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MICHAEL N. FEUER
CITY ATTORNEY
REPORT NO.

R20 -0326
DEC 0 1 2020

REPORT RE:
CITY ATTORNEY ACTIONS IN OPPOSITION
TO TRUMP ADMINISTRATION

The Honorable City Council
of the City of Los Angeles
Room 395, City Hall
200 North Spring Street
Los Angeles, California 90012
Honorable Members:
The purpose of this report is to provide another update to the Council on the
aggressive legal action our office has taken on behalf of the City of Los Angeles to
contest a wide range of Trump Administration policies and practices that affect our
City’s interests. Our last formal update (R19-0306) is dated September 18, 2019, and is
attached to this report to provide a comprehensive picture of our work so far.
The City of Los Angeles has taken a leadership role among local governments,
filing 7 lawsuits—either on our own or in conjunction with other jurisdictions, non-profit
organizations, or both—against the Trump Administration, and participating in 98
amicus briefs in federal courts across the country. Our office has been the author of 33
of these amicus briefs on behalf of broad coalitions of local governments. We have
joined 65 other briefs involving multiple jurisdictions. Our numerous court filings
challenge a broad range of Trump Administration actions implicating civil and other
human rights, public safety, the City’s political representation and federal funding,
COVID-relief protections, and gun violence prevention.
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This report briefly describes the office’s latest and currently active actions on
these cases. We anticipate that a Biden administration Department of Justice would not
continue to defend many of these cases, although it remains possible that conservative
states or groups may seek to intervene and defend them. We continue to aggressively
monitor the Trump Administration’s actions and coordinate with our local allies and
other jurisdictions across the nation.
I.

CURRENT / ACTIVE MATTERS
CENSUS

National Urban League etal. v. Ross (Case no. 20-CV-05799-LHK) [Cutting short
census timelines for counting people] - The City is a plaintiff in litigation challenging
the U.S. Census Bureau’s decision to cut short the timeline for completing the Census
enumeration by a month, threatening an undercount of the City’s population that could
result in a profound reduction in political representation and federal funding for the City
and its residents.
California etal. v. Trump (Case no. 3:20-cv-05169) [Presidential memorandum
excluding undocumented persons from the count] - The City is a plaintiff in
litigation challenging President Trump’s claim that undocumented individuals are not
“persons” to be counted for the apportionment in the House of Representatives.
Exclusion of undocumented community members could significantly deprive the City
and its residents of political representation to which they are entitled.
State of California v. Ross (U.S. Supreme Court, No. 18-1214; N.D. Cal., Case No.
3:18-cv-01865)) - [Citizenship Question] - The City was a plaintiff in a challenge to
the Census Bureau’s decision to include a citizenship question to be placed on the 2020
decennial census. Ultimately, the Supreme Court ruled that the addition of the
citizenship question to the 2020 was unlawful in violation of the APA.
IMMIGRATION
Flores v. Barr (Case no. 2:85-cv-4544-DMG) [Family Separation] - The City
continues to lead the multi-city effort to support the plaintiffs in this case concerning the
detention, release, and treatment of minors in federal custody.
State of New York v. DHS (Case no. 19-3591); City and County of San Francisco,
etal. v. U.S. Citizenship and Immigration Services, etal. (Case Nos. 19-17213; 19
17214); Cook County v. U.S. Citizenship and Immigration Services, et al. (Case
No. 19-cv-6334) [Public Charge Rule] - The City continued its efforts to fight the
expansion of the public charge rule, which is intended to reduce the number of persons
who are eligible for green cards and other visas. The City has authored and filed
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several amicus brief in these nationwide challenges to the public charge rule on behalf
of itself and a coalition of local governments.
Regents v. Department of Homeland Security (Case nos. 18-587; 18-588; 18-589)
[DACA] - The City authored the multi-jurisdiction amicus brief in support of the DACA
program and its recipients before the U.S. Supreme Court.
State of New York v. Trump (E.D.N.Y. No. 17-cv-05228-NGG); Vidal v. Nielsen
(E.D.N.Y. No. 16-cv-04756-NGG); State of Texas v. United States (S.D. Tex. No. 18cv-00068) [DACA] -- The City authored the amicus brief filed in each of these cases on
behalf a coalition of local governments and local government advocacy organizations.
The two New York cases challenge President Trump’s attempt to severely restrict the
DACA program via the “Wolf Memorandum.” The lawsuit filed by the State of Texas
challenges the legality of the DACA program. MALDEF and the State of New Jersey
have separately intervened in this Texas case and the City’s brief was filed in support of
the intervenors and the DACA program.
HIAS v. Trump (Case nos. 19-cv-3346-PJM, 20-1160) [Refugee resettlement] - The
City authored the multi-jurisdiction amicus briefs in both the trial and appellate courts
opposing the Trump administration’s effort to allow states and local governments to
refuse refugee resettlement.
Saget v. Trump (Case no. 19-1685) [TPS] - The City authored the multi-jurisdiction
amicus brief opposing the Trump administration’s effort to end Temporary Protected
Status for approximately 50,000 Haitians.
Harvard & MIT v. Department of Homeland Security (Case no. 20-cv-11283-ADB)
[Student visas] - The City authored the multi-jurisdiction amicus brief opposing the
Trump administration’s effort to bar student visas for students whose classes are
entirely online.
Gomez v. Trump (Case no. 20-cv-01419-APM) [Immigration ban]. The City authored
an amicus brief opposing the Trump administration’s attempt to ban recipients of
diversity visas.
Vidal v. Nielsen (Case no. 16-cv-04756-NGG); State of New York v. Trump (Case
no. 16-cv-05228-NGG) [DACA]. The City continued its effort to protect DACA
recipients by authoring amicus briefs in support of the program.
Bauer v. Elrich (Case no. 20-1707) [COVID relief for undocumented residents] The City authored the multi-jurisdiction amicus brief opposing a challenge to local
government funding for undocumented residents.
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Northwest Immigrant Rights Project v. USCIS, (Case no. 19-cv-03283-RDM);
Project Citizenship v. DHS (Case no. 1:20-cv-11545-NMG); ILRC v. Wolf (Case no.
20-cv-05883-JSW) [Asylum ports of entry] -The City joined the multi-jurisdiction
amicus brief opposing the Trump administration’s ban on access to asylum for anyone
who enters the United States without being inspected at a port of entry.
East Bay Sanctuary Covenant v. Trump (Case no. 19-16773) [Asylum/Pass
Through Country Rule] -The City joined the multi-jurisdiction amicus briefs opposing
the Trump administration’s attempt to deny asylum to immigrants arriving at the border
with Mexico unless they have first applied for, and have been denied, asylum in Mexico
or another country through which they have traveled.
Make the Road New York v. Trump (Case no. 1:19-cv-11633-GBD); Doe v. Trump
(Case no. 19-36020) [Immigration Proclamation re: Health Insurance] - The City
joined amicus briefs opposing President Trump’s proclamation seeking to suspend entry
to immigrants that cannot demonstrate that they will be covered by approved health
insurance within 30 days of entry or that they have financial resources to pay for
reasonably foreseeable medical costs.
State of New York v. DOJ (Case nos. 19-267(L); 19-275) [DOJ grants] - The City
joined an amicus brief challenging the imposition of certain immigration-related
conditions on certain U.S. Department of Justice grants.
US v. New Jersey (Case no. 20-cv-01364-FLW-TJB) [Sanctuary state policies] The City joined an amicus brief opposing the federal government’s challenge to New
Jersey’s directive limiting the role that state and local officers can play in immigration
enforcement.
Casa de Maryland v. Wolf (Case no. 20-cv-02118-PX) [Asylum employment rules]
- The City joined an amicus brief opposing changes to employment authorization rules
for asylum applicants.
O.A. v. Trump (Case no. 19-5272) [Asylum ports of entry] - The City joined an
amicus brief opposing a federal policy prohibiting people who enter the United States
along the southern border at a place other than a designated port of entry, from
obtaining asylum.
Mixed Status Families Rule - We continue to actively monitor the development of this
proposed rule and coordinate with other stakeholders. The proposed rule would prohibit
mixed-status families from living in public and other subsidized housing. HUD estimates
that the proposed rule could displace more than 55,000 children, all of whom are legal
U.S. residents or citizens, and would force housing providers to provide less rental
assistance to people in need.
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LAW ENFORCEMENT GRANTS
The City continues to pursue litigation against the Trump Administration, as plaintiff, in
two separate federal grant cases, which are likely to be the subject of Supreme Court
review in the coming year. Those two cases are: Los Angeles v. Barr (C.D. Cal. No.
2:17-cv-07215-JC; 9th Cir. No. 18-55599 & 18-56292) 2017 DOJ Grant Cycle
Immigration Conditions (2017 Byrne JAG; 2017 COPS Grant), and Los Angeles v.
Barr (C.D. Cal. No. 2:18-cv-07347-MLR; 9th Cir. No. 55314) 2018
DOJ Grant Cycle Immigration Conditions (2018 Byrne JAG; 2018 Juvenile Gang
Prevention Grant).
POSTAL SERVICE
New York v. USPS (Case no. 20-cv-02340-EGS); Pennsylvania v. DeJoy (Case No.
20-CV-04096-GAM); Washington v. USPS (Case no. 20-cv-03127) [Postal service] The City joined the multi-jurisdiction amicus briefs opposing the Trump administration’s
pre-election effort to weaken the U.S. Postal Service.
ACA/HEALTHCARE
State of Washington v. HHS (Case no. 20-cv-01105-JLR); State of New York v.
HHS (Case no. 1:20-cv-05583-AKH) [ACA Nondiscrimination] -The City joined the
multi-jurisdiction amicus briefs in support of State lawsuits challenging the rollback of an
Affordable Care Act regulation that has prohibited discrimination in health care against
patients who are transgender.
California v. Texas (Case no. 19-840) [Affordable Care Act] - The City joined the
multi-jurisdiction amicus briefs in support of the Affordable Care Act in a challenge to
the law’s constitutionality brought by several States.
DeOtte v. Azar (Case no. 19-10754) [Contraceptive mandate] - The City joined the
multi-jurisdiction amicus brief in support of the Affordable Care Act’s contraceptive
mandate.
State of New York v. HHS (Case no. 19-cv-05433); SF v. Azar; CA v. Azar; SC v.
HHS
nos. 19=cv=024Q5; 02769; 02916); Baltimore v.
no. 19-cv1672) [Conscience rule] - The City joined the multi-jurisdiction amicus brief opposing
the so-called conscience rule which would have allowed health care workers to refuse
care for so-called religious reasons.
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COVID RELIEF
Oakley v. DeVos (Case no. 20-cv-03215-YGR); State of Washington v. DeVos
(Case no. 20-CV-00182-TOR) [CARES Act Higher Education funding] - The City
joined an amicus brief opposing the U.S. Department of Education’s attempt to deny
support under the CARES Act’s Higher Education Emergency Relief fund to students
who are likely to have the most significant financial need as a result of COVID-19
including undocumented and international students, students in non-title IV-eligible
workforce training programs, students with a defaulted federal student loan, students
without a high school diploma, and students who have been impacted by the criminal
justice system.
Matorin v. Massachusetts (Case no. 20-1334-G); El Pape! v. Inslee (Case no. 20cv-1323) [Eviction moratoriums] - The City joined two amicus briefs in support of
Massachusetts’ COVID eviction moratorium.
GUN VIOLENCE PREVENTION/FIREARM RESTRICTIONS
Duncan v. Becerra (Case no. 19-55376) [Large capacity magazines] - The City
authored an amicus brief in support of California’s restrictions on large capacity
magazines.
II. PREVIOUS / CONCLUDED MATTERS
IMMIGRATION
City and County of San Francisco, etal. v. U.S. Citizenship and Immigration
Services, etal., (Case No. 4:19-cvf-04717-PJH) [Public Charge Rule] - The City
authored and filed an amicus brief in this case challenging the public charge rule on
behalf of itself and a coalition of local governments.
Ramos v. Nielsen (N.D. Cal. No. 18-cv-01554-EMC; 9th Cir. No. 18-16981) NAACP
v. Department of Homeland Security (D. Md. No. 18-cv-00239-MJG] [Temporary
Protected Status] - The City authored amicus briefs in support of the challenge to the
federal government's attempt to unlawfully terminate temporary protected status for
more than 300,000 people in the United
resulting in their deportation. TPS
applies to those who cannot return to their country of origin due to ongoing armed
conflict, natural disaster, or other extraordinary reasons.
Department of Homeland Security v. Regents of the University of California (US
Supreme Court No. 18-587)
Trump v. NAACP (US Supreme Court No. 18-588)
McAleenan v. Vidal (US Supreme Court No. 18-589)
State of New Yorkv. Trump (E.D.N.Y. No. 17-cv-05228-NGG)

The Honorable City Council
of the City of Los Angeles
Page 7

Vidal v. Nielsen (E.D.N.Y. No. 16-cv-04756-NGG)
In re Elaine Duke (2d Cir. No. 17-3345)
Vidal v. Trump (2d Cir. No. 18-485, 18-488)
Trustees of Princeton v. United States (D.D.C. No. 17-cv-02325-CRC)
Regents v. Department of Homeland Security (9th Cir. No. 18-15068; N.D. Cal. No.
17-CV-05211 -WHA) [DACA]
The City authored the amicus brief filed in each of these cases on behalf a coalition of
local governments in opposition to the federal government. These Deferred Action for
Childhood Arrivals cases challenge President Trump's attempt to end the DACA
program. DACA protects from deportation individuals who were brought to the United
States by their parents as undocumented children.
United States v. California (9th Cir. No. 18-16496; N.D. Cal. No. 18-cv-00490-JAM)
[SB 54/Supremacy] - The City authored an amicus brief in support of California's SB 54
sanctuary cities law. In this case, the United States sought to enjoin the enforcement of
these laws: AB 450, which requires employers to alert employees before federal
immigration inspections, AB 103, which imposes inspection requirements on facilities
that house civil immigration detainees, and SB 54, which limits the cooperation between
state and local law enforcement and federal immigration authorities.
East Bay Sanctuary Covenant v. Trump (9th Cir. No. 18-17274) [Asylum/Credible
Fear] - The City joined the multiparty amicus brief filed in this case which challenges the
procedural and substantive validity of the interim final rule which made immigrants
ineligible for asylum even if they were already present in the United States if they have
not arrived "lawfully through a port of entry."
Hawaii v. Trump (9th Cir. No. 17-15589)
Trump v. Hawaii (US No. 17-965; 9th Cir. No. 17-17168)
Hawaii v. Trump (D. Hawaii, No. 17-cv-00050-DKW)
State of Washington v. Trump (W.D. Wa. No. 17-CV-00141-JLR)
Darweesh v. Trump (E.D.N.Y. No. 17-cv-00480-CBA)
International Refugee Assistance Project v. Trump (4th Cir. No. 17-2231 & 17-1351;
US Nos. 16-1436 & 16-1540) [Muslim Ban] - The City joined the multi-party amicus
briefs filed in these challenges to the President's attempt to restrict travel in the United
States by people from several nations, or by refugees without valid travel documents.
San Francisco v. Trump (9th Cir. No. 17-17478; N.D. Cal. No. 3:17-cv-00485-WHO)
Santa Clara County v. Trump (9th Cir. No. 17-17480; N.D. Cal. No. 3:17-cv-00574WHO) [Sanctuary Jurisdictions EO] - The City joined the amicus briefs filed in support of
these challenges to President Trump's executive order entitled "Enhancing Public
Safety in the Interior of the United States" which would have withheld all federal
funding for "sanctuary city" jurisdictions because of their refusal to assist the federal
administration in enforcing its immigration policies.
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Baltimore v. Trump (D. Md. No. 18-cv-03636-ELH) [Public Charge Rule] - The City
joined a multiparty amicus brief in this case which challenges the federal government's
proposed new rule which would broaden the definition of who is to be considered a
public charge so that it includes immigrants who use one or more government programs
listed in the proposed rule. The proposed rule unfairly targets marginalized populations
such as children, students, individuals with disabilities, older adults, and low-wage
working families.
EQUAL REPRESENTATION (CENSUS)
State of California v. Ross (U.S. Supreme Court, No. 18-1214; N.D. Cal., Case No.
3:18-cv-01865)) [Census] - The City filed a challenge to the Census Bureau's decision
to include a citizenship question to be placed on the 2020 decennial census.
Department of Commerce v. New York (U.S. Supreme Court No. 18-966) [Census]
- The City authored an amicus brief in this related case.
LAW ENFORCEMENT GRANTS
The City joined several amicus briefs in support of other jurisdictions' actions
challenging the same conditions relating to their own law enforcement grant
applications:
San Francisco v. Whitaker (N.D. Cal. No. 18-cv-05146-WHO) San Francisco v. Barr
(N.D. Cal. No. 17-cv-04642-WHO) California v. Barr (N.D. Cal. No. 17-CV-04701-WHO)
Chicago v. Whitaker (7th Cir. No. 18-2885)
Chicago v. Sessions (N.D. III. No. 17-cv-05720; 7th Cir. No. 17-2991)
City of Philadelphia v. Sessions (3d Cir. No. 18-2648; E.D. Pa. No. 17-cv-03894MMB)
ENVIRONMENT
State of New York, etal. v. EPA (D.C. Cir. Case No. 19-1165) [Clean Power Plan] The City joined New York as plaintiff and challenges EPA's recent so-called Affordable
Clean Energy "ACE" Rule, which revoked the Obama Administration's Clean Power
Plan and replaces it with a rule that is drastically less protective of the environment.
The Clean Power Plan was the Obama Administration's signature climate change
policy. The ACE Rule will minimally reduce carbon emissions, if at all.
Chesapeake Bay Foundation, etal. v. EPA (D.C. Cir. Case No. 19-1173) [Emissions
Guidelines] - The City joined a multi-party amicus brief in this case which challenges the
administration's rule to repeal emission guidelines for greenhouse gases for electric
utility generating units.

The Honorable City Council
of the City of Los Angeles
Page 9

TITLE VII (SEX DISCRIMINATION)
R.G. & G.R. Harris Funeral Homes v. EEOC Aimee Stephens and Bostock v.
Clayton County
Altitude Express, Inc. v. Zarda (US Supreme Court, Case Nos. 17-1618; 17-1623, 18
107) - The City wrote the amicus brief in these consolidated cases which was joined by
numerous local governments in support of employees arguing that workplace
discrimination on the basis of sex should not exclude LGBTQ persons. Local experience
has shown that non-discrimination laws and policies benefit local governments.
TITLE X GRANTS
Oregon v. Azar (9th Cir. No. 19-35386 & 19-cv-00317-MC) Essential Access Health
v. Azar (N.D. Cal. Case No. 19-cv-01195) Planned Parenthood v. Azar (D.C. Cir. Nos.
18-5218, 18-5219)
The City joined with other local governments in the filing of an amicus brief opposing the
federal government's attempt to limit the scope of essential health care to exclude
funding for core family planning and preventive services including birth control and
contraception.
AFFORDABLE CARE ACT
Texas v. United States (5th Cir. No. 19-10011) [individual mandate] - The City joined a
multi-party amicus brief in this case which challenged the constitutionality of the ACA's
individual mandate.
California v. Dept, of Health and Human Services (9th Cir. No. 19-15072)
[contraceptive mandate] - The City joined a multi-party amicus brief filed in support of
California challenging HHS' rule under the Affordable Care Act which would have
provided exemptions to the contraceptive mandate for religious or moral reasons.
Massachusetts v. Dept, of Health and Human Services (1st Cir. No. 18-1514)
[contraceptive mandate] - The City joined a multi-party amicus brief filed in support of
Massachusetts' challenge to HHS' rule under the Affordable Care Act which would have
provided exemptions to the contraceptive mandate for religious or moral reasons.
TELECOMMUNICATIONS
Mozilla v. Federal Communications Comm’n (D.C. Cir. No. 18-1051) [net neutrality]
The City joined a multi-party amicus brief in support of net neutrality and opposing the
federal government's reclassification of internet services to information services.
City of San Jose v. United States (9th Cir. No. 19-70144) - [small cell/5G regulatory
authority] The City is part of a coalition of cities in this challenge by dozens of cities and
counties to a Federal Communications Commission order purportedly aimed at
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speeding up the deployment of 5G network infrastructure by stripping local jurisdictions
of authority related to such deployment.

If you have any questions regarding these matters, please contact the
undersigned at (213) 978-8100.
Sincerely
MICHAEL N. FEUER, City Attorney

By

|£vi.
KATHLEEN A. KENEALY
Chief Deputy City Attorney
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Attachment

Attachment A

List of Federal Litigation in which the City of Los Angeles Has Participated
Since our last report, the City of Los Angeles has participated in the following new
matters challenging Trump administration policies:
As a plaintiff.
•

•

Census. The City has been a plaintiff in litigation challenging both the Census
Bureau’s decision to cut short the census count and the President’s attempt to
exclude undocumented immigrants from congressional apportionment. The
cases are National Urban League et al. v. Ross and California et al. v. Trump.
Federal Grants. The City continues to pursue litigation against the Trump
Administration, as plaintiff, in two separate federal grant cases where the
administration is attempting to attach unlawful immigration conditions on federal
public safety grants. To date, the City has been successful in both cases, both of
which may be subject to Supreme Court review in the coming year. Those two
cases are Los Angeles v. Barr (2017) and Los Angeles v. Barr (2018).

As the author of an amicus brief.
Public charge. The City has authored three amicus briefs opposing the
President’s attempt to dramatically expand the public charge rule. These briefs
have been filed in Cook County v. USCIS, San Francisco v. USCIS; California v.
USCIS; and New York v. DHS.
DACA. The City continues to lead the amicus effort in support of DACA
recipients, authoring an amicus brief in the Regents v. DHS case before the U.S.
Supreme Court, and in recent litigation in the district courts in New York v. Trump
and Vidal v. Nielsen.
Immigration ban. The City authored an amicus brief opposing the Trump
administration’s attempt to ban recipients of diversity visas in Gomez v. Trump.
Family separation. The City authored an amicus brief in support of the families at
in Flores v. Barr.
Refugee veto. The City authored two briefs opposing the Trump administration’s
attempt to permit states and local jurisdictions to veto refugee resettlement, one
in the District Court and another in the Court of Appeals. The case is HIAS v.
Trump.
Student visas. The City authored an amicus brief in support of international
students and opposing the Trump administration’s attempt to bar student visas
for students whose classes are entirely online. The case is Harvard & MIT v.
DHS.
COVID-relief funding for undocumented residents. The City authored a brief in
support of local jurisdictions wishing to provide COVID-relief funding to
undocumented residents. The case is Bauer v. Elrich.

•

TPS. The City authored a brief in support of recipients of temporary protected
status in Saget v. Trump.

As a party joining an amicus brief.
Firearm laws. The City joined a brief in support of California's restrictions on
large capacity magazines in Duncan v. Becerra (9th Cir.)
Dep’t of Justice Grant Issues. The City joined an amicus brief in New York v.
DOJ.
DACA. The legal challenges to DACA continue despite the recent ruling by the
Supreme Court in Regents. As a result, the City has authored three new amicus
briefs in support of the DACA program and its recipients. These briefs have
been filed in Texas v. United States (S.D. Tex.), Vidal v. Nielsen (E.D.N.Y.), and
State of New York v. Trump (E.D.N.Y.).
Conscience rule. The City has joined three briefs challenging the
administration’s attempt to expand the scope of the conscience rule to permit
discrimination in the provision of healthcare. These briefs were filed in New York
v. HHS; California v. Azar; San Francisco v. Azar; and Baltimore v. Azar.
Asylum. The City joined an amicus brief in O.A. v. Trump, which challenges the
procedural and substantive validity of the interim final rule which made
immigrants ineligible for asylum even if they were already present in the United
States if they have not arrived “lawfully through a port of entry.”
Contraceptive mandate. The City joined an amicus brief in a case challenging
HHS’ rule proposed rule providing religious or moral exemptions to the Affordable
Care Act’s contraceptive mandate, DeOtte v. Azar.
Affordable Care Act. The City joined an amicus brief defending the
constitutionality of the ACA’s individual mandate in California v. Texas.
Immigration application fees. The City joined three amicus briefs challenging the
increases in immigration application fees in ILRC v. Wolf; Northwest Immigrant
Rights Project v. USCIS; and Project Citizenship v. DHS.
Asylum employment rules. The City joined an amicus brief opposing changes to
employment authorization rules for asylum applicants in Casa de Maryland v.
Wolf.
CARES Act Higher Education funding. The City joined two amicus briefs
opposing the U.S. Department of Education’s attempt to deny support under the
CARES Act’s Higher Education Emergency Relief fund to students who are likely
to have the most significant financial need as a result of COVID-19 in Oakley v.
DeVos and State of Washington v. DeVos.
Immigration Proclamation re: Health Insurance. The City joined amicus briefs
opposing President Trump’s proclamation seeking to suspend entry to
immigrants that cannot demonstrate that they will be covered by approved health
insurance within 30 days of entry or that they have financial resources to pay for
reasonably foreseeable medical costs in Make the Road New York v. Trump and
Doe v. Trump.

•

•

•

•

Sanctuary state policies. The City joined an amicus brief opposing the federal
government’s challenge to New Jersey’s directive limiting the role that state and
local officers can play in immigration enforcement in US v. New Jersey.
Asylum/Pass Through Country Rule. The City joined the multi-jurisdiction amicus
brief opposing the Trump administration’s attempt to deny asylum to immigrants
arriving at the border with Mexico unless they have first applied for, and have
been denied, asylum in Mexico or another country through which they have
traveled. The case is East Bay Sanctuary Covenant v. Trump.
COVID eviction moratoriums. The City joined two amicus briefs in support of
eviction moratoriums in cases challenging their legitimacy. The cases are
Matorin v. Massachusetts and El Pape! v. Inslee.
U.S Postal Service. The City joined three briefs opposing interference with the
operations of the U.S Postal Service. The briefs were filed in New York v. USPS;
Pennsylvania v. DeJoy, and Washington v. USPS.
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MICHAEL N. FEUER
CITY ATTORNEY

REPORT NO.
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REPORT RE:
CITY ATTORNEY ACTIONS IN OPPOSITION
TO TRUMP ADMINISTRATION

The Honorable City Council
of the City of Los Angeles
Room 395, City Hall
200 North Spring Street
Los Angeles, California 90012
Honorable Members:
The purpose of this report is to update the City Council on the aggressive legal
action the City has taken, through the City Attorney’s office, to contest a wide range of
Trump Administration policies and practices that affect the interests of Los Angeles.
The City of Los Angeles has taken a leadership role among local governments,
filing 5 lawsuits directly against the Trump Administration, and participating in
approximately 55 amicus briefs in federal courts across the country. Our office has
been the lead author on 20 of these amicus briefs on behalf of broad coalitions of local
governments. We have joined 34 others involving multiple jurisdictions. Our numerous
court filings challenge a broad range of Trump Administration actions implicating civil
and other human rights, the environment and other matters. We also have filed
administrative comments in some matters to preserve our ability to challenge the
Administration’s final actions.
This report briefly describes these cases. We continue to aggressively monitor
the Trump Administration’s actions and coordinate with our local allies and other
jurisdictions across the nation.
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IMMIGRATION
Flores v. Barr (C.D. Cal., Case No. 2:85-cv-4544-DMG) [Family Separation] - The
City continues to lead the multi-city effort to support the plaintiffs in this case. In June
2018, the federal government filed an ex parte motion seeking to be relieved of its
obligations to comply with the 1997 settlement agreement in this case which strictly
limits the government’s ability to keep children in immigrant detention. The City filed
one of only two amicus briefs opposing the administration’s efforts. The matter is of
critical importance to the City because of the negative impacts of the administration’s
efforts to implement its forced family separation policy.
City and County of San Francisco, etal. v. U.S. Citizenship and Immigration
Services, etal., (Case No. 4:19-cvf-04717-PJH) [Public Charge Rule] - The City
recently authored and filed an amicus brief in this case challenging the public charge
rule on behalf of itself and a coalition of local governments.
Ramos v. Nielsen (N.D. Cal. No. 18-CV-01554-EMC; 9th Cir. No. 18-16981)
NAACP v. Department of Homeland Security (D. Md. No. 18-CV-00239-MJG]
[Temporary Protected Status] - The City authored amicus briefs in support of the
challenge to the federal government’s attempt to unlawfully terminate temporary
protected status for more than 300,000 people in the United States, resulting in their
deportation. TPS applies to those who cannot return to their country of origin due to
ongoing armed conflict, natural disaster, or other extraordinary reasons.
Department of Homeland Security v. Regents of the University of California (US
Supreme Court No. 18-587)
Trump v. NAACP (US Supreme Court No. 18-588)
McAleenan v. Vidal (US Supreme Court No. 18-589)
State of New York v. Trump (E.D.N.Y. No. 17-cv-05228-NGG)
Vidal v. Nielsen (E.D.N.Y. No. 16-cv-04756-NGG)
In re Elaine Duke (2d Cir. No. 17-3345)
Vidal v. Trump (2d Cir. No. 18-485,18-488)
Trustees of Princeton v. United States (D.D.C. No. 17-cv-02325-CRC)
Regents v. Department of Homeland Security (9th Cir. No. 18-15068; N.D. Cal. No.
17-CV-05211 -WHA) [DACA]
The City authored the amicus brief filed in each of these cases on behalf a coalition of
local governments in opposition to the federal government. These Deferred Action for
Childhood Arrivals cases challenge President Trump’s attempt to end the DACA
program. DACA protects from deportation individuals who were brought to the United
States by their parents as undocumented children.
United States v. California (9th Cir. No. 18-16496; N.D. Cal. No. 18-cv-00490-JAM)
[SB 54/Supremacy] - The City authored an amicus brief in support of California’s SB
54 sanctuary cities law. In this case, the United States sought to enjoin the
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enforcement of these laws: AB 450, which requires employers to alert employees
before federal immigration inspections, AB 103, which imposes inspection requirements
on facilities that house civil immigration detainees, and SB 54, which limits the
cooperation between state and local law enforcement and federal immigration
authorities.
East Bay Sanctuary Covenant v. Trump (9th Cir. No. 18-17274) [Asylum/Credible
Fear] - The City joined the multiparty amicus brief filed in this case which challenges
the procedural and substantive validity of the interim final rule which made immigrants
ineligible for asylum even if they were already present in the United States if they have
not arrived “lawfully through a port of entry.”
Hawaii v. Trump (9th Cir. No. 17-15589)
Trump v. Hawaii (US No. 17-965; 9th Cir. No. 17-17168)
Hawaii v. Trump (D. Hawaii, No. 17-cv-00050-DKW)
State of Washington v. Trump (W.D. Wa. No. 17-cv-00141-JLR)
Darweesh v. Trump (E.D.N.Y. No. 17-cv-00480-CBA)
International Refugee Assistance Project v. Trump (4th Cir. No. 17-2231 & 17-1351;
US Nos. 16-1436 & 16-1540) [Muslim Ban] - The City joined the multi-party amicus
briefs filed in these challenges to the President’s attempt to restrict travel in the United
States by people from several nations, or by refugees without valid travel documents.
San Francisco v. Trump (9th Cir. No. 17-17478; N.D. Cal. No. 3:17-cv-00485-WHO)
Santa Clara County v. Trump (9th Cir. No. 17-17480; N.D. Cal. No. 3:17-cv-00574WHO) [Sanctuary Jurisdictions EO] - The City joined the amicus briefs filed in
support of these challenges to President Trump’s executive order entitled “Enhancing
Public Safety in the Interior of the United States” which would have withheld all federal
funding for “sanctuary city’’ jurisdictions because of their refusal to assist the federal
administration in enforcing its immigration policies.
Baltimore v. Trump (D. Md. No. 18-cv-03636-ELH) [Public Charge Rule] - The City
joined a multiparty amicus brief in this case which challenges the federal government’s
proposed new rule which would broaden the definition of who is to be considered a
public charge so that it includes immigrants who use one or more government programs
listed in the proposed rule. The proposed rule unfairly targets marginalized populations
such as children, students, individuals with disabilities, older adults, and low-wage
working families.
Mixed Status Families Rule - We are actively monitoring the development of this
proposed rule and coordinating with other stakeholders. The proposed rule would
prohibit mixed-status families from living in public and other subsidized housing. HUD
states that the proposed rule could displace more than 55,000 children, all of whom are
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legal U.S. residents or citizens, and would force housing providers to provide less rental
assistance to people in need
EQUAL REPRESENTATION
State of California v. Ross (U.S. Supreme Court, No. 18-1214; N.D. Cal., Case No.
3:18-cv-01865)) [Census] - The City filed a challenge to the Census Bureau’s decision
to include a citizenship question to be placed on the 2020 decennial census.
Department of Commerce v. New York (U.S. Supreme Court No. 18-966) [Census]
- The City authored an amicus brief in this related case.
LAW ENFORCEMENT GRANTS
In these cases the City filed direct challenges to the federal government’s imposition of
conditions on the receipt of law enforcement grant monies:
Los Angeles v. Barr{C.D. Cal. No. 2:17-cv-07215-JC; 9th Cir. No. 18-55599 & 1856292)-2017 DOJ Grant Cycle Immigration Conditions (2017 Byrne JAG; 2017 COPS
Grant).
Los Angeles v. Barr(C.D. Cal. No. 2:18-cv-07347-MLR; 9th Cir. No. 55314) - 2018
DOJ Grant Cycle Immigration Conditions (2018 Byrne JAG; 2018 Juvenile Gang
Prevention Grant)
The City also joined several amicus briefs in support of other jurisdictions’ actions
challenging the same conditions relating to their own law enforcement grant
applications:
San Francisco v. Whitaker (N.D. Cal. No. 18-cv-05146-WHO)
San Francisco v. Barr (N.D. Cal. No. 17-cv-04642-WHO)
California v. Barr (N.D. Cal. No. 17-cv-04701-WHO)
Chicago v. Whitaker (7th Cir. No. 18-2885)
Chicago v. Sessions (N.D. III. No. 17-CV-05720; 7th Cir. No. 17-2991)
City of Philadelphia v. Sessions (3d Cir. No. 18-2648; E.D. Pa. No. 17-cv-03894MMB)
ENVIRONMENT
State of New York, etal. v. EPA (D.C. Cir. Case No. 19-1165) [Clean Power Plan] The City joined New York as plaintiff and challenges EPA’s recent so-called Affordable
Clean Energy ‘ACE” Rule, which revoked the Obama Administration’s Clean Power
Plan and replaces it with a rule that is drastically less protective of the environment.
The Clean Power Plan was the Obama Administration’s signature climate change
policy. The ACE Rule will minimally reduce carbon emissions, if at all.
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Chesapeake Bay Foundation, etal. v. EPA (D.C. Cir. Case No. 19-1173) [Emissions
Guidelines] - The City joined a multi-party amicus brief in this case which challenges
the administration’s rule to repeal emission guidelines for greenhouse gases for electric
utility generating units.
SECOND AMENDMENT
Duncan v. Becerra (9th Circuit, Case No. 19-55376) [Large Capacity Magazines] The City authored an amicus brief in this case on behalf of a coalition of local
governments in defense of California’s large capacity magazine ban.
TITLE VII (SEX DISCRIMINATION)
R.G. & G.R. Harris Funeral Homes v. EEOC
Aimee Stephens and Bostock v. Clayton County
Altitude Express, Inc. v. Zarda (US Supreme Court, Case Nos. 17-1618; 17-1623,
18-107) - The City wrote the amicus brief in these consolidated cases which was joined
by numerous local governments in support of employees arguing that workplace
discrimination on the basis of sex should not exclude LGBTQ persons. Local
experience has shown that non-discrimination laws and policies benefit local
governments.
TITLE X GRANTS
Oregon v. Azar{9th Cir. No. 19-35386 & 19-CV-00317-MC)
Essential Access Health v. Azar{N.D. Cal. Case No. 19-cv-01195)
Planned Parenthood v. Azar (D.C. Cir. Nos. 18-5218,18-5219)
The City joined with other local governments in the filing of an amicus brief opposing the
federal government’s attempt to limit the scope of essential health care to exclude
funding for core family planning and preventive services including birth control and
contraception.
AFFORDABLE CARE ACT
Texas v. United States (5th Cir. No. 19-10011) [individual mandate] - The City joined
a multi-party amicus brief in this case which challenged the constitutionality of the
ACA’s individual mandate.
California v. Dept, of Health and Human Services (9th Cir. No. 19-15072)
[contraceptive mandate] - The City joined a multi-party amicus brief filed in support of
California challenging HHS’ rule under the Affordable Care Act which would have
provided exemptions to the contraceptive mandate for religious or moral reasons.
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Massachusetts v. Dept of Health and Human Services (1st Cir. No. 18-1514)
[contraceptive mandate] - The City joined a multi-party amicus brief filed in support of
Massachusetts’ challenge to HHS’ rule under the Affordable Care Act which would have
provided exemptions to the contraceptive mandate for religious or moral reasons.
TELECOMMUNICATIONS
Mozilla v. Federal Communications Comm’n {D.C. Cir. No. 18-1051) [net neutrality]
- The City joined a multi-party amicus brief in support of net neutrality and opposing the
federal government’s reclassification of internet services to information services.
City of San Jose v. United States (9th Cir. No. 19-70144) - [small cell/5G
regulatory authority] The City is a party in this challenge by dozens of cities and
counties to a Federal Communications Commission order purportedly aimed at
speeding up the deployment of 5G network infrastructure by stripping local jurisdictions
of authority related to such deployment.
If you have any questions regarding these matters, please contact the
undersigned at (213) 978-8100.
Sincerely,
MICHAEL N. FEUER, City Attorney

By
KATHLEEN A. KENEALY 1
Chief Assistant City Attorney
KK:pj
Attachment

Attachment A

List of Federal Litigation in which the City of Los Angeles Has Participated
The City of Los Angeles has participated in the following matters challenging Trump
administration policies:
As a plaintiff.
Dep’t of Justice Grant Issues. The City is a plaintiff in cases challenging the Department
of Justice’s conditions on the receipt of law enforcement grants in Los Angeles v.
Sessions ("Byrne 1") and Los Angeles v. Sessions ("Byrne 2"), both in the Central District
of California.
Census. The City challenged the Census’s planned citizenship question as a plaintiff in
California v. Ross (N.D. CaL).
Communications/Intemet. The City is a plaintiff in City of San Jose v, United States, a
case challenging FCC restrictions on local governments with regard to 5G. in the Ninth
Circuit.
Environment/Clean Power Plan. The City is a plaintiff in State ofNew York, et al. v.
EPA (D.C. Cir.), challenging the administration’s revocation of the Obama
Administration’s Clean Power Plan.

As the author of an amicus brief.
DACA. The City has authored eight amicus briefs in support of the DACA program and
its recipients. These briefs have been filed in Regents v. DHS (N.D. Cal.), In re Elaine
Duke (2d Cir.), Trustees ofPrinceton v. United States (D.D.C.), Vidal v. Nielsen
(E.D.N.Y.), State ofNew York v. Trump (E.D.N.Y.), Regents v. DHS (9th Cir.), and Vidal
v. Trump (2d Cir.) and these cases at the U.S. Supreme Court.
Census. The City authored an amicus brief in the U.S. Supreme Court challenging the
Census’s proposed citizenship question.
SB54/California Values Act. The City has authored two briefs in support of SB54, the
California Values Act that prohibits local jurisdictions from using their resources for
federal immigration enforcement. Both were submitted in United States v. California;
the first was filed in the District Court and the second in the Ninth Circuit.
Family separation. The City has authored three amicus briefs in support of the families at
various stages of litigation in Flores v. Sessions (C.D. Cal.).
Firearm laws. The City authored a brief in support of California’s restrictions on large
capacity magazines in Duncan v. Becerra (9th Cir.)
LGBTO ri
. The City authored a brief in support of the LGBTQ employees in
Bostock v. Georgia, Altitude Express v. Zarda, and R.G. & G.R. Harris Funeral Homes v.
EEOC at the United States Supreme Court.
Public Charge. The City authored a brief in support of San Francisco and the County of
Santa Clara’s challenge to the public charge rule (N.D. Cal.).
Temporary Protected Status. The City authored three briefs opposing the Trump
administration’s revocation of temporary protected status for more than 300,000
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residents. Two were in Ramos v. Neilsen in the Northern District of California and the
Ninth Circuit. One was in NAACP v. DHS (D. Md.).

As a party joining an amicus brief.
Muslim travel ban. The City joined ten amicus briefs in cases challenging the Muslim
travel ban. They were filed at various stages of litigation in State of Washington v.
Trump (W.D. Wash.), State ofHawaii v, Trump (D. Haw.), Darweesh v. Trump
(E.D.N.Y.), and IRAP v. Trump (4th Cir.).
Dep’t of Justice Grant Issues. The City joined ten amicus briefs at various stages of
litigation in cases challenging the DOJ’s conditions on law enforcement grants, in City of
Philadelphia v. Sessions (E.D. Penn, and 3d Cir.), California v. Sessions (N.D. Cal.), City
of Chicago v. Sessions (N.D. 111. And 7th Cir.), and San Francisco v. Sessions (N.D. Cal.
and 9th Cir.).
Title X Grants. The City has joined four briefs challenging the administration’s attempt
to limit the scope of essential health care to exclude funding for core family planning and
preventive services including birth control and contraception. These briefs were filed
Oregon v. Azar (D. Or. and 9th Cir.) and Essential Access Health v. Azar (N.D. Cal. and
9th Cir.).
Asylum. The City joined an amicus brief in East Bay Covenant v. Trump (9th Cir.),
which challenges the procedural and substantive validity of the interim final rule which
made immigrants ineligible for asylum even if they were already present in the United
States if they have not arrived “lawfully through a port of entry.”
Contraceptive mandate. The City joined three amicus briefs in cases challenging HHS’
rule proposed rule providing religious or moral exemptions to the Affordable Care Act’s
contraceptive mandate. They are California v. Azar (9th Cir.), Massachusetts v. HHS
(9th Cir.), and California v. Azar (9th Cir.).
Affordable Care Act. The City joined an amicus brief defending the constitutionality of
the ACA’s individual mandate in Texas v. US (5th Cir.).
Net neutrality. The City joined an amicus brief challenging the FCC’s repeal of net
neutrality rules in Mozilla v. FCC (D.C. Cir.).
Sanctuary Jurisdictions Executive Order. The City joined four amicus briefs challenging
the Trump administration’s Sanctuary Jurisdictions executive order in Santa Clara v.
Trump and San Francisco v. Trump, both in the Northern District of California and Ninth
Circuit.
Public Charge. The City joined an amicus brief challenging the Public Charge rule in
Baltimore v. Trump (D. Md.).
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