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1. Although the factors used may not prove to be precise they should be reasonable predictors of cost increases and
contributions needed to support the reserve requirement over the life of the study.
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Executive Summary

The following relevant data was used in preparing this study:
1st Study Year FY08 $68,500

FY Beg ins 01-Jan-08 $22,840
Proposal Receive d Date 15-Jan-08 2.70%
Prope rty Inspection Date 19-Jan-08 3.68%

Inflation/Interest Date 24-Jan-08 125 # Units

AOH (cash amount on hand at start of fiscal year) and current year contribution were supplied by
management and are considered best information available as of the proposal acceptance date.
They are not audited amounts.
Interest and inflation factors¹ best project the current and future needs of the property. Inflation and
interest are based on the 10-year CPI and U.S. 10-Year Treasury note yield, on the date shown.

Based on the funds available at the start of the fiscal year and your current contribution (adjusted for
inflation) the following summarizes your existing funding profile and compares it to our analysis of the
funding needed to support the reserves over the life of the study:

Current Our Analysis

Assoc iation Contribution $22,800 $37,300
Average per Owner $182 $298

Assoc iation Contribution $34,300 $56,400
Average per Owner $274 $451

$ ($391,400) $36,100
% -113% 10%

FY08

30-Year Minimum Balance

Contribution

30-Year Average

Our analysis of your current contribution to the reserves indicates it is adequate to provide for the near
term needs of the property but will need to be increased if the midterm and out-year needs are to be met.
See 30-Year Cash Flow Projection chart, column 12, for projected contributions needed to support the
reserves over the life of the study.

Our inspection found the components to be experiencing normal wear and tear.

In preparing this study PM+ compared the contributions needed to support both the Cash Flow Pooling
and Component methods. Our analysis concluded the cash flow pooling method required the least
contribution;; therefore, this study is submitted using this method.
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Study Information

Introduction

The purpose of this study is to design a Table of Repair/Replacement Reserves for the common and
limited common elements of the property based on the current condition of the components. If the property
is to preserve the owner's investment and its quality of life features, a reserve of funds is necessary to do
future work.

In addition to the above, Properties located in the state of Virginia are required by Virginia Statutes, 2003
Condominium and Property Owner’s Association Act, to conduct reserve studies at least every five years,
review the results of the study at least annually and make adjustments as necessary unless the condomi-
nium instruments/declaration imposes more stringent requirements. Your attention is called to Sections 55-
79.83:1or 55-514.1 of the Statutes for the complete text.

This study is the second engagement for the property by PM+. PM+ has neither collaborated with nor
provided consulting advice to others on issues pertaining to the property.

In developing the table we consider items that have a predictable life cycle as well as those that will most
likely need annual maintenance and repairs to keep them in serviceable condition. They are as follows:

Predictable life cycle (Non # sign items).

These components have a predictable life cycle (an average useful life). We show that life in col-
umn (3) in the “Table of Repair and Replacement Reserves.” At the end of its useful life total re-
placement will be needed.

Annual Allowances (Items preceded by the # sign).

We reserve an average annual amount for these items. These items are typically “life of the prop-
erty” or long lasting components that do not have a predictable life cycle. We assume the associa-
tion will keep these components in satisfactory condition with timely spot repairs.

If major work to these items is needed it usually requires the services of an architect, engineer, or
specialty contractors to determine scope and cost. We do not reserve for major work in this cate-
gory unless we are informed the community has a project pending and an estimated cost is known.
If future major work is needed it should be budgeted for in an updated reserve study or funded from
other sources.

There are three major considerations to be taken into account when establishing theReserves: 1) properly
funded reserves avoids “special assessments”, 2) each owner should pay their fair share for the time they
use the component, and 3) when reserve funds are available the Association is more inclined not to defer
work. Work deferral results in additional deterioration and “catch-up” costs to restore the item to a good
condition. In addition to these considerations, a new factor has recently become apparent. Years ago
owners were poorly informed on the importance of the reserves and paid very little attention to whether or
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not a property had an adequate plan for funding the reserves. With the inclusion of reserve tables in resale
packages and other publicity, many potential buyers are now verifying the reserve status before they buy.

Although we use generally accepted techniques and the best information available, it is possible actual
costs and useful life can vary from our estimates. We recognize that possibility and attempt with our
methodology to arrive at the overall funding recommendation that will avoid, or minimize the need for a spe-
cial assessment to do reserve work.

This study only considers items already in place. It does not take into consideration any major work the
association is contemplating to alter present conditions, unless noted otherwise. Nor does it consider cor-
recting hazardous or defective conditions associated with asbestos, radon, lead, mold, FRT, utility,
plumbing, mechanical, electrical systems, etc. Work of this nature requires a special study to determine
scope and costs.

This purpose of this study is to determine the funding needed to support the property’s reserve requirement
and a recommended funding plan to meet the requirement. No other use is intended.

For any reserve projects in progress on the date(s) of our inspection our observation of the work should not
be considered a project audit or quality control inspection. We leave that to others to determine.

In order for the Table to be an effective budget management tool it will need periodic updates. Because
reserves on hand, current costs, quality of maintenance, acts of God, vandalism, and useful life can vary
from year to year, a periodic review will assure it remains an effective management tool.
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Maintenance/Repair/Replacement “Tips”
and

Reserve Considerations

There are three levels of care needed to maximize the useful life of equipment and property components:
1) Maintenance, 2) Repair and 3) Replacement.

Maintenance is taking care of an item by doing such tasks as sealing pavement cracks to prevent water
from undermining the base, painting to prevent metal corrosion or wood rot, lubricating moving parts on
mechanical equipment, fan belt adjustments, etc. It involves the least expenditure of funds and is the best
way to maximize useful life. Repair is replacing a portion of an item, such as, a section of pavement, a part
of a roof, an air conditioning compressor, etc. It's usually more expensive than maintenance. The most
costly is replacement. It involves the entire replacement of the item.

The application of good maintenance and repair techniques can be explained by the following example: An
asphalt parking lot of 1000 square yards develops a 10 foot long crack in the surface. The crack can be
sealed for about a dollar a linear foot. By doing so, water will not seep through the asphalt causing damage
to the base course. That simple maintenance action extended the useful life of the pavement at minimum
cost. Assume the crack was not sealed and it grew to a 12' by 12' base damaged area. Cost of repairs
would be approximately 60 times as much as fixing the crack. If the damaged area was not repaired and
eventually the entire lot had to be replaced it would cost considerably more. Therefore, the prudent thing to
do is good maintenance. It's the least costly of the three levels of work.

Prior to totally replacing an item, e.g., a roof, a fence, an air conditioner, etc., all measures should be taken
to extend the useful life of the item with repairs. If the roof is leaking don't automatically think the entire roof
needs to be replaced. Most leaks occur around penetrations and flashed areas and they can be repaired
for less than replacing the entire roof. Fence posts almost always rot out at ground level before the rest of
the fence. Posts can be replaced without purchasing a complete new fence. The same applies to most
mechanical/electrical equipment. Tube leaks frequently occur in boilers;; compressor failures occur in air
conditioners and circuit breakers wear out in electric panels. These kinds of failures are repairable without
replacing the entire item. The reserve table should be used as an aid in establishing budgets - not as a
work plan. When used as a budget management tool its effectiveness will be recognized when funds are
readily available to do work - when it must be done. Do not use the remaining useful life data as a work
plan. It should be treated as a “window of probable expectancy”, based on statistical information, historical
trends, conditions at time of survey and experience of when repair or replacement is most likely to be
needed. Actual work should not be done until needed. For example, if paving is estimated to need
replacement in five years but it's not a problem at that time, put it off until it is a problem. Conversely, if
repairs are necessary sooner, do them sooner.

When contracting for services, seek competitive bids and purchase only what’s necessary to restore the
item to its “like original” condition. Include state-of-the-art improvements but avoid over buying or
substantially enhancing an item beyond its original condition. Such improvements are not included in the
cost estimates.

Catastrophic failures to such items as footers, foundations, floors, exterior walls and total replacement of
utility systems, etc., are not included in the table. They are not included because they are not predictable
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and it is rare that these items have to be replaced in total. We do recommend a reasonable annual amount
be set aside for some repairs and reflect that in the reserve table.

Funding for reserves should be fair to all owners;; past, present and future. The worst case scenario for a
property is to have no money set aside to pay for repairs/replacements forcing the current owners to pay
the total cost. Additionally, having insufficient reserves also presents some injustices as illustrated by the
following example:

Mr. and Mrs. “X” owned a unit at the property for the first ten years of its existence when reserve funding
was suppressed and insufficient to take care of future problems. Mr. and Mrs. “X” sell their unit and leave.
Five years after they leave the pavement and sidewalks need to be repaired. Mr. & Mrs. “Y” now own the
unit and receive notice they are to be “specially assessed” to pay for the repair costs.

For demonstration purposes let's say the pavement and sidewalk repairs costs $150,000 and the
association has $50,000 in the reserve account. Let's also assume there are 100 units at this property.

Over the last fifteen years, past and present owners set aside $50,000 to take care of the $150,000
expenditure. Expressed in $/year that equates to $3,333/yr or $33.33 per owner per year.

Mr. & Mrs. “X” had the benefit of good paving and sidewalks for 10 years at a total cost to them of
$333.30. Unfortunately for Mr. & Mrs. “Y”, they only used the items for five years, but it will cost them
$1166.50 for their share of the repairs.

Calculations for the above are as follows:

5 years they lived there X $33.33/yr = $166.50

The difference between amount in reserves and repair costs divided by number of unit owners:

($150,000-50,000)/100 = $1000.00
Total cost to Mr. & Mrs. “Y” = $1166.50

Or, said another way:

Mr. and Mrs. “X” used the items for 66% of their useful life but only paid 22% of the repair
cost.

Mr. and Mrs. “Y” used the items for 34% of their useful life but had to pay 78% of the cost.

For funding to be fair all owners should contribute their share of the costs for the period of time
they use the item.

Where we describe preventive maintenance recommendations in this study they are intended to be general
in nature and the most common tasks needed to extend item useful life. They are not all inclusive;; we do
not imply that is all that is necessary for good maintenance. Manufactures brochures, service specialty
companies and other qualified sources should be consulted to establish the full array of actions needed for
proper preventive maintenance.
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Level of Service and Engineer’s Qualification

This is a Level II, Update, (with site visit/on-site review) as defined by CAI’s National Reserve Study
Standards.

This study was compiled in accordance with generally accepted standards and represents our professional
opinion on the items, timing and dollar amounts that should be budgeted for repair and replacement. The
contents of this study comply with the proposal acceptance. In compiling this study we used information
obtained from field measurements, observations and management (information provided by management is
considered to be reliable). We also took into considered construction features, current conditions and
component age. Testing was not performed, nor was demolition done or panels removed to determine
conditions that are not obvious. Based on our inspection and the information gained during the inspection
this study contains, to the best of our ability, all material issues required to determine the funding needed to
meet the property’s reserve requirement.

This reserve study was done in its entirety by Mario B. “Ben” Ginnetti, a registered professional engineer
(P.E.) licensed to practice engineering in the states of Virginia, Maryland and the District of Columbia. He is
also a CAI Certified Reserve Specialist (RS) and a Professional Reserve Analyst (PRA).

Age, Units and Style
Constructed in the early 70’s.
Townhome configuration.
Major amenities – Provided by the master association.

Cash Flow Pooling Method Studies
This study was calculated using the cash flow pooling method. This method develops the funding plan by
having the annual contributions offset the variable annual expenses. All expenses are averaged over the
life of the study to calculate the annual contribution needed to support the reserve requirement.

Funding Goals
The following represent the basic categories of Funding Plan goals as defined by the Community
Association Institute (CAI) for reserve studies:

Baseline Funding - Establishing a Reserve funding goal of keeping the Reserve cash balance
above zero.
Component Full Funding - Setting a Reserve funding goal of attaining and maintaining cumulative
Reserves at or near 100% funded.
Statutory Funding - Establishing a Reserve funding goal of setting aside the specific minimum
amount of Reserves of component required by local statues.

Threshold Funding - Establishing a Reserve funding goal of keeping the Reserve balance above a
specified dollar or Percent Funded amount. Depending on the threshold, this may be more or less
conservative than "Fully Funding." This study complies with this goal.
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Common and Limited Common Elements
(Major Components)

Pavements/Sidewalks
Asphalt Pavements

Concrete Curbs & Gutters
Concrete and Asphalt Sidewalks

Tot-Lots
Wood & Metal

Retaining Walls/Fencing
Wood Retaining Walls

Other Property Features
Maintenance Building

Foot Bridge
Signs

Storm Drainage
Hand Railing

Wooden Steps
Picnic Tables/Benches

Minor Landscaping
Rip Rap
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Definition of Terms

These definitions pertain to the categories shown in the Table of Repair & Replacement Reserves.

Column

(1) The various property components and major items of equipment we believe the community should
include in the reserves. Where a 15%, 30%, etc., is shown means that total replacement of that
item is not anticipated. These items generally have an indefinite life span and only need partial re-
pairs. Items preceded by the pound (#) sign are budgeted for a year at a time. Typically, these
items need annual repairs. These items should be adjusted at each update based on historical
trends and the amount of work anticipated the following year. If we have omitted or added any
items that are not common or limited common area responsibility, please inform us so we can pro-
vide a revised table. It also applies if the association accomplishes the work from their annual op-
erating expense and a reserve set-aside is not needed.

(2) Approximate quantity and unit of measure. The following abbreviations are used;; however, they
may not all appear in this study:

AC – Acres
AOH - Amount-On-hand
AnAvg - Annual Average
BLDG - Building
EA - Each
CY - Cubic Yards
LF - Linear Feet
LS - Lump Sum

HP – Horsepower
RC - Replacement Cost
SF - Square Feet
SY - Square Yards
TN - Tons
UN - Units
> - Greater Than
< - Less Than

# Symbol (left of the item in the Reserve Table) - The item is expressed in terms of an annual
amount to be done each year as conditions warrant. We believe an annual amount better re-
flects actual expenditures.

Reserve Depletion Factor - Number of years amount-on-hand will fund (It's the same as the
“go broke” date if no more money is added to the reserves).

% Funded - Ratio of the current to the ideal Reserve Balance for each component in the Re-
serve Table. The ratio is a product of the “used-up” life, useful life and component cost.

Cost Per Owner – Average contribution per owner needed to meet the reserve requirement.
The dollar amount will vary from property to property based on construction features, common
and limited common elements, past contributions to the reserves and other factors that may
not result in a true comparison.

Minimum Balance Percentage – The minimum balance after the first year in the Cost Projec-
tion chart divided by the Total Estimated Cost of all the components (column 5) of the Table
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of Repair and Replacement Reserves. An amount to be held in reserve to fund unforeseen
contingencies. Expressed as a percentage.

(3) The components average useful life (Avg). Leading publications on useful life data, our own experi-
ences and historical trends are used to determine the average useful life.

(4) Our best estimate of the remaining useful life (RUL). Some items in the table may not fail precisely
as shown. We mainly use the remaining useful life number in conjunction with the estimated cost
to arrive at a prudent dollar amount to be allocated to the reserves. Projects anticipated to occur in
the first fiscal year are considered to have a “zero” remaining useful life.

(5) Current cost estimates are in current dollars. Estimates are based on similar work in the greater
Washington area, association experience, industry publications, such as R.S. Means and Home-
Tech, contractors and other reliable sources. It assumes the association will competitively seek
bids and obtain a fair price in today's market. Some work, such as, balconies, roofing, garages,
façade, boiler and chiller replacements, etc. may need the services of an engineer or architect to
determine scope and oversee repairs. The cost of such repairs takes precedence over those
shown in the table.

(6) Distribution of the funds the association had (is projected to have) at the start of their fiscal year or
the amount we were requested to use. The program distributes a prorated amount to each item.

(7) The amount needed to fund the balance of the requirement.

(8) The contribution needed to fund the 1st year applying the Pooling method. This value is the
product of the reserve components and the 30-year Cash Flow chart. The annual contribution is
calculated so that the reserve balance never falls below the “X” axis and there is always a mini-
mum balance for unforeseen contingencies.

(9) Fiscal Year.

(10) Projected annual expenses.

(11) Cumulative expenses over 30-years.

(12) 30-year projected contribution if the PM+ funding plan is implemented, adjusted for inflation.

(13) Projected year-end balance based on our recommendations, interest applied.

(14) 30-year projected contribution if the association’s current funding plan is continued, adjusted for
inflation.

(15) Projected year-end balance based on the association’s current funding plan, interest applied.
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Significant Changes
(Since the last update dated October 15, 2003)

The “Table of Repair & Replacement Reserves” in appendix “A” lists the components, their estimated costs
and useful lives, and the annual contribution needed to support the property’s reserve requirement. This
chart also shows the actual cash out-lays the association should be prepared to fund in years 1 – 10.

The “Years 11 – 30 Expense Projection” chart shows the actual cash out-lay the association should be
prepared to fund over this period of time.

The “30 – Year Cash Flow Projection” chart summarizes the yearly annual expenses, contributions, and
fund balances that should be available at the end of each fiscal year, if our recommendations are
implemented (blue line). The brown line plot represents the year end balances based on the associations
current contribution. The plot objective is to have the year end balances always above the “X” axis. If it
falls below, it indicates a special assessment or loan will be needed to support the reserves.

The “Property Comparison” chart compares the property’s current funding to the last 100 properties we
have studied. The comparison shows the maximums, minimums and property averages compared to your
property.

In general, each item has been reviewed for cost and remaining useful life and, where appropriate,
changes have been made to reflect current conditions. Below we address only those items that have had a
significant change since the last update and/or we offer comments on items we observed during our visit to
the property.

Pavements

Asphalt pavements were crack sealed and seal coated in 2007. Traffic markings were al-
so re-painted. We show the next time this work should be needed.

Pavement condition is good. We assume an overlay will not be needed for at least eight
years. When the overlay is done we recommend the contract call for “milling" of the gutter
pans. Milling will maintain the same elevation at the pans and reduce the possibility of
drainage problems.

Note - We use current cost for the price of asphalt pavement work. Asphalt cost is dictated
by the price of oil. Actual cost could be higher or lower depending on the cost of oil at the
time work is done and how many base failures need repair to support the overlay.

Tot-Lots
We assume the wood structure on both tot-lots will need to be replaced before the metal
components, e.g., slides and swings. We reserve $20,000 for each unit. Actual cost could
be higher or lower depending on equipment chosen.

Retaining Walls
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Wood retaining walls are wearing as expected.

Footbridge between Generation I and II is in good condition. We recommend when the
decking is replaced composite wood be used, just as it was for the rails. Composite wood
has a longer useful life and requires far less maintenance than natural wood.

Street Lights/Mail Boxes

We make no allowance for street lights and mail boxes as these items are funded from
sources other than the reserves.

Annual Allowances

These items are critical for the proper repair and replacement of components that do not
fail on a cyclic basis but are an integral part of this reserve study. We reserve an annual
amount based on quantity and quality of the components available. Most contractors have
a minimum charge for work regardless of the size, and although the amount we allocate
may be less than some minimums, that amount accrues, and in conjunction with the con-
tingency, allows work to be funded when needed.

Curbs/Gutters/Sidewalks/Trail - Curbs, gutters, sidewalks will deteriorate, heave, settle, be
damaged by vehicles or sustain other types of damage. Defective areas should be cor-
rected as needed.

Site Items - Repairs to entrance features, signs, drainage, minor landscaping, hand railing,
picnic tables/benches, trash receptacles, barbeque stoves, wooden staircases, miscella-
neous plumbing and electrical systems, etc.
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INFLATION = 2.70%
ITEM APPROX'MT USEFUL LIFE ESTIMATED DISTR'BTN BALANCE FY08 INTEREST = 3.68% ©2002 - 2008 by MBG

QUANTITY AVG REM COST IN OF AOH NEEDED RECOM'MND
CURRENT $ AS OF TO FUND CONTR'BTN FY08 FY09 FY10 FY11 FY12 FY13 FY14 FY15 FY16 FY17

01-Jan-08 RESERVE
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)

PAVEMENTS
REPAIR/SEAL COAT/TRAFFIC MARKING 13,422 SY 4 4 $14,800 $2,900 $11,900 $2,700 $0 $0 $0 $16,000 $0 $0 $0 $17,800 $0 $0
PAVEMENT OVERLAY 13,422 SY 13 8 140,900 27,800 113,100 13,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 169,800 0 0
BASE/CONCRETE RPRS @ 20% 2,684 SY 13 8 85,900 16,900 69,000 7,900 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 103,500 0 0

-------- -------- -------- --------
TOTAL PAVEMENTS 241,600 47,600 194,000 23,600

TOT-LOTS
TOT LOT(S) 2 EA 20 6 40,000 7,900 32,100 4,900 0 0 0 0 0 45,700 0 0 0 0

--------- --------- --------- ---------
TOTAL TOT-LOTS 40,000 7,900 32,100 4,900

OTHER PROPERTY FEATURES
RETAINING WALLS(WOOD) 440 LF 20 11 55,000 10,900 44,100 3,700 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

(YRS)

YEARS 1 - 10 EXPENSE PROJECTIONTABLE OF REPAIR & REPLACEMENT RESERVES

FOOT BRIDGE(DECKING & TOP RAILS) 222 SF 20 6 4,000 800 3,200 500 0 0 0 0 0 4,600 0 0 0 0
MAINTENANCE BUILDING ROOF 160 SF 20 4 500 100 400 100 0 0 0 500 0 0 0 0 0 0

--------- --------- --------- ---------
TOTAL OTHER PROPERTY FEATURES 59,500 11,800 47,700 4,300

ANNUAL ALLOWANCES
# CURB/GUTTER/SIDEWALKS/TRAIL LS 1 1 3,200 600 2,600 2,400 3,200 3,300 3,400 3,500 3,600 3,700 3,800 3,900 4,000 4,100
# SITE ITEMS LS 1 1 2,900 600 2,300 2,100 2,900 3,000 3,100 3,100 3,200 3,300 3,400 3,500 3,600 3,700

--------- --------- --------- ---------
TOTAL ANNUAL ALLOWANCES 6,100 1,200 4,900 4,500

TOTAL RESERVES $347,200 $68,500 $278,700 $37,300 $6,100 $6,300 $6,500 $23,100 $6,800 $57,300 $7,200 $298,500 $7,600 $7,800
====== ====== ====== ====== ===== ===== ===== ===== ===== ===== ===== ===== ===== =====

FY08AVERAGE CONTRIBUTION PER OWNER = $298
Notes:

All dollars rounded to nearest $100, except contribution per owner. Totals may not add due to rounding.
# - An annual allocation. Repairs are usually needed at least once a year.
One year remaining useful life indicates the useful life of the component is used up, except for # sign items that are treated as annual events.

Generation Cluster-FY08.xlsx A1 03/25/08



INFLATION = 2.70%
ITEM USEFUL LIFE ESTIMATED INTEREST = 3.68% © 2002 - 2008 by MBG

AVG REM COST IN
CURRENT $ FY18 FY19 FY20 FY21 FY22 FY23 FY24 FY25 FY26 FY27 FY28 FY29 FY30 FY31 FY32 FY33 FY34 FY35 FY36 FY37

(1) (3) (4) (5)

PAVEMENTS
REPAIR/SEAL COAT/TRAFFIC MARKING 4 4 $14,800 $0 $19,800 $0 $0 $0 $22,100 $0 $0 $0 $24,600 $0 $0 $0 $27,300 $0 $0 $0 $30,400 $0 $0
PAVEMENT OVERLAY 13 8 140,900 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 240,100 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
BASE/CONCRETE RPRS @ 20% 13 8 85,900 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 146,400 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

--------
TOTAL PAVEMENTS 241,600

TOT-LOTS
TOT LOT(S) 20 6 40,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 77,900 0 0 0 0

---------
TOTAL TOT-LOTS 40,000

OTHER PROPERTY FEATURES
RETAINING WALLS(WOOD) 20 11 55,000 71,800 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
FOOT BRIDGE(DECKING & TOP RAILS) 20 6 4,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7,800 0 0 0 0
MAINTENANCE BUILDING ROOF 20 4 500 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 900 0 0 0 0 0 0

---------
TOTAL OTHER PROPERTY FEATURES 59,500

YEARS 11 - 30 EXPENSE PROJECTION

(YRS)

ANNUAL ALLOWANCES
# CURB/GUTTER/SIDEWALKS/TRAIL 1 1 3,200 4,200 4,300 4,400 4,500 4,600 4,800 4,900 5,000 5,200 5,300 5,500 5,600 5,800 5,900 6,100 6,200 6,400 6,600 6,700 6,900
# SITE ITEMS 1 1 2,900 3,800 3,900 4,000 4,100 4,200 4,300 4,400 4,600 4,700 4,800 4,900 5,100 5,200 5,400 5,500 5,600 5,800 6,000 6,100 6,300

---------
TOTAL ANNUAL ALLOWANCES 6,100

TOTAL RESERVES $347,200 $79,800 $28,000 $8,400 $8,600 $8,800 $31,200 $9,300 $9,600 $9,900 $34,700 $396,900 $10,700 $11,000 $39,500 $11,600 $97,500 $12,200 $43,000 $12,800 $13,200
====== ===== ===== ===== ===== ===== ===== ===== ===== ===== ===== ===== ===== ===== ===== ===== ===== ===== ===== ===== =====
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Based on the assumptions in this study, the Association should be prepared to spend the following over the life of the study:

FY
Annual * Cumulative Contribution Balance Contribution Balance

(9) (10) (11) (12) (13) (14) (15)
4.21%
8.54% $68,500 $68,500 # Units = 125 © 2002 - 2008 by MBG

08 6,100 6,100 37,300 103,400 22,800 88,300
09 6,300 12,400 38,300 140,400 23,400 109,300
10 6,500 18,900 39,300 179,600 24,000 131,500
11 23,100 42,000 40,400 204,100 24,600 137,900
12 6,800 48,800 41,500 247,600 25,300 162,200
13 57,300 106,100 42,600 241,500 26,000 135,700
14 7,200 113,300 43,800 288,300 26,700 160,900
15 298,500 411,800 45,000 36,100 27,400 (114,300)
16 7,600 419,400 46,200 77,400 28,100 (97,300)
17 7,800 427,200 47,400 121,300 28,900 (79,000)
18 79,800 507,000 48,700 93,500 29,700 (133,900)
19 28,000 535,000 50,000 119,800 30,500 (136,200)
20 8,400 543,400 51,400 168,800 31,300 (117,500)
21 8,600 552,000 52,800 220,800 32,100 (97,500)
22 8,800 560,800 54,200 276,000 33,000 (76,000)

Expenses
30-Year Cash Flow

Our Recommendation Your Current Contribution

30 - YEAR CASH FLOW PROJECTION

0
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22 8,800 560,800 54,200 276,000 33,000 (76,000)
23 31,200 592,000 55,700 311,600 33,900 (76,000)
24 9,300 601,300 57,200 372,700 34,800 (52,400)
25 9,600 610,900 58,700 437,300 35,700 (27,300)
26 9,900 620,800 60,300 505,600 36,700 (500)
27 34,700 655,500 61,900 552,400 37,700 2,600
28 396,900 1,052,400 63,600 227,200 38,700 (368,700)
29 10,700 1,063,100 65,300 292,200 39,700 (352,200)
30 11,000 1,074,100 67,100 361,100 40,800 (334,300)
31 39,500 1,113,600 68,900 404,900 41,900 (344,100)
32 11,600 1,125,200 70,800 481,200 43,000 (324,200)
33 97,500 1,222,700 72,700 473,200 44,200 (391,400)
34 12,200 1,234,900 74,700 555,400 45,400 (371,400)
35 43,000 1,277,900 76,700 610,800 46,600 (381,300)
36 12,800 1,290,700 78,800 701,700 47,900 (358,900)
37 13,200 1,303,900 80,900 797,700 49,200 (334,800)

Current Amount-on-Hand = $68,500 2.70% = Average Inflation
30-Year Annual Average = $56,400 $34,300 % Funded = 46% 3.68% = Average Interest

30-Year Annual Average per Owner = $451 $274 Reserve Depletion Factor = 5.3
Minimum Balance over 30-Years = $36,100 ($391,400)

Minimum Balance % = 10% -113%

Notes:
* An annual average cost. Some expenditures may be needed in earlier years, some in later years, depending on when the actual work is done.
Data is a projection based on this point in time. The projection will change as useful life, current costs and amount-on-hand vary.
Data should be considered a more accurate projection for years 1 - 5 than the out-years.

SUMMARY
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PROPERTY COMPARISON
Sample Size = 100 HOA's/POA's
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Upper 25% > 140%
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% Funded
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Legend:
This comparison only compares the first study year to other properties.
% Funded -- Used-up life divided by Useful Life times Current Cost.
Reserve Depletion Factor -- Number of years the amount-on-hand will fund if no more is contributed to the reserves.
Cost Per Owner - The average cost per owner to meet the reserve requirement compared to other properties.
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