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Los Angeles City Council, 

 

In the Charter Reform Commission’s (CRC) Final Report, “police” was mentioned 134 times. “Board of Police 

Commissioners” was referenced 35 times. See pages 217-232 of the Charter Commission’s Final Report for 

critical constitutional and institutional concerns which have been studied and reported extensively.  

The CRC Final Report ultimately made LAPD reform a watershed issue—to highlight what commissioners 

overwhelmingly heard in feedback from the public, as a desire and mandate to effect change through law 

enforcement accountability.  

This CLA’s report does not reflect the merits of the CRC’s Final Report, the public’s exhaustive comments and 

submissions and presentations; and I’ll go as far to say, suspiciously so.  

The untimeliness and delays of the Charter Commission’s official recommendations from City leadership is an 

abrogation of duty on this issue (likely in part due to a lack of resources in the CLA’s office to timely and 

accurately review the CRC’s report, but who knows), and an embarrassment.  

This Council, on this issue, should not adopt the CLA’s recommendations to sit on your hands while taxpayers 

and residents directly suffer this City’s incompetence.  

Please introduce to voters the amendments and/or additional language to Section 571(b), Sections 574 & 577, 

Section 1070, and the other commonsense proposals your legislative teams may have followed, in addition to 

consideration of neutral and unbiased expert assessments. “Further study” is a copout for the provisions which 

have been studied, and unacceptable.  

Until a measurable change in LAPD misconduct and liability from those serving as sworn public peace 

officers/employees of L.A. City is achieved, contingency measures should prevail as a check on a department 

consistently and unnecessarily costing local taxpayers tens of millions of dollars per year.  

Some select quotes from the Charter Commission’s Final Report: 

(https://drive.google.com/file/d/1hHa0OLsFg9EmPPlO6QgUsGfzTKwQgOtp/view) 

“What We Heard [...] Police accountability gaps remain – The City Council should have authority to enforce 

accountability policies.” –Pg. 2 of the CRC Report.  

“Theme 2: Rebuild Trust Through Accountability [...] Strengthen police accountability with Council oversight 

authority.” –Pg. 3 of the CRC Report.  

“Why It Matters: Closes gap where Police Commission can ignore Council policy directives. Ensures 

democratic accountability over policing policy.” –Pg. 36 of the CRC Report  

“What It [the Charter provision recommendation] Does: “Solidifies Chief of Police authority to pursue removal 

of officers with documented, repeated misconduct. Gives City Council override authority if Chief and Board of 

Rights decline to terminate or choose to terminate.” –Pg. 36 of the CRC Report. 

https://drive.google.com/file/d/1hHa0OLsFg9EmPPlO6QgUsGfzTKwQgOtp/view


It also shouldn’t have to be said, but apparently it does: please increase the damn size of the Council. This isn’t 

the nineteenth century.  

Finally, the City Attorney, who was recently somewhat historically defeated days ago in a primary nominating 

election, should not be reporting back on anything related to the Charter recommendations, given the City 

Attorney’s history, fiscal mismanagement, and retaliatory behavior (in my opinion).  

 

Sincerely,  

Andrew Rudick  

 

 



 



 



 

 


