
THE SILVERSTEIN LAW FIRM 
A Professional Corporation 

June 30, 2020 

215 NORTH MARENGO AVENUE, 3RD FLOOR 

PASADENA, CALIFORNIA 91101-1504 

PHONE: (626) 449-4200 E'\X: (626) 449-4205 

ROBERT@ROBERl~ILVERSTEINLAW.COM 

WWW .ROBERrSII.VERSTEINLAW .COM 

VIA EMAIL yhorton@cityofinglewood.org VIA EMAIL 
aphillips@cityofinglewood.org mwilcox(a1cityofinglewood.org 
Yvonne Horton ibecproiect@cityofinglewood.org 

City Clerk's Office rv1indy Wilcox, AICP, Planning Manager 
c/o Mayor and City Council City of Inglewood, Planning Division 
Inglewood Successor Agency, Inglewood 1 West Manchester Boulevard, 4th Floor 
Housing Authority, Inglewood Parking Inglewood, CA 90301 
Authority, Joint Powers Authority 
City of Inglewood 
1 West Manchester Blvd. 
Inglewood, CA 90301 

Re: Brown Act Violations; Cure and Correct Demand in Connection with City 
Council Meetings on June 9 and June 16, 2020 and Demand to Cease and 
Desist, Including Under Govt. Code § 54960.2; IBEC Project SCH 
20 l 802 l 056; Request to Include this letter in Record for IBEC DEIR 

Dear Ms. Horton and City Officials: 

Please include this letter in the administrative record for all the following actions: 

(1) The Inglewood Basketball and Entertainment Center (IBEC) SCH No. 
2018021056; 

(2) General Plan Amendment 2020-001 (GP A 2020-001) and Categorical 
Exemption EA-CE-2020-036); 

(3) General Plan Amendment GPA 2020-002 and Categorical Exemption EA­
CE-2020-037; 

( 4) Creation of the Inglewood Transportation Management Community 
Services District; and 
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( 5) Adoption of the Parking Ordinance to Implement the Citywide Permit 
Parking Districts Program and respective changes to the Inglewood 
rv1unicipal Code. 

I. INTRODUCTION. 

This firm and the undersigned represent Kenneth and Dawn Baines, owners of the 
property located at 10212 S. Prairie Ave., Inglewood, directly impacted by actions taken 
by the City of Inglewood City Council on June 9 and June 16, 2020. 

We write to demand that the City of Inglewood, Inglewood City Council and 
above-referenced City bodies (collectively "City") cure and correct their June 9, 2020 
and June 16, 2020 violations of the Brown Act, which violations include: (1) failure to 
provide adequate descriptions of the actions to be taken; (2) failure to specify the CEQA 
action to be taken or considered; and (3) failure to ensure advance notice of and 
accessibility to the June 9, 2020 meeting to the public in light of the incorrect phone 
access code and technical issues with the calls. 

As part of this cure and correct, we demand that the City invalidate all actions 
described herein and taken on June 9, 2020 and June 16, 2020, and particularly related to 
the approvals of the General Plan Amendments of Land Use and Environmental Justice 
Elements and their claimed CEQA exemptions; introduction/adoption of the Parking 
Ordinance and changes to the Municipal Code and their claimed CEQA exemption; and 
formation of the Inglewood Transportation Management Community Services District 
and its claimed CEQA exemption. 

We also demand that the City withdraw the Notice of Exemption for the creation 
of the Inglewood Transportation Management Community Services District, filed with 
the County of Los Angeles on June 16, 2020. 

In addition, we demand that the City cease and desist what has become an ongoing 
pattern and practice of Brown Act violations, particularly with regard to the IBEC 
Project, and that the City fully comply with the letter and spirit of the open meeting laws. 

II. ONGOING PATTERN AND PRACTICE OF BROWN ACT VIOLATIONS. 

The City has consistently engaged in a pattern and practice of misinforming the 
public about the true nature and scope of the proposed IBEC Project, as well as its 
required approvals. 
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The violations listed in this request join the myriad of prior Brown Act violations 
by the City, as referenced in our April 23, 2020 Brown Act Cease and Desist and Cure 
and Correct Letter and its Exhibits, which we incorporate by reference herein. (Exh. 1 
[April 23, 2020 Brown Act Cure and Correct Letter].) 

III. FACTUAL BACKGROUND. 

This letter addresses the City's Brown Act violations associated with the June 9, 
2020 and June 16, 2020 City Council regular meetings and their agendas. 

A. June 9, 2020 Agenda - Incorrect Agenda Notice of the Telephone 
Access Code and Failure to Ensure Accessibility of Public Comments 
as to All Agenda Items. 

On June 5, 2020 at 8:28 pm, the City of Inglewood (City) posted its agenda for the 
City Council regular public meeting of June 9, 2020, which included several items of 
citywide significance: General Plan amendments (PH-1 and PH-2), creation of the 
parking permit districts and adoption of the Parking Ordinance thereon (0-1), and 
resolution authorizing the submission of an application to the Local Agency Formation 
Commission for the County of Los Angeles. (DR-2). (Exh. 2 [City Agenda Notices and 
June 9, 2020 Agenda].) Despite their vague, ambiguous and benign descriptions, all the 
noted items would ultimately result in significant or substantial deprivations of property 
for all Inglewood community, as more fully described in our substantive objections to 
those. 

The City's June 9, 2020 agenda notice posted on June 5, 2020, however, provided 
an incorrect telephone access code, which was the only way people could make 
comments and directly address decisionmakers at the June 9, 2020 City Council meeting. 
The City provided the corrected code only at the June 9, 2020 meeting itself, long after 
the meeting began. This correction, however, was not and could not be accessible to 
those who had no access to internet (Facebook) or cable TV. 

Further, the City's teleconferencing on June 9, 2020 - even with the late-corrected 
code - ultimately allowed only a few people to comment and failed to ensure that those 
few comments were audible and comprehensible to other listeners and to decisionmakers. 
Public objections to the incorrect agenda notice of the telephone access code, as well as 
the technical accessibility issues, were presented to the City in real time during the very 
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June 9, 2020 meeting and thereafter. (Exh. 3 [June 9, 2020 Objection, Subsequent 
Requests, and Face book comments].) 

Despite public comments and staff acknowledgements of the incorrect advance 
notice of the access code and ensuing technical problems affecting public pa1ticipation by 
phone, the City Council illegally proceeded with the June 9, 2020 meeting and took 

l . 1 severa actions. 

B. June 9, 2020 Agenda - Failure to Provide a Brief Description of the 
Actions to Be Taken for ITMSCSD and Failure to List as an Action 
Item the CEQA Exemption Notice to Be Filed. 

Govt. Code Section 54954.2(a)(l) requires that: 

"(a)(l) At least 72 hours before a regular meeting, the legislative 
body of the local agency, or its designee, shall post an agenda 
containing a brief general description of each item of business to be 
transacted or discussed at the meeting, including items to be 
discussed in closed session." 

The June 9, 2020 agenda failed to provide a clear, brief description of an item 
related to the IBEC Project: the formation of the ITMCSD. This agenda item's 
description provided: 

DR-2. PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT 

Staff report recorrmH;ndmg adoption of a 1esolutiou authorizing the submission of an applicottion to the 
Local Agency Forma\lon C01mnissio11 frir the County Los Angeles 

Documents: 

Nobody in the public reading the agenda could perceive the massive scope and 
effect of Agenda Item DR-2 based on the above vague agenda description; namely: 

Because of public comments, on June 16, 2020, the City staff recommended to re­
notice only the General Plan Amendments adopted on June 9, 2020. (Exh. 4 [June 16, 
2020 Two Staff Reports to Reconsider the General Plan Amendments].) No other items 
and actions discussed and taken on June 9 were recommended for rescission. 
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1) The City Council's approval was sought to file an application to the 
LAFCO to create a new citywide agency ITMCSD and to put the issue on 
the March 2021 ballot; 

2) The new agency "ITMCSD's jurisdictional boundary would be coterminous 
with the City boundaries and the members of the City Council would act as 
the members of the ITMCSD's governing body"; 

3) The ITMCSD will be able to acquire property and approve construction of 
transportation facilities and parking; 

4) The City contemplates imposing ce1tain assessments, fees or charges on the 
Inglewood population and pledging those to ITMSC, as well as transferring 
funds to ITMSC from the General Fund revenue; 

5) The ITMSCD's creation is interrelated with the events and traffic in the 
City anticipated in view of the SoFi stadium and the IBEC Arena; and 

6) Upon the City Council's approval of the recommended actions, the City 
would file a Notice of Exemption (which would commence the running of 
the statute of limitations for anyone to challenge the City's actions). (Exh. 
5 [June 9, Agenda DR-2 Staff Report].)2 

Nothing in the agenda mentioned that the City's application to LAFCO was linked 
to the creation of the new agency ITMSCD or that the new agency is specifically linked 
to the IBEC Project, is piecemealed from the latter, and is expressly provided under the 
Clipper's IBEC Project's AB-987 to further the IBEC project. Pub. Res. Code§ 
21168.6.8(a)(6) ("Transportation demand management program"). 

Further, neither the Agenda nor the hyperlinked Staff Report's list of Council 
actions (at p. 1) mentions anything about the CEQA exemption approval. 

Yet, at p. 3, the Staff Report - which does not substitute for the requirement that 
the agenda give a brief description of all actions to be taken or approved - noted: 

2 We discovered the Staff Repmt to the June 9, 2020 Agenda Item DR-2 - and the 
listed information - only on June 18, 2020, after finding the City's Notice of Exemption 
filed on June 16, 2020 with the Los Angeles County. 
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"ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTATION: 

The formation of the ITMCSD is categorically exempt from the 
California Environmental Quality Act ("CEQA") pursuant to CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15320 (Changes in Organization of Local 
Agencies) and/or Section 1506l(b )(3) (Common Sense Exemption) 
because the ITJ\1CSD is proposed to be a subsidiary district with the 
same boundaries as the City. Upon the City Council's approval of 
the recommended actions, a Notice of Exemption will be filed with 
the Los Angeles County Clerk in accordance with Section 21152 of 
the California Public Resources Code." (Id.) 

The City has since filed a Notice of Exemption for the creation of the ITMCSD 
with the County of Los Angeles on June 16, 2020. (Exh. 6 [Notice of Exemption for 
ITJ\1CSD].) 

The City's actions as described above and the failure of the agenda to describe 
these actions to be taken or approved violate the Brown Act. Rescission of these actions 
and re-noticing of them in accordance with the law is demanded. 

C. June 9, 2020 and June 16, 2020 Agenda - Failure to Note CEQA 
Exemption for the Parking Ordinance in the Agenda Description. 

The June 9, 2020 and June 16, 2020 City Council meeting agendas included Item 
0-1, which identically provided: 3 

3 

ORDINANCES 

0-1. PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT 

Staff report re<:onunending: the introduction of nn Ordirnmce amending Chapter 3 of the Inglewood 
?vlunidpa1 Code (Il\iC) tr> implement a C!.t;/\Vide Permit Pmking Districts Program 

Documents: 

See Exh.5 [June 9, 2020 Agenda] and Exh. 4 (June 16, 2020 Agenda). 
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The agenda item description did not mention the Ordinance's intenelatedness with 
the IBEC Project. Yet the parking permit districts are to regulate the parking needs in the 
City, with the advent of the Sofi Stadium and the Clipper's Arena IBEC Project and their 
events.4 

Similarly, neither the June 9 nor June 16, 2020 agendas mentioned approval of 
CEQA exemptions for the Ordinance. Yet, the staff report for the June 16, 2020 agenda, 
which we discovered later, recited: 

"This ordinance is exempt from the requirements of the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to Section 1506l(b )(3) 
of Title 14 of the California Code of Regulations; the permit parking 
program would not result in any physical changes to the 
environment, other than minor signage. The program is designed to 
reduce potential traffic and parking impacts to the residential 
neighborhoods by limiting the number of excessive non-resident 
vehicles parking in the area. At the City Council meeting of June 9, 
2020, Ordinance 20-09 was introduced." 

IV. MISLEADING AND INADEQUATELY DESCRIBED AGENDA ITEM. 

Govt. Code § 54954.2(a)(l) provides: 

"At least 72 hours before a regular meeting, the legislative body of 
the local agency, or its designee, shall post an agenda containing a 
brief general description of each item of business to be 
transacted or discussed at the meeting, including items to be 
discussed in closed session. A brief general description of an item 
generally need not exceed 20 words." (Emphasis added.) 

As stated by the District Attorney to the City Council in the District's Attorney's 
letter related to the IBEC Project: 

4 The IBEC Project is proposed at the site which, pursuant to the 2015 initiative's 
plans approving the SoFi Stadium, had to accommodate SoFi's overflow parking needs. 
Thus, the IBEC Project, which is presently before the City, is solely responsible for the 
parking shortage at both SoFi and IBEC. (Exh. 7 [Infeasibility Study].) 
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"The Brown Act, in Government Code section 54954.2(a)(l), 
requires that a local agency "post an agenda containing a brief 
general description of each item of business to be transacted or 
discussed at the meeting." That section further states, "A brief 
general description of an item generally need not exceed 20 words. 
"Courts have held that although the description need not include 
every detail of a matter, it must be sufficient to give the public "fair 
notice of the essential nature of what an agency will consider," and 
not leave the public "to speculation." (San Diegans for Open 
Government v. City r~f Oceanside (2016) 4 Cal. App. 5th 637, 645; 
San Joaquin Raptor Rescue Center et al. v. County ofAferced et al. 
(2013) 216 Cal. App. 4th 1167, 1178.)" (Exh. 1, emph. added]) 

Moreover, the agenda description must not be misleading. The brief description of 
an item that the City will consider or deliberate on cannot be ambiguous or misstate the 
item under discussion. J\1oreno v. City of King (2005) 127 Cal App 4th 17 (an item on 
the agenda describing consideration of contract for Interim Finance Director was not 
sufficient notice of actually considering the termination of the sitting Finance Director). 

The City Council's agendas of June 9, 2020 and June 16, 2020 failed to comply 
with the Brown Act's brief description requirement, in violation of Govt. Code Section 
54954.2(a)(l), in that they failed to provide an adequate description of the agenda item 
and sufficient public notice of the essential nature of what the agency would not only 
consider but also act upon. 

In particular, the June 9, 2020 Agenda failed to provide a complete list of actions 
the City Council would take upon voting on the Agenda Item DR-2 associated with the 
creation of a new agency, ITMCSD. The June 9, 2020 agenda description for DR-2 did 
not even identify ITMCSD and described the agenda item vaguely and ambiguously as 
"Staff report recommending adoption of a resolution authorizing the submission of an 
application to the Local Agency Formation Commission for the County of Los Angeles." 
(Exh. 5, supra.) The City's conduct recalls the Court of Appeal's admonition against 
"transparent prevarication." Roddenberry v. Roddenberry (1996) 44 Cal.App.4th 634, 
654. The June 9, 2020 Agenda also failed to note that the creation of the new agency 
ITMCSD was related to the IBEC Project currently before the City and is a part of it, 
pursuant to AB-987. The description therefore misled the public as to the action's full 
scope and effect and foreclosed informed public comments. 
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Similarly, the June 9, 2020 agendas failed to note the interrelatedness of the 
introduced and adopted Parking Ordinance and Municipal Code changes with the IBEC 
Project. This nexus was ambiguously shown in the staff report - outside of the agenda 
description - tying the ordinance not only to the IBEC Project, but also to SoFi and MSG 
Forum. 

As a result, the public was misled and left to speculate about the essential nature of 
the items that the City would consider and the effect of the City Council's actions, both 
individually and cumulatively with the IBEC Project. This deprived the public of notice 
of the magnitude of changes the City contemplates to further the IBEC Project, which in 
turn, deprived the public of the ability to be adequately appraised not only of the scope of 
the very adopted actions, but also the full impact of the related IBEC Project on 
Inglewood and its community, and to require adequate mitigation measures before the 
Project is approved. 

For the scope of both actions, please see Sec. III, supra (Factual Background). 

V. INADEQUATELY DESCRIBED AGENDA ITEM OF ADOPTING CEQA 
EXEMPTION FINDINGS. 

The Brown Act's "brief general description of each item of business to be 
transacted or discussed at the meeting" under Govt. Code§ 54954.2(a)(l) includes the 
agency's proposed CEQA approvals, including CEQA exemptions. This issue was 
litigated and confirmed by the Los Angeles County Superior Court in a 2008 case against 
the City of Los Angeles, which held: 

"The Planning Commission is also commanded to identify the 
CEQA actions as actions that it has been requested or that it 
proposes to take at the meeting. The Planning Commission is also to 
be commanded not to take any action or discuss any item under 
CEQA that is not described with the clarity, particularity, and detail 
herein ordered. Petitioners are also entitled to a judgment that 
declares that the method that has been used to describe CEQA 
actions to be taken or discussed at Planning Commission meetings is 
unlawful and is to be discontinued." (Exh. 8, pp. 3-4 [Peremptory 
Writ, 2008; LASC No. BS 108652].) 

The Court's ruling pertaining to Planning Commission meetings is all the more 
applicable to the ultimate elected decisionmaker City Council's actions here. 
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The June 9, 2020 Agenda Item DR-2 failed to note the CEQA exemption for the 
proposed action of creating the new agency ITMCSD. Nonetheless, on June 16, 2020, 
the City filed the Notice of Exemption for the ITMCSD. This and all other actions 
complained of in this cure and correct letter must be rescinded. 

Similarly, the June 9 and June 16, 2020 Agenda Item 0-1 failed to note the City 
Council's approval of a CEQA exemption for the proposed action of adopting the 
Parking Ordinance and i\-1unicipal Changes, which would impose new administrative and 
financial burdens on the disadvantaged low income residents of Inglewood to secure 
parking permits for a fee, would limit the number of parking spaces per household 
regardless of the number of household members, and would not even guarantee adequate 
parking spaces on the street when members of the public acquire parking permits. 

The City's failure to include notice of the proposed adoption or approval of CEQA 
exemption on the agendas for June 9 and 16, 2020 violates the Brown Act and deprives 
the public from having its statutory and constitutional rights to be fully apprised of the 
essential nature of the items adopted or even discussed during the meeting. 

VI. FAILURE TO PROVIDE PROPER ADVANCE NOTICE OF THE ACCESS 
CODE AS WELL AS ACCESSIBILITY TO ENABLE PUBLIC 
PARTICIPATION ON JUNE 9, 2020. 

The Brown Act requires advance notice and accessibility to ensure the public can 
address the decisionmakers directly before actions are taken: 

"(a) Every agenda for regular meetings shall provide an 
opportunity for members of the public to directly address the 
legislative body on any item of interest to the public, before or 
during the legislative body's consideration of the item, that is within 
the subject matter jurisdiction of the legislative body, provided that 
no action shall be taken on any item not appearing on the agenda 
unless the action is otherwise authorized by subdivision (b) of 
Section 54954.2." Govt. Code§ 54954.3(a): 

Because of the COVID-19 pandemic, and pursuant to the :March 17, 2020 
Executive Order N-29-20, California waived all requirements in the Brown Act related to 
"physical" presence of the public at public meetings, yet preserved the noticing and 
accessibility requirements to the public. The Order states, in pertinent parts: 
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"Accessibility Requirements: If a local legislative body or state 
body holds a meeting via teleconferencing and allows members of 
the public to observe and address the meeting telephonically or 
otherwise electronically, the body shall also: 

(i) Implement a procedure for receiving and swiftly resolving 
requests for reasonable modification or accommodation from 
individuals with disabilities, consistent with the Americans 
with Disabilities Act and resolving any doubt whatsoever in 
favor of accessibility; and 

(ii) Advertise that procedure each time notice is given of the 
means by which members of the public may observe the 
meeting and offer public comment, pursuant to 
subparagraph (ii) of the Notice Requirements below. 

Notice Requirements: Except to the extent this Order expressly 
provides otherwise, each local legislative body and state body shall: 

(i) Give advance notice of the time of, and post the agenda for, 
each public meeting according to the timeframes otherwise 
prescribed by the Bagley-Keene Act or the Brown Act, and 
using the means otherwise prescribed by the Bagley-Keene 
Act or the Brown Act, as applicable; and 

(ii) In each instance in which notice of the time of the meeting 
is otherwise given or the agenda for the meeting is otherwise 
posted, also give notice of the means by which members of 
the public may observe the meeting and offer public 
comment." (Exh. 9, emph. added [Executive Order N-29-
20].) 

The June 9, 2020 meeting was noticed as a teleconference meeting. Govt. Code§ 
54953(b )(3) requires: "If the legislative body of a local agency elects to use 
teleconferencing, it shall post agendas at all teleconference locations and conduct 
teleconference meetings in a manner that protects the statutory and constitutional 
rights of the patties or the public appearing before the legislative body of a local 
agency." (Emph. added.) 
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It also states: "The agenda shall provide an opportunity for members of the 
public to address the legislative body directly pursuant to Section 54954.3 at each 
teleconference location." (Emph. added.) 

Thus Govt. Code§ 54953 incorporates by reference Section 54954.3 's guarantee 
of a right to address the legislative body during a teleconference meeting. 

However, the City's June 9, 2020 agenda provided an incorrect access code for the 
public to offer comments, which was the only way the public could participate in the 
meeting, beyond passively observing the meeting on Facebook or cable TV. The City's 
publication of the wrong access code to offer public comments in the June 9, 2020 
agenda, which could not have been known until the time of the meeting, the immediate 
objections of many speakers for many items of business on the agenda, the immediate 
email objection of The Silverstein Law Firm, and the failure to halt the meeting and give 
proper re-notice was not only a denial of public speaking rights guaranteed by Section 
54954.3 as incorporated into Section 54953(b)(3), but also violation of the constitutional 
speaking rights of all property owners and tenants whose rights would have been affected 
by the City. 

Apart from the incorrect access code, the City's late-corrected access code did not 
provide the public the chance to comment in view of the technical interruptions, the 
City's incorrect instructions regarding which numbers to press to "raise your hand" for 
comments, as well as the background noise during the few comments. Facebook 
comments - during the June 9, 2020 hearing - evidence the extent of public deprivation 
of participation in real time. 5 

In fact, on June 9, 2020, the City took significant actions affecting all residents in 
Inglewood, including but not limited to: (1) amendments to the General Plan Land Use 
Element; (2) amendments to the General Plan Enviromnental Justice Element; (3) 

5 We note that public comments are also limited by the City Council's choice to 
hold the public hearing at 2 p.m., which precludes or severely limits participation of the 
working adult population of Inglewood during work hours and further limits such public 
participation to a few people who cannot participate other than by phone (for lack of 
computer, internet, or computer/web skills). Therefore, the Facebook comments do not 
represent the voices of those who attempted to listen to and/or make comments at the 
public hearing by phone and yet failed to do so, due to the incorrect access code provided 
in the agenda. 
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formation of the Inglewood Transportation Management Community Services District - a 
new agency, with the power to acquire property and receive funding from the City's tax 
revenues and assessments; (4) introduction of the Parking Ordinance, later adopted on 
June 16, 2020. 

Of all the listed actions, to date, the City staff has recommended the rescission of 
only the General Plan amendments. The City's rescission of the actions taken on those 
dates is paramount. If it does not cure and correct, litigation will ensue. 

The City's actions: (1) deprived the public of their statutory and constitutional 
rights to speak, (2) prejudiced a number of people were who were actually denied the 
ability to speak despite the City's knowledge from Facebook posts and emails that the 
system and access code was not working properly; and (3) prejudiced a number of people 
who - for lack of cable TV, computer, internet, or computer skills - relied solely on 
public participation by phone but were unable to participate or even listen to the 
proceedings because of the incorrect telephone code in the agenda notice. 

We hereby demand the rescission and nullification of all June 9, 2020 actions, 
including but not limited to the General Plan amendments and the f 01mation of the 
ITrv1CSD. Derivatively, we demand that the City withdraw its filed CEQA Notice of 
Exemption for the formation of the ITMCSD, as that was adopted or approved in 
violation of the Brown Act. Also, to the extent the June 16, 2020 Parking Ordinance was 
introduced on June 9, 2020, when the public was deprived of the ability to participate or 
address decisionmakers about the item, we demand rescission of the introduction and 
later adoption of the Parking Ordinance on that ground as well. 

VII. CONCLUSION. 

The City must cure and correct these Brown Act violations by: ( l) rescinding the 
June 9, 2020 approvals of the General Plan Amendments; (2) rescinding the June 9, 2020 
approval of the ITMCSD; (3) rescinding the June 16, 2020 approvals related to the 
adoption of the Parking Ordinance; and (4) withdrawing the Notice of Exemption for the 
creation of the ITMCSD filed on June 16, 2020 with the County of Los Angeles. 

II 

II 
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If we do not receive a positive and fully corrective response from the City, it will 
be necessary to initiate litigation to set aside the City Council's illegal actions and/or to 
seek declaratory and injunctive relief to bring the City's practices into conformity with 
the law. Thank you for your courtesy and prompt attention to this matter. 

RPS:vl 
En els. 

Ve1y truly yours, 

Isl Robert P. Silverstein 
ROBERT P. SILVERSTEIN 

FOR 
THE SILVERSTEIN LAW FIRM, APC 

cc: James T. Butts, Jr, Mayor (via emailjbutts@cityofinglewood.org) 
George W. Dolson, District I (via email gdolson@cityofinglewood.org) 
Alex Padilla, District 2, (via email apadilla@cityofinglewood.org) 
Eloy Morales, Jr., District 3 (via email emorales@Cityoflnglewood.org) 
Ralph L. Franklin, District 4 (via email rfranklin@cityofinglewood.org) 
Wanda M. Brown, Treasurer (via email wbrown@Cityofinglewood.org) 
Artie Fields, Executive Director (via email afields@Cityofinglewood.org) 
Kenneth R. Campos, City Attorney (via email kcampos@cityofinglewood.org) 
Bruce Gridley, City Attorney (via email bgridley@kbblaw.com) 
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THE SILVERSTEIN LAW FIRM 
A Professional Corporation 

April 23, 2020 

215 NORTH MARENGO AVENUE, 3RD FLOOR 

PASADENA, CALIFORNIA 91101-1504 

PHONE: (626) 449-4200 FAX: (626) 449-4205 

ROBERT@ROBERTSILVERSTEINLAW.COM 

www.ROBERTSILVERSTEINLAW.COM 

VIA EMAIL yhorton@cityofinglewood.org VIA EMAIL 

Yvonne Horton 
City Clerk's Office 
c/o Mayor and City Council 
Inglewood Successor Agency, Inglewood 
Housing Authority, Inglewood Parking 
Authority, Joint Powers Authority 
City of Inglewood 
1 West Manchester Blvd. 
Inglewood, CA 90301 

mwilcox@cityofinglewood.org 
ibecpro j ect@cityofinglewood.org 

Mindy Wilcox, AICP, Planning Manager 
City of Inglewood, Planning Division 
1 West Manchester Boulevard, 4th Floor 
Inglewood, CA 90301 

Re: Brown Act Violations; Cure and Correct Demand in Connection with 
Public Meeting on March 24, 2020 and Demand to Cease and Desist, 
Including Under Govt. Code§ 54960.2; IBEC Project SCH 2018021056, 
and Request to Include this letter in Admin Record for IBEC DEIR 

Public Records Act Request for March 24, 2020 Council's Closed Session 
Audio/Video Recording and Notes, Minutes, Records. 

Dear Ms. Horton and City Officials: 

I. INTRODUCTION. 

This firm and the undersigned represent Kenneth and Dawn Baines, owners of the 
property located at 10212 S. Prairie Ave., Inglewood, directly impacted by actions taken 
by the City of Inglewood Council on March 24, 2020. 

We write to demand that the City of Inglewood, Inglewood City Council and 
above-referenced City bodies (collectively "City") cure and correct their March 24, 2020 
violations of the Brown Act, which violations include taking action on items not duly 
listed on the regular meeting agenda of the City Council for March 24, 2020 in both the 
open and closed-door sessions, and further include depriving the public of the 
opportunity to adequately participate and comment on items by failing to produce copies 
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of the agreement(s) that the City approved and the Mayor signed at the March 24, 2020 
meeting. 

As part of this cure and correct, we demand that the City invalidate any actions 
taken on, and related to, the Mayor's signing of the settlement agreement(s), and take no 
further action unless and until a copy thereof is timely produced to the public, is subject 
to advance public comment at a properly noticed public hearing, and is included in the 
administrative record for the IBEC Draft EIR, as such actions by the :Mayor and City 
have a direct bearing on the City's consideration of the IBEC Draft EIR. 

We also demand that the City to produce records and documents of the :March 24, 
2020 closed session. 

In addition, we demand that the City cease and desist what has become an ongoing 
pattern and practice of Brown Act violations, particularly with regard to the IBEC 
Project, and that the City fully comply with the letter and spirit of the open meeting laws. 

II. ONGOING PATTERN AND PRACTICE OF BROWN ACT VIOLATIONS. 

The City has consistently engaged in the pattern and practice of misinforming the 
public about the true nature and scope of the proposed IBEC Project, as well as its 
required approvals. The City's actions have been previously criticized and challenged on 
those grounds. (See, e.g., Exh. 1 [IRATE Letter, March 21, 2018, with enclosures of 
IRATE's Complaint to the District Attorney on March 15, 2018], incorporated in full 
herein.) 

In response to IRATE's complaint and as a result of an ensuing investigation, the 
District Attorney concluded: "It should be noted that the deficiency of the agenda 
description appears to have been part of concerted efforts between representatives of the 
city and the Murphy's BOWL LLC to limit the notice given to the public." (Exh. 2 [DA 
Letter ofrv1ay 17, 2019].) 

Unable to prosecute the City Council and all related persons solely because of the 
statute of limitations that had run, the District Attorney expressed hope that the City 
Council would correct their actions: 

"Violations relating to the agenda description of an item of business 
could render action by the city council null and void. ·However, 
because the complaint was received after the time limits to remedy 
the violation, no action will be taken at this time. Nonetheless, we 
sincerely hope that this letter will assist the city council in ensuring 
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that such violations will not recur in the future." (Id. [DA Letter of 
May 17, 2019].) 

The District Attorney's hope and the public's trust were abused by the City's 
violations on March 24, 2020, as further detailed below. 

III. FACTUAL BACKGROUND. 

On March 24, 2020 - a week after California Governor issued a stay-at-home 
order applicable to everyone and all non-essential services, and when the public could no 
longer physically participate in public meetings - the City Council held a meeting related 
to the Clipper's Inglewood Basketball Entertainment Center Project and effectively 
sealed the fate of the Inglewood community to endure the IBEC Project's 41 adverse 
environmental impacts. (Exhs. 3 & 4 [NRDC Letter, March 24, 2020 and California 
Legislature Letter, June 28, 2019].) 

In particular, the City Council convened: 

( l) In closed session, to discuss the settlement of 4 ongoing lawsuits by MSG 
Forum and community group IRA TE against the City related to the IBEC 
project and challenging the City on various grounds, including violations of 
the Brown Act, Surplus Land Act, and CEQA, and 

(2) In open session, to sign an unspecified settlement or "tri-party agreement" 
or "one or more agreements" with MSG, IRA TE, Clippers, City Hall and 
other unidentified people. 

Unlike other items on the agenda, the noted "tri-party agreement" was not 
hyperlinked to or in the agenda. It was not available at the hearing. (Exh. 5 [Daily 
Breeze Article re mayor signing of the settlement agreement: "The Inglewood City 
Council approved the settlement at its meeting Tuesday. Butts, smiling ear to ear, paused 
the agenda so he could sign the document immediately. A copy of the agreement was not 
available Tuesday."]) As of April 23, 2020 - nearly a month after it was signed - the 
agreement is still not linked to the agenda, or available online or elsewhere that we can 
determine. It was not readily available to the public even through the City Clerk's office, 
which - upon requests for same - had to search for it, but still has not produced it through 
the present time. (Exh. 6 [emails requesting Settlement Agreement; no responses from 
the City to multiple requests].) 

The City's actions on 1\-farch 24, 2020 in com1ection with both open and closed­
door session items violated the Brown Act. 
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IV. MISLEADING AND INADEQUATELY DESCRIBED AGENDA ITEM. 

As before, when it was established that the City conspired with Murphy's Bowl 
(the developer entity of the Clippers Arena) to limit the description of the agenda item to 
be considered by the City Council on June 15, 2017 "so it won't identify the proposed 
project," and agreed not to provide the "normal 72 hours" notice under the Brown Act1 

(see Exh. 1 [IRATE's March 15, 2018 letter to the DA as part of Exh. l]), the City's 
:March 24, 2020 agenda failed to provide adequate description - beyond vague statements 
- of the settlement agreement( s) to be approved and actually signed. The Agenda stated: 

Consideration of and possible action on one or more agreements vtith IvISG Fornm. LLC: 
Ingkv>iood Residents Against Taking and EYictinns: Mnq:ihy's Boal LLC: and. other entities and 
individuals in forthernnce of a potential settlement of claims arising from the propos-ed 
de-velopment of and CEQA reYie'\v frir. the IngleYvoocl Basketball and Entert<iimnent Center 
Project. as \Veil as d1ligntions of the lando\vner of the Fornm* 
Recmnmendatir:ni: 

Consider awl Act on the follovdng agreemenh: 

I) Rele<lse and SubstJtutiou of Guarantor Under Dev;::Jop1nent A~re<::1nent by and 

among :t<fSG fomm. LLC". IdSGN HOLDil-JGS. LP., POLPAT LLC and the 
City of InglewosJ(L and 

2) Tri-Party A.greement by and among l\1SG Forum, LLC, IviSG- Sports & 
Entertainment LIL, l'vimvhy's Bmv1 LLC. and City ofinglewood. 

(Exh. 7 [March 24, 2020 City Agenda].) 

The description reflects another "concerted effort" by the City and 
Murphy's Bowl, as previously condemned by the District Attorney, to hide 
infmmation from the public as to what exactly the agreements were that the 
Council would possibly act upon. The description does not specify either what 
those "one or more agreements" are, or who the "other entities and individuals" 
are. Moreover, the relevant documents were not available at the hearing and were 
not hyperlinked or provided with the agenda packet for the public to find out the 
missing information. 

The District Attorney concluded this was a Brown Act violation but could not 
prosecute because of the statute of limitations. 
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Most importantly, the description does not make clear that the settlement 
agreement(s) were related to the ve1y same lawsuits discussed in the same day's closed 
sess10n: 

MSG Forum, LLC v. City of Inglewood, et al.; Case No. YC072715; 

:MSG Forum, LLC v. City of Inglewood as Successor Agency to the Former 
Inglewood Redevelopment Agency, et al.; Case No. BSl 74710; 

Inglewood Residents Against Takings and Evictions v. City of Inglewood, 
et al.; Case No. B296760; and 

Inglewood Residents Against Takings and Evictions v. City of Inglewood 
as Successor Agency to the Former Inglewood Redevelopment Agency, et 
al.; Case No. BS174709 

This essential nexus between the closed session lawsuits and the subsequently 
signed settlement agreement( s) should have been disclosed and the description of the 
settlement agreement(s) should have plainly referenced, or even cross-referenced to the 
closed session item description, the lawsuits in order to be meaningfully informative to 
the public. Yet this essential information was concealed from the public. As stated by 
the District Attorney to the City Council in the District's Attorney's letter related to the 
IBEC Project: 

"The Brown Act, in Government Code section 54954.2(a)(l), 
requires that a local agency "post an agenda containing a brief 
general description of each item of business to be transacted or 
discussed at the meeting." That section further states, "A brief 
general description of an item generally need not exceed 20 words. 
"Courts have held that although the description need not include 
every detail of a matter, it must be sufficient to give the public "fair 
notice of the essential nature of what an agency will consider," and 
not leave the public "to speculation." (San Diegans for Open 
Government v. City of Oceanside (2016) 4 Cal. App. 5th 637, 645; 
San Joaquin Raptor Rescue Center et al. v. County of Merced et al. 
(2013) 216 Cal. App. 4th 1167, 1178.)" (Exh. 2, emph. added) 

The City Council's agenda failed to comply with the Brown Act, Govt. Code 
Section 54954.2(a)(l), in that it failed to provide an adequate description of the agenda 
item and sufficient public notice of the essential nature of what the agency would not 
only consider but also act upon. As a result, the public was left to speculate. 
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Moreover, the agenda description must not be misleading. The brief description of 
an item that the City will consider or deliberate on cannot be ambiguous or misstate the 
item under discussion. J\1oreno v. City of King (2005) 127 Cal App 4th 17 (an item on 
the agenda describing consideration of contract for Interim Finance Director was not 
sufficient notice of actually considering the termination of the sitting Finance Director). 
Thus, apart from the vague and ambiguous description, compounded by failure to provide 
the actual settlement agreements to be signed (and which through today still have not 
been made publicly available, despite repeated requests [Exh. 6]), the agenda was also 
misleading, since the essential agenda items involving the City Council/Mayor's signing 
of the agreement(s) was misplaced and put at the end of the agenda, under the section of 
"REPORTS - CITY ATTORNEY And/Or GENERAL COUNSEL." Placing Action 
Items in Reports further denied fair notice to the public of the critical action the City 
would take. 

The above-noted violations in vaguely listing the agenda items, coupled with the 
failure to provide the copy of the agreement( s ), and misleading placement of the agenda 
item of signing a settlement agreement in the "report" section precluded fair notice to the 
public and frnstrated public knowledge and participation, in violation of the Brown Act. 

V. FAILURE TO PROVIDE A COPY OF THE SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT 
TO THE PUBLIC PRIOR TO THE CITY SIGNING IT. 

Based on our information and the City's responses and lack thereof, the City Clerk 
has not made the settlement agreement(s) publicly available even as of the date of this 
letter. In any event, as of April 23, 2020, they were not placed in an active link to the 
relevant agenda (doing so now would be too late even if it were), and our requests for 
these critical documents have been entirely ignored. (Exh. 6.) 

We further note that pursuant to Govt. Code Sec. 54954.3, the agenda must 
provide an opportunity for the public to address the legislative body before or during the 
legislative body's consideration of the item. Stated differently, apart from the fact that 
the agenda item was vaguely described, a person who listened to the City meeting 
(assuming they could even hear, given the City's terrible audio quality) and wanted to 
make a comment on the subject would have been precluded from doing so meaningfully 
because of the City's failure to produce for public review the settlement agreement(s) 
either prior to or even at the time of the :March 24, 2020 meeting. 

The City's failure to so provide a copy effectively precluded the public's right to 
be meaningfully informed about the agreement( s) to be signed and to address the 
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legislative body on that agenda item, prior to the City taking action on it, including the 
actual signing of the settlement agreement( s ). 

VI. VIOLATION OF THE CLOSED SESSION EXCEPTION UNDER THE 
BROWN ACT. 

On the flipside, the City's agenda for the March 24, 2020 violated Govt. Code 
Section 54950 as it exceeded the scope of the closed session litigation exemption under 
Govt. Code Section 54956.9. 

In particular, the agenda for the closed session provided: 

"CS-1, CSA-5 & P-2. 

Closed session - Confidential - Attorney/Client Privileged; 
Conference with Legal Counsel regarding Existing Litigation 
Pursuant to Government Code Section 54956.9(d)(l); Name 
of Cases: MSG Forum, LLC v. City of Inglewood, et al.; Case 
No. YC072715; and MSG Forum, LLC v. City of Inglewood 
as Successor Agency to the Former Inglewood 
Redevelopment Agency, et al.; Case No. BS 174710. 

CS-2, CSA-6, & P-3. 

Closed session - Confidential - Attorney/Client Privileged; 
Conference with Legal Counsel regarding Existing Litigation 
Pursuant to Government Code Section 54956.9(d)(l); Name 
of Cases: Inglewood Residents Against Takings and Evictions 
v. City of Inglewood, et al.; Case No. B296760; and 

Inglewood Residents Against Takings and Evictions v. City 
of Inglewood as Successor Agency to the Former Inglewood 
Redevelopment Agency, et al.; Case No. BSI 74709." 

It may be reasonably inferred that the closed session on the four ( 4) lawsuits filed 
by MSG and IRA TE against the City and Murphy's Bowl involved settlement 
discussions of same. Such inference is supported by the fact that the parties in the noted 
four lawsuits were the same parties to the open session settlement "tri-partite" agreement, 
and the fact that noted lawsuits were stayed by the same patties through joint stipulations 
filed the day before on March 23, 2020. 
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While it is proper for the legislative body to discuss and/or adopt settlement 
agreements in closed session, it is unacceptable where, as here, such settlement pertains 
to significant policy changes that should have been the subject of discussion in open 
session, notwithstanding the provisions of the Brown Act that allow for discussion of 
pending litigation in closed session under Govt. Code Section 54956.9. See Trancas 
Property Owners Association v. City of Malibu (2006) 138 Cal.App.4th 172. In Trancas 
the Court held that the adoption in closed session of a settlement agreement that called 
for certain zoning actions violated the Brown Act because deciding to take those actions 
would normally be subject to the Brown Act's open meeting requirements. The court 
stated that whatever else Section 54956.9 pe1mits, "the exemption cannot be construed to 
empower a city council to agree to take, as part of a non-publicly ratified litigation 
settlement, action that by substantive law may not be taken without a public hearing and 
an oppmtunity for the public to be heard." Id. at 186. 

The settlement agreement in the subject City Agenda was described as pertaining 
to "claims arising from the proposed development of, and CEQA review for, the 
Inglewood Basketball and Entertainment Center Project." (Emph. added.) It is 
undisputed that CEQA review of an EIR - especially that of the controversial IBEC 
Project with 41 adverse environmental impacts - is required to be an explicitly public 
process. Hiding discussion of "CEQA review" -related issues behind closed door sessions 
and vague agenda descriptions violates that principle. 

As our Supreme Court has stated: 

"We have repeatedly recognized that the EIR is the 'heart of 
CEQA.' [Citations.] "Its purpose is to inform the public and its 
responsible officials of the environmental consequences of their 
decisions before they are made. Thus, the EIR 'protects not only the 
environment but also infmmed self-government.'" [Citations.] To 
this end, public participation is an 'essential part of the CEQA 
process.' [Citations.]" Laurel Heights Improvement Assn. v. 
Regents of Univ. of California (1994) 6 Cal. 4th 1112, 1123. 

The Brown Act, Govt. Code Sec. 54950, provides: 

"In enacting this chapter, the Legislature finds and declares that the 
public commissions, boards and councils and the other public 
agencies in this State exist to aid in the conduct of the people's 
business. It is the intent of the law that their actions be taken 
openly and that their deliberations be conducted openly. 



City of Inglewood 
April 23, 2020 
Page 9 

"The people of this State do not yield their sovereignty to the 
agencies which serve them. The people, in delegating authority, do 
not give their public servants the right to decide what is good for the 
people to know and what is not good for them to know. The people 
insist on remaining informed so that they may retain control over the 
instruments they have created." (Emph. added.) 

Govt. Code Sec. 54952.2 defines meetings and disclosure mandates broadly. As 
the Attorney General has explained: 

"In construing these terms, one should be mindful of the ultimate 
purposes of the Act - to provide the public with an opportunity to 
monitor and participate in decision-making processes of boards and 
commissions. . . . Conversations which advance or clarify a 
member's understanding of an issue, or facilitate an agreement or 
compromise among members, or advance the ultimate resolution of 
an issue, are all examples of communications which contribute to the 
development of a concurrence as to action to be taken by the 
legislative body." The Brown Act: Open Meetings for Local 
Legislative Bodies, p. 12 (Cal. Atty General's Office 2003). 

Thus, the City's deliberations and discussions about signing the settlement 
agreement(s) on the four lawsuits during the closed session and to effectively dispose of 
claims of public interest and concern requiring a public hearing (including CEQA issues) 
violated the overarching purposes of the Brown Act and its mandates for conducting the 
public's business through open, non-occluded meetings and deliberations, including 
under Govt. Code Secs. 54950, 54952.2. 

VII. CALIFORNIA PUBLIC RECORDS ACT REQUEST. 

In view of the above-noted violations, where the Mayor and City improperly 
discussed the settlement agreement and related "CEQA review" issues and lawsuits 
during the closed session instead of in the open session as required by law, we request 
that the City provide the audio and video recordings of that closed session, as well as any 
minutes, notes, or records made or exchanged by anyone present at the meeting re same. 

This request is made under the California Public Records Act pursuant to 
Government Code § 6250, et seq. 
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Govt. Code § 6253.9(a) requires that the agency provide documents in their native 
format, when requested. Pursuant to that code section, please also provide the 
requested documents in their native and electronic format. 

Because I am emailing this request on April 23, 2020, pursuant to Govt. Code 
Secs. 6253 and 6255, please ensure that your response is provided to us by no later than 
May 3, 2020. 

VIII. DECLARATORY RELIEF FOR PATTERN AND PRACTICE 
VIOLATIONS. 

Based upon the ongoing failure of the City and City Council to properly identify 
the agenda items in both the closed session and the open session and allow meaningful 
opportunity to the public to study, be informed and comment on City actions, including 
through the City's failure to provide copies of documents to the public that the City 
intends to act upon, particularly related to the IBEC project, and as to which the District 
Attorney has already recognized improprieties in the City's conduct, pursuant to 
Government Code Section 54960.2, this letter shall also be a demand to cease and 
desist the City's pattern and practice of violating the rights of members of the public in a 
similar manner. We also demand that the County agree to implement training of its 
officials and personnel to prevent these illegal actions from occurring in the future. 

IX. CONCLUSION. 

The City must cure and correct these Brown Act violations by rescinding the 
March 24, 2020 approval and signing of the settlement agreement(s) and by 
producing/circulating them to the public in advance of and as part of any future 
consideration of them and their potential signing, or regarding any other potential action 
related to them and/or regarding all IBEC project CEQA issues. 

The City must also produce all video/audio and other records and or minutes and 
notes of the closed session held on March 24, 2020. 

II 

II 

II 

II 
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If we do not receive a positive and fully corrective response from the City, it will 
be necessary to initiate litigation to set aside the City Council's illegal actions and/or to 
seek declaratory or injunctive relief to bring the City's practices into conformity with the 
law. Thank you for your courtesy and prompt attention to this matter. 

RPS:vl 

Ve1y truly yours, 

Robert P. Silverstein 
ROBERT P. SILVERSTEIN 

FOR 
THE SILVERSTEIN LAW FIRM, APC 

cc: James T. Butts, Jr, _Mayor (via emailjbutts@cityofinglewood.org) 
George W. Dolson, District l (via email gdolson@cityofinglewood.org) 
Alex Padilla, District 2, (via email apadilla@cityofinglewood.org) 
Eloy Morales, Jr., District 3 (via email emorales@Cityoflnglewood.org) 
Ralph L. Franklin, District 4 (via email rfranklin@cityofinglewood.org) 
Wanda M. Brown, Treasurer (via email wbrown@Cityofinglewood.org) 
Artie Fields, Executive Director (via email afields@Cityofinglewood.org) 
Kenneth R. Campos, City Attorney (via email kcampos@cityofinglewood.org) 
Brnce Gridley, City Attorney (via email bgridley@kbblaw.com) 
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Jvfarch 21) 2018 

Dougla1 L Ca.rnti1n'i1 
Email Adz:h~ss: 

Direct Diat 
31fH91E!40C Ext ·1 

Re: Comments on Notice of Preparation of Drafi Etrvimmnental Impact Report 
for the f.ngfowm1d BaskcthaH Entertain1T1ent Center 

Dear !Vls, \<Vikox: 

On behalf of Ing1mvood Residents Against Takings and Evictions (IRA TE)~ \Ve 

submit the follo\ving con1mtmts on the Notice of Preparation of an environnrentaJ impact 
report (EIR) for the Inglewood BasketbaH Entertaimnent Center (Proposed Project)-

As an initial xnatter, ;ve again calJ upon fo.g:k':'tvood io rescind its August 2017 
approval of the .Exd.usive Negotiating Agreement (EN/\.) ;vith .Murphy's Bow! LLC that 
lu1s locked Ingle\WtVJii into refusing to consider any alternative uses of the Project she for 
at least three years,. 1 

The NOP claims that the EIR wm identify and evaluate a .range of reasonable 
alternatives to the Proposed Project1 including a No Praject AJtemative (Guidelines 
section 15l2ti6), However, l.ngkwood, along ;vith its associated redevcloprncnt and 
parking entities~ through the ENA has already committed itsdf to refose to consider 
a1temati·ves during the three year exclusive negotiating period. 

The ENA explicitly states; "During the Exclu.;;;ive Negotiating Period and the sixty 
(60) day period refarred to in Section 22 bekrrv, the Public Entities .. , shall not negotiate 
Viith or consider any offers or solicitations frmn, any person or entity, other than the 

1 IRATE seeks a writ of mandate frotu the Los Angeles Superior Court to require 
Inglewood to set aside the EN A in Inglc1vood Residents ,Against Takings and Evictions v, 

lnr!}eH.iood, case no., BS 170333. 
(M. ' 
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"' 

Developer, regarding a proposed DDA [Development and Disposition A.greernent] for the 
sale, lease, disposition, and/ot devefoprncnt of the City Parcels or Agency Parcels within 
the Study Area Site,p (ENA, section 2 (a),) \\Tith the ENA in place, Inglewood would 
not in good faith be able to fu1ly consider a range of ahematives as required by CEQA, 
Instead, its EIR review would become a post-hoc rationalization for a decision to approve 
the Proposed .J\rena Prqject which has already been made, Courts have expressly 
condemned such a use of an EIR: 

A fundamental purpose of an EIR is to provide decision makers with information 
they can use in deciding tvhether to approve a proposed prq_ject, not to inform 
them of the envimnmtmtal effects of projects that they have already approved, lf 
post-approval environmental review were allnive~ EIR's would likely become 
nothing more than post hoc rationalizations to support action already taken, We 
ha·ve expressly condemned this use of EIR 's. 

(Laurel Heights Improvement Assn,''- Regents of ihtiversity of California (1988) 47 
CaL3d 376) 394.) 

B. Alternatives to the Arena Projed Must Be Analyzed in Depth in the EIR. 

While an environmental impact report is "the heart of CEQA)' 1 the "'core of an EIR 
is the mitigation and alternatives sections." (Citizens t~f' Goleta Valley v. Ed. Of 
SupervLwrs (1990) 52 Ca1.3d 553, 564.) Preparation of an adequate EIR with analysis of 
a reasonable range of alternatives is crucial to CEQA~s substantive mandate to Hpreveut 
significant avoidable damage to the en.vironmcnf~ when alternatives or mitigation 
measures are feasible, (CEQA Guidelines § 15002 subd. (a)(3).) 

l. A Potential Rezone of the Lockbaven Tract Back to Its Original 
Residential Zoning Should be Analyzed. 

Alternative uses of the parceJs throughout the PrqJect area are possible; including 
for housing. The proposed project area~ also k'110wn as the northern portion of the 
Lockhaven Trnct, was formerly zoned as R<1until1980., Then it was changed to MlwL 
for limited manufacturi:n.g, There are people living in the north em portion of the 
Lock.haven Tract currently\ including people receiving Section 8 housing vouchers. If the 
area is rezoned to a residential type of zoning as it was in 1980 and before~ the vacant lots 
could be used for affordable housing. 

From the NOP~ it is apparent that one or more zone changes would he requited as 
part of the Proposed Project approvals. (NOP1 p. 5 [''Zoning Changes~~ listed among 
''Anticipat.ed Entitlements and Approvals"].) Therefore,. the alternative of changing 
zoning to R-3 or some other type ofresidential zoning should be analyzed in the EIR, 
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2. Tbe Potential for Usage ufthe Area for a Tecbrmfogy Park I'V1ust be 
Analyzed. 

There v;ras discussion ofu Technology Park to he placed on the parcels, and that 
\Vould be a potentfaHy feasible alternative well worth analysis in the ElR, 
(ht:tps ://wwvv .dailybreeze.com/201 8/03 /06/ owners-of'..:the~ forum~ sue-·inglewood-1ts­
mayor-for-fi.·aud-ovcr:.potentia1-dippers-arena/,) The area's current iv1-1.L zoning allows 
for extensive uses such as hotels, \.Va.rehousing, and retail sales. 
(http a ;//wvrv.,; .qcode,us/ cod.es/inglevn::wd/ .) 

3. ·r&e .Potential for 'Usage of the Area fo:r Community Serving lJses IVIust be 
Awalvzed. 

•' 

The community group Uplift Inglewood has a detailed proposal for potential usage 
of the pfitcels for various parts of the project area tvhich is posted at the foHo.ving 
address; https://vrrvvv,i.:tpliftinglewood,org/rcsou.rccs, 

The p.roposa-1 includes a youth center, a day care senior center, a day care children 
center, a creative arts center, art otvi.ronmenta] studies cormnunitv center. a finanda.! . ~ •' 

literacy center~ a small business incubator center1 office space~ public art, public plazas, 
parka1 cou.rtyards1 bikepaths, and sides\va.les, Because the parcels owned hy the City, 
Successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency, and the Parking District are public 
property, these public-serving ideas must be analyzed as part of the alternatives analysis, 

4. Alternative Locations For the Arena Project l'VIust Be Analyzed in the 
ii:IR. 

Offaite alternatives are a key colnponent of an adequate envirom:nental analysis. 
An EIR must describe "a range of reasonable alter.natives to the prq_ject> ot to the loct1tion 
<~~/'the ,r:wofect~ which \vould feasibly attain rnost of the basic o~jectives of the project hut 
would avoid or substantially lessen any of the sit,rnificant effects of the project) and 
evaluate t11e comparative merits orthe a1ten1atives.'~ (CEQA Guidelines § l 5126J) subtL 
(a),.) Therefore, in addition to considering onsite design a.hematives for the Proposed 
Arena Prt~ect~ the EIR must also consider the possibmty of relocating the Proposed 
Prc1ject elsewhere ht a location that crnJ.ld htrve fevi,;er advet:se envirotunental hnpact•;. 

The proposed. Project \Vouki include a professional basketball arena consistin.g of 
approximately 181000 to 201000 seats HS weU ns related la.ndscapiug, parking and vrnious 
other nses such as a practice facility, team offi.ces, a sports rned.icine di.uic, restaurants; 
and. retail useIL In addition to the 2-5 preseason, 41 regular season and 16 possible 
postseason games played by the Clippers~ the project would include an additionaJ 100~ 
150 or possibly more events including concerts} farnily shows,. conventions, and 
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corporate or civic events. A project of th.is magnitude could have extensive impacts on 
the envimnment including impacts to air quality, traffic congestion~ nighttime lighting, 
noise~ etc. 

D. The Public 1\'.Inst Be Involved 'With Proper Notic:e and FuU Information. 

We are very concerned that Inglewood rnust ensure it co:mplies with the public 
participation requirements of the Brmvn Act, the California Environmental Quality Act~ 
and other applicable legal requirements. We have contacted the District Attorney to 
express our concern that Inglewood has failed to appropriately comply by providing the 
public with inadequate notice and inadequate information to allow participation in 
Ingle\vood's revie\v process. A copy of our letter to the District Attorney is attached. 
(Enclosure 1 .) Press reports have underscored the public interest in the City's review 
process in published stories about the concerns. (Enclosures 2 and 3, "Documents Sho\v 
Hmv Inglewood Clippers Arena Deal Stayed Secret," KCET, Karen .Foshay, :March 15, 
2018 and "In Possible Brown Act ViolationJ Inglewood CaHed Special 1vfeeting to 
-rv1inimize Public Involvement.~· "tvfarch 17. 20 18, Vi arren Szewczvk,) 

. ; ~ . • .M >' 

Thank you for consideration of our views. We look forward to reviewing and 
commenting upon the Draft EIR. Pursuant to Public Resources Code section 210922, we 
request aU future notices related to the Proposed Project 

Sincerely~ 

Douglas P, Carstens 

Em:Jmm.res: 

l, Letter of Chatten-Brown & Carstens to District Attorney dated March 15, 2018 
2. "Documerits Shmv How Inglewood Clippers luena Deal Stayed Secret~'; Karen 

Foshay, March 15, 2018~ posted at https://ww\>\'.kcet.o.rg/shows/soca1-
connected/documei1ts-show-how*inglewood-cHppers-arena-deal-stayed-secret 

3. Hln Possible Brown Act Violation,. Inglewood Called Special Meeting to Minimize 
Public Invo.lvement," March 17, 2018, Warren Szewczyk, posted at 
https:/ /warrensz.me/in -possible-bro\vn-act-violation-inglewood-caUed-special­
meeting-to~minimize-pu bUc-involvementJ 
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Hel'm(lsa Beath Offit& 
?none; {310) 798~2400 

Chatten ... Brown & Carstens llP 

$311 Diego Office 
Phmte; (858) SS!H.!070 
Phone: (619) 940-451::! 

The Honorable Jackie Lacey 
District Attomev. . . 
766 Hall of Records 
320 West Temple Street 
Los Angelei:h CA 90012 

22.00 Padfk Coast Highway, Suite 318 
Hermosa Beach, CA 90254 

www.thc:earth!aw,com 

Dot!glas P. Ca.r!littms 
EmaH Address: 
d~:}K(f>-f:b:-t:~~}·*trt.6.f~ ~# ... <~{~::~rJ olriici 6Eil: ··········· ········· 
310,..798-2400 Ext 1; 

Re: Request for lnvestigation of Intentional Violations of the Bro\\11 Act by 
City of Inglewood in Approving Exclusive Negotiating Agreement and 
Axena Project 

Dear District Attorney: 

On behalf of the Inglewood Residents Against Takings And Evictions e~rRATE~~) 
we request that your office investigate Brown Act violations committed by the City of 
Inglewood1 involving the proposed Clippers Arena Project in. Inglewood. As evidenced in 
emails required to be produced by Court Order in Ingleivood Residents Against Takings 
And Evictions v. City of lt:tglewood~ counsel for the City and the project developer, 
Murphy~s Bowl~ agreed to limit the descr.iption of the item to be considered by the 
Council ''so it won't identify the proposed project'' and agreed not to provide the •4rmrmal 
72 hours*~ notice under the B.rown Act The City and Murphy~s Bowl collab-Orated, m 
violation of the Bro\.vn Actj to prevent the public from having a Hfair chance to participate 
in matters~' being considered by the City Council. 

On June 15, 2017, the City held a special meeting .. It is evident from emails 
bet\>veen the City and fv1urphy 1s Bowl that there was ample time to provide the '1nor1md 
72 hours~' notice as provided for by the Brown Act (Attached as Enclosure 1 is a oopy of 
the Special Meeting Agenda for the Inglewood City Council, the City of Ingli;;wvood as 
Successor Agency to the Inglewood Redevelopment Agency and the Inglewood Parking 

1 As explained below~ the actions appear to have been taken on behalf offhc City of1ng1cwood.1 

the Successor Agency to the J11glewood Redevelopment Agency and the Inglewood Parking 
Authority, Therefore. references to "City" in thls letter include t11e Successor Agency and the 
Parking Authority 
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Authority). The Agenda stated the following item would be considered at the City's 
special. meeting: 

Economic and Community Development Department Staff report recommending 
approval of rui Exclusive Negotiating Agreement (ENA) by and among the City, 
the City of Inglewood as Successor Agency to the Inglewood Redevelopment 
Agency (Successor Agency), the Inglewood Parking Authority (Authority)~ and 
Murphy's Bowl LLC, a Delaware Limited Liability Company (Developer). 

H is hard to imagine a less descriptive notice for a hearing to consider the 
development of an NBA arena for the Los Angeles Clippers on more than 80 acres of 
land that contemplated the use of eminent domain to take hundreds of residences and 
dozens of businesses, which \vould result in the eviction of hundreds (if not thoUBands) of 
residents as \ven as the loss of jobs. The ENA was explicit as to the possible use of 
eminent domain by the City to acquire peoples homes and businesses. Properties 
containing homes, apartments and businesses were identified on a map attached to the 
ENA and designated for possible "acquisition,. ,by eminent domain.'' Nowhere in the 
Agenda itern is there a hint that people's horn.es and livelihood could be taken by the City 
and conveyed to Murphy 1s Bawl for the Clippers• arena.2 

Nowhere in the Agenda notice do the words Clippers, NBA, basketball, or arena 
occur, Nowhere in the agenda does it even suggest the subject matter of the ENA. If a 
member of the public were able to figure out that the item somehow related to 
development, there is no indication of where this development 1.night occur. There is no 
physical description of the area ~~ not a street name or intersection. The people in the 
community affected by this decision to ;"approve~' the ENA had no clue what the City 
was considering, 

\Ve now krtO\V, because the City \Vas ordered to produce t.he em.ails by the Court, 
that the City and Murphy's Bowl intentionally omitted this in:fi .. 1m1ation from the Agenda. 

We understand that the violation of the Brown Act is a serious matter so we do not 
make this request lightly. However~ in light of evidence we have obtained as a result of a 
Court Order it is now dear that fue City and Murphy's Bmvl \vorked together to violate 
the Brcrwn Act and frustrate its purpose, 

2 At later hearings on the scope of this A.rena Project) the City reduced the area of 
en1inent domain due to community protests, 

2 
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t THE CITY \lJOLATED THE BRO\VN .ACT ON JUNE 15, 2017 A1"\¥D 
AFTER\V ARDS. 

A. The City's Special MeetlngNotlce "'12s Designed to Mbdmize Public 
Notice of and Interest ln the Substance of the Matter Under 
Consideration. 

The Brown Act requires agenda drafters to .. give the public a fair chance to 
participate in matters ofparticular or general concern by providing the public with more 
than mere dues from which they must then guess or sunnise the essential nature of the 
business to he considered hy a local agency." (San Diegans for Open Government v. City 
of Oceanside (2016) 4 CaLApp.Sth 637, 643.) Contrary to this legal requirement, the 
City and the project developer~ .rvturphy~s Bowl~ actively deprived the public oft.he most 
basic information about what the City Council would consider, 

As noted above, the Agenda provided no meaningful infom1ation as to what was 
actually to be considered by the City Counci11 Successor Agency and the Parking 
Authority. The public had no way to know from the Agenda that these public entities 
would be considering a proposed nmv arena for the Clippers and possibly conde1m1 and 
evict hundreds if not t:housands of residents, 

In connection with the June 15~ 2017 hearing~ i.ve and others objected to dear 
Bm\vn Act violations, We demanded that the City cease and desist from its efforts to 
defeat the public transpare11cy purposes of the Brown Act \\that we did not knovl at that 
time was that the violations of the Brmvn Act were the result of knowing collaboration 
bet\veen the Citv and fvfornhv~s BowL "' r ~ 

B. The City and tbe Clippers Organization Hid the BaU About \\''hat 
\\'as Being Proposed for Approval. 

This past Monday, March 12~ 2018, because of a Court Order in Inglewood 
Residents Against Takings And .Evictions v, City of.lnglev.u,yod. we received from the 
City's attorneys a disclosure ofprevfously~withheld comrnunications between the City 
and Murphy~s BowL These cmnmunfoations provide dear evidence of"collaboration" 
by the City and }i.1fu1f)hy$ s Bowl LLC to violate the Brown Act prior t-0 the June 151 2017 
meeting. (Enclosure 2.) 

On June 9~ 2017) Chris Hunter, representing ivfophy's Bowl, told Royce Jones1 

who was representing the City~ that naur entity [i.e,~ .r..1urphy's Bowl LLCJ will ha11e a 
generic .m:ime ;so it won't identijJ1 the proposed project. 11 (Enclosure 2, page ING~25 l i 
emphasis added.) The name "tviurph)ls Bowl LLCi)' as stated by Mr. Hunter, was chosen 
to deprive the public of relevant infonuation. Aa stated by lvlr. Hunter~ the development 
entity, Hl\1u:rphy's Bowl/1 was so named so it would have a 11ge11eric .r:unne11 that '1wou1t 

3 
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:identify the proposed project." The e1nail exchange shows that City officials actively 
participated in that misinformation campaign.. 

Mr, Steven Ballmer~ otvner ofthe Clippers professional basketbaU team for whom 
the Arena Project wou1d be built, is the sole member of 1\1urphy's Bmvl LLC. (Enclosure 
3 [pt1ge ING -285) •. Mu.rphy~s Bowl LLC fom1ati.on papers.) Therefore, the effort by the 
City illlrl Murphy's Bowl appears to have been designed to misinform the public about 
the entity th.at would participate in the ENA and defeat the government openness and 
transparency purposes of the Brown Act 

In fact1 Mr. Hunter goes as fat as to make clear that his dient~ presumably 
.M\Jrphy 's Bovvl, want~ to ntlnimize the time of the release of the ENA to just before the, 
City Council hearing because "My client is trying to time its out reach to the various 
players,~~ So apparently, it was important for Murphis Bowl to te1! ••various pfoycrs'~ 
about the Council meeting and the ENA. The public clearly does not qualify as a 
**player~· as far as: Murphy's Bowl and lvfr. Hunter are concerned, This rare and 
uncensored glimpse into the tea.1 views of Murphy~s Bow! and the City about the 
community is beyond shocking, Murphy's Bowl and the City had no concern for the 
people \Vhose lives they \Vere about to affe,ct No \Vonder the City fought so hard to 
prevent the disclosure of these revealing documents, 

C The City and the Clippers Gamed the System by Depriving the Public 
of As 1Vluch. Notice as Possible. 

A public agency must normally provide 72 hours' notice of a matter prior to a 
regularly scheduled public hearing: 

The Brown Act .. , :is intended to ensure the publicts right to attend ilie meetings of 
public agencies. (Freedoni Nei,vspapers_, Inc, v. Orange County Entployees 
.Retirement System (1993) 6 Cal.4th 821~ 825i 25 CaLRptr,2d 148~ 863 P.2d 2.18.) 
To achieve this aim; the Act requires, :inter alia, that an agenda be posted at least 
72 hours before a .regular meeting and forbids action on any item not on that 
agenda..(§ 54954.2~. suhd. {a); CoJum v. City of Thousand Oaks (1994) 30 
Cal.App.4th 547; 555, 35 CaLRptr.2d 782,) 

(International Longshoremen :s and fVarehouse1nen 1s Union v. Los Angeles Export 
Termi1tal, Inc. (1999) 69 CaLA.ppAth 287.~ 293.) A notice period of24 hours is allowed 
for special meetings~ but this obviously provides less time for the public to become aware 
of the meeting and attend. 

In response to Ivfr. Hunter's questioning whether the ENA had to be posted with 
the agenda for a public hearing1 Mr. Jones, the City's attorney~ ans\vered that the 

4 



District Attorney 
March 15, 2018 
Page5 

'tdocument has to be posted with the agenda, Tltat ls why we elected to just post 24 
hours versus the normal 72 .Juntrs.t1 (Enclosure 2, p. ING-2521 emphasis: added..) 

This is an email exchange on June 9, 2017~ discussing the agenda for the June 15~ 
20 l 7 meeting., So the City~ along with the Clippersi purposefully decided to give only 24 
hours' notice rather than the nom1al 72 hours' notice, so the public would have less 
notice about the ENA. This is an outrageous attempt to deprive the public of adequate 
notice when the City very easily could have given the normal 72 hours~ notice for such an 
important matter for the City's residents' future.. 

EvenearHer, in a June :5) 2017 email, Mr. Jones tells b.'Ir. Hunter ''the Mayor wants 
to schedule the meeting approving the ENA during the middle of June, 11 (Enclosure 2, p. 
INGM 169, emphasis added.) It is clear from the City Attorney~s email that the ENA 
vmuld be approved--that the j\_,fayor and City officials had predeten11!ned the nrntier 
hefi>rc it V/HS even presented to the City Council, C!eady the public didn't nmtter given 
that the City and lvlurphy' s .Bo'h'! knew the Chy would prov[ de an agenda item that gave 
no clue as to v/hat 'Was going to be coxwidered and the City vlould provide only 24 hours' 
notk:e for penpJe to figure it one They rdso kne;,v long befi:wehand they wanted trnvc 
the EN/ft at a public hearing nn June I 5,. 20 l 7, rendering 72 hour notice more than 
feasible. Instead, tbe City elected to deprive the puhhc of the ''nonnar' notice period, as 
,.,.JJ'··t""A h.'.·.· ... , du> F'{t .. " .. ·' ,6 Pr11···•·•ei.·..... 'I'·1.,,.,,. ·"f1\T"J11'·•;•·•1':t··.·.u 'ii..'0"' f}{f n.,,.,., . . ·H1f' t·h,,, ".r+h .. '"''f't: ,.,. s :-. , ~· ~.u t) J \.::: .. s ::c,.;. -~ .. ::: ·. 5 .:: ··)c :o:.- t -:-.· :t:.J:. v;··s ,. . i & ~·· \;·~· ;: .. ~ .. ·:<:. t:::.t.s. . . .:1 ~ . ·::.h~· :~. ~· ·t ~.}·:t.::= ~..:- ·t. ~: . ·«· s 1-;. V':.: <.:-. . .:: ~· .,, .. :. 

It is noteworthy that this limited public notice was provided for an Arena Project 
that resulted in in.tense public interest and packed public hearings with extensive public 
objections to the proposal after the l.,os Angeles Times ran a story about it and after the 
initial June 15 specia] meeting. (Enclosure 4 [LA Times Article entitled HPos.sible 
Clippers Arena has many Inglewood residents worried they may lose their homes or 
businesses'].) 

11. INGLE'\VOOD HAS A HISTORY OF VIOLATING THE BRO\VN ACT 
WHICH YOUR OF~'ICE .HAS INVESTIGATED AND DOCUM'.ENTED. 

The Brown Act violation set forth he.re is not an isolated incident in the City of 
1ng1e\vood. On November 12, 2013, you sent a letter to the City of Inglewood in Case 
No. P13-0230 stating that actions by Mayor Butts at meetings on August27~ 2013 and 
September 24, 2013 "violated the Brown Act" (E'.ndosure 5.) We ask that you consider 
Inglewood's history of violating the Bro'lvn Act and frustrating public participation as 
part of the factual circi.un.stances in evaluating our request to investigate the City's more 
recent Brown Act violations in connection with the Arena Praject ENA. 

5 



District Attorney 
March 15~ 20 l 8 
Page6 

IIL CONCLUSION. 

Because of the Court-ordered release of documents~ we now know that the City 
and I'vfu.rphy' s Bowl worked together to provide a meaningless agenda description and 
only 24 hours' notice so tlwt the project would not he known to the general public. The 
clear and unambiguous intent ofthc City and tv1urphy's Bowl was to deprive the public 
with meaningful notice as required by law, 

\Ve urge you to investigate the City's actions in intentionally violating the Brown 
Act and take appropriate steps to hold the City~s leaders acc-0untable. 

Sincerely, 

Douglas P. Carstens 
Enclosures: 

L Special :Meeting Notice dated June 15, 2017. 
2., Emails dated June 9, 2017 of Royce Jones and Chris Hunter 
3, Murphy~s Bowl LLC Fonnation documents 
4, LA Times Article of August B~ 2017 and August 14, 2017. 
5, Letter of Los Angeles County District Attorney's Office dated 

Novernber 12, 2013 to lnglevvood City Council 

cc: Bruce Gridley, Esq, 
Edward Kang$ Esq, 
Charmaine Yu, Esq. 
Royce Jones, Esq, 
Chris Hunter1 Esq. 
Ms. Yvonne Horton, City Clerk, City of Inglewood 
Ms. Margarita Cruz, Successor Agency Manager, Successor Agency 
fvk Artie Fields, City Manager, City oflnglewood 
Bureau Fraud and Corruption Prosecutions, Public Integrity Division 

6 
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lNl1LE\\tOOD~ CALIFORNIA 
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l<!AYQ~ 
!runes 'L ButM, h. 
COt!NCIL l\tE.l\IDEltS 
G~{)rge W. Dots,;:m, Di..mict: No. l 
Akx. Fadilla, rfutrlci No. 2 
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~ L. F~, Pi~m.cf No. 4 

Documents: 

'L ECONOMIC ANO COMMUNITY DEVElOPMENT DEPARTMENT 

Cm". CLERK 
YvooneHod:xm 
CITYTDAsbR.ER 
WandaM.,~mwn 
cnY~AGE!t 
Artl¢ Fidib 
CI"FY A.TIOll..'i'EY 
~am-K Crut!JWt 

Staff repnrt N4Xrnmendbg zppnwJl of mi Exclusive Negoliali*lg Agniement (ENA) by and among the City, the 
Chy oflngbwood <IS Snc·:::e;;srir Agency kl tbc Inglewood Rc~fovdopment Agmcy (Suc,cessor Agency), foe 
hgkwood PM1:.ing Authodty (Aw.fhodty), and Murphy's Howl LLC, '"Delaware Limited Liability Company 
(Developer). 

;\GEHOA !TEM NO. i (06152Di i SPECIAL MTG).PDF 

~~PI1111}1El\""XS l'O~O~UDB1<;'.Q~!l$,~JJlN~~A2ID ~01\-WITTEES 

PUBLIC CO'.ftL"\mN''l'SUGA.RDJ?iGOTil:ER MA ... TIERS 

Per1>oos wi1>hing to addre~s the City Caimcil en any matter ronnected with City bmiueirn not cliiew:hrze 
CGnddexed. on the agetttfa. way do so at this timtL Pmarui with. cutnp~uts regardmg City managero:en.t ot 
dt,partm.:ental tipexatl,ons are :requertcd to rub.mlt these eomplaints fart to the City ~Mimager for 
!CStJfatfon. 

The roei:nhers -0f !he City Ceun.dl. tvill provide tui! repotfa., includh:q~ repottf. on City rcli.ted travels 
when.- 1~dgfog e,"p~ses are incurred, ;;i:ncl/or add:tezs .any matters they deem ot ge:uei:cl. interest to fh.:e 
pn.hUc 

1:u the event th:at today\; meeting of the Clty Council h not held, Qt is <xmcl.u.de<l priono a publichwing 
ot ml:i.cr agenda hero bdn.g cr.msidere<l, the v1iblk heailn.g or nmi·public 1.rn:ari.ng agenda itr.m will 
auttn:mitk!llly be t.Qnthi.ued to thene.'>tt regufa.r.ly f<cil.edcl.ed City Co1tUdl meeting. 



INGLE\VOOD~ CALIFORNIA 
\Veb Site- ~i~'w.cityoflngieiygJtd.o.ra 

Thursday, .June t5, 2017 
9:30A.M. 

Inglewood 

'Ill J.' 
2009 

NOTICE AND CALL OF SP!l:CIAL 1\>f.ii:El'ING OF THE INGL~:wooo 
CITY COU:NCIVSUCCESSOR AGENCY IP ARKING AUTHOlUTY 

(Government Code Sect}Qn 54956} 

TO THE MEJVfBERS OF THE 
CITY COUNClL/SUCCESSOR AGENCY/PARKING AUTHORITY 

OF THE CITY OF INGLE\VOOD 

NOTlCE IS HEREBY ORDERED by the Mayor/Chairman that a special meeting of the 
Con:ncH/Suceessor Agency/Parking Authority Members of the City of Inglewood wm be held on 
Thm·sday~ June 15, 2017'1 commencing at 9:30 A.M. in the Council Chambers1 One ·Manchester 
Boulevard, Inglewood, California (Government Code Sectio.n 54956). 

MAYOR 
James T. Butts, J1\ 

COUNCIL MEJ\>iBERS 
George W. Dotson, District No. 1 
Alex Padilla, District No,. 2 
Eloy Morales, Jr., District No. 3 
Ralph L Franklin, District No, 4 

AGENDA 

CITY CLERK 
Yvonne Horton 

CITY TREASURER 
Wanda Jvt Bro\.vn 
CITY MAJIJAGER 
Artie Fields 

CITY. ATTORNEY 
Kenneth R Campos 

CITY COUNCIL/SUCCESSOR AGENCY/P.ARKING AUTHORITY 

CLOS:ltD S:E:SSlON ITEM ONLV - 9:30 A.M. 

Roll Call 

PUBLIC C07V1MENTS REGARDING CLOSED SESSION IT}i:M ONLY. 

Persons wishlng to wJdress the City Council/ on the closed session item may dn so at this time, 

CS~L Closed session - Confidential - Attorney/Client Pr:ivikged; C.::mforem.:e with Labor 
Negotiator Pursuant to Government Code Section 54957,6: Names of the Agency Negotiator: 
Jose 0, Cortes, Human Resources Director: Narne of Organizations Representing 
Employees: Inglewood Police Offices Association (IPOA); and Inglewood Police 
Management A.ssoci.ation (IPMi\). 

AR. 000017 



City of lngfowood 

OPENING CEREMONIES - rn:oo A.M. 

Call to Order 

Ple<lge of Allegiance 

RoH Can 

P.UBLIC...COfvUVIBNTS REGARDlN.G AGENDA ITEMS 

Persons wishing to address the Irtgle\votH:i City O:runciVSuccessor Agency/Parking Authority on any 
hem on today's agenda may do so at this thne, 

Th.ese items .. vm be acted upon as a \Vhole unless called upon by a Council Mm:nber~ 

L ECQN,QIVQ{:; ANI! ~~9.?rJMIJNitY I>EYltLQP~'.l.,l~l: ~.lliBTl\'IEfil 
Staff report recommending approval of an Exclusive Negotiating Agreement (ENA) by and ru:nong !he 
City,. the City of Inglevmo<l as Sm:cessot Agency to the Inglewood Redevelopment Agency {Successor 
Agency), the lrtglewood Parking Authority (Authority), and Murphy's Bowl LLC, a Delaware Limited 
Liability Company (Developer), 
!l?.i'D.!lE!l~ndation; 

1) Approve Exclusive Negotiating AJ:,rreemenL 

.rvIA,YO.R.Al~D COUNCIL REMAJtKS 

ADJOUJlNMENT CITY COlJNCIL 
·~·*·;·· ~ ¥ ~ -~.,;.,;.;.,~)·> ~ «"@_. ~«««• "«").:>: «> »»»: 

. 2 * 
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~le.~ 
Tutid&y. M411t1im11-PM 
'Chm~ 
s~~ 
RE! NBA Mimi ~!NA 

Good~Chlis. 5orryl ~)'Wrm*8. f Medyour~.oomlleramtfmitudof~•~ff~ i 
t.Mupttd ~youthlsemd to tetyw~M f am~e~ momq Im dlma1i't:MN!ltt ~lnh 
Clt\fs ·~ an~·!M menruupmnlfv~~ Mttl l"m:WkllJl'fMMinf, kl .. jut fflllt awwhett1r!W wric tot 
you and twlft ma~~le wcaHvw. 

As f h$wrmt.·Mcf·au~rttmltyto~tite ~ENA Mththeaty:tum, I wm~ustvnot~ hl,_.,,to 
d~me ~with vo•h.'tmcrmw. ~.Im plinm~Witfl tti•Otytum fft the nmt~.l'!fooMl:J w$1 
d~IY~PRWJdea~toyouoratfle~li·~· 

I looltfo~tD•~wtthY®·onttiflverytm~mn~forwclt-. 

'fltoHet~J~ 

.R.oyoo K.1~P.$q. 
KANE BAlLMU.8£ BERKMAN 
rk.i@kbblaw~wm 

SIS s. Fi~~ Swte,780 
Los Anples* CA 90011 
Thi~: 213--61'7~ 
Facsimile: 21u~:n 

402 Wm~4thPlmt 
Sm D!~, CA 92UU 
Tel~: 619--567 .. 3450 
F~e: 619'-S61 .. J44S 

CAUTION: OONFmBNnAL THIS BM.AIL MAY CONTAIN INFORMATION 
nomcmo:aYT.HB ATroRNBY.-CLlllNT ORA~Y womc.mooocr 
Pm:Vll.iOOB. It is~ ooJy .fut the~ to whom it i$. ~--If you mnottlw 
intmiW redp1- ct lhm ~ ~ i':ds 1' notice m you tlW dmlmi~ ~oo··or 
~ offhis ~t.i$ ~bited. Ifyou~ved ~~·in~~ please~ us at 
once Ed ~1 the< doomnmt. · 



., Fmn•Chm H~lmllimmu~mh~.©m! 
~t~,May9,2m.7:U:UPM 
T<n·~K.~ 

a::~M~~c"~h .. M~~~lll~~-->~ftmany.mm)t•nla 
Wo~V-rimM~(~rf~~m>; ftlsin& Mm F.;111ti'dW~n(btd~Uilm~tmn) u• RE: NMArorn11•~EUA 

~ 

~dp~~ ~end redffrmd wt.JJQDSoftJ'le EM. l ~~to Wtdftl$wiih yoo Ofltftlt 
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Possil1le *ppers arena l1as many In,gle\vood 
iibd .. $ d' 1· .. 1·. h. • h .. . rest· ents -\\ro.rr1e. t1 may .·.,ose t eir ... on1es or 

b
. . 
usinesses 

Ricardo Ramirez, 20, of lngiewood, Who !s against fue proposal fora new arena for the LA Clippers !n Inglewood, speaks to 
Mayor James T. Butts and city oounci! members at a spacial city oou!Wil meeting held on July 21. (Gary Con::mado I Los Angeles 
Times) 

By Nathan Fenno 

AUGUST 13, 2017, 6:00 AM 

hen construction started on the $2.6-hillion stadium for the Rm.ns and Chargers last 

year1 Bobby Bhagat figured his family's com.rnitme.nt to Inglewood 'JNould finally pay tft· 
For more than 40 years~ they've o·wned the Rodeway Inn and Suites on busy Ce:nh.lcy 

Boulevard. The tidy 36-room property sits across the street from the 298 acres where the vast sport..~ 

and entertaimnent district is starting to take shape. 



~we\re got a g:old mine llOW that the stadium is coming~!! said Bhagat, "h11ose father and uncle originally 

purchased the building. "'This is what we worked for, We\re been waiting for something like this to 

happen. Nmv 1tith the Clippers project~ ies all up in the air.~ 

\Vhen a Clippers""BontroHetl company and rngle~.vood agreed in June to explore building an arena, the 

22-page deal sent panic through the neighborhomt Some residents are praying for the project to faUi 

losing sleep~ participating in protests, conKtilting hnvyers, 

.All this bemuse of the legalese buried in. the agreement broaemn.g the possibility of using emiueut 

domain to supplement land already o·wrM:x1 by the city, The site nw.p attached to the docu:rnen.t shows 

100 "potential participating parcels"' over a four-block art'..a ;vhc-re the arena might be built. Eminent 

domain allows cities and other government agencies to pay fair market valtlc. to take private property 

from resiikm.ts or l::nmincss rxwne.rs against their wishes for public uses. 

The map doesn't indicate there are an estirnated. 2itmo to 4~000 peopie~ predo.tnf natcly Latino, who live 

in the four.:bfock area. Same for the scores of chilrl.ren - schools are a short v.•aik away - and blue­

co11ar residents 'tv.ho have been in the sarne huuses for decades. Many residences include ntultiple 

generations of the same family. The median htcome hovers around $so,ooo. 

The area indudes the Inglewood Soutlk\ide Christian Chureh, more thtm 40 single-family homes, 

apartment buildings with about 500 units; several businesses and the Rndeway Inn and Suites, 

The city ovrns large pa.reels ofland in the area around the business, making it one ofthe most plausible 

arena sites. 

"It's not an eyt",sorei itfs not blighted~ Ws '!/~'ell-kept, iveU-m.aintained and we tkm't want to go anywhere/~ 
Bhagat said. "'We're going to fight tooth and nail to stop the project" 

He is among a grmving number ofbusiness owners and residents pushing back against Clippers owner 

Steve Ballmer's proposal to construct the "state of the art'* arena v"it.h 18,000 to ~o.ooo seats alongside 

a pt"aetice facility~ team ofncefi and parking, Ballmer~ worth an estimated $32 billion .• has said the team 

1,vill honor its ~ease to play at Staples Center through the 2024 seasorL 

The mglewood d~u isn't final - some speculate it could be a negotiating ploy by .Ballmer to wangle a 

better deal from the ,_1\.nschutz Entertainment Group~ovvned Staples Center ~but that hssn.'t slmved 

opposition, 

One community group sued Inglewood last month in Los i\.nge1es County Superior Court alleging the 

pmject shot.lid have been reviewed under California's En.viroru11enhtl Quality Act before the council 



approved the agreement. The group also distributed fliers urging Inglew{:){)(i Mayor James T. Butts Jr. to 

.. stop fuis land grab." Another group$ Uplift Ing.lewoodj organized t-ommn.nity meetings and protests. 
The Madison Square Garden Co., which owns the nearby Forum, issued a sharpJy .. worded statement, 

aCL'USOO the city of fraud in a clalm for damages (ut.maUy the precursor to a lai'lStlit) and sued to obtain 

public reoo:rds about the project. 

In an email to The 'f'hne.•\h Butts descn'bed the litigation as .. m:vo]ous" and said negotiations fur the 
arena are .. proceeding \Veil • ., 

At an Inglewood City Council meeting last month1 the mayor insisted "no one is being diiplaced vrith 

the sales of these pa.reels.!' But opponents question hmv enough space exists to build an arena in four 

blocks ivithout seizing private property. Almut 20 acres of city'°"controlled parcels are scattered across 

the So-acre area. 

The arena and associated structures would likely .require at least 20 ooru1ected acres -~ and possibly 

more. That doesn't include any ancillary development or larger roads to handle increased traffic. The 

largest contiguous piece of land controlled by the dty in the four-block area is only five acres. More 

would be needed fur the projet,'t 

"In my opinkm.~ there vvill. not be any e1uinent domain proceedings of residential property or of church 

property/' Burts '\vrote in an eroaiL "'As negotiations ron:tinuej there vml be an opportunity for the City 

C.oun.eil to make th.at clear at some point in the near future. That is not the intent of the project. I 

personally wm not support the u...~ of eminent domain proceedings to take any residential property." 

But the response by some residents is a contentious departure from the groundst%"eJi of support 21/2. 

yea.rs ago for Rams owner Stan Kroenke~s plan to build h.is etadiurn on the site ofthe old Hollywood 

Park l"dcetrack Kroenke isn't involved with the Clippers project, though. Wilson Meany, tl,l.e sports and 

entertainment district's development .m:ana,ger~ 1s tlliing the same role for the possible arena. 

"'Th.is is something more th:a:n ju..<rt bulldozing houses~ this 1s a network of people an.d relationships that 

would also be destroyed/' :said Douglas Carstens$ a Hermosa Beach land u.se aUorn.ey who sue.d 

Inglewood on beha1f of the group Inglewood Residents Against Taking and Eviction that goos by the 

acronym IRATE. ~n may be lower mcome and underserved~ but tbey hai/e. a sen..~. of comn.n.Jnity thatts 
th:dvmg." 

On the second Saturday ofeach man.th, tlle church gives away clothing and food to neighbors in need -

food tmually runs out at each event - and hosts 30 to 40 people for a free breakfast every Friday, 



The church owns about two acres along West 204th Streeti the largest single parcel in the four-block 

area thaes not controlled by the city or a business. Herbert Botts, pastor ofthe church for 17 years~ said 
the oongregation doesn;t want to move, but they're waiting until more details emerge before deciding on 

what; if my; action tu take. 

"We will do what we can to fight it, of course we wm~·; llotts said. "But right now we're just keeping our 

eyes and ears open.~ 

A ha1f..:bfock away~ Grade Sosa has 'Witnessed the neighborhood's evolution from a t'vfo .. bedroom home 

on Doty Avenue where she~s lived with her parents since 1985,. Crime and violence in the area have 

d0wind1ed in recent years, replaced by a calmer, fa.uilly..,oriented atmosphere. 

Sosa, who works for the American Red Cross, learned of the potential arena from a friend. No 

representatii,re,s of the city or team have contacted the fa.rniiy. She takes e,are of her disabled parents who 

are in their 7o~t The family has no intention cf leaving. 

~It's ab-Out the money, n Sosa said. "Let's Just say it like it is,. They're not thinking about how many people 

would Jose their homes, I don't think our wJ:ices are heard VVe!re not billionaires. We-'re just residents of 

a not-so-great neighborhood. But it's our neighborhornl 

"'We're saying 'No, 110, no' until the end.~ 

Irma Andrade agrees, The concession stand rrumager at Staples Center has lived on Yukon Avenue for 
aoyears. 

"lt's unfair for poople like us who worked really hard to buy our houses1 -r she saic.L ~1 pray for it not to 

happen. :But. the money and power is really; really strong. '\<Ve don't have that power," 

Nicole F1etcher resides nea.rby in an apartment. on 104th Street. She walks around the b1ock at night and 

sees a neighborhood tllat~s come a kmg way~ but holds the potential for more improvement. In her eyes~ 

that doesn~t include an arena. 

'
1My biggest concern is how it vrill impact the families~~ Fletcher saht "1 would hate to see a lot ofpeoµle 

move out bemuse they want to build a sports arena."' 

But little is lmx:nm about the projet..,t other than that Ba11mer would fund it .himself. The agreement 

between Inglewood and the C]ippers~coutrolled com:ptu1y1 which include.d the team giving the city a 

S1.5~mil1io:n nonrefundable deposit, runs for three years vdth the possibility of a sLx~month extension, 

No renderi.ngs have bee11 made public~ IM)"Ually the first step in any public campaign for a new venue, 

Even the possible location ofthe arena on the four~block site i.q a mystery. 



A Clippers spokesman declined oomment about the project or opposition. 

The uncertainty hm.m't helped many of the residents, business o·wners and landlords .. There are worried 
conversation.~ with neighbors. Trips to organizing: meetings. Andi most of aU1 questions. 

"In our experience Vii>lth eminent dcunaini they never give you fair market value/' said Bhagat~ whose 

pride in the family business is reflected m his preference to call it a hotel .instead ofa motel. UWe already 
know we•:re going to be shortchanged.» 

He's concerned about th.e potential lo+.'i income from the business that advertises ""fl:e..~h, clean guest 

.rooms"' and touts its proximity to LA International Airport His cousin whu operates the business. 

John Pateli lives on site t¥ith his \\ire and two you.ng children. \11/hat '\Vould happen to them? 

Airplanes descend over the palm tree~lined parking lot. Cranes sprout across the street from the sports 
and ente:rtaimnent district seheduled to open in 2020. 

~How are tve going to replace this business i.vith another business in 8outhen1 California with that great 

of a iocation?n Bhagat said, "'It literally is impossible .. "" 

nathan .. .f enno@latimcs.eom 

1\ritter: @n.atha:nfenno 

ALSO 

Desp1.te Californ.ia~s strk:l JlC\V Ia\v~ hundreds of schools stiH don it .have enough 

vaccinated kids 

Copyright© 2tl18, Los Angeles Times 

This article is related to: Staples Center, Los ,i:v1geles Rarns, Los Angeles Chatgers, American Hed Cross 



A er pro ts, I11gJewood City Council to vote 
e,)n, sl1rln ·11g area for possil>le Clippers arena 

By Nathan Fenno 

AUGUST i4, WH, 6:25 PM 

nglewood's City Council wU1 vote Tuem.fay on. a revised deal ·with a Clippers~oontro1fod company 

to shrink the four~block area where the team could build an arena so residences and a church 

aren't displaced, 

The reworked agree:ment, quietly added to the meeting's agenda aft.er it 1\.'E.S fir.st posted on1ine Frida.y1 

follovvs protests by 'V.lurried residents and at least hvo hrwsuits related to the potential project. 

SPONSOR A STUDENT 
1-year subscription for $13 GIVE NOW> 

owl LLC dtuing a special meeting in. ~June, 

: about whether proper notice was given for 

vhere the arena, practice facility, team 



headquarters and parking could be constructed - and broached the poMibility of using eminent 

domain to acquire some of the property. 

The impacted area is home to an estimated 2~000 to 4,000 peopJc \vith a median income around 

$.30~000, as well as the Inglewood Southside Christian Church. 

The new agreement elimirwtes the possibility of removing single-family homes and apartment buildings 

and narrows the possible arena area to two blocks along West Century A\ienue. Theyre occupied by a 

variety of businesses~ including the family-o\vned Rodeway Inn and Sui.test a warehouse useii by UPS~ 

Chnreb/s Chicken and an auto detailing shop. The deal al.-m includes about slx acres of city-cnmed land 

along '\Vest 102nd Street, lratting up against the church and apartment huiklings in addition. to more 

dty-mvned land off South Prairie Avenue. 

The agreement leaves ope11 the possibility of acquiring property for the !U"ella through eminent domam 

~provided such parcel of real property is not an occupied residence or church." 

Douglas Orrstens, a Hermosa Beach land use attorney who sued Inglewood in July on behalf of the 

group Inglewood Residents Against Taking and Eviction~ believes the move is a step in the right 

direction~ but w:ants more action by the city, 

nEven "*'ithout displacing resident owners or a church, there oould still be a sig:u:ificant dismptkm of 

long-established businesses and apartment dwclle:t8} and the significant impacts tu everyone nf the 

large arena complex ne.x:t door," Carstens wrote in a11 email. 

The upcoming vote isn't enough for nearby Forum,. whlcli has been vocal in its opposition to the arena 

plan, 

'The City is all over the mzrpj changing oourse vnth the shifting political vvinds~" a statement issued by a 
Forum spokesman said. '''{et the City re.tnains committed to eminent domain to take over people's land 

for the benefit of a private arena. Plus~ mdramng the bt1undaries now doe.s not preclude the City from 
changing those boundaries ha.ck in the future. 

u-ontil the city outright prohibits the use of eminent domain fur a new Clippers arena, no owner o:f 
private property in the area is safe . .., 

Inglewood Mayor James T, Butts Jr. told The Times i~st "%'eek: that he wouldn't support any effort to use 

eminent domain on residences or the church. 
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The negotiating agree:mentbetween Inglewood and the Cllppers~controlled oompany mns for 36 
months .. 

Uplift Inglev;ood$ a community group that's protested the arena p!an1 claimed the vote as a victory~ hut 

said more action is needed, 

'1,Ve want them to take eminent domain off the table. pledge not to use it at all and build affordable 

housing in the community so \ve rcan stay herei"' a statement on behalf oflhe group said, ;tWe want 
homes before arenas.·~ 

Possible: C!Jippcrs are-J:ta has 1n;:rn:y Ing]e\vood :residents 1.vo1Tie:d they n:1ay lose their 

hor:n.es or bu.smesses 

Sa:rn Farmer; 'From .a :fan standpoint~ this is grea.t~' Con:unisskmer Roger Goodell and 

Chargers fans get a first look at the N FJ}s smallest stadium. 

3:55 p,m.: This article was updated vvith oom.ments from attorney Douglas Carstens. 

6:28 p.m.: This article was updated with statements from the Forum and Uplift Inglewood, 

This article is related to: Roger Goode\.! 
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LOS ANGELES COUNTY DISTRICT ATTORNEY1S OFFICE 
BUREAU OF FRAUD AND CORRUPTION PROSECUTIONS 

• PUBLIC INTEGRITY DIVISION . . . . . .. "" " "" .. """ .. ' .. . ~" '.... . : : .. ;:: : ... : ;; ....... ".......... .. .. .. .. ;;;;;;; 

NOvembar 12. 2013 

The HcmoMb~ Members of the council 
lngleVtOod City Councii 
One Manchester Blvd, 
tnglewcod1 CA 00301 

Re; AU~ Viotatk>ns or Bro\Nn Act 
Ca. No. P13-0230 

Dear Honorabkt Membe~ of the O>uncil~ 

Our office rei:»ivoo ®mp!alnts of viol~tlons of the Bft}wn ./\cl by th* tngfaVfOQd City Council 
aff~ng the right of members of the public to make oomments at• Oi'1Y O::iuneil meetings. 
We reVlewed ~®fdings m City Courw;il meetings on Avgust 21 i 2013 and September 24* 
2013, and observed that Mayor Jim But't$ interrupted a member ofthttl pubtic who wae 
makin9 publlc comments and then ordered that person to be exclm.fed from the meetings. 
Alli expi~ned be:lowi we ®no!ude that the actions at both meetings via1~ted the !rown Act. 
We hope that our eX})lanatkm vvm assist the Council to better ¥Jnderatand iM permistib!e 
scqpfi:I of reguldng public <»mments and ttMUte that the Councll does not repeat these 
vkdrJtions. 

Af the City Couooi meeting on August 41, 20131 Joee:ph Tf!ixelmt a mem~r m the pubnc; 
spoke during the time scheduled for open oommerrts, He began by requesting that the 
Covnoil .n)move Mayor BIJtis a·~ CQunc!I chair based on a1!$9atlon$ th$t Mayor Sub misled 
and lied to the f)UbUo through the lngie'WO:od Today neMpaper v.lhich ls pwfished by wme 
Smwh$ an associate of Mayor Butta. Mayor autts interrupted Mr. feb(eka s11Mrerai times w 
rebut the aoouPtkms. Mr. Teixeira responded by calling M~yor Bul:t$ a llt!lr. At 1het time, 
Mayor autts interrupted again and declared that Mr. Ta!xelm was "done*' making 
comments. When Mr, Teixeira asked Why. Mayor Butts replied that Mr, Teixeira was going 
to stop calling people names. Mayor Butts 1natructed a uniformed officer to escort Mr. 
Teixeira ~·of the me~ung, A few minutes later, after a<>mments were mce!Ved from other 
membe~ of the publicl Mayor Butts made additional oommenis to rebut Mr. Telxeiu;i's 
aile9$tions, Mayor Butts added that he had allowed Mr, Tel){e!ra to ~I! him a liar at &.!most 
every City council meeting reoornty, but asserted that Mr. Teixeira do&il oot have the right 
to call people iiars at City Council meetings, Mayor Butte then declared, "l'm not going to 
let a:r1yone; from this point on~. yell at the COLITTci!, yell at people in thls room, call pea~\$ 
names. That's not an exercise of free speech, That's just not going to happen anymore." 

76£ Hall of Re1xn'da 
320Wes! tiemple Smt 
Los An{1e1e$, CA 90012 

{213)t:l'1~1 
Fa1e {213) 62(}.9$48 



At the City Council meeting on Septemoor24, 2013~ Mr. Te~xelra spoke during h time 
scheduled fur pubne (;t.)mments ~Jd!ng agenda items. ·He· re~ that his 
oommentG were in ohjed.ion to the warrant reglster pmymem to t:he tnglew®d Today 
newspaper~ an item which w~s I~ on the agenda. He op~ ttw Councll usJng 
Inglewood tax ckliars to pay tnglewooo Today to amist them in their bids for ~tedion by 
regularly praising them and hiding their mis~kest m~duci and l!llerious prob~ in the 
city. Ae speclfk; examples, he asss~ that lngl£M.f0od Today had never Mpol'Wd on 
apparently well known aHagetions of pest miscorn.iuct. !oo11Jding violating dv11 rights, of 
0-itizensi by Mayor Butts wh~e he was the Sama Monkm Chief of Pclloa. l'-J!ayor B~ then 
tut off Mr. Teixeira .stating that the ce>mmems were not properly related tQ tie warrant 
regieter agenda item and that Mr. Teixeira would have to mme baok at the end to ooniinue 
his comment$ ctinng the open oommem per'k'ld. Mr, Teixeira ~sporuioo that he was 
speaking about Um warrant register, but Mayor Butts declared that he was #dcn1e.;• Mr. 
Teixeira responded that he would talk about the warmnt register and Mayor But:ts vvamed 
him that he Vi!OUld be *'®rm"' if he said one 11'10re worn about anything at.her than \.!Vhat was 
tlsted on the agenda. Mr. Tebceim than resumed hi$ OOrrtrtU!tnts by asserting that Wnl!a 
Brown •rnm Mt mportoo impo~ni atones to the people of the community. At ht point, 
Mayor Bub mat off Mr. Telxeita and dec!~m(! bt he wmt ~done. 11 He then Instructed a. 
t.mlfurmed officer to escort Mr. Teixelra out and added that he wuld oome back at the end 
when open comments would be received. lruieedi Mr. Teixeira msumed his miUcal 
remarks later in the meeting during the open comments period, 

The Bmwrt Act protecltt the publ'ic~s right to address lo~ !egieiativa bodies, suah as e City 
oouncil, on specific Items on meeting egendas as Viall as any topic WI the subject matter 
jurtsdfetkm of the body, The Ad permits a body to make reasonable regulatl~ns on time* 
place and manm.ff of public comments, Accordingly, a body may hold separate periods for 
pubitc comments relating to agenda ttems and fur open comments. Atso, * ~1~1statlve 
oody may exclude au pefliOns who WiUfl.l!ly cause a disruption of a meeting sn that it 
cannot be conducted in an orderly fashion," (The Brown Act~ Open Meetings for Loofi11 
Leg/$/atiw Bodies (2003) Cafifomia Attom~y Generai1s Office p. 28,; Gov. Code§ 
54957 .9 .. ) But exclusion of a parson Je justmed only after an acrualdfaruption and not 
btM&eci on a mere anticipation of one. (Acosta v. City ofOosta Me$$ (2013) 718 f.3'1800, 
811; Nors¥J v. City of Santa Cruz {2010) 629 F,3d 0061 976.) A speaker might dil!llrupt a 
meeting ~Y speaking too long~ by being unduly mpetiUous. or by extended discussion of 
irrelevancies.;, (~ite v. City of Norwalk (1990} QOO f.2d 1421, 1426; Kindt v. Santa 
Monica Rent Control Board (1995} 67 F.Sci 266, .210.) However, <lpersonai1 impertinent, 
profane~ insolent or stam:ierous remarks" are not per ea actualiy disruptive. Exclusion for 
such speech Is not justified unless the speech actually caused disruption of the meeting. 
(Aoosta, supra, 718 F.3d ~t 813 .• } rurtnerrnom, a l'~egisla:Uve body shall not prohibit a 
member of the pubtic from criticizing the policies1 prQce1::h,.1res. programs., or services of the 
agency, or of the acts or omissions of the legislative body/' (The Brown Act" Open 
Meetings for Local Legfsfati't/1$ Bodies, supra, at 28.; Gov. Code§ 54954.3{c).) 

The question of when parUcular conduct reaches the threshold of actual disruption to 
justify excluding a member of the public "involves a great deal of d1scret!on" by the 



"1$deraror of the meetin~. {trWi/t(lf~ stiP~t 900 F ,2d at 1426.J .Noneth&fa., a mru:Jsmmr 
may not ~ruha{] speech out of order simply because h$ d!sag~ with It or beuau. it 
empioys 1W0m.a he ®es not flkiil/' (Id.) Conduct vmk:h oourts haw fuund amoi..mted to 
actual disruption includes ye~ing and tr;i.ng to spaa:k out of tum during a mntlrtg. (.Kindt~ 
suprtf, 61 F.3d .at 271 .) Actual disruption was also found •n a me~r of th!$ pubifo 
inclted the audience to stand in support of hie stated position $Md approximately 20 to 30 
people stood up In response and soma started mapping. Addfliomit dia~n ·was fcn.1nd 
when the tooling membw resismd attempt& by~rato escort: him oot ()f b meeting. 
(Aoosts~ $1Jj:Jft!J~ 118 f.3d at• sos..aos.) Aci.uai d!s:i·upt!o:n~ however* can not be based on 
th~ reaetton of .£t member of a l~i~e oody ~ is criclmd or vmbally attacked. 
(Af<nM~ supmt 62~ F.M at 97g (CJ i<oms~i oonromng.)) 

Applyj~ ·the CS$$ law above to the oonduat ~red in the ~rdings, ~ floo ~Mr. 
Te~1ra dfd net cause any a~! disn.tption at eHner ~ng at Issue. Thu$~ exOJtiding 
him ·from~ mMing was un~i. 1n Im August 21, 2013 ~eting, It Js.clearltlat 
Mayor ltttts ·wt dl Mr; Teixelm,.:s oommmts In rHponss ta Mr~ Teixeira caffms Ma;yor 
a~ a nar. Mayor Butts ewn exptainetito Mr. T~xelm that he Ms ;o~ng to ~P ~~ing 
pe~]$ rmmea. ·Mf!Yt>t a~t ad.dlliortal oomwui•iy to Ile audience after he ~ Mr. 
Teixeira esecwterl out of the meeting eon~ his ~rpose to not ar~w rt1$mbe:t$ of too 
public to ye~ or ¢a~ people names at ~tings. Mayor 9ub' declar$tlon that the oonduct 
he was wrtainng waw "not an exercise of •tree speech* ls incorrect .As cited above~ 
petsonaf r:emems such $s name ~iHn;g is proteetoo by the Srowrt ~and f!mt 
Amendment and ls not in and or itseff a justification for cutting .off a $peatter or natAog the 
person removed. Mr. Teixeira1s words did not cause a df$ruptive reaction from tht: 
audience or otherwiee .Impede the proct:M!M:iings. Ana~ whne it is true that Mr. fei~ra 
raised his voice dt.ning !ifs emotional C001ments~ we do oot believe that it is accurate to 
describe hfm as yemng dtning his comments, RegattUess. justfu;ation for tnrem.tpiing and 
ex:dudlng l\ member of the public doos not hinge on when a raised voice reaches a certain 
level. Rather! the -actions am justified only to add:mss an actual disruption. Mr. T etxeira 
did not cau$$ an~t disruption at this meeting. Therefore, it was unlawful to .CtJt short: his 
comments and exclude him from the meeting, 

Likewise. Mr, Teixeira did not cause any disruption at the meeting 9n September 24. 2013. 
On this occasklnt Mayor Butts based his actions on the vlew that Mr. Teix$ira's C-OtnmEmts 
had veered off course and were oo longer relevant to the specific agenda ftem mvoMng 
the warrant register to pay Inglewood Today, We disagree. Mr, Tehceira1s comments 
remained relevant to the specie vvarrant f'.ElQi&er, The basis of his obJectkm to the warrant 
register was his til$serllon that the newsp$per repeatedly failed to report on alleged 
miooonduci by MayPr autts. To support his assertlon1 Mr. Teixeira offered muitipk:l 
examples of such alleged misconduct Citing such examples had the addroonaf effect of 
crltlci:clng Mayor Butts Whlch is a topic reserved for the open comments period later in the 
meeting. However, the additional effect did not strip the comments oHhe!r relevance to 
the initial isisve of the warrant register, Exceeding the standard timei aitoftoo for speakers 
might t:unount to a disruption, but Mr. T elxeira's time was cut short. Furthermore, his 
comments did ttot incite a .ci!s.ruptive reaction from too audience. Again, it was unlawful to 
cut off Mr, Teixeira's oomments and have him exch..1dect 



tt f'f!Ust a~ be noted that even if Mr. Teixa11'1.!'s comments had strayed off ~m. exctusron 
was still Lmjustrned. The ~priate mpo~ wouk.i haw bean tu Interrupt the oommt:wlf.s 
and lnstn.le1 Mr. Telxe!~ to ~eave the podium and be ~led. Notling of his o::induet WM 
dttintptlw. When he was told that he oot.dd no kmger s.pe$k at that timet even thbugh 
unlawfully, and that he must wait until ·the ormn oommem perkd, he did not pennt rn his 
oommentls. Nor ·dkJ he reslst the officer 'Mto es@rt@d him out of the mooting. 

finally. mtemJptio0$ of Mr, tmxeiw's oommhnts by Wiayor B!Jtbl at the August 27, 2013 
meeting rame anotherooncem mgsm!ng a speaker's a~~ time for making ceyrnments, 
Le@sl$tive bodies may limit Ule time each e;peaker is allotted arKi it appears mt the 
Inglewood City Council doett But cautk:ln must be taken by the Council that intwruption$ 
by lts membera do not cut short the allotted time. Mayor Butts interrupted several tkne$ to 
rebut accusations mru:ie by Mr. Teixeira. Because Mr. Tebceim's comments ware cut short 
by uniam.dly removing him, It remairts unclear Whether or not the frnem.;pt!orrn1 by Mayor 
Butts 'Wni.dd have d~ the time Umtt. it is tmderstandable mt members of the Council 
might oot warn to taave ac<rusat.U:ms 1.manswered. But it must be ens!Jl'ed that $UCh 
interruption$ by memt.n·Ms do not take away from tt1e tif'fle al!ott(td any incUvidual speaker. 
The Council has the pNJrogative tt> set ls pmoeduras, but one ~Y of protecting the 
allotted time would be to ~ responses by rrw.unbars of the CouncU uottt after an 
iooividuats public oomments or after the genera! period for public oomme.nts. 

We hope that our explanation wtil assi$1: your uruierstancHng of permissible action under to 
the Brown Act and expectthat from this point forward you wm fully respect the lights of any 
member of the public to !awfully address the <fi:mnoit P~ase feel free to oontact us if you 
have any que®tions, 

Truly yours. 
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Doctt.nents Show How Inglewood Clippers Arena Deal Stayt.od Secret https:/hvvlw,kcet,org!show's/socal-connected/documentiH>how-how~in, ,, 

bgJe>,>1)fl<l dtY <rfl:'ldilh were &aetly tiegnthtfog an ;;7n~ernimt to htt!ld !l.f\ lln.lM. for th Cl1ppem MskNlm1l t.ooMll for ffilmthB oofrJN g:klng 'l. 
1;;irefolly pHmkd mMm w the pnhlk, iwixm1hlg tD newly rekiiq;eiJ dnmJrnents. 

RediJeuts k'lrnd ab:rnt tlHo projett on J1m1' I)), 2017, J\ ii. &pt"1b.l n:wefrug nf foe dly wrmdl.. The <li1Mtnents rngges! \hat hMh:rs ;;Hhe an~1m 
m.Jy h<iw p11rpric;dy H$ed a spN:fal mN,ti:ng becm;u; h w.rtuiitd jiwt 24 hmrn; p1iblk 1io!foe, vilJ.ile a !'egnh:r n:i~etbg rf,iJuin»'<. p. h<iuff tK>tiv;. nw 
1nt,;;lhg agenda dFfo '!. mentkm fr.e ;mma oi: the Cl!ppns, hut tpYe 1m ob;wam n.am.e of ;i mbii'.'.(1. W:lllf>llHY B<\>?Pllidi}g dw de1d. 

A judge orderutl thie ducumeats he made :rmb!ic rmrlkrthb m@th M p1i d' nitgnb.g Htlt;afam bwilviq\ foe dty llnd a um:nttrn:hy gp;i14» ·Ttm 
fo.ghm'('Oil. R£ekfoat~ A?<ii!rnt Td6it 1md .E>-'id:bn, '·X tRATE, b .;;rnfaig fnt;kw9t.'d, d.llhrbi:t the dly di.d lld fd.low tlm (~Jifomi~ Eu·,·irnmm'!tkl 
Q1wllty Ad, or CEQA, befoN it ;:,w>rnvtd the r<Xdrdwi m*•:d;lt:bg qp:;ern,1;mt lp bdd. llN a1'>:<iw. 

On Thuw:hy,. lk)UJ CmHens, an mwi:n:.inriimi!;,l aHcmey n<pJw;t"ri.\bg !Kt1,TE s<.m1 a kttN t() th•~ Lw; .Au:gek~ Dbtrid Attwrrny J~d:k 
I.<tcl"' 1dk!i:•g; her 0ffk1; k• hn''.'l<dg;ak ilw eib· for i1itn11bw\l HnJwu Ad: vi()hdon.;;, Tht'. lfrowi:i Adi~ ti •;fat" J;,w gwi:nmkdug tlw )'HHk', dghJ Ii:> 
;~th:m.d. n:ux:t~~,g;,~ 1~~:-ld. by-lot.al h~gi~~t~tk:c:~ t~J<U~.~,. 

"111•:-~:e ;.Nfou:; <lW >iMtliy G(>J:trn;} lotlie g<iv;;nmwiJt oyrn:~"~ ;;md h<mB}n1.n:J<t7 piJr);!().\<eiJ d\bJ Br«T>'<:!i Act itlld fiw Califomk faJ;·irmmienbl.1 
QmtlitfAd.," s;Jd Oi.n;ki:w, 

Tlu: ct\K'.~ i>lde~>t <onvb>um>;;Jlldfow, Crn)i\ nxtii.n~; loGtl imd ><Wk <ig<.:Ud% 1':! •b t?!:!vin:iwrwnLll n:wkw:> kforn uppn:wfag certdn pt<:1hd:i;. An 
•~trvh'omtwnbl im;md H.:)Joti i'.«'<t!wrtiag foe atem; fa t'llYH•'ll'tly ltm:k<wii.% u«r'.onlfog k dly nHkfo.k S:kmld tbu JJK~fa•t !:m liPJl!<:l>;d, simie btd 
bw;i.Hern; <lW1\e!'l> imd widdt1" h«W' voimd <XJ!l·i,.;:ru di« 6\y i:wty 11\i«} emfoe:i;J il•mmk t>i; uNpdni pn'v~tty IQ develop tht! «i1v·im. 

l'llin'itexrn sm1glllf Jo<:mrinw;, l!:!diltlfog tm:iiL~, rnkhxl ·w t!R<ip-e•:omi;cut.. The city wd o.rpwtl th?. rnmib wn-e.ymtecteJ by anornq·db:it 
prHkre. fa>g Atip:d% Snpdor t\•lfrt ,:l•1Jw;; Amy fbg1m pl!dru]y dLm.tfl'•odl. 'ind uuki>:d :Mfornqg Jefomfaig f Ntkwood ~' n~b1i;e r,m';« 2-00 p;z11;es 
1:•f d:ruf\ ligreem~nt•> imd •;;mcib 1fondn« 

b "" April u..:117 •c.!ndl fNm R>:>.re Jom:%, ~.n Mtorm:cy fo:t fogkwi;oJ, tr; Chri~ H:trnfor, t.he attrrney zwgotiatlngfrn' the :irrr.:jett, ,bm'<· mnfinn~ il 
drdl: of llK agrN;nwiH vr,,;,; pnw&nd ht5d ou dlsrn&>irm~ tar!itr i:ic, lhe mo.nth with M~Jmr J:tm~ ll1itb md ,;cert<ifo oilier Cily uuJ Clipper 
r-tv'f'ef=.:~:n1 ~~ f1-,~t~~ .. » 

In ;i Juw~g•cmt'i!, Bi:mkr J"hd.,fotitsifthe <ign<;;m<:,irl mu& he1mrtt.>flhtdtyer1i.md'l"<>pritil.k Hg<rnrk oi:euddbe dl•wnbitrkd ''itortl7hcifire 
the meeliq( betmuse h\$ di<ont wunled to rweh Gl.ll't<J '\.'iH1Nrn phs}>en;," .Jnne$ res~K•mkd that th; ti.gr,:>tmrnl IDUl!th~ purl 9f lhit l\ffeiH.fa ~.rid 
"!·t.111 b ;d1y w,; ekektl fo jnsl post "'4 lw1mi wnm3 ibt' mmnul Jz iHm:m,"" 

1fo~ dox'l!mimt h% fo tie p.;i$t1l4 >,0th trw ~g<0:;id~, Tbrrt h whf wt, ehcti:d to)~% p:1'$t J4 Cfij;l!!fl> w:rw~ \hit nomn! n 
00\$[$, 
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Docrnnents Show· How Inglewood Clippers Arona Deal Stayed Secret https.;//>\"Nw,kcetorg/showwsocal-c01mected/documen1s-show-how-U:t., 

2 of2: 

Hunter mldd iliM the e!ltity he fa repr'l:<>!'.'.ltting "will haw a generk !l!!.mt ~o it wo1l'i kle:llti{'r tht~ PWJXlMhl prnjeet" Re-~hkttm wtmld Sffle ~mly fuat 
lhe $!1\Xlliig invoked Muqib:/!i lkiwl LLC, \ill ~ntl~i formed in J"i.!n Ml)' \l:Ol 'l iri Dd11wiU'e. It bmi 01£ member, Stevcil Ballmer, ilie owm~r of tlw 
Clipperi;, aeoording to wu:rl moor±•. 

'flli; lugbwmd Chy C.:iuncifa rey;ular rmietfuwi are hd<l Oil altW1.121te Tu mi.la}"->, but !:lwre W%>O\ twio tn:i Tut':lday .. June i3, Im>W!!.d, th<~re W,&!\ i> 

si:wdal mei;ting •111 T!:rn:rsday, 'Whith mdy reqtlired llie ag\lnda to be posted 24 boum in atlvw.ice, 

The timing is UJQtio 1.h!ill :rn .. 1pae.t, Carsteus btlfa:,\:e..~, 

"P»~.ch of th!!.$\l actirms indh:klmi1ty aw:l eollective!y 1'.b<iws iw o.11go\ug and ll!ewil 11uttem cf g11miog the eyi;tem., rleprMng ttm publk of notJre, imi! 
hidhlg the ball," said Cr•tste;n&. 

The u~•:ltmtitm~ ll•·~ charnttcrimt <:1£ ·~'-'f<:t mf.Wtlug!.'' in a fawm.t!t flkd M~.rd:i S: by the Mil<d~ott Sqtm:reGru:tleu C-0., ~¥hicb i>W'Jl! the for1.1.m, 
MSGi'! m:cl:ag the d1y df l:ng11ffi~iod indu.dfog Butt~, ih\l diy mmmil znd lh:e patkbg authority, d11\lllllig they ~10!.itc:J ll cmi:\:i:adoo! llgrecrn~al 
involving a.15-11tre jmrking M. f11g!ew1.mJ kzseJ th~ fot to MOO for ~ew11 yews ~Mrtmg frl. 20!4 hi .);i,~ lbr lwerlfow puiidug, 

MSG !;Ays ill tlw lilwsn.it !hat it ill.ves!:cl :i;;wn mmkm llilo tlm .fornru pti.>p<irty hll~;etl oi:l r;groement.$ with the dt><; indi<dllig thi! purkfog fot k&~,f,, 
The liiwsclt al&1; d:ll!ms that li1.i.1rn1lllry1w17 the city pn!MUP.J! MSG to back out of the parltlng l®.Se ilgruHnrut ruid t!mt t.he mttyGr d11i:nwd the. 
dty 1111faied the hnd tl:< en.>,11e <i. •tahm;ilo&l !Jl!:tk ~ 

Buns i~ .~t !he ~\lilt<#" ol'whttl MSG µalls ~ "fraiufoleut &•mem~» In let the Clippers u . .w fbi~ J1md *<i h1i.ld 11.. :fud.lizy that. wrMlii if>llipete witb thii 
f•H'i)M),. The nmyor !:.d# MSG oil).drtls WW hb pew<mal t~n:mil ~.wt 111.:it his u!Ud11.l city $~<'(>Wfl to eiJmi:mmk.<>t•:\ ;iewmi!lg tlw ('.OmpillfoL 

By •I<tdy April MSG kn:nli1tlfed the pi<rlcln.g Ica.><e ag:rncmeut At tlm tlmr.., MSC uk! 1i.01 lmow Jngkwoixl. offidals werf.>. nu,,,~<:ly wd1 ti:!J•:let'S'<'>)f Ill 
d~ffuig ill !l:$1"\ll:!Wt.>.ul with the uwM:t1' of fu1) 1:.1lti0'.t<'l lt> iid1 tbmn tht• pwkfar, Jot Ui •:>):detto bui.ld <1.!l m:e:m1 for Jl!e bMl~iltball t•'.\1il), MSG i51<\im1> 
lt w(Hild wJt h1!.ve bwk,;:u the foooe illid lt krw.,,11 of l.he dty'11 "true hHtntions'"» The t0!rlp1my l~rucl ak••Jt Hrn pkm (>ll .Jun,; 14 when Hutw broke 
the ll!OW<i in a kfopbooc t'il!ll to 11-!l MSG ()}~~>~11tiv1:, the i\&111~ d~y the rmbli•~ ~g;etida W% ptJ!lted. 

3121 /20 l8, 12:58 PM 
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In Possible Bro1vn. Act Violation, Inglewood C.aUed Special Meeting to 
Minimize Public Irrvolvement - Warren Sze-wezyk 

Th~ City of tuglewiJoil il:ttemphd fo mfoimiM>: u11i1sp<U'l'.1tQ' w th~y p.!amwd t-0 rntlfy 11 ll1lgtitfafulg agi:eexi~nt with rq;xr~w:ifativei; of I.he Lo!o 

Angeles CJip~r"1, fhwhly rclcttsed emaib 1evrttt Ttm do.::rullents rriay ev(":1l show n·imm:mi. okdrninai ud:Mty. 
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LOS ANGELES COUNTY DISTRICT ATIORNEY'S OFFICE 

May 17, 2019 

The Honorable Members of the Inglewood City Council 
City oflnglewood 
l Manchester Boulevard 
Inglewood, California 90301 

Re: Alleged Brown Act Violations by Cityofinglewood, P18~0132 

Dear Members of the City Council, 

SCOTT Ko GOODWIN • Director 

The Public Integrity Division received a complaint alleging that the Inglewood City Council 
violated the Ralph M. Brown Act (Brown Act) at a special meeting on June 15, 2017, After 
reviewing the agenda, we have concluded that the City Council did violate the Act by failing to 
provide a sutlicient agenda description of Item 1, which involved an Exclusive Negotiating 
Agreement (ENA) between the City of Inglewood and Murphy's Bowl LLC. 

The Brown Act, in Government Code section 54954,2(a)( 1 )~requires that a local agency "post an 
agenda containing a brief general description of each item of business to be transacted or discussed 
at the meeting," That section further states, "A brief general description of an item generally need 
not exceed 20 words," Courts have held that although. the description need not include every detail 
of a matter, it must be sufficient to give the public "fair notice of the essential nature of what an 
agency will consider," and not leave the public "to speculation." (San Diegansfor Open 
Government v. City ofOcecmside (2016) 4 Cal. App. 5111 637, 645; San Joaquin Raptor Rescue 
Center et a!, v. County of Merced et aL (2013) 216 Cal. App.4111 1167, 1178.) 

The agenda for the special meeting listed Item 1, the only item for open session, as follows: 

ECONOMIC AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 
Staff report recommending approval of an Exclusive Negotiating Agreement (ENA) 
by and among the City, the City oflnglewood as Successor Agency to the 
Inglewood Redevelopment Agency (Successor Agency), the Inglewood Parking 
Authority (Authority), and Murphy's bowl LLC, a Delaware Limited Liability 
Company (Developer). 
Recommendation: 

1) Approve Exclusive Negotiating Agreement 

Hall of Justice 
211 West Temple Street, Suite 1000 

Los Angeles, CA 90012 
(213} 257-2475 

Fax: (213) 633·0985 



Notably omitted from the agenda description was any infmmation of the location and scope of the 
contemplated development project Per the repprt from the Economic and Community 
Development Department and the ENA itself: the undisclosed potential project involved 
construction of a professional basketball arena on parcels o:f real property owned by the city as we11 
as private citizens and businesses. Under the ENA~ the city was obligated "to use its best efforts to 
acquire the parcels of rea1 pmperty't ·owned by private parties by voluntary sale, or possibly by 
exercising eminent domain. Information of the location and scope of the potential project was only 
made avru1ahle to the public in the Eoonomic and Community Development Department's report to 
the mayor and city council, as well as in the ENA itself. Those two documents were presumably 
attached to the agenda electronically on the city's web site. However, the Brown Act requires that a 
sufficient description he 1isted on the agenda itself to give the public fair notice, The pub1ic rloes 
not bear the burden to .inspect related documents to glean the essential nature of what the city 
council \Vill consider. Therefore~ the agenda descriptkm did not comply ·with the requirements of 
the Brown Act 

H should be noted that the deficiency of the agentla description appears to have been part of 
concerted efforts between representatives of the city and the Mu..1:)hy's Bowl LLC to limit the notice 
given to the public. Evidence reveals that the matter was set for a special meeting rather than a 
regular meeting to reduce the time required to give public notice from 72 hours to 24 hours before 
the meeting. Furthermore1 the generic name of Murphy's Bowl LLC was used intentionally to 
obfuscate the identity of the proposed project and those associated with :it. Although these tactics 
were not violations per se of the Brown Act, they indicate concerted efforts to act contrary to the 
spirit of the Brpwn Act. Although the evidence is not sufficient to prove that any member of the 
city council participated in these effof4~ to obfuscate~ the city council bears the ultimate 
reh-ponsibility to comply with the Brown Act. 

Violations relatmg to the agenda description of an item of business could render action by the city 
council null and void. However~ because the complaint was received after.the time limits to remedy 
the violation, no action v;.ill b~ taken at this time. Nonetheless~ we sincerely hope that this letter wm 
assist the city council in ensuring that such violations will not recur in the future. 

Very truly yours, 

JACK.IE LACEY 
District Attorney 

By 01~ 4:. trJ~ 
BjomHoad 
Deputy District Attorney 

cc: Kenneth R. Campos, City Attorney 
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NRDC 

March 24, 2020 

Mindy Wilcox, AICP, Planning Manager 
City of Inglewood, Planning Division 
One West Manchester Boulevard, 4th Floor 
Inglewood, A 90301 
Ibecproject@cityofinglewood.org 

Re: Comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Report for the Inglewood 
Basketball and Entertainment Center (IBEC), SCH 2018021056 

Dear Ms. Wilcox: 

On behalf of the Natural Resources Defense Council and our members in Inglewood and 
throughout California, we submit the following comments on the Draft Environmental 
Impact Report (DEIR) prepared for the basketball arena project proposed by applicant 
Murphy's Bowl on behalf of the Clippers Basketball team (the "Project"). 

Introduction 

As a preliminary matter, we note that the Project is materially different from that 
approved by CARE under AB 987. This is so because the projected GHG emissions for 
the Project are much higher and there is less in the way of mitigation proposed. In 
short, net operating GHG emissions increased by 63% comparing the DEIR to the AB 
987, to 496,745 MTC02e from 304,683 MTC02e, while proposed mitigation measures 
are not as robust. Accordingly, the timing and other project proponent benefits of AB 
987 should not apply to the Project. 

In addition, the Project relies heavily on statements of overriding considerations to 
mask the 41 significant adverse environmental impacts that ostensibly cannot be 
mitigated to insignificance. This is ludicrous in connection with a project that has little 
or no social utility for the residents of Inglewood who will bear the brunt of these 
impacts - including more air pollution in an already heavily-polluted area - and who 
are not the target audience for expensive professional basketball tickets. 
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Inadequacies in the DEIR 

A. Failure To Address Environmental Justice Impacts. 

There is no analysis of environmental justice throughout entire DEIR, except for two 
passages claiming that no analysis is needed: DEIR p. 3.2-16: "As described above, in 
general CEQA does not require analysis of socioeconomic issues such as gentrification, 
displacement, environmental justice, or effects on "community character." And 3.14-56: 
"There are no applicable federal regulations that apply directly to the Proposed Project. 
However, federal regulations relating to the Americans with Disabilities Act, Title VI, 
and Environmental Justice relate to transit service." 

This is incorrect because, among other things, there is a significant federal approval 
needed for the Project in the form of an FAA approval because of the Project's proximity 
to Los Angeles International Airport. Moreover, the California Attorney General has 
opined that local governments have a role under CEQA in furthering environmental 
justice; see 
https://oag.ca.gov/sites/all/files/agweb/pdfs/environment/ej fact sheet.pdf (accessed 
March 20, 2020). The remedy for this failure is recirculation of a DEIR that includes an 
environmental justice analysis. 

B. Use Of Improper GHG Baseline 

In its initial application under AB 987, the Project proponent attempted to increase the 
GHG CEQA baseline by assuming that the venues from which events would move to the 
Project would remain unused forever on the dates of the transferred events. After 
pushback from CARB and others, including NRDC, the Project proponent abandoned 
this irrational approach and conceded that the venues would be in use on those dates. 

But the original theory has resurfaced in the DEIR. Having obtained the benefits of AB 
987 by changing its initial (unjustified) position, the Project proponent should not now 
be allowed to revert to that position in order to raise the CEQA baseline and reduce its 
GHG mitigation requirement. 

C. Failure To Properly Analyze And Mitigate GHG And Air Quality Impacts 

The South Coast air basin is in extreme nonattainment for ozone, with a 2024 
attainment deadline. Failure to meet the attainment deadline can lead to federal 
sanctions that will effectively shut down the local economy. The South Coast AQMD 
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plan to reach ozone attainment relies on an enormous level of reductions in oxides of 
nitrogen (NOx), mostly from mobile sources such as cars and trucks. But the Project's 
projected emissions go in the opposite direction and the DEIR fails to require sufficient 
mitigation. 

The DEIR admits this. For example, 

Impact 3.2-1: Construction and operation of the Proposed Project would 
conflict with implementation of the applicable air quality plan. 

Impact 3.2-2: Construction and operation of the Proposed Project would 
result in a cumulatively considerable net increase in NOx emissions during 
construction, and a cumulatively considerable net increase in VOC, NOx, 
CO, PM10, and PM2.5 during operation of the Proposed Project. 

Impact 3.2-5: Construction and operation of the Proposed Project, in 
conjunction with other cumulative development, would result in 
inconsistencies with implementation of applicable air quality plans. 

In addition, the DEIR bases its calculations of criteria pollutants from motor vehicles on 
the EMF AC 2017 model developed and maintained by the California Air Resources 
Board (CARB). But EMF AC 2017 is now obsolete because the federal government has 
purported to rescind the EPA waiver for California's zero-emission vehicle program, and 
that program's effects are baked into EMFAC 2017. The result is that EMFAC will 
underreport emissions. That problem will be exacerbated when, as expected, NHTSA 
promulgates the so-called SAFE rule which will reduce the corporate average fuel 
emission (CAFE) standards in California and nationwide. This change, which is not 
reflected in EMF AC 2017, will make the projections in the DEIR substantially too low. 
This problem is true for transportation-related GHG emissions as well because the zero­
emission waiver revocation and lower fleet mileage requirement will result in more 
GHGs from cars and trucks than the DEIR and EMF AC 2017 assume. Thus, the DEIR 
underreports projected criterial pollutant and GHG emissions, and that problem will get 
worse over time. 

D. Failure To Implement All Feasible Air Quality and GHG Mitigation 

Even if the DEIR air quality and GHG projections were accurate, which they are not, the 
mitigation measures in the DEIR are inadequate, especially given the number of 
ostensibly unmitigatable impacts. 
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For example, the Project could and should require: 

Shuttle buses should be zero-emission vehicles, starting on Day 1. ZE buses are 
available today from a number of vendors, including BYD in Los Angeles County. 

The emergency generators should be electrically powered, and the Project should 
install more solar panels, and storage for solar power, to power them. 

Aspirational mitigation measures and "incentives" to reduce emissions of NOx 
should be replaced with mandatory measures. The DEIR adopts Mitigation Measure 
3.2-1(d), requiring the Project to provide "[i]ncentives for vendors and material delivery 
trucks to use ZE or NZE trucks during operation." (DEIR, p. 3.2-71.) Similarly, 
Mitigation Measure 3.2-(c)(3) only requires the Project to" shall strive to use zero­
emission (ZE) or near-zero-emission (NZE) heavy-duty haul trucks during construction, 
such as trucks with natural gas engines that meet CARB's adopted optional NOX 
emissions standard of 0.02 g/bhphr." (DEIR, p. 3.2-88.) In contrast, Mitigation 
Measure 3.2-2(c) specifies that use of Tier 4 off-road diesel-powered equipment rated at 
50 horsepower or greater "shall be included in applicable bid documents, and the 
successful contractor(s) shall be required to demonstrate the ability to supply compliant 
equipment prior to the commencement of any construction activities." (DEIR, p. 3.2-
88.) There is no showing in the DEIR that making Measures 4.3-1(d) and 3.2(c)(3) is 
infeasible. Given the significant impact on the AQMP, either such a showing of 
infeasibility must be made and supported by substantial evidence, or the measures must 
be made mandatory. 

Electric vehicle parking for the Project must be provided. The electric vehicle 
parking needs to conform with applicable building code requirements in place at the 
time of construction. Electric vehicle charging stations must be included in the 
project design to allow for charging capacity adequate to service all electric vehicles that 
can reasonably be expected to utilize this development. 

Each building should include photovoltaic solar panels. 

The Transportation Demand Management (TDM) program must be revised to 
quantify the criterial pollutant and GHG reductions expected from the TDM measures. 

The GHG reduction plan also must be revised so as not to defer development of 
mitigation measures, and to quantify the measures selected. 
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As it stands, the exact content of the GHG Reduction Plan cannot be known from 
reading the DEIR. Further, the DEIR states that the GHG reductions will Reduction 
Plan will be modified in a Verification procedure if there are shortfalls in GHG 
reductions, providing that the methodology for the modification "shall include a process 
for verifying the actual number and attendance of net new, market-shifted, and backfill 
events." (DEIR, p. 3.7-64.) That process is unacceptably vague and indeed the 
verification process may itself be subject to CEQA as a discretionary project. 

Purchase and use of GHG offsets must meet CARE standards for cap and trade 
offsets. The DEIR's entire description of this potential mitigation measure is: 

Carbon offset credits. The project applicant may purchase carbon offset 
credits that meet the requirements of this paragraph. Carbon offset credits 
must be verified by an approved registry. An approved registry is an entity 
approved by CARE to act as an "offset project registry" to help administer 
parts of the Compliance Offset Program under CARE's Cap and Trade 
Regulation. Carbon offset credits shall be permanent, additional, 
quantifiable, and enforceable. 

Having a CARE-approved registry is not the same thing as requiring CARE-approved 
offset credits, which are limited in scope and strictly regulated. The residents of 
Inglewood should not be subjected to a lesser standard. 

Additional local, direct measures that should be required before offsets are used 
include the following: 

1. Urban tree planting throughout Inglewood. 
2. Mass transit extensions. 
3. Subsidies for weatherization of homes throughout Inglewood. 
4. Incentives for carpooling throughout Inglewood. 
5. Incentives for purchase by the public of low emission vehicles. 
6. Free or subsidized parking for electric vehicles throughout Inglewood. 
7. Solar and wind power additions to Project and public buildings, with subsidies 
for additions to private buildings throughout Inglewood. 
8. Subsidies for home and businesses for conversion from gas to electric throughout 
Inglewood. 
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9. Replacement of gas water heaters in homes throughout Inglewood. 
10. Creation of affordable housing units throughout Inglewood. 
11. Promotion of anti-displacement measures throughout Inglewood. 

E. Displacement Will Be Accelerated By The Project And Must Be Mitigated 

The economic activity and growth inducing impacts created by the Project will 
foreseeably result in displacement of current residents while rents increase and rental 
units are taken off the market to be put to alternative uses. However, the DEIR denies 
that indirect displacement will occur. (DEIR 3.12-16 to -17.) 

California courts have acknowledged the human health impacts of proposed actions 
must be taken into account, e.g. Bakersfield Citizens for Local Control v. City of 
Bakersfield (2004) 124 Cal.App.4th 1184, 1219-1220; see also CEQA Guidelines§ 
15126.2 subd. (a) [EIR must identify "relevant specifics of ... health and safety problems 
caused by the physical changes."]). Human health impacts from displacement are real 
and are not merely speculation or social impacts. There have been numerous cases 
where health effects to people were inadequately analyzed. (Communities for a Better 
Environment v. City of Richmond (2010) 184 Cal.App4th 70, 81, 89 [EIR inadequately 
addressed health risks of refinery upgrade to members of surrounding community]; 
Bakersfield Citizens for Local Control, supra, 124 Cal.App.4th at 1219-1220 [EIR was 
inadequate because it failed to discuss adverse health effects of increased air pollution]. 
Here, the DEIR needs to address the effects on the environment and human health 
reasonably forseeable as results of construction and operation of the Project. 

Conclusion 

The DEIR must be revised and recirculated to account for its many deficiencies. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

David Pettit 
Senior Attorney 
Natural Resources Defense Council 
1314 2nd Street 
Santa Monica, California 90401 
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June 28, 20 l 9 

Kate Gordon, Director 

ZfATL CAF.lTOL 
BACH/": 1\iDN"f(} Ci\LIFOE.N 3.A 

f!UlH 

Crovernor's Office of Planning and Research 
1400 Tenth Street 

Mary D, Nichols, Chair 
California Air Resources Board 
1001 I Street 

Sacramento, CA 95814 Sacramento, CA 95814 

Director Gordon and Chair Nichols: 

\Ve write to convey concerns 'Nith the lngkvvood Basketball and Entertainment Center (IHEC} 
application, submitted for certification pursuant to AB 987 (Kamlager-Dovc), Chapter 961, 
Statutes of 2018, 

AB 987 \Vas the nroduct of more than a vear of intensive legblafrve deliberations, Folki'Nhw the 
·' ,,, 4....- Q 

failure of a predecessor bill in 2017, \Ve participated in negotiations and hearings where 
testirnony was taken, cornmitmcnts were n1adc, and amendments vvere adopted, We supported 
the final version of AB 987 specifically because it raised the bar crnnpared to existing 
requirements of AB 900 and the California Environmental Quality Act {CEQA) generally, In 
particular, AB 987 requires the applicant to achieve more stringent and specific standards for 
mitigation of traffic and greenhouse gas (GHC) emissions. 

\Ve have revinvcd the IBEC application and are disappointed to find that it meets neither the 
letter nor the spirit of AB 987, The application claims to meet AB 987's standards, but fr11ls 
short in several significant respects. The result is a project that may not even meet minimum 

d d , ' , ' J ('C-, ~ j j '' ' l I d t , " ' . stan ar s tor mitigauon urnier A'Jjh, muc 1. css represent an · envrronmenta 1ea ers111p proJect 
meeting extraordinary standards that justify expedited judicial review. 

Specifically, the applicant's GHG analysis greatly overestimates base.line emissions in order to 
reduce the project's net GHCI emissions, By making no-vcl and unsubstantiated assmnptions 
about the project drawing events away from existing \1e1mes, the application contrives net 
emissions for construction and 30 years' operation of l 56,643-158,631 tons, This estimate 
stands in sharp contrast to the estimated net em.issions of 595,000 tons offered by the applicant's 
consultants \vhen the (JflG conditions were negotiated last August The approach used in the 
application stands the argmnent the applicant used last year against GHG neutrality requirements 

that Inglewood is transit starved compared to Staples Center···· 011 its head, 



To mitigate this artificially low estimate of net GHG emissions, the applicant proposes the 
Transportation Demand tvlanagcment (TDivf) program/targets (47-48%i of total) and 50%i of the 
reductions attributable to the LEED Gold certification (2.So/iJ of total), both required by the 
bHL They claim this gets to 49,5-50.l % of required reductions, conveniently achieving A.B 
98Ts local GHCi mitigation floor of 50%. By lowballing net GHG emissions,, the applicant 
circumvents the need to make any of the local GHG mitigation investments, and associated 
comJTnmity benefits, touted when the bill \vas before the Legislature. 

To achieve zero net GHG on paper, the application projects the balance of emission reductions 
(47-48% of total) from unspecified offset projects and potential OHCr co-benefits attributed to 
the required SJO million dean air investrnent Though AB 987 requires offsets to be local if 
feasible, and lirnited to projects in the United States in any case, the application includes no 
details on how these requirements will be m.et 

Because nearly half of the GHC+ reduction obligation is attributed to t.he 'lTJtvi program, it is all 
the more important that the measures in the TDfv1 program are real commitments that will reduce 
the miHions of new vehicle trips generated by the project However, the TDM program consists 
of a vague array of unenforceable goals, not real cornrnitments to invest in traffic reductiorL 

Jfthe project proceeds as proposed, the result will be more local traffic and air pollution in 
Inglewood and surrounding communities in the Los Angeles region, and none of the local 
investment to reduce GHG crnissions that AB 987 would require based on a realistic accounting 
of the project's net emissions. This \vi1l shortchange the very comn1t.mitics the project purports 
to brnefit 

Certification of' a substandard project also would be unfair to other applicanis and rnay sec a 
precedent vvfoch undermines meaningfol GHG mitigation and long-tenr climate goals. 

Just as we supported AB 987. we are prepared to support a project that meets its requirements. 
Unfortunately, in its current form, the 1BEC apphcation is not that project. 

The appfication should not be certified as submitted. We ask you to direct the applicant to 
\Vithdrmv the application, so that it may be revised, resubmitted, and pro111pt1y revie\ved. 

Sincerely, 

Assemblyrnemher Cristina District 
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https://www.dailybreeze.com/2020/03/24/clippers-will-buy-the-forum-for-400-million-so-they-can-build-a­
new-arena-in-inglewood/ 

Clippers will buy The Forum for $400 million 
so they can build a $1.2 billion arena in 
Inglewood 

Legal battles between Madison Square Garden Co. and the 
NBA team threatened to derail the $1.2 billion project 

The Forum on Wednesday, October 16, 2019 in Inglewood, California. (Photo by Keith Birmingham, Pasadena 
Star-News/SCNG) 

By J_gi_§Q.n..H~my I jh~.n.ry@_§_<,;.ng,.rn.m and M.i.rJ<:t.m . .S.w~n.§QD I ill§W<:t.n.§QD@.§~.IJK.<,;Qm I Pasadena 
Star News 
PUBLISHED: March 24, 2020 at 4:58 p.m. I UPDATED: March 24, 2020 at 6:38 p.m. 

The owners of the Los Angeles Clippers will buy The Forum concert venue in Inglewood for 
$400 million as part of a settlement agreement with Madison Square Garden Co .. 

The agreement ends years oflegal battles that threatened the feasibility of a proposed $1.2 billion 
Clippers arena in the city that soon will be home to an adjacent $5 billion NFL stadium for the 
Los Angeles Rams and Chargers. That 18, 000-seat arena just south of the new NFL stadium will 
still move forward. 



https://www.dailybreeze.com/2020/03/24/clippers-will-buy-the-forum-for-400-million-so-they-can-build-a­
new-arena-in-inglewood/ 

Under the newly formed CAPSS LLC, the Clippers' owners will continue to operate the historic 
Forum- the former home of the Los Angeles Lakers and Kings - as a music venue and has 
offered to hire all of current employees, according to a press release Tuesday. 

"This is an unprecedented time, but we believe in our collective future," said Steve Ballmer, the 
chairman of the L.A. Clippers. "We are committed to our investment in the City oflnglewood, 
which will be good for the community, The Clippers, and our fans." 

Ballmer and the Clippers previously offered to spend an additional $100 million on a community 
benefit package, including $75 million to support affordable housing. The exact terms of the 
package are still under negotiation. 

Traffic concerns 

The new ownership of the Forum will alleviate potential trn.f:fi<;;. .. ~.mrn.~§llQD in the corridor by 
allowing the two venues to coordinate programming, according to the Clippers. 

"We know traffic is something that many Inglewood residents worry about. While we have gone 
to great lengths to provide an unprecedented traffic-management plan for the new basketball 
arena, this acquisition provides a much greater ability to coordinate and avoid scheduling events 
at the same time at both venues," said Chris Meany, a principal of Wilson Meany, the developer 
overseeing the new basketball arena project. 

An environmental impact report released in December estimated a simultaneous concert at The 
Forum and a basketball game at the arena could impact 61 intersections and eight freeway 
segments. The arena is expected to contribute to a "significant and unavoidable" increase in 
traffic, noise and pollutants, according to the report. 

:Millions spent on lawsuits 

Madison Square Garden Co., which bought The Forum for $23.5 million in 2012 and invested 
$100 million in renovations, has waged an all-out war to try to stop the Clippers from coming to 
the city. MSG sued Inglewood and its mayor, James T. Butts Jr., in 2018, alleging he tricked the 
company's executives into giving up their rights to the land needed for the proposed arena. 

The Forum's owners claimed their fight was not about stopping the competition and instead was 
an attempt to protect Inglewood residents from a project that would "inflict severe traffic 
congestion, pollution and many other harms" on the city. 

Both sides spent millions on the war, with the two parties heavily lobbying state and local 
officials for support. MSG's opposition stalled efforts to fast-track the arena by nearly a year. 

As part of the settlement agreement, MSG will drop its lawsuit against the city and g_ths;_rn 
challenging the environmental review of the project at the corner of Century Boulevard and 
Prairie Avenue, just across the street from SoFi Stadium. 



https://www.dailybreeze.com/2020/03/24/clippers-will-buy-the-forum-for-400-million-so-they-can-build-a­
new-arena-in-inglewood/ 

"This is the best resolution for all parties involved and we wish the new owners every success," 
the company said in a statement. 

With MSG out of the way, the Clippers will have eliminated the last of the arena's roadblocks. 

Smiling mayor signs settlement 

The Inglewood City Council approved the settlement at its meeting Tuesday. Butts, smiling ear 
to ear, paused the agenda so he could sign the document immediately. A copy of the agreement 
was not available Tuesday. 

"The city oflnglewood is overjoyed to welcome Steve Ballmer as the new owner and operator of 
the Fabulous Forum," Butts said in a statement Tuesday. "He's a true community partner." 

The purchase is expected to close during the second quarter of 2020, according to the Clippers. 
The team, which currently plays at Staples Center, wants the arena ready by the 2024 season. 
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Inquiry for March 24, 2020 City Council Hearing 
2 messages 

Veronica T. <vt03398@gmail.com> 
To: yhorton@cityofinglewood.org 

Dear City Clerk: 

Veronica T. <vt03398@gmail.com> 

Thu, Apr 9, 2020 at 5:46 PM 

I have tried to find on the City's websites and in the City Council agenda for March 24, 2020 the 
settlement agreement that Mayor Butts was going to sign, and did sign, at the streamed March 24 
Council Meeting, but I could not. I also searched on the web and City's online archives, but I could 
not find it. 

Earlier this week, on April 7, 2020, I contacted your office to ask about where the settlement 
agreement is posted. The staff member walked me through locating the posted March 24, 2020 
agenda and said that a link to a .PDF should be included. She said it should be located under agenda 
item A-2, but then she saw that it wasn't. I then called yesterday, and spoke to Jacqueline. She also 
checked, confirmed it isn't linked in the agenda, and told me she would try to find it and contact me. I 
gave her my phone number, but I haven't heard back from your office yet. 

Please email me the settlement agreement. Also, please put it online so others can see it too. 

I look forward to hearing from you. 

Thank you. 

Sincerely, 
Veronica 

Veronica T. <vt03398@gmail.com> 
To: yhorton@cityofinglewood.org 

Dear City Clerk: 

Tue, Apr 14, 2020 at 12:12 PM 

I'm following up on my below e-mail to you on April 9. I haven't yet received a response, 
or even an acknowledgment. 

Please email me the settlement agreement Mayor Butts signed during the March 24, 2020 City 
Council hearing. Also, please put it online so others can see it too. 

I look forward to hearing from you. Please confirm receipt of this e-mail. 

Thank you. 

Sincerely, 
Veronica 

4/14/2020, 12:13 PM 
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INGLEWOOD, CALIFORNIA 
Tuesday, March 24, 2020 

2:00 P.M. 

Web Sites: 
wwwxityofing!ewood.org 

~:.~Jt.Y?.f.i.G..9.1.?..\.Y.?..9..S.:.?rn/?.?.~!.$.0..£.c.:?.~§.?..9..T..~A.R?..G..Y.Y.. 
~.(;ity2figg!gw00ti.2rg!§§§!K211i:>inn~A11tti0ritz 
wwwxityofing!ewood.org/054/Finance~Authority 

w.w..w.,s.i.tv.9.f.!JJS!.§.W.9..i?.EL.9...rn.t.§.0.1?.!..P..0.r..!5.1.n.s.~.A.M.tb.9.ri.tv. 

[nglewood 
kzftd 

mr 
2009 

'"""'*NOTE FROM THE CITY: In an effort to take precautionary measures against the 
communal spread of the Novel Corona Virus (COVID-19), the general public is encouraged 
to stay home a view the City Council meeting on Facebook (City of Inglewood 
Government), or on Channel 35 (Spectrum Cable). For the general public who chooses to 
come to City Hall for the City Council Meeting, enter through the doors on the South Lawn 
and commune in Community Room A on the first floor of City Hall. 

AGENDA 
CITY COUNCIL I !NGLEWOOD SUCCESSOR AGENCY/ INGLEWOOD HOUSING 

AUTHORITY! INGLEWOOD PARKING AUTHORITY/ JOINT POWERS AUTHORITY 

MA YORJCHAIRMAN 
James T. Butts, Jr. 

COUNCIUAGENCY/AUTHORITY MEMBERS 
George W. Dotson, District No. 1 
Alex Padilla, District No. 2 
Eloy Morales, Jr., District No. 3 
Ralph L. Franklin, District No. 4 

CLOSED SESSION ITEMS - 1 :00 P.M. 

ROLL CALL 

CITY CLERK/SECRETARY 
Yvonne Horton 

CITY TREASURER/TREASURER 
Wanda M. Brown 

CITY MANAGER/EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 
Artie Fields 

CITY ATTORNEY/GENERAL COUNSEL 
Kenneth R. Campos 

PUBLIC COMMENTS REGARDING THE CLOSED SESSION ITEM ONLY 

Persons wishing to address the City Cmmcil/Successor Agency1Parking Authority on the closed session item 
may do so at 1h1s lime. 

CS-1, CSA-5 & P-2. 

Closed session ··· Confidenlial ··· Atlomey/Clienl Privileged; Conference with Legal Counsel regarding 
Existing Lil1gat1on Pursuant to Government Code Section 54956. 9(d)( 1 ): Name of Cases: lv1SG Forum, 
LLC v. City ofinglewood. et al.; Case No. YC072715: and Iv1SG Fomm, LLC v City ofingleYvood as 
Successor Agency to the Former Tnglewoocl Redevelopment Agency, et al.: Case No. BS 17 4710. 

CS-2, CSA-6, & P-3. 

Closed session ··· Confidenlial ··· Atlomey/Clienl Privileged; Conference with Legal Counsel regarding 
Existing Litigation Pursuant lo Government Code Sectwn 54956. 9(d)(l ); Name of Cases lnglewood 
Residents Against Takings and Evictions v. City of Inglewood, et aL Case No. B296760: and 
IngJe1,vood Residents Againsl Takings and Evictions v. City oflnglewood as Successor .Agency to the 



FonneringleYvood Redevelopment Agency, et aL Case No. BSl 7--1709. 

OPENING CEREMONIES - 2:00 P.M. 

Call to Order 

Pledge of /\Jleg1ance 

Roll Call 

PUBLIC COMMENTS REGARDING AGENDA ITEMS 

Persons wishing to address the Inglewood City Council/Successor Agency/Hmrnng Authority/Parking 
Authority/Joint Powers Authority on any item on today's agendas_ may do so at this time. 

WARRANTS AND BILLS (City Council/Successor Agency/Housing Authority) 

1, CSA·1 & H·1. 

Wananl Registers. 

Documents: 

I. CSA-!. H-!PDF 

CONSENT CALENDAR 

These items will be acted upon as a whole unless called upon by a Council 1-fomber. 

2. CITY ATTORNEY'S OFFICE 

Letters from !he Office of the City Attorney recommending !he followmg 

A. Reject the following claims filed pursuant to Government Code Section 913: 

l) Diego Ascencio for alleged property damage on February 3, 2020 

2) Ricardo Guizar for alleged property damage on December 29, 2019. 

3) Hartford Group aso/Wmifi·ed Ross for alleged properly damage on December 7, 2019. 

4; Long Beach Affr,rdable for 81leged property damage 011 January J _ 2020. 

5) Adesuwa Tinsley for alleged property damage on January 4, 2020 

Ro Reject the following Insufficient Claim in accordance with Government Code Section 913. 

l) John B. Casio for alleged tmving on an unknown dale. 

C. Deny the Application for Leave to Present the following claim pursuant to Government 
Code Section 91 Ui: 

l) Salvador Montalvo for alleged property damage from 2018-0ctober 8, 2019_ 

3. CITY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Approval of the Minutes of the Council Meeting held on March l 0, 2020. 

Documents: 



3PDF 

4. ECONOMIC & COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 

Staff rep01t recommending adoption of a resolution approvrng Vesting Tentative Tract Map No 82105 
for the development of a '.W-umt small lot subdivision. 

Documents: 

4PDF 

Staff report recommending approval of an Advance Funds Agreement with ARYA Premiere Collections. 
LLC, to cover the cost of environmental review sernces required for Phase 1 of the CEQA documents 

associated with a proposed 14-story hotel development 8t 3820 West l 02nd Street. 

Documents: 

5PDF 

6. FINANCE DEPARTMENT 

Staff report recommending approval of a five-year lease agreement with the Assembly Committee on 

Rules. California State Assembly (State), authorizing Assemblywoman Autumn Burke ( 62 ml Assembly 

Dis1rict; to i•ccupy 1,706 square feel of office space on the 6th tloor of Tnglewood Ci1y Hall (Sui le 601 ). 

Documents: 

GPDF 

Staff report recommending approval of a two-year Agreement (with the option lo extend an additional 
year), with Admimstrative Services Corporation, Inc. dba Yellow Cab and United Independent Taxi 
Dnvers Incorporated (United Tndependent Taxi of Si•uth-Wesl, Inc.) 10 provide subsidized taxicab 
services for elderly and disabled persons through March 17. 2022. (Grant Funds) 

Documents: 

/PDF 

8. POLICE DEPARTMENT 

Staff repon recommending approval of an agreement with Motorola Solnllons. Tnc., lo purchase rad10 
eqmpmenl for use al SoFi Stadmm. (Asset Forfeiture Fund) 

Documents: 

SPDF 

9. POLICE DEPARTMENT 

Staff rep01t recommending approval of Amendment No. 2 to Agreement No. 19-002 with Dictation 
Sales and Service dba Equature. extending the term through September 30. 2024, for the purchase 
additional voice recorder eqmpment, software. and support services. (Asset Forfeillirc: and General 
Funds) 

Documents: 

SYDF 

10 POLICE DEPARTMENT PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT 

Stall report recommendrng authorization be given to acqmre six (6) utility I ask vehicles from Polaris 
Sales, lnc. (General Fund) 



Documents: 

10PDF 

11. ECONOMIC & COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 

Staff report recommend mg approval of an Advance Funds Agreement with Pra1ne Station LL C m the 
amount of $59,841 to cover the cost of environmental services associated with a 392 unit residential 

development at Prairie Avenue x l 131h Street 

Documents: 

11 PDF 

DEPARTMENTAL REPORTS 

DR-1, CSA-4. H-4, & P-1. CITY ATTORNEY/GENERAL COUNSEL'S OFFICE 

Staff report recommending approval of Amendment No. 1 to Agreement No. 20-020 wilh Kane. 
Ballmer & Berkman to provide legal services on behalf of the City. Successor Agency, Housing 
Authori1y and Parking Authori1y. (General Fund) 

Documents: 

COUNCIL INITIATIVE 

Cl. MAYORAL 

Jnitrntive bv Mayor .fames T. Butts Jr.. recommendmg the adoption of Executive Order No. '.W-01 to 
declare lhe followmg 

1. The Local Emergency is extended and remains in effect lo the maximum extent authorized by stale 
law; 

2. Any order promulga1ed by the M8yor to provide for the proleclion of Ji fe m1d property, pursuan1 
lo Government Code section 8634. sha11 be ratified by lhe City Council at the earliest practicable 
time; 

3. No landlord shall evict a residentrnl or commercial lenanl in lhe City of Inglewood during il11S local 
emergency who's fmm1cial h0rdslnp is directly linked to the COVUJ-19 pandemic (as outlined in 
the proclamation), 

4. The passage oftbis Executive Order does not relieve a tenant oftbe obligation to pay rem, nor 
restrict a landlord's ability to recover rent cll1e; and 

Tenants have six rnonlhs from lhe terminalion of the local emergency by the City of lenmnation of lhe 
Slate emergency (\vh1chever is later) lo pay back !lie renl O\Ved. 

Documents: 

Cl-1PDF 

REPORTS - CITY ATTORNEY And/Or GENERAL COUNSEL 

A- L Report on Closed Session Items. 

CSA-7 

& 

P-4 



A-2. CITY ATTORNEY/GENERAL COUNSEL'S OFFICE 

Consideration of and possible action on one or more agreements with MSG Fornm, LLC; 
Inglewood Residents Against Taking and Evictions; Murphy's Boal LLC; and, other entities and 
individuals in furtherance of a potential settlement of claims arising from the proposed 
development of, and CEQA review foe the Inglewood Basketball and Entertamment Center 
Project, as well as obligations of the landowner of the Forum* 
Recommendation: 

Consider and Ad on the followmg agreements: 

1) Release and Substitution of (}uarnntor Under Development Agreement by and 
among MSG Fornm, LLC_ MSGN HOLDINGS, LP., PO LP AT LLC, and the 
City ofinglewood; and 

2) Tri-Party Agreement by and among MSG Forum, LLC, MSG Sports & 
EnterlammenL LLC, Murphy's Bowl LLC, and the City of Inglewood. 

A-3. Oral reports - City Attorney/General Counsel. 

REPORTS - CITY MANAGER 

CM-1. Oral reports - City Manager. 

REPORTS - CITY CLERK 

CC-1. Oral reports - City Clerk. 

REPORTS ~ CITY TREASURER 

CT·1, CITY TREASURER 

I'vfonthly Treasurer's Report for the Ivfonth ending December 31, 2019. 

Documents: 

Cf LFDF 

Orn! reports --- Cily Treasurer. 

INGLEWOOD SUCCESSOR AGENCY 

CLOSED SESSION ITEM -1:00 P.M, 

ROLL CALL 

PUBLIC COMMENTS REGARDING THE CLOSED SESSION ITEM ONLY 

Persons wishing to address the Successor Agency on the closed session item may do so at this time. 

Closed session - Confidential - Atlorney/Clienl Privileged; Conference with Legal Counsel regarding 
Existing Litigation Pursuant to Government Code Section 54956 9(d)(l ); Nrm1e of Cases: lvISG ForunL 
LLC v. City of Inglewoocl, et al.; Case No. YC0727 l 5; and MSG Fomm, LLC v. City of Tnglewood 8S 

Successor Agency to !he Fmmer Inglewood Redevelopment Agency. el al.; Case No. BSl 74710. 

CS-2, CSA-6, & P-3. 

Closed session - Confidential - Atlorney/Clienl Privileged; Conference with Legal Counsel regarding 



Existing Litigation Pursuant to Government Code Section 54956. 9( d)(l ). Name of Cases Inglewood 
Residents Agains1 Takings and Evictions v Cily of Inglewood. <01 al.; Cas<0 No. B296760; and 
lnglewood Residents Against Takings and Evictions v. City of Inglewood as Successor Agency to the 
Former Inglewood Redevelopment Agency. et al.; Case No. BSl 74709. 

Call To Order 

Warrant Registers. 

Documents: 

I. CSA·!. H·iPDF 

CSA-2. SUCCESSOR AGENCY SECRETARY 

Approval of 1h<0 Minu1es for the Successor Agency IVfeeting held on March l 0. 2020. 

Documents: 

CSA·2PDF 

CSA-3. SUCCESSOR AGENCY TREASURER 

i'vfon!hly Treasmer 's Report for lh<: Month <0ndmg December 31, 2019. 

Documents: 

DEPARTMENTAL REPORTS 

CSA4, IJR-1, H-4, & P-1, CITY ATTORNEY/GENERAL COUNSEL'S OFFICE 

Staff repmi recommending approval of Amendment No. 1 to Agreement No. 20-020 with Kane. 
Ballmer & Berkman to provide kgal services on behalf of the Cily. Succ<0ssor .Agency, Housing 
Authority and Parking Authority. (General Fund) 

Documents: 

REPORTS - CITY ATTORNEY And/Or GENERAL COUNSEL 

A-1, Report on Closed Session Items. 

CSA-7 

& 

P-4 

ADJOURNMENT !NGLEWOOD SUCCESSOR AGENCY 

!NGLEWOOD HOUSING AUTHORITY 

Warrant Registers. 

Documents: 

1. CSJ\.1. f-!.1f>DF 

H-2. HOUSING AUTHORITY SECRETARY 



Approval of the l'v!mules for the Housing A uthonty l'v!eeting held on March l 0. 2020 

Documents: 

i'vfonthly Treasmer 's Report for th<: Month <:ndmg December 31, 2019. 

Documents: 

H·3.PDF 

DEPARTMENTAL REPORTS 

H-4, DR·1, CSA-4, & P·1, CITY ATTORNEY/GENERAL COUNSEL'S OFFICE 

Staff rep01i recommending approval of Amendment No. 1 to Agreement No. 20-020 with Kane. 
Ballmer & Berkman to provide kgal services on behalf of the Ci1y. Succ.ossor Agency, Housing 
Authority and Parking Authority. (General Fund) 

Documents: 

ADJOURNMENT INGLEWOOD HOUSING AUTHORITY 

INGLEWOOD PARKING AUTHORITY 

CLOSED SESSION ITEM -1:00 P.M. 

ROLL CALL 

PUBLIC COMMENTS REGARDING THE CLOSED SESSION ITEM ONLY 

Persons wishing lo address the Park.mg Authority on the closed session item may do so al this time. 

CS-1, CSA-5 & P-2. 

Closed session - Collfidential - Attorney/Client Pnvileged; Conference with Legal Counsel regardmg 
Existing Litigation Pursuant to Government Code Section 54956 9(d)(l ); Nrm1e of Cases: lvISG ForunL 
LLC v. City of Inglewoocl, el al.; Case No. YC0727 l 5; and MSG Fomm, LLC v. City of Tnglewood 8S 

Succ<:ssor l\gency to the Fonner Tnglewood Red<:velopm.ont i\gency, et aL. Cas.o No. BS 174710. 

CS-2, CSA-6, & P-3. 

Closed session .... ConfidentiaJ .... A1torney/Chent Pnvileged; Conference Yvi1h Legal Counsel regarchng 
E;.;istmg Litigation Pursuant to Government Code Section 549569(d)(1 ); Name of Cas.os Inglewood 
Residents Against Takings and Evictions v City ofinglewood, et al.; Case No B296760; and 
Inglewood Residents Agarnst Takmgs and Evictions v Ci1y of Tngkwood as Successor Agency to 1h.o 
Fonner Inglewood R.od<:velopm<:nt Ag.oncy. el aL Cas<: No. BSl 74709. 

Call To Order 

DEPARTMENTAL REPORTS 

P-1, CSA-4. DR-1, & H4. CITY ATTORNEY/GENERAL COUNSEL'S OFFICE 

Shiff report recc,mmending approval of Amendment No. l tc' Agreement No. 20-020 with Kane, 
Ballmer & Berkman to provide legal services on behalf of the City. Successor Agency. Housing 
Authority and Parking Authority l General Fund) 

Documents: 

DR-1, CSAA. H-4. P-1 PDF 

REPORTS~ CITY ATTORNEY And/Or GENERAL COUNSEL 



A-1, Report on Closed Session Items. 

CSA-7 

& 

P-4. 

ADJOURNMENT INGLEWOOD PARKING AUTHORITY 

INGLEWOOD JOINT POWERS AUTHORITY 

JPA-1. JOINT POWERS AUTHORITY TREASURER 

Monthly Treasurer's R<0port for the Mo111h ending D<0cember 3 I. 2019. 

Documents: 

JPA·1.PDF 

ADJOURNMENT INGLEWOOD JOINT POWERS AUTHORITY 

APPOINTMENTS TO BOARDS, COMMISSIONS, AND COMMITTEES 

PUBLIC COMMENTS REGARDING OTHER MATTERS 

Persons wishing to address the City Council on any matter connected with Cily busmess not elsewhere 
considered on the agenda may do so at this time. Persons with complaints regarding City management or 
depanmen1a 1 operations are requested to submit those complaints first lo the City l'v!anag<0r for r<0solution. 

MAYOR AND COUNCIL REMARKS 

The members of the City Council will provide oral repo1ts, including repo1ts on City related travels where lodging 
<0xpenses are mcurred. and/or address any matters they deem of g<0nernl 111teresl to the public. 

ADJOURNMENT CITY COUNCIL 

In the event that today's meeting of the City Council is not held. or is concluded prior to a public hearing or other 
agenda item being consider<0d, the public hearrng or non-public hearing ag<0nda ikm w11l automal1cally be 
continued to the next regl1larly schecll1led City Council meeting lf you will require special accommodations. due 
to a disability. please contact the Office of the City Clerk at (310) 412-5280 or FAX (310) 412-5533. One 
Manchester Bc,ulevard, First Floor, lnglewood Cily Hall, Inglewood, CA 90301 All r<0ques1s for sp<0crnl 
accommodations nmst be r<0cerved 72 hours prior to th<0 day of the Cmmcil Meelmgs. 



The Silverstein Law Firm, APC 
June 30, 2020 

Brown Act Violations; Cure and Correct Demand in 
Connection with City Council Meetings on June 9 and June 
16, 2020 and Demand to Cease and Desist, Including Under 

Govt. Code§ 54960.2; IBEC Project SCH 2018021056; 
Request to Include this letter in Record for IBEC DEIR 

EXHIBIT 2 
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*****NOTE FROM THE CITY: PUBUC PARTICIPATION: Pursuant to Executive N-29-20, 
which suspends portions of the Brown Act, and given the current health concerns, 
members of the public can access meetings live on-line, with audio and limited video, at 
https:l/www.facebook.com/cityofinglewood and on Spectrum Cable Channel 35. In 
addition, members of the public can participate telephonically to submit public comments 
on agenda items, public hearings, and/or City business by dialing 1-877 -369-5243 or 1-617 -
668-3633 (Access Code 0995996##). The conference begins at 1 :30 p.m., Pacific Time on 
June 9, 2020, and all interested parties may join the conference 5 minutes prior. Should any 
person need assistance with audio, please dial 889-796-6118. 

Should you choose to submit comments electronically for consideration by the Inglewood 
City Council/Successor Agency/Housing Authority/Finance Authority/Parking 
Authority/Joint Powers Authority (Legislative Body) by sending them to the City 
Clerk/Secretary at 1'.horton@dtyofing!ewoorLorg, and Deputy City Clerk at 
aphiWps@cityofipgh1wood.grg. To ensure distribution to the members of the Legislative 
Body prior to consideration of the agenda, please submit comments prior to 12:00 P.M. the 
day of the meeting, and in the body of the email, please identify the agenda number or 
subject matter. Those comments, as well as any comments received after 12:00 P.M., will 
be distributed to the members of the Legislative Body and wm be made part of the official 
public record of the meeting. Contact the Office of the City Clerk at 310-412-5280 with any 
questions. 

ACCESSIBILITY: If requested, the agenda and backup materials wm be made available in 
appropriate alternative formats to persons with a disability, as required by Section 202 of 
the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. Sec. 12132), and the federal rules and 
regulations adopted in implementation thereof. Any person who requires a disability­
related modification or accommodation, in order to observe and/or offer public comment 
may request such reasonable modification, accommodation, aid, or service by contacting 
the Office of the City Clerk by telephone at 310-412-5280 or via email to 
yhorton@cityofingdwootLorg no later than 10:00 AM on the day of the scheduled 
meeting. 

AGENDA 

CITY COUNCIL/SUCCESSOR AGENCY/HOUSING AUTHORITY 



MA YORJCHA!RMAN 
James T. Butts, Jr. 

COUNCIUAGENCY/AUTHORITY MEMBERS 
George W. Dotson, District No. 1 
Alex Padilla, District No. 2 
Eloy Morales, Jr., District No. 3 
Ralph L. Franklin, District No. 4 

CLOSED SESSION ITEMS ~ 1 :00 P.M. 

ROLL CALL 

CITY CLERK/SECRETARY 
Yvonne Horton 

CITY TREASURERJTREASURER 
Wanda M. Brown 

CITY MANAGERJEXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 
Artie Fields 

CITY ATTORNEY/GENERAL COUNSEL 
Kenneth R. Campos 

PUBLIC COMMENTS REGARDING CLOSED SESSION ITEMS ONLY 

Persons wishing to address the City Council on the dosed session it.om may do so at this time. 

Closed session ····Confidential ·· A1tom.oy/Clien1 Privileged; Conference wilh Labor Negotiator Pursuant 
to Govemm.ont Code S.oction 54957.6: Nam.os of the Ag.oncy N.ogotiator: Jos.o 0. Cortes, Human 
Resources Director Name of Organizations Representing Employees Inglewood Police Officers 
Associ'1tion (TPOA); Tngkwoc'd Police Mwagement Association dPMA). 

Closed session ····Confidential···· A1torney/Chent Privileged; City Council Conference vvith L.ogal Counsel 
- A11ticipated Litigation Pursuant to Government Code Section 54956.9(d)(2); Workers Compensation 
Claim of Iviichael Bolliger Claim Nos. 19-140170, ADJ No 11428958. 

Closed session - Confidential - Attorney/Client Privileged; Conference with Legal Counsel regarding 
Pending Litigation Pursmmt to Government Code Section 54 956. 9l d)(l ), Name of Case· Lloyd Joseph 
Collins, el. al v. City ofTnglewoocL d al.; USDC Case No. 2 J 9-cv-04134 FMO-JC. 

OPENING CEREMONIES - 2:00 P.M. 

Call to Orcler 

Pledge of /\Jlegiance 

Roll Call 

PUBLIC COMMENTS REGARDING AGENDA ITEMS 

Persons 1,vishmg 10 address the Inglewood Cily Council/Successor Agency/Housing An1horily on any item on 
today's agendas, other than the public hearings, may do so at this time. 

WARRANTS AND BILLS (City Council/Successor Agency/Housing Authority) 

1, CSA·1 & H·1. 

Warrant Registers. 

Documents: 

PUBLIC HEARINGS 

Pl1blic hearing to consider the adoption of a resolution affirming Categorical Exemption EA-CE-2020-036 
81ld approving General Plan Amendment 2020-001 (GP A 2020-00 l) to adopt 811 Environmental Justice 
Element for the Inglewood General Plan. 



Documents: 

PH·1.PDF 

PH-2. ECONOMIC & COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 

Staff report to consider the adoption of a resolution affirming Categorical Exemption EA-CE-2020-037, and 
approving General Plan Amendment GP A 2020-002 to amend the Land Use Element of the lnglevvood 
General Plan lo clanfy ex1simg populauon density and buildmg imens1ty allowances for all land use 
designations. 

Documents: 

CONSENT CALENDAR 

These items will be acted upon as a whole unless called upon by a Council Member. 

2. CITY ATTORNEY'S OFFICE 

Letters from the Office of the City Attorney recommending the following: 

A. Reject Claim filed pursuant to Go-\'ernment Code Section 913: 

J) Jane Doe for 81leged personal injury on Sep1ember 20. 20 J 9. 

2) Veronica :tvfackey for alleged personal injury on September 13. 2019. 

3} Maria Jvkn_iivar for alleged personal II1JlllY on September 2, 2019. 

4) RH. &T for alleged property dm1rnge on Sep1ernber 5. 2019. 

3. HOUSING PROTECTION DEPARTMENT 

Staff report recommending the approval of a three-year cooperative purchase agreemenl with 3Di, Inc. 
(with the option to extend three additional years m one-year increments), for the development of a 
centralized data management system, and related equipment and mmntenance that will suppmi the serv1ces 
and act1v1ties of the Housing Protection Department. ~General Fund) 

Documents: 

JPDF 

4. PARKS. RECREATION & COMMUNITY SERVICES DEPARTMENT 

Staff report recommendmg approval to purchase three l3 J Elderly Nutntion Program replacement Delive1y 
Vel11cles from 72 Hours, LLC doing busmess a~ 'Nailonal Auto Fleet Group·' using the terms, conditions, 
and pricing in National Auto Fleet Group/Sourcewell Contract No 120716. cGeneral Fundj 

Documents: 

4YDF 

DEPARTMENTAL REPORTS 

DR-1. FINANCE DEPARTMENT 

Staffrepon presenting the Fiscal Year 2019-2020 Midye8r Budget 1<.eview Report. 

Documents: 

DR-2. PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT 



Staff rep01t recommending adoption of a resolution authorizing the submission of an application to the 
Local Agency Formation Commission for the Coun1y of Los Angeles. 

Documents: 

DR<2.PDF 

ORDINANCES 

Staff report recomrnendmg the introduction of an Ordinance arnendmg Chapter 3 of U1e Inglewood 
Municipal Code (IMC) to implement a Citywide Permit Parking Distncts Progrnm. 

Documents: 

0·1PDF 

REPORTS - CITY ATTORNEY 

A-1. Report on Closed Session Items. 

A-2. Oral reports - City Attorney. 

REPORTS - CITY MANAGER 

CM-1. Oral reports - City Manager. 

REPORTS - CITY CLERK 

CC-1. Oral reports - City Clerk. 

REPORTS - CITY TREASURER 

CT-1. Oral reports - City Treasurer. 

INGLEWOOD SUCCESSOR AGENCY 

CSA-1, 1 & H-1. 

W anant Rc:gisters. 

Documents: 

1, CS!\-!. H-1PDF 

ADJOURNMENT INGLEWOOD SUCCESSOR AGENCY 

INGLEWOOD HOUSING AUTHORITY 

H-1, 1 &CSA-1. 

W anant Rc:gisters. 

Documents: 

1, CS!\-!. H-1PDF 

H-2. SECTION 8, HOUSING & CDBG DEPARTMENT 

Staff rc:port recommending 1he adoption of a resolution updating 1he Administrnt1ve Plan for the Housing 



Choice Voucher Program and the opening of the waiting list for Section 8. 

Documents: 

H-2YDF 

H-3. SECTION 8, HOUSING & CDBG DEPARTMENT 

Sia ff report recommending the adoption of a resolution to accept Federn 1 fundmg from lh.o Department of 
Hcmsing and Urban D.ovelopment (HUD) for the Section 8 Housing Ch01ce Voucher Program under the 
Coronavims Aid. Relief, and Economic Security Act (CARES Act) 

Documents: 

H-3 PDF 

ADJOURNMENT !NGLEWOOD HOUSING AUTHORITY 

APPOINTMENTS TO BOARDS, COMMISSIONS, AND COMMITTEES 

PUBLIC COMMENTS REGARDING OTHER MATTERS 

Persons wishing 10 address the City Cmmc1l on any mat1er conn.octed with City business not elsewhere 
considered on the ag.onda may do so al this time Persons with complaints regarding City management or 
depa1tmental operations are requested to submit those complaints first to the City I\1anager for resolution. 

MAYOR AND COUNCIL REMARKS 

The members of the City Cmmcil will provide oral reports. mcluding reports on City related travels where lodging 
expenses are mcurred, and/or address any matters they deem of general interest to the public 

ADJOURNMENT CITY COUNCIL 

In the event that today's meeting of the Cily Council is not held, or is concluded prior to a public heanng or other 
agenda item being considered. the public hearing or non-public hearing agenda item will automatlcallv be 
continued to the nex1 regularly scheduled Cily Council meelmg. Tf you Yvill reqmre special accommodations, due 
to a disability, please contact the Office of the City Clerk at 1310) 412-5280 or FAX (310) 412-5533, One 
lVfanchester Boulevard. Firs I Floc'L Tnglewood City HalL Tnglewc,ocL CA 9030 l. All req1wsts for special 
accommodations must be received 72 hcmrs pnor to the day of the Council Meetings. 



The Silverstein Law Firm, APC 
June 30, 2020 

Brown Act Violations; Cure and Correct Demand in 
Connection with City Council Meetings on June 9 and June 
16, 2020 and Demand to Cease and Desist, Including Under 

Govt. Code§ 54960.2; IBEC Project SCH 2018021056; 
Request to Include this letter in Record for IBEC DEIR 

EXHIBIT 3 



From: 

To: 

CC: 
Date: 

Veronica Lebron 

yhorton@cityofi nglewood .org; a phi Iii ps@cityofi nglewood .org; mwi lcox@cityofi ng le wood .org 

Robert Silverstein; Naira Soghbatyan; Esther Kornfeld 

6/9/2020 2:39 PM 

Subject: Deprived of Public Participation during June 9, 2020 City Council Meeting 

Dear City Clerk, Mayor and City Council Members: 

We have repeatedly attempted to call the City at the telephone number indicated on the City Council Agenda for June 9, 2020. 

However, we have continuously received an auto response that the access code was not recognized. Please see attached the 
video of our failed attempts to call today. 

Let the record reflect that we have been deprived of the possibility to submit a public comment during the meeting, in violation of 
the Brown Act. 

We have also watched the meeting and obtained a new code 0833144#. However, we were unable to connect and participate in 
the meeting, other than in "listening mode" and we were not provided the opportunity to speak despite dialing the available 
mode of raising the hand. 

Please include this correspondence in the administrative record of both General Plan Amendments before you today, as well as 
the administrative record for the IBEC DEIR. 

Thank you. 

Veronica Lebron 
The Silverstein Law Firm, APC 
215 North Marengo Avenue, 3rd Floor 
Pasadena, CA 91101-1504 
Telephone: (626) 449-4200 
Facsimile: (626) 449-4205 
Email: Veronica@RobertSilversteinLaw.com 
Website: www.RobertSilversteinLaw.com 

The information contained in this electronic mail message is confidential 
information intended only for the use of the individual or entity named above, 
and may be privileged. The information herein may also be protected by the 
Electronic Communications Privacy Act, 18 USC Sections 2510-2521. If the 
reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified 
that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is 
strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please 
immediately notify us by telephone (626-449-4200), and delete the original 
message. Thank you. 

----------------------------------------------------------------------



From: 

To: 

CC: 
Date: 

Naira Soghbatyan 

yhorton@cityofinglewood.org; Mindala Wilcox 

Robert Silverstein; Veronica Lebron 

6/16/2020 7:25 PM 

Subject: Request for Clarification and Decision/Documents re June 16, 2020 CC Agenda Item Nos. SPH-2 and SPH-3. 

Dear Ms. Horton and Ms. Wilcox: 

Please include this letter in the administrative record of the IBEC Project (SCH 2018021056). 

I have watched the relatively short City Council hearing on June 16, 2020. 

I heard staff requesting that the PH-1 and PH-2 items (General Plan amendments)- which were considered and approved on 
June 9, 2020 - "be rescinded" and reconsidered as "new items" on June 30, 2020. However, I did not see any motion or vote 
taken on the staffs request to rescind, beyond the Mayor's own single statement that Items SPH-2 and SPH-3 re General Plan 
Amendments will be set for a hearing on June 30, 2020. 

Please forward us any official decision/document regarding Item Nos. SPH-2 and/or SPH-3, if any, including but not limited to 
Council action(s) taken on those items and anything indicating whether the General Plan amendments and respective CEQA 
exemptions approved on June 9, 2020 were indeed rescinded, as staff recommended. 

Thank you. 

Naira Soghbatyan, Esq. 
The Silverstein Law Firm, APC 
215 North Marengo Avenue, 3rd Floor 
Pasadena, CA 91101-1504 
Telephone: (626) 449-4200 
Facsimile: (626) 449-4205 
Emai I: Nai ra@RobertSi lverstei nLaw.com 
Website: www.RobertSilversteinLaw.com 

The information contained in this electronic mail message is confidential 
information intended only for the use of the individual or entity named above, 
and may be privileged. The information herein may also be protected by the 
Electronic Communications Privacy Act, 18 USC Sections 2510-2521. If the 
reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified 
that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is 
strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please 
immediately notify us by telephone (626-449-4200), and delete the original 
message. Thank you. 



From: 

To: 

CC: 

Date: 

Subject: 

Naira Soghbatyan 

aphillips@cityofinglewood.org; Mindala Wilcox; yhorton@cityofinglewood.org 

Robert Silverstein; Veronica Lebron; Esther Kornfeld 

6/16/2020 2:42 PM 

Brown Act Violation on June 9, 2020; Comments to June 16, 2020 CC Agenda Item Nos. SPH-2 and SPH-3; 
and Objection to June 16, 2020 CC Agenda Item No. 0-1 

Attachments: June 9 2020 City Council Hearing FB Comments.pdf 

Dear Mayor, City Council and City officials 

Please include this letter in the administrative record of the IBEC Project SCH SCH 2018021056. 

This letter is in response to the City's communication we received yesterday, June 15, 2020, June 16, 2020 City Council Hearing 
Agenda items SPH-2 and SPH-3 that the June 15, 2020 relates to, as well as an objection to the June 16, 2020 City Council 
Hearing Agenda Item 0-1 related to the Adoption of the Citywide Permit Parking Districts Program and related Ordinance. 

1. Deprivation of Public Right to Address Decisionmakers under Govt. Code Sections 54954(b){3) and 54954.3 

It is a fact that the Agenda of June 9, 2020 had provided an incorrect access code, which was the only way the public could 
directly address the decisionmakers, distinct from their right to also contact the City in writing. It is also a fact that we and the 
public attempted to contact the City at the incorrect access code provided on the agenda. The City violated the Brown Act's 
requirements to provide a correct advance agenda notice of the access code, as well as to provide uninterrupted and 
reasonable opportunity for the public to contact the City even upon the late correction access code, in violation of Govt. Code 
Sections 54954(b)(3) and 54954.3. These statutory requirements are also consistent with the COVID-19 Executive Order N-29-
20, which solely waives the physical presence requirements and yet mandates both notice and accessibility of all public 
meetings. 

In view of our and others' failed attempts to address the decisionmakers on June 9, 2020, we have requested special 
assurances and special accommodations to ensure that we and the public can be heard and can exercise our statutory right 
under the Brown Act at both June 17, 2020 Planning Commission Hearing and at any other public meeting. Our statements that 
over 100 people were deprived of the opportunity to address the decisionmakers on June 9, 2020 are supported by over 100 
comments people left on Facebook in real time - during the very June 9, 2020 meeting - asking for an opportunity to speak and 
complaining of the technical difficulties to hear others' speeches. 

Attached hereto is a printout of all the real time correspondence by the public, as well as the City's acknowledgment of the 
problem during the June 9, 2020 meeting. The list of comments arguably does not include the people who had attempted to call 
and yet were unable to view the meeting on Facebook either to learn about the corrected code or to leave comments on 
Facebook - all due to the lack of access to computer/internet or lack of computer skills. 

We also note that for those who had been calling the City on June 9, 2020 - even with the City's late-corrected access code -
were still deprived of the opportunity to speak because the instructions given at the meeting to dial# and then again# "to raise 
your hand" to make a comment were incorrect, as the "raise your hand" command given on the phone was "#2.". The incorrect 
instructions with the dial code were provided by staff orally during the hearing and were provided in writing on Facebook in real­
time communications from the City. 

We and the public request assurances and special accommodations to ensure that the City's teleconferencing is supported by 
an advance agenda, with a correct telephone and access code, printed in the same large print as the rest of the agenda, and 
free of any interruptions, background or static noises or other technical disturbances. 

2. Re-Consideration of SPH-2 and SPH-3 and Recirculation of the IBEC DEIR. 
In view of the undisputed technical problems with teleconferencing and the City's Brown Act violations to provide due notice and 
accessibility to the June 9, 2020 meetings, we support the reconsideration of the items upon accurate timely notice of the new 
hearing provided for the consideration of the General Plan Amendments in Items SPH-2 and SPH-3. 

We also reiterate our claim that the General Plan Amendments will further the IBEC Project, are part of the latter, and must be 
considered in the IBEC Project EIR and together with all IBEC Project approvals. 

The General Plan amendments were proposed on April 1, 2020, when Notices of Exemption for both General Plan amendments 
were posted online. This was long after March 24, 2020, when the public review period for the IBEC DEIR closed. Since no 
analysis of the later-advanced General Plan amendments of density/intensity modifications in the Land Use element and new 
Environmental Justice element (and their impacts) occurred in the IBEC DEIR, the noted General Plan amendments constitute a 
significant change and mandate that the DEIR be recirculated to provide the respective analysis under CEQA Guidelines Sec. 
15088.5(a). 

We therefore request not only the reconsideration of the General Plan amendments to ensure proper public participation, but 
also the recirculation of the IBEC Project DEIR, to include the analysis of the General Plan Amendments and their impacts 
therein. 



3. Objections to the Adoption of the Ordinance re Citywide Permit Parking Districts Program, Agenda Item No. 0-1. 
We object to the City's adoption of the Ordinance re Citywide Permit Parking Districts Program as it is in violation of CEQA's 
piecemealing prohibition. 
The proposal to introduce citywide parking district changes was brought up after the IBEC DEIR public comment period closed 
on March 24, 2020. The language of the Ordinance itself mentions that the Ordinance and the proposed changes are 
interrelated with the IBEC Project and are to address the parking issues associated with the foreseeable events upon the 
implementation and operation of the IBEC Project. Yet, the IBEC DEIR coes not mention the sweeping citywide parking 
regulation changes, which will significantly limit public right to park on residential streets. To the contrary, the IBEC DEIR claimed 
that the Project would reduce traffic by 15% due to the Project's proximity to Metro and shuttle services. 

We therefore object to the City's adoption of the Citywide Permit Parking Districts Program and the associated Ordinance under 
Agenda Item No. 0-1 because of piecemealing from the IBEC Project, and request that the analysis of the impacts of the 
parking ordinance be included in the IBEC Project DEIR. We also request that the IBEC Project DEIR be recirculated under 
CEQA Guidelines Sec. 15088.5(a), to address the significant change related to the changes in the parking regulations to further 
the IBEC Project. 

Thank you .. 

Naira Soghbatyan, Esq. 
The Silverstein Law Firm, APC 
215 North Marengo Avenue, 3rd Floor 
Pasadena, CA 91101-1504 
Telephone: (626) 449-4200 
Facsimile: (626) 449-4205 
Email: Naira@RobertSilversteinlaw.com 
Website: www.RobertSilversteinlaw.com 

The information contained in this electronic mail message is confidential 
information intended only for the use of the individual or entity named above, 
and may be privileged. The information herein may also be protected by the 
Electronic Communications Privacy Act, 18 USC Sections 2510-2521. If the 
reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified 
that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is 
strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please 
immediately notify us by telephone (626-449-4200), and delete the original 
message. Thank you. 
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2d ·Edited 
{:~~;::•:t: 

Cal Kelly · 5: 13 The access code for the public call in isn't working. 
Manage 

Cal Kelly · 5:21 do you have one that we can use to dial in? 
M':ln':lg~ 
2d 

Trisha Sanchez · 6: 18 Good Afternoon everyone 
Manage 
2d 

April Hooper · 8:30 I cannot get in with the access code either. I would like to leave a comment 
against amending the general plan affecting the density rate. I think it is PH2. Please also explain 
the implications of the plan. 
Manage 
2d 

Marvin Mccoy · 8: 4 3 Well surprise! ! Surprise 
Manage 
2d 

Denise Gonzales · 11 :21 Maybe you have access when it actually starts. Make sure you screen 
shot your concerns or issues with phoning in. We need to let them know if their system is not 
working. 
Manage 
2d 



April Hooper · 13 :34 Where do we leave public comments? My comment was not read to the 
council! 
Manage 

Cal Kelly · 13 :44 We can't get into the phone lines!! 
Manage 
2d 

0. 
2UrbanGirls · 14: 18 Residents complaining the numbers provided in the public hearing notice 
didn't work 
Manage 
2d 

Fabio Silva · 14: 10 No attendees on queue? 
M':ln':lg~ 
2d 

Lynn Wallace · 6:25 The access# does not work. There is no way to call in. 
Manage 
2d 

Fabio Silva · 15:39 Anyone near city hall and can join meeting to let them know call in numbers 
don't work? 
Manage 
2d 

Janell Carla Williams · 16:07 City of Inglewood Government please advise the residents in the 
chat who indicated an inability to get in and advise the meeting. They have every right to be 
heard and the technical difficulties need to be addressed quickly 
M':l!rng~ 
2d 

Louis Ettiene Robert Keene · 16:08 Following 



Manaoe ___________________ ::;,: __ _ 

2d 

City oflnglewood Government · 16: 13 Members of the public can participate telephonically to 
submit public comments on agenda items, public hearings, and/or City business by dialing 1-
877-369-5243 or 1-617-668-3633 (Access Code 0995996##). 
Manage 
2d 

Cal Kelly · 16:08 exactly Denise! 
Manage 
2d 

Denise Gonzales · 16:05 They should have someone monitoring the FB page 
Manage 
2d 

City oflnglewood Government · 16:55 We do, and we are. :-) 
Manage 
2d 

Fabio Silva · 16:41 They ignore FB comments. 
Manage 
2d 

City of Inglewood Government · 17: 11 We do not. :-) 
Manage 
2d 

Fabio Silva · 17:30 Pound sign has to be pressed twice? 

Cal Kelly · 17:32 I've done that several times and I'm still not able to dial in 



Manaoe ___________________ ::;,: __ _ 

Cal Kelly · 17:38 the access code doesn't work 
Manage 
2d 

Fabio Silva · 18:01 18773695243 
Mmrn_g~ 
2d 

Lynn Wallace · 18:21 The access code does not work 
Manage 
2d 

April Hooper · 18:20 Those are the numbers I called. They don't work 
M':ln':lg~ 
2d 

Trisha Sanchez · 18:50 Thank you Mayor 
Manage 
2d 

Janell Carla Williams · 18:57 that access code comes up as invalid, Citv ofinglewood 
QQys;_m_rnsmt please try calling this does not work 
Manage 
2d 

Fabio Silva · 19: 15 18773695242 code 0833144# 
Manage 
2d 

0. 
2UrbanGirls · 19:24 0995996 access code does NOT work! ------------------------------------------

Manage 



2d 

0. 
2UrbanGirls · 19:59 You see how the City Clerk intentionally gave out the incorrect access 
code? 
Manage 

Cal Kelly · 19:44 okay, thank you 
Mmrn_g~ 
2d 

{:~~;::•:t: 

Cal Kelly · 19:46 that worked for me 
Manage 
2d 

Fabio Silva · 22:49 Where do the two #s come fro? We're first told one# and now it is two #s. 
What is it? 
Manage 
2d 

City oflnglewood Government · 23:53 Press# then wait a second, and press# again. 
Manage 

Amanda Charlotte Rollins · 25:57 What is the phone number and code for? Is that to call in? 
Manage 
2d 

0. 
2Urban(iirls · 28:18 It's only one# sign 
Manage 
2d 

Fabio Silva · 28:16 Did the code change yet again? 
Manage 



Amanda Charlotte Rollins · 25:07 I live in Inglewood, never logged into one of these before, are 
these just city goals? 
Manage 
2d 

Alexis Sarahi Aceves · 0:46 Amanda Charlotte Rollins welcome ~D hope you keep coming. 
It's needed for more residents to join and be heard. 
Manage 
2d 

Fabio Silva · 28:58 Why is this such a mess? Please provide us, definitively, what the call-in 
numbers are and the complete codes for each number. 
Manage 
2d 

0. 
2UrbanGirls · 29: 18 Morales just made a motion to move and adopt PHI, PH2 & 3 
Mmrn_g~ 
2d 

Gilbert Mathieu · 30: 13 THAT IS B S MAYOR BUTTS CODE CHANGED MAN UP U 
BEING PLAYED 
Manage 
2d 

0. 
~_U_rQ_C!!:!Qii:l~ · 30:58 Is he gonna say what the changes are on pages 2-5 and 8-9? 
Manage 
2d 

Gilbert Mathieu · 32:41 MAKE SURE HAVE MID YEAR SUDGET ORALLYO RECIEVE 
AND FILE 
Manage 
2d 



Denise Gonzales · 33 :45 Do we really want dense development considering the recent 
pandemic. There is a reason so many people died in New York. 
Manage 

Cal Kelly · 34:59 3.02 people per unit seems reasonable, but, how are we defining a unit? 
Manage 
2d 

Cal Kelly · 35:13 Obviously 3 people in a studio isn't great 
Manage 
2d 

Fabio Silva · 32:31 Cit oflnglewood Government: Please provide us, definitively, what the call­
in numbers are and the complete codes for each number. 
M':ln':lg~ 
2d 

Janell Carla Williams · 35:31 City of Inglewood Government can you please post and pin the 
current numbers to eliminate any additional confusion and ensure all have a chance to voice their 
thoughts. 
Manage 

Amanda Charlotte Rollins · 36:22 this is what i heard them say last but who really know ... 
(877)369-5243 - 0833144 #then# again 
Manage 
2d ·Edited 

Reina Rose · 36:34 Would someone pis post a working access code?? 
M':l!rng~ 
2d 



Gilbert Mathieu · 36:46 MAYOR THE COMMUNITY IS WITH YOU/ WE ARE BETTER 
CITY THAN MOST/WE WILL THRIVE/SURVIVE GIL 
Manage 
2d 

Janell Carla Williams · 37:01 8773695423 - code 0833144# # 
Manage 
2d 

Trisha Sanchez · 36:56 Thank You Mayor again 
Manage 
2d 

Fabio Silva · 37:24 1-877-369-5243, code 0833144, then press#, then press# again. 
Manage 
2d 

Fabio Silva · 38:46 City ofinglewood: Why is Mayor Butts refusing to listen? He clearly has no 
interest in listening to any public comment, and there are in fact obstacles to participation. 
Manage 
2d 

Denise Gonzales · 39: 14 This is not a questions and answers forum 
Mmrn_g~ 
2d 

Trisha Sanchez · 39:36 Yes! 
Manage 
2d 

Reina Rose · 39:41 Thank you for code. 
M':ln':lg~ 
2d 



La Wanda Morris · 39:50 was there a questions and answer forum? 
Manage 
2d 

Denise Gonzales · 40:18 Who knows 
Manage 
2d 

Trisha Sanchez · 40:39 Thank you for allowing Clarification from FB Comments 
Manage 
2d 

Fabio Silva · 35:41 Cit of Inglewood Government: Please provide us, definitively, what the call­
in numbers are and the complete codes for each number. We heard again that it is 877-369-5243, 
with code 0833144, but Butts gave a different code. 
M':ln':lg~ 
2d 

l Reply 

Gilbert Mathieu · 41 :42 butts DO NOT GET IN THE BS NEED BETTER HOOK UP THRU 
SPECTRUM U BEING AT ARGET 
Manage 
2d 

0. 
2Urban(iirls · 41:58 Thank you for answering my question 
Manage 
2d 

April Hooper · 42:05 The phone operator muted me so my comment was not heard 
Manage 
2d 



Fabio Silva · 43 :01 Public comment period should be kept open given the numerous difficulties 
faced for call-ins. 
Manage 
2d 

I Reply 

Cal Kelly · 44: 17 And no one else was able to speak on the call? 
Manage 
2d 

Fabio Silva · 46:39 one person got through. Mayor Butts told her that her call wasn't timely. A 
second call got through, and he told her that she can't ask questions. She didn't have a comment, 
so call ended. 
Manage 
2d 

Trisha Sanchez · 35:21 When she called her conversation was all broken up ! I couldn't 
understand what she saying ? It was definitely unclear. Mayor did tell her to call back D ¥ D 
Manage 
2d 

_City_ __ QfJngl_~_W.QQd ___ Q_QY~rnm~_nt · 49:39 Please utilize the City Council Meeting Agenda link in 
the comment section that was provided at the beginning of the meeting. It will redirect you to the 
agenda which contains the call in number (in this case it was incorrect) as well as the email if 
you wish to submit comments via email. That email is yhorton@cityofinglewood.org 
Manage 
2d 

City of Inglewood Government · 50:37 All of this information is provided prior to the start of 
the meeting. If you prefer to have this information distributed earlier, send an email to 
yhorton@cityofinglewood.org and make your request heard. 
Manage 
2d 

Trisha Sanchez · 37:50 Definitely a Process 
M':ln':lg~ 
2d 



Cal Kelly · 43 :43 wait, did they consider the public comment sent in via email? I didn't hear 
anything about that and my wife sent something in on Sunday 
Manage 
2d 

Fabio Silva · 44:33 They made no mention of any emails. 
Manage 
2d 

Marvin Mccoy · 44:33 They should 
Manage 
2d 

City oflnglewood Government · 53 :04 yhorton@cityofinglewood.org is the email to submit 
comments and questions. Did your wife use that email? 
Manage 

Cal Kelly · 51 :01 I was the one that called in with the question and was told that this wasn't the 
space for Q&A. I could barely speak because the feedback on the call was so distracting, no 
wonder none of you could hear me. 
M':ln':lg~ 
2d 

Citv oflnglewood Government · 51 :27 Were you watching the meeting and talking at the same 
time? 
Mmrn_g~ 
2d 

Trisha Sanchez · 39:46 Good question! 
Manage 
2d 

Fabio Silva · 54:04 Public commentators are admonished for not having their masks on. But 
Mayor Butts is exempt? 



Manaoe ___________________ ::;,: __ _ 

Cal Kelly · 52:23 City Oflnglewood: My wife emailed both Yvonne and APhillips prior to the 
meeting. I'm unclear if her comments were considered and what the outcome of the General Plan 
ammendment was b/c the phone line went silent and when it was active again they'd moved on. 
Manage 
2d 

City of Inglewood Government · 55: 17 Did you use this email yhorton@cityofinglewood.org? 
Manage 
2d 

Cal Kelly · 56: 12 Yes, they were sent to that email on Sunday along with 
aphilli ps@cityofinglewood.org 
Manage 
2d 

Denise Gonzales · 56: 11 Cal Kelly you voice was definitely distorted. We could not make out 
what you were saying. 
Mmrn_g~ 
2d 

{:~~;::•:t: 

Cal Kelly · 56:22 these were the emails provided in the public hearing agenda 
Manage 
2d 

Fabio Silva · 57:29 Could you paste content of emails in comments on this live feed? 
Manage 

Cal Kelly · 54:19 Re: your question, yes, she did use that email. Also, re: your other question, I 
have the live stream happening on my computer and the volume all the way down. I'm using my 
phone for audio. I heard a lot of feedback anyway on the phone line with another resident dialed 
in so I think there is an issue with the service. 
Manage 



2d 

Trisha Sanchez · 41:36 Could be ! 
M':ln':lg~ 
2d 

April Hooper · 56: 14 I agree with Cal. I was the one who got through the first time and the echo 
was so bad I couldn't think. I did not have the sound up. Then I couldn't speak on the hearing that 
I wanted to speak on because the operator kept telling me to unmute my phone. It was unmuted. I 
checked. It was on their end. 
Manage 
2d 

City of Inglewood Government · 59:54 Thanks for the feedback. We are going to look into the 
issue and see what happened. 
Manage 
2d 

Trisha Sanchez · 47:57 Thank You for following through with the calls and emails. 
Manage 
2d 

City of Inglewood Government · 54:05 CALL IN NUMBER- (877)369-5243 
ACCESS CODE =0833144 
Manage 
2d 

Gilbert Mathieu · 1 :05:06 DO NOT recognize code/dump facebook/ go to SPECTRUM 
MAYOR BUTTS U ARE BEING PLAYED/THESE ARE SHARKS/HA VE COMMENTS 
CALL 323 854 0114 WILL TALK THRU YO MIKE OR PHONE/ GIL 
Manage 
2d 

Cal Kelly · 1:07:15 okay, thank you! 
Manage 
2d 



Cal Kelly · 57:46 Sounds like April had the same issue earlier when she spoke and then further 
issue when trying to comment at the Gen. Plan discussion. There is clearly an issue with the 
phone service. 
Manage 
2d 

Fabio Silva · 59:36 I'm much more skeptical. Would not be surprised if Council purposely use 
weak VOIP telephone lines, in order to frustrate callers. 
Manage 
2d 

City ofinglewood Government · 1 :07:59 Fabio Silva? Please stop. That is not true. This is a 
new process considering the COVID pandemic, we are trying our best to navigate. Please 
continue to call in or submit questions via email. 
M':ln':lg~ 
2d 

0. 
2Urban(iirls · 1 :08:57 Here is where you get taxed for the people mover 
Manage 
2d 

0. 
2UrbanGirls · 1 :09:04 Approved unanimously 
Manage 

Cal Kelly · 1:09:12 yes, thank you very much 
Manage 

Cal Kelly · 1:01 :27 City of Inglewood: Thank you. Is it possible to have the council address 
whether/not they've reviewed public comments emailed for the General Plan before the end of 
the meeting? Also, were the changes approved? 
Manage 
2d 



City of Inglewood Government · 1:05:17 We will submit this comment to the Council. Can not 
guarantee they will address. 
Manage 
2d 

City of Inglewood Government · 1 :08:27 He just addressed your question. 
Manage 
2d 

City __ Qf_fagl~_wQ_Q_g ___ QQy~rm1J~IJJ · 1 :08:37 Did that provide clarity? 
Manage 
2d 

Trisha Sanchez · 53:37 Yes!! Mayor asked again and clarified public Comments and emails 
Manage 
2d ·Edited 

Fabio Silva · 1: 12:38 They better get it right the first time. The cost of replacing signs is not 
cheap. 
M':ln':lg~ 
2d 

Denise Gonzales · 58:47 Is this the first FB live? Just wondering what previous experiences 
have been. This is my first time. 
Manage 
2d 

City oflnglewood Government · 1:12:56 This is not. We hold FB Live Council meetings 
regularly. However, incorporating the call in functionality is new and we are working through 
the technical issues. 
Manage 
2d 

Marie De Luna Marcial · 1: 15:31 Woo! $400k! What position? 
Manage 



2d 

Fabio Silva · l: 16: 18 I love this woman. She shows up! She calls people out! She holds their 
feet to the fire! She is an example of Democracy that most of us (including myself) are too lazy 
to do. 
Manage 
2d 

Marie De Luna Marcial · 40:04 Fabio Silva who is she? 
Manage 
2d 

~ 
Sonya Stoneham · l: 16:59 She from that old school. Ilove it too 
Mmrn_g~ 
2d 

Trisha Sanchez · l: 16:48 She Complains too much ! ! 
Manage 
2d 

Fabio Silva · 1: 17:29 I don't know. I want her name on at-shirt. MS. BROWN!! 
Manage 
2d 

~ 
Sonya Stoneham · 1:18:07 Me too 
Manage 
2d 

Trisha Sanchez · l: 17:20 Maria the Treasurer time for her go ! ! ! ! ! 
Manage 
2d 



Marie De Luna Marcial · 41 :34 Trisha Sanchez not sure what you are saying. Can you clarify? 
Manage 
2d 

Marvin Mccoy · 1: 18: 52 What a hell of a meeting 
Manage 
2d 

Fabio Silva · 1:19:55 Nobody queued up because council is using cans and string for call-ins. 
Manage 
2d 

I Reply 

Trisha Sanchez · 1: 19:08 Thanked God City treasurer Get off the Podium! 
Manage 
2d 

Marvin Mccoy · I :21 :25 You work for the city 
Mmrn_g~ 
2d 

Victoria Preciado · 1 :21 :35 Congratulations Malik! Soooo proud of you! 
Manage 
2d 

Trisha Sanchez · 1:21:36 Congratulations' 
Manage 
2d 

Sonya Stoneham · 1 :24:35 Thank you 
Manage 
2d 



\.. ) 
Sonya Stoneham · l :25: 14 Yes please. 
Manage 
2d 

Denise Gonzales · 1 :23 :27 Peggy Aldridge they have been cutting off her speaking time for the 
past few months. So wrong. It's good citizens can see this online. 
Manage 
2d 

Marie De Luna Marcial · 48:36 Denise Gonzales if they only give her three minutes, people 
should support and line up right behind her and continue the speak. 
Manage 
2d 

Denise Gonzales · l :25:59 I agree. This is about the City's finances. They fail to be transparent. 
Manage 
2d 

Denise Gonzales · l :24:23 It's out there Marie. You just have to read the articles. 
Manage 
2d 

Marie De Luna Marcial · 50:02 Denise Gonzales when those articles come out, I likely miss 
them, please send them my way, so I can catch up. 
Manage 
2d 

Denise Gonzales · l :22:03 Someone needs to hold this city financial accountable. 
Mmrn_g~ 
2d 

Marie De Luna Marcial · 47:04 Denise Gonzales I'd like to hear more. 
Manage 
2d 



April Hooper · 1 :27:02 2UrbanGirls has written about the disputes between them. 
Manage 
2d 
View more replies 

Denise Gonzales · 1:28:39 Un-silence Wanda Brown 
Manage 
2d 

Denise Gonzales · 1 :29:59 Ultimately you have the power to change the fireworks situation. 
Manage 
2d 

La Wanda Morris · 1:30:13 We all need to take a closer look at Inglewood Finances. 
Manage 
2d 

La Wanda Morris · 1 :30:36 I'll be searching the website for published information 
Manage 
2d 

Candace Hardy · 1 :24:31 When will we start hiring for Sifi Stadium 
Manage 
2d 

City ofinglewood Government · 1 :26:28 Hiring is happening already. 
http://lastadiumathp.com/opportunities/ 
Manage 

lastadiumathp.com 
Opportunities I SoFi Stadium ... 



2d 

Candace Hardy · 0:16 Thank you 
Manage 
2d 

Fabio Silva · l :30:48 Did anyone catch that firework number? 
Manage 
2d 

l Reply 

Marvin Mccoy · l :31 :50 He's the Mayor's puppet 
Manage 
2d 

Marvin Mccoy · 1 :32:04 As is the council 
Manage 
2d 

Marvin Mccoy · 1 :32:58 This Mayor is extra 
Manage 
2d 

Marvin Mccoy · 1: 33:13 Get to the Treasurer report 
Manage 
2d 

Marvin Mccoy · l :33 :24 Always self glorifying 
Manage 
2d 



Marie De Luna Marcial · l :32:30 Are there no women on the council? 
Manage 
2d 

Ana Mendez · 56:21 Omg, that's exactly what I was going to post. This is all macho men. 
M':ln':lg~ 
2d 

Denise Gonzales · l :30:55 Yes Fabio Silva, it was your number and that's why you missed it;) 
Manage 
2d 

Fabio Silva · 1 :31 :43 I'm switching over to cans and string too, like the city council 
Mmrn_g~ 
2d 

Marie De Luna Marcial · 56:46 Fabio Silva 
Manage 
Download this video 

GIP HY 

2d 

Denise Gonzales · l :27:43 April Hooper, yes and Daily Breeze. This does not happen in any 
other city in So. Cal. So wrong. 
Manage 
2d 

Ana Mendez · 58: 13 Denise Gonzales, what doesn't happen in any other city? 
Manage 



Amanda Charlotte Rollins · 1 :36:53 nobody knows where they are coming from, and it's 2am, 
no way i am knocking on anybody's door over a firework lol 
Manage 
2d 

~ 
\.. ',) 
Sonya Stoneham · l :37:25 So true 
Manage 
2d 

Fabio Silva · 1:37:31 So, we're supposed to be okay with fireworks because we're all now safe? 
Is my house safe when a firework lands on my roof? 
Manage 
2d 

Denise Gonzales · l :37:43 Trisha, in all fairness the men did not treat Judy well. She definitely 
had her shortcomings but she at least kept us somewhat informed. I feel like this council does not 
provide enough transparency - especially when it comes to the future of our city. City Council 
meetings on a Tuesday at ~_:_Q_Q_ is a pretty good example. 
Manage 

Amanda Charlotte Rollins · 1:37:58 yea it's scary at first! i have a 3 year old daughter and she is 
really afraid of them and we have to keep her window open cause it's too hot to sleep 
Manage 
2d 

Mose Tyler · 1 :38:28 A search warrant to go into people's house searching for fireworks are 
they serious police time could be utilized in a more logical way 
Manage 
2d 

Fabio Silva · l :39: 11 My neighbors are nasty, and I'm supposed to walk over there and ask them 
nicely to stop closing off the street and launching fireworks into the sky? This isn't Mayberry 
Mayor Butts. 
Manage 
2d 



Denise Gonzales · l :39:31 About the same salary his old assistant was getting. 
Manage 
2d 

Marvin Mccoy · l :40:53 Are u serious Mayor? 
Manage 
2d 

Janell Carla Williams · 1:41:35 This feels highly inappropriate 
Manage 
2d 

Fabio Silva · 1:42:02 And in the name of George Floyd! 
Manage 

Amanda Charlotte Rollins · 0:00 welp, glad to have joined you all, my first meeting here, kinda 
confused but maybe i'll catch on 
Manage 
2d 

Ana Mendez · 1:04:20. 
Manage 
2d 

Ana Mendez · l :40:38 who knows how much money these elected officials make? 
Manage 
2d 

Marie De Luna Marcial · 1 :04:29 Ana Mendez it should be posted somewhere. It public info. 
Look it up. 
Mmrn_g~ 
2d 



Ana Mendez · 0:00 Marie De Luna Marcial, can you see this post? 
Manage 
2d 

Venera Johnson · 0:33 What time does or did it start? 
Manage 
2d 

Gilbert Mathieu · 6:43 TOTAL BS BUTTS AFRAID OF RESIDENTS COMMEMTS 
Manage 
Id 

Gilbert Mathieu · 28:36 GEORGE FLOYD HAD HOMECOMING CELEBRATION TODA YI 
WAT DEF*** IS WRONG WIT U? 
Manage 
Id 

Gilbert Mathieu · 35: 17 WHEN ARE TE LOCAL 3ELECTIONS? 
M':ln':lg~ 
Id 

Alesia Ellis · I :08 Thank youO 
Manage 
Id 

Gilbert Mathieu · 38:00 IS TRUlVIP THE OPERATOR FOR PHONE? 
M':l!rng~ 
Id 

Gilbert Mathieu · 45:52 JIMMY U ARE SWIMMING WITH SHARKS/OUT YO LANE BRO/ 
YOUR ADMINISTRATIVE STAFF WEAK AND WILL BAIL OUT/ 10/4 
Manage 
Id 



Cal Kelly · 46:55 City oflnglewood: We have no idea if your council has considered the emails 
sent about the General Plan Amendments. In fact, I couldn't even hear the end of the discussion 
re: the General Plan because we are having so many issues with the public phone line provided. I 
believe others wanted to speak, yet that was not resolved. Please address this before the end of 
the public hearing. 
Manage 
2d 

Denise Gonzales · 0:00 Cal Kelly and yet they approved it 

Mmrn_g~ 
Id 

Denise Gonzales · 0:00 See you next week! Let's keep our city officials accountable. 
Manage 
Id · Edited 

Amanda Charlotte Rollins · I :39:31 question ... so why do they happen in this city more than 
most? I've lived all over LA and they seem to happen more here than anywhere else i have lived. 
Is it just cause they are legal here? 
Manage 
2d 

Fabio Silva · I :40: 11 Butts says it's "cultural". His words. 
Manage 
2d 

Celi Gonzalez · 0:00 Fabio Silva that is true. Cultural is correct. 
Manage 
Id 

April Hooper · 1:19:52 Hushing people by calling them complainers. Wow! That's why we 
protest!! Trisha, please show some respect. 
Manage 
2d 



Fabio Silva · 1 :28:07 Trisha is good people. She watches these things often, and I applaud her. I 
can see why she might be tired oflistening to Ms. Brown. In a year from now, I might be a bit 
tired of it myself But, I have to remind myself -- she is there and I am not! She is exercising her 
right to comment! 
Manage 
2d 

Fabio Silva · l :30:25 Did anyone catch that firework number? 
Manage 
2d 

Trisha Sanchez · 0:00 Fabio, Thank You! •DI am a good person . Listen I stop watching the 
City Council Meetings when Judy Dunlap was on the Council. She was so negative!! It was hard 
to sit and watch. 
Manage 
2d 

Simone Price · 0:20 So the fireworks hotline is a run around number, I believe it is 310-412-
4333 (According to the newsletter I received from my councilman). When you call it, the 
voicemail is full, you get rerouted to the city hall clerk, they referred me to the Eye on ... S-~~ 
More 
Manage 
ld 

April Hooper · 0:00 Simone Price I think it was toward the end when each of the council people 
were making their closing comments 
Manage 
Id 

April Hooper · I :40:50 Trisha and Fabio, I couldn't reply in the thread .. I have a feeling that we 
have more in common than we have differences. And I think together we could get a lot done for 
our city. But, I don't think it helps to call her a "complainer". I too have been watching the city 
council meetings since the Judy Dunlap days. But, isn 
Manage 
2d 



April Hooper · 1 :41 :21 Isn't it just as negative to call Ms Brown a complainer? 
Manage 
2d 

English Orange · 0:00 April Hooper I like Ms. Brown. I wanted to hear more. Can you tell me 
who she is? 
Manage 
2lh 
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*****NOTE FROM THE CITY: PUBUC PARTICIPATION: Pursuant to Executive N-29-20, which suspends portions 
of the Brown Act, and given the current health concerns, members of the public can access meetings live on. 
line, with audio and limited video, at https:l/www.facebook.com/cityofinglewood and on Spectrum Cable 
Channel 35. In addition, members of the public can participate telephonical!y to submit public comments on 
agenda items, public hearings, and/or City business by dialing 1 -877 -369-5243 or 1-617-668-3633 (Access Code 
0995996##). The conference begins at 1 :30 p.m., Pacific Time on June 16, 2020, and all interested parties may 
join the conference 5 minutes prior. Should any person need assistance with audio, please dial 889-796-
6118. 

Should you choose to submit comments electronically for consideration by the Inglewood 
City Council/Successor Agency/Housing Authority/Finance Authority/Parking 
Authority/Joint Powers Authority (Legislative Body) by sending them to the City 
C I e r k IS e c re ta r y a t yi_1g_r.J;g_iJ.@.Y..it.Y..9.JLG..ffl.?.vv9..?.t.l.:.9.E.ff, a n d D e p u t y C i t y C I e r k a t 
aphi!Eps@dtyofinglewood.org. To ensure distribution to the members of the Legislative 
Body prior to consideration of the agenda, please submit comments prior to 12:00 P.M. the 
day of the meeting, and in the body of the email, please identify the agenda number or 
subject matter. Those comments, as well as any comments received after 12:00 P.M., wm 
be distributed to the members of the Legislative Body and will be made part of the official 
public record of the meeting. Contact the Office of the City Clerk at 310-412-5280 with any 
questions. 

ACCESSIBILITY: If requested, the agenda and backup materials will be made available in 
appropriate alternative formats to persons with a disability, as required by Section 202 of 
the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. Sec. 12132), and the federal rules and 
regulations adopted in implementation thereof. Any person who requires a disability­
related modification or accommodation, in order to observe and/or offer public comment 
may request such reasonable modification, accommodation, aid, or service by contacting 
the Office of the City Clerk by telephone at 310-412-5280 or via email to 
yhorton@cityofingeiwood.org no later than 10:00 AM on the day of the scheduled meeting. 

AGENDA 

CITY COUNCIL/SUCCESSOR AGENCY/HOUSING AUTHORITY 



MA YORJCHAIRMAN 
James T. Butts, Jr, 

COUNCIUAGENCY/AUTHORITY MEMBERS 
George W. Dotson, District No. 1 
Alex Padilla, District No. 2 
Eloy Morales, Jr., District No. 3 
Ralph L. Franklin, District No. 4 

OPENING CEREMONIES - 2:00 P.M. 

Ca11 to Orda 

Pledge uf Allegiance 

Roll Call 

PUBLIC COMMENTS REGARDING AGENDA ITEMS 

CITY CLERK/SECRETARY 
Yvonne Horton 

CITY TREASURERJTREASURER 
Wanda M. Brown 

CITY MANAGERJEXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 
Artie Fields 

CITY ATTORNEY/GENERAL COUNSEL 
Kenneth R. Campos 

Persons wishing to address the Inglewood City Council/Successor Agency/Housing Authority on any item on 
today's agendas, may do so at 1his tune 

WARRANT§ ANO l:Jll.l.§JGity Cc>llric:ill§L1c:qg;!:>9rAg~ric:y!l-!9ll!:>irig A1.1tl19rity} 

1. CSA-1 & H-1. 

Warrant Registers. 

Documents: 

CONSENT CALENDAR 

These items will be acted upon as a whole unless called upon by a Cmmc1l Member. 

2. POLICE DEPARTMENT 

Staff report recommending authorization to pay rnvoices submitted by Thomson Reuters for access to the 
West Jnfon11allon Services database. (General Fund) 

Documents: 

2PDF 

3. PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT 

Staff repo1t recommending the approval of a Cooperative Purchase Agreement {piggyback), RFP No 
120716-NAF, \Ni th National Antu Fleet Group ancl Source',velL fum1erly National Joint Power Alliance (a 
public agency) for the purchase of frve vehicles for the Housing Protection Department (General Fund) 

Documents: 

3PDF 

S1aff repon recommt::nding approval of a Coopernlrve Purchase Agreement I piggyback\ Contrncl Nu. 
062916-GPC, wilh Genuine Paris Company, dba NAPA Auto Paris through SourcewelL formerly National 
Jomt Powers Alliance (a public agency). (General Fundl 

Documents: 

4YDF 

5. PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT 



Staff report recommending approval of an agreement with HF &H Consultants, LLC (IIT &H) to assist 
the Cily of Ingkwood with contracl negoliations for Consolidaled Disposal Service/Republic Services 
(CDS) (Sanitation Fund) 

Documents: 

5PDF 

DEPARTMENTAL REPORTS 

Staff rep01i recommending adoption of resolutions pertaining to the General Municipal Election to be 
held on November 3. 2020. 

Documents: 

DR-2 & CSA-2. CITY MANAGERJEXECUT!VE DIRECTOR'S OFFICE 

Staff report recommending authorization to utilize Tax-Exempt Bond funds to fund the remainmg payment 
for work performed by TL Veterans Constmctions, Inc, al Parking Structure No. 2 locatt::d at 1I5 Norlh 
Locust Street. 

Documents: 

DR·2. CSA-2PDF 

DR-3. SECTIONS, HOUSING & CDBG DEPARTMENT 

Staff repo1i reco1runending approval to reallocate $500,000 in HOME funds for the Homeless Tenant­
Based Rental Assistance Program. 

Documents: 

SETTING PUBLIC HEARING 

Staff report requesting !hat a public hearing be set lo consider !he adoption of a resolut1011 establishing 
Short Term Rental Fees 

Documents: 

SPH-2. ECONOMIC & COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 

Staff report requc:sting that a public hc:aring be set to reconsider adoption of a Categorical Exemption 
EA-CE-2020-36 and General Plan Amendment GPA 2020-01 to Adopt an Environmental Justice 
Element of the General Plan. 

Documents: 

SPf·PPDF 

SPH-3. ECONOMIC & COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 

Staff report requc:sting that a public hearing be set to reconsider adoption of a Categorical Exemption 
EA-CE-2020-37 and General Plan Amendment GPA 2020-02 to amend the Land Use Element of the 
Inglewood Comprehensiw General lo clarify existing populallon dens1ty and bm lding inknsity allowanct::s 
for all land use designations. 

Documents: 



SPH-JPDF 

ORDINANCES 

0-1. PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT 

Staff repo1i recommending the adoption of Ordinance No. 20-09 amending Chapter 3 of the Inglewood 
ivfnnic1pal Code (IMC) to implement a Citywide Permit Parking Districts Program. (Introduced on June 
9, 2020) 

Documents: 

G-1PDF 

REPORTS - CITY ATTORNEY 

A-1. Oral reports - City Attorney. 

REPORTS - CITY MANAGER 

CM-1. Oral reports - City Manager. 

REPORTS - CITY CLERK 

CC-1. Oral reports - City Clerk. 

REPORTS - CITY TREASURER 

CT-1. Oral reports - City Treasurer. 

INGLEWOOD SUCCESSOR AGENCY 

Wananl Registers. 

Documents: 

1. CS!\- . H- 1PDF 

CSA-2 & DR-2. CITY MANAGERJEXECUT!VE DIRECTOR'S OFFICE 

Staff report recommending authorization to utilize Tax-Exempt Bond funds to fund the remainmg payment 
for work perfom1ed by TL Veterans Constrnctions, lnc .. al Parking Structure No. :?. located at 115 Norlh 
Locust Street 

Documents: 

DR-2. CS/\-2YDF 

ADJOURNMENT INGLEWOOD SUCCESSOR AGENCY 

INGLEWOOD HOUSING AUTHORITY 

Cali To Order 



Warrant Registers. 

Documents: 

I. CSA-!. H-!PDF 

ADJOURNMENT INGLEWOOD HOUSING AUTHORITY 

APPOINTMENTS TO BOARDS, COMMISSIONS, AND COMMITTEES 

PUBLIC COMMENTS REGARDING OTHER MATTERS 

Persons wishing to address the City Council on any matter cormected with City business not elsewhere 
considered 011 the ag.onda may do so al. this time. Persons 1,vith complaints regarding City management or 
depa1tmental operations are requested to submit those complaints first to the City I\1anager for resolution. 

MAYOR AND COUNCIL REMARKS 

The members of the City Cmmcil will provide oral reports. mcluding reports on City related !ravels where lodging 
expenses are mcurred, and/or address any matters they deem of general interest to the public 

ADJOURNMENT CITY COUNCIL 

In the c:vent that today's meeting of the City Council is not held, or is concluded prior to a public heanng or other 
agenda item being considered. the public hearing or non-public hearing agenda item will automatlcallv be 
continued to the nex1 regularly scheduled Cily Council meelmg. Tf you Yvill reqmre special accommodations, due 
lo a disability. please: contact the Office of the City Clerk al (310) 412-5280 or FAX (310) 412-5533, One 
1vfrmchester Boulevard. First Floor. Inglewood City HalL Inglewood, CA 90301. All requests for special 
accommodal.1ons must be received 72 hours pnor to the day of the Cmmcil l'vleetings. 



I Fl L 
OFFICE OF THE CITY MANAGER ,,IU' 

2009 
.DA.TE: Smw 16, 2020 

TO~ .Mayor and Council Members 

FROM: Economic and Community Development Departrnent 

SUBJECT: Set Public .Hearing - General Plan Amendment (;PA 2020-01 tn Adopt 
.Environ.mental Justice Element of the General Plan 

RECOMlWENDATION: 
lt is recommended that the Tvlayor and Council Members set a public hearing frw June 30, 2020, at 
2:00 fUlL to reconsider adoption of a Categorical Exernption EA-CE-2020-36 and General Plan 
Amendment GPA 2020-01 to Adopt an Environmental Justice Element of the General Plan. 

BACKGROUND: 
On September 24, 2016, Senate Bill 1000 (SB 1000}, the Planning for Healthy Communities /\ct, 
was signed into law rnandating that cities and counties adopt an environmental justice (EJ) element 
or integrate EJ goals, objectives~ and policies into other elements of their General Plans, 

Municipalities arc to adopt or review the enviromnental justice elernent, or the environmental 
justice goals, policies, and objectives in other elernents, upon the adoption. or next revision of two 
or rnore elen1ents concurrently on or after January l, 2018. 

On June 9, 2020, the City Council considered and determined to approve and adopt tbe 
Environmental Justice Element to the lnglc;vood General. Plan, However, during the City Council 
meeting, staff received a comment letter pertaining to the public's ability to provide: c01mnent 
during the meeting. To address the comments outlined in the letter and to ensure adequate 
opportunity for public comment, the General Plan Amendment will be re-noticed and presented 
for the City Council's reconsideration. 

DISCUSSION: 
ln anticipation that future, current and long range planning projects could trigger the 
Environmental Justice Element compliance requirements, the City decided to proactively adopt an 
Environmental Justice Element ahead of State-mandated deadlines to address important land use 
and equity issues throughout the City. 

The City commenced preparation of the Enviromental Justice Element in October 2018, The City 
and consultant conducted several outreach sessions to gain public input on environmental justice 
issues in the City and how they should he addressed. On January 17, 2019, a Community 
Workshop was conducted with over 40 residents and other interested stakeholders in attendance. 



Mayor and Council IV!en1be:rs 
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On Fcbrnary 26, 2019, additional input was provided at two Focus Group meetings conducted in 
English and SpanislL Participants provided valuable discussion on a variety of environmental 
equity topicL 

The Ingiewood General Pian Envirom11ental Justice .Element sets fonvard goals and policies 
related to ensuring environmental justice in the City, In adopting the Environmental Justice 
Element, the City is ensuring that decisions related to l.an.d use and developrnent are made in an 
equitable manner and take into consideration the bez.Jth and v:ell-bcing of our most vulnerable 
populations. 

The key environmental justice topic areas addressed in the clement arc: 

J, Meaningful Public Engagement 
") Land tJse and the Environment 
3. Mobility and Active Living 
4< A.ccess to Healthy Food 
5. Healthy and Affordable Housing 
6. Public Facilities, lrnprnvements and Programs 

Qsm~rnLPlan, C2nsistency 
The lngk'.:vood General Plan serves as a blueprint for the physical develop1nent of the City. It sets 
long tcnn physical. economic, social, and environmental goals for a jurisdiction and identifies the 
types of development needed to achieve those goals_ The eight required 'Elements' of the General 
Plan (Land Use, Housing, Circulation, Conservation, Open Space, Noise, Safety, and 
Environmental Justice) complement each other and provide a comprehensive plan frn· the future 
of the jurisdiction, When a General Plan is developed as a comprehensive document the elements 
comply with and do not contradict one another. Over timt'.\ as individual elements are modified, a 
jurisdiction must ensure that any modifications do not conflict \vlth any other pmi of the General 
Plan. The Draft Environmental Justice Element does not conflict with any other policies of the 
General Plan. 

Environmentai Detennination 
An exemption was prepared in accordance with the CalifiJrnia FnvirnmT1ental Quality Act (CEQA) 
stating that the project \Vill have no significant adverse hnpact upon the environment (EA~CE-
2020~36), a copy of V\lhich has been available for revievv on the City's \Vebsite or by email request 
to fljackson(~1}cityofingkwoocLorg. 

As recommended by resolution of the Planning C0111mission on .April 13, 2020. 

A more detailed staff report witl be provided for the public hearing. 
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FINANC!AL/FUN!)ING ISSUES AND SOlJRCES: 
There is no fiscal impact 

LEGAL .REVIEW' VERIFICATION: 
Administrative staff has verified that d 
submitted to, reviewed and approved by 

BUDGET REVIE\V VERIFICATION 
Adff1in istrative staff has verified that thi 
and approved by the Budget Division, 

FINANCE REVIE\V VERIFICATION· 
Adrninistrati ve staff has verified that this 
and approved by the Finance Department 

cal documents accompanvin!l this re1.'.1ort have been ~ • ~ I 

c Office of the City Attorney, 

ort, in its entirety, has been subrnitted to, reviewed 

rt> in its entirety. has been submitted to, revie\ved 

DESCRIPTION OF ANY ATTA.CIHVIENTS: 
None . 

.PREPARED BV: 
Christopher E. Jackson. Sr,~ Economic and Community Development Depmimet Director 
Mindy Wilcox, AICP, Planning Manager 
Fred Jackson, Senior Planner 

COUNCIL PRESENTER: 
Christopher E Jackson, Sc, Economic and Community Development Department Director 



J\.PPROVi\L VERIFICATION SHl~ET 



I Fl L 
OFFICE OF THE CITY NlANAGER 

TO: Mayor and Council I\lembers 

FROJ\'l: Economic and Community Dcveinp1nent Department 

SUBJECT: Set a Public Hcaring-Gcnernl Plan Amendment GPA 2020-02 to Amend the 
Land Use Element of the fogle,vood Comprehensive General Map to Clarify 
Existing :Population Density and Building Intensity AUmvances for All Land 
Use Designations 

RECOMMENUAl'ION; 
It is recomn1tmded that the l'vfayor and Council \{embers set a public hearing for June 30, 2020, at 
2:00 p,m. to reconsider adoption of a Categorical Exemption EA-CE-2020"37 and General Plan 
Amendment GPA 2020-02 to amend the Land Use Element of the Inglewood Comprehensive 
General to clarify existing population density and building intensity allowances for all land use 
designations, 

BACKGROUND: 
California Government Code Section 65300 requires each city and county to adopt a 
comprehensive genen1l plan, The General Plan is a long-tem1, comprehensive, internally consistent 
document that provides guidance for the physical development of a city or jurisdiction, 

While the City's General Plan appears to fhlfill Califomia Planning and Zoning La\v requirmnents, 
the City's Cieneral Plan \vas last comprehensively updated in 1987, Since that tirne, additional 
judicial inteq:Retations of State Cieneral Plan regulations have e1nerged and stafl~ in consultation 
with legal land use experts, have identified one area of the Genera! Plan that ivammts clarification 
at this time, Specifically, the requirement that the Land Use Element include a "statement of the 
standards of population density and building intensity recommended for the various districts and 
other territory covered by the plan." (Gov. Code, § 65302, subd, (a),) 

On June 9, 2020, the City Council considered and determined to approve the amendrncnt to daril)l 
existing population density and building intensity allowances t()r all land use designations, 
However, during the City Coundl meeting, staff received a comment letter pertaining to the 
public's ability to provide con1ment during the meeting, To address the comments outlined in the 
letter and to ensure adequate opportunity for public comment the General Plan Amendment 'Nill 
be re-noticed and presented for the City Council's reconsideration, 

IHSCtJSSHJN; 
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A general plan must contain standards for population density, Quantifiable standards of population 
density must be provided for each of the land use categories contained in the plan. Population 
density is the relationship bctiveen the nurnbcr of dwellings per acre and the number of residents 
per cl\velling. 

A general plan must also contain standards fiff building intensity. General plans ffiust contain 
quantifiab1e standards of building intensity fbr each land use designation. These standards define 
the rnost intensive use that will be allowed under each land use designation, While the land use 
designation identifies the type of allovni,ble uses, the buliding intensity standard defines the 
concentration of use, :v1axinmn1 thvelling units per acre is used as the standard tCJr residential uses. 
Building Area Ratio (relationship bet\veen maximum floor area to the site size) is the standard 
used for commercial, industrial and public!quasHmblic intensity. 

Environrnental Dclennination 
An exernption \Vas prepared in accordance \Viih the Calilhrnia Environrnental Quality Act (CEQA) 
stating that the project will have no significant adverse impact upon the environment (EA-CE~ 
2020-37), a copy of which has been available for revie\v on the City's v;ebsite or by email request 
at fljackson(q}cityofinglevmodDrg, 

As recommended for approval hy resolution of the Planning Commission May 6, 2020. 

A more detailed staff report \Vill be provided for the public hearing. 

FlNANClAL/FUNllING ISSlIES AND SOURCES: 
There is no fiscal impact, 

LEGAL RE'VIE\V 'VERIFICATION: 
Adrninistrntive staffhas verified that the d ·er n .nts accompanying this report have been submitted 
to, reviewed and approved by the Office o · e City Attorney. 

BUDGET REVIE\V VERIFICATION 
Administrative staff has verified that thL 
and approved by the Budget Division. 

FINANCE REVlE\V VERJFlCATlON 
Administrative staff has verified that this 
and approved by the Finance Department 

DESCRJPTION OF ANV ATTACHMENTS: 
None. 
PREPA.REU BY; 

, in its entirety, has been submitted to, revievved 

. in its entirety, has been subrn.itted to, re'v'kwed 
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Christopher E, Jackson, SL, Economic and Cornnrnnity Development Department Director 
?vfrndy Vlilcox, ;\ICP, Planning Manager 
Fred Jackson, Senior Planner 

COUNCIL PRESENTER: 
Christopher E" Jackson, Sr., Economic and Community Development Department Director 



AP~PI4.()VA.L VERIFICA'Tl()N SHEE'f 

CITY MANA(;ER APPIHJVA.L: 
'y i\:Iamtger 
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CITY o· I WOOD 
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DATE: June 9, 2020 

TO: Mayor and Council J:Vf em hers 

FROM: Public \.Vorks Department 

SUBJECT: Resolution Authorizing City Manager to Prepare and Submit an Application 
to th0 Local Agency Fonnation Commission for the County of Los Angeles 

RECOMMKNDATION: 
It is recommended tha:t the lvlayor and Council Members adopt a resolution authorizing the City 
Manager to: 

1) Prepare and st1bmit an application to Local Agency Formation Commission for the County 
of Los Angeles (''LAFCO"); 

2) P~cy the application filing fee; and 
3) Take such other steps as reasonably necessaTy for LAFCO to initiate proceedings for a 

change of organization by formation of a new community services district (excluding the 
entering into of any binding commitments or the incurring of any obligations of the City 
\Vh.ich must be separately authorized by the City Council). 

BACKGRC»UND: 
The City is undergoing an cconornic revitalization that continues to spur development, population 
and empioyment growth, vrhich requires improvements in the City's existing transportation 
infrastructure and resources. To best provide for the plam1ing, funding, and project realization 
needed to enhance the City's current transportation infrastructure to meet future anticipated 
demand, it is proposed that an application be filed with LAFCO to establish the Inglewood 
Transportation Management Community Services District (1l1e '"ITMCSD"), a Community 
Services District ("CSJY') dedicated to providing transportation services, including a focus on the 
administration ofcertain complex transportation infrastructure projects and mobility services, such 
as the development and operation of the proposed Ingkvvood Transit Connector Project (the 
"ITC''), as hereinafter dcscribcd(collectively, the "Transportation Management Services'} 

CSDs are distinct governmental entities from municipalities and, as such, direct legal subdivisions 
of the State of California governed by the Cornmw1ity Services District Law (CaL Govt. Code 
§§61000-61144). Pursuant to the fi.mrmtion requirements of the Cortese-Knox-Hertzberg Local 
Government Reorganization .A.ct of2000 (CaL Govt. Code §§56000, et. seq.), a new CSD must be 
created by submitting an application to, and securing the approval of such application by, LAFCO. 
If approved, LAFCO will place formation of the CSD on an election ballot for voter approval 
(befxe which time an appEcation may be freely withdrawn by the applicant). A CSD is generaily 
considered legally formed upon LAFCO's recordation of a Certificate of Completion with the 
County, vvhich occ:urs after the voter approval election results are certified. 
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Once fonned, a CSD can undertake obligations arid activities required for capital improvements, 
acquire property and m.anage, finance, and otherwise oversee the provision of services within its 
purview. A CSD can also retain its OVin dedicated management, staff, and consultant support and 
maintain fiscal independence from the municipality(ies) within whose territorial limits it lies, A 
CSD mav oot to have'" municioalitv' s citv council act as its uoverning body and/or utilize the ci viI 

.,) .t .~ - .,) .c.....- ... ,.., .... 

service system in its hiring practices, if so desired. A CSD also has the authority in its own right 
to receive <.:nd deploy state, foderal, regional, and nmnicipal funds. 

DISCUSSION: 
The IT\:f.CSD's jurisdictional boundary would be coterminous with the City boundaries and the 
members of the City Council would act as the members of the ITMCSD's governing body. 

The lTJVICSD \Vould be dedicated to providing the Transportation Management Services. which 
could include the planning, design, implementation, construction, management, operation, and/or 
maintenance of: (1) connectivity improvements associated with the proposed ITC, including any 
future extensions of the ITC; (2) remote parking and/or bus or shuttle program(s) and/or related 
facilities provided v,-iThin the City, including any such program(s) operated for everyday 
connectivity within the City or in connection vvith events at SoFi Stadium, The Forum and the 
proposed. Inglewood Basketball and Entertainment Center ("ill.EC'"); and (3) other services and 
transportation or traffk i:nprovements a.rid infrastructure projeets that can address first/last mile 
issues, enhance connectivity to the T'vietro CrenshavdLAX Line's three transit stations in the City 
vvhich are under construction (and, by extension to LAX), increase the prevalence of higher­
occupancy travel rncd2Jities, and generally reduce traffic congestion in City neighborhoods, key 
roadway networks and transportation conidors. The foregoing are illustrative examples the 
Transportation TYfanngernent Services and not a comprehensive list 

Each of the TransportaLon Management Services \Vill be undertaken by the ITMCSD only upon 
direction by its governing bod)" (which would consist of the members of the City Council) and 
only after a program- err project-specific environmental clearance process has been completed in 
accordance 1:vith state and locai requirements< The lTMCSD would be vested with all ancillary 
povvers and anthordy needed to engage in the activities required to carry out the Transportation 
1v1anagernent Services. 

Creating the ITJ'vlCSD provides vaious benefits by allowing fr)r the recruitment of specialized, 
dedicated personnel: d1eviating any undue burden that \vould otherwise be placed on existing 
municipal personnel and ensuring they have adequate time and resources to focus on non-ITMCSD 
related day-to-day .fi.mctions; and creating a fiscally independent entity, whose revenue and 
obligations are separate from those of the City. 

Most irnportantly, the ITMCSD is essential for implementation of the proposed ITC, which 
consists of a t .6-rnile, $1 billion elevated fixed guideway transit systerr1 anticipated to carry about 
6.9 million passengers annually, The ITC "'Nould provide a public transit connection between the 
Los Angeles Coumy Ivietropolitan Transportation Authority ("Metro") Crenshaw/LAX Line, il1e 
City's \farket Street area and downtown district, and the rn.ultiple key attractions near Hollyw"C.KXi 
Park (i.e. che Forum, SoFi Stadium, the Hol.!ywood Park Casino, the Hollyv·mod Park retail and 
shopping center. ~tnd the proposed IBEC). The City is novv preparing environmental clearance 
documents for thc:: lTC, anticipated to be cornpleted by late Winter 2020. 
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cornplete sources as1d uses aru.'dysis, i\S an example,, the City has pn,;pared a dctailed financial plan 
fryr the proposed ITC, which V<'iH be funded by <1 cornbiriatkm of gtants from the CaEfornla State 
Transportation /\gency ("CalSTA"), Tvietro, and the South Bay Cities Council of Governments 
("SBCCOG"); private developer contributions for residential and commercial development 
projects in the City; private deveioper financing from the ITC's ultimate developer; a11d future 
City revenue, To date, the Chy has secured commitmems to over $329 million in funding frorn 
CaJSTi\ and the SBC COG (the terms and conditions of which 'Nill be presented to the City Council 
i1J due co11rse)~ 

'fl1r' rrp,,1f'SD wouk' '10' l"'>.!V ;;:p}V nro;Y'J<-i'V h';Y('<; a'S'''"SIT\'"rlt t~"e"' IV ,.,,ther charoe<:: for the p>.lJY'lOSe" ,,_,,.,_, . . .:.. ... ".( "'~·.r~ .t' ~ ... .-..,.<, "-• \._<'...:) ., • .),, ./ y ~ ... • ~ {. . .,., .,.,,.,,._,,..-~~;,_'-' ~.;~ ,_ .... ~ ~·'lo-••.::') ,..,,.4.\,•;,.. ·. '· :t:... t:;.""' ' • "'- }-/ ,_ ">.,; 

nf nr~1vi,..;inu th,,~ r r;::,n;:::r,,"lrtati"'n \r1;;i11''W '·ny'rlt :;,;:0-n1\c·":s Th·''. Cir"« clr1e<:: bo'i»"VCT -ymten11:1h:t·'~ '~· ~"' .... \... ~. ~ .... , .::.::'.':· .., .... s..... ~ ,..v,_.,.. . .,.,, y~~ - to ~.,. ............ <.,.~:;:..,, . i:.v... -~-C.: ......... -~ .... , ::.. t .... ~~ ... ) ...._ ~...._-:: (¥C ~ . ~ :t.,,,..__ .. '· J. ,._ ... -t: 

imposing certain assessments, fi::es or charges itself and pledging those to the ITfviCSD from tirne 
to tirne. i\ddhlondly, increased and ne\V Genend Fund revenues for the ITMCSD's use are in the 
process .;:)f being identified, These new revenues could derive frorn multiple funding sources 
hc1udipc b11t not FF1h,,d to oer,0r1I nrcH~errv ·axes narkirw ta.Ye'l S'iiles ta.Ye~, tnrisit occ t1vrncv v .... ~ . .,..b ~-.>..·" ..... ~ ... _...._....._ .... _ - b· .... ,,,.,. >.. .t-· ·r . ....... ,. :...:...--~- ... ~ 1~.:e-: ~1:;' ~ .. ,_.,,~ ;;:._ ..... ~ ,,_:.:i:, ·' ....... M L .. -<= .... ,., 

t'J!C''S t"t'<:ir1es""" fr·'"TS"' foe<c 'lrlverti<~t(' lY\"'~11P"cS hrn':tdkmd fiber ontic reven1tes 1·n:ivate >....: .......... ~ ... ; t~-~ .... ,.,,,_,,,._<~;.......< ~,.., ...... .-.~"- ,,.,,.~·~ 1-....... . ;..,, ~::::: ' \:..... 4.).... ..... ~ l_, .<.-.-1-- ~'"- -~ l . > • • ....., ~-~ .-~ 

'l"V''1 ')0i>f fiq»1t) 'i)W irrf'ra<'ir lciL'""' irpn'.';~t ;;"''\ .,nd '!1h-"'rs A <'ldirinnal ruiylin«' fhr v·vi ·ms j)roj' ects l\,'.;: t:: .... t.t'"' .,..<... ........ l'.- .... ~:::;:.:."" .... ~ ~0 L ""lL- ,,-..).r"""~ .... ............. ,.~~ .~ ~-- C,.,~---U __ ...... _. ___ ~-l .U. tf ... a1 t .. , ...... ...._ .~ ..... 

')f r)rncT':n-n'~ rw,' 1 ~i]sn h" '''YlrC-"cd frrn-r 11uhli'" rrnnts O" '•tl•"'' nubli'~ source" t. . .· ..... Q ~ .. .r.• . r .1--4--,.} ,..,. -•-· ~-· , .. C .... ".>'>.. "" C . ..... '--·· .• . 1 . .- • <" .. ~ t::Y (, .. >. ,,_. l_ 'L - ..... -..,, l. 1... . ... \.. ~- . . . '·', 

Should LAFCO approve the application D:>r frmnation of the ITMCSD, the 1Tl'v1CSD vvould be 
included on the M:arch 2021 fix voter approval. 

ENVIRONI\JENTAL Df)Cl.Jl\1ENTAT10N; 
The frn'!Y:atbn of the ITVICSD is ca:egoricsJly exempt fi:orn the California Environmental Quality 
J\ct (''CEQA") pt;rsuam to CEQ/1,,. Guideline:::, Section 15320 (Changes in Organization of Local 
A, .. Tf•t";·,1',,,,<·, ·;•·!,,[/e,,., <,·"-·'l.;,·,~1 1~~i>S1,r·,,.v,:r1 (t\··,,r,·"v"""Tl Se·t""" ;::;""'"r1·1ptio·"'1") b"'""lll'O.'"'' t-1·1"' IT7''1"""SD 1·s· ~ ~~·-·/ ... ~- ~ .... --.:::>_} :e...,.~ .... >,.,, . • ,....? ~~Ccv..,c..v,. ...... v<.....I"'\l- 1 \...// ~.<.....,,...,, ..... ~ ....... l. .... v :... .... '· J:..:):~-~ .i...,..,,,_;o.:>,.... .... _ .... ~. J..;,. ~.:i;,...,·<.._:,.. .... ,,_:;:i.,,,.. :C.. .. ~l:v i'Y "\,._,.·>.......... .... 

proposed to be a subsidiary cEsrrict Vlith tlK; same~ boundaries as the City. tipon the City Council's 
approval of tb;; rccornmenckd actions, a l<otice of Exemption \ViH be filed vvith the Los Angeles 
County Clerk in accordance v1ith Section 2 l l 52 of the Ca1ifrm1ia Public Resources Code, 

FINAJ'{ClAL/IUNftIJ\JG ISSUES AJ\D SOURCES: 
The overall fonding approach for the various Transportation Ivfonagement Services is described 
abcrve. 'vVith respect to the filing and application processing, the costs are anticipated to be 
approxirnately v;hich are available in the Fiscal Year 2019»2020 budget under account 
code no, CO l-099-9930-45098 (Gcrn:ral Fund···· Non Departrnental ·····Miscellaneous--·· Special Exp­
\iiisc /\ctJ·vities)~ 

LEGAL Rf 'Vlf\7/ VEHJFlCATlON; 
Adrninistndve 
subn:itted to, 

i\d1nini strati ve 
and approved 

that tbc l documents accompanying thls report have been 
approved by the Office of the City Attorney. 

verified thHt thi p.:rt; in its entirety, has been submitted to, reviev/ed 
Division. 
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FINANCE R.E\TE\V V.ERIFTCATION: 
< 
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Adn1inistrati ve 
and e,pprcvecl 

verified th,s,; this r 

""'"''·"'"'" Department, 
in its entirety, has been submitted to, reviewed 

/\.ttachrnent ····Resolution 



Mayor and Cmmd] Members 
Adopt Resohrtfon to Submit fI!vfCSD Formation Application to LAFCO 
.hme 91 2020 

PREPARED BY: 
Louis At\vell, P Public \Vorks Director and i\ssistant City Manager 

COUNCIL PRESENTER: 
Louis i\J\velL P.E,, Public Works Director and Assistant c.· y M~:mager 
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Att<Khrnent 1 - Resolution 

RESOLUTION NO.:---~ 

A RESOLUTION OF APPLICATION OF THE INGLEWOOD 

CITY COUNCll AUTHORIZING THE C!IT MANAGER TO 

PREPARE AND SUBMff A PROPOSAL {"'A?PUCATION") TO 

THE LOCAL AGENCY FORMATION COMMISS!ON FOR THE 

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES ("LAFCO") AND FOR LAFCO TO 

IN!T!ATE PROCEEDINGS FOR A CHANGE OF 

ORGANIZATION FOR THE FORMATION OF THE 

!NGLEWOOD TRANSPORTATION MANAGEMENT 

COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT {"ITMCSD" or 

"D!STR!CT'1} 

WHEREAS, the Clty is a charter dty that \Vas incorporated in 1908; and 

WHEREAS, the Clty Orarter 1,vas adopted on December 14, 1926, and filed wlth the 

Secn::tzry of State on Januarv 27, 1927; and 

\.NHEREAS, the City Charter pmvides for the prnvlsion of trnnsportation services and 

improvements; and 

ViHEREAS, there are e>dstTng and planned sporting, entertainment and retail \lenues 

under construction in the City; znd 

WHEREAS, the City's wrnprehensive mobility pian to address an anticipated !nf!ux of 

residents and visitors as a result of current and ongoing development includes an elevated 

c, I ,:;1 1 transit systern connectlng existing and planned sporting, entertainment and reta!! venues in 

22 

24 

25 

27 

28 

th•~ City to the LA Metro Crenshaw Une; and 

WHEREAS, it is znUcipated that during a 50-year projected !ifetirne, the elevated transit 

svstern alone 'W!!I decrease vehicle miles driven by 23 billion and e!iminate an equivalent of 

768,.992 metric tons of carbon dioxide E-quivaient; and ! 
f 

\NHEREAS, the City's rnobiiity pian overa!l 'Hill improve resident and visitor access to I 
,,<-<-; ,~ ,., ,.j ,., ,,,,.," e b"'· -' .- ''""' . .,, ' "" r «·,a . ' . . ., r t~' " e, \• , . > ! e,J;::,,,n5 atic, r2L,,,ried ·''-"'J~!nt;,. e,r,;.,,k,ym,,,nt, .:>porti.,0 , entertamment ar,d, e,ad center::: . ..iithin ! 

the City and connect the City to the greater Los i\nge!es metropolitan area; and 
' i 



1 VJHEREAS, the forrnation of the proposed District is categork:ai!v t:xempt from the 

2 California Environmental Quality A.ct (''CEQA"') pursuant to State CEQi\ Guidelines Section 

:1 15320 \Changes in Organization of Local Agencies) and/or Section 150161(b)(3) (Common 

4 Sense Ext-rnpt:on); and 

5 WHEREAS, the LAFCO prncess v,iill require the preparation of various documents and 

G the payments of filing fees and subsequent expenses, 

7 NOV/,, THEREFORE_, the City Counc:!I of the Citv of !ng!ev.10od does hereby resolve as 

8 foi!ows: 

1C 

11 

12 

14 

15 

. [' 
.l.Q 

17 

2(1 

21 

22 

SECTION 

1. The City hilanager is authmized to prepare and submit to LAFCO a proposal for a 

proposed change of organization (district formation} and to provide any and all 

additkma! or supp!ementn! forrr1s, data; information, pians and documentation as 

LAFCO staff mav request and require from time to time during the processing of the 

prnposal, excluding the entering into of any binding cornmltments or incurring any 

obligations of the City which rnust be authorized by the City Council. 

2. The City rv1anager !s authorized to pay the filing fee to LAFCO and to pay such additional 

surns as rnay be invoiced frorr U\FCO for services rendered in the processing of the 

proposed. 

3, The City Manager is authorlzed to coordinate his efforts wlth such resources as may be 

needed to process the proposal and to pay the invoices for the resources with whom 

he coordinates, 

4. The proposal is to be rnade pursuant to the Cortese-Knox-Hertzberg Local Government 

23 Rsorgan!zat!on Act d :?GOO commencing with Sectlon 56000 of the California 

24 Gov·ernrnent Code as follows: 

26 a, The natw-e of the proµosa! is a change of organization for the formation of the 

2G District for the purposes of providing enhanced transportation services within 

27 the Cty, 

28 b, Tr12 boundaries of the Dlstrict wn! be the boundaries of the City as shown on 
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10 

11 

19 

18 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

28 

the attached map, Exhibit"/\," which is incorporated herein by reference. 

c The affectei:i territory within the proposed District ls inhabited, 

d_ The affected territory wfth!n the proposed Dlstrlct ls wi.th!n the Sphere of 

~nfluence of the C~ty, 

e_ Upon the City Council's approval of the initiation of formation of the proposed 

!TMCSD, a f\lotlce of E>:ernption w!!I be filed with the Los Angeles Countv Clerk in 

accordance wlth Section 21152 of the California Public Resources Code, 

L !tis desired that the proposed change of organization provides for and ls made 

subject to the following terms and conditions: 

L No portion of the current prnpertv tax w!ll be a!!otted from various 

!L The District !s proposed to be formed as a subsidiary d!strkt of the Cty 

of Inglewood, as authorized by Government Code Section 61007(c), in 

1..vh!ch the directors of the District shall be the Clty Councll of the City, 

g_ The description cf the proposal area is as follows: 

L The boundaries of the proposed District are the boundaries of the Clty. 

h. The reasons for this proposal are as follows: 

i_ Current and planned development projects in the City will result in 

additional residents and visitors from across the State and the greater 

Los Angeles metropolitan area traveling VJithln the City boundarles, such 

that additional local transportation services are needed to reduce and 

potentially prevent traffic congestion and emissions resulting from 

regular vehicular traffic; and 

!L Fonnation of the proposed District is the most efficient and effectlve 

cneans of providing financial and operational independence for 

adrn!nlstratlon of the proposed transportation services given that the 

size, scope and cornp!exity of the servkes to be deployed, managed and 

cperated by the District differ greatly frorn those the City provides for its 
l 



I 
! 

l n:Sid0nts, ' 
I 

2 

5 

(' ) 

5, This Resolution of AooUcatlon to initiate Procsedirm:s is her2by ador1ted and apornved l ~ ~ ....._. ' f" _. :: 

by the Cty_, and LAFCO is hereby requested to Initiate proceedings for the forrnation of I 
a district as authorized and in the rnannel' pmvlded by the Cortese-Knox-Hertzberg 

Local Govsrnrnent Reorganization Act of 2000, 

SECTION 

7 The Clerk of the City ls herebv authorized and directed to file a certified copy of this 

8 Resolution with the Ex2cutive Officer of the Local Agencv Fonnatbn Comrnlss!on for the 

9 County ef Los Angeies, 

SECTION 

11 BE !T FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Clerk sha!! certify to the adoption of this 

12 Resolution and the sarne shaii be in fu!i force and effect imrnedlate!y upon adoption. 

1~3 Passed, approved and adopted this ______ day of ____ ~ 2020 

14 

15 

lG 

18 

19 
ATTEST: 

20 

21 

?.~~:. '! H t -- '. vonrH:: or on, 

23 C!tv Cierk 

24 
AYES: 

25 

26 
NOES: 

ABSTAIN: 

28 ABSENT: 

CITY OF !NGlEWOOD 

James T. Butts, k, 

Mavor 
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CITY FI LE 
bCHNO\iIC AND CUM.MUN!TY nFtFLOf'JHENT HLFARTMFNT 

Planning: Division 

... ·. :. ·' .. • . ,· .. ·. ::: ::: ·: ~:. ~ ::: .; :.. . :·: :: . ~- :' 

NOTICE OF EXEMPTION 
EA·CE·202(H)SJ 

Preparst! h aotxmJance viith the Califom!a Envkonm4ntal Qu&Hty Act {CE:QA), Section No. 
t 5300, and the !ng!e¥x.md Municipal Gooo, loo toacwdng Nolioe of Exemption it mnde 

Location: 

fom1ation of !ngl-OVlPnd Trnnsportntk:ln Man&gement Gommurldy 
Services District 

Project Sponsor tQitilii41Jl·Ao~ 
!ill 

~nm~! S,l$tus 
Cmtegorcai Exemption; Section 1$320, Class 40 Changes in Organ!tntion of Looai 
Agencies and Section 15061\b)(JJ {Common Sense Ex@mptbn) 

R@@!Of'I for Examp:tjpg 
Ttw formation of tho !TMCSO it cat0g0rica!ly exem;:A from CEQA pursuant to CEQA 
Gv!deHnes Set:1k.tn 1 &520 (Changes in Organization of Li:;0al Agende&L which provldes an 
exBmption from CEQA kw chai1qes in !he organ!tation or rocrgahizaton of local 
goverrwnBnt agBnd&t where the changes do oot change th% geographical are@ !rt lktlkh 
pwviouw!y exidlng iJtf-wars are exBrcis&d, The ITMCSD it proposed lo be a tHJbsk#ary 
di41th.i with 1he same ociu0daAes as the City ot tngl&ADoo and therefore wf!! not chBNge the 
gefl{}raphk:a! area in which provk>udy existns J'Uh"i®rt are exerds&:L The fomwtioG cf the 
fTMCSD mtoo qualtfies for the categorlc&! exemption 0®1 forth in CEQA Gwidn!irws Set:tbn 
150B1(b)(3) {Common Gens& S:xemption), whtch pmvid&4 that, whem it can ho 081m with 
certainty thmt them !$ no p&ssibi!ily that a project may have a slgnifrcant etfo1ct on the 

{hw W,. Akidi,,,;r@' fb.,h->Sld 1~ ht.k>•.:,,A, CA WXNl >} hW!!<i' ~hLi!LftM< 
.,,.,.,.,,., .:h.;r1lfhl1<}•,,,.·qi>l·!L!>Wf 



nnvktH"!menL the proj&A is not sub}nct to CEQA CEQA only 0p;:dtw to projects that have a 
potential for causing a s!gnitlcant Bffect on the erv/ttH'NOOnt either through a direct imp&d 
et a m;MwrmJAy tomseeable ihtlimct im1:n1ct The pmpoood fonnathn d ttw ITMCSO w+ 
nm cause either a dked physical charge in the environment or a reawn&Lly fortHMYlWbiB 
l.fld\red ptrywca! change in the en\ironment. 

Signature: 

Name: 
Tllie: 
Date: 

Mindy Vdloos.- ICP 
Planning Man<lper 
June9, 2020 

Unofficial 
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2600 Capitol Avenue 

Suite 200 

Sacramento, CA 95816 

916.564.4500 

916.564.4501 ! ' 

Memorandum 

date 

to 

cc 

from 

subject 

June 12, 2020 

Mindy Wilcox, City of Inglewood 

Christopher E. Jackson, City of Inglewood 
Fred Jackson, City oflnglewood 
Royce Jones, City of Inglewood 

Brian D. Boxer, AICP, ESA 

Feasibility ofIBEC Alternatives 

The EIR identified and analyzed in detail seven alternatives to the Proposed Project. These alternatives were 
selected for detailed analysis because, among other things, they were identified as "potentially feasible." (CEQA 
Guidelines, § 15126.6, subd. (a).) Alternatives that are identified as not '"potentially feasible" may be eliminated 
from detailed analysis in the EIR. 1 

The purpose of this memorandum is to examine in greater detail whether these seven alternatives are, in fact, 
feasible. The determination of whether these alternatives are feasible will ultimately be made by the City Council. 
This memorandum is intended to aid the Council in its consideration of this issue. 

ESA has prepared this memorandum based on its knowledge of CEQA, the Proposed Project, and of the 
alternatives analyzed in detail in the EIR. As the City's lead consultant on the Inglewood Basketball and 
Entertainment Center (IBEC) Environmental Impact Report (EIR), ESA has intimate knowledge of the Proposed 
Project and the environmental impacts it would cause. ESA also performed the alternatives analysis in the EIR, 
and therefore has substantial information concerning the relative merits of the alternatives from an environmental 
perspective. ESA has also obtained information concerning the Proposed Project and alternatives from City staff, 
from other City consultants, from the project applicant and its architects and other consultants, and from other 
agencies. In the last decade, ESA has also served as lead environmental consultant on other projects centered on 
an NBA arena (to wit, Golden l Center in Sacramento, Chase Center in San Francisco, and the New- Arena at 
Seattle Center in Seattle), as well as Major League Baseball and Major League Soccer stadia, and has drawn on 
that experience as well. 

1 Such alternatives that were considered but dismissed from further evaluation in the Draft EIR are described in section 6.3 of the Draft 
EIR, pages 6-12 through 6-18, and include use of the Project Site for an entertainment venue, a substantially reduced arena, housing, 
or an employment center/business park, and also include alternative locations in the City ofinglewood and elsewhere in the region. 

[PAGE \* MERGEFORMAT] 



Feasibility of IBEC Alternatives 

The following discussion addresses whether the alternatives analyzed in detail in the EIR are, in fact, feasible. 

The discussion draws largely from the EIR, but it also relies on additional evidence elsewhere in the City's 

record. The aim is to provide City decision-makers with information that may be useful in adopting CEQA 

findings concerning the alternatives analyzed in the EIR. 

Alternative 1: No Project 

This alternative appears to not be feasible forthe following reasons: (1) none of the City's and Applicant's stated 

objectives for the Proposed Project would be achieved; (2) the vacant parcels on the Project Site would likely 

remain vacant/underutilized for the foreseeable future without development of the Proposed Project; and (3) as a 

result of the parcels remaining vacant, the City's economic development goals for the Project Site would not be 

met. A more detailed discussion of each reason is provided below. 

City and Applicant Objectives 

Under the No Project Alternative none of the City's or applicant's objectives for the Proposed Project would be 

achieved. Specifically, none of the City's or applicant's objectives to enhance the community would be 

accomplished. For example, the City would be unable to achieve its goals of promoting the City as a premier 

regional sports and entertainment center (City Objective 1), enhancing the City's general economic health by 

stimulating new business and economic activity (City Objective 2), and constructing (with private funds) a public 

assembly space to host sporting, cultural, business, and community events (City Objective 8). Similarly, the 

applicant would be unable to achieve its goals of creating a lively, visitor- and community-serving environment 

year-round for patrons, employees, community members, and visitors (Applicant Objective le) and contributing 

to the economic and social well-being of the surrounding community by providing public benefits and increasing 

revenues (Applicant Objective lf). 

Project Site Utilization 

During the post-World War II era, the parcels on and around the Project Site were developed with apartment 

buildings with some limited commercial and single-family uses also present. The Project Site is located 

approximately 2 miles east of Los Angeles International Airport (LAX), along the extended centerlines of Runways 

25R and 25L, and noise from aircraft approaching the runways negatively affected the residential uses on the Project 

Site, which are considered noise sensitive. Starting in the 1980s, the City started acquiring residential parcels on the 

Project Site and relocating residents with the objective of recycling the incompatible noise-sensitive residential land 

uses with land uses deemed compatible with the existing noise environment, such commercial and light industrial 

land uses. Afterthe residents were relocated, the City began demolishing the residential structures on the Project 

Site starting in the 1990s with demolition continuing into the early 2000s. 

Since that time the parcels acquired by the City on the Project Site have remained vacant for the following reasons: 

(1) the recessions during the 1990s and 2000s, including the "Great Recession" of 2007-2012 hindered 

development; and (2) projects that have been proposed on the Project Site ended up not being economically 

feasible and failed to proceed to construction. In 1993, the City approved the Inglewood International Business 

Park Specific Plan, which encompassed portions of the Project Site. The EIR acknowledges and describes this plan 

(see Draft EIR, pages 3.10-24 - 3.10-25). Under this plan, the Project Site was considered as a possible location for 

a technology park. However, there were hurdles to that potential use including a partially occupied and partially 

vacant site, and no project entitlements have ever been approved by the City. For these reasons, the uses proposed 
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Feasibility of IBEC Alternatives 

under this plan have not been implemented, and the Project Site remains largely vacant. Without construction of the 
Proposed Project, the vacant and underutilized parcels on the Project Site would continue to remain vacant and/or 
underutilized. 

The Project Site has been identified as the potential location for off-site parking spaces to accommodate parking 
demands during large events at the NFL Stadium located within the Hollywood Park Specific Plan. The NFL 
Stadium was approved by initiative in 2015. At that time, transportation and parking studies were performed to 
analyze how stadium patrons would travel to and from the Stadium site. These studies identified the Project Site as a 
likely location to provide parking for the Stadium on game days. The studies concluded that the Project Site could 
provide 3,600 parking spaces.2 Under Alternative 1, the Project Site would remain undeveloped. For this reason, the 
Project Site would be available for off-site stadium parking. This parking \vould be needed, hmvever, on only an 
intermittent basis (likely 20 to 40 times per year). For the vast majority of the year, the Project Site would remain 
largely vacant and underutilized. For this reason, although the use of the Project Site for overflow parking for the 
NFL Stadium would have some utility, this use would be very limited, and the Project Site would remain 
significantly underutilized. 

Inconsistency with Federal Aviation Administration Airport Improvement Program Grant 

A vast majority of the Project Site was acquired by the City pursuant to funding through Federal Aviation 
Administration's (FAA's) Airport Improvement Program (AIP) grants. The intent of the AIP program is to 
provide funds to airports for disbursement to states and local governments in the fonn of grants to facilitate the 
reduction or elimination of incompatible uses through the acquisition of lands that fall into 65 dBA or greater 
noise contours.3 The intent of the AIP program is that the land in question is to be acquired, cleared of 
incompatible uses, and then sold at fair market value for development with airport compatible uses. Specifically, 
the AIP Handbook describes the land disposal requirements under 49 U.S.C. section 47107(c)(2), which states: 

(2) The Secretary of Transportation may approve an application under this subchapter for an 
airport development project grant only if the Secretary receives written assurances, satisfactory to 
the Secretary, that if an airport owner or operator has received or will receive a grant for 
acquiring land and-

(A) if the land was or will be acquired for a noise compatibility purpose (including land 
serving as a noise buffer either by being undeveloped or developed in a way that is 
compatible with using the land for noise buffering purposes)-

(i) the owner or operator will dispose of the land at fair market value at the 
earliest practicable time after the land no longer is needed for a noise 
compatibility purpose; 

2 Linscott, Law and Greenspan, Transportation and Parking Plan, Hollywood Park Stadium Alternative Project (February 2015); Linscott, 
Law and Greenspan, Traffic Impact Analysis, Hollywood Park Stadium Altemative Project (February 2015). 

3 Federal Aviation Administration, Office of Airport Planning & Programming, Noise Land Management and Requirements for Disposal 
o.f Noise Land or Development Land Funded with AIP, June 2014, page 1. 
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(ii) the disposition will be subject to retaining or reserving an interest in the land 
necessary to ensure that the land will be used in a way that is compatible with 
noise levels associated with operating the airport; and 

(iii) the part of the proceeds from disposing of the land that is proportional to the 
Government's share of the cost of acquiring the land will be reinvested in another 
project at the airport or transferred to another airport as the Secretary prescribes 
under paragraph ( 4 ); 

As such, under section 47 l07(c)(2)(A)(i), above, the grant requires that the City "dispose of the land at fair 
market value at the earliest practicable time ... " 

This requirement is embodied in the City's objectives forthe Project, which include: 

5. Transfonn vacant or underutilized land within the City in to compatible land uses \vithin aircraft noise 
contours generated by operations at LAX, in compliance with Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) 
grants to the City. 

This objective is consistent with provisions in grant agreements into which the City and the former Inglewood 
Redevelopment Agency entered with the FAA between 1994 and 2006, which include the following provision: 

It is agreed that land in this project purchased for noise compatibility purposes may be subject to 
disposal at the earliest practicable time. After Grant Agreement, the FAA may designate such 
land which must be sold by the Sponsor [the City of [nglewood]. The Sponsor will use its best 
efforts to dispose of such land subject to retention or reservation of any interest or right therein 
necessary to insure that such land is used only for purposes which are compatible with the noise 
levels of operation of the airport. The proceed of such disposition either shall be refunded to the 
United States for the Airport and Airway Trust Fund on a basis proportioned to the United States 
share of the cost of acquisition of such land, or shall be reinvested in an approved project, 
pursuant to such instruction as the FAA will issue. 

Pursuant to these agreements, the City and the former Inglewood Redevelopment Agency (now the City of 
Inglewood as the Successor Agency to the Inglewood Redevelopment Agency, "Successor Agency") must use its 
best efforts to dispose of these parcels at a fair market value at the earliest practicable time. Holding the Project 
Site vacant and/or underutilized under the No Project Alternative would be inconsistent \vith the obligation to use 
such best efforts, as specified in the grant agreements under the FAA AIP program. 

City of Inglewood Economic Development Goals 

The City of Inglewood identifies goals of the City to promote economic development in the City's General Plan 
Land Use Element. In particular, it identifies a goal to "[h]elp promote sound economic development and 
increase employment opportunities for the City's residents by responding to changing economic conditions."4 It 
further articulates a goal to "[p ]romote the development of commercial/recreational uses which will complement 
those which already are located in Inglewood."5 Consistent with those goals, the Proposed Project would 

4 City oflnglewood, General Plan Land Use Element, January 1980, page 6. 

5 City oflnglewood, General Plan Land Use Element, January 1980, page 7. 
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redevelop the site into a new state-of-the-art sports and entertainment facility with related uses that promotes 

economic development and generates employment opportunities during the construction period and during the 

subsequent operational life of the Project. As discussed above, the vacant parcels on the Project Site have remained 

vacant for years, thus frustrating the City's economic development goals of increasing employment on the Project 

Site and promoting economic development. Under the No Project Alternative, the parcels on the Project Site would 

remain vacant without the construction of the Proposed Project, and the City's economic development goals will not 

be achieved. 

These parcels have remained vacant and underutilized despite the City's efforts to encourage investment and 

redevelopment. In particular, in 1993 the City approved the Inglewood International Business Park Specific Plan 

encompassing much of the site. This plan envisioned the development of an attractive, campus-like business park, 

and established guidelines designed to encourage this use. During the intervening 27 years, however, the 

development anticipated and encouraged under the plan has not occurred due to a lack of investment interest in 

such a project. Available evidence indicates, therefore, that if the business park plan remains the operative land­

use plan for the Project Site, it will remain vacant and/or underutilized. None of the City's economic development 

goals, as expressed in the City's adopted plans and policies, will be achieved. 

Loss of Public Benefits 

As described in the Development Agreement, the Proposed Project would provide the City, its residents, and the 

surrounding region with an extensive array of public benefits. The public benefits would total approximately 

$100 million and would include (1) the creation oflocaljobs and workforce equity; (2) commitments to 

affordable housing and renter support; (3) rehabilitation of Morningside Park Library and creation of a 

community center; (4) support for City of Inglewood youth and education; (5) support for social and educational 

programs at the Inglewood Senior Center; (6) renovation of public basketball courts in Inglewood; (7) community 

engagement and collaboration, including use of the arena for charitable causes, and access to NBA games for 

community groups. These public benefits would not be provided under Alternative 1 

Alternative 2: Reduced Project Size 

Alternative 2 does not appear to be feasible for the following reasons: (1) inconsistency with the City's economic 

development goals; (2) the lack of ability of the LA Clippers to consolidate their uses at a single site in the region, 

(3) loss amenities and the inability to hold pre- and post-game events would diminish customer and fan 

experience; (4) adverse effects on arrival and departure patterns; and (5) inconsistency \vith the requirements of 

the City's FAA AIP grants. 

City of Inglewood Economic Development Goals 

As discussed under No Project Alternative, above, the City of Inglewood has long-standing goals articulated in 

the General Plan Land Use Element which call for the promotion of economic development that \vould generate 

opportunities and employment for the City's residents. Contrary to these goals, compared to the fully developed 

Proposed Project, Alternative 2 would generate a materially lower level of economic activity on the Project Site. 

Extrapolating from date included in an economic and fiscal study submitted by the project applicant6 and verified 

6 HR&A, Economic and Fiscal Impact Report: Inglewood Basketball and Entertainment Center; May 2020, Table 1, One-Time 
Employment and Other Economic Impacts in the City ofinglewood Economy from C onstroction of IBEC (in 2019$). 
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by economic experts retained by the City7, Alternative 2 would result in the following approximate reductions in 
direct and indirect economic activity in the City of Inglewood economy compared to the fully developed 
Proposed Project: 

• Construction of the smaller Alternative 2 would result in up to approximately 1,109 fewer jobs, with 
construction employee compensation reduced by up to a net of approximately $66.7 million, and a 
reduction of total economic activity of up to approximately $150.2 million.8 

• On-going operations of Alternative 2, net of elimination of existing uses, would result in a decrease in 
employment of up to approximately 545 jobs, with annual employee compensation reduced by up to 
approximately $38.7 million, and annual total economic activity reduced by up to approximately $81.6 
million.9 

In addition to overall reductions in employment and economic activity in the City ofinglewood, Alternative 2 
would have correlative reductions in revenues to the City. Pursuant to the same study cited above, Alternative 2 
would result in a reduction in revenue to the City of up to approximately $2.8 million per year, as further 
described below: 

• The City's share of increased property taxes \vould be reduced by up to approximately $1.5 million per 
year; 10 

• The City's share of increased sales taxes would be reduced by up to approximately $210,000 peryear; 11 

• The City's share of increased utility users' taxes would be reduced by up to approximately $68,000 per 
year; 12 

7 Keyser Marston Associates, Peer Review - Economic and Fiscal Impact Report: Inglewood Basketball and Entertainment Center, 
Memorandum from James Rabe, CRE, to Christopher E. Jackson, Director, Inglewood Economic & Community Development 
Department, June 10, 2020. 

8 HR&A, Economic and Fiscal Impact Report: Inglewood Basketball and Entertainment Center, May 2020, Table 1, One-Time 
Employment and Other Economic Impacts in the City of Inglewood Economy from Construction of !EEC (in 2019$), page 15. The 
estimates that would be precluded by Alternative 2 include construction of Ancillary Buildings, Hotel, and an estiniated 16.5% of 
Arena construction (to account for smaller arena and exclusion of team practice and training facility, administrative offices, and sports 
medicine clinic). 

9 HR&A, Economic and Fiscal Impact Report: Inglewood Basketball and Entertainment Center, May 2020, Table 2, Ongoing 
Employment and Other Economic Impacts in the City of Inglewood Economy from Annual Operations of !EEC (in 2019$), page 17. 
The estimates that would be precluded by Alternative 2 include operations of the following uses eliminated under Alternative 2: 
Basketball Team Business Operations, Shopping Center/Retail, Restaurants Outside of the Arena, Community Center, Sports 
Medicine Clinic, and Hotel. 

10 HR&A, Economic and Fiscal Impact Report: Inglewood Basketball and Entertainment Center, May 2020, Appendix B, Table 3, 
Inglewood Basketball and Entertainment Center Estimated Property Taxes, page 35. The estimates are based on elimination of the 
assessed value of the Ancillary Buildings ($19,000,000 ), Hotel ($16,400,000 ), and a 16.5% reduction in the assessed value of the 
Arena Structure (reduction of $108,900,000), with associated reductions of $1,440,000 in the City share of the general levy, and a 
reduction of$1 l,486 in the MVLF in lieu. 

11 HR&A, Economic and Fiscal Impact Report: Inglewood Basketball and Entertainment Center, May 2020, Appendix B, Table 4, 
Inglewood Basketball and Entertainment Center Estimated Sales Tax, page 36. The estimates are based on elimination of taxable 
sales revenues of approximately $14. l million from the ancillary retail, restaurant, and hotel uses. Since under the arena capacity 
would be 500 seats less under Alternative 2, there could also be a correlative reduction in attendance, however an estimated change in 
attendance and related spending in the arena are not accounted for in this estimate, which is, thus, conservative. 

12 HR&A, Economic and Fiscal Impact Report: Inglewood Basketball and Entertainment Center, May 2020, Appendix B, Table 4, 
Inglewood Basketball and Entertainment Center Estimated Utilizv Users' Tax, page 37. Estiniates are based on elimination of utility 
users' tax for water use for the Restaurant/Bar/Lounge, Office, Team Store and Retail, and Hotel uses; the elimination of the utility 
users' taxes for electricity and natural gas for the Hotel and 16.5% of the Arena and associated uses. 
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• The City's revenues from Transient Occupancy Tax from the eliminated hotel would be reduced by up to 

approximately $1 million per year; 13 and 

• The City's revenues from Business License-Gross Receipts Tax would be reduced by up to 
approximately $33,000 per year.14 

The overall estimate of reduced revenues to the City described above is conservative in that it does not account 

for potential reductions in parking taxes (there would be fewer parking spaces in Alternative 2 than the Proposed 

Project, but this has not been accounted for because displaced parking could still occur in the City), and 

construction taxes which are based on factors such as contractor earnings in the City, construction materials sales 

in the City, and the commercial building value permit based on total construction costs. Each of these would 

likely be reduced under Alternative 2 but have not been specifically estimated. 

In addition to reduced revenues to the City, the reduction in construction under Alternative 2 would reduce the 

revenue to the Inglewood Unified School District by up to approximately $175,000 as a result ofreduced 

payment of school impact in-lieu fees. This estimate of reduced school impact in-lieu fees under Alternative 2 is 

based on elimination of the ancillary retail uses, along with the administrative offices and sports medicine clinic, 

and a 16.5% reduction in the size of the arena structure. 15 

Compared to a fully developed Proposed Project, implementation of Alternative 2 would eliminate approximately 

1,100 construction jobs and 545 on-going operational jobs, and up to approximately $150 million in economic 

activity in the City during construction. In addition, once the project commences operations, each year up to 

approximately $82 million in economic activity in the City, and up to approximately $2.8 million in annual 

revenues to the City would be eliminated compared to a fully developed Proposed Project. Finally, compared to 

the Proposed Project, under Alternative 2 a one-time payment of in-lieu fees to the Inglewood Unified School 

District would be reduced by up to approximately $175,000. For each and all of these reasons, Alternative 2 

would be materially worse than the Proposed Project in terms of its ability to meet the City's goals to promote 

economic development that would generate opportunities for the City's residents. 16 

13 HR&A, Economic and Fiscal Impact Report: Inglewood Basketball and Entertainment Center, May 2020, Appendix B, Table 7, 
Inglewood Basketball and Entertainment Center Estimated Transient Occupancy Tax, page 38. Estimates are based on elimination of 
utility users' tax for water use for the Restaurant/Bar/Lounge, Office, Team Store and Retail, and Hotel uses; the elimination of the 
utility users' taxes for electricity and natural gas for the Hotel and 16.5% of the Arena and associated uses. 

14 HR&A, Economic and Fiscal Impact Report: Inglewood Basketball and Entertainment Center, May 2020, Appendix B, Table 9, 
Inglewood Basketball and Entertainment Center Estimated Business License Tax, page 40. Estimates are based on elimination of 
gross receipts tax from approximately $26. 9 million in gross receipts from the ancillary Retail and Restaurant businesses, the Sports 
Medicine Clinic, and Hotel uses. 

15 HR&A, Economic and Fiscal Impact Report: Inglewood Basketball and Entertainment Center, May 2020, Appendix B, Table 13, 
Inglewood Basketball and Entertainment Center Estimated City Fee Costs, page 44. Estimates are based on elimination of gross 
receipts tax from approximately $26.9 million in gross receipts from the ancillary Retail and Restaurant businesses, the Sports 
Medicine Clinic, and Hotel uses. 

16 The results discussed above are based on analyses in the main body of the May 2020 HR&A report entitled Economic and Fiscal 
Impact Report: Inglewood Basketball and Entertainment Center. The estimates of reductions in economic activity, employment, and 
associated revenues to the City are based on the full development of the Proposed Project, as described in Chapter 2 of the EIR. 
Appendix D of the HR&A report presents a sensitivity analysis that considers the economic and fiscal effects of the Proposed Project 
under a scenario that involves a lower estimate of non-basketball events and a reduction in the amount of ancillary retail development 
than described in the EIR. Compared to the results of the Proposed Project reflected in this sensitivity analysis, the reductions between 
the Project and Alternative 2 would be less than described herein. 
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Team Operations 

LA Clipper's team front office personnel often are required to attend games as part of their job responsibilities. 
Currently the LA Clippers' team offices are located in Downtown Los Angeles, two blocks away from the Staples 
Center, which is the LA Clipper's current home area, thus resulting in a short trip to the arena to attend games. It 
is assumed that the LA Clipper's offices would remain in Downtown Los Angeles under Alternative 2. As a 
result, members of the team front office would have a longer trip from the team's offices in Downtown Los 
Angeles and to the new arena in Inglewood to attend games. 

Further, consistent with the project applicant's stated objective to "[b]uild the long-term home of the LA Clippers 
basketball team," the project architect states that state-of-the-art sports training at the NBA level requires a close 
relationship between the training, management, and game facilities. As such, the integration of the Arena, the 
training facility, LA Clippers administrative offices, as described for the Proposed Project, would provide for an 
immersive, secure environment for players to train, eat, receive medical support, and play games, and would 
allow for close and regular interaction between the LA Clippers players, coaches, trainers, medical personnel, 
nutritionists, senior management, and other support staff. 17 Under Alternative 2, with a smaller Arena located at 
the Project Site, LA Clippers administrative offices in downtown Los Angeles, and the team's training facility 
remaining in Playa Vista, and very limited other support and ancillary uses at the Project Site, would compromise 
the ability to achieve the optimal training environment determined necessary by the project applicant. 

Community, Customer and Fan Experience 

The project architect has noted that "[s]uccessful, modem sports facilities also seek to create a destination that 
integrates into the urban fabric of the community."18 Project applicant objective 3.a and the design of the 
Proposed Project reflect the intent to create a year-round, active environment, with a daily population on-site that 
would support nearby retail and community-serving uses, and avoid creating an area that would be devoid of 
activity outside of the period immediately before and after scheduled events. 

In recent years, most privately funded major league sports facilities are being developed in concert with a mix of 
other complimentary uses. Prior to this recent trend, arenas and stadiums often developed as isolated uses in 
suburban settings, meaning that there \Vas nothing for the customer or fan to do prior to or after the event, leading 
to higher levels of peak traffic congestion as attendees arrived late and left as soon as the event \Vas over. Arenas 
and stadiums \Vere frequently dark zones \vith essentially no activity outside of event times, an issue that was 
considered acceptable when such venues were located in suburban settings surrounded by surface parking lots, 
but considered an eyesore in more highly urbanized settings. 

The location of the Project Site in an urbanized setting, and the inclusion of complimentary uses on the Project 
Site, provide the opportunity for activity on an ongoing basis throughout the year. In such a setting, activity 
tllfoughout the day and throughout the year may occur. Restaurants, bars, and stores in immediate proximity to 
tl1e venue can provide an attraction for attendees to arrive early, and to stay late, after the event, which can have 
tl1e benefit of spreading out arrival and departure traffic and travel. In this fashion, peak travel can be reduced 
because the same amount of traffic is distributed over a longer period of time. One notable example is Staples 

17 AECOM, Design and Operations Considerations o/EIR Alternatives, Letter from Bill Hanway, Executive Vice President, Global 
Sports Leader, AECOM to Chris Holmquist, Wilson Meany, May 7, 2020. 

18 AECOM, Design and Operations Considerations o/EIR Alternatives, Letter from Bill Hanway, Executive Vice President, Global 
Sports Leader, AECOM to Chris Holmquist, Wilson Meany, May 7, 2020. 
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Center in downtown Los Angeles, where LA Live was developed as a commercial compliment to the arena 
building. Other similar recent examples in California include: 

Golden l Center in Sacramento, where the NBA Sacramento Kings have developed retail, restaurant, hotel, 
and residential uses around the arena which opened in 2016; 

Chase Center in San Francisco, where the NBA Golden State Warriors developed a mixed use office and 
retail development on the same parcel as the new arena; and 

Oracle Park in San Francisco, where the Major League Baseball San Francisco Giants are in the planning 
stages of a mixed use, residential retail and office near the ballpark. 

There are numerous other examples around the United States, including the Deer District development around the 
recently opened Fiserv Forum in Milwaukee, Wisconsin (home of the NBA Milwaukee Bucks) and the Battery 
Atlanta development adjacent to Truist Park in Cumberland County, Georgia (home of the MLB Atlanta Braves), 
both of which have opened in the last couple of years. 

More specific to the design of the proposed Plaza, from an operational perspective, modem major league sports 
facilities are designed to provide for multiple layers of security and control, as opposed to a single point of control 
for entry and exit offans and visitors. The project architect indicates that the design of the Plaza for the Proposed 
Project allow for the separation of the initial screening process (typically providing for use of metal detectors and 
bag checks) from the ticket check; this is typically accomplished through a secure initial checkpoint set away from 
the physical entrance to the Arena, to be followed by a second check at the door. This provides a more flexible and 
secure operation that can adapt to the specific requirements of different events, the needs for which can be affected 
by such factors as size of the crowd, weather, and other factors. As such, the project architect indicates that features 
such as Plaza buildings and other structures and landscaping elements are considered part of the Arena security plan, 
serving as both security features and urban design elements. 19 

Adverse Changes to Arrival/Departure Patterns 

As discussed above, one of the key intents of the integration of LA Clippers uses and the development of 
complimentary ancillary uses on the Project Site is to achieve transportation benefits. As described on page 6-30 
of the Draft EIR "eliminating the potential to consolidate LA Clippers team uses, including the arena, practice 
facility, sports medicine and treatment facilities, and team offices in a single location, Alternative 2 would likely 
increase the amount of travel between these uses that are currently located disparately throughout the region." 
Further changes could result from changes to arrival and departure patterns for event attendees, as described further 

below. 

The differentiation between arrival patterns at highly urbanized arenas that are part of mixed-use developments 
compared to single-purpose, more isolated arenas with limited or no ancillary uses can be readily understood by 
reviewing the data at two such venues in Sacramento Ca. As part of planning studies for the development of 
Golden l Center, NBA game arrivals were observed at the then home of the NBA Sacramento Kings, Sleep Train 
Arena, which was an arena surrounded by surface parking with no food or beverage establishments in its 

19 AECOM, Design and Operations Considerations ofEIRAltematives, Letter from Bill Hanway, Executive Vice President, Global 
Sports Leader, AECOM to Chris Holmquist, Wilson Meany, May 7, 2020. 
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proximity. At this venue, the peak hour arrival accounted for approximately 67% of all attendees. 20 After the 
opening of Golden 1 Center, located in downtown Sacramento as part of a mixed-use development referred to as 
Downtown Commons, the measured proportion of total arrivals during the pre-event peak hour was 60%.21 It was 
also determined that based on surveys of actual attendees to NBA Games held at Golden l Center in 2017, 29% 
reported that they had visited a restaurant, bar, or retail uses in the immediate vicinity of Golden l Center prior to 
the event start.22 

Both the measured peaking of traffic and attendee survey results indicate that placement of complementary land 
uses, such as food-and-beverage establishments, adjacent to an arena tends to disperse arriving and departing 
traffic flows. Thus, it is reasonable to assume that one of the effects of Alternative 2 would be to concentrate the 
peak arrival and departure patterns for events at the Alternative 2 arena compared to the Proposed Project. This 
would tend to exacerbate transportation and other operational impacts of arena events. 

Inconsistency with Federal Aviation Administration Airporl Improvement Program Grant 

As discussed above under Alternative 1, the intent of the AIP program is that the land in question acquired by the 
City and Successor Agency be cleared of incompatible uses, and that the grant recipients use their best efforts to 
dispose of the land at fair market value for development with airport compatible uses. Under Alternative 2, the 
East Transportation Hub and Hotel site would not be developed as under the Proposed Project. These parcels 
would instead remain vacant. Alternative 2 would therefore be less responsive than the Proposed Project to the 
City's objective to "transfonn vacant or underutilized land within the City into compatible land uses within 
aircraft noise contours generated by operations at LAX, in compliance \vith Federal Aviation Administration 
(FAA) grants to the City." 

Alternative 3: City Services Center Alternative Site 

This alternative does not appear to be feasible for the following reasons: ( l) lengthened construction schedule and 
increased construction costs; (2) failure to achieve the City's economic development goals for the Project Site; (3) 
the site of the firefighter training academy may not be available for purchase; ( 4) the elimination of other team 
facilities under this alternative would be detrimental to team operations; and (5) constraints associated with the 
local roadway system. A more detailed discussion of each reason is provided below. 

Project Schedule and Costs 

As described on Draft EIRpage 6-43, "[b]ecause constructing on the City Services Center Alternative site would 
first require designing and constructing replacement uses on the Project Site, it is uncertain if this alternative site 
would allow the applicant to begin hosting LA Clippers home games in the 2024-2025 season ... " In addition to 
planning, design, and construction of a new City Services Center and firefighter training academy, the proposed 
arena and associated development would require a complete redesign, including necessary NBA review and 

20 City of Sacramento, Sacramento Sports and Entertainment Center & Related Development Draft Environmental Impact Report, 
December 2013, page 4.10-43. 

21 Fehr & Peers, on behalf of the City of Sacramento and Sacramento Downtown Arena LLC, Final Golden 1 Center Year One Travel 
A1onitoring Report, October 2017, page 20. 

22 Fehr & Peers, on behalf of the City of Sacramento and Sacramento Downtown Arena LLC, Final Golden 1 Center Year One Travel 
Monitoring Report, October 2017, Table 4, page 39. 
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approval, as well as likely preparation of additional supplementary CEQA analysis pursuant to PRC section 
21166. 

The Alternative 3 site does not meet the definition of "project area" included in PRC section 21168.6.8(a)(5). 
Thus, Alternative 3 would not meet the requirements for compliance with AB 987. As a result of this change, 
should the adequacy of the EIR be litigated, ratherthan the AB 987 dictated 270-day process for legal 
proceedings, including any potential appeals, the project would be subject to the established legal process w-hich 
can take three or more years. As a result of a more extended legal process, litigation regarding the adequacy of 
the EIR for Alternative 2 would likely obstruct the ability to meet the project applicant's schedule objective to 
open in time for the 2024-25 NBA season. That is because construction financing is often unavailable while 
CEQA litigation is pending, meaning that construction would not be able to proceed until after litigation is 
resolved even if no injunction is issued. Indeed, the extent to w-hich CEQA litigation interferes with the ability to 
move forward with projects while such litigation is pending is a central aim of statutes, such as AB 987, 
establishing an accelerated time frame for the resolution of CEQA litigation. (See, e.g., Legislative Findings 
adopted pursuant to Assembly Bill 734 (2018 Stats. Chapter 959, § 1), Senate Bill 743 (2013 Stats, Chapter 386, 
§ l.) The same considerations apply here. 

In addition to schedule extension, the project costs would likely increase under Alternative 3. With this 
alternative, the City's corporation yard and the firefighter training academy would be relocated to the Project Site. 
Structures and uses within the City's corporation yard include a three-story warehouse and administrative office 
building, small structures utilized for police training, parking for 300 vehicles, fuel stations for gasoline, propane, 
and compressed natural gas, a car wash, and material bins while structures on the firefighter training academy site 
include a classroom building, bum building, and training tower. There is adequate space on the Project Site to 
construct replacement facilities. In addition, these uses appear to be consistent with restrictions on the use of the 
Project Site under FAA grants. Nevertheless, the City would likely have to bear the cost of replacing these 
facilities, which the City Department of Public Works preliminarily estimated the cost at approximately $75 - 100 
million. 

Loss of Environmental Benefits 

Under AB 987, the project applicant has committed to a Greenhouse Gas (GHG) reduction plan that includes a 
number of local measures that would provide benefits in the City of Inglewood. These measures include such 
commitments as (1) replacement of 10 municipal fleet vehicles with Zero Emissions Vehicles (ZEVs) and 
construction of related infrastructure for those vehicles; (2) replacement of 2 transit vehicles that operate within 
the City with ZEV s and construction of related infrastructure for those vehicles; (3) installation of 20 electric 
vehicle charging stations at locations within the City available for public user for charging electric vehicles; (4) 
development of a program for planting of l, 000 trees within the City; and ( 5) implementation of a program to 
purchase and installation of 1,000 electric vehicle charging units for residential use in local communities near the 
Project Site, with City residents given a priority for participation. Because AB 987 would not apply at this site, 
these measures would not be implemented under Alternative 3. 

Economic Development Goals 

As discussed under No Project Alternative, above, the City of Inglewood has long-standing goals articulated in 
the General Plan Land Use Element which call for the promotion of economic development that would generate 
opportunities and employment for the City's residents. Contrary to these goals, similar to Alternative 2, the 
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overall revenues to the City and the Inglewood Unified School District would be materially reduced (at a level 
similar to that described for Alternative 2 because the development would be similarly scaled down compared to 
the Proposed Project). Further, compared to the Proposed Project, Alternative 3 would generate a materially 
lower level of economic activity on the Project Site. While the Project Site is large enough to accommodate the 
City Services Center and fire academy, these uses are not the type of employment and revenue generating uses 
that the City envisions for the Project Site as the work force employed by the City Services Center and fire 
academy already exists and no revenue would be generated as both the City and the El Camino Community 
College District (ECCCD), which owns and operates the firefighter training academy, are public entities. 

Inconsistency with Federal Aviation Administration Airport Improvement Program Grant 

As discussed above under Alternative l, the intent of the AIP program is that the land in question acquired by the 
City and Successor Agency be cleared of incompatible uses, and that the grant recipients use their best efforts to 
dispose of the land at fair market value for development with airport compatible uses. Under Alternative 3, the 
proposed Project Site would not be developed as under the Proposed Project. Rather, portions of the Project Site 
would be developed with a replacement City Services Center and firefighter training academy. These uses would 
be compatible with the location of the Project Site. Nevertheless, because these portions of the site would 
continue to be owned by the City and the Successor Agency, and other parts of the Project Site would remain 
vacant or underutilized, Alternative 3 would be less responsive than the Proposed Project to the City's objective 
to "transform vacant or underutilized land within the City into compatible land uses within aircraft noise contours 
generated by operations at LAX, in compliance with Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) grants to the City." 

Site Availability 

A majority of the 9.7-acre Alternative 3 site is under the control of the City ofinglewood, and an approximately 
1.6-acre firefighter academy portion of the site is under the control of the ECCCD. It is unknown if the ECCCD is 
willing to sell the firefighter training academy site and/or relocate the academy to the Project Site. Therefore, the 
property may not be available for development. Although the ECCCD-controlled portion of the Alternative 3 site 
is only l.6 of the total 9.7-acre site, its removal would leave this alternative site at only 8.1 acres, and an awkward 
shape. As such, because of the already limited size and the specific configuration of parcels, unavailability of the 
firefighting training academy site would make Alternative 3 infeasible. 

Site Configuration 

The limited size of the portion of the Alternative 3 site available to be dedicated to the Arena (approximately 4.65 
acres, an area approximately 450 feet on each side) is considered by the project architect to be very tight for a 
modem arena. [t would require the Arena structure to sit directly against the back of the curb on West [vy A venue 
and Cable Place, which would severely restrict the ability to design either ( l) an operationally functional loading 
dock area at ground level, or (2) a ramp down to a subterranean loading dock on the main event level. The project 
architect indicates that the provision of such a loading dock is a prerequisite of a modem arena.23 

In addition, the proximity of the Arena structure to the street curb edge would create concerns about public safety 
in the event of an emergency egress situation, and could be challenging even during normal event conditions. 

23 AECOM, Design and Operations Considerations ofEIR Altematives, Letter from Bill Hanway, Executive Vice President, Global 
Sports Leader, AECOM to Chris Holmquist, Wilson Meany, May 7, 2020. 
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Community, Customer and Fan Experience 

From an operational perspective, modem sports facilities rely on multiple layers of security and control, and not 
on a single point of control for entry and exit of fans and visitors. The Proposed Project would separate the initial 
screening process from the ticket check to allow for a secure checkpoint away from the physical entrance to the 
Arena, to be followed by a second check at the door. This provides a more flexible and secure operation that can 
adapt to the specific requirements of different events. In addition, because of the relatively long and narrow 
configuration of the open space, the project architect indicates that Alternative 3 would not provide a clear entry 
and could become unsafe in larger gatherings. The project architect has reviewed the configuration of Alternative 
3 (see Draft EIR Figure 6-2), and determined that the linear configuration of the Plaza under Alternative 3 would 
compromise the ability to achieve optimal security operations at the Arena.24 

One of the basic objectives of the project applicant is "synergistic with nearby existing and proposed uses and 
incorporates state-of-the-art urban design and venue design principles." The project architect has stated that to 
achieve this objective, the open space needs to be "of a reasonable size and shape, and supported by a balanced 
mix of sizes that create a destination, integrates the site into the urban fabric of the community and connects the 
development to other neighborhood amenities." The architect has indicated that the creation of a "Champions 
Plaza," where fans can gather to celebrate significant wins or achievements, is essential to meeting that objective. 
Alternative 3, as presented in the Draft EIR, would include a relatively narrow linear open space that connects to 
North Eucalyptus A venue, West Beach A venue, and Cable Plaza, each of which leads to industrial facilities and 
associated parking areas and loading docks. 25 Because of the nature of the adjacent uses and the linear 
configuration of the open space that would serve to funnel people toward those uses, Alternative 3 would not 
create the synergistic connections to the community sought by the project applicant. 

Team Operations 

Similar to Alternative 2, the LA Clipper's team front office would remain in Downtown Los Angeles under 
Alternative 3, and the LA Clippers would continue to use their practice and training facility in the Playa Vista 
neighborhood of Los Angeles. As a result, members of the team front office would be required to travel back and 
forth between the team's offices and the downtown arena to attend games. Similar to Alternative 2, this trip 
would take approximately 20-25 minutes during the non-peak hour, although it would be faster to take the I-10 
freeway west and South La Brea Avenue south to the City Services Center site. However, during the PM peak 
hour, which would occur shortly before games typically start on weekdays, travel time could approximately 
double. As a result, employees would spend up to an hour traveling, which is time that could be put to more 
productive use if their offices were co-located with the arena. 

Further, consistent with the project applicant's stated objective to "[b]uild the long-term home of the LA Clippers 
basketball team," the project architect states that state-of-the-art sports training at the NBA level requires a close 
relationship between the training, management, and game facilities. As such, the integration of the Arena, the 
training facility, LA Clippers administrative offices, as described for the Proposed Project, would provide for an 
immersive, secure environment for players to train, eat, receive medical support, and play games, and would 

24 AECOM, Design and Operations Considerations o.fEIRAltematives, Letter from Bill Hanway, Executive Vice President, Global 
Sports Leader, AECOM to Chris Holmquist, Wilson Meany, May 7, 2020. 

25 AECOM, Design and Operations Considerations o.fEIRAltematives, Letter from Bill Hanway, Executive Vice President, Global 
Sports Leader, AECOM to Cluis Holmquist. Wilson Meany, May 7, 2020. 
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allow for close and regular interaction between the LA Clippers players, coaches, trainers, medical personnel, 
nutritionists, senior management, and other support staff. 26 Under Alternative 3, the LA Clippers administrative 
offices would remain in downtown Los Angeles, the team's training facility would remain in Playa Vista, and 
there would be limited other support and ancillary uses at the City Services Center Alternative Site, which would 
compromise the ability to achieve the optimal training environment determined necessary by the project 
applicant. 

Traffic Constraints 

The streets in the vicinity of the City Services Center site are curvier, more discontinuous, and have less arterial 
capacity than the streets in the vicinity of the Project Site. Similar to the Proposed Project, under Alternative 3 a 
total of 4,215 parking spaces would be provided in two 8-story and one 7-story parking strnctures on the City 
Services Center site. One garage (2,300 spaces) would be accessible via Eucalyptus Avenue and two garages 
(l,915 spaces) that would be accessible via Beach Avenue. Both Eucalyptus and Beach Avenues are two lane 
streets that provide direct access the two major arterials near the Project Site - Florence Avenue one block to the 
south and La Brea Avenue one block to the north/east. Traffic generated by up 4,215 vehicles entering/leaving the 
City Services Center site before/after events would quickly overwhelm the nearby intersections along Florence 
and La Brea Avenues, thus forcing traffic through neighborhoods to the north of the site. This traffic would 
quickly overwhelm the capacity of local street system, thus resulting in traffic gridlock. In addition, although the 
City Services Center Alternative site is closer to the I-405 freeway (0.6 miles) than is the Proposed Project (1.3 
miles), it is farther from the I-110 and [-I 05 freeways; thus, regional trips would not be distributed as evenly and 
freeway impacts would be concentrated on the I-405. 

Alternative 4: Baldwin Hills Alternative Site 

This alternative does not appear to be feasible for the following reasons: ( l) the alternative site is located in a 
different jurisdiction; (2) the alternative site may not be available for purchase; (3) constrnction of the Proposed 
Project on the alternative site may not be feasible; ( 4) constraints associated with the local roadway system; and 
(5) none of the City's stated objectives for the Proposed Project would be achieved. A more detailed discussion of 
each reason is provided below. 

Jurisdictional Constraints 

The Baldwin Hills Alternative Site is located within the City of Los Angeles. Constrnction of the Proposed 
Project on the Baldwin Hills Alternative site would require approval by the City of Los Angeles City Council. 
The City of Los Angeles approved a plan to modernize and redevelop the existing Baldwin Hills Crenshaw Plaza 
shopping mall in 2018. The plan calls for the demolition of approximately 13,400 square feet ofretail/restaurant 
space and the constrnction of about 44,200 square feet of retail/restaurant space, a 400-room hotel, and 410 
apartment units on the Baldwin Hills Alternative site; the existing mall buildings and theater are planned to 
remain. Although no project-specific permits have been submitted for the Baldwin Hills Alternative Site,27 given 
the amount of development planned for the site, it is uncertain as to whether the City would consider an 
alternative plan for the site so soon after approval. 

26 AECOM, Design and Operations Considerations o/EIRAltematives, Letter from Bill Hanway, Executive Vice President, Global 
Sports Leader, AECOM to Chris Holmquist, Wilson Meany, May 7, 2020. 

27 Luciralia Ibarra, City Planner, City of Los Angeles, personal communication, March 25, 2020. 
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Site Availability 

The project applicant does not control or own the Baldwin Hills Alternative Site. In addition, as discussed above, 
a plan to modernize and redevelop the existing Baldwin Hills Crenshaw Plaza shopping mall was approved by the 
Los Angeles City Council in 2018. Given the amount of development proposed for the site and the effort that 
went into obtaining the approval of these entitlements, it is unknown if the Baldwin Hills Alternative site is 
available for purchase, or if the owner of the site would be willing to sell to the project applicant. In addition, the 
plan to modernize and redevelop the site is currently subject to ongoing litigation, which could put a damper on 
the ability of the project applicant to purchase the property before the litigation is resolved.28 

Site Feasibility 

The proximity of existing and future on-site retail uses and nearby residential neighborhoods bring the feasibility 
of Alternative 4 into question. Much of the parking that supports the current retail uses on the site would also be 
required to serve employees and attendees before, during, and after events at the Arena. Although some sharing is 
possible, the conflicting and overlapping schedules with the cinema and other major retail facilities that would 
remain on the northern part of the Alternative 4 site would create a significant parking, traffic, and operational 
challenges that could result in adverse effects to the existing and remaining businesses, or result in spillover 
effects in nearby neighborhoods (discussed further below under Traffic Constraints). 

Traffic Constraints 

With the retained commercial/retail facilities on the site fronting on Crenshaw Boulevard and West Martin Luther 
King Jr. Boulevard, access to the Arena-related parking would be limited to Santa Rosalia Drive, Stocker Street, 
and Marlton A venue, all four-lane streets designed to meet the needs of a regional shopping center, but not to 
accommodate the peaking. Santa Rosalia Drive, in particular, connected to significant residential neighborhoods, 
and this could create conflicts during the overlap between rush hour and event traffic. 

While the Baldwin Hills Alternative site is located adjacent to arterial roadways with large capacities, similar to 
the Proposed Project, regional highway facilities are located further from the site than the regional highway 
facilities that serve the Project Site. [n particular, the Santa Monica Freeway (I-10) is located approximately 
1.6 miles to the north, the Harbor Freeway (I-110) is located about 3 .1 miles to the east, and the San Diego 
Freeway (I-405) is located approximately 3.5 miles to the west. As a result, traffic generated under Alternative 4 
would have to travel farther to and from regional highway facilities, resulting in more potential affected 
intersections that could be adversely affected along roadways leading to the Baldwin Hills Alternative site. 

City Objectives 

Under the Baldwin Hills Alternative none of the City's objectives for the Proposed Project would be achieved. 
Specifically, none of the City's objectives to enhance the community would be accomplished. For example, the 
City would be unable to achieve its goals of promoting the City as a premier regional sports and entertainment 
center (City Objective 1), enhancing the City's general economic health by stimulating new business and 
economic activity (City Objective 2), and constructing (with private funds) a public assembly space that would 
host sporting, cultural, business, and community events (City Objective 8). 

28 Luciralia Ibarra, City Planner, City of Los Angeles, personal communication, March 25, 2020. 
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City of Inglewood Economic Development Goals 

As discussed under No Project Alternative, above, the City ofinglewood has long-standing goals articulated in 
the General Plan Land Use Element which call for the promotion of economic development that would generate 
opportunities and employment for the City's residents. Contrary to these goals, Alternative 4 would eliminate all 
increases in revenues to the City and the Inglewood Unified School District, including if the Proposed Project 
were fully developed the addition of up to approximately 7,300 jobs over $1 billion in economic activity due to 
project construction, up to approximately 1,500 net new ongoing jobs and up to approximately $250 million in 
annual economic output.29 While under the Baldwin Hills Alternative an equivalent level of economic benefits 
would likely accrue in the City of Los Angeles, none of the noted economic development benefits would accrue 
to the City of Inglewood. 

Inconsistency with Federal Aviation Administration Airport Improvement Program Grant 

As discussed above under Alternative l, the intent of the AIP program is that the land in question acquired by the 
City and Successor Agency be cleared of incompatible uses, and that the grant recipients use their best efforts to 
dispose of the land at fair market value for development with airport compatible uses. Under Alternative 4, the 
proposed Project Site would not be developed as under the Proposed Project. Similar to the No Project 
Alternative, the Project Site would remain vacant and under-developed. Agreements between the FAA and the 
City under the AIP program provide that the City and the Successor Agency must use their best efforts to dispose 
of parcels acquired under this program at a fair market value at the earliest practicable time. Holding the Project 
Site vacant under Alternative 4 would be inconsistent with the obligation to use such best efforts, as specified in 
grant agreements under the FAA AIP program. Alternative 4 would also be inconsistent with the City's objective 
to '"transfonn vacant or underutilized land within the City into compatible land uses within aircraft noise contours 
generated by operations at LAX, in compliance with Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) grants to the City." 

Project Schedule and Costs 

In addition to site acquisition, the proposed arena and associated development would require a complete redesign, 
including necessary NBA review and approval, along with review and approval through the City of Los Angeles, 
including preparation of a new CEQA document. The need to restart the planning and entitlement process would 
result in schedule extensions that would obstruct the ability to meet the project applicant's schedule objective to 
open in time for the 2024-25 NBA season. 

The Alternative 4 site also does not meet the definition of '·project area" included in PRC section 2 l l 68.6.8(a)(5). 
Thus, Alternative 4 would not meet the requirements for compliance with AB 987. As a result of this change, 
should the adequacy of the EIR be litigated, ratherthan the AB 987 dictated 270-day process for legal 
proceedings, including any potential appeals, the project would be subject to the established legal process which 
can take three or more years. As a result of a more extended legal process, litigation regarding the adequacy of 
the EIR for Alternative 2 would likely obstmct the ability to meet the project applicant's schedule objective to 
open in time for the 2024-25 NBA season. That is because construction financing is often unavailable while 
CEQA litigation is pending, meaning that constmction would not be able to proceed until after litigation is 
resolved even if no injunction is issued. [ndeed, the extent to which CEQA litigation interferes with the ability to 
move forward with projects while such litigation is pending is a central aim of statutes, such as AB 987, 
establishing an accelerated time frame for the resolution of CEQA litigation. (See, e.g., Legislative Findings 

29 HR&A, Economic and Fiscal Impact Report: Inglewood Basketball and Entertainment Center, May 2020, pages 4 to 5. 
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adopted pursuant to Assembly Bill 734 (2018 Stats. Chapter 959, § l), Senate Bill 743 (2013 Stats, Chapter 386, 
§ l.) The same considerations apply here. 

Loss of Environmental Benefits 

Under AB 987, the project applicant has committed to a Greenhouse Gas (GHG) reduction plan that includes a 
number of local measures that would provide benefits in the City of [nglewood. These measures include such 
commitments as (l) replacement of 10 municipal fleet vehicles with Zero Emissions Vehicles (ZEVs) and 
construction of related infrastructure for those vehicles; (2) replacement of 2 transit vehicles that operate within 
the City with ZEV s and construction of related infrastructure for those vehicles; (3) installation of 20 electric 
vehicle charging stations at locations within the City available for public user for charging electric vehicles; ( 4) 
development of a program for planting of 1,000 trees within the City; and (5) implementation of a program to 
purchase and installation of 1,000 electric vehicle charging units for residential use in local communities near the 
Project Site, with City residents given a priority for participation. Because AB 987 would not apply at this site, 
these measures would not be implemented under Alternative 4. 

Loss of Public Benefits 

As described in the Development Agreement, the Proposed Project would provide the City, its residents, and the 
surrounding region with an extensive array of public benefits. The public benefits would total approximately 
$100 million and would include (l) the creation oflocal jobs and workforce equity; (2) commitments to 
affordable housing and renter support; (3) rehabilitation of Morningside Park Library and creation of a 
community center; (4) support for City of [nglewood youth and education; (5) support for social and educational 
programs at the [nglewood Senior Center; (6) renovation of public basketball courts in Inglewood; (7) community 
engagement and collaboration, including use of the arena for charitable causes, and access to NBA games for 
community groups. These public benefits would not be provided to the City ofinglewood under Alternative 4. 

Alternative 5: The District at South Bay Alternative Site 

This alternative does not appear to be feasible for the following reasons: ( 1) the alternative site is located in a 
different jurisdiction; (2) the alternative site may not be available for purchase; (3) unique constraints associated 
with the alternative site's former use as a land fill; (4) accessibility to public transit; (5) fan base proximity; and 
(6) none of the City's stated objectives for the Proposed Project would be achieved. A more detailed discussion of 
each reason is provided below. 

Jurisdictional Constraints 

The District at South Bay Alternative Site is located within the City of Carson. Construction of the Proposed 
Project on the alternative site, would require approval by the Carson City Council. In 2006, the City of Carson 
adopted the Carson Marketplace Specific Plan, which proposed constructing a mix of commercial and residential 
uses. In 2011, the specific plan was amended and renamed '·Tue Boulevards at South Bay Specific Plan." In 
2015, the specific plan area was proposed as the location for an NFL Stadium that would have served as the home 
for the San Diego Chargers and Oakland Raiders franchises; however, the site was ultimately not chosen. [n 
2018, the specific plan was further amended to allow for regional commercial uses and renamed "The District at 
South Bay Specific Plan." Under the current adopted plan, the site would be developed with a total of 1,250 
residential units and approximately 1.8 million square feet of commercial uses including approximately 711,500 
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square feet of regional commercial uses, including outlet and restaurant uses, and 890,000 square feet of regional 
retail center, neighborhood-serving commercial, restaurant, and commercial recreation/entertainment uses, as 
well as 350 total rooms in two hotels. The 711,500-square-foot regional commercial center (Los Angeles 
Premium Outlets) is currently under constmction on the approximately 30-acre eastern portion of the specific 
plan area, adjacent to the I-405. Given the amount of development planned for the site and the extensive planning 
that has been previously undertaken, it is uncertain if the City would consider an alternative plan for the site so 
soon after approval of the current plan. 

Site Availability 

The project applicant does not control or own the District at South Bay Alternative Site. As discussed above, 
development on the District at South Bay Alternative Site has been contemplated for a number of years, and 
construction of a commercial center on a portion of the site is underway. Given the amount of development 
proposed for the site and the effort that went into obtaining the approval of these entitlements, it is unknown if the 
undeveloped portion of the site is available for purchase or if the owner of the site would be willing to sell to the 
project applicant. In addition, the City of Carson is currently in negotiations with a developer to construct 
commercial retail/entertainment and industrial uses on a 90-acre portion of the site, and if the negotiations are 
successful, then a large portion of the site would be unavailable for purchase.30 

Hazardous Materials Constraints 

The District at South Bay Alternative site is a former Class II landfill that is currently undergoing remediation 
and closure. The DTSC Remedial Action Plan for the alternative site requires the creation of an impervious cap 
across the site underlain by clean fill. Thus, in order to avoid damaging the cap, instead of excavating to a depth 
of up to 35 feet and removing approximately 376,000 cubic yards of earth, construction of an arena on the 
alternative site would require the import of a similar amount of soil in order to build up the land underneath the 
arena to avoid disturbing buried landfill materials. Even with the build-up of the site, penetration of the cap would 
be required in order to put in place support piles to bear the weight of the structure. Any penetration of the cap 
would require re-sealing and repair of the cap. 

The need to build the Arena above ground would also create significant operational challenges and increase the 
costs of the building structure itself. The project architect indicates that in a typical modern arena, the main 
concourse, typically feeds the lower bowl of an arena, and thus is usually 30 to 50 feet above the event floor. The 
City has observed that this is the case in recently constructed arenas in San Francisco and Sacramento. Under 
Alternative 5, the elevation of the concourse 30 to 50 feet above ground level would, according to the project 
architect, create a challenge for the safe movement of fans and would require the entire development to be raised 
on a podium, including the public plaza/open space, which \vould involve significant cost increases.31 

The costs and time associated with importing backfill sufficient to raise both the Arena and the surrounding 
development area; repairs to the impervious cap and other work within the contaminated and ongoing remediation 
of soils; and additional building structure, fa9ade, and internal features such as escalators and elevators due to a 
higher above ground structure, would be significant, and would add to the cost and extend the schedule of 

30 Raymond, John, Assistant City Manager, City of Carson, personal communication, March 25, 2020. 
31 AECOM, Design and Operations Considerations ofEIRA/tematives, Letter from Bill Hanway, Executive Vice President, Global 

Sports Leader, AECOM to Chris Holmquist, Wilson Meany, May 7, 2020. 
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constructing the arena at the District at South Bay Alternative Site, as compared to the Proposed Project. The 
added cost for the Arena, not including the costs for raising the surrounding development area, is estimated to 
range from $35-70 million, an additional $5-15 million for special construction within contaminated soils and 
ongoing remediation, and considerable extended time to accommodate additional design and construction.32 

As a result of the need to minimize any potential damage to the cap and disturbance of other ongoing remediation 
activities, the only way to supply the necessary parking for the Arena would be to create an Arena that would be 
an "island" type destination, surrounded by a large expanse of surface parking. The project architect has indicated 
that this type of development is inconsistent with modem best practice arena design and urban placemaking.33 As 
such, Alternative 5 would be inconsistent \vith project applicant objective 3, w-hich is to "[d]esign a Project that is 
synergistic with nearby existing and proposed uses and incorporates state-of-the-art urban design and venue 
design principles." 

Public Transit Inaccessibility 

Bus service to the District at South Bay Alternative site is provided by the City of Carson's bus system, Carson 
Circuit, which provides connections to the Metro Blue Line (Light Rail), Metro Silver Line (Bus Rapid Transit) 
and to regional bus service provided by Torrance Transit, the MTA, Long Beach Transit and Gardena Municipal 
Bus Lines. The nearest bus stop is located at the intersection of Del Amo Boulevard and Main Street, located 
adjacent to the northwest comer of the project site, and multiple bus lines running north-south along Avalon 
Boulevard. The District at South Bay Alternative site is not as close to expansive public transit, such as light rail 
and regional bus transit, as the Proposed Project and several of the proposed alternatives. The site is located 
approximately 3.5 miles from the Metro Blue Line station at Del Amo Boulevard, approximately l.5 miles from the 
Metro Silver Line station on the I-110 freeway at Carson Street, and approximately 1. 8 miles from the Harbor 
Gateway Transit Center. Although it is assumed that the Proposed Project would provide shuttle service to the Blue 
and Silver Lines similar to the proposed shuttle service to the Crenshaw/LAX and Green Lines to be provided as 
part of the Proposed Project, given the distance of stations from the District at South Bay Alternative site, these 
transit options might not be as desirable as driving to the site given the close proximity of the I-405 freeway, which 
is adjacent to the site. 

Fan Base Proximity 

Alternative 5 does not meet one of the project applicant's basic objectives for the project. Objective l(b) states: 
"Locate a basketball and entertainment center on a site that is geographically desirable and accessible to the LA 
Clippers' current and anticipated fan base." The District at South Bay Alternative site is located approximately 
11 miles southeast of the Project Site. As such, the site is located 11 miles further away from the Clippers' current 
home at Staples Arena in downtown Los Angeles. As part of its site selection process, the project applicant 
engaged a team of experienced professionals to identify sites in the greater Los Angeles area that could 
accommodate a new, state-of-the-art Arena and Arena support uses. The preliminary analysis included sites in 
and around downtown Los Angeles, on the west side of Los Angeles, and also sites as far south as Long Beach. 
Of the sites to the south, the District at South Bay site was the closest to the preferred west side location, but was 

32 AECOM, Design and Operations Considerations o.fEIRAltematives, Letter from Bill Hanway, Executive Vice President, Global 
Sports Leader, AECOM to Chris Holmquist, Wilson Meany, May 7, 2020. 

33 AECOM, Design and Operations Considerations o.fEIRAltematives, Letter from Bill Hanway, Executive Vice President, Global 
Sports Leader, AECOM to Cluis Holmquist, Wilson Meany. May 7, 2020. 
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ultimately deemed less desirable than other options that were closer to the current and anticipated future fan 
base.34 For these reasons, the project applicant has indicated that this location would not achieve project applicant 
Objective l(b). 

City Objectives 

Under the District at South Bay Alternative none of the City's objectives for the Proposed Project would be 
achieved. Specifically, none of the City's objectives to enhance the community would be accomplished. For 
example, the City would be unable to achieve its goals of promoting the City as a premier regional sports and 
entertainment center (City Objective 1 ), enhancing the City's general economic health by stimulating new 
business and economic activity (City Objective 2), and constructing (with private funds) a public assembly space 
that would host sporting, cultural, business, and community events (City Objective 8). 

City of Inglewood Economic Development Goals 

As discussed under No Project Alternative, above, the City ofinglewood has long-standing goals articulated in 
the General Plan Land Use Element which call for the promotion of economic development that would generate 
opportunities and employment for the City's residents. Contrary to these goals, the District at South Bay 
Alternative would eliminate all increases in revenues to the City and the [nglewood Unified School District, 
including approximately 7,300 jobs and over $1 billion in economic activity due to project construction, 
approximately 1,500 net new ongoing jobs, and approximately $250 million in annual economic output.35 While 
under the District at South Bay Alternative an equivalent level of economic benefits would likely accrue in the 
City of Carson, none of the noted economic development benefits would accrue to the City of [nglewood. 

Inconsistency with Federal Aviation Administration Airport Improvement Program Grant 

As discussed above under Alternative l, the intent of the AIP program is that the land in question acquired by the 
City and Successor Agency be cleared of incompatible uses, and that the grant recipients use their best efforts to 
dispose of the land at fair market value for development with airport compatible uses. Under Alternative 5, the 
proposed Project Site would not be developed as under the Proposed Project. Similar to the No Project 
Alternative, the Project Site would remain vacant and under-developed. Agreements between the FAA and the 
City under the AIP program provide that the City and the Successor Agency must use their best efforts to dispose 
of parcels acquired under this program at a fair market value at the earliest practicable time. Holding the Project 
Site vacant under Alternative 5 would be inconsistent with the obligation to use such best efforts, as specified in 
grant agreements under the FAA AIP program. Alternative 5 would also be inconsistent with the City's objective 
to "transform vacant or underutilized land within the City into compatible land uses within aircraft noise contours 
generated by operations at LAX, in compliance with Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) grants to the City." 

Project Schedule and Costs 

In addition to site acquisition, the proposed arena and associated development \vould require a complete redesign, 
including necessary NBA review and approval, along with review and approval through the City of Carson, 
including preparation of a new CEQA document. As noted above, the redesigned project \vould have to account 

34 AECOM, Design and Operations Considerations o/EIRAltematives, Letter from Bill Hanway, Executive Vice President, Global 
Sports Leader, AECOM to Chris Holmquist, Wilson Meany, May 7, 2020. 

35 HR&A, Economic and Fiscal Impact Report: Inglewood Basketball and Entertainment Center, May 2020, pages 4 to 5. 

[PAGE \* MERGEFORMAT] 



Feasibility of IBEC Alternatives 

for the presence of hazardous materials at the site, which would increase design and constmction costs as 

compared to the Proposed Project. In addition, the need to restart the planning and entitlement process would 

result in schedule extensions that would obstruct the ability to meet the project applicant's schedule objective to 

open in time for the 2024-25 NBA season. 

The District at South Bay Alternative site also does not meet the definition of "project area" included in PRC 

section 21168.6.8(a)(5). Thus, Alternative 5 \vould not meet the requirements for compliance with AB 987. As a 

result of this change, should the adequacy of the EIR be litigated, ratherthan the AB 987 dictated 270-day 

process for legal proceedings, including any potential appeals, the project would be subject to the established 

legal process which can take three or more years. As a result of a more extended legal process, litigation 

regarding the adequacy of the EIR for Alternative 2 would likely obstruct the ability to meet the project 

applicant's schedule objective to open in time forthe 2024-25 NBA season. That is because construction 

financing is often unavailable while CEQA litigation is pending, meaning that construction would not be able to 

proceed until after litigation is resolved even if no injunction is issued. Indeed, the extent to which CEQA 

litigation interferes with the ability to move forward witl1 projects while such litigation is pending is a central aim 

of statutes, such as AB 987, establishing an accelerated time frame for the resolution of CEQA litigation. (See, 

e.g., Legislative Findings adopted pursuant to Assembly Bill 734 (2018 Stats. Chapter 959, § 1), Senate Bill 743 

(2013 Stats, Chapter 386, § 1.) The same considerations apply here. 

Loss of Environmental Benefits 

Under AB 987, the project applicant has committed to a Greenhouse Gas (GHG) reduction plan that includes a 

number of local measures that would provide benefits in the City of Inglewood. These measures include such 

commitments as (1) replacement of 10 municipal fleet vehicles with Zero Emissions Vehicles (ZEVs) and 

construction of related infrastructure for those vehicles; (2) replacement of 2 transit vehicles that operate within 

the City with ZEV s and construction of related infrastructure for those vehicles; (3) installation of 20 electric 

vehicle charging stations at locations within the City available for public user for charging electric vehicles; (4) 

development of a program for planting of 1,000 trees within the City; and (5) implementation of a program to 

purchase and installation of 1, 000 electric vehicle charging units for residential use in local communities near the 

Project Site, with City residents given a priority for participation. Because AB 987 would not apply at this site, 

these measures \vould not be implemented under Alternative 5. 

Loss of Public Benefits 

As described in the Development Agreement, the Proposed Project would provide the City, its residents, and the 

surrounding region with an extensive array of public benefits. The public benefits would total approximately 

$100 million and would include (1) the creation oflocaljobs and workforce equity; (2) commitments to 

affordable housing and renter support; (3) rehabilitation of Morningside Park Library and creation of a 

community center; (4) support for City of Inglewood youth and education; (5) support for social and educational 

programs at the Inglewood Senior Center; (6) renovation of public basketball courts in Inglewood; (7) community 

engagement and collaboration, including use of the arena for charitable causes, and access to NBA games for 

community groups. These public benefits would not be provided to the City of Inglewood under Alternative 5. 
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Alternative 6: Hollywood Park Specific Plan Alternative Site 

The Hollywood Park Specific Plan Alternative does not appear to be feasible forthe following reasons: (1) the 
alternative site may not be available for purchase; (2) it may not be feasible to construct the Proposed Project on 
the alternative site; (3) the Project Site would remain underutilized, thus not meeting the City's vision for the site; 
and ( 4) parking on the alternative site is constrained. A more detailed discussion of each reason is provided 
below. 

Site Availability 

The project applicant does not control or own the Hollywood Park Specific Plan Alternative Site within the HPSP 
area, which is located directly to the north of the Project Site across West Century Boulevard. [n 2009, the City of 
Inglewood adopted the Hollywood Park Specific Plan, which proposed constructing a mix of office, commercial, 
residential, and community serving uses on the 238-acre site. In 2015, the Specific Plan was amended to include 
an NFL stadium. The City of Inglewood has approved construction plans or issued building permits for, and 
construction has commenced on, significant portions of the HPSP area, including the construction of a 70,000-
seat open air NFL Stadium, a 6,000-seat performance venue, 518,077 square feet (sf) ofretail and restaurant uses, 
466,000 sf of office space, 314 residential units, an 11.89-acre park, a 4-acre civic use, and approximately 9,900 
parking spaces. Given the amount of development proposed within the HPSP area and the effort that went into 
obtaining the approval of these entitlements, it is unknown if the site is available for purchase or if the owner of 
the site would be willing to sell to the project applicant. 

Site Feasibility 

Development of the Hollywood Park Specific Plan Alternative within the HPSP area would displace uses planned 
under the Hollywood Park Specific Plan Alternative site to other portions of the HPSP area, and there may not be 
sufficient space within the HPSP area to accommodate these displaced uses. 

Because of the desire to limit the displacement of previously planned and approved uses in the HPSP area, the 
Alternative 6 site would provide limited amount of plaza space (approximately 104,650 sf as shmvn in Draft EIR 
Figure 6-5, page 6-70) that may be insufficient to meet the requirements necessary for safe ingress and egress of 
Arena crowds, and may not provide sufficient space or the proper configuration to accommodate the project 
applicant's "Champions Plaza" concept. Because of the limited size of the site and available plaza space, it is 
likely that Arena crowds would spill over into adjacent landscaped open spaces that are part of the Lake Park in 
the Hollywood Park Specific Plan. TI1is small size and lack of plaza area would exacerbate safety and operational 
concerns if simultaneous events are held at the NFL Stadium and the Alternative 6 arena, as the current Lake Park 
open space was designed, in part, to accommodate the crowd flmvs before and after Stadium events.36 

Inconsistency with Federal Aviation Administration Airport Improvement Program Grant 

As discussed above under Alternative l, the intent of the AIP program is that the land in question acquired by the 
City and Successor Agency be cleared of incompatible uses, and that the grant recipients use their best efforts to 
dispose of the land at fair market value for development with airport compatible uses. Under Alternative 6, the 
proposed Project Site would not be developed as under the Proposed Project. Similar to the No Project 

36 AECOM, Design and Operations Considerations ofEIR Altematives, Letter from Bill Hanway, Executive Vice President, Global 
Sports Leader, AECOM to Chris Holmquist, Wilson Meany, May 7, 2020. 
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Alternative, the Project Site would remain vacant and under-developed. Agreements between the FAA and the 
City under the ACP program provide that the City and the Successor Agency must use their best efforts to dispose 
of parcels acquired under this program at a fair market value at the earliest practicable time. Holding the Project 
Site vacant under Alternative 6 would be inconsistent with the obligation to use such best efforts, as specified in 
grant agreements under the FAA AIP program. Alternative 6 would also be inconsistent with the City's objective 
to "transform vacant or underutilized land within the City into compatible land uses within aircraft noise contours 
generated by operations at LAX, in compliance with Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) grants to the City." 

Parking Constraints 

The Proposed Project would demand approximately 7,700 parking spaces for LA Clippers basketball games, and 
up to 8, 100 parking spaces for sold out concert events. According to City's Municipal Code, the Proposed Project 
would be required to provide 4,125 parking spaces with the remaining parking spaces provided off-site. The 
Hollywood Park Specific Plan Alternative would provide 1,045 spaces, which is only about a quarter of the 
spaces required by code. As a result, up to approximately 7,000 off-site parking spaces would be required under 
this alternative, most likely among the 9,900 spaces provided within the HPSP area. However, the HPSP requires 
that "no less than 9,000 spaces located throughout the HPSP area be made available" for the NFL Stadium. As a 
result, under the Hollywood Park Specific Plan Alternative events at the arena and stadium could not overlap; 
events at the arena would have to be scheduled when the stadium is not in use, thus potentially resulting in fewer 
events at the arena. 

City of Inglewood Economic Development Goals 

As discussed under No Project Alternative, above, the City of Inglewood has long-standing goals articulated in 
the General Plan Land Use Element which call for the promotion of economic development that would generate 
opportunities and employment for the City's residents. The Hollywood Park Specific Plan Alternative would 
involve the development of the same or substantially similar components of the Proposed Project on 
approximately 12 acres. [tis assumed that it would generate the same approximate revenues to the City and the 
Inglewood Unified School District as the Proposed Project. 

City Objectives for the Proposed Project 

Alternative 6 would not be responsive to City Objective 5 to '"[t]ransform vacant or underutilized land within the 
City into compatible land uses within aircraft noise contours generated by operations at LAX, in compliance with 
Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) grants to the City." 

Project Schedule and Costs 

In addition to site acquisition, the proposed arena and associated development \vould require a complete redesign, 
including necessary NBA review and approval, along with review and approval through the City Inglewood, 
including preparation of a new CEQA document to support changes to the Hollywood Park Specific Plan. The 
need to restart the planning and entitlement process would result in schedule extensions that \vould obstruct the 
ability to meet the project applicant's schedule objective to open in time for the 2024-25 NBA season. 

Further, the Alternative 6 site also does not meet the definition of "project area" included in PRC section 
21168.6.8(a)(5). Thus, Hollywood Park Specific Plan Alternative would not meet the requirements for 
compliance with AB 987. As a result of this change, should the adequacy of the EIR be litigated, rather than the 
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AB 987 dictated 270-day process for legal proceedings, including any potential appeals, the project would be 
subject to the established legal process which can take three or more years. As a result of a more extended legal 
process, litigation regarding the adequacy of the EIR for Alternative 2 would likely obstruct the ability to meet 
the project applicant's schedule objective to open in time for the 2024-25 NBA season. That is because 
construction financing is often unavailable while CEQA litigation is pending, meaning that constmction would 
not be able to proceed until after litigation is resolved even if no injunction is issued. Indeed, the extent to which 
CEQA litigation interferes with the ability to move forward with projects while such litigation is pending is a 
central aim of statutes, such as AB 98 7, establishing an accelerated time frame for the resolution of CEQA 
litigation. (See, e.g., Legislative Findings adopted pursuant to Assembly Bill 734 (2018 Stats. Chapter 959, § 1 ), 
Senate Bill 743 (2013 Stats, Chapter 386, § l.) The same considerations apply here. 

Loss of Environmental Benefits 

Under AB 987, the project applicant has committed to a Greenhouse Gas (GHG) reduction plan that includes a 
number of local measures that would provide benefits in the City of [nglewood. These measures include such 
commitments as (l) replacement of 10 municipal fleet vehicles with Zero Emissions Vehicles (ZEVs) and 
construction of related infrastructure for those vehicles; (2) replacement of 2 transit vehicles that operate within 
the City with ZEV s and construction of related infrastructure for those vehicles; (3) installation of 20 electric 
vehicle charging stations at locations within the City available for public user for charging electric vehicles; ( 4) 
development of a program for planting of 1,000 trees within the City; and (5) implementation of a program to 
purchase and installation of 1,000 electric vehicle charging units for residential use in local communities near the 
Project Site, with City residents given a priority for participation. Because AB 987 would not apply at this site, 
these measures would not be implemented under Alternative 6. 

Alternative 7: The Forum Alternative Site 

This alternative does not appear to be feasible for the following reasons: ( l) it may not be feasible to construct the 
Proposed Project on the alternative site; (2) the Project Site would remain undemtilized, and thus not meet the 
City's vision for the site; and (3) constmction of the Proposed Project would result in the loss of an historic 
resource. A more detailed discussion of each reason is provided below. 

Site Feasibility 

To efficiently distribute parking for the operation of the Arena on the Alternative 7 site, the main parking 
structure under this Alternative would be located on the north side of the site, along West Manchester Boulevard, 
and additional surface parking would be accessed from the east, off of Kareem Court and Pincay Drive. As a 
result of these access requirements, the primary plaza and open space for Alternative 7 would be aligned along 
the western edge of the site, between the arena structure and South Prairie Avenue. The project architect has 
stated that the resulting linear shape of the plaza, and high level of exposure to South Prairie A venue, a 6-lane 
arterial, would inhibit the creation of a unique urban environment and would be contrary to best practices in urban 
placemaking.37 

37 AECOM, Design and Operations Considerations ofEIR Altematives, Letter from Bill Hanway, Executive Vice President, Global 
Sports Leader, AECOM to Chris Holmquist, Wilson Meany, May 7, 2020. 
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Loss of Historic Resource 

The Forum Alternative site is currently developed with an historic concert venue known as The Forum. The 

Forum is an approximately 350,000 sf arena that opened in 1967 and until 1999 was the home of the NBA Los 

Angeles Lakers, the NHL Los Angeles Kings, and the \VNBA Los Angeles Sparks, and hosted other major 

sporting events and other athletic competitions, concerts, and events. In 2012, The Forum underwent 

comprehensive renovation and rehabilitation that included structural, aesthetic, and amenity improvements 

completed in 2014 to convert The Forum into a world-class concert and event venue. In addition, The Forum was 

listed on the National Register of Historic Places and the California Register of Historic Resources in 2014 as an 

architecturally significant historic place worthy of preservation. The renovation of The Forum was funded in part 

by federal tax credits for its restoration as a National Register-listed building and an $18 million loan from the 

City of Inglewood for the restoration and rehabilitation of tl1e structure. As it is not structurally feasible to 

renovate the existing Forum building to meet the requirements of a modem NBA arena, the existing Forum 

building would need to be demolished under this alternative, thus resulting in the significant and unavoidable 

impact associated with the loss of a historic resource. Finally, even if it was structurally feasible to renovate the 

arena, these changes would remove or substantially alterthe character defining features of The Forum that make it 

eligible for listing on tl1e National Register and California Register. 

City Objectives for the Proposed Project 

The Forum Alternative would meet some of City's objectives for the Proposed Project. The Forum Alternative 

would meet the City's goals of becoming a regional sports and entertainment center (City Objective l) and 

stimulating economic development (City Objective 2), however because this alternative would involve demolition 

of an existing entertainment venue, The Forum, in order to build a new sports and entertainment venue of similar 

size, it would not achieve these goals to the same extent as the Proposed Project. As explained above, The Forum 

site is currently developed with a large entertainment venue, and while there are surrounding surface parking lots 

tl1at can be seen as underdeveloped, the Forum Alternative site is not underutilized to the same degree as the 

Project Site. 

Because City Objective 5 is to '[t]ransform vacant or underutilized land within the City into compatible land uses 

within aircraft noise contours generated by operations at LAX, in compliance with Federal Aviation 

Administration (FAA) grants to the City," Alternative 7 would not be as responsive to this objective as the 

Proposed Project. Finally, because the Forum Alternative would result in a new significant and unavoidable 

impact as a result of the demolition of the historic Forum building, it would be less responsive than the Proposed 

Project to City Objective 10, which calls for the project objectives to be achieved "in an expeditious and 

environmentally conscious manner." 

City of Inglewood Economic Development Goals 

As discussed under No Project Alternative, above, the City of Inglewood has long-standing goals articulated in 

the General Plan Land Use Element which call for the promotion of economic development that would generate 

opportunities and employment for the City's residents. Contrary to these goals. The Forum Alternative would 

involve the development of the same or substantially similar components of the Proposed Project on 

approximately 28 acres currently occupied by the historic Forum concert and event venue and ancillary structures 

and surface parking, it would generate the same approximate revenues to the City and the Inglewood Unified 

School District as the Proposed Project. However, it would result in the demolition of The Forum entertainment 

venue, and would eliminate the current revenue that is generated to the City, which is materially larger than the 
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revenue generation from the uses on the proposed Project Site. As such, The Fomm Alternative would generate a 
materially smaller level of net new economic development than the Proposed Project. 

Inconsistency with Federal Aviation Administration Airport Improvement Program Grant 

As discussed above under Alternative l, the intent of the AIP program is that the land in question acquired by the 
City and Successor Agency be cleared of incompatible uses, and that the grant recipients use their best efforts to 
dispose of the land at fair market value for development with airport compatible uses. Under Alternative 7, the 
proposed Project Site would not be developed as under the Proposed Project. Similar to the No Project 
Alternative, the Project Site would remain vacant and under-developed. Agreements between the FAA and the 
City under the AIP program provide that the City and the Successor Agency must use their best efforts to dispose 
of parcels acquired under this program at a fair market value at the earliest practicable time. Holding the Project 
Site vacant under Alternative 7 would be inconsistent with the obligation to use such best efforts, as specified in 
grant agreements under the FAA AIP program. Alternative 7 would also be inconsistent with the City's objective 
to "transform vacant or undemtilized land within the City into compatible land uses within aircraft noise contours 
generated by operations at LAX, in compliance with Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) grants to the City." 

Project Schedule and Costs 

In addition to site acquisition, the proposed arena and associated development would require a complete redesign, 
including necessary NBA review and approval, along with review and approval through the City of Inglewood, 
including preparation of a new CEQA document. The need to restart the planning and entitlement process would 
result in schedule extensions that would obstruct the ability to meet the project applicant's schedule objective to 
open in time for the 2024-25 NBA season. 

The Alternative 7 site also does not meet the definition of "project area" included in PRC section 21168.6.8(a)(5). 
Thus, The Fornm Alternative \vould not meet the requirements for compliance with AB 987. As a result of this 
change, should the adequacy of the EIR be litigated, rather than the AB 987 dictated 270-day process for legal 
proceedings, including any potential appeals, the project would be subject to the established legal process which 
can take three or more years. As a result of a more extended legal process, litigation regarding the adequacy of 
the EIR for Alternative 2 would likely obstruct the ability to meet the project applicant's schedule objective to 
open in time for the 2024-25 NBA season. That is because constrnction financing is often unavailable while 
CEQA litigation is pending, meaning that construction would not be able to proceed until after litigation is 
resolved even if no injunction is issued. Indeed, the extent to w-hich CEQA litigation interferes with the ability to 
move forward with projects while such litigation is pending is a central aim of statutes, such as AB 987, 
establishing an accelerated time frame for the resolution of CEQA litigation. (See, e.g., Legislative Findings 
adopted pursuant to Assembly Bill 734 (2018 Stats. Chapter 959, § 1), Senate Bill 743 (2013 Stats, Chapter 386, 
§ l.) The same considerations apply here. 

Loss of Environmental Benefits 

Under AB 987, the project applicant has committed to a Greenhouse Gas (GHG) reduction plan that includes a 
number of local measures that would provide benefits in the City of Inglewood. These measures include such 
commitments as (1) replacement of 10 municipal fleet vehicles with Zero Emissions Vehicles (ZEVs) and 
construction of related infrastructure for those vehicles; (2) replacement of 2 transit vehicles that operate within 
the City with ZEV s and construction of related infrastructure for those vehicles; (3) installation of 20 electric 
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vehicle charging stations at locations within the City available for public user for charging electric vehicles; ( 4) 
development of a program for planting of 1,000 trees within the City; and (5) implementation of a program to 
purchase and installation of 1,000 electric vehicle charging units for residential use in local communities near the 
Project Site, with City residents given a priority for participation. Because AB 987 would not apply at this site, 
these measures would not be implemented under Alternative 7. 

Project Site Underutilization 

As discussed above, parcels on the Project Site have remained vacant for a variety ofreasons. If the Proposed 
Project were not to be constructed on the Project Site, these parcels would likely vacant for the foreseeable future, 
and thus the site would not be transformed to include land uses that are compatible with the existing noise 
environment. 
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The Silverstein Law Firm, APC 
June 30, 2020 

Brown Act Violations; Cure and Correct Demand in 
Connection with City Council Meetings on June 9 and June 
16, 2020 and Demand to Cease and Desist, Including Under 

Govt. Code§ 54960.2; IBEC Project SCH 2018021056; 
Request to Include this letter in Record for IBEC DEIR 
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SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 

AARON M. EPSTEIN, an individual, 

Petitioner, 

vs. 

CITY OF LOS ANGELES, a municipal 
corporation; the CITY OF LOS ANGELES 
PLANNING COMMISSION; and DOES l 
through l 0, inclusive, 

Respondents 

Case No. BS108652 

PEREMPTORY WRIT OF 
MANDATE 

Date: October 6, 2008 
Dept. 86 . 

[Hon. David P. Yaffe] 

WRIT OF MANDATE 
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TO RESPONDENTS CITY OF LOS ANGELES AND CITY OF LOS ANGELES 

PLANNING COMMISSION, INCLUDING ITS AREA PLANNING COMMISSIONS: 

YOU ARE HER.EBY COMMANDED immediately upon receipt of this writ: 

1. To describe in all of the Planning Commission and Area Planning 

Commission's posted agendas the actions that the Planning Commission and 

Area Planning Commissions are requested to take at their meetings and 

hearings under CEQA with the same degree of clarity, particularity, and 

detail as used to describe the non-CEQA actions to be taken at the same 

meetings and hearings, as quoted and described in Exhibit 1 hereto. 

2. To identify in all of the Planning Commission and Area Planning 

Commission's posted agendas the CEQA actions as actions that the 

Planning Commission and Area Planning Commissions have been requested 

or that they propose to take at their meetings and hearings. 

3. Not to take any actions or to discuss any items under CEQA that are not 

described in the Planning Commission and Area Planning Commission's 

posted agendas with the clarity, particularity, and detail as quoted and 

described in Exhibit 1 hereto. 

YOU ARE HEREBY FURTHER COMMANDED that you shall, through an 

authorized officer(s), make a return to the peremptory writ of mandate under oath 

specifying what the City, Planning Commission and Area Planning Commissions have 

done to comply with the writ and to file that return with the Court, and serve that return by 

hand or facsimile upon Petitioner's counsel of record in this proceeding, within 90 days of 

service of the writ on the City, Planning Commission and Area Planning Commissions. 

COUNTY CLERK 

DATED: NOV 1 2 2()(6 
JOllt i:'tiiia et.ni 

By: KW. 
Deputy County Clerk, Clerk of Superior Court 

- 1 -

WRIT OF MANDA TE 
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SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 

DATE: 10/06/08 II DEPT. 8 6 

HONORABLE DAVID P. YAFFE JUDGB C . HUDSON DEPUTY CLERK 

HONORABLE 
3. 

NONE 

B. JAUREGUI, COURTROOM ASST. 
JUDGE PRO TBM BLBCTRONIC RBCORDING MONITOR 

Depmy Sheriff!! C . CRUZ 1 CSR # 9 0 9 5 Reporter 

9:30 am BS108652 Plaint I ff 
counsel ROBERT P. SILVERSTEIN (X) 

LA MIRADA AVENUE NEIGHBORHOOD 

vs 
Defendant 
Counsel TERRY P. K. MACIAS (X) 

CITY OF LOS ANGELES ET AL 

NATURE OF PROCEEDINGS: 

HEARING ON PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDATE; 

Matter comes on for trial and is argued. 

The Petition for Writ of Mandate is granted. 

This is a proceeding under the Ralph M. Brown Act, 
Government Code section 54950 et seq, which is 
California's Local Agency Public Meeting Law. The 
legislative purpose of the law is to require local 
commissions, boards, and councils and other public 
agencys of the state to conduct the people's 
business in public (section 54950) • One of the 
requirements of the law is that a public agency 
post an agenda 72 hours before each regular meeting 
that contains a brief general description of each 
item of business to be transacted or discussed at the 
meeting, and to prohibit the legislative body of a 
local agency from undertaking any action or discussion 
on any item that does not appear on such posted 
agenda (section 54954.2(a)). 

The evidence before the court, which is uncontra­
dicted, shows that the City Planning Commission of 
the City of Los Angeles repeatedly posted agendas of 
its meeting during the year 2007 that clearly 
disclosed each action that it intended to take or 
discuss at a meeting except actions to be taken or 

Page l of 4 DEPT. 86 
MINUTES ENTERED 
10/06/08 
COUNTY CLERK 
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SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 

DATE: 10 I 06/ 08 DEPT. 86 

HONORABLE DAVID P. YAFFE JUDGE c. HUDSON DEPUTY CLERK 
B. JAUREGUI 1 COURTROOM ASST. 

HONORABLE JUDGE PRO TBM ELECTRONIC RECORDING MONITOR 
3. 

NONE Depuly Sheriff : c. CRUZ, CSR # 9095 Reporter 

9:30 am BS108652 Plaintiff 
Counsel ROBERT P. SILVERSTEIN (X) 

LA MIRADA AVENUE NEIGHBORHOOD 

vs 
Defendant 
Counsel TERRY P. K. MACIAS (X) 

CITY OF LOS ANGELES ET AL 

NATURE OF PROCEEDINGS: 

considered under the California Environmental Quality 
Act (Public Resources section 20000 et seq} . Non-CEQA 
items were described under the heading 11 Requested 
Action 11 in terms such as the following: 11 Permit 
11,373 square feet of alleys to be vacated and added 
to the billable area used to calculate floor area 11 ; 

"permit zero foot side yard setbacks in lieu of the 
minimum sixteen foot side yards otherwise required"i 

11 permit a mixed use.development with a floor area 
ratio of 9.9:1 throughout the entire site in lieu of 
the maximum allowed ratio of 6:1 11 ; 11 change the land 
use designation (by general plan amendment) from light 
manufacturing to regional commercial"i 11 permit a 
residential density of one unit per 136 square feet of 
net lot area throughout the entire site in lieu of 
the minimum allowed one unit per 200 squre feet of net 
lot area. 11 

In each of the foregoing meetings, the Planning 
Commission also took important action required by 
CEQA consisting of the adoption of a statement of 
overriding considerations, certification of a Final 
Environmental Impact Report, or the adoption of 
findings required by CEQA (Public Resources Code 
section 21081(a)). These actions were not described 
in the agenda in the same manner as the non-CEQA 
actions above quoted, nor were they placed under a 
heading of Requested Actions. The only information in 
the agenda that in any way identified the actions to 
be taken under CEQA was a cryptic reference like the 
following: 11 CEQA: ENV-2005-7720-EIR. 11 Such cryptic 
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SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 

DATB: 10/06/08 DEPT. 86 

HONORABLE DAVID P. YAFFE JUDGE C . HUDSON DEPUTY CLERK 

HONORABLE 
3. 

NONE 

B. JAUREGUI, COURTROOM ASST. 
JUDGE PRO TEM BLBCTRONJC RECORDING MONITOR 

Depuly Sheriff C . CRUZ / CSR # 9 0 9 5 Reporter 

9:30 am BS108652 Plaintiff 
Counsel ROBERT P. SILVERSTEIN (X) 

LA MIRADA AVENUE NEIGHBORHOOD 

VS 
Defendant 
Counsel TERRY P. K. MACIAS (X) 

CITY OF LOS ANGELES ET AL 

NATURE OF PROCEEDINGS: 

references are meaningless to most members of the 
public and do not in any way describe the particular 
action to be taken at the meeting under the California 
Environmental Quality Act. 

Such descriptions not only violate the Ralph M. Brown 
Act, but they also violate the fundamental purpose 
of CEQA. 11 If CEQA is scrupulously followed, the 
public will know the basis on which its responsible 
officials either approve or reject environmentally 
significant action, and the public, being duly 
informed, can respond accordingly to action with which 
it disagrees.... The court does not pass upon the 
correctness of the EIR 1 s environmental conclusions, 
but only upon its sufficiency as an informative 
document . 11 LAUREL HEIGHTS IMPROVEMENT ASSOCIATION v. 
REGENTS OF UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA, 47 Cal.3d 376 1 

392(1988). 

Petitioners are entitled to the issuance of a writ of 
mandate that commands the City Planning Commission to 
describe in its posted agendas the actions that.it is 
requested to take at the meeting under CEQA with the 
same degree of clarity, particularity, and detail. that 
it uses to describe the non-CEQA actions to be taken 
at the same meeting, as quoted above. The Planning 
Commission is also commanded to identify the CEQA 
actions as actions that it has been requested or that 
it proposes to take at the meeting. The Planning 
Commission is also to be commanded not to take any 
action or discuss any item under CEQA that is not 
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SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 

DATE: 10/ 06/ 08 DEJ.YI'. 8 6 

HONORABLE DAVID P. YAFFE JUDGE C. HUDSON DEPUTY CLERK 

HONORABLE 
3 . 

NONE 

B. JAUREGUI, COURTROOM ASST. 
JUDGE PRO TEM ELECTRONIC RECORDING MONITOR 

Deputy C. CRUZ, CSR # 9095 Reporter 

9:30 am BS108652 Plainliff 
Counsel ROBERT P. SILVERSTEIN (X) 

LA MIRADA AVENUE NEIGHBORHOOD 

vs 
Defendant 
Counsel TERRY P. K. MACIAS (X) 

CITY OF LOS ANGELES ET AL 

NATURE OF PROCEEDINGS: 

described with the clarity, particularity, and detail 
herein ordered. Petitioners are also entitled to a 
judgment that declares that the method that has been 
used to describe CEQA actions to be taken or discussed 
at Planning Commission meetings is unlawful and is to 
be discontinued. 

Counsel for petitioners are to submit a proposed 
judgment and a proposed writ to this department within 
ten days with a proof of service showing that copies 
of said documents have been served upon opposing 
counsel by hand delivery or facsimile. The court will 
hold said documents for ten days before signing and 
filing the judgment and causing the clerk to issue the 
writ. 

Page 4 of 4 DEPT. 86 
MINUTES ENTERED 
10/06/08 
COUNTY CLERK 
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PROOF OF SERVICE 

I, Arsineh Arakel, declare: 

I am a resident of the state of California and over the age of eighteen years, 
and not a party to the wjthin action; my business address is The Silverstein Law Firm, 215 
North Marengo Ave, 3r Floor, Pasadena, California 91101~1504. On October 24, 2008, I 
served the within document(s): 

PEREMPTORY WRIT OF MANDATE 

by placing the document(s) listed above in a sealed envelope with postage 
thereon fully prepaid, in the United States mail at Pasadena, California 
addressed as set forth below. 

I am readily familiar with the firm's practice of collection and processing 
correspondence for mailing. Under that practice it would be deposited with 
the U.S. Postal Service on that same day with postage thereon fully prepaid 
in the ordinary course of business. I am aware that on motion of the party 
served, service is presumed invalid if postal cancellation date or postage 
meter date is more than one day after date of deposit for mailing in affidavit. 

by transmitting via facsimile the document(s) listed above to the fax number(s) set 
forth below. 

CASE NAME: AARON EPSTEIN v. CITY OF LOS ANGELES, et al. 
CASE No.: BS108652 

Terry P. Kaufmann Macias, Esq. 
Los Angeles City Attorney's Office 
Room 700, City Hall East 
200 North Main Street 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

Fax: (213) 978-8214 

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

Executed on October 24, 2008, at Pasadena, California. 

PROOF OF SERVICE 



The Silverstein Law Firm, APC 
June 30, 2020 

Brown Act Violations; Cure and Correct Demand in 
Connection with City Council Meetings on June 9 and June 
16, 2020 and Demand to Cease and Desist, Including Under 

Govt. Code§ 54960.2; IBEC Project SCH 2018021056; 
Request to Include this letter in Record for IBEC DEIR 

EXHIBIT 9 



EXECUTIVE DEPART~fENT 
STr'\TE OF CALIFORNIA 

EXECUTIVE ORDER N-29-20 

WHEREAS on March 4, 2020, I proclaimed a State of Emergency to exist in 
California as a result of the threat of COVID-19; and 

WHEREAS despite sustained efforts, the virus continues to spread and is 
impacting nearly all sectors of California; and 

WHEREAS the threat of COVID-19 has resulted in serious and ongoing 
economic harms, in particular to some of the most vulnerable Californians; and 

WHEREAS time bound eligibility redeterminations are required for Medi­
Ca!, Ca!Fresh, Ca!WORKs, Cash Assistance Program for Immigrants, California 
Food Assistance Program, and In Home Supportive Services beneficiaries to 
continue their benefits, in accordance with processes established by the 
Department of Social Services, the Department of Health Care Services, and the 
Federal Government; and 

WHEREAS social distancing recommendations or Orders as well as a 
statewide impera"l"ive for critical employees to focus on health needs may 
prevent Medi-Cal, Ca!Fresh, CalWORKs, Cash Assistance Program for 
Immigrants, California Food Assistance Program, and In Home Supportive 
Services beneficiaries from obtaining in-person eligibility redeterminations; and 

WHEREAS under the provisions of Government Code section 8571, I find 
that strict compliance with various statutes and regulations specified in this order 
would prevent, hinder, or delay appropriate actions to prevent and mitigate the 
effects of the COVID-19 pandemic. 

NOW, THEREFORE,!, GAVIN NEWSOM, Governor of the State of California, 
in accordance with the authority vested in me by the State Constitution and 
statutes of the State of California, and in particular, Government Code sections 
8567 and 8571, do hereby issue the following order lo become effective 
immediately: 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED THAT: 

1. As to indivlduols currently eligible for benefits under Medi-Ca!, CalFresh, 
CalWORKs, the Cash Assistance Program for Immigrants, the California 
Food Assistance Program, or In Home Supportive Services benefits, and 
to the extent necessary to allow such individuals to maintain eligibility 
for such benefits, any state law, including but not limited to California 
Code of Regulations, Title 22, section 50189(a) and Welfare and 
Institutions Code sections 18940 and 11265, that would require 
redetermination of such benefits is suspended for a period of 90 days 
from the date of this Order. This Order shall be construed to be 
consistent with applicable federal laws, including but not limited to 
Code of Federal Regulations, Title 42, section 435.912, subdivision (e), 
as interpreted by the Centers for Medicare and Medicaid Services (in 
guidance issued on January 30, 2018) to permit the extension of 



othe1wise-applicable Medicaid time limits in emergency situations. 

2. Through June 17, 2020, any month or partial month in which California 
Work Opportunity and Responsibility to Kids (CalWORKs} aid or services 
are received pursuant to Welfare and Institutions Code Section 11200 
et seq. shall not be counted for purposes of the 48-month time limit set 
forth in Welfare an Institutions Code Section 11454. Any waiver of this 
tirne limit shall not be applied if it will exceed the federal time limits set 
forth in Code of Federal Regulations, Title 45, section 264. 1 . 

3. Paragraph 11 of Executive Order N-25-20 (March 12, 2020) is withdrawn 
and superseded by the following text: 

Notwithstanding any other provision of state or local law (including, but 
not lirnited to, the Bagley-Keene Act or the Brown Act), and subject to 
the notice and accessibi!ity requirements set forth below, a local 
legislative body or state body is authorized to hold public meetings vla 
teleconferencing and to make public meetings accessible 
te!ephonically or otherwise electronically to all members of the public 
seeking to observe and to address the local legislative body or state 
body. Al! requirements in both the Bagley-Keene Act and the Brown 
Act expressly or impliedly requiring the physical presence of members, 
the clerk or other personnel of the body, or of the public as a condition 
of participation in or quorum for a public meeting are hereby waived. 

In particular, any otherwise-applicable requirements that 

(i) state and local bodies notice each teleconference location 
from which a member will be participating in a public 
meeting; 

(ii) each teleconference location be accessible to the public; 

(iii) members of the public may address the body at each 
teleconference conference location; 

(iv) state and local bodies post agendas at all teleconference 
locations; 

(v} at least one member of the state body be physically present 
at the location specified in the notice of the meeting; and 

(vi) during teleconference meetings, a least a quorum of the 
members of the local body participate from locations within 
the boundaries of the territory over which the local body 
exercises jurisdiction 

are hereby suspended. 

A local legislative body or state body tha·r holds a meeting via 
teleconferencing and allows members of the public to observe and 
address the meeting telephonically or otherwise electronically, 
consistent with the notice and accessibility requirements set forth 
below, shall have satisfied any requirement that the body a!!ow 



members of the public to attend the meeting and offer public 
comment. Such a body need not make available any physical 
location from which members of the public may observe the meeting 
and offer public comment. 

Accessibility Requirements: If a local legislative body or state body 
holds a meeting via teleconferencing and allows members of the 
public to observe and address the meeting telephonica!ly or otherwise 
electronically, the body shall also: 

(i) !mplerrient a procedure for receiving and swiftly resolving 
requests for reasonable modification or accommodation 
from individuals with disabilities, consistent with the Americans 
with Disabilities Act and resolving any doubt whatsoever in 
favor of accessibility; and 

(il} Advertise that procedure each time notice is given of the 
means by which members of the public may observe the 
meeting and offer public comment, pursuant to 
subparagraph (ii) of the Notice Requirements below. 

Notice Requirements: Except to the extent this Order expressly provides 
otherwise, each local legislative body and state body shall: 

(i) Give advance notice of the time of, and post the agenda 
for, each public meeting according to the timeframes 
otherwise prescribed by the Bagley-Keene Act or the Brown 
Act, and using the means otherwise prescribed by the 
Bagley-Keene Act or the Brown Act, as applicable; and 

(ii) In each instance in which notice of the time of the meeting is 
otherwise glven or the agenda for the meeting is otherwise 
posted, also give notice of the means by which members of 
the public rnay observe the meeting and offer public 
comment. As to any instance in which there is a change in 
such means of public observation and comment, or any 
instance prior to the issuance of this Order in which the time 
of the meeting has been noticed or the agenda for the 
meeting has been posted without also including notice of 
such means, a body may satisfy this requirement by 
advertising such means using "the most rapid means of 
communication available at the time" within the meaning of 
Government Code, section 54954, subdivision [e); this shall 
include, but need not be limited to, posting such means on 
the body's Internet website. 

All of the foregoing provisions concerning the conduct of public 
meetings shall apply only during the period in which state or local 
public health officials have imposed or recommended social 
distancing measures. 



All state and loco! bodies are urged to use sound discretion and 
to make reasonable efforts to adhere as closely as reasonably possible 
to the provisions of the Bagley-Keene Act and the Brown A,ct, and 
other applicable local laws regulating the conduct of public 
meetings, in order to maximize transparency and provide the public 
access to their meetings. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that as soon as hereafter possible, this Order be 
filed ln the Office of the Secretary of State and that widespread publicity and 
notice be given of this Order. 

This Order is not intended to, and does not, create any rights or benefits, 
substantive or procedural, enforceable at law or in equity, against the State of 
California, its agencies, deportments, entitles, officers, employees, or any other 
person. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF I have 
hereunto set my hand and caused 
the Great Seal of the State of 
California to be affixed this 17th day 

ofto'.12020. / 
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Gopin or of California 

ATTEST: 

ALEX PADILLA 
Secretary of State 


