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North Tongass South Tongass City Total for All

Current BudgetCurrent Budget $437,112 $233,603 $2,458,000 $3,128,715

Current Revenue SourceCurrent Revenue Source
Mill Rate $587,512 1.4 + $100 1.9 1.37

Mill Revenue $393,112 $233,603 $804,892 $1,431,607
Sales taxes (.5%) $1,115,000 $1,115,000
Ambulance Fees $44,000 $325,000 $369,000
Public Works Sales Tax 130,000 $130,000
Grants 83,130 $83,130

Total for all three Dept.Total for all three Dept. $3,128,715

Total less EMS & Grant funds $2,676,585

Funding PossibilitiesFunding Possibilities     

Funding based totally on:Funding based totally on: Property Tax: 2.94 milsmils Sales Tax: 1.115 %%

Mill Rate ($s per mil) $910,000 1.37 1.00 1.50 1.70 1.90 0.40

Mill Revenue 1,246,700 910,000 1,365,000 1,547,000 1,729,000 364,000

Sales taxes (.5%) 0.5 ($s per 1%) $2,400,000 $1,200,000 $1,200,000 $1,200,000 $1,200,000

Sales taxes (.75%) 0.75 $1,800,000

Sales Tax (1%) 1 $2,400,000

Ambulance Fees $365,000 $365,000 $365,000 $365,000 $365,000 $365,000

Grants $83,130 $83,130 $83,130 $83,130 $83,130 $83,130

TotalTotal $2,894,830 $3,158,130 $3,013,130 $3,195,130 $3,377,130 $3,212,130

Budget (Shortfall) Surplus -$233,885 $29,415 -$115,585 $66,415 $248,415 $83,415
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