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Planning APC West LA <apcwestla@lacity.org>

Case number: DIR-2019-5903-CDP-MEL—1A

1 message

Andree Armand <Andree@functionalfoodsusa.com> Mon, Jun 14, 2021 at 9:54 AM
To: "apcwestla@lacity.org" <apcwestla@lacity.org>

Attention James Williams
Dear Mr. Williams,

| am opposed to this project as proposed because it is too disproportionately large for the neighborhood. One long time
neighbor Family has already moved away because the new construction will be hovering over their property. They will
experience a loss of privacy, light and openness.

I am not opposed to persons adding on to their dwelling but how about consideration for space, light and privacy of
neighbors? How about keeping in line with the character of the neighborhood?

Please do not grant permits for this giant neighborhood and quality of life killer.

Thank you for your consideration.

Andrée Armand
808 Crestmoore Place

Venice, CA 90291

https://mail.google.com/mail/b/ALGkdOxDIRt00e T ZielkrEdJkSKjmzjR_PsF 10qckFF1CVtKdAwu/u/0?ik=9ee8edc75b&view=pt&search=all&permthid=th... 1/1


https://www.google.com/maps/search/808+Crestmoore+Place+%0D%0A+Venice,+CA+90291?entry=gmail&source=g
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Re DIR-2019-5903-CDP-MEL—1A / 815 East Angelus Place, Venice

1 message

Austin Murray <austinpmurray@gmail.com> Tue, Jun 8, 2021 at 12:23 PM
To: apcwestla@lacity.org

Attention James Williams:

I am the owner of 805 Crestmoore Place, which is in the same neighborhood and very nearby the proposed project at 815
East Angelus Place.

| want to share my most strenuous objection to this project, which is clearly way out of step with the character and norms
of the neighborhood. In addition to being so clearly incompatible with the homes on Crestmoore Place and the
surrounding streets, the project is incompatible with the mass, scale, and character of the existing 26 homes of the 800
block of Angelus Place,and would dwarf all of them.

21 of the 26 houses on Angelus Place are single story, averaging 1174 square feet. 3 of 26 have full first stories with
partial second stories, averaging 1426 square feet. The last two houses are full two stories and average 2630 square
feet.

Anyone walking the streets of our neighborhood can see that the lots are small and houses are already tight up against
each other, and that's with the majority of the houses being smaller as noted above. We really do not want this
neighborhood to be crowded any more with homes that are so obviously in conflict with the existing character and space.

Please stop this project from developing further!

Sincerely,
Austin Murray

https://mail.google.com/mail/b/ALGkdOxDIRt00e T ZielkrEdJkSKjmzjR_PsF 10qckFF1CVtKdAwu/u/0?ik=9ee8edc75b&view=pt&search=all&permthid=th... 1/1
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Fw: DIR-2019-5903-CDP-MEL-1A. 815 Angelus PI.

1 message

Presidents Row Neighborhood Association <prna1@hotmail.com> Tue, Jun 15, 2021 at 6:13 AM

To: "apcwestla@lacity.org" <apcwestla@lacity.org>, Presidents Row Neighborhood Association <prna1@hotmail.com>

From: Presidents Row Neighborhood Association <prna1@hotmail.com>

Sent: Friday, June 11, 2021 6:56 AM

To: apcwla@lacity.org <apcwla@lacity.org>; Presidents Row Neighborhood Association <prna1@hotmail.com>
Subject: DIR-2019-5903-CDP-MEL-1A. 815 Angelus PI.

Attn: James Williams.

The Presidents Row Neighborhood Association is the longest standing neighborhood association in Venice,
representing the area bounded by Lincoln on the east, Abbot Kinney on the west, Venice on the north, and
Washington on the south.

We strongly recommend that this project not be approved.

Angeles is a narrow street with smaller lots, where a large majority of homes average 1200 sq ft. Two are
2600 sq ft. A home of 3400 sq ft with a 1250 sq ft roof deck is non-conforming to this area, and would set a
precedent for further development which would destroy the character and the quality of life of this Venice
neighborhood.

The proposed building is too massive for the neighborhood, and should not be allowed.

Harris Levey
President PRNA.

https://mail.google.com/mail/b/ALGkdOxDIRt00e T ZielkrEdJkSKjmzjR_PsF 1oqckFF1CVtKdAwu/u/0?ik=9ee8edc75b&view=pt&search=all&permthid=th...
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1 message

Stewart Oscars <stewart.oscars@gmail.com>

To: APCWestLA@)Iacity.org

Sent from my iPad

Begin forwarded message:

https://mail.google.com/mail/b/ALGkdOxDIRt00e T ZielkrEdJkSKjmzjR_PsF 1oqckFF1CVtKdAwu/u/0?ik=9ee8edc75b&view=pt&search=all&permthid=th...

From: Presidents Row Neighborhood Association <prnal@hotmail.com>
Date: June 11, 2021 at 6:56:59 AM PDT

To: stewart.oscars@gmail.com

Subject: Fw: DIR-2019-5903-CDP-MEL-1A. 815 Angelus PI.

From: Presidents Row Neighborhood Association <prnal@hotmail.com>

Sent: Friday, June 11, 2021 6:56 AM

To: apcwla@lacity.org <apcwla@lacity.org>; Presidents Row Neighborhood Association
<prnal@hotmail.com>

Subject: DIR-2019-5903-CDP-MEL-1A. 815 Angelus PI.

Attn: James Williams.

The Presidents Row Neighborhood Association is the longest standing neighborhood
association in Venice, representing the area bounded by Lincoln on the east, Abbot Kinney on
the west, Venice on the north, and Washington on the south.

We strongly recommend that this project not be approved.

Angeles is a narrow street with smaller lots, where a large majority of homes average 1200 sq
ft. Two are 2600 sq ft. A home of 3400 sq ft with a 1250 sq ft roof deck is non-conforming to
this area, and would set a precedent for further development which would destroy the
character and the quality of life of this Venice neighborhood.

The proposed building is too massive for the neighborhood, and should not be allowed.

Harris Levey
President PRNA.

Fri, Jun 11, 2021 at 7:58 AM
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Los Angeles Unified School District

Office of Environmental Health and Safety

AUSTINBEUTNER CARLOSA. TORRES
Superintendent of Schools Director, Environmental Health and Safety

JENNIFER FLORES
Deputy Director, Environmental Health and Safety

June 7, 2021

Kevin Fulton

Los Angeles Department of City Planning Room 721
200 North Spring Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

PROJECT LOCATION: 815 East Angelus Place

PROJECT: The demolition of a single-family dwelling and the construction of a new,
two-story, 3,437 square-foot, single-family dwelling with an attached
garage, roof deck, and a swimming pool.

Presented below are comments submitted on behalf of the Los Angeles Unified School District (LAUSD)
regarding the subject project located at 815 East Angelus Place. LAUSD is concerned about the potential
negative impacts of the project on our students, staff and parents traveling to and from Coeur D’ Alene
Avenue Elementary School. Due to the fact that the project site is approximately 325 feet from the school.
Based on the extent/location of the proposed development, it is our opinion that environmental impacts on
the surrounding community (pedestrian safety) may occur. Since the project may have an environmental
impact on LAUSD schools, recommended conditions designed to help reduce or eliminate potential
impacts are included in this response.

Pedestrian Safety

Construction activities that include street closures, the presence of heavy equipment and increased truck
trips to haul materials on and off the project site can lead to safety hazards for people walking in the vicinity
of the construction site. To ensure that effective conditions are employed to reduce construction and
operation related pedestrian safety impacts on District sites, we ask that the following language be included
in the recommended conditions for pedestrian safety impacts:

e Contractors must maintain ongoing communication with LAUSD school administrators, providing
sufficient notice to forewarn children and parents when existing pedestrian routes to school may be
impacted.

o Contractors must maintain safe and convenient pedestrian routes to all nearby schools. The District
will provide School Pedestrian Route Maps upon your request.

e Contractors must install and maintain appropriate traffic controls (signs and signals) to ensure
pedestrian and vehicular safety.

o Haul routes are not to pass by any school, except when school is not in session.
o No staging or parking of construction-related vehicles, including worker-transport vehicles, will

occur on or adjacent to a school property.

333 South Beaudry Avenue, 21 Floor, Los Angeles, CA 90017 e Telephone (213) 241-3199 ¢ Fax (213) 241-6816

The Office of Environmental Health and Safety is dedicated to providing a safe and healthy environment
for the students and employees of the Los Angeles Unified School District.



e Barriers and/or fencing must be installed to secure construction equipment and to minimize
trespassing, vandalism, short-cut attractions, and attractive nuisances.

The District’s charge is to protect the health and safety of students and staff, and the integrity of the learning
environment. The comments presented above identify potential environmental impacts related to the
proposed project that must be addressed to ensure the welfare of the students Coeur D” Alene Avenue
Elementary School , their teachers and the staff, as well as to assuage the concerns of the parents of these
students. Therefore, the recommended conditions set forth in these comments should be adopted as
conditions of project approval to offset environmental impacts on the affected school students and staff.

Thank you for your attention to this matter. If you need additional information, please contact me at (323)
286-7377.

Regards,

R

Alex Campbell
Assistant CEQA Project Manager

Page 2 of



Citizens Preserving Venice

14 June 2021

DIR-2019-5903-CDP-MEL : 815 Angelus Place
WLAAPC Hearing 16 June 2021

GRANT THE APPEAL
Dear West L.A. Area Planning Commission,

Citizens Preserving Venice is a 501(c)3 organization with the goals of preserving the
character and scale of Venice as a Special Coastal Community, including its history and
its social, cultural, racial and economic diversity, and of stabilizing affordable housing
in Venice. We are not activists. Rather, we advocate for the coastal and city laws that
protect the coast and its affordable housing to be followed. Appeals have been our most
effective tool in pursuing our goals.

The City has erred and abused its discretion in approving this CDP. Please uphold the
appeal and deny the 815 Angelus project as proposed, for the reasons listed below.

1. There is a clear precedential decision by the West L.A. Area Planning
Commission (WLAAPC), denying a project that was 13% smaller than 815
Angelus, just 9 houses (1/2 block) away, on the same street, in the same
neighborhood.

At the November 16, 2016 appeal hearing of the project for 720 Angelus, the WLAAPC
upheld the appeal and overturned the Planning Director’s approval of a CDP for the
project. The 720 Angelus project proposed demolition of a 1,176 square foot single-
family dwelling and accessory structure to construct a two-story, 3,044 square foot
single-family dwelling with a maximum building height of 28". The WLAAPC found
that:

e the development is not in conformity with Chapter 3 of the California Coastal
Act of 1976 and would be out of scale in contrast to the single-family dwellings
on Angelus Place,

e the proposed project conflicts with Section 302510f the California Coastal Act,
which states the importance of preserving and protecting the scenic and visual
qualities of the coastal areas with regards to the character, mass and scale as part
of the scenic qualities of the Venice Coastal Zone, and it would create an adverse
cumulative impact on this special coastal community,

e the development will prejudice the ability of the City of Los Angeles to prepare a
local coastal program that is in conformity with Chapter 3 of the California
Coastal Act of 1976,



e policy I.A.2 of the certified LUP states that developments in stable single-family
residential neighborhoods must ensure that the character and scale of existing
single-family neighborhoods is maintained and allow for infill development
provided that it is compatible with and maintains the density, character and scale
of the existing development, and

e approval of projects that are out-of-character with the surrounding community
sets a bad precedent and creates a cumulative impact on the neighborhood,
making developing a Local Coastal Program for Venice impossible to be in
conformity with Chapter 3 of the Coastal Act.

The 815 Angelus project is proposed to be 3,437 square feet, 393 square feet (13%) larger
than the one at 720 Angelus that you previously denied.

Please consistently, correctly apply the coastal zone laws in this appeal determination
as you did for the almost identical project, 720 Angelus. Contrary to what the
developer lobby and its lawyers would like you to believe, these projects in the
Coastal Zone areas of the City are NOT by right if they comply with the LAMC and
Venice Coastal Zone Specific Plan (VCZSP), which is a City ordinance that was never
certified by the Coastal Commission as it did not conform with Chapter 3 of the
Coastal Act. The City’s CDP decisions are discretionary and must be based on all of
the coastal regulations included in the Coastal Act and certified Venice Local Coastal
Program Land Use Plan (LUP); the City’s CDP decisions are specifically NOT to be
based on the City’s non-certified regulations (which include the VCZSP).

2. The findings are in error as they omit consideration of Venice’'s status as a
Special Coastal Community, which is required by Coastal Act Section 30253(e)
and LUP Policy Section LE.

a.

b. Special Coastal Community is defined in the LUP (page I-16) as:

“An area recognized as an important visitor destination center on the coastline,
characterized by a particular cultural, historical, or architectural heritage that is
distinctive, provides opportunities for pedestrian and bicycle access for visitors to the
coast, and adds to the visual attractiveness of the coast.” (underline added)

The Venice Coastal Zone is in fact a Special Coastal Community, as designated in the
original Coastal Plan, which preceded and formed the basis for the Coastal Act, and
as designated by the Coastal Commission when it certified the LUP, which means
that additional protections are necessary to protect the scale and character of
Venice’s unique neighborhoods, as per Coastal Act Section 30253(e) and the LUP
guidance in Policies I.E.1., I.LE.2. and L.E.3.

In making Finding 1 that the development is in conformity with Chapter 3 of the

DIR-2019-5903-CDP-MEL ; CPV 2021-06-14 2



Coastal Act, the City makes no mention of protecting the Special Coastal
Community of Venice. The City errs and abuses its discretion as it only cites Coastal
Act Chapter 3 Section 30253(e) regarding special communities but does not analyze
and make a finding re. conformance of the project with this key Chapter 3 section.

Thus, with respect to Venice as a Special Coastal Community, the proposed project
does not conform with the requirements of:

e Coastal Act Section 30253(e) Minimization of adverse impacts

e Sections 58 (c) and (e) of the 1975 Coastal Plan

e LUP Policy LE.1 Preservation of Venice as a Special Coastal Community

e LUP Policy L.E.2. Scale

e LUP Policy L.E.3. Architecture

3. The project is not compatible with the mass, scale and character of the
surrounding neighborhood.

Facts/evidence:
e The 800 block of Angelus consists of 26 lots.
e 21/26 (81%) are single story, average 1,174 sq ft, with a FAR of .28.
e 3/26 (12%) have a partial second story, average 1,426 sq ft, with a FAR of .34.
e 2/26(7%) are 2 story, average 2,630 sq ft, with a FAR of .63.
e The average of all 25 homes on the block is 1,271 sf.
e The existing structure at 815 Angelus is 1,066 sf, on a 4,200 sq ft lot, a FAR of .25.
e The proposed project is 3,437 sf, with a FAR of .82, 3.3 times larger than the FAR
for the existing home.
e The proposed home would be by far the biggest home on the block.

The neighborhood that includes Angelus Place is a special and unique neighborhood.
The street is 24 feet wide, creating a closeness not felt by people living on surrounding
streets which are 10 to 16 feet wider. The lots are small and substandard.

Also, the properties cited in the CDP that are used as examples of previous zoning
actions and Coastal Commission actions are not located on Angelus Place and they do
not represent valid comparisons. In addition, the fact that the WLAAPC action for 720
Angelus (see 1. above) was not considered by the decision maker is a glaring omission
and error. The projects used in the City’s determination are on streets that are
approximately 30 to 50 feet wide, or that are fronting the Venice Canals, which are
much wider, or are situated on a walk street. This difference in surrounding spaces
creates a different character to the location. Another difference is that the streets used
in the determination analysis have been developed either fully with 2 or 3 story houses
or have multiple mature 2-3 story houses.

DIR-2019-5903-CDP-MEL ; CPV 2021-06-14 3



In addition, City Planning has heard public testimony from community members that
the proposed project would be grossly incompatible with the scale and character of the
single-family dwellings in the surrounding neighborhood on Angelus Place.

However, the CDP determination and the Staff response to the appeal are full of
conclusory statements, with no logic between the evidence in the neighborhood and
their conclusions.

The project is not visually compatible with the character of surrounding areas, as
required by Coastal Act Section 30251 Scenic and visual qualities.

This project does not respect the scale and character of community development, is not
of a scale compatible with the community with respect to bulk, height, buffer and
setback, and does not respect the scale, massing and landscape of the existing
residential neighborhood, as required by LUP Policy Preservation of Venice as a Special
Coastal Community LE.2.

The project does not maintain the neighborhood scale and massing as required by LUP
Policy Preservation of Venice as a Special Coastal Community I.E.3. Architecture.

Thus, the findings that the project conforms with the standard of review, the Coastal
Act, and its guidance, the LUP, are in error and the project cannot be approved; thus,
the decision maker has abused its discretion in approved a CDP for the project.

4. The project would cause a significant adverse cumulative impact to the character
and scale of the neighborhood and to Venice as a Special Coastal Community, a
Coastal Resource to be protected.

The City errs as it does not consider the cumulative effects of the project on coastal
resources, which is required for all projects in the Coastal Zone (Coastal Act Sections
30105.5 and 30250). The Coastal Act requires that new development not have a
significant adverse impact, either individually or cumulatively, on coastal resources.
The Coastal Commission designated Venice as a Special Coastal Community and a
Coastal Resource to be protected against projects of this size and scale. The City must
do an analysis of cumulative impacts on the community character and the scale of this
unique coastal neighborhood by considering the impacts of past development in
conjunction with current and probable future projects.

As noted in these excerpts from recent judicial orders below, a cumulative impacts
analysis is required:

Excerpts from Order of Hon. Mitchell Beckloff, Judge of the Superior Court of
California Granting Petition for Writ of Mandate in Part, September 15, 2020

DIR-2019-5903-CDP-MEL ; CPV 2021-06-14 4



(Case No: 19STCP03010)--Petitioner argues the Coastal Commission “abused its
discretion by failing to perform a cumulative impact analysis of the...Project.” ...The
Commission does not take issue with Petitioners’ position a cumulative impacts analysis
is required under the law....The Commission admitted it did not consider cumulative
impacts in its original staff report. The Commission’s discussion concerning previously
approved projects and the City’s ability to prepare a Local Coastal Program (LCP) is
insufficient in the context of Public Resources Code section 30250, subdivision (a). While
the Commission must consider prejudice to the City’s creation of a LCP, the statute
requires a determination that the new development “will not have significant adverse
effects, either individually or cumulatively, on coastal resources.” (Pub. Res. Code 30250,
subd. (a).) The Commission’s single reference to previously approved projects does not
comply with its obligation under the statute. It does not address “the effects of other
current projects, and the effects of probable future projects.”....Finally, that the Project in
the Commission’s view is compatible with community character and size of
“surrounding structures” does not address “the effects of other current projects, and the
effects of probable future projects.” (Pub. Res. Code 30105.5.) ... Here, by statute a
cumulative effects analysis requires consideration of “the effects of other current projects,
and the effects of probable future projects.” (Pub. Res. Code 30105.5.) ...

Regarding subjective judgements, the Order goes on to say:...Petitioner contends
decisions about character involve “subjective judgment on the project’s appropriateness”
for the neighborhood. The subjective nature of “compatibility of the project with the
surrounding area ...” is supported by caselaw. (Reddell v. California Coastal Com.
(2009) 180 Cal.App.4t" 956, 970.) The California Coastal Plan adopted in 1972 also
recognizes “certain communities and neighborhoods have special cultural, historical,
architectural, and aesthetic qualities that are as important to the coastal zone as are its
natural resources.” (Petitioners’ RIN, Ex. C p. 20.) The plain meaning of “character” is
“the aggqreguate of features and traits that form the individual nature of some person or
thing.” (Random House, Webster’s Desk Dictionary (1983) p. 152.) ...

Excerpts from Order of Hon. James C. Chalfant, Judge of the Superior Court

of California, Granting Petition for Writ of Mandate, May 28, 2019 (Case

No: BS170522) The Coastal Act requires a cumulative impact analysis: “[T[he
incremental effects of an individual project shall be reviewed in connection with the
effects of past projects, the effects of other current projects, and the effects of probable
future projects.” 30105.5... The staff report’s analysis failed to address the Project’s
cumulative impact with other past, present, and future projects on the community and on
the City’s ability to certify a LCP... The Commission therefore principally compares new
projects with those it has previously approved rather than to the small homes originally
built decades earlier. The Commission’s approach is practical and appropriate, but it runs
the risk of changing the character of the community as Petitioners argue... the “foot in
the door” and precedential approval of a larger project can lead to a set of approvals that
cumulatively change the nature of the neighborhood. The Commission should be sensitive
to this fact. It was obligated by section 30105.5 to address the Project’s cumulative
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impact and failed to do so... The Commission failed to proceed in the manner required by
law and abused its discretion by not considering the Project’s cumulative impact with
other approved projects on the character of the neighborhood and the City’s ability to
certify a LCP. The petition for writ of mandate is granted.

Every Coastal Commission decision since the above summarized Court orders were
issued has contained a cumulative impacts analysis and references Coastal Act Section
30250 as requiring one:

See page 11: https://documents.coastal.ca.gov/reports/2019/6/W1lc/w11c-6-2019-
report.pdf

See page 10:

https:/ /documents.coastal.ca.gov /reports/2020/2/W?20a&21a/w20a&21a-2-2020-

report.pdf
See page 13: https://documents.coastal.ca.gov/reports/2020/9/Th18b/Th18b-9-2020-

report.pdf

See pages 10 & 14: https://documents.coastal.ca.gov/reports/2020/10/Th12c/Th12c-

10-2020-report.pdf

See pages 8-9 & 14 : https://documents.coastal.ca.gov/reports/2020/11/W14a/W14a-
11-2020-report.pdf

See page 16: https://documents.coastal.ca.gov/reports/2021/3/Th12a/Th12a-3-2021-

report.pdf

The City must do the same and consider the cumulative impact of this project when
issuing a City CDP. But City Planning continues to err on these key points in spite of
Court decisions and prior decisions of the Coastal Commission that make it very clear
that a cumulative impacts analysis is required.

The neighborhood’s largest 2 story house is 2,937 sq ft and the average of both of the
only 2 story houses on the block is 2,630 sq ft. The increase from the average 2-story
building size of 2,630 sq ft to a 3,437 sq ft new home is 31 %, or 1.3 times the size of the
existing average of the existing 2-story homes. The increase from the neighborhood’s
largest 2-story home, of 2,937 sq ft, is 17%. In addition, the proposed home would be
2.6 times the size of the 1,315 sq ft average of all 26 homes on the block. The effect of
allowing such a large precedent would likely lead to future requests for building
projects that are even larger and more incompatible with the established
neighborhood’s mass, scale, and character, which would cause a significant adverse
cumulative impact on community character and scale/mass of the neighborhood. Thus,
the project must be denied.

Also, the City errs in Finding 1. as it does not recognize that the Venice Coastal Zone
has been designated by both the City and the Coastal Commission as a “Special Coastal
Community” (as defined and designated in the LUP) and must be preserved and
protected from projects like this that would cause a significant adverse cumulative
impact on the relatively small scale and unique community character of the Venice
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Coastal Zone. Again, the project must be denied.

A X o e R R R R R R

This is not a matter for a “legislative body.” This is an appeal hearing by a quasi-
judicial body, which has the responsibility to determine whether the City CDP findings
are in error and whether the decision maker abused its discretion. The applicant and
community members have provided substantial evidence that the findings are
incomplete and erroneous and that the decision maker’s conclusions are an abuse of
discretion. Please uphold the appeal and deny this project.

Sincerely,

Sue Kapan, President
Citizens Preserving Venice

Citizens Preserving Venice (CPV), a nonprofit 501c(3), founded as a group

dedicated to preserving and protecting the character and scale of Venice as a Special
Coastal Community. We work with the Venice community preserving the

history, including the social, cultural and economic diversity, and protecting
affordable housing by promoting healthy growth throughout Venice
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[tem No. 5

Department of City Planning

City Hall, 200 N. Spring Street, Room 525, Los Angeles, CA 90012

June 14, 2021

TO: West Los Angeles Planning Commission

FROM: Kevin Fulton, Planning Assistant

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION/TECHNICAL MODIFICATION/CORRECTION TO THE STAFF
RECOMMENDATION REPORT FOR CASE NO. DIR-2019-5903-CDP-MEL-1A; 815 East Angelus
Place

The following technical modifications are to be incorporated into the staff recommendation report to
be considered at the West Los Angeles Area Planning Commission meeting of June 16, 2021, related
to Item No. 5 on the meeting agenda. The modification includes additional documents to update
Exhibit B and Exhibit E of the Staff Recommendation Report as well as modified text to reflect a
change in the project floor area.

Exhibit E — Context Maps and Massing Analysis, which was not previously included in the staff
recommendation report is attached.

Exhibit B includes the stamped project plans “Exhibit A”. On June 9, 2021, the applicant submitted
updated plans, reflecting a decrease in the project size from 3,437 square feet to 3,223 square feet.
The following modification is recommended to update the project’s total floor area in the Director’s
Determination.

Planning Staff recommends the Commission adopt the following changes to the recommended
Conditions of Approval and Findings, and to adopt updated “Exhibit A” stamped plans dated June 11,
2021.

Text changes are noted as follows: deletions in beld-strikethrough and additions as bold underline.

Grant Clause should be modified as follows:

Approve a Coastal Development Permit authorizing the demolition of a single-family dwelling and
the construction of a new, two-story, 3;43% 3,223 square foot, single-family dwelling with an
attached garage, roof deck, and a swimming pool. The project provides a total of three (3) parking
spaces and is located in the Single Permit Jurisdiction area of the Coastal Zone; and

Background should be modified as follows:
The applicant is requesting a Coastal Development Permit authorizing the demolition of a single-

family dwelling and the construction of a new two-story, 3;43% 3,223 square-foot single-family
dwelling with an attached garage, roof deck, and a swimming pool. The project provides a total of
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three onsite parking spaces. In addition, the project is subject to review for compliance with the
Mello Act.

Finding No. 1 should be modified as follows:
1. The development is in conformity with Chapter 3 of the California Coastal Act of 1976.

Chapter 3 of the Coastal Act includes provisions that address the impact of development on public
services, infrastructure, traffic, the environment and significant resources, and coastal access.
Applicable provision are as follows:

Section 30244 Archaeological and Paleontological Resources.

Where development would adversely impact archaeological or paleontological resources as
identified by the State Historic Preservation Officer, reasonable mitigation measures shall be
required. The subject site is not located within an area with known Archaeological or
Paleontological Resources. However, if such resources are discovered during necessary
excavation or grading activities, the project is subject to compliance with Federal, State and Local
regulations already in place.

Section 30250 Location; existing developed area.

(a) New residential, commercial, or industrial development, except as otherwise provided in this
division, shall be located within, contiguous with, or in close proximity to, existing developed areas
able to accommodate it or, where such areas are not able to accommodate it, in other areas with
adequate public services and where it will not have significant adverse effects, either individually
or cumulatively, on coastal resources. In addition, land divisions, other than leases for agricultural
uses, outside existing developed areas shall be permitted only where 50 percent of the usable
parcels in the area have been developed and the created parcels would be no smaller than the
average size of surrounding parcels. The proposed project is located in a residential
neighborhood developed with similar single and multi-family dwellings. The project will demolish
a single-family dwelling and construct a new two-story, 3,437 square-foot single-family dwelling
with an attached garage, roof deck, and a swimming pool. The new residential structure will
maintain connections and access to all public services required for residential uses, including
water and sewage, waste disposal, gas, and electricity. Therefore, the proposed development will
be adequately serviced and will not have a significant adverse impact on coastal resources.

Section 30251 Scenic and Visual Qualities.

The scenic and visual qualities of coastal areas shall be considered and protected as a resource
of public importance. Permitted development shall be sited and designed to protect views to and
along the ocean and scenic coastal areas, to minimize the alteration of natural land forms, to be
visually compatible with the character of surrounding areas, and, where feasible, to restore and
enhance visual quality in visually degraded areas. New development in highly scenic areas such
as those designated in the California Coastline Preservation and Recreation Plan prepared by
the Department of Parks and Recreation and by local government shall be subordinate to the
character of its setting. The subject property is located on a relatively flat parcel one (1) mile from
the Pacific Shoreline. The proposed project will demolish a single-family dwelling and construct a
new two-story, 3;43% 3,223 square-foot single-family dwelling with an attached garage, roof deck,
and a swimming pool. The project observes the maximum flat roof line height (25 feet) while the
maximum varied roofline height (26 feet) is four (4) feet below the limit (30 feet). It is compliant
with all other pertinent development regulations for the R2-1 zone and Venice Coastal Zone
Specific Plan. There are 25 lots on this block of Angelus Place (bounded by Grandview Avenue
and Oakwood Avenue), excluding the subject property. These lots are improved with single and
multi-family dwellings, of which twenty (20) are one-story, two (2) are two-story, and three (3)
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have a partial second story. Both dwellings with a full second story are located nearby the subject
site at 819 & 818 East Angelus Place respectively. The existing dwellings on the block feature a
diverse range of architectural styles and massing. Other common design elements include varied
rooflines and decorative walls along the lot frontage. The proposed project exceeds the required
front-yard setback and includes a varied roofline and decorative wall along the lot frontage. The
varied roofline and transparent fagade help break up the massing, while the wood framing along
part of the facade adds visual interest, color, and texture. As such, the proposed project will be
visually compatible with the character of the surrounding community and is designed and sited to
protect views to and along the ocean.

Section 30252 Maintenance and Enhancement of Public Access.

The location and amount of new development should maintain and enhance public access to the
coast by (1) facilitating the provision or extension of transit service, (2) providing commercial
facilities within or adjoining residential development or in other areas that will minimize the use of
coastal access roads, (3) providing nonautomobile circulation within the development, (4)
providing adequate parking facilities or providing substitute means of serving the development
with public transportation, (5) assuring the potential for public transit for high intensity uses such
as high-rise office buildings, and by (6) assuring that the recreational needs of new residents will
not overload nearby coastal recreation areas by correlating the amount of development with local
park acquisition and development plans with the provision of onsite recreational facilities to serve
the new development. The subject property is located one (1) mile from the Pacific Shoreline and
3,462 feet from the Venice Canals. The project is limited to the subject property, providing
adequate parking for the proposed dwelling unit; three on-site parking spaces. No improvements
are proposed or required within the right-of-way, and the project will not obstruct access to or from
the site. No permanent structures would be placed within the public right-of-way and public access
to the coast would not be obstructed. As such, the proposed project will not conflict with any public
access policies of the Coastal Act.

Section 30253 Minimization of Adverse Impacts.

New development shall: (1) Minimize risks to life and property in areas of high geologic, flood,
and fire hazard. (2) Assure stability and structural integrity, and neither create nor contribute
significantly to erosion, geologic instability, or destruction of the site or surrounding area or in any
way require the construction of protective devices that would substantially alter natural landforms
along bluffs and cliffs. (3) Be consistent with requirements imposed by an air pollution control
district or the State Air Resources Control Board as to each particular development. (4) Minimize
energy consumption and vehicle miles traveled. (5) Where appropriate, protect special
communities and neighborhoods which, because of their unique characteristics, are popular
visitor destination points for recreational uses. The project site is not located on a bluff or cliff but
is located in a Liquefaction Zone. It is also located within 5.5 kilometers of the Santa Monica Fault.
The proposed project will be subject to all relevant developmental regulations and regulatory
compliance measures established by the various City departments and the Conditions of Approval
imposed herein. Compliance with such requirements will minimize risks to life and property in
areas of geologic hazard.

The proposed project will not produce any adverse impacts as it relates to public access,
recreation, marine environment, land resources, or existing development as the subject property
is located in an urbanized residential neighborhood one (1) mile from the Pacific Shoreline. The
proposed project will neither interfere nor reduce access to the shoreline or along the coast. The
proposed project will not adversely impact any recreational uses and activities, the marine
environment, and other environmentally sensitive habit areas. The subject property is not located
in an area with known archaeological or paleontological resources and will be required to comply
with existing regulations, if discovered. The proposed project will not involve the diking, filing, or
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dredging of the open coastal waters. The proposed project will be served by existing public
facilities and will not degrade the scenic and visual qualities of nor interfere with public access to
the coastal area. Therefore, the proposed project will be in conformity with Chapter 3 of the
Coastal Act.

Finding No. 2 should be modified as follows:

2. The development will not prejudice the ability of the City of Los Angeles to prepare a local
coastal program that is in conformity with Chapter 3 of the California Coastal Act of 1976.

Coastal Act Section 30604(a) states that prior to the certification of a Local Coastal Program
(“LCP”), a coastal development permit may only be issued if a finding can be made that the
proposed development is in conformance with Chapter 3 of the Coastal Act. The Venice Local
Coastal Land Use Plan (“LUP”) was certified by the California Coastal Commission on June 14,
2001; however, the necessary implementation ordinances were not adopted. The City is in the
initial stages of preparing the LCP; prior to its adoption the guidelines contained in the certified
LUP are advisory.

As discussed, the project consists of the demolition of a single-family dwelling and the
construction of a new 3;43% 3,223 square foot, two-story single-family dwelling with an attached
garage, roof deck, and a swimming pool. A total of three onsite parking spaces are provided. The
subject site is within the Southeast Venice subarea of the Venice Coast Zone Specific Plan. It is
zoned R2-1 and designated for Low Medium | Residential land uses. The proposed project is
consistent with the following policies of the Land Use Plan:

Policy I.A.1 identifies general residential development standards regarding roof access structures
and lot consolidation restrictions. No lot consolidation is proposed. The proposed roof access
structure meets all requirements for roof access structures.

Policy I.A.6 includes development standards for projects in areas designated for Multi-family
Residential — Low Medium | Density; the standards address use, density, yards, and height for
the Southeast Venice Subarea. The project proposes the demolition of a single-family dwelling
and the construction of a new single-family dwelling, with a maximum flat roofline height of 25 feet
and a maximum varied roofline height of 26 feet. The project is consistent with the residential
uses and density allowed in the R2-1 Zone and the maximum height for structures located in the
Southeast Venice Subarea. The project provides a 21-foot front yard, a 15-foot rear yard, and 4-
foot side yards, consistent with the requirements of the R2 zone and the existing scale and
character of the neighborhood.

Policy I.A.3. outlines the Parking Requirements for the project: single-family dwellings on lots 35
feet or more in width if adjacent to an alley are required to provide three parking spaces. The
subject site has a width of 40 feet and will provide three parking spaces for the single-family
dwelling.

The proposed development is consistent with the policies of the Land Use Plan and the standards
of the Specific Plan (discussed below) and will not prejudice the ability of the City to prepare a
local coastal program that is in conformity with Chapter 3 of the California Coastal Act.

Finding No. 3 should be modified as follows:

3. The Interpretive Guidelines for Coastal Planning and Permits as established by the
California Coastal Commission dated February 11, 1977 and any subsequent amendments
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thereto have been reviewed, analyzed and considered in light of the individual project in
making this determination.

The Los Angeles County Interpretative Guidelines were adopted by the California Coastal
Commission (October 14, 1980) to supplement the Statewide Guidelines. Both regional and
statewide guidelines, pursuant to Section 30620 (b) of the Coastal Act, are designed to assist
local governments, the regional commissions, the commission, and persons subject to the
provisions of this chapter in determining how the policies of this division shall be applied to the
coastal zone prior to the certification of a local coastal program. As stated in the Regional
Interpretative Guidelines, the guidelines are intended to be used “in a flexible manner with
consideration for local and regional conditions, individual project parameters and constraints, and
individual and cumulative impacts on coastal resources. In addition to the Regional Interpretative
Guidelines, the policies of Venice Local Coastal Program Land Use Plan (the Land Use Plan was
certified by the Coastal Commission on June 14, 2001) have been reviewed and considered.

The project consists of the demolition of a single-family dwelling and the construction of a new
3:437 3,223 square foot, two-story single-family dwelling As discussed, the project consists of the
demolition of a single-family dwelling and the construction of a new 3;43% 3,223 square foot, two-
story single-family dwelling with an attached garage, roof deck, and a swimming pool. The
Regional Interpretive Guidelines have been reviewed and the proposed project is consistent with
the requirements for the Southeast Venice Subarea; the project also complies with the policies of
the LUP and standards of the Specific Plan.

Finding No. 4 should be modified as follows:

4. The decision of the permit granting authority has been guided by any applicable decision
of the California Coastal Commission pursuant to Section 30625(c) of the Public
Resources Code, which provides that prior decisions of the Coastal Commission, where
applicable, shall guide local governments in their actions in carrying out their
responsibility and authority under the Coastal Act of 1976.

The project consists of the demoalition of a single-family dwelling and the construction of a new 3,437
3,223 square foot, two-story single-family dwelling, providing three on-site parking spaces. The
development does not conflict with prior decisions of the Coastal Commission. The Coastal
Commission recently took action on the following projects in the Venice Coastal Zone:

- In September 2020, the Coastal Commission approved a Coastal Development permit for the
construction of a new three-story, 33.8-foot high, 4,827 square-foot single-family residence with
a 530 square-foot accessory dwelling unit and three on-site parking spaces on a 3,545 square-
foot vacant canal-front lot, located at 3819 Via Dolce (Application No. 5-19-1167).

- In March 2020, the Coastal Commission approved a Coastal Development Permit for the
substantial demolition, major renovation of, and 1,724-square foot net addition to, an
approximately 1,128 square foot, 20.3 foot high, one-story single family residence resulting in
an approximately 2,852 square-foot, 28 feet high three-story single family residence with 1,111
square foot of new deck space, new attached two-car garage, and one additional onsite parking
stall, 3.5 foot high rooftop guardrails, and hardscape and landscape improvements on a canal-
fronting lot. The existing detached two-car garage, topped with a second-story and third-story
recreation room, is proposed to be demolished. Project includes a request to maintain
nonconforming front yard setback from the canal as well as encroachments beyond the property
line adjacent to the canal, located at 441 Sherman Canal (Application No.5-19-0854)
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- In February 2020, the Coastal Commission approved a Coastal Development Permit for the
demolition of a 2-story, 25-foot high, 1,856 square foot duplex and construction of a 3-story, 28-
foot high, 2,799 square foot single-family dwelling with a 2-story, 815 square foot accessory
dwelling unit and 3 onsite parking spaces, located at 21 29™" Avenue (Application Nos. A-5-VEN-
19-0022 & 5-19-0949)

- In August 2019, the Coastal Commission approved a Coastal Development Permit to authorize
the demolition of a 2-story, 1,693 square-foot single family residence built circa 1985 and
construction of a 3-story, 30-foot high, 3,631 square-foot single-family residence with an
attached 427 square-foot two-car garage and one additional on-site parking space on the
driveway apron, and a 473 square-foot roof deck with 42-inch high railings on an approximately
2,850 square-foot canal-fronting lot, on a lot located in a Dual Permit Jurisdiction Area of the
Coastal Zone at 237 Linnie Canal (Application No. 5-19-0233).

- In June 2019, the Coastal Commission approved a Coastal Development Permit to authorize
the remodel and 987 square-foot addition to an existing 1,615 square-foot single family
residence, demolition of an existing 456 square-foot detached garage, and construction of a
new detached 688 square-foot accessory dwelling unit above a 555 square-foot three-car
garage on a 3,780 square-foot lot, on a lot located in a Dual Permit Jurisdiction Area of the
Coastal Zone at 17 Jib Street (Application No. 5-19-0129)

- In August 2018, the Coastal Commission approved a Coastal Development Permit to authorize
the demolition of a 1-story, 700 square-foot single-family dwelling, and the construction of a 2-
story, 24-foot high, approximately 2,878 square-foot single-family dwelling with an attached 2-
car garage and roof deck, on a lot located in a Single Jurisdiction Area of the Coastal Zone at
2412 Clement Avenue (Application No. A-5-VEN-17-0072).

- In June 2018, the Coastal Commission approved a Coastal Development Permit to authorize
the demolition of a 756 square-foot single family home on two adjoining residential lots and
construction of an approximately 24-foot high, 1,560 square-foot, 3-level, single family
residence with a rooftop deck and attached two-car garage on one 2,011.6 square-foot lot,
located in a Single Permit Jurisdiction Area of the Coastal Zone at 678 Marr Street (Application
No. A-5-VEN-17-0044).

- In February 2018, the Coastal Commission approved a Coastal Development Permit to
authorize the addition to a one-story 1,331 square-foot single-family residence on a 2,650
square-foot walk-street lot, resulting in a three-story, 28-foot high, 3,075 square-foot single-
family residence with a 413 square-foot two-car garage and an 819 square-foot roof-deck with
a 10-foot high roof access structure, on a lot located in a Dual Jurisdiction Area of the Coastal
Zone at 16 30™ Avenue (Application Nos. 5-17-0695 & A-5-VEN-17-0034).

As such, this decision of the permit granting authority has been guided by applicable decisions of the
California Coastal Commission pursuant to Section 30625(c) of the Public Resources Code, which
provides that prior decisions of the Coastal Commission, where applicable, shall guide local
governments in their actions in carrying out their responsibility and authority under the Coastal Act of
1976.

Finding No. 6 should be modified as follows:

6. An appropriate environmental clearance under the California Environmental Quality Act has
been granted.
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Categorical Exemption No. ENV-2019-5904-CE was prepared for the proposed project consistent
with the provisions of CEQA. The project consists of the demolition of a single-family dwelling and
the construction of a new 3;43% 3,223 square foot, two-story single-family dwelling with an attached
garage, roof deck, and a swimming pool. A total of three onsite parking spaces are provided. The
Categorical Exemption prepared for the proposed project is appropriate pursuant to CEQA
Guidelines Sections 15301 (Class 1) and 15303 (Class 3).

The Class 1 Categorical Exemption includes demolition and removal of individual small structures:
(1) One single-family residence. In urbanized areas, up to three single-family residences may be
demolished under this exemption; (2) A duplex or similar multifamily residential structure. In
urbanized areas, this exemption applies to duplexes and similar structures where not more than six
dwelling units will be demolished; (3) A store, motel, office, restaurant, or similar small commercial
structure if designed for an occupant load of 30 persons or less. In urbanized areas, the exemption
also applies to the demolition of up to three such commercial buildings on sites zoned for such use;
(4) Accessory (appurtenant) structures including garages, carports, patios, swimming pools, and
fences. The project proposes demolition of an existing single-family dwelling.

The Class 3 Categorical Exemption allows for construction and location of limited numbers of new,
small facilities or structures; installation of small new equipment and facilities in small structures;
and the conversion of existing small structures from one use to another where only minor
modifications are made in the exterior of the structure; this includes one single-family residence, or
a second dwelling unit in a residential zone, and Accessory (Appurtenant) Structures including
garages. As previously discussed, the project will construct one new single-family dwelling and a
new swimming pool.

Furthermore, the Exceptions outlined in the State CEQA Guidelines Section 15300.2 do not apply
to the project:

(a) Location. The project is not located in a sensitive environment. Although the project is located
within the Coastal Zone, the residential neighborhood is not identified as a sensitive
environmental resource. The proposed project is consistent with the scale and uses
proximate to the area. The subject site is not located in a fault or flood zone, nor is it within a
landslide area. Although the site is located within a Liquefaction Zone, the project is subject
to compliance with the requirements of the Building and Zoning Code that outline standards
for residential construction.

(b) Cumulative Impact. The project is consistent with the type of development permitted for the
area zoned R2-1 and designated Low Medium | Residential use. The proposed development
of a single-family dwelling will not exceed thresholds identified for impacts to the area (i.e.
traffic, noise, etc.) and will not result in significant cumulative impacts.

(c) Significant Effect. A Categorical Exemption shall not be used for an activity where there is a
reasonable possibility that the activity will have a significant effect on the environment due to
unusual circumstances. The proposed project consists of work typical in a residential
neighborhood and, as such, no unusual circumstances are present or foreseeable.

(d) Scenic Highways. The only State-designated Scenic Highway in the City of Los Angeles is
the Topanga Canyon State Scenic Highway, State Route 27, which travels through a portion
of the Topanga State Park. The subject property is located several miles to the southeast of
State Route 27. Therefore, the proposed project will not create any impacts to scenic
resources within a State-designated Scenic Highway.
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(e) Hazardous Waste Sites. According to the EnviroStor, the State of California’s database of

(f)

hazardous waste sites, neither the subject property nor any property in the vicinity, is
identified as a hazardous waste site.

Historical Resources. The subject site and exiting structure have not been identified as a
historic resource or within a historic district (SurveyLA), the project is not listed on the
National or California Register of Historic Places, or identified as a Historic Cultural
Monument (HCM).



Green Text = Height

5 other 2-story houses
on the 800 block of Angelus

23+ other 2-story houses
on adjacent blocks

Coeur D
Akne Ave
Elementary
School

Site Context Analysis
Index Map



__30/ VARIED_

- - - - - - [ —— - - - - _ I 25 ELAT.
= 0 = ‘\|_
;
D —1 D N . )
e O T OO 0 O[O O il
801 805 807 809 811 813 815 817 819 821 823 825 827
2,200.30 SF 2,103.44 SF 1,405.94 SF 2,232.01 SF 2,232.01 SF 1,343.59 SF 1,293.20 SF 2,232.01 SF 1,359.43 SF 1,075.21 SF 2,719.20 SF 1,685.36 SF
__ __ o o o o o o o N o o __ __ __ __30_VARIED_
. __ o o o o o I o o o o _ __ __ __ 25 FLAT _
g oo (] i i
— — N | |
SIENELEREERE = rgﬂ = oo O oopool
828 826 824 822 820 818 816 814 812 810 808 806 827
1,437.85 SF 1,518.27 SF 1,220.76 SF 1,158.75 SF 1,861.62 SF 1670.00 SF 1816.99 SF 842.82 SF 1,264.54 SF 1,5654.63 SF 2,215.47 SF 1,584.00 SF 1,137.40 SF

815 E. ANGELUS PLACE

Site Context Analysis

800 Block Heights + SF



LoV

133HS

dVIN ALINIOIA

STO9NAS

133HS FLIL

ENINEETS

1202'80°90 3iva

SNOISIAZY

L0-9102
SNT3IONY

:103rodd

9
LS
o o 0
) P il
K ol o)
°
o ) 24
e 8.
TNy
/
. 5
o w2 Q E
o
&lQ:f: e £

HISNNN / IWYN 133HS
30N3Y3334 1¥130

FdALTIVM

NIBNNN / FNWYN L33HS
30N3M343 1v130

MIGNNN / JWYN L33HS
‘FONFIHTY NOILVATTE

MIGNNN / WYN L33HS
SNOLLVATITS HORLNI

.e
¥IGNN/FNVN 133HS )
JONBIINOLDIS X

[

&/

<

NOISIAY

3UON AN

V1 03ds

VL MOONIM

9v1¥00a

©
©

YISO/ FWYN WOOY

NI oM

+

1NIOd WNLYG

Ad0103d1d 1O3rodd

NOILYINHOANI LO3rodd

JOV1d SNTIONVY M 618

16206 VINYOLIT¥O ‘JOINIA
JON3AISTH SNTIONY

SN'PZOTOYINIDSIUHO
9609-/7€-818 L

VO 'WXi3un3

AV FILYAW ZohL
JAVY SIHO

2 019¥3N3

Wz FLIL

TaW-da>-€065-610c-uia ON SSEQ
10 T ‘ON abed

Y. LIgIHX3

1202 ‘44 unr ‘wd 96:g

13NVE01908S@SNTdNDISIA
1.86-606-818 L

€0v16 YO ‘SMVO NVIWNYIHS

S0Z# 3LINS “AATE YYNLNIA €505
ONI 'SN1d N9IS3A TYHNLONYLS
YIINIONT WHNLONYLS

a3sinzy

WO HOYYNVYAONOQYSNY1@Aa1
8189-2/2-0L€ L

16206 YINYO4ITvYO “IOINIA
30V1d OSOHOWY 220k
FHNLOILIHOYY NVAONOQ VNV
“LO3LIHONY

€6206 YO ‘A3Y 130 YAV 1d

AV ANVOSNL 1018

¥3LSI4 NOSITIV + S3¥d0d ATVNOa
HINMO

AY¥0L103¥10 103rodd

(080)

3000 ONIATING VINYOLITYO 6102

(0¥2) SNOILYINO3Y 40 300D VINYOITYO 6102
3000 TYdIDINNW SFT1IONY SO 40 ALIO £10Z

$3000 318vorddv

ezeze=X
0 007 - €6 § | (ON30) 206} ERVR)
€61 €61 ) 0 $5300V 400¥ 04|
161} 161} w 0 ¥OO0T4 Puz a4S|
o 907l { | (ON3Q) 2056 ¥0074 151 O3S
@ ©r [ [E]]

X3ANI ONIMVYHA

WOO'HOYYNYAONOQYENY1® a1
FHNLOILIHOYY
NVAONOQ
vianv

6206 YINYO4IT¥O "FOINIA 30V1d OSOHOWNY 2201

8/892.20LE

STIVL3A - VHNLONYLS 8-S

STIVL3A - VHNLONYLS LS

STVL3A - WVENLONYLS 9s

STVLIA - VANLONYLS s

NY1d ONINVYL JOOY - TVHNLONYLS s
SNVId TVHINLONYLS - WVHNLONYLS €S
S3LON A31V138 ¥ IINAIHOS TIVM HVIHS - IVAINLONYLS s
S3LON TVHINIO - TVHNLONYLS 1S
S133HS AOY3NIT N3

S133HS AOY3N3 €N3

S133HS AOY3NT ZN3

S133HS ADY3INT N3

STIV130 HOIILXT [X:17

SNOILO3S ONIaTINg (244

SNOILVATT3 ¥O31X3 €eY
SNOILVATT3 ¥OI31X3 zev
SNOILYAT13 HOM3LX3 Lev

Nv1d 400 £2v

NY1d ¥0014 ANOO3S 244

NY1d ¥OO14 Lsyld ey

NY1d OW3a L

NYd 3LIS 0Ly

$3INA3IHOS 90V

SIN3IWNO0a an Sov

S3LON N3O oV

AINdNS €0V

S3LON zov

133HS 3TLIL Lov

X3ANI ONIMVHA

4S ¥'69V'E = ¥'SZ + 616'L +G2G'L

3ISETTCE= €61 +L6L'L + 09}

48 6es

S €6€

4S €61

S 164°L

48 90v'L
g§01/3570

4S2°002'v

z

FHNLONYLS SSIOIV JOOY .8-0€
400y 40 NOILYOd 0340718 .0-92
400¥ 40 NOILYOd L1V14.0-5¢
W3ANVL L+ 3OVHVO ¢

ON

8-A3dAL

£4 ATINV4H 1ONIS TVILNIAISTY
IVILNIAISTY | WNIGIN MO - 1-2d
ANOZ TYLSVOD 3OINIA

(p281# "41'Z ¥3d) HOAIYHOO
NOILYLYOdSNVYL TV1SYOO S3T3FONY SO
ERINEN

S3ITIONV SOT40 ALID

orl-La W
‘NOISN3LX3 VOIM3NY 40 3DINIA ‘¥L 1O

10S10LE2Y

3OVHVO G3HOV.LLY HLIM
ONITIIMA ATNNYL 3TONIS AHOLS-Z MIN

16206 VO ‘3OIN3A
‘30V1d SN13ONY 518

(334 TOOHDS) Y3¥Y WW10L
(3000 ONINOZ) V3MY V101
5030 4004 V3™V MaN
3OVHYO VIV MIN
$S300V 400 VIV MIN
HOO14 ANZ YI¥Y MIN
0074 1S1 VIV MIN

VIV §00H ONILS
VY 101

S3IYOLS 40 ¥IBWNN

FYNLONYLS 40 LHOITFH
ONIMUVd

SHIDINIYCS FHI4
NOILONYLSNOD 40 3dAL
AONVdNOOO0 /38N

ONINOZ

V3¥V NY1d O14103dS
VAV NV1d ALINNWNOD

SNoLLoIasHne

NOILdI¥OS3a VO3

YIGNNN 1308Vd SHOSSISSY
MHOM 40 3d00S

$S3”AAY LO3rodd

NOILYWHOSNI LO3rodd

318IS50d ATBYNOSYSY SY NOLLANYSIO T1LLI SV OL G3LO3(ENS S1 OI18Nd FHL LVHL OS ‘SIONYNIGHO ONY S3000
F18YOIddY T1V HLIM ZONVITdINOD NI SIONVERNLSI] 40 IO ¥3HLO HO/ONY OI3ViL "LSNQ ‘3SION 40 LNNOWY
SHL SIZININIA LYHL H3NNYI ¥ NI GINSO-R43d 38 TIVHS MHOM ONILSIX 40 TYAOWIM ONIGNTONI SHOM 11 ¥k

1002 0'8'0 ONY %2 F1L1L 'SNOLLYINOZY
403000 VINHOHITYO 3HL 40 NOLLIGS LS31¥1 3HL OL WHOANOD TIVHS SNOLLOSNI ONY S1S3L TIV £

GINIVLNIVIL S1 AL3YS OI18Nd ONY 03DVAYG

3V STVRIZLVIN ON L 35N 804 GFHOLS SLONAONA Zh

NI G3HOLS 38 TIVHS

NOILONYLSNOD ONLLSIXE
HOLYI TIVHS S0/ Q3MIVGi3H INMO OL LSOO ON LY HOLOVAINGO AG IV 3 ATILITINOO 38 TIVHS
NOLLYTIVLSNI ¥0 NOLLITOW3 40 111S3¥ v SY NOLLOMNHLSNOD ONILSIX3 GNNO¥S SAO8Y OL 3NOQ 39VAVA 11V "1

S1OM NOLLONMISNOD ¥0 FHOMHLYY3 'NOLLITONSA ONIONIWOD 3038
S3ALIILN ONY SINITIdId TIV 40 SNOLLYATTE ONY SNOLLYDOT 3HL ARS3A 7314 TIVHS HOLOVALNOD JHL ‘SAHOOT
18VIVAY WO OINIVLEO F3M S3LLITLLA ONY S3NIT3dId ONNONONIANN 'SIMNLONKLS 40 SNOILYOOT 0

‘S3LIMIOVA ONLLSIXE 40 NOLLANHSIO ANY QIOAY OL HINNVA
NI NOLLIIONEQ ¥O YA ONILIWZLLY OL HORid GINOGNYEY ¥O NMOT LAHS ‘G3LOINNODSI N3ZE IAVH
3AOWZ¥ 38 OL SILMLLN ONY SINNZdid 3SOHL LYHL AJRI3A TIVHS HOLOVAINOD JOIANZS NI NIV OL 34y

LVHL S3LLIILN ONY S3NIT3dId ONLLSIX3 103L0Nd OL SIMNSVAN TIV YL TIVHS ]

‘G3LON 38 LON AVW HOIHM SNOLLIGNOD MYTIAIS 404 TYOIdAL 34V S3LON TIV 8

SRIOM IHL /M ONIOII00NA 3HO438
NOLLYOIAIMY 10 804 'HOUY SHL HLIM 1NSNOD ‘03QIA0k SI 30V HO NOISNIIQ ON R43HA 'SNOISNINIQ
TIV A4R43A G314 SIAVHD ANV SNOISNIWIQ NZLLIMM 35N ‘0FTVOS 38 OL LON F SLNIWNOOA NOLLONSLSNGD L

sor
3HL NO SNOLLIGNOD GNY SIQVAIS 'SNOISNIWIQ T1Y 04 JTBISNOAST 38 ANV AR3A TIVHS HOLOVAINOD JHL '8
cauNaal

38 NYO SININOIOD HOIHM LY 31¥0S ¥ 4O 38 TI¥HS SONIMYHQ dOHS "NOLLYTIVLSNI HO/ONY NOLLYOIEY:

‘0L MORid YHOM M3N 20 SININOGNOD TIv 04 GLLINGNS 38 TIVHS SLITHS LNO ONY SONIMYH dOHS 'S

¥3QHO JONVHO ¥O VANIAAY A8 3AVA 38 TIVHS SNOLLYOII03dS ONY SONIMVAA G3AOHAAY 3HL OL STONVHO

(2'807 DUV €602} NOLLOIS O8Y1) "ONRIFAOD HSIW TYAIW LNVLSISTUNOISOMHOO
HONI /b 3AVH TIVHS ONINIO ‘S30IS 3LISOddO OML LSV L 40 HLONZT 3HL ONOTY
NOLLVLLNZA SSOUD 3AIAOYd TIVHS ONY TT8YOILOVRd SV SHINYOO OL 35070 SV 38 TIVHS SONINIO &

(€602 '6'11°YOEZ NOLLO3S O8Y1 '80% O¥Y)

(NIN .7 X 91) NVHL SS31 LON TIVM ¥313W43d ¥ HONONHL

ONINIAO NV 4O (NIW .#Z X .81) ¥OO'14 JHL HONOYHL SNINFAO SSIOOV N ANV VIV HOOT4 ¥IANN 40°13

‘DS 03} HOV3 404 L4 DS |+ OL TVND3 SNOLLYOOT ONY 32IS ONINIHO NOLLYILLNZA L3N HOO4-430NN 3AIN0H +

.;%m3ngo:omwumi,:g_zo:omwomé2312“553
ONIa3I0X3 Y i GNY YOIHL SIHONI 218 1SV31 LY
38 TIVHS SBVIS IHL SUNLSION Z ¥ NO H0 3LVO3ODY SAV0D 40 T1i

HONI? ¥ NO G30V1d 38 TIVHS 01} ¥3AO S3O1S ¥0 114 G3LOVAINOD “110S SAISNYAX3 NO SBYTS 3LFHONOD '€

'SNOLLOZIG HLOS NI ¥3LNSO NO HONI 91 LY SHVER 7 HLIM G30UONIRY
38 TIVHS GNY 0IHL HONI %€ LSV31 LV 38 TIVHS SBVIS 3HL ‘INVAENIN 43RevE JUNLSION V.
NO MO 3LY9HODY ISY0O 40 T . ¥ NO 030V 1d 38 TIVHS JAVO NO SBY1IS ¥O0T3 3LIHONOD 3
313HONOD 3HL ONIOVTd OL YOI SIHON
181 40 HLA30 ¥ OL JUNLSION HLIM G3LVRNLYS 38 TIVHS 8¥1S 3L3ONOD HORIZLNI NY MOT38 1108 3H1 G
‘SONLLOOA SHL 40 dOL FHL 40 SIHONI # NIHLIM
SVE OML ONY ONILOO4 3HL 40 WOLLO® FHL 40 SIHONI # NIHLIM 030¥1d 38 TIVHS SuvE OML 'StV
ONIONOANIZY 03030 YZLINVIQ HONI-% - ¥ WOINIA Y HLIM G30HONIZY 38 TIVHS SONILOOS D
SONILOOH
SNONNLLNOD NO G3L40ddNS 38 TIVHS STIVA ONINV3E MORIZLNI ONY STIVM ¥ORIZLX3 ‘8
'SONLLOOA MORIALNI O3 SIHONI 8 ONY HORI3LXA HO3
SIHONI $Z NYHL $53138 LON TIVHS S3AVO G3HSINI3 ONY TYHNLYN 3HL MOT38 SONLLOOS 30 HLd30 ¥
14043 ST0S A3A0UddY

40 L4VLS T40438 WAONY HO4 HINMO OL JINGIHOS NOLLONALSNOD LINENS TIVHS HOLOVHINOD
OM 30 ONITNGIHOS ONIGHYOI LOILIHONY ANY HINMO FHL HLIM LTNSNOD T1¥HS HOLOVHLNOD €

INIWIIOV QI8 3HL OL
HOId NOLLNILLY S.LOFLIHOMY HL OL LHONOME 38 TIVH 3115 ONY SINSWNDOQ
3HL NIIMLIE STONVAIHOSIQ ANY “LO3rOMd SIHL ONIQQIE 3038 LIS ONITTING IHL LISIA TIVHS HOLOVEINOD Z

NOLLOIGSRINT YO0 3HL A8 0310AY ONY GIANIWY SV 800 7Z 1L VINHOSITYO 40
311 NI ONNO4 3000 STUYANYLS SNITING VINYOAITYO 3HL HLIM ATIND TIVHS SHOM T1¥ ONY SNY1d 353HL '+

NOIONEISNGD §03 SIION TVEaND

(21°2068) ‘SY3HY VD3 ATALYHIXONAAY

OLNI 30V4S GITVIONOD 3H1 30INIG TIVHS ONIddOLSLAVAA 1334 TUYNOS 000'+ 0330X3 LON $300 30VdS
QITVIONOD 3HL 30 V3UY IHL LYHL OS G3TIVASNI 38 TIVHS SAOLSLIVA] ‘ATBNISSY ONIIZORI00TS Y 40 JOVdS
GFIVZONOD 3HL MOTZ8 GNY 3A0BY HLOS 30VAS T18YSN SI F3HL Ré3HI NOILONHLSNOD F18ILSNSNOD NI 71

99064 NOLLOZS HLIM ATdNOD TIVHS ONIZY1D 034015 NY SLHOITANS ‘£
(11°2084) ‘30VdIS S00M IHL ONY ANOLS dOL ¥ NIAMLIE

ONY 'S3ROLS NIIMLIE IRAIVE 313 IAILOT443 NY O3 OL ONY (VINOZRIOH ONY TYDIL4ZA HIO8) SONINGAO
L4 03V3ONOO TIV 440 N0 OL G3AIAGHd 38 TIVHS ONINOOTE il 'NOLLONMLSNOD FT8LLSNEMOD NI 2

(zzs1e8) ‘3aNIvL80
SYA LIN¥3d HL HOIHM ¥O4 LINN ONIJ331S ¥O LINN ONITIZMO D110 SHL NI OFHINOTY 38 ATNO TIVHS SV TY

3AIXONOW NOBHVD HLI NIV HLIM 030INOYd 38 TIVHS
S3ONVIcdY ONINMNG-13N HO SIDVYO GIHOVLLY JAVH LYHL SLINN NI31S O SONITIIMG ONILSIXS (000'4S)
SHYT100 ONYSNOHL O S¥IVI 'SNOLLVHILTY M0 AZMIND3 SI LNKIA ¥ FHIHM 'L

(z915) *£162 'ON(@Y) 118 ATGNISSY
¥43d SONITIZMA ATNYA FIONIS HOS YIS ONY 100d ¥31000L 1004 ONINWING FHL 40 131100 NOILONS FHL
04 FNSY HO WISV INZHND FHL ONLLIIN HIN0D INIWAVAING-LLNY 3QIA0Hd “3LIS NO T00d ONLLSIXE 804 01

(08Y1 40 6019) HOOT4 IHL IA0BY .5 LSVAT LV 38 TIVHS HOLIMS NOLLVALLOY3A FHL ‘ONINIAO TIONIS V 204
(X9 "SONOO3S S} 8O ILVAILOY3A OL SNYIN TVANYH Y HLIM 03dIND3 38 ONY L3S ATIVOLLYWOLNY TIVHS
11" G3N3HO $1 400 3HL N3HM STNODSS 08 40 NI ¥ 404 ATSNONNILNOD ONNOS TIVHS WYY 3HL RINSOTONI
1004 3HL 40 LVd ¥ W04 LVHL ONITIZMA 3HL OL SHOOQ 404 WYY NY JQIAON ‘3LIS NO 100 ONLLSIX3 #04 6

(s15)
‘SINZWISVE ONIONTONI LINN ONITIZMA ¥ 30 13431 AY3AZ NO ONY (SINOOHOIE SHL 50 ALINIOIA LVIGII IHL

NI VIR4Y ONIGFZTS LINN ONITIZMA 3LVAYA3S HOVS 40 301SLNO GICIAC¥ 38 TIVHS WAVTY JAIXONOW NOHYD
‘S39VAYO 0IHOVLLY IAVH LYHL SLINN ONITI3MA NI ONY O3 TTVASNI 34Y SIONVITAY ONINMNG-TIN3 HOIHM NIKLIM
‘SLINN ONIGF31S NI GNY SLINN ONITI3MG NI GFTIVLSNI 38 TIVHS WY 1Y S0IXONOW NOBYYD G3AOkddY NV '8

(v159)

IVNSIS ANILLVE MO ONV dn YOVE ANILLYE HLIM 03ddIND3 38 TIVHS ONY ONIIA ONIGTING JHL WM 30UNOS
MO AUVAING HIZHL IAZOTH TIVHS SWEYTY BHOWS NOLLONNLSNOD M3N NI"LINN ONITI3MA TYNGIAIGN! SHL
NIHLIM SWVTY SHL TIV LVALLDY TIM WY TY NO 50 NOILVNLOY LYHL OS G3LOSNNODMALNI 38 TIVHS SWAYTY.
3OS “ANOLS 3NO NVHL THOW HLIM SONITIZMA O3 LNIWISVE ONY AMOLS HOVE NO ONV ‘WOOM ONIdT1S v OL
SS300V ONIAID Y3UY HO AYMTIVH ¥ WOON ONIA331S HOVE NI O3 TIVLSNI 38 TIVHS WY 1Y 3HONS 03A0HdeY NY £

(Zovied) (000'4) S4YT100
GNYSNOHL 3NO ONIOFZOX3 'SNOLLIQY MO "SIV 'SNOLLYSILTY ¥04 LINM3d ¥ HO4 NOLLYOIddY SHINMO
‘3HL NOdN “AONVANO00 NYWNH O3 G3AN3LNI SLINN ONIT3MA TIV H04 G30IAH 38 TIVHS SHOL03130 IHONS '8

(0d¥1 €206 "D35) TV OL VLS 38 1SN HALVIH ¥ALVM S

(Q3MIND S1 LINY3d ONISWN 14 LVAYI3S) (654024 IONYNIGHO ¥3d). ONIdId SYD 134 3HL ONINIVINOD
MNLONXELS HO ONIQTING 3HL 40 ¥ORIZLX3 3HL OL GILOINNOO ATAIOR 38 ANV ¥3LIN ALMLLN IHL 40 3IS
WYSALS NMOQ FHL NO NI S¥9 1303 SHL NO G3TIVLSNI 38 TIIM IATYA JH0LNHS SYO DINSIIS AIAOHAdY NY ¥

(59'802x) (Q3MIND3 LON 14O
HO¥YIS3) ONILYY 30V FONVINHO=3d ONY NOLLYNSISIA LONAOYd ‘FNYN AONIOY ONITIEY] 0FNONddY.
SHL3LVLS TIVHS T38YT HONS "AONOY ONIT38Y1 G3AOHAAY ALID Y1V A8 GTT38Y1 38 TIVHS SLHOMANS LINN '€

‘SNOLLYTIVLSNI HONS NI
321141 N338 SYH VINZLYI ONIZYO ALISVS LYHL SILVLS ONY 837138V IHL S3103dS LYHL 138Y1 INSNVINN3d
VA8 Q3141LNZ0I 38 TIVHS SNOLLYOOT SNOTHYZVH NI GFTIVASN| VINZLYW ONIZYID ALIVS 40 LHOI HOVE 2

%% 3HL MO ONIMOTIO4 FHL OL WHOANOD TIVHS SEVIS ¥OOT4 GNY NOLLYANNOA T

(10r NOILO3S
QM) 'G3UINO 38 AVIN L8O 108V Y SNOLLIGNOD 1108 38¥3AQY 41+

NOILVGNNO3 ONY SNGVES

(806 O ZE05 OW) T
40 SS30X3 NI MOST3 A¥INT MO 1334 Z AG HLONIT SIHL 30N103 ‘NOLLYNIFZL 40 LNIOd JHL OL ¥3ANA SIHLOTO
3HL WO¥: SMOST3 OML HLIM HLONS1 1333 11 ¥ OL GILIAI SI LN LSNVHX3 3HNLSION H3ANA STHLOTO W ¥ 7

(18505 OW) (V¥Y OLLLY

IHL NI O ONIGTING 3HL HLYAN3S LON Lng) SIONVITdY ONINNNE

13N4 ¥3HLO NIVANOO LON S300 ONY J1V.IGVH LON SI HOIHM Y3HY NY OL ¥0 301SLNO 3HL 01 G3LSNVHX3 38
TIVHS SIONYIIGAYONINSNG T3N3 ONINIVANOD O F18YLIBYH SI 1VHL YaY NY NI 03LYO01 (SIH3ANA SFHLOTD

o0 AHaNVT

(507 NOLLO3S.
3000 ONISWNT4) GIMINDIY S NOLLOINNOD LNIOF diTS dvadL BNLHLVE FHL OL TNV SSI00V DS .21 NIN Y +

NOLLJWNSNOD ¥3LYM MO 404 Q3LdVaY 38 LS SLITI0L
ONY SOVZH ¥IMOHS ONILSIX3 'NOLLONMISNOD M3N T1Y O3 S13S0T0 3LYM HSN14 MO V1IN 30IA0Yd €

(Z'206¥) 40O IHL 3AOBY 1334 9 NYHL SS31
LON 40 LHOI3H ¥ OL ON3LX3 TIVHS SOVANNS 11V HONS “FOVRINS INSEHOSEYNON ¥ HLIM GIHSINIA 38 TIVHS
SINZWLHVANOD ¥3MOHS ONY ‘GYHIZMOHS ¥ HLIM SENLHLYE 3A08Y STIVM 'SHOOT4 ¥IMOHS ONY BNLHLYE ¢

(7017 NOLLOISI0D ONIBHINTd) "LITLNO NIVO HIMOHS

SHL 3AOBY (W §'1) SIHONI 0L LNIOd ¥ OL GINIYLNIVA 38 TIYHS SNOISNSWIO ONY Y3Y WNWININ 3HL 310M10

(1 92°0) ¥3LIAVIO HONI 0EY ONISSYAINOONS 40 318YdYO 38 TIVHS GNY (2 99°0) SIHONI IVNOS 1201 NYHL S531
'LON 40 Y304Y HORSZLNI GIHSINIL WNWININ ¥ 3AVH TIVHS ‘3dVHS 40 SST10:YO34 ‘STHNSOTONS H3MOHS TIV

SWoOEHIVE
NOLLYTIVLSNI OL HORéd NOISIAIQ ONISINTd AB G3AONdY 38 TIVHS WLSAS ¥IDINRSAS IHL 0
(1612¥) ALY3AON FHL ONIINON

QYO ¥O 1334LS THL NOYS FTEISIA ONY TI8I9TT ATNIVId SI LVHL NOLLISOd ¥ NI G30V1d NOLLYOIAIINAA
oNiE oNITTIng iddv 3AVH TIVHS SONIQTING B

7219 NOILOS HLIM ATdNOD TIVHS SH00Q SS300V ¥YINDIHIA ‘81

Loory
NOLLOSS NI G3IN03Y SY ONY STYINILYIN HLIM O3TTYLSNI 38 T1VHS ‘03IN03 FHIHMW 'ONIH00HAINYA L1

(5°608¥) TUNLYHIANIL NOISIA THL Ly SWOOM STBVLIEVH TIV NI STIVM HORILXE WOM 1334 Z ANV MO0 JHL
3A0BY 1333 € LNIOd ¥ LY 3.89 40 INLYAIINEL WOOH WIWINIV ¥ SNINIVANIVI 50 T18VVO 38 TIVHS M3LVIH ‘o

‘G31dd¥ ONIZE LLI4VHD HL 40 SAYD £ NIHLIM LLIVSO ANY SAONZY OL V1 40 ALID SHL HLIM F3UOY.
N LNVN3AOD OL MINMO JHL LiAVaI4Y ONIGTING 40 NOLL30X3 'SH00Q
ONY STIVM NOMINILX3 LV ‘30VO WOM Q3MNSVN L334 6 LS¥1 IHL NIHLIM HSINIS | L1349~ LNV 30INON 'S}

10 VUMY 40 ¥ NOILOSS NI G3LSI1 38 TIVHS SIALYAISRd

35N N3 ONY JALLVANISTHA 'LONCON 'S3D3dS FHL HO4 I VMY HLIM 3ONVONOOV NI GLVIAL
INLYAYIS3d SI LVHL GOOM HO JOOM F18YNQ ATIVENLYN 40 38 3HL AB |16 NOLLOZS ¥3d 0313103dS.
SNOLLYOO 3HL NI 3010k 38 TIVHS AYD30 WOY: S10NA0H 03SYE AOOM ONY GOOM 50 NOLLOALONd ¥1

(15€°209%) ¥ NOISINIG ' ¥3LAVHO * 18 N3O VINNOAITVO IHL H.
NI SONINIO HONS ONISOTD AR SINIAON 40 3DVSSYd IHL LSNIVOY QL0310 38 TIVHS STIVM NORELX3 LY
S31¥1d TI0SHIOLLOB NI SONINIAO ¥3HLO HO SLINANOD 'ST18YD ORLOZ13 ‘S3dld ONNOMY VS MYINNNY €1

(1'£7°905¥) ‘5’7 NOISINIQ ' M3LAVHO ‘300D SQHYANYLS ONIQTING NIZHO VINNOAITYO
SHL HLIM SONYOHO00Y NI G TIVLSNI 38 TIVHS MY3¥a AYT1dYO ¥ ‘03IN03Y S| IQUVLI HOAVA ¥ NIHI 2

(ogew) s avHO ning 4ITYD JHL HLM sunn
NOISSIN (J0) GNNOAWOD DINVONO ITLLYION 3HL L33 TIVHS SLONGOHA 0OOM 3LISOHOD ONY SWALSAS
ONY SINIVd TOSON3Y 'ONILYOO ONY SLNIVd ‘SHINVD ‘SINYIVES ‘SIAISIHOY ONIGNTONI STYRILYA HSINIA 1

(Z88) 'Y NOISINIG ¥ ¥3LAVHO

‘QV3ML WOLLOE 3HL 0 ATIVANOZINOH SIHONI 09 NIHLIM ONY ONIONY 3HL SA0E)
SS37S1 ONIZYTO IHL FIHA SAVMAIVLS 3HL 40 WOLLOB 3HL LV ONIGNYT 3HL OL LNIOVIaY ONIZVID H

'SV ONY SHIVLS 40 S1HOI3 NIIMLIE SONIONY] 'SAVMHIVLS 5O J0V-NS SNDTYA INIOVIOY FHL 40
3NVId 3HL 3A08Y STHONI OF NVHL SS31 51 ONIZYID 3HL 20 3903 03S0X3 HOLLOS FHL RIZHM ONZVTD D

‘30V4NS DNV SO ONIGNYLS ANY JAOBY ATIVOLLNIA

G3¥NSY3N SIHONI 09 NYHL SS31 S| ONIZYIO 3HL 30 393 WOLLO FHL IHTHM SHIMOHS ONY SENLHLYE
‘SIOOM WY3LS ‘SYNNVS 'STOOCTIHM ‘SSNL LOH ONIOVA STIVA O 404 SIMNSOTON3 NI ONIZVTD 3
‘SONIIVE NI ONIZY19 ‘0

ONIZV19 3HL 40 ATIVANOZINOH SFHONI 92 NIHLIM SFOV-RINS ONIYTVAM FHON 40 INO (1

(4 *SNOLLIONOO ONIMOTI04 JHL 40 T1¥ SLIIW LVHL 13NVd FT8YA3HO MO 03X13 WNTIAIGNI NY NI SNIZYTS D

30VANS ONDITYM SO ¥OOTS 3HL 3A08Y STHONI 09 NVHL SS31 51 3903 HOLLOE FSOHM

GNY NOLLISOd 03S0T0 ¥ NI 400 3HL 40 3903 TYOLLYIA HIHLI3 40 D4V HONI-PZ ¥ NIHLIM S1 3903 T¥OILMIA
LSUYAN FHL FU3HM HOOQ V¥ OL INIOVIQY 13NVl T18VAZAO HO 03X WNQIAIGNI NY NI SNIZYS '8
‘S3IMEW3SSY HO0A TI0418 ANY ONIGIS 'ONIONIMS 40 STINVA J18VHI0 ANV G3XI Y

(106¥) (SNOLLA30X3 33S) £'806M NOLLO3S 40

V19 AL34VS 38 TIVHE TI04 3HL NI ONIZVI "+

SOYOT LOVAN| NYANH 3HLOL
Ezanareez

9002002 07/d NILITING NOLLYWOANI ¥3d NOLLJFOXE A8 GIMOTIY ATIVOISIO3dS
SSTINN GUVA LNO¥: ONY SO¥VA 30S GFUINOTY FHL NI GZMOTIY LON JHY SHALYIH ¥3LVM ONY SLINN OV "1

S3TONONNOZ

(£409) 1333 01 LSUI4 FHL NIHLIM SIHONI
.40 TIV WNAINIA ¥ HLIM STIVA NOLLYONNO: WOMA AVMY MLYM 30VAHNS NIVAO OL 030va9 38 TIVHS S107°8

(561021 '7'8051 OBY1 '¥'E06% DMY1) LFIULS FHL OL ¥ALVM NIVY ASANOD ONY SHILLND NIVR 3QIN0Nd £

(212152 NOILO3S D8V 'L Z'9'60.4 NOLLO3S O¥v1) VaUY 03NV
370V .Z HO HLHVE 3A0BY .7 40 WNWINIW ¥ OD0NLS 3HL MOT38 G33HOS d33M LNVLSIST NOISORH00 3AIN0Hd 9

'8 N3O VINHOAIVO HLIM NI SN2 M4 IOVATYS HO/ONY F10AD3
38 71vHS 3LSYM NOLLIIOWSQ GNY NOLLONHLSNOD SNOTHYZVHNON 3HL 40 LN3O¥3d 05 40 WNWININ ¥ 01

(6084) S2E TN HLIM JONVONOD0Y NI G3LSI 38 TIVHS ‘030IA0Nd 41 'SHINIO HOOQ JOVAVO DLYWOLAY 6

(906¥) ATddNS ¥3LYM G3A0HY NY OL G3LOINNOD ONY H3LYM G100 GNY LOH HLIM G30IA0Nd 38 TIVHS
S131LN0 INIHOVI SNIHSYAM ONY SENL AYGNNY 'S13018 ‘SHIMOHS 'SBNLHLVE 'SIRHOLYAYT 'SHNIS NIHOL &

(90¥) WILSAS WS0dSIa
JOVM3S GIA0HY NY OL O ¥IMIS AUVLINYS ¥ OL G3LOINNOD 38 0L GZMINDI R SIHNLXIA ONIBWNTA L

3U1S S0F 3HL LY T18VIVAY J0VI 38 TIVHS ONILSI 40 SNOLLIGNOD HO/GNY L4038 NOLLYNTYAZ FHL 40 AdOD ¥ 9

(1°606¥) 13437 OO FHL 3A08Y SIHONI OF 4O LHOIFH ¥ 1Y HOOY

3HL 40 V3MY 3HL ¥3A0 STIANYD-L004 9 40 NOLLYNIMINTII SOVHIAY NY SQINON OL 3LVND3QY SI LVHL LHOM
VIOLILHY HLIM O3QINOX 38 TIVHS ¥O 1'£0Ed NOLLD3S HLIM 30NVAN000V NI SONINIHO 03219 HOMILE
40 SNY3W AS LHOIT TYHNLYN HLIM 030IAON] 38 TIVHS AONYNI00 NYINH 403 GIONILNI 30VAS AN S

((3ost.
% (@061 "D3S "+z-L) (Y1 INZOSTHON14 ‘93) LLVM ¥3d SNIWNT 0 40 WNMININ ¥ ONLLIIW LHOM IN3IOI443
'AOWIN NY 38 TI¥HS NIHOLIY ONY SWOONHLYS 0313003 ONY M3N 3HL NI 1HOI LWl IHL ¥

(D3N Z8:012) 89 40 ONIOVAS WNWIXVIN
W AVH TIVHS SNZHOLIN NI 30VlS ¥3LNNOD YINSNIN3d ONY ONVISI ‘30VlS ¥3LNNOD TIVM ONOTY SLI1LNO ‘&

VIV D8N ¥O 1FTULS ANY VAN NOLLONMLSNOD ANY 404 '8
‘90E€ NOILO3S D8V A8 GINDIH SY NOLLOILON NVIMISIqTd AMVHOIWEL V.
04 NOLLONYLSNOD OL HOId SHNOM 118N WO SLIN3d NIVLEO Z

'S3ISN3X3 TYNOILIOAY HO/ONY SAYTAA NOLLOMMLSNOD 3SMYD AVW
ATAINOD OL NIV "ALMIAONA FHL NO GILVO0T 3 SINIT HL LON HO 3HLIHM: SINI ¥IMOJ ANV 40 1334
N3L NIHLIM 38 LON TIVHS NOLLONSLSNOO 3HL ‘d-OOH 3L 40 NOLLYOOT 3HL OL HO (‘013 ‘SIONVNILMNddY
'SHALIN 'SIAIWA 'SdNNd 'SLINVA ‘SHINHOSNYSL 'SIXOE-TINd 'S310d H3MOd) ALITIOVA NOLLNGIMLSIO HIMO
O ¥ILVM ANY OL SS300V G3LONELSEONN ONY HYST10 100314 V 1ORLS3 LON TIVHS NOLLONMISNOD SHL 1

NS

SITON TV¥aNGD V130 ALD




0LV

133HS

NVd LIS

ENINEETS

1202'80°90 3iva

£0-9102
SNIIONY

:103rodd

JOV1d SNTIONVY M 618

16206 VINYOLIT¥O ‘JOINIA
JON3AISTH SNTIONY

WOO'HOYYNYAONOQYENY1® a1
FHNLOILIHOYY
NVAONOQ
vianv

6206 YINYO4IT¥O "FOINIA 30V1d OSOHOWNY 2201

8.892.201€

L [0} = .8/

NV1d 3LIS

30V1d SNTIONY
&

Tor

o 4

$iovaLas 3ais .

i

[povaL3s 1nows 0z,

- e
s T Lo
% #EE, 8 Lod_L_J

or 4

[
1l oo

fovals tvau st

@i

ovs

1135 3055, vT

ETa)

Ty

TaW-dad-co6s-6t0z-d1a ON SSED
—g J0 7 ‘oN ebeq

Y, LIgIHX3

1202 ‘41 unr ‘wd 96:G

a3singy




A4

133HS

NYd
¥OOT4 LsHld

ENINEETS

1202'80°90 3iva

SNOISIAZY

£0-9102
SNIIONY

:103rodd

JOV1d SNTIONVY M 618

16206 VINYOLIT¥O ‘JOINIA
JON3AISTH SNTIONY

WOO'HOYYNYAONOQYENY1® a1
FHNLOILIHOYY
NVAONOQ
vianv

6206 YINYO4IT¥O "FOINIA 30V1d OSOHOWNY 2201

8.892.201€

L [0~} =u¥/L

NV1d 40014 1S4

@

)

@op

)

S

Ly'0z

W

o

1004

¥IAMOd

@

WOOH ATV

Ea

—

NIN%Z 34015

40074 313HON0D

¥ITIONIND
NOLLYORN

200 VL ¥3d B
NLLYA 34 2N0k-40T
om NITIE0. ONTIVA 1V

ByDa a0 X 3AL .05

Zier

o]
|
ESIYE)

| ga1voia3a o1 AvmIova

&

eop

TNV NIV

ININGIND3 ONRZLIN
ONY U3LIIAN ORLOIT
U108 UNLN ¥O

TaW-da>-c065-610z-a1a ON 9SED

{0 €

Y, Ligl

‘ON obed

HX3

1202 ‘L4 unr ‘wd 9g:

a3sinzyd

3

EIESelNele}

nNWD

ONINYYS AOOM 9XZ MIN

ONINVYS OOM ¥XZT M3IN
¥0103130 3AIXONOW NOgYYD @

4010313 OWS @

(Q377104LNOD LVLSIAINNH “¥VLS AD¥INI) LNIA LSNVHXI ©

°S818 ISOH ANV S130NVd HOI¥ILX3I
3781SS300V A10178Nd TV NO A3TTVLSNI 38 TIVHS SMO01 'L

ANILV LV NOLLYH3dO NI 38 OL QVIHYIMOHS 3INO MOTTV
ATNO OL G3N9IS3A 38 TIVHS YIMOHS JHL ¥O 'ISd 0-8 LY
3LNNIW ¥3d SNOTIVO 0°Z G330X3 LON TIVHS 3ATYA 31ONIS
¥ A8 Q3TI0H1INOD S1371NO0 ¥3IHLO YO/ANY SAVIHYIMOHS
3HL 17V 40 31vd MO14 G3NISWOD 3HL ‘AYIHYIMOHS

3NO NYHL 3HOW A8 03AY3S S| YIMOHS V NIHM ‘9

L'€0€'¥ NOILO3S
NI @314103dS S3LVH MOTd WNWIXVYIN 3HL HLIM ATdNOD
TIVHS S3UNLXI4 ONISWNTd TV ¥O4 S3LVH MO 3HL 'S

NOILONYLSNOO HLIM
ONIG3300¥d OL HOI¥d LOFLIHONY FHL A8 GIMIAINTY 38
OL SNOILIONOD N33SIFHOSNN HO SIIONILSISNOONI ANV ¥

“MHOM 3HL HLIM ONIA33008d
340439 3LIS NO 03131¥3A 38 GINOHS SNOISNIWIA 1TV '€

‘G3LON 3SIMYIHLO SSTINN
‘('s"0°4) 3YNLONYLS 40 30V4 OL 34V SNOISNIWIA TV 2

"NY3IAOO SNOISNIWIA "SONIMYHA WO¥4 3T¥OS LON Od 'L

S3LON NV1d




¢V

133HS

NYd
¥007T4 ANOO3S

ENINEETS

1202'80°90 3iva

SNOISIAZY

£0-9102
SNIIONY

:103rodd

JOV1d SNTIONVY M 618

16206 VINYOLIT¥O ‘JOINIA
JON3AISTH SNTIONY

WOO'HOYYNYAONOQYENY1® a1
FHNLOILIHOYY
NVAONOQ
vianv

6206 YINYO4IT¥O "FOINIA 30V1d OSOHOWNY 2201

8.892.201€

L - = b/
NV1d 400714 ANOD3S

&

&

NNOONNONnoNnnaonngn

v

o0z

&

@i

80

&>

194"

1Sy,

noonpnon

Carog

WooHa38

WOOMAVIJAGNLS

T

14117

ey

Ve e

5,
Bre

o1

&

asoz &

&>

Guo2

&

B

o

EIESelNele}

nNWD

ONINYYS AOOM 9XZ MIN

ONINYY GOOM #XZ MaN
40103130 JAIXONOW NOEHYD @
4010313 OWS @

(Q377104LNOD LVLSIAINNH “¥VLS AD¥INI) LNIA LSNVHXI ©

Tan-da>-co6s-610z-d1a ON SSED

§ {0,  ‘ON ebed
=<=

1I1g9IHX4

1202 ‘44 unr ‘wd 9g:g

a3sin3d

°S818 ISOH ANV S130NVd HOI¥ILX3I
3781SS300V A10178Nd TV NO A3TTVLSNI 38 TIVHS SMO01 'L

ANILV LV NOLLYH3dO NI 38 OL QVIHYIMOHS 3INO MOTTV
ATNO OL G3N9IS3A 38 TIVHS YIMOHS JHL ¥O 'ISd 0-8 LY
3LNNIW ¥3d SNOTIVO 0°Z G330X3 LON TIVHS 3ATYA 31ONIS
¥ A8 Q3TI0H1INOD S1371NO0 ¥3IHLO YO/ANY SAVIHYIMOHS
3HL 17V 40 31vd MO14 G3NISWOD 3HL ‘AYIHYIMOHS

3NO NYHL 3HOW A8 03AY3S S| YIMOHS V NIHM ‘9

L'€0€'¥ NOILO3S

NI @314103dS S3LVH MOTd WNWIXVYIN 3HL HLIM ATdNOD
TIVHS S3UNLXI4 ONISWNTd TV ¥O4 S3LVH MO 3HL 'S
NOILONYLSNOO HLIM

ONIG3300¥d OL HOI¥d LOFLIHONY FHL A8 GIMIAINTY 38
OL SNOILIONOD N33SIFHOSNN HO SIIONILSISNOONI ANV ¥

“MHOM 3HL HLIM ONIA33008d
340439 3LIS NO 03131¥3A 38 GINOHS SNOISNIWIA 1TV '€

‘G3LON 3SIMYIHLO SSTINN
‘('s"0°4) 3YNLONYLS 40 30V4 OL 34V SNOISNIWIA TV 2

"NY3IAOO SNOISNIWIA "SONIMYHA WO¥4 3T¥OS LON Od 'L

S3LON NV1d




[0~} =u¥/L
i } [NvAa 008
1A 4

133HS

NVd 4004

ENINEETS

1202'80°90 3iva A

SNOISIAZY

400% TVLIW WY3S ONIGNVLS )

£0-9102 2%
SNIIONY

:103rodd -

H'O'L Ly0b

oL

Tl
sid

S

:

8

b

D
~

!

onpois—]

er

vauy 3uhlonuis
55300} oo

400M 45 7688

) iy NGz
s wvfos|ss oz

d

TaW-dd>-c065-610z-a1a ON SSED
g J05 — ‘OoN abed

Y, LIGIHX3

. 4202 ‘44 unr ‘wd 26:G

a3singy

o

Guop

30V1d SN1IONY M G518
JON3AISTH SNTIONY

16206 VINHOHITVO ‘JOINIA

EL
i
— v

W01 08'SY

WaIsAS Tanvd b8
wdwﬂ%mﬂwﬁm omw_%wquﬁﬂ °S818 ISOH ANV S130NVd HOI¥ILX3I
NOMS AVMHLYd WOMS AVMHLY 378ISS30JV AT0I78Nd TV NO A3 TIVLSNI 38 TIVHS SO0 2

ANILV LV NOLLYH3dO NI 38 OL QVIHYIMOHS 3INO MOTTV
ATNO OL G3N9IS3A 38 TIVHS YIMOHS JHL ¥O 'ISd 0-8 LY
3LNNIW ¥3d SNOTIVO 0°Z G330X3 LON TIVHS 3ATYA 31ONIS
¥ A8 Q3TI0H1INOD S1371NO0 ¥3IHLO YO/ANY SAVIHYIMOHS
3HL 17V 40 31vd MO14 G3NISWOD 3HL ‘AYIHYIMOHS

3NO NYHL 3HOW A8 03AY3S S| YIMOHS V NIHM ‘9

L'€0€'¥ NOILO3S
p b NI @314103dS S31VH MO WNWIXYIN IHL HLIM ATdWOD

TIVHS S3UNLXI4 ONISWNTd TV ¥O4 S3LVH MO 3HL 'S

vianv
q

NOILONYLSNOO HLIM
ONIG3300¥d OL HOI¥d LOFLIHONY FHL A8 GIMIAINTY 38
OL SNOILIONOD N33SIFHOSNN HO SIIONILSISNOONI ANV ¥

NVAONOQ

“MHOM 3HL HLIM ONIA33008d
340439 3LIS NO 03131¥3A 38 GINOHS SNOISNIWIA 1TV '€

FHNLOILIHOYY

‘G3LON 3SIMYIHLO SSTINN
‘('s"0°4) 3YNLONYLS 40 30V4 OL 34V SNOISNIWIA TV 2

WOO'HOYYNYAONOQYENY1® a1

6206 YINYO4IT¥O "FOINIA 30V1d OSOHOWNY 2201

"NY3IAOO SNOISNIWIA "SONIMYHA WO¥4 3T¥OS LON Od 'L

S3LON NV1d

8.892.201€




A

133HS

SNOILYAZT3
¥olg3Lx3a

ENINEETS

1202'80°90 3iva

£0-9102
SNIIONY

:103rodd

JOV1d SNTIONVY M 618

16206 VINYOLIT¥O ‘JOINIA
JON3AISTH SNTIONY

WOO'HOYYNYAONOQYENY1® a1
FHNLOILIHOYY
NVAONOQ
vianv

6206 YINYO4IT¥O "FOINIA 30V1d OSOHOWNY 2201

8.892.201€

L [0~} =u¥/L

NOILVA3T3 HLYON

& s

Qs io s
/3N1d 3avie

508

>

(1v02) .00

0F6

44

3009 VI IRSEH ST

008

O IS $ET5OV 065 30 0T

ECCEESIERIZEECE T

L0
\\\\\\\\\\ §EI55V m@mmwdﬁngwm‘%mgdﬁﬂ\ﬁ

z [0} =u¥/L

NOILVATT3 HLNOS

ah 086!

TaW-da>-c06s-610z-d1a  ON 8SED
—  J05 — ‘ON ebeq

Y, LIGIHX3

1202 ‘44 unr ‘wd 2g:g

a3sinay

WSO 6
/3NVd 3avED

F08

ECLEFVAEEN LIE LD le I
JOOY 03307 HSIAA BUTE ™

(1v02) 070

B

e

008

OIS S5OV 3065 90 0L

JOOY ISVOUIVIS 30 dOL

05

ol
@

5OV S0 B0 THETIH T8R0TV

4 &




eV

133HS

SNOILYAZT3
¥olg3Lx3a

ENINEETS

1202'80°90 3iva

SNOISIAZY

£0-9102
SNIIONY

:103rodd

JOV1d SNTIONVY M 618

16206 VINYOLIT¥O ‘JOINIA
JON3AISTH SNTIONY

WOO'HOYYNYAONOQYENY1® a1
FHNLOILIHOYY
NVAONOQ
vianv

6206 YINYO4IT¥O "FOINIA 30V1d OSOHOWNY 2201

8.892.201€

L [0~} =u¥/L
NOILVATT3 1SIM

Tan-dad-c06s-610z-d1a ON FSED

Jo—, "oN ebeq

Y, LIgIHX3

1202 ‘L4 unr ‘wd gg:g

a3singy

0L
b R TRECI R E) (v02).0:0 A
13NV1d 3avaD ECGELENEREEECE T o
& < -® © W
, il 4
IS1-H00 1 HSINI J\
002
[EECTI]

g s &
ERECECNECEN J\
vz
\r oash T3dvgvd 30 doL J\.

Q- rrsmroeT
a 1v0s 008y
J\ ECH 4008 3001 J00¥ 3SVOHIVLS 40 dOL {
4008 03408 ¥04 o5 A
AHOIFH FBYMOTIV STV FO0H 803 THOTEH ITAVIOTIV J\.




€ev

133HS

SNOILYAZT3
¥olg3Lx3a

ENINEETS

1202'80°90 3iva

SNOISIAZY

£0-9102
SNIIONY

:103rodd

JOV1d SNTIONVY M 618

16206 VINYOLIT¥O ‘JOINIA
JON3AISTH SNTIONY

WOO'HOYYNYAONOQYENY1® a1
FHNLOILIHOYY
NVAONOQ
vianv

6206 YINYO4IT¥O "FOINIA 30V1d OSOHOWNY 2201

8.892.201€

W0 =¥/

Ll

NOILVA3T3 1SV3

TaW-da>-06s-610z-d1a ON 9SED
—g  ‘ON @beq

Y, LigIHX3

4202 ‘44 unp ‘wd gg:g

aisiniy

& ool
Wi SATENY 36 1D — (v02).0:0 A
/3Nv1d 30vi0 ECGELENEREEECE T o
: V : : < : g
il 4
R @ TSR @
g
002
[EECTI]
A4
ERECECNECEN J\
A osrr
Q- rorsem sz dy
300930 40T J\.
a Lv0s 008y
J\ EC 30083001 J00¥ 3SVOHIVLS 40 dOL {
05 A
SEFIIV FO0H 803 THOTIH ITAVMOTIV J\.




DAY OF HEARING
SUBMISSIONS

'L



6/16/2021 City of Los Angeles Mail - Reconsideration of June 2 315 6th Ave

Create
Collaborate

Reconsideration of June 2 315 6th Ave

2 messages

® James Williams <james.k.williams@]acity.org>

Citizens Preserving Venice <preservingvenice@gmail.com> Wed, Jun 16, 2021 at 12:15 PM

To: Planning APC West LA <apcwestla@lacity.org>, James Williams <james.k.williams@lacity.org>
Cc: Bill Przylucki <bill@power-la.org>, Robin Rudusill <wildrudi@me.com>

James,

We would like to ask for a reconsideration for the project heard on June 2:

AA-2019-2609-PMLA-SL-1A CEQA: ENV-2019-2613-CE

I know we must ask for it at this meeting today and that it should be done during General Public Comment. Will this do as
an official request or must we do more? Please advise.

Thank you.

Sue

Sue Kaplan, President,
Citizens Preserving Venice

preservingvenice@gmail.org
www.citizenspreservingvenice.org

Citizens Preserving Venice (CPV), a nonprofit 501¢(3), founded as a group dedicated to preserving and protecting the character
and scale of Venice as a Special Coastal Community. We work with the Venice community preserving the history, including
the social, cultural and economic diversity, and protecting affordable housing by promoting healthy growth throughout Venice.

James Williams <james.k.williams@lacity.org> Wed, Jun 16, 2021 at 12:38 PM

To: Citizens Preserving Venice <preservingvenice@gmail.com>
Good day Sue!
I will add this to the day of meeting submissions.

Best regards,

James

James K. Williams

Commission Executive Assistant I
|/ Cultural Heritage Commission

West LA Area Planning Commission

LOS ANGELES
CITY PLANNING

james.k.williams@lacity.org
T: (213) 978-1295

Los Angeles City Planning

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ik=57a42ded38&view=pt&search=all&permthid=thread-f%3A1702752093113294 307 &simpl=msg-f%3A17027520931...
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mailto:preservingvenice@gmail.org
http://www.citizenspreservingvenice.org/
https://planning4la.org/
mailto:james.k.williams@lacity.org

6/16/2021 City of Los Angeles Mail - Reconsideration of June 2 315 6th Ave

200 N. Spring St., Room 272
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Planning4LA.org

[Quoted text hidden]

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ik=57a42ded38&view=pt&search=all&permthid=thread-f%3A1702752093113294307 &simpl=msg-f%3A17027520931... 2/2


https://www.facebook.com/Planning4LA/
https://www.instagram.com/planning4la/
https://twitter.com/Planning4LA
https://www.youtube.com/channel/UChl2PmRhAzUf158o0vZjnHw/videos
https://www.linkedin.com/company/los-angeles-department-of-city-planning

6/16/2021 City of Los Angeles Mail - 815 Angelus Place, Venice, DIR-2019-5903-CDP-MEL-1A Inbox

Connect

Create
e®) coi-vorate Planning APC West LA <apcwestla@lacity.org>

815 Angelus Place, Venice, DIR-2019-5903-CDP-MEL-1A Inbox

1 message

April McKay <aprilmckay@gmail.com> Tue, Jun 15, 2021 at 7:29 PM
To: apcwestla@lacity.org

| am opposed to this proposed project at 815 Angelus Place because it does not fit the mass or scale of 800 Angelus
block. I live across the alley from it on Crestmoore Place and have written a number of opposition letters and emails as it
has climbed its way up the approval ladder. Please deny this project or have them scale it down so it fits in the
neighborhood.

Thanks.
April McKay

https://mail.google.com/mail/b/ALGkdOwpzuroHUjzxHMiHAoDOKgqHCJTExelzb435hNfqyGDsPhxK/u/0?ik=9ee8edc75b&view=pt&search=all&permthid... 1/1
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