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What Could Change if Corporate Personhood Were Abolished?
If We the People are sovereign, we must control the government. Corporations are created and chartered by the
government which, acting on behalf of We the People, gives corporations privileges, not rights. Neither the
government, without the consent of the governed, nor corporations have the right to rule over the people. Since
corporations have gained the legal status of persons, corporations have accumulated rights and become rulers — in
other words, they can tell the government what to do.
Corporate legal personhood was wrongly given — not by We the People, but by nine Supreme Court judges in 1886.
Corporate Personhood is bad for democracy, people, and the planet because it has allowed an artificial entity to legally
relegate people to subhuman status. We the People have the sovereign right — indeed, duty — to abolish Corporate
Personhood.
When Corporate Personhood is abolished, here are some actions We the People can take that are currently “beyond
our authority”:
1.
Prohibit all political activity by corporations — stop all corporate political donations and all corporate lobbying.
These activities are currently legal because “corporate persons” are protected under the First Amendment.
2.
Prevent corporate mergers and prohibit corporations from owning stock in other corporations. Regulation of
these activities was overturned because “corporate persons” are protected under the due process clause of the
Fourteenth Amendment.
3. Inspect for environmental or health violations without a warrant or prior notice. The Fourth Amendment protects
“corporate persons” from search without a warrant, protecting corporate polluters from concerned citizens and
regulatory agencies.
4. Revoke corporate charters by popular referendum. This is now illegal because “corporate persons” are entitled to
equal protection and due process under the Fourteenth Amendment.
5.
Prohibit the erection of cell phone towers and chain stores from doing business in your town, county, and state.
Civil rights legislation and the Fourteenth Amendment are used to ensure that “corporate persons” have an equal
opportunity to be part of our communities.
6. Stop advertising for tobacco, guns, and other dangerous products. “Corporate persons” are entitled to free speech
under the First Amendment, with “commercial speech” increasingly protected by the federal courts.
7. Levy differential taxes for corporations and restrict their size. The Fourteenth Amendment protects “corporate
persons” from unfair discrimination (although they don’t complain when they get big tax breaks).
8. Require labelling of genetically modified foods. This is currently prevented because the First Amendment protects
the right of “corporate persons” NOT to speak.
If Corporate Personhood were abolished, none of these things would change automatically. New laws could be written
and old laws could be challenged in court to eliminate the kinds of protections that have enabled “corporate persons”
to amass so much wealth and power.
Remember: judge-made law is not democracy! We the People have the power to change this.
This list was compiled by the Women’s International League for Peace and Freedom, a coalition partner with
MoveToAmend.org.
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Move to AmendUHVROXWLRQ
Agenda Item: *%
Date:

July 21, 2011

Proposed By:

Barry E. Levine

The South Robertson Neighborhoods Council recommends a non
binding resolution to amend the UniteG States Constitution
denying personhood and its rights to corporations and stating
money is not equal to free speech

Full Proposal
The South Robertson Neighborhoods Council requests that the City of Los Angeles
join with other municipalities across the nation in passing the attached non-binding
resolution which calls for amending the U.S. Constitution to firmly establish that
money is not speech and that human beings, not corporations, are entitled to
constitutional rights. On January 21, 2010, with its ruling in Citizens United v. Federal
Election Commission, the Supreme Court ruled that corporations are persons,
entitled by the U.S. Constitution to unduly influence elections.

Doug Fitzsimmons
President

The South Robertson Neighborhoods Council members believe that the Supreme
Court is misguided in principle, and wrong on the law. In a democracy, the authority
of the government is derived from its citizens and as such, the citizens rule. If we
wish to limit corporate campaign contributions, it is our right to do so.

Brian Kite
Vice-President

Gerald Chavarria
Secretary

Terrence Gomes
Treasurer

We agree with Justice John Paul Stevens who stated in his dissenting opinion that
the Court’s opinion is “a rejection of the common sense of the American people, who have
recognized a need to prevent corporations from undermining self government since the
founding, and who have fought against the distinctive corrupting potential of corporate
electioneering since the days of Theodore Roosevelt. ..While American democracy is
imperfect, few outside the majority of this Court would have thought its flaws included a
dearth of corporate money in politics.”
.

Proposed Motion
The South Robertson Neighborhoods Council recommends a non
binding resolution to amend the UniteG States Constitution
denying personhood and its rights to corporations and stating
money is not equal to free speech
South Robertson
Neighborhoods Council
PO Box 35836
Los Angeles, CA 90035
P:
F:
E:

(310) 295-9920
(310) 295-9906
info@soronc.org

soronc.org

City of Los Angeles Certified
Neighborhood Council

Considerations
Pro

Con

Will make our government responsive to
the voter more than the corporate
contributor.

Not within our city jurisdiction.

Move to Amend Letter
Agenda Item: *%
Date:

July 21, 2011

Proposed By:

Barry E. Levine

The South Robertson Neighborhoods Council send the attached
letter to Councilmember Koretz, Councilmember Wesson, Council
president Garcetti, Mayor Villaraigosa, Assemblymember Holly
Mitchell, Senate member Curran Price, Congressmember Karen
Bass, US. Senators Boxer and Feinstein and President Obama

Full Proposal
The South Robertson Neighborhoods Council requests that the City of Los Angeles
join with other municipalities across the nation in passing the attached non-binding
resolution which calls for amending the U.S. Constitution to firmly establish that
money is not speech and that human beings, not corporations, are entitled to
constitutional rights. On January 21, 2010, with its ruling in Citizens United v. Federal
Election Commission, the Supreme Court ruled that corporations are persons,
entitled by the U.S. Constitution to unduly influence elections.
Doug Fitzsimmons
President

Brian Kite
Vice-President

Gerald Chavarria
Secretary

Terrence Gomes
Treasurer

The South Robertson Neighborhoods Council members believe that the Supreme
Court is misguided in principle, and wrong on the law. In a democracy, the authority
of the government is derived from its citizens and as such, the citizens rule. If we
wish to limit corporate campaign contributions, it is our right to do so.
We agree with Justice John Paul Stevens who stated in his dissenting opinion that
the Court’s opinion is “a rejection of the common sense of the American people, who have
recognized a need to prevent corporations from undermining self government since the
founding, and who have fought against the distinctive corrupting potential of corporate
electioneering since the days of Theodore Roosevelt. ..While American democracy is
imperfect, few outside the majority of this Court would have thought its flaws included a
dearth of corporate money in politics.”
.

Proposed Motion
The South Robertson Neighborhoods Council will send the following letter to all our
elected officials recommending a constitutional Amendment denying corporations
personhood rights and declaring money is not equal to free speech.
South Robertson
Neighborhoods Council
PO Box 35836
Los Angeles, CA 90035
P:
F:
E:

(310) 295-9920
(310) 295-9906
info@soronc.org

soronc.org

City of Los Angeles Certified
Neighborhood Council

“June 9, 2011
Honorable Eric Garcetti, Paul Koretz and Herb Wesson
Los Angeles City Hall
200 North Spring Street, Room 475
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Council President Garcetti and Councilmembers Koretz and Wesson,

The South Robertson Neighborhoods Council requests that the City of Los Angeles
join with other municipalities across the nation in passing the attached non-binding
resolution which calls for amending the U.S. Constitution to firmly establish that
money is not speech and that human beings, not corporations, are entitled to
constitutional rights.

On January 21, 2010, with its ruling in Citizens United v. Federal Election
Commission, the Supreme Court ruled that corporations are persons, entitled by the
U.S. Constitution to unduly influence elections.

The South Robertson Neighborhoods Council members believe that the Supreme
Court is misguided in principle, and wrong on the law. In a democracy, the authority
of the government is derived from its citizens and as such, the citizens rule. If we
wish to limit corporate campaign contributions, it is our right to do so.

We agree with Justice John Paul Stevens who stated in his dissenting opinion that
the Court’s opinion is “a rejection of the common sense of the American people, who have
recognized a need to prevent corporations from undermining self government since the
founding, and who have fought against the distinctive corrupting potential of corporate
electioneering since the days of Theodore Roosevelt. ..While American democracy is
imperfect, few outside the majority of this Court would have thought its flaws included a
dearth of corporate money in politics.”

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Considerations
Pro

Con

Will make our government responsive to
the voter more than the corporate
contributor.

Not within our city jurisdiction.
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Motion to approve a $3000
Neighborhood Purpose Grant for the
2011 Peace Picnic
Agenda Item:

GB072111-5

Date:

21 July 2011

Proposed By:

Martin Epstein

Motion to approve $3000 to fund the 2011 Peace Picnic

Full Proposal
HarSimran Khalsa has approached SORO NC about funding the 2011 Peace Picnic,
in what would be its fourth year. The Peace Picnic began as a public response to
shootings that occurred within SORO, and was seen as an opportunity for SORO NC
to work with our local faith-based organizations.
The total proposed budget for the event is $3600. The increase in budget is largely
due to correcting past issues with food availability; this year, restaurants will be asked
to provide food at discounted rates, rather than for free.
Doug Fitzsimmons
President

Brian Kite
Vice-President

The event will take place at Robertson Recreation Center on 28 September 2011. In
the past the event has drawn about 200-300 attendees.
Because of timing issues, this funding proposal did not have time to be considered in
committee. In 2010, SORO NC funded $1140 towards the picnic.

Terrence Gomes
Treasurer

Gerald Chavarría
Secretary

Proposed Motion
That based on the attached application, SORO NC approve a Neighborhood Purpose
Grant of $3000 to the Los Angeles Parks Foundation for the 2011 Peace Picnic.

Considerations

South Robertson
Neighborhoods Council

Pro

Con

This is a request from the community for
an event that SORO NC has supported
for the past three years.

This event draws comparatively few
people for the amount of funding
requested.

SORO NC believes in promoting peace
in our community.

The amount requested is larger than in
past years. Given our reduced budget
and tighter priorities, it is not clear which
committee the money would come from.

PO Box 35836
Los Angeles, CA 90035
P:
F:
E:

(310) 295-9920
(310) 295-9906
info@soronc.org

soronc.org

City of Los Angeles Certified
Neighborhood Council

Board Notes
Votes For:
Proposed Amendments:

Against:

Abstain:

2011 Peace Picnic Budget
ITEM
Food and supplies
Advertising (printing flyers, posters, lawn signs and
other related expenses)
Sound system rental
Co-payment subsidies to donor restaurants
TOTAL EXPENSES
Cash donations from local businesses
Requested from SORO NC

AMOUNT
Not to exceed
$1,000
Not to exceed
800
Estimated 300
Not to exceed
1,200
Not to exceed
3,600
Estimated 300
Not to exceed
$3,000

r*,,,W-9

Reryest for Taxpayer
ldentification ilutssr and Gertification

lR$.Jrtrjrt2@
IlTrrrutdthTtru.I
|Irill
h..uh!br

.i
o
q

s_
5

"'^ d^r.r_Los An [zs c{ k-1>
Bl-E Er

ffqn

nf|n

sf;
!t

I-t
ba: l-l

Gh.ck+FryiltE

. ft5t

rGtE
t

s ?T'frli

I t

Ot3 Mr:1{lJY\.-'

rbdrr

hdiu6urU
sd. pryd&r

!|rl +t

r

GltE lUm bthe
rrqu.ctT. Do ld
rcrE b tlr lRlS.

cE po.rtbn

r rulb noJ

.{Cn'\itc, )k

cA

E

n-t,"r"rrip El *"r

Ff
lJ

t

Ersnts frun bctrLF
$rhlEEhg

rrma rrul TLtatl

Rt vc}' 5t k Loo

Q cc>+f

Lin@Jnt

,;
EntorlDur TIN In tho appmfhb box. For hdlvldulE, thls lE yout Eoc|ll $cLrtt numbor(SSM,
ontEr. r.r ttr. Fat I hfudcil!
cn
lbr a |Ilbnt
ddL Fb prEprLtor, o. dlutgr|dd
l|orEl,
p.er t For ottE rrttfiea' lt ls pur ernplolErlfuntlflcstlon numberFlM. lf ltou .lo not hrlF r numbrr,
plgo
g.t.
Tlt on
2,
Ero llilL
on vrllEsa firnw
f|o|t t ila rpgt
E h rEB g?d'norB.Etta, rs tti€ clE t d, Wp 2 lr g*t/nB
b&E
Urrlrr Flltbs
ot prrjlrr, I ccrtlfy tfut:
t. Tho nfiEr shorn on UF tonn is my conuct tsxpryar i&rtiftcltion nJtnbar (ot | !m rEiting lbr ! numbrr tD bs isrllGdto md, r|d
a I rm rct srbjgct to bclilp wlthhotsingbocrursr hl I sm oxorpt from b€ckup withhokling.or @ | h!v! not br.n ndlllod by tho tnEnsl
Rry.nlbsaylc.0RS)th* l!m lLblectto brclrupr,lthholdlng!s! rwrrltof a tlllurotor6podall Intirisl,or dlyldinclE,or tsf th. IRS hlc
ndifiEd m. thrt I rn rp lmg.r sublrct to brd(up withhddirE .nd
!. | !m ! U,S, pErlon (ldudilg a u.s, rssid3nt !lisn),
You nustcross out tsm l.boyo Ityou have bog| nouflGdblrth6 lRSthatyou 6r. cunEntlysuq.cttobad(up
Ctiiloildrtr.tn5!ffi.
yithholding brcrulo tru havo {bilodto rapoft rll intottlt end dividold! on your trl rrturn. For r.Bl sstda trrnslctimJ. it3m I do.s rct + plr.
Fd mdtgEo frarllt patl. *qulsltlon d .blndonmint of s*uyetl p|op€|ty. cancelhtbn of clobt.contrlbutlonsto rn lndhrklurl rattatfldrt
b.tyil mu$
anrngonlntoRAl end g.n.rally, payrnontrothrrthsn in[rruEtlrd dhridrncb,pu sn mtroqjr8dtoslgnth. Cortiflcatlon.
proi(b yq, cqrlct Tlil. {Soothe iEtuctions on pqgo 4.1

$gn

Puposa

of Forrn

A pcrconrho b roq,tod lo flh .n i|rforrnrtion
rdurn uith ttE IRS rnld oit Tour cqrsEt
t rpr]Er itntificltbn nrfue1 6nq to nport for
.r.fiph, irr,rE paid to tBi, r..l esEb
tnr|!|ctbn!, mortglgs inErlt yorJprrd.
d seu]€d praperty.
rcqd!fibn d lEldqlrslt
c.rEdltidr d doil. d cdrfibl,tbffi lou made
b m lRA.
ar|tl f pu r|r. U.S.Fr|ton
lJ.r Etrtu-l
orcudirE I r.!il.nt rlhnl b gin lnx Eorrlct
TIN b.ttr8 pslon r.qJcs0]T it (ttrercqucsErt
.rd. rdrrn rpdb|ble, tc
l. CGrtDr$6 nil ydJ atu girirE is coffect lor
)rqi ars rtath! tbr I nrmbot to ba iEsuedl
L Carufyyur !r? mt $bJcct b brclrup
withlElding.s
& Cllim elompton from b.cls+ Eithholdingif
tcl rra a U,S,!E r|* pryGs.
f you fr.a|tilr
Fro|l rEthe
Frt|tU-f
Se Pu6. Gr6,
rpp-pLb
Sfihhddim d Ter q! Nfi ]ElidEntlliEns ild
Fonlgn EdIilos.
r*lt wc J; @
Ft- ilt Jrff, a?rst lse ilE
rf f bfiffililry
s,rtL tafr*t
,E;dcllfot
FilrrW-9-

withholding,-PayrEnt3thrt mry bc glbjd, io
b3Ekuputhhoklho iElLdr hf.$,.Iuidon b.
$okrr rnd brrb ercErEa trrnsaclbn&ronts,
rol'rlties. rpnemployE pay. and cdtdn
pqnEnE frEm lblirE bort operdors, Rrsl
astrb Uln3rctioru ar. not l.bjBct lo b.clup
rulthhokilng.
YdJ rxill not b. sibJ.ct b b5Etupwthholdhg
on prlrmentsluJ lacsiu. if pu gire tlE
rEqJeSEryour @rrcct TlN. rflal(. the proper
carttrkstions.and lBportrllroJr brrbla intcr.lt
and clividrr$ on tBrr l|r rd'|'n
Pryffi|lr you rEir
riI br ruljsd t!
brclup rilthoftiqg 1:
l. You !b nd turnishyour TINb UrE
r8qrst3r. or
l. Ydl (b nd certif your TIN rh.n roqult8d
(s!e tha Prrt ll lrstudions on prge 2 fDf
debil*, or
L ThEIRSbils th. roq|xsfr tht you
furnishsal
!n incorrlctTlN.s
a. ThEIRStrlls JBr thrtysr ari srbJEt b
yat did mt rEport
bad(up ryithholdngbs,E
sll yor.rintersstand dviftn(b sr tBrr t r return
(lbr reportlble hb|tC rnd dhtldsrcFonM. or

6. You do nd E8rtifyb tl! rsqu€lE tlrt tqJ
rrE not suqjd b b.clop rithholdhg !|||(b il
rboE 0U ruportBbhirt.rust arE dyitE E
lccounE op.nEclaltu 1383ordlt,
CartrtnpllEE and plynortB ro eronpt
|?on b.ckup wlttrholding,SEethc l|ltuctlgl! on
plge 2 lno me sapar*- Irlr|lb|tr
tor tlr
nqat.ldFot|rrSt.

Penaltios
F.iluD b fimlih Tlx. lf you fill b funilh Jn
ErrEt TIN to a requs*er. lur rE s.tirct b a
penrlg of t50 fs orch ruch fiilrr. rnF tDut
fbilure iJ dua b rflson bla crJa. rrd rct b
wiltrulnEglEt.
Clul FilIWE
]rlt [6|tt|tldr
rl|i rEpd
to silttEEing. f lou nrl(3 r frbe strtsnent
with no ]eEonrble bsCs thrt relrfb in rp
blclrupwithholding,IrqJlra $btsct lo r $m
pem19,
Crirrinrl ur.ltr fu trtsfur
hfum.tirt
wlllfu[y tCHUnd certlfErtlh-s el?lmetbru
m.y Buurct tDu to c|irlln l Fn fbr irElrlhg
llnos!ilrror imprbmr|a rt.
ti.r|r dTlIr. lf thr rrqusst r dilclres q
wes TlNs h yldltbn ot Fcdorrl br. tlD
requesErmry bE suqiEt b drll ild crlmhrl
panrlti!8.

rarn U-9

C!t. ilE, 1Ol31I

Prgo 2

Formw'g (R€v.1.20o2t

Snocifin

Inc.lnrclinnc

Fil, t-z@

Alrplil:rtir,rr t,'r I R5 Inrli'/irluill Ti1xlrer:t,r1

Privacv Act Notice

Motion to hire a monthly note-taker
Agenda Item:

GB072111-6

Date:

21 July 2011

Proposed By:

Gomes

Motion postponed to August 18 General Board meeting
Doug Fitzsimmons
President

Brian Kite
Vice-President

Terrence Gomes
Treasurer

Gerald Chavarría
Secretary

South Robertson
Neighborhoods Council
PO Box 35836
Los Angeles, CA 90035
P:
F:
E:

(310) 295-9920
(310) 295-9906
info@soronc.org

soronc.org

City of Los Angeles Certified
Neighborhood Council

Motion to approve Green Team
committee strategic plan
Agenda Item:

GB072111-8

Date:

21 July 2011

Proposed By:

Paula Waxman

Seeks Board approval and endorsement of the Green Team's
strategic plan

Full Proposal
The Green Team Committee has drafted a strategic plan to guide its activities,
priorities and budget allocations. As one of the NC's core Standing Committees, it is
important that the Board make certain that the actions of the Committee are in
alignment with its own vision.

Proposed Motion
I.

Doug Fitzsimmons
President

Brian Kite
Vice-President

Gerald Chavarria
Secretary

Terrence Gomes
Treasurer

That the SORO NC Board approves and endorses the attached Green Team
Committee strategic plan

Considerations
Pro

Con

Gives direction to the Green Team's
activities and helps build consistency in
our communications

May not be in line with individual Board
member conceptions of the Committee's
function

Improves Committee transparency and
accountability.

Board Notes
Votes For:
Proposed Amendments:

South Robertson
Neighborhoods Council
PO Box 35836
Los Angeles, CA 90035
P:
F:
E:

(310) 295-9920
(310) 295-9906
info@soronc.org

soronc.org

City of Los Angeles Certified
Neighborhood Council

Against:

Abstain:

Green Team Committee Strategic Plan
2011

I. PURPOSE, MISSION & GUIDING PRINCIPLES
The purpose, mission and goals of the SOUTH ROBERTSON NEIGHBORHOODS COUNCIL as determined in the By-Laws
are to:
•
Act on the City Charter Mandate to identify and address community concerns in sustaining the environmental,
economic and social well being of the COUNCIL AREA.
•
To serve as an inclusive forum for public discussion of issues, needs, and concerns of the COUNCIL that will provide
the BOARD with knowledge empowering it to make decisions that strengthen and maintain the purpose of the
COUNCIL.
•
Encourage STAKEHOLDER participation in addressing community concerns.

II. ACTION AREAS
The mission of the SORONC GREEN TEAM COMMITTEE is to support the above stated objectives of the COUNCIL through
the following action areas:
1.

COMMUNICATION WITH THE COMMUNITY: to learn the environmental concerns of the SORONC community, to
form relationships with neighborhood faith-based green teams, and liaisons with other NC green teams, to develop a
newsletter as a forum for neighborhood concerns and for disseminating current information.

2.

EDUCATION: to provide environmental education through field trips, debates, lectures, workshops, classes, and to
form close relationships with neighborhood schools in order to promote green campuses and environmental
awareness.

3.

ACTIVITIES RELATING TO THE ENVIRONMENT: to sponsor activities such as neighborhood clean-ups and
beautification, water/energy/resource conservation related activities, to support the Hami Garden, and SOVA food
bank assistance.

4.

ENVIRONMENTAL ADVOCACY

5.
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Votes to support potential compromise
boundary adjustment options
Agenda Item:

GB072111-9

Date:

21 July 2011

Proposed By:

Executive

As Mid-City NC is also interested in annexing the area to the
southeast of SORO, DONE has proposed several options

Full Proposal
In the wake of the BONC hearing on July 5, 2011, DONE has proposed several
proposed compromise arrangements for Area B, one of two areas SORO NC seeks
to incorporate.
Some of these options are mutually exclusive. The NC will vote on each option
individually.

Proposed Motion
Doug Fitzsimmons

That SORO NC vote to endorse any of following proposed boundary adjustment
options:

President

a. That SORO NC reaffirms its petition and stated desire to represent the
entirety of Area B itself;

Brian Kite
Vice-President

b. That SORO NC withdraw its boundary adjustment petition for Area B and
support Mid-City NC's petition instead;

Terrence Gomes
Treasurer

Gerald Chavarría

c.

Secretary

That SORO NC would consider sharing the west side of La Cienega (area
currently within its boundaries) with Mid-City NC and withdraw its boundary
petition for Area B;

d. That SORO NC would consider sharing both sides of La Cienega between
Venice and the boundary of Culver City with Mid-City NC;
e. That SORO NC would consider sharing the east side of La Cienega with MidCity NC, but not the west side.

Considerations
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Motion to send a letter to BONC
regarding irregularities in SORO NC
boundary adjustment process
Agenda Item:

GB072111-10

Date:

21 July 2011

Proposed By:

Executive

Seeks Board approval for letter detailing severe issues with how
our application was handled

Full Proposal
According to Ordinance 176704, which establishes the basic process for NC
boundary adjustment, a number of actions MUST take place when an NC submits a
boundary petition:

Doug Fitzsimmons

•

Within 15 days of the submission, DONE must make a formal
recommendation to BONC. If they fail to do so, the petition must be
immediately forwarded to BONC without their recommendation;

•

Within 10 days of DONE's recommendation (or failure to do so), BONC must
hold a public hearing (preferably within the NC) to decide whether the petition
meets the criteria of the Ordinance and the Plan. If BONC doesn't have a
meeting already scheduled within that 10 day window, it can be pushed to
their next regular meeting;

•

DONE must publicly post notice of the hearing within the affected area
(translated, if appropriate) 15 days before it happens. They also need to mail
notice of the hearing to the NC.

President

Brian Kite
Vice-President

Gerald Chavarria
Secretary

Terrence Gomes
Treasurer

None of that happened when it was legally required to, and several items didn't
happen at all.
If it had, the SORO NC petition (submitted April 5, 2011) would have been
considered on its individual merits no later than May 3. That's a full 24 days before
Mid City NC (MINC) even submitted their petition. Remember that the criteria for
approving a petition is very straightforward: is the petition complete? do the
stakeholders and the NC agree to the change? In SORO NC's case, the answer to
both would have been yes.
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City of Los Angeles Certified
Neighborhood Council

MINC certainly has its own complaints with the process, and we are sympathetic. But
delays by DONE and BONC unfairly pitted two capable and committed NCs against
each other. Worse, when the hearing did happen on July 5th, the chaotic confusion
over BONC's own rules of order further undermined the confidence of the NCs and
the stakeholders in the process.
There is no question that the progressively severe cuts in DONE's budget over the
past several years (which SORO NC vocally opposed) led to this impasse. Indeed,
SORO NC applauds the work that General Manger Kim and his staff regularly do
above and beyond the call of duty. The Department is doing a herculean job
managing basic support functions for 94 Neighborhood Councils, but in this case,
important steps were overlooked.

SORO NC entered into this honestly believing that we have a compelling argument
for representing Area B. In addition to wide-spread support from residents in the
area, we are in the midst of executing a plan to expand the Arts District west along
Venice Blvd. The area is geographically and economically contiguous, and most
importantly, we already actively represent the many families who send their kids to
Shenandoah Elementary and Hamilton High School.
We were also determined to play fairly—strictly by the rules—and we're proud that at
no point did we cut corners in compiling our petition or in our extensive outreach to
the community. We therefore object that corners were cut by DONE and BONC, and
ask that our petition be considered by BONC on its own merits and without regard to
other petitions submitted long after ours.

Proposed Motion
I.

That the SORO NC Board approves a letter to BONC (cc:ing DONE, the City
Attorney, and Councilmembers Krekorian, Koretz, Wesson, and Garcetti)
outlining our objections to the critical irregularities in the boundary adjustment
process, making the points outlined above.

Considerations
Pro

Con

It is important to identify a severe
breakdown in legally-established
processes.

It may be better to simply restate our
case at the August 2 BONC hearing

Clarifies that our conflict is not with MINC
nor with BONC or DONE overall, but with
process failures in this particular case.

May still upset our partners in DONE.

Establishes the basis for a potential
appeal to the City Council

Board Notes
Votes For:

Against:

Abstain:

Proposed Amendments:
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Motion to authorize an ad hoc
committee to speak for SORO NC on
boundary issues and take such action
as it deems appropriate
Agenda Item:

GB072111-11

Date:

21 July 2011

Proposed By:

Executive

Establishes a small group to co-ordinate boundary adjustment
petition decisions

Full Proposal
Our petition for boundary adjustment continues. As we've gone through the various
steps, it has become clear that the NC will have to move quickly in response to
changing situations. The motion creates an ad hoc committee of no more than 6
SORO NC Board members authorized to make decisions about the petition on behalf
of the NC. At the conclusion of the petition process, the committee will disband.
Doug Fitzsimmons
President

Brian Kite

Proposed Motion
I.

That the SORO NC create an ad hoc committee expressly authorized to
collectively take such action as it deems appropriate on behalf of the NC.
Actions may include (but are not limited to) writing letters to City officials,
coordinating outreach efforts to stakeholders, speaking on behalf of the NC,
representing the NC in any proposed boundary negotiations, and initiating an
appeal to City Council if the committee feels it warranted.

II.

That the members of the committee will be appointed by the SORO NC
President

III.

That the committee will report regularly on its actions to the NC Board

Vice-President

Gerald Chavarria
Secretary

Terrence Gomes
Treasurer

Considerations
Pro

Con

Gives us flexibility and speed in
negotiations

Since the committee isn't comprised of
volunteers, it may be out of sync with the
wishes of the Board

Reduces the need for special meetings
of the Board

The committee arguably should have
been established at the beginning
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