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Councilmember Ed P. Reyes
Council District 1
Chair, Planning Land Use Management
Committee
200 North Spring Street, Room 410
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Councilmember Mitchell Englander
Council District 12
Chair, Planning Land Use Management
Committee
200 North Spring Street, Room 465
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Councilmember Jose Huizar
Council District 14
Chair, Planning Land Use Management
Committee
200 North Spring Street, Room 465
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Re: Case No. CPC-2008-4604-GPA-ZC-HD-CUB-DB-SPR
(Casden Sepulveda Project)

Dear Councilmembers:

On behalf of our client, Casden West LA, LLC, we submit the enclosed responses
to the appeals filed by Fix the City, Inc., Westwood South of Santa Monica Blvd.
Homeowners Association, Westwood Homeowners Association and Beverlywood
Homes Association with respect to the entitlements approved by the City Planning
Commission at its hearing on February 28, 2013. As indicated in the enclosure, the
issues raised by the appeals have all been previously addressed, as continued by
substantial evidence in the record for the Project. Our client and its team will be
available to further address any of these matters at the May 28, 2013 hearing on the
project to be held by your Committee.

Very truly yours,
1---

Edward J. Casey

EJC/ysr
Enclosure
cc: Department of City Planning (w/encl.)

City Clerk (w/encl.)
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APPLICANT'S RESPONSE
TO APPEALS FROM CPC DECISION

FIX THE CITY. INC. APPEAL

Density Bonus

The appeal filed by Fix the City, Inc. challenges the approval of a density bonus
for the Project under SB 1818 on two grounds - (i) the FAR for the Project was
inappropriately calculated because it includes the MTA parcel as part of the FAR,
and (2) the Project does not incorporate adequate mitigation measures to
mitigate air quality, traffic and public safety impacts as required by the State
Density Bonus program.

Casden West LA LLC ("CWLA") proposes the construction of a transit-oriented
mixed-use development consisting of 638 residential apartment units,
approximately 160,000 square feet of retail commercial floor area (including a
neighborhood-serving grocery store and other retail stores) and subterranean
parking (the "Project") at 11122-11150 W. Pico Boulevard and 2341-2441 S.
Sepulveda Boulevard in West Los Angeles (the "Site"). The Site includes
approximately 2.46 acres owned by the Los Angeles County Metropolitan
Transportation Authority ("MTA"), as well as the land owned by the CWLA.
CWLA proposes to dedicate 11% of the Project's density to Very Low Income
units for seniors (persons who are at least 62 years old) and the Site is located
within 1,500 feet of a transit stop.

On April 4, 2013, the City of Los Angeles Planning Commission ("Planning
Commission") adopted findings for the Project, including Density Bonus
Compliance Findings. As addressed in the Density Bonus Compliance Findings,
with the inclusion of the Very Low Income senior units and the Site's location
within 1,500 feet of a transit stop, the Project is entitled to an increase in density
and two Incentives pursuant to Government Code Sections 65915-65918 ("State
Density Program") and Los Angeles Municipal Code ("LAMC") Section 12.22
A.25. The Density Bonus Compliance Findings found that the Site is 284,078
square-feet, including the MTA parcel. Under the Site's (T)(Q)C2-1-0 zoning, a
Floor Area Ratio ("FAR") of 1.5:1 is allowed. An FAR of 1.5:1 permits a 426,117
square-foot building on the 284,078 square-foot Site. However, pursuant to
LAMC 12.22 A.25(f)(4), the Project qualifies for a 3:1 FAR On-Menu Incentive.
An FAR of 3:1 permits an 852,234 square-foot building. The Project proposes a
785,564 square-foot mixed use development with an FAR of 2.76:1, well within
the FAR permitted under the LAMC 12.22 A.25(f)(4). The MTA is a co-applicant
(MTA and CWLA are collectively referred to herein for purposes of the
Application as the "Applicant") and has requested that the land that it owns be
rezoned as requested in the entitlement application. Accordingly, it is
appropriate to include land owned by the MTA in the FAR calculation.



Furthermore, in compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act
("CEQA"), an Environmental Impact Report ("EIR") (ENV-2008-3989-EIR) was
prepared for the Project. Pursuant to the EIR and the Commission's CEQA
Findings, all feasible mitigation measures will be adopted and implemented
during construction and operation of the Project to lessen significant impacts,
including, but not limited, to air quality, traffic and transportation, hazards, public
services and utilities and service system impacts. The mitigation measures are
incorporated into the Planning Commission's findings, as well as the Project's
conditions of approval and "Q" conditions. A Mitigation and Monitoring Report
Program ("MMRP") will also be required to ensure all mitigation measures are
implemented. Therefore, in light of the entire record, the Project complies with
the requirements of the State Density Programs and the City's implementing
ordinance.

Site Plan Review

General Plan Amendment and Zone Change

The Fix the City, Inc. appeal challenges the CPC's approval of Site Plan review
on multiple grounds. First, the appellant claims that the General Plan
Amendment and zone change constitute "spot zoning" and are inconsistent with
good planning practices.

As discussed in the Planning Commission's Site Plan Review Findings, General
Plan/Charter Findings and CEQA Findings of Fact, the Site is subject to the West
Los Angeles Community Plan ("Community Plan"), which was adopted by the
City Council on July 27, 1999 (pursuant to Council File 97-2024). The
Community Plan map designates the Site for Light Manufacturing with
corresponding zones of MR2, M2, and P, and Public Facilities with the
corresponding zone of PF. The Site is presently zoned .M2-1-0 and PF-1XL.
The Applicant is seeking a General Plan Amendment for the Community Plan to
amend the land use designation of the Site from Light Manufacturing and Public
Facilities to Community Commercial. The proposed Community Commercial
land use designation in the Community Plan allows the corresponding zones of
CR, C2, C4, RAS3, RAS4, P and PB. Accordingly, the Applicant is also seeking
a zone change from M2-1-0 and PF-1XL to C2-1 (commercial with a Height
District 1).

The Site is situated in a highly urbanized area, characterized by a mix of
industrial, commercial, retail, and low- to mid-density residential land uses.
Surrounding land uses in the immediate vicinity of the Site include a mix of
commercial retail uses and low- to mid-density residential. Commercial uses are
located along the arterial roadways surrounding the Site, and single-family and
multi-family residential uses are located along secondary roadways, not adjacent
to, but within the immediate vicinity of the Project Site. The closest multi-family
residences to the Site are located on the southwest corner of Exposition
Boulevard and Sawtelle Boulevard, approximately 0.09 mile southwest of the
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Site; fronting Sepulveda Boulevard just south of Pearl Street, approximately 0.11
mile southeast of the Site; and fronting South Bentley Avenue north of Pico
Boulevard, approximately 0.14 mile northeast of the Site. The closest single-
family residences are located a block south of the Site, along Pearl Street. As
shown in the EIR, the surrounding areas are designated for residential,
commercial, light manufacturing and public facilities use in the Community Plan,
and zoned C2, R1, R2, R3, as well as M2 and PF.

As detailed in the General Plan Findings (pp. F-1 through F-29), the Project
would further the vast majority of the policies from all elements of the General
Plan and the Community Plan applicable to the Site. Of note, the Project would
further the City's objectives and policies aimed at increasing use of transit
alternatives to the automobile.

Moreover, development in the area of the Site has increasingly become typified
by residential, commercial and retail uses over the years. The Project's
combination of retail and residential uses would be an appropriate transition
between the commercial, industrial and public facilities uses adjacent to the Site
and nearby residential uses. Hence, the Project is compatible with the
surrounding land use designations and zoning and does not constitute spot
zoning.

Industrial Lands

The Fix the City, Inc. appeal claims that the Project is inconsistent with the
Community Plan because it does not preserve zoning for industrial use.

As discussed in the EIR and the Planning Commission Findings, the Project is
inconsistent with certain General Plan policies and objectives, including Policy
4.1.9 in the Land Use Chapter of the Framework Element, Policy 2.1.2 in the
Housing Element, and Policy 3.1-1 of the Community Plan, that relate to the
preservation of industrial uses. However, these inconsistencies do not dictate
that the Project is inconsistent with the General Plan as a whole. State law does
not require a perfect match between a proposed project and the applicable land
use plan. Thus, state law does not impose a requirement that a proposed project
comply with every policy in a land use plan since such policies often try to
accommodate a wide range of competing interests. Thus, to be "consistent" with
a land use plan itself, the proposed project need only be "in harmony" with the
applicable land use plan. As detailed in the Findings Regarding General Plan
Amendment and Zone Change, the Project is consistent with numerous policies
in the General Plan and Community Plan, including those that encourage transit
oriented development and increased density near rail lines. The Project Site is
well-suited to advance those policies, which existing uses at the Project Site do
not advance. Additionally, development in the general area of the Site has
increasingly become developed with residential, commercial and retail uses over
the years. The Project's combination of retail and residential uses would be an
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appropriate transition between the commercial, industrial and public facilities
uses adjacent to the Site and nearby residential uses.

Compatibility with Surrounding Area, Recreation and Air Quality

The appeal filed by Fix the City, Inc. claims that the Project's siting within 300
feet of a major freeway exposes future residents to air quality impacts makes the
Project incompatible with existing development.

The Planning Commission's Site Plan Review Findings found that the Project will
be compatible and consistent with the surrounding uses in the neighborhood.
The Project's contemporary architectural design, landscaping plan, and provision
of significant open space will greatly enhance the aesthetic appeal of the site and
surrounding area. As described in more detail in those Findings, the Project's
retail and residential uses, off-street parking facilities, loading areas, lighting,
landscaping, trash collections and other such pertinent improvements (including
height, bulk and setbacks) will be compatible with and sensitive to existing and
future development on the neighboring properties. Further, the EIR concluded
that the Project would not cause any significant air quality impacts to existing
uses in the vicinity of the Project Site.

The EIR also analyzed operational air quality impacts to future residents as the
Project, which are primarily attributable to impacts associated with the Project's
proximity to Interstate 405. As discussed in the CEQA Findings of Fact and the
EIR, the Project would exceed the established SCAQMD threshold levels for
ROG and NOx during both the summertime and wintertime seasons. This
excess is primarily due to the increase in motor vehicles traveling to and from the
Project Site. However, the Project would implement mitigation measures to
reduce these impacts but not to a level of significance. Those mitigation
measures are discussed in detail in the CEQA Findings of Fact, and are
incorporated into the Planning Commission's findings, and the Project's
conditions of approval and "Q" conditions. Adoption of a MMRP will also be
required and will ensure all mitigation measures are implemented.

The Project is also inconsistent with Policy 4.3.1 in the Air Quality Element of the
General Plan, which is related to air quality impacts on residents from the nearby
freeways. No feasible and quantifiable mitigation is available to reduce outdoor
PM10 and PM2.5 emissions and indoor N02 1-hour concentrations to a level
below the significance thresholds. However, the Project will implement mitigation
measures requiring an air filtration system for the residential portion of the
Project. Additionally, there are several available mitigation strategies that could
improve outdoor and indoor air quality at the Project Site, such as planting
vegetation between receptors and freeway sources, considering options for
mechanical and ventilation systems (l.e., supply or exhaust based systems), and
if a supply-based system is proposed (i.e., actively brining outside air through
intake ducts), consider locating intakes as far from the freeway sources as
possible. To the extent possible, these strategies and the air will be
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implemented, and the strategies and air filtration mitigation measure may serve
to reduce the aforementioned impacts to a less-than-significant level.

Finally, the City Planning Commission found that specific economic, legal, social,
technological, or other considerations justify the decision to proceed with Project
despite the significant air quality impacts and a Statement of Overriding
Considerations is required. The economic, legal, social, technological, or other
considerations are discussed in detail in the CEQA Findings of Fact.

Recreational Facilities

The appeal also raises an issue about the adequacy of the Project's recreational
facilities. The Project includes recreational facilities and service amenities,
including approximately 9,000 square feet of indoor space for recreational
amenities. Of this total, 2,000 square feet will be in the senior building and will
include meeting/multi-function rooms, rooms for counseling, and a common mail
room. The market rate units will share the remaining 7,000 square feet of indoor
space. This will include a leasing office and concierge, a business center for
residents, and a large exercise/spa facility. Outdoor amenities will include a pool,
putting green, garden, etc. Amenities also include walkways and paths for
residents to easily get to access these recreational facilities. Hence, the
Planning Commission Site Plan Review Findings found that the Project provides
its residents with the appropriate type and placement of recreational facilities and
service amenities in order to improve habitability for the residents and minimize
impacts on neighboring properties where appropriate.

Infrastructure

The Fix the City, Inc. appeal alleges that the Project is inconsistent with the
Community Plan because infrastructure resource capacities are threatened.

The EIR analyzed potential impacts to the surrounding infrastructure, including
the street network and intersections, parking, utilities and service systems
(wastewater/water, solid waste, electricity and natural gas) and public services
(fire, police, parks and recreation, schools and libraries). As explained in the
CEQA Findings of Fact and the EIR, with the exception of certain traffic impacts
to intersections, no significant infrastructure impacts would occur or significant
infrastructure impacts would be mitigated to below a level of significance. The
Project would implement numerous traffic mitigation measures (listed in the
CEQA Findings of Fact and Project Conditions) to lessen the significant
intersection impacts. The mitigation measures are incorporated into the Planning
Commission's findings, as well as the Project's conditions of approval and "Q"
conditions. A MMRP will also be required to ensure all mitigation measures are
implemented.
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APPEAL FILED BY WESTWOOD SOUTH OF SANTA MONICA BLVD.
HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION. WESTWOOD HOMEOWNERS
ASSOCIATION AND BEVERL YWOOD HOMES ASSOCIATION
(COLLECTIVELY, "HOMEOWNER ASSOCIATIONS")

Distance From the Interstate 405 Freeway Ramp

The appeal filed by the Homeowner Associations makes several claims to the
effect that the Planning Commission must review the Project's revised site plan
again before it can render its final decision on the Project. Specifically, at the
Planning Commission's February 28, 2013 meeting, the Applicant proposed that
the Project building nearest to the Interstate 405 ramp be setback approximately
350 feet from the ramp. However, after extensive discussion, the Planning
Commission added "Q" condition 38 to the proposed Zone Change, which states:
"No residential dwelling unit shall be within 500 feet of the Freeway." As part of
that discussion, the Planning Commission's approval required that the
development envelope for the Project could not change without further CEQA
analysis, but the Director of Planning was authorized to make the determination
whether any Project revisions conformed to the development envelope previously
analyzed in the EIR.

After the Planning Commission hearing but before the Commission's
determination letter was published, the Applicant revised the design of the
Project to satisfy Condition 38. The Applicant did so without changing the height
or number of the buildings, the number of units or the amount of retail square
footage. Instead, the project buildings were sited closer to one another.
Accordingly, the Findings properly concluded that the new "Q" condition did not
affect the Project's development envelope, height and characteristics (use,
number of units, etc.). Consequently, further Planning Commission review is not
required. For the same reasons, these Project revisions do not trigger the need
to recirculate the EIR.

Consistency with the Plans and Policies

The Homeowner Associations assert that the Project is inconsistent with specific
policy plans related to the preservation of industrial zoning, infrastructure and
traffic infusion. Refer to the discussion above regarding the Project's consistency
with the Community Plan and General Plan, preservation of industrial use and
zoning, and infrastructure and traffic impacts.

Spot Zoning

In their appeal, the Homeowner Associations claim that "spot zoning" would
occur. Refer to the discussion above regarding "spot zoning."
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Statement of Overriding Considerations

The appeal asserts that there is no substantial evidence to support the Statement
of Overriding Considerations. In accordance with the EIR and substantial
evidence in the record, CEQA Findings of Fact were adopted by the Planning
Commission. The Statement of Overriding Considerations is discussed in detail
in the CEQA Findings of Fact. There is substantial evidence to support the
Statement of Overriding Considerations, including a detailed report from an
outside consultant confirming the economic benefits of the Project.

Initiation of the General Plan Amendment

The Homeowner Associations' appeal claims that the General Plan Amendment
was incorrectly initiated by the property owner. The Director of Planning initiated
the General Plan Amendment process, as required by the City Charter.

FAR Calculation

The appeal asserts that the FAR calculation is incorrect. Refer to the discussion
above regarding the calculation of the FAR.

APPEAL FILED BY BEVERL YWOOD HOMES ASSOCIATION

Trip Generation Rate

The Beverlywood Homes Association appeal claims that trip generation rates
should have been included in the Staff Report for the Project revisions.
However, the Project, as revised to satisfy Condition 38, is the same size as was
considered by the Planning Commission on February 28, 2013 and studied in the
Final EIR and Errata No. 3 thereto. Therefore, new trip generation rates are
unnecessary.

Add Area

The appeal claims asserts that the environmental analysis for the "Add Area" is
inadequate. However, the Add Area has been formally withdrawn by City
planning staff from the application and is no longer applicable.

Errata 3

The Beverlywood Homes Association appeal asserts that the Errata No.3 to the
proposed Final EIR was unavailable on the City's website and additional time
should have been provided to review the Errata 3. However, Errata No.3 was
identified in the report circulated to the public concerning the Planning
Commission's hearing of February 28, 2013, and anyone wishing to obtain a
copy of Errata No.3 could have done so by contacting Planning staff. In addition,
Errata No. 3 concluded that changes in the design of the Project did not cause
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any new significant impacts and, therefore, there was no requirement under
CEQA to circulate Errata No.3 for public review and comment.

Emergency Response Time

The appeal alleges that traffic impacts could significantly affect the ability of fire
and police protection vehicles to respond to emergency calls.

The EIR analyzed the Project's potential impacts on emergency response times.
As stated in the EIR and the CEQA Findings of Fact, the nearest disaster route is
Sepulveda Boulevard, however, the Project would not impede access to or from
Sepulveda Boulevard. For these reasons, the Project impacts will be less-than-
significant prior to mitigation. Related projects will also be required to comply with
applicable requirements that address this issue area, including Los Angeles Fire
Department ("LAFD") requirements. Accordingly, cumulative impacts in this
issue area will also be less-than-significant prior to mitigation.

With respect to fire protection, any construction related fire impacts will be less
than significant for the following reasons: (1) construction impacts are temporary
in nature and do not cause lasting effects; (2) partial lane closures during
construction would not greatly affect emergency vehicles; and (3) the Project is
currently within a 1.5-mile radius of LAFD Fire Station 59, which houses a Task
Force and paramedic ambulance. Accordingly, the EIR and Findings found that
construction related impacts are anticipated to be less-than-significant.

The EIR analyzed the potential for the Project to affect response times and
access and determined that impacts would be less-than-significant. Per a LAFD
letter submitted in response to the Notice of Preparation, response times to the
Site from the three nearest fire stations are currently 4.1, 4.8 and 7.2 minutes.
Also, there do not appear to be any impediments to emergency access as
detailed, above. The Project would, however, require installation of a new water
main beneath Sepulveda Boulevard. The Project would implement mitigation
measures for that water main to lessen impacts to fire protection to below a level
of significance. The mitigation measures are incorporated into the Planning
Commission's findings, as well as the Project's conditions of approval and "Q"
conditions. The mitigation measures will also be included in the MMRP.

In relation to police protection, construction sites in general can be a source of
attractive nuisances, hazards, and theft and vandalism. Therefore, when not
properly secured, construction sites can become a distraction for local law
enforcement. In order to prevent this distraction, the Project would implement
standard precautions to prevent trespassing though the construction site.
Temporary fencing and the deployment of roving security guards will occur
during the duration of construction, which will ensure that this distraction does not
rise to a level of significance under CEQA



For all of the aforementioned reasons, potential impacts to police protection
related to police are considered less-than-significant prior to mitigation.
However, the City requires implementation of standard mitigation measures that
will ensure that impacts are reduced even further. The standard mitigation
measures are incorporated into the Planning Commission's findings, and the
Project's conditions of approval and "Q" conditions. A MMRP will also be
required and include these mitigation measures.

Traffic-Related Comments

This appellant raises a concern about cut through traffic in local neighborhoods.
Potential traffic impacts to neighborhood streets in the study area, including both
project-specific and cumulative impacts, are fully evaluated in the project traffic
study and DEIR (see Response "Abarbanel No.5" in FEIR). As described in
detail in these documents, and included in previous responses to public
comments on the proposed project, most of the neighborhood streets in the study
area are discontinuous due to interruption by the 1-10 and/or 1-405 Freeway
rights-of-way, or by other existing developments in the area. As such, most of
these local/residential roadways do not provide convenient alternative routes to
the Major and/or Secondary Highways serving the project vicinity, and in fact, few
provide connections between such facilities at all. This lack of direct connections
will therefore generally require drivers on the Major and/or Secondary Highways
to travel out of their way to utilize such routes, unless such trips originate within
the local residential areas served by these facilities. Additionally, most of the
neighborhood streets in the study area exhibit numerous STOP sign controlled
intersections within the residential neighborhoods themselves, requiring any such
cut-through traffic to stop often and repeatedly, thereby reducing the
attractiveness of these roadways as "quicker" alternatives to the nearby key
arterial streets.

As such, the local streets in the study area are not expected to be used as cut-
through routes either by project-specific traffic, or by existing non-project traffic
seeking to avoid congestion on the main arterials such as Pico Boulevard or
Sepulveda Boulevard. Additionally, as shown in Figure 111-6(page 111-17)in the
project DEIR, none of the "related projects" identified in the traffic study are
located such that traffic from such ongoing or proposed projects would be
reasonably anticipated to use any of the area neighborhood streets as
alternatives to the key thoroughfares in the vicinity. Therefore, no project-specific
or cumulative traffic impacts to any local/residential streets in the study area are
anticipated.

However, although no impacts are expected, the project traffic study and DEIR
note that one residential street near the project site, Richland Avenue, south of
the site, provides a connection between Sepulveda Boulevard and the next
closest arterial, Westwood Boulevard, although only via its connections to Ayres
Avenue and Brookhaven Avenue, two other discontinuous local/residential
streets. Nonetheless, due to this connection, it can be reasonably anticipated
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that some degree of project-related traffic could use Richland Avenue as a cut-
through route to travel to and from the proposed project site, and an evaluation of
these potential project-specific traffic impacts are included in the traffic impact
analyses. As described in the DEIR on pages IV.N-128 and IV.N-133, the
proposed project will not add sufficient new trips to Richland Avenue to result in a
significant impact to this local/residential street. No other significant project-
related or cumulative traffic impacts to neighborhood streets in the study area are
anticipated.

In addition to potential cut through traffic, this appellant claims that the project
traffic study and DEIR did not discuss all potential "feasible" mitigation measures
to address project-related traffic impacts in the study area, including such
measures as grade separating (by providing vehicle overpasses or underpasses)
some or all of the significantly impacted intersections. The project's mitigation
measures were fully discussed with LADOT to identify potential improvements at
the subject intersections. As described in the project traffic study, a number of
potential mitigation improvements were initially identified by the project's traffic
consultant but which were ultimately evaluated and determined by LADOT to be
infeasible due to lack of available rights-of-way to construct the improvements,
potential secondary impacts associated with removal of existing on-street
parking, or other physical and/or safety-related factors. Additionally, it is of note
that the intersection grade separation improvements suggested by the
commenter have not been required to be evaluated for any other private
development project, either within the study area or the surrounding region.
Further, the construction of grade separations at some or all of the significantly
impacted intersections is, in itself, not feasible. Such an undertaking would
involve considerable time, planning and preparation, and would likely be
prohibitively expensive and/or not cost effective, not only for any individual
project, but for the City of Los Angeles or other adjacent or affected jurisdictions.
The construction of such improvements would also result in significant
disruptions to area traffic flows for long durations (potentially, years). Finally, the
costs and scope of such improvements are well beyond that applicable to any
single development project as the issues associated with the future traffic
congestion in the project vicinity currently exist, and are not the result of, nor can
they be resolved by, anyone project.

Finally, this appellant contends that the DEIR and project traffic study are
inadequate because they do not include any specific analysis of the project's
potential haul route(s). First, approval of construction-related haul routes
typically occur as part of separate haul route hearings and reviews conducted by
the City's Department of Building and Safety, Board of Building and Safety
Commissioners. Additionally, in order to minimize potential impacts to area
surface streets, haul routes typically utilize the most direct routes to the nearby
freeways (which are, in turn, used to travel to and from the haul material disposal
sites). As described in the project traffic study and DEIR, the project is located in
close proximity to a number of freeway ramps (including access to the
northbound 1-405 freeway at Cotner Avenue/Tennessee Avenue approximately



0.15 miles north of the project site, to the southbound 1-405freeway at National
Boulevard (between Sawtelle Boulevard and Sepulveda Boulevard)
approximately 0.80 miles south of the project site, or directly to the 1-10freeway
at Overland Avenue, approximately 1.50 miles southeast of the project site. As
such, the number of any potential (and temporary) haul-route related impacts will
be minimized.
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