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CENTRAL DISTIUCT OF CALIFORNIA 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 

Plaintiff, 

' v. 

CITY OF LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA, 
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Case No. CV 00-11769 OAF (RCx) 
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JOINT M8'flO"N TO AMEND THE 
CONSENt' DECREE PURSUANT 
TO PARAG1tA1'l{ 180 OFTJD: 
CONSENT DECREE 
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1 I. INTRcllDUCTION 

2 Nrsuant to paragraph 180 of the Consent Decree, the City of Los Angeles ("City'') and the 
i 

3 United St:j.tes Department of Justice ("DOJ") jointly submit this Motion to amend certain provisions 

4 oCthe Corlsent Decree. The agreed upon modifications are primarily intended to claritY various . 
; 

5· sections oftha Consent Decree.· These modifications have been the subject of numerous discussiom 

6 between 4e City, DOJ, and the Independent Monitor since early 2004. Both the City and DOI have 

7 now agre~ to the modifications set forth in Sections II and ill below. The matrix attached as 

8 Exhibit "4" was submitted to DOJ fot approval of the modifications. 

9ll. SCO~E or MlENDMENT 

'This amendment is not intended to alter the scope, purpose or int"ut of .the Consent Decree. 
~ , , 

10 
i . 

The modi~catious will not alter any substantive provisiolls. The following provisions are amended 11 

12 to reflect ¢e Recommended Consent Decree Modifications (Exhibit "A") that were approved by the 
I 

13 . City and DOJ: 

14 a. Definitions (page 4)1 

IS b. Paragraph 13 (page 4) . 

16 c. Paragraph 56 (pages 23-24) 

17 d. Paragraph 57 (page 24) 

19 

20 

21 

e: Paragraph 67 (page 26) 

C. Paragraph 69 (page 27) 

g. Paragraph 89 (page 36) 

h. Paragraph 106(h) (page 49) 

22 i. Paragraph lOS(a) (page 51) 

23 j. Paragraph l21 (page 58) 

2.0! k. Paragraph l31 (page 62) 

25 L Paragraph 136 (page 65) 

26 rn.1 Paragraph 157 (page 73) 

27 

28 I ReferenceS are to the Consent Decree page IIWllbers. 
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I III. SIEClFIC AMENDMENTS 

2 Dec.-ee S~on B, Definitions 
, . 
i 

3 Amendm'ent: 

4 Add new definition as follows: "The LAPD organizational units and position 

5 ti~es specified in this Agreement shall be either as specified, or, upon LAPD 

6 re\>1"ganization from time to time, shall be thj:ir functionally equivalent successor 

7 - Qr~anizational units or position titles, subject to the approval ofDOJ, which approval 

8 sh\U1 not be unreasonably withheld." 

9 Collilllenn: 

10 The Consent Decree needs to he made flexible to accommodate normal OXlj:anizational 

11 . changes 1f!at would be au.ticipated to occur over the term of the Agreement. The recommended 

12 change ~ts the need to make changes to the numerous, Consent Decree paragi'aphs where specific 

13 LAPD en~ties are identified to reflect the current reorganiZlltion structure, as weU WI providing for 
, 

1~ future reOlfganizations. 

15 

16 Decree S~ttiOD B, DefmitioDs 

17 . AmeJIdment: 

18 Add new definition as follows: "The ~ 'OHB Unit' specified in various 

19 

20 

prulagraphs of this Agreement shall mean the Professional Standards Bureau (PSB) as of May 
.1 

1,2004." 

21 Commenl;s; 

22 In :("eSpOnse to recently identified Categori~ Use of Force (CUOF) investigation 
, ' 

23 deficienci4s, the LAPD has uudertaken a comprehensive review of CUOF investigation policies and 

24 procedureJ. In respolllle to that review, LAPD has determined that a reassignment -of CUOF 

25 investigati~n responsibilities is appiopriale. The OHB Unit (under the Detective Bureau in the 

26 LAPD reofganization)will be movep to the Professional Standards Bureau (PSB). 

27 

28 

3 
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1 Decree ~p 

2 Decree L~guage: 

3 "13. The term "Cittegorical Uses of Force" means (i) all incidents involving 

4 . th~ use of deadly force by an LAPD officer ("DIS"); (ii) all uses of an upper body 
, 

5 control hold by an LAPD officer and can include the use of a modified carotid, full 

6 cru;otid Or locked carotid; (iii) all uses of force by an lAPD officer resulting in an 

7 injwy requiring hospitalization, commonly referred to as a law enforcement related 

8 injjny or LERI incident; (iv) all head !trikes with an impact weapon; (v) all other uses 

9 offorce by an LAPDo£ficer resulting in a death, commonly known as a law 

10 enforcement activity related death OT LEARD incident; and (vi) all deaths while the 
, 

II ~stee Or detainee is in the custodial care of the LAPD, commonly referred to as an 

12 ini'ustody death or JCD. In addition, under current LAPD policy, a canine bite is not 

13 a ~e offorce. HoWever, for purposes of this Ag<eement only, a Categorical Use of 

14 Fo~ce shall include all incidents where a member of the public is bitten by a canine 

15 assigned to the LAPD and where hospitaIization is required." 

16 Comments: 

.. 17 Th~ Consent Decree establishes significant requirements fur the investigation of a CUOF, 

18 incl~ding ~e requirement that investigators respond to the scene 24 hours it day, that the OIG and 

19 Chief ofPdlice are notified of the incident, and that a comprehensive, detailed investigation is . 

20 completed. i This is appropriate fur Categorical Use of Force incidents such as an officer-involved-

21 shooting, ~in-custody death, or a use of focce that results in hospitaliution. 

22 All officer-involved-shootings will still be thoroughly investigated. However, by;unending 
! 

.. 23 the definiti4n of II categoric.:u use of force, non-tactical accidental discharges without injury and 

. 24 animal shOlltiD);: incidents that do not warrant the same type of immediate response and level of 

.. 25 investigation could be transitioned from Categorical Use of Force investigatiOn team overSight This 
, 

.. 26 change wo~d' 1) increase the effectiveness of LAPDresources, including increased supervisor and 

27 officer field! time; 2) focus Categorical Use of Force incident respoillle.and investigative resources on· 
I, ' , 

. 28 the incidents of greatest concern, resulting inquaiity and efficiency gllins for the highest priority 

4 
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investiga~ioIlS; 3) provide for thorough investigation of non-tactical accidental dischilrge without 

2 injury andianllnal shootings in a more timely ~er; and 4) result in substantial ongoing cost 

3 savings toithe City: 

4 . Nd negative consequences from this change are !Ulticipated as non-tactical accide.utal 

5 discharge rithout injury!Uld animal shooting administrative investigations would remain sulUect to 

6 Use ofFo~ce Review Board, DIG, and Police Commission review. 

7 Ibfs amendment modifies the definition Clf I!. Categorical Use of Force by deleting the term 

8 "01S" !Ul~ ~ding "except for non-tactical accidental discharges and animal shootings" to section (i) 

9 ofthisp~ph. 
; 

I : 
10 i AmendediLanguage: 

, ; 

11 
; 

"13. The tenn "Categorical Uses of Force" means (i) all incidents involving 

1.2 . th~ use of deadly force by ai.I LAPO officer, except for non-tactical accidental 
·1 . . 
i 

13 di~charges and animal shootings; (ii) all uses of lID upper body control hold by an 

14 LAPD officer and can include the use of a modified carotid, full carotid or locked 

15 c;u)otid; (iii) all uses of force by an LAPD officer resulting in an injury requiring 

16 ho~pitalization, commouly referred to as a law enforcement related injury or LERI 

17 inqident; (iv) all head strikeS with an impact weapon; (v) all other uses of force by an 
I 

18 U;'pD officer resulting in a death. commonly known as a law enforcement activity 

19 rel~ted death or LEARD incident; and (vi) all deaths while the anestee or detainee is 
i . . . 

20 in j:he custodial care of the LAPD, commonly ref=edto as an in-custody death or 

21 reb. In addition, under current LAPDpoUcy; a canine bite is not a use of force. 

22 HQwever, fur purposes of this Agreement only, a Categorical Use of Force shall 
, 

23 indlude all incidents where a member of the pllblic is bitten by a canine assigned to 

24 tht LAPD and where hospitalization is required." 
, 

. 25 

26 

27 

28 
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1 Decree 1[56 

2 Decree L~Il~age; , 
3 "56. The OlIB Unit shall have the capability to "roll-out" to all Categorical 

4 U~e of Force incidents 24 hours a day. The Department shall require immediate 

5 noptication to the Chief ofPotice, the OHB Unit, the Commission and the Inspector 

6 <4neral by the LAPD whenever there is a Categorical Use of Force. Upon receiving 

7 ea~h such notification, an OlIB Unit investigator shall promptly respond to the scene 
; 

I of~ach Categorical Use o:fForce and commence his or her investigation. The senior 

9 

10 

O~ Unit manager present shall have overall command of the crime scene and 

in~estigation at the scene where multiple units are present to investigate a Categorical 

I I Us!: of Force incident; provided, however, that this shall not prevent the Chief of 

12 Po~ce, the Chief of staff, the Department Comw.ander or the Chief's Duty Officer 

13 fin!n assuming command from a junior OlIB supervisor or manager when there is a 

14 specific need to do so." 

15 Commelli,s; 

16 ThF amended defmition of Categorical Use ofF9rce (paragraph 13) excludes accidental 

17 dischargd, This change establishes pr9cedures by which the OIG and cno2 will be notified of such 

18 incidents.! Further, it provides that CIID can investigate an accidental discharge incident if it so 

19 chooses. Accordingly, the fol\owing new paragraph is added: "'The Department shall further require 

20 notification of the OBB Unit and Inspector General whenever there is a non-tactical accidental 

21 discharge.: Upon receiyjag each non-tactical accidental discharge notification, the OlIB Unit. at its 

22 optiOn. m:iY determine that it will respond and investigate the incident." 
, 

23 Ammded:Lan~lIge: 

24 

25 

"56. The OlIB Unit shlill have the capability to "roll-out" to all Categorical 

Us~ of Force incidents 24 hows Ii day. 'The Department sball require immediate 

26 

27 2 Although ¢no h ... heen replaced wiI:h rorc. lnvestigation Division (Fro), reference to CIID remainll in tbiJI docwnt\1ll 
hecause tile Pnitial dis""';ons and exchange of ptoposed aIIlI'Ddments predate Fro. MQreover, organiZatiOIW chllngel 

28 are addresseit in the amendment to the definitions. 
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n9tification t6 the Chief of Police, the ORB Unit, the CoII!ll1i,ssion and the Inspector 

Gtme:rai by the LAPD whenever there is a Categorical Use .afF.orce. Upon receiving 

eafh such n.otification, an OBB Unit investigator shall prornptly respond t.o the .scene 

of each Categorical Use of Farce and commence his or her investigorti.on. The senior 

ORB Unit manager present shaH have overall command of the crime scene and 

inyestigation at the scene where multiple units are present to investigate a Categorical . 

U~e of Force incident; provided, h.owever, that this shall not prevent the Chief of 
, 

: . 
P~1ice, the Chief of Staff, the Department Commander or the ehlef s Duty Officer 

fr~m assuming com.mand from a junior OHB supervisor .or manager when there is a 

specific need to do so. 

The Department shall further require notificati.on of the OHB Unit and 

InSpector General whenever there is 21 non-tactical accidental discharge_ Upon 

re~ving each non-tactical accidental discharge notification, the OEB Unit, at its 
i . 

op\:ion, mky determine that it will respond and investigate the incident." 
I 

Deeree~57 

Decree L~page: 

"51. In Bddition to administrative investigations and where the facts so 

wahant, the LAPD shill also conduct a sepatjlte crin1inaJ investigation of Categorical 

Uses of Force. The criminal investiglll:ion shall not be conducted by the OHB Unit." 
! 

Comment~: 

Th~ reorganization of CllD to PSB currently contemplates integration of criminal and 
! 
! 

administrative investigati.ons into PSB, however, such investigations will be conducted by different 
! 

. i .' , , 
teams. To ~count for the LAPD .organizational change while maintaining the purpose of this 

paragmph, ian amendment to the last sentence deletes "OlIB Unit" and adds "same investi!W,tQ!S 

complewW the administrative investigation" to the end of the sentence. 

7 
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1 Amellde~ Language: 

2 "57. In addition to administratiVe investiga1:iollS and where the facts so 

3 w.jnant, the LAPD shall also conduct a separate criminal investigation of Categorical 

4 U~es of Force. The criminal investigation shall not be conducted by the same 

5 investigators completing the administrative investigation." , 
6 

7 D.,., .. ee ,67 

Decree L,ngalage: 8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

l~ 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

"67. The Commission shall continue its practice <?freviewi.ng all Categorical 

U~es of Force including all the reports prepared by the Chief of Police regarding such 
i ' 

incidents and rela1:ed investigation files. These reports shall be provided to the Police 

Cdnnnission at least 60 days before the Illl.llring of any statute of limitatiOl)5 that would 

re~ct the imposition of diflCipline related to such Categorical Use of Force. Provided, 

ho~ver, if the investigation file has not been completed by this time. the LAPD shall , ". , 

pr9vide the Commission with a copy of the underlying file, including all evidence 

gathered, with a status report of the inveStigation that includes an explanation of why the 

investigation has not been completed, a description of the investigative steps still to be 

~pleted, and a schedule for the. completion oft4e investigation. The Cornrniwon shaJI 
, 

r~iew whether any administ.rlltive investigation waS unduly delayed due to a .11llated 

crij:ninat investigation, and, if so, shall assess the reasons therefor." 
, . 
! 

21 CO_eIIl~: 

22 s~ comments to Consent Decree paragraph 56" above. This amendment modifies the first , 

23 ~tence tb read: "The Commission shall contillue its practice of reviewing all Categorical Uses of 
i . . 

24 Force and bon-tactical I!.cciden:\iM diwhilIt.es. including ... " . 
i 

25 Amended! Language: 

26 "67. The. Commission shall continue its. practice of reviewing allCategoricaI Uses 

27 offorce and non-tactical accidental discharges, including all the reports prepared by the 

28 Cblef of Police regarding such incidents and related investigation files. These reports shall 

8 
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3 

4 

5 

6. 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

13 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

beiprovided to the Police Commission at least 60 days before the l1lllDing of any statu~of 

lmptations that would restrict the impositioll of disciplill<:> related to such Categorical Use of 

Fotce. Provided, however, if the investigation file has not been completed ];,y this time, the 

L~D shall provide the Coinmission with a copy of the 1lIlderlying file, including all 

. eV¥ence gathered, with a status report of the investigation that includes an explanation of 

W~y the investigation has nClt been completed, a description of the investigative sieps still to 
, 

be icompleted, and a schedule for the completion of the investigation. The Commi osion shall 

re~iew whether any administrative investigation W!lS unduly delayed due to a related criminal 

in~estigation, arid, if so, shall assess the reasons therefor." 

"69. The Department shall continue to have the Use of Force Review Board 

re~iew all Categorical Uses of Force .. The lAPD shall continue to have Non-

Categorical Uses of Force reviewed by chain-of.command managers at the Division 

amf Bureau level. NOll-Categorical Use of Force investigations shall be reviewed by 

Di'Yision management within 14 days of the incident, unless a member of the chain-

of-i:ommand reviewing the investigation detects a deficiency in the investigation, in 

which case the revieW shall be completed within a period.of time reasonably 

. ne<jessary to correct such deficiency in the investigatioll or reports." , ' 

. 21 COllUDelltl: 
! 

22 ' Sec! comments to Cousent Decree Paragraph 56 above. This arneudmeut adds "and uon-
, i 

23 tactical acJidental discharges" to the end of the first seutence. 

24 Amended iLanguage: 

25 "69. The Departmeut shall continue to have ,the Use of Force Review Board 

26 review all Categorical Uses of Force and non-t!lctical accideutal discharges. The 

27 LAPD shall continue to have Non-Categorical Uses of Force reviewed by chain-of-

28 cotiJmand managers at the Division and Bureau level. Non-Categorical Use of Force 

9 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

intestigations shall be reviewed by Divisioll mauagemeut within 14 days of the 
, 

in1ident, unless a member of the chain-of-command reviewing the investigation 

detects a deficiency in the investigatioll, in which case the review shall be completed 

within a period of time reasonably necessary to correct sucb deficiency in the 

inrestigation or reports." 

Decree 'If~9 
, 

Decree L*ngllage: 

. "89 ... 'The Inspector General shall review; aualyze and report to the 

. C~mm.iSSion on each Discipline Report, including the circumstances under which 

didcipline was imposed and the severity of any discipline imposed. The Comm.ission, 
, ! 

no! later than 45 days after receipt of the Discipline Report, following consultation 

wiih the Chief of Police, shall review the Discipline Report and document the 

eclmmission's assesSlllent of the appropriateness of the actions ofth.; Chief of Police 

described in the Discipline Report. With respect to Categorical Uses of Force, such 

asJessment and documentation shall be made for each officer whose conduct was 

determined to be out of policy by the Commission. Such assessment al!d 
, . 

doj:umentation shall be considered liS part of the Chief's annual evaluation as 

pr~vided in paragraph 144." 

Comments: 
, I 

p~aph g9 provides only 45-days for review and action on the LAPD's Discipline Report. 
I 

45-days d6es not provide the Inspector General with adequate time to review the Discipline RepOrt. 
I . . 

Further, t!l.e Police Commission holds meetings on a weekly or bi-weekly basis and must post , 

agendas 72-hours in advance of the meeting pursuant to the Browri Act. Therefore, the Police 

Comm.iss~on may not be able to agendize the Jnspector General's review for up to two weeks after 

the report1 $ release. This amendmentwill increase the time allowed for revi~w from 45-days to 75- . 

27 days. 

28 

10 
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2 Amended Language: 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

i1 

12 

13 

'.4 

i5 

16 

17 

IS 

19 

2() 

21 

22 

23 

"89. The Inspector General shall review, analyze and report to the 

Commission on each Discipline Report, including the circumstances under which 

disCipline was imposed· and the severity of any discipline imposed. The Commission, 

no later than 75 days after receipt of the Discipline Report, following consultation 

wi1;h the Chief of Police, shall review the Discipline Report and document the 
, 

Co~ssion's assessment of the appropriateness of the actions of the Chief of Police 

de~bed ~ the Discipline Report. With respect to Categorical Uses of Force, such 

ass~ssment and documentation shall be made for each officer whose'condllct was 

detbmuned to be out of policy by the Commission. Such assessment and 

do4umentation shall be considered as part of the Chiefs annual evall.lation as' 

pro~ded in paragraph 144." 
. I 

! 
; 

Decree,l P6(h) 

Decree L~guage: 

"106(h). E2ICh BtirelUl gang coordirultor sluin be responsible for monitoring 

an4 assessing the operation ofall1lllits in the Bl~:e'm'that address gang activity, Th" 

Co~rdinator shall pe):sonally inspect and audit at least one Area unit each month, and 
; 

shap submit copies of completed audits to the pertinent Bureau and ~a, OHB 

Detective Support Division Command offi~, and the LAPD Audit Unit created in. 

paraifar;h 124 below. The coordinator may use bureau staff to conduct such audits . 

. whb themselves serve in a BUreau or Area gang-activity unit and are deployed in the 
! 

24 fiell:l to monitor or reduce gang activity." 

25 CommentS: 

26 Th~ term "audit" has come to wean a forensic alldit of the type completed by Audit DiviSIOn, 

21 including s~pporting documentation and related work. This provision was intended to be a monthly 
I , 

28 review, and not a full-fledged "audit". The types of reviews contemplated were sinillltr to secondary 
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1 compliange reviews, not the types of "audits" cunently defined by the Monitor and required to be 

2 completed! by Audit Division. 
. i. 

3 'This amendment will remove the words audit or audits and replace them with 

4 "evaluate'i_ "inspection reports" and "inspections" as appropriare. 

5 

6 Decree 'lf1P8(a) 

7 Decree L~nguage: 

8 "108(a). The use of informants by LAPD persorinel is limited to those lion-

9 . uniformed personnel assigned to investigative units, such as, Area Detectives, , 
10 NaJ.cotics Division, and Specialized Detective Divisions. Personnel in unif<:mn 

II assignments .shall not maintain or use informants." 

12 COll1Jllentil/Amelldlllent: 
i 

13 Fo~ effective crime fighting, the option for uniformed police officers to have confidential. 

14 informan~ is desired. The procedmes for uniformed and non-uniformed officers' use of 

15 confidentilll informant procedures would remain as detailed in pi\ragra,ph 1 08 and only paragraph 
I 

16 108(a) will be deleted. 

17 

U Decree ,I:ll 
! 

19 Decree Lapguage: 

20. "121. The LAPD shall provide all officers promoted to supervisory 

21 pos~tions_ up to and including the rank of Captain, with training to perform the duties 

22 and: responsibilities of such positions. Such LAPD officers and wpervisors .mall be 

23 proyided with such training befote they assume their new supervisory Positions, 
i 

24 exc~pt for those officers promoted to the rank of Captain, who shall have at least . 
, 
I . . 

. 2S coninnenced their Command Developmenttraining before they assume their new 

26 positions." 

27 

28 

12 
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22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

; 
i 
i 

Commeni:s: 
; 

D~tective 1 paygrade advancements to Detective IT are not promotions, but rather 
; 

paygrade ~vancements, which are not addressed iu P3:{agraph 121. The City agrees that 

Detective+ receiviug a paygrade advancement should attend supervisory training. However, 

since Dettftive paygrade advancements are not promotions, a separate traiuiug process needs 

to be esta*liShed for Detective paygrade advancements. Promotions and paygrade 
. ! 

advancembnts are processed through significantly different procedures and therefore, training 

Detective~ before they are selected for paygrade advancement, as in the case of persons on a 
I .' . 

promqtio~ list, to comply with Pacagraph 121 results in a significant.';"aste oftrilining 
i 

resources.! Currently, a document is executed that iudicates that a paygrade advanced 
I 

Detective ~ will not superVise until they have received training. This is difficult to maintain 

in. the lon~.telJll, and officers receiving a paygrade advancement receive pay raises iu 

accordanc~ with their new responsibilities, which IIllIY or may not include supervision. 

Simiiar to iCaptains, 1:nUning for Detective paygrade advancements should be allowed to 

occur at ~e next supervisory training class scheduled. 
i 

Th~ amendment will modify the second sentence of paragraph 121 as follows: 
! 

" ... except!those officers promoted to the r!lI))( of Captain and Detective paygrade 

advancements. who shaIL .... or iu 1b.e case of Detective paygrade advancements. attend the , 

next scheduled syPervisorv training class, which shall be completed no later than four 

months ariel the effective date of the paygrade advancement." 
! 

AmendedILaBg1Ia!:e: 
I , 
i "121. The LAPD shall provide all officers promoted to supervisory 
! 

po~itions, up to and including the rank of Captain, with training to perfOlJll the duties 

an1 responsibilities of such positions.· Such LAPD officers and supervisors shall be 

pr~vided with sucb training before they assume their new supeTvisory positions, 
; 

. ex4ePt for those officers promoted to the rank of Captain and Detective paygrade 

adfancements, who .shall have at least comm~ced their Command Development 

training before they assume their new positions or in the case of Detective paygrade 

13 
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1 adyancements, attend the next scheduled supervisory ttam.ing class, which shall be 
I . 
, . 

2 completed no later than four months after the effective date of the paygrade 

3 ad'~ancement." 

4 

5 Decree ~131 

6 Decree LlUlguage: 

. 7 "131. The LAJ'D shall conduct regular periodic audits oftbe work product 

S ofiall LAPD units covered by paragraph 106 .. These audits shall be conducted by 
i . .' 

9 OFIBDetective Support Division. Each such audit shall include:" 

10 Commellis: 

.11 The paragrapb 131 audits. were intended to assess the activities of SEU's. Entities other than 

12 DSD, or its successor, would bring an element of greater independence and therefore the ConSent 

13 Decree should provide forsuch flexibility. Further, the LAPD should be able to.maximize its 

14 resources py combining Department-wide and SEU-specific audits to the mllXimmn extent 
, . 

15 practicablb. Allowing Audit Division and the Civil Riihts Integrity Division to perform SEU audits 

16 is consistent with the intent of the Consent Decree and prQvides LAPD with theflex.ibility to 

17 . manage its auditing resources. 

18 1¥s amendment will clarify the second sentence of paragraph 131 to provide for other 
I 

19 appropriate LAPDentities to complete audits of Special Enfolce)l1ent Units, or their successOr unitS 
, . " . 

20 as follo~. ~'OHB Detective Support Division" is replaced wiih "Audit 'Division or Civil Rights 
, 'I . 

" 21 lntegrityIDivision." 
, 

22 Amende4 LangUage: 

23 "131. The LAPD shall conduct regular periodic audits of the work product 

24 o~all LAPD unij:s covered by paragraph 106. These audits shall be conductedby 
, 

25 . A+dit Division or Civil Rights Integrity Division. EaCh such audit shall include:" 
I ",. , 

26 

27 

28 

14 
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1 Decree '~36 

2. Decree L~nguage: , , 
3 !" 136. The Inspector General shall continue to review all Categorical US.e of 

4 F<1ce investigatiOIl8. The Inspector Oeneral also shall conduct a regular, periodic , 
5 aujlit and revi'i'\" of a stratified random sample of: (i) all Non-Categorical Uses of 

! . 
6 Force; and (ii) Complaint F onn J.28 jnvestigations. Both of these types of reviews 

. 7 sru~ll assess the quality, completeness, aod findings of the investigationS and shall 
i ' 

8 in4lude determinations of whether the investigations were completed in a timely 

9 m~er, summarized andtranscribedstatements accw-ately match the. recorded 
, 

10 sta;tements, all available evidence Was collected and analyzed, and the investigation' 

11 . wais properly adjudicated. The Inspector General shall promptly report its finds from 
I . 

12 th~se reviews in writing to the Police Commission.", 
, 

13 Coilllnenf{!: 
, . 

1. Th~ requirement for the OIG to perform separate audits was not intended to duplicate the. 
I 

1~ efforts oftpeAuditDivision, but rather to complement Audit Division audits. Howevec,the· 
I ., 

16 language df the paragraph coupled with the definition of auditing procedures has resulted in a 
I 

17 duplicatio~ of effort. The OlG reviews the mandated Audit Divisioll complaint and the nOll-
! • 

18 categoric~ use of force stratified raodom sample audits which address the same parameters listed in 

19 Paragraph ,136. To have the 010 repeat the exact same audittherefo~ has limited benefitS to LAPD 
~ . . 

20 and OIG oyersight. Rather, the oro should be afforded the flexibility to detemUne the manner 
i , " 

21 (perhaps ll\Jt a stratified nmdom sample, but an audit focused on a specific complaint category, type 

22 of force, LjA.pD Division of conceID; complaints resulting in nOIl,-disciplinaly actions or suspensions, 

23 etc.) in which it thinks best to review complaints and non-categorical use offorce investigations in 

24 light ofth~ Audit Division audits, other issues of concern, or specific areas of oversight needs: . This 

25 will serve k, enhance the oversight role of the OIG and to maximize resources. 

26 Co~istent with the foregoing, the amendment to paragraph 136 will modify" the language to , 
.. 27 read as follows: ..... The Inspector Genera! shall continue to review all Categorical use of Force , . 

! 

28 llvestigatibns. The Inspector General also shall conduct a regular, periodic aHdit ami review of a 

15 
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5'tffi!i§ea. fndom sample of (i) eJl Non-Categorical Uses of Force; and (ii) complaint Form 128 .. · 
! 

2 investigatIons. Both of these types of reviews shilll assess areas of concelli identified by the 

3 Inspector beneral. and shall assess at least one of the following issues related to the quality and/or 

4 outcome of the investigatioJJ,S: eamjl\eleRSSS, aRt! fllK'lillgs efthe illvestigfllien IllliI sftall ineloos 
I 

5 EletefrniHafiens efwhether the ifr'festigflliefIB'f>'eR! ee!!ipliltea. ill II amely _er, summarized aml: 

6 whether tile s\UlIIllarized.and transcribed statements accurately match the reconled statements; 
, 

7 whether ~l available evidence was properly collected and analyzed; and/or whether the investigation 

8 was properly adjudicated ... " 

9 AbullI.lled! Language: 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

! 

"136. The Inspector General shall continue to review all Categorical Usc of .. 

Fotce investigations. The Inspector General also shall conduct a regular, periodic 

r~iew of II r>mdom sample of: (i) Non-Categorical Uses of Force; and (ii) Complaint 

Form 1.28 investigations. Both of these types of reviews shall assess areas of 

~~cern identified by the Inspector General, and shall assess at least one of the 
i . 

fo~owing issues related to the quality andloroutcome of the investigations: whether 
i " 

th~ summarized and transcribed statements accti:rately match the recorded statements; 
! 

w~ethei all available evidence was properly collected and analyzed, andlor whether 
! . 

th~ investigation was properly adjudicated. The Inspector General shall promptly 

re~rt its finds from the~e reviews in writing to the Police Commission." 

, , 
i 
i 

Decree '\I1t57 
I 

22 Decree Ll\Jlguage: 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

2& 

"157. The LAPD shall continue to utilize community advisory groups in 

. ea4h geographic Area and to meet quarterly with thecmnniunity they serve. The 
I 

Department shall establish. a media advisOry working group to facilitate information 
, 

di~semination to the predominant etbnicities and cultures in Los Angeles." 

16 
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1 CODlDlen~: 

2 ~b media advisory group was appropriate during the fIrSt year of Decree implementation to 

3 assist in e*plaining the Consent Decree and generate interest in the then quarterly meetings in the 18 

4 geographir areas. The media group has served its purpose, as illustrated by the media's 

5 unwillingqess to attend meetings. Efforts to work with the media to facilitate delivery of 

6 info=ti~n to all M>S Angeles communities are llOW bettered served by other LAPD public relations 

7 efforts. T.\lerefore, the requirement for a media advisory group should sunset at this time. 
, 

8 AcconiiuJ,y, the amendment will add a sunset provision to the end of the last sentence. 

9 Amended I Lugnage: 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 Dated: 

17 

18 

i9 

20 

"157. The LAPD shall continue to utilize community advisory groups in 

ea¥ geographic .Area and to meet quarterly with the community they serve. The 

De\:>artment shall establish a media advisory working group to facilitate information 

diskem.ination to the predominant etbnicities and cultures in Los AP.geles throUgh the 

thlld year of the Consent Decree." 

o//ls I".s'. CHRlSTENSEN, MULER, FINK, JACOBS, 
GLASER, WElL & SHAl'lRO; LLP 

By: ~tG?!;~?J 

,. 21 

Attorneys for defendants, CITY OF LOS ANGELES, THE. 
BOARD OF POLICE COMMISSIONERS. OF TIlE CITYOF 
LOS ANGELES, and TIlE LOS ANGELES POLICE 
DEPARTMENT' . 

22 

',~ 

23 tf~f Dated: 
24 

, 

I 

25 
I 

26 

27 

28 

UNITED STA S DEPARTMENT OF JUSnCE 

By: --:W'''::::--:-==:-c-::=-'-:=:=''':-=:----------,-

Chief, Special Litigation Section 
Civil Riihts Division 

Attorney for plaintiff, UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
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··Shanetta Y. Cutlar 
-Chief, Special Liligation Section 
::U.S. Departmenti of Justice 
Civil Rights Divlilion 
.6010 Street, NW, Room 5034 
·.Washington D.cl20530 
= I· 

I 

Dear Ms. Cutlar:! 

CITY HA.LL 
LQIO ANGELES. t=ALIFO!'l.NIA ~OO12.-4BB6 

December 15, 2004 

·On May 5,2004,1 the City of Los Angeles (City) submitted a letter to the United States 
Department of Jtistice (DOJ) regarding proposed changes 10 the Los Angeles Police Department 

· (LAPD) Consent Decree. The City, DOJ, III1d the Independent Monitor have met severaltiines 
since Ma.y 2004 to discuss the City's proposal. Reflective of those discussions, please find 

· attached a matri~ of clarified and revised proposed modifications to the LAPD Consent Decree, 
which replace the City's May 5, 2004, proposal, for DO] review and consideration. Consistent 

.. with Consent Depree paragraph 180, the City would like to work with DOJ to file a stipulation 
. with the Court t~ effectuate the Consent Decree changes outlined in the attached matrix. 

i 
_,DOJ's efforts to pnderstand the City's concerns regarding certain Consent Decree provisions and 
· to cooperatively y<ork to develOp appropriate resolutions are appreciilted. The City looks 
forward to devel9Ping II joint filing with the Court regarding the attached LAPD Consent Decree 
chlll1ges, as apprOpriate. 

i 

Very truly yours! , 
I 

Ii 

cl--!l'~. 
Terree A. Bowets 

.. Chief Deputy CilY Attorney 

Attachment 

imothy B. Me sKer 
Chief of Staff to the Mayor 



cc: Michael ~herkasy, Independent Monitor 
William [I. Bratton, Chief of Police 

2 



RECOMMEND£D CONSENT DECRI5E AND MONITORING METHODOLOGY CLARIFICATIONS/MODIFICATIONS 

RevloedNovember 15, 2004 

CONSEn OECREE CHAllGIiS 0 .. _ 
Type of ChollllO SpeclfIc Recommended Lal'llgu~ge Chan~& P ... ~. 

COfnlMfllt:s 

AcId IWIW definiOOt1 as fo/[qws: Ilm ~Q ~nI~l2!lm urnkj aOO TI1& Consent Decree neede to b. JMd.lilxible to acoomrnodat-e nolmaf OfglntzBtlonal cMnQes 

C'onSeru Decree 
DOsNign *1'5 specffie.di in 1flis Agreemenf st!!ll be elher 1M thil would be aotictpa'!ed iIo QCQJr over 1M teIlJII afthe Alre.mwlt. The recommel\ded change 

De1ll1ftl00 Modifica1ion-
spdetl. or. lIpOQ WO rearQ8l'!IUtion from time mime.. shag b& "mils lhe need to rna'ke changes to Ihll numeroU! Consent DecrMI p.ragrJll)hs wllerll spoec[1'iC 

Seeton I.AI'D 
their fYIlet1ollalb! eg~valent !i1.!c~iSQI'" QrmIlizatlonBiI units or . LAPD ..,lIles .re ide<1t11iad 10 _ the cunent reorganization slruoful!!, .s ...... os prO'l!ding ror 

. Reorgan1za!ion 
posllioo titles ~ub!ect to ItIIiII approval of DOJ whldl aooro'l!' 001" fuwre reorganl:!!atioos. . 
not be uDraa:M:!ooI:!~ ~IJMk!. 

Acid new definition as folfowa.: The !erm "OHB Urilll" l!iipe.c!fi.d In In reapon.s8 to feO&llIly IQen(lfted Categorical Use of Force (CUOF} investigstion deficiencies. the 

Cement Dease ~1!2!d l:!iB!!iQbI :m: iii &lra8tMnl DIIIDII C III Ea:tfIBlJiII lAPD !'1M Ltni.etiak.n • ~ review 01 CUOF tnvestlgab poUcles and procedures, In 

De1ilit1on Modificsllon , Staildards Elur!!!W (PSs) unjt a. of May 1 2004.· ",_s." .. at ",.lew, LJ\PO .... determined thai a re.ssignmenl of CUOF Irwesfigallon 

SecUoo CKDto PSB __ .10 apJl'Ol'flato. Tho OHB Unit (und., the o.leClWe S .... "" in the LAPO 

Recrganlzatlon reorganftiltloo) 'NUl be moved to·(he Pt0t8sslonal ~land~$ BtJreaiJ {PSB), 

Add olarlficatlcin ",g.rdlng dellnlMoA of OIS 10 I". Categorical Use The Consent Dec"' ... tallll ...... tgnl1l"'.l_ ...... "'" for ttoe In ..... ion of CUOF, "eluding 
of Force dellnllon os fellows: ._~) aU Inclde .... 1two1vJn;.,. "". of Ill. "'Qu~&ment ".t lmiesllg ..... roll." Il1O scene 2417, .,at". OIG, Chief of Pob, etc .. are 
dea<lly ror"" by and l.AI'!l omcer i'QI$'j ."""pI ror norHadi<:al notified real time of 1fIe rnddent, and that a COtIIlrehe",,"'., delallod lII_golion 10 """",leted. 
lcoldental iB:;H;;baroes I)!:W iIIJ~:m~! slioobi§. Non..aadcal aocldental dlsd!arges willout lnjury anti animal ahootlng tncldenll!S do not 'IWIrrant the 

Coilsont DOCf8& same rupon •• and In-dapth If1vesfigations tllat are "",dueled for Cotegorlcal Us. of Forne 

13 Modification- incider\t:s IWCIl as an officer InllOived shOllng, an In..aJltod)t €I.thf or iii! use offarce that results In 
ClIO to PSB hoopilalintiool. Tranollon of oon-fa<:tteal_ta1 d1ocbargo _11.jUty artd animal s"006l19 

ReClrg8:rllzab awl_sf ... ..,. _tgallooo tom ca~cal Us. of F""", Imi06llg'''''o to OMslana' . 
Irweslg.Uons, w!1l1 Catego_ Use or Foroo """'lilIa_toom overaIg/1t.s appmp~"'" would: 1) 
Increase It!e eft'ectlv&1iIJ!'B of LAPD resources, Includlng iIIcreasld suj:lerWBor and atbr fIIEIkI time; 
2} foCt.lS Categorical Us.e of ForO!- incident respoI'ISie and If'lIfeS'gdve resource. on lhe·iocidentB: 
of !J'1'atesl """cam, resultlnQ In quality and eflicler1Cjl 
gains for the highest priority invesllgalfons: 3) pt'O\ilde for thorough Investigmioll r:A noo--lltclicai 
aoci~ta1 dischargtl willoot biJury and ariknat snootlr.gs in a more fime4v ..,.nller; anti .. ) r.sutt in 
subS'tafl'liIil ongoing colt s.vings 10 tile CRy. 

Consislent with current practice, OOl-tdcaI accidental discharge I01lhoot Injury iIIld artimaJ 
sl\DOtlnog admi:nlsW<ltlve-invea1igations would remaPn subject ~o U~8 01 FoJ'C8 R6'lJ11iW Board( 05G. 
and Police Commission review . 

.. _----------- ----------_._-- -----------
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0..:-
Type -ot Change S!'8cm.c R&OQII1~rt.d ~.ge ~Mn9& COmn'18n1a Para. N ••. 

Add new paragraph as follows; The Department shaf'l further· WAh 1110 ma~btlon In tho dafinillon of CalegOrical Use 01 Force (Pa",graph 13\ ro 00 lOOIJer 
regulre f1otfflcalton 2f tie QI:!B Unit !:lAd l[!§Qedor GeooraJ inctudo ac~d.ntBl dl6Ctmrgao. this changaeolabllol1es proCedUre. by whlch the OIG aruI CliO will 

56 Consent Deeree rwnenever!jJeie Is a [!Q!kla~Ci!! :@g;jQ~!1!!1 dl~t@r:gel ~g[l be JlOfi~ed of au.cll inddents. FlIJrther, it provides t:Jar ell D can rn~BMgat~ all aoddenlal disctJarge 
t.Iodlllcs'ioo receiving afJOO DOn-f,.' ICoo..·!aI tllSGtwrpe nptlfiCBlfgn the Incident I' .If: Ie choolea, 

OHe: Unll1 ai 1m: ooIion [[I!~ gU![[I:d~ 1:I1;!lll.IO ;ml'iiil!:!gd 1m 
jjlY!~'laale ttII Joddent. 

cno roPSB Medfly last sentenCe to read: The criminal lrrvesllgalkH1lhall nDt lie The ""'rgIiIlIzatlon oICllD I. PBS OJrrelllb/ COI1"mpiallos inlegratlon of criminaJ ond lOOlilliofra!ive 
67 conduded by ttl! QMS UAklime IIlWlstJgat:g[J OOIDa1etlnill'le InvesUQallon Info ?Sa, however such Ir1ves~s wilt be concluded by ifHJerent blallll'ls. Reorganlzatloo 

admlnlstrallwllnv •• blioo. 
COllsenl Deere. MOIIiy ... t .... lOOOe!l! reoet Tn. Commission oilal """Moo" Is S .. ~aph56, 

MDdlncellon practice- of reviewing aD Cat.gorJc.l Use. of force and noR-fB.dlc;a1 
67 Related to aoc!derRBI .£Ilscbtme, Il'ldLKIIng •.••• 

Paragraph 56 : 

Change 
Consent Oecree MQ£tlty IIrat sentenca to read: The DfI1lartmant &hall CGJ'lliltte to Sea PBragnliph 56. 

_mcallan haW! Uw Ule of Fome Review Board reviaw an Cat.gorbJ Use. of 
69 ~~to F~ and non-.dical a.cddef'l'lal discharge •• 

Paragraph 5& 
Chong. 

CIIongo 45 dey. 10 76 days. Pa"'llf. 8!l ~ro_ ""Ii 45-deys lor IWviwi an.odlan .. ·Iil. LAPD'S Olocipllno Report. 45-
days does not ~vide the Ell6peclor General WIth adequate tl!l1l!1! to T'8Wffl th .. 016ci,Hn8 Report. 

89 Consent Decree fmlher, rhe Pollee Commrssion toIolds m&eflngs on a bt.-weei<Iy bBls!:ti: and must post agenda"s 72-
Mad_lion ho"1S in advanaoe oHhe meeting INJrsuant 10 tile Brown Al:t. Therafore, the Polk:e CommIssion 

may not be able to ad(lendlza .. e Inspector General's review for up to two weeks after the reports 
raleasa. 

Consent Deaee 
Clarify Cons&nt DeCl96lanQIJage as f-ollows, or as an alf&matiYII Ttt. term_audk AaS COme 10 -mean a forensfcalKl-ltdttilli type COJ1IlIeaed by Audit DlvIsIorI, 

Modl.cation or darily Monilorlng albtr1. wlttI ragardlng tills spedfic issue: Including supporting doClJlMfltal101l, c. This pl'Olillllon was .,.ant to b •• man:tftty r.vleoM. not a 

1061h) MDnllartng •.• personally Inspect arid fll:l9it.Vi.luate- at tliast one area full DIaNn "audit,· TIle~" of I'8I.'Iaws .coo~plaled were similar 10 secondary oompliance 

Criteria 
~ ..... copfes ofmrftp3eted~lnspeclan repDrII; _.",TA& rwvf6ws. not audits 8S currendy de-flned by the Monitor. 

Clartficatlon " coordin.kIr rlIlay IJse bl.J/llau'" to conduct such-al:Klfl:&-" 
in600-.' who tn&mlelve. oerve •.• 
De""" par'1lraph 1GB (aJ. For effective alms filiilht-ing, the op1ion for I,mlformed police alicers to haw o:;mfidendEd informants 

Consent Decree is desired~ The proc:&tSun~s for lInlforrned and f\Qn~nifonned ofllcers-lise of conftd~lLaJ lnformaflt 

1081a) Modification - proaWuf"" wool<l ",""'in as d.1aIIed In paragraph 108. Se. aloo cornmenl. 00 paragraph 106(e) 
i.APD Procedure above. 

ModlicalfOl'l 
~------ ........ . - -- ------
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. Deere-
T,,,,, 0{ Clulrip . 5pw<NJe R.ieo"""""dod Lon_go C"",,!!" .' 'ara. No. Coin .... ts 

CIM'" en~ Of parag'apll12j .entence •• followS: ..... ; excapt -DeteCliv-a I payg,ade advancamer'l~ to Detective ~ are not promotions, but raflar paygrade 
Ihose Gfftcers promote[j to I'te rank of Captain lIf'ld Da-tecIiw adviIni&iunants, ~lcI1 lira oot addreKea. In Par,.aph 121 .. The Cily agrees that ~s 
paygradi: advancements, ~hD s:ha~."" .. " or in the caSfi 0' r."sMng a paygrada .dv2""""""'" a!1QuI<I a!lind al.lPOl\'lSo,y .alnil1g. However, oince Deleelllte 
De!ecJive !!avarade Eildva(!ce~D'Is attend the ned scheduled ~de advaneemenls' are not prom-otlins a separate trailing proceSI needs to estabflslled fQr-
su!l8QlisON frain100 tII.s, whth shail be com.pteted no later Ul811 ctiYe paygrade adllanoerT\(l'flts. Ptomotbne and p8ygrHa8 advancement are prGCaSilad 
!"mJ[ [!]2nUm ;after tb:e; I~~ mm Q( Il~ gaxg[ilQg Igl1lnremeft.. IIIrougI! .ignii<:l!l14/y diffil.ent prooedlJ,.. and _efoto. training o.!.eIve, bafore Ihey ..... 

121 Cons.ent Decree :!elected for (l!lygmde !dv!lncemePlt..as iii Ih. cas. of persons on a prornotlon Ust, to CXNrlpiy with 
Clarllic:allon Paragraph 1.21 results 1n a 51gnlSeanl waste oI.raln"'''''''''''''. CUl!'ell!ly,-. dowonent is 

eXecuted that lndica1H that Ii paygrade advanced D!I v.rtll not S-UpelV1S6 un. the, nave received 
lrainil1!J. This Is dlfllrultlo malntllin In IlIo long-t_. and ofI1oars reeeMng a·paygna<le 
advanC8ment receive P-:f ralsee In .coordance wtN1 th.ir n9IIIW r~ponsillilit1es., wh.lch may Gf may 
nollnclulJe supelVislort Slmlla, to Capilli"", '!relnlng lor Oot_ paygrade adwneemem shook! 
be allowed ttl O.COUf at t-tle rlffift sLfP'IIVIsory training class sc11eduled. 

Clarify second santer,.D!!I o~ psre.grapoh 131 to pmwide for other The- parBiraph 131 811ClIs were Intended to assess l1e acil.riies of SEU's. EnIiUes other thar.I 
approprlat! LAPD enttles lo compla-te audits or Spe-eial 08D, or Its- succeasot, WOtJkI: bril'Lt an elemerd of gre~ independence an~ tlla:efOlle the Consent i 

Consent Dea1!le 
enfOrcement Unlls, or '!tIelr successor units as fodows-: These Decree should pr-ovlde (Of s\lch IleKibtllty. Further, the LAPO shetAd be able to maximize Its. 

131 Clanficallon 
audllS shal be COnducted by !lie QFl8 gol.GII' .. , S"l'~.~ gjl4~ all resources by oamblnk1g Department--wlde and SEU-spetJlio audlts to the maxin:'UTn extent . 
bd~t DI ..... l§!QIl g[ Q:d! Blgl\ts ~ntilsd~ Q!'dslgA. ,pradleable, AllcNAng AudIt DIvIl~OI1. IICld file Civil Rlgf'lts Integrl~ DIvision 10 perform SEU BOOt1$: i~ 

CMSIstenl with the InWnl of~ Coosent Oec ... and provides LAPD with Ihe ~e>cl1>1Uty to manage 
II. aiding fOSOO""'., 

Clarify paragraph 1 :l61o:read a'fallows: " ••• TAe Inspector . The .requirement for Chi OIG to perform sepillr"Bf-e audit. was not intendea to 4upllc:ate the efforts af 
GenElfl!!ll shall cpnfinue to review aN CateooricaJ Use of FofO& tl1& Iwdll DM~o", b~ rath..- to oompleme'" ~dit OiYIoion audits. Howe ..... til.lengu898 of tho 
InvestrQallons. The Inspector General a.1so s11all conduct a regUlar , paragraPh. -coupled 'wUIl l"Ie definll:ltM1 of alJdltlng procedtlres has ,.,suited In • dutpicaion of.bt. 
periodic ~ review of a &tIat1Ied random .samp!e of: (l)aH- The oro reVIews. "tie mmdated AlJdft OMs&o1"l complaint and fton:-categorJcaJ u .. of farce stnIrlfied 
Non-Colegoll",,1 Us. of Fo,...; alll! {Ill Complalnl Form 1,28 random sa.mple audits vAlLch address the £Ia.me parametem listed m Paragraptl138. To haw the 
Invlllilllalftlno. 8otI> of t_Iy,,,,, of r..,I .... lhall ...... .l!!!i!I! DIG .. "".t tM ... ct .am. audit lIIorefons has Ilml18d boneflls to LAPD and DIG ""","i~hl. 
of concem Ideritifiid !w fbI lrI.peclqr Gen.ra! and she" ;melli! It Ra.htlr tile OIG .""uld be affilrdad th& ftoxlblllly'o <letermlneth. maoner (pamap. oot a ""~fied 

CClOsent Decree 
IlIiEiIlo!1ft qtlhe forCllMnq IS9t!8S reiated CO the qualiLy ~ random sample. b~ an alIdIl: bcu:ted on a Bpec:l1lc OOJ'1'1Iliaint ca!!gory, type of foroe f v.PO 

136 
Clarlliu'lion 

autcom. oIlbIlf!veml9~ig[]§; GSfi¥llataMM, fIAGI ~lAgs sf Ute 01 ... 100.1 """""m. complain ...... _g In non-dlstlplinBry .ellen. or '"Illen,""",, o4l:.)1n which II 
ifFI 11& iI!FI 8F1E:isllall iIlGlio:Me dEal bJ I: lailaRS af • .. hIf 1M! tIiin .... lle.t 10 review ccmp1a1t1l& 0fJd non-cola!iOfloal """ off""", irI •• ,lgallO<1ol.llght oI"e Audl. 

. 

IFF! ars iwlll1lAi !lB ..... ill! a U hely IIRIFIfI'EIF, WI 15lIaJiu!!l DtvlSion audlls, oUler IS9IJes'-of cor\cern, or spe.cllc. ~r.s'-of !JIIerstgl1t needs. Th ls wl!l serve to 
eM-: WIletIBjhe. summarized arrd tranS1:rlbed statements !enhance the oversight roll! of Ihe OlG and to maKlmlze resoort:e$:. 
accurs.iety match ttle recorded statements; . wliether air avaHable 
evidence was ~ collected and. anaJyze¢ and/or wIlettterthe 
investigation was properly Idfudl~ted. The tnspector General 
shall:"promply report its findings rrom these reviews In wr1Mng 'Il- the 
Police Commission. . 

Gelate la-iii sSRleFlSS enRfi~AiiFaPROOCr$Ufl . ro\iiil"'ii1oeoo The meclla ii:lvlSorY group was appropfiate Huilig1ffi3111!ry.8UJ'l:lfDeOl"e"5""lmp1el'Mll1il11OOn-ro assls: 
2t itlt H!!t y:rd!~ 2f!b1 !;!iiWlrimh:-The Department shall In explalntng the Coose/lt Oecree and .generate Interest In the 11180. quarterly roHlngS 10. the 18 

Coose-nt Decree 
e5labliSh a media advisory workln-QI group to fiIIdt1tate-lllformaUon geOgrip'hIC areas. The rn&dla group has. $6fV8d les purpose, as IIkJslrated by ttJe medl!l's 

157 dissemlnatiDn to lie preclomlni.1iI ethnicl1ies and culttllI85 of Los- urnNllingnas. til ./lend mee1in!l6. ElMs to work wlll1lhe med.la\o focllllllte delivery of Inforrnatio, 
Modification. Allgeles IllrouatJ n~~ ~hiBl y~r of the ~OIlS6r'i! Decree. 110 aD los AngeJee. CQmmamftles are n:a.Y" batter&d served by other LAPO ,pUblic re1atiol1S effOrt. 

Tnereb"e. tile requiremBflt 1oi- 8 ruedl_ a«:lv!sory group shou'ld suniet at thts time. Ths C1ly has 

. ~8Y1oU81y commented "lfllhios issue . 

" 
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MONITORING CRITERIA. CHANGES 
. 

fw,11 COrlfiienl Monllorlng .criteria chEIAgeS associated with aU CIty-OOJ lljJp(o".d 

Decree Con$ent Decree cl1anges 'MIF tie requlr-ad. SE7& above CIty 

Changes prtlpo.ed Nsf. 

The current monitoring, criteria which zequlres orftcers to:be transported Jl6P8f"atMt by suparvisars, 
physically &&parat-tl(! 11 cllftifent I'OQIllS, .oo-supl!lVised by a supervisor unlllnteE'Yiew.d r. 
clertleting in-fteld eupeMciOl1 tiOOIlg :sucfi irtCidellts. It is I.,portaat Il1o have SLJpervlsors superviiIJllg 

Ctarifica:t1on of In-fl&/d a-Ctllllties. atld Chelle Is limrted need for a onEl-t<>-olite Indlviduai Invol\lll!KlMitnU:s. ofker 

61 MQn~orlng monttGring fatlo. TherefoM. I change in rnonitIJI1ni criWia to accom!l1Qd.te fun~ separation 

Method<llogy -of offlcel"l. as opposed to physlca! -separation of olicers Is .,e'QDl'Tlmended. Functional separatiarl 
woufd ~ulre tha~ otf\c:ers be prohilJited 1i'om speakill9 with. QIle anofhar aboot Ita ... cldenl. al'ld 
1hal officers be monifGred 'for c:ompIiafloe 'r.Idltl $t1Ch prohftlition: HOW8Yer, otficers could De monitor 
In. g'oup. as oppooseod (0 IrIif",idolall'! • 

. 

Clari"fication of II is.18commended tholit compliance: with Par8grilph gfi be def1nad baaad -upoo call1pl~oc.e wlth !he 
95 MonitOOng provisions; (If Paragraph 87. The Clty has commented on this isStle in respoll!e to Monltor Report 

Mothodology' Oridfngs on -several ocCasions. . 

The LAPD o09ds (0 plan afmoflgotlng actIvm .. ..,d technlqu"BIer GEil (formally SElf) IA1ito 10, 
ea..::h d6jltoymel1l. period anti fleed's lhe fle:dbilHy to lfllilnage GEO te9ClII'CeS and Clime flghtl'ng 

Clarfficallon of 
te<:lInlq""s, will approp_ ... parvloory O1Iarsighl, ·os fl0C8SS8I'f and approprialo. Th& I'>IrIIg"'ph 

106(e, Monitorfl1g f'8QI.IIMI thl~ exceptions. for ~ provisions .mull:Je'made by .• PPl'OfJria!e MIIr.ger. "ra .apec1fied. 

Mell1odology . 
Imlled II..... Gon".IIy!he '1mI1H"' 1lme stwollld Do "lor 30-days, os !Ills i. ooooiolant wilh 
DeplOl'll1ont Period planning actMliol: However •• ""irlIi ohooMl .... cllIIlo ouch adivilies from 
Hing .xeMp-1Bd r.n COflSEIcutive 3~ay periods. prDVided the :IqJJlropriete review and 
d""'-"""nta1lon Is approved by _Iar.. ma,,,,,,",.., 

L;Jarlllcation of Clriicatloo of roonRo.mg criterta _led 10 Po_aph 131(e) ond asoocialed """'graph 1C>6{hJ 
tOOth) MonUorJn" lind 131 Corrsent Decree .changes . 

MettlolfolooV . . 

Clarilcaaion of 
The. City 10 oeekin9 clalilicallon <>I 111. _1I1odology for auditing suporviSOlY """r.i!i~I, The City 
odvocalos !hat """'pi .... '" with """'asemont ' .... Iew ""'Iuirements. as Include In Pa"'l1'" 128 

131(e) """oitoMg audits. lUusirB.tes compliance with supervisor overseghl No separate audit or reVIew Is l'e<luired fo, 
Criteria. this provls.lon. 

Clartflc.atiDn of The CIty has compteted the skeletal fadure audit and oorrtJ)lied wilh lite Intent af PlilraQraph 133. 
1:14 Moniloring he Is City $ee-kll1g final darlf.lc:aton of action,s required to dose compliance: wUh thls Paragraph. 

Criteria 
~- .... ------ -_. ------~-----
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MONITOIUNG CRlTI!RIA CHA~ES """I. 

s~ o:JI'I'IPIlllru:. ne_ds to be modified to ~dicate irainlng fs !lOt a full biaw.[\ trahing coarse 

Monftoring : and !hat -atldll" means n!lviH (81mHar ro PSS COMplaint blopeie. to IiMew cornPllrmca trI 
all Criteria proC<lSS). AlJdIIS, Iko tho •• comp!e"'d by _ OMsio", .'" not ""l"m lor ...;onda.y 

Clarifieafton compliance. Further. each IndMduai provlsion does nDt fequire that 'Spe.cific trairJillg be Irlil::ll.Jd.ed ir'I 
tAPD k'aining COlll1ieS, Tralnlncr takes many ventJes, indudlng"on the job" uatnlng. 

95% stand.,,! Tile Cily has commented 00 Ille lIlappllcaDilily olltle 95% roon~orinQ CriIarUI eo population ..... of 
Mon«oong 150 or les. Of! savIni! occasions. III addttlon. the methodology ulltlzed to calcufate compliani:e! 

all Crlieria peroefllages ., ..... inStances I. not reIIeetiva of ... Clly'o acloal oompllal1ce lavel. Tile CftY"" 
Clarifioalion comm • .,.,d on this Iss"" since ~ W!r; firSt Iotroduood in tho draft monitoring meIhoIlohlgy and 

. s.eks to modify "'. 95% crlIBrl. <:aICIlr.lloo metOOd'*'!l{, as appropriate, eo rellect the Clly'o 
actLoOl cowlOliaooa level • 

. 
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I PROOF OF SERVICE 
! 

2 STAlEOIfCALIFO:RNIA 
COUNTY PF LOS ANGELES 

3 
I ~ emplo):'e~ in ~ Countyo~Los Angeles,.State ofCalifomia; I am over the age of18<Uld 

4 not 21 party;to the WIthin action; my busmess address IS 10250 Constellation Boulevard, Nilleteenth 
Floor, Los Angeles, California 90067. 

5 

. 6 

7 

On,j April 15, 2005, at the direction of Ii member ofth" Bar ortliis Court, I. servep the .witl:lln: .. 
I 

JOlNT MOTION TO AMEND THE CONSENT DECREE PURSUANT TO 
P A)U.GRAPH 180 01' THE CONSENT DECREE 

i 

8 on the inte!ested parties to this action by delivering a copy thereof ill a sealed envelope addressed to 
each of sai~ interested parties at the following address( es): 

9 
SEE ATTACHED LIST 

(BY MAIL) I am readily familiar with the business practice for collection II1'Id 
processing of correspondence ~or ma!ling with .the United States Pos~Seryice.This 
correspondence shflll be depoSited With the Uruted StatesPostaI ServlCe this same 
day in the ordinary cOurse of business at our Firro's office address ill LOs Angeres,· 
California. Service made pursU<Utt to this paragraph, upon motion of a party served, 
shall be .presumed invalid if the postal cancellation date of postage meter date on the 
envelope is more than one day after the date of deposit for mailing contain"d in this 
affidavit. . 

(BY OVERNIGHT DELIVERY SERVICE) I served the foregoing dOCUlllellt by 
Federal Express, an express service carrier which provides overnight delivery. as 
follows. I placed true copies of the foregoing docUlIlent in sealed envelopes or 
packages designated by the express service carrier, addressed to each interested party 
as set forth above, with fees for ovemight delivery paid or provided for. 

(BY PERSONAL SERVICE) I caused such envelope to be delivered by hand to the 
offices of the .above named addressee(s).. .. . 

(BY F AC5IMILE) I caused such documents to be .delivered via facsimile to the 
offices of the addressee(s) at the following facsimile number: 

Ext'euted this 15th day of April, 2005, at Los Aligeles, California. 
I 

22 . . I ddcIare under penalty of perjury wider the laws of the United States of AmeriCa that the •. 

23 foregoing ir nue.and correct. . .7JciL~;;> ... 
24 I VOCKl BARNETT . 

25 

26 

27 

28 
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1 

! 

2 Charles J~osa, Esq. 
U.S. D~ent of Justice -

3 Special Litigation Section - PHB 
950 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW 

4 - Washlngtqn, D.C. 20530 

5 

6 

7 

g 

9 

10 

11 

Michael Cherkasky ._ 
Monitor, ~os Angeles Consent Decree 
Kroll & A~sociates -
900 Third ~venue -
NewYor14NY 10022 

I 
; 

Mark D. ~bsenbaUlll. Esq. 
Ricardo D! Garcia, Esq. 
ACLU Foundation of Sou them CA 
1616 Bevdrly Bo_ulevard 
Los Angel~, CA 90026 

Erwin Cbemerinsky, Esq. 
University: of Southern CA Law School 

12 699 Exposition Boulevard _ 
Los Angel~s, CA 90089~0071 

13 

SERVICE LIST 

StePllen Yagman, Esq. 
MarionR.Yagman, Esq. 
Joseph REichmann, Esq: 
Kathryn S.: Bloomfield, Esq. . 
YAGMAN YAGMAN REICHMANN & BLOOMFIELD 

16 723 Ocean! Front Walk 
Venice, CA- 90291-3270 

17 

18 

" 19 

Brian C. Lysaght, Esq. 
FrederiCki-. Friedman, Esq. _ 
Mitchell . Kamin, Esq. 
O'NEILL YSAGHT & S~ 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 
--

26 

27 

28 

4Q329S 

100 Wilshixe Boulevard, 7 Floor_ 
Sant<\ M~ca, CA 90401 

; 

Enrique H~mandez, Esq. -
Diane Ma#hant, Esq. _ 
Los Angeles Police Protective League 
1308 We~ Eighth Street, Suite 206 
Los Angel~, CA 900 1 i 

Comes! buy to: 
, 

HonorableiGary A. Feess 
United States District Court 
Edward Ri Roybal Federal Building 
Courth()usf 3, Room 740 
255 E. Te!llJ;Jle Street 
Los AnieII'S, CA 90012 

PROOF OPSERVICE 


