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* PREFACE: . ORGANIZATION OF THIS REPORT

~

This technical supplement provides additional- information onlthe ' &

research methods and proceduges used to develop case sthdies of the economic

effects of forty-three arts andvcultural institutions in the following

six U.S. cities*:
Columbus, Ohio- . ~ ‘

Minneapolis/St. Paul, Minnesota e :

St. Louis, Missouri ' - ' ‘
Salt Lake City, Utah -7

San Antopio,tTexas
Springfield, I11inois

1

The histqry and purpose of'this six city brpjeét is briefly reviewed as

part of #ch case study report.
The case studies utilized a thirty equation mode] to:fdentify a vdriety
of effects on 1ocam{b0§gnesses; government and individuals. Data was re-

. ' I & .
quired. from the internal records of the examined institutions as well as ,
! ! & C B R e ‘h

—

from local, state, and federal sources. - Audience reséarch was also re-.

. quired as ‘was a survey'of each institution's staff. -

Iﬁstrumehts and procedures relevant to.the co]]ectiop of these data -
were developed by staff of the Center for Metropo]iéan Planning and Research
of The Johné Hopkihs University (Metro Centgr). Trainingiseminars for local
study staff i conducted in.Ba1timoﬁe and qdditiong] procedures déve]oped

. : _ . 7
to document and monitor the management, implementation, and quality of local

’

data collection efforts.

A}
)

Section I of this technical sfipplement describes data collection in—;

struments ‘and general procedures. Section Il describes the management and .

ihp]ementation of procedUres by Springboard and Sangamon State Universitx;staff.‘ﬂ
\ -t *

.. *The study; sponsors in each city ﬁere The Greater Columbus Arts Councily
Twin Cities Metropolitan Afts Alliance, Soringboard, The Utah Aris Zsuncil,
The Arts and Education Council of Greater St. Louis, and the Arts Council of

San An t-Qn 10 . % N L &
TN ‘Hi‘g«agﬂ woEw S e .

-

>
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Data quality issues are also reviewed. -Section IIl presents the data

. ~
. utilized to arrive at estimates of economic effects. Section IV describes
. # weighting and other relevant data .handling issues. Separate appendices

\‘o -

6. . .
provide data oh the audience survey dates and response rates, instructions

and relevant protocols, ang, other.matters on interest..

L4
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_ at the, Metrb Center from 0ctober 11-13, 1978. These workshops’ were

_'»fEETION I: DATA COLLECTION INSTRUMENTS' AND GENERAL PROCEDURES
' &

-

S < f
| ' N s
The case studies described in this technjca]'supp1ement wene,developed

A. Overview

in partnership- with 1dca1 arts agencies in the six U.S. cities noted earlier.

Al

Each. agency was responsible for the local study conduct fo]]owing prdcedures

t

deyeloped at the Metro Center and p110ted in Baltimore.* Study Coord1naﬁors

were se]ected by each partnersh1p agen;y,and 1nc1uded a graduate student ;o
[ .

1ntern, a private consu]tant agency staff persons, and 'a pfofessor at a = -

local co11eqe Staff1nq arranqements and 1oca1 manaqement Drocedures in

-
7

9br1an1e]d are descr1bed in Sect1on 1I. .

Coord1rators from each city part1o1pated in workshops he1d in Ba1t1md¥e
&
deve]oped to orient study coord1nators to all phases of the data collection

process. Supp]ementa1 materials specffic to the conduct or documentation - - ..

of each data co11ection procedure were deVe1oped,and'forwarded as procedures

were impleménted. Attention focused. 1n1t1a11y on the aud1ence survey

Subsequently, mater1als were deve1oped and forwarded to eath city dea11ng
| 3

with pa!!edures for the staff survey, for 1dent1fy1ng Tocal spend1ng and .

gatheﬁ\ng rnou1s1te data from each exam1ned 1nst1tut1on, and for gathering
1 Ay ’
requ1s1te commun1ty data from 1oca1, s%ate, and ﬁédera] documents or’

. ‘other data sources (e g. Tocal data bases). o . o ]

~ \‘The ab111ty of each c1ty to undertake these tasks~simultaneously was . "

mater1a11y affectnd by constra1nts in study cd§fd1nator time, théf&ﬁgo1ng ' ) i

1 B

A}

< . . »
Katharine Lyall, Economic Imoacts of Arts and
#A Model for Assessment and a Case Study in Ba1t1more,
Pub11sh1ng Center for Cu]tura]

S e
HHCE DaV1d Cwi and:
Cultural Institutions;,
. Research Division Report 46, New York:

/ﬁesdur.es, 1977,

\ .

¢
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availability of other local study staff, and cooperation from 1ocalf
agencies; In the.interest of data quality, agepciesiwere encouraged to
engage in only those data co]]ection'eftorts that‘could be'successfu]]y-
managed by 1oca1 study staff Consequent]y, at any point in time the
c\t1es may have been engaged in d1ffertng aspects of the data co]]ect1on

effort,‘necess1tat1ng constant mdn1tor1ng by phone of progress and prob-

i ‘ lems encountered Documentat1on and qUa11ty contr 1 procedures are de-

l D i \\ -
~ A

- KT

B. .The Audience Survey - :dﬁ
¥y

-

The aud1ence survey requ1red the deve]opmentiof self- adm1n1stered-
questTonna1res, 1mp1ementat1on procedures and management plans, sampling:
;frames and procedures,vdocumentat1on procedures, and data hand11ng pro-
‘cedures re]at1ng to”\he ed1t1ng and keypunch1ng of quest1onna1res
Audience quest1onna1res and procedures ref]ected the Ba1t1more pilot
- study and were des1gned to allow each c1ty~to add add1t1ona1 quest1ons

. : g o "
Survey management procedures are described in Section II be1 W, Exh1b1t
3

L

1 presents the questﬁnﬁna1re as ut111zed in Springfield.

e

udy coordinators §

§

] Pr1or to the October orientation workshop noted above, ég
gathered requ1s1te data for each event/day dur1ng the surveyi pﬁriod. | -
) |

Vg

\ i \ Y

v

This inctuded projected attendance by performance (for performjng arts .

groups) andquentjday (for museums and other groups) Separate,samp11ng

: . Co e : 1%
&\\j frames were deve]oped for each of the forty-three part1c1pat1ng‘anst1tu-
tions and rev1ewed with study coord1nators at the October worksh@p

(Sampled event days for each 1nst1tut1on together with other re:ewant

® information are presented in Appendix A.), . T .ﬁ‘

e
- v
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I | | Exhibit 15 T \ o
' ' Springboard with assistance from the National Endowment for the Arts and The Johns Hopkins University is npr-
conducting a study of audjences for setectéduiturakactivities. We apreciat'e your cooperation and hope that * C C:
you will fill out the, following questionnaire. Your responses are totally anonyméus. Please ¢ not ‘dentify, your-, e o '
self in any way. Thank you'  ° : | m[ABL ' . < —
. ‘ ' ' : ’ mMm
) ' ) ,l'nst'rucnons This form contains two tYpes of guestions. Som(e are. muitiple choucepuestlons: forthem. write - < '
. . in the box provided thé number corresponding to your answer. Other questions request information which O .
= you shouid simply write in the box provided (e.g.. your zipcode). Please fill this torm ouyby yburselt Feeltree m ‘
to con‘sult- other peopie in yourﬂparty.
—— L - -
o \ B . B
- 14 [ ANSWER FOR YOURSELF ONLY . .
- ‘ N R . 7 . ,
. Where do you liveé? (Write in number corre- How many years 91 education have *
- sponding tQ the correct response.) (1) City of you completed? (1).less than. 12th Q
Springlield. (2) Sangaman Co. (outside City of grade; (2) high schoot graduate; (3) N =
«Spnngtield) {3)Menard Co. (4) Macon Co.” some college; (4) bachelor's degree: -~ g
(5) Elsewhere in lllinois (6) Outof State - (5) graduate or professional degree g 7]
(7) Outside United States R . . ' o :
. 7 . o : ' b4
. : . / N Approximately how many miles oné- ] k)
' . e, 1/18-19 way did you travel to get here? (I less -
.How many years have you beenliving : than a mile. write*1. Round tq.nearest 32-33
< in the Springtield metropolitan area? A mile) . » ' _ .
. (Wnite in corresponding number.of - 20-21 . 2 =1 |
years. lf less than a year, write 17, | - [ FOR PERFORMING ARTS ONLY Z ‘
Round to nearest yegr. Visitors ta this : - s : 1 € |
, ~ area write "0%) IF YOU HAVE A SINGLE TICKET OR -1 |
d L ' . " A SINGLE ADMISSION tor this event, : L |
! What is your present zip code? (Write: how much did it cost? (Put in dollars 34-37 |
in all § digits.) ‘ and cents. If you do not know, write ‘
N . 22-26 0" )
. What is your age? - . N i
: , . 27-28 IF YOU HAVE A SUBSCRIPTION to .
How many peopie are presently living , this series, what was the price of your ’
Y s in'your hdusehoid? (inciude yougself) subscription? (If you do not know, 38-40
.. ) 29-30 write "0".)
.’ ' ANSWER FOR YOUR ENTIRE PARTY ' .
' |
\ ‘ . ) o |
In¢luding yourseif, how'many people Restaurant and bar Qutside institu- ‘a }
-are in your party? .. tion (lood, cocktails, beverages, ¢7-50 . Q |
. 41-42 erc.)? 1 47-50 3 L
' ] - & |
| a .
. . Restaurant, bar or gift shop o
Other than the cost of admission, approximately * . inside nstitution? .
how much-money did you and your party already 51-54
spend or anticipate spending in-connection with . 2
N t@day{s event? (Write in the appropriate armount yLodglng (ho!el/mo!el). -
in each category: please write in zerg if no mdhey . = .
was shent in a cateqory,) On:v Parking? - |
* Public transportation (taxi, subway. s N . '5 5 |
bus. train, etc.)? . RS -62 |
i, . 4346 Babysitters? |
‘,\ . ‘
. 4 5356
% . -66
A 3 ¢ Other? \ i
] 8770
: FOR QUT-OF-TOWN VISITORS ONLY
LI . ¢ _
Whén you'jfizere making plans to come ' How many people, including ygur- )
. to this community, did ydu expect - seit\are with you on your visit to':nis, ] ]
that you wolild be attending this 71 area? b 75-76
cultural eve:jt or institution? (1) Yes: {2) No <, .
: ‘Qi‘ : 72 Approximately how many dollars do
R o ° you and your party anticipate spend- |
IF YES, was jt your sole reason for B ing while in this area? : 77-80 |
soming to this community? v . : |
(B Yes (2)No . - . |
Hew many niﬁhts will you spend im
the metropolitan area on this visit? . ‘
1 ' | . ’ 73-74 ) |
\‘ . !\ - @ ? - I
ERIC ‘ OVER . |
|




three questions tér gach institution,

A\

Exhibit 1 (con't), = .

The foliowing questions are concerned with your use and support ot local cultural activities. Pleaseanswer all

‘ '8 r
. Question 1 . Queston 3 -
A 4 '
) . Do you'have aﬂsub-— ) Including today. how How many dollars have you contributed in the '
‘ scription {iclket or have many times have you last 12 months. nat including subscription '
N you purchased a attended in the last 12 fees, nc'Re( costs or membership fees? (Please .
- : ‘membership? months? (Wnte 0"t write 0" 1f you have not contributed in the fast
1 ) you haven't attended in 12 months.)
- (1) Yes; (2) No - -the last- 12 months.) ! A
Springtieid : * . Y -
. Symphony :: l | l - ls |
- Orchestra N 218 ‘ 19-2)0 :'t 4 21-23 q .
Theatre, ’ [5 . J . :
o " Guild 24 - 25-26. - 27-29 -
- Springfield | o .0 : '
o Y S 1 [s |
Association S 30 ’ 31-32 AC 3335
. . ” A iy . .
Ballet -LS ‘ I > .
- Company 36 3r-38 . 2 v - 39-41
' ' ) . v".
¢ Art Collection - ; '
o M | ¥ T | .
- State Museum 42 Pa3-44 . 45-47 .
. - . .
Oid State . v o . . : '
. Capia ] O | v
. 48 . £ $9-50 . ‘ 51.53 o
Rural Lite : i [S 4.
Center ’ 54 ‘ 8556 . ‘ . 5759
Community ) ;
“ Goncen 1 1 . ]
Series S 60 . 61-62 §3-65
. N - / -
omieipa ] ’ ” O |
Municipal : i
Opera \ - . 66 s 67-68 . 69-71
- Tomé Sie ] [ ] E |
Homé Site ; .
- 72( 73-74 ] 75-77
Last summer. including admission, how s Lasts\ur(me»r how much did you . S \,\
- much did you spend at the Lincoin Play at M spend at the Old State Capitol :
New Salem? (Leave blank if you did not . ‘Arts Egir? (Leave blank if you did
attend.) T not.a )
Lausned ) 4 . -
- ’ . -
What is your marital status? {1) Single: Last year, What was your total annual J -
(2) Married: (3) Separated or divorceg N . family income. before taxes? (1) Less
(4) Widowed FYSER than $4.299; (2) $5.000 to $9.9399: (3) 36
) . E $10.000 %o $14.999: (4) $15.000 to
- ' What is ,yo‘ur sex?- $19,999; (5) $20.000 to $24.999: (6)
) (1) Male : (2) Femaie $25,000 to $29.999; (7) $30.000 to0 )
o o - 34 $49.999: (8) $50.000 or more . 3
To which race or ethnic group do you . -
belong? (1) White::(2f Black: . What is your present job status? (1) :’
' (3) Mexican American or Spanish L 3s Employed: full time; (2) Employed part
speaking; (4) Oriental: (5) American : _time; (3) Unemployed ' ° ar
Indian; (6) Other - ‘ . ’ '
) ’ If empioyed, wnatis your mgin
. , N o occupation? o
" - k) . R ,
L " 38-77 .
\)‘ ‘ " ‘ - ‘'
)

This insm'xmcnl was developed by the Culturai Planning G*b_up of The Jonns Hopkins University, Baltimore,
MD 21218, Permission to use this insirument should be obtained trom Dr. David Cw. ’ B

10




Samp11ng‘frames used systematlc samp11ng of 1nd1V1dua1s, assumed a S

i -

50% response rate, and sought to- obtain no less than 500 comp1eted ques—

LN

t1onna1res for each 1nst1tut1on Response rates oF approximately JOA

and higher were common in a11 cities. Audaence study qua11ty was uni-

Q"’X" " form]y high, w1tp varied factors affecting the adequacy of sampling pro-

| cedures at 1nd1vﬁdua1 nnstttut1ons,'1nc1ud1ng overest1mates of attendance,
understaff1ng, and only one- or a few institution perfornance days ava11-~ .

able for samp11ng dur1ng the study per1od Issues that arose 1n Springfield

that affected the samp11ng des1gn for particular 1nst1tut1ons are d1s-

cussed 1n Sect1on II be]oyﬁ

#  Implementation, of the audience survey 1nvo1ved the d1str1but1on of7 IR

. -
-A,\ 1 5y - e

an assigned number of'quest1onna1res each,event/day fo11ow1ng Procedureswy

developed with local coordinators. These inc1uded briefing sessionsf
rev1ew1ng the 1mpact of entry/egress patterns on the cho1ce of distri-
) o butlon sites. Typ1ca11y, quest1onna1res were d1str1buted separate1y but

.

same time programs were d1str1buted at perform1ng arts events

sesy specqa1 survey teams were utilized rather than ushers

~instruments occurred before tﬁﬁgstart of the program and . N )

{st1tut1onaﬂ staff. Except1ons are noted in Sect1on IT. . ' '7!
‘“ission——if a performing arts event--as well as at the close l
- ! ‘

+

str1but1on of quest1onna1res and Jesponse rates. These

) 7checked at the Metro Center against f1na1 data tapes. Lo

n.
B

Exhibit 2 presan
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-

. . Exhtbit 2
JOHNS HOPKINS UNIVERSITY CULTURAL POLICY GROUP: ‘
o SURVEY EVENT REPORT FORM - . ;

3

[ 3

»

E Control Number: . .'l
vent Control Number L1 1 L_J __ [ L 11 e_l&___;\

3 (smsa) (date yymmdd),
2(a) Institution Name: . _ ’ . '\(b) Regu]ar Site? (Y or N)
3(a) Type of Event: ~ L y" : (b) Program Content:
| (c) Featured artist(s) or group? (Y or N)
4(a) Event Starting or Opening Time: (b) 'Event Ending or C]osing Time. Q_
5(a) Total Attendance: - . o (b) Estimate? (Y or N - '
6 List of questionnaire control numbers allocated to the event:
) - . '..\-I
7 List of questionnaire control numbers distributed at the event: (answer this question only if you do not
f111 out questian 10 below): { | |
8(a) - Nunber of guestionnaires returned: ' Q*Q;Response Rate:
(c) Time Surveying Started: \\r\\ : _ ¢(d) Time Surveying Ended o
9.  Sampling Interval: i \
o ' v : . . X 13
ERIC Lo ‘ ’ h . .
=TI S S S




10.
@
(b)

(c)

(d) -

(e)
(f)
(g‘)
(h)
(1)
(3)

11.
12.

13.
14.

. ' - * Exhibit 2" (cont.)
Questionnaire distribution data:

. . . AR e e e e
.
\) , . N

Control Numbers Disteituted

Distribution Location . Control Numbers Allocated
= AN
' t
) -
o

Date £Editing Done (yymadd): -

Q‘uesti‘onnah‘e numbers rejected during edit:

Suspicioys Questionnaires:

Comments:




.The editing of questionnaires was conducted locally by study staff

with heypunching in Baltimore and other sites. Local management plans
for keypunching and editing are discuSsed in‘Section II.' Local staff
followed edit and keypunch protocols deve]oped by the Metro Center. ATl
quest1onna1res were forwarded to the Metro Center and,a 10% samp]e in-
spected and conpared to the data tape. Th1s 1nspect1on examined editing
quality anH keypunch error rates. . The keypunch error rate for each city

is less than one-half of one percent (computed as the number of errors

per item). 2

C. The Staff Survey -
Prgecedures for the implementation of the staff survey and issues
. affect1ng data qua11ty are reviewed in Sect1on II below. The staff
survey was self-administered and d1str1buted to a11 staff whether Da1d

or Nolunteer. Exhibit 3 presents the survey 1nstrument used in Spr1an1e1d.

Local staff edlted the staff survey following nrotocols -develoved at

“n . 5. N " e an A L -
o ey .

the Metro Center... Keypunching was performed in Ba1t§more Instruments
were d1str1buted by 1nst1tut1on management together with return envelopes
assuring conf1dent1a11ty Response rates varied dramat1ca11y by institu-
tion, necess1tat1ng various we1ght1ng and est1mat1on procedures described
in Section IV below..
D.: The Institutional Data Inventory
and Annotation of Expenses
Coordinators were provided with suggested procedures for securing
requisite data from the internal accounts of examined 1nst1tut1ons
-These procedures sought to be responsive to 1nst1tut1ona1 unw11]1ngness

to "open the books" for inspection and yet to gather data of sufficient




- e enrrespunddng number of years. If less. - 5

P A .1 7ext Provided by ERIC

' [eity (SRA Todel T T TinstitiEion yeammontn

75?0‘__‘ ) | '

1bit 3

T T GRSTOPVAVNLARE

. I

STAFF SURVEY

. Springyboard with assistance frem the National Endowment for the Arts and The Johns
Hopkins University is conducting a study of the status.and” impact of selected cultural
 C activities., e apcreciate your -cecferation in completing this questionnaire. SE
- ASSURED THAT ALL RESPONSES WILL BE XEPT [N STRICTEST CONFIDENCE, PLEASE SEAL CQMPLETED
QUESTIONNAIRE [N THE ATTACHEQ ENVELQPE. ‘ < - « -
1 . -3
¥ Instructions: This form contains two types of ques.ions. Some are multicle choice

guestions: far them, write in the box provided the number corresponding to! your answer.
‘ Other questions request information which\qou'should simply write in the box provided
—~ (e.qg., your zipcode). Thank you! . e

' ' .

QUESTICNS ABOUT YQURSELF c
Where do you live? (Write . in number correspoﬂ&ihg to What .is your marital-status? (i) Single;
.the ¢prrect response.) (1)”City of Springfield (2) Marnfed; (3) Separated or divorced;
(2) Sangamnn Co. {outside City of Springfield) .o (4) Widowed . '
(3) Menard Co. (4) Elsewnere in [1linois (5) Out of A

'

Sggﬁg {(6) Outside United States |

‘ N o ‘ s .

S - . R What is your sex?
: : : : — (1) Male; (2) Female

How many years haye you been liying -in the ] .
Springfield mEtropohitan-area? . (Write in T T ‘ S e,

than a year, write "1", Round to nearest i} : . . ' ’
year. Viuwitors to this area write "0".) What is your presegt erployment status

. : R at this institutjdn? (1) full time; -

' T a ' L (2) part time; (3) non-paid full time
o staff, (4) non-paid part time staff;

What is your present, zip code? (Write

{5) CETA
in all § digits.) :

L ‘ |

~

What {5 your age?

Ouring hgw'many weeks of the year will
- ' . you work at this institution? (write
"0" {f you do not know) .

How many people are presently living
in your houseéhold? (include yourself)

Now many yerars of education have you . Hhen you work at this institutiﬂﬂl Qn
wonpleted? (1) less than 12th grade; . average, how many hours 3 week do you'
{2} hyyh school yraduate: (3) some — work? . '

callege: (4) bachelar's degree; (S) . -
graduate or professiond] degree . ’) .

Yo which =ace ar ethnic grouv 40 you . 'What Jercentaqe af your income .-
belong? (1) wWhite; (2) Black; ' exclude spouse -- is derived from

{3) Mexican American or Spanish speak- employment at tnis institution? .
ing: {4) Oriental; (5) American.lndian; . :

{6) Other ‘ o .

Q ) :




BEST-COPY AVAILABLE

.+ _Exhibft 3 (con't) .

VF

QUESTIUNS AGOUT YOUR HOUSLIOLD-— T

P

LI
‘ “ L] -« < . - ""v“y’f“;‘ﬁ"ﬁ'i,
RN . - ~y - , K
How mJnyitHijrcn under 18 are in your » . What is the total annual inccme before ~
hausehold? : taxes of all persons living 1n your
- household (including yourself)? ' S E———
(1) Les§ than $4,599; (2) §5.300 tc
P $9,999; (3) $10,000 to $14,959; (3) . o
. $15,000 to $19,299; (3) 520,500 to . ///"\3
How many of the children in your house-! $24,999; (6) $25,CCO to $29,999; (7) °
hold attend public elementary or n $30,000 to $49,999: (&) §50,000 or mgre M
secondary "schools? o ' { ‘ : :
- f : . . ' . . _—y ] )
' ’ what percentage of total estimated "—,—'_
Do you ”V?ﬁ“; 3 residence that you own T household income is derived frcm em- - |
or are buylhg! ' " ployment at this institution? ——
(1) Yes; (2) No - . - , }
Uf you own your residence, or are For all members of your household, . D
buying, approxlmately how much do you please estimate the amount currently .
pay in property tax? A . kept in.state banks, credit unicns, and «
' ' ‘ savings and loans: (1) 0 to $99; (2)~
/o . ' ' $100 to $249; (3) 5250 to $4%9; (&) £500 |
o o . N . to $999; (5) $1000 to $2499, (6) $2500 to . ’ |
i . o : $4999; (7) $5000 to $9999; (8) $10,00C + S ‘
" S . L e x. } P |
- ~ s . : ' ) ’ . savinggrdtcounts - !
) ‘ . S s
‘checking accounts‘ J
—
.,. L . . : |
P
. Below are a list of job areas associated with the oﬁerafion of different types of cult .

tural institutions. The job areas are divided into several categories for easier refer-
* : ence. Please select the duties that best describe your orincipal occupatien. Aé% more
than one occupation, wri}e in the number corresponding to the_best description 0T your

main occupation. ~

-

- ADMINISTRATIVE e e
(1) Director/General Manager/Business Manager

{2) House Manager/Box Office/Oepartment Heads

(3) Development/Public Relations/Fundraising-Membership
(4) Clerica]/Secrg;arial

ARTISTIC PRCGRAM/PRODUCTICH

11ght1ng} wardrobe, costume design,

(5) Non-performing technical/managerial (set,
" props, casting) ; ‘
(6) Performing: chorys, actors, musicians, conductor, dancers, etc.

EDUCATION/RESEARCH/OUTREACH
.{7) Librarian/Editor/Phocograpgner/Jesigner
(8) Instructor/Researcher/Curator/Copservator

SPECIALIZED SERVICES

(9} Maintenéhée/Grounds/Restaurant-Bar/G!ft shcp/Shipping : : S o %,_e;
(10) Stagehands/Ushers/Box-0ffice/Guards/Security/Guide oL T S l
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: sa]ary expend1tures made w1th 1oca1 f1rms Arts and cu]tura] institu-"

‘tions represent a three-part strategy;of identifying \the staff person in Lt

the examined instifution most knowledgeable concerning accounts payable,

their judgement of expenditureé with local vendors.- B P i

s

quality for study-purposes A principa] concern was to identify non- . . 0

) ,, . .il + __:, - : ' ‘éﬁ
t1ons are on the‘Who]e qu1te 1abor 1nfens1ve, S0, that 1t is often easy -

to identify the bulk of foca] expend1tures s1nce they take the\form Ofu ¢
sa]ary and wag% items rather than noh~1abor expend1tures:

.~ The Jvolumeé and variety of roellabor expend1tures was‘such that 1n1
stitutional personnel respons1b1e for aeESErts paxable coqu Qften be ex-"+

pected to have personal knowledge of the vendors for a cons1derab1e por- .

t1on of* non-labor expend1tures ‘ Append1x B presents thg 1nstruct1ons'

' adopted for ,annotating 1nst1tut1ona1 budget statements. These instruc-

-

seeking the most detaifed statement;of.egpenses, and requesting that in-

stitufion staff namé)the Tocal vendors witﬁuwhom expenditures weZe maee

as a test of their jydgement?*&ﬁhen institUtiona].staf% did not appear

able to accurately judéeﬁlocal vendors - for particu]arbcategories or when ‘Qﬁs
it aﬁbeared unreasonable to rely on tbeir judgement, inroices were in- :
spected for the items in question. Bj&relyiné 6n their personal judgement:/’?

it was felt.possible to avoid the actual inspection of all or a sample of

invoices. (This woq{f require the design of sampling procedures responsive

to each 1nst1tut1on s bookkeeping procedures and would represent a marke,
increase in effort for each examined institution that 1oca1 staff felt
intolerable.) Inspection of invoices was avoided unless there was reason
to be]ieVe thatvinstitution staff'might be materia]]y in error‘regerding

A - T %

Additional data on attendance, staffing, and.other?matteriiﬁas pro- o ¥

vided utilizing &n institutional cata inventory. Appendix C presents g




LW |

" number tab]e. L )

the form utilized by each institution. The exhibit includes a’procedure

for the samp11ng of check1ng and saV1ngs account’ ba]ances using a random
- .

' ¥
.

E.‘JThe Conmunity Data fnventory

As part of.the Baltimore workshop, study'coordinatbrs‘were‘oriented
to requisite communfty data and likely lo¢al sources. :Subsequent]y, co-
. L 4 - . e .

ordinators were sent a Community Data_Series Reporting Protocol to which ‘

~ . . i v

was attached a revised Annotated Community Data Inventory intended to

take account of the unique features of each community. .These' are pre-
. ) : LA

~e

sented as Appendix D. -

@

L _ | o
i;he procedure required the’p?ovision of data and the documentation

" of sources. Subsequent]&,.these community data items were forWanded by

. . ' A "'r . . .
their review. Additiona] research by the Metro Center included the = -

gatherin of data from these sources as well as from federal documents

on -the £conomy, bus1ness and emp]oyment character1st1cs o¥ each city.

¢ F. Additional Documentation
Project data co11ecti?n taskﬁ‘described to Ehis pqint inc1hded vari-

ous documentat1on procedures ' In order to deve]op for the record a com-

prehensive overview of study procedures, each study coord1nator was asked
.to prov1de 1nformat1on on the management, organization and execut1on
each data col]ect1on and data handling task

Th1s documentat1on included the deve]opment of calendars fg each‘

surveyed 1nst1tut1on 1nd1cat1ng actual attendance on §urveyed and other .

documentation orotocel develooed to identify matters relating to the

!

i)

the Metro Center to Tocal -planning agencies and Chambers of Commerce for

-

event days as well as otheg matters . (cf Append1x E).) Append1x F presents
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organization, management and'executfoh of tasks, including circumstances .
that may have led to different practices on the part of individual inst?-%

tutions: This formal documentation, together with the ongoing evaluation’

" based on our day-to-day contact with study coordinators, and the internal
. ) » .
and externaf”9£1idity checks already noted (é.g., correspondence of SERF

- Forms and data tapes, confirmation of 6bmmunﬂky data by pther local

v I

sources) were the basis for an institution-by-institution evaluation of

1y

data quality. : - ' ' : g : .
. Sectiod II be]ow'présents information on the organizapion and manage- . ‘

. . ment of data collection procedures in Sprinafield. Information relevant ‘
; . . .. Y -

"tp an eva]uatidn;of data* quality is also nresented. Section III reviews
data used in the study. Section IV reports on various weiqhting"and'eSQ

timation procédures required by Ehe.study.” . - _ ‘ ~

X




- to data co]]ection and otherw1se assess progress and potentia] prob]ems

"mation was nhovided by Dr. Phillip Gregg. =~ -

. 14
" SECTION II: LOCAL DATA COLLECTION PROCEDURES
| ' A. Overview ’ a

In the~ first section of this technical supplement we described the
genera]bdata collection technique; and basic research déﬁhgn tasks re-
quired of particinants in the bartnership Cities Project: We also indi-
éated the procedunes used tovevaiuate and assure data qdaiity. These pro- &
cedures inc]udedwongoing corhesnondence and te]ephonelcontact'Wiﬁh study
coordinators in each city to review local 'management plans and approaches '

-

These overSight and documentation procedures inc]uded a "for-the- record",

review by each study coordinator of the procedures emp]oyed in. the con-
duct of each maJor data co]]ection task and sub-task (cf. Appendix F
which presents ‘the Documentation‘Perocoi). In.Springfieid this infor-
'
We are most p]eased to acknowledge the prinCipa] project staff at
Springboard and the Center for the S tudy of Middle- Size Cities at
Sangamon State Univer51ty.' Char]es Kirchnen, Board Membervof Springboard,
served as Study Director. Dr. Phillip Gregg of the Center for the Study |
of Midd]e-Size‘Cities and Associate Professor of deiic Administration '
was respon51b1e for coordinating the project inc]uding the wide arrary

.

°of day -to- day tasks and responSibiiities described in this technical

euppiement Dr John Bowman, Associate Professor of Economics at<Sangamon

.State, assisted. Andi Rosenstein, a student in the University's Communi ty

< -

Arts ‘Management Program, was Project Administrative Assiétantl

_Exhibit 1 in the case study repoyt lists the staff persons and voiunteers

identified by Springboard as 1ndiv1duais who actiVe]y partiCipated in

the study The fo]]ow1ng sections.describe local data co]]ection

o

techniques and Tocal study nanagement.
, .. °
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B. The Audience Survey

Distribution and Collection : '\\

. Andi Rosenstein was requnsibTe for distribution and collection of

surveys at all sitgs She was:trained by‘Pr. Gregg, whe worked with-her
for the four 1argest audiences. Springboard provided volunteers for

the survey1ng' Th1s group of peon?% distributed and co]]ected the 'surveys

at Jﬁ] study 1nst1tut1ons No major constraints were encountered due to
~institutional pyogram, fac11ities‘or management., Dr. Gregg organized

‘and monitored survey procedures an;‘reports that they were_app]ied

‘ '\ effecttve1y and unifonn]y at.a11:dnstitutions. The majorlperceived

prob1em was lack of adequate surveyﬂstaff inciement weather'@as a1$o s*
a 'propleém, - 1ead1ng to 1ower than norma] season S attendance at ‘many of

rthe examined 1nst1;utions. : .‘ . | l' e

Editin ) ‘ ' ‘ o |
__r___jl . ;o . , , N -

g Editing of the surveys was done by pa1d profess1ona] staff at the

Center for the Study of Mfdd]e S1ze C1t1es at, Sangamon State Un1vers1ty

R

One person edited a1] the surveys under Dr Gregg S superv1s1on " Center—.. ﬁwm,,i

staff deve]oped a set of gu1de]1nes to insure un1form app]1cat1on of the
Metro Center editeprotocols. The ed1t1ng of one quest1onna1re_took fromi;ﬁ
_ one_to ten m1nutes The surveys were keypunched and verified at the

s ;
Computer Serv1ces of Sangamon State Un1vers1ty The keypunch error rate

was less than one-half of one percent (.0026 errors per item).‘ - %
C. The' Staff Survey

Dr. Gregg supehvfsed and/or persona]]y conducted the distribution

v

and co]]ect1on of staff surveys. Three different. approaches were used:

1) - Dr. Gregg conducted the survey persona]]y;
2) the survey was majled to staff members; .
- 3) the institution's director conducted the survey.
. - %

. Dr. Gregg be11eves the most effective method is for the study director
R . -

to cenduct the survey in person.

LI - i
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Editing
Dr; Gregg trained a center staff member to-edit ‘the surveys. She
.spent 30 seconds to two minutes per 1nstrument. %?W
@ . \

i D. The Inst1tut1ona1 Data Inventory

The 1nst1tut1ona1 data 1nventor1es were collected by-Dr. Gregg and

a graduate student assistant. About one—ha]f were completed jointly with

' 1nst1tut1ona1 d1rectors, w1th the remainder being completed by the 1nst1tu- | o
N -t ‘ "
-tion's d1rector The execut1ve director of each. 1nst1tut1on prov1ded the - o
|

data . No mag r constra1nts were p1aced on the data col]ect1on by any in~ . & ﬁi

. n
) i . R

444444

mat1on were exc]uded from the study) Dr. Gregg persona]]y reviewed each

-

1nventory and bdlieves that the data is of good qua11ty

. E. The Annotation of Expenses _7 - i
\ ' e i
Dr. Gregg and d graduate student ass1stant col]ected the f1nanc1a1 N 3

data (with some ass1stance from Dr Bowman) Each 1nst1tut1on s accountant

— -

“"-prdV1ded thE¢datawnn a. process ‘that took Trom 30 m1nute9mtoﬂan ‘hour and a’ o ”“*‘f*'4~4

'vu

ha1f -The same procedure was app11ed to each 1nst1tut1ﬂn The accountants o

ture covered, when it was made, and to whom it was made. Dr. Gregg reviewed

. all the financial data collected.-

1

|

|

\

f

usua]]y.offered.the name of the suppliers.as they recalled what'theiexpendi- |

|

F. The Community Data Inventory . v‘ ' .

Dr. Gregg compiled the data for the community data 1nventory The |

data Was co]lec.ed from published documents or provided by various officials h

of 1oca] governments or school disgricts. The cellection of much data was . i
layed due to the implementation of new software by the county computer

cgnter. Tax-related items.were subsequent}y verified by a Metro Center o '

mailing to the Greater Springfield Chamber of Commerce.




N T SECTION {II: LOCAL OATA SUMWRY. ~ = =
i o - A. Overview. . o o ;

Sections I:and iI of this suppfement reviewed_data eoiledtiOn'brd-~
cedures . (The appendices‘td this supplement include varjous study jnstru:
ments and protocols.) Thde seetton presehts the data in conjungtidn

' w1th the 30 equat1on model to der1ve the effects on 1oca1 bus1ness, govern- !

1 ment and 1nd1x;dua1s rev1ewed in the case s tudy report Data der1ved

v from the aud1enc/’study and 1nst1tut1ona1 f1nanc1a1/operat1ngﬁdata are
provided on-an\1%§t1tut1on.by 1nst1tut1on basds . Emp1oyee data 1s pre—

sented in aggregate form on]y due to conf1dent1a11ty requ1rements.

S

N © Tax-related data and other commun1tx2éata are presented at the level of
B deta11 a!!mh1ch they were: comp11ed Spec1a1 est1mat1ons, if applicable,
are d1scussed in the appropr1ate sect1ons be]ow Genera]lest1mat1on and

we1ght1ng techn1ques are d1scussed in Section IV,

e - T e -y - “'.“‘"‘ PN
R S

L *m*7Q$a§ . ' : B. The_Audfence Data Summary

ot

Exh1b1t 4 presents the Audience Data Summary Inc]uded for each
institution_are.the total attendance, percentage local attenders, per-
centage nonf1oca1 attenders, percentage non—1oca1'attender§ indicating
that their interest in the arts institdtibn was. the "sole reason" for
their visit ‘and total spending by Tocal and non-local attenders. |

- The economic impact -analysis presented in the case study and more
fu]]y descrwbed in this technlcaT supp)ement 1nc1uded thnee.speczal
est1mat1ons of ‘audience spending. Pre11m1nary-ana1ys1s of data across'«

~

Lo




A

cities suggested some simi]afities in spending by type of instifutions. |
Although no causal ré]ationsqig can pe bresumeg to exist, the sinﬁ]arities
' weré strong.enough to'wa;rant the use of the assumption fhat the expend-
itures at the three events not Qampied were similar td those incurred “V
at similar institutions in the city (whose audiences were sampled). |
Spending of Ettenders at the.O{d Capitoi Ar;¢F§ir was aséumed similar to 7
that of attéﬁders at the'Sprihgfield Art Association ($3.54'per~oépité

for local gttenders),lspending?of attenders ‘at the Great Aﬁerican'Peoplg g
Show was a;;uméd simflar to that of attenders at thé Comﬁunify~§onceft .
Series_($1.iO per capita for local attenders), gﬁdespeﬁding of attenaer§‘
j at the Sfingfielg Municjpﬁ] Opéra;was assumed similar toﬁfhat of attepders
- at the Springfield Symphoﬁy ($1.41 ﬁer capita.for Tocal attenders).

These es;imatiohs involved less thaﬁ 45,000 attendérs out of.the fdta1

adjusted season's attendance of over 410ﬁ900 peop1e-for_all ten

institutions.

26




Exhibit 4

"Audience Data Summary

v - » Pw
L} .
. ' Springfield !
Springfield Springfteld .| 11inots State 014 Conmunity Greet
- Springfield Pme.m Art Springfield Huseum Art Stete Concert 0ld C-vlsol Mrlc;:" Hunicippl Total
. ! . Sywphony Guild Association Ballet Collection Capitol Serfes Art hlr People S Opera
¢ v .
= T
Total Mte».uncel 7,050 8,795 15,000 3,940 150,000 171,057 4,060 25,000 10,763 13,946 410,411
. X tocal ettenders ﬁ? 961 3739 933 S} 54% 3 193 993 931 993 963 . 483
. % Hom-local attenders - [}1 143 1% * "?;z 468 . 1T 13 N} | " a5 » 521
1 tan-locsl Tsole-reason) sttanders 2.1t 5.9% 2,53 .43 10.62 193 0.3X 2.53" 0,31 .13 N}
Humber ot locel attendars 6,768 ’ 7.564 13,950 ’ 3,704 81,00 32,65) - 4,019 23,250 10,655 13,108 196,951
Humber of non-local attendess 282 1,231 1,050 236 69,000 139,204 41 1,750 108 ‘558 213,460
Huaber of non-local ettenders (sole- « . . $
reaton) 190 519 315 14 15,900 32,653 12 62% k4 mn 50,817
Per capita spending by: "~ . !
Local aticaders 1.4 $3.60. <> 33,54 $1.64 $1.66 . $2 68 $1.10 $3.54 $1.10 $1.41 $2,19
1 non-1ocal attenders -~ v- - . I -, - W .- o .- 55.15
n-local attenders (solesrcasun) -- -- - . e -- . - - : - - -- 22.31
Tatal spending by: . I :
Local nlundersz $ 9,543 $27.23 $49,38) 6,015 - 134,460 87,510 21 82,305 11.721 18,877° ;“ 526
All pon-lusal attenders $15,55). 67,091 57, 13,016 3,805,3%0 7,621,101 .261 96,514 § 5,956 Jo,.74 11,772,324
Hon-local attenders (solo-rcuun) $4,229 11,878 8,366 2,9%0 354,729 728,488 | 268 13,944 n : 1,133,727
-~ ! '
Source. Audience Surveys and Insutuuoml Oata Inventories .
| »
lno- Instltutloml Data Inventory, excludes attendance at in-school perlonunces and .
' sttendance ot eveats outside SMSA. . N )
v 1
) zlnclmle-l in economtc fupact analysts. \ < - .
. 3is audionce survey ing conducted, spending panern Assu-e-l 11ke Art Assoclnlon r'y \4\_}-
s 40 audience survey lay conducted, spending pattern assumed 11ke Conmunlty Concert Serlos. '
, “hy audience survbying commcted. spending pattern essumed like Springfield Symphony. : . . a
+ . [
i . ) .
v T
-
) . .
’ ’ » ’ ' ]
s 2 8
oy ’ . -
27 y .
. \)‘ .- o ) . ’ L 1 ) :
ERIC | | o | o - ;
: . ‘ . ‘ : n ! e ; . :

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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C. The Institutional Data Summary

Exhibit 5 presehts‘the InstitutionaT Data Summary. | Inc1uded for
each inst1tut1on are total operat1ng expend1tures, ‘total gross wages,
tgiis; tota] spend1ng on goods and serV1ces, the percentage and amount-
of spending- on goods and serv1ces that went to local vendors, the-average-
1nst1tut1ona] tfme and demand depos1t average spending per guest art1st
,day, tota] number of guest art1st days and total- guest artist spend1ng,
the number of full- time and full- t1me equ1va1ent emp1oyees, real estate
taxes pa1d, self-provided municipal serV1ces, and special mun1c1pa] services
prOV1ded to the examined 1nst1tut1ons Comments regard1ng 1nd1v1dua1

data items are prOV1ded in the footnotes to the exh1b1t

The percentage of 1oca1 spend1ng for goods and serv1ces at the

. -

Art Co11ect1on in the I]11no1s Stdte Museum was est1mated using the mean
Vo
vé]ue for the other nine institution 1n Spr1ngf1e1d Th1s estimation was

necess1tated because of the unava11ab1]1ty of preC1se financ1a1 data

about th1s port1on of the ITlinots State Museum

¥ .

S N
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ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

Tetal speveting nnnllluu.!

fota) gress wages

Tazes

Tote! sipending on goods end services
£ speut locally en goods and services
Local spending em goeds end services
Average time deposit ¢
Average demand deposit

Avarsye Spending per guest artist doy
Total wmber of guest artist days
letal spinding by suest artisks

Wmbe: of full-time coployces
Mumber of full-time equivalent esyloyees

Real «itate taxes pald by the fnstitution

Anmus! cest ef Institution-grovidad
police and security services «

Annusi cost af Enstitutlin-previded
street maintenance

Annuaf cost of (nstitutlon -provided
Vighaing (outduor)

Annda) cast of private trash semoval

Assassed value of Institutlous] tax-
eacwpt property

Special municipal services provided to
institution .

Souicer  Institutlonsl usts Inventerles, Auditers® Reports,

}‘All monetary amounts tounded te mearest dollar,

¢uactudes capltal espenses dud deprecistion charges.

tistimated by PhIY Gocyy.

dgatimates from Institutional Dats inventory,
Sassumed local perccutaye of spending te:be couservative (sus taxt).

‘Am!rnllnlcly 900 volunteers.

Thents high schos! auditorium, no.t'aunnd. .
L1963 surket value of purtiss wied by Art Collectlon In ISH, -

Yumed by city, nel sssesand.

Visytartes and wages tu fucal emplayees equals §981,

aquiveleat employces vus

. . . 3 . )
1. 1 O
‘Exhibit .5 R
Institutional Data Summary '
| . i y -
‘¢ Springflald | Springfield 1inols State o Community o14d State * Great ringflald
‘5';"!""‘ Thesire Art s’:“' :"‘ Musem Art State Concert Capltel | American s‘:mﬂgl;ul Tetat
Sywphony Gulld Asseclation . Tollection Copitol Sarles . Art Falr Peeple Show Opera’
) i ‘
. R . 1,88 1,396.059 27,150 13,100 96,361 70,286 1,912,106
tHeiH e Sausas it 112:000 nesy 'ug s ann | ls.m‘ |Im;.:;;'°
9 2 e 1 waen | 4 son00 21,510 12,550 wosz | fezse 0"z,
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'D. The Employee Data Summary

Exh1b1t 6 presents the Emp]oyee Data Summary Included in aggregate
form across all examined 1nst1tut1ons is information on the number of
fu11-t1me and full-time equ1va1ent employees, total persons and number. 6f
chi1dren attending puhlfc e1ementary or secondary schoo1s in employee
househo1ds, home-ownership and property tax data, and. average employee

»t1me and demand depos1t§ Methods and procedures for arr1V1ng at these
estimates are descr1bed in Append1x ; of the User Manual of the Balt{more

1

Case Study,v and further discussed 1n Section IV of this supplement. -

"~ Zipcodes of-residence as reportea in.the staff survey were used to -
‘allocate emp1oyees into 1dca1 taxing:aistr%cts that crOESed pO]itfca]a
-houndaries' For purposes of ca]cu]at1on, the respondents were then

weighted up on an 1nst1tut1ona1 basis to the number of fu11 t1me equ1va1ent
| employees as reported in each institution's data 1nventory ( .e. the
_ d1str1but1on of non-respondents place of res1dence was assumed the same
as that of respondents) Due to the small number of paid employees,
v the following sample statistacs were het weiéhted-across jurisdictions
'andjihstitutith' hbuseho1d size, home‘owneréhip, average time and

savings depos1ts, and the number of ch11dren in pub11c primary and.
secondary schoolsy Other’ procedures were the same as descr1bed 1n part C:

of Section IV.

(_;4 — —

1 ..'. 3
David Cwi and Kathar1ne Lya11 Econom1c Impacts of Arts and Cultural
Tnstitutions: A Model for Assessment and 31 Case “S+udv ‘n Baltimors,

Research Division Report 76.  New York: Pub11sh1ng Center for Cu]tura] '

o
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Exhibit 6

Enployee Data Summary*

Total number of‘fu11—time~emp1oyees

Total number of full-time equ1va1ent
employeés

Percentage of full-time equivalent
emp]oyees 1ivig in Springfield

rs/’%otal number of persons in full ~time
- equivalent employee households *~ -

Total number 'of children attending
~public elementary or secondary schools '-
from full-time equivalent employee
,househo]ds

Percentage of . fu11 time - equ1va1ent ‘
emp}oyees own1ng home '

Amerage property tax payment by full-
_time equivaTent-employee owning home

‘ Percentage of full- t1me equ1va1ent v
emp]oyees renting ’

Average property tax paid out of -rent S
of full-time equivalent rentors S

Average time deposit of fUl]Qtime
equivalent emp]oyee '

Average demand depos1t~of full t1me |
equivalent employee

* . "
Across all exanined institutions.
** ~ .I ) \
Of which 72 Tive in SMSA.

*%k . ) .
0f which 93 Tive in SMSA.

80** ‘

1044
o
U
206
| 4ét
. 62%‘\
r$ '86]
38%
s 82
+ $4,435
§1,377
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E. Tax-Related Data

Inasmuch as the 1oce1 tax structure directly affec
to-1qla1 governments that can be attributed to the local érts and cul-
turaikinStitutions.examined in this study, thds section pfesentsAieesome S
detaﬂ the ~re1e\}an’e ta, structure and tax rates for fhé S‘p‘»rin'gfield SMSA.
’These taxes include property, sales, income, hote], restaurant, gasoline
aﬂd transit taxestwhere app]1cab1e This 1n?%rmat1on was oqmp1]ed fremu

various sources. EaCh’set of data items includes a footnote. reference to

‘the appropiate information source. . o

- ) S ) ‘ o

1) Properfie:j} | . »
_ o ~
_ _' Local dent1a] and business property tax rates are the same

Un1t of Aggregat1on : Data- , Informat1on Source
SMSA- w1de . .. .059208*
Sangamon County-: W1de o n.a.
Mertard County - wide : _ n.a.’ u BRI .
Sangamon County Municipal; - S By .

. Chatham (62629) ff*'fﬁz7365 -'Fact Sheets: - City and Village
Dawson (62520) . - .° - .039457 of Sangamon County, June 1975
Loami" (62661) ' . .047938 - o "o > 0
New Berlin (62670) .046030 o E
‘Pledsant Plains (62677) . .042601 ) " "

‘Riverton (62561) .046905 " "
Rochester (62563) - ' . .044253 7 B " '
© Williamsville (62693) . .046163 - o o
-**Springfield (62701-708) .059443 Office of the Sangamon County Clerk

Menard County Municipalities , v ' S

" Petersburg (62675) - . .05100. Mr. James Combs, Clerk of Menard
Oakford (62673) ‘ . .052755. . County, gave these figures in a

~ telephone conversation.
* We*ghted Average for ‘real business property
** The Springfiela zip codes include four municipalities; in most respects <
“these mun1c1pa11t1es are 11ke the larger city: D

(-
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1) Property taxes (cont.):

4 Grandview: .057767
Jerome: .053185
Leland Grove: .056070
Southern View:.053246

municipalities in the SMSA

Unit of Aggregation

e

SMSA =" wide:

. Sangamon County - wide
Menard-County - wide
Sangamon County Municipal;

Chatham (62629)
" Dawson (62520)
Loami (62661)

w\\\gsg Berlin- (62670) |
asant Plains (62677)

Riverton (62561)
Williamsville (62561)
*Springfield (62701 708)

Menard County Mun1c1pa]1tes,
. Petersburg (62675)
Oakford (62673)

* The Springfield z1pcodes include 4 mun1c1pa1|t1es

* Leland Grove, Southern View.
the larger city.
“from Springfield.

Data
1,333

.333

.333

333

.333

.333
.333

.333

. e.

i

r4

2333 - ¢

.333

.333

.333
.333

The ratio of assessed value to full market value is .

o

333 for all

Information Sourc%‘ ‘

.

Fred Tomelin, Sangamon gounty
| Treasurﬁr ’

!
"q
" B )
" %
n%@ ‘
w'
II-(;s

Grandview, Jerome,

In most respects these municipalities are like

”~

. The. mun1c1pa]1t1es do not have zipcodes that are 1dent1f1ab1e ‘
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2) Sales Taxes:

The State of -111inois 1ev1es a tax of

- sales in restaurants-but excluding expend1t
returns approXTmate1y 20%. of this money to

5% on, reta11 sales 1nc1ud1ng'

ures on. 16dging.. The" State.
Tocal jurisdictions (less

. adm1n1sfrat1ve cost, but w1th a bonus for quick- payments)

)

bl

The percentaQe of 10ca11y¢qenerated:5a7es taxes reta1ned 1oca11yﬂ¢ o a

* The Springfield zip codes include four mu
these mun1c1pa11tzes are like the larger ci

Grandv1ew ' - 20.74%
Jerome 19.88%
Ledand Grove. n.a.

Southern View . 19.56%

1

These figures are not inctuded ih the

Total sales faxes generated locally.

Unit of Aggregat10n Data .
SMSA - w1de ' n.a.
Sangamon County - wide n.a.

. Menard County - wide n.a.

~ Sangamon County Municipal. ’

*  Chatham (62629) $367,726
Dawson (62520) $13,827 °
Loami (62661) . - $72,210
New Berlin (62670) $§154,254
Pleasant Plains ( 62677) $91,933
Riverton (6256%) o $148,686

Rochester (62563)

n

$107,382

s - “’_ -
Unit of Aggregat1on ' .Data - Information Soqrqg:;, -
SMSA wide na. 7 ’
~ Sangamon County - wide n.a.- .
Menard County - wide n.a.

Sangamon County Municipal. - : \ . )
. Chatham (62629) 19.98% Tom McGee, Sales Tax Distribution
* Dawson (62520) . . 19.87% Office, I1linois Department of

Loami (62661) oL 19.72% Revenue, Calendar year 1978.
New Berlin 462670) : - . 19.85% i
Pleasant Plains (62677) * ‘ 19.86%" " "
Riverton (62561) 4 19.85% " "
. Rochesteér (62563) 19.78% " "
© Williamsville (62693) . 19,09%. “ " "
**Springfield (62701-708) .19.15% . ..M n, M
. Menard County Municipalities. : N
Petersburg” (62675) ~ 19.78% " M
Oakford (62673) 19.36% . " !

nicipalities; in most respects
ty: *

Springfie]d average.

xﬂgigzwation Source

‘Tom McGee, Sales Tax Distribution )

Office, I11inois Department of.
Revenue compiled these figures:
from his record books, Calendar
year 1978, -

" .




3) Income taxes

6) Gasoline taxes: .

27

Williamsville (62693) "' $211,108  Tom McGee, Sales Tax Distribution
*Sprianield (62701-708) . . $37,785,802  Office, I1linois Department of .
Revenue compiled these figures

Menard County Mun1c1pa11t1es . from his record books, Calendar
Petersburg (62675) - $763,042 year 1978 ,
__ Oakford" (62673\ ‘\ " $36,016 - . "

v i ]
* The Springfield zip codes 1nc1ude four mun1c1pa11t1es, in.most respects
these mun1c1pa11t1es are like the larger c1ty : . -

T Grandv1ew . ‘ $133,727- ’
Jerome - L - $756,060 ° )
Leland Grove _— 0 R
Southern View . - $81, 900 . ‘ "

These f1gures are not 1nc1uded 1n the f1gure for Spr1n0f1e1d ($37 785 802)

Stae of I]l1no1s* 2.5% (flat'rate)
Local ne 1evied

Source: State - I119nois Department - of @gﬁenue Report to Taxp_yers Fiscal 1976
Local- Gary Tumulty, Clerk of Sangamon County.

A ]

* With.a $1,000 exempt1on per taxpayer and levied on' net income. "P1oneer1ng

~a bright future in the spirit of our illustrious past", Greater, Spr1ngf1e1d

Chamber of Commerce, Industrial Development Counc11

&

4) Hotel taxes: B ‘4:4 ‘

State of I11indis. 5% of 95% of room price S ‘
C1ty of Spr1ngf1eld - 3% X, o L . TNG

Source Dr. Ph111

@regg, Sangamon State"Un1vers1ty
5) Restaurant tgxes: :

No special/ restaurant taxes 1ev1ed by state or 1oca1 un1ts of government.
State sales.tax is applied :

Source: Dr. Phi}ip Gregg, Sangamon State'University.

State o? Ill1no1s - 7.5¢ per qalloﬁ-
Allocated as follows:. “\
59.09% to locah government

40.91% to I11inois ‘State Department of Transportat1onﬂ

Source: Helen Adorjan, I]l1no1s Department of Revenue Information OFf1ce

-\‘ .
7) Transit taxes: o y a ~ e

A\
Y
\
L

a \

None reporzted. -

Data was comp11ed by Dr Ph111p Greg@, Sanqamon State Un1vers1ty

)

o
e

~
¢
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F. Other Community Data ~ J

\\ . . . ~ .
d“:;rjtommun1ty data. requ1red for model estlmatwons 1nc1ude tota1
, .
1oca1 business volume, the assessed value of business rea] property, local

t1me and demand reserve requ1rements, res1dent1a1 -and. bus1ness property
'

tax rates, the assessed va]ue of residential”housing, the number of

28

,,ch11dren enro]]ed 1n 1oca1 public elementary and secondary schoo]s, state*

amdnper pup11, other;state rev%nues allocated to ]ocal‘governments on a

-

per capita basis; Toea]'government-operating tosts‘(echuding public

schoo] and non-locally generatedLrevenues) ']ocal public séhoo] operating

b dget (excluding non-locally generated revenues), tota1 1oca1 popu]at1on,,'

: sed va]ue ‘of-all non- schoo] Tocal. government property and the

assessed va1ue of all local d$chool property. 'These data items are pre- :
“sented pelom. ~ -

-~ \‘
1) Tota1 Loca1 Bus1ness Volume *'1 . ‘ o _ -
Va]ue added by manufactur1ng, 1976« $202 700,000
Wholesale Sales, 1972: -$481, 800,000
Retail Sales, 1978: $891,743,000

Total: $1,576,243,000 - o

Source: The research and planning aide at the Spr1ngf1e1d Chamber of Commerce

provided the fo]]ow1ng f1gures from data. sources in_the I1linois
State Library.

Scaled to 1978 using consumer price index gives $1,875,392,050.
2) Total Assessed Value of ReaJ.Business'Property (1978)

SMSA-wide $208,811,112 . ~ - _
Sangamon County 205,936,483 : ‘ " s
Menard County ¢ 2,824,629 S L TR s

Source: Gary Tumdlty, Sangamon County Clerk.

i .
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.3) Local Time Depos{t Reserve Reﬁyirement ® . "{l

%oUrce Ch1p Baye]ey, Professor of Account1ng, Sangamon State University.

- . \ .
x
'

g 4) Lacal Demand Deposit Reserve Requ1rement

6% - T P - .
Te . . . ' ‘ 4
‘Source: -Chip Bayeley (see above) é, > “
~ 5) Va1ue of Local Residential Hous1ng N
“Unit of Aggregat1on ‘ Data- Y
~ SMSA wide:* ’ o N.A. L
" Sangamon ,County wide" -~ " . N.AC
- Menard County wide’ 7 N.A. T
. Sangamon ‘County Municipal ' .
Chatham (62629) . $13,493,010 ) x
- Dawson (62520) -~ = . 928,350
Loami -(62661) = . . 1,346,015
' New Berlin (62670) . - 2,641,665
» Pleasant Plains (62677) - 2,085,960 .
o Riverton (62561) : . : 6,1644120 #
Rochester (62563) a ’ . 10,003,035,
Do < Williamsville (62693) 3,346,515
R *Springfield (62701-708) , 301,628,865 .
‘ Mehard County Municipalities -
~ Petersburg (62675) = | -7, 832 888 :
- Oakford (62673) ~ _ 576 217

* The Springfield z1p codes ‘include four municipalitied; in most respects
these municipalities are like the larger city: Grandy1ew, Jerdme, Le]and
Grove and Sauthern- View: . -

Source: Gary Tumulty, Sangamon County C]erk

| 6) Total Number of Assessed-Res1dences

5 i : . w h

Unit of Aggregat1on . - 'Data )

SMSA-wide ' ) , N.A.
Sangamon County-wide o H.A.

. Menard County-wide S - N.A.

K . Sangamon County Municipal
! Chatham (62629) ' " 1,508 . ’ '
Dawson (62520) ? 258 ', ) >
Loami (62661) : 335 R e
New Berlin (62570Q) . 515 - S . v
Pleasant Plains.(62677) *- 385 . . _
Riverton (62561) . - 1,123
. Rochester (62563) - . 818
o ,/ﬂ*‘\\
. 39
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~ 6) Total Number of Assessed Residences (comt:)

14

o
: . — -
Williamsville ( 62693) : 34,194 - . B
*Springfield (62701-708) 489 . ' L -
Menard County Municipalities . L ' : -
Petersburg (62675) N 1 116 ’ ’ .
Oakford (62673) e - 190 :

*The Springfield zip cpdes include four municipalitfes; <in most reSpects
. these municipalities are 1ike the larger c1ty GrandV1ew Jerome, Leland
‘Grove and Southern View. .
Sources: Sangamon, County Gary. Tumu]ty (Jan 1978)
Menard County -James Combs, Menard County C]erk (June, 1979).

7) Total Local Households =~ = | @
Unit of Aggregation . ' Data . . '
SMSA-wide S . 72,000
Sangamon County—wide . . . 67,700 -
Menard County-wide . . . 4,300
Sangamon County Municipali§ies .
‘ Chatham (62629) . , 1,831 (1978).
Dawson (62520) -~ . . 197 (1978)
@ Loami (62661) o " 349 (1978)
New Berlin (62670) Lo 319 (1978)
" Pleasant Plains (62677) o271 (1978)
Riverton (62561) . - ‘.. ... 994(1978) . .. . .
Rochester (62563) . 790 (1978) -
© Williamsville (62693) 460 (1978) e
- *Springfield (62701-708) - 39,500 (1978) : ) -
Menard County Municipalities - : ’ ‘
Petersburg (626759 . . 1,012 (1970) .
. Oakford (62673) . - 105 (1970)

*The-Springfield zip codes include four municipalities; Grandview, ‘Jerome
Leland Grove and Southern View. In most respects these municipalities
are like the larger city. This figure fér Spr1ngf11ed does not include
households for thesg_four mun1c1pa]1t1es

‘Grandview o 909 : . L
Jerome : ’ . . 678 Co ?
Leland Grove : 659 .

Southern View R e 611

Sources: For SMSA, Sangamon County, Menard County and Spr1ngf1e1d
Survey of Buving Power, 1979. For the Sangamon County Municipalities,
Rural Hou51ngf1n Sangamon County, Springfield- Sangamon County
Regional P]ann1ng Committee, December 1978. And for the Menard
County Municipalities; estimates from county-wide f1gures from
the Survgy of BuJ1ng Power, 2.605 peop]e per househgld in Menard County."

L@



. ,Uhit ‘of Aggreqat1on -

SMSA-wide .
Sangamon County-wide
Menard County-wide

" < Sangamon County Municipalities

Chatham (62629)
_Dawson (62520)
Loami (62661)
New Berlin (62670) ’
Pleasant Plains (62677)
Riverton (62561)
Williamsville (62693)
*Springfield (62701-708)
Menard County Municipalities
Petersburg (62675)
Oakford (62673) ~

Leland Grove and Southern View.
are, like the larger city.

-

8) State per Pupil Educational Grant” to’ the Local Jur1sd1ct1ons

. *The Springfield zip codes include four municipalities:

Sources: For Sangamon County; Marge Snulick, Finances Clerk, Regional Super-

intendent of Schools Office, Sangamon County.

) . . :
9) Other State Revenues Attributable to the Institution’or its-Employees

Unit of Aggregation
SMSA-wide -

Sangamon County-w1de
Menard County-wide

Sangamon ‘County Municipalities

Chatham (62629)
Dawson (62520)
" Loami (62661) -
New Berlin (62670) >
~Pleasant Plains (62677)
Riverton (62561)
. Rochester (62563)
Williamsville (62693)

. *Springfield (62701-708) ,1

Menard County Municipalities
" Petersburg (62675)
Oakford (62673)

* The Springfield zip codes include four municipalities, Grandview, Jerome,
. In most respects these municipalities are

Leland Grove and Southern View.
1t+ke the larger city.

w

7
<

Data
NA.

-, N.A.

N.A.

© $16.60 per capita

. $16.60 per capita
n [ n

.Sourée; Mr. Vince Johnson, I11inois Department of Local Government Affairs.
During 1977-78 fiscal.year the state-distributed $16.60 per capita.
to each municipality as part of revenue sharing of state income tax.

Grandview, Jerome®
In most respects these municipalities

For Menard County;
Dean Broughton, Superintendent, Porta Community Unity School District.



) ‘Local Operating . Budgets Exc]ud1ng Pub11c Schoo]s, 

"Unit of Aggregat1on o : “Data , =
‘SMSA-wide o . - N.A, o -
Sangamon County-wide i “ N.A. y ce
Menard County-wide N.A.
Sangamon County Municipalities ‘ R
' Chatham (62629) - $1,916,775 o -~
Dawson’ (62520) o 17,236 T o : )
Loami (62661) e 12,950
New Berlin (62670) . 22,900
Pleasant. Plains (62677) 138,900
Riverton (62561) 1,345,975
Rochester (62563) . . 749,255
- Williamsville (62693) ' 432,054
*Springfield (62701-708) - - 12,730,987 ,
Menard County Municipalities , “
Petersburg (62675) - - 347,180 :
Oakford (62673) -7 18,550

* The Spr1ngf1e1d zip codes 1nc1ude four mun1c1pa11t1es These figures‘ére
~ hot included in the total figure for Springfield: ' !

Grandview . - $322,900
Jerome : 668,000
Leland Grove ' ' : ~101,695
Southern View . 155,950

Sources: For Sangamon County these figures were tabu1ated in the Sangamon
‘County Clerks Office from the Appropiations Ordinances and F1nanc1a1
Reports that each municipality submits to the.County Clerk
For Menard County Mr. James Combs, Menard County Clerk, gave
these figures from the mun1c1pa11t1es approp1at1ons ord1nances
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\12) Local Pub]1c School QOperating Budget '

33

Il) Tota] Loca1 Popu]at1on /
Un1t of Aggregation Data : . , o
SMSA-wide 187,000 21978) o '
Sangamon County- ~widé” ‘ -175,900 (1978) I
" ‘Ménard County-wide , 11,200 (1978) .
Sangamon County Municipalities . ‘
Chatham (62629) , e 4 759 (1978)
Dawson (62520) . 512 (1978) &
Loami (62661) ‘ 908 (1978)
New Berlih (62670) 828 &1978) x
" Pleasant Plains (62677) . =704 (1978) - s
“~ Riverton (62561)- - 2,583 (1978)
Rochester (62563) ~ . ,’ = ‘2,052 (1978)
Williamsville (62693) +#+#" - - “1,192-(1978) .
*Springfield (62701-708) - 97,400 (1978) ) i
~ Menard County Municipalities. -
', - Petersburg (62675) .’.. S~ _ 2,632 (1970)
~ Oakford (62673) o T 272 (1970)

. * The Springfield zip code incéludes four mun1c1pa]1t1es Grandv1ew, _

* Jerome, Leland Grove and Southern View. For this data element, the .
popu]at1on of these four municipalities was not 1nc1uded in the total
popu]at1on f1gure ‘for Spr1ngf1e1d

24

- .Grandview . * o 242’(1970

) .
Jerome. . : : ,673 (1970)
Leland Grove . . - ,624 (1970) sy
Southern View - o . 1 ,504 (1970)

‘Saurces: For SMSA, Sangamon County-wide and Menard County- wide, and Springfield:

Survey. of Buying Power, 1979. For Sangamon County Municipalities:
Fact Sheet:City aﬁa’V1]]age Inventory of 'Sangamon Co. and Rural _
Housing in Sangamon County., by the Spr1ngf1e]d -Sangamon County
Regional Planning Commission. For Menard County: 1976 Statewide
‘Summary of Municipal.Finances in I11inois, I1]1no1s Comptro]]er s
Off1ce, 1978 ‘

Unit of Aggregation Data
~ SMSA-wide ‘ : R N-A.
Sangamon County-wide ) N.A.
Menard County-wide : N.A.
Sangamon County Municipalities
Chatham (62629) - - $788,719
Dawson (62520) T 134,211
Loan®™ (62661) : 269,593
New Berlin (62670) 246,150
Pleasant Plains (62677) 187,430
Riverton (62561) : . 208,939
Rochester (62563) ‘ 339,168
Williamsville (62693) 249,286
*Soringfield (62791-708) 18,730,465
P ! .
2, : 13

-
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12y Loca]‘Public'School.Operating Budget (con't) .

‘L‘Menard County MunicjpaTifies s ‘
o Petersburg (62675) - - $1,008,935 -
Oakford (62673) . - . 105,842 ' L
* The Springfield Zip codes 'include four municipaTities:MGrandview, Jerdme,
Leland Grove and Southern View. .Children in these municipalities attend

34

N

the Springfield schools (District #186). - o

Sources: For Sangamon County: Sangamon County School Directory: 1978-79.
- Estimates were déveloped as follows. The total operating budget -
for each school district was taken from the Sangamon 'Ceunty School
Directory, 1978-79. This figure was prorated to each municip .ality:
in proportion the percentage of.the total district"s attendance
was accounted for by that municipalities children. Data sources
are the same for both municipalities. ' v : '

13) Total Enroliment in thehﬁhb]ic Primary“anq Secondary Schoo]s**'-l

Unit of Aggregation . o "+ Data
SMSA-wide - L .. N.A.
Sangamon County-wide ' * .. N.A.
Menard County-wide ' N.A. o :

- Sangamon County Municipalities : , . , ' C

, Chatham (62629) ; o 969 °
.Dawson. {62520) ‘ 104
‘Loaimi (62661) , o ‘ 184 .-
New Berlin (62670) 168 .
Pleasant Plains (6267%) : - 143
Riverton (62561) . . 527
Rochester (62563) ' ' 418
Williamsville (62693) = =~ - . 243

. *Springfield (62701-708) - - 16,564

“Menard County Municipalities ‘ _
Petersburg (62675) T 440

Oakford  (62673) 77

o The Springfield zip codes include four municipalities: Grandview,,dérome,
Leland Grove and Southern View. Children from these municipalities attend

- the Springfield schools, and they are -included in the figures for Spring-
field. : e . v

**In I11inois, one school district usually serves more than one municipality.
For the above figures, estimates have been developed on the data base.

Sources: Estimated as follows. In Sangamon County there are .2038
public school children per capita. This figure excludes the
Springfield Schools (District 186). Taken from Sanaamon
County School Directorv, 1978-79 and Survey of Buying Power, 1979.
Thi$ factor was appliea to the population figures ror each
municipality to estimate public school enrollments for the
municipality. For Menard County Dean Broughton, Superintendent
of Porta Community Unity School District, developed these
estimates from his records. He used 3 ararating “armula.

—
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« 14) Value of all Non-School Governmant\Pkoher;y. T | '

) Because Springfield is the state capitol of I11inois, the amount of
'Such property i$ enormous.. The local assessor, County Clerk Gary Tumulty,
stated in an interview that this property has not been: assessed. Also,
- the ?ta%e does not insure its property, so insurance estimates are not
available. - = - - g - S

‘Source: Gary Tumulty.

15) Value gf 311 School Re]ated Property

i Unit of Adgregation = - . - Data
SMSA-wide S N.AL -
Sangamon County-wide L N.A.
_ “Menard County-wide “N.A. _ C
-Sangamon County Municipalities' ( - o
Chatham (62629) \ .+ $23,324,612 '
Dawson (62520) : . 3,747,987
Loami (62661) B . 8,066,958 o .
. New Berlin (62670) v ; - :7,788,787. - . _ , .
" Pleasant Plain§ (62677) - 5,272,005 ’
Riverton (62561) ' 6,256,051
Peeo ~ Rochester (62563). , . 9,436,928 - e "
v .. Williamsville (62693) ; « 7,450,883 i ) =
, *Springfield (62701-708) . 608,697,116 -
Menard County Municipalities ' K o
Petersburg (62675) = T 3,245,836
Oakford (62673) ; o 340,503

* The Sprinéfie]d zip codes include four municipalities: Grandview,
.Jerome, Leland Grove, and Southern View. Children in these municipalities.
/' attend the Springfield schools (District #186). ,

7 Sources: Estimates have been developed as follows. The assessed value- =~ |
e ation of school property was taken firom, Sangamon County School Directory, -

/ 1978-79. The proportion of this.figure that could be attributed to the

7 municipality was estimated by prorating the figures according the proportion.
Ny : of pupils in the district that resdied in a given municipality. This figure

/ was taken from total enrollment. : S

' Data compiled by Dr. Philip Gregg, Sangamon State University. .




- "ser Manua]" port1on of the Baltimore Case Study* includes an ear]1erq -

SECTION IV: »NEIGHTING 'AND ESTIMATION TECHNIQUES
o , USED IN‘THE STUDY :

.'A. Overview (e
. ) .

N

o .
- This section or1ents the reader to the genera1 we1ght1ng and est1m- o

» atJon procedures used in th1s study, and or1enis the reader to the w1de’

range of technical problems 1nvo1ved in‘economic 1mpact stud1es vﬁhe -,
_ . . ‘ gy
d1scuss1on of some of these matters. -Method$” and procedures described

in this-final. sect1on of the technical supp1ement shéuld be considered

P

P

in conJunct1onfw1th the d1scu§s1on in the ‘User Manual."

A2

B. Audience Data~‘ | _@[r

The systemat1c sampling of 1nd1v1dUa1s in.4an aud1ence necess1tates ‘

the weighting of “the number of respandents of dt;fer1ng party s1zes g

< 4

due to the d1ffer1ng probabilities of. different size part1es rece1v1ng
a quest1onna1re ' Th1s weighting can be effected by muTt1p1y1ng the
num?er of part1es of a part1cu]ar size t1mes the party size 'and then f
d1vnd1ng by the samp11ng 1nterva1s For a deta11ed descr1pt1on of this
procedure and caveats regard1ng its use, see the-Metro Center work1ng
paper on this.subject.** This procedure adjusts “the number of parties
of a part1cu1ar s1ze, and then uses  these new party strata sizes as -
the bas1s for comput1ng we1ghted averages for partj expend1tures

A1l estimates of party-spend1ng or portions thereof were estimated in

this fashion.

X

*David Cwi and Kathar1ne Lya11 Economic Impacts of Arts and Cu1tura1
Institutions: A Model for Assessment and a Case Study in Ba1t1more,-
Qésaarch Division Repor® #5. New York: 0wb]**ﬁ1ng Center for
Cu]tura] Resources, 1977. :

. **D. Alden Smith, "The Systematic Samp11ng of Parties at Arts :
and Cultural Everits: Weighting Procedures for Party-Specific Items". ,
Working paper. Center for Metropolitan P]ann1ng and Research, 1980.

i 3 - . P . . 5
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The 11m1ted number of v1s1tor cases due e1ther to small samp]e'

" size or to there be1ng on]y a sma11 percentage of visitors in the audience
.on the‘dates surveyed, necess1tated an analysis of v1s1tbr mean « |
-spend1ng across a]] samp1ed 1nst1tut1ons rather than on ag?1nst1tut1ona1
basis’ dfbr this reaSon mean. v1s1tor spend1ng §hou1d be. cons1dered
with caut1on Furthermore, s1nce §e1ected 1n§t1tut1ons had few
,out-of %ySA v1s1tors dur1ng the samp11ng period, estimates of total.
"sole reason" v1s1tors may | be based on-a small number of sampled
visitors. These 1nst1tutions:are ‘noted in the case study (c.f. Exh1b1t 7). -
Resu]te‘fdr these instttuttpns should be treated as t@ntative.

e

Spending waS bn1y attributed to local attenders and non-local
sole rea;bn attenders for purposes of est1mat1ng economic impact.
This" spend1ng was ca]cu]ated by tak1ng the adjusted per party expend—
‘1tures, converting them into per capita expend1tures (on an institutional
bas1s for Tocal attenders, across all 1nst1tut1ons for non- 1oca1
so]e'reason attenders), and then multiplying these per capitas byg
the;appropriate number of Tocal and non-local sole reason attenders
-for the season. The tota] number of attenders for f1sca1 1978 was
| eported by each 1nst1tut1on s staff in the 1nst1tut1ona1 data invent- \

" ories and was later adjusted to exp]ude attendance at events outside

the SWSA, and atténdance at events held in schools.
. C. Employee Data

The emplovee survey asked resoondents to provide the zipcode of
the1r place of residence. These zipcodes were used té a]]ocate employees
into local taxing districts that crossed political boundaries. " The

distribution of non-respondents place of residence was assumed the

K]

samefas that of respondents.




K

<4

derive summary.data for

full-time equiva]ents which include aggregated part-time employees. . ' '

' The residence of respondent full’ and part t1me emp]oyees was used to

the sample. o,

. since the majority of these effects are only meaningful in terms of

The case studies simply jdentify and aggregate the impact of each

The statistics used'for~ca1co1ations utflfie'institution

¢

t

d1str1bute each institutions full-time equivalents among Total

political and‘éaxing Jurisdictions. Similar procedures were required
L 4 : o

to weight other sample statistics to full-time equ{ValentS'including

househo]d size,-home ownership, average time and sav1ngs depos1ts,

. e

and number of children ]n public pr1mary and secondary schools.

t

In order to‘so1ve one modii)equat1on for all institutions and to = ‘ T
a

employees, sample means were weighted by

" number of full-time equivalent$ at each institution. .This procedure

- .

sought ‘to assure that no one imstitution was over-represented in

¢

Estimates of local spending by institutional employees were based

on their oWn salary and wage income and not on total household

ijncome. (Each case study cites employee salaries and wages as a ' oot

per cent of their total household income.) HdweVer;‘costs to local
government are based on employee households (unless otherwise noted)

3 1
households. This’ sect1on conc]udes with a d1scuss1on of.procedures o .

a

used to estimate d1rect ‘tax effects

D. Institutional Data

1 ". . N . E \
Institutional data were collected using procedures described in- o~

Sections I and II. Total annual operating costs attributed to'each

institution exclude capital costs and depreciation expense (a non-cash

ftam). Institutdonal Fiscal jécfs were gener‘11j not concurrant.

institution's last fiscal year.
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Basita]]y, these tasks were straightfdnnard accounting tasks

requ1r1ng substant1a1 fa11 safing procedures but 11tte est1mat1on or e
we1ght1ng Spec1f1c comments or assumpt1ons are deta1led in the
6

institutional data summary port10n of Section III In the few cases
—TT—

where governmenta] agencies or portions thereof could not prov1de L.

expense statements, then appropiation budgets were used. Thié ‘ﬁ?t
. ' ! 3

procedure excludes institutional spending of earned income from the
’

analysis, and is thus very conservative. Such cases ane footnoted~
) P .

in Section III where applicable. L \

E. Community Tax-related Data \

Bus1ness Property Taxes

Estimation of property taxes attr1butab1e to.the exal ined

“institutions proved difficult for the following rea50ns:’

(1) selected taxes changed over time,
(2) there were a large numoer of taxing authorities),
"(3)~ taxing districts were overlapping, .
~(4) procedures required data that was not always readily
available, including market value or taxable va]ue,
the assessment ratio and the property tax rate for each
jurisdiction for edch kind of property under cfnsideration,_

(5) differing Tocal procedures- by type, of local property,

. e.g. business ¥nvéntories may or may not-be.taxable, or.
"+ « taxable at a different rate than bus1ness real property,

In general, the procedure followed was to we1ght the assessment
ratio (ar) by the assessed market vaIue (MV) for all tax1ng Jur1s-
d1ct1ons and .then to we1ght the property tax rate (pt) by the taxable

. ' . \
value (AV). This method must be used if ar differs by jurisdictions
(otherwise ar may'be'weighteg bv AV). This procedure was used, where

possible, to we1ght up to an aggregate tax rate for all IocaI Juris-

dictions w1th1n a county, then the counties were weighted across the SMSA

-

49
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. . . . '
~ owners and rentors, It should be noted that this procedyre assumes

that a]fremployeeé either own a home or rent.
Sales Taxes | o | PR

"The.calcu{ation of cales taxes -must takelaccount of differing
tax rates and taxable transactions by local jurisdictions One Can
"tax" the attr1butab1e cash flow if one. knows the Jur1sd1ct1ons
affected and economic sectors 1nvolved The calculation of sales
tax effects requires the11dent1f1cat1on'and aggregation of all institu—
tion, audience, and guest‘artist spending subject to sales tax . ' :
wh1ch is then mu1t1p11ed by the approp1ate tax rate. Aif‘ for example,
the cost of accommodat1on is not subJect to sa]es tax, then spend1ng
in th1§,sector must be exc]uded The study uses the coefficient A -
.004375 as the percentage of emp]oyee sa]ar1es that w111 result in - .
sales tax revenue per 1% of the local tax rate.*
If onTy a percentage of Tocally generated sales tax revenues
‘are returned to Joca] Jur1sd1ct1ons then the local sa1es tax revenues
are equa] to that percent times the sales tax do]]ars generated 1oca11y.

Jurisdictions with d1ffer1ng sales tax rates can cause further

disaggregat1on, 1f o] attr1butab1e sales taxes were apport1oned by

.. the percent s®les tax co]lected in each Jur1sd1ct1on.

"Transit Taxes

Transit taxes, where applicable, were levied in a similar fashion

to ‘sales taxes and were treated similarly. L

»

*Coefficient prov1ded by Dr. David Greytak, of the Maxwell
.School of Citizenship and Public Affa1rs, Syracuse Un1ver<1+/

R
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Resident1a1 Pronerty Taxes -

at each institution. *

——

-emp]oyees that owh homes, was. ca]cu]ated d1 ect1y using average

VRN

L Loca1 res1dent1a1 property tax attr1bu ab]e to 1nst1tut1ona1 L

‘.

. property tax reported by the fu]] time emp1 yees in the emp]oyee

. survey welghted by the number of fu11 t1me _qu1va1ent emp]oyees fyf'-

Property takes”due‘tO'institutionaT employees who‘reht 1iving

- quarters was est1mated in the fo]]oW1ng manney . ** 20% of average

~ rent was assumed to eventua11y go to 1and1‘rd property taxes and it

was assumed that 25% of rentor emp]oyee S househo]d income goes to

rentor emp]oyee

Mean Renter's Household

A ‘ Income
. '
- Colutnbus S $14,500
Minneapolis/St. Paul ~ $13,381.
st. Louis . . $15,909
Salt Lake = = . $13,527
San Antonio = $13,636
Springfield ‘ $16,438

The calculationy. then, is simply: (Property Tax Attributable) (1-h).

Rent

(monthly)

$302
$279
$331
$282

. $284

$342

rent The fo]1ow1ng calculations show the amount attr1butab1e per

»

Property Tax .
Attributable

"$§725.
$669
- $795

$676
$682 .

 spe2

{

(FTE's), where FTE's s thé number of full-time equivalent employees.

Theff%na] calculation involves summing the taxes attributable to

*See the section on employee data for other,weighting procedures.

**This procedure was suggested by Dr. Katharine Lyall.

o1
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Hote] Taxes

; The same type’ of Jur1sd1ct1ona1 prob]ems encountered m1th sa]es S
e _ taxes are confronted with hotel taxesawm$o pnoVrde a conservat1ve
"est1mate of attr1butab1e d1rect hotel taxes, the fo]]ow1ng method was. -
~used, The est1mated-number of nen-local attenders who came solely to
‘attend-an examined institution was mu]tjp]ied‘by the average‘1ength of
‘their visit to get the esttmated'numberﬂof person—nights in the area.
’. This f1gure was - adJusted by the perce?t report1ng spending on 1odg1ng
) (oorrected for. party-s1ze) to identify the number of paid person nights
'1n the area. Accord1ng to Laventha] .and Honﬂath the average da11y rate
- for occupancy 1n’1977 was $31.62,* or $15.81 per pa1d person n1ght
.fassuming two persons per room. Mu]t1p1y1ng the $15.81 t1mes the number
- o of person»n1ghts gives the est1mated do]]ar va]ue of hote1 spend1ng : C
by non- 1oca1 attenders who are in town so]e]y to attend the exam1ned | |
l Q; - ;'event._ This amount of mopey, when added to the spending on hotels by
guest artists at the examined 1nst1tut10ns (from the 1nst1tut1ona1

data 1nventor1es) gives an est1mate of total spending attr1butab1e to

the hotel sector. This amount was then "taxed",at the appropriate

accommodations.

grate(s). This method does not count spending by local attenders on 1
|
|
|

Parking Revenues to Local Governments

Parking revenues to local governments were calculated as follows.
Assuming.one party per car, the adjusted number ot local and non-local

sole reason parties was multiplied times the estimated per cent arriving

*Laventhal and Horwath, "U.S. Lodging Industry, 1978."
Philadelphia, Pa. 1978, p. 14.




N . * ’ : N Loe oL . : e
I ). < by car to get the number of attr1butab1e cars. This figure was'multi- _
- plied. by the est1nated per cent us1ng pub11c park1ng to get the number: : '

v C
of cars using pub11c park1ng This number of cars was mu1t1p11ed by the

est1mated cost per car (average Tength of stay in hours t1mes average L :

i

cost‘per!hour_in public 1ots) to get the parking revenues -to local = _ ,f o

all examined institutions. : Coe o , t R

. 1
.

Gasoline Taxes

\
|
|
|
[ ' government~fbr eath_institution. 'The'figures'were then summed across

i - Gaso]ine taxes were estimated by multiplying fﬁg average distance

get total,m11es traveled. Th1s f1gure was then divided by an assumed

t

20 miles per gallon (to be conservative) to est1mate attr1butab1e
: > S v

ga110ns used. Then.local-excise taxes per gallon were applied. No.

tnave1ed t1mes the adjusted number of ‘Tocal and sole reason part1es to o !
estimate was made of gasoTine usage by the;exam%ned institution's -

~employees (either business or personal usage) or gasoline usage - - -

g by guest artists. ¥ ' .

fa

¥

Restaurant Taxes.

Restaurant taXes, where applicable, were calcu]ated d1rect1y from

‘est1mated spending in restaurants and bars, us1ng appropr1ate local .. e
. , . .
© tax rates.
Admission Taxes | ] | \\ '

Admission taxes, wnere applicable, were taken fram the examined

institutions' data inventories rather than estimated. - ~

ak

[

r : "
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Income Taxes * ‘ S ' J

.

Income tax est1mates frequent]y involve qur1sd1ct1ona1 prob]ems as - o
noted previously w1th other tax jtems. One frequent problem is whether |
the tax is_coljected‘where the employee ]1yes, works or both. " Income
-‘. taxes, where applicab1e, were ca]oolated,in the fashion deécribed in

. the Baltimore Case Study unless otherwise notéd in a partiquar case

. study.

“Multipliers" ' - s : _— ', .

- .

e

"Multipliers" were calcdlated in tﬁe:fashion'descrﬁbed in "MUltip]fer
Analysis: Arts and Cultural Institutions."* ’}his method requires esti-
mates of the population of the study area, the ratios of empioyment to
earning'in the arts and cu}éuraT;‘retagl, and'hotél sectors of the economy,
and attr1butab]e spend1ng in these ‘sectors. _~.kmployment té earnings rat1os
were calcu]ated from 1976 County Bu51ness Patterns data, and adJusted for ”
inflation usnng “the consumer pr1ce index to ptovide 1978 estimates. The
genera] analysis report prepared as part of th1s study includes a detailed

discussion of "multiplier effects" and the1r place in reg1ona1 econom1c

impact analysis.- : ‘ '

*David Greytak-and‘Dixie Snively, "Multiplier Ana]ysfs: Arts and .
- ’ Cultural Institutions," unpublished paper. The dohns Hopkins Unijversity:
Center for ﬂetropoTitan Planning and Research, April 1979; o

. 94




~ TECHNICAL SUPPLEMENT TO
" THE ECONOMIC IMPACT » -
OF TEN CULTURAL INSTITUTIONS ON THE'
, ~ ECONOMY OF THE SPRINGFIELD, ILLINOIS SMSA
s " - _ VOLUME II -- APPENDICES .

The Johns Hopk1ns University
Center for Metropo]1tan Planning and Research

»

Pnincipal Investigafor: , ' David Cwi

P}gject Managen:‘ ' . ) ) D. Aldep éﬁith .
Report Written By: ' David Cwi and

: T . D. Alden Smith

Computer Programming/ o

Data Base Management: ' : " Mark Keintz.
. L Brian Peters

Aud1ence Study Samp11ng Design/ : :
Selected Ana]ys1s ‘. e Ralph Taylor

. . .Technical Assistance in _ ’
R Design and Analysis: - - Allen Goodman
; _ Henry Henderson

-

Project Secretary: = - ~  Patty Strott

Student Assistants: .- ‘ Gayle Cohen
- ‘ e Scott Holupka
- Elizabeth Platt
Ariel VYannier

This report was prepared under grant number R80-22-1N from the
Research Division of the National Endowment- for tfie Arts. Points of
view or opinions statad in this .document are :those of the authors and
do not necessarily represent the official position or -policies of
the National Endowment for the Arts, The Johns Hopkins University,
or the Center for Metropolitan Planning and Research.




S | TABLE OF CONTENTS
- , Page:
"‘APPENDICES -
» A) Audience Survey Qatés and Response Rates ...... eeesessssas U
B) ‘Arinotation INStructions ......eeeereerivennneeresnnnoncennnnes 9
C) Institutional Data Inventory .......eoevveienenennnnns P 13
D; Community Data Inventdry ..........cccveeen eeeeeeceeteaenataas 35
E) Sample Calendar Instructions ......ccceieveerineeencnccnnnannnn 48
F) Documentation Protocol .....ciiiceeeennnnnnn eteeeeaans A 52




E

O

PR A .70 provided by ERIC

'; APPENDIX A -

Aujdﬁence Survey Dates and Response Rates

L e

57




SPRINGFIELD SYMPHONY ORCHESTRA

Date Distributed Returned gﬁg?ﬁts Valid - | Sampling Total
Forms. Forms -1ng Forms Intervals | Attendance |-
_ _ Editing . e
11/28 - 467 369 4 365 1/2 950

%*

Response rate of 79%

o8




" SPRINGFIELD THEATRE GUILD

. s | Rejects . . o
; Distributed| Returned Valid Sampling Total
Date Forms Forms During Forms Intervals | Attendance
Editing
|
11/10 217 178 13 165 1/1 259
/N 202 179 12 167 11 © 226
n 419 357 25 /# 332 11 485

¥*

The overall respensa rats across the survey period was 79%. One questionnaire
was deleted during subsecuent computer edits. :

29




f ' o !  SPRINGFIELD ART ASSOCIATION - | .
) ' T r Reject§ . . 3
: .| Distributed| Returned : Valid Sampling | Total
Date “Forms Forms During Forms Intervals | Attendance
. Editing
. /
11/04 n 157 1 156 11 230
1/16 43 43 - 1 42 7 43
11/19 214 197 | 7 190 I 250-300
no | a8 397 g aser | 11 | sese
- -~ ’
(

i

* The overall response rate across the survey period was 83%. Seven questionnaires
wera deletad in subsequent computer edits.

** Using 275 as the estimated attendance on 11/19.




COMMUNITY CONCERT

SERIES
- i
‘ ’ e e Rejects } . s : :
Distributed| Returned : :} Valid Sampling Total
Date Forms Forms During Forms Intervals | Attendance |
‘ : Editing \ .
1/24 422 392 21 371* 1 550
R
- v
&

. computer edits.

)

* Response rate of 88%. Seven questionﬁaires were deleted during subsequent



~ SPRINGFIELD BALLET

Rejects -

ST

Distributed|-Retur6§d | : ~ Valid | Sampling ‘Total

Date . Forms Forms During - Forms Intervals | Attendance
, Editing . |
12/08 |77 141 8 133 /1 228
12/09 182 158 18 140 1/ 374
n 359 299 26 273* 1/1 " 602
g ‘ ) )
N

* The overa11 response rate across the survey period was 76%
were deleted during subsaquent

computer edits.

Twelye questionnaires




. 7
' . , : {
. ~ ART COLLECTION IN ILLINOIS STATE MUSEUM'
) . - |
.ﬁ‘ . N \ ' Reject; 1, Sy
Distributed| Returned : : Valid Sampling Total
Date Forns Forms During -} Forms Intervals | Attendance.
Editing -
10/29 151 124 11 13 1 272
11/08 57 55 5 50 an 57 A
118 | 130 126 - 6 | 120 1| 338, _
| | b 1
n 338 305 22 283 "L 667
QA

|
|
l
* The overall response rate across the survey period was 84%. One questionnaire '
was deleted ¥uxing subsequent computer edits. ‘




. OLD STATE CAPITOL

Total

L Rejects . P
Distributed| Returned e, Valid Sampling
« Date Forms Forms During Forms Intervals | Attendance
Editing , \ . _

10/28 326 193 21 172 1/1 836
11/1 156 148. 9 139 {* In 463

"n 482 34 30 311+ 1/1 1,299

’ ¢

* The overall response rate across the survey perfod was 65%.

were deletad during subseguent computer edits.

Four questionnaires




g =
BESTTOPY AVAILABLE

APPENDIX B -

Arnotation Instructions




THE JOHNS H OPKINS UNIVERSITY 10
CENTER FOR METROPOLITAN PLAN:\'INC AND RESEARCH |
BALTIMORE, MARYLAND 21218

. o
.
. .
-~
. i

- Instructions for Annotating Budget Statements

and Statements of FunctionaJ)Exgenses:

]) The study coordinator must collect the auditor's report, the last in-

2)

3)

4.

%

" come and expenditure budget summary for the fiscal year.included in

- the auditor's report, and any .questionnaires completed for service

» organizations (ASOL, TCG, Opera America, etc.) The budget su*wary is

an independent internal docunent reflecting the institution’s proposedlb

budget. It is often preparad for the Beard. Collect the last budget
prepared in the fiscal year for which you have an auditor's-report.
(Ideally, you will collect a final quarter budget containing actual
expenses for the first three quarters and a budget for the last.)
These budget, statements are probab]y more deta11ed than the aud1tor s

report.”

The study coo?dinator'shbuld make (and keep) a copy of: all documents

and forward a copy to David Cwi' o R

The study coord1nator should 1d°nt1fy the person most familiar with |

accounts payable, e.g., the bookkeeper or controller. Prior to con- -
tacting this person, the study coordinator will contact David Cwi to

" veview the adegquacy of each institution's :!statement of functional
. expenses" and budget statement. If portions of the "statement of

functional expenses" are not adequate, the study coordinator may have
4o rely on the budget statement. If neither is sufficiently detailed,
it will be necessary to sample invoices as noted below.

The study coordinator will meet with the person noted in #3 in order
to identify institutional expenditures with local firms. Line items

- depicting staff] salaries may be ignored inasmuch as the percentage of .

- staff that reside locally and the amount staff spend 1oca11y will be

identified by the staff‘Survey Contractural labar services, &.9.,
guest artists, should be identified as local or non-local using the
procedure described below. (The emount non-Tocal, "guests artists"

spend while they are-in your SMSA is identified using the attached

“irstrument. Treat all expenditures made with n0n~]oca1 "guest artists"

as spent completely out of ‘the ShSA )

66
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" Procedure for ‘Annotating

After you haVé forwayded

“tion strategy discussed below.
phone before the studycoprdinator

*

Statements gj_Functidnal EXpénses/Auditoris Report._

_td the Metro Center the documents cited in.#l' ,
above, they.will be e amiped to verify the appropriaténess of the annota- B
Poténtial problems will {pe reviewed by

meets,with institutional staff.

The notation described b51dw‘sgeks ég‘idéntify totai institutional ekpendiL

‘tures with firms located;in the examined SMSA.
whether. goods or services were purchased from a local source,
~ source was part of an enterprise with headguarters in another city.

- short, expenditures areilocal if t

not_localiy owned and operated.

It s anticipatedftﬁét thedgtud} c

hey are made locally, even if the

oordinator

We are concerned with )

even if the
In

firm is

[ ' he

and thefﬁersph in charge ofy -

-

o

accounts payable will revi
penses. To help confirm t

ew each line of the statement .of functional ex-
he judcement of institutional staff regarding the

- p;gportion.gj_eébh“item tn

2t is spant locally, it would be Relprul to ask

staff to identity the loca

7 vendors from wnom the goods and services-in

question viera purcnased.
of staff representation
you will indicate this by
lows, ~© o

a) neﬁo each line

expense, spent wit

[f tnere appears to be some doubt as ta the accuracy
of local spending, in ong or anbther categories, .
"7 next ta the line in question as described be-

s .4 \S . = ! - . .

f R} i
.

-

item should be placed the

% of that
hin the 'SMSA ™ - e .

¥

o

b) if a majority of the remainder is spent out of the stéte,w B
e a check: (v) should be placed next to the % spent in the -
SMSA. e o K ‘ T
‘c) “if a maYority of the remainder is-spent in’the statg, no. L
. _ \ T "’ . {.“

e

, check mark is meeded. - .,

d) When there-is doubt about the ‘remainder, write *2" next % ¢ -

. 7" _to-the % Spent ingthe S{SA.. . - R
- ~ T - z . ) LR . .- .
Y.k LA a7 Loy ele TC LI T . ) .
. (9 . . N N 2 ke . . . . S T
é) If there is doubt about the % spent-locally, write "2" =~ S
. IR S - ..

next to the appropriate line item. , | .

In special cases -~ Twin Cities and St. Loufs -- Where
two states are overlapped by the. SMSA, "out-of-state”
‘méans out of both states and” "in-state" means in either
or bath states. ; R S o

o)

£




Sample Annotation for &udjtg;'s Reports «

. or Budget»Sqmméﬁy :

‘ o g % in SMSA
1) legal and sccounting - 5,146 N [
2) Mai;tqnance supplies .f L jB!OOb' - D _66% y |
3) Miscellaneous | . 1 , : BN 467 .- L 90% v/
4)- -0ffice supplies ._"_3,2’9.9' R o 80%

R on 1ine-3 implies that the majority of the remainihg 10% was spent

both outﬁof.the SMSA and out of state,

’The lack ofaéhecksqén 1ines 2 and 4 implies that the majority -of the

40% and~20% respéctively spent out of the SMSA were spent in the state.

If fhegperSon in'éharge of accounts payable is not sure what % of ‘any
line item*(éspecially large categorjes)iis spent .within the SMSA, then
the invoices. for that item must be sampled. -If the statemeht of func-

.tional expenses is not sufficiently datailed and you are not allowed

access to the supporting budget 'summary, you will hdve to sample in-
voices. In order to deal with this issue at the outset, please send

 both budget and auditor's reports before you visit the institution. .

Ld

.
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a ’

N THE JOHNS HOPKINS UNIVERSITY

CENTER FOR METROPOLITAN PLANNING AND RESEARCH

\.

BALTIMORE, MARYLAND 21218

E.I.S. Data Inventory

The current six city study involves many different types of institutions. This form'will be used to
supplement information gathered from institutional auditor's reports and budget statements. Many of
the ftems of information requested are inapplicable, to one or .another type of institution, Please
answer all items that apply, noting when the answer s an estimate, ’

Instructions ' ‘ 1 o : . S P L

" please do not Jeave any lines blank: | C ) ' ~

L4

if you mean zero, write "0"

if you mean not app]icable; write "N/A"3 (if entire_sett1ons
are not-applicable, please so indicate)

if you fiean an estimate, write "E" after the answer.

uch of the information requested may be available.from reports or applications prepared by th in-
stitution for their service organization or varjous funding sources. To minimize the burden v the
participating institutions, study coordinators should collect such material from institutional managers
~sand use it to complete‘as much of this form as_is possible. We suggest that Section Il be completed

at the same time the study coordinator visits the institution to annotate the statement of functional
expenses. (A1l data provided should be for the last fiscal year, which should be noted below.

AY

el

vl




~ Section I ,

Data Inventony

Institutiona] Operating Characteristics

SMSA Number:‘

~w

~ Date: . . A

;Fiscal Year you are ,
reporting: : )

Institution Number:

Nome of Organiiatjon:

Audit basis: |
+ ' cash

ﬂ Nane End title of managing’

accrual

T, hybrid

director:

Mailing Address:

Fiscal Year begfns:

Telephone Number:

IRS non-profit?:
Yes

Name of staff person most
familiar with financial
information/internal
accounts:

Year organ1zat1on
founded:

No -

How many years in

Mailing Address:

present fac1]1ty

Telephone Number:

In what year was present
facility built: :

CESS




PERFORMING ARTS ACTIVITIES
N
\ ) : " In-School or
Regular Season _ Touring Special Events** other Programs** . Total

1. Total Pald Attendance | ________;____________________.____\__'.____,______________« _______
2. Total Complementary or Free ___; _____ _____:_ _______ .____ ___;______ __________________
3. Total Attendance ___\‘ ________________________________ i___*_ __________
4. Total Attendance by Subscribers | . _ | ___ e e - — - S DO _ _________
5. TYotal Attendance Group Sales N ,F‘ _______________ b I
6. Total Discounted Singla Tickets | _ _ __ ___{ ooon R AUt ERERE NN
1. IZtal Undiscouuted \Single Tickets ______s_:‘______v ______ --_‘._-.._..,_.._ _____' ____________ '_ _ ____\___
8. Tota) Possible Attendance * N PR R ISR R I .
9, . % Capacity patd (1 = 8) _______________: ___________ R AP
10. Total ¢ of Productions N SR S b
11. Total 7 of Performances : ) -~ ‘ i SN

: }

* Total possible attendance should reflect the fact that different halls may be used
and that orchestra pit seaéing may be used for some performances

‘\' s#rplaase briefly describe these events and programs. e.g., "benefit coh‘cef‘t local charity "

~ Special Events: .7 In-school or other Programs:

~1
s
91




‘ g ) EXHIBITIONS, LECTbRES. WORKSHOPS , OTHER ACTIVITIES
' NUMBER OFNQCTIVITIES AND ATTENQANCE:'MAIN FACILITY

b R ~/ )
Main Facility
Total Days Open tg' the Pub}ic per year - o,
Total Hldurs Open to the Public per year ) - ; ' '
Total Attendance ) -
Total Paid _ |
) ’v o - Total Attendance = Total Paid
Total # of Permanent Erhibitions’(excjuding touring) ’ ', __ .
-- on average, how many minutes do people N .
spend viewing each exhibition? - XXXXXXXXXX __XXXXXXXXX -
- Total # of New/Special Exhibitions, (excluding touring) ' |
-- on éverage.. how many minutes do people ‘ v . < )
spend viewing eqch exhibition? ' AXAXXXXXXX __XXXXXXXXX
-- tota) # developed by the 1nst’itution - ’ CXXUKKEXNKX XXXXXXXXX |
-- total # developed by -others* - . " : xxxxxxixxx» —
* merely being shown, but not developed by' in-house
* curatorial staff : ' (continued on next pagg), ::
76 - SR . 77




- . .'I . ‘ . C ‘ 'AAA - ,‘1_ . . ‘ﬂ
T ‘ , 5
- . - ) I
EXHIBITIONS LECTURES NORKSHOPS OTHER ACTIVITIES ) )
NUMBER OF ACTIVITIES AND ATTENDANCE: MAIN FACILITY ’ .
; . ~ (cont'd) ‘ - ‘

fain Fac.ilitz o - Total # o w Total Attendance 4 Total Paid

< ¢
.\‘

" Total ¥ of lectures : - | g N S, Yo : S
Total # of vorkshops» o S o v . ST A - R
: ) ' . e e o N s .

-- on average, how many hours do people . , R 4 ‘ < - ‘;'«'5 ¥ B E
spend 1n each workshop? “o : .. L XAXXXXX o e

Total # of classes s o ' , . L

-- on average, how many hours do people e o ' ; ’ . . 2 d
spend in each class ' Ny XXXXXXX . _XXXXXX 7

¢

Total # of films ) ’ : e . o ' .

Total # of other (please 1{st):

. ] . . , ' . v . .
' . ¢ . . .- .
- < . .
) e ————br S S——
. . . . Co . '
. . i X . - . . . - - ‘ , .
.

- . .
! E L d

' ' T . - . .
h . P . ~




' e _ EXHIBITIONS, LECTURES,
NUMBER OF ACTIVITIES. AN

' Touring - S . ,

... Total # of Touring Exhibitions

-- on average, how many minutes do people ’
spend viewing each exhibition? - “

e | Total Days Avallable to the Public per year -
Tutal fiours Avaflable to the Public per year
Total # of Lectures* C - )
’Tutal # of Horkshops*

-- on average, how many hours do people
- spend in each workshop

-

vTotal ? of. C]aSSLS*

- on average. how many. hours do people. -
spend in each class

! <

Total # of Films*
Total # of Other (please 1ist): .

» Refers to outreach activities conducted dutside the main
facility. :

8u

¢

{

NORKSHOPS, OTHER ACTIVITIES -
TOURINGIOUTREACH '

-

D ATTENDANCE.

Total Attendance

XXXXXXXXX.

XOXXXXX

XXXXXXXXX

}XXXXXXXXX‘

81

61"
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. 3 & : J“' ; . . ‘ o ' "
Instru tions - R o . e ) . o PR .
Contrihutions from ifdivhddals and businessuen may be received by the mstjtutién. In efthér or both of twoways: as a

’ cash fuu\trilxtntiml or a purchased wembership treated by the instftution as a contribution. ,
The information pru\)hle& be Tow. all;)wsrhi‘stitutions to' distinguish between both sorts of cash contributions. ‘Information v
is flrst sought on cash contributions that are not received as purchased menberships. JInformation is then requested on.
mewber ship income. . * - Sy S : S L - - _ . .
~*individuals"” refers Lo,rcnntrfbutions/'from {ndividuals taken by them as a tax exemption. “Businesses" refers. to contri=" '
butfons taken as-a tax deduction by a business. You are asked to identify the total number of contributions and then
group them by size of contﬂbution. ’ . T NS '
| | T " CONTRIBUTION PATIERNS -
¢ Cash Luntributiou (not ingluding membérships') | . . ' . .
— “ “utal n‘umber of individuals. ;:onﬁributing_ . S . -. ' N : ¢ o
lotal # grouped by size of rco’ntributifon ‘_ _______S(i-d!l ____50-99° "_____'_100-499 ____500-~999 _,____'__100-0 and over
. N : . , .
“Yotal 'number‘ of business contributiops’ -
lotal # grouped by size of co‘n;ributj&n : ;_50-49 ' ______?50-99 ____100-499 __;500-9§9- _____1000-52199 ,
. ‘ o A Lt '___f_z5oo-4999 _;___5000 and over ' | “ | .
Hemhe}-.sh i ;;s -
Intal n‘u‘mber of individual _membe'rsh’i;ps a . _ - ‘ . ‘- co
’1ata] ] QrOuped hy /size of conti"il;uﬂon - | ____.$0-4i9 . .___50-99  __ - 100-499 ___ 500-999 _______1000 and over .

' Total nur_ube'r of, Fanily memberships | . , ] \

lotal # groupéd by stze of contribution  ___ $0-49 [ ___ 5099  __ 100-499 _____500-999 " __ 1000 and over ’

“Tolal nunber of busihéés.nielllhersm\. 5 - Ce S . . . -

iuﬂ.al # grouped by. sfze of contributfon . $0-49 T 50-99 : 100-499 500-999 1000-2499

3

N~ ésoo-aésg © 5000 and over

1 . o v - . ' ' v
i . e » ' .

. - . - . . N ! s . " 3 -
: . :
. - - 2 R » ot "

- ,) ' . - . . N . B

- - LAY .‘ N

8"", . . A ;

. ;




[

CONTRIBUTION PATTERNS
(cont'd)

<

Please list all government agencies and levels of gqgernment.-e.g. State Arts Council,

from which yﬁﬁ—havelreceived grants and specify -the

mount.

Granting Agency - )

Please list all private foundat!ons from which you havé received grants and specify

the amount, -

Foundation -

)

Amount

o




Inatructions: Cateygories 1 through 111 should be used for persons regularly working for the institutfon, Included are salaried

and hourly staff -- {.e., persons for whom a W-2 form {s prepared -- and volunteer and CETA staff, {see note ?e-
low regarding volunteers). Also fnclude all staff positions for whom a contract instrument {s used. This wil
fnclude staff-paid on a per service basis, e.9., ushers and musiclans, but not specialized consultant services,
e.g., auditor., Do not Include guest artists or staff/cast of booked-in shows. Do not include personnel turngver

o . dn | - 111, f.e., the total # of persons who have worked in the institution, but rather the number of staiv
Ya © positions these persons have filled. If the nuuber of positions varies by time of year or by event, e.g., some
shows 1equire more dancers, please. estimate average nunﬁer of positions at any point in time during the fiscal

year for sihich informatfon (s being supplied. Cite total number of positions in each category and total hours -
v hed per year, including overt{me, whether paid or not. - - /

-

ORGANIZATIONAL STAFFING

. PAID FULL-TIME PAID PART-TINE CETA

FULL AND PART-TIME
VOLUNTEER %=

1. AIRISTRATIVE # of positions hrs worked f of positions| hrs worked # of positions firs worked f of posltléns hrs worked '
M s per year " per year per year - per year
Eaccutive Director/General Hanager/
RBus iness Hanagyer N
HouSe tanager/Box Office Mansger/ ' ! -
Dept. heads J
Develapment/PR/Fundralsing ) . N
Clertcal/Secretar tal « ’
Haintenance/Grounds /Restaurant-Bar/ )
Gt Shop/Shipping
N SUB-TOTAL ) )
! Note: Volunteer Includes Guilds, Boards, and all other unpaid labor involved tn ' )
running the organization. - (continued on next page
‘ ¥
i - -
y : - 87
o3} ‘ . . \
Q :
ERIC | . . : - o

~y
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ORGAN I 2AT [ ONAL STAFFING
+ (cont'd)
’ ) " .
. : qFULl. AND PART-TIME - .
PAID FULL-TIME PAID PART-TIME ° CETA - VOLUNTEER® "\‘

1. ARTISTIL PROGRAM/PROOULTIOH # of positions hrs worked ¢ of positions hrs worked { of positions hrs worked f of positions hrs worked

per year per year per year . . . p(."" year

Non-pertarming: technical/managerial

~(set, Vighting, costume, wardrobe,
desigyn, props, casting, stage

man.jer, artistic director, etc.) - ' i : .

Performing: musicians, sctors, chorus, a . ,
dancers, conductors ‘

'

Stagehands/ushers/hox-uvltice assistants/ . Y ' -
quards/securltly/gutdes . . .

SUB-TOTAL

|

111, EDUCAT 104 /RESEARCHAOUTRE ALH » . :

Librarian/tditor/Photoy: apher/Designer

TIVIVAY AGD 1S3

Instructu /Researcher/Curator/Conservator >

SUB-TOTAL o ' - : ‘ ¥

TOTAL

‘ Note: Volunteer Includes Gullds, Boards, and all other unpald labor involved in . . . .
running the organization. _

™~ - ) . .

ERIC S | o

Aruitoxt provided by Eic: -




. Y
- A
v ; ' '
WAGE STRUCTURE
Instructfons: Please estimate average wége rates usind per year for full-time and per‘hour for part-time,
‘ Please estimate wage rates per position not per person. (See instruction from previous data’ ”
section.) S . Ce R
. v - e ‘ \ ,’ '
. ' Paid Full-Time - Paid Part-Time

: , average income per average income per

Staff Cateqories . year all positions hour all positions

— —x .

1. Administrative

Executive Director/General Manager/
flusiness Manager

House Manager/Box Office Manager/ ,) :

Dept. Heads '
Development/PR/Fundraising 1 : . ' .
Clerical/Secretarial o . } |
Maintenance/Grounds/Restaurant-Bar/ - | o

Gift Shop/Shipping T _ -

- -

| . B ) . o
, N " S _ (continued-on next page)

Q ‘ ’ i . ] C e . N
v ‘ .




WAGE STRUCTURE (cont'd) =

7 . s ’ | . . .
. - //f/””\ Paid Full-Time = | Paid Part-Time
o average income per

. average income per

Staff Categories . T " year all positions hour all positions
I1. ARTISTIC PROGRAM/PRODUCTION . , | . -
Hon-performing: technical/managerial o N ) ' o
(set, lighting, costume, wardrobe, . ‘ ” _ /
design, props, casting, stage ] o . -

manager, artistic director, etc.)

performing: musicians, actors, chorus, . ' ' e 'L\

dancers, conductors . : - :

stagehands/ushers/box-office assistants/

guards/security/guides

I11. £DUCATION/RESEARCH/OUTREACH " ‘ \\ L

lerari&n/[ditor/Phqtographer/Designer

lnstructor/Rcsearcher/Curator/Conservator

A}

/ﬁ . i . ) ‘
f ' |

s¢




Section 11 . i 13

Model Specific Data From .
Institutional Records

-

. “Average daily balance in all institution time (savings) accounts

Average daily balance in gll_institutionhdemand (checking) accounts -

Note: Both of the above figurés may be calculated by choosing 3 days'in each month randomly using the - -
table below. This results in 36 balances which must be sumned and divided by 36, If there is more than ;
one checking or savings account, then the process must be repeated for each account ‘(e.g., if two check- ;

' ing accounts, ene weuld use the above procedure to.create two averages, then ‘simply add them and write

‘the resulting number in the second blank).

- -

RANDOM NUMBER TABLE

month #n fiscal year
1 2 3 4 5 6 7. 8 -+ 9 10 1. 12

22 | 24 |16 |13 |19 2 7 112 |25 |28 [N 1
n 6 4 |28 |14 | 8 |23 [30 |22 1 | 1| 30

selected
days

10 | 29 5 15 3 18 | 21 20 15 9 17| 26

Using the table: For month 1, the three days to sﬁmple are the 22nd, the 11th, and the 10th. The ac- .
count statement may read as follows: ' ‘ : - ' ' ‘ .

¢

Date - Transaction ‘Balance . | \
* "1/5 : check | $20 | |
- 1/10 deposit . $30 L - -
) R VAN . _check ‘ r $10 ) '
» 1/23 ' ' check - $ 5 Y
Using the random table, one finds that the balance for_the 22nd 1s $10, bec&use-no transaction occurred 35

| o .. between the 11th and the 23rd and the balance on the 11th was $10. The balance for the 11th and- 10th can
UE;BJ!;S)~1 . be read directly from the above statement. . A

IToxt Provided by ERI




~ Total local real estate taxes paid directly by the institution.*

Tots) payments to local government made in Teu of taxes.

‘Total admisstong tax collected. Please (V) level of government. ) Amount
| \____m1oca1 tax ‘ )
state tax
e . o ‘ '
" Total sales tax collected, Please (V) level of govefnment. 1 Amount ’
| local tax . ' . ’

state tax
. ! :

Other taxes collected and fees paid by the institution to government. Please 1{st type, level of govern-
ment and amount. Exclude payroll taxes -and federal, state, or local income tax deductions from staff

¥ payrolls. , ) ) .

Tax or Fee . Level of Government . . - Amount

—

-

‘ *Since most artistic and cultural institutions are non-profit, tax-exempt 1nst1tufions,
they will pay no real estate taxes. Some may own property which is not used for non-
pofit purposes, in which case they will pay property tax. : g7

ERIC Y3

Le




Pleaserestimate total anntal cost of muniéfpaT-type serviceé‘prov1ded by -the 1ﬁst1tpt10n: . ,
- ‘ - . LA N o . . . '
1. “Street 1ighting (include parking lots) . | o
2. Landscaping o o . | o]
3. Street main?enancé o 'f
4, §jdewa1k'nd1ntenan¢e :
5. Trash removal (not 1nc1ud1ng janitorial.or . . ‘ L .
' maintenance costs) = . o |
* 6., Security and police '(-not‘ including the cost , : .
© of central statioji alarm services . o . >
. 7. -Other (pleaseé list) ' _ | : ' .
- ; | v- Lo “ J R . . - . . ' v . —
.\ ] / i : N
Please 1ist and describe any special municipal services provided to your institution for which the'
cfty or county does not require reimbursement (e.g., 5 policemen for two hours per week, etc.)
) . o . . ) . ) . A . v, ‘ - '
1. T »
) »> 2. . . . L
93 ; 3. i ' 93
4, -, . ' \\"
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I3
.. -

)

Please est?mate the number of guest artists employed by "the institution
during the fiscal year under considegation. , ‘

Nath: "guest artist" refers to any non-resident brought to the institution to direct, to give performances,
exhibitions, lectures, etc. (e.g., a booked-in concert by a major symphony might involve. 100+ guest artists).
For our purposes, guest artists are non-residents in the community for a-relatively short period of time.
They, may or may not' be personsﬁfor whom 'the institution completes a W-2. - a ' '

e
“When guest artists are in your community, how many‘dayE on average do they stay?

i

Note: The average shou]d'takq into account gﬁest artists that may sta} for as long as a month (e.g.; an
actor brought in to do a play) as well as, guest artists;brought in for only one day. . : -

-

i

On average, how much will a guest artist spend per day, excluding fhe cost ofin
~ acconmodations? You may use per diem.rates that are part of contractural agree=
ments or simply your best estimate of likely daily expenditures on food, in-
cidentals and entertainment. -~ | .

1

When guest artists are in your community, how many nights, on average, do they stay?'

. .
- . : =

. ' A v ! . .
Where do guest artists at your institution stay while in your community? And what ‘does it cost them to
stay there? Please indicate the number utilizing the chpices given and the cost to the guest artist per
night. . / ’ ©

. # quest artists cost to each per
} . . . ~using night

N

Apartment awngd by imstitution L T

Hote} or motel (please name)

»

Other (p1ease‘11st)
- - . ..' “ _“ . P ’ ' ' » “' ' 101

]




. L - “ »“.b'- . . : .. .§ :.. | ' . } ‘

; .‘ - . " ) . . .* ' T . ’ L . . . ,J

. -Mhat percenfage of\ihé fﬁﬁ;ftutidh;é tofaT annuajlpa}d'ticket salesfadmissions are sold through the
&following_outlgps: T S - J - ,

!

1 qulgickgt_Offfcé o premises L

}F_ - '”4 . Zf; Group/block sales* . -

- ~i3; GDmmerEiaJ,tiékgt'aéenp{es"f.ﬁ ;'

. Ticketrem outlets . -~ .. . - ",

4 R g
5. Othér 5ales in retail stores '~ ¢ | [
6. Co-operative ticket booths (€:g., . L o _
“arts allfance sets up booth with .~ - . ¥ - .

aid of local bank to'sell tfckets =« .~ i 4

for al) member organizations) ~ - ‘

L . o - f . - o N . ) . L
- 7. Other(p e specify) . S TR T A ‘
: * : - « i . ' ’ . .
. . ' . . ‘ ] : 4

A

|

. . o

~ . ‘
' . ,..»‘

|

i

|

|

|

L

o T . S

4 X - ‘ N ‘ | e )

o . o, , ’ - - . . . ' ) ) . ‘

Does” the institution par¥1cdpate in any subscription series-or offerwmemberships and services in

- conjunction with any other arts-organizations. (e.g., a performing .arts. series that includes 2
plays, 2 dance recitals, etc.) RN _ T A

- om e

1f Yes, b]ease\ﬁgscribe:' o L R
o Toe . ' » ’ : o T ?
N \\\ ' . ) ) -’ - T ) .ot 'y .
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Lo BE COMPLETED BY THE STUDY COORDINATOR ONLY .~ o - o _5, 7
J S T o ‘ ‘ . Co K . . |
© Please estimate the number of the following types*of,bus}hesses“withfn convenient walking distance of
: the.inStitg}idnvthap are open when the institution has- performances or is open to the public. ’
a - - o | none one.cr two - afew - many .
o Restaurants =~ ', c L - - '<\¢ !
. Bars : . "\ o ’ < | o |
. * s . 4. , @b . . '
: . D1ners/fa§t food ouklets s | T ‘ ‘ —_ ‘
Galleries and spec1a]ty“/ . o o | , :
L , shops ot ‘ ‘ . _
. . * . a— o'-‘_"-‘_“""-' 4 \ ‘ — L §
Other retail’establish- . ' Pe
ments - o S : —_— S
P ...- :' ’ . . . .. " ' ' \, " [ . é ’ 4‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ; * \ A» ? © . -
Wérg anj of these businesses built solely or primarily to serve the examined ctltural institution? o ’
o . - ‘ . o . - . R
) A Yes . No . /5, o ) ‘ o .
) : ® . - - o . é
If Yes, please indicate which and describe: L L .
| . - . | . N - . s | - N A ‘ ‘ \' Mw
;:. | -, ' . " . '.4 ) - . ‘ . ( ’L .‘ . . | . ‘) ' i . .
' Are there parking facilities near the examined institution that are operated by local government or’ .
loca) public agencies?: ' . ‘. .
. / YC‘S ' M : ~N0 .
7 ‘ .

s

Do parking r /énues go directly to Tocal government as genéra] revenue%. or are théy'used sg]g]y to
pay costsvj/curred by the parkihg facility? ‘ .

\
).

1€

s

/// general revenues the parking facfity only ' ____both

1U~i/ s4j4 ( - L 1

1u5
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TO BE COMPLETED BY THE'STUDY COORDINATOR ONLYP(cont'd)'

!

-

Are there private]y run parking fac111ties near- the exam1ned 1nst1tut10n? (1nc1uding facilities

owned and operated by the 1nst1tut1on )

¢

‘ Yes_ No

stitution?

! ~
< . _ ¥
. .

Were any.of’ these parking facilities built sole]y or primarily to serve the examined cultural in-

private Tots =~ ___Ves No
. \ — —

public'1ots . Yes = - No

mt——— . gt

PR

PR

. { { . <
Is there a local or state tax in addition to the parking fee?
Yes No ) |

——— e

——mnll e

[

: If Yes, how is the tax computed? | '_._';J T

. ok

Local A ., ‘ ' State

s -

.19
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70 BE COMPLETED BY THE STUDY COORDINATOR ONLY (cont'd) > L . ‘-

<

Private Lots - Public Lots

What percentage of parties arriving by car are likely
to use these parking facilities?

Approximately'how long will the average audience/
visitor party park his car? )

Abproximately how much will they spend to park .
their car? o L S

What berceﬁtage of parties arriving by car w1l use metered spaces?

Approximately how much will they spend to park their car?




G

what is the assessed value of the institution's fac111ty?
Property owned by the 1nst1tut10n

FaciIities rented by the institution

' : 4 of facility occupied by the
© - institution . _

Note: If not ava11ab1e from the institution, these figures may be available from the local tax

_ and assessment department \ . ‘

.
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THE- JOHNS HOPKINS UNIVERSITY

. } . . . . (%}
CENTER FORMETROPOLITAN PLANNING AND-RESEARCH
‘}ALTIMORE. MARYLAND 21218 -

’

TO:  Study Coordinators
FROM: David Cwi, §

36

- will want to discuss problems and progress to date and i
are ways that.we can assist you in gathering needed data or derjving es-

- ~survey+and the collection of budget §tatements. and auditor's reparts for -

.. as soon as keypunching is completed.

I

distributed at the October Study Coordinator's Yorkshop, The revised
draft has been developed after a review of the ccmmunity data feorwarded
to date, We hope that it provides an adequate basis for data collection.
despite the differences that have appeared among partnership cities re-
garding such matters as type and number of taxing jurisdictions, state/
local Tiscal relations and the availability of particular data items.

After you have reviewed the attached, please contact me‘dy phone. e
entify if there

timates.

% ’ I S )

In the short run, your first‘priofﬁty is the-imd]ementatioﬁ of the staff

our review. We would like to complete all data collection tasks.by the
end of March and look forward tc promptly returning your audience studies

L4
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Attached is an expanded version of the annotated ccrmunity data' invehtory "
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Community Data Series Reporting Protocol

PR '_ ) . ' )

Attached is;a revised draft of, the coﬁmunify data, inventory distributed
during the Qctober Study Coordinator's korkshop. Each of the data items

is reviewed ‘and an attempt made to antjcipate difficulties in collecting
data. . . 7 '

. The data required will be found in selected state, local and federal re-
ports. The attached includes suggestions regarding appropriate state and
local agencies to be contacted. T ~

While-many of the data items deal with ‘the SMSA as a whole, it will be |
necessary in many cases to provide information on indiwidual taxing dis-
tricty within the SHMSA. Even when the data item deals with the SHMSA as

a whole, you may find that the data has not been aggregated by an appro-
priate regiorial or state agency;-in which case you will have to assemble
SMSA data from reports prepared by appropriate local agencies within the
severdl jurisdictions that comprise the SMSA.

)

We will be relying on you*tb documant the community data series..-Ideally,
~you équ]d xerox relevant pages from reports cited, recording als the
tit]eé%f the report, the issuing agency, the fiscal year covered, and- the
date of publication -- in short, a standard footnote reference. You
should also maintain a file of correspondence with acencies supplying in-.
formatdon. Be assured that you need not forward copies of dccumentation
to Johns Hopkins. (We will give full credit to you for the information
you supply, so-you should make sure that you have documented the data
should persons raise questions concerning findings.) e

- After you have reviewed the attached inventory, it will become apparent
that no form can be devised to take account of the jdiosyncrasies of
‘participating cities. Since the notio of a standardized form seems in-
appropriate, we think it best that you yiiply report data items in the
same order as they are listed on the annotated inventory. We would &lso
appreciate if you would cite the title of the report from which you took
the information, the agency issuing the report, the page in the report, -
and the fiscal year covered. In\short, please provide data values in the,
same order as the attached inventdry, and include a footnote reference-

for our rscords. ) S .
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| S .. Reporting Protoco]
o - , _ T o * - Page Two 38

i

. £
!

Khen you must construct data for the SMSA as a whole by adding together
local data, pleasescite all local agency reports and: data values used.
Similarly, when data on individual jurisdictjons is called for, please
cite each data values and reports used.” S . s
Lt e ’ o~ e ; .
After reviewing the attached, "it will.be apparent that some local~impacts,
; . especially tax fevenues gererated, may require inventiveness on your part
and the advice of local or state agdicy staff. For.example, data on tax
revenues retained or.ggnerated locally may be, impossible to determine in
" ¢ases when the tax is .2 state tax, and revenues are not returned to the
locality.on @ formula-basts: Vhen revenues are collected in the SHMSA by
the state, mixed with funds from other local jurisdictions and returned
through various state-local intergovernmental transfers, it may be dif-
ficult to determine locally retained revenues attributable to the.examined
}/ ~,ipstitutions. It-may be necessary to consult local. experts on your, state's
3 . tax policies should per ¢apita .or other férmulas for state 'aid ‘and/or the
. return of particular tax revenues not exist.- '
Finally, there may be special local taxes of interest which are ndt:dealt T
with in our model, and which may be applied by all or only some local . T
“jurisdictions. As a first step, you viould do well to simp]y'idqn ify the
“major state and local tax sources by examining the Budget reports?gf
your city and county localities or by ‘contacting knowledgeable persons,
in your gegional p]angjng agency. Similary, you would do well to :equest °
reports %??m the ‘State Treasurer's OFfice that detail state/local fiscal R
/ relations.l. This discussion may help to make clear why wve recommended at '
. the outset that you involve knowleddeable local planners in this project.

115
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ANNOTATED COMAUHITYXOATA TNVENTORY . 3
s d . . L

The -following inventory of community data is a revised version of the draft re-

viewed during ®he October Study Coordinator's Workshop. The inventory lists the >

- data item, its notation, model equation in which it appears, page reference in :
the user manual and suggested sources of information.. ’ :

4

A % .
'Data Items.

1. Total Local Rusiness Volume (total local retail sales + total 16ca1
wholesale sales + value added to raw materials by local manufactur-
.ers): TBW, B-4.1, p. 43. . o

.
*

Source: Local planning or economic development departments Bureau
‘of Cgnsus publications - Retail Trade Area Statisticss ¥holesale ,
__Trade Area Statistics. .and Census of HManuvacturers. - ‘ . e

. . K1 N [N
Comzent: Identify TBV for-the SMSA as a whole, ggggﬁg-if_sé1es tax
rates vary within the SMSA'(see #14). A regional planning or economic -
_ +devefopment department may, have aggregated this information for the
several units of government within the SMSA, otherwise the informa-
tion must be gathered for. eagh local unit in the SHSA and aggregated.
Census or community data may be old (e.g. 1967) in which case the -
figure for TBV must be*increased to reflect current values.  TBV can
be updated by assuming an increase equal to the increase in sales
- tax receipts during the period in question, adjusting for changes
- in the tax rate. If it is necessary to adjust TBV, contact Doug

Smith.

H

- -

S ) . S { . Lo o .
2. Total assessed valuation of business real property: AV, B-4.1,
p. 43. ‘ : :

I
3

Source: Local tax officgi

Comment: Becduse the §MSA may consist of several taxing jurisdig-
tions, this may complicate your efforts to jdentify AV. There are C,
- two complications. AV may be comprised of separate valuations for .
business (a) buildings, (b) equiprent, and (c) inventory. If dif- -
+* fering assessment ratios (ar) are used for (a), (b), or (c) by all
or some of the SMSA's taxing jurisdictions, then the assessed valua-
tion for (2), (b), and (c) must be listed separately for each taxing,
authority in *the-SMSA. Otherwise, we cannot utilize equation B-4.1
which divides AY 5y the approgriate ar. Ses #3 and #13 below.




. JData Inventory
' _, © . Page Two 40 -

e

3 The.ratio of assessed valuation to full market valug ' of business
EEASEEE property: ar, B-4.1, p. 43. -

.

& . ~

- - Source: Local tax office. | 4 \ -
I3 > ¥ L 4 N .

Comment: "ar" refers to the percentage of full market value used
"in determining the issessed valuation of.bysiness property. It .
is conceivable that "ar" might vary by jurisdiction or by type of
. property, prompting the reed for separate AV values for each type
of property in each local jurisdiction (c.f. £2 above). Vhen as-
. sessed valuation is 100% of -full market value, ar ijs 1. Should
. “ar" vajues vary by type of business property or by. jurisdiction,
then a 1ist should be prepared citing all local jurisdictions that
. tax business property, the type of property tax, and AV and ar
_ values forveach type. This will allow a weighted SMSA value for
- AV and ar.- In addition, see #13 beTow. You may need,.in assembling é
v« - AV and ar values to also-cite business property tax rates by ~
* jurisdiction and type of property. - : S,

t ' . Lo
. . .

[

- 4. Local inventory-to-business volume ratio: ir, B-4.2, p. 45,
. : ~ . . . ’ b = . B .
- Source: Lacal planning, tax assessment, or econcmic development _ °
SR " ‘agency;.or, use a natjonal ratio derived from an IRS (Internal
2B . Revenue Service) publication, Statistics of Inceme. ~

. Comment: The local area.is the SiSA as a whole. This item,i?
calculated as the ratio of the value of end-of-year inventory to
gross sales; it is thus the value.of inventory as a percentage of -
gross business receipts. (Cite the national figure used in the
Baltimore Study if local data ig not available.) " ‘

’

5, Local time depdsit'reseryg.reqﬁiremené:‘;t,‘B-S, p. 46.

Source: ° State banking regulatory agency; a local savings institu- 7 ¢
tion official. - - S
Comment: MWhen subtracted from 1, the itém.indicates the percentage )
of deposits in time (savings).acccunts that may be used by financial
institutions for loans. The'value to be used is for the SMSA.as a
whole. A complicatien is introduced because commercial banks and
state chartered bénks and savings and loars may have differing reserve
requirements inasmuch as they are regulated by differing fedaral or °
state agencies. This will recuirs that t be weighted to reflect the
‘volume of savings with particuiar tyges of local savings institutions.
Polk Profile of Change may be available at a local bank research da-
N _partment or data may ba collectad by th# appropriate state regulatory
- . agency listing total tire deposits (savings) in Banks, Savings and
Loans end Ciseit Lnilns. The cariculacion of & should be veightad o .
reflect the percentase of savings doitars hcid by federal and siace
chartered banks, .savings and loans and credit unions and the differing
state and federal reserve requirements., Contact Doug Smith for
Q . details. : ' . ' :

CERIC. -, IR NG - 11y
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bata Inventory
Page Three

6. Local Demand déposit reservé.requiremgnt (checking instiﬁution
regulation): d, B-5, p. 46. . : ce

, A

- Source: State banking regulatory agency; a local check@ﬁg institu-
tion official. ' }

L ' : ) . :

" Comment: Same as number 5 above.for\deposits.in-checking accounts.
Inasmuch as savings-and loans and credit unions may not have demand
(checking) accounts, the comp]iCatiqhs‘identified’in #5 ‘above may
not arise. C e . o ST =

7;]‘dea1-casheto-gusiﬁéss volume ratio: qbv, B-5, p. 46."
Source: Sfate econom1c;deve1opment agency; Bureau of Census, U.§.

w , " statistics of Income,, and .IRS (Internal Revenue Service), U.S.
- . Corporate Tax Returns. (Selected years) I

Comment: The ratio reflects cash held in reserve by businesses as
a percentage of total business volume. Since this may vary-due to °
_economic conditions, :an average cbv may be calculated by. averaging
cby ratjos-for two or more years. If a local cbV cannot be calcu-

'( . Jated, we wifl use an updated national figure. |

8. ~tbcaT"residential property tax rate: ﬁt,‘G-¥.].1, p. 51
. :Sdu}céf Loca1 tax‘dffiqe ornplanning'depértmenf:-

Commerit: » There is no SMSA property tax rate; rather, there is usually
.d different rate fop the various property taxing jurisdictions within
¢’the SMSA {general service governments,Q§ch961vdjstnicts;fﬁﬁdfqrﬁe%hepua -
propérty taxing units.). Institutional efiptoyees may reside in more -
than ane taxing district. If-reliable data is available from the staff
survey, then ‘there is no need to.utilize equation G-1.1.1 to estimate
property tax payments by employee homeowners.. Consequently, there will
be no need to identify "pt", "TRA" or "R". (See #11 and #12). ,However,
if there are low response rates to the staff survey or the question
dealing with property tax payments, or if reported values appear unreli-
able, then it will be necessary to utilize equation G-1.1.1 and'develop
values for "pt", "TRA", or "R". Study coordinators have been asked
to examine employee residence. to determine ncw employess are distrinuted
among local jurisdicticns and taxing districts. . In particular, it will
be important to identify the taxing districts in which hcrecwning _em=-

ployees reside. and the number of homeowning employees in those juriss ©
dictions. This can be accomplished utilizing the  staff survey, again
assuming adequate response to this question. .

Al
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L " Page Four

>,

-

9. Total Full-time Employees and Full-tyme Equivalents: Emps, B-5. -
*. '.-Source: Institutional Data Inventory i )

10. Percentage of employees owning homes lotally: h, G-1.1.1, p. 51.
Source: " Staff Survey.

Comment: Examine staff survey response rates to determine if the
survey can be used to' identify percentage of enployees owning homeg,,
and reported property’ taX paymentsw " Even if.there-are low response
rates, we may be-able to estimate homecwnership and tax payments.

. If it proves necessary to use-edhation.Gfl.l.l, we hope you will not
only report resideqtia] AV for each of the taxing jurisdiztions in
which employees reside, but also identify if AV is calculated other
than as a percentage of. fair market value,.e.g., in terms of re-
placement or original cost. A ) ‘

we .- ‘_‘ .

. o I B ' £
“ " 11.#Valuetof local residential housing: JRA, G-1.1.7, p. 5.7

\f' ,Sbufce:. thal tax.éffice’or p]anﬁing departméhtl

Comments: See #8 above. .If it is necéssary to use eqtiatien
G-1.1.1, then TRA and R (see #12) musti be developed for each

~ local jurisdiction in which employees own homes. (Percentage
owning homes and jurisdictions of residence can be determined via

the staff survey.) )

‘1_4--12._~10Ia3 numbérqgfuassesséd residences:L,R,ﬂseillﬁ], p. 51. B

« .

Source: Local tax office or planning department,

~ : ' : . .
‘Comment: - R must be consistent with TRA (#11). If the value of
residential housing (TRA) includes rental or condominium apart-
ments as well as single family hcmes, then R must include the to#al
number of apartment units and not simply the total .number of

buildings with apartments.

-

L Data Inventory. \4é




S o S ~Pata Inventory.
' ' Page Five 43

’

.~

13. Business property. tax rate (Business inventory tax rate): ﬁt,_ " —
6-1.1.2, p. 53. - ’

Source: Local tax office or planning department.. %?m , Ce o
. - ) R ; " . . -, ‘ i S .
Comment: The notation “pt" appeared in.i8 above. In many cases,
,/ . residential property tax rates (#8) and busimess rates (£13)
‘ are identical. However, this may nct be so or business rates may
. be different from residential rates ir some, but not all®Tocal
jurisdictions. In addition, pi may varl’ for plant, equipment, and
ninVentory'(s-ee #2 above). While we soughi to escape assembling ’
. datd on jurisdictions that tax enployee vegidential property, you -

_ - , wi]?*hdve'to assamble data,on busirness property tax rates for-all
jurisdictions in the SMSA that tax business property. Contact
~ Doug Smith. See #3 above. - ) ,
o b o - - - . A . ) ' K
* e ~ A . . ‘ . L . o ,-.‘4 ] .
~ 14, The percentage of - 1ocally generated sa]é%,tax‘reVenues retained —
;lo§a11y: st, G-1.2, p. 54. R . -
Source: . State tax office; local tax office.
» - 4L ' )

v Comment: Sales taxes may be imposad by the 'state, by all or some
.. - Jocal jurisdictions, or both. "st" §s the percentage of sales tax
o . pdvenues retainad, not the'sales tax rate. If a local jurisdiction
-~ . . assesses a sales tax and all revenues are retained, then st = 1. If
’ sales tax rates or percentage reygnues retained locally vary by tax-.
- ing jurisdictions within the SMSA, then it may be necessary to de- .
termine a TBV'for each.of the counties (and the city if it is_pot
covered in county.data). In this case, you would list all juris-
~ dictions whose TBY values were aggregated to derive the SHSA-wide
B ~ .- TBV'and also cite the sales tax rate in each juriséiction and st, - -
' -+ the percentage of.reyenﬁéE”?éta%aethocal1y7“~{f~there\j§ a variance —
~in. the type of sales that are taxed, this should also-be noted.

If the sales tax is collected by the state, it may be returned on
a formula basis to the localities ¢r become a part of the state's

" general revenues. If the former, then a separate st should be cited

- for the state. If the latter, then it will be necessary to consult
local gxperts on your state's tax policies. Contact Doug Smith should
sales taxes vary within the SMSA. : : ' '

J . . ' . .

15. Sales taxlrevqnues generated locally: STR,;G-1.2, p; 54.-

Source: State tax office; local tax office (retail sales tax
divisions).

/Comment: STR may be-any combination of the following: state, local, v
both state and lecal, and bi-state. For zach case, related STR and - |
st valuzs should te listed togatier Ly Jocal Jurisdicticn and state.

Where st = 0 this should be noted. Separate local STR values should
total the SMSA-wide STR. P

2.
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i “ . ‘ . i : / ¢ I
' co ‘ . .- : ‘ :
oy 16. ' Total income- tax revenues retajned by, the loca] jurisdiction:
S0 4w, TT,6-1.3, p. 55,7 0 > A
R At I g o . :
) ':_Source:_’§fﬁiéﬂdr’1qeq1ffﬁsca1,offiggr.wﬁ;JM 'hff;@,- T

- Comment: ' Income taxes may be 'imnosed by the:state, by all.or < R
some local jurisdictions.or both.~ In addition, a .Jocality/may - '
charge a commuter tax on the ‘earnings of non-residents as well & - -

" as tax the income of residents. . Finally, the state may coliect
< ~ income tax and return a portion of it to the local jurisdigtion. .
in which the tax payer resides (or, the locality may "piggy a7
back" its tdx on the state tax).- Similar to #14, if the income .7
tax rate .varies, -- either "piggy back", percentage returned by !
the state, commuter versus. resident or by.lotal Jjurisdicticn -- T
then it will,be necessary to list each jurisdiction's retained
jncome tax revepues, distinguishing tax revenues paid by com-
muters. for thoSe counties with. botnh commuter and resident#income
taxes. S SN | . |
S _ o s » .
Please also list income tax rates:for-the taxing jurisdietions
in which employees reside including “pighyback” taxes, commuter

taxes and the staté tax if the sta e is required to return a

oo . - percentage to each jurisdictjon. AThe percentage  revenues re-.
-  ‘tainedgh¥ the local  jurisdiction should be noted if less than
o 100%. o S S . _
17. Total local households: ~HH, G-1.3, p. 55. '
. Source: Local or regional pTanning départmenf;-{i - _;_ S

H i Comment: .- Identify total local thouseholds.. If there is.a com-
-4 — /.. “muter tax, then a separate HH will be required ind¥cating the
~ number .of local households.‘paying the commuter tax rate. -

18. State per-pupil educational grant ta the local -community: SE,
' G-1.4.1,p. 57. ’ S o
Sgurce: State education agency; local fiscal officers Tocal
school agency fiscal officer. ) . ,
, ) L . : . : R | a v
_ Comment: 'As stated in_the model user manual, if is supposed that’
SE is a grant per pupil and the grant is the same . for edch local
jurisdiction. This may not be correct and the grant may vary, in
Ywhich case SE should be cited for each school district in the SHSA.
Or,.it may be possible to comsiruct an St value for each school dis- ° v
trict:by dividing state.aid fer ragular programs (as opposed to B -
special education) by total enrollment in each school district. | b
- . ¢ . he . . _ i 9 -

L e




19,

. 20.

21.

G-1.4, p. 56. . .

" Page Seven

. r " R B
Other state revenues attributable to the institution and its em-

ployee houscholds (provided solely on a per capita basis): OR,

Source: State fiscal agency; state planning department; 1oca1
fiscal officer. \ R

Comnent:' If'OR is treated 1ike S&T>- per capita aid to educﬁte
the public scheol. children in employee households -- this requires
that individuals in employee households eligible for aid be identi-

 fied.  —But OR-may refer—to-per eapifa-«id-net-directed at persons .

with special needs but rather jurisdictions as a whole. For ex-
ample, state revenue sharing mey be provided on a per capita basis
or per capita aid provided for roads or other services Used by the
entire local population. If aid is forthcoming,on other than a

~ per capita basis, it may be possible, tc construct OR by listing state

aid to services in the SMSA that can be utilized by all resi-
dents, then dividing by the local population, Again, this may have -
to be done separately by county. " _ .

Local operating budget eXc]uding public school costs and non-locally
generated revenues: B8, G-2.1, p. 59.. o v

Source: State local government agency report on local QOVernmenf
finances; local-fiscal officer. \ ‘ 1 ‘

Comment: The local area is the entire SHSA. There will be'a B -
value for each local jurisdiction within the SHSA where institutional
employee households reside. You will have to assemble total cperating
budgets for all jurisdictions in the SMSA for which you will have
information from the employee survey. If there are scores of incor-
porated municipalities, yoU should strive for all ajor Jjurisdictions
in which staff reside (contact loug Smith). Excluds frem all lezal
operating budgets the cost of public schools as well as all non-local

. Tevenues. Do not incluae non-recurring cests, Non<local revenues

Include federal and state aid. - .

Total“ldca1 popu1ationi PopP, G-2.1,‘p.‘59:

. 1 ‘ " ) . » !
Source: - State planning department; local or regional planning -~
department. oo : ' . -
Comments: This should be provided for each of the?jur%sdicuidns
included in #20; with each jurisdiction's P0P {isted separatsly.

122
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vﬁggg Eight

’ 22..,Loca1'pub1ic school operafing budget, excluding revenues from non- :
local sources: SBy G-2.2, p. 61. ' :

Source: Local school agency fiséa] officer.
Comment: The comments to #20 above apply here as well. Cite

budgets for all school districts in which employees have enrolled
children. ' Exclude revenues from non-local sources. = ™ .

~23. Number of children in employee househo’¢s attending public schools: -

L C, G-2.2. ;
A ’ o : " |
. Source: Ssaff‘Surgey o L . ~

. oo oy K i A ¥ "?y,
24, Total number of persons jn staff households: EHH, G-2.1.
Source: Staff Survey . '
p ' L - \ ‘ , apo—gs )
25. Total enro11ment@?n Tocal public primary and secoridary schools:
TC, G-2.2, p. 61. , ' ’
v Source: State education department; 1o;a1'sch001 agenby.

Comment: Data should be provided for each school diét%icf.in which"
| - employees have enrolled children. \ - :

<

26. Value of all non-school 1oca1‘govérnmenta1 property: GPm, G-3,
p. 62, ' o '

Source: State tax (assessment) office; local tax (assessment)
office. ‘ : ‘ . ‘ : ;
Comment: - The values for these items may be in costs today of re-
placing governmental property or the .original cost of these facili- .
ties expressed in current dollars. Cite convention used in lieu of
fair market value by local assessers. : n N

|
. o | | !

27. Value of all school-related jgovernmental property #2: GPs

"Source: State tax (assessment) office;vjoca1 tax (assessment)
office. ) ' ' '

~ Comment: The value for.these items may be in costs today of re- »
" placing governmsntal property or tre original cost of these 1
facilities exprzsszd dn currant dollacs. Cify convention uzad *n '

lieu ‘of faii mzrket value dy local’assessers.
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28.. Assessed value of institutional tax-exempt property; Ay, G-4,'p. 63;

- Sburce: ‘State‘of local tax (assessment) office.

Comment: An assessed value must be identified for all institution
owned or rented-tex exempt:property. Cite the jurisdiction assessing. _
the property and the method utilized if other than fair marketevalue == =+~
~ e.g., replacement cost or original’.cost in current dollars. “The ' :
“jurisdiction's assessment ratios-and business property tax rates
should also be noted here if not already cited in providing values .
. for £3 and #13. If a property is owned by the local jurisdiction -~
e.g. municipal muséum -- please note this. :
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5 - 49
CENTER FOR METROIOLITAN PLA NNING AND RESCARCH
BALTIMORE, HARYLAXD 31218 '
)
TO: - S
. . : » a N
FROM: Doug Smith o _ .
RE: Sample Frame Documentation | '
. DATE: July 3, 1979
M L - B i ' ?W -

Enclosed you will find wealendars® from each of the institutions partici-
pating in your audience: study. Each'calendar has been filled in'with ‘the:
Yocal* performance/exhibition information for all events that took place
at that institution during the sampling period. Also, cach day that sam-
pling occurrad has-been marked. | g A o
For the purposes of documantation, the sampling period is daTined as the

- time span that includes the opaning night (ddy) of the production/exhibit
that prccedes the first event sampled thru the closing night (day) that
follow§ the last event sampled.. - : - : Y

- s . ' . o :
‘We would 1ike you to verify this information. In addition, we would like
you to make additions/daletions of pérfcrmanCCS/exhibitfons in those in--
stances where we do not currently know of schedule changes or whether
other performances/exhibitions were held. ~Unless this is done, we will
not be able to make any final decision as(;o the representativencss of

the sample. \le need your prompt qtténtiom to this matter, so that we can =~
return your audience studies to you. The managars of the various institu-

~tions should be ablé to assist you in this matter.

Even for the cvents that were not sampled (but did occur during the sam-
pling period), it is imperative that we know the total attendance for
_‘these' events., Please write this information in the anpropriate "day-
"block," with the nawe and type of performance. An example is given on

page two. o ' ‘ s . T

N . * . Ll
In cases where only a handful of performances are given over the entire
season, they should all bs listed. This may requirc:a separate sheet .

attached, to tie calendar. .
* Local, as usual, means in SMSA

- v - sm ans aAsn oy




Doug Smith

" Page llfﬁﬂ

Example: ‘The Ren

ertory Thaatre (¥

{D.
RS
-
>
"

7
C ]
"

totpl attendance

sanp%ing-inferva].uscdf

z ;
Iz ‘rl
Scptember ,
4 > | TR PRI I 5 3
' A : - 8§ pm
| 7:30pn  j7a a0
o ls=® Vb
wa 7,
L6 LACANE
11 . 15
B ) . llamlpt——--— f-',--_'..'——_.— e mmmmeammmmm {omm - - - - I
s 8 PR e o § pm
e ———— ) 8 pm -
18 19 ¢ .
- —_— W
__________ :\ — T
2 pm, 8 pm -

HR = nufber of guestionnaires returncd

x
~
f

. repponse rate (raw) ,

- July 3, 1973




&

‘cc: Dayid Cwi.

~July 3, 1979
Page Three

T0:. Co
FROIY: Doug Smith

[}

!

In the example, we sece that "Hamlet" opens on the 7th -~ the start of
the sempling period. The first cvent sampled “is the 8th. The last _
event sanpled is the 13th and the closing night is the 17th. You would
verify that these dates and times are correct, zdd or dclete perforainces
as. necessary, and fi11:in the total attendance figures for 'the 7ih, for
both shaws on the Sth and 10fh, for the 12th, ]412, and 15th, and bath

~ shows on the 16th and 17th.

1t should be noted that we have provided calendars for six (6) months.

Only tha moaths.that cover the applicable sample period need be filled
in.‘ : ! . '. e . - ‘ i .

Yhen you return the calendars to us, please include any performance cdl-"'

endars that the institutions distribute. I{ you have any questions,”
Rlease feel free to call. “‘

Thank you.

Attachments S -

" 51
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Documenting Date Collection Efforts

e

- N

_The six ciyy projcct has involved a number of data collection tasks.
: Exchpt for the garmunity data sinventory, all efforts have focused on
. individual institutions -- their audiences’, financial gnd oparating.char-
" acteristics, and staff households. As part of an overall evaluation of
data quality, we are seeking to document various aspects of data collec-
tion and data handling. S L

. Much of the information neaded has already becn orovidad, e,g., the
Survey Event Report Forms. = Tfie aspects of“data collection that particu-
larly concera u$ now involve 'the organization, management and execution
of tasks. Ye are especially concerned with the icentification of the .~
practices that were adopted for most of the studied institutions and -cirs:

: . cumstances that led to dj fferent practices on the part of individual in-
stitutions. This information can help us to identify the extent to which’
difference;’or-simi]arities might be due to the data collection procedures
as well as identify potential impacts on data quality.

1f you are awarce or suspect for any reason that data quality varies

by institution -- e.g., some institutions did not seriously attempt to
identify_]ocg]’expcnditures T-IEAgaée*identify the institutions and the (

. reason’ for your suspicion._. . | o T

Ly
T

-

o = Plcase. read over the attached documantation jssues and contact Doug
e Smith if you have any questions. /e hope that this last task is not too
‘ "¢ burdensome and that it can be completed within the next two weeks.
. A L

it .

&

. : o T ’ .-

5:)9:v/_-‘p_:!4'f I NOMEWOOD CAMPUS = TEL AC301 - 338-7174
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< 1) Audience survey ST S S & R

’

I (a) Completed and ncicaned™ SERF'S
(b) Distribution and Collection: - L »

«  «= Was the sam2 person responsible for supervising the- :
" distribution and collection of quastionnaires-at !
every institution, or did this vary by institution?
Has the same person responsibie within individual,
{nstitutions? How was this person trained? - '

~~ Did the same group of peonle distribute and ccllect
at cach institution? Who werc these pcople? Ushers ?.

' s Other volunteers? Arts.Agency staff? How wera they
o trained? - . o ’ N
. : . --'What constraints were imposed, either by tiie institu-

tiocn-type cr the managemant? (Be sure to discuss
. proplems such as undarestimated attendance or large
- o numbers of ineligiBle respondants ;) : S
--"Did the study coordinator participate in the physical™
handout/collection nrocess?’ I¥ so, what portions, and
. to what degree? - (Be.sure to fully describe the re-
. lationship beiween the study coordinator and surveying
personncl.) . L L |

. . == Vhat is the study coordinator's opinion of the survey
procedures? Did the process vary fy institution?
{e.9.» questicnnaires distributed in programs instead

of separately, announcement from the stage at some

places and not at others) Were staff-trained prior

9 ‘ v o to distributing and collecting qugstionnaires?

-- Essentially, Hog—wa$7the process organized and moni-
.  tored and what improvements could be mage?

(¢) “Editing: | o T ‘
-~ Was the same person responsible for supervising the
_ . . editing of q¥estionnaires at every institution, or
. S, . did this vary by institution? - las the same person re-
: : ' sponsibug within indivi¥dual institutions?
-~ Did the seme group of people-edit.ths questionnaires.
for cach institution? Uho werc these paople? Volunteers?
Institutional 'stiff?  Arts Agency staff? : !

-~ How were the editors trained?. By whem?

. \ - : S




. e L. . -

-- Did they hayve any diffichtyxundenﬁtandibg.the
editing protocols provided by the Metro Ceater?
~ Hhat ‘improveirznis, ¥f-any, coyld be made on these

;_,,"~.-prot9§91§? ' . g .
- . V“f How tuch time, on average, did it take to edit one
e questionnaire? L - -

(RS

~ (d) Complete documantation of s2mpling fracas., - You Witl

55

L3

receive. a calendar for -each institution. Tt will show—*

- .

all the events in ‘the safpling period, of Lhich we .
. are awarc, and indicate those sampled, Tn mzny. ceses,,
“this information will he comnlete, and you heed only

verify it. In other cases, it will be necessery to fill

- in performances that are not listed. Specific instruc- ~
. tions will .accompapy the calendars:: .

(¢) Was the keypunching verified?

e

o o _ _ R, B
©2) .Staff Survey o ‘ T

(a) Distribution and Collection: : Kk
- Q-‘Hho handad out and,c011ecﬁed sufveys?v -

- What is the study coordinator's opinion of the
. quality of the survey procedures and on what facts
. - is this opinion based? : :

-= Hhat constraints were imposed,-either b& the in-
. stitution-type or the management?
-=.Did tha.study coordinator participate in the
. physical handcut/collection/edit process? If so,
what portions, and to what degree?

-- Essentially, how was the process organized and
) ‘monitored and what improvemants could be made?

(b) Editing: : Jf
--:Hho edited the surveys? - o :
-- How were they tféined?

-- "How much ‘time did- they spendd ;‘ .

R

I
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-- What constrainis were imposed on this proceés (if

E.I.S. Data Inventory o | ' : )

-~ -Did one per50d meet with all institutions, or did
several persons each meet with several institutions?

-~ Here the inventories” completed by somzone at the-in-
“stitution or were they comp]eted jointly with the
study coordinator or somzone..designated by him/her.

- Kho supplied the information?

-~ llere the same procedutes used for each institution?

-- ¥hat constraints were imposed on this process (if
any)? . :

- Phat is the study coordinator's opinion of data . .

- quality? (Cite the rcason for your judgment.)

. Please revﬁ;y probleds in gathering data. ’ ‘ .

‘Annotation of Auditor's Repogt on Budget Summary:

Did one person meet with all institutions, or did
several persons each meet with several institutions?’

-

thq supplied the inforhaticn?

-~ las it the person most familiar with accounts

payab]e? ) - LN
-- How gluch time did they spend?
-- Whdt is the study;coordinator‘s opinion of the |
qality of the data? (Cite the reason for your , .
‘judgment.) » . ‘

"w= Has the same procedure applied to every jnstitution?

*>any)?

-- Was the person who provided the data asked to name
local suppliers, or was their estimate simply ac-
cepted without challenge? | . ,

o~y - . # . ~
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. «-.Did the study coordinator personally participate
§n the review of cach item or was hc only able to
T request information which was supplied at a later
‘ ’ date? : ‘ FN - o
¢ . . Y . P v

‘ l * S ..~ S~ ) -

5) Community Data Inventory: ) R

4

“(a) - If completed properly, the Comrunify Data Inventory: .
' should include an appendix-of.sources, revercnces and - Ll
e ' .. - comments -about the data. Please review problems in
_gathering datg, special tabulations that might have

. been required, etc. .

¢ S N . 2 .
st

§) Adjustment for Toi:rin;g\iatJt-'of-S{-'..SF:\':‘e

(z) The E.I.S. Data Inventory asks for various kinds of at-\
tendance figures. However, we need an estimate of the
total attendsnce at performances/exHibitfons in the
) o . SHSA, for eath instjtution,‘inc}uding touring activities
¢ ' '  within the metropolitan area. ' Please farward this ‘ :
- ‘  data as soon as possible, distinguishing main faciljty '
- : . from othar sites. It should be noted that all . touring
' = ‘ -~ out of the SHSA would be excluded, as would performances
L " given in schools. It would include attendance at the '
' jnstitution's main facility as well as attendance for - )
~ fours in the SHSA, - Lo
% *
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