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SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

LA COSTA BEACH HOMEOWNERS®
ASSOCIATION, a California Corporation,
RICHARD ZIMAN, an individual, DAPHNA
ZIMAN. an individual, ART ZOLOTH, an
individual, HELEN ZOLOTH, an individual,
FREDDIE FIELDS, an individual, CORINNA
FIELDS, an individual, PEG YORKIN, an
individual, BUDGE OFFER, an individual,
JERRY MONKARSH, an individual,
VIRGINIA MANCINI, an individual, RYAN
O’NEAL, an individual, AARON SPELLING,
an individual, CANDY SPELLING, an
individual, NANCY HAYES, an individual,
and LOU ADLER, an individual,

Petitioners,
v,
CALIFORNIA STATE COASTAL
CONSERVANCY, a California state agency,
and DOES 1 through 50, inclusive,

Respondents.

GAMMA FAMILY TRUST, BROAD
REVOCABLE TRUST and NANCY M.
DALY LIVING TRUST,

Real Parties-in-Interest.
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CaseNo.  BS063275

VERIFIED PETITION FOR WRIT OF
MANDATE AND INJUNCTIVE RELIEF

[Cal. Civ. Pro. Code §1094.5; Cal”P®b. Res.
Code §§ 21167, 30801]

[Filed concurrently with Request for
Preparation of Administrative Record of
Proceedings)
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Petitioners (hereinafter collectively referred to as "Petitioner” or “La Costa") hereby petition
this Court for a Writ of Mandate and injunctive relief to set aside and vacate the decision of
Respondents, the California State Coastal Conservancy (hereinafter referred to as the "Conservancy”
or “R.esi::ondeuts") to accept the dedication of certain beachfront property, which was offered for
dedication by Real Parties-In-Interest Gamma Family Trust, Broad Revocable Trust and Nancy M.
Daly Living Trust (hereinafter collectively referred to as the "Real Parties” or “Applicants”) to
provide public beach pedestrian access and public view access on La Costa Beach in purported
satisfaction of a requirement by the California Coastal Commission (hereinafter the “Commission”)
pursuant to Coastal Development Permits 2pproved by the Commission to construct three seaside
mansions on Carbon Beach in the City of Malibu. Petitioners seck’this relief on the grounds that the
Conservancy's acceptance of the dedication constitutes prejudicial abuse of discretion in that the
Conservancy has not proceeded in the manner required by law.

By this verified petition Petitioners hereby allege:

THE PARTIES

1., La Costa Beach Homaowneré * Association (the “HOA”) is a not for profit
corpotation incorporated in California, and at all times relevant hereto existing and doing business in
the City of Malibu, California. The HOA was incorporated to protect and promote the collective
welfare and property rights of the homeowners on that real property commonly known as La Costa
Beach in Malibu, Califomia.

2. Richard Ziman, Daphna Ziman, Art Zoloth, Helen Zoloth, Freddie Fields, Corinna
Fields, Peg Yorkin, Budge Offer, Jerry Monkarsh, Virginia Mancini, Ryan O’Neal, Aaron Spelling,
Candy Spelling, Nancy Hayes, and Lou Adler (collectively, “Petitioners™) are owner-residents of
property in or near the La Costa Beach or Carbon Beach areas of the City of Malibu, Los Angeles
County, California.

3 Respondent California State Coastal Conservancy is an agency of the State of
California created by statute. Pub. Res. Code (“PRC”) §§ 31000 ct seq.

4. Real Parties, Gamma Family Trust, Broad Revocable Trust, and the Nancy M. Daly
Living Trust are legal entities representing the interests of the following persons: Haim Saban, Eli

2_
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Broad, Nancy M. Daly, respectively.

5. The true names and capacities of those respondents named herein as DOES 1 through

50, inclusive, are prcSently unknown to Petitioners, and each of such Respondents is sued herein by
such fictitious names. Petitioners believe that each DOE is responsible for the acts complained o f
herein to the same extent as the named Respondents. Petitioners will seek leave of court to amend
this writ to allege the true names and capacities of the DOE Respondents when those names have
been ascertained.
COASTAL DEVELOPMENT PE APPLICATION PROCEEDINGS AND FINDINGS
6. This action originates from the Coastal Commission’s approval of three applications

(the “Applications”) to build seaside mega-mansions on Carbon Beach in Malibu submitted by the

Real Parties without adequately taking into account the unmitigated impacts of the proposed projects

or the damaging effect of the proposed projects on public safety. Specifically, with virtually no
notice, the Commission amended the Special Conditions imposed on the Applicants to mitigate the
public view and public access impacts of the Applications on Carbon Beach, by allowing the
applicants to buy and dedicate for public view and access an off-site lot on La Costa Beach in an
extremely dangerous stretch of Pacific Coast Highway located at 21704 Pacific Coast Highway,
Malibu (the “Lot”™). The Commission allowed the last-minute change in the Special Conditions
without taking into account, studying or addressing extensive evidence that providing public access
to the Lot created significant safety hazard issues along a stretch of Pacific Coast Highway known to
have highly dangerous conditions for both vehicular traffic and pedestrians. By way of example and
without limitation, the Commission ignored evidence that this portion of Pacific Coast Highway 1s
responsible for 20% of all vehicular accidents occurring between Topanga Canyon Boulevard to the
western boundary Malibu, In addition, the Commission failed to take into account, study or address
evidence that the strip of La Costa Beach at issue has (i) strong riptides, dangerous currents and 1s

strewn with rocks, which causes it to be hazardous and unsuitable for swimming and other

recreation and (ii) is unsafe to provide access due to its small size, location and tidal conditions. The

Commission approved the Applications pursuant to its status as a certified regulatory program under

the California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA™), which exempts Commission application

3
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approvals from certain documentary, but not substantive requirements, of CEQA.

7. Real Party Broad submitted an application to build a single family residence,
Application No, 4-99-185, (the “Broad Project”). Real Party Gamma submitted Application No.
4-99-146 to build a single family residence, (the “Gamma Project”). On or about February 24, 2000. |
Real Party Daly submitted Application Ne. 4-99-266 to demolish three (3) existing single family
residences and to build one new 14,200 sq. ft. mega-mansion in their stead (the “Daly Project”)
(collectively, the “Projects™). On or about February 24, 2000, the Commission Staff filed a report
recommending that the Commission approve the Daly Project if the Applicant abided by certain
“Special Conditions.” Specifically, the report found that Sections 30210, 30211, 30212(a), 30220
and 30251 of the Coastal Act required the imposition of Special Conditions 6 (Six), 8 (Eight),

9 (Nine) and 10 (Ten), requiring Applicant to construct an 8-foot wide sidewalk between the
proposed development and Pacific Coast Highway, remove any signs which may deter the public
from use of Carbon Beach, record a deed restriction that no less than 20% of the lineal frontage of
the Project be reserved as a public view corridor, and dedicate lateral public access to Carbon Beach.
Similar conditions were approved for the Broad Project and the Gamma Project. The Commission
Staff found that the Coastal Act required such Special Conditions in order to preserve the public’s
right to the visual and recreational resoﬁrccs of Carbon Beach.

8. On March 28, 2000, the Commission Staff filed a single report recommending permit
amendments to all three Applications (the “Amendments”) to be heard at an April 12, 2000
Commission hearing, The Staff Report advocated approval of certain Amendments to the
Applications which would allow “off-site” mitigation of the required public view and access
corridors at the Lot, located at 21704 Pacific Coast Highway in the La Costa Beach neighborhood of
Malibu. Specifically, the Amendment of the Special Conditions would free the Applicants from
having to devote 20% of the frontal lineage of their Carbon Beach Projects for public view cormndors,
and instead allow Applicants to develop within the previously designated public view corridors, if
the Applicants bought the Lot at La Costa Beach and dedicated it to the California Coastal
Conservancy (the “Conservancy”) for public view and beach access. Neither the Staff Report nor

the findings and declarations section therein mention any public safety issues or environmental
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analysis in connection with using the Lot as a public view and beach access resource pursuant 1o the
Amendments.

9. So poorly noticed was the April 12, 2000 hearing that most written comments on the
Amendments, including the comments of the City of Malibu, were not transmitted to the
Commission until April 10, 2000. Local residents, including Petitioners, certain of whom live
within 100 feet of the Lot -- who were and should have been known to be interested in the
Amendments and related proceedings -- were not sent copies of the Comnmission Staff Reports nor
given adequate notice of the April 12, 2000 hearing, as required by California Code of Regulations,
Title 14, Division 5.5. The notice posted on the site was extremely difficult to see and not
conspicuously displayed.

10. Despite this lack of aﬂequatc notice, the Commission had before it at its Hearing on
April 12, 2000, at least twelve letters, including one from the Cit}; of Malibu and one from Petitioner
Ryan O'Neal, presenting extensive evidence that the Lot was unsuited for the proposed use due to
extreme public safety issues including without limitation, the fact that access to the site could only
be had from a uniquely da.ngerc;us stretch of Pacific Coast Highway in Malibu. Specifically, the
Commission had before it evidence that the portion of Pacific Coast Highway immediately adjacent
to the Lot was extremely dangerous because sight distance from the location of the Lot is limited,
traffic moves at high speed along that stretch of Pacific Coast Highway, and the characteristics of the
highway in that area cause 20% of all vehicle collisions which occur on Pacific Coast Highway. In
addition, the Commission had evidence presented to it at the hearing that this specific portion of
Pacific Coast Highway had been the location of a high number of traffic accidents, and such
accidents would dramatically increase if pedestrian beach access was opened at the proposed
location, particularly given the complete lack of any parking at this location.

5 Moreover, at the hearing, numerous lonlg time residents of Malibu, including
petitioners Freddie Fields, Budge Offer, Art Zoloth, Helen Zoloth, Peg Yc;rkin, and Virginia Mancini
all gave first hand accounts to the Commission of the danger of the Pacific Coast Highway access to
the Lot, accidents they had observed as well as the strong riptide, dangerous conditions, and rocky

nature of the La Costa beach swimming area adjacent to the Lot. Despite this evidence, various

5
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members of the Commission off-handedly dismissed without analysis or study the threat to public
safety presented by the Applicants’ off-site mitigation amendments presented without any analysis
or study, and the Commission voted to approve the amended Applications, and specifically condition
the Applications on the acceptance by the Conservancy of the Applicants’ dedication of the Lot for
public view and acoess.

CONSERVANCY DEDICATION ACCEPTANCE PROCEEDINGS AND RESOLUTION

12. At a public hearing on April 27, 2000, the Conservancy’s Project Manager, Marc
Beyeler, presented a report rebommending that the Conservancy accept the dedication of the Lot in
satisfaction of the Commission’s requirement to provide public view and pedestrian access (the
“Staff Report””). Mr. Beyeler also submitted a resolution and findings to be adopted by the
Conservancy (the “Resolution”).

13.  Counsel for Petitioners addressed the Conservancy at the April 27 hearing and urged
the Conservancy to delay accepting the dedication of the Lot until public safety and liability issues
could be fully addressed and studied or, in the alternative, not to accept the dedication of the Lot.
Counsel for Petitioners informed the Conservancy that public records from the City of Malibu and
the Los Angeles County Sheriffs Department indicate that the Lot is located at the end of one of the
most treacherous blind curves on the Pacific Coast Highway. The Conservancy was informed by
Petitioners® counsel that the Lot consists primarily of rocky slopes along a stretch of the Pacific
Ocean where dangerous tides and riptides are common, making the Lot unsuitable for public beach
recreational purposes. The Conservancy also received specific notice and heard testimony on April
27, 2000 that forthcoming legal challenges to the Commission’s approval of the Lot as off-site
mitigation of the above-referenced Applications required the Conservancy to delay acceptance until
the legality of the Commission’s act is determined. In addition, counsel for Petitioners informed the
Conservancy that acceptance of the dedication was (i) inconsistent with the City of Malibu Draft
Local Coastal Plan which does not designate the Lot as a proposed beach access point due to its
unsafe location, and (ii) was in violation of the California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA™) due
to the dramatically adverse impact upon public safety from locating beach access at this Lot.

/11
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14.  After hearing the aforementioned testimony, the Conservancy adopted the Resolution

to accept the dedication of the Lot.

THE CONSERVANCY’S ACTIONS ARE WHOLLY WITHOUT BASIS IN LAW OR FACT

15.  During the Conservancy’s hearing on April 27, 2000, as more particularly described

in paragraphs 12 through 14 hereinabove, the Conservancy and each and every member thereof

improperly and mistakenly and without any basis in law or fact, assumed and determined that the

Commission’s approval of the off-site mitigation was proper and in accordance with the Coastal Act

and CEQA, which it was not. Dedication of the Lot to the Conservancy is not an adequate or

appropriate mitigation for the Projects’ detrimental impact upon visual and access resources on
Carbon Beach because the proposed off-site mitigation Lot is locatéd at a point on La Costa Beach,
which is highly dangerous to pedestrians and public access. Moreover, the Conservancy acted
without any valid evidence to support the Commission’s determination that the off-site miti gation
mitigates the loss of required public view and access on Carbon Beach. To the contrary, the off-site

mitigation approved by the Commission only creates additional and significant unmitigated impacts

on La Costa Beach, being, most notably, public safety.

16.  During the Aptil 27, 2000 hearing, referred to in Paragraphs 12 through 14 above, the
Conservancy and each and every member thereof improperly and mistakenly and without any basis

in law or fact,‘asi_m_ned and determined that dedication of the Lot to the Conservancy was an

adequate and safe exchange for public access to the visual and recreational resources of Carbon

Beach. The overwhelming and undisputed evidence before the Conservancy demonstrated that
providing the public with a visual corridor and public ﬁeach access through the Lot presented a very
significant and demonstrated danger to public safety. In order to gain access to the beach through
the Lot, the public will have to cross a strétch of Pacific Coast Highway that was shown to be highly
dangerous to motor and pedestrian traffic. Moreover, the beach itself and the swimming area was
reported to be hazardous and unfit for recreation due to strong riptides, dangerous currents, and the
presence of numerous rocks. For these reasons, use of the Lot cannot mitigate the Projects’ impacts
to public beach access because the Lot does not provide access to a suitable beach and, therefore, is

not consistent with purposes and objectives and express provisions of the Coastal Act.

7
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17.  During the April 27, 2000 proceedings described in paragraphs 12 through 14

hereinabove, the Conservancy and each and every member thereof improperly and mistakenly and

without any basis in law or fact, assumed that the dedication of the Lot was consistent with the

Conservancy’s guidelines requiring that such dedications be consistent with Coastal Act, be

supported by the public, and be located to facilitate creation of public beach access. As stated in

paragraphs 15 and 16 hereinabove, the dedication is not consistent with, and is in fact in violation of
the Coastal Act. Furthermore, the dedication of the Lot is overwhelmingly opposed by the public
and the City of Malibu. Finally, the Lot is not located where suitable and safe public access can be
provided.

18.  During the April 27, 2000 proceedings described in paragraphs 12 through 14
hereinabove, the C'cl’mwd each and every member thereof improperly and mistakenly and

without any basis in law or fact whatsoever, assumed that the acceptance of the dedication of the Lot

was consistent with the City of Malibu Local Coastal Program (“LCP”). In fact, the Conservancy’s

finding in this regard is not consistent with the MalThc Lot is at the extreme western
end of La Costa Beach; whereas the draft LCP identifies two potential public access areas at the
eastern end of the beach (close to signalized crossing and visitor serving facilities at Rambla Pacifico
Road) and in the center of the La Costa Beach area (where visitors can access the beach in both
directions). Contrary to the objectives of the Malibu Draft LCP, the proposed dedication property at
the far western end of La Costa Beach is very unsafe, not visitor friendly, and accesses only the arca
to the east due to the often impassable rocky shoreline area directly to the west. The City of Malibu
has stated to the Commission and the Conservancy, for theée reasons, that it chose not to identify the
location of the proposed dedication as a potential site for public access.

19. During the April 27, 2000 proceedings described in paragraphs 12 through 14

hereinabove, the Conservancy and each and every member thereof improperly and mistakenly and

without any basis in law or fact, assumed that the acceptance of the dedication of the Lot was exempt
from CEQA. Use of the Lot for public access will cause significant unmitigated public safety
impacts, which have not been taken into account, evaluated or addressed by either the Commission
or the Conservancy. The existence of such safety impacts prohibits any exemption from CEQA and

8
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in any event, the exemptions relied upon by the Conservancy are inapplicable.
20.  During the April 27, 2000 procecdings described in paragraphs 12 through 14
hereinabove, the Conservancy and each and every member thereof improperty and mistakenly and

without any basis in law or fact whatsoever, assumed that the acceptance of the dedication of the Lot

E——

(and proceeding with transfer of title to the Lot) was proper despite imminent litigation to overturn

the Commission's action and a separate Lis Pendens action brought by a party who was in escrow to
IS dction GIoNE

purchase the Lot prior to the Real Parties’ acquisition of the Lot. For the Conservancy to proceed

with transfer of title and the planning and construction of improvements on the Lot while litigation is

pending on the predicate approval by the Commission would substantially harm Petitioners and
others seeking to establish and resolve important public rights regarding the Lot and the Projects. In
addition, this action by the Conservancy violated the condition imposed by the Commission that the
Lot be free and clear of liens and encumbrances prior to dedicating the Lot to the Conservancy.

21.  The Conservancy had no evidentiary support for the April 27, 2000 acceptance of
dedication of the Lot, The Conservancy’s action was in excess of its jurisdiction and without basis
in law or fact in that the Conservancy’s Resolution was not supported by substantial evidence.

22.  For the reasons enumerated in paragraphs 15 through 21 hereinabove, the
Conservancy and each and every member thereof, acted in excess of their jurisdiction and without
any basis in law or fact, and thus violated the Coastal Act, its own guidelines, and CEQA.

FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION
(Request For Issuance Of A Writ Of Mandamus To
The Conservancy For Violations of the Coastal Act)

23.  Petitioners incorporate by this reference the allegations set forth in paragraphs 1
through 22 of this Petition.

- 24. At all times mentioned herein, the Conservancy has been and now is the agency
charged with conducting, by and through its district offices and commissioners, noticed, evidentiary
hearings to “serve as the repository for lands whose reservation is required to meet the policies and
objectives of the California Coastal Act of 1976.” PRC § 31104.1. Among the powers of
Conservancy is the power to accept dedication of fee title of land required to provide public access to
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recreation and resources in the coastal zone. [d.

25.  With respect to the dedication of the Lot herein, the Conservancy accepted the Lot to
provide public access to visual and recreational resources, despite overwhelming and uncontested
evidence that the Lot was unsuitable for public access and recreational uses due to grave public
safety impacts.

26.  The Conservancy’s rushed acceptance of the dedication of the Lot is invalid under
PRC Sections 30000 et seq and Section 1094.5 of the Code of Civil Procedure, for the following
reasons among others:

(@  The Conservancy committed a prejudicial abuse of discretion and acted in
excess of its jurisdiction because the Conservancy made findings of consistency pursuant to Section
30210 of the Coastal Act which were unsupportéd by substantial evidence and contradicted by
overwhelming evidence. Section 30210 of the Coastal Act requirés that recreational opportunity be
provided in 2 manner “consistent with public safety.” PRC § 30210. No evidence whatsoever
supported such a finding, and Petitioners presented overwhelming evidence from public safety
agencies and otherwise that the Lot was not safe or suitable for public use. Acceptance of the
dedication was not, therefore, in accord with the requirements of Section 30210 of the Coastal Act,
as well as other laws, statutes and regulations;

(b)  The Conservancy committed a prejudicial abuse of discretion and acted
excess of its jurisdiction because the Conservancy made findings of consistency with Section
30214(4) of the Coastal Act which were imsupported by substantial evidence and contradicted by
overwhelming evidence. The Conservancy ignored the primary portions of the section which require
that implementation of public access policies take into account the unique “facts and circumstances
in each case” including the “topographic and geologic site characteristics™ and “the capacity of the
site to sustain use and at what level of intensity.” PRC § 30214(a)(1), (2). No evidence supported
any of these required findings, and Petitioners presented overwhelming evidence from public safety
agencies and otherwise that the Lot was not safe or suitable for public use, and that the Lot’s
topographic and geologic characteristics were neither suitable for public recreation nor an equitable
replacement for the Carbon Beach area directly impacted and closed off from the public by the

_10
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Projects. No evidence whatsoever was presented regarding the anticipated level of intensity of use
of the proposed public access at the Lot. Acceptance of the dedication was not, therefore, in accord
with the requirements of Section 30214 of the Coastal Act, as well as other laws, statutes and
regulations; ‘

(c) The Conservancy committed 2 prejudicial abuse of discretion and acted in
excess of its jurisdiction because the Conservancy ignored provisions of the Malibu Draft LCP
which were in direct contradiction to the Conservancy’s findings. Although the Malibu Draft LCP is
not certified pursuant to Section 30514 of the Coastal Act, the Malibu Draft LCP still reflects the
best evidence available to the Conservancy as to the proper locations for meeting the “maximum
public access” requirements of the Coastal Act. PRC § 30500(2). To ignore express terms of the
Malibu Draft LCP directly contradicting the Conservancy’s findings that the Lot would be suitable
for public access, demonstrates an appalling and unreasonable failure to discharge its duties under
the Coastal Act. Acceptance of the dedication was not, therefore, in accord with the requirements of
the Coastal Act, as well as other laws, statutes and regulations.

27.  THe scope of review for this cause of action is the substantial evidence test.

28.  Petitioners have exhausted all available administrative remedies as the dedication of
the Lot to the Conservancy has been approved and accepted by the Conservancy, which is currently
taking action to acquire the property for the purpose of opening beach access to La Costa Beach
through the Lot.

29.  Petitioners have no plain speedy or adequate remedy at law, in that, unless the court
issues the requested writ invalidating the Conservancy’s acceptance of the dedication, the
Conservancy will proceed to open public access to La Costa Beach through the Lot in the immediate
future.

- 30.  Petitioners are aggrieved persons, pursuant to Section 30801 of Public Resources
Code. The Conservancy’s actions with respect to the dedication were arbitrary and capricious, and
thus entitled Petitioners to attorneys’ fees and costs pursuant to Section 800 of the Government Code

and Section 1021.5 of the Code of Civil Procedure.
/1
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SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION
(Request For Issuance Of A Writ Of Mandamus To The Conservancy
For Violations of the Conservancy’s Enabling Legislation and Guidelines)

31. Petitioners incorporate by this reference the allegations set forth in paragraphs 1
through 30 of this Petition.

32. At all times mentioned herein, the Conservancy has been and now is the agency
charged with implementing the Conservancy’s Interim Project Selection Criteria and Guidehines (the
“Guidelines”) pursuant to Division 21 of the Public Resources Code, by and through its district
offices and commissioners. |

33.  With respect to the dedication of the Lot herein, the Conservancy accepted the Lot to
provide public access to visual and recreational resources, despite overwhelming and uncontested
evidence that acceptance of the Lot was inconsistent with the Conservancy’s Guidelines.

34.  The Conservancy’s rushed acceptance of the dedication of the Lot is invalid under
PRC Sections 31000, the Guidelines, and Section 1094.5 of the Code of Civil Procedure, for the
following reasons, among others: ‘

(a) The Conservancy coﬁ:nmitted a prejudicial abuse of discretion and acted in
excess of its jurisdiction because the Conservancy made findings of consistency with the Guidelines’
requirement that acceptance of the Lot met the objectives of the Coastal Act, which findings were
unsupported by substantial evidence and contradicted by overwhelming evidence. As stated In
paragraphs 23 through 30 and throughout hereinabove, acceptance of the dedication of the Lot was
in violation of the Coastal Act. Acceptance of the dedication was not, therefore, in accord with the
requirements of the Guidelines.

(b) The Conservancy committed a prejudicial abuse of discretion and acted in
excess of its jurisdiction becanse the Conservancy made findings of consistency with the Guidelines’
requirement that acceptance of the Lot be supported by the public, which findings were unsupported
by substantial evidence and contradicted by overwhelming evidence. The dedication of the Lot is
overwhelmingly opposed by the public and the City of Malibu. The Los Angeles County Sheriffs
Department records demonstrate great concerns of a primary public safety agency in the area. The
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only support was voiced by the Real Parties and the Commission. The Conservancy’s finding that
“once opened, these sites are enjoyed by other Malibu residents” is the worst form of speculation
unsupported by even the most threadbare scintilla of evidence in the record. Acceptance of the
dedication of the Lot was not, therefore, in accord with the requirements of the Guidelines.

(c)  The Conservancy committed a prejudicial abuse of discretion and acted in
excess of its jurisdiction because the Conservancy made findings of consistency with the Guidelines’
requirement that the location of the Lot facilitate the creation of public beach access, which findings
were unsupported by substantial evidence and contradicted by overwhelming evidence.
Overwhelming and uncontradicted evidence in the record establishes that the Lot is unsuitable and
unsafe for public beach access. Acceptance of the dedication was not, therefore, in accord with the
requirements of the Guidelines.

35.  The scope of review for 'thjs cause of action is the substantial evidence test.

36.  Pefitioners have exhausted all available administrative remedies as the dedication of
the Lot to the Conservancy has been approved and accepted by the Conservancy, which is currently
taking action to open beach access to La Costa Beach through the Lot.

37.  Petitioners have no plain speedy or adeguate remedy at law, in that, unless the court
issues the requested writ invalidating the Conservancy's acceptance of the dedication, the
Conservancy will proceed to open public access to La Costa Beach through the Lot in the immediate
future. |

38.  Petitioners are aggrieved persons, pursuant to Section 30801 of Public Resources
Code. The Conservancy’s actions with respect to the dedication were arbitrary and capricious, and
thus entitled Petitioners to attorneys’ fees and costs pursuant to Section 800 of the Government Code
and Section 1021.5 of the Code of Civil Procedure.

THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION
(Regquest For Issuance Of A Writ Of Mandamus To
The Conservancy For Violations of the CEQA)

39.  Petitioners incorporate by this reference the allegations set forth in paragraphs 1

through 38 of this Petition.
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40. At all times mentioned herein, the Conservancy has been and now is the agency
charged with conducting, by and through its district offices and commissioners, noticed, evidentiary
hearings to “serve as the repository for lands whose reservation is req uired to meet the policies and
objectives of the California Coastal Act of 1976.” PRC § 31104.1. Among the responsibilities of
Conservancy is to comply with CEQA. PRC §§ 21000 et seg.

41.  With respect to the dedication of the Lot herein, the Conservancy accepted the Lot to
provide public access to visual and recreational resources, despite overwhelming and uncontested
evidence supporting a fair argument that use of the Lot for public access and recreational uses would
result in significant and unmitigated public safety impacts.

42.  The Conservancy’s rushed acceptance of the dedication of the Lot is invalid under
PRC Sections 21000 et seq. and Section 1094.5 of the Code of Civil Procedure, for the following
reasons, among others:

(a)  The Conservancy’s finding that acceptance of the Lot was categorically
exempt from CEQA pursuant to 14 California Code of Regulations (“CCR”) Sections 15317 and
15325 was, and is, incorrect. CCR Sections 15317 and 15325 exempt from CEQA the acceptance of
fee interests or transfers of title in land for the preservation of open space. In direct contradiction to
the terms of the exemption, the purpose of dedicating the Lot is not preservation of open space, but
for public access upon which the Conservancy intends to construct a public infrastructure. Even if
the exemption were to apply, CEQA expressly forbids the use of any exemption where “there is a
reasonable possibility that the activity will have a significant effect on the environment due to
unusual circumstances.” 14 CCR § 15300.2(c). Overwhelming and uncontradicted evidence in the
record demonstrates that — due to the unusual location of the Lot on a uniquely treacherous blind
curve of Pacific Coast Highway and the dangerous rocky terrain and tides at the Lot — use of the Lot
for public access and recreational purposes will have a significant adverse impact on public safety.
Therefore, the exemption relied upon by the Conservancy does not apply and acceptance of the Lot
without environmental review of the potentially significant environmental impacts violates CEQA.

(b)  The Conservancy failed to comply with the information disclosure provisions
and procedural requirements of CEQA. PRC §§ 21001.1, 21005; 14 CCR §§ 15000, 15002, 15020,
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15021. Unless otherwise exempt, a public agency must comply with CEQA for each discretionary
approval. The Conservancy’s acceptance of the Lot for the purpose of providing public access ts a
discretionary act not otherwise exempt from CEQA. As such, the Conservancy has failed to act in
accordance with its duties under the law to prepare a preliminary review of the potential
environmental impacts of the dedication of the Lot; to prepare and circulate the environmental
documentation required by CEQA; and to adopt legally adequate findings required by CEQA prior
to accepting the dedication of the Lot and committing itself to a course of action with regard to the
Lot.

(©) The Conservancy failed to consider the whole of its action to acc.cpt the
dedication of the Lot and establish public use of the Lot as required by CEQA. PRC §§ 21083,
21087; 14 CCR § 15378(a). The Conservancy’é willful blindness to the very signiﬁcanf public
safety impacts of using the Lot for public access and recreation (aﬁd postponing the evaluation of
such impacts until after acceptance of the property) violates CEQA because CEQA requires that
agencies consider the whole of the action and not fragment its analysis of 2 project in order to avoid
considering the true, overall environmental impacts of the project. PRC §§ 21083, 21087; 14 CCR §
15378(a). A member of the Conservancy acknowledged during the April 27 hearing that, upon
acceptance of the Lot, the Conservancy had a “moral” obligation to open the Lot to public access.
Thus, the full public safety implications of the dedication and public access must be considered.

(@  The Conservancy failed to independently evaluate the dedication of the Lot
prior to accepting the dedication. Instead, the Conservancy accepted the dedication without any
independent review. - The Conservancy deferred to the Commission’s selection of the Lot as an
appropriate location for public access. The Conservancy failed to consider that its power included
the responsibility to independently evaluate whether the Lot was suitable for public access purposes
and to reject the offer (or delay acccptande) until ail isﬁues (including adverse safety impacts) could
be reviewed. In addition, the acceptancé by the Conservancy of the above-referenced public access
improvements is similarly improper since these improvements should have been indgpendently
reviewed and considered prior to accepting the dedication.

1
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43.  The scope of review for allegations in paragraphs 41 and 42 a, b of this cause of
action is the “Fair Argument” Test. PRC §§ 21000, 21151, 14 CCR § 15064(a)(1 }(D1).

44,  The scope of review for allegations in paragraphs 42 ¢ and d of this cause of action is
the substantial evidence test. _

45.  Petitioners have exhausted all available administrative remedies as the dedication of
the Lot to the Conservancy has been approved and accepted by the Conservancy, which is currently
taking action to open beach access to La Costa Beach through the Lot.

46.  Petitioners have no plain speedy or adequate remedy at law, in that, unless the court
issues the requested writ invalidating the Conservancy®s acceptance of the dedication, the
Conservancy will proceed to open public access to La Costa Beach through the Lot in the immediate
future.

47.  Petitioners will be directly affected as neighboring residents and property Owners, as
will the.general public, by the Conservancy's actions relative to the Lot, and are therefore
beneficially interested in, and aggrieved by Conservancy’s acceptance of the Lot for public access
and the alleged violations of law arising therefrom.

FOURTH CAUSE OF N
(Request For Issuance Of An Injm':ction Preventing the Conservancy from Accepting the Lot,
Transferring Title in the Lot, or Opening the Lot for Public Access)
.48 Petitioners incorporate by this reference the allegations set forth in paragraphs 1
through 47 of this Petition.

49.  Petitioners have exhausted all available administrative remedies as the dedication of
the Lot to the Conservancy has been approvéd and accepted by the Conservancy, which is currently
taking action to acquire the Lot for the purpose of opening beach access to La Costa Beach through
the Lot.

50.  Petitioners have no plain speedy or adequate remedy at law, in that, unless the court
issues the requested writ invalidating the Conservancy’s acceptance of the dedication, then
Conservancy will acquire the Lot and proceed to open public access to La Costa Beach tﬁ:ough the
Lot in the immediate future.
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51.  Petitioners are entitled to an injunction because as set forth in paragraphs 1 through
47 herein and incorporated by reference, the Conservancy’s actions constitute a prejudicial abuse of
discretion and were not supported by substantial evidence and are not otherwise in accordance with
the law, and the Petitioners are entitled to a Court Order invalidating the Conservancy’s acceptance
of the dedication of the Lot for public view and beach access.

52. Morebver, if this Court does not enjoin the Conservancy from accepting the
dedication, transferring title to the Lot to the Conservancy and opening the Lot for public access, the
public and Petitioners will be greatly or irreparably injured in that (i) public safety will be severely
compromised; and (ii) Applicants will develop their Projects with massive homes (on a public
beach) not properly mitigated according to the mandates of the Coastal Act and CEQA.

WHEREFORE, Petitioners pray for judgment as follows:

1.  On the first cause of action, for a precmptory Writ of Mandamus from this Court
directing the Conservancy to set aside its decision to accept the dedication of the Lot for failure to
comply with the Coastal Act and for attomeys’ fees and costs pursuant to Section 800 of the
Government Code and Section 1021.5 of the Code of Civil Procedure;

5.3 On the second cause of action, for a preemptory Writ of Mandamus from this Court
directing the Conservancy to set aside its decision to accept the dedication of the Lot for failure to
comply with the Conservancy’s enabling legislation and Guidelines and for attomeys’ fees and costs
pursuant to Section 800 of the Government Code and Section 1021.5 of the Code of Civil Procedure;

3 On the third cause of action, for a preemptory Writ of Mandamus from this Court
directing the Conservancy to set aside its decision to accept the dedication of the Lot for failure
to comply with the CEQA and for attorneys’ fees and costs pursuant to Section 800 of the
Government Code and Section 1021.5 of the Code of Civil Procedure;

4 On the fourth cause of action, for an injunction from this Court enjoining the
Conservancy from (i) accepting the dedication, (ii) transferring title of the-Lot to the Conservancy
and (iii) opening the Lot for public access; and
1
mn
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3. For attorneys’ fees and costs of suit herein and for such other and further relief as the

Court deems just and proper. ’

Dated: May 12, 2000 Patricia L. Glaser
; Sean Riley
CHRISTENSEN, MILLER, FINK, JACOBS,
GLASER, WEIL & SHAPIRO, LLP

By: Qzug_dim&u
PATRICIA L_GLASER

Attorneys for Petitioners
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VERIFICATION

STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES.

I have read the foregoing VERIFIED PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS AND

INJUNCTIVE RELIEF and know its contents.

I am a party to this action. The matters stated in the foregoing document are true of my own
knowledge except as to those matters which are stated on information and belief, and to those
matters I believe them to be true.

Iam an officer D a pa:rulerEI a of La Costa Beach Homeowners’ .
Association, a party to this action, and am authorized to make this veri fication for and on its
behalf, and I make this verification for that reason.

I am informed and believe and on that ground allege that the matters stated in the
foregoing document are true,

D . The matters stated in the foregoing document are true of my own knowledge except as
to those matters which are stated on information and belief, and as to those matters I
believe them to be true.

I am one of the attorneys for , a party to this action. Such party is absent from the
county of aforesaid where such atforneys have their offices, and I make this verification for an
on behalf of that party for that reason. I am informed and believe and on that ground allege
that the matters stated in the foregoing document are true.

Executed on May 9, 2000, at Los Angeles, California.

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is true
and correct.

BRUCE PARKER

Type or Print Name ; ature
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VERIFICATION

STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES.

I have read the foregoing VERIFIED PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDATE AND

INJUNCTIVE RELIEF and know its contents.

I am a party to this action. The matters stated in the foregoing document are true of my own
knowledge except as to those matters which are stated on information and belief, and to those
matters [ believe them to be true.

Iam D an officer D a pa;tnerD a of , a party to this action, and am

authorized to make this verification for and on its behalf, and 1 make this verification for that
reason.

D I am informed and believe and on that ground allege that the matters stated in the
foregoing document are true. '

D The matters stated in the foregoing document are true of my own knowledge except as
to those matters which are stated on information and belief, and as to those matters I
believe them to be true. :

I am one of the attomeys for , a party to this action. Such party is absent from the
county of aforesaid where such attorneys have their offices, and [ make this verification for an
on behalf of that party for that reason. 1 am informed and believe and on that ground allege
that the matters stated in the foregoing document are true.

Executed on May 11, 2000, at Los Angeles, California.

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is true
and correct. '

RICHARD ZIMAN . MW/

Type or Print Name Signgtre
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES.
3.
1 have read the foregoing VERIFIED PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDATE AND
4| INJUNCTIVE RELIEF and know its contents.

HICAYIOTRIN FLOOE
,CALIFOR K4A oD P

Y AdMYE OF THEZ GTAND
1totTAMNORLRE

165090 4

(320N PRIA-2D0T

10
1

12

14
15
16
17
1'3
19
20
21

22

2 |
25 ,I
26

il

I am a party to this action, The matters stated in the foregoing document are true of my own

matters [ believe them to be true.

ImDmofﬁwDamea

' knowledge except as to those matters which are stated on information and belief, and to those
6

& party to this acton, and em

of , _
:I anthorized to make this verification for and on its behalf, and | make this verification for that

reason.

D I am informed and believe and on that ground allege that the matters stated in the
foregoing docurnent are true.

D The matters stated in the foregoing document are true 6f my own knowledge except as
to those matters which are stated gn mmformation and belief, and as to those matters 1
believe them to be true.

county of aforesaid where such attoraeys have their offices, and I make this verification for an

on behalf of that party for that reason. 1 am informed and believe and on that ground allege
that the matters stated in the foregoing document are true.

Executed on May 9, 2000, at Los Angeles, California.

I declare under penslty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is true
and corTect

“:] 1 am one of the attomeys for , a party to this action. Such party is absent from the
13

DAPHENA ZIMAN . ? éwﬁ./\\,._,
Type or Print Name Sign :
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VERIFICATION

STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES.

I have read the foregoing VERIFIED PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDATE AND
INJUNCTIVE RELIEF and know its contents.

I am a party to this action. The matters stated in the foregoing document are true of my own
knowledge except as to those matters which are stated on information and belief, and to those

":l matters I believe them to be true.

[am D an officer D a partnerD a of , @ party to this action, and am

:I authorized to make this verification for and on its behalf, and | make this verification for that

reasomn.

El I am informed and believe and on that ground allege that the matters stated in the
foregoing document are true. -

[.__l The matters stated in the foregoing document are true of my own knowledge except as
to those matters which are stated on information and belief, and as to those matters I
believe them to be true.

I am one of the attorneys for Art Zoloth, a party to this action. Such party is absent from the

county of aforesaid where such attorneys have their offices, and I make this verification for an

on behalf of that party for that reason. I am informed and believe and on that ground allege
that the matters stated in the foregoing document are true.

Executed on May 11, 2000, at Los Angeles, Califormia.
1 declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is true

and correct.
%)QMJ/ \y(.l ol

PATRICIA L. GLASER
Type or Print Name

h Sigl'xattlre
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VERIFICATION

STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES.

I have read the foregoing VERIFIED PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDATE AND

INJUNCTIVE RELIEF and know its contents.

[ am a party to this action. The matters stated in the foregoing document are true of my own
knowledge except as to those matters which are stated on information and belief, and to those
matters I believe them to be true.

Iam D an officer I:] a partner D a of , 2 party to this action, and am
authorized to make this verification for and on its behalf, and I make this verification for that
reason.

D 1 am informed and believe and on that ground allege that the matters stated in the
foregoing document are true.

D The matters stated in the foregoing document are true of my own knowledge except as
to those matters which are stated on information and belief, and as to those matters I
believe them to be true. .

1 am one of the attorneys for Helen Zoloth, party to this action. Such party is absent from the
county of aforesaid where such attorneys have their offices, and I make this verification for an
on behalf of that party for that reason. I am informed and believe and on that ground allege
that the matters stated in the foregoing document are true.

Executed on May 11, 2000, at Los Angeles, California.

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is true
and correct.
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1 VERIFICATION

STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES.

I have read the foregoing VERIFIED PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDATE AND
4 || INJUNCTIVE RELIEF and know its contents.

s I am a party to this action. The matters stated in the foregoing document are true of my own
l knowledge except as to those matters which are stated on information and belief, and to those
6 matters I believe them to be true.
;. I am D_an officer D a partner D a of , a party to this action, and am
j authorized to make this verification for and on its behalf, and [ make this verification for that
8 treason. -
9 EI 1 am informed and believe and on that ground allege that the matters stated in the
foregoing document are true.
10
D - The matters stated in the foregoing document are true of my own knowledge except as
11 to those matters which are stated on information and belief, and as to those-matters |

believe them to be true.
12

ooB Y

I am one of the attorneys for , a party to this action. Such party is absent from the
13 ||:| county of aforesaid where such attorneys have their offices, and I make this verification for an

on behalf of that party for that reason. I am informed and believe and on that ground allege
14 that the matters stated in the foregoing document are true.
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15 || Executed on May 9, 2000, at Los Angeles, California.
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16 || I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is true
and correct.
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VERIFICATION

STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES.

1 have read the foregoing VERIFIED PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDATE AND

4 || INJUNCTIVE RELIEF and know its contents.
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I am a party to this action. The matters stated in the foregoing document are true of my own

kmowledge except as to those matters which are stated on information and belief, and to those
matters I believe them to be true.

IamDancﬂic&rDapmaDa of a party to this action, and am

8P
authorized to make this verification for and on its behalf, and | make this verification for that
reason.

D I am informed and believe and on that ground allege that the matters stated in the
foregoing document are true.

D The matters stated in the foregoing document are true of my own knowledge except as

to those matters which are stated on information and belief, and as to those matters [
believe them to be true. '

[ amn one of the attorneys for , a party to this action. Such party is absent from the
county of aforesaid where such attorneys have their offices, and I make this verification for an
on behalf of that party for that reason. | am informed and believe and on that ground allege
that the matters stated in the forcgoing document are tue.

15 | Executed on May 9, 2000, at Los Angeles, California.

16 || 1 declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is true
and correct. '
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VERIFICATION

STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES.

1 have read the foregoing PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDATE and know its contents.

I am a party to this action. The maners stated in the forcpoing document are true of my own
knowledye except as to those matters which are stated on information and belief, and to 1hosc
matiers { believe them 10 be true.

1 am D an nfﬁcu’D a parmerD a a party to this action, and am

of
authorized to make this verificarion for and on its behalf, and I make this verification for that
reason.

D 1 wn informed and believe and on that ground allege thar the matters stated in the
foregoing document are Irue.

L—..l T'he matters stated in the foregoing document are true of my own knowlédge except as
lo those matters which are stated on information ang belief, and as to those mauters |
believe them to be true.

I am one of the attorneys for a party to this action. Such party is absent from the
county of aforesaid where attorneys have their offices, and | make thiz verification for an
on hehalf of that party for that reason. I am informed and belicve and on that ground allege
that the matters stated in the foregoing document are true.

Executed on May 9, 2000, at Loa Angeles, California.

I d;elarc under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is true
and correct,
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VERIFICATION

STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES.

I have read the foregoing VERIFIED PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDATE AND

INJUNCTIVE RELIEF and know its contents.

I am a party to this action. The matters stated in the foregoing document are true of my own
knowledge except as to those matters which are stated on information and belief, and to those
matters I believe them to be true.

Iam El an officer D a partner D a of , a party to this action, and am
authorized to make this verification for and on its behalf, and I make this verification for that
reason. i

EI I am informed and believe and on that ground allege that the matters stated in the
foregoing document are true.

D " The matters stated in the foregoing document are true of my own knowledge except as
to those matters which are stated on information and belief, and as to those matters I
believe them to be true.

I am one of the attorneys for , @ party to this action. Such party is absent from the
county of aforesaid where such attorneys have their offices, and I make this verification for an
on behalf of that party for that reason. [ am informed and believe and on that ground allege
that the matters stated in the foregoing document are true.

Executed on May 9, 2000, at Los Angeles, California.
I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is true

and correct.
PEG YORKIN j.gq Qhﬁ,_
Type or Print Name Signature  \
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VERIFICATION

STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES.

I have read the foregoing VERIFIED PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDATE AND

4 | INJUNCTIVE RELIEF and know its contents.

=
in

10
11
12

13 “::]

14

I am a party to this action. The matters stated in the foregoing document are rue of my own
knowledge except as to those matters which are stated on information and belicf, and to those
matters | believe them to be true,

IamDanofﬁcerDaparmﬁDa of _, a party to this action, and am
authorized to make this verification for and on its behalf, and I make this verification for that
reason. :

E:l I am informed and believe and on that ground allege that the matters stated in the
foregoing document are true.

D The matters stated in the foregoing document are true of my own knowledge except as

to those matters which are stated on information and belief, and as to those matters I
believe them to be true.

] am one of the attormeys for , a party to this action, Such party is absent from the
county of aforesaid where such attorneys have their offices, and I make this verification for an
on behalf of that party for that reason. I am informed and believe and on that ground allege
that the matters stated in the foregoing document are true.

15 | Executed on May 9, 2000, at Los Angeles, California.

16 || I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is truc
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and correct.
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VERIFICATION

STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES.

I have read the foregoing VERIFIED PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDATE AND
INJUNCTIVE RELIEF and know its contents.

[ama pa-ny to this action. The matters stated in the foregoing document are true of my own
knowledge except as to those matters which are stated on information and belief, and to those

6 IF:] matters I believe them to be true.

[ am I:l an ofﬁcerD a partner I:l a of , a party to this action, and am
authorized to make this verification for and on its behalf, and I make this verification for that

] fesen

D I am informed and believe and on that ground allege that the matters stated in the
foregoing document are true.

I:' The matters stated in the foregoing document are true of my own knowledge except as
to those matters which are stated on information and belief, and as to those matters [

believe them to be true.

I am one of the attorneys for Virginia Mancini, party to this action. Such party is absent from

the county of aforesaid where such attorneys have their offices, and I make this verification for
an on behalf of that party for that reason. I am informed and believe and on that ground allege

that the matters stated in the foregoing document are true.

Executed on May 11, 2000, at Los Angeles, California.

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is true

and correct.

PATRICIA .. GLASER :
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VERIFICATION

STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES.

I have read the foregoing VERIFIED PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDATE AND
INJUNCTIVE RELJEF and know its contents. _

I am a party to this action. The matters stated in the foregoing document are true of my own
”E knowledge except as to those matters which are stated on information and belief, and to those

matters [ believe them to be true.
Ia.mDanofﬁcerDaparﬂ:erDa of ,  party to this action, and am
j authorized to make this verification for and on its behalf, and I make this verification for that

reason. :

[[]  1aminformed and believe and on that ground allege that the matters stated in the
foregoing document are true.

D The matters stated in the foregoing document are true of my own knowledge except as
to those matters which are stated on information and belief, and as to those matters I
believe them to be true.

I am one of the attorneys for a party to this action. Such party is absent from the

|D county of aforesaid where such attorneys have their offices, and I make this verification for an
on behalf of that party for that reason, [ am informed and believe and on that ground allege
that the matters stated in the foregoing document are true.

Executed on May 10, 2000, at Los Angeles,'(falifomia.

I declare under penalty of perjury under the lawgGfithe State of California that the foregoing is true
and correct.

RYAN O’NEAL
Type or Print Name
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VERIFICATION

STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES.

I have read the foregoing VERIFIED PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDATE AND

INJUNCTIVE RELIEF and know its contents.

I am a party to this action. The matters stated in the foregoing document are true of my own
knowledge except as to those matters which are stated on information and belief, and to those
matters I believe them to be true,

Iam D an ofﬁcerD a partner D a of , & party to this action, and am
authorized to make this verification for and on its behalf, and I make this verification for that
reason.

D I am informed and believe and on that ground allege that the matters stated in the
foregoing document are true, '

D The matters stated in the foregoing document are true of my own knowledge except as
to those matters which are stated on information and belief, and as to those matters |
believe them to be true.

I am one of the attomeys for , a party to this action. Such party is absent from the
county of aforesaid where such atforneys have their offices, and I make this verification for an
on behalf of that party for that reason. I am informed and believe and on that ground allege

that the matters stated in the foregoing document are true.
Executed on May 9, 2000, at Los Angeles, California.
I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing 1s true
and correct. '
AARON SPELLING 7‘& At
Type or Print Name Signature \ \ .
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YERIFICATION

STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES.

I have read the foregoing VERIFIED PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDATE AND
INJUNCTIVE RELIEF and know its contents.

I am a party to this action, The matters stated in the foregoing document are true of my own
' knowledge except as to those matters which are stated on information and belief, and to those

matters I believe them to be true.
Iam D an officer D apartnerD a of , a party to this action, and am

' :l authorized to make this verification for and on its behalf, and I make this verification for that
reason.

D I am informed and believe and on that ground allege that the matters stated in the
foregoing document are true. '

I:I The matters stated in the foregoing document are true of my own knowledge except as
to those matters which are stated on information and belief, and as to those matters |
believe them to be true.

I am one of the attorneys for a party to this action. Such party is absent from the

' county of aforesaid where such attorneys have their offices, and I make this verification for an
on behalf of that party for that reason. I am informed and believe and on that ground allege
that the matters stated in the foregoing document are true.

Executed on May 9, 2000, at Los Angeles, California.

1 declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is true
and correct.
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VERIFICATION

STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES.

1 have read the foregoing VERIFIED PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDATE AND
INJUNCTIVE RELIEF and know its contents.

I am a party to this action. The matters stated in the foregoing document are true of my own
||:| knowledge except as to those matters which are stated on information and belief, and to those
matters I believe them to be true.

Iam |:| an officer D a partnerD a of , @ party to this action, and am
:l - authorized to make this verification for and on its behalf, and I make this verification for that
reasorn,

D I am informed and believe and on that ground allege that the matters stated in the
foregoing document are true.

H]

D The matters stated in the foregoing document are true of my own knowledge except as
to those matters which are stated on information and belief, and as to those matters I
believe them to be true. )

I am one of the attorneys for Nancy Hayes, party to this action. Such party is absent from the
l county of aforesaid where such attorneys have their offices, and I make this verification for an
on behalf of that party for that reason. I am informed and believe and on that ground allege
that the matters stated in the foregoing document are true.
Executed on May 11, 2000, at Los Angeles, California.

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is true
and correct. :
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