Margarita Cruz

From: Margarita Cruz

Sent: Wednesday, June 27, 2018 9:12 AM

To: Castaneda, Olga

Subject: FW: Letter to the City of Inglewood's Oversight Board
Attachments: Letter to Inglewood Oversight Board 6.26.18.pdf

Fyi,

For the meeting

From: Katie McKeon [mailto:kmckeon@publiccounsel.org]

Sent: Tuesday, June 26, 2018 5:19 PM

To: James Butts ; carolynhull@gmail.com; eugenio.villa@inglewood.k12.ca.us; bfahnestock@elcamino.edu; Margarita
Cruz

Subject: Letter to the City of Inglewood's Oversight Board

To the Chairperson and Members of the City of Inglewood’s Oversight Board:
Please see the attached letter in regards to your meeting tomorrow night.
Thank you,

Katie L.G. McKeon
Suiltivan & Cromwell Fellow
Community Development Profect

Public Counsel

6105, Ardmore Avenue | Los Angeles, CA 30005
Tel 213.385.2977, ext. 233 | Foax 213.385.9098
kmckeon@publiccounselorg |
www.publiccounsel.org

This message contains information which may be confidential and privileged.
Unless you are the addressee {or authorized to receive for the addressee), you
may not use, copy or disclose the message or any information contained in the
message. If you have received the message in error, please advise the sender by
reply e-mail and delete any version, response or reference to it. Thank you.
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June 26, 2018

SENT V1A EMATL

Chairperson James T, Butlts, Jr.

Members of the Oversight Board of the Inglewood Successor Agency
{ Manchester Blvd.

inglewood, CA 90301

jbuttstcityofinglewood.org

Re: Oversight Board Action — Proposed Disposition of Properties

Dear Chatrpersen and Members of the City of Inglewood’s Oversight Board:

PFublic Counsel and the Public Interest Law Project {PILP) write on behalf of the Uphift
Inglewood Coalition and cormunity partners in connection with the disposition of the parcels B-
.1 through B-3 (alse known as Parcels 1-13) as identified in the Long Range Property
Management Plan (hereinafter referved to as “the Parcels™). We respectfully request that the
Orversight Board deny the Successor Agency’s request for a resolution regarding the disposition
of the Parcels.

Public Counsel is the nation’s largest pro bono public interest law firm. Our Community
Development Project builds strong foundations for healthy, vibrant, and economically stable
commurnities by providing legal services to community-based orgamizations, affordable housing
developers, and low-income entrepreneurs. The Public Interest Law Project (PILP) 15 4 statewide
support center for legad services programs and specializes in affordable housing and
redevelopment law. Uplift Inglewood 18 a coslition of Inglewood residents and organizations
working to secure housing for working families, safer neighborhoods, and community-centered
development. Public Counsel and PILP, together with the Jaw finm Cozen O Connor, recently
filed a lawsuit against the City of Inglewood and the Successor Agency for fathing to meet s
obligations as detailed below,

The Inglewood Suecessor Agency actions lack transpurency and deny the public vital
information. .

The “Nuotice to Public of Proposed Action,” which was posted on the Inglewood City website on
June 14, 2018, does not state to whom or for what purpose the Parcels are being sold. In fact, the
Successor Agency, along with the ¢ity of Inglewood, propose to sell these parcels 1o Murphy's
Bowl LLC. an entity wholly owned by the owner of the Clippers, Steve Ballmer, for the purpose
of developing a basketball arena {“the Proposed Project”™). The City and Successor Agency have
continually promoted the project on the City's website and through various press conferences,
but here, the City and Successor Agency elected 1o avoid mentioning anything to do with the
planned use of the Parcels. The Successor Agency aso failed to mention the Parcels” proposed
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proposed use when it considered the matter at 118 meeting on June 19, 2018, In fact, the
Successor Agency did not discuss the matter af all in s June 19 meeting — the Successor Agency
meeting lasted roughly 60 seconds, most of that ime being taken up by the City Clerk reading
the motion out lowd, Furthermore, the Notice announcing this Oversight Board meeting and #s
consideration of the requested action by the Successor Agency was posted on June 14 — five days
before the Suceessor Agency actually approved the requested action. The Successor Ageney’s
lack of transparency prevents real community engagement and should not be allowed to
continue,

The City and Successor Agency have continually engaged in these tactics since before they
entered into an Exclusive Negotiating Agreement regarding these Parcels and the Proposed
Project.' We respectfully request that the Oversight Board deny this requested resolution until
the Successor Agency adequately infonns the public of the proposed use of the Parcels.

This Oversight Beard is to be disbanded pursuant o state law in less than a week, and
thus, should not take sction on this matter.

Pursuant to Health and Safety Code Section 341793}, local oversight boards, such as this one,
are 1o be disbanded on July 1, 2018, The local Oversight Board’s duties are to be handed to a
Countywide Oversight Board. While the Oversight Board has only met three times in the last two
vears, i 1§ now mesting only days before it 15 dishanded to muke a significant decision about
several parcels of land under s soon-to-be-extinguished jurisdiction. This action only
contributes to the picture that the City of Inglewood and the Successor Agency are solely
interested in pushing the Proposed Project forward without gaining meaningful community
engagement,

The Successor Agency has failed to meet its outstanding obligations under state law, and
the proposed sale of the Parcels will make it harder to do so.

As stated above, the Successor Agency, along with the City of Inglewouod, would like to sell this
land to the Clippers organization in order 1o build a basketball avena. However, the Successor
Agency has not fulfilled ifs outstanding obligations as required under state law. Specifically, the
Successor Agency has failed to meet s outstanding affordable housing obligations. Health &
Safety Code § 34171{d)(1). As part of this obligation, the Successor Agency must wdentify a plan
to meet this unmet obligation. fd. § 34176.1(1). In the latest report from the Housing Successor, i
wentified an unmet obligation of 112 affordable housing units, but it failed to identify a plan for

! See Karen Foshay, “Documents Show How Inglewood Clippers Arena Dieal Staved Secret,” KCFT {(Mar, 15,
2018y, avatiable at hips:/iwww kootorgsshows/socal-connactedidocuments-show-how-inglewood-cippers-arena-
deabstaved-seoret. According to documents uncovered through ongoing litigation, the Chiy elected 1o call a special
meeting to avold posting the EXNA T2 hours i advance as required by the Brows Act and agreed 1o withhold the
Clippers nams from the documenis.
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the replacement of these affordable housing units. Instead, the Successor Agency proposes to sell
several parcels of valuable land 10 a private developer to build an arena instead of fulfilling us
affordable housing obligations. With the sale of these Parcels, the Successor Agency loses
property that can be used to meet its outstanding obligations. And without a plan to meet these
outstanding obligations, the Successor Agency will continue to ignore this important obligation.

The Oversight Board should table any resolutions to approve Successor Agency actions uniil the
Successor Agency mnplements a plan fo address its unmet obligations, as required by law.

The City and the Successor Agency are facing multiple Inwsuits regarding these Parcels
and the Proposed Project,

The City and the Successor Agency are currently defending against three separate lawsuits
regarding these Parcels and the Proposed Project. The allegations range from breach of contract
to violations of the Califorma Envivonmental Quality Act o a range of violations of affordable
housing and non-discrimination laws, While these lawsuits wind their way through the courts,
the Oversight Board should exercise its discretion to withhold approval of the sale of these
Parcels.

{riven the Successor Agency’s failure to collect meaningtul public comment on this action, this
Board’s pending dissolution. the active lawsuits against the Successor Agency regarding this
land, and the Successor Agency’s failure to meet its outstanding obligations, the Oversight Board
should decline to take action on this resolution at this time.

Very Truly Yours,

Antonio Hicks
Senior Staff Attorney

CC: Members of the Oversight Board
Carolyn M. Hull (carolynhull@gmail.com)
Eugenio Villa (engenio villat@inglowood X 12.caus)
Brian Fahnestock (bfahnestock@elcamino.edu)
Margarita Cruz (moruziicitvolinglewood.ory)




