OF SAN ANTONIO

P.O. BOX 839966
SAN ANTONIOC, TEXAS 78283-3966

August 31, 2005

Phil Hardberger Roger O. Flores Sheila D. McNeil

Mayor Councilman, District 1 Councilwoman, District 2
Roland Gutierrez Richard Perez Patti Radle

Councilman, District 3 Councilman, District 4 Councilwoman, District 5
Delicia Herrera Elena Guajardo Art A, Hall
Councilwoman, District 6 Councilwoman, District 7 Councilman, District 8
Kevin Wolff Chip Haass J. Rolando Bono
Councilman, District 9 Councilman, District 10 City Manager

Ladies and Gentlemen:
RE: Final Audit Report — 2005 and 2006 Projected Budgets for Metropolitan Partnership for Energy

In July 2005, internal Audit began a review of the 2005 and 2006 Projected Budgets for Metropolitan
Partnership for Energy (MPE). MPE was created through a collaboration of the City of San Antonio, City
Public Service (CPS) Energy, Bexar County, San Antonio Water System, Alamo Area Council of
Governments, VIA Metropolitan Transit, Greater Bexar County Council of Cities, and Solar San Antonio.
MPE helps its partners develop and implement energy and emissions reduction policies and public
awareness programs.

The 2004 contract between the City and MPE designates COSA’s Environmental Services Department
(ESD) to evaluate MPE's performance in assisting the City with statutory and/or regulatory energy
conservation requirements. The City of San Antonio has provided $300,000 in funding to MPE over the
past three years, through June 2004.

During the review, the scope of the audit was expanded to include the performance of a trend analysis of
prior years’ financial statements and verification of MPE’s compliance with 2004 contract deliverables.
Fieldwork for this engagement was considered complete in early August 2005. This was followed by a
meeting with members from the MPE and City ESD in August 2005 to discuss issues identified in the
audit. Subsequently, MPE provided additional information that clarified various issues and observations.

Overall, the audit indicates that MPE’s management and internal controls should be improved.
» Contracts with the City should be completed more timely.
* Proposed forecasts or budgets should be verified for accurate and reliable information.
e Cash reserves appear high without a specific plan for its use.

MPE has an interim director who has begun to implement changes to address various issues identified
during the audit.



In addition, the City’s contracting process needs to be tightened. Contracts for professional services
should indicate specific deliverables and the timing for them in relation to any payment for services. The
contract documents for professional consulting services should be prepared and signed prior to the work
being performed and any related payments. MPE uses a calendar year for its budget and financial
planning while the City uses a fiscal year ending in September. Commitments between the City and MPE
for calendar year 2005 have not been contractually formalized as of August. The operating budget under

consideration for 2006 should be evaluated using MPE’s services so that required documents can be
prepared prior to January.

The Mayor and City Council should know that MPE Management and City Staff cooperated fully on this
project. The report includes their responses which were viewed as positive commitments to impiement
process changes and improvements.

The Internal Audit Department is available to discuss the details of this report with you at your individual

convenience. We appreciated being able to perform this audit and to offer recommendations that can
make a difference in the future.

Sincerely,

Gl A

Patricia M. Major CPA, , CTP, CGFM
City Internal Auditor
(210) 207-2853 office; (210) 215-9455 cell

cc: Martha Sepeda, Acting City Attorney
Leticia Vacek, City Clerk
Melissa Byrne Vossmer, Assistant City Manager
Erik Walsh, Assistant to the City Manager
Dan Cardenas, Environmental Services Department Director
Central Library Branch
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Audit of Metropolitan Partnership for Energy
2005 and 2006 Projected Budgets

Background

The Metropolitan Partnership for Energy (MPE) is a non-profit organization founded in 2002. The mission
is to improve San Antonio’s energy efficiency by providing energy leadership, expertise and education.
The MPE was created following the passage of Texas Senate Bill 5 — the Texas Emissions Reduction
Act. This bill requires that political subdivisions in 38 affected counties, including Bexar County, to reduce
energy consumption by 5 percent per year or 25 percent for five years. The bill also requires compliance
with the latest energy efficient building codes for residential and commercial construction.

MPE was created through a collaboration of the City of San Antonio, City Public Service (CPS) Energy,
Bexar County, San Antonio Water System, Alamo Area Council of Governments, VIA Metropolitan
Transit, Greater Bexar County Council of Cities, and Solar San Antonio. MPE helps its partners deveiop
and implement energy and emissions reduction policies and public awareness programs. Specific areas
of interest include: energy planning, renewable energy use, adoption of resource efficient buiiding
standards, reduction of urban heat islands, environmental-friendly purchasing, and alternatives to singie-
occupancy vehicle use. MPE also monitors the state legislature, following energy-related bills and
making recommendations as appropriate.

Objective and Scope

Initially the objective of the audit was to determine the appropriateness and reasonableness of the 2005
and 2006 Projected Budgets for MPE. During the review, the scope of the audit was expanded to include
the performance of a trend analysis of prior years’ financial statements and verification of MPE’s

compliance with 2004 contract deliverables.

Criteria
This review was based upon terms of the 2004 contract with the City and applicable laws. The review
was performed in compliance with generally accepted government auditing standards (GAGAS) issued by
the U.S. Government Accountability Office (GAO) and other criteria to conform with the Institute of
Internal Auditors’ “International Standards for the Professional Practice of internal Auditing.”
Government Auditing Standards requires a peer review of auditing practices at least once every three

years by reviewers independent of the audit organization. The City Internal Audit Department (CIAD) had

its last external peer review in July 2001. CIAD is scheduled for the next peer review in the summer
2005.

Methodology

The audit methodology consisted of the following:
* Analyze the 2005 and 2006 Proposed Budgets,

¢ Perform a trend analysis of proposed budgets to prior year financial statements, and

« Verify MPE’s compliance with 2004 contract deliverables.

Work for this project began in July 2005 and ended in August 2005.
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Audit of Metropolitan Partnership for Energy
2005 and 2006 Projected Budgets

Conclusions
Based upon the work performed for this review, the audit team developed the following conclusions:

¢ The City Council should reevaluate the $100,000 funding request for calendar year 2005 since it
appears that MPE's available cash is adequate to cover estimated operating expenses.

o The City Council should consider funding for 2006 with requirements to improve MPE’s management
and internal controls.

e COSA’s Environmental Services Department should have managed the contract for 2004 in a timely

manner. An appropriate review of MPE’s 2005 and 2006 Projected Budgets would have identified a
mathematical error.

+ The audit team identified issues relating to MPE's financial statement reporting; timely submission of
the 2005 budget; mathematical errors in the presented budget; and plan for the available cash
reserves. ,
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Audit of Metropolitan Partnership for Energy
2005 and 2006 Projected Budgets

Detailed Observations, Recommendations, and Responses

City of San Antonio

1. Contract Management improvements Needed by the Environmental Services Department
Observation

The 2004 contract between the City and MPE designates COSA’s Environmental Services Department
(ESD) to facilitate the evaluation of MPE’s performance in assisting the City’s progress toward energy
conservation in comportment with statutory or regulatory energy conservation obligations. During the

review of the department’s contract management, the following was noted:

2004 Contract Requirements/Deliverables

e ESD did not perform a contemporaneous review of MPE's performance of the 2004 contract
deliverables. A Performance Review was completed in March 2005. Although the report noted lack
of several contract deliverabies, it did not include expected completion dates for these deliverables.
As of July 2005, there is no indication that a follow-up has been performed by ESD.

2005 and 2006 Projected Budgets

e In June 2005, the Director of Environmental Services was prepared to make a recommendation to the
Mayor and City Council for funding MPE in the amount of $100,000 for 2005. It was delayed based
on the audit team’s review of MPE’s financial statements. Funding requests should be submitted
before the year of need to allow for proper budgetary consideration.

o It appears that MPE’s Proposed Budgets for 2005 and 2006 were not properly reviewed by ESD due
to the mathematical error noted in the revenue section of the report. As a result, the amounts in the
“Total Funds Available this Year” and the “Funds Remaining at End of the Year” are overstated by
$100,500 and $34,000, respectively for 2005 and 2006.

Total Funds Available This Year Funds Remaining at End of the Year
2005 2006 2005 2006
Comected  § 727,416 § 846,605 Comected  § 420610  § 428,792
Uncorrected 827,916 880,605 Uncorrected 521,110 462,792
Difference _$(100,500) § (34,000) Difference ~ $(100,500) _§ (34,000)

Risk

The City of San Antonio has provided $300,000 in funding to MPE over the past three years; however,
the contract management by ESD has been limited. Without a timely review and report on MPE’s
performance by the department, the City's progress toward expected energy conservation goals may not
be realized.
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Audit of Metropolitan Partnership for Energy
2005 and 2006 Projected Budgets

Recommendations

ESD should submit a report to City Council regarding MPE's performance of the 2004 contract
deliverables with expected completion dates.

The City Council should assess whether the $100,000 funding request for calendar year 2005 is required.
MPE appears to have adequate operating cash to cover proposed expenses for calendar year 2005.

Council should also consider funding for 2006 after the presentation by the ESD on the 2004 contract
results. This would include a briefing about the expected results for 2005, and the program services to be
funded in the 2006 contract proposal.

Management’s Response, dated August 29, 2005

The ESD communicated with the MPE on a continuous basis through phone, email, and meetings
regarding the status of deliverables. It was not required by the contract or appropriate to conduct a
performance review of MPE until later in the contract term, in order to allow MPE time to submit the
deliverables. A performance review was not conducted until after the end of the contract period.

The 2004 Contract was executed June 14, 2004, and was valid for the period of January 1, 2004
through December 31, 2004. Per section 2.2 of the contract documents, the MPE should have
conducted a performance review at the conciusion of 12 months. The ESD requested a performance
review to be conducted by MPE on January 2005. After multiple requests for this internal
performance review, the ESD decided to perform their own evaluation.

To date, all required deliverables have been received, with the exception of some minor items. These
minor deliverables that have not been received include:

s Greenhouse gas inventory software

Greenhouse gas staff training

Research to support emissions credits

Environmental directory funding

Assist COSA with grants

The ESD considers the above-referenced deliverables to be minor and not necessary to the primary
goal of energy efficiency. After further consideration of the benefit expected from the above-
referenced and non-received deliverables, the ESD has decided to cancel these deliverables.

The MPE funding cycle was originally established as January 1 to December 31, with full funding
provided at the execution of the contract. The ESD’s preferred method of contract administration
provides payment for deliverables upon their receipt. Additionally, we agree that the contract term
should coincide with the City’s fiscal year for the reasons described. However, since this project was
originally set up in this manner, the ESD has simply continued to execute it in its original form.

The ESD did not bring the funding request to City Council earlier in the calendar year because the
MPE had not submitted requested deliverables and other required contract services to the ESD in a
timely manner. Should the City Council decide to continue funding of the MPE, the ESD will mandate
MPE’s funding request to coincide with the City’s funding cycle.

The ESD, along with the MPE Board of Directors (CPS Energy, Bexar County, SAWS, AACOG and
other local governmental agencies), reviewed the proposed budgets to identify expenditures,
deliverables, and activities at the quarterly MPE meetings. This mathematical error was not identified
by any member of MPE staff, the City, or MPE Board of Directors. The ESD assumed that the data
provided by the MPE was correct and accurate. While, the ESD focused its primary efforts on the
contract’s scope of services, we agree that the ESD could have reviewed MPE’s records in more
detail to identify this mathematical error.
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Audit of Metropolitan Partnership for Energy
2005 and 2006 Projected Budgets

e The MPE responds to a Board of Directors made of local elected officials. This Board's direction is
not necessarily the same as the City's energy conservation goals. There is a request from the MPE
to be reassigned under the Alamo Area Council of Governments (AACOG). The ESD considers this
proposal to be advantageous to the current organization because the AACOG is a viable, well
managed organization with similar goals and objectives as the City. However, until this realignment is
complete and/or a more descriptive scope of services can be evaluated, the ESD cannot make a
judgment regarding the MPE’s ability to assist the City reach its energy efficiency goats.

¢ If requested, the ESD will submit a report to City Council regarding MPE’s performance of the 2004
contract deliverables.

e The ESD agrees that the City Council should reassess MPE's funding request for 2005.
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Audit of Metropolitan Partnership for Energy
2005 and 2006 Projected Budgets

Metropolitan Partnership for Energy

2. MPE’s Financial Reporting Issues

Observation

The Metropolitan Partnership for Energy (MPE) was contracted by the City in 2004 to provide assistance

with Texas Senate Bill 5 — the Texas Emissions Reduction Act. The audit team reviewed the 2005 and

2006 Projected Budgets, 2002 through 2004 financial statements, and the corresponding 990 tax returns.
The following issues were noted:

Timeliness and Accuracy of MPE’s 2005 and 2006 Projected Budgets:

e MPE’s request for 2005 funding should have been submitted in summer 2004. This would have
allowed City Council the time to properly consider the 2005 Projected Budget prior to January 1,
2005. MPE's funding request for 2006 should currently be evaluated.

e The 2005 and 2006 Projected Budgets should be based on accurate and reliable information to assist
in the decision making process. The audit team determined that the report contained a mathematical
error in the revenue amount. As a result, the “Total Funds Available this Year” and the “Funds
Remaining at End of the Year” amounts were overstated by $100,500 and $34,000, respectively for
2005 and 2006. (See table on page 3)

e In addition, the beginning cash balance for 2005 was misstated by $76,519 based on a comparison
with the ending cash balance reported in the 2004 tax return (Form 990). The ending cash balance in
the 990 tax return was $374,180, as compared to $297,661 reported in the 2005 Projected Budget.

e The 2005 and 2006 Projected Budgets contains unusual trends in expenses as compared to prior
year financial statements. (See notes on Attachment 2)

Available Cash on Hand:

Although MPE is requesting $100,000 from COSA to help fund their 2005 budget, it currently has the
available cash to fund the $306,807 in estimated expenses for 2005. The 2004 tax return (Form 990)
reflects that $374,180 is availabie in cash for 2005. (See Attachment 1, note 7)

Accounting and Financial Reporting Concerns:

The foliowing issues were noted regarding MPE’s financial statements:

e The 2003 and 2004 financial statements refiect expenses for the Energy Symposium and Build SA
Green programs. These expenses are reported as total program expenses rather than by standard

classification of expense (i,e., salaries, payroll taxes, office supplies, travel, etc.). (See Attachment 2,
note 3)

* In 2003, MPE received $300,000 from local agencies (i.e., $150,000 from CPS Energy, $100,000
from City of San Antonio and $50,000 from Bexar County). However, of the $300,000 funding
received in 2003, CPS Energy’'s $150,000 funding was not deposited and recorded until January
2004. Inadvertently, the 2003 financial statements refiect that $150,000 was received from CPS
Energy instead of $100,000 from the City of San Antonio and $50,000 from Bexar County.

e The audit team determined that MPE inadvertently did not report In-kind Revenue in 2004 for a
donated $18,000 heating, ventilation and air conditioning (HVAC) system as required by Statement of
Financial Accounting Standards (SFAS) No.116. (See Attachment 2, note 1)
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Audit of Metropolitan Partnership for Energy
2005 and 2006 Projected Budgets

Risk

MPE's financial reports may be presented that include inaccurate financial information; and accordingly,
inappropriate decisions could be made by City Council based on these reports.

Recommendation

As previously recommended, City Council should reevaluate the $100,000 funding request for calendar
year 2005 and consider funding for 2006 once adequate improvements are made by MPE.

Management’s Responses Received in August 2005

The following are MPE’s responses:

» in early August 2005, the Board of Directors assigned an Acting Executive Director to replace the
individual who resigned in July 2005.

e The Acting Executive Director has begun changes in the organization’s direction. This includes a
formal independent external audit that will be performed shortly on MPE's financial statements.

e The Acting Executive Director will be making other necessary administrative changes pending the
external audit.

¢ MPE has provided financial information to assist in clarifying issues that were identified by the audit
team.

Page 7 of 11



11 Jo g abed

(yseo ssaoxs pauigidxaun) “sesuadxa pajewnsa Gooz Jarod o} Jualoyins sieadde ooz Jo Buuuibaq ay) Je souejeq yseo s, 34N

"S19SSE JBY)O0 Ul GOE'E$ PUE 'SI9SSE Paxy Ul L/¥'8$ 'USED Ul 08L'P/ES JO ISISUOD S)BSSE [BJO) Ut 9G6°SRES AUL

(Aousioysp e JON) "UINYBI XB) 066 S| 2U 01 2:edwod 0) }9aYS SJUBIEG H00Z E SAI9931 JOU PIp WES} Jipne 8y ]

(Aousioyep B 10N) LIN)aL XE) BY) Wl seobsjes awodu| Jaylo yim padnolb sem swoou| SNosue(@sIy

-(6)
()
-(2)
(9)

(Aoualoyep

€10N) "sadues Bupuud 1oy 00528 snid (£00Z 10) 000°0SL$ PUE €002 10§ 000°051$ "1} ABIBUT SO WO SUOHNGLIUOD OM] 103D SJUBLLIAIE)S [BIOUBLY FOOZ @4 ‘F00Z Ui Paysodap Buleq Buipuny £00Z S.AB1aul S4O 40 Ynsas e sy (q)

(anss}) “Aunon

Jexag woJj 000'0S$ PUB OlUOJUY LES JO AJID ay) Wolj 000‘00+$ JO PedIsUl ABIsUT SJO WOl PaAIadal SEm 000'0S 1§ Jey) 19911 SIUBWIAIE)S [EIDUBUY £00Z Y1 ‘AjUstiaApey; »00Z AJBnUEr jun papiodal pue pajisodap jou sem Buipuny

000'05+$ S.A648U3 SO ‘€002 Ul PaARoa) Buipuny 000'00ES U} JO “18ABMOH “(AJUNOD Jexag WOy 000'0S$ PUB OlUOUY UES JO A)tD Woy 000°00LS ‘AB1su] SO Woy 000'0S 1S o) selouabe [e90] WOl 000'00ES PRSI JdIN ‘€00 U ()
:pajou asam Buipuny s ABiaug (S40) 8d1n1es algnd AN Buspiebal sanss) om|

juesb josya. Apadoid pip siuawae)s eloueuly s1esk Juanbasqng “paiinbal se anuanal Jo Buns) pa|ieysp e s}osyal Apadoid WNYds Xe) 066 SYL "SIUBWIDIEIS {BIOUBLY 3} UO wWdl auy BUIS B JBpUN PaYISSE|D 819M Z00Z Ul PAAISIaI SjuBIS)

(Aousioyep B JON) (002 104 802'2$$ PUE ‘€002 10) S96$ ‘2002 403 902$ *'9'1) sesodind Buiodas xey pue [BfouBul JOj PAsN SpoLjaL Uojeoaidap Jualsayip 0} anp aoudlap Buiwi|

(Buinoday pauleidxsun) "usmal xe} 066 SU) Ul $$3] 000'2$ PaHodal sem ajqeded syunodde pue puey uo Yses

-(s)

(Aouaioysp e JoN) ‘Buipunol o} anp si dduasapiq - (¥)

-{g)

(enssy) 19p Ul SpJeme

-(@

-(1)
:aJ0N

196'c ¢ €52°L  § FETE S B2UBIBYIP JO UOHEYIIU0DDY
€62°1 881l - JeaA soud WOl BoUBIBYIP 1OSSY 19N
asuadx3 a2y se pabieyd sem
- - 86 100Z WoJj S}19SSY 19N Ul aduejeq aalebaN
80z'c  $ $95 $ 902 $ poyjaw uoyerdaidacg u) eouasaylp Buiwi)
980°'¢99 ¢ 6£z's0s  $ — (6) 196'¢ ¢ o0££'Z8E 16298 $ €621 ¢ ezZ'6¥L $ 9l6'0SL $ — 881’k ¢ 8Lel6L § 905'861L $ - $ Jeap jo pu3z je Buiureway spund
eL8LLY 108°90¢ €) (8022) yzs'sve 9le‘ove (¢} Tc9g) 19912 960° 142 — e) (881t) 610°cS1 1€8°1S) - sasuadx3 |ej0L
668'080°L 9v0'9L8 €s2'L vs8‘ocL 209°2eL 88L°} v88'06¢ zl0'z6e — - 1€£°06€ lee'06¢e - a|qejieAy spund |ejoL
099°L.LS §S2'62¥ | | - 1£9°18S 1£9°185 - 99G°€61 995°c61 - 188°06¢ leg‘ose - awodu| |ejoL
099'G GGZ'Y - 162'T 182°C - I o9ge’l - €€ €€ - aWooU| JseIBU|
000°192 005'96 - - - - - - &) o000'0s€ - 000°05€ - (sjuelo sayjo) spund
- - (8} +vse'e - vse'e - - - - - - - B8UWO0JU) SNOBUE||BISIW
00008 000'0S - 000'0S 000°0S - - - (2} (0o0'0s) 000'08 - - wa)sAg Jajem oluouy ueg
00005 000'0S - 000'0S 00005 (s} (oo00'0s) 000'0S - (@) (o000'05) 000'05 - - Aunog Jexag
000001 000'001 - 000'0014 000001 (s} (ooo'00L) 00000 - (z) (oo0'00L)  000‘00L - - OlUOJUY UES JO AID
- - - 000'6} 000'61 - 0052 005 - - - - aepy suued
000001 000'sZ1 (s) - 00s'20€ 00s°20€ (s) o000'0s1t - 000°0S} (2} (ooo'ost)  o00'0SH - - ABasu3 sopnag aland A0
000G 000'v @ (sz20'2) 000'v G.6°L - - - - - - - $984 Usalc) ojuojuy ues Buiping
- $ - s B (&) (62¢) $ vig'sp sys'sy  § - $ ovz'ee $ ove'ee $ - $ - $ - $ - $ wnisodwiAg - sales
Taw0duj
6cz'60s ¢ (6) 1ez'oss ¢ esL't  $ czz'evl 926051 $ 88’k ¢ 8ie'lel ¢ 90s'e6l ¢ - [ [ $ - $ yseg Bujuuibag
a|qeo|ddy sjqeanddy a|qejleAy  956'G8E ajqejieAy v9L $ L05'2sL ¢ soz'est ¢ — 90Z‘'z ¢ zZ16'00Z $ sLL'€OZ $ - $ S)asSY JaN pue sanljiqer |ejo)
JION 0| w!OZ 30
ajqealddy ajqed|jddy (s} oiqe|leAy 0ce‘z8e slqe|leAy (e) s9z [z T 886°6v1 (e) o0z 8LE'L6L ves'lel {zs6) $19SSY 19N
1°N 10N 10N 1oN
ajqestddy a|qesyddy (9) olqepeAy 9zg'e a|qejieAy W ) $ 8lz'c $ uz'e $ B () o000z ¢ ves'e § ves's $ z86
10N 10N 1oN 10N
ajqeayddy ajqesyddy [ (2's) olqelileAy 956'68E s|qefleAy (€) voL ¢ 10s'zsk ¢ soz'est ¢ f(eL) 90z'c ¢ zZie‘ooz § sll'coz $ - $ S)assY [e10L
10N ION ION 10N
JoBpng 3abpng asuataa wnjay juswiajels ERIEYEI ] uinjoy juswslels @ouasaylqg wnjay juswalels juswdeys
pajosfoid paypafoid xel 066 |ejoueury xe] 066 |ejoueUL4 xeL 066 lejoueuly Jeoueuly
9002 $00Z ¥00Z £00Z 2002 1002

002 '® ‘£00Z ‘2002 ‘L£ Jaquadaq Buipug spouad oy} o4
winey xe| 066 SHi Buipuodsslio) 0} sjuawale)s |eIduRUI4 JO uosuedwo)
ABiauz 10} diysiauned uenjodosjap
L LNIWHOVLLY



L1 Jo 6 abed

00l 099°LLS 001 [TIN142 001 1£9°186 00} 99G°¢61 001 LE€°0G6E
- - - - ) - - - - - -
l 099°G } [loT A 4 - 182 l 9z8‘lL - LEE
614 000192 gl 00S°12 - - - - - -
- - - - - $SE'C - - - -
- - 9 000°G2 - - - - - -
6 000°0S 4" 000°0S 6 000°0S - - - -
6 000°0S 4" 000'0S 6 000°0S - - - -
Ll 00000} €C 000°001} Ll 000'001 - - - -
- - - - € 000'61 l 0052 - -
Ll 000°00} 6¢ 000°GC) €S 00G°20€ 8. 000°0S} - -
l 000's 8 000't - - - - - -
- - - - - G/6'L - - - -
- - - - 6 SYG'8Y 0c 0vZ'6¢ - -
- - $ - - $ - - $ - - $ 00L  000'0SE $
% % % % %
9002 S00¢C 002 £00¢C 2002
yobpng lenmoy

900z B 500Z S}ebpng pajaafoid pue $00z B ‘€002 ‘200Z ‘L€ 19qwadag Bulpu3 sieap ay) 1oy |en)oy
JuSWA)R)S SWODU|
ABiau3z Joy diysiauped uejjodonaw

¢ LNIWHOVLLV

J401d SS0ID

awoau) puyj-u|

awoou| Jsalaju}

(sjueln Jayjo) spundg
aLLodU} SNOBUE]SISIW
(aoualsjuod Jo)) WY sexal
WaIsAS I3JEAA OIUOJUY UBS
Auno) Jexag

ouojuy ueg jo Ao

QB aluued

ABiaug aonag agng AiD
$994 U3aI5) OJUOJUY UES plINg
ugalo) Buppng

wnisodwAg - sajeg

sjels

:awoouj



L1 o 0} abed

(12]

(8)
(2)
(9)

(s)
()

(6)

()
()

()

()

(€)

@)
@)

905861 $
1¥8°eS1 8v6°CCL G1EGEC 905861
00l ¢€i8lLv 00l  .08°90¢F 00l  91E°9v¢ 00L  960°L¥C 00L  L£8'IS1
0S 00S°202 €5 0Z0'v9l i€ S64'621 6% 06Z'6L1 £ 019'95
- 005t - 005} - ze0') - 166 - -
1 005°C 1 005°C - - - - - -

- - - - v) 1 090'C ) LEL'e v) ¢ 85¥'2
! 000°¢ ! 005°C - z0L'} I 062'} z 88¢c'c

- 000°} - 000} - - - - - -

- - - . - ¥l - - (174 ¥89'0¢
€ 00804 (8 ¢ 0zz's z 009'9 € 068'L 9 £92'6

- - (2) - - () - 1414 (VIN! voc'L ) v £/9'G
£€C 00596 (99 91 000'8Y (9) 82 SlL¥'/6 (9) 8 L6l Z 10€°'€

- - - - - - - mv - -

! 000'S 4 000°S ! 7454 ! 6SP'c S raAN:}
- - - - - 444 - 291 - 1474
¥ 8€9°LL ] rAGEAR € ¥v9'6 ¥ £60'01 9 8£9'8
- 00§t - 000} - 659°L ! 209°} - LE9
- - - - ! 8£2'C } 992’1 ! A
- - G 1 0052 - - - - - -

- 0se (¢ ¢ 00512 - - - - - -

- - - - (¥) - e n €eT’t () - 16
1 000'S W z 000'S - - - - - -

- - - - - ¥ee - vil } 116

- - - - - - ! 896°L - -

- - (6) - - 6 | GS0'Y 6 104 (6) |} LE0'L
! 000't ! 000't L ¥60'¢ ! 895°¢C 4 21x4

- - - - - S89°t - - - -

- - - - ! 056t - - - -

- - - - (¢) €t Z61'SY (e} 4t ¥Ss'ov - -
¥ 000'G} - - - - - - - -
z SZL'6 v ¢ 629'L - - - - - -
S 00022 (v) € 000°6 - - - - - -

- - - - n v gee'el ) ¥ G2e'6 (r) 8 AR At

- - - - - - - 052 - -

- 000t ) - 000} - - - - - -

- - - - ) - 29€e (¥ - 295 () - 0€S

- - - - - £€8 - - - -

- - - - - ¥2e - 692 - 69

- - - - ! £58'C € (NN - 985

- 00S'L (2] - 005} - - - - - -

- - - - ) 1 82/t ) S8e'} v) 1 6Z8
I 000°¢ ! 000'C - 095 - - - -
€ 00001 () ¢ 000'S - - - - - -

- - - - (€} v 918t} - - - -

- - - - - 6.¢ - 6l1 - ey

- - - - - s - 20z - vis

. - - - - - - - - 962

- - (4] - - (2) - - (F4] - - @ ¢ 68€'C

- - ) - - 2 1 S/2'T b 0852 - Slv $

% % % % %

9002 5002 ¥00Z £00Z 2002
yobpng lenjoy

900Z 2 S00Z S196png pajoalold pue $00Z B ‘€00Z ‘2002 ‘I€ 19quadag Buipu3l siea ayy Jo) [lenoy

JuaWale)s awoodu|
ABsau3 1oy diysiauped ueyjodonopy

¢ INJWHOVLLVY

pu3 Jea, je s}assy JaN
awioduj JaN
sasuadx3 |ejoL

asuadx3 sabepy

asuadx3] |aael |

7s@/euoydajay

asuadx3 suoydaja]

sayddng

("019 ‘sasse(d ‘Bujulel)) Juawydsuul Jeis
sasuadx] sauejes

asuadx] juay

suojjedlgngd

9JIAISS |BUOISSBJOId

s994 Buisielpun |BUOISSSJOIH
asuadxa Buguud

Buiddiyg  abeysod

asuadx3g xe] |joi1hed

asuadx3 Supped

Celllle)

82140 mau Joj asnoy uadp
asuadxg Buinopy

sasuadx3 JoYi0

S}SOD) SNOBUE||99SIN

sBunaapy

saa4 |ebe

Joulalu}

@oueInsu|

(auued) ajumuapun ABioug swoH
asuadx3 juswdinby

wnsodwAg ABiaug

weiboid spiemy diysiapea ABiaug
{saako|dwa ] 4) uswaley
(s@9Aojdwa | 4) aoueinsu] yyesH
gsuadx3 weiboid syeuag saaholdwg
asuadx3] ya3
suonduosgng/sdiysiaquisiy
sdiysiaquapy B sang

suopeuoq

asuadx3g uopesaidsq

JOQE] }oB)UOD
suofelsibay/sasualajuo)d
$S82UaI3U0D

asuadx3g Jeyndwo)

sdoysxiopp Buipjing usai9
uaalg) ojuojuy UeS pjng
sabieyn jueg

oy

BuisiuaApy

934 Buissanoid |[01hed
Bununoooy

:sasuadx3y



11 40 || abed

-uosuedwos Jadoid Joy Moj|e JOu $80p J| "900Z PUE 500z Ul asuadxe Jsd/euoydajol
ay ypm padnoub aq o) sieadde ssuadxa siyl "¥00Z JO} 8EES PUE ‘€00Z 10} BOES 'Z00Z 10} 98$ SEM Yiuow J1ad 1500 abeJaAR 8yl 8210 jleWS B Yoans Joj ybiy waos sasy jewajuy] - (6)

-900Z Ul 00S°Z$ [BUOHIPPE U PUB GO0Z Ul 009° 1§ Alejewixoidde aseaiou) 0} jual pasned GO0Z Ul 3JiS Mau aU} 0} UOREIORY - (8)
-900Z PUE S00Z 10} POJEWINSS -0-$ 0} Z00Z U £/9°G$ WOJ) 958a199p 8y} 0} anp |ensnun sieadde asuadxs suojealiand - ()]

-sasuadxe |ejo} 0} abejuasiad Aejsuow pue junowe abJe| ay) 0) anp uojeue|dxa [BUOIPPE SABY PINOYS SWa)l dY| '9002 ybnoJy) £00Z WOoJ) S}ENJONY SIS [BUOISS8J0Id - (9)

‘sosuadxa JO UOJBIYISSE|D PazIpIepueR)S
ul papodal J0u 8JE S)S09 953y} ‘UOHPPE U} (asnoy uado ue Jo} 00G°Z$ pue sasuadxe Buirow ul 005°12$ “-9°1) sasuadxa 0} 9$eaIoUl 000'FZ$ B Ul PSJINSA) SHIS MaU B 0} UOKEJ0j3Y - (G)

-Jeak 0} Jeak woyy sisAjeue pue Aoua)siSuod sjuanald siyL “Jeak 0} Jeak woy Ajualoylp papiom ale sasuadx3 - (p)
-weibosd Ag padnoib aq jou pinoys sasuadxg Jeak 0} 189K woy; sisAjeue Jadod Joy mojie 0} paiinbal st sasuadxe JO UORBIIYSSED pazipiepuels - (€)
‘005'2$ ueeq sey sieak aauy) Jsed ayj Joj abelaae ay) aduls jensnun sieadde syl ‘900z pue GO0z 10j pajabpng jou asem asuadxe Buissasosd jjoJAed pue Bununoday - (z)

"3 O} PAJEUOp SEM JBU} WaiSAS DYAH UE JOJ +00Z Ut PaL0da) Jou Sem anuaAdy puni-ul Ul 000'81LS$ - (1)
:S9JON

900Z ' S00Z S196png pajdaloid pue pO0Z *® ‘€00Z ‘ZT00Z ‘L€ J9qwadeq Bulpug siea ay) 10} [enOY
JUBWJE)S BWOU|
AB1aug Joy diysiauped uejjodonap

¢ INJWHOVLLVY



