


committee heard the item, as determined by the legislative body. Every notice for a special 
meeting shall provide an opportunity for members of the public to directly address the legislative 
body concerning any item that has been described in the notice for the meeting before or during 
consideration of that item. (Emphasis added.)

CURE AND CORRECT DEMAND:

The Council should not have voted on the item 12-1269-S5 and so took action improperly on the 
amendment,  that had not been properly posted or circulated on an agenda and was slipped into 
the file after the meeting notification requirement.  Consequently, the public right to testimony 
under Section 54954.3 was denied – especially when, after the Council made a substantial 
change to the agendized item, the council did not re-open for public comment on the new 
agenda item.

As a result of the foregoing, pursuant to Gov’t Code section 54960.1, I demand that the agency 
cure and correct these violations or face a lawsuit to void the unlawful actions.  The ordinance 
approval must be invalidated, and the actions taken must be rescinded within 15 days.  If City 
Council does not Cure and Correct this violation by holding a meeting duly noticed for the public 
in compliance with the Brown Act, and rescind within 15 days, the actions taken, we will pursue 
all available remedies under the Brown Act, including the filing of a petition for writ of mandate, 
in which case I would also ask the court to order you to pay my court costs and reasonable 
attorney fees in this matter, pursuant to Section 54960.5.

CEASE AND DESIST:

Because of the probability that the Brown Act violations described in this letter will happen again 
in the future, in addition to my cease and desist demand I also demand, pursuant to Gov’t Code 
section  54960.2, that the City cease and desist, which requires a written unconditional 
commitment to ceasing and desisting in the unlawful acts described in the. If the City does not 
provide the aforementioned assurance within the deadlines specified in Section 54960.2, then I 
will seek a judicial remedy that will include a claim for fees and costs.

VIOLATIONS OF OTHER LAW, REGULATIONS OR ORDINANCES:

Policy Section 22.819 :

In addition to the foregoing, the Council violated Council Policy Section 22.819 of the Los 
Angeles Administrative Code, which reads in pertinent part:

The Presiding Officer of the City Council, or the Chair of a Council Committee, shall
provide an opportunity for duly authorized members of a Certified Neighborhood Council
board in the City of Los Angeles, to address the City Council or Council Committee on
matters for which a Community Impact Statement has been submitted and posted to the
Council File currently under consideration.

At the December 12th meeting, the City Council’s Presiding Officer violated Policy Section 
22.819.  I demand that the City unconditionally commit to complying with the requirements of 
Section 22.819 to the Los Angeles Administrative Code.  If not, I will seek a judicial remedy that 
will include a claim for fees and costs.




