
SPECIAL MEETING - MINUTES 

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT REDISTRICTING COMMISSION 
Tuesday, November 17th, 2020 at 1:00 P.M. 

Virtual Meeting via Zoom 
 

MEMBERS IN ATTENDANCE: 
Elizabeth Johnson Heather Repenning 

  Luis A. Sanchez Loraine Lundquist  
Andrea Ambriz  Wendy Greuel   
Kristie Hernandez Gil Hurtado 
Ana Teresa Dahan Antonio Sanchez 
Barry Waite  Leticia Rodriguez 

 
Roll Call, Swearing-In of Commissioners, and Election of a Temporary Chair 
The Chief Legislative Analyst conducted roll call and a quorum was established with 12 members 
present. The Commissioners introduced themselves and noted which offices appointed them, respectively. 
The City Clerk, Holly Wolcott, swore in the Commissioners.  
 
The Commission held an election of the temporary Chair of the Commission. Commissioner Ana Teresa 
Dahan was nominated. A verbal affirmation vote was called, and Ms. Dahan was elected temporary chair.  
 
Multiple Agenda Item Comments 
The Chief Legislative Analyst listed the call-in information for public comment and the City Attorney 
communicated the speaking rules for members of the public. The Commission took public comment via 
phone. The Commission received public comment from the following members of the public: Angwar 
Patel and Sara Roos. 
 
Items Noticed for Public Hearing 
Item No. (1) Presentation by the City Attorney relative to California Open Government Laws:  

The Ralph M. Brown Act, California Public Records Act, Conflicts of Interest, Ex 
Parte Communication Disclosure rules, and other open government laws 

 
Harit Trivedi from the City Attorney began his presentation by providing an overview of 
how the Los Angeles City Charter governs the LAUSD Redistricting Process. Mr. 
Trivedi indicates that the State Constitution provides that the City Charter can govern 
certain aspects of the LAUSD Board of Education, including redistricting and elections. 

 
Tanea Ysaguirre from the City Attorney described meeting requirements relative to the 
Ralph M. Brown Act, including what gatherings would qualify as an official Commission 
meeting and thus would require public involvement, and when communications must be 
made public or are prohibited. The Commission must post an agenda at least 72 hours in 
advance for a regular meeting. The Commission must post an agenda at least 24 hours in 
advance for special meetings. Members of the Commission then asked for clarification as 
it relates to gatherings of sub-groups of the Commission, and posting on social media.    

 
Strefan Fauble from the City Attorney discussed the California Public Records Act, 
outlining when and how certain Commission records should be made available to the 
public, by request. These requests can be made in any communicable way, and must be 
responded to by the receiving entity with a reasonably diligent search within 10 calendar 
days. Mr. Fauble explained the administrative process and procedures to the Commission 



when receiving a records request. Mr. Fauble stated that communications made between 
Commissioners in any format must be disclosed, including personal devices, personal 
emails, text messages, etc. Members of the commission asked for clarification on whether 
requests for records are valid prior to being sworn-in.  

 
Mr. Trivedi explained Conflict of Interest issues, specifically on when Commissioners or 
their family members have a personal or financial interest in any decision made by the 
Commission. The Commissioners will fill out Form 700s, which should help identify 
conflicts, but not all conflicts may be covered by the Form 700. Mr. Trivedi also provided 
a brief overview regarding Government Code Section 1090, which is related to conflicts 
associated with contracting matters that are under consideration by the Commission.  

 
Mr. Trivedi then discussed issues related to ethics and campaign finance laws, which 
includes receiving gifts and the disclosure of those gifts. These laws also apply to 
campaign fundraising activity.  
 
Mr. Trivedi also discussed Ex Parte Communications. Any communication between a 
Commissioner and an elected official of the City or LAUSD Board, and their respective 
staff, regarding a matter pending before this Commission must be disclosed to the public. 
Any communications made during a public meeting, or under attorney-client privilege, 
are exempt from this requirement. Ex parte communication disclosures must be made at 
the next meeting of the Commission following the communication, and include the time, 
date, persons involved, and a summary of the contents of the communication. Mr. Trivedi 
clarified that the effective date of the ordinance is December 7th. 

 
Item No. (2) Presentation by the Chief Legislative Analyst relative to the Commission purpose and 

intent, pursuant to the Los Angeles City Charter Section 802, historical Commission 
information, discuss the timeline for Commission to prepare and present a Los 
Angeles Unified School Board District Plan and administrative steps including hiring 
of Executive Director, office location, data issues 

 
Steve Luu of the Office of the Chief Legislative Analyst (CLA) provided a presentation 
that discussed the Commission’s purpose and intent, pursuant to Los Angeles City 
Charter Section 802, historical Commission information, the estimated timeline for the 
Commission to prepare and present a LAUSD Board District Plan and administrative 
steps, which includes the hiring of Executive Director, office location, and data issues. 
Mr. Luu stated that the LAUSD is required to redraw district boundaries for the LAUSD 
Board of Education every ten years following the decennial U.S. Census. The 
Commission will redraw the boundaries and submit plans to the City Council for review 
and adoption.  
 
Alex Whitehead (CLA) provided an update on the redistricting timeline. The City Charter 
would normally require that redistricting ordinances be completed in full by October 
2021. However, due to delays caused by the Coronavirus pandemic, the Census Bureau 
has announced that they expect to release 2020 Census data by the end of March 2021. 
Under the original timeline, this would have left redistricting Commissions less than a 
month to consider the data and provide proposals to Council. Mr. Whitehead indicated 
that due to the passage of SB970 (Umberg) additional time has been provided for the 
submittal of the redistricting plans. The revised timeline now allows for the Commissions 
to deliver their proposals to Council by June 2021, with final ordinance approval on 
December 8, 2021. 



 
John Wickham (CLA) then provided the Commission with an overview as to the 
Commission’s role in the redistricting process and the administrative steps that are 
needed to redraw, and ultimately, adopt the new redistricting boundaries and establish 
new voting districts.  
 
Members of the Commission then asked questions to staff as it relates to the redistricting 
process, and highlighted concerns with the delayed release of data from the Census 
Bureau and its effects on the commission’s redistricting work. Mr. Wickham stated that 
the Commission may need to rely on less extensive data sources than is typical, but 
would have access to the PL94 file, as well as reports from the American Community 
Survey. 
 
Staff from the CLA’s office continued to answer questions from commissioners on issues 
related to best practices and concerns from the prior redistricting process, the process of 
community input and outreach via Zoom, the timeline for redistricting, and concerns with 
community participation and equity due to the digital divide. The Commission also 
discussed the need to quickly hire an Executive Director and their respective staff, and 
asked about the posting of the job description and anticipated timeline for hiring the 
Executive Director.  
 
Mr. Wickham then highlighted to the Commission various options for how the 
Commission may wish to structure its organization and leadership. At its next meeting, 
the Commission will consider appointing a permanent Chair, as well as consider how 
policy committees may be established in order to assist the Commission in its work.  
Several commissioners expressed an interest to informally discuss issues concerning 
Commission staffing, and the establishment of policy committees that can be established.  

 
Item No. (3)  Discussion and adoption of a regular Commission meeting schedule 
 

The Commission then discussed the adoption of a regular Commission meeting schedule. 
Steve Luu (CLA) discussed how in the prior redistricting process, the Commission met 
approximately once a month. The Commission also scheduled special meetings in 
between their regularly scheduled meetings. Commissioner Antonio Sanchez highlighted 
how in previous redistricting processes, the Commissions would schedule special 
meetings that focused on specific regions within district boundaries, and emphasized how 
the Commission should continue this engagement via Zoom. Commissioners expressed 
the need for a regular meeting schedule to allow for public knowledge of and 
participation in Commission meetings, and during hours that would allow the public the 
ability to participate in the redistricting process. Staff will coordinate with 
Commissioners to find the most appropriate time. 

 
Item No. (4)  Discussion of future agenda items  
 

The Commission then discussed future agenda items. Noted items were the regular 
meeting schedule, sending invitations to the former Chair and Vice Chair from the 2011 
redistricting commission, the Executive Director job description, the leadership structure 
for the Commission, a discussion on the structure of working groups/committees, and a 
proposed timeline of the redistricting process relative to the Commission’s work.    
 
The meeting was then adjourned.  


