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according to its Shoreline Plan Map; and Latinos and Atrican Americans were relegated to
the lower-funded lower-performing public schools in the southem portion of the city. That
historical discrimination, some of which continues to the present, has resulted in Latinos
having less wealth, less education, a lower literacy rate, worse health, a higher unemployment
rate. and a lower median houschold income than non-Hispanic white residents of Santa
Monica.

27. latinos are concentrated in the Pico Neighborhood of Santa Monica, an area the
residents have coined the “toxic triangle™ for the environmental hazards Defendant has
dumped in that neighborhood. According to a June 2016 report by Defendant’s Planning
Commission. the proportions of Latinos and African Americans are three times as high in the
Pico Neighborhood as they are in the City of Santa Monica as a whole — 39% Latino and 12%
African American in the Pico Neighborhood compared to 13% Latino and 4% African
American in the City as a whole. That report confimms that:

*  among the neighborhoods of Santa Monica, Pico Neighborhood residents have
the highest unemployment rate, lowest median household income, and highest
rate of economic worry:

*  Pico Neighborhood residents have the lowest health score of any neighborhood
in Santa Monica:

mve the lowest early literacy rates and lowest
performance in mathematics in Santa Monica: and

*  Pico Neighborhood residents have the lowest rates in the City of: life
satisfaction, flourishing, having time to do things they enjoy, time and effort put
nto the community, trust in neighbors, sense of belonging in their community,
pride in Santa Monica, feeling Sanla Monica is beautiful, sense that they have

$ Santa Monica, use of eutdoor space, time spent at
community places, and satisfaction with their housing.

28. The at-large elections for Defendant’s city council are exiraordinarily

While a successful campaign in an at-large election for a city council seat in a
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