E A N % A N E B Westchester B Long Island
PC. 445 Hamilton Avenue 534 Broadhollow Road

ATTORNEYS AT LAW S L
White Plains, NY 10601 Melville, NY 11747
Phone 914.946.4777 Phone 631.776.5910
B Mid-Hudson B New York City
200 Westage Business Center 60 East 4204 Street, Suite 810
Fishkill, NY 12524 New York, NY 10165
Phone 845.896.0120 Phone 646.794.5747
March 14, 2024
VIA HAND DELIVERY
Zoning Board of Appeals HICHORAS AR WRARDENIELES
. - [ ] Principal Member
Chairman Darrin J. Scalzo and -
' nward-willis@kblaw.com
Members of the Zoning Board of Appeals MAR 14 2024 Also Admitted o CT
Town of Newburgh T g
21 Hudson Valley Professional Plaza oW ot NewNIg

Newburgh, NY 12550

Re:  Newburgh Chicken, LLC — Proposed Popeyes Chicken
197 South Plank Road
Parcel ID No. 60-3-6.1
Application for Special Permit Pursuant to Town Code § 185-19(A)(3)

Dear Chairman Scalzo and Members of the Zoning Board of Appeals:

Keane & Beane, P.C. respectfully submits this letter on behalf of Newburgh Chicken, LLC (the
“Applicant”), contract vendee of the above-referenced property (the “Property”), which is currently
owned by Louis J. Gallo and Jean F. Gallo and is located in the Business (B) Zoning District. Please
allow this letter to serve as a request for certain adjustments to variances previously granted by the
ZBA at its October 26, 2023 meeting, as well as for several new variances related to signs on the
Property. Our office appeared before the Planning Board at its March 7, 2024 meeting, at which time
we received the enclosed re-referral to the Zoning Board of Appeals (“ZBA”) to request the land use
approvals sought herein.

I. Proposed Development

The Property 1s cutrently developed with an approximately 2,691 square-foot, one-story fast-food
establishment (specifically, a Dairy Queen) with a drive-thru and 26 parking spaces. The existing fast-
food establishment and drive-thru is a legal nonconforming use, as fast-food establishments are not
permitted in the Business (B) Zoning District and has been located on the Property for several
decades. The Applicant seeks to demolish the existing building and redevelop the Property with an
approximately 2,537 square-foot, one-story fast-food establishment (specifically, a Popeyes Chicken)
with a drive-thru and 22 parking spaces. Construction of the new building in a different location on
the Property will improve on-site and off-site traffic conditions and improve the aesthetics of the
Property.

WWW.KBLAW.COM
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II. Special Permit and Variances Previously Granted by the Zoning Board of Appeals

Our office appeared before the ZBA at its September 28 and October 26, 2023 meetings. At the
October 20, 2023 meeting, the ZBA granted the Applicant a special permit pursuant to Town Code
§ 185-19.A(3), which authorizes the proposed nonconforming use to continue on the Property, albeit
in a different location and under a new corporate entity. Additionally, in granting the special permit,
the ZBA determined that the applicable bulk requirements for the project are those which were
proposed and presented as part of the development of the Property.

Moreover, there are certain dimensional requirements that apply to the project, regardless of the fact
that the proposed use is not permitted by right in the Business (B) Zoning District. Accordingly, the
ZBA granted the following area variances related to the project.

(1) A one (1) loading space variance from Zoning Code § 185-13.B(6), where the
required loading spaces for the project is one (1) space and the proposed loading spaces
1s zero (0) spaces.

(2) A 99.4-foot (99.4°) variance from Zoning Code § 185-13.D(6), whete the minimum
required distance from the mtersection to the entrance to the Property on South Plank
Road (Rt. 52) is 150 feet (150.0°) and the proposed distance is 50.6 feet (50.6).

(3) An 1L.7-foot (11.7°) variance from Zoning Code § 185-18.C(4)(a), whete the
minimum required setback from the physical center line on Union Avenue (Rt. 300) is
80 feet (80%) and the proposed setback 1s 68.3 feet (68.3").

(4) A 23.5-foot (23.5°) variance from Zoning Code § 185-18.C(4)(b), whete the
minimum required front yard setback from Union Avenue (Rt. 300) is 60 feet (60.0”)
and the proposed front yard setback 1s 36.5 feet (36.5).

5) A 6-foot (6.0%) variance from Zoning Code § 185-14.M(2)(c), where the maximum
g
permitted freestanding sign height is 14 feet (14.0°) and the proposed freestanding sign
height 1s 20 feet (20.0°).

The ZBA granted the above area variances in reliance on the plan set titled “General Notes” (Sheet
1 of 2) and “Site Plan Exhibit” (Sheet 2 of 2), prepared by Dynamic Engineering Consultants, P.C.
and dated October 17, 2023.
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III. Developments Since October 26, 2023 and the Need for Adjustments

Since last appeating before the ZBA on October 26, 2023, our office has appeared before the
Planning Board at its December 7, 2023, February 1, 2024, and March 7, 2024 meetings. In tesponse
to comments received from the Planning Board and in an effort to addtess grading issues on the
south side of the Property, the Applicant has made certain minor changes to the site plan (the “January
2024 Proposal”), which mostly entail a slight rotation/shift of the proposed building. Accotdingly,
some of the bulk requirements set by the ZBA need slight adjustments, as do some of the vatiances
previously granted.

Additionally, there were discussions with the Planning Board and the Town’s consultants about the
potential for a dedication to the DOT in order to facilitate possible future improvements to the
intersection of South Plank Road (Route 52) and Union Avenue (Route 300). As a result, the
Applicant prepared a concept plan that provides for the dedication of an approximately ten (10)-foot
wide area consisting of about 1,100 square feet to be offered to the DOT (the “Match 2024
Concept”). This plan was prepared by the project engineers after discussions with the office of
Creighton Manning, which indicated that it was understood that any improvement to the intersection
would 1mnvolve the creation of a left-hand turning lane when heading eastbound on South Plank Road
(Route 52). Discussions with the DOT and the Town’s consultants are ongoing, and it is anticipated
that DOT will be providing comments on the March 2024 Concept in the near future.

At the March 7, 2024 Planning Board meeting, we presented both the January 2024 Proposal and the
March 2024 Concept.! Through our presentation, we provided clatity to the Planning Board on the
issue of which previously granted variances and previously approved bulk regulations would need
adjustments as a result of both plans. Importantly, almost all of the adjustments wete identical,
regardless of whether the January 2024 Proposal or the March 2024 Concept would be the “official”
plan the Planning Board chooses to act on. The only adjustment that differed between the two plans
was the minimum front yard setback to South Plank Road (Route 52), which is ten (10) feet shorter
under the March 2024 Concept as a result of the proposed ten (10)-foot wide dedication to the DOT.
Under both plans, however, that setback is increasing from that which was approved by the ZBA.

The precise adjustments to the previously approved variances and bulk regulations are detailed in the
enclosed color-coded charts. Nevertheless, for the Board’s convenience, the adjustments are
generally:

(1) An increase to the approved minimum front yard setback on South Plank Road (Route
52) in the amount of 4.9 feet (under the January 2024 Proposal) or 14.9 feet (under the

1 A copy of both the January 2024 Proposal and the March 2024 Concept 1s enclosed.
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March 2024 Concept). Note that this is the only adjustment that differs between the
two plans.

(2) A decrease to the approved mmimum front yard setback on Union Avenue (Route
300) 1n the amount of 2 feet.

(3) A decrease to the approved minimum rear yard setback in the amount of 2.5 feet.
(4) An increase to the approved minimum side yard setback in the amount of 3.4 feet.

(5) An increase to the approved maximum lot surface coverage in the amount of 60.0
square feet (a 0.1% increase).

(6) An increase in the variance granted for the distance from the intersection to the
entrance to the Property on South Plank Road (Route 52) in the amount of 0.5 feet.

(7) An increase in the variance granted for the minimum required setback from the
physical center line on Union Avenue (Rt. 300)

(8) An increase 1 the variance granted for the minimum required front yard setback from
Union Avenue (Route 300) in the amount of 2.0 feet.

With that being said, all of the above changes to the previously approved variances and bulk
regulations are still improvements relative to the existing dimensional aspects of the Property.

IV. New Variances Required for the Proposed Signs on the Property

Since the October 26, 2023 ZBA meeting, the Applicant has also been able to prepate the enclosed
Signage Exhibit. As a result, the following vatiances have been identified with respect to the proposed
signage on the Property:

(1) A 0.5-foot variance from Zoning Code § 185-14.M(2)(a), where a freestanding sign
1s only permitted if the building on the site is set back a minimum of 35 feet from the
front property line and the proposed setback is 34.5 feet from Union Avenue (Route
300).

(2) A 114.7-square-foot variance from Zoning Code § 185-14.M(1)(a)(2), where the
total allowable sign area for all permanent signs on a site containing a freestanding sign
1s %4 square foot of sign area per linear foot of building wall that fronts on a street (in
this case, 87.9 square feet) and the proposed total sign area is 202.6 square feet.
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None of these variances have been previously granted by the ZBA, and so the Applicant respectfully
requests them at this time.

V. Review of the Area Variance Factors
A. Area Variance Factors under New York Town
Law

Pursuant to Town Law § 267-b(3)(b), in determining whether to issue an atea variance, the Zoning
Board must balance the benefit to the applicant in granting the variance against the potential
detriment to the health, safety, and welfare of the Town and the reasonable expectations of
neighboring property owners by such grant. In making its determination, the Zoning Board must
consider the following factors:

(1) Whether an undesirable change will be produced in the character of the neighborhood
or a detriment to nearby properties will be created by the granting of the area variance;

(2) Whether the benefit sought by the applicant can be achieved by some method, feasible
for the applicant to pursue, other than an area variance;

(3) Whether the requested area variance is substantial;

(4) Whether the proposed variance will have an adverse effect or impact on the physical
or environmental conditions in the neighborhood or district; and

(5) Whether the alleged difficulty was self-created, which consideration shall be relevant
to the decision of the board of appeals, but shall not necessatily preclude the granting
of the area variance.

As set forth below, the Applicant respectfully submits that it satisfies all of the legal criteria required
for the granting of the area variances.

1 An undesirable change will not be produced in the character of the
neighborhood by the granting of the area variances, nor will there be
detriment to nearby properties.

No undesirable change will be produced in the character of the neighborhood by granting any of the
variances, nor will there be a detriment to nearby properties. As was discussed before the Zoning
Board at its October 26, 2023 meeting, the proposed development will reduce the existing
nonconformities on the Property. To that extent, all of the area variances will facilitate the
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development of a site that will enhance public safety and community character via the construction
of a new building set back further from the streets, with improved on-site and off-site traffic
circulation. The appearance of the building, and the landscaping and functionality of the Property will
be improved through the granting of the area variances. Additionally, the nearby properties—some
of which also face similar issues with setbacks from intersections and state highways—uwill all benefit
from the improvement in the traffic flow along South Plank Road and Union Avenue. To the extent
that some of the previously granted variances ate being increased, such increases are so minimal that
they will not suddenly produce an undesirable change in the character of the neighborhood, nor will
there be any detriment to nearby properties. The same can be said for the requested sign variances.

2. The benefit sought by the Applicant cannot be achieved by any feasible
method other than the area variances.

The benefit that the Applicant seeks cannot be achieved by any feasible method other than the area
variances due to the existing nature of the Property. The location of the site—namely that it is located
at the corner of an intersection of two state highways—rtesults in the need for certain setbacks for
accessways and front yards, while the size of the Property limits the ability to comply with said
setbacks. Said difficulties would apply to almost all development. Although the Applicant has
endeavored to comply with all Town regulations to the maximum extent possible, there 1s no feasible
alternative other than the adjusted area variances to comply with the requirements set forth in the
table above.

With regard to the sign variances, the sign package prepared for the project 1s a standard corporate
package for the Popeyes chain. Compliance with the limitations provided by the Zoning Code—
patticulatly with regard to the total square footage of all permanent signs on the site—would be
infeasible given the corporate and industry standards.

3. The requested area variances are not substantial.

It is well-established that substantiality is not measured strictly by mathematical means, but it must
also be measured by consideration of the facts and circumstances surrounding the mmpact of the
vatiance if granted. None of the requested adjustments to the previously granted variances are
substantial (nor are the variances in their entirety), whether analyzed mathematically or in
consideration of the facts and circumstances surrounding their impact if they were granted. As stated
above, the proposed project will reduce the existing nonconformities on the Property. Moreover, the
surrounding properties face similar issues with setbacks from intersections and state highways. The
same applies to the requested sign variances. Thus, the impact of the variances if granted is not
substantial, not are the vatiances themselves mathematically substantial.
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4. The proposed area variances will not have any adverse effects or impacts on
the physical or environmental conditions in the neighborhood or district.

Should the variances be granted, there will be no adverse effects or impacts on the physical or
environmental conditions in the neighborhood or district. At its September 28, 2023 meeting, the
Zoning Board confirmed that the proposed project is a Type II action under SEQRA, as it 1s the
construction of a primary, non-residential structure involving less than 4,000 square feet of gross
floor area and not involving a change in zoning or a use variance. Thus, it will not have a significant
impact on the environment. Moreover, as part of the site plan approval process, the Applicant will
submit a stormwater management plan and any other required documents that will further
demonstrate that the variances (and the project generally) will not have any adverse effects or impacts
on the physical or environmental conditions in the neighborhood.

8. The alleged difficulties were not self-created.

While the Applicant has agreed to purchase the Property subject to its limitations, the need for these
variances is dtiven by the existing size/layout and location of the Property. As touched on above, any
reasonably suitable development of the Property will result in the need for some, if not all, of the
requested variances. Additionally, given the corporate signage package from Popeyes, the Applicant
did not create the need for the sign variances itself. Nevertheless, even if the Zoning Board determines
that the difficulties are considered self-created, this factor does not preclude the granting of any of
the variances.

B. Conmnsiderations Under the Town of
Newburgh Zoning Code

Pursuant to Zoning Code § 185-54.B(1), in determining whether to issue an area variance, the Zoning
Board must find that such variance will not be contrary to the public interest where, owing to
exceptional and extraordinaty circumstances, there are unnecessary hardships or practical difficulties
in the way of catrying out of the strict letter of the Zoning Code. No area vatiance can be granted
unless the Zoning Board finds:

(1) That there are special citcumstances or conditions fully described in the findings of the
Board applying to the land or building for which the variance 1s sought, which
citcumstances or conditions ate unique to such land or building and do not apply
generally to land or buildings in the neighborhood and have not resulted from any act
of the appellant or applicant subsequent to the adoption of this chapter, whether in
violation of the provisions hereof or not.
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(2) 'That for reasons fully set forth i the findings of the Board, the aforesaid citcumstances
or conditions are such that the strict application of the provisions of this chapter would
deprive the appellant or applicant of the reasonable use of such land or building and
the granting of the variance is necessaty for the reasonable use of the land or building
and that the variance which 1s granted by the Board is the minimum variance that will
accomplish this purpose.

(3) That the granting of the variance will be in harmony with the general purposes and
mtent of this chapter and will not be injurious to the neighborhood or otherwise
detrimental to the public welfare.

As stated above, the circumstances necessitating the variances are unique to the Property inasmuch
as they are due to a combination of its size and location. The strict application of the Zoning Code
would certainly deprive the Applicant of a reasonable use of the Property, and the variances sought
are indeed the minimum necessary. Finally, the granting of the variances will be in harmony with the
purposes and intent of the Zoning Code, and will unquestionably benefit the public welfare.

VI.  Application Submission Materials

In support of this application, enclosed please find eleven (11) copies of the following matetials:
(1)  Planning Board re-referral letter.?

(2) Drawing entitled “Site Plan Exhibit,” prepared by Dynamic Engineeting
Consultants, P.C., dated 03/04/2024 (i.e., the March 2024 Concept).

(3) Drawing entitled “Site Plan,” prepared by Dynamic Engineering Consultants, P.C.,
last revised 01/17/2024 (i.e., the January 2024 Proposal).

(4)  Sign package entitled “Popeyes Signage Exhibit,” prepared by Dynamic Engineering
Consultants, P.C., dated 02/06/2024.

(5) Elevations entitled “Rendering Elevations,” prepared by G141 Architecture, LLC,
dated 11/15/2023.

(6)  Color-coded chatt entitled “Dimensional Requirements/Measurements.”

2 The re-referral letter is erroneously dated March 13, 2023 and makes reference to a Matrch 7, 2023 Planning
Board meeting. However, the references to the variances previously granted by the ZBA on October 26, 2023 make it
evident that those March 2023 dates should actually be March 2024.
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(7)  Colot-coded chart entitled “Variances Granted at 10/26/2023 ZBA Meeting.”
(8) Color-coded chart entitled “Sign Details and Compliance.”
(9)  Assessor’s list of property owners within 500 feet of the Property.

VII. Conclusion

For the reasons set forth above, the Applicant respectfully submits that the Zoning Board should
adjust the previously approved vatiances and bulk regulations, as well as grant all of the sign variances
now being requested. We look forward to continued discussions with the Zoning Board concerning
the application at its regular meeting on March 28, 2024.

Thank you for your consideration.

Very truly yours,

Nicholas M. Ward-Willis

cc: Gerald Canfield
Michael Donnelly, Esq.
Patrick Hines, PE



N[ D) PLc 555 Hudson Valley Avenue, Suite 100
D RA K E L;»O E:; E:} New Windsor, New York 12553
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
Phone: 845-561-0550
Fax: 845-561-1235
www.drakeloeb.com
James R. Loeb
Richard J. Drake, retired
Glen L. Heller*
Marianna R. Kennedy March 13, 2023
Cary J. Gogerty
Stephen J. Gaba

Adam L. Rodd BY EMAIL ONLY

Dominic Cordisco

Ralph L. Puglielle, Ir. Darrin J. Scalzo, Chairman
Alana R. Bartley** Zoning Board of Appeals
Aaran C, Fitch Town of Newburgh Town Hall

1496 Route 300

Judith A, Waye Newburgh, New York 12550

Sarah N. Wilson _
Michael J. Barfield** Re: Newburgh Chicken // ZBA re-referral
Meghan R. LoCicero Planning Board Project No. 2023-17

] , Dear Chairman Scalzo and Zoning Board Members:
Jennifer L. Schneider

Managing Attorney
BT g At the Planning Board's March 7, 2023 meeting, the Planning Board resolved to re-refer this

application to the Zoning Board of Appeals for its consideration adjustments to the variances
previously granted on October 26, 2023 for the proposed redevelopment of the existing Dairy
Queen site located at 197 South Plank Road. The project has now been identified as a
proposed Popeyes Louisiana Chicken fast food restaurant.

*LLL.M. in Taxation
>*Member N) & NY Bar

The applicant has been coordinating with the NYSDOT and the Town of Newburgh regarding
necessary improvements to the Route 300 & 52 intersection, and as a result of those
improvements and other site layout changes, the variances for the project have in some
instances increased in nonconformity, and in others have decreased in nonconformity. Rather
than listing the changes indifvidually, | have this date received the enclosed charts from the
applicant’s counsel, which identifies those variances that are increasing, decreasing, or
remaining the same. The applicant has also now identified certain variances required for the
proposed signage for the project.

As previously noted, the site is located in the Town’s B zoning district, and fast food restaurants
are not an allowed use within the B district.

As before, the Planning Board has not declared its intent to serve as lead agency so that the
Zoning Board of Appeals may consider and process this application without the need to wait for
the Planning Board to conclude its SEQRA review.

Thank you for your consideration of this matter.

Very Truly Yours,

A

Dominic Cordisco




“3unodw $,70z/L0/€0 SIF 1t pIeog] Suruuy] 2yl 01 pAruasard

PUE $70T/¥0/€0 PAIYp BOHEIIPIp 1O 30J Byl 1dadu07) o paseq ;
.wﬁﬁua +202/10/20 s¥ 3¢ preogq Juruue

o3 03 paruasoxd pue $70z/L1/10 PPITP 19S UL 91IS UO paseq ¢

“S39doxg o

103 pasozdde axom mopaq paist stuawammbaz ynq pasodosd oy “Gunoow
€202/92/01 s 1% V{7 2y q paauead und [epadg oy o1 Juensing ¢

.WEEHO.WCCUQCG ST IS0 9} ST SUOISUIWIP 2@0&570»: Ou 93¢ 91T, |

93119400 Juisvorour /yoeqios Juiseorddq =

a8uryd ON

yoeqIas M‘wsmmuuUGH =

v oN aBueyd oN (35 ££5T) %09 agueyp oN (38 L€ST) %09 (38 L€5T) %09 (38 169C) %t9 98eaan0)) Juippng wnusxey | 01
Bury ON S 009+ | (I8 60L°52) %609 FS 009+ | (3560L°62) %609 | (375 6v9°62) %809 | (378 L€8°0T) %t 6¥ 98u30407) 2DUPING 10T WNWREL | 6
adueyd oN aduey oN Py 0FS Fueyp oN Py 0PS 199) 0FS 1995 0FS @1 Fupng wawe | g
Aoy oN 199) ¢+ 199 9°€9 199] ¢+ 19J 9°€9 199) 2°09 1991 99 HOUQIIS PrEA OpIS wowuIy | L
aduryd oN 1995 §°T- 19 1911 P95 6T 193] 1911 1] 9811 199) 6L PPTQIOS PILA FLIY WOWIUIN | 9
aBuey ON 199) 0T 199 S'H¢ 199) 0T 199] S'bg P §9¢ Py ¢sz | (loog Nl Fnuaay UOILN) AIEQDS PILA TUO] WAWILIA | G

193] 001 199) 6'b+ 1) 078 9] 6p 1+ 19 0726 13 I°LL 1993 6'¢1 | (25 Tl Prox UL YINOS) YITQIIS PIEA 1003, Wy | ¢
vy oN Pdur oN 199) 0°L6T FBuey oN 199) 0°L6T 19) 0°L6T 193] 0°L6T pdoqro7 wawry | ¢
adueyd 0N agueyd ON 19J §°6T1 Fduey oN 9] 66T Iy §sTl 199 ¢Sl WpIA\ 10T WnWIuI | T
2Bueyd oN 9gueyd N a8ueyd oN | (T £6°0) T8 TITTH | ¥ L6°0) IS TITTH | (¢ L6°0) TS TITTY LOIY 10T WU | ]

3435107 $202/€0 |
pue [esodorg |

(v £6°0) FSTITTH

3unosyq preoq Suruueld $20g/L0/ €0 10f paredarg
reaoxddy yg7Z €207/9¢/01 woyy saduey) jo Avwwung

D11 NEADIHD HOINIMAAN




‘Bunaaw ¢z0z/92/01 I V7 o 4q paruern) ¢
“Bunoaw $70g/L0/€0 $15 ¢ preog Juruue[] 91 01 paruasard
PUE $20Z/$0/€0 PP BORwIPap 1O #0J ur| 1dr2u0]) uo paseq ¢

Bunoow $g0z/10/20 1 3T preog
Buruurg oy 01 paruasaxd pue 0z /L1/10 PAILP 19§ UL[J 9IS UO pasy | sofidwor)

11

posmbas souepe A

Sunoow ¢z0z/9¢/01 S It Vg7 2P Aq paruern =

1l

[@)1+1-581 §] 'ssay 30 saypur
NH w._ —\—uQUT ﬂauOu —UUCNQEOU oﬂ—u ﬁﬁd mmOM 10 muﬂuﬁm Nﬁ JH ﬁﬁﬁfww ﬁducu @UELEOU uﬁu mmu?—S

vore semduemn vore emguern | vore pres ur patedo] 9q Avw udrs v 303 (s)ormonns 1oddns oN ¢/ 1-681 § Y 9ouLpIoddT
a8ued oN sondwon) URJIIA JON] safdwor) UIIA JON] U POUIWIINIOP $10] I9UI0D U0 BaIE Je[ndueLn JY) UIIA pajedo] oq Lews ugis oN
aBuryd> oN cporuLID) 195 02 gpaAULID 19) 0z [G)@)1N+1-681 SI 3935 $1 9 [reys 1ydroy wnwrxew oy,
[@@rvri-g81 §l
sdurp oN sofdwor) 'S 9HG sadwon) 7S 9HG *J'S 09 9 [[LYS LT UTIS WNWIXLW o) 999 (0] VL) IIOW JO [IPIA T IIM S)O] B (W85 1)
18T
(Pnuoay wow() (onuoay wow() [®@nr1-s81 §] vy L3odosd Suipurisaan|
sfueyd oN 199] G0 199 ¢ 199] G0 199] GH¢ || 1003) 9Y1 WO 3199) G¢ JO WNUHTIW € YT 19s ST 935S Y3 vo Suwippmq o 31 paniwad AjuQ
aduryd oN sordwor) udrs | sondwor) udrs | (@ +1-681 S 19msiq ¢ op ur sonzadoxd wo paseyd oq Aew udis Furpuelsaazy auQ
(@@ r1-g81 §] soeand
a3ueyd oN sordwon) 1995 0 < sardwor) 1995 O] < st 3029y2IyA “udis 91 Jo 1Yoy oy 03 [enbo o Gurppng Aue wosj 199§ (T ULy SS9 10N

[@(©)[#1-681 §] 3010018 51 3080u21yM “udss pres Jo 3ydioy
a8uryd ON sordwon) 1993 402 sofdwon) 199) 0T o 01 [enba ooueIsIp € 30 QU K130doxd aprs 10 Juoiy Aur WOIJ 199§ G VLY SSI[ ION 1

1d3560)) $207/€0
pue esodoig

$20¢/T0 25/ q 930y

*$202/90/20 porvp 11qigx g a0udis saladod] #o pasvgy
HAONVITJIANOD ANV STIV.LHJd NODIS

OJTT1 'NIIOIHD HOINIAIN




(o]

) [E)(Wf+1-681 §] -parunow st yoryay
S3ueyd oN soridwon) doy mopg sodwon) doy mopg 03 [rem 93 Jo do1 911 1940 J0 SPUD Y} PUOLIQ PUIIXD JOU [[Eys UJIS [[um PIPEIT BY

[@DMt1-681 §I pews vose apqeasoqu (2103 9yp uryias st 98e1005 o3enbs

93ueyd oN 9A0qE 998 sudis 9 2A0qe 998 sudis 9 91e80383e 301 st uop 0s oS © vo sudls Yons Jo IPqUINU Y} WO JIWI] OU ST Y],
adueyd oN FSLYIT 38 9°20¢ FSLYIT ¥'$9°20¢ S 6°L8 = e X 1991 ¥ U0 Funuo3y 199§ 1ouy G711 = TV.LOL
o3ueyd oN V/N| poasodord swoN V/N | pasodoxd suoN V/N = 2pBov,] [pnos
aduryp oN 3'$9°86 ¥'$9'86 38 9'86 ¥59°86 | TVLOL
TS 6L 78 6L | [vog sadodog
I8 L°06 IS L°06 | UFIS (uIYD) TeY T, 9407,
J°S 0°0 = /4 X 1991S ¢ U0 FUNUOI] J09] ILIUI| () = IPTIT,] TSI/
(suSrs )
aduins 6N sanduro TSl sonduroy FSEVL| TVIOL .
parunojy-Furppng
TS ChT s ¢4 | s:omo puuey)) A[uQ sakodo g

J'S 0°€9 = t/ X (9NUDAY UOTU[)) 199318 € U0 FURUOIJ 199 ILIVI[ ()'H§ = IPTIT,] ISEL]

adueyd oN 7S 89 S L68 IS 89 FSL68 | TVIOL
TS4LE T8 4L | 1oquissg voyoryn) sododo g
IS €'TS 7's ¢S [ s:omo puuey) voyaIry vuesmor| sofodog

TS 6YT = e X (PLoy UL PNOS) PaTs ¢ U0 FURUOIJ 99§ TIUT GT'¢¢ = IPTITT [HON

(@) (WNF1-581 §] "pamoyre st 1091 © wo syuoxy Jeq)
[reas Surpping jo 1005 1eaury 1od ease ulrs Jo s v/ 9q [[eys sudis Supurlsooiy 1dodxo 9xs o o sudts Juourwirad [ 305 Bzt uds S|qEAOE (2101 I NS o) Bo uds Surpur)sII] TSI J]

[P)(D[1-s81 §] -parunow
um‘wﬁdﬁu CZ ! mvﬂ&EOU mM uM JUE\,P (o2} =d>/ wwa_ud—.—n— 10 %uﬁdﬁuu urﬁ .wO Juﬁﬁa ur—u MC .X_Oh Tuuu%v jou Ed&m JHMGO‘H

3d3560) $20¢/€0
pue [esodorig

*#C0Z/90/20 porvp 119X SB0usts: satdod o pasvqy,
HONVI'TIINOD ANV STIVLAA NDIS




(Cowmat
aBue oN sondmoy Ie2 399 0°¢ idmoy [1¥3 3993 0°¢ -gg1 §] ‘sudis 1dwaxo orv punosd oy 240qe 3995 9 put 20wy 19d s § Furpoooxo "
JOU PIATBIWN[[FUOT SUTS JLFWIS PUL $)IXO PUE SIDULAUD $ou0Z oy ‘seare Funpred oyqud (eedts )
agueyd ON sordwon) EEFARS sordwor) Jscre SBuidynuopr 9rqnd [exouad o1 Jo 95USTLEAATOD I} F0] SUTis [LuondATP sasTwId-u0 [EUORDIII]
‘ponmboaz sy (2 3
DDURIIVA B IIUIDYA UO UORLUIUINOP J0J 30109dsu] JuIpmgl Uumo ], YIa paaaradi 9q o, nuaN

343307 $20¢/<0 |

pue esodorg
Y20T/10 &/ dsueyyy

*#202/90/20 porvp 1qugx e woudis salodod #o posoqy

HONVITdINOD ANV STIV.LJAd NODIS

J

11 'NEMOIHD HOYNIMHAN




“Buneaw $¢0g/L0/€0 $1F 3¢ preog Furuur|] 9y) 03 pAuasard pue

$20¢/¥0/€0 PAIep voneapap 1O 0§ vyl 1do107) Bo poseq ¢ 2ouedwosuou JuIseasou|

1l

Bunoaw $770z/10/20 $1 I pavog Suruur(
oy 01 pnuasasd pue pz0g/L1/10 PAILP 39S UL MIS U0 pasty ¢

souedwoduvou ur 9Furyd ON

‘Gunoow ¢g0z/92/01 S1 e Vg7 9y 4q pasordde a1om saouvneA 4 ooueidwoduou Juiuassy | =

sfuep oN | 98uep oN 19979 | 98ueyd oN 1995 0z | 28uey oN 19959 | 93ueyd oN 1995 0T 1991 9 1993 0T 199] $1 B udig Surpueisodr,y | g
(00¢ ) onuwoAy

aduep oN 199] 0+ | 399 §°GT 1997 0'- | 199] ¢ 1997 0g+ | 1997 §°ST 1997 0| 1995 6ve | 1993 6¢e 199] G'9¢ 1997 09 | voru(] Jumnqy pILx 1UON] | 4
(00¢ M) Pnuoay

agueyd oN 199 0T+ 1P9J LCl 1P9J 0T | 39 ¢99 199 0T+ 199 L¢L 3993 QC-| I993¢99f 993 L1 399 ¢'89 3993 08 UOTU(] UO UL INWY) | ¢
prol

aBueyd oN 9] S0+ | 9F 6°66 1997 6°0- | P93 108 19J G0+ | 199 6°66 19J G0~ | WRFLOS | 99 ¥'66 193905 97 0S1 AU PROS VO SS90V | ¢

SBueyp oN | 9Fueyd oN ooeds | a8ueyd oN o 93ueyon ooeds | oFueyp oN | sooeds g ooeds | saoeds oouds | sooedg Juipro | |

3435007 202/ €0
puvesodorg

ONILLIHN V4Z €202/9¢/01 LV QLLNVED SHONVIYVA

Zunoasy prvog Suruueld $20¢/L0/<0 103 paredarg
reaoxddy vz €202/9¢/01 woy safuey) jo Arewrwung
D11 "NIIDIHD HOYNIMANHIN




