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I INTR(DDUCT[DN
Pu;rsuaut to paragraph 180 of the Consent Decree, the City of Los Angeles (“City™) and the
United States Deparb:ueut of Justice (“DOJ”) jointly submit this Motion to amend certain prowsmns

of the Consent Decree. The agreed upon modifications are primarily intended to (:Ianfy various

"I sections of the Consent DecreeA These modifications have been the subject of numerons discussions

between the City, DOJ, and the Independent Mnmtor since early 2004. Both the City and DOJ have
now agreed to-the modifications set forth 1n Sections I and Il below. The matrix attached as
Exhibit “A” was submitted to DOJ for appmval of the modifications.
b SCOPE OF AMENDMENI :

Thas amendment is not intended to alter the scope, purpose or intent of the Consent Decree.
The mod:ﬁcaﬁuns will not alter any substantive provisions. The followmg provisiops are amended

to reflect t}xe Recommended Consent Decres Modifications {Exhibit “A’) that were approved by thé

L City and DO.T

a. ' Definitions (page 4)]

b. Paragraph 13 (page 4) |

i Paragraph 56 (pages 23-24)
d. | Paragraph 57 (page 24)

e. I Paragraph 67 (page 26)

£ Parag:raph 69 (pagc 27)

2 ParagIaph 89 (page 36)

h. | Paragraph 106¢h) {page 49)
i, {Paragraph 108(a) (page 51)
j- | Paragraph 121 (page 58)

k. | Paragraph 131 (page 62)

L | Paragraph 136 (pagt:; 63)
m_\ Paragraph 157 (page 73)

o

! Refm-ence§ are to the Consent Dacres page mumbers,

2
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§ Amendment:

1. SFECIFIC AMENDMENTS

| Decree Sécﬁon B, Definitions

Amendm?ent: ‘

Add new dgﬁniﬁnn as follows: “The LAPD organjzational units and position
titles spéciﬁed in this Agreement shall be either as specified, or, upon LAPD
reorgamzahon from time fo time, shall be thf;lr funcnona]ly cqmvalen:t SUCCEeSSOT
ngamzanonal units or position titles, subjf:ct to the approval of DOJ, which approval
shall not be unreasouably withheld.”

Cunments.

The Consent Decree needs to be made flexible to accommodate normal organizational

| changes that would be asticipated to occur over the term of the Agreement. The recommended

change h.nfuts the need to make changes to the numerous Consent Decree paragraphs whre specific
LAPD ent:ities are identified to reflect the current recrganization structure, as well as providing for

future rﬂolirgmlizaﬁons.
Decree Section B, Definitions

Add new definition as follows: “The term “OHB Unit spéci.ﬁed in various

paz;agraphs of this Agreement shall mean the Professional Standards Burcau (PSB) as of MaY
1, 200 ? |
Comments.

I responsc 1o Mﬂy identified Categorical Use of Force (CUOF) investi gé.tion _
deﬁcienci(»é:s; the LAPD has undertaken a comprehensive review of CUOF investigation policies and
jfocedure;. In response to that review, LAPD has determined that a reassignment of CUOF
investigaﬁgon respongibilities is appropriate. The OHB Unit (under the Detective Bureau in the
LAPD mﬁ%ganization)-wﬂ] be moved to the Professional StandardslBurcau (PSB).

3 .
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Decree 413
Decree L;anguage:
i “13.  The term “Categorical Uses of Foree” means (i) all incidents involving
‘ the use of deadly force by an LAPD officer (“0IS™); (ii) all uses of an upper body
control hold by an LAPD officer and can inchide the use of a modified carotid, full
ca#otid or locked carotid; (jii) all uses of force by an LAPD officer resulting in an‘
| uuury requiring hospitalizatiﬁn, commmonly referred to as a law enforcement related

injﬁry or LERI incident; (iv) all head strikes with an impact lweapon, (v) all other uses

of force by an LAPD officer resulting in a death, commonly known as a law

cnforcement activity related death or LEARD incident; and (vi) all deaths while the

am?.-stee or detainee is in the custodial care of the LAPD), commonly referred to as an

in—ci.:ustody death or ICD. In addition, umder current LAPD policy, a canine bite is not

a u%e of force. However, for purposes of this Agreement only, a Categorical Use of

Foﬁ;:e shall include all incidents where a member of the public' 18 biiten by a canine

assigned to the LAPD and where hospitalization is required.”

Comments;:

Thq Consent Decree esta_bﬁéhes_ significant requirements for the investigation of a CUQF,
inclﬁding the requirement that investigators respond to the scene 24 hours a day, that the OIG and
Chief of Potice are notified of the incident, and that a comprehensive, detailed investigation is
completed. \ This is appropriate for Categorical Use of Force incidents such as an officer-involved-
shooting, an in-custody death, or a use of force that results in hospitalization.

All oﬂicer -involved-shootings will still be thotoughly investigated. However by amendmg
the deﬁnmon ofa categuncal use of force, non-tactical accldental discharges without injury and
animal shoqun_g incidents that do not warrant the same type of immediate response and level of |
invesﬁgaﬁn;:u could be transitioned from Categorical Use of Fotce investigation team oversight. T]ns
change would 1) increase the effectiveness of LAPD resources, including increased superwsor and
officer ﬂeld time; 2) focus Categorical Use of ane incident response.and mvesugauw TESOUrtes on’
the incidents of greatest concern, resulting in quality and efficiency gains for the highest priority

4 |
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mvestigati?ons; 3) provide for thorough investigation of non-tactical accidental discharge without
injury andianimal shuoﬁngs in a more timely manner; and 4) result in substantial ongoing cost,
szvings (o} the City.

No negative consequences from thils change are ant:lmpated as non—tacncal accidental
discharge ) w1thout injury and animal shootmg administrative investipations would remain subjec:tl to
Use of Foxce Review Board, OIG, and Police Commission review.

Th{s amendment modifies. the definition of Categorical Use of Force by deleting the term

“OI3” and adding “except for non-tactical accidental discharpes and animal shootings” to section (i)
of this paragraph.

Amended! Language: : |
, “13. The term “Categorical Uses of Force” means (i) all incidents involving
: th“"l use of dcadly force by an LAPD ofﬁc&r except for non-tactical accidental
dlscharges and ammal shootings; (ii) all uses of an upper hody contrel hold by an
LA.PD officer and can include the use of a modified carotid, full carotid or locked
cax:otld (iii) ail uses of force by an LAPD officer resulting in an injury requiring
hospitahzahnn cammonly referred to as a law enforcement related injury or LERI
ing xde.nt (iv) all head smkes with an impact weapor; (v) all other uses of force byan ¢
LAPD officer resulting in a death, commonly known as a law enforcerqcnt activity |

 relhted death or LEARD incident; and (vi) all deaths while the arrestee or detainesis

in the custodial care of the LAPD, commonly refcffed__to as an in-bustody death or -
ICiI). In addition, under curr.ent‘LAPD"ijoiicy; a canine bite is not a use of force.
Hc;wever, for purposes of this Agreement only, a Categorical Use of Force shall
includo all incidents where a member of the public is bitten by a canine assigned to
the LAPD and where hospitalization is required.”

5
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Decree 1}15 6
Decree L:;lnguﬂge: ‘
. “56. The OHB Unit shall have the capability to “roll-out” to all Categorical
Us;e of Force incidents 24 hours a day, Th_e Deparimnent shall require immediate
nc;ﬁﬁcation to the Chief of Police, the OHB Unit, the Commission and thc Tnspector
aneral by the LAPD whenever there is a Categorical Use of Force. Upon receiving
each such nouﬁcahon, an OHB Unit investigator shall promptly respond to the scene
of each Categorical Use of Force and commence his or her investigation, The senior
OI{B Unit manager present shall have overall command of the crime scene and
mvestlga.tlon at the scene where multiple units are present to mvesugate a Categoncal
| Usp of Force incident; provided, however, that this shall net prevent the C]:uef of
Poilice the Chief of Staff, the Department Commander or the Chief's Duty Officer
from assuming cormand from a junior OHB supervisor or manager when there is a
spemﬁc need to do so.’ '
Comments: ‘
The amended definition of Categorical Use of Force (Parag;rap]ﬁ 13) excludes accidental .
diéchargesé-, This change establishes procedimes by which the OIG and CIID? will be notified of such
incidents. Further it provides that CIID can investigate an accidental discharge mcldcnt if it so |
chooses. Accordmgly, the following new paragraph is added: ‘Illg_gggg_xgu_ent sball firther require

noﬂﬁcatmn of the OHB Unit g mﬂm giegeral wheneveg th;e is a non-tactical sccidental -
cidental discharge notification, the OHB Unit, at its

optic dete;

AmendedéLangunge:
| “56. Tbe OHB Unit shall have the capability to “roll-out” to all Categorical
Usi: of Force incidents 24 hours a day. 'The Departiment shall require immediate

% Although GIID has been replaced with Force Investigation Division (FID), reference to CIID remnins in thiz docimoen
because the ﬁmﬁal disenssjons and exchange of proposed amendments predate FID. Moreover, organizational chinges
are addressed in the ammdmemt to the definitions.

6
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n(;ﬁﬁcation to the Chief of Police, the OHB Ui:it, the Commission and the Inspector
Géneral by the LAPD whenever there is a Categorical Use of Force. Upon receiving
each such nouﬁoatxom an OHB Unit investigator shall promptly respond to the scene
of each Categorical Use of Force and commence his or her investigation. The senior
OHB Unit manager present shall have overall command of the crime scene and
in\;resﬁgaﬁon at the scene where multiple units are present to investigate a Categorical
Use of Force incident; provided, however, that this shall not prevent the Chief of
Pohce, the Chief of Staff, the Department Commander or the Chief’s Duty Officer
frd!m assuming command from a junior OHB supervisor or manager when there is 2
sgiib(!iﬂc need to do so. | | |

. The Department shall further require notification of the OHB Unit and
Inspector General whenever there is a non-tactical accidental discharge. Upon
rec!mvmg each non-tactical accidental discharge notification, the OHB Unit, at its

op1i,ion, may determine that it will respond and investigate the incident.”

Decree 1[5;7
Decree Language:
“57. Inaddition to administrative investigations and where the facts so

warrant, the LAPD shail also conduct a-separate cﬁm.iml investigation of Categorical

Usés of Force. The eriminal mvestlgunon shall not be conducted by the OHB Unit.”
Cmnments.

The reorganization of CIID to PSB currently contemplates integration of ¢riminal and
admunsn-aﬁvc investigations info PSB, however, such investigations will be conducted by dlﬂ'erent
teams. To! acoount for the LAPD orgamzznonal changc while maintaining the purpose of this
paragmph an amendment to the last sentence deletes “*OHB Unit” and adds “same investigators

comp_la;mg the administrative investigation™ to the end of the sentence.

7
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Amendeti Langnage:
“57. Inaddition to administrative investigations and where the facts so
Wiinrrant, the LAPD shail also conduct a separate criminal investigation of Caiégoﬁ'cal
Usas of Force, The criminal mvestlganon shall not be conducted by the same

mvesugators completing the administrative investigation.”

Decxee 167
Decree Li;mgnage:
| “67. The Commission shail continue its practice of reviewing all Ca.tcgorical
' Us:ics of Force including all the reports prepared by the Chief of Poiice regarding such
inéidents and related ihvestigation files. These reports shall be provided to the Police
Cﬂ?mmissien at least 60 days before the runming of any statute of limitations that would
restrict the imposition of discipline relaigd to such Categorical Use of Force. Provided,
hoiwever, if the inirg:sﬁ_gai:iun file has not been completed by this time, the LAPD shall
prévide the CoMssion with a copy of the underlying file, including all evidence ‘
gaihered, with a status report of the investigation that includes an explanation of why the
ims'cstigation has not been completed, a deseription of the investigaﬁfe steﬁs-still to be |
completed, and a schedule for the completion of the investigation. The Conunission shall
rewiiew whether any édminisﬁaﬁvc investigation was unduly delayed due to a related |

criminal investigation, and, if 50, shall assess the reasons therefor.”

Com.ts.

See comments to Consent Decree paragraph 56 above. Thzs amendment modifies the fixst
sentence to read: “The Comrmssmn shall cnntmue its practice of reviewing all Cﬂtegoncal Uses of
Foroe and non-tasticel accidental discharges, including .. |
Ammded‘ Language:

' “67. The Conumsman shall continue its practice of reviewing all Categorical Uses
of Farcc and non-tactical accidental daschmges including all the repnrts prepared by the

Ch;cf of Police regarding such incidenis and related investigation files. These reports shall

8 .
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bciprovided to the Police Commission at least 60 days before the nmning of any stamte of
lm:utamns that would restrict the 1mpc)s1tmn of dlsclplme related fo such Categoncal Use of
Force Provided, however if the mveshgation file has not been completed by this time, the

LﬁPD shall provide the Commission W1th a copy of the underlying file, including all

: evi;dence gathered, with a status réport of the investigation that inclndes an explanation of"

w};ﬁiy the investigation has not been completed, a description of the investigative steps still to
be }comple_tcd, and a schedule for the completion of the investigation. The Commission shall
revjiew whether émy administrative investigation was unduly delayed due to a related criminal

investigation, and, if so, shall assess the reasons therefor.”

Decree 1[639

Decree Language'

\ “69. The Department shail conhnue to have the Use of Force Review Boaxd
re:Wew all Categoncal Uses of Force, The LAPD shall continue to have Non-
Categoncal Uses of Force teviewed by chain-of-command managers at the Division

and Bureau level. Non-Catcgoncal Use of Force mveshgﬁuons shall be reviewed by

: {)msmn management wrtlun 14 days of the mcldant, unless a member of the chain- ot

of-pommand reviewing the investigation defects a deficiency in the investigation, in

wh?ich case the review shall be completed within a period of time reasonably

| 'neéessary to correct such deficigncy in the investigation or reports.”

Conmentr

Sce comments to Consent Decree Paragraph 56 above, This amendment adds ‘and nop-

taatxcal accldcntal discharges™ to the end of the first se.ntence
Amended J_.anguage' L

' “69. The Department shall continue to have the Use of Force Review Board ,
rev;;ew all Categoncal Uses of Force and non-tactical accidental discharges. The
LAPD shall continue to have Non—Categoncal Uses of Force reviewed by chain-of-

command managers at the Division and Bureau level. Non-Categorical Use of Force

9
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in{'estigations shall be reviewed by Division management within 14 days of the
inéident, vnless a member of the chain-of-command reviewing the investigation
detects a deficiency in ﬂle investigation, in which case the review shall be completed
within a period of time reasonably necessary to comrect such deﬁcieﬁcy in the

' im}’estigm:iqn or reports.”

Decree 1[5%9

| Decree L:fmguage:

'“9. "The Inspector General shall review; analyze and report to the
 Copmission on each Diséipline Report, including the circurstances under which

discipline was imposed and the severity of any discipline imposed. The Cominission,

nojlater than 45 days after receipt of the Discipline Report, following consultation -
w:Lth the Chief of Police, shall review the Discipline Report and document the
Ccémmission’s assessment of the appropriateness of the actions of the Chief of Police

deécﬂbed in the Discipline Report. With respect to Categorical Uses of Force; such

assjcssmcnt and documentation shall be made for each officer whose conduct was

determined to be out of policy bj the Commission. Such assessment and

do;:wnentaﬁon shall be considered as part of the Chief’s annual evaluation as

provided in paragraph 144.”

Commenij:s:

Pa;‘agraph B9 provides only 45-days for review and action on the LAPD’s Discipline Report.
45-days dtj:-es not provide the Inspector General with adequate time to review the biscipﬁne Report.
Further, tﬁc Police Commission holds meetings on a weekly or bi-weekly basis and prust post |
agendas. 722—]101:13 in advance of the meeting pursuant to the Brown Act. Therefore, the Police
Commissf;un may not be able to agendize the Inspector General’s review for up to two weeks after
the repmt’s release. This amendment will increase the time allowed for review from 45-daysto 75-

days.

10
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Ameudedinguage: '
| “89. The Inspector General shall review, analyze and report to the
Comnussmn on each D:smplma REport, mcludmg the circumstances under which
dlsmplme was imposed-and the severity of any discipline imposed. The Commission,
no | 1ate:r than 75 days after receipt of the Dlsc1plme Report, following consultation
mth the Chief of Police, shall review the Discipline Report and document the
Commissmn s assessment of the appropriateness of the actions of thc Chief of Police . -
degm-lbed m the Dlscxphne Report. With respect to Categorical Uses of Force, such
asscssmcnt and ducumentauun shall be made for each officer whose- conduct was
det;nnmed to be out of policy by the Commission. Such assessment and
doénmentaﬁon shall be considered as part of the Chief’s annual evaluation as’
prqivided in paragraph 144.”
|

Decree 1[1&)6(11)

Decree Language: )

| “106(h).  Each Bureau gang coordinator shail be responsible for monitoring
s.nd?assess‘ing the operation of all units in the Bureau that address gang activity. The
Cocg,)rdinator shall personally inspect and audit at least one Area unit each month, and
shaill submit copies of completed audits to the pertment Bureau and Area, OHB
De’éecﬁvé Support Division Command office, and the LAPD Audit Unit created in
parégcaph 124 below. The coordinator may use burcau staff to conduct such audits -
- who themselves serve in a Burean or Area gmg-acﬁﬁw unit und are deployed in the
ﬁeld to monitor or reduce gang activity.”

Comments

'Ihe term “audit” has come to mean a forensic audit of the ‘rype completed by Andit Division,

mcluding supportmg doumnentatlon and related work. This provision was intended to be a monthly

IEViEw, and not a full-fledged “audit”. The types of reviews contemplated wer¢ similar to sccondary
11
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comp]iandc reviews, not the types of “audits” currently defined by the Monitor and required tp be
completed by Audit Division. | '
Th;ls amendmcnt w111 remove the words audit or audits and replace them with

“evaluate“‘ “mspechon reports” apd “inspections” as appropriate.

Decree §108(a)
Decree Lﬂjngnage: |
’ - “108(a).  The use of informants by LAPD pexsonncl is limited to those non-
- umformed personnel assigned to investigative umts, such as, Area Detectives,
Na_rcoucs Division, and Specialized Detective DlVlSlonIS. Personne] in uniform
_ ass:igxments shall not maintain or use informants.”
ComentélAmendmem: .
For effective crime fighting, the option for uniformed police ofﬁccrs to have con:ﬁdénﬁal:

mformants is desired. The procedures for uniformed and non-uniformed officers’ use of

conﬁdcnnal informant procedures would remain as detailed in paragraph 108 and only paragraph
108(a) w11! be deleted.

Decree 1];21'
Decrec La:nguage:- |
“121. The LAPD shall provide all officers promoted to supervisory

pus;itions, up to and including the rank of Captain, with training to perform the duties
andl respcmsibﬂitiés of such positions. ‘Sucl; LAPD ofﬁéers and gupervisors shall be
provided with such training before they assume their new supervisory positions,

" except for those officers promoted to the rank of Captain, who shall have at least

commenced their Command Development training before they assumme their new

positions.”
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|
Comments:

Dctecﬁve I paygrade advancements to Detective II are not promotions, but rather
paygrade %x_dvénccmcnts,. which are not addressed im Paragraph 121. The City agrees that
Detectives receiving a paygrade advancement should attend supervisory training. However,

since Detective paygrade advancements are not promotions, a separate training process needs

to be established for Detective paygrade advancements. Promotions and paygrade

advancements are processed through significantly different procedures and therefore, training

Detectives before they are selected fcr paygradc advancement, a$ in the case of persons on a

| promotion list, to comply with Paragmph 121 results in a significant waste of training

resources.| Currently, a document is executed that indjcates that a paygrade advanced

Detective [[ will not supervise until they have received traiming. This is difficult to maintain =~
in.the Icngutcrm, and officers receiving a paygrade advancement receive pay raises in
accordance with their new responsibilities, which may or may not mcludc supervision. '
Stmilar to Captains, training for Detective paygrade advancements should be allowed to
occur at the next supervisory training class scheduled.

The amendment will modify the second sentence of paragraph 121 as follows:

“. .except: those officers promoted to the rank of Captain and Detective payerade
gd_agg_mgg’g& who shall.....or in the case of Detective paygrade advancements, attend the

next §g1cc1ulcd supervisory training class, which shall be completed no later than four
months afég the effective date of the paygrade advancement.”

' AmendediLanguage:
' |

| “121. The LAPD shalt provide al officers promoted to supervisory
poéiﬁcns, up to and including the rank cf Captain, with training to perform the duties
and rcsﬁonsibiliﬁcs of such positions.. Such LAPD officers and supervisors shall be
prcévidcd with such training before they assume their new supervisory positions,
cxcept for those officers promoted to the rank of Captain and Detective paygcde
ad'éranccments, who shall have &t least commenced their Command Dcvclcpmcnt
trammg before they assume their new positions or in the case of Detective paygrade
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adﬁvancements attend the next scheduled superﬁsory tralmng class, which shall be
completed no laler than four months after the cffectwe date of the paygrade
ad'klancemcnt

Decree 1[£ 31
Decree'Lamgungaz |
' ‘ “131. The LAPD shall conduct regular periodic audits of the work product
- of] all LAPD units covered by parag:raph 106 “These audits shall be conducwd by
OE[B Detective Support Division. Each such audat shall include:™

Cnmments

"I]:w paragraph 131 audits were intended to assess the activities of SEU’s. Entities other than
DSD, or its successor, would bring an element of greater mdepmdence and therefore the Consent -~
Decree should prowde for such flexibility. Furthcr the LAPD should be able to maximize its
resources by combining Departmem-mde and SEU-specxﬁc: audits to the maxiroum extent
pracncabiﬂ Aﬂowmg Audit Division zmd the Civil Rights Integrity Division to perform SEU audlts

is cmmstent with the intent of the Consent Dectee and provides LAPD with the flexibility to -

.managc 1ts auditing resources.,

Thm amendment w111 clarify the second sentence of paragraph 131 to pmwde for other
appropnate LAPD entities to complete audits of Spemal Enforcement Units, or their suc:cassorwts
as fo]lowr; ~OHB Detecnve Support Division” is replaccd with “Audit Q wsmn or Civil &gh
Lﬂ;ﬂ,ﬂﬂm&

Amendeijl Language: _ | : .
| “131. The LAPD shall mndunt‘régular periodic audits of the work product
of all LAPD units covered by paragraph 106. These audzts shall be conducted by

| A?dlt Division ot Civil nghts Integrity D1v1smn Each such audlt shall mclude il
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Decree 1136

.| Decree Langnage

5 “136. The I.nspector Ueneral shall continue to review all Categorical Use of

Force mvesugatwns The Inspecmr General also shall conduct a regnlar, periodic
auﬂit and review of a stratified randorn sample of (1) all Non-Categorical Uses of
Force, and (11) Complaint Form 1.28 investigations. Both of these types of reviews
shé]l assess the quality, completeness, and findings of the mvestlgahons and shall
include determinations of whe‘thef_ the investigaﬁons were completed in a timely
‘meinner,' summarized and‘tranécribéd:statements accurately match the_:recorded
staternets, all available cvidence was collected and analyzed, and the investigation
. wais properly aclju;licaled. The Inspector General shall promptly réport its finds fr_oni
these reviews in wnhng to the Police Commission,”.
(.Z'o'mnzual.lti H ‘
The requirement for the OIG to perfonn separate audits was not mtendcd to duphcate the.
efforts of the Audit Division, but rather to complement Audit Division audits. However, the '
language of the paragraph coupled with the definition of auditing prooe.dures has resulted in a

duplicatioria of effort. The OIG reviews the mandated Audit Division oomplaint‘and the non-
cf:tttz:goricz-xli use of force stratified random sample audits which address the same parameters Iisted in
Pm'agraph 136. To have the O1G repeat the exact same audit therefore has iumted bensﬁts to LAPD
and OIG oversnght Rather, the OIG should be aﬂ'orded the ﬂe:ﬂblhty to determine the manper
(pethaps npt a strat:lﬁed random sample, but an andit focused on a specific complaint category, tyi:-e
of force, L;!APD Division of concern, complaints resvlfing in nen-disciplinary actions or suspensions,
etc.) in which it thinks best to review (;umplhin‘rs and non-categorical use of force investigations in
light of thaI Audit Division audits, other issues of cbncern, or specific areas of ovgrsight needs. Th.lS
will serve Eo enhance the oversight role of the OIG and to maximize resources.

Consmtant with the fmegomg, the amendment to pal'ag{ﬂph 136 will modify the lauguage to
read as f‘ollows “..The Inspcctor General shall continue to review all Categorical use .of Force '

mvcstlgahons The Inspector General also shall conduct a regulax penodlc suditand review of a
15
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siratified Tandom sample of (i) elt Non-Categorical Uses of Force; and (i) complaint Form 1.28

investigati

ons. Both of these types of reviews shall assess areas of concers identified by the

Inspestor General, apd shall assess at least one of the following issues related to the quality and/or

oufcome o

eterminat

whether ’chI swmmarized and transcribed statements accurately match the rmofded statemexits;

whether all available evidence was properly collected and analyzed and/or whether the mvestggahon
was prope rly adjudicated. ..
Amended {.anguage:

“136. The Inspector General shall continue to review all Categorical Use of ..

Force investigations. The Inspector General also shall conduct a regular, periodic

Iev

jew of a rindom sample of: (i) Non-Categorical Uses of Force; and (ii} Complaint

Fotm 1.28 investigations. Both of these tybes of reviews shall assess areas of
cor!lcem identified by the Espactor General, and shall assess at least one of the

fol;lowing issues related to the quality and/or outcome of the investigations: whether - .

e
wh
|

summarized and transcribed statements accurately match the recorded statements;

ether all available evidence was propely collected and analyzed, and/or whether

investigation was properly adjudicated, The Inspector General shall promptly

report jts finds from these reviews in writing to the Police Comwoission.™

Decree 91

37

Decree Linguage:

“157. The LAPD shall continue to utilize community advisory groups in

. e:aqh geographic Area and to meet quarterly with the. commumty they serve. The

Deparlmmt shall establish a media advisory workmg group to facilitate information

dis

semination to the predominant ethnicities and cultures in Los Angeles.”

16

'~ MOTION TO AL{END THE CONSENT DECREE -



LAY DFFICES -

GLABER, WEIL R BBAP| D

CHRINTENSEN, MILLER, FINK, JAaACoBs,

IDLAG CoOWRTRLLAYION BaWL EYAEG

1 FrLoam
Lod AHAKLEY, CaLIFonNIA FPOBST

HIMETERMTH

[A[Dy NRA-BODO

10

1

¥
13

_ 14

15

16

"7

18

. 19
- 20

21

22

5

23

26

T2

Commentjs:

Th‘:e media advisory group was appropriate during the first year of Decree implementation to

assist in e;jcplaining the Consent Decree and generate interest in the then quarteﬂy meetings in the 18

gc;ographi{; arcas. The media group has served its purpose, as jllustrated by the media’s

unwi]lingrjk:ss to attend meetings. Efforts to work with the media to facilitate delivery of

infomtio}n to all Los Angeles commumities are now bettered served by otber LAPD public reiatfoﬂs

afforts. Iﬁerefore, the requirement for amedia advisory groﬁp should sunget at this time.

Accurdmgly, the ameudment will add a sunset provision to the end of the last sentence.

Amended\ngnage'

Dated:

Dated:

“157. The LAPD shall continue to utilize commumity a.dwsory groups in

each geographic Area and to meet quarterly with the community they serve, The

Department shall establish a media advisory worling group to facilitate information

dlssenunﬂhon to the predonunant cthnicities and cultures inLos Angeles through the

third year of the Consent Decree.”

‘if/u'fg.r'.

s
-~

CHRISTENSEN, MILLER, FINK, JACOBS,
GLASER, WEIL & SHAPIR(), LEP

Z«Zawim

PATRICIA L. GLASER #¥
Attorpeys for defendants, CITY OF LOS AN GELES THE .
BOARD OF POLICE COMMISSIONERS OF THE CITY OF
LOS ANGELES, and THE LOS ANGELES POLICE
DEPARTMENT

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

By: '

SHANETTA Y. CUTLAR

Chief, Special Litigation Section

Civil Rights Division ‘ .
Attorney for plamhf.ﬁ, UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
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CITY HALL
Les AHGELES, CALIFORNIA SO0t 2-4885

December 15, 2004

~Shanetta Y. Cutlar

Chief, Special Litigation Section
“U.8. Department|of Justice

Civil Rights Divigion

601 D Street, NW, Room 5034
"'Washington D'Cil 20530

{
Dear Ms. Cutlar:

On May 5, 2004,} the City of Los Angeles (City) submitted a ]etter to the United States
Department of Justice (DOJ) regarding proposed changss to the Los Angeles Police Department
(LAPD) Consent Decree. The City, DOJ, and the Independent Monitor have met several times

since May 2004 to discuss the City’s proposal. Reflective of those discussions, please find
_attached a matrix of clarified and revised proposed modifications to the LAPD Consent Decree,

which replace the City’s May 5, 2004, proposal, for DOJ review and consideration. Consistent
_with Consent Decree paragraph 180, the City would like to work with DOJ to file a stipulation
_with the Court tg effectuate the Consent Decree changes outlined in the attached matrix.

_DOJ’s efforts to linderstand the City’s concerns regarding certain Consent Decree provigions and
_to cooperatively work to develop appropriate resolutions are appreciated. The City looks
 forward to developing a joint filing with the Court regarding the attached LAPD) Consent Decree

‘changes, as appropriate.

. Geéry F Miller imothy B. McOsker
Acting Chief Legislative Analyst Chief of Staff to the Mayor

Very truly yours,

Terree A. Bowers

"~ Chief Deputy City Aftorney

Attachment
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cc:  Michael %Cherkasy, Independent Monitor
William 1. Bratton, Chief of Police




RECOMMENDED CONSENT Umn_ﬂmm AND E_OZ_._.O_N_ZQ _..__m.wIOUO_uOQJ_. n_...PE_u_nh.ﬂ._Dzm___gDm_u_nb._._Ozm
m_m_____unn Zadﬂq_umq 15, M_u_u_a

Reorganization

not be unraasanably withheld.

= . CONSEMT PECREE CHANGES
ras | -
1..”. Ne. | [7P&Of Change Specific Recommendad Language nﬂmamo i Commomis .
}an ew nnm_.iag an F_nos_m Egm.ﬁllﬁlﬁn The Gonsent Degree neads it ha made dexkle fo accommodate nosmaf Eﬂ-nﬁnﬂ_nﬁm_ changes
Cansent Dacres (o thet would be anficipated to oocur over M term of the Agresment. The rscommended chanpe
Deflition | Modification - |2 ) bes | Herits: the nead 1o meka chamges to tha numsrous Consent Decows paragraphs wheine spaciic
Saclon LABD LAPD anBities are ideniffied o rflact the curent reorganization sikucture, Be wel 2z uaé_an for

futwre reomanlzations.

.| Consent Decree

[Add new nnnn_nu: as Bmg The .hm aomm Linf" mmmm_.mm _b

. In raepense to recently ldeniited Catagorical Use of Ferce (CUOF) investigaticn deficiencies, the

LAPD hes undadtaken a comprehenalve review of CUOF investigafion policles and peacedures. Iny

Definiflon | Modificakion - response b that raview, LAPD has determined that a reassignment of CUOF investigalion
Seciion CKED fo PSB - |respemeibiiities is appropriata. The QHE Unlt (under the Datectva Buraaw in the LAPTH
Reorganizatlon . Emﬁm_._ﬁmnmo:v will ba moved to-the Professional Standeaeds Bureail (FSEB),
Add dlarlficafion regarding definifan of OIS to the Categericat Use | The Consent Decrae estabiishes significant requirewents: for the immsiigation of CUCF, iacluding
of Force definion as folws: .1} all Incidarts Involving the wse of jie requiriment that Investigaters roll 1o the scers 2417, that the OIG, Chief of Folice, stc., are -
amm%_ .63@ 5 man_ _..__iu qaoniﬁo_w_# E notified reat fime of tha Incident, and that a comprehensive, detalied imvestipztion is completed.
] Nor-tackcal accidental discharges without Injury and animal shooting incldeses do not warrent the
Consent Decres same rasponss and Inwapth invastigations that are conducked for Categerical Use of Force
13 Modification - incidents such ae an officer Involvad shoaling, an IR-custody death, of a use of forca that results i
CHD 1o PSB hospitalization. Transilion of non-factice! accidantal diechargs without Injuty and animal shooting
Rearganization axiministrative vestigations rom Categorical Lise of Faica Iwvastigaions to Divisiosat

Imesligalons; with Cetegorical Uss of Fonce invesligation team oversight as approprate, would: 7 -
Incresse the sfisctivanass of LARD rasourcas, Wckding ncreased supernvisor and officer fald time;
2} facus Categorical Usé of Foros meidant response and nvestigalive rezources on e meidents
of greates! concem, resutting in quatity and eMiclancy

gains for the highest priodly investigalions; 3} provide for Eugu._ levestigation of non-lecticat
accidents! discharge without Injury and anémal m:ua_zmm in a mors n:..m__.. manner; and 4] result in
substantié| ongoing cosl savings to the City. :

Consistent with current practice, noa-tactical mna_n_w_..ﬂn_ disshargs without Tnjury and animat
shooting adminiskative investigations would remain subject ko Use of Force Review Beard, O3,
and Police Commission rmvew,

Page tof5



pare® | Typs of cnange Specific Recommantad Lanpuage Change Commants -
| I Add new paragraph as follows: The Depariment shall furthar -~ fiéith ﬁw _._En_nnmao: in the dafinition of Calagarical Use Qﬂ Forca _vaan&u_._ ._ A tono gm..
: requlre nofification of e include dccidantal dischargas, this changs estabfishes procadures by which the QIG and CHD wil
58 Consent Decras : be notified of such incidenis. m:n:ﬂ it provides tatf CHD can invesigate an accldantal discharge
hodiication incident i }f so choowes.
CBD o PSE __.._an_a. last seriznce to read: The crimbnal *:...nm__muaun ebah not be(The reorganization of CHD to PSE currently conlemplates Integration of criminal and sdminisirafive
57 Reofganlzation conducted by the M8 -Ualt sams invastigaters completing the Investigtion Info PSB, howmver such Invastipations wilt be conducked by diffierent sams.
adminlstraive invaskoation. )
Consent Decres [hodify frst senience to read: The Commissien shell coninuz its  (Sow Paragraph 56,
Modiication  [practice of reviewing ak Categarival Uses of Force and noa-lactical
&7 Related fo  |accldents| dscharmey Incliding. ...
Paragraph 58 .
Change ) ’
Consent Decree [Modify frest sentence ta read: The Departmsnt shall confinue to  [See Parageaph 56.
Modification  jhava the Lss of Forcs Review Boand review afl Categonica! Uses of
£a. Ealated o {Forca and non-mciical accldental discharges.
Parsgraph 58
Changs . -
Change 45 dayn I 76 days. Paragraph 89 provides only 45-days for mvisw and action or'the LAPD'S Discipioe Repart 45-
days does not provide he inspecior Ganeral with adaquate fime to review the Discipiine Report,
Bo Consent Decies Further, the Polies Commission holds meefings on a bl-weeltly basis end must post agenda's 72-
s Maodification hours in advanace of the meeting pursuant & the Brown Act. Thesefors, the Palice Commission
may rot b able o adgendize dhe Inspactor Genarals review for up 1 b weeks after tha repart's
. réease.
P — _.U ify Consent Deores ianguage as follows, or 25 2t alfernative | The term audit as ‘coms to mean a EE..EENE#R#E fype coampleded by Auwflt Divislon,
Modificatioh o larify Monitoting criberia with regarding this specific issue: including supporiing documentation, atc. This provision was meant to be & monthly review, not a
106h) Montorng  |° -..personally Inspect arid suditevaluzie at least one area il piovwens “aucit” The tapes of raviews contemplabed were similar to secandary compliance
Citatla | coples of completed audie nspection reperte ... The reviews, nof audits as currently defimed by the Monitor.
Slafication coordinator may uge bumau stal (o conduct such-audits.
_{inspacions who themeeives sarva. ., . .
Dabkete paragraph 108 {a]. For afactive crime fighting, the opfion for uniformed pafice alficars to have confidentiel Informants
Cansent Dectes is desired, The pracadures for unliormed and nen-uniforoved offcers use of confidentaf Informant
108ta} Modificatlar - pracédures would remaln as detalled In paragraph 108, Ses alsc comments on paragraph 106(e)
= | LAPD Procedune above.
Modifcalion
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INﬂnn._.Mm_n. Typ# of Charige " . Spwcific Recommended Languags Change .- C ‘ nu!!m:ﬁm ‘
' Clarlfy end of peragraph 121 sentence as follows: ... excapt Deieciiva | ﬁm__._n..wu_m advancaments to Datectiva I are nof promotiens, but rather u@ﬁﬁam
thase officers promated o fhe rank of nmuﬂ__: E advancamaents, which ana not addressed In Parageaph 121. The Chy agress that Defactives
E. who shall,., racaiving & payprada advancament shauld attend sLipardsory Gaining, However, since Detectva
B paygrade advancemenis are not promoikens & separafe Wrainlng process neesds to estabished for
chive paygrade advenoements. Promofions and paygrades advancamard are pracasaad
% jthrough significanlly different grocedures and therefors, training Delecives before they arc
124 Conuent Decree selecied for paygrade advancement, as i the cass of persone on a promction flat, i camply with
Clarficailon Paragraph 121 resutis in# significant waste of training ressurces. Cumently, a dooument ks
) execulad that indicates that i paygrade advanced B will not supenviss unt they have received
fraining. This is difficult fo maintsdn i the long-tamn, and officers necelving a-pavgrade
advancemest racaive pay ralses In acocrdance with their new responsibilifies, wiich may o may | -
rot include superdsion, Simime to Captaine, training for Deteciive paygrade -Ew:ﬂamiu should|
] b allewnad i OCOU &t ﬂwm nee superAsory training class scheduled, - .
Clarify sacond sentsnca of peragraph 131 ko provide for other The paregraph 131 audls were intended to assess the aclivities of SEU'S. Entities other than
) appropriate LAPD enttles o complete audits of Special DSDO, or Hs suceessor, wolld bring an element of greater indepandance and thersfos the Consent
- {Enforcement Units, er thelr successor Unlits as follows: These Dacrse should peovide fic such Sexibilty. Further, the LAPD shoutd be able to madmize Ms
131 GCansent Daciee 1), w5 shal be conducted by the OHE-Dafective-Swpport Didsion. [resaurces by combinkng Dapartment-wide and SEU-specific audits to the maximum extsnt -
Clarficatlon a4t Divislon or Givil Rights intagriby Division racticable, Aliswing Audil Division and the Civil Rights Intsgrity Divislon to perform SEU ausdits s
- conslistent with the intant of §w _nonmm..n Dacres and provides LAPD with e Rexibiity to menage
. . [fs atditing resouroes.
Clavify paragraph 136 toread as faMoaws: ... The Inspector ~ [The requiremaent for the GIG to perform mn_u-_.wﬁ wudits was net inéended to dupticate ﬁm efferts of]
General shall confinug 1o review 2 Categodcal Use of Farce - [the Audli Divigion, buk rather ko complament Audit Division audits. Howewver, the languags of the
investigations. The Inspector General alea shall conduct a regutar, |paragraph coupled with the dafinitton of auditing procedures hes resuited In & duipicafion of eflort | -
parlodic euditand reviaw of 2 seatiflad randam sample of (Nl |The OIG reviews the mandated Audit Division complaint and son-catagorical use of larce stratified|
Mon-Categorical Use of Foree; and {il] Complalnt Form 1.28 random sampls audite which address the same paramaters lished in Paragraph 138. To have e
E..,B_Em:!n Both c::m»w Eﬁﬂ.. & ﬂ_mz_nﬁa whall uuﬁnmm.mE NG repRat the axact sams audit herefare has Umited benefits to LAPD and QG oversight,
, i |Rather the O3 shauld be affarded the fexdbifty to deterrnine tha manner {partiape Aot a sirailfied
* | Consent Decrea jasat o it Ihe Yeinted (0 Ihe quaity andior . |¢andiom sampie, bik an audlt focused on B peciic compiaint caBsgory, ype of foroe, LAPD
136 Clarfcation y 5ons  -completeress. and-Aindings ofthe- [Diwisien of concem, complalnie realiing i non-disciplinary selions of suspensions, ete.) in wich
. ] -insidde-delemmisaliars-of whelhor s !n.__ﬁuag___n_msmioa_ﬂv_wr._wmﬁ non-catagorcsl use of farce invesligalions in light of e Audit
R i - - e Dy He RN - GLTFROTRESE G?.—mgﬂﬁﬁm_ﬂg _mgmm_ﬂﬂgﬂnﬁ_-ﬂ..ﬂ—,mgﬂ_-ﬂﬂ_‘sm Qﬂgmﬂmgﬂﬂgnm. This Wl serve to -
and: whethay the summanzed and franscribed statements hanca the cversight role of e QIS and & maximize resounces. )
. |ecdurately match the recorded ststemants; whether all avallable
avidence was properdy collacted and analyzed; and/or whetherthe
inwestipation was propetly adjudicated. The inspactor General
shalt prompdly report its Andings fam these mviews in willing e e
Pollca _noa_u_mm_b:
CalaleIast BoPROREe CLinG Paragrant il JBIah o end | The rmedis ad &s&@ﬂagﬂﬂéﬂmdcaﬂgﬂdﬂ e of Decres Impienwoninon to assist) —
&EEEEEH&&?Q Department wsm_u in axplaining the Consent Dacree and generate irterast in the then quarteny meatngs in the 18
g eatablish 2 medla advisory working group to faciilate Infermallon  |geographic arels. The medla group has seeved s purpose, As Instrated by the meadie's
157 Oosmmanmﬂﬁmm dissemination 1o tha predominate sthniciies and cultures of Los  [urwilingness to attend meefings. EBors bo work with the medta fo fackiea dalivery of Information

Angeles wguagh the third vear of the Conserit Docree, 1o afl Los Angeles communtilas ars now battered served by alhar LAPD public netafions efiost.
’ .. |Thersiore, the raquirement for a medls sdvisory group should switset at this tims. Tha Cliy has

proviously commanted on this issue.
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Al Consent|

. |Manboring criterla n_._manmm aszociatad with all Clty-DCJ spprovad

Decree Congant Decree _nwm:nmw s._= bé required. See above Gty
Changes propossad Rst,
- | The current maonitoring crlferia which requires oficers to i transported saparately by supervisors,
physically soparated in diffsrent moms, sd supensed by & supervisor unil intarviewed s
depleting in-fisld supetvigion during such incidents. |t Importamt ko have suparisers suparvising
Clarfication of in-field activilies, and Hewe is fmited need for a one-ic-oma Individus! vohedivitness officar
&1 Monttoring monitorng ratio. Therefora, 2 change in monftorng criteria to accommedats functiona! separation
i Methaeiology of officers, a5 opposad to physical separation of olficers Is recommanded. Funclional separation
would reqeire $at officers be prohibited from spaaking with ane another about the neldent, and
thal oificers be monlfared for compliance with such pronibition, Howewver, a_q icers could be mionikor
in & group, as opposad E Indfivichaity, . ) :
Clarfication of is recomymendsd thel compliance with Paragraph §5 ba defined basad upon conaplinnce with e
85 Morktorkng provigions of Paragraph 87. The Chy hae 8§w=ﬁn on this ssue in fesponsa tn Mondtor Report
Mathodalogy findings on severel ockasions,
The LAPD resds (o plan e Tiohiing acivities and tBchniques for GED (fonmally SEUT wie for
aach déptayment peried and needs the fexibilly to manage GED reanrces shd crime fighiing
Clarfication of | technigues, with appropriate supervisory evarsight -&s necassary and appropriate. The Paragmaph
106(8} Monitoring requiras thal sxceptiong for the provisions shall be mede by appropriate manegears for 2 spacifed,
Meshodofog imited time. Ganerslly the “limited™ tims sholid be for 30-deys, s thisis coneistent with
Y. Deploynent Pariod planning aciivities. However, nothing should praciude such aclivities fom
leaing axermpied in consacuiva 30-day periads, provided the agpropriate aq_ms.m:a
docienentation is approved by apepriate manegers,
Liarifcation of Clarification of menitoing criterie rerted & Earegraph 15 1(e) and associated Pamagraph 0617
10G(h) Menitoring and 131 Consent Decres changes.
Methodology : -
. The. City & s2eking clarficalon of the mathadslogy for auditing supervisory cvarsight. The City
Clariflcaticn of advocaies that conspilanca with managamant révlenw ragquirements, as includa in Paragraph 128
131(e) Manltordng atrifs, Rlskates Bau__msom with supervisor oversight. Mo separale audi, or review ks required for
Criteria this provision.
Clarification of The Cliy hes comptetad the sksletal facture audit and complied with e Intent of Paragraph 133,
134 Manitoring The It City seeking final clarificaion of aciions requlred 1o tase compllance with this Paragraph.
Criteria

_umﬁmagqm



© MONITOHING CRITERWA CHANGES cont.

Sacondary compilanca needs to be modifted fo mdicate training s not a full Bowen, training coarse

and hat *audit* means revisw (sihilar 0 PSR complaint biopsies to résiew complianca kn

al am_._&ﬁw -__Hu ' |process). Audits, Bea those compieted by Audit Division, Bre not requirsd for satondery -
Clarificafian comphianca. Further, each individual provision does not mguire that specific training be included n
LAPD iraining coursas. Tralning takes many venues, including "on the fob” traloing.
_|95% standard The Clty has commenon 06 ihe mapplicabiity of he 55% monkerng critarla & population sizes of
Monitoring 150 or less on savarsl oecasions. In addition, the methodology uttized fo calcutat® campliante
all Crlierin percentages in some instances is not reflective of the Cltys actual campliance lavel. The City has
commentad an this Issue sincs K was frst introducad in the draft manlboring methodelogy and

Clarfication

|seeks to modiy tha £5% criterla catcufafion methodology, 85 appropriate, ko refiect the Clly's

actual compliance tevel.
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PROOF OF SERVICE

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

I am employcd. in the County of Los Angeies, -State of California; I am over the age of 18 and
not a party to the within action; my business address is 10250 Copstellation Boulevard, Nineteenth

Floor, Los Angeles, Califomia 90067.
| On,i April 15, 2005, at the direction of a member of the Bar of this Court, I served the within:
| .

JOINT MOTION TO AMEND THE CONSENT DECREE PURSUANT TO
PARAGRAPH 180 OF THE CONSENT DECREE

| _ : .
on the inteﬂested parties to this action by delivering a copy thereof in a sealed envelope addressed to

- | each of said interested parties at the following address(es): '
| SEE ATTACHED LIST
52 I (BY MAIL) [am readily familiar with the business practice for collection and

processing of cotrespondence for mailing with the United States Postal Service. ‘This
correspondence shall be deposited with the United States Postal Service this same
day in the ordinary course of business at our Firm's office address in Los Angeles,
California. Service made pursuant to this paragraph, upon motion of a party served,
shall be presumed invalid if the postal cancellation date of postage meter date on the
envelope is more than one day a%er the date of deposit for mailing contained in this
- affidavit. = , S

W "~ (BY OVERNIGHT DELIVERY SERVICE) I served the foregoing decument by

- Federal Fxpress, an express service carrier which provides overnight delivery, as
follows. I placed true copies of the foregoing document in sealed envelopesor
packages designated by the express service carrier, addressed to each interested party
as set forth above, with fees for overnight delivery paid or provided for. ‘

(] (BY PERSONAL SERVICE) I caused such envelope to be delivered by hand to the
' offices of the above named addressee(s). '

1 (BY FACSIMILE) - I caused such docwments to be delivered via facsirnile to the
: offices of the addressee(s) at the following facsimile munber:

Executed this 15th day of April, 2005, at Los Angeles, California.
I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of America that the *

foregoing is true and correct. W : z ;M)

VIKKI BARNETTE.

. PROQF OF SERVICE
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SERVICE LIST

Charles Ja}msa, Esq.

U.S. Department of Justice
Special L;ugatmn Section — PHB
950 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW

' Washmgtom D.C. 20530
.MchaelC erkasky

Monitor, Los Angeles Consentt Decree
Kroll & Associates

900 Third Avenue .

New York; NY 10022

Mark D. Rlosenbaum, Esq.

Ricardo D! Garcia, Esq.

ACLU Foundatlon of Southern CA
1616 Beverly Boulevard

Los Angeles CA 90026

Erwin Chemennsky, Esq.

University of Southern CA Law School
699 Exposition Boulevard

Loz Angelcs CA 90089-0071

Stepben Yagman, Esq.

Marion R. Yagman, Esq.

Joseph R Eichmann, Esq,

Kathryn S. Bloomifield, Hzq.

YAGMAN YAGMAN REICIMANN & BLOOMFIELD
723 Ocean Front Walk

Venice, CA 90291-3270 |

Brian C. Lysaght, Esq. :
Frederick D. Friedman, Esq.’
Mitchell { Kamin, Esq.
O'NEILL LYSAGHT & SI;JN
100 Wilshire Boulevard, 7* Eloor
Santa Moﬁica, CA 20401

Enrique Hemandez Esq.

Diane Marchant, Esq. .

Los Angeles Police Protective League
1308 Wcst Eighth Street, Suite 206
Los Angeles, CA. 90017

Courtesy &0]21 (iH

Honorahle|Gary A. Feess

United Statcs District Court
Edward R . Roybal Federal Building
Courthouse 3, Room 740

255 E. Ter ple Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

PROOF OF SERVICE |



