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March 21, 2018
By ematl gnd Overnighs Mail
Mimdy Wiloox,

AP, Planming Manager
City of Inglewood, 4" Floor

i j?‘%fi&zfsgﬁmgiw Boulevard
inglewood, California 90301

wiwiion itvofinglewood.org

Re:  Comments on Notice of Preparation of Drall Environmental Impact Report
for the Inglewood Basketball Entertainment Center

Drear s, Wilcom:

On behall of Inglewood Residents Against Takings and Bvictions IRATE), we
submait the following comments on the Notice of Preparation of an envix 'fzfagzz"ﬁm ng;z@g:é
report (EIR) for the Inglewood Basketball Entertainment Center (Proposed Projecty.

A The ENA Moyt Be Hescinded Prior to Constderation of the EIR.

$ ‘jwe‘s{xﬁ to rescind s August 2017
approval of the CENAY with Murphy's Bowl LLC that
has focked ?gzghwmé it mfrmsgzg m mmzﬁwr any alternative uses of the Project site for
at least three years,'

mm

The NOP claims that the BIR will identify and evaluate a range of reasonable
alternatives 1o the Proposed Project, including a Mo Project Alternative (Guidelings
section 15126.8). However, Inglewood, along wzé% its gi:svamz z@ﬁ redevelopment and
parking entities, through the ENA has alres x%»; Lo :
alternatives during the thres vear exclusive negotia

’a mgzéiﬁiﬁv sta
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with or m;?iiégziiis:er By §3f§,§r§;&:§°s oF @s;}%;g:ﬁ&?;.za}m '§.E‘§.§8§'§‘ie m@z‘g ,g:ﬁi:,mm or &rmzzy,, i‘fsﬁ‘&.ﬁif than the

IRATE seeks a writ of mandate from the Los Angeles Superior Court to require
Inglewood to set aside the BNA in Inglevood &azagﬂé iy Against Takings ond Evictions v,
Inglewood, case no. Bh 170333,
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Preveloper, regarding & proposed DDA [ Development and Disposition Agreement] for the
sale, lease, disposition, and/or development of the City Parcels or Agency Parcels within
the Study Aren Bite” (ENA, section 2 {1} With the ENA in place, Inglewood would
not in good faith be able to fully consider a range of altematives as required by CEQA.
Instead, its EIR review would become a post-hoe sationalization for a decision to approve
the Proposed Areng Project which has already been made. Courts have expressly
condemned such a use of an EIR:

A fundamental purpose of an EIR s to provide decision makers with information
they can use in deciding whether o approve g proposed project, not to inform
them of the environmental effects of projects that they have slready approved. I
post-approval environmental review wore allowed, EIR s would likely become
nothing more than pest hoc rationalizations to support action already taken, We
have expressly condermned this use of EIRs,

{Lavrel Heighis Improvement dssa, v, Regents of University of Californio (1988) 47
Cal.3d 376, 394

B, Alterpatives to the Arena Project Must Be Analyzed in Depth in the EIR.

While an environmental irnpact report is “the heart of CEQA”, the “core of an EIR
is the mitigation and alternatives sections.” {Ultlveny of Goleta Vatley v. Bd. OF
Supervisors (1990) 52 Cal 3d 553, 564.) Preparation of an sdequate BIR with analysis of
a reasonable range of alternatives is crucial to CEQA’s substantive mandate to “prevent
significant avoidable damage to the envirenment” when altornatives or mitigation
measures are feasible. (CEQA Guidelines § 15002 subd, {83(3).)

1. A Potential Bezone of the Lockbaven Tract Back to Its Original
Hesidential Zoning Should be Analyzed.

Alternative uses of the parcels throughout the Project area are possible, including
for housing. The proposed project areq, also known as the northern portion of the
Lockhaven Tract, was formerly zoned as R-3 until 1980, Then it was changed to M1-L
for limited manofactoring. There are people living in the northern portion of the
Lockhaven Tract currently, including people receiving Section B housing vouchers. f'the
area iz rezoned 1o a residential type of zoning as it was in 1980 and before, the vacant lots
coald be used for affordable housing,

From the NOP, it is apparent that one or more zone changes would be required as
part of the Proposed Project approvals, (NOP, p. 3 ["Zoning Chaoges™ listed among
“Anticipated Hntitlements and Approvals™].) Therefore, the alternative of changing
zoning 1o R-3 or some other type of residential zoning should be analyzed in the EIR.
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The Potential for Usage of the Aves for a Techuolopy Park Muost be
Analveed.

There was discussion of a Technology Park to be placed on the parcels, and that
wonld be a potentially feasible alternative wall worth analvsis in the EIR.
{https:/fwww datlybreeze comZ20 100 08 pwners-of-the-forume-sus-inglewond-its-
pvyor-for-frand-over-potential-clippers-arena’)  The sree’s current Me1L zoning allows
for extensive uses such as hotels, warehousing, and retail sales.
{hittpsewwew goodeav/codes/inglewood/ )

3. The Potential for Usage of the Area for Community Serving Uses Must be

Anaiveed,
The commnunity group Uphift Inglewood has a detsiled proposal foy potentisd usage
of the parcels for various parts s::si ié&a project area which s posted at the following
address: hitps/fwww apliftinglewood. org/resources,

The proposal tcludes g vouth center, a day care senior center, a day care children
center, a crestive arts cenler, an environmental stodies compunity center, 8 fnancisl
Hieraoy conter, o small business incubator center, office space, public art, public plazas,
parks, courtyards, bikepaths, and sideswales, Because the parcels owoed by the City,
successor Agency to the Redevelopment Agency, and the Parldng District are public
property, these g;‘za;% shic-serving ideas must %3@ analveed as part of the alternatives analvais,

4. Allerpative Localions For the Arenn Project Must Be Analveed In the

{¥site alternatives are o key component of an adeguate environmental analysis,
An EIR must deseribe “a range of reasonable alternatives to the project, or fo the Jocation
of the profect, which wounld feasibly attain most of the basic olsiectives of the project but
would avoid or substantially bessen any of the xzmmizmm eftects of the g’smza’f{:? anud
gvaluate the comparative z&*ﬁ*zix of the alternatives.” (CEQA Guidelines § 151266 subd
{a3.} Therefore, in addition 1o considering onsite desipn aliernatives for ﬁm Proposed
Arena Project, the EIR mu iﬁ 3 constder the possibility of redocating the Proposed
Project elsewhere in a location that could have fower adverse envi ertal fmpacts,

€. The Large Arena Project Would Have Extensive Envirenmental Impacts

The proposed Project would include a professional basketball arena consisting of
approximately 18,000 1o 20,000 scats as W{:i 1% z’f*géiiﬁ'{i isamiw%pzm parking and vanious
other uses such as 3 prachics fscility, ixﬁ“'&%%}‘i cbfigas sine oliio, restanrants,
and retail uses. In addition 1o the 2-5 preseason, 41 regolar season and 16 possible

stacanon games plaved by the Clippers, the project would include an additional 100
%f’zi*f more events including concerts, family shows, conventions, and
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gorporate or civic events. A project of this magnitude could have extensive impacts on
the environment including impacts {0 aiy quality, traffic congestion, nighttime lighting,
Do, vio,

D The Poablic Must Be Invelved With Proper Notive and Full Information.

We are very concerned that Inglewood must ensure it complies with the public
participation requirements of the Brown Act, the California Environmental Quality Act,
and opther applicable legal requirements. We have contacted the District Attormey ©
express our concern that Inglewood has failed o appropriately comply by providing the
public with inadequate notice and inadequate information to allow participation in
Inglewood’s review process. A copy of our letier to the District Altorney is attached.
{Enclosure 1) Press reports have underscored the public interest in the City™s review
process in published storigs about the concerns. (Enclosures 2 and 3, “Documents Show
How Inglewood Clippers Arena Deal Staved Secret,” KCET, Karen Foshay, March 15,
2018 and “In Possible Brown Act Violation, Inglewond Called Special Mecting to
Minimize Public Involvement,” March 17, 2018, Warren Szewcayk.)

Thank vou for consideration of our views. We look forward to reviewing and

comumenting upon the Draft BIR. Pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21092.2, we
request all futwe notices related to the Proposed Project.

Simverely,

A et flps

Douglas P, Carsiens

Hnclosures:

1. Letter of Chatten-Brown & Carstens to District Attorney dated March 15, 2018

2. “Documents Show How Inglewood Clippers Arena Deal Stayed Secret,” Karen
Foshay, March 15, 2018, posted at httpsi//www keet.org/shows/socal-
gonnected/documents-show-how-inglewood-clippers-arena-deal-staved-secret
“In Possible Brown Act Vieolation, Inglewood Called Special Mesting to Minimize
Public Involvement,™ March 17, 2018, Warren Szeweeyk, posted at
hitps:/fwarrensz.me/in-possible-brown-act-vielation-inglewood-called-special-
meeting-to-mimmize-public-involvement

Land
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March 15, 2018

The Honorable Jackie Lacey
Phstrict Attorney

766 Hall of Records

320 West Temple Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Re:  Reguest for Investigation of Intentional Viclations of the Brown Act by
City of Inglewood in Approving Exclusive Negotiating Agreement and
Arena Project

Dear District Attorney:

On behalf of the Inglewood Residents Against Takings And Bvictions (FIRATE™
we reguest that vour office investigate Brown Act viclations committed by the City of
Inglewood' involving the proposed Clippers Arena Project in Inglewood, As evidenced in
ernails required to be produced by Court Order in Inglewood Residents dgainst Takings
Aud Evictions v. City of Inglewood, counsel for the City and the project developer,
Murphy's Bowl, sagreed to limit the description of the itemmn to be considered by the
Council “so it won't identify the proposed project” and agreed not 1o provide the “normal
72 howrs” notice under the Brown Act. The City and Murphy's Bowl collaborated, in
violation of the Brown Act, to prevent the public from having a “{air chance to participate
in matiers” being considered by the City Coungil,

On June 18, 2017, the City held a special meeting. 1t s evident from emails
between the City and Murphy’s Bowl that there was ample time to provide the “normal
72 hours™ potice as provided for by the Brown Act. {Attached as Enclosure | isa copy of
the Special Meeting Agenda for the Inglewood City Council, the City of Inglewood as
Successor Agency 1o the Inglewood Redevelopment Agency and the Inglewoeod Parking

' As explained below, the actions appear to have been taken on behalf of the City of Inglewood,
the Suceessor Ageney fo the Inglewood Redevelopment Agency and the Inplewood Parking
Authority. Therefore, references 1o *CUiny™ in this letier include the Successor Agenvy and the
Parking Authority.
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Authority). The Agenda stated the following Bem would be considered 4 the Clty's
special meeting:

Economic and Community Developrent Departiment. Btall report recommending
approval of an Exclusive Negotisting Agresment {ENA)Y by and among the City,
the City of Inglewood as Successor Agency to the Inglewopod Redevelopment
Ageney {Successor Agency), the Inglewood Parking Authonty {Auvthority), and
Murphy's Bow! LLC, a Delaware Limited Lishility Company {(Developer).

1t is bard to imagioe g 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 uze of eminent domain 1o take hundreds of residences and
dozens of businesses, which would result in the eviction of hundreds (if not thousands) of
residents ax well as the loss of jobs. The ENA was explicit as to the possible use of
gminent domain by the City to aeguire people’s homes and businesses. Properties
containing homes, apartments and businesses were identified on a map attached to the
EMA and designated for possible “scoguisition. . by eminent domain™ WNowhere in the
Agenda item is there 3 hint that people’s homes and Bvelibood could be taken by the City
and conveved to Murphy's Bowl for the Clippers” arena

Mowhere in the Agenda notice do the words Clippers, WBA, basketball, or arena
oeonr, Nowhere in the agenda does it even sugpest the subject matter of the ENAL Ifs
member of the public were able to Agure out that the Hem somehow related o
development, there is no indication of where this development might ocour, There s no
physical description of the area — not 2 street name o infersection. The people in the
community affected by this decision to “spprove” the ENA had no clue what the City
was considering.

We now know, because the City was ordered to produce the smails by the Cowrt,
that the City and Murphy’s Bow! intentionally omitted this information from the Agenda,

We understand that the violation of the Brown Act is a serious matier so we do not
make this request lightly. However, in Hght of evidence we have obtained as a result of s
Court Order it 15 now clear that the City and Murphy’s Bowl worked together to violate
the Brown Act and frustrate 1s purpose.

% At later hearings on the scope of this Arena Project, the City reduced the area of
eminent domain due to commmunity protests.

4
S
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i THE CITY VIOLATED THE BROWN ACT OF
AFTERWARDS,

[ JUNE 15, 2017 AND

A, The City’s Special Meeting Notice Was Desipned to Minimize Public
Motice of and Interest in the Substance of the Matter Under
Consideration,

The Brown Act requires agenda deaflers to “give the public a falr chance 1o
participate in matters of particalar or general concern by providing the public with more
than mere clues from which they must then guess or surmise the essential pature of the
business to be considered by a local agency.” (San Diepans for Open Government v. City
of Coeanside (20163 4 Cal.App S5th 637, 643, Contrary 1w this legal requirement, the
City and the project developer, Murphy’s Bowl, actively deprived the public of the most
basic information about what the City Counctl would consider.

As noted above, the Agenda provided no meaningful information as to what was
actuaily to be considered by the City Couneil, 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 new arena for the Clippers and possibly condemn and
evict hundrads if not thousands of residents,

In connection with the June 15, 2017 hearing, we and others objected to clear
Brown Act violations. We demanded that the City cease and desist from its efforts to
defeat the public transparency purposes of the Brown Act. What we did not know at that
time was that the violations of the Brown Act were the vesult of knowing collaboration
between the City and Murphy's Bowl,

B. The City and the Clippers Organization Hid the Ball About What
Was Being Proposed for Approval,

This past Monday, March 12, 2018, because of 8 Court Order in Inglewood
Resideniz Agoinst Takings And Evictions v. City of Inglewood, we received from the
{City's attorneys a disclosure of previously-withbeld communications between the City
and Murphy's Bowl, These communications provide clear evidence of “collaboration”
by the City and Murphy’s Bowl LLC to viclate the Brown Act prior to the June 1§, 2017
meeting. {Enclosure 2.)

On June 9, 2017, Chris Hunter, representing Muophy's Bowl, told Rovee Jones,
who was representing the City, that "Our entity [Le., Murphy's Bow! LLC] will have a
generic name 50 it won't identify the praposed project.” (Enclosure 2, page ING-251,
ermphasis added.) The name “Murphy's Bowl LLC,” as stated by Mr, Hunter, was chosen
to deprive the public of relevant information. As stated by Mr. Hunter, the development
entity, "Murphy's Bowl,” was so named so it would have 3 "generic name” that "wont

3
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identify the proposed prodect.” The email exchange shows that Clty officials actively
purticipated in that misinformation campaign.

Mr, Steven Ballmer, owner of the Clippers professional basketball team for whom
the Arena Project would be built, is the sole member of Murphy’s Bowl LLC. (Enclosure
3 {page ING -285], Murphy's Bowl LLC formation papers.) Therefore, the effort by the
City and Murphy’s Bow! appears to have been designed o misinform the public abowt
the entity that would parbicipate in the ENA and defeat the government openmess and
transparency purposes of the Brown Act.

In fact, Mr. Hunter goes as far as to make clear that his client, presumably
Murphy's Bowl, wants to minimize the time of the release of the ENA to just before the
City Council hearing because "My client Is trving to time its out reach fo the vanous
plavers.”™ Bo apparently, it was important for Murphy™s Bowl to tell *various plavers”™
about the Council meeting and the ENA. The public clearly does not qualify asa
“whayer” as far as Muorphy's Bow! and Mr. Honter are concerned. This rare and
uncensored glimpse into the real views of Murphy’s Bowl and the City about the
community i3 bevond shocking, Murphy's Bowl and the City had no concern for the
people whose lives they were about to affect. No wonder the City fought so hard to
prevent the disclosure of these revealing documents,

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

A public agency must normally provide 72 hours” notice of a matter priorto a
regularly scheduled public hearing:

The Brown Act ... s intended to enzure the pubhics right to attend the meetings of
puhlic agencies. (Freedom Newspapers, Inc. v. Orange County Employess
Retivement System {1993 6 Cal 4th 821, 825, 25 Cal Rptr 24 148, 863 P24 218}
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. {§ 549543, subd. (a); Cohan v. Clty of Thousand Oaks {1994} 30

Cal. Appdth 547, 5535, 35 Cal Rptr.2d 782

{International Longshoremen's and Warehousemen's Union v, Los Angeles Export
FTerminal, Inc. {1999y 69 Cal App 4th 287, 293.) A notice period of 24 hours is allowed
for special mestings, but this obviously provides less time for the public to become aware
of the meeting and attend,

In response to Mr. Hunter's questioning whether the ENA had 1o be posted with
the agenda for a public hearing, Mr. Jones, the Clty's attorney, answered that the

813(
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"docwment has 1o be posted with the agenda. That {s why we elected to just post 24
hours versus the normal 72 howrs.” (Enclosure 2, p. ING-252, emphasis added.}

This is an email exchange on June 9, 2017, discussing the agenda for the June 15,
2017 meeting. So the City, glong with the Clippers, purposefully decided 1o give only 24
howrs® notive rather than the normal 72 howrs® notive, 5o the public would have less
notice about the ENA. This is an cutrageous attempt to deprive the public of adeguate
notice when the City very easily could have given the normal 72 hows’ notice for such an
important matter for the City"s residents’ foture.

Even earhior, o a June 5, 2017 email, Mr. Jones tells Mr. Hunter "the Mayor wants
o schedule the meeting approving the ENA during the middle of June” (Enclosure 2, p.
ING-168, emphasis added ) 1t s clesr from the City Attorney’™s email that the ENA
would be approved-—that the Mayor and City officials had predetermined the matier
before it was even presented 1o the Clty Council. Clearly the public didn™t matter given
that the City and Murphy's Bowl knew the City would provide an agenda item that gave
ne clue as to what was going 1o be considered and the City would provide only 24 houry’
notice for people to figure 1 ot They also knew long beforehand they wanted to bave
the ENA at 2 public hearing on June 135, 2017, rendering 72 howr notice more than
feasible, Instesd, the City elected to deprive the public of the “normal”™ notice period, as
noted by the City Atorney, The conununity was not one of the “players.”

B is noteworthy that this Hmited public notice was provided for an Avera Project
that resulted in intense public intevest and packed public hearings with extensive public
ohiections o the proposal affer the Los Angeles Times ran a story about 1t and after the
initial June 15 special meeting. (Enclosure 4 [LA Thnes Article entitled “Possible
Clippers Arens has many Inglewood residents worried they may lose their homes or
businesses”]}

I, INGLEWOOD HAS A HISTORY OF VIOLATING THE BROWN ACT
WHICH YOUR OFFICE HAS INVESTIGATED AND DOCUMENTED.

The Brown Act vinlation set forth here is not an isolated incident in the City of
Inglewood, On November 12, 2013, vou sent a letter to the City of Inglewood in Case
No, P13-0230 stating that actions by Mavor Butls at meetings on August 27, 2013 and
September 24, 2013 “violsted the Brown Act.” {Enclosure 8.3 We ask that you vonsider
Inglewood’s history of viplating the Brown Act and frustrating public participation as
part of the factual ciroumstances in evaluating our request 1o investigate the City’s more
recent Brown Act vielations in connection with the Avens Project ENA.

58y
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i, CONCLUSION,

Because of the Court-ordered release of documents, we now know that the City
and Murphy's Bowl worked together to provide a meaningless agenda description and
only 24 hours” notice so that the project would not be known to the general public. The
clear and vnambiguous intent of the City and Murphy’s Bowl was to deprive the public
with meaningful notice as required by law,

We urge you to investigate the City's actions in intentionally violating the Brown
Act and fake appropriate steps to hold the City's leaders accountable.

Sinverely,

Douglas P, Carstens
Eaclosures:
Special Meeting Notice dated June 15, 2017,
Emails dated June 9, 2017 of Rovee Jones and Chrly Huomter
Murplyy’s Bow! LLC Formation documents
LA Times Article of August 13, 2017 and Auggust 14, 2017,
Letter of Los Angeles County District Attorney’s Office dated
MNovember 12, 2013 to Inglewood City Council

R RS

e Bruee Gridley, Esq
Edward Kang, Eag.
Charmaine Y, Esq.
Royee Jones, Esg.
Chris Hunter, Bsg,
Ms. Yvonne Horton, City Clerk, City of Inglewooed
Bis. Margarits Cruz, Sucoessor Agency Manager, Sucoessor Agency
Mr. Artie Fields, City Manager, City of Inglewoed
Bureau Frand and Corruption Prosecutions, Public Integrity Division
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INGLEWOOD, CALIFORNIA
Web Site — wwweitvoliuslewoodors

Thursday, June 15, 2017
9:30 AML

NOTICE AND CALL OF SPECIAL MEETING OF THE INGLEWDOD
CITY COUNCILSUCCESSOR AGERCYPARRING AUTHORITY
{Government Code Section 54956

TO THE MEMBERS OF THE
CITY COUNCILAUCCESSOR AGENCY/PARKING AUTHORITY
OF THE CITY OF INGLEWOOD

NOTICE I8 HEREBY ORDERED by the Mayvor/Chalrman that a special meetivg of the
Conncil/Sucvessor Agency/Parking Authority Members of the Uity of Inglewood will be held on
Thursday, June 15, 2017, commencing at 938 AN, in the Councll Cluombers, Oue Mavchester
Boulevard, Inglewood, Califorais (Government Code Section $4956).

MAYOR C¥VY CLEBK
James T, Buits, b, Yvonne Horton
COUNCIL MEMBERS CITY TREASURER
George W, Doson, District No, | Wanda ML Brown
Alex Padilla, Distriot Mo, 2 CITY MANAGER
Eloy Morales, Jr., District Mo, 3 Artie Fields
Ralph L. Franklin, District Ne, 4 CITY ATTORNEY

Kenneth R, Campos

ALGENDA
CITY COUNCHSUCCESSOR AGENCY/PARKING AUTHORITY

CLOGED BESSION TTEM ONLY - 930 4 A

Roll Oall

PUBLIC COMMENTS REGARBING CLOSED SESSION ITEM ONLY

Persors wishing to addvess the City Council on the closed session Bem may do so at this time.

81, Closed session ~ Confidentisl -~ AftormeyHent Privileged; Conferense with Labey
Negotistor Pursuant o Government Code Section 5349878 Names of the Agency Negotiator,
Jose Q. Cortes, Human Resources Director: Mame of Organlzations  Representing
Emplovess:  Inglewond Police Offices Association {IPOAY and Inglewood Police
Management Association {(IPMAL

AR QD007



City of Inglewond June 15, 2687

QPENING CEREMONIES - 10:00 A M,

Call fo Dinder

Pledge of Allegiance

Roll Call

Persons wishing 1o address the Inglewood City CouncilVBuccessor Agenow/Parking Awthority on any
ttem on today’s agends may do so gt this time,

CONSENT CALENDAR

These ttems will be acted upon 38 a whele unless called vpon by 2 Council Meomber,

i.

YELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
Staff report recommending approval of an Bxclusive Negotisling Agreement (ENAY by and among the
iy, the City of Tnglewood a3 Suvcessor Ageney to the Tnglewood Redevelopment Agenoy {Suocessor
Ageney), the Inglewood Parking Auwthedty (Authority), amd Murphy's Bow! LLC, 3 Deloware Limited
Liwbility Crmpany {(Devekoper)
Reconunendation

1y Approve Exclusive Negotiating Agreement,

¥ Wo Aceumpanying Staff Report al the Thne of Printing

a3

AR 000018
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Possthle Clippors arens hae many lnglewood revidents worried they .. htlpfwww o comfsports/spontsnowdle-spclippers-inglewood e,

has
1

Mayer James T Bulls and oity councll members o8 2 special oy sounctl mesling held on July 21 {Bary Coronede [ Los Angeles
Tanasd

By Mathan Fenno

AIBUST 13, 3T, 200 AN

hen construction stavted on the $2.6-billon stadinm for the Rars and Chargers last ’

5

vear, Bobby Bhagat figured bis fumilv's commitment to Inglewood would finally pay s:;ﬁ

For more than 40 vears, they've owned the Rodeway Inn and Suites on busy Century
Boulevard, The tidy g6-room property sits scross the strest from the 208 acres where the vast sports
and entertainoent district s starting to take shape.
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Prasinle Clippers avens has vy Toplevenod residents worried they mo.. BiSwww lathmescomdporifpriaowlesp-alippers-inglowondees.

“We've got a gold mine now that the stadiurm is comning,” sald Bhagat, whose father snd unele originelly
purchased the building, “This is what we worked for. We've been walting for something like this to
happen, Now with the Clippers project, s all up in the ale”

The family’s gold mine could face a bulldozer.

When a Clippers-controlled company and Inglewood agreed in June to explore building an areng, the
o-page deal sent panie theoush the nedghborhood, Some residents arve praving for the project to fadl,
osing sleep, participating in protests, consulting lowyers,

Al this becanse of the legalese buried in the sgresment broaching the possibility of vsing erninent
domain to supplement land already owned by the city, The site map sttached to the document shows
100 “potential participating parcels” over a four-block sres where the srena might be bullt, Eminent
domain allows cities and other governroent agencies 1o pay falr market value to take private property
from residents or business owners against thelr wishes for public uses.

The map doesn indicate there are an estimated 2,000 104,000 people, predominstely Latino, who live
i the four-Block area. Same for the seores of children — schools are g short walk away ~ and blue-
collar residents whe have been in the same houses for decades. Many restdenees inddude multiple
generations of the same Bamily. The median ncome hovers around $30,000.

The gres ncludes the Inglewood Southside Christion Church, more than 40 single-family homes,
aparbtment buildings with about 500 units, several businesses and the Rodeway Ton and Suftes,

The city owns large parcels of land in the area around the business, making it one of the most plausible
areym sites,

¥

“I's not an evesore, iUs not blighted, s well-kept, well-maintained snd we dow’t want to go anywhers,
Bhagat said. “We're going to Hght tooth and nail to stop the project.”

He s among » growing number of business owners and residents pushing back against Clippers owner
Steve Ballmer's proposal 1o constraet the “state of the art” srena with 18,000 tv 20,000 seats glongside
a practics facility, team offices and parking. Ballmer, worth sn estimeted $232 billion, has said the team
will honor #s lease to play 2t Staples Center through the 2004 ssason.

The Inglewood deal st final ~ some specalate It could be a negotisting ploy by Ballmer to wangle &
better deal from the Anschutz Entertainment Group-owned Staples Center — but thet haen’t slowed
opposition.

Uine community group sued Inglewood last month in Loz Angeles County Superior Court alleging the
praject should have been reviewed under Californis’s Environmental Quality Act before the council
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Franfale Clippors wrons hes oy Inglewosd residents worried they me..  bttpefewrnlntimes comfiporifporansdivap-olippers-ingleanod g,

approved the sgreement. The group also distributed Hiers vrging Inglewood Mayor James T, Butis Jr. to

e, stop this land grab.” Another group, Uplift Inglewood, organized compmunity meetings and protests.
The Madison Sguare Garden Co., which owns the nearby Forum, issued a sharply-worded statement,
secused the oity of fraud In 8 dladm for demages (usually the precursor to a lowsuit) and sued to obtain
public records about the project.

In an emadl o The Thmes, Butts deseribed the ltigation as “frivolous™ and said negotiations for the
ding well.”

arens ars “proves

At an Inglewood City Counell meeting last month, the mayor insisted “no one Is being displaced with
the sales of these parcels” But opponents question how enongh space exists to bulld an arena in four
blocks without seizing private property. Aboutl 20 acres of city-vontrolled parcels are scattered across
the Bo-agre srea.

The arena and associated steoctures would lkely require ot least 20 connected seres — and possibly
mowe, That doesn’t include any ancillary development or larger vouds o bandle increased traffic, The
targest contiguons plece of land controlled by the ety in the four-block aves s only five acres. More
wonld be needed for the project.

“Tn oy opinion, there will not be any exduent domain procesdings of residential property or of chorch
property,” Butls wrote in an email. “As negotiations continue, there will be an opportunity for the City
Counell to make that clear at some point in the near foture. That s not the intent of the project. 1
personally will not support the use of eminent domain proceedings to take any residential property.”

Bot the response by some residents s a contentious departure from the groundswell of support 2%
vears ago for Rams owner Stan Kroenke's plan to build his stadivmg on the site of the old Hollywood

entertainment district’s development manager, is flling the same role for the possible arens.

*This is something more than fust bulldozing houses, this is a network of people and relationships that
wonld also be destroved,” said Douglas Carstens, a Hermosa Beach land use alloroey who sued
Inglewood on behalf of the group Tnglewond Residents Against Taking and Bviction that goes by the
acronym IRATE. "B may be lower income and underserved, but they have a sense of community that's
thriving.”

O person who works with neighborbood residents was blunt: “They're sitting on poverty.”

{3n the second Saturday of each month, the church glves away clothing and food to neighbors in need ~
food vanally runs out at sach svent — snd hosts 20 1o 40 people for a free bregkfast every Friday,
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Fossble Clippers svens hos mavy Inglewood residons worded they ., Bt latimes comvaporisdsporimowda-apeolippons-topwnodae.,

4o %

The church owns shout two seres along West 104th Street, the largest single pareed in the four-block
area that's not controlled by the oity or a busioess. Herbert Botts, pastor of the church for vy vears, said
the congregation doesn't want 1o move, but they're waiting until more details emerge before deciding on
what, if any, action 1o ke,

“We will do what we can to fght it, of course we will,” Botts sadd. “But right now we're just keeping our
eves and ears open.”

& half-block away, Gracle Sosa has witnessed the neighborhood’s svolution from a two-bedroom home
on Doty Avenue where she’s lived with her parents since 1985, Crime and viclence in the ares have
dwindled in recent vears, replaced by o calmer, fumily-oriented simosphere.

Sosa, who works for the American Red Cross, learned of the potential srens from » friend. No
representatives of the eity or tean have contacted the family, She takes care of her disabled parents who
are in thelr vos, The family hes no lntention of leaving.

“It's about the money,” Sosa said, “Let's just say it Hke it s, They're not thinking about how many people
would lose their homes. 1 don’t think our voloes ave heard. We're not billionaires. We're just residents of
a not-so-great nelghborhood. But s vur nelghborhond.

“We're saying No, no, o’ until the end,”

Irma Andrade sgrees. The concession stand manager at Staples Center has lived on Yokon Avenuve for
20 years.

“I's unfair for people ke vs who worked really hard to buy our houses,” she said. *1 pray for i not to
happen. But the money and power is really, really strong. We don’t have that power.”

Nicole Fletcher resides nearby in an apartment on 104th Street, She walks around the blovk at night and
sees 2 neighborhood that’s come 8 long way, but holds the potential for more tmprovement. In her eves,
that dossn't include an arena.

“My biggest concern is how it will topsct the families,” Fleteher said. "I would hate to see a lot of people
move out beeause they want to build & sports arens.”

But Hittde is konown about the project other than that Ballomer would fund 8 Boself The azresment
between Inglewood and the Clippers-controlied company, which included the team giving the ity a
$1p-miltion nonrefundeble deposit, runs for three years with the possibility of s siv-month extension.
Mo renderings have been made public, usually the fivst step In sny public compaign for 2 new venue,
Even the possible losation of the arena on the four-block site is a mystery,
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Possible Clippers avena has many Inglowood residonts wonried they m... hutpdfwww Jetimes. comdaportaisportsnowflasp-clppers-dnglewood e,

A Clippers spokesman declined comment about the project or opposition.

The vocertainty hasn't belped many of the residents, business owners snd landlords. There are worrded
comversations with neighbors. Trips to organizing meetings. And, most of all, guestions,

*In pur experience with eminent domain, they never give you falr market value,” said Bhagat, whose
pride in the family business is reflected in his preference to call 1 g hotel instead of 5 motel, *We already
kenow we're going to be shortehanged ™

He's concerned about the potential lost income from the business that advertises “fresh, dlean gouest
rooms” and touls its proximity 1o LA International Alrport. His cousin who operates the business,
John Patel, Hves on site with iz wife and two voung children. What would happen to them?

Airplanes descend over the palm tree-lined parking lot. Cranes sprout across the street from the sports
and entertainment district scheduled to open in zozo.

“How are we going to replace this business with another business in Southern California with that great
of a location?” Bhagat said. *It lterally is impossible.”

nathanfennodatimes.com
Twitter: @nathanfenno

Two hikers found dead in the Mojave Desert
Tervorists, hackers and scanuners: Many snemies as LA, plans Olympies seeurity

Drespite Cattfornia’s strict pow law, hundreds of schools still don't have enough

vacinated kids
Copryright 28 2118, Los Aegeles Times

This article is related tor Slaples Canter, Los Angeles Rams, Lo Sngeles Chargers, Amerian Red Uross
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Afie protests, Taglewood City Counetl fo voie on shinking sree Grp.. Bipfewsistimes comfsporissporsooniesp-ioglowondareng-vote.

Frodestors allersd » oty counsdl mesling & the overcrowded councll chambars. (Gary Coronado 7 Los Angsles Tinse)

By Mathan Fenne

ALERIEDY 14, 20T, 828 Pl

aglewood's City Council will vote Tuesday on g revised deal with a Clippers-controlled company
{0 shoink the four-block sres where the team could bulld an arens so residences and & church

aren't displaced.

The reworked agreement, quistly added 1o the meeling’s agenda afier it was Hrst posted online Priday,
follows protests by worrded residents and ot least two lawsuits related to the potential project.

owl LLO during a special meeting in June,

SPONBOR A STUDENY _— :ahout whether proper notice was ghven for
Tyear subscription for $13 GIVE NOW> ‘ ; ' R s
¥ ST shere the arena, practics facility, team
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Al protesss, Ingleword City Coungdl fo vote on sheinkiog woes forp..  Btpdfwwwlatimes comfsporis/sportsnow/in-sp-doglewoodarens-vols..

headguarters and parking could be vonstructed ~ and broached the possibility of using eminent
e, Gommain to acguiee some of the property.

The impacied area is home 1o an estimated 2,000 t© 4,000 people with o median ineome sround
$a0,000, as well as the Tnglewood Bouthside Christian Church.

"The new agreement eliminates the possibility of removing single-family homes and apartment buildings
and narrows the possible arena area to two blocks along West Century Avenue. They're pocupled by a
variety of businesses, including the funily-vwined Rodeway Ton and Bultes, 2 warehouse vsed by UPS,
Chureh’s Chicken and an auto detailing shop. The deal slso includes about six acres of oity-owned land
along West 102nd Street, butting up against the church and apartment bulldings in addition to more
citv-orened land off Bouth Prairie Avenue.

The agreement leaves open the possibility of scquiring property for the svena through eminent domain
*provided such pares! of real property is not an cccupied residence or church.” ‘

Douglas Carstens, a Hermosa Beach land use abtorney who sued Inglowosd in Joly on behalf of the
group Inglewood Residents Against Takdng and Eviction, believes the move is 2 step in the right
divection, but wants more action by the city.

*Even without displacing resident owners or g chureh, there could still be o significant disruption of
long-established businesses and apartment dwellers, and the significant impacts to everyone of the
large avena complex next door,” Carstens wrote in an email,

The upeoming vote isn't enough for nearby Forum, which has been vocal in iis opposition to the arena
plan.

“The City is all over the map, changing course with the shifting political winds,” ¢ statement ssued by a
Forum spokesman said, “Yet the City remains committed to eminent dormain o take over people’s land
for the benefit of 5 private avena. Plus, redrawing the boundaries now does not preclude the City from
changing thoss bopndaries back in the future.,

*Untll the oity outright prohibits the use of eminent domain for a new Clippers avena, no owaner of
privale property in the sren s safe”

Inglewood Mavor James T, Butls Jr. told The Times last week that he wouldet support any effort to use
eminent domain on residences or the chureh.

ot for why the residential areas were
sange, other than % eame “asa
ions ... requested by the parties,”

SPONSOR A STUDENT N
1-year subseription for $13 GIVE NOW »
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Afterprotests, Inglewood City Couned! do vote on sheinking sees Brp.. hitpeffwweelutimes comdsporisfsportssowTeap-tnglewood-grons-voie.,
The negotisting agreement between Inglewood and the Clippers-controlled company runs for 36
months,

Uiplift Inglewood, » community group that's protested the arena plan, claimed the vote a8 a victory, but
said more action is needed.

“We want them to take eminent domain off the table, pledge pot to use it st ol and build affordable
housing in the community 8o we can stay here,” o statement on behalf of the group sald. "We want
homes before arenag.”

nathar fenno@latinmes.com

Twitler: @nathanfenno

Pozsible Clippers arena has many Inglewood residents worried they may lose thelr

horpes or businesses

Sarm Parmer: From a fan standpoint, this is greats’ Commissioner Roger Goodel] and
Chargers fans get a first Iook at the NFL's smallest stadinm

Watch LaVar Ball lose to Tee Cube in o four-point shontoul at Blaples Center

UPDATES:

2155 pan This srticle was updated with commments frorn attorney Douglas Carstens,
&:28 pan.: This artide was updated with staterments from the Forom and Uplift Inglewoad.
Copyright © 3018, Los Angeles Tirws

This article is related to: Roger Goodell

SPONSOR A STUDENY

1-yaar subseription for $13 GIVE NOW?
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November 12, 2013

Mearnbers of the Counc,

werd complaints of viclations of the Brown #
A . e %ﬁ%%&?& nmakn v ity Cour
;‘*@%ﬁng% of Chy {;‘:mmg ﬁ‘%@@‘iﬁﬁg& on &@gz&@% 27,2018 m:% &@gﬁt@ 24
&%' Jiry %%,ss'mﬁamw%ﬁwﬁm@mhwwmw&@

by the %ng%mmﬁ { g%y %ﬁmmﬁ%

: w&x&m&ﬁm wﬁ% agam %%’3& ﬁwz‘%&i i better: sharyel 4
ing public comments and ensure that the iﬁm&%‘m ldoes

ahut the ons. %ﬁ? ?‘@m&a ?@%Wﬁﬁ%ﬁ %:zy ez;@ ﬁg dayor Bults é%aa‘“ Hthat fmg
&%ﬁy&% Butis Interunted agel and detlared that My, Yﬁi@fﬁ%m was “dong” m&s&zﬁg
comments. When Mr. Telxelrs asked why, Mayor Bulls replied that M, Telxeirs was going
to stop calling people names. Mayor Bults instructed a uniformed officer lo sscont Mr.
Telxeira oul of the meeting. A ?@W minutes later, afler comments were received fomother
m@mmm of the public, Mavor Bulls mede additional commants to rebut M. Telkelin's
silsgations. Mayor Bulls added that be had &%5 wad Mr, Tebweia to coll him g larat almost
%ms‘y City Coungl meeling recently, but asserted thet Ve, Tebiela doss not have the right
o osll people Rars ot ﬁ:‘;ﬁy Counci m%imgs ?&%&y{} Butts then declared, "o notgoing o
fot arvons, from this point on, yell st the Coungll, vell st people In this room, call people
names. 1 hal's not en exercise of free spesch, Thal's just nol going to happen anymone.”

TEA Mol of Booonds
S0 Wesd Temple Bl
Los Angeins, G5 20012

{218} @?wﬁm
Fax: (213 82040848




i Hime

"i i

&% £ty m&m§ m@&%ﬁg on %ﬁg‘&%ﬁmbﬁ?‘ 24, v&*{%’% 3, i%%;‘* ?@%@i@m spokes during §

2“%‘%& were in @ﬁi@@%' the wanrs : - : g ¥
1, an tem which was lsled tm ﬁw &@mﬁ& %%% o the Councll z:ggéng
%&x doliars 1o pay Ingley ?@%ﬁﬁfgf fo assigt them In telr bids for re-slection by

mg %ﬁ‘%@m argl hiding < richuct gnd w@a@& g:sm@%@msl nthe

mg%mg agm:ﬁﬁ ﬁ@m sﬁmﬁ ’i%w% Mf ‘?“%@x@%m ma@ﬁ have oo continue
his comments during the open comments period. Mr, "%“@%x& ira m&wmﬁ&ﬁ i%wi h@ was
aking about the warrant reglster, im%: &éﬁy&r d thet he was “done.” M
‘“’5“@ ixeira respondad that he would talk sbout the we ragister and Mayor Bulls wamed
him that he would be "done” i e sald one mom word sbowt aﬁyﬁﬁing ﬁ%ﬁ‘m? thar whal was
éimeﬁ zm %ﬁ?‘%ﬁ &g@smz& %&r %imim ﬁw resLITy hig comments by asserting thel Wilie
s ple of the wmmmﬁy A1 that gmim
s cut off ?sé? ”’? alxglra and de P e wes “ﬁm& He iﬁ%’% § fii £
officer %m ascort Mr. Telxelm w%: angd &*@ﬁ? :
when open cornmants mxg%@ be recelved. Indead, M. T
remarks lader in &?w masting duwing the w@f; wmﬁ%@m D

The Browr Act protects the public’s right Yo address local legisiative bodies, such as 2 oty
souncl, on specific tems on mesling agendas as well as any topls In the subject malle
jursdiction of the body, The Act permils 8 body o meke reasonable regulations on tims,
place and manner of gm%:s o comments, Accordingly, @ %;wﬁy may hold separate periods §
public comments m%a%m@ o agends Rems and for open comments. Also, 8 %@%&ﬁﬁi

biody may sxclude il persons who willkdly cause g iﬁiﬁmp’ﬁm ol g m&&%ﬁng sothat i
gannot be conducted In an ordery fashion.” {The ;
Lagisiative Bodles {3&%}3} California Atlomay Bae 3 28, Gov, Co

B4057.0.) Bulexclusion of  person s ju nly aﬁw & m}wﬁ x:ﬁ mgﬁﬁm amﬁ not
based on a mere anficipalion of ane. (Acosfa v. ity of Costa Mesa (2013) 718 F.3d 800,
811; Norse v. Clly of Sanda Cruz (2010) 828 F.3d 886, §78.) A speaker might disrupt a
maeeting “by speaking loo long, by %@ﬁg urdudy repetitious, or by extended discussion of
irelevancies.” {(While v. Cily of Norwalk [1800) 800 F.24 1421, 1428, Kindl v. Sants
Mondoa Rend Condrol Board (1088} 87 F.34 286, 270.) However, "personal, impertirent,
profane, insolent or slanderous remarks” are not per se aclually disruptive. Exclusion for
such speech is not ustified unless the speech actually caused disruplion of the meeling.
{Acosts, supra, T18 F.3d at B13.) Furthermore, 8 "legisiative body shall nol prohibit s
mamber of the public from oriticizing the policles, procedures, programs, or services of the
agaency, or of the acls or om ss@zm& of the legislative body.” {The Brown Add, Upen
Mertings for Lovsl Legislative Bodies, supra, 8t 28, Gov. Code § 84884.3(c).)

The gusstion of when parlicular condudt reaches the threshold of actusl disruption o
justify excluding a member of the public "involves @ grosl deal of discretion” by the



uption at &?ﬁ:ﬁ@? mﬁ@g %‘%%@é Thus,
. ﬁ’?@ August 27, 2013 mesting, s lear t

"?‘@%x&ém %&?’%@iﬁ outof the m&@ﬁgr@ ;
gm%&% ¢ o y@ii of i‘:&%ﬁ : é& ; :

g}%m@m ; %ﬁ? “’?&mﬁim 8 wm%@ %‘;ﬁ%ﬁ mﬁ aaam & disruptive reaction fiom e
&z&ﬁ%ﬁm or ﬁiﬁwm@ impede the procesdings. And, while B is ??zs@ tha %&z %ﬁxﬁim
raised Hs voloe during his emotional o i, we do not belleve thel § s scounsle o
describe him as yveling during hs commants. Regardless, justification Tor ﬁm@smpﬁﬁ@ s

excluding & memberof the public does not Kinge onwhen g ra%w:% valoe reaches g carlain
jevel, Rather, the actions are justifisd only to address an actual disruption. Mr. Teluelra
did not cause any disruption at this meeting, Therelore, B was unlawful to cut short his

comments and sxclude him from the meeting.

Likewise, Mr. Telxelra did not cause any diswaption st the meeting on September 24, 2013,
On this occasion, Mayor Butls based his actions on the view that Mr. Teixelrs's commen
had vesred of course and were no %ﬁﬁg@f relevant 1o the specific sgenda lem zsgm%wg&g
the warrard reglster 1o pay Inglevwood Today, We disagres. Mr. Telzeira's commants
remained refevant o the specific warrant register. The basis of his objection to the warrant
ragister was his asserfion that the newspaper repeatedly lalled to report on alleged
migconduct by Mayor Bulls. To support his assertion, My, Teixelrs offered multiple
ﬁéﬁé&%“?&@%&% of such alleged misconduct. Clting such examples had the additions! effect of
erificizing Mayor Bults which is 2 tople reserved for the open comments period laler in the
mesting. However, the additional effect did not strip the commants of thelr relevance 1o
the initial issue of the warrant register. Exceading the standard time allolled for speakers

ight amount fo 2 distuption, but Mr. Teixelng's Sme was oul short, Furthenmore, his
comments did not inclle a disruplive reaction from the audience. Again, Bwes unlawful i
cut off Mr. Telwla's comments and have him excluded.




comments had strayed off tople, exclusion
onse v &ﬁ@ have %ﬁ%ﬁ to mmmg:x the mmm

3 8 ign ';;v y ¥ 3
&?g iﬁﬁ?@%ﬁ@% mmwmg W, 1t f&mm amﬁmf whether or
Butts would have gf bt Bl 4 s understandable the
m@ﬁﬁ% m% %@im m’m aucusations unanswered, Bullt m@i i:m ant

m :&ﬁ@%‘z
H 45 i not take away fmm @w fiene allotied any individual speaker.

?%w mm@z ?m %ﬁw g&r@m@&iﬁm o zet s pocadures, bul one way of protecting the

aliotied tme would be b meerve mmmw by ﬁwmiﬁﬁrﬁ of the Courll %gﬁiii alter arn

Individust's public comments or after the general peried for publiic comm

We hope that owr m@%‘%@mﬁm will assist vour understending of gmmwm aotion under to
the Brown m and expect that from this point forvard m w%% fully respact the rights of any
maember of the public to lewlully address the Coundll, Ploase fes! fres to contact us if You
have my guestions.

Trly yours,

JACKIE LACEY

By

BJORM DODI
Depuly District Altomey

wor Gal Baunders
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Dovwinents Show How Inglewood Clippers Aveny Dl Stayed Seoret

Hopter sdded that the sntity he bs representing “witl s poer pame oo i woer't identily the proposed project.” Residents would see ooty that

the mesting tvwived Muaphy's Bow! LIO, an exaity formed fn Jonesry aoay i Delaware, 3 hos oo menmber, Stoven Bollmer, the owner of e
Chppers, avcording t rowrt reords,

The Ingheand Uity Ununcils rognlar mestings sre held oo allernade Tossdnys, bud thers wase't one oo Toosdey, June 0. fustead, themr was g
sperdal mcoting oo Thuredey, which aaly repaive? the agenda to be posted 2¢ boprs by advanve.

The tinsing s meore tan suepect, Darstens belivves,

“Each of these actions lndivideally sud collectbvely shore ao vogoing and Hlegad vatters of pumbag G svtens, duprieing the public of mative, andd
hiding the ball,” seid Carctons,

o the Mavors pevsletions, Bobis schnoelodesd nepotistions with the Clippors bogan Is Jauery g,

Rotis and Oy Attwsey Bos Uwapos id uot respond 10 2 gt S ornment.

’:h% wegotisions ave sharsctorized as “seoret meoaiinge” In » beweult Bled March & by the Maditon Sguare Gasden Oo., whivd sens the Farusn,
suing the ciry of Dnglewsod Treloding Hutty, the @ty conwes] and the podidag sthority, chibming Sey vivhted s conteoimd sgreemen

mwiwm, # y5-acee pavking bt Doglewnod luased the Top to MBI for acven woss strting o 2014 10w for overliow puldag,

BISG soen B thee Jovesndt that it fovested Suno nsililow fito the Forom propordy brved on sgresments with thewliy, ncluding the parking lot lesze.
T Trosnit aleo clabme that i danuary 2o0y the oty preasured MG 3o baek vut of the parkisg bowes agresmont and thay the mowvr cldmed s
sity nesded the hud o arede s iemnoﬁags park”

Hatts st the vewter of wdnl M8Cwalls o “Froadulent schewme” to lof the Clnpens ves the fund 3o bulld 3 frollity that sonld povnpete whth the
Forans. The wavnr okl M offfvialy wee hiv porvonid smal! and not his sffichd olty arconnt o crpomamicats, scomding the complaint

The Porws was seyabred by MBE in s and Dhas beep a votue R woauety and spanting svent.

By eurly April MG termduated the patidng lease ugreoment. AL the ts, MG 4id not kaow Inglewornd officinle wers alvsady well enderway in
drafting o agrenent with e swners of the Clppers teod] tean the porking lot bn wnder to build an arena for the basketball toan, 286G clabms
Mool not bave broken the levee busd it known of the ofty's “rue Intiations,” The conpeny learned gbont (e plan on Jane 12 when Bulte havke
Hhe nowy inn telephione sl 1o an M0 exooutive, the sem day the publin agends was posted.

3 158

httpsAwwrw koot orgishowsisooalconsectedidovuments-show-how-da...

P






In Possitde Brown Aot Violstion, Inglewood Called Special Mesting ... hipafwanrenszme/irpossible-brown-aot-viclation-inglewood-called. ..

Tof2

In Possible Brown Act Viclation, Inglewood Called Special Mecting to
Minimize Public lnvolvement — Warren Szewesyk

Lettor Reguesting Investigation of Inglewood Sent to LA County Distriot Attorney

The Chty of Tnglowuod sttemptad to sduiude ranspurenay 55 They phanad 1o ey o negeiioting agreernent with ropresontatioss of the Los
Angsley CHppers, froalily relewsed vonalls rovesd. The documosnts rony oven shew evidencs of srfming] activity,

oo veporied on the (s doddous off epotinting Agreemes (ENA) between the
Ciy and Marphy's Buwl, » shell ovpooaion possestnd by Clppers owne Bleve Ballmer, After a cowrt oulor 8 relense e contents of thesn
ermaily, we now ave an e of why neliher Inglewaod vor Murphy's Bowlwanted them publie,

“Shat sre the coity’s mguiremenis for when the ENA has to be posted,” wele Chrin Hooter, o Inwysr veprsenting Morply's Bowl, fust b ds
before & sperial Chy Conrell menting toapprovn the L “Dunderstand The sgods s to g ont 24 hours In sdvance bt the guestion Dwas
arked was whether the document must be pavt of the palic speada o can 1 e deewn Toaded shortly hefors the heurbeg® fsls),

Ho goes on ti say, “Dur entiy” ~ o veference i daphy’s Hovwd ~ “will bave 5 gensrio paes €0 B won't Mentily e proposed profest.”

Bewne Jones, 4 levver hived by the Ulty, replies: "The dosmment hug to be posted with the sgonda. That ts why we dected o Jit post 24 hours
verss the nortoal v hours”

Begwrn Boyos ¥, forwg

Fad: Frivkay, boon %, J07F 538 P

T Ll Munter

Holls Shals,

The dopenent hee 1o by posted with the sponde. That s adwrwe elertsd o Jusd post 24 dotreversus the nopmad 23

RS,

Hivges

sant fror vy Phong

o 00 9, SHALT, 9 R P8, Chds Stuvher echunterinhalnwsa s vonde

»

* 84 Hopes

k3

» What e the oiy’s reoireenents Rorwhen the 88 ducument hes 1 be posted, §undengharnd The sgends hos lo goout
4 Bours iy advanos bt the gpestion Yt §was saked war whedhey e dovomend moast be st ol e public spends o
3 i e b o Boaded shovthe bedore the hearing. 38y ol 1o trylig By Hene 6 nod seach o the varkiuy wavers, O
srtity Wil have sgened sume s et entify e oroptsed prident

-3

» Bat Frogs woy e

*

» ity Hhinder

»

& Fupe ¢ small enchange between (hris Hnnter, reprasenting the Clppers, and Rover Jonss, representivg the Uity of Tnglevwnod, that
shivws ah aliempt 1y ralafie publls lnwdvernent in the Cllppure avena nepotintivo process.

Jumes bs veferrbg te the Chiy's ducidon to hold & special weating, reipedring 24 howrs advapsed notlos, virsng Teluging e B o 2 ragudar oty

voumd! meeting, which would reguine 72 hours notice. In other words, Inglowond and the (Hppis paposelolly choss 1o bold & special veosting
B o sthior moastn than B radise the amount of notice vegaived,

‘This short sobange fite into » comtinbed patiern of kevping the prblic ot wros Teugth with respuet o the v proposal. Nowhere bn the
ronpmanications between Mr. Homter aod My, Jouss ~ which woulds't even be pablic i not S8 Jevsndt aond possrt oxder withis that lowa@t ~ %
there soy suggestion of ensvring orenlicitiog padlic wwlvarsent,

Acomrding to Doug Caretens, 4 hovysr sufng the Oty on hobalf of an nglewoud sommnite wovup, the sonesrdation botwesn My, Hoater aud M
Jones prwves the Uty bresched @ 1053 Californds trnuspareney bow buvwy sy the Brown St

Tn n March 15 ketter to Jacide Vaesy, the Los dngeles County Diatrivt Attorney, Cansteps tequested the offine lovestipats Browe Aut violathons,

“Thivviolations of the Brown Ack were 5o sgregious 1 i’y sovwn Hle weounld juet bt thems 20,” e said B o phoue interview. “H sooned Wie
senwihing the Da should bs tuvobend 10"

*One o the enre priniples of the Brown Aot s thas the public bag » vight 40 boy nad dbowss avtidog tha o legidative body sublect o
thi Broven Aot is poing to disoes ... [ the goal beve way to mebe suve She gl St Yoeow what they wers sutsally yolng fo indk
aboart .. 1hat's contrery 1o the ltter and the splrit of the Brown Sc0° ~ Do Reedey, Flest Amendien Coalition

o

Smong wher provistons, the Brows Aot sequives oty mesting speads Joseripions 10 “give the pubiie » e chavss to partivipdde . by providiag
the puldic with bove then mrers cloes From widoh they mausy then guess oo s the weontiel neture of the budnens 1 be soagidered by o fovad
spvnoy.” Usrstons wrgues fnglewnod willlolly sbfiseated the purpove of the June 35 2oy meeting t smure as Risle pblie soratior s ponlide,
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By Possibde Brows Act Vieketion, Iaglowood Called Spontal Meoting

Than Buder, o vy with th Avvsendeosnt Conlithon who hoy poroed st Buown Aot snlts, save thens o strong cose to Bbemde.

fact thut thie ngands e
here wiakes i miichending”

s not the fieat tie bugdeeeond bae woane wsdey sordiny velated 1o S Boown &t Tn Saos, Yo snse Tibsedon toscived M. Crrstons wllopstime
penned o 2018 Tottr 1 the Baploennd O3ty Courll Infvrming She Uooned! thet M| B wivlsted vhe Bross Sod by unlowflly vopoing
sy of the peldie Soan conpdl metings shply S dhsagresing with the Mag®s opluioas,

Drespity a duouy o Bstary of Beown Ao wiolstions by the Tnghoesod oity povermens, M Sopder belleven s wadtbely the Diaeks Attoveey’s
offive will Bollew throughowith soy slenifiosst astion,

o't bweof g o Imntamon v & T8 Bas brooght shorges Dosed on the Browa Act” he sald, "Tvis authorieed wader e v bt o my
Snowedye e sy bapponsd,”

v, Gurter sadd the Tetier to e DA ooy ot B o B o “seberatiBing ®

Feor b ot Sdr. Caratons wadd be sloply bopes Hee Daowil prvdde “secenntability” fn whotswr form thy deem most appropriate.

o

Bevond crbming! peocendings, Z&&r%omsimi& o ool
the s sHoged wiclation, 1t sees by b too lee B veh a osss.

sadable fn ol oveut. Rt slnos & Brown Ao sult wet be bonupht within godeys o

Reparcdions, M. Suvder bollvves the lotter bs moposeful sad Snpaatant.

“Ws gond to eln & Brigatios hae pessed that dossw’t msen

e window for wlt

e pelbelic’s atbention Brovwen Aot vidations,” fe seld. “Bven after the window fo
g the elty government s pessed.”

WZIA018, 1356 PN
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