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i Objective

= TOo present the data for, and an
Impartial analysis of, the reasons for
Sudbury’s budget growth from 1990
to 2007/2008



i Data Sources

= Sudbury Annual Town Reports
= 1990 to 2007

= Sudbury Official Warrants
= 1990 to 2008

s Inflation Data

s http://inflationdata.com/Inflation/Inflation Rate/Historicallnflation.aspx

= http://data.bls.gov/cqi-bin/cpicalc.pl

= Additional Population Data
= Sudbury Town Clerk

s http://www.massbenchmarks.org/statedata/data.htm



http://inflationdata.com/Inflation/Inflation_Rate/HistoricalInflation.aspx
http://data.bls.gov/cgi-bin/cpicalc.pl
http://www.massbenchmarks.org/statedata/data.htm

Overview

= To analyze the reasons for Sudbury’s budget
growth from 1990 to 2007/2008 | examined
the following areas:
= Population Data
=« Population Growth Analysis
= Budget Data
« Budget Growth Analysis
= Employee Data
« Employee Staffing Ratio Analysis
= Per Resident/Student Expenditure Analysis
« Per Employee Expenditure Analysis
= Debt Data

= Debt Growth Analysis
= Yearly Debt Payment Analysis



Bottomline for 1990 to 2008

Sudbury’s yearly debt payments grew by 936.08%

Sudbury’s debt grew by 1,191.95%

Sudbury’s expenditure per resident/student grew by 150.06%

Sudbury’s expenditure per employee grew by 88.54%

Sudbury’s employee to resident ratio grew by 32.65%

Sudbury’s town employees grew by 67.05%
US Inflation grew by 73.77%

Sudbury’s population grew by 28.32%




Detalls for 1990 to 2008

Sudbury’s yearly debt payments grew from $431,663 to $4,472,354

Sudbury’s debt grew from $2,175,000 to $28,100,000

Sudbury’s expenditure per resident/student grew from $1,660 to $4,151

Sudbury’s expenditure per employee grew from $49,102 to $92,577

Sudbury’s employee to resident ratio grew from 3.3800 to 4.4835

Sudbury’s town employees grew from 485.3 to 810.61

US Inflation would have grown the budget by $17,580,119

Sudbury’s population grew from 14,090 to 18,080




Conclusions

We need to stringently examine any purchases that lead to bonded
debt since these initiatives have increased the town debt burden by
$25,925,000 - this translates to a yearly tax increase of $1,402.72
per resident — a 925.99% increase in 19 years

We need to closely examine the Employee to Resident/Student
ratios and identify areas for cuts in services and staffing since the
ratio has increased by 32.65% (from 3.3800 to 4.4835 employees
per resident).

= This is primarily due to a 19.66% increase in the K-8 staffing ratio.

= Are these increases due to Federal and State mandates or laws, or are
they discretionary increases due to the desire to provide more or higher

levels of service? If they are discretionary then do we agree that they
should be continued?

We need to investigate why the Town employee (excluding K-8

and LSRHS teachers) expenditure per resident increased by

150.09% - 76.32% more than inflation would account for. This is

especially true since the interrelated expenditure per Town

employee (again excluding K-8 and LSRHS teachers) increased by

95.91% - 22.14% more than inflation during the same time period.
= Expenditures per K-8 and LSRHS employees only grew 70.80% and

68.66% (respectively 2.98% and 5.12% less than inflation) during the
same period
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Sudbury Population 1930 to 2020
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‘ Sudbury Population Growth - #s
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Sudbury’s population is estimated to decrease by ~10.7%6 between now and 2020

*from 10-year census data
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1990-2007 Population Detalls
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1990-2007 Population Detalls
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1990-2007 Normalized Population Details
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1990-2007 Population Comparison

1990 Distribution - 14,090 People
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Between 1990 and 2007 Sudbury’s population
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1990-2007 Population Comparison

Population Comparison #s - 1990 to 2007
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Bottomline on Population Growth

= From 1990 to 2007 Sudbury’s population grew
by 3,990 people (28.32%)

= Although the number of people in all age
ranges grew:
= The K-8 age range had the largest overall % growth
compared to the other age ranges

« 4.77% Iincrease of total population percentage
76.33% increase from 1990 to 2007

= The 19-64 age range had the largest overall %
decrease compared to the other age ranges

= 9.26% decrease of total population percentage
10.69% increase from 1990 to 2007
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1990-2007 Budget Detalls
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1990-2007 Budget Comparison

1990 Budget - $23,829,380 2007 Budget - $75,043,880
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Dollars
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Bottomline on Budget Growth

= From 1990 to 2007 Sudbury’s budget grew by
$51,214,500 (214.92%)

= Although the budget grew in all areas except

for Minuteman HS:
= The Town/LSRHS debt service area had the largest
overall % growth compared to the other areas
= 7.97% increase of the total budget percentage
1,855.56% increase from 1990 to 2007
= The Town Operating Budget area had the largest
overall % decrease compared to the other areas

= 9.87% decrease of the total budget percentage
122.27% increase from 1990 to 2007
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i Budget Analysis Approach

= What was the Town budget in 19907

= What would have happened to the 1990
Budget if it was only impacted by Inflation?
= How does this compare to the actual Town
budgets from 1990 to 20087
= What if both inflation and population
growth were accounted for?

= What if inflation, population and town
employee staffing ratios were accounted
for?
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Yearly US Inflation Yate
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Between 1990 and 2007 inflation should have added 73.77%b to the budget
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Baseline 1990 Budget + Inflation vs. Actual
Town Budget
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Between 1990 and 2007 Sudbury’s budget increased by 214.92%;
141.59% more than inflation would account for
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Baseline 1990 Budget + Population Growth + Inflation
vs. Actual Town Budget
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Baseline 1990 Budget + Population Growth + Inflation +

Increased Staff Ratios vs. Actual Town Budget
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Between 1990 and 2007 Sudbury’s increased staffing ratios added 85.78%b to the budget
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Bottomline on Budget Growth Analysis

= From 1990 to 2008 Sudbury’s budget grew by
$51,214,500
s 214.92%increase; 141.15% more than inflation)

= The main components of this growth were:

= Increased Staff Ratios
= 85.78% increase ($20,441,622 increase)
39.91% of the budget increase
= Inflation
= 73.77% increase ($17,580,119 increase)
34.33% of the budget increase
= Population Growth
= 45.05% increase ($10,734,514 increase)
20.96% of the budget increase
= Other unidentified budget items

= 10.32% increase ($2,458,245 increase)
4.80% of the budget increase

32



!'_ Town Employee Data



¥ of Town Emplogees

1990-2007 Town Employee Detalls
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# of Town Employees

1990-2007 Town Employee Detalls
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1990-2007 Town Employee Comparison

1990 Distribution - 485.30 Employees
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Between 1990 and 2007 Sudbury’s town employees
increased by 67.05%




1990-2007 Town Employee Comparison

Town Employee Comparison #s - 1990 to 2007
{as of 26 February 2009)
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Bottomline on Town Employee’s

= From 1990 to 2007 Sudbury’s town employees
grew by 325.41 people (67.05%)

= Although the number of employees in all areas

grew:
= The K-8 employee area had the largest overall %
growth compared to the other areas

= 10.63% increase of total employee percentage
111.08% increase from 1990 to 2007

= The town employee area had the largest overall %
decrease compared to the other areas

= 10.82% decrease of total employee percentage
13.45% increase from 1990 to 2007
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Sudbury Employees per 100 Town Residents
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Between 1990 and 2007 Sudbury’s Employees per Resident increased by 32.65%
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1990-2007 Employee Staffing Comparison
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1990-2007 Employee Normalized Staffing
Comparison
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Between 1990 and 2007 Sudbury’s Employee ratio increased 32.65% more than the population growth

*Normalized to 1990 population and employee totals 43



i Bottomline on Employee Staffing Ratio Analysis

= From 1990 to 2007 Sudbury’s staffing
Ratios grew from 3.8000 employees per
100 residents to 4.4835 employees per
100 residents — a 32.65% increase
= K-8 Employee ratio increased 19.66%
« From 10.9002 to 13.0435

= LSRHS Employee ratio decreased 3.41%
« From 16.6700 to 16.1019

= Town Employees ratio decreased 9.90%
« From 1.1401 to 1.0272
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Expenditures per Resident/ Student

!'_ Analysis



Baseline 1990 Expenditures per Resident + Inflation vs.
Actual Town Expenditures per Resident
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Between 1990 and 2007 Sudbury’s expenditure per resident grew by 150.09%p;
76.32% more than inflation 46




Baseline 1990 Expenditures per Resident + Inflation vs.
Actual Town Expenditures per K-8 Student
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Between 1990 and 2007 Sudbury’s expenditure per K-8 Student grew by 104.38%o;
30.60% more than inflation 47



Baseline 1990 Expenditures per Resident + Inflation vs.
Actual Town Expenditures per LSRHS Student
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Between 1990 and 2007 Sudbury’s expenditure per LSRHS student grew by 62.91%;
10.87%o less than inflation 48




Student Analysis

i Bottomline on Expenditures per Resident/

= From 1990 to 2007 Sudbury’s expenditures per
resident and students grew by:
= Town expenditures per resident grew by 150.09%
= 76.32% more than inflation

= K-8 expenditures per student grew by 104.38%
» 30.60% more than inflation

= LSRHS expenditures per student grew by 62.91%
= 10.87% less than inflation
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Baseline 1990 Expenditures per All Employees + Inflation vs.
Actual Town Expenditures per All Employees
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Between 1990 and 2007 Sudbury’s expenditure per all employees grew by 88.54%;
14.76% more than inflation 51




Baseline 1990 Expenditures per Town Employees + Inflation
vs. Actual Town Expenditures per Town Employees
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Between 1990 and 2007 Sudbury’s expenditure per town employee grew by 95.91%c;
22.14% more than inflation 52



Baseline 1990 Expenditures per K-8 Employees + Inflation
vs. Actual Town Expenditures per K-8 Employees
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Between 1990 and 2007 Sudbury’s expenditure per K-8 employee grew by 74.49%;
2.98% less than inflation 53




Baseline 1990 Expenditures per LSRHS Employees + Inflation
vs. Actual Town Expenditures per LSRHS Employees
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Between 1990 and 2007 Sudbury’s expenditure per LSRHS employee grew by 68.66%b;
5.12% less than inflation 54




Bottomline on Expenditures per Employee
Analysis

= From 1990 to 2007 Sudbury’s expenditures per
employee grew by:
= Expenditures per all employees grew by 88.54%
14.76% more than inflation

= Expenditures per town employee grew by 95.91%
22.14% more than inflation

= Expenditures per K-8 employee grew by 70.80%
2.98% less than inflation

= Expenditures per LSRHS employee grew by 68.66%

5.12% less than inflation
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Outstanding $ of Debt

1990-2007 Town Debt
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= Tatal Debt
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Tearly Debt Pagment $

1990-2007 Yearly Debt Payments
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1990-2007 Town Debt per Resident
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30
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Tear

*Assumes population after 2008 = 2008 population
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1990-2007 Yearly Debt Payment per Resident

$700

—'{'early Oebt Fayment per Town Resident

$600

$500

$400

$300

$200

% of Yearly Debt Pagment per Resident

$100

Year

*Assumes population after 2008 = 2008 population
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i Bottomline on Town Debt

= From 1990 to 2007 Sudbury’s debt grew
by $25,925,000 (1,191.95%)
- From $2,175,000 to $28,100,000

= The yearly debt payments grew by
$4,040,691 (936.07%)
= From $431,663 to $4,472,354
= The yearly debt per resident grew by
$217.30 (722.79%)
= From $30.06 to $247.36
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!'_ Debt Growth Analysis



1990-2007 Town Debt Comparison

430,000,000

$25,000,000

$20,000,000

415,000,000

410,000,000

4$2.000

45,000,000
$1.800
$1.600
$0
Total Debt Tearly Debt Payment
$1.400
Debt Area
1,191.95% 936.08% $1.200
Increase Increase
In Area In Area

$1.000

$800

$600

$400

$200

$0

Total Debt per Town Resident Yearly Debt Payment per Resident
Debt Area
926.01% 722.89%
Increase Increase

In Area In Area 63



i Bottomline on Debt Growth Analysis

= From 1990 to 2007 Sudbury’s:
= Total debt grew by $25,925,000
- 1,192.95%

=« Yearly debt payment grew by $4,040,691
= 936.08%

= Total debt per resident grew by $1,402.72
= 925.99%

= Yearly debt payment per resident grew by $217.30
. 722.79%
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Bottomline on Sudbury’s 1990 to

!'_ 2007 Budget Growth




Key Findings for 1990 to 2007

Population Growth
= Sudbury’s population grew by 28.32%
Budget Growth
= Sudbury’s budget grew by 214.92%
Town Employee Growth
= Sudbury’s town employees grew by 67.05%
Employee Staffing Ratio Growth
= Sudbury’s employee to resident ration grew by 32.65%
Per Resident/Student Expenditure Growth
= Sudbury’s expenditure per resident/student grew by 150.06%
Per Employee Expenditure Growth
= Sudbury’s expenditure per town employee grew by 88.54%
Debt Growth
= Sudbury’s debt grew by 1,191.95%

Yearly Debt payments
= Sudbury’s yearly debt payments grew by 936.08%

For comparison purposes - between 1990 and 2007 inflation increased by 73.77%
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Bottomline for 1990 to 2008

Sudbury’s yearly debt payments grew by 936.08%

Sudbury’s debt grew by 1,191.95%

Sudbury’s expenditure per resident/student grew by 150.06%

Sudbury’s expenditure per employee grew by 88.54%

Sudbury’s employee to resident ratio grew by 32.65%

Sudbury’s town employees grew by 67.05%
US Inflation grew by 73.77%

Sudbury’s population grew by 28.32%
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Detalls for 1990 to 2008

Sudbury’s yearly debt payments grew from $431,663 to $4,472,354

Sudbury’s debt grew from $2,175,000 to $28,100,000

Sudbury’s expenditure per resident/student grew from $1,660 to $4,151

Sudbury’s expenditure per employee grew from $49,102 to $92,577

Sudbury’s employee to resident ratio grew from 3.3800 to 4.4835

Sudbury’s town employees grew from 485.3 to 810.61

US Inflation would have grown the budget by $17,580,119

Sudbury’s population grew from 14,090 to 18,080
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Conclusions

We need to stringently examine any purchases that lead to bonded
debt since these initiatives have increased the town debt burden by
$25,925,000 - this translates to a yearly tax increase of $1,402.72
per resident — a 925.99% increase in 19 years

We need to closely examine the Employee to Resident/Student
ratios and identify areas for cuts in services and staffing since the
ratio has increased by 32.65% (from 3.3800 to 4.4835 employees
per resident).

= This is primarily due to a 19.66% increase in the K-8 staffing ratio.

= Are these increases due to Federal and State mandates or laws, or are
they discretionary increases due to the desire to provide more or higher

levels of service? If they are discretionary then do we agree that they
should be continued?

We need to investigate why the Town employee (excluding K-8

and LSRHS teachers) expenditure per resident increased by

150.09% - 76.32% more than inflation would account for. This is

especially true since the interrelated expenditure per Town

employee (again excluding K-8 and LSRHS teachers) increased by

95.91% - 22.14% more than inflation during the same time period.
= Expenditures per K-8 and LSRHS employees only grew 70.80% and

68.66% (respectively 2.98% and 5.12% less than inflation) during the
same period
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!'_ Baseline Data Used in Budget Analysis



Baseline Census Data

Sudbury Total| Population Population
Year Population Growth # Growth %
1930 1,152
1340 1,754 572 453.39%
=l 2 585 842 45,00 %
196[) 7 A47 4 B51 186.56%
15970 13,506 b 053 81.36%
13800 14 027 521 3.86%
1950 14 358 331 2.36%
2000 16,541 2 483 17.29%
2010 Estimate 16,753 -85 -0.52%
2020 Estimate 15 050 -1,703 10,17 %

http://www.massbenchmarks.org/statedata/data.htm
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Baseline Town Data - # Data

K-8 Budget Average Average | Average
(including Town + Town Cost per Average Cost Per | Cost Per
Total Grade K8 Grade 9-12 SPS LSRHS Minuteman |LSRHS Debt | Operating | Total Town K8 LSRHS Town Total Town |Cost Per K8| LSRHS Town
Year Population | Pre-K Ages Ages Ages™ 1964 Ages =65 Ayes Total Town Budget Benefits) Budget HS Budyet Sernvice Budget Employ Employ Employ Employ Employ Employ Employ Employ
950 4,358 o041 F97 754 9.504 994 $23,829 360 $9.251 671 $o818.727 400,785 $364 595 7 993 502 85.30 9590 267 E369 $49,102 47 226 46,287 $48,834
991 489 072 878 19 10,253 an §26 202821 $8,755307 | §5989.788 427 532 $974 876 9,056 018 89.10 9970 267 E369 $51.529 43,842 47 548 $56,318
952 4543 047 593 730 94825 948 §26,167 967 $10,081,892 | $6 367 491 357 370 $960 400 0 400,514 78.40 89.00 257 B3 B! $54.741 53,343 50 552 $51.321
993 5325 103 2064 725 10,434 999 $27 454 B35 $9.041.366 | §F 535191 G458 075 1,073 835 9,852 168 7210 8270 27 B3 B! $55,154 49 487 52018 360,799
954 5713 131 2,180 718 10,559 1,024 $29 326 781 $10,020,841 | $6 942 552 705,912 1,156 017 | §10,501 443 55.39 96 99 x7 B3 B! $60,255 50,870 55,227 364,154
1998 15510 1,116 2308 761 10,314 1011 $30 963 045 $12536 369 | §7 341877 729 064 11145603 | $9,161,142 51326 22213 12563 185 50 $60,365 56,867 55 440 $55 354
1996 16,079 1157 2486 807 10,581 1,048 $33.128 019 $13 14274 | $7 786 2838 $702 548 $1,598 231 $9,326 378 541.20 251.47 121.30 188 43 $61.212 $54,139 $64,190 $55 372
1997 16,542 1287 2551 862 10,726 1116 $35 492 B51 $14B16223 | $8,115,051 $762 592 $2,028 055 $9,970,730 563.39 266.34 12518 17187 $62 998 $54 878 $64 827 $58.013
1998 6,508 188 2 BE6 913 10,390 349 39,008 554 6109271 | $8.298 619 659 697 3,416 084 0,484 983 599.24 30293 .50 6481 $65,097 $53,178 63,107 363619
1999 B532 190 2739 950 10,302 351 40 460,185 7 273E98 | §8.701.424 785,490 3,060 326 0,649 247 624.09 3893 3b.55 B9.61 364,831 §54,16 B4,193 $62,767
2000 5,929 489 2878 1,006 9476 563 45,185 579 9,120,719 | $9570 937 521,389 4 468 133 1464 401 679.66 35599 46.60 77.o7 366,463 $53.71 55,286 364,858
2001 7245 241 2954 1,085 10,291 B93 48,340,725 21,383,113 0,336 491 256,113 4,208 637 2,158 371 72753 39348 55.00 79.07 $66 445 $54 34 BB 587 $67.897
2002 7423 254 3003 1,115 10,340 ik 58,784 117 §23,762 767 1,401 008 319,158 $10,770,194 2,531,000 792,60 41074 200.86 81.00 §74,166 §57 854 56 761 $69 252
2003 17 B78 1272 3053 1,143 10,465 1736 B1,656,735 §25.474 439 | $12 208 F92 376,971 $10,410,589 | 13,186,044 776.30 39255 20275 181.00 §79.424 $64 895 B0, 206 §72.851
2004 17825 12490 3,183 1217 10,504 1.760 $61,991,452 326221979 [ $12 352,143 $373.813 $8,996,334 | $14.047,177 77260 392585 20275 17730 $80 237 366,799 $60 923 $79.228
2005 18,107 1303 3236 1274 10515 1778 $64,830 696 $27 310,117 [ $12 804 319 $293 321 $7 611,945 | §$16,810,994 761.37 389.07 193.50 17880 $85.150 $70,193 $66,172 $94.021
2008 18,207 1311 3308 1311 10,489 1,788 $67,721876 $29,165,866 | $14592,013 $304 640 $0,062,108 | $15597 227 809.83 41493 210.70 184.20 $83625 §70,291 §69,255 364 575
2007 18,080 1,301 3169 1314 10,520 1,775 $70699313 $31.042,096 | $15.101,094 3376134 §7.770684 | 16400305 805.25 41135 21070 18420 $067 689 §75 464 §71671 $69,084
2008 18,080 1301 3169 1314 10,520 1778 §75,043 880 $33,341,232 | $16.514 863 $2090812 $7 129866 | $17 767,107 81061 41335 21185 18571 $92.577 $60,661 §78.066 $95 671
20038
%Growth | 76597% | 2501% | 7633% [ 74.22% [ 1069% [ 7B62% | 214.92% [ 76038% [ 18362% [ 77.44% [ 185656% | 122.27% | 67.08% [ 111.00% [ 6761% | 13.45% 88.54% 70.50% 68.66% | 95.91%

From Town Report
Fram Cther Source Document
Interpolated
Same 5= Prior Year
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Baseline Town Data - % Data

K-8 Budget
{including Town + Town
Total Grade 912 Total Town SPs LSRHS Minuteman | LSRHS Debt| Operating | Total Town K8 LSRHS Town

Year Population | Pre.-K Ages | Grade K-8 Ages Ages 1964 Ages >65 Ages Budget Benefits) Budget HS Budget Service Budget Employ Employ Employ Employ
1290 14,358 7.25% 12.52% 5.25% 66.19% 5.92% $23,529,380 38.82% 24.42% 1.68% 1.53% 33.55% 485.30 40.37% 25.90% 33.73%
1991 14 831 7.20% 12.60% 4.83% B8.85% 5.52% §26,202 521 34.74% 23.77% 1.70% 3.87% 35.593% 483.10 40.83% 25.70% 33.47%
1292 14 543 7.20% 13.70% 5.02% B7.56% 6.52% §26,187 967 38.50% 24 31% 1.36% 3.74% 32.08% 473.40 38.51% 26.28% 34.22%
1293 15,325 7.20% 13.47% 4.73% 68.08% 6.52% $27 454 B35 32.93% 23.82% 3.09% 3.91% 36.25% 472.10 38.70% 26.63% 34.67%
1294 15713 7.20% 13.87% 4.57% 67.84% 6.52% $29,326,7581 3417% 2367% 24% 3.94% I581% 486.39 40.50% 25.85% 33.85%
1995 15510 7.20% 14.68% 4.90% 66.50% 5.52% $30,283.045 40.78% 23.70% 2.35% 3.60% 2857% 513.26 43.28% 24.48% 32.24%
1296 16,079 7.20% 15.46% 5.02% 65.80% 6.52% §33,128.019 41.10% 23.50% 212% 5.13% 28.15% 541.20 46.47% 2.41% 31.12%
1297 16,542 7.78% 15.42% 5.21% 64.84% 6.76% $35,492 651 41.18% 22.86% 2.15% 571% 28.09% 563.39 47.27% 22.22% 30.51%
1998 16,506 7.20% 16.15% 5.53% §2.95% 817 % $39,008 654 41.30% 21.27% 1.79% 8.76% 26.85% 589.24 50.55% 21.94% 27.50%
1239 16,532 7.20% 16.57 % 5.75% 62.32% 8.17% 540 460,185 42.69% 21.51% 1.94% 7.54% 26.32% 524.09 51.10% 21.72% 27.18%
2000 16,229 8.80% 16.95% 5.94% 56.97% 9.82% §45,185 579 42.32% 21.18% 1.15% 9.93% 25.42% 679.66 52.38% 21.57% 26.05%
2001 17,245 7.20% 17.13% 6.18% 58.68% 9.62% $45,340,725 44.23% 21.38% 0.53% 5.70% 25.15% 72783 54.08% 21.30% 2461%
2002 17 423 7.20% 17.24% B.40% 58.34% 982% §58,784,117 40.42% 19.38% 0.54% 18.32% 21.32% 792.60 51.62% 25.34% 22.84%
2003 17 578 7.20% 17.27% B.50% 50.21% 9.82% §51 656,735 41.32% 19.80% 0.61% 16.85% 21.39% 776.30 50.57% 26.12% 23.32%
2004 17 925 7.20% 17.58% B.78% 58.60% 9.82% $51,991 452 42.30% 19.93% 0.60% 14.51% 22.66% 772.60 50.81% 26.24% 22895%
2005 15,107 7.20% 17.87% 7.04% 58.07% 9.62% $54,530 696 42.13% 19.75% 0.45% 11.74% 25.93% 7E1.37 51.10% 2241% 23.48%
2006 18,207 7.20% 18.17 % 7.20% 57 61% 9.62% §70,699 313 43.91% 21.36% 0.53% 10.99% 23.21% 606.25 51.02% 26.13% 2285%
2007 18,080 7.20% 17.53% 7% 58.19% 9.82% §70,599.313 43.91% 21.36% 0.53% 10.99% 23.21% 805.25 51.02% 26.13% 2285%
2008 18,080 7.20% 17.53% 7% 58.19% 9.62% $75,043,830 44.43% 22.01% 0.39% 9.80% 23.68% 810.61 50.99% 26.10% 2281%
2009

%hGrowth |  25.92% | 0.72% | 40.03% 38.36% | 12.09% 4185% [ 214.92% | 14.44% 9.88% | 76.96% 520.97% 29.42% 67.03% 26.32% 0.75% | 32.08%

From Town Report

Fram Cther Source Document

Interpolated

Same 5= Prior Year
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Normalized Population Data

Total Grade K-8 Grade 912

Year Population | Pre K Ages Ages Ages™ 1964 Ages =69 Ages
1990 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
1951 1.0371 1.0256 1.0438 0.9535 1.0768 0.9765
1992 1.0129 1.0056 1.1089 0.9675 1.0338 0.9539
1993 1.0673 1.05596 1.1454 0.9613 1.0978 1.0052
1994 1.0944 1.0864 1.2130 0.9527 1.1215 1.0307
1995 1.0802 1.0724 1.2842 1.0086 1.0852 1.0174
1996 1.1199 1.1118 1.3833 1.0698 1.1133 1.0547
1997 1.1521 1.2363 1.4194 1.1429 1.1286 1.1227
1993 1.1496 1.1413 1.4834 1.2105 1.0933 1.3567
1999 1.1514 1.1431 1.6240 1.2559 1.0840 1.3505
2000 1.1791 1.4304 1.5997 1.3340 0.9971 1.6730
2001 1.2011 1.1924 1.6437 1.4125 1.0828 1.7037
2002 1.2135 1.2047 1.6709 1.4791 1.0879 1.7213
2003 1.2312 1.2223 1.6987 1.5231 1.1014 17465
2004 1.2484 1.2394 1.7544 16144 1.1052 1.7709
2005 1.2611 1.2520 1.8006 1.6896 1.1064 1.7888
2005 1.2651 1.2589 1.8406 1.7380 1.1037 1.7987
2007 1.2502 1.2501 1.7633 1.7422 1.1069 1.7862
2005 1.2592 1.2501 1.7633 1.7422 1.1069 1.7862
2009

WGrowth | 2592% | 2501% | 7633% | 74.22% 1063% | 75.62%

From Town Report
Fram Cther Source Document
Interpolated
Same 5= Prior Year
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US Yearly Inflation Rate Data

US Yearly Cum Yearly Cum
Year | Inflation Rate Inflation Inflation %
1990 5.39% 1.05390 5.39%
1991 4.25% 1.05565 H.87 %
1992 3.03% 1.131598 13.20%
1993 2.96% 1.16545 16.55%
1994 2.61% 1.19591 19.55%
1995 2.81% 1225951 22.95%
1996 2.93% 1.26554 26.55%
1997 2.34% 1.258515 29.52%
1998 1.55% 1.31523 31.52%
1999 2.19% 1.34403 34 40%
2000 3.38% 1.38546 33.95%
2001 2.83% 1.42878 42 88%
2002 1.558% 1.45150 45.15%
2003 2.2 % 1.45444 43.44%
2004 2.B8% 1.52423 52 42%
2005 3.39% 1.57550 A7 .55%
2006 3.24% 1. 62H5E B2 70%
2007 2.85% 1.67333 b7 33%
2008 3.85% 1.73775 73.77%
2009

http://inflationdata.com/Inflation/Inflation Rate/Historicallnflation.aspx

http://data.bls.qgov/cqgi-bin/cpicalc.pl



http://inflationdata.com/Inflation/Inflation_Rate/HistoricalInflation.aspx
http://data.bls.gov/cgi-bin/cpicalc.pl

Budget Estimate Comparison Data

Inflation &
Inflation & | Population &
Inflation Population Staff Ratio
Actual Town Adjusted Adjusted Adjusted
Year Budget Town Budget®| Town Budget | Town Budget
1990 F23829560 | $23529380 | $23.E293080 | $23,529 330
1991 F25 202 521 26,181,119 | 27 153,019 | §27 590,106
1992 F26 187 967 | $26 574407 | §27 521967 | §27 504 957
1993 F27 454 B35 | $I7 772850 | $29B453 329 | §28,352 20
1994 $28 326 781 F28 497 72 31187 122 | §ERET3AE
1995 F30983,045 | $29298 507 | $31 6549244 | $32 517 535
1996 $33.128,019 | $30,156953 | $33.771671 $35 292 525
1997 $35 492 B51 Fa0 862626 | ¥35 557150 | $37 5599 357
1998 F39, 005 654 | $31340997 | $36,025704 | $40611 5810
1999 F0 460,185 | $32027 365 | $36 576,751 $435 222 231
2000 F45.185,579 | $55109.590 | $39058 677 | §48 661,803
2001 B40.340,725 | $34046,899 | §40,892 797 | $53 563 257
2002 B0 784117 | $34508 245 | B 5T 7EY | $58.281 795
2003 BB61 b6, 735 | $35,373398 | $45552 7008 | $59.380 674
2004 BE1.991 452 | $o6521.405 | $45344 838 | 60651471
2005 ¥54 530696 | $37 552 701 $47 358 041 $61 526 BB
2006 BE7 721,876 | $96769.4058 | $49.162 461 $E7 592 495
2007 FO0B99313 | $39574.337 | 02108595 | $59.518,749
2008 F7/5043,680 | $41.409.499 | 144013 | §E 585 B35
2009
§ Growth 1214500 | 17580119 | $10734 514 | §20441 B2 B2 458 245
% Contribution n/a 34.33% 20.965% 39.91% 4.80%
% Growth 214.92% 7377 % 45.05% 85.75% 10.32%
% Growth 214.92% | 73.07% [ 11882% | 20461%
% Ahove
Inflation UETEk

* Uses 1990 as the budget hasis




Normalized Employee Data

Total Town K& LSRHS Town

Year Employees | Employees | Employees | Employees
15950 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
1991 1.0075 1.0134 1.0000 1.0000
19592 0.9555 0.9645 1.0000 1.0000
1993 0.9725 0.9326 1.0000 1.0000
1994 1.0022 1.0056 1.0000 1.0000
1995 1.0576 1.1339 0.9954 1.0111
19596 1.1152 1.2837 0.9649 1.0230
1997 1.1609 1.3596 0.9955 1.0500
1995 1.2345 1.5464 1.0461 1.0068
1959 1.268E0 1.6250 1.0783 1.0362
2000 1.4005 1.8172 11682 1.0817
2001 1.4991 2.00585 1.2330 1.0940
2002 1.6332 2.0967 1.5975 1.1057
2003 1.59596 2.0035 1.6128 1.1057
2004 1.55920 2.0035 1.6128 1.0831
2005 1.5659 1.9561 1.53593 1.0923
2006 1.bREY 21181 1.6761 1.1253
2007 1.6613 209593 1.6761 1.1253
2005 16703 2.1100 1.68258 1.1345
2009

W Growth | B7.03% | 111.00% | 68.28% | 13.45%
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Per Resident Data

Inflation % Change in | % Change in | % Change in | % Change in
Actual Adjusted Actual Total | Actual Town | Actual K8 |Actual LSRHS Actual Total | Actual Town | Actual K& |Actual LSRHS
Expenditures | Expenditures Employees Employees Employees Employees Employees Employees Employees Employees
per Town per Town per 100 Town Per 100 per 100 per 100 per 100 Town Per 100 per 100 per 100

Year Resident Resident Residents Residents Students Stuients Residents Residents Stuients Students
1930 #1660 $1.749 3.3800 1.140 10.9002 16.6700 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00%
1931 1892 $1.823 3.2545 1.0993 10.6450 174772 -2.82% -3.58% -2.34% 4.84%
1992 §1.80 $1.879 3.2696 1.1266 9.4832 172250 -2.68% -1.27% -13.00% 3.33%
1993 1.7 $1.934 3.0806 1.0681 8.8517 17.3405 -8.66% -6.31% -18.79% 4.02%
1934 §1 566 $1.985 3.0955 1.0417 9.0362 174968 -8.42% -53.62% -17.10% 4.965%
1995 §1.998 $2.041 3.3032 1.0671 9.6244 16,5174 -2.09% -5.40% 11.71% -0.92%
1996 §2 060 $2,100 3.365% 1.0475 10.1154 15.0355 -0.42% -5.12% -7.20% 9.51%
1997 52,146 $2,140 3.4055 1.0390 10. 44065 145247 0.76% -5.57% -4.22% 1287 %
1995 §2.363 $2.183 3.6304 0.9955 11,3627 14.4051 7.41% -12.42% 4.24% -13.89%
1999 b2 447 $2 231 3.7750 1.0259 11.6440 14.2665 11.69% -10.01% £.582% -14.42%
2000 §2 569 $2 306 4.01458 1.0460 1236823 14.5723 18.78% -3.25% 13.60% -12.58%
2001 §2 803 $2 371 4.2188 1.0354 13.3196 14.5519 24.82% -5.92% 22.20% -12.71%
2002 3,374 $2 409 4.5492 1.0359 136777 18.0084 34.59% -5.55% 25.45% 5.03%
2003 ¥3 458 $2 4bd 4.3913 1.0239 12.8578 176522 29.92% -10.19% 17 .96% 5.89%
2004 ¥3 455 $2.530 4.3102 0.595891 12,4500 16.6539 27.52% -13.24% 14.22% -0.10%
2005 ¥3.580 $2 615 4.2043 0.9575 12.0232 15,1865 24.40% -13.39% 10.30% -5.90%
2006 3,720 $2.700 4.4479 1.0117 12,5432 16.0665 31.59% -11.26% 15.07 % -3.62%
2007 §3.910 b2,777 4.4593 1.0188 12,9804 16.0372 31.93% -10.64% 19.08% -3.80%
2008 §4.151 $2.854 4.4835 1.0272 13.0435 16.1019 3265% -5.90% 19.66% -3.41%
2002

% Growth 150.09% 73.77% J2.65% -5 90% 19.66% -3.41%

% Above

Inflation 76.32%
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Normalized Staff Data

Normalized
Town
Normalized | Normalized | Employees
Total Town | Total Town to Town
Year Employees | Residents Residents
1950 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
1991 1.0078 1.0371 0.9718
1952 0.9858 1.0129 0.9732
1983 0.9725 1.0673 0.9114
159594 1.0022 1.0944 0.9155
1955 1.0576 1.0802 0.9791
1956 1.1182 1.1199 0.9955
19587 1.1609 1.1521 1.0076
1985 1.2348 11496 1.0741
19593 1.2860 1.1514 1.1169
2000 1.4005 1.1791 1.1878
2001 1.4931 1.2011 1.2452
2002 1.6332 1.2135 1.3459
2003 15596 1.2312 1.2992
2004 1.5520 1.2454 1.2752
2005 1.5689 1.2611 1.2440
2006 1.6RE7 1.2651 1.3159
2007 1.6613 1.2692 1.3193
2005 1.6703 12692 1.53265
2009
% Growth E703% | 2592% | 3265%
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Expenditure per Town Resident Data

Inflation
Actual Adjusted
Expenditures | Expenditures
per Town per Town
Year Resident Resident
15510 $1 6RO $1,749
15951 b1 B9 $1,823
15952 #1801 $1,579
19593 #1791 $1.934
15994 51 ohb 51,5955
1995 B1 9595 52 041
1996 b2 0RO 52,100
1997 b2 146 52,150
159595 b2 3ka b2 185
1593 b2 447 b2 251
2000 b2 BRY $2 306
2001 b2 503 b2 371
2002 b3,374 b2 409
2003 b3 o8 b2 dbd
2004 b3 dab ¥ A30
2005 b3 560 52 E15
2006 b3 720 52,700
2007 F3,910 2077
2005 B4 151 §2 584
2003
% Growth 150.09% 73.77%
% Above
Inflation 76.32%
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Expenditure per K-8 Student Data

Inflation
Actual Adjusted
Expenditures | Expenditures
per K-8 per K-8
Year Student Student
15950 $5.145 $5 425
1551 b4 BB7 $5 B56
159592 #5055 $o 527
15993 $4 351 5,000
15954 b4 557 B0, 156
159595 $0. 475 $5 329
159596 $5 475 B5 515
159597 #5730 b BB
159595 6,042 B6 .77
1599 §5 307 §5 913
2000 0 651 B 153
2001 $7 239 $7 355
2002 $7 913 B A72
2003 $o 344 $7 B42
2004 $5.317 $7 845
2005 $5 439 $3,112
2006 $5.817 $58.375
2007 $3 756 $5 514
2005 10,521 $o S46
2003
% Growth 104.38% 73,77 "%
I Above
Inflation B
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Expenditure per LSRHS Student Data

Inflation
Actual Adjusted
Expenditures | Expenditures
per LSRHS per LSRHS
Year Student Student
15950 $7 716 $5,132
1551 $a 327 $5 475
159592 $0. 725 $o 734
15993 $3.020 $5 9593
15954 $9 BB3 $9 220
159595 $9 653 $9 487
159596 $3 B51 $3 765
159597 $9 416 $9 9593
159595 $5.051 $10,148
1599 $3,155 $10,371
2000 $9.514 10,721
2001 $9.704 $11.024
2002 B0 220 $11,200
2003 10 625 $11.454
2004 $10 146 $11.767
2005 F10 045 $12 160
2006 F11 127 $12 554
2007 $11.454 $12 911
2005 12 570 $13 409
2003
% Growth 62.91% 73,77 "%
% Above
Inflation SR




Expenditures per All Employees Data

Inflation
Actual Adjusted
Expenditures | Expenditures
per All per All
Year Employee Employee
15950 F45 102 F51,745
15951 51,529 $53 945
159592 o4 741 95 583
15993 $58,154 $a7 228
15954 BBl 295 Lt B
159595 b0 365 $B0 372
15996 $E1 212 §E2 141
1997 BB 2995 $b3 595
159595 BB5 097 $64 551
15953 hbd 55T $B5 995
2000 bbb 453 $bE 226
2001 BEE 445 $70 156
2002 b7 4,166 120
2003 75 424 §72 850
2004 $a0 237 §74 543
2005 h85 150 ¥ 7 380
2006 83 625 $75 556
2007 a7 Bos $a2 164
2005 9L AT $05 326
2003
% Growth 88.54% 7377 "%
‘o Above
Inflation Uoslfe




Expenditures per Town Employee Data

Inflation
Actual Adjusted
Expenditures | Expenditures
per Town per Town
Year Employee Employee
15950 B8 534 #5171 466
15951 95 318 $53 B53
159592 51,321 Fo5 2750
15993 BB0 795 $5B 2915
15954 bed 154 $58 401
159595 55 354 $B0 042
15996 $o5 372 $51 801
1997 #5013 B3 247
159595 63 515 B4 227
15953 BB 7av 05 B34
2000 b4 Ba8 BB 85
2001 BB 897 $E9 773
2002 hes 23 #7055
2003 72857 F72 497
2004 $79 228 §74 434
2005 94 021 BB 957
2006 84 575 F759 457
2007 $55 034 81,715
2005 95 67 $54 561
2003
% Growth 95.91% 7377 "%
‘o Above
Inflation it




Expenditures per K-8 Employee Data

Inflation
Actual Adjusted
Expenditures | Expenditures
per K8 per K-8

Year Employee Employee
1950 47 226 b4 772
1951 b3 542 $o1,887
1952 53,343 53 A0
19593 B9 457 95 042
1954 #o0 570 Fob 478
1955 ieapary $58 Ohb
19596 o4 139 o8 7B7
1957 o4 575 61,165
1995 53,178 Be2 113
1958 o4 167 B3 474
2000 3,711 b5 B13
2001 54 346 a7 476
2002 o7 954 HbiE 545
2003 b4 55 70,105
2004 bbb 795 71,984
2005 70,153 b4 424
2005 $70 291 b7k 536
2007 75 b4 75 025
2005 HE0 BE1 $52 0BG
2003

% Growth 70.80% 73.77%

% Above

Inflation 2-98%




Expenditures per LSRHS Employee Data

Inflation
Actual Adjusted
Expenditures | Expenditures
per LSRHS per LSRHS
Year Employee Employee
15950 BB 257 $45 782
1551 47 B45 #a0 555
159592 hol Ba2d #5396
15993 2 018 $53 247
15954 o5 227 $95 355
159595 FoE 440 Fo6 910
159596 $B4 1590 $58 578
159597 b4 527 $55 945
159595 63,107 $60 578
1599 $E4 193 §E2 211
2000 b5 286 B4 314
2001 b6 B57 $B6,134
2002 b 7B BB 185
2003 Hb0 206 $BE 710
2004 BB0 923 $70 552
2005 BBk 17 B2 943
2006 FB5 285 §75 307
2007 1B b7 A53
2005 #75 0B6 $a0 435
2003
% Growth 68.66% 73,77 "%
% Above
Inflation ol




Town Debt Data

Yearly Debt
Total Debt per Payment per
Town Yearly Debt Town
Year Total Deht Resident Payment Resident
1990 $2,175 000 $151.48 $431 6563 $30.06
1991 $1,200,000 127,59 $522,100 $35.06
1992 $5,100,000 $350.68 $1.,049 G439 7218
1993 $&,345 000 $414.03 $1,146,133 17479
1994 $5,580 000 $355.12 $1,103 603 §70.24
1995 $8,190 000 $626.05 $1.776 B85 $114.55
1995 $6,975 000 $433.80 $1.646 620 F02.41
1997 $12,256 000 §740.54 $3,270,156 $197.69
1993 $9,890 000 $599.18 $2.950 325 $178.74
1999 $16,250,000 $982.94 $2.909 772 $176.01
2000 $48 620 000 $2.571.95 $3,518 980 $207.87
2001 $51,925 000 $3,011.02 $10,224 295 $892.88
2002 $44 525 000 $2575.48 $9,385 239 $538.67
2003 $40,280 000 $2,278.54 $7 900 G686 $446.92
2004 $36,520,000 F2.024.11 ¥6,014 574 $335.54
2005 $33,615,000 $1,856.46 $5,733 587 $316.65
2005 $30,520,000 ¥ .676.258 $5,309 595 $291.62
2007 $28,100,000 $1.,554.20 b4 472 354 $247.36
2005 $25 680 000 $1.420.35 $4,347 060 $240.43
2009 $23,265 000 $1,286.78 $4,261 604 $2358.71
2010 $20,550,000 1,153 $4,180 354 231
2011 $18,560 000 $1,026.55 $3,883 860 $214.82
202 $16,365 000 $905.14 $3,659 506 F202.41
2013 $14 170,000 §783.74 $3,008,169 $166.38
2014 $11,975 000 HBE2.33 $2,900 050 $160.40
2015 $9,880 000 $546.46 $2 694 675 $149.04
2015 $7 B850 000 $423.12 $2,527 B50 $139.80
2m7 $5,820 000 $321.90 $2,430 025 $134.40
2018 $4,020 000 §222.35 $2,106 675 $116.52
209 $2,119,993 117,26 $2,112.275 $116.83
2020 0 $0.00 $2,069 500 5114.48
2021 0 50
2022
203
2024
2025
2026
207
% Growth | t19195% | 92699% | 93E08% | 72279%
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Debt Principa

Remaining

Data

2002 Warrant 2003 Warrant -|2004 Warrant -|2005 Warrant -|2006 Warrant -|2007 Warrant -| 2008 Warrant -
Debt Principal| Debt Principal| Debt Principal| Debt Principal| Debt Principal| Debt Principal| Debt Principal
Year Remaining Remaining Remaining Remaining Remaining Remaining Remaining
1990
1991 §2,175000 §2 175,000
1992 $1,500,000 $1.,900,000
1993 $5,100,000 $5 100,000
1994 $6,345 000 $6 345 000
1995 $5 580,000 $5 580,000
1996 $2,190,000 55,190,000
1997 $6.975 000 $6.975 000
19598 §12,255 000 $12 255 000
1999 $9,890,000 $9.890,000
2000 $16,250,000 $16,250,000
2001 §48 520,000 $458 520 000
2002 $21,670,000 $51,925 000
2003 §44 760,000 $44 925 000
2004 §40,125 000 $40,280 000 544 850,000
2005 ¥36,675,000 $365,520,000 §40,900,000 | $40,900,000
2006 §33,480,000 $33,615,000 37 170,000 | $37 170,000 §35,900,000
2007 $30,3590,000 $30,520,000 F35.550,000 | %33.550,000 $35,150,000 $35,150,000
2008 §27 975,000 $25,100,000 $30,605,000 | $30,605,000 ¥32,080,000 $32,0580,000 $32,080,000
20039 §25 580,000 $25 650,000 §27 BEO000 | $27 660,000 $29,010,000 §29,010,000 $29,010,000
2010 §23.145 000 $23,265 000 24,720,000 | §24,720,000 §25 900,000 $25,900,000 $25 900,000
2011 §20,730,000 $20,550,000 §21,780,000 | $21,780,000 §22 745,000 §22 745,000 $22 745,000
2012 §185,440,000 $15,560,000 F18,9655,000 | $18,965,000 $19,755,000 §19,755,000 $19,755,000
2013 §16,245 000 $16,365 000 FB245000 | §16,245,000 $16,880,000 $16,880,000 $16,880,000
2014 §14 050,000 $14 170,000 $14,050,000 | %14,050,000 §14 550 000 §14 550,000 $14 550 000
2015 §11,855,000 $11,5975,000 F11.,855000 | $11,855,000 §12,240,000 §12,240,000 $12,240,000
2016 $9.760, 000 $9 880,000 $9,760 000 $9.,760,000 $10,045 000 $10,045 000 $10,045 000
2m7 §7.730,000 §7 550,000 $7.730,000 §7 730,000 $7.930 000 §7 930,000 $7.930,000
2018 $5,700,000 $5 820,000 $5,700,000 §5,700,000 $5,825 000 §0,825 000 $5,825 000
201139 ¥3,900 000 $4 020,000 3,900 000 $3,500,000 #3960 000 $3 960,000 $3,960,000
2020 $1,995 909 $2119959 $2 000 000 §2,000,000 $2015 000 §2.015,000 $2,015 000
2021 0 0 0 0 0 0 50
2022
2023
2024
2025
2026
2027
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Yearly Debt Payment

Data

2002 Warrant |2003 Warrant |2004 Warrant |2005 Warrant |2006 Warrant -|2007 Warrant -|2008 Warrant -
Year Debt Service | Debt Service | Debt Service | Deht Service | Debt Service | Debt Service | Debt Service
1890
1891 $431 663 §431 BE3
1992 522 100 $522 100
1993 $1,049 549 $1 049 Fa9
1994 §1,146 133 §1,146 133
1995 $1,103 603 $1,103 603
1996 §1,776 B85 $1,776 BBA
1997 §1 646 620 §1 646 520
1898 §3,270 158 §3,270 158
1999 §2 950,325 §2 9650 325
2000 §2.909 772 §2 000 772
2001 §3,518 990 $23.518 990
2002 10,279 298 §10,224 298
2003 59 545 539 9,365 235
2004 f5 741 644 $5 738 836 §7 800 5586
2005 $5,344 066 $0,342 724 $5 014 574 $e 014 574
2006 $4 932 BR1 $4 933,094 §5 589 344 $6 509 344 §5 733 597
2007 §4 6E5 016 §4 552 078 55 327 526 §5 327 826 §5 502 208 $5,309 598
2008 $3,869 161 §3.868 157 §4 500,782 $4 500,782 §4 564 964 §4 472 345 §4 472 354
2009 $3,759 BRd $3,760 364 §4 379 8R4 $4,379 B4 $4 539 £70 $4,347 0E0 $4 347 0RO
2010 $3 650,111 §3 647 471 54 251,221 §4 251 221 54 261 604 §4 261 604 54 261 604
2011 §3 537 121 $3.538 241 54 124 241 $4.124 241 F4 180,354 $4 180,354 §4 180,354
2012 $3,301,771 $3,301 771 $3,868,771 $3.868,771 $3,883 860 $3,8083 860 $3,883 860
2013 §3,099 311 F3,0599 311 F3 545 311 §3 545 311 §3 559 506 §3 /A8 506 §3 B59 506
2014 §2 994 494 §2 904 454 §2 894 494 §2 904 454 §3,008 1649 §23,003 165 F3,008 169
2015 §2 808 836 §2 B8 838 §2 880 836 p gt akaal $2 800,050 $2 900 050 §2 900,050
2016 §2 572 446 §2 572 44k §2 BE2 446 §2 B2 44k §2 594 B7A §2 R94 575 §2 B9 B7A
2017 §2 514 100 §2514 100 §2 514 100 §2514 100 §2 627 Bal §2 527 Ba0 §2 527 Bal
2018 §2,413,853 $2 413 853 §2 413,853 $2 413,853 §2 4320 025 §2 430 025 §2 4320 025
2019 §2 088 400 §2 088 400 §2 088,400 §2 088 400 §2 106 B75 §2 106 575 §2 106 75
2020 §2 103 128 §2.130 126 52103125 §2,103 125 52112 275 §2.112 275 52,112 275
201 §2 065 750 $2 065 000 §2 065 750 §2 065 750 §2 069 200 §2 065 800 §2 0659 200
2022 $0 50 $0 50 §0 §0 30
2023
2024
2026
2026
2027
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