DETERMINATIONSON
OBJECTIONSTO AT-LARGE ELECTION SYSTEM
FOR HOLLYWOOD SPECIAL REORGANIZATION

WHEREAS, onJune 5, 2002, the Loca Agency Formation Commissonof LosAngdes
County (“LAFCQO") considered and approved the application submitted by Hollywood Vote, Inc. for
Hollywood special reorganization pursuant to the Cortese-Knox-Hertzberg Loca Government
Reorganization Act of 2000 (the “Hertzberg Act”) and al amendments thereto; and

WHEREAS, LAFCO' sapproval provided thelegidative body of the new city shdl consst
of five (5) members dected at large, and that the first dection of City Council members shal be held
concurrently with the eection on the question of specia reorganization; and,

WHEREAS, June 5, 2002, Mr. Alan Clayton, Research Chairperson of the Cdifornia
Latino Redigtricting Coalition submitted during public comment onthe proposed reorganizetion, aproposed
digricting plan establishing five (5) Sngle member didricts for the dection of city council membersin the

proposed city; and,

WHEREAS, on June 5 and 6, 2002, the Mexican American Legd Defense and
Educational Fund (“MALDEF’) submitted opposition to LAFCO's proposed at-large voting system for
the eection of city council members for the proposed Hollywood city; and,

WHEREAS, that opposition was based on MALDEF s contention that implementation
of an a-large voting system may violate Section 2 of the Voting Rights Act of 1965, as amended; and,

WHEREAS, on or about July 5, 2002, the City of Los Angeles submitted a letter
requesting recons deration of the Commission’ sdecision approving the petition for specid reorganization;
and,

WHEREAS, the City’s request included, among other things, a requst to reconsider
LAFCQO's determination that the city council members be elected at-large, rather than by didtricts; and,

WHEREAS, as a reault of MALDEF's opposition and the City’s request for
reconsderation, LAFCO commissoned an el ectora andydsinorder to consder the effectsthat anat-large
election system would have in the proposed Hollywood city.

NOW, THEREFORE, the Loca Agency Formation Commisson for Los Angeles
County, having considered the issuesraised by Mr. AlanClayton, MALDEF and the City of Los Angeles,
and the findings and conclusions of its consultant with respect to the dectord andyss, does hereby find,
determine, and resolve asfollows:
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1 Although community leaders, groups and residents participated in community meetings conducted
inthe Specia Reorganization Area, no objectionwas made during those meetings to the proposed
a-large voting system for the dection of city council members for the new city.

2. Inreconsdering LAFCO' s adoption of the at-large voting system for the Special Reorganization
Area, the commisson considered and evaluated dl of the following:

a
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Mr. Clayton’'s proposed five (5) didrict digricting plan for the proposed
Hollywood city;

MALDEF s objection, which dleges that:

@ There is a 9gnificant, geographically compact, Latino population in the
southeastern part of the proposed city;

2 In the proposed city, Latinos congtitute dmost forty percent (40%) of the
total population and thirty-three percent (33%) of the voting age

population;

3 The southeastern portion of the proposed city has distinct communities of
interest and concerns that are different from much of the rest of
Hollywood in the areas of educationa attainment, affordable housing
avalability, and the qudity of city and neighborhood services,

4 The southeaster portion of the proposed city contains populations that are
characterized by lower per capita incomes and educational attainment
levels than the rest of the proposed city;

) Latino registered voterswould congtitute approximately seventeenpercent
(17%) of the proposed city; and

(6) Under an at-large voting system, it is possible that the Latino community
would be unable to eect any candidates of choice to the city council.

TheCityof LosAngeles writtenrequest for recons deration, whichincluded, among other
things, arequest to reconsider the determination that the city council members be eected
at-large, rather than by didtricts.

The written report dated July 7, 2002, by Stephen P. Klein, Ph.D., regarding the success
of candidates preferred by Latino/Hispanic voters in the Specia Reorganization Area.



Theat report, which was received by LAFCO and made available for public review and
comment, concludesthat :

@ Hispanic-preferred candidateswoninthree of Six racesandyzed (Sheriff,
Mayor and Lieutenant Governor). The Sheriff and Mayor races were
considered more probative becausetheywerebothloca and non-partisan
elections.

2 In the Attorney Genera contest, the Hispanic-preferred candidate
(Caderon) logt in the proposed city areaand in Mr. Clayton’s mgority-
minority didtrict, Didtrict 5. In the Insurance Commissioner race, the
Hispanic-preferred candidate (Martinez) received only 41 percent of the
Higpanic vote, but finished second city-wide. Theseresultswould indicate
that in both contests, the Hispanic vote was not cohesive,

3 Although no candidate received a mgority of the Higoanic votein ether
the Attorney Genera or Insurance Commissioner contests, Hispanic-
preferred candidates came in second in the citywide area. This would
indicatethat Hispanic-preferred candidates received asgnificant number
of non-Higpanic votes because less than one-fifth of the area population
have Latino or Spanish surnames. These results suggest that Hispanic-
preferred candidates arelikdy to win seatsinamulti-sedt, at-large contest
in anew Hollywood city.

4 Only in the City Attorney contest did a Hispanic-preferred candidete fail
to win area-wide but came in firg in Didrict 5. However, one contest
would not establish apattern of mgority bloc voting defeating a minority-
preferred candidate.

) Hispanic-preferred candidates would win as many, if not more, council
seats under the systemadopted by L AFCO asthey would under adidrict
system.

(6) There would not be adilution of Hispanic votesin an at-large system of
voting for the city council of anew Hollywood city.

e A writtenreport dated July 17, 2002, by County Counsel onthe objections to the at-large

voting system. Thereport was submitted to LAFCO and made availablefor public review
and comment.
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