CITY OF SAND CITY SUCCESSOR AGENCY
Oversight Board Meeting
Agenda for June 3, 2013

3:00 p.m., Monday, June 3, 2013,
City Hall, Council Chambers, 1 Sylvan Park, Sand City, CA 93955

AGENDA ITEMS:
I CALL TO ORDER
Z. ROLL CALL & ESTABLISHMENT OF QUOROM

John McPherson, Monterey County Office of Education

Jane Parker, Monterey County Board of Supervisors

Monterey County Board of Supervisors-Public Member (Vacant)
Stephen Ma, Monterey Peninsula College

Linda Scholink, City of Sand City Successor Agency

Steve Matarazzo, City of Sand City Successor Agency

Jayanti Addleman, Monterey County Libraries

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

COMMUNICATIONS FROM THE FLOOR: At this time, any person may comment on
any item which is not on the agenda. Please state your name and address for the record.
Action will not be taken on an item that is not on the agenda. If it requires action, it will
be referred to staff and/or placed on the next agenda. In order that all interested parties
have an opportunity to speak, please limit comments to a maximum of three (3) minutes.
Any member of the public may comment on any matter listed on this agenda at the time
the matter is being considered by the Board.

BOARD MEMBER COMMENTS: Board Members may ask a question for clarification;
make a brief report or announcement on his/her activities. Board members may provide a
referral to Staff or other resources for factual information, or direct Staff to agendize a
matter of business on a future agenda. Any item not listed on the Agenda after the posting
of the Agenda and that must be acted upon (2/3rds vote required to place on agenda) prior
to the next Board meeting may be addressed at this time. (G.C. 54954.2)

ACTION/ DISCUSSION ITEMS

A. Consideration of Oversight Board RESOLUTION Approving the Oversight
Board Minutes of May 6, 2013

B Status Report and Update on Department of Finance Other Funds Due Diligence
Review

. Update regarding Claims by the Local Educational Agencies (LEAs) regarding

D

Pass-through Payment Obligations of the Successor Agency (SA)
Consideration of State Controller’s Office (SCO) Other Funds Asset Transfer Due
Diligence Review



CITY OF SAND CITY SUCCESSOR AGENCY
Oversight Board Meeting Agenda for June 3, 2013

REQUEST FROM BOARD MEMBERS FOR FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS

ADJOURNMENT:

Next Scheduled Oversight Board Meeting:
Monday, July 1, 2013
3:00 P.M.
Sand City Council Chambers
1 Sylvan Park, Sand City

ALL MEETINGS ARE OPEN TO THE PUBLIC. The City of Sand City does not discriminate against
persons with disabilities. City Hall and the Council Chambers are accessible facilities. Any
person with a disability who requires a modification or accommodation to be able to participate
in this meeting is asked to contact the office of the City Clerk at (831) 394-3054 no fewer than
two business davs prior to the meeting to allow for reasonable arrangements.




AGENDA ITEM 6A

SAND CITY SUCCESSOR AGENCY OVERSIGHT BOARD

RESOLUTION OB , 2013

RESOLUTION OF THE OVERSIGHT BOARD FOR THE SAND CITY SUCCESSOR
AGENCY APPROVING THE OVERSIGHT BOARD MEETING MINUTES OF
MAY 6, 2013

WHEREAS, the Oversight Board at its regular meeting of June 3. 2013 reviewed the Oversight
Board draft meeting minutes of May 6, 2013; and

WHEREAS, based on its review of said minutes, the Oversight Board finds the draft minutes to
be an accurate summary of the major points and actions taken during the meeting of May 6, 2013.

NOW, THEREFORE, THE OVERSIGHT BOARD hereby finds the subject minutes to be
adequate and they are hereby approved as the approved meeting minutes of May 6, 2013.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Sand City Successor Agency Oversight Board on this 3™ day of
June, 2013 by the following vote:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTAIN:
APPROVED:
John McPherson, Board Chair
ATTEST:

Connie Horca, Board Secretary
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CITY OF SAND CITY SUCCESSOR AGENCY
Oversight Board Meeting Minutes
May 6, 2013

The meeting was called to order by Chair McPherson at 3:00 P.M.

AGENDA ITEM 2, ROLL CALL & ESTABLISHMENT OF QUOROM
John McPherson, Monterey County Office of Education
Jane Parker, Monterey County Board of Supervisors
Monterey County Board of Supervisors-Public Member (Vacant)
Stephen Ma, Monterey Peninsula College
Linda Scholink, City of Sand City Successor Agency

Steve Matarazzo, City of Sand City Successor Agency
Jayanti Addleman, Monterey County Libraries

AGENDA ITEM 3, PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The pledge of allegiance was led by Board Member Scholink.

AGENDA ITEM 4, COMMUNICATIONS FROM THE FLOOR
3:01 P.M. Floor opened for Public Comment.
There was no comment from the Public.
3:01 P.M. Floor closed to Public Comment.
AGENDA ITEM 5, BOARD MEMBER COMMENTS

There were no comments from the Board.

AGENDA ITEM 6, ACTION/ DISCUSSION ITEMS

A. Consideration of Oversight Board Resolution approving the Oversight

Board Minutes of February 4, 2013

Board Member Parker requested that the last sentence of Agenda item 6E of
the February 4, 2013 Oversight Board Minutes referencing the tax sharing

agreement be removed.

Motion to approve the Oversight Board Resolution as amended, approving
the Amended Oversight Board Minutes of February 4, 2013 was made by
Board Member Matarazzo, seconded by Board Member McPherson. AYES:
Board Members McPherson, Parker, Ma, Scholink, Matarazzo, Addleman.
NOES: None. ABSENT: None. ABSTAIN None. Motion carried.

May 6, 2013 Oversight Board Meeting Minutes
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B. Consideration of Oversight Board Resolution approving the Oversight
Board Minutes of April 8, 2013

Board Member Parker commented on Agenda Item 6C that referenced that a
decision regarding the transfer of assets, and that it be discussed at a future
Board meeting.

Motion to approve the Oversight Board Resolution approving the Oversight
Board minutes of April 8, 2013 was made by Board Member Parker,
seconded by Board Member Matarazzo. AYES: Board Members McPherson,
Parker, Ma, Scholink, Matarazzo, Addleman. NOES: None. ABSENT: None.
ABSTAIN: None. Motion carried.

C 1) Discussion regarding Conference Call with Department of Finance
(DOF) on $130,000 Contingent Liability Payment on ROPS 13-14A

Board Member Matarazzo reported that a conference call was held with
Successor Agency Attorney Jim Heisinger, Board Member McPherson, and
four members of the Department of Finance (DOF). DOF expressed that they
do not pay out for items termed, ‘contingent liabilities’. They suggested that
this issue be resolved so that an amount can be placed on the ROPS as a
payable for future tax increment. Chair McPherson added that DOF was
cordial and informative, and clarified that past obligations are legitimate. The
Board will need to come to a resolution of what the payments are so that an
amount can be placed on a future ROPS.

2) Presentation by Monterey Peninsula Unified School District (MPUSD)
Counsel, Clarissa Canady, regarding MPUSD Legal Opinion on Claim
against Successor Agency

MPUSD Legal Counsel, Clarissa Canady introduced Darrin Watters
representing the Dolinka Group, and distributed a letter containing Counsel’s
legal Interpretation of the Cooperative Agreements. Darrin Watters from the
Dolinka Group summarized the issues regarding engagement of his firm to
research any discrepancy in an audit of Property Tax payments from the
County. The 2% payment is an obligation of the Successor Agency regardless
of the time it is requested, and is the responsibility of the Agency to make
those payments to the Local Taxing Entities (LEAs). The LEA’s have
expressed that the pass-through payments have been accruing over time
awaiting the request.

At the request of Board Member McPherson, Mr. Watters summarized
Dolinka’s interpretation of the amounts due to the LEAs. The amount due to
the Monterey County Office of Education (MCOE) is allegedly $42,358,
Monterey Peninsula Unified School District (MPUSD) is $1.4 million, and
Monterey Peninsula College (MPC) is $150,000.
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Legal Counsel, Clarissa Canady, referred to Section 3.2 of the MPUSD
Cooperative Agreement, and commented that there is no time frame for the
District to make the request, nor a time frame associated with how long the
former Redevelopment Agency, now the Successor Agency (SA) would hold
those monies. The lose it or use it concept is not reflected in clear language of
those provisions.

Successor Agency Counsel Jim Heisinger commented that the Successor
Agency disagrees with Ms. Canady’s interpretation. He reiterated that it is the
first time he has heard Mr. Watters comment regarding a conscious decision
made to allow the money to accrue in an account until there was sufficient
money to do a project. He suggested that it would be helpful to see Board
minutes or Administrative memo’s from MPUSD referencing Mr. Watters'’
comment.

Legal Counsel Clarissa Canady commented that in dealing with contract
interpretation, the contract controls the intent of the parties.

Board Member Ma commented that on behalf of MPC, he would like to
resolve this issue and find a resolution outside of court.

3:24 P.M. Floor opened to Public Comment.

MPUSD Associate Superintendent Dan Albert commented that the District
understands that the request is for a large amount of money; however, the
District does have facilities that need these funds, and is willing to work with
the Successor Agency to come to some form of resolution.

MCOE Representative Gary Boussum added that they have an interest in
working out some form of settlement with the City.

3:27 P.M. Floor closed to Public Comment.

There was Board discussion regarding a future course of action in resolving

the amounts due to the LEAs. Successor Agency Attorney Jim Heisinger
commented that the Successor Agency would need to decide if they would
like to place all or part of the amount on the next ROPS. The LEA’s and the
Successor Agency would need to meet and decide on that amount.

D. Review of Funds Received from Recognized Obligations Payment
Schedule (ROPS )

Board Member Scholink commented that at a previous meeting, the Board
requested to see payments received from the Recognized Obligations
Payment Schedule (ROPS 1) for the period of January 2012 through June
2012. The spreadsheet in the agenda packet itemizes the amounts requested,
Property Tax received and not received, as well as pass-through payments.
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E. Status Report and Update on Department of Finance Other Funds Due
Diligence Review

Board Member Matarazzo reported that the Other Funds Due Diligence
Review was the report in which the Department of Finance (DOF) had
requested $2.235 million be returned based on the December audit. Staff
requested a “meet and confer” and the Department of Finance has 75 days to
respond to the request. There has been no communication from DOF
regarding the request.

AGENDA ITEM 7, REQUEST FROM BOARD MEMBERS FOR FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS

Future agenda items would include a Staff report from the Successor Agency
regarding double entry accounting related to the Due Diligence Review, and
an update on the LEAs claim with the Successor Agency.

AGENDA ITEM 8, ADJOURNMENT

Motion to adjourn the Oversight Board Meeting was made by Board Member Scholink,
seconded by Board Member Ma, to the next scheduled Oversight Board Meeting on
Monday, June 3, 2013 at 3:00 P.M. There was unanimous consensus of the Board to adjourn
the meeting at 3:49 P.M.

Connie Horca, Board Secretary
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AGENDA ITEM 6C

Oversight Board to the Sand City Successor Agency

staff memorandum
DATE: May 29, 2013 (For Oversight Board Meeting of June 3, 2013)
TO: Sand City Oversight Board

FROM: Steve Matarazzo, Staff ﬁ(’

SUBJECT:  Update: Claims by the Local Educational Agencies (LEAs) Regarding Pass-through
Payment Obligations of the Successor Agency (SA)

BACKGROUND

The letter of the Dolinka Group, dated March 14, 2013, summarizing the Local Educational
Agencies ( LEAs) claims against theSuccessor Agency (SA) is attached for the Oversight Board’s
information. The letter states, based on the LEA’s pass-through agreements interpretation, that the
SA owes back payment of pass-throughs to the LEAs in the amount of $1,582,989. This potential
obligation was calculated going back in time to the inception of the former redevelopment agency
(1987). Page 2 of the letter also illustrates what could be owed to the LEAs based on a statute of
limitations; that amount is $506,368. The letter further implies that the Successor Agency agreed
to the $506,368, which is not the case. The statute of limitations argument was discussed at a
meeting with school representatives, Dolinka, SA staff and the SA property tax consultant, but no
conclusion was given at that time.

On May 21, 2013, the Successor Agency board met in closed session to discuss the claims made by
Monterey Peninsula College (MPC), the Monterey County Office of Education (MCOE) and the
Monterey Peninsula Unified School District (MPUSD) and concluded that more legal research was
required before attempting to resolve this matter with the LEAs. Representatives of the LEAs have
stated they are willing to enter into settlement discussions with the SA on this matter.

CONCLUSION

The SA staff is requesting further legal research from its outside counsel, Best, Best and Krieger,
prior to making a recommendation to its Board. It is therefore RECOMMENDED that this matter
be continued for a further update to the Oversight Board on July 1, 2013.

ATTACHMENT: Letter of Dolinka Group, March 14, 2013
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CITY OF SAND cry
To:  David Ngo, Department of Finance MAR 15 2013
From: Darrin Watters, Dolinka Group, LLC. RECEIVED

Date: March 14, 2013

RE: Sand City ROPS 13-14A, Line Item 17 — Contingency Payments: $130,000

Background:

On July 14, 1987, the Monterey Peninsula College ("MPC") entered into a pass-through
agreement (Attachment 1) with the Sand City Redevelopment Agency ("RDA"). Section
3.1 of MPC’s agreement entitles MPC to facility pass-through payments:

"Upon the request of the School District, the Agency shall provide, as a minimum
an amount equal to the projected portion of the tax revenues generated by the
incremental two percent (2%) increase in the base year assessed valuation of
the property within the redevelopment area during the period of the project,
including any amendment.”

On August 3, 1987, the Monterey Peninsula Unified School District ("MPUSD") entered
into a similar pass-through agreement (Attachment 2) with the RDA. Identical to the
language in MPC's agreement, Section 3.2 of MPUSD's agreement entities MPUSD to
similar payments.

The Monterey County Office of Education ("MCOE") did not enter into a pass-through
agreement with the RDA, but is entitled to inflationary pass-through payments pursuant
to the former Health and Safety Code ("HSC") 33676, and SB 211 payments pursuant to
HSC 33607.7.

Pass-Through Payment Audit:

In 2010, MPC, MPUSD, and MCOE ("LEAs") hired Dolinka Group, a redevelopment
consultant, to audit their redevelopment pass-through payments. The audit results
indicated that MPC and MPUSD have never been paid for the RDA pass-through
agreements, but did receive a few small payments from the Auditor-Controller in
2009/2010 and 2010/2011, which do not appear to be pass-through agreement
payments. MCOE has never been paid inflationary payments, but had received one
year of SB 211 payments (Attachment 3). MPC, MPUSD, and MCOE sent demand
letters addressing the pass-through payments to the RDA in January 2012, prior to the
RDA'’s dissolution (Attachment 4).

Meeting with Successor Agency:

On February 28, 2013, the Successor Agency met with MPC, MCOE and Dolinka Group
on behalf of the LEAs to discuss the pass-through payments. MPC and MPUSD
interpret their agreements differently than the Successor Agency interprets the
agreements. It is MPC and MPUSD’s interpretation that once the pass-through
payments are requested, the 2% payments will be paid in full, from the execution of the
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March 14, 2013
Sand City ROPS 13-14A, Line item 17 — Contingency Payments: $130,000
Page 2

contract. It is the Successor Agency's interpretation that once the pass-through
payments are requested, only the current year's 2% payments will be paid, and each
year thereafter MPC and MPUSD will receive the annual 2% payments. The Successor
Agency believes that four years' worth of 2% payments is more reasonable based on
their interpretation of the statute of limitations. Because the LEAs and the Successor
Agency have not yet determined which interpretation will guide the amounis due to the
LEAs, the following table shows the pass-through payments associated with each

interpretation:
LEA's Successor Agency 's
LEA Interpretation Interpretation
MPC $ 150,148 $ 46,741
MPUSD $ 1,390.483 $ 432,949
MCOE $ 42,358 $ 26,677
Total $ 1582989 $ 506,368

$130.000 Contingency Payment:

The LEAs and the Successor Agency are currently reviewing their interpretations with
their legal counsels. The $130,000 contingency payment was included on the
Recognized Obligation Payment Schedule ("ROPS") as a good-faith down payment for
the LEAs. The $130,000 is significantly less than the dollars potentially owed to the
LEAs for either the LEA's interpretation or the Successor Agency’s interpretation. Once
the LEAs and the Successor Agency agree on the appropriate dollar amount, the
remaining payment to the LEAs will be trued up and placed on the future ROPS.

If you have any additional questions, please do not hesitate to contact me at 949-250-8319.

Thank you,

W ———

Darrin Watters
Executive Director, Dolinka Group, LLC.

26 PACIFICA, SUITE 500, IRVINE, CA 92618 T545.250.8300 F949.250.8301 WWW DOLINKAGROUP.COM
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AGREEMENT FOR COOPERATION BETWEEN
THE MORTEREY PENINSULA COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICT,
TRE REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY FOR THE CITY OF SAND CITY
ARD THE CITY OF SANWD CITY

1. PARTIES & DATE

1.1 This Agreement entered into in the City of Sand City, County of
Monterey, State of California, this 14 day of JULY , 1987, between the
Monterey Peninsula Community College District, a Public Agency (School
District), and the Redevelopment Agency for the City of Sand City, a Public Body
(Agency), and the City of Sand City, a Municipal Corporation (City).

2. RECITALS

2.1 Agency 1is proposing to undertake a program under the California
Community Redevelopment Law (Health and Safety code Section 33000 et, seq. )
replanning and redesign of blighted areas within the City which are stagnant,
improperly utilized, and unproductive because of defective or inadequate street
layout, faulty 1lot layout in relation to size, shape, accessibility, or use-
fulness, or for other causes and because the area requires replanning for recla-
mation or development in the interest of the general welfare because of various
reasons.

9.2 The School District is in receipt of Ordinance No. _87-6 , adopted by
the City Council of the City of Sand City, Califormia, on JULY 20 , 1987,

authorizing the redevelopment of an area within the territorial limits of the
Ccity of Sand City Redevelopment Agency for the City of Sand City.

2.3 The Redevelopment Agency for the City of Sand City has found and
declared that there exists in the City of Sand City blight areas which are
characterized by one or more of those coanditions set forth in Sections 33031 and
33032, causing a reduction of, or lack of, proper utilization of the area to
such an extent that it comnstitutes a serious physical, social and economic bur-
den on the community which cannot reasonably be expected to be reversed or alle-—

viated by private enterprise acting alone.

2.4 As defined in Section 33353.2, the School District is an affected
taxing entity which had bonded indebtedness and general purpose property taxes
levied on its behalf by the County of Monterey of all of the property located in
the proposed Redevelopment Project Area in fiscal year 1986-1987.

2.5 The California Community Redevelopment Law authorized redevelopment
agencies to pay to aay taxing agency with territory located within a project
area other than the community which has adopted the project, any amounis of
money which in the agency determination is appropriate to alleviate any finan-
cial burden or detriment caused to any taxing) agency by a redevelopment project.

o EXHIBIT &
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2.6 School District and Agency wish to enter a Cooperative Agreement
between rhemselves to provide mutual aid and assistance in the redevelopment,
development, and physical improvements in certain areas inside or outside the
Project Area and Agency and School District have a common interest in and wish
to Ffacilitate redevelopment and to provide for the cooperation of School
District and Agency in carrying out the redevelopment agtivities, goals and
objectives set forth in the Redevelopment Plan.

Row therefore in consideration of the foregoing and the mutual promises and
covenants contained herein, the parties hereto agree as follows:

3. AGREEMENT

3.1 Upon the request of the School District the Agency shall provide as a
minimum an amount equal to the projected portion of the tax revenues generated
by the incremental two percent (2%Z) increase in the base year assessed valuation
of the property within the redevelopment area during the period of the project,
including any amendments.

3.2 The City and Agency agrees to assist the School District by providing
meeting and classroom space within the existing City Hall and or the proposed
police and fire facility for the use of the School District. Said use to allow
the School District to conduct classes, forums, lectures and other related
Srhool District activities within the City.

Both parties mutually agree to meet to determine a time schedule for the
providing of the space and the times said space will be made available,

3.3 The School District to have the option as early as the fifth year from
adoption of the Redevelopment Plan to open negotiations with the Agency to
review and discuss fEiscal detriment the plan may have caused and both parties
agree to negotiate in good faith mitigation, measures to eliviate said fiscal
detriment.

3.4 Agreement shall be binding and considered in force only if mutually
agreed upon by Agency and School District.
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CITY OF SAND CITY

MONTEREY INSULA COLLEGE DISTRICI

ATTEST:

Gniba N falbusn

SECRETARY
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~_AEEMENT FOR COOPERATION BETWEEN
THE MONTEREY PENINSULA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT,
T}IEREDEVELDPMBVTAGE\CYHRMCITYCFSP&DCITY
AND THE CITY OF SAND CITY

1. PARTIES & DATE

1.1 This agreement entered into in the City of Sand City, County Monterey,
State of California, this 3rd day of _ AUGUST , 1987, between the
Monterey Peninsula Unified School District, a Public Agency (School District),
and the Redevelopment Agency for the City of Sand City, a Public Body {Agency) .

2. RECITALS

2.1 Agencv is proposing to undertake a proaram under the California
Community Redevelopment Law (Health and Safety code Section 33000 et. seq.)
replannina and redesign of blighted areas within the City which are stagnant,
improperly atilized, and unproductive because of defective or inadequate street
layout, faulty lot lavout in relation to size, shape, accessibility, or use-

* fulness, or for other causes and because the area requires replanning for recla-
mation or development in the interest of the general welfare because of various
reasons.

2.2 The School District is in receipt of Ordinance No. 87-6 , adopted bv
the City Council of the City of Sand City, California, on JULY 20 . 1987,
authorizing the redevelopment of an area within the territorial limits of the
City of Sand City Redevelopment Agency for the City of Sand City.

2.3 The Redevelopment Agency for the City of Sand City has found and
declared that there exists in the City of Sand City blight areas which are
characterized by one or more of +hose conditions set forth in Sections 33031 and
33032, causing a reduction of, or lack of, proper utilization of the area to
such an extent that it constitutes a serious physical, social and economic bur-
den on the community which cannot reasonably be expected to be reversed or alle-
viated bv private enterprise acting alone.

2.4 As defined in Section 33353.2, the School District is an affected
taxing entitv which had bonded indebtedness and general purpose property taxes
levied on its behalf by the County of Monterey of all the property located in
the proposed Redevelopment Project Area in fiscal year 1987-1988.

2.5 The California Community Redevelopment Law authorized redevelopment
agencies to pay to any taxing agency with territory located within a project
area other than the community which has adopted the project, any amounts of
money which in the agency determination is appropriate to alleviate anv finan-
cial burden or detriment caused to anyv taxing agency by a redevelopment project.

-1- EXHIBIT_ _ &
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2.6 School District and Agency wish to enter a Cooperative Agreement
between themselves to provide mutual aid and assistance in the redevelopment,
development, and physical improvements in certain areas inside or outside the
Project Area through the rehabilitation, construction, purchase or reconstruc-
tion of permanent or portable public school facilities and Agency and School
District have a common interest in and wish to facilitate redevelopment and to
provide for the cooperation of School District and Agency in carrying out the
redevelopment acrivities, goais and objectives set forth in the Redevelopment
Plan.

Now theréfore in consideration of the foregoing and the mutual promises and
covenants contained herein, the parties hereto agree as follows:

I AGREEMENT

3.1 Agency and School District agree to negotiate the use of proceeds of
taxes attributable to that area within the territorial limits of the School
District resulting from an increase in the assessed valuation of the Project
Area over the base year which would have otherwise been levied upon taxable pro-
perty in the Project Area by or for the benefit of the School District and which
are allocated to Agency pursuant to Section 33670 (b) (Tax Increment).

3.2 Upon the request of the School Distriect the Agency shall provide as a
minimum, an amount equal to the projected portion of the tax revenues generated
by the incremental two percent (2%) increase in the base year assessed valuation
of the property within the redevelopment area during the peried of the project,
including any amendments,

3.3 Agreement shall be binding and considered in force only if mutually
agreed upon by Agency and School District,

3.4 Agency and School District shall meet at a time and place mutually
agreed upon between the date of execution of this document and August 20, 1992,
to begin to destermine fiscal detriment and to negotiate the payment of tax pro-
ceeds if necessary to alleviate said fiscal detriment to School District from
Agency,
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P\EHJEVE[DPMH‘,’%GE@CY OF THE CITY OF SAND CITY

ATTEST:

\’W\meQM_ (Janrs)

SECRETARY

| -
MONTEREY PENINSULA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
-
PRESIDENT //
¢ Y
|-
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