CONTROLLER OF DELAWARE COUNTY
GOVERNMENT CENTER BUILDING
201 W. FRONT STREET
MEDIA, PENNSYLVANIA 19063

PHONE 610-891-4441

Louis F. Rosenthal FAX NUMBER 610-566-3256 Jeffrey J. Powers, C.P.A
CONTROLLER FIRST DEPUTY CONTROLLER
Matthew Morley, Esq. Judy A. Drake
SOLICITOR DEPUTY CONTROLLER PAYROLL
May 6, 2026

To: Mr. Richard R. Womack
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From: Louis F. Rosenthal "&
Controller, Delaware County

Subject: Report 2026/01 of an Audit of utilization of the Property Demolition Fund in
Office of Housing and Community Development (Assignment No. AP2025/11)

L. Attached please find the final report on the above-mentioned audit.

2. Please note that the Internal Audit Department (IAD) - Controller’s Office will report
on the progress made to implement its recommendations. IAD will also report to the Chair,
County Council semi-annually for critical recommendations and annually for important
recommendations.

3. The Controller’s Office wishes to express its appreciation to the management and staff
of the Office of Housing and Community Development (OHCD).

Cc:  Ms. Joanne Phillips, Esq., Member, County Council
Ms. Barbara O’Malley, Executive Director
Mr. Marc Woolley, Deputy Executive Director
Mr. Christopher Welsh, Chief, Social Services and Community Programs
Mr. Philip Welsh, Director, Office of Housing and Community Development
Mr. Jeffrey Powers, First Deputy Controller
Mr. Tony Aguirre, Internal Audit Manager
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INTERNAL AUDIT
DEPARTMENT - OFFICE OF
THE CONTROLLER

REPORT 2026/01

Audit of utilization of County Demolition
Fund administered by the OHCD

The Office of Housing and Community
Development needed to develop and
implement oversight and internal control
mechanisms on its utilization of the County
Demolition Fund

May 6, 2026
Assignment No. AP2025/11
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CONFIDENTIAL: FINAL AUDIT REPORT

Executive Summary: Property Demolition Fund Audit

The Internal Audit Department (IAD) conducted an audit of the Office of Housing and
Community Development’s (OHCD) Property Demolition Fund between December 2025 and
January 2026, covering the period from January 2022 to December 2024. The audit assessed
the effectiveness of fund utilization for clearing blighted properties and evaluated the internal
controls governing disbursements to municipalities and contractors.

The audit determined that OHCD must strengthen oversight and internal control mechanisms.
Following technical evaluations of the findings, OHCD has formally accepted all nine audit
recommendations, acknowledging that current processes require enhanced tracking,
documentation, and fiduciary reconciliation to ensure full financial and regulatory compliance.

Summary of Recommendations & Management Actions

The IAD issued two critical! and seven important® recommendations. OHCD has committed to
the following actions to mitigate risk and protect Delaware County (County) assets:

1. Centralize Monitoring (Critical): By June 1, 2026, OHCD will establish a digital master
log and Standard Operating Procedures (SOPs) to track all grant actions, change orders, and
real-time balances. This system replaces manual tracking to eliminate accounting errors and
fund misclassifications.

2 Verify Physical Progress (Critical): By March 20, 2026, OHCD will implement a
mandatory Certification of Completion procedure. The OHCD Administrator will perform non-
technical site reviews to reconcile physical project completion with financial disbursements,
ensuring a three-way match (contract vs. invoice vs. physical existence).

3. Mandate Procurement Evidence (Important): Effective March 2, 2026, OHCD will
require municipalities to submit bid tabulations and proof of public solicitation. Mandatory
debarment checks will verify the selection of the lowest responsible bidder for all projects.

4. Enforce Legal Security (Important): By March 20, 2026, OHCD will strictly withhold
final payments and closeouts until a verified, recorded lien bearing an official stamp is provided.
This secures the County’s right to recover approximately $873,517 in distributed funds if grant
terms are breached.

5. Monitor Substantial Investments (Important): Starting April 3, 2026, OHCD will
implement annual monitoring for high-value grants (exceeding $85,000) via site visits and
Recorder of Deeds verifications. This safeguards long-term public use covenants for major
investments like the $400,000 Pulaski School project.

6. Refine Financial Reporting (Important): By June 1, 2026, OHCD will establish
supplemental reporting to separately categorize current-year costs from prior-year carryovers,
ensuring transparent annual performance reporting and institutional memory.

1 Critical recommendations address those risk issues that require immediate management attention. Failure to take action could have a critical
or significant adverse impact on the County of Delaware.

2 Important recommendations address those risk issues that require timely management attention. Failure to act could have a high or
moderate adverse impact on the County of Delaware.
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CONFIDENTIAL: FINAL AUDIT REPORT

Assignment Title: | Audit of the Utilization of Property Demolition Fund in Office of Housing and
Community Development in the County of Delaware
Assignment No: AP 2025-11

I. Background

1. The Controller’s Office - Internal Audit Department (IAD) conducted an audit of the utilization of
Property Demolition Fund in Office of Housing and Community Development (OHCD) in the County of
Delaware (County).

2. The fund was established under Pennsylvania’s Act 152 of 2016 (and affirmed by Act 149 of 2022).
The County levies a $15 fee on real estate document recordings. These funds are restricted to the demolition
of blighted properties -defined by state law as structures meeting at least three of nine criteria (e.g., public
nuisance, unfit for habitation, fire hazard).

3. OHCD serves as the implementing agency. As a recipient of Act 152 funds, Delaware County is
subject to oversight by the Department of Community and Economic Development (DCED) and must submit
annual reports detailing costs per property and total structures cleared.

4. The Financial Highlights from 2017 — 2025 is summarized as follows:

o Total Revenue Collected: $4,166,000
e Total Expenditures (Grants and Administration): $2,251,000
o  Current Fund Balance: $1,948,000

IL Audit Objective, Scope, and Methodology

5, The objective of the audit was to assess the internal controls governing the Property Demolition
Fund and assess the efficiency and compliance of fund disbursements to municipalities and contractors.

6. The audit was conducted between December 2025 to January 2026 and covered the period from
January 2022 to December 2024. The scope included expenditure reviews, grant award compliance, and
contractor procurement verification. The audit did not cover the revenue or collections for the Property
Demolition Fund.

7. The audit methodology includes a) interviews with key OHCD personnel; b) performed a statistical
sample test of 13 projects (totalling $873,517) to verify documentation completeness; c) reconciled annual
reports submitted to the DCED against internal general ledger accounts; and d) analysed contractor payment
concentrations to identify potential procurement risks. Furthermore, a random sample testing of transactions
occurring between January 2022 and December 2024 was conducted to verify the authorization of payments,
competitive bidding for demolition contracts, and post-demolition outcomes.

II1. Audit Results

A. Oversight of Property Demolition Funds

Need to improve oversight on competitive bidding

8. Under Government Accountability Office (GAO) 10.03 and Government Auditing Standards
(GAGAS) 6.11, management must maintain controls and documentation readily available for examination
to provide reasonable assurance of compliance. As the Grantor, OHCD is responsible for ensuring
municipalities follow transparent procurement by verifying public solicitations, bid tabulations, cost
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CONFIDENTIAL: FINAL AUDIT REPORT

estimates, and debarment checks thereby fulfilling the County's fiduciary duty under Home Rule Charter
Section 408 to protect public appropriations.

9. A review of $1.89M in cumulative disbursements (2017-2024) across 13 municipalities revealed a
systemic absence of procurement documentation. Furthermore, there is a high concentration of awards
among a limited vendor pool, with 70.1% of all funds ($1.33M) awarded to just three contractors. The
following table reflects the utilization for the eight contractors who have performed work under the fund:

Cantertos Nime ;(e)i:;li‘iglount No. of Projects % of Total Fund Fiscal Years of Awards
Robert Lilick dba 5 2019, 2020, 2021, 2022, 2024
BRB Contractors $521,805.69 10 27.5%

A To U Services, Inc. $442,524.60 11 23.3% 2018, 2019, 2020, 2022, 2023
Tamco Construction Inc | $366,525.00 5 19.3% 2022

Benjamin o 2022, 2023, 2024
Washington LLC $309,042.42 6 16.3%

Inter'natlonal Waste $86,900.00 4 4.6% 2018

Service Inc.

Daesbanat $82,699.57 |2 4.4% 2019

General Construction

FH Demolition $46,999.80 1 2.5% 2024

Diamond Huntbach $39,015.00 2 21% 2020

Construction

Total Cumulative $1,895,512.08 | 41 100% 2017-2024

10. From 2017 to 2024, OHCD disbursed $1,895,512.08 to eight contractors. However, project files
lack verified evidence of the competitive bidding process used by municipalities. Notably, 70% of all funds
($1.33M) were concentrated among top three contractors (BRB Contractors, A To U, and Tamco).

11. This was mainly due to OHCD’s internal controls prioritizing the review of final invoices over
procurement verification. This has led to an over-reliance on municipal assertions rather than independent
verification.

12. Without verified procurement records, the County cannot confirm that nearly $1.9 million in public
funds were awarded through a fair, competitive market. This creates financial risk, including potential
overpayment and vulnerability to bid-splitting or favoritism.

13. OHCD advised that the limited vendor pool in the County and the refusal of some contractors to
work in specific municipalities contribute to vendor concentration. OHCD also clarified that funds are
committed early to ensure municipal budget security. While OHCD has not historically required full bid tabs
in property folders, management agrees to make the submission of these documents a mandatory requirement
for project files moving forward.

(1) OHCD should update the Project Documentation Checklist to require municipalities
to submit advertisements and bid tabulations as a condition of the grant.

Office of Housing and Community Development (OHCD) accepted recommendation 1 and
stated that bid tabulations and proof of advertisement will be collected when applicable.
Recommendation 1 remains open pending receipt of evidence of an updated Project
Documentation Checklist which requires municipalities to submit advertisements and bid
tabulations as a condition of the grant.

5|Page



CONFIDENTIAL: FINAL AUDIT REPORT

(2) OHCD should perform a mandatory check of contractor debarment status and a
review of bid tabulations prior to authorizing final disbursements to confirm the lowest
responsible bidder was selected.

OHCD accepted recommendation 2 and stated that the lowest responsible bidder will be
verified. Recommendation 2 remains open pending receipt of evidence of mandatory check of
contractor debarment status and a review of bid tabulations prior to authorizing final
disbursements to confirm the lowest responsible bidder was selected.

Need to verify post-demolition lien requirements

14. The OHCD Project Documentation Checklist requires participating municipalities to record a lien
on behalf of the County. This legal mechanism is mandatory to ensure the recovery of costs for non-publicly
owned properties.

15. A review of the 2022 Annual Report representing $873,517.01 in utilized funds revealed that none
of the 13 propetties tested contained verified proof that a municipal lien was recorded on behalf of the
County:

¢ Project files lacked confirmation that liens were placed by municipalities. For example, the 8
properties located in Chester City totaling $555,566,90: a property in Lansdowne amounting to
$30,000 and a property in Aston Township amounting to $87,000. In these instances, municipalities
were not required to demonstrate that a lien had been placed to secure the construction and
restoration costs borne by the County.

16. This was mainly due to the lack of enforcement by OHCD the Lien Proof requirement as a
mandatory prerequisite for final project closeout and payment authorization. There is currently no
administrative stopgap to prevent funds from being released before legal security is confirmed.

17. As a result, the County is exposed to financial risk. Without recorded liens, there is no legal
encumbrance on these properties to guarantee the reimbursement of funds if the properties are sold or
repurposed in violation of grant conditions.

18. OHCD acknowledged the need for better documentation and agreed to incorporate lien proof into
future project files. IAD advised that OHCD holds the ultimate oversight responsibility to verify that the
filing has occurred before closing the grant.

(3) OHCD must enforce the Lien Proof requirement as a mandatory prerequisite for
project closeout. Project signoffs should be withheld until the municipality provides a copy
of the recorded lien bearing an official recording stamp.

OHCD accepted recommendation 3 and stated that project will not be closed out until recorded
lien is verified, when applicable. Recommendation 3 remains open pending receipt of evidence
that the Lien Proof requirement as a mandatory prerequisite for project closeout is enforced and
project signoffs withheld until the municipality provides a copy of the recorded lien bearing an
official recording stamp.

Need to strengthen project monitoring and documentation oversight

19. Under Article XIII of the Delaware County Administrative Code and GAO Standard 13.04, OHCD
is mandated to develop and maintain an integrated management information system. This centralized
database is essential for ensuring financial integrity and operational oversight, allowing for the precise
tracking of contractor performance, subrecipient activities, and real-time project balances. Relying on
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decentralized files or individual archives fails to meet these local and federal standards for institutional
knowledge and fiscal accountability.

20. A review of the demolition fund case files such as Demolition Fund Agreement, Demolition
Program Application, invoices, transaction reports, and DCED annual reports revealed significant gaps in
administration. OHCD does not maintain a master monitoring log; project files are decentralized and
tracking of Change Orders is inconsistent. For example, Grant DF 21-60A had three price increases (from
$150,000 to $165,375), yet the final completion status and contractor performance remain undocumented in
a central system. Furthermore, a journal entry error was identified where $15,336 was mischarged to the
Home Program instead of the Demolition Fund.

21. Due to the lack of a master log and final review, the current completion and financial status of this
project cannot be verified. The department relies on manual, folder-based tracking rather than a digital
master log. There are no Standard Operating Procedures (SOPs) requiring staff to record grant actions,
change orders, or amendments in a single, accessible, and start-to-finish digital format.

22. OHCD advised and provided an Excel sheet that currently tracks these items. However, IAD found
that existing summaries do not provide the necessary start-to-end project data and OHCD needs to create a
master log to provide a snapshot of all controls and funding in one line. This master log will centrally track
projects from inception to completion in a format accessible to third parties, such as the County Council and
reviewers.

An example of a Demolition Fund Master Tracking Log may look this way:

Category Column Header Purpose / Data Point
Project Identity Project ID / Grant No. Unique identifier (e.g., Grant DF 21-60A)

Municipality Entity responsible for the property

Property Address Physical location of the demolition
Procurement Lowest Bidder Form g]c;nﬁrmation that procurement documents are on

Selected Contractor Name of the firm awarded the contract
Financials Original Award Initial funding allocation

Change Orders ($) Cumulative value of all approved increases

Total Disbursement Total funds paid to date

Funding Account Correct categorization (e.g., "Demolition Fund")
Physical Status Physical Progress (%) Status of demolition/restoration

Engineer Sign-off Date of certified technical completion

OHCD Verification Date of independent physical inspection
Compliance Completion Date Date building clearance was finalized

Lien Filed Date Date stamped by Recorder of Deeds

Lien Stamp # Filing reference for cost-recovery audit

Use Restriction 5-year public use or 10-year affordable housing
23. Without a centralized database, OHCD cannot effectively hold poorly performing contractors

accountable across multiple projects. This creates a high risk of unauthorized cost escalations, fund
misstatements, and projects may remain in uncertain status without final resolution.

(4) OHCD should establish a centralized digital monitoring log to track all grant actions and
change orders.

OHCD accepted recommendation 4 and stated that an Excel tracker showing year awarded, address
with Municipality, project ID, procurement verified, allocation, bid award amount, debarred
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contractor check, change orders, payment dates and received lien. Items may be listed as non-
applicable on certain projects. Recommendation 4 remains open pending receipt of evidence of a
centralized digital monitoring log to track all grant actions and change orders.

(5) OHCD should implement a Certification of Completion form that must be signed by the
OHCD Administrator and the Grant Officer before a project is officially closed in the system.

OHCD accepted recommendation 5 and stated OHCD administrator will verify invoiced work is
completed via non-technical site review. Final project closeout will not be completed until action
items in recommendation #3 are completed. Recommendation 5 remains open until receipt of
evidence that OHCD implements a formal sign-off by the Administrator and Grant Officer to protect
the County from further misstatements and incomplete deliveries.

Need to track and document long-term use conditions

24, OHCD maintains an internal policy for Local Municipal Participants that limits eligible costs to site
restoration and clearance, with a maximum award of $85,000 per structure. Furthermore, grant agreements
require strict adherence to long-term use provisions: five years of public use or ten years of affordable
housing, with a full reimbursement clause for unauthorized early sales or change in use.

25, A review of case files such as the Demolition Fund Agreement, Demolition Program Application,
invoices and transaction reports related to the former Pulaksi School in Chester City (granted $400,000 by
the County) indicate critical oversight lapses:

a) The $400,000 award significantly exceeds the department’s internal maximum limit of $85,000
without a documented waiver or policy reconciliation.
b) No documentation exists to verify formal project sign-off, closure, or current compliance with the
special conditions established in the September 21, 2022, amendment.
c) There is no evidence of a mechanism to track whether the property continues to meet the public use
or affordable housing requirements.

26. This condition stems from a lack of formalized administrative controls to reconcile County Council
approvals with internal OHCD policy. Furthermore, OHCD lacks a post-completion monitoring system to
track property usage after the initial demolition phase. Management’s reliance on informal evidence such as
County Council attendance at a groundbreaking ceremony is used as a substitute for institutionalized,
documented project tracking.

217. The absence of a formal tracking mechanism exposes the County to a $400,000 financial risk.
Without documented oversight, the property could be sold or repurposed for non-public use without
triggering the required reimbursement of the County’s Property Demolition Fund.

(6) OHCD should: a) update award policies to align with authorized spending limits; b)
formalize comprehensive filing and tracking requirements for all grants; and c) create a
recurring annual or biennial verification schedule to enforce long-term compliance and ensure
that the reimbursement clauses remain active and enforceable for all substantial investments.

OHCD accepted recommendation 6 and stated that OHCD Administrator will monitor projects
identified as substantial investments annually with submission of annual report to DCED. Recorder
of Deeds website will be utilized to ensure land has not been sold. Properties with restricted use
covenants will be visited to ensure they are available to the public. Details on progress for properties
with future development plans will be requested from property owner. Recommendation 6 remains
open pending receipt of evidence that OHCD: a) aligns award policies with authorized spending
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limits; b) formalizes grant filing and tracking; and c) establishes a recurring verification schedule to
enforce long-term reimbursement clauses.

Need to create a Grant Tracking System

28. OHCD is responsible for the financial integrity and oversight of demolition activities, which
requires maintaining an accurate database for contractor performance, contract values, and proper
account classifications.

29. There is no centralized system to track contractors across multiple sites or to monitor project
amendments. Additionally, there are no Standard Operating Procedures requiring staff to log grant
actions into a master record. For example, account misclassification was noted. A journal entry
error was identified where $15,336 was charged to account 240720 “Home Program" instead of the
"Demolition Fund".

30. OHCD lacks a master monitoring log and did not conduct comprehensive financial reviews
before closing project files. Without a master record to validate account classifications, there is a
risk for the misapplication of funds and documented misclassification of expenditures.

(7) OHCD should establish a master grant tracking system and Standard Operating
Procedure. The system must capture all grant actions including IDs, funding sources, contract
history, and real-time disbursement balances.

OHCD accepted recommendation 7 and stated that a master grant tracking will be created.
Recommendation 7 remains open pending receipt of evidence of a centralized digital monitoring log
and Standard Operating Procedure that captures all grant actions, including project IDs, funding
sources, contract history, and real-time disbursement balance.

Need for sign-off procedure that reconciles physical progress with disbursements

31. OHCD is responsible for the fiscal oversight and administrative closure of grant-funded projects,
ensuring all deliverables are met prior to final payment.

32. A review of project files for 108 Stratford Avenue in Aldan Borough (Grant: $81,600) revealed that
OHCD authorized payments despite the project being unfinished.

a) There was no formal sign-off procedure that reconciles physical project progress with financial
disbursements. Specifically, 108 Stratford Avenue was recorded as satisfactorily completed, yet the project
remained unfinished with no formal proof of demolition.

b) The contractor (SB Conrad Inc.) submitted a bid ($16,100) significantly lower than competitors, yet
there was no enhanced monitoring to ensure the contractor could complete the scope for that price.

Financial Category Amount Audit Notes/Findings

Total Grant Award $81,600.00 | Total available funding

Initial Bid (SB Conrad Inc.) | $16,100.00 Significantly below competitors
Final Approved Payment ($14,700.00) | Paid despite incomplete status
Unspent Grant Balance $66,900.00 Unutilized funds (82%)
Additional Legal/Eng. Costs | $2,617.38 Result of administrative failures
Est. Cost to Stabilize Site $1,400.00 Remaining liability
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c) OHCD relied solely on a third-party engineer's certification without verifying the existence of
supporting progress documentation or physical site status.

33. As aresult, the County paid for incomplete work and the Borough remains exposed to a $1,400 liability
for site stabilization. Furthermore, the Borough incurred over $2,600 in unnecessary legal fees to address the
administrative failure. By leaving 82% of the grant unspent on an unfinished site, the program failed to achieve
its primary objective of blight removal.

34, OHCD advised that they do an occasional drive-by confirmations but not a certified inspection. Also,
requiring a formal County sign-off on technical demolition could shift professional liability to the County.
However, IAD clarified that the recommendation is for an overseer sign-off based on a physical inspection to
supplement, not replace, the certified engineer’s report. This serves as an essential internal control and an
additional layer of verification to ensure project completeness before funds are released.

(8) OHCD must implement a mandatory checklist and sign-off procedure that reconciles
physical progress with financial disbursements.

OHCD accepted recommendation 8 and stated that fiduciary reconciliation is included in
verification outlined in recommendation item #5. Recommendation 8 remains open pending
receipt of evidence that OHCD implements a formal Certification of Completion, signed by
both the Administrator and Grant Officer, to verify all physical and financial reconciliations.

B. Regulatory Framework

Need for proper financial categorization of Act 152 expenditure

35. To ensure transparency and accurate performance measurement, financial reporting must
distinguish between current-year project costs and prior-year obligations. Under GAO Principle 13,
management should use quality information to achieve objectives, which requires data that is complete,
accurate, and provided on a timely basis. Furthermore, the PA Act 152 framework implies that annual
reports should reflect the actual demolition activity achieved within the reported fiscal cycle to justify
the continued collection of demolition fees.

36. A review of OHCD annual reports submitted to the Department of Community and Economic
Development (DCED) revealed that Act 152 expenditures are not distinctly categorized by fiscal year
of activity. The reporting structure blends prior-year and current-year costs into a single total. For
example, the 2022 Annual Report cited a total expenditure of $873,517.01, but this figure included
$37,658.11 for five projects that were completed and reported in 2021.

37. This lack of distinction is primarily due to a reliance on footnotes rather than isolated reporting
categories. While OHCD cited constraints within the DCED-mandated templates, the current practice
prioritizes making numerical totals tie over providing a clear timeline of activities. There is currently no
internal supplemental reconciliation to bridge the gap between DCED requirements and local oversight
needs.

38. Obscured data makes it difficult for users of the report (e.g. County Council, auditors, and the
public) to determine the true cost of demolitions performed within a specific year. This results in a
cashflow summary rather than a performance-based report, requiring time consuming manual
reconciliations to verify if the program is meeting its annual targets.
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We suggest that OHCD formulate a project closeout and verification checklist as shown in an

example below:

OHCD Project Closeout & Verification Checklist

o . Sign-off

Task Verification Step (OHCD)
Document Audit Conﬁ"rm a unique file ex1st's f(l)'r eaqh of the 13 properties, including the O

final "satisfactory completion" certificate.
Fisgal Year Split Yernfy the?t payments for _prOJects completed in prior years (e.g., 2021) are O

isolated from current project totals.
Expenditure Match contractor invoices against the total "Funds Used" line item to
Reconciliation ensure no administrative or legal fees are mislabeled as demolition costs.
Engineer Certification Confirm the physical status of the site matches the Engineer's certification 0
Match before authorizing final grant utilization.
40. OHCD advised that they are constrained by the reporting formats requested by the DCED and

have focused on maintaining the integrity of the total numbers. OHCD acknowledges the need for clarity

and will evaluate methods to improve the visibility of these reconciliations. While the DCED template

is fixed, OHCD has the authority to create supplemental reports for Delaware County Council to provide
| necessary transparency for local fiscal oversight.

(9) OHCD should establish: a) a supplemental reporting process that clearly separates
Current Year Project Costs from Prior Year Carryover Payments in all main report bodies
and b) a Project Closeout & Verification Checklist to support this transition.

OHCD accepted recommendation 9 and stated that this will be accomplished with grant tracking
discussed in recommendation item #4. Recommendation 9 remains open pending receipt of evidence
of a supplemental reporting process that clearly separates Current Year Project Costs from Prior
Year Carryover Payments in all main report bodies and a Project Closeout & Verification Checklist

41.

to support this transition.
IV.  Acknowledgement

The Controller’s Office - Internal Audit Department wishes to express its appreciation to the

management and staff of Delaware County’s Office of Housing and Community Development for
assistance and cooperation extended to the auditors during this assignment.

Tony Aguirre, CPA, CFE, CRMA, MBA
Internal Audit Manager, Internal Audit Department
Office of the Controller

11|Page



areme[a( Jo AlunoQ Jo arep 19818 ,
uad(Q =0 Psso =D

“areme[a] JO AUnoy) oy uo 1oedul 9SISAPE S1BISPOU 10 YSIY B 9ARY P[1I0D UOIIOR S3e} 0} dIN[Ie,] “UONUSNE JuswaSeueur A[aurl S1nbal ey SaNSS! JSL 9501 SSAUPPE SUONEPUSUILIOI! juepodury ,
-aIeME[o JO AIUNOD) 3y} U0 10edUI SSISAPE JUBDIIUSIS JO [201ILID ALY P[NOJ UOKOE 33} 0} SIN[Ie] UONUSNE JUOWATLULL SJRIPSUILIL S1ba1 Jey} SINSS! YSL 250U SSAIPPE SUONEPUSILIOA] [EORLLD ¢

199101d 07 IS21JO JUBID puUB I0JeNSIUIWPY SY) AQ JJO 91 Aq pauSIs oq jsnul jey} uuoj uond[duio)
9707 ‘07 YoTeN | -uSts [euriog e spuowe]dul QOHO 90UspIac jo3deody | O [eont) Jo uoneoyne) ' jueuww[dwl pmoys gOHO S
"SI9pIO0 J3UeYD
*SIOpI0 S3UBYD puE SUOIIOR JURIF [[ YorL 0] 30] pue suonoe jueld [[e yoen 01 30| SuliojrUOW
9707 1 sun( | SuLojruow [e}SIp POZI[BIUSD B JO 0UPIAL J01dIdosy | O [eoni) [eudip pozienuad e ysiqelss pinoys qOHO ¥
-dure)s Surplooal [BIOI}JO UR SULIBI] -durels SuIpIooal [BIOIJO U SuLIeaq
usI] popiooal ay} Jo Adoo e sepraoid Ajedorunw uoI] pop10oar oy} Jo £dod e sopraoid Ajediorunu
oyl [uun pleyyIm sygoudis 10sfoid pue pooioyue oyl [UN PEYYIM 2q pnoys spjoudis 109foig
SI n03so[o 309foxd 103 ousmberord Alojepuewr e se "1n03s070 109fo1d 103 oysmbarsid A105epURW B SB
9707 ‘07 YoTe]N | JuswaImbar JooIid UsI oY) 1By} 90USPIAS Jo 110y | O juepoduw] | jusweImber Joo1d USIT SY} 92I0JUL 1SN JOHO ¢
P2109[as Sem IappIq
"P2109]as SeM IOppIq [qISU0dsal 1S9MO] o[qisuodsal 3S9M0] 9} ULIFUOD 0} SJUSWISSINGSIP
oyl ULIJUOOD 0} SJUQWRSINGSIp [euy Sulzioymne 0} reuy  Surzmoyne o3  toud  suopenqge;
Joud suone[nge} piq JO MIIASI B PUB SNJE)S JUSULIR]Ip PIq JO MOIARI B PUB SNJB)IS JUSULIEGIP I010BIUOD
970T 7 UOTeIA | JOJOBIIUOS JO J03YD AIOJBPUBW JO S0USPIAR J0 3d100y | O jueptoduw] | Jo yoayo Aojepuewl & woled pmoys qOHO 14
“JueId oy} JO UONIPUOD B SB SUOoIe[ngel “JueI3 oY} JO UON)IPUOD B SB SUolB[nqel
PIq pUE SJUSWSSIMOAPE JUIqns 0} sopifedorunu PIq PUE SJUSWSSIIOAPE JTWqns 0} sanifediorunw
saxmbaz yorgm 1SIPO9YD e)ikzalicliniblg] axmbaz 0} 1SIPO2YD UOTJBIUOWINO0J
9707 ‘T UoTeN | 10°fory pejepdn ue Jo 90uopmad jo 3deoy | O jueptodwy | 109foxy  oyp  oepdn  p[noys ADHO I
093P UOIJBPUIUWITI0IAI ISO[d 0} PIPIIU SUOIYD . Ao U0l EPUI W W0 o
woneyuawadury aa B S 0 JAL2li180e) el & 29y

aaeme( Jo Auno) ur jusmdopAd Apunwwo)) pue SuISno Jo dYJQ ul pung uonrjowd( Apradoad yo uonezin() 3y} jo pny
SNOILLVANANWIANODHTY LIANV 40 SALVLS

I XHNNV




-uonyisuen) sy} poddns 03 3SIPPOIYD
UOIBOIJLIO A 29 1N03SO[)) 109[01d © pue sorpoq iodar
UIBUI [[€ UI SJUSWARJ JOAOALIR)) JBd X JOLIJ WOK SIS0D
109(01g Ieax juaerm)) sojeredss ALresyo eyl ssso0id

‘uonsuen siy} poddns
0] ISIPOSYD UOHEBOLIOA 29 IN03SO[) 199[01g
e (q pue se1poq jodor urew B Ul SJUSWARJ
ISAOALIRD) s X IOl wolj s1s0) 309[01g Ies x
juom)) soyeredas A[res[o jey; sseooid Sungodax

9707 ‘1 sung | Sunpoder [ejuewe(ddns ® Jo 90USPIAS JO 1dI009Y 0 jueptodw) | [eyuewerddns ' (B :ysiqelss prnoys qOHO 6
*SUOIJEI[IOU0OI [BIOUBUL] PUB

[eo1sAyd [[& AJLISA 0} ‘ISJIJJ( JUBID pUB JOJRNSIUIWPY SJUSWaSINGSIP [eIoUBUL Yim ssaioid
oyl |oq £q poudis ‘uons[dwio) JO UONRDIJILSD [eo1sAyd se[rouooar jey} 2mnpaooid jjo-uSis pue

9707 ‘07 YoreN | Teunioy e syuowedwr qOHO ey} S9USPIAL JO 1d100y | O jueptodw] | ISIPOSYO AIojepuewr & juewe[dwl isnw qOHO 8
‘aouereq Sooue[eq JUSWSSINGSIP W}
JUSWISSINGSIP SWI}-[B2I PUB ‘AI0ISIY JOBRIJUOD ‘S90INOS -[eaI pue ‘AI0)SIY J0BIUOD ‘$92IN0Ss Jurpuny ‘s
Surpuny ‘s 10efoxd Suipnjour ‘suonoe jueid [[e Surpnjour suonoe jueid [[e 2imded jsnul WolsAs
sarmdeo jey) ainpaooid SuneredQ plepuels pue F0[ oy [, "oanpaoold Surersd() pIrepuelS pue walsAs

970z ‘1 dun( | SuLIO}UOW [B}ISIP PIZI[BNUSD B JO 0USPIAS J01dI00ay | O jueprodw | Supjoer) jueI3 J9sew B YSI[qRIS? PINOYs JOHO L
"SJUSUIISQAUL [EIJUBISQNS [[€ 0] 9[BI0I0JUS
puB QAI}OB UTBWAI SOSTB[O  JUSWSSINQUIISI
oy} Jey oinsue pue ooue[dwod  ULA)
*SOSNE[O JUSWIOSINGUIIST -3U0] 90I0JUS 0} 9[NPIYSS UOIBOYLISA [BIUUSI]
uLIS)-3U0] 90I0JUS 0} S[NPAYOS UONEBOLISA FULLINIIL B JIo Tenuue SULLINOAI B 938210 (0 PUE sjueIs [[e 10
soystqelss (o pue ‘Sunjoen) pue JUI[l JuRIS SOZI[RULIOY syuowaambal Sunjoer pue SuI[ly SAISUSY2IdUWIOd
(@ ‘sywi Surpueds pezuoyme yum - samorjod ozirewoy (q ‘sywn Surpuads pazioyme yim

9707 ‘¢ [udy | preme suSie (B :qOHO 1Byl 90USpIAd Jo 1d09y | O juepodwy | uSie 03 serorjod preme ojepdn (e :pinoys QOHO 9
"SQLIOAI[Sp S39[dwoour “WR1SAS oY) UI pasO[9 A[[B1013J0 st 199[o01d © 910J9q
pue sjusWelEISSII  IOUYMN} WO  Auno) 9y} IOONJQ JUBID 92U} PuB JIOJBLSIUIWPY JOHO

Baddy UOIJEPUIWT0III ISO[D 0 PIPIIU SUOIJD PREO WO EPUI W0 o

wonyeyuswarduy nep [3 03 P3p v sO/0 JqEnID Iep B! n

JI0ddY LIdNV TVNIA “TVILNIdIANOD




Q]IS [BOIUYOS}-UOU BIA Po3R[duwiod SI jiom Jojoa1g £q pousIs oq jsnui et} wLoj uons[duio) Jo
PAOIOAUT AJLISA [[IM JojeLsIuIpe JOHO 9207/0T/€0 ddHO S9A [eoni) | uonesynIe) e juewe[dwr pmoys AQOHO S
-s309oad ure3rao
uo s[qeorjdde-uou se pajsI] 9q ABW SWS]]
“USI] POAISORI puUe so1ep juswiked ‘siopio
a8ueyD “[0aY0 J0J0BNUOD PALIBJSP JUnouwe
PIeMe pIq “UOIIBI0[[B ‘PO LIDA JusWaImo01d *SIOpIO 93UBYO PUE SUOI}OR
‘Al weloxd “AiredomunjN Yim  SSaIppe 1030211(J jueid [[e Moel} o0} So[ Juuoyuow [eNIIp
‘popieme IeoK SUIMOYS ISNOBI) [39Xd UY 9202/10/90 doOHO SOX [eonL)) | pezienuad ® YsIgelsd p[moys qOHO ¥
-dwre)s SurpJooal [IJIIJO UB SULIBSq
usl[ popiodar oy} jo Adoo ' sopraod
Arrediorunw oY) [HUN P[AYYIM 3G P[ROYS
sgouSis 109ford -moasofo 303foid 10J
-o[qeordde uoym ‘POIJLISA ST USI] 1030011 onsmbaierd Arojepuewr e se juowRINbal
PAPI0DaI [1IUN JNO PISO[O 29 10U [[1M 103[01g 9202/02/€0 dOHO sox | uepodwy | Jooid USIT 9y} 92I0JUS IsnwW  OHO ¢
FERSES
sem  Iopplq 9[qIsuodsal  1S9MO[  dYl
ULITJUOD 0} SYUSWSINGSIP [eulj SuizLoyme
01 Joud suonenge} piq JO  MIIAI
"PALLISA Iojoalg ® pue SMjElS JUSULIEQOP JOJOBIUOD JO
aq [[im Joppiq o[qIsuodsar 3somol dYL 920¢/20/€0 ddHO saX | juepoduy | oayd Arojepuent & uLioped pnoys QOHO 4
‘ueIs
oY} JO UOTIPUOD B SB suone[nge} piq pue
SJUSWISSIIIOAPE Jrugns 03 sonijediorunwu
-g[qeoridde usym pa1o9[[0o 3q [[IM 1030911 armber 01 ISIPORYD  UOUBIUSWNOO(
JusWeSIHAAPE JO Joold pue suonenqe; pig 920¢/20/€0 ddHO so& | juepoduy | oford oyr oyepdn  pmoys  AOHO !
Jjep [enprapul (oN/s?x) | yueyroduy ‘ou
SJUQ WO JUIID) arqisuodsax U0} EPUIU0IIY
uoneyuawduy j0 SpL JpAdadoy | /BN Y

aJeMER( JO A1uno)) ul Juswdo[aAd( Aylunwuwio)) pue SUISNoH Jo 3dYJQ ul puny uoniowd( Apadold Jo uonezIfiy() Y} jo ypny

asuodsay JUIWIISBUBA]

I xipuaddy

19049y LIANV TVNIA - TVILNAdIINOD




“uonISsueI}
sry; poddns 01 3ISIPOSYD UOUBOLIISA
29 1M03s0])) 109[01d © (q pue {sa1poq 310dal
‘peyIpow o urew [[B Ul SJUoWARJ IOAOALIRD) IBdX
jouued QgD 03} paprwqns Jodal oy, “v# oL wol s)s0) 1090l Iesx JuaLm)
WO UOTJBPUSWIIOI U PISSNOSIP SULOBI) 1030911(J sojeredos A[res[o jeyy ssoooid Sunsodar
uess yum poysiduwoooe 9q [ SIYL 9202/10/90 ddHO so& | juepoduy | eyuewoddns e (e :ysiqeIss p[noys QOHO 6
190110 "SJUSWISS.INGSIP
‘G# W jueI) pue [eroueury ym ssa13o1d [eorsAyd s9[1ou0dax
UOIBPUSTIUIIONaI Ul PIUIIN0O UOIIBOIJLISA 1030011 1ey) ainpacoid jjo-udis pue  ISIPOSYD
Ul popn[oul SI UOHBI[IOU0I3I AIRronprq 9202/0Z/€0 dDHO sox | juenoduwy | Arojepuewr & juswo[dwl jsnw  OHO 8
"S90UE[Eq JUSWSSINGSIP
ow-[eal pue ‘AIOISIY JOBIUOD ‘S9OINOS
Suipuny ‘s Surpnjour suonoe jueid
‘potRaId [re eiydeo jsnw WRISAS Y], "2INpPadoid
o9q [ dOS “p# W UOHBPUIWIOIT 10309110 SuneiedQ piepuelS pue wWaISAS unjoen)
ur  possnosip Supjoen JUBIS  ISISBIN 9202/10/90 doHO sox | juepodwy | jueid Iojsew ® USIqeIss pnoys qOHO L
“Ioumo AKuedoid wouy paisanbar aq [[im
suerd juswdorerep armny yum sonradord
1oy ssaiSoxd uo spree@ -orqnd 9yp 01
S[qe[TeAR 2Ie A9y} 9INSUS 0} PISIA 9 [[IM "SJUQWI)SIAUL [RIIUBISNS J0J SISNB[O
SJUBUSAOD 3SN PajoLisal Yim santedoid JuswesINqUIIRI pue ooueldwod wis}-3uoy
“PIOS US2q J0U SBY PUB[ 2INSUS 0] PAZI[1IN 9q 90I0JUS 0} WIRISAS SULIOJUOUI B YSI[qBISd
[[12 931SqaMm SPa3(J JO IopI00ay "dO( O} (o pue ‘syueiIs [[e 10J sjusWRIMbal Funjoen
uodar [enuue Jo UOISSITWqns Yim Afenuue pue Suny oAIsuoyoIrdwiod  SZI[BULIOJ
SJUOWISOAUT  [eljUBISQNS SB  PILNUSPI 1039911 (q sy Surpueds pazioyme yyum udie
sjoefoxd o3ruOU [[IM J0yRNSIUIIPY AOHO 9202/€0/70 dOHO $o& | 3uepoduwy | 03 serorjod preme ajepdn (e :pnoys GQOHO 9
"pa1o[dwIos aIe ¢# UONBPUSTIUIOOT “WRISAS 93 Ul
Ul swey  uopoe  [pun  paje[dwod JUBIUNOIOY paso[o A[reroigjo st 309fo1d © 210399 1901JO
9q 10U [[I4 IN09s0[o 109[01d [eur] “m3IAaI juelD) pue JuRID SY) pue JojensmuIwpy OHO 94!
enpIAIpUI
SJUQWIWO0J JUSI[D) A0 o__n_mﬂcnw& (ON/2X). | uredtoduy U0 EPUIWWO0INY b
uonejudwdduny 16 SaLL .Pa1daddy /e EM |

LIOdTd LIANV TYNIA “TVILNAAIINOD




