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STATEMENT OF PROCEEDINGS 
 

FOR THE REGULAR MEETING 
 

OF THE LOS ANGELES COUNTY CLAIMS BOARD 
 

HELD IN ROOM 648 OF THE KENNETH HAHN HALL OF ADMINISTRATION, 
 

500 WEST TEMPLE STREET, LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90012 
 

ON 
 

MONDAY, DECEMBER 1, 2014, AT 9:30 A.M. 
 

Present:  Chair John Naimo, Steve Robles, and Patrick Wu 
 
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. Daniel Rodriguez v. County of Los Angeles, et al. 

United States District Court Case No. CV 12-08622 
 

This lawsuit concerns allegations of federal civil rights violations and the use of 
excessive force by Sheriff's Deputies. 

 
Action Taken: 

 
The Claims Board approved settlement of this matter in the amount of $75,000. 

 
Vote: Ayes:  3 – John Naimo, Steve Robles, and Patrick Wu 

 
See Supporting Documents 
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b. Farida Kazemi v. Los Angeles County Department of 
Children and Family Services, et al. 
Los Angeles County Superior Court Case No. BC 507 471 

 
This lawsuit concerns allegations that an employee of the Department of Children 
and Family Services was subjected to religious discrimination and a hostile work 
environment. 

 
Action Taken: 

 
The Claims Board approved settlement of this matter in the amount of $63,750. 

 
Vote: Ayes:  2 – Steve Robles and Patrick Wu 

Noes:  1 – John Naimo 
 

c. Silvia Pinedo v. County of Los Angeles 
Los Angeles County Superior Court Case No. KC 065 429 
 
This lawsuit arises from alleged injuries received from a slip and fall at a 
Probation Department office. 

 
Action Taken: 

 
The Claims Board approved settlement of this matter in the amount of $49,999. 

 
Vote: Ayes:  3 – John Naimo, Steve Robles, and Patrick Wu 

 
See Supporting Documents 

 
d. South Coast Air Quality Management District v. County of Los Angeles 

(Department of Health Services, Rancho Los Amigos National 
Rehabilitation Center) 

 
This matter concerns penalties against the County for alleged violation of State 
low NOx emission standards regulated by the South Coast Air Quality 
Management District. 

 
Action Taken: 

 
The Claims Board approved settlement of this matter in the amount of $50,000 
plus $40 per month until completion of the retrofitting project, estimated at ten 
months. 

 
Vote: Ayes:  3 – John Naimo, Steve Robles, and Patrick Wu 

 
See Supporting Documents 
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e. Alberto Alvarez v. County of Los Angeles, et al. 
Orange County Superior Court Case No. 30-2013-00678468; 
consolidated with Alex Solis v. Alberto Alvarez 
Orange County Superior Court Case No. 30-2013-00664043 
 
This lawsuit arises from alleged injuries sustained in a vehicle accident involving 
a Fire Department fire engine. 

 
Action Taken: 

 
The Claims Board approved settlement of this matter the amount of $22,500. 

 
Vote: Ayes:  3 – John Naimo, Steve Robles, and Patrick Wu 

 
See Supporting Documents 

 
f. Los Angeles County Flood Control District v. PCS/Bella Vita, LLC 

Los Angeles Superior Court Case No. BC 516 384 
 
This lawsuit concerns the recovery of unpaid rent, plus late fees by the Los 
Angeles County Flood District, Department of Public Works, from PCS/Bella Vita, 
LLC, related to a breach of contract. 

 
Action Taken: 

 
The Claims Board recommended to the Board of Supervisors the settlement of 
this matter wherein the County will accept payment in the amount of $300,000. 

 
Vote: Ayes:  3 – John Naimo, Steve Robles, and Patrick Wu 

 
See Supporting Document 
 

g. Claim of Hasley Canyon Mobile Estates 
 

This claim seeks compensation for real property damage allegedly caused by the 
malfunction of a water pressure regulator maintained by the Department of Public 
Works. 

 
Action Taken: 

 
The Claims Board approved settlement of this matter the amount of $55,809. 

 
Vote: Ayes:  3 – John Naimo, Steve Robles, and Patrick Wu 

 
See Supporting Documents 
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h. Vicente Perez, et al. v. County of Los Angeles 
Los Angeles Superior Court Case No. TC 027 184 

 
This lawsuit concerns allegations of medical malpractice by LAC+USC Medical 
Center that contributed to the death of the plaintiffs' spouse and mother. 

 
Action Taken: 

 
The Claims Board recommended to the Board of Supervisors the settlement of 
this matter in the amount of $1,650,000. 

 
Vote: Ayes:  3 – John Naimo, Steve Robles, and Patrick Wu 

 
See Supporting Documents 

 
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. 

 
5. Approval of the minutes of the November 3, 2014, regular meeting of the Claims 

Board. 
 

Action Taken: 
 
The Claims Board approved the minutes. 
 
Vote: Ayes:  3 – John Naimo, Steve Robles, and Patrick Wu 

 
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. 

 
7. Adjournment 

 
 



CASE SUMMARY

INFORMATION ON PROPOSED SETTLEMENT OF LITIGATION

CASE NAME ~ Daniel Rodriguez v. County of
Los Angeles, et al.

CASE NUMBER CV12-08622

COURT

DATE FILED

COUNTY DEPARTMENT

PROPOSED SETTLEMENT AMOUNT

ATTdRN~Y FOR ~'LAINTIFF

COUNTY COUNSEL ATTORNEY

NATURE OF CASE

PAID ATTORNEY FEES, TO DATE

HOA.1107333.1

United States District Court

Complaint filed: October 9, 2012

Sheriff s Department

$ 75,000

Thomas E. Beck

The Beck Law Firm

Diane C. Reagan

Plaintiff Daniel Rodriguez alleges
several civil righfis violations,
including the use ofi excessive
force resulting in injuries, in
connection with his January 7,
2011 arrest.

. The County denies the allegations;
however, due to the risks and
'uncertainties of the litigation, a
reasonable settlement at this time
will avoid further litigations costs.
Therefore, a full and final.
settlement of the case in the
amount of $75,000 is
recommended.

$ $61,147



PAID COSTS, TO DATE $ $9825

HOA.1107333.1



Case Name aaniei Rodriguez v. Gnunty of Los Angeiss, ec aE.

Summa ~orrecti~r+~ ~►Gtir~n tan

The intent of this farm is to assjst departments in writing a corrective ac
tion plan summary for aktachment

to the settlement documents dev~lop~:d far the Board at Supervisors and
Jar the County of los Angeles

Claims Board. The summary should be a specific overview of the claims/(awsutts
' identified root causes

and corrective actions (status, time frame, and responsible party). This summar
y does not replace the

Corrective Action Plan form. !f there is a question relatedto canfidentialikv; please consult 
County Counsel.

Date of incidendevent: ~ Friday..January 7, 2011, at approximately A:2Q p.m.

Briefly provide a description
of the incidenUevent: 

Daniel Rodrigwez u. Gounty of l,os Angeles, et at.

Summary Corr~ctiv~ Action Pian Na. 2014-05~

On Friday, January 7, Zp11, at approximately 4:20 p.m., iwo uniformed

Los Angeles Cpunty deputy sheriffs, assigned to the Los Angeles Count
y

Sherifif's Department's Century Station, detained the plaintiff far a violation

of California Penal Cade section 64'7(fy, DisardErly Conduct. They initially

detained the plaintiff in the backseat of their patrol uehicie.

in attempting to handcuff the plaintiff, a violent confrontation ensued. The

two deputy sheriffs used phystca4 force to overcame the resistance and

assaultive behavior offered by the plaintiff.

and subsequsnflyThe plaintiff was uHimately retrained, handcuffed,

talon into custody.

Briefly describe thc~ root cau~e(s) of the ciaimllawsuit:

In his lawsuit, the plaintiff alleged he was supjected to ~n unreasonable search, seizure, 
and excessive

physiGai force cpmmitted by members of the l.os Arrgeies County SherifF's C?epartment. 
+

2. Briefly describe recommended corrective actions:
{Include each corrective action, due date, responsible party, and any dlsciplmary actions 

if appropriate)

The l.as Angeles County Sheriff's Department had relevant policies and procedures
/protocols in etfeck

at the time of the incident.

The Los Angeles County Sheriff s d~parfimenk's training curriculum addresses the ci
rcumstances which

occurred in the incident. _

This incident was investigated by representaCives from the l.as Angeles County Sheriff
s Department's

Century Station. l'heir investigation found that the use of physical farce and the option
s exercised by

the deputy sheriffs was objectively reasanab(e and justified

No employee misconduct is suspected, and no systemic issues were identified. 
Consequently, na

personnel-related administrative action was taken, and no other corrective action 
measures are

recommended nor. contemplated.

gocument version: 4.Q (January 2013 
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County of Las Angeles
Summary Corrective Flctlan Plan

fln September 11, 2014, the Los AngelES Caunty Sheriffs gepartment's Risk Management Bureau

published ~isld Operations ~uppart Services Newsletter 1419, Seated end ~ackseat roves#Igaffve

petentions, designed to remind members of opt+ons and factors to consider when using seated

investigative detention taafic~ and, specificatiy, the backse~t detention.

3. Are the correcfilue actions addressing department-wide system issues?

D Yes—'Che corrective Factions address department-vuide system issues.

~ i~p —The carr~ctive ac#ions are only appiic~ble to the affected parties.

l.os Angeles County Sheriff's Department

N~t11~; (Flick Management Coaailnetar)

Scott E. Johnson, captain
Risk Management Bureau

Signature: .

Narne: (t~~pa,~meM Head?

... .
Date: _____

.~~~I~1/

Earl M_ 5hi~Ids, GhieF
~ profes~ianal Standards Qivision

r,. ......... ..._.._ .. . ....... .. .... ............... ..
Signature: °Rate:

~~~
~Chti~~ ~~x~~utiue C3f~iaa R~si~• ~~nageriii±~r~~~~hs ~tc~F C3ent~ra~ °USA; C3N~.`Y

At~`the:cor~~~~ve _~cfiorfs.~ippl~~~~a'~i? citt~er depe~i~ients witf~iC~ the ~ar~rity~`1

~ C7 •Yes,=E#i~ cvr~~cti~te ~~i~t~s•:pi~t~riti~.i~+.hav~~Cdu~t}r-v~ttle.appltca~f4ity+, ._

~7 Nis, -the.r„orteEfijve a~tic~na~~.ai^~'aPt?~fca4t~..on~y~ ta. ftii~ i~ep~~tment;

Name; (Risk Management inspector General)

~' ~~ ~~w.h 5~"... _.. .. ... .. w .., ., .... _ . , .. .. _. _.......
Si nature: :Date:

\~ F

Document version: 4.(1(January 2Q13) Page 2 of 2



CASE SUMMARY

INFORMATION ON PROPOSED SETTLEMENT OF LITIGATION

CASE NAME Silvia Pinedo v. County of Los
Angeles.

CASE NUMBER KC065429

COURT Los_Angeles County Superior
Court

DATE FILED ~ January 16, 2013

COUNTY DEPARTMENT ISD and Probation

PROPOSED SETTLEMENT AMOUNT $ 49,999

ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF Edor G. Anderson.
Sarajian Law Group

COUNTY COUNSEL ATTORNEY Adrian G. Gragas
Principal Deputy County Counsel

`NATURE OF CASE This lawsuit arises from a slip and
fall that occurred on January 26,
2012, at the Probation Department
office located on the 3rd- Floor of
the EI Monte Courthouse. The

v plaintiff Silvia Pinedo slipped and
fell in a,puddle of vomit in the
hallway of the Probation
Department Offices. Ms. Pinedo
claims injuries as a result of the
accident. Due to the risks and
uncertainties of litigation, a full and ,..
final settlement of the case is
warranted.

PAID ATTORNEY FEES, TO DATE $ 38,805

PAID COSTS, TO DATE

HOA.1098484.1

$ 10,266



_.~ ~,_ . ~._w__A,_.. ~._ ~ _.___ ___ n ,_....

Case Name: PINEaQ, Silvia vs COLA;

~ur~nn~ry ~arr+~c~~ve ,~1c~i+an P~~n

The intent of this farm is to assist departments in writing a corrective aa~on plan summary fns attachment

to the settlement documents developed for the Board of Superrrisors and/ar the County of Los Angeles

Claims Board. The summary should be a specific overview Qf the daimsll~cwsuits' identified root causes

and aorreotive aeons (status, time frame, and responsibly party). 7hls summary does not replace the

Corrective Action Plan form. If there is a question related to canffd~nti~llty, :please consult

Ccwnty Counsel.

C?ata of tnaidentleue~nt: January 28, 2~1 ~

Briefly provide a description ~~ ~~nu~ry 26, 2t?12 at 10:29 gym, a private citizen visiting the #gird floor

flf the incidentlevent: offices of the l.as Angeles County Probation pepartrnent {in tl~e E!

.,,~ , .0 •.~~~a,
,i~ ~, ~.

Monte Courthouse), slipped sod fell (n clear liquid {vomit}.

__ _ _ _ __

~. Briefity desc~ib~ the rapt ~us~t~l of the ciaimnawsui~

1. i~robatlon employes end ZSD custodian did not fo!!aw-up w#th each other to ensure the vomit

hed been cleaned up.
2. Probation emptay~ did oat take immediate action to block off the area where the vomit was

located.
3. ISD custodian advi~ecf defense counsel'that he routinely deans the facility, however he was

nc~t able to cl+~arly state the duties established in the service level a~eement befween ISC} and

2. B~i~fly desc~rlbe recom~nend~d c+arrective actions:
(Int~uude eBCh cottoctive at~fon, due date, responsible pally, and any t~sdpl~tary adlcrns if aPlxopriate}

1. (SD custadEai staff wilt Ing, ft~cludfng date, time of request, and name of requester, calls for

service to address hazardous conditions {i.e., overflcfwing toilet, water on t~oa~s, etc.}, tSp

custodial staff will confirm completion of clan-up service with customer r~pr~ssentative by

obtaining a wri#ten reneipUcflnfirmafion. Custodial section man~gar cesp~nsible party to audit

fhe la eecei is an ~ mnn#hi basis.

Document v~r~ian: 4.0 {J~nuary 2t}~ 3) Page 1 of 2



County of dos Angeles
Summary Corrective A~tfon Plan

3. Aye the carreckive actions addressing department-wide system issues?

Yes —The aorrective aetitms address department-wide system issue.

C] Na —The canectfve actions are only ~pplicabl~ to the affected partfe~.

Name: (Risk Management Caorr!{nator}
Mark A. Cotton ~

Signature;. 
~-----~--~--.—.~--°..___._ 

~at~:
~~ .o..~._.~ 

_.........~..~ e

Nampa: (t)epartmenc Head)

~...1~'i w1 J ca~ ~ S,

S(gnatu~e: ~.._ ~.. ~. ~ Gate: ~ NOV ~ 9 70i4 . .
..

Chief Eicecoti~re Office~Rtsk Ma~nage~►►ank Inspector General USE~ONi if

- - Are the carrective actions appNcable to ether departments within the County?

i
Yes, the corrective actions potentially hive County-wido applicabil(ty.

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

e: (Ft~slc tNanegemenf ~nspectar Genera~~

tug: o~t~: ~

Gocum~rrk version: 4.0 {January 2U13} Page 2 ofi.2



Case Name: Pinedo v. County of l..os Angeles; et al. ~ u°J,:

+`.

Summary Corrective Ac~iorr Plan ',k~~,~

Kf ~t1C .•

~gtt~ORt'!'

The intent of this form is to assist departments in writing a corrective act(on plan summary for attachment

to the settlement documents developed far the Board of Supervisors andlor the County of dos Angeles

Claims Board, The summary should be a specific pverview of the claimsllawsuits' identified root cause
s

and corrective actions (status, time frame, and responsible party). This summary does not replace the

Corrective Action Plan form, If there is a question related to conffdenNality, please consult

County Counsel

Date of incident/event: January 26, 2012

Briefly provide a description On January 26, 2012 at approximately 12:30 p.m, at the ~I Monte

of the incident/event; Courthouse, the plaintiff Plnedo•was taking her son to the Probation
Office located at the Courthouse, when she slipped and fall on vomit in

from of the Probation office.

The plaintiff claims that the County failed to keep the common hallway

safe and created a dangerous condition and failed to warn despite

having awareness and knowledge of the hazard.

The third floor of the ~i Monte Courthouse is being leased by the

FrobaHon Department far both adult and juvenile probation offices,

Although the leaseholder of the ihtrd floor is the Probation Department,

the custodial and jan(torEal services of the third floor are being provided .

by the Infernal Services Department (ISDj.

The investigations related to this matter indicated that the {'rpbation
Department receptionist informed the Head Clerk of the vomit in the

hallway; and. the Mead Clerk in turn contacted ISD to have JaNtorlal
services fnr the clean-up. ISD janitor Trevino found vomit in the
women's restraom and cleaned it up; however, Mr. Trevino dId not

locate vom{t In the third floor.;haiiway directly in front of the adult
probation office,

A pepury Probation Officer observed Ms. Plnedo In the hallway; Ms.

Pinedo was lying fn the middle of the hallway and claiming inJury to her

left shoulder, left knee, and right hand.

~. t3rletiy descrige the root causes] of the ciaimllawsuit:

The follow(ng are primary root causes that will (or have been) addressed in connection with this

~~ lawsuit:
• Lack of proper cordoning or blocking of the area where there Is a potential hazardfspii►age

while waiting for custodial/janitorial services to conduct clean-up.

• Lack of proper;documentatian of the call for service to ISD and to follow-up with the service

request,
• Inability to properly describe and IdentEfy the affected area where the hazard is to

custodianlJanitor,
• Lack of proper follow-up with the service request to ensure that the )ob has been compietec

2. Brlafiy describe recommended corrective actions:
(Include each corrective action, due date, responsl6le party, and any disciplinary actions If approprlata

)

The corrective action Ian will consist of atwo-ste rocess;

Document version: 4,0 (January 2013) Page 1 of 2



County of Los Angeles
Summary Corrective Action Pian '

1, Protocol will be developed to ensure that calls far service to ISD custodial services are being
.documented

• A log has been developed to record the calls for service and to track the progress and ',
completion of the call

• The log will capture, detail and track the progress and completion of the call, which
includes the Probation Department's effort in cordoning nff khe affected area where
theta is ahazard/spillage, the details of notification/caQ for serv(ce #o ISD for custodial
services as well as the follow-up and documentation for the completion of service.

2, The Probation Director of the area officeffacility will communicate w(th all Probation staff
regarding the protocol set forth and this information will be placed'in a common area of the
office and accessible by all Probation staff. The Probation Director will ensure that all
Probation staff has been properly informed of the protocol by retaining asign-off sheet,
indicaEing the staffs' acknowiedgament and receipt of information.

Due Date --The Litigation Manager of the Los Angeles County Probation Qepartmen#
is currently working with the Senior Probation pireator of the E! Monte Courthouse
Probation Office fo conduct an office staff meeting to discuss the protocol and to
(mpiement the immediate usage of the calls for service log. This process is expected

3. Are the corrective actions addressing department-wide system.Issues?

D Yes ~ The corrective actions address department-wide system issues.

X No -The corrective actions are only. appiica6le to the affected parties.

Name: (Risk Management Coordinator)
'JACKUN INJIJIAN

Signet Date:

.` ~2~~Gyn Il J~ 1
Nams: pariment Head) l

s ~• ~
Slynature:

n
Date: .7 , 1 c f

li`~

" t ~+
Chief ~xeau n ve ffi~e Risk Management Inspector Cenerai USA ONLY .

Are the oorregtive actions applicable to other departments within the County?

Yss; the corrective actfons.potentlaliy hive County-wide applicability.

❑ Na, the corrective actions are appi(cable only to this departmsrit.

~L'~19: (Risk Management Inspector General)

bate:
~~

12

Daoument version; 4.0 (January 2013) Page 2 of 2



CASE SUMMARY

INFORMATION ON PROPOSED SETTLEMENT OF LITIGATION

CASE NAME

CASE NUMBER

• :1

COUNTY DEPARTMENT

PROPOSED SETTLEMENT AMOUNT

ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF

COUNTY COUNSEL ATTORNEY

NATURE OF CASE

HOA.1108550.1

Penalties Assessed by South Coast
Air Quality Management District
("SCAQMD") against County of Los
Angeles (Department of Health
Services, Rancho Los Amigos.
National Rehabilitation Center)

N/A -

January 1, 2012

Department of Health Services

$ 50,000 plus $40 per month until
completion of the retrofitting project
(estimated at ten months)

Ruby R. Fernandez, Senior Deputy
District Counsel, SCAQMD

Patrice Salseda, Senior Deputy
County Counsel

This case involves the proposed
assessment of penalties against the
County for alleged violation of State
low NOx emission standards
regulated by SCAQMD.

The assessment of non-compliance
penalties resulted from the alleged
failure .of a County contractor, SR&B
Boilers Inc. dba Heat Transfer
Solutions, to perform under a April 27;
2011 purchase order to retrofit three
boilers at Rancho .Los Amigos
National Rehabilitation Center to meet
Sfiate emission standards. The
purchase order with tMe contractor
was terminated and a new vendor



PAID ATTORNEY FEES, TO DATE

PAID COSTS, TO DATE

HOA.1108550.1

was selected to complete the
retrofitting project at the County
facility. In order to proceed with the
project, an Order of Abatement and
settlement of the non-compliance
penalties is required before the
SCAQMD and the United Stafies
Equal Protection Agency will approve
a Permit to Construct for project.

$ 0



Case Name: County of Las Ang~ies v SR&B Boiler dba Hest Transfer Salutians
~-___._. ~._..w.~.. ~ ..~ . -- -._._..__... ~ _. —.~ ...__ ._. _

a d o

C~I~IFdR~~ ̀~

The intent of this form is to assist departments in writing a corrective action plan summary far att~chm~nt
to the settlement documents developed fc~r the Board of Supervisors end/car the County of l.os Angeles
Claims Board. The summary showld be a specific overview of the cia+ms/iawsuits' id~ntifi~d rflot causes
and corrective actions (status; #ime fame, and responsible party). This summary does nQt replac.~ ttie
Co~re~tive Actipn Dian form. If there is a question rely#ed to ~nfidentiafi please consult
County Cour~s~l.

Date of
incidenUevent: March ~~11 to Nc~v~mb~er ~i. ~t114

8rie#ly provide ~ mouth Coast A'rr Quality M~n~gement District (SGAQMD) emissions regul~ti~ns require

description of the ~~~P~ianee with ~mission~ limits on or before January 7, 2012. In accr~rd~n~e with these

incident/event: +'~9~la~ons the D~par~ent of Health Services (QHS} submitted a compliance plan to
retrp~t #ie three of the four boilers at Rancho Loy Amfgos National Rehabi{itation Center
(Rancho} to SCAQMD Qn decemb~r 23, 2009.

Through competitive saEicitations, ISD awarded a ct~ntract to SR&B Boilers, Inc..
dba H+ t Transfer. Solutions #nc, (H1'Sj far the ~abricatian and instaDation of three low
emissions burners at Rancho on April 27, 2(I11.

After ~evet~a! months of u+~prking on k~iier No. 2, HE'S was unable to obtain compliance
wi#h Gounty contract ~pecificatior~s. Thereafter, on June 4, 2012, HT5 was removed from

the project.

In eansultaEi4n with GpunEy Cctun3el, Ct7 end [~~IS, in October 2Q12, !SD dectar~d HTS
in ~re~ch of contras#, snd moved to ~cc~ss M"TS' PerFormance Band far;Rancha. Thy
5ure#y company that provided the Viand tcxak over responsibility, and was to complete the
entire project within 980 days of the contract date. However, the Sur~;tY filed to meat the
conteact camplekion d+~adline.

Due tQ the inability of MTS to achieu~ ~missio~ts r„ompli~nce under the awarded cantfaact
by January 1, 2012; a~AQMQ has impc}set! non-complianc€~ penalties. "fo date the
p~n~lties total X50,000, wh"rch include a ~1,OOQ one far each month the bailers were out 4f
compliancy. SCAQRfld require$ ttre Cawr►ty to settle these penalties prigr to issuing the
County a new Permit to Gon$truct tc~ complete ttt~ retrafrtting project. In addition,
SCAC2MD will impost a penalty pf $5t?.00 per rnonfh unki! the project is cc~mpfet~.

Briefly describe the rcacxt„~awt~~t 1 of the claimlf~zWVSUit:

~u~ s:
H'TS. confirmed in writing, as did the rnanuf~turer cal the burners, that the County specifica~on caaEdlwauld be
met. M'TS was not able to meet the required Gcrunfy specifications.

(7ue #o the inability of HTS to perform under the ~w~rded contract, the project has. beep delayed aid th e

Jaunty has not been able to achieve compliance with S~AQMD's ~egulatians. As a result, ~~AClMC~ has

assessed the County litre of $50,OOQ far nc~r~-care~plianc~.

Dacumen# version: 4.4 (January 2013} Page 't o~ 3



County ~# Los Ang~l~s
5umrnary Corr~efiive Action ~t~~

2. Briefly describe r~cor~trt~~~d~d ~ort~cdv+~ ~cUans:
(tnclude sash corrective ac6ort, dtr~ date, resporosibie party, ~~d any disc.~plinary actions if apptoExiate)

~uv ~t~tici#~~on: Un Jwly 1; ~Q~f~, ~~ro~ Board ~i Supervisors authari~ed tF~~ Purchasing Agent to issue a new
~oII~IC~#fon to ~ornpl~te~ t~tie ~~j~~t, The ~aliciE~tion proc~~~ cor~m~nCed nn Juty 2, 2014 and uvas eompl~t~d
on Duty 8, 201~t. Thy praj~~~ w~i~ ~'~-~al~~it~d end ~ward~d based ors rr~w sp~cf~c~tfor~~. 'fhe solicitation was
~valw~ted by IUD end bH:~ ~~c~rtn~l end ~w~rded to the most qu~li~ed bidder. Thy r~sponsibi~ party i~
~~rald Plur~rn~r, f~ivisior~ I~/f~n~g~r, fib i~urehasin~.

~~r~nik ~ ~on~trtac~: A ~'e~rni~ t~ Gans~uct rt~u~t b~ ab~ined from ~CAQIIrIO end the ~nviranm~nt~i
F'eoC ion Ag~rtcy (~~'A). ~3n Qct~C~~r 21, 2U14, pFl~ ~u6rtmi#ted art ~pRlic~tio~1 to SCAC2M~ far the Permit to
Cnn~tcuct ~i€~~g wi#~ ~h~ ~~~1ia~ f~~. F{e►w~vert ~~AQi~G} h~a~ring ~icd r~w~t approve ~ s~t#I~m~r~t
~~C?,t}OC?} ~rtd Order of 1A~b~ rep ~ pt~pr tQ ~pprouing the P~rmi~ too tins#ettr t. ~'F~~ r~~p~r~sibl~ party is
~ich~saf ~e~r, [~ir~tor, ~ itifii tk~~~~g~m~nt, ~t~nek~+~ I Q~ Amiga National l~~h~~ilit~tior~ C~,r~##~r.

,~QMI~ ~~mr~ti~r~~~: Qr~~ ~~~ r~trof~#~ing is eompiet~, fh~ bail~r~ wiil t~ ~ourc~ 1'es#~~ to contrast and
~C~QMII r~quir+~mer~#~. ~7n~ hh~ b~il~r~ aa~iev~ ~orr~~iian~~, ~3~AQM~ will c~a~~~impasing ~ rnantitly $50
f . T'h~ rer~~itting is #i~i~ ¢! t~ b~ ~ar~plefi~ wi~tin tw~Iue rnon#hs cif c~mrn~nc~m~r~t of the project. The
~~ponsi~l~ (~~y is d ~~~, ~'~jt ~11~r~~tger.
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County of fps Angeles
Summary Correc~ve Action Plan

3. Are the corrective actions addressing department-wide system issues?

❑ Yes —The corrective actions address department-wide system issues.

❑ No —The corrective actions are aniy applicable to the affected porkies.

~Nat't'~@: (Risk emen~,Co rdin t )

Signature: Date:

N8t71~: tpepartment Head)

~ ~~5
Signature: Dais:

thief Executnie O~c~ Risk Management Inspector General USE aNLY

Are the corrective actions applicable to other departments within the County? ~

y~ Yes, -the corrective actions potentially have County-wide applicability.

' ~ Na, the correctiveartions are applicable orliy to this department

--------- -- --- -- ~``~
N~Ime: (Risk Management Inspector Generaq

r7 ~b! t Y ( G ~'TNTS"
Cate:

[?ocument version: 4.p ~Jar~uary 2013} Page 3 of 3



CASE SUMMARY

INFORMATION ON PROPOSED SETTLEMENT OF LITIGATION

CASE NAME.

CASE NI~MBER

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

HOA.1101534.1

Alberto Alvarez v. County of Los Angeles; et al.

30-2013-00678468

Orange County Superior Court

September 30, 2013

Fire

$ 22,500

Richard Sailer, Esq.
SAILER SAW FIRM

Joanne Nielsen
Principal Deputy County Counsel

This case involves an automobile accident between
Plaintiffs vehicle and a fire engine in an intersection.
The fire engine had its lights and sirens activated.

Plaintiff claims he sustanied injuries and damages
as a result of-the accident.

$ 32,870

$ 711



Case Name: Alvarez v. COLA, eCal ,

. ... ,.
. ..:

umim~iry:;~or.~'e~~~ve .A~#~crn . R~~n :- ~.:~

The latent of this form is to assist departments 7n writing a corrective action .plan 
summary for attachment

to .the settlement documents developed for the Board of Supervisors andlnr th
e County of l.os Angeles

Claims Board. The summery should"be a specific overview of the. claims/lawsui
ts' iden#ified root causes

and corrective actions {status, time frame, and responsible party); This summar
y does not replace the

Corrective Action Pian farm. if there is a question related to ggnfid~tialiry, please consult

County Counsel.

Date of incident/event:
October 4, 2012

Briefly provide a description
of the incidentlevent: Three vehicles (ambulance, paramedic squad, and f(re engine), ware

traveling Gads 3 southbound on Beach B.outevard in the City of Buena

Park In Q~ange County transporting a trauma patien# from the scene 
of

an accident to the University of California, lniine Medica) Center. The

~r~gine.was following the ambulance and squad Cade 3 in the event the

trauma patient required additional support during transport. if this

occurred, the only paramedic remaining in the.squad would need t
o

move_to the ambulance, which in turn would require Rubio's passenger,

Captain Alex Salis, .to drive the paramedic squad.

The vehic{es. appraached the Intersection with Stage Road,• t
he

ambulance and paramedic squad proceeded through with a green ligh
t,

but bafwe the engine reached the intersec#lon, the light cycled t
o red.

The Firefighter Specialist.drlving the engine slowed down; he observe
d

that all ether traffic was stopped and the:intersection was.alear. 
When

the fire engine was over halfway through the intersection, Piaintfff

Alvarez entered the interjection traveling eastbound on Stage Raad 
and

cogided with the engine. The Firefighter Specialist was complet
ely

wnaware. of Alvarez. until the engine was struck.

1. Briefly describe the root causets) of the claimllawsutt:

__. __ __

• The plaintiff failed to observe three emergency vehicles passing through 
the intersection he

was.about to enter.
• The. Firefighter specialist proceeded through a red light at an inters

ection without assuring that

ail crossing traffic had yielded.

t~oaument version: 4.0 (January 2013,) 
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County of Los Angeles
Summary ~or~ective Action Plan

2. Briefly describe recommended co~rectfve actions:
(Include each corrective action, due date, responsible party, and any dlaciplinary actions if approp~ietej

1. The Firefighter Specialist was given a letter of reprimand. — 10/4/13 — Qeputy Chief Montoya.
2. The Captain was given a Notice of Suspension for a three day suspension (Enforcement of the

discipline was suspended pending the outcome of this lawsuit) — 10!4/7 3 — Qeputy Chief
Montoya.

3. The relevant Department pallcy on E~era~na Vy ehic{Response (Volume D-Chapter 4-
Subject 5) w(tl be updated to direct that there will be no Code 3 follow-up by addEtional
apparatus (Engines, Quints, USAR, Haz-Mat, etc.), other than the handling Paramedic Squad
ar Engine — '12/31/14 — BC Aikonis, Training Division.

3. Are the corrective actions addressing department-wide system issues?

I~ Yes —The corrective actions. address department-wide system issues.

❑ No —The corrective actions are only applicable to the affeoted parties.

Name: (Risk Management Coordinator)
Michael Kra~ther, Division Chief

.—_—~
Signature: Date:

Name: (Department Head)
Fire Chief paryt L. ~sby

----i
Signs Date:

Document version: 4,d (January 2U13) Page 2 of 3



County of Lns Angeles
Summary Corrective Action Plan

Chief ~xacutive Qlflce Risk Management Inspector General; USE ONLY

Are the corrective actions applicable;tr~.other departments _within the. County?

Yes, the corrective actions patenkiatly have County-wtde applicability. .

D No, the ao~recttve.actions are applicable only to this department

Name: (Risk Management Inspeot4r Cienerat}

Si nature: Date:

Document version: 4.Q (January 2013) 
Page 3 of 3
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CASE SUMMARY

INFORMATION ON PROPOSED SETTLEMENT OF LITIGATION

CASE NAME Los Angeles County Flood Control District v.

PCS/Bella Vita, LL.0

-CASE NUMBER BC 516384

COURT

DATE FILED

COUNTY DEPARTMENT

Los Angeles County Superior Court, Stanley Mosk

Courthouse

July 25, 2013

Department of Public Works

PROPOSED SETTLEMENT AMOUNT $ 300,000

ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT Robert A. Gookin
Russ, August, & Kabat, LLP

COUNTY COUNSEL ATTORNEY Erik'J. Conard
Senior Associatie County Counsel

NATURE OF CASE This action involves a lease by defendant PCS/Bella

Vita, PLC ("PCS") of property owned by the
Los Angeles County Flood Control District

("District"). PCS breached the lease when it
stopped making payments in August of 2011.

PCS claims it relied on the District's promises that,.

the Lease would be terminated due to the
development of a _park on the leased property when

it distrubuted all its assets and stopped paying rent.

PCS is now an insolvent corporation with nominal

assets from which any judgment could be paid.

Due to the risks and uncertainties of litigation and

collection efforts, settlement of this case' by
accepting the sum of $300,000 from PCS is
recommended.

PAID ATTORNEY FEES, TO DATE $ 16,077

PAID COSTS, TO DATE $ 2,Q70

HOA.1096688.1



CASE SUMMARY

INFORMATION ON PROPOSED SETTLEMENT OF LITIGATION

CASE NAME Non-litigated claim of Hasley
Canyon Mobile Estates

CASE NUMBER N/A

COURT N/A

DATE FILED August 20, 2013

COUNTY DEPARTMENT Public Works

PROPOSEt7 SETTLEMENT AMOUNT

ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF

COUNTY COUNSEL ATTORNEY

NATURE OF CASE

PAID ATTORNEY FEES, TO DATE

PAID COSTS, TO DATE

HOA.1105899.1

$ 55,809

N/A

Jessie Lee

This non-litigated claim arises
:from malfunctions in the water
pressure regulator owned and
operated by the County. The
malfunctions caused pressure
surges resulting in ruptures and
leaks in the claimant's water lines.
Due to the risks and uncertainties
of litigation, a full settlement of the
-claim is warranted.

• $ .0

$ 0



~ Case Name: HASLEY CANYON MOBILE ESTATES.

_.......

~umma~ry Corrective. Action: Plan

The intent' of this form is to assist departments in writing a corrective action plan summary for attachment

to the settlement documents developed for the Board of Supervisors andlor the County of 
Los Angeles

Claims Board. The summary should be a specific overview of the claims/lawsuits' identified root ca
uses

and corrective actions (status, time frame, and responsible party). This summary does not replac
e the

Corrective Action Plan form. (f there is a question related to confidentiality, please consult

County Counsel.

Date of incident/event: March 11, April 4, and April 5, 2013

Briefly provide a description This is a c{aim involving a pressure regulator that failed at 30000 Hasley

of the incidenUevent: Canyon Road in the unincorporated Castaic area on March 11, April ~,

and April 5, 2013. As a result, the water pressure in Hasley Canyon

Mobile Estates increased causing damage to the plumbing throughout

the mobile home park. We have received a total of 6 claims filed by

Haslet' Canyon Mobile Estates, Manuel Rangel, Ernie Looney,

Noemi Ramirez, Joe Elias, and Richard Picket for this incident. The

total amount for the 6 claims is $72,094.37.. The claimants' sustained

damages to the roadways, concrete surtaces, p{umbing fixtures,

sprinkler valves, and subsurface leaks.

On March 11, 2013, Waterworks. Division (WWD) personnel were

notified of a leak at 30000 Haslet' Canyon Road. WWD personnel

arrived at the location that day and de#ermined that the 6-inch pressure-

reducing valve failed because a compression fitting holding the 3/8-inch

copper control line for the 6-inch pressure•reducing valve had cracked.

Upon further investigation, V1tWD personnel discovered that the 6-inch

pressure-reducing valve failure eliminated the ability to control pressure

and flow to the area. Additionally, the pressure relief valve failed to

open fully as intended. As a result, many valves, piping, fixtures, and

surface areas within the mobile home park were damaged due to

excessive water pressure. VWVD personnel made the necessary repairs.

to the 6-inch pressure-reducing valve and restored the water service to

the mobile home park by 6 p.m.

On March 12, 2013, WWD personnel returned to the pressure-regulating

station to perform a complete restoration of the station, including the

pressure reducing and relief valves.

On April 4, 2013, VW1/D personnel inspected the operation of the

Haslet' Regulating Station and discovered normal operating conditions.

That afternoon,. WWD personnel received another water leak complaint

at the regulating s#ation. Upon arrival, personnel noted water spraying

from the pressure-regulating station relief valve. W1ND personnel

discovered that the 3/S-inch brass nipple from the discharge port of the

2-inch pressure control valve had broken off causing water pressure to

rise and water to spray from the relief valve. After replacing the broken

3/8-inch brass ni le and uttin the valve back online, vibrations were

Document version: 4.0 (January 2013) Page 1 of 3



County of t~os Angeles
Summary Corrective Act+on Plan

noted when the flow levels were very low. The speed control valve wa
s

adjusted to stop the vibration.

On April 5, 2013, WWD was notified of another leak at . the

Hassey Canyon Regulation Station. WWD personnel arrived at fhe site

and discovered normal pressure conditions; however, the 3/8-in
ch

downstream brass nipple on the 2-inch pressure control valve, that 
was

previously replaced, was broken in the same looation. The mobUe hom
e

park plumber stated that the 2-inch pressure control valve had bee
n

shaking badly when he would open the customer valve. H
e furfher

stated that he had been doing this daily to repair the damage from 
the

previous water leak on Merch 11, 2013. The 2-inch pressure co
ntrol

valve was repaired.

Briefly describe the root causes) of the claim/lawsuit

Two root causes involving equipmen#and prpcess were identified for 
this incident.

The 6-inch pressure-reducEng valve and associated .pressure relie
f valves failed. The nature of the

6-inch pressure-reducing valve failure was unique and appa~entiy related
 to metal fatigue. The nature

of the failure of the pressure relief valve was likely related fo the modi
fcatton ofi protocols for routine

maintenance. WWD personnel did periodically exercise fhe relief valve
 but did not open the valve

fully during inspections to avoid roadway erosion caused by the releas
e of large volumes of water.

2. BClefly describe recommended corrective actions:
(Include each corrective action, due date, responsible party, and any d

isciplinary actions ff appropriate)

~ Dn AprEi 8, 2013, the 2-inch pressure control valve was disasse
mbled and inspected. After

reassembly, the valve was put on-line for testing and the vibrations 
were still present in low-flow

situations. An additions! speed control valve was installed to slow dpwn 
the closing speed of the valve.

After installation of the additional speed control valve, the vibration
s were eliminated; which speared to

have caused the 3/8 inch brass nipple failure. 
j

The valve will be fully tested in accordance with typical maintena
nce routines. The Division will

consider constructing a drain for the relief valve to redirect flows and avoid 
roadway erosion.

Document version: 4.0 (January 2013) 
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County of Los Angeles
Summary Corrective Action Plan

3. Are the corrective actions addressing department-wide system issues?

~ Yes - The carrective actions address Department wide system issues.

D No -The corrective actions are only applicable to the affected parties.

N~tTt2: (t2isk Management Coordinator}

Michael J. Hays

Signature: 
..__ _..._.~,..._ .~".. pate: 

._,...___~.._

I

Name: (Department Head) T~. 
—_.._.__

Gaif Farber

Si n t re•

~

___._~.T._ ..

~ ~ Date:

°~ ~~!(~

Chief Executive Office Risk Management Inspector General USE ONLY

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

D Yes, the corrective actionspotentiaily have County-wide applicability.

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

(Risk Management Inspector General)

/. ~ L ,

re:

•~~

DaFe:

[~~:~~~ ~~~~~Z o ~ ~

4:ViASLEY CYN SCAP 3 (RED

Document version: 4.0 (January 2013) 
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CASE SUMMARY

INFORMATION ON PROPOSED SETTLEMENT OF LITIGATION

CASE NAME Vicente Perez, et al. v. Los Angeles County-USC
Medical Center

CASE NUMBER. TC 027184

COURT Los Angeles Superior Court —South Central District

DATE FILED January 10, 2013

COUNTY DEPARTMENT Department of Health Services

PROPOSED SETTLEMENT AMOUNT $1,650,000

ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF Thomas J. Johnston
Johnston &Hutchinson, LLP

COUNTY COUNSEL ATTORNEY Narbeh Bagdasarian
Senior Deputy County Counsel

NATURE OF CASE In 2011, Sara Perez was diagnosed with a benign
brain tumor. She followed-up at LAC+USC Medical
Center where the staff planned to perform a surgery
to remove the cancer from Ms. Perez's brain.

Due to limited availability, the surgery was
postponed. On May 1, 2012, Ms. Perez died as a
result of complications of her cancer.

Ms. Perez's surviving family brought an action
against the County of Los Angeles alleging that the
delay in performing the surgery contributed to
Ms. Perez's death.

PAID ATTORNEY FEES, TO DATE $22,494

PAID COSTS, TO DATE $9,977

HOA.1090669.1



..~

Case Name: Perez, Vicente, et ai, #3997

...~;;~;.:F

The in~nt of this form is to assEst departments in writing a corrective ac~
ior~ ptan summary far attachment

to the settlement documents developed for fhe Board of Supervisors and
tor the Gounty o~ Los Angeles

` Claims Board. The summary should be a specific overview of the cla9msll~w
suits' identift~cf root causes

and .corrective actions tstatus, time frame, and responsible party}. This 
summary does .not replace tine

Gorrectly~ A~fion Ptan farm. If there is a question ratatad to confiden~fality, please consult

County Counsel.

Date of incidentlevent:
May 9, 20'12 .

Briefly provide a desc~iptian
of the inc(denttevenfi E~ 2Q'~'~ ~ Sara. Perez was diagnosed ~nrifh a benign 

bran tumor. She

followed=up at 4.AC-~USC Medl~a( Center where the sfia~f planned
 to ,

perf~rrn a surgery to remove ~ cancer €rom Ms. Perez's brain
.

Dus to Eimited availability, the surgery was postponed. On May 9 t 20
92,

Ms. Perez dieei as a result of ~ompiications of her cancer.

Ms. Perez's suroi~ing family brought an acfi~on figainst the County 
of Los

An~etes alleging that the delay in per€orming the surgery ca
ntribufed to

Ms. Perez's death.

1. Briefly describe the ro~it cause(s~ of the ciairnllawsuit

Qeath from benign brain eanaer resulting from a dekay in surgery.

2. Briefly describe recarnmended corrECtive actions:
pnalude each correcfive action, duo date, respansi~le party, and any di

sciplinary actions ~appropriata)

• Ali app~`apriate ~ersanne! cdrrectirr~ actions have been imp{emente
d.

• 'fhe NeuroSUrgery Departrne~t at LAC+USC developed ~ pro
cess to ~racic patients whose pre-

op clearance has expired
• Anew clinic was opened at LAC+USC to #teat patient with neruaus sys

tem tumors.

• Nev+t bilingual sta~#was hired at LAG±USC to assist patients 
in coordinating and scheduling

appointments. ~ .

• A group s~eciaNzing in pert-operative patient services was tasked 
with improving the

management of ~;teative surg[cat procedures.
__

3. Ace the corrective actions addressing depar~rnent wide system issues?

____ _ ...--- ~---X$s--~-7i~-nor-rectiue.,act€o~s:adcirt:~~~a~zn~[t~itu3de sys#em~issues.
-----..__.._.._ _ __---.__--- -.___.._

❑ No =the corrective aetlor~s are only applicable to the affected parf
ies.

L~ocut~ent version: 4A {.lanuary 2t~13) 
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County of Los Angetes .._...___

Summary CorrecEive Action Plan

Nat'11~: (Risk Management Coordinator)

~fzv~! ~F~~`~
Signature: ~ Date: .

Name: (Department Neal)

~ j ~~ ~l ~~~`~-
Signa#ure: Date:

Document version: - 4.0 (,~anuary 2013} 
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COUNTY OF LOS- ANGELES CLAIMS BOARD

MINUTES OF REGULAR MEETING

November 3, 2014

1. Cali to Order.

-This meeting of the County of Los Angeles Claims Board was called to

order at 9:30 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: John Naimo, Steve

Robles, and Patrick Wu.

Other persons. in attendance at the meeting were: Office of the County
Counsel: Joanne Nielsen, Richard Kudo, Millicent Rolon and Joseph Langton;

Department of Public Health: Ferdows Rashidian; Fire Department: Michael Kranther;

and Sheriff s Department: Lt. Patrick Hunter and Sgt. Albert Schauberger.

2. Opportunity for members of the public fio 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 54956.9j.

At 9:32. a.m., the Chairperson adjourned the meeting into Closed Session
to discuss the items listed as 4(a) through 4(e) below.

4. Report of actions taken in Closed Session.

At 10:40 a:m., the Claims Board reconvened in open session and reported

the actions taken in Closed Session as follows

a. Thomas Ward v. County of Los Angeles, et al.
Los 

Angeles Superior Court Case No. BC 499 367

This lawsuit arises from alleged injuries sustained in a vehicle
.accident involving an employee of the Department of Public Health.

Action Taken:

The Claims Board approved. settlement of this matter in the amount

of $40;000.

Vote: Ayes: 3 -John Naimo, Steve Robles, and Patrick Wu

HOA.1108272.1



b. Mark Brandon Anderson v. Countv of Los Anaeles. et al.

Los Angeles Superior Court Case No. SC 113 406

This lawsuit arises from alleged injuries sustained in a Fire
Department fire .engine collision with a bicyclist.

Action Taken:

The Claims Board approved settlement of this matter in the amount

of $30,000.

Vote: Ayes: 3 -John Naimo, Steve Robles, and Patrick Wu

c. Joel Ruben Fonseca v. Countv of Los Angeles, et al.
Los Angeles Superior Court Case Na KC 065 323

This lawsuit arises from alleged injuries sustained in a vehicle
.accident involving a Sheriff s Deputy and a motorcyclist.

Action Taken:

The Claims Board recommended to the Board of Supervisors the.

settlement of this matter in the amount of $299,000.

Vote: Ayes: 3 -John Naimo, Steve Robles, and Patrick Wu

d. Aldie Darnell Henry v. Countv of Los Angeles, et al.
United States District Court CasQ No. CV 13-00394

This lawsuit concerns allegations of false arrest and excessive
force by Sheriff s Deputies.

Action Taken:

The Claims Baard recommended to the Board of Supervisors the

settlement of this matter in the amount of $450,000.

Vote: Ayes: 2 —John Naimo and Steve Robles
Abstentions: 1 — Patrick Wu

HOA.1108272.7 2



e. Derek Griscavage v. Gounty of Los Angeles, et al.
United States District Court Case No. CV 12-10721

This lawsuit concerns allegations of the use of excessive force by
Sheriff's Deputies on an inmate while in the custody of the Sheriff s
Department.

Action Taken:

The Claims Board recommended to the Board of Supervisors the

settlement of this matter in the amount of $350,400.

Vote: Ayes: 3 —John Naimo, Steve Robles, and Patrick Wu

5. Approval of the minutes of the October 20, 2014, regular meeting of

the Claims Board.

Action Taken:

The Claims Board approved the minutes..

`" Vote: Ayes: 3 —John Naimo, Steve Robles, and. Patrick Wu

6. Items not on the posted agenda, to be referred to staff or placed on
the atgenda for action at a further meeting ofthe 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 10:45 a.m.

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES CLAIMS BOARD

Carol J. Slosson

HOA.110$272.1 3
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