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COST ALLOCATION PLAN

Difference oDoT
{Over Bdgt.) Adjustments
Under Bdgt.

Wages paid for time worked:
Direct Labor 3 1440583 $ 14,
Indirect Labor
Total Labor - base for fringe allocation $ 1,886,508 $ 1785145

5,900 124,693
(20,330)

104,363

- 3 1,457,772
- $ 1,960,792
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276,000 3 280,424 (4,424} - $ 280,559

(18.887)
119,173
(6.191)
1,739
9,730
(4.229)
9,632
{37.530)

Prior Year Rate Adjustiment (use only with fixed rate)
Sublotal Other Fringe Benefifs $ 696,623 % 642,450
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54,173 - 3 795,998
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TOTAL ERINGE BENEFITS 3 972,623 % 922 874 49,749
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1,076,557

Indirect Costs
Salaries - Indirect Only $ 448915 § 469,245
Fringe Benefits for Indirect Salaries $ 231,079 % 242,588

(20,330)
(11,509)
(6,300)
3,960
3,573
12,687
7,547
3,851
10,000
(27,997)
3,453
18,757
5,714
2,338
38,419
1,405
(3,193)
43,823
4,322
67,552
(1.269)
(4,300)
2,550
175
{16)
1,500

- 3 503,020
- $ 276,179
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TOTAL INDIRECT COSTS $ 1,646,774 § 1,490,062 156,712
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FY 2005
indirect Cost Recovery Comparison

(Al Indirect Costs, Indirect Labor & Indirect Labor Fringe Benefits)

Difference QpoT
{Over Bdgt.) Adjustments
Under Bdgt.
Direct Labor Costs by Departm
$ 71,266 $
3 - $
3 6,407 $
% {1,896) 3
3 34,377 L
$ 9,346 3
$ 5,193 $
(oi5] b - $
TOTAL DIRECT LABOR COSTS 3 1,446583 §  1,315900 5 124,693 $ 5 1,457,772
Fringe Benefit Cost Rate Computation
TOTAL Fringe Benefit Costs / $ 972,623 % 922,874 $ 1,076,557
TOTAL t.abor Costs {Direct & Indirect) $ 1,889,508 § 1,785,145 $ 1,960,792
= Fringe Benefit Cost Rate 51.47% 51.70% 54.90%
FY 2005
Fringe Benefit Cost Recovery Comparison {Direct Labor Portion Oniy}
Should have recovered in fiscal year
{Actual Direct Labor * Actuat Fringe Benefit Cost Rate) $ 680,286 51.70% of Direct Labor
Asmount actually recoversd in fiscal year
(Actual Direct Labor x ESTIMATED Fringe Benefit Cost Rate) $ 677,359 51.47% of Direct Labor
{Over)/fUnder Recovery of Fringe Benefits $ 2,928 A (overiunder
Indirect Cost Rate Computation
TOTAL Indirect Costs / $ 1646774 $ 1,480,082 $ 1,611,179
anly DIRECT Laber Costs $ 1440593 § 1,315,900 % 1,457,772
= |ndirect Cost Rate 114.31% 113.24% 710.52%

Should have recovered in fiscal year
{Actual Direct Labor * Actual Indirect Cost Rate} $ 1480062 113.24% of Direct Labor
Amount actually recovered In fiscal year
{Actual Direct Labor x ESTIMATED Indirect Cost Rate) $ 1,504,234 114.31% of Direct Labor
{Over)/Under Recovery of Indirect Costs 3 {14,173} B {overjunder
FY 2005
Fringe Benefit Cost (Ovar)/Under Recovery $ 2,928 A {over)lunder
Indirect Cost (Over)/Under Recovery $ (14,173) B {over)/under
Net (Over)/Under Recovery $ (11,245)
Estimated Actual Estimated
FY 2005 FY 2005 EY 2007
Summary
Fringe Benefit Rate 51.47% 51.70% 54.90%
Indirect Cost Rate 114.31% 113.24% 110.52%
Totat Overhead Cost Rate 165.79% 164.93% 165.43%
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CERTIFICATE OF INDIRECT COSTS

This is to certify that | have reviewed the indirect cost rate proposal submitted
herewith and to the best of my knowledge and belief:

(1)  Ali costs included in this proposal March 1, 2006 to establish billing or
final indirect costs rates for July 1, 2006 through June 30, 2007 are
allowable in accordance with the requirements of the Federal award(s)
to which they apply and OMB Circular A-87, "Cost Principles for State,
Local and Indian Tribal Governments.” Unallowable costs have been
adjusted for in allocating costs as indicated in the cost allocation plan.

(2)  All costs included in this proposal are properly allocable to Federal
awards on the basis of a beneficial or causal relationship between the
expenses incurred and the agreements to which they are allocated in
accordance with applicable requirements. Further, the same costs that
have been freated as indirect costs have not been claimed as direct
costs. Similar types of costs have been accounied for consistently and
the Federal Government will be notified of any accounting changes
that wouid affect the predetermined rate.

| declare that the foregoing is true and correct.
Governmental Unit: Ohio-Kentucky-Indiana Regional Council of Governments

Signature’ w\;}ﬁ/{ Xﬁ%« F W

Name of Official: Mark R. Policinski

Tifle: Executive Director

Date of Execution: March 1, 2006
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1 hereby certify that an Audit of Fiscal Year 2007 cost will be contracted for the
work performed. The Audit will be in conformity with the provision of the
Standards for Audit of Governmental QOrganizations, Programs, Activities, and
Functions (U.S. Comptroller General); Guidelines for Financial and Compliance
Audits of Federally Assisted Programs (U.S. General Accounting Office); Major
Compliance Features of Programs Administered by State and Local Governments
(Office of Management and Budget); and the provisions of OMB’s Circular A-133,

e
\‘ /

Signature

Mark R. Policinski
Executive Director

Ohio-Kentucky-Indiana Regional
Council of Governments

March 1, 2006
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