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MARY C. WiCKHAM
County Counsel November 21, 2017

TO: LORI GLASGOW
Executive Officer
Boazd of Supervisors

Attention: Agenda Prep do "

FROM: ROGER H.GRANBO
Senior Assistant County Counsel
Executive Office

RE: Item for the Board of Supervisors' Agenda
County Claims Board Recommendation
Altrikii Brown v. Countv of Los Meeles, et al.
United States District Court Case No. CV 16-01413

TELEPHONE

(213)974-1609

FACSIMILE

(213) 626.2105

TDD

(213)633-0901

E-MAIL

rgranbo~wunsel.lacounty.gov

Attached is the Agenda entry for the Los Angeles County Claims
Board's recommendation regazding the above-referenced matter. Also attached
aze the Case Summary and Summary Corrective Action Plan to be made available
to the public.

It is requested that this recommendation, the Case Summary, and
the Suu~mary Correcrive Action Plan be placed on the Board of Supervisors'
agenda.
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Board Agenda

MISCELLANEOUS COMMiJNICATIONS

Los Angeles County Claims Boazd's recommendation: Authorize settlement of
the matter entifled Altrikii Brown v. County of Los Angeles, et al., United States
District Court Case No. CV 16-01413 in the amount of $ 300,000 and instruct the
Auditor-Controller to draw a warrant to implement this settlement from the
Sheriffs Department's budget.

This lawsuit concerns allegations of civil rights violations and excessive force
when Plaintiff was shot and arrested by a Sheriff s Deputy.
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CASE SUMMARY

INFORMATI~IV ON PROPOSED SETTLEMENT OF LI7l~ATiQN

CASE NAME

CASE NUMBER

COURT

DATE FILED

COUtVTY DEPARTMENT

PRdPOSEC} SEl-i'LEMENT AMOUNT

ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF

COUNTY CUtJNSEI ATTORNEY

NATURE QF CASE

PAlD ATCORNEY FEES, TO DATE $

PAID COSTS, TO DATE $

Altriki Brown v. County of Los Angeles, et al.

CV 76-61413

United States District Court

July 25, 2016

Sheriff's Department

300,000

Jamon R. Hicks, Esq.
DouglaslHicks Law, APC

Jonathan McCaverty
Principal Depufy County Counsel

This is a recommendation to settle for $300,400,
inclusive of attorneys' fees and costs, a federal civil
rights lawsuit arising out of a May 2014 non-fatal,
deputy-involved shooting at the House of Blues in
the City of West Hollywood flied by Altriki Brown.

Given the risks and uncertainties of litigation, a
reasonable settlement at this time will avoid further
litigation costs; Therefore, a full and final settlement
of the case in the amount of $300,000 is
recommended.

$40,051

2,303

HOA.101781818.1
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Case Name: Alldki Brown v. Counly of Los Angeles. et al.

S~arnnnary ~Cora~ec~iv~ ~►~~oo~ B~I~rs

The intent of this form is to assist departments in writing a corrective action plan summary for attachmentM the settlement documents developed for the Board o. Supervisors andlor the County bf Las AngelesClaims Board. The summary should be a specific overview of the cla1ms/lawsuits' identified root causesand carrective actions {status, time frame, and responsfgle early). This summary does not. replace theCorrecflveAclfon Plan farm: If there is a question related to confidentiality; please consult County Counsel.

Date of incidenVevent: May 2d, 2014 at zpproximately 1:50 A.M.
Briefly ~rovi~e a descrip8on AltNkl Brown v. County of Los Angetes
of the IncidenttevenC Summary Correc{ive Action Plan 2 17-27

On May 24, 2014, al approximately 1:50 A.M., six deputy sheriff personnel
and one sergeant were working a special contract event at fhe "House. of
Blues" providing security at a rap concert. . A t~riefing was conducted priorto the start of the shiftin which personnel were instructed to allow Nouse
of Blues security staff to handle any problems inside the venue.

The assignad deputy sheriff personnel were to intervene (f they witnesseda criminal act outside of the venue, but maintain av~areness of potential
consequences duo to the prsence oP a large crowd at itie venue.

Mote: On-duty deputy sherfr personnel assigned to West
Hollywood Statloh commonly Grork similar events to ass(st Intllscouraging problems and to provide a more rapi8 and
coordinated response if any problems arise.

Once the event concluded, and patrons Were leaving the. venue, HouseaF Blues security personnel alerted deputy sheriff personnel of a -fight inthe parking lot of the venue. Deputy sheriff personnel responded to thearea for Further Investlgat(on.

Prior to the deputy sheriffs' arrival at the location of the fight, House ofBlues security personnel separated the involveH parties: One of the
involved male adults was angry and he aEfempted to re-engage the
plalntiS and other involved persons. The angry man was escorted to aBrown Pontiac Bonnev(Ile that peas parked in the valet arez. Tne Pontiacwas parked approximately four to ten feet in front of the plaintiir's Chrysler
300.

The first deputy sheriff saw that the nlatntiff was uncooperative withsecurity personnel and approached to assist. Security personnel
convinced the plaintiff to enter his Chrysler 300, prior to the firsP tleputy
making contact with him.

The plaintiff entered his Chrysler 300 ~~ehicle and accelerated fgrward,ramming the Portiac Bonneville parked (n ftont of him. After the collision,the plaintiffs vehicle cont(nued to accelerate forward and push agafnsf tficBonneville, causing his tires to screech, spin, and smoke.

Sev~~al patrons scattered and two security personnel, wfiich had been
pos lianed between the hvo vehicles, were forced to jump out ofihe way:
One security officer received a minor injury when he fel! as he moved out
of the wa . _,

Document version: 4.0 (January 2013) Page 1 of q
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~ County of !os Angeles
Summary Corrective Action Pian

1

A second deputy sheriff ran over to the driver's side of the Chrysler 3p0,
drew his firearm, and ordered tha plaintiff to stop and exitthe vehicle. The
plaintiff briefly stopped acceferattng then re-accelerated "full-throtUe,' and
rammed the Bonneville fior a second 8me. While the plaintiffs Chrysler
3Q0 was in contactwith the Bonneville, the plaintiff continued to accelerate
fonvarci, causing his vehicle's tires to sp1n, screech, and smoke.

Tha first deputy sheriff ran toward the driver's side of the Chrysler 300, in
Gose proximity io the second deputy sfieriff, and drew his firearm- Both
deputy sheriffs ordered the plaintiff to step and exit the vehicle, but the
plaintiff did not comply. EvsM patrons ware stapding in several positlons
around and near the Chrysler 300, and the plaintiff cpntinued accelerating
his vehicle's engine and using his vehicle ro recklessly push the
Bonneville.

Due to the plalntiH's ercatic and reckless actions causing a poten#ial fpr
great bodily (n}ary or death to the nearby patrons, security, and deputy
sheriff personnel, the first deputy fired one round which str~ek tfie rear
driver's window of the Chrysler'300. The plaintiff continued to recklessly
accelerate h(s vehicle against the Booneville. The first deputy reassessed
the plaintlH's actions and khe threat to the bystantlers, end then fired a
second round which struck the plaintiff in the lek bicep.

After the second shot, the plalnti(f immediately stopped his acceleration,
exited his vehicle, rolled onto the ground, and was handcuffed without
further resistance.

A thiM deputy sheBff broadcasted via radio that a shooting occurced and
requested paramedics. The second deputy sheriff, along with one
security guard, administered first aid to the plaintiff until paramedics
aMved at the igcation.

The plaintiff was subsequently transported to the hospital, where he was
treated for a gunshot wound to his left arm.

The piainUif was arrested and charged with Assault with a deadly Weapon
(Gaiifornia Penal Cade Seaton 24fi[aj(1}), ObstrucUResist s Peace
Officer by means of threats or violence (Catifomia Penal Code Section
69), and Resisting, Delaying or Obstructing a Peace officer (California
Penal Cods section 148(a)(1)}.

The plaintiff was released from custody nn bond, pending criminal
proceedings.

As a result of ajury trial, ifie plainF~f was acquitted of Assault with a Deadly
Weapon and the subsequent criminal charges ware dismissed in
furtherance of justice.

Document version: A.0 (January 2013) Page 2 of 4



County of Los Angeles
Summary Corrective Action Plan

1. Briefly describe the root causo/s1 of the ciaimifawsult

A Department root cause in this incident was the discharge of a Hrearm into an occupied and moving
vehicle in an effort to stop the driver's erratic and reckless actiflns.

A Non•Dspartmen#root cause in this incident was the piaintitPs Failure to comply with the iawfu! orders
of the Los Angeles County deputy sheriff, and his reckless actions that placed citizens and deputy sheriff
personnel in danger of great Bodily Injury or death.

The plaintiff tntenttonally causetl damage to another patron's vehicle. The piainQfFs actions also caused
a security guard to 6e injured when he feared for his Iife and safety and fell when he moved out of the
way of the plaintlfiPs moving vehicle.

2. 6rietly descrtbe recommended corrective actions:
i

pulutle each mrcective salon, due date, responsible parry, and eny disciplinary actions it appropriate)

The incident was investigated by the Sheriffs Departments Homtclde Bureau to determine if any criminal
misconduct occurred. Upon conclusion of their investigation, the case was submitted to the Los Angeles
Gounty district Attorney's Office for filing consideration.

4n January 22, 2015, the Los Angeles County pfstdct Attorney's JusBce Systems and integrity Division
(J.S,i.D,) concluded that the first deputy sheriff, "acted in lawful self-defense and the defense of others
when he used deadly force against (the piaintit~." Fhey added that they are closing theirfife on this case
and will take no further action in this matter.

The incident was investigated by representatives of the Los Mgeles County Sheriffs Department's
Internal Afiafrs Bureau to determine if any administrative misconduct occurred before, during, or after
this incident

On December 3, 2D15, tfie results of the administrative Investigation were presented to the Executive
Force Review Gammittee (EFRC) for evaluation.

The EFRC determined the tactics and the use of deadly force were within Department policy.

on August A, 2416, the Los Angeles County Sheriff s Department published an update to file Manual of
Policy and Procedures, section 3.161220.00 Use of Firearms Against Vehicles and/or Occupy»ts of
Vehtctes. The policy update was coupled with a training video that was produced by the Department's
Video Production Unit.

Document version: 4.Q (Januery 2013) Page 3 of 4



County of Los Angeles
Summary Corrective Action Pizn

3: Are the corrective actions addressing ~eparlment-wide system issu=_s9

Yes—The corrective actions addrEss Department-wide system issues.

C! No—The caPreclive actions are only applicable to the affected parties.

i Na~nB (Rick Manapament Caardlnatary

Scott E. Johnson, Captain
Risk Management Bureau

~gnaturo; j Date: ~ - - ~_~~
c ~ E

i

r .i~ ,a z ..- -_ _
Qce fhe;correct~ve act~or~s applicalale to other depaitments within the Cavnty? r
.s

Ves, the corrective actions potentially hive County-wide applicabiljfy.

No the corrective ac0ons are applicable only to this Department.
. ~;

NHIT78; {nepadmenl Head} E

Karyn Mannis, Chief
Professional Standards and Training piviston

Signature: (Date:

__.._.__.___._ G t l . _

~ Chiefs ecutive Office Risk Mana eme t Ins ector`Ge 5e~al US@ ONLY

i
Namz:(rt~sknjanag=meminspcctorGenzral)

r i

Signature. Date.

~~ ~~--~
~ i _.ice ~' 4
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