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Flemington Center Urban Renewal, LLC
c/o McManimon, Scotland & Baumann, LLC
5 Bartles Corner Road

Flemington, New Jersey 08822

RE: OG File No. 18040042
Flemington Center Urban Renewal, LLC
d/b/a Courthouse Square
Block 22, Lots 4-10, 12-14; Block 23, Lots 1 & 7; Block 24, Lots 1-3, 5
Borough of Flemington
Hunterdon County, New Jersey

Dear Flemington Center Urban Renewal, LLC:

In accordance with your request, | submit my financial analysis study report for the proposed
Downtown Flemington Redevelopment known as Courthouse Square. The purpose of our
financial analysis is to provide professional assistance in determining the reasonableness of a
proposed financial agreement related to a Payment-in-Lieu of Taxes (PILOT) agreement. The
intended use of the report is to provide guidance on drafting a viable development or
redevelopment plan which aligns with market demand, is financially viable and fills an unmet
need in the local submarket area.

I have inspected the subject site and investigated relevant economic, demographic and real
estate market factors within the context of the regional and local market area. This study has
been developed and the report has been prepared in accordance with the Code of Professional
Ethics (CPE) of the Appraisal Institute and the Standards of Professional Practice (SPP) of the
Appraisal Institute.

This study summarizes the various processes employed in developing our conclusions, the
relevant data which formed the basis of our analyses, various exhibit documents upon which |
have relied and any assumptions upon which my conclusions have been based.

Conclusions: Based upon my investigation and analysis, | have concluded that the
redevelopment of the subject property with a PILOT is reasonable based on the analysis in the
report. In my opinion, the project could be expected to achieve a reasonable rate of return on
investment with a PILOT, without it the project is not financially feasible. Furthermore, the
proposed initial PILOT for a project of this scope as well as the incremental increases to the
PILOT payments are also reasonable and were utilized in the analysis. As indicated in the
PILOT analysis report on pages 69 & 70, the Borough of Flemington will expect to receive
approximately an average of $694,126 annually, or a total of $20,823,786 over the 30-year
period.



| further reviewed other PILOT agreements from other municipalities on similar development
projects, which included Belmar Borough, Bordentown City, Elizabeth City, Fanwood Borough,
Jersey City, Linden City, Long Branch City, New Brunswick City, West New York Town. The
structure of these PILOTSs vary greatly, but ultimately are designed to achieve financial feasibility
without the developer obtaining above market returns. The typical unlevered return range for a
feasible project is from 6.5% to 12%. It is further important note the subject has obtained a
Redevelopment Area Bond (RAB), which eliminates any regulation on minimal service charges
as percentage of total project costs or a percentage of gross income. Since the subject project
is projecting returns rates to the lower end of the scale, this PILOT is successfully achieving
financial feasibility and ensuring the borough is not in a disadvantageous position. Without a
PILOT, the project does not pass the simple feasibility test until Year 17 of the project and has
an unlevered return range of 0.6% to 6.10% over the 35-year period, which is below the
acceptable standards.

Respectfully submitted,

’% % /MAIIAL-GRS\ .

Christopher J. Otteau, MAI, AI-GRS
Principal

New Jersey SCGREA #42RG00219400
New York SCGREA #46000049674
Pennsylvania SCGREA #GA003794

CJO/td
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Certification of the Consultant

| certify that, to the best of my knowledge and belief:
The statements of fact contained in this report are true and correct.

The reported analyses, opinions, and conclusions are limited only by the reported assumptions and limiting
conditions and are my personal, impartial, and unbiased professional analyses, opinions, and conclusions.

| have no present or prospective interest in the property that is the subject of this report and no personal interest
with respect to the parties involved.

| have no bias with respect to the property that is the subject of this report or to the parties involved with this
assignment.

My engagement in this assignment was not contingent upon developing or reporting predetermined results.

My compensation for completing this assignment is not contingent upon the development or reporting of a
predetermined value or direction in value that favors the cause of the client, the amount of the value opinion, the
attainment of a stipulated result, or the occurrence of a subsequent event directly related to the intended use of
this study.

The reported analyses, opinions and conclusions were developed, and this report has been prepared, in
conformity with the requirements of the Code of Professional Ethics and Standards of Professional Appraisal
Practice of the Appraisal Institute.

Christopher J. Otteau, MAI, AI-GRS has made a personal inspection of the property that is the subject of this
report.

I have not performed a prior study, regarding the property that is the subject of this report within the three-year
period immediately preceding acceptance of this assignment.

Connor F. Montferrat has provided research and report writing assistance to the person(s) signing this report.
As of the date of this report, Christopher J. Otteau, MAI, AI-GRS has completed the continuing education
requirements for designated Members of the Appraisal Institute. The use of this report is subject to the

requirements of the Appraisal Institute relating to review by its duly authorized representatives.

| have completed the continuing education requirements of my active appraisal license.

/MAIJAI-GRSN, |

Christopher J. Otteau, MAI, AI-GRS
Principal

New Jersey SCGREA #42RG00219400
New York SCGREA #46000049674
Pennsylvania SCGREA #GA003794
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Executive Summary

Effective Date of Report:

Date of Report:

Location:

Block/Lot:

Land Area:
Building Area:
Utilities:

Current Zoning:

Present Use:

Proposed Use:

PART I'T INTRODUCTION

August 7, 2018

August 7, 2018

Main Street, Bloomfield Avenue, Spring Street, &
Chorister Place

Flemington Borough

Hunterdon County

New Jersey

Block 22, Lots 4-10, 12-14; Block 23, Lots 1 & 7;
Block 24, Lots 1-3, 5

4.28 acres / 186,419 square feet
Proposed Mixed-Use Redevelopment
Public Water, Public Sewer, Natural Gas
Union Hotel Redevelopment Area

DB, Downtown Business

Flemington Borough Historic District

Improved Structures

Proposed Redevelopment

Property Description: The site which is the subject of this report is a proposed mixed-use
development in Flemington Borough, New Jersey, consisting of 222-unit multifamily units, of
which 14 units will be affordable housing units. The property will also contain 100-room hotel,
45,000 square feet of educational/medical space, 32,250 square feet of retail space, 4,800
square feet of amenity space, 760 parking spaces, which will include 565 structured parking,
159 podium parking, and 26 surface parking spaces. The property is approximately 4.92 acres,
or 186,419 square feet, located along Main Street, Bloomfield Avenue, Chorister Place and
Spring Street in the Union Hotel Redevelopment Area. Presently, the subject property consists
of several structures and a parking lot. Several buildings will be razed while the exteriors of the
Union Hotel and Bank Building will be preserved to facilitate the redevelopment of the site.

Conclusions: Based upon my investigation and analysis, | have concluded that the
redevelopment of the subject property with a PILOT is reasonable based on the analysis in the
report. In my opinion, the project could be expected to achieve a reasonable rate of return on
investment with a PILOT, without it the project is not financially feasible. Furthermore, the
proposed initial PILOT for a project of this scope as well as the incremental increases to the
PILOT payments are also reasonable and were utilized in the analysis. As indicated in the
PILOT analysis report on pages 69 & 70, the Borough of Flemington will expect to receive
approximately an average of $694,126 annually, or a total of $20,823,786 over the 30-year

period.
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The consultant also reviewed other PILOT agreements from other municipalities on similar
development projects, which included Belmar Borough, Bordentown City, Elizabeth City,
Fanwood Borough, Jersey City, Linden City, Long Branch City, New Brunswick City, West New
York Town. The structure of these pilots vary greatly, but ultimately are designed to achieve
financial feasibility without the developer obtaining above market returns. The typical unlevered
return range for a feasible project is from 6.5% to 12%. Since the subject project is projecting
returns rates to the lower end of the scale, this pilot is successfully achieving financial feasibility
and ensuring the borough is not in a disadvantageous position. It is further important note the
subject has obtained a Redevelopment Area Bond (RAB), which eliminates any regulation on
minimal service charges as percentage of total project costs or a percentage of gross income.
Without a PILOT, the project does not pass the simple feasibility test until Year 17 of the project
and has an unlevered return range of 0.6% to 6.10% over the 35-year period, which is below the
acceptable standards.

OTTEAU GROUP
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Subject Property Location Map

Courthouse Square
Flemington Borough
Hunterdon County, NJ
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Date of Study

The effective date of the market study is August 7, 2018, which establishes the context for the
analysis in terms of economic, demographic and real estate market conditions. The date of this
market study report is August 7, 2018, which identifies when the analyses and report were
prepared.

Identification of Property

The subject property is commonly known as Courthouse Square, Block 22, Lots 4-10, 12-14;
Block 23, Lots 1 & 7; Block 24, Lots 1-3, 5, Borough of Flemington, Hunterdon County, New
Jersey. The subject property is located along Main Street, Bloomfield Avenue, Spring Street,

and Chorister Place.

The current owner of the records are as follows:

Address Block Lot Owner Name

24 Bloomfield Avenue 18 17  Flemington Fur Company, LLC
26 Bloomfield Avenue 18 18 56 Main Street LLC

28 Bloomfield Avenue 18 19  Flemington Fur Company

70-74 Main Street 22 4 Flemington Union Hotel, LLC
80 Main Street 22 5 Flemington Revitalization

82 Main Street 22 6 Tweed Group LLC

90 Main St 22 7/X  Flemington Borough

96 Main St 22 7/Cl Flemington Borough

104 Main St 22 8 Flemington Borough

6 Chorister PI 22 9 Flemington Borough

19 Spring St 22 10  Flemington Borough

7 Spring Street 22 12 Flemington Revitalization

23 Bloomfield Avenue 22 13 Flemington Fur Company, LLC
21 Bloomfield Avenue 22 14  Flemington Fur Company, LLC

2 Spring Street 24 1 Flemington Fur Company, LLC
8 Spring Street 24 2 Flemington Fur Company, LLC
12 Spring Street 24 5 Flemington Fur Company, LLC

Purpose & Intended Use of the Study

The purpose of our financial analysis is to provide professional assistance in determining the
reasonableness of a proposed financial agreement related to a Payment-in-Lieu of Taxes
(PILOT) agreement. The intended use of the study is to provide guidance on drafting a viable
development or redevelopment plan which aligns with market demand, is financially viable and

fills an unmet need in the local submarket area.

OTTEAU GROUP
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Intended User of the Study

The intended user of the study is the client, Flemington Center Urban Renewal, LLC c/o
McManimon, Scotland & Baumann, LLC, and the Borough of Flemington, which will be a
third-party beneficiary to this agreement. Any reliance upon this report by anyone other than the

client is unintended.

Scope of Work
The scope of work in developing this study included the following:

1. Scope of Work Determination: Identification of the study area, purpose and intended use
of the study. The scope of work was determined by Borough of Flemington.

2. Document Review: Reviewed various documents that relate to the subject property that
was provided by the client including but not limited to legal descriptions, surveys,
municipal zoning and tax maps, financial agreement, deed, conceptual site plans and
conceptual program mix.

3. Research & Verification: Collection of facts information and data points including but not
limited to economic conditions, demographic trends, land use controls, existing
infrastructure, real estate market data and other pertinent factors which are relevant to
the assignment. Data sources include US Census Bureau, Bureau of Labor Statistics,
Federal Reserve Bank(s), Environics Analytics, GIS and geographical mapping,
municipal zoning ordinances, public records, recorded deeds, various national, local and
regional subscribed information services, real estate brokers, property managers, the
Internet and records maintained in the files of Otteau Group, Inc. Connor F. Montferrat
has provided research assistance to the person(s) signing this report.

4. Market Analytics: The application of applicable analytical techniques to identify
development use types which are suitable to the subject property and viable within the
study area.

5. Performance Projections: The application of applicable analytical techniques to develop
bulk quantities, performance projections and design guidelines for the project.

6. Other PILOTSs: Included in the scope of work, the consultant reviewed pilot programs
from other municipalities on similar development projects, which included Belmar
Borough, Bordentown City, Elizabeth City, Fanwood Borough, Jersey City, Linden City,
Long Branch City, New Brunswick City, West New York Town. The structure of these
pilots vary greatly, but ultimately are designed to achieve financial feasibility without the
developer obtaining above market returns. The typical unlevered return range for a
feasible project is from 6.5% to 12%. Since the subject project is projecting returns rates
to the lower end of the scale, this pilot is successfully achieving financial feasibility and
ensuring the borough is not in a disadvantageous position. It is further important note
the subject has obtained a Redevelopment Area Bond (RAB), which eliminates any
regulation on minimal service charges as percentage of total project costs or a
percentage of gross income.

The results of our study analysis are presented i
process, methodology and conclusions. Additional supporting documentation has therefore
been retained in our work file.

OTTEAU GROUP
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PART Il T FACTUAL DESCRIPTIONS

Tax and Assessment Analysis

According to the official records of the Hunterdon County Board of Taxation, the subject
property is legally described as the following:

2017 Assessments:

Address Block Lot Owner Name Land Value Improvement Value Total Value Tax Rate 2017 Taxes EQ Ratio EQ Tax Value
24 Bloomfield Avenue 18 17 Flemington Fur Company, LLC $114,200 $11,300 $125,500 $3.246 $4,073.73 98.76% $127,075.74
26 Bloomfield Avenue 18 18 56 Main Street LLC $120,100 $13,400 $133,500 $3.246 $4,333.41 98.76% $135,176.18
28 Bloomfield Avenue 18 19  Flemington Fur Company $124,700 $142,600 $267,300 $3.086 $8,248.88 98.76% $270,656.14
70-74 Main Street 22 4 Flemington Union Hotel, LLC $480,000 $245,000 $725,000 $3.246 $23,533.50 98.76% $734,102.88
80 Main Street 22 5 Flemington Revitalization $360,000 $365,000 $725,000 $3.246 $23,533.50 98.76% $734,102.88
82 Main Street 22 6 Tweed Group LLC $385,000 $500,000 $885,000 $3.246 $28,727.10 98.76% $896,111.79
90 Main St 22 7/X  Flemington Borough $485,000 $220,000 $705,000 $0.000 $0.00 98.76% $713,851.76
96 Main St 22 7/Cl Flemington Borough $25,000 $40,000 $65,000 $0.000 $0.00 98.76% $65,816.12
104 Main St 22 8 Flemington Borough $92,600 $7,100 $99,700 $0.000 $0.00 98.76% $100,951.80
6 Chorister PI 22 9 Flemington Borough $86,000 $100 $86,100 $0.000 $0.00 98.76% $87,181.04
19 Spring St 22 10  Flemington Borough $80,500 $100 $80,600 $0.000 $0.00 98.76% $81,611.99

7 Spring Street 22 12 Flemington Revitalization $82,300 $0 $82,300 $3.086 $2,539.78 98.76% $83,333.33
23 Bloomfield Avenue 22 13 Flemington Fur Company, LLC $118,000 $116,900 $234,900 $3.086 $7,249.01 98.76% $237,849.33
21 Bloomfield Avenue 22 14 Flemington Fur Company, LLC $292,200 $362,800 $655,000 $3.246 $21,261.30 98.76% $663,223.98
2 Spring Street 24 1 Flemington Fur Company, LLC $158,200 $354,800 $513,000 $3.246 $16,651.98 98.76% $519,441.07
8 Spring Street 24 2 Flemington Fur Company, LLC $273,300 $1,001,700 $1,275,000 $3.246 $41,386.50 98.76% $1,291,008.51
12 Spring Street 24 5 Flemington Fur Company, LLC $29,500 $0 $29,500 $3.086 $910.37 98.76% $29,870.39

| Total $3,306,600 $3,380,800 $6,687,400 $182,449.06 $6,771,364.93 |

Utilizing the 2017 equalization ratio of 98.76%, the equalized tax value for the subject property
was $6,771,364.93. Based on the value estimate contained within this analysis, current

assessments appear reasonable.

Tax Entity $ %
County $ 0.312 10%
County Library $ - 0%
County Open Space $ 0.031 1%
District School $ 1.351 44%
Regional School $ 0.435 14%
Municipal Purpose $ 0.924 30%
Municipal Open Space $ - 0%
Municipal Library $ 0.033 1%
Total General Tax Rate $ 3.086 100%
Business Improvement District $ 0.160 |-
Total w/ BID $ 3.246 |-

Given the scope of work in this assignment we have utilized the rate of $3.246 for the analysis
of projected taxes after the transfer of ownership of the remaining parcels. This rate includes the
downtown business improvement district (BID) rate. The land value only projected taxes would
be $107,332.24, with an equalized 100% value for 2018 of $3,306,600.

OTTEAU GROUP
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Area Analysis

The subject property is located
within Hunterdon County, which is
located on the western boundary of
New Jersey. Hunterdon County is
contiguous to Warren and Morris
counties to the north, Somerset

NJHB20119);

County to the east, Mercer County
to the south and the Delaware
River and Commonwealth of
Pennsylvania on the west.

Hunterdon County generally

consists of small towns, villages

and individual homes scattered amidst rolling farmland and foothills.

Many important roads pass through the county. They include state routes, such as Route 12,
Route 29, Route 31, Route 165, Route 173 and Route 179. Two U.S. Routes that pass through
are U.S. Route 22 and U.S. Route 202. The only limited access road that passes through is
Interstate 78. Rail service to the northern part of the county from Newark Penn Station is
provided to High Bridge, Annandale, Lebanon and Whitehouse Station by New Jersey Transit's

Raritan Valley Line.

According to the Greater Raritan Workforce Development Board, the largest employer in
Hunterdon County is Hunterdon Healthcare employing more than 1,000 people. Other major
employers in the county with 500-2,499 employees include Foster Wheeler, Chubb Group and
Johanna Foods. Also noteworthy, is that there are 2,479 state government employees located in
Hunterdon County.

Population growth in Hunterdon County has declined over the past eight years (-3.48%), while

the state saw an increase of 2.01%. Also noteworthy, is that the age of Hunterdon County
residentds is greater than New Jersey overall, wi
40.13 statewide.

OTTEAU GROUP
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Consistent with the decline in population growth, household formation in Hunterdon County has

POPULATION FACTS & TRENDS

Population

2000 Estimate
2010 Census

2018 Census
Growth 2000 - 2010
Growth 2010 - 2018

2018 Est. Median Age
2018 Est. Average Age

Hunterdon County New Jersey
% %
121,993 8,414,361
128,349 8,791,894
123,886 8,968,348
5.21 4.49
-3.48 2.01
46.58 40.13
43.00 40.10

Source: US Census Bureau; Environics Analytics; Otteau Group, Inc.

also declined (-1.41%) since 2010. Approximately 65.11% of county households have no

children under the age of 18 living at home, which is consistent with the statewide factor.

HOUSEHOLD FACTS & TRENDS

Households

2000 Estimate
2010 Census

2018 Census
Growth 2000 - 2010
Growth 2010 - 2018

Households with 1 or More People under Age 18:
Households with No People under Age 18:
2018 Est. Households by Number of Vehicles

No Vehicles

2018 Est. Households by Household Size

1-person
2-person
3-person
4-person
5-person
6-person
7-or-more-person

2018 Est. Average Household Size

Hunterdon County New Jersey
% %
43,679 3,064,642
47,169 3,214,360
46,503 3,283,467
7.99 4.88
-1.41 2.15
16,224 34.89 1,147,467 34.95
30,279 65.11 2,136,000 65.05
270,283 3,283,467
1,863 4.01 369,693 11.26
46,503 3,283,467
10,724 23.06 840,588 25.60
15,669 33.70 969,133 29.52
8,106 17.43 574,259 17.49
7,743 16.65 504,518 15.37
3,060 6.58 238,090 7.25
882 1.90 92,912 2.83
319 0.69 63,967 1.95
2.59 2.67

n

t

Source: US Census Bureau; Environics Analytics; Otteau Group, Inc.

erms of

educat

on

attai nment

approxi mately

degree or higher, which is greater than statewide figures. On average residents in the county

have a 36-minute commute to work compared to the statewide average of 34 minutes.
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EDUCATION & EMPLOYMENT
Hunterdon County New Jersey

% %

2018 Est. Pop Age 25+ by Edu. Attainment 88,132 6,198,293
Bachelor's Degree 27,242 30.91 1,435,321 23.16
Master's Degree 11,813 13.40 638,910 10.31
Professional School Degree 2,441 2.77 150,864 2.43
Doctorate Degree 2,218 2.52 92,496 1.49

2018 Est. Pop 16+ by Occupation Classification 66,988 4,366,606
White Collar 49,843 74.41 2,857,215 65.43
Blue Collar 7,765 11.59 769,006 17.61
Senice and Farm 9,380 14.00 740,385 16.96

2018 Est. Workers Age 16+ by Transp. to Work 65,404 4,274,982
Drove Alone 53,814 82.28 3,071,466 71.85
Car Pooled 3,573 5.46 326,508 7.64
Public Transportation 1,403 2.15 488,241 11.42
Walked 1,160 1.77 135,928 3.18
Bicycle 117 0.18 13,930 0.33
Other Means 343 0.52 64,012 1.50
Worked at Home 4,994 7.64 174,897 4.09

2018 Est. Avg Travel Time to Work in Minutes 36.00 34.00

2018 Est. Average Number of Vehicles 2.20 1.70

Source: US Census Bureau; Environics Analytics; Otteau Group, Inc.

Household income in Hunterdon County is greater than statewide figures, with an average
household income of $156,231, and median of $111,405.

INCOME
Hunterdon County New Jersey

% %

2018 Est. Households by HH Income 46,503 3,283,467
Income < $15,000 2,281 491 282,134 8.59
Income $15,000 - $24,999 2,284 4.91 247,013 7.52
Income $25,000 - $34,999 1,964 4.22 235,878 7.18
Income $35,000 - $49,999 3,017 6.49 334,600 10.19
Income $50,000 - $74,999 5,999 12.90 489,727 14.91
Income $75,000 - $99,999 5,255 11.30 394,820 12.02
Income $100,000 - $124,999 5,219 11.22 327,067 9.96
Income $125,000 - $149,999 4,058 8.73 247,394 7.54
Income $150,000 - $199,999 5,812 12.50 297,768 9.07
Income $200,000 - $249,999 2,939 6.32 145,948 4.45
Income $250,000 - $499,999 4,395 9.45 177,176 5.40
Income $500,000+ 3,280 7.05 103,942 3.17

2018 Est. Average Household Income $156,231 $112,273

2018 Est. Median Household Income $111,405 $78,026

2018 Est. Families by Poverty Status 33,876 2,268,374
2018 Families at or Above Powverty 32,905 97.13 2,084,580 91.90
2018 Families at or Above Powverty with Children 14,392 42.48 953,814 42.05
2018 Families Below Powerty 971 2.87 183,794 8.10
2018 Families Below Poverty with Children 657 1.94 139,468 6.15

Source: US Census Bureau; Environics Analytics; Otteau Group, Inc.

OTTEAU GROUP
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The median home price in Hunterdon County is $412,407, which is 24% greater than the
statewide median of $333,253. The majority of the homes in the county are single family
detached (74.98%), with an average age of 41 years.

HOUSING
Hunterdon County New Jersey

% %

2018 Est. Occupied Housing Units by Tenure 46,503 3,283,467
Owner Occupied 39,037 83.94 2,132,497 64.95
Renter Occupied 7,466 16.05 1,150,970 35.05

2018 Owner Occ. HUs: Avg. Length of Residence 18 18

2018 Renter Occ. HUs: Avg. Length of Residence 7 7

2018 Est. Median All Owner-Occupied Housing Value $412,407 $333,253

2018 Est. Housing Units by Units in Structure 49,544 3,654,659
1 Unit Attached 4,753 9.59 340,301 9.31
1 Unit Detached 37,150 74.98 1,946,394 53.26

2018 Est. Median Year Structure Built 1977 1968

Source: US Census Bureau; Environics Analytics; Otteau Group, Inc.

U.S. Census Information: The subject property is

located within Flemington, a borough in Hunterdon
County, New Jersey, United States. The borough has a
total area of 1.077 square miles, all of which was land.
As of the 2010 United States Census, the borough's
population was 4,581, reflecting an increase of 381
from the 4,200 counted in the 2000 Census, which had
in turn increased by 153 from the 4,047 counted in the

1990 Census. The 2016 estimate is 4,621. Flemington is an independent municipality located
entirely surrounded Raritan Township and is located near the geographic center of the
township. It is the county seat of Hunterdon County. Most of the borough is in the Amwell Valley
(a low-lying area of the Newark Basin), but northwest portions of the borough sit on the

Hunterdon Plateau.

At the 2010 United States Census, there were 4,581 people, 1,815 households, and 996.4
families residing in the borough. The population density was 4,252.2 per square mile. There
were 1,926 housing units at an average density of 1,787.8 per square mile. There were 1,815
households, of which 28.5% had children under the age of 18 living with them, 37.6% were
married couples living together, 11.5% had a female householder with no husband present, and

45.1% were non-families. 37.1% of all households were made up of individuals, and 12.5% had

OTTEAU GROUP
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someone living alone who was 65 years of age or older. The average household size was 2.44
and the average family size was 3.20. In the borough, 22.3% of the population were under the
age of 18, 9.1% from 18 to 24, 33.9% from 25 to 44, 24.3% from 45 to 64, and 10.3% who were
65 years of age or older. The median age was 35.3 years.

The Census Bureau's 2006-2010 American Community Survey showed that median household
income was $54,261 and the median family income was $66,042. Males had a median income
of $45,934 versus $47,917 for females. The per capita income for the borough was $31,407.
About 14.0% of families and 16.1% of the population were below the poverty line, including

30.0% of those under age 18 and 8.9% of those age 65 or over.

Education: Students in public school for pre-Kindergarten through eighth grade attend the
Flemington-Raritan Regional School District, which also serves children from the neighboring
community of Raritan Township. Schools in the district are four elementary schools & Barley
Sheaf School - Flemington; Copper Hill School- Ringoes; Francis A. Desmares School-
Flemington; and Robert Hunter School- Flemington 8 Reading-Fleming Intermediate School in
Flemington and J. P. Case Middle School i Flemington. Public school students in ninth through
twelfth grades attend Hunterdon Central Regional High School, part of the Hunterdon Central
Regional High School District, which serves students in central Hunterdon County from
Flemington and from Delaware Township, East Amwell Township, Raritan Township and
Readington Township. High school students from Flemington, and from all of Hunterdon
County, may also attend Hunterdon County Polytech Career Academy, a county-wide
vocational school that offers career and technical education at two campuses in Raritan

Township, New Jersey.

A 2017 report from the National Center for Education Statistics titled Projections of Education

Statistics to 2025 144" Edition, which projects that New Jersey will experience the 6™ highest

decline in public school enroliment in the nation with a decline of 46,000 students from 2017-
2025.

OTTEAU GROUP
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Projected Public School Enrollment Change
2017-2025

ENROLLMENT CHAMGE | M 000'S
I

Source: US Department of Education

And there is evidence that these trends are beginning to affect the Flemington-Raritan Regional

School District as well, where public school enrollment declineditd s peak of 3,-625 f or
2011 school year to 3,055 for the current 2017-2018 school year. This reflects a decline of 570

students (grades Pre-K-12"), or an annual decline of 1.6%.

Flemington-Raritan Regional
Public Schools Enrollment Totals
2010-2011 3,625
2017-2018 3,055
Decline (# students)

Decline (%)
Source: NJ Dept. of Education

Public Transportation: As of May 2010, the borough had a total of 13.85 miles of roadways, of

which 12.09 miles were maintained by the municipality, 0.17 miles by Hunterdon County and
1.59 miles by the New Jersey Department of Transportation. Flemington Circle is the largest of
three traffic circles in the environs of Flemington and sits just to the southeast of Flemington's
historic downtown. U.S. Route 202 and New Jersey Route 31 approach the circle separately
from the north and continue south concurrently, and the circle is the eastern terminus of Route
12. It is one of only a handful of New Jersey's once-widespread traffic circles still extant
according to its original design. The circle sees significant congestion on weekends because of

the new developments and big-box retailers. Unlike most circles, traffic on US 202 does not

OTTEAU GROUP
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yield on entry; US 202, being a main four-lane divided highway, gets the right of way. Two other
traffic circles exist on Route 12 just west of the Flemington Circle. Both handle a much smaller
volume of traffic; the first one, at South Main Street, named the Main Street Circle (old Route
31), is also in Flemington, and the other, at Flemington Road / Route 523 (old Route 12) and
Mine Street, is in Raritan Township. This circle is known informally amongst residents as Dvoor

Circle after the historic farm that surrounded parts of it. Route 12 traffic has the right of way in
both of these circles, just as US 202 does in Flemington Circle.

Trans-Bridge Lines provides frequent daily bus service, west to Doylestown / Bethlehem,
Pennsylvania and east to Newark Liberty International Airport, the Port Authority Bus Terminal
in Midtown Manhattan and John F. Kennedy International Airport. Local routes are provided by
Hunterdon County's "Flemington Shuffle" bus service, as well the Cross County Service, which
offers demand-response service to all municipalities in Hunterdon County.

-y
i £, My, b ;
%' g“i'.fsl_ {"&q-:! "-'-'a,.,a g_ Bushkill Brk
%ﬁ g e, NG {5,:.?
8 & S
QQJC}. L
) "
O, = g Ay’ : :
e e Penniylyanih Aue ﬁa\?ﬁ s
TR g : o S
. = g X
- e '.‘5"_ =, =S
¥ x Gurape = i
o * 5 i ey
% /’/
£
n—‘ﬂe,-n.u
Wn g Finper R4 " :
"*—-\\_hgfqu ‘P‘N‘na Chuyreh. St c'|:|u1q_.f . ""-'14‘
Eyitte Hill Rd py s New 'tor!g—. ewar O
a Grant Ave ¥ R
Q. ;
Meadow Ln 'C'.-ﬂ D:}‘ Q:'
o 3?5'
o = :
g &
o R o
.j“(gu-,m'-b'*‘l‘“' Krenkel Ct .'P
o e
e L
5 &
Dayton R4 /

OTTEAU GROUP
VALUATION | RESEARCH | CONSULTINBROKERAGE



14

Neighborhood Analysis

The neighborhood is bound by Raritan Township to the north, Readington Township to the east,

East Amwell Township to the south and Frenchtown Borough to the west. The subject
propertyo6s nei ghbor hoetad ofice, bealthdare, regidential,mnd@ublcr t o
uses, which enhances its appeal.. T he s ub jseeghborimoddssituatdd yn déhe center

of Flemington which is also near the Hunterdon Medical Center, HeathQuest Fitness, the

Hunterdon Central High School and Hunterdon Medical. The commercial uses along Route 31,

US Route 202, and Route 12 include Cost dappes BJds W
at Flemington, the Hunterdon Shopping Center, the Flemington Circle Shopping Center, the
Flemington Department Store. Recently the New Jersey Department of Transportation

reconfigured the Routes 12 & 31, and Route 202 Flemington Circle for to allow for easier traffic

flow and safety. This will further improve safety, as well as a steadier traffic flow along Route 31

to the benefit of the subject property.

The subject propert y @raposed use is considered well suited for its neighborhood location.
The properties in this neighborhood area are serviced by the availability of electricity,
telephones, municipal water, municipal sewerage and natural gas lines. The costs to property

owners for these utilities are competitive with those of surrounding communities.

The four stages of a neighborhoodar eadés | ife cycle whemeanal yzing t
follows:

1 Growth i period during which the market gains public favor and acceptance

9 Stability i period of equilibrium without marked gains or losses

9 Decline i period of diminishing demand

1 Reuvitalization i period of renewal, redevelopment, modernization, and increasing
demand

The subj e c heighborbopcigcongidesed to be in the Revitalization stage.

OTTEAU GROUP
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Zoning & Land Use Regulations

The subject property is located within the Union Hotel Redevelopment Area zoning district of
the subject municipality. The Redevelopment Plan provides the policy and regulation for a
revitalized downtown Flemington. The Redevelopment Area is envisioned as a mixed-use
commercial place that includes a hotel, retail businesses, restaurants and multi-family
residential uses within a vibrant and socially engaging atmosphere.

The following are mandatory uses within this zoning district:

1. Hotel with not less than 50 hotel rooms, and associated hotel operations. Hotel
operations may include, but may not be limited to, a lobby, office, lounge, fithess facility,
conference space, etc.

Multi-family and townhouse residential units of not less than 200 units.

Affordable housing, not less than 5% of the total housing units or 14 units, whichever is

greater.

4. Affordable housing units, consisting of very low, low, and moderate income units shall
comply with the Boroughoés affordable housing r
Affordability Control rules (N.J.A.C. 5:80-26.1 et. seq.).

5. Commercial use of not less than 20,000 square feet on the first floor located along Main
Street and the pedestrian plaza. Said commercial space may consist of the following:

wnN

a. Retalil sales and services,

b. Personal services,

c. Restaurant,

d. Brewery,

e. Fitness uses,

f. Museum,

g. Art studio (painting, sculpture, music, dance, etc.), and/or
h. Art gallery.

6. Restaurant with liquor license (this mandatory use may constitute a portion of the
required 20,000 square feet of commercial space). Liquor licenses may be shared by
multiple uses, subject to applicable state regulation.

7. Educational and training facilities. This use is defined to include higher education,
vocational training or career training.

8. Pedestrian plaza connecting Main Street and Spring Street.

9. Visual landmark at the plaza terminus at Spring Street on Block 24, Lot 5. Block 24, Lot
3 may also contribute land toward the visual landmark.

The following are permitted uses within this zoning district:

1. Hotel in excess of 50 hotel rooms and associated hotel operations. Hotel operations may
include, but may not be limited to, a lobby, office, lounge, fithess facility, conference
space, etc.
Multi-family housing in excess of 200 units, up to a maximum of 260 units.
Commercial use in excess of 20,000 square feet composed of the following uses:

a. Retail sales and services,

wnN
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b. Personal services,

c. Restaurant,

d. Brewery,

e. Fitness uses,

f.  Museum,

g. Art studio (painting, sculpture, music, dance, etc.), and/or
h. Art gallery.

Medical and professional offices.
Parking structures.

Live/work housing units.

Parks and plazas.

Noos

The following are the area and yard requirements within this zoning district:

Minimum Lot Size 30,000 square feet
Minimum Lot Width 150 feet
Minimum Front Yard 0 feet on Main Street

7 feet on Bloomfield Avenue
2 feet on Spring Street
16 feet on Chorister Place

Minimum Side Yard 0 feet on lot lines interior to the Redevelopment Area
0 feet on lot lines abutting lots outside the Redevelopment
Area on Block 22
10 feet on lot lines abutting lots outside the
Redevelopment Area on Block 24

Impervious Surface Ratio 1.0

Maximum Building Height 7 stories or 100 feet on Block 22, not including garages
4 stories or 55 feet on Main Street
4 stories of 50 feet on Block 24

For a detailed description of the requirements for this zoning district, the reader is referred to the
Union Hotel Redevelopment Plan and the Zoning Ordinance of the subject municipality. The
subject property is considered a permitted use on a conforming lot as proposed. Flemington
Center Urban Renewal, LLC is negotiating a 35-year financial agreement for a proposed 30-
year PILOT with the Borough of Flemington, whereby the borough has named the entity as the

redevelopment for the area in need of redevelopment.

OTTEAU GROUP
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Subject Property Zoning Map

Union Hotel Redevelopment Area
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The following site description is based on the physical inspection of the subject, tax map, flood

maps, survey and other public records.

General Data

MSA/Census Tract: 35084 / 5015.0114.00

Block/Lot: 221/4-10,12-14;23/1&7;24/1, 3,5

| Physical Description

Site Area: 4.28 acres / 186,419 square feet

Frontage and Dimensions: 3656 on Main Street
259.1406 on Spring Street N
456. 556 Spring Street S
956 on Bloomfield Avenue

Shape:
Topography:
Vegetation:

325.5206 on Chorister Pl ace
Assemblage of Irregular, Interior & Corner Parcels

Mostly Level, Slightly negative sloping on Chorister Place
Proposed Professional landscaping

Site Improvements

On Site Improvements:

Off Site Improvements:

Paved parking lot, curbing, sidewalks, irrigation system, signage,
fencing, subject building
Public paved roadway, curbing, sidewalks and street lighting.

mar

Utilities: Public Water, Public Sewer
Parking: Proposed Garage & Surface Parking
Parking Rating: Adequate for the subjectds proposed
| Flood Zone |
Flood Zone Panel: 34019C0263F / Dated September 25, 2009
Flood Zone: X
| Site Conditions |
Easements: Sight Easements, Parking Area Easement, Vehicular and
Pedestrian Access Easement, Alley Way Easements, Public
Right-of-Ways i The easements are not anticipated to have any
negative effect on the subjectds
Saoils: Assumed adequate based on existing and surrounding

Environmental:

improvements.
An environmental assessment was not provided for review.
Therefore, this report assumes no environmental issues exist.

Site Ratings

|

Location:

Access:
Exposure:

Site Improvement:

Average
Average
Average
N/AT Improvements will be demolished for redevelopment

|

Comments |

The site is considered well suited for its proposed use.
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Subject Property Survey
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Subject Property Flood Map
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Proposed Improvement Analysis

The subject property represents the proposed mixed-use development known as Courthouse
Square in Flemington Borough, New Jersey, consisting of 222-unit multifamily units, of which 14
units will be affordable housing units. The property will also contain 100-room hotel, 45,000
square feet of educational/medical space, 32,250 square feet of retail space, 4,800 square feet
of amenity space, 760 parking spaces, which include 565 structured parking, 159 podium
parking, and 26 surface parking spaces. The property is approximately 4.92 acres, or 186,419
square feet, located along Main Street, Bloomfield Avenue, Chorister Place and Spring Street in
the Union Hotel Redevelopment Area. Presently, the subject property consists of several
structures and a parking lot. Several buildings will be razed while the exteriors of the Union
Hotel and Bank Building will be preserved to facilitate the redevelopment of the site.

The conceptual plans for the project will include 222 Rental Apartments (208 Market-Rate & 14
Affordable-Rate) as follows:

1 (6) Studio/1 Bath units with an average unit size of 600 Ft?

1 (82) 1-Bedroom/1 Bath units with an average unit size of 750 Ft?
1 (125) 2-Bedroom/2 Bath units with an average unit size of 1,100 Ft?
1

(9) 2-Bedroom/Duplex units with an average unit size of 1,400 Ft?

At the present time, construction plans and architectural specifications for the project have not
been prepared as the purpose of this market study is to provide early reconnaissance to assess
market demand. They are subject to change. Therefore, the analysis and conclusions set forth
herein are based upon the extraordinary assumption that the eventual construction of the
project would reflect construction designs, materials and finishing commensurate with
development standards in the general submarket area. We have included recommendations for

these design standards in this report for reference.

Various exhibits depicting initial conceptual plans for the project appear on the following pages:
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Basement Level
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Plaza Level
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Renderings
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MAIN STREET LOOKING DOWN PLAZA PERSPECTIVE
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VIIEW DOWN PLAZA
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MAIN STREET VIEW OF HISTORIC HOTEL
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MAIN STREET VIEW OF BANK
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VIEW OF COLLEGE FROM PLAZA
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SPRING STREET & CHORISTER PLACE PERSPECTIVE
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SPRING STREET & BLOOMFIELD AVE. PERSPECTIVE
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PART Il T PERFORMANCE PROJECTIONS

Competing Apartment Set

In developing our analysis, we have identified a competitive set of multi-family rental properties
offering market-rate rental apartments as a basis for developing design recommendations and
to forecast project performance. These projections are based upon the Principle of Substitution
which holds that an informed purchaser would pay no more for a property than the cost of
acquiring an alternative existing property offering the same utility.

In applying this approach, we have investigated competing projects within the local and regional
submarket area which would represent direct competition to the subject study area. Accordingly,
they are not all-inclusive listing of competing properties but rather reflect a subset that are
relevant to the projection of market positioning for any housing product to be developed within

the subject project.

This competitive set is described on the following pages:
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Proximity to Subject
Approx. Complex Age

Proximity to Public Transportation

Walk Score

Apartment Type

Total Units

Current Vacancy (units)
Current Vacancy (%)
Marketing Period
Lease-up Period (Months)
Leases / Month

Average Apt Size (SF)
Average Base Rent
Average Rent/SF
Minimum Lease Term
On-Site Management
On-Site Maintenance
Utilities Included in Rent
Elevator

Air Conditioning
Dishwasher

Extra Storage

Laundry Facilities
Parking Type

Parking Fee

Current Incentives
RECREATIONAL AMENITIES:
AMENITIES FEE:

PRICING MATRIX

COMPETING APARTMENT COMPLEX
HUNTERDON MEWS

Flemington Borough - Hunterdon County
1 Mile
53 Years
9 miles to Annadale Train Station & 1 mile to Flemington Park & Ride
47 - Car Dependent
Garden Apartment
60
6
10.0%
Not Available
Not Available
Not Available
767
$1,179
$1.54
12 Months
On-site
On-site
Gas & Electric
No
Yes
Yes
Yes
On-site Laundry Facilities/Personal washer/dryer available
Surface Parking
Included in rent
None
Laundry facilities, balcony, patio, deck, trails for biking, hiking, and jogging

None

Apartment Type 1BR 2BR

Unit Mix 40 20

Sq. Ft. 700 900

Monthly Rent $1,103 $1,333

Monthly Rent / SFE $1.58 $1.48
Weighted Avg. base rent: $1,179
Weighted Avg. apt size: 767
Weighted Avg. rent per sf: $1.54
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Proximity to Subject
Approx. Complex Age
Proximity to Public Transportation
Walk Score

Apartment Type

Total Units

Current Vacancy (units)
Current Vacancy (%)
Marketing Period
Lease-up Period (Months)
Leases / Month

Average Apt Size (SF)
Average Base Rent
Average Rent/SF
Minimum Lease Term
On-Site Management
On-Site Maintenance
Utilities Included in Rent
Elevator

Air Conditioning
Dishwasher

Extra Storage

Laundry Facilities

Parking Type

Parking Fee

Current Incentives
RECREATIONAL AMENITIES:

AMENITIES FEE:

COMPETING APARTMENT COMPLEX
PRESIDENTIAL PLACE

Lebanon Borough - Hunterdon County
9 miles
8 Years
1 miles to Lebanon Train Station
37 - Car Dependent
Low Rise Loft-Style & Townhouse-Style Apartments
120
0
0.0%
Not available
Not available
Not available
1,601
$2,835
$1.77
Annual
On-site
On-site
None
Yes
Yes
Yes
None
Washer & Dryer in Unit
Garage & Surface Parking
Included in rent
None
Clubhouse with fithess center and swimming pool, prviate balcony/patio

None
PRICING MATRIX

Apartment Type 2BR
Unit Mix 120
Sq. Ft. 1,601
Monthly Rent $2,835
Monthly Rent / SFE $1.77
Weighted Avg. base rent: $2,835
Weighted Avg. apt size: 1,601
Weighted Avg. rent per sf: $1.77
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Proximity to Subject
Proximity to Public Transportation
Walk Score

Apartment Type

Approx. Complex Age

Total Units

Current Vacancy (units)
Current Vacancy (%)
Marketing Period

Lease-up Period (Months)
Leases / Month

Weighted Avg. Apt Size (SF)
Weighted Avg. Base Rent
Weighted Avg. Rent/SF
Minimum Lease Term
On-Site Management
On-Site Maintenance
Utilities Included in Rent
Elevator

Air Conditioning
Dishwasher

Extra Storage

Laundry Facilities

Parking Type

Parking Fee

Current Incentives
RECREATIONAL AMENITIES:
AMENITIES FEE:

PRICING MATRIX

COMPETING APARTMENT COMPLEX
TWIN PONDS AT CLINTON

Town of Clinton - Hunterdon County
9.3 miles
2.70 miles to Annandale Train Station
27 - Car Dependent
Low-Rise Apartments
3 Years
47
0
0.0%
December 2015 - Summer 2017
Not available
Not available
898
$1,721
$1.92
Annual
On-site
On-site
None
None
Yes
Yes
On-Site Storage Units Available
Washer & Dryer in each unit
Surface Parking
Included in rent
None
Non-smoking, pet-friendly
Not applicable

Apartment Type 1BR 2 BR

Unit Mix 22 26

Sq. Ft. 729 1,007

Monthly Rent $1,550 $1,800

Monthly Rent / SF $2.13 $1.79
Weighted Avg. Base Rent: $1,721
Weighted Avg. Apt. Size: 898
Weighted Avg. Rent per SF: $1.92
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Proximity to Subject
Proximity to Public Transportation
Walk Score

Apartment Type

Approx. Complex Age

Total Units

Current Vacancy (units)
Current Vacancy (%)
Marketing Period

Lease-up Period (Months)
Leases / Month

Weighted Avg. Apt Size (SF)
Weighted Avg. Base Rent
Weighted Avg. Rent/SF
Minimum Lease Term
On-Site Management
On-Site Maintenance
Utilities Included in Rent
Elevator

Air Conditioning
Dishwasher

Extra Storage

Laundry Facilities

Parking Type

Parking Fee

Current Incentives
RECREATIONAL AMENITIES:
AMENITIES FEE:

PRICING MATRIX

COMPETING APARTMENT COMPLEX
HALSTEAD PLACE

Town of Clinton - Hunterdon County
9.5 miles
1.73 miles to Annandale Train Station
45 - Car Dependent
Low-Rise Apartments
1 Year
28
0
0.0%
October 2017 - December 2017
2
14.0
1,158
$1,846
$1.59
Annual
On-site
On-site
None
Yes
Yes
Yes
None
Washer & Dryer in each unit
Surface Parking
Included in rent
None
Fitness center, yoga room
Included in rent

Apartment Type 1BR 2 BR

Unit Mix 11 17

Sq. Ft. 927 1,308

Monthly Rent $1,654 $1,970

Monthly Rent / SF $1.78 $1.51
Weighted Avg. Base Rent: $1,846
Weighted Avg. Apt. Size: 1,158
Weighted Avg. Rent per SF: $1.59
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Proximity to Subject
Approx. Complex Age
Proximity to Public Transportation
Walk Score

Apartment Type

Total Units

Current Vacancy (units)
Current Vacancy (%)
Marketing Period
Lease-up Period (Months)
Leases / Month

Average Apt Size (SF)
Average Base Rent
Average Rent/SF
Minimum Lease Term
On-Site Management
On-Site Maintenance
Utilities Included in Rent
Elevator

Air Conditioning
Dishwasher

Extra Storage

Laundry Facilities
Parking Type

Parking Fee

Current Incentives
RECREATIONAL AMENITIES:

AMENITIES FEE:

COMPETING APARTMENT COMPLEX
THE LENA

Raritan Borough - Somerset County
12 miles
10 Years
0.25 miles to Raritan Train Station & 0.5 miles to Somerset St. & First Ave
37 - Car Dependent
Mid-Rise & Apartments w/ Lofts
220
1
0.5%
June 2007 - December 2008
18
12.44 | leases monthly
1,202
$2,091
$1.74
12 Months
On-site
On-site
None
None
Yes
Yes
None
Washer & dryer in each unit
Assigned Garage & Surface Parking
Garage: $75/monthly; Surface: $45/monthly
None
Clubhouse with billiards room & piano, heated swimming pool w/ sundeck, fithess/cardio
center, business & conference centers, tennis & basketball courts, clubroom w/ billiards,
concierge & pet spa

None
PRICING MATRIX
Apartment Type 1BR 2BR 3BR
Unit Mix 69 147 4
Sq. Ft. 903 1,343 1,164
Monthly Rent $1,825 $2,213 $2,213
Monthly Rent / SF $2.02 $1.65 $1.90
Weighted Avg. base rent: $2,091
Weighted Avg. apt size: 1,202
Weighted Avg. rent per sf: $1.74
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Proximity to Subject
Approx. Complex Age
Proximity to Public Transportation
Walk Score

Apartment Type

Total Units

Current Vacancy (units)
Current Vacancy (%)
Marketing Period
Lease-up Period (Months)
Leases / Month

Average Apt Size (SF)
Average Base Rent
Average Rent/SF
Minimum Lease Term
On-Site Management
On-Site Maintenance
Utilities Included in Rent
Elevator

Air Conditioning
Dishwasher

Extra Storage

Laundry Facilities
Parking Type

Parking Fee

Current Incentives
RECREATIONAL AMENITIES:
AMENITIES FEE:
PRICING MATRIX

COMPETING APARTMENT COMPLEX
THE EDGE AT MAIN

Somerville Borough - Somerset County
13 miles
4 Years
1,500 feet from Somerville Train Station & to W. Main St. at Doughtry Ave Bus Stop
86 - Very Walkable
Mid-Rise/Mixed-Use
108
1
0.9%
Not Available
Not Available
Not Available
1,044
$2,056
$1.97
12 Months
On-site
On-site
None
Yes
Yes
Yes
None
Washer & dryer in unit
Surface Parking
Included in rent
None
Fitness center, coincerage services, ground-floor retail
$200/annually

Apartment Type 1BR 2BR

Unit Mix 63 45

Sq. Ft. 919 1,218

Monthly Rent $1,910 $2,260

Monthly Rent / SF $2.08 $1.86
Weighted Avg. base rent: $2,056
Weighted Avg. apt size: 1,044
Weighted Avg. rent per sf: $1.97
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COMPETING APARTMENT COMPLEX
WOODMONT SQUARE AT BRIDGEWATER
Bridgewater Township - Somerset County

Proximity to Subject 13 miles
Approx. Complex Age 6 Years
Proximity to Public Transportation 4 miles from Somerville Train Station & to W. Main St. at Doughtry Ave Bus Stop
Walk Score 15 - Car Dependent
Apartment Type Mid-Rise
Total Units 100
Current Vacancy (units) 2
Current Vacancy (%) 2.0%
Marketing Period Not Available
Lease-up Period (Months) Not Available
Leases / Month Not Available
Average Apt Size (SF) 1,156
Average Base Rent $2,299
Average Rent/SF $1.99
Minimum Lease Term 12 Months
On-Site Management On-site
On-Site Maintenance On-site
Utilities Included in Rent None
Elevator Yes
Air Conditioning Yes
Dishwasher Yes
Extra Storage None
Laundry Facilities Washer & dryer in unit
Parking Type Surface Parking
Parking Fee Included in rent
Current Incentives Reduced $1000 Security Deposit on All Apartments for Qualified Applicants
RECREATIONAL AMENITIES: Clubhouse with fithess center, game room, business center, club room, playground, walking
paths & half-court basketball court
AMENITIES FEE: $200/annually
PRICING MATRIX
Apartment Type 2BR
Unit Mix 102
Sq. Ft. 1,133
Monthly Rent $2,254
Monthly Rent / SF $1.99
Weighted Avg. base rent: $2,299
Weighted Avg. apt size: 1,156
Weighted Avg. rent per sf: $1.99

OTTEAU GROUP
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Competing Apartment Complexes Map
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Apartment Rent Conclusion

Careful consideration has been given to the above market rents with respect to their physical
and locational components.

Downtown Flemington Redevelopment
Recommended Projection of Average Market Rent for Market-Rate Units
Apt.Size Base Area Base Rent e85 amii (e
Unit Type Apartment Type [Baths Mix (avg. SF) | (Median Deviation) [ ($ per SF) | 2nd Bath 2018 2020
Mid-Rise Apartment Studio 0 3% 6 600 -38% $2.26 $0.00 $1,356 $1,411
Mid-Rise Apartment 1-Bedroom 1 37% 82 750 -23% $2.15 $0.00 $1,613 $1,678
Mid-Rise Apartment 2-Bedroom 1 56% 125 1,100 13% $1.90 $0.00 $2,090 $2,174
Mid-Rise Apartment 2-Bedroom 2 4% 9 1,400 44% $1.68 $0.05 $2,423 $2,521
Total Apartments 222
Average Unit Size (weighted) 969
Awerage Base Monthly Rent (weighted)| $1,907 $1,985
Awverage Base Rent-Per-Square Foot (weighted)| $1.97 $2.05

The base monthly rental price for the subject property is concluded by the consultant at a
weighted average of $1,907 per month or $1.97/Ft? in 2018 dollars. Next, the consultant

projected the rent for affordable rate units.

COAH - The Council on Affordable Housing (COAH), an agency of the state government within
the Department of Community Affairs (DCA) has historically been responsible for ensuring that
all 565 New Jersey municipalities provide their fair share of low and moderate-income housing.
The COAH was created by the New Jersey Legislature in response to the Fair Housing Act of
1985 and a series of New Jersey Supreme Court rulings known as the Mount Laurel decisions.
The council is made up of 12 members appointed by the Governor of New Jersey and approved
by the New Jersey Senate. COAH defines housing regions, estimates the needs for
low/moderate income housing, allocates fair share numbers by municipality and reviews plans
to fulfill these obligations.

A recent decision by the New Jersey Supreme Court in March of 2015 declaredthe st at e 6 s

af fordabl e housfiunngc tpiroonciensgs6 Gannodn t r a n sifcaneandd | ur i sd
moderate-income housing from the executive branch back to the courts. While the implications

from this decision are not yet fully understood, most development projects are continuing to

apply COAH guidelines in determining the allocation and rental rates for any affordable-rate

housing units that are set aside within a project.

OTTEAU GROUP
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Those COAH guidelines, where were designed to implement the New Jersey Fair Housing Act
(N.J.S.A. 52:27D-301 et seq.), were intended to assure that low- and moderate-income units
created under the Act were occupied by low- and moderate-income households for an
appropriate period of time. According to COAH guidelines, the inclusion of affordable rate
apartments in a project was required to adhere to the following requirements:

T

Median income limits for qualifying households are determined by the New Jersey
Department of Community Affairs according to region. The Borough of Flemington is in
DCA Region 3, which includes Hunterdon, Middlesex, and Somerset counties.

In each affordable development, at least 50 percent of the restricted units within each
bedroom distribution shall be low-income units and the remainder may be moderate
income units.

Affordable developments that are not age-restricted shall be structured in conjunction
with realistic market demands such that:

o0 The combined number of efficiency and one-bedroom units is no greater than 20
percent of the total low- and moderate-income units;

0 At least 30 percent of all low- and moderate-income units are two-bedroom units;

0 At least 20 percent of all low- and moderate-income units are three-bedroom
units;

o And the remainder, if any, may be allocated at the discretion of the developer.

Municipalities shall establish by ordinance that the maximum rent for affordable units
within each affordable development shall be affordable to households earning no more
than 60 percent of median income. The municipal ordinance shall require that the
average rent for low- and moderate-income units are affordable to households earning
no more than 52 percent of median income. The developers and/or municipal sponsors
of restricted rental units shall establish at least one rent for each bedroom type for both
low income and moderate-income units, if at least 10 percent of all low- and moderate-
income units shall be affordable to households earning no more than 35 percent of
median income.

Municipal ordinances regulating owner-occupied and rental units shall require that
affordable units utilize the same type of heating source as market units within the
affordable development.

In determining the initial rents and initial sales prices for compliance with the affordability
average requirements for restricted units other than assisted living facilities, the following
standards shall be used:

0 A studio shall be affordable to a one-person household;

0 A one-bedroom unit shall be affordable to a one and one-half person household;
0 A two-bedroom unit shall be affordable to a three-person household;
0]

A three-bedroom unit shall be affordable to a four and one-half person
household;

0 And a four-bedroom unit shall be affordable to a six-person household.

1 Low-income rental units shall be reserved for households with a gross household

income less than or equal to 50 percent of median income. Moderate income rental units

OTTEAU GROUP
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shall be reserved for households with a gross household income less than 80 percent of
median income.

1 The administrative agent shall certify a household as eligible for a restricted rental unit
when the household is a low-income household or a moderate-income household, as
applicable to the unit, and the rent proposed for the unit does not exceed 35 percent (40
percentforage-r est ri ct ed uni t seligible monthhimcomeasu s ehol doés
determined pursuant to N.J.A.C. 5:80-26.16; provided, however, that this limit may be
exceeded if one or more of the following circumstances exists:

0 The household currently pays more than 35 percent (40 percent for households
eligible for age-restricted units) of its gross household income for rent and the
proposed rent will reduce its housing costs;

o The household has consistently paid more than 35 percent (40 percent for
households eligible for age-restricted units) of eligible monthly income for rent in
the past and has proven its ability to pay;

0 The household is currently in substandard or overcrowded living conditions;

o The household documents the existence of assets, with which the household
proposes to supplement the rent payments; or

0 The household documents proposed third-party assistance from an outside
source such as a family member in a form acceptable to the administrative agent
and the owner of the unit.

1 The applicant shall file documentation sufficient to establish the existence of the
circumstances in (b) above with the administrative agent, who shall counsel the
household on budgeting.

Based upon COAH guidelines for the mix of apartment types coupled with the 2018 HUD Utility
allowance and 2018 income guidelines published by the Affordable Housing Professionals of
New Jersey (AHPNJ), we have calculated the required mix of apartments and allowable rents

as follows:

Calculation of Maximum Net Rent
0 . .
%of Median Unit | zeiioney [ 18R 2BR 3BR 4BR
Priced at
30% N/A $ 475 | $ 561| $ 637 N/A
50% N/A $ 880 | $ 1,047 | $ 1,198 N/A
60% N/A $ 1,082 % 1,290 | $ 1,478 N/A

The calculations resulted in 2 of the units being 1-bedroom, 5 being two-bedroom, and 7 3-
bedroom units. Of the 14 units, 2 would be in tier 1 and 6 in tier 2 of the low income category
and finally 6 in tier 1 of moderate income category. Therefore, the consultant has projected the
average rent for the affordable housing units at $1,000/month. The consultant will project the

office and retail market rents next.
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Office Market:

Demand for office space in New

NJ Office Space - Net Absorption

4,197,000

Jersey has weakened significantly

with positive net absorption of just 2,800,000
294,000 Ft? year-to-date (January- 2,300,000
May). Due to this reduced demand, 1,800,000

occupancyinNew Jer seyd 1izom000

buildings is on pace to increase by 800,000
only 720,000 Ft2 by year end, or 300,000
about 39% of -MiBost (o000
Ft? gain. (700,000)

(1,200,000)

Regionally, the gain in occupancy e o oL 2o o 20t 20LT 2018 PACE
has been exclusively concentrated -
in the northern part of the state, as the southern part of the state has experienced a decline.

Vacancy in both the northern and southern regions declined by 10 basis points from the prior

quarter, falling to 12.3% and 8.0%, respectively.

Despite reduced demand for office space, average asking rents in the state of $22.11/Ft? are
higher than one year ago when they were $21.66/Ft2.

Office Rent Conclusion

The office space located within the Courthouse Square Mixed-Use Development has a letter of
intent already in place for a tenant with a stated negotiated rent. The rent begins at $20/square
foot Net.
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Retail Market Rent:

Leasing activity for retail NJ Retail Space - Net Absorption
space in New Jersey
. 3,000,000
continues to occur at a 4,694,000
rapid pace in 2018, with 4,000,000
more than 1.9-Million Ft? 3,326,000
of positive net absorption 3,000,000 2,748,000 2,575,000
) 2,307,000
year-to-date. Should this
) ) 2,000,000
pace continue, this sector 1,405,000
is projected to see positive 1,000,000
net absorption of 4.7-
. . ]
Mllllon th’ the IargeSt gam 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 PACE

of the past five years. As a | Source: Costar

result of this increased demand, retail vacancy declined by 40 basis points from the prior year in
both regions, falling to 4.5% in the northern part of the state and to 5.6% in the south. Statewide
asking rents are also accelerating, rising to $20.47/Ft?, compared to $19.34/Ft? one year ago.

Despite the recent growth in demand for retail space in New Jersey, the rising popularity of

online shopping, which accounted for $465-Billion or 9.4% of retail sales nationally in the first

guarter, is fueling store closures at an accelerating rate. There have been 3,992 major US store

closure announcements nationwide, representing a 21% increase over last year. Among those
retailers, Toys ARO0O Us and Walgreens account for
37%.
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Presently, there is 23.2-Million ft? of vacant retail space and 35.2-Million ft? of available space
currently being marketed.

NJ Retail Availability
45,000,000
40,000,000
35,000,000
30,000,000
25,000,000
20,000,000
15,000,000
10,000,000

5,000,000

H Direct Avail ® Sublet Avalil

Source: Costar Group, Otteau Group, Inc.

As a result, retail vacancy in New Jersey has declined by 240 basis points from a cyclical high
of 7.3% in Q3 2006 to 4.9% Q1 2018, the lowest over the past 12 years.

NJ Retail Vacancy
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Source: Costar Group, Otteau Group, Inc.

At the same time that vacancy and availability have been declining, asking rents have been
trending higher, reaching $19.89/ft? overall.
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NJ Retail Asking Rents

$20.50

$20.00 $19.89
$19.50
$19.00
$18.50
$18.00
$17.50

$17.00

$16.50

Source: Costar Group, Otteau Group, Inc.

Based upon these trends, we anticipate that retail sector construction spending in the State of

New Jersey will increase in the current year and remain stable through 2022.

Hunterdon County Retail Trends - Focusing on Hunterdon County, both the vacancy and

availability of retail space has been steady over the past year. Retail vacancy in the county
currently stands at 5% based upon 6.7-Million Ft? while availability is 6.3% reflecting 420,652 Ft?
being offered for lease. Both measurements reflect relatively stable market conditions in
Hunterdon County with supply and demand being in balance.

Hunterdon County Retail Vacancy

600,000
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100,000
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Source: Costar Group, Otteau Group, Inc.
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Local Submarket Retail Trends - Because demand for retail space is closely linked to local

economic and demographic factors, we will next compare retail market conditions within the

following geographic areas:

1 Raritan Township & Flemington - defined by its municipal boundaries (given that

Flemington Borough is completely surrounded by the township)

= =4 =8 -4 =9

by

t he

5-Mile Radius i with the subject study area at the center.
10-Mile Radius T with the subject study area at the center.
15-Mile Radius 7 with the subject study area at the center.
Hunterdon County i defined by its county boundaries.

New Jerseyi def i ned .Statebs

boundar.i

es

The analysis presented in the table below provides a comparative analysis of retail market

metrics, the most significant findings of which are:

1 Average Asking Rents T the average retail rental rate for the local trade area is

significantly higher than the other survey areas, which is favorable to underwriting the
cost of new construction.

1 Concentration of Existing Retail Space i the ratio of existing retail space in the local

trade area is less than all of the other survey areas, suggesting an undersupply of

existing retail space.

1 Vacancy & Availability i vacancy & availability in the local trade area is the lowest of all

survey areas, indicating a tight supply of available retail space, which is supportive of

new construction.

Retail Market Analysis

Raritan Radius (miles) Hunterdon

Township 3 ) 5 County New Jersey

Average Asking Rent $/IFt? $24.21 $19.67 $18.47 $20.41 $18.83 $19.89
Existing Retail Space Ft? 2,028,856 | 3,668,466 5,884,685 [ 16,452,500 6,724,494 | 473,167,381
Retail Space per-square-mile Ft? 53,830 46,708 18,732 23,276 15,372 54,246
Retail Space per-household Ft? 252 283 147 137 145 144
Vacant Retail Space Ft? 85,212 179,755 317,773 740,363 336,225 [ 23,185,202
Vacancy Rate % 4.2% 4.9% 5.4% 4.5% 5.0% 4.9%
Available Retail Space Ft? 97,512 222,923 370,322 1,143,825 420,652 | 34,455,558
Availability Rate % 4.8% 6.1% 6.3% 7.0% 6.3% 7.3%
Occupied Retail Space Ft? 1,943,644 | 3,488,711 5,566,912 | 15,712,138 6,388,269 | 449,982,179
Occupancy Rate % 95.8% 95.1% 94.6% 95.5% 95.0% 95.1%
Occupied Retail Space per-household  Ft? 241 269 139 131 137 137

These market conditions indicate the local trade area is experiencing a healthy supply/demand

balance which is supportive of constructing additional retail capacity.

The following lease data has been carefully considered and compared so as to provide an

indication of the subject property's potential annual rent. A description of this data is as follows:

OTTEAU GROUP
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Transaction

Sit

Building

Value
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Market Rental Comparison Analysis

Item Subject Comparable Comparable Comparable Comparable Comparable Comparable
1 2 3 4 5 6

Address Courthouse Square 440 Elizabeth Avenue 127 Main Street 284 US Route 206 46-56 East Main Street 27 Center Street 7 North Main Street
City / Township / Borough Flemington Borough Franklin Township Flemington Borough Hillsborough Township Somerville Borough Clinton Town Lambertville City
County Hunterdon County Somerset County Hunterdon County Somerset County Somerset County Hunterdon County Hunterdon County
Block/Lot See Report 523.03/35.07 36/18 152.02/13 63/34 14/2 1038/4
Tenant To Be Determined Fruitables Confidential Tiled Expressions Turf, Surf & Earth Healy Realtros Center for the Arts/Music
Annual Lease Price Solve For $45,000 $9,000 $33,420 $71,280 $12,069 $19,797
Leased Area (Square Feet) 32,250 1875 500 1,500 2,700 585 790
Leasing Concessions Not Applicable None Discovered 0%|None Discovered 0%|None Discovered 0% | None Discovered 0%|None Discovered 0%|None Discovered 0%
Leasing Terms Net Net 0%|Modified Gross -15% Modified Gross -15%|Net 0%|Modified Gross -15%|Modified Gross -15%
Lease Date / Time Adjustment 1/1/2018 10/1/2017 0%(11/1/2017 0%(1/1/2018 0%]3/1/2018 0%(5/1/2018 0%]5/1/2018 0%
Lease Price Per Square Foot $24.00 $15.30 $18.94 $26.40 $17.54 $21.30
Location Average Average Average Average Average Average Average
Leased Area (Square Feet) 32,250 1,875 0%]500 0%]1,500 0%]2,700 0%]585 0%]790 0%
Unit Type Retail Retail Retail Retail Retail Retail Retail
Property Condition Average Average Average Average Average Average Average
Functional Utility Average Average Average Average Average Average Average
Other
Net Adj. (Site) 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
Net Adj. (Building) 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
Net Adj. (Total) 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
Indicated Unit Value $24 $15 $19 $26 $18 $21
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Explanation of Market Rent Adjustments

| Transaction

Leasing Commissions: No leasing commissions were found to present therefore no
adjustment was warranted.

Leasing Terms: The structure of leases has a significant impact on rental rates. Generally,

there are three types of leases in the market place: a full-service (Gross) lease, a partial net

(Modified Gross) lease and a triple net (Net) lease. Within these lease structures, there are

various modifications that can be made. A typical Gross lease is structured so that the landlord

incurs all of the operating expenses for the term of the lease. A typical Modified Gross lease is

structured so that the tenant is required only a portion of the operating expenses. Lastly, a Net

|l ease is structured so that the tenant is require
such as real estate taxes, insurance, maintenance and repairs, contract services/janitorial,

utilities, administrative, and management. In the case of the subject comparable rents 2, 3, 5, &

6 were adjusted duetot he subj ectNétsentpr oposed

Market Change: Due to stable economic conditions for retail use in this submarket, the
comparable rents did not require adjustments for market change.

| Site |

Location: Al | comparable rents are |l ocated within the
considered comparable locations compared to the subject property therefore no adjustments
were warranted.

| Building

Leased Area: All comparable rents are considered relatively similar in leased area and
therefore no adjustments were warranted.

Unit Type: This category addresses the physical design (use) and exterior appeal. In this case
the comparable rents were considered similar enough that an adjustment was not warranted.

Condition: These categories address physical condition and quality of the comparable rental
compared to the subject property. Since superior condition and quality typically command
higher rents and lower maintenance expenses, this item of comparison can have a significant
impact on value. In this case the comparable rents were considered similar enough that an
adjustment was not warranted.

Functional Utility: The comparable rents were considered similar enough that an adjustment
was not warranted.
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Rent 1 Photo
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Rent 3 Photo

Rent 4 Photo
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Rent 5 Photo
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Comparable Rental Location Map
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Commercial Retail Market Rent Conclusion

Careful consideration has been given to the above market rents with respect to their
physical/locational components and market conditions at the time of their lease. An analysis of

this data yields the following value ranges:

Market Rental Value Indication Range

Low High Average Median
Unadjusted $15 $26 $21 $20
Adjusted $15 $26 $21 $20

Within this range, the appraiser has selected $20/square foot Net as the best indicator of rental

value for the subject property.
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Capitalization Conclusion

In order to determine an annual internal rate of return for the subject property, the appraiser has
looked at competitive yield rates for various types of investments, as well as the national market
indicators published by the Appraisal Institute in its quarterly magazine Valuation Insights and
Perspectives.

Market conditions for commercial real estate are currently considered to be fair. Stalled
transaction activity is inhibiting the market's ability to establish reliable property values, and vice
versa. Occupancies, absorption, rents and other property fundamentals are weakening in

tandem with the declining job market and shaky consumer confidence.

There has been literature written and empirical evidence developed relating returns in the bond
market to real estate returns. The closest relationship with real estate has been found to be
long-term bonds.! Returns being received in various segments of the capital markets are shown
below.

AVERAGE BOND YIELDS
May 2018

Prior Year | Prior Month [ Current Month
S. 5-Year Bond&%i| ZI78% 4 b 12.82%
S. 10- Year B Aa380% |i28T% x a [2.6880
S 30- Year BoRa%% |13.01% X a I3.1.386

c|C|C

The returns on the investments vary due to factors like differing degrees of risk, term to maturity,
the coupon interest rate, and the current level of interest rates. Since funds for real estate
investment are competing with these alternative investments, it is believed that real estate
investors desire at least a return in this range, and usually higher due to the greater liquidity of
real estate investments.

In some instances, rates of return desired by lenders can provide a benchmark for desired
yields in the real estate market. However, it must be remembered that lenders have a different

risk position than the equity investor.

1For a discussions and analysis of the correlation between these yields, see C.F. Sirmansand J. R. Webb, AYields for
Types of Real Property vs. ThéAppraitaldoumal Aprild98E a.241t a | Mar kets, 0O
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The best source of current yield expectations of typical equity investors is based on surveys of
these investors. One such survey, which provides a broad indication of investor yield
expectations, is the PwC Real Estate Investor Survey, a summary of which appears below
indicating a broad range of national overall capitalization rates for apartment properties ranging
from 3.75% to 8.50% averaging 5.33%, office properties in central business districts at 3% to
7.50% averaging 5.48%, and retail properties power center at 5.25% to 9.0% averaging at
6.66%. These rates reflect the annualized yield rate or rate of return on capital that is generated

or capable of being generated within an investment or portfolio over a period of ownership.

MARKET CAPITALIZATION RATES
Discount (IRR) Overall Cap Rate (OAR Residual Cap Rate

Low High Average Low High Average Low High | Average
Apartment 5.25% | 10.00%| 7.23% | 3.75% | 8.50% | 5.33% | 4.00% | 8.50% | 5.66%
Student Housing 6.00% | 10.00%| 8.05% | 4.50% | 7.50% | 5.86% | 4.75% | 7.50% | 6.30%
Industrial-Flex/R&D 6.75% | 10.00%| 8.08% | 5.50% | 9.50% | 7.10% | 6.00% | 9.50% | 7.38%
Industrial-Self Storage 5.00% | 9.00% | 6.91% | 4.50% | 7.00% | 5.65% | 5.00% | 7.50% | 6.04%
Industrial-Warehouse 5.50% | 9.00% | 6.55% | 3.00% | 6.50% | 4.95% | 4.60% | 7.25% | 5.83%
Lodging-Full-Service 8.00% | 13.50%| 10.33%| 6.00% | 10.00%| 7.73% | 7.00% | 10.00%| 8.35%
Lodging-Limited-Service Midscale & Econonjy8.50% | 13.00%| 11.00%] 7.75% | 11.00%| 9.15% | 7.75% | 11.00%| 9.78%
Lodging-Luxury/Upper-Upscale 6.50% | 12.00%| 9.50% | 4.00% | 9.00% | 7.05% | 5.50% | 9.50% | 7.23%
Lodging-Select Service 7.50% | 12.00%| 9.90% | 6.50% [ 10.00%| 8.56% | 7.00% | 10.75%| 8.93%
Net Lease 6.00% | 10.00%| 8.13% | 5.00% | 8.50% | 6.60% | 6.00% | 9.00% | 7.53%
Office-CBD 5.25% | 9.00% | 6.95% | 3.00% | 7.50% | 5.48% | 4.75% | 8.00% | 6.13%
Office-Medical 5.50% | 11.00%| 7.73% | 4.50% | 10.00%| 6.69% | 5.00% | 10.25%| 6.84%
Office-Secondary 6.50% | 13.00%]| 9.05% | 5.00% | 9.50% | 7.51% | 6.50% | 9.50% | 7.80%
Office-Suburban 6.00% | 12.00%]| 8.32% | 4.35% | 10.00%| 6.61% | 6.00% | 11.50%| 7.59%
Retail-Power Center 6.00% | 10.00%| 7.45% | 5.25% | 9.00% | 6.66% | 5.50% | 9.00% | 6.91%
Retail-Regional Mall 5.00% | 11.50%| 7.60% | 4.00% [ 10.00%| 6.25% | 4.25% | 10.00%]| 6.70%
Retail-Strip Shopping Center 5.50% | 10.50%| 7.46% | 4.00% | 9.50% | 6.36% | 4.75% | 9.75% | 6.84%

Since the subject property is considered an institutional grade property these rates are very

applicable. Therefore, utilizing this survey a 6.40% overall capitalization rate is considered

applicable.
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INSTITUTIONAL-GRADE VS, NONINSTITUTIONAL-GRADE PROPERTY RATES: OFFICE MARKETS
First Quarter 2018

INSTITUTIONAL NONINSTITUTIONAL (BASIS- POINT SPREAD TO INSTITUTIONAL RATES)

TRRs OARs IRRs OARSs
MARKET RANGE AVERAGE RANGE AVERAGE RANGE AVERAGE RANGE AVERAGE
National CBD Office 525% — o0k 6.95% 300% — 7.50% 5-48% (a) (a) (a) (&)
National Suburhan Office B.00% — 12.00% B.34% 4.35% — 10.00% 6.61% (a) (a) (a) (6]
National Secondary Office 6.50% — 13.00% G.05% 500% — §.50% 751% 50 = 400 188 50 = 250 127
Atlanta Office 6.00% = 10.75% B.og% 500%— 8.75% 700% (a) (a) (a) (&)
Austin Office 550% — 10.00% 7.83% 4.30% — 8.50% 544% (a) (a) (a) (&)
Baston Office 575% — 1w.00% 7.44% 400% — G.50% Hm¥% 100 — 500 a5 W00 — 250 144
Charlotte Office 6.50% — 10.00% Bos% 500%— B.00% 6.56% 50 = 400 248 100 = 250 167
Chicago Office G00% — 12.00% B.66% 475% — 10.00% 733% 50 = 800 263 50 = &0 164
Drallas Ofice B00% — QoD% A% 5.00% — 8.50% 6.48% (a) fa) (a) {a)
Dremver Office 6.50% — 1.00% Bao% 500% — o.o0% 6.56% (a) {a) (a) {a)
Houston Office 6.50% — 13.00% B65% 5£75% — W.00% 726% 75 — 500 204 50 — 300 16
Lo Angeles Office 5.00% = 11.00% 70% 4.00% — Boo% 5.88% 25 = 400 128 25— 150 B8
Manhattan Office 550% = 9.00% (379 200% — 6.00% 4.60% (a) (a) (a) (&)
Northern Virginia Office 6.00% — g.50% 7% 5.00% — 8.50% b.77% (a) (a) (a) (&)
Pacific Northwest Office 525% — 10.00% 7.35% 4% — B.oo% 5.93% 75 = 500 246 50 = 300 11
Philadelphia Office 7.00% — 1L00% B.68% £00% — 10.00% 718% (a) (a) (a) (6]
Phoenix Office 7.00% = 1L00% B.60% 500%— 8.00% 6.45% (a) (a) (a) (&)
San Degn Office 6.50% —12.00% B.ob% 5.25% — B.50% 6.51% (a) (a) (a) (a)
San Franciseo Office 500% — 5.50% 6.B6% 350% — B.oo% 547% (a) (a) (a) (&)
Seattle Office 525% — g.00% 7.04% 410% — Boo% 572% (=) (=) (2] (=)
Southeast Florida Office 6.00% = 10.50% B.41% 500%— 9.50% 6.93% (a) (a) (a) (&)
Washington, DC (ffice F00% — 7.00% Gag% 425% — G.50% 5.08% 75 = 200 108 50 — 200 125
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INSTITUTIONAL-GRADE VS, NONINSTITUTIONAL-GRADE PROPERTY RATES: NATIONAL AND REGIONAL MARKETS
First Quarter 2018
INSTTTUTIONAL NONINSTITUTIONAL (BASIS- POINT SPREAD TO INSTITUTION AL RATES)
IREs OARs IREs OARs
MARKET RANGE AVERAGE RANGE AVERAGE RANGE AVERAGE RANGE AVERAGE
National Regional Mall 5.00% — 11.50% 7.60% 400% — 10.00% 625% (a) (a) (a) (a)
National Power Center 6.00% — 10.00% 7.45% 525% — oo% 6.66% 50— 300 154 50— 150 100
Natiomal Strip Shopping Center 550% — 10.50% 7.46% 400% — G50% 6.36% 50— 800 2y 25 = 500 154
Warehouse (National) 550% — g.00% 6.55% 2.00% — 6.50% 445% 50— 400 225 50 = 250 133
Warehouse (ENC Region) 550% = 7.25% 6.38% 4:25% — 6.25% S44% (a) (a) (=) (&)
Warehouse (Pacific Region) 550% — B.50% 6.48% 375% — 7.25% 4493% (a) (a) (a) ()
Wational Apartment 525% — 10000% T.23% 375% — B.50% 533% 25— 400 175 a5 = 400 131
Apartment {Mid-Atlantic Region) 5:25% — 10.00% 7-23% 350% — 6.75% 524% 25— 400 204 25 = 400 17
Apartment (Pacific Region) 5.00% — 10.00% 6.65% 3.50% — 6.00% 448% (a) (a) (a) (a)
Apartment { Southeast Region) 500% = 10.00% 7-38% 375% — b50% 515% (a) (a) () (&)
National Medical Office Buildings 550% = 11.00% 7.73% 4.50% = 10.00% 6% (a) (a) (a) (a)
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Capitalization Rate Development:

The appraiser will utilize the Band of Investment technique to develop a capitalization rate for
the subject property. This technique is primarily used to calculate the value of an investment,
where some of the funds used to acquire the investment are borrowed; taking into consideration
the investor's required return on investment and the cost of the borrowed funds. In developing a
capitalization rate for the subject property, the appraiser has developed the following

assumptions:

Interest Rate: Based upon the RealtyRates.com 2" quarter 2018 survey, Interest Rates ranged

from 3.61% to 8.79% averaging 5.52% for apartments, 3.75% to 8.50% averaging 5.63% for

office, 3. 66 % to 9.87% averaging 5.96% for retail prop
knowledge of local financing trends coupled with the previously described location and physical

components a 5.50% is considered applicable.

Loan-to-Value Ratio: Based upon the RealtyRates.com 2" quarter 2018 survey, Loan-To-Value

Ratios ranged from 50% to 90% averaging 73% for apartments, 50% to 90% averaging 73% for

office, 50% to 90% averaging 71% for retail properties. Consideringtheappr ai ser 6 s knowl ec
of local financing trends coupled with the previously described location and physical

components a 65% is considered applicable.

Amortization: Based upon the RealtyRates.com 2" quarter 2018 survey, Amortization ranged

from 15 to 40 averaging 26 years for apartments, 15 to 40 averaging 30 years for office, 15 to

40 averaging 25 yearsforretailpr oper ti es. Considering the apprai
financing trends coupled with the previously described location and physical components a 30-

year Amortization is considered applicable.

Term: Based upon the RealtyRates.com 2" quarter 2018 survey, the Term ranged from 3 to 40

averaging 20.50 years for apartments, 3 to 30 averaging 8 years for office, 3 to 10 averaging

6.20yearsfor r et ai | properties. Considering the appra
coupled with the previously described location and physical components a 10-year Term is

considered applicable.

OTTEAU GROUP
VALUATION | RESEARCH | CONSULTINBROKERAGE



63

Equity Dividend Rate: An Equity Dividend Rates is considered the annual rate investors expect
to receive on their equity investment. Based upon the RealtyRates.com 2" quarter 2018 survey
Equity Dividend Rates ranged 6.41% to 15.59% averaging 11.46% for apartments, 7.56% to
16.04% averaging 12.22% for office, 7.95% to 17.97% averaging 13.46% for retail properties.
Consideri ng tkhowledgeoploca finaneimgdrends coupled with the previously

described location and physical components an 8% is considered applicable.

RealtyRates.com INYFESTOR SURYEY - 2nd Quarter 2018
PERMAMNENT FINANCING

Self
!! ! Lodging MH Park gg

Spread Over Base™

Minimim 0.70% 084% 0.84% 084% 0.84% 084  0.84% 084  0.75% 0.84% 1.24%

Magimum 58824 11.95% £.96% 5.85% 158% 880% 559% .04 6.96% 5.96% 12.00%

Ayerage 281%  515% 3.22% 293% 352% 388% 272w 4337  3.056% 4.03% 4.73%
Interest Rate

Minimim 3614 375 375% 3.75% 3.75% 3754 3.75% 3754 366% 3.75% 4.15%

Magimum 8794 14.86% 9874 876% 14.49% N7 850% 13952 9.87% 8.87% 14.91%4

Average 552% 8.06% B.13%  5.84% 5.43% 6.79% 5B3% 7244 5.96% 6.94% 7.64%
Debt Coverage Ratio

Mlinimim 110 120 110 1.15 1.00 110 115 110 1.05 115 1.15

Magimum 186 215 226 205 285 2.08 215 215 215 250 2.15

Average 143 156 150 146 153 1.36 165 158 1.39 162 1.70

Loan-to-Yalue Ratio
Mlinimim 502 502 502 50 502 502 50 502 502 90 502
fagimum 30 802 9034 90 80 902 0 802 903 502 802
Auerage 3% E7% T 70% B7% 70 T3 662 71 702 E7%
Minimim 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 40 15
Fazimum 40 40 40 40 40 40 40 30 40 15 40]
Average 26 22 25 25 22 25 30 22 25 28 22
Minimim 3 5 3 3 5 8 3 3 3 3 3
Magimum 40 30 25 30 30 30 30 15 10 10 20
Average 20.50 9.00 13.65 11.46 7.80 9.15 8.00 7.45 6.20 6.10 7.85

“" 10-Ye ar Treasury

“1zt Quarter 2018 Data Cop yright 2015 RealtyRat ez.com™
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RealtyRates com INFESTOR SURYEY - Z2nd Quarter 2018

EQUITY DIVIDEND RATES

Property Type Min. Mazx | Avg.
Apartments GALL 15593 | 146
GardenfSuburban TH Balx 139 10000
Hi-RisefUrban TH BA4: 15590 | 10543
Student Housing BAZ W93 102T7x
Giolf 3400 22.06% | 1636
Fubliz Daily Fes Course s 9403 21463 1483
Semi -FPrivate Clubs 40 22062 19105
Private Clubs 940 2088% | 14 5EM
Health C aredSenior Housing TED 1752 | 1306
Acute Care Facilities Ta0k  IT52M 1218
Qut-F atient Care Facilities TElA  1682H | NG
Congregate Care Facilities TR0 1682 1186
Assisted Living F acilitie s TEEX 1662x | MBI
Industrial TaAEC B49¢ 1237H
ware houselDistribution T334 1029 10314
RO Flex THI 1849 N5EX
Climate Controlled!Manuf scturing TADL 16893 | M24
Ledging G0 1991 1459
Full S ervice Facilities G0 18T 1287
Limite d Service Facilitie s 830 1991 1352
Giolif Gaming/Fesort B2l 13.31% | 1320
Pobile Home!RY P arkfC amping TAZw 18423 13859
M anufactured Housing TA2M P22 | 121k
Maobile Home Parks 8020 17823 | 1243
RV F arks/Campground s BAZ 18423 | 1275
Oifice TEEN 1604 1222
Suburban THEW 14842 1084%
CEeD TGN 1604 M40
Medical TEEx 154430 16X
Festaur ants 10330 20065 1574
Full S emvice WE3E 2008 M4BT
Fast Food 10330 19.965 | 14223
FRetail 75 1797 | 1348
Anchored =L i | B
Urn-Anchored 816 17.97¢ 1257
Comv eniencelGas 805 1raTa | 1228
Free Standing TAms 1722 1210
Self-Storage TATw  18.53% | 1213
Climate Controlled BT 16ED | T5BEK
Mini Storage A Wk 1083
Special Purpose 982 2096 16584
Schools/Day Care Centers 958 1975 | M6
Churc hes{TemplesiSin agogues 978 2096 48
All Prop erties GALL 22063 | 1272x
1ot Guar ber 2015 Data Copyright 2015 FealtyRates.com'™
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Therefore, the following capitalization rate for the subject property was developed accordingly:

Band of Investment
Capitalization Rate Development

Investor Variables

Holding Period 10
Equity Dividend 8.0%
Equity Ratio 35%

Loan Variables

Loan Ratio 65%
Interest Rate 5.5%
Amortization (yrs) 30

Basic Rate Calculation by Band of Investment
Equity Ratio X Required Yield ( 35%
Loan Ratio X Annual Constant ( 65%

Less Credit Adjustment for Equity Build-Up

X
X

0.080000 ) 2.80000%
0.068135 ) 4.42875%
Basic Overall Rate 7.22875%

Term (yrs) Annual Constant - Int Rate = Amortization Rate
30 0.068135 - 0.0550 = 0.013135
10 0.130232 - 0.0550 0.075232
Percent Paid Off
0.013135 / 0.075232 = 0.174590
Sinking Fund Factor
8.00% @ 10 Years = 0.069029

Final Adjustment for Equity Build-Up
0.174590 X 0.069029 X 65%

-0.78337%

Final Overall Rate 6.44538%

OVERALL CAPITALIZATION RATE (rounded) 6.40%
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PART IV T PILOT PROFORMA & ROI

Given the conclusions set forth so far, there were additional assumptions that were needed to
complete the analysis, some of which that were provided by the developer as well as the

financial agreement.

A PILOT Agreement and Approvals

o Our analysis presumed the negotiated financial agreement with the municipality
is finalized and signed by both parties, with approvals for the project.

0 The project will consist of 222-unit multifamily units, of which 14 units will be
affordable housing units. The property will also contain 100-room hotel, 45,000
square feet of educational/medical/office space, 32,250 square feet of retalil
space, 4,800 square feet of amenity space, 760 parking spaces, which will
include 565 structured parking, 159 podium parking, and 26 surface parking
spaces.

o This agreement includes the annual service charges, which have been
determined to be $1,200 per hotel room, $1,600 per apartment, $1.50 per square
foot of retail space, and $1.50 per square foot of educational/medical/office. The
annual service charges will increase by 5% every 5 years beginning in year 6.
Note, the county receives 5% of the annual service charge. Additionally, there
will be a 2% municipal administrative fee due to the agreement and a 3%
municipal hotel tax (after vacancy factor) on the project. Finally, the project is
subject to the BID tax rate in accordance with the local ordinance.

o Furthermore, the subject property has obtained a Redevelopment Area Bond
(RAB), which eliminates any regulation on minimal service charges as
percentage of total project costs or a percentage of gross income.

o0 The Municipal Matrix shows the current tax payments to the Borough of
Flemington. Additionally, it calculates the annual and cumulative tax revenues to
the Borough over the 30-year period.

A Income

0 Leasing Revenue & Potential Gross Income i These projections reflect leasing
revenue and absorption pace for the project based upon our preceding
conclusions which analyzed the performance of competing properties in the
submarket area. These revenues have been inflated at a rate of 2.0% annually.
We project average monthly rents of $1,907 with an average size of 969 square
feet and affordable housing rates at an average rent of $1,000 per month with an
average size of 1,000 square feet. Note, there are no garage rents or
miscellaneous income for the project. Next, there is 45,000 square feet of
educational/medical/office space as well as 32,250 square feet of retail space
available to rent, which has been determined by the consultant to be $20 per
square foot net. The educational/medical/office space is projected to have 10%
increases every 5 years starting year 6. The provided hotel rent of $125 per night
for 100 rooms, or 36,500 room night, will be utilized for the 100 rooms within the
project. Finally, there is 4,360 square feet of hotel conference space determined
to collect approximately $26,000 annually.
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0 Less Vacancy & Credit Loss i These numbers reflect current and forecasted

vacancy rates in this subject area. We have allowed for a project vacancy rates
of 5% over the life of the project for retail and office space. Based upon the
leasing velocity of similar hotel properties, we have projected a stabilized
occupancy level of 70% (30% vacancy) can be achieved for the hotel portion.
We have therefore applied a factor of 100% vacancy during the construction
phase in year 1 and 2 vacancy. Construction completion is projected to require 2
years.

Expenses
0 Operating & Leasing Expenses i The consultant utilized analyses published by

the Institute for Real Estate Management (IREM) for retail, office, and apartments
and Smith Travel Research (STR) for hotel market data. Given the efficiencies
attributable to newly constructed properties which benefit from lower operating
expenses, multi-family apartment projects served by elevators have a median
overall operating expense equivalent to 23% of Potential Gross Income (PGI)
exclusive of property taxes. These analyses also indicated that existing
office/retail projects have a median overall operating expense equivalent to 30%
of PGI exclusive of property taxes. Additionally, data from STR shows that hotel
projects have a higher median overall operating expense of 45% of PGI. Finally,
the reimbursements are calculated on a pass-through basis, in which the tenants
will pay their proportionate share of the operating expenses. The reimbursement
is made to the owner for expenses paid by the owner, charged back to the
tenant, and results in additional rent for the tenant and income to the owner.

Reserves for Replacement i These reserves represent funds that provide for the
periodic replacement of building components that wear out more rapidly than the
building itself and must be r eplswmhkas.d
heating/cooling systems, appliances, carpeting, or roofing. Costs have been
applied at a rate of $300 per hotel room and apartment and inflated at a rate of
2% annually. Additionally, reserves for replacement for the retail and office space
is estimated to be $0.15 per square foot.

Property Taxes i In years 1 & 2, property taxes will be based upon the current
land tax of $107,332 using the BID tax rate of $3.246. The projected taxes are
not calculated as they will be paid and credited with the borough.

A Capital Investment

0 A budget has been prepared by the developer at this time. The hard and soft

costs should be updated however once proposals have been obtained from the
respective professionals.

Land Value Allocation i $7,233,830 is the provided acquisition cost budget. Our
analysis presumes that the land allocation will incurred in year 1 of the project,
subsequent to securing development approvals and prior to commencement of
site development and construction.

Hard, Soft, & Related Costs i Represents the estimated cost to construct site
infrastructure for the project to include, but are not limited to demolition, rubbish
removal, fill, grading, roadways, surface parking sidewalks, curbing, bringing
utilities to the site, off-site improvements and recreational amenities as well as
hotel furniture, fixtures, and equipment. This is estimated to be $82,109,110,
which was provided. The costs are split over the two years during construction.
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o0 Cumulative Capital Investment i This represents the total hard, soft, and related
costs as well as the acquisition of the existing building, which is $89,342,940.

A Return on Investment

o Net Cash Flow Before Debt Service & Reversion i represents the mathematical
result of subtracting Total Expenses from Effective Gross Revenue over the life
of the project. This figure does not include the lump sum income from the sale
of the property or debt servicing expenses.

o Capitalization Rate i The consultant has determined the capitalization rate to be
6.40%.

0 Reversionary Value i The lump sum benefit to be realized by the investor when
the property is sold at the end of the holding period. The projected selling price
has been based upon the net operating income in the final year before sale,
which has been capitalized at a terminal cap rate of 6.65%.

0 Less Selling Expense i This 4% cost represents a deduction from the
reversionary value attributable to legal and brokerage expenses.

o Net Cash Flow After Reversion but Before Debt Service i The net cash flow
represents the adjusted net cash flow after adding in the net proceeds from the
sale of the property at the end of the holding period, but prior to debt servicing
costs.
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PROFORMA ANALYSIS T Courthouse Square Mixed-Use Redevelopment Project

Year Beginning 1172018 1172018 1172020 12/31/2020 11/2022 1H/2023 1112024 1213112024 112026 1H7z027 1112028 1213172028
Investment Periods - 1 2 3 4 5 1 T B 9
PILOT Periods - 1 2 3 4 5 & T 8 k]
INCOME Re Intaton 20% 20% 20% 2% 20 20% 2% 2m 20% 20% 2%
Potential Gross Income (PGI) Factor Aug. FF # Unis Avg. SMonth
Market Rate Apartments nia 060 208 $1.807 5 4761053 | § 4856274 |§ 4053300 |% 5052467 |§ 5153516|5 5258587 |§ 5361718 |§ 5468053 |5 5,578,332 | § 5600800 | % 58032608 |5 5018770
Affordable Housing Apartments nia 1.000 14 $1.000 3 168,000 | § 1713680 | § 174787 | 3 178283 |5 121840 | 3 185486 | § 180195 | § 102,070 | 5 196830 |$§ 200776|§ 204701 (% 208867
Total Apartments n/a - 222 - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Garage/Surface Parking Rents nia 760 50 3 3 - ] - 3 3 - 3 - ] 3 - 3 - ] 3 3 -
Miscellaneous Income (E.g. Amenities) nia 50 3 - 15 - ] - 3 - 3 - 3 - ] - 3 - 3 - ] - 3 - 3 -
Hotel at $125/night n/a 100 $3B0.208 § 4,562,500 § 4653750 | § 4746825 | % 4841762 |5 4038507 |5 5037360 |F 5138116 |5 5240878 |5 5345606 | $ 5452610 | § 5561862 |§ 5672805
Hotel at 3% Tax nia $11.408 3 128.875| § 130813 [ § 142405 % 145253 | § 148158 | § 151121 § 154143 | § 157228 | § 160371 % 183572 | § 166,850 | § 170,187
Hetel Conference Space nia 4,360 50.50 £ 26.160| § 26683 | § T | § 27761 | § 28216 § 28883 | § 20460 | § 30,050 | § 30651 | § 31284 | § 31880 |3 32,527
Office/Ed/Medical Space at $20 Net w/ 10% Increases Every § ¥rs (beg.Yr 8) nia 45,000 5167 § 000000 % 000000 |F 900000|% 900000 |S ©OOOOD| S 000000 | % 900000 |5 G00000 |5 990000 ($ 990000 | % 900000 | § 990,000
Retail Space (2 Buildings) at $20 Met w! 2% Annual Increases n/a 32,250 $1.67 $ 645000| 3 SETO00 |3 g©71058 |3 GB4470 |5 £08180|5 J12132 | % JI83TS |5 J40000 |5 JESFO0|F  J70835|F IBEIS1 |3 DO1GTE
Potential Gross Income (PGI) $11,199588 $  11,405579 § 11615651 § 11,830,005 $ 12048605 $ 12271577 $ 12,499,008 $ 12,730,989 $ 13,057,608 § 13,298,961 § 13,545,140 $ 13,796,243
[Reimbursements
Median Office/RetailMedical Pass Thru 50 | 50 3550450 | 3500503 |  §504.752 |  §500,025 |  3673,383 | $604.820 |  $609,363 |  $013888 |  $618.705]
Pass Thru Vacancy 50 | 50 | (s27.823)]  (528.,028) 5.238)| (522,451 (528.669)  (330.241)] (330,488) (530,808 (320,835
Less Vacancy & Credit Loss
Vacancy/Credit Loss- Apartments -5.0% -5.0% -5.0% -5.0%
Vacancy - Retail/Educational/Medical -5.0% -5.0% -5.0% -5.0%
Vacancy - Hotel -30.0% -30.0% -30.0% -30.0%
Overall Vacancy & Credit Loss (%) -100.0% -100.0% -15.6% - -15.7% . -15.6%
Overall Vacancy & Credit Loss (3) $  (11.405570)| $(11.615.601) (51,845 184 (51.055,380)| (51,99 8) 0 (52.076.811)) (52,117 ($2,158.714)
Effective Gross Income (EGI) $ - [ - |§ 8984811 $ 10,543,628 | $ 10,737,401 | $ 11,020,549 | § 11,222 150 | § 11,427,783 | § 11,637,528
EXPENSES
(Operating Expenses Source Basis. % PGl
Median Office/RetailMedical Expense Ratio IREM Ci -30.0%
Apartment Expense Ratio IREM Ci -23.0%
Hotel Expense Ratio STR Ci -45.0% 0
Hotel & t R for it PwC -5300 -0.80% ) ) 70}
Retai/Office Reserves for Replacement IREM $0.15 ($11,588) ($11.588) { (& 8) i 2) ($11,588)
Subtotal (53,322, 291)| (53,382,961)] ($3,444.845)] ($3.507,966)| ($3,572,349)| ($3,665741)| ($3,732,725) $3,870,741)
Net Operating Income (Before Taxes) $ - Is - |% 6662519 |§ 6784446 % 6908810 |$ 7035662 | § 7,165051 |§ 7354808 | § 7489424 | § 7626733 |§ 7766788
Pr ty Taxes Totd Tames Allocation
Annual Service Charge Rates ;:’a";‘:&ﬁf ﬁﬂ'miﬁgﬁuﬁuﬁm 2 RE;:;@ 0 S0 (581.075)  ($581.075) (8591.075)  ($620.629)  ($620,629)  ($620,620)  (S620,629)
Land Taxes - Paid and Credited Therefore Not Caculated i 100.00% (3100.479) ($111,068) ($113,002) (5116,180) ($118,503) ($120,874) ($123,281) (125,757) ($130,837) 5133.454)
Total PILOT/Tax Payments ($109,479)(  ($111,868) ($591,075)| ($591,075) ($591,075) ($591,075) ($591 .D?5]‘ ($620,629)|  ($520,629)|  ($620,629)|  ($620,629)
Total Exp PILOT P: ) ($109.479)]  ($111,668)] (53,913 366) {:3.974.03@4 ($4,035920)[ ($4.099,041)] ($4,163,424)[ ($4,286.369)[ (54,353,354)] ($4,421,678)[ ($4,491.3635)]
Municipal Admin Fee (max 2%) ($11,822) ($11,822) ($11.822) ($11,8232) ($11,822) ($12.413) ($12,413) ($12,413) ¢$|2.41zg_|
Municipal Hotel Tax (3%) ($101,677)  ($103,711)]  ($105785) ($107800) ($110058)[ (s11z2.260)] ($114505] ($116795] ($119,131)
Net Operating Income (After Taxes) (5109.479)] _ [5111,668)] $5957 846  $6,077,838]  $6,200,129]  $6.324 865  $6,452,096]  $6,603,507]  $6,741878] $6876897]  $7,014 616
Less Debt Service (Interest Only) $0 $0 | ($3.072,813)| ($3.072.813)( ¢ ($3,072 81 3}| ($3,072,813)| ($3,072.813)| (53,072,813)( ($3,072,813)
|Net Operating Income (After Debt Service) [$109.473) ($111.668)| $2.885133 3.005025 3127 316 $3.352 052 $3.379.283 $3.536,694 $3.804 084 $3.941.803
MUNICIPAL MATRIX
Profit Rate (Unlevered Annual Yield on Project Cost) nia nfa 3.2% 34% 3.5% 3.8% 3.8% 4.0% 4.1% 4.3% 4.4%
Ilnlzemal Rate of Returm - - - - - - 7.3% - - - -
PILOT/Tax Payments (less 5% and Land Tax Credit) - Annual 50 30 $453.315 $451,150 3448043 5446,601 $444,305 $470.128 5467,730 $485,302 $462,818
PILOT/Tax P: its (less 5%) - C i 50 30 $453.315 3004485 $1.353.402 $1,800,000 52,244,404 $2,714,622 $3.182,381 §3.647,663 54,110.470
Municipal Land Tax Portion (34.4%) §30,182 530,066 340,765 $41,580 §42.412 $43,260 $44,126 $45,008 545,908
Municipal Admin Fee (2% Max) 50 50 $11,822 $11.822 $11.822 $11.822 11,822 312413 $12.413 $12413 $12413
[Municipal Hotel Tax (3%) - After Vacancy 50 30 $101.677 $103.711 $105.785 5107.800 $110,058 $112.260 5114505 $116.785 $118,131
PILOT Tax Revenue - Annual nla nia $605,095 $606,648 3607.314 5807,004 $608,627 $638,782 $630,517 $640,267
PILOT Tax Revenue - Cumulative nia nia $6055995 $1,212644 $1819958 $2427952  $3,036,639 $4313481  $4952599  $5593 266
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PROFORMA ANALYSIS T (continued)
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