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Note and file - this report back is intended for informational purposes only.

SUMMARY

Pursuant to a discussion relative to the Special Studies Report on the Resources Required to 
Create a Centralized Grants Office in the Office of the City Administrative Officer (CAO), the 
Innovation, Grants, Technology, Commerce and Trade (IGTCT) Committee requested that this 
Office report back on additional information relative to current City grants processes. More 
specifically, the CAO was requested to report back on how the City currently manages grants, the 
composition of competitive versus formula grants and how the City compares to other cities of the 
same size. Additionally, a related Motion (Blumenfield - Wesson) was introduced on April 1, 2016 
(C.F. 16-0377) requesting that the CAO, Chief Legislative Analyst and City Attorney, along with 
the assistance and participation of relevant departments or entities review the Grants Ordinance 
and report back with recommendations to streamline the process and structure it in such a way 
as to create greater efficiency, transparency and effectiveness.

Current City Grants Processes

The Los Angeles Administrative Code Section 14.1 et al, more commonly known as the Grants 
Ordinance (Attachment 1), sets forth general City policies for submission of grant applications, 
acceptance and receipt of grant awards, contracting requirements and status reports. Since its 
enactment in 1978, a number of revisions have been made over the years, but has remained 
unchanged from its present configuration since 2002.

The City's current policies have become cumbersome and increasingly difficult for departments to 
prepare and submit competitive applications, accept grant awards, implement grant-funded
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projects within designated grant periods, or facilitate grant closeouts in a timely manner. 
Electronic technologies have transformed the grants process, resulting in compressed deadlines 
for application submission (30-45 days), grant award acceptance time limits (30-45 days) or 
combined apply and accept requirements to facilitate workflow efficiency and reduce paperwork. 
Furthermore, federal grant reform measures through the Uniform Guidance Act and the DATA 
ACT have imposed additional accountability and transparency requirements on grant recipients. 
Current policies and procedures to apply for grants or to accept grant awards can no longer 
accommodate such an expedited process.

Approval of Grant Applications

The Grants Ordinance currently allows departments to submit competitive and/or discretionary 
applications without prior Mayor and Council approval unless the grant requires matching funds 
or a commitment of other City resources. If a grant requires a commitment of matching funds or 
other City resources, the department must obtain Mayor and Council approval prior to submission 
of the grant application. However, an exception is permitted for any grant in which the Notice of 
Funding Availability is published less than 61 days prior to the application submission deadline. 
Whenever a department applies for a grant, a copy of the grant application and an explanatory 
memorandum must simultaneously be submitted to the Mayor, CAO, Chief Legislative Analyst 
(CLA), and to the City Clerk for Committee and Council consideration.

The purpose of this requirement is two-fold: to ensure that departments are applying for grants 
that match their mission and priorities and to forestall any inappropriate commitments of City 
resources. As was noted in the audit, this requirement is neither effective nor feasible. Since most 
applications have a typical submission deadline of 30-45 days, the 61 day exception has become 
obsolete. Therefore, the majority of grant applications undergo Committee and Council 
consideration after submission, so approval is perfunctory.

Relative to entitlement and/or formula grants as well as any other grant that does not fall under 
the provisions for competitive and/or discretionary grants, departments provide written notification 
of the designated funds to the Mayor and Council. This documentation is forwarded to the 
appropriate Committee for review and recommendation to Council. Mayor and Council approval 
must be obtained prior to submission of the grant application or to request distribution of the 
funds. At the present time, this Office plans to facilitate further discussion on changes to the 
current processes for the treatment of competitive, entitlement and/or formula grants.

(Continued on next page)
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The current process for the Grant Application Submission process is illustrated below.

Current
Grant Application Submission

if

Notice of Funding Availability 
(NOFA) Announcement

I
Department notifies Mayor 

and Council of formula/ 
entitlement/other allocation

No matching requirement or NOFA + 
match requirement is released less 
than 61 days prior to deadline

Matching requirement or 
commitment of City resources

A
Department submits Application to 
Grantor

Department submits Memo + 
Application to Mayor, Council, 

CAO, CLA for Committee review 
and recommendation

Committee Review and 
Recommendation to Council

Mayor and Council ApprovalDepartment submits Memo + 
Application to Mayor, Council, CAO, 

CLA for Committee review and 
recommendation

Council and Mayor Approval

TJ1
Department submits formula/ 

entitlement/ application to 
Grantor

Department submits Application 
to Grantor

Council and Mayor Approval

Approval to Accept Grant Awards

The Grants Ordinance currently requires Mayor and Council approval to accept and receive all 
grant awards to the City. Section 14.8(c) allows for a department to obtain advance authorization 
to accept a grant award if the grant application constitutes a binding commitment to the City and 
certain specifics such as grant award amount, performance period or project scope are known 
factors. Departments that report to a governing board or commission must first obtain board or 
commission approval prior to seeking Mayor and Council approval for acceptance and receipt of 
grant awards.

There are no time limitations on the City’s current grants acceptance process so unless a grantor 
imposes a deadline, there are no compelling requirements to prioritize or accelerate acceptance 
of grant awards to the City. As shown below, the City’s current acceptance process consists of 
multiple steps and any delays at one or more of these steps is likely to significantly impact project 
implementation, timely expenditure or reimbursement of grant funds, closeout of the grant, and 
ultimately, potential reapplication to the grant program. This process requires streamlining 
measures to allow departments to implement grant-funded projects as quickly as possible and 
obtain timely receipt of grant funds.
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Current
Grant Acceptance Process

i
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Grants Administration

The Grants Ordinance addresses administrative processes relative to the authority to make binding 
commitments for contracts, amendments to contracts, revisions to grant award contract budgets or 
contracts, time extensions and when appropriate, the advance authorization for acceptance of a grant 
award in conjunction with grant application submission. Some administrative processes, such as 
tracking project revenues and expenditures; review, approval and submission of reimbursement 
requests; project implementation status; compliance with reporting requirements and grant closeout 
are not specified in the Grants Ordinance and are the responsibility of the recipient department. 
Although many departments have developed internal procedures that incorporate both City and 
grantor requirements, procedures are not standardized across the City. Further discussion of 
developing standardized procedures is in process.

Reporting Requirements

The Grants Ordinance currently requests that departments provide regular reports to inform City 
officials on the status of their grants activities. At this time there is no formal procedure for 
scheduling the submission or consideration of these status reports. Departments submit status 
reports at their own discretion or when requested by Council. However, with the exception of the 
Single Audit Report, which is an annual federally mandated requirement, none of the other 
reporting requirements endeavor to aggregate grants data on a Citywide basis. This Office
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reports on estimated grant funds as part of the annual budget process, but the data collected is 
only available in a stand-alone document. The City should consider implementation of a grants 
management system solution to regularize grants reporting activities and also satisfy forthcoming 
DATA Act requirements.

Grants Ordinance Review and Discussion

Recently, this Office met with staff from the CLA, Councilmembers Blumenfield and Harris- 
Dawson and several departments to discuss preliminary steps prior to bringing together a larger 
group to review and discuss changes to the Grants Ordinance. After some discussion to identify 
obstacles departments encounter in complying with the City’s current grants processes, it was 
determined that a survey was the best method for collecting information and feedback from 
departmental grants staff. Next steps include composing survey questions, circulating the final 
survey for review and drafting an instruction memo to accompany the survey. This group also 
plans to convene a larger group of departmental grants staff to explain the purpose of the survey, 
encourage participation in future efforts to review and modify the Grants Ordinance, and request 
assistance in developing standardized procedures to streamline City grants processes to achieve 
greater efficiency, transparency and effectiveness in the Grants Program.

City Grants Portfolio

This Office reviewed the City’s Single Audit Reports for the past three years (FY2013, FY2014, 
FY2015) in order to examine the composition and size of its grants portfolio. It should be noted 
that for the purposes of this review, only grants under the heading of General Government were 
considered. Proprietary departments, which file their Single Audit Reports separately, provide 
additional grant dollars: FY2013 - $104,376,000, FY 2014 - $310,778,000, FY 2015 - 
$121,369,000. Although a more detailed breakdown of this review is provided in Attachment 2, 
the chart below highlights a few basics about the City’s grants activities. The City receives the 
majority of its grants from a core group of 16 federal agencies, receiving the largest total amount 
of funding through the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD): FY2013 - 
$259 Million, FY 2014 - $162 Million, FY2015 - $154 Million or 40 percent of the City’s total grant 
dollar amount for all three years. Other federal agencies that provide the next largest portion of 
total grant dollar amounts to the City include the U.S. Department of Transportation, U.S. 
Department of Homeland Security and the U.S. Department of Labor. The U.S. Department of 
Justice (DOJ) awarded the largest number of grants: FY2013 - 78, FY2014 - 64, FY2015 - 68.

Excerpt from City of Los Ange es Federal Awards Summary

Total Grant 
Dollar Amount

Total No. of 
Grants

Direct
Grants

Pass-Thru
GrantsFiscal Year Formula Competitive Other*

$522,701,000FY2013 219 123 96 88 86 45
$449,655,000FY2014 183 92 91 81 61 41
$423,750,000FY2015 182 100 82 7375 34

*Other includes loans, direct payments for specified purposes, training, use of property/facilities/equipment, sale/exchange/donation of 
property or goods, insurance________________________________________________________________________________________
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As shown in the chart above, the total grant dollar amount and total number of grants has been 
trending down. The City’s allocations for one of its entitlement grants, the Community 
Development Block Grant (CDBG) Program, has been significantly reduced over the past several 
years (PY39 - $89,087,249; PY40 - $79,464,877; PY41 - $73,864,231) and this seems likely to 
continue (PY42 - $63,360,226). This downward trend in allocations has occurred in other grant 
programs including the Urban Areas Security Initiative, Juvenile Accountability Block Grant and 
Project Safe Neighborhoods Grant. Others have been eliminated altogether such as the Buffer 
Zone Protection Program Grant and Regional Catastrophic Preparedness Grant. However, as 
priorities or focus areas change, new grant opportunities have emerged to mitigate the loss of 
those programs. Over the past several years the City has received grants such as TIGER, 
Securing the Cities and Sustainable Communities.

The breakdown between direct versus pass-thru and formula versus competitive has been fairly 
consistent for each of the three selected years. Although for FY2014 the split between direct and 
pass-thru was almost equal. For the comparison between formula versus competitive grants, the 
split is almost equal for FY2015 and FY2013. It appears that unless there are major changes in 
the City’s grants portfolio, the ratio between direct versus pass-thru and formula versus 
competitive will probably remain about the same.

Grant Funding Comparison of Los Angeles and Other Cities

This Office was requested to prepare a grant funding comparison of the City to other similar 
municipalities to determine whether the City is getting its fair share of grants. Equity in grant 
distribution is not easy to define or calculate. Per capita is one of the most frequent methods used 
to try and determine fairness. This is calculated by dividing the total federal awards amount by the 
total population.

The per capita method was applied to the City of Los Angeles and 11 other municipalities 
including New York City, NY; Philadelphia, PA; Long Beach, CA; San Francisco, CA; Chicago, IL; 
Los Angeles County, CA; Pasadena, CA; Phoenix, AZ; Houston, TX; San Jose, CA; and San 
Diego, CA. Federal award totals for the three most recent years (FY2015, FY2014, FY2013) and 
their respective population totals were used to calculate the per capita amount for each 
municipality. Los Angeles County was also included in this comparison because of its proximity in 
population size and federal award total to New York and other major cities. Attachment 3 shows 
detailed results, listing municipalities in ranked order (highest to lowest) by per capita amount. As 
expected, New York City tops the list with a per capita total of $2,898. Although FY2015 
information is not yet available for Philadelphia, PA, this city is in second place since a slight 
change in population or award total will unlikely move it from this position. San Diego, CA is in 
last place at $38. The City of Los Angeles is tenth place at $106, while Los Angeles County and 
Pasadena occupy the sixth and seventh middle positions at $270 and $209 respectively.

While the information provides some interesting comparisons, this does not really address 
fairness in grants allocation. The federal government does not typically allocate funds based 
solely on population size. Additional economic and demographic indicators such as income level, 
poverty rates, unemployment rates, age or educational level can also influence how grant funds
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are distributed. Other factors such as need, capability and effort are also used to assess recipient 
qualifications for efficiency and effectiveness of service provision or project completion. Formula 
allocations of grant funds may also be affected by the needs or demands of existing conditions 
such as support for job training programs to address unemployment issues. Or there may be a 
limit placed on the resources available for a specific purpose—set grant amounts to address 
juvenile crime issues. Grant allocation formulas involve a complex mixture of factors and 
mathematical calculations that pose a challenge to ensuring that they are equitable, adequate, 
predictable and appropriate.

MAS: ACA:CLF:02170036c

Attachments: 1 Grants Ordinance
2 City of Los Angeles Federal Awards Summary
3 Comparison of Los Angeles to Other Municipalities



Attachment 1

City of Los Angeles 
Grants Ordinance

Administrative Code Chapter 14
Sec. 14.1. Committee Coordination of Council Actions.

Subject to the provisions of the Charter, all matters affecting grants, grants-in-aid, 
and/or technical assistance programs to the City from governmental or other grant 
agencies shall be a part of the grants program of the City and the Council’s actions with 
respect thereto shall be coordinated through appropriate committee assignment.

Sec. 14.3. Information Duties.

City offices and departments shall submit to the Mayor and Council whatever 
documentation and other information they receive which affects or will affect the 
implementation of the grants program, and shall forward therewith the recommendations 
of said office or department in all cases. The Mayor may submit comments and 
recommendations on the documentation and information as the Mayor deems 
appropriate. The President of the City Council shall refer to the appropriate committee, 
for its review and report to the City Council, that which has been received. The 
committee shall cause the Mayor and the City Council to be kept informed of the status 
of the grants program.

Sec. 14.4. Committee Support.

The Office of the Chief Legislative Analyst shall submit to the appropriate committee, 
reports, together with recommendations thereon, on grant matters as deemed necessary 
by the committee. The Office, where requested by the involved committee, shall review 
the management and operations of all grant matters in which the City or any of its 
officers, boards, bureaus or departments are involved, and simultaneously report to the 
Mayor and to the City Council with respect to the progress, developments and 
expenditures thereunder.

Sec. 14.5. Negotiations.

Pursuant to Charter Subsection 231(h), the Mayor shall represent the City and 
coordinate negotiations between the City and governmental and other grant agencies 
regarding the grants program. All matters which relate to the City grant program and 
require a City commitment not previously approved under applicable law shall be 
submitted to the City Council for approval.



Sec. 14.6. Approval of Grant Applications.

General Managers, Officers and/or Directors may submit applications for 
competitive and/or discretionary grants to granting agencies without Mayor and City 
Council approval if no City General Funds, matching funds or other commitments of City 
resources are required, consistent with any direction from the Mayor under Charter 
Section 231(h). Simultaneously with the submission of a grant application to a granting 
agency, departments shall transmit a copy of the grant application and explanatory 
memorandum to the Mayor, Office of the City Administrative Officer (CAO), Office of 
the Chief Legislative Analyst (CLA) and to the City Clerk for committee and City 
Council consideration pursuant to procedures established by the City Council. 
Departments shall obtain Mayor and City Council approval before accepting and 
receiving the grant award.

(a)

General Managers, Officers and/or Directors may submit applications for 
competitive and/or discretionary grants to granting agencies, consistent with any 
direction from the Mayor under Charter Section 231(h), which require the commitment 
of matching funds, General Funds or other city resources, without prior Mayor and City 
Council approval, only under circumstances where the Notice of Funding Availability 
was published less than 61 days in advance of the date of the application deadline 
established by the awarding agency.

(b)

Simultaneously with the submission of a grant application to a granting agency, 
departments shall transmit a copy of the grant application and explanatory memorandum 
to the Mayor, Office of the City Administrative Officer (CAO), Office of the Chief 
Legislative Analyst (CLA) and to the City Clerk for committee and City Council 
consideration pursuant to procedures established by the City Council. Departments shall 
obtain Mayor and City Council approval before accepting and receiving the grant award.

The provisions of Section 14.6(a) and (b) do not apply to entitlement and/or 
formula grants or allocations. Whenever, and as soon as, it appears desirable to a 
department or office to apply for grants or allocations distributed as entitlements and/or 
by formula or for any other grant not meeting the provisions of 14(a) or 14(b), or to 
amend the terms of such a grant currently in effect, it shall notify the Mayor and the City 
Council thereof at the same time, in writing. The President of the Council shall 
thereupon refer it to the appropriate committee for its review and recommendation to the 
City Council. Such department or office shall proceed no further until approval is 
received from the City Council.

(c)

Matters initiated by the City Council regarding notices of intent, grant applications, 
amendments to grant contracts, suspension or termination of grants, reprogramming of 
existing grant funds or other grant related matters may be presented to and acted upon at 
said time by the City Council, or such may be referred to the appropriate committee for 
review and recommendation. In the event the matter is referred to a committee, a copy



thereof shall be simultaneously referred by the City Clerk to the Mayor with a request 
that the Mayor submit any recommendations thereon which the Mayor desires to make 
within ten (10) days of receipt of the matter.

Sec. 14.7. Commitments.

(a) Except as amended by Section 14.8 below no City department or office shall 
have authority to make, or to imply any commitment to any person, agency or other 
entity with respect to the grants program, or to any item which is a part thereof, nor shall 
any purported commitment be binding upon the City, unless (a) those documents which 
form a binding commitment, or (b) those preliminary documents which disclose the fiscal 
allocation, time of performance and the services to be provided and authorize a specific 
officer or employee to execute a final contract on behalf of the City limited to that 
allocation, time and to those services, have been approved by a majority vote of the City 
Council, subject to the approval of the Mayor, or approval of the Council over the 
Mayor’s disapproval by a two-thirds vote. In the event the Mayor does not act thereon 
within ten (10) days after receipt of the documents, they shall become effective and be as 
valid as if they had been approved and signed by the Mayor.

(b) Irrespective of the provisions of Subsection (a) above, subject to the approval of
the Mayor, the City Engineer is hereby authorized to execute all amendments to Council- 
approved Federal and State Clean Water Grants that increase a grant by any amount, or 
that decrease a grant less than $100,000.00. The City Engineer is further authorized, 
subject to the approval of the Mayor, to execute all amendments to Council-approved 
Federal and State Clean Water Grants that decrease a grant $100,000.00 or more. The 
City Engineer shall prepare quarterly reports regarding any action taken pursuant to this 
subsection, which reports shall be presented to the Mayor and the City Council through 
the Board of Public Works.

Sec. 14.8. Contracts.

(a) Contract Amendments. General Managers and/or Directors may make grant 
program service provider contract amendments subject to approval by the Mayor of the 
contracts amendments provided all of the following conditions are satisfied:

(1) A single contract amendment shall not change, i.e. increase or decrease, 
the contract funding level by an amount of more than twenty-five percent (25%) 
annually provided however that the cumulative amount of all amendments shall 
not change the original contract amount by more than fifty percent (50%) of the 
original amount contracted.

The contract amendment shall not increase or decrease the level of 
service required in the contract by more or less than the change in the contract 
funding level dictates.

(2)



The contract amendment shall not alter the geographic area served or 
target populations set forth in the contract, except that this restriction shall not 
apply to a contract in a grant program where the geographical area is served 
exclusively by one service provider.

(3)

If the contract amendment provides for changes in funding levels and 
level of service then it shall be in accordance with a policy, procedure and 
process, approved by the City Council by resolution, for redistribution or 
reallocation of unexpended grant funds applicable to the specific grant program 
for which the service provider contract was approved and executed and shall be in 
accordance with performance criteria contained in the approved policy and 
procedure.

(4)

The Contract amendment shall be in accordance with written policies 
and procedures established by the Office of Administrative and Research 
Services, except in the instance where there are very minor changes and changes 
involving very technical grant matters in accordance with policies and procedures 
established by the Office of Administrative and Research Services.

(5)

The contract amendment shall be subject to the approval of the City 
Attorney as to form and legality.

(6)

A City department or office shall file contract amendments promptly with the City 
Clerk and Controller.

Contract Budget or Contract Revisions. Subject to the approval of the 
Mayor, General Managers and/or Directors shall have the authority, with respect to the 
grants program, to:

(b)

Execute minor grant award contract budgetary or contract revisions 
which do not make substantial changes or modifications to contracts, programs or 
projects inconsistent with the intent of the Mayor and Council as follows:

(1)

A. Adjust the grant award contract amount to increase the grant up to 
a maximum of $25,000 per each Council approved contract period;

Adjust funds between cost categories within contracts up to a 
maximum of $25,000 per each Council approved contract period provided 
such reallocation does not alter the scope of service or general level of 
services or the project configuration specified in the contract or the area or 
segment of the population to be served. The $25,000 limit is subject to an 
annual adjustment for inflation based upon the Consumer Price Index 
published by the U.S. Department of Labor.

B.

For purposes of administering the Workforce Investment Act 
grant, the General Manager of the Los Angeles Community Development

C.



Department shall have the authority to negotiate and execute contracts as 
set forth in the agreement between the Workforce Investment Board and 
the Chief Local Elected Official.

(2) Execute time extensions to grant award contracts not to exceed one year 
in accordance with written procedures established by the Office of Administrative 
and Research Services.

General Managers and/or Directors shall submit progress reports to grantors as 
required, without need for prior City Council approval.

Execution of the above referenced grant award contract amendments shall be in 
accordance with written policies and procedures developed by the Office of 
Administrative and Research Services and requires the written approval of the City 
Attorney as to form and legality. A City department or office shall file contract 
amendments promptly with the City Clerk and Controller.

(c) Advance Authorization for Grant Award Acceptance. In conjunction with a 
grant application, a City department or office, whenever a grant application contains all 
the elements of a binding commitment upon the City, may submit a request for City 
Council authorization to subsequently execute the grant award on behalf of the City when 
the award is offered by the grantor.

Such department or office may proceed upon City Council approval of the application 
and authorization to subsequently execute the grant award. Execution shall be subject to 
approval of the City Attorney as to form and legality. The City Clerk shall be notified 
within 10 days of receipt of grant funding and shall notify the City Council.

Sec. 14.9. Status Report.

Each department or office, which under the City’s grant program is the recipient of a 
grant or of technical assistance from a grantor agency shall provide to the City Council, 
with a copy to the Mayor, a quarterly report on the status thereof, including the major 
issues and problems involved therein and any other material or information with respect 
thereto which may be requested by the Committee, the City Council or the Mayor. The 
President of the Council shall refer such reports to the Committee for review and 
commendation to the City Council.

(a) All City departments or offices shall semi-annually provide the Mayor, 
City Council and the City Controller with summaries of grants received during the 
fiscal year.

(b) All City departments shall report annually to the Controller relative to all 
federal financial assistance received. Information is to be presented in a format as 
prescribed by the Controller in order to comply with the Federal Single Audit Act 
and implementing regulations.



(c) All City departments or offices shall semiannually notify the Mayor and 
City Council, with a copy to the City Controller, when grant applications are not 
funded by the grantor.

Sec. 14.10. Applicability.

The provisions of this article shall apply to all City offices, departments, bureaus and 
all other subdivisions of City government.



Attachment 2

City of Los Angeles Federal Awards Summary - FY2015, FY2014 and FY2013

2013 Single Audit Summary2014 Single Audit Summary2015 Single Audit Summary

9. at falPass- lat ff.gfPBW-
Thru

Grants

ft of
Total $ 

Awarded
$804,000

% at cm.
Awarded $

0.1785%

Total ft of 
Grants

Totals
Awarded

Total ft of Compettttve
Grant

COfllpfttWw
Grant

formula
Grant

Competitive
Grant

jtn/m'S.
Awarded S

Direct
Grants

Formuto
Grant

formulaTotal ft of 
Grants

P freer. 9 a [Pass-TatalS
Awarded

XefOttX 
Awarded S Other*Other*Smoother* Grants

1 Agriculture
Commerce

Defense

$863,000Agriculture
Commerce

0 1_1 _0_ 2_ X 0.1651% 2 X 1i XX$858,000 0.2025% 3 0Agriculture
Commerce $110,000 $208,000 0.0398% 4 20,0245% 2 0 2_ 2_ 62 200.0271% 2$115,000

Defense $358,000 0.0796% $2,167,000 X1 1_ _1_ 0.4146% 1 J.Ix _o_l o0.3755% 1$1,591,000Defense
Housing & 

Urban
Development

Housing & 
Urban

Development
Housing & Urban 

Development $162,374,000 $258,832,0008 S_ 13 736.1108% 15 14 2 49,5182% 24 23 1 46 2 1116 IS$153,723,000 36.2768%

Dept of Interior $30,000 $5,000Dept of Interior 0 20.0067% 2 0 2 0.0010% 2 2J1_0$22,000 0,0052% 1Dept of Interior

$26,803,000 Dept of Justice 
Dept of Labor

$19,689,000 28 36Dept of Justice 5.9608% 54 10 12 ___ 78 66 12 1464 2013 271058$18,795,000 4.4354%Dept of Justice 
Dept of Labor 
Dept of State

$53,970,000Dept of labor 
Dept of State

$57,511,000 1512.7900% 17 27 14 3_ 10.3252% 19 1 18 4013 3_1416 _2_$49,727,000 11.7350%
J$0 Dept of State0.0000% 0.0000% 0 00 0 0 00 X$125,000 0.0255% 1

Dept of
Transportation 

Dept of 
Treasury

Dept of 
Transportation 

Dept of 
Treasury___

Dept of
Transportation $87,669,000 16 $75,950,00019,4969% 21 5 16 5 14.5303% 21 3 18 1313 6163$108,908,000 2S.7010% 19

$235,000 $130,0000.0523% 0.0243% 5 0 x 43 3 0 1 5xo2$472,000 0.1114% 2Dept of Treasury
National 

Endowment for 
the Arts

National
Endownimtfor

National 
Endowment for 

the Arts $262,000 $114,0000.0583% 4 the r uts 0.0238% 6 64 0_ 6 0_0 _5_S_$215,000 0,0507% 5
Institute of 
Museum &

Institute of 
Museum &

Institute of 
Museum &Ubrary 

Srvcs $5,000Ubrary Srvcslibrary Srvcs 0,0000% 0 0.0010% 00 0 0 1 1 122$10,000 0.0024% 02
Environmental Environmental

ProtectionProtection
Agency

Environmental 
Protection Agency $119,000 Agency $3,093,000Q.0265% 2 2 0 0.5917% 2 1 34 20 1$88,000 0,0208% 11

$26,000Dept of Energy 
PHHS

Dept of Energy $3,167,0000.0058% 0.6059%1 1 0 1 0 11$25,000 0 X0,0059% 11Dept of Energy
$20,180,000 dhhs $21.238,0004.4879% 2‘i0 4.0631% 24 0 24 20 421 15 60$23,058,000 5.4414% 21DHHS

Dept of 
Homeland 
Security

Dept of 
Homeland 
Security

)ept of Homeland
Security $93,174,000 $83,270,00020.7212% 13 15.9307%21 jtf 25 11 34 9 1612 9 14 415.5795%$66,018,000 23 11

$449,655,000 $522.701.000 [ 100.0000%Totals 100.0000% 91 21 Totals 123 8$183 61 219 96 88 45n 9482 73S423.750.0001 100.0000% 100182Totals

4 Values = Direct Grants 
ft Values = Pass-Thru Grants 
ft Values * Breakdown by Grant Type

'Other includes loans, direct payments for specified purposes, training, use of propefty/facllitlas/equipment, 
sale/endvange/donitlon of property or goods, insurance

• Values = Direct Grants 
ft Values = Pass-Thru Grants 
ft Values ® Breakdown by Grant Type

*Oth*r includes loans, direct payments for specified purposes, training, use of proprtv/facillties/equipment, 
sale/exchtnge/donstion of property or goods, insurance

I Values = Direct Grants 
f Values = Pass-Thru Grants
I Values » Breakdown hy Grant Type

'Other Includes loans, direct payments for specified purposes, training, use of property/facllltles/equiPm*r't. 
■ale/exchange/donation of property or goods, Insurance



Attachment 3Comparison of Los Angeles to Other Municipalities
FY2015, FY2014 and FY2013 Federal Awards

FY 2014 Federal 
i rards

FY2014 
ARRA Funds

FY 2013 Federal 
Awards

FY2015 Federal 
Awards

FY2015 
ARRA Funds

FY2015 FY2014 FY 2014 FY2013 FY 2013 
ARRA Funds

FY 2013FY2015
Population PopulationPer Capita Per Capita Population Per CapitaCity

$22,564,471,000$2,898.44 $399,560$31,362 $2,656.15 $22,306,611,000 $340,450$24,782,867,000 $2,675.718,495,194 8,336,6978,550,405New York, NY
N/A $1,756,010,904 $211,724,390 $1,124.52 $1,867,592,618 $329,643,756 $1,200N/A Q.Not Yet Available 1,561,562 1,556,686Philadelphia, PA

$5,757,947 $515.80 $218,144,324$243,859,795 $6,716,345 $418,050,439 $8,552,163$463.53470,609 468,538Long Beach, CA 472,779
$419,942,770 $3,013,201$486.44 $502.98 $517,537,423 $12,937,388$420,680,769 $249,215 834,903 828,440San Francisco, CA* * 864,816

$10,782,124 $302.50 $726,463,491 $788,469 $28,586,965$815,416,770 $266.84 $885,329,3842,722,407 2,715,0002,695,598Chicago, IL
$5,070,078$3,306,656 $270.23 $2,599,934,4751 $2,573,972,852 $28,822,060$2,729,383,988 $258,5810,054,852Los Angeles, CA (County) 9,980,43210,100,000

$209.16$0, $31,021,306 $0$29,753,279 $220,09 $30,016,398 $0140,949 140,271142,250Pasadena, CA
$377,093,575 $12,305,677$5,997,964 $201,29 $373,293,837 $65,647,407 $246.8;$314,621,891 $245.331,537,100 1,512,4001,563,025Phoenix, AZ

$1,980,079$115.86 $261,177,696$5,259 $123.93 $269,848,270 $9,546,612$254,589,806 2,107,449 2,160,821,2,197,374Houston, TX
$1,070,000 $105.94 $449,655,000 $12,699,000 $114.87 $522,701,000 $56,702,000$423,750,000 3,914,359 3,875,207Los Angeles, CA (City) 4,000,000

$44,675,868$437,865 $42.48 $263,185,696$44,265,721 $263.04 $223,041,848 $26,934,8731,000,5361,042,094 998,537San Jose, CA
$881,435 $37.99 $53,091,895 -$393,323 $39.38$51,977,798 $94,176,386 $3,679,2081,347,954 1,333,9691,368,061San Diego, CA

* * City 8t County COMBINED

5ources: Single Audit Reports/A-133 /Federal Expenditure Reports, U.S. Census Bureau, City/County websites or demographic tables.


