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TASK GROUP SUPPLEMENT TO ITS REPORT

NOV. 20/89

i

The Joint Committee reviewed the Task Group’s report and
recoxmnendations in October, and requested further
information. Discussion about funding Municipal Taxing
Authorities (M.T.A.s) resulted in a request to produce more
calculations and tables. Questions, such as which formula
would be used to distribute MTAs’ funds and from which
funding pool would these funds be drawn, were raised. Also ,
further experimentations with the grouping of municipalities
(e.g. 6 tax based, excluding Yellowknife) was requested.
This supplemental report contains examples whmich were
generated from the many scenarios and proposals developed
over the course of the Task Group’s work.

It is important to note that none of these examples are
recommended for implementation by the Task Group, as they do
not reflect any new consensus among the Task Group. As
well, they may not be consistent with the Conceptual
Framework to which the Group subscribed when undertaking the
review..

In light of the discussions which took place at the Joint
Committee meeting, the Task Group assessed its stated
recommendations, and concluded that the Group would leave
its recommendations as they were presented in its report to
the Joint Committee. The Task Group agreed that it would
provide the additional information requested by the Joint
Committee in this Supplement to the Task Group report which
is the compilation of that additional information requested.

In addition, the Group decided to obtain an independent
assessment of its report from a recognized municipal
historian/academic. The services of Dr. Andrew Sancton,
Professor of Local Government Studies at the University of
Western Ontario’s School of Public Administration were
acquired under contract with the Department.

As a result of the Group’s review of Dr. SanCton’s draft
assessment of the Report to the Joint co~ittee~ the Task
Group has concluded:

1. That the credit units approach to funding hamlets, as
proposed in the Task GrouP Report to ‘he Joint
Committee is a practical and sensible aPProach ‘o
funding hamlets and charter communities, and should be
adopted. The Task Group recommendations in this regard
are sound.

. . . /2
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2.

3.

4.

5.

That the Task Group’s proposed equalization formula for
funding tax based municipalities may be flawed. The
formula does not take community size into consideration
in the resource rationing process. As Dr. Sancton
pointed out, adopting this propos~ approach represents
a departure from all other jurisdictions in Canada.
It is now the Vi=J of the Task GrouP that * y-k
Group rao~tion8 on Equalization paywnt funding
to tax hasod Imlniclpalitios con-- in - Ropon to
tho Joint Commlttea should, thuofore ho hold in
~mCO while the Task Group undertakes fur::::ul:tudy
as to the adequacy of the recommended in
recognizing community size and consequent community
operating costs.

Although the Task Group is of the view that its
recommendations respecting hamlets which assume taxing
authority are sound, there may be some further
conclusions drawn from the reassessment of equalization
funding to tax based municipalities. This review may
warrant new recommendations being made.

Dr. Sancton’s comments on the Quebec experience
respecting the financing of public primary and
secondary education services points to a need to do
further research as to the specific impacts of
proceeding with school tax reform.

It is still possible for these analyses to be done so
that the full implementation of the funding schemes
could take place for 1991. A recommended time frame
could be as follows:

ZaLHAM4 “
December/89 Joint Committee Joint Committee
Dec-June/90 Reassessment
February/90 Ministerial Review
Mar-August/90 Consultation
early July/90 NwTAM Review
mid July/90 Ministerial Review
August/90 consultation
September/90 ****included in 1991 ~~ Estimates****

Supplementary Information

Before examining the following three scenarios? it 1s
helpful to review the two formulae to be used in their
original context ( from the Sept. 1, 1989 report). The
calculations in the scenarios use either the Modified
Equalization Formula - Model B by itself or coupled with the
Per Capita Model. (See the following pages.)



PER CA

FORMuW:

GRANT = PER CAPITA FACTOR X NCI X POPU
. 1989 ACTUAL GRANT - YELLOWKNIF
- POPULATION YELLOWKNIFE - (1 986 

NCI Population

EC)RT  SIMPSON I 1.13 987 I

nDT  <MITH 1.00
——
HAY RIVER I .(XJ -Z, Y04

iNUV!K 1.18 3,389i

IQALUIT 1.30 2,947 !

NORMAN WELLS 1.25 627

YELLC)WKNIFE 1.00 11,753
——- . . ‘)< 1’)7

I I

1,— 2,460 !Fb,,, o,..,,., .- . X3

I
—

T() I AL I I 1 IA, ,

PER CAPITA FACTOR = $86.00 = (iii ACTUAL

‘. . . .- ./ .- .-. ------  -



TABLE # 8

PER 

FORMUIA:

GRANT = PER CAPITA FACTOR X NCI X PO
- 1989 ACTUAL GRANT - YELLOWK
- POPULATION YELLOWKNIFE - (1 98

NCI Population

FORT SIMPSON 1.13 987 

FORT SMITH 1.00 2,460 

HAY RIVER 1.00 I 2,964

INUVIK 1.lF 3,389

IQALUIT 1.30 2,947 

NORMAN WELLS 1.25 627

YELLOWKNIFE 1.00 13,568

TOTAL 26,942 

PER CAPITA FACTOR~OO

—. . . .
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TABIE # 9

MODIFIED EQUALl~TION  FORMUW  - MODEL B
2 3 4 5 6

1
● TOTAL

# OF EQUALIZED — ,-, 17} lA\ IGI 1;89 naz!iL~-GRANT PAID VARIANCE
AKIANCt

>TALS Y / u o  I 7uu,Lu~,4W~  ,

GRANT POOL 2,3 E3,771
[INCLUDES $400,00
EXTRA-ORDINARY FUNDING

. 1988 Assesment  for 1989 Taxation
FOR FORT SIMPSON)

ii
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Yellowknife is not included in the calculations.
(

The assumption

(.
is that the city would receive an amount as agreed to by Municipal
and Community Affairs.

~ TAE- 1
I Distribution bv l?~tlo~.

Fort Simpson This table shows two results;

I Fort Smith the first does not include the
I Hay River $400,000 additional funds for

Norman Wells the Fort Simpson while, the
Inuvik second Inuvik result does
Iqaluit include it. The Iqaluit pool

of funds is the same as it is
currently minus Yellowknife’s
grant. The funds are
distributed using the Modified
Equalization Formula-Model B.

TAELE 2
Distribution bv Euua~tioq.

6 Tax-Based
Tuktoyaktuk
Rankin Inlet

TAELE 3
Distribution bv Eaualization
and Per CaDita

6 Tax-Based

T A B L E  4
Distribution bv Equalization
and Per Ca~ita

6 Tax-Based
Tuktoyaktuk
Rankin Inlet

Tuktoyaktuk and Rankin Inlet
bring their current funding to
this pool for distribution using
Modified Equalization Formula -
Model B.

The total grant is calculated
by adding Columns 6 and 9.
Funds are distributed using the
Modified Equalization Formula -
Model B and a straight per
capita model.

Tuktoyaktuk and Rankin Inlet
bring to this pool for
distribution using the Modified
Equalization Formula - Model B
and a straight per capita model.
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TABLE # 1 - S

MODIFIED EQUALl~TION  FORMULA MODEL B LESS YEL1OWKNIFE 
1 2 3 4 5 6

● TOTAL

# OF EQUALIZED

DWELLINGS ASSESSMENT {B) (c) _’”’
t-i

TOTALS 1 4,967 I 424, //u, oY/ 1 !,  _: =U’u -  ‘  ‘ “:”-”.  =--=_ - — — ._ _ — —

GRANT POO

. . NOTE: YELLOWKNIFE’S  GRANi WOULD BE APPROXIMATELY $1,012,826
“ 1988 Assesment  for 1989 Taxation



TABLE # 2- SCENARIO I
iODIFIED EQUALIZATION FORMULA MODEL B INCLUDING TL.IKTOYAKUJK  AND RANKIN INLET WITH AND WITHOUT FORT SIMPSON’S $400,000

h

1 2 3 A 5 6 7 8
I “ TOTAL
1# OF EQUALIZED i 9 8 9 II G~NT*--”i

J . . .
dU”VIK i 1 ;395 81;998;156 1.701 1 18“ : - - 2:
3ALUIT 1,025 91,702,251 1.1T8 1.30 1. .--, .
JORMAN WELLS I 260 97,137,094 0 .268 1.25 0.335 ]
JKTf)YAKll IK I 575 26.332.597 2.184 I nn 7 IRA I

“ NOTE: YELLOWKNIFE’S  GRANT WOULD BE APPROXIMATELY $1,012,826
“ 1988 Assesment  for 1989 Toxation

(INCLUDES .$400,000
EXTRA-ORDINARY FUNDING
FOR FORT SIMPSON)
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TABLE # 3 - SCENARIO I

,MODIFIED EQUALIZATION FORMUM  MODEL B AND PER CAPITA MODEL LESS YELLOWKNIFE 11
&

7 8 9 10 . ____ _.
1 2 3 _ 4 5 6 _————

“ TOTAL
PER CAPlfA ACTUAL

1989 GRANT 1989
# OF EQUALIZED

DWELLINGS ASSESSMENT (B) (c) (A) [G) GRANT PAID VARIANCE MOUNT GRANT PAID VARIANCE

313 16,460,891 1.901 1.13 2.149 168,582 58~_84
ORT SIMPSON

110,298 50,452 58,284 (7,8321

1.00 1.396 109,567 130,147 (2T5GO 134,080 130,147 3,933
+AY RIVER 1,174 84,067,765 1.396

1.00 1.396 109,528 132,999 [23,471 111,281 132,999 (21 ,718

ORT SMITH 800 53,404,540 1.396

Q—ALUIT
1.30 1.453 114,032 198,670 (84,638 173,304 198,670 25,366

1,025 91,702,251 1.118
40,110 (13,82 6 35,454 40,110 ( (4,656

dORMAN  WELLS 260 97,137,094 0 .268 1.25 0 .335 26,284
125,263 32,218 180,901 125,263 55,638

NuVIK 1,395 81,998,156 1.701 1.18 2.007 157,481
685,473 0 6 8 5 4 7 3 685,473 lo~

TOTALs 4,967 424,770,697 8.737 685,473
.  .—

GRANT POOL 685,473 GWNT POOL 685,473

● ☛ NOTE: YELLO +/KNIFE’S  GRANT WOULD BE APPROXIMATELY $1,012,826
● 1988 Assesment  for 1989 Taxation
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TABLE  H 1  SCF14ARI0  II

MODIFIED EQUALIZATION FORMUM  - MODEL B
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 Q 1()

_ — .
r —

●  fioTAL
ACIUAL

EQUALIZED
GRANT 1989

# OF
1989

DWELLINGS ASSESSMENT ,pjo, (c) (A) (g ._ ______ ._.Ti.847 AM-;~84 y;6p;: ‘A:~oN:;6GRANT PAID VARIANCE

FORT SIMPSON 313 16,460,891 1.13 2.148 528,415 1 1 6 > 6 8 ————
1:498 1.00 1.498 102;515 430:350 265;998 J6A,352

FORT SMITH 800 53,404 ,540 368,513 265,998 _ . — — .

HAY RIVER 84,067,765 1 .39Z 1.00 1.396 3j3,420 260,294 83,126 401,047 260,294
1174

140,753

1395 81,998,156 1.701 1.18 2.007 2 > 0 5 2 5 2 4 3 2 0 3 576,577 250,525 3 2 6 , 0 5 2
493,728 r ~ -——INUVIK —.

91,702,251 1.118 1.30 ‘1.453 357,443 397,340 ( 3 9 , 8 9 7: 417,422
IQALUIT 1025

397,340 20,082——

NORMAN WELLS 260 97,137 ,094 0 .268 1.25 0.335 ‘82 ,41  1 8~20 –

+

2,191 96,239 80,220 16,01~
———

YELLOWKNIFE 4 7 3 9  I 5 5 5 , 5 1 2 , 8 8 3 0 .853 1.00 0.853 209,841 1,012,826 (802,98 5 I 245,052 1,012,826 [767,774)
—.

I 9 8 0 2 8 3 5 8 0 9.69 2 38j3,771 2,783,771 2,783,771 0
TOTALS 9 7 0 6  ! ,  ,__ 2,383,771 0 L

_——— —  —_———— _-— — —
NOTE: GRANT P’30Lg~;~83,771

GRANT POOL 2,383,771

“ 1988 Assesment  for 1989 Toxation

[INCLUDES $400,00
EXRA-ORDINAR  { FUNDING
FOR FORT SIMPLON)

11

*

.
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SCENARIO II

This scenario includes all existing Tax Based. Municipalities using
the Modified Equalization Formula - Model B or a combination of
equalization and per capita. It also presents the same options for
the Hamlets which are in their own separate transition zone before
becoming full TBM’s. These Hamlets will be taxing authorities, but
will be subject to some restrictions.

TABLE 1
Distribution bv Equalization

Yellowknife This table shows two results;
Fort SimpSOn the first does not include the
Fort Smith $400,000 additional funds for
Hay River Fort Simpson, while the second
Inuvik does include it. The funds are
Norman Wells distributed using the Modified
Iqaluit Equalization Formula - Model B.

TABLE 2
Distribution bv Equalization
and Per Capita

7 - Tax Based

TABLE 3
Distribution bv Equalization

Tuktoyaktuk
Rankin Inlet

TABLE 4
Distribution bv Equalization
and Per Capita

Tuktoyaktuk
Rankin Inlet

The total grant is calculated
by adding columns 6 and 9.
Funds are distributed using the
Modified Equalization Formula -
Model B and a straight per
capita model.

This table shows Tuktoyaktuk and
Rankin Inlet in a transition
pool for new taxing authori~ies
where funds are distributed
using the Modified Equalization
Formula - Model B.

This table shows Tuktoyaktuk and
Rankin Inlet in a transition
pool for new taxing authorities
where funds are distributed
using the Modified Equalization
Formula - Model B and a straight
per capita model.

.*

i
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SCENARIO II (continued)

TABLE 5
Distribution bv Equalization

7 - Tax Based
Rankin Inlet
Tuktoyaktuk

TABLE 6
Distribution bv Equalization
and Per Capita

7 - Tax Based
Rankin Inlet
Tuktoyaktuk

This table shows two results;
the first does not include the
$400,000 additional funds for
Fort Simpson, while the second
does include it. The funds are
distributed using the Modified
Equalization Formula - Model B.

The total grant is calculated
by adding columns 6 and 9.
Funds are distributed using the
Modified Equalization Formula -
Model B and a straight per
capita model.

.

I

J



TABLE  # 2 - SCENARIO II

MODIFIED EQUALIZATION FORMUIA  MODEL  t3 AND PER CAPIIA MODEL COMBIFJID
1 2 3— .—_. __——

● ~OTAl  -

# OF EQUALIZED
DWELLINGS ASSESSMENT w--

‘ORT SIMPSON 16,460,891 1.901
~,3 . _ _ . _ . - .  -.=

— .
/ELLOWKNIFE 4739 555,512,883 0.853—.
-lA’i RIVER 1174 84,067,765 1.396— .
‘ORT SMITH 800 53,404,540 1.396.—. -—
QALUIT 1025 91,702,251 - 1.118

NORMAN  WELLS 260 97,137,094 0.268.——
NUVIK 1395 1.70181,998,156 _

TOTALS 9,706 980,283,580—— — — — .  .

4 5 ~ ---

‘-”- I 1’---

. . . . — 7 8 v Iu II ●

I II PER CAPilA

I

ACTUAL
1989 GRANT 1989 I

“#l=3EH$H”F’CI?ANT  PAln  I VARIANCE- . . . . . . . . . . - .,_ .-
58,20i 2,000— .-—

qo!dg _Jjj;__
i,638
7,145,

132,999 40; 506 102;086 132;999 ~io,9m’

198,670 (18,030 158,985 198,670 (39,685

4 0 , 1 1 0 1,526 32,524 40,110 (7,586

125,263 124,20~ 165,953 125,263 40,691

1,191,886 0 1,191,886 1,191,886 (o;

GRANT POOL ~, 191,886
GRANT POOL 1,191,886 (DOESN’T INCLUDES $400,000

EXTRA-ORDINARY FUNDING

● 1988 Assesment [or 1989 Taxation FOR FORT SIMPSON]



TABLE # 3- SCENARIO I I

M O D I F I E D  EQUALlmTION FORMULA MODEL  B TRANSITION ZONE

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8——— —————
●  T O T A L  —

-.——.——

# OF EQUALIZED 1989
DWELLINGS ASSESSMENT (B) (c) (G)(A) - — -- GRANT PAID VARIANCE

RANKIN INLET 374 21,179,664 1.766 1.00 1;766 711,342 863,694 (152,352 )
TUKTOYAKTUK 575 26,332,597 2.184 1.00 2.184 879,552 727,200 152,352

TOTALS 949 47.512,261 . 3 . 9 5 0 1,590,894 1,590,894 0
‘—~-~~~OOL 1,590,894

_.—

.

&

*
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TABLE #4 . SCENARIO II
MODIFIED EQUALIZATION FORMULA MODEL B AND PER CAPITA GRANT FoR 11 iE TRANSITION 70rJF MUNICIPALITIES

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 .
r- . — . — . — — — ..——.  —-—— -—-. — . ______ . .. — .-— -—.

“ TOTAL PER CAPITA ACTUAL
# OF EQUALIZED 1989 GRANT 1989
DWELLINGS ASSESSMENT (6] ( c ) [A] (G) GRANT PAID VARIANCE AMOUNT GRANT PAID VARIANCE

WNKIN INLET 37A 21,179,664
— — —

1.766 1.00 1.766 355,671
————— _——

431,847 (76, 176 474,574 431,847 42,727
‘UKTOYAKTUK 575 26,332,597

——.—
2.184 1.00 2.184

——
439,776 363,600 76,176 320,873 363,600 {42,727!

TOTALSI 949 A7,512,261 3.950 795,447 795,447 0 795,447 795,447 01— . .  . — — — —
GRANT POOL 795,447 G~NT POOL

—
795,A47

.
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TABLE #6 - SCENARIO II
MODIFIED EQUALIZATION FORMULA MODEL B AND PER CAPITA MODEL  COMBINED

,.. -, I

---, ..- 1 ——

17nl~71 ‘-; A’i21)t 189;675 t 130,1471 59,52[

..” I .  . .  - - - - - 1 .--, ---- , —.—

335 ] 49,121 ] 40 ,110 9;01  1 5W 40,110 10,04!
m7 I 7QA71’11 175 ?A3 169,050 255,910 125,263 130,64;

7 1111 607 59.450 431.847 [372,39

GRANT POO 1,985,333 (DOESN’T INCLUDES $400,000
EXTRA-ORDINARY FUNDING

“ 1988 Assesment [or 1989 Toxation FOR FORT SIMPSON)

*

.
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Fort SiIIIpSOn
assumption is
Municipal and
a transitions

TABLE 1

SCENARIO 11X

i s n o t included in all the calculations. The
that they would receive an amount as agreed to by
Community Affairs or Fort Simpson will be placed in
pool for emerging TBM’s.

Distribution bv EcfualiZatiOII

yellowknife In this table, the pool of funds
Fort Smith is reduced by Fort Simpson’s
Hay River present grant and is distributed
Inuvik using the Modified Equalization
Norman Wells Formula - Model B.

Iqaluit

TABLE 2
Distribution bv Equalization
and Per Capita

6 - Tax Based

TABLE 3
Distribution bv Equalization

Fort Simpson
Tuktoyaktuk
Rankin Inlet

TABLE 4
Distribution bv EqUaliZi3tiOn

and Per Capita

Fort Simpson
Tuktoyaktuk
Rankin Inlet

1
!

I

In this table, the pool of funds
is reduced by Fort Simpson’s
present grant and is distributed
using the Modified Equalization
Formula - Model B and a straight
per capita model.

This table shows Tuktoyaktuk and
Rankin Inlet and Fort Simpson
in a transition pool for
emerging TBM’s. Funds are
distributed using the Modified
Equalization Formula - Model B.

This table shows Tuktoyaktuk,
Rankin Inlet and Fort Simpson
in a transition pool for
emerging TBM’s. Funds are
distributed using the Modified
Equalization Formula -Model B
and a straight per capita model.

I
1 ,

I
I ~. . .

i ‘ . .



TAME # 1 SCENAR

MODIFIED EQUAU2ATION  FORMULA - MODEL  B U3S FORT SIMPSON
I 2

[ I “ TOTAl - ’
#oF EQUAllZED

DWELUNGS ASSESSMENT (B) (cl (4 (G)
FORT SMITH 800 53,404,540 1.498 1.00 1.498 450,314

HAY RIWR 1174 84,067,765 1.396 1.00 1.396 419,652

INUVIK 1395 81,998,156 1,701 1.18 2.007 603,325

IQA.I.UIT 1025 91,702,251 1.118 I .30 I .453 436,787

NORMAN WE1l.S 260 97,137.094 0.268 1.25 0.335 100,704

YELLOWMFE A739 555,512,883 0.853 .100 0.853 256,421

TOTALS 9,393 963,822,689 7.54 2,267.203— .
GRANT POOL =

GR

2 ,

“ 1988 kwment  fw 1989 Toxckn
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TABLE #2 - SCENARIO Ill

MODIFIED EQUALIZATION FORMULA MODEL B AND PER CAPITA MODEL COMBINED - LESS FORT SIMPSON
1 2 3 4 5 6

“ TOTAL

# OF EQUALIZED

DWELLINGS ASSESSMENT (B) ~c) (A)

-;;[-’- Psg;

( G ) GRANT PAID VARIANCE
129,949 506,4-13 ‘-i-——— 557,153- 506,41~

YELLOWKNIFE 4739 555,512,883 0 .853 1.00 0.853 376,464

1.00 1.396 212,747 130,147 82,600 121,713 130,147 (8,434
HAY RIVER 1174 84,067,765 1.396

FORT SMITH 800 53,404,540 1.396 1.00 1.396 212,672 132,999 79,673 101,017 132,999 [31,982

1025 91,702,251 1 . 1 1 8 1.30 1.453 221,417 198,670 22,747 157,319 198,670 41,351
IQALUIT

1.25 0 .335 10,925 32,184 40,110 ( (7,926
NORMAN WELLS 260 97,137,094 0 .268 51,035 40,110

INUVIK 1395 81,998,156 1.701 1.18 2.007 305,781 Tm 180,519 164j215 125,263 38,952

TOTALS 963,822,689 7 1,133,602 1,133,602 0 1,133,602 1,133,602 0
9,393

GRANT POOL 1,133,602 GRANT POOL 1,133,602

“ 1988 Assesment  [or 1989 Tgxotion



IABIE  # 3- SCENARIO Ill
MODIFIED EGWWZATION FORMULA MODEL  B TRANSITION ZONE (WITH  AND WITHOUT S400,000 TO FORT SIMPSON]

1 2 3 A 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
“ TOTAL ACTUAL

#cf EGWALJZED 1989 GRANT 1989
DWELLINGS ASSESSMENT (B) (cl w (G] GUANT PAJD VARIANCE AMOUNT GRANT PAID VARIANCE

FORT SIMPSON 313 16,460,891 1.901 1.13 2.149 601,623 116,568 485,055 742,562 516,568 225,994
RANKIN INLET 374 21,179,664 1.766 1.00 1.766 494,433 863,693 (369,260] 610 ,262 863,693 [253,431
flKToYAKluK 575 26,332,597 2.184 I ,00 2.184 611,405 727,199 (1 15,7941 754,636 727,199 27,437
10TALS 1.262 63,973,152 6.ofg8 1.707.A60 1.707.460 01 2 .107 ,460 2.107.460 0

GRANT POOL 1,707,460 GRANT POOL = zio7,460
(INCLUDES S400,000
EXTRA-ORDINARY FUNDING

“ 1988 As.esmenl  br 1989 Taxdian FOR FORT SIMPSON]

*
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‘ MODIFIED
1

# OF
DWELLINGS

FORT SIMPSON 313
RANKIN INLIEI 374
TWCTOYAKTUK 575
TOTALS 1,262

2
“ TOTAL

FORMUL4  - MODEL B

EQUALIZED
ASSESSMENT

16,460,891
21,179,664
26,332,597
63,973,152

,.. >, ,2;:

TABLE # 4- SCENARIO Ill

6 7 8

1989
(G) GRANT PAID VARIANCE

300,811 58,284 242,527
247,216 431,847 (184,63c
305,702 363,600 (57,897
853,730 853,730 0—

GRANT POOL 853,730

9 10 11

PER CAPITA I ACTUAL I
GRANT 1989

AMOUNT GRANT PAID VARIANCE
231,194 58,284 172,910
370,264 431,847 (61,582
252,272 363,600 (111,328
853,730 853,730 0

XANT  POOL 853,730

“ 1986 Assesmwt for 1989 Taxatian

.



TABLE # 1 - SCENARIO IV
MODIFIED EQUALIZATION FORMULA MODEL B AND PER CAPITA MODEL  COMBINED

&

1 2 3 4 5
●  TOTAL

# OF EQUALIZED ‘ I “~~’ONl 1:’, I 8

INUVIK I 1.395 I 81:9’
-.. . . . . .

&iNKlti” ttw m I 374 I 21’.179:664 I 1.7661 1.00
I

GRANT POOL = 3,970,665

“ 1988 Assesment  for 1989 Taxation

●
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Community Planning

Recreation

- 3 -

This amount represents costs

associated with up-dating and

maintaining plans.

The per capita amounts 20-10-5-

3 decrease with population.

The outcomes of these
calculations represent program

and supplies costs.

.

.,..


