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Honorable Mayor, City Council Members, and Citizens of the City of Moscow:

We are pleased to submit to you the audited Annual Comprehensive Financial
Report (ACFR) for the City of Moscow, Idaho (hereinafter “City”) for the fiscal year
October 1, 2021 through September 30, 2022.

Idaho state law requires that all general-purpose local governments publish, within
six months of the close of each fiscal year, a complete set of financial statements
presented in conformity with Generally Accepted Accounting Principles (GAAP),
Governmental Accounting Standards Board (GASB), and an audit report in
accordance with auditing standards generally accepted in the United States of
by Certified Public Accountants. Pursuant to that requirement, we hereby

idited annual financial statements of the City for the fiscal year ended

30, 2022.

The City of @N Finance Department has prepared this report to present the

financial positio @e City as of September 30, 2022. We believe the information,

as presented, is a te in all material aspects; that it is presented in a manner

designed to set fort the financial position and results of operations of the

City as measured and ed by the financial activity of its various funds; and

that all disclosures nec ,.2\ to enable the reader to gain an adequate
nci

understanding of the City’s fi affairs have been included. Responsibility of

both the accuracy of the dat§, the completeness and fairness of the
presentation and disclosures rests Wi ﬁy management.

Moscow’'s Missi tatement:
The City of Moscow delivers quality icipal services while
ensuring responsible use of resources. jpate and meet the
needs of our diverse population in order to ’%pubﬁc trust and

A

ACFR Presentation: )\

enhance a sense of community.

The ACFR was prepared by the City of Moscow Finance Department in
accordance with GAAP and GASB. ltis intended to provide sufficient information
to permit the assessment of stewardship and accountability, to demonstrate legal
compliance, and to facilitate management control. City management is responsible
for establishing and maintaining an internal control structure designed to ensure
that the assets of the City are protected from loss, theft, or misuse and to ensure
adequate accounting data is compiled to allow for the preparation of financial
statements in conformity with accounting principles generally accepted in the
United States of America. In addition, the City maintains extensive budgetary
controls. The objective of these controls is to ensure compliance with legal
provisions embodied in the annual appropriated budget adopted by City Council.
Activities of all funds are included in the annual adopted budget.



Presnell Gage, PLLC, Accounting and Consulting, a firm of Certified Public
Accountants, have issued an opinion that the City’s financial statements were
presented fairly in all material respects for the year ended September 30, 2022.
The Independent Auditor’s report is located at the front of the financial section of
this report.

The ACFR is presented in four sections: Introductory, Financial, Statistical, and
Compliance. The Introductory section, which is unaudited, includes this Letter of
Transmittal, a City organizational chart, the Government Finance Officers
Association (GFOA) Certificate of Achievement for Excellence in Financial
Reporting awarded for the 2021 fiscal year, and a list of the City’s principal elected
officials. The Letter of Transmittal is designed to complement the Management’s
Discussion and Analysis (MD&A) and should be read in conjunction with the
MD&A. The City’s MD&A can be found in the financial section along with the
ind dent auditor’'s opinion, basic financial statements (including entity-wide
fun cial statements), notes to the basic financial statements, required
supple ry information and supplemental information, combining and
individua& ents and schedules for the City’s funds. The Statistical section,
which is una , includes selected financial and demographic information,
generally pres n a multi-year basis.

City of Moscow Prd@?

Moscow Idaho is locate ng the rolling Palouse hills of Latah County in
northern ldaho and the weste ity limits border the State of Washington. The
City encompasses a land area ofd@pproximately 7.4 square miles. Moscow is the
county seat and largest city in Lat nty and with a population of 25,850 (2022
U.S. Census Bureau) and is the rgest city in Idaho. Latah County’s
population is 40,313 (2020 U.S. Censu u) and comprises the majority of the
eastern portion of the Palouse region, world-renowned for its agriculture
and fertile soil. Latah County is the only c@ in the United States that was
established by an act of Congress. Originall of Nez Perce County, Latah
County was created in 1888 and named for Lat ek, which is located in its
northwest corner. /§

The City of Moscow is home to the University of ldaHe{\the, state’s land grant
institution and primary research university. Eight miles (13Kn7) west is Pullman
Washington, home of Washington State University, also a land-grant institution.
The close proximity of these two universities creates an environment that is a
wonderful combination of small-town comfort and safety, together with the cultural,
recreational, and educational opportunities of a larger city.

The City of Moscow was incorporated on July 12, 1887. The City operates under
a Mayor/Council form of government consisting of an elected mayor and six council
members. The mayor and six council members are elected on an at-large, non-
partisan basis, and the council serves staggered 4-year terms, with one-half of the
council positions elected every two years. The City is considered to be a “full
service” city and provides the following services authorized by charter and by Title
50 of the Idaho Code: general government, public safety, culture and recreation,
transportation, water, sewer, stormwater and sanitation.



Moscow’s City Council is required to adopt a final budget no later than the close of
the current fiscal year. The City’s fiscal year starts on October 1 and ends on
September 30. The annual budget serves as the foundation for the City’s
management and financial planning and controls and is prepared by the
Administration and Finance Departments. Department managers are responsible
for their department’s budgetary controls. The budget is adopted at the fund level
by the City Council following a public hearing and meets the state’s legal
requirement for a balanced budget of revenues and expenditures. The same
public budget process is necessary on any occasion when budget amendments
are necessary to accept unanticipated revenues and expenditures.

Moscow Idaho is settled into the Palouse, a landscape historically and currently
inhabited by the Nimiipuu (Nez Perce) people indigenous to the region.
Incorporated in 1887, the City’s modern history is rooted in agriculture; the region
is jor global producer of peas and lentils. The presence of farming in the
com ity goes far beyond commerce, however, as grain silos and other
archite’cvy features announce agricultural endeavors as part of the community’s
aesthetic’i ity. The City is home to the University of Idaho (Ul), a land grant
institution established in 1889. School spirit infuses the atmosphere of the City with
the balance vitas and celebration that characterizes the educational
experience. Mos& culture is woven together with the work of passionate
citizens and creativ tions dedicated to the arts in all their forms. The City of
Moscow stands out a Idaho cities in many ways, and its tradition of Arts
and Culture programmin ibutes greatly to that unique identity.

Listed below are City-sponsored ural offerings:

. Moscow Farmers Mark@ FM) is held every Saturday from May
through October. Establish )7;977, the MFM is the longest-running

market in the state of Idah provides farmers, artisans, and
with one another in Moscow’s

customers the opportunity to ¢
downtown core;

. Third Street Gallery and The Box Gal th located in Moscow City
Hall, bring art installations into the heart e public process;

. Artwalk is a monthly event featuring m e, forms of art at host
locations throughout the community on the 3" I%gay of each month
from October through June;

. Entertainment in the Park is a summer performance series at Moscow’s
East City Park, featuring programming, especially for children and
families;

. Palouse Plein Air is an annual painting event that brings artists together
in celebration of the picturesque Palouse;

. Moscow Poet Laureate increases awareness of the role that poetry and
literature play in the community;

. Annual tree-lighting, Light up the Season Parade, and other downtown
events get the whole community into the spirit of the winter season;

. Public Art in Moscow thrives with an annually-refreshed temporary

collection, a portable collection, and features works in the permanent
collection made possible by the City’s 2004 adoption of a 1% for the
Public Arts ordinance.



The City of Moscow is proud to partner with the following cultural institutions and
events:

. The University of Idaho’s Prichard Art Gallery, Lionel Hampton Jazz
Festival, and Festival Dance;

Moscow Renaissance Fair;

Rendezvous in the Park;

The Kenworthy Performing Arts Center;

Latah County Library District;

Moscow Contemporary;

The 1912 Center, a property owned by the City and operated through
contract by the non-profit organization Heart of the Arts, Inc.

The City has a highly skilled and educated workforce supporting many thriving
busj es, as well as the University of Idaho and nearby Washington State
Uni ity. The University of Idaho is a nationally recognized research institution
commﬁg o, undergraduate and graduate research education, with extension
services T sive to Idaho and to the region's business and community needs.
Many studen ke advantage of an emphasis on undergraduate research
opportunities @ puter science, transportation innovation, environmental
science, evolutio iology, and biomedical research. The University of |ldaho
enrolls 11,507 stud s Idaho’s land grant research university, the University
of Idaho offers student plete living and learning experience. The residential
campus in Moscow m architectural beauty with a small and friendly
academic community. O d;%ﬁ' recreational activities complement the many
cultural amenities. The Universit Idaho ranked in the top 30 in the nation as a
"great university to hit the books ackcountry" by Outside magazine. Living
and learning in Moscow will put you®jdst minutes from opportunities for skiing,
snowboarding, whitewater rafting, biki @bing, camping, fishing, and more.

L

Moscow’s major employers are heavily represel@' the sectors of education,
Io§

Local Economic Outlook:

health care, retail, and government. These four s represent 65 percent of
Moscow’s economy. The Latah County unemp rate (not seasonally
adjusted) for the month ending in September 2022 was .%nt compared with
2.0 percent in September 2021. The September 2022 unemployment rate (not
seasonally adjusted) of 2.2 percent was below a state unemployment rate of 2.5
percent and a national unemployment rate of 3.5 percent.

Latah County saw employment expansion in the following sectors from 2020 —
2021:

Construction (9.7 percent)

Manufacturing (8.1 percent)

Wholesale Trade (0.6 percent)

Retail Trade (8.0 percent)

Information (3.1 percent)

Real Estate (0.6 percent)

Professional and Technical Services (8.3 percent)
Management (16.7 percent)

Administrative Services (4.3 percent)



e Educational Services (30.4 percent)
o Accommodation and Food Services (5.7 percent)

Latah County saw employment contraction in the following sectors:
e Finance and Insurance (-2.5 percent)
e Health Care and Social Assistance (-0.4 percent)
e Arts, Entertainment, and Recreation (-2.9 percent)

Real Estate:

¢ The average home sale price in the City of Moscow increased 15.1 percent
@f:‘om $346,727 in 2021 to $399,247 in 2022, after a 10.4 percent increase

e prior year.

. erage home sale price in Latah County increased 17.2 percent from
$3 0 in 2021 to $396,525 in 2022 after an 18.3 percent increase the
prior yedr.

Tourism:

o Inthe 2022 cale?@ ear, Latah County transient occupancy tax increased
by approximately 19 ent.

Building Permits: /9

o Total permitted constructio@w in the City of Moscow dropped from
$47.3 million in 2021 to $37.5 mi in 2022, but remained above the 10-
year average of $30.6 million.

Moscow continues its economic developmenorts. The Moscow Urban
Renewal Agency (MURA) manages one active urb enewal district called the
Legacy Crossing District, which covers approximat 9 acres and includes
former railroad right-of-way and industrial areas, compfisiftg the majority of the
blighted and underutilized properties located between 2\doscow’s historic
downtown and the University of Idaho. The primary objeCtive in creating this
District was to eliminate conditions impeding the City’s economic growth in the
area. The MURA'’s focus is to assist and encourage the transition of properties
from former agricultural and/or industrial uses to new uses and economic vibrancy
adding to the quality of civic life and improving the public safety of citizens and
visitors.

The Legacy Crossing District will have long-term positive impacts on the
community. The re-urbanization of inner-city districts, particularly those with land
uses transitioning from industrial uses to mixed-uses, requires an extended
planning horizon. Redevelopment activities continue within the District and on the
MURA-owned property located at the southwest corner of the intersection of Sixth
and Jackson Streets, including the completion of environmental remediation
activities and the planning for the redevelopment of the site.

10



The City is a leader in a consortium that maintains a 15.4-mile fiber optic network
serving government, education, medical, and business facilities in the City. Other
members of the consortium include the Idaho Transportation Department, Moscow
School District #281, and Gritman Medical Center.

The Intermodal Transit Center (ITC) is home to public transit provider Sustainable
Moscow Area Regional Transportation (SMART), which provides services to area
residents and the University of Idaho. The fixed-route public transportation service
in Moscow continues to see increased ridership. The ITC houses administrative
and passenger service areas, exterior covered passenger boarding areas, bicycle
parking facilities, and transit vehicle parking and serves as a link between
transportation service providers to facilitate the seamless integration of
transportation options for the Palouse region. Public transportation services are
provided by not only SMART, but also Northwest Trailways (providing inter-city
pass€nger service) and the University of Idaho’s Vandal Access Service.

Tourism)isAldaho’s third-largest industry statewide. The City provides and hosts
many Clﬁi( opportunities along with other art attractions. The arts,
entertainmen recreation sectors include a wide range of establishments that
operate faciliti rovide services to meet varied cultural, entertainment, and
recreational inter the local and surrounding population.

Long-Term Financial ing for the City:

The City’s future capital im oyzment projects include:

Street, sidewalk, and utiIityil vements on Lilly and First Streets;

[ )

e A pedestrian underpass on Wain Street;

e Landscape enhancements at t h couplet;

o Installation of amenities in the do n core of the City, including
bicycle racks, street trees, vintage Iig@}. and other features consistent
with the Historic and Central Business distpitt themes;

e Continued upgrades to deficient sidewalk e installation of missing

sidewalks throughout the City;
e Water Reclamation and Reuse Facility (WRRFT@(Qvements to meet
the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination Systém’(NRDES) permit
issued by the United States Environmental Protectiorf Agency (EPA);
Various sewer and water main replacements and rehabilitations;
Various street surface restoration projects;
Various park, pathway, and playground improvements;
Renovations of two water booster stations utilized to provide consistent
water pressure to all sectors of the City.

The City has completed several comprehensive plans, including water, sewer,
intermodal transportation, parks, and facilities. These plans define the operational
and capital needs for those service sectors. These planning documents provided
the information necessary to develop the City of Moscow’s Strategic Plan as well
as the City’s Capital Improvement Plan (CIP) are excellent resources for reviewing
progress made on the major challenge areas adopted by the Moscow City Council
in that plan. In turn, Administration and Finance are then able to continue the
development of a comprehensive long-range financial plan to assist policymakers
in developing strategies to meet the City’s operational and capital needs.

11



The City has fund balances assigned for long-term capital needs of $7.5 million for
general government purposes and $28.7 million restricted for water, sewer,
stormwater, and sanitation, which will assist in the long-term capital improvement
projects list.

Financial Policies:

On September 7, 2011, the City Council adopted Resolution No. 2011-11. This
Resolution established financial policies for the City, which address general
finance, revenue, operating expenditure, capital expenditure, and debt and fund
balance working capital. The City implements all GASB pronouncements in order
to remain in compliance with the accounting standards for governments. This year,
the City’s financial statements reflect all changes to meet the guidelines of the
GASB 68 pronouncement.

GF ard for Excellence in Financial Reporting:

The Gov@ﬁ t Finance Officers Association of the United States and Canada
(GFOA) a a Certificate of Achievement for Excellence in Financial
Reporting to ity for its annual comprehensive financial report for the fiscal
year ending Se r 30 2021. This was the nineteenth consecutive year that
the City has achie prestigious award. In order to be awarded a Certificate
of Achievement, a g ent must publish an easily readable and efficiently
organized annual comp ve financial report. This report must satisfy GAAP,
GASB, and applicable Ieg{et/ irements. A Certificate of Achievement is valid
for a period of one year only /grefore must be applied for each subsequent

year. Staff represents that the s current Annual Comprehensive Financial
Report continues to meet the Certifj of Achievement Program’s requirements,
and the ACFR ending September @22, will be submitted to the GFOA for
consideration.

Audited Statements Introduction: %

Presnell Gage, PLLC, Accounting and Consui@,
Accountants, has audited the City’s financial state
independent audit is to provide reasonable assurance e financial statements
of the City are free of material misstatement. The indep audit examines, on
a test basis, evidence supporting the amounts and disclo s in the financial
statements. The independent audit also involves the assessment of the
accounting principles used and the significant estimates made by management
and the evaluation of the presentation of the overall financial statements. The
independent auditor, based upon the audit, concluded there was a reasonable
basis for rendering an unmodified opinion that the City’s financial statements for
the fiscal year ended September 30, 2022, are fairly presented in conformity with
GAAP and GASB. The independent auditor's report is presented as the first
component of the financial section of this report.

a firm of Certified Public
. The goal of the annual

The independent audit of the City’s financial statements requires the independent
auditor to report not only on the fair presentation of the financial statements but
also with special emphasis on the audited government's internal controls and
compliance with legal requirements. Because the cost of controls should not
exceed the benefits to be derived, the objective is to provide reasonable, rather
than absolute assurance, that the financial statements are free of any material
misstatements.

12
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Public Officials

For information on how to vote in Moscow, please visit IdahoVotes.gov or the Latah
County website (www.latah.id.us). You may also call the Latah County Courthouse at
(208) 883-2249 or the City Clerk’s office at (208) 883-7015.

Elected Officials at 09/30/2022

Official Name Term End
Mayor Art Bettge 12/31/2025
Council Member Sandra Kelly 12/31/2023
Council Member, Hailey Lewis 12/31/2025
Council Memb% Maureen Laflin 12/31/2023
Council Membe ,y Julia Parker 12/31/2025
Council Member Gina Taruscio 12/31/2025
Council Member 4 Anne Zabala 12/31/2023
Elected Officials at 01/03/20%

Official /Z' AName Term End
Mayor Art e 12/31/2025
Council Member Drew Igg\ 12/31/2023
Council Member Sandra llp 12/31/2023
Council Member Hailey Lewis /@ 12/31/2025
Council Member Maureen Laflin @ 12/31/2023
Council Member Julia Parker 12/31/2025
Council Member Gina Taruscio % 12/31/2025
Appointed Officials at 09/30/2022 ’y/(\)\

Official Name
City Supervisor Bill Belknap
City Attorney Mia Bautista
City Clerk Laurie M. Hopkins
Deputy City Supervisor Community Planning and Design Cody Riddle
Deputy City Supervisor Recreation, Culture and Employee Services Jen Pfiffner
Deputy City Supervisor Public Works and Services Tyler Palmer
Finance Director Sarah L. Banks
Fire Chief Brian Nickerson
Human Resources Director Jen Pfiftner

Police Chief James Fry
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GAGE, PLLC
ACCOUNTING AND CONSULTING

609 South Washington, Suite 202
Moscow, Idaho 83843
www.presnellgage.com

(208) 882-2211

Fax: (208) 883-3808

INDEPENDENT AUDITOR'S REPORT

Members of the City Council
City of Moscow, Idaho
Moscow, Idaho

Report on the Au%he Financial Statements

Opinions ¢
4

We have audited the accomp
activities, the aggregate discre
remaining fund information of the
and the related notes to the financial
basic financial statements as listed in t

financial statements of the governmental activities, the business-type

esented component units, each major fund, and the aggregate

oscow, ldaho, as of and for the year ended September 30, 2022,

ents, which collectively comprise the City of Moscow, Idaho's
of contents.

In our opinion, the financial statements ref@
respective financial position of the governmenta
discretely presented component units, each major
the City of Moscow, ldaho, as of September 30, 2022,

0 above present fairly, in all material respects, the
jvities, the business-type activities, the aggregate
and the aggregate remaining fund information of
e respective changes in financial position and,

where applicable, cash flows thereof for the year then in accordance with accounting principles
generally accepted in the United States of America.
Basis for Opinions O

We conducted our audit in accordance with auditing standards gener
America and the standards applicable to financial audits contained in ment Auditing Standards,
issued by the Comptroller General of the United States. Our responsibilitie der those standards are
further described in the Auditor’s Responsibilities for the Audit of the Financial Statements section of our
report. We are required to be independent of the City of Moscow, Idaho, and to meet our other ethical
responsibilities, in accordance with the relevant ethical requirements relating to our audit. We believe that
the audit evidence we have obtained is sufficient and appropriate to provide a basis for our audit opinions.

ccepted in the United States of

Responsibilities of Management for the Financial Statements

Management is responsible for the preparation and fair presentation of these financial statements in
accordance with accounting principles generally accepted in the United States of America, and for the
design, implementation, and maintenance of internal control relevant to the preparation and fair
presentation of financial statements that are free from material misstatement, whether due to fraud or error.

18
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In preparing the financial statements, management is required to evaluate whether there are conditions or
events, considered in the aggregate, that raise substantial doubt about the City of Moscow, ldaho’s ability
to continue as a going concern for twelve months beyond the financial statement date, including any
currently known information that may raise substantial doubt shortly thereafter.

Auditor’s Responsibilities for the Audit of the Financial Statements

Our objectives are to obtain reasonable assurance about whether the financial statements as a whole are
free from material misstatement, whether due to fraud or error, and to issue an auditor’s report that includes
our opinions. Reasonable assurance is a high level of assurance but is not absolute assurance and
therefore is not a guarantee that an audit conducted in accordance with generally accepted auditing
standards and Government Auditing Standards will always detect a material misstatement when it exists.
The risk of not detecting a material misstatement resulting from fraud is higher than for one resulting from
error, as fraud may involve collusion, forgery, intentional omissions, misrepresentations, or the override of

internal control. Mi ements are considered material if there is a substantial likelihood that, individually or
in the aggregate, t uld influence the judgment made by a reasonable user based on the financial
statements.

In performing an auditin acﬁy ce with generally accepted auditing standards and Government Auditing
Standards, we:

o Exercise professional judg

¢ Identify and assess the risks 0
fraud or error, and design and pe
include examining, on a test basis,
statements.

¢ Obtain an understanding of internal controlr; ant to the audit in order to design audit procedures
that are appropriate in the circumstances, b t for the purpose of expressing an opinion on the
effectiveness of the City of Moscow, Idaho’s™i al control. Accordingly, no such opinion is

d maintain professional skepticism throughout the audit.

rial misstatement of the financial statements, whether due to
udit procedures responsive to those risks. Such procedures
ce regarding the amounts and disclosures in the financial

expressed.

o Evaluate the appropriateness of accounting policies@d and the reasonableness of significant
accounting estimates made by management, as well as luate the overall presentation of the
financial statements.

e Conclude whether, in our judgment, there are conditions or’e , considered in the aggregate,
that raise substantial doubt about the City of Moscow, Idaho’s a )Qqcontinue as a going concern
for a reasonable period of time. )\

We are required to communicate with those charged with governance regarding, among other matters, the
planned scope and timing of the audit, significant audit findings, and certain internal control-related matters
that we identified during the audit.

Required Supplementary Information

Accounting principles generally accepted in the United States of America require that the management’s
discussion and analysis, and other required supplementary information on pages 21 through 41 and 81
through 86, respectively, be presented to supplement the basic financial statements. Such information is
the responsibility of management and, although not a part of the basic financial statements, is required by
the Governmental Accounting Standards Board, who considers it to be an essential part of financial
reporting for placing the basic financial statements in an appropriate operational, economic, or historical
context.
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We have applied certain limited procedures to the required supplementary information in accordance with
auditing standards generally accepted in the United States of America, which consisted of inquiries of
management about the methods of preparing the information and comparing the information for
consistency with management’s responses to our inquiries, the basic financial statements, and other
knowledge we obtained during our audit of the basic financial statements. We do not express an opinion or
provide any assurance on the information because the limited procedures do not provide us with sufficient
evidence to express an opinion or provide any assurance.

Supplementary Information

Our audit was conducted for the purpose of forming opinions on the financial statements that collectively
comprise the City of Moscow, Idaho’s basic financial statements. The combining and individual nonmajor
fund financial statements, budgetary comparison schedules, capital asset schedules, and schedule of
expenditures of federal awards, as required by Title 2 U.S. Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 200,
Uniform Administratiye Requirements, Cost Principles, and Audit Requirements for Federal Awards, are
presented for pur of additional analysis and are not a required part of the basic financial statements.
Such information i esponsibility of management and was derived from and relates directly to the
underlying accounting other records used to prepare the basic financial statements. The information
has been subjected to t iting procedures applied in the audit of the basic financial statements and
certain additional procedur including comparing and reconciling such information directly to the
underlying accounting and o I@ ords used to prepare the basic financial statements or to the basic
financial statements themselves ther additional procedures in accordance with auditing standards
generally accepted in the United S f America. In our opinion, the combining and individual nonmajor
fund financial statements and the sch f expenditures of federal awards are fairly stated, in all material
respects, in relation to the basic financial ments as a whole.

Other Information
Management is responsible for the other informa§@ luded in the annual report. The other information
comprises the introductory and statistical sections bt not include the basic financial statements and
our auditor’s report thereon. Our opinions on the basiC¢financial statements do not cover the other
information, and we do not express an opinion or any fo %ssurance thereon.

In connection with our audit of the basic financial stateme ts&r responsibility is to read the other
information and consider whether a material inconsistency exis een the other information and the
basic financial statements, or the other information otherwise appeafs% e materially misstated. If, based
on the work performed, we conclude that an uncorrected material mlét ent of the other information
exists, we are required to describe it in our report. )\

Other Reporting Required by Government Auditing Standards

In accordance with Government Auditing Standards, we have also issued our report dated March 3, 2023,
on our consideration of the City of Moscow, Idaho's internal control over financial reporting and on our tests
of its compliance with certain provisions of laws, regulations, contracts, grant agreements, and other
matters. The purpose of that report is to describe the scope of our testing of internal control over financial
reporting and compliance and the results of that testing, and not to provide an opinion on the internal
control over financial reporting or on compliance. That report is an integral part of an audit performed in
accordance with Government Auditing Standards in considering the City of Moscow, Idaho’s internal control
over financial reporting and compliance.

March 3, 2023
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CITY OF MOSCOW, IDAHO

MANAGEMENT’S DISCUSSION AND ANALYSIS

The discussion and analysis of the financial performance of the City of Moscow (hereinafter the “City”)
provides an overview of the City’s financial activities for the fiscal year ended September 30, 2022
(FY2022) and is intended to:

Assist the reader in focusing on significant financial issues;
Provide an overview of the City’s financial activity;

Identify changes in the City’s financial position (its ability to address challenges in subsequent
years); identify any material deviations from the financial plan and the adopted budget; and

Identify | uaI fund issues or concerns. Since the Management’s Discussion and Analysis
(MD&A) ned to focus on the report year’s activities, resulting changes, and currently
known facts é read it in conjunction with the Transmittal Letter found in the introductory
section (page 6 the City’s financial statements beginning on page 43.

Financial Highlights

The City’s general fund (th s primary operating fund), on a current financial resource basis,
reported a fund balance incr: or FY2022 of $899,943 (12.4%) as a result of the following:
the committed fund balance, pﬂk‘ucludes drug enforcement of $67,200 and an increase in
working capital of $412,663 (8.9% 069,000. Assigned fund balance includes a decrease in
employee compensated absences o 06 (3.5%) to $746,059 while general governmental
health programs decreased by $2,000 {% to $53, 500

Working capital is the funding necessary to né?(he cash flow needs of any particular fund. In
compliance with the City’s adopted financial working capital is reported on the balance
sheet for governmental funds. The General F L@kmg capital increased in FY2022 by
$412,663 (8.9%) to $5,069,000. The Street Fund g capital for FY2022 increased by
$195,726 (22.7%) to $1,059,124. The Recreation and Fund working capital for FY2022
increased by $187,262 (24.9%) to $937,915. /SS

The City of Moscow has an investment policy that manages a s the Finance Director and
provides a guide to invest available funds. In FY2020, the City up d its Investment Policy,
which can be found in Resolution #2020-02. In short, the investment policy prioritizes City
investments by several factors including safety, liquidity, and yield. The City invests in U.S.
Agencies containing adequate guarantees. Bond values can change inversely to interest rate
changes during the time that the City holds the bond. When bonds mature, they are valued at
100% of the bond price (par).

o In FY2019, the City reviewed its investment strategies and engaged an Investment
Advisory Committee consisting of financial professionals associated with the University of
Idaho and Lewis-Clark State College to formulate a sustainable investment strategy
focused on minimizing risks and maximizing returns on these public dollars. This strategy
was implemented in FY2020, which included entering into an asset management
agreement with Moreton Asset Management, LLC, which was continued through FY2022.

Governmental activities program revenue increased $850,695 (7.4%) to $12,299,483 in FY2022.
This is mainly due to an increase in capital grants and contributions. In FY2022, the City complied
with the single audit reporting requirements and federal funding received totaled $3,931,827
compared with $2,876,374 the prior year.
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CITY OF MOSCOW, IDAHO

MANAGEMENT’S DISCUSSION AND ANALYSIS

Business-type activities (enterprise funds) program revenue increased in FY2022 by $470,702
(2.1%) to $23,272,488. The new Stormwater utility added $1,163,513 to program revenue while
Capital grants and contributions decreased by $977,914. FY2022 included a 5.0% water rate
increase, a 2.25% increase in sewer rates, and no change to residential sanitation and stormwater
rates. Both water and sewer rate adjustments were made in conformance with the
recommendations of the rate study adopted by the City Council. Water connection fees are
comprised of meter charges and general facility charges.

The City continued work on water system improvements throughout the City. The largest project
consists of the second phase of the replacement of six water booster stations (two remaining
stations) and associated water main improvements for a cost of approximately $4.0 million. The
Booster Station’s project is needed to address fire-flow deficiencies in boosted zones located at
higher ele s in the City. To finance these projects, the City is combining a loan obtained from
the Idaho S volving Loan Fund for water system improvements (administered by the Idaho
Department of ironmental Quality (IDEQ)) with City of Moscow Water Capital Program
funding. The firs of the Booster Stations project (the first three stations) is complete. The
design of the seco e of the Booster Station’s project is complete and construction began
in the winter of 2022. Cﬁ

In FY2022, the City recei 3,931,827 in federal grant funding reimbursements which
contributed to various City pr. related to disaster assistance and in response to the COVID-
19 pandemic. The federal fun sisted several City departments including Public Works,
Police, Parks, Arts, and Communit lopment:

o The Economic Development Administration (EDA) under the U.S. Department of Commerce
awarded funding to the City through th nomic Adjustment Assistance program to assist
with the replacement of the Sixth Street Bri which was damaged during the April 2019
flood event. The new single-span multimo ge will include two vehicular travel lanes,
sidewalks, and bike lanes. The project was bi awarded for construction during FY2022
($158,439).

Development awarded the City an Idaho Community D ent Block Grant (ICDBG) for
Public Parks ADA Accessibility Improvements to enhance a |ty at both Mountain View
Park and Indian Hills Park. The project included the remodellng e existing Mountain View
Park restroom building to create four single-occupant ADA-accessible restrooms. The Indian
Hills Park project includes the installation of a precast restroom with a connecting pathway
and one accessible ADA parking space. In FY2022, the reimbursable project expenses
included procurement, purchase, and delivery of the precast restroom ($65,409).

o The Idaho Department of Commerce (IDOC) underthe eza rtment of Housing and Urban

o The Bureau of Justice Assistance (BJA) provides funding to state and local law enforcement
departments under the Bulletproof Vest Partnership (BVP) where individual jurisdictions
receive funding for reimbursement of body armor purchases. The BVP Reauthorization Act of
2015 includes a provision that states the BJA may fund up to 50% of each armor vest
purchased for law enforcement officers that are uniquely fitted for each individual. These vests
are ballistic and stab resistant. The Moscow Police Department has participated in this
program for many years. In FY2022, the City received a 50% reimbursement for the purchase
of five vests ($5,886).
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o The American Relief Plan Act of 2021 (ARPA) provided funding to Non-Entitlement Units of
Local Government (NEU) for local fiscal recovery funding. A NEU is any city in the State of
Idaho with a population less than 50,000 that is not otherwise receiving direct funding from
the US Treasury. The City allocated $600,000 of the ARPA funding in FY2022 to the
Stormwater Utility to fund the purchase of a new vacuum truck equipped with a high-pressure
water jet system and a high-performance industrial vacuum. The City also awarded $609,694
in assistance to small businesses and community and social service non-profit organizations
located in or providing services in the Moscow city limits to help them recover from the COVID-
19 pandemic (1,209,694).

o The U.S. Department of Transportation provides funding to the ldaho Transportation
Departmgnt (ITD) which operates the Office of Highway Safety (OHS) to provide various
rcement Mobilizations, which the Moscow Police Department (MPD) has
for multiple years. This mobilization program establishes project requirements
rocess to support the enforcement efforts by Idaho law enforcement agencies
erious injuries, and economic loss as part of the Strategic Highway Safety
pose is to address Idaho’s own unique circumstances and specific
ram funds overtime enforcement hours and/or traffic enforcement
equipment for hours during designated mobilizations or through mini-grants for special
events held in Moscow dress the City’s specific driver safety needs. In FY2022,
mobilization events provid bursement for overtime hours for the MPD ($3,786).

to reduce deat
Plan (SHSP). T
highway needs. T

program available to the Idaho Tr. rtation Department (ITD) Office of Highway Safety
(OHS). This program is also referred t e Selective Traffic Enforcement Program (STEP)
which addresses specific behaviors fel to traffic safety priority areas and safety
deficiencies within local law enforcement Jupi{' tions. The STEP is focused on combatting
traffic crashes resulting in fatal and seriou juries. This grant funding reimburses law
enforcement departments for the time dedic traffic enforcement. Recipients are
required to track problem identification including c%es, performance measures and

o The National Highway Traffic fet; Administration (NHTSA) sponsors a federal grant

targets, and budgeted expenses. The annual maxi equest for the program is 2,080
regular-time traffic officer enforcement hours with allow enefit percentages. Requests
can also include a maximum of 200 hours of overtime and e ye{nent purchases ($94,131).

o The City received an ldaho Transportation Department (IT®) award from the Surface
Transportation Program (STP) for a planned enhancement project to improve traffic flow and
safety from Sixth Street to Joseph Street on Mountain View Road. The project included
widening the existing 24-foot wide two-lane rural roadway to a 36-foot wide two-lane urban
road including bike lanes and turn lanes at select street intersections. The project also
included the installation of curbs, gutters, and sidewalks along the corridor while improving
ADA accessibility. Additional project features included a rectangular rapid flash beacon
(RRFB) on Seventh Street and Mountain View Road for pedestrian crossing as well as
intersection improvements at Joseph Street and Mountain View Road. The final project
construction elements included a roundabout at Sixth Street and Mountain View Road for
traffic flow and safety improvements. Expenses for FY2022 included construction bidding,
utility relocations, construction, and construction inspection ($1,076,531).
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The Local Highway Safety Improvement Program (LHSIP) grant managed by the Local
Highway Technical Assistance Council (LHTAC) on behalf of ITD was awarded to the City for
Public Avenue Corridor Safety Improvements. The project will provide a pedestrian/bike
friendly environment and driver cautions through the installation of curbing, advance warning
signs for curves, and reduction of roadside hazards to prevent roadway departures. The
project also includes retroreflective signage, thermoplastic crosswalk bars, and a permanent
concrete splitter island at the intersection of Polk Street and Public Avenue. In FY2022, the
City was reimbursed for expenses including professional consultant services for surveying,
mapping, right-of-way review, and preliminary and conceptual design ($62,156).

The Local Highway Safety Improvement Program (LHSIP) grant managed by the Local
Highway Jechnical Assistance Council (LHTAC) on behalf of ITD was awarded to the City for
Sixth Safety Improvements to include installation of ADA-compliant curb extensions
from Jeff Street to Almon Street to reduce the pedestrian crossing length and improve
pedestrian % The project also included the improvement of pedestrian ramps and

crosswalks on Street at intersections to eliminate gaps in the ADA-compliant corridor
that connects th jiversity of ldaho to the downtown central business district. Project
expenses in FY20 ded project inspection and construction costs ($297,845).

The Local Highway Safi provement Program (LHSIP) grant managed by the Local
Highway Technical Assista ouncil (LHTAC) on behalf of ITD was awarded to the City for
a Third Street/SH8 Corridor saf O?%oject from State Highway 8 to Lieuallen Street, including
demolition and removal of deterietated and non-ADA compliant infrastructure comprised of
concrete sidewalks, outdated curbzéw s, and unused vehicle access approaches. The
project also included the installation w sidewalks, curbs, gutters, pedestrian ramps,
crosswalks, and LED luminaires to i night-time safety. Project expenses during
FY2022 included project inspection and cons&(&yon costs ($818,120).

The Idaho Commission on the Arts (ICA) receiv annual appropriation from the National
Endowment of the Arts to support public programs iw arts and sub-awards funds to non-
profit and municipal organizations throughout Idaho. pose of the program is to expand
arts engagement and increase arts participation. The pro supports the creative, cultural,
professional, and economic development of communities N public programming of the
arts. In FY2022, the Moscow Arts Department received fundi eneral operating support
from ICA Public Programs in the Arts ($7,224).

The Department of Health and Human Services funds the Idaho Office of Drug Policy through
the Partnership for Success Law Enforcement Grant Funding program. The Moscow Police
Department (MPD) receives funding from this grant aimed to prevent underage drinking,
marijuana use, and methamphetamine use in Moscow. The funding is used to conduct
compliance checks, interdiction activities, party patrols, shoulder tap operations, and provide
presentations on topics related to the targeted prevention focuses. MPD began participation
in the program in July of 2019 and in FY2022, the MPD received reimbursement for police
officer enforcement and patrol operations per the award parameters ($2,229).
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Idaho State House Bill 312 remained effective in FY
increase in state fuel taxes with the intent that the additional
for the maintenance of bridges and roads and replacement pr:
levels. The City of Moscow received $284,959 of HB312 funds in 2.

o The Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) announced on June 12, 2019, that the

President approved federal disaster assistance for the State of Idaho to supplement state,
tribal, and local recovery efforts in areas affected by severe storms, flooding, landslides, and
mudslides during April 7 — 13, 2019. The City was greatly impacted by a city-wide flash flood
on April 9, 2019, due to heavy rains. FEMA representatives held a meeting with the City on
May 6, 2019, to begin the process of data collection and damage assessment. The submittal
of documentation for various eligible projects included emergency protective measures,
donated resources, damages to facilities and equipment at the wastewater treatment plant,
Paradise Path, Kiwanis Park, Mountain View Park, Highway 8 underpass, Joseph Street ditch
repairs, culvert/headwall repairs at Mountain View and Joseph Street, city-wide debris
removal, and project management costs. Clean-up costs and damages have totaled $116,000
and reimbursement from federal and state disaster assistance funding to include
admini jve expense are $109,000. The FY2022 year-end accrued expenses due for
reimburs t are ($57,171).

The Idaho Offi Emergency Management (IOEM), Hazardous Mitigation Division, under
the U.S. Depart f Homeland Security, including FEMA awarded the City an Advanced
Assistance grant t re potential flood hazard mitigation alternatives and determine the
most viable method olve flooding issues extending from the northeast city limits near
Mountain View Park to t dise Creek crossing of the Troy Highway near the intersection
with Styner and White Avenue; referred to as the “impacted area”. The scope of work includes
a Hydrologic and Hydraulic 8\4/( & H Study) of Paradise Creek (Phase 1), an alternatives
analysis, LIDAR and data collectioh, environmental considerations, application development,
benefit-cost analysis, pre-engineeri nd CLOMR application. The H & H modeling of the
proposed study extends upstream to ea from Darby Road Bridge to the south of the
Troy Highway (Idaho State Highway 8) ing. The results of the H & H study will be used

to select an alternative, prepare preliminary,%’?fcuments and complete a benefit-cost

analysis of the selected alternative in order ly for additional funding to construct the
recommended mitigation option. This project wil mpleted in FY2023 ($73,206).

This legislation implemented an
ing would be used exclusively
at both the state and local
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General Fund revenues, comprised primarily of property taxes, charges for services, franchise fees, and
state shared revenue and were used to support the following major activities:

Public Safety Highways and Streets Interest on Long-term Debt
General Government Recreation and Culture

City of Moscow
Governmental Revenues
Fiscal Year Ending September 30, 2022

Alchoholic
Beverages Tax 2%

Sales Tax40° Property Tax
T - / 30%

Road and
Bridge Tax 7% /62(\

Grants & / ,9 \
Contributions \ Charges for

21% Franc@%x Services 25%
5% @
City of Mosco@

Governmental Activities: ses
Fiscal Year Ending September 3%022
Interest -
Term Debt 0.9¢

Recreation and
Culture 19.4%

General Government
37.2%

\
Highways and Streets/
13.2%

Public Safety 29.3%
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Major Initiatives
Fiscal Year 2022 Highlights:

The City of Moscow operates under an administrative structure that includes two Deputy City Supervisors
who oversee the management of relevant groups, according to like functions and budget type. The
structure also allowed for redundant positions to be eliminated through attrition and reduced the

management load for the City Supervisor.

City Clerk i
L] L4 L] L] L

o Informati i
Pl Jrh(- ‘.40:55 & Information Finance & ‘ Legal Pole Fire

JeIvic Systems Employee Services
Nl I— ufl Administration

@ Human g
Buidng [l Wetr ™~
¢ Resources

; - Operations
Q =8l Campus Division

Parks and @
Facilities

Communi
Development

.

= Engineering = Stormwater

Environmental

Grants Services Group

=] Recreation

Community ml Streets O
Events

=] Sanitation

Arts

Moscow Urban [hamll Fleet Services
Renewal Agency

There have never been higher expectations for public programs and services. Demand for services has
grown, but so has public scrutiny, competition for limited resources, the complexity of regulations, and
security and safety concerns. Along with these, frustrations with public services have also seemed to
increase, a driving force behind the City's deep commitment to financial accountability, exceptional
quality, consistent performance, and meaningful contribution to the entire Moscow community. Strategic
planning is becoming a hallmark of how the City of Moscow manages these expectations in a transparent
and fiscally sound manner.

The City's strategic plan, initially developed in 2015, has provided the foundation for overcoming many
significant issues and major challenge areas facing the organization and, in turn, the community of
Moscow. The Strategic Plan is based on data-driven research quantifying substantial issues facing the
organization and/or community. Above all, strategic plans look over the horizon to determine those
impending forces that must be addressed or planned for so they do not pose severe threats to the City's
integrity, health, or quality of life.
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Major Challenge Areas' are the most significant problems and/or issues the community faces and must
address. Some challenges are internal — detailing issues that will affect the effectiveness, efficiency,
productivity, or service quality. Others are external — impacting desired community outcomes that
represent the quality of life and long-term community prosperity.

Once identified and listed comprehensively, these issues are then vetted and prioritized by the City
Council to determine Major Challenge Areas, also known as MCAs. This prioritization process is
undertaken every few years to provide an opportunity for new Council members to weigh in, identify new
issues, prioritize them appropriately, and ensure agreement on the prioritization of focus for resources
and staff time.

In January of 2021, staff provided an update to the Strategic Plan noting the many successes realized

since 2015 and o two new issues for Council's consideration in the prioritization process. Several
minor changes wer: in the adoption of Major Challenge Areas (MCA) in 2021, with MCAs prioritized
as follows:

’%\ i

Tier-

Significant progress has been made in achieving success to alleviate issues the City has faced as major
challenge areas. Specifically, the recent completion of the construction of a new Police Services Facility
as a result of a citizen-approved bond election in 2019 and regular budgeting and replacement of fire
engines. The City's commitment to moving forward strategically, intentionally, and mindfully is steadfast
and is proving to be a hallmark of the City’s success. The City Council is currently working to update the
Strategic Plan and a new plan is anticipated to be adopted in 2023.
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The Strategic Plan has also paved the way for a comprehensive Capital Improvement Plan. The Capital
Improvement Program (CIP) is a statement of the City of Moscow’s plan to address long-term capital
asset maintenance and development necessary to support the continued and expanded delivery of public
services to the community. The CIP incorporates planned capital investments in the City’s water and
wastewater utilities, transportation systems, parks, and recreation facilities, and general government
facilities. The continuous maintenance, repair, and reinvestment in these critical systems are essential to
ensure that the City has the supporting infrastructure necessary to serve our current and future residents,
businesses, and institutions.

This program strategically focuses on projects for a five-year period and is reviewed and updated
annually. To be included in the CIP, a project should generally require a total expenditure of at least
$25,000, have a fungtional life of over five years, and/or extend the functional life or capacity of an existing
capital asset. B viding a planned schedule, cost estimates, and location of public sector
improvements, the ovides elected officials and the community with valuable information concerning
proposed public faciliti their associated costs.

The City of Moscow promot
interoffice recycling program

implements sustainable practices across all departments. The City’s

een revamped to streamline recycling practices across all City
facilities. Other standardized practiges include sustainable purchasing, reuse, and waste reduction
strategies. With the combined succ he EcoDriver and fleet replacement programs, emissions and
fuel consumption continue to decline. ity has set goals for Green House Gas emission reductions
with biennial inventory updates. A numbe a)'?Qudgeted projects have reduced carbon emissions and
made City operations more efficient while saving the City money in power costs.

The Finance Department earned the prestigio ernment Finance Officers Association (GFOA)
Award for the City’s Annual Comprehensive Financ Iéeport for the nineteenth consecutive year.

The Moscow Volunteer Fire Department and Ambula ompany (MVFD) has been serving the
Moscow community for more than 129 years. This organi operates with mostly volunteers who
number approximately 105 firefighters and emergency medic rsonnel and 7 career staff. During
FY2022, the volunteers of the MVFD responded to approximat 6 calls, averaging approximately
231 calls for service each month. The volunteers logged more tha 0 hours of training to prepare
themselves to serve and maintain the level of professionalism the Ci of Moscow have come to
expect. In addition to the excellent emergency medical response providéd*bythe volunteers, the MVFD
has maintained a Class 3 ISO rating (2022 Insurance Services Office audit). This rating results in
significant fire insurance savings to both residential and commercial property owners within Moscow, and
is similar to the ISO ratings of much larger fire departments/communities such as the City of Boise and
the City of Coeur d’Alene.

The City continues to be an effective regional partner in the areas of water research and conservation,
actively supporting the work of the Palouse Basin Aquifer Committee (PBAC), promoting customer
conservation efforts, and exploring alternative water resources, including surface water detention and
expansion of treated effluent reuse infrastructure. Annually, approximately 80 million gallons of treated
wastewater effluent from the City of Moscow Water Reclamation and Reuse Facility is land-applied for
irrigation on the University of Idaho campus. The City supported PBAC’s research and operations in the
amount of $47,000 in FY2022.
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Sanitation collection rates were not increased for FY2022. Sanitation tipping (weight) related fees at the
Solid Waste Processing Facility were contractually obligated to be adjusted annually, based on fluctuation
to the Consumer Price Index. Solid Waste Disposal Contracts between the City of Moscow and Latah
County, the cities of Bovill, Deary, Genesee, Juliaetta, Kendrick, Potlatch, and Troy were renegotiated
and amended to reflect the findings of the FY2016 Rate Study update requiring tipping fee increases at
the Solid Waste Processing Facility of 4.4% each year from FY2017 through FY2020 and 2% each year
beginning in FY2021 through FY2023.

City Ordinance No. 2004-30 states that it is the policy of the City to support public art through the
dedication of 1% of the total cost of public capital improvement projects to facilitate the installation of art
in public places in order to beautify public areas, enhance the quality of life for Moscow citizens, attract
tourism, and providg,incentives to businesses to locate within the City. The ending balance at the close
of FY2022 was $1%5

Parks and Recreation 5 plishments during the year include the following:

e The Moscow Tree’g
Outstanding Innovative

e The Harvest Park Manag
The City of Moscow becam
Recreation Commission.

¢ Anderson Frontier Park was deS|g as a pesticide-free park.

e The City of Moscow received funding rci%c Health-Idaho North Central District to plant trees

ission received the 2022 Idaho Recreation and Parks Association
m Award for the Moscow Heritage Tree Program.

lan was developed and approved by Moscow City Council.
City USA affiliate after a recommendation by the Parks and

at Indian Hills Park and Mountain Vie for shading the playground areas. Funding also
provided bike racks at Anderson Frontier ountain View Park, and Indian Hills Park.

e The Moscow Pathways Commission hosted |rst annual pedestrian tour beginning at the
Moscow School District Community Playfields a ing at Heron’s Hideout.

e Torecognize National Bike Month, the Moscow Pa %Commission hosted its annual bike tour
in May and celebrated national Bike to Work Day on 0, 2022.
Pathway lighting was installed from Highway 95 to Styn nue along the Paradise Pathway.

e A pond circulator was installed at Hordemann Pond to imp& the fishery and reduce algae in
the pond, with partial funding from a donor.

¢ New drinking fountains, including bottle fillers and dog drinking ﬁ%ns were installed at East
City Park and Morgan’s Orchard Park.
Park staff rebuilt the boardwalk at Anderson Frontier Park.

o The ADA lift at the Hamilton-Lowe Aquatic Center was replaced.
Five park benches were installed with funding from donors at Carol Ryrie Brink Nature Park,
Kiwanis Park, East City Park, Indian Hills Park, and Anderson Frontier Park. Four trees were
donated, three at Heron’s Hideout and one at East City Park.

Report Layout: The City’s Annual Comprehensive Financial Report (ACFR) consists of four sections:
(1) the introduction section; (2) financial section; (3) statistical section; and (4) the compliance reporting
section. Taken together, they provide an overview of the City. The components of the report include the
following:

Management’s Discussion and Analysis: This section of the report provides financial highlights,

overview, and economic factors affecting the City. It is intended to serve as an introduction to the City’s
basic financial statements.
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Basic Financial Statements: The City’s basic financial statements comprise three components: (1)
government-wide financial statements; (2) fund financial statements; and (3) notes to the financial
statements. This report also contains other supplementary information in addition to the basic financial
statements themselves.

1.

Government-Wide Financial Statements:

The government-wide financial statements focus on an entity-wide presentation using the accrual
basis of accounting and are designed to provide readers with a broad overview of the City’s finances
in a manner similar to a private-sector business.

The statement
difference bet
restricted for sp
position may serve
deteriorating. The sta
simple terms, this state
owes and the net difference:
is designed to be similar to a

net position presents information on all of the City’s assets and liabilities, with the
the two reported as net position. The difference is further separated into amounts
ifi¢ purposes and unrestricted amounts. Over time, increases or decreases in net
useful indicator of whether the financial position of the City is improving or
nt of net position focuses on resources available for future operations. In
resents a snapshot view of the assets the City owns, the liabilities it
ocus of the statement of net position (the “unrestricted net position”)
line or “net worth” for the City and its governmental and business-
type activities. The statement o wities presents information showing how the City’s net position
changed during the most recent fi ar. All changes in net position are reported as soon as the
underlying event giving rise to the ch ‘%“curs, regardless of the timing of related cash flows. Thus,
revenues and expenses are reported inthis statement of net position for some items that will only
@

result in cash flows in future fiscal periods , uncollected taxes and earned but unused vacation
leave). This statement of net position summ nd simplifies the user’s analysis to determine the
extent to which programs are self-supporting and/gr_subsidized by general revenues. The statement
of activities focuses on both the gross and net cos arious activities, which are provided by the
government’s property tax and other revenues. This is,i ded to summarize and simplify the user’s
analysis of the cost of various governmental service@ud/or subsidy to various business-type

activities and/or component units. O

The governmental activities reflect the City’s basic services, in g general government, public
safety, transportation, recreation and culture, and interest on long- ebt. A further explanation of
these categories will assist the reader’'s understanding of the stat ts. General government

consists of the following departments: legislative, executive, administration, finance, legal, human
resources, general buildings and grounds, community development, non-departmental expenses,
fleet, and information systems. Public Safety consists of the following departments: police,
emergency communication, parking enforcement services, code enforcement, fire, and public health.
Transportation consists of the following services: street repair and maintenance, street sweeping,
streetlights, Intermodal Transit Center management, and coordination of resources with state and
county highway projects. Recreation and Culture consists of the following departments: parks
administration, maintenance and operation of City parks, recreation programs, Hamilton-Lowe
Aquatics Center, Hamilton Indoor Recreation Center (HIRC), Eggan Youth Center, Moscow School
District Community Playfield fund (MSDCP), 1912 Center, Arts, and Community Events. Finally, the
interest on long-term debt consists of the 2019 general obligation bond interest payments for the
construction of a new police facility. Property and roadway taxes, State revenue sharing, franchise
fees, and user fees finance the majority of these aforementioned services.
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The business-type activities reflect the following private sector type operations of water, sewer,
stormwater and solid waste management utility services (which the financial statements list as
“sanitation”), where the fee for service typically covers all costs associated with the operation,
including depreciation and net investment in capital assets. These services are classified as
Enterprise Funds.

The statements present an aggregate view of the City’s finances. Government-wide statements
contain useful long-term information as well as information for the just completed fiscal year. To
assess the overall financial condition of the City, additional non-financial factors, such as changes in
the condition of the City buildings, facilities, and equipment should also be considered.

Fund Financial Statements:

A fund is a fiscal ccounting entity that is used to provide control over resources that have been
segregated for specj ctivities or objectives. Funds allow the City to track sources of funding and
spending for specific ms and to demonstrate compliance with various regulatory requirements.

The City of Moscow main%ghteen individual funds in six separate categories. The categories

and their funds include:

¢ The General Fund is the Cit ief operating fund, and accounts for all financial resources
except those required to be acco or in another fund.

District Community Playfield fund (MSDC 12 Center fund, and Transit Center fund. Special
revenue funds are used to account for the p ﬁs of specific revenue sources that are assigned
for specific purposes.

e Special Revenue funds include the Stry%%d, Recreation and Culture Fund, Moscow School

o Enterprise funds include the water, sewer, stor r,and sanitation funds. Enterprise funds
account for activity for which a fee is charged to exter ers for goods and/or services.

Debt service funds are used to set aside resources to m rrent and future debt service
requirements on general long-term debt. /(\

e Capital projects funds include capital projects, LID Construction, and Hamilton funds. Capital
projects funds are used to account for major capital acquisitions and construction separately from
ongoing operating activities.

o Debt service funds include the bond and interest, local imp@int district, and guaranty funds.

¢ Internal service funds include the information systems and fleet management funds. Internal
service funds are used to account for centralized services and then allocate the cost of those
services within the government.

Fund financial statements generally report operations in more detail than the government-wide
statements. These statements focus on its most significant or “major” funds and not on the City as a
whole. Governmental fund statements follow the more traditional presentation of financial
statements.

32



CITY OF MOSCOW, IDAHO

MANAGEMENT’S DISCUSSION AND ANALYSIS

The City’s major governmental funds are each presented in their own column. Budgetary comparison
statements are presented for the funds. Traditional users of governmental financial statements will
find the fund financial statements presentation more familiar. The focus is now on major funds, rather
than fund types. Major funds are defined in the following manner:

e The City’s main operating fund, the general fund, is always considered a major fund; and

e Each of the City’s enterprise funds; and

¢ Any fund whose assets, liabilities, revenues or expenses are at least:

A. 10% of the total for all governmental OR enterprise funds; AND
B. 5% of tal for all governmental AND enterprise funds COMBINED.

e City managem y designate any fund as a major fund believed to be important to the users
of the City’s finan atements.

e City management has ined the following funds are major funds:

A. The governmental fun
fund, capital projects fund,

B. The enterprise funds: includ
fund.

uded are the general fund, street fund, recreation and culture
e Hamilton fund.
r}h\e water fund, sewer fund, stormwater fund and sanitation

Governmental Funds. Unlike the govern@(—wide financial statements, governmental fund
financial statements focus on near-term out of available resources, as well as balances of
spendable resources available at the end of th | year. Such information may be useful in
evaluating a government’s current financing requir s. In particular, unrestricted fund balance
may serve as a useful measure of a government’s net r; ces available to be spent at the end of
the fiscal year. These funds are reported on the “modifiedaaccrual” basis of accounting, which
measures cash and all other financial assets that can readily verted to cash. The governmental
fund statements provide a detailed short-term view of the City’ eral government operations and
the basic services it provides. 'y

Proprietary Funds. The City maintains two different types of proprietarw%hds: enterprise funds and
internal service funds. Enterprise funds, (as previously noted) are used to report the functions
presented as business-type activities in the government-wide financial statements. The City’s
enterprise funds are the water, sewer, stormwater and sanitation funds. Internal service funds keep,
accumulate, and allocate costs integrally among the City’s various functions. Internal service funds
include the fleet management fund, which accounts for fleet activities, and the information system
fund, which accounts for network and communication activities. Because services provided by these
internal service funds predominantly benefit governmental rather than business-type functions, they
have been included within the governmental activities section in the government-wide statements.

Notes to the Financial Statements:
The notes to the financial statements provide additional disclosures required by governmental

accounting standards and provide information to assist the reader in understanding the City’s financial
condition.
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4. Additional Supplementary Information:

The basic financial statements are followed by a section of supplementary information that further
explains and supports the information in the financial statements. The supplementary information
includes a budgetary comparison schedule reconciling the statutory operating activities for budgetary
purposes to the generally accepted principles operating activities and fund balances, as presented in
the governmental fund financial statements.

5. Statistical Information:

Following the supplementary information is the statistical section of the Annual Comprehensive
Financial Report, (ACFR). The statistical section consists of historical data and non-financial data
useful in esta ing trends and should be used in conjunction with the financial information in
establishing a fu resentation of the overall financial health of the City.

6. Compliance Reporti

This section contains COVQ e reporting on internal controls and Federal awards. Compliance
reporting on Federal awards deral requirement when expending monies in excess of $750,000

from Federal awards.
Accountin& m and Budgetary Control
In developing and evaluating the City’s accoud? system, consideration is given to the adequacy of

internal accounting controls. Internal control is a s utilized by the City Council, Administration, and
staff, which is designed to provide reasonable as nce, not absolute assurance, regarding the

achievements of objectives in the following categories: e effectiveness and efficiency of operations;
(2) reliability of financial reporting; and (3) compliance wi icable laws and regulations. The concept
of reasonable assurance recognizes that: (1) the cost of ¢ should not exceed the benefit likely to

be derived; and (2) the evaluation of costs and benefits @ires estimates and judgments by
management.

The financial statements meet requirements as set forth by the Goﬂ ntal Accounting Standards
Board (GASB). Generally accepted accounting principles promulgated b@&, as appropriate for cities,
have been followed in handling financial transactions and in preparation of feports.

Activities of the general fund, special revenue funds, debt service fund, and capital projects fund are
included in the City’s annual budget. Budgetary control is maintained by the issuance of monthly financial
statements, which reflect current and year-to-date expenses in comparison to budgeted amounts.
Anticipated expenses are reviewed to determine that sufficient funds are available prior to commitment.
As demonstrated by the statements and schedules included in the financial section of this report, the City
continues to meet its responsibility for sound financial management.

Capital Assets. General capital assets include land, improvements to land, buildings, vehicles,
machinery and equipment, infrastructure, and all other tangible assets that are used in operations and
that have initial useful lives in excess of three years and which exceed the City’s capitalization threshold
of $5,000. These capital assets provide services to the City’s residents; consequently, these assets are
not available for future spending. The largest portion of the City’s net position (56.5%) reflects the net
investment in capital assets, which totaled $90,805,250 in FY2022.
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The City must elect to either a) depreciate these assets over their estimated useful life; or b) develop a
system of asset management designed to maintain the service delivery potential to near perpetuity. The
City has elected to depreciate its assets. Accumulated depreciation was recorded for the first time in
2003 based on the date of acquisition and the life span of the asset.

GOVERNMENT-WIDE FINANCIAL ANALYSIS

Net position may serve as a useful indicator of a city’s financial position. In the case of the City of Moscow,
assets exceeded liabilities by $160,737,104 in FY2022.

@

City of Moscow
Statement of Net Position (in Thousands)

’y Governmental Business-Type Total Primary
Activities Activities Government
2021 2022 2021 2022 2021

Currentand other assets $ 38 BOQ 33,086 $ 46,938 $ 44525 $ 85245 $ 77,611
Capital assets (net

of accumulated

depreciation) 61,829 45,640 44,359 107,469 102,224
Total assets $ 100,136 g! , 92,578 $ 88,884 $ 192,714 $ 179,835
Defined Benefit Pension $ 4,923 $ 2,533 } 1,033 $ 562 $ 5,956 $ 3,095
Total deferred outflows $ 4,923 $ 2,533 1,033 $ 562 $ 5,956 $ 3,095
Long-term debt $ 15,951 $ 8,128 %2 $ 9,568 $ 26,203 $ 17,696
Other liabilities 6,841 5,336 . 3,793 11,522 9,129
Total liabilities $ 22792 $ 13,464 $ 14, $ 13,361 $ 37,725 $ 26,825

A3

Defined benefit pension  $ 243 $ 6,005 $ (35) @ 251 $ 208 $ 7,256
Total deferred inflows $ 243 $ 6,005 $ (35) $ £ 1,251 $ 208 $ 7,256
Netinvestmentin
Capital assets $ 54,348 $ 49,575 $ 36,457 $ 34,038 ;A 90,805 $ 83,613
Restricted 1,596 2,854 29,803 28,754 )\31 ,399 31,608
Unrestricted 26,080 21,587 12,453 12,042 38,533 33,629
Total Net Position $ 82,024 $ 74,015 $ 78,713 $ 74,834 $ 160,737 $ 148,849

Statement of net position - as of the end of FY2022 the City’s government-wide net position increased
by $11,888,523 (8.0%) to $160,737,104. The increase identified in the business-type activities restricted
net position is due to the accumulation of funds for future capital outlay. The City’s business-type activities
restricted fund balance of $29,803,266 consists of $28,702,285 for water, sewer, stormwater, and
sanitation capital projects and $1,100,981 for debt service. The City’s restricted fund balance for
governmental activities of $1,595,984 consists of $505,105 for debt service, $300,766 for highway user
tax purposes, and $790,113 for parks and recreation as directed by Bobby Hamilton’s bequest to the City
in FY2000.
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City of Moscow
Changes In Net Position (in Thousands)

Governmental Business-type Total Primary
Activities Activities Government
2022 2021 2022 2021 2022 2021
Program Revenue:
Charges for services $ 6,603 $ 6315  $22,790 $ 21,342 $ 29,393 $ 27,657
Operating grants and
contributions 2,339 2,440 2,339 2,440
Capital grants and
contributions 3,358 2,694 482 1,460 3,840 4,154
General Revenue:
Property taxes 7,875 7,437 7,875 7,437
Sales taxes 'y 2,749 2,573 2,749 2,573
Franchise taxes ¢ 1,312 1,307 1,312 1,307
Road and bridge taxes 1,786 855 1,786 855
Alcoholic beverage taxes 660 582 660
Gain/loss on sale of
capital assets 42 903 42
Investment earnings (438 31 (628) 96 (1,066) 127
Total revenues 27,069 854 22,644 22,898 49,713 47,252

Expenses: }
General government 9,174 6,65 ; 9,174 6,653

Public Safety 7,221 6,915 7,221 6,915
Highways and Streets 3,255 3,216 3,255 3,216
Recreation and Culture 4,793 3,318 L 4,793 3,318
Intereston long term debt 213 227 / 213 227
Water — distribution 3,484 @ 3,144 3,484 3,144

Sewer — collection

And treatment 4,220 %3 4,220 4,381
Sanitation 5,010 4, 5,010 4,705

Stormwater 456
Total expenses 24,656 20,329 13,170 12,230 | 4/ 37,826 32,559
Transfers in (out) 5,595 4,842 (5,595) (4,842) >\O 0
4
Changes in net position 8,008 8,867 3,879 5,826 11,887 14,693
Net position - beginning 74,016 65,148 74,834 69,008 148,850 134,156
Net position - ending $ 82,024 $ 74015  $78,713 $ 74,834 $ 160,737 $ 148,849

Changes in net position - The table above shows that the changes in net position for FY2022
governmental activities increased the City’s net position by $8,009,237 (10.8%), and business-type
activities increased net position by $3,879,686 (5.2%). The City had total expenses of $37,824,618 and
total revenues of $49,713,141, contributing to a total net position increase of $11,888,523 (8.0%).
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FINANCIAL ANALYSIS OF THE GOVERNMENT’S FUNDS

As of the end of FY2022, the City’s governmental funds reported a combined ending fund balance of
$20,969,301, an increase of $2,728,678 (15.0%) when compared to the ending fund balance of
$18,240,623 for FY2021. The increase is mainly due to accumulation of funds in the Capital Projects fund
for future projects.

The unassigned fund balance for the general fund is $2,205,027 or 10.5% of the governmental fund
balance. The $2,205,027 is mostly comprised of outstanding receivables, which are collected within 60
days. The remaining unassigned fund balance within the governmental funds is available for spending at
the government’s discretion in accordance with adopted budgets. The remaining fund balances are either
assigned a specific purpose or project or otherwise committed.

General Fund. eneral fund is the maintenance and operation fund for the City. At the end of
FY2022, the gener balance was $8,140,786, an $899,943 (12.4%) increase from the ending
balance of $7,240,843 2021. This fluctuation in balance is attributed to capital transfers to the fleet
and capital projects fund uture capital outlay.

Street Fund. The street fund' onsible for the construction and maintenance of public streets and
traffic services within the City. nding fund balance for FY2022 was $2,328,729, an increase of
$196,846 (9.2%) from the prior year: balance of $2,131,883.

Recreation and Culture Fund. The re%ﬂ n and culture fund accounts for the costs of maintaining
and improving parks facilities, culture and rgg%ational programs, and community center operations in
the City. At the end of FY2022, the recreation culture fund balance was $1,327,496, a $279,391
(26.7%) increase from the ending balance of $1 105 for FY2021. Fund balance policy requires a
working capital balance of $937,915 leaving a fun !ﬁnce of $389,581. This is made up of $157,250 of
restricted fund balance and $232,231 of assigned fu /‘I nce.

Capital Projects Fund. The capital projects fund accou %money set aside by the City Council for
identified and unidentified future projects. Additionally, this fun@’s used to accumulate grant match funds
and capital grant monies for anticipated future projects. The a lation of monies for street projects
include: South Couplet Beautification, South Main Underp nd the Public Avenue Safety
Improvement projects. The accumulation for parks and recreati ojects include land and park
developments, playground equipment, building improvements, an kland dedication. General
government projects that were designed, constructed, or completed duripg the year include street
improvements, sidewalk improvements, park pathways, and completion of the new police facility. The
fund balance increased in FY2022 by $2,563,145 (52.3%) to $7,464,213 due to an increase in
accumulation for future capital projects.

Hamilton Fund. The Hamilton fund accounts for money bequeathed to the City by the Last Will and
Testament of Mr. Bobby C. Hamilton. Mr. Hamilton’s will stipulates the money be designated “for the
benefit of the Parks and Recreation Department to be used as much as possible for the benefit of young
children.” At the end of FY2022, the ending fund balance in the fund was $790,113. This represents a
decrease of $1,308,344 (62.3%) from FY2021 due to funding of the Palouse Ice Rink and the net
difference between interest earnings and the transfers to the parks and recreation department for funding
operation of the Hamilton Indoor Recreation Center (HIRC).
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Enterprise Funds. The City’s proprietary funds consist of water, sewer, stormwater and sanitation.

The Water Fund. The water fund is responsible for the operation and maintenance of four tank
reservoirs, six active wells, and the distribution systems for potable water. The City’s reservoirs include
two elevated tanks with capacities of 285,000 gallons and 450,000 gallons of water. However, the smaller
reservoir is off-line and unlikely to return to service. The capacity of the two ground tank reservoirs is
2,000,000 gallons each. The wells are numbered, and wells #2 and #3 are supplied by the Wanapum
Aquifer, while wells #6, #8, #9 and #10 access the deeper Grande Ronde Aquifer. Well #10 is now the
largest producer at 3,200 gallons per minute. The consumption fees for commercial accounts are flat,
while residential consumption fees are reflective of a tiered rate structure encouraging conservation.
Construction of the second phase of the booster upgrades is underway with anticipated completion in
FY2024. The Compsehensive Water System Plan was adopted in January 2012 and the Water Rate
Study was appro in May 2020. Ending fund balance for FY2022 decreased by $38,659 (1.6%) to
$2,354,556 due to afi-irfiérease in project spending offset by a 5% overall water rate increase to support
the water fund’s capita vement plan.
e

and Reuse Facility and the W clamation conveyance system. The Water Reclamation and Reuse

The Sewer Fund. The sew @n accounts for the operation and maintenance of the Water Reclamation
Facility treats on average 650 millj allons annually. The Water Reclamation conveyance system

consists of 87 miles of sewer pipe a ift stations pumping a combined average daily total of 300,000
gallons. Rates are comprised of two el s: a base fee and a consumption (volume) fee. Consumption
fees are only assessed to commercial ts and vary according to account classification due to

contaminate loading at the Water Reclamatign and Reuse Facility. The Comprehensive Sewer System
Plan was adopted in June 2022 and the Sewer& Study approved in May 2020. Ending fund balance

for FY2022 increased by $1,273,990 (6.8%) to $19/065,502.

The Stormwater Fund. The stormwater fund acco for the planning, operation, construction,
maintenance, and management of the stormwater contr m. The stormwater system consists of 94
miles of storm drain pipe, 10 miles of open ditch, 3,000+ oles/inlets, and 9.5 miles of receiving

waters (Paradise Creek, Hogg Creek, S. Fork of the Palous@ver). Rates are based on the total
impervious surface area (ISA) for the three customer grou sidential properties, multi-family
residential properties, and non-residential properties. The NPDES Pefmitwent into effect in October 2019
and the stormwater fees were implemented in October 2021. Ending )(Qalance after the first year of
operations was $280,196. )\

The Sanitation Fund. The Sanitation fund accounts for all transactions related to the collection of
garbage or refuse, recycling, and hauling or transportation and disposal. The City contracts with Latah
Sanitation, Inc. (LSI) for collection and delivery of solid waste to the Solid Waste Processing Facility. The
City contracts with Waste Connections, Inc., for transportation and final disposal of municipal solid waste
at Finley Buttes Landfill in Boardman, Oregon. The City contracts with LSI for disposal of non-municipal
solid waste (NMSW) at the LSI Landfill located at the Solid Waste Processing Facility site. LS| acts as
the City’s agent for collection of fees at the Solid Waste Processing Facility and NMSW Landfill from self-
haul and commercial customers. The City also owns Moscow Recycling Center and contracts with
Moscow Recycling (a division of LSI) for operations of the recycling center. The Sanitation Strategic Plan
was adopted in February of 2011. The first Comprehensive Sanitation Rate Study was adopted in
November of 2013 and a Sanitation Rate Study update was completed in FY2016 and FY2022. Ending
fund balance for FY2022 increased by $335,804 (3.3%) to $10,654,476.
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BUDGETARY HIGHLIGHTS

In the general fund, differences between the budget and actual figures included a $380,292 (2.6%) net
increase in total revenues and a $1,777,771 (12.0%) decrease in total expenses. The significant
highlights are summarized as follows:

e Revenues:
o A$249,482 positive variance in sales tax revenues,
o A$208,012 positive variance in property tax revenues,
o A$161,999 positive variance in refunds and reimbursements,
o A$85,406 positive variance in licenses and permits;
o A $314% negative variance in investment earnings.

o Expenses:
o A$1,081,1
o A$675,912

itive variance for general government expenses,
itive variance for public safety expenses.

Budget to actual revenues for Q eral fund reflect a mix of positive and negative variances in revenue.
The remaining categories reflect ial positive and negative variances.

Budget to actual expenses for the gen nd reflect variances in general government and public safety
expenses. The remaining categories refléc }'\imal positive and negative variances.

Additional information comparing the City’s bu d expenses to actual expenses can be found in the
financial statements on pages 81-102 of this rep

CAPITAL ASSETS AND D% MINISTRATION

Capital Assets. The City’s net investment in capital as%r its governmental and business-type
activities as of September 30, 2022, amounts to $90,805,250. is net investment in capital assets
includes land, buildings, collection and distribution systems, im ents, equipment, roads, streets,
and bridges. The total increase in the City’s net investment in capi sets for FY2022 was 8.6% (a
9.6% increase for governmental activities and a 7.1% increase for bu@&type activities).

Pa
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Major capital asset events during FY2022 included the following projects:
e City of Moscow Public Works Department:
¢ Continued work on the South US95 Water / Sewer Extension ($1,378,193)
e Continued work on Mountain View Road Reconstruction ($1,103,773)
e Continued work on Sixth Street Bridge ($544,556)
e Continued work on Third Street Safety Improvements ($842,535)
° Comple@f the Taylor Booster Station ($336,425)
4

e Continued w }Nell 6 Building Replacement ($347,841)

o City of Moscow Parks @ ment continued the development of Moscow parks and playgrounds

($407,633)
e Completion of the new police ity ($617,484)
Net In\%bnt in Capital Assets
’9 overnmental Business-Type
Activities Activities Total

Capital Assets $ 77,816 $ 91,507,770 $ 197,785,586
Depreciation ( ,958)  (45,867,416) (90,314,374)
Total Liabilities (7 74) (7,482,674)
DEQ Loans & Bonds Payable (9,183,288) (9,183,288)
Total 54,348,184 36,457,066 $ 90,805,250

Additional information on the City’s capital assets can be found in N beginning on page 65 of this

report. )\

Debt Outstanding, At Year-End

Governmental Business-Type

Activities Activities Total
General obligation bonds $ 6,285,000 $ 6,285,000
Revenue bonds $ 2,910,000 2,910,000
Idaho DEQ Loan 3,951,250 3,951,250
Total $ 6,285,000 $ 6,861,250 $ 13,146,250
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Debt Outstanding. At the end of FY2022, the City had total bonded debt outstanding of $9,195,000:
$2,910,000 representing bonds secured solely by specified sewer revenue resources and $6,285,000 of
general obligation bonds for construction of a new police facility.

In FY2021, the City secured a loan for improvements to the City’s domestic water system in the amount
of $4,300,000. Current borrowings against this loan are $2,282,247.

General Obligation and Revenue Bonds

Governmental Business-Type
Activities Activities Total
2022 2021 2022 2021 2022 2021
General obligation bosils ~ $6,285,000 $ 7,050,000 $ 6,285000 $ 7,050,000
Revenue bonds % $ 2,910,000 $ 3,920,000 2,910,000 3,920,000
Total ,y 28 $7,050,000 $ 2,910,000 $ 3,920,000 $ 9,195,000 $ 10,970,000
Additional information on ity’s long-term debt can be found in Note 3D beginning on page 70 of this

report. O

CONTACTING THE CITY’S FI @L MANAGEMENT

with a general overview of the City’s fina d to demonstrate the City’s accountability. Any questions
or requests for additional information should directed to the City’s Finance Director, Sarah L. Banks,
at City Hall, 206 East Third Street, Moscow, Id 83843, by phone at (208) 883-7016, or by email at
sbanks@ci.moscow.id.us.

This financial report is designed to préy ?our citizens, taxpayers, customers, investors, and creditors
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September 30, 2022

CITY OF MOSCOW, IDAHO

STATEMENT OF NET POSITION

ASSETS

CURRENT ASSETS

Cash
Investments
Receivables

Loans receivable

Inventory

Prepaid and other assets
Total current assets

NONCURRENT ASS
Temporarily restricted ¢
Net pension asset

Capital assets:
Land
Buildings
Vehicles
Improvements

Machinery and equipment

Infrastructure

Construction in progress

Information systems

Right of use asset

Accumulated depreciation

Accumulated amortization
Total noncurrent assets

Total assets

a'sngestments
6

DEFERRED OUTFLOWS OF RESOURCES

Defined benefit pension

Component
Primary Government Unit
Governmental Business-Type Urban Renewal
Activities Activities Total Agency

$ 295,138 $ 50,000 $ 345,138 $ 21,889

31,203,293 11,886,253 43,089,546 2,442,669

3,524,703 2,297,406 5,822,109 4,376
2,282,247 2,282,247
456,366 456,366

5,260

35,023,134 16,972,272 51,995,406 2,474,194
2,536,656 29,965,550 32,502,206
748,582 748,582

9,368,336 1,675,539 11,043,875 679,420
27,137,177 4,073,705 31,210,882
@ 7,914,818 181,175 8,095,993
@ 44,848,252 1,129,271 45,977,523
@ 8,078,531 16,168,858 24,247,389
64,328,728 64,328,728
348,885 3,950,494 9,299,379
3,656,217 3,656,217
%00 25,600
(44,4 @) (45,867,416) (90,314,374)
(2:327) (2,327)

65,113,766//A 75,605,904 140,719,673 679,420

N\

100,136,903 _/}3;78,176 192,715,079 3,153,614

4,922,892 5,955,870

R

See accompanying notes
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STATEMENT OF NET POSITION
September 30, 2022

LIABILITIES

CURRENT LIABILITIES
Accounts payable and other current liabilities
Deposits payable
Accrued interest payable
Unearned revenue
Current portion of long-term liabilities
Current portion of compensated absences

Total current liabilities

LONG-TERM osue@ﬂ
Compensated absencef?
Landfill post closure care a@}e
Net pension liability ,y

Long-term liabilities, net of curre
Total long-term obligations

Total liabilities

DEFERRED INFLOWS OF RESOURCES
Defined benefit pension

NET POSITION
Net investment in capital assets
Restricted for:
Recreation and culture
Debt service
Capital outlay
Transportation
Unrestricted

Total net position

@n
%,

Component
Primary Government Unit
Governmental Business-Type Urban Renewal
Activities Activities Total Agency
$ 1,123,490 $ 1,895,520 3,019,010 $ 92,316
528,902 77,716 606,618 5,000
32,123 67,578 99,701
4,243,987 1,404,506 5,648,493
795,000 1,215,315 2,010,315 40,000
117,584 20,286 137,870
6,841,086 4,680,921 11,522,007 137,316
823,088 141,998 965,086
88,491 88,491
8,440,685 2,053,339 10,494,024
6,687,674 7,967,973 14,655,647 237,537
15,951,447 10,251,801 26,203,248 237,537
@ 22,792,533 14,932,722 37,725,255 374,853
¢N43,478 (34,888) 208,590
7
54,3;@‘ 36,457,066 90,805,250 452,420
790,11 / 790,113
505,105 @ 1,100,981 1,606,086 44,312
702,285 28,702,285
300,766 300,766
26,079,616 12,@88 38,532,604 2,282,029
$ 82,023,784 $ 78,713,{9 $ 160,737,104 $ 2,778,761

X

“n

See accompanying notes

44
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CITY OF MOSCOW, IDAHO

STATEMENT OF ACTIVITIES
Year Ended September 30, 2022

Program Revenues

Net (Expense) Revenue and
Changes in Net Position

Operating Capital Primary Government Component Unit
Charges for Grants and Grants and Governmental Business-Type Urban Renewal
FUNCTIONS/PROGRAMS Expenses ervices Contributions Contributions Activities Activities Total Agency
Primary Government:
Governmental activities
General government $ 9,173,761 $ 628,245 $ (4,694,262) $  (4,694,262)
Public safety 7,220,500 715,727 (4,804,634) (4,804,634)
Highways and streets 3,254,599 936,823 3,357,815 1,385,224 1,385,224
Recreation and culture 4,792,595 500 (4,028,300) (4,028,300)
Interest on long-term debt 213,408 (213,408) (213,408)
Total governmental activities 24,654,863 6,601,815 3,358,315 (12,355,380) $ 0 (12,355,380) $ 0
Business-type Activities
Water 3,483,918 6,466,775 207,523 3,190,380 3,190,380
Sewer 4,219,848 8,601,773 147,284 4,529,209 4,529,209
Sanitation 5,009,635 6,558,333 1,548,698 1,548,698
Stormwater 456,354 1,163,513 127,287 834,446 834,446
Total business-type activities 13,169,755 22,790,394 482,094 0 10,102,733 10,102,733 0
Total primary government $ 37,824,618 $ 29,392,209 $ 2,339,353 840,409 (12,355,380) 10,102,733 (2,252,647) 0
Component Units:
Urban Renewal Agency $ 507,433 0 (507,433)
Total component units $ 507,433 $ 0 $ 0 $ 0 0 (507,433)
A
General revenues:
Property taxes 74,875 7,874,875 876,060
Sales taxes 2,749,482
Franchise taxes 1,312,134
Road and bridge taxes 1,78 1,786,012
Alcoholic beverage taxes 582,294
Unrestricted investment earnings (losses) (438,31 w (628,475) (1,066,790) 15,035
Gain on sale of capital assets 903,163 ) 903,163 (31,234)
Transfers 5,594,972 (5,594,972) 0
20,364,617 (6,223,447) 14,141,170 859,861
Change in net position 8,009,237 3,879,286 11,888,523 352,428
Net position - beginning 74,014,547 74,834,034 148,848,581 2,426,333
Net position - ending $ 82,023,784 $ 78,713,320 $ 160,737,104 $ 2,778,761
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CITY OF MOSCOW, IDAHO

BALANCE SHEET - GOVERNMENTAL FUNDS
September 30, 2022

ASSETS
Cash
Investments
Receivables

Total assets

LIABILITIES
Accounts payable
Accrued salaries and benefits
Deposits payable
Other accruals
Interfund payable
Unearned revenue - other
Total liabilities

DEFERRED INFLOWS OF RESOURCES
Unavailable revenue - property taxes
Total deferred inflows of resources

FUND BALANCES
Restricted for:
Streets
Parks and recreation
Recreation and culture
Debt service
Committed for:
Working capital
Drug enforcement
Assigned for:
Compensated absences
VEBA proceeds
Special revenue fund operations
Capital projects
Debt service
Unassigned, reported in:
General fund
Total fund balances

Total liabilities, deferred inflows of
resources, and fund balances

Other Total
Recreation and Capital Governmental Governmental

General Streets Culture Projects Hamilton Funds Funds
$ 765 $ 285,138
$ 2,620,642 1,436,562 $ 7,478,947 $ 788,832 $ 934,366 23,272,197
401,196 2,704 328,344 1,281 19,025 2,250,701
$ 11,795,372 ; %,021,838 $ 1,440,031 $ 7,807,291 $ 790,113 $ 953,391 $ 25,808,036
$ 83,598 @ 32,598 $ 343,078 $ 26,683 $ 537,538
356,002 55,563 2,734 441,778
9,260 614, 623,309
915 ¢ 915
250,000 )\ 250,000
2,917,700 2 374 6,010 2,948,084
3,617,475 693,109 343,078 $ 0 35,427 4,801,624
37,111 z’/, 37,111
37,111 0 0 i? 0 0 0 37,111
300,766 @ 300,766
790,113 790,113
157,250 157,250
’y 505,105 505,105
5,069,000 1,059,124 937,915 /0 93,797 7,159,836
67,200 )\ 67,200
746,059 47,501 77,148 1,026 871,734
53,500 4,500 58,000
916,838 155,183 255,587 1,327,608
7,464,213 26,838 7,491,051
35,611 35,611
2,205,027 2,205,027
8,140,786 2,328,729 1,327,496 7,464,213 790,113 917,964 20,969,301
$ 11,795,372 $ 3,021,838 $ 1,440,031 $ 7,807,291 $ 790,113 $ 953,391 $ 25,808,036
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CITY OF MOSCOW, IDAHO

RECONCILIATION OF THE STATEMENT OF NET POSITION
TO THE BALANCE SHEET - GOVERNMENTAL FUNDS
September 30, 2022

Total fund balances - Governmental Funds

Amounts reported for governmental activities@ tement of net position are different because:
Capital assets used in governmental activities ar inancial resources and, therefore, are not
reported as assets in governmental funds: %
Cost of capital assets, excluding internal service
Accumulated depreciation, excluding internal service’féin

Long-term liabilities are not due and payable in the current p%therefore, are not reported

in the funds: @

General government debt
Unamortized premiums on bonds
Compensated absences to employees
Deferred outflows and deferred inflows for pension liabilities are not due and pa@ in the current period
and, therefore, are not reported in the funds:
Deferred outflows &
Deferred inflows /
Deferred outflows and deferred inflows for leases are not due and payable in the current peﬁ
and, therefore, are not reported in the funds:
Deferred outflows O
Deferred inflows ?
Long-term liabilities are not due and payable in the current period and, therefore, are not reported in the fi

Net pension asset
Net pension liability

Property taxes receivable to be collected this year; but are not available soon enough to pay for
the current period's expenditures and, therefore, are deferred in the funds.

Internal service funds are used by management to charge information systems services and fleet
services to individual funds. The assets and liabilities of the internal service funds are included
in governmental activities in the statement of net position.

Total net position - Governmental Activities

'ﬁ,(x)

$ 20,969,301

93,239,547
(36,277,468)

(6,317,123)
(1,174,596)
(871,733)

4,632,007
(163,758)

1,272,363.00
(1,301,913.00)

748,582
(7,964,325)

43,120

15,189,780

$ 82,023,784
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CITY OF MOSCOW, IDAHO

STATEMENT OF REVENUES, EXPENDITURES, AND CHANGES IN FUND BALANCES -
GOVERNMENTAL FUNDS
Year Ended September 30, 2022

REVENUES
Taxes
Property
Sales
Franchise
Alcoholic beverage
Road and bridge
Licenses and permits
Intergovernmental
Charges for services
Fines
Special assessments
Investment earnings (losses)
Contributions and donations
Refunds and reimbursements
Other
Total revenues

EXPENDITURES
Current
General government
Public safety
Recreation and culture
Transportation
Debt service
Principal retirement
Interest
Capital outlay
Total expenditures

EXCESS (DEFICIENCY) OF REVENUES OVER EXPENDITURES

OTHER FINANCING SOURCES (USES)

Transfers in
Transfers out
Gain on sale

Total other financing sources (uses)
NET CHANGE IN FUND BALANCES
FUND BALANCES AT BEGINNING OF YEAR

FUND BALANCES AT END OF YEAR

Other Total
Recreation and Capital Governmental Governmental

General Streets Culture Projects Hamilton Funds Funds
@ 6,791,047 $ 1,095,556 $ 7,886,603
2,749,482 2,749,482
1312,134 1,312,134
,294 582,294
$ 1,786,012 1,786,012
4@ $ 450 $ 10,600 954,247
829; 993,994 10,116 2,801,706 69,544 4,704,434
1,606,5 297,382 609,904 36,760 2,550,554
130,057 130,057
(204,543) @ 3) (38,232) 55,481 $ 10,099 (7,697) (253,225)
28,245 48,442 499,438 576,125
331,999 8,060 14,099 23,103 377,261
101,021 11,690 199 112,910
15,200,515 3,017,115 $§656,469 3,390,328 10,099 1,194,362 23,468,888
5,264,841 & 450 5,265,291
7,097,804 / 7,097,804
3,032,50 1,200 1,000,000 246,098 4,279,801
1,599,785 24,290 1,624,075
765,000 765,000
247,534 247,534
650,320 5,226, 5,877,133
13,012,965 1,599,785 3,032,503 5,228,013 1,000,000 1,283,372 25,156,638

v

2,187,550 1,417,330 (2,376,034) (1,837,685) ; (989,901) (89,010) (1,687,750)
4,285,000 993,355 2,794,380 3,559,929 211,898 11,844,562
(5,572,607) (2,213,839) (138,955) (58,786) (318,443) (25,191) (8,327,821)
899,687 899,687
(1,287,607) (1,220,484) 2,655,425 4,400,830 (318,443) 186,707 4,416,428
899,943 196,846 279,391 2,563,145 (1,308,344) 97,697 2,728,678
7,240,843 2,131,883 1,048,105 4,901,068 2,098,457 820,267 18,240,623
$ 8,140,786 $ 2,328,729 $ 1,327,496 $ 7,464,213 $ 790,113 $ 917,964 $ 20,969,301
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CITY OF MOSCOW, IDAHO

RECONCILIATION OF THE STATEMENT OF REVENUES, EXPENDITURES,
AND CHANGES IN FUND BALANCES - GOVERNMENTAL FUNDS TO
THE STATEMENT OF ACTIVITIES
Year Ended September 30, 2022

Net change in fund balances - Total Governmen% $ 2,728,678

Amounts reported for governmental activities in the stat activities are different because:

Capital outlays to purchase or build capital assets are reporteg ernmental funds as expenditures. However,
for governmental activities, those costs are shown in the state@ net position and allocated over their
estimated useful lives as annual depreciation:

Current year capital outlay 5,877,133
Current year depreciation @ (2,018,095)
Amounts borrowed on long-term debt are reported in the governmental funds financing sources. Amounts
repaid on long-term debt are reported in the governmental funds as expenditur .ngever, for governmental
d

activities, the borrowing and repayment of funds is reflected as outstanding long-t ebt:
Current year repayment of long-term debt 765,000
Change in interest payable 2,344
Change in compensated absences (93,646)

Net pension liability and the related deferred outflows and deferred inflows are not considered avail &q the

governmental funds in the current year:
Current year net pension liability, deferred outflows, and deferred inflows @ (711,228)
Some amounts receivable will not be collected for several months after the fiscal year-ends, and they are not O
considered available revenues in the governmental funds. Instead, they are counted as deferred tax revenue
They are, however, recorded as revenues in the statement of activities:

Current year taxes receivable 'y/o 43,121
) (89,316)

Prior year taxes receivable

Some expenses reported in the statement of activities do not require the use of current financial resources
and, therefore, are not reported as expenditures in governmental funds. They are, however, recorded as

expenditures in the statement of activities:
Amortization of bond premiums 66,249

Internal service funds are used by management to charge service center equipment to individual funds. The net
revenue of the internal service funds is reported with governmental activities. 1,438,997

Change in net position - Governmental Activities $ 8,009,237
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CITY OF MOSCOW, IDAHO

STATEMENT OF NET POSITION - PROPRIETARY FUNDS
September 30, 2022

ASSETS

CURRENT ASSETS
Cash
Investments
Receivables
Internal balances
Loans receivable
Inventory
Total current assets

NONCURRENT ASSETS
Cash and investments - restricted
Capital assets, net
Total noncurrent assets

Total assets

DEFERRED OUTFLOWS OF RESOURCES
Defined benefit pension

LIABILITIES
CURRENT LIABILITIES
Accounts payable and other current liabilities
Deposits payable
Accrued interest payable
Revenue bonds - current
Current portion of compensated absences
Unearned Revenue
Total current liabilities

LONG-TERM OBLIGATIONS
Compensated absences
Post closure care payable
Lease liability
Net pension liability
Revenue bonds payable
Total long-term obligations

Total liabilities

DEFERRED INFLOWS OF RESOURCES
Defined benefit pension

NET POSITION
Net investment in capital assets
Restricted for:
Debt service
Future capital outlay
Unrestricted

Total net position

Governmental
Business-Type Activities - Enterprise Funds Activities
Internal
Water Sewer Sanitation Stormwater Total Service Funds
$ 20,000 $ 20,000 $ 10,000 50,000 $ 10,000
4,427,240 3,419,917 3,512,823 526,273 11,886,253 10,467,753
893,589 746,191 536,116 121,510 2,297,406 1,639
250,000
2,282,247
218,994 456,366
4,405,102 4,058,939 647,783 16,972,272 10,729,392
5,369,456 17,645,183 6,888,374 62,837 29,965,550
22,075,59 811,438 171,770 45,640,354 4,866,452
27,444,753 7,699,812 234,607 75,605,904 4,866,452
35,305,201 11,758,751 882,390 92,578,176 15,595,844
459,610 464,82 63,951 44,565 1,032,978 290,885
622,963 802,568 @ 00 18,289 1,895,520 48,852
77,716 77,716
35,107 32,471 / 67,578
180,315 1,035,000 1,215,315
11,413 5,683 1,6 20,287 8,617
1,004,506 1,404,506 -
1,932,020 1,875,722 453,374 4,680,922 57,469
79,888 39,777 11,714 141,997 60,322
88,491 88,491
23,078
830,080 898,387 133,982 190,890 53,339 476,360
6,053,182 1,914,791 - 96¢,973
6,963,150 2,852,955 234,187 201,508 10,254,800 559,760
8,895,170 4,728,677 687,561 621,314 14,932,722 617,229
61,135 46,899 (21,193) (121,729) (34,888) 79,720
15,842,100 19,631,758 811,438 171,770 36,457,066 4,866,452
1,100,981 1,100,981
5,277,855 16,498,742 6,874,986 50,702 28,702,285 10,323,328
5,688,551 3,089,629 3,469,910 204,898 12,452,988
$ 26,808,506 $ 40,321,110 $ 11,156,334 427,370 78,713,320 $ 15,189,780
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CITY OF MOSCOW, IDAHO

STATEMENT OF REVENUES, EXPENSES, AND CHANGES IN FUND NET POSITION -
PROPRIETARY FUNDS
Year Ended September 30, 2022

OPERATING REVENUES
Charges for services
Other services
Operating grant
Total operating revenues

OPERATING EXPENSES
Water - distribution
Sewer - collection and treatment
Sanitation
Stormwater collection and treatment
Services provided
Depreciation
Total operating expenses

OPERATING INCOME (LOSS)

NONOPERATING REVENUES (EXPENSES)
Investment earnings
Interest expense
PERSI retirement actuarial charges
Gain (loss) on disposition of assets
Amortization of bond premium
Total nonoperating revenues (expenses)

INCOME BEFORE CONTRIBUTIONS AND TRANSFERS
CONTRIBUTIONS AND TRANSFERS

General facility charges

Capital contributions

Transfers in

Transfers out

Total contributions and transfers

CHANGE IN NET POSITION
NET POSITION AT BEGINNING OF YEAR

NET POSITION AT END OF YEAR

Governmental
Business-Type Activities - Enterprise Funds Activities
Internal
Water Sewer Sanitation Stormwater Total Service Funds

’y $ 6,463,719 $ 8,550,656 $ 6,554,240 $ 1,163,513 $ 22,732,128 $ 2,323,445

¢ 3,056 11,326 4,093 18,475
600,000
3 6,466,775 8,561,982 6,558,333 $ 1,163,513 22,750,603 2,923,445

Q ,540 2,658,540

3,069,935 3,069,935

4,960,040 4,960,040

429,846 429,846
1,944,411
627,792 % 956,447 31,231 1,912 1,617,382 814,429
3,286,332 ¢ » 4,026,382 4,991,271 431,758 12,735,743 2,758,840
3,180,443 5,600 1,567,062 731,755 10,014,860 164,605
(166,335) (;1#% (188,119) (628,475) (185,090)

(90,330) (83] (174,192)
(107,256) (109,604) (18,366) (24,596) (259,822) (67,234)
3,476

39,791 39,791
(363,921) (427,696) (24,596) (1,022,698) (248,848)
2,816,522 4,107,904 707,159 8,992,162 (84,243)

[ ,< N

164,700 143,643 ) 308,343

42,823 3,641 127,287 173,751
825,398 1,521,632 74,400 2,421,430 1,527,240
(3,505,632) (2,941,197) (1,088,095) (481,476) (8,016,400) (4,000)
(2,472,711) (1,272,281) (1,088,095) (279,789) (5,112,876) 1,523,240
343,811 2,835,623 272,482 427,370 3,879,286 1,438,997
26,464,695 37,485,487 10,883,852 0 74,834,034 13,750,783
$ 26,808,506 $ 40,321,110 $ 11,156,334 $ 427,370 $ 78,713,320 $ 15,189,780
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CITY OF MOSCOW, IDAHO

STATEMENT OF CASH FLOWS - PROPRIETARY FUNDS

Year Ended September 30, 2022

CASH FLOWS FROM OPERATING ACTIVITIES
Receipts from customers and users
Payments from other funds
Payments to suppliers
Payments to employees
Net cash provided by operating activities

CASH FLOWS FROM NONCAPITAL FINANCING ACTIVITIES

Transfers from other funds
Transfers to other funds

Net cash provided (used) by noncapital financing activities

CASH FLOWS FROM CAPITAL AND RELATED
FINANCING ACTIVITIES
Acquisition and construction of capital assets
Right of use asset
Sale of capital assets
General facility charges
Principal paid on capital debt
Interest paid on capital debt

g :
2

®<¢\

Net cash used by capital and related financing activities

CASH FLOWS FROM INVESTING ACTIVITIES
Net investment activity in LGIP
Lease liaiblity
Interest received
Net cash used by investing activities

Net change in cash

CASH AND CASH EQUIVALENTS AT BEGINNING OF YEAR

CASH AND CASH EQUIVALENTS AT END OF YEAR

Governmental
Business-Type Activities - Enterprise Funds Activities
Internal
Water Sewer Sanitation Stormwater Total Service Funds
6,465,507 $ 8,526,553 $ 6,613,205 $ 1,442,003 $ 23,047,268 $ 2,327,424
250,000 250,000
(1,219,337) (1,459,610) (4,786,029) (139,846) (7,604,822) (1,335,208)
(1,210,335) (1,228,608) (198,024) (259,576) (2,896,543) (730,402)
4,035,835 6,088,335 1,629,152 1,042,581 12,795,903 261,814
@ 25,398 1,521,632 74,400 2,421,430 1,527,240
4@;,632) (2,941,197) (1,088,095) (481,476) (8,016,400) (4,000)
& (1,419,565) (1,088,095) (407,076) (5,594,970) 1,523,240
1 ,074,695@ 1,604,252) (46,395) (2,725,342) (952,165)
& (25,600)
b (33,450)
164,700 308,343
(176,326) (1, (1,186,326)
(91,896) (190,634)
(1,178,217) (2,569,347, N 0 (46,395) (3,793,959) (1,011,215)
(11,096) (1,825,402) @2,938) (589,110) (2,778,546) (611,827)
23,078
(166,288) (274,021) (188, (628,428) (185,090)
(177,384) (2,099,423) (541,05 )x (589,110) (3,406,974) (773,839)
V4
0 0 0 0 0 0
20,000 20,000 10,000 0 50,000 10,000
$ 20,000 $ 20,000 $ 10,000 $ 0 $ 50,000 $ 10,000
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CITY OF MOSCOW, IDAHO

STATEMENT OF CASH FLOWS - PROPRIETARY FUNDS
Year Ended September 30, 2022

Governmental
Business-Type Activities - Enterprise Funds Activities
Internal
Water Sewer Sanitation Stormwater Total Service Funds
RECONCILIATION OF OPERATING INCOME TO
NET CASH PROVIDED BY OPERATING ACTIVITIES ’y
Operating income ¢ $ 3,180,443 $ 4,535,600 $ 1,567,062 $ 731,755 $ 10,014,860 $ 164,605
Adjustments to reconcile operating income to net
cash provided by operating activities: ’y
Depreciation @ 627,792 956,447 31,231 1,912 1,617,382 814,429
Changes in:
Accounts receivable (145,241) (35,429) 54,872 (121,510) (247,308) 3,979
Due to (from) other funds 250,000 250,000
Inventory 10 (11,372) 51,838
Prepaid assets
Accounts payable 167, 394,438 132,928 5,707 700,242 (122,553)
Payroll payable (2, 4? 4,310 2,310 12,582 16,455 2,025
Deposits payable 3,66 3,667
Contracts payable 15,614 @ 15,614
Unearned revenue 140,306 & 400,000 540,306 (600,000)
Post closure care payable (158,532) (158,532)
Other assets and liabilities (14,378) Ag (719) 12,135 (8,621) (671)
Net cash provided by operating activities $ 4,035,835 $ 1,629,152 $ 1,042,581 $ 12,795,903 $ 261,814
NONCASH INVESTING, CAPITAL, AND FINANCING ACTIVITIES
Capital asset contributions received $ 42,823 $ 0 $ 127,287 $ 173,751 $ 0




CITY OF MOSCOW, IDAHO

NOTES TO FINANCIAL STATEMENTS

1.

SUMMARY OF SIGNIFICANT ACCOUNTING POLICIES

A. Reporting Entity

The City of Moscow, Idaho, was incorporated on July 12, 1887. The City operates under a
Mayor/Council form of government and provides the following services as authorized by its
charter and by Title 50 of the Idaho Code: general government, public safety, highway and
streets, culture and recreation, community development, water, sewer, stormwater, and
sanitation.

United States generally accepted accounting principles require the City of Moscow’s financial
statements,to include component units. Component units are entities for which the City of
Moscow nsidered to be financially accountable. The City has one discretely presented
componen that is reported in a separate column in the government-wide financial statement
to emphasize is legally separate from the government.

Discretely Prese’n%omponent Unit. The Moscow Urban Renewal Agency (the Agency), is
empowered to engage’j e general economic revitalization and redevelopment of the City
through acquisition and opment of property, public improvements, and revitalization activities
in those areas of the City ined to be in a declining condition. The Agency’s governing
board is made up of seven ¢ issioners appointed by the Mayor of the City of Moscow. The
City’s management also provid gency with management and oversight through a service
contract with an annual obligation o 3,733. Complete financial statements of the Agency may
be obtained at the City of Moscow's ad@ trative offices.

. Measurement Focus Basis of Accounting ‘éBasis of Presentation

The financial statements of the City are prepa ih_accordance with United States generally
accepted accounting principles (GAAP). The City he following two bases of accounting in
these financial statements.

Economic Resources Measurement Focus and Accrua is of Accounting. Under this
measurement focus, revenues are recorded when earned an ses are recorded at the time
liabilities are incurred, regardless of when the related cash s Yake place. Non-exchange

transactions, in which the City gives (or receives) value without dire€tly receiving (or giving) equal
value in exchange, include property taxes, grants, entittements, and donations. On an accrual
basis, revenue from property taxes is recognized in the fiscal year for which the taxes are levied.
Revenue from grants, entitlements, and donations is recognized in the fiscal year in which all
eligibility requirements have been satisfied.

Current Financial Resources Measurement Focus and Modified Accrual Basis of
Accounting. Under this measurement focus, revenues are recorded when they become
measurable and available. For this purpose, the City considers revenues to be available if they
are collected within sixty (60) days of the end of the current fiscal year-end. All material revenues,
including property taxes, grants, entittements, and donations, are considered measurable and
available and are, thus, susceptible to accrual.

54



CITY OF MOSCOW, IDAHO

NOTES TO FINANCIAL STATEMENTS

1.

SUMMARY OF SIGNIFICANT ACCOUNTING POLICIES (CONTINUED)

B. Measurement Focus Basis of Accounting and Basis of Presentation (Continued)

Current Financial Resources Measurement Focus and Modified Accrual Basis of
Accounting (Continued). Fines and permits revenues are not susceptible to accrual because
generally they are not measurable until received in cash. The City reports unearned revenue in its
fund financial statements. Unearned revenues arise when potential revenue does not meet both
the "measurable" and "available" criteria for recognition in the current period. Unearned revenues
also arise when the City receives resources before it has a legal claim to them, as when
recreational program or grant monies are received prior to the incurrence of qualifying
expenditurgs.

In subseq
legal claim to
and revenue is
leases are reporte

eriods, when both revenue recognition criteria are met, or when the City has a
ources, the liability for unearned revenue is removed from the balance sheet

nized. Proceeds of general long-term debt and acquisitions under capital
@ther financing sources.

Expenditures are reco%n the accounting period in which the fund liability is incurred, if

measurable. An exception is general rule is principal and interest on general long-term
obligations, which are recog hen due. General capital asset acquisitions are reported as

expenditures in governmental f )\

Restricted Resources /?

Program expenses are allocated to restric@éw ram revenue first and then to the next highest
level of net position/fund balance restrictions wbéQoth restricted and unrestricted resources are

available.

Governmental Fund Type Definitions (GASB #54) defin ifferent types of fund balances that
a governmental entity must use for financial reporting pur GASB #54 requires the fund
balance amounts to be properly reported within one of the fu%nce categories listed below:

Governmental Accounting Standards Board Stateme%4, Fund Balance Reporting and

Nonspendable
Includes amounts that cannot be spent because they are elther (1) not in spendable form or
(2) legally or contractually required to be maintained intact.

Restricted
Includes amounts that can be spent only for the specific purpose stipulated by external
resource providers, constitutional provisions, or enabling legislation.

Committed
Includes amounts that can only be used for the specific purposes determined by a formal
action of the government’s highest level of decision-making authority.

Assigned

Includes amounts that are intended to be used by the government for specific purposes but do
not meet the criteria to be classified as restricted or committed.
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1.

SUMMARY OF SIGNIFICANT ACCOUNTING POLICIES (CONTINUED)

B. Measurement Focus Basis of Accounting and Basis of Presentation (Continued)

Restricted Resources (Continued)

Unassigned
Residual classification of fund balance that includes all spendable amounts that have not been
restricted, committed, or assigned.

Government-Wide Statements

The go ent-wide financial statements include the statement of net position and the
statement tivities. These statements report financial information for the City as a whole.
Individual fun re not displayed but the statements distinguish governmental activities generally

supported by ta
business-type acti
customers. Eliminati
interfund services prov

intergovernmental revenues, and other non-exchange transactions from
i€S) generally financed in whole or in part with fees charged to external

@e been made to minimize the double-counting of internal activities,
[ nd used are not eliminated in the process of consolidation.

The statement of activities re e expenses of a given function offset by program revenues
directly connected with the func@/ ogram. A function is an assembly of similar activities and
may include portions of a fund or summarize more than one fund to capture the expenses and
program revenues associated with a di t functional activity. Direct expenses are those that are
specifically associated with a program ction and, therefore, are clearly identifiable to a
particular function. Program revenues in e(a) fees and charges paid by the recipients of
goods or services offered by the programs an rants and contributions that are restricted to
meeting the operational or capital requirements, 6f/a_particular program. These revenues are
subject to externally imposed restrictions to these m uses. Revenues that are not classified
as program revenues, including all taxes, are presente general revenues.

The Government-wide financial statements are reporie ing the economic resources
measurement focus and the accrual basis of accounting ﬂ,@gdmg the reclassification or
elimination of internal activity (between or within funds).

Fund Financial Statements

The fund financial statements provide information about the City’s fund categories. Separate
statements for each fund category—governmental and proprietary—are presented. The emphasis
of fund financial statements is on major funds rather than reporting funds by type. Each major
fund is presented in a separate column. All remaining funds are aggregated and reported as non-
major funds. Fund accounting is designed to demonstrate legal compliance and to aid financial
management by segregating transactions related to certain government functions or activities.
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1.

SUMMARY OF SIGNIFICANT ACCOUNTING POLICIES (CONTINUED)

B. Measurement Focus Basis of Accounting and Basis of Presentation (Continued)

Fund Financial Statements (Continued)

Governmental Funds. All governmental funds are accounted for using the current financial
resources measurement focus and modified accrual basis of accounting. The City reports the
following major governmental funds:

¢ General Fund. This is the City’s primary operating fund. The General Fund accounts for all
financial resources of the City, except those required to be accounted for in another fund.

o Stree;i%;nd. The “Street Fund” is responsible for the construction and maintenance of streets
and tra#fi€ services within the City. Dedicated revenue is derived from state shared revenues

and gasy€ounty road, and bridge taxes.
e Capital P . The “Capital Projects Fund” accounts for money set aside by the City
Council for i mfuture projects.

e Recreation and re Fund. The “Recreation and Culture Fund” accounts for the costs of
maintaining and
operations in the Ci

ing park facilities, recreational programs, and community center

venue is derived from user fees of the park facilities.

e Hamilton Fund. The ilton Fund” accounts for the money willed to the City by
Mr. Bobby C. Hamilton. Mt. %ilton’swillstipulatesthe money is “for the benefit of the parks

and recreation department ed as much as possible for the benefit of young children.”
The Hamilton Fund is conside special revenue fund

Proprietary Funds. All proprietary fund ccounted for using the flow of economic resources
measurement focus and the accrual bas ﬁccounting. Proprietary funds include enterprise
funds and internal service funds.

Proprietary funds distinguish operating reven% expenses from nonoperating items.
Operating revenues and expenses generally result ffédm providing services and producing and
delivering goods in connection with a proprietary fu rincipal ongoing operations. The
principal operating revenues of the enterprise and interna jce funds are charges to customers
for sales and services. The enterprise funds also recognize perating revenue the portion of
tap fees intended to recover the cost of connecting new cus s to the system. Operating
expenses for enterprise funds and internal service funds include t‘?&ost of sales and services,
administrative expenses, and depreciation on capital assets. All fevenues and expenses not
meeting this definition are reported as nonoperating revenues and expenses.

The enterprise funds recognize general facility charges as non-operating revenue. General facility
charges represent a charge to new customers for their share of the capital cost of increasing the
capacity of the system to meet the additional demand created by the connection of new
customers.

Enterprise Funds. Enterprise Funds are used to account for activities that are similar to those
often found in the private sector. The City reports the following major enterprise funds:

e Water Fund. This activity accounts for the provision of water services to the residents of the City.
Sewer Fund. This activity accounts for the provision of sewer services to the residents of the City.
Stormwater Fund. This activity accounts for the provision of sewer services to the residents of the
City.

e Sanitation Fund. This activity provides sanitation services to all City residents.
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1.

SUMMARY OF SIGNIFICANT ACCOUNTING POLICIES (CONTINUED)

B. Measurement Focus Basis of Accounting and Basis of Presentation (Continued)

Fund Financial Statements (Continued)

Internal Service Funds. Internal service funds are used to allocate fleet maintenance and
information systems services to other funds of the City on a cost reimbursement basis. The
internal service funds are included in governmental activities for government-wide reporting
purposes. As a general rule, the revenue and expenses of the internal service funds have been
eliminated from the government-wide financial statements. The excess revenue or expenses for
the fund arg allocated to the appropriate functional activity.

C. Assets, Li s, Deferred Outflows/Inflows of Resources, and Net Position/Fund Balance

The City’s cash a@ equivalents are considered to be cash on hand, demand deposits,
and short-term inve ts with original maturities of three months or less from the date of

acquisition.
State statutes authorize the nvest in obligations of the state of Idaho and its agencies,
U.S. Treasury and U.S. age s, ,.City coupon and local improvement district bonds,

repurchase agreements, tax and ue anticipation bonds, notes, and the Idaho State
Treasurer’s Local Government Inve ooI (LGIP).

Investments are stated at fair value as quo)é&(pr the purchase and sale of units.

Deposits in the LGIP are stated at fair value, is the same as the value of the pool
shares. The Idaho State Treasurer oversees the L under the Joint Exercises of Power
provisions of /daho Code.

The State Treasurer combines deposits from all governm; entities in the State, which
participate in the LGIP and purchases the following types of investments:

Local Certificates of Deposit

Repurchase Agreements

U.S. Government Securities

Bonds and debentures of "A" rated companies

The entities participating in the LGIP own a percentage of each investment held. This
percentage is calculated by dividing the individual entity's deposits by the total deposits held
in the LGIP. The purpose of this is to:

Increase the overall rate of return.

Reduce the risk of default.

Place each entity under the FDIC and SLIC limits of $250,000.

Investments held at year-end are disclosed in Note 3A.
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1.  SUMMARY OF SIGNIFICANT ACCOUNTING POLICIES (CONTINUED)

C. Assets, Liabilities, Deferred Outflows/Inflows of Resources, and Net Position/Fund Balance

(Continued)

2. Receivables and Payables

Transactions between funds that are representative of lending/borrowing arrangements
outstanding at the end of the fiscal year are referred to as either “interfund
receivables/payables” (i.e., the current portion of interfund loans) or “advances to/from other
funds” (i.e., the non-current portion of interfund loans). Any residual balances outstanding
between the governmental activities and business-type activities are reported in the
gove%ﬂt-wide financial statements.

All trade nts receivable are shown net of an allowance for doubtful accounts. No
allowance fo ollectible accounts has been provided for governmental and enterprise fund
receivables. M @pment has determined that uncollectible amounts are immaterial.
Substantially, all y taxes are collected; therefore, no allowance is provided for property
taxes.

The City’s property taxes @ ied by Latah County in November and payable on December
20 and June 20 following th%ate. Taxes are remitted to the City in the month following
collection. When the taxes are délinquent a lien is filed the day following the due date. A tax
deed is issued on property three y% from the date of delinquency. At fiscal year-end, the
receivables represent delinquent ta ounts not paid within 60 days are recorded as

unavailable revenue for the fund finanéi tements.

3. Inventory /&@

Inventory is valued at cost, which approximates m t, using the first-in, first-out method.
The cost of inventories are recorded as expendit en consumed rather than when
purchased.

4. Capital Assets ’y/(\)\

The City’s property, plant, and equipment, with useful lives of more than three years and an
initial individual cost of more than $5,000, are stated at historical cost. Donated capital assets
are valued at their acquisition value. Capital assets, which include property, plant, equipment,
and infrastructure assets (e.g., roads, bridges, sidewalks, and similar items) are reported in
the applicable governmental or business-type activities columns in the government-wide
financial statements.

The costs of normal maintenance and repairs that do not add to the value of the asset or
materially extend assets lives are not capitalized.

Major outlays for capital assets and improvements are capitalized as projects are constructed.
Infrastructure assets acquired prior to implementation of GASB 34 are also reported.
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1.

SUMMARY OF SIGNIFICANT ACCOUNTING POLICIES (CONTINUED)

C. Assets, Liabilities, Deferred Outflows/Inflows of Resources, and Net Position/Fund Balance

(Continued)

4. Capital Assets (Continued)

Property, plant, and equipment of the primary government, as well as the component units,
are depreciated using the straight-line method over the following estimated useful lives:

Asset Type Years
uildings and structures 10 to 40
astructure systems 20 to 50
inery and equipment 3to15

Deferred Ou /Inflows of Resources

deferred outflows o rces. This separate financial statement element, deferred outflows

In addition to assQ statement of net position will sometimes report a separate section for
of resources, represen @nsumption of net assets that applies to a future period and so

will not be recognized a utflow of resources (expense/expenditure) until then. For
example, grant expenditure }@ advance of meeting timing requirements.

In addition to liabilities, the statemw? et position will sometimes report a separate section
for deferred inflows of resources. Thi @te financial statement element, deferred inflows

of resources, represents an acquisition‘of het assets that applies to a future period and so will

not be recognized as an inflow of resource enue) until that time. The item “unavailable
revenue” is reported only in the government s balance sheet. The governmental funds
report unavailable revenues from two sources$? perty taxes and special assessments.

These amounts are deferred and recognized as an ipflew of resources in the period that the

amounts become available. /p

Compensated Absences /<\

Vested or accumulated vacation leave that is expected to b€’ liquidated with expendable
available financial resources is reported as an expenditure of the governmental fund that will
pay it. Only the portion of vested or accumulated leave that has matured is reported as a
liability in the governmental funds. Vested or accumulated vacation leave of proprietary funds
is recorded as an expense and liability of those funds as the benefits accrue to employees. No
liability is recorded for nonvesting accumulating rights to receive sick pay benefits. However, a
liability is recognized for the vesting portion of accumulating sick leave benefits that is
estimated will be taken by the employee at retirement. Each fund is responsible to pay for its
own compensated absences.

The funds that have historically paid for compensated absences are the general, street,
recreation and culture, fleet, information systems, and enterprise funds. City-wide
compensated absences accrued and paid out were $91,971 and $136,418, respectively,
during the current year. This resulted in a change of liability from $1,147,403 to $1,102,956.
The current amount of $137,870, which is shown on the statement of net position, has been
estimated by the City based on a reasonable estimate of expected usage.
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1.  SUMMARY OF SIGNIFICANT ACCOUNTING POLICIES (CONTINUED)

C. Assets, Liabilities, Deferred Outflows/Inflows of Resources, and Net Position/Fund Balance

10.

(Continued)
7. Long-Term Obligations

In the government-wide financial statements and proprietary fund types in the fund financial
statements, long-term debt and other long-term obligations are reported as liabilities in the
applicable governmental activities, business-type activities, or proprietary fund type statement
of net position. Bond premiums and discounts are amortized over the life of the bonds using
the wvline method. Bonds payable are reported net of the applicable bond premium or
disc

In the fun ncial statements, governmental fund types recognize bond premiums and
as bond issuance costs, during the current period. The face amount of debt
issued is repo @ other financing sources. Premiums received on debt issuances are
reported as otheri ing sources while discounts on debt issuances are reported as other
financing uses. Iss costs, whether or not withheld from the actual debt proceeds
received, are reporte t service expenditures in the current period.

Cash Flow Statement %\

The City considers all bank accon@ restricted, and unrestricted cash to be cash for the
proprietary and internal service fund gent of cash flow purposes.

R

Management of the City uses estimates and as@p‘ions in preparing financial statements in
accordance with United States generally accepted acebunting principles. Those estimates and
assumptions affect the reported amounts of assets iabilities, the disclosure of contingent
assets and liabilities, and the reported revenues and exp ’?s Actual results could vary from

the estimates that management uses. /<\

Adoption of New Accounting Standard )\

Use of Estimates

As of October 1, 2021, the City adopted GASB Statement No. 87, Leases. The implementation
of this standard establishes a single model for lease accounting based on the foundational
principle that leases are financing of the right to use an underlying asset. The standard requires
recognition of certain lease assets and liabilities for leases that previously were classified as
operating leases and recognized as inflows of resources or outflows of resources based on the
payment provisions of the contract. The City did not identify lease contracts that required
recognition under the provision of GASB Statement No. 87, resulting in no prior effect on the
beginning net position and fund balance as of October 1, 2021.
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2.

3.

2. BUDGETARY AND LEGAL COMPLIANCE

A. Budgetary Information

The City Council follows these procedures in establishing the budgetary data reflected in the
financial statements:

Prior to September 1, the City Supervisor submits to the City Council a proposed operating
budget for the fiscal year commencing the following October 1 and ending September 30. The
operating budget includes proposed expenditures and the means of allocating resources by fund.

Public hei@;s are conducted at various times during the year to obtain taxpayer comments.
h

ission to the county auditor on the Thursday following the first Tuesday in

September, t get is legally enacted through passage of an appropriations ordinance. The

budget covers ernmental and proprietary fund types. The City adopts budgets on the

modified accrual b %&counting for all governmental fund types. The City adopts budgets on
he

Prior to t

the accrual basis of a ing for proprietary fund types. At any time during the fiscal year, the
Council may amend t riations ordinance for unforeseen and unanticipated revenues by
following the same proce ed during the budget adoption process.

Revisions that alter the total ex es of any fund must be approved by the City Council and
the legal level of budgetary control i§ the fund level.

For the fiscal year ended September 305@0 fund expenditures exceeded appropriations.

DETAILED NOTES ON ALL FUNDS /@

A. Deposits and Investments

Deposits and investment policies are disclosed in Note@

The bank statement cash balances amounted to $2,236,8ﬂ f the bank statement cash
balances, $277,360 was covered by federal depository insurafice.

As of September 30, 2022, the City had the following investments and maturities:

Interest

Less than 1 1-5 Greater than 5 Rate Fair Value
U.S. Government $ 3,185,284 $ 12,996,054 0.10-2.13 $ 16,181,338
obligations
Certificate of deposit 5,462,455 6,082,699 0.10-3.00 11,545,154
Corporate obligations 2,917,298 7,835,711 0.00-2.30 10,753,009
Cash and equivalents 828,497 0.03-0.32 828,497
External investment 36,259,103 0.1206 36,259,103
pools
Other 50,620 50,620
Total investments $ 48,703,257 $ 26,914,464 $ 0 $ 75,617,721
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3. DETAILED NOTES ON ALL FUNDS (CONTINUED)

A. Deposits and Investments (Continued)

Other investments in the governmental activities include gold, silver, and jewelry. The City did not
invest in corporate stock or these other investments. They were received from the estate of Bobby
C. Hamilton. Other investments also include accrued income held in the City’s Moreton Asset
Management investment account.

Interest rate risk: The risk that changes in interest rate will reduce the value of the City's
investments. As a means of limiting exposure to loss the City structures their portfolio so that
maturities meet cash requirements for ongoing operations, thereby avoiding the need to sell
securitie e open market prior to maturity. Also, the policy calls for investing funds primarily
in shorter-t curities and limiting the average maturity of the portfolio.

Credit risk: As
investments held
certificates of deposit)
vary per type of investm
account is stated as A1.

tember 30, 2022, the City's investment in the LGIP is unrated. The City’s
h private investment banks are a variety of U.S. agency bonds,
rate bonds, and money market funds. The rating of these investments
verall Moody’s rating of the Moreton Asset Management investment

Concentration of credit risk: s investment policy states that the City shall mitigate
concentration risk by:

1. Limiting investments to avoid g%}» centration in securities from a specific issuer or
business sector,
2. Limiting investment in securities that @gher credit risks,
t

3. Investing in securities with varying mat nd

4. Continuously investing a portion of the poftfglie in readily available funds such as the
LGIP, money market funds, or overnight re hase agreements to ensure that
appropriate liquidity is maintained in order to m oing obligations.

Custodial Credit Risk — Investments: For an investment, this’%risk that, in the event of the
failure of the counterparty, the City will not be able to recover the yalue of its investments or
collateral securities that are in the possession of an outside party.“The City’s policies regarding
investments require that the City only uses financial institutions and depositories approved to do
business in the state of Idaho. Policies also require that the City only invests in securities allowed
by Idaho Code 50-1013 and uses brokers that qualify under Securities & Exchange Commission
Rule 15C3-1.

Fair Value Measurements - Investments are measured at fair value on a recurring basis.
Recurring fair value measurements are those that GASB Statements require or permit in the
statement of net position at the end of each reporting period. Fair value measurements are
categorized based on the valuation inputs used to measure an asset’s fair value.
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DETAILED NOTES ON ALL FUNDS (CONTINUED)

A. Deposits and Investments (Continued)

Level 1 Inputs to the valuation methodology are unadjusted quoted prices for identical assets
or liabilities in active markets that the plan has the ability to access.

Level 2 Inputs to the valuation methodology include:

e quoted prices for similar assets or liabilities in active markets;

e quoted prices for identical or similar assets or liabilities in inactive markets;
) Z; puts other than quoted prices that are observable for the asset or liability;
[ ]

uts that are derived principally from or corroborated by observable market data by

et%on or other means.
If th iabili

e a?et or liability has a specified (contractual) term, the level 2 input must be

observa r substantially the full term of the asset or liability.
Level 3  Inputstothe ion methodology are unobservable and significant to the fair value
measurement.

The asset or liability’s fair value rds(«?(ement level within the fair value hierarchy is based on the
lowest level of any input that is significant to the fair value measurement. Valuation techniques
used need to maximize the use of o ble inputs and minimize the use of unobservable
inputs. é

The following sets forth, by level, the fair valuez@ﬁrchy. The City held investment securities at
fair value that meet the level 2 methodology.

on a recurring basis. The City does not have any financiaaésets that are measured at fair value

Faifgwmrarchy

The following table represents the City’s investments theasured or disclosed at fair value

on a non-recurring basis.

Investment Type Fair Value Level 1 T_evel 2 Level 3
Debt Securities:

U.S. Government obligations $ 16,181,338 $ 16,181,338

Certificate of Deposit 11,545,154 $ 11,545,154

Corporate obligations 10,753,009 10,753,009

Money Market Funds 828,497 828,497

External investment pools 36,259,103 36,259,103

Other 50,620 50,620

Total investments
measured at fair value $ 75,617,721 $ 17,060,455 $ 58,557,266 $ 0
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3.

DETAILED NOTES ON ALL FUNDS (CONTINUED)

B. Capital Assets

Capital asset activity for the year ended September 30, 2022, was as follows:

Governmental Activities:

Beginning Ending
Balance Increases Decreases Balance
Capital assets, not being
depreciated
Land $ 9,373,336 $ (5,000) $ 9,368,336
Cons@n in progress 12,244,693 § 3,255,785 (10,151,593) 5,348,885
ital assets, not
bein Wmated 21,618,029 3,255,785 (10,156,593) 14,717,221
Capital assets bel C|ated
Buildings 16,631,364 10,750,932 (245,119) 27137177
Vehicles @ 7,204,748 724,287 (14,217) 7,914,818
Improvements @ 43,101,567 1,777,935 (31,250) 44,848,252
Equipment @ 7,780,369 320,868 (22,706) 8,078,531
Information systems /.3,391,218 164,999 3,556,217
Total capital assets /\
being depreciated 78 ,266 13,739,021 (313,292) 91,534,995
Less accumulated depreciation for %
Buildings (7,878 (400,970) 207,945 (8,071,980)
Vehicles (4,064, 013 (595,385) 14,217 (4,645,181)
Improvements (22,517,645) @15 190) 1,105 (23,931,730)
Equipment (5,229,483) 928 22,707 (5,445,704)
Information systems (2 172,639) (2,352,363)
Total accumulated
depreciation (41,862,735) (2,830, A 245,974 (44,446,958)
l/\‘
Total capital assets, )\
being depreciated, net 36,246,531 10,908,824 (67,318) 47,088,037
Governmental activities capital
assets, net $ 57,864,560 $ 14,164,609 $(10,223,911) $ 61,805,258
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3.

DETAILED NOTES ON ALL FUNDS (CONTINUED)

B. Capital Assets (Continued)

Business-Type Activities:

Beginning Ending
Balance Increases Decreases Balance
Capital assets, not being
depreciated
Land $ 1,675,539 $ 1,675,539
Construction in progress 2,775405 $ 1,938,030 $ (762,941) 3,950,494
Total capital assets, not
l@ depreciated 4,450,944 1,938,030 (762,941) 5,626,033
Capital asse%depreciated:
Buildings 4,047,507 26,198 4,073,705
Vehicles ’y 181,175 181,175
Improvements O 645,362 483,909 1,129,271
Water systems & 30,152,564 695,076 30,847,640
Equipment @ 16,168,858 16,168,858
Sewer systems @ 32,963,036 518,820 (768) 33,481,088
Total capital assets ¢
being depreciated v158,502 1,724,003 (768) 85,881,737
Less accumulated depreciation for: /9
Buildings (1 ’9@){ (84,357) (2,031,052)
Vehicles (181,1 (181,175)
Improvements (559,000(@ (13,787) (572,787)
Water systems (11,455,769) %3,671) (12,029,440)
Equipment (15,142,232) 100,939) (15,243,171)
Sewer systems (14,965,931) (844 768 (15,809,791)
Total accumulated
depreciation (44,250,802) (1,617,3 . 768 (45,867,416)
AS
Total capital assets, )\
being depreciated, net 39,907,700 106,621 0 40,014,321
Business-type activities capital
assets, net $44,358,644 § 2,044,651 $ (762,941) $ 45,640,354
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3. DETAILED NOTES ON ALL FUNDS (CONTINUED)

B. Capital Assets (Continued)

Depreciation expense was charged to functions/programs of the City as follows:

Governmental Activities:

General government $ 206,438
Public safety 349,001
Recreation and culture 475,525
Streets, including depreciation of general infrastructure assets 1,799,233
otal depreciation expense - governmental activities $ 2,830,197

Busine e Activities:
Water $ 627,792

Sewer ,y 956,447
Sanitation O 31,232

Stormwater 1,911
Total depreciat xpense - business-type activities $ 1,617,382

Construction Commitment%City of Moscow has no construction commitments as of
September 30, 2022.

C. Interfund Receivables, Payables, and'fﬁm{ers

LJ -
All interfund balances at September 30, ZSA due to pooling of the City’s cash. The City had
the following interfund balances at September@

gl
Interfund Receivables and Payables: :

Fund Ri:@ Payable
General ago $ 250,000
Information Systems $ 250,0 ~

Total interfund receivables and payables $ 250,000 / $ 250,000
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DETAILED NOTES ON ALL FUNDS (CONTINUED)

C. Interfund Receivables, Payables, and Transfers (Continued)

Interfund Transfers:

Transfers Transfers

Fund In Out
General $ 4,285,000 $ 5,572,607
Streets 993,355 2,213,839
Recreation and Culture 2,794,380 138,955
MSD Community Fields 72,674 4,011
1912 Center 139,224 21,180
Wat% 825,398 3,505,632
Sewer ,Y 1,521,632 2,941,197
Stormwat 74,400 481,476
Sanitation ﬂ 1,088,095
Fleet Manage 1,046,515
Information Syst% 480,725 4,000
Capital Projects 4,056,132
Hamilton 318,443

@ $16,289,435 $16,289,435

Transfers are used to (1) move revm?u\e
service fund as debt service principal
amounts from borrowings to the debt se
move unrestricted general fund revenues

from the fund with collection authorization to the debt
interest payments become due, (2) move restricted
iteMund to establish mandatory reserve accounts, (3)
ce various programs that the government must

account for in other funds in accordance wi dgetary authorizations, including amounts
provided as subsidies or matching funds for va ant programs, and (4) move unrestricted
revenues in the amounts equivalent in value to the i nd services provided and other charges

between the City’s water, sewer, stormwater, sanlta@ recreation and culture, and street

functions. /9
R
)\
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CITY OF MOSCOW, IDAHO

NOTES TO FINANCIAL STATEMENTS

3.

DETAILED NOTES ON ALL FUNDS (CONTINUED)

D. Long-Term Debt

The summary of outstanding debt as of September 30, 2022, is as follows:

Beginning Ending Due Within
Balance Additions Reductions Balance One Year
Governmental Activities:
Bonds payable
Police Station bonds,
Serie 19 $ 7,050,000 $ 765,000 $ 6,285,000 $ 795,000
Unamon@emium
on Bonds 1,240,844 66,249 1,174,595 91,417
Governme ivities
liabilities ,y $ 8,290,844 $ 831,249 $ 7459595 § 886,417
Business-type Activities:@
Sewer Revenue bonds, &
Series 2011 @ 0,000 $ 670,000 $ 690,000 $ 690,000
Sewer Revenue bonds, &
Series 2017 2, 6@9 340,000 2,220,000 345,000
Unamortized Premium 82\
on Bonds 79,5 39,791 39,791 39,791
Water Revenue bonds, @
Series 2020 4,127,576 @ 176,326 3,951,250 180,315
Water Revenue bonds, k
Series 2021 2,193,239 , 2,282,247
Business-type activities 4
long-term liabilities $ 10,320,397 89,008 @226,117 $ 9,183,288  $ 1,255,106

The total interest expense in 2022 amounted to $213,40

2,

interest expense in 2022 amounted to $83,862 in the busin

percent and are payable in annual installments through August 15, 2029.

Year Ended
September 30,
2023
2024
2025
2026
2027
2028-2029
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Governmental Activities

governmental funds. The total
/&tivities.
Government Obligation Bonds. On August 20, 2019, the City gecured General Obligation
Bonds, Series 2019, in the amount of $8,465,000 in order to finance the new police station. The
General Obligation Bonds, Series 2019, have a stated rate of between 3.00 percent and 4.00

Series 2019
Principal Interest
$ 795000 $ 251,400

830,000 219,600
860,000 186,400
895,000 152,000
930,000 116,200
1,975,000 119,200
$ 6,285,000 $ 1,044,800




CITY OF MOSCOW, IDAHO

NOTES TO FINANCIAL STATEMENTS

3.

DETAILED NOTES ON ALL FUNDS (CONTINUED)

D. Long-Term Debt (Continued)

Revenue Bonds. On November 23, 2011, the City secured advance refunding Sewer Revenue
Bonds, Series 2011, in the amount of $6 million in order to refinance the Sewer Revenue Bonds
Series 2002 in November 2012, when the bonds became callable. The Sewer Revenue Bonds,
Series 2011, have a stated rate of between 2.00 percent and 4.00 percent and are payable in
varying semi-annual installments through November 1, 2022. In December 2017, the City secured
Sewer Revenue Refinancing Bonds, Series 2017 in the amount of $3,560,000 in order to
refinance the Sewer Revenue Bonds Series 2008 in December 2017. The Sewer Revenue
Bonds, Segies 2017 have a stated rate of 2.48 percent and are payable in varying semi-annual
installme@rough May 1, 2028. In May 2020, the City secured Water Revenue Bonds, Series
2020inth unt of $4,300,000 in order to finance improvements to the City’s domestic water
system. The Revenue Bonds, Series 2020 have a stated rate of 2.50 percent and are
payable in varyi mi-annual installments through May 12, 2040.

Debt service require%or the sewer revenue bonds held to maturity are as follow:

%

Business-Type Activities
Year Ended @ Series 2011
September 30, )\ Principal Interest
2023 /9 $ 690,000 § 10925
Q Business-Type Activities
Year Ended Series 2017
September 30, incipal Interest
2023 ,000 § 55,056
2024 5 0 46,500
2025 3@ 37,696
2026 375, 28,644
2027 385,00 19,344
2028 395,000 /<\\ 9,796
$ 2,220,000 _$ 197,036
Business-Type Activities
Year Ended Series 2020
September 30, Principal Interest
2023 $ 180,315 $ 87,907
2024 184,168 84,054
2025 188,562 79,660
2026 192,829 75,393
2027 197,192 71,030
2028-2032 1,054,616 286,494
2033-2037 1,179,702 161,409
2038-2040 773,866 30,800

$ 3951250 $ 876,747
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3.

4.

DETAILED NOTES ON ALL FUNDS (CONTINUED)

E. Leases

City as a Lessee. The City, as a lessee, has entered into lease agreements involving fiber optic
infrastructure. The City sub-leases the infrastructure to various communication companies and
other governmental entities.

The total costs of the City’s lease assets are recorded as $25,600, less accumulated amortization
of $2,327.

The futureﬁse payments under the lease arrangement are as follows:

9 ¢ Leases
Principal Interest Total

2023 @ 1,569 $ 955 $ 2524
2024 & 1,710 890 2,600
2025 59 820 2,679
2026 743 2,759
2027 2) eg/ 659 2,841
2028-2032 13,74 )\ 1,795 15,537
Total S 23078 862§ 28940
City as a Lessor. The City, as a lessor, tered into lease agreements involving office
space, fiber optic infrastructure, and cell phon s. The total amount of inflows of resources,

including lease revenue, interest revenue, and o e%e -related inflows, recognized during the
fiscal year was $1,381,647. This total includes $1,3 of varlable and other payments not
previously included in the measurement of the lease re ;

OTHER INFORMATION

A. Risk Management )\

The City of Moscow purchases liability and property insurance through the Idaho Counties Risk
Management Program (ICRMP). ICRMP is an all-lines aggregate insurance program providing
liability, property, and casualty insurance coverage to ldaho's counties and other political
subdivisions on a voluntary participation basis. ICRMP assumes or reinsures all risk covered for
claims. Participants are charged an annual insurance premium. The City is responsible for up to
the first $2,500 of any loss claim depending on the type of claim.
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4.

OTHER INFORMATION (CONTINUED)

A. Risk Management (Continued)

The general insurance limits are as follows:

Property damage Total insured value
General liability $3,000,000 per occurrence
Automobile liability $3,000,000 per occurrence
Law enforcement liability $3,000,000 per occurrence
Sexual molestation $3,000,000 per claim
Errors or omissions liability $3,000,000 per occurrence
Employee medical insurance benéefit liability $3,000,000 per claim
L%lred/underinsured motorist $100,000 per person,
$300,000 per accident
Crime »@ance and bond $500,000 per occurrence
Boiler/M ery damage $100,000,000 in aggregate
Chemical s ing activities $500,000 per occurrence

B. Public Employee Retire System of Idaho (PERSI)

Plan Description. All perm ull-time employees of the City except firefighters who were
hired before October 1, 1980, i¢ipate in the Public Employee Retirement System of Idaho
(PERSI) Base Plan, a cost-sharing Itiple-employer public retirement system created by the
Idaho State Legislature. It is a define nefit plan requiring that both the member and the
employer contribute. Designed as a tory system for eligible state and school district
employees, the legislation provided fo& tical subdivisions to participate by contractual
agreement with PERSI. The cost to administ lan is financed through the contributions and
investment earnings of the Plan.

The City contributes to the Firefighters’ Retirement &tnd Plan (FRF) for firefighters who were
hired before October 1, 1980. The FRF is a cost-sh multiple-employer defined benefit
pension plan administered by PERSI that covers a clos up of firefighters who were hired
before October 1, 1980, and who received benefits in additio hose provided under the PERSI
Base Plan. The cost to administer the Plan is financed through ontributions and investment
earnings of the FRF. Additional FRF funding is obtained from recelry(rom a state fire insurance
premium tax.

PERSI issues a publicly available financial report that includes financial statements and the
required supplementary information for PERSI Base Plan and the FRF. That report may be
obtained on the PERSI website at www.persi.idaho.gov.

Pension Benefits. After five years of credited service, members become fully vested in
retirement benefits earned to date. Members are eligible for retirement benefits upon attainment
of the ages specified for their employment classification. For each year of credited service, the
annual service retirement allowance is 2.0 percent (2.3 percent for police/firefighters under the
Base Plan) of the average monthly salary for the highest consecutive 42 months for covered
members of the Base Plan. The Base Plan is required to provide a 1 percent minimum cost of
living increase per year provided the Consumer Price Index increases 1 percent or more. The
PERSI board has the authority to provide higher cost of living increases to a maximum of the
Consumer Price Index movement or 6 percent, whichever is less; however, any amount above the
1 percent minimum is subject to review by the Idaho Legislature.
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4.

OTHER INFORMATION (CONTINUED)

B. Public Employee Retirement System of Idaho (PERSI) (Continued)

Pension Benefits (Continued). The FRF cost of living increase is based upon the increase in the
statewide average firefighter's wage. The retirement benefit for covered members of the FRF is
based on Idaho Code, Title 72, Chapter 14.

Member and Employer Contributions. Member and employer contributions paid to PERSI are
set by statute and are established as a percent of covered compensation. Contribution rates are
determined by the PERSI board within limitations, as defined by state law. The Board may make
periodic changes to employer and employee contribution rates (expressed as percentages of
annual c@d payroll) that are adequate to accumulate sufficient assets to pay benefits when
due.

The contributio s for employees are set by statute at 60 percent of the employer rate for
general employees 2 percent for police and firefighters. The employer contribution rate is
set by the Retirem @ard and is 11.94 percent of covered compensation for general
employees and 12.28 p t for police and firefighters under the Base Plan, and 12.28 percent
for FRF members. The Cit ibutions required and paid were $1,273,268 $1,208,439, and
$1,218,133 for the three yea ed September 30, 2022, 2021, and 2020, respectively. Any
fund that has covered payroll ha%\'buted to liquidating the net pension liabilities. The highest
contributors are the City’s major fu

Pension Assets, Pension Expense ?%h e), and Deferred Outflows of Resources and
Deferred Inflows of Resources Related s:ons At September 30, 2022, the City reported
a liability of $10,494,024 for its proportionate s f the net pension asset under the Base Plan
and a net pension asset of $748,582 for its préQl nate share of the FRF. The net pension

assets were measured as of July 1, 2022, and the pension asset used to calculate the net
pension liability was determined by an actuarial valuatio of that date. The City’s proportion of
the net pension assets was based on the City’s share 0 'butions in the Base Plan pension

plan and the FRF pension plan relative to the total cont ns of all participating PERSI
employers in each plan. At July 1, 2022, the City’s proportion w. &2575785 percent for the base
plan and 0.3646443 percent for the FRF.
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OTHER INFORMATION (CONTINUED)

B. Public Employee Retirement System of Idaho (PERSI) (Continued)

Pension Assets, Pension Expense (Revenue), and Deferred Outflows of Resources and
Deferred Inflows of Resources Related to Pensions (Continued). For the year ended
September 30, 2022, the City recognized a net gain on pension expense of $1,038,284 ($711,228
for governmental funds, $259,822 for business-type funds, and $67,234 for internal service
funds) for PERSI. At September 30, 2022, the City reported deferred outflows of resources and
deferred inflows of resources related to pensions from the following sources:

PERSI BASE PLAN Deferred Outflows of Deferred Inflows of
N Resources Resources
Empl coptributions made subsequent to the
measufde date of June 30, 2022 $ 313,000
Differences betWeemexpected and actual experience $ 1,153,960 $ 46,838

between the emp! contributions and the
employer’s proporti tributions $ 161,752

Changes in assumptions or@nputs $1,710,840

Net difference between projecte: tual earnings on
pension plan investments $ 2,778,070

Changes in the em C@ proportion and differences
rti

PERSI FRF PLAN v Deferred Outflows of Deferred Inflows of
Resources Resources
Employer contributions made subsequent to theé
measurement date of June 30, 2022 /
Net difference between projected and actual earnings on 4
pension plan investments z4, $ 363,519

urement date for the Base Plan but
as an increase of the net pension
fbutions were $313,000 and are
i as an increase of the net
F Plan is currently going

Contributions made by the employer subsequent to the
before the end of the City’s reporting period, will be recogni
asset in the year ending September 30, 2022. These co
reported as deferred outflows of resources and will be reco
pension asset in the fiscal year ending September 30, 2022. The
through a rate holiday, requiring no payments in the fiscal year.

The average of the expected remaining service lives of all employees that are provided with
pensions through the system (active and inactive employees) determined at July 1, 2021, the
beginning of the measurement period ended June 30, 2022, is 4.8 and 4.8 for the measurement
period June 30, 2021 for the Base Plan. The FRF is a closed plan and the average expected
remaining service life used is 1 year.

Other amounts reported as deferred outflows of resources and deferred inflows of resources
related to pensions will be recognized in pension expense (revenues) as follows:

Base Plan
2023 $ 1,183,107
2024 1,309,054
2025 595,928
2026 1,982,672
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B. Public Employee Retirement System of Idaho (PERSI) (Continued)

Actuarial Assumptions. Valuations are based upon actuarial assumptions, the benefit formulas,
and employee groups. Level percentages of payroll normal costs are determined using the Entry
Age Normal Cost Method. Under the Entry Age Normal Cost Method, the actuarial present value
of the projected benefits of each individual included in the actuarial valuation is allocated as a
level percentage of each year’s earnings of the individual between entry age and assumed exit
age. PERSI amortizes any unfunded actuarial accrued liability based on a level percentage of
payroll. The maximum amortization period permitted under Section 59-1322, Idaho Code, is 25
years.

The total n liability in the June 30, 2022, actuarial valuation was determined using the
following actuarial assumptions, applied to all periods included in the measurement:
Inflation ’y 2.30%
Salary increase%ding inflation 3.05%
Investment rate of\xetdrn 6.35%, net of pension plan investment expense
Cost of Living Adjust COLA) 1.00%

Mortality rates were based on ﬂ%\ 2000 combined table for healthy males or females as
appropriate with the following offse

Set back 3 years for teachers /9@
No offset for male fire and police

Forward 1 year for female fire and police

Set back 1 year for all general employees %beneﬂmarles

An experience study was performed for the period 013 through June 30, 2017, which
reviewed all economic and demographic assumptions than mortality. The total pension
liability as of June 30, 2022, is based on the results of an actyarial valuation date of July 1, 2022.

The long-term expected rate of return on pension plan invest as determined using the
building block approach and a forward-looking model in which bes estimate ranges of expected
future real rates of return (expected returns, net of pension plan investment expense and inflation)
are developed for each major asset class. These ranges are combined to produce the long-term
expected rate of return by weighing the expected future real rates of return by the target asset
allocation percentage and by adding expected inflation.

Even though history provides a valuable perspective for setting the investment return assumption,
the System relies primarily on an approach, which builds upon the latest capital market
assumptions. Specifically, the System uses consultants, investment managers, and trustees to
develop capital market assumptions in analyzing the System’s asset allocation. The assumptions
and the System’s formal policy for asset allocation are shown below. The formal asset allocation
policy is somewhat more conservative than the current allocation of the System’s assets.
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B. Public Employee Retirement System of Idaho (PERSI) (Continued)

The best-estimate range for the long-term expected rate of return is determined by adding
expected inflation to expected long-term real returns and reflecting expected volatility and
correlation.
Long-Term Long-Term
Expected Expected
Nominal Rate Real Rate of

Target of Return Return

Asset,Class Allocation (Arithmetic)  (Arithmetic)
Coré/Eixed Income 30.00% 1.80% (0.20)%
Broa quities 55.00% 8.00% 6.00%
Develo reign Equities 15.00% 8.25% 6.25%
Assumed Inflatiobny- Mean 2.00% 2.00%
Assumed Inflat &tandard Deviation 1.50% 1.50%
Portfolio Arithmetic eturn 6.18% 4.18%
Portfolio Standard Deviatl 12.29% 12.29%
Portfolio Long-Term (Geometpg)\

Expected Rate of Return /9 5.55% 3.46%
Assumed Investment Expenses @ 0.40% 0.40%
Portfolio Long-Term (Geometric) L

Expected Rate of Return, /

Net of Investment Expenses & 5.15% 3.06%
Discount Rate. The discount rate used to measure th
The projection of cash flows used to determine the disc
plan members will be made at the current contribution rate
pension plan’s net position was projected to be available to all projected future benefit
payments of current plan members. Therefore, the long-term exgc}d rate of return on pension
plan investments was applied to all periods of projected benefit payments to determine the total
pension liability. The long-term expected rate of return was determined net of pension plan
investment expense but without reduction for pension plan administrative expense.

al pension liability was 6.35 percent.
e assumed that contributions from
ed on these assumptions, the
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OTHER INFORMATION (CONTINUED)

B. Public Employee Retirement System of Idaho (PERSI) (Continued)

Sensitivity of the City’s Proportionate Share of the Net Pension Liability to Changes in the
Discount Rate. The following presents the City’s proportionate share of the net pension liability
and asset calculated using the discount rate of 6.35 percent, as well as what the City’'s
proportionate share of the net pension liability and asset would be if it were calculated using a
discount rate that is 1-percentage-point lower (5.35 percent) or 1-percentage-point higher (7.35
percent) than the current rate:

Current
@ 1% Decrease Discount Rate 1% Increase
(5.35%) (6.-35%) (7.35%)
City’s pro ate share of the Base
Plan net pengibnJiability (asset) $ 18,520,923 | $ 10,494,023 $ 3,924,213

Pension Plan Fidu
net position is availabl
available financial repor
information for PERSI.
www.persi.idaho.gov.

et Position. Detailed information about the pension plan’s fiduciary
separately issued PERSI financial report. PERSI issues a publicly
includes financial statements and the required supplementary
report may be obtained on the PERSI website at

In January 2000, Mr. Bobby C. Hamilt
estate to the City. To comply with the requi
assets in two separate funds. Mrs. Hamilton pa
amount became unrestricted to the City and the
and the second fund was closed.

d away and made a bequest of the maijority of his
s of the bequest, the City initially recorded these
away during 2011, at which time the principal
were transferred into the Hamilton Fund

of the Parks and Recreation Department to be used as m s possible for the benefit of young
children.” This fund is classified as a special revenue fund iXQonsidered a major fund.

The Hamilton Fund: Mr. Hamilton’s bequest states thal@%\oney shall be used “for the benefit

In addition to various cash and investments received from the es%?e, the City also received
jewelry, gold bars, ingots, medallions, and silver coins. The City sold the majority of these assets
during the fiscal year ending 2010. At September 30, 2022, the City had in its possession jewelry
appraised at $37,103; gold bars, ingots, and medallions with an approximate value of $4,665; and
silver coins with an approximate value of $7,600. These assets have been recorded as
investments on the City’s books. The City intends to liquidate these assets.

D. Contingencies and Commitments

1. Grant and Contract Expenditures

Grant and contract expenditures are subject to the approval of various granting and
contracting agencies. To be eligible for reimbursement of expenditures made under federal,
state, and locally funded programs, the City must comply with regulations established by the
related agency and non-compliance could result in disallowed costs and a liability for
reimbursement received. The City expects such amounts, if any, to be immaterial.
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D. Contingencies and Commitments (Continued)

2. Litigation

As of September 30, 2022, there were no lawsuits or claims against the City that would have
a material effect on the financial statements.

3. Solid Waste Landfill Closure Costs

is responsible for the costs associated with minimum closure requirements for an
ercial/demolition non-municipal solid waste landfill and composting area. The City
d a transfer station whereby all municipal solid waste is hauled to a permanent
jlity in Boardman, Oregon.

The Non-MSV%II closure and post-closure, as required by the City, State, and Federal
requirements, is d based on a remaining useful life of 21 years, or 2040. Total current
costs of landfill clos d post-closure care are estimates and subject to annual changes
due to a variety of facters” fhe City began recording expenses for future closure and post-
closure according to a 2(@ expense recognition schedule during 2004. The liability for
these costs increased by $1 5 during the current fiscal year. Of the total estimated
$274,430 closure and post-clos e/c§t, $13,682 has yet to be amortized as of September 30,
2022.

E. Fund Balance Classifications %

Restricted. Restricted net position/fund baIaan esent amounts whose use is restricted by
creditors, grantors, laws and regulations of other ments, or through enabling legislation.
Restrictions for the City include revenue received from state of Idaho for highway user fees
that is restricted for the specific use of road improvemen e City’s street fund. Restrictions of
debt proceeds and other resources of the bond and interest nd the sewer fund exist for the
specific purpose of satisfying debt service requirements se y the City’s individual bond
related covenants. The City also has restricted funds relating to the ilton fund, which all funds
were designated in the will of the donor for the specific purpose of Benefitting the recreation and
culture fund.

Commiitted Fund Balance. The fund balance is committed and can only be used for specific
purposes pursuant to constraints imposed by a City Council approved ordinance and cannot be
used for any other purpose. A City ordinance is also required to modify or rescind any fund
balance commitment. Committed fund balance includes funds for drug enforcement and public
art. The City has also committed funds for the purpose of maintaining proper working capital
balances in governmental funds.

Assigned Fund Balance. The fund balances classified as assigned are for use for specific
purposes but do not have rise to the level of restricted or committed. It is the policy of the City that
all fund balance assignments are to be authorized by the City council. The City has assigned
balances that include the assignments for compensated absences, VEBA proceeds, and for the
activity of special revenue, capital project, and debt service funds.
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E. Fund Balance Classifications (Continued)

Unassigned Fund Balance. The unassigned fund balance is in the general fund and has not
been restricted, committed, or assigned to specific purposes within the general fund. In
governmental funds other than the general fund, if expenditures incurred for specific purposes
exceed the amounts that are restricted, committed, or assigned to those purposes, it may be
necessary to report a negative unassigned fund balance in that fund.
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CITY OF MOSCOW, IDAHO

BUDGETARY COMPARISON SCHEDULE -
GENERAL FUND
Year Ended September 30, 2022

Budgeted Actual
Amounts Amounts
(Budgetary Variance with
Original Final Basis) Final Budget
REVENUES
Taxes
Property $ 6,583,035 $ 6,583,035 $ 6,791,047 $ 208,012
Sales 2,500,000 2,500,000 2,749,482 249,482
Franchise 1,255,598 1,255,598 1,312,134 56,536
Alcoholic beverage 578,283 578,283 582,294 4,011
Licenses and permits 857,791 857,791 943,197 85,406
Intergovernmental 869,882 869,882 829,074 (40,808)
Charges for services 1,640,702 1,640,702 1,606,508 (34,194)
Fines 175,300 175,300 130,057 (45,243)
Investment earnings 110,000 110,000 (204,543) (314,543)
Contributions and donati 16,200 16,200 28,245 12,045
Refunds and reimburseme 170,000 170,000 331,999 161,999
Other ,y 63,432 63,432 101,021 37,589
Total revenues Q 14,820,223 14,820,223 15,200,515 380,292
EXPENDITURES @
Current @
General government 6,996,315 6,996,315 5,915,161 1,081,154
Public safety 7,773,716 7,773,716 7,097,804 675,912
Capital outlay N\ 20,705 20,705 20,705
Total expenditures / 14,790,736 14,790,736 13,012,965 1,777,771
EXCESS (DEFICIENCY) OF REVENUES OVER @
EXPENDITURES &7 29,487 2,187,550 2,158,063
N
OTHER FINANCING SOURCES (USES)
Transfers in 4,285 OOO@ 4,285,000 4,285,000
Transfers out (4,451,506) 4 451,506) (5,572,607) (1,121,101)
Total other financing sources (uses) (166,506) & (166,506) (1,287,607) (1,121,101)
NET CHANGE IN FUND BALANCES (137,019) (137,819) 899,943 1,036,962
FUND BALANCES AT BEGINNING OF YEAR 137,019 137,075y 7,240,843 7,103,824
A3
FUND BALANCES AT END OF YEAR $ 0 $ 0 2\8,140,786 $ 8,140,786

Note: The budgetary comparison schedule is presented on the modified accrual basis of accounting, which is the
same basis of accounting used by the City in the fund financial statements.
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CITY OF MOSCOW, IDAHO

BUDGETARY COMPARISON SCHEDULE -
STREET FUND
Year Ended September 30, 2022

Budgeted Actual
Amounts Amounts
(Budgetary Variance with
Original Final Basis) Final Budget
REVENUES
Taxes
Road and bridge $ 1,439,956 $ 1,439,956 $ 1,786,012 $ 346,056
Intergovernmental 1,220,000 1,220,000 993,994 (226,006)
Charges for services 299,000 299,000 297,382 (1,618)
Fines 1,000 1,000 (1,000)
Investment earnings 30,000 30,000 (68,333) (98,333)
Refunds and reimbursements 4,000 4,000 8,060 4,060
Total revenues 2,993,956 2,993,956 3,017,115 23,159
EXPENDITURES @
Current ’y
Transportation ¢ 2,235,943 2,235,943 1,599,785 636,158
Total expenditures ,y 2,235,943 2,235,943 1,599,785 636,158
EXCESS (DEFICIENCY) OF REVEN
EXPENDITURES 758,013 758,013 1,417,330 659,317
OTHER FINANCING SOURCES (USES) @
Transfers in 993,355 993,355 993,355
Transfers out @\ 1,217,650) (1,217,650) (2,213,839) (996,189)
Total other financing sources (uses) (224,295) (224,295) (1,220,484) (996,189)
NET CHANGE IN FUND BALANCES 18 533,718 196,846 (336,872)

FUND BALANCES AT BEGINNING OF YEAR (5 ,ﬁ%, (533,718) 2,131,883 2,665,601
FUND BALANCES AT END OF YEAR $ O@Z‘ E 0 $ 2,328,729 $ 2,328,729

Note: The budgetary comparison schedule is presented on the modified accrual b@ ccounting, which is the
same basis of accounting used by the City in the fund financial statements.

82



CITY OF MOSCOW, IDAHO

BUDGETARY COMPARISON SCHEDULE -
RECREATION AND CULTURE FUND
Year Ended September 30, 2022

Budgeted Actual
Amounts Amounts
(Budgetary Variance with
Original Final Basis) Final Budget
REVENUES
Licenses and permits $ 650 650 $ 450 $ (200)
Intergovernmental 19,800 19,800 10,116 (9,684)
Charges for services 597,860 597,860 609,904 12,044
Investment earnings (38,232) (38,232)
Contributions and donations 63,750 63,750 48,442 (15,308)
Refunds and reimbursements 8,400 8,400 14,099 5,699
Other 9,900 9,900 11,690 1,790
Total revenues 700,360 700,360 656,469 (43,891)
EXPENDITURES
Current ’y
Administration ¢ 349,177 349,177 330,476 18,701
Parks ,y 1,288,273 1,288,273 1,083,153 205,120
Recreation 299,445 299,445 271,783 27,662
Pool Q 583,398 583,398 503,296 80,102
Youth Center @ 191,560 191,560 154,635 36,925
Community Center @ 263,884 263,884 256,332 7,552
Art 253,753 253,753 250,825 2,928
Farmers Market 217,158 217,158 182,003 35,155
Capital outlay 29,300 29,300 0 29,300
Total expenditures 3,475,948 3,475,948 3,032,503 443,445
EXCESS (DEFICIENCY) OF REVENUES OVER @
EXPENDITURES (2,@&3) (2,775,588) (2,376,034) 399,554
A3 V
OTHER FINANCING SOURCES (USES) /
Transfers in 2,732,936@ 2,732,936 2,794,380 61,444
Transfers out (13,675) h, (13,675) (138,955) (125,280)
Total other financing sources (uses) 2,719,261 & 2,749,261 2,655,425 (63,836)
NET CHANGE IN FUND BALANCES (56,327) %) 279,391 335,718
FUND BALANCES AT BEGINNING OF YEAR 56,327 56,% 1,048,105 991,778
FUND BALANCES AT END OF YEAR $ 0 $ 0 _}\1 ,327,496 $ 1,327,496

Note: The budgetary comparison schedule is presented on the modified accrual basis of accounting, which is the
same basis of accounting used by the City in the fund financial statements.
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CITY OF MOSCOW, IDAHO

BUDGETARY COMPARISON SCHEDULE -
HAMILTON FUND
Year Ended September 30, 2022

Budgeted Actual
Amounts Amounts
(Budgetary Variance with
Original Final Basis) Final Budget
REVENUES
Investment earnings $ 32,000 $ 32,000 $ 10,099 $ (21,901)
Refunds and reimbursements
Total revenues 32,000 32,000 10,099 (21,901)
EXPENDITURES
Total expenditures 1,000,000 1,000,000 1,000,000 0
EXCESS (DEFICIENCY) OF REVENUES
OVER EXPENDITU (968,000) (968,000) (989,901) (21,901)
OTHER FINANCING SOURgS USES)
Transfers in
Transfers out (318,443) (318,443) (318,443)
Total other financing source: (318,443) (318,443) (318,443) 0
NET CHANGE IN FUND BALANCES @ (1,286,443) (1,286,443) (1,308,344) (21,901)
FUND BALANCES AT BEGINNING OF YEA% 1,286,443 1,286,443 2,098,457 812,014
FUND BALANCES AT END OF YEAR 0 $ 0 $ 790,113 $ 790,113
-
Note: The budgetary comparison schedule is presented on the ified accrual basis of accounting, which is

the same basis of accounting used by the City in the fund financi ﬁents.

O
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CITY OF MOSCOW, IDAHO

SCHEDULE OF THE CITY'S SHARE OF NET PENSION LIABILITY
Data reported is measured as of June 30, 2022

PERSI - Base Plan

2022 2021 2020 2019 2018 2017 2016 2015 2014 2013

Employer's portion of the @

net pension (asset) liability $10,494,024 $ ( 4) $ 6,452,000 $ 3,211,000 $ 4,248,000 $ 4,579,000 $ 5,915,300 $ 3,968,300 $ 2,254,100 (1)
Employer's proportionate share

of the net pension liability 0.2575785%  0.2635392Y 778434%  0.2724738%  0.2879787%  0.2913370%  0.2918020%  0.3013570%  0.3061953% (1)
Employer's covered payroll 10,243,592 9,705,743 1,446 9,415,180 9,190,213 8,971,383 8,448,107 8,730,006 8,245,702 $ 7,910,384
Employer's proportionate share

of the net pension (asset) liability

as a percentage of its

covered payroll 102% -2% Y/ 34% 46% 51% 70% 45% 27% )
Plan fiduciary net position as a @

percentage of the total

pension liability 83% 100% 88% )(% 92% 91% 87% 91% 95% (1)

PERS F
2022 2021 2020 2019 r 018 2017 2016 2015 2014 2013

Employer's portion of the /

net pension asset $ 748,582 $ 985,368 $ 543,000 $ 598,000 $ @ $ 387,000 $ 242,200 $ 237,900 $ 184,100 (1)
Employer's proportionate share

of the net pension asset 0.3646443%  0.3646443%  0.3646443%  0.4157717%  0.4231688% 4513309%  0.4505920%  0.4405290%  0.4872660% )
Employer's covered payroll 329,843 331,195 325,473 326,357 316,817 09,525 308,082 296,398 306,061 $ 281,972
Employer's proportionate share

of the net pension asset

as a percentage of its

covered payroll 227% 298% 167% 183% 151% 117 A 79% 80% 60% (1)
Plan fiduciary net position as a )

percentage of the total

pension liability 185% 212% 156% 153% 140% 130% 118% 118% 112% (1)

(1) PERSI has not provided calculations for years prior to implementation of GASB Statement No. 68.
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CITY OF MOSCOW, IDAHO

SCHEDULE OF THE CITY'S CONTRIBUTIONS TO PENSION PLANS
Data reported is measured as of September 30, 2022

PERSI - Base Plan

Statutorily required contribution
Contributions in relation to the

2022 2021 2020 2019 2018 2017

2016 2015 2014 2013

$ 1,215,021 @880 $ 1,201,859 $ 1,095,185 $ 1,054,077 $ 1,034,425

$ 1,016,635 $ 953,216 $ 947,632 $ 854,670

statutorily required contribution 1,215,021 1,191 % 1,201,859 1,095,185 1,054,077 1,034,425 1,016,635 953,216 947,632 854,670
Contribution (deficiency) excess 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Employer's covered payroll 10,587,178 10 036,9384 6,918 9,474,911 9,236,993 9,060,969 8,903,639 8,334,477 8,298,039 8,009,510
Contributions as a percentage of

covered payroll 11.48% 11.87% 4?%" 11.56% 11.41% 11.42% 11.42% 11.44% 11.42% 10.67%

@A PERSI - FRF
2022 2021 2020 2018 2017 2016 2015 2014 2013
Statutorily required contribution $ 17,179 $ 16,560 $ 16,274 $ ,255 $ 15,949 $ 16,448 $ 16,170 $ 24,053 $ 52,861 $ 49,245
Contributions in relation to the

statutorily required contribution 17,179 16,560 16,274 16,255, 15,949 16,448 16,170 24,053 52,861 49,245
Contribution (deficiency) excess 0 0 0 & 0 0 0 0 0
Employer's covered payroll 343,586 331,195 325,472 325,092 328,969 323,394 298,423 306,618 285,644
Contributions as a percentage of

covered payroll 5.00% 8.06% 17.24% 17.24%

5.00% 5.00% 5.00% 5.00% % 5.00%
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CITY OF MOSCOW, IDAHO
CAPITAL PROJECTS
SCHEDULE OF REVENUES, EXPENDITURES, AND CHANGES

IN FUND BALANCE - BUDGET AND ACTUAL
Year Ended September 30, 2022

Budgeted
Amounts Variance
Actual Favorable
Original Final Amounts (Unfavorable)
REVENUES
Licenses and permits $ 10,600 $ 10,600
Intergovernmental $ 1,360,500 $ 1,360,500 2,801,706 1,441,206
Investment earnings 45,000 45,000 55,481 10,481
Contributions and donations 332,750 332,750 499,438 166,688
Refunds and reimbursements 23,103 23,103
Other 20,000 20,000 (20,000)
Total revenues 1,758,250 1,758,250 3,390,328 1,632,078
EXPENDITURES ’y
Recreation and culture ¢ 3,500 3,500 1,200 2,300
Capital outlay ,y 5,586,059 5,586,059 5,226,813 359,246
Total expenditures 5,589,559 5,589,559 5,228,013 361,546
EXCESS (DEFICIENCY) OF REVENUE
EXPENDITURES (3,831,309) (3,831,309) (1,837,685) 1,993,624
OTHER FINANCING SOURCES (USES)
Transfers in % 015 1,648,015 3,559,929 1,911,914
Transfers out (58,786) (58,786)
Proceeds from sale of assets 972, 972,006 899,687 (72,319)
Total other financing sources (uses) 2,620.0 I\ 2,620,021 4,400,830 1,780,809
AN
NET CHANGE IN FUND BALANCES (1,211,288)Q b/ (1,211,288) 2,563,145 3,774,433
FUND BALANCES AT BEGINNING OF YEAR 0 / 0 4,901,068 4,901,068
FUND BALANCES AT END OF YEAR $ (1,211,288) $ %jﬁw $ 7,464,213 $ 8,675,501

Note: The budgetary comparison schedule is presented on the modified accrual basis oi unting, which is the
same basis of accounting used by the City in the fund financial statements. /0
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CITY OF MOSCOW, IDAHO

NONMAJOR GOVERNMENTAL FUNDS

Special Revenue Funds

Special revenue funds are used to account for specific revenues that are legally restricted to expenditure
for a particular purpose.

Moscow School District Community Playfields — To account for revenue and costs associated with an
agreement to jointly develop and jointly use the District owned property located adjacent to Joseph Street
and Mountain View Road into a high quality athletic field complex to serve the community.

1912 Center Fund — To account for revenues and costs associated with the renovation of the 1912
Community Center. Financing is provided by rental charges, grants, and donations.

Transit Center Fu To account for revenues and costs associated with the operation of the City of
Moscow Intermodal sit Center. Financing is provided by user fees, grants and donations.
,y Capital Projects Funds

consisting of benefited properties public improvement developments. Financing is backed by the full

LID Construction Fund — To Q for the financing and construction of Local Improvement Districts
faith and credit of the City.

45)§ervice Funds

Bond and Interest — To account for the accumula@ f resources and payment of general obligation bond
principal and interest from governmental resourc é\ special assessment bond principal and interest
from special assessment levies when the governm bligated in some manner for the payment.

Special Assessments — To account for the accumulation r%ces and payment of bonds and warrants

used to finance Local Improvement Districts (LID).

N
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CITY OF MOSCOW, IDAHO

COMBINING BALANCE SHEET -
NONMAJOR GOVERNMENTAL FUNDS
September 30, 2022

ASSETS
Investments
Property taxes
Accounts receivable
Other

Total assets

LIABILITIES
Accounts payable
8 Accrued salaries and benefits
Total liabilities

DEFERRED INFLOWS OF RESOURCES
Unavailable revenue - property taxes
Total deferred inflows of resources

FUND BALANCES
Restricted for:
Debt service
Committed for:
Working capital
Assigned for:
Compensated absences
Special revenue fund operations
Capital projects
Debt service
Total fund balances

Total liabilities, deferred inflows of
resources, and fund balances

Capital
Special Revenue Projects Debt Service
Com 1912 Transit LID Bond and Special
Playfielfsv Center Center Construction Interest Assessments Totals
L4
$ 208,666 V 61,805 $ 109,356 $ 26,838 $ 492,090 $ 35,611 $ 934,366
@ 18,959 18,959
AN\ 66 66
N\

$ 208,666 $ 61,80 :%109,356 $ 26,838 $ 511,115 $ 35,611 $ 953,391
$ 2,388 21,180 $%§ $ 26,683
2,734 ~ 2,734
5,122 $ 21,180 3,11 0 $ 0 $ 0 29,417
6,010 6,010
0 0 0 6,010 0 6,010
O 505,105 505,105
50,779 26,540 16,478 @ 93,797
1,026 5/(\ 1,026
151,739 14,085 89,763 ) 255,587
26,838 26,838
35,611 35,611
203,544 40,625 106,241 26,838 505,105 35,611 917,964
$ 208,666 $ 61,805 $ 109,356 $ 26,838 $ 511,115 $ 35,611 $ 953,391




CITY OF MOSCOW, IDAHO

COMBINING STATEMENT OF REVENUES, EXPENDITURES, AND CHANGES IN FUND BALANCES -
NONMAJOR GOVERNMENTAL FUNDS
Year Ended September 30, 2022

Capital
Special Revenue Projects Debt Service
1912 Transit LID Bond and Special
5 Center Center Construction Interest Assessments Totals
REVENUES
Property taxes $ 1,095,556 $ 1,095,556
Intergovernmental $ 69,544 ; 69,544
Charges for services @ $ 36,760 36,760
Special assessments @
Investment earnings (5,657) $ /@’5) (2,965) $ 238 2,362 (7,697)
Other 199 199
Total revenues 63,887 (1,’@‘ 33,994 238 1,097,918 $ 0 1,194,362
N\
EXPENDITURES )\
©  Current
General government 450 450
Recreation and culture 114,439 131,659 246,098
Transportation 2 @ 24,290
Debt service b
Principal retirement / 765,000 765,000
Interest (Q/ 247,534 247,534

Total expenditures 114,439 131,659 24,290 > ‘% 0 1,012,984 0 1,283,372

EXCESS (DEFICIENCY) OF REVENUES OVER

EXPENDITURES (50,552) (133,334) 9,704 23 /N 84934 0 (89,010)
OTHER FINANCING SOURCES (USES) ’
Transfers in 72,674 139,224 /0 211,898
Transfers out (4,011) (21,180) ) (25,191)
Capital contributions
Total other financing sources (uses) 68,663 118,044 0 0 0 0 186,707
NET CHANGES IN FUND BALANCES 18,111 (15,290) 9,704 238 84,934 97,697
FUND BALANCES AT BEGINNING OF YEAR 185,433 55,915 96,537 26,600 420,171 35,611 820,267

FUND BALANCES AT END OF YEAR $ 203,544 $ 40,625 $ 106,241 $ 26,838 $ 505,105 $ 35611 $ 917,964




CITY OF MOSCOW, IDAHO
MSD COMMUNITY PLAYFIELDS
SCHEDULE OF REVENUES, EXPENDITURES, AND CHANGES

IN FUND BALANCE - BUDGETARY BASIS - BUDGET AND ACTUAL
Year Ended September 30, 2022

Variance
Favorable
Budget Actual (Unfavorable)
REVENUES
Intergovernmental $ 72,674 $ 69,544 $ (3,130)
Investment earnings (5,657) (5,657)
Total revenues 72,674 63,887 (8,787)
EXPENDITURES
Recreation and cu 153,320 114,439 38,881
Total expenditu‘ﬁ 153,320 114,439 38,881
EXCESS (DEFICIENCY) O NUES OVER
EXPENDITURES (80,646) (50,552) 30,094
OTHER FINANCING SOURCES (U
Transfers in 72,674 72,674
Transfers out (4,011) (4,011)
Total other financing sources (uses) )\ 68,663 68,663 0
NET CHANGES IN FUND BALANCES /9@ (11,983) 18,111 30,094
FUND BALANCES AT BEGINNING OF YEAR //, 11,983 185,433 173,450
~/,
FUND BALANCES AT END OF YEAR $ 4‘ E 0 $ 203,544 $ 203,544

“n
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CITY OF MOSCOW, IDAHO

1912 CENTER

SCHEDULE OF REVENUES, EXPENDITURES, AND CHANGES
IN FUND BALANCE - BUDGETARY BASIS - BUDGET AND ACTUAL

Year Ended September 30, 2022

Variance
Favorable
Budget Actual (Unfavorable)
REVENUES
Investment earnings $ (1,675) $ (1,675)
Total revenues $ 0 (1,675) (1,675)
EXPENDITURES
Recreation and cultfire 140,100 131,659 8,441
Capital outlay 16,600 16,600
Total expendit 156,700 131,659 25,041
EXCESS (DEFICIENCY) O NUES OVER
EXPENDITURES (156,700) (133,334) 23,366
OTHER FINANCING SOURCES (U
Transfers in @ 139,224 139,224
Transfers out 4/ (21,180) (21,180)
Total other financing sources (uses) )\ 139,224 118,044 (21,180)
NET CHANGES IN FUND BALANCES /9@ (17,476) (15,290) 2,186
FUND BALANCES AT BEGINNING OF YEAR //, 17,476 55,915 38,439
$ 40,625 $ 40,625

FUND BALANCES AT END OF YEAR 4‘ E 0
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CITY OF MOSCOW, IDAHO
TRANSIT CENTER
SCHEDULE OF REVENUES, EXPENDITURES, AND CHANGES

IN FUND BALANCE - BUDGETARY BASIS - BUDGET AND ACTUAL
Year Ended September 30, 2022

Variance
Favorable
Budget Actual (Unfavorable)
REVENUES
Charges for services $ 19,813 $ 36,760 $ 16,947
Investment earnings (2,965) (2,965)
Other 199 199
Total revenues 19,813 33,994 14,181
EXPENDITURES
Transportation 30,946 24,290 6,656
Total expenditure% 30,946 24,290 6,656
EXCESS (DEFICIENCY) OF% ES OVER
EXPENDITURES (11,133) 9,704 20,837
NET CHANGES IN FUND BALANCES:;@ (11,133) 9,704 20,837
FUND BALANCES AT BEGINNING OF YEA@\ 11,133 96,537 85,404
$ 106,241

FUND BALANCES AT END OF YEAR /p ? 0 $ 106,241

O
o,
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CITY OF MOSCOW, IDAHO

LID CONSTRUCTION

SCHEDULE OF REVENUES, EXPENDITURES, AND CHANGES
IN FUND BALANCE - BUDGETARY BASIS - BUDGET AND ACTUAL

Year Ended September 30, 2022

Variance
Favorable
Budget Actual (Unfavorable)
REVENUES
Investment earnings $ 1,200 $ 238 $ (962)
Total revenues 1,200 238 (962)
EXPENDITURES
Capital outlay 28,840 28,840
Total expen 28,840 0 28,840
NET CHANGES IN FU’N%(?[\ICES (27,640) 238 27,878
FUND BALANCES AT BEGINNI F YEAR 27,640 26,600 (1,040)
FUND BALANCES AT END OF YE $ 0 $ 26,838 $ 26,838
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CITY OF MOSCOW, IDAHO
BOND AND INTEREST
SCHEDULE OF REVENUES, EXPENDITURES, AND CHANGES

IN FUND BALANCE - BUDGETARY BASIS - BUDGET AND ACTUAL
Year Ended September 30, 2022

Variance
Favorable
Budget Actual (Unfavorable)
REVENUES
Property taxes $ 1,047,000 $ 1,095,556 $ 48,556
Investment earnings 1,000 2,362 1,362
Total revenues 1,048,000 1,097,918 49,918
EXPENDITURES
General governm 450 450
Debt service
Principal retirement ¢ 765,000 765,000
Interest 282,000 247,534 34,466
Total expenditures Q 1,047,450 1,012,984 34,466
NET CHANGES IN FUND BALANC 550 84,934 84,384
FUND BALANCES AT BEGINNING OF Y (550) 420,171 420,721

FUND BALANCES AT END OF YEAR )\ ; $ 0 $ 505,105 $ 505,105

O
o,
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CITY OF MOSCOW, IDAHO
SPECIAL ASSESSMENTS
SCHEDULE OF REVENUES, EXPENDITURES, AND CHANGES

IN FUND BALANCE - BUDGETARY BASIS - BUDGET AND ACTUAL
Year Ended September 30, 2022

Variance
Favorable
Budget Actual (Unfavorable)
REVENUES
Total revenues $ 0 $ 0 $ 0
EXPENDITURES
Total expenditures 0 0 0
EXCESS OF REVEN %R EXPENDITURES 0 0 0
NET CHANGES IN FUND ES 0 0 0
FUND BALANCES AT BEGINNI ZEAR 0 35,611 35,611
FUND BALANCES AT END OF YEAR $ 0 $ 35,611 $ 35,611
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CITY OF MOSCOW, IDAHO

ENTERPRISE FUNDS

Water Fund — To account for the provision of water services to the residents of the City. All activities
necessary to provide such services are accounted for in this fund, including, but not limited to,
administration, operations, maintenance, billing, and collection.

Sewer Fund — To account for the provision of sewer services to the residents of the City. All activities
necessary to provide such services are accounted for in this fund, including, but not limited to,
administration, operations, maintenance, billing, and collection.

Stormwater Fund — To account for the provision of stormwater services to the residents of the City. All
activities necessary to provide such services are accounted for in this fund, including, but not limited to,
administration, operations, maintenance, billing, and collection.

City. All activities essary to provide such services are accounted for in this fund, but not limited to,

Sanitation Fu %account for the provision of sanitation and related services to the residents of the
operations, billing, ing, franchising, and contracted operations.
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CITY OF MOSCOW, IDAHO
WATER
SCHEDULE OF REVENUES, EXPENSES, AND CHANGES

IN FUND BALANCE - BUDGETARY BASIS - BUDGET AND ACTUAL
Year Ended September 30, 2022

Variance
Favorable
Budget Actual (Unfavorable)
REVENUES
Charges for services $ 6,687,087 $ 6,463,719 $ (223,368)
Investment revenues (losses) 140,000 (166,335) (306,335)
Other 225,000 167,756 (57,244)
Total revenues 7,052,087 6,465,140 (586,947)
EXPENSES
Current
Water distribution 3,587,443 2,658,540 928,903
Debt service
Principal retirement ’y 176,326 176,326
Interest ¢ 91,896 90,330 1,566
Capital outlay 5,042,329 1,074,695 3,967,634
Total expenses 8,897,994 3,823,565 5,074,429
EXCESS (DEFICIENCY) OF REVENUE EXPENSES (1,845,907) 2,641,575 4,487,482
OTHER FINANCING SOURCES (USES)
Transfers in 1,122,129 825,398 (296,731)
Transfers out (3,096,759) (3,505,632) (408,873)
Total other financing sources (uses) )\ (1,974,630) (2,680,234) (705,604)
NET CHANGES IN FUND BALANCES ‘ P& (3,820,537) (38,659) 3,781,878
FUND BALANCE, BEGINNING OF YEAR &/ 3,820,537 2,393,215 (1,427,322)
FUND BALANCE, END OF YEAR &é 0 $ 2,354,556 $ 2,354,556

BASIS TO CHANGE IN NET POSITION

Net changes in fund balances - budgetary basis

RECONCILIATION OF CHANGES IN FUND BALANCE - BUDGETARY k :
/9 $  (38,659)

BUDGETED EXPENSES, WHICH DO NOT AFFECT NET POSITION

Capital outlay )\1 ,074,695

NONCASH, NONBUDGET ACTIVITY, WHICH AFFECTS NET POSITION

Capital contributions 42,823

PERSI retirement actuarial charges (107,256)

Depreciation (627,792)
CHANGE IN NET POSITION $ 343,811
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CITY OF MOSCOW, IDAHO
SEWER
SCHEDULE OF REVENUES, EXPENSES, AND CHANGES

IN FUND BALANCE - BUDGETARY BASIS - BUDGET AND ACTUAL
Year Ended September 30, 2022

Variance
Favorable
Budget Actual (Unfavorable)
REVENUES
Charges for services $ 8,364,303 $ 8,550,656 $ 186,353
Investment revenues (losses) 210,000 (274,021) (484,021)
Other 152,722 154,969 2,247
Total revenues 8,727,025 8,431,604 (295,421)
EXPENSES
Current
Sewer collection a eatment 3,516,560 3,069,935 446,625
Debt service
Principal retirement ’y 1,010,000 980,000 30,000
Interest ¢ 95,738 83,862 11,876
Capital outlay 3,055,122 1,604,252 1,450,870
Total expenses 7,677,420 5,738,049 1,939,371
EXCESS (DEFICIENCY) OF REVENUE EXPENSES 1,049,605 2,693,555 1,643,950
OTHER FINANCING SOURCES (USES)
Transfers in 2,126,728 1,521,632 (605,096)
Transfers out (4,046,658) (2,941,197) 1,105,461
Total other financing sources (uses) } (1,919,930) (1,419,565) 500,365
NET CHANGES IN FUND BALANCES % (870,325) 1,273,990 2,144,315
FUND BALANCE, BEGINNING OF YEAR b/ 870,325 18,691,512 17,821,187
$ 19,965,502

FUND BALANCE, END OF YEAR &% 0 $ 19,965,502

RECONCILIATION OF CHANGES IN FUND BALANCE - BUDGETARY
BASIS TO CHANGE IN NET POSITION

Net changes in fund balances - budgetary basis :@ $ 1,273,990

BUDGETED EXPENSES, WHICH DO NOT AFFECT NET POSITION /0
Debt service principal retirement )\ 980,000

Capital outlay 1,604,252

NONCASH, NONBUDGET ACTIVITY, WHICH AFFECTS NET POSITION

Amortization of issuance costs and bond premium 39,791
PERSI retirement actuarial charges (109,604)
Capital contributions 3,641
Depreciation (956,447)
CHANGE IN NET POSITION $ 2,835,623
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CITY OF MOSCOW, IDAHO
SANITATION
SCHEDULE OF REVENUES, EXPENSES, AND CHANGES

IN FUND BALANCE - BUDGETARY BASIS - BUDGET AND ACTUAL
Year Ended September 30, 2022

Variance
Favorable
Budget Actual (Unfavorable)
REVENUES
Charges for services $ 6,216,566 $ 6,554,240 $ 337,674
Investment revenues (losses) 105,000 (188,119) (293,119)
Other 250 4,093 3,843
Total revenues 6,321,816 6,370,214 48,398
EXPENSES
Current
Collection services 2,423,316 2,535,109 (111,793)
Transfer station 2,222,802 2,193,857 28,945
Recycling and composfy 336,684 217,349 119,335
Capital outlay ¢ 7,237,293 7,237,293
Total expenses ,y 12,220,095 4,946,315 7,273,780
EXCESS (DEFICIENCY) OF REVEN R EXPENSES (5,898,279) 1,423,899 7,322,178
OTHER FINANCING SOURCES (USES) @
Transfers in 359,935 (359,935)
Transfers out (1,448,030) (1,088,095) 359,935
Total other financing sources (uses) (1,088,095) (1,088,095) 0
NET CHANGES IN FUND BALANCES /p (6,986,374) 335,804 7,322,178
FUND BALANCE, BEGINNING OF YEAR Q 6,986,374 10,318,672 3,332,298
FUND BALANCE, END OF YEAR /I\Q 0 $ 10,654,476 $ 10,654,476

RECONCILIATION OF CHANGES IN FUND BALANCE - BUDGETARY @
BASIS TO CHANGE IN NET POSITION

Net changes in fund balances - budgetary basis O ; 335,804

NONCASH, NONBUDGET ACTIVITY, WHICH AFFECTS NET POSITION
PERSI retirement actuarial charges /0 (18,366)
Depreciation )\ (31,231)

Post closure care costs 13,725

CHANGE IN NET POSITION $ 272,482
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CITY OF MOSCOW, IDAHO
STORMWATER
SCHEDULE OF REVENUES, EXPENSES, AND CHANGES

IN FUND BALANCE - BUDGETARY BASIS - BUDGET AND ACTUAL
Year Ended September 30, 2022

Variance
Favorable
Budget Actual (Unfavorable)
REVENUES
Charges for services $ 1,251,924 1,163,513 $ (88,411)
Investment revenues (losses)
Other
Total revenues 1,251,924 1,163,513 (88,411)
EXPENSES
Current
Stormwater collectiofiand treatment 745,448 429,846 315,602
Capital outlay 25,000 46,395 (21,395)
Total expenses 'y 770,448 476,241 294,207
EXCESS (DEFICIENCY) OF RE ES OVER EXPENSES 481,476 687,272 205,796
OTHER FINANCING SOURCES (US
Transfers in @ 74,400 74,400 0
Transfers out @ (481,476) (481,476) 0
Total other financing sources (uses) @ (407,076) (407,076)
NET CHANGES IN FUND BALANCES %\ 74,400 280,196 205,796
FUND BALANCE, BEGINNING OF YEAR /p (74,400) 74,400
FUND BALANCE, END OF YEAR Q $ 0 $ 280,196 $ 280,196

RECONCILIATION OF CHANGES IN FUND BALANCE - BUDGETAR/

BASIS TO CHANGE IN NET POSITION %

Net changes in fund balances - budgetary basis $ 280,196

BUDGETED EXPENSES, WHICH DO NOT AFFECT NET POSITION

Capital outlay C/p 46,395

NONCASH, NONBUDGET ACTIVITY, WHICH AFFECTS NET POSITION

PERSI retirement actuarial charges /0)\ (24,596)

Capital contributions 127,287
Depreciation (1,912)
CHANGE IN NET POSITION $ 427,370
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CITY OF MOSCOW, IDAHO

INTERNAL SERVICE FUNDS

Internal service funds are used to account for the financing of goods or services provided by one
department or agency to other departments or agencies of the government and to other government units
on a cost reimbursement basis.

Fleet Management Fund — This fund is used to account for the costs of operating the City's motorized
equipment.

Information Systems Fund — This fund is used to account for the costs and operations of the computer
hardware, software, and networking system within the City.
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CITY OF MOSCOW, IDAHO
INTERNAL SERVICE FUNDS

COMBINING STATEMENT OF NET POSITION
September 30, 2022

Fleet Information
Management Systems Total
ASSETS
CURRENT ASSETS
Cash $ 10,000 $ 10,000
Investments $ 5,432,413 5,035,340 10,467,753
Accounts receivable 1,639 1,639
Interfund receivable 250,000 250,000
Total current assets 5,434,052 5,295,340 10,729,392
CAPITAL ASSETS @
Land 47,000 47,000
Construction in progre;sy 41,693 16,182 57,875
Buildings and improvement: 255,275 255,275
Vehicles ’y 7,914,818 7,914,818
Equipment Q 3,122,961 1,614,740 4,737,701
Right of Use Asset @ 25,600 25,600
Accumulated depreciation @ (6,979,175) (1,190,315) (8,169,490)
Accumulated Amortization @ (2,327) (2,327)
Total capital assets ¢ 4,402,572 463,880 4,866,452
Total assets )\ 9,836,624 5,759,220 15,595,844
DEFERRED OUTFLOWS OF RESOURCES %
Defined benefit pension L, 122,062 168,823 290,885
LIABILITIES @
Accounts payable ,675 20,177 48,852
Compensated absences payable ,0 39,871 68,939
Lease Liability 23,078 23,078
Net pension liability 2191 257,257 476,360
Total liabilities 276,846 (<7 340,383 617,229
A
DEFERRED INFLOWS OF RESOURCES )\
Defined benefit pension 20,826 58,894 79,720
NET POSITION
Net investment in capital assets 4,402,572 463,880 4,866,452
Restricted for future capital purchases 5,256,442 5,062,886 10,319,328
Reserved for VEBA proceeds 2,000 2,000 4,000
Total net position $ 9,661,014 $ 5,528,766 $ 15,189,780
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CITY OF MOSCOW, IDAHO

INTERNAL SERVICE FUNDS

COMBINING STATEMENT OF REVENUES, EXPENSES, AND
CHANGES IN NET POSITION
Year Ended September 30, 2022

OPERATING REVENUES
Charges for services
Operating grants

Total operating revenues

OPERATING EXPENSES
Costs of services

Administration @
Depreciation and amo on
Total operating exp ’?

OPERATING INCOME (LOSS) Q

NONOPERATING REVENUES (EXP
Investment earnings
Net pension expense (revenue)
Gain (loss) on disposition of assets
Total nonoperating revenues (expenses)

NET INCOME (LOSS) BEFORE CONTRIBUTIONS
AND TRANSFERS

CONTRIBUTIONS AND TRANSFERS
Transfers in
Transfers out
Total contributions and transfers
CHANGE IN NET POSITION
NET POSITION AT BEGINNING OF YEAR

NET POSITION AT END OF YEAR
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Fleet Information

Management Systems Total
$ 902,298 $ 1,421,147 $ 2,323,445
600,000 600,000
1,502,298 1,421,147 2,923,445
533,588 679,067 1,212,655
301,406 430,350 731,756
733,950 80,479 814,429
1,568,944 1,189,896 2,758,840
(66,646) 231,251 164,605
(94,618) (90,472) (185,090)
(27,429) (39,805) (67,234)
3,476 3,476
(118,571) (130,277) (248,848)
Léf185,217) 100,974 (84,243)
1,(&1{1 480,725 1,527,240
(4,000) (4,000)
1,046,51 4) 476,725 1,523,240
861,298 ;/(\ 577,699 1,438,997
8,799,716 4,951,067 13,750,783
$ 9,661,014 $ 5,528,766 $ 15,189,780




CITY OF MOSCOW, IDAHO
INTERNAL SERVICE FUNDS

COMBINING STATEMENT OF CASH FLOWS
Year Ended September 30, 2022

Fleet Information
Management Systems Total
CASH FLOWS FROM OPERATING ACTIVITIES
Receipts from customers and users $ 902,986 $ 1,174,438 $ 2,077,424
Payments to suppliers (547,630) (787,578) (1,335,208)
Payments to employees (298,308) (432,094) (730,402)
Payments from other City funds 250,000 250,000
Net cash provided by operating activities 57,048 204,766 261,814
CASH FLOWS FROM NONCAPITAL FINANCING ACTIVITIES
Transfers to other funds (4,000) (4,000)
Transfers from other fédnds 1,046,515 480,725 1,527,240
Net cash provi ncapital financing activities 1,046,515 476,725 1,523,240
CASH FLOWS FROM CAPIi EINANCING ACTIVITIES
Acquisition and constructio ital assets (770,984) (181,181) (952,165)
Right to use asset Q (25,600) (25,600)
Sale of capital assets (33,450) (33,450)
Net cash used by capital financing,actiiti (804,434) (206,781) (1,011,215)
CASH FLOWS FROM INVESTING ACTIVITI
Net investment activity in local government inv Wpool (204,511) (407,316) (611,827)
Lease liability } 23,078 23,078
Interest received (94,618) (90,472) (185,090)
Net cash used by investing activities @ (299,129) (474,710) (773,839)
Net change in cash Q 0 0 0
CASH AND CASH EQUIVALENTS AT BEGINNING OF YEAR /@, 0 10,000 10,000
CASH AND CASH EQUIVALENTS AT END OF YEAR g 0 $ 10,000 $ 10,000
RECONCILIATION OF OPERATING INCOME (LOSS) TO O
NET CASH PROVIDED BY OPERATING ACTIVITIES
Operating income (loss) $ (66,6 /& 231,251 $ 164,605
Adjustment to reconcile operating income (loss) to
net cash provided by operating activities: )\
Depreciation and amortization 733,950 80,479 814,429
Changes in:
Accounts receivable 688 3,291 3,979
Accounts payable (14,042) (108,511) (122,553)
Payroll payable 777 1,248 2,025
Unearned Revenue (600,000) (600,000)
Other assets and liabilities 2,321 (2,992) (671)
Net cash provided by operating activities $ 57,048 $ 204,766 $ 261,814
NONCASH INVESTING, CAPITAL, AND FINANCING ACTIVITIES $ 0 $ 0 $ 0
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Exhibit A-1
City of Moscow, Idaho

Statistical Section
(Unaudited)

This part of the City of Moscow’s comprehensive annual financial report presents detailed
information as a context for understanding what information in the financial statements, note
disclosures, and required supplementary information says about the City’s overall health.

Contents Page

Financial Trends 109

These schedules contain trend information to help the reader understand
how the City’s financial performance and well-being have changed over time.

Revenue Capaci 113

These schedule tain information to help the reader assess the factors
affecting the City’s aﬂl to generate its property and sales taxes.

Debt Capacity 118

D

These schedules preé‘éﬁf formation to help the reader assess the
affordability of the City’s c%’leevels of outstanding debt and the City’'s

ability to issue additional deb future.

Demographic and Economic | ation 125

These schedules offer demograﬁ and economic indicators to help the
reader understand the environment vdfﬁ hich the City’s financial activities
take place and to help make compdrisons over time and with other
governments. /6

Operating Information '(Q‘/ 127

These schedules contain information about City’s operations and
resources to help the reader understand how the financial information
|

relates to the services the City provides and the activitieg/it, performs.
v

/N

comprehensive annual financial reports for the relevant year. The implemented
Statement No. 34 in 2003; schedules presenting government-wide in /’u& include

Sources: Unless otherwise noted, the information in these schedul&%ed from the
information beginning in that year. )\
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Schedule 1

City of Moscow

Net Position by Component
Last Ten Fiscal Years
(accrual basis of accounting)

Governmental Activities
Net Investment in capital assets
Restricted
Unrestricted

Total governmental activities net position

Business-type Activities
Net Investment in capital assets
Restricted
Unrestricted

Total business-type activities net position
Primary Government
Net Investment in capital assets
Restricted

Unrestricted

Total primary government net position

2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
$40,493,773 $40,477,275 $42,402,937 $42,494,877 $44,171,088 $38,800,498 $39,815,325 $49,573,717 $54,348,184
3,712,913 3,384,248 3,323,418 3,143,511 2,896,395 11,507,641 3,009,701 2,854,415 1,595,984
12,733,987 10,532,614 11,817,712 13,849,018 14,772,529 13,649,830 22,322,832 21,586,415 26,079,616
$56,940,673 $54,394,137 $57,544,067 $59,487,406 $61,840,012 $63,957,969 $65,147,858 $74,014,547 $82,023,784
$23,293,354 5 577 $23,171,378 $24,625,818 $26,256,354 $28,553,421 $29,036,370 $30,917,443 $34,038,247 $36,457,066
9,425,133 11,049, 13,488,693 14,709,203 15,622,009 16,385,982 20,093,558 27,984,651 28,754,412 29,803,266
6,347,830 7,200, 6,785,652 7,940,392 10,367,567 13,429,605 15,072,677 10,106,131 12,041,375 12,452,988

‘@
$39,066,317 $41,231,826 ,445,723 $47,275,413 $52,245,930 $58,369,008 $64,202,605 $69,008,225 $74,834,034 $78,713,320
\/V

$63,363,761 $63,475,350 $63,64£ $67,028,755 $68,751,231 $72,724,509 $67,836,868 $70,732,768 $83,611,964 $90,805,250
14,606,704 14,762,437 18,765,520 19,282,377 31,601,199 30,994,352 31,608,827 31,399,250
18,533,550 19,934,712 24,216,585 28,202,134 28,722,507 32,428,963 33,627,790 38,532,604

$96,504,015  $98,172,499

16,872,941 18,032,621
17,318,26 6758,104
LJ

A3
$97,839,860 $ 4,49 80 $111,733,336 $120,209,020

$128,160,574 $134,156,083 $148,848,581 $160,737,104
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Schedule 2
City of Moscow

Changes in Net Position, Last Ten Fiscal Years
(accrual basis of accounting)

Expenses
Governmental Activities:
General Government
Public Safety
Highways and Streets
Culture and Recreation
Interest on long-term debt
Total governmental activities expenses

Business-type Activities:
Water
Sewer
Sanitation
Stormwater
Total business-type activities expenses

Total primary government expenses

Program Revenues
Governmental Activities:
Charges for Services
General Government
Public Safety
Highways and Streets
Culture and Recreation
Operating grants and contributions
Capital grants and contributions
Total governmental activities program revenues

Business-type Activities:

Charges for services:
Water
Sewer
Sanitation
Stormwater

Capital grants and contributions

Total business-type activities program revenues

Total primary government program revenues
Net (Expense) Revenue
Governmental activities

Business-type activities

Total primary government net expense

General Revenues and Other Changes in Net Position

Governmental Activities:
Taxes
Property taxes
Sales taxes
Franchise taxes
Road and bridge taxes
Alcoholic beverage taxes
State Revenue Sharing
Unrestricted investment earnings
Gain (loss) on sale of capital assets
Transfers
Total governmental activities

Business-type Activities:
Unrestricted investment earnings
Gain (loss) on sale of capital assets
Transfers
Total business-type activities

Total primary government activities
Changes in Net Assets
Governmental activities

Business-type activities

Total Changes in Net Assets

2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
$ 5341376 $ 5,281,476 $ 5,805,926 $ 5,976,857 $ 5,954,035 $ 6,466,636 $ 6,644,788 § 7,292,640 $ 6,653,388 § 9,173,761
6,496,491 6,800,673 6,464,442 6,944,507 7,241,400 7,224,416 7,692,487 7,691,147 6,914,806 7,220,500
2,419,077 2,433,113 2,315,481 2,342,327 2,470,955 3,339,330 3,459,802 5,567,489 3,215,785 3,254,599
2,698,801 4,155,402 3,290,306 3,139,717 3,127,109 3,268,196 3,559,033 3,285,072 3,318,368 4,792,595
88,955 21,818 15,667 9,367 2,767 (15,016) 142,962 317,933 227,044 213,408
17,044,700 18,692,482 17,891,822 18,412,775 18,796,266 20,283,562 21,499,072 24,154,281 20,329,391 24,654,863
2,491,759 2,390,525 2,458,962 2,611,387 2,806,438 2,673,222 3,064,916 3,353,170 3,143,544 3,483,918
4,184,113 4,098,168 4,143,042 4,124,504 4,339,398 4,143,667 4,277,695 4,663,589 4,380,561 4,219,848
3,382,736 3,483,895 3,551,475 4,217,918 4,025,778 4,236,772 4,378,824 4,615,299 4,705,275 5,009,635
456,354
10,058,608 9,972,588 10,153,479 10,953,809 11,171,614 11,053,661 11,721,435 12,632,058 12,229,380 13,169,755
$ 27,103,30: 65,070 $ 28045301 § 29,366,584 $ 29,967,880 $ 31,337,223 § 33,220,507 $ 36,786,339 $ 32,558,771 § 37,824,618
$ 2623494 § 2,747, 2,807,239 § 3,164,056 $ 3273252 § 3,134,796 §$ 3,167,669 §$ 3675275 §$ 3,604,013 § 3,851,254
1,472,645 1,444,0 1,491,064 1,544,973 1,544,445 1,547,700 1,692,402 1,689,153 1,790,901 1,700,139
376,172 375,408 ,542 350,384 370,228 424,833 347,716 345,030 345,572 345,185
536,199 556,033 600,125 621,210 618,688 609,665 612,998 222,216 574,630 705,237
1,243,432 1,132,968 1, 1,298,086 1,311,307 1,327,481 1,635,086 1,264,612 2,439,586 2,339,353
901,822 374,551 A 1,671,816 469,146 1,540,153 891,274 948,620 2,694,086 3,358,315
7,153,764 6,630,005 6,710,6 8,650,525 7,587,066 8,584,628 8,347,145 8,144,906 11,448,788 12,299,483

-
3,824,909 4,254,140 4,642,230 2 5,212,423 5,475,945 5,836,424 5,872,184 6,526,141 6,466,775
5,637,708 5,899,493 6,404,742 1 7,288,980 7,615,300 8,086,780 8,336,185 8,379,330 8,601,773
4,652,289 4,732,247 4,837,037 5,681,081 5,927,039 6,270,995 6,271,840 6,436,307 6,558,333
1,163,513
325,300 385,780 578,893 830,553) 1,075,806 1,362,238 1,288,501 860,185 1,460,008 482,094
14,440,206 15,271,660 16,462,902 17,960,200 8,290 20,380,522 21,482,700 21,340,394 22,801,786 23,272,488
$ 21593970 $§ 21901665 § 23173544 $§ 26,610,725 § = 2 $ 28965150 $ 29,829,845 § 29485300 $ 34,250,574 §$ 35,571,971
LJ
$ (9,890,936) $ (12,062,477) $ (11,181,180) $ (9,762,250) $ (11,209%00)/'$ _11,698,934) $§ (13,151,927) $ (16,009,375) $ (8,880,603) $ (12,355,380)
4,381,598 5,299,072 6,309,423 7,006,391 8,086,67 _£9,326,861 9,761,265 8,708,336 10,572,406 10,102,733
$ (5,509,338) $ (6,763,405) $§ (4,871,757) § (2,755,859) $ (3,122,524) $ 72/073) $ (3,390,662) $ (7,301,039) $ 1,691,803 § (2,252,647)
PN

2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 201 k 2019 2020 2021 2022
$ 4802665 $ 4,761,924 § 5,284,721 § 5,482,880 $ 5,591,688 $ 5,764,448 147 $ 7,259,097 $ 7,437,427 § 7,874,875
430,383 457,009 500,820 544,653 584,051 638,480 4 771,140 2,573,291 2,749,482
1,185,047 1,266,728 1,280,494 1,219,095 1,251,646 1,262,269 2 5 1,267,438 1,306,722 1,312,134
615,408 664,933 660,172 662,056 694,538 720,706 71,9 821,804 854,704 1,786,012
531,200 538,509 534,229 574,509 581,702 578,182 587, 607,913 659,823 582,294
835,811 880,409 920,257 951,454 985,311 1,039,711 1,079,64 A180,61 3 - -
(550,894) (20,799) 134,149 63,281 114,647 330,119 453,622 ,186 30,694 (438,315)
5,900 14,891 28,708 60,140 21,873 32,833 26,921 13) 42,208 903,163
2,917,040 3,001,848 3,199,481 3,354,112 3,327,083 3,684,792 4,710,392 ,738,894 4,842,423 5,594,972
10,772,560 11,565,452 12,543,031 12,912,180 13,152,539 14,051,540 15,269,884 17,167,572 17,747,292 20,364,617
(1,349,877) (131,715) 47,469 147,036 216,526 483,871 779,973 836,178 95,826 (628,475)
(15,565) - - 30,375 (5,602) (2,862) 2,750 - - -
(2,917,040) (3,001,848) (3,199,481) (3,354,112) (3,327,083) (3,684,792) (4,710,391) (4,738,894) (4,842,423) (5,594,972)
(4,282,482) (3,133,563) (3,152,012) (3,176,701) (3,116,159) (3,203,783) (3,927,668) (3,902,716) (4,746,597) (6,223,447)
$ 6,490,078 § 8,431,889 § 9,391,019 § 9735479 § 10,036,380 $ 10,847,757 $ 11,342216 § 13,264,856 $ 13,000,695 $ 14,141,170
$ 881,624 $ (497,025) $ 1,361,851 § 3,149,930 §$ 1943339 § 2,352,606 $ 2,117,957 § 1,158,197 § 8,866,689 $ 8,009,237
99,116 2,165,509 3,157,411 3,829,690 4,970,517 6,123,078 5,833,597 4,805,620 5,825,809 3,879,286
$ 980,740 § 1,668,484 § 4,519,262 § 6,979,620 § 6,913,856 $ 8,475,684 § 7,951,554 § 5963817 § 14,692,498 $ 11,888,523

Notes: Water and Sewer rates have risen over the last years due to raising capital to replace aging infrastructure and to meet DEQ requirements.
GASB 62, 63 and 65 implemented in 2013. GASB 68 implemented 2015.
State Sales Tax Revenue Sharing was reclassified to Sales Tax from State Revenue Sharing in FY2021.

The Stormwater utility became operational in FY2022.



Schedule 3

City of Moscow

Fund Balances, Governmental Funds
Last Ten Fiscal Years

(modified accrual basis of accounting)

General Fund
Reserved
Unreserved
Committed
Assigned
Unassigned

—

— Total General Fund

All Other Governmental Funds

Reserved

Unreserved, reported in
Special Revenue funds
Capital Projects funds

Restricted

Committed

Assigned

Total all other governmental funds

013 014 015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
$ 3,241,280 $ 542 $ 3,720,197 $ 3,744,137 $ 3,886,546 $ 4,060,783 $ 4,290,902 $ 4,319,648 $ 4,739,782 §$ 5,136,200
476,974 487,064 545,323 559,884 547,943 534,964 699,313 828,665 799,559
795,009 1, 183 7 /\1 277,946 862,002 714,414 823,972 808,652 844,904 1,672,396 2,205,027
$ 4,513,263 5,111,925 %7 $ 5,151,462 §$ 5,160,844 $ 5432698 §$ 5634518 § 5,863,865 $ 7,240,843 § 8,140,786
$ 5,181,571 3,712,913 § 3,384,249 § 3,32§,§ 3,143,511 $ 2,957,383 $ 11,573,632 $ 3,066,028 $ 2,946,301 $ 1,753,234
1,362,461 1,424,911 1,631,906 1,660 725 624 1,785,525 1,734,791 1,629,990 1,687,237 2,090,836
3,984,277 3,773,211 4,245,775 5,157,474 )Q? 128 6,027,391 4,344,973 12,002,095 6,366,242 8,984,445
$ 10,528,309 8,911,035 $ 9,261,930 §$ 10,141,684 $ S@ $ 10,770,299 $ 17,653,396 $ 16,598,113 $ 10,999,780 §$ 12,828,515

'%A\/\
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Schedule 4

City of Moscow

Changes in Fund Balances, Governmental Funds
Last Ten Fiscal Years

(modified accrual basis of accounting)

Revenues

Taxes (see Schedule 5)
Licenses and permits
Intergovernmental

Charges for services

Fines and penalties

Special Assessments
Investment earnings
Contributions and donations
Refunds and reimbursements
Other revenues

Total revenues

Expenditures
General government
Public Safety
Recreation and Culture
Transportation
Capital Outlay
Debt Service

Principal

Interest

Bond issuance costs
Total expenditures

Excess of revenues over (under) expenditures

Other Financing Sources (Uses)
Transfers in

Transfers out

Capital Contributions

Bond proceeds

Bond Premiums

Gain (loss) on sale of assets

Total other financing sources (uses)

Net change in fund balances

Debt service as a percentage of noncapital expenditures

013 014 015 016 017 018 019 020 021 2022

$ 7,694,866 $ 8309668 $ 8474296 $ 8695726 $ 8965204 $ 9,030,688 $ 10,694,924 $ 12,829,065 $ 14,316,525

647,832 548,931 618,929 867,280 811,174 610,553 744,375 923,713 954,247

2,323,954 2,313,180 3,163,132 2,663,392 3,632,762 2,982,593 3,528,136 3,188,553 4,704,434

2,137,979 2,204,958 2,231,946 2,289,409 2,346,564 2,392,539 2,045,865 2,462,806 2,550,554

148,082 163,279 161,804 131,705 124,657 163,804 127,825 175,352 130,057

22,890 15,424 12,874 36,303 9,139 3,121 5,549 5,964 -

(20,799) 134,149 63,281 96,597 247,830 332,600 443,121 20,508 (253,225)

6,311 43,054 36,852 62,123 155,093 70,517 32,299 503,001 576,125

125,918 77 150,580 387,464 167,131 119,726 218,423 188,172 186,988 377,261

131,512 132,422 81,560 84,637 112,379 69,978 67,214 110,591 112,910

13,108,031 __ 13,180,9 14,015645 _ 15232,138 15,094,303 16,524,528 15874,816 __ 17,877,480 __ 20,406,541 __ 23,468,888
A

3,582,926 3,590,713 & 8,625 4,252,336 4,268,791 4,496,326 4,437,178 3,605,469 3,174,489 5,265,291

6,122,309 6,451,874 , 1 6,635,677 6,980,553 6,878,441 7,568,343 7,860,743 6,778,980 7,097,804

2,213,149 3,663,432 2,760,8 2,596,231 2,602,558 2,719,025 2,957,406 2,618,343 2,818,449 4,279,801

1,716,872 1,661,474 1,522566 1,433,275 1,553,472 1,702,201 1,644,189 1,700,111 1,822,575 1,624,075

2,197,734 1,244,419 813,568/92,016,366 1,370,507 3,118,153 5,542,415 4,604,942 11,036,141 5,877,133

2,655,000 205,000 210,000 000 225,000 235,000 0 680,000 735,000 765,000

99,988 32,850 26,700 400 13,800 7,050 121,528 314,288 273,340 247,534

18,587,978 16,849,762 15864,869 17, 174 17 014,681 19,156,196 22,271,069 21,383,896 26,638,974 __ 25,156,638

(5479,947)  (3,668,779)  (1,849,224)  (1,942,14 20 378)  (2,631,668)  (6,396,243)  (3,506,416)  (6,232,433)  (1,687,750)

7,971,794 5,498,722 6,307,498 7,010,578 wé ;> 8,210,203 10,258,856 17,963,833 9,752,090 11,844,562

(5487,559)  (2,959,311)  (3,734,097)  (4,522,422) (4,70 (5172,645)  (6,539,225) (15315,045)  (7,741,012)  (8,327,821)

- 110,756 - - - - - -

- - - - 8,465,000 - - -

- - - - 1,296,529 - - -

- - - - - - - 899,687

2,484,235 2,650,167 2,573,401 2,488,156 2,430,499 3,03#558 13,481,160 2,648,788 2,011,078 4,416,428

$ (2,995712) $ (1,018612) $ 724,177 546,009 $ 510,121 $ 405890 $ 7,084,917 $ (857,628) $ (4,221,355) $ 2,728,678

16.81% 1.52% 1.57% 1.59% 1.53% 1.51% 0.73% 5.93% 6.46% 5.25%
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Schedule 5
City of Moscow

Tax Revenue by Source, Governmental Funds

Last Ten Fiscal Years

(modified accrual basis of accounting)

(in thousands)

1,

,y Alcoholic Road and

Fiscal Year Property Sales ' Franchise Motor Fuel Beverage Bridge Total
2013 4,789 430 f?l 185 0 531 616 7,551
2014 4,768 457 , 0 538 665 7,695
2015 5,334 501 1, 0 534 660 8,309
2016 5,474 545 1,2 0 574 662 8,474
2017 5,584 584 1,252 @ 0 582 694 8,696
2018 5,766 638 1,262 @ 0 578 721 8,965
2019 5,754 683 1,238 )‘O 582 774 9,031
2020 7,227 771 1,267 @ 608 822 10,695
2021 7,434 2,573 1,307 & 660 855 12,829
2022 7,887 2,749 1,312 582 1,786 14,316

Change 2013-2022 64.7% 539.3% 10.7% 0.0% %% 189.9% 89.6%

Note: Motor Fuel was reclassified to Intergovernmental Revenue from Tax Revenue

State Sales Tax Revenue Sharing was reclassified to Sales Tax from Intergovernmental
Road and Bridge tax increased due to one time funds received from Leading Idaho HB7

DN

P20
éenue in FY2021.
7 «y
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Schedule 6

City of Moscow

Assessed Value and Estimated Actual Value of Taxable Property

Last Ten Fiscal Years

(modified accrual basis of accounting)

Total
Personal Total Taxable Direct Actual
Residential Commercial x-Exempt Personal Property Developer's Assessed Tax Taxable
Fiscal Year Property Property ﬂpﬁrty Property Exemption  Casualty Loss Exemption Value Rate Value
/| k

2013 927,338,276 391,312,399 263, 3 44,405,449 20,248,965 3,919,725 1,363,056,124 4.436 1,075,352,831
2014 932,844,152 399,914,506 268,5%? 43,696,916 20,083,619 2,944,679 1,376,455,574 4.919 1,084,903,686
2015 915,602,455 344,955,011 279,635, 33,204,665 19,101,547 2,567,550 1,293,762,131 4.999 992,457,386
2016 983,934,274 417,831,967 303,965,01 @8 050,888 19,102,594 2,428,050 1,444,817,129 4.934 1,119,321,471
2017 1,018,588,828 378,333,035 320,038,158 ,226,262 19,037,479 7,101 1,777,050 1,436,148,125 4.922 1,095,288,337
2018 1,139,902,624 455,419,611 335,165,043 ; 15 9,834,895 80,446 1,890,135 1,629,194,950 4.487 1,282,224,431
2019 1,241,976,028 497,593,460 345,143,967 33,@ 9,631,027 36,935 5,043,908 1,773,551,096 5.205 1,413,695,259
2020 1,301,618,958 528,485,963 350,847,533 34,0 )$ 9,534,216 5,739,645 1,864,129,626 3.926 1,498,008,232
2021 1,424,932,782 545,157,695 438,852,005 34,678,5 9,117,238 3,855,255 2,004,769,065 5.002 1,552,944,567
2022 1,847,685,170 574,286,405 460,607,375 33,048,489 13,004,598 3,069,825 2,471,119,901 4.049 1,994,438,103

Note: Latah County assesses property values at 100% of market.

The Idaho State Legislature passed law allowing personal property and developer's tax exemption

3.

S

9
'%A\/\



Schedule 7
City of Moscow

Direct and Overlapping Property Tax Rates

Last Ten Fiscal Years

City Direct Rates

General
Obligation  Total

Fiscal Basic Debt Direct
Year Rate Service Rate

2013 4.023 0.413 4.436
2014 4.217 0.702 4.919
2015 4.72@ 0.276 4.999
2016 4.731 .204 4.935
2017 4773 % 4.923
2018 4.488 0.0 b 4.488

2019 4.502 0.70

2020 3.228 0.698 @@.926

2021 4.329 0.674
2022 3.527 0.523

Latah County Assessor

Taxing Entities

Moscow School District No. 281
North Latah Highway District
Latah County

Latah County Library

Moscow Cemetery District
Moscow Rural Fire District

5.206

Overlapping Rates

Moscow
School
District
Latah No. 281 Other
County Levy Levy
4.239 7.736 2.783
4.269 7.621 2.860
4.349 7.502 2.954
4.315 7.195 2.897
4.368 7.007 2.918
4.214 6.432 2.795
4.062 7.055 2.687
3.808 6.819 2.604
3.898 6.215 2.582
3.087 4.804 1.962

R
%,
O

*

Note: The City's basic property tax rate may be increased only by a majority vote o
Rates for debt service are set based on each year's requirements.

115

City's residents.
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Schedule 8

City of Moscow

Principal Property Taxpayers,
Current and Ten Years Ago

2022 2013
Percentage Percentage
@ of Total City of Total City
’y Taxable Taxable Taxable Taxable
¢ ssessed Assessed Assessed Assessed
Taxpayer AAalue Rank Value Value Rank Value

Hill Rental Properties, LLC 19,686,900 1 0.79% 14,123,010 2 1.04%

P.E.M. Management, LLC 1 2 0.63% 15,602,915 1 1.14%
HRA Moscow LLC 14,4 3 0.58%

The Grove Apartments 13,977, 4 0.57% 12,980,200 3 0.95%

Wal-Mart Real Estate Bus Trust 10,480,00@ 5 0.42% 10,940,000 4 0.80%

Gritman Medical Park LLC 9,670,018 0.39% 4,739,250 9 0.35%

Avista Corp (Elec) 9,338,083 /? 0.38% 6,151,654 5 0.45%
Kestrel Development LLC 9,122,300 QO.B?%
Avista Corp (Gas) 7,157,786 9 /0.29%
Idaho Apartment Rentals LLC 7155317 10 @ %

Frontier (Verizon) é 4,996,096 8 0.37%

Blum Properties 6,336,943 6 0.46%

Hagadone Hospitality O 4,658,150 10 0.34%

Good Samaritan Society ’?y 6,264,370 7 0.46%

Total $ 116,571,304 4.72% $/8$\ig!588 6.37%

Source: Latah County Treasurer




Schedule 9

City of Moscow
Property Tax Levies and Collections
Last Ten Fiscal Years

Collected within the
Fiscal Year of the Levy

Total Collections to Date

Fiscal Taxes Collections

Year Levied in

Ended for the Percentage Subsequent Percentage

Sept 30 Fiscal Year Amount of Levy Years Amount of Levy
2013 4,771,135 4,710,640 98.73% 43,262 4,753,903 99.64%
2014 , 795 4,583,866 96.87% 62,940 4,646,806 98.20%
2015 5, 9?7 5,016,815 96.56% 58,726 5,075,542 97.69%
2016 5,381 ?%/ 5,200,887 96.64% 57,225 5,258,112 97.70%
2017 5,481,5 Gy 5,420,864 98.89% 56,637 5,477,501 99.93%
2018 5,645,216 405,854 95.76% 31,676 5,437,531 96.32%
2019 5,666,358 é 1,331 94.79% 59,395 5,430,726 95.84%
2020 7,164,617 ! 99.22% 48,498 7,157,583 99.90%
2021 5,730,141 5,6 99.32% 0 5,691,032 99.32%
2022 7,859,905 7,647 )\ 97.30% 0 7,647,937 97.30%

Source: Latah County %&
<
R
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Schedule 10

City of Moscow

Ratios of Outstanding Debt by Type
Last Ten Fiscal Years

Government% Business-type

Activities Activities

General ﬁ?cial Sewer Total Percentage

Fiscal Obligation Certificates of As ent Revenue Interim City of Personal Per

Year Bonds Participation Bonds~, Bonds Financing Government Income Capita
<

2013 1,161,197 0 % 11,266,283 12,427,480 1.62% 510

2014 945,165 0 & 10,459,889 11,405,054 1.38% 459

2015 724,132 0 0 ,628,495 198,332 10,550,959 1.27% 429

2016 493,099 0 0 77,101 1,476,865 10,747,065 1.24% 429

2017 257,066 0 0 7.9 07 2,565,046 10,722,819 1.12% 423

2018 0 0 0 6,958, 3,815,924 10,769,880 1.08% 428

2019 9,761,529 0 0 5,999, ? 3,927,881 19,688,575 1.83% 764

2020 9,068,548 0 0 4,979,58 4,300,000 18,348,130 1.71% 714

2021 8,290,844 0 0 3,999,582 ,127,576 16,418,002 1.43% 628

2022 7,459,595 0 0 2,949,791 @4,250 14,360,636 1.10% 556

Notes: Details regarding the City's outstanding debt can be found in the notes to the financial s ts.

See Schedule 16 for personal income and population data.

Sewer Revenue Bond column includes unamortized premium on bonds. 'y/(\

Certificates of Participation were paid in full in FY2013.

Series 2011 Refunding Bonds for the construction of the Swimming Pool at Hamilton Aquatic Center were paid off in FY2018.

Sewer Revenue Bond Series 2017 were issued as an advance refunding issue for the Sewer Revenue Bond Series 2008 to be called in May 2018.
General Obligation Bond Series 2019 for construction of new Police Station were issued in FY2019.



Schedule 11

City of Moscow

Ratios of Net General Bonded Debt Outstanding
Last Ten Fiscal Years

General Bonded
Debt Outstanding

Percentage of

General Actual Taxable
Fiscal Obligation Total Value of Per
Year Bonds Property ® Capita b
2013 1,161,197 1,095,000 0.10% 44 .95
2014 945,165 945,165 0.09% 38.07
2015 724,132 724,132 0.07% 29.42
2016 493,099 493,099 0.04% 19.68
2017 ’y 257,066 257,066 0.02% 10.15
2018 @ - - 0.00% -
2019 8’3 000 8,465,000 0.60% 329.35
2020 7,78% 7,785,000 0.52% 302.89
2021 7,050, 7,050,000 0.45% 269.83
2022 6,285,00@ 6,285,000 0.32% 243.13

Note: Details regarding the City's outstﬂfn}\debt can be found in the notes to the financial
statements.

 See Schedule 6 for property value data. i@:
b Population data can be found on Schedule 16. L/

O/?V/(\
)\
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Schedule 12
City of Moscow
Direct and Overlapping Government Activities Debt

@ Percentage
Debt Applicable to

Direct D’e%] , Outstanding Government
Jurisdiction: ‘:y
Reserved Direct:
City of Moscow @ 100%
Overlapping: @
Moscow School
District No. 281 $ 7,130,000 $ 7,130, 79%

Latah County

Cemetery District
Library &

Road District

Total $ 7,130,000 $ 7,130,000 /&@

Source: City of Moscow
Moscow School District

Library
Road District

Note: The Moscow School District #281 levied debt in FY2013.  Percent applicable calculated by MSD

Latah County O
Cemetery District /p

Amount
Applicable to

Government

5,632,700

$
$
$
$
$
$

5,632,700
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Schedule 13a

City of Moscow

Legal Debt Margin Information
Last Ten Fiscal Years

Legal Debt Margin Calculation for Fiscal Year 2022

Assessed Market Valuation:

Assessed Value $ 1,994,438,10
Debt applicable to limit

Debt limitation: 2% $
Less:

General obligation bonds

39,888,762

6,285,000

Y,
R(e

Legal debt margin $ 33,603,762 @
Fiscal Year
2013 2014 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
Debt Limit $ 20,600,683 $ 20,808,074 $ 19,1691 22,386,429 $ 21,905,767 $ 25,644,489 $ 28,273,905 $ 29,960,165 $ 31,058,891 $ 39,888,762
Total net debt applicable to limit 1,095,000 890,000 7241 493,099 257,066 - 8,465,000 7,785,000 7,050,000 6,285,000
Legal debt margin $ 19,505,683 $ 19,918,074 $ 18,489,148 $921,893,330 $ 21,648,701 §$ 25,644,489 $ 19,808,905 $ 22,175,165 $ 24,008,891 $ 33,603,762

Total net debt applicable to the limit
as a percentage of debt limit

Source: City of Moscow
Latah County Assessors Office

5.32%

4.28% 3.78% 2.20%@.17% 0.00% 29.94% 25.98% 22.70% 15.76%

9
'%A\/\



Schedule 13b
City of Moscow

Historical Operating Results and Debt Service Coverage - Sewer Bonds

Last Five Fiscal Years

2018 2019 2020 2021 2022

OPERATING REVENUES

Charges for services $ 7,549,993 $ 8,023,375 $ 8,291,920 $ 8,322,862 $ 8,550,656

Other services 8,557 23,614 4,474 16,677 11,326
Total operating revenues 7,558,550 8,046,989 8,296,394 8,339,539 8,561,982
OPERATING EXPENSES

Sewer - collection and treatment 2,391,467 2,570,669 2,893,760 3,147,101 3,069,935

Depreciation 1,512,018 1,522,819 1,522,314 1,228,288 956,447
Total operating expenses 3,903,485 4,093,488 4,416,074 4,375,389 4,026,382
OPERATING INCOME (LOSS) 3,655,065 3,953,501 3,880,320 3,964,150 4,535,600
NONOPERATING REVENUES (EXPENSES)

Investment earnings 199,180 343,874 400,045 40,546 (274,021)

Interest expense (265,733) (184,896) (152,760) (118,945) (83,862)

PERSI retirement actuari arges 25,551 689 (94,755) 113,773 (109,604)

Gain (loss) on disposition e - 2,750 - -

Amortization of bond premiu . 56,750 39,791 39,791 39,791 39,791
Total nonoperating revenues (expenses){ /1 15,748 202,208 192,321 75,165 (427,696)
INCOME (LOSS) BEFORE CONTRIBUTIONg%ANSFERS 3,670,813 4,155,709 4,072,641 4,039,315 4,107,904
CONTRIBUTIONS AND TRANSFERS

General facility charges 286,844 138,071 162,190 231,905 143,643

Capital contributions @ 466,862 422,418 408,829 468,780 3,641

Net transfers in/(out) K\ (1,652,473) (1,639,985) (2,045,563) (1,723,560) (1,419,565)
Total contributions and transfers (898,767) (1,079,496) (1,474,544) (1,022,875) (1,272,281)
CHANGE IN NET POSITION A 2,772,046 $ 3,076,213 $§ 2,598,097 $ 3,016,440 $ 2,835,623
NET REVENUE AVAILABLE FOR DEBT SERVICE @

Change in Net Position @ 6 $ 3,076,213 $ 2,598,097 $ 3,016,440 $ 2,835,623

Plus Depreciation bﬁ}é 1,522,819 1,522,314 1,228,288 956,447

Plus Interest Expense 184,896 152,760 118,945 83,862

Plus Sewer Capital Transfers $ 2 275 983,883 $ 3,214,244 $ 3,105259 $ 2,676,728

Plus Sewer Fleet Management Transfers $ 59,00 %55 300 $ 280,000 $ - $ 75,000

Less Capital Contributions (466,862) 22,418) (408,829) (468,780) (3,641)
Net revenue available for debt service $ 6,416,935 § 6,@93 $ 7,358,586 $ 7,000,152 $ 6,624,019
Parity Debt Service @

2008 Bonds 366,418 ,y . -

2011 Bonds 700,875 708,250 06,850 706,550 705,250

2017 Bonds 68,072 402,544 }732 406,796 403,488
Total Annual Debt Service $ 1135365 $ 1,110,794 $§ 1406582 $ 1,113,346 $ 1,108,738
Debt Service Coverage 5.65X 5.76X 6.65X 6.29X 5.97X
Net Position at End of Year $ 28,794,737 $ 31,870,950 $ 34,469,047 $ 37,485,487 $ 40,321,110
Debt Service Reserve Account $ 1,110,794 $ 1,106,582 $ 1,113,346 $ 1,108,738 $ 1,100,981
Revenue Stabilization Fund Balance $ - $ - $ - $ - $ -
Fleet Management Reserve $ 59,000 $ 57,800 $ 280,000 $ - $ 75,000
Sewer Capital Reserve $ 2,736,263 $ 1,983,883 $ 3,214,244 $ 3,105259 $ 2,676,728

Notes:

Capital contributions are dependent on new subdivisions/properties being added to the system.

122
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Schedule 14a

City of Moscow

Special Assessment Billings and Collections
Last Ten Fiscal Years

Debt Service

Special
Assessment
Fiscal Year Collected Princi Interest Total Coverage

2013 32,094 0 0 0.00
2014 22,890 0 @ 0 0 0.00
2015 15,424 0 6\ 0 0  0.00
2016 12,874 0 0 0.00
2017 30,205 0 0 0.00
2018 1,693 0 0 0.00
2019 3,120 0 O%\ 0 0.00
2020 5,742 0 0 0 0.00
2021 5,803 0 0 0

2022 0 0 0

/96\&/ 8:88

Note: Details regarding the City's outstanding debt can be found in the notes to @mancial statements.
As of fiscal year 2021, all existing Special Assessments have been paid in full. O

DN

Source: City of Moscow
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Schedule 14b

City of Moscow

Pledged Revenue Coverage
Last Ten Fiscal Years

Sewer Revenue Bonds

@ Debt Service

Net Revenue
Fiscal Operatinw Available for Debt

Year Gross Revenues Expenses ’y/\ Service Principal Interest Total Coverage
<
2013 5,139,703 3,251,090 @ 1,888,613 745,000 406,928 1,151,928 1.64
2014 6,012,113 3,473,461 62,538,652 765,000 392,404 1,157,404 219
2015 6,516,695 3,517,371 ,39{‘3)9,324 790,000 368,005 1,158,005 2.59
2016 7,083,694 3,514,820 ,?874 810,000 342,560 1,152,560 3.10
2017 7,859,737 3,812,808 4,046, 835,000 316,050 1,151,050 3.52
2018 @ 8,044,574 3,710,967 4,333, 890,000 245,365 1,135,365  3.82
2019 8,528,934 3,930,919 4,598,0 915,000 195,794 1,110,794 4.14
2020 8,858,629 2,893,760 5,964,869 / 940,000 166,582 1,106,582 5.39
2021 8,611,990 3,147,101 5,464,889 & 980,000 133,346 1,113,346 4.91
2022 8,431,604 3,069,935 5,361,669 %0,000 98,738 1,108,738 4.84

*Total revenues include interest.

*Total operating expenses exclude depreciation.

Source: City of Moscow

O
>

X

Note: Details regarding the City's outstanding debt can be found in the notes to the financial statements.

Operating expenses include operating transfers out but exclude transfers out to the Internal Service Funds for capital outlay.
(1) The 2002 Sewer Revenue Bonds were advance Refunded by the 2011 bond proceeds; consequently $6,433,415 is paid from escrowed

funds and not shown as part of the scheduled debt

(2) The 2008 Sewer Revenue Bonds were advance Refunded by the 2017 bond proceeds; consequently $3,560,000 is paid from escrowed

funds and not shown as part of the scheduled debt



Schedule 15

City of Moscow

Principal Employers

Current Year and Ten Years Ago

14

2022 2013
Percentage of Percentage of
r of Total County Number of Total City
Employer Emp Rank Employment Employees Rank Employment
University of Idaho 4,05 1 26.1% 4,500 1 27.4%
Gritman Medical Center 600 Q 3.9% 399 3 2.4%
Moscow School District 450 é\ 2.9% 450 2 2.7%
Wal-Mart 300 1.9% 250 6 1.5%
EMSI Inc. 250 5 <(\ 1.6% 0.0%
City of Moscow 200 6 ¢ 3% 250 5 1.5%
Latah County 150 7 /}b% 150 8 0.9%
Northwest River Supplies 150 8 1.0%) 0.0%
Best Western University Inn 100 9 0.6@ 175 7 1.1%
Moscow Building Supply 100 10 0.6% b 0.0%
Gritman Outpatient Clinic /@ 400 4 2.4%
Bennet Lumber @126 9 0.8%
Good Samaritan Village 120 10 0.7%
Total: Top 10 City Employers 6,350 41.0% , 41.5%

16,445 )\

Total: County Employment 15,490

Source: Regional Economist Communications & Research
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Schedule 16

City of Moscow
Demographic and Economic Statistics
Last Ten Fiscal Years

Personal
Income
Fiscal City (thousand Per Capita Student Unemployment
Year Population of dollars) Income Enrollment Rates
2013 24,358 766,205,248 Ay 31,456 2,261 5.9%
2014 24,829 829,065,139 33,391 2,322 5.7%
2015 24,615 833,340,825 ’y 3,855 2,311 4.0%
2016 25,060 865,371,920 532 2,337 2.9%
2017 25,322 959,146,716 2,419 21%
2018 25,146 995,152,950 3 2,371 2.6%
2019 25,766 1,065,192,206 41, 2,304 2.9%
2020 25,702 1,075,191,766 41,83 @ 2,172 4.2%
2021 26,128 1,148,168,832 43,944 ¢ 2,196 2.6%
2022 25,850 1,310,672,550 50,703 07 2.9%
Source: City of Moscow

U.S. Census Bureau
Moscow School District

State of Idaho Department of Labor



Schedule 17
City of Moscow

Full-Time Equivalent City Government Employees by Function/Program

Last Ten Fiscal Years

Function/Program 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
General Government
Administration 7 7 7 6 6 5.5 5 6.3 3.8 4.9
Finance 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 6.5 6.5 6.5
Legal 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 4 4 5
Human Resources 1 1 1 1 1 15 1.4 15 1.3 1.45
Community Planning & Design 17.5 17.5 17.5 17.5 17.5 17.5 17.5 17.5 20 20
Buildings and Grounds 2 2 2 2 2 2 26 2.6 26 2.6
Police
Police Officers 34 34 34 35 35 35 37 37 36 36
Police Unsworn 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8
Fire
Officers 4.5 4.5 4.5 4.5 5 6 6 6 6 6
Admin support 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
Streets @ 9 9 9 9 8.55 8.55 9.55 9.55 9.55 9.55
Internal Service Funds ’y
Fleet 4 4 4 4 3.85 3.85 3.85 3.9 3.9 3.6
Information Systems ’y 4 4 4 4 4.85 4.85 4.85 5.05 5.25 5.1
Culture and Recreation Q
Recreation 5 5 5 5 5 2 4.4 4.9 3.85
Parks 5 @ 5 5.3 5.25 5.25 9.2 7.25 7.25 9.25
MSDCP 0 é 1 0.8 0.75 0.75 0.75 0.75 0.75 0.75
Art 1.8 . 1.8 2 3 1.6 1.6 1.5 15 1.8
Community Events 0 )\O 0 0 1.4 14 1.7 1.7 2.2
Water 141 15.1 @ 15.5 15.25 15.25 15.25 16.75 171 16.8
Wastewater 10.9 10.9 0 11.3 12 12.05 12.05 14.55 121 11.8
Sewer 4 4 & 4 5 5 5 3 5 5
Stormwater 0 0 0 L& 0 0 0 0 0 4.75
Sanitation 1 1 1 A1 15 15 15 16 175
Total 143.8 144.8 145.8 146. %).0 151.6 155.6 160.3 159.8 167.7

Source: City of Moscow

Notes:

Moscow School Community Playfields fund was added in FY2015 with one FTE.
Utility Locate Technician and Forensic Computer Detective added in 2016.

Economic Development Specialist position eliminated in 2016.

Videographer and Wastewater Conveyance Operator added in 2017.
Legal Department Specialist went from part-time to full-time; Environmental Education and Sustainability Programs Specialist went from
part-time to full time; IS Computer Systems Specialist position added in FY2020.

FY2021 reorganization of City management structure resulted in positions moving and/or consolidating functions/programs.

Stormwater utility was added in FY2022 and 2 FTE's were added to Parks.

127

Full-time employees are scheduled to work 2,080 hours per year (including vacation and sick leave i
Employees with less than full-time equivalent employment are calculated by dividing total labor hour:

Yo
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Schedule 18
City of Moscow

Operating Indicators by Function/Program

Last Ten Fiscal Years

Function/Program

General Government
Full-Time employees
Building permits issued
Cellular telephone co-location fees

Fire
Number of Firefighters & Officers
Number of Paramedics
Number Volunteer Firefighters
Number Volunteer EMS
Number of Calls Answered (Fire and Ambulance)

N
o
—_
w
N
o
—_
I
N
o
-
(3]

44 146 145
5, 466 833
¢ 11 11

4 ; 6
: ' s
68 7& 73
37 45 @o

2,131 2,604

N
o
e
[=2]

147
715
11

6

6

73

40
2,342

N
o
-
~

150
817
1"

6

6

65

40
2,400

N
o
-
[--]

151
895

6
11
62
56

2,400

N
o
-
©

156
810

13

53
2,350

3%5 35 35 37
8 8

Police
Number of Police personnel (sworn) 34 34
Number of Police personnel (not sworn) 8 8
Physical arrests 375 291 255
Traffic violations 857 1,364 772
Parking violations 4,849 3,684 4,454
Streets
Overlay in linear feet 0 1,625 973
Overlay in linear feet (seal) 20,336 0 0
Pavement maintenance program sq yards 0 0 0
Water
Number of consumers 5,869 5,910 5,985
Number of new connections 32 41 65
Average daily consumption (million gallons) 2.35 2.38 2.38
Sewer
Average daily sewage treatment (million gallons) 2.00 2.20 1.80

Source: Various City departments

6 8 8
237 252 248

9§ 991 972 1,175

4,13 ﬁm 4,183 4,377

5,462 4,4;; 2,758 0

4091 432 150 48,950
9

0 0 1,?12 184,959
6,020 6,073 6,15@ 224

68 42 62 5
2.36 2.00 1.91 f 1)
1.90 2.09 1.93 1.88

Note: Building permits are reported for calendar year and include miscellaneous residential roofing, siding, and fencing.

N
(=
N
o

160
904

13

65

65
2,049

37
188

1,117
4,146

o

6,288
48
1.87

1.79

2021

160
849

6
11
59
64

2,822

36
8
231
1,791
5,376

600
0
116,667

6,292
63
1.99

1.72

2022

168
927

45
50
2,778

36

210
1,501
3,046

0
0
33,000

6,354
60
1.73

2.02
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Schedule 19

City of Moscow

Capital Asset Statistics by Function/Program
Last Ten Fiscal Years

Function/Program

General Government
Service vehicles
Fiber Optic System

Fire
Number of stations
Fire engines and vehicles

Police
Number of stations
Police vehicles

Streets
Area in square miles
Miles of streets
Service vehicles

Parks and Recreation
Number of developed parks
Developed park acreage
Undeveloped parks
Undeveloped park acreage
"Open Space" properties
"Open Space" acreage
Paradise Path System miles
Eggan Youth Center
1912 Center
Hamilton Indoor Recreation Center
Hamilton-Lowe Aquatics Center (swimming pools)
Service vehicles

Water
Miles of water mains
Service vehicles

Wastewater
Miles of sanitary sewers
Miles of storm sewers
Service vehicles

Stormwater
Service vehicles

Source: Various City departments

14

6.92
76.53

20
259.6 acres
9
62.41 acres

2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
13 13 13 12 12 13 13 13 12
15.4 mil W 4 miles 18 miles 18 miles 18 miles 18 miles 18 miles 18.25 miles 25 miles 25 miles
’y 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
@ 13 13 13 14 15 15 15
@ 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
24 22 22 23 23 22 21
6.92 6.92 6.98 7 7 6.93 7.19 7.58 7.58
76.56 76.75 62 78.27 78.71 79.34 79.53 81.31 81.31
32 29 & 25 27 27 28 28 29
21 22 22 21 21 22 22 22 22
261.85 acres 262.38 acres 262.38 acre 86 acres 229.22 acres 235.95 acres 238.17 acres 238.17 acres 238.17 acres
11 10 11 7 3 3 3 3
64.81 acres 66.9 acres 67.17 acres  59. es 60.74 acres 10.57 acres 10.57 acres 10.57 acres  10.57 acres
8 8 8 7, 7 8 8 8 8

2.61 miles

N = A

w
N

94.35

83.51
59.8
13

NA

6.3 acres 6.3 acres 6.3 acres 6.71 acres .09 acres 66.25acres 66.25acres 66.25 acres 66.25 acres
2.61 miles 2.61 miles 2.61 miles 3.22 mlle miles 4.97 mlles 4.97 miles 4.97 miles 4.97 miles
1 1 1 1 1 1
1 1 1 1 1 1

1 1 1 1 1 1

2 2 2 1 1 1 1
32 32 32 33 33 38 38 38 40
94.41 94.41 94.95 95.99 96.65 97.36 97.67 97.98 98.9
19 19 19 17 19 19 20 20 20
84.25 84.62 84.78 84.9 85.52 88.8 89.19 86.35 87.11
60.5 60.5 60.46 63.82 64.73 65.86 66.4 70.2 70.2
12 12 12 12 13 12 12 12 12
NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 0 1
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GAGE, PLLC

ACCOUNTING AND CONSULTING

609 South Washington, Suite 202
Moscow, Idaho 83843
www.presnellgage.com

(208) 882-2211

Fax: (208) 883-3808

INDEPENDENT AUDITOR'S REPORT - GOVERNMENT AUDITING STANDARDS

Members of the City Council
City of Moscow, Idaho
Moscow, Idaho

We have audited, in 5& ance with the auditing standards generally accepted in the United States of
America and the stand applicable to financial audits contained in Government Auditing Standards,
issued by the Comptroller'? al of the United States, the financial statements of the governmental

activities, the business-type adtivjties, the aggregate discretely presented component unit, each major fund,
and the aggregate remaining fun@ rmation of the City of Moscow, Idaho, as of and for the year ended
September 30, 2022, and the relat s to the financial statements, which collectively comprise the City

of Moscow, Idaho’s basic financial s nts and have issued our report thereon dated March 3, 2023.

Internal Control Over Financial Reporti )\

In planning and performing our audit of the finan€i
internal control over financial reporting (interna
appropriate in the circumstances for the purpose of ex
not for the purpose of expressing an opinion on the eff
control. Accordingly, we do not express an opinion on th
internal control.

tements, we considered the City of Moscow, Idaho’s
ol) to determine the audit procedures that are
ing our opinions on the financial statements, but
ess of the City of Moscow, Idaho’s internal
tiveness of the City of Moscow, Idaho’s

or employees, in the normal course of performing their assigned functi to prevent, or detect and correct
misstatements on a timely basis. A material weakness is a deficiency, o bination of deficiencies, in
internal control such that there is a reasonable possibility that a material pisstatement of the entity’s
financial statements will not be prevented, or detected and corrected on a timely basis. A significant
deficiency is a deficiency, or a combination of deficiencies, in internal control that is less severe than a
material weakness, yet important enough to merit attention by those charged with governance.

A deficiency in internal control exists when the design or operation o@trol does not allow management

Our consideration of internal control was for the limited purpose described in the first paragraph of this
section and was not designed to identify all deficiencies in internal control over financial reporting that might
be material weaknesses or significant deficiencies. Given these limitations, during our audit we did not
identify any deficiencies in internal control that we consider to be material weaknesses. However, material
weaknesses may exist that have not been identified.
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Compliance and Other Matters

As part of obtaining reasonable assurance about whether the City of Moscow, Idaho’s financial statements
are free of material misstatement, we performed tests of its compliance with certain provisions of laws,
regulations, contracts, and grant agreements, noncompliance with which could have a direct and material
effect on the determination of the financial statement amounts. However, providing an opinion on
compliance with those provisions was not an objective of our audit and, accordingly, we do not express
such an opinion. The results of our tests disclosed no instances of noncompliance or other matters that are
required to be reported under Government Auditing Standards.

Purpose of this Report
The purpose of this report is solely to describe the scope of our testing of internal control and compliance
and the results of that testing, and not to provide an opinion on the effectiveness of the City’s internal

control or on co ce. This report is an integral part of an audit performed in accordance with
Government Auditii ndards in considering the City’s internal control and compliance. Accordingly, this

March 3, 2023 %\

132



W
W N '

resnell

GAGE, PLLC

ACCOUNTING AND CONSULTING

609 South Washington, Suite 202
Moscow, Idaho 83843
www.presnellgage.com

(208) 882-2211

Fax: (208) 883-3808

INDEPENDENT AUDITOR'S REPORT - UNIFORM GUIDANCE

Members of City Council
City of Moscow, Idaho

Moscow, Idaho @
Report on Compliarr%Each Major Federal Program

Opinion of Each Major Federal\Program

described in the OMB’s Compliance ment that could have a direct and material effect on each of the
City of Moscow, Idaho’s major federa rams for the year ended September 30, 2022. The City of
Moscow, Idaho’s major federal programs Q'Pkentified in the summary of auditor’s results section of the
accompanying schedule of findings and questio

We have audited the City of M§@, Idaho’s compliance with the types of compliance requirements

n;d costs.
In our opinion, the City of Moscow, Idaho, compli @ Il material respects, with the types of compliance
requirements referred to above that could have a 'rgt,and material effect on each of its major federal

programs for the year ended September 30, 2022. /@

Basis for Opinion of Each Major Federal Program

We conducted our audit of compliance in accordance with audi@ ndards generally accepted in the
United States of America; the standards applicable to financial auaﬁg tained in Government Auditing
Standards, issued by the Comptroller General of the United States; an udit requirements of Title 2
U.S. Code of Federal Regulations Part 200, Uniform Administrative Redw;e nts, Cost Principles, and
Audit Requirements for Federal Awards (Uniform Guidance). Our responsibilities under those standards
and the Uniform Guidance are further described in the Auditor's Responsibilities for the Audit of
Compliance section of our report.

We are required to be independent of the City of Moscow, ldaho, and to meet our other ethical
responsibilities, in accordance with relevant ethical requirements relating to our audit. We believe that the
audit evidence we have obtained is sufficient and appropriate to provide a basis for our opinion on
compliance for each major federal program. Our audit does not provide a legal determination of the City of
Moscow, Idaho’s compliance with the compliance requirements referred to above.
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Responsibilities of Management for Compliance

Management is responsible for compliance with the requirements referred to above and for the design,
implementation, and maintenance of effective internal control over compliance with the requirements of
laws, statutes, regulations, rules, and provisions of contracts or grant agreements applicable to the City of
Moscow, Idaho’s federal programs.

Auditor’s Responsibilities for the Audit of Compliance

Our objectives are to obtain reasonable assurance about whether material noncompliance with the
compliance requirements referred to above occurred, whether due to fraud or error, and express an opinion
on the City of Moscow, Idaho’s compliance based on our audit. Reasonable assurance is a high level of
assurance but is not absolute assurance and therefore is not a guarantee that an audit conducted in
accordance with generally accepted auditing standards, Government Auditing Standards, and the Uniform
Guidance will alway, detect material noncompliance when it exists. The risk of not detecting material
noncompliance r g from fraud is higher than for that resulting from error, as fraud may involve
collusion, forgery, tional omissions, misrepresentations, or the override of internal control.
Noncompliance with th pllance requirements referred to above is considered material if there is a

substantial likelihood th V|duaIIy or in the aggregate, it would influence the judgment made by a
reasonable user of the re compliance about the City of Moscow, Idaho’s compliance with the
requirements of each major rogram as a whole.

In performing an audit in accorda @th generally accepted auditing standards, Government Auditing
Standards, and the Uniform Guidan

o Exercise professional judgment an a% tain professional skepticism throughout the audit.

¢ Identify and assess the risks of material ngncompliance, whether due to fraud or error, and design
and perform audit procedures responsiv ose risks. Such procedures include examining, on a
test basis, evidence regarding the City scow, Idaho’s compliance with the compliance
requirements referred to above and performi other procedures as we considered necessary
in the circumstances.

¢ Obtain an understanding of the City of Moscow, Id@% '!Eternal control over compliance relevant to

n

the audit in order to design audit procedures that ar priate in the circumstances and to test
and report on internal control over compliance in accorda @Nith the Uniform Guidance, but not for
the purpose of expressing an opinion on the effectivenes City of Moscow, Idaho’s internal
control over compliance. Accordingly, no such opinion is eﬁs d.

We are required to communicate with those charged with governance re ihg, among other matters, the
planned scope and timing of the audit and any significant deficiencies and material weaknesses in internal
control over compliance that we identified during the audit.

Report on Internal Control Over Compliance

A deficiency in internal control over compliance exists when the design or operation of a control over
compliance does not allow management or employees, in the normal course of performing their assigned
functions, to prevent, or detect and correct, noncompliance with a type of compliance requirement of a
federal program on a timely basis. A material weakness in internal control over compliance is a deficiency,
or combination of deficiencies, in internal control over compliance, such that there is a reasonable
possibility that material noncompliance with a type of compliance requirement of a federal program will not
be prevented, or detected and corrected, on a timely basis. A significant deficiency in internal control over
compliance is a deficiency, or a combination of deficiencies, in internal control over compliance with a type
of compliance requirement of a federal program that is less severe than a material weakness in internal
control over compliance, yet important enough to merit attention by those charged with governance.
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Our consideration of internal control over compliance was for the limited purpose described in the Auditor’s
Responsibilities for the Audit of Compliance section above and was not designed to identify all deficiencies
in internal control over compliance that might be material weaknesses or significant deficiencies in internal
control over compliance. Given these limitations, during our audit we did not identify any deficiencies in
internal control over compliance that we consider to be material weaknesses. However, material
weaknesses or significant deficiencies in internal control over compliance may exist that were not identified.

Our audit was not designed for the purpose of expressing an opinion on the effectiveness of internal control
over compliance. Accordingly, no such opinion is expressed.

The purpose of this report on internal control over compliance is solely to describe the scope of our testing
of internal control over compliance and the results of that testing based on the requirements of the Uniform
Guidance. Accordingly, this report is not suitable for any other purpose.

March 3, 2023 ’VQ
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CITY OF MOSCOW, IDAHO

SCHEDULE OF FINDINGS AND QUESTIONED COSTS
Year Ended September 30, 2022

Section | - Summary of Auditor's Results

Financial Statements
Type of auditor's report issued: Unmodified

Internal control over financial reporting:
* Material weakness(es) identified yes _X no

* Significant deficiency(ies) identified
that are not gohsidered to be
material we es? yes X__none reported

Noncompliance material%ncial

statements noted?

Federal Awards %

Internal control over major programs:

* Material weakness(es) identified %)\ yes _X no

* Significant deficiency(ies) identified /9
that are not considered to be @
material weaknesses? L yes _X_ none reported

Type of auditor's report issued on compliance for major pr% Unmodified

yes _X no

Any audit findings disclosed that are required to
be reported in accordance with

Uniform Guidance /97 yes _X no

Identification of major programs: )\
CFDA Numbers Name of federal program or cluster
21.027 Coronavirus State and Local Fiscal Recovery Funds

20.600, 20.610, 20.616 Highway Safety Cluster

Dollar threshold used to distinguish
between type A and type B programs: $ 750,000

Auditee qualified as low-risk auditee? yes X _no
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CITY OF MOSCOW, IDAHO

SCHEDULE OF FINDINGS AND QUESTIONED COSTS
Year Ended September 30, 2022

Section Il — Financial Statement Findings

No matters were reported.

Section lll — Federal Award Findings and Questioned Costs

No matters were reported.

137



CITY OF MOSCOW, IDAHO

SCHEDULE OF EXPENDITURES OF FEDERAL AWARDS - MODIFIED ACCRUAL BASIS
Year Ended September 30, 2022

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
Economic Adjustment Assistance
Total for Department of Commerce

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT
Passed through the State of
Idaho - Idaho Department of Commerce
Community Development Block Grant
Total for Department of Housing and Urban Development

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Passed through the State of
Idaho - Transportation Department

Highway Planning and Copstruction
Total Highway Planr@Construction Cluster

Passed through the State of dy
Idaho - Transportation Departm
Highway Safety Grant
State Traffic Safety Information Sy

National Priority Safety Programs
Total Highway Safety Cluster

Total for Department of Transportation

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Passed through the State of
Idaho - Attorney General
Bulletproof Vest Partnership
Total for Department of Justice

DEPARTMENT OF TREASURY
Passed through the State of
Idaho - Office of the Governor
Coronavirus State and Local Fiscal Recovery Funds
Total for Department of Treasury

NATIONAL ENDOWMENT FOR THE ARTS
Passed through the State of
Idaho - Commission on the Arts
Promotion of the Arts Partnership Agreements
Total for National Endowment for the Arts

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES
Passed through the State of
Idaho - Office of Drug Policy
Substance Abuse and Mental Health Services Projects
of Regional and National Significance
Total for Department of Health and Human Services

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY
Passed through the State of
Idaho - Military Division - Idaho Office of Emergency Management
Disaster Grants-Public Assistance
Total for Disaster Grants-Public Assistance

Passed through the State of
Idaho - Military Division - Idaho Office of Emergency Management
Hazardous Mitigation
Total for Hazardous Mitigation

Total for Department of Homeland Security

TOTAL EXPENDITURES OF FEDERAL AWARDS

Pass-Through

Federal Entity Passed Total

CFDA Identifying Through to Federal
Number Number Subrecipients Expenditures
11.307 07-79-07731 None $ 158,439
158,439
14.228 ICDBG-20-11-14-PK None $ 65,409
65,409
20.205 A013(014) SMA-7674 None $ 1,076,531
1,076,531
20.600 SPT2203 None 96,427
20.610 20483, 20109, 21997, 22402 None 1,178,121
20.616 NHTSA 2022 None 1,491
1,276,039
2,352,570
16.607 22032490 None 5,886
; 5,886
21.027 / 20-1892-0-1-806 None 1,209,694
% 1,209,694
45.025 1863 None 7,224
7,224
93.243 1H79SP080981-01 None 2,229
2,229
97.036 FEMA-4443-DR-ID None 57,171
57,171
97.039 DR-4313-HMPG None 73,206
73,206
130,377
$ 3,931,828
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CITY OF MOSCOW, IDAHO

SCHEDULE OF EXPENDITURES OF FEDERAL AWARDS - MODIFIED ACCRUAL BASIS
Year Ended September 30, 2022

Note 1. Basis of Presentation

BASIS OF PRESENTATION - SCHEDULE OF EXPENDITURES OF FEDERAL AWARDS
The schedule of expenditures of federal awards includes the federal grant awards of the
City of Moscow, Idaho, and is presented on the accrual basis of accounting. The information
in this schedule is presented in accordance with the requirements of Title 2 U.S. Code of
Federal Regulations Part 200, Uniform Administrative Requirements, Cost Principles, and
Audit Requirements for Federal Awards (Uniform Guidance). Therefore, some amounts
presented in this schedule may differ from amounts presented in, or used in, the
presentation of the basic financial statements.

SUMMARY OF SIGIWMFICANT ACCOUNTING POLICIES
Expenditures repc%o the Schedule are reported on the accrual basis of accounting.
Such expenditures aré§ gnized following the cost principles contained in the Uniform
Guidance, wherein ce es of expenditures are not allowable or are limited as to
reimbursement.

DE MINIMIS INDIRECT COST IQ
The City of Moscow, Idaho, has e not to use the 10-percent de minimis indirect cost
rate allowed under the Uniform Guid
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