Building Condition Evaluation for

Beachwood Elementary School
March 15, 2010

Methodology for Evaluations:
The building condition evaluation is based on review of previous Building Condition
Assessments provided in a joint Clover Park School District/US Army Information Paper
dated 23 February 2010, and a site visit conducted on March 15, 2010 where reasonable
visual observations were made to assess the current condition of the facility.
The following assessment criteria and format follows a modified version of Washington
State OSPI’s (Office of Superintendent of Public Instruction) Building Condition
Evaluation rating system, used for determining the general building condition. Ratings of
‘Good’, ‘Fair’, ‘Fair/Poor’, ‘Poor’, Poor/Unsatisfactory’, and ‘Unsatisfactory’ are
available to rank various conditions of building components.
For purposes of this evaluation, ratings of ‘Good’ and ‘Fair’ can be deemed satisfactory
for continued use and/or with minor improvements to extend useful life of component.
Ratings of ‘Fair/Poor” through ‘Unsatisfactory’ can be deemed to require major work to
repair or replace components to extend useful life for appropriate operational and
educational goals and objectives.
General Information
Beachwood Elementary is composed of individual buildings built over three different
periods. The original school buildings, with 3 separate buildings connected by covered
walks, were built in 1962. A second classroom building, separate library/IMC, detached
playshed were built in 1985. The third classroom building was built in 1998. The total
building size for the 6 buildings excluding the playshed is 43,890 SF.
The exterior circulation between buildings and the building arrangement around a central
hard surface play area, a separate and remote located Library/ IMC building, which exists
at the current school configuration, all require exterior circulation and access between all
buildings/classrooms, and is inconvenient in this climate, and poses problems for
supervision and security.
Due to the current school enrollment of approximately 520 FTE, the school has continued
to adapt the use of available spaces. The use of the multipurpose room is impacted due to
the conflict of PE and food service, to the point that the students currently hold morning
PE classes across the street at the new recreation center. This is a safety issue, along with
a possible operational cost issue, to share use with the adjacent facility, and not to
mention inconvenient to the students and faculty. Considering the existing space needs
due to current and possible increased enrollment, plus if the District changes to full-day
kindergarten, the shortage of classrooms would be difficult to compensate for with
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current school facility design since additions to existing buildings would be very limited
on this site.
BUILDING CONDITION EVALUATION
Exterior - Foundation/Structure
Rating: Poor/Unsatisfactory
1. Observed evidence of recent roof leaks at covered walkway therefore question
structural integrity of system.
2. Concern regarding structural integrity of masonry walls construction and extent of
reinforcing in walls to resist vertical and lateral forces.
3. Exterior window walls are constructed with masonry walls below windows and
framed walls above, contributing to minimal exterior lateral shear walls.
4. Buildings appear to be primarily pre-engineered metal construction with masonry
infill. Due to broad overhangs steel and masonry structure appears to be in sound
condition
Exterior – Walls
Rating: Fair/Poor
1. Visible condition of walls finishes and construction appear to be in good
considering the age of the older buildings.
2. All walls lacking in thermal insulating performance.
3. ‘Panel 15’ or “FRP”-type material is installed is showing wear and gaps at trim
creating potential leak conditions.
Exterior – Roof
Rating: Fair/Poor
1. Roofs consist of built-up and metal standing seam roofing. Built-up roof
membrane on older buildings are into the second half of their effective life and
will require more frequent maintenance to prolong life of roof.
2. The roof system, as a major envelope component of the total building thermal
insulating performance. There is rigid insulation above roof in the built-up roof
areas, however the amount of insulation based on building envelope appears to be
inadequate and shall be upgraded with rigid insulation, air barrier, and reflectivity
membrane roof.
3. Metal roofing appears to be satisfactory
4. Covered walks appear to be dead-flat and drainage is bad. Leaks are apparent.
5. Soffits have varying installation details that could be improved to provide more
substantial ventilation and prevent pathways for insects.
6. Ridge skylights are in a state of disrepair and should be replaced for safety
reasons, insulating performance and water tightness.
Exterior – Windows/Doors
Rating: Fair
1. Windows are bronze anodized aluminum and are in good condition considering
the age of the buildings.
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2. Installation detail includes an exterior mounting system which appears to lack
thermal break and sound water-tightness. Broad overhangs help with exposure to
water.
3. Infill panels not insulated
Exterior – Trim
Rating: Fair
1. Observed few conditions of loose trim and/or damaged trim which requires repair.
2. Where roof replacement is to occur, replacement of all flashings/trim to also
occur.
Interior – Floors
Rating: Poor
1. VCT is generally in bad condition. Consistent gaps in tile due to shrinkage and
possible too much water during mopping. Floor finish is nearing end of useful
life. Carpet is in OK condition but it also is showing some signs of wear.
2. No Hazardous material (VAT) apparent in flooring.
3. Rubber base is worn beyond useful life and shall be replaced.
Interior – Walls
Rating: Fair
1. Fair condition based on apparent adequate routine maintenance. Painting of walls
is generally required. Use of durable, easy to maintain materials to be used in
heavy traffic areas
2. Framed corridor wall construction was questioned for structural, fire resistive
integrity and durability over extended 20-30 year building life.
Interior – Ceilings
Rating: Fair
1. Some water staining in suspended ceiling tile which needs replacing
2. Question mesh grille above classroom coat hooks and impact on HVAC
performance.
Interior – Fixed Equipment
Rating: Poor
1. Kitchen equipment is satisfactory but inappropriate for use with current
enrollment of students at school
2. Layout of equipment inadequate and a challenge to use. Appear that health code
violations due to closeness of food prep and dish washing areas. Kitchen is too
small.
3. Dining area is too small to allow lunch set-up and PE to occur before lunch period
4. Walk-in Cooler/Freezer is required.
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Means of Exit
Rating: Fair
1. Exiting through covered play area between classroom clusters at original ‘long’
classroom building, does not appear to conform to building code
2. Corridor walls/ceiling construction does not appear to meet code.
3. Lacking in exit lights/signage?
4. Kindergarten exiting compliance?
Fire Resistance
Rating: Fair
1. Due to separate buildings, fire walls & rated construction requirements are
minimal.
2. Exposure of steel columns and walls restricts allowable building areas.
3. Corridor wall construction questioned. No fire caulking at pipe penetrations
Provisions for ADA Accessibility
Rating: Poor
1. Poor/unsatisfactory for site access to playfield and play equipment.
2. No stage access
3. Questionable accessibility access route between buildings, especially the 1998
building on the west hill.
4. Toilet room accommodations need upgrades.
Instructional Adequacy and Suitability of Educational Environment
Rating: Unsatisfactory
1. The semi-“California School design” (with exterior circulation), the current large
enrollment with crowded conditions, and facilities which have reached the end of
their service life and would benefit from a new facility designed to enhance
educational, operational, and environmental qualities of the school.
2. Inadequate school size and current and projected enrollment.
3. Location of library is inappropriate for the effective use as a resource center to the
school.
4. Current lack of functional relationships between learning spaces, challenges the
flexibility of approach towards teaching delivery and collaboration across
multiple grade levels.
5. The school with current larger enrollment will continue to be inadequate in
providing suitable and effective teaching environments with infrastructure support
spaces that will accommodate the current and future enrollment at this school.
6. Security, safety, and supervision issues need to be considered. Students crossing
the street to use the Recreation Center for PE is a safety issue
7. Multipurpose room is inadequate based on the enrollment.
8. Technology systems are inadequate and require upgrades
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Rating Summary
Based upon the ratings above, the following is a summary for all components:
Beachwood Elementary School Scores for (13) Architectural Components
Good:
0 scored x 5 = 0
Fair:
6 scored x 4 = 24
Fair/Poor:
2 scored x 3 = 6
Poor:
3 scored x 2 = 6
Poor/Unsatisfactory 1 scored x 1 = 1
Unsatisfactory:
1 scored x 0 = 1
Maximum (Good) score
Average Fair/Poor Score
Beachwood ES Score

= 65
= 39
= 38 (below average)

Conclusion
This evaluation assumes that an average ‘Fair/Poor’ score (39) or below, reflects building
conditions that require modernization, reconfiguration and additions to the existing
building, resulting in construction costs that are approximately equal to the costs of a new
replacement facility.
Beachwood Elementary School has a combined score that is below average and
therefore should be considered for ‘New Construction – Replacement’ in lieu of
‘Modernization’.

March 16, 2010
CLOVER PARK SCHOOL DISTRICT
SCHOOL CONDITION ASSESSMENT
BEACHWOOD ELEMENTARY
MECHANICAL & ELECTRICAL SYSTEMS
A. Introduction
A condition assessment of the school mechanical and electrical systems was performed and is based on a
walk through conducted on March 15, 2010. No electrical plans were available. The assessment is based
on observation of fixtures, devices, and equipment exposed to view and information available from a
previous evaluation conducted in 2000.
B. Description of School
School is located at corner of American Lake Ave and Concord Street, Fort Lewis WA. It is a campus style
single story facility with covered walkways between most of the buildings. There is an administrative
building, library building, covered play shed, and a gym building with stage and kitchen. A typical
classroom building houses (6) classrooms and has common toilet facilities for boys and girls. Total building
area of the school is 47,294 SF
C. Dates of Construction
Year Constructed: 1962
Additions: 1985 classroom building, library, and play shed; 1998 classroom building
D. Electrical Systems Observed
1. Electrical Distribution
The school electrical service is a 208/120 volt, 2000 amp fusible switchboard. Panelboards are circuit
breaker type. Distribution equipment is manufactured by Square D and original construction. A
classroom building constructed in 1998 has a separate 800 amp service and is manufactured by CutlerHammer. Buildings have electric heat and panelboards dedicated for those circuits. Wiring is conductors
in conduit.
Typical classroom has approximately 5 grounded convenience outlets distributed around the room. Plug
strips are used where computers are located. Convenience power for classroom computers is not
adequate.
Distribution and wiring of the original school buildings are past their useful life. 1985 classroom and
library additions are approaching the end of their useful life.
Condition: 1962 construction Poor; 1985 construction Fair; 1998 classroom building Good.
2. Lighting
Lighting is generally T-8 fluorescent surface and lay-in acrylic lens fixtures which indicate upgrade from
original lamps and ballasts. Some T-12 was observed. In the Gym, there is both fluorescent recessed and
st
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pendant HID metal halide. Exterior lighting is HID high pressure sodium. Emergency lighting is
provided by battery fluorescent exit fixtures and battery twin head units.
Condition: 1962 construction Fair; 1985 construction Fair; 1998 classroom building Good
3. Voice/Data:
Telephone system has been updated since 2000 with an Avaya Definity system. Data is separate from
telephone and consists of fiber star configured backbone to each building with Category 5 station wiring
to voice/data outlets. Typical outlet has one voice and two data jacks. Each classroom has only two
outlets. The current data network provides minimal station capacity and flexibility. Quantity and location
of data and computer power does not meet modern classroom standards.
Condition: Telephone system Good; data system Poor.
4. School Intercom/Clock
School intercom and clock system is a Rauland Telecenter 21 and is approximately 15 years old.
Classroom clock/speakers are model 2412. Classroom Call-in is via telephone handset. Existing system
is nearing end of normal life expectancy.
Condition: Fair
5. Fire Alarm
Fire alarm system is a Faraday MPC -2000 zoned system last updated in 1995. Fire alarm includes
smoked detectors, manual stations, ADA horn strobes, and fire sprinkler monitoring. Alarm reporting is
provided through a radio transmitter per Ft Lewis standards.
Smoke detectors are past their useful life. Addressable alarm system is recommended.
Condition: Fair
E. Mechanical Systems Observed
1. Mechanical HVAC System:
The school is served primarily by electric heat unit ventilators, one per classroom. The units are typical
classroom style, having rear intakes, bottom floor level returns and top or front discharge. In the original
buildings, these ventilators appear to be of the same era and are approaching the end of their useful life.
Unit ventilators installed in the 1998 classroom building are loud and may exceed the allowable
classroom noise criteria.
Cooling is limited to the administration building where it is provided by a relatively new Trane split
system unit.
There does not appear to be any air distribution into the corridor areas and many of the small restrooms
and custodial spaces appear to be inadequately exhausted.
Condition: 1962 construction Poor; 1985 construction Poor; 1998 classroom building Fair
2. Domestic Plumbing:
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Plumbing fixtures appear to be in fair condition. Where visible, the plumbing includes cast iron waste
piping and copper domestic water piping. The water main entering the building could not be located; we
were unable to determine if a backflow prevention device is on that line.
Water heaters are electric tank type. There do not appear to be expansion tanks on the domestic hot water
system and not all water heaters have been seismically braced. Hot water is not currently being circulated
and occupants complained about the time it takes to get hot water to some of the remote fixtures. Water
heaters are approaching the end of the normal life expectancy.
Condition: Fair
3. Fire Sprinkler System:
The entire school is fire sprinklered. The system appears to be relatively new and appears to be in good
condition.
Condition: Good
4. Control System:
Controls are provided by a combination of pneumatic and conventional stand alone controls. Pneumatic
controls should be replaced with the more efficient electronic type.
Condition: Poor

Building Condition Evaluation for

Greenwood Elementary School
March 15, 2010

Methodology for Evaluations:
The building condition evaluation is based on review of previous Building Condition
Assessments provided in a joint Clover Park School District/US Army Information Paper
dated 23 February 2010, and a site visit conducted on March 15, 2010 where reasonable
visual observations were made to assess the current condition of the facility.
The following assessment criteria and format follows a modified version of Washington
State OSPI’s (Office of Superintendent of Public Instruction) Building Condition
Evaluation rating system, used for determining the general building condition. Ratings of
‘Good’, ‘Fair’, ‘Fair/Poor’, ‘Poor’, Poor/Unsatisfactory’, and ‘Unsatisfactory’ are available
to rank various conditions of building components.
For purposes of this evaluation, ratings of ‘Good’ and ‘Fair’ can be deemed satisfactory for
continued use and/or with minor improvements to extend useful life of component.
Ratings of ‘Fair/Poor” through ‘Unsatisfactory’ can be deemed to require major work to
repair or replace components to extend useful life for appropriate operational and
educational goals and objectives.
General Information
Greenwood Elementary is composed of one main building, and a Library IMC building
constructed at three different periods. Original school building was built in 1952. A four
(4) classroom addition was built in 1960 to the south, and a separate library/IMC and
playshed were built in 1985. The total building size, excluding the playshed is 37,061 SF.
The long double loaded corridor with central office location and exterior circulation
between the main building and the separate Library/ IMC requires exterior circulation
between buildings. Clear understanding of building entrance and supervision of main
entries to the building is difficult due to the organization of spaces. Deliveries to kitchen
and mechanical room requires crossing student circulation and is a safety issue.
Taking into account that the current school enrollment is approximately 320 FTE, the
school has been able to accommodate their educational program within the available space.
However, consideration for consolidating the enrollment of Greenwood Elementary and
Clarkmoor Elementary Schools into one facility would greatly impact this current facility’s
ability to accommodate an enrollment of that magnitude and the associated challenges of
creating a teaching environment that would be formed from expanded and/or reconfigured
facilities.
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BUILDING CONDITION EVALUATION
Exterior - Foundation/Structure
Rating: Poor/Unsatisfactory
1. Observed evidence of cracking at foundation corners.
2. Integrity of structural elements such as the masonry boiler chimney and concrete
walls are in question and deemed to be a hazard in the event of an earthquake.
3. Brick veneer connections are unlikely to meet code and independent from exterior
walls.
4. Dissimilar wall construction and lateral inconsistency. No seismic joints
Exterior – Walls
Rating: Poor
1. Walls have some cracking and require some surface repair.
2. Wood framed window/wall infill affects ongoing maintenance plus results in lower
building envelope performance. T1-11 siding is not suitable for 30 year expected
life of school buildings.
3. Lacking in thermal insulating performance.
Exterior – Roof
Rating: Poor
1. Built-up roofing membrane has reached the second half of its’ effective life and
more frequent maintenance can be expected to prolong life of roof.
2. The roof system, as a major envelope component of the total building thermal
insulating performance, does not comply with current or enhanced energy code
requirements including upgrading roof insulation, air barrier, and reflectivity of
membrane roof. Major work would require these upgrades.
Exterior – Windows/Doors
Rating: Poor
1. A variety of window quality and installation detail exists. Glazing consists of
single glazed, plus residential and commercial insulated units. Window/wall infill
panels are questionable as to insulation values.
2. In some conditions, non-insulated infill panels exist and create concealed
conditions where condensation could occur within wall cavities.
3. Previous replacement windows have poor detailing that may create air loss and
water intrusion.
Exterior – Trim
Rating: Poor
1. Trim in places is old painted galvanized sheet metal that have signs of rust and loss
of water tight integrity. Roof accessories (including gravity vents) are rusted and
non-functioning
2. Replacement of trim would be required with roof replacement
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Interior – Floors
Rating: Poor
1. VCT nearing end of useful life. Consistent gaps in tile due to shrinkage and
possible too much water during mopping. Some cupping is visible
2. No Hazardous material (VAT) installation is apparent in existing flooring.
3. Rubber base is worn beyond useful life and shall be replaced.
4. Restroom epoxy flooring is sound however difficult to maintain long term.
5. Gymnasium wood floor in relatively good condition for age of floor.
Interior – Walls
Rating: Fair
1. Fair condition based on apparent repainting at previous remodel/new casework
installation and adequate routine maintenance.
2. Restroom walls with “Zolotone” type coating is not an appropriate finish for this
location and should be redplaced.
3. Typically, the choice of existing materials in certain locations may not be
appropriate for 20-30 year building life expectancy.
Interior – Ceilings
Rating: Fair/Poor
1. Ceilings in classrooms are fairly new. Low height of ceilings is OK for younger
age students but not ideal for older age students, due to potential damage.
2. Some water staining in areas
3. Light wells in corridors have gravity vents and un-insulated glass/fiberglass units.
Potential for condensation and leaks.
4. Gymnasium ceiling needs improvements
Interior – Fixed Equipment
Rating: Fair
1. Kitchen equipment is adequate for current use and with current capacity of
students. Enrollment increases and major renovations would require
improvements.
2. Walk-in Cooler/Freezer is not provided at this school
3. Stage curtains appear to be OK
4.
Mean of Exit
Rating: Fair
1. Exit doors appear to comply with code requirements
2. Travel distance appear to comply however corridor construction of exit path needs
further review.
3. Kindergarten exiting compliance?
Fire Resistance
Rating: Poor
1. Clerestory at gymnasium appears to be in non-compliance for requirements for
construction for fire separation.
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2. It appears condition of construction of corridors is in non-compliance for required
fire rating.
Provisions for ADA Accessibility
Rating: Poor
1. No stage access
2. Clearances for door swings are not in compliance.
3. Drinking fountain provisions are not in full compliance
4. Question full compliance for restrooms.
5. Exterior play equipment are not in compliance
Instructional Adequacy and Suitability of Educational Environment
Rating: Poor
1. Split buildings for Library/IMC and main building are not acceptable and
inadequate for preferred uses at Library.
2. Increased enrollment would have impact on adequacy of program spaces.
3. Current lack of functional relationships between spaces impacts flexibility in
approach to teaching delivery and collaboration across multiple grade levels.
4. Technology provisions are inadequate
Rating Summary
Based upon the ratings above, the following is a summary for all components:
Greenwood Elementary School Scores for (13) Architectural Components
Good:
0 scored x 5 = 0
Fair:
3 scored x 4 = 12
Fair/Poor:
1 scored x 3 = 3
Poor:
8 scored x 2 = 16
Poor/Unsatisfactory 1 scored x 1 = 1
Unsatisfactory:
0 scored x 0 = 0
Maximum (Good) score
Average Fair/Poor Score
Greenwood ES Score

= 65
= 39
= 32 (below average)

Conclusion
This evaluation assumes that an average “Fair/Poor” score (39) or below, reflects building
conditions that require modernization, reconfiguration and additions to the existing
building, resulting in construction costs that are approximately equal to the costs of a new
replacement facility.
Greenwood Elementary School has a combined score that is below average and
therefore should be considered for ‘New Construction – Replacement’ in lieu of
‘Modernization’.

March 16, 2010
CLOVER PARK SCHOOL DISTRICT
SCHOOL CONDITION ASSESSMENT
GREENWOOD ELEMENTARY
MECHANICAL & ELECTRICAL SYSTEMS
A. Introduction
A condition assessment of the school mechanical and electrical systems was performed and is based on a
walk through conducted on March 15, 2010. No electrical plans were available. The assessment is based
on observation of fixtures, devices, and equipment exposed to view and information available from a
previous evaluation conducted in 2000.
B. Description of School
School is located at North Division and Idaho Ave, Fort Lewis WA. It is a long single story facility with a
common corridor through the center. There is gym with kitchen and stage located between two classroom
wings. In 1985 a separate library building and a play shed were added. Total building area of the school is
40,465 SF
C. Dates of Construction
Year Constructed: 1951
Additions: 1960 (4) classrooms at south end; 1985 library and play shed
D. Electrical Systems Observed
1. Electrical Distribution
The school electrical service is a 208/120 volt, 1000 amp circuit breaker switchboard which was installed
in 2004. Panelboards are circuit breaker type. New panelboards were installed in boiler room and main
electrical room in 2004. Panelboards in classroom wings and in kitchen are original construction.
Distribution equipment is manufactured by Square D. The main building is heated by a gas boiler.
Wiring is conductors in conduit.
Typical classroom has approximately 3 - 4 grounded convenience outlets distributed around the room.
Plug strips are used where computers are located. Convenience power for classroom computers is not
adequate.
Original panelboards and wiring are past their useful life.
Condition: 1960 construction Poor; 1985 construction Fair; 2004 distribution ugrade Good.
2. Lighting
Lighting is generally T-8 fluorescent lay-in acrylic lens fixtures which indicate upgrade from original
lamps and ballasts. In the Gym, there is pendant HID metal halide. Exterior lighting is HID high pressure
sodium. Emergency lighting is provided by battery fluorescent exit fixtures and battery packs in the layin fixtures.
st
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Condition: Fair;
3. Voice/Data:
Telephone system has been updated since 2000 with an Avaya Definity system. Data is separate from
telephone and consists of fiber star configured backbone to each building with Category 5 station wiring
to voice/data outlets. Typical outlet has one voice and two data jacks. Each classroom has only two
outlets. The current data network provides minimal station capacity and flexibility. Quantity and location
of data and computer power does not meet modern classroom standards.
Condition: Telephone system Good; data system Poor.
4. School Intercom/Clock
School intercom and clock system is a Rauland Telecenter 21 and is approximately 15 years old.
Classroom clock/speakers are model 2412. Classroom Call-in is via telephone handset. Existing system
is nearing end of normal life expectancy.
Condition: Fair
5. Fire Alarm
Fire alarm system is a Thorn-Autocall zoned system last updated in 1994. Fire alarm includes smoked
detectors, manual stations, ADA horn strobes, and fire sprinkler monitoring. Alarm reporting is
provided through a radio transmitter per Ft Lewis standards.
Smoke detectors are past their useful life. Addressable alarm system is recommended.
Condition: Fair
E. Mechanical Systems Observed
1. Mechanical HVAC System:
The school is served primarily by steam radiators in administration areas, hallways and the gymnasium;
classrooms are served by unit ventilators, one per classroom. Steam radiators and unit ventilators appear
to be original. Paneling has been installed in front of steam radiators presumably to prevent injury to
children walking down hallways. Unit ventilators are approaching the end of their useful life. Ventilation
for the gymnasium is provided by two rooftop HV units but we were unable to access these units for
review.
Cooling is provided for the administration area only. Cooling is provided by a rooftop unit which appears
to be approaching the end of its useful life.
Condition: Poor
2. Hydronic:
The majority of the hydronic piping within the boiler room is labeled as containing asbestos. Steam is
generated by the central boiler plant which consists of two Burnham gas-fired boilers, 2768 MBH output
each. Past leaks are evident on floors and equipment. Adequacy of combustion air openings was not
reviewed. Heat exchangers located within the boiler room provide heating water but it is unclear what
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this hot water serves. System pumps for the hot water system are in-line type located approximately 10
feet above the finished floor making maintenance difficult.
Condition: Poor

3. Domestic Plumbing:
Plumbing fixtures appear to be in fair condition. Where visible, the plumbing includes cast iron copper
domestic water piping. There is Pacoflo 9000 domestic water booster pump and a backflow prevention
device on the water main into the building. Access to the booster pump and backflow prevention device
is poor.
Hot water appears to be provided by a single gas-fired AO Smith tank type water heater. This water
heater is not seismically braced. There is a hot water circulation line and pump for the hot water system.
Condition: Fair
3. Fire Sprinkler System:
The entire school is fire sprinklered. The fire sprinkler system is connected to the domestic water booster
pump. We are concerned that normally such sprinkler systems are served by specialized, dedicated
jockey and primary pumps complying with NFPA requirements.
Condition: Good
4. Control System:
Controls are pneumatic type and should be upgraded.
Condition: Poor

Building Condition Evaluation for

Hillside Elementary School
March 15, 2010

Methodology for Evaluations:
The building condition evaluation is based on review of previous Building Condition
Assessments provided in a joint Clover Park School District/US Army Information Paper
dated 23 February 2010, and a site visit conducted on March 15, 2010 where reasonable
visual observations were made to assess the current condition of the facility.
The following assessment criteria and format follows a modified version of Washington
State OSPI’s (Office of Superintendent of Public Instruction) Building Condition
Evaluation rating system, used for determining the general building condition. Ratings of
‘Good’, ‘Fair’, ‘Fair/Poor’, ‘Poor’, ‘Poor/Unsatisfactory’, and ‘Unsatisfactory’ are
available to rank various conditions of building components.
For purposes of this evaluation, ratings of ‘Good’ and ‘Fair’ can be deemed satisfactory
for continued use and/or with minor improvements to extend useful life of component.
Ratings of ‘Fair/Poor” through ‘Unsatisfactory’ can be deemed to require major work to
repair or replace components to extend useful life for appropriate operational and
educational goals and objectives.
General Information
Hillside Elementary is composed of individual buildings built at three different periods.
Original school buildings, with 6 separate buildings connected by covered walks, were
built in 1959. A second classroom building was built in 1961 to the east, and a third
classroom building, along with a separate library/IMC and playshed were built in 1985.
The total building size for the 8 buildings excluding the playshed is 368,641 SF.
The exterior circulation between buildings and the building arrangement around a central
courtyard, with fixed arrangements within classroom buildings including a central
common core, a separate and remote Library/ IMC exist at current school, and all require
exterior access to between all buildings and classrooms.
Due to the current school enrollment of approximately 580 FTE, the school has continued
to adapt the use of any available space which can accommodate teaching, instruction,
and/or student services. Currently the half-day kindergarten classes operate out of five
classrooms in separate locations. If the District changes to full-day kindergarten the
school will be short five classrooms in addition to classes being held in portables on-site.
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BUILDING CONDITION EVALUATION
Exterior - Foundation/Structure
Rating: Fair/Poor
1. Observed evidence of recent roof leaks. Major repairs were made to roof leaks,
roof deck and structural components.
2. Integrity of structural elements are in question due to flat roof conditions and
potential for moisture infiltration.
3. Existing conditions at joint between top of foundation, wall sill, concrete slab, and
concrete sidewalk surrounding building perimeter, is a detail that is susceptible to
water infiltration into buildings.
Exterior – Walls
Rating: Fair
1. Wood framed window/wall infill affects ongoing maintenance plus results in
lower building envelope performance. T1-11 siding is not suitable for 30 year
expected life of school buildings.
2. Lacking in thermal insulating performance.
Exterior – Roof
Rating: Poor
1. Built-up roofing membrane is reaching end of its effective life and more frequent
maintenance is required to prolong life of roof.
2. The roof system, as a major envelope component of the total building thermal
insulating performance, shall be upgraded with rigid insulation, air barrier, and
reflectivity membrane roof.
Exterior – Windows/Doors
Rating: Fair
1. A variety of window quality and installation detail exists. Glazing consists of
residential and commercial insulated units. Window infill panels shall be
upgraded to perform to wall standards.
2. Infill panels not insulated
Exterior – Trim
Rating: Fair
1. Observed few conditions requiring repair.
2. Replacement required with roof replacement
Interior – Floors
Rating: Poor
1. VCT nearing end of useful life. Consistent gaps in tile due to shrinkage and
possible too much water during mopping.
2. No Hazardous material (VAT) apparent in flooring.
3. Rubber base is worn beyond useful life and shall be replaced.
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Interior – Walls
Rating: Fair
1. Fair condition based on apparent adequate routine maintenance.
2. Choice of existing materials may not be appropriate for 20-30 year building life.
Interior – Ceilings
Rating: Fair/Poor
1. Some water staining in areas
2. Some damage to ceilings in select areas, requiring repair
3. Gymnasium ceiling needs improvements
Interior – Fixed Equipment
Rating: Poor
1. Kitchen equipment is satisfactory but inappropriate for use with capacity of
students
2. Layout is challenged use of equipment.
3. Walk-in Cooler/Freezer is needed
Mean of Exit
Rating: Fair
1. Exit doors to exterior have semi-steep thresholds to divert storm water from
entering
2. Lacking in exit lights/signage?
3. Kindergarten exiting compliance?
Fire Resistance
Rating: Poor
1. Due to separate buildings, fire walls & rated construction requirements are
minimal.
2. Exposure of columns and walls
3. Wood construction at open covered walk which is in primary exit path from all
rooms. No sprinkler system or non-combustible construction.
Provisions for ADA Accessibility
Rating: Poor
1. No stage access
2. No access provisions at play equipment
Instructional Adequacy and Suitability of Educational Environment
Rating: Unsatisfactory
1. The “California School design” (with exterior circulation), large enrollment,
crowded conditions, and facilities which have reached the end of their service life,
would benefit from a new facility designed to enhance educational, operational,
and environmental qualities of the school.
2. Inadequate school size and design for enrollment.
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3. Current lack of functional relationships between spaces challenges flexibility in
approach towards teaching delivery and teacher collaboration across multiple
grade levels.
4. Although the facility has continued to adapt it will continue to be inadequate for
providing suitable and effective teaching environments plus infrastructure support
spaces that can accommodate the current and future enrollment at this school.
5. Technology upgrades are inadequate

Rating Summary
Based upon the ratings above, the following is a summary for all components:
Hillside Elementary School Scores for (13) Architectural Components
Good:
0 scored x 5 = 0
Fair:
5 scored x 4 = 20
Fair/Poor:
2 scored x 3 = 6
Poor:
5 scored x 2 = 10
Poor/Unsatisfactory 0 scored x 1 = 0
Unsatisfactory:
1 scored x 0 = 1
Maximum (Good) score
Average Fair/Poor Score
Hillside ES Score

= 65
= 39
= 37 (below average)

Conclusion
This evaluation assumes that an average ‘Fair/Poor’ score (39 points) or below, reflects
building conditions that require modernization, reconfiguration and additions to the
existing building, which result in construction costs that are approximately equal to the
costs of a new replacement facility.
Hillside Elementary School has a combined score that is below average and therefore
should be considered for ‘New Construction – Replacement’ in lieu of
‘Modernization’.

March 16, 2010
CLOVER PARK SCHOOL DISTRICT
SCHOOL CONDITION ASSESSMENT
HILLSIDE ELEMENTARY
MECHANICAL & ELECTRICAL SYSTEMS
A. Introduction
A condition assessment of the school mechanical and electrical systems was performed and is based on a
walk through conducted on March 15, 2010. No electrical plans were available. The assessment is based
on observation of fixtures, devices, and equipment exposed to view and information available from a
previous evaluation conducted in 2000.
B. Description of School
School is located at corner of Garcia Blvd and Magnolia Blvd, Fort Lewis WA. It is a campus style single
story facility with covered walkways between most of the buildings. There is an administrative building,
library building, covered play shed, and a gym building with stage and kitchen. A typical classroom
building houses (4) classrooms and has common toilet facilities for boys and girls. Total building area of the
school is 40,045 SF
C. Dates of Construction
Year Constructed: 1959
Additions: 1961 classroom bldg; 1985 classroom building, library, and play shed
D. Electrical Systems Observed
1. Electrical Distribution
The school electrical service is a 208/120 volt, 1200 amp switchboard. Panelboards are circuit breaker
type. Service equipment is manufactured by ITE. Panelboards are manufactured by Square D except one
new panel in the boiler room is Siemens. Distribution equipment is original construction except boiler
room panel and two panels in one classroom building that was upgraded for computer lab. Buildings are
heated with gas furnaces. Wiring is conductors in conduit.
Typical classroom has approximately 4 grounded convenience outlets distributed around the room. Plug
strips are used where computers are located. Convenience power for classroom computers is not
adequate.
Distribution and wiring of the original and 1961 school buildings are past their useful life. 1985
classroom and library additions are approaching the end of their useful life.
Condition: 1959 and 1961 construction Poor; 1985 construction Fair
2. Lighting
Lighting is generally T-8 fluorescent surface and lay-in acrylic lens fixtures which indicate upgrade from
original lamps and ballasts. In the Gym, there is pendant HID metal halide with incandescent over the
st
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stage. Exterior lighting is HID high pressure sodium. Emergency lighting is provided by battery
fluorescent exit fixtures , battery packs in lay-in fluorescent, and battery twin head units in the gym.
Condition: 1959 and 1961 construction Fair; 1985 construction Fair
3. Voice/Data:
Telephone system has been updated since 2000 with an Avaya Definity system. Data is separate from
telephone and consists of fiber star configured backbone to each building with Category 5 station wiring
to voice/data outlets. Typical outlet has one voice and two data jacks. Each classroom has only one
outlet. The current data network provides minimal station capacity and flexibility. Quantity and location
of data and computer power does not meet modern classroom standards.
Condition: Telephone system Good; data system Poor.
4. School Intercom/Clock
School intercom and clock system is a Rauland Telecenter 21 and is approximately 15 years old.
Classroom clock/speakers are model 2412. Classroom Call-in is via telephone handset. Existing system
is nearing end of normal life expectancy.
Condition: Fair
5. Fire Alarm
Fire alarm system is a Gamewell IF610 addressable system last updated in 2008. Fire alarm includes
smoked detectors, manual stations, ADA horn strobes, and fire sprinkler monitoring. Alarm reporting is
provided through a radio transmitter per Ft Lewis standards. .
Condition: Good
E. Mechanical Systems Observed
1. Mechanical HVAC System:
The school is served primarily by fully ducted, high efficiency gas-fired furnaces, one per classroom;
classroom units manufactured by Carrier. These units appear to have been installed within the last ten
years and are in fair condition. These types of units typically have a life span of about 15 years. There
were occupant complaints within the administration building that appear to be due to limited zoning.
Restrooms and custodial spaces appear to be inadequately exhausted.
Condition: Fair
2. Domestic Plumbing:
Plumbing fixtures appear to be in fair condition. Where visible, the plumbing includes copper domestic
water piping. There is not a backflow device on the water main into the building. There are no lavatories
within the classroom toilet rooms. Staff and students must wash their hands in lavatories located within
the classrooms.
The kitchen water heater is a gas fired tank type. There does not appear to be an expansion tank on the
kitchen domestic hot water system and that water heater is not seismically braced. There is no pump to
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circulate the hot water. The kitchen water heaters are approaching the end of the normal life expectancy.
Water heaters for the classroom buildings were not located but it is our understanding that these are
located within the attic space and are maintained from a ladder.
Condition: Fair
3. Fire Sprinkler System:
The entire school is fire sprinklered. The system appears to be relatively new and appears to be in good
condition.
Condition: Good
4. Control System:
Controls are provided by conventional stand alone White Rodgers programmable thermostats.
Condition: Good

Building Condition Evaluation for

Woodbrook Middle School
March 15, 2010

Methodology for Evaluations:
The building condition evaluation is based on review of previous Building Condition
Assessments provided in a joint Clover Park School District/US Army Information Paper
dated 23 February 2010, and a site visit conducted on March 15, 2010 where reasonable
visual observations were made to assess the current condition of the facility.
The following assessment criteria and format follows a modified version of Washington
State OSPI’s (Office of Superintendent of Public Instruction) Building Condition
Evaluation rating system, used for determining the general building condition. Ratings of
‘Good’, ‘Fair’, ‘Fair/Poor, ‘Poor’, ‘Poor/Unsatisfactory’, and ‘Unsatisfactory’ are
available to rank various conditions of building components.
For purposes of this evaluation, ratings of ‘Good’ and ‘Fair’ can be deemed satisfactory
for continued use and/or with minor improvements to extend useful life of component.
Ratings of ‘Fair/Poor” through ‘Unsatisfactory’ can be deemed to require major work to
repair or replace components to extend useful life for appropriate operational and
educational goals and objectives.
General Information
Woodbrook Middle School is composed of individual and grouped buildings built over
two different time periods. The original school buildings, with Main classroom building,
Cafeteria, and Gymnasium/Auditorium, connected by covered walks, were built in 1963.
A classroom addition was built in 1967. In 1988 some of the original open covered walks
were enclosed and connected to existing interior corridors in 1988. The total building
size is 87,766 SF.
The one story, sprawled building layout with exterior circulation between buildings, and
with the main classroom building configuration around central courtyards, makes access
between buildings/classrooms inconvenient in this climate and the “race-track”
circulation layout, creates problems for supervision and security.
Due to the current school enrollment of approximately 540 FTE, the school has continued
to use of available spaces for their intended use. Considering the existing building spaces
are very out-dated and require upgrades to enhance the learning environment and due to
current and possible future enrollment increases, the current facility are inadequate to
accommodate this enrollment and would greatly impact the schools ability to provide a
quality education. Due to the age and condition of the school, students lack pride in their
school facilities and signs of vandalism and building abuse only increases the need for
ongoing maintenance. It appears that the onsite facility, on-site parking, parent drop-
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off/pick-up, track/ athletic fields, etc. will also require major improvements to increase
effective use of site and increase supervision and safety.

BUILDING CONDITION EVALUATION
Exterior - Foundation/Structure
Rating: Poor
1. Overstressed designs with long spanned wood beams.
2. Exterior window walls are continuous and may contribute to minimal exterior
lateral shear walls.
3. Exposed wood construction is in disrepair and would require major renovations to
extend service life.
4. Flat roof and folded-plate roof structure at the Library, is subject to water
intrusion problems due to lack of adequate drainage and requires ongoing
maintenance to prevent serious water problems and extend building life.
Exterior – Walls
Rating: Poor
1. Marble-crete wall finish is not an appropriate long life wall finish and is
experiencing cracking and defects that will accelerate water intrusion and
deterioration. Fortunately the roof overhangs protect most of the wall.
2. Exterior wall finish is high maintenance and requires repainting to seal cracks and
cover graffiti.
Exterior – Roof
Rating: Poor
1. Roofs consist of built-up roof membranes. The built-up roof membrane is into the
second half of its’ effective life and will require more frequent maintenance to
prolong life of roof.
2. The ‘folded-plate” roof at the library is currently leaking and will need to be
repaired soon before extensive damage occurs to structure and interior
components.
3. Covered walks that are now interior corridors do not meet any energy code
requirements for thermal insulation.
4. Sun trellis on south facing roof overhangs are rotting and in disrepair and need to
be replaced or removed.
Exterior – Windows/Doors
Rating: Poor
1. Windows are combination of construction throughout school, and are reaching the
end of their useful life
2. Some installations are single glazed units (in cafeteria and corridor) and some
insulated (in library).
3. Overall window and doors systems appear to lack thermal break and insulating
performance required by code.
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Exterior – Trim
Rating: Poor
1. Observed conditions where trim is damaged and/or misplaced and will require
repair.
2. Where roof replacement is to occur, replacement of all flashings/trim to also
occur.
Interior – Floors
Rating: Poor/Unsatisfactory
1. VCT is generally in fair/poor condition where it exists.
2. Concrete floors remaining from previous exterior walkways, still have slight slope
in places for drainage.
3. VAT installation is apparent in Gymnasium lobby.
4. Rubber base is worn beyond useful life and shall be replaced.
Interior – Walls
Rating: Poor
1. Old worn finishes that require additional maintenance and replacement.
2. Marble-crete wall finish which use to be exterior, is not an appropriate finish at
corridors.
3. Wall enclosures at previously open walkways have inappropriate finishes for
these locations.
Interior – Ceilings
Rating: Fair/Poor
1. Glue-up ceiling tile in fair condition
2. Suspended ceilings need repair and replacement
3. Library ceiling needs repair from water damage
Interior – Fixed Equipment
Rating: Poor
1. Kitchen equipment not observed due to lunch being served.
2. Stage equipment was in disrepair and inadequate
3. Athletic equipment was in fair/poor condition but inadequate.
Means of Exit
Rating: Poor
1. Race-track design in main building was very confusing and lacks clear
identification of exit route.
2. Corridor walls/ceiling constructionin enclosed exterior walkway corridors, do not
meet code for exit corridors.
3. Lacking in exit lights/signage
4. Science classrooms and library exiting do not appear to comply with exiting
requirements.
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5. Open courtyards do not appear to comply with exiting requirements
Fire Resistance
Rating: Poor
1. Due to separate buildings, fire walls & rated construction requirements are
minimal. Any future additions may impact allowable area limits.
2. Exclosed walkway corridors, wall and ceiling construction does not comply with
rated construction per code. No fire caulking at pipe penetrations
Provisions for ADA Accessibility
Rating: Poor
1. Poor/unsatisfactory for site access from visitor parking and drop-off.
2. No stage access
3. Toilet room accommodations need upgrades.
Instructional Adequacy and Suitability of Educational Environment
Rating: Unsatisfactory
1. The semi-“California School design” (with exterior circulation), the current large
enrollment with over-crowded conditions, and facilities which have reached the
end of their service life, would benefit from a new facility designed to enhance
educational, operational, and environmental qualities of the school.
2. Library and media/computer resource room is needed. Location is removed and
less integrated with rest of school to allow effective use as a resource center.
3. Current lack of functional relationships between learning spaces, challenges the
flexibility of approach towards teaching delivery and collaboration across
multiple grade levels.
4. The school will be challenged to expand in any direction within this site and
current building configuration.
5. Security, safety, and supervision issues need to be considered. Students crossing
the street multiple remote entrances/exits is problematic for the existing building
configuration.
6. Technology systems are inadequate and require upgrades
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Rating Summary
Based upon the ratings above, the following is a summary for all components:
Woodbrook Middle School Scores for (13) Architectural Components
Good:
0 scored x 5 = 0
Fair:
0 scored x 4 = 0
Fair/Poor:
1 scored x 3 = 3
Poor:
10 scored x 2 = 20
Poor/Unsatisfactory 1 scored x 1 = 1
Unsatisfactory:
1 scored x 0 = 0
Maximum (Good) score
Average Fair/Poor Score
Woodbrook MS Score

= 65
= 39
= 24 (below average)

Conclusion
This evaluation assumes that an average ‘Fair/Poor’ score (39) or below, reflects building
conditions that require modernization, reconfiguration and additions to the existing
building, resulting in construction costs that are approximately equal to the costs of a new
replacement facility.
Woodbrook Middle School has a combined score that is below average and therefore
should be considered for ‘New Construction – Replacement’ in lieu of
‘Modernization’.

March 16, 2010
CLOVER PARK SCHOOL DISTRICT
SCHOOL CONDITION ASSESSMENT
WOODBROOK MIDDLE SCHOOL
MECHANICAL & ELECTRICAL SYSTEMS
A. Introduction
A condition assessment of the school mechanical and electrical systems was performed and is based on a
walk through conducted on March 15, 2010. No electrical plans were available. The assessment is based
on observation of fixtures, devices, and equipment exposed to view and information available from a
previous evaluation conducted in 2000.
B. Description of School
School is located at 14920 Spring Street, Lakewood WA. It is a campus style single story facility with
covered walkways between the buildings. In 1988 some walkways were enclosed connecting the
administration, library and classroom wings. There is a separate gym building and cafeteria building. Total
building area of the school is 87,766 SF
C. Dates of Construction
Year Constructed: 191963
Additions: 1967 classrooms; 1988 enclose walkways
D. Electrical Systems Observed
1. Electrical Distribution
The school electrical service is a 208/120 volt, 2000 amp fusible switchboard. Panelboards are circuit
breaker type. Distribution equipment is manufactured by Federal Pacific and original construction.
Buildings are heated by a gas boiler. Wiring is conductors in conduit.
Typical classroom has approximately 2-3 grounded convenience outlets distributed around the room.
Plug strips are used where computers are located. Convenience power for classroom computers is not
adequate.
Distribution and wiring of the original school buildings are past their useful life.
Condition: Poor
2. Lighting
Lighting is generally T-8 fluorescent surface acrylic lens fixtures which indicate upgrade from original
lamps and ballasts. Some T-12 was observed. In the Gym, there is pendant HID metal halide. Exterior
lighting is HID high pressure sodium. Emergency lighting is provided by battery fluorescent exit fixtures
and battery twin head units in the cafeteria and gym. Rest of school is dedicated circuits on a panel
connected ahead of the main service disconnect. .
st
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Condition: Fair, except emergency lighting does not meet Code (Poor).
3. Voice/Data:
Telephone system has been updated since 2000 with an Avaya Definity system. Data is separate from
telephone and consists of fiber star configured backbone to each building with Category 5 station wiring
to voice/data outlets. Typical outlet has one voice and two data jacks. Each classroom has only one or
two outlets. The current data network provides minimal station capacity and flexibility. Quantity and
location of data and computer power does not meet modern classroom standards.
Condition: Telephone system Good; data system Poor.
4. School Intercom/Clock
School intercom and clock system is a Rauland Director II and is past its useful life. Classroom Call-in
is via telephone handset. Clock system is an American Time and Signal master clock with retrofitted
simplex clock speakers approximately 15 years old.
Condition: Poor
5. Fire Alarm
Fire alarm system is Gamewell addressable system over 10 years old. Fire alarm includes smoked
detectors, manual stations, ADA horn strobes, and fire sprinkler monitoring. Smoke detectors are at the
end of life expectancy.
Condition: Fair
E. Mechanical Systems Observed
1. Mechanical HVAC System:
The school is served primarily by unit ventilators. These unit ventilators are approaching the end of their
useful life.
Cooling is provided for the administration area only.
Condition: Fair
2. Hydronic:
The central boiler plant consists of a small Burnham gas-fired boiler and a gas and oil fired Birchfield
boiler that is used only on days when the outside air is 32˚F or less. The Burnham boiler is leaking at the
gaskets.
Condition: Fair

3. Domestic Plumbing:
Plumbing fixtures appear to be in fair condition.
The kitchen water heater is a Lochinvar gas fired tank type. This water heater is not seismically braced.
Other water heaters throughout the school are ABCO electrical water heaters.
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Condition: Fair
4. Fire Sprinkler System:
The entire school is fire sprinklered.
Condition: Fair

Military Child Development and Youth Programs

Content Provided by Military OneSource
Overview
The military's child development program is key to workforce readiness. Here are the basics on
the types of care you'll find.
z
z
z
z
z
z

The military child development program
Child development centers
In-home child care
School-age programs
Youth programs
Resource and referral services

As a working parent, one of your top priorities is to find high-quality care for your child. As a
military parent, you have the additional challenge of finding child care that can accommodate shift
work, extended hours, and weekend duty; frequent moves; and deployment on short notice.
Recognizing the direct link between child care and members' readiness for service, the military
has created a program of care for children and youths that has been praised for its high quality and
affordability and called a model for the nation. The Department of Defense (DoD) sets clear
quality standards for child development and school-age programs and uses an inspection and
certification process to ensure that care on military facilities meets these standards. Ninety-five
percent of child development centers and many school-age programs have also met the standards
of a national accrediting organization. Providers must have training before they start and continue
to complete training modules that the military provides. DoD child care subsidies help parents pay
for care.
This article describes the types of child care that the military offers and explains how you can get
more information about your installation's programs. Each of the services varies somewhat in its
implementation regulations. Once you are enrolled in a program, you will want to ask specific
questions about any other rules.
Back To Top

The military child development program
Although each branch of the service has its own program, all are based on the same DoD
instructions, which set out the requirements and standards for care of infants, toddlers, and
preschool and school-age children. The instructions outline in great detail the expectations for
areas such as health and safety; curriculum for each age group; interactions among staff, children,
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and families; staff qualifications and training; and background-check procedures.
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Homebuyer Mistakes to Avoid

When you are looking for child care, there is no substitute for meeting and talking with any
provider you are considering. Knowing what type of care you are looking for will help you to
narrow the search.

Education

Back To Top

Childcare & Youth Programs

Child development centers
On your installation, you will usually find one or more child development centers, also known as
CDCs, which offer care for children ages 6 weeks to 12 years. Most of the children participating
in CDC programs during the school year are 5 years old and under. (Some school-age programs
use a wing of a CDC, with separate materials and playgrounds.) Typical hours are from 6 a.m. to
6:30 p.m. on weekdays, year-round. If you do not need full-time care, some centers offer part-time
and hourly (drop-in) care; some offer care during events and briefings.
Centers can range in size from 25 to 300 children; the average center serves about 200 children.
The ratio of staff to child varies according to the age of the child, with, for example, one caregiver
required for every four children ages 6 weeks to 12 months; one caregiver for every seven
toddlers; and no more than 12 children ages 3 to 5 per caregiver. Many child care experts feel that
the size of groups of children is even more important than the caregiver-to-child ratio. In CDCs, a
group in one room or area can be no larger than the number that two caregivers can manage. In the
case of infants, this would be eight children; toddlers, 14; and preschoolers, 24.

Adult Education

Youth Programs
Military Child Care Programs
Keep Children Healthy
Adult Education
Adult Education
Scholarship Search

Call for support & guidance

A training and curriculum specialist helps plan activities and makes sure that caregivers keep up
with their training requirements. Higher pay is linked to completion of each training module.
The goal is to help children develop in a warm, home-like setting. The standards outline in detail
what children need in order to feel both safe and challenged. All CDCs must meet the standards of
DoD certification and must be accredited by a national accrediting body, such as the National
Association for the Education of Young Children, so you can expect comparable quality across
installations.
Back To Top

In-home child care
Another choice if you have a child between 2 weeks and 12 years old is in-home child care, also
known as family child care or child development homes. In their own homes, which may be on or
off the installation, providers care for a small group of children, some of whom may be their own.

http://www.military.com/spouse/fs/0,,fs_youth_prog,00.html

4/1/2010

Military Child Development and Youth Programs

Page 9 of 11

An individual may have no more than six children to care for who are under the age of 8,
including a maximum of two children under the age of 2.
In addition to typical workday hours, these homes may provide before- and after-school hours,
extended hours, weekend and vacation hours, summer care, and care during events and briefings.
Also, many in-home providers can take care of mildly ill children. Some in-home providers drive
or walk with school-age children to and from the school bus stop; some may provide
transportation to after-school activities.
Some parents associate center care with a more school-like atmosphere, and think that in-home
care is less educational. Actually, to be part of the military's network of in-home care, on or off the
installation, in-home providers must meet the DoD's certification requirements, including training,
background checks, and inspections. Standards for in-home care are similar to those for CDCs.
For example, materials and activities must suit the ages of the children. Providers must have
experience and ongoing training in child development. Parents are always welcome.
As an additional measure of quality, many in-home providers have sought accreditation by the
National Association for Family Child Care. The military encourages and supports all homes in
their effort to become accredited.
Back To Top

School-age programs
Programs for children ages 6 to12 are designed to "complement rather than duplicate" school.
They are usually open before and after school, on holidays, and for summer day camp. They may
use space in CDCs, but more often are in youth centers or schools. The military has formed
partnerships with organizations such as the Boys & Girls Clubs of America (BGCA) and 4-H
clubs, expanding the possibilities for activities and programs.
School-age programs try to create a familiar, safe place for children to be when they aren't in
school. They may reinforce values that children learn at school -- teamwork, responsibility, selfconfidence -- but usually through recreation, or as one set of guidelines says, by reinforcing
"lifelong leisure skills" in a "warm and home-like atmosphere." Children have many of the same
choices they have at home, but with trained supervision and a planned curriculum and in a setting
with other children. They may have a snack, work on their homework in a quiet area, do arts and
crafts, or work on their free throws. They may also be able to learn particular skills by
participating in classes offered by the youth program, such as gymnastics or computer skills.
School-age programs accommodate a wide span of ages and needs. Sometimes through these
programs, children participate in team sports. They may join a swim team at the local BGCA. In
all cases, DoD certification and accreditation by a national accrediting body, such as the National
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School-Age Care Alliance, is required.
Back To Top

Youth programs
Youth programs are open to children ages 6 to 18. Children under 12 might participate in a chess
club or a dance program a few times a week in addition to their regular after-school care
arrangement. Programs for youths ages 12 to 18 offer less structure than school-age programs,
more choices, and more open recreation. They allow teenagers to come and go once they have
permission to be home alone. Youth programs offer places to go after school, evenings, weekends,
holidays, and during summer vacation.
The military has a wide range of youth programs. Sometimes an on-installation youth center
organizes the team sports for the entire community. At another installation, the youth center may
attract younger teens, while older teens play on their high school's teams. DoD is in the process of
developing more consistent models and policies for youth programs to follow. Installations are
increasing their partnerships with organizations like BGCA and 4-H. The goal is to offer
opportunities for physical fitness, leadership and career training, volunteerism, arts and recreation,
as well as mentoring and support.
Youths involved in creating programs on military installations have said that they want programs
that let them feel competent and useful, that help them feel they belong, and that give them power
and influence. Having a parent who is frequently absent and often in danger is just one of the
additional challenges that face military teens. Frequent moves and life on overseas installations
can be especially difficult during these years when friends are so important. Being able to
continue in a similar youth activity program can help a teenager make the transition to a new
location. Teens and younger children can request a sponsor at the new installation, a peer who will
help them get to know the new place. The Military Teens on the Move Web site
( www.dod.mil/mtom ) can help teens and younger children make new connections when they
move.
The military is also working to increase health services for adolescents and programs to identify
and help at-risk youths.
Back To Top

Resource and referral services
Resource and referral services, or R&Rs, can guide you through the process of finding child care.
You can learn how waiting lists are managed and where you are on the list. When you are on a
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waiting list but need child care immediately, the installation's R&R can help you find alternative
care. The Military OneSource program, which provided this article, is another source of child care
information. Through a toll-free line, it offers referrals to child care in the civilian community and
coaching on how to look for quality care outside the installation.
How to learn about your installation's program
Installations have different names for the office that manages the child care programs, so if you
don't know the name of the office, the best place to start is by going to your home installation's
CDC and asking which office provides local child care resource and referral services and how you
can get more information. You will find the telephone numbers of all CDCs and school-age
programs on the Military Family Resource Center Web site, www.mfrc-dodqol.org/progDir/,
where you can view facilities organized by state or country. These numbers are especially useful
when you know you will be moving and want to find out about care at the new installation.
The local R&R can give you the names of child care providers and information about waiting lists
and costs. If you are in a country where it's common for care providers to come to your home, the
R&R can help you find someone to do this. If you are in a country where language barriers make
it difficult to find care off the installation, the R&R can help you find solutions.
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Getting a Grip on the
Basics of Impact Aid

Introduction
The National Association of Federally Impacted Schools (NAFIS) has recently updated “The Basics of
Impact Aid”. This booklet contains all the information one needs to know when dealing with or trying to
learn any aspect of the Impact Aid program. Whether you are brand new to the program, or have known
about it for years, it’s always good to go through the basics and brush up on any changes or forgotten
portions.
In this copy of “The Basics of Impact Aid”, you will learn exactly what it means to be federally impacted. A brief history of the Impact Aid program and why it began is also included. The major provisions of the law will be explained, as well as how “need” is determined and in turn, how payments are
calculated. Also included are charts, graphs, and examples to help the reader more easily visualize how
the program actually works, what the different formulas entail, and how each school district’s individual
and unique impaction and needs play into what they are paid each year.
This booklet is for anyone seeking knowledge on the Impact Aid program and contains the most up to
date information through FY 2007. If you have further questions, please do not hesitate to contact the
NAFIS office at 202-624-5455, or look up our website at www.sso.org/nafis.

July 2009
National Association of Federally Impacted Schools
444 North Capitol Street, N.W.
Suite 419
Washington, D.C. 20001

Getting a Grip on the Basics of Impact Aid
The Original Federal Education Program
Title VIII-Public Law 107-110

Table of Contents
General Information
Federally Connected Children
Number of Federally Connected Children
Financial Impact on Local Schools
The Actual Impact Aid Law
What is the Initial Process for Receiving Impact Aid?
How is Each Impact Aid Payment Calculated?
Impact Aid Complications
Impact Aid Districts and Their “Need” Factors
Degree of Unmet Need in Federally Connected Districts
Impact Aid Funding History 1998-2008
Section 8003 (d) Students with Disabilities
Section 8007 (a) Construction Formula Grants
Section 8007 (b) Discretionary Competitive Grants
Section 8009 Equalization
Sections 8010 - 8014
Fiscal Year 2007 Funding Levels By Program
Section 8004-Indian Policies and Procedures
IPP example
What Are Tables 9 and 11?
Impact Aid Self Quiz
Appendix
Example of the Impact Aid Survey and Source Check Forms
Department of Education Impact Aid Program Staff Listing

(i)

Page 1
Page 2
Page 3
Page 4
Page 4
Page 5
Page 7
Page 8
Page 10
Page 10
Page 11
Page 12
Page 13
Page 14
Page 15
Page 17
Page 18
Page 19
Page 20
Page 24
Page 25
Page 31

(ii)

The Basics of Impact Aid
General Information

• Impact Aid is the second oldest elementary-secondary federal education program administered by the
Department of Education currently in law, and was first passed in 1950 under President Harry Truman.
• The program was formed to help make up the lost local tax base to school districts imposed upon by federal property. In other words, people living on federal
property do not pay local property tax. People who work on federal property in
turn, work for companies that do not pay local property tax. Also, people who
work for the military have the ability to shop for food and other items at a PX that
does not charge sales tax. Therefore, school districts lose not only property tax
revenue, but also sales tax and licensing fees. The program was also designed to
provide payments in lieu of taxes to school districts that have had large parcels of
land taken off the tax roles after 1938 as a result of a federal action.
•There are basically four areas of federal impaction: Indian trust or treaty lands, low rent housing
projects, and military bases, and other federal ownership of land such as national parks, federal prisons,
VA hospitals, and other federally owned parcels of land.
• The Impact Aid Statute was originally referred to as PL. 81-874. In 1965 it was used by Congress as
the vehicle to build the Elementary and Secondary Education Act. In 1994 Impact Aid was folded into
ESEA as Title VIII (P.L. 81-874 was repealed). The current law was scheduled to be reauthorized in FY
2007. Currently, th e law has been extended through FY 2009.
• It is the only education program that is not forward funded. When Congress appropriates dollars
annually in the fall, the money is immediately wired to school district’s bank accounts. Other programs’
dollars are designated for the following school year, placing them in less of a financial bind in the case
of a continuing resolution (CR).
• The 8003 (b) Basic Support part of the program is currently (F.Y. 2009) funded at about 60% of need,
while the 8002 Federal Property part of the program is funded at 3.5% of need OR Section 8003 has a
40% unfunded need while Section 8002 has a 96.5% unfunded need.
• The money is appropriated through the Labor - HHS - Education Appropriation Bill.
• The Impact Aid program is the most efficient of all education programs, as the money is wired directly
from the Department of Education to the school’s bank accounts, avoiding administrative costs at the
state level. In some cases the funds are wired to a county administrative unit for disbursement to the
school district or in the case of a dependent school district (doesn’t posses the authority to tax directly)
to the city or county treasurer.
• There are no “strings attached” to the money and districts can use it in the areas they need it most as
determined by the locally elected school board. It can be used for construction, salaries, supplies, unless
otherwise prohibited by state law.
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Federally Connected Children
• Are those children whose parent(s) or legal guardian(s) reside and/or work on federal property. The
law recognizes as eligible those –
- Children whose parent(s) both live and work on federal property
o Referred to as a Civilian “a” child
- Children whose parent(s) live on Indian trust or treaty (restricted) land
o Referred to as a Indian land “a” child
- Children whose parents reside in federal low rent housing – not including - Section 8 housing
o Referred to as a Low rent housing “b” child
- Children whose parent(s) are members of the uniformed services and reside on a military
base including children of foreign military officers
o Referred to as a Military “a” child or on-base
- Children whose parent(s) are members of the uniformed services but who reside off the
military base including children of foreign military officers
o Referred to as a Military “b” child or off-base
- Children whose parent(s) are civilian employees of the federal government or who work on
federal property
o Referred to as a Civilian “b” child whose parent works on federal property
- Children whose parent(s) reside on federal property, but who work on taxable land
o Referred to as a Civilian “b” child whose parent lives on federal property only –
works on taxable property
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Number of F
ederally Connected Children
Federally
in Average Da
ily Attendance by Student Category
Daily
Fiscal Year 2008
• Not withstanding the number of students not yet verified on Table 9 (of the Impact Aid application –
base house renovation) there are approx. 927,313.97 federally connected children in average daily
attendance (ADA) in the program. (Fiscal Year 2008 estimate)
-3,182.12 civilian “a” (children whose parents live and work on federal property)
-99,680.62 military “a” (children whose parents reside on-base)
-252,059.65 military “b” (children whose parents reside off-base)
-263,649.29 low rent housing “b” (children whose parents reside in federal lowrent housing)
-112,603.39 Indian lands “a” (children who reside on Indian Trust/Treaty Land
including Alaskan Natives residing on Alaskan Native Claims
Settlement Land
-196,138.90 civilian “b” children (children whose parents live on and work off of federal prop
erty OR whose parents work on, but live off of federal property)*
• Civilian “b” children can only be calculated into a school’s payment if there are at least 1,000 in the
district, or if they represent 10% or more of the school district’s Average Daily Attendance (ADA).

Federally Connected Children in ADA by Student Category FY2008
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Military b

Low Rent
Housing b
Student Category

Indian Lands a

Civilian b

Financial “Impact” on Local Scho
ols
Schools
• A non-federally impacted school has
three main sources of revenue.

Revenue Sources for Non-Impacted
Schools

• Businesses located on federal land are
exempt from local taxes. In the case of the
military, those who live and work on base
do not pay property tax, nor do they
necessarily pay income tax to the state in
which the school district is located, due to
the Soldier’s and Sailor’s Relief Act. This
results in a 25% loss of revenue to the

state aid
25%
taxes on local
business
taxes on local
homes

50%
25%

school district.
• Homes that are located on federal property are also exempted from local taxes. This results in another 25% loss for the school district. The school district has now lost half of its revenue, and only
has its state aid left to account for the other half.
• School districts also lose money on local sales tax when a military installation is involved. These
families are allowed to shop at a PX store in which they are exempt from paying sales tax.

The Actual “Impact Aid” Law
FUNDING SOURCES
There are six “pots of money” for payments to school districts for different types of federal impaction:
*Section 8002— PAYMENTS FOR PROPERTY ($66,208,000 FY ‘09)
NAFIS proposes $104,208,335 for FY2010.
-These are payments made to reimburse school districts that have had significant amounts of land
removed from their tax rolls because of ownership by the federal government. This is property
that is located within the boundaries of the school district, but does not necessarily have people
living on it. Examples of this would be:
-National park
-Army Corps flood project
-Military testing grounds (example - Rocky Mountain Arsenal)
-National grasslands
-Environmental waste sites
**There are certain requirements a school district must meet to be eligible for 8002 payments:
-The U.S. has acquired ownership of land in the school district since 1938
-The property was not acquired by exchange for other federal property
-The assessed valuation of the property is at least 10% or more of the school district’s total assessed
value when the property was acquired
-The school district is not being substantially compensated by increases in revenues from federal activities from this property
**The school district must have the local tax assessor conduct an annual assessment of the federal
property based upon the “highest & best use of adjacent property.”
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*Section 8003 (b)—BASIC SUPPORT PAYMENTS ($1,128,535,000 for FY’09 - NAFIS proposes
$1,175,535,000 for FY’10)
-Payments that are made to school districts that educate at least 400 federal students who are in
average daily attendance (ADA), or that have at least a 3% ADA of federal students.
*Section 8003 (b)(2)-HEAVILY IMPACTED DISTRICTS (Included in Basic Support)
-District must have 40% student impact not counting civilian students whose parent(s) work on
federal property or 50% if civilian students are counted
-Districts must make a “reasonable” tax effort (minimum 95% of the state average)
-District must have less revenue per student than the state average or if the district has less than
350 students has a per pupil expenditure less than the expenditure of a comparable school district
or three comparable districts
*Section 8003 (d)—DISABILITY PAYMENTS ($49,602,000 for FY’09 - NAFIS proposes
$52,000,000 for FY’10)
-Payments are made to school districts for the additional costs that disabled Military and Indian
students incur. Any military or Indian Land child eligible to receive IDEA funds receives these
dollars (must have a Individual Education Plan – IEP). The per unit payment is calculated by
dividing the total appropriation for this section by the nationwide total of children with disabilities reported on surveys conducted by the impacted districts. (Number of children is based on
their conversion into “weighted student disability units”)
*Section 8007—CONSTRUCTION ($17,509,000 for FY’09 -- 8007 (b) grants only - NAFIS proposes $45,000,000 for FY’10)
-Payments for heavily impacted districts so the district may meet capital or construction needs of
the federal students.
-Districts must have an enrollment of 50% or more Indian Land or Military children or be classified as a Heavily Impacted District under Section 8003(b)(2) to qualify for formula grants (Section 8007(a)
-Section 8007(b) discretionary grants carry a different set of criteria (See Construction Summary)
*Section 8008—FACILITIES ($4,864,000 for FY’09 - NAFIS proposes $8,000,000 for FY’10)
-Payments for upkeep and repair of school buildings owned by the Department of Education that
are being used by local school districts.
-Approximately 50 buildings are currently owned by the US Department
of Education.

What is the Initial Process for Receiving Impact Aid? - Basic Support Payments
• The school district has three options for determining their number of
federal students.
• They can either:
- conduct a student survey each year
- conduct a source check
- conduct both
• See examples in the Appendix
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• The school district must then compile the results of the survey or source check
• The school must then fill out an Impact Aid application and return the original to the Department of
Education and send a copy to their state’s Department of Education
• The US Department if Education then checks the application and calculates payments based on the
application data
• The US Department of Education then authorizes funds to be sent (wired) to the school district. Payments are made annually. After the initial payment for a fiscal year, an LEA may receive additional
amounts for the same fiscal year as the Department completes the distribution of all available funds. As
of June 2009, the Department finalized fiscal year 2006 payments for Section 8003 and are nearing
completion for Section 8002.
• The funds are received by the school district, and the US Department of Education then audits the
school’s surveys – Generally a site review occurs every three years for districts with sizeable Impact Aid
payments
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Section 8003 Projected Basic Support Payments ($1,105,535,000
Proposal FY’09)

How is Each Impact Aid Payment Calculated?
Basic Support payments are calculated from a formula that is derived from the basic premise of the
program – that 50% of the cost of educating a child comes from (on average) state funding. It is the
remaining 50% that has been impacted by the federal presence. The term used to compute the local loss
as measured by per pupil expenditure is called the “Local Contribution Rate” or LCR.
• Although there are 4 ways in which a school district can calculate the Local Contribution Rate
(LCR), since only the local portion, or 50% of a school district’s revenue is affected by federal activity, a
majority of payments are based on:
 50% of the state average per pupil cost or
 50% of the national per pupil average cost
• whichever is higher, or
 the average percentage of local revenue that makes up the average per pupil expenditure in the
state if that calculates to be a higher LCR, or
 the use of comparable school district per pupil expenditures as defined in regulations
The data used to compute the LCR is based on data that is three years prior to the fiscal year for
which the payments are to be calculated. Fiscal year 2010 (school year 2009-2010) payments will be
based on data compiled for fiscal year 2007 (school year 2006 – 2007). The FY 2010 ½ the national
average per pupil expenditure is $4,898.00.
• Since per pupil expenditures change each year, the LCR will change each year as well, allowing
payments to keep up with the increasing costs of education. Potential problem rests in the fact that if the
appropriations for Basic Support payments don’t keep up with the percentage change in the LCR’s,
payments to districts will fall behind widening the margin of the unmet need.
 Past year’s national LCR’s
Past Years' National LCRs
6,000.00

Dollars

5,000.00

4,901.71
4,626.87

4,393.99

4,200.75

4,000.00

4,074.45

3,749.06

3,921.51

3,503.79

3,314.84

3,000.00

3,148.00

2,000.00
1,000.00
0.00

FY'10
FY'01

FY'09

FY'08

FY'07

FY'06

FY'05

FY'04

FY'03

Fiscal Year

FY'02

FY10 + 5.94 over ‘09
FY 09 - +5.3% over ‘08
FY 08 - +4.6% over ‘07
FY 07 - +3.1% over ‘06
FY 06 - +3.9% over ‘05
FY 05 - +4.6% over ‘04
FY 04 - +7% over ’03
FY 03 - +5.7% over ’02
FY 02 - +5.3% over ’01
• The district can use the higher of either the
state or the national to figure their LCR.

• Federal students are given different weights to determine school district payment:
Indian land children = 1.25
Military on-base “a” children = 1.00
Civilian children whose parents live and work on base = 1.00 (Civ a)
Military “b” (off base) = .20
Low rent housing children = .10
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Civilian “b” (off base) = .05
This is called their Weighted Federal Student Unit
• To determine a school district’s maximum payment, or Basic Support Payment, count the number of
federal students in average daily attendance (ADA) and multiply them by their respective weights. You
would then multiply the school district’s total weighted student count by whichever LCR that would
give the school district the highest payment. The result is the MAXIMUM Basic Support Payment.
Example:
Type of Student

# Fed. Students
ADA

Indian Lands
Military “a”
Civilian “b”
Mil. not living on base
Low rent housing

100
100
100
100
100

District Total

500

X

Weight

=
Total
Weighted Fed.
Students

1.25
1.00
.05
.20
.10

125
100
5
20
10
260

TOTAL WEIGHTED FEDERAL COUNT X LCR = MAXIMUM PAYMENT
260

X

$4,898.00

=

$1,273,480

Impact Aid Complications
• The Impact Aid funding calculations are complicated ONLY because the program is not fully funded.
Currently, the Basic Support Program is funded at about 60% of need, leaving a 40% unmet need and
therefore, a formula was needed (as determined by Congress) to be put in place to fairly distribute the
available funds.
• Payments are reduced and distributed on a “needs based” formula, not simply prorated. The schools
that are more dependent on the funds receive more than others that are not as financially dependent on
the payment.
• The law uses an individual school district’s “need” and adjusts a school district’s Basic Support
Payment based upon the individual need of the district.
** “Need” is computed by adding together the percentage of federal students and the percentage of the
operating budget that the Basic Support Payment represents.**
• This calculation is called the “Learning Opportunity Threshold” most commonly referred to as
LOT.
• To figure out a school’s LOT modifier (or need factor), add:
-the percentage of federal students compared to the total number of students; and
-the percentage that the Maximum Basic Support Payment is of the total current expenditures
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(Operation and Maintenance Expenditures)
**This LOT modifier represents how dependent a school district is on Impact Aid funds—the higher the
LOT modifier, the closer the LOT payment is to the Maximum Basic Support Payment.
• The higher the “need” or LOT percentage, the closer the Maximum Basic Support Payment and the
LOT payment will be.
EXAMPLE:
LOT CALCULATION

Total ADA
Total Fed. ADA
Type of Fed. ADA
Total Current Expen..
Per Pupil Expen.

School District “1”
1,200
650
Indian Land
$6,000,000
$4,500

School District “2”
1,200
50
Indian Land
9,000,000
$7,000

Basic Support Payment Calculation
WFSU

812.5
(650 x 1.25)

62.5
(50 x 1.25)

LCR

$4,898.00

$4,898.00

Total Basic
Support

$3,979,625.00

$306,125.00

% Fed. Students
54%
BSP % Current Exp. 55%

4.2%
2.8%

LOT MOD*
100%
*LOT MOD is never higher than 100%

7%

LOT Payment
(LOT% x BSP)

$3,979,625.00

$21,428.75

-District “1” has a dependency factor (or need) of 100% since 54% of its students are federal and 55% of
its total budget is based on its Basic Support Payment. This is an example of one school district that
receives 100% of its BSP.
-District “2” only has a dependency on Impact Aid of 7% because federal students make up only 4.2% of

9

FY’07 School District Payments by LOT
Estimated # of FY'05
Percentage
Total 1,294
600
554

Number of Districts

500

400
321
300

200
162
134
100
59

62

80-99%

60-79%

0
100%

40-59%

20-39%

0-19%

LOT Percentage

its ADA and the BSP makes up only 2.8% of its operating budget. In other words, the LOT payment is
only 7% of its Basic Support Payment.

Impact Aid Districts and their “Ne
ed” F
actors
“Need”
Factors
• Under the current system, Impact Aid payments will vary according to the district’s LCR and its LOT
percentage. The higher a district’s LCR and LOT percentage the greater their payment will be.
• When there is not enough money to give everyone their maximum payments, the LOT system funnels
available Impact Aid funds to districts that have a greater “need” (or LOT).
• It is estimated that for FY 2009 all schools will eventually receive either 132% of their LOT calculation OR their Maximum Basic Support payment (whichever is lower).
(Will ultimately depend on the number students claimed and eligible on Table 9 – Base Housing Renovation)

• As the appropriations increase, the additional money “flows down” to the school districts with lower
LOT factors.
Estimated Amount of Unmet Need By LOT Percentage Fiscal Year 2009
LOT Percentage
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Percentage of Un-funded Need
Subsidized by Local Taxpayers
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Section 8003 (d) Students with Disabilities
($48,602,000 for FY’09 - NAFIS proposes
$52,000,000 in FY’10)

• Determine your number of federal Disability Units:
- ADA of children with disabilities who reside on Indian land;
- ADA of military children with disabilities who reside on federal land;
- 1/2 the ADA of military children w/disabilities that do not reside on federal land
• Add up all the nation-wide Federal Disability Units from all school districts
• Determine the appropriation for 8003 (d) $49,602,000 proposed in 2009
• Divide the appropriation by the nation-wide total to determine per unit payment
• Multiply your district’s number of Federal Disability Units by the per pupil payment
Example:
School District has:
50 Indian Land students with disabilities
15 Military students with disabilities living on federal land
*40 Military students with disabilities not living on federal land
The district has 85 Federal Disability Unites (50+15+20) *40 divided by 2
If the total 8003 (d) appropriation is $49,602,000 and the nation-wide total of disability units is
46,647.91, then the per unit payment will be $1,063.33 ($49,602,000/46,647.91)
The district’s 8003 (d) payment will be $90,383.05 (85 DUs x $1,063.33)
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Section 8007 (a)-Construction F
ormula Grants
Formula
($0 Proposed FY’09)
• There are two different allocations of the 8007 appropriation money: 60% is used for competitive
grants that schools apply for and the other 40% is used in formula payments to eligible school districts.
• Formula:
LEAs are eligible if they receive funds under 8003 (b) (Basic Support) and the LEA has at least one of
the following:
-at least 50% or more Indian Land students
-at least 50% military students
-received funds from 8003 (b)(2) (heavily impacted)
• Determine the total number of Indian Land and Military weighted students in all these eligible LEAs.
• Divide 50% of the total appropriation for 8007 Formula Construction by the total number of Indian
Land WFSU and 50% of the 8007 appropriation Formula Construction by the number of Military WFSU
in all 8007 eligible LEAs to determine the per weighted unit payment for each type of student.
• Multiply your WFSU for each type of student times the per unit payment for each type of student.
• These funds may be used for:
-preparation of drawings/specs for facilities
-acquiring, building, remodeling, repairing, or extending school facilities
-inspecting or supervising construction facilities
-debt service
• There is no time limitation during which these funds must be expended, and thus they may be saved
for a future project.
Example:
*An eligible school district for 8007 has a total of 250 students on Indian Trust Land, 80 Military students living on base, and 300 military off base students.
*This district has 312.5 Indian Land WFSU (250 x 1.25) and
230 Military WFSU (80 + 150) (300 divided by 2)
* The nation-wide total of 8007 eligible schools is 95,900 Indian Land WFSU and 46,700 Military
WFSU.
* Asssuming dollars would be allocated: With a $17,820,000 million appropriation for formula payments, the per WFSU payment for Indian Lands is approximately $92.91 ($8,910,060/95,900) and the
per WFSU payment for Military is $190.79 ($8,910,060/46,700).
* The district’s 8007 payment is $72,916.08 (312.5 Indian WFSU x $92.91) = $29,034.38 + (230
Military WFSU x $190.79) = $43,881.70
[$29,034.38 + $43,881.70 = $72,916.08]
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8007(b) Discretionary Competitive Grants ($17,509,000 in FY’09)
60% of the funds appropriated for Section 8007 are to be set aside for purposes of a competitive discretionary program.
• Eligibility – Any district that is at least 40% impacted with Indian land or military dependent students
may apply on behalf of the local educational agency. In addition, an individual school site (facility) may
also apply if the enrollment of either Indian land or military dependent students equals or exceeds 40%
of the school’s total enrollment.
• Additional Eligibility Requirements – The local educational agency or the school, will be prioritized
based on their ability to generate local funding (bonding/state funding) and if it has a school facility
emergency as determined by the Secretary.
• Funding Priority – Those grants submitted, as “Emergency Requests” will be given the first priority.
“Modernization Grants” are also awarded should funds still be available after all emergency awards have
been made.
• Matching Requirements – The federal contribution for both emergency and modernization grants
cannot exceed 50% of the cost of the project, nor can it be more than $4,000,000 during any 4-year
period. (This requirement does not apply to a district that does not have the authority to tax or issue
bonds – has no practical capacity to issue bonds)
* NOTE: NAFIS proposes $45,000,000 for Section 8007 in FY 2010: $27 million for 8007(a) and $18
million for 8007(b).
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Section 8009-Equalization
• In almost every case, states cannot reduce the amount of state aid a school district receives as a result
of their Impact Aid payment. Impact Aid is considered “outside” of a state’s school finance formula
and a state must pretend that the school district does not receive Impact Aid funds.
• In a few circumstances however, a state is allowed to reduce the amount of state aid sent to a school
district simply because the district receives Impact Aid. In order for a state to be allowed to do this, the
state must be certified as “Equalized” by the US Department of Education.
• To be considered “equalized”, a state must show that for 90% of the students in the state, the amount
of money spent per student does not vary by more than 25%
• The per pupil expenditure of the school at the 95th percentile of ADA (size) is compared to the per
pupil expenditure at the 5th percentile of ADA. If this disparity is greater than 25%, then the state is not
allowed to deduct state aid to Impact Aid schools because they receive Impact Aid.
• If the disparity is 25% or less, then the state is allowed to deduct from state aid to the school district an
amount based upon a percentage of Impact Aid receipts. This percentage is the percentage of local funds
that are covered under a state’s equalization program. The disparity percentage goal was scheduled to
drop from 25% to 20% in FY ’98, but recent changes in the law deleted the 20% requirement and kept
the disparity percentage at 25%.
• States are prohibited from implementing deducts until they have been certified to do so by the
Department of Education. If a state does so without certification, then the schools may apply for relief
in federal court. Another provision requires that all states currently certified as equalized must qualify
under the new standards in order to keep their certification. This means no “grandfather clauses” for the
states that were deducting funds from Impact Aid schools up to FY ’95.
Example:
Five mythical states each have the same state average per pupil expenditure (PPE) and the top 5% of the
students in each state have an $8,000 per pupil expenditure. The poorest 5% of the students in each state
have only $2,000 spent on each of them. The only difference in these states is the amount spent on the
95th percentile of students and the amount spent on the 5th percentile.
the 95th percentile of ADA and the PPE at the 5th
ing the PPE at the 5th percentile of ADA from
then dividing this figure by the PPE of the
or less, then the state is considered
the state aid that Impact Aid schools

The disparity is computed between the PPE at
percentile of ADA. This is done by subtractthe PPE of the 95th percentile of ADA and
5th percentile. If this disparity is 25%
equalized, and the state may reduce
receive.
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“Equalization Examples”
Equalization Example
State A

State B

State C

State D

State E

State Avg. PPE $5000

$5000

$5000

$5000

$5000

PPE of the LEAs
w/highest PPE $8000
and 5% of state ADA

$8000

$8000

$8000

$8000

PPE of 95th

$6000

$5500

$5400

$5500

$5200

PPE of 5th

$4000

$4200

$4300

$4500

$4800

PPE of LEAs
$2000
w/lowest PPE
and 5% of state ADA

$2000

$2000

$2000

$2000

95th %tile to
50%
5th %tile disparity

30.9%

25.5%

22.2%

8.33%

Equalized

NO

NO

YES

YES

77.8%

91.7%

NO

% Equalized —

—

—

*In states A, B, and C, the disparity standard was higher than 25%, and thus the state may not reduce
state aid to Impact Aid schools due to these schools receiving Impact Aid. In states D and E, the disparity
standard is less than 25%, so the states may reduce the amount of state aid to Impact Aid schools within
these states.
**The only 3 states that are currently equalized are New Mexico, Alaska, and Kansas.
The NAFIS reauthorization proposal would require a state to be spending at the national average per
pupil expenditure to qualify as an equalized state under this section.
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Section 8010-Program Administration
* Provides the Secretary with authority when administering each provision of the program to round all
payments to the nearest whole dollar amount
* All agencies on federally owned land must comply with the Secretary for any information the Secretary
might need to carry out Impact Aid payments.
* Addresses the eligibility of students who live in one state, but due to factors unique to the situation
attending school in an adjacent state is more practical.

Section 8011-Administrative Hearings/Judicial Review
• Any school district that is adversely affected by an action of the Secretary of state is allowed to have a
judicial hearing on the matter by law.
• The court shall have exclusive jurisdiction to affirm the action of the Secretary or to set it aside, in
whole or in part.

Section 8012Forgiveness of Overpayments
8012-F
• Notwithstanding any other provision of law, the Secretary may forgive the obligation of a local educational agency to repay, in whole or in part, the amount of any overpayment received if the Secretary
determines that the overpayment was made as a result of an error made by—
1) the Secretary; or
2) the local educational agency and repayment of the full amount of the overpayment will result in
an undue financial hardship on the agency and seriously harm the agency’s educational program.

Section 8013-Definitions
• This part of the law defines commonly used terms in other parts of the law. Some of these include:
-Armed Forces: the Army, Navy, Air Force, Marine Corps
-Average Per-Pupil Expenditure: the aggregate current expenditures of all local educational
agencies in the State; divided by the total number of children in average daily attendance for
whom such agencies provided free public education.
Other definitions include construction, current expenditures, federal property, local contribution
percentage, local educational agency, low-rent housing, modernization, revenue derived from local
sources, and school facilities.

Section 8014-Authorized Appropriations
• These include:
-Payments for federal acquisition of real property – such sums through FY 2009
-Basic payments; payments for heavily impacted school districts – such sums

17

through FY 2009
-Payments for children with disabilities – such sums through 2009
-Construction – such sums through FY 2009
-Facilities Maintenance – such sums through 2009
* such sums means that there is no limit as to how much the Appropriation Committee can at their
discretion fund each provision of the Impact Aid Program. They would have the authority to fully fund
each provision

Impact
AidAid
Funding
NAFIS
2009 2009
Proposal
Funding:
Impact
Funding
Proposal
TotalTotal
Funding:
1,240,718,000

1,105,535,000
Basic Support

Dollars

$1,200,000,000
$1,000,000,000
$800,000,000
$600,000,000
$400,000,000
$200,000,000
$-

Special Education
Federal Property
School Construction
64,208,000
49,602,000

Facilities
Section
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4,864,000

17,509,000

Facilities

Section 8004-Policies and Procedures for Children Living
on Indian Lands
• The Impact Aid law requires school districts that receive funds for children that live on Indian Lands to
have Indian Policies and Procedures (IPPs) in place to ensure these 5 things:
1) Indian Lands children are allowed to participate in programs on an equal basis as non-Indian
Lands children
2) Parents of Indian Lands children and the tribes have the opportunity to present their views on
school district programs and to make recommendations on the school’s program
3) Parents of Indian Lands children and Tribes are consulted and involved in planning the
school program
4) Plans, evaluations, and applications of these programs are disseminated to the parents and
Tribes
5) Parents and Tribes have an opportunity to present their views on the job that the local school
is doing.
**If requested, the Department of Education is required to provide technical assistance as to how to
develop and implement these policies.
• The Department has eight criterions that it uses to evaluate the IPP’s in place in the different school
districts:
1) Specify how the Tribes and parents can communicate to ensure an equal opportunity to
participate
2) Describe how an LEA will assess the extent of equal opportunity
3) Outline how the LEA will make changes to allow equal participation
4) State how the LEA will send information out to the Tribe and parents. Information will
include the IA application, the evaluation of programs funded with IA, and any plans for
programs that may be starting or ending
5) Show how the Tribe or parents can present their views
6) Describe how the LEA will involve the Tribe and parents in developing programs
7) Describe how the LEA gives the Tribe and parents an opportunity to make recommendations
and opinions about the LEA and its operations and programs
8) Specify a time and method to review the IPPs annually, including a review of input from the
Tribe and parents, and the LEAs response to the input.
• If a Tribe or designee feels that the school district is not following these requirements then the Tribe or
designee may file a complaint with the Department of Education. The Department will then conduct a
hearing on the complaint, and all parties may present evidence and recommendations for corrective
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action. The Department will then issue a decision as to what remedial action (if any) needs to be taken
by the school.
• If the school rejects the Department’s recommendation, then all Section 8003 funds may be withheld
from the school district the following year, but this would happen only in extreme cases. If this does
occur, then the tribe may request that the BIA provide services for the children. However, children may
choose to stay with the school and not go to the BIA school. These children may then be counted for
Impact Aid again by the school district.
• This entire process, however, including the requirement for local policies and annual activities, is not
required if the tribe sends a written statement to the local school. This statement would need to say that
the school does not need to comply with these requirements because the Tribe is satisfied with the
educational services provided by the school to the Indian Lands children.

Example of an IPP that would be acceptable to the DoED:
A. Indian Parent and Tribal Officials Opportunity for Input
1. School Board of Director meetings are open to the public. All public and/or
special Board meetings are advertised in local papers and through posting of notices a minimum of 48 hours prior to the meeting. Tribal officials and parent committee members will be
mailed Board agendas prior to Board meetings.
Regular meetings are held the second and fourth Wednesdays of each month. Summaries of
action taken by the board are published in local papers with complete copies of proceedings
available in the district Superintendent’s office.
2. Any parent of an Indian student, organization, tribal official or other person
may request to be heard by the Board on the following issues:
a.
b.
c.
d.
e.
f.

equal participation of Indian students in educational programs;
program evaluations, program plans and the Impact Aid application;
education programs;
needs of Indian children;
ways to assist Indian children;
such other concerns which directly affect the education of Indian children.

3. A request to be heard must be made by the Wednesday prior to the regularly
scheduled meeting. In cases where the request was not possible, the parent, organization,
tribal official, or other persons may comment on all agenda items or be heard individually on
points a-f above during the regularly scheduled “Items from the Audience” portion of the
board meeting.
B. Opportunity for Equal Participation
1. The District will present the Education Committee of the Nafis Indian Nation
with a copy of its basic education program for review and comment. This report shall be the
State Basic Education compliance report, form M-808 and shall be presented to the Committee on or before December 15 annually. Said document shall also be available for review by
district parents on request.
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2. The Board shall require the Assistant Superintendent to conduct an annual
Indian Students Needs Survey and report the results of that survey to the
Board on or before the second June Board meeting of each year.
3. When the Board finds that Indian children are not able to participate in basic
education programs on an equal basis, it shall implement the following steps:
a)
b)
c)
d)
e)

form a task force of individuals of not less than five (5) members composed of
Indian parents, school personnel, tribal official(s) and other interested parents;
outline the problem area to be studied;
set a timeline to receive recommendations from the taskforce;
hear recommendations during a public Board
direct the school administration to implement solutions which will allow equal
participation either at the beginning of the next semester or next school year
whichever is earliest; require follow up documentation from district administration that opportunity for equal participation has been achieved.

C. Dissemination of Materials to Tribal Officials and Indian Parents
1. A copy of the district’s Impact Aid application and a summary page will be
Mailed to all Capitol School District households and Nafis Tribal Officials in January of each
year. The copy will be mailed a minimum of the (10) working days prior to Board review/
hearing date. Included in the packet shall be a notice of the review/hearing date.
2. The district will distribute, (mail), annually in September, to each district
household and tribal official a school calendar. The calendar includes a synopsis, evaluation,
and overview of all programs assisted with Impact Aid
funds as well as a review of a special categorical funds program.
3. The district publishes a monthly newsletter containing basic information
regarding school activities and programs. Basic information includes reviews of standardized
test scores, special programs, reports on new programs or those slated for deletion. In addition, dates of Board meeting are published to allow for comment concerning programs.
4. Parents have access and are invited to participate on advisory committees
which deal with program development or deletion.
5. Board meetings are open for public comment on all aspects of the district
program. Newsletters are mailed to all district households and Tribal
Education Committee Members.
6. The schools of the district will schedule open house programs for parents to
provide opportunities for parents to discuss school matters with district
personnel.
D. Input on Impact Aid Application
1. The Board will include a review/hearing of the district’s Impact Aid application at a regularly
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scheduled or special meeting in January of each year. Notice of such hearing will be given as
follows:
a) through local, district, and tribal newspaper;
b) by published announcement posted in conspicuous public places and tribal offices;
c) by mailed invitation to parents of Indian children and tribal officials
2. A minimum of ten (10) working days prior to board review/hearing of the district’s Impact
Aid application, each parent of an Indian child and tribal officials will receive a copy of the
application, notice of review/hearing, invitation to attend and a synopsis of potential financial
impact to the district.
E. Consultation and Involvement
1. In addition to steps outlined in Section A., 1, 2, and 3 and Section B., 1, 2, and
3, the District will provide further opportunities for consultation and involvement by utilizing
several parent advisory committees.
2. Advisory committees include those designated to meet specific legal mandates
Such as Title I, Vocational Education, and Migrant Education. These committees meet on a
regularly scheduled basis according to parent determination.
3. Other advisory committees include self study, curriculum development, and
such committees as needed to meet Board directed educational goals. Parents of Indian
children and tribal officials receive notice, invitations, and are actively recruited to participate
on these advisory committees. Advisory committees report to the Board during regularly
scheduled meetings. Reported findings are finding to support current programs or suggestions
for changes or improvements. These reports are part of the board agenda and are advertised
accordingly.
F. Opportunity to Make Recommendations
1. All Board of Directors meetings are open to the public and allow for input
regarding all aspects of the district’s program. Parents of Indian children or tribal officials
may address the Board at any of these meetings concerning needs of Indian students as
outlined in Section A.
2. Specifically the Board will request input regarding Indian students at a
Minimum of three (3) meetings per year. These meetings are to coincide with public review/
hearing of the Impact Aid, Title IX, and Johnson O’Malley grant application. Tentatively
these meetings will be in December, January, and May of each school year.
3. Notice of these meetings and request for input shall be through published notice in the local
newspapers, written invitation to Indian parents and tribal officials, and notice during parent
advisory meetings.
4. A public budget hearing will be held annually on or before August 30 of each
year. Parents of Indian children or tribal officials shall be given opportunity for input into the
budget.
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G. Assessments of Effectiveness of IPP’s and Indian Input
1. The Capitol Indian Parent Education Committee meets on a regular monthly
Basis. Meetings include a review of LEA policies, procedures, and educational programs.
2. Also, the Capitol Indian Parent Education Committee, along with the tribal
official representation, shall annually review District activities that give Indian parents and
tribal officials opportunities for input into the district’s educational programs. This review
will include documentation of activities specified in the IPPs and the IPPs themselves. Based
on that review the Parent Committee and tribal officials may make recommendations to
Board for changes to the IPPs as needed to further ensure opportunity for input.
3. The Board will hear the report from this review annually during a regularly
scheduled or a special public meeting in August. Changes to IPPs will be forwarded to
appropriate agencies for approval and implemented after approval has been received.
4. District IPPs shall be distributed to all households within the district ten (10)
working days prior to the Board meeting.
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What Is Table 9 and Table 11?
First added to the Impact Aid law in 1996, the program was originally designed to provide funding
stability to school districts faced with on-base housing renovation initiated by the Department of Defense (Table 9). The 2001 reauthorization extended this to also include housing renovation initiated by a
federal agency, i.e. BIA, HUD that impacted Indian land school districts.
In both cases if a housing project is initiated prior to a district’s count date, those students (housing
units) removed from federal property would initially be counted as off-base/off-Indian land children.
Such housing renovation would have to be certified by a federal official that the renovation has been
initiated by the applicable federal agency. Following a certification of such, the Department of Education would then transfer those students (housing units) from off-base to on-base for purposes of the
district’s Impact Aid payment. Those housing units identified for renovation cannot be considered as
eligible for Table 9 or Table 11 for more than 3 years.
Although the intent of this provision is to insure funding stability for districts impacted by the renovation
of federal (on-base DoD/BIA/HUD housing), it has also created a problem for the Department of Education in verifying those students listed on a Table 9 or Table 11 Impact Aid application. This has resulted
in the delay of Impact Aid Section 8003 payments to all school districts as a final payment spread cannot
occur until all students have been verified for those districts applying.
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Impact Aid: T
itle VIII Self Quiz
Title
Section I: TRUE-FALSE
_____ 1. The original Impact Aid law (P.L. 81-874) was passed
due to the presence of Indian students attending public schools.
_____ 2. Impact Aid provides funds to school districts for general
operating expenses.
_____ 3. School districts that want to receive Impact Aid payments must file an application for these funds each year.
_____ 4. School districts that receive Section 8002 funds receive these funds based upon
the number and type of the federal students attending the schools.
_____ 5. Section 8003 (b) funds are distributed to school districts that have at least 400
federal children in average daily attendance (ADA) or at least 3% of the ADA is comprised of federal children.
_____ 6. Under Section 8003 (b), federal students are assigned weights that reflect the
degree of impaction these students have on the local schools as determined by Congress.
_____ 7. The highest weight is 1.0, and is for students residing on Indian lands and for
students whose parents are in the military and reside on federal land.
_____ 8. Students whose parents are in the military, but reside off of federal land and
students who reside in Low Rent Housing Projects have a weight of 0.1.
_____ 9. All students who live off of federal land but their parents are civilians who
work on federal land were eliminated from the program in the 1994 reauthorization.
_____ 10. Average Daily Attendance is defined as the actual membership of students in
the school district.
_____ 11. The maximum payment under 8003 (b) is calculated by determining the number of weighted student units for each category of eligible children enrolled in the district followed by totaling such units and multiplying the total by the Local Contribution
Rate.
_____ 12. The figure determined by the calculation under 8003 (b) is the amount sent to
each school district each year.
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_____ 13. The law provides for four methods that can be used to determine the Local
Contribution Rate.
_____ 14. Depending upon state law, Impact Aid funds may be used for capital improvement or construction.
_____ 15. The old construction provision of Impact Aid (P.L. 81-815) was eliminated in
1994, and there is now no provision for the construction of facilities in the Impact Aid
program.
_____ 16. Some federal students with disabilities may qualify for additional Impact Aid
funds under the law.
_____ 17. For the purpose of calculating a district’s disability payment an Indian Land
and on-base military student are given a weight of 1.0 and an off base military of .50.
_____ 18. School districts that claim students residing on Indian Lands must have Indian
Policies and Procedures in place, which gives the tribes veto power over how the Impact
Aid funds are used.
_____ 19. The student weight for students residing on Indian Lands is higher than the
weights for military or LRH students.
_____ 20. Non-Indian students residing on Indian Land can generate Impact Aid funds
for the school district, but at lower weights than Indian students.
_____ 21. If there are not enough funds to pay all the Basic Support Payments, all
schools receive a payment based upon an equal ratable reduction.
_____ 22. The two factors used to determine a school district’s need for Basic Support
Payments are: 1) the percentage of federal students of the ADA and; 2) the percentage of
the general operating expenditures that the maximum payment represents.
_____ 23. Impact Aid funds are distributed to schools on the basis of prior year student
counts.
_____ 24. Impact Aid funds are sent to school districts by electronic wire from the Department of Treasury to the school district’s bank.
_____ 25. Districts with 40% or more of their ADA comprised of federal students and
whose tax rates for M & O are at least 95% of their state or comparable average can
receive additional Impact Aid funds for being heavily impacted.
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_____ 26. School districts that qualify for 8002 payments, base their payment calculations on the value of the land when it was taken off the tax roles by the federal government.
_____ 27. For Basic Support Payments (8003 (b)), students who reside off of federal
property and whose parents are civilians employed on federal property may be counted if
these students number at least 1,000 ADA and/or these students represent at least 10 %
of the total ADA of the school district.
_____ 28. When funds are insufficient to fully fund all districts, districts that have a
large percentage of federal students and their maximum payment calculation represents a
large percentage of their budget receive more of their Impact Aid than districts with
smaller degrees of federal impaction.
_____ 29. The LOT modifier is the degree of “need”, as defined by Congress, that a
school district has for Impact Aid funds, with the highest “need” at 100%.
_____ 30. Nationwide, it is estimated that about 1,400 school districts will continue to
qualify for Impact Aid (both Section 8003 and Section 8002)
_____ 31. The Learning Opportunity Threshold (LOT) Formula is the maximum payment formula by which the payments of all Sec. 8003 districts are calculated.
_____ 32. The LOT formula is the only formula by which Sec. 8003 payments are allocated.
_____ 33. All Impact Aid applications must be approved by the State Departments of
Education before any payments may be sent to school districts.
_____ 34. States are not allowed to reduce state aid to an Impact Aid school because the
school receives Impact Aid unless the state has been approved to do so by the US Department of Education, as provided for in Sec. 8009 of the Impact Aid law.
_____ 35. Impact Aid payments are first sent to the State Education Agency, and the
SEA distributes the funds to eligible LEAs within the state.
Section II: MATCHING
_____ 36. Section 8002
_____ 37. Section 8003 (b)
_____ 38. Section 8003 (d)

a. provides for additional
assistance to heavily
impacted schools.
b. allows states to reduce state
27 aid to Impact Aid schools.

_____ 39. Section 8003 (b)(2)
_____ 40. Section 8007 (b)
_____ 41. Section 8007 (a)
_____ 42. Section 8009
_____ 43. Section 8003 (a)

c. provides for payments for
property taken off the roles
by the federal government
d. provides for additional funds
for certain disabled federal
students.
e. defines federal
students and weights.
f. provides for a competitive
discretionary construction
program.
g. provides Basic Support
Payments for federal
students.
h. provides for construction
(formula) funds for some
federally impacted schools.

Section III: FILL IN THE BLANK
_____ 44. The weight of a military off-post student.
_____ 45. The weight for an Indian student residing on Indian Lands.
_____ 46. The weight for a military student residing in a federal LRH
project.
_____ 47. The weight for a non-Indian student residing on Indian land.
_____ 48. The weight of a student who resides in a federal LRH project, but
whose parents are unemployed.
_____ 49. The weight of a student who lives on military property and the
parents are in the military.
_____ 50. The weight of eligible students who live off of federal property
and their parents are civilians employed on federal property.
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ANSWERS
1. F
2. T
3. T
4. F
5. T
6. T
7. F
8. F
9. F
10.F
11.T
12.F
13.T
14.T
15.F
16.T
17.T
18.F
19.T
20.F
21.F
22.T
23.T
24.T
25.F
26.F
27.T
28.T
29.T
30.T
31.F
32.F
33.F
34.T
35.F
36.C
37.G
38.D

39. A
40. F
41. H
42. B
43. E
44. .20
45. 1.25
46. 1.0
47. 1.25
48. .10
49. 1.0
50. .05
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APPENDIX
I.
II.
III.

Impact Aid Program Survey Form
Impact Aid Program Source Check Form
Department of Education Impact Aid Program Staff Listing
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Category
J
B
L
M

Full-Time Military
DOD Civilians
Non-DOD Civilians
School Aged Children of Military
School Aged Children of DOD Civilians
School Aged Children of Non-DOD Civilians
Military Family Members

FY2003
19476
5126
3121
9426
2481
1511
29604

FY2004
19497
4977
3571
9437
2409
1728
29635

FY2005
24754
5296
4415
11981
2563
2137
37626

FY2006
21725
5061
5232
10515
2450
2532
33022

FY2007
27494
5199
4653
13307
2516
2252
41791

FY2008

FY2009

29316
5381
4681
14189
2604
2266
44560

FY2010

30426
5128
3856
14726
2482
1866
46248

34480
6773
3834
16688
3278
1856
52410

FY2011
34767
7110
3834
16827
3441
1856
52846

FY2012

FY2013

34589
7108
3834
16741
3440
1856
52575

34896
7108
3834
16890
3440
1856
53042

FY2014
34893
7108
3834
16888
3440
1856
53037

FY2015
34822
7108
3834
16854
3440
1856
52929

FY2016
34816
7108
3834
16851
3440
1856
52920

=CURRENT POPULATION
=PROJECTED POPULATION (BASED ON STATIONONG ACTIONS)
Full-Time Military
DOD Civilians
Non-DOD Civilians
School Aged Children of Military
School Aged Children of DOD Civilians
School Aged Children of Non-DOD Civilians
Military Family Members

Full-Time Authorizations including PCS Student and FTE Other Services (EXCLUDES TDY, Transient and Rotational)
Full-Time USD, Local National, PCS Students, NAF, AAFES, and Other Civilians (EXCLUDES Transient and Rotational)
Other Civilians (Compo Z) not designated as NAF or USD Civilians (EXCLUDES Transient and Rotational Loads)
Full-Time Military multiplied by 0.484 [(0.48 Married Military)
DOD Civilians multiplied by 0.484 School Aged Dependents per Civilian
Non-DOD Civilians multiplied by 0.484 School Aged Dependents per Civilian
Full-Time Military multiplied by 1.52 Family Members per Military

