
Open Letter to The Honorable Consuelo Marshall 
Judge United States District Court for Central District of California 

FROM: 	Citizens Coalition - Los Angeles [CCLA] 
Hollywoodians Encouraging Logical Planning [HELP] 

TO: 	The Honorable Consuelo Marshall, Judge United States District Court 
for Central District of California 

COPIES: Guy B. Wallace (SBN 176151) and Mark T. Johnson (SBN 76904) 
SCHNEIDER WALLACE COTTRELL KONECKY, WOTKYNS 
Attorneys for the Plaintiff Class 

Kevin E. Gilbert (SBN 209236) 
LOZANO SMITH 
Attorney for Defendant 
CITY OF LOS ANGELES 

Eric Garcetti, Mayor of City of Los Angeles 
Herb Wesson, President Los Angeles City Council 

RE: 	Willits, et alia v City of Los Angeles 
Case No. CV 10-05782 CBM (RZx) 
(1) Objections to Proposed Settlement 
(2) Request under Government Code, § 6250 to The City of Los 

Angeles for Disclosure of Entire Text of the Proposed Settlement 
Agreement and Supporting Documentation 

DATE: 	Tuesday, April 14, 2015 

1. 	The Unincorporated Associations Bringing these Requests 

A. 	Citizens Coalition - Los Angeles [CCLA]  

CCLA was founded in 2010 by Angelenos who were concerned that The 
City was not adequately protecting the interests of the general public, but instead 
was neglecting needed City services in favor of catering to the financial desires 
of the major land developers. Among other activities, CCLA was one of the 
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petitioners and prevailing parties in the Target Litigation, Citizens Coalition Los 
Angeles v City of Los Angeles, Case # BS140930 

B. 	Hollywoodians Encouraging Logical Planning [HELP] 

H.E.L.P. was formed in 2004 due to its concern that the land use 
planning in Hollywood was illogical and detrimental to the long term 
quality of life for Hollywoodians. HELP' s purpose was and is to encourage 
logical planning. HELP was one of the petitioners and prevailing parties 
in the litigation over the June 19, 2012 Hollywood Community Plan 
Update. 

These two associations are hereinafter collectively called The Requesters. 

2. 	The Recent Notice of Proposed Settlement 
Makes These Requests Timely 

These Requests are timely in that the public did not know and could not 
have known prior to April 1 1, 2015 that the rights of the general public are not 
being adequately protected by Plaintiffs or Defendant City of Los Angeles. 

All ofthe City's discussions of the settlement were held in closed sessions 
pursuant to Government Code, § 54956.9(a). After the proposed terms of the 
settlement were made public on April 1, 2015 and the media articles shortly 
thereafter, The Requesters saw that the substantial interests of the public were 
not being ignored. 

In order to protect the rights of the general public for free and open 
government, The Requesters hereby object to the proposed Settlement as set 
forth in the Willits v. City of Los Angeles, Term Sheet as of March 30, 2015, 
which is marked as Exhibit #1 and attached hereto [hereinafter The March 30 
Memo]. 
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The Requesters also demand under Government Code, § 6250 that 
Defendant City ofLos Angeles publish the entire proposed settlement agreement 
with all substantiating documentation including the basis for the award of 
attorney fees in the amount of $13.3 Million and costs of $1.7 Million. 

3. The General Public Needs Protection in This Settlement 

The Plaintiffs and Plaintiff Class owe no duties to the general public and 
it would be inappropriate for them to represent the interests of the general public 
over and beyond the scope of the class which is: 

All persons with mobility disabilities who have been denied access 
to pedestrian rights of way in the city of Los Angeles as a result of 
Defendants' policies and practices with regard to its pedestrian 
rights of way and disability access. The class is certified for 
injunctive and declaratory relief only. January 4, 2011 Order to 
Class Certification Docket # 59 

4. All Possible Privileges To Non-Disclosure 
of the Settlement Agreement Have Been Waived 

The Settlement Agreement is not protected by either Federal Rule of 
Evidence Rule 408 or by California Evidence Code, § 1152. The request for 
production of the settlement agreement is not for the prohibited purposes stated 
in either code section. The Attorney-Client privilege cannot apply since the 
adversaries know the contents of the settlement agreement. 

Furthermore, The City's publication of the March 30 Memo purports to 
set forth all material terms and conditions of the Settlement Agreement, and 
thus, any confidentiality which may have attached has been waived. 

/// 
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5. 	The City of Los Angeles Has a History Which Disqualifies 
it to Represent the Interests of the General Public 

Defendant City of Los Angeles has a history, which is ongoing to this day, 
which disqualifies the mayor's office and the city council to protect the interests 
of the general public. The following comments are illustrative and not 
exhaustive of the reasons that The Mayor and the City Council may not be 
entrusted to protect the interests of the general public in settling this litigation. 

a. 	This Litigation Was Foreseeable in 2002 

In Barden v. City of Sacramento  292 F.3d 1073 (2002), the Ninth Circuit 
held that sidewalks fall under the protection of the Americans With Disabilities 
act [ADA]. Thus, The City has known for thirteen (13) years that its faulty 
sidewalks made it very vulnerable to an ADA lawsuit. 

Plaintiffs herein filed suit eight (8) years later in 2010. During this time, 
The City had allowed the sidewalks to deteriorate despite the fact that it had the 
resources to repair streets and sidewalks. Rather than entertain an exhaustive 
discussion of the City's budget over these years, a look at the funds available to 
The City in its Community Redevelopment - Los Angeles [CRA/LA] accounts 
will show that The City has had the money but chose not to repair its infra-
structure. 

In 2010, when The City was claiming that it had a huge deficit and could 
not maintain its infrastructure, the amount of money which the City was 
concealing in its CRA/LA accounts were disclosed in CityWatchLA, The City 
Has No Deficit, by Richard Lee Abrams, April 16, 2010. 

/// 
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Year CRA Property 
Tax Income 

Amount of Increase 
Over Prior Year 

2009 $217,868,000 $6,377,000 
2008 $211,491,000 $5,019,100 
2007 $161,300,000 $3,408,400 
2006 $127,216,000 $23,985,000 
2005 $103,231,000 $12,025,000 
2004 $91,206,000 unknown 
Total $912,132,000 

More relevant than the near $1 Billion of incremental property taxes 
which had been diverted to the CRA/LA in six years was the amount of money 
which the City was hoarding in its CRA/LA funds. According to the June 30, 
2009 CRA/LA audit of the agency showed that it had over $300 Million 
available to spend on infrastructure. 

Financial Analysis of The CRA/LA Funds, [June 30, 20091 

As of June 30, 2009, the CRA/LA's governmental funds reported a 
combined ending fund balance of $588,013,000, a decrease of 
$22,268,000 in comparison with the prior year. Of the 
$588,013,000 a total amount of $283,528,000 is reserved for debt 
service, low and moderate-income housing activities, advances to 
other funds, and encumbrances. The remaining $304,485,000, 
which is approximately 51.8 percent of the total fund balance 
constitutes the unreserved fund balance. This amount is available 
for spending and has been appropriated in the CRA/LA's fiscal year 
2010 budget. 

While The City was allowing its infrastructure to decline, it had hundreds 
of millions of dollars available to address these infrastructure problems. As can 
be shown, 2009 was a typical year. Each and every year until the CRA was 
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abolished effective 2-1-2012, The City had funds available in its CRA/LA 
accounts to address infrastructure needs but it chose not to do so. 

The City had the right and the power to expend hundreds of millions of 
dollars on sidewalks, streets, pension funds, paramedics, etc., but it chose not 
to do so. As a result of The City's history of concealing available funds for 
infrastructure, it now lacks the credibility to be trusted to protect the interests of 
the general public in this settlement dealing with the same issue. The same 
person who was the President of the City Council during this time that the 
infrastructure was needlessly falling into disrepair is now Mayor. 

b. 	Grand Jury Finds that The City Knew That Reducing 
Paramedic Budget Would Result in Loss of Life 

Using false data in the 2012 Deployment Report, The City Council 
removed $200 Million from the Los Angeles Fire Department [LAFD]. The 
City falsely maintained that it could reduce the number of paramedics and 
improve its emergency response times. While no one should have been naive 
enough to believe the claim, The City Council unanimously approved the 
reduction in paramedics. 

In June 2013, The Los Angeles County Civil Grand Jury found that when 
the City reduced the number of paramedics, it knew, not suspected but knew, 
that Angelenos would needlessly lose their lives as a result. The Grand Jury 
then cited a case where death had been caused by the reduction in paramedic 
services. Marked as Exhibit # 2 and attached hereto is a copy June 2013 Grand 
Jury Report (yellow highlighting added) 

The June 2013 Grand Jury Report shows that despite being faced with 
certain loss of life, The City reduced the budget for paramedics. The Court 
should take the Grand Jury Report very seriously and should read it very 
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carefully. That same person who was the President of the City Council during 
this time that is now The City's Mayor. 

c. 	The Litigation over the Hollywood Community Plan Update 
Shows That the City Lacks the Trustworthiness to Protect  
the Interests of the General Public  

Speaking of the City's use of fatally flawed data, we have the Litigation 
over the Hollywood Community Plan. Petitioner, HELP, started its work on the 
Hollywood Community Plan Update [HCP} in Spring 2005 and on July 18, 
2012, HELP filed suit against the City due to its approval of the HCP.' 

In his January 15, 2014 Statement ofDecision, Judge Goodman noted that 
the City used fatally flawed data and wishful thinking and that the City's process 
subverted the law. Similar to the Grand Jury in 2013, Judge Goodman expressly 
found that The City had ample opportunity to provide accurate data in 2011. In 
fact, Judge Goodman found that The City had a duty to base the HCP Update on 
accurate data. 

Thus, The City has a history of lying about the funds it has available to 
repair infrastructure. The County Grand Jury found that The City intentionally 
under funded infrastructure even with knowledge that deaths would occur and 
The Courts have found that The City intentionally and knowingly used fatally 
flawed data for the community plan which will determine the future of 
Hollywood for all time. It would be folly in the extreme to allow The City to 
purport to protect the general public in the settlement of Willits v City of Los 
Angeles. 

'A total of 4 petitioners sued The City and all cases were deemed related (not 
consolidated) case and were assigned to Judge Allan Goodman in Department P, Los 
Angeles Superior Court, 1725 Main Street, Santa Monica, California 90401 

Open Letter to The Honorable Consuelo Marshall 
Tuesday, April 14, 2015 

Page 7 of 20 



In addition, Judge Goodman ordered The City to rescind its HCP Update. 
It is now fifteen (15) months after Judge Goodman's order, and The City still 
has not issued a Notice of Preparation for a new HCP Update. As a result, 
Hollywood is operating from the 1988 Hollywood Community Plan, which is 
based on data which is three to five decades old. 

The City, however, is approving well over $1 Billion in new mega-
projects while failing to provide an Update to the Hollywood Community Plan. 
To aggravate matters, by its own terms the Commerce Section of the 1988 
Hollywood Community Plan expired in 2010. That leaves all construction in 
Hollywood in legal chaos. 

The City's gross irresponsibility with respect to the HCP Update shows 
that it does not protect the general public. Just as Judge Goodman left the 
preparation of the new HCP to The City's discretion, this proposed settlement 
leaves funding of sidewalks up to the City's discretion. If the City chooses a 
mode of funding which will not produce any funds for two, three, ten years, 
there is nothing in the proposed settlement which would allow anyone to take 
any action. 

Updating the sidewalk infrastructure will benefit the general public as well 
as the Plaintiffs and the Class and the public has an interest in fashioning a 
settlement agreement that requires the City to improve conditions and requires 
the City to fund the improvements. 

d. 	The Target Project Shows that The City Itself 
Encourages Law Breaking 

CCLA was and is one of the petitioner in the litigation over the proposed 
Target store at Sunset and Western in Hollywood. 
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In this case, The City and not Target was the origin of the problem. At 
first the City was encouraged the project to proceed without an EIR. After 
Target decided to do an EIR, The City prevailed upon Target to violate the 
Specific Plan. When Target was sued, The City allowed Target to construct the 
store during litigation. The court, Judge Richard Fruin of the Los Angeles 
Superior Court subsequently ordered Target to stop construction after three 
stories had been constructed. When The City is instrumental in causing a 
developer to violate the law, i.e., the Specific Plan called SNAP, it cannot be 
trusted to protect the general public. 

e. 	The Sunset Gordon Project Shows that The City Itself 
Encourages Law Breaking 

The Requesters are familiar with this Project and its on-going litigation. 
After the court had issued an order that NOT to demolish the facade, 
Councilmember Garcetti's office helped the builder obtain a demolition permit 
late Friday afternoon and by Saturday, the facade had been demolished. As a 
result, The Honorable Judge Chalfant has revoked the occupancy permits. 
Without the assistance of Councilmember Garcetti, the developer would not 
have been able to violate the court order. That same person who assisted the 
developer to violate the court order and demolish the Spaghetti Factory facade 
is now the Mayor. 

It would be reckless to allow the same people with this track record of 
falsehoods, of disregard for human life, and of violating court orders to pretend 
to protect the general public in this settlement. The City has shown no regard 
for the welfare of the people who have recently moved into Sunset-Gordon 
without their knowing about the litigation or the revocation of occupancy 
permits. 
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f. 1601 North Vine. Hollywood Shows that The City Itself 
Is Involved in Law Breaking 

This project in which HELP and CCLA were involved during the 
administrative phase involved the use of two appraisals. One appraisal for $4 
Million was obtained by the CRA/LA and in the same month, the developer 
obtained an appraisal for $5.4 Million. Councilmember Garcetti represented the 
higher developer appraisal to the City Council while concealing the lower $4 
Million appraisal, thereby causing the City to overpay for the land by $1.4 
Million. 

Also, the actual property owner, Steve Ullman, had prior troubles with the 
CRA/LA over his use of unduly high developer appraisals. As a result Garcetti 
had a straw man, Hal Katersky, pose as the seller of the property to the 
CRA/LA. A subsequent production of documents by the CRA/LA revealed that 
the CRA/LA itself knew that Steve Ullman was the actual landowner. 

That same person who was the President of the City Council during this 
time when the City was fleeced out of $1.4 million is now Mayor. One should 
also note that appraisal fraud is a felony, especially when the amount of loss is 
a minimum of $1.4 Million. 

g. The Paseo Plaza Project, Hollywood Shows that The City 
Itself Encourages Law Breaking 

This fiasco was supported by Councilmember Garcetti since 2004. To 
date nothing has been built despite Garcetti's support for the developer Juri 
Ripinsky who spent four years in Leavenworth for real estate and bank fraud. 

Mr. Ripinsky was also one of Eric Garcetti's fundraisers when the 
councilmember was running for Mayor. Nothing has been built in all the 
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intervening years. In pushing Mr. Ripinsky's Project through the City Council, 
Councilmember Garcefti failed to advise other councilmembers of his close 
association with Mr. Ripinsky or that Mr. Ripinsky was felon. 

The cumulative record of The City's lack of trustworthiness makes 
allowing The City to protect the interests of the general public in this settlement 
approach the absurd. 

h. 	The City Council Operates Contrary to Penal Code § 86 

The Los Angeles City Council operates under a voting agreement whereby 
each council member has to vote Yes on each item. The council unanimously 
approves measures over 99.993% of the time. 

Penal Code § 86 makes any and all voting agreements unlawful. Nonethe-
less, the Los Angeles City Council has operated under the voting agreement for 
at least ten years. As a result, all votes by The City Council are tainted by 
felonious conduct. The strain of corruption colors its recent unanimous approve 
of the March 30 Memo by a 10-0-5 vote. 

When one reads The March 30 Memo, and sees that the City Council 
unanimously approved the settlement based on these terms and conditions, it is 
patently unreasonable to believe that all ten (10) councilmembers favored this 
proposed settlement. The Terms and Condition are so vague, ambiguous and in 
some places unintelligible that no one could ascertain how much money would 
be spent, the sources of the funds, any triage study to determine the order of 
repairs, etc. Out of the ten councilmembers, at least one of them should have 
had enough questions to have cast a dissenting vote. Surely, one of the ten 
would have felt some need to explain why homeowners stood last in line to have 
their sidewalks repaired? 
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The vote to approve this settlement shows that the councilmembers are 
exercising no independent discretion but instead are voting under the coercion 
of an unlawful voting agreement whereby they set aside their own analyses and 
the interests of their constituents in order to have unanimous votes. 

i. 	Summary of the Reasons That The City Lacks  
The Trustworthiness To Protect The General Public 

There are additional instances of lies, deceit, fraud, abuse of power 
throughout The City Council to the extent that no one should trust The City to 
protect the general public. In fact, an analysis of The City's diversion of billions 
of tax dollars away from infrastructure is a major reason that Los Angeles is no 
longer a Destination City, but rather is a place from which people flee. March 
25, 2015, Power Corrupts; Corruption Destroys — by Scott Zwartz a copy of 
which is marked as Exhibit #3 and attached hereto 

The Requesters contend that this Court not allow Defendant City of Los 
Angeles to represent the interests of the general public with respect to the 
settlement of this litigation. 

The Requesters contend that before This Court allows Defendant City of 
Los Angeles to continue with this settlement, that the Court authorize an 
investigation of the voting agreement by which The City Council unanimously 
approved this patently absurd settlement. Among other matters, there needs to 
be an investigation of the reasons that the City Council vote tabulator 
automatically registers a YES VOTE even when the councilmember is not at 
his/her seat and may have left council chambers altogether. 

6. 	The March 30 Memo Is Evidence that The City 
Is Not Protecting The Interests of the General Public 
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The Requesters' analysis of the March 30 Memo shows that The City 
cannot be trusted to protect the general public. 

a. The Advertized Settlement Figure of $1.3 Billion Is False 

Due to the incoherent nature of the proposed settlement, one cannot 
exactly evaluate the monetary value and/or cost of these repairs. It is clear that 
The City is misrepresenting the funds which will be spend to repair sidewalks. 

/// 

The Mayor's Office released a press release on April 1, 2015, a copy of 
which is marked as Exhibit #4 and attached hereto. Twice Mayor Garcetti says 
that the value of the settlement "over $1 Billion" and the Mayor's press release 
quotes plaintiff Attorney Guy Wallace as saying the value is "$1.4 Billion." 
Most of the media report $1.3 Billion and their only sources are Plaintiffs and 
The City. 

The March 30 Memo, however, says $930 Million, and that number is also 
fraudulently high. Exhibit # 1 §1 

The hyped value of $1.3 Billion is the fictionalized value based upon 
projected inflation. However, when any expenditure is indexed, the purpose of 
the indexing is to maintain the real dollar value of the base year which is 2015. 
The $930 Million figure is subject to numerous reductions which the Mayor 
fails to mention in his Press Release. 

b. The Value is Much Less Than $930 Million 

The value turns out to be much less than $930 Million because that figure 
is not the amount of money which will be spend. It is the amount of money to 
be allocated ("committed"), but there is no requirement that the $31 Million 
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annual "commitment" actually be spent. Thus, the $930 Million is a worthless 
number used only to deceive the general public into believing that enough 
money is being spent to address the problem of the defective sidewalks. 

c. The Maximum Value is $750 Million 

The City shall not be obligated to spend more than $25 Million per year 
and over 30 years, that is only $750 Million. The City is particularly deceptive 
in the way it conceals the maximum amount it has to spend. The City states: 

"In no fiscal year (other than the first year) shall the City spend less 
than $25 million as it Annual Commitment." Exhibit #1 § 1, ¶5 
A commitment  of $31 Million per year is deceptively misleading when 

The City only has to spend  $25 Million. 

d. The City is Spending less than $750 Million 

In the first year (presumably 2015-2016), The City only has to spend $20 
Million. That drops the value to $745 Million. 

e. Yes, the Real Figure Is Even Lower than $745 Million 

The entire $13.3 Million for Attorney Fees and $1.7 Million for costs have 
to be paid from the "fund" within one month of the settlement. [Exhibit #1, § 10, 
Other Provisions, ¶ Attorney Fees and Costs (p 5) That reduces the value to 
only $730 Million. 

f. And the Value Shrinks More 

An additional $6 Million may be paid to Plaintiffs for monitoring the 
program and these monitoring fees come from the "Fund." That lowers the 
value to $724 Million. [Exhibit #1, § Other Provisions ¶ Monitoring and Fees] 
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g. The Value Shrinks below $724 Million 

If a dispute arises over the settlement's implementation, under some 
circumstances The City may charge its legal fees against the "Fund." Exhibit #1, 
§ Other Provisions ¶ Dispute Resolution 

h. The Biggest Deception — No Enforcement Mechanism 

The biggest deception is that there is no enforcement mechanism. If the 
City does not spend $25 Million per year, there is no procedure to enforce the 
settlement agreement. Thus, the agreement is basically illusory and changes 
nothing from the present pre-settlement situation. 

As shown above, The City cannot be trusted to follow court orders. In 
fact, the City has been instrumental in having court orders violated. Thus, a 
settlement agreement which is turned into a court order is absolutely worthless. 
The general public needs a settlement which has an enforcement mechanism. 
The only enforceable part of the agreement is the payment of $15 Million to the 
Plaintiff and Class Attorneys. 

i. The General Public Has a Huge Stake in This Litigation 

The City has materially misrepresented to the general public the value of 
this settlement. The general public has a huge stake in this litigation. The 
disabled are not the only persons to use the sidewalks. Everyone needs decent 
sidewalks, and thus, the general public has a substantial interest in the mainten-
ance of its sidewalks. 

In 2013 Councilmember Buscaino estimated that the cost of the backlog 
of defective sidewalks was $1.5 Billion in 2013 dollars and that the City needed 
a triage study which would cost $10 million and take three years. 
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The city does not have a comprehensive list of damaged sidewalks, 
and officials have said that creating one would cost $10 million and 
take three years. Los Angeles can't borrow money to fix sidewalks 
until it can identify which ones are broken, a Buscaino spokesman 
said. August 21, 2013, LA TIMES, $3-billion Proposal to Repair 
Los Angeles Streets Advances, Lawmakers Agree to Analyze 
Possible Funding Sources for Street Repairs, Including a Property 
Tax or Borrowing Against Future Sales or Gas Tax Revenues, by 
Laura J. Nelson 

Thus, it appears as if the City has falsely inflated the value of this 
settlement into the range of the value of the unrepaired sidewalks. Had the City 
acknowledged that the real value of $1.5 Billion in sidewalk repairs in 2013 
dollars was only $724 Million in 2015 dollars, there would be considerable 
objection from the public, neighborhood councils, homeowner associations, etc. 

j. 	There Is a Far Larger Problem than the Falsification 
of the Settlement's Value  

First, one notes that the triage study of the sidewalks, which Council-
member Buscaino placed at $10 Million in 2013 and taking three years to 
complete, is omitted from the settlement. How can The City undertake a repair 
of sidewalks without knowing which sidewalks need repair and which ones need 
repair most urgently? This subject is completely missing. The criteria for 
determining which sidewalks need repair does not exist. 

There is a provision that $5 Million of the first year funds be devoted to 
curb cuts [Exhibit #1, §4] and $6.2 Million will be allocated to the Access 
Request Program [Exhibit #1, § 3]. However, only $20 Million is allocated in 
the first year [Exhibit #1, §1, ¶ 4] and $15 Million goes to the attorney fees and 
costs [Exhibit #1, ¶10]. That means the first year has a deficit of $6.2 Million. 
That leaves a minus $6.2 Million to conduct a $10 Million triage study. 
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k. 	There Is No Triage Study, Because the City Prioritizes 
the Billionaire Developers over the Homeowners  

When one studies the March 30 Memo, one sees why there is no triage 
study. Almost all the funds will go to the mega-developers and large 
commercial interests. A triage study would produce unwanted data about the 
location and the seriousness of the damaged sidewalks and it is highly likely that 
a Triage Study would not prioritize Hollywood-Highland or other large land 
owners who contribute to city hall political campaigns. 

After the repairing its own sidewalks, the City then has four categories of 
businesses that receive priority in repairs. Residential neighborhoods come  
dead last and have the same priority as vacant desert land. 

The categories which Section 2 of the March 30 Memo sets forth are 
unduly vague, but it is clear that large business interests will be the primary 
beneficiaries with no requirement that they paid for any of the repairs. 

Section 1 clearly states that the City is under no obligation to charge a 
single developer or large commercial land owner any fees for repairing its 
sidewalks. The March 30 Memo states: 

The City will have the discretion to determine the revenue sources 
it will use to meet the terms of this agreement. [Exhibit #1 §1, 1112] 

Thus, The City may repair all the sidewalks in front of the Hollywood-
Highland Project as well as all the sidewalks adjacent to any other commercial 
property before it repairs a single homeowner's sidewalk. 

1. 	Homeowners Come Dead Last in Priority 

The general public and especially the tax paying homeowners will find it 
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relevant that homeowners are relegated to the dead last position in priority 
along with vacant desert land while all the mega developers and the large 
commercial land owners receive the top priorities. 

The bottom line is that prioritization is written so that The City may divert 
millions of tax dollars to benefit the wealthiest landowners while claiming that 
The City has no choice because the Court mandated this prioritization. 

m. The Failure to Discuss Financing Is Unforgivable 

There is no excuse for the settlement agreement to leave 100% of the 
funding up to The City's discretion which has proven to be completely untrust-
worthy. 

The very fact that The City would have the hubris to include such a 
provision highlights its complete disregard for the needs of the general public. 
It leaves the general public no way to compel the expenditure of one cent, while 
the City continues to lavish billions of tax dollars on its favored developers 
including Korean Airlines, China, CIM Group, etc. 

n. It Allows the City to Pay for Developers' Sidewalk Repairs 

Leaving the financing to the City means that the City can give untold 
millions to benefit the billionaire developers. The settlement has to provide 
some guidelines about payment for the sidewalks. The general public is vitally 
interested that no more of its tax dollars be diverted to benefit the wealthiest. 

Assessments against property owners in the Transit Oriented Districts 
[TODs] and in front of commercial property (both of which need definitions) 
must be mandatory, and The City must be prohibited from using any of its own 
funds to repair sidewalks in categories 2, 3, 4. These commercial interests are 
capable of funding their own sidewalk repairs. The Requesters have no idea who 
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falls into category #4 "Facilities containing employers," except it excludes 
residences. 

o. 	Point on Sale — An Excellent Mode to Fund Many Repairs 

The City should be required to institute a Point of Sale requirement for 
sidewalks. This method of payment is particular effective in residential areas. 
The nature of Point on Sale payment is explained in Exhibit #5 Donald Shoup's 
article, Fixing Broken Sidewalks, re Sidewalk Repair at Point of Sale 

7. General Summary 

The City is responsible for the terrible state of its sidewalks. It has known 
since 2002 that sidewalks fall under the ADA and that it only was a matter of 
time before a lawsuit such as this one would be filed. Even if the ADA were not 
applicable, the City has been grossly derelict in tending to all of its 
infrastructure while lavishing billions oftax dollars on its campaign contributors 
and its favored mega real estate developers. The city's profligate ways are being 
uncovered in lawsuit after lawsuit and the City remains undeterred. When Judge 
Goodman naively allowed the City discretion with its Update of the Hollywood 
Community Plan, The City made no update. Rather it has been approving mega-
project after mega-project with no regard to the Court's order that the only 
projects which may be approved are those under the 1988 Hollywood Com-
munity Plan. 

8. Conclusion 

The Requesters respectfully request that This Court continue any 
consideration of the proposed settlement until after the City has disclosed the 
entire settlement and copies have been provided to each Neighborhood Council 
as well as to The Requesters. 

Open Letter to The Honorable Consuelo Marshall 
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Furthermore, The Requesters respectfully request that This Court take into 
consideration that it takes a minium of three to four months for any 
Neighborhood Council to take a position on such an important matter. Almost 
all neighborhood councils require their committees to study and report back to 
the Board about the proposed settlement. 

Thereafter, the Neighborhood Councils need to transit their analyses and 
recommendations to the City Council. Thereafter, The City will have to 
evaluate the advice and recommendations from its Neighborhood Councils and 
from community groups such as The Requesters. That process, which now 
needs to be conducted in open sessions, as all confidentiality has been waived 
will take another two to four months. 

There is no reason that The City cannot be conducing its Triage Study 
prior to the final settlement of this litigation. 

The City is under a pre-existing duty to provide for the general welfare 
and that includes maintain safe sidewalks. Thus, the work to remedy the bad 
situation is not dependent upon the final terms of this settlement agreement. 

Respectfully Submitted, 

Citizens Coalition - Los Angeles 
[CCLA) April 14, 2015 

Hollywoodians Encouraging Logical 
Planning [HELP] April 14, 2015 
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Willits v. City of Los Angeles  
Term Sheet as of March 30, 2015 

1. Program Access Fund  
The settlement shall include an annual commitment of $31 million per year for 30 years ($930 
million), to be used for program access improvements and barrier removal, excluding new 
construction and alterations, commencing on the date the Judgement becomes final (the 
"Compliance Period"). 

The City will have the discretion to determine the revenue sources it will use to meet the terms of 
this agreement. 

The City will maintain the present value of the $31 million by adjusting the amount of the 
commitment by 15.3% every 5 years. The annual commitment will be as follows: 

Years 1-5: 	$ 	31,000,000 per year 
Years 6-10: $ 	35,743,000 per year 
Years 11-15: $ 	41,211,679 per year 
Years 16-20: $ 	47,517,066 per year 
Years 21-25: $ 	54,787,177 per year 
Years 26-30: $ 	63,169,615 per year 
Grand Total: $ 1,367,142,684 

During the 2014-15 Fiscal Year the City will spend $11 million to make Program Access 
Improvements (or for other expenditures to implement the Settlement Agreement). Therefore, the 
City may comply with its obligation for the first year by spending $20 million. 

The amounts set forth are the targeted commitment of funds. If the total commitment is not met 
each year, the uncommitted portion of that year's target will be utilized in subsequent years as 
soon as practical, but within no longer than the next three fiscal years. Excess commitments in 
any given year will be credited toward the target commitment in future years. In no fiscal year 
(other than the first year) shall the City spend less than $25 million as its Annual Commitment. 

2. Prioritization of Access Improvements  
Pedestrian facilities shall be prioritized as follows: 

1. City of Los Angeles government offices and facilities; 
2. Transportation corridors; 
3. Hospitals, medical facilities, assisted living facilities and other similar facilities; 
4. Places of public accommodation such as commercial and business zones; 
5. Facilities containing employers; and, 
6. Other areas, such as residential neighborhoods and undeveloped areas. 

Highest priority will go to the Program Access Improvements needed to address the most severe 
access barriers and the most significant safety hazards for class members, based on 2010 ADA 
Standards. 
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Access work with respect to City government offices shall be prioritized with the goal of 
completing such work within the first five years of the Compliance Period, if feasible. 

3. Access Request Program - 
• For the first year of the Compliance Period, 20% (equal to $6.2 million) of the annual 

commitment will be allocated to the Access Request Program. Thereafter, the City and 
Class Counsel will meet and confer to discuss if the allocation should be changed to be 
more responsive to community need. Requests shall be reviewed and investigated in the 
order received. 

• The City will use its best efforts to investigate requests within 30 days and, if appropriate, 
schedule repairs as resources allow within 120 days. 

• Individual requests for program access fixes will be prioritized in residential neighborhoods 
or that are necessary to provide access to bus stops or other forms of public transit. 

4. Curb Ramps  
For the first year of the Compliance Period five million dollars will be allocated to curb ramp 
installation or remediation. Thereafter, the City and Class Counsel will meet and confer to discuss 
if the allocation should change to be more responsive to community need. 

5. Site Constraints, Technical Infeasibility, and Unusually Expensive Remediation  
At the discretion of the City, unusually expensive repairs may be addressed in connection with 
larger, street-related capital projects. Work on difficult sites may be postponed if there is an 
alternative accessible route within no more than 200 feet, to the maximum extent feasible. 
Locations at which site constraints make compliance with applicable design standards 
impracticable may be made compliant with the standards to the maximum extent feasible. 

6. Exemption for Program Access Improvements  
The City will be exempted from any obligation to perform a Program Access Improvement at a 
particular location if: 

• There exist barriers to remediation that are controlled by third parties; and/or, 
• The location requires an improvement that is required to be performed by a third party 

pursuant to a lawfully-issued permit. 

7. Support Costs  
The City will only charge incremental costs that the City will incur as a result of implementing the 
program, which would not otherwise be incurred if the program did not exist. 

8. New Construction and Alterations  
Otherwise, as previously agreed, new construction and alterations within the meaning of 28 C.F.R. 
§ 35.151 will not count toward the $31 million, including work such as resurfacing or repaving, 
street widening and similar new construction and alterations. 
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9. Sidewalks of Other Governmental Agencies  
The settlement will not include work on the pedestrian rights-of-way immediately adjacent to the 
facilities of other governmental agencies, such as the United States, State of California, Los 
Angeles Unified School District, County of Los Angeles, MTA, CalTrans, etc. 

Within two years, the City will identify the locations of the Pedestrian Facilities that the City 
believes are immediately adjacent to such governmental facilities. 

10.0ther Provisions  
• Trees  - The purpose of the program is to provide accessibility to sidewalks. However, trees 

that are the cause of sidewalk barriers will be preserved to the extent feasible. Tree removals 
may only be removed in accordance with the Los Angeles Municipal Code, and all other 
applicable City codes, rules, and policies relative to trees. 

• Methodology - The City will retain the discretion to use whatever technology, methodology, 
tools, equipment and/or materials that are available to further advance the program. 

• Access Survey  - The settlement will not include a mandatory access survey. 
• Access and Construction  Database - The settlement shall include the implementation of 

sidewalk and curb ramp asset management system. 
• ADA Coordinator - The settlement shall include the employment of an ADA Coordinator for 

the Pedestrian Rights-of-Way, who must be a licensed architect or engineer, with the requisite 
credentials, such as GASP certification, and no less than five years' experience, and employed 
by the City within the first 12 months after commencement of the Compliance Period. 

• Reporting - The settlement shall include reporting requirements. For the first five years, the 
ADA Coordinator will be responsible for reporting in writing, two times each fiscal year on the 
status of the City's compliance with the terms of the Settlement Agreement. After that time, 
such reports shall be provided on an annual basis. A final report will be submitted within six 
months of the conclusion of the Compliance Period detailing the completion of all physical 
access barrier removal projects undertaken by the City. 

• Monitoring and Fees — During the first five years of the Compliance Period, Plaintiffs may 
conduct semi-annual inspections of the City's drawings and/or designs regarding the 
pedestrian rights of way, as well as the City's pedestrian rights of way and facilities to monitor 
compliance. After such time, during the Compliance Period, expert inspections of drawings 
and/or designs and/or the condition of the pedestrian right of way may be conducted annually. 
Plaintiffs' monitoring fees, costs and expenses, exclusive of any disputes resolved by the 
District Court, shall be paid out of the Annual Commitment and be capped as follows: 

	

Years 1-5: $ 	250,000 per year 

	

Years 6-10: $ 	135,000 per year 

	

Years 11-15: $ 	166,177 per year 

	

Years 16-20: $ 	191,602 per year 

	

Years 21-25: $ 	220,917 per year 
Years 26-30: $ 254,716 per year 

Maximum Total: $ 6,092,060 
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All requests for reasonable and necessary monitoring fees must be submitted to the City in 
writing and shall be subject to the same standard rules and procedures applicable to the City's 
payment of attorneys' fees and costs to outside counsel. 

• Dispute Resolution - The parties shall meet and confer regarding any dispute, attempt 
mediation of the dispute, and if mediation is unsuccessful, the parties may submit the issue(s) 
to the District Court for resolution. The City's attorneys' fees and costs incurred in any such 
motion may be paid from the annual $31 million commitment for program access except that 
the Court may deny the City such payment and may further award to Class Counsel their 
reasonable attorneys' fees and costs (which the City shall be responsible for paying without 
reimbursement from the annual $31 million commitment for program access) in the event that 
the Court determines that Plaintiffs are the prevailing parties in accordance with the prevailing 
party standards under the ADA. 

• First Year Grace Period — For a period of one year following commencement of the 
Compliance Period, the Plaintiffs agree not to sue, provide notice of violation, or initiate any 
legal proceeding, or otherwise seek to enforce any rights based upon or as a result of any 
alleged failure to perform any provision of the Settlement Agreement by the City. 

• Release - The settlement shall release the class claims for declaratory and injunctive relief 
only for members of the Plaintiff class certified by Judge Marshall pursuant to Federal Rule of 
Civil Procedure 23(b)(2). The settlement herein resolves the litigation between the Plaintiffs 
and the Defendant in Willits v. City of Los Angeles in the District Court and any pending 
appeals in the Willits case. 

• Recitals  - The joint or stipulated proposed judgment shall contain recitals stating that: 
a) The District Court made no liability findings in this case; 
b) The District Court made no findings that the City has, in its handling of curbs, sidewalks, 

and pedestrian rights of way located in the City of Los Angeles: (i) acted intentionally to 
discriminate against persons with mobility disabilities; (ii) acted with reckless disregard of 
the rights of persons with mobility disabilities; or (iii) acted in any manner that would 
support a finding that the City is liable for damages under Title II of the Americans with 
Disabilities Act, or under Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973; and, 

c) The District Court made findings that its opinion regarding the availability of an undue 
burden defense under Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973: (i) addressed a novel 
issue of law; (ii) the District Court certified the issue for interlocutory appeal; (iii) the issue 
was fully briefed at the time of settlement; (iv) the issue is an important one for recipients of 
federal financial assistance and persons with mobility disabilities to understand their 
respective rights and obligations under Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973; (v) 
the District Court's opinion on this point is not binding on any other court. 

• Service Awards - The City of Los Angeles shall pay service awards to each of the individual 
class representatives in Willits in the amount of $5,000, pay a service award to organizational 
Plaintiff CALIF in the amount of $25,000 for services rendered to the Willits class, and the sum 
of $49,950 to each of the Willits Plaintiffs as compensation for alleged physical injuries and 
damages as alleged in the Griffin Action. 
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• Class Notice - The City shall, publish notice of the Settlement Agreement in the Los Angeles 
Times, the Los Angeles Daily News, and La Opinion, in addition to its website. With respect to 
all such costs of providing notice, the City shall receive reimbursement for such costs from the 
$31 million annual commitment for program access. Class Counsel shall also provide notice of 
the Settlement Agreement to ten organizations that serve the interest of disabled persons 
residing in the City and establish a website where a copy of the Notice of Settlement will be 
available. Class Counsel's costs for noticing will be reimbursed from the Annual Commitment. 

• Attorney's Fees and Costs — The City shall pay Class Counsel $13.3 million as reasonable 
attorney's fees and $1.7 million for costs and expenses, for a total of $15 million. These fees 
must be paid within 30 days of District Court's final approval of the Settlement Agreement and 
the award of attorney's fees. 

• Press Release - Counsel for the parties shall prepare a joint written press release regarding 
the Settlement Agreement for issuance immediately after the final Settlement Agreement is 
executed. 
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8. LOS ANGELES FIRE DEPARTMENT RESPONSE TIME LAG 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

Several negative articles in various Los Angeles area newspapers regarding poor response time 
to 9-1-1 medical emergency calls within the City of Los Angeles prompted this investigation'. 
A committee of the Los Angeles County Civil Grand Jury (Grand Jury) found that response 
times in the Los Angeles Fire Department (LAFD) began to increase when its budget was 
decreased. The Grand Jury believes that the Los Angeles City Council may have relied on 
inaccurate response time data2  in making its budget reduction decision. The Grand Jury also 
found that LAFD does not utilize its resources to its best advantage. To be specific, the Grand 
Jury urges that LAFD's funding be restored, that its engine companies be reinstated, it incorpo-
rate civilian call handlers, use a non-proprietary Emergency Medical Dispatch protocol and up-
date technical equipment. 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

8.1 The City of Los Angeles should reinstate the funding to the LAFD that was cut in 2008.3  
While the Grand Jury acknowledges and commends the Los Angeles City Council for restor-
ing some funding to LAFD, additional funding is crucial to place back into service the multi-
ple engine companies' ambulances idled by previous budget cuts. 

8.2 LAFD should incorporate civilians as call handlers in its dispatch center. LAFD has 
traditionally used sworn firefighters to answer 9-1-1 calls. Other local emergency response 
departments use civilian call handlers with no apparent decline in service. This would 
provide economic savings and allow sworn personnel to return to active emergency service. 

8.3 LAFD should use a customizable Emergency Medical Dispatch Protocol to allow for call 
handler flexibility in responding to 9-1-1 calls. 

8.4 LAFD must update the technical equipment in its vehicles and dispatch center as outlined 
in the November 2012 report from the task force on Information and Data Analysis (IDA). 
Technical innovations are also needed to reduce response times for the LAFD, such as the 
new Smart9114  system that has been implemented in other fire agencies. 

http://vvww.latimes.comMews/local/la-me-1205-lafd-chief-20121205,0,3100712.story  

2http://www.firehouse.cominews/10654628/1afd-officials-admit-to-exaggerating-response-stats  

3  LA Times dated December 4, 2012 

http://www.latimes.com/search/dispatcherfront?Query=Smart911&target=adv_all  
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LOS ANGELES FIRE DEPARTMENT RESPONSE TIME LAG 

METHODOLOGY 

The Grand Jury's Fire Dispatch Committee visited four different fire department emergency 
centers: Los Angeles Fire Department (LAFD), Los Angeles County Fire Department (LACFD), 
Verdugo Fire Communications Center (VFCC), which serves thirteen separate fire agencies, and 
Long Beach Fire Department (LBFD). The Grand Jury also obtained response time data from 
these four agencies and the National Fire Protection Association (NFPA) standards for 
emergency medical response times, and attended a meeting of the Los Angeles City Council 
which focused on the LAFD's response times. The Grand Jury also interviewed senior members 
of each of the above four agencies as well as a senior leader of the union representing Los 
Angeles City firefighters. In addition the Grand Jury interviewed many call handlers and 
observed their work in "real time". 

BACKGROUND 

Committee members met with senior leaders in the four largest fire departments/agencies in Los 
Angeles County and discussed their operations and response times. Each department or agency 
reports response times differently but they have been simplified in the comparison chart below. 
Grand Jury members were also given a tour of their respective dispatch centers. 

1. Los Angeles Fire Department: 

a. Sworn fire fighters are trained as call handlers and rotated through the dispatch 
center. A call handler's shift is fifty-six hours; they sleep on site so as to be 
immediately available should there be an unusual spike in calls, such as during a 
major disaster. 

b. The Emergency Medical Dispatch Protocol to guide the dispatcher is available 
both in hard copy and on the computer. This script is proprietary and modification 
or deviation from it is not permitted. 

c. Medical emergency calls are prioritized to determine whether to send an 
Advanced Life Support (ALS) or Basic Life Support (BLS) unit. 

d. LAFD transports patients as needed to a medical facility. 

2. Verdugo Fire Communications Center: 

a. Civilians are trained as call handlers and work a twelve hour shift. 

b. The Emergency Medical Dispatch Protocol to guide the dispatcher is both in hard 
copy and on the computer. This script is customized by the medical staff, with 
input from call handlers. 

c. Medical emergency calls are prioritized to determine whether to send an ALS or 
BLS unit. 
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d. 	Agencies affiliated with VFCC transport patients to a medical facility either with 
agency ambulances or by private contractors. 

3. Los Angeles County Fire Department: 

a. Civilians are trained as call handlers and work a twelve hour shift. 

b. The Emergency Medical Dispatch Protocol to guide the call handler is both in 
hard copy and on the computer. This script is customized by the medical staff, 
with input from call handlers. 

c. As soon as a call is determined to be a medical emergency, it is dispatched. The 
caller is advised that units are en route and the dispatcher stays on line to assist as 
needed. Any update to the call is sent to the responding unit's terminal. 

d. LACFD transports patients to a medical facility through private contractors. 

4. Long Beach Fire Department: 

a. Civilians are trained as call handlers and work a twelve hour shift. 

b. The Emergency Medical Dispatch Protocol is on hard copy only. This script is 
customized by the medical staff with input from call handlers. 

c. Medical emergency calls are prioritized to determine whether to send an ALS or 
BLS unit. 

d. LBFD transports patients as needed to a medical facility. 

The following response time chart created by the Grand Jury, shows the various agencies. It is 
noted that LAFD response time is six minutes, 47 seconds (6:47), which is one minute, 25 
seconds (1:25) to 28 seconds (:28) slower than the other agencies. 

LAFD* VFCC** LACFD*** LBFD NFPA 

Time Out 1:42 :56 1:19 1:00 1:00 
Travel Time 5:05 4:26 4:46 5:19 5:00 
Total Time 6:47 5:22 6:05 6:19 6:00 

Time Out: From call received to dispatch of equipment. 

Travel Time: From dispatch to arrival on site. This includes turn-out time i.e.the time needed for 
firefighters to dress and get equipment rolling. 

Total Time: Time from call being answered to equipment arriving on site. 

Times above are averages. Agencies leave out times that are far outside the norm (outliers). 

*Times based on Task Force IDA, dated 11/2/2012 
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**VFCC times shown are an average of all the thirteen affiliated agencies. Verdugo Fire has a 
"seamless" or "no borders" operation for fire and is working on a similar operation for medical 
responses. 

***LACFD times shown are for urban response 

FINDINGS 

The Grand Jury found that the LAFD's response time, as shown by the chart on the previous 
page, is noticeably longer than the other agencies reviewed by the Grand Jury. The following 
factors, which apply to all fire agencies, hamper response times: 

1. All 9-1-1 calls go to the primary Public Safety Answering Point (PSAP), which is the local 
police agency (per state regulations), with the fire department being secondary. The primary 
PSAP must transfer a fire/medical call to the secondary PSAP within thirty seconds 
(per NFPA guidelines). The primary dispatcher remains on the line to ensure that the call is 
transferred and that no police involvement is required. 

2. Language can be a major factor as there are up to one hundred different languages or dialects 
spoken in LA County. According to all four fire agencies, an interpreter may have to be 
brought on the line to assist. 

3. Cell phones, unlike hard-wired home or business phones, do not give an exact address, which 
is a critical piece of information needed before dispatching a unit. Newer cell phones, 
equipped with GPS, can now be triangulated to give an approximate location. In the past all 
cell phone calls went to the California Highway Patrol (CHP); now with more modern tech-
nology, 9-1-1 calls go to the nearest 9-1-1 call center. The CHP should still receive calls if 
the caller is on a freeway, in close proximity to a freeway or the cell phone, for whatever 
reason, cannot be accurately triangulated. 

4. The caller's state of mind, possibly being in a state of hysteria, could hamper getting needed 
information. The human factor always plays a part, even something as simple as the caller 
being unsure as to his whereabouts or being able to give an accurate description of the 
situation. 

5. A principal factor that produces poor response time is the on-going problem of budget cuts.5  
Geography can also affect response time. Calls from hilly communities with narrow roads 
make it difficult for fire equipment to maneuver. If a caller lives in a relatively isolated loca-
tion, response time is certain to be greater. 

5  http://articles.latimes.com/2012/dec/04/local/la-me-1205-lafd-chief-20121205  
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FINDINGS continued 

Funding: Of the above factors, the most crucial and the most obvious impediment to adequate 
response times is the budget issue. Once funding of the LAFD was reduced, based in part on 
faulty or outdated data, response times began to rise. Additionally, thirteen ambulances were 
idled. It is a given that fewer resources would lead directly to increased response time. The 
Grand Jury strongly recommends that previous LAFD budget cuts be fully restored. The Grand 
Jury recognizes that the LAFD is currently planning a different, yet controversial solution. 6  

Civilian Call Handlers: The Grand Jury was impressed with the use by other large agencies in 
Los Angeles County of civilians to handle incoming 9-1-1 calls. LAFD has for many years used 
sworn firefighter personnel for such duty. The Grand Jury recommends that this change. Fire-
fighters should be fighting fires and responding to medical emergencies, not answering phone 
calls. Moreover, the skill set needed to obtain information from a 9-1-1 caller is not the same 
skill set as fighting a fire or giving emergency care. The Grand Jury believes it is a better 
practice to have trained civilians perform call handling functions. This would eliminate the need 
to rotate firefighters into the Dispatch Center. Further, call handlers should be given a dispatch 
protocol to follow so that the necessary information is gathered, but that protocol should not be a 
handicap. Dispatch call handlers should have flexibility in dealing with callers and should not be 
subject to discipline for deviating from a dispatch protocol. 

Technology: Improvements are needed in the technology used by the LAFD. These are 
mentioned in detail by the Task Force that the LAFD commissioned in June of 2012. The Grand 
Jury learned from several fire officials that the Computer Assisted Dispatch (CAD) is thirty years 
old. Hardware and software must be brought up to current technology levels. This technology 
could include software like Smart911. The Smart911 system is designed to create a safety profile 
for the household, such as medical conditions, mobility, etc. This profile would appear on the 
call handler's screen, which could expedite response time by avoiding the need to ask certain 
questions. 

Response Time Reports: Reports should be easy to read and understand. The Grand Jury was 
given response times reports in various formats, some of which were confusing. The Grand Jury 
believes the general public would benefit by having these response times presented in a 
simplified form, similar to the above chart. 

6  Los Angeles Times dated April 17, 2013 LAFD to shift staff to medical calls 
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Analysis: Notwithstanding the above criticisms and concerns, the area fire departments are 
doing the job that is expected. Response times, though, can sometimes be a factor in the 
difference between life and death. There have been cases where a person has died while waiting 
for the medical personnel to arrive.' With more funding, idle ambulances can be put back into 
service and there can be an upgrade of technical equipment with a consequent reduction in 
response times. The Grand Jury acknowledges with great appreciation the dedication and 
commitment of all emergency responders in Los Angeles County and hopes that responses to this 
report will result in an enhancement of their service to all members of our community. 

REQUIRED RESPONSES 

Recommendation Responding Agencies 

8.1 	 City of Los Angeles 

8.2, 8.3, 8.4 	Los Angeles Fire Department 

LIST OF ACRONYMS 

ALS 	Advance Life Support 

BLS 	Basic Life Support 

CAD 	Computer Assisted Dispatch 

CHP 	California Highway Patrol 

IDA 	Information and Data Analysis 

LACFD 	Los Angeles County Fire Department 

LAFD 	Los Angeles Fire Department 

LBFD 	Long Beach Fire Department 

NFPA 	National Fire Protection Association 

PSAP 	Public Safety Answering Point 

VFCC 	Verdugo Fire Communications Center 

http://www.dailynews.cominews/ci_22241825/1afd-probes-response-time-death-teen-playing-soccer  
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jwalshconfidential  

No One Can Really Tell The Truth Like John Walsh 

Power Corrupts; Corruption Destroys by Scott Zwartz 

March 25, 2015 

In her New Yorker article, "Richer and Poorer," wherein she discusses the growing income disparity in 
America, Jill Lepore questions why we find so many victims and no villains. Ms. Lepore's question applies to 
Los Angeles. The amount of corruption in Los Angeles is horrendous, and while some of it is hidden, there has 
been enough published that every activist has to know about it. Yet, even when faced with stark evidence from 
very credible sources, almost everyone pretends that we have no villains 

The City Takes Millions of Dollars Away from Paramedics, 

Causing Needless Deaths. Yet, We See No Villains. 

For example, in 2013, the County Civil Grand Jury found that when City Council President Eric Garcetti 
took hundreds of millions away from the paramedics, he and his cohorts knew, not suspected but "knew," that 
as a direct result people would die due to the reduced paramedic staffing. The Grand Jury alluded to the 
LAFD 2012 Deployment Report on which Garcetti relied as possibility fraudulent, and there were good 
grounds to find that the LAFD Report had been intentionally false in order to justify taking hundreds of 
millions of dollars away from the LAFD budget while claiming that L.A. response times would improve by 
decreasing its budget. Yet, no one could see any villainy, but perhaps the consequences of opening one's eyes 
were too unpleasant. Who called for the report? An ascertainable fact. Why did they call for the report? An 
ascertainable fact. Was an important data omitted from the report? An ascertainable fact. Was the report 
incredible on its face? An ascertained fact — of course drastically reducing paramedics would not improve 
response times. 

The gullibility of Angelenos is a factor why they perceive no villains. 100% of the council agreed that 
if they spent less money and reduced the number of paramedics, then the response times would become better. 
(As seen later, 100% of the city council always agrees to utter nonsense.) 
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Los Angeles Intentionally Falsifies Emergency Response Times 

In The Price of Just a Few Seconds Lost: People Die, USA TODAY, May 20, 2005, Robert Davis reported on 
L.A.'s unacceptably slow emergency response times. In reporting on how it took almost 30 minutes for the 
paramedics to reach Andrew Redyk, Davis showed that Los Angeles falsely reported the response times 
as six to seven minutes. http://usat.ly/Qhh4Ab   

Davis quoted LAFD's own Marc Eckstein [LAFD's Medical Director] on how Los Angeles abuses statistics 
to make it seem as if L.A.'s response times are much better than they actually are. 

Marc Eckstein, Los Angeles Fire Department's medical director, agrees. 

"If your house is on fire, do you want to know the time it takes for them 

to get to the scene or the time it takes to squirt water?" he says. "It's time 

to mitigation. Doing it the way we do it only makes pretty statistics." 

Garcetti's response to the USA Today article came in 2006 when Garcetti downsized the new Hollywood 
Fire Station 82 by 75% from 2 acres to 1/2  acre and then relocated it to gridlock hell at the tri-intersection 
of Hollywood Boulevard, Van Ness and the Hollywood 
Freeway. 

An independent evaluation of the emergency response data conducted by Fix The City found that Los Angeles's 
emergency response times had continued to deteriorate after the May 2005, USA Today exposé. Thus, there 
was no basis for Garcetti's claim that he could take hundreds of millions from the LAFD and emergency 
response times would improve. 

At the same time that Garcetti was using an incredible Deployment Report to take money away 
from the paramedics, hundreds of millions of dollars were flowing to Garcetti's projects like the corrupt CRA 
Project at 1601 N. Vine and Eli Broad's garage next to his art museum, CIM Group at Hollywood and Western. 

No One Cares About Needless Deaths 

While the Civil County Grand Jury found that Garcetti and others knew that they were killing people, no 
one cared. As Lepore found, people see the victims but no one sees the villains. More correctly, they see the 
villains; it's just that no one will do anything about them. One explanation is that we live in the Age of 
Acquiescence. Describing the work of Steve Fraser, in The Age of Acquiescence: The Life and Death of 
American Resistance to Organized Wealth and Power, Ms. Lepore writes: 

To chronicle the rise of acquiescence, Fraser examines two differences 

between the long nineteenth century and today. "The first Gilded Age, 

despite its glaring inequities, was accompanied by a gradual rise in the 

standard of living; the second by a gradual erosion," he writes. In the 

first Gilded Age, everyone from reporters to politicians apparently felt 

comfortable painting plutocrats as villains; in the second, this is, 

somehow, forbidden. "If the first Gilded Age was full of sound and fury," 

he writes, "the second seemed to take place in a padded cell." 
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Angelenos Ignore Criminal Activity at the Highest Levels 

Los Angeles provides some evidence for Mr. Fraser's analysis. Los Angeles is filled with criminal activity 
and Angelenos, especially Hollywoodians see it every day. Enough has been written about the unlawful voting 
system at Los City Hall for people to know what's going on. For the few who do not know, here it is in a 
nutshell. 

Penal Code Sec., 86 criminalizes any type of voting arrangement in a City Council. LA City Hall votes 
unanimously over 99% of the time. That statistic can only result from a collusion among the 
councilmembers. In fact, they are so open and notorious about their voting pack, you can see it on Channel 35 
by watching their votes. The Council's vote tabulator automatically votes YES. Watch and see, it takes about 1 
to 2 seconds for the votes to register and you can see that many of the councilmembers are not even close to 
their seats. Some have left council chambers; yet in seconds, we have a unanimous approval. 

The essence of the criminal voting pattern at City Hall is that everyone has to vote Yes for whatever project 
another councilmember wants. Even when the City Attorney disapproves a project like the Hollywood 
Community Plan, if the councilman wants the project, all councilmembers unanimously vote YES. 

The Cost Of Angelenos' Ignoring White Collar Crime 

Every day people see the impact that this criminal voting pack has had on their lives. It results in horrible 
traffic congestion, it results in increased crime as the City deteriorates, it results in fewer city services, it results 
in more needless deaths, it results in ancient water mains which burst constantly, it results in higher 
unemployment, it results in businesses and people fleeing the densified areas, it results in a multi- billion dollar 
deficit in the City Pension Funds, etc. 

A crimogenic City Hall has caused Los Angeles to cease to be a destination city but rather to be the place from 
which businesses and people escape. 

While Hollywood in specific and Los Angeles generally are in decline, similar factors have impacted the 
entire state. The Manhattan Institute for Policy Research, in its September 2012 report, The Great California  
Exodus. A Closer Look by Tom Gray and Robert Scardamalia has shown the link between corrupt 
density projects and the decline of cities like Los Angeles. 

This relationship has been previously shown by Hollywoodians Encouraging Logical Planning [HELP] 
starting back in 2005. A higher population density concentrated in a small area causes deterioration which in 
turn causes people to leave. As a result of these Transit Oriented Districts [TODs], people who can afford it, 
move away. They often relocate towards Pomona or farther to Rancho Cucamonga or Riverside. The people 
who are left behind are called "Default Tenants," people who cannot afford to live in better places. 

City Gives Billions of Tax Dollars to Developers 

Who are Causing the Deterioration 

Because the harmful mixed-use projects are unanimously approved by a corrupt City Hall operating under 
its criminal voting pack, the City ends up subsidizing these projects. The Hollywood-Highland Project lost 
dose to $112 BILLION and yet Philip Aarons wants to build his Millennium Earthquakes Towers using 
Hollywood Highland as a role model. Hundreds of millions of dollars go to the developers each year and that 
means hundreds of millions of dollars do NOT go to street repair, to new water mains, to more police 
training, to more paramedics, to make pension fund contributions. 

Garcetti goes to Washington to get Promised Zone funds to help minority children gain a better education and 
the money goes to the portion of Hollywood where all his developer buddies need an influx of cash. 
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The City Paves over Reality with Lies 

Garcetti claimed that he had "revitalized" Hollywood, but the facts showed that he had literally destroyed it 
in just ten (10) years. Between 2001 when Garcetti was elected and 2010, Hollywood's population plunged by 
12,000 people. An analysis showed that all the population loss came from Garcetti's CD 13, except for a few 
blocks in CD 4 which were contiguous to CD 13, e.g. next to the Subway station at Hollywood and 
Western. In fact, the CD 13's portion of Hollywood population loss was greater than 100%. CD 4 has gained 
population since the 2000 US Census. Thus, the 12,000 person deficit for CD 13 had to overcome the CD4 
population gains in order for Hollywood as a whole to show a loss. 

In fact, Garcetti's CD13 with its subway stations and mixed-use projects drove out so many people, that CD13 
ceased to be a legal council district. Yet, in the Age of Acquiescence, people chose to look the other way, while 
screaming out the horrible traffic congestion. 

As H.E.L.P. had shown in 2005, TOD's increase traffic congestion; they do not reduce it. Nonetheless, 
Garcetti continues to promote more and more density as a means to revitalize LA. As The Manhattan Institute 
showed, increased density has destroyed Los Angeles' base for economic growth. 

We have the highest unemployment rate and businesses continue to flee. And, the main factor has been 
Garcetti's pushing for more and more density. 

In its life time, the corrupt Community Redevelopment Agency [CRA/LAJ had siphoned off more than $3 
BILLION from tax revenue. That is why Los Angeles could not afford to maintain streets or sidewalks; 
why it could not build parks, why it could not pay for paramedics, or make proper pension 
contributions. Garcetti and his cohorts were diverting tax dollars to construct the same projects that were 
killing LA. Each new CRA Project not only increased the burden on the infrastructure, but it paid no 
incremental property taxes! 

How dense is Los Angeles? 

Despite stereotypes about suburban sprawl, California's development 

since at least the 1980s has followed the "smart growth" model of 

closely packed residential clusters separated by open space. As a result, 

California had the densest urbanized areas in the nation by 2010. 

According to the Census, the Los Angeles and Orange County region had 

a population density of 6,999.3 per square mile—well ahead of famously 

dense metro areas such as New York and Chicago. 

The Great California Exodus, page 20 

This fact is not new. Writing in 2010, Eric Eidlin in his artide, What Density Does Not Tell Us About 
Sprawl, "Los Angeles has been the densest urbanized area in the United States since the 1980s, denser 
even than New York and San Francisco." 

Because Los Angeles City Hall is a temple to Crimogenics, this information was deliberately withheld from the 
Hollywood Community Plan Update. (LA City Hall, A Temple to Crimogenics, CityWatch 6-26-2012 
http://bit.ly/1jirZ5h)  As the court remarked in January 2014, the City's data for the Hollywood Community 
Plan Update was fatally flawed, wishful thinking and subverted the law. 
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The absurd claims that the pro-density folks were making were truly astounding. Some persons even told the 
court during the hearing on the Hollywood Community Plan Update that Hollywood could reasonably 
accommodate 400,000 people. The City's itself had placed the maximum population in year 2030 at only 250,000 
persons. 

These massive falsehoods have brought disaster upon Los Angeles. In 2006, the new Director of Planning, Gail 
Goldberg, had warned that The City's allowing developers to set whatever zoning rules they wanted was 
leading to disaster. http://bit.ly/lCxiGep  2008-2-7 LA Weekly, City Hall's "Density Hawks" Are Changing L.A.'s 
DNA, By Steven Leigh Morris 

Ironically, Ms. Goldberg resigned four years later after being accused of forcing on Los Angeles and 
Hollywood the same type Transit Oriented projects. http://bitly/15ygfuV  

Decaying Infrastructure Deters New Businesses from Coming to Los Angeles 

After 15 years of neglect, the City's infrastructure is a disaster. Los Angeles has the worst streets in the 
nation! This is astounding. We have no snow, we have no freezing rain, and we do not pour tons of salt on our 
roads. Yet, we have the worst streets. The corrupt ones at City Hall should have listened to their grandmothers 
who told them, "A stitch in time saves nine." 

Whether it is a pot hole or a pension contribution, once you get behind, you cannot catch up. In fact, this 
pattern is what destroyed Bernie Madoff. His ego would not let him admit that his investment firm was not 
making the highest profits. When he had a bad year, Bernie lied and said he had done great and he paid 
dividends as if he had made 14%, thinking he would do 16% next year and pay back the pilfered funds. As 
time passed, Bernie had skimmed so much cash from the new investors that he could not repay them. 

It's the same with a pension plan. If The City does not make the contributions for a few years thinking that it 
will catch up later when the cash situation is better, The City soon end up so far behind that it can never catch 
up. The same principle applies to streets. If the City does not repair them one year to save money, it will not 
have an extra large street repair budget the next year. No, it will probably have a smaller budget and then the 
streets get much worse faster making repair bills much higher. In choosing between repairing deteriorating 
streets and making political payoff to developers, the City chose to give hundreds of millions of dollars to their 
buddies. The City is now behind on everything! 

Here we are in 2015 with atrocious infrastructure and pension liabilities looming into the tens of billions of 
dollars. Businesses do not move to cities where the finances are terrible and where the infrastructure is 
crumbling. Businesses can see L.A.'s future: 

1. 	Continued decaying infrastructure or 

2. 	Higher taxes to repair infrastructure 

High Density Projects Have Skewed Hollywood Population 

in a Very Unfavorable Direction 

The density mania has distorted Hollywood's population so that it is being shaped like a dumbbell. After 
driving out thousands of middle class and lower middle class families, Hollywood is left with more 
elderly and transient Millennia's, who will double up to pay for the dorm-room like apartments in the TODs. 

Businesses shun such areas. The elderly are not a source of labor and the Millennials move away from urban 
areas when they want to start a family. The increased traffic congestion makes even small trips into big 
headaches. As we now know, TODs increase traffic congestion. Thus, all the additional mixed-use projects 
which are planned for Hollywood will make Hollywood inaccessible. 
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The Mass Transit Subway Myth has been debunked. Only about 5% of Los Angeles is served by the 
subways. People cannot rely on the subways, but have to own a car. That is why the automobile ownership 
per household increased by 30% in Hollywood after the subway was completed. With Millennials doubling 
and tripling Up in their cubby holes, the number of cars per household naturally increased and traffic 
congestion similarly increased. 

Mass Transit Financially Burdens the Poor 

Mass transit is slow, dirty and extremely expensive for the people who use it. They pay with their time. 
Time is money. When someone uses the bus or subway, it takes them much longer to reach their destination 
and running errands is much harder. The extra amount of time required to use subways and buses is so great 
that when one monetizes Time, one sees that bus and subways riders are paying a horrendous penally to use 
mass transit. 

This is one reason the rich get richer and the poor get poorer. If you own a car, you can stock up at sales, but if 
you have to rely on buses or walking, you're greatly limited on what you can lug home from the store. As a 
result, the poor end up paying a higher unit price for items that do the more affluent. 

The extra stress and strain of mass transit on its riders can also be monetized. If nothing else, by the time 
one gets home at night, riders of mass transit are more tired and have less time to take care of their households. 
This adversely impacts childcare and even the cleanliness of a home. 

The Vicious Cyde 

The crimogenic City Hall tells Angelenos that they need more dense projects along the TODs in order 
to make the subways profitable. Subways are costly to operate and there is never enough ridership to pay the 
costs. The City then claims that more mixed-used projects will increase the population density so that there will 
be more subway riders. The City fails to mention what it has known for a century. To function as mass 
transit, the subway has to have subway stops within ih mile of both the origin and destination. One can live on 
top of a subway, but when it does not have a destination where you need to go, it is useless. The subway covers 
about 5% of the urban area. If people wanted to use, most would be able to reach their destinations via 
subway. (http://bitly/cJh5BP   1915 L.A. Transit Study) 

As soon as the developers add more mixed-use projects, the number of cars in the area dramatically increases 
and the traffic congestion becomes unbearable worse. That prompts another exodus, which signals new 
employers not to come to Los Angeles. 

As businesses shun Los Angeles, our tax base shrinks and we have less money for infrastructure (but always 
money to subsidize developers like Korean Airline and China). The more the infrastructure decays, the more 
people move away, leaving a city with more Default Tenants. 

Criminality Cannot Trump Reality — the Days of Reckoning Have Arrived 

The criminal frauds, which brought increased density, cannot erase the laws of math and science. No 
matter how much one widens the 405 Freeway, building more super dense projects in the Century City — Santa 
Monica — Westwood Triangle will increase gridlock. No matter how much junk science City Hall spews out 
about how much people love the new super high dense projects, people still move away from crowded urban 
settings. 

Do not point to New York or Chicago as examples that LA can become more dense. Los Angeles is already 
more dense than either of those urban areas. LA-OC has 7,000 per square mile and we know LA is more dense 
that OC. Chicago has only 3,525 ppl per sq mile, and New York — New Jersey have 5,320 ppl per sq mile. 

The decades of false data have left us with a city whose infrastructure is crumbling and whose tax base is 
fleeing. Yet, we see no villains. 
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Willits v. City of LA Sidewalk Settlement 

Announced 

Posted by Mayor Eric Garcetti on April 01, 2015 • Flag 

An agreement to resolve the Willits v. City of Los Angeles case was reached 

today that will result in a more than $1 billion investment in city sidewalk 

repairs and other pedestrian improvements. 

The class action sought to ensure better access for persons with mobility 

disabilities to the city's sidewalks, curb ramps, crosswalks, pedestrian 

crossings and other walkways. 

Plaintiffs included Mark Willits, Judy Griffin, Brent Pilgreen, and Communities 

Actively Living Independent and Free ("CALIF"). They were represented by a 

team of lawyers led by Guy Wallace of Schneider Wallace Cottrell Konecky 
Wotkyns, LLP, Linda M. Dardarian of Goldstein, Borgen, Dardarian and Ho, 

,finny Kim of the Legal Aid Society-Employment Law Center, and Anna Rivera 

of Disability Rights Legal Center. 

The City of Los Angeles was represented by City Attorney Mike Feuer and 
Chief Deputy City Attorney Jim Clark, Assistant City Attorney Laurie 

Rittenberg, and the City's outside Counsel Kevin Gilbert of Lozano Smith, and 

Christopher Wong and David Raizman of Ogletree, Deakins. 

In addition, the Mayor's Office, City Council President Herb Wesson, City 

Council Members Paul Krekorian and Joe Buscaino, and City Administrative 

Officer Miguel Santana all played key roles in the shaping of the agreement. 

Plaintiffs' lead counsel Guy Wallace said, "This $1.4 billion settlement is the 
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ittlement will make it much easier for persons with mobility 

to and use government facilities, to find or get to jobs and 

shopping, to go to the doctor, to participate in community 

..._h their friends and families. 

"Under the settlement, people with disabilities will also be able to make 

requests for access fixes in their own neighborhoods, such as for curb ramp 

installation, or tree root repairs. Over the course of the settlement, the City's 

sidewalks will be transformed. And the lives of persons with mobility 

disabilities will be made a lot better. We are very thankful to Mayor Eric 

Garcetti, City Attorney Mike Feuer, Chief Deputy City Attorney Jim Clark, City 

Administrative Officer Miguel Santana and all of the City officials who have 

made this outstanding and historic result possible." 

Lillibeth Navarro, Executive Director of CALIF, said, "This settlement vindicates 

the central purposes of the ADA: access, independence and equality. In Los 

Angeles, for too long, wheelchair users and people with other types of 

mobility disabilities have been forced to struggle with curbs that don't have 

curb ramps, sidewalks that are broken and torn up, and crosswalks that are 

filled with potholes and cracks. We are pleased that the City has finally made a 

real commitment to making its public sidewalk system accessible. Now people 

with mobility disabilities will be able to go whether they need to go, and also 

where they want to go. That is what the ADA is all about." 

Linda Dardarian, said "This historic agreement shows what can be 

accomplished when the City and its residents work together to solve chronic, 

systemic, seemingly intractable problems. The City's sidewalks have been 

deteriorating for decades, but due to the dedication and commitment of the 

City and the community of people with mobility disabilities, this trend is being 

reversed, to the benefit of everyone who lives in or visits Los Angeles." 

"This agreement shows how we are changing the way we do business at City 

Hall and are getting back to basics," said Mayor Eric Garcetti. "Instead of 

fighting against fixing our sidewalks, we came to the table to reach an 

agreement to invest more than a billion dollars in our sidewalk infrastructure 

- which will improve access and safety, and boost property values and 

neighborhood pride." 

"Today we make an ironclad long-term commitment to repair L.A.'s broken 

sidewalks," said City Attorney Mike Feuer. "It's so much better to prevent 

residents from being injured in the first place than to react after the fact. This 

settlement directs taxpayer dollars to where they belong: solving one of our 

City's most longstanding problems." 

"This historic settlement is good news. After five years of litigation, we can 

now look to the future and what will be achieved to enhance the quality of life 
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om the San Fernando Valley to the South Bay. All of that is 

.carting today with the city's historic commitment to fix our 

ke them accessible to everyone. I have been intimately 

...._.._ 	__tse from day one and will continue to work with the Mayor, 

the City Attorney and my colleagues on the City Council to achieve our goal of 

implementing a comprehensive sidewalk repair program that improves every 

community in this great city." 

"As chairman of the Public Works committee, I have been committed to 

finding solutions to fixing our streets and sidewalks since my first day on the 

Los Angeles City Council," said Councilmember Joe Buscaino. "The settlement 

of this lawsuit is a win for not only the mobility impaired, but for all 

Angelenos as it finally requires the city to fix its broken sidewalks. There are 

no losers here. I look forward to hearing from the public as we develop the 

details in the Public Works Committee on how residents can submit repair 

requests, which locations to prioritize and how quickly we can start the work." 

The agreement calls for a $1.4 billion investment in the city's sidewalks and 

other walkways over the next 30 fiscal years, starting at the beginning of FY 

15-16. Annual investments will range from $31 million during the next five 

years to more than $63 million in years 26 to 30. The amounts increase over 

time to ensure value is not lost due to inflation. 

The settlement proposal will now go to the supervising court for approval and 

ultimate implementation. 
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