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DECLARATION OF KAHN A. SCOLNICK

I, Kahn A. Scolnick, declare as follows:

I am a partner with the law firm Gibson Dunn & Crutcher, LLP, counsel for the City of Santa
Monica in this case. | am authorized to practice law in the State of California and submit this declara-
tion in support of the City’s motion concerning further proceedings on remand. The following matters
are based upon my personal knowledge, and if called to testify to such facts, I could and would do so
competently.

1. The documents attached to this declaration are for the most part pleadings filed in, or
exhibited admitted by, the trial court. But for the convenience of the parties, which have been litigating
an appeal for many years, | have also provided appellate citations from the appellant’s appendix and
the reporter’s transcript.

2. Attached as Exhibit A is a true and correct copy of the Court of Appeal’s decision in
this case, which was issued on July 9, 2020.

3. Attached as Exhibit B is a true and correct copy of the Court of Appeal’s order, dated
February 9, 2024, remanding this case to this Court.

4. Attached as Exhibit C is a true and correct copy of Trial Exhibit 1639 (28AA12278A).

5. Attached as Exhibit D is a true and correct copy of a certified transcript of proceedings
held on September 11, 2018 (RT9111:15-16).

6. Attached as Exhibit E is a true and correct copy of a certified transcript of proceedings
held on August 3, 2018 (RT2470:8-10).

7. Attached as Exhibit F is a true and correct copy of Trial Exhibit 1393 (27AA11947).

8. Attached as Exhibit G is a true and correct copy of Trial Exhibit 1394 (27AA11994).

0. Attached as Exhibit H is a true and correct copy of Trial Exhibit 1513 (27AA12125,
27AA12128).

10.  Attached as Exhibit | is a true and correct copy of Trial Exhibit 1515 (27AA12145-
12146).

11.  Attached as Exhibit J is a true and correct copy of a certified transcript of proceedings

held on August 13, 2018 (RT4390:22-25).
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12.  Attached as Exhibit K is a true and correct copy of a certified transcript of proceedings
held on August 30, 2018 (RT7552:18-23; RT7560:9-7561:27).

13.  Attached as Exhibit L is a true and correct copy of the complaint dated April 12, 2016
(LAAT70).

14.  Attached as Exhibit M is a true and correct copy of the first amended complaint dated
February 23, 2017 (4AA1141).

15.  Attached as Exhibit N is a true and correct copy of a certified transcript of proceedings
held on August 6, 2018 (RT2957:3-28).

16.  Attached as Exhibit O is a true and correct copy of Trial Exhibit 1653A (28AA12328-
12332).

17.  Attached as Exhibit P are true and correct copies of Trial Exhibits 272, 275, 278, 281,
284, 287, and 290 (25AA11006-11012).

18.  Attached as Exhibit Q is a true and correct copy of plaintiffs’ trial brief dated July 30,
2018 (the cited pages are 14AA5409, 14AA5420, 14AA5422).

19.  Attached as Exhibit S is a true and correct copy of a certified transcript of proceedings
held on August 7, 2018 (RT3179:3-3181:2).

20.  Attached as Exhibit T is a true and correct copy of a certified transcript of proceedings
held on September 5, 2018 (RT8296:20-21; RT8346:1-10).

21.  Attached as Exhibit U is a true and correct copy of a certified transcript of proceedings
held on August 16, 2018 (RT4823:3-4).

22.  Attached as Exhibit V is a true and correct copy of a certified transcript of proceedings
held on September 4, 2018. (RT7811:6-13.)

23.  Attached as Exhibit W is a true and correct copy of the trial court’s tentative decision,
dated November 8, 2018 (22AA9966).

24.  Attached as Exhibit X is a true and correct copy of documents from late 2018 relating
to the trial court’s statement of decision, including the order requiring plaintiffs to propose a statement
of decision (23AA10254).

25.  Attached as Exhibit Y is a true and correct copy of the judgment proposed by plaintiffs
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on January 3, 2019 (24AA10353).

26.  Attached as Exhibit Z is a true and correct copy of the statement of decision proposed
by plaintiffs on January 3, 2019 (24AA10368).

27.  Attached as Exhibit AA is a true and correct copy of the trial court’s order, dated Feb-
ruary 13, 2019, overruling the City’s objections to the proposed statement of decision and judgment
(24AA10667).

28.  Attached as Exhibit AB is a true and correct copy of the statement of decision dated
February 13, 2019 (the cited pages are 24AA10681-10682, 24AA10685-10686, 24AA10692-10693,
24AA10693- 10694, 24AA10706-10707, 24AA10716-10727, 24AA10738).

29.  Attached as Exhibit AC is a true and correct copy of Trial Exhibit 1387 (26AA11611).

30.  Attached as Exhibit AD is a true and correct copy of Trial Exhibit 1389 (26AA11657).

31.  Attached as Exhibit AE is a true and correct copy of Trial Exhibit 1390 (26AA11692).

32.  Attached as Exhibit AF is a true and correct copy of Trial Exhibit 1391 (26AA11733).

33.  Attached as Exhibit AG is a true and correct copy of Trial Exhibit 1392 (27AA11868).

34.  Attached as Exhibit AH is a true and correct copy of Trial Exhibit 1557 (28AA12253).

35.  Attached as Exhibit Al is a true and correct copy of the City’s notice of appeal, dated
February 22, 2019 (24AA10740).

36.  Attached as Exhibit AJ is a true and correct copy of the trial court’s order, dated March
6, 2019, denying the City’s ex parte application to confirm that the judgment was stayed pending appeal
(25AA10888).

37.  Attached as Exhibit AK is a true and correct copy of the City’s petition for a writ of
supersedeas, dated March 8, 2019. (25AA10888A)

38.  Attached as Exhibit AL is a true and correct copy of the Court of Appeal’s order granting
the City’s petition for a writ of supersedeas on March 27, 2019 (25AA10889A).

39.  Attached as Exhibit AM is a true and correct copy of the Court of Appeal’s order, dated
October 6, 2023, calling for supplemental briefing.

40.  Attached as Exhibit AN is a true and correct copy of the Supreme Court’s order granting

judicial notice of Santa Monica City Council elections held in 2018, 2020, and 2022.
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1 41.  Attached as Exhibit AO is a true and correct copy of plaintiffs’ opening brief on the
2 || merits filed in the Supreme Court.

3 I declare under penalty of perjury under the law of the State of California that the foregoing is
4 || true and correct.

5 Executed this 26th day of June, 2024.

Kahn A. Scolnick
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PROOF OF SERVICE
I, Daniel R. Adler, declare:
I am employed in the County of Los Angeles, State of California. My business address is 333
South Grand Avenue, Los Angeles, California 90071. | am over the age of eighteen years and not a
party to the action in which this service is made.
On June 26, 2024, | served

DECLARATION OF KAHN A. SCOLNICK IN SUPPORRT OF DEFENDANT CITY OF
SANTA MONICA’S MOTION RE FURTHER PROCEEDINGS

on the interested parties in this action by causing the service delivery of the above document as
follows:

Kevin I. Shenkman, Esq. Morris Baller

Mary R. Hughes, Esq. Laura L. Ho

Andrea A. Alarcon, Esq. Anne Bellows

SHENKMAN & HUGHES PC Ginger L. Grimes

28905 Wight Road GOLDSTEIN, BORGEN, DARDARIAN,
Malibu, California 90265 & HO

shenkman@sbcglobal.net 155 Grand Avenue, Suite 900
mrhughes@shenkmanhughes.com Oakland, CA 94612
aalarcon@shenkmanhughes.com mballer@gbdhlegal.com

Iho@gbdhlegal.com
abellows@gdbhlegal.com
ggrimes@gbdhlegal.com

Robert Rubin

Milton Grimes LAW OFFICE OF ROBERT RUBIN
LAW OFFICES OF MILTON C. GRIMES 3012 Excelsior Blvd. # 802

3774 West 54th Street Minneapolis, MN 55416

Los Angeles, California 90043 robertrubinsf@gmail.com

miltgrim@aol.com

M BY MAIL: | caused a true copy to be placed in sealed envelopes addressed as indicated above,
on the above-mentioned date. | am “readily familiar” with the firm’s practice of collection and
processing correspondence for mailing. Itis deposited with the U.S. Postal Service on that same
day with postage thereon fully prepaid at Los Angeles, California in the ordinary course of
business. | am aware that on motion of party served, service is presumed invalid if postal can-
cellation date or postage meter date is more than one day after date of deposit for mailing an
affidavit.

M BY ELECTRONIC SERVICE: | also caused the documents to be emailed to the persons at
the electronic service addresses listed above.

| declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing
is true and correct.

Executed on June 26, 2024.

Daniel R. Adler
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COURT OF APPEAL = SECOND DIST.

FILED
Jul 09, 2020

DANIEL P. POTTER, Clerk
Cmortelliti Deputy Clerk

CERTIFIED FOR PUBLICATION
IN THE COURT OF APPEAL OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
SECOND APPELLATE DISTRICT

DIVISION EIGHT

PICO NEIGHBORHOOD B295935
ASSOCIATION et al.,
(Los Angeles County
Plaintiffs and Respondents, Super. Ct. No. BC616804)
V.
CITY OF SANTA MONICA,

Defendant and Appellant.

APPEAL from a judgment of the Superior Court of Los
Angeles County, Yvette M. Palazuelos, Judge. Reversed.

Lane Dilg, City Attorney, George Cardona, Special Counsel,;
Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher, Theodore J. Boutrous Jr., Marcellus A.
McRae, Kahn A. Scolnick, Tiaunia N. Henry and Daniel R. Adler
for Defendant and Appellant.

Cole Huber and Derek P. Cole for League of California
Cities and California Special Districts Association as Amici
Curiae on behalf of Defendant and Appellant.

Strumwasser & Woocher, Bryce A. Gee and Caroline C.
Chiappetti for The Santa Monica Transparency Project as Amicus
Curiae on behalf of Defendant and Appellant.



Shenkman & Hughes, Kevin I. Shenkman, Mary R.
Hughes, Andrea A. Alarcon; Law Office of Robert Rubin, Robert
Rubin; Goldstein, Borgen, Dardarian & Ho, Morris J. Baller,
Laura L. Ho, Anne P. Bellows, Ginger L. Grimes; Parris Law
Firm, R. Rex Parris, Ellery S. Gordon; Law Offices of Milton C.
Grimes and Milton Grimes; Schonbrun Seplow Harris &
Hoffman, Paul Hoffman and John Washington for Plaintiffs and
Respondents.

Panish Shea & Boyle and Brian Panish for Richard
Polanco, Sergio Farias, Juan Carrillo, Richard Loa and Austin
Bishop as Amici Curiae on behalf of Plaintiffs and Respondents.

Hogan Lovells US, Ira M. Feinberg, Zach Martinez, Patrick
C. Hynds and Joseph M. Charlet for FairVote as Amicus Curiae
on behalf of Plaintiffs and Respondents.

A neighborhood organization and a resident sued the City
of Santa Monica, which uses at-large voting to elect its City
Council. The plaintiffs claimed this system discriminated against
Latinos, which is the term all parties use. After a bench trial, the
trial court agreed and ordered the City to switch to district-based
voting. We reverse and enter judgment for the City because the
City violated neither the California Voting Rights Act nor the
Constitution.

We describe the setting.
A
At the time of trial, about 90,000 people lived in the City of
Santa Monica, which is the defendant and appellant in this case
and which we call the City. Latinos then comprised about 16



percent of the City’s total population and 13.64 percent of the
City’s citizen-voting-age population.

The plaintiffs and respondents are Pico Neighborhood
Association and Maria Loya.

Pico Neighborhood Association is an organization dedicated
to improving conditions and advancing the interests of the Santa
Monica neighborhood near Pico Boulevard. Residents formed the
association in 1979 to help neighbors participate fully in the
democratic process and to ensure a safe and secure community.
Members advocate for neighborhood interests before the Santa
Monica City Council.

Maria Loya is a Pico neighborhood resident and a Pico
Neighborhood Association board member. Loya ran for the Santa
Monica City Council in 2004 and lost. Loya’s husband, Oscar de
la Torre, is a leader of the Pico Neighborhood Association. Oscar
de la Torre won Santa Monica-Malibu Unified School District
Board races in 2002, 2006, 2010, 2014, and apparently in 2018 as
well. He ran for the Santa Monica City Council in 2016 and lost.

We refer to the respondents collectively as Pico unless
otherwise specified.

B

This case concerns two alternative election methods: at-
large versus district voting. At-large voting is city-wide. District
voting 1s also called ward voting: “district” and “ward” are
synonyms. District voting would divide the City into the number
of districts (or wards) corresponding to the number of council
members.

The City now uses at-large voting to elect its seven-member
City Council. The City holds elections every two years. National
presidential elections are every four years. In those years, four



council seats are up for election: each voter can cast four votes.
In between national presidential contests are elections for
Governor. For elections held those years, voters each get three
votes for the three council seats at stake. Depending on whether
there are three or four seats open, the top three or four
candidates receiving the most votes win. Santa Monica also uses
at-large voting for its School, Rent Control, and College Board
elections, but this suit targets only City Council elections.
District voting differs from at-large voting. In district
voting, each voter casts one vote and votes to select only one
candidate to represent that district.
C
Over the years the City has debated and used both at-large
and district voting. We review this history, which has six stages.
We pay particular attention to 1946 and 1992: the years in
controversy, which are stages three and five. But first we begin
at the beginning, in 1906.
1
A 1906 charter divided the City into seven districts, called
wards. Voters in each ward voted for one council member to
represent the ward.
2
In 1914, the City switched from wards to at-large elections.
Voters in this new system elected three commissioners at large.
Each commissioner occupied a different and specialized post:
public safety, public works, and finance. The City held separate
elections for each post. Voters could cast only one vote for one
candidate in each election.



3

In 1946, the City changed its at-large voting into the
system it uses today. The events of 1946 are crucial in this
lawsuit and bear careful attention.

How can we tell what happened in 1946? What are the
sources of evidence? Apart from the proposed charter and
documents with voting results, the trial court considered only one
direct source of evidence about events in 1946. This direct source
was 1946 Santa Monica newspaper excerpts. In other words, no
trial witnesses testified about what they saw or heard in 1946.

The 1946 newspaper excerpts reveal the following.

In a nutshell, the City in 1946 embarked upon charter
reform. A deliberative body called the Board of Freeholders
debated and crafted a proposed new charter. Supporters and
opponents campaigned about it, and then voters overwhelmingly
approved it.

We present the events of 1946 in more detail.

Voters elected a 15-member Board of Freeholders charged
with proposing a new city charter. The Freeholders issued their
charter proposal on August 15, 1946. They proposed the City
continue at-large elections but expand the number of council
members from three to seven. They proposed eliminating the
three specialized posts in favor of seven equal city council
members, each with a general and comprehensive portfolio.
Voters would elect three or four council members, depending on
the year, and correspondingly would cast up to three or four
votes.

The new charter proposal would also create the staff office
of city manager. For this reason, news articles in 1946



sometimes called the Freeholders’ proposal a “council-manager”
form of government.

The record gives us limited demographic information about
the City in 1946. A table lists the total 1946 population as
67,473, with “White or Anglo” as 64,415. The other categories are
“Black,” “Asian,” and “Latino,” but there is no breakdown within
these columns until later years. Today, there is no majority
racial or ethnic group in California; statewide, every group is a
minority. (Sanchez v. City of Modesto (2006) 145 Cal.App.4th
660, 666 (Sanchez).) The recent situation has been different in
Santa Monica; in 2010, the white or anglo population was about
70 percent of the City’s total. The situation was also different in
Santa Monica in 1946, when the white or anglo population
constituted about 95.5 percent. We refer to 1946 Santa Monicans
in the 4.5 percent group as minorities.

All minority leaders in our record supported the proposed
change in 1946. None opposed it. This fact is of dominating
significance in this lawsuit about race discrimination, and so we
elaborate.

Jean Leslie Cornett was Secretary to the Board of
Freeholders and signed an advertisement supporting the charter.
Cornett met with members of the National Association for the
Advancement of Colored People (NAACP) and explained that the
Freeholders’ charter proposal would increase the opportunity for
minority group representation by two and a half because it
expanded the City Council from three to seven members.

Freeholder Vivian Wilken was a member of the NAACP
and an organizer in the Santa Monica Interracial Progress
Committee, which worked toward “[r]espect for human dignity
through common appreciation of the worth of each individual



regardless of racial origin.” Wilken also signed on to an
advertisement supporting the charter.

Seven members of the Committee for Interracial Progress
endorsed the charter amendment in newspaper advertisements.
Among them was Reverend W.P. Carter, the preeminent African-
American civil rights leader in Santa Monica in the 1940s, 1950s,
and 1960s. Reverend Carter was a past president of the NAACP
in Santa Monica.

Blanche Carter, Reverend Carter’s wife and the first
African-American Santa Monica school board member, signed an
advertisement supporting the charter. So did other African-
American, Latino, and Jewish community leaders.

No member of the Committee for Interracial Progress
opposed the charter. No minority leaders, groups, or residents
opposed the charter.

By a vote of 15,132 to 6,512, voters approved the charter on
November 5, 1946.

4

In 1975, voters rejected Proposition 3, which, among other

items, proposed the City switch back to district voting.
5

The year 1992 was another focus of attention in this case.
We review 1992 events in detail.

As with 1946, the direct evidence about 1992 came strictly
from historical records. There were only two direct sources of
evidence: a written commission report and a videotaped City
Council meeting where the report was discussed.

One fact witness was present at the 1992 meeting. This
witness was former City Councilmember Antonio Vazquez.
Vazquez was on the City Council in 1992 and was one of the



seven council members who voted on the decision the trial court
condemned. Vazquez testified at trial by deposition. But as far
as the record shows, Pico never asked Vazquez whether the City’s
decisionmaking in 1992 was for the purpose of discriminating
against Latinos.

So the lone eyewitness did not weigh in on the crucial equal
protection issue because Pico refrained from asking him about it.

As a result, only two items of evidence directly show what
happened in 1992. These two direct sources are the report and
the videotape. First we give an overview of what they reveal.
Then we delve into detail.

The overview is the City did not change its electoral system
in 1992. A special study commission concluded the status quo
should change but could not achieve consensus on what the
change should be, and so recommended inaction and further
research. The City Council debated the matter at length and
could not agree on anything except more study. In short, 1992
was a year of dissatisfaction, study, debate, and no change.

Now we plunge into more detail. We begin with the work of
the Charter Review Commission, and then describe the City
Council meeting where the Council discussed this Commission’s
report.

a

We describe the special study commission and its work.

The City Council appointed the 15-member Charter Review
Commission to analyze a set of questions about the city charter,
including alternatives to the at-large system the City adopted in
1946.

The Commission issued its report in June 1992. The report
1s more than 90 pages and it covered more than a dozen topics,



including term limits, selection of the city attorney, competitive
bidding, official bonds, council meeting protocols, and so forth.

The first and largest topic in the report was the pertinent
one here: the at-large election method for the City Council. The
Commission comprehensively explored five voting options: at-
large voting, district voting, mixed voting systems, and two types
of proportional representation: single transferable votes and
cumulative voting.

The Commission emphasized its dominating goal of racial
justice. “The central issue, in the Commission’s view, is not one
of having Council members who are ethnic, but of empowering
ethnic communities to choose Council members, and on this
criterion, the at-large system is felt to be inadequate.” The
Commission sought to “distribute empowerment more broadly in
Santa Monica, particularly to ethnic groups ....” The
Commission also wrote district voting was not “clearly the most
empowering option to insure minority influence in Santa
Monica’s political life.” It decried “the consequence of
disempowering ethnic minorities.” The Commission underlined
the virtue of bringing “Latinos much closer to placing their choice
on City Council.”

The Commission recounted its efforts to obtain enlightened
perspectives on the issues. It met with Richard Fajardo, a former
attorney with the Mexican American Legal Defense and
Educational Fund (MALDEF), as well as with members of the
NAACP and Citizens United to Reform Elections (CURE), which
was Santa Monica’s election reform advocacy group. Three
Commissioners were members of CURE.

The Commission consulted scholarship about electoral
systems. “A substantial part of this material [focused] on ethnic



representation questions.” A historian who later served as Pico’s
expert wrote a report to the Commission stating his view that the
City adopted its at-large system with racially discriminatory
Intent in 1946.

The Commission was dissatisfied with the at-large status
quo but could not agree on what to do about it. After reviewing
the options, the Commission advised the City Council to delay
action and to gather more information.

A bare Commission majority favored some type of
proportional voting but recognized these systems were unusual,
complex, and largely untested. Apparently the City would have
to write software from scratch. As alternatives to proportional
voting, the Commission recommended that—if the City Council
decided not to propose a proportional method to the voters—both
a district system and a hybrid district/at-large system should be
“seriously considered.”

Five of the 15 Commissioners favored district voting as
their first choice.

Most Commissioners reported “that we were making our
decision with less information than we would have liked to have
had before us . ...” The Commission “strongly” suggested further
study, “utilizing experts in this area as needed.”

b

The City Council met to consider the Commission’s report
on July 7, 1992. This public meeting began at 7:40 p.m. and
ended at 2:00 a.m. Our record contains a video of the entire
meeting.

The Council consisted of Mayor Ken Genser, Mayor Pro
Tempore Judy Abdo, and members Robert T. Holbrook, Herbert
Katz, Kelly Olsen, Antonio Vazquez, and Dennis Zane.

10



Commission chair Nancy Greenstein presented the report.
Other Charter Review Commissioners and members of the public
commented about different election systems and then responded
to the City Council’s questions, which were many and searching.

Greenstein noted the election method question was the
most difficult for the Commaission. She said the majority of
Commissioners recommended the City move away from the at-
large system, but Commissioners were unsure about district
voting as a replacement system. While a majority recommended
the proportional method, this method admittedly was complex
and had drawbacks. The Commissioners did not have enough
time to study it. Only five of the 15 Commissioners favored
district voting. Ultimately, the Commission was “not giving [the
Council] a definitive yes on any system,” but was recommending
either staff or a small committee continue to study the
proportional method and to provide more information about the
proper technique for counting votes.

Commissioner Chris Harding was in the Commission’s
minority and supported districting. Harding urged the City
Council to “do a thorough investigation and gather further
information and certainly open this up for more public
discussion.” He did not “expect [Council] to make a decision
tonight about this” and encouraged the Council to consider the
lack of diversity among past mayors and council members.

George Hickey, another Commissioner, urged the Council
to call on members of the public in its deliberations, especially
those who served on the Commission.

Some speakers favored districts. They argued the City had
never elected a council member from the Pico neighborhood,
which had the highest African-American and Latino population

11



concentration. They wanted neighborhood-specific
representatives.

Other speakers opposed a district system out of a desire to
have all City Council members represent all residents.

Council members actively questioned speakers and
discussed the issues.

For instance, Councilmember Holbrook asked Commission
chair Greenstein if the Commission explored whether a hybrid
district/at-large system would provide any additional advantage
for underrepresented people to win elections.

Greenstein responded the Commissioners were not
particularly interested in the hybrid system. Some thought the
hybrid system would corrupt the district system and others
preferred the proportional system. Some also thought the hybrid
system still would dilute minority representation by making an
intentionally-formed minority district larger. Councilmember
Zane responded the hybrid system would only do so if the City
did not expand the number of districts.

Councilmember Katz was concerned a district system
would lead to “total provincialism” and believed each council
member should represent the city as a whole.

Katz asked several speakers how they felt about a hybrid
system’s ability to balance the needs of individual neighborhoods
with those of the City while intentionally forming districts to
empower minorities. Katz emphasized the City would have to
pick the districts, because having an all-white district would not
help minorities. Katz gave an example of having neighborhoods
like Pico become districts while keeping other seats at-large, and
asked whether such a system would increase minority

12



representation and still keep the Council focused on overall City
politics.

Richard Fajardo answered Katz. Fajardo was a former
MALDEF attorney who had worked on voting rights cases and
had advised the Commission. Fajardo told Katz it would depend
on whether the at-large representatives could still dilute the
power of the district representatives. Fajardo said the hybrid
system had been used as a compromise in a number of voting
rights cases.

Councilmember Holbrook expressed concerns about how
districting would work if minority communities were spread out
in their geographically small city, making it difficult to carve out
districts.

Councilmember Vazquez favored districts, but noted the
report raised a troubling prospect: a district system could pit
minorities against each other.

Councilmember Zane spoke as an advocate of affordable
housing. Zane asked Fajardo about the effect of district voting on
the prospects for affordable housing projects. Zane worried every
representative in a district voting system would take a Not-In-
My-Backyard (NIMBY) view of low-cost housing projects,
meaning every representative would oppose these projects and
thus doom them. We quote Zane’s lengthy question verbatim for
reasons that later will be apparent. We italicize the one sentence
that emerged as an issue.

“This is a question about districts that goes less to the sort
of legal representational issues, more to some kind of policy
concerns that I want to hear if you have had any experience or
reflection on. The concern I have about districts sort of somewhat
mirroring the parochial kinds of concerns that Mr. Katz alluded

13



to has to do with, issues like affordable housing and issues that
are not simply the representational issues of the poor, for
example, and historically discriminated-against minorities but
are the sort of substantive needs. One of the experiences of
people I have been acquainted with, who have made a transition
from at-large systems to district systems, is that it becomes very
difficult to get affordable housing projects passed. And the
reason 1s, each council member has, for one thing, become
something of a case manager of services rather than a policy
maker. Two, each council member feels more vulnerable to any
neighborhood protest, and affordable housing frequently, if not
always, brings some level of neighborhood protest. In some of the
communities I am aware of, they simply don’t get affordable
housing projects approved any more. Because every council
member 1s afraid of them. And so, you gain the representation
but you lose the housing. Now, do you have experience with
that?”

Fajardo agreed “that has been an issue and it has been a
problem” because “even within the Latino community” a debate
between homeowners and renters would have to continue. But
Fajardo’s concern was the inability of minority communities to
elect their preferred candidates to boards and commissions.

Zane replied “I just want us to make sure we, you know,
don’t try to solve our representational issues at the expense of
our, the needs of the poor or things like affordable housing. We
need a system we can choose both.”

Zane returned to his affordable-housing theme about 45
minutes later, in response to Doug Willis’s public comments.
Willis, who was African-American and one of the 15 members of
the Charter Revision Commission, said he belonged to CURE and
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represented the Santa Monica-Venice chapter of the NAACP.
Willis said he lived in the Pico neighborhood and supported
district voting.

Zane responded to Willis. Zane acknowledged district
voting has some advantages, but asked Willis if he, in turn,
would acknowledge some of the disadvantages of district voting.
Zane repeated his concern about whether district voting would
end affordable housing projects by making district
representatives frightened of the neighborhood protests that
usually accompanied such proposals.

Willis replied the Pico area had the most affordable
housing in the City.

Zane said “I'm not trying to identify a particular district.”

Rather, Zane contrasted Santa Monica’s willingness to
approve affordable housing projects with communities that
“proclaim similar progressive philosophies about housing” but
cannot get affordable housing approved. Zane said the way these
other places explained it was that the district council members
are “freaked out” by every neighborhood uprising on any issue—
not just affordable housing, but also “social service centers” and
the like. “A small district makes those protesters look very
powerful.” Zane asked Willis, “how do we combat that” if we
adopt district voting?

Willis understood Zane’s point but said “I don’t tend to
agree” and said no more, thus ending their exchange.

After hours of further discussion, the council members
voted four to three not to put a district election system on the
1992 ballot. They did agree, unanimously, to gather more
information about the hybrid system and the single-member
district system.
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The record evidence was that, thereafter, the City’s staff
did provide the City Council with further information about
hybrid voting, at-large voting, and district voting.
In this way, Santa Monica did not change from at-large
voting in 1992.
6
In 2002, voters rejected ballot measure HH, which included
a proposal to switch back to district elections.
7
Because of its history since 1946, Santa Monica now has an
at-large City Council composed of seven council members. At the
time of trial, two of these council members self-identified as
Latinos: Antonio Vazquez (later replaced by Ana Maria Jara)
and Gleam Davis. Another council member named Terry O’Day
lived in the Pico neighborhood. During trial, then, the percentage
of self-identified Latinos on the City Council was about 29
percent, which is about twice the percentage of voting-age
Latinos in Santa Monica.
D
Now we turn to this lawsuit. Its pertinent procedural
history began with Pico’s operative complaint of February 23,
2017, alleging the City’s at-large election system violated the
California Voting Rights Act and the California Constitution.
Pico alleged those who adopted and maintained the at-large
system did so intentionally to dilute Latino voting power and to
deny Latinos effective political participation in City Council
elections. Pico also alleged the at-large system prevented Latino
residents from electing candidates of their choice or influencing

election outcomes.
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Seven expert witnesses and nine fact witnesses testified
during a bench trial beginning August 1, 2018, and ending
September 13, 2018. There were 24 days of testimony. Trial
days usually started between 9:30 and 10:30 a.m. and ended
between 3:00 and 4:00 p.m., with a 90-minute lunch break,
meaning that a “trial day” ranged between three and five hours.
The trial court handled other cases for the balance of each day.

The trial devoted more time to experts than to fact
witnesses. Pico’s main expert, a historian, testified on 10 of the
24 days, for six full days and four partial days. Another Pico
expert and two City experts each testified on three days, with one
of them testifying for three full days.

Fact witnesses testified more briefly. Only one witness was
present at the 1992 meeting and could testify about what he
witnessed. That was former Councilmember Antonio Vazquez
but, as noted above, Pico avoided asking Vazquez whether the
City Council’s 1992 vote had been for the purpose of
discriminating against Latinos. Nor did Pico seek to present
testimony from Richard Fajardo, Doug Willis, or anyone else
present when Zane spoke words that decades later Pico would
contend were racist. So no eyewitnesses testified from personal
knowledge gained in 1992 about the purpose of the City’s actions
that year.

Rather the factual testimony was about other topics.
Plaintiff Loya testified for two partial days, as did her husband
Oscar de la Torre. Each of the other fact witnesses testified for
one or two days.

On November 8, 2018, the trial court issued a tentative
order stating the court was ruling in Pico’s favor on both causes
of action. This order did not provide legal reasoning, but rather
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set a remedies hearing and a briefing schedule. In response to
the City’s request for a statement of decision, the court ordered
Pico to prepare one.

On December 12, 2018, the court prohibited the City from
holding any at-large City Council elections and ordered future
elections to be district-based elections, according to an attached
map.

Pico asked the trial court to clarify this order because,
among other reasons, the court’s map defined only one district
rather than the seven necessary for the City’s seven-member
council to be elected through district voting. At a hearing, the
trial court stated: “I am thinking maybe it makes sense to go
with the seven districts [drawn by Pico’s expert]; order the special
elections; run with your appeal; and we will see where we end

2

up.

The court ordered Pico to include seven districts in its
proposed statement of decision and proposed judgment, and
again stated, “We will let it run and see where it goes in the court
of appeal.”

On January 3, 2019, Pico filed its proposed statement of
decision and proposed judgment. The City filed objections,
including some 200 objections to the proposed statement of
decision. The court sustained eight objections and overruled the
rest. The trial court’s statement of decision and judgment thus
basically mirrored Pico’s proposals. This ruling, issued on
February 13, 2019, was Pico had proved the City violated the
California Voting Rights Act as well as the equal protection
clause of the California Constitution.

Using data provided by a historian, the trial court found “a
consistent pattern of racially-polarized voting” in the City’s at-
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large elections. The historian analyzed seven City Council
elections between 1994 and 2016 involving at least one Spanish-
surnamed candidate, and estimated support from Latino voters
and support from non-Hispanic white voters. The historian
presented analyses showing a statistically significant difference
in how non-Hispanic white voters and Latino voters voted in six
of the seven elections. In all but one of those six elections, Latino
voters cohesively supported the Spanish-surnamed candidates.
According to the historian, “in all but one of those six elections, a
Latino candidate received the most Latino votes, often by a large
margin. And in all but one of those six elections, the Latino
candidate most favored by Latino voters lost, making the racially
polarized voting legally significant.”

The trial court rejected the City’s argument the candidate’s
race was irrelevant under the California Voting Rights Act. The
court ruled it would consider only Spanish-surnamed candidates
to be Latino candidates. Although City Councilmember Gleam
Davis testified she “considers herself Latina because her
biological father was of Hispanic descent,” the court did not count
Davis as Latina, because not enough people knew about Davis’s
ethnicity.

The trial court found several qualitative factors supported
its finding of legally significant racially polarized voting,
including the City’s history of discrimination against Latinos.

At trial, the City argued the law required Pico to show vote
dilution—not simply racially polarized voting—to prove the at-
large system violated the California Voting Rights Act. The trial
court acknowledged the City’s argument that dilution was a
separate liability element and held that, assuming dilution was a
separate element, the evidence still showed the system diluted
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Latino votes. The court noted “it is impossible to predict with
certainty the results of future elections” but found the evidence
showed “some alternative method of election would enhance
Latino voting power.”

The trial court also found the at-large system violated the
California Constitution’s equal protection clause because the City
adopted the system with discriminatory intent in 1946, and
maintained it with discriminatory intent in 1992. For both years,
the trial court analyzed five factors from Arlington Heights v.
Metropolitan Housing Corp. (1977) 429 U.S. 252, 266—268 to
determine whether the City adopted or maintained the at-large
system with discriminatory purpose: the impact, the historical
background, the specific sequence of events leading to the
decision, departures from the normal procedural sequence, and
legislative history.

The trial court acknowledged minority leaders in 1946
favored the Freeholders’ proposal and none publicly opposed it.
The court nonetheless concluded “all understood that at-large
elections would diminish minorities’ influence on elections.” The
court found “the evidence of discriminatory intent outweighs the
contrary evidence.”

Analyzing the same factors, the trial court concluded the
City in 1992 deliberately decided “to maintain the existing at-
large election structure because of, and not merely despite, the
at-large system’s impact on Santa Monica’s minority population.”
The trial court based its finding primarily on the Charter Review
Commission’s report, the July 7, 1992 City Council meeting, and
Councilmember Zane’s statements about affordable housing at
the meeting.
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Having basically adopted Pico’s statement of decision, the
court likewise adopted the district map drawn by a Pico expert as
the appropriate remedy. The court found it would “likely be
effective, improving Latinos’ ability to elect their preferred
candidate or influence the outcome of such an election.” The trial
court ordered the City to implement district-based elections for
1ts City Council in accord with the seven-district map presented
at trial.

The City appealed. It also asked the trial court to confirm
the final judgment operated as a mandatory injunction that the
appeal automatically would stay, or in the alternative to stay a
portion of the judgment pending appeal. The trial court denied
both requests.

The City petitioned the Court of Appeal for a writ of
supersedeas, requesting an immediate stay. We granted the
petition.

Based on its trial victory, Pico has asked the trial court to
order the City to pay it about $22 million in attorney fees and
costs. The trial court set a future hearing on this request.

II

This case presents two legal issues. The first is whether
the City violated a statute. The second is whether it
transgressed the California Constitution.

This section concerns the statute. The next section, section
III, tackles the constitutional 1ssue.

To summarize our statutory analysis, the trial court
misinterpreted the statute. Properly interpreted, the statute
1imposes a dilution element Pico failed to prove. The City’s
actions complied with the statute.
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We independently review issues of statutory interpretation.
(Weatherford v. City of San Rafael (2017) 2 Cal.5th 1241, 1247.)

The next section sketches the background for the statute,
which concerns at-large and district voting. The following
sections describe and apply the statute.

A

As context for our statutory analysis, we sketch the
background against which this statute operates.

People debate whether at-large voting or district (or
“ward”) voting is the superior form of democracy. Opinions vary.
Some of the briefing in this case speaks to this point.
Amicus League of California Cities is an association of 478 cities

in California. Joining it in this brief is the California Special
Districts Association, which consists of over 900 special districts
throughout California. The special districts provide Californians
with services relating to police, fire, roads, harbors, waste,
sewage, mosquitoes, libraries, parks, and similar matters.

This amicus brief presents the perspectives of these 1,000
plus California jurisdictions. This brief is not a source of facts
from which a court could make factual findings. Lawyers wrote
this brief, and like any brief, it is merely legal advocacy on behalf
of those with an interest in the outcome of this case.

The amicus cities and special districts all hold elections.
These entities take different views about at-large voting versus
district voting. They recognize at-large voting can dilute
minority voting power in certain circumstances, and that, when
this occurs, it is bad. They argue, nonetheless, that legitimate
debate remains over the merits of the two methods.

The amicus brief claims some member district and city
officials support at-large elections. The main idea is at-large
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voting elects representatives devoted to the welfare of the whole.
Supporters say the district alternative leads to ward politics.

“Ward politics” is a term with a possibly pejorative
connotation. (See, e.g., Plunkitt, Plunkitt of Tammany Hall
(Project Gutenberg 2013) ch. 6 & 23 [talks given by George
Washington Plunkitt around 1905].)

Some abuses of ward politics are a matter of record here.
Santa Monica’s Charter Revision Commission noted ward
elections—also called district elections—were the rule in U.S.
cities at the end of the 19th century. Widespread graft and
corruption in city politics then led to reforming upheaval in
municipal governance and swept away ward and district
elections.

The record in this case also shows that, by 1989, at-large
elections had become the norm in California. Among California
cities, for instance, 205 cities then used at-large voting while only
15 cities preferred district voting. In 2014, most local governance
bodies in California were elected on an at-large basis. (Jauregui
v. City of Palmdale (2014) 226 Cal.App.4th 781, 788 (Jauregui).)

Another aspect of district voting is its requirement of
drawing district lines, which in turn poses the issue of
gerrymandering. (See Reynolds v. Sims (1964) 377 U.S. 533,
578-579.)

Yet, according to amici League and the special districts,
today some among their members take a contrary view and favor
district voting as the more democratic approach.

Officials who favor district voting say they believe their
connections to distinct communities allow them to represent
those communities better by responding more attentively to local
and particular interests.
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We also note that, for many decades, esteemed civil rights
leaders have observed shifts from ward to at-large elections can
deprive minority voters of fair and effective procedures for
electing candidates of their choice. (E.g., Days & Guinier,
Enforcement of Section 5 of the Voting Rights Act in Minority
Vote Dilution (Davidson edit., 1984) p. 169.)

Amici League and special districts assert their
organizations do not favor one system or the other. Rather they
hold there are legitimate arguments for each system. Reasonable
people can differ on the choice between district and at-large
voting.

B

The Legislature weighed in on the debate about district
voting by passing the California Voting Rights Act, which took
effect in 2003. The Act consists of eight sections of the Elections
Code: sections 14025 to 14032. Henceforth we refer to this
statute as the Act. All further statutory references are to the
Elections Code unless otherwise indicated.

The Act created a private right of action against political
subdivisions of the state of California.

This case requires us to construe the Act. We begin with
its language and structure in our quest to ascertain its purpose.
Our central goal is to effectuate that purpose. We must interpret
the statute’s words in context, keeping in mind the statutory
purpose. We start by considering the ordinary meaning of the
statutory language, the language of related provisions, and the
structure of the statutory scheme. If the language of a statutory
provision remains unclear after this analysis, we may explore
extrinsic sources like legislative history. (Scholes v. Lambirth
Trucking Co. (2020) 8 Cal.5th 1094, 1102—1103 (Scholes).) We
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construe the statutory words in context so we can harmonize
individual sections by considering the provision at issue in the
context of the statutory framework as a whole. (Kim v. Reins
Internat. Cal., Inc. (2020) 9 Cal.5th 73, 83.)
The Act requires plaintiffs to satisfy five elements to make

out a claim:

1. Protected class;
Resident;
At-large voting;

- 0N

Racially polarized voting; and
5. Dilution.

Protected class. Element one requires plaintiffs to prove
membership in a protected class. (§§ 14032 [stating this
element], 14026, subd. (d) [defining protected class].) A protected
class 1s a class of voters who are members of a race, color, or
language minority group, as defined in the federal Voting Rights
Act (52 U.S.C. § 10301 et seq.). (§ 14026, subd. (d).)

Resident. Element two requires plaintiffs to prove they
reside in the political subdivision they are suing. (§§ 14032
[stating this element], 14026, subd. (c) [defining political
subdivision].) A political subdivision is a geographic area of
representation created for the provision of government services,
and includes general law cities and charter cities. (§ 14026, subd.
(c).)

At-large voting. Element three requires plaintiffs to prove
the political subdivision used an at-large method of electing
members to the governing body of the political subdivision. (§§
14027 [stating this element], 14026, subd. (a) [defining at-large
method of election].) At-large voting includes any of the following
election methods: (1) one in which voters of the entire
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jurisdiction elect members to the governing body; (2) one in which
candidates must reside in given areas of the jurisdiction and
voters of the entire jurisdiction elect members to the governing
body; and (3) one that combines at-large elections with district-
based elections. (§ 14026, subd. (a).)

Racially polarized voting. Element four requires plaintiffs
to prove racially polarized voting occurred in the political
subdivision’s elections. (§§ 14028 [stating this element], 14026,
subd. (e) [defining racially polarized voting].) Racially polarized
voting is voting in which a protected class’s electoral preferences
are different from those of the rest of the electorate in a legally
significant way. (§ 14026, subd. (e).)

Dilution. Element five requires plaintiffs to prove the
political subdivision’s at-large election method impaired “the
ability of a protected class to elect candidates of its choice or its
ability to influence the outcome of an election, as a result of the
dilution or the abridgment of the rights of voters” who belong to a
protected class. (§ 14027, italics added.)

Section 14030 is a one-way attorney fee provision: the
prevailing plaintiff party is entitled to fees and costs, so long as
the plaintiff is not the state or a political subdivision. There is no
fee provision for prevailing defendants. Prevailing defendants do
not recover costs unless the action was frivolous or the like. (See
generally Rey v. Madera Unified School Dist. (2012) 203
Cal.App.4th 1223, 1235-1245.)

The Act defines only five of its statutory terms. (§ 14026,
subds. (a)—(e).) The Legislature left a number of statutory terms
undefined, as we explain below.
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The City does not appear to contest that Pico has satisfied
elements one, two, or three, but it does take 1ssue with the trial
court’s finding of racially polarized voting and dilution.

C

This case turns on element five, which is the dilution
element. We thus do not consider element four.

As we have just recounted, the dilution element required
Pico to prove the City’s at-large method impaired Latinos’ ability
to elect candidates of their choice or to influence the outcome of
an election as a result of the dilution or the abridgment of Latino
voting rights. (§ 14027.)

We focus on the word dilution, as does Pico. In defending
its trial court victory, Pico in its brief to us uses a form of the
word dilution more than 40 times. It uses a form of the word
abridgement only once, and then only in passing. We focus on
the issue Pico has posed.

The Legislature decided not to define the word “dilution.”
We must decipher what the Legislature meant this word to mean.
We approach this interpretative work with the standard tools of
statutory construction. We start by considering the ordinary
meaning of the statutory language. (Scholes, supra, 8 Cal.5th at
p. 1103.)

Dilution is a familiar word with a plain meaning. Dilution
1s the act of making something weaker by mixing in something
else. (The Random House Dict. of the English Language (2d ed.
unabridged 1987) p. 554 [“to reduce the strength, force, or
efficiency of by admixture”].)

Pouring a quart of water into a quart of milk, for instance,
dilutes the milk to half strength. Diluting the milk weakens its
nutritional value.
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This familiar concept applies to electoral results.

Many techniques can manipulate a voting system to dilute
the ability of particular groups to achieve electoral success. Both
district voting and at-large voting can be mechanisms of mischief.

In a district voting system, for instance, one can draw
district lines to divide a group’s supporters among multiple
districts so they fall short of a majority in each district.

That 1s “cracking.” (Gill v. Whitford (2018) __ U.S. ___,
_ [138 S.Ct. 1916, 1923-1924] (Gill); cf. Garza v. County of Los
Angeles (9th Cir. 1990) 918 F.2d 763, 769 [county intentionally
fragmented Latino population to dilute that vote].)

Or one can draw district lines to concentrate a group into a
few districts so the group wins there by overwhelming margins
but achieves less overall success than if different line-drawing
spread the group more evenly through a larger number of
districts.

That is “packing.” (Gill, supra, 138 S.Ct. at pp. 1923-1924;
cf. Georgia v. Ashcroft (2003) 5639 U.S. 461, 470, 481, 486488
[explaining packing and unpacking].)

At-large elections are another possible method for diluting
voting power and curbing electoral success, under particular
conditions. At-large voting is not a per se violation of minority
voting rights. (Thornburg v. Gingles (1986) 478 U.S. 30, 48.)
This common system can serve legitimate ends. But under
certain circumstances it is possible to weaken a group’s electoral
success by using at-large voting instead of district voting.

A hypothetical example illustrates the point.

In this hypothetical we speak generally of groups, because
the groups in electoral cases often are political parties rather
than expressly racial or ethnic groups. This statute is drafted

28



specifically in terms of racial, color, and language groups, but the
mechanisms of voting dilution extend beyond these categories.

For our hypothetical, assume everyone votes strictly
according to group membership and, if possible, only for
candidates who are members of their own group. Further
assume one group has voting power of only 10 percent in a given
city but, within that city, the group’s voting power in
neighborhood X is 60 percent. If neighborhood X were a voting
district, the group could elect one of its own members as a district
representative. The 60 percent neighborhood voting power would
guarantee success. But now switch to at-large voting. This
switch defeats the group’s ability to elect anyone from its own
ranks, because 10 percent is not enough to win. Changing from
district to at-large voting under these circumstances would
weaken that group’s electoral success: the change would deny it
the ability it previously had to elect a member of its own group.

This hypothetical example shows, with district voting, the
group could elect one representative belonging to its group. But
with at-large voting, the group could not elect anyone from its
own group. Going from one representative to zero would dilute
this group’s ability to elect candidates from its group. Under
these circumstances, an at-large system has diluted the group’s
voting power in a politically damaging way: the group lost the
power to elect a representative of its choice.

The possibility of dilution does not mean it is generally a
negative outcome when voters in a minority lose an election.
Generally, democracy is majority rule. Under ideal conditions in
a democracy, the majority of voters tends to win and the minority
of voters tends to lose. When candidates or causes lose elections
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simply because too few voters support them, that is not
democracy failing. That is democracy working.

The dilution element thus must do the work of
distinguishing between the general case, when majority rule is
proper, and the special case, when some mechanism has
improperly diluted minority voting power.

D

The City correctly notes Pico offered no valid proof of
dilution.

As we have observed, the dilution element required Pico to
prove the City’s at-large method impaired Latinos’ ability to elect
candidates of their choice or to influence the outcome of an
election as a result of the dilution of Latino voting rights. (§
14027.)

One cannot speak of the dilution of the value of a vote until
one first defines a standard as to what a vote should be worth.
Justice Frankfurter made this point in his long and bitter dissent
from the landmark decision in Baker v. Carr (1962) 369 U.S. 186,
300 (dis. opn. of Frankfurter, J.). Frankfurter thought his point
was a reason to reject that decision, but the case law in its wake
accepted his wisdom and built it into a standard litigation
practice. (E.g., Reno v. Bossier Parish School Bd. (1997) 520 U.S.
471, 480 [plaintiffs must postulate an alternative voting practice
to serve as the benchmark undiluted voting practice, because the
concept of vote dilution necessitates the existence of an undiluted
practice against which the fact of dilution may be measured].)

Pico agreed it was its burden to postulate a reasonable
alternative voting practice to serve as the undiluted benchmark.
Pico proposed a district system that, for one district within the
City, would have 30 percent Latino voting power, as compared to
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the 14 percent city-wide voting power Latinos hold in at-large
elections.

Pico’s showing was insufficient. Pico failed to prove the
City’s at-large system diluted the votes of Latinos. Assuming
race-based voting, 30 percent is not enough to win a majority and
to elect someone to the City Council, even in a district system.
There was no dilution because the result with one voting system
is the same as the result with the other: no representation.

Pico thus failed to show the at-large system was the reason
Latinos allegedly have had trouble getting elected to the City
Council. The reason for the asserted lack of electoral success in
Santa Monica would appear to be that there are too few Latinos
to muster a majority, no matter how the City might slice itself
into districts or wards. At-large voting is not to blame. Small
numbers are.

Perhaps the same holds true for other minorities in Santa
Monica. Pico’s briefing, however, gives us little data about other
groups and their electoral histories in Santa Monica.

In passing, the trial court mentioned “cumulative voting,
limited voting and ranked choice voting” as systems that, as
alternatives to district voting, would also “enhance” Latino voting
power. The court’s treatment of these alternatives was
perfunctory. The court did not define cumulative voting, limited
voting, or ranked choice voting. Nor did it attempt to analyze
how each might satisfy the dilution element. This fleeting
reference, which Pico authored, 1s insubstantial and cannot
support the judgment.

E
Pico responds with two arguments.
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1

First, Pico argued the Act contains no dilution element at
all. In its 95-page brief, Pico devoted only one sentence to this
argument. An amicus brief also argued this point. At oral
argument, however, Pico expressly and conclusively abandoned
this argument, and for good reason.

To grasp this argument, recall element four requires
plaintiffs to prove racially polarized voting occurred in elections
held by the political subdivision. (§§ 14028 [stating this element],
14026, subd. (e) [defining racially polarized voting].)

Pico claimed a showing of racially polarized voting under
section 14028 completely satisfies and thus supplants the
dilution element in section 14027. Pico quoted the first sentence
of subdivision (a) of section 14028: “A violation of Section 14027
1s established if it is shown that racially polarized voting occurs
in elections for members of the governing body of the political
subdivision or in elections incorporating other electoral choices by
the voters of the political subdivision.”

Pico thus contended the word “dilution” in section 14027
has no content independent of subdivision (a) of section 14028.

Pico’s analysis contravened principles of statutory
interpretation, in two independently fatal ways. Standard
principles of statutory interpretation direct us to the ordinary
meaning of the statutory words, the related provisions, and the
structure of the statutory scheme. (Scholes, supra, 8 Cal.5th at p.
1103.)

Two standard factors—statutory text and the rule against
surplusage—upend Pico’s argument and have forced Pico to
abandon it. We now detail the application in this case of these
two aspects of statutory interpretation.
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a

The statutory text is paramount and is contrary to Pico’s
argument. Three sections require plaintiffs to satisfy both the
dilution element of section 14027 and section 14028’s
requirement of racially polarized voting. The three sections
containing this decisive language are sections 14032, 14029, and
14030.

Section 14032 of the Act grants a private right of action to
any voter in a protected class who resides in a political
subdivision where a violation of sections 14027 and 14028 is
alleged.

Section 14029 also is compelling, as plaintiffs gain
remedies only by establishing a violation of both 14027 and
14028.

Section 14030 follows the same pattern for attorney fees
and costs.

In sum, the legislature required litigants to prove both
dilution and racially polarized voting to establish a claim, to have
a remedy, and to recover fees.

These statutory passages require sections 14027 and 14028
to have independent content. Pico’s argument ran aground on
this requirement.

b

A second and independently fatal problem with Pico’s
argument was the rule against surplusage. If the Legislature
had intended the result Pico urges, it would not have included
the word “dilution” in the Act. But it did, and that too defeated
Pico’s argument.

Pico argued the statutory word “dilution” was mere
surplusage. But surplusage in legislation is unusual and
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disfavored. The venerable assumption is drafters avoid
surplusage and therefore so should judges who interpret the
drafting. (E.g., People v. Leiva (2013) 56 Cal.4th 498, 506 [avoid
a construction that makes some words surplusage]; Market Co. v.
Hoffman (1879) 101 U.S. 112, 115-116 [this rule was old in
1879].)

The word “dilution,” moreover, is not just any old word.

The word “dilution” has been a core part of the voting rights
vocabulary at least since the 1964 decision in Reynolds v. Sims,
supra, 377 U.S. at pages 555 and footnote 29, 557, 563, 567, 568.
Dissenting Justice Harlan wrote the entire decision in that
landmark voting rights case boiled down to the concept of
dilution. (See id. at p. 590 (dis. opn. of Harlan, J.).)

It would have been incongruous for the Legislature to make
a key word nugatory. Pico cited no precedent for this illogical
form of statutory interpretation.

Pico’s proposed interpretation of the Act thus was incorrect.
(Cf. Sanchez, supra, 145 Cal.App.4th at p. 666 [Act was designed
to combat a kind of vote dilution].)

In sum, it 1s incorrect to read the Act to say a mere showing
of racially polarized voting necessitates a finding a city has
misapplied at-large voting. Under the Act, racially polarized
voting is a necessary but not sufficient element. Dilution also is
an independent and necessary element. As we have explained,
Pico did not prove dilution.

2

Pico’s second response is its “influence” argument. Pico
argues the change from 14 percent to 30 percent is legally
significant because it increases the electoral “influence” of
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Latinos. The Legislature added the word “influence” to section
14027 of the Act but did not define it.

Pico proposes a definition of this word that would give a
winning cause of action to any group, no matter how small, that
can draw a district map that would improve its voting power by
any amount, no matter how miniscule. The trial court followed
this approach by asking whether “some alternative method of
election would enhance Latino voting power.” According to this
standard, any unrealized increase in a group’s percentage would
satisfy the dilution element.

This standard is untenable because it would create absurd
results.

A hypothetical illustrates this fatal problem.

Assume three facts: there are 3,000,000 voters in a city;
3,000 belong to a small racial group G; and all voters are racially
polarized in the sense voters will vote only for candidates of their
own race.

In an at-large election, group G would constitute 0.1
percent of the electorate. Suppose we now switch from at-large
voting to voting in 15 districts, each with 200,000 voters, and we
draw the lines to maximize the voting power of group G. Now
one district incorporates all 3,000 voters of group G. Thus group
G would increase its voting power from 0.1 percent strength at
large to 1.5 percent in that district. A change from 0.1 to 1.5
percent is a 15-fold increase, which seems sizeable in relative
terms. This change would improve G’s “influence” as Pico would
define the term. But a group with a vanishingly small numerical
presence—be it .01 percent or 1.5 percent—can have no practical

numerical influence in any voting system. There are simply too
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few voters in group G to be numerically effective in an
environment of race-based voting.

To define “influence” as Pico proposes would merely ensure
plaintiffs always win.

Pico cites the case of Georgia v. Ashcroft, supra, 539 U.S. at
pages 470-471, 482—-483. Georgia v. Ashcroft 1s inapposite in
many ways. It interpreted section 5 of the federal Voting Rights
Act, not section 2. These sections combat different evils and,
accordingly, impose different duties. (Id. at pp. 477—478.)
Section 5 deals with “retrogression,” id. at p. 477, which is not a
subject of the California Voting Rights Act. And Georgia v.
Ashcroft merely held a trial court failed to consider all relevant
factors when examining whether a redistricting plan would
diminish minority voters’ effective exercise of the electoral
franchise. (Id. at p. 485.) It did not hold groups will influence
elections at the 30 percent level but not at the 14 percent level.
The holding in Georgia v. Ashcroft does not assist Pico. (See
Bartlett v. Strickland (2009) 556 U.S. 1, 19-20 (plur. opn. of
Kennedy, J.) [a party asserting § 2 liability must show the
minority population in the potential election district is greater
than 50 percent].)

Pico seeks to rescue its influence argument by suggesting
non-Latinos might “cross over” and vote for Latino candidates,
buoying Latino power and clearing the 50 percent threshold to
electoral success. This suggestion arbitrarily embraces racially
polarized voting when it helps and abandons it when it hurts. It
creates a manipulable standard boiling down to plaintiff always
wins.

The City agrees some “influence” claims in theory could be

valid if evidence showed a near-majority of minority voters in a
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hypothetical district would often be sufficient for the minority
group to elect its preferred candidates. But the City correctly
notes we need not decide that question today, for this case
presents no such district.

At oral argument, Pico said plaintiff Maria Loya would
have won using the seven-district map the trial court adopted.
The trial court, however, made no such finding. Nor did Pico’s
briefing to us argue this point, which Pico thereby forfeited.
Parties cannot fairly raise a new theory for the first time in oral
argument, for that tactic deprives the other side of notice and an
opportunity to be heard. It likewise deprives the court of a
thoughtful adversarial discussion of the issue. (E.g., Jones v.
Jacobson (2011) 195 Cal.App.4th 1, 5, fn. 12, 19 [parties forfeit
1ssues and arguments raised for the first time at oral argument].)

Dilution requires a showing, not of a merely marginal
percentage increase in a proposed district, but evidence the
change is likely to make a difference in what counts in a
democracy: electoral results.

In sum, Pico failed to prove dilution. The City did not
violate the statute. In light of this conclusion, we do not reach
the issues of whether there was racially polarized voting or
whether the trial court’s interpretation of the Act would make the
Act unconstitutional as applied to this case.

We turn to the constitutional question.

111

The constitutional question concerns equal protection. The
trial court found the City’s voting system violated equal
protection because, in 1946 and again in 1992, the City acted
with the purpose of suppressing Latino political power. The
court, however, applied an erroneous legal standard to reach
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these faulty conclusions. A proper analysis shows Pico did not
prove the City adopted or maintained its system for the purpose
of discriminating against minorities.

A

Federal and state equal protection standards are not
always the same, but they are for this analysis. (See Jauregui,
supra, 226 Cal.App.4th at p. 800 [California decisions involving
voting 1ssues closely follow federal constitutional analyses].) The
trial court took this approach and no party disputes it.

The City correctly argues the trial court applied the wrong
legal rule. We independently review this question of law. (Air
Couriers Internat. v. Employment Development Dept. (2007) 150
Cal.App.4th 923, 932.) This analysis does not require us to
resolve disputed facts.

In this case there were no eyewitnesses who testified in a
pertinent way to the crucial events. Rather, direct evidence
about the key events came from three types of historical artifacts:
(1) 1946 newspaper excerpts, voting records, and the proposed
charter; (2) the 1992 Charter Review Commission report, and (3)
the July 7, 1992 City Council meeting video. These historical
artifacts are the core of record for the equal protection analysis.
They were not created for purposes of litigation.

We independently review trial court findings based on
historical artifacts like videotapes. (See Scott v. Harris (2007)
550 U.S. 372, 379-380 (Scott) [appellate judges interpret “what
we see on the video” for themselves; the appellate court gives no
deference to the trial court’s findings]; id. at p. 384 [as a matter of
law, appellate judges conclude video shows car driver posed a
threat to pedestrians; no deference]; In re Rosenkrantz (2002) 29
Cal.4th 616, 677 [“Because the trial court’s findings were based
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solely upon documentary evidence, we independently review the
record.”].)

Historical artifacts differ from the live witness testimony in
a case Pico cites: Nestle v. City of Santa Monica (1972) 6 Cal.3d
920, 924-928. We are in the same position as the trial court was
to evaluate materials like the 1946 newspaper clippings, the 1992
commission report, and the 1992 video. We do not defer to a trial
court’s reaction to historical artifacts like these, any more than
we would defer to a trial court’s “findings” that A Room of One’s
Own concerns Napoleon in Russia or that Citizen Kane shows
Druids built Stonehenge. News articles, videos, and other texts
that were not created for litigation are different from witnesses in
a courtroom testifying and being cross-examined under oath, and
are not fit topics for trial court factfinding to which appellate
courts will defer.

Deference to factual findings stems from the fact finder’s
observation of the demeanor of live witnesses and their manner
of testifying. (In re Avena (1996) 12 Cal.4th 694, 710.) That
deference is inappropriate when evidence does not involve the
credibility of live testimony. (In re Resendiz (2001) 25 Cal.4th
230, 249; see also People v. Ogunmowo (2018) 23 Cal.App.5th 67,
79 [no deference is given to trial court’s conclusion about written
documents, because trial and appellate courts were in the same
position in interpreting that evidence].)

Experts in this case testified about these written and video
artifacts, but that does not change our analysis. Appellate courts
are not required to defer to expert opinion regarding the ultimate
issue in a case. (Vergara v. State of California (2016) 246
Cal.App.4th 619, 650.) “Expert” opinion about how a court
should interpret, for instance, this 1992 video is simply highly
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partisan advocacy in the guise of evidence; this type of “expert
testimony” boils down to argument, not evidence. Courts have
been familiar with this problem for some time. (Cf. Winans v.
N.Y. & Erie Railroad Co. (1858) 62 U.S. (21 How.) 88, 101 [courts
cannot receive professors to prove to the court the proper or legal
construction of instruments of writing; experience shows that
opposite opinions of persons professing to be experts may be
obtained in any amount].)

B

The central purpose of equal protection is to prevent
officials from discriminating on the basis of race. (Washington v.
Davis (1976) 426 U.S. 229, 239.) An inquiry into the purpose of
the challenged conduct is essential. A showing of a racially
disproportionate impact alone is insufficient. (Rogers v. Lodge
(1982) 458 U.S. 613, 617-618.) To prevail on its equal protection
violation claim, Pico had to prove the City adopted or maintained
its at-large system with the purpose of discriminating against
minorities. (Washington v. Davis, supra, at pp. 239-244.) The
parties agree on this.

Discriminatory purpose requires more than knowledge of
consequences. (Personnel Administrator of Mass. v. Feeney (1979)
442 U.S. 256, 279 (Feeney).) It implies the decision maker
selected or reaffirmed a particular course of action not in spite of
adverse impact on a group, but because of that impact. (Ibid.)

The facts of Feeney illustrate the difference between the
mental states of purpose and knowledge: between acting with
the goal of achieving an end, which is purpose, and merely acting
with awareness a side effect will result, which is knowledge.

In Feeney, a Massachusetts statute gave veterans
preference over others for state jobs. The goal was not to harm
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women, but that was the effect, because only two percent of
veterans then were women. The statute created winners and
losers, and, overwhelmingly, women lost. Legislators knew that
would happen. They knew nearly all veterans at that time were
men. But the law did not deny women equal protection, even
though its authors knew it would disproportionately harm
women, because harming women was not their purpose. (Feeney,
supra, 442 U.S. at pp. 270, 274-281.)

This equal protection principle holds true as a general
matter. (Rogers v. Lodge, supra, 458 U.S. at pp. 617-618.)
Legislators’ awareness of a racially disparate impact is not
enough to prove their intent to discriminate by race. (City of
Mobile v. Bolden (1980) 446 U.S. 55, 66—67, 71 & fn. 17,
superseded by statute on other grounds.)

This careful distinction between purpose and knowledge is
familiar in the law. The Model Penal Code precisely defined
purpose and knowledge. (See Model Pen. Code, § 2.02, subd.
(2)(a) & (b).) Its definitions perfectly fit the distinction Feeney
drew.

People act purposely to achieve gender or race
discrimination when it is their conscious object to engage in
conduct of that nature or to cause such a result. People act
knowingly when they are aware it is practically certain their
conduct will cause a disparate impact along gender or racial
lines. (See Model Pen. Code, § 2.02, subd. (2)(a) & (b).)

The logic of this constitutional distinction is apparent.
Redistricting legislatures presumably are aware of racial
demographics, just as we presume they are aware of age,
economic status, and other demographic factors. But this
awareness, this knowledge, does not prove a purpose of race
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discrimination. (Shaw v. Reno (1993) 509 U.S. 630, 646.)
Plaintiffs must show the government adopted or maintained the
election system for the purpose of racial discrimination. A
knowledge of a disparate impact is not enough. (City of Mobile v.
Bolden, supra, 446 U.S. 55 at pp. 66—67, 71 & fn. 17.)

The trial court departed from these equal protection
standards. Its departure invalidates its conclusions. The trial
court erroneously concluded the City acted with discriminatory
intent in 1946, when the City adopted its at-large system, and in
1992, when the City left this at-large system unchanged. But
there was no evidence the City had the purpose of engaging in
racial discrimination on either occasion. For this reason, the
City’s actions did not violate equal protection.

We examine events in 1946 and then 1992.

1

In 1946, 100 percent of the leaders of the minority
community who expressed a public opinion supported the City’s
action. None opposed it. The people who knew best and cared
most detected no City purpose of race discrimination against
them. As a matter of law, this unanimous evidence is a litmus
test dictating a finding in the City’s favor. The City in 1946 did
not act with a purpose of race discrimination.

Contemporaneous and unanimous support from minority
community leaders shows the 1946 charter was not a hostile
effort to oppress minorities. No one has a more sensitive eye or a
stronger vested interest than leaders of minority communities. If
they speak publicly with one supporting voice, as they did about
the election in 1946, minority leaders are bellwethers for voters
who care most keenly about the quality of life for minorities.
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Pico’s claim is unprecedented. It asks us to rule a city and
its electorate engaged in hostile discrimination against minorities
when that city and its electorate did what minority leaders asked.
Pico cites no case with that illogical holding.

Pico does not explain how it, today, has greater insight into
the racial realities of 1946 than the unified leaders of the
minority communities who, in 1946, lived in Santa Monica. Pico
does not argue all these leaders were somehow tricked, out of
touch, muzzled, or corrupted. Pico simply suggests their views do
not matter. This is error.

Pico incorrectly contends “both proponents and opponents
of at-large elections understood such elections would prevent
minority representation.” To the contrary, the evidence shows
there was uniform minority support for the City’s 1946 charter
change. The only newspaper critiques of the proposed charter
were advertisements run by an anonymous group calling itself
the Anti-Charter Committee.

The work of the anonymous Anti-Charter Committee does
not show a general understanding the Charter would harm
minority groups. It is not evidence minority communities were
divided in their support of the 1946 charter.

In 1946, the identity of Anti-Charter Committee members
became a notorious issue in the City. In its ads attacking the
charter, the Anti-Charter Committee identified itself only as “a
group of business men [sic] and other private citizens.” A
newspaper editorial, however, questioned who belonged to, and
who contributed to, this “well-heeled group.” This editorial
contrasted the open and published “names of nearly 200
prominent Santa Monica citizens who have endorsed the new city
charter” with the secrecy surrounding the identity of the Anti-
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Charter Committee’s membership and its source of funding. The
editorial asked if the Anti-Charter Committee’s contributors
included people “who sell certain supplies to the city government
under contracts very favorable to them, and who are unwilling to
have their names appear?” “The people of Santa Monica are
entitled to know who they are.”

The Anti-Charter Committee never responded to this
editorial, so far as the record shows.

The Anti-Charter Committee’s ads provide insight into its
perspective. One ad, titled “Who’s Going to Manage the City
Manager?”, states that, “[IJike Communism, the [charter’s] theory
of a city-manager-operated city is wonderful. Practically it does
not work out. Dictatorship never does.”

A different Anti-Charter Committee ad stressed systems
like the one in the proposed charter “have higher tax rates and
higher indebtedness” than the City’s existing system. “Don’t
write a blank check and give it to a cause that has proved itself a
spendthrift!”

Another Anti-Charter Committee ad stated “[t]he first
claim of minority groups is that they are making a change in the
interest of ‘true democracy’—this is much the same manner as
the communists work from within.”

This same ad continued: “Do you want increased taxes,
rule of the city by a few? If you don’t, then—VOTE NO....”

Another ad, titled “DO YOU WANT THIS DISASTER IN
SANTA MONICA?”, reprinted letters to the editor from a paper
in Montebello, which the ad said had a government like the
proposed Freeholders’ charter. The letters expressed anger at the
high taxes and expenditures in Montebello. After these letters,
the ad concluded:
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“What more could be said to prove our point that this
proposed Charter will plunge Santa Monica into bitter political
strife and chaos; it will mean unbearable taxation, will establish
dictatorial rule that will starve out minority groups and will
throw our entire model Civil Service into the discard.”

Pico puts special emphasis on one Anti-Charter Committee
ad titled “MINORITY GROUPS and the Proposed Charter.” This
ad posited “[t]he lot of a member of a minority, whether it be in a
location of not-so-fine homes, or one of race, creed, or color, 1s
never too happy under the best of conditions.” The ad predicted
the proposed charter would create a “dictatorship” of council
members who would “mostly originate from North of Montana”
and this “dictatorship type of government” would block access to
government. “Where will the laboring man go? Where will the
Jewish, colored, or Mexican go for aid in his special problems?”

No evidence shows any “laboring man” or the “Jewish,
colored, or Mexican” supported the Anti-Charter Committee or its
advertising or opposed the 1946 charter.

Pico’s reliance on these ads is misplaced. The Anti-Charter
Committee was not an advocate for minorities or for minority
voting rights. Pico claims news clippings show everyone in Santa
Monica in 1946 understood at-large voting disadvantaged
minorities, but the news clippings show the opposite. Nor are
they reason to discard the legal principle that unanimous
minority support for an electoral result shows the election was
not the product of racial prejudice against those minorities.

The same holds for Pico’s other supposed sources of insight
into the 1946 election. All these arguments unacceptably assume
Pico and its experts can know better than minority leaders in
1946 what was good for minorities in 1946.
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In sum, Pico failed to prove the City acted with the purpose
of discriminating against racial minorities in 1946. (Feeney,
supra, 442 U.S. at pp. 279-281.) To the contrary, minority
leaders who spoke in 1946 unanimously favored the City’s action.
The City did not violate equal protection in 1946.

2

We turn to 1992.

In 1992, the City appointed a 15-member commission that
wrote a high-minded and comprehensive, but perplexing, report.
The report was perplexing because it expressed strong
dissatisfaction with the status quo but offered no consensus
alternative. The report’s final recommendation was to delay
action and gather more information. The City Council met
publicly to mull the report. This public discussion was a model of
civic engagement: substantive, open, participatory, and cordial.
There was never a hint of hostility to minorities. To the contrary,
speaker after speaker sought ways of increasing minority
empowerment. But after discussing the issue for hours the City
Council remained deadlocked about the right alternative to the
status quo and resolved simply to study the issue further.

As a matter of law, this series of actions was not purposive
race discrimination. The trial court erred again by applying the
wrong legal standard. Feeney required proof of a purpose of racial
discrimination. There was none.

“There 1s, [moreover], an added wrinkle in this case:
existence in the record of a videotape capturing the events in
question. There are no allegations or indications that this
videotape was doctored or altered in any way, nor any contention
that what it depicts differs from what actually happened. The
videotape quite clearly contradicts the version of the story told by
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[Pico].” (Scott, supra, 550 U.S. at p. 378.) Pico’s version of events
1s “so utterly discredited” by this video as to dictate judgment for
the City. (Id. at p. 380.) The trial court “should not have relied
on such visible fiction; it should have viewed the facts in the light
depicted by the videotape.” (Id. at pp. 380-381.)

We have studied this 1992 videotape. It contains nothing
showing a purpose of racial discrimination.

Pico incorrectly focuses on a single sentence from one
speaker, and argues this sentence showed the City’s entire
deliberation and vote was for the purpose of hostile race
discrimination. This one sentence was when Councilmember
Zane said “And so, you gain the representation but you lose the
housing.”

This sentence is not evidence the City had a purpose of
hostile discrimination against anyone. This sentence contained
no express, implied, or coded racial reference or hostile purpose of
racial discrimination.

An objective observer watching this video sees Zane ask
about an incentive that district voting creates. This incentive is
for district representatives to be more responsive to district
voices. Zane questions whether this is a good thing. He was
concerned this incentive would imperil a political cause he
favored: affordable housing projects.

Zane supported affordable housing. Affordable housing is
not a policy with a purpose of harming Latinos or minorities. For
mstance, Councilmember Antonio Vazquez testified Santa
Monicans for Renters’ Rights endorsed his successful run for the
Santa Monica City Council in 1990, and he thought he probably
would not have won without that endorsement.
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Zane noted affordable housing projects usually engendered
NIMBY protests from neighbors. Zane asked Richard Farjado
and Charter Review Commissioner Doug Willis whether they
would acknowledge a drawback of district voting in this context.
The drawback, Zane explained, was the proclivity of district
representatives to oppose affordable housing projects because of
their heightened sensitivity to neighborhood protests. “A small
district makes those protesters look very powerful,” said Zane.

Zane made no reference to Latinos or the Pico area. He
suggested he was concerned with a general tendency, not a
particular district: “I'm not trying to identify a particular
district.”

Zane expressed concern district voting would make NIMBY
voting so prevalent as to doom affordable housing projects.
Richard Fajardo, a former MALDEF lawyer with experience in
voting rights cases, agreed “that has been an issue and that has
been a problem” because “even within the Latino community” a
debate between homeowners and renters would have to continue.

In context and beyond question, Zane’s comment was not a
statement of discrimination against Latinos. The entire
exchange, in context, was a substantive and cogent discussion of
the pluses and minuses of district voting. There were no coded
messages of hostility to Latinos or revealing Freudian slips.

Pico claims Zane implied the Pico area was a dumping
ground for undesirable low-income housing projects. This claim
1s incorrect. Zane explained he was not discussing particular
districts but rather the tendency of any district representative to
fear the local protest Zane said typically accompanied affordable
housing projects.
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We decline Pico’s invitation to take the unprecedented and
unwise path it urges.

When a city’s commission supports minority empowerment
but neither it nor the city can achieve consensus about the right
alternative to at-large voting, the municipal decision to gather
more information does not violate equal protection. As a matter
of law, a court need go no further to vindicate this decision
against the allegation of an invidious purpose.

In sum, the City did not act with a racially discriminatory
purpose in 1946 or in 1992. Pico’s equal protection claims fail.

We gave the parties our tentative opinion in this case in
advance of oral argument. This tentative opinion included the
equal protection analysis presented here, including our statement
of the standard of review and our analysis of the 1946 news
clippings and the events of 1992. At oral argument, Pico
forcefully and at considerable length presented its response to
our tentative opinion, but did not contest our equal protection
analysis in any respect.

The City did not violate the California Voting Rights Act or
the California Constitution. We do not reach the remedies issue
because there was no wrong to remedy.

49



DISPOSITION
We reverse the judgment. We award costs to, and direct
the trial court to enter judgment for, the City of Santa Monica.

WILEY, &

We concur:

BIGELOW, P. J.

/@QIW

GRIMES, J.
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COURT OF APPEAL = SECOND DIST.

FILED
Feb 09, 2024

EVA McCLINTOCK, Clerk
R. Cervantes Deputy Clerk

IN THE COURT OF APPEAL OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

SECOND APPELLATE DISTRICT

DIVISION EIGHT

PICO NEIGHBORHOOD B295935
ASSOCIATION et al.,
Los Angeles County
Plaintiffs and Respondents, Super. Ct. No. BC616804
V. ORDER
CITY OF SANTA MONICA,

Defendant and Appellant.

THE COURT:

The trial court entered judgment in 2019. It found the City of
Santa Monica had created an election system that violated
constitutional equal protection as well as the California Voting Rights
Act.

This court reversed both rulings in 2020.

The Supreme Court depublished this court’s opinion and, in 2023,
reversed this court’s analysis of the Act. The high court did not review
the constitutional issue, nor did it reinstate the trial court’s judgment
on the Act. The high court identified the proper way to analyze the Act
and remanded for a searching evaluation of the totality of the facts and
circumstances, including the characteristics of the specific locality, its
electoral history, and an intensely local appraisal of the design and
impact of the contested electoral mechanisms as well as the design and
impact of the potential alternative electoral system. (See also Pico



Neighborhood Association v. City of Santa Monica (2023) 15 Cal.5th
292, 308 [“In predicting how many candidates are likely to run and
what percentage may be necessary to win, courts may also consider the
experiences of other similar jurisdictions that use district elections or
some method other than traditional at-large elections.”].)

This case 1s remanded to the Los Angeles Superior Court for
further proceedings consistent with the Supreme Court’s guidance.

Motions are moot.

STRATTON, P. J. GRIMES, J. k)NIL
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years that Ms. Crane has articulated?

A Yes.
Q Could you give us an example?
A I —— well, the most recent one actually had to

do with the childcare center that I was speaking about
in the Pico neighborhood. Ms. Crane was opposed to the
establishment of that childcare center.

She also has been very active in Residocracy
which I would characterize as a growth skeptic
organization. They typically oppose development
projects within Santa Monica.

Q Now that we've put a keener focus on the views
expressed by Ms. Crane, at least in those illustrative
examples, 1is it your view that Ms. Crane expresses the
sentiments and views of all Santa Monicans?

MR. SHENKMAN: Objection. Vague and
ambiguous. Are we limiting to those two?

MR. McRAE: Yes, that's fine.

MR. PARRIS: I would object as to relevance.

THE COURT: Overruled.

MR. PARRIS: The person --

THE COURT: Overruled.

THE WITNESS: May I answer?

THE COURT: Yes, you may.

THE WITNESS: So with regard to the childcare
center, there was obviously vigorous opposition, but
there was also vigorous support. So I would say in

that instance she did not represent the views of the
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majority of people within Santa Monica.

As regards to development issues, what I can
say 1s that I know people who are diametrically opposed
to her positions, and when we're had elections —-- for
example, our recent election on Measure LV, which
Ms. Crane, I believe, was responsible for having
drafted and put on the ballot, that was soundly
defeated at the time of the election.

BY MR. McRAE:

Q And what was Measure LV again?

A It was a requirement that buildings over
certain heights and floor area ratios, that if someone
wanted to build a building of that size, it would have

to be put to a vote of the people.

Q Are there about 90,000 people in Santa Monica?
A I think it's approximately 93,000.
Q Is the Northeast Association —-- Northeast

Neighbors Association membership a small fraction of
that 90,0007

A Well, it's a fraction. I don't know how you
would characterize small, but it's a fraction.

Q And is the membership —-- you've been to
meetings of the Northeast Neighbors membership —--
excuse me —-- Association. Is the membership of that
organization similarly a fraction of a total number of
residents in the Northeast neighborhood?

A Yes. Northeast Neighbors is primarily, not

exclusively, but primarily, a single-family residents
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neighborhood, so it's less dense than some other areas.
So it would probably be less of a fraction than some

other neighborhood groups that represent more dense

areas.
MR. McRAE: Oh, your Honor, I didn't recognize

this when we started. I see an unfamiliar face in the

courtroom. I don't know who the individual is. I just

wanted to make sure that we were operating within the
parameters of the rule and —-

MS. ALARCON: A member of the public.

MR. McRAE: I understand, but there's an issue
with respect to anyone who could be any witness in the
case not being in the courtroom.

MR. SHENKMAN: I don't see anyone in the
courtroom that we plan on calling.

MR. McRAE: Thank you, your Honor.

MR. PARRIS: And I think we've advised them
we're not calling any witnesses, your Honor.

MR. McRAE: Okay. Thank you. I didn't know.
I wanted to clarify. Thank you.

BY MR. McRAE:
Q Similarly with respect to the Pico
Neighborhood Association, is that organization

similarly a small fraction of Santa Monica's total

population?
A Yes.
Q And would that association, Pico Neighborhood

Association, also be a fraction of the total number of
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directions, and they tend to balance them out —--
balance themselves out relatively well.

It's been my experience that the numbers that
I get correlate extremely well with the distribution of
citizen voting age issues, and so the data —-- the
application of the method is not inconsistent, the data
is not inconsistent, but the result of those errors on
individual precincts is inconsistent.

So we don't have precise numbers, but we have
reliable -- we have reliable estimates for doing
statistical analysis.

BY MR. SCOLNICK:

0 I think I understand. So in areas where there
are very few Latinos, the error rates for surname
matching can be substantial, right?

A They can be, yes.

MR. SCOLNICK: Finish by noon, right, your
Honor? I have just a few questions before noon.

THE COURT: You want to stop now or —-—

MR. SCOLNICK: Let me close out this and
then --

THE COURT: Yes, let's do that.

BY MR. SCOLNICK:

Q Let's just pivot to Santa Monica now,
generally.

There are seven city council seats currently
in Santa Monica?

A That's correct.
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Q And one out of seven is 14.3 percent? I think

we did the math in your depo.

A I believe that's right.
Q Right. And the citizen voting age
population —-- and by the way, I'm going to use that

term a lot. Can we just say CVAP?

A Fine with me.

0 The Latino CVAP in Santa Monica is 13.64
percent?

A That's correct.

Q And the Latino CVAP in Santa Monica, then, is
less than one-seventh of the city's CVAP?

A Slightly, vyes.

Q And of the 13.64 percent of Latino CVAP in
Santa Monica, you're not sure what percentage lives
inside the Pico neighborhood, are you?

A Not sitting here right now, no.

Q I believe you testified yesterday the Pico
neighborhood is not majority white, it's plurality
white, you said?

A That's correct.

Q And by plurality, you mean there are more
white people than any other ethnicity?

A That's correct.

MR. SCOLNICK: That's all I have for this
morning, your Honor.
THE COURT: Okay. Let's take our break. Come

back at 1:30.
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MR. McRAE: Thank you.

Your Honor, just so you know, we were able to
confirm that we haven't received Cole, the Cole
designation, and we —-- we don't have Morrison yet
either.

THE COURT: What do you mean the Cole
designation?

MR. McRAE: Remember, Rick Cole, the witness?
We had a —-- that's one of the orders of business this
morning. We were talking about needing to receive —-
I'm sorry.

THE COURT: That's all right.

Oh, yes. Rick Cole.

MR. SCOLNICK: We don't have it.

MR. SHENKMAN: Your Honor, we will resolve
this over the lunch break.

MR. McRAE: Well, but your order was if we
hadn't received Cole -- we could get Morrison this
morning, but if Cole had not been received, he's out.
So Cole is out, and we still don't have Morrison.

MR. PARRIS: Your Honor, what does it matter
if it gets there this morning or --

MR. McRAE: —- because the Court said there's
a deadline.

(Speaking simultaneously.)

MR. PARRIS: Wait a minute. Let me finish,
Counsel. I don't interrupt you.

Your Honor, what does it matter if we fail —--
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City Council Meeting: December 11, 2012 Santa Monica, California

RESOLUTION NO. 10721 (CCS)
(City Council Series)

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY
OF SANTA MONICA ACCEPTING THE LOS ANGELES COUNTY
REGISTRAR RECORDER/COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICIAL CANVASS
AND OFFICIAL STATEMENT OF VOTES CAST FOR THE
CONSOLIDATED MUNICIPAL ELECTION HELD ON
NOVEMBER 6, 2012, AND DECLARING THE RESULTS THEREOF

WHEREAS, a Consolidated General Muﬁicipai Election was held in the City of
Santa Monica on November 6, 2012, as required by law; and

WHEREAS, the provisions of the Elections Code of the State of California for the
holding of elections in Charter cities were complied with in that notice of the election
“was given in the time, form and manner as provided by law; voting precincts were
properly established; election officers were appointed; votes were cast, received and
canvassed; and the returns were made and declared in the time, form and manner as
required; and

WHEREAS, the Los Angeles Registrar Recorder/County Clerk canvassed the
returns of the election and certified the results to the City Council, and those results are
attached and made a part hereof as “Exhibit A",

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SANTA MONICA
DOES RESOLVE AS FOLLOWS:

COSM 799
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SECTION 1. The vote totals for the Consolidated Municipal Election heid on
November 6, 2012, in the City of Santa Monica, as certified by the Los Angeles County
Registrar Recorder/County Clerk, shall be and hereby are approved and adopted as the
formal vote count of the City of Santa Monica for said offices and said measures of said
election.

SECTION 2. The names of the candidates on the ballot were:

Santa Monica City Council

Terry O’'Day

John Cyrus Smith
Bob Seldon-

Ted Winterer

Shari Davis

Gleam Olivia Davis
Steve Duron

Tony Vazquez
Roberto Gomez
Frank Gruber
Richard McKinnon
Jonathan Mann
Armen Melkonians
Jerry Peace Activist Rubin
Terence Later

Santa Monica Rent Controt Board

Christopher D. Whalton
Robert Kronovet
lise Rosenstein

Santa Monica-Malibu Unified School District Board of Education

Ben Allen

Karen Farrer
Craig Foster

Seth Jacobson
Maria Leon-Vazquez
Jose Escarce

COSM 800
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SECTION 3. The number of total ballots cast for this election was:

Santa Monica-Malibu Unified School District Board of Education:

REGISTERED PRECINCT ABSENTEE TOTAL
VOTERS BALLOTS BALLOTS BALLOTS
72,590 . 37,300 20,054 57,354

City of Santa Monica:

REGISTERED PRECINCT ABSENTEE TOTAL
VOTERS BALLOTS BALLOTS BALLOTS
60,821 31,721 16,237 47,958

SECTION 4. The following persons were elected to office as foﬂows:

Candidates elected to the Santa Monica-Malibu Unified School District:

CANDIDATE VOTES PERCENT
Ben Allen 23,810 24.48%
Maria Leon-Vazquez 18,996 19.53
Jose Escarce 16,872 17.35

Candidates elected to the Rent Control Board:

CANDIDATE VOTES PERCENT
C D Walton 12,447 35.01%
lise Rosenstein 12,184 34.27

Candidates elected to the Santa Monica City Council:

CANDIDATE VOTES PERCENT
Ted Winterer 17,716 14.86%
Terry O’'Day 17,126 14.36
Gleam Olivia Davis 15,217 12.76
Tony Vazquez 11,939 10.01

SECTION 5. The measure that appeared on the ballot read as follows:

MEASURE GA: Shall the City Charter be amended to allow the
annual rent control general adjustment fo be based on 75% of the
annual percentage change in the Consumer Price Index, but limited fo
an adjustment between 0% and 8%, and fo give the Rent Control
Board discretion, after a public hearing to impose a dollar limit, within

COSM 801
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the 0-6% range, cafculated using the same formula employed when
imposing a limit under the existing general adjustment formula?

The measure received votes as follows:
Measure GA was approved by the voters by the following votes:

YES VOTES 18,650 60.52%
NO VOTES 12,166 39.48

SECTION 6. The City Clerk shall enter on the records of the Santa Monica City
Council, a statement of the result of the election showing: (1) the total number of votes
cast for the offices and the measure in the election; {2) the names of the persons voted
for; (3) the text of the measure voted upon; (4) the office that each person was running
for; (5) the number of votes given at each precinct to each person, and for and against
each ballot measure; and, (6) the total number of votes given to each person, and for
and against the ballot measures.

SECTION 7. The City Clerk shall immediately make and deliver to each of the
persons so elected a Certificate of Election signed by the City Clerk and authenticated.
The City Clerk shall also administer to each person elected the Oath of Office
prescribed in the Constitution of the State of California and shall have each person
subscribe to it and file it in the office of the City Clerk. All of the persons so elected shall
then be inducted into the office to which they have been elected.

SECTION 8. The City Clerk shalt cerfify to the adoption of this Resolution, and
thenceforth and thereafter the same shall be in full force and effect.

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

W &Wmﬂé&
l(\;nitﬁ; gr\nigfs MO%RIE

COSM 802
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1, DEAN C LOGAN Regzstr‘ar—-Recnrder/County Clerk of the County 0f Los
Angeles, of the State 0f California, DO HEREBY GERTIFY that pursuagz:__r, to the
provisions of Section 15300 ét sey. of t_tgé_Cah_‘fgmié Elections Code, I dzd canvass the

returns of the votes cast for each elective office andior measijre(s) for

at the General Election, held on the 6th day of November 2012,

_ I FURTHER CERTIFY that the Statement of Votes Cast, to which this certificate
is attached, shows the total number of ballots cast in said Jurisdiction, and that the
whole number of voles cast for each candidate. and/or measure(s) in said_ jﬁrisdiction
in each of the respective precincts therein, and ‘the tﬁtals of the respective columns
and the totals as Shown Jor each candidate _qné/gr meci;.sg_tjq:(.s_)_g;'e : full,trueand cqrr'ect.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF 1 have hereunto set my hand and qfﬁxed my seal this
30th day of Noveimber 2012

DEAN C LOG
Registrar~Recorder/County Clerk
County of Los Angeles

COSM 804
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COUNTY OF LOS RNGELES

GENERAL ELECTION

NHOVEMBER 6, 2012

BAGE  105.1

FINAL CFFICIAL
STATEMENT OF VOTES CAST

CITY/PREC

SANTA MORICA CY¥ GEN MUN .

COUNCILMEMBER
TERRY
G*DAY
JOEN CYRUS
SMITH
203
SELDON

SHART
DAVIS

GLEAM CLIVIA

DavzIs

STEVE
DIRON

6250003C
62500053

62500064

£2556010%
62500113

62530158

6250017A
62500192
5250020A

2500242

£§2500012]

6250008R

§250016R 1" -
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES GENERAT, ELECTION

NOVEMEER 6, 2012 PAGE  105.2
SENTR MONTCA CY GEN MON
COUNCLILMEMEER
 TERRY
O'DAY
JOHN CYRUS
SMITE
FINAL OFFICIAL - ) 208
STATEMENT OF VOTES CAST SELDOW
TED
WINTERER
SHARI
DAVIS
GLEAM QLIVIA
DAVIS
REGTSTRA~ | BALLCTS ETEVE
CITY/PREC TION CAST DURCH
“SENTE. MONICA 62500258,

BV VBN
o TOTRL o
SRNTH MONICA

6250025R
250028
62500322
.. 52500348

SERTA MONICR

RAV/VEM
TOTAL

62500388

625!

2500452

SENTR MONICA

AV /VEM
"TOTRHTL

ClOAOTAL
SENTA MONICE
AV/VEM
TOTAL
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

GENERAL BLECTION

NOVEMBER &, 2012

BAGE

105.3

FINAL OFFICIAL
STATEMENT OF VOTES CAST

CITY/PREC

REGISTRA~
TION

SANTR MONICA CY GEN MON

COUNCIZMEMBER
TERRY
QDAY
JOHN CIRUS
SMITH
208
SELDON
' TED
WINTERER
'SHART
DAVES

GLEAM OLIVIA
DAVIS

STEVE
DURCON

62500628

G2500ETH

RV/VBM
TOTAL

" 62500768

1 -62500784R

£250081R

o

864
[t}
gaa
956
-0

003 ey

ipgaf

. :‘:35'5'
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

GENERAL ELECTICN

NOVEMBER 6, 2012

PAGE

105.4

TIMAL CFFICIAL
STATEMENT OF VOTES CAST

CITY/EREC

SANTA MONICA CY GEN MUN

COUNCILMEMBER
TERRY
C'DAY
JOMN CYRUS
SMITH
BOB
SELDON
TED
WINLTERER
SHART
DAVIS

GLEAM CLIVIA
DAVIS

STEVE
DURON

625008EA
52500894

6250092A

‘625060948
AV/VEM ’
TOTAL

SANTR MQONTCA
PVSVER
TOTAL

SARTA MONICA
RV/YBM

. .. TOTAL

SANTA MONICA
AV/VEM
TOTAL

SAENTA MONICR

. AV VEM
.. TOTAL 7

SANTE MONTCAR'
EV/VEH
TOTAL -~

SANTA MONICR.
AV/VEBM

o TOTRL

SRANTA MONICA
AV/VEM
TOTAL

SINTR MONICR
IV/VBEM

625011334

6250107A
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES GENZRAL ELECTION A NOVEMBER 6, 2012 BAGE 105.5

SANTA MONICA CY GEN MUN

COUNCILMEMBER
: TERRY
- Q'DAY
JOHN CYRUS
SMITH
FINAL QFFICIAL i i BOB
STATEMENT OF VOTES CAST SELDON
TED
WINTERER
SHART
DAVIS
REGISTRA-
CITY/PREC TION

VEM TOTAL VOTE . 0

VBN BY GROUE TOTAL

GEAKD. TCTAL VOTE
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COUNTY CF LOS INGELES GENERAL ELECTION

NOVEMBER 6, 2012

FAGE 10E.8

SANTA MONICA ¥ GEN MUN

VOTE BY MAIL

TOTAL

50TE STATE ASSEMBLY ’ ' T B0B821
S50TE STATE ASSEMBLY.:

TOTHRL

3RD SUPERVISQRIAL

11482 2476| 2780  1199%

1531

4281

COUNCILMEMEER
TEREY
0'DRY :
JOHN CYRDS
SMITH
. PINAL OFFICIAL BOR
STATEMENT OF VOTES CAST SELDON
TED
] WINTERER
SHART
DAVIS
) GLEAM OLIVIA
DAVIS
REGISTRA-| BALLOTS STEVE
CITY/PREC TION CAST DURQN
F0821 31721]  11482] ..
0 16237 s644 s31| 5723
VOTE BY MAIL ‘
$0821 47953 17128 10845
13380 US CONGRESSIONAL $0821 aiza1 11482 7119

33RD VS CONGRBSSIONAL . 2138 5301 814

- VOTE BY MATL .
TOTAL 6614 15217 2465
260E ST SZNATE 1551
26TE ST SENATE §18
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Fi1T HE T
3RD BOARD OF EQUALIZATION
VOTE BY MAIL

TOTAL
CITY OF SANTA MONICA
CITY OF SANTA:MONICE

" ToTAL

160821

1liz82 4476

5644 “zi3s

5723

17126 - 8El4 4281 . 17716

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES GENERAL ELECTION _ NOVEMBER 6, 20127 PAGE  105.7
SANTA MONICA CY¥ GEN MUN
COUNCIIMEMBER
TERRY
O'DAY .
JOHN CYRUS
. SMITH
FINAL OFFICIAL BOB
STATEMENT OF VOTES CAST SELDON
TED
WINTERER
. SHARI
DAVIS
GLERM OLIVIA
D2VIS
REGLESTRA- | BAIIOTS STEVE
CTITY/PREC TION CAST TURON
3RD SUPERVISORIAL a 16237 |
TOTAL - 60821 47958
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COUNTY OF 1LOS AMGELES

GENERAL ELECTION

NOVEMBER 6, 2012 BRGE  106.1
SRNTA MONICA €Y GEN MON
COUNCIIMEMBER
TONY
VAZQUEZ
ROBERTO
GOMEZ
FINAL OFFICIAL FRANK
STATEMENT OF VOTES CAST GRUBER
RICHARD
MCKINNON
JONATHAN
MARN )
ARMEN
MELKONIANS
' REGISTRA~| BALLOTS JERRY F
CITY/PREC TION CAST RUBIN

AV/VEM
TOTAL
SANTA MONTICR
AV /VBM
... TOTAL

| SANTE MONTCR

e250003C

62500054

52500064}

J6250008H

6250010E

Trial Exhibit 1393_15




¥18 WSOD

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

GENERAL ELECTION

NOVEMEER &, 2012

PAGE  105.2

FINAL QFFICIATL °
STATEMENT OF VOTES CAST

CITY/FREC

BALLQTS

SANTA MCNICR CY GEN MUN

COUNCILMEMBER
TONY
| VAZOUTRE
ROBERTO
GOMEZ
FRANK
GRUBER

RICHARD
NCKINNON

 FONATHRN

SANTZ MONICA
AV/VBM
TOTAL

SANTA MONICHK
AV/VEM
TOTAL

SENTA- MONICA
AV/VEM
TOTAL. .

SANTA MONICA
BV/VEM
TOTAL

SANTA MONICA

SANTA MONICA
AV/VBM
TOTAL .,

A MCNTICA
SAV/VEM

6250050

£250052B

6250053A

62500538

Trial Exhibit 1393_16




G1L8 INSOO

COUNTY OF 1OS ANGELES GENERAL ELECTICN

- NOVEMEBER 6, 2012 PAGE

106.3

FINAL OFFICIAL
STATEMENT CF VOTES CAST

CITY/PREC

SANTA MONICA CY GEN MUN

COUNCILMEMSER
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T §2500823
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 TOTAL
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COUNTY OF LOS RNGELES GEXERAL ELECTICN NOVEMBER 6, 2012 PAGE 106.4
SANTA MONICA CY GEN MU4
COTNCIIMEMBER
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FINAL OFFICIAL FRANK
STATEMENT OF VOTES CAST GRUBER
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ARMEN
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REGISTRA~| EBALLOTS JERRY 2
CITY/EREC TION CRAST RUBIN
2500854 1286 583}
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o 297
S 1266 934
6250094R 1011 637
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1011 505
6250095A 1353 86341
: 0 372
: 1355 10061
625008BA 1278 692
a 322
1278 1014
-.6250106B 1228 €03}
: 0 33s
- 1228 942
SENTA MONICA 52501074 1263 810
T RV/VEM 0 361
1263 971
.6250110D 904 454
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES GENERAL ELECTION

NOVEMBER 6, 2012

PAGE

106.5

FINAL OFFICIAL
STATEMENT OF VOTES CAST

SANTA MONICA CY GEN MR

LOUNCILMEMBER
TONY
| VAZQURZ
g .ROBERTO
COMEZ
FRANK
GRUBER
RICHARD
MCHKTRNON

JONATHAN

"TOTAL 83
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26TH ST SENATE
26THE ST SENATE
TOTAL
'SOTR STRTS ASSIMBLY
SOTH STATE ASSEMBLY
. oT,
TGTAL

3RRD SUFERVISCRIAL’

VOTE BY MAIL |

60821

3946
222G

8166

COMNTY OF LOS BNGELES  GENERAL ELECTION NOVEMBER 6, 2012 PAGE  106.6
SANTA MONICA CY¥ GEN MON
COUNCILMEMBER
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FINAL OFFICIAL : FRANK
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VOTE BY MAIL
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES GENERAL BLECTION

NOVEMBER &, 2012 PAGE 10e.7

FINAL OFFICIAL
STATEMENT CF VOTES CAST

CITY/PREC

- BALELOTS
CAST

SANTA MONICA Y GEN MUN

COUNCILMEMBER
TONY
VLZQUEZ )
: ROBERTO
COMEZ
FRANK
GRUBER

RICHARL
MORTINCN

3RD :SUPERVISORTAL - :
VOTE BY.MAIL

BOARD OF BOUALTZATION
VOTE EY MAIL

'CITY OF SANTA MONICA

YOTE ‘BY "MAIL

50821

&0821

s0821

31721

18237

47958

31721

16237

47958

18237 |

47958 |
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3753
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES GENERAL EI;EéTION

WOVEMBER &, 2012

PAGE i07.1

FINAL OFFICIAL
STATEMENT OF VOTES CAST

CITY/EREC

REGISTRA-~
TIaN

BALLOTS

BANTA MONICA CY GEN MIN
COUNCILMEMBER

TERENCE
LATER

SANTA MONICA CY GEN MUK
RENT CONTROL BOARD
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WALTON
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ROSENSTEIN

SANTA MONICA
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FINAL OFFICIAL
STATEMENT OF VOTES CAST

C D

WALTON

ROBERT
KRONOVET

CI'IY/PR_.EC

REGISTRA-
TION

ILSE
ROSENSTEIN

COUNTY OF 105 ANGELES GENERAL ELECTIOW HOVEMBER 6, 2012 PAGE 107.2
SANTR MONICA CY GEN MUN SANTR MONICR CY GEN MUN
COUNCILMEMEER RENT CONTROL EOARD
TERENCE
LATER

SANTA MONICE
- - BV/YEM
- TQTRL

'SANTR MONICE
AV/VEM
TOTAL

62500323

SANTA MONICA 625003€B
LV/VEM

 FOTRL

£2500528

6250053A

2500415]
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COTNTY OF LOS ANGELES GENERAL ELECTICN ’ NOVEMBER &£, 2012 PAGE 107.3

(SHNTS MONICA .CY GEN MUN SANTA MONICA CY GEN MUH
ICOUMCTIMENBER RENT CONTROL BGARD
TERENCE
LATER
FINAL OFFICIAL
STATEMENT OF VOTES CAST
: cD
‘ WALTOHN
! . ROBERT
I KRONUVET
: ILESE
ROSENSTEIN

CITY/PREC

‘SATAMONICH. |

§250056A

62500603

6230081n

§250069a

ZS00702

‘SANTA MONICA 62500718

Ev/vBM

| 62500724
62500758
£250078A
§2500613

62500835 .
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

GENERAL ELECTION

PRGE 107.4

NOVEMEER .6, 2012

FIMAL OFFICIAL .
STATEMENT COF VOTES CAS

CITY/PREC

REGISTRA-
TION

! BRTLOTS
CAST

SANTA MONICR CY GEN MIN
RENT CONTROL BCARD

SANTA MONICA CY GEN MUN
COUNCITMENBER

TERENCE
LATHER

cpD
WALTON
- ROBERT
KRONOVET
ILSE
ROSENSTEIN

SANTA MCNICA

AV/VBEM
TOTAL
SANTA MONICA

SANTA MONICA
AV/VBM
TOTAL

SANTA MONWICH -
AV/VEM
TOTAL .

SANTA MONICH
AV/VEM
TOTAL ..

SANTA MONICA

6250125R

625
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES GENERAL ELECTTON

NOVEMBER 6, 2012

PAGE

197.5

FINAL OFFICIAL
STATEMENT QF VOTES CAST

CITY/PREC

SANTA MONICA CY GEN MUN SANTA MONICA CY GEN MUN
COUNG ILMEMBER RENT CONTRCL BOARD
TERENCE
LATER
cD
) WALTON
ROBERT.
KRONGVET
. ILSE
ROSENSTEIN

SANTRMCITON. .
. EV/vEM
L BOTRL

SANTA MONICA

AV/VEM
TOTAL

*5250128C

Ve TomL Vors

VEM BY GROUR TOTAIL
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES GENERLL ELECTICOH ’ NOVEMBER &, 2012 DAGE 107.%

SANTA MONICA CY GEN MRT SANTA MONICA CY GEN MU
COUNCITMEVBER RENT CONTROL BGARD
TERENCE
LATER
FINAL OFFICIAL
STATEMENT OF VQTES CaST
cpD
: o - WALTON
: . ROBERT
B ERONOVET
. ‘ ILSE
' ROSENSTETN
REGISTRA- | BALLOTS
CITY/PREC TION CAST
60821 31721
g 16237

VOTE BY MRAIL

47958 a7s5&

33R0 U8 CONGRESSIONAL T gosa1l | 317an 2531 ' o ’ 811s 7016 7912

33RD US CONGRESSIONAL

4272
VOTE

TOTAL 12184
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| COUNTY OF 108 ANGELES  GENERAL ELECTION

107.7

FINAL CFFICIAL
STATEMENT -OF VOTES CAST

CITY/PREC

‘¥ ‘BALLOTS

NOVEMEER 6, 2012

SANTA MOKICA CY GEN MUN SANTA MONICA CY GEN MUN
COUNCILMEMBER } RENT COMTROL BOARD
TERENCE
LATER

CD

#ALTCH

' ROBERT

i FERONOVET

I1.8E
ROSENSTEIN

3RD -SUPERVISORIAL:
. ) VOT

6082l

16237

47958
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COUNTY OF LOS RNGELES GENERAL ELECTIUN

HOVEMEER

&, 2012

PAGE

1068.1

FINAL OFFICIAL
STATEMENT QF VOTES CAST

CITY/PREC

SANTA MONICA CITY
MEASURE - GA

YES

£250003C

a5A

B250008A

62500114

£250015B

ISRNTE MONICR §2500245

62500063

6250010E[

6250016A |

i TOEAL S
SANTR MONICHR §2500173
AV/VRM )
TOTAL
§2500155
62500204
LAY/VEN
TOTAL
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

GENERRL ELECTICN

HOVEMBER 6, 2012

PRGE

108.2

FINAL OFFICIAL

STATEMENT QF VOTES CAST

CITY/PREC

BALILCTS

SAMNTA MONICA CITY
MEASURE GA

YES

MONTIC]

AU/ VEM
TCTAL
SANTZ MONICA
AV/vEM

D TOTRL
SANTA MONICA
AT/ VEM
TOTAL
SENTA MONICA
AV/VEM -
“TOTAL
SANTA MONICH
AV/VEM
TOTAL
SANTR MONICa
AV/VEM
TOTAL .
SANTR MONICA
AV /VEM
TOTAL
SENTR MONICAR
| AV/VEM -
. TOTAL .

6250050

62500294

62560322

6250034a,

§250036B |

6250041285

52500455

6256076

-
s
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES  GENERAT ELECTION

NOVEMEER 6, 2012

PRGE

108.3

FINAL OFFICIAL
STATEMENT OF VOTES CAST

CITY/PREC

REGISTRA~
TION

SANTA MONICh CITY
MERSURE GA

¥ES

s}

SENTR MONICE.
BVAVEM

E250060a

62500614
TOTRL

SANTA. MONTCR 62500622
avives .
62500674 ..
$ANTR MONICA §2500692

IV/VEM

6250070A
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES GENERAL ZLECTION . NOVEMBER &, 2012 PRAGE 108.4

 SBNTA. MONICA CITY

FINATL QFFICIAL
STATEMENT OF VOTES CAST

CITY/PREC

R MONICR
. BV/VEM

SANTA HMONICH
aV/EM

§2500828A

62500948

82500985

£2500%8a

SANTE MONICA 6250108
. AVAVEM

CLTOTAL

§2501072,

E250110D

B250113A |

62501214

6250125

62650127A 1128 €47 260 158
a - 276 129 59|
1128 923 3as 218 |’
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COUNTY OF 10S ANGETES GENERAY, ELECTION

NOVEMBER &, 2012

BAGE

108.5

FINAL QFFICIAL
STATEMENT QOF VOTES CREST

CITY/FREC

BRLLOTS

SANTA MONICA CITY
MEASTRE GR

YES

N

62501284

VBM TOTAL VOTE

VEM BY GRCUP YOTAL

483

143
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELRS - GENERAL ELECTTON

NOVEMBER

€, 2012

PAGE

108.6

FINAL OFFICIAL
STATEMENT OF VOTES CAST

SANTA MOWICA CITY
MEASTURE G2

No

CITY/PREC
COUNTYWIDE .
COURTYWIDE ' ] ) 16237 6456 2163

VOTE BY MAIL
TOTAL

33RD US CONGRESSTONZL

SOTH STATE ASSEME

50TE STATE ASSEMALY :
. VOTE

TOTAL

3RD SUPERVISORIAL
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES  GRENERAL ELECTION

ROVEMBER &, 2012 PAGE 1i08.7

FIRAL: QFFICIARL
STATEMENT OF VOTES CAST

CITY/FREC

SANTR MONICA CITY
MEASURE GA

YES , ;

NC

3RD BOARD OF EOULLIZATION
YOTE BY MATL
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GEMERAL ELECTION

COUNTY QOF LOS ANGELES MOVENMBER 6, 2012 PAGE 110.1
SANTA MONICA-MALIBU UNIF
BOARD OF EDUCATION
BEN
ALLEN
KBREN
. FARRER
FINAL OFFICIAL CRAIG
STATEMENT OF VOTES CAST  FOSTER
ISETH
iJACDBSDN
MARIA
LEGN~-VAZQUEZD
JOSE
ESCARCE
REGISTRA- | BALLOTS
CITY/PREC TION CAST
40500024 801 393 79
e : e 227 72
. 201 £20 151
40500038 878 374 76
Q 182 58

40300042
40800143

4050051R

40500598
40500628

4050

20660035

*2 0600058

40500574

678
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES  GENERAL ELECTION

NOVEMBER 6, 2012

PAGE

1i0.2

FINAL QFFICIAL
STATEMENT OF VOTES CAST

CIT’E/ER_EC

BALLOTS

SANTA MONICA-MALTEBY UNIF
BOARD OF EDUCATION

BEN
ALLEW

FARRER

FOSTER

SETH

JACOBSON

MARTA

LEQN-VAZQUEZ

JOSE
ESCARCE

20600128
| §250003C

-

E250019A

2500204

6250003A;

62500054

B 'l & Tl
62500084 -
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COUNTY OF T.OS ANGRLES GENSRAL ELECTION NOVEMEER 6, 2012 UengE 110.3

. {SANTA MONICA-MALIBY UNIF
- BOARD OF EDUCRATION

BEN
BLLEN
KRAREN
FARRER
PINAYL OFFICIAL . CRAIG
STATEMENT OF VOTES CAST TOSTER
' SETH
JACORSON
MARIA
LEON-VAZQUEZ
JOSE
ESCARCE
. REGISTRA~ | BALLOTS
CITY/PREC ) TICH ChsT

SANTA. MONICE 6250024a] .

62500258
62500263
62500252

62550345

250041n

82500464

162

6250051,

825005281 ]
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES  GENERAL ELECTION . NOVEMBER 6, 2012 DAGE  110.4

SANTA MONICA-MALIBU TNTF
BOARD OF EDUCATION

BEN
ALLEN
KRREN
: FARKER .
FINAL OFFICTAL CRATG
STRATEMENT OF VOTES CAST FOSTER
SETH
JRCOBSON
MARIA .
LEON-VAZQUES |
JOSE "
ESCARCE

CITY/PREC

6250053A

§250056A

62500604

TOTRL . Sl
S2NTA MCONICA &25046128
AY/VEM .
TOTAL
SENTZ

| MONICA 62500624
V' / VRN JRR:
OTAT,
SANTL MONICE 6250067A
AV/VEM
TOTRL
6250065A

6250070n
§250071A1;
6250072A
5250a7s~n

‘§250078a

H250081A
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES GENERAL ELECTION . NOVEMEER 6, 2012 PAGE  110.5
SANTS MOMICA-MALIEU UNIF
BOARD QF EDUCATION
BEN
ALLEN
KAREN
FARRER
FINAL QFFICIAL CRAIG
STATEMENT OF VOTES CASY FOSTER
"SETH
- JACOBSCN
MARIS
LECN-VAZQUEZ
. JOSE )
ESCARCE
REGTSTRA~| BALLOTS
CITY/PREC TION CAST
62500833 1211{ - (17] 311
. BT 1 -4 139
" 21211} ... 560} . 450
6250085 1286 583 253
b} 353 145
1286 936 398
. 62500833 1227 712 351
. 3 o 348 176
T 1227 1061 521
62500925 1265 637 307
' a z97 1a5
1266 934 T 452
62500548 1011 637 260
- 0 272 119
L IETOTATY 1011 809 379! - iUrLE ‘
SANTE MONICA 62500954 1355 634 287 110 164 77 230 i85+
AV/VEH 0 372 155 a1 102 55 115 108
' 1355 1006 453 181 2565 136 345 304
62500983 1278 : : : 'L 2
: b
R 1278
SENTA MONICAE 6250106B 1228
AV/VEM 1}
TOTRL . 1228
: 62501072 12632 :
LR o
) 4 1263
§250110D
S CTOTAL
SENTA MONICA 6250121A
AV/VIH
TOTRL
SRNTZ MONTCR
. on BY/VEM
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©. *B25Q0128C

+71000322

GEAND TOTAL VOTE

&8

57354

23810 12555 15802 8173

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES  GENERAL ELECTION NOVEMBER 6, 2012 PAGE  110.5
SANTZ MONICA-MALIBU UNIF
BORRD OF ZDUCATION
| BEs
ALLEN
KAREN
FARRER
FINAL QFFICIAL CRAIG
STATEMENT OF VOTES CAST POSTER
SETE
: TACOBSON
: MARIA
LEON-VRZQUEZ
JOSE
ESCARCE
REGISTRA- | BALLOTS
CITY/PREC TLON CRST
62501278 €47
278
923
£2501282 931 453
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

GENERAL ELECTION

NOVEMBER 6, 2012

PAGE

110.7

FINAL OFFICIAL
STATEMENT COF VOQTES CAST

CITY/PREC

BOARD OF EDUCRTICN

BEN

ALLEN

' KARERN
FRRRER

SANTA MONICA-MALIEU UNIF

CRALG
FOSTER

SBETH
JACOBSON
MARIA
LECN-VAZQUEZ
JOSE
ESCARCE

COUNTYWIDE

VOTE BY MAIL

33RD TS CONGRESSTONAL

13 3RD {05 . CONGRESSTONAL

26TH'ST SENATE

26TH ST SEMATE

VOTE BY MALL

VOTE BY MRIL.

" 11789

72550

‘B7354

37300

93386

8203

2386

15607

4188

8l3z

1124

114614t
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

GENERAL ELECTION

KOVEMEER &, 2012 PAGE 110.8

FINAT, OFFICIAL
STATEMENT OF VOTES CAST

CITY/PREC

1REGISTRA-

TION

BALLOTS |
CRET

SANTA MONICR-MALIEU TUNIF
BOGARD OF EDUCATION

BEN

1ALLEN

FARKER

|FoSTER

SETH
JACOBSON
MARIA
LEON-VAZQUEZ
JOSE

3RD SUPBRVISORIAL
VOTE BY MATL

", : TOTAL

3%D BOARD OF EQUALIZATTION

TOTAL

CITY 'OF MALIBU
VOTE BY MAIL

TOTAL
CITY OF SANTA MONICA

CITY -OF SANTA:MONICH:

BEQUATTZATION ;... 2. -
TESRY (MATLT

72550

T2550

37300

Z6ose

15607 ..

82631

7302

3270}

3338

9173

582 .. 437]

377
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES GENERAL ELECTION

NOVEMEER 6, 2012

PAGE

110.9

FINAL OFFICIAL
STATEMENT OF VDTES C[RST

REGISTRA-
CITY/DREC TION

SANTA MONICA-MALIEU UNIF
BOARD OF EDUCATION

BEN
ALLEW

FARRER
CRAIG
FQSTER

SETH
JACOBSON
MARTA .
LEQON-VAROUEZ
JOSE
ESCARCE
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Adopted and approved this 11 day of December, 2012,

( %mﬂ&wﬁr

m Davis, Mayor Pro Tem

|, Sarah P. Gorman, City Clerk of the City of Santa Monica, do hereby certify that
the fnregomg Resolution No. 10721 (CCS) was duly adopted at & meeting of the Santa
Monica City Councfl held on the 11" day of December, 2012, by the following vote:

AYES: Councilmembers: Holbrook, McKeown, O’Connor, O'Day, Shriver
Mayor Pro Tem Davis
NOES: Councilmembers: None

ABSENT:  Councilmembers: None

ATTEST:

Sahi_

Sarah P. Gorman, City Clerk

COSM 845
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City Council Meeting: December 9; 2014 Santa Monica, California

RESOLUTION NUMBER 10850 (CCS)
(City Council Series) .

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SANTA MONICA
ACCEPTING THE LOS ANGELES COUNTY REGISTRAR RECORDER/COUNTY
CLERK'S OFFICIAL CANVASS AND OFFICIAL STATEMENT OF VOTES CAST FOR
THE CONSOLIDATED MUNICIPAL ELECTION HELD ON NOVEMBER 4, 2014 AND
DECLARING THE RESULTS THEREOF

WHEREAS, a Consolidated General Municipal Election was held in the City of ‘
Santa Monica on November 4, 2014, as required by law; and |

WHEREAS, the prqvisions of the Elections Code of the State of California for the
holding of elections in Charter cities. were complied with in that hotice of the election
was given in the time, form and manner as provided by law; voting precincts were
properly established; election officers were appointéd; {/otes were cast, received and
_can_vassed; and the returns were made and dec!are}ir"iri the time, form and manner as
required; and

WHEREAS, the Los Angeles Registrar Recorder/County Clerk canvassed the
retums of the election and certified the resulfs to the City Council, and those reéuits are

attached and made a part hereof as “Exhibit A",

NOW, THEREFORE, THE-CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SANTA MONICA
DOES RESOLVE AS FOLLOWS:

COSM 846
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SECTION 1. The vote fotals for the Consolidated Municipal Election held on

November 4, 2014, in the City of Santa Monica, as certified by the Los Angeles County

Registrar Recorder/County Clerk, shall be and hereby are approved and adopted as the

formal vote count of the City of Santa Monica for said offices and said measures of said

election.

SECTION 2, Thé names of the candidates on the batlot were:

Santa Monica City Council

Sue Himmelrich
Jerry Rubin

Pam O’Connor
Terence Later
Frank Gruber

Phil Brock

Nick Boles
Whitney Scolf Bain
Zoe Muntaner
Kevin McKeown
Richard McKinnon
Jon Mann
Michael Feinstein
Jennifer Kennedy

Santa Monica Rent Control Board

Nicole Phillis
Steve Duron
Todd Flora

Santa Monica-Malibu Unified School District Board of Education

Laurie Lieberman

Dhun May

Ralph Mechur

Oscar de la Torre

Richard Tavildaran-Jesswein
Craig Foster

Patty Finer

Trial Exhibit 1394 _2

COSM 847




Santa Monica Community College District

Barry Snelf

Maria Loya

Louise Jaffe

Nancy Greenstein
Andrew Walzer
Dennis C.W, Frisch

SECTION 3. The number of fotal ballots cast for this election was:

City of Santa Monica:

REGISTERED PRECINCT VOTE BY MAIL TOTAL
VOTERS BALLOTS BALLOTS BALLOTS
58,803 17,875 10,454 28,333
Santa Monica-Malibu Unified School District Board of Education:
REGISTERED PRECINCT VOTE BY MAIL TOTAL
VOTERS BALLOTS BALLOTS BALLOTS
70,538 21,363 13,224 - 34,591

Santa Monica Community College District:

REGISTERED PRECINCT VOTE BY MAIL TOTAL
VYOTERS BALLOTS BALLOTS BALLOTS
70,453 21,363 13,170 34,537

SECTION 4, The following persons were elected to office as follows:

Candidates electod to the Santa Monica City Council:

CANDIDATE . VOTES PERCENT
Kevin McKeown 10,138 17.08%
Sue Himmelrich 9262 . 15.60%
Pam Q'Connor 5,696 11.28%

3

COSM 848
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Candidates electad to the Rent Control Board:

CANDIDATE VOTES PERCENT

Nicole Phillis . 7,790 . 37.07%

Steve Duron 6,746 32.10%
30.83%

Todd Flora 6,480

Candidates elected to the Santa Monica-Malibu Unified School District:

CANDIDATE VOTES PERCENT
Laurie Lieberman 16,247 20.75%
Richard Tavildaran-Jesswein 12,277 16.71%
Craig Foster 12,126 16.50%
Oscar de la Torre 11,890 16.32%

Candidates elected to the Santa Monica Community College District Board of

Trustees:

CANDIDATE VOTES PERCENT
Nancy Greenstein - 14,604 20.46%
Louise Jaffe ‘ 14,447 20.24%
Barry Sneli - 11,804 16.53%
Andrew Walzer 11,114 15.57%

SECTION 5. Five measures appeared on the ballot. The first measure read as

follows:

MEASURE D Shall the Santa Monica City Charter be amended to

require the City to continue to operate the Santa Monica Airport in-a

manner that supports its aviation uses unless the voters approve

the Airport’s closure or change in use, and until that voter approval

occurs, the City shall be prohibited from imposing additional

restrictions on aviation support services to tenants and airport users

that inhibit fuel sales or the full use of aviation facilities?

COSM 849
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The measure received votes as follows:

Measure D was not approved by the voters by the following votes:

YES VOTES 10,288 41.19%
NO VOTES 14,688 58.81%

The second measure read as follows:

MEASURE FS Shall the City Charter be amended to establish a
maximum annual registration fee of up to $288 per controlied rental
unit and to limit the amount that landlords may pass through to

tenants to 50% of the registration fee?

The measure received votes as follows:
Measure FS was approved by the voters by the following votes:

YES VOTES 12,081 51.57%
NO VOTES 11,325 48.43%

The third measure read as follows:
MEASURE H Shall an ordinance be adopted that amends the real
estate transfer tax so that for commercial and non-commefcial real
estate sold for one million dollars or mbre, the tax rate would be $9

for each thousand dollars of sales price?

The measure received votes as follows:

Measure H was not approved by the voters by the folowing votes:

YES VOTES 10,364 42.50%
NO VOTES 14,020 57.50%

COSM 850
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The fo.urth measure read as follows:
MEASURE HH ADVISORY VOTE ONLY: If the proposed transfer
‘tax on commercial and non-commercial real estate sales is
approved by voters, shouid the revenue be used to preserve,
re-pair, renovate and construct affordable housing for low-income
people who work or live in Santa Mdnica, including seniors,

veterans, working families and persons with disabilities?

The measure recelved votes as follows:
Measure HH was approved by the voters by the following votes:

YES VOTES 12,179 50.53%
NO VOTES 11,923 49.47%

The fifth measure réad as foliows:

MEASURE LC Shall the City Charter be amended to: (1) prohibit
new development on Airport Iand,_ except for parks, public open
spaces and public recreationai-facitities, until the voters approve
limits on the uses and development that may occur on the land; and
(2) affirm the City Council's authority to manage the Airport and to

close all or part of it?

The measure received votes as follows:
Measure LC was approved by the voters by the following votes:

YES VOTES 15,434 60.45%
NO VOTES 10,096 . 39.55%

COSM 851
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SECTION 6. The City Clerk shall enter on the records of the Santa Monica City
Council, a statement of the result of the election showing: (1) the total number of votes
cast for the offices and the measures in the election; (2) the names of the persons voted
for; (3) the text of the measures voted upon; (4) the office that each person was running
for; {5) the number of votes given at each precinct to each berson, and for and against
each ballot measure; and, (6) the total number of votes given to each person, and for

and against the ballot measures.

SECTION 7. The City Clerk shall. immediately make and deliver to each of the
persons so elected a Certificate of Election signed by the City Clerk and authenticated.
The City Clerk shall also administer to each person elected the Qath of Office
prescribed in the Constitution of the State of California and shall have eaph person
subscfibe to it and file it in the office of the City Clerk. All of the persons so elected shall

then be inducted into the office to which they have been elected.

SECTION 8.The City Clerk shall.certify to the adoption of this Resolution, and

thenceforth and thereafter the same shall be'in full force and effect.

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

COSM 852
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Dean C.Logan
Reghitrar-ftecorder/County Clerk

November 28, 2014

Ms. Sarah P. Goman, City Clerk
City of Santa Monica

P.O. Box 2200

Santa Monica, California 90407

Dear Ms. Goman:

Enclosed are the Official Canvass Cerlificate and the Official Statement of Votes Cast by
precinct for the Santa Monica City General and Special Municipal Election consolidated with
the General Elsction held on November 4, 2014,

Please call the Election Planning Secticn at (562) 462-2317, if you have any questions.
Sincerely,

DEAN C. LOGAN
Registrar-Rscorder/County Clerl

Franct Quj&@

FRANCIS GUARO, Head
Election Planning Section

Enciosures
Official Canvass Certificate
Officia Statement of Vates Cast

12400 Imperial Highway, Norwalk, California 90650 {Arpearhenngl

Livoleniel

faYaVYal W oY i}

UUOUIVI OJJ
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Lt S ttached, thws the total number of ballots cast in said jurisdiction, and that the

Qf Cg{:ﬁ_zrqia, DO HEREBY CERTIFY that pursuant fo the
15300 éf seq. of the California Elections Code, I did canvass the

ples cqﬁ .for each elective office and/or measure(s) for

Sowds Hnioa Cityy

. wﬁo{g number .of votes cast for each candidate and/or measure(s) in said jurisdiction
in each of the respective precincts therein, and the totals of the respective columns

' and the totals as shown for each candidate and/or measure(s) are full, true and correct.

.. ' IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my seal this

28tk day of November 2014.

el s

DEAN C. LOGAN |
Registrar-Recorder/County Clérk

County of Los Angeles g i

COSM852
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GOUNTY OF LOS ANGELES - GENERAL ELECTION 11/04rE4 1941 - PAGE- 141900l 14540

SANTAMONCACOMM COULEGE
TOARD OF TRUSTEES
TATENEWT OF voTeS g
STATEMENT OF Vi CAST
BY PRECIGT .;?7 & $‘@ N &
weaisT- |sacots | & ﬁ?’ §=‘ Qﬁ f &
LOGATION mon | oasT | & .#? 8 &
RLIZ - 10500028 W & ) 7 7 W il
VOTE BY MAR. of “ e 8 5t # %
TOTAL m w ol _m|l  wsl  w %
WAL - 405H09A w20 5 5 7 7 5 5
VOTE BY MAIL of  m P 2 % w aa u
TOTM. ol o e A o w
MALIBU- 4050304 Wl W o ) 5 P & [
VOTEBY MAL of 1 & 2 15 n ® 2
ToTAL 02) aail ® s| me as o 7
WALIBU - 40500 1A ] BT 7 B 6 & ] 5
VOTEBY AL o 5 1 5t & " n
TOTAL [ Hi wf w6 o %
MALIGU - 40300514 [ - T & W] wme|  ws| it
VOTEEY MAL d & 5 % 7 5 %
TOTAL 1 ol wel  we]  mel  aww| wm| w
MALIBU - 4050057A 7 R % ) # 7 7 W
VOTESY WAL nl ﬁ:l ® Y T 8 7 4
YoTAL a2 Mo o el | m|
AALIBU - 46500508 T T a £ 4 “ % E:
VOTE BY MATL of e ® # “ % @ @
TOTAL o o 0 8 o 7 & 5
MALIBU~4050062A 7 BT ® 7 W T B i
VOTE BY WAL o = 5 » ® o 5 %
ok g4 w3 wsl  ome} e we| w
WALISU - 406009R T ) 5 7 T @ &
VOTERY NAL of 2w # & 7 :ve H ®
TaTAL o el wi o owl  we] sl W ol
FALIB - AU5006HA T T o 7 5 W i ®
VOTEBY Ak of o @ @ % @ 5
TOTAL, el gsel  ma] vl oves] oqes]  ws| o
WALIRU EIEIGHTS - 306000 1A Y ST b % = % f £
VOTERY MAL 0 7 5 H 7 2 8 8
TOTAL Y T “ & 5 8 5 @
MALIBTREIGHTS ~4060001C" W 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
VOTEEY MAIL g En 8 1 " 8 8 4
TOTL o 2 8 1 ’ ) 8 4
MALIEU HEIGHTS - 0500158 52 # W ® ) ] 0 %
VOTEBY WAL 0 = 6 a 1 8 7 2
TaTAL I e br a ® u @

COSM 855
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COUNTY OF EOS ANGELES GENERAL ELEGTION e e -PACE. 141010l 34548
SANTA MOMCA COMM COLLEGE
BOARD CF TRUGTEES
;lNAL OFFICIAL - " ég’
TATEMENT OF VOTES GAST
BY PREGINGT *;f’ & § & i
REGIST- | BALEOTS
LOGATICH WaToN | oasT | & § S§l ‘gf ég éi%’
WALIBU HEIGETS - A0S0 W 7 ] § 0 T T 7
VOTE BY MALL p 45 9 8 " 8 " 1
TOTAL w0l & g 8 14 8 15 #
WALIED FEIGHTE - F06000h E & % b I W 7 8
VOTEBY MALL :3 1 " P % 2 W 2
FOTAL i B @ & " 4 P
WALTEU HEIGHTS - 40 T2A T = A a0 » u W
VOTEBY WAL ! 131‘ a 2 " 2 27 2
TOTAL il 9B & 5 ® o & 5
SANTA RAONIGA « SPEGT0TA 3t % W W] 10 e
NOTE BY MAL 245 B 44 % as 58 1]
TOTAL & m wel s ws|  wr|
BANTAWRORIDA - GI50007G 1 T T Y R W W
VOTE BY WAL 9 e wel s %
TOTA, sl wal  sst sw| e 1
SANTAMONICA - 62500055 ] I ) I ) \
VOTE BY MAL 0 o P ® # #
TOTAL 0 w0 ool ams|  ael  w
SANTAMONIGA- 5350065 i Ty I 1 Y I
VOTE BY MAL. 7 5 8 # 5 &
TOTAL ou] | mw| |l ol s
SANTA FONTGA - 350008A 0 @ Tat el m
VOTEEY WAL 7 b ™ 108 " &
TOTAL 184 11 232 2 198 142
‘SNTAMOHIA- STE00TOE 10 Y T ) T %
VOTEEY AL & 5 8 H 8 5
TOTAL ml  w|  aul asl |
BRNTA MORICA - CAE00TIR 4 m Y] T Wl s
VOTE BY MALL o % 9 as 7« e
O, wl ws|  mal  ae| 18
SANTAMONICA - 2500958 180 ) (2] 204 201 152 w
OTE BY MAL 10 o w|  owl w ™
TOIR m sl sel sl asl  om
SANTA WOMICA - S2G001ER T8 1 ™Y T W T
VOTEBY HAL, # 4 wl 7 P
TOEAL sl mal aml el am 1
SANTANIOHICH - GE00T7A g Y T 7] T} T
VOTE BY NAL a| 1w el 1 o2 34
TOTAL 1281, T80 248 in w7l M 258 b ]

COSM 856
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES - GENERAL ELECTION 114 1043  PAGE- 141924 14540

SANTAMONIGA GOMM COLLEGE
BOARD OF TRUBTEES
FRAL OFFICIAL
STATEMENT OF YOTER GAST A s § 2
BY PREGINGT g F p & 5 &
A
REGIST- | BALLCTS § F
LOGATION RATICH | CAST ﬁ .§$ SS\ ﬁ & ‘%
SRTAMORIGA - ZEGE10A (5 T % ) Y B BT B )
VOTEGY WAL of s 7 2 & 8 7 5
TOTAL 1385 49z 16§ 38 197 198 178 162
SANTAMONIGA - 62500204 048] Eut 118 % 17 L2 13 128
VOTEBY WAL i ow “ 4 5t “ 5 5
TOTAL ol el ) | oowm| awf  w
SANTA WONICA~ 260024 w2 o ® & m % W
VUTE BY MAIL B o8 L4 H H 48 o 3
ToTAL wi s v ) | e of 1
SANTA WONIGA - 62600268 w ww o % # # % 7
VOTEBY MAL o 8 a0 5 5 4 4
TOTAL ws sl wal  ws) w0l owel owm| o
SANTA MONICA » 626005 1194' L7 ™ T ¥ BT B TY ] )
YOTEBY WAL 4 " Bl @l mw eu L
ToTAL ol wol  om| ol  swl el  am| o
SANTA MONICA.. CZ50027A [ BT G Y BT BT 7
VOTE BY bAIL of e wl ® ] & &
TOTAL wel 4wl wm]  w| wef ] we]
SANTA WONIGA- 62600324 e | e ® we| W | W
VOTE BY MAIL 0 Ei] . 88 m s " 5
TOTAL vl eml  ww)  we|  mal  wmml  m|
GANTA MONICA - 62500344 - 1185 a2 134 3 181 175 138 i
VOTE Y WAL o 0 ot n Bl w &
TOTAL el et ) el e} | veb e
SANTA NGHIC - G200508 (17 S T ] L I D
VOTE BY WAR. 0 188 # 3 80 % B 5t
TOTAL el eatl  we| gl sl ol sl w
SANTANMOHIGA - 26004 1A 77 BT T Wl | Wl w] w
VOTE BY WAL of g ” o % » % &
TOTAL 27 57 w 181 2% 2 184 175
SANTA MONICA - 6261045 (77— I S A )
VOTE BY WYL g e 53 @ % 7 a0 2
TOEAL 134 405 155 iS5 242 216 i) e
BANFA HIONCA. - GZSU0AGA T 7 Y I 171 B TY I V1) I Y B
VOTE BY MAIL g 194 ] 85 9 3 8 §7
TOTAL wy m| el o) |l om|  ow
SANVAMONCA. GEVIO50 B my e XY T I BT 7
VOTEBY MAL o s s 4 5 7 4 3
ToTAL i o owm| oesi | ows|  we| s

COSM 857
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COUNTY OF LO% ANGELES - QENERAL ELECTION e 1044 -PAGE- 141830f 14548
SANTAMONIGA COMI COLLEGE
BOARD OF TAUSTEES
FHNAL OFFICIAL ﬁ
STATEMENT OF VOTES GAST & - éﬁv - & &
BY PRECINGT 3 &g 5 & 0&
REGIST- | BALLOTS § f
LOCATION et § j’ g &
‘SANTA MONIGA ~ S350051A | i 108 ] I3 3 !
VOTE BY MALL o ) 3 L % @ o
TOTAL . e 2% 151 208 241 1% 12
GANTA FIONIGA - 62600528 01 % =l [ ) 0 7
VOTE BY MAlL el o 4 0 » 8
| TOFAL 01 iy Bi 194 138 t3 105
SANTAMONIGA - 62600534 1252 @ 3 105 5 0 ]
VOTE BY KL o %0 & 87 ] 5§ &7
TOTAL 1262 143 2 7 188 8 48
SANTAMGHNIGA - S250056A o1 “ ) 5 5 ® 7]
VOTEBY MAL 0 19 % 2 B 1 2
TOTAL 551 8 o4 75 7 a8 75
SAHTAMONIGA - 6250060A &7 70 I 7 3 [ 4
VOTE BY MALL o & & (3 B 5 a7
TOTAL B3 120 1% 198 162 11 o)
SANTA HONIGA- 02500818, oo 18 15 1o 45 W o) &S
VOTE &Y Wil o 8 5 ® # » ]
TOTAL o 148 100 148 189 181 168
GANTA MONIGA - 260067 &7, 7 % @ 18 ) )
VOTE BY MAL B ) 3 » 7 8 0
TOTAL ) 47, 125 138 130 1583 122 22
BANTA HONIGA - 6250057, W it 0 1 168 w [
VOTE BY MAIL o & % 4 ) ) su
TOTAL pa 158 09 w7 708 155 123
SANTA MONICA - 62500880 562 E] [ % ) m &
VOTE BY MAKL o 2 ” 3 % % %
TOTAL 582 5 % o 18 8 P
SANTAMONICA - 62500894 14 155 o7 [ T8 ) fir
VOTE BY A, o 6 5 ] = ® 0
TOTAL 49 ot 175 269 %3 1#5 177
SANTA MOMICA- 6250070 104 5 02 03 186 ™ 16
VOTEBY WAL ! w Y 12 19 ] 6
TOTAL 101 % % 3% 305 212 m
SANTA MONIGA - 20007 A Tab P7T % 1 T2 1o & [
VOTEBY MAIL 9 % 2 4 ® & 4
TOTAL 0 aﬁl 1 185 45 15 125 w
SANTA MONICA - 52600728 1284 522 100 s %57 7 ) s
VOTE BY MARL 0 m 198 8 120 128 1oz 162
TOTAL 1ou4 70 %0 219 an an 280 7

Trial Exhibit 1394 13

COSM 858




COUNTY OF LOR ANBELES - QGEMERAL ELEGTKON T4 045  -PAGE- 1digdof 14548

SANTA MOM;CA COMM COLLEGE
BOARD OF TRUSTEES

FINAL OFFIFIAL 5‘;
STATEMENT OF YOTES CAST

BY PREGINCT g F ‘;;‘iiu g & &

REGIST- | BALLOTS 5§
LOGATION ReGIST, | BT f §F § ég £ Qé?

BANTA MONIGA - 12500790 [ a3 2 B ) 14 (] )
VOTE BY MAIL 0 178 w E ] Y ) 54
TOTAL 078 491 213 120 252 287 182 bLi]
SANTAMORIGA - GZ50G75A 08 £ 3 [ 1 D) 78 %
VOTE BY WAL 0 12 ] » 5 ] % a
TOTAL 826 a4 128 13 168 167 113 142
SANTAMONICA - 62600614 103 4 % 129 18l 189 "2 159
VOTE BY MAIL 0 145 5 n @ &5 0 )
TOTAL 1508 544 188 162 247 254 12 208
SANTAMONICA - 62500034 1) it ] 108 220 PiT) 157 )
VOTE BY MAL : o‘ 214 8 2 104 108 7 7
TOTAL 1160 2 in a 325 230 2t
SANTAMONICA - 62500854 1252! 3 o 182 164 1% 126
VOTE BY MAIL 0 ] a7 108 118 " 8
TOTAL, 1282 26 03 260 n 167 201
SANTA MONIGA - 6250089A 1907 207 168 704 242 ] 188
VOTE BY MAK, 0 12 8 135 2 104 74
TOTAL 1207 a 236 K 404 24 m
SANTAMONICA - $250002A 1231 e (5 83 178 128 128
VOTE BY MAIL 9 g ® 1 0 7% #
TOTAL 1231 i) 143 304 247 207 208
SANTA SAONICA 62580045 ml 3 ) 15 120 % %
YOTE BY MAIL [& 74 6 6 a3 44 #
TOTAL b 148 142 178 183 13 27
SANTAMONICA - 62500954 a1 o 01 167 172 15 17
VOTEBY MAIL g ] o 108 16 o &
TOTAL 131t 221 168 2% 28 23 %0
SANTA MONICA - 2500837 1109 9 % %2 188 118 17
VOTE BY MAIL. 0 77 47 13 B8 1] 48
TOTAL 1199 ot 163 247 254 165 5
SANTA MONICA - 62501064 %5 % ) 12l 2z ] 7
VOTE BY MAlL, ] T8 £3 a7 ;] &7 40
TOTAL 058 114 163 208 26 148 Lt
SANTA MONICA - 6350107A 118t 12 107 1 166 2 o
VOTE BY MAlL, B 105 57 128 15 % i
TOTAL 116t 2% 164 o8t 201 202 154
BANTA MONICA - E263110D 15 ) ) 116 1oz 9 3
VOTE BY WAL . o 5 40 % 8 1] ]
TOTAL i L] 122 bl 73 160 12

COSM 859
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES . GENERAL ELEGTION 1 1048 -PACE - Mis5 ol 153
SANTA MONIGA GOMM GOLLEGE
BOARD OF TRUSIEES
STATENENT OF VOTES o457 &
MENT OF VOTES ©
BY PRECICT ég}’ $ £ N 4; )
REGIST- | BALLOTS
LOGATION Raton | G | & §T éﬁ‘ £ g t3 5%%?

SANTANONICA - 0T13A 77 I T B W] W[ W m

VOTE BY MAL of 2 5 & w o ® P
TOTAL T . | | .
SANTAMONCA - GZR0T21A 77 SN T Y N T BRTY BT B T ™)

VOTE BY WAl o w 5 o o & o
TOTAL wos| st wol |  mel o]  we|
SANTABONGA - 250125 1T ™ B W[ w| | 13| W

VOTEBY MAL of 2 w W | w 7 8
ToTAL e el el  w}  om| s  m| w
SANTAHIONICA - G260127A o wml wal @] W] ws| 4] W

VOTEEY WAl o m % & ” 6 1 ®
TOTAL 1072 sl me|  oml  wt] ws| m
SANTA FONICA - GZ50T20R T N % C R TY BT (3 3

VOTE BY ML 0 % s | 6 5
ToTAL o & pol  wl wal we| W e
TOPANGA- 7100083K %5 ¥ ? 0 0 [ 0 o =

YOTE BY NI, o 2 2 54 4 ¥ %
ToTAL e I 2 2 5 2 2 2
TOPANGA. TIOO0ER 7 T ® G G o ®

VOTEEY MAL [ @ 5 8 7 » &
TOTAL mofl . sol  ws| | am|  wel e
BALLOT GROGP 181 G018 5 9 0 v 0 0 5 s

VOTE BY WAL 01 y 2 0 1 2 1 0
TOTRL v 4 2 0 1 2 1 0

COSM 860
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES - GENEFAL FLECTION 14sia 1047 -PAGE- 14150l 14546
SANTAMONIGA GOMM GOLLEGE
BOARD OF TRUSTEES
FINAL OFFICIAL, ﬁ
STATEMENT OF VOTES GAST g’ - g &
BY PRECINGT & F F g
X S ¥ o7 & &
LOGATION RRGIST: | RALLOTS & § & f&‘
RATION | GAST & 4
PRECINGT TOTAL T miews| 79| oae|  Gooz|  ewi) Gy e
VBKTOTAL 8wy el wme]| s set] ams| s
BROUPTOTAL 8 4 2 9 1 2 1 0
GRAND TOTAL THR|  aamer] v | ez| | deed| | o

Trial Exhibit 1394_16
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES - GENERAL ELEGTION 114 W51 -PAGE- 170l 14348
SANTAMONICA-MALIEL UN 6CH
BILARD OF ETUGATION

EINA. OFFICIAL &

STATEMENT OF VOTES GAST 5 & &

8Y PRECINGT o & S f 45§

Realst | eawors | & F & F $§' &
LOGATION : § azgé" & &
RATION | GAST & fs g &

TARLIEG - 4050027 7 759 7] ® % ) 3 1 %
VOTE BY MAlL 9 165 ) 13 2 &2 5 © 1
TOTAL i R 2 4 58 o 8 244 #
WALTBU- 4050100A a7 250) ] ] (Y] B 50 W 3
YOTE BY MAL 0 14t a8 1 2 » % o 19
TOTAL ) 31 128 58 & % ® g51 %0
MALIBH) - 40500043 [ 1 2 1% ) ) % 5 o
VOTE BY MAlL 9 ¥ # v 3 ] H 8 s
TOTAL &2 7 [ % [ 50 & 24 #
MALIU -4050014A &7 255 ] 7 o w0 W 6 )
VOTEBY MAL b 14 & 9 8 4 % 8 3
TOTAL &7 449 102 * o4 ol n 244 8
MALIB - 405005 1R 265 &5 1 ) o " B 260 5
VOTESY Mal 0 8 [ ] f " 85 128 15
TOTAL 1288 &4 164 102 108 2 e 48 e
MALIBE - 40500577 812 298 ) ] % M [ % M o
VOTE BY MATL o 27, 1 2 i 4 64 143 E|
TOTAL 82 28 17 5 0 13 121 Py 7
WAiBD - 40500565 ) [ ) ) ] Al ) 64 7y
VOTE BY MAIL 9 1% 55 # % % @ 10t 5
TOTAL o34 o M % 5 T 5 205 a8
MALIEL - 4050002A P T W T 5 % = 245 %
VOTE BY MAL p 250 5 za 25 B m 153 25
TOTAL wi 6% 132 Vi & 0 11 418 st
WALIEY - 20500037 o Fr w0 = Y] [ 73 Tie &
VOTE BY WAL ;| 23 ) = ) [ i 128 P
TOTAL a1y a0 145 70 7 15 e 28 7
MALIBU - 0500647 310 ] 0 i § 8 I ®
VOTEBY MALL 247 7 ) & 56 W 128 0
TOTAL 149 857 70 &2 2 1w 139 310 1n
MALIEU HEIGHTS - 106000 1A 77 4 % ® 5% % ) % )
VOTE 8Y MALL 0 7 1 .z 9 15 1 ) 3
TGTAL 4 187 5 % 31 ® a 5 2%
WAL B0 FIEIGHTS - ADBOIRIE" Ty o 0 ) ) v B o )
VOTEBYMAL o 28 ¥ 2 1 7 3 7 1
TOTAL £ 7 7 2 1 7 3 7 1
MAALIBD HEIGHTS - 4050003A BT H % il # ] T e} i
VOTE BY MAL 9 3 5 § 2 7 5 B 5
TOTAL 54 113 27 21 13 8 1 51 16

Trial Exhibit 1394 17
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GOUNTY OF LOS ANGELES - GENERAL ELECYION 144 1052 -PAGE- 1408l 14548
SANTAMONICA-MALIBUUN 6GH
BOARD OF EDUCATION

FINAL OFFICIAL

STATEMENT OF VOTES CAST F gfi‘? &

BY PRECINGT % & f & § & é&b

LOGATON recisT. | meors | 4 s § g& iﬁa gf-’ &
RaTioN | cAsT | F &F <& &

WALIBY REIGHTS - 40600035~ 0 [ b ] ] [] ] 0 [
VOTE BY WAL 0 A 1 7 T 8 1 2 4
TOTAL 10 45} 12 7 7 8 13 26 4
MM IBU HEIGHTS - 1080004 3 B 11 ] 8 [ i 8 [
VOTESY WAL o 103! 7] 19 5 1] a8 4 %
TOTAL LG 1w a EL) ¥ L 5 2] P4
MALIBU HEIGHTS - 40600124 [ 28 ) 7] 21 41 e [ 18
VOTE BY MALL [} 131 4 F] 2 B 31 82 15
TOTAL 516 54 75 57 4 4 51 181 2
SANTA MONICA « 62500014 093] 317 8 45 FEE i g ) 7]
VOTE BY MAIL b 215 % 21 7 7 %) 56 19
TOTAL $03) 532 233 E L] 167 174 152 154 73
'SANTA MONICA - 6250003C 011 333 i68 ET 138 115 181 Tig ]
VOTE BY MR 0 25| " ] 103 ) ) T8 4“4
TOTAL 1ot 584 3t W Wt 197 222 185 )
'SANTA MONICA - 6255005A 408 [ ] 163 151 161 [Ez] 5%
VOTE Y MARL 188 » % & E 80 % 7
TOTAL 594 43 M 218 24 244 168 )
SARATA MONIGA - 42500067 23 201 2 [ 143 152 81 64
VOTE BY MAIL 19 s 80 P13 n n L::] 48 28
TOTAL 64 21 0 213 2 45 W, ®
SANTA MORICA - 62500087 ET 164 [ 7] ® 102 7] 55
VOTE BY MALL 244 w % 7 6 86 ] »
TOTAL 5 255 15 178 18 it 186 #
SANTA MONIGA - GZ50010E 20 180 # 105 11t % ® [
VOTE BY MAIL 188 L] % il F) & ) 23
TOTAL 508 248 b 178 184 190 151 E]
SANTA MONICA - 62600114 25| 124 [ 3 o 102 ] 19
VOTE BY MAIL 216 L] % w 7 a [ ]
TOTAL 512 o ) 150 168 164 152 a7
SANTA MONICA - 62605168 418 an 56 159 63 TS 135 59
VOTE BY MAL 8 i % 19 i 11t ] 50
TOTAL 725 5 ) 268 263 276 214 109
SANTA MONICA - 62500164 403 0 8 165 [ 6 132 [
VOTE BY MAL 5 o9 0 ] & Fe 21 1]
FORAL 850 03 % 239 229 239 185 %
SANTA MONICA - 62600174 7] FIT E) 167 128 152 72 [
VOTE Y MAE 209 13 % 1 [} 9% w 5
TOTAL 730 a4 ® 278 ny 245 7 m

Trial Exhibit 1394_18
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-| COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES - GERERAL ELEGTION T 1053 -PAGE- 141930 14548

SANTAMONIGR-MALIBL U SCH
BQARD OF EDUGATION

FINAL QOFRICLAL

STATEMENT OF YOTES CAST . @.3‘ ¥ & & &
BY PREGINCT § §& & P F 4

LOGATION REGIST- | BALLOTS §’ Qg éi,t' &ré?,‘f r%@ &é“’ &
. panoN | cawr | 3 s = &

GANTA RONICA - 62600158 9 27 T 3 i 105 ) T M)
VOTEBY WAL o 205 " 29 o5 5 7 55 e
TOTAL 135 42 213 & 188 iH 176 164 82
SANTA RONIGA - 250020 1068 3 2] ] I W T [T 0
YOTEBY MAIL 5 154 ® 2 5 [ ) 43 23
ToTAaL 1068 5% 5 Bt 189 197 176 185 %
SANTA MONIGA~ BO5029A ] 219 w7 5 7 T 7 70 %
VOTEBY MAIL u 5 & 14 3 4 @ 81 10
TOTAL 764 a7, 164 5 108 131 126 107 £
SANTA MONIGA - 67500255 Toss E%T & & @ s o T 3%
VOTE BY MALL 0 120 8 % 4 &7 50 ) 2
TOTAL 1083] 36 %53 7 108 167 141 110 ot
SANEA MONIGA - 62500267 1 ) 5 18 108 " % ]
VOTE BY MAL i o0 1 2% "3 & % 5¢ %
TOTAL 1194 08 358 i 28 263 o 1 137 2,
SANTA MONGA- 62500207 = £ Tib T 161 & % » n
YOTE BY MAL. [ 168 7l 2 56 53 4T § 2%
TOTAL 2 417 198 58 17 11y 143 1 5
SANTA MONICA - G250030A 183 207 7 r ) T2 0 T} %
VOTE BY MAL o 025 104 » % & b &% a
TOTAL 1123 838 241 ® 27 22 173 158 %
SANTA MONICA - 8250034A 1465 367 m 5 a1 i 153 ) &
VOTE BY WAL o' 201 " % ® 0 o 8
TOTAL 1168 563 270 # 191 o 21 1 8
SAMTA MONIGA - 82600565 il e [ " [T 1ie 70 1 0
VOTEBY MAI q 189 o0 26 ki 7 o o )
TOTAL - 14 521 246 ) 198 15 150 17 &
SANTA MONICA- G2E004TA, 1275 CT 7 [ 9 b [t a1 2
VOTEBY MAIL u‘ 208 ] 29 7 % % o 2]
TOTAL 1275 57 238 102 198 25 21 157 7
SANTA MONICGA - E250045A T 306 T 7] ] 7 i 0% ]
VOTEBY MAL m:i 186 ] # I L % & 2
TOTAL 1 a5 23 161 161 187 205 63 %
‘SANTA MOMEA - 62500464 T 4 T ) 7 5 rT o 7
YOTE BY Al 3 104 % 2% 1 ) o ] )
TOTAL 12 558 il o 198 205 0 58 8
SANTA MONIGA - 6250050A el 3 A B 110 [ T3 7 #
VOTE BY MALL 145 [ o) 5 8 60 3
TOTAL 012 4 20 8 159 m 102 1

COSM 864
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COUNTY OF LO§ ANGELES - GEMERAL ELECTION 190414 1054 < PAGE- 14200 of 14548

BANTAMONICA-MALIBLIUN SCH
BOARD GF EOUCATION
FINAL OFFICIAL F
STATEMENT OF VOTES GAST f 3 §§§ & s
BY PREGINGT ‘ £ & & s & &
LOCATION REcia. | BaLlors | 4 ég § &c‘%’ A‘f{f g-"'* &
RATION | CAST | ¥ 2 &
SANTA MONIGA - GZ50051A Er ) Ti@ 3] 7T T ™ " 1]
VOTE Y MAL u‘ 198 ” 2% w 6 n 5 3
TOTAL 1237 563 228 & 108 19 14 1 10
SANTA HONIGA - 62500528 01 70 [ ) &7 [ 7 ] 3
VO BY MAL o 117 5 18 39 " 4 2% 2
TOTAL 901 oo 3 5 105 136 115 7 &
“SANTA WOTAGA - G250053A 1257 Iy 104 ) ) 10 M & 5
VOTE BY MAL 9 20 74 ) 5 " @ 8 %
TOTAL 1252 488 168 o 134 158 164 e &
SANTAMONICA - 6250050 Y] 2] 58 a0 B & £ % B
VOTE BY MAL 0 7 ) " w 1 » 2 1
TOTAL 954 200} 78 “ # 6 B & %
ANTA SONIGA - BZB000R o 183 0 3 & ) [ [ I
VOTE BY MALL 0 124 © ® o @ 5 a0 n
TOTAL anl o 149 ) 17 10 2 108 5 .
EANVANIONICA - G2G0TBTA 991' e 127 5 " 51 19 % ®
VOTEBY HAL ! # 4 18 a2 ) 4 ® 18
TOTAL o 976 1 7 5 27 5 118 i)
‘SANTA WONIA - 62000627 7] = 12 5 o W % 8 ®
VOTE BY MAL 8 o » w 21 aq 2 » i
TOTAL L 45 184 % 119 187 123 113 i)
SANTA FIGHIGA - SZ6006TA ) %7 ] a2 1a7 w7 ] ]
VOTE BY MAL 56 7 ® &5 5 % 1
TOTAL 25 Y 198 182 200 14 4
SANTA MONICA - CZG000ED m % 7 % 7 5 P
VOTE BY MAL 3 1 2 27 o ] %
TOTAL e 4 $ 2 o © 4
SANTA MONICA- 62500697 165 [ g T [ W s
VOTE Y MAL P b 7 6 5 5 al
TOTA 60 1 2 204 28 157 ®
SANTA MONIGA - 62500707 ) 5 1 T 378 125 5
VOTEBY AL 1 @ 2 * 105 5% %
TOTAL e 8 Pl 231 283 e &
‘SANTA MONIGh - BZ0071A 18 I Bt 02 % 8 m
VOTE BY MAL 1 & 47 1% » %
TOFAL 158 8 123 189 16 102 #
SANTA MONICA - 6250072A 20 & o 200 £ 66 70
VOTE BY MAL 195 ® 17 ™ i 7 2
TOTAL : 120 79 M 2 | %02 848 23 12

COSM 865
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GOUNTY OF LOS ANGELES - GENERAL ELEGTION 114 055 -PAGE- 4201 14548

SANTA MONIGA MALIBU UN SCH
BDARD OF EDUCATION

FINAL OFRCIAL =&

STATEMENT GF VOTES GAST g &5 F &

BY PRECIGT g $ f ﬁ, - & ég

RECIST- | BALLOTS
LOCATION RATION | cAST § § 4‘9 Dgéy &, g?@ 3‘? &

SANTA HONEA - 2500708 FrT] [ T&7 P 7] 2 ] 10t B
VOTE BY MAIL o 178 ) % w % o4 ® 2
TOTAL a8 I 247 ) 246 206 o 186 &
SANTA MONICA- 02500784 o28] 2] 2 9 ® 104 0 i %
VOTEBY MAIL 3 ) 58 2 48 ) 4 % 1%
TOTA. 5 3 175 o 185 148 " [y 5
SANTA MONICA - 82500814 1103 4 17 ) o 167 66 9 o
VOTE BY MAL 0 1:21 % 2 7 5 18 o 7
TOTAL 110 § 255 107 2 242 218 169 o
SANTR MONIGR - 62500630 1180) A 2 [ 162 w7 8 16 &
VOTE BY MAL o 21 118 24 5 77 8 55 7
TOTAL 1190 18 29 £ 175 244 7 0 H
SANTA MONIGA - 62500858 %2 YT ] 7] ™ = e 3 ]
VOTE BY MAL I 27 119 ] I 0 8 of @
TOTAL 250 621 25 ) 330 25 P 19 a7
SANTA MONICH.- 62600684 =7 57| 284 [ 21 218 203 i) @
VOTE BY MAL o 28 " 38 148 108 i 7 n
TOTAL 1207 820 m 125 7 327 65 28 iz
SANTA MONICA- 5200724, 1231 363 i 8 18 7] T ) o
YOTEBY MAIL i) 233; 15 41 B 1] 2 H aa
TOTAL 1851 596 06 0 250 214 756 1% o
SANTA MONICA- 2500048 03 04 1o & ] 0 1 it D
VOTEBY MAL 0 185 & 3 0 s o & #
TOTAL sy . gy 181 54 164 163 1 128 [
"BANTA MONICA - 6250055 191 359 s @ ) W7 T 7 7
VOTE BY WAL 9 %7 ] 0 o ] 9% L7 )
TOTAL 1911 510 0 2 185 203 219 174 108
SANTA MORICA - 62500984 1198 983 168 57 118 i 143 114 ]
VOTE BY MAIL 0 180 # % 7 0 78 a8 n
TOTAL 1199 674 268 2 28 201 2 o) B
‘SANTA MONIGA - G250100K 055 7 I I3 04 118 115 B ]
VOTE BY MAIL 1% &% Y » 1% ) 2 26
TOTAL %5 484 20 78 171 1 18 m 7
‘SANTA MONIGA - 6260 107A 1181 4 7 51 ) [T W [ ]
YOTE BY MAL 258 122 % e % 04 & %
TOIAL 1181 04 39 7 257 229 24 156 05
SANTAMONICA - 62501 16D o 260 2 5 W 77 s 3 [
YOTEBY WAL 167 n 7 0 58 55 '] 2!
TOTAL 9l 455 200 % 1 15 10 1 [

COSM 866
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GOUNTY OF LOS ANGELES - GEHERAL ELEGTION 1L 1058 -PAGE- 142020l M58
SANFAMOMICANALIBY N SCH
BOARD CF EDUGATION

FINAL OFFIGIAL

SFATEMENT OF VOTES GAST & ¥ g §
Y PREGNGY £ § _g & 5 &

REQIST- | BALLOTS § é%é
LOGATION RATON | GAST § & q?q' s «f§

GRNTA MONICA « 6950118 E ) % [T 1% Tt ] 5
VOTE BY MAIL 23 165 57 7 b 7 # #
TOTAL &3] 254 % 1% 164 1% 160 a
SANTAMONICA- 625092 3A w1 7 &% 17 7 135 "] 0
VOTE BY MAL 183 EY B & [ 64 54 E)
TOTAL 59 280 184 208 100 169 @
SANTA MONIGA - 250125 D 19 P 157 7 ] e 3]
VOTE BY MAL 242 7 2 ol | n 3 2
TOTAL 57| a 2] 238 208 260 18 &
SANTAMONICA - GATHZTA a ] (] 0 7] T4 115 8
YOTEBY MAL tssl [ ) 7 @ 86 i b
TOTAL ) o % 20 283 222 168 84
SANTA MONIGA - 62601204 878 20 1% 3 % 76 3 116 7
VOTE BY MAIL o 2] 1w 2 W 5 ) # 29
TOTAL 8 28] 253 0 176 139 21 178 % -
SANTA MONIGA - $260 186" & o 9 ¢ [ b ] 0 3
VOTERY MAL I &4 2 4 % 18 1 18 12
TOEAL £ 54 24 4 8 % 1 13 1
TORANGA- 7100032 755 o ] v v T 9 ] I
VOTE BY MAL 9 199 ) 14 o 4 4 LY 16
TOTAL 755 134 £3 14 7 4 o ! 15
TOPANGA- 71000334 wm‘ 8t 107 # 50 [ % 178 43
YUTE BY MAIL o 2% . 2 ] o 2 108 %
YOTAL 1008 530) giS) 76 102 166 127 200 3
BALLOT SROUP 181 - S8BHBIA ] 0 ¢ 9 [} 0 0 ] 0
VOTE BY MAL q 4 2 0 1 2 2 1 8
TOTAL 4 4 2 0 1 2 2 1 [

Trial Exhibit 1394 22
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GOUNTY OF LOS ANGELES -

QENERAL ELEGTION 1104714 1057 -PAGE - 420 of 14548
SANTAMONICA-MALIBLI UN SGH
BOWRD OF EDUCATION
FIHAL OFFICIAL
STATEMENT OF YOTES GAST 5 §
BY PREGINGT & & &
REGIST- | BALLOTS ﬁ . & &
LOGATION RATION | GAST :§’ f 531* f S &
FREGINGT TOTAL Toen | 216 ] §53 0 761 7656 ) 32
VBMTOTAL W e 5713 768 4490 a7 4419 4357 4
GADUP TOTAL [l 4 2 [ 1 2 2 1 o
GRAND TOTAL 7053 aedl]  iGedt S0 Hisga | 11w 1277|128 58

Trial Exhibit 1394_23
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GOUMFY GF LOS ANGELES - GEMERAL FLECTION ) 71 -PAGE. 14289 of 14548
SANTA MONIGA CITY GEMMUKI
COUNGILMEMDER

FIMAL OFFIGIAL £

STATEMENT OF VOTES 03T & y & g & &

BY PRECINGT § f éj}' éy g §

ReqT- | BALOTS | F 3 g Qé d§
LOCATION RATON | oasT | & & & § "?§ §
SRNTAMONICA - 6250001 & (3] 317 0 18 ) 5 89 [ 4 ] [ %2 5 %
VOTE BY MAL 0 21 9 § il k] 3 52 5 b 7 57 E] 5
TOTA. ] 32 i3 4] 123 & L) 139 8 2 15 t40 80 i
SANFA MORIOA - 62500030 1041 S w7 [ 7 48 o 7 & 3 ] G 0 7
VOTE BY MAR B 265 58 [ [ 8 5t a9 16 & 5 ) ) 9
TOTAL B 699 %5 15 7 86 o) 3 2 a7 14 7 13 19
SANTAMONICA - 62500058 1 408 160 1 [ [0 57 [ % 1 ] 1% ] 2%
VOTE BY MAIL o 8 72 5 [ 8 23 ) 9 & t 2 2 a
TOTAL 1184 534 o 2 163 % 35 162 ¥ 2 » ey ¥ 24
SANTA MONGA - B250006A 107 2 15 3t ] [T T ) ) 7] ? 163 57 3
VOTEBY MAR [ 181 ] 8 L] " 2 33 g ] & s 32 ]
TOTAL 1079} 64 22 ) 142 i 103 13t 3 2 1 203 # a4
SANTA MONICA < 82500084 1% 290 [3 % 7 17 ) 7 b ) 7 '] 7 )
VOTE BY MAIL o 260 %) 18 b " Er] 5 u 21 8 ] & 8
TOTAL 11321 555 151 4 14 31 108 112 £ 30 3] W ) 2
SANTA MONICA - G250010E 112 309 166 19 58 1 4 [ 2t ” Y [ ] 4]
VOTEBY MALL o 199, ) 1z # 9 EY) 40 1 8 7 o k3] ©
TOTAL 1102] 603 17 3 A 2 76 [0 5 24 15 166 80 9 ]
SANTA MONIGA - 6250011A 1163 2% (3] Y] B2 1 56 51 14 B 10 7] [ 2
VOTE BY MAIL 0 214 5 % B ! 50 28 15 " 3 “H % 1
TOTAL 1103 512 137 8 15 29 100 7 29 ) 1 163 ] L
SANTA MONICA - 82560168 1047 4 0 17 04 25 73 1 [13 [ [ 141 7 7
VOTE BY MALL 0 % B3| 5t % 1) 4 8 B 7 137 8 28
TOTAL 247 725 225 % %5 50 2 2 % % ] 278 e )
SANTAMONICA - 52500184 T 1% 1 04 3t [ 113 ] 16 0 15 [ a3
VOTE BY MAL 4 % 15 65 % 2 5 9 13 3 7 ] 13
TOTAL 1328 219 % 169 5 o 176 3t 2 3 ol o 34
SANTAMONIGA - 6250017A 1261 12z u 196 & [ 130 16 21 9 o7 102 ]
YOTEBY MAL D 75 ] 7 4 b 8 18 12 2 o & 9
TOTAL 1261 17 o 177 108 164 28 35 33 1 prig 167 33
GANTA MONICA- 62600 10A 1365 [ ) ) 28 o ) k] 8 ] [ 7] 3
VOTEBY MAIL of ;] 1 i ] 2 % 8 1 3 ] % 15
TOTAL 1385 163 55 126 a 62 2] 1 23 5 7 [ %
SANTA MONICA - 6260020 1068 (%5 il ) 18 ) 56 15 2 % ) 48 7]
VOTE BY MAlL o 53 [ 2 7 ® K Y 10 2 % k1 13
TOTAL 1064 188 o7 102 23 8t 98 2% 3 7 " 7% 35
BANTA MONICA - 62600244 783 ] 1% 50 it % 3 1 ] 8 [ 2 )
VOTE 5Y WAl o & 8 # ¢ 2% 15 3 5 4 ¥ 5 a
TOTAL 79 11 15 81 1 56 51 2 18 2 10 E'] 3
COSM 869




Trial Exhibit 1394_25

COUNTY OFLOSANGELES.  GENERAL ELECTION 11081 152 - PAGE- 1201 of 14540
SANTAMONICA CITY GEN MUNI
GOUNCAMEMSER

FINAL OFFICIAL &

GTATEMENT OF VOTES CAST 5@ § Eg & §

BY FREGINGT S § g ‘55? P g ¢ &

AeoveT. | Bators | & g @@ .zigg
LOCATION hanon | omr | & f F F: & | F §$ & & | ¢

SENTAMONIC - GTS00288 {0 T m W % W 7] B B 5 5 ) 5 e

NOTEBY MAIL ' mgl 0 U 1 ] L] 28 7 1 3 1 % 5 1
TOTAL 1 aaa] 107 51 100 " % 7 3 1 o] m 5 ®
SANTAMONICA - Z60026R 1194 12 % % # 9 18 Ta % T I 7 5

VOTEBY WAL u % P ® 8 1 & % 3 7 i om 5 u
TOTHL 1194 o B g W 15 2 @ wl  m 7 4
GANTA MONECA - S260020A ) H 5 " ] & 1 0 5 ® I 1

VOTEBY MAL a s o 7 3 5 4 4 4 6 % 1
TOTAL w 2 ® % i IR i7 o o] w 7 %
SANTA MONKA . E200032A o9 % 0 1 a (r 7 3 CY D % u
VOTEEY Malk & 1 8 § ey 5 7 9 ® 73 w 3
TaTAL 7 | 1w 2 7l w 2% 1 n| % 5
SANTAMONTGA - G250034A s 2 W ) P 0 o ? T T 8 3

VOTE BY WAL 7 9 4 # % & 7 5 5 & ® s
TOTAL 28 5] w S 2 1 ml  aw % »
TANTA WONICA - 52500360 i n % 7 ) & W 2 [] ST & »
VOTE BY MAL 7 1 5 12 2 2 i 1 3 8 n 10
TOTAL g2 i im 8 o o P 2 It & 2
SANFA FIONICA - S2E0A [ T B T W 3 " 3 5 2 o [T} T i B

VT BY MAIL o o 8 0 ] 1 2 ® 1 w7 5] @ 2 ®
oA ol @i @l 2 n 8 % 3 n]l  m 7 o
BANTA MONIGA - G250045A [T A m 7 % % % o 2 B 7 7 4 E

VOTE BY MAIL 9 1] 5 ¥ # 1 n " 0 : ® ® 7 i
TOTAL wd  as  w % m = & % ® 2 nl W 7 #
SANTAMONICA » 62500485 W W 7 w » ® & 7 % Y BT 70 2
VOTE BY MALL 184 s 9 & 18 3 = 7 » 2 % # 8
TOTAL 0 ssel | 4 % an 2 2 8 1 104 2
SANTARIONIGA. 62500564 e i 9 1 [ T 5 o i I T o m
VOTE BY MAL o s 6 0 a i 2 1 8 8 5 5t 2 1
o o I I | % 5% 2 18 1 w]  ® 4 %
SAVFA WORIGA - G26005TA w w12 L ST T T [ 3 b 2 ] ) 5
YOTEBY AL o B y 7 1 " 3 B 7 2 ] 17 12
ot e I Bl W 4 o w 24 ® ] 1w 7 o
SATTAMONTGA - 62500528 %01 o 7 0 # = % @ s s 16 ® i I
VOTEBY MAL o # 9 16 8 7 7 2 8 1 4 8 3
TOTAL gyl e 119 2 i 1 a @ it n T 25 21
SANTANIONICA- 6250050A {7 T o ) ) 8 M i 19 ® W 7 3 #
VOTE BY BaAlL d e 2 1 st 18 50 ) 9 1 1 5 2 1
ToTAL e 145 ul % 7 n 2 ) #l  m 8 %

COSM 870




Trial Exhibit 1394_26

COUNTY GF LOS ANGELES - QENERAL ELECTION 1973 -PAGE~ 142950t 14540
SANTA MONIGA GITY GENMUN)
COUNGILMEMBER

FiNAL OFFICIAL & L&

STATENENT OF VOTES CAST * ﬁ‘? R g & gl’

BY PRECINGT & g?‘ é? § g

GIST. | BALLOT 3 gfa’
LOGATION ﬁnlgL CAST : & § & f g & § Q}'gf\' ¢

SR MONGA - GER0050A w1 & e ) § T 2 § m B ] § %

VOTE BY MAL n‘ 2 9 ) 7 10 # 6 8 3 12 8
TOTAL 954 23' i 7 f 18 % B 1 2 1 ® 17 2 |
SANTAMONIGA - DZ50000R o ] ) 8 = B ) 3 % I i g % T

VOTE BY MAL ! 124 5 % # 8 i » § 8 7 o 18 3
TOTAL 73 0 115 = B 1 B & 12 18 1 115 i 1
‘SANTA MONGCA - S250064A o 259 7] 7 6l 57 ) 48 I ) m % m m

VOTEBY AL 0 " ® s # 1 1 19 0 3 2 8 14 4
TOTAL @ 8 i a7 1tz 1 % &7 n 2 1 140 o 1
SANTA MOHIGA - B2R0062A & PE 7 1 B 1 rm 51 & B & w % [

YOTEBY MAL o o " 8 0 g % % 3 8 2 2 8 4
[ TaTaL 867 o5 02 1 13 2 8 &7 21 55 1 w 4 2
‘SATA VIONIOA - 6260GHTA e =3 3 10 @ ® o 50 m 1 2 ) ] 4

NOTE BY WAL 0 120 58 8 2w 5 P 2 8 3 3 [ 1 )
TOTAL ot 5 191 18 % 15 109 7 2 18 5 198 & o
SANTA HONIGA - 62600680 562 7 % 10 1 0 ] 5 1% 8 Y N % ]
VOTE BY MAIL 0 8 2 g 18 3 1 2 3 8 2 @ " »
oA o 22 7 18 8 1 5 a7 19 1 4 8 u 1
GANTA MONIGA - 62500607 Ty 365 W ® M £ % ® 1 w ) " ] T

VOTE BY MAIL v 27 5% 2 ® 2 8 % 4 12 4 P! 2 1
TOVAL 148 5% 18 2 49 8 2 115 2 2 # wr @ 2
SANTA MONIA - GZ50370A Tl a7 13 T % Y M 3 Iy m 7 5 e.s 2
YOTE BY AL 8 24 o 6 1 1@ 47 4 3 12 8 o 3 4
TOTAL 101 311 220 25 27 L3 32 107 21 30 15 220 103 29
SANTANCNIGA - 625007 1A 50 pre B ® & 7 m # 1 9 B ] 7 m
VOTE BY AL o ® % 7 % 4 17 21 5 7 4 " W 5
TOTAL o) 346 14 7 2 1 & & 8 18 1 13 2 2
SANTAMONGA - 6260072A 29 P ® ) 1 2 ] ) 1 = 8 21 s )
VOTE BY HAL o m 7 se 8 28 & & 8 1 2 " 7 1
TOTAL e 7 23 5 194 s7 19 18 2 ) 1 ) 216 P!
SANTA MONICA - 62500768 w8 o 104 3 o) b & 5 7 ) 0 ) 12
VOTEBY MAL o 178 & 4 2 2 f » P 1 7 78 & 2
TOTAL o 481 168 1 0 2 109 i3 15 2 1 2 120 2
BANTA MOHICA - 62500764 & %2 B M 5 m b2 52 m T 3 2 # 2
VOTEBY MAT. I 1% A B 2 # 10 2 5 o 3 “ 4 3
TATAL 8 304 125 8 7 % # 7 2 7 i 48 7 2
BANTA MONICA - G250081A A0 0 (] » % T ] @ m 1 T 5 £ 28
VOTEEYMAL 0 148 56 § * 8 2 2 7 4 1 5 % 8
TOTAL 16 549 243 2% 12 7 8 12 25 17 12 2 % %

COSM 871




COUNTY OF L0S ANGELEB -

#4

-PAGE - 14203 of 14543

FINAL OFFICIAL
STATEMENT OF VOTES CAST
BY PRECINCY

LOCATION

SANFA MOMICA CITY GEN MUNI
COUNCILMEMBER

&
é"g

g 5

<%

TANTA MONICA - 62500834
VOTE BY WAL
TOTAL

15
58
20

108
38

45
138

SANTA MONICA - 82500854
VOTE BY HaL
TOTAL

1
0
1w

68
183

Hleaa

SANTAMONIGA - S2600994
VOTE BY WAL
TOTAL

180
k3
2

440

193

SANTA MONICA - (2500024
VOTE 8Y MAIL
TOTAL

@2

42
124

GANTA MONIGA - 82500048
VOIE BY MAIL
TOTAL

£
31

SANTA MONICA - 62500954
VOTEBY WAl
TOTAL

58

SANTA MONIGA - B25000BA
VOTE BY MAIL
TOTAL

67

107

SANTAMONICA - 52501064
VOTE BY AR
TJOTAL

SANTA MONICA - G260107A.
VOTEBY MAIL
FOTAL

slzea|ise

118

SANTA MONICA - 6260100
VOTEBY MAY,
TOTAL

SANTA MOKIGA - 6260113A
VUTE BY MARL
TOTAL

52

B2

14

SAMTAMOMICA -§2501214
VOTE BY MAlL
TOTAL

7

108

£

BANTAMONICA - 6250125A
VOTE BY MAIL
TOTAL

BRE

Lol

[0
44
16

o8
66
64

=2 BERIR

Trial Exhibit 1394_27

179 0
9 40
27 128
160 85
104 62
284 157
-2 120
w 58
3 78
in &
9 L}
266 W
108 38
n %
17 85
b 3]
&% 45
= 101
145 9
LR %
2ir ko
2] 69
7 ]
in 102
138 Ll
@ a
25 124
0 i
& 24
165 62
130 [}
n H
207 8l
19 &2
2] 19
18 Fi
1ld 0y
H 8
208 7
COSM 872




Trial Exhibit 1394_28

GOUNTY OF LOS ANGELES - GENERALELECTION s 7B -PAGE- t297 ol Ml
SANYAMONICA CITY GENMUME
COUNGILMEMBER

FINAL OFFIGIAL &

‘STATEMENT OF VOTES GAST g 3? & ,g

BY PRECIHCT § g’ (gﬁ? $~ g g

REGIST. | BaLorg | & g $ g P ée §
LOGATION ok | oo | & & & £ § |7 & ¢

SANTA WOICA (ZR0127R 17, T I £ ) 7 o 7 W © W m A ]

VOTE DY AL 9 19 5 g & 4 2 P 8 § 5 w ) B
TOTAL wel s wa @ wr ol #® » 19 R 7
SANTAMONICA - C25012EA o % e 8 » & o 1 3 3 (7 7 s

VOTE BY MAK, o o P 8 a 1 5 P 7 8 0 % & 7
TOTA. il e 2 @ w| 1 163 8 # of el P
SANTAMONCA- S2501200" 7 o 0 ] o 3 1 0 N N v 0 0 o

VOTEBY MAlL a 5 " 3 9 2 1 2 2 0 4 % 5 2
TOTAL # s 1 5 w 2 1 P 2 p 4 5 5 2
BALLOT AROUP 191 - 05001814 ¥ T o b o 0 0 0 0 8 o 3 v 0
VOTESY WAL 9 4 1 o 1 0 8 0 0 ¢ o 2 2 0
TOTAL ! ¢ 1 9 1 0 8 8 0 0 0 8 2 g

COSM 873




COURTY OF LOS ANGELES - GENERAL ELECTICH 11044 1278 -PACE - 1420 of 14B4B

SANTAMONIC:A CITY GEN UM
COUNGILMEMBER

FINAL OFFICIAL e

STATEMENT OF VOTES GASY N & & & §

BY PRECICT g K g 5? & § a‘f

REGIET- | BALLOTS s j § é'é’
LOGATION paton | oaer | & f & g & -f} $§ & & §

FREGHET TOTAL ] T M TTTY Y WY T R T ] S TP i w6 2] ST I T
VBM TOTAL o tom|  aws sl msal e s mm am & os|  ww| o o
GROUPTOTAL 0 4 3 0 1 s 1 0 8 0 ! 2 2 0
GRANDTOTAL T ey R T B Y Y BYY T T Tl Y T T

COSM 874
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GOUNTY OF LOS ANGELES - GENERAL ELECTION 11044 1277 - PAGE- W209f 14549
SANTA NOMICA GITY GED MUNI
COUNCH MEMBER

FINAL OEFICIAL

STATEMENT OF VOTES GAST

BY PREGINGT Y A

FEGIST- | BALLOTS ggé? 5&?
LOGATION RTION | oaeT |

SANTA ONGA - SZ5060TA W e % %
VOTE BY WAIL o 215 3 7
TOTAL 893 5% 5 54
SANTA MONICA - 62600036 Toti e ) o
VOTE BY MAL o z 0 om W
TOTAL 1041 588 74 7
SANTAMONICA - G2E0005A tiod 7 ]
VOTE 5 MAL o 18] b %
TOTAL ' 1184 ) oy 127
SANTA MONICA - 62600007 Fn ) ® ")
VOTEBY MAL 0 0 % “
TOTAL 1079 8 5t 12 .
SRS A MOMIGA- 62800088 13 0] a
VOTE BY MAIL [ 28 an
TOTAL 132 & »
SANTA MONIGA. - 52500 10E ) ¥ T
VOTESY MAL 0 P 8
TOTAL 12 0 126
‘SRNTA MONIGA~ 62500117 109 2 Tt
VOTE BY MAL o 8 3
TOTAL 1103 72 11t
SANTA MONIGA - G2E05 60 1207 5 ®
YOTE BY MAIL o ) %
TOTAL 1247 8 “
SANTANONIGA - 2500187 e [ w
VOTE BY MAL o % n
TOTAL 1228 P 117
SANTAMONIGA- SZ500T7A 1289 » &
YOTE BY MAIL g @7 pr
TOIM. 1281 o o
"SANTA MOWICA - CE00TOR s 27 A 4
VOTE BY MalL o 205 % %
TETAL 165 4% & B
GANTA MONIGA - G2C0020A 1056 N ) )
VOTESY MAL g 1 " %
TOTAL 1008 2 % 160
SANRA MONIGA - 2500247 769 ) » W
VOTE BY WAL 0 9 14 M
ToTAL %) an o 5

Trial Exhibit 1394_30
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GOUNTY GF LOS AMGELES - GENERAL ELECTION 141 1278 -PABE - 14300 of 4548
SANTA MCNIGA GITY OEN AN
GCOUNCHIMEMBER
FINAL OFFCIAL
STATEMENT OF VOTES GAST
BY PRECINGT § g}ﬂ
BALLOTS
LOCATION pvd é.g? @Q
SRNTA MONICA - B2500250 &7 ] ®
YOTE BY MAL i 19 P
TOTAL ) % 0
SANTA LACHIGH - 62500267 w &
VOTE BY ML 250 » 4
TOTAL il hiLY 32
SANTAMONIGA - G250020h 2 76 5
VOTE BY MAIL | 1 i
TOTAL 47 kg 84
SANTA MONIGA- 52600323 w7 o ]
VOTEBY AL 228, P 50
TOTAL 55 o 128
BANTA MONIGA - 52600344 362 3 ™
NGTEBY Matl. o 2 3
TOTAL 5 P 100
SANTA MOMNICA- 62600365 P 7 o1
VOTEBY MAIL 189, ) 37
TOTAL 2 5 118
“SANTA MONIGA~ 250041, 19 &0 ]
NOTE BY MAIL 208 P "
TOTAL o W
SANTA MONICA - 82500454 209 ) 50
NOTE BY MAIL it 7 2
TOTAL 485 58 i
SANTA MONICA - 82500464 384, 51 [X]
VOTERY MAL 194 19 2
TOTAL 658 7 %
SANTA MONIGA - S750050R Pt 2 7
VOTE BY MAL 5 23 37
TaTAL 430 52 118
SANTA MONIGA- E2B0051h 385 B 8
VOTEBY HAL 12 a »
TOTAL 563 % 81
BANTA MONICA - 62500528 03 ® )
VOTE BY MAR. "z 7 #
TOTAL 2] 58 8
SANTA MOMIOA - 62600534 201 2% 5]
VOTE BY MANL 200 2?2 20
TOTAL 8 # ™

COSM 876
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES - GENERAL ELECTION naw 1279 -PAGE. 14301 of 1548
SANTA MOKIGA GITY GEK MUNE
COUNCILMEMBER
FINAL OFFIGIAL
STATEMENT OF VOTES GAST
BY PRECINGT gg’, & g N
REGIST- | BALLOTS
LOCATION RATION | CAST -?g @@
SANTAMONIGA » 82500564 954 12{ 18 %
VOTE BY MAL o 7 1% 1
TOTAL 054 M 3 %
SANTA MONICA - 62500007 avsl ] # 2
WOTE BY WAL [} 124 < 10
TOTAL 23 7 o 7
BANTAMONIGA - 62600617 361 88 ® B
VOTE BY MAIL o B % 2
TOTAL 81 75 5 i
SANFA HONIGA - 62500620 ™ 261 2
VOTE BY MALL o % "
TOTAL 887, 345 A5 43
SANTA MGHIGA - 6250007A b w &0 )
VOTE BY Ml o 128 13 1
TOTA. sy 52 5 "
BANTA MONICA - $250000 5 ) 3 )
VOTE BY MAIL 0 5 % 10
TOTAL 580 26 an 2
SANTA WONIGA - GZ50050R 14 TS 5 0
VOTE BY WAL 0[ mz % 9%
TOTAL 149 592 &2 196
‘SANTA MONICA- 62301708 T =7 & 7
YOTE Y MAL I} 21 v "
TOTA 10 56% 82 120
SANTAMONIGA - 6250079A ) 24 = ®
VOTEBY MAIL o 8 2 1%
TOTAL 930/ Rl 45 7B
SANVAMONICA - G250072 04 w23 ] ®
VOTEBY NAL 0 m 2 ®
TOTAL Y 7% &0 113
Y SANTANORIGA - 62500788 o7 1) i N
VOTE BY MAL o 178 o 81
TOTAL 878 1 8 69
GANTA MONIGA - 6750076 a2 %2 ) )
VOTE BY WAL L 182 14 2
TOTAL #26! 34 57 4
SANTAMONIGA - 6254051A 1163, 404 6 102
VOTE BY MAIL L 145! 18 3
TOTAL 10! 549 5 e
COSM 877
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GOUNTY OF 108 ANGELES - GENERAL ELEGTION 1N 12740 -PAGSE- 143020 454D

SANTA MOMICA GITY GEN AUN;
COUNGLMEMBER
FINALOFFIGIAL
STATEMENT OF VOTES GAST
BY PRECINGT 5 § g N
REQIST- | BALLOTS
LOGATION N | CAeT é§ g%g
SANTAMONICA - 62500834 180 a7 [ E]
VOTE 3Y MAL [ 214 L' k1] :
TOTAL 1340 £33 % 2]
SARITA MONICA - 62500854 mzl 974! a9 [
VOTE BY MAL [} 24 kg Lt
TOTAL 1952 (4] 8 184
SANTA MONICA - 5260080A 1207] 7 a8 [
VOTE BY MALL U 2 45 40
TOTAL 1207 20 143 147
SANTARMOHIGR - 62500924 1231 ) 7 ]
VOTE BY MANL ) 2 3B 28
TOTAL . 1231 e8! % 2
SANTA MONICA - 52500948 4l 284, [ )
VOTE BY MAIL [ " 1z »
FOTAL 243 485 ] #
SANTA MONICA - 82600854 134 5% 48 Tt
VOTESY MAIL 4] 257 £ 54
TOTAL 1511 81D 7 126
SANTA MONICA - 62600804 T4 3 [ 54
VGTEBY MAIL 0 1% b 21
TOTAL . 1199} 574 i1 %
SANTAMONICA - 62501097 954 m 50 81
YOTEBY MAIL [ E v 2
TOTAL 955! 184] & H
SANTAVONICA - 62501074 183 3 70
VOTE BY MAIL o &% %
TOTAL 1181 1% 113
SANTA MORICA - 82501100 210 [ 3 3
VOTEBY MAL o 157 % k)
TOTAL #i0) 455 52 104
SANTAMONICA - 82601134 1a72] 342 a2 (3
VOTEBY MAL [ 238) ® 52
TOTAL 1472 E80) 78 jitd
SANTA MONIGA - 62501214 1205 n ) [
VOTEEY MAL [ 183 % L]
TOTAL 1208 554 85 101
SANTAMONICA - 6250125A FIET! [ [:E]
VOTEBY MAL [} 242] % %
TOTAL 1138} 27} i) 78

COSM 878
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES - GERERAL ELECTION tH0u 12741 -PAGE- 143030l H5ls
SANFAMONICA CITY GEN MUNI
GOUNCILMERBER

FINAL OFFICIAL

STATEMENT OF VOTES CAST

BY FRECINGT g,\

REQIST- | BALLOTS §Z§
LOGATION RATON | CAST |5 @55
["GANTA HONTCA - 8260327R 1072 7] ] o

VOTE BY MAL 4 169; ] 38
TOTAL 1072 513! 8 125
SAMTAMONIGA - 52501280 w8 20 H %

VOTE BY MAL 0 24 3 1
TOTAL 7 524 51 5
SANTA MONICA - 62812807 [ 0 ) b
VOTE BY MAK. 9 5 1 "

TOTAL 8 5 4 1
BALLOT GROUP 381 - 99501814 3 9 0 o

VOTEBY MAL 9 4 9 o

TOTAL 0 4. o
COSM 879
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GOUNTY OF LOS ANGELES - GENERAL ELECTION 1R 19702« PAGE- 14304af 14548
SANTAMONICACITY GEM MUNI
CCUNCILMEMBER
FINAL OFFICIAL
STATEMENT OF VOTES CAST
BY PREGINGT § ;’
REGIST- | BALLOTS gf{?’
LOGATION RATION | GaST ,5§ f
FRECHIGT TOTAL e T R Y T T
VBMTOTAL o o wel 1w
GROUP TOTAL 1] 4 0 {
GAAND TOTAL T T T ST
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SANTA MOMICA CITY DENMUNI
RENT CONTAOL BOARD
FINAL OFFIGIAL
STATEMENT OF VOTES GAST P
8Y PRECINGT & § fo
REGIST- | BALLOTS
LOCATION RATION | GAST ﬁ a,él »-‘f’?
SANTA MONICA - S250007A W EI 7] [T F 13
VOTE BY MAL 9 215 ] E1 e
TOTAL 893 2 78 72 7
SANTAMONGA- G250003C o £ ] 5 [
VOTE BY MAlL 9 %5 & ® %
TOTAL o4 B8 108 106 102
SANTAMONIGA- G250005A 1184 308 130 105 [
YOTE BY MAIL Y 186 5 4% ®»
TOTAL 1184 5% 175 154 15
SANTAMONICA - S250006A 1078 3 W ] 7
VOTEEV MAIL 9 181 5 8 4
TOTAL 1079 o1 184 167 143
SANTAMONICA - GZ50305A 142 23| [ W [T
VOTEBY Ml 9 24| 5% " 8
TOTAL 1132 558 9 115 Ng
SANTA MONIGA- G2600T0E 1102 203 S 7 76
VOTE BY MAL 9 199 47 & 3
TOTAL 02 508 [ 113 113
SANTAMONICA - GI500TIA 1103 20 ® ® v
VOTE BY MAIL o 28 & 50 5
TOTAL 103 512 57 139 180
SANTA MONICA- 6250058 147, 41 it [ M
VOTE BY ML o 309) 8 5 a4
TOTAL 127 725 " 52 145
SANTAMONIGA - 62500154 e 0 ) T o7
VOTE BY MAll, 4 258 .74 &0 4
TOTAL 1929 89 17 158 18
‘SANTR HAONICA - 62500174 8 m ™ Al -
VOTE BY MAIL 8 208 % © "
TOTAL 120 o 113 103 2
SANTAIONIGA - GPE0010A 1365 28 % 3 &
VOTE BY MAIL 0 205 e s 5
oL 1308 4 15 185 97
“SANTAMONIEA- 6260000A Tos6 a1 15 10 00
VOTESY MAL o 184 o ) o
TOTAL 1086 5% 165 138 152
SANTAMONIGA - 6260024A 78 I " 55 [
VOTE BY WAL o 1 % % %
TOTAL 7 a7 % 8 o

COSM 881
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES - GENERAL ELECTION tiogs 182 -PAGE- 14505 of 14548
SAMTANGHMICA CITY GEN MUN]
RENT CONTAGL BOARD

FINAL OFFIGIAL

STATEMENT OF VOTES CAST S F =
8Y PRECINGT & & &

FEGIST- | BALLOTS
LOCATIGN RATION | cagT §‘9 »;éu g

SANTAVONIGA - 2500250 T3 T 7 ® £
VOTEBY MAL 9 12 4 0 »
TorAL 103 3 118 © o
SANTA MONICA - 62500264 1194 444 1 97 7 g
VOTE BY MAL o 250 8 @ 5
ToTAL 1194 9 % 16
SANTAMONIGA - G250026R 782 % % ® ®
VOTE BYMALL 0 1 18 % 20
TOTAL 40 417 I & 3
SANTAFONICA - B2600A T = 7 7
VOTE BY MAIL o 2201 &3 =] 52
TOTAL 1123 $36 155 _‘LEQ 125
SANTA MONICA - 52500344 5 392 128 168 95
VOTEBY MAL o o 5t i 4
TOTAL 165 58] 173 153 144
SANTA NGHIGA - 62501368 48 e 4 B 8
VOTEEY WAL o 189 % ®
TOTAL 1148 521 i 187 138
SANTA MONIGA - G350041A 5% B T o %
VOTE BY MAK. 0 208 @ @ 8
TATAL 1276 6 1 14 149
SANTA MONICA - Z500EA 1204 308 ) o 7
VOTE BY MATL. 0 wof- & a1 %
TOTAL . 1204 485 5 116 10
SANTAMONICA - G250040A 120 369 T » o
VOTE BY Mall. B 194 &4 53 (1]
TOTAL 1263 550 167 141 147
SANTATIONICR - 2500508 Tz 21 I ) o
VOTEBY MALL g 148 ® 0 &
TOTAL 1032 438 19 e 17
SANTANONICA - BZ0051A B e 110 78 7
YOTE BY MALL 9 194 k] 48 42
TOYAL 1237 563! 148 126 119
SANTANGHNICA - BZ600525 ! w0 B w &
VOTE BY WAL 0 17 a % @
TOTAL 1 4 130 0 w
SANTA WONIGA - BES0053h Yot T ) 0 %
VOTEBY MAL o 200 5 4 ®
TOTAL 1288 a1 11 1 e

Trial Exhibit 1394_37
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SANTA MONICA CITY GEY MUNE
RENT CONTROL BOARD

FINMLOFEICIAL .
STATEMENT OF VOTES CAST g

Y PREGNGT & ég? Qg&'

REGIST- | BAILOTS
LOGAYION RATION | GAST §' A,éa ,§ ;

SANTAMGNICA - BIS0050R T a 5 £7) ®
VOTE BY MAR. 1:! % 2 g 19
TOTAL 85 200 60 5 5
SANTASIONIGA - G260080A o7y 183 ) @ I
VOTE BY MAL 4 94 4 3 ey
TOTAL | % 7 79
SANTA MIONIGA - 52500047 £ 28] % ) 0
VOTE BY AL 0 » % 0 %
TOTAL ot 75 10 19 11
SANTA VIONIGA.- §250062A, T %1 % 7 3
VOTE BY MAIL P 8t P 7 7
TOTAL ar 5 i1 85 o
'SANTA WONICA. - 62600G7A 94 = W 85 ®
VOTE BY WAL 8 129 % 2 %
TOTAL 844 452 133 "W 7
"SANTA MONIGA - £2500087Y 57 7 B2 o7 )
OTE BY Mal. _ o e 2 1 7
TOTAL 56 282 ) [ &
SANTA MONIGA.- 6250069 114 %5 ] m I3
VOTE BY MA # 20, 5 & %
TOTAL 1149 s 5 131 128
SANTA MONIGA - 6250079 11 £y ® i) 7
WOTEBY WAL, o 24 5 5 4
TOTAL 1101 561 e 129 121
SANTA NONIGA~ 25007 1A w0 7| T s ]
VOTE BY MAL q 8! ) # %
TOEAL 290 38! 15 8 @
SANTAMONIGA.- 6250072A Toud ) tar it 13
VOTE BY MAL 0 7 " 7 o
TOTAL 1204 ot 21 w 177
GANTAMONICA - G2800768 a8 3f2 w o %
VOTE BY MY o 18 4 o e
TOTAL a7 01 fo8 0 »
BANTAMOHICA.- S260078A 5 262, b7 @ 5
VOTEBY MAL o 1 2 2 7
TOTA _ 828 a0t 107 95 81
BANYA BONICA- S25008 1A 103 P 180 I m
VOTE BY MAIL o 148 a1 a2 3
TOTAL 1103 549 m 149 180

COSM 883
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BANTA MOMCA GITY GEN MU
RENT GONTROL BOARD
FINAL OFFICIAL
STATEMENT OF VOTES CAST
BY PRECINCT @3 § g
REGIST- | BALLDTS
LOGATEN RATION | CAST Qé’ 5? &
SANTA RONICA - 62503892 1180 Lt T 05 5
VOTE BY hAll. '] 216 ] 53 H
TOTAL 1180 33 170 158 150
SANTA MONICA - 62600858 1262 kict »n a2 al
VOTE BY ML 9 247, 88 7 85
TOTAL 1252 & 15 154 146
SANTA MONICA - 62500884 1207 537, 1 108 13
VOTE BY MAL 0 zm' (7 57 56
TOTAL 1507 ) 18 185 188
SANTA MONICA - 2500027 128 5 % [ of
VOTE B MAIL o ﬁ % 6 55
TOTAL 123§ 178 167 148
SANTAMONICA - 62500048 043 o8 78 " 58
VOTE BY MAIL [ 1 ] & 4
TOTAL 243 465 120 127 112
SANTA MOMICA - G280085A B, 15 107 )
VOTE BY MAIL o o H 8 8
TOTAL it 319 166 " 145
SANTA MOHICA - E260090A 1189 %5, 123 108 w0
VOTE BY MAIL 0 150 4 » 6
TOTAL 9 03 168 143 140
SANTAMONICA - 62501004 %5 n ) 7] [
VOTE BY MARL 0 16 3 & 7
TOTAL %5 45 2 108 100
SANTA MONIGA - 62581074 181 78 o0 " 5
VOTE BY MAL 0 258 75 # 84
TOTAL 1184 &4 136 i 151
SANTA MONICGA - 62501 10D 10 269 4] 74 0
VOTE BY MAL 9 17 B4 a 4%
o - 91 455 4 15 116
SANTA MOHIGE - 62501 1A 1972 42 1 # )
VOTE BY MAIL ) 28 72 ] o2
TOTAL 1472 560 162 158 5
SANTA MOMICA - 5250121A 1205 i 107 ] )
VOTE BY MAIL, 0 A 4 4 4
TOTAL 1205 ) 186 17 130
SANTA HONIGA - G255 125A 1130) 945 [ [7] 7
VOTE BY MAIL 0 242 42 % %
TOTAL 1128) o7 13 w 103

COSM 884
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SANTAMONICA GITY GEN KUN!
RENT CONTROL BOARC

FINAL OFFIGIAL

STATEMENT OF VOTES GAST 3 &

BY PREGINGT & & Qg

HEGIST | BALLOT &
L0GATION RATION §  CAST §‘5r & 8

SARTA MONIGA - SZG0127A o7z T 12 105 W

VOTE BY MAL 0 189 55 a7 ]
TOTAL 1072 643 ] 153 14D
SANTAMONICA- 62601268 [ ) 4 % »

VIOTE BY NALL o 236 L) 2 2
TOTAL 878 528 i) 83 85
GANTA HONICA - 6260128C" 43 U & 1] 1

VOTE BY MAIL 9 54 1 0 10
TOTAL 83 5 1 % 1
BALLOT GROLIP 183 - 1080781A [ [ o 2 o

VOTEBY MALL o 4 2 9 2
TOTAL 9 4 2 3 3

Trial Exhibit 1394_40
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SANTAMONCA GITY GEN MURL
RENT CONTROL EOARD
FINAL OFFIGIAL
STATEMENT OF YOTES GAST 53
BY PREGINGT & Qf*
REOIST- | BAlLOTS
LOCATION RATION | GAST .?y ﬁl &
BRECIGT OTAL e wam eWi| mm|
VBM TOTAL 1] 16454 2607 2418 27
GROUP TOTAL 0 4 2 3 2
GRARD TOTAL 68303 28333 7790 Lreiy £480

Trial Exhibit 1394_41
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COUNTY OF LOS ANBELES-  GENERAL ELECTION W0V 1299 - PAGE- M3t ol 1464
SANTAMDNICACITY SPC MUN
UEASURED

FNAL OFFICIAL

STATEMENT O VOTES GAST

BY PREGINGT

REGIST. | BALLOTS
LOGATION aamioN | cast | & ¥e)

SANTAMONTCA~ G25000TA T T ™ %
VOTEBY Al o = a8 &
ToTAL wl sl m]|  w
SANTA MONICA - 6250053C 1011 3| . 28 M
VOTESRY W, S 9 @
TOTAL 1011 el 2|
SANTA FEONTCA - GIGHi0SH T I £ T
VOTE BY MAL o 134 . o
TOTAL 1184 257 300
SANTATIONICA - SZS008A T % 3
VOTE BY MAWL 0] 194 il 8
ToTAL 1070 B ml o
GANTA MONIGA - 6260050A FTTT ™ BT § SA 7Y
YOTE BY WAl L] 260 128 iH
TOTAL ol T
SANTAMONICA - G500T0% T [ R ™
VOTE BY MAL a - ” @
TOTAL ol sl el o
SANTA MONICA - GEEG0TTA 103 7 s
YOTE BY MAIL il 216 0 5
TOTAL 1403 21 21
SANTAMONIGA - S2305155 o0 o 0 .
VOTE BY MAL a 1% 1
ToTAL 1247 ol s
SANTANORICH - SZR0D oA ™ T W%
VOTEE BY MAL 0 150 18
TOTAL 18 w5
SANTAMONIOR - GE500V7A T2 ]
VOTE BY WAL 9 8 W
TOTAL 1281 ws|
SRNTAONIG - GT00T3R o I T
VOTE BY MAIL fu 8 ]
TATAL 1265 wf
AN TR FIGHAGH - STE0020R T s P
VOTE BY MAR, 9 s &
TOTAL was 24 a1
SANTA FOWIGA - SI60T74A 763 ] ®
VOTEBY MAL 9 % »
TavAL 79 w W

COSM 887
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SANTA MORIGA CITY SPG MUNS
WEABURE D

FINAL OFFICIAL

STATEMENT OF VOTES CAST

BY PRECINGT .

REGIST- | SALLOTS
LOGATIGN RmoN | casT | &

ERNTAMONICH - S3600358 E B " )
VOTE BY MAL 9 1251 = o
TOTAL 1008 a6 165 150
SANTA WONIGA - 1260020 T TS T2 268
VOTE BY MAL o o n 15
TOTAL i e | aw
SANTA MONIGA - GZB0T0A T2 T % b

VOTEBY AL 0 166 7 7
TOTR. w4 we| 2
SANTA MIONICA - GRO00AZR T T 9 2

VEITE BY MAL of 2 17 o
TOTAL . 1 538 28 256
ATV A WONIGA - G25000R T 2 TR T

YOTEBY KAIL ] 20t 07 Eis}
TOTAL 118 stz 208
SANTA MONICA - 62505368 H | 932 %0 144

VOTEBY MALL :a 169 ® #
FOTAL 1 s m| e
SANTA ONIGA~ S2500H1A o 3 Ty
VOTEBY MAL 3 P & of
TOTAL 1 g 28] s
SHNTA MONIGA- GZ50045A Y —T o W

VOTE BY MAIL [+ 18 a5 "
TOTAL w4 Ml o
SANTANGHICA - GZ50TH0R 1209 364 15 i

VETEBY NALL 9 o4 & 0
TomL 1263 55 w| e
SANTAMOHIGA - CI500E0A ) e % 59

VOTEBY NAL 9 5 & 8
oML 1012 19 1t 2
SANTANONIGA. - GR0TETA 5] aas] ! 1%
VOTESY ML 9 128 % B
TOUAL 1237 5 unf o
SANTARORICA - 2500528 iz 209 07 13
OTE BY MAL. p 1w " 5
TOTAL - 01 8 149 141
SANTA FIONIGA- GE500EA 59 5 w "
VOTE Y MAR. F S 3 o
TaTAL 1262 i 106 1

COSM 888

Trial Exhibit 1394_43
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SANTAONIGA GITY SPC MUM
MEASURED

FINAL DFFICIAL

STATEMENT OF VOTES GAST

8Y PRECINGT

REGIST- | BALLOTS
LOGATION mmod | cast | @ e

SRR BIONIGA - G500EER = T @ 3
VOTE BY MAL 8 7 o o
TOTAL o 2«1! # 1
SANTA HONIGA - 260060 w3 1 78 %
VOTE 5Y WAL 0 1 " &
TOTAL 7% 07 15 150
SANTAMONICH, - S260061A o1 2 8 14
VOTE BY MAIL 0 7 )
YOTAL 1 8 144 169
SANTANONICA - S2570620 P %1 Tt 121
VOTEBY MARL 0 # # w
TOTAL 887 5 140 11
SANTAWONIGA - GoL00e7h o a3 7 169
VOTE BY MALL 0 120 3 ™
FaTAL 044 ™ 14 27 .
SANTA TONIOA - G350066D [ 77 £ T3
VOTE BY MAL 0 I # a
TOTAL 862 262 78 158
‘SANTA NONICA.- G250050A T4 p W w7
VOTE BY MAlL 0 ag7) £3 122
ToTAL 114 59 7 3
SANTA MONICA.- G356070A 107 7 [ 70
OTE BY MAIL 9 2 s 5
TOTAL 1101 501 144 75
"SANTA NONTCA - G207 A 0 247 ] 21
VOTE BY MALL 0 as‘ o %
TOTAL 50 o 1 168
SANTAMONIGA - 6250072h 15 521 10 Erm
VOTE BY MAL 9 a7 8 181
TOTAL 1284 ) 2% 507
SANTANDNIGA - 63500768 7 3% o Y
VOTE BY MALL 17 P 1%
TORAL Pn 491 12 3%
BANTA MONICA - 63508768 I H I
VIOTE BY MALL 13 58 57
| rora 1 ™ 1 2%
SAEITA NEGNICA - FEQDETA Tied a0 0 ]
VOTE BY MAlL o I 4 #
ToTAL 1103 549 16 35

COSM 889
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SANTAMONICA CITY SPG UM
MEASURE D

FINAL OFFICIAL

SYATEMENT OF VOTES GAST

BY PRECINCT

REGIST- | BALLOTS
LoGATION parion | cnar | £

SANTA MONICA - 62500834 18 a17, [ 278
VOTE BY MAK, & zwl 6 30
TOTAL 1159 633l 176 44
SANTA MORICA - 62500854 12521 £ o 49
VOTE BY MAIL [ 247 % 182
TOTAL 1252 21 166 41
SANTA MONICA - 82500884 1207 531 % 24
VOTE SY MAIL [ 289 52 B
TOTAL 1207 d20 143 536
SANTA MONICA « 5250024 1231 8 248
VOTE BY AL il 23 7 141
TOTAL 1231 5% 162 30
SANTA MONICA - 82500948 43 204 1 129
VOTE BY MAIL [ ot ki 52
TORAL EE) 485 155 24
SANTA MONIGA - 62500064 I a1 359 2 147 :
VOTE BY MAIL 0 27 10 116
TOTAL 1 a0 244 262
SANTAMONICA - 62600082 1348 | 138 204
YOTE BY BAIL 5/ 1904 57 b
TOTAL 1152 573 18 309
SANTA MONICA - 625H106A 255 711 [ i
VOTE BY MAIL 0 183 5 13
YOIAL 355 464, 193 o
SANTA MONICA - 62501024 1 78 135 173
YOTEBY MAIL 9 260 o o
TOTAL mt] £34 22 313
SAMTA MONICA - 82501100 gml 298 110 137
VOTE BY MAIL 0 167 58 13
TOTAL 810 456 160 210
SANTA MONICA - 62501134 137 342 42 168
YOTE BY AL o 28, ] Rt
TOTAL 1372, 560, 24 272
SANTA MONIGA - 62601214 1205 31 18 184
VOTE BY MAIL 18 8 7
JOFAL 1205 554 214 263
SANTA MONICA - 6260125A 11 285 4 176
VOTEBY MALL 242 1% w7
TOTAL h+! 57 258 28

COSM 890

Trial Exhibit 1394 _45
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SANTAMONICA CITY SFGHUKI
MEASURE D

FINAL OFFICIAL

STATEMENT OF YOTES GAST

BY PREGINGT

REGIST- | BALLOTS
LosATION matton | cast | & £

SANTA MONICA ~ 6250127A 1072 4 106 922
VOTEBY MAIL o 168 5 o
TOTAL 1072 m' 10 39
SANTA MONICA - 260128A a7 250 112 143
VOTE BY MALL 8 za:! 8 417
TOFAL 978 52 12 250
SANTA MONICA - 8260128¢" 83 0 [] 0

VOTE BY MAIL 8 be] %
TOTAL 83 &4 23 25
BALLOT GROUP 181 - S9%0TBIA [ o] 0 0
VOTE BY MAIL [i] 4 2 2
TOTAL [l 4 2 2

Trial Exhibit 1394_46
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GENERAL ELEGTION

1Ay

1296 -PAGE- 14316.of 14548

FINAL OFFICIAL
BTATEMENT CF VOTEE CAST
BY PREGINGY

SANTA MGHIGA CITY SPG MUNI
MEAGURE D

LOGATION

PREGINCT TOTAL
VRMTOTAL
GRGUP TOTAL

9511
8135

GRAND TOTAL

20333 10280 eee

Trial Exhibit 1394_47
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SANTA MONIGA CITY SPC MUNL
MEASURE F§

FINAL GFFICIAL

STATEMENT OF VOTES GAST

BY PRECINGY

AEGIST. | BALLOTS
LOGATION RATION CAST ‘{1‘3’ »

SANTAMONIGA - 6760001 A 892 3 & i

VOTE BY MAh o 21 L] e
TOTAL 862 582 1% 28
SANTA MONICA - 62500030 Ul K4 17 163

VOTE BY MAIL 0 265 & 161
TQyAL Ll 68| 151 a4
SANTAMONICA - 62500054 1184 48 197 129

VOTE BY ML 0f 186 A 70
TOTAL 1164 534 20 218
SANTAMONICA - 62600004 1079 423 18 148

VOTE BY MAIL [ 19 72 4
TOTAL 1679, 614 259 229
SANTAMONICA - 6250008 1132 269 % 121

VOTE BY MAIL 0 250 ] 128
TOTAL 1132 659 218 260
SANTA MONICA - 6250010 1102 309 142 03

WOTE &Y MAIL v 193] B 0
TOTAL 1102 508 222 109
SANTAMONICA - 82600114 1108 20§ 3 o4

VOTE BY MAIL 0 218 9 7B
TOTAL 1103 §12 241 168
SANTA MONICA - 62500158 124 A8 %1 195

VOTE 8Y MAll. 9 300 110 3]
TOTAL 12471 5t 261 fexii)
BANTA MONIOA - 62500187 1328 ) %3 il

VOTE 5Y MALL 0 it % 128
TOTAL 1328 5% 28 39
SANTA MONICA - 6260017A 128§ 474 17 260

VOTE BY MAIL 9) K & 178
TOTAL 1281 0 » 438
SANTA MONIGA - 6260018A 1365 287 21 e

VOIESY MAILL 9 205 # 66
TOTAL 1365 492 25 168
SANTA MONICA - $26(R20A 1066 a1 1% 1o

VOTE BY MAIL ﬂl )] 8 40
TOTAL 1086, &Y 249 169
SANTA MOMICA - 62506244 7 219 % o1

VUTE BY MALL 9 98 4 3
TOTA. 783 7 R 1z

Trial Exhibit 1394_48
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SANTAMONIGA GITY SPC MUN
MEASURE F&

FINAL OFFICIAL

SYATEMENT OF VOTES GASF

BY PRECINGT

REGIST- | BALLOTS
LOGATION wiow | ot | & @

SARTA MONIGA - 62500258 1% 7 101 %

VOTE BY WAL 0 12 1 8
TOTAL 1083 989 i 50
SABITA NEGNICA - GZ50026A 184 i ] 0t

VOTE BY MAL 0 20 0 %
FOTAL 1194 708 288 289
SANTA NOMEA - GZ500E3A 76 %1 " 1
VOTE BY HAL 0 149 % "
TOTAL 7 P 132 242
SANTAONIGA - GZ500520 T 307 4 25
VOTEBY MAL 20 10 0
TOTAL 13 590 28 238
GRNTA MONICA - 62500340 1 a7 18 17
VOTE BY WAL g = 2 7
TOTAL 0 i an 14
GANTA MONIG - 07500368 E = 18 1
VOTEBY MAL 188 o %
TOTAL 19y 821 i) 188
SANTAMONICA - 6260021 o T 15 104
VOTEBY MAL 0 208 ki T
TOTAL 1275 & 2 150
SIATATACNICA - GZ50045A 204 0 i) ]
VOTE BY MAL 9 18 7 %
TR 1204 48 25 184
SANTA MONIGA - GZ5014A 63 36 1% 129
YOTE BY MALL 0 164, 8 "
TOTAL 1264 55 27 mw
SANTAMONCA - E2560604 1Y i 17 "
VOTE BY MAL 9 5 n i
oAt titz 8 iz
SANTA MONICA - S250057A 137 54 166 %
VOTEBY MAL. g 1 & 7
TOTAL 37 585 23 215
SANTA MONGA - G2660525 o0 T 3 T
YOTE BY MARL 9 " 8 %
TOTAL Ll 26 s 182
BANTAMONOA - S260068A 12 T T2 %
VOTE BY AL 9 246 8 n
TOTAL 1282 181 208 156

Trial Exhibit 1394_49
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SANTABONIGAGITY 8PCMUNI
MEASUIRE £S

FINAL GFFICIAL

STAYEMENT OF VOTES GAST

BY PREGINGT

REGIST- | BALLOTS
LOGATION Ration | et | 9 2

GAHTA HONIA - G2R0T6ER e i ) W
VOTEBY WAL, 3 P ™
TOTAL o4 aoui a7 8
SANTAWONICA - GOR0060A o7 [ 07 )
VOTERY ML p 124 5 “
TOIAL o7 w W 11
SANEA MIONIGA - 2505 TR ol 7 W %
VOTEGY MAL 0 o & M
o w1 s e 128
EANTA MONICA 0280065 o T 5 m
\OTE BY HAL o o % ™
TOTAL 847 a5 42 1
SANTAMORIGA - SZBO357A 5 w3 1 W
VOTE BY MALL 8 129 © a
TOTAL o 2 oy 141
SAEA FIONICA - S250000 ) i) " %
VOTE BY WL, ol B 3 n
161 52 24 1 #
SANTAMONIGA - SZ50063R Tt T e W
VOTE BY MR, o 20 o 5
TOTAL 1149 st % 2
GANTA MIGHIGA - GAR0GTOA 101 e 4 o
VOTEBY WAL 8 24 © 114
TOTAL 1191 56 w8l om
SANTAMONICA - GZE0T 1A P e ™ r
VOTE BY MAIL 1] k) 47 R
TOTAL . 93 5 186 il
SANTA MONICA - BZ50TT2A T ET T )
VOTE BY MAIL. b 4 1ie
TOTAL 1284 ™ m 3
SANTA MONIGA - SEE007E8 8 3 5 e
VOTE BY Al ’El o . %
TOTAL a a9 wl o
ANTA MONIGA - GZE07IA b e (1Y) T
VOTEBY MAR, 9 12 & 8
TOTAL ae  au 164 17
BANTA MONICA 62500 1A Tt Y T oy
VOTEEY WAL o 5 @ o
TOTAL o3 549 Py 101

Trial Exhibit 1394_50
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SANTA MONICA CITY BPG MUNI
MEASURE FS

FINAL OFFIGIAL

STATEMENT OF VOTES CAST

8Y PRECINCT

REGIST. | BALLOTS
LocATIoN pation | cast | 7 o)

TANTANORTA - G2S0A £ £ "
VOTE BY MAL J o 5
TOTL 1180 el aml o
SANTAMDNECA - 62500854 =] e 158 o
YOTE BY MAIL { 247 ') 22
YOIAL 125 1 m|
SANTAMONIGA - B3R045H [T E— (7% naaaar~.
VOTEBY MAL 284 00 ti2
TOTA 1 me| 2|  dte
SENTA MONIGA - GAGG092R T2 F 0 1
VOTEBY WAL 0 23 103 87
ToTAL 1201 598 21 )
SANTA HONIOA 6250000 W T "
VOTEBY MAL 2 181 % #
TOTAL ol | om 178
SATTA HONIGR. - G3500%EA T = T o7 :
YOTE 8Y MAIL 0 257 143 )]
JOTAL 18it B10] 286 202
SANTA MONICA -6250098A 1199 383 167 150
VOTE BY MAL, q e # 7%
TOTAL 114¢] 5734 248 226
SANTANONICA - GZET10EA w o W W
VOTE BY MAL o 1 o ¢
YOTAL ol aal o 1
GANTANGHCA -GE0i07A Tl R () T
VOTEBY ML 0 pras ™ 28
TOTAL 111 g m] o
SANTAMONIGA. G750110D P T T B
YOTEBY MAR B 157 N L]
Tl ool asl i
SANTA BEONIGA - 5250tk £ T 3
VOTE BY MAIL 0 238 24 [
TOTAL wel sl s 11
SANTA HONIGA- 670 TA (T T ® 121
VOTE BY AL q 109 P %
YOIAL tms] g e 188
SANTA HONIGA - GE01ZEA T AT ol m
“YOTE BY WAL i @ 19
ToTAL el I B

COSM 896
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES - GENERAL ELEGTICN TR 105 - PAGE- 1481 of 14548
SANTAMDNICAGITY SPC MUNS
MEASURE FS

FRAL OFFICIAL

STATEMENT CF VOTES CAST

BY PRECINGT

REGIST- | BALLOTS
LogaTies NRoN | " oRéT & 2

SARTA WGNICR - SEo01ER 7 71 e %
OTE BY ML 9 198 5
TOTA, 17 543 2 164
GANTA WONICA - FZ5OT2EA W 73 ® 15
YOTE BY MAIL & 230 & 121
TOTAL 478 g 1 P
SANTA MONICA - C2607200" ® 0 3 r
YOTE BY ML P # » ®
TOTAL 8 5 P %
BALLOT GHOUP 131 -9990131A b " ] 0

VOTE BY HALL 3 4 1 3
TOTAL 9 4 1 3

Trial Exhibit 1394 52
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GOUNTY OF LS ANGELES - GENERAL, ELECTION 140414 104 -PAGE - 14322 of 14548
SANTAMONICAGITY SPC MUMI
BEASUREFS
FINAL OFFCIAL
STATEMENT OF VOTES CAST
BY PRECINGT
AEGIST- | BALLOTS
LOGATION maTion | cast | F &
FRECRGTTOTAL e 7 R
VEMTOTAL Y 1
GROUP TOTAL 9 4 1 3
GRAND TOTAL 1 T BTN T

Trial Exhibit 1394_53
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COUNTY OF 05 ANGELES - GENERAL ELECTION 10wt A -PAGE- WSl 14649
SANTAMONICA GETY PG HUNI
WEASURE H

FINALOFFICIAL

STATEMENT OF VOTES GAST

BY PRECINGT

FEGIST- | BALLOTS
LOCATION RATION | oAsT | 7 $

SANTA HONIGA - GI5000¢A o 3 E] a8
VOTE BY WAL 0 %5 % 57
TOTAL By 522 B 385
SANTA MONICA - 62600030 o1 £ Bl 26
VOTE BY WAL ¢ 255 9 103
TOTAL 111 588 148 it
SANTA HONIGA - C25T005A 1Bt 408 154 154
VOTE BY WAL 0 18 ] s
TOTAL 1igk 594 s 260
SANTA MONIGA - 6250008A 1078 I 181 165
VOTE BY MAL 0 19 & 101
TOTL 1078 o1 248 288
“SANTA HIONIGA - 6250008A Tz 70 106 T3
VOTE BY MA, 0 260 7 10
TOTL e 550 18 a9
SANTA MONIGA - G0 TE tinz £ 168 )
VOTE BY MAL 9 199 =] 10
TOTAE 1102 508 171 26
“SAHTA MGNITA - 6260011A THs 20 e 103
VOTE BY MAL 0 o1 @ o7
TOTAL 1103 52 wh 10
SANTANONIGA - 62510158 47} i 12 7]
VOTEBY WAL 0 30 & 201
TOTM. 1247 725 w8 i5
‘SANTA FIONIOA - 8251010 T2 & i L
VOTEBY MAIL 0 256 & 18
TOTAL 120 59 2 0
SANTA MONICA - 6250017, 106¢ i ® 2%
VOTE BY MAIL 9 4 ) 216
TOTAL 1088 80 W 51
SANTA MONIGA - 6260018A 1385 287 16 17
VOTE BY MALL o x5 ] 74
ToTAL 1t iz 27 ta
SANTA MONIGA - $260020A 068 Ty Y 3
VOTE BY MAL nl 151 # 7
TOTAL 105 5% 125 229
SANTA MONIGA -5250024A 73 [T B 7
VOTE BY MALL o ] )
ToTAL w3 37, 1% 115

Trial Exhibit 1394 54
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GOUNTY OF LOS ANGELES - BGENERAL ELECTION 110414 1312 -PAGE- 14324¢f 14548

SANTAMONICA CITY SPC MU
MEASURE H
FINAL OFFIGHL
STATEMENT OF VOTES CAST
BY PREGINGT
BALLOTS
LOCATION cAsT | & £
SANTA MONICA - 62500258 297, 2] 147
VOTE BY MAIL 129 5 ]
| TOTAL 363} 14§ 185
SANTAMONICA - 62500254 449} 156 238
VOTE BY MAIL 260 & 142
TOTAL 104 241 318
EANTA MONICA - 62600204 251, 3] 181
VOTE 8Y MAIL 164 % 124
TOTAL 417 7 305
SANTA MONICA - 52500324 37 % w7
VOTE EY MAL b 8 122
TaTAL 536 174 260
SANTAMONICA - 52500334 [ 67
VOTE BY MAL. ) )
TOTAL 20 248
SANTA MONICA - 52500368 130 141 !
VOTE BY MAL 58 100
TOTAL 208 241
SANTA MONICA - 82500414 ] 121
VOTE BY MAIL ] 78
TOTAL 24 20
SANTAMONICA - $250045A 123 W2
YOTE BY MAR, B 82
TOTAL 17 234
SANTA MONICA - §250046A 139 184
VOTE BY MAIL % B
TOTAL 218 248
SANTA MONIGA - 62500504 1% 107
VOTE BY MAIL % [
TOFAL 200 167
SANTA MOMNICA - 52500514 131 153
VOTE BY MAL 'l o4
TOTAL 208 257
SANTAMONICA - 62600528 [ ]
YOTE BY HALL Hr 1] 35
TOTAL 328 167 121
SANTA MONICA - 82600534 28t 104 2
VOTE BY MAL 200 7 89
TOTAL 1262 46t i 12

COSM 900
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COUNTY OF LGS ANGELES - BENERAL ELEGTION 110404 1313 -PAGE - 14325 0] 14848

SANTAMONICA GITY SPC MUH
MERSURE H

FINAL OFFIOIAL

STATEMENT OF VOTES CAST

BY PRECINGT

AEGIST- | BALLOTS
LOGATION maTioN | casT | £

SANTA MONICA - 62600584 1] 12 £l ar
YOTE BY MAIL [ 79| 25 %
TOTAL 254 20 i BY
SANTA MONICA - 62500B0A 75 183! 78 [+]
VOTE BY MAIL [ 4 ® 54
TOTAL g 7, 18 17
BANTA MONICA - 6250061A 91 16t o7
VOTE BY WAL 9 2:‘ % Y]
TOTAL 91 3% 207 120
SANTA MONICA - 62500624 a7 %1 21 a
VOTE BY MAL 0' o4 @ 41
TOTAL 8471 344} 8 145
SANTA MONICA - 62500677 844 3 156 ]
VOTE BY MAIL 2 126 3§ )
TOTAL 4 450 08 191 _
SANTA MONICA - 62660680 [ 17 7] i
YOTE BY MAL 0 85 A 48
TOTAL 582 267 102 123
BANTAMONICA - 62500857 1149 %5 128 02
VOTE BY WAL 0 207 82 W
TOTAL 1144 502 208 208
SANTA MONICA - 02500700 10 27 13 159
VOTE BY MAIL uI 24 W %5
TOTAL i 3] 218 284
SANTA MOMICA - 82500714 21 7] (] [
VOTE BY MAL [ [ 4 4
TOTAL 00 6! &7 126
SANTA MONICA - 62500724 3204 512 163 P
VOTE BY MAL o b1 %2
TOTAL - 124! % 281 432
‘SAMTA HIONICA - 62500708 31 [N 165
VOTE BY MAL 178) %) %
TOTAL B 49) 143 286
SANTA MONICA - 62500787 52 262 108 124
VOTE BY MAKL 133 P i)
TOTAL [ e 148 202
SANTA MONICA - 52500814 1103} 404 200 149
VOTE Y MALL o 145 59 ]
TOTAL 1103 540 259 6

COSM 901
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COUNTY OF 108 ANGELES « GENERAL ELECTION 110414 4 -PABE - 1432601 14548

SAHTAMONICAGITY SPC MUNE
MEASURE H

FINAL OFFICIAL

STATEMENT OF VOTES CAST

BY PRECINGT

REGHT- | BALLOTS
LOGATION RATION | casr | 42 £

§ SANTA HONICA - S25w083A 115 4171 3 208

VOE BY MAIL [t 2161 n bt
TOTAL 1160 6§33 257 257
SANTA MONICA - 67580854 1252] 374 149 183

VOTE BY MAIL 2 247 14 7
TOTAL 1257 [ 2 30
SANTA MONICA - 82500654 a7, T [ T

VOTE BY MAIL 0 23 ] irid
YOTAL 1007 20 228 518
SANTA MONICA - 62500024 231 96 166 144

YOTE BY WAL ® 23 %0 128
TOTAL 1231 5 276 270
SANTA MONICA - 62500848 943 284, 105 138

YOTEBY MAIL, 0 151 80 ¥
TOTAL 443 45 185 21t
BANTA MONICA - 62500054 1311 %3] 161 180

VOTE 5Y RAIL . 0 1ol e
TOTAL 134 610 252 268
SANTA MONICA - 62600887 1189 164 i

YOTEBY MAIL /] E;;] B 74
TOTAL 1198 241 24
SANTA MONICA - 6250100A (=3 2 =) 180

VOTE BY MALL 0 9 o7 ]
TOTAL 56 464 210 104
‘SANTA MONIGA - 62601077 1181 ) 148 160

VOTE RY MALL 0 266, 63 136
TOTAL 1181 6 2 05
SANTA MONIGA - 62601100 o0 288 118 118

VOTE BY MAIL n| 7 72 81
TOTAL 10| 455 ) 180
SANTA MONICA- 62501134 [577] 3 o1 7

YOTE BY MAL [ 230 104 103
TOTAL e 569) 2% i)}
SANTA MONICA - 62501217 1205, @t 169 169

VOTE BY MAIL 0 183 a8 ks |
TOTAL 1205! 664 ‘gt_‘ﬂ 210
SANTA MONICA - 6250125 1138 38 ] 232

VOTE BY Mall 0 24 ] 19
TOTAL s 27 1% 391

COSM 902
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES - OFNERAL ELECTION 110414 1356 - PAQGE . 14327 of 14548

SANTAMONICA GITY SPC MUKI
MEASURE M
FINAE GFFICIAL
STAYEMENT OF VOTES CAST
BY PRECINGT
REGST- | BALLOTS
LOCATION mAToN | cast | <F $
SANTA ONICA ~S0TA 7] 7 W W
VOTE BY MAIL L 168 ¥i:] 7%
TOTA. 1072 sl ] s
SANTAMONIGA - GZ50120, it Py 17 M)
VOTE BY Wit | = a 182
TOTAL s 59 wi
SANTAMOSION - CZR TR0 i 9 9 ry
VOTEBY WAL 9 & " 0
TOTRL % 8 10 o
BALLGT GROUF 161 - S600101A u] o 9 0
VOTE Y WAL ¢ § 2 2
TOTAL ] 4 2 2

COSM 903
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GOUNTY OF LOS ANGELES GENERAL ELEGTION 11ov4 116 -PAGE- Wl 5D
SANTA MONICA CITY SPS MURI
MEASUREH

FINAL OFFICIAL

STATEMENT OF VOTES GAST

BY PREGINGT

REGIST- | BALLOTS
LOGATION RATCN | oAt | 47 2

PREGHIGT TOTAL L L [ ()

VEM TOTAL of  toasat c oamr 5428

QRGP TOTAL § 4 2 Jg

GRAND TOTAL 03 oessal qoasdf 44020

Trial Exhibit 1394_59
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GOUNTY OF LOS ANGELES - OERERAL ELECTION Hed 1321 -PAGE- 14329 of 14548

‘GANTAMDNICA CITY SPC MURI
MEASURE HH

FIAL OFFIGIAL

STAYEMENT OF YOTES GAST

&Y PREGINGT

REGIST: | BALLOTS
LOGATION RaRoN | cast | £ £

GHTA MONIGA - GO5U00 1A w0 ety o o
VOTE BY MAL o e 7 8
TOT. ™ 53 ml
SATA BYORICA -G2R0T30 09 w o ]
VOTEBY WAL 1 2% o 18
TOTAL 01 586 155 258
SANTAMONIGA - GZB0005A e i 10 155
VOTERY WAL 0 128 n @
TOTAL 184 594 2 248
BANTANGNIGA - G256010A 1079 Y % 0
VOTEBY WAL 0 19 7 8
TOTAL 1079 o1 wl o
SANTA WONIGA - 250008 i 2 i 1
VOTE BY WAL 9 260 0 12
T6EAL 113 el a3l e
SANTA MORCA _ SPE00 108 T oy 1
VOTE BY WAL B f;l " o
TOFAL 1102 505 108 228
SANTA HONIGA- GZ500TTA 1 2% g &
NOTE BY WAL 0 1 © P
TOTAL 1103 o P 116
SANTA NONTGA. - 6200660 ) Fr T 9
VOTE BY MAL 8 ) 7 18
TOTAL 1247 725} 221 444
SANTA VIONIGH - BESOVIOR 1228 0 o m
VOTE BY WAR, o 25t i 15
YTl 139 wd sl @
SANTAMONICA - B250017A 288 i w8
VOTE Y MALL g 360 & 15
T 281 78 181 80
SANTA FONICA - S3oR0TEA i 5 T T
VOTEBY MAL g 205 107 5
TOTAL 183 P 2 154
SANIA MIOHICA - STa0030R e i m 1w
YOIE BY MAIL 0; 151 52 ]
oL 1088 a9 m 202
SANTA ONICA - 62500248 o8 o8 @ 7
VOTE BY MAIL 9 P @ @
TOTAL oY 3 154 104

COSM 905
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GOUMFY OF LOS ANGELES-  GEHERAL ELECTION ot Y22 -PAGE- 14330 0f 14548
SANTAMONICA CITY SPG HUNI
MEASURE HH

FINAL OFFIGIAL

STATEMENT OF VOTES OAST

BY FREGINGT

REQIST- | BAILOTS
LOGATION paTioN | casT | &F £

SANTANONICA - G2025 i P T W
VOTE DY MAL 8 128 P ®
TOTAL wml 175 "
SANTAMONICA - 62500200 1194 T ¥ B0
VOTE BY MAL 9 P % 124
TOTAL 1186 74 268 %
SANTAFONIGA - GZ500280 T ™ n 76
VOTE BY WAL a 64 n 7
TOTAL ™ W % 178
SANTA MONICA - G260032A fron ar ] B
VOTE BY MAL 7 s
TOTAL 18 7
"SANTAHIONICA - S75005%R 17 o
VOTE BY MAL w 7
TOTAL 20 218
SANTANONIGA - S3500%50 T )
VOTE BY MAL 0 7
TOTAL 220 157
SANTA MGNIGH - SZ5001A " o)
VOTE BY MALL 10 n
TOTAL m 7t
SANTA MONIGA - 2500454 5 120
VOTE BY MAL H 7
TOTAL 219 187
SANTA FIONICA - (Z50046A i 5
VOTE B WAL & %
TOTsE )
SAMTA FIORIGA - 6250050 5 8
VOTE BY MAL % ™
TOTAL w 124
SANTA MONIGA- G250 1A 158 136
VOTE BY MAIL ;-] 86
TOTH. a0l a2
SANTAWIONICA - E5500620 e r
VOTEBY MAL % 2
TOTAL 185 8
SANTAHIONICA - S250053R T 2 B ®
VOTE BY WAL B 200 n 7
TOTAL 1252 481 2ia i

Trial Exhibit 1394_61
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GOUNTY OF LOS ANGELES - GENERML ELECTION 110414 1923 -PAGE- 14331 of 44540
SANTA MOMCACITY SPCMUNL
MEASURE HH

FINAL OFFICIAL

STATEMENT OF VOTES CAST

BY PRECGINGT

REQIST- { BALLOTS
LOGATIDN RN | cast | <7 £

SANTABONICA - 6250058 54| 12 B3 7]
VOTE BY MAIL [ b 20 ]
TOTAL Y 20 0 7
SANTAMONICA - 62500807 o 18] 9 I
VOTE BY WAL 9 124 &5 52
TOTAL 473 07 o 126
“SANTA MONICA - 6250081A 951 28 77 76
VOTEBY MAL v Y 47 3
TOTAL 201 97 2 108
SANTA MONICA - §356082 B67] 251 o) [3
VOTE 8Y WAL 0 T & »
TOTAL 387 345 5 115
SANTA MONIGA - 62500877 944 (23 B3 120
VOTE BY WAL 0 149 ] 49
TOTAL 944 452 2 168
SANTAMONIGA - 52590580 562 177 85 o
VOTE BY MAL 9 % k) “
TOTAL 562 269 147 108
SANTAMONICA - 62506564 1) 5] 15 iss
VOTEBY MARL 0[7 207 :x3 #4
TOTAL 1149, 582 248 259
‘SANFAMONICA - 62600704 10t 37 103 %
VOTE BY MAIL o 224 @ W
TOTAL Iiﬂl[ 61 285 238
SANTAMONICA - 62600717 30 247 48 [3
VOTE BY MALL « »
ToTAL 93 349) 1% i)
SANTAMONICA - 62500724 1234 52 210 234
VATE BY MAIL o o1 3 5
ToraL 204 TR s b
SANTAMONICA - 52600785 78 32 [ 08
VOTE BY MAIL 0 176 3 Bt
TOTAL a7 g1 123 8
GANTAMORICA - 52500764 28] 262 1% [
VOTE BY MAIL o mI 4 ]
TOTAL ] am 184 164
SANTA MONICA - 626087 102 04 225 2t
VOTE BY WAL o 5 7 51
TOTAL #1064 B8 208 72

Trial Exhibit 1394_62
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES « GENERAL ELECTION : HR4Ng 1824 -PAGE- 1423201 14548

SANTAMONIGA GITY BPGMUNI
WEASURE HH

FINAL OFFICIAL

STATEMENT OF YOTES GAST

BY PRECINGY

REGIGT- | BALLOTS
LoGATIOR mation | cast | SF £

SANTA HONICA - GES0003A i w7 % ™
VOTE BY MAIL 0 218 12 8
TOTAL 1380 3 288 267
SANTA AONIGA - 62600854 T80 ) 158 68
VOTE BY HAlL, o 247 % 180
TOTA. 28 624 5 288
SANTA IONICA - G250089A 297 Cr n 269
VOTE BY HAL o 283 1 12
TOTAL 7 820 M 41
‘SANTA MONIGA - 62500528 1281 36 218 114
VOTE BY MAL o 2 12 B
TOTAL 1 59 3 205
‘SANTA MOHICA - 62500048 [ 7 15 T4
VOTEBY WAL [£) 181 87
TOTAL o4l 4 218 177 _
SANTA MONICA - 62500854 1814 453 167 128
VOTEBY MAIL g 27, 136 (]
TOTAL fa11 81, 30 22
SANTA HONTCA.- G260038A 188 23 1 1
VOTEBY MALL 9 190 ® (]
FOTAL 1158 57 2 218
SANTA MONICA- 62501004 6] m 18 w
VOTEBY MALL P 193 9 5
TOTAL 055 454 20 167
SANTA MONIGA - 62501677 Tt T 70 125
VOTE BY MAIL 0 258 106 108
TOTAL 181 & 713 237
SANTA MONICA - 6250100 0 248, Tat o
VOTE BY MALL 0 157 0 %
FOTAL 810 485 o 149
SANTA MONIGA- 67607134 1978 e i 24
VOTEBY MALL 0 2 108 8
TOTA, 1472 58 283 213
SANTA MONICA - 526072 1A 1205 7 101 ™
VOTEBY MALL 0 wm 0B 1
TOTAL. 1266 854 o 1w
BANTA MONICA - BZB0T25A 113 205 BT 172
YOTEBY MAL 9 2 ) 14
TOTAL 1139 627 forird 303

COSM 908
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GOLINTY OF LOS AMGELES - GENERAL ELECYION 110444 1335 -PAGE- 11333 0f 14546
SANTAMOMNICA GITY SPC MUNI
MEASURE Hit

FINAL QFFICIAL

STATEMENT OF YOTES GAST

BY PRECINGT

REGIST- | BALLOTS
LOGATION won | cher | & $
‘SANTA MONICA - 6250127 1072 k7] P 7]

VOTE Y WA, © 9 143 ] G
TOTAL 1072 543 311 183
SANTA MONIGA - 62501264 a7 29 Bl 3

VOTE BY MAL 9 2 %) 5
TOTAL feri] 26 135 3t
SANTA BONIGA - 62501230 m [ 9 0
VOTE BY MAlL 1) &4 10 k]

TOTAL i B ) ]
BALLOT GROUP 181 - 0030161A [! of [ [y

VOTE 8Y MAL (: 4| 2 1

TOTAL o 4 2 1

Trial Exhibit 1394 64
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES - OENEFAL ELEGTION 104114 e - PAOK. 143lol 1458
SANTAMONIGACITY SPCMUNI
WEASURE HH
FINAL OFFICIAL
GTATEMENT OF VOTES GAST
BY FRECINGT
REGIST- | BALLOTS
LOGATION RATION | oasT | % £
PRECINGT TOTAL T L
VEMTOTAL o e aeta]  deme
GROUPTOTAL v 4 2 1
GRAND TGTAL 55003 28333 12178 11923

Trial Exhibit 1394_65
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COUNTY OF LOS AGELES - GENERAL ELEGTION T 101 - PAGE- 1415 of Hsda
SANTAMONICA CITY SPC MUMI
MEASURELG

FINAL OFFIEAL

STATEMENT OF VOTES CAST

BY PREGINGT

: REGIST- | BALLOTS
LOGATION maton | cast | F

ST ORIGA - 625006TA " W % "
VOTE BY MAIL o 25 ® 113
TOTAL o5 s 27 257
SANTA TIGNICA - 62500030 0 ™ 8
VOTE BY MAL 0 2% o 188
TOTAL 108 2] 58 74
SANTATRONICA - G250005A T84 FT 23 )
VOTEBY MAL 0 ) 2 )
TOTAL 14 so4 an 20
‘SHTANONIA - 6250006 107 T ) 16
VOTE BY MAY. o W m o
TOTAL 107 o4 314 224
GANTA MORTCA - 62500088 Tia 200 7 W
VOTE BY MAL P 260 12 1w
TOTAL 1 850 078 21
BANTAMONIGA - 62500 10E Tioe 08 7 e
OTEBY MALL I 190 103 8
Yo 1 508 250 W7
SANTA MORICA - 6Z50011A T 2% 13 6
OTE BY MALL d 216 118 &
TOTAL 103 512 54 78
SANTAMONICA - S7500158 1247 418 T3 185
VOTEBY MAIL o %09 154 120
TOTAL 1247 728 313 05
SANTA MONCA - G300 H6R T5E i 4 T
VOTEBY MALL o 250 12 105
TOTAL 1458 458 27 2567
SANTA MONICA - 82600574 1251 14 25 208
VOTE BY MAIL o 208 140 112
TOTAL 128 8 55 250
SANTAMORIGA - G250010A Ties 280 48 o
VOTE BY MAIL 0 205 P )
TOTAL 1465 P 24 122
SANTAMONICA - 62507208 105 1 % 7
VOTEBY MAL o 11 # "
TOTAL 1 s 2 186
SANTAMONIGA - 5250024 Fl e 3 7
VOTE BY MALL o 5 2
TOTAL 7 af 185 15

Trial Exhibit 1394_66
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES- GENEAN, ELECTION 1A 1992 PAGE. I ol 14548
SANTA MONICA GITY §PC MUN)
WEASURE LG

FINAL OFFICHL

STATEMENT OF VOTES GAST

BY FRECINGT

AEGIST- | BALLOTS
LOGATION arion | ot | & £

SHSTA MONIGA - 62500750 0 EEr ™ @
VOTE BY MAIL 9 124 W 4
ToTAL 109 % o 140
SANYATACHIGA - G250028R T S %
VOTE BY MAL 2 54 P
TOTAL 8 es| o
ANTA MGG - G250929R =l Wl wr
VOTEBY MAL 184 2 a8
TOTAL 417 101 165
GANTA MOTECA - B250032A, w07 10 147
VOTEBY MAL 29 i %
TOTAL - as] =
SANTA WONICR - 6230054A £ M 8
VOTEDY MAL 201 b 84
TOTAL £ wl
SANTAMONIGH - G500 (74
VOTEEY MAL o 8
TOTAL i a7
SANTA HONIGA - G500 1A T e[
VOTEEY WAL ® Py
TOTAL m 198
SANTA WORGLA - T3008A = 118
VOTEEY MAL ® 78
TOTAL 23 104
SANTA WOHIGA - S250042A 18 132
VOIE BY AL H 5
ToTAL 28 189
SANTA MORIGA - 2416504 T o
VOTE BY WAL, 9 % @
TOTA, 1012 4 1
SANTA MONICA - G250051A o T ]
VOTE 8Y ML b o %
TOTAL 1297} o0 50
SANTA RONICA - 62600528 w0 i 7]
YOTE BY MALL 5 40
TOTH. a0 175 114
SANTA VEONIGA - GZGOTGIA o5 o8 5
OTEGY ML, @ %
TOTAL 1 2 1

COSM 912
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COUNTY OF LOB ANGELES - GENERAL ELECTION . 110414 1333 - PAGE- 14307 of 14548

SANTAMONICA CITY SPC MUNI
MEASURELG

FINAL OFFICIAL

STATEMENT OF VOTES GAST

BY FRECINGT

REGIST- | BarLors
LOGATION ok | cast | & £y

SRR NONICA . FE50050R ) e ] ®

VOTE BY MAIL d 79 % 2
TOTAL 284 0 ® 7%
SANTAMONIGA- G360060A . a7 e Yoz 5

VOTE BY WAL P 124 & "
TOTAL a7 7 169 110
SANTAHONICA -G250001A 991! o e ]

VOTE BY WAL o 2 8 @
TOTAL 191 a7, 29 126
SANTA MONICA - 62600624 887 3] w8 o

VOTEBY ML o o 5 #
TOTAL il 451 186 128
SANTA MONIGA.- 6260067 e e 5 T

VOTE EY MAIL o = n @
TOTAL o8¢ 5 382 154 .
‘SANTA MONIGA. - 260068D 2 W 1 )

VAFTE BY MAL i % ] 28
TOTAL 502 5 181 7
SANTA MONIGA - SZ50060A i 55 78 T

VOTE BY MAL 9 27 195 5
TOTAL 114 s i m
GANTARONICA - 6250670R 101 =7 3 103

VOTE BY WAL i 24 13 ®
TOTAL 104 sl 318 1
‘SANTAMONIGA - G25071A w0 247, 143 7

VOTE BY WAL o @ o %
TOTAL o) 09 197 %
‘SANTA MONIGA - 67500724 T2 22 P W

VOTE BY MAL o m m ®
TOTAL 1284 78 515 224
GANTA HOHIGA - 2500708 e (0 T3 s

VOYE BY MAR. g 178 118 55
[ s a8 481 205 158
SENTA MONICA - S250070A o 2 T 7

VOTE BY MAIL o 132 & 56
TOTAL 48 Y 29 0w
SANTA MONIGA - 6250001 : e 404 250 T8

VOTE BY MAL o 185 o W
TOTAL e 548 Mg ]

COSM 913
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GOUNTY OF L0S ANGELES - GENERAL ELECTION ot 1334 -PAGE- 13Mol 1451

SANTAMONICA GITY SPCMUN
MEASURE LG

FINALOFFICIAL

STATEMENT OF VOTES CAST

BY PRECINGT

REQST- | BALLOYS
LOGATION Ramon | casT | & &

SANTAMONICA - 62500837 1180 &7 269 120
VOTE BY MAL [ 218 " 58
TOTAL 11801 [ 412 18
SANTA MONICA - 62500857 1252 ¥4 65 [
VOTE BY MAIL q 247 ] 7
TOTAL 1252 a1 128 176
SANTA MONICA - 6250083A 1207 547 a8 126
VOTE BY WAL [} o83 05 3
TOTAL 1207 80 04 %6
SANTAMONICA - 62500024 123t 38 26 [
VOTE BY MAIL 9 23 W b
TOTAL 1234 598 3R 73
SANTA MONICA - 62500048 343} 284 147 )
VOTE BY MAL q 1 L 0
TOTAL 3 488 8 w8 . o
SANTA MONICA - 62500054 131 EX 176 3
VOTE BY MAIL I 57 w2 [/
TOTAL 1531 10} 36 210
SANTA MONIGA - 62500384 189 383 21 20
VOTE BY MAIL [ 190 103 68
TOTAL 1159 T3 304 188
SANTA HONICA - 62501084 953' P 158 5]
VOTE BY ML, . 18 H2 65
TOTAL 55 44 270 151
SANTA MONICA - B250107A 1181 e 184 135
VOTE BY MAIL [ zssl 136 i
TOTAL 181 a3 380 226
SANTA MONICA - 62601100 310 Pl 158 ]
VOTE DY MAL 0 t:;i ® 4
TOTAL #0 455 250 141
SANTA MONIGA” 52501134 1872 3 186 124
VOTE BY MAIL [ 233 121 %]
TOTAL 17 689 307 27
SANTA MONIGA - 62501214 1205 3 138 24
YOTE BY MAIL i} 163 2 68
TOTAL 1205 554 220 192
‘SANTA MONIGA - 875015 1138 35 17 168
VOTE BY MALL [ bY S T 102
TOTAL 138 ez " 258

COSM 914
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES -

GENERAL ELECTION

11044 1835  -PAGE- 14238 of 14548
SANTAMONGAGITY SPCMUN
MEASURELG

FINAL OFFICIAL

SEATEMENT OF YOTES CAST

oY PREGINGT )

REGIST- | BALLOTS
LOGATION pmion ] caer [ 8 &

SANTA HONICK - (O0H27A Fro T Y T

VOTEBY WAL g 1 0 )
TOTH. 1072 5331 |
SANTA HONICA 6250 190A w 20 (T T

VOVEBY MAL 3‘ 23 122 #
TOTAL 78 58 9| 1%
SANTA MOHICA - 6360 1256 sa] 9 0 0

VOTE BY WAL P s 2 @
TOTAL 8 & 2 2
BALLOT GROUF 181 20901614 0 o 2 8

VOTEEY WAL o 4 4 0
TOTAL 9 4 4 ¢
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES - GENERAL ELECTION 1044 136 -PAGE- 4340 of 14548
SANTAMONICA CITY $PG MUNI
MEASURELC

FINAL OFFICIAL

STATEMENT OF YOTES CAST

BY PRECINCT

FEOKT- | BALLOTS
LOCATION RATION CAST _e? $
PRECINGT TOTAL [T T ST 200
VEMTOTAL of 10454 16 88
GROUP TOTAL 0 4 4 ¢
GRAND TOTAL 58803 25433 1564 10084
COSM 916

Trial Exhibit 1394 71




Adopted and approved this 9" day of December, 2014.

“‘““’”J;z?/nx (X e

“Ham O'Connor, Mayor

I; Sarah P. Gorman, City Clerk of the City of Santa Monica, do hereby certify that
the foregoing Resolution No. 10850 (CCS) was duly adopted at a meeting of the Santa
Monica City Councif held on the 9" day of December, 2014, by the following vote:

'AYES: " Councilmembers: Davis, McKeown, Vazquez, Winterer, Holbrook
Mayor O'Connor , Mayor Pro Tem O'Day

NOES: Councilmember:  None

ABSENT: Councilmember: wone

ATTEST:

S g

Sarah P. Gorman, City Clerk

COSM 917
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ARTICLE L

- Incorpor ati'on and Powers.
Section 1.

The,, mummpal corpo- .
ration now exzstmg and’ known as:

“The City: ‘of Santzx Monica. " sha.lIF

continue to- be a mumczpal cm pcrra—*

tion’ under the name a.nd style ‘of

Gxty of Santa Monma.,” and ‘with the™ .
same boundaries it now has, fo.wit:’ .
Lommencing at & point in the OI'-'“."“,
dinary Tide ime of the Paexﬁc Ocean,._

distant. Tmrty and’ Sixty Hundredths -~

feet (30. §0: 10{}) South- eastei'ly of-
the Southerly lie. ‘ot Marine. Snreet_"{h
ag shown oii: the Ma' FOf. the Crescent- - :
in Book 3
Pages 13-14 0% Maps Los Angelea-

Bay Tract, . as recoxded

Courty leco.rds

Thence extendlng North 56 degreess K

East to the Southwest
Block C of the Santa Momca. Tract
as per Map - recorded ln
Page 29 Mliscellaneous 1e,cmds Los
Angeles County. -

Thence e‘:tending Northeusterly
along the Southerly line of the Santa
Monica Tract to the Southeast cor=

ner of Block B. of sald Sn.nta Momcn-

Tract. -

Thence extendmg \lorthemste;ly

corner of

‘Book' 53, '

slong the Southerly Hne of thc Lucus‘-

Tract, .to  the St)ul.lleu%

County
Thence extending North 57 de~

grees 30 mirutes Hast to the North- .
west corner.of the. Mesa La Ballona’

Tract as per Map recorded in Book 5
Page 184 of Maps, Los Angeles Coup-.
ty. records

Thence North- 57 degrees - 45 mm—_

utes-Bast along. the Northerly- ]me of

said Mesa La Ballona Tract, and its .

prolongation thereof, to .the. Westérly
-line of the Ballona, ‘Road Ne. 2.

Thenes North 33 deglees and 30.:_.
minutes West alonf* the Westerly llneg,_
of said Baliona Roa,d No.' 2 to a poimt. .

in the dnuding line between the

Ranches San: Vicente 'Y Santa Monf

“ica, and 'La Ballona : C
Thenoe. North 4 qegrees ﬁuu‘uﬁ

minutés West '\long the Southerly ‘

line of the Twentyseventh ("Tth)

Street extenslon i’u the Southeaﬁteﬂyf"-

corner of the. .- P R. R Gos yvards.
(55 Acre Tract)

Thence South 75 degxees and 52 .
minutes West along Athe Southerly
line of the .8. P..R. R. Co's. yards-
Thousand -

(66 Aere Tract) Four
(4000) feet to the Southwest eorner
of said 8. P. R. R Co's. yards (55
Acre Tract)

Thente Northwesterly along the

Westerly line of the aforesaid & F.

R. R. Cos, yards (55 Acre’ Tract)
Thence North 14 degrees and 28
ninutes West to a point in the South-

corper of

Block 47 of said Lucm; Traet ng per
Map recorded in Bool 6. Page L
mlscell‘lneous reé'o::da, ‘I;os An'ge':us,"

Cul Qf

) mtc seven wards as follows

erly line of Colorado Avenue (for-

merly known as Rmhoa,d Ave) ag ’

per 1 ’\Iap of the Villa Farms, ‘recorded
in Book 3 Pages 118- 119 migcellan-

-'eous records, Los Angeles Cou“ﬁty
Northeasterly”’ atlong the .’

Thence
Southerly line of Colorado Avenue, to

" a point in' the! Westeriy line of Cain-' '
bridge Street as per- Map Df the Atfe- -
“sian’ Tract recorded:in Book 4 “Page.’ |
Angeles Ccunty‘_ '

Maps Los.
records

) “Thenee Nothwesterly along the
K Weste1ly llne of Cambndge Street to-
'~the Southerly Jine of’ Nevada Avenue v
‘ : Theice North-44- degrees and Three |
minijtes West Two! Thousand’ ‘Eight-
. _Hundred and Foxty ("’840) feet to
< the. Northelly line of Monta,ua. Ave-i .
©nuedit prolonga.ted Northeasterly )
) extendmg Southwesterly .
along the- Noxthexly ling of Montana

Thence

Avenue and. the Northerly line of
sald avenue projected Southwesterly

to & point in ‘the Westerly boundary
‘line of Los Angelés County (in the

Pacific Ceean).

Thence. -
aforesald, boundary line to a ppint
where o stralght line bearing Sputh

B degrees West would intersect the
sald - boundary Iine of Los. Angeles A
‘_'Coumv Co :

Thence North 58 deg:ees Basi io

the p!ace of beginnlag.

Apd such ndditioxm!

“ ARDS

€ec. 2. The City: shal]: be dJ.VIJ."_

- Fivst Ward

" Commencing at the mtersection of.' o
the center lines of Snerman- Aventie, .
~East-Santa Monica, withthe’ Sofith--
easterly Corpm ate! Lxmxts of the City‘- ;
“of Santa Monica.: ;

e‘itenchﬂw
center Jine : Of

‘Thence.
along the -

Thence '
Center 1ine of, South I“ourth street

'(4th) to the Center line of East Hill'

streat.
- Thence outhwestelly along the
center line of Hast. Hill Street to the

Basterly line of the Troueywa,y, 50

called.
Thence Southwesteriy_ to the point

‘ of intersection of the centr line of

the alley in. block two ¢2), Grescent

‘Bay. Tract( between Hill and Surf
~Bireets) with {he Westo
" Trolleyway.

Thence Southwestarly along the'
center line of. the: alley in sald- bloek'

ne of tibe

. 2;‘«{‘;"‘

c%uthezasterly alohg  the:

wri‘itm Y as, |

-ma3 from time to; ithme !Je anne*{ed " Bastérly

) centel‘ link

N» thwesterly i
) Sherman'__.'
" Aveniie to the Center lime 015 Ceutral-'
: 'Avenue i ‘
Thence Southwesterly along the-,‘".
. ..‘Center ﬁne of Central Avénie, te the
" ., Center ‘line. of South I"ourth (4th)'.'.'
*street: -

o Thence Southwestelly

two (2), Crescent Bay Tract, to the

‘center. line of the Speedway.

. Thence Southeasterly ualong the

genter line. f. the- Speedway te the

denter line of. West Hill Streer.
Theénce Southweslerly

thereof, to - the
bouthwasterly line of the City limits.
- Therce |, Southeasterly along the
Westenly line of the City limits to the
Southeasterly corpm ate limits.
Thence NQI‘tthLStElIy along - the
Southerly lme of the City lmits to

_the place. o_f begmmng

Secoucl Avard.

Commencmg at the mtetseclxon ot .

ihe center lines, of Centml and Sher-
man, Avenueb

, Thence extending Northwesterly
a.long the center line of Sherman Av-
enue to the center line of Pearl
Street.

Thence Southwesterly along thé
center line. of Pearl Street to the cen-
ter line of South Eighth {8th) Street.

Thence Northwesterly along the
‘center line of South Eighth (Sth)
Street; to the center line of Gartleld
Avenue,

Thenee Southwesterly along the

. center line of (mrﬁe‘d Awmw tn the

Fnalmlv Hue of BLloek G of ke
CGeean Sproy. Trm: '

Thence \'Q!‘lh\\\.‘yh‘li\
Hhe' of , said

alony the

‘cornel "of ot Twenty (20) of said
Block G C)aean Spray Tract.
Thence SouthWesteﬂy along the

‘ \Iorthelly line ‘of ‘said lot twenty{20)
-"Bletk !'G” Ocean Spray Traet, and
‘its-prolongation thereof to the center.

l1nn of. Sotth  Bixth. (6th) Street.
Thence SOutheastexly ‘ﬂonv the
s of - South Sixth' (6th)
Street to the center line of Strand
Straeb K
. along- the
center line of Strand Street to the
enter ne of outh Fourth (4th}

. Street‘

Thénce’ '..,cut‘riéanteny along the
center line of Heuth Fourth {4th)

. o street to the tmtersection of the divid-
Southeasterly along the.:- '

mg lines" UDetween lots 5 and 6 o1
Vawter s Subdivxsxon of Blocm 6-13,
L’xcas Tmct projected Northeasteriy.

Thence South“ev—.tezh along the
center lines of sald lots 5 and G
Vawter's Subdivision of Blocks 61"1},
Liucas “Tract, to the center line of
. South Third (3rd) street.

Thence Southeasterly
canter line

along the

street to the ‘center line of Mills
street. » - )
Thence Southwesterly along the

center line of Mills street to the cen-
ter line of Lake street.
Thence Southwesterly along the

alohg  theo
-ténter line, of ‘West Hill Street,nnd
- its- prolongations

Blogk G
iOcean Spray, ’]‘nct to the Norih-cast

of South Third (3rd)

Trial Exhibit 1513 _2
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dividing 'lines between lots ‘18 and"..‘.

19, and lots 45 and. 486, Block 7, /San-
ta Monica Cnmmerclal Co.’s, Tratct.

’Phence continuing Southwes:erly_, .

along the J:_\jl;liug Imeé between lots
19 and 20 and. thelr pnolongmtmn

thereof, of Block: R, of ‘the said Sapta -
Monica Gommercml Co s Traét, to..
the ‘Easterly line. of the Tml!eyway L

_Thence \'orthweeterlv along the

-Basterly ling of the . Trolleywa,y to.".'-:.
the- lllteTSéutIQﬂ of ‘the center 11ne of .

Hart a,fenue
easterly.

- Thence
center hne ‘of . Hart avenu'\ and.itg

11.’ proiongated NOrth-

prol ongation ther‘eof to the South-

westerly. Ilne of §] . c1ty limlts .
Thencs Qouthaa terly ‘ along the

Southweeterly lme of the Clty LzmiLs

to its mtereectlon whh the center line

of’ West Hlll Street 1f ptolongated'

Southwusterly

Thence Northeastex}y"l alcmg

line of the Speedwa.y
Thence NorthwesteUy along

centra line of the ailey in Bloe}{ Two

(2). Crescent Bay. Tmct (behween Hil[ S

and Surf Streets.):
Thence ‘Northeasterly 'ﬂong

center line of eaid uliey to the Waest-

erly. iine ‘of the Tlo]ieyway )
Thence Nmthewstelly ‘to the point
of intersectlon ‘of the center . line .of
East Hill Stieet,.
line of the Tloliey~\vay ,
Thence Northeasterly. aleng
center line of Bhst Hill Street, to the

Center line of South Fou:‘th (4th)f

Street. - '
Thence Nomhwesteriy a,]ong the

Center line of SDutl’i Fourth ~{dth¥ . -
Street, to the: Canter Ime of Central

Avenue.

Thence \Iortheasterly anng the

Center. line of Central. Avenue, to the ™" -
. Easterly 'Iine of )
‘to the center line of Garfield Avénue.:

Thence Northeasteﬂy" along ;
center Iine’ of Garﬁe)d Avehue, 1o ‘the - ]

place of begirmmg

The Southea.ste.rly Mne. of; Ward""{;,”
Two (2) is: Idenhca.l Wlth the Narth- B

westerly line of Wa,rd One (1)»

Third Ward

Commencing at-the interseotion of:«,: '
the center lines ‘of Peztrl Street and‘_

Sherman Avenue.
Thence
center lime of Sherman Avenue to
the center line of Front Street.
Thence Southwesterly along the
center line of Front’ Street, and ‘its
prolongation thereof, to the .South-
westerly line ot the City Limits.

Theoce

Southwesterly line of the city Hmits
to its intersectlon

Sout]:mrestermr
Thenoe

':Easterly line of the
-'the intersection of the dw:dmg 11nes -

Southwester]y a.lonﬂ' the'

.street to its
the_'
center: Ime of West Hill ‘Strest,” and.
its pz‘olengatxon thereof to the cenrer.. ‘

the
center line.of the. Speédway to the

th;e,“-“

with the Eastcﬂy'- '.Street,

the . -

Northwesterly a.long the._:?‘

qou*heaqterlv along the

-with the certer .
line of Hart avenue if prolongated' "

Northeasterly along the' '
center line ‘of Hart avenue and itsw

,7prolongat10n thereof to: the Easter]y-
"line of the Trolleyway.

Southeasterly’ aiong [the: .
"I’rolleyway 1o

Thence

of-lots 19 and 20, Bleek R and }ots‘...:‘

- 45 a,nd 46, and 18 ang- 19 . Block P,
‘@0
Tract -and its - prol@ngatlon thereof; :
: jalong thef.»,
saiil dividing-lines. df said Tots 19 'md'
"20, Blodk R; and lots ¢5)and 46 .and
" 18 ahd 19 Biock

‘Santa. Monica . Commercml

Thence Northeastel ly

Them,e

ter lme ‘of South Third. street

. Thence \Iolthwesterw along theé .
' .'center line - -of Soufh Thn& (3rd)
“{ntersection | with the'’
' ';dlvxdmg iine -between lofs 5. and 6, .
" Vawter's Subdivision of Blocks 6- lu,“.'.

Lucas Traet. '

" Thence Northeasterly along 'said
dzviJing line between lots .5 and 6,
Vawter's Subdivision of Blocks 6-13
Lucas Tract, to the cente T line of

. South Fourth (4th) strest.
Thence Northwestelly along the |

center line of South. Fourth (4th)'

"Street to the cent r litie of Strand
‘. Btreet,

Thence Northeasterly.
‘center line-of Strand Street, to the
center line of South S_ixth

Thence Northwesterly auong "the
center’ line of South Sixth -

Thence Norileasterly along

‘Sou theasterly ' along
Sgald Bloclt

Thence

,eenter 1ine ‘of South Eighth (Sth)
| Strest. . :
Thence Southeasteﬂy along

center dine. of South Eighth (Sth)

'btreet to. the center line -of Pezwl

stréet.

Thence the

North easterly a.iom;

‘center line of Pearl St:eet to theA
" .place of beginning. .

The Southeasterly lne of Ward .
the
. Northwesterly Ime of Ward Two (3)

Three (3) is identmal with

Fourth Wi aru

Commeneing at the center line of
: Seventeenth (17th) Street;

i pro-
longated Srm*heaqfer]v with the cen-
ter line of . Front Qtreef

o1

P, Sa.nta Momea"'
. Commermal Co s Tract: for "thie mter*»'t ;
.. -seetion of thie. center lme of Lake_
. gtrept and "Mills | street.’ B L
\Tortheastezly annb the‘«:,
‘.center line. 6f Mms street to the cen—_

nlong the_ ,'

6th)

S(8th) -
- Street, to the Northerly. line of, lot:
"’I‘wenty €209 Block Rt Ocean Spray' :
“Tracty. if prolongdted Westealy

. " the "
.Northerly lige of. said- Lot Twexty

- {20) Block -“E” Ocean Sprey Tract S
.. :to.the Eastexly lme of Block “G” of .
B ._sa,id :Ocean ‘Spray ’I‘ract L
" the .
(lGD] - .

“the’

the -

Thence Northwesneﬂy anng the

. 'center lme, ‘of ‘Seventeenth

N e g R

‘)5%99999??“"%%% 399%9 %53?:—)93%’%?99999999&99

Streat,

-and its prolongation thereof, to the

‘center .iine. of ‘Utah Avenue.

’I‘henee Southwestexl} along the

center line of Utah Avenue. and its

1)1olonthon Lhe;eot to the. SDnLh~
westexly line ‘ot the City Liwits.
Thence Southeasteriy along the
bouthweeterly line of the City Lim-
its, 't6 .the mtersectxon of the center
hne of- Front Street it Drolonvated

= ‘Westerly

Thenee Norl;he*xeterly along the
cente1 lme of F:ont Street, gnd its
prelongetmn thm eof. to the phce of
begmmm;

The” Southemtmlv line of Ward
CFour 14) ] i tdentical with the North-
weuherly‘lme 01’ Ward Three (3).

By tlth “."nrd :

Gcmmenemg at the center line of
beventeenth © {1Tth) btreet, and
“Utah A_vsnue o

Thence . extending Northwesterly
along the center line of Seventeenth
A{17th). Stveet to the center ling of
Arizona "Avenue, ‘
" Thence Southwesterly along the
center line of Arizona Avenue and
its prolongation thereof o the

-Southwesterly. line of the City fLim-

" genter line of Utah Avenue

its. .
Thence Seoutheastorly
sald Southwesterly line of the ‘Chy
Limits to the ‘ecnter iine of Utal
sAvenue, it ;noionguod Westerly.
Thepee Northeasterly along  the
and its

wlong the

"pmgongatiorx»thereof, to the place of

'

. Its, to the .

bogmmng, . ‘
_ The Southeasteﬂy ‘line of Ward.
Five . (B). 13 1dentlcm to the North-
westerly line of Ward Four (4).

. Sncth Ward |

Commencmg at the intersection of
the genter lins  of Arvizcha Avenue
cand Seventeenth (17th) Strest. .

- Thence ‘extending Northwesterly
.along the ee’ntei linz of Seventeenth
©(RTthY Street to the Nmthweeteﬂy ‘
“City: lelts .

‘Thence Southwesteﬂy along the
Northwesterly lme of the' City Lim-
1ts,_to ‘the. Southwesteriy City Lim-
“is.

Thence .Seutheast'erly along the
'Southwesterly line of the City Lim-
center line of Avizona
Avenue if prolongnted Southwester
Iy. = )

Thence

Northeasterly along the

"center line of Arizona Avenue dnd
~its prolongation thereof, to the place

of. beginning.

The Socuthwasterly line of Ward
Six (6) .is identical with the North-
westerly lme of Ward Pive (5)

Seveuth Ward
Commenemc' at the point of inter-
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section .of the center line of Sherman. -

‘Avenue with the Southeasteriy City-
_Limits

Thence - exteﬁdfng Northwesterly

.along the center lineg " of Sherman'
Avenue, to the center lme off F‘ront“

sireet. .
“"Thence Soumwesterly along the i
- ceénter Hne ‘of Fromt ‘Street. to “the’

center line ‘of. Seventeenth (:L’Ith)_‘-
Street if prolongated: Southeasterly.

Thenee | Northwesterly .along’, sthe
center line ' or Sevantenth

to the' Nurthwester]y City Limitas.

Thence
the Northeasterly Iine of the City‘
Limits. ‘

Thence’ So'ﬁ.therly anng the: North—""
easterly and- Southeasterly bound:-lryF )

lines to the pldce of beginning

Being all of that-Territory within

the Corporate Limits of Santa Mon-
ica lying Northeasterly of the center-
line of Seventeenth (17th) Street,
and its.
Sherman Avehue, beiween the North-

westerly and Southeasterly City Lim- .

{ts.
The Southwester}y line. of Ward
Seven - (T}is identical wiith the North-

easterly lines of ‘Wards One. to Six '

{1 to 6).

Sec. 3. The  Council ‘may nlter

the linea of aAny ward by. ordinance

sdoptéd by a void of at least five of
its’ members and approved by ‘the

Mayor at- any time~ within ninety' o
days | after a- general muni‘mpai elec«_“-‘

tion but at ‘no other: time
. ....-—————.——-—-—-——
ARTIGLE I

Sed. 1.
have the power:

{1) To make and.uge’ a. corporate L

gedl and. alter the: same al’ pleasur‘
(2) To sue. and be sue:i in all a
tions and proceedings wha.tever

A3} To- have pe‘rpe’cual succession I

-(4) To’ erect) and maintain public

buﬂdings, a,ud tor 1ay out, establish RN
" improve . and - maintain publlc parks__“"
" censed

. nothing- herein shall prevent the sub- .
- mission of ‘the -quéstion whether. ‘the
‘sale or glving away of such hquors

and cemeteries.

{5} To provide for the dare of t}le".'

sick and helpless

(6):To make regulations ‘to .pre-
vent the spreaa of epidemics and eon~. .

taglous. diseases. .

{7) To provide for supplying the ,\
clty and its ibhabitants with water,j

gas and e]ectricity—, or other means.of

keat and illumination, and power.
(8) To.lay -out,” open, extend,

widenr, improve or vacate, pave and.

repave- streets and -alleys, sidewnlks

and crossings, s.nd other highways.

It shall have power to declare any
strest or highway ‘within said city a -

Boulevard and may restriet the trafc
thereon.

t9) To coustruct and maintam_‘

: yea.r, for
/. .other than for Darks, library, schools

(17th) - - and payment of interest on- the' muni-

Street, and its" prolonga.tlon thereofy,

Northeastérly along the- a

prolongation thereof, and

The sald. corporatxon sha.ll B

sewers, drains and other works net-
essary for the disposiﬁon of sewage.
(10) To establish and -maintain -
pubilic schools and publlc libranes
(11 ' To 1evy assessments . pcm
property to.pay for .thel 1mprove-
ments, and to collect the same, and

to levy and colléet . taxes upon prn—‘
T perty for municipal purposes, pro-‘

'vided that the tax. levied for any one
‘ e.ll municipai

cipal debt a.nd redemption of - bonds,
shall not eXceged .$1°on. each $100
worth of taxable property

(12) To - manage,.
lease or otherwise dmpose of any or,
all'of théproperty, of the said eorpo- |

ration; and fo appropriate the income

or. proceeds thereof to the use. of the

' gald - corporation; provided that it

shall have no power to mortgage or
hypothecate'its prbpert}f for a,ny pux-‘-

- pose

(13) To license and regulate the
carrylng on of any and all professions
trades, callings and - oceupations' car-
riéd on within the limits of said city;
and to fix the amount 6f license tax
thereon to be paid by a.ll pergons en-

-gaged in  such professians, ‘trades,’

eallings or occupations, provide the-
magtner of enforcing the payment of.
the same . provided that no discrimf-.
natlon shall be magde hetween persons -

. ‘*.engaged in the same business other-
- wise than’ by proportioning the: tax

upon any ‘business to’ the amount of
business done, and- to Iicense, regu-l

‘late, restram, suppress, of. prohzbi‘t
.’ any 'or all laundties, lwery and.sale
' stables, cattle
slaughter~housesj
. hawkers,
. dance halls, melodeons,
. cises, public. billiard tables, bowling!
; and ‘tenplno a.Ileys, the Saie or, givmg
. away of malt: vmous, fermemted or
* other alchohouc or- intoxicating - 11—-
“ qioTs as. & business, except for, medi:

and horse cormls
butcher-s hops

pawn-brohers, }

shows, ot S

peddiers,

cinal purposes by liceuve& drugglsts
on ‘the prescnption of a’ regularly h-
physician} provided that |

may be ncensed or prohibited to " the.

“yoters at any. election- -upder the pro~..
.vislons herein . concerning the 1n1tia~
tive and referendum, and to- .guppress
. and :pmhibit all fare banks, games.

of chance, gambling-houses, ‘tables oy
stands, bawdy-houses, the keeping of -

.bees within the clty limits, and any.

and all obnoxious; offensive, immoral,
indeeent or disreputable places of

- business or practice. ‘
‘ (14) To create offices, and pro- =
- ¥ide for the election ok appointment

of oﬁlcers other than those. stad-~

- ., lished by this charter, T by the gen—'

r—4-—’

‘purposes, .

control selI "

.venient fol municipal
. for exerelse. of the powers granted to -

junous “and
.. within' the- city, and for the dispo-
"-gition of -the same. -

" ordinances a'
:‘pro;iér cases, -and to prescribe the
* punishrnent thierafor, by fne or im-
N ‘prisonment. ar by both; but such fine
. not to exceed $500, and such im-
“‘.prisonment not to exceed. six raonths.

* . eral law, whenever the public conven-

ienqe may require the same, and pre-
scr_ibe'thei’xj?duties' and fix thelr com-
pensdtion... -(But this shall not be

‘ eonstrued to authonze thée creation
" of new oﬁces and the appointment of
. othér. officers to perform the' dutles

by this charter asigned to  officers

':provided for. herein, other than the

necesgary depuues and asmstanta j{e]
the oiﬁcers ot sald ‘eity).

(15) To. acquire, by burchase

' condemna.tlon, or other lawful means
B .property_, both real and pérsonal,
clnding water'and witer rights, elect
", tric. plants and gas plants, whatrves,
'-“railroads. brldges ‘and other publie

utilities-

within or -_thhout -the
cnrporate. limite, necessary or con-
purposes, or

sald corporation.

"(16) To fix the salaries of munl-
cipal ofiicers, except those officers
whose salaries are fixed by this
charter.

(17¥ To provide and maintain a4
proper -and. efficient fire department,
and make and adopt such measures,
ruies and regulations for the preveun-

" tion and extinguishing of fires, and

for thé preservation of property en-

- dangered thereby, as may be deemed

expedient.
.(18) To protect the propertv ol’

—'its inhabitanm agalest inundations.

(19) To" provide agningt the ex-
istence of ﬂlth garbage and sther in-
inconvenient miatter

Y20 "I‘o make violationg of its
"misdemeanor in. .all

(21) To- presanbe the - pldaces at

B »wl_l_ich elgcrgior_gs shall be held and ap-
. poinﬁ the offie~rs of election.

(22} To malke and enforce within
its limits such ‘tocal, police, sanitary
and other regulations as are-not in

,-"conﬂict with' general laws and. are

cleemecl e_:;perli,ent to . maintain the
public ‘peace, protect property, pro-

.. mote’ the -public morals and to pre-

serve the health of-its Inhabitants,

(23) To  'exercise all municlpa!
powers necessary fo the complet@ and
eficlent management and control of

" the’ municipal property, and for the

efficient administration of the muni-
lcpé,l government, whether such pow-:
ers be expressly enumerated hereln-
or not, except such powers as are for-
bidden or are controlied by general

. law.

" (24) The powers conferred by this
articie shall be exercisle'd‘ by -ordin-
ance, except as hereinafter provided.
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ARTICLL HI

Orﬁcus o_f thc Mmucxpahty.
Sectxon 1: The
municipality shali be
A Mayer. | - - : .
One Councilman flom each wa.rd

A City Clerk,who-shall be ex-officio, ‘
clerk of the pohce court and ew—oﬁ‘icm .

clerk .to the Supermtendent
btreets o

A-City Treasurer who shall be ex-
odicio tax—co&]ector,“ '

A _City’ Assessor,

.A City Attorney
A Street- Superintendent
A Supﬁrinrendent of - Buildmg

Five 'Memoers” Gf the Board nf

Educatxon .
‘Five Txustées

Public- lel&T‘}'
Three Police Commsssmnem
Three Fire- Commnssxonfns
Three, Park Commmmoners

Thres Members of the Boald of'

Health.
A City School Superintendent
A Chief of Pclice
A Chief of the Fire Depar tment

An -Asgistant. Chlt,l‘ of thc: Fire. Da-.

pariment.
A Henlth Omcor
See. 2, The ro!!owlng omcoru

shall be elected by the electors of tlm' -
City of Sllﬂ“ﬂ. Mon[«,u at’large, to- —w ity

The Mayor.

The City Clerk. _

The City Treasurer.

The City Assessor. ,

Five Members. cf_ the
Education.

- And by the elcctms of each wa,rd ‘

respectively:
One Member" of the: Council.
Sec,. 3. The: fonowmg

shall be appomfed by the Maydr and ‘

confirméd by the' Cmmml
A City Engineer Lo s
ACity Atﬂorney t L
A Superintenda&xt of Buildmg
A Street Superintendent.
Five Trustees of-
Public ‘Library. @
Three Police’ Commissioners:
Three Fire Commissiohers.
Three Park Commissioners.

‘Three Mem‘oers of ‘the Boa,rd‘of '

Health.
gec. 4.
capt those elected at the first general

municipal election held after the tak--.

ing eifect of this. chatter, ghall hold
their offices -for- the term
years, commenmng o1 the ﬁrst Mon-
day in January next’ succeediug theu'
electmn

gsc. 5.  The Clt:' Szhool Super-
intendent shall be’ appomted by the-
The Chief -of -

Board of Education
Police shall” be’ appolnted by the

“oficers. of the. . :PRoard of :Fires

_oE{ 'Sa'nta‘ Mon'ica. L

“minutes.

Bo'arfd 'of .

ofﬁcers -

Santa - Momca - . ]
" ing ‘ot one Couneilman |
‘ward, -électéd as herein provided is-

All elective officers, ex-

of two -

“Board of Police Commissioners. The.‘,
v - Chie? and Asgistant. of the’ Flre De-

:ruartnlent shall he appointed by the—-l_‘.'-
Commxssmners The_‘-'
" Health -Oficer shall be appeimed by .

‘thé Board of Health.:

©8Sect 8. All *Lppou:\‘ced oiﬁcemf

'Shﬂ.ll hold office until’ removed by the -
flppomtmg power, whick, shall - ‘have " .
L the power of removm
L prowded that, wheére: conﬁrmatlon is'
_,reqmred the agsent of., “thé. ccmﬁrm-,;
ng ‘body - shall ‘be requ131te for &

in, all ca,ses

moVal B e
’ The Couneil .shall have Dower ‘to.
m:..pﬂnd any. oficer. of thd clty, pend-s

tmg tuaj, agamst whom enmmal pro- ’
_'ceedmgs based on - mlsdemeanm i_jn co
'omce ‘or eivil action.for), recovevy of +

money ‘due the city: has been com—f

menced, and to' appoint.a substifute

for such oficer durmg saspansion.
In all voting upon’ ‘the’ appomtment

confirmation;, s uspensmn and. removal

of ofitcers the members. of the Coun-

cil, or other body . dppomting, don- "
. firming, suspending or removing,
‘'shall vote by open ba]lot or call of =

roll, .and the ballot or vate of each
member shall be s;)mad upon lhe

Sce. 1. 'No clective offlcer s?_m}.l

A nl'm., the term for- \\'hk:‘l he has - .

been clveted be eligible 10 any: afiee

mnder this charter sther than that.to

which he has been e lgeted, . )
Soee. 8, Omcczs of th‘ muniei-
pality must not be intelested ioeany .

contract made by them ‘in their of- -
. r‘zal capacity, nor! by any, body or -
bcm'd of v»hich they are: me’nuﬂrs _

D
AI?.TICLE IV

: Powu's and i)utms of the Gouncﬂ o
All leg1slat1va powm ‘of
o the city is vested in'the Cotungil, sub- -
":Ject to the: power . O veto- and’ ap- v

-Bec. 1,

,preval hy: the. ‘Mayor, as herem a.ftel ’

: gwen, and shall be exercxsed by, ordi-

nance other a.ctlon of the Council

. may be by order upon motion

‘ The said Councxl, cons;st-
from each

Sec. 2.

the ‘governing body. of the city, ‘and

shall meet at least once a week, and N
‘shall -by ordinance provide tor the :
- manner, time and place of holding -

all’ fegular and special meetings.
Sée. 3.

. Bee. 4. The eﬁacting

*“The Mayer and Coun-

err o

Sec. 5. Four memb‘ers

5

':'Councﬁ shall . constitute
for the tlansactlcm of business, but
‘ne ordmance shall be passed or other
act done granting a franchise, making
any. contmct auditing any bill, or-
'deung any work ‘to be done, or.sup-
‘lplles to be tmmhhul dispositg of or

" tions of its members.

. The Counecil shail meet..’
in the C,'ityr Hail of the -¢ity. The ~
records of ‘its proceedings. shall be :
‘open - for inspection during usual' 8
. office ‘hours. . S
c‘lause of .-
all ordinances shall be substantially -
" as follows
“efl ‘of the City of Santa’ Momea do.

- ordain as follows: .
01’ the . .

4 guorum

lea.smg the ity . ‘property, or;lexa:zﬁ*-_
.a.ny ‘assessment for street improve-
_menﬁ OF biuldmg sewers, or any

‘-,.other act to' be done involving the

_paymg of money, ‘or the incurring.of

_.debt: by the cxty, unlesgs’ five of the
‘:membws of | Lhe
in fawore

Couneil'  ‘volo
thereof. " All other ordi-
panées ‘may ‘be paased by a vote'of a

'ma.]orzty of thé whole Council.

Sec. 6., AT bonds of oﬂlcus [T

.. 'be appxoved by ‘the Council, as also
" the bords of .any contraetors with the
“eity. The ‘City Clerk shall intorse -

upon such ‘bonds the date of their
approval, whieh indorsement shall e

‘signed by the presiding officer of the-
‘COunci] and the City Clerk.

Bec, 7. Thy City Clerk shali bo
present at the meeting of the Couneil
ditring its sessions.

Sec. 8. The mosetings of tho
Council ghall be pubiic and n jonrnal
of the’ procesdings by kept Dby the
Clerk  under - irs direction  and
the ayes and, nm‘ia shalt he taken and

centered in the Jonrtw‘ i the flum
‘getlon upan’ the
“ehises, _mdl-\mg ul. contraets, auditin
- b, -
) sum:hes furnished,

granting of {ran-

oldcrln-g' work - to be doye wr
disposing of or -
1casmg mtv projerty, the passage of -

_Rny - ordinance;  thi ordering of as-

sessments for street improvements; or

:bu)l’ilng of sewers, or upon any other
aet that may. mvolve the p(Lyment of
T "money, or the: 111(:11:‘1*1:1?r of a debt by
.;the city, and upon the payment of the
.salarles of - the mumeipai
-gnd. in’ ‘all. other caseés upon the call

officers;

of a.n‘y member .

Sec: 9. | The ‘Covneil shall he the
'jud'g‘e of the election and qualifica~
It shall elect
one of 1ts membe*s as its pxeqiim"
ofﬁcer, "who shall be styled Presi-

" dent of. the Ccuncﬂ and who shall,
‘in case. of illness of the Mavor or in
" his absence from the city, act as the

Mayor of the city., The Council shall
havd power to prescribe the rules’of -
1ts proceedings,.and to preserve or-
der at its meetings, and may punish
'cont_emutuous or disorderly conduct
'committed in its presence by fine not
exceeding fifty dollars, and imprison-
ment not exceeding ten days, or by
both such fine and imprisonment.
Sec. 10, It shall preseribe by or- -
dinance the duties of all officers
whose duties are.not defined by this
charter, and 1t may by ordinance pre-

' séribe. for any, officer duties other. -

‘than, those herein prescribed and not
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mconsxatent with the prov;smns of

this charter, and may fiz the hours'-
during which the public. office of any -
city. officer shall be.-kept open,.if: uot‘ .

otherwise he;ein provided
‘Bée. 11,

"cers, and the fupditure, fuel, ‘lights
and stationery’ néceSsary

city.
Sec. 12.

theatres, lceture moms,

of cha.zrs, be.nches or other: obstrur--

tions in the hall aisles or open placeS. g

therein.
Sec. 13.

" and provide for the aba.tement and
removal thereof
fee. 14. It shall make ‘projer
provision for the -care, custody
and feeling . of -all persons im-
prisoned by manicipdl authority, afxd
may, by’ mdmance reguive all persons

held under sentence to’ perform any_

publm work, .
It shall,

Bec. 15.. uy mdindnce,__ .
regulate . the lxeepm of - gun
powder, acids, . 03‘ otha e*{plo».’

sive, combuqtlb’ o1
material within thc Iim“q 6l the city,
or-any s,noc.irl ad- ]m.rt thereal,

Sec 16,
surve}s of sireets’ anpd b]ocl\s of land
within the Iumts

otherwisé dedicated
Sece: 17

the character of. buﬂdmgs .that may.
be erected the1em and tbe nature of

the. matena.ls to- be used i the gon-" .
stluctmn aJteratm : 01 1epa.xr ‘of such_

uxldmgs .er. An the repaxr or .altera-

tion of emstmg bmldmgs w:thm such o

ity
Sec: 18,

provide for hghtmg of 'streets, lays

ing down gas pipes and exect:on of
lamp posts, electric. tow erg and other o
apparatus, and to regulate the &ale. .
and use of gas and electric lxght and,
regulate the inspection thoreol, and to |
regulate telephone service, and the -
use of telephones within the city, and.

to fix and determme the charges. for

telephones and telephcme sérvice, and. "

connéctions; and to prohibit or regu-
late the erectlon of . poles for tele:
graph, telephone or- eleciric ‘wire in

the public gpounds, streets .or alleys,, )
and the placing of wire thereou; m{lc}

It shall provide smtable“' )
rooms for the Police ‘Court. and cﬂiw’

for -the:
transaciion 0f ithe busmesa of, thej'

1 sha‘il by or dmance reg-, - -
ulate the, entrance to and exits fram]"‘
‘€hurches,. -
Ppublic halls, and 1mb11c buildmgs ‘of
every kind, afd prohx‘mt the placing :

‘It may, by oxdmance, de«_ .
clare what constitutes a - nuisanes),.

 regalats

duflany nmme-

It r-,lm.l ‘provide rox ‘the .

of the clty,.and X
may, by old'nd.nce duchuﬂ such surw N
VEMVER ofﬁmcﬂ and may- \‘ompal ahl per~ y
gons to cénform Lo the stx%ts as-they |
are now or nmy be here:tfter Idwfully:- .
established a.nd deglared o[ﬂcml er-

=1 shall b) mdma.nce ‘o8- “ k _
tablish -fire " dlstnctq, ‘and’ det‘.ermme‘i' :

" aasessment

The Coanc;l sha]] ‘have .
power, by ordiuance to regulate Emd_

wires. ;
‘Bec. CIt shall

and numberinv of - houses

See. 20.

ang poizce telegraph system aud for

-the cleaning and sprinkhng of grad~
ed a.nd accepted streets.:

Sec. 21, "It shall, by ordinanee,
regulate tha: speed of railroad trams,
engines,

vehicles in the @city, and reguire

railrdad companies e1the1 to statlon'

f'agmen, place gates or. vxaducts at

all such  strests as It may ‘deern,
proper. . ‘ ’ :
See. 23; It shall, by ordinance.’

making up of
on -any. of its
stopping’ of any train 'bn éu'x‘y street
(:mss_lng.'

Sa0. 23.

- raflroad

" TL shall, by oxdmnnre,

other
public Health, and shall
val.

S 24,

ment. .
&'S:ec. 26

erence to the asséssment, .levy and
dollection of C‘tate_anu County taxes,

_except as to the officers. by whom

such duties are to be performed.
Seec, 26.

ings on the second Monday of August

'of gach year, at ten acloek in the
.. forenoon of said day, and shail sit.as
4 board. of equalization, and shall
- continue “tor sesslon from day to day’

until ail ‘the returns of' the Assessor

‘have ! been rectified, but.not later than -
'the fourth Monday ot the same month

~ G

:nmtlon raise. any assessment,

) by ord;nanee v
~1:«rov1de for the ‘naming. of streets-_' o
‘ and’ for .
; regulatmg or })reventmg the. éxhibi-.”
tion of: bannels fhgs
,across the stleet or sxdawalks, and,-
" for- legulatmg or: snppresqmg publie .
;_cr)ers advertxsing, ringing of bellsf
-and -other npises. . )
It may, bv ordinance,
" . provide- for mazntaming a ﬁre alarm'

- st be rmaed

" ghall b
. who-shall act as-clerk of the Board
- .of Bqualization, as being the assess-

of ‘plicards -

electric cars and all other\

and may  prohibit, the'
: ,tra‘ins .
streets,  and the

) 5b0f_13f.

. thé. ordinance. '
“eration; in all cases where the. vobess
iootr. five igf the
.are 1eq\1ired to pass the ovdizdance in
K the. first instance, it shall réguire the
votes of -six.vof the
‘L eil to pass“'
~ thé 'Mayor'; 5. veto.
‘ STt it shall requne " the
The Coun 'l shail by
ﬂmdmance prowde for a’ system of '
- 18vy. and co‘lectmn of
. munieinal taxes not mconsxs‘cent with
“tais Charter, wWhich nvstem shall gon-.
. form ‘as nearly-as the cu*eamstancc-\s
L of the can= may. permlt 1o the 1)rov1s-t.-
‘,rions of the laws of this State in ref-"

o ’I‘o i:‘l dlare by ordzm h
i 'anﬂe weeds and Tubbmlx on l'mc?s or' )
. 1ot,s or. J:he sdewall\ spfme ‘in front,.&"
o t‘meveof to be a nmnan
vide for the -1bar.ing of he game; 'md v
to: Ievy an assessment oni:
Lior lc»ts to pay-the: cost Of suph abate— .

;and to pro-t

a1c1 lands-

. the Mayor,

" The- Council shall meet
at their usual place of holding meet- i

» "9275. sﬁ-‘%é :%53599'75@%-"9“‘“' Eetobeten- B B
teo require the 1emova1 from the pub- .
lm grounds, streets or a‘.[leys of" any'-
or &l such poles, and’ the, removal.-
‘_and 1)1acmg under gxound of any o )

L all telegraph telephone or electrlc .

They shall. have power to hear com-
plaints, ‘and..te correct, modify, or
strike out any- assessment- made by
the,  ASBEE80T; and may, of their own
‘upon
notxce to: the party whose assessment
The corrected  list
toy.each La*{_»shaﬂ be the assessment
roll' for .said - fax for ‘said vear. It
certified by the City Clerk,

ment’ roll tor ‘said. tax, and shall be

“ the asaebsment roll apon which such
tax"ds to ba levied in suid  year,
" Each member of the Couneil shull. re-

ceive $6.00 per day doving the timae
thi Councli is sitting as a Board oi

‘Eqaalization.

Sec. 27. Bvery ordinance which
shall have been passed by the Coun-
¢il shall, bsfore it becomes effective,
be signed by the City Clerk or other

person authorized Dy the Council to -

sign the same on its behalf, and he
shall present it to the Mayor for ap-

. proval, taking a receipt therefor set-

ting forth the dats of its prasentation
If tha Mayor approves i, he shall sign
it; but if not,he shall indorse theve-

. on the date . of the presentation to

him . and sha]l return it to the City

© Clerk. with his.objections in writing.
. Thé City Clerk shail indorse ihereon |
- the dite of fs return (o hiw, and.
. provide Tor the removal of all-rubs- -
bish, garbage, refuse mattez and '111:,
material detnmentﬂ to the .
] nrescrxbe- ‘
.+ the mannar and tlme of such remo— i

shall nr. the ﬁ:‘\l menting of the Coun-

il .ts}ezémtgz ‘presont the same, wirk

the objectisns ot the Mayor, to that
“Theéréupon the Coumeil shall
proceéd. to reconsider the passage of
Upon such reconsids

whole - Counefl

whols Loun-
the ordinance ' "over
In all-other cases
votes of five
. Counsil to nass

ot.- the . whole

: ‘_the ordinance, over the veto.. The
" Yote, in all cases of reconsideration,
- ,_‘thall ‘be By dyes and noegs, and the
. names- of the members voting’ for or
- agennst shali be. enteled upou the
.. jouinal,

‘See. . 28 If any ordinauce shall
not be 1etm ned to the City Cler L Ty
w1th his abJectIon}. in
wnt_xng. within ten days after it shall

- have been presenied to him, it shall

become ‘effective and be as valid as
if the Mayor had approved and

_signed’ it.

Sec. 29. All ordinances finally
adopted under the provisions of this
chdarter shall be published in the

: English laﬁguage by at least one in-

sertion in some daily » newspaper

. printed and published in the City of

santa” Monica, and until and .without
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such Dubhcahon no ordlnance shall'

be vaiid or mke effect
Sec.' 30.

other powers 6{. the municipality.
il e el
e z‘}RTICIﬁE':V.;-»

Powers and, -1)‘1&‘ s .6f

MAYOR '

Sec..'l,  The Maym is the jexetu:

.tive officer of the, corporatlon, ‘and -
must exercxse a calefui sapez:vmsiom -

over all its affaxrs

It shall be the duty of the Mayor h

annually, at the first’ meeting ‘of the

Council under this charter, and on.
the first meeting in January of each -
year thereafter, to- dommunicate by

message to the' Council a general
statement of the coudition and af-
fairs ‘of ‘the corporatio‘n, and - to.
recommend the. adoptmn of such
measures as he may deem expedlent

and proper; and to make such spe-’
clal communication to-the Counci]-

{rom time to txme as he slmll deem
e*cpedient

It shall be his funhm dnty o’ be"
vigilant dnd aeétive In. the enforces .

ment of the ordinances of ‘the elt
to cxmclse a comf'mt

examine into "all comp]n.lnts made

against them for v1olat10n or: magiecf: R
of duty, and celtxfy the same to the_

Council, or proper boald

And he shall p rform ‘such other-

duties and have such. other Qowers

as are e]sewhere in thls charter or
~upon -or e
-+ Predsary "and .the .
from ench fund thé: precedxng week: -
He ‘shall -nfake -and present 4 re-

- port 1o the Counml at ifs. meeting in
. the second week of Decermber of éach
‘year,, showing all ﬁnanma.] bisiness

by .ordinance,’ m;po_sed

granted ,to Him.

CITY CLERK.

Sec. 2. 'The Cmty Clerk, shall hava

the custody: of, and be responsmle'
for, all books, pagers, reccuds and"

archives helongmg ‘te the c1ty, not

in actual use by other officers, Or:f.--
.. November.

He shall atdit and approve all de— g
" mands against the city before pay-

elsewhere by: spema.l ‘provisien com-
mitted to their ‘custody..

He shall be present at each meet-_
ing of the Council, and keep a trecdrd
of its proceedings.

He shall keep separate boahs in
which ' respectively he .shall record
all ordinancés and contra.cts and ofﬁ-
cial ‘bonds. -

He ‘shall. keep all books properly_'_ 4
indexed, ax_xd_ open to publié inspec- ‘.

tion when not in actual use.

He .shall.-make out, and sign all"'.r.
licenses - other than- hmldmg permits,

and perform suech- other duties as are,l

or shall.be, imposed by, tnis charcer,‘ a

or by ordinance.

He shall act as the gengral ‘ac- '

- The - Oounexl shall also-.' :
have full power to pass ordinancés . -
upen any other subject of municipal. .
control or to-earry - info. éffect dny.

supel\rislon‘(t
“over the ncts ‘md conduct "of alt- it
officers and employes; ‘to xeceive and- .’

) -proprxatmn

‘necessary to be raised’ 03«'
-~ for each fund.
He shall act as” ex—ofﬁcm Clerk of‘_;‘-»

‘Lountant and ﬁscal agent cxf the clty .
;and shall’ exercise a generil superm—l .
fendence over all. the! ofﬁcers of the"

3 mty charged in-any, manner mth the_n
receit, collectmn or; dish,
the Lity revenues. : S
" He ‘shall keep a complete set 3

k books, in which he: shau set foxth in’
ood plain’ and: busmess»l_
o every’ money transactxon of the c1ty,'-.
- 80 a5 Lo show at- all tlmes the state’
of edch fund, from’ what! soureel the‘:_' S
*money was- derived ahd - fc’)r ‘whatt
purpose any money WaS, etpﬂnded
. apd also -all- coliectxons :
paid into the treasury by each ofﬁcer .
,-or any other. perscm ' .
"He shall, on application -of apy

person indebted to the city, holding
money pavable into the City Treas-
ury, or desumg to pay money there-
m, certify to the City Treasurer the
amount thereof, to what fund applz~

- cable, and by whom.to be paid. : He

shall upon the deposit - of the rgceipts
of the City Treasurer for money pald

Jnto the city Treasury, charge the
* Civy Trea,surar with the ambunt re- .
ceived by him, and at’tﬂr countersign-‘-
ing ‘both < receipts. he sha‘l file lone -
_ with. the Clty records 'md shall re- .
. tmn the ot‘ler to the pa]son m‘Lkmg‘

kaid. mvmevxt

Tt shall be his duty ‘to. apportien - "
~among the severdl finds all pubiles )
.money. at any time in’the Clty Treas:” =
| ury,.not by law or . mdmanee ‘apécifi-

= eally. -apportionad and apnrbprmte'l
“and forthwith notify the City Tréads-
" urer. 'of "guch. appmtionment Or, Ap-. -
‘He 'shall dehver to the‘
-proper ofﬁcer aH llcenses e
" "He shall report to the. Cguncjl at
,...the regular meeting ‘of each week the.
‘condition of each find-in the Cxty:"

i amount drawn

transactions of the'city for the pre-‘
mdinz vear. ending- the 30th day . of

ment, and keep a récord of the same

Aas hereinafter provided in’ Arhcle'f

XIIL' .
‘He shall on. or before the first day
of "August in gach- year, make and

present to the Council a report as to"
the revenue and expenses of the gity:
for the current fiscal year, in which.
_-he shall set forth estimates of (1),
the revenue from sources other than:
" taxation: (2), the itemized. expendi-'
amounts;"
xatxon:_"'

tures; (8),. the itemlzed

.',‘ff 7-'

sement oi“ K
Cas shall be \equned of him. by this
.ma.l te;r or by mdm‘uu;

3" manner : -

madé and

Council, by

.the; Pohce Comt ‘ex-officio Clerk of

.',the Boald of . Equaluamon, and ex-
,oﬁicm Clerk to the Supeuntendent of
Stre ets

I—Ie sha]l perform such other.duties

CITY TRT‘ASURER
See, 3., It shail be the duty of the

ity ! Tre&siﬁéz to. receive and keep
T oAl monevs that shall come to thé
. city - hv taxa.tion or otherwise, and to
© pay 'the. same out.én demands legaily
"Luchted in. the manner hereinatter
b ovided, and-without" such auditing
‘he sl;al_l.d;slquz:,c no pul)hc nioueys
" ‘whatever, ‘except ‘the principal and

interest 'of the ‘municipal debt when
payable.’
He shall receive no money into the

"City Treasury unless accompamed‘ by
 the certificate of the City Clerk pro-.

vided for in Section 2 hereof.
He shall issue receipts In dupli-
cate to-all persons paying money in-

'to the treasury.

Both of which receipts shall hba
forthwith deposxted with the Clty
‘Clerk.

He shall make a report at the close

- of each month, to the CGCity Clerk,
jshowim; all m’oneys received during
the ])1eredmg month, together with

the numbel of each veceipt given hy

Cbim thezefm, and what account and
" fromi” whor . received and fo what:
und anphed 4nd he shall muke such )
.' special - mports “from time to time as
:may be'required by the Coumneil

The' Mayor, City Attorney, City

“Clerk, the Fidance Comzmttee of the
7(301111(:11 ‘or any’ specml comunttee an-
‘pointed’ by ‘the Council, sepa.mtciy or
‘collectwelyx and. thh the aid of an
'accounta.nt selected by such officer or
committee, shall ‘have the right and
. power to examine the books of the
“‘Treasurer-at all times; and the May- .

or, Clerk, Attorney or Fmance Com-

‘mittee - shall also have the right to
“inspect and. gount all public moneys.

It shall be im the power of the
ordinance, at any
time to require the City Treasurer to
devote his entire time to the duties
of his office.

Sec. 4. It shall be the duty of fke
City Treasurer in addition to thé

"duties which. may be elsewhere pre-

seribed for him in this charter or by

 ordinance, to collect 2ll taxes and li-

censes of ‘the city, excepting those
hereinafter provided to he collected

by the City Assessor.

He shall keep proper books, show-
ing- all monevs collected by him ‘as

" Tax angd: License: Coliector,

He. sha.n aIso keep a hook which

" shall contain ‘& vecord 'of every deed

glven by or’ on beha]f of the. eity for

“real estate sold for delinquent taxés
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or. assessiments,, whfch‘ book ‘shall ‘be "’ -

properly. indexed and ‘$hall’ be at. 8l
-suitable times subject “to puh}ic 1n-
spection. .

‘Assmssoa ,
Bec. 5, Tt shall. be the duty of the ", -
‘assessor,’ between the’ ﬁrst Monday

of March a.nd the Arst day of August: -
in gach yea.r, to mako out a trire hst::f
of .all the t.a.xable property withm o
The. mode” of making out -
and: proceedings relatmg o

the city.
sald list,;
thereto, shall be.in eonfOrmity Wlth
laws in forcs. regulating

or by ordinance.
scribe the property assessed ‘and |the
value thereof, "and. shall c‘:onta.'in‘ all
© other matters required to be stated
in such - lists by county assessors.
Said assessor sha.]l venfy said list by

his oath, and shall deposit the same’

with the eity clerk on or. before the
first Monday in August in. ea.ch year.

Said assessor and h1s deputy shall . =
" administer all
caths and a!ﬁrmaﬂons necessary’ o

have the ‘power to

the perfm mance. of. his duties,

]

BOARD O EDUCATION

SANTA MONICA PUBLIC LIBRARY
. BOARD G HEALTH, -

BOARD.. OF POLICE cmiMIS—- 3
SIONERS,

BOARD or‘ F‘IRE COMMISQIOV-_.;;}'
ERS, ‘

BOARD OF PARK COMMIssKON-“-
ERS.

See.. 6. - The 1}o\vers and dutws of. "

the' Bealds enumerated in Lhe heﬂ.cl
ing of this section ghall be those here~

in etsewhere set fm th emcl granted of

imp osed, by ordiuance

CITY ENGINEER
Sec, 7.

Engineer. shall:

(1) Make, a.ll survayg lnspectlons . ’
and estima.tes required by the Coun-'

eil.
{2y He shall examme all’ public

works . done umier ‘eontraect, a.nd re-'

port thereon to the City ‘Council.”
(3) He shalI be the custodian of

and responsible for all' maps, platg,

profiles, fleld notes, and other records
and ‘memoranda belonging to the city
pertaining to his office and the work

.thereof; all of which he shall keep in.

good order amd condition with. full
index thereof and shall furn- -over the
same to his. successor

(4) All, . maps, - plans, .

randa of- surveys and other profes-

sional wox-k made ‘or done by him .-
for the city or, under hig dir;ectmn or ..’

munty '
ASSEessors, exeept as the same may be .
otherwise . provided in,‘thls «charter, .
Said list-shall de-

In addxtxon to. other, duties ‘f l
impobsed upon h1m by‘ this charter or‘ :
by ordinance of the Counril the City, )

Im works

preﬁles,~.
field notes, estimates ‘and- .other ‘menio- |

control during his term of ofﬂae, sha]l
.be the property of the city. . ‘
C THE CITY: ATTORNEY

Sec. &

tof the people all crlmmal cases ar 15-

“ing upon vielations of the provisions L
-of . this charter a,nd city ardmances T
and to -attend to a.ll sults, matters and E
things in wluch thé eity: ma.y be legal-- o

Sy interested‘ prowded the Couneil

shall have control of all litigatxon of -

It shall be.the duty of, the'-
 City Attorney to, ‘prosecute ‘on behalf

“the ‘city and ‘may employ other attor- .

. neys to take charge of any Buch - Jiti-

- gation, or to assmt the Oxty Attorney
‘therein. .
He shaII give his advice or opinjon

. in writing, whenever reqiired by the,
‘Mayor or Council; and shall do and
perform all such things tbuching his .
office as by the Councll may be re-’

q.nred of him,

.He shall approve, by indbrsement’
" in writing, the form of all official or

other bonds required by thig charter, .

‘or by ordinance of the Counci}, be-
fore the' same are submitted to

- the: councn or Mayor for final appro-

. val,-and 'no such bonds sha.ll be ap-
‘proved by the Major or Council With-'
. out such- approval by. the Cxty Attor-‘.;
BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF. THEQ‘ :

ney

' STREET SUPERINTENDE\IT
Sec 9.

clty.
Jall complaints a3 to thexr condﬂ:ion

. and, sha]l have charge of. the: enfor ce-
ment ‘of a.ll oldinances pertainmg w .

street obstructions,”.

‘He shaill frequently mspect ‘all. pub«' .
streét im-= .

per{:aming to.
provements .while ‘the same . are in
coqrse of construction inspect and ape.
prove or reject all’ materlal used .in
‘such construction, whether dong by
contraefc or otherwise; and shall at

. once report to the Couxncil all devia-
‘tlons from contracts and, use of im- -
‘proper matérial -and bad workman-
’ ship ‘in such works; and'sha]l have
'the ‘power, pending investlgation, o

‘stop, all work' thereon.

He shall perform’ such ‘other duties,
as are herein elsewhere preseribeﬂ or

imposed by ordinance

qrjPWn:{waNnﬂNT OF. BUI.L;D M;'
", See. 10,

: The Superintendent of:
‘Building shall have:sueh poweérs and .
perform such duties as are.hereid -or

I—Iﬂ shall approve in Writing the:".‘-
drafts of all contraets before: ‘the samej
;are’entered into on behalf of the’ ¢ltyi N
“He shall glve his advice’ or opimon o
m writing whenevel required by the
Board of Education Board of; Lin‘;.
’ brary Txustees or any commisﬂon 01: .
) ofﬁcex of” sald: czty : : :

‘ The. Street Superfnzeudent. :

shall have the. generaj ‘care’ of,. and., .
frequently inspect the streets of t}:eu:: '
‘He shal¥ recewe and mve&tzgatej

- Superintendent

.‘ may by oxdinance be ml[mwd upon

h;m -

CHIDF OF POLICE
: Sec 11 The Chief of Police shall
ha\e the supervxmqn and control of
‘the. ‘pql_lce fp;ce of, the city, and in
that connéction he shall be subject
. only to-the orders of the Board of
Police Commissioners, and all orders
. of the board'relating to the dirsction
" of the police  foree shall be given

" through the Chief of Police, or ig his

. absence, the officer in charge of the
. police force. .’

Sec. 12,  The Chief of Police shall
be . the principal police officer, of
the .corporation, and may, with the
approval of the Board of Police Com-
missioners, select and appoint oné or -

.. more deputies from the police force,

for whose official acts he shall be re-
" sponsible. He shall, by himself or by
.deputy, execute and return all writs
and processes issued by the police
judges or courts. He, or one of his
" deputies, shall attend on the siitings
of the Police Court and preserve or-
der therem, and his jurisdietion and

. that of his deputies in the service of
. nrocess in A’ criminal cases, and in
. cases of nolatlon of the city ordinan-

. sha.ll & co e*{tenswe with the
"countv BT ‘
. See. 13 "He shall =;uppre:n ali

Fots dfsturbances and breaches of the

"L ?peace, and’ to -that end may call on

;. any. pex son, to’ 'ud Jim. He may -pur-
':sue and, anest LADY pels.on ‘fleding
~from Justxce from any part of the‘
State, .and sha.l] forthwith bring all

i per'sons by him.arrested before. a po-

'lice.judge for trial- or eéxamination.

He may . receive and exeolte any pro-
.\ ‘per- authouty ‘for the arrest and de-
"_.tentxon of c11mmais fleeing or escap-
,ing- from other ‘places or States.

See_14 He ‘shall have,.in the’ dis-

' ,"éhai‘ge of his propet duties, like -pow-

“ers  and -be subject to like responsi-
"bilities as a-ghériff in similar cases,
“and shall perform such other duties
and_hb.v'e'suqh“other powers as may

" be Imposed on or granted to him’by

" this charter or ordinance,

HEALTH OFFICER
Sec. 15. The Health Officer shall
have such powers and perform such
‘duties as are herein or may by ordi-
nance be granted or be imposed upon
him,

REPORTS. OF OFFICERS.

Sec. 16, It shall be the duty of the
“Mayor, City Attorney, City Treasurer,
City Assessor, Chief of Polce, Health

Oﬁiuer, _City Clerk City Engineer, Su-
perintendent of Building, Street
. Chief of the Fire
of Board of

- Department Secretary

o
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Educ.e,tton, Boald of Txu:,tees of she ‘, N
Santa Monica Public Libxarv, and the
Board of Pmk Comm:ssmnexs, each‘._- .
to present to the {Qouncil at its" meet—‘ i
ing In the second weelk in Decembexl‘i o

of .each year, o réport for the pr eced'

ing yedr- endmg the 30t11 da.y of: I\m i

vember.
Sec 17,

weelk:
Sec. 1 8

the: Mayor, . the Cler ];, a.nd Clty Attors .
ney to couut ail pub‘ic mone)s at'ﬁ L
least once a: month and report their

findings to- the C:ty Council

Annual Estmmtas.
Sec. 19,
the eity shall méxe out and file with

the City Clerk, on or before the 15th.
day of July in each y‘ear. an, estlmate .

of the expenses of his or its ‘ofiice or

department, for the yéar commencing '

on the 1st day of July precudmv said
repmt

Admims&rationq of Outhq :md
Aﬂlmnammw
Sec.. 2.
urer,
Counell,”’

mcm\)or
Jench .

aud each
i).]‘ld Ot

ter. oaths and" nm:m_fuions in any in-

vestigation or proceeding. pending' be:

tore any of.said officers or bodies, or

concerning.any demanid on the ity
and the Clty Clerk shall’.‘

Treasury, .
have the
oaths and
the. charter

power to- ad_mxnlster all

The .City. Couneil az:nd each board ‘_-"‘:

a.nd commxssmu‘p_royid_ed foxj, in this

charter shall- h'avé ‘the power and au- .-

thority to. examme witnesses wnder

oath . and ‘compel the attendance of

witnesses and- the prodnctmn of evi-

dence before suchi Council, board or.
commission, as the case may be, by

supoena, to be issued.in {he’ name of
sald City of Sauta Monica, and to .be

attested by the ‘City Clerk  of said‘

city. The Clty Clerk shall, upon the
demand of the Président of the City
Council, or the presiding “officer . of
any such board or commission, 1ssue
such supoena in the name of said

STt shall be the, dut) of"
any . 6fficer havmﬂ' o his 1)055ﬂssxon~"
any pubhc money to pay the same in-
to the treaaary on Tuesday of each"‘v

It shall be the duty of

BEvery officer or board of -

The I\fIn}m, Clty Txe‘mg
- oft the -
-Hodrd nnd S
commlission providéd ror in this Clhll-_,‘
ter, shall h't*ifc the power' to mlmlnib- Lol

afﬂrmatlons required by . S

city, and attest the same ‘with. ‘the

corporate seal thereof, and shall in

such supoena direct-and réquire the .

attendance of the witness of witness-J

es sought to be sapoenaed before then :

City Council or the respective board-

or commisswn requiring the issuance;
of said supoenas at a ‘time, and place -

to he 111 aaid sw\oenas Sﬁeuiﬂ@d

"The Chief- -of Police shall cause all’
such supoenas ‘to.be served by some

K lie,' and its
- te publie

»j mﬁ:mher of the Police Depa.rtmant up— '
~on the person’ or: personq requu:ed to

_‘.'attend before the Countil or board, or’”
- commlssmn in .such supoenas deslg—‘.?

‘na.ted
The. City Councll shall f;'om tlme i‘
“ito tlme, adopt ordmances provxdmgn
[ i suitable’ penaities: for. disabediefie of |
such supoenas, and the refusal of. \nit—
né,sses to testify before such Counml o
»board or cnmmiss;on when requued :

'. ‘: 50, to do . )
‘ 'ARTICLE VI. -
K . Ofﬁcml Bonds.
See. 1. The Clty Counell Shall hv

-ordinance, fix the amount. of- the offi-

cial bonds of all sxch officers of said

- City of Santa Monica, as are by or-

dinance required to give bonds.
o .

ARTICLE VIL.

Salaries 'o'f Officers,
Sec. |1 Each membeér’ of

dollars (3$5.00) for each and every

meeting attended. by h1m, not to ex-.
' ceed ‘one meetmg a week

The Mayor and all other offiders of

: the eity shail recefve such salaries as -

mav be fixed by’ thia clmrter or by N

. m{mmntc o

T
- 0

'ARTiGLE 'VI"IIL :

‘ Rmud of I}ducmon L
8zc, i,

be vested in‘a Board of’ Eemcatwn to

‘consist of five members, 1o, hé . elect—, -
" ed as heréin provided, to 'be called .
Mambms of the Board, of .Education,.’

who shall® SETVE . without Balary.
Bee. 2. The Board ‘of Edueatmn

" -shall elect, one -of its number Prem-'
dent, and shall hoid regular’ meefmgs ’
. at Iéast once\in ea.ch mohth, and sgac»

ial.meéetings at such times as shall be

determined by tulé of said Loard. A .
. ‘majlority of .all the members shall

' - constitute a guorwm for the transace.
"tion of business, but a smaller nume
ber may adjourn from time to time. .
The board may determine the rules
' of its proceedings; the ayes and noes

shall be taken and recorded om all’
questions of elections, ‘appointments,
or-the expenditure of money, and in,
‘all other cases upon tlie call of. any

sessions shall’ be pub-
records shali be open
inspection.

member.  Iis

the -
Council shall receive the sum of fve

The government ‘of . the‘
‘Sehool Depmtment of the ity - shalll-

The ~board, *
shall’ fill all vadancies: occurring mj.
_that body until the: ‘mext general mu-,;

mcipal election. -

© It -shall elect a Serre ary, 1o serve"-"_-

during’ its pleasure, who. shall ‘not; be:i“ K

- a member of the Board noxr employedj

s by it in any othe: capacity, zmd by

'-reso]utmn sha&l fix his sala,ry

The duties of "the Secremxy sh'ﬁl

,'.be to cwll meetmgs of the Board of

Educatxon at the requést of two nrem-

‘.:‘bers a’.nd 16 keep a record of its pro-
ceedmgs to keep acuount of receipts
~ang’ e\:pendltures 6f school
1' to 1)1-9'1;(19 ‘under the dz; ection of the

money;

Board bf-Edpcation, all school sup-

" pligs, .authorized by law; to keep the
'schooI bulldmgs in repair and to have
E zue and super\rxsmn over:-the nChODI

plemmes and p:opcrly during vaca-

- duties of the board;
" their
" that no elzotion 01 a teacher; or uthm
oo ‘fl)erson eml.)lowd by
Cbecomstrugd as a

. force '111 necc‘ssms

:'md 1egulat1ons tor’
T oof pubhc schools, the teachers there-
. of, puplls theréin, and for carrying

‘tzorns,_ and ‘to perform such other du-
 ties as’
" Board of Edication.

may - be prescribed by the
See. 3. The Boeard of Dducdtmn
shall have - -power: {
(1) To establish and maintain
public schools, ineluding  high

) schoolé,_' to change, consolidate and

discontinue the same.
: : %
{2) To appoint or employ and-
dismiss a City School Superintendent,
such teachers, janitors, school cen-

T gus m:irsha.ls;.mechanics, lahorers and

other employzs as may be necessary
to carry into effect the powers and
to fix and allow
salaries or wages; provided,

the board: &hall
cantract, us o
xmmn 0[‘ thne. ‘
. oslablish and en-
and pr oper: rutes
the g.ovexlmuem.

To mnlw

| into ‘effect the laws relating to edu--

cat;gn pmvided that corporal pun-

. ishmémt shall -not be. inflieted upon
. a‘ﬂ:)’ DuDll

in the publi¢ schools of

" said city .e'xce'pt in the presence of or

withe

the written" consent of the
parent or guardian .of the pupil;
.also’ to  establish and regulate

' thé grade of schools, and determine

* what text-books, course of study and

"mode of instruction shall be used in

said schools.

(4) To provide
Department fuel and lights, waler,
blanks, blank Dbooks, printing and
stationery: and to incur such other

for the School

" incidental expenses as may be deemed

- necessary by said board.

(5) To build, alter, repair,- lease

" and provide school houses, and. to

furnish them with proper school fur-

- niture, apparatus and appliances, and

i to inkure aga_inst fire any and all such

school property.
. (8Y.'To take and hold in fee. or

: otherwme, in: trust for the mtv, any

and all 1eal estate, and persona] pro-

ﬁ nPrfv that. hay - have heen amnzved

may be hereafter ‘aequired, for the

: use and beneﬁt of the public.schools
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"ot the ecity; and to, sell or e‘cchange s a'ny'school cducatmn-ﬂ purpos or .-

and to lease nny - of such [noperty,:- dehool pxopel ty.-
provided thaL ‘the pzoceeds of any 18)
such- sale or e\chan«e shall be exclu- ’
sxvely applied *to the purchasa of ..
other lots; or the eregtmn of schooll-'

houses. v om aid board, and. o increast the’
{7} To, grade fence and rmpmve- ',eﬂicxency ot the pubhc schools of qmd*
all school lots,- and m front thereuf to - . gity,

grade, sewer or pave and repair- .the.
streets, and' to construct axid- repair‘ -
sidewalks,

(8) 'To sue for .any- aiui ail: pro- "
perty belonging to or elaiméd by the. -
said Board of Hducation; and to :pro-
secute and defend all a.ctions at law
or in equity necessary to recover. and
maintaln the full enjoyment and pos-
session of said property, and to re-
quire the services of the City Attor-

2y, free of cha.rge in all such cases.

{(9) To determine annually the
amount of money. required- for the
support of the public schools, and for .-
carrying into effect all the’ prowsmns:
of law in reEerence thereto;. and, mi .
pursuance. of this 1)10visictn the hoard‘ L
shall .en or befo1e the 15th day of
July of each year, submit, in’ writing,
to the City Councii acareful ‘éstimate’ )
of the: whole amonurt of meney ‘to he .V
received- nom tho’ State and county,.'! o
and the amount xemnzed from, the‘
city, for the mbove pmpose a'nd the )
City Counclh sh'm in. ¢ach:. year,fix.x
thé percentage of taxes’ to"be, Ievledg-'-
and coIlected “for- school pmimses .
provided’ that the:amoiint to. be thus *
levied: for school ‘purposes shall not °
exeebd twenty cents ofi eack one hun-_‘é o
dred doilars” valuatan itpon the ag--

bec 4,

on, oﬂ:‘ermg adeqtiate security, to be

than ten days in thie official newspaper
of the ecity. :
the board to furnish-
supplies, books, statiomery,’ fuél,

dise, repairing and every other arti-
" cle and thing supplied fo or 'done for

on, account of suech matter -TNAY ex-
ceed three hundred dci larg, shall b\,
dorg or furmshed by contract ist to
L adveztxsemcnt prUVIdBd

‘and all bids -under; this: section

Deuax tment, or dmwing a sniar) from

ed it shall be -
fund. . . ‘ . :

(i9) Ta eshhhsh regu]atxons for
the. just ‘and: eqmtabie disbursement o
of a1’ moneys belonvinb to the school .
fund. . . . . .+ ‘feit his office, and the Board of Edu—

BEEED) To' emmine a.nd a.pprove, in
whole or in part,’In, .the 'manner pro- -
vided in Article XIII .every dema,nd
payable out of the school fund, or to' -

reject any ° such - demiand . for- gt)odA ‘
cause. ' ., - 'for teachers and -embloyes of the

School Depariment, to take éffect on

'md mto the schooi S

_xed fromi the schog! fund or raised
“by.taxation or otherwise.for the sup-

-oﬁ'ice vacant.
. Sec. 6. The anrd of Edueation

(12) 'To discharge a.ll legal in-
cumbrances now emstmg, or which .’
may hereafter exxst upon. any school‘-‘
property. : .

(13) To prohibit a.‘n}/ chi]d un-
der six years of age from attending
the pubhc schools.

£14) In its diseretion to estabﬁ
lish kindergarten schools for the- in- -
struetion of, children between = the
ages of five and six ‘yedrs, and indus- -
trial and’ manuzu tr@mang Echc.'u}'s or
departments. : o

(15) To. mce[ve and’ manage pro- v
perty ‘or money acquired by bequestl'

remain in force during one year. -

School Supéi‘intéﬁdgnﬁ. L
tion, may, = for goo-:i and suﬁiment

‘teacher employved: in. ~the- 'public

-tendent to report to tne Board of
Educa.tion annually,

or donation ln trust for the Benefit-of . ters ' pertaining to the COI‘.ldlthl’l".. '

e IO‘*" o

And generally to. do an}d.' ceeding Yedr, With  such
. bexform such other a,cts 45 miay be-
.- necessary.and préper to, ca;ry into:

torce and eifect the powers conferred.

All contracts for buﬂdmm,
shall be glven to 18west bidder there-

determmed by the board’ after due. -
pubac notice, published for not less

it shall be the duty of
all- necessary .
supplies for the pubhc schools. All

printing, goods, material, merchan-

. the public schools,” or any of them,"
when the expend:ture to be mcurred.

‘the lowest bidder after like public .
: sthat tha-:" .
’ Toard of BEducation. may". reJec\: any.‘ :

o Seel 5L Any membm of ‘the bdarq
"of qucattan, ofﬁcer m‘ other persaul o
—o’ﬁcmlls umm.cted Mﬁh the Schcollf'_ i

4'.'fhe Board- of Dduearion,.w lro, wlule".

.Lonnected br drawmg amm .saleuy, ups -
- on.investigation by the. Boatd of F‘du-. ‘
" cation, shall:be found to He, mterestﬂ'
“ed, e1the1 dlrectly or mdu‘ectly, in, or-
.to have gainéd any- advantﬂge or ben* .
sessment roll, and. that when col]ect—." ' refit from any. contmct payi‘nem under ]
B Wthﬂ hdve heen or'arero.de ma.de, i
»‘whole or in part, from muneys deri~

- souree. wlntever
- er 'moneys' and’

~port of the ‘public .schools,. shall for:. .

: cation shall thereupon declare such,.

. rose whatever,
‘drawn from said fund, except under
- the provisiouns of this charter.

é’hall, before ‘the 30th day of .June of |
_each year, fix ‘a-schedule. of salaries’

the 1st day of July following, gi‘:ii to

Sec. 7. The Superintendent, with = -
.the- approval of the Board of Bdugas

‘cause, provisionally -suspend any,”’
schools of the city, “until, the next’ - .
. ‘meeting of the Board of’ Educatxon,

Nis sLm; be the duty of +hn Superm-

. zmd a.t guch .
. other times as it may require a,II ma.t- o

T

332352S555555035 55595555555

. and K progre.sfs ‘;m" the public schools

during” the pro-
reconm-
mendatlons e he may deem proper;
to’ vxslt gach school at least once a

of - sdid &by

" weelss tq observe, and cause to be ob-

served, such general rules for the

'reguhuon government and insirue-

tion of the schools as may be estab-
lished by the board; to recommend
to' the board the dismissal of teach-

‘ers, gtatidg the reasons therefor; to
"~ attend all sessions of the board, and

inform it at each session of the con-
dition of the public.schools, scheol
houses, and other matters con-
nected  therewith, and recom-
mend such measures as he may deem-
necessary for the advancement of

_ edueation in the city, and to acquaint.

himseif with all the laws, rules and
regulativns governing the public
schools in sald city, and the judicial

‘decisions thereon, ahd give advice

coxnected with public schools, gratui-
tously, to officers, teachers, pupils

‘and their parents and guardians.

Saldol Fund.

Séc- The sf'huol fund shall ¢on-

slst of ail. monexs received .from the.
gbtdie Schonl Fund. and County School

1<und, ‘aid of {1l monaeys arising from -

. ,;ra\eq Whl(‘]] surrll be levied (mnu(m\
by the City Council of the city, for
:school burpoies’ of all moneys avis-
V' ing. from. the ssale, rent or éxchange
. of any of the sclivol mouex ty, and of

such Other nmne)s as may, from any-
be paid into any
school fund. “The school fund shall
be, 'seg}ﬁa;ifa.he-'dnd distinct from all oth-
shall be used for
school purpesés.only under the pro-

_visiohs of this charter. 1f, at the end
S of any’ ﬁsca.] year, any' surplus re-
 mains in the school fund, such sur-
_ plus money shall be ocarried forward
" to the school fund for the next fiseal

year, and shall not be, for eny pur-
diverted or with-

Sec. 9. The said school fund shall
be used and applied by said Board of

~ Education for t'_he following purposes,
towit: '

(1) . For the payment of the salar-

ies or “wages. of the Superintendent,
‘teachers, janitors, school census mar-

shals, and other persons who may 'be

' employed ‘by said board.

(2)" TFor.the erection, alteration,

' Tepalrs, rent and furmshmg of school
‘houses.,

{3} * For 'the .purchase - or rent

0f any real or- personal proparty
jpurchased or' leased by said board:

(%) For the jngurance of all

'school property
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(5) For the: dxscharge of all. Teo o

gal lncumbrances on &ny schoo] 1)10
pexty o -

‘ (6) For» iigntmg
rooms. “and’ the oiﬁces and rooms -of

the - Superintendeut and Bomd af;i-.. .

Education
(7) For supp]ymg the schoolsf-_"
with fuel, ater, apparatus, blanks, .-

blank books and nécessary school ap-
pliances, together with books for: mm..;

digent chlldren

{8) . For. supplymg baohs, 13rint=— :

ing and statmnew for the use of. the

Superintendent and’ Bdard of ‘Bducal .
tion, - and for the: inmdent'tl expenses '

of the Depnrtment
(9) For gra.ciing— and improving

all schicol lots, and, for grading, sew- .

ering, planking, of pavihg apd. re-

pairing streets, and constructing and -

repairing sjdewa.iks in front thereof.

Sec. 10. All demanls authmized
- by this article shau be. paid by the

. City Treasurer from the’ school fundi - .
* provided,that the said board shall not . .
have power td contract any debts-or .
liabilities, -in any’ form whatsoever, .
agalnst the said! c1ty, in contravention: .
of ‘this- article or - exceedmg in: any, o
year the income and revexlue prov;dedl
sn(,h year:
but thls pxovislon shall” pot be’ “cont
strued. to provent the’ 1m'u;ung, of’ Inl .

for - the ﬂchool fund fm

debtedness fol pe:manent xmpl ove—

ments to be ligiidated by 'the pro-"

ceeds of schoal bonds’ ‘of the dislrict

issued ~ In- accordance witihh .7 the. o
general "laws. of the State for. ..
the purpese’  of - defmymg | the
cost " 'of such’ permzment improves:
‘ments. -

Bee.11. It shall be the duty of the o

Auditor - of the Cqunty of

Angeles, upon

as he may . deem proper, to eertzfy in.
duplicate to the: Superintendent of

Schools of such county the amount of .

school moneys at that t:me in the

county treasury, and the amount r\—rl

celved during the previous - month
The County Superintendent shall, up-
on the receipt of ‘such certificates, in-~

dorse. upon (me of them the.amount
of such. moueya £o which the pubhct.
gchoels of the city are entitled. ‘The -
shall be ‘at’
who,“‘. .

certificate so Indorsed
oncé returned to said Auditor
shall, direct upon ‘the: same the Coun-

ty Treasurer to. pay ‘the sum d331gna~_'_
ted upon such cert1ﬁcate to the Treas- -

urer of ‘the bey for the use of the
.ychool fund. thereof, . :

Bec. 12.

county - shall thereupon paY to the :
'I‘reasuer of said city the'. sum’ di<-

rected- by the- Auchtor as above pro-.

.-;99.—3:-):—)9:—3::}-:-;3.» :

: sctiooI:_ :

. papel 8,
3 ﬂ\.tules

©yeary

Los
the' first . Monday inn
each month, and at such other tlmes"-,-

The Treasurer of sa.xd

deed

: “O_";—"
ARTICLD ix.

Liln-ar,y ])epartment.
Bec. 1.

Monica Public Library,” is hereby
continued in existence, dnd shall be

free of access to all citizens of smd,-
,uty and the general pubhc, subject -
to such rules and regulitions for the
[-government and ‘management, there-

of ‘as may at any ‘time be Addpted by

“the Roard of Trustees of said’ 11bra,1 ¥,

hereinalter provided.
. Bee. 2.
collected- annually, on aII the- taxable

teal 'and - .parsomal property;,
pub_ii_ca'tio*i‘s
rand exectlng
n.gb as may. be. zmcessmv

N 1nc’[ebtednesa _> :

therefo r.

and when. smd moneys are’,
placed in the city school fund theyl‘.
. shall be used .in preozst}y ‘the sjme
‘manner ags moneys . ramed by the mty»‘
: school taxes m the Glt}f pmvmed that‘
the entire revenue derwed by the' city -
-trom the State - sohool fund and the.
' State scheol tax fund sha,u ‘he" apphed
. By -said| Board of Education exclu~.
: sxvely to the support af prlma;ry a.nd
‘grammer sehools,

The pubhc 11]31':11‘3} and -
- reading room, }{nown as the Santa

There shall be Ie\eied and: -

) eveeding "the.
' ._.mmount of the anmml levy for. this "
" purpese shall be mcurred in- a.nv one
pmvxded thxs hm1tation shall

_prapérty in the city, as in. pther cases .
. 'a’tax sufficient to maintain sueh 1~
brary, not less. thar $3,000, pér year,. |
“and “for ‘parchasibeg  or Jeasing such
books, ;.
fmmtuxe. _'md’_— "‘
sueh bmld-"-_

not "be construed to. prevent the in- !

curring - of - mdebtedness for permaﬁ'.-q
] 'nent improvements, to be liquidated
‘by the proceeds of municipal ‘bonds

issued by the City of Santa- Monlea,

" in accordance w1th the pmv1smns of -

‘thig charter’ and ofthe geueraI Iaws
of the State, for the purpose of de-
fraying the cost of such improve-

" ‘ments; -

- Trustees.

Sed. 3.
qtaliﬁca.tion under this -charter, ap-
polnt, subject to confirmation by: the

' Couneil, a board of five- Trustees of
said library, who shall serve with—
T out’ eompensation and be known a8 -
. “The Board of Trustees of. the. Santa
'.Manica Public Library.” They shall ~
‘be' chosen from the citizens at large -

Withuut regard to :political. opimans,

but with reference to thefr ﬁtuess for:

. sald office, and- no- member - of said ;"
',..board shall hold office in’ sald clty 1n-‘- I
J 'any other capacity .
. See, 4. - Sai@  Trustees’ shall hqmqr
‘ oﬂtce for twa years, - ‘and nntil theéjr
shccessors are a.ppomted and quali-
"Bed, sad i any’ mtancy ‘oceurs. z.he.
L Mayor shali Bub;ect to conﬁrmatmn o

The Mayor shall, after his. 3

L3

DOllanmnt fol

.. qhall be kept séparate

59‘ S .‘779:‘;'51 i 593 SRS '“391‘?:'3‘.7171"

by the Cauncxl ﬁ]l the ‘samé by ap-
the nnexpired term.

S;ud Trugtees shall, im-
‘after their appointment,

Bee, 5.
medlatgly' :

“'méet and organize by the election of
S p‘re"sxdent from among their number

and they ay appomt the Librarian
or any emplaye of the Library De-
partment to act as clerk of the board.
Suc:_x 9]@11; ‘shall keep a record and
full minutes in writing of -all their

' proceédings, and may certify to such
- proceedings or

any portion thereof
under his or’her hand, to be verified
by seal, if a seual be adopted and ‘um-
vided by the board for that Duxpose

‘and shall serve without extra com-

pensation.

© Powers of the Board.
Sec. 6. Such board, by a majority
of all the members, to be recorded in
the minutes with the ayes and, noes

~at length, sH&ll: have power to make

and enforee all such by-laws, rules

‘and. regilations a% may be necessary
‘.or expedient for its own guidance,

..and for the admninisiration, govern-
;ment and plotectmn of such library,
readmg-room and property; to deter-
mme the namber .of officers and as-
sxstants to be appointed for such i .
brary anl :eadmg room, and to de-
te:mine and define their duties: to
VRN the - b‘lmnes :11’1[1 wages of alisuch
emplmes, ‘to "LD;JOLIU: a Librartan sl
‘necessary assistants, ‘angd such othc
employes as may be necessary, and,
" for good cause,tto remove them; to

reontrol and, ordex the expenditum ‘of

all' moneys’ at’ any time im the lbrary
fund -and order the drawing and pay-

’ ment ‘of :all moneys nut of said fund

fm such expenditures or liabilitles as
are herein authonzed subject to the
" general provisions for the payment of
‘demands on the City Treasurer, con-
tainad in Article XIII, to purchase or
leagse all mnecessary real property
whereon to construct and thereon to

" comstruct = lbrary building or baild-

ings, or to lease . appropriate rooms,
or a building or buildings, for such
library, and to have the gemneral su-
pervisfon, care and custody of the
grounds, rooms or buildings construc-
ted, leased or set gpart for that pur-’

- pose, and generally do all that may

be necessary to. carry out the spirit

“and intent of this charter in estab-’
.lishing a public Hbrary and reading-

Toora; provided’that all moneys re-
ceived . for sueli, library shali he de-
posited in. ‘the. treasury of the eity,
to the- credzt of the library fund, and
and 'Lpart
fmm other moneys of the ecity, and

‘ . shall: be drawn ‘from said fhnd upon

demands authentzcated by the sig- .
natures of the. Presxdent and Clerk-of.
the boardt All llbraries and reading~
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