AGENDA REPORT

Meeting Date: April 15, 2008

Item Number: F-15

To: Honorable Mayor & City Council

From: Cheryl Friedling, Deputy City Manager

Subject: RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF BEVERLY

HILLS EXPRESSING OPPOSITION TO PROPOSITION 98 AND
SUPPORT FOR PROPOSITION 99
Attachments: 1. Resolution
2. "Proposition 98 — A Planning and Zoning Nightmare”
3. "No on Prop. 88 — The Hidden Agendas Scheme that Threatens
Our Ability to Build Traditional Public Works Such as Schools,
Roads and Highways, and Airports”
4. "“Yes on the Homeowners Protection Acts — No on the Hidden
Agendas Scheme that Threatens Public Safety”
5. Comparison of Prop 98 & Prop 99

INTRODUCTION

Two constitutional amendments will appear on the June electoral ballot:
Proposition 98 and Proposition 99. Proposition 98 is billed as ‘'The Rent Control
Rollback;" Proposition 99 is the counter-initiative billed as ‘The Homeowner
Protection Act.’

DISCUSSION

While billed as rent control and eminent domain reform, Proposition 98 — if
passed — would threaten the ability of local governments to effectively implement
local land use planning, to keep communities safe and to protect the
environment.

More specifically, the Proposition 98 initiative prohibits a public agency from
regulating the use of private property if the regulation ‘transfers an economic
benefit’ from the regulated property owner to another private owner. Nearly ali
traditional land use regulations econcomically benefit some properties while
burdening others. As such, this provision could make unconstitutional all
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regulation of land use, and could severely impact vital public works projects —
including schools, roads, and transit projects.

A variety of broad-based organizations have mobilized in opposition to
Proposition 98 and in support of Proposition 99. These organizations include the
League of California Cities as well as several organizations representing seniors,
homeowners, educators, business, labor, environmentalists and public safety
organizations. These organizations have formed the ‘No 98/Yes 99 campaign.

FISCAL IMPACT

The financial impacts associated with the passage of Proposition 98 are massive.
While it is difficult to evaluate the initiative's broad fiscal consequences, it is clear
that it would result in increased costs to taxpayers, municipalities and other
public agencies if passed by the voters. Costs would increase due to more
expensive property acquisitions, additional litigation and jury awards, and delays
in public works projects, among others.

RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that the City Council express opposition to Proposition 98 and
that the City Council express support for Proposition 99, and that the use of the
City’'s name be authorized for use by the ‘No 98/Yes 99' campaign.

Cheryl Friediing €}

Approved By (
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Resolution



RESOLUTION NO. 08-R-

RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF BEVERLY HILLS
EXPRESSING OPPOSITION TO PROPOSITION 98 AND SUPPORT FOR
PROPOSITION 99

WHEREAS, two constitutional amendment ballot measures, Proposition 98 and
Proposition 99, will appear on California’s June 2008 ballot; and

WHEREAS, Proposition 98 proponents want voters to believe the initiative is about
eminent domain, but in fact the measure will threaten public safety, stymie local land use
planning and impair our ability to protect the environment; and

WHEREAS, language in the initiative will also prohibit the passage of regulations,
ordinances, land use and other zoning laws that enable local government to plan and protect
communities; and

WHEREAS, provisions in the initiative would also preclude the use of eminent domain to
acquire land or water to develop public water projects that are needed to provide our residents,
businesses, and economy with a reliable and safe supply of water; and

WHEREAS, the California Police Chiefs Association opposes the measure because it
threatens their ability to keep communities and the public safe; and

WHEREAS, leading environmental groups warn provisions in the measure would impair
our ability to enact environmental protections such as laws that control greenhouse gas
emissions, preserve open space, protect coastal areas, and regulate development; and

WHEREAS, the No on Proposition 98 and Yes on Proposition 99 campaigns are
represented by the League of California Cities, California State Association of Counties, League
of California Homeowners, California League of Conservation Voters, California Alliance for
Retired Americans and other leading state and local associations who oppose Proposition 98.

Now, therefore, the Council of the City of Beverly Hills hereby resolves as

follows:

Section 1. The City of Beverly Hills opposes Proposition 98 on the June 2008
ballot.

Section 2. The City of Beverly Hills supports Proposition 99 on the June 2008
ballot.

Section 3. The City of Beverly Hills authorizes the use of the City’s name by the
“No on Proposition 98” campaign in opposition to Proposition 98.
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Section 4. The City of Beverly Hills authorizes the use of the City’s name by the
“Yes on Proposition 997 campaign in support of Proposition 99.

Section 5. The City Clerk shall certify to the adoption of the Resolution and shall
cause the Resolution and his certification to be entered in the Book of Resolutions of the Council
of the City.

Adopted:
BARRY BRUCKER
Mayor of the City of
Beverly Hills, California
ATTEST:
(SEAL)
BYRON POPE
City Clerk
APPROVED AS TO FORM: APPROVED AS TO CONTENT:
LAURENCE S. WIENER RODERICK J. WOOD
City Attorney City Manager
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Buried in the definitions of Proposition 98 is a provision that will wreak havoc with local
government planning and zoning decisions. Section 19(c)(3)(iii) of the measure prohibits
laws and regulations that “transfer an economic benefit to one or more private persons at
the expense of the private owner.” This broad language contains no exceptions for
decisions to protect health and safety. Nor does it protect currently existing programs
from attack.

Here are just a few examples.

¢ Downtowns. A local government decision to encourage development of its
downtown could be attacked as creating an economic transfer to the downtown
store owners at the expense of big box outlets that may want to open at the city’s

periphery. But, a decision to permit the opening of a big box outlet could also be
attacked by the downtown merchants as creating an economic transfer to the big
box outlet at their expense.

e Liquor Stores. A local government decision to disallow liquor stores in certain
residential areas could be attacked by the liquor stores as increasing residential

property values at their expense. Buf, a decision to allow a liquor store could be
attacked by the neighbors as transferring an economic benefit to the liquor store at
the expense of their property values.

e New Subdivision. A decision to approve a new subdivision that will increase
traffic significantly could be attacked by local neighbors as transferring an

economic benefit to the developer as the expense of their property values. Bu,
denial of the new subdivision could also be attacked by the developer as a transfer
of economic benefit from it to the neighboring property owners.

e Hillside Protection. A local government decision to restrict development on
steep hillsides could be attacked by the developer as an economic transfer from
the hillside property to protect the views and values of the propertics at the top of

the hill. But, a decision to allow development on the hillside could also be
attacked by the neighbors as an economic transfer to the developer that causes a
reduction in their property values.

Paid for by No 98/Yes 99, Califomians to Stop the Prop 98 Attack on Renters and in Support of Prop 99, the Homeowners Protaction
Act. A committee of seniors, homeowners, taxpayers, renters, educators, business, labor, environmentaiists, local govemment and
public safety, L eague of California Cities (Non-Public Funds) and Califorians for Neighborhood Protection: Yes on Prop 99, No on

Prop 98, a sponsored committes of conservationists and labor
1121 L. Street, Suite 803 — Sacramento, CA 95814 — 916.443.0872
woww. EminentDomainReform.com
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"No on Prop. 98 — The Hidden
Agendas Scheme that Threatens Our
Ability to Build Traditional Public
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EMINENT DOMAIN REFORM NOW
AlA No on Prop. 98 — the Hidden Agendas
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Prop. 98 Makes ALL Property Acquisitions More Complicated and Costly.

Prop. 98 would make major changes to laws governing use of property, including use of eminent domain and
regulation of land use. And, despite proponents claims to the contrary, Prop. 98 would significantly impact
ALL eminent domain acquisitions, even if the property acquired is not transferred to a private party. That
means that countless public works projects — including school, roads, and airports could be impacted.
Here's how:

All property acquisitions will be more expensive. Prop. 98 changes the definition of just compensation to
include the property owner's attorneys fees if the jury awards even $1 more than the public agency's offer. It also
includes elements not currently recognized such as temporary business losses in the calculation of “just
compensation.” Additionally, Prop. 98 "constitutionalizes” relocation expenses, thereby abrogating current
statutory limitations on the type and amount of relocation costs which must be paid. The new definition would
override hundreds of cases decided over the years defining just compensation and make it necessary to have
more frequent recourse to the courts to interpret the meaning of the new constitutional provision. This means
fewer settled cases, more trials and lengthier process.

Acquiring immediate possession of property made more complicated. Under existing law, a public
agency may deposit the estimated just compensation and gain immediate possession of the property. Once the
deposit is withdrawn, the property owner is limited to challenging what constitutes “just compensation.” But under
Prop. 98, the property owner will also be able to challenge whether the public agency has a right to take the
property. This means that it would be possible for a public agency to take immediate possession of the property
and for a court to subsequently rule that the public agency had no underlying right to acquire the propenty at all,
and order the return of the property and damages caused by any demolition or construction that occurred. The
inability or unwillingness of public agencies to risk proceeding on the basis of an order of prejudgment
possession will mean that public projects will take longer to complete and cost more as costs will rise
during the delay.

Balance of power shifted to courts in trials. When a public agency makes findings explaining the need to
exercise eminent domain, those findings are entitled to a strong presumption of validity when chalienged in court.
in addition, the court is limited to reviewing the administrative record that was before the public agency. Prop. 98
changes this balance of power between the legislative and judicial branches of government by removing the
presumption of validity and allowing the property owner to introduce evidence to the court that was not previously
a part of the administrative record before the public agency at the time the decision to acquire the property was
made. These changes will make eminent domain trials more complex, longer, more expensive and more risky for
the condemning agency.

Increases Liability Over Public Works Construction and Expansion Projects

Unrelated to eminent domain, the initiative prohibits a public agency from regulating the use of private property if
the regulation “transfers an economic benefit” from the regulated property owner to another private property
owner. Nearly all traditional land use regulations economically benefit some properties while burdening others.
Read literally, this provision would make unconstitutional virtually all regulation of land use. So, neighbors who
didn't want to have a train station built near their homes could sue saying that because of noise, traffic, eic., the
train station would transfer an economic benefit from them (by loweting property values) to the neighbors of the
site that wasn’t picked.

Paid for by Eminent Domain Reform Now - Protect Our Homes, a committee of homeowners, taxpayers, educators, business, labor,
environmentalists, local government and public safety, League of California Cities (Non-Public Funds) and Californians for Neighborhood
Protection, a sponsored committes of the CA League of Conservation Voters
1121 L. Street, Suite 803 — Sacramento, CA 95814 — 916.443.0872
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Scheme that Threatens Public Safety"
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NO on the Hidden Agendas Scheme that Threatens Public Safety
There is another, dangerous measure headed for the June 2008 Ballot that would threaten the
ability of local police and sheriffs’ departments to address public safety issues in local communities.
Dubbed the “Hidden Agendas Scheme”, this measure would prohibit government from taking over
crime-infested properties (such as drug labs). It also would prohibit the adoption of laws and
regulations that “transfer an economic benefit to one or more private persons at the expense of the
private owner.” Since the courts have ruled that virtually all land-use regulations are likely to
impose costs on the affected party, while transferring economic benefits to another private party,
this prohibition would negatively impact the police powers of government. Shockingly, this
measure contains NO exemption for actions intended to protect the public's health and
safety!

Many times, local police and sheriffs’ departments work with local governments to address public
health and safety problems through regulations before a more serious issue arises. This initiative
would prevent those regulations from being enacted. Local and state governments would have no
power to regulate or take over properties that have become hlighted and crime infested.

The Hidden Agendas Scheme would prevent the enactment of laws and regulations
intended to protect the public’'s health, safety and welfare, including:

* Regulations to limit the operating hours of liquor stores, or bars and nightclubs in residential
areas, even if the bar or nightclub had a history of noise, litter, and loitering.

» Regulations on the number or the types of businesses that are permitted near homes or
schools. For example, a local jurisdiction may want to limit the concentration of liquor stores
in an area because of problems with crime.

® Regulations or actions intended to eliminate the conditions that contribute to crime, such as
revitalizing areas rife with blight, absentee landlords and slums, and acquiring properties that
have a history of criminal activity.

YES on Proposition 99 - The Homeowners Protection Act

Also on the June 2008 ballot is a real eminent domain reform measure that will constitutionally
protect homeowners, without the hidden agendas and adverse consequences of Prop. 98:

v/ Proposition 99 - The Homeowners Protection Act - will prohibit the
government from using eminent domain to take a home to transfer to a
private developer.

Prop. 99 is supported by a broad collation of homeowners, business, labor, cities, counties and

environmentalists who want straightforward eminent domain reform that gets right to the heart of
the infamous Kelo decision.

Paid for by No 98/Yes 99, Californians to Stop the Prop 98 Attack on Renters and in Support of Prop 99, the Homeowners Protection Act. A committee of

seniors, hemsowners, taxpayers, renters, educators, business, labor, environmentalists, local government and public safety, League of California Cities

{Non-Public Funds) and Californians for Neighbothood Protection: Yes on Prop 99, No on Prop 98, a sponsored committee of conservationists and labor
1121 L. Street, Suite 803 — Sacramento, CA 95814 — 916.443.0872



Attachment 5

Comparison of Prop 98 & 99



‘paiapjo Aouae ueyy aJour 1§

uaA2 spreme Aml J1 s39] sAauione 0] syuswied pambar
Sumpnyour ‘sArsuodxd azow Apisea suomismbor Hxadord (B
3[EW [[1A 1BY) STUataImbar mau Fuippe ©, uonesuadurod
1snf, Jo voruIop [eHONMINSTOD sefueyd (6)(q)6] UONOIS

‘sjoaioxd *s100foad 1010 pue so8puiq ‘speos ‘sjooyos oy s1oelord SLOAroAd SSA0M
Iaqio pur sa3pLiq ‘speod ‘sjooyds o1] sxFom orqnd syprom o1[gnd [euoIpRD 10T SAR[ID SSTED PUR $1S0D OI'TdNd 'TYNOLLIAVYIL
[euonipen 10y suonsmbor juul 1o o5uryd 10U S0 4 IAedxe) aseazsur [Tim e suorsiaoad sapnpour 8¢ “doig HO4 NIVINOA ININIINA
*Aoueno) JO SUOTIPUIILIY) Swpiedar suonoaioly O
“J1un Jo mo sisjual Suroso] 03 Jotid Jusuraiinbox
sonou Aep-(39 se gous ‘spouad sonou jueua], O
‘ssodap e Jo wmas Suruieaod smej O
Buaipnaurt ‘sme] toponold jueny MeUId AN (M 86
“do1g ‘A112A0d pUE MBT TO I WINSIA 0} SuIpIoosy SAMVTINOILDALOYd
“SOIIIUR] SWIONT INVNAL ANV
-MO0] 0} S[qEPIOLJE 2q O} SN JO JAQUINY UIRLIS B annbar ONISNOH A TavVAdOAdV
syuataninboz Suisnoy s[qepiogye 1o pue ety syuawroxnbal SUISnoy ATBUOISH[IUT JJBPI[RAYI [[I4 86 NO LIOVJII
suonoxold jueusy gym Foyeap sme| 01 SSUBYD ON "do1g ‘A1r0A0d pUE mET UO U2 WIS 0} SUIPIOdsY
WA 1uasa1dal Jel) SUOHBIOOSSE
pue Srumo usuniedes pue SwE0y S[IgoUr WL
-$00UBIIPIO satm0d g4 "doid ATienb o1 Supuny Jo 948 URY) IO TONINOD INTYH
JO SMET [OTITOD JUAI [B20] JO 3)R)S 0) SaBURd ON o “RIIOJITE) UL SMB] [ONUOD JU2I YSI[OqR pnom gg *doid
: INTNJOTIATA
sonradoad ALV 1
‘Avred ojearid 01 00UBA2ATOD J0] SOUHOY [BIoISUNUOD pue sewroy Surpnjour ‘Ayred ajeanid 0] £3AU00 Ald
pardnaso-Taumo Surye; wo uoniqigoid puonINSIO) 4 0] Aradoad Aue Surye; nqrgosd o1 asn onqnd,, ssuyapay HOA NIVWO LNINTINA
(39V U01)99)0.1J JUAM0IWO Jeq[[oy [0U0) JUI i

66 ‘doxg

g6 "doag

(3oV uondd)01g PUMWOH) 66 'dOUd ¥ (19eqII0Y [01U0)) JUY) 86 'dOUd A0 NOSIIVIINOD




*SUOIIBIMET JO SME [RJUIUIOIATS 0} Sa3URYD ON

" S1Jauaq JTUIOU0dd IAJSUE),

1e1]) SUoTje[NIaI pue sme| Yons SEqIFodd Imno g6
uonisodoid ‘(so8eurep omuouoss pasned jey) SUOTRING2T
10} vonesuadwos pannbai Yorgm) (g tonrsodord oxmun)

« 06 uonisodoag pip uey)
suop2910ad [BJUIUIUOIIAUD JO SSE[ 13proaq v aeduon
0} saeadde,, g "doig 1T} suTem os[e SISATenE fe3a] MINS

* JUSMIUOIIAUA 31 32330.4d 03 samorod

PUE SME[ MaU Jo uondope 3] se [[am se suonem3al
(eI UOIANS SUPSIX? AUBWI JO JUIUIIIIOID

a1 JuaAaad o) PINIISUOD AIPeOIq 9 PNoAL

(2anyenyIuT 31) JRY) " HYSLI [EIUE)SQNS € ST 2131,
‘sisATene 10312quisp 29 AJBUIN “Angs aq) 03 SwpIoosy
"ST0199101d [EIUSUOCITIATS pue Juroue]d asn-pue] Jeso]
TO 20ARY Yealm PInom pue me] funsixa safueyos g4 ‘doig

NOLILVINDTA
HSN-ANVI

NV SNOLLDA.LOMd
TVININNOIIANA
NO LOVdJdII

‘s3ure) AlojeIndar Sulpunolms smef 01 $o5uerD oN

« " "SHONEINSAI ST PUR] PUE [EIUIUTUOIIAUD JO )SOY

© B J3LNSAT 0) M J21dI3)ul PInod 1IN0 € ‘seae JuedIudis

[8.I3A3S UI SNONSIQqUIE SI JAT)IBNIU] Y} Y3noyje
‘A[durp100oVy ~uostad nuarrd auwos 0) JJIUIQ HTWOUWOID
ue sap1aoad wonjendaa v Apreau,, “10310quIap

% A[BYIN 2IYS “SUIIT] ME] [BIUSWITOITAUS SUIpes]

§,2111§ 311 JO U0 AQ PRONPU0D SISA[EUR UR 0) SUIPIOOOY

- Aaumo Qado.d oy

J0 asuadxa ayg v suosdad apwardd a.40ut 40 5O 0f Jifouag
DIUOU0DD wBfStp.4] 0F 43P0 Ut SIS Apaado.d pajp1oossy
40 dptadoad fpas paumo Apappatad fo asn 10 Aoundnooo
‘drys.asumo a2y Jo voypindad,, snqruoid (£)(q)e] wOnoeg

-fyxodoad feas Jo
asn Funen3ai suonoe Aoremdor urenos yqyosd pynom
101} S25URTD [RUOHNINSTOD MU JI8 JATIRTIMI JO UOTIIIS

SnoRIUap Wi poLing ‘syusuoddo Aq surerd 03 Arenuo))

SNOISIAO¥Md
SONIMVL AHOLVINOAA

(39V 101132101 J2UMOIWOH)
66 "doag

CroeqIoy [0U0) JUdyY)
86 "doag

SNOISIAOHJ




eI

22§ pasodoig UOBUIIRIUOD [BJUSWUOIIATD AP
01 pue {AouaZIowrs ue 01 2suodsal {AATOR [RTTUILLD
pareados pue snotres Surjuaaaid ‘AyeTes pue qiesy
orpqnd 109101d 0} UTEOP JUSUTIHS JO 98N 3T sy
sFenfue] SUONOLISI UTBWIOP JusumuR 0} suonduroxs
Kyares pue qiesy arqnd oroads surermos g6 ‘doig

“AjaTes
pue meay orqnd pay0xd 01 AIpiqe saarasard amseay

‘g6 uontsodoI Jepun pejiquyord

Pa[nI 3G P[NOO {SO5SOUISRY 9JBSUN IO J]qBIISIPTN

WOIJ SJUSPISaI 102101d 0 SUCISIDap SUTIOZ 10 ‘sEale oJesun
1 Supiing wo SHONOLISAI B YOTS) SUOISIOP SSN-Pue |

‘Apafvs pup yyvay 102104d 01 vy SUOYOD
L0f suondasxa ou wieyunoo (€)1 q)g [ uonoag o3 safuey)

SNOILLdIWHAXT ALAAVS
ANV HL'IVHH OI'Id0d

‘102foad sspzom oTpqnd JeUONIPRT IO AUR
Jo g199(01d m1em oTiqnd To J0vdwnr ou pue 93uerd ON

‘s1oofloxd

Jem o1iqnd 10§ suonsmbor L1odosd yqmord pmnom

86 "do1d °, §20IN0$] [RIYEY JO UondINsSuoD, Y3 ATOAUL
102lo1d 1o1eMm 1IN © JO SJUSWR[R [[E A[[ENMIA 20UIS

(‘pappe siseyduryg) (1aumo
aeald o) Aq opew jei) Se osn IB[MUIS Aj[eniue}sqns
B IO JWIBS 2} IOY 40 S204n0S24 [pimvu Jo uonduinsuoos

" ayy aof fousdv oygnd v 03 spySie Quadosd poaymidossp

20 dpadosd aazed Jo asn 4o Dupdniso ‘duysiausio
Jo Jafsupag Surpnjour se , asn syeand,, sougep ((e) Q)61
nopoos posodorg osn oreatxd, Jor Auodoid meand
Jo Suryer o suquyord wontunsuod oy Jo (B)6] U0N00G
0} juowpusure pasodord s.gg -doig oasneosaq sgeyL

« Poundaauod

pup 2801018 121pm 230funs fo puawdoaasp ampnf yooyq,,
PInod g4 "do1g surem TONRINOSSY SIOMOID) WINSOM ST

., 210 Supyurip uvap ‘afbs fo fiddns
2ipnbapy up 2.4nsi2 0 pasu am §102{04d 431DM L2110 pup
UNPONAISDA{UL 2yl PIRG O S140ff3 [Ip43p,, PINOI 8¢ "doig

surem sorouaSy Idjep BITIOJITE)) JO HONRIDOSSY YL
‘spaford 1o1em D77gnd dojaasp 01 1a1em pue pue] annboe
01 U[RWIOP 1UoUNND Jo asn o nqnjord pnom ge doig

SLOArodd
YHLVA NO LOVAII

(3oV u01122)01 IDUMOIWOY)
66 ‘doad

(Opeqoy [03u0) JUY)
g6 ‘doag

SNOISIAOHUJ




LU0 LU UELUO LIS M
ZI80°€PY 916 — 71856 VO 'OjusUBIORS — £08 SUNS '19NS 11 LT
Jogiej pue SiSIuoliBAISSUCD JO S80S palostods e ‘g doud
L0 ON ‘g6 doid UO S8 (UOHOSI0I4 pooLIoquBiBN 10 SUILIONRD) pue (Spund Jgng-uoN) senin eiwoles o anbesT ‘Asles oiqnd pue Jusluiierob (20| ‘SISHEIUSWIUCIAUS 10q€] ‘SSBUISN] ‘SI0]BONDS
‘slejual ‘sisAedxe] ‘SIoUMOBLIDY ‘SIIUSS JO SRIIILILIOD Y 10V LOROBI0)d SISUMOSLIOH sy ‘66 doid Jo Loddng i pue sisjuay uo ¥oeny g6 doid oy doig 0] SUBRLIONIE) ‘66 SOA/86 ON A Jot pied

‘pdedRA SI JUN

UDYM POYSIOge SU0102101d 010D U PUB SME] JOLUOD

jua1 arny o3 Ajdde [onuod jusI SUTySIoqe SUOISIACI]
"SME[ 2INNJ Se [[oM se ‘suone[ngal pur sme] ON[ISTXH NOILLVOI'lddV
"SUONOR UIBWIOP JUaUIIS 21Ny 0} sorddy o 03 A1dde pnoo gg doig w suorsiaoid sfuryey Axojenay J0 ONINIL
LOTIVE ANVS NO
HTANSVIIN JHHLO HLIIAM
‘PAGIING 9q P[nom g6 vomsodolg ENGA DNITVAA SNOISIAOUd

‘26 "do1g ueq: sajoa 250w Jim ssed g6 ‘doid pinoqS

‘Kouafe orpqnd ot 03 poIIasaId IDAIU SeMm JET) Sa5ED INHINNITAOD
1IN09 U AWAPIAD MU JO Hoanponul ayy Fummuaiad HO SHHONVIA
(q) pur “1nod uy pofud[eyYd 21 sosed woUYMm surpassord AALLVISIOA1
UFRLUOP JUIUIS [[2 UI SUOLRIaqI2P SALE[SI3S] ANV AYVIOIanr
STTSUUIAA0S [200] 21 2I0UST A[[RIJULSSY SJNOD NAAM LA YAMOd O
e} Sunepuew (B) 1AqQ SHNOD ST} 0) SATPOQ AATIBSISA] AINVIVE OL STONVHD

“1amod JO oouRTeq 0} SO3URYD ON u pa10al2 Aq[eoo] oy ramod Igs pmoa g6 "doig

(3o u0129)01] JUMOIWOH) (ppeqoy [011U0)) JUIY) ;
: SNOISIAOUd
66 'doag 86 "doig




