Feather River Community College District
REVENUE PROJECTIONS and BUDGET ASSUMPTIONS
for
2011-12
- asof April 17, 2011 -

Prior to Anticipated State-Mandated Apportionment Reduction—-

Total Projected Unrestricted Revenue for 2011-12%: $12,909,794
Consisting of
a. General Revenues** $11,116,114
b. Other Revenue*** $1,793,680
Anticipated State-Mandated Apportionment Reduction—
a. Cut Estimated at 15%, assessed against General Revenue only: $1,667,417
b. Corresponding FTES ‘Workload Reduction’ @ 15% of 1630: 245
Net Total Projected Unrestricted Revenue for 2011-12: $11,242,377

—expected to be certified as Budgeted Unrestricted Revenue for 2011-12 on 3110,
and entered into Board-approved Tentative Budget.

—RBarring an early state budget that yields a different Unrestricted Revenue number,
all non-restricted expenditures will be budgeted against this number, and all
reductions will be counted towards the above Cut number.

*Detail Breakdown of Total Projected Unrestricted Revenue:

¥* a. General Revenues (Prior to Anticipated Reduction)®*#*

1. Property Taxes (Tax Allocation — Secured Roll) $5,266,748
2. Enrollment Fees (8874,8875,3882) $537,411
3. State Apportionment (8610,8615,8619) $5.311,955

$11,116,114

**% b, Other Revenue (Not affected by Anticipated Reduction)
1. Forest Revenues (Secure Rural Schools Act) $101,275
2. ARRA Funding $0
3. Lottery $187,500
4. Interest — County Treasurer $20,000
5. Interest — TRAN $2.500
6. Health Services Fees $53,700
7. Out-of-State Tuition: Nonresident Tuition $385,000
8. Part-Time Faculty Compensation (Other Gen’l Cat’l Progr’s) $26,934
{8629,8659)

9. Other Local Revenues — Athletics $10,000
10, Other Local Revenue (8890,8898) $80,000
I1. Transcripts/Refund Processing (Student Records) 33,500
12. MAA $0
13. State Mandated Costs 50
14. FRFR Membership Dues 585,000

15. Other Local Revenue (FRER Misc. Revenue-lockers, etc.) $25,000



16. Community Service Classes (8872) $19,000

17. Incoming Transfers (8980,8981) $98,400
18. Use of Reserves in 2011-12 Budget $695.871

$1,793,680
Total Unrestricted Revenue $12,909,794

NOTES on Revenne Assumptions

o Use of Beginning Fund Balance (#18 in Other Revenue) is tantamount to use of
reserves, and is also represented in Reserves breakdown, although this amount does
not constitute additional available funds/reserves.

o Differences between 2010-11 Final Budget (as represented in 12/31/10 311Q) are due
to differing projections for some of the Other Revenue lines:

1. FRFR revenue is projected lower than it was for 2010-11.

2. Forest Revenue (SRS) is projected lower, per statute.

3. Projected MAA revenue has not materialized in 2010-11; none is projected for
2011-12.

4. Athletics Revenue (gate and other miscellaneous) is projected more
realistically for 2011-12, based on pattern of actuals in 2010-11.

5. Interest Income has droppex in the last two years; it is estimated
conservatively.

6. Minor differences in projections for Out-of-State fees, Health Services fees,
Part-time Faculty Compensation, Transcript/Refund Processing fees, etc.

ek Detail Breakdown for Anticipated State-Mandated Reduction:
a. General Revenues (Assuming 15% Reduction)

I. Property Taxes (Tax Allocation - Secured Roll) $5,266,748

2. Enrollment Fees (8874,8875,8882) $537,411

3. State Apportionment (8610,8615,8619) $3.644.538
$9,448,697

b. Other Revenue $1.793,680

Total Net Projected Unrestricted Revenue for 2011-12: $11,242,377
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Budget Simulation: Feather River CCD

printable version

Underlying Assumptions

The reduction simulations assume a dollar reduction in each of credit, noncredit
and CDCP FTES in a proportional manner across the district's offerings.
Because noncredit and CDCP are funded at a lower rate, the percentage of
FTES reduced is greater. Similar to 2009-10, each district would likely be able
to decide the exact blend of its reductions. Headcount is simply a multiplier of
2.1 of the district's lost FTES, based on statewide ratios from 2009-10.

2011-12 Base revenue (before reductions) $11,207,932
Share of state apportionment (excluding ELPT) 0.20%
Number and percent credit FTES 1,573 (96.60%)
Number and percent noncredit FTES 55 (3.40%)
Number and percent CDCP FTES 0 (0.00%)

Notes: ELPT = excess local property tax districts

Quick Comparison

Governor's All Cuts, Prop. 98 .
Balanced 8 IR RO Suspended (LAO
98 Protected "
Approach Option)

($620 million cut,
$110 million new
fee revenue)

($400 million cut,
$110 million new
fee revenue)

($1.08S5 billion cut,
$280 million new
fee revenue)

! ti t -$-577,000 -$-1,015,000 -$-1,602,000
o (-5.2%) (-9.1%) (-14.3%)

Lost FTES -129" -227|| -359

Lost headcount -269“ 473, =747
Lost sections -43 | ~7§| -120 |

Detailed Scenarios

Assuming June Tax Package is Approved

$290 million net reduction to apportionment

Apportionment reduction: -$-577,000 (-5.2%)
Lost credit FTES: -122
Lost noncredit FTES: -7
Lost CDCP FTES: 0

http://www.ccleague.net/districtimpact2.php?id=16 4/21/2011
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Total lost FTES: -129
Lost headcount students: =269
Lost course sections: -43

If June Tax Package Fails and
Prop. 98 is Fully Funded

8510 million net reduction to apportionment

Apportionment reduction: -$-1,015,000 (-9.1%)
Lost credit FTES: -215
Lost noncredit FTES: -13
Lost CDCP FTES: 0
Total lost FTES: =227
Lost headcount students: -473
Lost course sections: -76

If June Tax Package Fails and
Prop. 98 is Suspended (LAO Options)

$805 million net reduction to apportionment

Apportionment reduction: -$-1,602,000 (-14.3%)
Lost credit FTES: -339
Lost noncredit FTES: -20
Lost CDCP FTES: 0
Total lost FTES: -359
Lost headcount students: -747
Lost course sections: -120

http://www.ccleague.net/districtimpact2.php?id=16 4/21/2011



