
From: Gustavo Lamanna <glamannwi_{)usa.net> 
Date: June 27, 2018 at 2:05:37 PM PDT 
To: "Via, Tay'' <t:via.(iD.c-,ob.1.e.nt.x.1.a:w".c..o.m.> 
Cc: "Royce K. Jones" <roycei?l)kbblmv.com>, "O'Brien, Harry" 
<hobrien(i_{i.coblentzla\v.com> 
Subject: Fwd: Inglewood SA I Oversight Board (June 27, 2018) 

Tay, 

See email from Ms. Castaneda and two PDF attached. 

Sincerely, 

Gustavo Lamanna 
Attomey at law 
11599 West Gateway Boulevard 
Los Angeles~ CA 90064 
glarnanna@usa.net 
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---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Castaneda, Olga <OCastanedai?l)bos.lacounty gov> 
Date: Wed, Jun 27, 2018 at 12:46 PM 
Subject: RE: Inglewood SA I Oversight Board (June 27, 2018) 
To: Gustavo Lamanna <gl.a.m.a.nn.a.@JJ.S.a. ... n.c.t>, Margarita Cruz 
<mcmz(i_~.cityofinglewood.org> 

Cc: "Royce K Jones" <royce@kbbhnv.com> 

Hello: 

Yes, one letter of protest was received and two letters requesting a copy of the agenda and 
supporting documents was also received, which were forwarded to the correspondents last 
Friday I believe. I will bring copies of all three letters to the nmeting this evening. In the 
interim, they are attached. 

Take care. 

Olga J. Castaneda 
Commission Services 
213-974-1431 
ocastaneda@bos.lacounty.gov 

From: gustavoJamanna(iiigmaiLcom [mailto:gustavo,lamanna(iiigmaiLcom] On Behalf Of 
Gustavo Lamanna 
Sent: Wednesday, June 27, 2018 12:39 PM 
To: Margarita Cruz; Castaneda, Olga 
Cc: Royce K. Jones 
Subject: Inglewood SA/ Oversight Board (June 27, 2018) 

Margarita and Olga, 

Did either of you receive any communications regarding items on the OB agenda 
for tonight? 

Let me know. 

See you both tonight at the meeting. 

Sincerely, 

Gustavo Lamanna 
Attorney at law 
11599 West Gateway Boulevard 
Los Angeles~ CA 90064 
gJ?..DJ .. 9.D..0.9.@.W.$9.JJ.?.t 
310-497-6558 cell 



June 26, 2018 

SENT VIA EMAIL 

Chairperson James T, Butts, Jc 
Members of the Oversight Board of the Inglewood Successor Agency 
l Manchester Blvd. 
lnglewood, CA 90301 
jbutts@Jcityofinglewood.org 

Re: Oversight Board Action - Proposed Disposition of Properties 

Dear Chairperson and Members of the City oflnglcwood's Oversight Board: 

Public Counsel and the Public Interest Law Project (P1LP) write on behalf of the Uplift 
Inglewood Coalition and community partners in connection \Vith the disposition of the parcels B~ 
l.1 through B-3 {also knov·m as Parcels 1-13) as identified in the Long Range Property 
Management Plan (hereinafter referred to as "the Parcels"). We respectfully request that the 
Oversight 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 pub!ic interest law fimL Our Community 
Development Project builds strong foundations fbr healthy, vibrant, and economically stable 
communities by providing legal services to community-based organizations, affr.wdable housing 
devdopers, and low-income entrepreneurs, The Public Interest Law Project (PILP) is a staw.vide 
support center Dx legal services programs and specializes in affordable housing and 
redevelopment law. Uplift !nglevvood is a coalition oflnglewood residents and organizations 
working to secure housing for working families, safer neighborhoods, and community-centered 
development. Public Counsel and PILP, together with the law finn Cozen O'Connor, recently 
filed a lawsuit against the City of rnglewood and the Successor Agency for failing to meet its 
obligations as detailed below, 

The Inglewood Successor Agency actions lack transparency and deny the public vital 
information .. 

The "Notice to Public of Proposed Action," which was posted on the Inglewood City website on 

June 14, 2018, docs not state to whom or for \Vhat purpose the Parcels are being sold. In fact, the 

Successor Agency, along with the city of Ing!ev,rood. propose to sell these parcels: to Mmvhy's 

Bmvl LLC, an entity w·hol!y O\.vned by the owner of the Clippers. Steve Ballmer, fr.ff the purpose 

of developing a basketball arena (''the Proposed. Project"). The City and Successor Agency have 

continually promoted the project on the City's \vebsite and through various press conforences:, 

but here, the City and Successor Agency elected to avoid mentioning anything to do with the 

planned use of the Parcds. The Successor /\.gency nlso failed to mention the Parcels' proposed 
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proposed use when it considered the matter at its meeting on June 19. 20 i 8. In fact, the 

Successor Agency did not discuss the matter at all in its June 19 rneeting ····the Successor Agency 

meeting lasted roughly 60 seconds, most of that time being taken up by the City Clerk reading 

the motion out 1oud. Furthennore, the Notice announcing this Oversight Board meeting and its 

consideration of the requested action by the Successor Agency was posted on June 14 -- five days 
before the Successor Agency actually approved the requested action, The Successor Agency's 

lack of transparency pre·vents real cornmunity 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. 1 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 Board is to he disbanded pursuant to state law in less th.an a Vfeek, and 

thus, should not take action on this matter. 

Pursuant to Health and Safety Code Section 34 i 79\j), 1ocal oversight boards, such as this one, 

are to be disbanded on July J, 2018, The local Oversight Board's duties are to be handed to a 

Countywi<le Oversight Board, While the Oversight Board has only met three times in the last two 

years. it is now meeting only days befi.ffe it is disbanded to make a significant decision about 
several parcels ofland under its soon-to-be-extinguished jurisdiction. This action only 

contributes to the picture that the City oflnglewood and the Successor Agency are solely 

interested in pushing the Proposed Project forward without gaining meaningfal community 

engagement. 

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

As stated above, the Successor Agency, along with the City of InglewoorL ·would like to sell this 

land to the Clippers organization in order to build a basketball arena. Ho\vever, the Successor 
Agency has not fulfilled its outstanding obligations as required under state law. Specifically, the 

Successor .Agency has failed to meet its outstanding affordable housing obligations. Health & 

Safety Code § 34 l 71 ( d)(l). As part of this obligation. the Successor Agency must identify a plan 

to meet this unmet obligation. Id. § 34176. l (t), In the latest report from the Housing Successor, it 

identified an urnTlet obligation of l 12 affordable housing units. but it failed to identify a plan for 

1 See Karcn Foshay, "Docum<:nts Shnv How bglewood Clippers Arena D~"ai Stayed Secret:' KCET (Mar. ! 5, 
2018), available at hnps:1 .. ·wv.·wJ~cet.org ... shl>'·Xs!socal-connected ... documen1s-show-how-inglewood-clipp0n>·arena­
deal-stvyed-secret. According to documents uncovered through ongoing litigation, the Chy elected to call a special 
meeting to avoid posting the ENA 72 hours in advance m; required by the Brov.n Act and agreed to withhold the 
Clippers name from the documents. 
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the replacement of these affrmlable housing units, Instead. the Successor Agency proposes to sell 

several parcels of valuable land to a private developer to hufld an arena instead of folfilling its 
affixdable housing obligatiomL 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 wlU continue to ignore this important obligation, 

The Oversight Board should table any resolutions to approve Successor Agency actions until the 

Successor Agency implements a plan to address its unmet obligations, as required by law. 

The City and the Successor Agency are facing multiple hnvsu.its regarding thest~ 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 California Environmental Quality Act to a range of violations of affordable 
housing and non-discrimination laws. While these 1awsuits wind their \Vay through the courts, 

the Oversight Board should exercise its discretion to withhold approval of the sale of these 

Parcels< 

Given the Successor Agency's failure to collect meaningful 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 l\ttorney 

CC: Members of the Oversight Board 
Carolyn f'vt Hull (carolynhuU@gmaiLcorn) 
Eugenio Vina ( eugenio. villa@;inglewood< k 12,ca. us) 
Brian Fahnestock (bfahnestock@),ckamino.edu) 
Margarita Cruz (mcruz(i;!~cityofingkwood.org} 
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August 17, 2017 

V:t4 E!Vt4JL AND u.s. IV:t<UL 

Yvonne Horton 
City Clerkt City of lngJe\vood 
Secretary, fugle\vood Parking Authority 
1 l'vfanchester Boulevard 
Inglewood, California 90301 

City of fugie\VOOd, City Cle.rk 
P J), Box 6500 
Inglewood., California 90312 

Margarita Cruz 
Successor Agency !\·tanager 
Successor Agency to the Inglewood Redevelopment Agency 
l Manchester Boulevard 
inglei.vood, Cal ifomia 9030 l 

:ms 301111:1 Gwnb f.v~nua, SdM Hlo 
Los Ari!;lllfu<11, Q!ifornlu $0071-1500 
Tel: +i,21'.lAS!Uii!M t';!Sx; +1.11:Hl9HW62 

wwwJw,;:;om 

SJ-1'¢t~le11a \toSt;i>W 

(fo$119 Mi$l!ci'l 

soswn N,;iwYork 

81\Jt!fil!lhfi Qwfl{W Cwntv 
~nWryC!ty f'arl$ 

Ch::il!l\P Ao/oon 
Dill& Roma 
Dha#kfur1 San0!%JU 
hanklmt San Frw'itb:ti:i 

Hamburg Swd 
Hi:mgKc!'lQ SMnifil!ll 
Hc\lill1011 Sllt:onVa1%j 

ltwtfoll Sh~pam 

LooAnga!oo T~ 

Mm.!ikl Vfashin;;;too, i:::u:;;, 
M4"1l 

Re: Reguest for Notice Concerning Actions T11ken Pursuant t(} t~ Ci tv' s 
Exdusive NegotiatingAgmement \Vith Mtn:ghy's EowL LLC 

Dear City Clerk!Secretary and Successor Agency M::mager: 

On behalf of MSG Forum, LLCt we request that the City of Inglewood. the Successor 
Agency to the Inglewood Redevelopment Agency and the Inglewood Parking Authority provide 
notice to us of all public hearings, meetings, and/or official acts regarding the development of a 
professional basketbaH arena pursuant to the Exclusive Negotiating Agreement with Murphy's 
Bowl,LLC 

This request is consistent with Public Resources Lude Section 21092.2, \Vhich provides 
that an agency shall give notice "to every person who has filed a written request for notices:• 
This request includes an notices regarding the pubHcatkm of the environmental impact report 
and any related reports, and al! hearings or meetirags relatlng to the ENA andlor the arena project. 
Please direct aU notices by both email and United States postal mail as follows. 

Maria P, Hoye 
Latham & \Vutkins LLP 
355 South Grand A venue, Suite 100 
Los Angeles. CA 90071-1560 
marfa,hoye@lw ,com 
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Berrm.rd lvlcCrumby 
City of lngh:nvocn.1; Phmn!ng Diviskm 
! Manchester Blv;:L, ,yii Floor 
lngltwcod, CA 90301 
hrm:crnmin riik h vnfl ntlrJ'6lt1!f ,qrg 

Dear hir. McCrumby 

' I • 

On behalf of UNffE HERE Local 11 {"'Local l 1 "), please add me tc the Hst of interested parties 
fur the Inglt1vood B&Sk\}tbaU and Eritermirunent Center to ensure m'.ltifieAtian nf aU nctlons; npprnvals~ 
determirrntions, notices, hearings, nnd any other matters related to the Project's land use approvn!s iwd 
oomplinnce with the California Enviromnenta! Quality Act, Pub, Res, Code§ 21000 et seq,, ("CEQAH), 

This request is made pnnmant to state and iocal law requiring local ngendes to mail such notices 
to nny person 'NDO has filed a written rnquest for them, Sec Pub. ReiL Code§§ 21030.4, 21083,9, 21092, 
2109:t21 21 ]OS, 2l l67(1) and Gov, Code § 65091. Pka:'le tend rwtice by regulnr mail to Yelena Zohser, 
464 Lucas Aw:,, Suite 201, Los /\ngeles, CA 90017 an<l by crnaH to yze!Jser@rmitehere! Lorg (cc: 
cdu@uniteherc i 1 ,org), 

Local t l appreciates the opportunity 10 comment ru1d participate in tlw Project's environmental 
review prnceJS, lf you have sr~y quesdorrn regarding this request, pfonse coutm:::t me by enrnH or by phone 
&t (213} 481-8530 ext 296, 

Thank you for your time, ! ask that this letter is placed in the admirdstrntive record for the 
Project 

Yek:nt te·••tscr, Rese1uch Analyst 
LRE Local ! I 


