STATEMENT OF PROCEEDINGS
FOR THE REGULAR MEETING OF THE LOS ANGELES COUNTY CLAIMS BOARD
HELD IN PERSON AND ONLINE VIA VIDEO CONFERENCE
ON MONDAY, OCTOBER 2, 2023, AT 9:30 A.M.
Present: Chair Steve Robles, and Oscar Valdez

Absent: Adrienne M. 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 appeared in person or telephonically.

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

a. Non-Litigated Claims of Alicia Suyapa Lopez and Paula Vasquez Rivera

These claims seek compensation for property damage caused by an automobile
accident involving a Board of Supervisors employee.

Action Taken:
The Claims Board approved settlement of Iltem 4.a. in the amount of $20,849.84.

Vote: Ayes: 2 — Steve Robles, and Oscar Valdez.
Absent: 1 — Adrienne M. Byers

See Supporting Document

b. Non-Litigated Claim of Kemper Insurance Company ASO Bobby Quintana

This claim seeks compensation for property damage caused by an automobile accident
involving a Sheriff's Department deputy.

Action Taken:
The Claims Board approved settlement of Iltem 4.b. in the amount of $25,032.58.

Vote: Ayes: 2 — Steve Robles, and Oscar Valdez.
Absent: 1 — Adrienne M. Byers

See Supporting Document
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Statement of Proceedings

October 2, 2023

HOA.104379268.1

Robert Steven Shapiro v. County of Los Angeles, et al.
Los Angeles Superior Court Case Number 22STCV00741

This lawsuit arises from injuries allegedly sustained in an automobile accident involving
a Sheriff's Department sergeant.

Action Taken:
The Claims Board approved settlement of Item 4.c. in the amount of $75,000.

Vote: Ayes: 2 — Steve Robles, and Oscar Valdez.
Absent: 1 — Adrienne M. Byers

See Supporting Document

Chad M. Clark, et al. v. County of Los Angeles, et al.
Los Angeles Superior Court Case Number 19STCV19627

This lawsuit arises from injuries allegedly sustained in an automobile accident involving
a Sheriff's Department detective.

Action Taken:

The Claims Board recommended to the Board of Supervisors settlement of Item 4.d. in
the amount of $163,400.

Vote: Ayes: 2 — Steve Robles, and Oscar Valdez.
Absent: 1 — Adrienne M. Byers

Christopher Goertemiller v. County of Los Angeles, et al.
United States District Court Case No. 21-cv-1583-SSS (AFMx)

This civil rights lawsuit against the Sheriff's Department alleges excessive use of force.
Action Taken:
The Claims Board approved settlement of Item 4.e. in the amount of $80,000.

Vote: Ayes: 2 — Steve Robles, and Oscar Valdez.
Absent: 1 — Adrienne M. Byers

See Supporting Document

Ricardo Valenzuela v. County of Los Angeles, et al.
United States District Court Case No. 21-cv-09374-GW-JPRx

This lawsuit arises from injuries allegedly sustained in an incident involving Sheriff's
Department deputies.

Action Taken:

The Claims Board recommended to the Board of Supervisors settlement of Iltem 4.f. in
the amount of $300,000.

Vote: Ayes: 2 — Steve Robles, and Oscar Valdez.
Absent: 1 — Adrienne M. Byers

See Supporting Documents




Statement of Proceedings

October 2, 2023

HOA.104379268.1

Josephine Huang v. County of Los Angeles, et al.

This prospective lawsuit against the Sheriff's Department alleges false arrest and
assault.

Action Taken:

The Claims Board recommended to the Board of Supervisors settlement of Item 4.g. in
the amount of $700,000.

Vote: Ayes: 2 — Steve Robles, and Oscar Valdez.
Absent: 1 — Adrienne M. Byers

See Supporting Documents

Knock LA v. County of Los Angeles
Los Angeles Superior Court Case No. 22STCP00287

This lawsuit involves a dispute over the production of records by the District Attorney's
Office under the California Public Records Act.

Action Taken:
The Claims Board approved settlement of Item 4.h. in the amount of $45,000.

Vote: Ayes: 2 — Steve Robles, and Oscar Valdez.
Absent: 1 — Adrienne M. Byers

See Supporting Document

Claim of Tamai Gilbert

This claim against the Department of Children and Family Services alleges racial
discrimination.

Action Taken:
The Claims Board approved settlement of Item 4.i. in the amount of $45,000.

Vote: Ayes: 2 — Steve Robles, and Oscar Valdez.
Absent: 1 — Adrienne M. Byers

Deidra Shaw v. County of Los Angeles
Los Angeles Superior Court Case No. 19STCV11957

This lawsuit against the Department of Health Services alleges disability discrimination,
and failure to accommodate.

Action Taken:

The Claims Board recommended to the Board of Supervisors settlement of Item 4.g. in
the amount of $375,000

Vote: Ayes: 2 — Steve Robles, and Oscar Valdez.
Absent: 1 — Adrienne M. Byers



Statement of Proceedings
October 2, 2023

4. Approval of the Minutes of the September 18, 2023, regular meeting of the Claims Board.
Action Taken:
The Claims Board approved the Minutes of the September 18, 2023, meeting.

Vote: Ayes: 2 — Steve Robles, and Oscar Valdez
Absent: 1 — Adrienne M. Byers

See Supporting Document

5. 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 an
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.

6. Adjournment.

HOA.104379268.1 4



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.104445017.1

Non-Litigated Claims of Alicia Suyapa Lopez and
Paula Vasquez Rivera

N/A
N/A
N/A
Board of Supervisors

$ $20,849.84 (Alicia Syapa Lopez $10,241.48, and
Paula Vasquez Rivera $10,608.36)

N/A
Kelsey Nau, Deputy County Counsel

These property damage claims arise from a vehicle
accident that occurred on December 22, 2022,
involving a County employee. Due to the risks and
uncertainties of litigation, a full and final settlement
of the claims is warranted.

$ 0



CASE SUMMARY
INFORMATION ON PROPOSED SETTLEMENT OF LITIGATION

CASE NAME Non-Litigated Claim of Kemper Insurance Company
ASO Bobby Quintana

CASE NUMBER N/A

COURT N/A

DATE FILED N/A

COUNTY DEPARTMENT Sheriff-Central Patrol Division-East Los Angeles
Station

PROPOSED SETTLEMENT AMOUNT $ 25,032.58

ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF N/A
COUNTY COUNSEL ATTORNEY Edwin A. Lewis
Principal Deputy County Counsel
NATURE OF CASE This claim arises from a Sheriff's Department

autombile accident that occurred on June 15, 2022.
Due to the risks and uncertainties of litigation, a full
and final settlement of the claim is warranted.

PAID ATTORNEY FEES, TO DATE $ O

PAID COSTS, TO DATE $§ 0

HOA.104336763.1



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.104258833.1

Robert Shapiro v. County of Los Angeles, et al.
22STCV00741

Los Angeles Superior Court

January 7, 2022

Sheriff's Department

75,000

Elliot Zarabi, Esq.
The Zarabi Firm, APC.

LaTasha N. Corry
Deputy County Counsel

On February 17, 2021, LASD Sergeant Jeffery
Lewis Moore rear ended the 2021 Subaru Ascent
driven by Plaintiff Robert Shapiro. Plaintiff claims he
sustained severe injuries and damages from this
incident.

Given the risks and uncertainties of litigation, a full
and final settlement for $75,000 is recommended.

16,659

7,768



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.104396155.1

Christopher Goertemiller v. County of Los Angeles,
et al.

21-cv-1583-SSS (AFMXx)

United States District Court

6/3/2021

Sheriff's Department

80,000

Elliott N. Tiomkin

Lana Choi , Senior Deputy County Counsel

This is a request to settle for $80,000, inclusive of
attorney's fees and costs, the lawsuit brought
against the County and Los Angeles County
Sheriff's Department ("LASD") Deputies Travis Ogle,
John Beck, Dimistri, Rasaei, Michael Miller, and
Sergeant Christopher Voda ("Deputies") by
Christopher Goertemiller ("Plaintiff"). Plaintiff seeks
damages arising from alleged excessive force used
by the Deputies during his detention and arrest on
February 24, 2019.

18,762

1898



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.104396155.1

Ricardo Valenzuela v. County of Los Angeles, et al.
21-cv-09374-GW-JPR

United States District Court

12/3/2021

Sheriff's Department

300,000

Anthony Willoughby, Esq.
Joseph H. Elias, Esq.
WILLOUGHBY & ASSOCIATES

Lana Choi , Senior Deputy County Counsel

This is a request to settle for $300,000, inclusive of
attorney's fees and costs, the lawsuit brought
against the County and Los Angeles County
Sheriff's Department ("LASD") Deputies Bobby
Olivares and Remin Pineda by plaintiff Ricardo
Valenzuela. Plaintiff, who was 16 years old at the
time of the incident, seeks damages arising from an
alleged August 6, 2019 assault by LASD deputies.

81,545

6,846



Case Name: Ricardo Valenzuela v. County of Los Angeles, et al. ‘

Summary 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 and/or the County of Los Angeles
Claims Board. The summary should be a specific overview of the claims/lawsuits identified root causes 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 confidentiality, please consult County Counsel.

Date of incident/event:

August 6, 2019, at approximately 7:30 p.m.

Briefly provide a description
of the incident/event:

Summary Corrective Action Plan 2023-81

Details in this document summarize the incident. The information
provided is a culmination of various sources to provide an abstract
of the incident.

The following statement is based on Deputies One and Two's
observations which were documented in their criminal report.

On August 6, 2019, at approximately 7:30 p.m., two Los Angeles County
Sheriff's Department deputies assigned to East Los Angeles Station were
patrolling as two one-man units, in marked black and white patrol
vehicles. The deputies observed lone female Bell Police Department
Officer One detaining three male juveniles along the north curb line of
Gage Avenue and Wilcox Avenue, in the city of Bell. The deputies
noticed the juveniles were not handcuffed. The deputies stopped their
patrol vehicles and exited to provide backup for the Bell officer. They
were informed Bell Officer One was conducting a battery/assault
investigation.

As they stood next to Deputy Two's patrol vehicle, an additional Bell
Police Officer Two arrived. The two deputy sheriffs were asked to wait at
the location while Bell officers contacted the victim. A group of six
juveniles (three males and three females) approached the location, and
began arguing with Bell Officer One. They yelled profanities as they
walked closer to the three detained male juveniles (the Plaintiff was with
the approaching group).

A female in the group ignored Bell Officer One's commands to stay away
until they concluded their investigation. She was subsequently detained
and handcuffed. Deputy One utilized his Department's hand-held radio to
request two units backup to their location, fearing the crowd, (who
outnumbered law enforcement personnel), would become unruly and
violent.

The deputies attempted to calm the group of juveniles when the Plaintiff
rushed past Deputy One, towards Deputy Two. The Plaintiff lunged
towards the rear of the patrol vehicle and grabbed a cellular phone which
was placed on the trunk of the patrol vehicle.

The deputies were concerned the Plaintiff would possibly assault them,
so they attempted to detain him. Deputies One and Two struggled to
restrain the Plaintiff due to his physical stature and resistive efforts.

The Plaintiff was unsearched, and the deputies feared the other juveniles
would become involved.

Document version: 4.0 (January 2013) Page 1 of 4




County of Los Angeles
Summary Corrective Action Plan

During the incident, deputies used control hold techniques, personal
weapons, and conducted a take-down to overcome the Plaintiff's resistive
behavior. White on the ground, the Plaintiff tucked his hands underneath
his torso and refused to submit to being handcuffed.

The Plaintiff kicked his legs and twisted his upper body, overpowering the
deputies and rolling onto his stomach. The Plaintiff then tucked his right
hand under his chest area. Deputy Two heard Deputy One give the
Plaintiff verbal commands to stop fighting.

Deputy Two forcefully placed the Plaintiff's right hand behind his back
while city of Bell Police Officer Two controlled the Plaintiff's left hand.
Deputy One took control of the Plaintiff s legs, and he was successfully
handcuffed.

The Plaintiff was arrested for Resisting/Obstructing Arrest, a violation of
Penal Cade 69.

The Plaintiff was treated on scene by the Los Angeles County Fire
Department for his injuries, and transported to LAC+USC Medical Center
for further treatment.

The incident was documented in a Supervisor's Report on use of force.
An investigation into the force used by LA County Sheriffs Department
Personnel was conducted. The force used against the Plaintiff was found
to be objectively reasonable and within the guidelines of Department
Policy.

On August 7, 2019, East Los Angeles Station detectives were assigned
to facilitate the criminal investigation. The station detectives interviewed
the Plaintiff and collected reports and evidence. They completed the
criminal case file and presented the case to the Los Angeles County
District Attorney’s Office (Juvenile Court) for filing consideration.

On August 9, 2019, the Los Angeles County District Attorney's Juvenile
Court Office reviewed the case and filed one misdemeanor charge of
Resisting/Obstructing an Executive Officer, a violation of Penal Code 69

On September 30, 2019, the Los Angeles County District Attarney’s
Juvenile Court Office conducted a disposition hearing. The Plaintiff was
released, and the case was handled informally.

Document version: 4.0 (January

2013) Page 2 of 4




County of Los Angeles
Summary Corrective Action Plan

1. Briefty describe the root cause(s} of the claim/tawsuit:

A Department root cause in this incident was the deputies used force against the Plaintiff.

A Department root cause in this incident was the deputies did not have equipment (Body-Worn
Camera) to video record their contact with the Plaintiff to prove or disprove his allegations.

A non-Department root cause in this incident was the aggressive subject(s), which escalated the
incident when they approached the Los Angeles County deputy sheriffs and Bell police officer(s).

A non-Department root cause in this incident was the Plaintiffs failure to comply/cooperate with Los
Angeles County deputy sheriffs. The Plaintiff fought with deputy sheriffs to avoid being searched and/or
detained.

2.  Briefly describe recommended corrective actions:
{Include each corrective action, due date, responsible party, and any disciplinary actions if appropriate)

Administrative Investigation

This incident was investigated by representatives of the Sheriff's Department to determine if any
administrative misconduct occurred before, during, or after this incident. An extensive investigation was
conducted into the Plaintiff's allegations regarding excessive force and failure to properly train.

At the completion of the force investigation, it was determined the first and second deputies’ use-of-
force and tactics for this incident were objectively reasonable and followed the guidelines of
Department policy.

Since the incident, Deputy Two completed training related to the circumstances presented during this
incident.

Deputy One is no longer empioyed with the Los Angeles County Sheriff's Department.

Tactical Debriefing

In the days following the incident, the supervisors briefed the incident to all sworn East Los Angeles
Station personnel. Emphasis was placed on officer safety, tactical preparedness, force options, and
lessons learned to assist employees for future situations similar in nature. The collection of crime scene
evidence, area surveillance videos, and interviewing witnesses was re-briefed for field sergeants,
deputy sheriffs, and station detectives.

Briefings occurred on all shifts and were given by the captain of East Los Angeles Station.

Station Body-Worn Cameras (BWC)

As of November 30, 2020, all sworn personnel assigned to East Los Angeles Station were issued a
Body- Worn Camera to ensure all public contacts are transparent. The use of BWCs ensures reliable
recording of enforcement and investigative contacts with the public. The Department established policy
and procedures for the purpose, use, and deployment of the Department-issued BWC.

« Must be turned on during alt public contacts and reviewed by the employee.

» Collect evidence for use in criminal investigation and prosecutions.

« Deter criminal activity and uncooperative behavior during law enforcement interactions with the
public.

s Promote accountability.

» Assist with resolving public complaints and administrative investigation.

» Supervisors conduct random daily audits of Body Worn Cameras to ensure compliance.

Document version: 4.0 (January 2013) Page 3 of4



County of Los Angeles
Summary Corrective Action Plan

Los Angeles County Sheriff's Department
Name: (Risk Management Coordinator)

Shawnee N. Hinchman, Captain
Risk Management Bureau

£ R

' Name: {Department Head)

Bruce D. Chase, Assistant Sheriff
Patrol Operaticns

i

Signaturey

Véiérnature: P 7/ /
)//(M/M//li‘ }Ef,—“ [
rd

Chief Executive Office Risk Management Inspector General USE ONLY

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

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

K No, the corrective actions are applicable only to this Department.

Signatureg-

Dancilis Procvezen

Name: Daniela Prowizor-Lacayo (Risk Management Inspector General)

Date:
9/18/2023

Document version: 4.0 {(January 2013)
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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.104390278.1

$

$

Josephine Huang v. County of Los Angeles, et al.
n/a

Los Angeles Superior Court

n/a

Sheriff's Department

700,000

Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher LLP

Lana Choi, Senior Deputy County Counsel

This is a request to settle for $700,000, inclusive of
attorney's fees and costs, a prospective lawsuit
against the County and unnamed Los Angeles
County Sheriff's Department ("LASD") deputies by
Josephine Huang, a KPCC (Southern California
Public Radio) reporter. Ms. Huang's proposed
complaint seeks damages arising from her
September 12, 2020 arrest and alleged assault by
LASD deputies.

62,661

7,097
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Case Name: Josephine Huang v. County of Los Angeles, et al.

Summary 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 and/or the County of Los Angeles
Claims Board. The summary should be a specific overview of the claims/lawsuits’ identified root causes
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 confidentiality, please consult County Counsel.

Date of incident/event:

September 13, 2020, at approximately 12:10 a.m.

Briefly provide a description
of the incident/event.

Josephine Huang v. County of Los Angeles, et al.
Summary Corrective Action Plan 2023-72

Details provided in this document summarize the incident. The
information provided is a culmination of various sources to provide an
abstract of the incident.

On September 12, 2020, two on-duty Los Angeles County Sheriff's
Department deputies were ambushed in the city of Compton. Both deputies
sustained several life-threatening gunshot wounds and were transported
to Saint Francis Medical Center for emergency medical treatment.

Call For Service:

On September 12, 2020, at approximately 11:00 p.m., several on-duty Los
Angeles County Sheriff's Department deputies assigned to Century Station
responded to Saint Francis Medical Center for an assistance call regarding
anti-law enforcement protesters. The protesters were outside the
emergency room creating a disturbance and attempting to enter the
emergency room where the injured deputies were being treated.

At approximately 11:00 p.m., deputy sheriff personnel ordered the group
of protesters to leave Saint Francis Medical Center's property. Once
additional deputy sheriff personnel arrived, they assisted with crowd
control and formed a skirmish line. The protesters received a dispersal
order for unlawful assembly. The protesters were directed away from the
emergency room entrance.

The following statement is based on Deputy One’s observations which
were documented in the criminal report:

Deputy One responded to Saint Francis Medical Center in response to an
assistance request over the radio. A crowd of protesters were outside of
the hospital where two deputies were being treated for gunshot wounds.

When Deputy One arrived, he saw 15-20 protesters, some of whom were
shouting, “F**k the police and f**k pigs!” The assembly was deemed
unlawful, and the crowd was told to disperse. Deputy One observed deputy
personnel arresting an unknown male adult who resisted their efforts to
handcuff him. He saw several deputies leave the skirmish line to assist
them.

Deputy One saw the Plaintiff “steadily approach” the deputies as they were
on their knees struggling to arrest the unknown adult male protester.
Deputy One directed the Plaintiff to step back but she did not comply.

Document version: 4.0 (January 2013) Page 1 of 10




County of Los Angeles
Summary Corrective Action Plan

She held an unknown object in her hand and raised her right hand towards
deputies’ faces as they engaged in the arrest of the male adult.

As the Plaintiff advanced toward the deputies, Deputy One redirected his
attention from the crowd of protesters to the Plaintiff. As the deputies were
walking the arrested protester to the vehicle, the Plaintiff walked closely
behind the arresting deputies. Deputy One was no longer able to focus his
attention on stopping the crowd’s efforts to enter the emergency room of
the hospital.

The Plaintiff stood approximately five feet from the deputies conducting the
arrest of the male protester. Deputy One was unable to respond to another
area of the hospital where deputies were needed. He had to ensure the
Plaintiff did not interfere with the arrest of the unknown male.

Deputy One attempted to handcuff the Plaintiff by grabbing her right wrist
and drawing it behind her back. The Plaintiff bent over at the waist and
tried to pull her hand free, preventing Deputy One from handcuffing the
Plaintiff in a safe manner. The Plaintiff then continued to resist and spin
her body toward her right side making it difficult for Deputy Cne to control
her movements.

Deputy One performed a takedown of the Plaintiff while Deputies Four
and Five took control of the Plaintiff's legs. Deputies Two and three
handcuffed the Plaintiff. As Deputies Two and Three handcuffed the
Plaintiff, she yelled, “I'm a reporter! KPCC." The Plaintiff then screamed
she needed help. Deputy One directed the Plaintiff not to move.

As the Piaintiff continued to impede arrest efforts, Deputies Two and Three
escorted her to a marked patrol vehicle and advised her she was being
arrested.

Deputy One said the Plaintiff did not immediately identify herself as a
member of the press and did not have the proper media credentials.

The Plaintiff stated she did not have any injuries. When a supervising
lieutenant interviewed her at the station, she stated she had injuries, but
they were not life threatening. She declined to state what the specific
injuries were.

The Plaintiff was arrested for obstructing a police officer and transported
to Martin Luther King Medical Center. She was then booked into the
Century Regional Detention Center.

The following statement is based on Deputy Two's observations which
were denoted in her suppiemental report:

Deputy Two responded to a radio assistance request for a group of
protesters attempting to enter the emergency room at Saint Francis
Medical Center. When she arrived, she observed 10-15 demonstrators
yelling obscenities at a skirmish line of deputies.

Document version: 4.0 (January 2013) Page 2 of 10




County of Los Angeles
Summary Corrective Action Plan

Seven to eight of the protesters dispersed and walked away from the
hospital, but the Plaintiff walked hurriedly toward Deputy Two while
shouting, despite verbal commands from deputies to back away from the
location.

The Piaintiff “pushed” herself forward, and Deputy One performed a
takedown. Deputy Two took control of the Plaintiff's teft arm with his left
hand on her shoulder and her right arm on her wrist. Deputy Three took
control of the Plaintiff's right arm. The Plaintiff resisted handcuffing by
stiffening her left arm above her head. Deputy Two placed a handcuff on
her left wrist and placed the Plaintiffs hand behind her back, overcoming
her resistance. She continued to resist until Deputy Three moved hef right
hand behind her back and handcuffed her.

Deputies Two and Three lifted the Plaintiff to her feet by placing their hands
under the Plaintiff's left and right forearms. The Plaintiff dropped her
bodyweight and twisted her body in the opposite direction of the deputies’
grip. Deputies Two and Three were able to escort the Plaintiff to a marked
patrol vehicle without further incident.

The following statement is based on Deputy Three's observations which
were denoted in his supplemental report.

Deputy Three responded to Saint Francis Medical Center in response to a
radio request for additional deputies. A crowd of protesters were gathering
in the emergency entrance area at the hospital. When Deputy Three
arrived at the intersection, he saw Deputy One along with other unidentified
deputies ordering the Plaintiff to step back. Deputy One made three
demands to the Plaintiff, to no avail.

Deputy Three exited his patrol vehicle and saw Deputies One and Two
restraining the Plaintiff on the ground. Deputy Three took control of the
Plaintiff's right arm by holding onto her wrists. Deputy Two grabbed the
Piaintiff's right wrist and placed her right arm behind her back before
handcuffing her. Once the Plaintiff was handcuffed, Deputies Two and
Three assisted the Plaintiff to her feet. Deputy Three maintained a hold of
the Plaintiff's right bicep, and the Plaintiff turned away from him and
dropped her bodyweight. Deputy Three placed his arm under the
Plaintiff's right armpit area and firmly heid her right shoulder to prevent
her from falling to the ground. The Plaintiff was escorted to the rear seat
of a marked patrol vehicle without further incident.

The Plaintiff did not have any complaint of pain, nor did Deputy Three
observe any vistbie injuries,

The following statement is based on Deputy Four’s observations which
were denoted in his supplemental report:

While working with Deputy Five, Deputy Four heard an assistance
request for deputies to respond to Saint Francis Medical Center for a
group of protesters.

Document version: 4.0 (January 2013) Page 3 of 10




County of Los Angeles
Summary Corrective Action Plan

Deputies Four and Five responded in their marked black and white patrol
vehicle, and when Deputy Four arrived, he saw a crowd of disruptive
male adults in the entryway of the hospital in plain clothing yelling at
deputies. The crowd refused to disband and yelled obscenities at
deputies. Deputy personnel arrested one of the adults in the crowd.

While deputies were arresting the male aduit protester, Deputy Four saw
the Plaintiff quickly moving toward them despite commands from
uniformed personnel to back up.

Deputy Four momentarily diverted his attention away from the Plaintiff
when he heard lights and sirens in another direction, and when he turned
around, he saw the Plaintiff on the ground in a supine position. Deputy
One maintained control of the Plaintiff's upper right side, while Deputies
Two, Three, and Seven secured her upper left side. Deputy Six appeared
to secure the Plaintiff's legs.

Deputy Four knelt near the Plaintiff's right side and held her right calf with
his left hand. He focused on maintaining contro! of the Plaintiff's legs and
released his grip when the Plaintiff s hands were secured.

Deputy Four then stocd up and retrieved Deputy One’s baton from the
ground.

Deputies Four and Five transported the Plaintiff in a patrol vehicle to the
hospital for medical evaluation. Deputies Four and Five then transported
her to Century Regional Detention Center where she was booked for
Obstructing a Peace Officer, violation of 148(a)1) PC.

The following statement is based on Deputy Five's observations which
were recorded during his deposition with the Internal Affairs Bureau:

Deputy Five responded with Deputy Four to the location regarding an
assistance request for deputies at Saint Francis Medical Center. There
was a crowd of protesters cutside of the emergency entrance.

When Deputy Five arrived, he saw a group of people outside the
entrance to the hospital yelling at law enforcement. Deputy Five was
concerned about the safety of the hospital and its patients.

Deputy Five said the situation was chaotic and there were large amounts
of people there from various entities. He recognized some as hospital
personnel, and others as command staff from the Los Angeles County
Sheriffs Department. Deputy Five was focused on the crowd and did not
see Deputy One perform a takedown on the Plaintiff. When he diverted
his attention from the crowd, the Plaintiff was already being arrested.
Deputy Five redirected his attention back to pushing the crowd away from
the emergency entrance while monitoring the different individuals
entering and feaving the parking structure.

Deputy Five assisted in taping off the area to keep protesters away.
Deputy Five said he was not a part of the skirmish line.

Deputies Four and Five transported the Plaintiff to Martin Luther King
Hospital for medical evaluation prior to booking.

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

The Plaintiff repeatedly said she wanted to go home. Deputies Four and
Five transported the Plaintiff to Century Regional Detention Center where
she was booked for Obstructing a Peace Officer, violation of 148(a){1) PC.

Deputy Five only [earned the Plaintiff was a member of the media when he
booked her identification card into her property. The following statement is
based on Deputy Six's observations which were denoted in his
supplemental report:

Deputy Six responded to Saint Francis Medical Center after hearing an
assistance request over the radio. When he arrived, he saw a crowd of
male adults yelling at deputy personnel, waving their hands in the air, and
balling their hands into fists as uniformed personnel stood in a skirmish
line. The crowd was directed to walk eastbound away from the hospital's
emergency room entrance.

As Deputy Five walked eastbound past the emergency room entrance, he
saw Deputy One conduct a takedown on the Plaintiff. Deputy Six said the
Plaintiff appeared to be pulling away from Deputy One.

Deputy Six saw the Plaintiff lying on her stomach yelling for someone to
help her. Deputy Six grabbed the Plaintiff's lower torse to gain control and
allow for the Plaintiff to be safely handcuffed. Deputy Six saw Deputies
Two and Three handcuff the Plaintiff and escort her to a patrol vehicle.
Deputy Six stated the Plaintiff was “pushing back up” against the deputies
as they escorted her to the vehicle.

The following statement is based on Deputy Seven’'s observations which
were denoted in his supplemental report:

Deputy Seven responded to Saint Francis Medical Center regarding an
anti-law enforcement protest and saw deputies detaining the Plaintiff on
the corner when he arrived. Deputy Seven approached the group of
deputies with the intention of handcuffing the Plaintiff, but saw she was
handcuffed prior to his arrival. As Deputy Seven placed his handcuffs back
into his handcuff case, Deputies Two and Three picked the Plaintiff up off
the ground and escorted her to a nearby patrol car. The Plaintiff resisted
deputies’ efforts by pushing her body weight backward into them.

Deputy Seven opened the rear driver side door of a black and white patrol
vehicle and the Plaintiff was secured in the back seat. Deputy Seven then
redirected his attention to the crowd of protesters.

The following statement is based on Deputy Eight's observations which
were denoted in his supplemental report:

Deputy Eight responded to the location regarding a group of 10-15
“uncooperative” people yelling expletives at deputies. They refused to
disperse.

While assisting with crowd disbursement, he saw the Plaintiff standing on
the west sidewalk in proximity to deputies who were affecting an arrest of
another individual. Several deputies asked the Plaintiff to step back, but
she did not move or identify herself as a member of the press.
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As Deputy Eight walked south, several deputies wer"é: standing in front of
him, impeding his view of the Plaintiff.

Deputy Eight walked west and while canvassing the area for threats, he
heard a scuffle behind him. He turned around and saw Deputy One trying
to control the Plaintiff.

The Plaintiff was attempting to free herself from his grasp as Deputy One
conducted a single arm take town. Deputy Eight saw multiple deputies
around the Plaintiff. He remained stationary (approximately five to seven
feet away} and provided security for the deputies who were attempting to
secure the Plaintiff.

The following statement is based on Deputy Nine's observations which
were denoted in his supplemental report:

Deputy Nine responded to an assistance request involving various
protesters encroaching on the emergency room at Sant Francis Medical
Center.

Deputy Nine was driving northbound when he saw several protesters
running eastbound from the location. Deputy Nine parked his vehicle at the
corner and observed uniformed deputy personnel ordering the Plaintiff to
step back as she pointed at them. Deputy Nine also saw several protesters
on the east curb line, and an unrelated news reporter maintaining a safe
distance from deputies.

Deputy Nine saw deputies grab the Plaintiff's arm to handcuff her, as well
as the Plaintiff pulling away from deputies while yelling. Deputy Nine drew
his attention back to the group of protesters and formed a skirmish line
between deputies affecting the arrest and protesters to prevent them from
attacking the deputies behind him.

Deputy Nine saw the Plaintiff being escorted to his patrol vehicle out of the
corner of his eye while he proceeded to set up a security perimeter around
Saint Francis Medical Center.

The following statement is based on Deputy Ten's cbservations which
were denoted in his supplemental report:

Deputy Ten responded to the Saint Francis Medical Center emergency
room regarding a group of protesters at the location. He saw 10-15
protesters when he arrived and observed them yelling slurs at deputies.

Deputy Ten approached to help prevent the protesters from entering the
emergency rcom, and the group attempted to get around deputies by
scattering and running into the street and onto the west curb line

Deputy Ten gave commands to an unknown male Black adult wearing all
black clothing. The male ran into the street and Deputy Ten ordered him to
step onto the sidewalk fearing he would get hurt. Deputy Ten redirected
his attention to a small crowd of protesters and saw Deputy One "dealing”
with the Plaintiff who was being uncooperative. Deputy Ten saw Deputy
One perform a takedown an the Plaintiff. He then redirected his attention
to the protesters standing at the intersection. When he looked back, Deputy
Ten saw deputies escorting the Plaintiff to the rear of a patrol vehicle.
Deputy Ten believed the Plaintiff was shouting, “CCTV, CCTV!"
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The following statement is based on Deputy Eleven’s cbservations which
were denoted in his supplemental report:

At approximately 2300 hours, Deputy Eleven was providing security in the
Saint Francis Medical Center Trauma Room when he heard a commotion
outside, He exited the building and saw protesters blocking driveway of the
emergency room entrance.

Deputy Eleven helped establish a skirmish line and stopped at the corner.
He observed the protesters walk southbound. He observed several
unknown deputies attempting to detain the Plaintiff who was on the ground
in a prone position.

Deputy Eleven directed his attention back toward the skirmish line and the
protesters.

Deputy Twelve did not author a supplemental report, however, during his
Internal Affairs Bureau investigation, he stated the following:

Deputy Twelve responded to Saint Francis Medical Center with Deputy
Thirteen to assist deputies who were shot on duty. When he arrived, he
saw an unoccupied patrol vehicle, presumably the vehicle the injured
deputies were transported in. He and Deputy Thirteen secured the vehicle.
He recalled various individuals walking in and out of the hospital and at
one point saw a group of approximately 20 protesters blocking the
emergency entrance to the hospital He and Deputy Thirteen donned their
emergency gear and walked toward the crowd to keep them from
breaching hospital grounds.

Due to the hostility of the crowd, Deputy Thirteen used his radio to request
additional deputies and Aero (helicopter) to respond to his location. He saw
several respanding deputies rush to one individual, bui refocused his
attention on the protesters. Deputy Twelve heard a commotion but was not
aware of what transpired.

Deputy Twelve stated he did not see the Plaintiff, nor did he recali anyone
identifying themselves to him as a member of the press. After providing
security at the skirmish tine, Deputy Twelve returned to the emergency
room entrance to guard the patrol vehicle in which the injured deputies
were transported.

Deputy Thirteen did not author a supplemental report, however, during his
Internal Affairs Bureau investigation, he stated the following:

Deputy Thirteen respanded to the emergency parking lot of Saint Francis
Medical Center with his partner Deputy Twelve, after hearing an assistance
request on the radie. Deputy Thirteen saw the patrol vehicle the injured
deputies were transported in and secured it. The vehicle was "hastily"
parked and not in a designated parking stail He remained with the vehicle
to prevent anyone from tampering with it.

Deputy Thirteen stated he was standing fifty to 50-75 yards away when he
saw a group of protesters yelling expletives at the police. He saw the
Plaintiff standing near the group of protesters, and he eventually joined
other deputies in the skirmish line to prevent protesters from entering
hospital property and maintain the integrity of the emergency entrance.
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During the three t_o five minutes Deputy Thirteer-rwas there, he saw other
deputies taking an individual into custody. He was forced to provide
security to ensure they would not be "harassed” by any of the protesters.

Deputy Thirteen saw the Plaintiff in the vicinity of a guard shack near the
emergency entrance of the hospital but could not detail specific events of
her arrest. Deputy Thirteen returned to his marked patrol vehicle which was
parked outside of the emergency room entrance and provided general
security at Saint Francis Medical Center for the duration of his shift.

1.

Briefly describe the root cause(s) of the claim/lawsuit:

A Department root cause in this incident was Deputy One gave verbal commands, Deputy One did not
allow the Plaintiff time to comply with his orders.

A Department root cause in this incident was Deputy One's attempt to detain the Plaintiff, which led to
a use of force.

A Department root cause in this incident was Deputy Four's failure to safeguard the Plaintiff's personal
property (a celi phone).

A Department root cause in this incident was the deputies did not have the equipment (Body-Worn
Camera) to video record their contact with the Plaintiff to prove or disprove her allegations.

A non-Department root cause in this incident was the Plaintiff's failure to comply with the lawful orders
issued by the deputy sheriffs, and physically resisting Deputy One as he attempted to detain her.

A non-Department root cause in this incident was the Plaintiff did not have a Department approved
press pass.

2.

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

Administrative Investigation

This incident was investigated by representatives of the Sheriff's Department Internal Affairs Bureau to
determine if any administrative misconduct occurred before, during, or after this incident. On September
08, 2021, internal Affairs Bureau concluded its investigation. It was determined there were no concerns
regarding Deputy One’s tactics, decisions, or planning during the use of force and arrest of the Plaintiff.
Appropriate administrative action was taken regarding Deputy Four's actions during the incident, as it
relates to the handling of the Plaintiff s personal property (a celt phone).

Since this incident, all deputies involved have attended training and tactics pertaining to the
circumstances surrounding this incident.

Use of Force Investigation
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Century Station supervisors investigated the use of force. It was determined that the force used by all
deputy sheriffs during this incident was objectively reasonable.

Station Briefings

On September 14, 2020, Century Station supervisors and deputies involved in the incident conducted
a critical incident debriefing regarding the events that took place and information known at the time.
The topics discussed were specific to crowd control, civil disobedience, and the news media. In the
days following the incident, these topics were also discussed in briefings on all three shifts by field
sergeants and watch commanders.

Department Publications

On December 7, 2021, the Department's Field Operations Support Services disseminated a newsletter
tiled "2022 Laws Regarding Civil Unrest” The newsletter details information regarding access,
detentions, and protections afforded to members of the media. Deputy sheriffs are continuously being
briefed on this newsletter.

Station Body Worn Camera

As of October 2020, all personnel assigned to Century Station were issued a Body-Worn Camera (BWC)
to ensure all public contact is transparent. The use of BWCs ensures reliable recording of enforcement
and investigative contacts with the public. The Department established policies and procedures for the
purpose, use, and deployment of the Department issued BWCs.
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3 Are the corrective actions addressing Department-wide system issues?
O Yes — The corrective actions address Department-wide system issues.
| No — The corrective actions are only applicable to the affected parties.

Los Angeles County Sheriff's Department
Name: (Risk Management Coordinator)

' Shawnee N. Hinchman, Captain
Risk Management Bureau

Date:

") /%x 0423

ame: ( Departrﬁent Head)

Bruce D. Chase, Assistant Sheriff
Patrol Operations

Signature: | Date:

| Foe | 7/L‘1(1'5

Chief Executive Office Risk Management Inspector General USE ONLY

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

O Yes, the corrective actions potentially have County-wide applicability.
K No, the corrective actions are applicable only to this Department.

Name: Daniela Prowizor-Lacayo (Risk Management Inspector General)

A Signatu;ei . ) Dlg;lta"y Signed by ‘ Date;
Da n Iela Daniela Prowizor ‘
Date: 2023.07.25 7/25/2023

PE)WiZOr 08:55:17 -07'00'
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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.104228344 1

Knock LA v. County of Los Angeles
22STCP00287

Los Angeles Superior Court

April 4, 2022

District Attorney

45,000

Susan E. Seager, Esquire
Jack Lerner, Esquire

University Of California, Irvine, School Of Law

Jonathan McCaverty
Principal Deputy County Counsel

This is a recommendation to settle the attorneys'
fees and costs in a California Public Records Act
lawsuit filed by University of California, Irvine -
School of Law, on behalf of Knock LA against the
District Attorney's Office regarding records sought
pursuant to Senate Bill 1421.

44,499



LOS ANGELES COUNTY CLAIMS BOARD
MINUTES OF REGULAR MEETING
September 18, 2023
1. Call to Order.

The meeting of the Los Angeles County Claims Board was called to order at 9:38 a.m. The
meeting was held virtually with Claims Board Members participating in person and online. Claims Board
Members Adrienne M. Byers, Chair Steve Robles, and Oscar Valdez appeared in person and via video
conference.

All other persons present at the virtual Claims Board meeting: Millicent Rolon, Minas Samuelian,
Mark Lomax, Michael Owens, Jenny Tam, Richard Kudo, Latasha Corry, Kevin Engelien, Kent Sommer,
and Lauren Lyman appeared for the Office of the County Counsel. Minh Le, and Marian Bellard
appeared for Internal Services. Catherine Mathers, Jammy Au-Yeung, and Robert Myrtle appeared for
the Department of Health Services. Stefan Popescu appeared for the Department of Beaches and
Harbors. Shanese Winfrey, Shawnee Hinchman, Renata Phillip, Socorro Merchain, Rick Rector,
Edmundo Torres, Tenaya Brown, Crystal Miranda, Brenda Parker, and Ta’Hitia Crooks appeared for the
Sheriff's Department. Devyne Dawson, and Brian Mejia appeared for the Department of Parks and
Recreation. Julia Kim, and Dennis Breshears appeared for the Fire Department. Christiana Lee
appeared for the Department of Children and Family Services. Attorney Janet Soultanian appeared for
Ballard Rosenberg Golper & Savitt, LLP. Attorney Diane Martinez appeared for Hurrell & Cantrall, LLP.
Jesse Miller, and Afshin Najafi appeared for Seyfarth Shaw, LLP. Andrew Baum appeared for Glaser
Weil Fink Howard Avchen and Shapiro, LLP.

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 appeared in person or were on the public teleconference phone line to
address the Claims Board.

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

At 9:40 a.m., Board Chair Steve Robles convened the meeting in closed session to discuss the
items listed below as 4(a) through 4(k).

4, Report of Actions Taken in Closed Session.
No members of the public were present to hear the reportable actions of the Claims Board.

At 12:05 p.m., the Claims Board reconvened in open session via video conference and reported
the actions taken in closed session as follows:

a. Miquel De Los Santos v. County of Los Angeles, et al.
United States District Court Case No. 2:22-CV-04302

This civil rights lawsuit against the Sheriff's Department alleges excessive use of force.
Action Taken:

The Claims Board recommended to the Board of Supervisors settlement of Item 4.a. in
the amount of $400,000.

Vote: Ayes: 3 — Steve Robles, Adrienne M. Byers, and Oscar Valdez.
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Mario Morones v. County of Los Angeles, et al.
United States District Court Case No.: 2:21-CV-07690

This civil rights lawsuit against the Sheriff's Department alleges excessive use of force
and unlawful arrest.

Action Taken:

The Claims Board recommended to the Board of Supervisors settlement of Item 4.b. in
the amount of $430,000.

Vote: Ayes: 3 — Steve Robles, Adrienne M. Byers, and Oscar Valdez.

Non-Litigated Auto Liability Claims of Trisha C. Chacon and Kemper Insurance

These claims seek compensation for property damage caused by an automobile accident
involving a Sheriff's Department transportation bus.

Action Taken:
The Claims Board approved settlement of Item 4.c. in the amount of $28,117.25.
Vote: Ayes: 3 — Steve Robles, Adrienne M. Byers, and Oscar Valdez.

Nemore v. Renovate America, Inc., et al.
Los Angeles Superior Court Case No. BC701810

Ocana v. Renew Financial Holdings, Inc., et al.
Los Angeles Superior Court Case No. BC701809

These class-action lawsuits allege breach of contract by the Internal Services Department.
Action Taken:

The Claims Board recommended to the Board of Supervisors settlement of ltem 4.d. in
the amount of $9,000,000.

Vote: Ayes: 3 — Steve Robles, Adrienne M. Byers, and Oscar Valdez.

Hector Valentin Garcia vs. County of Los Angeles, et al.
Los Angeles Superior Court Case Number 20STCV32287

This lawsuit arises from injuries allegedly sustained in an automobile accident with a
Department of Parks and Recreation employee.

Action Taken:
The Claims Board approved settlement of Item 4.e. in the amount of $70,000.

Vote: Ayes: 3 — Steve Robles, Adrienne M. Byers, and Oscar Valdez.
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f. Terry Rose Leeds v. County of Los Angeles, et al.
Los Angeles Superior Court Case Number 21STCV21574

This lawsuit arises from injuries allegedly sustained in a trip and fall incident on a sidewalk
maintained by the Department of Beaches and Harbors.

Action Taken:

The Claims Board recommended to the Board of Supervisors settlement of Item 4.f. in the
amount of $135,000.

Vote: Ayes: 3 — Steve Robles, Adrienne M. Byers, and Oscar Valdez.

g. Non-Litigated Matter of Jennifer Flagler, et al.

This claim for damages alleges negligence against the Fire Department.
Action Taken:

The Claims Board recommended to the Board of Supervisors settlement of Item 4.g. in
the amount of $2,950,000.

Vote: Ayes: 3 — Steve Robles, Adrienne M. Byers, and Oscar Valdez.

h. John Meyer, Jr. v. County of Los Angeles, et al.
Los Angeles Superior Court Case Number 21AVCV00645

This lawsuit arises from injuries allegedly sustained in an automobile accident with an
employee from the Fire Department.

Action Taken:
The Claims Board approved settlement of Item 4.h. in the amount of $50,000.
Vote: Ayes: 3 — Steve Robles, Adrienne M. Byers, and Oscar Valdez.

i. Zoltan Gyarmati v. County of Los Angeles, et al.
Los Angeles Superior Court Case Number 21STCV01262

This lawsuit arises from injuries allegedly sustained in an automobile accident involving a
Department of Health Services employee.

Action Taken:
The Claims Board approved settlement of Item 4.i. in the amount of $35,000.

Vote: Ayes: 3 — Steve Robles, Adrienne M. Byers, and Oscar Valdez.
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i- Deborah Rose v. County of Los Angeles
Los Angeles Superior Court Case No. 22TRCV00084
This lawsuit against the Department of Health Services alleges harassment,
discrimination, and retaliation.
Action Taken:
The Claims Board approved settlement of Item 4.j. in the amount of $75,000.
Vote: Ayes: 3 — Steve Robles, Adrienne M. Byers, and Oscar Valdez.

k. Yana Gasparyan v. County of Los Angeles

Los Angeles Superior Court Case No. 21STCV13275

This lawsuit against the Department of Children and Family Services alleges harassment,
disability discrimination, and retaliation.

Action Taken:
The Claims Board approved settlement of Item 4 k. in the amount of $80,000.

Vote: Ayes: 2 — Steve Robles, and Oscar Valdez.
Noes: 1 — Adrienne M. Byers

5. Approval of the Minutes of the August 21, 2023, regular meeting of the Claims Board.
Action Taken:
The Claims Board approved the Minutes of the August 21, 2023, meeting.
Vote: Ayes: 3 — Steve Robles, Adrienne M. Byers, and Oscar Valdez.

6. Adjournment.

The meeting was adjourned at 12:08 p.m.

LOS ANGELES COUNTY CLAIMS BOARD

By

Derek Stane
Claims Board Secretary
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	Vote: Ayes: 3 – Steve Robles, Adrienne M. Byers, and Oscar Valdez.
	d. Nemore v. Renovate America, Inc., et al. Los Angeles Superior Court Case No. BC701810
	Ocana v. Renew Financial Holdings, Inc., et al. Los Angeles Superior Court Case No. BC701809
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	Vote: Ayes: 2 – Steve Robles, and Oscar Valdez.  Noes: 1 – Adrienne M. Byers
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