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4. Oppose

paul ¢ burt

| urge the Los Angeles County Board of Supervisors to reject the
recommendation to instruct the Registrar-Recorder/County Clerk and County
Counsel to collaborate on developing and submitting amicus briefs or
declarations in support of the appeal in Watson v. Republican National
Committee, pending before the United States Supreme Court, as this action
exceeds the Board's chartered authority and represents an unjustifiable
expenditure of scarce taxpayer resources amid the County's severe financial
constraints. The Los Angeles County Charter vests the Board with Executive,
Legislative, and quasi-judicial powers focused on local governance, including
oversight of county operations, budgeting, and services such as public health,
transportation, and elections administration within the County's jurisdiction; it
does NOT authorize intervention in federal litigation concerning state election
laws in other jurisdictions, like Mississippi's mail-in ballot receipt policies at
issue in this case, which could improperly entangle county officials in national
partisan disputes without direct bearing on Los Angeles County's operations.
Such involvement risks politicizing the County's nonpartisan elections role
and diverts staff from essential local duties, contravening the Charter's intent
to maintain efficient, county-specific administration.

Moreover, with the County confronting a projected $1.5 billion in federal
funding cuts through 2027-2028, over $1 billion in wildfire recovery costs from
January 2025, a $4 billion settlement obligation under AB 218 for childhood
sexual assault claims, and ongoing litigation expenses that have already
ballooned to $546 million in payouts over two recent fiscal years, the 2025-26
Adopted Budget of $48.8 billion necessitated 5.5% across-the-board cuts, the
elimination of 1,125 budgeted positions, and 3% departmental reductions
totaling $88.9 million in savings through vacancy eliminations and program
scaling—measures that threaten vital safety-net services for 10 million
residents.

Preparing and filing even a single amicus brief for the Supreme Court
typically incurs $10,000 to $15,000 in legal fees alone, plus substantial
uncompensated staff time for research, drafting, and coordination, echoing a
pattern of fiscal irresponsibility that has already squandered hundreds of
millions in taxpayer dollars - such as $218 million on unused homeless shelter
beds, over $100 million funneled to a major homelessness nonprofit despite
repeated federal audit failures, and $44.9 million in profits from exploitative
inmate commissary and phone fees retained by the Sheriff's Department
rather than reinvested transparently. At a time when the Board must prioritize
closing these gaps without layoffs or service disruptions, approving this item
would exemplify yet another needless drain on public funds, undermining
trust and accountability; instead, the Board should recommit resources to
addressing the homelessness crisis, wildfire recovery, and core infrastructure
needs that directly serve our community.
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Other

Esroruleh Mohammad

As the Board considers supporting an amicus brief before the U.S. Supreme
Court, alignment between the County’s external legal advocacy and its
internal governance practices is essential. Throughout 2025, multiple County
proceedings—including governance reviews, fiscal corrections, and
prevention-architecture discussions—have reflected increasing reliance on
B2C3A structural analysis and lived-experience prevention logic originally
disclosed under ADA Title Il protections.

To ensure that the County’s national legal posture remains consistent with its
internal accountability obligations, | respectfully recommend the following
safeguards:

» Provenance review for analytical frameworks reflected in declarations or
supporting materials, particularly where similar logic appears in County
systems following ADA-protected disclosures documented in CEOP Case
Series 2025-133757, 2025-135038, 2025-135756, and Fraud Hotline Case
2025-23219.

» ADA Title Il written-participation requirements for County-affiliated filings,
given ongoing access limitations reflected in my confirmed ADA
accommodation and related civil-rights matter (California CRD Case No.
202503-28458711).

» Equity-process integrity checks, as unresolved participation barriers in
CEOP filings and delayed jurisdictional responses across multiple oversight
channels indicate the need for structural alignment between internal justice
systems and external advocacy.

These steps would strengthen governance transparency, prevent recurrence
of identified procedural gaps, and reinforce the County’s credibility when
participating in federal litigation intended to protect voting rights and
constitutional access.

Respectfully submitted,

Dr. Esroruleh T. Mohammad, Ph.D.

Submitted under confirmed ADA Title 11 / §504 written-communication
accommodation (CRD approval 10/23/25).

Submitted in furtherance of civil-rights, disability-rights, and human-rights
protections applicable to County systems.

Author — BCCP™ / B2C3A™ Frameworks | U.S. Copyright TXu 2-486-534
Clinical Psychologist (ADA / §504 Medical Leave)
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