
HOA.1119084.1 

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 15, 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. County of Los Angeles v. Las Virgenes Municipal Water District 

 
This matter concerns the recovery of money from the Las Virgenes Municipal 
Water District for property damage to a County highway caused by a broken 
District water main. 
 
Action Taken: 
 
The Claims Board recommended to the Board of Supervisors the settlement of 
this matter wherein the County will receive payment in the amount of $115,000. 
 
Vote: Ayes:  3 – John Naimo, Steve Robles, and Patrick Wu 
 
See Supporting Document 

 
b. Mark Green v. County of Los Angeles, et al. 

United States District Court Case No. CV 12-06007 
 
This lawsuit concerns allegations of excessive force by Sheriff's Deputies on an 
incarcerated inmate. 
 
Action Taken: 
 
The Claims Board approved settlement of this matter in the amount of 59,995.95. 
 
Vote: Ayes:  3 – John Naimo, Steve Robles and Patrick Wu 
 
See Supporting Documents 
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c. Joseph Ober v. County of Los Angeles, et al. 
United States District Court Case No. CV 10-10032 
 
This lawsuit concerns allegations of excessive force by Sheriff's Deputies after 
Plaintiff's arrest, denial of medical treatment and religious discrimination. 
 
Action Taken: 
 
The Claims Board recommended to the Board of Supervisors the settlement of 
this matter in the amount of $400,000. 
 
Vote: Ayes:  3 – John Naimo, Steve Robles, and Patrick Wu 
 
See Supporting Documents 
 

d. Jane Doe by Latanya Swayzer v. County of Los Angeles, et al. 
Los Angeles Superior Court Case No. BC 498 168 
 
This lawsuit concerns allegations of sexual assault and battery by a Sheriff's 
Deputy. 
 
Action Taken: 
 
The Claims Board recommended to the Board of Supervisors the settlement of 
this matter in the amount of $440,000. 
 
Vote: Ayes:  3 – John Naimo, Steve Robles, and Patrick Wu 
 
See Supporting Document 
 

e. Kali Louise Hais v. County of Los Angeles 
Los Angeles Superior Court Case No. BC 491 835 
 
This lawsuit concerns allegations of negligent medical care by staff at LAC+USC 
Medical Center, which contributed to Plaintiff's injuries. 
 
Action Taken: 
 
The Claims Board recommended to the Board of Supervisors the settlement of 
this matter in the amount of $799,950, plus waiver of the County's medical bills in 
the estimated amount of $214,500. 
 
Vote: Ayes:  3 – John Naimo, Steve Robles, and Patrick Wu 
 
See Supporting Documents 
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f. Richard Taylor v. County of Los Angeles, et al. 
Los Angeles Superior Court Case No. BS 144 885 
United States District Court Case No. CV 13-00737 
 
These lawsuits concern allegations by an employee of the Department of Health 
Services that he was denied procedural due process rights by the Civil Service 
Commission. 
 
Action Taken: 
 
The Claims Board approved settlement of this matter the amount of $55,818.47. 
 
Vote: Ayes:  3 – John Naimo, Steve Robles, and Patrick Wu 
 

g. Jason Jones v. County of Los Angeles 
Los Angeles Superior Court Case No. BC 500 644 
 
This lawsuit concerns allegations that an employee of the Probation Department 
was subjected to employment discrimination, harassment, and retaliation. 
 
Action Taken: 
 
The Claims Board approved settlement of this matter the amount of $60,000. 
 
Vote: Ayes:  3 – John Naimo, Steve Robles, and Patrick Wu 
 

h. Lucy Serrano v. County of Los Angeles 
Los Angeles Superior Court Case No. BC 531 548 

 
This lawsuit concerns allegations that a former employee of the Department of 
Parks and Recreation was subjected to sexual harassment, discrimination, and 
retaliation. 
 
Action Taken: 
 
The Claims Board approved settlement of this matter the amount of $60,000. 

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

i. Fernando Medina v. County of Los Angeles 
Los Angeles Superior Court Case No. BC 497 614 
 
This lawsuit concerns allegations that a former employee of the Department of 
Parks and Recreation was subjected to sex discrimination, harassment, and 
retaliation. 
 
Action Taken: 
 
The Claims Board approved settlement of this matter the amount of $95,000. 

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



HOA.1115421.1 4 
 

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 December 1, 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. 

 
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

HOA.1115723.1

County of Los Angeles v. Las Virgenes Municipal
Water District

N/A

N/A

N/A

Public Works

$ 115, 000

Warren R. Wellen

Warren R. Wellen

This matter involves the County's claim against the
LVMWD for property damage to a County highway,
which was caused by the District's broken water
main. The District disputes liability, claiming that
other sources of water caused the damage. Due to
the risk and uncertainties of litigation, settlement of
this case by accepting the sum of $115,000 is
recommended.

$ $1,554

$ 4



CASE SUMMARY

INFORMATION ON PROPOSED SETTLEMENT OF LITIGATION

CASE NAME Mark Green v. County of Los
Angeles, et al.

CASE NUMBER CV 12-06007

COURT

DATE FILED

COUNTY DEPARTMENT

PROPOSED SETTLEMENT AMOUNT

ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF

COUNTY COUNSEL A~'TORNEY

NATURE OF CASE

PAID ATTORNEY FEES, TO DATE

PAID COSTS, TO DATE

HOA.1080723.1

United States District Court

December 13, 2011

Sheriff s Department

$ 59,995.95

DROCIAK, YEAGER AND
ASSOCIATES

Joseph A. Langton

This is a recommendation to settle
for $59,995.95 the lawsuit filed by
Plaintiff Mark Green, alleging his
federal civil rights were violated
when he was battered by Sheriff s
Deputies.

The Sheriff's Department
contends that no force was used
and the actions of the involved
employees were reasonable under
the circumstances.

Due to the risks -and uncertainties
of the 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 $59,995.95
is recommended.

$ 1.85,040

$ 22,222



} Case Name: Mark Green v. Caunty of Las Angetes, et al.

5~urimary ~Correc#ive Action Plan
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The inkent of this farm is to assist departments in writing a corrective action p{an suirrrnary far attachment

to the settlement documents developed for the Baard of Supervisors and/or the County of Las Angeles

Claims Board. The summary should be a specific overview of the claimsllaw~uits° ̀identified root causes
and corrective actions (status, time frame, and respansibie party). This summary does not replace the

Corrective Action Plan form. If there is a questirsn related to cQnfidentiality, pEease consult County Counsel.

C?~te of incidenUevent: ~ Thursday, December 2, 2C11Q; approximately B:OQ p.m.

Briefly provide a
description of the Mark Green v. CauntY of L.os Angeles, eta[.

incidenUevent: Summary Corrective Action F'!an Na. 2Q14g36

On Friday, December 10, 2010, the plaintiff alleged that on Thursday,
t~ecember 2, 2010, at appraximat~ly 8:00 p.m., he was "severely kicked
and beaten" by members of the Los Angeles CoG~nty Sheriffs
Department's Men's Central Jail staFf far na reason. The initiation of the
investigation into the plaintiff's allsgatian was delayed until Decem6~r
12, X010, bacause the plaintifF made his allegation by means of an
inmate complaint form, There was and is no record of any use of farce
an the plaintiff. A medical exam subsequent #o the allegation revealed
nn injuries to the plaintiff.

Briefly describe the root causes} of the claim/kawsuit:

The root cause of this incident is the plaintifF's allegation tha# he was subjected to unre~sonabie physical

Force by members of the l.os Angsles County Sheriff's Department.

2. Briefly describe r~comrnended corrective actions.
(Ir<clude each Corr~cbve action, due date, responsible party, anci any discipUnary actions if appropriate)

The Las Angeles Ct~unty Sheriff's Department had relevant policies and procedureslpratocals in effect

at the time of the incident.

The Lc~s Angeles County Sheriff's apartment's training curriculum addresses the circumstances which

occurred in the incident.

No employee misconduct is suspected, end nn systerniG issues were identified. Consequently, na

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

recommended nor conten~pEated.

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

!"` Yes —The Gc~rr~ctive actions address deparkment-wide system issues.

~l No —The corrective actions are only applicable to the affected parties.

t~ocument version; 4..C~ (January 2013} ~'~~~ ~ a¢ ~



County of Los Angeles
Summary Corrective Action Pion

Los Angeles Gounty Sheriff's Department
Na(11@: {Risk Management Goordinalor)

Scott E. Johnson, Captain
Risk Management Bureau

Signature: ~ C}a#e:

,~

~. N~ITt6: (Department ticad}

~ dart M,;Shields, Chief
Professional Standards Division

~ Signature: ~ Dates

j

_~ ' ~ ~~- I
~~~

__ _. _ ~ .
Chief ~xecutiv~ pffice Risk Management inspector General USE QNLY

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

t~ Yes, tfie corrective actions potentially hive County-wide applicability.
i
i ~ Na, the corrective actions are applicable onijr to this department.

N8t11~:.~Risk Managemenk Inspector General)

f ~ 5 ~7~ ~~~ ,~~-
r

lure: ~ Da#e:

~~ / ~~/G
s

C~ocument versic~n~ 4.t7 (J~nu~ry 2413) Page 2 of 2



CASE SUMMARY

INFORMATION ON PROPOSED SETTLEMENT OF LITIGATION

CASE NAME

CASE NUMBER

COURT

DATE FILED

COUNTY DEPARTMENTS

PROPOSED SETTLEMENT AMOUNT

ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF

COUNTY COUNSEL ATTORNEY

NATURE OF CASE

HOA.1073674.1

Joseph Ober v. County of
Los Angeles, et al.

CV10-10032 DMG (SHx)

United States District Court

Complaint filed: 12/29/2010

Sheriff s Department

$ 400,000

Law Offices of John Burton

Edwin A. lewis

This is a recommendation to settle
for $400,000 the lawsuit filed by
Plaintiff Joseph Ober, alleging that
after his arrest for annoying and
molesting a minor, he was
attacked and beaten by
Los Angeles County Deputies at
the Inmate Reception Center
without any justification. Mr. Ober
further claims that he was denied
medical treatment and that his
request for Kosher food was met
with the casting of religious
aspersions by Sheriff s personnel.
The Sheriff s Department denies
the allegations.



Due to the risks and uncertainties
of litigation, a full and final
settlement of the case in the
amount of $400,000 is
recommended.

PAID ATTORNEY FEES, TO DATE $ 210,953

PAID COSTS, TO DATE ~ $ 26,433

HOA.10736~4.1



Case Narne Joseph Ober v. County of Los Angeles et ai 
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Summary Corrective Ac#ion Plan * ~ ~, +k ~~ ~
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The intent of this form is to assist departments in writing a corrective action plan summar
y for attachment

to the settlement documents developed for the Baard of Supervisors and/or the County 
of L.os Angeles

Claims Board. The summary shautd be a specific overview of the claimsllawsuit
s" identified root causes

and corrective actions (status, time game, and responsible party). This summa
ry does not replace the

Corrective Action Plan farm, If there is a question related tp confidentiality, please consult

County Counsel.

Date of incident/event;
Wednesday, April 14, 201 Q; approximately 2:20 p.m.

._________..__~.~.._~____,_..._._...._.... + ._M_.._._ .__.....

Briefly provide a description
of the incident/event: 

Joseph Ober v. County of Los Angeles, et al.

Summary Corrective Action Pian No. 2014-034

Qn Wednesday, April 14, 210, at approximately 2:20 p. m., the plaintiff

was being processed into the Los Angeles County Inmate Reception

Center. During the initial identification process, the plaintiff became

argumentative and uncooperative. A Los Angeles County deputy sheriff

spoke to the plaintiff and appeared to restore the plaintiff's caape~ation.

The plaintiff asked the deputy shefi~f for assistance in rising from the

flaor. As the deputy sheriff placed his hands on the plaintiff's (eft arm to

assist him, the plaintiff initiated a violent confrontation with the depu#y

sheriff. As a result, members of the Los Angeles County Sheriff's

Department were compelled to use physical force to defend themselves

and overcame the resistance offered by the plaintiff.

After the violent struggle between the plaintiff and the members of the

Los Angeles County Sheriff's Department, the plaintiff was subsequently

res#rained and ultimately placed in handcuffs.

Briefly describe the root cause{s~ of the claim/lawsuit;

The root cause in this incident is the plaintiff's allegation that he was subje
cted to unreasonable

physical force by members of the Los Angeles County Sheriff's Department.

2. Briefly describe recommended corrective actions;.
(Include each corrective action, due date, responsible pally, and any discip

linary actions if appropriate)

The Los Angeles County Sheriffs Department had relevant policies and
 procedureslprotocals in effect

at the time of the incident.

The Los Angeles County Sheriff's bepartmenYs training curriculum addre
sses the circumstances which

occurred in the incident.

This incident was thoroughly investigated by representafives 
from the Los Angeles County Sheriff's

Department's Inmate Reception Center. Their review found t
hat the force used by the members of the

Los Angele5 County Sheriffs Department was objective
ly reasonable and within pepartment_-

Document version: ~.0 (January 2013} 
Page 1 of Z



County of Los Angeles
St~mrnary Corrective Action Plan

standards. Nc~ employee misconduct is suspected, and na systemic issues ware identified.
Cans~quently, no personnel-related administrative action was taEcen, and na other corrective action
measures are recommended nor contemplated.

3. Are the corrective act°tons addressing department-wide system iss~es7

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

~ Na ~- The corrective actions are only applicable to the affected pa~ies.

Los Angeles County Sheriff's.De~?arttnent ~_ _

(~~t71~: (Risk Management Conrciinatflr)

Scott E. Johnson, Captain
Risk Manage►nent Bureau

Signature.

r~~

`NP~t11e: (Qapartment Head}

' EarE M. Shields, Chief
professionai Standards Division

Signature:

j Date:

~ /e, - $'ter ̀ l

Oate:

~~
~.C€~ief Exe~utive~C)ffice~Risk M~riag~ment tnspector~en~raE USE ONLY

Are the carrecfivs act~cins apptioable ta•o#tier d~pafitt~ents wi#f~tn tFi~ :f,.~uritjr?

I~~ 1'es, ~~ corrective. acEions patentiaif~ heve..County~~irJ~ appticab(I(Ey.

Na, the corr~c~ive ac#ions ~Fe~ applFCabte onCy #a' ~iiis de~5art~ient
f

N e; (R~k Management inspector General}

i

Signature; .Date:
i

~-...~~ c° ~° /4 ~~
Document ver~ipn: 4.p {January 2(713} page 2 of 2



CASE SUMMARY

INFORMATION ON PROPOSED SETTLEMENT OF LITIGATION

CASE NAME Jane Doe by Latanya Swayzer vs.
County of Los Angeles

CASE NUMBER BC 498168

COURT

~ _ ~1~~~7

COUNTY DEPARTMENT

PROPOSED SETTLEMENT AMOUNT

ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF

COUNTY COUNSEL ATTORNEY

NATURE OF CASE

PAID ATTORNEY FEES, TO DATE

PAID COSTS, TO DATE.

HOA.1060858.1

Los Angeles Superior Court

February 5, 2013

Sheriff's Department

$ 440,000

Brian Shea

Panish &Shea, LLP

Millicent L. Rolon

Plaintiff Jane Doe by Latanya
Swayzer, alleges sexual assault
and battery by a Deputy of the
Los Angeles Sheriff's Department.

The Sheriff s Department denies
that they knew or should have
known of the inappropriate
relationship between Jane Doe
and the Deputy and failed to take
action.

Due to the risks and uncertainties
of the 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 $440,000 is
recommended.

$ 156,398

$ 13,729



CASE SUMMARY

INFORMATION ON PROPOSED SETTLEMENT OF LITIGATION

CASE NAME

CASE NUMBER

•t-_

DATE FILED

COUNTY DEPARTMENT

PROPOSED SETTLEMENT AMOUNT

ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF

COUNTY COUNSEL ATTORNEY

NATURE OF CASE

PAID COSTS, TO DATE

HOA.1079903.1

Kali Louise Hais v. County of Los Angeles

BC 491835

Los Angeles Superior Court - Central

September 10, 2012

Department of Health Services

$799,950, plus waiver of the County's medical bills
in the estimated amount of $214,500

Peter J. McNulty, Esq.
McNulty Law Firm

Narbeh Bagdasarian - Senior Deputy County
Counsel

After suffering a fall, Kali Louise Hais, was taken to
LAC+USC Medical Center, a County facility. While
hospitalized at that facility, the plaintiff fell from her
bed and suffered additional injuries.

In her lawsuit against the County of Los Angeles,
the plaintiff claims that the care provided to her at
LAC+USC Medical Center was negligent thereby
contributing to her fall and the resulting injuries.

$92,166

$78, 511



Case Name: Hais, Kail3 #39d~ I

.......

. :......:. ......:....u~riiri~iia~~Correct~~.A±c#ran~Pta~~~
 .

The intent oP t{~is form is #o assist departments (n writing a corrective ac#ion plan summary fQr attach
ment

to fhe setf{ement documents developed for the Board of Supervisors and/or the County of Los Angele
s

Claims Board, The summary sfiauld 6e a speck ovsrvier~v of the c}aimsllawsut#s' identified root 
causes

and carrect~ve actions (stakes, time frame, and responsible party). This summary does no# re
place the

Correc~ve Action ptan form. )f there is a quesilon xetated to aanfldentiaiikv, please ~cxinsult

County Counsel.

Ctats of incidenUeven'~
.June 22, 2012

Briefly provide a description
of the incidenU~ven~ After suffering a faq, K~ift Louise Hail, was taken to LAC~USC Media!

Center, a County facllfty. White hospi#alized at that facit~#y, the plaintiff

felt from her bed ar~d suffered additional injuries. .

to her I~wsuit against the G~unty of Los Angeles, the piain~lff claims that

the care provided to her at LAC+USC Medical Center was negligent
thereby contribu~ng to tier halt and the resul#ing injures.

9. Briefly tiescnbe the root c~asetsl of the claiml(awsui~

Brain injury resulting from a fait.

2. Briefly describe recommended carr~cUvs actions:
(include each corrective action, flue date, responsible pally, and sny disc)plinary ~ction~ if appropriate)

• All appropriate personnel corrective ~ctians have been implemented.
Staff was educated regarding. faits prevention measures, restraint ~pplraation, and hourly

rounding.
* AU DH5 facilitiss were evaluated with regard to their mpnitQring procedures far patients,in

restraints.
• All DNS facilities monitor p~tl~nts to restraints every ~tb minutes.

• DHS oreated a system wide ~a[Is Risk Assessment and Prevention P'oltcy.

3.. Ara the ~orrec#ive acifons addressing department-wide system issues?

~ Yes —The corrective acklons address department wide system issues.

D eta —The correaEive actions are or~iy applicab)e to the affected parties.

Document version: 4.0 (January 2013 Page 1 of 2
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County of Las Ange{es
Su►nrrtary Corrective Ac#ton P(an

P+I~ft18: (Risk Management Coordinator)

S'Ign8fUC0: IDatB: .

IU~fii6: (Dep~rtm8nt Hsad) .
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f t1 3 ~
~,. _

_`~ x 
~

~

n~xs
~~

a
"y~=~

_ a-.Em

k ~ 
`...cr 

.~~ 
g~ "_

' . ~~ ~ ~~ ~1~.' ~V tti M. ~M.• i~7.~~L_pi.~ x _ 
~

~ a—aa

_ ._.. ~`

•.
~' ar`.s~,l'

'~ ~

atTS'i'~. .ns n° ~czn' .

g-4 F.'r~r'•L~si _ ._'
'~

~~
^i ex' n~y~nyv{_~?—'~1.~

~~<:
-~~i_

Q c{oirc ~c~~ n~t~ ,~ ~P,P ~~s~ ~~~~

NafiB: {Ettsk ManagemanE Inspector C3enera~

~lt

tore: ~ date:

U

Document version: 4.0 (.lanuary 20'i3} ~ Page 2 of 2



COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES CLAIMS BOARD

MINUTES OF REGULAR MEETING

December 1, 2014

1. Call 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: Diane

Reagan, Kent Sommer, Adrian Gragas, Patrice Salseda, Joanne Nielsen, Erik Conard, Jessie

Lee, Narbeh Bagdasarian, and James Johnson; Sheriff s Department: Lt. Patrick Hunter, Sgt.

Chastity Phillians, and Sgt. Albert Schauberger; Department of Children and Family Services:

Karla Hernandez; Internal Services Department: Mark Colton and Michele Mathieu; Probation

Department: Jacklin Injijian; Fire Department: Chief Anthony Marrone; Department of Public

Works: Michael Rodriguez and Michael Hays; Department of Health Services: Arun Patel and

Roberto Avitia; Outside Counsel: Steven Rothans and Randy Even.

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 9:32 a.m., the Chairperson adjourned the meeting into Closed Session to discuss the

items listed as 4(a) through 4(h) below.

4. Report of actions taken in Closed Session.

At 12:03 p.m., the Claims Board reconvened in open session and reported the actions

taken in Closed Session as follows:

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

HOA.1116057.1



b. Farida Kazemi v: Los Angeles County Department of
Children and Family Services, et ai.
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

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

HOA.1116057.1 2



e. Alberto Alvarez v. Countv 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

f. Los Angeles County Flood Control District v. PCS/Bella Vita, LLC
Los Angeles Superior Court Case No. BC S16 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

g. ' Claim of Haslev 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

h. Vicente Perez, et al. v. County of Los Angeles
Los Angeles Superior Court Case No. TC 027184

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

HOA.1116057.1 3



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

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 12:09 p.m.

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES CLAIMS BOARD

Carol J. Slosson

HOA.1116057.1 4
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