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MICHAEL N. FEUER
CITY ATTORNEY

R ? 1 0 12 4REPORT NO.

APR 0 8 2021REPORT RE:

REIMBURSEMENT OF ATTORNEY FEES RELATED TO INTERVIEWS

The Honorable City Council 
of the City of Los Angeles 

Room 395, City Hall 
200 North Spring Street 
Los Angeles, California 90012

Honorable Members:

It is respectfully recommended that the City Council authorize the payment of 
$80,000 in attorney fees incurred by Mr. Eskel Solomon (“employee”) in connection with 
an interview requested by the Department of Justice, United States Attorney’s Office 
(DOJ) as part of its on-going investigations.

Background

DOJ requested the employee agree to be interviewed as to events surrounding 
to the PriceWaterhouseCooper (PwC) billing system failure in 2015 and the related 
litigation. The interview directly related to work the employee performed in the course 
and scope of his employment for the City. The employee voluntarily agreed to be 
interviewed.

The employee retained private counsel with relevant expertise and experience to 
prepare him for and represent him in the interview. The City Attorney’s Office did not 
represent the employee because, prior to the completion of the DOJ interview, it was 
possible the employee and the City might not have aligned interests. Following the 
interview, DOJ classified the employee solely as a witness and does not anticipate 
further involvement of the employee in DOJ’s investigations or criminal proceedings.
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Following his interview, the employee requested in writing that the City pay for 
the costs of his legal representation.

Analysis

As it has done for other employees who have voluntarily agreed to interviews as 
part of criminal investigations, the City Council, subject to approval by the Mayor, may 
but is not obligated to reimburse the employee for some or all of the costs of his or her 
legal representation. Under Government Code Section 995.9, “[t]he decision of the 
public entity to defend or indemnify or defend and indemnify such a witness shall rest 
within the sound discretion of the public entity and may be based on any relevant 
factors, including, but not limited to, whether the provision of defense or indemnity 
would serve the public interest.”

The subject matter of the employee’s interview was work he performed for the 
City, and nothing at this time indicates that the employee acted outside the scope of his 
employment, with malice, or in bad faith. The employee voluntarily agreeing to the 
interview was in the best interest of the City, which seeks to facilitate and cooperate 
with the DOJ in its investigations.

The costs the employee incurred in connection with his interview were 
reasonable. The representation required the legal firm the employee retained, Durie 
Tangri LLP (“firm”), to become familiar with and understand both the events surrounding 
the PwC billing failure and the employee’s role relating to those events. This required 
the firm to review tens of thousands of pages documents and other background 
information regarding the facts surrounding the investigation, including, for example, the 
report of the independent investigation conducted by Ellen Pansky, deposition 
transcripts and exhibits, emails, and other numerous and voluminous documents related 
to the class-action litigation.

Based on the City Attorney’s review of its invoices, the firm provided efficient 
legal services and representation to the employee, and used lower-cost personnel for 
time-consuming tasks and billed its time efficiently, limiting the higher-cost hourly 
billings by the lead-attorney to a reasonable fraction of the time spent on the matter. 
Overall, the firm spent a total of 141.50 hours in this representation and billed a total of 
approximately $98,000. The City Attorney’s Office negotiated a 20% discount, bringing 
the total fee sought for reimbursement to $80,000.

Recommendation

In light of the forgoing, the City Attorney’s Office recommends that:
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(1) The City Attorney be authorized to draw a demand from Fund No. 100, 
Department No. 12 - City Attorney, Account No. 004200 - Litigation Expenses as 
follows: Durie Tangri LLP in the amount of $80,000;

(2) The City Attorney is requested to condition payment of these fees such that, 
should it be later determined that Mr. Solomon acted with malice, in bad faith, or outside 
the course and scope of his employment in matters related to the subject of the DOJ’s 
interview, then Mr. Solomon will be required to repay the City with interest, and such 
monies owed in repayment shall be considered a personal debt subject to collection;
and

(3) The City Attorney, or designee, be authorized to make necessary technical 
adjustments to these instructions to accomplish the purpose of the actions 
recommended in this report.

If you have any questions regarding this matter, please contact the undersigned 
at (213)978-8100.

Sincerely,

MICHAEL N. FEUER, City Attorney

C !By
STREFAN FAUBLE 
Deputy City Attorney
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