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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The report outlines Enfield’s Local Implementation Plan (LIP) Proposals for
2012-13, which describe the Council's plan for expenditure of LIP grant funding,
from Transport for London, allocated to Enfield for 2012-13. The expenditure
proposals have to be submitted to Transport for London (TfL) by the 30th
September 2011.

RECOMMENDATIONS

To approve:

2.1 The expenditure proposals for 2012 -13 outlined in TABLES 2 to 7
in principle.

2.2  Delegation of authority to the Cabinet Member for Environment to
approve the final version of Enfield’s Local Implementation Plan
(LIP) proposals for 2012-13, for submission to Transport for London
by 30" September 2011.
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3.1

3.2

BACKGROUND

All London Boroughs, including Enfield, were required to submit their Local
Implementation Plans (LIP) to Transport for London (TfL) for assessment prior to
approval by the Mayor of London.

Each Borough’s LIP covers proposals to implement the Transport Strategy of the
Mayor of London, locally within the area of each borough. To meet the adequacy
test required for Mayoral approval (GLA Act section 146(3.b)), each LIP sets out
the proposals for implementing the Mayor's Transport Strategy (Background
Paper 1) and the associated annual funding requirements.

3..3 The way that TfL allocates funds to the Boroughs was improved and simplified into

3.4

3.4.1

3.4.2

3.4.3

3.4.4

a new system as a result of a review, in which Enfield played a key role. The new
system, which is based substantially on the application of agreed needs based
formulae for calculating allocations rather than the previous bidding system,
came into effect from 2010 -11 and saw Enfield receive a substantially higher
settlement than would otherwise have been the case .

In May 2011, TfL produced its “LIP FUNDING NOTIFICATION PAPER 2012-13”
(Background Paper 2). The purpose of that paper was to confirm the available
LIP funding for the three annual periods to 2013-14 and to provide specific
information on issues of relevance to the 2012-13 annual spending submission.
The key points, emphasised by TfL to the London Boroughs, are as follows:

The Corridors , Neighbourhoods and Smarter Travel programmes, (which had
been defined as three separate programme themes in the the new system of
funding introduced in 2010-11) have been combined into a single transport
programme theme called “Corridors, Neighbourhoods and Supporting Measures “
. This results in four main LIP programme themes which are defined for funding
purposes in 2012-13 as:

A. Corridors , Neighbourhoods & Supporting Measures
B. Local Transport

C. Maintenance (Bridges and Principal Roads)

D. Major Schemes

Funding allocations for the transport theme (A)-Corridors Neighbourhoods &
Supporting Measures, are derived using needs based formulae applied across
all London Boroughs.

For Transport theme (B)-Local Transport , TfL have allocated £100k per
borough for use on Local Transport Projects to be determined by the borough.

Funding allocations for the transport theme (C)-Maintenance (Bridges and
Principal Roads), are derived using a system of engineering assessment of
maintenance needs applied across all London Boroughs.
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3.4.5 In Transport theme (D)-Major Schemes, there are no changes to the way in

3.5

3.6

4.1

4.2

4.3

4.4

which Major Schemes funding is allocated. Major Schemes submissions will only
normally be considered for projects costing more than £1m in total over the whole
life of the project. The funding allocations will be on the basis of the three step
procedure through which boroughs apply for Major Scheme funding , from a total
fund of £ 28 million that has been assigned by TfL for 2012-13 for London as a
whole. Applications can be initiated by a borough at any time of

The notification paper produced by TfL in May 2011 sets out:

e The context for LIP funding in 2012-13

e The timetable for the funding process

e The way in which the LIP funding allocations for 2012-13 have been
calculated

e The information TfL requires from boroughs in order to confirm the funding to
be allocated to each borough

e Financial, audit and other issues of which boroughs should be aware in
planning and delivering their programmes of schemes for 2012-13.

TfL has also announced the calculated indicative allocations for each borough for
LIP expenditure in 2013-14. These indicative allocations are to enable boroughs
to have a perspective on available resources but are not to be considered as
guaranteed at present.

ENFIELD’S LOCAL IMPLEMENTATION PLAN (LIP) FUNDING ALLOCATION
for 2012-13

ENFIELD’S LIP ALLOCATIONS 2012-13

Enfield has gained very significantly from the changes to the annual LIP funding
process, which was first instituted in May 2009. Enfield was, of all the boroughs,
the ‘highest relative gainer’ from the change. It is anticipated that when the
allocations for all of the Transport Programme Themes are announced in
November 2011, Enfield’s total allocation for 2012-13 will be in excess of £ 5 m.

The new submission process is also appreciably less bureaucratic and affords
opportunities to implement transport schemes more according to Enfield’s priorities
determined by elected members.

TABLE 1 gives the LIP funding allocations for Enfield announced by TfL in May
2011. TABLES 2 to 7 give the expenditure proposals for submission to TfL in
September 2011.

The final version of Enfield’'s Local Implementation Plan (LIP) Funding Proposals
Report for 2012-13 will be placed in the Members Library and Group Offices.
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5.1

5.2

5.3

5.4

5.5

ALTERNATIVE OPTIONS CONSIDERED (and CONSULTATION)
Constraints on proposals

The Local Implementation Plan (LIP) is a statutory document arising from the
GLA Act 1999. Each Borough'’s LIP covers proposals to implement the Transport
Strategy of the Mayor of London (MTS), locally within the area of each borough.
Therefore, the submissions for 2012 -13 proposed in this report are essentially
constrained within two quite restrictive determinants:

" Firstly, the submission is constrained by the allocations announced, by TfL
in the LIP funding notification paper 2012-13, in May 2011.

" Secondly, to meet the adequacy test required for Mayoral approval (GLA Act
section 146(3.b)), each LIP sets out the proposals for implementing the
Mayor's Transport Strategy. For 2012-13, this adequacy of Enfield’s
proposals, from the perspective of the Mayor’s Transport Strategy ( MTS 2),
is secured by following the “Guidance on Developing the Second Local
Implementation Plans — May 2010 “ issued by TfL (Background Paper 3).

Accordingly, the proposals contained in this report were all determined to satisfy
these two constraints and were informed by the consultation process detailed
below.

Consultation

Enfield’s proposals have emerged from an extensive and well structured process
of consultation.

A key element of the structured process of consultation is the Enfield Transport
Users Group (ETUG) which is facilitated and serviced by the Council but is totally
independent of the Council. It meets regularly four times a year and discusses
advocates and campaigns for transport improvements in the borough. Officers
from the Traffic and Transportation service and from other services attend
regularly. The ETUG brings together varied interest groups, including disability
action groups, residents’ associations and senior citizens groups, concerned with
transport in and around Enfield.

Another key aspect of the consultation process is the Public Transport
Consultative Group (PTCG). This too is facilitated and serviced by the Council to
bring together regularly, all parties concerned with provision and security of public
transport. It includes a permanent group of elected members. The PTCG is
closely linked to the ETUG with representatives of the ETUG regularly attending
the PTCG.
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5.6

5.7

5.8

5.9

5.10

7.1

7.1.1

7.1.2

The Council consults regularly with local cyclists through the Enfield Cycle
Forum. This meeting is hosted by officers and is held four times a year. In
addition officers and cyclists are in contact on an ad hoc basis to discuss
developing issues.

The specific issues pertaining to access to health care are addressed through
consultation with the health providers. Officers attend meetings of the Barnet,
Enfield and Haringey Health Transport Working Group.

The Enfield Transport Users’ Group is also independently represented at these
meetings. The work of this group has appreciably influenced the proposals .

The above process has very significantly influenced the choice and nature of
proposals being put forward in this report.

A significant proportion of the proposals in this report have been identified and
developed through the consultation structure in place with regard to School
Transport. School related transport is a core segment of the transport issues in
Enfield and the consultation structure is very well established bringing together all
parties concerned with promoting road safety and sustainable modes of travel to
schools. The proposals have also been significantly influenced by consultation
with transport working parties in individual schools.

In order to seek ways to ensure the Road Safety targets are met, a Partnership of
organisations directly involved in Road Safety in Enfield has been established;
this includes the Police, Fire Brigade, Highway Agency, TfL and the Council. The
Partnership has identified road safety projects and initiatives, which are taking
place and identified opportunities for co-operation and co-ordination of activities
related to the achievement of the casualty reduction targets. The proposals in this
report are also significantly influenced by this process of consultation.

REASONS FOR RECOMMENDATIONS

The recommendations are seeking the necessary approvals that will enable
Enfield’s Local Implementation Plan (LIP) funding proposals for 2012-13 to be
submitted to Transport for London. This submission of the proposals to TfL is
essential in order to obtain release of the allocated funds ready for expenditure
in the financial year .

COMMENTS OF THE DIRECTOR OF FINANCE, RESOURCES AND
CUSTOMER SERVICES AND OTHER DEPARTMENTS

Finance Comments

TfL provides financial assistance to boroughs, for transport related projects
and/or proposals under the GLA Act S159.

Expenditure, once approved by Transport for London, will be fully funded by
means of direct grant; hence no costs fall on the Council.
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7.1.3

7.1.4

7.2

7.2.1

7.2.2

7.2.3

7.2.4

The release of funds by TfL is based on a process that records the progress of
works against approved spending profiles. TfL pay against certified claims that
can be submitted as soon as expenditure is incurred, ensuring that the Council
benefits from prompt reimbursement of any expenditure.

Under current arrangements, delegated authority is given to Boroughs to move
funds within transport areas or, subject to limits between areas. Underspends
occurring during a financial year are normally returned to TfL, and there is no
presumption given that funding not required in a particular year can be carried
forward. TfL will issue guidance on the financial process and monitoring for 2012-
13.

The Guidance issued by TfL reminded Boroughs of the matters that TfL should
have regard to in providing financial assistance. TfL have reported that, to date,
there has been no need to employ the repayment powers outlined. Whilst it is not
envisaged that TfL will wish to use its powers unless circumstances demand it,
Boroughs should continue to have regard to the criteria TfL will consider in
allocating financial assistance.

Legal implications

The Mayor's Transport Strategy (MTS2) provides the framework for the
development of Local Implementation Plans (LIPs) by London Boroughs; it also
provides the basis for the assessment of grant applications.

Under the Greater London Authority Act 1999 (GLA Act) Section 145, each
London Borough Council shall prepare a Local Implementation Plan (LIP)
containing its proposals for implementing the MTS2. The Mayor’s LIP Guidance
and Transport Strategy Implementation Targets, both first published in July 2004,
provide the framework for common content and pace of delivery within which
each LIP has been prepared. The targets arise from the GLA Act Section 41(9).

Under the GLA Act, the Mayor is empowered, through TfL, to provide grants to
London Boroughs to assist with the implementation of the Transport Strategy. TfL
are charged with responsibility of ensuring that the key rationale for allocating
grants is the delivery of the MTS2.

The generic matters to which TfL will have regard in allocating financial

assistance and the generic conditions that will apply to any such assistance are:

e Under Section 159 the GLA Act, financial assistance provided by TfL must be
for a purpose which in TfL’s opinion is conducive to the provision of safe,
integrated, efficient and economic transport facilities or services to, from or
within Greater London.

e In order to ensure this purpose is met , TfL may have regard to the following
matters when exercising its functions under Section 159:

(a) Any financial assistance previously given
(b) The use made by the authority of such assistance

e Conditions - Section 159 (6) of the GLA Act also allows TfL to impose

conditions on any financial assistance it provides and in specified
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9.1

9.2

9.3

circumstances to require repayment. Other more detailed conditions may be
imposed that relate to particular projects.

Key Risks

No significant risks have been identified. The LIP is a statutory requirement and
the submission of the Council’s proposals for 2012-13 is required in order to have
the approved funding released to Enfield by TfL.

Submission of the Local Implementation Plan will help mitigate the following risks:
e Non-compliance with statute;
e Non-release of allocated funds;
e Non-completion of designated projects.
There is potential risk in the event of an underspend that funding would have to
be repaid to TfL and so this would need to be carefully monitored. Overall, this
initiative provides an opportunity to deliver key schemes that are fully funded by
direct grant from TfL.

IMPACT ON COUNCIL PRIORITIES
Fairness for All

The Council's plans for expenditure of grant funding from Transport for London
will, if approved by TfL, result in a wide range of schemes and improvements to
the transport infrastructure in the borough that will benefit all members of the
community (whether pedestrians or road vehicle users) through increased
accessibility, safer travel, improved signage, better road surfaces, and better
education for school children.

Growth and Sustainability

The schemes proposed within the Corridors ,Neighbourhoods and Supporting
Measures funding stream (please see Table 2 & 3) will specifically support
growth and sustainability by directly contributing towards the following Council
commitments:

e  To restrict speeds in residential roads near schools to 20 mph zones
e Toinvestin and encourage cycling

Strong Communities
The delivery of many of the proposed schemes, particularly the 20mph zones and

CPZ schemes, will involve working closely with the local community to deliver
successful schemes that respond to local needs.
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10.

11.

12.

EQUALITY IMPACT ASSESSMENT

The proposals within this report are directly derived from the Draft Local
implementation Plan which has already been submitted to TfL. That draft LIP was
subjected to a comprehensive EQIA (Chapter 1 & APPENDIX 1 of Enfield’s Draft
LIP - Background Paper 4)

PERFORMANCE MANAGEMENT IMPLICATIONS

Work undertaken within the Neighbourhoods, Corridors and Supporting
Measures funding stream contributes directly towards the attainment of four of
the five core Statutory Performance Indicators defined by the Mayor and are
required by the Mayor, of all London Boroughs to pursue:

» Increased share of non-car modes including cycling and walking levels
= Bus reliability improvements

» Road casualty reductions

» Reduced CO2 emissions from ground based transport

Work undertaken within the Maintenance funding stream (roads & bridges)
contributes directly towards the attainment of one of the five core Statutory
Performance Indicators defined by the Mayor and are required by the Mayor, of
all London Boroughs to pursue - Highway Asset Condition Improvement.

In addition, the work within this funding stream will contribute significantly towards
the attainment of three further improvement targets that the Council has
proposed, as locally identified targets, to pursue in the draft Local
Implementation:

= Reliability of service on two bus routes 191 and 259
» Improved bus stop accessibility
= Provision of cycle training

The proposed programme of works has been designed to help improve all of the
above indicators.

HEALTH AND SAFETY IMPLICATIONS

Several of the proposed schemes are designed to help reduce road casualties
and congestion in the borough . Where relevant, schemes will also be subject to
independent Safety Audits to ensure that they do not have an adverse effect on
road safety. In addition, many of the schemes also fall within the scope of the
Construction, Design and Management Regulations to ensure that schemes are
built safely.

Many of the items of work undertaken will have positive effects on improvements
in Air Quality and the encouragement of healthier modal choice in travel.
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Background Papers
1. The Mayor’s Transport Strategy for London, Greater London Authority, May 2010.
2. LIP Funding Notification Paper 2012-13 Transport for London, May 2011.

3. Guidance on Developing the Second Local Implementation Plans, Greater London
Authority, May 2010.

4. Enfield’s Draft Local Implementation Plan —December 2010
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TABLE 1

LIP Funding Allocations for Enfield Announced by TfL in May

2011

GENERAL COMPONENT
ACTIVITIES WITHIN THEME

TRANSPORT FUNDING THEME 20120-13 ALLOCATION
A 1. CORRIDORS & Local Safety Schemes £ 2,669,000 (Note 1)
NEIGHBOURHOODS Walking

Cycle Routes & Parking

Greenway Cycle Routes

Cycling —Promotion & Training

Bus Route Improvements

Bus Stop Accessibility

20 mph Zones

Freight

Regeneration

Air Quality & Noise

CPZs & Parking Controls

Accessibility

School Travel Modal Shift

Climate Change mitigation

Junction Improvements

Electric Vehicle Charging Points

A 2. SUPPORTING
MEASURES

Travel & Safety Awareness

Car Clubs

Cycle Training

Workplace Travel Plans

Promotion & Publicity Events

Smarter Travel

£ 450,000 (Note 1)

B. LOCAL TRANSPORT FUND

Preliminary Investigations

Feasibility Studies

Specific Local Improvements

£ 100,000 (Note 2)

C 1. MAINTENANCE -ROADS

Principal Roads

£ 1,043,000 (Note 3)

C 2. MAINTENANCE - BRIDGES | Bridges (Note 4)
D . MAJOR SCHEMES Area Wide Significant (Note 5)
Improvements

Note 1: The Needs Based Formulaic funding applies only to the Transport Funding
Themes of — CORRIDORS & NEIGHBOURHOODS and SUPPORTING MEASURES.
The formulae were developed by the LIP Process Reform Group in which Enfield was
represented and actively participated.

Note 2: Each Borough is allocated an ‘unassigned amount’ of £100,000 for spending on
‘Any Locally ldentified Transport Need' so long as the expenditure is consistent with the
priorities of the Mayor's Transport Strategy.

Note 3: The allocations for Principal Roads Maintenance, to individual Boroughs, have
been calculated from the results of Road Condition Surveys across London and
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applying the data to distribute TfL’s funds available for Principal Roads Renewal in each
financial year.

Note 4: The funding has not yet been allocated .The funding for bridges will continue to
be based on the existing system of engineering priority assessment through LOBEG.
Boroughs put forward proposals to LOBEG and funding allocations to Boroughs will
directly reflect LOBEG assigned priorities across London as a whole, when proposals
from all London Boroughs have been assessed.

Note 5: The funding has not yet been allocated .The funding process for Major (Area
Based) Schemes remains unchanged. The Three-Step application procedure will
continue to apply. Each individual Major Scheme assessment and allocation will, in
essence, be determined on the merits of the proposed scheme relative to other
applications from across London competing for a total fund of the order of £28 million
allocated by TfL for Borough applications for Major Area Based Schemes funding
across London in 2012 -13.

ENV 11/35



GE/LE AN3

0S1 sjuswanosdwi 9ynoJ snq 161

001} Ajiqissasoe dols sng

09s ALITIGISS3OIV B ALITIGVIT3H SNg

0S anoge sy uonoajoid uonounpe

091 aAoQge sy peoy Jalsesue]

peoy

0S 9A0Qe SY | @dueup.Q / aNUSAAY UOSI||O

peoy

0S anoge sy apisea] / Aep\ ueipuspy

peoy

0S aA0Qe Sy PJOjJlIaH / peoYy @dueupiQ

aueT

0S SAOCE SY | %907 SHaydld / Aep uelpLiay

sjuawanoiduwi aue- abpaH

001 Aajes ajendoadde jo uonejuawajdwi R uoneynsuod ‘ ubisag | /[IH auinog / ssue] usaln

0LS Al3dVS avod

02 ubisap %® uonebiisaaul Areulwigld— 9A0Qe SY | uaalr) spunog — jied souly

Aemuaain poopy

0z uBisap g uonebiisaAul Areulwioid— aAoqe sy AajpeH — Aemabpiy ayl

Aemuaain umopswnug

022 8A0Qe Sy -spial4 Buike|d pjayu3

Aemuaain yied

0L anoQge sy souly — )}ied Spue|an0ID)
"SpeoJ J3ISNg PIOAE 0} S3IN0J paydijel} moj buisn se |[om se seale uaalb pue

052 syJed Buijosauuod pue ybnoay) buissed ajnoa Bupjjem pue 9942 e apinouid Aemuaain spiai4 AjIlH

089 SAVMNIIHD ONITOAD B ONIXTVYM

0006992 3 uoneso|ly - SAOOHHNOGHDIAN ® SHOAIHHOD :INIHL ONIANNS LHOdSNVHL : 2 319Vl

€1-2102 10} sjesodo.id ainjipuadx3g pue suoneosojjy buipung (di7) ueid uonejuswa|dw| |20 S, playuy

L-¢ S318vl



GE/LE AN3

0S| MOJ} O1}jeJ) Bulyloows g soaJ} jo bunue|d
0S1 NOILLVYOILLIN 3DNVHD 31LVINITO B JId4dvdl ONIHLOONS
198}}
0S UMO JO asealoul Aoualoie |an4 sals Buloliuow g| 1e JoHUO| B Ulejule|n
0s JlddVHl B ALITVYNO HIV
0S SUOIJE||BISU| B SDIADY * SHipne )G |
0s ONIDHVYHD JT1OIH3A 21410313 104 JHNLONHLSVHINI
gl slasn paliedw Joj sjuswanoldwi pue Bunybi * uonewlojur ‘sdey |
13 NV1d LNJINIAOHdINI AVM 0 S1HDIH
PIayu3 1S9 YINOS Ul Base YON ‘episeaT]
G [eJsuen) ul sieah aininy Joj sjesodoud o juswdojaaap g uoleblisaul Agjjep 991 1addn
4] SNOILVOILS3IANI HOAIHHOD
G2 M3IN3I ZdD Nied abueln
G2 M31A3] ZdD Yed IIIH ysng
0s SS3JIV B TOHLNOD ONIMHVd
001 |ooyoas Atewid wae4 sii4
|[ooyos
spuejAy pue jooyos Alewlid
7A s, 86109y 15 J9)emAzaal4
|ooyoss Aueq|y pue
G/ Jooyds Alewiid plaiises
0S |00yds ybIH s.auuy 1S
001} Jooyos ajebyinog
jooyss Alewld 3|qa) pue
0S} |ooyos Atewd sned 1S
0SS S3NOZ ydw 0z TO0OHIS
sajnol
09 snq uo sAejop Buionpay
sjuawanoaduwi
0S¢ 10pLIIOD 0LOLY




GE/LE AN3

G9 slaeddoys pasredwi 1o} 821nI8s Aljigowdoys Joj woddng Ajigowdoys
g9 SH3ISN a3dIvdiNi 10} ALITIFISS3OJV
001} "uaJip|iyo pue sjnpe o} Bulurely 8j0Ad palipalode Ajeuoiieu Aljigeayig JO UOISIAOIY Buiures| 8j9hn
00} ONINIVHL 3T10AD
G d1S Bunowolid pue Buimainal ‘Buiiim ul yels |ooyds Jo Bulures | Buiures] - uswdojersqg 41S
] SNV1d T3AVHL STOOHIS
gl awayos qnin Je) Jo wawdodasp pue uoneuswsdw| ‘poddng sqn|o Jen
o] BuiioAd BuloAo jo [eansa4 peyug
JO s10adse ||e Buijowoid SJusAd pale|al Yo\ SXIg 18Yl0 PuUB [BAIISO YoM\ aYig : : :
14 S3DI0HD T3AVHL
Ge diysisupued Alejes NIy Aels aAlq ayes
peoy pjaug Aq sjidnd g | Jes A 10} 108loid uoljeonpa paseq aijeay} JO UOISIAOIY
0§ saljjensed s|oJjed Buissoun |ooyos
uelsepad pjIyo ssalppe djay 0} 801A8S DS Jo Bunabiel-ai pue mainay
02 's199d 119y} 0} ssauaseme |oAel) pue Alajes peos Buijowoid pes) siebuey peoy — s|00Yds
ur s19010 A1eyes peoy Jownp
B 9)e] 0] UaJp|Iyd 8|geus 0} sjooyds ul }oaloid siebuey peoy e Jo juswdojanaq
S|00Y2s
0c Joluas pue Joiun[ 0] suoionpold uoieonpa ul a41eayl A1ojes peoJ JO UOISIAOId uoneanp3 ulaesy |
siabuassed p|iyo BuiAired sjdoad 0} sjuresisal pjiyd 1094100 £
Ol uo ao1Ape R Buiures) Buipinoid aoinIes ,Ang NoA aiojag Ail, 981} JO UOISIAOIH 80IAI8S 80IADPY Alejes Jed uj
41 8 ALIOINEand ® DNINIVHL ‘ NOILLYONA3 — AL34VS avod
(s.000) LSOO LINILNOD YHOM AHODILYO MHOM

000°0SY 3 uonedo|ly - SIHNSYIAN DNILHOddNS :INFHL DNIANNd LHOdSNVHL : € 319Vl



GE/LE AN3

€10C 01 210¢ FONVNILNIVIN AVOd TTVdIONIHd HOd SHHOM 40 INWNVHOOHd

"9|ge[I_eAR 8W098Q SpuUNy [enpisal ji Buipuny Jayliny 81e0|[e 0} 4L MOJ[E [|IM

SIYL "092L 3 Jopi0 8y} JO 8q PINOM SIY} ‘PlaljUT U| 'SSWBYDS SAI8SaI 8|qISSOd J10) MO O} SUOIEIO||B SAIJEJIPUI PEOUNOUUE 83U} SA0QR
%02 INoge 10} sjesodoud ywans Aew sanuoyine yey 131 Aq paisebBns os|e SI )l ‘JOASMOH "000°EF0‘L 3 SI €1-2102 Ul PIaljuT 10} [9AS)]
Buipuny aAneaIpUI SIY] "EL-2 102 Ul 8ouBUSlUIR\ SpeoY [edidulld 10} 8|qe|ieA. aq 0} A|ay| ‘Buipuny aAiBIIpUl Y} padunouue aAey il
000°Sy0‘L 3 UONEDO|lY - SAVOH — IONVNILNIVIN :INIHL ONIANNS LHOdSNYHL - S 319VL

‘Jodal
SIy] ul paqguosap siesodoud Jayio Jo ssaiboid Jo ybi 8yl ul 8sue Jeyl S8NsSI pue SuJaduod Aue JO JUNOIOE 8Ye} O] pasn aq
uay} ued 0000013 9yl “Jequew jauigeo ayl Ag jeaocsdde Joy ‘Jeah ay) ul Jaje| ‘uonesole siyl Jo ainupuadxs ay) o} sjesodoud
21j108ds a1e|NwWJOo} 0] J8JIaq PaJIapISuod Sl "000°00 L3 JO uonedo|e siyl Jo ainyipuadxs syl Buipiebal ‘741 o1 ‘sjesodoud poldxs
ywgns 0} Juswalinbal ou si aiey| ‘Abajesns uodsues] sJoAe| ayl Jo sanuoud syl yum Jualsisuod s ainypuadxs syl se Buoj
0S ,pesN uodsuel| paiiuap| Ajjeaso7 Auy, uo Buipuads 10} 0000013 JO Junowe paubisseun, ue paleoo|e si ybnoiog yoeg

09 suawaAoidw| 207 o1y108dg
4 salpnig Aljiqisea
0c suonebisaau| Areulwiaid
$.000)
1S02 AHOM 40 S3dAL TVHINIO

000°00L 3 uoned0]ly - HNIANNA LHOdSNVHL TVOO0T :IINIHL DNIAONNS LHOMSNVHL : v 3749Vl

09 SOAljBIlIUI SSBualemy [9Ael ] Jo uonowold ¥ Auoignd ‘sjosaloid uonowolid
09 sybno.og SSaualeme |aAel |
Buiuiolpe yum saaijeniul juiol Jo JuswdojdAsp — SSoudIeME [SABI] JO UOITBUIPIO-09)

oclt T3AVHL H31LHVINS

(s.000) 1S02 INJLINOD MHOM AHOHILVD YHOM




GE/LE ANL

M09Z°L 08202 0S.2 SIV10L

‘uonoun(

8 ebuein MO¥ 059 08 Buoepnsey | @nuaAy abply pue peoy abeIIA GO 1Y
(peoy playyInos o} peoy plalyLoN)

L pu3 siepuod M0S 026 0ocl Buioepnsey peoy piojliaH 0LOLY
(sBuipry aseyD o} suapJer) [[IWpPUIN)

9 spue|ybiH MOZ1 08€2 02¢ Buioejinsey ZN3 lI'H sepe|S 0L LY
(peoy [eAdiad 01 peoy 8AIID)

g Ainqyinog MOLE 0L} 022 Buioejinsey peoy Ainquinog O LY
(Mred

luaJ] 0] adueljua 0] aueT v__mr_Ov

v S19)SOP00D MOk L oLte 082 Buioensay PeOY S181S0M00D || LY

(85010 ayrws
€ usal9 uojuowp3 M08 0851 oLe Buioeyinsey 0} usaln) ay| ) Aempeoig 8yl 0L0OLY

aueT ysrewin
4 AemybiH pleyug MOZI 0/€2 0cg Buioepinsey Ulm uonounf enusAy UOSI||ON G50 LY

UOIONISUOOY] (sue abpo 1se3 0} [910H 8seyn)

b aseyn %0€9 0006 002'} [ensed Aemabpry 8yl G001V

SHHOM
Alldoldd ayvm 1S02 (zw) VIV (w) HIODNTT a3sododd NOILYDQ01 ANIHIS




GE/LE AN3

001

Bunue|d aai|

010 LY SS0JOB 90UBIOASS 8oNPaY

usalL) uouowp3 0} Aujiqissedoe Buiroidw

alelsa peoy Aingsijes o} (W | ) ui| Bupjiem Aey v NI34D NOLNOWQA3 2

00S

SUOI}08UU0D UBLIISBPad pue buljoAn paroidu|

apelbdn jeubis dljel} pue sainseaw Alojes g Juswabeuew oiyyel |
suaswanoidwi Bunybi pue Bunueld aai |

solyljioe} Bused ajoAo pue Buideospue| Ayjenb ybiH

S|043u09 Bued [euonippy

suoljels Buipnjoul A)jIQISS820€ Ul 8SB8IOU| SPIM BaIY

01V jo Buissoio 1s1joAD % uellsepad sje)j|ioe aN3 SHIANOJ 'L

(s.000 3)
€1-2102 Ul LHDNOS
NOILNGIHLNOD dI1

IN3INOD MHOM JAINIHOS HOrvin

padunouue 184 jou uonedo|ly — SIWIHOS HOrVIN :FWTHL ONIANNS LHOdSNVHL — 2 319Vl

dV3A JHL NI 31V INILSAS LNIJNSSIASSY O38907

S0¢ HONOYHHL A31LVINITVI 39 TT1IM SNOILVOOTIV " S0€ 3 40 INTVA OL @3LLINGNS 39 OL STVSOdOdd
0¢ syiom Jieday
GG2 ubisap » Buluayibuauls uo syIop
0c juswalinbai Buipeo| auuo] ot 93 0} sswayds Buiuayjbuais
(s.000 3)
1S09 INJLINOD MHOM NOILVOO1

padunouue ja4 jou uoiedo|ly -~ S3OAIHE — FIONVNILNIVIN :FWIHL DNIANNL LHOdSNVHL —9 3719Vl



GE/LE AN3

009

34NA3004dd NOILVIITddV d31S 334HL FHL HONOHYHL NOANO1 SSOHJV A3AI303d SNOILYIIddV
JHL NO d3svd 38 T1IM 1L A8 SNOILVIOTIV " 009 3 40 3NTTVA OL LHONOS 349 OL NOILNFGIHLNOD dI1

1a1IN[o 198.1S 8onpay
sainsesaw Ajajes peoy




