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TEXT OF PERTINENT LEGAL AUTHORITY

STATUTES

458-C:7 Modification of Order

I. (a) The obligor or obligee may apply to the court or, when the department of health and
human services has issued a legal order of support pursuant to RSA 161-C, to the department,
whichever issued the existing order, for modification of such order 3 years after the entry of the
last order for support, without the need to show a substantial change of circumstances. This
section shall not prohibit the obligor or obligee from applying at any time for a modification
based on substantial change of circumstances,

(b) Not less than once every 3 years the department shall provide notice to the parties subject
to a child support order payable through the department informing them of their right to request a
review, and, if appropriate, the right to apply for adjustment of the child support order. The
notice provision may be included as part of the initial support order or any subsequent orders.

(c) Not less than once every 3 years the department shall review all child support orders in
which there is an assignment to the department pursuant to Title IV-A of the Social Security Act
and, if appropriate, apply for adjustment of the child support order in accordance with the child
support guidelines.

I1. Any child support modification shall not be effective prior to the date that notice of the
petition for modification has been given to the respondent. "Notice" means:
{a) Service as specified in civil actions; or
{b) Acceptance of a copy of the petition, as long as the petition is filed no later than 30 days
following said acceptance, and as long as the petitioner provides proof of acceptance by a
certified mail receipt. Nothing in this subparagraph shall be construed to affect service as
required by law.

11I. Whenever the court, pursuant to this chapter, modifies a support order which results in an
overpayment of support, the court shall order, absent a showing of undue hardship, the obligee to
directly reimburse the obligor for such overpayment of support or order an adjustment to the
modified support order until reimbursement of the overpayment has been satisfied. Any
reimbursement ordered shall be only for an overpayment that occurs after the date that notice of
the petition for modification of support order was given to the respondent. The court shall enter
an order for reimbursement as a provision of the modified order, which order for reimbursement
shall take effect 30 days after issuance, unless either the obligor or obligee requests, within such
30-day period, a separate hearing to determine the amount and frequency of reimbursement.



458-C:19 (I), (I1) and (IIT) Alimony (effective until January 1, 2019)

[. Upon motion of either party for alimony payments, the court shall make orders for the
payment of alimony to the party in need of alimony, either temporary or permanent, for a definite
or indefinite period of time, if the motion for alimony payments is made within 5 years of the
decree of nullity or divorce and the court finds that:

(a) The party in need lacks sufficient income, property, or both, including property apportioned
in accordance with RSA 458:16-a, to provide for such party’s reasonable needs, taking into
account the style of living to which the parties have become accustomed during the marriage;
and

(b) The party from whom alimony is sought is able to meet reasonable needs while meeting those
of the party seeking alimony, taking into account the style of living to which the parties have
become accustomed during the marriage; and

(c) The party in need is unable to be self-supporting through appropriate employment at a
standard of living that meets reasonable needs or is allocated parental rights and responsibilities
under RSA 461-A for a child of the parties whose condition or circumstances make it appropriate
that the parent to not seek employment outside the home.

II. Upon motion of either party, the court may make orders for the payment of an alimony
allowance when such orders would be just and equitable.

ITI. Upon a decree of nullity or divorce, or upon renewal, modification, or extension of a prior
order for alimony, the court may order alimony to be paid for such length of time as the parties
may agree or the court orders.

RSA 458:16-a Property Settlement

I. Property shall include all tangible and intangible property and assets, real or personal,
belonging to either or both parties, whether title to the property is held in the name of either or
both parties. Intangible property includes, but is not limited to, employment benefits, vested and
non-vested pension or other retirement benefits, or savings plans. To the extent permitted by
federal law, property shall include military retirement and veterans' disability benefits,

II. When a dissolution of a marriage is decreed, the court may order an equitable division of
property between the parties. The court shall presume that an equal division is an equitable
distribution of property, unless the court establishes a trust fund under RSA 458:20 or unless the
court decides that an equal division would not be appropriate or equitable after considering one
or more of the following factors:

{a) The duration of the marriage.

(b) The age, health, social or economic status, occupation, vocational skills, employability,
separate property, amount and sources of income, needs and liabilities of each party.

(c) The opportunity of each party for future acquisition of capital assets and income.

(d) The ability of the custodial parent, if any, to engage in gainful employment without
substantially interfering with the interests of any minor children in the custody of said party.

(e) The need of the custodial parent, if any, to occupy or own the marital residence and to use or
own its household effects.



(f) The actions of either party during the marriage which contributed to the growth or diminution
in value of property owned by either or both of the parties.

(g) Significant disparity between the parties in relation to contributions to the marriage, including
contributions to the care and education of the children and the care and management of the
home.

(h) Any direct or indirect contribution made by one party to help educate or develop the career or
employability of the other party and any interruption of either party's educational or personal
career opportunities for the benefit of the other's career or for the benefit of the parties’ marriage
or children,

(1) The expectation of pension or retirement rights acquired prior to or during the marriage.

(3) The tax consequences for each party.

(k) The value of property that is allocated by a valid prenuptial contract made in good faith by
the parties.

(/) The fault of either party as specified in RSA 458:7 if said fault caused the breakdown of the
marriage and:

(1) Caused substantial physical or mental pain and suffering; or

(2) Resulted in substantial economic loss to the marital estate or the injured party.

(m) The value of any property acquired prior to the marriage and property acquired in exchange
for property acquired prior to the marriage.

{n) The value of any property acquired by gift, devise, or descent.

{0) Any other factor that the court deems relevant.

II-a, Tangible property shall include animals. In such cases, the property settlement shall address
the care and ownership of the parties’ animals, taking into consideration the animals’ wellbeing.

HI. If either or both parties retain an ownership interest in an education savings account held on
behalf of a child of the marriage, including a qualified tuition program under 26 U.S.C. Section
529, the court may, in its discretion, preserve the account for its original purpose or may treat the
account as property of the marriage subject to equitable division under this section.

IV, The court shall specify written reasons for the division of property which it orders.

COURT RULES

Family Division Rule 2.29 Effective Dates

A. Uncontested Matters. Decrees in uncontested cases where the parties have filed a
permanent agreement shall become effective on the date signed by the judge, or countersigned
by a judge pursuant to RSA 490-D:9, unless otherwise specified by the Court.

B. Contested and Defaulted Matters. In contested cases or upon the default of either party,
the following rules apply.

1. The following orders are effective upon the issuance of the clerk's notice of
decision, unless the court specifies, either orally or in writing, another effective date:



a. Temporary orders;

b. Parenting plans;

c. Uniform support orders

d. Orders for alimony or payments of on-going expenses; and

e. Provisions concerning the welfare of a child or the safety of a party,
at the discretion of the court.

2. All orders other than those described in subsection 1 are effective on the 31st
day from the date of the clerk's notice of decision unless the order specifies another
effective date, a party files a timely post-decision motion (see Supreme Court Rule
7(1)(c)), or a party files an appeal.

3. If any party files a timely post-decision motion, but no appeal is filed, all orders
other than those described in subsection 1 are effective on the 31st day from the date of
the clerk’s notice of decision on the motion or another date at the discretion of the
coutt.

4, If any party files an appeal, all orders described in subsection 1 shall continue
in effect until the supreme court mandate or the conclusion of such further proceedings
as the supreme court may order, whichever is last. During this period, no orders as to
marital status or parentage or as to property division shall take effect.

5. Nothing in this Rule modifies Family Division Rule 1.31 or Supreme Court
Rule 7 as to the time for filing an appeal.

C. Inactive Cases. All domestic relations cases which have been placed on hold by request of
the parties shall be dismissed after six (6) months unless there is a request by a party to
reactivate the case, or a request for a further extension for good cause.



ARGUMENT

L The trial court erred as a matter of law by ordering that Mr, Bart’s child support
obligation shall be automatically modified on an annual basis, retroactive to the
beginning of the prior calendar vear, without any judicial determination that the
new amount of child support is just and appropriate.

In her brief, Ms. Sanborn argues that the trial court properly exercised its discretion (a) in
requiring Mz, Bart to update his income disclosure annually, and (b) by imposing an automatic
recalculation of child support each year based on the updated figures. Ms. Sanborn argues that
this was a proper discretionary decision supported by the record and the “equities of the case.”

A. Annual Disclosure of Income

Ms. Sanborn devotes a portion of her brief to arguing that the annual exchange of tax
returns as ordered by the trial court is allowed under New Hampshire law. This is a strawman
argument as Mr, Bart has not appealed this portion of the Final Decree. Mr. Bart does not object
to the annual exchange of tax returns. Instead, he objects to the automatic recalculation of his child
support obligation each year, retroactively, and without a hearing or any other form of judicial
review to determine whether the new amount is just and appropriate. See RSA 458-C:7.

B. Automatic Recalculation of Child Support

Ms. Sanborn argues that “the Court has long blessed automatic escalation or recalculation
clauses as a way to reduce the need of parties to go to court...,” yet she can only cite one case

where such a clause was so blessed - Heinze v. Heinze, 122 N,H., 358 (1982). Her reliance on

Heinze, however, is misplaced. Heinze was decided in 1982 before passage of the existing child
support statute, including RSA 458-C:7 (circa 1991) which established the current statutory
scheme for the modification of child support orders, including the prohibition on orders

retroactive to a date prior to notice of a petition for modification based on either (a) a substantial



change in circumstance or (b) the passage of three years since the prior child support order. In In
re: Donovan, 152, N.H. 55 (2005), which Ms. Sanborn also cites, this Court reversed a trial
court’s order that imposed an escalation clause on a child support obligor.

Lacking any substantive legal argument, Ms. Sanborn resorts to ad Aominem attacks on
Mr. Bart and argues that the child support order “was a response to Mr, Bart’s own conduct in
this litigation” and is justified due to Mr. Bart’s “credibility deficiencies and his failures to
disclose income during the litigation process.” However, there is nothing in the Final Decree
which suggests that the trial court believed that the amount of present income attributed to Mr.
Bart for child support purposes ($9,718 per month) was inaccurate, nor did the trial court
articulate the claims now made by Ms, Sanborn as the basis for its order.

Although the trial court found that certain income was not identified until the filing of the
petition for divorce (Final Decree, App. to Respondent’s Answering Brief at p. 31), this income
involved the parties” 2014, 2015 and 2016 tax returns that were jointly filed when the parties
were still together. (Append. to Petitioner’s Brief at p. 9; Request #118). The trial court found
that the amended returns filed by Mr. Bart for each of these years corrected this issue. (Final
Decree, App. to Respondent’s Answering Brief at p. 37). No evidence was presented at the final
hearing which suggests that this underreporting of income, of which Ms. Sanborn was aware (Tr.
at 861), had any impact on the 2018 tax returns used by the trial court in part to calculate Mr.
Bart’s child support obligation.

Ms. Sanborn’s allegation that Mr. Bart failed to disclose his income during the litigation
process in particularly egregious and unsupported by the record. In fact, the trial court
specifically rejected these claims. In response to her request for attorney’s fees, the trial court

found that, “[Ms. Sanborn] has not demonstrated that [Mr. Bart’s] conduct with regard to



discovery was conducted in bad faith....” (Final Decree, Add. to Respondent’s Answering Brief
at p. 41). The trial court further stated that Ms. Bart and his counsel had provided complete
copies of his bank statements and tax returns and that neither Ms. Sanborn nor her counsel were
able to identify “any document that [Mr. Bart] refused to provide in discovery.” Id. Mr, Bart
testified about the voluminous discovery, including Quickbooks data, provided to Ms. Sanborn’s
counsel dating back six years and that nothing requested was denied. (Tr. at 947-956). Thus,
while the trial court found that Mr. Bart’s income was difficult for everyone involved to ascertain
{(Final Decree, Add. to Respondent’s Answering Brief at p. 41), it did not find that this was the
fault of Mr. Bart. (Id.).

Rather than address the statutory arguments made in Mr. Bart’s brief, Ms. Sanborn
alleges that the trial court is a court of equity and has the inherent authority to fashion remedies
that circumvent the statutory requirements sct forth in the child support statute. However, such
an argument was rejected by this Court in In re Albert, 155 N.H. 259 (2007). In Albert, this
Court reversed the trial court’s decision to calculate the father’s gross income in a manner that
was inconsistent with the statute notwithstanding any finding that the father was “not credible or
forthright.” Id. at 262. While the credibility and forthrightness of a party may be considered by
a trial court when accepting evidence, these are not grounds for ignoring the plain meaning of the
statute. [d. Thus, even if the trial court had expressed a lack of confidence in its finding of Mr,
Bart’s present income based upon an alleged lack of forthrightness (it did not), this would not be
grounds for ignoring the statutory requirements set forth in RSA 458-C:7 for the review and
modification of all child support orders.

Pursuant to RSA 458-C:7, if Ms. Sanborn receives Mr. Bart’s tax returns in the future and

believes that there has been a substantial change in circumstance such that a modification of

10



child support is warranted, she will have the right to petition the court for relief retroactive to the
date Mr. Bart receives notice of the petition for modification. She may also petition the court
every three years as a matter of right. However, there is no legal or factual basis for the trial
court’s decision to adopt a process that avoids the requirements mandated by the legislature in
RSA 458-C:7.

I1. The trial court erred when it treated marital funds used by Mr. Bart to pay his legal
fees as an advance on his share of the marital estate but failed to hold Ms. Sanborn
to the same standard.

The trial court specifically found that the use of marital assets by one party during the
divorce to pay their legal fees has the effect of requiring the othef spouse {0 pay the other’s
attorney’s fees and, if left uncorrected, would be contrary to New Hampshire law. (Final Decree,
Add. to Respondent’s Answering Brief at p. 40). In re Hampers, 154 N.H. 275, 291 (2006).
Neither party appealed this finding. There is, however, no plausible way to read the Final
Decree and not conclude that this rule was not applied equally to both parties.

In her brief, Ms. Sanborn does not deny that she withdrew $53,259 from marital accounts
during the divorce to pay her attorney’s fees; however, she argues that the trial court’s unequal
treatment of these withdrawals was justified as part of the overall property division, However,
nowhere in the Final Decree did the trial court articulate the reasons provided by Ms, Sanborn as
a basis for its disparate treatment of these withdrawals., The trial court specifically found that a
55-45 division of marital assets was warranted in light of the fact that the business and the real
property associated therewith were inherited or gifted from Mr. Bart’s family (Final Decree,
App. to Respondent’s Answering Brief at pp. 35 and 40). The trial court then purported to divide
the marital estate to the dollar based on these exact percentages. (Id. at p. 44-45). It is well settled

that, regardless of its ultimate decision, the court must specify written findings and reasons for

11



the division of property which it orders. Magrauth v. Magrauth, 136 N.I1. 757, 763 (1993). Here,

the trial court provided no written explanation for the inconsistency between its ruling that
neither party could be obligated to pay towards the attorney’s fees of the other, and its division of
marital property which failed to account for Ms. Sanborn’s use of the $53,259.

Ms. Sanborn’s claim that the trial court’s order is justified because Mr. Bart “dissipated”
and “plundered” marital assets is patently false and was not found by the trial court to be true.
(Append. to Petitioner’s Brief at p. 11; Request #125 not granted). As Mr. Bart testified, the
underreporting of income in the years 2014, 2015 and 2016 had no impact on the value of the
marital estate as the sums in question were used to support the family. (Tr. at p. 940). No
evidence was produced at trial by Ms. Sanborn which demonstrated that assets had been
dissipated or had otherwise left the marital estate. If this had been a basis for the trial court’s
decision, the trial court could have said so in the Final Decree. It did not.

III.  The trial court erred as a matter of law when it modified the Final Decree after this
appeal had already been perfected to this Court.

Ms. Sanborn argues that Family Division Rule 2.29 (B)(1)(d) does not apply to her real
estate taxes because they are not an on an “on-going expense.” This argument defies logic. The

plain meaning of the word expense is any “financial burden, or outlay: COST.” Webster’s New

Collegiate Dictionary. Ms. Sanborn’s real estate taxes, which must be paid twice per year,

clearly meet this definition. Real estate taxes are also listed as a specific line item on the
“expense” page of the financial affidavit that each party is required to sign under oath and submit
to the court in any divorce proceeding. Ms. Sanborn could have addressed this issue in her
motion to reconsider following the issuance of the Final Decree and before this Court had

jurisdiction over the matter, and her brief provides no explanation for why she failed to do so.

12



Ms. Sanborn also argues that this order was necessary to maintain the status quo;
however, the trial court did not offer this as the basis for its decision and this claim is
contradicted by the record below. Ms. Sanborn, who was found to earn $5,155 per month, was
also awarded child support and alimony of $1,342 and $1,000 respectively, bringing her total
income from all sources to §7,497 per month, Implicit in the trial court’s alimony award is a
finding that this award would enabie Ms. Sanborn to meet her reasonable needs, including the
expenses associated with the home she was awarded.

IV.  The trial court properly calculated Mr. Bart’s present income for the purpose of
calenlating his child support obligation.

Trial courts are afforded broad discretion in fashioning divorce decrees, including matters
of child support, property division and alimony, and this Court will not overturn such a decision

absent an unsustainable exercise of discretion. In the Matter of Crowe & Crowe, 148 N.H. 218,

221 (2002). When reviewing a trial court’s discretionary decision making, this Court need only
review whether there is an objective basis sufficient to sustain the judgment of the trial court
which shall not be disturbed if it could reasonably have been made. In re Kempton, 167 N.H.

785, 792 (2015).

Ms, Sanborn’s appeals the trial court’s finding that Mr. Bart’s total present income for
child support purposes is $9,718 per month, (Final Decree, App. to Respondent’s Answering
Brief at p. 32). The trial court’s finding was consistent with Mr. Bart’s financial affidavit which
stated that his income from Granite State Candy Shoppe (GSCS) was $8,334 per month and that
his rental income and business profits from a real estate holding company, CMJ Associates
(CMJ), was $1,384.18 per month. (Append. to Petitioner’s Brief at pp. 71-75). Although Mr.

Bart had capital gains income in 2018 from the sale of stock in an investment account, the
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cvidence at trial confirmed that this was a one-time event that Mr. Bart would not have going
forward. Because the trial court’s finding as to Mr. Bart’s present income is supported by the

record below and is consistent with New Hampshire law, it must be affirmed.

A, Income from GSCS

The trial court’s finding that Mr. Bart’s income from GSCS was $8,334 per month
($100,014 annually) is consistent with the amount reported on Mr. Bart’s 2018 tax return,
(Append. to Petitioner’s Brief at p. 64). Ms. Sanborn does not appear to dispute this finding and,
in fact, argues that the trial court correctly used this amount when calculating Mr. Bart’s
retroactive child support obligation under the temporary orders. (Final Decree, Add. to

Respondent’s Answering Brief at pp. 32-33; Petitioner’s Brief at pp. 40-41),

B. Income from CM.J

With regard to CMJ, Ms, Sanborn argues that the trial court erred by not using the exact
figure as reported on Mr. Bart’s 2018 tax return and his K-1 (836,070, or $3,005 per month). Ms.

Sanborn’s position, however, is inconsistent with New Hampshire law.

It is well settled that how federal income taxation statutes define “income” is of little
relevance to how gross income is defined under the child support guidelines. In re Taylor, 153
N.H. 700, 704 (2006). This is so because "[t]he objectives of the child support guidelines . . .
differ from the objectives of the federal income taxation statutes.” fd. at 703-04. Thus, it is not
incongruous for a trial court to hold that an item of taxable income does not qualify as
gross income for child support purposes. In re Albert, 155 N.H. 259, 264 (2007). In order for
income to be considered gross income under the child support guidelines, it must actually be

available to the child support obligor to meet his or her obligation. Id.

14



Thus, in Albert, 155 N.H. 259, this Court reversed the trial court’s decision to simply use
the amount of passive income listed on a child support’s obligor’s K-1 when determining his
income from a real estate holding company. This Court noted that the amount of passive income
listed on the K-1 was not necessarily available for the payment of child support, and that real
estate holding companies often must make significant principal payments that are not deductible

on their tax returns. Id. at 264,

The undisputed evidence at trial was that CMJ is a real estate holding company that owns
one building that is encumbered by two commercial mortgages with combined balances totaling
approximately $147,448 (Final Decree, App. to Respondent’s Answering Brief at p. 44; Append.
to Petitioner’s Brief at p. 74), and that the principal payments on these loans in 2018 totaled
$37,972.84. (Tr. at p. 903). Although these principal payments are a required expenditure each

month, they are not deductible by CMJ for tax purposes.

In 2018, CMJ also had a depreciation expense of $16,614 on its tax return. (Petitioner’s
Exhibit #35, Add. to Respondent’s Answering Brief at p. 72). However, unlike the payments of
principal described above, depreciation is a non-cash expense that does not require an outlay of
funds and, as a result, these funds are available to Mr. Bart to pay child support. Thus, the
appropriate method is to add-back this depreciation expense when calculating gross income for

child support purposes. In re: Maves & Moore, 166 N.H. 564, 569 (2014).

Here, the trial court correctly calculated Mr. Bart’s income from CMJ by using the
following calculation as set forth on Mr. Bart’s financial affidavit (Append. to Petitioner’ Brief at

p. 75)

15



Net Operating Income Per Tax Return $37,968.00

Plus Depreciation Expense $16,614.00
Less Principal Payments on Debt (37.972.84)
Service

Actual Cash Flow/Income (annualized) | $16,609.16
Actual Cash Flow/Income (monthly) $1,384.18

$1,384.18 per month represents the actual amount of gross income available to Mr. Bart
from CMJ each month to pay child support. The trial court’s finding is both supported by the

record below and consistent with New Hampshire law and, as such, must be affirmed.

Ms. Sanborn correctly points out in her brief that the trial court’s treatment of this income
is inconsistent in the Final Decree. When calculating Mr. Bart’s income for the period from
February of 2018 through December of 2018, the trial court simply used the income as reported
on the 2018 K-1 (Final Decree, Add. to Respondent’s Answering Brief at p. 32). This was an
error of law for the reasons discussed above that, due to the amounts involved, Mr. Bart chose
not to appeal. However, this error favored Ms. Sanborn as it resulted in a higher amount of child

support for the period in question.

C. Capital Gains Income

The trial court correctly concluded that it would be inappropriate to impute capital gains
income to Mr. Bart when calculating his child support obligation going forward. The evidence
presented at trial was that Mr, Bart had capital gains in 2018 in the amount of $21,679 as the
result of stocks sold in the CMJ Fidelity account in March and April of that year. (Append. to
Petitioner’s Brief at p. 91). However, these gains and more were captured and included in the

trial court’s calculation of child support owed by Mr. Bart for the period from June of 2018

16



through June 2019 ($40,000 withdrawal from the CMJ Fidelity account prorated at $3,333.33 per
month). (Final Decree, Add. to Petitioner’s Answering Brief at p. 32). Withdrawals from this
account totaling $65,000 were also calculated as an advance on Mr. Bart’s share of the marital
estate as part of the overall property division. (Final Decree, Add. to Respondent’s Answering
Brief at p. 45). These two amounts, totaling $105,000, represent the approximate value of the
Fidelity Investments account at the time of the divorce filing. (Add. to Respondent’s Opening

Brief at p. 74, Request #19).

At the time of trial, the Fidelity account had been reduced to a mere $1,116.68, which
funds were being held in a money market account earning interest income of only 2.02%.
(Petitioner’s Exhibit #40, Add. to Respondent’s Answering Brief at p. 101), Thus, the trial court
correctly concluded that the capital gains income earned in 2018 was a one-time event which had
already been captured as part of its child support calculation for 2018 and the first half of 2019.
(Final Decree, App. to Respondent’s Answering Brief at p. 32). No evidence was presented at
the final hearing from which the trial court could have concluded that Mr. Bart would have any
capital gains income going forward. Thus, it would have been an error of law for the trial court
to continue to attribute capital gains income to Mr. Bart for the purpose of determining his child

support obligation.

V. The trial court properly exercised its discretion when dividing the marital estate.

Marital property is not to be divided by mechanical formula but in a manner deemed just

based upon the evidence presented and the equities of the case. In the Matter of Geraghty &

Geraghty, 169 N.H. 404, 417 (2016). Although under RSA 458:16-a, I an equal division of

property is presumed to be equitable, the trial court may decide otherwise after considering one

or more of the factors designated in the statute. The statutory factors that the court may consider,
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include, but are not limited to, (a) the value of property acquired prior to the marriage and
property acquired in exchange for property acquired prior to the marriage; and (b) the value of
property acquired by gift, devise, or descent. RSA 458:16-a 11 (m) and {n). The court need not

consider all of the enumerated factors or give them equal weight. Geraghty, 169 N.H. at 417.

Here, the record below supports the trial court’s finding that the parties’ interests in both
GSCS and CMJ “have been in [Mr. Bart’s] family for nearly 100 years” and were “inherited
and/or gifted to [Mr. Bart].” (Final Decree, Add. to Respondent’s Answering Bricf at p. 35)(Add.
to Respondent’s Opening Brief at pp. 76-77, Requests #34-53)(Tr. at pp. 806-823), The trial
court also found that these business assets, after deducting for the mortgages on the property
owned by CMJ, were worth $823,400, or approximately 46.85% of the entire marital estate (i.e.
$823,400/$1,757,342). (Add. to Respondent’s Answering Brief at pp. 44-45). Having made
these findings, the trial court properly exercised its discretion in awarding Mr, Bart 55% of the

marital estate.

This Court has held that a trial court may award an unequal division of marital assets
where significant assets, including business interests, were brought into the marriage, or either

inherited or gifted from the family of one of the parties. McAlpin v. McAlpin, 129 N.H. 737

(1987); Grandmaison v. Grandmaison, [19 N.H. 268 (1979).

Ms. Sanborn does not deny that the interests in GSCS and CMJ were either gifted or
inherited from Mr. Bart’s family (Petitioner’s Brief at pp. 45-46), but instead argues that other
“factors the trial court is permitted to consider weighed in Ms. Sanborn’s favor.” However, as

noted above, the trial court is not required to weigh all the statutory factors equally, if at all.
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Geraghty, 169 N.H. at 417. Because the trial court’s division of marital property is supported by

the record below, it must be affirmed.

VI.  The trial properly exercised its discretion when awarding Ms. Sanborn alimony of
$1,000.00 month for 69 months.

Ms. Sanborn appeals the trial court’s decision to award her alimony of $1,000 per month
for 69 months. The trial court ruled, and the parties agreed, that the prior version of RSA 458:19

applies as this case was filed prior to January 1, 2019.

Pursuant to the statute, the trial court may award alimony, either temporary or permanent,
for a definite or indefinite period of time, if it finds that: (1) the party in need lacks sufficient
income, property, or both to provide for her reasonable needs, considering the style of living to
which the parties have become accustomed during the marriage; (2) the payor is able to continue
to meet his own reasonable needs, considering the style of living to which the parties have
become accustomed during the marriage; and (3) the party in need cannot be self-supporting
through appropriate employment at a standard of living that meets reasonable needs. RSA

458:19.

The trial court’s award of alimony is supported by the evidence submitted at trial and, as
such, represents a proper exercise of the trial court’s discretion. As noted above, the trial court
found that Mr. Bart had monthly gross income of $9,718 per month. The trial court also found
that Ms Sanborn, who is employed as a librarian at St. Paul’s School, has monthly gross income
of $5,115 from this employment. (Add. to Respondent’s Opening Brief;, Request #6). When Mr.
Bart’s child support and alimony obligations as set forth in the Final Decree are subtracted from

his gross income and added to that of Ms. Sanborn, she is left with more income each month to
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meet her reasonable needs than is Mr, Bart. This calculation does not account for the fact that

Mr. Bart must pay taxes on the child support and that he is in a higher tax bracket than is Ms,

Sanborn.
Mr. Bart Ms. Sanborn
Monthly Income $9,718.00 $5,155.00
Child Support -$1,342.00 $1,342.00
Alimony -$1,000.00 $1,000.00
Net Total $7.376.00 $7,497.00

Moreover, it must be noted that, pursuant to the Parenting Plan issued at the time of the
Final Decree, the trial court ruled that a shared parenting schedule was in the child’s best interest.
(Final Decree, Add. to Respondent’s Answering Brief at p. 31). As a result, Ms. Sanborn has no
greater need for income than does Mr. Bart. Mr, Bart must also provide a home and otherwise
meet the child’s financial needs 50% of the time. The trial court also found that both parties
were frugal and had modest expenses. (Final Decree, App. to Respondent’s Answering Brief at

p- 34).

Ms. Sanborn also argues that the Court should have awarded her alimony for 72 months,
not 69 months. This argument, however, ignores the fact that Ms. Sanborn, who was age 41 at
the time of the final hearing, received temporary alimony at a higher amount (31,500 per month)
from February of 2018 until the issuance of the Final Decree. Under the terms of the Final
Decree, Mr. Bart’s total alimony obligation will end up running more than seven years from
February of 2018 until August 1, 2025, This duration is quite generous to Ms. Sanborn in light
of the duration of the marriage (less than 13 years as of the date of filing) and the rehabilitative

purpose of alimony under New Hampshire law. Inre Nassar, 156 N.H. 769 (2008).
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CONCLUSION

For the forgoing reasons, Mr. Bart respectfully requests (1) that the provisions in the
Final Decree that require the automatic recalculation of child support retroactively each year be
vacated; (2) that this matter be remanded back to the trial court to correct the division of marital
assets to account for the $53,259 used by Ms. Sanborn for her legal fees; and (3) that the trial
court’s Order of May 18, 2020 bé vacated. Mr, Bart also requests that the Court deny Ms.

Sanborn’s appeal and affirm the issues raised by her in her brief,

REQUEST FOR ORAL ARGUMENT

Mr. Bart requests oral argument to be presented by Patrick J. Shechan, Esquire.

RULE 16(3)(i) CERTIFICATION

[ certify that the appealed decisions are in writing and are appended to this brief
beginning on page 25.

RULE 16(11) CERTIFICATION

I certify that the foregoing brief complies with the word limitation of 9,500 words for an

answering brief where a cross-appeal has been filed and that it contains 4,435 words.
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Respectfully submitted,
JEFFREY BART

By his attorneys,
SHEEHAN LAW OFFICE, PLLC

Dated: December 30, 2020 By: /s/ Patrick J. Sheehan

Patrick J. Sheehan, #11881
Sheehan Law Office, PLLC
35A Pleasant Street
Concord, N.H. 03301

(603) 715-2560
patrick@pjshechan.com

** CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE **

I'hereby certify that a copy of the foregoing motion was delivered on this date via electronic
service through the e-filing system of the NH Supreme Court to Attorney Jeremy Eggleton, Esq,
counsel for Lura Sanborn,

/s/ Patrick J. Sheehan
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THE STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE

JUDICIAL BRANCH
NH CIRCUIT CQURT
6th Circuit - Family Divigion - Congord : Telephons: 1-866-212-1234
32 Clinton Street TTYfTDD Relay: {800) 735-2984
Concord NH 03301 ' hitp:/Avww.courts state.nh.us
NOTICE OF DECISION

PATRICK .J. SHEEHAN, ESQ

SULLOWAY & HOLLIS

35A PLEASANT STREET

CONCORD NH 03301

___Case Name: In the Matter of Lura Sanborn and Jeffrey Bart
Case Number:  628-2017-DM-00409

Enclosed please find a copy of the Court's Order dated November 04, 2019 relative to:
SEE ATTACHED COURT ORDERS

Parenting Plan
. Uniform Support Order
Uniform Alimony Order
Final Decree on Petition for Divorce
ORDER

Any party obligated to pay child support is advised that it is his/her responsibility to keap the Court
(and the Division of Human Services if appropriate} advised of histher current mailing address in
writing, until such time as support payments are terminated.

it will cost $40.00 for a certified copy of your decree.

This matter will become final on 12/19/2019 known as the Judgment Day, if no objections or appeals
are filed. Objections must be filed with this court within 10 days of the date of the Notice of Decision,
appeals to the Supreme Court within 30 days.

The Clerk's office Is in possession of exhibits belonging to;
P/R

If you wish to have these exhibits returned, you must pick them up nio later than 10 days after the
effective date of the decree. |f the effective date is stayed by an appeal, Motion for Reconsideration
or the like, the effective date will be pursuant to Superior Court Rule 74.

Any unclaimed exhibits witl be destroyed after that date.
PLEASE BRING THIS LETTER WITH YOU.

November 18, 2019 Theresa A, McCafferty
Clerk of Court

NHEB-2207-DF {07/02/2011)
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(152)
C: Judlith Ann Fairclough, ESQ

NHIB-2207-DF (07/01/2011)
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THE STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE

JUDICIAL BRANCH

NH CIRCUIT COURT
MERRIMACK COUNTY 6% CIRCUIT ~ FAMILY DIVISION - CONCORD

In the Matter of!
Lura S8anborn, Petitioner, and Jeffrey Bart, Respondent

Case No. 629-2017-DM-00409

ORDER

This matter was before the Court for a mulfi-day Final Hearing that began on May 241, 2018 and
concluded on September 5, 2019. The Petitioner ("Mother”) was represented by Attorney Judith Ann
Fairclough, who was assisted by other aftomeys from her firm. The Respondent (‘Father”) was
represented by Attorney Patrick J, Sheshan.

The parties were married in Portland, Maine on July 16. 2005. They are the parents of Walden
Sanbor Bart (DOB 7/7/08).

Mother initiated the divorce proceedings in September of 2017. Father filed a Cross Pefition. By
Stipulation, approved January 18, 2019, the parties walved thelr respective fault claims and proceeded
with a divorce on the ground of irreconcilable differences.

The disputed Issues before the Court are as follows:
Paranting Plan

Child Support

Alimohy . -

Value of business interests and real estate
QOverall division of marital assets and Habilities
Health insurance coverage for respondent
Motion for Contempt

@ampoooTs

The Court adopts the following findings of Fact and Rulings of Law:
Petitioner's: 1,2, 6, 7-9, 12, 13-14, 23, 25, 32, 40, 44, 46-48, 50, 52, 54, 56-62, 66, 70,
79, 81-83, 85, 87.91, 94, 96, 101-102, 104105, 112, 118-122, 127-130, 133-134, 140-
141, 146, 151, 163-185, 157-1568, 260, 165, 168, 171-175, 180-183, 190-196, 199, 203,
216, 230-232, 251-252, 256, 260-261, 268, 270-271, 276, 280, 300-301, 304, 311,

Respondent's: 1-10, 14-18, 18-10, 21, 23-286, 28-29, 34-40, 42-54, 58-60, 65, 70, 73,
76-92, 96, 101-102 and 20, 22, and 30 as amended ,
» 20 amended to read Exhibit 38;
+ 22 amended fo read that the amount pald was $55,047.72,
» 30 amended to clarify that the inspection was ordered October 18, 2018 and
conducted October 23, 2018,
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Pursuant o RSA 481:15 and applicable case law, Geiss v.Boyrassa, 140 N.H. 628 (1996),
Holliday v. Holliday 139 N.H. 213, 218 (1994), and Howard v. Howard 129 NH 857 (1987), the
narrative set forth in this order and any proposed findings and rulings actually granted constitute the
Couwrt's finding of fact and rulings of law, Any of the parties’ requests for Findings and Rulings not
incorporated or granted, either expressly or by implication, are rejected as argumentative, Inrelevant
or improper. :

General History '

Mother first met Father in 1996, when she was in high school. Father's family owned Granite
State Candy Shoppe ("GSCS"). Mother interviewed with and was hired by Father for employmstit in the
store. Mother was eighteen and Father was twenty seven when they began dating. The parties
maintained a relationship throughout Mother's fime In college.. -

G8CS is a family owned business that was established in 1927 by Father's grandfather.
Eventually, Father's father and uncie took over the operation, GSCS sells chocolates, candles, roasted
nuts and ice cream. GSCS sells products it makes onsite and products that it purchases and
repackages. There are two store locations. The main store is located in a building that was and is still
owned by the Bart family. The second store is in Manchester.

Mother has been employed throughout the marriage as a librarian at St. Paul's Schoolin
Concord. intially she was a twefve month employee but she now works ten months of the year, allowing
her to be home for July and August. Father operates GSCS and oversees rental properlies. He
testified that at some point he has done every job associated with the business from waiting on
customers to fixing broken equipment and taking out the trash,

Mother represented that before the couple separated, she was responsible for the majority of
their son’s care. She did all of the transportation, coordinated playdates and arranged extracurricutar
activitios. -

Father disagreed with Mother's representation and testified that he also transported Walden to
and from school. By way of example, he explained that he took care of Walden exclusively on
Wednesday nights when Mother was working. He stated that on those nights he would pick Walden
up from daycare, feed him, give him a bath and make sure that he brushed his teath.

Father also challenged Mother’s claim that he was not an involved parent. He represented that
he and Walden enjoy hiking and biking together.

Due to the nature of Father's business, he often works long hours. Mother testified that during
the marriage he regularly worked 12-14 hour days, six or seven days/week. She stated that his hours .
were even longer during the holidays. However, before the divorce was filed, Father began to cut back
on his work schedule. He stopped working on Saturdays and began taking Walden to activities and
attending medical appointments.

Although Mother appreciétes Father's new involvement in Walden's life, she is concernad about
the meney that he is spending on their son. Financially, Mother is unable to compete with Father's
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outings and adventures, She testified that this financial imbalance creates confusion for Walden and
allows Father to be the “fun’ parent. ,

Mother acknowledged that Walden loves Father, Father stated that Mother is a wonderful mother
and he recognizes how important it is for Walden to have a relationship with both parents.

Tl;ne parties approach parenting differently and each takes issue with the actions and decisions of
the other. :

Mother is concermned with Walden's care when he is with Father. Mother described an occasion
when Father brought Walden to school on his motorcycle. Mother disapproved. She also stated that
Father brews his own beer and one day, after Father's parenting time, Walden came home from
school with an empty beer bottle, Mother did not feel it was appropriate for Walden to have a beer
bottle in school. Additionally, she is worried because Walden and Father have discussed Walden
riding his bike to school next year; Mother believes the road is oo busy.

Father denied that his actions and decisions have put Walden in harm’s way.

Father disputed Mother's concerns regarding the beer bottle that Walden brought home from
schoal. Father explained that he brews his own beer and has special labels that he applies to the
bottles. On ane occaslon, Walden was assisting him with filling the bottles and applying the labels.
Walden requested a souvenir and Father sent him home with an empty bottle. He was Instructed to
keep it in his bag and not remove it at school. Father represented that he was not contacted by the
school and there were no issues with Walden having the botle.

Father admitted that he took Walden to school on the back of his motorcycle. Walden was
appropriately dressed In a full helmet and boots. Father explained that it was tha last day of school
and Walden had requested this mode of transportation. Father reported that he lives about a mile
from the school and Mother was aware that occasionally he would ride with Walden on the back of
the motorcycle. They had been taking short trips such as thig, since before the divorca was filad.

Neither parly believes that the other parent is effectively co-parenting. Mother feels that Father
makes declsions without discussion, This was highlighted to her by the events surrounding Walden's
summer plans. Mother indicated that Walden has an Individualized Education Program (lEP”).
Although he is strong in reading, Walden struggles with math. His motivation and focus also need
support. In March of 2019, the education team contacted Mother and told her that Walden qualified
for the Extended School Year Program (“ESY"). Mother believed that it was in Walden’s best interest
to attend and she expressed this position to Father in an email. Approximately ten days later, Father
. emailed Mother and informed her that he had contacted the school and signed documents saying that
Walden would not be attending ESY. Instead, he had arranged for a futor. Mother acknowledged
that Father had raised the issue of hiring a tutor at an earller IEP meeting. However, she believed that
Father had mads a decision regarding Walden's education, without first consulting her. Further,
Mother was under the impression that tutoring would oceur at Father's home and per the Temporary
Orders, the parties wers prohibited from entering each other's home. Thus, she believed the tutering
was designed to restrict her Involvement in Walden's education,

3
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Father represented that the parties do not sit down to discuss their conflicts, Instead, they
communicate by text message. Recognizing that Walden does not enjoy school, Father suggested
that a tutor might be more effective. He also questioned the need for summer school because he and
Walden had been working together to improve Walden’s math skills. Father indicated that he
reached out to Mother in March, to begin a dialogue about the summer plans, Mother referred him to
her lawyer (Ex W),

Ultimately, the parties participated in mediation and reached an agreement on Walden's summet
schedu}l& Mother understood the agreement ta be that their son would attend summer school for a
minitdm of 1.6 hours/day. They aiso agreed to have Walden attend soccer camp. Yet, after signing
the agreement, Father contacted Mother and expressed an interest in reglstering Walden for
mourttain bike camp. Father's actions made Mother feel like she was being ignored. In her mind,

Father had taken control of the whole summer,

To that end, Mother filed a Motion for Contempt. She represented that the parties had attended
mediation and agreed that Walden would attend Summer Schao! and play soccer. Mother was
concerned because she had already coordinated soccer camp with ESY and Father was discussing
an alternate activity with Walden, She felt that the conversation should have remained bstween the
parents rather than discussed with their son.

Mother acknowledged that Father requested fo mest with her to discuss Walden’s schedule.
However, she chose not to meet with Father bacause he has a history of being dishonest,

Father represented that he offared the mountain bike camp, despite the mediated agreement,
because he did not think that the soccer camp plans had been confirmed. He also knew that Walder
had not played organized soccer in years and he enjoyed mountain biking. Father balisves that
Walden should be included in the conversation concerning his activities. '

Rulings ,
After raviewing the pleadings, exhibits and credible evidence submitted at the hearing, including
but not limited to the demeanor of the parties, the Court rules as follows:

Pursuant to RSA 458:7-a, the Court grants Final Decree of Divorce on the ground of ireconcilable
differences which have caused the Iremediable breakdown of the manriags.

Parenting
Mother belleves that the routine schedule outliined in the Temporary Parenting Plan should remain
in place. Mother argues that this schedule works well for Walden and she continues to have concerns

about his care wheh he is with Father.

Father helieves that a more balanced parenting schedule is appropriate. This would allow for
fewer transitions for Walden. Father also believes that if the other parent is tied up during histher
parenting time, that that time with Walden should be offered to the other parent. Mother has heen
unwilling to offer Father parenting time with Walden when she has had to work. Father described one
“Instance in which she left Walden at home, alone, rather than offer that time to Father.
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RSA 461-A2, |, states that “because children do best when both parents have a stable and
meaningful involvement in their lives, it Is the policy of this state. . .to support frequent and continuing
contact between each child and both parents” and to “encourage parents to share in the rights and
responsibilities of raising their children after the parents have separated or divorced” unless It is
clearly shown to-be detrimental.

, Having considered the evidence, the Court finds that both parents will be able to provide Walden

with love and affection and that both are able to agsure that he receives adequate food, clothing,
shelter, madical care, and a safe environment, Therefore, a shared parenting schedule is appropriate
and in Walden's best inferest. See Parenting Plan

Chitd Support
Mother is seeking child support, as well as arrearage. She argued that there is retroactive

child support owed because the Gourt incorrectly attributed health Insurance to Father in its
calculations for Ternporary Support. However, prior to the Final Hearing, ho motion was filed with the ‘
Court to corract this oversight,

. While the Court finds that child support is appropriate, the Court declines to recalculate child
support with L.ura receiving the credit for the medical support. Although he Court finds that this was a
scrivener's error in the child support calculation, this error was not raised until the Final Hearing and
the Court dogs not find that there was proper notice.

Throughout the marriage, the parties maintained separate checking/savings accounts. Each was
responsible for certain marital and/or family expenses. Mother claims that she was primarily responsible
for costs associated with Walden, She represented that following Walden's birth, a marriage counselor
encouraged Father to contribute financially to Walden's care. It was only then that Father began giving
Mother money; he would leave $5000 cash in a zipped bag on her bureau. She used this money to pay
for groceries and certain extra~currdcular activities. Mother denled ever asking Father about the source
of the cash. She believed that he was paid in December and assumed that it was coming from his
salary. Mother claimed that she was not aware that the money Father left for her, was income that he
negiected to report for tax purposes.

Father disputed this assertion and argued that he and Mother shared expenses. He alsa denied
that she was unaware of the underreported income, stating that he specifically told Mother that the
money he gave her had not been included In the couple’s reported income from the business and that
she should not depost it info an account. .

Foliowing the filing of the divorce petition, Father stopped providing Mother with these funds.

The Court finds that Father has not always been forthright with disclosing his finances, It was not
until the filing of the divorce that his underreported income was identified. ' -

Therefore,_the Court adds the following to the Uniform Support Order;
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Should Jeffrey receive additional income (o Include without limitation, guaranteed payments,
wages, distributions, dividends or other compensation) such that his income in any tax ysar exceexls
$9718/month or $116,816/ear; he shall pay additional child support on such additional income, Any
additional income shall-be run through the New Hampshire Child Support Guidelines Workshest. The
additional income shall be calculated no later than April 15 and paid within ten days of the recalculation.
For so long as Jeffrey has an obligation fo pay child support, the partles shall annually exchange all state
and federal tax retums (by April 15 of each year) and in addition, Jeffrey shall provide al) patthership
returns within 30 days of their filing as well as draw/distribution records for GMJ and GSCS, as well ag all
schedules, 1099, and k-1s.

Additionally, the Court recalgulates child support for the pariod of the Temporary Uniform

Support Order to the date of the Final Temporary Uniform Support Order, using Jeffrey’s monthly
income, as determined by the Court for that pericd of time, g

February 2018 through May 2018:
$8334.50 incame from financial affidavit

+ $3103.61 income fram G from Exhibit 35, 2018 k-1 =
- $11,438.41 = monthly income from February to May 2018
Running guidelines, child support should have been $ 1557
Difference from what he was paying = $328 x 4 = $1312

June 2018 through December 2018:

$8334.50 income from financial affidavit ’

*+ $3103.91 income from CMJ fram Exhibit 35, 2018 k-1

+ $3333.33/month income from CMM for 2018 ($40,000 withdrawn from CMJ Associates account in
June 2018, distributed over twelve month period

$14,771.74 = monthiy incotrie from June 2018-Decembar 2018

Running guidelines, child support should have besn $ 1084

Difference from child support being paid = $755 x 7 months = $5285

January 2019 through June 2019:
$8334.50 income from financial affidavit

+ $3333.33/month income from CMJ for 2018_($40,000 withdrawn from CMJ Associates account In

June 2018, distributed over twelve month period)

$11,667.83 for January 2019 - June 2019
Runring guidelines, child support should have been $1587
Difference from what he was paying = $358 x 6 months = $2148

Running guidelines based on Father's August 2, 2019 Financial Affidavit and Mother's July 30, 2019
Financial Affidavit = $1342 for July until November, 2019.-

Difference from what he was paying = 113 x 5 = $565
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Adding the differences for the period of time in which the Temporary Order was in placs, the
Court finds that Father underpaid child support and thare Is an arrearage in the amount of $3310
31 ::;112 ;9$5285 +$2148 - $565). Within 30 days of the Notice of this Decision, Father shall pay -
other $9310.

The Court finds that this recalculation and arrearage Order is appropriate as Father's actual
Income was unknown until the Final Hearing. (See Paragraph 2 of Temporary Decree).

Durihg tha Hearing, Mother claimed that Father had failed to reimburse her for his portion of
Walden's uninsured medical expenses. Father argued that Mother paid for these expenses through
their HSA fund and that his portion should likewise come from the HSA,

Both parties acknowledged that there is inconsistency between the language in the Temporary
Decree and the Temporary Uniform Support Order. The Temporary Decree states that "both parties
may access the HSA account to pay their own reasonable and necessary medical expenses and those
of Walden provided they account to the other for alt withdrawals and payments within 14 days of such
withdrawals...” The Temporary Uniform Support Order states that the Obligor/Father is responsible for
2/3 of uninsured madical expenses and the Obligee/Mother is responsible for 1/3 of uninsured medical
| expenses.

On August 8, 2018, Father filed a Motion to Enforce Temporary Orders and to Compel Accounting of
HSA Funds (Docket No. 53). Mother objectad. in an Order dated October 25, 2018, ths Court noted
that “counsel represented...that the pending motions had been resolved.” Therefore, the Court declines
to make any further Orders as it relates to past expenses and the use of the HSA. The Court finds that
any requests for reimbursement or funds related to past uninsured medical expenses have been waived.
Going forward, the Court maintains the division established in the Temporary Uniform Support Order
and raquires the Obligor/Father to pay 2/3 and Obligee/Mother to pay 1/3 of Walden’s uninsured medical
expenses. See Uniform Support Order

Alimony

The parties agreed that the law in effect at the time the lawsuit was filed would govern alimony,
rather than the 2018 amendments to that law (effective for cases filed after 1/1/18), The Court finds
that Mother facks sufficient incame, property, or both, to provide for her own reasonable nesds, taking
into account the marital lifestyle. Sea RSA 458:19, I{a). The Court does not find that Mother is
underempioyed, RSA 458:19, I(c). Additionally, the Court finds that Father is able to meet his own .
reasonable needs, iaking into account the marital lifestyle and the extent to which the parties must both
fairly adjust their standards of living based on the creation and mainteriance of separate households.
~ Bee R8A 458:19, i(b). :

Pursuant to RSA 458:189, IV{(b) (2018), ' .
In determining the amount of alimony, the court shall consider the length of the marriage;
the age, health, social or sconomic status, occupation, amount and sources of incoms, the
property awarded under RSA 458:16-4, vocational skills, employabitity, estate, llabilities,
and needs of each of the parties; the opportunity of each for futuré acquisition of
capital assets and income . ., , '
7
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(Emphases added.,)

Again, the Court notes the challengas with establishing Father's income. As the primary owner of
both GSCS and CMJ, Father has a much greater opportunity for future acquisition of capital assets and
income than does Mother, a salaried employse. And because he Is awarded a slightly larger share of
the marital estate (see property distribution, below), “the property awarded under RSA 458:16-a" factor
favors Mather's receipt of alimony to help mest her reasoneable heeds.

The Court recognizes that both parties are frugal in their spending and finds that the é)'cpen$es
listed in their Financial Affidavits to be modest. ‘

After considering all of the above, the Court awards alimony. See Uniform Alimony Order.

Health Insurance Coverage

The continuation of health Insurance benefiis on behalf of Jeffrey shall be governed by RSA
415:18, Vil-b, COBRA, or other applicable law. Each party shall be responsible for his/her own
medical and dental insurance and for paying all of his/her own unreimbursed medical, dental, optical,
and other expenses not otherwise covered by insurance.

Mother shall maintain health insurance for Walden.

Praperty Distribution ‘
Having considered all of the facts and evidence the Court finds that the attachad Final Decree
of Divorce represents an equitable distribution of the parties’ marital estate. See Final Divorce

Decree.

R8A 458:16-a, Il grants the Court the authority to order an equitable division of property
between the parties. The Court presumes that an equal division Is an aquitable distribution of
property, uniess it dacides that an equal division would not be appropriate or equitable after
considering a number of factors,

In 2016, the parties refinanced the marital home and applied money from Mother's savings, in
order to pay for renovations to their house. The,evidence shows that the couple spent over $85,000

on various projects. '

The parties agree on the current value of the marital home. Mother is maintaining that
residence, while Father resides in a nearby home, purchased by his mother and for which he is paying
rent. Mother ig seeking financial assistance for issues within the marital home. Mother had the home
professionally inspectad and certain areas of concem were identified. Mother asserts that the boiler
needs 1o be replaced, the wood stove does not meet code and there is black mold in the attic. She s
interested in converting the home to propane. There is also a fireplace in the home that she would like
to replace. The tub Is cracked and she has been instructed by a plumber to refrain from using it. Mother
asserts that the Temporary Decres requires Father to pay for these extraordinary expenses.
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Father disagrees that the repairs identified by Mother qualify as extraordinary expen‘ses.. He
argues that these conditions existed at the time of the appraisal. Conseguently, no furthsr compensation
for repairs is warranted.

e Court declines to require Father to pay for repairs se. The Court finds that the
house issues, that Mother wishes to repair, were present at the tirma of the appraisal. Therefore, they
are Including in the valuation of the marital home,

Mother Is awarded the marital home and the Court assigns to the home the value, as agreed

upon by the parties.

Father is the controlling member of two Limited Liability Gorporations which own and operate
Granite State Candy Shoppe ("GSCS") and the Concord property in which GSCS is located. Mother is a
member of the LLC that owns GSCS, although the source of her ownership was not explained or
provided. (The experts each worked around this omissfon by valuing the “marital” 90% share, without
dividing that share into 10% for Mother and 80% for Father.) The candy business and the property in
which it is located have been In Father's family for nearly 100 years. The business and property were
inherited and/or gifted to Father. Thersfore, the Court finds that pursuant to RSA 458:16-a_ Il (n). an

unedual distribution is appropriate.

Valuation of both busingsses was contested. Mother introduced a valuation report and expert
testimony from Anthony Albright, CPA-ABV', who concluded that the value of the marital 90% share
of GECS was $584,100. Father infroduced a valuation report and expert testimony from Richard
Maloney, CPA-ABV, who concluded that the value of the same marital 90% share of GSCS was
instead $152,000. Based on the calculations below, the court concludes that the value of the marital
80% share of GSCS is actually $342,000,

The experts agread that they both valued GSCS as a going concem, and both valued it for its
fair market value. They explained the three principal valuation methads: the income approach, the
asset approach, and the market approach. Mr. Albright tesiified that 2 closely held business like
GSCS would normally be valued using the income approach. However, he placed fess emphasis on
the income approach In reaching his final valuation because he was concerned about the unreported
income that had caused revisions to the tax retumns for GSCS for the years 2014, 2015, and 20186,

- Mr. Albright's final number, $584,100, was based only 20% upon his income approach method (the
“‘capitalization of earnings” methed), The other 80% of that number was based upon two different
market approaches. The first was a "market data” method whereby Mr. Albright used a national
database called DealStats to find comparable sales of confectionary and chocolate businesses of a
roughly similar sales range, narowing their results down to 5 companies sold within the last 20 years,
Among these sales was a competitor of GSCS, a company based in Weirs Beach called Kellerhaus,
which sold in 2004 for $775,000, or 1.12 times annual sales. From those 5 comparable sales, Mr.
Albright derived a rafio of the Market Value of Invested Capltal (MVIC - or the purchase price) to
sales for the companies; the mean value of this ratic was 0.71. ‘He applied this as a “P/R Ratio,”
short for "Price to Revenues Ratio,” so he multiplied the value mulfiple (.709) by the selective revenue

" Accredited in Business Valuation, a professional designation awarded to a CPA who spaciallzes In caiculating the vaiue
of businesses,
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base of GECS (derived from an average of its gross revenues over the years 2014 - 2018). After
subtracting interest bearing debt — but before applying a marketability discount (or reducing to the
80% that is part of the marital estate) — Mr, Albright reached a value of $762,000 by applying the
market approach, He weighted this result at 40%, so twice as heavily as his incorme approach. The
second market approach was based upon a *company-specific valuation,” specifically, the 2013
purchase by the company of Michael Bart's interest. From this purchase, Mr. Albright derived a
“control premium,” which he used to calculate the value of GSCS (before marketability discount and
90% ownership) at $975,000. He also weighted this result at 40%, so twice as heavily as his income
approach. Weighting his income approach valuation of $541,000 at 20%: his "price/ revenues
multiple” vatuation of $782,000 at 40%: and his “Subject Company Price/ Revenues Multipla” of
$875,000 at 40%, Mr. Aligright found an indlcated value for GSGS before markestabtlity discount of
$811,000. Applying a 20% discount for marketability brought him to $648,800, which he rounded to
$649,000. The marital 90% interest in GSCS, then, is worth $584,100, in Mr. Albright's calculation.

Mr. Maloney also testified about his methodology for calculating the vaiue of GSCS under the
income approach. Although Mr. Maloney and Mr. Albright used different bases of income for G8CS,
the capitalization rate they used — “that rate as an investor you expect to receive from your
investment,” according to Mr. Maloney — was very close. Significantly, Mr, Maloney used a weighted
average when determining the net income of GSCS — 5x for 2018, 4x for 2017, 3x for 201 6, 2x for
2015, and 1x for 2014. He explained that mora recent years’ income would generally more closely
reflect income going into the future, which a prospective buyst would rely on, so that is how he
conducted his analysls under the income approach. His ultimate conciusion of value under the
income approach (before discounts) was $237,232. Mr. Maloney did not value GSCS under the
market approach. He did value GSCS under the asset approach, which he explained "usually serves
as the minimum value,” and is helpful in cases where a company is not generating income and so its
assets are sold off and that is how its buyer makes its money. His conclusion of the value of GSCS
under the asset appraach — whigh included no value for goodwill — was $199,517. He welghted the
asset approach at 33% and the income approach at 67%, valuing the company at $224,661 befora
applying a 25% marketability discount (taking the value down to $168,496) and the 90% mairital
ownership, leading to hig conclusion that the marital share of GSCS was worth $152,000.

Both expetts were thoughtful and well-prepared, Both thoroughly explained the normalization
adjustments they had conducted in preparing their valuations under the income approach. Common
sense and the balance sheets themselves indicate that the value of GSCS is somewhere between
the two experts’ valuations., Both Mr. Maloney and Mr. Albright testified that they bring a sanity
check, reality check, or common sense to thelr approaches. As a sanity check for the Court, the
average of Mr. Albright's vaiue and Mr. Maloney’s value, $584,100 and $152,000, is $368,050. Mr.
Maloney himself, when asked on cross-examination, could not say that he would advise Mr, Bart to
sell his Interest in GSCS for $152,000, even though that was Mr. Maloney’s conclusion of tha valus of
his interest.

The Court is not prepared or qualified to look at the GSCS balance sheets or tax returns and
question the normalization adjustments that either Mr. Maloney or Mr. Albright conducted.” In the and,
the *nitty-gritty” of what the CPAs have done in their expert analyses are unassailable. However,
each expert has soma big-picture flaws, which either inflated the value of GSCS (in Mr, Albright's
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case) or lowered the value (in Mr. Maloney's case). The Court must address these big-picture issues
in order to calculate the true value of GSCS as accurately as possible,

The: first and most significant issue apparent in Mr. Albright's approach is the waight that he
gave to the market approaches. The Court is not comforiable considering the “company-specific”
purchase of Michael Bart's interest in GSCS (and CMJ) as an arms-length transaction from which a
revenue multiple may be derived — let alone weighting that valus twice as heavily as the income
approach. This Is a family transaction. Jeffrey Bart testified credibly that the buyout took place when
Michael Bart was having a difficult fime psychologically, and the buyout was structured in order to
give Michael Bart a steady stream of Income while remaving him from a position where he could harm
the Tamily businesses. Perhaps, as Mr. Albright testified, the tax raturns surmounding the transaction
should have reflected something different if this purchase was at something other than market value.
However, Jeffray Bart testified that GSCS was not appraised prior t¢ this buyout. Perhaps the family
all accapted that the stream of income they were supplying to Michael Bart in exchange for his
interest actually constituted fair value for the purposes of this sale. That does not mean, however,
that it constitutes fair market value for the purposes of a business appraisal six years later in the
context of a divoree. The Michael Bart transaction skewed Mr. Albright's numbers very high. The
Court will not consider that transaction in calculating the actual fair market value of GSCS.

The reason that Mr. Albright gave for minimizing the weight of the income approach — the lack
of certainty regarding the nusbers reflected on the tax returns and balance sheets — is a legitimate
ong, as far as it goes. But both Mr. Albright and Mr, Maloney had access to the amended tax returns
for 2014, 2015, and 2016. Those amended retums corrected the underreporting issue and, as far as
anyone can tell, accurately reflected the income of GSCS for those years. And, on further
investigation, Mr. Albright's quibbles with the condensed version of Quickbooks data that he received
did not appear to reflect any nefaricus scheme, but rather the fact that he had to work with one full sef
of data prior to April 2018, and another full set of data from April 2018 forward to the December 2018

~ appraisal date, and had to reconcile these data sets in a painstaking way.

Mr. Albright is correct that the tax returns from 2017 and 2018 were not amended, and we do
not know whether the underreporting that had affected 2014, 2015, and 2016 was also present in
2017 and 2018, The income numbers for 2017 and 2018 were certainly notably lower than in the
years where the tax returns had been amended. But that is not a reason to discount the approach
that he testified was the approach most relevant to valuing a closely-held business. He testified that
he conducts a straight average of revenues, rather than a weighted average like Mr. Maloney does, in
order to smooth out any fluctuations over the course of years. Using the stfaight across average,
where 3 of the 5 years had already been corrected and were therefore reliable evidence, Mr.
Albright's valuation under the market approach was $541,000 before digcounts. That number should
have been given more weight than the 20% Mr. Albright gave it, -

Mr. Maloney’s numbers, however, were skewed by the weighted average. Although a
weighted average may normally be appropriate, so that the most recent years’ income is given more
weight in estimating future income, in this particufar case, the 2017 and 2018 numbers were
significantly lower than the numbers from the amended tax years of 2014, 2015, and 20156. Without
getting into Mr. Maloney’s (supported) normalization adjustments, his normalized net income
numbers for the years 2014 through 2018 were as follows:
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Yoar - | 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018

RM $103,410 $62,6837 $64,513 $19,810 $7,615
normalized
net income

A straight average of those numbers vields $49,507, rather than the $34,636 Mr. Maloney calculated
when weighting the most recent years most heavily. But Mr. Albright correctly flagged concerns
about underreporting in the not-amended years, 2017 and 2018. Therefars, a more accurate
approach, using Mr. Maioney's reasoning favoring more heavily welghting the reliable predictors, is to
doubie-weight the three years for which the parties have amended tax returns, and single-weight the
yaars for which they have not. Each of the years is counted. But those that are reliable get a bit
more welght. Applying this weight structure to Mr. Maloney's normalized net income numbers vields:

- Year 2014 2018 2018 2017 2018
RM $103,410 $52,637 $64,513 $16,810 © $7615
normalized
net income '

Weight 2 2 2 1 1
Total 206,820 105,274 129,026 19,810 7,815

So the average, welghting the more reliable years slightly more, is $58,568.13.

To turn this normalized net income into a valuation of GSCS, Mr, Maloney divides normalized
net income by the weighted average cost of capital, Mr. Maloney testified persuasively that the “50%
debt” that GSCS “owes,” which is actually owed to Jeffrey Bart himself, based upon the Michael Bart
buyout and Michael Bart's early death, is mare equity than it is debt, and therefore should not figure
into the weighted cost of capital. He therefore suggested that a buyer would use 75% aquity and
25% dabt, rather than the 50-50 gplit that Mr. Albright suggested (based upon his interpretation of the
debt to Mr. Bart as an actual debt, rather than equity). Because the Court agrees with Mr, Maloney
that the "debt” to Mr. Bart is properly.considered equity, Mr. Maloney's 75% equity - 25% debt
division appears sensible, Using this split, Mr. Maloney calculated 14.6% as the weighted average
cost of capital (including using the capitalization rate that he and Mr. Albright very nearly agreead
upon). Dividing $58,568.13 by 14.6%, the value of GSCS using the revised normalized net income
and retaining Mr. Maloney's WACC is $401,151.58.

As noted above, both Mr. Maloney and Mr. Albright argued persuasively for their normalization
adjustments, and both of their income methods deserve consideration in the ulimate valuation of
GSCS. And, although due much less weight, Mr. Albright's market valuation method and Mr.
Maloney's asset valuation method also enter into the caloulation, The expeits used the varying
approaches — each given the welght they deserved — to verify and support the calculations they had
done in the primary approach. Therefore, it Is appropriate to weigh the Court-revised Maloney
income method valuation of $401,151.58 at 40%, and the Albright income method of $541,000 at
40%, the Maloney asset method valuation of $1989,517 at 10%, and the Albright price-revenues
multiple method (from DealStats, not the company-specific Michael Bart purchase) of $782,000 at
10%. Averaging these according to their weights yields a pre-discount value for GSCS of $475,012

{rounded to the nearest dollar).
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Next, the-Court must decide whether Mr. Albright's 20% marketability discount or Mr.
Maloney's 25% marketability discount is the more approptiate discount in this case. Mr, Albright's
Appendix A to his report details studies and ¢cases leading to his conclusion that a 20% discount is
appropriate, He acknowledges “that a marketability discount in the range of 35%-40% is near the -
mean. These studies, however, are all based an non-control interests which implies lack of
marketability discounts may be partially blended.” Mr. Maloney agreed that no lack of contro)
discount should be applied (although he did suggest that 25% discount for marketabllity would be
more appropriate). Finding Mr. Albright's separation of the marketability discount and lack of control
discount to be appropriate, the Court acdopts Mr. Albright's 20% marketability discount.

Applying the 20% marketability discount to the $475,012 valuation of GSCS ylelds a value of

$380,010. The 80% marital share of that value is $342,000. Therefors, the Court concludes that the
value of the marital shars of GSCS is $342.009.

The second LLC, CMJ Associates, LLC (CMJ), is the entity that owns the real estate
containing GSCS and several residential apartments. The evidence of valuation presented was in the
form of appraisal of the real estate, rather than CMJ as an entity, Mother presented a real estate
appraisal report and expert testimony of Marsha M. Campaniello, who concluded that the fair market
value of a fee simple interest in the building at 8-17 Warren Street in Concord (where GSCS has
been based since it opened) is $860,000. Father presented a summary appraisal report of real estate
and the expert testimony of L.ouls Manias, who concluded that the building’s leased fes market value .
is $650,000. Because Mr. Manias's testimony compeliingly explained his valuation, the Court agreas
that the building’s fair market value is $850,000. The value of CMJ, then, is $650,000, adjusted as
needed for debts, plus the assets of the two CMJ bank accounts.

By way of brief explanation, Mr, Manias’s testimony was so compelling for two main reasons:
(1) his extensive knowledge of Concord real estate, and focus upon finding comparable sales in
Concord; and (2) his valuation of the building on a square-footage basis, as opposed to a per unit
basis, given its status as a mixed-use building as opposed to residential. Ms. Campaniello's
approaches, using comparable sales from other municipalities south of Concord, and valuing the
building on a per-apariment basis, were less persuasive. The market for buildings in Derry and in
Manchester is different from the market in Concord, as Mr. Manias pointed out. Ms, Campaniello
compared the rents (on a per-apartment basis) to other rents charged in Concord, but, as Mr. Manias
pointed out, the other apartments were not really analagous. The other buildings in downtown
Concord that Ms. Campanlello used as a basis for determining appropriate rent are newsr and have
more amenities. The apartments in CMJ's building are in what Mr. Manias described as “average”
condition, in a bulfding that is not handicapped-accessible, and whose parking spaces {avaluable -
amenity) are not on-site, but in a parking garage approximately a block away, around the corner and
across North State Street, The apartments also do not have air conditioning or dishwashers; only
one has a washer/dryer hookup, Mr. Manias and Mr. Bart also both testified to the significant
deferred maintenance that the building would require, including a new roof ($60,000), remediation of
extensive pigeon waste in the attic ($36,000) and potential remediation of lead paint around the
windows ($40,000). Ms, Campaniello testified that she had been informed about additional elements
of deferred maintenance, such as intarconnecting the individual apartments’ smoke detectors
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($50,000) and tnstalling a sprinkler system ($100,000).2 On crosg-examination, Mr. Manias was
confronted with a 2013 appraisal done by the same company as he works for, Capital Appraisal -
Associates, although by a different appraiser, which found the value of the building as of 4/1/12 to be
$780,000. Mr. Manias agreed that the market has remained relatively etable. On re-cross, he

. explained that, although he described the apartments as being i “average” condition in his summary

report, the photographs included with the summary report show that they are dated and some are in
below-average condition. Although he did not explicily connect the deferred maintenance issues with
the reduction in value between 2012 and 12/31/2018, his testimony and his report as a whole allowed

. the inference that the deferral of these necessary maintenance Items could reasonably explain the
decline in vaiue.

The value of CMJ as an entity is not limited to the value of its real estate; the value of any
other CMJ assets must be included. At the time that this divorce was filed, CMJ had two reasonably
wellfunded bank accounts, Now, the Merrimack County Savings Bank CMJ account (#5704) has a
balance of $3,060, of which 95% belongs to Jeffrey Bart. The CMJ Fidelity account (#0391), also
known as the CMJ investment account, has a balance of $1,116, of which 95% belongs to Jeffrey
Bart. Mr. Bart testified that one large deduction (approximately $50,000) from the CMJ investment
account was used to pay the tax liability for 2014, 2015, and 2018, plus accrued penalties and
interest. Ms. Sanborn’s asset distribution chart suggests that the CMJ investment account balance is
$64,008. However, Mr. Bart testified that he used the CMJ investment account to pay his legal fees
during this divorce, Ms. Sanbor objected that the CMJ accounts were a marital asset, and Mr, Bart
countered that Ms. Sanborn had used savings accounts to pay her legal fees as well, Ms. Sanbom
should not have to bear the cost of Mr, Bart’s legal faes (see attorney’s fees discussion below).

Therefore, Mr. Bart's legal fees will be treated as an advance on his share of the property
distribution. See In the Matter of Hampers and Hampers, 154 N.H. 275, 291 (2008). The property
distribution therefore should take into account Ms. Sanborn’s $65,000 debt incurred for legal fees as
a commensurate distribution. One approach would be, as Ms. Sanborn suggests, considering CMJ to
have money in its coffers that is no longer there. The court prefers the approach that recognizes the
money has been spent, but gives Ms. Sanborn the same benefit of having those litigation expenses
paid from marital assets. With this adjustment included, the value of the marital portion of CMJ is
95% of the $650,000 value of the real estate minus the $147,448 in commercial Ioans that both
parties recognized* (so .95 x [650,000 — 147,448), or $477,424), plus 95% of $3,080 (which comes
out to §2,907), plus 85% of 1,116 (or $1,080), for a total of $481,301 {with each of those numbers
rounded to the nearest dollar as necessary). In short, the valus of the marital partion of CMJ is

$481,391, See Appendix A

Miscellaneous
Additional Property Setflement

As noted above, the marital estate is being divided slightly unevenly — 55% to Father, recognizing
the inherited nature of the assets that created his livelihood and supported the marital lifestyle, and 45%

2 Transcript, Day 2, p. 350.
® Pef'r Ex, 43

4 pat'r Ex, 36
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to Mother. To buy out Mother's interest in the marital estate and get to the 45-55 division that Is
equitabie In this case, Fathet Is to pay to Mother the sum of $215,794.90 within 120 days of the court's
Order. Ses Appendix A. :

Atforney’s Foes :
Mother beliaves that she is entitled to attomey’s fees due to Father's unwillingness to cooperate

with discovery. |

The general rule in New Hampshire is that each party to fitigation must pay her own attorney’s
fees. Inthe Matter of Mallett & Malieft, 163 N.H. 202, 211 (2012). Exceptions to this rule include a -
specific statutory autherization for awarding attornay’s fees, an agreement betwesn the parties, or a
Judicially-created exception to the general rule. Id.: see alsc Hampers, 154 N.H. af 289, One such
judicially-created exception is set forth in Harkeem v. Adams, 117 N.H. 687, 690-91 {1877). “Under the
Harkeem exception, an award of attorney’s fees to ohe party is permissible where the other party hag
‘acted In bad faith, vexatiously, wantonly, or for oppressive reasons, where the litigant's conduct can be
characterized as unreasonahly obdurate or obstinate, and where it should have been unnecessary for
the successful party to have brought the action.” Maliett, 163 N.FL. at 211-12 (quoting Harkeem, 117
N.H. at 691),

Mother has not demonstrated that Fathars conduct with regard to discovery was conducted In
bad falth, such that she Is entitled to an award of attorney’s fees. Mother's litigation process was very
costly throughout, through cholces that had litle to do with Father's compliance with discovery or not.
And, as noted, Father's income has been very difflcult to determine. Father and his counsel provided
Mother and her counsel with the documentation of Father's bank accounts, and with the revised tax
returns. But neither party has pinpointed a document or series of documents that wolld have allowed
Mother to determine Father's income, let alone a document that Father refused to provide in discovery.
Father's 7/20/19 Motion to Corrpel and to Dismiss (court document #88) was denied from the bench
because the basis for that motion was Mother's emission of a figure for child support or alimany in her
proposed decree shared with Father's caunsel. The Court agrees with Mother that Father’s income was
not determinable. Therefore, omission of alifriony and child support numbers on her proposed decres
was notin bad faith or intended to surprise. But just as Father has not demonstrated a basis for
dismissal of Mother's patition for alimony, Mother has not demonstrated a basis for an award of
atforney’s fess. Neither party knew what Father's Income was. |t seems that hoth parties deduced it
over the course of Father's testimony. Mother has not produced evidence from which the Court finds
bad faith or vexatious delay. ‘

And Mother does not appear to argue for an award of attorney’s fees under the judicially-
recognized "exception permitting an award of attorney’s fees in divorce cases.” Mallett, 163 N.H. at
212, see, e.4., DePalanting v. DePalanting, 139 N.H. 522, 526 {1085); Indorf v. Indorf, 132 N,H. 45,
47 (1989); Salito v. Salito, 107 N.H. 77, 77-78 (1966). “In awarding attorney’s fees pursuant to this
exception, trial courts must use 'reasonable restraint’ and the award must be based upon a finding of
need on the part of one party and ability to pay on the part of the other.” Mallett, 163 NLH, at 212
(quoting Indorf, 132 N.H. at 47). "The divorce exception was established to protect both parties'
rights to acceas to the courts and defend against a petition for divorce.” Mallett, 163 N.H, at 213,
‘[TIhe theoretical basls for awarding atlomay's fees in divorce cases Is the potential ability of the court
to offset the attorney's fees against the ultimate property distribution.” Id.; ¢f. Mortrison v. Holt, 42
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N.H. 478, 479 (1861) ("If the wife ... prevails, her expenses are usually considered in awarding her
alimony.” (quotation omitted)); C.S. Garvey, Massachusstts Continuing Legal Education; A Practical
Guide to Divorce in New Hampshire, § 5.5.8 (2009} ("More often than not, any advance granted by
the trial court will act against your client's property division,”), ‘

In this case, as in Hampers, the attorney’s fees issue has been addressed in the context of the
property division. The money Father spent from the CMJ investment aceounts — marital property
used for Father's litigation expenses — has been offset against Mother's litigation debt to her counsel,
Mother has not pleaded her need and Father's ability to pay, nor has she demonstrated the fees'
reasonableness under the procedure outlined in Gosselin v, _(3osselin, 136 N.H. 350 (1992). In the
absence of these factors, an dward of attorney's fees under the divorce excaption is not supported.

The Court finds no applicabl reement or exception to the American Rule and declines to

award attorney's fees,

- Finances/ Tax Liabifity . '

Father shall indemnify and hold Mother harmless for any tax liabliity that may result of Father's
urerreporting, Until such time as GSCS shares are transferred formally, any tax consequence shall be
paid by Father,

Mother's request for her “draw” from GSCS — the amount that was repartad on her K-1 — is denled.
The K-1 indicates “pass through” income; it may be attributed to har as income for tax purposes without
heing income that she can actually access. Cf. In the Matter of Hampers & Hampers, 166 N.H. 422,
438-39 (2014) (analogizing self-employment to joint ownership of partnership, which, like LLGC or S«
corporation, Is subject to “pass through” taxation). The distributions that were attributed to her in 2014,
2018, and 2016, while the parties were iving together, have been subsumead into the expenses of the
marital estate (fo the extent they were not provided to Mother in the form of the cash distributions in
December that the parties both testified Father provided in those three years). As for the $4,524 “draw”
listed on the 2017 K-1, neither party addressed whether this was actual Income or solely pass-through
income for tax purposes. Because itis unclear whether this wag concrete income that should have been
distributed, the Court will not arder it distributed: howaver, Mother should not have to pay any tax on that
money. To the extent any tax liability is assessed to Mother as a result of that liste draw, Father shall
indemnify her with the taxing entity.

Contempt : '

Mother argues that Father has violated the Temporary Parenting Plan by not discussing major
decisions affecting Walden; not sharing responsibiity for all major decisions regarding Walden,
including educational, extracurricular and athletic activities; and scheduling activities without first
consulting the other parent. '

To prevail on her Motion for Contempt, Mother must have established that Father willfully,
intentionally and deliberately fafled to comply with a Court Order,
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The Court finds that Father disagreed with summer school and made efforts to meet with
Mother to talk over his concerns. By Mother's own admission she did not sit down with Father to
discuss Walden's schedule because she found Father to be dishonest. The Court finds that Father
rajsed the idea of tutoring with Mother before engaging the tutor. Further, the Court accepts Father's
testimany that he retumed paperwork to the school declining ESY believing that Mather would also
submit papsrwork with her opinion.

Additionally, the Court finds that Father's email to Mother in which he raised the issue of
Mountain Bike Camp was nat a violation of the mediated agreement. _

Having made these rulings, the Court cannot find that Father wilifully, intentionally and
deliberately failed to comply with @ Court Order and, therefore, does not find Father in contempt,

So Ordered.

N 4 ,// 2 ga, ﬁ%ﬁﬁ

Date Hon. Etin B. Mclntyre, Judge(/
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c

180,025

($2008)

{$2908)

$2,000

$3.193.
$5,193

In the Natter of:

Lura Sanborn, Petitioner, and Joffrey Bart, Respondent

Case No, 629-2017-DM-00409

APPENDIX A
ASSET

MARITAL HOME

48 Stonybrook Lane, Hopkinton
($332,500 - 152,475)

VEHICLES

2018 Subaru Legacy
($15,403 « 18,311)

2014 Subaru
1996 GMC Truck

' 2004 Harley Davidson Motoreycle

Subtotal
$13,750

BUSINESS ASSETS

GSCS (90% interest)

CMJ real estate

(5650,000 FMV — 147,448 commercial loans = $502,552)

$502,552 x 0.95 =

CMJ MCSB Savings #5704
3060 (Ex 43) x .95 =

CMJ Fidelity #0391
1118 {ex. 40) x .06 =
Suhbtotal
$823,400

BANK ACCOUNTS

Merrimack Gounty Savings Bank (MCSB) Checking #8312

MCSB Checking #7986

Fig' ality Investment #4915

Subtotal
$6237

44

JEFFREY

$12,313

$1,400
245

$16,658

$342,000

$477 424
$2,907

$1,060
$823,400

$1,044

$1,044



LURA

$140,637
$80,680
$108,261
$89,641
$38,680

$457,609

$640.009

Each party's own
Each party's own

($66,000)

$575.000.

$790,803.90
45%

$215,794.80

$700,803.90
(45%)

In the Matter of:

ASSET

TAX DEFERRED/ RETIREMENT ASSETS

Fidality Roth [RA #5071
SPS Fidelity 403¢h)
SPS TIAA
SPS Unified Trust
HealthEquity HSA #1164
Fidelity Roth |RA #9649

Fidelity IRA #2924
Subtotal

$798,930

Grand Subtotals of All Assets

$1,822,342

DEBTS
Credit Cards
Family Loans
Aﬁorney's Fees

Total of Marital Estate
$1,757.342

Adjustment to 45%/55%

Subtotals
on $1,757,342

Edgualizafion Payment

$1,757,342
Total

45
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APPENDIX A, CONTINUED

JEFFREY

$183,537

3157,694
$341,231

$1,182.333

Each party's own
Each party's own

Pald from CMJ assets

$1,182,333

$966,538.10
55%

$(215,724.90)

$966,538.10
(55%)



'THE STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE
JUDICIAL BRANCH
NH CIRCUIT COURT
MERRIMACK COUNTY 6T CIRCUTT - FAMILY DIVISION » CONCORD

In the Matter of: Lura Sanborn and Jeffrey bart
Case No. 629-2017-DM-00409

' D JON FOR DIVORCE
This decreeis

Ordered by the Court after hearing on May 21, 28, August 2, 9, 16 and September 5, 2019, at
which petitioner/respondent appeared. .

1. ‘ase:
DIVORCE:
A decree of divorcs is granted to the petitioner/respondent based on:

¥ Irreconcilable differences that have caused the irremediable breakdown of the
_marriage; or

— Grounds stated in the petition, Cross Petition, if any, is disrissed.

2.  Parenting Plan and Uniform Support Order

See attached Parenting Plan and Uniform Support Order.

3.  Dependents

The parties shall claim the minor child(ren) and/or other qualifying relative as dependent(s)
for all income tax purposes, in the following manner:

¥. Petitioner, if otherwise qualified under federal /state law, shall be entitled to claim
Walden Sanborn Bart as tax dependent(s) for v oddyears . Should Walden
attend St, Paul School then Lura is awarded the dependency exemption for all years
of Walden’s attendance to insure the 90% tujtion discount available to her through
her employment at St. Paul School,

¥ Respondent, if otherwise qualified under federal/state law, shall be entitled to claim
Walden Sanborn Bart as tax dependent(sﬁ) for ¥ even years



A pavent may 0‘111_11 claim a chil endent if that parent is cuarent on child

L]

IMPORTANT NOTE 0 cannot oxdes ay for college or other edncational

p 34 L L PRATTIOS TO
expenses beyond the completion of high school unless BOTH parties agree. However, if the
parties agres to contribute to these expenses by checking the boxes in Section 4, below, thig
¢eable order of the Court.

a ent: berome an e

The parties agree to contributions to college or other educational exj_aenses beyond the
completion of high school in the following manner: N/A

Type of contribution (check all that apply):

Contributions to an acecount by~ Petitioner  Respondent  Both

{Specify tha amount and frequency of contributions and account information. Also specify whar will
happen to the contributions in the event the child does not incur post-secondary educational
expenses): .

Coniribution of an asset;

(Specify the necount or other asset being contributed and its current balance or value. ¥ un asset is
identified speeify how the asset will be used. Also specifyy what will happen to the contributions in
the event the child does not incur post-secondary educational expenses):

Payments shall be made as post-secondary edncation expenses are incurred.
Payments shall be made by~ Petitioner  Respondent  Both

{Spacify amount to be paid by each party or the percentage or other formula agreed upon to
determine the post-secondary education expense obligation agreed to by the parties):

Select one of the following: :

Both parties agree that this post-secondary educationa} expenses agreement IS
modifiable based on the substantial change in circumstances that was not
foreseeable when the agreement was signed.

Both parties agree that this post-secondary education expense agreement is NOT
modifiable and the specific dollar amount to be contributed by sither or both
parents is set forth above,

Note: Before any court hearing to modify or enforce the agreement described aboue, the
parties shall participate in mediation,

Guardian ad Litem Fees

N/A.
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6.  Alimony

See attached Uniform Alimony Order,
Alimony shall terminate in the event of the death of Lura but shall continue in the event of the death
of Jeffrey. The taxability of alimony shall be governed by the Internal Revenue Code.

7. Health Insurance for Spouse

The continuation of health insurance henefits on behalf of J effrey shall be governed by RSA 415:18,
ViI-b, COBRA, or other applicable law, Each party shall be responsible for his/her own medical and
dental insurance and for paying all of his/her own unrelmbursed medical, dents, optical, and other
expenses not otherwise covered by insurance.

8. Life Insurance

Each party is awarded any and all life insurance policies owned by that party, free and clear of
anyright, title, or interest of the other.

Jeffrey shall maintain a life ingurance policy in the minimum amount of $250,00 designating
Lura  as trustee for the benefit of the child, This obligation shall continue as long as
the insured is obligated to pay support.

9. Motoyr Vehicles

Each party is awarded the vehicles in his/her name or possession, free of any right, title or
interest of the other. ‘ :

Lara is awarded the 2018 Subaru free and clear of any interest of _Jeffrey_ '
—Jsiirey.. is awarded the 2014 Subaru, the 19096 GMC truck and the 2004 Harley Davidson
motorcycle free and clear of any interest of _Lura. .

Each party shall be responsible for all expenses as to his/her vebicles, including car payments,
maintenance, registraiion and insurance.

10. Furniture and Other Personal Property

The parties have already fairly divided between themsslves their household furniture,
furnishings and all other tangihle property (other than as specifically set forth below), and
each party is awarded that property currently in his/her possession, free and clear of any
interest of the other,
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Petitioner is awarded the following specific items of personal property: Jeffrey shall provide

Lura with a thumb drive or other copy of Walden’s infant and childhood photos stored on the sexver
located af the business, same to be provided to Lura within 30 days of the Clerk’s Notice of Decision.

i,

12,

Retirement Plans and

100% Lura’s 8PS TIAA/CFEF is awarded to Lura;

100% Lura’s SPS Fidelity 403(b) is awarded to Lura;

100% Lura’s Fidelity Roth IRA #5071 is awarded to Lura;

100% Lura's SPS Unified Trust defined benefit is plan is awarded to Lura;
100% Lura’s Health Savings Account is awarded to Lura _

100% of Jeffrey’s Fidelity Roth IRA #9649 is awarded to Jeffrey;

100% of Jeffrey’s Fidelity IRA #2924 is awarded to Jeffrey

Other Financial Assets

The parties are awarded their respective checking and/or savings bank accounts, credit union
accounts, certificates of deposits and the like, and all similar accounts as shown on thejr
individual financial affidavits filed with the Couct,

Petitioner is awarded the following bank accounts, stocks, bonds, mutual funds or other
intangible personal property: '

MCSB checking accoynt #8312, Lura’s Fidelity Investment account #4015

Respondent is awarded the folldwing bank éccounts, stocks, bonds, mutual funds or other
intangible personal property: : |

Jeffrey’s MCSB checking account #7986, Jeffrey’s Fidelity BOA stock

Other:

Jeffrey is awarded ihe inberited $134,167 loan from G8CS and the inherited

8aslo J. _
Lura ig awarded the following aceounts for the benefit of Walden; MCSB Youth Savings # 2683,
Ohio College Advantage 520 and Eirade #0009 '
Jefirey is awarded the following accounts for the benefit of Walden: Vanguard Coverdell #4762

and Vanguard 520 Plan #1521,
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15

16,

iness In rties

Jeffrey is awarded all right, title, and interest in the marital 90% of the business known as
Granite State Candy Shoppe, LLC and the marital 95% of CMJ Assaciates, LLC, free and clear
of any claim or interest of Lura,

Jeffrey shall be solely responsible for all debts of the bustness and shall be entitled to receive all
profits form the business,

Lura shall transfer all property interest and stock to Jeffrey forthwith and shall resign a8 an
officer or director in the business forthwith,

Division of Debt

Except as otherwise provided herein, the partieé shall each be responsible for any debt they
have incurred after the date of separation, holding each other harmless of the same,

Jeffrey shall reimburse Lura for any tax lisbility resulting from her 10% ownership interest in
Granite State Candy Shoppe, LLC through the end of the tax year of the transfer of her 10%
interest to Jeffrey. Lura shall provide confirmation of such liability and Jeffrey shall reimburse
her in the amount within 30 days, .

Marital/Civil Union Home

Lura is awarded all right, title and interest in the real estate located at:

46 Stonybrook Lane, Hopkinton, NH free of any right, title or intarest of the other party.

Lura shall be responsible for the payment of the mortgage, insurance, and real estate taxes for
this property and all expenses for this property. :

Lura_shall reficance the mortgage on the hore so as to remove J effrey’s name from the
mortguge within 120 days from the date of the Clerk’s Notice of Decigion, failing which the
home will be placed on the market and sold. At the time of which, J effrey shall provide Lura

with an executed Quitclaim Deed conveying his entire interest in the property to her.

The parties shall share equally all costs of refinance or sale.

Lura shall be solely responsible for all expenses associated with the former marital home and
shall indemnify and hold Jeffrey harmless thereon.

Other Real Pro

Jeffrey is awarded his entire interest in the property owned by CMJ Associates which has been
awarded to him pursuant to Paragraph 13 above.

5
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17.

18,

19,

20,

E 3

Jeffrey shall be responsible for the payment of the mortgage, insurance, and real estate taxes
for this property and all expenses for this property. :

ce. after De
The terms of this decree shall be a charge against each party’s estate,

Sighing of Documents

Each party éhall, within thirty (30) days, sign and deliver to the other party any document or
paper that {s needed to fulfill or accomplish the terms of this decree,

‘Restraining Order: N/A

i3 restrained and enjoined from entering the home or the place of
employment of the other party, and from harassing, intimidating or threatening the other party
or his/her relatives or other household members. :

Name Change: N/A

may resume use of her/his former name:

eI e H

A. Additional Property Settlement: To bﬁy out Mother’s interest in the marital estate and

get to the 45%-55% division that is equitable in this case, Father is to pay to Mother the sum

of $215,794.90 within 120 days of the court’s Order,

B. Attorney’s Fees: Any party that unreasonably fails to comply with this deeree or other
Court orders (including “Uniform Support Order”) may be responsible to reimburse the
other party for whatever costs, including reasonable attoxney’s fees, that may be incurred in
order to enforce compliance, : :

C. Tax Refunds: Any tax refund due or anticipated by the parties resulting from their having
filed a joint federal and/or state income tax veturn for this or any prior year shall, upon
receipt, be endorsed by both parties and equally distributed betwesan them.,

D. Disclosure of Asgets: The parties warrant that they have fully disclosed all assets within
their knowledge on their respective Financial Affidavits, specifically including any pension,
- profit sharing or retirement account, along with reasonable estimated values of each asset.
The financial information contained on each party’s Financial Affidavit has been relied
upon by the other party,

-E.  Complignce With Rule 1.25-A: The parties have fully complied with Rule 1.25-A.

¥. Mutual Releases: Other than as set forth in this decree or other order of this court
(including “Uniform Support Order”) each party releases and agrees to defend, indemnify

6
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&nd hold the other harmless from any and all claims of any nature whatsoever arising out
of the marriage (including any claim for alimony),

Obligations: Unless specifically mentioned in this decree, each party shall be solely
responsible for any bills, obligations or other indebtedness that he or she has charged or
ineurred before or during the inarriage.

ADnSE I adqress or Lmployment: Each party shall promptly notify the other of -
any change in his/her address or telephone number, and of any material change in
employment as long as there are any continuing obligations under this decree. “Material
change” will include availability of medical, dental or life insurance and any substantial
increase or decrease in earnings or other income.

iability: Jeffrey shall be solely liable and responsible for paying any interest,
penalty, late fee or tax obligation (“tax liability") imposed upon efther party by the State of
New Hampshire or the IRS for the amended 2014, 2015 and 2016 personal joint tax
returng and shall indemnify and hold Lura harmless thereon. Furthermore, if there is any
tax liability imposed upon either party by the State of New Hampshire or the IRS for any
other year based upon a party having failed to report all income on a joint tax return, the
party who has failed to report shall be responsible for any and all interest, penalty, late fee
or tax obligation imposed upon either party by the State of New Hampshire to the IRS and
shall inderanify and hold the other party harmless thereon. J effrey shall also indemnify
and hold Lura harmless from any tax obligation imposed upon either party relative to tax
returns on which he unilaterally signed her name either on the return itself or on the
electronic signature {iling form. Jeffrey shall reimburse Lura for any tax liability resulting
from her 10% ownership interest in Granite State Chocolate Shoppe; through the end of
the tax year of the transfer of her 10% interest to J effrey. Lura shall provide confirmation
of such liability and Jeffrey shall reimburse her in that amount within 50 days,

S0 Ordered

2L

Date /

) ' i
. ‘ ézﬁ Z /ég_
! Signature of Judge .
' INTY]

ERIN B, Mo 'RE
Printed Name of Judge
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THE STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE

JUDICIAL BRANCH
http:/fwww.courts.state.nh.us

Court Name: Sth Cireuit - Family Division - Newport
Case Name:  In the Matter of Lura Ssnborn and Jeffrey Bart
Case Number:  6292017-DM-00409

UNIFORM ALIMONY ORDER .

Name, Residence and Maiiling Address of Person Name, Residence and Malllng Address of

Ordered to Pay Support (Payor) Person Receiving Support (Payes)
Jeffrey Bart Lura Sanborn '
67 Snowshoe Trail 46 Stonybrook Lane
Hopkinton, NH Hopkinton, NH
D.O.B. “Telephone: D.0.8, Telephone:
E-mail Address: E-mail Address:
Name of Employer: Granite State Chocolate  Name of Employer: 8¢, Paul's School .
Address of Emplayer; Address of Employer:
15 Warren St St. Panl's School

Concord, NH g Concord, NH

[T Allmony was contested and is denied because
' OR

Alimony was conhtested and is ordered because

See aitached . OR

[T Alimony is hased on an agresment of the parties.

Alimony is to be paid as follows:
[¥] Term alimony:

$ 1,000.00 per mn_u,thq____ﬂ (week, menth, ete.) by

: (method of payment) until /112023 (date payments wil end)
OR ¢9 {number of) payments of § 1.000.00, which ends upon completion of
all payments. A

The following special clrcumstances warrant an adjustment from the formula amounts and/or
durational limits: ' '

This case precedes the amendments to RSA 458;16. See Attached Narrative and Narrative Order dated
11/4/19,

HMJIB-3056-F (31/01/2019) Page 1 of 2
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Cas;:e Name: In ¢h

Case Number: £29.2017.DM.00409, .

LINIEORM ALIMONY ORDER

[-] Reimbursament alimony:
$ per (week, month, ete.) by
(method of paymerd) until (date of termination)

Support ordered is payable by immediate income assignment,
[L] The Court finds that there is good cause to suspend the Immediate income assignment becayse:
Obliger and obligee have agreed in writing.

L] Payments have been timely and it would be in the bast Interest of any minor child(ren)
because:

[_] Full retirement age and/or actual retirement age will impact payments as follows

[T Securlty under RSA 458:19-aa, VI is required as follows

[C] Alimony arrearage:

$ as of X

payable $ per {week, manth, ete.)
Date ‘ Signature of Payor
Date - ‘ Signadure of Payfoﬁs Attomey/Mitness
Data Signatura of Payse
Date . Signature of Payes's Aftorney/\Witnass
Recommended:
Pate ' Sighature of MaritaI-Master

Printed Name of Marital Master

So Ordared:

I hereby cartify that ) have read the recommendation(s) and agfee that, to the extent the marital
masterfjudicial referse/hearing officer has made factual findings, she/he has applied the correct legal

standard to the facts determined by the marital masterﬁudiciaﬂ/rg}ere
i
Daf
n

%aring officer,

YLS G . - &Mxﬂ

te /7 Signature of Judge 7
SN YPRE

i T I Y -
Printad Namea of Judga

NHIB-3068-F (D1/01/2019) Page 2 of 2
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The parties agread that the law in effect at the time the lawsuit was filed
would govern alimany, rather than the 2018 amendments to that law (effective for
cases filed after 1/1/19). The Court finds that Mother lacks sufficisnt income,
property, or both, to provide for her own reasonable needs, taking into account the
marital lifestyle. See RSA 458:19, I(a), The Court does not find that Mother is
underemployed, RSA 458:19, I(c). Additionally, the Court finds that Father is able
to meet hig own reasonable needs, taking into account the marital Ifestyle and the
extent to which the parties must both fairly adjust their standards of living based on
the creation and maintenance of separate households. See RSA 458:19, I(b).

Pursuant to RSA 458:19, IV(b) (2018),
In determining the amount of alimony, the court shall consider the
length of the martiage; the ags, health, social or economic status,
occtipation, amount and sources of income, the property awarded
under RSA 458:16-a, vocational skills, employabliity, estats,
liabilities, and needs of each of the parties; the opportunity of each
for future acquisition of capital assets and income . . . .
(Emphases added.)

Again, the Court notes the challenges with establishing Father's income. As
the primary owner of both GSCS and CMJ, Father has a much greater opportunity
for future acquisition of capital assets and income than does Mother, a salaried
employee. And because he is awarded a slightly farger share of the marital estate
(se¢ property distribution, below), “the property awarded under RSA 458:16-g"
factor favors Mother's receipt of alimony to help meet her reasonable neads.

The Court recognizes that both partles are frugal in their spending and finds
that the expenses listed in their Financiat Affidavits to be modest,

| After cansidering all of the above, the Court awards alimony
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’ THE STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE

JUDICIAL BRANCH
http:/iwww.courts.state.nh.us

Court Name: 6th Circuif - Family Diyision - Concord

Case Name: i the Matter of Lura Sanbom and Jeffrey Bart
Case Number: 826-2017-DM-00409

UNIFORM SUPPORT ORDER
Name, Residence and Mailing Address of Pergon Name, Resldence and Mailing Address of
Ordered to Pay Support (Obligor): Person Receiving Support (Obligee):
Jeffrey Bart Lura Sanbom__
67 Snawshoe Trail Hopkinton. NH 46 Stonybrook Lane Hopkinton, NH 03228 :
D.0.B.: Telephone: D.CB.: Telephone:
E-mall Address: E-mail Address:
Name of Employer: Granite State Candy Shop Name of Employer: 8t. Paul's Schoeol
Address of Employer: Address of Employer:
15 Warren Street St. Paul's School
Concord, Nh 03301 Concord, NH
Child(ren}) to whom this order applies: '
Full Name Date of Birth
| Walden Sanborn Bart | July 07, 2008 ]

E]e following parties appeared: Obligor Obligee  []Bureau of Child Support Ssrvices
Other

NOTE: SECTIONS PRECEDED BY [] ARE ONLY PART OF THKIS ORDER IF MARKED,

1. This order is entered: 2, This order is a:
after hearing [] temporary order
] upon approval of agreement final order

[ upon default

[713. This order modifies & final suppart obligation in accordance with:
a three-year review (RSA 458-C:7) OR [ substantial change in circumstances, as

follows:

4. Obligor is ORDERED to PAY THE FOLLOWING AMOUNTS (Ses Standing Orders 4A-4G):
4.1 CHILD SUPPORT: $ 1342 .. Per month,_ (week, month, ete.)

4.2 Arrearage of $ 9310 as of tfo /i fagable i 0ne leemp Stm
_payable § per (week, month, ele) . 5 .l Yo Dy R 7EL

AN e ,2{ Ples Decsgron

NHIB-23068-FP (01/01/2019) 5 6




Cage Name: In the Matter ura Sanbor Jeffrey Bart
Case Number; §629-2017-DM-00408

UNIFORM SUPPORT ORDER

4.3 'Medical arrearage of $ as of .
: payable $ per {week, month, stc.)
4.4 Alimony is ordersd. See the Uniform Alimony Order. ] N/A
4.5 Alimony afrearage of $ as of .
payable $ per (week, month, etc,)
4.6 Alimony shall terminate 811/2025
5. Payments on all orderad amounts shall hegin oh . All ordered amounts

shall be payable to [] Obligee [] Bureau of Chiid Support Services [[] Other
8. [ This order complies with the child support guidelines. RSA 458-C.

[J This arder, entered upon cbligors default, is based on a reasonable estimate of obligor's
income. Compliance with the guidelines cannot be determined.

1 The following special circumstances warrant an adjustment from the guidelines (Enter
applicable ¢ircumstances below. See Standing Order 6);

7. Support ordered is payable by immeciate income assignment,

[(]8. The Court finds that there is good cause to suspand the immeadiate Income assignment
because: '
[] Obligor and obligee have agraed in writing.

[ Payments have been timely and it would be In the best interest of the minor child(ren)
because: '

7] 8A. Obliger is unemployed and MUST REPORT EFFORTS TO SEEK EMPLOYMENT,
(See Standing Order 9A).

[ 98. Upon employment the Obliger shall bring the matter forward for recalculation of sUpport.
Fallure to do so may result in a recaleulated support order effective the date of employment,

MEDICAL SUPPORT FINDINGS (Paragraphs 10 through 15)
10 OBLIGOR’S medical support reasonabie cost obligation: § 389 per month _(wesk, month, ole.)
10A. [] The medical support reasonable cost obligation is adjusted from the presumptive
amount because of the following special circumstances (Enter applicable circumatances
below. See Standing Order B8):

11, Health Insurance coverage [X]is not available [ 1is availabie ta the OBLIGOR in an amount
equal to or less than the amount of the medical suppott reasonable cost obligation
ordered in paragraph 10. ' )

12, ["] Health insurance coverage available to the OBLIGOR is not accessible to the child(ren).

13. OBLIGEE'S medical support reasanable cost obligation: § 206 permorith (week,
tnonth, etz.)

NHUIB-2086-FP (01/01/2014) 57




Case Name: In the Matter of Lura Sanborn and Jeffrey Bart
Gase Number: 529.2017-DM-00408 '
UNIEQR RPORT ORDER

13A. [] The medicat support reasonable cost ob!igaﬁon is adjusted from the presumptive
amount because of the following spegial circumstances (Enter applicable elrcumstances
below. See Standing Order 8):

14, Health insurance coverage [ is not available [ ]is avaliable to the OBLIGEE in an amount
equal to or less than the amount of the meadical support reasonable cost obligation
ordered in paragraph 13.

15. [] Health insurance coverage available to the OBLIGEE is not accéssible to the child(ren).

HEALTH INSURANCE COVERAGE (Paragraph 16a and/or 168 must be comploted);
16a. [[] Obligor X Obliges is ordered to provide health insurance coverage for the child(ren)
effective ongoing .
16e. [] Obligor [[] Obligee isfare not ordered to provide health insurance coverage at this time but
fs/are ordered to Immadiately obtain health Insurance coverage when it hecomes accessible
and available at an amount gqual to or less than the ordered medical support reasonable cost
obligation.

UNINSURED MEDICAL EXPENSES

17. Uninsured medical expenses shall be paid in the following percentage amounts:
Qbligor 66 % Obligee 34 % Other:

[J 18. Public assistance (TANF) or medical assistance (Medicaid) is or was provided for the children.
Copies of pleadings related to medical coverage and child support were mailed to the Bureau
of Child Support Services, Child Support Legal, 129 Pleasant Street, Concord, NH 03301. -

19. [] Obligor "1 Obliges is adjudicated the father of the minor child(ren) named above. The clerk

of the city(ies) of shall enter the name of the father on
the birth certificate(s) of the child(ren). The father's date of birth is and
his state of birth Is .

20. The State of has provided public assistance for the benefit
of the minor child(ren) between and '
for weeks. Obligor is indebted for the assistance in the total amount of $

21. Variation to standing order (specify paragraph #), additionai agreement or order of the Court:

Obligor Qbliges Staff Attorney

: Burgay of Child Support Services
Obligor's Atterney/Witness Obligea's Attorney/Witness
Date : Data Date

NHJB-2085-FP (01/01/2019) ' 58




L)

‘standard to the facts determined by the marital master/judici

Cage Name: |n the Matier of Lura Sanbom and Jeffrey Bart

GCase Number; 629-2017-DIM-00409

All paragraphs of this arder (except thoss that have a check box and have not been selacted) and all
paragraphs of the Standing Order, (except variations in paragraph 21) are pait of this order and apply
to all parties.

Recommended:
Date Signature of Marital Master/Hearing Officer

- Printed Name of Mavita! Master/Haaring Qfficer
So Ordered:

I hereby certify that | have read ‘the recotmendation(s) and agree that, to the extent the marital
masterijudicial referse/hearing officer has made factual findings, she/he has applied the correct legal
e aring, offlcer.

f./,/ ¢/F/5 1 .

Signature of Judge
EHIN B, MeINTYRE
Printed Name of Judgs

Date
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Cuge Name: § ura Banborn and Jeff a

Case Number: §29-2017-HM.00408

THE STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE
UNIFORM SUPPORT ORDER -— STANDING ORDER

NOTICE: This Standing Order (SO) is a part of all Uniform Support Orderg (USO) and shall be given full effect as
an order of the Court. Variations to paragraphs of the $0 in a specitic case must be entered In paragraph 21 of
the USO and appraved by the Court.

(Paragraph numbers in the 80O coirespond to reiated paragraph numbers in the USO, Variations entersd in paragraph 21
should reference the related paragraph numbsr.) ' *

SUPPORT PAYMENT TERMS

80-3A.
S0-38.

SC-3C.

80-3D.

SO-4A,

8C-4B.

5040,

80-40,

S0-4E.

SC-4F.

Ali prior orders not Incenslstent with this order rsmain in full foroe and effact.

In cases where the order of ancthér jurisdiction is registered for modification, a tribunal of this state may hot
modify any aspect of a child support order that ey not be modifled under the law of the lssuing jurisdiction. (Sue
RSA 646-B:49,111.) :

This order shall be subjact to review and Court modifisation three years from Iis effective date upon the request
of & party. Any party may patition the Court at any time for 2 modification of this support order if there is a
substantial change In cireumstances. The effective date of any modification shall be no earlier than the date of
notice to the other party. "Notice” means elther of the following: 1) service as spoclfied In cvil actions or 2) the
respondent’s acceptance of a copy of the petition, ae lung as the pefition is filed no later than 30 days following
the respondent's acceptance. See RSA 458-C:7,

No modification of a support order shall aftsr any arrearages due prior to the dats of filng the pleading for
madification, RSA 481-A:14, VIIL.

The amount of s child support obligation shall ramain as stated In the order untll the dependent child for whom
support Is ordered completes his or her high school education or reaches the age of 18 years, whichever Is later,
or marries, or becomes a member of the armed services, at which time the child support obligation, including all
educational support obligations, tarminates without further legal action, except where duration of the support
abligation has been previously determined by another Jurisdiction, or Is governad by the law of another
Jurisdiction, and may not be medified in accordance with statutory language referenced In SO-B. If the parties
have a child with disabillties, the court may iritiate or continue the child support okligation aftar the child reaches
the age of 18, No child support order for a child with disabilities which becomes effectiva afler July 9, 2013 may
continue after the child reaches age 21. (See RSA 461-Ax14, IV)

In multiple child orders, the amount of child support may be recalculated acconding to the guldelines whenever
there ta a change in the number of children for whom Support is ordered, upon petition of any party. In gingle
child orders, the support obligation terminates autamatically, without the need for further court action, upan the
emancipation of the child. The obligor remains obligated for any and all arrearages of e support cbligation that
may exist at the ime of emancipation.

If the order establishes a support obligation for more than one child, and if the court can determine that within the
next 3 years support will terminate for one of the children, the amount of the new child suppot obligation for the
remaining children may be stated in the order and shall take effect on the date or event specified without further
legal action.

In cases payable thiough the New Hampshire Bureau of Child Support Services (BCSS), i there are arrearages
when suppart for a child Is terminatad, payments on the arrearages shall increase by the amount of any

reduction of child support until the arrearages are paid In full.

Pursuant to RSA 161-C:22, iil when an assignment of support rights has terminated and obligor and the recipient
of public asslstance reunite, obligor may request a suspensicn of the collection of support arrearage owad {o the
state under RSA 161-C:4. Sa long as the family remains reunited and provided that the adjusted Qross ingome
of the family as defined by RSA 458-C is equal to or less than 185% of the Federal poverty guidefings as set by
the United States Depariment of Health and Human Services, BCSS shall not take any action to collect the
support arrgarage owed to the State,

If the callection of a support arrearage pursuant to R3A 161-C:4 is suspended, the obligor shall provide BCSS
with a financlal affidavit evary six months evidencing the Income of the reunited family and shall notify hia or her
child support worker in writing within ten days of any change in income or If the family is no longer reunttad.
Failure to report changes in income or in the status of the family as reunited or to provide a financlal affidavit
shall cause the suspension of collection to terminate. :
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Cage Name: In the Mattar of Lura Sanborn and Jeffrey Bart

Case Number; §29-2017-DVi-00409

S0-6D.

S0O-5E.

S0-5F.

SO-5G.

850-8.

rt In writing of any changs in address, within 15 days of the change, s0 long as
this order Is in effect. Sarvice of notice of any procaading related to this order ghall be sufficient if made on 8
party at the last address on file with the Court, A party who falls to keep the Court informed of sych change In
#ddress, and who then fails to attend a heating because of the lack of notice, inay be subject to arrest,

. If no date appears In paragraph § of the VS0, the first aupport payment shall be due on the date this order is

slgned by the Judge.

If support is payable through BCSS, a BOSS applloation for child support services must be submitted hafors
BCSS can provide services in accordance with the order. '

. [f support is payable through BCSS, BGSS Is authorized and directed to collect alf sums, including any

arrearages, from the abligar and forward the sums collected to the obligee or person, department, or agency
providing support to the children named in the USO., Any payment shall be applied first as payment towards the
currant child and medial support obligation due that month and second fowards any arrearages.

If support Is orderad payable directly to the obligas, it can only be made payable through BCSS at a later time if
(1) the children named in the USO receive assistance pursiant to RSA 161 or RSA 167; (2) a pariy applies for
support enforcement services and certifies to BCSS that (8) an arrearage has accumulated to an amount equal
to the support obligation for one month, or (b) a court has issued a protective order pursuant to RSA 173.B or
REA 481-A:10 which remalns in full force and effact at the time of application; or {3) a court orders payment
through BCSS upon motion of any party that it is in the best interest of the child, tbligee, or obligar to do so,
RSA 161-8:4.

Callection by BCSS on any arrearage may Include intercepting the obligor's federal tax refund, placing liens on
tha obiligor's personal and real property Including qualifying financial accounts. Federal tax refund intercept and
llen remedies shall be used to collect arrearages éven ff an obliger 1s complying with the child support grders,
Pursuant to 46 CFR 303.72 {h) any fedaral tax refund intercapt shall be applled first as paymant fowards the past
tdiie support assigned to the State. ‘

In all cases where child support is payable through BCSS, obligor and obliges shalf inform BCSS In writing of
any change of address or change of name and address of employer, within 15 days of the change,

In al! cases where child support is payable through BCSS, obligor and obliges shall furnish their social sSesuriy
numbers to the New Hampshire Department of Health and Human Services (Department), :

Where the court determines that, in light of the best interasts of the child, 8pscial circumstances exist that resuylt
In adjustments in the application of the guidslines for the child support obligation or the reasonable medical
support obligation, the court shall make written findings relative to the applicabillty of one or more of the special
circurnstances described In RSA 458-C:5, 1.

INCOME ASSIGNMENT

S0-7A,

SO-7B.

S50-7C,

80-8,

Untit such time as an Incornie assignment goes into effect, payments shall be made 2s follows: {1} If the case is
not payable through BCSS, directly to obligee, or (2) if support I payable through the BCSS by use of payment
coupons avallable at tha local BCSS office. An Incorne assignment will not go into effect for self-em ployed
obligors as long as they do nct receive income as definad in RSA 458-B:1, paragraph IX. Future income wilf be
subject to asslgnment if the case is payable through BCSS. -

If a parent Is ordered to provide heaith coverage for Medicaid-sligible child{ren), he or she must use payments
received for health care services to reimburse the apprapriate party, otherwise his or her incoms may be subject
{o income assignment by BCSS. RSA 1 81-H:2{\n,

Increased Income assignment for the purmposes of payment on arrearages shall continue untll such time as the
arregrages are paid in full,

Whenever an incorne assignment is suspended, It may be instituted If & Ceurt finds obligor in violation or
conternpt of this ordar OR after notlee and the opportunity to be heard (RSA 458-B:6 & 7), when the Départment
begins paying public assistance for the banafit of a child OR When an arrearage amounting to the support due for
a oha-morth period has accrued, '
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" Caite Name: In the Matfer of Lura Sanborn and Jeffeay Bart
Gase Numbor; §29-2017-DM-00409
NIFORM SUPPORT ORDER

REPORT CHANGES OF EMPLOYMENT

SO-9A. If support is payable through BCSS, cbligor shall raport in writing weekly, or as otherwiss ordered by Court, to
BCSS, and shall pravide detalls of efforts mads to find & job. Efforts to abtain employment shall include
ragistering with New Hampshire Employment Security within two weeks of the date of this order, The ehligor
shall immediately repott employment to BCSS in writihg. '

S0-98. Immediately upon employmeant the obligor shall report to the obiiges, in writing, details of employ[‘nent, Including
rame and eddress of employer, the starting date, number of weekly hours and the rate of pay. -

MEDICAL SUPPORT PROVISIONS

SO-10-18B (1), In all cases where supportis payabla through BCSS, or whers the Department is providing medical
asslstance for the child(ren) under RSA 167, the court shall include tha medical suppart obligation in any
child support order lssued. RSA 461-A:14, 1X{d).

$0-10-16B (2). The court shall establish and order & reagsanable medical support obligation for each parent. The
presumptive amount of & ressonable medical suppart obiigation shall be 4 percent of the Individual parent's
gross Incoms, unless the court establishes and orders 2 diffarent amount based on a written finding or a
specific finding, made by the presiding officer on the racord, that the prasumptive amount would be unjust or
inapprapriate, using the criterla set forth In RSA 468-C:5.

80-10-16B (3). The court shall determine whather health insurance is available to either parent at a cost that Is at or
balow the reasonable medical support obligation amourit, as established and ordered pursuant to RSA 488-
- G:3, V, or is available by combining the reasonable medical support obligations of both parents, and, if so
avallable, the court shall order the parent, or parents, to provide such insurance for the child.

- 80O-10-16B {4). The cost of providing health insurance is the cost of adding the child to existing coverage, or the
difference between individual and family coverage,

8012, 15, Accessibla haaith insurance means the primary care services are located within 50 miles or one hour from
the child(ren)'s primary residence. RSA 461-A:14, IX(b). :

B0-16A-18BA party providing or ordered to provide health Insurance for the child(ren) shall give the other party suffizient
. information and documentation to make sura insurance coverage is effective, If support Is payable through
BCSS, or if thera has baah an assignment of madical support rights to BCSS, the information and
documentation shall be provided to BCSS. In addltion, obligor shall inform BCSS in writing when health
insurance is available, obtained or discontinued,
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THE STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE
H

JUDICIAL BRANG
NH CIRCUIT COURT
g;h é‘l.:jirfult = Family Diviston - Concord : Telephone: 1-855.212.1 234
nton Streat TIY/TOD Relay: (800) 7 5.2
Concard NH 03301 hﬂp:/fwjuégogﬂa.gtge.nh?g:
NOTICE OF DECISION

PATRICK J. SHEEHAN, ESQ

SULLOWAY & HOLLIS

35A PLEASANT STREET

CONCORD NH 03301

850 Name:  In the Matter of Lura Sanborn and Jeffrey Bart
Case Number: G29-2017-DM-00409

Enclosed pleass find g copy of the Court's Order dated May 18,_2020 relative to:
SEE ATTACHED COURT ORDER

RE: PETITIONER'S MOTION TO ENFORCE TEMPORARY
DECREE REGARDING TAXES ON MARITAL HOME

GRANTED

May 19, 2020 Theresa A. McCafferty
Clerk of Court

(152)
Gr Judith Ann Fairclough, ESQ

NHUE2207-DF (07701201 1 =



ROy 1
THE STATE OF NEW BAMPSHIRT !
Cowt Name:  8ixth Cirenit o Family Division - Concord

Case Name:  In the Matter of Lyra Saabom and Jeffrey Bart BRI O gy i
Case Number: 629-2017-DM-409 ¥ LMioy

ik . e
HAY ) g i

NOW COMES Petitioner, Lura Sanbos, by and through her counsel, Ow & Reno, P.A.,
and requests that the Coiurt order that Ms, Sanborm be allowed to sell the marital home or
refinance the homne, and states:

1. The Court entered a Temporary Decree on Febroary 8, 2018 and a Finaj Decree,
subjest to reconsideration, which was to becone éﬂ"ecﬁve on February 18, 2020,

2 On February 13, 2020, Mr. Bart filed a Notice of Appeal in response to which
Ms. Sanbora filed # Cross-Appeal. )

3. Under Family Division Rule 2.29B, the Temporary Decree remaing in effact,

4, The Temporary Decree requires Mr, Bart to pay one half the property taxos on
the former marital home. The Final Decree awards the former marital home to Ms. Saobomn and
by implication, Mr. Batt is no longer required to pay one half of the pruperty tages.

3. The Final Decree anticipates that Ms. Sanbom would refinance or sell the former
metital hote, At the final hearing, Mr. Bart argued that Ms. Sanborn could dramaticelly reduoe
ker monthly expenses by refinancing to a 3¢ year mortgage thus supporiing this action by the
Petitioner.

8. On March 26, 2020, Ms. Sanborn, acting on M., Bart’s owa sugpestion and with
the conditional assent of Mr. Bart's connsel, filed with this court a Motion, for Pormission to Sell
or Refinance the Martial Home.

7, On April [4, 2020 the court denied Petitioner’s Motion, for Permission to Sell or

1

o

—a

64



Refinance the Marital Home ot jurisdictional grownds due to the appeal of the Respondent to
the Supretne Court.!

8. Ms, Benbora s therefore in the diffioult position of hot being able to sell or
vefinemce her home, while ostensibly being saddled with the entire burden of the plmperty tox
provisions under the terms ofthe Final Orders,

9. The Court cannot reasonably stay the Final Oeder with regpect to the sale and
refinanclng of the home while permitting it to go into effect ag to the burden of property tax
paynaents aud the reduction of her alimony payment t $1,000.

10, Ms. Sadborn therefore requests that the Courl confirm that the temporary order’s
aliocation of tax yesponsibility on & shared 50%-50% basis shall continge during the pendency
of Mx. Bart’s appeal (and Ms. Sanborm’s cross appeal) in this matter,

11, Ttis assumed thal Mr. Bart and eounsel will object to this Motion, as Mr. Batt has
not voluntarily agreed to shave the propeity taxes for the marital home,

WHBREFORE, Petitloner respectfully requests that this Court:

A, Grant e witkin Motion;

B.  Order Mr. Bart t0 pay one half of the property taxes on the marital home during

the pendency of the partiss’ supreme court appeal; and

C. Grant such fiether relief 18 may be just and equitable.

Respoctiully submitted,

LURA BANBORN
By her Aftorneys,

ORR & RENOQ, P.A.

1 s, Sanborn was prapared to live with the Court’s fnal erdars desplte hat belef that it contained errors bacause
her financiai situatien was difficult and she needed to move ahead. She has cross-gppaated only because Mr, Bary
first appealed the Court’s final ordars and there wouft be a significant delay in their Inplerentation regardless of
whether she appeslad or hot.
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43 South Main Street
PO Box 3330

Concord, NH 03302-3550
(803) 2242381

ey
Dated: Meay 1, 2020 By: W

Judidh A Fairolough, N& Bay #7750
Jeremy I, Eggleton, NH Bay #18170

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hersby cortify that on this 1% day of May, 2020 a copy of the foregoing pleading was
seut by emeil snd fivst olass ma] to Patrick Sheehan, Esq.

Ieréz"y_}f«i. Bggleton
274453 _) ¥
Granted
Ltve 7, »’44«4’,‘;:« Erin 8. Mclntyre
6/18/20
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o 1065 —— U;Sn. Rn::,tl:? of Partnership Inc:mme OMB o, 3640
oI satandar yaor , Pr thX yoar ¢ € .
Yot mst P Solo oo i i i i 2018
A Princial bt sctiviy Nornn af prnership Employor Identifteetion nurier
REAL ESTATE CMT MSOCIA‘I‘E_%, LI 0&“0508 9%
8 Ficlpul produet or senvics TYE0 | Nuber, abost, b raom or sthe i, I 4 PO, bok, 58 [he nsinicions. E  Duto bunese statfed
RENTALS pant |13 WARREN STREET 07/01/1999
€ Budneas cod number Gty or lowm, sinta or province, eounlry, e 21 or kirlgn poslal code F m-:u?“ soa e
CONCORD NH 03301 § 699,050
531110 : .
@ Chack applloehle boxes: (1) Initlai rekurn {2} Fingt retutn  {3) Mame change (4) [_I Addross changs  (B) E] Amended refur
H Check accounting methad: (1) [X| Cash 2 ] Acoma (3 Gthar (Bpaely) P e N
I Numbar of Schedules 1, Attach ane for eah pareon who wes a pertner at any ting during the tax year, b N __3
d_ Ghecls if Bohodules O and M5 210 0K . . \0.iu.1sceresrsserersennssesestosetorss e T T TE LTI T T TE TP T TS TT T W . > D
Cautlon: ingiude only lrade or buslngss oo and oxgenses an linea iy throkgh 22 balow s:;e Inslnmﬂuns for more fnfo:matlun. ’
13 Gtosa roceiple or gales et 1a
b Retums and aflowanneeI“_",““““mm,““““__“_mm“_._l .......... o, b '
¢ Belenoa, Sublractling 1b fom ke ta R I (-
2 Cosl of goods sald {aech Form 4928.4) . e e T, e L2
E 3 Grass profit, Sublraat ine 2 from e da e e 3
E 4 Ordbary Incoma {loss) from olher partnamhipn. Batalas, Bng st (aMoch stabomenyy TR Y.
6 Nelfarm proft (oss) (attach Behedule F (Form 1040)) T R I
& Nat galn Josa) from Fomm 4797, Pad 1), Ine 17 {atiach T T T
T Ofher Incoma (loss) {aitach elatoment) | et b e e e 7
8 __Total Income _{ioss). Combine Ilmnﬁthrong? ................................. e P R
| §  Solerles end wages (other than o partners) {lsss employmantcradlls) R '
|10 Guarantsad payments to paftrers |, . e i T B 1
E 11 Repetrs and malntenanes e LN r e e e eyt by r bt et PO i
(12 Ba R e e BTSRRI 12
I Rent e N eI e e e srar e T P PPOTPPTUPR L
14 Towes and livensss e e ettt e e e v et taraae e e eaaas OO s L
15 tbarast {see MEtUCoNE) | e R 19
'3 18a Depreclallon {f required, altach Farm 4B63) e ... |16
b Less dapreclation reported on Form 1125-A and elsowhera on retem 18h 1682
17 Deplalion (De not deduat il and gas depletiony 17
1B Retioment BN, ole 18
G190 Employee benedlt programs T TOURRRUSTPPRRPRUUURUPRR L.
& |20 Orhar doductions (attach stalamanl) ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, e ae e e et e, 120
21 Total deductions. Add the ameunta shown In the fﬂrrlghtoclumn for [ines chmugh 20 rrertereniaiei e |84
24 Qrdlrary business ingome {loss), Sublract ina 21 fromy e 8,,, ... it ear b et it e aririeniiieeneee | BE
23 Intereat due under the foak-back method—completed long-erm corittacts (altash Form £667) e 3
24 Inlerest dus undar tha lock-buok mothod—-Incume forscast method (attch Form gassy 24
4 BRA AAR Imputed underpayment (see inatruetionsy) e Las
& [0 Othor takes (see Instrugtions) TR e, .. |28
o (& Vota! helenoe due. Add lines 23 through 27 e -1
8|28 Payment (sea meuctons) T e 26
% [20 Amount owed. If line 28 Is emaller then fine 27, enter amouowed R
™ |30 __overpaymont. Ifilne 28 Is farger han Y 47, eoter evempayment - T T UU T g
Unclar panalies of ldam thal | hwa asspnined his rotumn, mclding acea) J:Eﬂﬂnﬂ [CETT] nnd alntnmunla. and In tm bast of
SI tnmu"g:uﬂmndumhgh uu?é'm ar':n nwhghlp Declzratkon of prapana (athor thon parlir of fmiled llabiley company memtor) s based on Mey Hhe RS tlscuty (his (elum
gn propa Y with e praprrer nhmrn bnlnm taaa
FHere } eyt [ No
Slynokire ol partner of fmitod llabIRky compary membaer alo 4L
PFrinbType proputars name Froparorn slgnalivs tale ek D Wy PN
ald  [AKDREW J. LUCR, CPA 02/28/19 | sifomgsed | POI0GSRY
.reptret | Porseomo - MASON & RICH P A, e g e 02~0365196
Uso Onty| P sidoes P 6 BICHENTENNIAL S0
CONCORD, NH 03301-40588 Ponano.  603-224-2000
For Paperworl Redustion Act Notlas, see separate instruations, Farm 10685 (2013
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Form

1086 ¢2018) CMJ ASSOCIATES, LLC 02-0508982

Sshedyle B:  Other Informatlon

1

Wht type of entlty is filing tl2 retum? Chaok the applicable box:

Domestie general parnership b Domestic Bmited partnerdhip
Uomaatio lmitod lablity company d Domgstio fimiled !labilky partnership
Farelgn_parinersh F_l.] Sther b

68

2 Althe ond of the tax yaay:
& Did any ferelgn or domastic gorporation, partnerahip dncluding any endlly Ireated s & parinerahlp), buet, or tak-
exempt organizetion, or any foreign govemment ovn, direatly or ndivectly, an miorest of 6% oF more In the profi,
ioaa, o capilal of the partnershlp'? For rulay of sonituiclive ownership, sea Inslrucliona, If "Yes,” attach Schedule
B-1, Infarmalion on Pariners Owalng B0% or More of the Partharshin, .. ... .ueeierssristreereresonesesioinses Lt et et er e R
b Dlid any Individual v satats own, direatly of Indiractly, an interast of G0% or mote in the proflt, loas, o dapltal of
the partnership? For nles of constructive ewnarship, ses Instruationa, IF *Yes” altach Bcheculs B-4, Infomation
an Patners Owning 60% or Mora of the Parnemlp vy ueessis sy e e cess i vsreaniseass YR TTT YV LI TITT VIV ITRTIOIOTY
3 Al the ond of the tax year, did the garnership:
a  Own direclly 20% ar more, or own, dirastly or indirecly, B0% of mere of the tolal voting power of all glaeses of v
stock anlitled lo vote of any forelgn or domestis carporation? For rules of conatructive ewnership, ses Instrsollons. el
if "Yaa," eoinplete {) through {Iv} balow o e TP et A e e NPT
J— ] mepe oy o
e M3 . T
b Own directly an Interest of 20% or more, or own, directly of Indiractly, an Iatarest of 0% o mara In the prof, loss :
or capltal In any farelgn or domestle partnership {ncluding an enlity trented as a partnarship) or I the baneficel :
Interast of A ugt? For rulss of sanstruollva ownership, sea inetruofions, If "as," uumplata (i) through (vybelow ., . ooy
i Employer ) Goinly of Mexlmum
{ Nﬂltﬂﬂ al Bily mzﬁtﬁmﬂ | (imgm; ot i Ohganlz:‘,u:n ;-;,ﬁ:: gﬂg !1&:( )
4 Doas lhe partrership satiafy alt four af the following vondltions? You | No
a  The parinarship's tota! meeloll Tor the tax year wets i2ss than $250,000,
b The padnership's tolal aseels al the and of tha tax vear were Jess than 34 iwlillon,
Schedules K-1 are filed with the relurn and furnished to the pariners on or bafore the dus dale (Inofuding
exienslons) for tha parinerohlp ratura.
d  The partnerehip lx not Aing amd Is ot recuired to Nle Schedule M~3 e T e i
If "Yes," the parlnershlp ls not racuirsd & complete Schedules L, M-1 vl M~2' Item F on page 1 of Form 1085 i & N
or lom |, on Scheduls K-1. S
8 __la lia purinership a publicly iraded parlnarahlp an dafined In sestion 469(k)(2)'? L e st b s Lttt st X
8 Durling the fax Year, did the parinarship have any dabl thal wat ganceled, wes lurglven ar had lhn tarms mocliﬁad AR
£0 g8, ta reduce the prinalosl smaunt of e debt b ettt bttt crerrerssio X
7 Has this parinerghip liled, or is It raquired to @, Form 8918, Material Advisor Disslosure Stalement, to provide L
Information on_any repartable wansaetion? o e X
4 A ary me during calehdar year 2018, did the parnershlp have an Interest in or a slgnature or gther aulhorlty over
a firanctal aceount n a foreigh country (such as A bank acount, seourlties accaunt, or ether financlal account)?
Ses Instruntiemys for exceptions and fing requirements for FinGEN Fonn 114, Repodt of Fereign Bank and P
Flnanchal Accourdy (FEBARD. If “Yes" enter the name of the foralgn courntry, & X
B At any ime durlng the lax yeer, did lhe partneshi recalve a distlbution from, or wes It the grantor of, or L
transforor to, a farelgn frusi? If "Yes," Ihe parlnesship may have o Tla Form 3620, Annbal Ralurn To Faporl ' e
Teanenctione Wt Forelgn Trusts and Rebelot of Cotieln Forelon GIs, Ses INSIUOIONS .\, 0y veyeessevnsrenss cisurgiesiosoneneniiess X
10a Is thé partnerehip making, or had k praviously mada {a1d nol revokad), a seclon 754 slection? eyt ittt e rer e reetvet ana e ray s ey e raees X,; )
8ee (nslruclicns for detnlis teparding a saction 754 eleotlon. ke Mﬂw
b DI the parnarshlp make Tor iz tax year an optional basle adjustment under sautfon 743(b) or 734(b)7 If "Yos," T
atiach & siatamont ghawing the computalion and allocation of tha basls adjusimant, Ges (ngielons ..ivy iy iiisres X
rom 1085 ama
DAA
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Fom 1068 (2016) CMJ ASSOCIATHS, LIC 02-0508982

SGhedulg_. B___Othar_Information (oonﬂnued) '

28 | the parnotship staching Form BODG to carlfy ap & Qualified Opporturity Fund?
H ™Yes," anior the ameount lrom Foim 8098, lina 13, » &

o the parinershilp required o udjtm the batls of partnership nesets under sacllon 743(k) or 734(b) because of
substantal bullin fogl (au dellnedwdur seolon 743{d}) of eubstanlal basls sackiodon (3 cefined ander sacton :
T3t If “oe " atnefra slitsmant’ showiny the computation end allocation of the begle ad) ueimen 8es Inplructons ok
11 Chegl this box I, during the urrent or prior tax year, the partnershi diatributed any property recelyed I @ ﬂ bt
Ilke-kind ‘exahanga or sontdbuled such property to anolier antiy {other han disregarded entiies wholly ﬂi
ol by the parinership throughouL B o YOO ittt e e e s ks e e ket ekttt es it s
At any ime duwring the tax yoar, did the partnanship dlatﬂbule {0 any parner a lananuy-ln-oomman or other »
undivided Interes! In partnerahip property? . e e et et s b s T X
13 Fihe pestership 3 required to fllo Form 8358, Information Return of U8, Persons With Respesl To Foralgn
Disrepardad Entities (FDEa) and Forelgn Branahas (FBS), anter the number of Forms 8B5S aftached, See
NBIUCONS . oooriivnienss T T I T P TN TVE YT T OO L T T T T T RT TTr T T AT T T T TP .
14 Dees the partnership have any foralgn pariners? if "Yes," enter the numbar of Forms 8805, Forelgn Parlnar's :
Information Statement of Section 1448 Vilhholding Taw, fled fr thls partneship. ... T X
16 Enter the mumber of Fonns 8366, Retum of U8, Persons With Reapect to Cerlain Foreign Partnarships, altaohad
ta thls raturn, :
16a Dl you meka any paymerts In 2018 that would require you 1 fe Formis) 10887 See Insfruciord ................ vvervemrenei I 4 SN
b_ ¥ "Yaq" did vou of will you fils reculred Form(e} 0887 ., . ettt eyt Manaereete iy ey bt it s X
17 Enter the number of Fonn{s) 5471, Information Return of U.8. Persone With Reapact To Certaln Forelgn
Comorallons, attaohed to thie_retun, @
48 __ Enter the number of partaara that ere forelgn govemments under sscllon 862, b 0
1% During the parnership's tax year, did the partnershlp make any payments that wauld reguiva It to file Eatm 1042
Bnd 1042-8 uncler ghaplor 3 {sadtions 1441 through 1464) or shaptar 4 (sections 1471 throuph 147417 ... ... T e X
20 ‘Was the partnarahlp a spaclfied demestio entity required by fils Form 8938 far the tex yeer? Soe the Inatrualions .
for Forn 8638 ., 0. VT e it Bt e X
21 s the partnershity a seotion 721{e) parinership, aa defined In Treasury Requlations sealisn 172101 THOMMN o e T X
“1 Puwing the iex year, did de partnership pay or acorue any Interest or rayalty for which the deduotion 18 nct allowsd under o
«__section 267A7 See Insiyctions, I "Yes," enter lhe total amount of the disaljowed deductions. b § X
23 Did the parinership keve an election under secllon 163()) for any real property trads or busineas or any farming .
Eusiness In effec: durng the tax year? See Instutlons X
24 Doy the partnership satisky one of the felflowing oondltlans and the parinarship does not own a pamsnihrough .
snilly with ourrant yoar, or prior year, canyover excesd bushiess Interost expenso? See ngtwetloess =
a Tho parinarhip's agoregste avaragy ennval gross recedpls (delarmined under section 448{c)) far the 3 tax yeam
preceding the current tex year do nod excead 3§28 milllon, and the parinership Is nat & tax shelter, or
b Tha parnarship only has business Interest axpense from (1} an eleoting real property trade or busingss, (2) an
alacting famnig husinees, or {3) cerlaln ulllity buslnessee under seclion 1830)(7).
I "No,* cemplate and atlach Formn 8280,
25  la the parinership elaoting out of the centrellzed parinerchip oudit ragime tndar ssdtion 8221(h)? See Instructions X
If "Yag," the parinership must complete Schadule B-2 {Form 1066}, Entar the total rom Schadula B-2, Part Ill,;
lhe 3, ‘
I *No,” aomplete Deslgoallen of Partnerefip Reprosentallve below,
Deslgnation of Partnership Ropresentative (ssa Instructions)
Enter bafow the information for the partnership repragentative (PR) for tha tax vear coverad by this retum.,
Nama of U.E mupn;-ar
" P JEFFREY BART o & 2R } 003-50-3484
U8, stbites of PR £9 SNOWSHOE TRAIL
HOPKINTON NH 03229 U.S. phove }
rumbar of PR 603“225“2591
If e PR It on U8, awpayar
antlly. nime of . lanlidiostion
e daclgnates ) rumbar of the
Indbittal foe } daslganted }
fha PR Intlviciusal
L&, phong
9. addroas of ‘ miwber of
Ignale > dedgnitad }
- Sidun Luchchsel
X

A

zom NGBS pos)
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Form 1066 2018)  CMJ ASSOCIATES, LLC 02-0508982

Papa 4

Schedulo K; __Partners” Dietributive Share itoms

Yotat lg_rmnum

1 Ordinary businets [ngome (leas) (page 1, line 22)

I RN R A LIRS IR I AR L] I L R T L IR R N

2 Net rantal real setate income (oee) (attach Form B828) |, . .. ... e it
3a Cther gross renlal Incoma s} o

Yyl Bl sy

L N R R TR R TR ER R T U YA )

h Expenaes from other rontal aclivilles {altaoh datemenl) 3h

R N PR TR HOITITYTREY

& Othar hat rerial Inoome (loss). Sublract ine b from line 2a
A Quaranteed peyments
Interest income |
8 OWdends and dividend equlvelents: a Ordinary dividends

[~ 4

R TR NN R R NN NP T PR AR N IR N
R RN NN N N N N N N AR TN NR R ]
R NR RN RNN R N Ny T PN RPN TR I L e R N RN TR RN L )

............ AU LN TE R R R RN AR EY Y

b Qualilod dhiderde | &b i,id9f":

57, 368,
|:“ :‘)-1

1,239

uuuuuuuuu

¢ Dividend equivalents [ 4o

Income {Loss}
-

Rovalllas
8 Nat shorlderm caphal gain (loss) {atlaoh "Behatule D (Furm 10885))
8a Net long-term capltal galn (loss) (aflach Scheduls D (Fom 1088))

........... FVRASRARROIN R R R R R L N R N N NN N NN AR S TN

RN T R TR ST} IR ST RN N YY)

------ L A LI R TR R NN F N N R AN ]

52,820

b Collactiblon (20%) GaIn J0S8) | ..\ . e ieen s erren s
o Unracanlured sacllon 1250 geia falech sitement N 2o

40 Net seotlon 1231 galn (oas) (altach Form 47971 B

v Sedlon BRI agemlles () e B,
d Other doductiens (see Instictions) Type B

11__ Qther Income (loss) (sea Instructiona) ‘Type B

12 8ealion 1?9daduauan(atlachForm4562),,,,,“,,m_,,,__,,_‘,, ,,,,,,,,,,,,,

A8 COnt NS | e et o ererrrreertienreas e | 138
b Invoatment Interest expenaa N 13b

(2) Amount b

13002}

12d

14 Net asmings (loss) from solf-employrient

Emplay- | Deductions

45| o o fomina o g oo, OO LT
§_Gross NONFRMD IRCOME L., 0 oerupniinee s e reeisararenes o Lt e A 4

14a

184 Lowncotma housiag credit (596H0N 42BN 1 ivveerirreevrensrsre it eee i

158

nes

Forelgn gresa Incoma sourced at parharshrp lovel
Secilon 951A cologory

£

Vhaberurar et anannrrreny vy o T T T T ey EEERT RN FERT RN RTL]

Deductions etiosated and apportioned et parinar level

Inbrast expense ¥ Jooother e A
Daduslons alloraled and nppoﬂloned ol paqusaip Yovel lo foralgn soiro Yacome

Beclon 9514 calogary I Farelgn bramch category P

N I R L R T R )

Foreign Ti

IR ISR R e i S T AR R LR TR R Y] IRERRT]

Tolal farelgn taxes (oheck one) b Paid El Aocrusd
Retustion In taxes avallablo for aredt {attach slalement)
Othar forlgn s nfemation (attach statament) |, .,

f Pagalva azlegory B g Genoral calogary B "o Oher )

Passiva calogory P n General calegory b ., 0 Ober »

N I I R I N N R T R ER N TR

TR S P AR E R AN AR RTE LI R LR (R R RN TP ARA LI N R S NN ET N

b Low-Incoma housing aradit fother) N 16k [
& o Cluallfisd rehablitation axpendiures (rentel Y ostate) (attaoh Ferm 348& I appllcabla} N 138c
E d Other rantal roeal estala oradite (see insliuctions) Tyee P e s
g Olher rental oredka {860 insiuctions) TR P e 150
f_Othor oredits (soo Ingltrotione) Typa 18]
180 Mame of country or US. possesslon ¥ T e Ca
b Gross Ingoms from all sourees | T T T A
o Gross Inuormsuumadatpartnar lavel e e e Me

160

L

18]

10

160

Atp

16g

-
aan.nu-:?-:sz-qaﬂ-'

Post-1088 depreciation adiuatmant
Adjusted galn of loes |
Dapletion {other than oft and gas)
Ol gas, and geothamnal propertlgs - gross come
QU gae, end geothermal proparlies — dstuations

{AMT) foms

T AT L R L L A I L R RN RN LR R R R R N RN T L]
TR R RN IR TR T R L R R SR TR NI ]

YRR I RFRR TR Pabibsamavmnbary Srrevavr [P RN TN

Cihar AMT Itams (attzoh statement) ... eringarais N it essissimiiigae s ettt rnais i

17a

17k

17¢

17d

178

171

-
=
=

Tox-oxempt Inerest ngoma e e, "
Othet tax-exempt Incoma SR SPRATEMENT 1

¢ Nendedusiible expenses o ST SRR STATMNTWQ'
492 Disirbutona of cesh and mersetable sauurlties”

b Dishibutiona of other property

b Inveatment expemias

o Ofwr ferms m1d amounte (allach stalemen ... T m,ﬁ

Other information | Miaimum Tax
o

phbbaT I A I R N A PR T R 5
N e T NN R R AR NN A AR
R TR RRLL LR RN R T TR T R R I RN E R PR [EXEEETRETRYE IR N TR

200 Invoslment Wooma TR POV e,

....... R I R L L L R T N R T RN Oy NS R T NS C AN NEE LSS AR A S AR LR LR

18n

[ 13k,

406

13¢g

1,94‘5

19

19

20

1, 239“’

20k

g

70
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Earm 1008 (e018) CMJ ASSOCTIATES, LLC 02-05080R2 Page §
Analysls of Net Income (Loss 8 —
, 1. Netincois (o), Comblae Sofsdula K, Ines { hrough 11, From the stk sues I st of Scheske i g 12 teough 156, e t6g_ 1 9] 62,027
" Analyalu by () Indivielual (1) - Inéividual v} Exenpl v
panner type: i) Corporale (actve) {pasaive) (Iv} Parinesehip cfr;anlzatlm Nomln'aea'cnher
" Gerbral pariners - \
b_Limted parners 62,027
ggﬁbdﬁ[éi L  Balance Shests per Books | Beglnning of tax year End of tax yeor
Asaeto {a) (b) : {e) @
o8N L e 18,807 27,438
2a ‘Trade nofea end eocounts recalveble
b Leos alowance for bad deble |, o
8 hventerley
4 U8, govemment obligations
6 Tux-oxemp! soourities ..., ..
G Oher cunint mests
{aliaciy HARMEM)  vvv v e i e s
Pu Loana te parinera {or pordony ralated ko pernsr) 40,389
b Morbgage and redl estate loane ., ......... ‘
b s ... SEE, STMT 4 . __41,29%8] 25,3856
fa Bulidings and other daprachkbio aussts 861,581 861,581 .
b Lowy mocumulated deprediefion 372,504 485,077 389,118 472,463
10a Depletably eseets
I fesa avcumulated dapletion
M Land (net of any amorlization) 37,571( 37,871
12a Itangible aesats (amertizable only) 5,139( 5,139 ‘
“b Less accumulqhd AmoRiZalion ,,.v.viienies 5, 139 0 5,139 » 1]
S s 95,833 55833
14 Totn msats g ) 882,586 699,050
Llabllltles and Gapltal
"7, Accounts payable
v-‘ Moilgages, notes, honds payable in lass lhan i yaar
" v SIB_STMT 6 -839}
10 Moo loms |
194 ‘Lotns from paringrs {or porsona roled lo periners) 95,833 97,778
b Mogages, notes, bosidd peyebla in 1 year srmone, , . 221,325] 174,517
i
2 s 366,267 126,755
22 Tole) Hebililes and capltal ., veoriiierinss . 682,586 699,050
. Schedule M- Recongiligtion of Income {Loss) per Books With Income (Losa) per Return
' Note: The patnerghip may be reduired bo e Schadule M-3, Sae netructians,
1 Nelincoma {loss) per booke , 60,488(8 nooms recorded an books this year not Inclucad
2 Income kduded on Schedule K, lnes 1,2 ac. on Scheduls K, lInea 1 through 11 dtemize):
5 Ba, 7, 6, 8, 10, and 11, not rocordad on a Toxoempl Ierest §
o | SEE, STATRMERT §
OO 11 -3 406
3 Guaranleed pawm&:ld {okar braéu hglnllm Irmramr] ..... 7 nemabm Intluded on Schadude K, Enes 1 through 13¢, '
Isooiced on D0oks Wi yeur o and 16p, nol charga:l ngaliat bock ookt Eus yoar flomba)
'1"3%’"&%"1’%;?“ I{g'q"ulejﬂ s T vough a Depreclallon $, .
@ Dopraciafion $ e
b M e b
wrdaiant B |l
.. SEE STATEMENT ¥ . R 406
_____________________________ 1,945 1,94519 Income (loss} {Analyale of Net Income -
8 _fddlines 1 trouglyd .. 62,433|  (Loss} lino ). Sublrect ing Bfrom e 8., ..., 62,027
Schedille M-2 Analysis of Partners Capital A¢tounts
1 Balancs at beginning of yeer 366,267]0 Olstbutons: @ Cash
2 QCopitsl contrbuted: & Cash | . b Propety
’ b Property ...,
g Mal Inccma {Imm) parbooks ,.........oee 60,488|7 822{;?“35% ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, ,
:g‘mulrm): ....................................................................................
.......................................... B Mdﬂﬂﬁﬂﬁﬂf‘d? e e e
5 Addlines 1 through 4 oo 426,755]9  Belance atend of yenr, Subtract lho 8 from live 8 426,755
DAA rom 1065 zoiwy

eng
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167663 QRIPINZ0MY 409 PM e
- A :
o 83 Rental Real Estate Income and Expenses of a
. v 201 ) Partnerehlp oran $ Corporation QM@ No, ¥o4B-0122
lnllmﬂ ﬂmn;l?;a Bm:w »Goto MIVWA% tu?); nnnagggsfo ; 50 Ik a0
FoV/Fom. or the aeet rnformatlon. . AT
Neato. ‘ . Brvployor ontifinallan number woW
CHMI ASSOCIATRES, LLC 02-0508982
T | Show the type and addraes of each propery, For each rental real estale propedy llated, teport tha number of days rantad at falr
rental value and days with parsonal Ysa. Ses Ingiructions. Ses poge 2 to llat addhional properiss.
;h GIggle’adv:lrmas of sash property—sireat, alty, slate, 1\.23;?;1;2;24;;’%1@,":{3, Falr Ront buys | Porsonal Use Deyp
COMMERCLAL BUILDING
a 33 AR R e e e B TR
SONCORD NH 03301 4
COMMERCTAL 368
B Mt ereanay PR R R AR T R R N I I AT IR IR R AL (I TIN I TRy
G TEA U vatY AT EYRt TR IO I R PR e bR IS i dama i amm s i g b ans i ib A, NI I N I N T e
D I L L R L TR TR N RN IR TR didibelsinturarnvmrnany Prrwa i eram kbl NI e IR A N TR BT Ty
Proporties
Rentai Real Entats hooing A B 4] 0
Boomosarents e 12 144,@70 . -
Renial Real Estate Expenses
A Advatbistg 2 Ty
4 Auoandlaval o ]| 4 i 7
5  Cleening and maintenance s LB 624
¢ GCommisslona | . L8
7 lnswance R 7,645
3 Legal and othar profeasional faea o Ls 1,687
9 inlerset (sre mstuctons) . |9 9,121
10 Repars 1 17,407
MTaES e e 22,128
12 UlMles . 12 16,252
13 Wages and salades L 13
14 Doproctation (sae Instructions) ... 114 16,614
16 Other (kM
. SEE STATEMENT § 18 14,823
e g 16 o™ ] 4 106,302
et Ta fom e 2 pmpmy 17 37,968
18a Total gross rents, Add gross sents from line 2, eolsming A lhroughH ... T AL 144,270
b Total exponaen, Add lofel expenses from line 18, columna A WOUIN H .1 1 i i 18b 106,302)
18 Net galn {oas) frem Form 4707, Part 1), line 17, rem the dlsnualtlcn of proparly from rental resi
patate acllvitas ... oo e PP 19
20a  Net Income {losa) from rental ranl satale acﬂvillen from pmtnershluta. estates, and trusts In which
this parinership or 8 corpomtion Is a parner or benaficlary {from Schedule KA} .. | 208
b Identify balow (e partnesships, estotes, of trusts from whith net Incoma {oss) 1a shown on line .
50, Attach & scheduls If mora space la needad.
{1) Name (2) Enipioyer IdenBication number |
L e ee v e e e s e w H
21 Nt rental real asiate nooma {loss). Combing lnes 184 (hrough 20a. Gintor tho result hera and on: 24 3'}' 968

» Form 1068 or t1208: Schedule I, line 2

Hor Paparwork Reduction Aot Notlce, see Instructions.
DAA

Fem 8825 ey, 11-200D)
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 (rom 100y Information on Partners Owning 50% or

S More of the Partnershi
# Boptamber ¥} B Altach to Eomn 1088, p OB Ko, 36460943

Craparimen), of the Tranemr
ifeme fovon Brype i P Go to www.lrg.goviForn1068 for tha lIateat Information,

Nems of pml"rmh'p Employer IdonéiHenttor numbar {HINY

CMJ ASSOCTATES LG 02-0508082
Far 1}  Entlitles Owning 50% or More of the Partnership (Form 1066, Schadule B, Quastion 3a)
Sumplate columns ¢} thraugh (v) below for any foralgn or domestic corporation, parterstip (ncluding sny entlty reatel as o

nartnership), trust, tax-sxempt organkzatlon, or eny forsign govemmant that owns, diaelly or ndirectly, an Interant of B0% or more In
thve profil, loes, o eaplial of tha parnership {see Inatudtiona).

i Bmgoyar ‘ (v} Mastmum
W Moo of iy IéanlAcallon Mumhr {1 Ty of By Counly nl“gmm“m Petcaricgn OHned
{faa) or Caplat

¢aitll  Individuals or Estates Owning 50% or More of the Partnership (Form 1085, Schadula B, Question 3b)

Complata solumns () through (iv) below fer any Individusl or estafe thet owns, diredlly oF #ndiractly, an Intsrest of 50% or mora I {he
proflt, loss, or caplial of the partnership (see Inatruclions).

1) Mesdrrwm
0 Mama of Indvidusl o Esfzta m ""’"’:"f":fw““"‘b” {19 Gounky of Cllizenehip {36 Theluons) ”“’“;“r':ﬂl“m*’" b
of Cogpllal
JEFFREY DBART
. 003~50~3484| UNTTED STATHES 100,000000
JUNE 8, HART REVOCABLE TRUST
410-66-8851 UNITED STATES 100. 000000
For Papeework Redualion Act Notlce, sae the structions for Form 1085, Suhaila Be1 (Form 1085) (Ray. $:201)

welf

.

DAA

73



676CMU 02/20/2019 4:00 PY

SCHEDULE D .
{Forn 1008) Capital Gains and Losses
P Attach to Form 1065 ur Fonm 8805,
. mmm - P> Uso Form B840 to list your transpetions For line b, 2, 3, 8b, 9, and 40.
sl Bane __mnéw P Go to wawlisgoviFormTaes for nsiruotions und tho lutost Information,
Nama of parinamshly Bmployer Idelification numbor
JCMT ASSOCTIATES, LLC : . ’ 02-C50B9R2
.Eau L. Bhort-Term Capltal Galns and Losses—t3enarally Agsets Held One Year or Lese (gge_inshuctions)
an Inaluntles for how (6 giira he amounts 1o entar on B (o) {6} MJH!!“%‘ 1n ém Caln of {lows)
lion Ualow. Fronsethy Goel to galn of Iom fram num'ﬁf.%“ﬂ'&'p" -
“thie.form may be saslar ko complets f you round off cants b faelos prive) for athar basls) Pormla) 89, Harl | goiibine te rasull with
whels dollars, Yo 2 selurn m aakimy (g)
14 Totale for all sherHaim aneactions reporled on Mo St Lo
10998 tor which hasiz wea répovied la tha IRS and for
which you have no adestments (sea ngirucllons)
Kowever, Il vou choost ls report & theaw lrenseciong
£ Foam, 8940, fagve Wi Erie Bonic pod go Bina 4y .,
11 Tolols for a3 Imnanetona eoperted on Foms) B948 Wik
Box A chacked ,....,... Vineas T
2 Tolug ¢ of dimancgors tapatled an Fonis) 8940 wih
Boy B ahothed s aavvinvm s i
3 Talala for all waseaclions joporiad on Eavmie) 848 vih
BoX Conpeked v\ viaisarsreiriiain e
4 Short-tarm cepital galn from Instaliment sales flom Form €252, Ine 260r 87 i L4
8 Shartdarm capllal gatn or fass) from (ikekind exchanges from Form 8324 || v e 18
8 Pearinership's share of nat shorbk-term capilal gain {loss), incluiding spedlally allbcalsd shoriterm
caplial galne (losees), from other partrorships, estales, and iusts |, NS et e v L8
? MNet short-term capital talo or loss). Combina lines e through @ ln oolumn {h). Enler hare pnd o
on Form 1066, Schadule ¢ Ihe 8 ¢r 11; or Form 8663, Sohedule I, e B er 11 . vvueey ypipaeeiiisiieisiiarnns 7 M B
Part . Long-Term Capital Gaina and Losses—Generally Agsets Hoid More Than Ona Yaar {30 Ihslnictions) s
(h] Galr or {loan)
Sa Waliuctans for iow b faua the smoun (o onlor an e
Tiners Balow, me:?edﬁ | GI:%I n’;?r{"mﬁmm i‘?ﬂ#mu?;lu(:?a(:d}
3"1'1‘: ':ogrgl gnr:?' Lo smlar b wamplale i you round off oenls fo {acles prce) {or cihar buals} Fnl:rl:ln(;)' g?lm?& 18 enmr:: an nz:;ll Wiy
fia Tolsk for ol lang-larm trammnobsn tepotad on Fonm
16805 for whish bivsla wag fojaeiad (6 the IRS and for .
which you heve 1o atlusinenda (aoe bstudions), . '
Howeir, 1 yau chooed b vogon ofl thess Iransaatans
o Four 0548, leave 1 ing blank end go tolina &)
i Tolals for o)l trananciians reporiad o Fum{u) 8548 with )
BOR 8 B0 1, 44 vessereseaeseren s 3,823 3,299 524
9 Tolals for el transactians reperdad on Fom(e) 0640 \MihN )
BoxE chatkad .. .oerieins e 36,177 14,331 21,846
4 Totals (or afl imneaciiuna reporfed on Forn(g) 8949 wilh
Box FF ohechad +yiiieniiinniinens T .
14 Lang4erm capkal gain from Inslalimant ealea from Form 8282, Ina 26 or 37 .....oovvvviaiinns PR I I |
2 leong-erm capital gain or [loss) from llke-ldnd exchanges firom FOM B2 ., . .ivicui i riee i e e 12
13 Parinership’s shers of net tong-tem caplial galn {loss), Including spacially allocatod long-term
eapllal gains (logses), rom olher parinerahips, estatos, @nd lrusta ........o.coooviniinniinn e e e v 118
14 Capllal galn distdbulions {360 INBIRIGIONBY ... ...\ evieerevesisrssis OO PUR L 150
15 Not longrtorm capltal pain of (o), Gormbine fnes 8a through 14 In column (h), Enler hare and
on Eorm 1066, Schaduia K, line Ba o 113 or Fonm 8805, Schedule 1€ Bna 8aor 11 .y e ieess s 15 22,820
w Fur Paperwotk Recluclion Aot Notice, ses the Instructions for Form 1065, Schadule D (Form 1088} 2018
\w,y
DAA
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FARTNERE 1

Schedule K4
{Egrm 1065)
\f:lmenl of tha Tranawy
il Rpvanue Bervice
bagiring | | g [ J
Partrier's Shara of Income, Daductions,
Credits, ofc, P 810 back of form and ssparale Wslhioliona,

2018

For salenaer yaar 2010, or iy yoor

E] Flnal KA

b51L1A
[ ot OHE No. 1548012

[Part - Partndr's Shars of Currént Yéar Income, .-
Dédielions; Credits, and Other oms -

1 Ordinary buslvasa iheama [bine} 16 | Oreis

* 36,070

2 Nol rental ron! ostats loome (loes)

1 Pa a Partnefshl

A Prinenship's employer Kentilomion number

02-0508982

3 Ot riat rantal Incoma {loas) 18 | Forlgh amptions

4 Quarenisnd prymaniy

8 Pornarahip’e neme, addese, oy, state, ard 2P cods

CMJ ASSOCIATES, LIL

13 WARREN STREET

[CONCORD NH 03301

L intares! Incams

ba 1 Ordaaiy dvidends

G IR Conter wharo pacinevohlp Red ralum
E~PrLg

B || anesk i s o @ pubcy adad peinorsiis (TP

| Part 11). ~ Inforrhation About the Parthar

E  Palnes [denlfyly numbar

003-50-3484

1,177
b Qualiled dividands
1,092
L] Dhvklane sgubvefants
i Royalse
] Nul eharl-lerm capital geln (ner) 1 | Alemnfivo minkum tex ¢AMT] floms

9a | Nal long-fam asplial gein {lues)

21,679

P Panar's nante, addrans, clly, alate, amd ZIf code

JEFFREY BART

o | Cobecivios (8% geta one)

..........................

Tex btk D GAAR D footlan To4(k} book

Olhar {oxploky) '

i

¢ Did [he parnsr contfoute prapatly v..ilh W buikin {jain of loss?

D Yu Na
I *Yue,* adach altemeni {oaa inetnickons)

ou | Unrecaplurad snclion +200 goln 18 | Tawexemp! liome and
69 SROWSHOR TRAII; * nondedwelible sinerats
HOPKINTON NH 03229 19 |t soton 1231 ga s B 3886
/ *
[ D Ganaral poimar o LLO Lf_l Utmiled parkaat o oiber LLG " [ o beomwo fom) & STME
mambarmaiags ETR
H lg! Famoalin paring [j Forekin pitaor % Diatritudione
H el typs of snlly by e perlner? TNRDIVIDUAL
12 i thia perinoe I o sedrement plan (RAZSERenghfise), check hota EI
Jd - Parbonr's shars of profit, Kies, and capkel (sea Inalratlnol e Seclon 176 dodusion
Bagllantng Hinling 21 Clher lnformalion
Prost 95.000000 » 85,000000 % |72 | Shor decwsions
Losa 98.,000000 =« 85, 000000 « A 1,177
Caplil 95. 000000 « 95. 000000 4
K Prdnora sitarn of lah¥illen; Heglnplng Ending Z* 3 6 ] 070
Nowsoous .., § %8, 868]s 22,317 .
Quetilad nanRecarsn IELB 788 L. 961
o 180,594 |s Lk I\ 7 T o S w—— LH
. 91,041 1s 92,B89 * ST
L Peiier's copllel asocunt mnalyola; o
Hoghviog sapll seccunt 4 240,878 ["Saq allached stalement for adailonal information,
Copital conibuled dung tha yoor 3
Curront yaar lnorenea (dosreake) § 57 7 4 54
Wihdrawals & diskibalons $( )
Ending: etial acoomt $ 298,342

For RS Uss Oniy

For Pepaywork Roduotion Aol Ketios, 4an Insiructions fer Forrn 1086,
DAA

wawis gov/Form 088

Gohodula K1 (Form 1068) 2016
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PARTNER$ 2

Schedule K1
(Form 1065)

Dopadinond of the Treasury
hikmal Ravenua Borviee

baginnkig

2018

Hor calanciary

endlng

Partner's Share of Income, Deductions,
Credits, etc.

gor 2018, oF fax wr

P a0 brck of fom and superate Inpinesllons,

[:] Amantiod K-

L5113
OB No, fp4a-0128

Finkl 1-0
Part : 1]

Partnat's Share of Curidnt Yeur Income, .
ducthns, Gradlts, and Othar Hems

]

Ouelinay buarnm incore Jose)

18

Orendiis - ﬂ%

Mot ranle) med eetalo [nanme {losa)

1,898

Ciher el ranial Income (loes)

1

Foralym WAnsaciions

|||||||||

Tan teisls
Clivar {axplaln)

]

Yes No

I_—_] aAAP

W Dkl the partrof conirbute proporly wilh o buflky (it o¢ foge?

.................

[:] Bection 704{) brok

It "o, aliarh stalowend {sea nsbuslona)

Feor RS Uss Cnly

A Pertnershide employer HanlGbaNon rurrbor 4 | Gueralsed paymants
02-0508082
B Parinorhip’y numo, wddvten, oy, olilo, and ZIP vods s rtorast: foomo
CMT ASSOCIATES, LLC B | Crdnery dhidends
13 WARREN STREET .62
ab | Gualtiod thvidents
CONCORD NH 03301 . 57
- [ Divident equivalaria
Q@ I8 Conler Whtin partnarahip Med relirn '
Chedk Ir this s 8 publidy radad pariesahip (PTPY
] Nat shor-laim capitel galn {loss) 17 | Altemetive mislmum 1ex AMT) lene
B Podners Msnl’ylm nurbar 9a | Notfongienn neplial gain Gous)
410~66-8951 1,141
¥ Porinaer's neing, addmby, olty, stalg, and ZIP gede b [ Oniloriitiee (8%} pein Joso)
JUNE §. BART REVOCABLE TRUST '
ta Urroeaphired nsoflon 1250 galn 1 Ta-axampt keoma ong
46 MEIRRIMAGK STREET " rondotucibla expanian 2 0
CONCQRD NH 03301 10 | Halsonlion 1231 gain (loas} B f“'
(Ml STMY.
q D Ganora paririer oy LLG [}3 Linited pariner ar alber LLG n Qo Incorih ete) “')
mamhenmanagss mamgar
H E Domoalie pardnar D Faralgn perinos 18 Claidbutleng
H Wt iype of entily {s thy pudne? IRDIVIDUAL
1’ I e parinar s & relemant plun (RAZSERHeaghiots), check e E]
F Pttty shave of proh, toss, and enpltal {ses Inalnicions): 12 Soellon 171 datlusion
Haginning Buvding L] Olier Inforatian
Retfl 5. 000000 x 5,000000 % [Tz 1 e dedoctions
Loas 5.000000 « 5, 000000 = A 62
Sagt 5, 000000 % 5, 000000 &
K Parnots dlwire of UabMiss: A 1,898
" Bopnaing Ending
oo . 5 ""519)s 1,175
Qualiled nonmeaury AR - 41 I 5:2&
Ty $ 9 ! 505 3 7 2 551 14 Solt-emplaymanl eareingn Jona}
Teooume ,, ... [ 4,792 § .4,839 DNH*
L Poidner's capltal aceolid dnalyds: ’
Boghelng ool A%t e W 66,987 | gas atched ataloment for additional Informatian,
Capilal contituled dwing boyene §
Clireanl yoar Increas fdecromae) ] 3 7 024
Willwreawals & Klsldhuﬂunn‘“_””_”””_._____li( |
Ering eapltal acomrd ¥ 7 0 ! Q11

flor Payrerwork Radiuction Aol Notlos,
AR

seo Inalmatlons for Fam 10405,

wwwiine goviFonn 086

76
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PARTNER$ 3

Schoadule Kt
ARgm 1065)

Nt of the Treadury

2018

For valendar yaar 2018, or I, yoar

I:] Finad 14

I htonod 4

652113
OMB No. 1848-D124

[Part ] Partner's Shara of Clifrant Year incomes, . .
- Deductions, Credits, and Other ltems "

anuindl Révenue Bervioa 1 Ordinary busineas Inesrne (Tnas) 16 | Credl
veghning | | eneg | |
H Net tenial redl astala inanms
Parner's Share of Incoms, Deductions, e s
Crediis, atc, P 500 anck of form and separaa e B R R —r—— 10 | Forlgn tensactions
A Pailnerstip's ompleyar Meniiizaion number 4 | Guomnteed peymients
02-0508082 :
B Penersiyta nama, ocdreos, oy, sk, rd ZIP oode Ifoenet Income
CMT ASSOCIATES, LLC T T
13 WARREN STREET
b Quzliiled dividenta
CONCORD NH - 03301 B | e
[:L] Dividond eguivalania
C RS Conlar vhioro pavtastahlp Hed rallim
E"'F’I LE [] Riyallioi
D D Chack I bl &b @ publcly traded parinamshlp (PTR)
8 | Nel shorteiomn capilal gain dloss} 17 | Allemolive érimum lax {AMT) Bews
_LPart ] _formatién’ About the Parther .~ -
€ Prinafe Kanktyly number fn | Nl Tnglam caplial galn (loas)
47-7161453
P Pane's name, addrnn, ally, alals, wxi ZIP sodo Bb | Critecdion (20%) gain (inen)
MICHARE ¢ BART ESTATE
c/o JEFE’REY T BART ADMINSTRMOR be Wrescaphurad geption {260 i 19 Tax-axerpl Intota and
46 STONBYBRGOK IANE nendsduglble exgonces
“OPKINTON NH 03229 to | ol sason 1281 i (sa)
n
8 D General patner or LLG [X] virved parver or alher e " | Otier bocmo oss)
meynbar-managar mamher
H [E Samostio padnar . D Foralgn parinar 18 Dieifbutiens
1 Whal type af selity ks thly pariner? TRUST
It If e pariner ln a-ollemant pan (IRAAERKeoghiite,), chok hare D
J Patners share of profi, Iosy, end capial {weq Inatrustlons); 1z Sacllon 179 dadualion
Engyinning Enting ¢ | Ohor Informallon
Proft 0.000000 % 0.0UDOOO % 13 Cthar doductions
Loss 0.00Q000 « 0.000000 = ST
Copla 0.000000 « g.000000 »
K Pannars shava of labiiles: . Baginieg Bndirg
MNovrecourao .. .. § )
Qualiiod nonraeguire ’
futanginy ¥ L] i4 | Selsemploymon! eamings (oss)
Rooouree 0000, 8 L]
L Parnars caphel asesunt mnalye ‘
gy ovpel socoumt s 58,402 [™gas llached stalement for addilonal information.
Cuphal goniouled during the yeey $ ‘
Coirent yoer Inoranee (decreses) , e §
Wilwtemwale 8 diidoulorm 5 , )
oy capllel eeeebant ¥ 58 t 402 g‘
Tex hasle [:] GAAP D Sadtion T04{b) book g
Ot {eaplais) &
} DN the patina onitibuta proparty wif: 8 bultin goin or koea? E
‘ You Ho
I *Yea* atiach siatamont (so0 nsinefiona)
Por Paparwork Rothiollon Aot Hollas, sre Insiruations for fomm 1965 wwaw.ire froviEom 1065 Schedule 164 (Form 4065) 2010

CAA
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Achment. Gauence No. 124

Fpge 2

Fotn 4949 (2018)
Nama(s) shown on ruluim. Name and 38N or lakpayer idontiiostlion no, not resulred i shewn en ather slde Bookal aaourlly number or (akpayor Identificallon numbor
CMJ ASSOCIATES, LILC 02-0508982 ,r"’}
Belore you choak Box D, E, or F below, sea whellisr you recelved any Foma(s) 1099-B or substitule statement(s) hom your brokst. A aubsilute ket
statement will have the same nformedion as Farm 1009-B. Etlhar wil show whether your basis (usuelly yaur cost) was reperiod fo the IRS by yaur
brokar arx! may gven lell you whinh box b thaoie
~Pat . Long-Term, Tranaaclons Involving capltal assets you held maore than 1 year are generally long-term (see
Insiructions). For short-tarm transections, ses page 1.
Note: You may egdregate all long-tarm transactions reported on Form(s) 1098-B showing basis was reported
to tha [RS and for which no adjustments or codes are requlired. Enter the totals directly on Schadule [, he
8a; you arent required to report these transactions on Form 5940 (see Instruations),
You must chesk Box D, E, or F below, Ghack only ohe box, If wore than ona box applos for your lohg-torm transactions, complels
8 yeparate Fonn 8940, page 2, for each applioable bex, If you heve more foag-term ansaatlana than wil it on this page for one or
mors of the boxes, commate as meany forms with [ha same hox cherked as you nesd,
{D) Leng-tarm transactiona reporied on Fomm(s) 1008-8 showing basls was reperled to the IR3 (sea Nete above)
(E} Long-tarin transactionn reporiad on Form(s) 1089-B showing basls waen't seporiad to the IRE
{F)_Longrerm bransaotions not reporled te vou on Form 10988
f o Adjustraant, If any, Lo gabs ar loos,
. (o W you amer an emunt in oglain {g) tl
W ® o) 1) Cast or ather bosls, . W::: a m“’:?*i"‘“? it or floes),
Boactlplon of progarly Dale apquied | Uote sokéor Provasrls f8s the Nola below 60 Wi Gnparia nsirucllon, Bublraot eaumet (g)
(Eternples 400 sh, ¥YZ 00 | o, dap ) dispoaed of {aslva prica) ond nop Doltwha (o) m il Hom oolumn (d) bnd
(Mo, tay, w) {anm Inbructiona) ki lhe sepavele tombkie lho result
instclions mﬁ;:.m :J,T’..?,‘;:;.’ with calumn {g)
JANTS HENDERSON BALANCEDR T ‘
VARIOUS | 03/27/18 3,823 3,289 524
)
2 Tolalg, Add the arounts b columas (d), (e}, (g), and (W) (sublraot
negolivo amoimish Enlar ouch tolal hera and MI?IB tmﬂy;fm":| g
Schedule D, lIng Bb Gr Bk D above 1 ehechad, ling B df Box
atova Iy chaekoe), o ling 111 Bai [ dbovs n chackad) P> 3,823 3,299 B24

Nete: If you chockad Box [ ahiove but tha busls reported o the IRS wes Incorract, anter In aolurn (@) te hoals 6 raportad ta tha IRS, and enter an

adustment in goluran (g) to corredt the basts, Sea Cofuma (g) in the soparale instrucllons for how te figurs the ampunt of the adjustment.

O
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Fart 4040 (2015 Aliadimen, 8acquance Mo, T2 Poge 2
Nrmeis) shown on relum, Nare and 89N er bugaver domfestion no, nol roiguiisot] Hf ohown on clher eldg Bocltl sowuly aumber of thxpnyer ldentflontlon nimber
“OMI _ASSOCIATES, LLC 02-0508982

wf'cm you vheck Bax D, £, or F balow, soe whetfier your recoived any Form(s) 10998 of aubaliule statement(s} fom your broker, A subafilute
siafoment wifl have tho same fformetian as Fom 1099-B. Elihar whf show whether your hasls (usually yaur sost) was raporfed fo the [RS8 by vour
broltor and may even lel you which box i oheuk,

~ Pat Ity Long-Term. Transactions involving cepital assets you held more than 1 year are ganerally king-srrm (see

Instructlons). For ehortemm transactlons, ses pagy 1.
Note: You may aggregete all long-term transactions reported on Form(s) 1099-B showing basls was reported
to tre IR and for which no adjustments or cades are required, Enter the totale direclly oh Schedule D, line

8a; you aren't required to report these ransactions on Form 8949 (sea Ihstructons).

You iust chack Box D, B, or F below. Chavk only one box. If more than ong box applles for yaur long-lenn tranaastions, completo
a sapamte Form 8948, page 2, for each applicable box, If you have more long-4emm trangaclons than wil fit on ihis page for ahe o

more of he boxes, complete ae many forme wilh the earme baox cheaked as you neat,

(D) Longtarm kansactiohs repotied on Form{s) 10928 showitg basle was reported lo the IRS (see Note above)

{&) Lohg-berm tranaaciions reportad on Form(s) 1090-B shawing besle wasn't reporiad o the IRS

|_1{F Long-term traneastlons not reperted o you on Form 10008

1 Adjuetment, Il any, (o galiy or loas,
i ¥ you entar an emout In cofurn (gl )
iy ol D M!d Pmﬁ' d gml:r u:l:; g:ﬁ m:r:lw:: :::::n: ﬁmé&n& sﬁigﬁ;ﬁ»
e noid ar EdD ad ho
' (M, oy, w) (828 inebundona) In ihe sopwate cadolp fom o worniing the residt
Hokuclons Inatrueifona advalmenl wih eckma (o
WIDELITY TOTAL| MKT INDEX PREMIUM| CIL
04/03/08] 03/27/18 30,000 3,543 6,457
FIDELITY YOTAL] MKT INOER FREMIUM| CL
VARIOUS | 04/12/1.8 20,000 6,965 13,035
JANGS HENDERSON BEALANCED P
. VARIOUS | 03/27/18 6,177 3,823 2,354
I
2 -Tolsis. Adid e amcunts in ool (d), &), f), and {h) {sublrant
naguiiw anounia), Enter sach folal hen ond Irdui';a mgwtr .
Stnaddubs D, e Bk §T Bax D dbove (8 checked), lIng 9 (T Dox
iz 1 ehacked), o g 14 4 Bos F abow by chachodi 36,177 14,331 | 21,846

Note: If you checked Box D above but the basls roparted |o the IRS waa incorrect, snier In column (8) the basls as reported ta te IRS, and entor an

fustment In column {g) to conect lhe bosls, Bea Columa (g) In the separale Instructions dor how to figure the amount of the adjustment

[s70
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. rom 1065
Parinership Name

CMJ RASSOCIATES, LLC

For calendar year 2018 or tax ysar bagirhing ;

Rent and Royalty Schedule

ondl

2018 L

Employer tderkficalion Mumber 4

02-0508082

Property Desorlption

COMMERCTAL BUILDING .
13 WARREN STREET ° .
CONCORD

NH 03301

Type of Actl;vlt;;

Rental Reaf Estate
QOther Rental Property
Royally Proparty

Type of proparty
Number of days ranted at falr rental velus
Number of personal uge daye

Is Ihe net income (loas) from this preperty Included In the semputation of self employment koome?
ls the nat ingame (aas) frarm this property Inclided In the computalicn of saclien 179 business insoima?

COMMERCTAT

E o

Yes
Yag

ncome
Gross rents

(YRR RN R R LR ER R AR LR

Gross rovalties
Other Inpome |

........ RN T P R SN R T PR FRT R R TR NN
NN R T e T TR R T

AT R R R R

Incoma Trom sels of praperly roported ancrm4797, Line 17

Ihcome end Expenses

ﬂ-4l‘! r :2 -7() B ,f

L RN PR R RN RN RNV RNy

R R R R R R AT TR TN

At 144,270

* kel

'

16,252

Total GO IO . ..o e —— o
Expansy

Advarei e e I S
Auto snd travel || e Cereme e T
Cloankiy end malnlenance | ... .......... DT e
mmmlsalun“ DA R PN U PN AR IS IR T A PO PR AT AT ma b d Vsl Iy R YRR P ITRVA PO IR TR TR Y]
IBUEANEE. e TTTTTTTIT IR
Lagal and profassional | N
lntema' IR R R L N R N RN L NN N R RN PidEvdravrn iR ans derdbaararinnriant
REBEIS | tiiiririe ierstecairersrimnerssttrrr s be s s s ar et e s e e bee
Taxas|||||”..”uu-”u“-.” .......... [TEEER ] dababdadblidlaarracrny IR RN RN R R I Y
Utitlas ., ST e e rreraeree, e e s
Wages and salgries et ety ety T E e e gy
Depravlation | | ..., U PR Ve

Other expensas
Tolat expensos || L

Lezs

Net daduchible axpenses

et incoma or loss from this proparly

------ Pirasiraierirnaeg

% persanal uss

. 16,614

14,823

R N N TR Y RN R

106,302 | - R

106,302
37,968

I L I EYEIRTILI TR
------ ey I
P A TN e
TR IRR T FRR BRI A e e e e

s
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.L Behadule K
b For ealendar year 2010 or tax year beginring

Partnership's Section 1989A Information Worksheet

2018

sanding

~artnarshlp Name

CMT ASSOCIATES, 11O

Employer Kentlfication Number

020508982

Activity Dascripllon
Column A ., _COMMERCIAL BUILDING

EIN asm™® PP

Column B

Column &

...........

Column D

Golumn A Colunnm B

Ordinary businesa koome (Inse)
Net rental regl selate income (joaa) 37,968
Other net rental Income (loss)
Royalilas

Cther Incams (loeg)

Other deductions

Golurnm © Cohimn B Column B
TOTALS

Totah qualified Ineome 37,968

Qualified Buslnses Income 37,968
Qualifled P'TF Income

uallfled W-2 wages
dualiied proparty 830,485
uuiflad RET dvidends
Porllon ¢f QA1 alacable paymenis
raceivad from co-op
W-2 wagas affocable to
quallied paymants
Ce-op's QFA! daduction allccatad
be patron and kdentifledl by co-op

37,968

B30, 485

FAGE 1 OF 1
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Schedutle K1

Far cajandar year 2018 o tax year beginaing

' Farlhership Nama
L#0Y) ASSOCI.&'I’ES_, LLC

Partner's Section 199A Informatlon Worksheet

, ending

2018

Employer Identiloation Number ‘ 9
02-0508982

Pailner's Mame
JEFTREY BART

Taxpuyer Idantifioation Number
003-50-3484

Golumn A

Activity Dasaription SSN/EIN

S8TR PTP

Column B |

CCMMERCIAL BULLDING

GolumnC

Columy O

...........

Ordinary buelness Income (loss)
Med renta) nasl eatats fhoond (loas)
Other et rental Incoms ('oss)
Royalliag

Olher Incoms (nss)

{ther deductions

Galumn A

Golupn B Golumin ©

36,070

Column B

Column £
TOTALS

Total quallfed lhoome

Qualified Business Income
" Qualitisd FTP Ihoomo

Quelied W-2 wages

Cualiiod praparty

Gualllad REIT dividanda

Podion of QB! allocabla payments
recalved from oo-op

W-2 wages allovable to
quadiled payments

Goop's QPAI daduction allocated
to palren and (dentifled by co-op

36,070

36,070

788,961

82

788,96]1

e

PAGE 1 OF 1



1BTHCMS CREL20 0 400 PM

[ \&hjdulﬁ K1

Partner's Sectlon 198A Information Worksheet

2018

Y For calendar vear 2018 or tax yesr begining
vainarship Name
CMJ ASSOCIATES, LILC

endng
Employer Mentification Number
02-0508982

Partnar's Namg
JUNE S, BART REVOCABLE TRUST

Texpayer IentiMoatlon Number
410~66-8951

Activity Dasctiption
Oalumn A COMMERCIAL BUILDING

SEN/EIN aste PP

Golumpng

Column D

...........

Column A Golumn B

Ondinary kuslness Ingome foas)
Met rantaf real state Incoma {lone} 1,898
Olker nat rental Incoma (oss)
Royaltke

Other Income (Joss)

Other daductiona

Column € Golumn D Column E
TOTALS

Talal qualifad ncame 1,898

Queliflad Buglness Inaome 1,898
" ualifed FTP Income

Qualifed W-2 wages .
Qualifed proparfy 41,524
Qualllod REIT dividends
Partion of Q8 afioeable paymonts
racelved from ¢o-0p
W2 viagon allocable to
quallified payments
Co-op's QPAL deduction allocated
to patron and Keniifad by co~cp

1,608

41,524

PAGE L OF 1
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1575CMJ  CMJ ASSOCIATES, LLC 2/28/2019 4:00 PM
02-0508682 Federal Statements |

FYE: 12/31/2018

Deseription Amount
ACCRUED RELATED PARTY INTEREST 8 406
TOTAL | 4 406

Description Amount
ACCRUED RELATED PARTY INTEREST § 1,845
TOTAL 8 1,048

Description | Amount

THE $95,833 LOAN TO PARTNER, REPORTED ON SCHEDULE T, $
WAS ORIGINALLY A PAYABLE TO MICHAEL BART WHICH WAS

TLED TO AN INSTALLENT GAIN ON MICHAEL'S PERSONAL

RETURN AND SUBSEQUENTLY MICHAEL'S ESTATE RETURN, JEFF

BART INHERITED THIS LOAN AND, AS A RESULT,

THE INSTALLMENT GAIN. AS PAYMENTS ARE MADE T¢ JEFF

BART THERE WILL BE A CORRESPONDING GAIN 70 REPORT ON

HIS PERSONAL RETURN.

+ REMAINING UNAMORTIZED GOODWILL = 595,834
~ REMAINENG BASIS FOR MICHAEL'S ESTATE = 538,402
= NRT UNAMORYIZED GOODWILL = $37,432%%

** THE NET UMAMORTIZED GOODWILL IS THE RESULT CF THE

GATN RECOGNIZED ON MICHAEL BART'S RETURN AND

SUBSEQUENTLY MICHAEL'S ESTATE AND SUBSQUENTLY JEFF

BART'S RETURN. OQVERALL A 754 RLECTION WAS WOT MADRE .
UPON THE SALE OF MICHAEL'S INTEREST, AS A RESULT, e e
THE SALE RESULTED IN THIS GOODWILL WHICH WILL REAMIN

OW THE BOOKS TO OFFSET FUTURE GAINS,

Beginning End

Reacription - of Year of Year
OTHER INVESTMENTS 5 102,274 5 56,534
UNREALIYED (GAIN} LOSS ON INV ~60,976 -3, 178
TOTAL 5 41,298 ) 25,356

14

e

R
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1B76CMJ CMJ ASSOCIATES, LLC /2812019 4:00 PM
02-0508982 Federal Statements

m{YE: 12/31/2018

. BeFInnlng End
Descripion _of Year of Year
NON-AMORTIZABLE GOODWILL - MI 5 95,833 § g%, 831
TOTAL § 95, 833 5 95,833
Statement 6 - Form 1068, Schedulo L, Line 17 - Other Current Liabllities
e?fnnlng End
Rescription of Year of Year
CITI CREDIT CARD §  -830 4
TOTAL 4 -839 % 0

Description Amount
ACCRUED RELATED PARTY INTEREST § 1,045
TOTAL ] 1,845

Dascription Armount
ACCRUED RELATED PARTY INTEREST 8 4086
TQTAL : $ 106

&
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15750MJ CMJ ASSQCIATES, LLG
02-0508982
FYE: 12/31/2018

Federal Statements

2128/2019 4,00 PM

R

Description

BUES & 8UBS

LEASED PARKING BJPACES
OFFICE BUPPLIES & EXPENSE
WASTE COLLECTION

BANK SERVICE CHARGE

TOTAL
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1675CMJ  CMJ ASSOQCIATES, LLC - 2128/2019  4:08 PM

02-0608062 Federal Statements
FYE: 12/31/2018 JEFFREY BART
‘ 003-50-3484

Description Type Amount Disposed
COMMERCTIAL, BUILDING COMMERCTAL 8 36,070 '

Code Rescription Amaount

B ACCRUED RELATED PARTY INTEREST § 386
C ACCRUED RELATED PARTY INTEREST 1,848

Cade Description Amount
2 SECTICN 189A INCOME $ 36,070
AB SECTION 199A UNADJUSTED BASIS 788, 961

Description
ANALYSIS OF AT RISK VERSUS NOT AT RISK LIABILITIES
AT RISK NOT AT RISK
NONRECOURSE 0 22,317
QUALIFIED NONRECOURSE 143,474 0
RECOURSE 92,889 0

THE 95,833 LOAN TO PARINER, REPQRTED ON SCHEDULE L,
WAS ORIGINALLY A PAYABLE TO MICHAEL BART WHICH WAS
TIED TO AN INSTALLENT GAIN ON MICHAEL'S PERSONAL
RETURN AND SUBSEQUENTLY MICHAEL'S ESTATE RETURN, JERF
BART INHERITED THIS LOAN AND, A8 A RESULT,

THE INSTALLMENT GAIN. A FAYMENTS ARE MADE TO JEFF
BART THERE WILL BE A CORRESPONDING GAIN TO REPORT ON
HI8 PERSONAL RRETURN.
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1576CMJ CMJ ASSQCIATES, LLC 2/28/2019 4:09 PM

02-0508982 Federal Statements
FYE: 42/31/2018 JUNE 8. BART REVOCABLE TRUST
_ 410-66-8951

Desciipfion ' Type Amount Disposed
COMMERGLAL BUTILDING COMMERCIAL 3 1,898

Coda Dascription Amount

B ACCRUERD RELATED PARTY INTEREST ] 20
C ACCRUED RELATED PARTY INTEREST 97

Code Description Amount

Z SECTION 1582 INCOME 8 1,898
AB SEQTION 1992 UNADJUSTED BASIS 41,524 -
Scheduls L =,.*.u » AGd
Dascription
ANALYSIS OF AT RISK VERSUS NOT AT RISK LIABILITIES

AT RISK NOT AT RISK
NONRIECQURSE 0 1,175
QUALIFIED NONRECOURSE 7,551 Q
RECQURSE 4,889 0

# N
S
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1576CMJ CMJ ASSOCIATES, LLC 21282019 4:09 PM

02-0808982 ' Federal Statements
- FYE: 12/31/2018 MICHAEL C BART ESTATE
’ . 47-7161453

Description
+ REMAINING UNAMORTIZED GOODWILL = 595,834
~ REMAINING BASIS FOR MICHAEL'S BSTATE = 358,402
= NET UNAMORTIZED GOODWILL = $37,432%%

** THE NET UNAMORTIZED GOODWILL IS THE RESULT OF THE.
GAIN RECQGNIZED CN MICHAEL BART'S RETURN AND
SUBSEQUENTLY MICHAEL'S ESTATE AND SUBSQUENTLY JEPp
BART'S RETURN. OVERALL A 754 ELECTION WAS NOT MADE
UPON THE SALE OF MICHAEL'S INTEREST, AS A REBULT,

THE SALE RESULTED IN THIS GOODWILL WHICH WILL REAMIN
QN THE BOOKS TC OFEFSET FUTURE GAINS.

89



18760MY 0212802010

Year Ending; Decombet 31, 2018 (20508982
CMJ ASSOCIATES, LLC .
13 WARREN STREET
CONCORD, NH 03301
Section 1.263(a)-1(f) De Minimis Safe Harbor Electlon
Under Regulation 1,263(a)-1(f), the taxpayer hereby elects to apply the de minimis safe barbor
electlon to all qualifying property placed in service during the tax year,
i )

o
Sy

90



1B786M) 0iZ0/2010 4:00 PM
PARTNERf 1

Analysis of Partner's K-1, Guvrent Year Increase {Dacrease) Workshaof

i

... Schecte K1 '
\ | [or calandar yaar 2048, or tax vear haglnning _ + ond aading
+ dHnarshlp Name Employar |denfifloation Nurpber
CHMI ASSOCIATRS , LLC 02~0508982
Farther's Name Tarpayer Identileation Number
JHEFREY BART 003~50~3484
Nema raluded In Curent Year Increase (Dacreace):
SCHEDULE R ADDITIONS:
NET RENTAL REAL ESTATE INCOME/LOSS . 36,070
ORDINARY DIVIDENDS 1,197
NET LONG~TERM CAPITAL GAIN/LOSS 21,679
BUBTQTAL : 58,926
SCHEDULE M~-1 ADDITIONS:
BOOK THCOME NOT INCLUDED ON TAX RETURN:
ACCRUGD RELATED PARTY INTEREST 386
SUBTOTAL 386
SCHEDULE M~1 SUBRTRACTIONS:
BOOK EY¥PENSES NOT DEDUCTED ON TAX RETURN:
ACCRUED RELATED PARTY INTRREST 1,848
SURTOTAL 1,848
TOTAL PER SCHEDULE K~1, CURRENT YHAR INCREASE (DECREASH) 57,464
e —— e i
PAGHE 1 OF 1

91
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PARTNERE 2

sehagule K1 l

Analysia of Partner's K-1, GUITent Year Increase (Decreaas) Worksheet

For ealendar yoar 2018, ef tax year beginning ,and ending

- " . s ‘-" .
SRIY zoia-ﬁ
DU e

Parinarshlp Name
_CMJT ASSOCIATES, LLC

Employar Identlloation Number 7. 7
02-0508982

Partnar's Neme
JUNE 8, BART REVOCARLE TRUST

Tanpayer |tentiication Numbar
410~66-H9571

lieme Inaluded i Curant Yaar Incranse (Deuarsase):
SCHEDULE K ADDITIONS:
NEY RENTAL REAL HSTATE INCOME/LCSS
ORDINARY DIVIDENDS
" MET LONG-TERM CAPITAL GAIN/LOSS

SUBTOTAL

SCHEDULE M-1 ADDITIONS:
BOOK INCOME NOT INCLUDED ON TAX RETURN:
ACCRUED RELATED PARTY INTEREST

SUBTOTAL

SCHEDULE M-1 BUBTRACTIONS:
BOOK EXFENSES NOT DEDUCTED ON TAX RETURN:
. ACCRUED RELATED PARTY TNTEREST

SUBTOTAL

TOTAL PER SCHEDULE K-1, CURRENT YEAR INCREASE (DECREASE)

92

1,898
62
1,141

3,101

20

20

97

)

87

3,024

S T RS R R
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PARTNERE 1

Parther's Basls Workshest, Page 1

*\} Schedule K-'I

£

: uﬁmrshlp Name
CMJ ASSOCTIATHES, LLC

For calender year 2018, or lax year baginhing < and ending

Ermployer Identifioafion Numbar
02-0508082

Parinar's Name

Texpayer Identificallon Nurbar
003-50~3484

Begiining of year
Inoieases;
Capltel contrbubans: | Gash e ETOpedy fadusied hasl)
"Exoase” doplelion
Income Iteme:  Ordinary income LA rtErte e irrerr iyt r e e e et e ety ees
Mat In¢ome from rantel rerl oslate aciviles |
Wet Income fram other rental aclivles et
T
Dividends
Royallles TN
Net shortterm capllal geln
Nat long-term oagltal galn "
Qther portfolls Insome
Mat galn under section 1231
Olher Income

I Y RN RN R RN LR LR LRI

L N R N N T N N NN R R R T TR NE RPN

LR N N T RN T A SRR T AT TR RSO R R RNY

Prisirenas R N N R F R T F R RS PR R IR N RN N

R N I N NN N N RN R R R

XXEEERLES IR N T T TR RN Rl E R sER I R RN

................... B e R I A et Iy

Wi ianening

R R N R R N N FE R R RNy L N N R RN TR TR LR P AR TR NP (EETE RN

BRI R IR e ey LR R ST AR YR PR R R AT PRGN i il dsm e TRONnur

541,381

PR A i

IR RN N Y

36,070

1,177

21,679

386 59,312

Tax“axemp! inieregl and ntharinwme llllll ||||I?.l|llllllll)ll.lIIliILl-nllllIllll\
Other ncreanes: “Transfer of eapllal, | . ...,......c..c0c.s, e G e
@i on dlspostion of socton 1795359“ N e L e

Othor Inoreases
Pletibutions; Gash . Fropetty (adps!eg basls)

I N N RN R P R T E R R R TN R T P T TR T PR ECIET ISR

‘norsese (decranse) In shern of parinarship lbliies ey 300,803 c'.'d« """"""" 258,680 -41,823

Hubtotal e
Dfslrfbulirm In excess of partnar basls

Decroeaces:
Noncap fteme:  Nohdaduciible expenses | |

Snarlable conoutons [ © e
Forei" txas NN IR ERa e PV ld s s e wet
Lose Hems: Ordinary s, ..o, L TR

Mat loas frar rontal real astale aclivifian
Nat laas fom other rental activities
Royalties

Perasdrsi i IR R R TR RN RN

R T P NN PR Y RN

558,870 -

Predatennn Thana LR L R TN T R RN N E RN R RS E R T YR RN Tarararaanties IR IEEERRE]

R R R P R YRR RS R R R R TR rreare A IR L R LR LR R RN IR

1,848

Nat shorttem eapllaloss |||~

Not longserm coplteiloss e

Other portfalle loss R e i

Met losa undler sollon 4234 e e

Other lossea et e et itiare e e e

Section 179 axpangn e E R e e e b ra e ey et b e,

Daductlons ralated {o pordfolls ntome e e,

Other deductions TR TR

Interasl eipenge on kvashmenldebts e e eieers R

Boclion B9(e)(?) expendiures eeeiis TR

Loss on disposltion of secllon 178 assels | . . T
RDepisllon T e ST T e e
Other dacrsages e e et e TV e e
MO e e S S — 557,022

Mata to pariner: This worksheot wae preparad based ott parinenship racords. Please consult with your tax advisor for adjuatments,
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PARTNERYE 2

Parther's Basls Worksheet, Page 1
Bohaculg K"1

For anlendar vasr 2018, or tex year baginning , and ending

. bt
Partnership Name Employer ldentlﬂoallon Number 1 5

CHMJ ASSOCIATES LLC 02-0508582

Partngr's Mame Taxpayar Identiication Number
JUNE 5, BART REVOCABLE TRUST . 410-66~89§;

Baglnning of year
Ingreasee;
Copllel contbattonss | GB Lessseren PIOPSIY fadlusted beg) e
EREEBE Bl an e e T e e e ey
Income {tems: Ordlnmy incoma e T T e e
Net Income from renial res aslate aciiviles 1,898
Nst Incoma from olher rental acilvllea
L
DIAGONIS | .o e et snsts s et e o 62
ROyalllod ., i s e

Nat shoristerm oapitel gain |

AL R R IR NIRRT R R R T RN T PR TN VErsv e s i bRl ety IR

IR R RN AR A AR I T

IR R R T N TNy NN R N RN RT]

Nt longelarm eapl galt | e 1,341
Cihey portfollo Inceme |, L
Net gain under section 1231 ... ......

Other Incoma e T e

Tox-gxempt Interoat and oiher Inoorss e e, 20
Cther inoreages: Transfar oF GaDlal, . ... i s iiierinireiniiss

Galn on disposition of sedion 17D assats

- Other Inoveases | ... .. OO
Distrbutions: ..., G e s Property {adusted pagls) | e
Increase (dacrease in Shara of parinership lidbiiies | P ,816 ......... N ..... 1 31615
Subtatal ..., e he e e O U PP TP P
LT e R T T T L erraraes

Docreases:
MNoncap kems:  Nondeductble expenses | | 97
Charitable  contribudlons

Forolgn texes . e ety s teree, T,
Loss Neme: Ry 88 e e .
Mat Insa from rental real ootete aotiviles s
Net losa from other remtal aclivies e
Royaltles vt ety e et r e i e i et irreee arreataane
Wet shorl{erm copltal logs et et ere et b v
Nel long-lerm coplel less rerreens e e
Cther portfella lose e E e e s
Met loes under saallcn 1231 e
Other lossse | . T
Secoh 179 akpense | ..., T e
Deductions relatod W porffollo Income
Olher decutions et eetaeireriene e e R
Intsres; expenae on nvastment doble e
Soction §0(e){2) expendites e, e
Loss on dlspositian of seolion 179 gssals e
DN e e e e
Other deateages | e P G s T Vieraveesiraan
BN O YOO e et e fr e e, Crcerrens

Mola to partnar: This worksliset was prepared besed on parnership recorde, Please consull with your tex advisor for adjustmenta.

94

82,805

3,121

2,201 ..
83,728 -
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_PARTNER# 3

[ . “Partner's Bagls Worksheet, Page 1 _ '

R 8 - s ~1‘l'-f1'.

\1 thedudo K 1 For calender year 2018, or lax year begihning , and andlr}g 29..'8\, %

« aringrehip Name Employer identilcation Number
CMI ABBOCIATES, LILC _02-0808982

Partrar's Name Taxpayar Idertilfioation Number
MICHAEL C BART BSTAYR 47-7161453

Bueghning of year 58,402
inarenads:
Gapllal contibutions; Casl
"Extasg” depletion .
e Rame: Gy oo |11 s
Net Income fram rontal roal ostefe aclviies T
Nat lneome from other rental aclivities
Interast

IR IFENER TR TR R NN RN T R SR TR ISR C AR

Dividends

PRI L L0 L gt F e at i IS E R NN bR N N R PN R S T R R TR R LI

Property, (edualed basls)

R L R T TR T 1 TEPIRER DA . R R L TN RN RN Y)

RN RN R R RN RN RSP AR R R R LR AT

Rayeltion
Mot shorttom oepliel 60
Net long-term capial galn | et
Other partfolly Incore L et e .
Net galn under section 1231 e

QHSE INCOMB et et o iet e ee o ee s
Tax-sxompt (ntarest and other Income |
Cther Increasas:  Transfer of capltel . 0000
Galn on disposiiion of sectton 17D assals

R R R T T R TS TR R R RPN

COther BRrenses o eeernirersiantaeen e et e s e e as
Dbskibutions;  ~  Ceanr verveenneens. ETOPERY (dusied basls) |
'ereqaa (decrease) In share of parlhership lablites RY Bl e
Subtotal |, et oo e s 58,402
Distributin b excess of pariner basle ... et re ety tr ettty eyttt tat e, e ey
Nocroases:
Noneap llems:  Monteduciible BUENSBS, et e e e e
Cherltable contributens e
Forelgn tewes L eimreania, e rereees
Loga Tterms: Ordnary loas e e e et e e e
Nat losa from rental real estale acivitien e
Nol losa from olher ranial antlvitles' _______________ S ST i
RO 8 e e
Nel sharblerm capllel log v N

...........................................................

Olher pordfalle 1958 e
Net logs under seaion 1231
Gther losges e PPN
Seclon 179 expense L e et e e
Daductions ralated o portfolio e ,
Other dedugtions ST e T e

Intgrest expense on Investment debls

R R R RN PR R T P

Saclon b3o)(2) ewpendkuos - T

Losa on disgosition of section 170 assets |
DBRIBEON | i e v et
Glher deareases\l|||\||||||||a1l||l|-l| llllllllllllllll IR R IR R N NN NN RN TR N Y IR R AN ERFEENE N I Eope st aa bnda
HORYOR | et e e e e s a3 8, 402

Nate to parlnee: This worltsheat was prepared based on paraershlp records, Pleaso consult with your tax advisor for sdljustiments,
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rom 1065

Far valendar yeer 2018, or tait Year baginhing

Parthership Name

CMJ ASSOCIATES, LLC

Schedule K1 Summary Worksheet

Land ending

:t%ﬁgf\’\)’%é‘u R

r
v

ity " %
Employer [dentifcation Numbar )

02-0508982

JEETREY BART

Parfner Name

003-50-3484

||||||||||||||

Colump p

JUNE 8. BART REVOCABLE TRUST

410-66-8951,

Golurn ¢

47-7161453

.............

Column D Viaarern

MICHAEL C BART BGTATE

Sohedule K
Items

1. Srdinery Insoime

Columin A

Golumn B

Column C

8CH K TOTAL

2 _ Nat Inccme-rent

36,070

1,898

37,968

3o Net Ing-oth rent

4. Suenteed pmts

5 _ Interest Inpome

da ihary _dividends

1,177

1;239

&b Qual dividends

1,092

mim
~I{NY

1,148

B0 __ Dividend stubyelants

1___ Rayaligs

B Net 8T capiisl gain

Ba_ Net LT capitel gafn

21,679

1,141

22,820

Bb__Colectbles 26% gan

Ba_ Vnrecap eao 1250

10_ Met seo 1241 galn

t__other Income

12880 479 detustion

e S
71\/3
1 [

Fia_Contribuilons

13k _Invest ntereét exp

130 oo 60(e)2) oxp
13d_Other deductions

14a Met SE eamings

e O

14 fross farming ng

b

‘He Grogs nopfanm Ine

18a Low-ino houss 426

46k _Lowing housa other

164_ Qual rehab oxp

14l _Rontal RE aradlly

19a Ciher rentgl crodity

15 Other oreclts

18h_Grozs I wil grp

18ghTot forelgn khwome

1o Yot foraln dady
Agpefloted forejn Eexes

1%7a_Depr aciustment

17h_Ad) galn ar loss

17c_Deplelion

17d _Ing-alligasigecth

1To_Ded-ol/gasisoth

171 Other AMT Jlams

18a Tanw-gxempt Inl

18k Other lex-oxempt

346

20

100 Moended gxpange

1,848

a7

08
1,545

5

190 _Cagh_distdbuillons

TR
#

i)

19h Proparty disidiytions
208 Invest Inaome

1,177

62

1,239

20b_Invest expenan

96

PAGE 1 OF I



T 40 T 35¥d

I~
»
{0o0a0o"0 CoQ000 G [Eliftaliie v {00800 e aogeooTa GoOR00 "0 ELVESE FIVE D THYESIH £
00000079 S00e00° 5 00C000"g g00800°G 000904 G SR0005°5 LSME EISYO0OATE ISTE TS ENOC z
006000796 00080056 {00000 s G00Aca°S6 eoQuG S8 0BQON0 "S5 LEVE AMNMIIEC T
[T T DummaBed . bopug . Dhomem Bupug T BURAST RN HuHeg FEL T
ey =] org BRI
Z2e8050-20 OTI “SHINISOSSY 5D
teqump DOREONMEp) JoAcphiT SWEN CSIDUIRS
e ] Bipus pue | BuilBeg 1254 i 1 930z J9oR JEpIHEs ot
1 2SN S80i v

Pausiop Aleunung sobeieniog 1L-y SInpsuoS

;

rv GEQEREEED WIDRLIS!



P

£ .\;.v/; \..fp
T 40, ZONa fnd Y
TS0 669 S76 T 6 607 8T - 885 TES seled 2 oL
ZS0 669 E76°T ) B0F% 8T g85°288 afiad spp EIoL
Fods ) ad -1 ] Q 0 Z0%'8s FEYLSH SETS D CTHEYHOIN £
829°Eg i6 9 0zZ6 an8’zZs TSR ZTEVOOAR INPd S =ne A
ZZo'ies s¥8'T o] 62¥ LT T8E PGS IS AESSEdr T
o F=nt ey HEEE 10 tSe0ig F=m] Siseg Swely IAEg * TenEnN
Bupuz PSMOIR W GOQRGRISKT BunmGeg Japen
TB68050-20 OTI ‘SEIVIOOSSY OF
QU UREERERUOR] SAupiesy aureN dESBUIES
GIpLE pUE BURIEo Aok XE] 10 “ga0Z JE0k Jepasis 104

JSOUSHIOM Siseg SioWdRd JO UopeNouossy

€903 "=

Fid S SLTTEETN rnDEial

98



T dc T &dd

SSL 9Ty 0 887 09 ) LAZ*85E sofed ge L
SELT9LF 7] 837 09 o 192 39¢ sfzd g Eed
Nowumm a 1) 1] zor'8s BIFISE IuvTHE 7 TEYHIIR E
TIO0L o s B 0 L2890 LEMEE FTIEYoOAEE I9¥Y "8 ENOE z
Zre'ase 1] yap’LS 0 gL8'0%2 IYE XTIIIEC T
T SooRR@OS ZW SRS [= ) *Ed=D BoeN 1¥iEEg TGN
Eupuz 9 SERBIIEIL L3y e endes Bunanfeg B2
86809020

JTT “SEHS¥TOOSSY L1

SOIETN LOESSEReD oA

sumy SRESGEL

gepp v

UIDE 53R, X2 10 530 Jeih TEplemn 103

. mde‘m.”...L
R 199USHION SNy feyde) SOUNE JO UORBIIOUOoSY

Y G100 NKOSES!

99



1876CMJ CMJ ASSOCIATES, LLE 212812019 4:09 PM
02-0508982 .. " Federal Statements

FYE; 12/31/2018 S

. COMMERGIAL BUILDING | ,
T Cleaning and maintsnance

'T*;:v,zi?«, L .
T Desoription Amount
JANITORIAL $ 624
TOTAL % 624

COMMERCIAL BUILDING
Repairs
Description Amount

REPAIRS & MAINTEHWANCE 8 17,407
TOTAL 5 17,407

COMMERCIAL BUILDING
Utllitles

Description Amount
UTILITY 5 16,252

TOTAL | § 16,252
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_ Fidslity Investments:
Nole: D to space constraints, we may not be able to nolutde alf cofumns (suoh as 52 Week Highd.ow or

Aceaunt, when appifaable) when you print the Positions page In poriralt orleritation, Changlng the orientalion io

landscaps, or reducing the marging, may eflow you to piint mors oolumns,
IR Y

UMJ Associates LLC

Birokerage: X67880391 Routing Numbar
Positions

AB QR OTZ2E018 4654 PMEY

Stiew  Open Posltions

Toduy's Total
Symbol - Last Price GainiLoss Galn/l.oss Gurrent Value
SRAXXx $1.00 n‘a n'e $1,118.68
FIDELITY GOVERN, ., $0.0¢ N wa
Tokal $1,116.68

Ghange in Securitles Priced Yoday  $0.00

Change In Securities Not Priced Today 50,00
Total $0.00

.

' This 78 your corg posltlen. |t 18 whare your money f3 hald untll you Invest i,
« Indleates that this Infamation [a net availabla at this tme,

i of2 . _
108

https:/foltx.ﬂde!h.y.eomfﬂgw#fwoftupfpomb%ia#pusItiuns/x5789039 |

Fidelity

Cuiantity Gost Basls
1,118,880 nfa o
‘' nfa

Taaamn

22019, 5:108 Ph



» Pidolhy hvestments, .+ .. - = .. h:tpsﬂolm.ﬂdell:y.uomffegwmacfdﬁopfpésﬁfa‘ziaﬁ;‘msmuns?xsvsmg1

Additlonal Lmpostant Information:
Agcounts  Pogitions

wote: To include Additlonal Important [nformation when printing be sure to expand at least one topie prior to printing,

Ferformance data shown repregents past parformance and Is no guarantes of fture results. Investinent returs and pringlpal value will
fluctuate, so investors may have a gatn or loss when shares aye sold, Gurrent parforinance may be higher or lower tan what is quoted, ynd
Investors should vists Pidelityoom /performance for most recant month-end performance,

Cantant anct data provided by vartous thivd parties and Fldelity, Terms of Use
Important information shout invesrment advize for retirement sceounts,

HT¥s are subject; ko market fuetuntlon and the risks of thely underlylng Investments. Untike mutaal forids, EYF shares are boughtand sold at
marlset price, which may be bigher or Lower than thelr NAV, and are not individually redeemod from the fund,

Before favedting in any exchange-traded fond, you shoutd consider 113 Investment objectives, risks, charges, and expenses. Contact Fldeliy
fora prospechi, offering a civcular ox; Ifavatizble, 3 summary prospecing containing this nfermatton. Read I cavefilly,

1

Optlans trading entatls significant risk and I not appropriate for afl nvestors. Certain complex options strategles carry additionn! risk. Before trading | ..
tpiions, please read Characteristics and Risks of Standardized Optlons, Supporting docementation Jor any claims, if applicabla, will be furnished upon '%
request, : A
643206,1.0 o
© 1908 - 2012 FMR LLC.
. All rights reaarvad.
} Terms of Use |Privacy {Security |Site Map | Acosssibilty
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