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JOHN F. HAHN, ESQ., SBN 50685 (SPACE BELOW FOR FILING STAMP ONLY)
COUNTY COUNSEL

EVELYN SPIROU, ESQ. SBN 127029

DEPUTY COUNTY COUNSEL

500 Argonaut Lane

Jackson, CA. 95642 (209) 223-6366

Attorneys for Plaintiff and Cross-Defendant
COUNTY OF AMADOR

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

COUNTY OF AMADOR
THE COUNTY OF AMADOR, a Consolidated Case No.: 03-CV-3125
political subdivision of the State of
California,
Plaintiff,

Ve SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT

JERRY B. WRIGHT; ERIKA HINKEL ) PURSUANT TO CCP 664.6

)
)
)
)
)
)
%
WRIGHT, a.k.a., ERIKA HINKEL )
WRIGHT, individually and doing )
business as VILLA TOSCANO )
WINERY, VILLA TOSCANO, and )
VILLA TOSCANO VINEYARDS, and )
DOES ONE THROUGH TWENTY, )
)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

INCLUSIVE,
Defendants.
THE COUNTY OF AMADOR, a (Case No. . 04-CV-3278,
political subdivision of the State of Consolidated with Case No, 03-CV-3125)

California,
Plaintiff,

VS.
JERRY B. WRIGHT, ERIKA HINKEL
WRIGHT, ak.a., FERIKA HINKEL .
WRIGHT, individually and doing
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business as BELLA PIAZZA )
WINEREY, ak.a,, THREE LITTLE )
PIGS WINERY, and DOES ONE )
THROUGH TWENTY, INCLUSIVE, )
)
Defendants. )
)

AND RELATED CROSS-ACTIONS.
)

PARTIES

The parties to this Setflement Agreement are the County of Amador
(“Plaintiff”) and Jerry B. Wright and Erika Wright, individually and doing business
as Villa Toscano Winery, Villa Toscano Vineyards, Villa Toscano, and as Bella
Piazza Winery, aka, Three Little Pigs Winery (“Defendants™).

RECITALS

1.  OnNovember 25, 2003, the County of Amador filed its Complaint in
Amador County Superior Court Action No. 03-CV-3125, seeking to enjoin
Defendants from operating a restaurant at the Villa Toscano Winery. Jerry B.
Wright and Erika Wright, individually and doing business as Villa Toscano
Winery, Villa Toscano, and Villa Toscano Vineyards, answered the Conplaint and
filed a Cross-complaint against the County of Amador in Action No, 03-CV-3125,
alleging various civil rights violations naming Plaintiff as a cross-defendant.

2. On April 1, 2004, the County of Amador filed its Complaint in
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Amador County Superior Court Action No. 04-CV-3278, seeking to enjoin
Defendants from operating a deli at the Bella Piazza Winery. That case was later
consolidated with Amador County Superior Court Action No. 03-CV-3125.

3. Jerry B. Wright and Erika Wright, individually and doing business as
Bella Piazza Winery, answered the Complaint and filed a Cross-complaint against
the County of Amador in Action No. 04-CV-3278 alleging various civil rights
violations naming Plaintiff as a cross-defendant.

4.  Defendants have ceased the operation of the deli at Bella Piazza
Winery, however Defendants deny that the deli operation violated California law,
or the Amador County Code, or applicable contracts under the “Williamson Act.”

5.  Defendants maintain that they ceased deli operations for reasons
unrelated to the contentions and defenses of the Complaint and Cross-Complaint.

Plaintiff and Defendants therefore enter into the following settlement:

a.  Defendants agree not to operate a restaurant at Villa Toscano
Winery or at Bella Piazza Winery, by whatever name or format, while the
land upon which the winery is situated is zoned “AG”, exclusive agriculture,
and is subject to a land conservation contract or contracts with Plaintiff
pursuant to the Williamson Act, California Government Code §§ 51200 et.
seq,, and unless the land is zoned so as to allow the operation of a restaurant
thereon. Attached hereto as Exhibits A and B, and made a part hereof, are
the legal descriptions of the properties upon which the Villa Toscano Winery
and the Bella Piazza Winery, respectively, are situated.

b. Defendants agree that, unless Ordinance 1320 is amended to
provide otherwise, the food preparation facilities at Villa Toscano Winery
and Bella Piazza Winery shall be used solely for catering occasional on-
premise indoor or outdoor functions incidental to the agricultural use.

T
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c. Defendants acknowledge that they must obtain all necessary
permits for the operation of the food preparation facility at Bella Piazza
Winery and at Villa Toscano Winery.

d. The operation of the food preparation facilities at Villa Toscano
Winery and Bella Piazza Winery shall be brought into compliance with the
terms of this settlement agreement by June 14, 2006.

e. Plaintiff and Defendants shall dismiss their respective complaints
and cross-complaints (in action numbers 03-CV-3125 and 04-CV-3278)
with prejudice, with each party to bear their own costs of suit and attorney
fees.

£ Plaintiff and Defendants agree that the fact or terms of this
settlement shall not be used as evidence in any other matter between them
except a matter brought to enforce the provisions of this agreement.

g. Plaintiff and Defendants agree not to issue a press release or
media release concemning this settlement. This provision shall not preclude
the Plaintiff from complying with the Ralph M, Brown Act (California
Government Code sections 54950 et seq.), including but not limited to
sections 54957.1(a)(3) and 54953.6, copies of which are attached hercto as
Exhibit “C” and made a part hereof, or in making a copy of the executed
written settlement agreement available to the public upon request, pursuant
to the California Public Records Act (California Government Code sections
6250 et seq.).

h. The terms of this settlement agreement are subject to approval by
the Amador County Board of Supervisors and Erika Wright within twenty-
one days from January 20, 2006, If either of those parties do not approve the
terms of the settlement within that twenty-one day period, then there is no
settlement.
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1 i, The Plaintiff and Defendants agree that this settlement is entered
2 into pursuant to California Code of Civil Procedure section 664.6, and
3 expressly adopt said provisions, which read as follows:
4 «If parties to pending litigation stipulate, in a writing signed by
5 the parties outside the presence of the court or orally before the court,
for settlement of the case, or part thereof, the court, upon motion, may
6 enter judgment pursuant to the terms of the settlement. If requested by
7 the parties, the court may retain jurisdiction over the parties to enforce
i the settlement until performance in full of the terms of the settlement.”
9 j Plaintiff and Defendants further agree that the Superior Court of
10 Amador County shall have continuing jurisdiction to enforce the terms of
11 this settlement. In the event enforcement is required, the prevailing party
12 shall be awarded attorney’s fees and costs incurred in bringing or defending
13 such enforcement action.
14
15
16
17 ﬂj
18 | Dated: Japusry :é , 2006 CHARTER /JAVIS LLP
19
By: .
20 WHI A. DAVIS, ESQ.
21 Attorfieys for Defendants and
Cross-Complainants,
22 Jerry B. Wright, Erika Wright aka
23 Frika Hinkel Wright, individually
24 and dba Bella Piazza Winery, aka
Three Little Pigs Winery, and dba
25 Villa Toscano, Villa Toscano
26 Vineyards, Villa Toscano Winery
27
28
_5-
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Dated: Eea%%)’ 6 , 2006

Dated: Joans - £ 2006

folier

Dated: -January é , 2006

209 2234286 T-020 P.008/018  F-581

la /Piazza Winery, aka Three
Little Pigs Winery, and dba Villa
Toscano, Villa Toscano Vineyards,
Villa Toscano Winery

ERIKA WRIGHT, aka Frika
Hinkel Wright individually and dba
Villa Toscano Winery and Bella
Piazza Winery, aka Three Little
Pigs Winery, and dba Villa
Toscano, Villa Toscano Vineyards,
Villa Toscano Winery

Plaintiff and Cross-Defendant the
- County of Amador

JOHN F. HAHN, Esq..,
Amador County Counsel,
Attorney for Plaintiff County
of Amador

SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT PURSUANT TO CCP 664.6
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February
Dated: —fmaw é , 2006

Dated: -gﬁw 7 , 2006

ATTEST:

MARDELIL ANDERSON, Clerk of the
Board of Supervisors, Amador County,
Califormia

| 2ot dvdignn

209 2234286 T-020 P.010/018  F-581

{ AURBKCE I, ANGELO, Esq,
SBN 34528
Attomeys for Cross-Defendant,

COUNTY OF AMADOR

AMADOR COUNTY BOARD OF
SUPERVISORS

Bys z
RIEHARD VINSON, Chairman

e
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LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF REAL PROPERTY LOCATED AT 10600
NANDO A (Villa To Wi ;

The land described herein is situated in the State of California, County of Amadoer,
unincorporated area, and is described as follows:

Adjusted Compliance No. 1, as shown on that certain “Record of Survey Boundary Line
Adjustment Map for Elizabeth Williams Being a Portion of Section 36, T.8 N.,R. 10 E,,
M.D.M.”, filed for record on April 29, 1996, in Book 49 of Maps and Plats, at page 90,
Amador County Official Records.

APN 007-100-016-000
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LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF REAL PROPERTY LOCATED AT 19900
SHENANDOAH SCHOOL ROAD. PLYMOUTH. CA (Bella Piazza Winery):

The land described herein is situated in the State of California, County of Amador,
unincotporated area, and is described as follows:

Parcel 1 as shown and delineated on Parcel Map No. 2303 for K.H. & M.J. Deaver and
A.B. & K.L. Clifton, “Being a Portion of Section 1, T. 7 N., R. 10 E., and a Portion of
Section 6, T. 7 N., R, 11 E., M.D.M., Amador County, California”, filed for record
December 27, 1989, in Book 44 of Maps and Plats, at page 16 ¢t seq., Amador County
Official Records,

APN 008-030-034-000.

F-581
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MEETINGS
Div. 2

200 2234286
§ 54953.7

Notes ol Decisions

Prohibltion of recording 1

1. Prohibitlon of recording

Action of city council in allegedly adopting
measure providing thar no tape recarder or

mechanical device for purpose ol obuuining
1apes or recordings of counce | proceedings wus
to be peeraitred in council chamber was te0
arbitrary and cupricions and too restriceive and
unreasonable 10 be permiwed. Nevens v. Ciwy
of Chino (App. 5 Dist. 1965) 44 Cal.Rpur. 50,
233 Cal.App.2d 775,

§ 54953.6. Prohibitions or restrictions on broadcasts of proceedings of
legislative body; reasonable findings

No legislative body of a local agency shall prohibit or otherwise restrict the
broadcast of its open and public meetings in the absence of a reasonable
finding that the broadcast cannot be accomplished without noise, {llumination,
or obstruction of view that would constitute a persistent disruption of the

proceedings.

(Added by Stars.1993, c. 1136 (A.B.1426), § 6, operalive April 1, 1994; Sta1s.1993, c.
1137 (S.B.36), § 6, operative April 1, 1994, Amended by Stats.1994, ¢. 32 (8.B.752),

§ 6, eff. March 30, 1994, operative April 1, 1994.)

Historical and Statutory Notes

Section alfected by two or more acts al the
sume session al the legislature, see Government
Code § 9605, ’

Operative eflect ol Suts.1993, c. | 137
(S.B.36), sce Histarical and Statutory Notes un-
der Government Code § 54952.7.

Operative clféct ol Swats. 1993, ¢. 1136 (AB.
1426), sce Historical and Statutory Notes under
Government Code § 54952.7.

Law Review and Journal Commentaries

Review of seleeted 1993 Calilurnia legislarion.
25 Pac.l.J. 793 (1994),

Notes of Decisions

In general 1

I. In general

Trial court abused i discretlon in impliedly
deteymining that organization, which sought in-
junctlon o prevent school district from expand-
ing funds 10 promote advocacy position in rela-
dan ta chalee-in-cducation iaftiadve, was likely
1o prevail on merits au wial; distriet’s expendi-
wre of funds on television station, which broad-

cast public meeting at which achool board
adopted resolurion opposing inilaive, served
purposes unrelated to advocacy of partisan posi-
lion on infative, inasmuch as all board meer-
jngs were broudcast in their emirety, and thus
reasonable inference could be drawn that reis
son Tor broadcasts was 10 provide greater public
access  lo  meenings, Choice-In-Education
League v. Los Angeles Unified School Dist.
(App. 2 Dist. 1993) 21 Cal.Rpir.2d 303, 17 Cal.
App.4th 415.

§ 54953.7. Allowance of greater access to meetings than minimal standards

in this chapter

Notwithstanding any other provision of law, legislative bodies of local agen-
cles may impose requirements upon themselves which allow greater access to
their meetings than prescribed by the minimal standards set forth in this

chapter.

In addition thereto, an electe

d legislative body of a local agency may

impose such requirements on those appointed legislative bodies of the local
143
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" § 54957 GOVERNMENT CODE GOVERNN
Note 16 ) )

i v, Houging Authority’of the Ciry of Los ‘Angeles Bd. of Cal.Rptr.2d 452, 70 Cal App.ath 87, a5 modiﬂccl. rehearing an action- ha
! \éumm (ﬁw 2 D\’il. 2003) 132 Cul.Rptrgd 453, 107 denied, roview denied.  Schools & 8Ty Schools & formally com
- CalApp4th 860. Munielpal Corporucions & 192 : LA1Hig) sgency’s bil

" When the gwarning body of 3 public entity, in 2 €8s 17, Mundamus jeapardize ita
involving omployee dlscipline, Thjects it hearing officer’s Writ review wae warmunted with respect to challenge by 3y Approv
findings of fact and cnyages io its ownl fpce finding, it is clry counci] members o discovary orders cntared in sobon (3) App:
conducdrig u heasing on-the charges aguinat the employ@e .y oyonging unrecordud closod zassion of counsed 38 viola- 54956.9, at a1
and the ;mpioyné m;::tzg !Ewen notice of mn;n right to o0 of Brown Act, in which members had Lizen orrdered to settlemant 5
havo the hearing eon ) open sesdion.. MorTison V. ppoqnr special interrogatorics reg ding cheir recollee-
Housing Authurity, of the City of Los Angele Bd. of o0 " 0r g.ue.{on; appellate nmedlgn;r Yany nut have been (A) If the
Comrs. (App. 2, Dist, 2003) 132 CalRpir2d 453, 107 goquata onee information was disclesad, and caso pre report its act
CalApp.4th BED. Municipal Qorporading & 2158 gented guestion of Grst jmpression regs ding Brown Act during which
Passonnsl eXcaption 10.0pen MmELUngs law requires ne~  which was of genersl importanes, and waa one in which (B) If fina.
soe ag a condition to helding a ‘dosed session on specific  peneral gwdelines could be laid down for future cales. otlemont be
complaints o¢ charges brought againsl an employes by . Kieitman v. Superior Court (App. § Dige. 1359) 87 Gal, . al
another person or employes, leaving the majurity of par-  Rptr2d Bi3, 74 CalApp.ath 324, as modifind, review de- approval, anc
sonnel ;-n;umhm be ‘discussed freely and candldly i nisd Mundamns &= 4(4) : (@) Disprs
losd i ut ittimy an cmployes tu requost an \
:yi; Eoesioh o d;:m.l agninst specific complaints or 18. Disclosurc of procoedinys by memhers reported s
charge: brought against him or her by snother individuat | Disclosure of cloaed sousion proveedings by the mem- | agency claim
=nd thur to clcar Ris or her nume. Boll . Vista Unified  bexs of & legislative body necessarily dustroys the cosed agreed upen
Scheol Dist. (App. 4 Dist. 2000) 98 Cal.Rptr.2d 268, 32 seeion confidentialicy which & inherent in Brown Act, and 5) Action
CalAppAth 612 rehearing denivd. revicw denjed, OFF-  thus i prohibited, eitman v. Suparior Churt (App. 6 (&) o
cor= And Publle Employeen &= TR12 . | Dist. 1999) &7 CalRptr2d 813, T4 CalApp.4th 324, s cmploybr]:}en
Public agency may bold cloied seesion ua, compluints or modificd, review denied. Munieipul Corporations €= 02 the pu &m
charges apuinst an empleyea without providing swtutory | Brown Act does net provwirde for the compalied disclo. ldm'lf?' e
notice to, employes When sole purpose of aession s 10 sure of the pursonnl recollectinns of mambers of a legisin- of a _dlsm-lSS
doliberate whether Lhe complaints or charpus Justiy disei-  tive body “F'h"? unrecorded closed sessions upon alle- meering (ol
plifiary acton rather than to conduct an evidondary hear-  pation or proof of 3 Brown Art vidlagon, Kleitman v. 5 ro
P thereon. Bollingor v. San, Diego Civil Sorvies Com.  Swperior Court (App. § Dict 1949 87 CalRpir2d 813, T4 (6) Appro
(Agp. 4 Dist. 1999) §1 CoLRptr2d 27, 71 Cal Appdth 563, CalApp.dth 724. 95 modified, review dunied  Municipal SBectiun 540
Dfficers And Public Employ=es & 7212 . Corporations & 92 . o:her_ party
Personne] excoption of Brown Act roquires. D4-bour Members of ity councl could not be compelled under’ negotiation.
written notide onty When school board igars Specific com-  Brown Act to answer interrugatories regarding their per- (T) Pensi
' plaints and charges, and not whea it consders the ap-  sonal recollections of dosed zession of By council, during ot the first
* . pointrhent, cmplo evaluaton of performoncs, dise- which prospective reul estate jon was discussed, in g Hos
: pling, or dismissal of a public cmployec, Fischer v. Los ‘ sctian b{ ity resident who nlleped that cloped mesaion Tansacoon,
i Angeles Unified School Dt (App. 2 Dist. 1099) 82 Cal.  violaw=d Act. Klnitmun v. Superior Cowrt (App. & ™ Re
Rpur2d 452, 70 CaLAppsth 87, ax modificd, rehearing  Dist. 1999) 87 CalRpwr.2d 818, 74 CalAppdth 824, a5 The lesialat

o denied, veviow denicd.  Schonlz =57 - modified, review denied  Pretrial Procedure & 271 body WAthin
o Besuce, datorminatinn Whether to roclect or net to  Provision of Evidenco Code under which public entity is o1l documez
It neglect probationary teschers Wos i pers ) matrer and  privileged to rofuse to disclose officiul informadon when e ter it
A e vatvs & roasion fn which the school board woald  the privilege is properly diaimed and disclosur: i forbid- ey

! hiar spevific complainta or charges brought aguinst pro-  dan by a state statate nooossarily includes Brown Act's or other di
bationary teathers by anothor pérson or employes, board *, prohibition of diaclosure of closed session procecdings of & results in
wos neb reqrired, by. Brown Act to give the probationary ~ publix sgoncy except au provided by Act Kleitman v. docurnents
teachers 24-hour Written notieq of the right to have the gg;uwc:md (App. B Dist. 1999) 87 Cal.Rptr.2d 813, 74 that the prr
complaints o charges heard in an open sesslon.  Fischér L AppAth 324, a2 modified, review denied. Witnesses the smend!
v. Log Angeles Uniffed Schoo) Dist. (App. 2 Dist. 1990) 82 & 216D Now the inform:

.= . " ) “ . - ) . ' . (E) The
§ 54857.1, Closed sessionss public report of action taken . . . o . businessd
(s) The lﬁaﬂv tive body of any local agency shall publicly repork any action taken in closed session and amendmen
g the voto or abstention of every member present thereon, as follows: : oo ) Notl
(D). Approval of an agreement concluding real eatate negptiations pursuant t Secton 54966.8 shallbe '  otherwise
. reported after the agreement i final, a3 gpecificd below: . . . . © No
(&) If jts own approval renders the' agreement final, the body shall report that approval and the on behalf.
substance of the agreement iz open gesalon at the public meeting during which the elosed seasion isheld. |  body inan
* (R) Xf final approval rests with tha other party ta the negutiations, the local agency shall disclose the | ® This
fact of thet approval and the substance &aw@@mpmmbywmasmﬁumeo&n " gubdivisio
‘party or its agent has informed the local_agenq‘ofitsspptﬂﬂll o : S (o
{2)Apmvalgiv&qmitslei;alwmwaltodefend,oruagknrmfuiﬁmbwmngappdm;éﬁewhr Added by
mliet.nrmanm:asanmﬁmumhajnmyformufhﬁgaﬁonume;emltotawnsmh_wwu
Senﬁnnw&hhsllbemppm&in openuzdbnatthapnbucmecﬁngdmingwiﬁdxmeelpndwshnis L
held, The report shall identify, i known, the adverse party or parties and tha subatance of the litigation. - K5 Ly
In the case of approval given bo initiate or intervene in an action, the announcerent need not identify the ﬂg:ﬁm

sotion, the defendants, or other particulars, but shall speeify that the direction to u'nhste or intervens in
" -«ndditions or changes Indicated by -underline; deletions by asterisks * ™ *. -
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GOVERNMENT CODE § 549571
on action has been given and that the action, the defendants, and the other particulars shall, once
formally commenced, be disclosed to any person upon inguiry, unless to do so wouldl jeopardize the
agency's nbility 10 effectuate service of process on one or more unserved parties, or that to de ao would
seopardige {ts ubility to conclude existing settlement negotiations to its advantage,

(3) Approval given to its legal counsel of a sattlement. of pending litigation, as defined in Section
$4056.9, at any stage prior to or during a judicial or quasi-judicial proceeding shall be reported after the.
jettlement {r final, as specified below:

(A) If the legislative body nccepts a Settlement offer signed by the opposing party, the ‘body shall
eport its m:ceEu.nce and identify the substance of the agreement in open session at the public meeting
turing which the closed session iu held.

(B) If final xp.pmval rosts with some other party to the litigation or with the cow, then as soon as the
sattlement becomes [inal, and upon inquiry by any person, the local agency shall disclose the fact of Lhat
approval, and identify the substance of the agreement. '

(4) Disposition reached a8 t claims diacussed in closed session pursuant to Seclion 54856.95 shall be
reported as soon as reached in 3 manner that identifies the name of the claimant, the numé of the locul
agency claimed zgainse, the substance of the claim, and any monetary amount approved for payment and
agreed upon by the claimant. |

(5) Action taken to appoint, employ, dismiss, accept the resignaton of, or otherwise affect the
employment status of a public employee in closed session pursuant to Sevtion 54957 shall be reported at
the public meeting during which the closed session is held. Any report required by this paragraph shall
identify the title of the position. The general reguirement of this paragraph notwithstanding, the report
of a dismissal or of the nonrenewnl of an employment contract shall be deferred until the first public
meeting following the exhaustion of administradve remedies, if any. -

(6) Approval of an sgreement concluding labor negotiations with represented employees pursuant to
Serrion 54957.6 shall be ruported after the agreement i final and has heen aceepted or ratified by the
other party. The report shall identify the item gpproved and the other party or parties to the
negodation. . .

(7) Pension fund investment mransaction ducisions made pursuant to Scotion 54966.81 shall be disclosed
at the first open meetng of the legislative body held after the carlier of the close of the investment
transaction or the transfer of pension fund assets for the investment transaction.

(b) Beports that are required to be made pursuant to thia seetion may be made erslly or in writing.
The legislative body shall provide to any person.who has submitted a written request to the legislative
body within 24 ‘hours of the posting of the agenda, or to any person who hus made a standing request for
al) documentation &s part of a request for notice of meetings pawsuant to Section 54354.1 or 54956, if the
vequester is present at the time the closed session ends, copies of any contracts, eettlement agrecrents,
or other documents that were finally approved or adopted in the closed session. If the action taken
results in one or more substantive amendments to the related documents requiring retyping, the
dommoents need not b released until the retyping is completed during normal business hours, provided
that the presiding officer of the legislative body or his or her designee orally summarizes the substanee of
the amandments for the benefit of the document requéster or any other person present and requesting
the information, :

" (¢) The documentaton referred to in panm-ep' h (b) shall be available to any person on the next
business day following the meeting in which the action vefarred to Is taken or, in the case of substantial
amendments, when any nacessary retyping is complete. '
. (d) Nothing in thia secrion shall be constriled to requive that the legislative bedy approve actions net
otherswiza subject to legislative body approval,
. (8) No action for injury to a reputationsl, ﬁb‘&z{' or other personal interest may be commenced by or
on buhalf of any employee or former employee with respect to whom & disclosure is'made by a legislative
body in an effort to comply with this section. .

() This seétion 8 necessary to implement. and réssonably within the scope of paragraph (1) of
subdivision (b) of Section 3 of Article I of the California Constitution. Co o

(Added by Stats.2005, ¢ 72 (AB128), § 14, eff. July 19, 2006.)

Wistorical and Statutory Notes

2008 Legishstion “SEC. 16. The Legislatwre finds and declares that
Sectinns 16 and 17 of Stua.2005, c T (AB.I3B), pri-  Secrions 64854.2 2nd 6496T.1 of the Government Code sn:
vide: . neccxary to implement and rensonably within the scope
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