4 LAKE DROHSON CITY OF 248 TREY 244% 128%| ] ] 1840 ] 1,540 0% oye% - . 5 - - - 215 1.75%
12 LAKECITYCHY OF 4950 o14% 8563% 711% [ 0 39837 ] 29,837 2o%) 045% - . [=R{}] . . - 3,111 1.75%)
18 LAKE CRYSTAL CITY OF 2420 58.5% 6.00% 23.42% 154,403 o 20854 ] 175257 14.8%) a1 (=L - & - = # 225t B D%
4 LAKE ELMO GITY OF [E1~] 55% £38% LELYS [} o 12,150 20513 2z & 1.22%) - . 12,160 75872 - - ea,023 124%]
14 LAKEHENRY CITY OF ] 1% 22T -4 4% o o acs L] aes 20% 07I% - - a3 - - . 4 1.75%
14 LAKE LILLIAN CITY OF 267 7.7% 289% 285%) ] a FRE] ] 2123 20%) 2.45% . - 1407 - - & 1407 178%
11 LAKE PARKCITY OF TE2 TEO% 5.22%) 472% ] ] 2828 o 4,585 2% 052%| - [RE: - - - 412 175%)
L LAKE SHORE CITY OF pea 4% a1x BI1% o o o 11,585 11855 2% a7e%) - . - 22081 - - 2205 oo
12 LAKE 5T CROIX BEACH GIT| 1140 ELT a10% 1% 27,548 acoz ] 8215 36.857 108% Loa% 27,54 ape2 ERT " - - 45078 540%
14 LAKE WSO CITY OF g 76.T% -1.58% TEI% a a a4 o 2241 20%) .I7% - & 1,043 ® W % 18 175%]
13 LAKEFIELD CiTY OF 1,711 TRA% anm 200%) ] [ 19,898 o 16,200 20% 121%) . (X5 - - - a7 1.78%
4 LAKELANDCITY OF 1917 220% 230% 1468% 51312 a 16281 [} a1.se1 109% [EL 61332 ¥ #5810 L ® sa.odn a.02%
4 LAKELAND GHOAES CITY © ass % o23%/ 2a28% ] o 441 <+ 1673 2% 017%| - . aut - - 4,106 1.05%)
5 LAKEVILLE CITY CF FERES] 1A% 7.58%) 1247% 104810 [ BL288 177,81 €26.787 5A% 1.85%) 404,810 - 84,208 - - 1,003,588 2.92%}
13 LAMBERTCH CITY OF &8 Baan 1.23%) 12.08% o (] 10678 ] ALY 20% 1.20%) - . (=2 - - . L1 1.78%
14 LANCASTER GITY OF 263 708% 288% a5a% o [ REIL] ] 2aa 0% 0.75% - - 1158 - - - 1138 1.75%]
€ LANDFALLCITY OF To0 43% 7] a738% [ o 12,408 o 12,468 20%] 122% - . (X0 > - - 4619 1.78%]
13 LANESDORO CITY OF T E50% a7e%) 17.02% o [ 10,728 ] 10,788 20% 126% - . LRE C - - 2132 175%)
14 LAPCATECITY OF s 2% 2.85% % 0 o a5 ] am 2% 1014 . . L2 o & % L] 178%
10 LAPRAIRIE CITY OF 805 280% 7.03% 12.17%) ] o 482 o 4583 2o% 1745 . . 381 ] - . 5241 175%
14 LASALLECITY OF 50 £51% 2.55%) m16% (] [ 550 o 550 20% 1,31%) . - ae2 # - . a2 1.75%
14 LASTRUP CITY OF [H] ine% 1.80% BT o e 254 o 25 20% o7% . - [ = - . 11 175%
& LAUDERDALE CITY OF 2384 450% 1.90%) 20£2% 103,857 ] 13,515 (] 12339 157% 13.08% 3,085 - - % - . 83,088 G 0o
12 LECENTEREAY OF 2240 eaa% 277%) 10.59%) 43388 ] 15.441 [ 020 72% 1.54%] 43,388 - wan = - . 57,75 6.00%
14 LENOSY CITY OF ] Taa% 141% 13.28% o [ a2 o o2 20% 157%] . - 200 . - - 200 175%
14 LEOHARD CITY OF 23 A5E% 4994 o o o 104 [ 164 20% 123%] . - 12 & - - a2 175%
14 LECHDAS CITY OF 8 [T 1.70%) 4% o a 1535 [ 1,535 20% 208% - F = . - 75 1.75%]
13 LEAQYCITY OF s - ent% 4a7% 841% 8 o Tam o Ta64 20% 118% . - 5123 [ - . 5123 175%
12 LESTER PRAIRIE GITY OF 1377 BETH £01%) 45T% o 9 11,233 [ 11,831 2.0%| 1.00%| . - 0574 - . - 8,574 1.75%




m.n.<mm_20m.m REC.: CITY AID REDUCTIONS

JOTALS: 3,830,425 A 38.15% dAE% 48,331,212 7,833,104 4183472 85898358 2% 8%
% GTATE AID
{LDA + MVerts) AT Lo 203102 LA % LEVY+AID % LEVY+AD TOTAL AlD CLUIT} AID CUT ABA WY
REQ. POFULATION | GF TOTALLEVY % CHOIN LEVY| - CACWTH BAGED  OROWTHAAZEDR OAIELGA BASEMVCAT TOTALDTATEAID ASARDF QF 9 TOTAL
cooE HAME 2000 + AIDzeez +AID 20012 LOA GUT MVen CUT REDUCTIGN REDUGTION REDUCTION LEVY+AID EXP
Ry IR

12 LESUEUR CITY OF 522 5a8% 268% 8.40%] 45214 ] 31925 o 78,139 4.5%] 1.73%]
1 LEWISTCH CITY OF 1,484 S59% 4.82% 10.57%] 72,085 o 10827 o 3402 13.6%) 10.18%)
" LEWASVILLE CITY OF I a1.4% RE~0 3.8%| a ] 1918 ] 1918 2.0%] 3.00%
L] LEXINGTCH CITY OF 2214 0% 318%) BEa% 46.220 ) 18,708 o eg,c2y G4% 488%
1] LILYDALE CITY OF 552 4% ~4.00%) 2.94%| o o 727 2,878 3,7@ 2o%4: 1.18%
12 UNDSTROM CITY OF ams TN 435%) TAYS| 15816 ) 180 a 207 2.0% 1.54%]
5 LIND LAKES CITY OF 18781 LE e T20%] 1A83% 15NS 344,250 L] 2650 £24355 nE% 2.70%,
4 USMORE CTY OF 28 esa% z.95%] FE T o o 280 ] zs01 20% 1.34%
13 UTCHRAELD CITY OF a5 eav 4.04%] 2% 130,833 ] L2050 o 1E3.423 B.0%| A%
2 LITTLE CANADA CITY OF aTn 112% 187% a3k L ] 40140 o 40141 24 a54%]
H] LITTLE FALLS CITY OF 7.1 HT% 4270% 14 47% 1232324 o 74,530 a 40,802 % 4 5N
13 UTTLEFORK CTY OF {1 70I% ~248% 11.13% o o 295 o 5,235 2o 1.33%|
1" LOHG BEACH CITY OF kial 1L6% 7T 1585% o © o e23 B2y 2.0%] 2E2%)
2 LOHGLAKE CITY OF 1,042 19.6% 2B1% 17.72%, 129 409 a 18,163 o 125,682 1374 AAT%
13 LCHG PRAIRIE CITY CF 2,040 T0T% A% 21.35%) 129,201 1] 18200 a 179,070 180% D 4B%|
14 LCHGVILLE CITY OF e 10.7% E-1-41 1A% o [} o0 o 2310 20%) 0.78%|
12 LCHSDALECITY OF 1401 4o 75% B32%] o a 1.e27 o 11827 0% 0.77%|
] LORETTOCITY OF §70 139% 4.84%) 17.29%) o a 1872 a aara 2% [
14 LOUISBURG CITY OF 20 A54% LR34 ~2.91%] o a 25 a 250 2.0% 1.67%)
14 LOWRY CITY OF m £L1% 7.88% 1ar% o o 227 o 227 20%] 1.82%|
14 LUZANCITY OF 24 78.T% 295% -0 76% o o 1729 a 1729 2o 2A1%|
13 LUVERNE CITY OF 4,817 TET™ 212% LE- 0 s2410 a 37N o £9.881 4T 2.01%|
13 LVLECITYOF 585 4% I a.65%| o o amao o .m0 0% 1.02%)
" L¥HD CITY OF ot sag% aca%n 17.72% o o 541 o .51 0% 2.12%|
1 MABEL CITY OF 786 1% AITH 16 44%| o ] 120 a 8,640 o 057%)

13 MADEUIA CITY OF 2,340 2% A4Z3% aa1%| 47 o 18,775 Q 0383 5.2%) 2
11 MADISCH GITY OF 1788 TmEN 132%) 2e8% ] L] 21,235 a 21218 2.0%) LR
12 MADISCN LAKE CITY OF ear 4% B.15% 19 63% o ] (&g} e 637 2o%) 0A5%
14 MAQHDUACITY OF =2 24% IRI% SoN o o BS6 a esa 20% 1.34%|
13 MAHNCMEN CITY OF 1202 e02% aA7e% oA 70%| a7 ] 12,940 o 13368 1% 128%
4 MAHTCMEDI CITY OF 758 12T 429% 7aT%) LI¥ =] o 43,470 o 25,091 4% 1081%
14 MANCHESTER GiTY OF L1 (=8 % 2.05% nn% c o 280 e 60 20% 1.83%)
14 MANHATTAN BEACH CITY O &0 10% 0.0% 275% 0 ] o ELo) aea 20%) 1A44%]
7 MANKATOCITY OF 32427 % 4.53% A31%| 0a.ps2 ] 318087 [ 415,040 26% 1.09%]
12 MANTORVILLE CITY OF 1,084 4% A8E% 10.25%| 22532 o a2 o 0,557 2% £2u%
1 MAFLE OROVE CiTY OF 50383 “ro% TETX 1427%) 178,782 LE2eIs L) 330,880 1 258 %) Has%)
[ MAPLE LAKE CITY OF 1,823 E55% TE% TIE%| -] ] 11,838 o 11,830 2.0%)] 0.92%
13 MAFLE FLAIM CITY OF 2,0e8 7% 214% 10.83% Lifer] o 15467 o 67,240 B% 239%
12 MAPLETONCITY OF 1.678 E78% BTTR 485%| IR e 12362 L] 28000 4% 241%
" MAPLEVIEW CITY OF i Tae% 221% 2478%) o o aces o 2085 2! 1.08%
31 MAPLEWOOD CITY OF 34,307 1% ase% 247% 0 o 221788 o 21,780 am% 1.08%)
10 MARBLE CITY OF €35 7% Soi% H50%| L] o Rda8 o LESL] 2 1Az
14 MARIETTACITY OF L §1.8% 1.09% ~3.96% o ° 1.630 o 1.530 2% ok
L MARINE-ON-STCRIX CITY a2 4% 2.05%) 2085%| o o s 7230 oc3s 2o%) 130%
L} RLARSHALL CITY OF 12,725 £50% 212% 538%| T1E24 o 100818 o 172641 2.4% 1.35%]
8 MAYERCITY OF 554 aEk 4.L0% 1820% o o L} Bazs 5428 L 20%) 0.53%
4 MAYNARD GiTY OF aea ea3% 13T% 17.20% a L 4516 o 4618 . 120%]
12 MAZEPPACITY OF 77a E7a% 507%) D.54%| L] ] 5398 o 5300 2.0%] 1.54%,
14 MCARATH CITY GF a5 S14% 051% TAI%| L] o m L] m 20%) 0.18%|
T MCaREGGHA CITY OF 40t 5% 840% 5.58% Q o apa ] EEL] 2.0%| 1.08%,

nan a0 Taa11ed 22400301 0,682,895 0,501,823 (3233083) 90,667,299 ERFL)
o2 TOTALCYZd

L+A QAOWTH DASED 82 LeA GROWTH - Ut ANTD ANTC  EL OF AMORT.AIDTO CYca TOTALCITY [AIDCUT ABAYN

LaA cut BAJED Mver CUT LaA cuy MVsrtCUT  CITY AMORAT,AID LGA TIion OF ANTG

T iTienlmee] Sy ]

a2 sz - - Te.807 4328%)

7288 . x - - ar.288 aoe%

- . e - - ez 1.75%

48,320 =004 . - e2.323 543%

- - s 12,188 - 16,584 1.78%)

16818 - 38,576 - - 2,10 25a%

167,15 344,550 z z=e10 - 524287 £.23%]

- ore . - 76 1.75%]

138633 - 0420 . - 151,458 £.00%

- BisE3 43435 B 140,088 178%)

170514 . - - 17084 L

. - 2868 - - 2681 1.78%)

. - . FET - 334 1.26%]

104,838 - . . - 104,838 4 %)

EcETE] . - - - 7843 8.00%

- 6,583 . . 553 1.78%]

- 18,354 . - 16354 1.75%

. . [ 2] - D482 1.75%)

% % 234 « - 24 1.75%)

- - 1,506 - 1,508 1.35%)

- . w2 = 826 1.75%

2410 . I = 143 505%

- - 2284 . 2284 175%

- - 1,13 - 113 1.75%

- - a8t - 4281 175%

31407 - 7787 - 230174 500%

. - aASG - 6456 175%,

= - 6750 - 5750 1.75%|

- - 1076 2 1075 1.75%

417 [} - 8138 1.83%

81,522 - 228 23084 - 163914 254%

g am . * an 1.75%

% . “ 1325 - 1,328 08T%

¥E,052 - 2,170 - B4an 502.611 2.78%]

22,834 - 5418 = . nan 593%

170,782 52025 a 42088 - 1201888 254%

. - 15508 - - 15,558 1.75%]

E1,773 i 26481 ® . 725 5.37%)

1z . 841 - e 26,073 azst

. 11 . - 656 1.75%

. - BE4,443 &) - 854 418 173%)

. - 2588 2 - 2523 178%

- Eoi] L4 - I 1.75%

- . aze2 s - 17,709 1.75%

824 - 1ceg2r - 180851 2.50%

- - (7] s . 6058 1.75%]

. . 1,840 - 1660 175%

. - B30 = 5791 1.75%|

- . w0 % 199 1.78%)

% - 221 ] 2208 1.78%




GOVERNOR'S REC.: CITY AID REDUCTIONS

TOTALS: 2,830,405 & EIRTYS Adn% nI8% Eanaz
%ETATEALY
{LOA + MVerts) 3YRAVO WA LA
REG. FOPULATION | OF TOTAL LEVY [INFLATION « HH| % CHO I LEVY| GROWTH BABED
cooE HAME - 2008 + Al 2802 anowTH + AID 209102 LOA CUT
CRIEREAIHED
11 MCINTOSH CITY OF [=1] 780% a08% 1% ]
14 MCKINLEY CITY OF ] BLE% 2TT% -13.72%| ]
14 MEADOWLANDS CITY OF m 408% -LA0% 4.58%) ]
12 MEDFGROCITY OF e e 11.2a%| 1.73%) ]
4 MEDICIHE LAKE CITY OF aca 24 0.75%) 12.70%| a
5 MEDIHA CITY OF 4,005 2B £B4% 10.87%]| 4,830
4 MEIRE ORQVE CITY OF 4o 480% 7.10%| Ao o
2 MELROSECITY OF e 71.8% 550% A% 28367
13 MENAMOACITY OF 220 aLT% 3% 1289% 38967
€  MENDOTACITY OF 167 RLTEY 714 -16.03%| o
4 MENDOTAHEIQHTS CTTY O 11414 7% J85%) 542% 12301
12 MENTOQRCITY CF 150 449% 285% 13.08% o
14 MIDDLE AIVER CITY OF E) B1s% TN Z24%] a
£ MIEGVILLECITY OF s 1e0% apsx 17.88% a
1 MILACAGHTY OF 2580 £10% 20% 11.87% aszo7
14 MILANCY OF a4 81.0% 042% 2% ]
4 MLLERVELE CITY OF 15 % T.81% 11.74% ]
4 MILLVILLE CITY CF 186 sao% L ALY 22.80%| a
14 MILROY CiTY OF el 402% 1.80%) 10.08%| ]
14 MILTORA CITY OF @ UT% B2I% 5.15%) ]
1 MNNCIY CITY OF 238 1% -231% ~1015%] a
13 MINN LAKE CITY OF L]} 6LT% FETE 2% o
1 MINNEAPOUS CITY OF amzme A58% 34T% £AZ%] 9580472
14 MINNEISKA CITY OF e 489% 2.12%) 45.49%| o
13 MINNEOTACITY OF 1448 oI% 20%, 11.80% 38078
3 MINNETONKA BEACH CITY ata 1.0% 439% 19.86% o
] MINHETONKA CITY OF 130 51% ATIR G40% L-=AR0 ]
4 MINNETRISTA CITY OF 4358 29% 525%] 128% [
W WMZPAHCITYOF 78 £2.7% 0.E9% 254%) o
13 MONTEVOEOCITY OF 5348 £0a% 2ET% BN/ 91,789
12 MONTOGMERY GITY OF FAc) 4% 518% B10%) 22,609
n MONTICELLO EITY OF 7,800 asx [1.133 2288% 8167
2 MOHTADSE CITY OF ERTY =31 B33% 2p22% 56,408
7 MOORHEAD CITY CF 2477 7a.0% 1.81%) 12.88% 827288
13 MOCSE LAKE CITY CF 221 6a1% 224%| 8.38% 28187
& MORACITY OF 3183 2% £48%) 10.82% 45,869
11 MOROAN CITY OF (] cag ek o4k ]
13 MORRIS CITY OF 5088 70.5% 0IT% 57T% 1,238
12 MORRISTOWN CITY OF L] TIZ% L50% 4.50% ]
14 MORTON CiTY OF Fri 8% 2.81%, B823% ]
14 MOTLEY CITY OF £a5 oo Bza%) AT a
& NMDUNDCITY OF B35 1me% 47% 1423% 217,009
2 MOUNDS VIEW CITY OF 12,738 5% 257% 2u% a
10 MTROH CITY OF 2808 200% 22% 235% o
11 MTLAKECITY OF 2.082 £3.0% 241% 1047%] 84,377
14 MURDOCK CITY OF E] 820% 5.18% 21.03%| o
4 MYRILECITY OF =] 2% 205% 21.20%| o
1 NASHUACITY OF L= 179% 5,55%| $BEATR o
10 NASHWALIK CTTY OF [=H] 888% 387% 274% o
14 HASSAUCITY OF e TR BAI% 4.88%, o

7.933,104

091402 LeA
GROWTH BACED
Mvert CUT

25781520 2163472 85 290,308 E2% FATL
% LEVY+AD % LEVY:AID TOTAL AID CUT| | AIDCUT AR A %]
BASE LOA BASEMVCAT TOTALGTATEAM  AS A% OF ©F #a TOTAL
puUCTION REDUGTION REDUCTION LEVY+AID BXp
4708 L] 4788 2.0%) 1.48%
1,832 0 1,222 20%| 1.15%)
&7 ] an 20% 1.85%)
ez ] 1629 2% a7a%)
o 3982 3,382 2m Z01%
o o PLL-H 2m%) 120%)
B2 o 24 20% az1%
2202 [ 4p,059 4% 1.95%)
104 o PLAT] 00% ze1%
1878 o 1,676 20% 111%]
[ T2.054 1,164 28% 1.01%|
B31 o L) 20%| [ra
1991 [ 1891 20% 1.59%]
168 azs 450 20% 0a0%
10,302 o 54,853 4% A80%
438 ] ERLE] 20% 1.72%)
a8 L] as 20% oCsk
T ] et 20% 0.58%
3,238 o EELL] 2% 181%
1421 o 1,431 o% 1.50%
1029 ] 1,029 20%) 0.99%|
a7 ] E714 20%) 1.70%)
5.040,601 ] 14,930,402 57%) 23%
£ ] 559 20%) 1.25%)
14049 ] 227 70%) 2%
] 4390 5085 10%] osa%
a nzos B42a72 L% zea¥|
apat 13627 8468 20%) 1.50%)
" o m 2.0%) 12%)
£2.27. ] 181,063 4% B
29,135 ] 81748 as% 1.85%
o ] 3a7m2 % 0.88%
8270 ] €234 158% BI%
207415 [ PRETE. 1) 10.0%) 4.00%
nese L] ELR-21 e as%
19,430 ] e5.c38 4% 1.75%)
040 [ 10 20% 1.01%)
51228 ] w2 Te 3.9%) 199%
5023 o (Y] 2% 041%)
4747 0 4,747 20%| (181
5531 o 5211 20% o84%)
50847 ] 287,658 0.7%) £5%)
B2A14 L] c8.014 2.0% oes%
45,906 ] 45503 2.0%| 1AT%
825 ] #8002 75%| A2%
2738 a 275 2o% 127
33 ] 34 2o% 1AL
148 ° 148 EE- 2.00%
man ] 1717 20% £.76%
Ere] [ an 2.0%] oLa%

41,411,948 7,932,104 23,488,301 0,583,285 £f0101 13,232,083} 13,857,200 4%
DUSTAINED 2001-02 - SUSTAINED 2001+ TOTAL CYE3

LeA QACWTH BASED 02 L+AOROWTH UNIFORMED ANTG UNFORMED ANTC ELIMNATIONOF  AMOAT,AIDTC CYSaTOTAL CITY jAID CUT ASA'N

LQA cuT DASED MVeri CUT LOA CUT MVert CUT CITY AMOHT, AlD Laa AID REBUCTICH OF ANTC

R La RN S ETES ) YIRS

- - 2047 - - - 2047 1.75%)

- - &7 - - 417 1.75%)

- - 557 - - 557 1.75%

Lo < " - - 11,737 1.75%]

- - T4 EX T - a7 a01%|

4588 35458 - - - 40,088 0.53%|

- - TES - - 783 175%

26,387 - 23833 - - + 43200 277N

FTRES - - . . EIRES] 40X

. - 2411 - 241 1.75%

13am 7,788 - 218407 - 237,556 1.02%)

- - [£1] . . =t 175%)

. . e 7 . 221 175%

. 185 1,082 - 2421 175%

asz07 - 1n848 - . £a,080 5o5%

1307 - - - 1587 1.75%

. 517 - - - 57 1.75%

. - rame - - - 1076 1.75%

. . w7 - - - 57 1.75%

- B 2,144 . - - 2144 175%

- - 1,252 - - . 1262 1.75%)

- - 4,704 - . ) 1.78%)

9823472 - 5,813,504 . 1481784 RLE TP 872%)

- - s . - - (1) 1.75%]

7477 - - - 7aT? €.00%)

- - 59 4380 - 5088 002%)

83,541 TE1EM eza72 1IE18 - 1,031.250 147%

- - Pl nen - 53,485 0.73%)|

- . i . . 1 1.78%)

1,78 . 29882 - - 12180 8.00%|

22,550 - =51 - 45,142 181%

8167 224,810 14474 3 - . 47,288 2ad%|

4,134 - - - . 24104 £00%]

70,534 . @ - 670,534 2.00%]

EIRE - 2976 . - . 3z 8.00%)

25,560 - A P 73054 4.67%)

. . 4208 4298 1.75%)

G182 48 . - - 70,988 492%)

. - 551 - 5510 1.75%)

[ . 2170 * bRk 1.76%]

. - 4470 . - 4470 1.75%)

217000 . 70,229 78,104 - 387,002 428%

= . 125,147 N - 125,147 175%

“ . 25,558 o - 25,550 1.75%)

25,013 . - - - 25013 £.00%)

1307 - - 1,807 1.78%)

an - - £ 1.75%)

. - 4t el - b 1.78%

. gy = - 4987 1.75%

1] s . - 085 1.75%




GOVERNDR'S REC.: CITY AID REDUCTIONS

¥

TOTALS: 31830406 38.15% 449% BAG%
% GTATE AID
{LOA + MVerts) 3YRAVQ

REG. POPULATION | OF TOTAL LEVY INFLATION+ HH| % CHO INLEVY|
CCoE HAME 2000 +AlD FoEY QROWTH +AI0 209102
14 MELSCHCEITY OF 172 ATE% L50%| 31.42%
" MERSTRAND CITY CF 23 % 284% ~19.57%
" NEVIS CITY GF a4 2% 1.57%) 37.158%
" HEW AUBURN CITY OF des Sg4% 10.46% 22.35%
2 HEW BRIGHTON CITY OF 22208 03% 270%| 15.10%)
L] HEW GERMANY CITY OF £ 1.5% 137 TAI%)
2 HOFE cITY OF 20873 180% 229%| R
12 KEWLONDON CITY OF 1088 % 23T%| 543%)
& HEW MARKET CiTY OF 212 ar% 19.85% 4TES%
14 NEWMUNICH CITY OF az2 71.5% 1.58%| 24.43%
hH HEW PRAGUE CITY OF 4288 2.9% 66T% 17.12%)
13 HEW RICHLAND CITY OF 1,187 67.5% 48N 4.80%)
s HEW TRIER GITY OF ne TN 405%| -4 BA%|
] HEVY ULM CITY OF 12564 L% Z84% 134T
1 NEW YORK MILLS CITY CF 1,152 BEI% BaI% 18 08%|
1% NEWFOLDEN CITY OF =2 % 3000 A24%|
L4 HEWPORT CITY OF ans 9% 436%)] 2037T%
12 NICOULET CITY OF L) B4 2% 4.76% TAA%
T LSVILLE CITY OF n BT.2% -1 E0%| TI0%|
% HIMRSD VILLAOE OF 75 TR 2% 051%)
12 MISSWACTYGF 188 55% 11.50%] B4R
" HORCADSS CITY OF L1 HOo% 6.aE% 7%
n HOTTH BRANCH CITY OF [E-~1 78% 1257% 44.12%]
B NORTH MAHKATO CiTY OF 11,758 458% 4.56% 1086
4 HOHTH GAKS CITY OF ae= 8% 4. D5%] 280%)
6 HORTH ST PALIL CITY OF 11,328 d48% 120% 289%|
B HORTHFIELD CITY OF 17,347 s2.1% 4015 15.10%|
14 NORTHOME CITY OF kak) TiI% ~2E2% B.O1%|
14 NORTHUROP CITY OF 82 258% 295%) ~725%|
6 NORWDOD YOUNQ AMERI ERE) wA% 4.75%] 1047%)
4 DAX GRADVE CITY OF as 184% Bk 13.00%)
6 CAK PARKHEIQHTE CITY O 857 2% 235%) 17.51%)
E OAKDALE CITY OF 6.9 199% 5aTR| 157T%|
14 ODESSACITY OF 13 B7.5% 120% 101%|
14 ocomciyof 15 ok 1.30% 48%
14  OGEMACITY OF 143 TR BBO%. 11.27%)
13 COILVIECITYOF aTe ToA% 0I5% 253K
14 OKABENACITY OF 183 45.5% LA 2240%
" CKLEE CITY OF a6 T0.8% 1315 LU
13 OLIVIA CITY OF 2570 &% EErgs BTON
13 CHAMACTY OF 7 e45% 435%] 14.09%)
14 CRMSDY CITY OF 154 HT% 1.55%] 1.88%)
4  ORCHO CITY OF 7.8 28% 2ex% aa%)
12 GADKOCOCITY OF <] 7% BTN 1C3.34%|
14 CARCITY CF 248 £02% -20e% 404%)
13 CRTONVILLE CITY OF FAL ] L% 339K 058%
13 OS3AKIS CITY OF 1,567 £8.2% TES%| T8I%
14 OSLOCITYOF 347 4B4a% 3.18%| 1.08%)|
1] O3GEQCITY OF 2432 0% 407% 224%
14 OGTRANDER CITY OF na 428% 329%] TAZ%

412

00182 LA
OROWTH BAGED

7831508 25781520 4163472 [TE L 52% 4%

. 200162 LeA SRLEVY4AD 2R LEVY.AD TOTAL AID CUT| | AID GLT AB A %{
QROWTH DARED DASE LOA DASEMVCRT TOTALSTATEAID AJA%OF OF 99 TOTAL

MYert CUT REDUCTION REDUSTION LEVY+AID EXP

o 235 20%| a3

[ 117 2% 1.50%)

[ a2 2o% 075%)

(] 2810 20% 1A%

] [ £24912 1% 3EI%)

] (] 2883 2o% [rTA

0 [ 172,050 0% 0.82%

] [ 20344 T.1% 278%

0 4328 [ 4328 20%) o9i%

] 1480 [ 1,480 20% Z12%

0 asp82 o 261,545 108% 7.88%

o 5408 o LX) 2.0%| 1.46%,|

o 254 o 284 2a% 1.59%)

] 134,298 ] 767,893 4% 4935

] [CReHS o 45536 Bo% 342%

o 2209 o az03 20%) 0674

12,465 L} 38875 403524 18.2%) 1537%)

] 5116 (] 5118 20% 1.38%]

] ez (] =] 0% 1.40%|

] m o 1 2O0% 1T

] ] FLELY 20245 20% 1.54%

a B14 o B4 2.0%) 2o

] 1829 1,066 433223 21.9% aesk

0 100,259 o w2882 (131 259%

] 1818 7.861 17477 0% 1.60%|

0 54,330 o sta0 20% 1.14%)

] RHIRES] o 702,854 10.8%) 158%

L] 1958 o 1,658 20% 123%]

L] 1337 o 1337 20% 234%

a 20949 ] 2737 5.8%| 4478

L] 40,581 o a3 70% 7.20%)

Ba.a73 o a 163,554 52%)] 1E0%

a 52035 B05T1 E£32.035 0T% 4.00%)

] 122 ] 12 20% 1.01%)

° a3 ] s12 20% 1.54%)

] 1104 0 1,184 20% 1.60%)

Q ERI~] 0 ERIA] 20% 0.79%

q 750 o 2,750 20% 203%

] agis o ams 20% 1.00%|

a T2 ] ea.251 82% A64%

L] 505 L] 5308 2 0.E9%

a " a 1] oy oe%

222 o o5 72210 5% 1.05%

0 258 o 6258 20% TR1%

Q 2,808 Q 2,606 0% 0.82%

o 28617 L] 28017 2% o84%

a U216 1] 14218 2% 129%)

o 42 o amz 20% 1.53%]

[ 080 o 200,48 184% BI6%

L] 218 ] s 20% 17

41411840 7,531,104 28,468,301 0,581,865 501,623 {1z3m08y) 0,557,200 EREY
142 | SUSTAINED X TOTAL Y3

L+& GHOWTH DABED £2L+AQROWTH UIMFORMED ANTC UMIFORMED ANTC ELIUNATION OF AMORT.AIDTO CY03 TOTAL CITY |AWD CUT AB AN

LaA cur BASED MVert CUT LaAcUT . MVert SUT CITY AMORT. AID Laa AID REDUCTION OF ANTC

. "7 . - 567 175%

- - 2481 . . 24z 1L75%

. - EY1H] - B aga 1.75%]

- . 1,881 . - 1,841 1.75%

Ee8 086 . 1a1,548 116,888 - 888,100 5 5%

. - 3,825 - 2825 1.78%)

. - 289,309 280348 1.75%)

man - 4888 - 26,500 600%

- - &pE2 5852 175%]

. - 1707 1707 1.78%

163,800 - 162,800 £.00%)

& . 106 7758 175%]

& 046 . [T 1.75%)

7210 B 27,210 a.0o%|

ETRE - - EIREL] € 00%)

- - 1,088 - 1,005 1.75%)

169,078 10485 - - 162,581 8 36%)]

- - 6834 oeu 1.75%)

. & 184 . 18¢ 1.75%!

& . am - am 1.75%

. . B804 54,060 162%

. - an - ass 1.75%

254,070 - . - 204,070 8.00%)

man - 123428 - 250,858 478%)

- - 518 11824 21,140 02e%|

- . U787 . - 147,017 1.78%

s21,721 . 4838 - 580525 8.00%,|

- - [+ - 825 1.75%

- 1004 - - . 1,004 1.75%]

1,788 . 22872 . . E 74,850 297%

8412 ot 2,882 E ac2,104 3.E2%

48 B8472 7854 110,008 150%

(113 11] B B2544 IBTA - £25.954 480

- . 181 - as 1.72%)

- - 460 - 48 1.75%)

- - EH] P - 551 1.78%]

- n 1,988 - 1502 1.75%|

- 728 . 720 175%

- 1474 . 1474 1.75%|

52,712 . . LAk F) €.00%)

- L10% # 4,108 175%

h - TH T4 1.78%)

a3m 62322 - o5 2219 048%)

= 2648 LI 1.75%

- - 1,234 1924 175%

+ - 10,788 2 10,785 1.75%)

] - 1523 10521 1.75%

. - 1733 # 173 1.75%]

118,801 - . 110801 & oo

- . 1808 1,808 1.75%)




m_0<mwzom.m. REC.: CITY AID REDUCTIONS

TOTALS: 3,833,405, 29.96% 449% .0% 411312 7,932,104 25781520 4,381473 £5,300,220 E2% 204% 41,411,942 7813108 28488301 9,523,895 6501621 {3.239.883) 02.857.000 1%
% GTATEAID
{LOA+MVerta} - aYRAVD 200102 LeA 2001:02 LeA TRLEVY.AD  TULEVY.AID TOTALAIDCUT| |AtDCUTASAY] | BUSTAINED 200102  SUSTAINED 2009- TOTAL GYGI
RED. PORULATION | OF TOTALLEVY INFLATICH + HH| % CHOILEVY| ORGWTHDAGED QGROWTH BASED DRIE LOA BASEMVCRT TOTALGTATEAID ASA%OF CFeaTOTAL | [L+AGROWTHDASED c20l+AOROWTH UMIFORMED ANTC UNFORMED AMTC ELIUHATIONOF AMORT.AIDTO CYCI TOTALCMTY |AIDCUT AT A Y
CooE NRME 2000 + AID 2002 QROWTH +AID 200102 |- LGACUT. MVed CUT AEDUCTION REBUCTION REDUCTION LEVY+AID EXP LOA CUT BASED MVer CUT, MVetCUT  CITY AMORT.AD LGA AIDREDUCTION |- OF ANTC
i i e S a iR i et 3 RSy
12 OTEEGOCY OF 03z [LELY 258% 508%) 1465 ] 24,438 L] 25843 1% oze%| 1408 - - - - eese7 1.78%
14 OTTERTAL CTTY OF ast 108% 842%) 12.72%| o [ 1,002 1240 2242 20%, o.85%| - - 7812 - - BAM 1.75%
4 OWATCHNA CITY OF 22454 7% 4£3% $4.87%) 741,30 [ 177.355 ] 919259 B5% 4.48% 741301 . - - - 787,312 5.00%
14 PAUSADEGITY OF 1e 41.5% 214%) 52.69%) ] [ se5 ] 4 20%) 0.58%) . - o2 - - - -] 1.75%
D PARKRAAFIDS CITY OF 1176 £0.0% 567% 2378% 204143 (] 38,182 ] 230313 152%| £42%) 111480 - - - - ‘ 111450 8.00%|
11 PARKERS FRAIRIE CITY OF 01 £5.0% 279% 1088%) L] ] (1=-] o 2,013 20%) 1.33%] . - 6512 - . - 852 176%
12 PAYHESVLLE GITY OF 2287 s0.0% AN 1270% 71639 [} 20017 ] 97.0%0 o O%) (X1 £9,209 o . . 2 - 55209 600%
14 PEASECITY OF 163 21a% 136% 68.35% ] o -1 ] 04 2o%) o1k . . 1087 - - - 1087 1.75%]
t3 PELICAN RAPIDS GITY OF 2474 61.8% EI1% 15.02%) 0763 o 18,033 a 8,802 ea% 420% an4d0 - - - - . 46.445 6.09%
1“ PEMBERTON CITY OF 248 8% 580% B.15%] [ ] 1408 o 1488 2.0%) osc% 1,537 . 3 - 1827 1.75%]
1M PENNOCKCITY OF 504 £9.3% 275% 12.25%) o ° ERTL] ] 3440 20% 0.24% - . 2345 - - - 2345 1.78%)
8 PECUOTLAKES CITY OF 847 287% 476% 2501% o a 10,428 a 10426 2.0% 127% . . 12288 - . - 12256 1.75%
o PERAHAMCITY OF n.559 4as% 531% 12.16%) 8,001 L] FaRall (] T £8% 1.02% 66,033 . 22,856 - - . TR817 6.00%)
14 PERLEYGIY OF 121 51.5% 7.70%) 6.60% [ o 7m2 [ = 2% 189% - - 420 - 429 175%
14 PETER3CHCIY oF 203 Q2% 230% 4034 a [ 1410 o 1410 20% 1.63%) - - 1,585 . 1,585 1.75%]
11 PIERZCOTY CF 1217 57a% 482% 1.68%| 50561 0 £3589 (] 574T0 1a6% 790% wate . . - . - 20018 6.00%]
14 PLLAQERCAYOF w 3% 10.04%) 356% o [ 1537 ° 2837 20%) 144% . - 2337 " * 5 a2z 1TE%|
0 PINECITYCY OF 043 ara% 454% 1220% 72840 [ 19,452 o 82338 88% £B6% T2.888 - 23,007 - - . 51812 £.00%|
12 PINE ISLAND CITY OF 2337 T25% 4.00% 1.55%) ° [ 1787 [ 17,787 20| 0.60% - . 28 - . - 20320 1.75%)
§  PINERIVER CITY OF 828 548% 5a5% 280% Q a 2,454 o D454 ao% 1.53% - - 5787 - - - 6,797 1.75%)
4 PINESPRINGS CITY GF o no% 295% a728% Q o 540 il en 20%| 1.51% - - B4 1004 2 E 2444 0.58%)
12 PPESTOHECHTY OF 4280 TO5% Z43% aB4%) a a £1,E29 [} 43,829 2.0%| j¥-ra) - . 24027 - & - 24,027 1.75%|
12 PLAMMVIEW CITY OF 3,180 E16% [er 1747% 87,428 0 23077 o 120515 26% E18% 2011 B - - - - 201 800%
1 PLATOCITY OF 235 /% aza% 2 AI% [} [ 2,748 a 74 20% 0.88%| - . - - . 2902 1.75%]
W PLEASANT LAKE CITY OF o4 ALESS 29.73% 28ce% © 0 233 a 233 20% 535% - - - - - 5,148 1.75%]
14 PLUMMER CITY CF g a2a% dea% -10.57%) o [ 2858 ] acsa 20% 1.30%) . - - - - 1402 1.75%)
3 FLYMOUTH CITY OF 65234 4% 6.00% 10.86% 74570 482757 0 200,008 £3132) 48% 220%) 74570 AB2,757 1 3oa,008 - . B34 1.05%]
14 PCATERCITY OF 180 884% 1.84% a.58%) ] [ 1,585 ] 1565 20% 1.48%| - - 1,087 - - - 1,087 1.75%]|
iH PRESTCN CITY OF 1428 3% 2a0% 4.23%) 2335 o 17,881 o e 31%| 2% 2,935 - 10,523 - - - 20,858 A34%]
¥ PRINCETOH CITY OF as1 20m% 4% 2.70%| 67,605 [ 728 o 162331 &7 2.8e%) 67,805 - 40,120 . - - 107,720 a4
13 PRINSBURQ CITY OF 458 2.0% 208% B48%| 0 o 1310 ] FEIL 2.0%) 1A% = - 3,480 . - - 2,450 1.78%)
4 PRION LAKE REQULAR LEV BT £5% 750% £ 63%| 0 [} 44,585 e8725 11210 20%| aeey) - - 44585 167827 - - 2z 1.75%
12 PROCTOACHTY OF 2.852 €53% 157% 1.67% 95539 [} 24,804 ] 10732 9.0%| anm% £6,149 - . . - - 8,140 & 00%|
4 CUAMBACITY OF sa £13% 4874 TLIS% o [} 250 Q 230 20%| 178% . - a1 3 - - 43 1.75%)
14 RACINECITY OF ass 405% aso% 14.42%) a o 2300 a 2300 2.0%| 130% - C 2720 # . - 2720 1.75%]
5  RAMSEY CITY OF 18510 AR [ 10.07% ea3zs ] 101,002 [} 163,33t 3% 1.80% €139 ¥ 21051 * = & 267.230 229%)
13 RANDALL CITY OF 225 66.9% 187% 10.28%) (] ] z92a L] 2523 20%| o.Io% = - EXi] b - . 272 1.75%]
8 RAANDSLPH CITY OF am arex 1.84%) -1B.ATH a [} en a es3 20| 1.66% - - 4102 = - - Ao 1.75%]
14 RANIEACTTYCF 1ea £03% 265%| B.EA% a L] 1082 [ 1022 20%| 1.40%] * . 1,303 L - o 1,303 1.7E%
13 RAYMOHD CITY OF &3 BS5% 678%) 020% L] ° £670 o 5670 20% 2.10%) - - 4,158 . - - 4,508 1.75%
13 RED LAKE FALLS CITY OF 1,880 23.1% 1.57% 7% 29035 L] 17,082 a 408 52%) 204%) 17,727 2 . & - - 7,7 B.00%]
8 REDWING CITY OF e 0% 2.91% 15.70%) 721557 376,518 o LR 1,182.380 102% 4.14% 723857 7518 11,704 * - - 110,770 8.30%)
13 REDWOOD FALLS CITY OF 5450 50.0% 4ET% 1031%) 118230 0 51,503 ] 169,892 6I%] 4.02%) e - 8,329 = & - 12471 6.00%}
W REQALCITY OF 40 8% -az2% -15.11% o a 104 g o4 20%) 1.62% - - ar - - ] oy 1.75%)
1 REMER CITY OF an 253% L14% 1TT% ] o 1550 ] 2,558 2.0% 125%) - - 2534 ¥ - - 54 1.75%
11 REMVILLE CITY OF 1323 208% 0.58% 4% o 0 18.781 [ 19,761 20% 120%] # - e183 . . - 8,389 1.75%)
% REVERECITY OF 100 T8.8% E47%| 3m% o o T4 0 741 2.0 1.54%) * - T e . - a7 1.75%]
1 RICECITY OF AT 244% 420% 308% o ] s180 [ 5180 2% 1.20%) g = L] ) . 2 80718 1.75%]
2 RICHFIELD CITY OF 24428 a13% 257% 1224% 1,640,640 0 252406 Q 1201046 0.5% 420%] 1,040,640 . 461,801 d B - 1402471 578%)
12 RICHMOND CITY OF 1213 s54% B19% 175a% 40a70 o (1= 0 4023 10.2% 4.82%) e ¥ = 2 g C =50 O




GOVERNOR'S REC.: CITY AID REDUCTIONS

TOTALS: 1,930,405 INAE% d40% n,18% 48131212 7033104 25.781,920 4163472 B5,939,308 2% 234% 41411949 7.513,104 28,406,201 5,521,895 6,501,823 (3239,863) 00,657,880 312%
% GTATE A
[LOA«MVerta) YR AVD 200182 LeA 2001-81 LeA % LEVYAID 2% LEVV:AD TOTALADCUT] |AIDCUTAGA% | BUSTAINED 200102 BUITANED 2001~ TOTALCYEY
RED. POPULATION | OF TOTALLEVY [IMFLATICH + Hit| % CHOINLEVY| OROWTH DASED GROWTHEBAGED BASE LGA BASEMVCRT TOTALETATEAD AGA%OF - OF 23 TOTAL LeA OROWTH BATED 02L+A OROWEH UMFORMED ANTC LMFOMMEDANTG ELMMNATIONOF AMDAT.AIDTO CYRX TOTALCITY [AID CUT AB A
CCOE HAE 2000 » D ZES2 anowTH 4D 388102 LOA CUT uver CUT - REDUCTION REDUCTION REDUCTION LEVY+AID -EXP 'LOA CUT DASED ke CUT MyencuT  CITY AMOHT.AIR Laa AMTREDUCTION |~ OF ANTO
2 iadals : ] T
1 RICHVLLE CITY OF 24 524% 432% a74%| [ o a4 2%/ 212%) - - . . B B41 1785%
W4 ANERTOM CRY OF 135 283% 1E% 18.80%) [ L] 1987 ] 187 2.0% 226% - . B - 117 1.75%
2 AOOBINGDALE CITY OF 1123 aam 2.06% fE= 100524 L] 108254 ] 208,158 8% 183% 160,534 - B - - 259,585 2.80%)
? AOCHESTEA CITY OF 25206 0% 550%) 1231% 1,658,810 [ 850,002 ] 2308811 ag% 2.92%) 1,662,810 - . - - 2764810 437%]
12 ROCK GREEK CIVY OF 1119 BEE% 254% 267% [ [ azm a 1z 20% 2067% - . . - - 182 175%
12 ROCKFOARD [T) CITY OF 3484 a78% s1e%) 223%) [ [ 098 a 21,895 20% £ag% - - . - - 29235 175%
12 ADCKVILLE CITY OF L2 Tt T B84% 1682%) 0 o 4205 - ° 4305 2o%| oAy - - - - 5238 1.75%
5  NOOERS CITY OF 3588 23% 305T% 2052% 0 [ 1am 27812 2050 20% oIVt - . 478712 - - 42.863 1a8%
12 ADLUNGSTCHE CITY OF 97 513% 285% AZE%R a o 4419 o 4019 20%| 1.50%] = . . - H 5.2 1.75%]
14 RONNEDYGTTY OF 18 7% I 642% a a 160 0 150 20%] 2.58%) - - £ - - - 202 TI5%
14 ROOSEVELT GTY OF 168 67.5% 044%| 0 04% [ o 2 B 28 20% 178% - - w6t . - e84 (521
4  RDSGOECITY OF 16 B9.5% 217%) 2588% a ] 584 [ B84 20% 2.08%) - - ] . - - 575 1.75%
14 ROSE CREEKCITYGF 54 Yoem L1t 458% o ] EX- [ 2001 2o% 1.83% - . 1,976 . - - 1578 178%
3 ROSEAUCITYCF 2788 29.4% 250%) 21.28% 21,112 ] 25358 [ 240470 182% 2.83%) 07 . - - - - 71807 6 co%|
5 ROSEMOUNT CITY OF 14810 1no% 7481%] 15.59% 382,885 ] 1,818 12023 £20.548 2% 23z% ae2508 . man 204345 - . £9a.574 4.85%)
3 ROSEVLLE GITY OF ¢80 100% 251%| 154% B L] aram 117004 179,285 20% 0.T4% . . BE5TE B15,182 - . 800,783 1.75%|
14 ROTHSAY GITY OF 487 (L5 229% 873% [ c 2108 a ERL] 2% ape - - 2£00 - - - 208 1.75%]
$4  ROUND LAKE CITY OF 4 61.6% 07T 243% ] ] 2700 a 2780 20%! eai% - - 2550 . - . 2850 1.75%)
13 ROYALTON CTY OF ric 515% EEZ 7% a [ 4,058 a 4858 a2o%| 0ET% . - LE] - - - as7 1.78%)
8 RUSH CITY CITY OF 2 B13% 6.12%) 21.80%| e1780 ] 12,750 a 04.500 1a4% 0.55% arsss - . - - - 37888 6.00%|
11 RUSHFDAD CITY OF 1858 523% 508%) 2622%) 20173 L] 143 o 215702 23.5%) 14.99%| §2.420 - - - - - 2470 £.00%]
12 RUSHFORD VILLAGE CrTY T 184% 721%) -0 eat o o aasz e aasz 20%| 2ok . - 1870 . - - 7870 1.75%)
14 RUSHMORE CITY OF am sack 128% £.08%) [ [ 3328 a 1326 20%| 135%] - - 1354 . - . 1354 178%
14 RUSSELL CITY OF Eol 702% 212%| -3.10% [ [ 3383 a EEL 20%) 0.62%) - - 1570 . - - 1,570 175%
14 RUTHTCH CITY OF e [LEEY 145% ETELA o (] 2582 [} 2862 2ok 0.73%) - - 1,303 - . - 1303 178%
14 RUTLEDGE CITY CF 196 155% am% 3775% ] (] 582 o sa2 20% 250% . . 0 (] . - 242 1.75%
12 SABN CITY OF 421 Ba2% 071N 1225% o a 2308 o 2308 0% 154%) . . 1843 - - - 1843 1.75%
13 SAGRED HEART CITY OF 54 £31% 0o2% 4.08% ] o 0,873 [ 8,073 20%) 180% - . 1385 . - - 1895 175%
B SAMT ANTHCHY (JT) CTY 12.0% 1A% 7.88% 97761 [ 4351 ns54 150.218 55%) 1.88% 07751 - 43516 B30 - - 205473 334%
& SANT DCHIFAGILS CTTY OFf 28I% 1027%| 0.25%) o ] 11,008 o 11008 2% 113% - - 28917 - . - 25817 1.75%)
3 SAINTLOUIS PARK CITY OFf 179% 370% 8.45%, 208,514 o ERLEET [ 572547 6% 154% 261,504 - 749378 - - - 1,010,882 2230%
14 SANBGRN CITY OF % % a05% L] © e o Rt 28%) 1.085% = . 2,002 . - - a0 1.75%
13 SANDSTONECITY OF 1548 £0.1% 7.50%) 22.30% 102820 a 17,857 [ 20287 127% L84% 73,337 . - . - . 20037 6.00%
14 SARGEANT CITY OF 78 a8.5% 221%) -2.08% L] a 2 [ 40 20% 259% - - 542 . - - 42 1.75%
11 BARTELL CITY OF 2,843 08% 522 2.14% 12537 [] Ly ] 228957 8% 201%) 13372 - 101418 . - - 288,709 a95%|
13 BAUK CENTRECITY OF ap3n £1.8% 520%] 17.55%) 261,109 [] EERLT ] 240300 1% 2475 85974 - . . . - £5.574 B.00%!
T GAUK RAPIDS CITY OF 10213 £1.a% £00% 2¢.12%) 470499 [} €3304 a 152% 578%) 282956 - - . - . 202985 .60%)
5  SAVAQECITY OF REG LEVY s 78% 11.37%) A% £9.354 FLLET) o a 7.0%) 1.55% 29,984 20,388 2a50 - - - L5273 3z
12 SCANLOH CITY OF (<1 728% 288 1.75% o [ F.4d0 a 20% 262y - - 7802 - . - 7882 1.75%)
14 GEAFORTHGITY OF 7 7% 121% 1.67% [ 0 =2} o 20% 180% - . 81 . - - m 1.75%)
11 SEBENACTYCF bal 703% BTN 2.40%) (] (] Tua 0 20% +2T%) - . 3870 ” - - as78 1.75%)
1 SEDANCITY OF 85 488% 1088% 10.25% [ o 208 ] 20%) 148%) - . 7 4 - . a7 1.75%)
1 SHAFERCTTY OF a 248% 0 08%| LETY [ [ asea ] 20% 229% - . 2272 * . . 2472 1.75%|
3 SHAXOPEE CITY REGLEVY| FLES 8% 1358% 51.58% 185,656 428000 o ] 0% 44T% 165,586 438,000 =z . - - 551,608 27%)
14 SHELLY &Y OF 206 TIE% EM1% a54% o 0 1645 ] 20% 12a%) . - 659 . . - ] 170%
11 SHERBUAN CITY CF 1,082 £7.5% 2.00% 071% o £l e o 20% 1.55% = - 5,585 # . - 5585 1.75%
14 SHEVLMNCITY OF 163 £3a% 549%)] 18.21%) ] 8 517 0 517 2o ass% - - [ - - [T 178%
2 GHOREVIEW CITY OF 25924 RLELS 254%| am% 3nsn L] o 18,188 30,880 5% 1 81% nsn 170,608 505 400,542 - - 61,080 20a%
4 BHOREWOOD CITY OF 7400 A% L 34%| 4.83%] [ o BAIT 47,018 45,238 0% 1.61% - . BA17 ran - . B57es 0.O5%
10 SILVEA BAY CITY OF 2008 23.1% a.70%| 2.76%| o [ 2r.a88 o 27,858 20% 1.15%) - . 1441 B - . 11483 175%




GOVERNOR'S REC.: CITY AID REDUCTIONS

TOTALE: 2830485 3m18% 440% TI0% iz 7,533,104 35,781,L70 2963472 B6,308,350 ET% 2% 41,433,948 T304 28,450,381 8558008
% STATE AID
{LOA + MVorta) AYA AV 2001-02 Lo 200102 LaA 2% LEVY+AD % LEVY«AID TOTALADCUT| |ADCUTASAY| | SUSTAINED 200182 BUSTAINED 2001
REQ. POPULATION | OFTOTALLEVY INFLATION +HH | %CHO NLEVY] GROWTHDABED  QROWTHDASED BASELOA BASEMV ORT TOTALGTATEAID  ASA%OF OF 89 TOTAL L+A QROWTH DASED . €1 L+A QROWTH  UNIFORMED ANTC  UNFORMED ANTO
Co2E HAsE 2000 +AlD 2302 ‘GROWTH + AID 200902 MVert CUT REDUCTION REDUETICH REDUCTION LEVY4AID EXp LOA CUT. BASED MVert CUT © MVes CUT
12 SILVERLAKE CITY OF 76 £0T% 1.58%) 0.82%) ] o 2,323 o (2] 2% 1.84% . .
16 SKYUNECITY CF 330 c24% 265% AT o ] 1176 [ 1178 2.0% 1.22% - i
11 SLAYTOHCITY OF 2472 7II% 0.69%) 7I4% 740 o 2124 o 65,088 £5% ETT 2204 . - .
11 SLEEPYEYECITYOF 3,515 0% 238 1589% 17917 ] 32,676 ] 212302 7% £51% TTa4 .
14 SORESK CTY OF 120 % 530% -1543% (] 0 284 o 28 20% 148% - B 1333
14 SOLWAYCITY OF 4] 0% 285%) 16.57%) 0 ] a1 0 ae 20% 185% - B ELL)
14 SOUTHHAVEN CITY GF YT arsw 121% 451% ] 0 1,860 ] 1828 20%) 0.77%] - - 1243 .
7 SOUTHET PAUL CITY OF 4To% az1% 458%) 75,693 ] 164283 ] 10508 29% 145% T6.003 - 3488 a
12 SPICERCITY OF 7% 4084 738%) 12,682 a 11,250 L] 20538 4% 1.60%) 13082 . 12887 -
13 GPRING GROVECITY OF L% 54T £89% o E a 12470 a 12470 20% 120%) - T8N -
14 SPRING HILL CITY OF &5 uz% ErL 1238% o o uz L] uz 20%) 2% - e
&  SPFRINDLAKE PARK (JT1 G am2 » 174% 354% aze%) L] [ LLELE] e ELET 2.0%) 1.42%) . - a5t -
& GPAMNGPARK GITY OF 117 4% 405% D45% 12243 4,870 o 10772 29888 45% 263% 14243 4870 2701 10,772
11 SPAING VALLEY CITY OF 2518 £13% 250% -1.08% ] o maz o 29312 20% 165% - - 18,350 .
11 SPAMGFIELD CITY OF 2ns E88% 2.55% 8zrm 2,548 ] 2258 ] 77007 1% AATR ETREL) . .
14 SCUAWLAKE CITY OF L] sT.8% -7.60% 28 807 ] [ au [ a4 205 1.46% - . [:1] .
& ST ANTHONY CITY OF o TLER 5.13%) ook [ o a5 o 150 20% 0.00% - . s -
t1  GTAUDUSTACITYOF 1025 0% £.00% 581% a ] 8284 L] [=L1] 20% [0 - - 22470 -
1@ GTCHARLES CITY OF 2295 7% 5£3% 2% 25,785 o 2027 0 FLE- 1) 44% 2.65% 24,788 - 22581 .
12 STCLAMCITY OF et a3% ase% A% ] o 4508 o 1,886 20% 124% - . 47TE -
T STCLOUDCITY OF 58,107 542% £19%) 548%! BEO,0T2 L] 492,185 0 1425278 5.2%) 225% 93,072 . E45499 -
6 5TFRANGIS CITY OF 4810 2% 4% 1932%) 10275 ] 2,858 ] IREH 2.2% 220%) 19378 - 89,782 -
14 T HILAIRE CITY OF mn O 6% 2.76%) -0.31% o ] 1487 [} 1,487 0% 07TR . - 1,485 -
13 STJAMESCITY OF 1895 T29% 343% a7e% 78510 ] 34,530 L] 100,048 (811 a20%| 7a518 - 13280
12 aTJCSERH CITY OF 488 624% 830%) 1028% 29,064 o 7o 0 55,154 41% 1.57%) 2,084 - 25310 .
14 GTLEOCITYOF 108 78.5% 2.08Y -T1.87%) o ] £ o ase 2% 1.12%) - B ant -
14 ST MARTINGITY OF arm @ -0.37% Ts0% ] [ 1456 [ 1456 20m% 0.52%| - 2018 -
4 GTMARYS POINTCITY OF 244 (5.3 248% 247% o (] ] ERE) a2 2o 207% - - 700
11 oTMICHAEL CITY OF L 120% 145% 14.10%| [ [ 52,800 o 57,890 2% 8.4T% - - 138214 -
1 STPALLCAYOF 287,151 ST.V% 3.45% 134% o o 2747548 o 2747808 0% 0.5a% - EELE-) -
@  5TPAULPARK CITY OF 5070 470% 9% £53% eloza o e ] 91,831 8% 410% 64,083 - a3zm -
12 STPETERCITY OF BT 728% 2.02%) 4271% L] [ 0,718 ] 53,718 20%| 0.59% . - s1082 -
14 GTROSACTY OF u 50I% ~14.08% ooa% 0 ] 170 ] 170 2.0%) o.50%) - €21 -
1z ST STEPHEN CITY OF 2] am BT 2998% [ o 4208 0 4888 20%) 1.28%] - . 577 -
14 STVINCENTCITY OF M7 TR 4a8%) 8TT% ] ] are ] az0 2.0% ozo% - - w2 -
12 GTACYCTTY OF 1270 58.6% 504%) 27.89% EAE L) o LR o 43,778 18.5% 17.11%| 28802 * =
13 STAPLESCITY OF 2,104 T21% 471%] TATH| 23331 L] 31,508 L] 55008 34% 291%) 151 - 1882 .
12 GTARBUCK CITY CF 1314 £04% £03%| 5.48%) 21473 e 10,254 a 14277 18.4%| e50%| AN i .
W GTEEN CITY OF 192 £.9% EETEY 702% ] ] 1] o [T 2.0 162% - - (1l -
13 STEPHEH CITY OF 708 (15,3 206% 505% [ L] 5283 o sam 2%, ares - . 2720 .

8,501,623 (33239087 80657400 21a%

TOTALCYE .

ELIMIMATION OF  AMONT.AIDTO YRS TOTAL CITY | A CUT AS A Y

CITY  AMSAT, AR LOA AIDREDUCTION | OF ANTC -
i 8.00

. 5500 1.75%

1392 1.75%)

a3,804 0.ea%)

7 LT

" 1238 1.75%)

5 ata 1.75%

= - 124 1.75%)

330465 - 5,567 4 B5%|

- 578 a58%

= 781 1.78%]

- <t 175%

- BS 6es 1.75%)

. anste 213%)

= = RLEL 1I5%

- a5, 170 00N

- - =7 1.75%)

= - 348 175%]

= - 22472 178K

- 48,338 275%

- 4,770 1.75%)

azz209 1,880,870 Bar|

B - 70.073 2%

g % aes 1.78%

z 87,510 0.00%

- M2 2T

- ast 1.75%]

E 2010 1.75%]

- 1o 1.64%)

B 128214 1.75%)

40,087 3341,708 [Eres

- 112674 404%|

= 81,022 1.75%]

- e 1.75%)

- 8aT7 1.75%)

- 102 1.75%)

. 20282 L1

- 40,154 429%

- 74m EOa%|

- . (14} 1.75%;

§ 2,72 1.75%]




GOVERNOR'S REC.: CITY AID REDUCTIONS

48,331,212

T;TOCTLeA
QHOWTH BAGED
LOA CUT

47404
138.048
1mzm

57.781
14,507

ToTALS: 3930405 WAER A% ne%
% GTATE AID
(LOA + MVcrts} 3YA Ava

REQ. PCPULATION | OF TOTAL LEVY [INFLATION + HH | % CHQ N LEVY
cooe HAME 2800 + AID 2002 QROWTH + AID . 300122
1T WABASHA CITY OF 2500 22.7% z4% 10575
13 WABASSOCITY OF L] 0% 235%) 29.50%|
5 WACCHIACITY CF e 174% 1148%) 16.L3%
13 WADEMACITY OF 4204 Gaat an% mca%
14 WAHKSH CITY OF 34 zaE% 1BETH 48.13%
6 WAITE PARK CITY GF 6508 0% B35% ao%
14 WALDORF CITY OF 242 &7.7% 4en 722%)
5 WALKERCITY OF 1,809 2% 409% F035%
11 WALNUT QROVE CITY OF 233 A% 084% 11.e3%)
14 WALTERS OITY OF 22 % -1.82% -B78%
14 WALTHAM CITY OF 199 Fam% £53% 147%)
12 WANAMINGO CITY OF 1007 51.3% ERLH ook
14 WANDACITY OF L] 486% 255% 2y
14 WARDACITY OF 1= 380% 11.95%) 14.43%]
13 WARREN CITY OF 1878 TEA% 1.52%) 21%
¥ WARROAD CITY OF 1722 % as1% 2000%,
B WASECACITY OF 8,452 LU aoo% [
8 WATERTOWN CITY OF 1829 ne% 7.07%) 25a%)
12 WATERVELE CITY OF 153 TR 4E1% 529%
13 WATKINS CITY OF [ =103 £37% 2%
14 WATGOH CITY OF 209 574% 295% 1.09%|
14 WAUDUNCITY OF =] 81.0% 520% 12.10%
12 WAVERLY CITY OF b 49.6% BITH 11.28%
2 WAVZATACITY OF 4113 % 4% 428%)
13 WELCCMECHNY OF m EL0% s B51%)
1 WELLS CITY OF 2464 TRI% 299% T1E5%
T4 WENDELL CITY OF w7 Lg% 475% 1384
13 WEST CONCORD CITY OF (=] 5% osex a10%,
2 WESLT ST PAUL CITY OF 19,408 | 295% 577%
14 WESTUNIDH CITY OF &7 1% 190% £ 28%
11 WESTEROOK CITY OF 758 B1a% L04%) [RTTY
1 WESTPORT CITY OF 72 57.8% 1581%] 18.48%
14 WHALAN CITY OF 64 £14% -1E7% 2655%|
13 WHEATCH CITY GF 1819 68.0% 2.85% B12%)
2 WHITE BEAR LAKE () CIT 2475 287 2a8% Teaxn
14 WILDER CITY OF ] £UA% -128% 16.9%
& WILLERNIE CITY OF s ETE LY 2 (153
14 WALLIAMS CITY OF 70 eas% o84 8.00%)
B WILLMAR CITY OF 18,351 72N 238%] 7.8%)
14 WILLOWRIVER CITY OF Rl T29% p2 12ETHR
14 WILMONT CITY OF 2z s2% 1.58%) 2438%
4 WILTCH CITY OF 08 18.7% 1.82%| 18.84%|
13 WINDCM CITY OF 4450 % 218% 47T%
18 WINGER CITY OF 208 oY 7.19%| ~12.08%)
1 WINNEBAGD CITY CF 1487 (1809 2CI%| M%
B WANONA CITY OF moee Tog% 147% A400%
12 WINGTED CITY OF 2094 S1a% 2.53%| 175N

574D

7923,104

200102 LeA
QROWTH BASED
MVert CUT

© @0 0 oB OO0 OECDAROOOO0 OO0 O000O0AQ0COOOGCO®OG O G®S e 0 0ECo0 000066 0 oo oo

25,781,520 4,152472 85,997,300 2% 214%
TRLEVYAD  INLEVY+AD TOTAL A CUT| [ AD CUT AB A%
BASE LOA BASEMVCAT TOTALGTATEAID  ABA%OF OF 1 TOTAL
REDUCSTION AEDUCTICH REDUCTICH LEVY+ADD EXP
ATl
=580 0 67,360 8% PRIA
L5+ (] 8714 20% 128%]
50,381 ] 105365 41% 1.01%]
32485 ] AILENY) % 100%
1898 ] 1,532 2.0%) 185
es17a ] e5178 0% o
2,005 ° 2028 20% 132%)
15434 ] 127.880 14.4%) 920%
se27 ] 5827 20% 1.33%)
&0 ] €0 20% 1.46%)
1,083 ] 1083 20% 1.20%)
[ 221 -] LXe 2O oEY
T8 o 729 2o% 222%|
Te2 o e 0% 137%)
1,871 [ £8,074 A% 1.80%)
17,545 (] 155,583 153%) 7.70%
B1218 o 184418 4% 279%
191 ] REELL) 2% LS
1528 ] 2a5e8 0% 1.5%)
g4s2 ] 452 20% 0.7
2216 a 228 2o%) 230%)
224 ] 2244 20%) 131%]
6300 ] 6,300 2m% 1.08%
4500 42235 47,105 2% am%
7782 o 7782 20% 142%
2474 ] a3 nE% 489%
2089 a 2090 on 280%
2.838 o 9,00% 20| 1.88%
124,704 o 260,944 aF% 1.95%
188 [ 166 0% 0.22%
7488 0 TABS 20% 1.43%)
= o L+ 20% o7k
Fit] (] (=] 20% 14E%)
ALELH ] 42.380 42% 1.52%)
(11113 o 287,237 Aol 1.87%)
01 (] a1 2% 431%
1650 ] 2820 2% 1.20%|
1338 o 138 2.0% ooex
122,886 o am e 52% 236%
1,063 L] .08 0% 17|
22 o 2 2.0%| 1.86%)
[ [ [1] 20% oeex
as.e24 L] 54,850 30%] 151%
1278 a 1218 20% oe%
16,138 ] Ta831 BE5Y%| Aes%
260,505 0 275472 21% 154%
251 0 20,051 &% aea%

A1411,948 7.833,704 21466191 2,881,205 s go1,e23 99,857,209 213%
SUSTAINED 2007-02  SUSTAINED 2001+ TOTAL GYE3

L+A QACWTH BAGED £ L+AQROWTH UNIFORMED ANTC UNIFORMEDANTC ELIMIMATIONGF  AMORT. AIBTO CYOITOTAL COY [AD CUT AS AN

LaA cut BASED MVert CUT LGA CUT MVert CUT CITY _AMOAT, A2 Lag A REBUCTICH OF ANTC

o L nhabe | SER Gy i .m&
73800 - 4022 - - ™Iz £.00%
- 3734 - s 175%

£5,001 - D152t 14852 2.00%)
84382 - 17710 1e2.881 807%|
3207 - - 2207 175%

82200 - - 22200 175%

. 1240 1240 1.78%

62,381 - [EECT 2.0c%)
- 2827 - 2587 1.75%

L r 18 - 183 T.76%|

. - o8 - 708 175%

- 7177 I 175%

58 - - ass 1.75%

1116 . 1116 176%

063 - 2100 £00%
w7 - - 5713 (141
111208 »: 9,428 182,829 4.80%]
- - 29,781 25,751 175%

- - 12508 12,298 1.78%|

. - aqat 4401 1.75%)

[ . eca 1.75%|

1528 . 1620 175%

- 2857 - zasT 1.75%

> 210 45387 50.567 0.50%)

. 5 asn 1z 1.75%)
L7248 - - - 42840 £.00%]
- . 817 017 1.75%

- ™ 1081 £051 1.75%

135,240 - 250435 - 384674 288%

= = a an 1.75%

- . 2502 -] - 250 1.75%

. . 203 C - ] 175%

- 481 - 4ca 175%

2808 1414 ] aze2 5.00%!

101,243 - 355204 2 544,508 2.68%)

£ * - 208 1.78%)

- az82 > a2z 1.75%]

. 788 - 728 1.75%

208,532 = 145,200 = - 52,731 423%]

5 - 2an - - - 2am 175%

i - 1,483 = . 1453 1.75%)

- - - L . 1 110%

18233 28,830 J 48.262 2e9%

2 m .17 1.78%

21945 - 21,545 6.00%)

487 21744 = £35,253 @78 Fo1,121 eoox

E7401 . 2322 * 5724 6.00%)




GOVEANOR'S REC.: CITY AID REDUCTIONS

TOTALD: 3,338,488 ETRTLY dar% nAEN
% OTATE AID
{LOA + MVerta) sy Ava

RED, POPULATICH | OF TOTAL LEVY ENFLATION « HH | % CIHO IN LEVY
CODE HAME 2800 +AID 2002 onowTH +AID 200102
11 STEWART CITY OF £ 57.0% 347%) 7.42%
12 GTEWARTVILLE CITY OF s e 620% 13.64%|
2 STILLWATER CTY OF 15,143 243% 248% 12.15%
12 GTOCKTONGITY OF [ aBE% B48% 1L19%
W STOARDEN CITY OF m 407% 295% ST
14 STRANDOUIST CITY CF ] 81.1% 287 0.43%]
14 STRATHCONACTTY GF EC] I .50%] 17.08%)
14 STURGECH LAKE CITY OF 27 273% 115T% ZLETY
W BUKBURG GITY OF 110 aTa% 571%] 4.42%]
4 SUNFISH LAKECITY OF 504 oo% 475%) -088%
# SWANVILLE CfTY OF st eas% BATH| 19.74%)
14 TACONITECITY CF s BLA% 245% -2.18%
14 TAMARACK CITY OF 50 e 1.67%) Bt
14 TAORICITY OF ] TEE% 5.09% 120%
14 TAUNTON CITY OF 2m £23% 255% 20.00%|
12 TAYLORS FALLS GITY OF L] 228% Aaa% 10.05%|
14 TEMNEY GITY OF 3 £18% 295% 0.54%|
14 TENGTRIKE CITY OF 105 217% 7a1% TE8%
& THIEF RIVER FALLS CITY © s4t0 B15% 3.20% BEO%
14 THCMSOH CITY CF 153 2a5% o.7e% 1B.50%
1 TINTAM CITY GF 7 8% £01%) -5.03%,
4 TONKABAYCITY OF 1547 az% EREY ~1438%
T TOWERCITY OF an 50£% ase% 239%
13 TRACY CITY OF 22¢8 saa% 440% TB.54%|
14 TRAIL CITY OF a2 313% 170%) o.02%)
11 TRIMONT CIiY OF 754 2% 2.58%] oo™
14 TROMMALD CITY CF 128 428% TAI% 2.18%
1 TROSKY GITY OF 18 axg% 295%| T
11 TRUMAN CITY OF 1259 700% 270 BET%
14 TUATLE AIVER CITY CF 75 183% 499%) 10 80%|
14 TWIN LAKES CITY OF 168 TEI% 1m12% -075%
T3 TWIN VALLEY CITY OF Bas 6E.T% 4.00%) 17.74%)
10 TWODHARDCRS CITY GF g €52% 218% 15.42%)
11 TYLERCITY OF 1218 TZE% 1% 730T%
11 ULENGITY OF sz BAO% 1.83% +8.03%)
1 UNDERWCOD CITY OF at % a21% 501%
14 UPSALACITYOF 424 47.0% 8aT% 2.08%
14 URDANK CITY OF 5 027% 513% £200%
W UTICACITYOF 30 0a0% A% oo
2 VADWAIS HEIGHTS CITY OF| 12,082 1% 1.90%] (¥4
14 VEROAS CITY OF 3 225% £38%) 10.51%
8 VEAMLLION CITY OF a7 185% 275%] 0.57%
13 VERNDALE GITY OF 575 £56% 238% 12.95%)
14 VERNCH GEMTER CITY CF ELE] Apo% az% 10.54%|
14 VESTACTYOF a2 s8.4% 1.48% 118%
5  VIGTORIACITY OF acas 2% B.85% 17.34%)
14 VIKING CITYOF 02 £55% 5.86% pety)
14 VILLARD CITY OF 244 8a30% 506% 12.81%
14 ViHmO CITY OF L s8R 241% -028%
10 VIRGINIA CITY OF 5,157 £2a% 322%) 8.47%|

£2,331.212

4378
a
o
[.]

a1t

7.533,104 5,701,530 4153472 a5p0.300 2% %

2001-02 LA TRLEVY4AD  TRLEVY4AND TOTAL A cuT| | AmD cUT AD A S
GROWTH BASED DASE LOA BASEMVCAT TOTALGTATEAID  ACA%OF OF 93 TOTAL

MVert CUT REDUCTICH REDUCTION LEVY+AID BXP

] 7062 (] T2 20%) 1.28%)

0 29,847 o 114387 1% 287%

] 141767 ] TE4751 102%| L75%

o 281 ] 2231 2% 0.43%

o 4148 o 4748 20%| o

L] 88 [ 388 2 L

a 10 o 110 20% 138

[} nhu“_ i a 1574 0% 1.85%|

0 1002 q 1002 0% 812%

(] 515 1320 1901 oo% 070%

[ 2em ] 2880 2 134%)

[ B4 ] BAN 2% 1.04%

o 259 L] 259 0% 010%

L} 148 o 148 2.0%) 288%

a (1] o 8 0% 1.39%

o 10,485 o 10,485 20%) 1.53%

] [ ] s 20% T.3%
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Governor’s Proposed Local Aid Cuts:
Frequently Asked Questions

Note: This document reflects some of the questions we have received over the past several
days. Although our responses are based on our careful reading of the suppiemental budget
materials, we have not yet seen a draft of the legislation. Some of the details of the
governor's proposal could change before the bill is introduced,

Q: How does the governor’s plan impact cities?

A: The governor is proposing two distinct aid cuts for 2002. The first cut is
called a “growth-based” cut and is based on the increase in total levy and
aids in each city. Larger increases in levy plus aids will generally result in
larger cuts although there are adjustments for rapidly growing communities.
The second cut is called a “uniform” cut that will reduce each city’s aid by 2
percent of its 2002 levy plus aids.

Q: My city lost most of its LGA and all of its HACA under the 2001 tax bill.
Are we insulated from these cuts?

A: Probably not. The cuts would first be made from LGA and then from the
state reimbursement to your city for the new market value homestead
credit.

Q: What is the rationale for the governor’s “growth-based cut?”

A: The governor has suggested that some of the large proposed property tax
increases is an indication that some cities can afford more pain because they
are raising more total revenue.

Q: Our city council reduced the final property tax levy in December. Will this
gction affect the cuts?

A: Yes, the estimates that have been prepared by the Department of
Revenue are based on the September 15 preliminary property tax levies for
each city. A reduction in the property taxes would reduce the city’s aid cuts.



MESSAGES FOR LEGISLATORS ON THE GOVERNOR’S “BIG FIX”

IL

II1.

Summary of major points

A

B
Ce

Cities should not be asked to disproportionately contribute to solving the
state’s budget shortfall. Aid to cities comprises 10 percent of state
revenues, but cities are being asked to absorb 30 percent of the revenue
cuts.

Cutting aids to cities will have consequences on city services.

Cutting fund balances is not an effective solution.

Cities did not proportionately benefit during the state’s economic growth

A.

In the decade from 1992 —2002, aid to cities has grown by about 10%
while state general fund revenues have increased by over 60% during that
time.

Aids to cities were cut by 10% for 2002 alone.

Cities have paid a sales tax since the early 1990°s. This was imposed
during the last recession to help the state, but never removed. Cities and
counties now pay over $100 million per year in sales tax.

Cutting aid to cities will have consequences

A

B.

Aids and taxes pay for city services. Reducing aids will affect the level of
services citizens receive.

The largest expenditure category for cities is public safety. Depending on
the extent of aid cuts, public safety expenditures could be impacted at a
time when citizen demands for increased public safety are rising,
Financial advisors have indicated that city bond ratings could be adversely
affected depending on the nature and severity of cuts. Preserving bond
ratings is as important to cities as to the state; they directly affect the cost
of government.

All of these impacts could be compounded in cities with low property
values because they cannot as easily compensate for aid cuts.

Cutting fund balances should not be part of the solution

A.

B.

The reasons cities have varying amounts of fund balances are very
different.

Most cities maintain about one-half of their budgets in reserve simply to
avoid borrowing because property tax settlements and aid payments do not
occur until mid-year.

Use of fund balances is a one-time source of revenue; it does not solve the
ongoing problem.

Looking at city fund balances on December 31 is very deceiving since
cities have just received state aid payments and property tax settlements.
It is akin to looking at your checkbook on payday and believing you have
a lot of money, not accounting for the bills that must be paid.

Financial advisors have indicated that bond ratings could be adversely
affected.



Item 4
2/6/02
Workshop

ITEM: Legislative priorities for 2002 Session

Summary: The Mayor would like to discuss the following legislative priorities and the
council’s feelings about each:

Plant Genomics building—U of M Campus, Falcon Heights

U of M Bonding for greenhouse replacement—U of M Campus, Falcon Heights
Chiller Plant replacement—U of M Campus, Falcon Heights

Data Privacy legislation (see attached e-mail to Mary Jo McGuire)

800 MHz 22 cent surcharge on phone bill

LGA formula issue (see article attached from Strib by Lori Sturdevant)
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