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STATEMENT OF PROCEEDINGS 

FOR THE REGULAR MEETING OF THE LOS ANGELES COUNTY CLAIMS BOARD 

HELD IN ROOM 739 OF THE KENNETH HAHN HALL OF ADMINISTRATION, 

500 WEST TEMPLE STREET, LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90012 

ON MONDAY, APRIL 6, 2020, AT 9:30 A.M. 

 
Present:  Chair Steve Robles, Arlene Barrera, and Adrienne Byers. 

 

1. Call to Order. 

2. Opportunity for members of the public to address the Claims Board on items of 
interest within the subject matter jurisdiction of the Claims Board. 

No members of the public addressed the Claims Board. 

3. Closed Session – Conference with Legal Counsel – Existing Litigation 
(Subdivision (a) of Government Code section 54956.9). 

a. Non-litigated Claim of Martha and Alexander Rague 
Claim No. 19-1150819*003 

This inverse condemnation claim seeks compensation from the Department of Public 
Works for property damage caused by a sewage backflow. 

Action Taken: 

The Claims Board approved the settlement of this matter in the amount of $33,709.80. 
 
Vote: Ayes:  3 – Chair Steve Robles, Arlene Barrera, and Adrienne Byers 

See Supporting Document 

b. Non-litigated Claim of Ramon and Gloria Rodriguez 
 
This inverse condemnation claim seeks compensation from the Department of Public 
Works for property damage caused by a sewage backflow. 

Action Taken: 

The Claims Board approved the settlement of this matter in the amount of $62,506.49. 

Vote: Ayes:  3 – Chair Steve Robles, Arlene Barrera, and Adrienne Byers 

See Supporting Document 
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c. Mario Garcia, et al. v. County of Los Angeles, et al. 
United States District Court Case No. 13-CV-00616 

This lawsuit alleges federal and State-law civil rights violations by the Sheriff's 
Department. 

Action Taken: 

The Claims Board recommended to the Board of Supervisors the settlement of this 
matter in the amount of $150,000. 

Vote: Ayes:  3 – Chair Steve Robles, Arlene Barrera, and Adrienne Byers 

See Supporting Documents 

d. Dennis Todd Rodgers, Jr., et al. v. County of Los Angeles, et al. 
United States District Court Case. No. 17-CV-05236 

This lawsuit alleges federal civil rights violations and wrongful death arising out of the 
fatal Deputy-involved shooting of Plaintiff's father. 

Action Taken: 

The Claims Board recommended to the Board of Supervisors the settlement of this 
matter in the amount of $1,300,000. 

Vote: Ayes:  3 – Chair Steve Robles, Arlene Barrera, and Adrienne Byers 

See Supporting Documents 

e. Anquonette Barlow v. County of Los Angeles 
Los Angeles Superior Court Case No. BC 676 556 

This lawsuit concerns allegations that an employee of the Office of the Assessor was 
subjected to retaliation, harassment, and discrimination based on race and gender. 

Action Taken: 

The Claims Board recommended to the Board of Supervisors the settlement of this 
matter in the amount of $380,000. 

Vote: Ayes:  3 – Chair Steve Robles, Arlene Barrera, and Adrienne Byers 

4. Report of actions taken in Closed Session. 

The Claims Board reconvened in open session and reported the actions taken in 
Closed Session as indicated under Agenda Item No. 3 above. 
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5. Approval of the Minutes of the March 2, 2020, regular meeting of the Claims Board. 

Action Taken: 
 
The Claims Board approved the minutes. 
 
Vote: Ayes:  3 – Chair Steve Robles, Arlene Barrera, and Adrienne Byers 
 
See Supporting Document 
 

6. Items not on the posted agenda, to be referred to staff or placed on the agenda for 
action at a further meeting of the Board, or matters requiring immediate action 
because of emergency situation or where the need to take immediate action came to 
the attention of the Board subsequent to the posting of the agenda. 

No such matters were discussed. 
 

7. Adjournment. 



CASE SUMMARY 

INFORMATION ON PROPOSED SETTLEMENT OF LITIGATION 

CASE NAME 

CASE NUMBER 

COURT 

DATE FILED 

COUNTY DEPARTMENT 

PROPOSED SETTLEMENT AMOUNT 

ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF 

COUNTY COUNSEL ATTORNEY 

NATURE OF CASE 

PAID ATTORNEY FEES, TO DATE 

PAID COSTS, TO DATE 

Non-litigated Claim of Rague, Martha &Alexander 

N/A 

N/A 

May 1, 2019 

Department of Public Works 

$ 33,709.80 (sum includes remediation prepayment of 
$14,324.69) 

N/A 

Joseph A. Langton 
Principal Deputy County Counsel 

This claim arises from a blocked sewer mainline that 
caused a sewage backflow that damaged Claimants' 
real property. 

Due to the risks and uncertainties of litigation, a full 
settlement of the claim is warranted. 

$ 0 

,, ~ 
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CASE SUMMARY 

INFORMATION ORl PROPOSED SETTLEMENT OF LITIGATION 

CASE NAME 

CASE NUMBER 

COURT 

DATE FILED 

COUNTY DEPARTMENT 

PROPOSED SETTLEMENT AMOUNT 

ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF 

COUNTY COUNSEL ATTORNEY 

NATURE OF CASE 

PAID ATTORNEY FEES, TO DATE 

PAID COSTS, TO DATE 

Non-Litigated Claim of Ramon Rodriguez and Gloria 
Rodriguez 

N/A 

f~1/_1 

June 22, 2018 

Department of Public Works 

$ $62,506.49 
(sum includes prior payment of $38,387.61) 

N/A 

Lindsay Yoshiyama 
Deputy County Counsel 

This claim arises from a blocked sewer mainline that 
caused a sewage backflow into Claimants' 
residence and damaged their real property. Due to 
the risks and uncertainties of litigation, a full 
settlement of the claim is warranted. 

$ 0 

$ 38,387.61 
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CASE SUMMARY 

INFORMATION ON PROPOSED SETTLEMENT OF LITIGATION 

CASE NAME 

CASE NUMBER 

COURT 

DATE FILED 

COUNTY DEPARTMENT 

Mario Garcia, et al. v. County of Los Angeles, et al. 

13-CV-00616 

United States District Court 

April 5, 2013 

Sheriffs Department 

PROPOSED SETTLEMENT AMOUNT $ 150,000 

ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF 

COUNTY COUNSEL ATTORNEY 

NATURE OF CASE 

PAID ATTORNEY FEES, TO DATE 

PAID COSTS, TO DATE 

Don Cook, Esq. 

Richard Hsueh 
Deputy County Counsel 

This is a recommendation to settle for $150,000 
inclusive of attorneys' fees and costs, federal civil 
rights lawsuit filed by Mario A. Garcia against 
Los Angeles County and former Sheriff Leroy Baca 
in connection with his arrest and detention on a 
warrant allegedly for another person. 

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 $150,000 is 
recommended. 

$ 712,489 

$ 43,251 

HOA.102777172.1 



Ca88 N~m~: ~ Garcia. Matip Alberto V. County of Los Angeles 

County of Lis Angeles 
Summary Corrective Action Plan 

Summary Corrective Action Pian 
r T`'.i 
;~j 

;.~ 

The intent of this form is to assist departments in writing a corrective action plan summary far attachment 
to the setllement documents developed for the Board of Supervisors andlor the County of Los Angeles 
Claims Board. The summary should ba a specific overview of the ciaims/iawsuits' identified root causes 
and correcii~e actions (status, time frame, and responsible party). Th{s summary does not replace the 
Corrective Action Plan form. It there is a question related to confidentiality, please consult 
County Counsel. 

date of iricidenUevent: 

6rief{y provide a description 
of the ineidenUevent: An ir~ma#e was arrested by the City of banning Police 

Department vn suspicion of driving while intoxicated 
an November 26, 2012. He was transferred to the 
custody of the County of Riverside for booking. 
During the bookEng process the arrestee matched to 
an outstanding has Angeles Coun#y feiarey bench 
warrant. 

While in custody of Riverside County, the inmate was 
provided the opportunity to appear before a judge to 
protest the mistaken identity. However, the arrestee 
declined in writing to appear before a Riverside 
magistrate. 

do November 27, 2 12, the arrestee was transferred 
to the custody of the l.os Angeles County Sheriff's 
Department (LASD). During his time in custody, 
there was no record to indic~.te the inmate ever 
complained to LASD staf# that he was not the subject 
of the warranE. On the morning of November 29, 
2012, the arrestee was released from court otter the 
court deferrn~ned the inmate being held on the 
warrant was the wrong person. 
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f Case Dame: 1 - ""' .,'"" 

County of Los Angeles 
Summary Corrective Action Plan 

i. Briefly describe the root cause~sl of the claimAawst~it: 

The primary Department rao# cause in this incident was the lack of a proactive 
procedure that established verification of identity during the booking of warren# 
arrests, and the handling of disputed warrants. 

2. Briefly describe recommended correct9ve actions; 
each correcuve acnon, oue aa~e, res~wnsioia pony, an0 3nY Otscipnndry aCil0~t5 A dpG 

Warrant Arrest Ver[ficatian Procedure 

• Corrective Action: 

As a result of this inciden# the Department established a Custody Directive i8,
007 ~1N~rrant Arrest Verification Procedures}, which established a verificafivn 
procedure to be used during the booking process of warrant arrests, and the 
handling of disputed warrants. As part of this new procedure, a "Warrant 
Verification Stamp" will be placed on Warrant lnfarrnation Sheets and the 
booking deputylofficer will ensure the arrestee does not dispute they are the 
person identified on the warrant. 

Ef the arres#ee claims they are not the person identified in the warrant, then the 
watch commander shall be notified and a comparison of identifying information 
(fingerprint comparison, past criminal F~istoryr and ether law enforcement 
records will be used to decide ii the arrestee shall continue to be held on the 
warren#. If it is deterrnined the arrestee is not the subject wanted in the 
warrant, the jailer sha11 release the individual from the warrant hold under 849 
(b){1) PC. 

siaEe person: Assistant Sheriff Aober# Qlmsted 

Document version: 4.0 (January 2013) Page 2 of 3 



~aarcia. Marto Hi4erto v, c;ountyoi cos Angeles 
Case Name: 

County of Los Angeles 
Summary Corrective Action Plan 

.wie~o~ anion ~r~m iayw~~ma vw~uniom~ 

Commander Che I Newman-Tarwater 

Signa~re: ~ Y n ! Ra ey -~ ~_ ~ ~ ~---- -- - 
fVarxte: (aepartrn~f,t Heady 
Chief Bruce 0. Chase 

Signature: crate; 

~~ ~' 1~ 
CF~ief Executive Office Risk anageme~t Mspectar General USA ONLY 

Are the corrective actions applicable tv other departments within the County? 

D Yes, iha carrecti~e actbns potentially have County-wide applicability. 

No, the corrective actions are applicable only to this department. 

l~Iar'nB: ~Rtsk Managem~ni {nspector Gertar2l) 
GED Destiny Castro 

Signature: ~ _ ~~-' Date; 
1~ — ~ -Zb/9 

[?ocum2nt version; 4.0 (January 2013 Page 3 of 3 



CASE SUMMARY 

INFORMATION ON PROPOSED SETTLEMENT OF LITIGATION 

CASE NAME 

CASE NUMBER 

COURT 

DATE FILED 

COUNTY DEPARTMENT 

PROPOSED SETTLEMENT AMOUNT 

ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF 

COUNTY COUNSEL ATTORNEY 

NATURE OF CASE 

PAID ATTORNEY FEES, TO DATE 

PAID COSTS, TO DATE 

Rogers, Dennis Todd v. County of Los Angeles, et 
al. 

2:17-CV-05236 

United States District Court 

July 14, 2017 

Sheriff's Department 

$ 1, 300, 000 

Peter L. Carr, IV, Esq. 

Millicent L. Rolon, Principal Deputy County Counsel 

This is a recommendation to settle for $1,300,000, 
inclusive of attorneys' fees and costs, a wrongful 
death and federal civil rights lawsuit filed against the 
County and Sheriffs Department Deputies by 
decedent Dennis Todd Rogers' adult child, Dennis 
Todd Rogers Jr., and minor children, D. A. R. and 
D. J. R., by and through their Guardian ad Litem, 
after the fatal shooting of Dennis Todd Rogers by a 
Deputy. 

The Deputies deny the allegations and contend their 
actions were reasonable. 

Given the risks and uncertainties of litigation, a 
reasonable settlement at this time will avoid further 
litigation costs. The full and final settlement of the 
case in the amount of $1,300,000 is recommended. 

$ 66,102 

$ 3,785 

HOA.102702482.1 



Case fVame: Dennis Rogers u. County of Los Anael~s, et ai. 
~I 

Summary Cor~~cti~e Action Plate 

The intent of this fprm is to assist departments in writing a corrective action plan summary for attac3~ment 
to the settlement documents developed for the Board of Supervisors andlor the County of Las Angeles 
Claims Board. The summary should be a specific overview of the claimsllawsuits' identified root causes 
and corrective actions (status, time frame, and respr~nsible party}. TF►rs summary does not replace the 
Coreective Action Plan form. 1f there is a question related to confidentiatity, p1e~~e cvnsutt County Counsel. 

Date of ineident~2~ent: 

Briefly provide a description 
of khe incident/e~ent 

March 7, 2Q17 

Dennis Ros~ers v. Caunty ~f Ln~ Ans~efes 
Summary Corrective Actipn Plan 2019-Q42 

On Tuesday, March 7, 2017, at approximately 8:40 p.m., an ernplayee at 
the "24 Ftour Fitness gym" (gym} called Marina bel Rey Station and 
reported a male patron wearing a white t shirt, jeans and multi colored 
tennis shoes (decedent) had been in the gym a!1 day for the past four 
days, was currenkly creating a disturlaanGe, and he was refusing t4 leave. 

At approximately 9:00 p,rn., two unifoRned deputy sheriffs working a 
marked two-may patrol unit responded to the location regarding the 
disturbance cal3. Upon arrival, the deputy sheriffs spoke with the business 
manager and security guard. They were advised the decedent had only 
been a member of the gym for 4 days, bu! he had not left the tacatian far 
the past 72 hours. The decedent had not changed out of his street 
Clothing and did not workout. The decedent wandered around the gym 
and exhit~ited "weird" behavior by getting very close to other gym 
tttembers and saying strange things to them. The decedent a{so 
challenged another male patron to a figrit. Several gym members 
complained to the manager about the decedent making them feel 
unGomfar#abie. 

The deputy sheriff$ contacted the decedent who was sitting an an 
exercise bicycle and asked him to step outside. The decedent complied 
but became agitated as he moved through the business. The decedent 
proceeded to the men's locker room and retrieved a backpack from ~ 
tacker. While exiting the g~+m, the decedent told the deputy sheriffs they 
were "fake cops' and that the "FBI and C1A were watching him.' 

1n the deputy sheriffs presence, the manager vefially revoked the 
decedent's gym membership fee the day and warred him not to go back 
inside. The decedent walked around in the perking lot then sat on the 
steps in front of the gym's main glass door and made non-threatening 
comments to other gym patrons as they came and went from the gym. At 
that time, the deputy sheriffs determined the decedenE could care for 
himself and he was net a clanger to hir~-iself arxilor others. Ai 10:00 p.m., 
oelieving the situation had been resolved, the deputy sheriffs left the 
location and returned to Marina Qe! Rey Station for the end of their shift. 

After the deputy sheriffs left, the decedent remained outside the gym. 
After some time, the manager ended his shift and was about to leave the 
location when he noticed the decedent was outside the front glass dgors 
of the gym and he appeared to be angry. When the decedent saw the 
manager through the gEass, he reached into his backpack and yelled to 
the manager by Hama stating, "Cpme Outside! I'm going to get you! I'm 
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County of Los Angeles 
Summary Corrective Action Plan 

going to get yQu! i'v~ been whiting on youl" The manager feared for his 
sat~ty, believed the decedent may be reaching for a weapon, and did not 
want to walk to his car by himself, The armed security officer at the 
location, was also concerned about escorting the manager to his car 
because he feared khe decedents actions might force him to draw his 
weapon on the decedent_ 

At approximately 10:40 ~.m., the gym manager caHecE Marina Del Rey 
Station for the second #ime to report the dacedent had not left the location, 
was creating a disturi~ance, and was outside yelling at customers. Two 
separate two-man patsoi units responded to the location, regarding the 
second disturbance call, While r~spanding to the location, the deputy 
sheriffs formulated a tactical plan identifying who would be responsible for 
contact and who would have a Taser on standby. 

The deputy sheriffs contacted the decedent in front of the location and 
asked him why he was upset. The decedent said either the manager ar 
the security officer had hit him an the head, The decedent advised the 
deputy sherrffs that when the security guard or the manager exited the 
business he was going to, "fuck them up!" The decedent then yelled at 
the deputies, stating they worked for the "FBI." 

Seeing the decedent was irate and believing he was possibly in a mental 
health crisis, the deputy sheriffs requested a field supervisor and a Mental 
E~aivation Team (MET} to their location. They soon learned that MET 
team personnel were unavailable to respond at khat time, ~s they were 
handling another mental health incident. 

The decedent continued pacing back and forth in front of the location while 
carrying his backpack. The decedent called the deputy sheriffs "fake 
cops," and continued to yeN at arld harass patr4n5 as they entered and 
exkted the gym. Mast of the decedent's anger appeared to be directed at 
the manager: who was inside the glass doors of the gym_ The decedent 
moved toward the glass front doors and yelled, "I'm gonna fuck ybu up!" 

The decedent also expressed general and speck anger at the deputy 
sheriffs and other business patrons as well. At some point, the decedent 
approached the flrsk deputy sheriff, came within inches of his person, and 
told him, "Don't fuck's touch me, I'll fuck you up, I'll kill you," 

The second deputy sheriff walked up to the gym in an attempt to contact 
the manager. The decedent charged toward the second depuky sheriff in 
an aggressive manner yelling, "tau wanna fight? I'll fuck you up too.° The 
decedent's actions caused the second deputy to fear for his safety so he 
moved back, away frpm the decedent and the business. The decedent 
continued to aggressively approach the second deputy sheriff, as he 
retreated. 

ItEentifying the deeedsnt's behavior as a high risklassaultive, and in fear 
for the second deputy sheriff's sai~ty and the safety of the public, the tirst 
depu#y yelled, "7as6r° end deployed his Taser device at the decedent. 
Thy Taser darEs hit the decedent in the chest area, but it appeared to be 
ineffective. The decedent ripped the darts off his body, threwthem on the 
ground, and said, "Oh, you gonna Trier me? Is that alt }you got?" The 
decedent then walked away from the deputy sheriffs, white parrying his 
backpack. 
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Ca~anty of Las Ange(~s 
Summary Carrectiv~ Action Plan 

The first deputy sheriff quickly retrieved another Taser from hip patrol car 
and handed it to the second deputy sheriff. 

Fearing the decedent was naw a threak !o the public, the deputy sheriffs 
gave the decedent seueral orders to stap, but the decedent did not 
comply. The deputy shsr"rffs foftowed the decedent on foot as he walked 
through a ~nralkway be4ween two buildings and headed toward West 
Slauson Avenue. The decedent entered an empty paiicing lot, at 5035 
West Stauson Avenue, that was near a he2vily traveled public roadway. 

UVhile walking, the decedent told the deputies that tte "had something for 
them." While in the parking lot, the decedent attempted to walk away then 
turned around anti focused his attention towards the depuEy sheriffs. The 
decedent began aggressively walking toward all fhe deputy sheriffs. The 
deputy sheriffs retreated away from the decedent, in an attempt to 
maintain a safe distancefrom him. The decedent`s erratic and aggressive 
behavior and movement made it difficult for the deputy sheriffs to contain 
him . 

Thy decedent quickly stopped, put his backpack on the ground, and 
reached into his backpack. Believing the decedent was retrieving a 
weapon, the deputy sheriffs yel{ed, "Lek me see your handsf°' 

The decedent removed an object from his backpack vuith a long cord 
attached to it (later identified as a pair of ele~tri~ hair clippers [clippers]}. 
Tha decedent than yelled, "I'm gonna fuck you guys up! f'm gonna kiEl one 
of you!" The decedent wrapped the end of the cord around his right hand 
then, with the clippers at the oih~r end of the cord, he swung the clippers 
around in a circle over has head and in a crisscross pattern in front of him 
while aggressively advancing towards the deputy sheriffs. 

Note: At the time of the tense, uncertain, and rapidly evolving 
situation, the on scene deputy sheriffs did not know exactly what 
the suspect was swinging at them, but said they could tell it had 
a shiny blade attached to the end of it. 

The deputy sheriffs moved back as the decedent aggressed towards them 
swinging the clippers. The swinging clippers were claar{y swinging 
around in a very fast rotation as the deputy sheriffs could hear it making 
a whooshing sound as it passed through the air, Based on the speed of 
the clippers and way the decedent was wielding it, the deputy sheriffs 
feared thet if the decedent was t0 Strike someone with the clippers, it could 
cause great bodily injury to the persons) it struck. 

Due to the decedents aggressive and dangerous behavior, the first 
deputy sheriff drew his duty weapon with his tight hand and used his 
portable radio to request emergency assistance for an assault with a 
deadly weapon suspect. The second deputy pointed his Taser at the 
decedent. 

When the decedent advanced to~rvard the second deputy sheriff swinging 
clippers at eye level , wikhin inches of his head and face, the second 
deputy sheriff announced he was going to activate the Taser. The second 
deputy sheriff deplpyed his Taser, aiming at the decedents torso. The 
darts struck the deeed~nt in the upper body, but again it appeared to have 
no effect on him. The deced€nt ripped the Taser darts out and continued 
advancing towards the deputy sheriffs. The deputy sheriffs had to move 
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County cif Los Angeles 
Summary Corrective Action Plan 

quickly to euade the decedents aggressive advancements by backing 
and moving laterally to get away, 

The decedent became fixated on the first deputy sheriff. The decedent 
looked directly at the first deputy sheriff and said, "I'm gonna fuck you up! 
I'm gonna kilo you!" as he charged towards hirrr and quickly swung the 
clippers over his head. Although fhe Frst deputy sherifF quickly stepped 
back and moved laterally, he was unable to get out of the way of the 
decedents aggressive attack, As the decedent gained ground and Came 
dangerously close, the first deputy sheriff feared that "rf the clippers struck 
him, he could get seriously injured, his eyes or throat could get cut, or he 
could gel knocked out and the decedent could gain possession of his 
#firearm. 1~M1lhen the decedent came within three t4 five feet from the first 
deputy sheriff, the first deputy sheriff feared he would be seriously injured. 
The first deputy sheriff raised his lef# forearm to protect his head and face 
while with his right hand he brought his duty weapon down to his side hip 
and discharged four rounds toward the decedent. 

The decedent fell to the ground onto his starnach with his hands under his 
body. The first deputy advised, via his portab{e radio, that he was involved 
in a shooting and requested medir2l asSisf~nca for the decedent. 

When additional units arrived on scene, the deputy sheriffs approached 
the decedent end quickly rendered mediC21 aid urtti! paramedics from the 
L45 Angeles bounty Fire Department arrived on scene. 

The decedent was transported to Ronald i~eagan Hospital where 
lifesaving medical rare was administered. The decedent succumbed to 
his injuries end was pronOunCed dead at the hospital_ 

Briefly describe the root causelsl of the cfaimllawsuit; 

A Department roo# cause in this incident was the shooting of a mentall}r ill rnan that was using a pair of 
metal hair clippers as a weapon against the on-scene deputy sheriffs. 

Another Department root cause in this incident was the lack of investigation regarding the decedent's 
alleged rrtenfal illness prior to contacting him. 

A non-Departmenk root cause in this incident was the decedent's failure to comply with the lawful orders 
of Los Angeles County deputy sheriffs. Instead of obeying the de{~uky sheriffs' orders, the decedent 
armed himsekf with a pair of hair clippers that he used as a weapon and aggressively charged at the 
deputy Sheriffs while swinging the weapon in a threatening manner. 

Briefly describe recommended corrective actions: 
(Include each corrective action, due date, responsible party, end any disciplinary actions if appropriate) 

Criminal tnvestiQation 
Tha incident 4vas investigated by the Sheriff'$ Department's Homicide Bureau to determine if any criminal 
niisoonduct occurred. 

Qn February 21, Z01$, the Las Rngeles County District Attorney's Office concluded that the first deputy 
sheriff was hon@stly in fear that he woU{d suffer gr~ak bodily injury at the time he fired his duty weapon. 
We further find that there is insufficient evidence to prove beyond a reasonable doubt that his decision 
was unreasonable. The decedent threatened the first deputy sheriff's lift 2nd ad~anCed rdpidty toward 
him while swinging an edged weapon. ~,ithaugh the first deputy sheriff may have had other options 
available to him, there is insufficient evidence to prove that his sgEit-second decision to usg deadly force 
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County of Las Angeles 
S~rrnmary Corrective Action Plan 

in this situation was unreasonable. The bistrici Attorney's Office indicated the case would be closed 
and they would take no further action in this matter. 

AdminFstt~ativ+~ Investiaation 
This incident was investigated by representatives bf the Sheriff's t?epartrnenYs Internal Affairs Bureau 
to determine if any administrative misconduct occurred before, during, ar after this incident. The results 
of the investigation +,vere presented to the Executive Farce Review Committee (EFRCj for adjudicatipn, 

On January 'E 1, 2019, the EFRC determined the use of deadly force and tactics were within 4epartment 
pal icy. 
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~taunty of Lot Nt~eias 
~urnmary Correctiva A~t1on Plan 

3. Are the c~rt~cth►e motions sddr~ssk~9 L10p~rtmenl-wide s~2em is~~a? 

d YeS — The carrocdvs ac~or9s address► Depe~rlm~rrt-wdde system isat~s. 

~ No — Th$ camecl6ve acdana are only ~ppMcabte to the ~tfectad paN~a. 

Narxl~: (FtI.hAAM,aQem~ntcoobhaory 

Albert M. Maldonado, CaptaM~ 
Ftiak Mena9amet~t Bureau 

Sid r~: 

'~' 1 

Name: ('O~p~r*nN+t Hem 

Matkhaw J. Burson, Chief 
ProfESsiOr~l BteRdsr+d6 Divfsiott 

Sig ure: 
G 
t~ 
i 

bats: 

l ~`~ ~ 

Qete: 

l 

Cltf~f E~~culiw O[flca Rhk Mal t Irlsp~cbo~ GNt~er#{ !J!!~ 4NLY 

Are the s~maot~ve actions epp~rable ~a other daper~nnents wft~in tt~ Cvur~tyt 

o Yes, the oarecdvs scbiarts PvOer~Mgr harre Caanly-wide app~cabitiry. 

No. the co~rec~vr ~ctior~ aro a ble Daily b Ufa Depaetment 

arrta: i~ r~,.p.n,.r~t ~nao~ctor can«rla 

~! ~~~ 

SIQlt~ 
. _ _. , _ . . . .. 

_ ~ _~;:~ 

/~ 

D~kA: 

' - ~ ?~~O 
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES CLAIMS BOARD 

MINUTES OF REGULAR MEETING 

MARCH 2, 2020 

Call to Order. 

This meeting of the County of Los Angeles Claims Board was called to order at 9:40 a.m. 
The meeting was held in the Executive Conference Room, 648 Kenneth Hahn Hall of 
Administration, Los Angeles, California. 

Claims Board Members present at the meeting were: Chair Steve Robles, Arlene Barrera, and 
Adrienne Byers. 

Other persons in attendance at the meeting were: Office of the County Counsel: Millicent Rolon, 
Christopher Keosian, Lana Choi, Kelsey Nau, Richard Kudo, Kent Sommer, Jonathan McCaverty, 
and Eduardo Montelongo; Sheriff's Department: Marjory Jacobs, Alex Canchola, Pat Jordan, 
Kevin Pearcy, Kristine Corrales, Richard Marascola, Allen Castellano, David Sprenzel, and Eric 
Castano; Department of Public Works: David Gonazlez; Parks and Recreation: Malou Rubio, and 
Vicky Santana; Internal Services Department: Bryce Tyler, Araceli Aranda, and Shana Witcher; 
Public Defender: Michael Suzuki, and Robert Kayne; Department of Health Services: Katie 
Mathers; and Outside Counsel: Laura Inlow, Andrew Pongralz, and Andrew Baum. 

2. Opportunity for members of the public to address the Claims Board on items of 
interest within the subject matter jurisdiction of the Claims Board. 

No members of the public addressed the Claims Board. 

3. Closed Session —Conference with Legal Counsel —Existing Litigation 
(Subdivision (a) of Government Code section 54956.9) 

At 9:45 a.m., the Chairperson adjourned the meeting into Closed Session to discuss the 
items listed as 4(a) through 4(i). 

4. Report of actions taken in Closed Session. 

At 11:58 a.m., the Claims Board reconvened in open session and reported the actions 
taken in Closed Session as follows: 

a. Anqelena Sandifor, et al. v. County of Los Angeles, et al. 
United States District Court Case No. CV-18-07650 

This lawsuit concerns allegations of sexual assault by a Sheriff Deputy; settlement is 
recommended in the amount of $1,700,000. 

Action Taken: 

The Claims Board recommended to the Board of Supervisors the settlement of this 
matter in the amount of $1,700,000. 

Vote: Ayes: 3 —Chair Steve Robles, Arlene Barrera, and Adrienne Byers 
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b. K.L., a minor by McGhee, Niiae, et al. v. County of Los Angeles, et al. 
United States District Court Case No. 2:18-CV-4910 

This wrongful death and federal civil rights lawsuit arises out of the fatal shooting of 
Plaintiffs' son by a Sheriff Deputy; settlement is recommended in the amount of 
$1,025,000. 

Action Taken: 

The Claims Board recommended to the Board of Supervisors the settlement of this 
matter in the amount of $1,025,000. 

Vote: Ayes: 3 —Chair Steve Robles, Arlene Barrera, and Adrienne Byers 

c. Louis Friedman, et al. v. County of Los Angeles, et al. 
Los Angeles Superior Court Case No. BC 647075 

This lawsuit alleges Plaintiffs federal civil rights were violated and he was subjected 
to retaliation; settlement is .recommended in the amount of $99,999. 

Action Taken: 

The Glaims Board approved the settlement of this matter in the amount of $99,999. 

Vote: Ayes: 3 —Chair Steve Robles, Arlene Barrera, and Adrienne Byers 

d. Leonar Gregorian v. County of Los Angeles, et al. 
United States District Court Case No. 19-CV-07738 MWF (ASx) 

This lawsuit concerns allegations of federal civil rights violations and state-law 
negligence by a former inmate claiming that Sheriffs personnel were deliberately 
indifferent to his safety; settlement is recommended in the amount of $30,000. 

Action Taken: 

The Claims Board approved the settlement of this matter in the amount of $30,000. 

Vote: Ayes: 3 —Chair Steve Robles, Arlene Barrera, and Adrienne Byers 

e. Ren Zhenq v. County of Los Angeles, et al. 
Los Angeles Superior Court Case No. BC 670331 

This lawsuit arises from alleged injuries sustained in a vehicle accident involving an 
on-duty Sheriff's Deputy; settlement is recommended in the amount of $495,000. 

Action Taken: 

The Claims Board recommended to the Board of Supervisors the settlement of this 
matter in the amount of $495,000. 

Vote: Ayes: 3 —Chair Steve Robles, Arlene Barrera, and Adrienne Byers 
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Lauren Paine v. Erik Alexander Cobian, et al. 
Los Angeles Superior Court Case No. BC 636370 

This dangerous condition lawsuit against the Department of Public Works arises from 
injuries sustained in a solo vehicle accident in the unincorporated area of the County; 
settlement is recommended in the amount of $100,000. 

Action Taken: 

The Claims Board approved the settlement of this matter in the amount of $100,000. 

Vote: Ayes: 3 —Chair Steve Robles, Arlene Barrera, and Adrienne Byers 

g. Jane N.B. Doe v. County of Los Angeles, et ai. 
Los Angeles Superior Court Case No. 18STCV00604 

This lawsuit concerns allegations of sexual molestation by a Department of Parks 
and Recreation employee; settlement is recommended in the amount of $625,000. 

Action Taken: 

The Claims Board recommended to the Board of Supervisors the settlement of this 
matter in the amount of $625,000. 

Vote: Ayes: 3 —Chair Steve Robles, Arlene Barrera, and Adrienne Byers 

h. Keela Castle v. County of Los Angeles 
Los Angeles Superior Court Case No. 19STCV06099 

This lawsuit concerns allegations that an employee of the Internal Services 
Department was subjected to retaliation and discrimination based on gender, race 
and age; settlement is recommended in the amount of $350,000. 

Action Taken: 

The Claims Board recommended to the Board of Supervisors the settlement of this 
matter in the amount of $350,000. 

Vote: Ayes: 3 —Chair Steve Robles, Arlene Barrera, and Adrienne Byers 

Gaspar Zavala v. Brown, Ronald, et al. 
United States District Court Case No. CV 18-04472 SJO (ASx) 

This lawsuit concerns allegations of federal civil rights violations by a former Public 
Defender client who claims his constitutional rights were violated; settlement is 
recommended in the amount of $2,800,000. 

Action Taken: 

The Claims Board recommended to the Board of Supervisors the settlement of this 
matter in the amount of $2,800,000. 

Vote: Ayes: 3 —Chair Steve Robles, Arlene Barrera, and Adrienne Byers 
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j. Christy Mayfield v. County of Los Angeles 
Los Angeles Superior Court Case No. BC 686153 

This lawsuit concerns allegations that an employee of the Department of Health 
Services was subjected to discrimination and harassment based on disability and 
retaliation; settlement is recommended in the amount of $275,000. 

Action Taken: 

The Claims Board recommended to the Board of Supervisors the settlement of this 
matter in the amount of $275,000. 

Vote: Ayes: 3 —Chair Steve Robles, Arlene Barrera, and Adrienne Byers 

5. Approval of the Minutes of the February 3, 2020, regular meeting of the Claims 
Board. 

Action Taken: 

The Claims Board approved the minutes. 

Vote: Ayes: 3 —Chair Steve Robles, Arlene Barrera, and Adrienne Byers 

6. Items not on the posted agenda, to be referred to staff or placed on the agenda for 
action at a further meeting of the Board, or matters requiring immediate action 
because of emergency situation or where the need to take immediate action came to 
the attention of the Board subsequent to the posting of the agenda. 

No such matters were discussed. 

7. Adjournment. 

The meeting was adjourned at 12:01 p.m. 

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES CLAIMS BOARD 

i 

By 
Derek ~ ane 
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