City of Santa Monica

City of Los Angeles

City of Beverly Hills

Culver City

County of Los Angeles

California Department of Water Resources

California Water Boards

California Department of Justice

Re: Lisette A. Gold Announcement of Non-Compliance with California Constitution and the
Bagley-Keene Act on 4/17/2024

April 14, 2024

Lisette A. Gold,

This email is in response to the announcement of a meeting of the purported Santa Monica
Groundwater Basin Sustainability Agency on April 12, 2024. You have announced that the
purported state body intends :|

1. Not to conduct its meeting in conformance with the California Constitution Article 1
Declaration of Rights.

2. Not to conduct its meeting in conformance with Bagley-Keene Act, (Gov. Code, § 11120, see
Gov. Code, §§ 11120-11133].

This group consisting of Cities of Santa Monica, Los Angeles, Beverly Hills, Culver and the
County of Los Angeles purports to be a state body, agency, pursuant to Gov. Code § 1117 and,
therefore, subject to the California Constitution Article I Declaration of Rights:

All people are by nature free and independent and have inalienable rights. Among these are
enjoying and defending life and liberty, acquiring, possessing, and protecting property, and
pursuing and obtaining safety, happiness, and privacy.

Furthermore, this group, if it is a lawfully formed state body, is subject to the provisions of the
Bagley-Keene Act, (Gov. Code, § 11120, see Gov. Code, §§ 11120-11133].)(ACT) hereinafter.

Section II. B I. OPEN MEETING PROCEEDURES reads in part as follows:



Individuals may attend meetings without identifying themselves. If a state body posts or
circulates an attendance list, register, questionnaire, or other similar document at a meeting,
the document must state that filling it out is voluntary. (Gov. Code, § 11124.)

Here, you have announced that as a necessary condition of participating in the announced
meeting of April 17, 2024 remotely, a member of the public must disclose their name to a private
Corporation.

“Dear Santa Monica Basin Interested Parties and Stakeholders,

Please join us on Wednesday, April 17, 2024, at 8:00 am for the quarterly Board Meeting of the Santa
Monica Basin GSA.

This meeting will be a hybrid meeting. The Board materials with agenda is attached to this email.
... For Virtual Public Participation, please scan the link provided on the attached agenda. Follow all
directions to register for the zoom meeting.

Please review the detailed instructions located on the attached agenda for providing public
comment. The public comment instructions are different for those in-person versus those
attending online.

Here is the link to register for those who wish to attend online. Right click on the blue link
and select "Open Link in New tab"” option. A separate tab will allow you to register for the
meeting.

Please contact GSA Secretary Dr. Gold for further information at 310-351-9465 or
at lisette.gold@santamonica.gov.

Best,

Lisette A. Gold, D. Env.

Environmental Remediation Coordinator

Santa Monica Basin Groundwater Sustainability Agency Secretary
City of Santa Monica, Public Works Department - Water Resources
2500 Michigan Ave., Building 1, Santa Monica, 90404

Work Cell: 310-351-9465

City of
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The link to register page is owned by a private company, DUDEK. the registration page is
below:



https://bit.ly/3ToK3oQ
mailto:lisette.gold@santamonica.gov

DUDEK ZOOM

Santa Monica Basin Groundwater Sustainability Agency
Board Meeting

Date & Time Apr 17, 2024 08:00 AM in Pacific Time (US and Canada)

Description The Santa Monica Basin Groundwater Sustainability
Agency (SMBGSA) was formed in 2017 in accordance with
the California Sustainable Groundwater Management Act
(SGMA) of 2014. The five-member agencies of the
SMBGSA include the City of Santa Monica, the City of
Beverly Hills, the City of Los Angeles, by and through its
Department of Water and Power, the City of Culver City,
and the County of Los Angeles. The next quarterly Board
Meeting of the Santa Monica Basin GSA will be a hybrid
with the option of in-person or virtual attendance. Those
who wish to attend in person will meet at City Hall East in
Room 219 at address 1685 Main St., Santa Monica, CA,
90401. A Zoom link will be provided to those who register
for virtual attendance. The meeting will be recorded and
uploaded to the GSA website. Please contact GSA
Secretary Dr. Gold for further information at 310-351-9465
or at lisette.gold@santamonica.gov.

0689

Webinar Registration

First Name* Last Name*

First Name ‘ Last Name

Email Address*

join@company.com

Information you provide when registering will be shared with the account owner and host and can be

used and shared by them in accordance with their Terms and Privacy Policy.
Register

Support  English ~

Here, as a necessary condition of on-line attendance, a member of the public must

provide their name to the private company in clear violation of California Constitution
Article I Declaration of Rights and Section II. B I. OPEN MEETING PROCEEDURES of the

ACT.

Furthermore, the registration page again fails compliance with Section II. B I. OPEN
MEETING PROCEEDURES of the ACT because there is no disclosure to the public that
registering to speak at the public meeting is voluntary:

the document must state that filling it out is voluntary.

Lisette A. Gold, your email announcement to the public demonstrates that is the intent of
this group not comply with the State of California Constitution and the Bagley-Keene Act.



It should also be noted that this group claims to have become a GSA in 2017, without
uploading documentation of its bylaws to form a GSA rendering its requirments to do so
incomplete pursuant to the provisions of the Sustainable Groundwater Management Act.

And, it should be particularly noted that City of Santa Monica Employee Sunny Wang did
upload a Memorandum of Understanding between the group to the state portal that states
the intention to form a GSA that is not a legal entity.

NOW, THEREFORE, incorporating the above recitals herein and exhibit attached, it is
mutually understood and agreed by the Parties as follows:

1. PURPOSE. This MOU is entered into by and among the Parties to
facilitate a cooperative and ongoing working relationship to comply with
SGMA in the Santa Monica Basin by, among other things, forming a GSA
and developing and implementing a single GSP. This MOU is not intended
to form a new legal entity.

2. SANTA MONICA BASIN GROUNDWATER SUSTAINABILITY AGENCY

2.1 The Parties hereby establish the Santa Monica Basin
Groundwater Sustainability Agency (SMBGSA) to sustainably and
cost-effectively manage groundwater in the Santa Monica Basin.

Page 1 of 11

From the GSA portal: https://sgma.water.ca.gov/portal/gsa/print/337

Here, the stated intention of the group is to form a GSA that is an illegal entity. This explains
the failure of the group to comply with the State of California Constitution and the Bagley-
Keene Act.

This group has avoided compliance with the Rule of Law for the convivence of each of the
group members. The consequence of this illegal behavior is to exclude lawful participation
of the public and its decision-making process public meetings, which runs contrary to the
preamble of the ACT. And the actions of this group subject member of the public to
potential reprisal by requiring them to provide their name to a private company as a
necessary condition to attend a meeting on-line.



Therefore, | hereby request that you, on behalf of the group, cancel the proposed meeting
of April 17, 2024, if and until a GSA that is a legal entity is formed and that its meetings are
held in conformance with State of California Constitution and the Bagley-Keene Act.

As a courtesy, | have attached a copy of the California Department of Justice BAGLEY-
KEENE OPEN MEETING GUIDE 2023.

Respectfully submitted,

John Davis

SMB GSA Board Meeting - Zoom Registration Link for April 17th Meeting © a « ~
O Lisette A. Gold <Lisette.Gold@santamonica.gov> Friday, April 12, 2024 at 11:00 AM
To: Patricia McPherson; (O john johnanthonydavis.com; Dr. Margot Griswold; Jeanette Vosburg; Joe Young; Todd T. Cardiff Esq.; kathyknight66@gmail.com

0 This message is high priority.
Dear All,

Here is the link to register for those who wish to attend online. Right click on the blue link and select "Open Link in New tab"
option. A separate tab will allow you to register for the meeting.

Please contact GSA Secretary Dr. Gold for further information at 310-351-9465 or at lisette.gold@santamonica.gov.

Best,

Lisette A. Gold, D. Env.

Environmental Remediation Coordinator

Santa Monica Basin Groundwater Sustainability Agency Secretary
City of Santa Monica, Public Works Department — Water Resources
2500 Michigan Ave., Building 1, Santa Monica, 90404

Work Cell: 310-351-9465

City of
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Santa Monica Basin GSA April 17th Board Meeting Agenda and Materials

O Lisette A. Gold <Lisette.Gold@santamonica.gov>
To: Lisette A. Gold

2024 April 17 SMBG...
5.9 MB

Download - Preview

0 This message is high priority.

Dear Santa Monica Basin Interested Parties and Stakeholders,

© « &« ¢

Friday, April 12, 2024 at 10:00 Al

Please join us on Wednesday, April 17, 2024, at 8:00 am for the quarterly Board Meeting of the Santa Monica Basin GSA.

This meeting will be a hybrid meeting. The Board materials with agenda is attached to this email.

e For In-Person Public Participation, the meeting will be held in Santa Monica City Hall East Room 219. Although the mailing address
is 1685 Main Street in Santa Monica, the actual meeting room entrance is located on Olympic Drive next to (west from) the Public Safety
Building at 333 Olympic Drive, Santa Monica, CA, 90401. Parking for City Hall East is located at Civic Center Parking Structure located
at 333 Civic Center Drive, Santa Monica, across Olympic Drive from City Hall East. Electric cars with visible decals can park for free at
Santa Monica meters on the public streets. We always encourage everyone to take public transportation. The LA Metro Downtown Santa
Monica Station is located near the intersection of 4th Street and Colorado Avenue, approx. 2 blocks from City Hall. It is the E Line's

western terminal station.

e For Virtual Public Participation, please scan the link provided on the attached agenda. Follow all directions to register for the zoom

meeting.

Please review the detailed instructions located on the attached agenda for providing public comment. The public comment instructions
are different for those in-person versus those attending online. The meeting will be recorded and uploaded to the GSA website. For all

up-to-date meeting information and last-minute changes, please visit the GSA Website:

santamonica.gov - Santa Monica Basin Groundwater Sustainability Agency

Feel free to contact GSA Secretary Dr. Gold with any questions at 310-351-9465 and by email at Lisette. Gold@santamonica.gov.

Best,

Lisette A. Gold, D. Env.

Environmental Remediation Coordinator

Santa Monica Basin Groundwater Sustainability Agency Secretary
City of Santa Monica, Public Works Department — Water Resources

2500 Michigan Ave., Building 1, Santa Monica, 90404

Office Cell: 310-351-9465
ity of
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Ca DWR and DWR
Re: Report of Violation of the Water Code by Santa Monica Groundwater Basin
Sustainability Agency

March 11, 2024
Dear SGMA Officials,
| am asking for your help regarding an entity’s that claimed to have formed a
Groundwater Sustainability Agency without meeting the Presumption of Regularity
standard used by DWR.

| would like to formally report two violations.

No 1. THE GSA DID NOT UPLOAD ITS BYLAWS.

No. 2 GSA DID NOT PROVIDE A LEGAL AGREEMENT FOR MULTIPLE LOCAL
AGENCIES TO FORM A SINGULAR NEW GSA.

The purported GSA (Combination of Local Agencies) claims it formed a GSA that is not
a new legal entity.

The GSA did not upload a JPA, or MOA, or other legal agreement pursuant to
California Water Code CHAPTER 4. Establishing Groundwater Sustainability Agencies
Section 10723.6

A GSA formed by multiple local agencies is presumably a new legal entity (Agency) that
is required to comply with laws and regulations of California such as the Public Records,
Act, The Records Retention Act and others, something that only a new legal entity
(Agency) is capable of.

Here, the uploaded MOU states it is not intended to form a new legal entity. (emphasis
added)

The implication is that that the purported GSA intended to form a new illegal entity,
rendering it incapable of conformance with applicable laws and regulations. It has no
physical office to review public records, it is unresponsive to Public Records Requests.



The GSA evades the law with impunity. Further, it disenfranchises public participation,
overtly thwarting SGMA, thereby

NOW, THEREFORE, incorporating the above recitals herein and exhibit attached, it is
mutually understood and agreed by the Parties as follows:

1. PURPOSE. This MOU is entered into by and among the Parties to
facilitate a cooperative and ongoing working relationship to comply with
SGMA in the Santa Monica Basin by, among other things, forming a GSA
and developing and implementing a single GSP. This MOU is not intended
to form a new legal entity.

2. SANTA MONICA BASIN GROUNDWATER SUSTAINABILITY AGENCY

2.1 The Parties hereby establish the Santa Monica Basin
Groundwater Sustainability Agency (SMBGSA) to sustainably and
cost-effectively manage groundwater in the Santa Monica Basin.

Page 1 of 11

From the GSA portal: https://sgma.water.ca.gov/portal/gsa/print/337

The County of Los Angeles, a purported member of the GSA replied to a PRA
requesting compliance with Water Code 10723 (legal agreement) responded:

“There are no records responsive to your request.”



2 This message is flagged for follow up. Mark Complete

From: DRP PRA <pra@planning.lacounty.gov>

Date: Thursday, August 3, 2023 at 9:32 AM

To: john johnanthonydavis.com <john@johnanthonydavis.com>

Cc: sunny.wang@santamonica.gov <sunny.wang@santamonica.gov>, Jesus.Gonzalez@LADWP.com
<Jesus.Gonzalez@LADWP.com>, Singletary, Sean <Sean.singletary@culvercity.org>,
rwelch@beverlyhills.org <rwelch@beverlyhills.org>, Gina Natoli <gnatoli@planning.lacounty.gov>
Subject: (PRA 23-435) Your Public Records Request

Mr. Davis,

Thank you for your e-mail request for public records dated July 28, 2023 with a subject line of
“FORTH [sic] REQUEST FOR PUBLIC RECORDS JOHN DAVIS JULY 28, 2023.” (attached) We have
conducted a diligent and thorough search of our records. Our response is below.

Request No. 1:

Please provide any and all records of compliance by the Santa Monica Groundwater Basin
Sustainability Agency (SMGBSA) with California Water Code Section 10723 to establish the
(SMGBSA) which records are retained by the managed and retained by the only the (SMGSA) in
accordance with Government Code Sections12270-12279, State Records Management Act and not
any singular members of the (SMGSA). Specifically, public records of a joint powers agreement,
Memorandum of Agreement, or other legal agreement are requested. managed and retained by the
only the (SMGSA) and not any singular membersof the (SMGSA). Specifically,

Response No.1 There are no records responsive to your request.

DWR Publication: Actions for Local Agencies to Follow When Deciding to Become,
Form, or Modify a Groundwater Sustainability Agency (GSA) sets forth the requirments
for formation of a GSA.

REPORT OF GSA VIOLATION OF DWR PRESUMPTION OF REGULARITY

| hereby report to the Sustainable Groundwater Office that the Santa Monica
Groundwater Basin Sustainability Agency has not complied with the presumption of
regularity exercised by DWR and violated the State Water Code, thereby.

| allege that an employee of the City of Santa Monica, Sunny Wang acting under oath of
his office took actions contrary to his official duty by omitting a legal agreement required
by California Water Code CHAPTER 4. Establishing Groundwater Sustainability
Agencies Section 10723.6 from records uploaded to the GSA Portal.



| allege that an employee of the City of Santa Monica, Sunny Wang acting under oath of
his office took actions contrary to his official duty by omitting the GSA bylaws from
records uploaded to the GSA portal.

INTERPRETATION OF THE WATER CODE BY DWR COUNCEL LEAHEY

In an email dated December 8, 2023, Tina Cannon Leahy ,Attorney IV , Office of Chief
Counsel asserted that:

“Notably, Water Code section 10723.6 requires a legal agreement among those forming
a groundwater sustainability agency, not the creation of a new leqal entity.

A combination of local agencies may form a groundwater sustainability agency.”

Here, Council Leahy asserts that a GSA formed by multiple local agencies is not
required to create a new legal entity, capable of complying with the laws and regulations
of the State of California.

Council Leahy’s interpretation is dubious because a new GSA formed by multiple local
agencies that is not a new legal entity, would not be required to comply with the laws
and regulations of the State of California, as is the apparent case with the Santa Monica
Groundwater Basin Sustainability Agency.

According to this interpretation, a GSA could form an illegal entity to avoid compliance
with laws and regulations.

A recent DWR PRA response states the following below:

‘The Department’s role is limited to ensuring that a local agency has submitted
everything the law requires, and a presumption of reqularity attaches to documents
submitted by local agencies.”

It demonstrates that the DWR presumes regularity in the submission of the GSA.

And, it verifies that the DWR has not determined if the GSA Memorandum of



Understanding is a legal agreement, or not.

DWR PRA RESPONSE MARCH 5, 2024

b.) Please provide any and all record of determination(s) by the California Department
of Water Resources that the Memorandum of Understanding uploaded to the SGMA
portal for the Santa Monica Groundwater Basin Sustainability Agency was determined
to be a legal agreement by the California Department of Water Resources

The Department has no records that are responsive to this request. Please note
that the Department’s role in the GSA formation process is largely ministerial. Local
agencies that decide to form a GSA submit a notice of intent to the Department, and the
Department is required to post complete notices on its internet website within 15 days
per Water Code § 10723.8. The Department’s role is limited to ensuring that a local
agency has submitted everything the law requires, and a presumption of
regularity attaches to documents submitted by local agencies. As a result, the
Department does not have any records of the sort you describe involving determinations
made by the Department.

CONCLUSION

| hereby request that the DWR determine if Sunny Wang, an employee of the City of
Santa Monica failed to comply with the Water Code, by failing to upload a legal
agreement in conformance with Water Code section 10723.6 and or if Mr. Wang failed
to upload the Bylaws of the GSA as required.

| request that DWR review the GSA submissions for completeness and legal integrity.

Here, it is reasonable for the public to challenge DWR to to make a formal determination
of completeness and legal integrity of the records uploaded to the portal by the GSA.

If credible violations of the Water Code are brought to the attention of the DWR by the
public, DWR has a duty to investigate.

DWR should not avoid this important request, especially because there may be several
other similar cases in the State.

Without such a determination of completeness and legal integrity of the submissions by

DWR, the GSA will be encouraged to violate the Water Code with impunity, thwarting
the provisions of SGMA while disenfranchising the public.

If DWR, after review of the records uploaded to the GSA Portal by Mr. Wang,



determines incompleteness or lack of legal integrity, to take immediate action to bring
the purported GSA into conformance with the Water Code.

Please reply to this letter. And please take action to review the GSA submission for
completeness as it regards Bylaws and legal integrity of compliance with California
Water Code CHAPTER 4. Section 10723.6

Respectfully Submitted,

John Davis
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INTRODUCTION

California’s Constitution gives people the right to access information about public
business. (Cal. Const., art. I, § 3, subd. (b)(1).) For that reason, the meetings of public bodies
must be open to public scrutiny. (/d.) To advance this policy, the Legislature enacted the Bagley-
Keene Open Meeting Act (Bagley-Keene Act, or Act), intending that actions of state agencies be
taken openly and that agency deliberation be conducted openly. (Gov. Code, § 11120; see Gov.
Code, §§ 11120-11133].)! The Bagley-Keene Act protects the public’s opportunity not only to
observe, but also to participate in, the decision-making process of state bodies. (See California
State Employees’ Assn. v. State Pers. Bd. (1973) 31 Cal.App.3d 1009, 1013.) Thus, in California,
state bodies generally deliberate at meetings that are open to the public. (See Epstein v. Hollywood
Entertainment Dist. Il Bus. Improvement Dist. (2001) 87 Cal.App.4th 862, 867.) The Act creates

exceptions for closed-door deliberations in limited circumstances.

When a state body makes decisions, the Act’s provisions on public access and participation
generally apply to that body’s decision-making process. In contrast, when an individual state
official makes decisions, the Act’s public access and participation provisions do not apply,
allowing for streamlined decision-making. In deciding whether to entrust a particular decision to
a state body or to an individual, the Legislature implicitly decides which public interests—public

access and participation, or streamlined decision-making—are more important in that context.

In general, meetings of state bodies must be open to the public. This means that state
bodies must give the public an opportunity to attend and to speak at meetings. Under certain
circumstances, state bodies may meet in closed sessions that exclude the public. (See Closed-
session exceptions, infra.) Regardless, state bodies must give advance notice of the time and place

of meetings, and the specific topics or decisions that the state bodies will consider at the meetings.

This Guide offers a road map of the Bagley-Keene Act’s open-meeting rules. Along the
way, it cites certain code sections of the Act. It also cites judicial and Attorney General opinions
on open meetings, including ones involving the Ralph M. Brown Act (Brown Act), which applies

to local agencies. (See Gov. Code, § 54950 et seq.) Because the Bagley-Keene Act closely

I All statutory references are to the Government Code unless otherwise stated.



parallels the Brown Act, “these statutes are construed in the same way absent a clear linguistic
difference calling for a different result.” (103 Ops.Cal.Atty.Gen. 42, 44 (2020); North Pacifica
LLC v. California Coastal Com. (2008) 166 Cal.App.4th 1416, 1434 [Brown Act provides a

“virtually identical open meeting scheme” to Bagley-Keene Act].

This Guide is neither an exhaustive source of applicable legal authorities nor an exhaustive
analysis of them. The Act and applicable decisional authority may change after publication of this
Guide. This Guide is not a substitute for advice from an attorney. This Guide also appears on the

Attorney General’s website at https://oag.ca.gov.

This Guide has four parts. First, the Guide discusses the entities and gatherings covered
by the Act. Next, the Guide describes the requirements for compliance, detailing the rules for
notices and agendas; public access and participation; access to records; and rules for teleconference
and videoconference meetings. The Guide then discusses closed-session exceptions and
procedures. Last, the Guide describes the potential consequences of violating the Act, including

the possible penalties and available remedies.
I. MEETINGS SUBJECT TO ACT

To be subject to the Bagley-Keene Act, a “state body” must conduct a “meeting.” (Gov.

Code, § 11123, subd. (a).)
A. State bodies

The Act governs members of every “state body.” (Gov. Code, § 11127.)> A state body
exists under the Act if it is (1) a multimember body such as a state board or state commission, (2)

created by one of five specified methods, and (3) not statutorily excluded.

% The open-meeting rules apply not only to incumbent members, but also to newly appointed or elected members who
have not yet assumed office. (Gov. Code, § 11121.95.) Members-to-be should avoid private deliberations with
incumbent members so as not to violate these open-meeting rules. Each state body must provide a copy of the Act to
each member upon appointment or assumption of office. (Gov. Code, § 11121.9.)

2
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1. Multi-member body

A state body must have two or more members. (Gov. Code, § 11121.) Therefore, state

departments controlled by a single director are not state bodies for purposes of the Act.
2. Formed in one of five ways

Besides having two or more members, a “state body” under the Act must be formed or

operated in one of five ways.
a. Created by statute

The Act governs state multimember bodies created by statute or required by statute to
conduct official meetings. (Gov. Code, § 11121, subd. (a).) The Act extends not only to
statutory bodies with operative powers but also to those with advisory functions. (See
85 Ops.Cal.Atty.Gen. 145, 148 (2002) [clinical advisory panel created by statute is state body

subject to Act even though it has only a limited advisory role].)
b. Created by executive order

The Act governs commissions created by executive order. (Gov. Code, § 11121, subd.
(a).) An executive order is a directive from the Governor to subordinate executive officers
concerning the enforcement of law. (See 63 Ops.Cal.Atty.Gen. 583, 584 (1980).) A state body
created by an executive officer other than the Governor is not subject to the Act unless it falls
within the definition of another type of state body subject to the Act. (See 75 Ops.Cal.Atty.Gen.
263, 268-270 (1992) [private citizen task force created by State Insurance Commissioner is not

state body created by executive order for purposes of Act].)
c. Created as a delegated body

The Act governs a multimember body, such as a board, commission, or committee, that

exercises any authority delegated to it by a state body governed by the Act.® (Gov. Code,

3 The lawfulness of particular delegations of power is beyond the scope of this Guide. Not all state bodies have
statutory authority to delegate discretionary power, for example. (See, e.g., 90 Ops.Cal.Atty.Gen. 89, 98 (2007).)
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§ 11121, subd. (b).) A classic example is an executive committee with delegated authority to act
on a state body’s behalf between meetings. A delegated body may also consist of a governing
board of a non-profit entity exercising authority delegated by a state body. (See Epstein v.
Hollywood Entertainment Dist. Il Business Improvement Dist. (2001) 87 Cal.App.4th 862, 869-
873.) Consistent with the statutory definition of a state body, a delegated body must include two
or more members. Thus, if a state body delegates authority to only a single person, such as a
chair or an executive director, the individual is not a state body for purposes of the Act. (75

Ops.Cal.Atty.Gen. 263, 268-269 (1992).)

d. Created as an advisory body

The Act governs any advisory body composed of three or more members that a state
body or one of its members creates by formal action. (Gov. Code, § 11121, subd. (¢).) An
advisory body of just two members is therefore not a state body subject to the Act. A member of
an advisory body could be a state body member, a staff member, or a member of the public. (See
Gov. Code, § 11121, subd. (c) [not limiting who may serve on advisory body].) Unlike a
delegated body, an advisory body does not exercise discretionary authority on its own, but
instead advises the parent body. An advisory body created by a single department head is not a
state body subject to the Act, unless a state body, statute, or executive order by the Governor
directed the department head to create the advisory body. (75 Ops.Cal.Atty.Gen. 263, 268-269
(1992).)

For purposes of creating such advisory bodies, “formal action” may include a vote
adopting a resolution, as well as other types of official action creating an advisory body. For
example, one court broadly construed a similar Brown Act provision to encompass the myriad of
ways to create an advisory body, such as a city council’s designation of its members to serve on
a new advisory group. (Joiner v. City of Sebastopol (1981) 125 Cal.App.3d 799, 805 & fn. 5.) If
a state body directs staff to create an advisory body, it has taken formal action to create the
advisory body even if it does not select the body’s members. (Frazer v. Dixon Unified School
Dist. (1993) 18 Cal.App.4th 781, 792-793.) Advisory bodies do not include a group of state




body employees meeting with industry representatives to exchange ideas where no state body
member is present and where, at the state body’s direction, the employees compile information,
consider possible alternatives, and formulate proposals for the state body’s consideration. (89

Ops.Cal.Atty.Gen. 241, 246-247 (2006).)
e. Supported and represented by a state body

The Act governs public or private bodies where a state body member serves as the state
body’s official representative on the body and the body receives funding from the state body.
(Gov. Code, § 11121, subd. (d).) For example, when a member of a university student
organization represented that organization on the board of a private non-profit association, and
the student organization provided funding to the non-profit, the non-profit was a state body

subject to the Act. (65 Ops.Cal.Atty.Gen. 638, 643-644 (1982).)
3. Not excluded by statute

If specifically excluded by statute, a multimember body formed in one of these five ways
is not considered to be a “state body” subject to the Act. (Gov. Code, § 11127.) The Act does not
apply to the Legislature or to the state courts. (Gov. Code, § 11121.1, subds. (a), (c).)* Local
bodies covered by the Brown Act are not subject to the Bagley-Keene Act. (Gov. Code, § 11121.1,
subd. (b); see Torres v. Board of Commissioners (1979) 89 Cal.App.3d 545, 549-550 [local
housing authority]; 73 Ops.Cal.Atty.Gen. 1, 3-4 (1990) [regional open space district]; 71
Ops.Cal.Atty.Gen. 96, 96-99 (1988) [air pollution control district].) Other particular bodies and
categories of meetings may also be exempted from the Act. (See, e.g., Gov. Code, § 11121.1,
subds. (d) [exempting certain meetings regarding employee bargaining in higher education], (e)
[exempting Cancer Advisory Council], (f) [exempting Credit Union Advisory Committee]; Health
& Saf. Code, § 51615, subd. (b) [exempting certain actions of California Housing Finance Agency
Board].)

4 The Legislature and the judicial branch, however, may be subject to other public access laws. (See, e.g., Gov.
Code, § 9027 et seq. [requiring open meetings for legislative committees]; People v. Scott (2017) 10 Cal.App.5th
524, 529-530 [recognizing a criminal defendant’s constitutional right to a public trial].)
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B. Meetings

A meeting occurs when (1) a majority of a state body (2) gathers to hear, discuss, or

deliberate on (3) an item under its subject matter jurisdiction. (Gov. Code, § 11122.5, subd. (a).)

1. Majority of a state body

The Act applies when a majority of a state body congregate, either at or outside an open
and noticed meeting. A majority of a state body may also be present in two less-apparent scenarios.
One scenario involves a “serial” meeting—a meeting resulting from multiple separate private
contacts among members that together amount to majority consideration of the body’s business.
Another scenario occurs through a meeting by a majority of a subsidiary state body, such as a
committee or subcommittee, even though a majority of the parent state body is not present. These

two scenarios, which result in a state-body majority, are described below.

a. Serial meetings

A serial meeting comprises several communications, each among less than a majority of a
state body, which taken together involve a majority. Specifically, the Act provides, “A majority
of the members of a state body shall not, outside of a meeting authorized by this chapter, use a
series of communications of any kind, directly or through intermediaries, to discuss, deliberate, or
take action on any item of business that is within the subject matter of the state body.” (Gov. Code,
§§ 11122, 11122.5, subd. (b)(1); 103 Ops.Cal.Atty.Gen. 42, 51-52 (2020); see Common Cause v.
Stirling (1983) 147 Cal.App.3d 518, 523-524 [prohibited serial meeting occurred when a majority
of a body circulated, reviewed, and signed a proposal outside of a public meeting].) With this
provision, the Act prohibits attempts to circumvent its open meeting requirements through serial
meetings. The restriction on serial meetings extends to all communications technologies (e.g.,
email, mobile phones, instant messaging, text messaging, social media, blogs). (See Gov. Code,
§ 11122.5, subd. (b)(1).) Consequently, a majority of a state body may not separately
communicate by electronic means to deliberate on a topic under the state body’s jurisdiction. (103

Ops.Cal.Atty.Gen. 42, 52 (2020); see 84 Ops.Cal.Atty.Gen. 30, 32-33 (2001).)



Serial meetings may occur within a state body either through (1) sequential contacts among
the body’s members, or (2) one member’s selective communications with multiple members. In
the sequential scenario, a communication chain starting with contact from member A to member
B who then communicates with member C is a serial meeting of the three-member majority of a
five-member state body. (See Roberts v. City of Palmdale (1993) 5 Cal.4th 363, 376-377
[collective deliberation through letters or telephone calls from one local body member to the next
would violate open-meeting rules].) In the selective scenario, a serial meeting occurs when
member A acts as the hub of a wheel and communicates directly with selected spokes (members
B and C). (See, e.g., Stockton Newspapers, Inc. v. Redevelopment Agency (1985) 171 Cal.App.3d
95, 101-102.)

Serial meetings may also occur indirectly through go-betweens or delegates who are not
state body members, in the same two ways that they may occur directly—sequentially or
selectively. When member A’s delegate communicates with member B’s delegate, who then
communicates with member C’s delegate, a serial meeting has occurred if the delegates then
transmit the communications to these members or act on the members’ behalf. Alternatively, when
a non-member acts as the hub of a wheel and communicates individually with selected spokes
(members A, B, and C), the members have engaged in a serial meeting. (See Stockton Newspapers,
Inc. v. Redevelopment Agency (1985) 171 Cal.App.3d 95, 105 [attorney representing local body
polled individual members before meeting].) For example, when the trustees of a community
college met individually with a mediator during settlement negotiations, a court determined that
the trustees had engaged in serial meetings with an intermediary (the mediator), in violation of
open-meeting rules. (Page v. MiraCosta Community College Dist. (2009) 180 Cal.App.4th 471,
503.)

Conversely, an individual state body member may communicate with another member or
any other person as long as the communication does not amount to deliberation by a majority of
the state body. (Gov. Code, § 11122.5, subd. (c)(1), see, e.g., Communicating privately with the
public, infra.) Thus, where a member of the public sends an email message to the entire state body
and other members of the public, and one state body member replies by email solely to the sender
and the other members of the public, this email exchange is not deliberation by a majority of the

state body. (103 Ops.Cal.Atty.Gen. 42, 53-54 (2020).) The serial meeting prohibition also does
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not prevent state body members from planning upcoming meetings by discussing times, dates,
locations, and order of agenda items but only if such planning communications do not include
substantive discussion of agenda items. (See generally 84 Ops.Cal.Atty.Gen., 30, 32-33 [open

meeting requirements apply only to “substantive discussions” among a majority of a body].)

b. Less than majority gatherings

Large state bodies often create several smaller state bodies, such as subcommittees, that
are subject to the Act. (Gov. Code, § 11121, subd. (b), 11127.) A gathering of less than a majority
of a parent body may result in a subcommittee meeting subject to the Act. For example, a private
gathering of three state body members, although less than a majority of a nine-member parent state
body, may be a majority of one of its smaller five-member subcommittees. Such a gathering may

violate the Act as an inadvertent meeting of the subcommittee.

To avoid inadvertent violations, state body members may choose to follow a “rule of two.”
(See Gov. Code, § 11122.5, subd. (c)(1).) Under this practice, a state body member should not
discuss any matter under the state body’s jurisdiction with more than one other state body member,
thus avoiding a majority in most cases. This practice, however, would not work for three-member
state bodies, because two members would make a majority. The point to remember is this: A non-
majority of a larger state body still may make up a majority of its smaller state body—such as a

committee or subcommittee.

2. Hear, discuss or deliberate

The Act applies when a majority of a state body gathers to hear, discuss, or deliberate a
matter. To hear, discuss or deliberate, a state body need not vote. Deliberation includes “not only
collective decision making, but also the collective acquisition and exchange of facts preliminary
to the ultimate decision.” (216 Sutter Bay Associates v. County of Sutter (1997) 58 Cal.App.4th
860, 877, internal quotation marks omitted; accord, 103 Ops.Cal.Atty.Gen. 42, 52, fn. 54 (2020).)
Deliberation encompasses information gathering, analysis, debate, and negotiation, as well as
decision-making. (See Sacramento Newspaper Guild v. Sacramento County Bd. of Supervisors

(1968) 263 Cal.App.2d 41, 47-48 [“[t]o ‘deliberate’ is to examine, weigh, and reflect upon the



reasons for or against the choice,” including “the ascertainment of facts”].) Information gathering
includes staff briefings, pre-meeting conferences, informal studies, training, facility tours,
investigations, and fact-finding sessions. (See, e.g., Frazer v. Dixon Unified School Dist. (1993)
18 Cal.App.4th 781, 795-797 [information session with prospective contractors]; Stockton
Newspapers, Inc. v. Redevelopment Agency (1985) 171 Cal.App.3d 95, 101-103 [series of one-on-
one telephone conversations with agency attorney]; Rowen v. Santa Clara Unified School Dist.
(1981) 121 Cal.App.3d 231, 233-234 [gathering to discuss qualifications of prospective
consultants]; 94 Ops.Cal.Atty.Gen. 33, 36-37 (2011) [facility tour]; 42 Ops.Cal.Atty.Gen. 61, 68
(1963) [pre-meeting briefing sessions].)

3. Item within the state body’s subject matter jurisdiction

The Act applies when a majority deliberates “upon any item that is within the subject matter
jurisdiction of the state body.” (Gov. Code, § 11122.5, subd. (a).) An “item” is not limited to an
item on a public meeting agenda, but includes any “separate, distinct topic” that the majority may
consider within its subject matter jurisdiction. (103 Ops.Cal.Atty.Gen. 42, 45 (2020).) Were this
not the case, a state body could “circumvent the Act by deliberating on or deciding a matter
affecting the public that is not yet, or may never be, placed on an agenda—while excluding the
public from participation.” (/bid.) As for the term “subject matter jurisdiction,” it simply means
that the body has the authority to hear the matter. (Id. at p. 45.) Thus, a state-body majority’s
discussion of a topic relating to the state body is a “meeting” that triggers the Act’s requirements.
(Id. at p. 43 [discussion of how to comply with the Act is a matter within the state body’s subject
matter jurisdiction]; 78 Ops.Cal. Atty.Gen. 224, fn. 2 (1995) [discussion of a member’s personal

life is a matter outside the state body’s subject matter jurisdiction].)

C. Communications or gatherings that are not meetings

As described above, a communication or gathering of state body members is not a meeting
subject to the Act if it does not involve a majority of a state body, deliberation among its members,
or consideration of an item under its jurisdiction. Some gatherings are expressly exempt from the
Act. In addition, under case law, some communications are not subject to the Act’s notice and

open-meeting requirements.



1. Communicating privately with the public

Generally, private communications between a member of the public and an individual state
body member is not a meeting subject to the Act if a majority of the state body has not deliberated.
(Gov. Code, § 11122.5, subd. (c)(1); 103 Ops.Cal. Atty.Gen. 42, 51-54 (2020).) Even if the
member of the public meets individually but separately with enough members to constitute a
majority of the state body, such separate communications are still not a meeting. But if the member
of the public acts as a go-between or delegate (see Serial meetings, supra) or a majority of the state
body otherwise use these private communications to deliberate indirectly among themselves, the
communications become a serial meeting prohibited by the Act. (Gov. Code, § 11122.5, subds.
(b)(1), (c)(1); 103 Ops.Cal.Atty.Gen., 42, 53-54 (2020); Page v. MiraCosta Community College
Dist. (2009) 180 Cal.App.4th 471, 503.)

2. Obtaining information from staff

A private communication between a state body member and a staff member to obtain
information on a matter under the state body’s jurisdiction is not a meeting subject to the Act if
the staff member does not communicate to state body members the comments or position of any
other member. (Gov. Code, § 11122.5, subd. (b)(2).) This staff briefing exception allows state
body members to get the information they need to prepare for a meeting by allowing staff to answer
their questions. Under this safe-harbor exception, staff may communicate privately with only one

member at a time, without communicating the comments or position of any other member.

The staff briefing exception does not apply when a two-member subcommittee that does
not qualify as a state body under the Act meets with a staff member to obtain information. Such
communications, however, are not prohibited serial communications (see Serial meetings, supra)
unless the staff member communicates the comments or position of the two-member subcommittee

to other members of the larger parent body.

3. Receiving written advice from legal counsel

A one-way communication of written legal advice to state body members is not a meeting
subject to the Act. (Roberts v. City of Palmdale (1993) 5 Cal.4th 363, 381.) A member’s solitary
10



review of legal advice received by a majority of a state body may occur outside of an open meeting.
The exception does not apply if the members privately discuss the content of the legal advice with
each other. Such a discussion would amount to deliberation, which would qualify the discussion
as a meeting under the Act. (But see Closed-session exceptions, infra [legal advice relating to

litigation strategy may be provided to a majority of a state body in closed session].)
4. Attending a public conference

A state-body majority’s attendance at a conference or similar gathering is not a meeting
subject to the Act if three conditions are met. First, the conference must be open to the public.’
Second, the conference must cover a topic of general interest to the public or to public entities like
the state body. Third, the state body members must not deliberate with each other on specific
business under the state body’s jurisdiction except as part of the scheduled public program. (Gov.
Code, § 11122.5, subd. (c)(2)(A).) For example, under this exception, a state body member may
participate on a panel by generally discussing a topic under the state body’s jurisdiction even if a
majority of other state body members are present at the conference. But state body members
should avoid private discussions with other members about upcoming agenda items. Also, if the
conference only focuses on the laws or issues of a particular body it would not be exempt under

the Act.
S. Attending a public meeting of another entity

When the majority of a state body attends a noticed or publicized public meeting that
another public or private entity holds on a topic of statewide concern, no separate meeting of the
state body has occurred. But a majority of a state body may not deliberate with each other at the
entity’s meeting on a matter under the state body’s jurisdiction except as part of the scheduled

meeting program. (Gov. Code, § 11122.5, subds. (¢)(3), (c)(4).)

5 The Act does not require free admission for a conference to be considered open to the public; conference
organizers may charge for admission. (See Gov. Code, § 11122.5, subd. (¢)(2)(B).)
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6. Attending a standing committee meeting

A majority of a state body may attend open and noticed meetings of a state body’s standing
committees but only if the members who are not on the standing committee attend as mere
observers. (Gov. Code, § 11122.5, subd. (c)(6).) A standing committee is “[a] committee that is
established for ongoing business, that continues to exist from session to session, and that is
usu[ally] charged with considering business of a certain recurring kind.” (Black’s Law Dict. (11th
ed. 2019) p. 342, col. 1; see 79 Ops.Cal.Atty.Gen. 69, 72 (1996).) A “standing committee” does
not include a limited-term subcommittee, or an ad hoc committee charged with accomplishing a
specific task in a short timeframe. (79 Ops.Cal. Atty.Gen. 69, 73 (1996).) Attending as an observer
means that a member may watch and listen, but may not ask questions, make statements, or sit at
the dais with the standing committee members. (See 81 Ops.Cal.Atty.Gen. 156, 159-160 (1998).)
Participation by state body members who are not on the standing committee may only occur at a

public meeting of the larger parent body.

7. Attending a social or ceremonial gathering

A social or ceremonial gathering, attended by a majority of a state body, is not a meeting
subject to the Act, as long as the state body members do not deliberate with each other at the event
on specific business under the state body’s jurisdiction. (Gov. Code, § 11122.5, subd. (c)(5).) In
contrast, a luncheon attended by a majority of a state body is a meeting subject to the Act when
the members discuss agency business. (103 Ops.Cal.Atty.Gen. 42, 43-48 (2020); see Sacramento
Newspaper Guild v. Sacramento County Bd. of Supervisors (1968) 263 Cal.App.2d 41, 45, 50-51.)

II. OPEN MEETING PROCEDURES

A. Notice and agenda

The Act has rules for both the timing and the content of the notice and agenda for a state
body’s meeting. The rules give advance information to the public regarding the state body’s
planned business, so that those who are interested may attend the meeting or take other action.

(103 Ops.Cal.Atty.Gen. 42, 49 (2020).) At the same time, the Act has exceptions to these rules.
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1. Timing of notice and agenda

A state body subject to the Act must give advance public notice of its meetings, including
a specific agenda of the items it will consider at each meeting. At least 10 calendar days before a
regular meeting, the state body must send the notice and agenda to any person who requests it, and
post it on its website. ® (Gov. Code, § 11125, subd. (a); see 78 Ops.Cal.Atty.Gen. 327, 330-331
(1995).) The notice deadline is calculated in calendar days, not business days. (Gov. Code,
§ 11125, subd. (a).) Holidays falling within the 10-day period do not result in more time to post a
meeting notice. (Gov. Code, § 6800.) Thus, if a notice deadline falls on a holiday or other
nonbusiness day and if a state body cannot post a notice on that day, the state body should post the

notice earlier.
2. Contents of notice and agenda

A notice must include administrative information about the meeting, consisting of: (1) the
meeting’s time and place; (2) contact information for the person who can answer questions about
the meeting; (3) the state body’s website address; and (4) information on how persons with a
disability may ask for accommodations. (Gov. Code, § 11125, subds. (a), (f); § 11125.4, subd.
(b).) If asked, a state body must provide the notice in alternative formats that comply with the
federal Americans with Disabilities Act. (Gov. Code, § 11125, subd. (f); see 42 U.S.C. § 12132;
28 C.F.R. § 35.160.)

A notice must also include substantive information about the meeting, including an agenda
describing each item of business that the state body will consider at the meeting. (Gov. Code,
§ 11125, subd. (b).) The description of each agenda item generally need not exceed 20 words, but
it must give the average person enough information to decide whether to attend or participate in
the meeting. (Gov. Code, § 11125, subd. (b); 67 Ops.Cal.Atty.Gen. 84, 88 (1984).) The public

should not have to be “clairvoyant or have had collateral information” to understand a state body’s

¢ The Act does not define the term “regular meeting,” although the term appears several times in the Act. (See, e.g.,
Gov. Code, §§ 11126, subds. (a), (c)(18)(B), 11128, 11128.5.) By inference, a regular meeting is any meeting other
than a special meeting or emergency meeting. It is a meeting of the body conducted under normal or ordinary
circumstances at a time set by law or regulation. (See Gov. Code, § 11128.5).
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intended action. (67 Ops.Cal.Atty.Gen., supra, at p. 88.) The description must not be misleading

and should convey the whole scope of a matter. (/bid.)

“Action taken” means a collective decision, a collective commitment or promise to make
a positive or negative decision, or an actual vote, by state body members upon a motion, proposal,
resolution, order, or similar action. (Gov. Code, § 11122.). An action item does not include “mere
discussion.” (103 Ops.Cal.Atty.Gen. 42, 49 (2020).) Normally, a state body should avoid labeling
an item on the agenda as “discussion” or “action” unless it limits itself to that description at the

meeting. (/d. at p. 50.)

Notice and agenda rules also apply to closed sessions. For closed session items, the agenda
must show that the state body will meet in closed session on that item, describe generally the topic
of the closed session, and cite the statutory authority for the closed session. (Gov. Code, § 11125,

subd. (b); see Closed session procedures, infra.)

A state body ordinarily may not deliberate or act upon on any item not described, or
inadequately described, on the agenda. (Gov. Code, §§ 11125, subd. (a), 11125.3.) Several cases
illustrate this precept. In Moreno v. City of King, for example, the court held that the description
“Public Employee (employment contract)” did not give adequate notice of a closed session to
consider an employee’s dismissal. ((2005) 127 Cal.App.4th 17, 26-27.) In Carlson v. Paradise
Unified School District, the agenda description “Continuation school site change” did not give
adequate notice that a school district intended to close not only its high school continuation
program but also its elementary school program. ((1971) 18 Cal.App.3d 196, 200.) In San Joaquin
Raptor Rescue v. County of Merced, an agenda item to consider approving a project to subdivide
a parcel did not give proper notice that a planning commission would also consider the adoption
of a mitigated negative declaration for the project. ((2013) 216 Cal.App.4th 1167, 1176-1179.)
And Hernandez v. Town of Apple Valley held that a town council agenda item to put an initiative
approving a commercial development on a special election ballot did not give adequate notice that
the town council also intended to approve the acceptance of a gift from the developer to pay for
the special election. ((2017) 7 Cal.App.5th 194, 207-209; see also 67 Ops.Cal.Atty.Gen. 84, 85-
88 [the State Board of Food and Agriculture failed to give proper notice by voting for a resolution
opposing congressional designation of the Tuolumne River as a “Wild and Scenic River” and the
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“Tuolumne River Canyon” as a “wilderness area” where the agenda had stated only that the board

would consider “Tuolumne River San Joaquin River Flood Control Problem™].)

By contrast, technical errors or immaterial omissions in a meeting agenda will not prevent
the state body from acting if the agenda discloses the essential nature of the matters the body will
consider. (Olson v. Hornbrook Community Services Dist. (2019) 33 Cal.App.5th 502, 520; San
Diegans for Open Government v. City of Oceanside (2016) 4 Cal.App.5th 637, 644-645.) The
description requirement applies to both discussion items and action items. (Gov. Code, § 11125,

subd. (b).)

During a meeting, state body members may engage in limited conversations not appearing
in the agenda, such as reporting on personal activities or interacting with public speakers and staff
for informational or procedural purposes, including asking to add a business matter to a future
agenda. They may not, however, deliberate on any substantive policy matter not on the agenda.
(See 84 Ops.Cal.Atty.Gen. 30, 32-33 (2001) [the Brown Act applies to “substantive discussion”

among a majority of a body].)

Anyone may request a free copy of the notice and agenda for any meeting of a state body.
(Gov. Code, §§ 11125, subd. (d), 11126.7.) A state body must keep a mailing list of the requestors
and update the list at least once per year. (Gov. Code, § 14911.) To update the list, the state body
may send a postcard or letter to each person on the list. If the person fails to respond, the state
body may remove them from the list. While the Act does not expressly address the option of
electronic delivery, it does not restrict a state body from providing electronic notice to those who

request it.

3. Notice and agenda exceptions

The Act has limited exceptions to the notice and agenda rules for meetings. These
exceptions fall into the following categories: adding an agenda item past the deadline for notice,
holding a special meeting, calling an emergency meeting, adjourning a meeting, and continuing a

public hearing.
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a. Adding agenda item past deadline

Normally, a state body must provide a written notice of its agenda at least 10 calendar days
before the meeting. (Gov. Code, § 11125, subd. (a).) In two circumstances, a state body may add
an item to a regular meeting agenda in fewer than 10 calendar days before the meeting. (Gov.
Code, § 11125.3.) First, it may add a matter to the agenda when a majority of a state body
concludes that the matter qualifies for an emergency meeting, as described below. (Gov. Code,
§ 11125.3, subd. (a)(1); see Gov. Code, § 11125.5.) Second, it may add a matter to the agenda by
a two-thirds vote at the meeting (or if less than two-thirds are present, by a unanimous vote of
those present) if the state body determines a need exists to take immediate action. The need for
immediate action must come to the state body’s attention after it has distributed and posted the
agenda under the 10-day notice rule. (Gov. Code, § 11125.3, subd. (a)(2).) When adding an item
to the agenda, the state body must give notice of the new agenda item to its members, persons on
its mailing list, and all national press wire services. It must post the revised agenda on its website,

as soon as practicable, but no later than 48 hours before the meeting. (Gov. Code, § 11125.3, subd.
(b).)’

b. Holding a special meeting

A state body may hold a “special meeting” on no less than 48-hours’ notice for specified
purposes upon a finding that following the 10-day notice rule would impose a substantial hardship
on the state body, or that protecting the public interest calls for immediate action. (Gov. Code,
§ 111254, subd. (a).) A special meeting may be held only for the following purposes:
consideration of pending litigation or proposed legislation; issuance of a legal opinion; disciplinary
action involving a state officer or employee; the purchase, sale, exchange, or lease of real estate;
licensing examinations and applications; and certain other decisions specified in the Act. (Gov.

Code, § 11125.4, subd. (a).)

To hold a special meeting, the state body must prepare and distribute a notice and an agenda

of the meeting to its members, persons on its mailing list, and all national press wire services, and

7 The 48-hour period may include weekend hours. (78 Ops.Cal.Atty.Gen. 327, 330-331 (1995).)
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post the agenda on its website as soon as practicable but no later than 48 hours before the meeting.

(Gov. Code, § 11125.4, subd. (b).)

At the start of the special meeting, the state body must make a finding on the record that
following the 10-day notice rule would impose a substantial hardship on the state body or that
protecting the public interest calls for immediate action. (Gov. Code, § 11125.4, subd. (¢).) The
finding must articulate the facts creating the hardship or the impending harm to the public interest.
The state body must adopt the finding by two-thirds vote (or if less than two-thirds are present, a
unanimous vote), and must post the finding on its website. If the state body fails to adopt the
finding, the special meeting is over and the state body may not consider or act upon the agenda
item. If the state body adopts the finding, it may only consider the item on the agenda and may

conduct no other business at the special meeting. (Gov. Code, § 11125.4, subd. (b).)

c. Calling an emergency meeting

A state body may call an emergency meeting without following the 10-day notice rule for
regular meetings or the 48-hour notice rule for special meetings, when prompt action is necessary
due to an “emergency situation” caused by “the disruption or threatened disruption of public
facilities.” (Gov. Code, § 11125.5, subd. (a).) An emergency includes a crippling disaster or work
stoppage that severely impairs public health or safety. (Gov. Code, § 11125.5, subds. (a), (b).)
The state body must post the emergency meeting’s notice and agenda on its website as soon as
practicable. The state body’s presiding officer must notify the news organizations on its mailing
list of the emergency meeting by telephone at least one hour before the meeting. If telephone
services are down, the presiding officer may give notice as soon as possible after the meeting, with

a report on any action taken at the meeting. (Gov. Code, §§ 11122, 11125.5, subd. (¢).)

At the start of the emergency meeting, the state body must determine that an emergency
exists. (Gov. Code, § 11125.5, subd. (b).) As soon as possible after the meeting, the state body
must post in a public place, and on its website, the meeting minutes, a list of persons who received
the meeting notice or whom the presiding officer tried to notify, the roll call vote, and any action

taken. This information must be posted for at least 10 days. (Gov. Code, § 11125.5, subd. (d).)
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d. Adjourning a meeting

A state body may postpone (“adjourn”) a noticed regular or special meeting to a different
time or place without requiring another 10-day notice for the future regular meeting or another 48-
hour notice for the future special meeting. The adjournment order must state the time and place
of the future meeting. Less than a quorum of the state body may adjourn a meeting. If no state
body member attends a meeting, a clerk or secretary may adjourn the meeting and state the time

and place of the future meeting. (Gov. Code, § 11128.5.)

If a state body or state body member adjourns a meeting, the state body must conspicuously
post the adjournment order near the door of the place of the adjourned meeting within 24 hours
after the time of adjournment. (§ 11128.5.) A state body may post the adjournment order on its

website, but is not required to do so.

If a clerk or secretary declares a meeting adjourned, they likewise must conspicuously post
the adjournment notice near the door of the place of the adjourned meeting within 24 hours after
the time of adjournment. Additionally, the clerk or secretary must deliver the adjournment notice
to the persons on the state body’s mailing list and to all national press wire services, and must post
the notice on the state body’s website, all as soon as practicable, but in no event less than 48 hours

before the future meeting. (Gov. Code, §§ 11125.4, subd. (b), 11128.5.)

Because the later meeting is simply a postponement of the original, adjourned meeting, the
original agenda applies to the postponed meeting. Nothing in the Act prevents a state body from
canceling a scheduled or noticed meeting at any time without adjournment. Although not required,
a state body may wish to distribute and post a notice of cancellation. Once a state body cancels a
meeting, it must comply with the regular 10-day notice and agenda requirements for a subsequent

meeting. (See Timing of notice and agenda, supra.)

e. Continuing a public hearing

When a state body conducts a public hearing at a noticed meeting, it may continue the
hearing to a future time and place without giving another meeting notice. (Gov. Code, §§ 11128.5,

11129.) To continue the hearing, the state body must conspicuously post the continuance order
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near the door of the place of the continued hearing within 24 hours after the hearing. If the state
body continues the hearing to a time fewer than 24 hours after the meeting, then it must post the
continuance order immediately after the hearing. (Gov. Code, § 11129.) The state body may post

the continuance order on its website, but is not required to do so.

B. Rights of the public at an open meeting

Besides complying with notice and agenda requirements, a state body must make sure that
its meetings are open and transparent to the public. This section sets forth the Act’s open-meeting
rules that protect these rights. It then discusses exceptions that allow state bodies to hold meetings

that are closed to the public in specified circumstances.

1. Public attendance at meetings

Generally, the public is entitled to attend meetings (other than authorized closed sessions)
with minimal restrictions. (See Gov. Code, § 11123, subd. (a); see, e.g., 68 Ops.Cal.Atty.Gen. 65,
68-71 (1985) [right of the public to attend meeting of a state body would be violated by the election
of officers by secret ballot, mail ballot, or proxy].) Meeting locations must be accessible to all
members of the public, including persons with disabilities. (Gov. Code, §§ 11123.1, 11131.) No
state body may prohibit public attendance at a meeting because of sex, race, color, religion,
ancestry, national origin, ethnic group identification, age, mental or physical disability, medical
condition, genetic information, marital status, or sexual orientation. (Gov. Code, §§ 11131, 11135,
subd. (a).) A state body may not charge a fee to attend a meeting subject to the Act. (Gov. Code,
§ 11131.) Individuals may attend meetings without identifying themselves. If a state body posts
or circulates an attendance list, register, questionnaire, or other similar document at a meeting, the

document must state that filling it out is voluntary. (Gov. Code, § 11124.)

The public may record and broadcast a meeting with an audio or video recorder unless the
state body reasonably determines that the noise, light, or view obstruction from the recording or
broadcast would be a persistent disruption to the meeting. (Gov. Code, § 11124.1, subds. (a), (c);
see Gov. Code, §§ 6090, 6091; Nevens v. City of Chino (1965) 233 Cal.App.2d 775, 779.)
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The public may not bring a firearm or other weapon to a meeting. (Pen. Code, § 171b.) If
a person willfully disturbs a meeting, the state body may remove that person from the meeting. If
the removal fails to restore order, the state body may clear the whole meeting room. After clearing
the room, the state body may set up a process for readmitting persons who did not participate in
the willful disturbance. The body must readmit press or news media who did not participate in the

disturbance. (Gov. Code, § 11126.5.)
2. Public participation at meetings

Generally, the public is entitled to speak at meetings with few restrictions. (Gov. Code,
§ 11125.7, subd. (a); see, e.g., Gov. Code, § 11125.7, subds. (e), (f), (g), (h) [exempting from this
rule include closed sessions, certain administrative adjudications, California Victim Compensation
Board hearings, and Public Utilities Commission adjudicatory hearings].) At a meeting, a state
body must give the public an opportunity to comment on each agenda item before voting on the
item. (Gov. Code, § 11125.7, subd. (a).) Allowing public comment on each item immediately
before the body considers the item ensures the body “has a clear and complete understanding of
the public concern” regarding the item. (Olson v. Hornbrook Community Services Dist. (2019) 33
Cal.App.5th 502, 528.) Limiting public comment on agenda items to just one specific designated
time rather than multiple times throughout the meeting before each agenda item “may defeat this

purpose.” (Ibid.)

A state body may also include on its meeting agenda (except an emergency-meeting
agenda) an opportunity for the public to comment generally on any other topic under its jurisdiction
even if that topic does not appear on the agenda. (Gov. Code, § 11125.7, subd. (a).) But the state
body may not otherwise deliberate on any matter not specified on the agenda. (Gov. Code,

§§ 11122.5, 11125, 11125.3.)

To preserve robust public debate on governmental issues, during public comment the
public is entitled to criticize a state body’s programs, policies, services, acts, or omissions. (Gov.
Code, § 11125.7, subd. (d).) A state body, however, may prohibit the public from commenting on
topics not under its jurisdiction. (78 Ops.Cal.Atty.Gen. 224, 230 (1995).) A state body also may

adopt reasonable procedures to limit the time allocated to each topic and each speaker. (Gov.
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Code, § 11125.7, subd. (b); Ribakoff v. City of Long Beach (2018) 27 Cal.App.5th 150, 170-177.)
Whether a time limit is reasonable depends on the circumstances of each meeting, including the
time allocated to the meeting, the number and complexity of each agenda item, and the number of
persons wishing to comment. (75 Ops.Cal.Atty.Gen. 89, 92 (1992).) When a state body limits
time for public comment, it must allow twice the allotted time to non-English speakers who address

the state body through a translator. (Gov. Code, § 11125.7, subd. (c)(1).)

Public participation is not mandatory in certain administrative proceedings held under the
Administrative Procedure Act. (Gov. Code, § 11125.7, subd. (f); but see 80 Ops.Cal.Atty.Gen.
247, 252 (1997) [because the State Board of Equalization is not statutorily exempted from public
comment, members of the public, including employees of public agencies, have the right to address
the board at a taxpayer’s appeal hearing].) Further, the public is not entitled to a second
opportunity to comment on an agenda item when a committee composed exclusively of members
of the state body considered the item at a meeting during which the public had an opportunity to
comment on the item, unless the item substantially changed since the committee meeting. (Gov.

Code, § 11125.7, subd. (a).)

When a state body deliberates on whether to notice an item for a future meeting, it may
exclude the public from that discussion. (See Coalition of Labor, Agriculture & Business v.

County of Santa Barbara Bd. of Supervisors (2005) 129 Cal.App.4th 205, 209-210.)

3. Public access to meeting records

When persons distribute writings to a majority of a state body in connection with matters
subject to consideration at a public meeting of the state body, the writings are public records that
are generally disclosable under the California Public Records Act. (Gov. Code, § 11125.1; see
generally Gov. Code, § 7920.000 et seq.) Such writings include notices and agendas, agenda
packets, memos or reports prepared by or at the direction of staff, memos or written comments
prepared by state body members, and support or opposition letters from the public. (Gov. Code,
§§ 11125.1, subd. (f), 7920.545.) A state body’s recording of an open meeting is a public record
subject to inspection but may be destroyed after 30 days. (Gov. Code, § 11124.1, subd. (b).) Ifa

state body prepares a transcript of the recording, the transcript is a public record subject to
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disclosure. (64 Ops.Cal.Atty.Gen. 317, 321 (1981).) The state body must also make the records
available at the meeting itself if the body or one of its members prepares them. Upon request, the
records must also be provided in alternative formats complying with the Americans with
Disabilities Act. (Gov. Code, § 11125.1, subd. (b); see generally 42 U.S.C. § 12101 et seq.) The
state body may charge fees for copies of public meeting records, limited to the direct costs of

duplication. (Gov. Code, §§ 11125.1, subd. (e), 11126.7.)

Some meeting records may be confidential even if distributed to a majority of a state body.
(See, e.g., Gov. Code, § 11125.1, subd. (a) [incorporating certain disclosure exemptions provided
in California Public Records Act]; General American Transportation Corp. v. State Bd. of
Equalization (1987) 193 Cal.App.3d 1175, 1179-1180 [recognizing incorporation of disclosure
exemption into both Act and California Public Records Act].)

4. Public monitoring of votes taken at meetings

A state body must publicly report any action taken, and the vote or abstention of each state
body member present for the action. (Gov. Code, §§ 11122, 11123, subd. (¢).) Taking action
through “roll call vote or a specific tally” helps to satisfy this vote reporting requirement by
identifying each member’s vote or abstention. (See New Livable Cal. v. Assn. of Bay Area
Governments (2020) 59 Cal.App.5th 709, 712, fn. 2.) This procedure allows each member’s vote
or abstention to be publicly reported in the state body’s official meeting minutes or other written

summary of the body’s decisions.
C. Teleconference meetings

The Act includes special rules for teleconference meetings.® (Gov. Code, § 11123, subd.
(b)(1).) A “teleconference meeting” occurs when a state body members participate at different
locations accessible to the public and communicate with each other electronically through audio,

or audio and video. (Gov. Code, § 11123, subd. (b)(2).) A teleconference location is a location at

8 During the COVID-19 State of Emergency, the Governor temporarily suspended some teleconference
requirements under the California Emergency Services Act. (Gov. Code, § 8550 et seq.) On September 13, 2023,
the Legislature temporarily reinstated the emergency teleconference rules. (Gov. Code, § 11133.) The emergency
teleconference rules expire on December 31, 2023.
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which a state body member is physically present while participating in the teleconference meeting.
(Gov. Code, § 11123, subd. (b)(1)(F).) A teleconference meeting may be a regular, special, or
emergency meeting, including closed sessions during a regular or special meeting. (Gov. Code,
§ 11123, subd. (b)(1)(E).) The general teleconference meeting rules apply to all state bodies, and

alternative rules apply to state bodies with only advisory powers.
1. Teleconference rules for decision-making bodies

A teleconference meeting for state bodies with the power to render decisions must comply
with the Act’s general open-meeting and notice rules, and with the following additional
teleconferencing rules: (1) the meeting’s notice and agenda must identify all teleconference
locations; (2) the state body must post agendas at all teleconference locations; (3) each
teleconference location must be accessible to all members of the public, including those with
disabilities; (4) the meeting, other than a closed session, must be audible to the public at all
teleconference locations; (5) the public must have an opportunity to speak to the state body at all

teleconference locations; and (6) all votes must be by roll call. (Gov. Code, § 11123, subd. (b)(1).)

If a state body holds a teleconference meeting, it must do so in a way that protects the rights
of the public and any party appearing before the state body. (Gov. Code, § 11123, subd. (b)(1)(C).)
Occasionally, the notice for a teleconference meeting may announce a teleconference location, but
a state body member might fail to attend from the remote site on the day of the meeting because
of an illness or scheduling conflict. In that situation, the remote site must nonetheless remain open
and be available to the public so that the public may participate in the meeting electronically from
the remote site. Similarly, the state body must still comply with the other requirements for
teleconference locations, including posting the agenda at the remote site, giving the public at the
remote site an opportunity to speak directly to the state body, and taking action by roll call vote.

(Gov. Code, § 11123, subd. (b)(1).)

If individuals other than state body members—staff or the public—participate in a meeting
electronically, this does not, by itself, result in a teleconference meeting. Thus, for example, a
guest speaker may appear at a meeting by telephone or by videoconference without triggering the

teleconference rules. A state body also may offer more locations at which the public may observe
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or participate in a meeting electronically without triggering a teleconference meeting. (Gov. Code,

§ 11123, subd. (b)(2).)

2. Teleconference rules for advisory bodies

State advisory bodies may hold teleconference meetings in the same way as decision-
making bodies. Alternatively, the Act has special teleconference rules for advisory bodies. An
advisory body may choose to follow either the regular teleconference rules or the special

teleconference rules, but not both.

The special teleconference rules for advisory bodies allow a member of a state advisory
body appear and participate in a public meeting remotely without appearing at an open
teleconference location. (Gov. Code, § 11123.5.) The state advisory body need not disclose the
location of the member appearing remotely. (Gov. Code, § 11123.5, subd. (c).) For the special
teleconference rules to apply, a quorum of the advisory body must be present at the primary
physical location designated in the agenda. Members attending remotely do not count towards a
quorum. (Gov. Code, § 11123.5, subd. (e).) The state advisory body must provide a 24-hour
notice on its website and to persons on its email mailing list if a member will appear remotely
under the special teleconference rules. (Gov. Code, § 11123.5, subd. (c).) The 24-hour notice
must also describe how the public may participate in the meeting remotely. (Gov. Code,
§ 11123.5, subd. (f).) The minutes of the meeting must identify those members who attended the
meeting remotely. (Gov. Code, § 11123.5, subd. (b).)

III. CLOSED SESSIONS

A. Closed-session exceptions

A state body may hold a closed session not open to the public, but only for reasons
expressly authorized by statute. (Gov. Code, § 11132; 85 Ops.Cal. Atty.Gen. 145, 149 (2002).)
During an authorized closed session, a state body may deliberate and vote. (See Trancas Property
Owners Assn. v. City of Malibu (2006) 138 Cal.App.4th 172, 186; Lucas v. Board of Trustees
(1971) 18 Cal.App.3d 988, 991-992.) The Act sets forth circumstances authorizing closed
sessions. (Gov. Code, §§ 11126, 11126.2, 11126.4.) Agency-specific statutes may also authorize
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closed sessions. (See, e.g., Bus. & Prof. Code, §§ 827, 1696, 1966.3, 2664, 2770.10, 3534.2,
4869.) Under the California Constitution, all closed-session exceptions must be narrowly
construed. (Cal. Const., art. I, § 3, subd. (b)(2).) When authorized, a closed session must comply
with specific procedures. (Gov. Code, § 11126.3; Southern Cal. Edison Co. v. Peevey (2003) 31
Cal.4th 781, 800.)

All the closed-session exceptions in the Act and in other laws are too numerous to mention

in this Guide, but seven common exceptions are discussed below.
1. Personnel matters

The personnel exception lets a state body meet in closed session to consider certain
personnel matters. (Gov. Code, § 11126, subd. (a).) The exception allows the state body to discuss
sensitive matters freely while shielding the employee from public embarrassment. (7ravis v.

Board of Trustees of Cal. State University (2008) 161 Cal.App.4th 335, 342, 346.)

The personnel exception applies to two types of personnel matters. The first type is the
appointment, employment, or performance evaluation of an employee. (Gov. Code, § 11126,
subd. (a)(1); see Travis v. Bd. of Trustees of Cal. State University, supra, 161 Cal.App.4th at p.
347 [personnel exception includes discussion regarding an employee’s return after leave of
absence].) If a state body meets in closed session to consider the performance evaluation of an
employee, the evaluation may, but need not, be a formal comprehensive periodic review. (See
Duval v. Bd. of Trustees (2001) 93 Cal.App.4th 902, 909.) The evaluation or review may consider
even a single instance of job performance. (/bid.) A state body may also meet in closed session

to consider the process for evaluating a particular employee’s job performance. (/bid.)

The second type of matter falling under the personnel exception is a hearing on a complaint
or charge against an employee from any source. (Gov. Code, § 11126, subds. (a)(1), (a) (2).) A
state body may meet in closed session to consider dismissing or disciplining an employee, unless
the employee asks that the matter be heard publicly. To hold a closed session to consider
disciplinary action or dismissal, the state body must give written notice at least 24 hours in advance

to the employee. (Gov. Code, § 11126, subd. (a)(2); see Moreno v. City of King (2005)
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127 Cal.App.4th 17, 28-29; Bell v. Vista Unified School Dist. (2000) 82 Cal.App.4th 672, 682.)
The notice must advise the employee of their right to a public hearing. Failure to give the required
notice to the employee voids any closed session action to discipline or dismiss the employee. (Gov.

Code, §§ 11122, 11126, subd. (a)(2).)

Not all personnel matters may be considered in closed session. The exception does not
apply to general personnel decisions, such as the creation of a new position, or specification of the

duties of an employee position in the abstract. (See 63 Ops.Cal.Atty.Gen. 153, 156-157 (1980).)

The exception for personnel matters is limited to decisions affecting employees only. The
term “employee” includes civil service employees, as well as employees, staff, executive directors,
or other statutory officers exempt from civil service under the state Constitution. (Gov. Code,
§ 11126, subd. (b); see Cal. Const., art. VIL, § 4, subd. (e); and see, e.g., 89 Ops.Cal.Atty.Gen. 187,
189-192 (2006) [Prison Industry Board had no authority to create executive officer position as
exempt from civil service because it already had created a general-manager position exempt from
civil service].) Conversely, “employee” does not include any person elected or appointed to a
public office, such as a state body member. (Gov. Code, § 11126, subd. (b).) The term “employee”
does not include independent contractors. (Rowen v. Santa Clara Unified School Dist. (1981) 121
Cal.App.3d 231, 236-237.) Thus, a state body may not meet in closed session to discuss an outside
vendor or consultant under contract. The personnel exception also does not apply to employees

who report to a different entity. (85 Ops.Cal.Atty.Gen. 77, 80 (2002).)

The exception does not give an employee the right to demand a closed session on a
personnel matter. (Leventhal v. Vista Unified School Dist. (S.D.Cal. 1997) 973 F.Supp. 951, 958.)
Rather, a state body may discuss a personnel matter at a closed session or an open session at the
body’s discretion. But an employee does have the right to a public hearing on a disciplinary or
dismissal matter. (Gov. Code, § 11126, subd. (a)(2).) If an employee asserts this right, the state
body must listen to the information, evidence, and issues during the open meeting, but may meet
in closed session to discuss and vote on the matter. (Gov. Code, § 11126, subd. (a)(4).) During a
witness examination in an open meeting or closed session on a personnel matter, a state body may

exclude other witnesses. (Gov. Code, § 11126, subd. (a)(3).)
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After the closed session, the state body must publicly report in open session any final action
and the roll call vote to appoint, employ, or dismiss an employee. (Gov. Code, §§ 11122, 11125.2.)
If the state body takes no action on the personnel matter, it need not so report in open session. (See

89 Ops.Cal.Atty.Gen. 110, 116 (2006).)

2. Pending litigation

The Act allows a state body to consult with its attorney about pending litigation in closed
session when discussing the matter in open session would prejudice the state body’s position.
(Gov. Code, § 11126, subd.(e)(1).) The pending-litigation exception protects frank
communications between a state body and its legal counsel. The attorney must be present and
participating, in person or by telephone, during the entirety of the closed session. (See Gov. Code,

§ 11126, subd. (e)(1).)

During the closed session, the state body may only consider the pending litigation.
Litigation means any adjudicatory proceeding before a court, administrative body, hearing officer,
or arbitrator. (Gov. Code, § 11126, subd. (e)(2)(A), (e)(2)(C)(iii).) Litigation is pending when a
state body is a party to existing litigation, has substantial exposure to litigation based on existing
facts or circumstances, or wishes to explore initiating litigation. (Gov. Code, § 11126,
subd. (e)(2)(A)-(C).) An example of substantial exposure to litigation is the receipt of a demand
letter or some other type of threat of litigation against the state body. (See Gov. Code, § 54956.9,
subds. (d), (e), (h) [listing other qualifying circumstances under the parallel pending-litigation
exception of the Brown Act]; 69 Ops.Cal.Atty.Gen. 232, 235-238 (1986).)

Certain parameters govern the state body’s discussions during a closed session on pending
litigation. The state body may receive legal advice about litigation and deliberate on litigation
strategy. The state body may also discuss settlement options, including the strengths and
weaknesses of its case and the upper and lower limits of its settlement authority. (Southern Cal.
Edison Co. v. Peevey (2003) 31 Cal.4th 781, 799-801.) But it may not meet in closed session to
negotiate a settlement directly with an opposing party or the opposing party’s counsel. (See Page
v. MiraCosta Community College Dist. (2009) 180 Cal.App.4th 471, 502.) A state body may not

use a settlement agreement adopted in closed session to vote on a related matter that would
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otherwise require an open meeting. (7rancas Property Owners Assn. v. City of Malibu (2006) 138
Cal.App.4th 172, 186.)

A state body must comply with three procedural steps when holding a closed session under
the pending-litigation exception. First, the state body’s legal counsel must send to the state body
a legal memorandum stating the reason and authority for the closed session. If feasible, legal
counsel must send the memorandum before the closed session, but no later than one week after the
closed session. The memorandum must state the title of the relevant case if available. If the
litigation has not yet started, the memorandum must describe the existing facts and circumstances
forming the basis for the anticipated litigation. (Gov. Code, § 11126, subd. (¢)(2)(C)(ii).) The
memorandum is exempt from disclosure under the California Public Records Act, but only until
the litigation has finally resolved. (Gov. Code, §§ 7927.205, 11126, subd. (e)(2)(C)(i1); see
71 Ops.Cal.Atty.Gen. 235, 237 (1988).) Disclosing the memorandum stating the reason and
authority for the closed session will not waive any attorney-client privilege. (Gov. Code, § 11126,

subd. (€)(2)(C)(iv).)

Second, a state body must comply with the usual notice requirements for closed sessions.
(See Closed-session procedures, infra.) In this regard, the meeting agenda must show the state
body will hold a closed session, identify generally the topic of the closed session, and cite the
statutory authority for the closed session. (Gov. Code, § 11125, subd. (b).) Further, if the litigation
has already started, the agenda must either state the case name, or state that disclosing the name
would jeopardize the body’s ability to effect service of process or settle the case to its advantage.
(Gov. Code, § 11126.3, subds. (a), (c); see also Gov. Code, § 54954.5, subd. (¢).) If a meeting
agenda has a closed session item for pending litigation, and other pending litigation arises during
the 10-day notice period, the state body may confer with legal counsel in closed session on the
new litigation, but only if postponement would prevent the state body from complying with a legal

deadline. (Gov. Code, § 11126.3, subd. (d).)

Third, a state body must hold an open meeting before convening in closed session to discuss
pending litigation. During the open meeting, it must announce its intent to meet in closed session
to confer with legal counsel on pending litigation. If the litigation has already started, it must
publicly state the case name, or state that disclosing the name would jeopardize the body’s ability
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to effect service of process or settle the case to its advantage. (Gov. Code, § 11126.3, subd. (d);
see Galbiso v. Orosi Public Utility Dist. (2008) 167 Cal.App.4th 1063, 1082-1083.)

Nothing in the Act requires a state body to report on any closed session action on pending
litigation. (See Gov. Code, § 11126.3.) The information discussed during the closed session is
confidential; state body members may not publicly comment on this information or disclose it to
others. (86 Ops.Cal.Atty.Gen. 210, 212 (2003); see Kleitman v. Super. Ct. (1999) 74 Cal.App.4th
324, 332; 80 Ops.Cal.Atty.Gen. 231, 240-241 (1997).)

The pending-litigation exception authorizing a closed session applies to a narrower set of
topics than what is covered by the attorney-client privilege. A private communication between a
state body and its attorney may be protected by the attorney-client privilege, but not relate to
pending litigation, and thus not be the proper subject of a state body’s deliberation in closed
session. (Gov. Code, § 11126, subd. (e)(2).) If a state body needs confidential legal advice on a
matter, even if unrelated to pending litigation, legal counsel may deliver one-way written legal
advice to the state body. (Roberts v. City of Palmdale (1993) 5 Cal.4th 363, 381.) The advice
letter will be exempt from disclosure under the California Public Records Act as a privileged
attorney-client communication. (Gov. Code, §§ 7927.705; 11125.1, subd. (a).) But discussion

among members about the advice letter will be subject to the Act’s open-meeting requirements.

3. Licensing examinations

The licensing-examination exception is for state bodies that license businesses and
professionals. Under the exception, state licensing bodies may prepare, approve, grade, or
administer licensing examinations in closed session. (Gov. Code, § 11126, subd. (c)(1); see, e.g.,
Bus. & Prof. Code, § 6026.7, subd. (c) [allowing the State Bar to hold closed sessions for law
licensing purposes].) A state body may consider the actual content of an examination in closed

session, but it must plan the general logistics of administering the examination at an open meeting.

(See Gov. Code, § 11126, subd. (c)(1).)
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4. Administrative adjudications

The deliberations exception lets a state body meet in closed session to review and discuss
an administrative law judge’s proposed decision in quasi-judicial proceedings of the Office of
Administrative Hearings. (Gov. Code, § 11126, subd. (c)(3); Cooper v. Board of Medical
Examiners (1975) 49 Cal.App.3d 931, 948-949.) Alternatively, under the Administrative
Procedure Act, state body members may vote on a proposed decision by mail or phone or other
electronic means without engaging in collective deliberations before making their decision. (Gov.
Code, § 11526; Asimow et al., Cal. Practice Guide: Administrative Law—Review by Agency of
Proposed Decision (The Rutter Group 2022) 9 9:302.)

5. Real estate negotiations

The real estate negotiations exception allows a state body to meet in closed session before
buying, selling, exchanging, or leasing real property to instruct its negotiator about price and
payment terms. (Gov. Code, § 11126, subd. (c)(7)(A).) This exception recognizes the realities of
the commercial marketplace and the need to prevent the parties with whom the state body is
negotiating from listening to discussions of negotiation terms. (See Kleitman v. Super. Ct. (1999)

74 Cal.App.4th 324, 331.)

The exception does not extend to all decisions affecting real property. (See
93 Ops.Cal.Atty.Gen. 51, 55 (2010).) The closed session may not go beyond a property’s price
and payment terms in a realistically anticipated transaction (Shapiro v. San Diego City Council
(2002) 96 Cal.App.4th 904, 924), but it may include matters essential to arriving at authorized
price and payment terms. (94 Ops.Cal.Atty.Gen. 82, 89 (2011).)

The meeting agenda must identify the property that is the subject of the closed session, the
negotiator, and the negotiating parties. (Gov. Code, § 11125, subd. (b), § 11126, subd. (c)(7)(B);
73 Ops.Cal.Atty.Gen. 1, 5 (1990); see also Gov. Code, § 54954.5, subd. (b).) Before convening
in closed session, the state body must publicly announce the same information. (Gov. Code,

§ 11126, subd. (c)(7)(B).)
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6. Agency security

Under the agency-security exception, a state body may meet in closed session to discuss
the threat of criminal or terrorist activity against its personnel, property, buildings, facilities, or
equipment, including electronic data that is owned, leased, or under its control, where disclosure
of these considerations could adversely affect its safety or security. (Gov. Code, § 11126, subd.
(c)(18)(A).) At any regular or special meeting, a state body may convene under this exception
upon a two-thirds vote of the members present at the meeting. (Gov. Code, § 11126, subd.
(c)(18)(B).) After the closed session, the state body must reconvene an open meeting, describe the
general nature of the matters considered, and report on its action. (Gov. Code, § 11126,
subd. (¢)(18)(C).) Under the agency-security exception, a state body must give written notice of
a closed session to the Legislative Analyst, who must keep the notice for at least four years. (Gov.

Code, § 11126, subd. (c)(18)(D).)

7. Audit reports

A state body may meet in closed session under the audit exception to consider its response
to a confidential final draft audit report prepared by the Bureau of State Audits. (Gov. Code,
§ 11126.2, subd. (a).) After the bureau publicly releases the audit report, the state body may further
discuss the audit only in open session unless another closed-session exception applies. (Gov.

Code, § 11126.2, subd. (b).)

B. Closed-session procedures

In addition to the specific procedures for the closed sessions described above, all closed
sessions must comply with certain general procedures. Closed sessions may be held only during
a regular or special meeting, not during an emergency meeting. (Gov. Code, § 11128.) The
meeting agenda must show that the state body will hold a closed session, must identify generally
the topic of the closed session, and must cite the statutory authority for the closed session. (Gov.
Code, § 11125, subd. (b).) Unlike the Bagley-Keene Act, the Brown Act has notice templates for
various types of closed sessions. (Gov. Code, § 54954.5.) Substantial compliance with these

templates provides a “safe harbor” from Brown Act violations. (Castaic Lake Water Agency v.

31



Newhall County Water District (2015) 238 Cal.App.4th 1196, 1206-1207.) These templates
therefore may be a useful guide to state bodies for complying with the Bagley-Keene Act’s agenda-

description requirements for closed sessions.

At an open meeting, before reconvening in closed session, the state body must publicly
announce the issues it will discuss during the closed session. The announcement may simply refer
to the matter numbers of the closed-session items on the meeting agenda. (Gov. Code, § 11126.3,
subd. (a).) The public’s right to comment at open meetings includes the right to comment on
closed session items. (Gov. Code, § 11125.7, subd. (a); Galbiso v. Orosi Public Utility Dist.
(2008) 167 Cal.App.4th 1063, 1080.) But the public does not have a right to attend closed sessions.
(Gov. Code, § 11125.7, subd. (e).) Therefore, before convening in closed session, a state body
must provide an opportunity for the public to comment at the open meeting on a closed-session

item.

A state body may not selectively admit some members of the public to a closed session
while excluding others. (46 Ops.Cal.Atty.Gen. 34, 35 (1965).) Only essential persons with an
official role may attend a closed session. (105 Ops.Cal.Atty.Gen. 89, 93 (2022).) Attendance may
not include support staff, unless they have an essential and official role in the closed session. (/bid.;
82 Ops.Cal.Atty.Gen. 29, 33 (1999).) A state body may not allow individuals outside the state
body attend a closed session unless their participation is essential to the purpose of the closed
session. (See, e.g., Gov. Code, § 11126, subd. (e) [legal counsel]; 88 Ops.Cal.Atty.Gen. 16, 23
(2005) [applicant for disability retirement]; 80 Ops.Cal.Atty.Gen. 308, 311 (1997) [candidates for
employment].) A state body member’s designee may attend a closed session if serving in the place
of the member (82 Ops.Cal.Atty.Gen., 29, 33-34 (1999)), but the member’s personal staff may not
attend even if beneficial to the member (105 Ops.Cal.Atty.Gen. 89, 93 (2022).)

In a closed session, the state body may only discuss those matters noticed on the agenda
and announced at the open meeting. (Gov. Code, § 11126.3, subd. (b).) Members may not stray
into other topics, even if topics reasonably related to the closed-session agenda item. (Shapiro v.

San Diego City Council (2002) 96 Cal.App.4th 904, 924.)

32



A state body must designate a clerk, officer, or employee to attend a closed session, and
keep and enter in a minute book a record of the topics discussed and decisions made at the closed
session. The minute book may include a recording of the closed session. The minute book is
confidential, and only state body members may access it. (Gov. Code, § 11126.1.) If a state body
member abstains from a closed session because of a conflict of interest, the member may not access
the minutes. (Hamilton v. Town of Los Gatos (1989) 213 Cal.App.3d 1050.) A court may view
the minute book in an action challenging the legality of a closed session. (Register Div. of Freedom
Newspapers, Inc. v. County of Orange (1984) 158 Cal.App.3d 893, 898, fn. 3.) If the court
determines that the closed session violated the Act, it may order the state body to record its closed
sessions in the future. (Gov. Code, § 11130, subd. (b).) If a closed session is not authorized, then
its minutes are not confidential. (Register Div. of Freedom Newspapers, Inc. v. County of Orange,
supra, 158 Cal.App.3d at pp. 907-908.) On motion, and following in camera review, the court
may deem the recordings subject to civil discovery. (Gov. Code, § 11130, subd. (c).)

After the closed session, the state body must reconvene in open session before ending the
meeting and, if required by the Act, report on its action. (Gov. Code, § 11126.3, subd. (f).)
Information received in closed session may not be shared outside the closed session. (86
Ops.Cal.Atty.Gen. 210, 212 (2003); see Kleitman v. Super. Ct. (1999) 74 Cal.App.4th 324, 332;
80 Ops.Cal.Atty.Gen. 231, 240-241 (1997).) A member’s designee, however, may communicate
confidential information with the member, and a member may disclose confidential information

to legal counsel. (See 72 Ops.Cal.Atty.Gen. 159, 165-166 (1989).)

VI. CONSEQUENCES FOR VIOLATIONS

The Act provides for criminal penalties, civil remedies, and attorney fee awards in

connection with violations of the Act.

A. Criminal penalties

The Act authorizes misdemeanor criminal penalties against any state body member who
violates the Act intending to deprive the public of information to which the member knows, or has

reason to know, the public is entitled. (Gov. Code, § 11130.7; see Pen. Code, §§ 19, 19.2)
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B. Civil remedies

The Act authorizes various civil remedies. The Attorney General, a district attorney, or
any interested person may seek mandamus, injunctive, or declaratory relief in a superior court to
prevent or stop violations or threatened violations of the Act. (Gov. Code, § 11130, subd. (a).) To
qualify as an interested person, a state body member must have a personal interest in the matter.

(Galbiso v. Orosi Public Utility Dist. (2010) 182 Cal.App.4th 652, 668-669.)

Any interested person may file a civil action to invalidate a decision violating the Act
within 90 days of the decision. (Gov. Code, § 11130.3. subd. (a).) Not all decisions may be
invalidated. A court may not overturn decisions relating to a bond issuance, tax collection, or
contract on which a party has detrimentally relied in good faith. (Gov. Code, § 11130.3, subds.
(b)(1), (b)(2), (b)(4).) Merely conferring with and giving direction to staff also is not a decision
that may be invalidated. (Boyle v. City of Redondo Beach (1999) 70 Cal.App.4th 1109, 1118.)

A court may not overturn any decision made in substantial compliance with the Act’s
notice or open-meeting provisions. (Gov. Code, § 11130.3, subd. (b)(3).) Substantial compliance
is actual compliance with the essential substance of the statute’s reasonable objectives. (North
Pacifica LLC v. Cal. Coastal Com. (2008) 166 Cal.App.4th 1416, 1432-1433 [determining that
violating the 10-day notice rule for public meetings substantially complied with the Act where the

commission acted in good faith to give notice of the hearing’s date, location, and purpose].)

The Act allows a state body to cure or correct an open-meeting violation. (Gov. Code,
§ 11130.3, subd. (a).) To do so, the body should identify a point before the violation occurred,
and then repeat the process from that point forward. For example, if the violation involved
improper notice, the body could invalidate its decision, provide proper notice, and start the process
over. To the extent the state body already engaged in discussions or received information, the
body should include such events on the record to make sure that everyone is aware and has an
opportunity to respond. (See Julian Volunteer Fire Co. Assn. v. Julian-Cuyamaca Fire Protection
Dist. (2021) 62.Cal.App.5th 583, 601 [a “cure” generally requires that the action be thoroughly

reconsidered at a properly noticed meeting, not merely ratified].)
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C. Attorneys’ fees

A prevailing plaintiff in an open-meeting action may recover reasonable attorneys’ fees,
but only from the state body, not from the members who violated the Act. (Gov. Code, § 11130.5.)
A prevailing state body may only recover fees if the plaintiff’s lawsuit was frivolous and totally
lacking in merit. (Gov. Code, § 11130.5; Sutter Sensible Planning, Inc. v. Bd. of Supervisors
(1981) 122 Cal.App.3d 813, 825-826.) The purpose of the fee-award statute is to encourage private
enforcement of the open-meeting laws. (Common Cause v. Stirling (1981) 119 Cal.App.3d 658,
663.)

The award of attorneys’ fees is at the court’s discretion, but the discretion to deny fees to
a plaintiff is narrow; the state body must show the award is unjust. (Galbiso v. Orosi Public Utility
Dist. (2008) 167 Cal.App.4th 1063, 1077.) The factors for determining whether a fee award is
unjust include the necessity for the lawsuit, the lack of injury to the public, the likelihood of
resolution by some other means, and the probability of recurring violations of the Act. (/bid.) A
court may not consider whether a state body acted in good faith, nor the wealth of a plaintiff. (Los
Angeles Times Communications LLC v. Los Angeles County Bd. of Supervisors (2003) 112
Cal.App.4th 1313, 1333-1334.)
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John Davis Written Submission for Item 7, Publilc Comment for SMGBSA meeting April 17, 2024.

jd johnanthonydavis.com <jd@johnanthonydavis.com>

Tue 4/16/2024 9:50 AM

To:Lisette A. Gold <Lisette.Gold@santamonica.gov>

Cc:john johnanthonydavis.com <john@johnanthonydavis.com>;"Patricia McPherson' <patriciamcpherson1@verizon.net>
MJ 3 attachments (4 MB)

Lisette A. Gold 4-14-2024.pdf; REPORT of Violations of the Water Code by the Santa Monica Groundwater Basin Sustainability Agency.pdf; bk-
open-meeting-act-guide-2023.pdf;

EXTERNAL

City of Santa Monica Employee, Dr. Lisette A. Gold,

Please include the entire email and three attachments for the meeting of April 17, 2024 pursuant to the
announced requirments.

| would also like to note that there is no head of the purported GSA, and as a result no program for
compliance with the California Records Retention Act has been established.

So, | am unsure what record is referenced in the Written Public Comment below.
Respectfully submitted,

John Davis

WRITTEN PUBLIC COMMENT
To submit a written public comment on agenda items, please email Lisette.Gold@santamonica.gov with

your comment and specify “written public comment only.” Please include your name, the agenda item
number and agenda item title in the email. Your comment will be placed into the record and distributed
appropriately.

From: jd johnanthonydavis.com <jd@johnanthonydavis.com>

Date: Tuesday, April 16, 2024 at 9:27 AM

To: david.willis@santamonica.gov <david.willis@santamonica.gov>, susan.cola@santamonica.gov
<susan.cola@santamonica.gov>

Cc: openjustice@doj.ca.gov <openjustice@doj.ca.gov>, jesus.gonzalez@ladwp.com
<jesus.gonzalez@ladwp.com>, rwelch@beverlyhills.org <rwelch@beverlyhills.org>,
sean.singletary@culvercity.org <sean.singletary@culvercity.org>, gnatoli@planning.lacounty.gov
<gnatoli@planning.lacounty.gov>, sunny.wang@santamonica.gov <sunny.wang@santamonica.gov>,
SGMA@waterboards.ca.gov <SGMA@waterboards.ca.gov>, Scott. Morgan@water.ca.gov
<Scott.Morgan@water.ca.gov>, Thomas.Gibson@water.ca.gov <Thomas.Gibson@water.ca.gov>,
Tina.Leahy@Waterboards.ca.gov <Tina.Leahy@Waterboards.ca.gov>,
Anthony.Wohletz@Waterboards.ca.gov <Anthony.Wohletz@Waterboards.ca.gov>,
karla.nemeth@waterboards.ca.gov <karla.nemeth@waterboards.ca.gov>,
paul.goslin@waterboards.ca.gov <paul.goslin@waterboards.ca.gov>,
eric.oppenheimer@waterboards.ca.gov <eric.oppenheimer@waterboards.ca.gov>,



micheal.lauffer@waterboards.ca.gov <micheal.lauffer@waterboards.ca.gov>, mgriswold@landig.com
<mgriswold@landig.com>, patriciamcpherson1@verizon.net <patriciamcpherson1@verizon.net>,
deler.ghazi@waterboards.ca.gov <deler.ghazi@waterboards.ca.gov>

Subject: Re: SMGBSA - Announcement of Non-Compliance with California Constitution and Bailey-Keene
Act

City of Santa Monica

Att: Counsels David Willis and Susan Cola

Re: Lisette A. Gold Announcement of Non-Compliance with California Constitution and the Bagley-Keene Act on
4/17/2024

Counsel David Willis and Susan Cola,

This email and documents are to notify you and memorialize an email announcement from City of Santa Monica
employee Lisette A. Gold

in which she announced on April 12, 2024 that the April 17, 2024 meeting of the purported Santa Monica
Groundwater Basin Sustainability Agency (SMGBSA)

intends:

1. Not to conduct its meeting in conformance with the California Constitution Article I Declaration of Rights.
2. Not to conduct its meeting in conformance with Bagley-Keene Act, (Gov. Code, § 11120, see Gov. Code, §§ 11120-
11133].

Please see the attached documents and the email to Ms. Gold and other parties below.

Ms. Gold, as a requirement of attending the public meeting of the purported SMGBSA, that members of the public
provide their names
to Ms. Gold and a private corporation, DUDEK, that the City of Santa Monica has contracted.

The terms of the contract cannot lawfully evade compliance with the State of California Constitution and the Bagley
Keene Act.

This appears to be a pattern and practice of disregarding the Rule of Law.

Please address this matter with Ms. Gold. And please advise Ms. Gold that the announcement of the required terms of
public participation
in the proposed May 17, 2024 SMGBSA are unlawful.

It is notable that the purported SMGBSA has no official legal Counsel to advise it as a singular Groundwater
Sustainability Agency.

The privacy provisions of the California Constitution as reflected in the Bagley-Keene Act require full compliance and
are not to

be intentionally ignored by employees of the City of Santa Monica who sign an oath to uphold such legal provisions
as a necessary

condition of their employment.

Respectfully submitted,

John Davis



VIRTUAL PARTICIPATION
Register in advance for this meeting by clicking the link below:

https://bit.ly/3ToK30Q

Instructions for Virtual Public Participation

As a courtesy, the public is invited to attend the meeting virtually via Zoom. In order to have the
opportunity to speak during the public comment portion of the Board meeting, please submit a speaking
request via email to Lisette.Gold@santamonica.gov by 5:00 PM the day before the meeting and specify

“virtual participation”.
Your name, the agenda item number, agenda item title, and comment summary must be included in the
email or the comment will not be added to the speaker list. Public comment must be germane to the

specific agenda item you have indicated.

From: jd johnanthonydavis.com <jd@johnanthonydavis.com>

Date: Sunday, April 14, 2024 at 12:34 PM

To: Lisette A. Gold <Lisette.Gold@santamonica.gov>

Cc: openjustice@doj.ca.gov <openjustice@doj.ca.gov>, jesus.gonzalez@ladwp.com
<jesus.gonzalez@ladwp.com>, rwelch@beverlyhills.org <rwelch@beverlyhills.org>,
sean.singletary@culvercity.org <sean.singletary@culvercity.org>, gnatoli@planning.lacounty.gov
<gnatoli@planning.lacounty.gov>, sunny.wang@santamonica.gov <sunny.wang@santamonica.gov>,
SGMA@waterboards.ca.gov <SGMA@waterboards.ca.gov>, Scott. Morgan@water.ca.gov
<Scott.Morgan@water.ca.gov>, Thomas.Gibson@water.ca.gov <Thomas.Gibson@water.ca.gov>,
Tina.Leahy@Waterboards.ca.gov <Tina.Leahy@Waterboards.ca.gov>,
Anthony.Wohletz@Waterboards.ca.gov <Anthony.Wohletz@Waterboards.ca.gov>,
karla.nemeth@waterboards.ca.gov <karla.nemeth@waterboards.ca.gov>,
paul.goslin@waterboards.ca.gov <paul.goslin@waterboards.ca.gov>,
eric.oppenheimer@waterboards.ca.gov <eric.oppenheimer@waterboards.ca.gov>,
micheal.lauffer@waterboards.ca.gov <micheal.lauffer@waterboards.ca.gov>, jd johnanthonydavis.com
<jd@johnanthonydavis.com>, mgriswold@]landig.com <mgriswold@]landiqg.com>,
patriciamcpherson1@verizon.net <patriciamcpherson1@verizon.net>, deler.ghazi@waterboards.ca.gov
<deler.ghazi@waterboards.ca.gov>

Subject: SMGBSA - Announcement of Non-Compliance with California Constitution and Bailey-Keene Act

City of Santa Monica

City of Los Angeles

City of Beverly Hills

Culver City

County of Los Angeles

California Department of Water Resources

California Water Boards

California Department of Justice

Re: Lisette A. Gold Announcement of Non-Compliance with California Constitution and the Bagley-Keene
Act on 4/17/2024

April 14, 2024
Lisette A. Gold,

This email is in response to the announcement of a meeting of the purported Santa Monica Groundwater Basin
Sustainability Agency on April 12, 2024. You have announced that the purported state body intends :|



1. Not to conduct its meeting in conformance with the California Constitution Article I Declaration of Rights.

2. Not to conduct its meeting in conformance with Bagley-Keene Act, (Gov. Code, § 11120, see Gov. Code, §§ 11120-
11133].

This group consisting of Cities of Santa Monica, Los Angeles, Beverly Hills, Culver and the County of Los Angeles
purports to be a state body, agency, pursuant to Gov. Code § 1117 and, therefore, subject to the California Constitution
Article I Declaration of Rights:

All people are by nature free and independent and have inalienable rights. Among these are enjoying and
defending life and liberty, acquiring, possessing, and protecting property, and pursuing and obtaining safety,
happiness, and privacy.

Furthermore, this group, if it is a lawfully formed state body, is subject to the provisions of the Bagley-Keene Act,
(Gov. Code, § 11120; see Gov. Code, §§ 11120-11133].)(ACT) hereinafter.

Section I1. B I. OPEN MEETING PROCEEDURES reads in part as follows:

Individuals may attend meetings without identifying themselves. If a state body posts or circulates an attendance list,
register,_questionnaire, or other similar document at a meeting, the document must state that filling it out is voluntary. (Gov.
Code, § 11124.)

Here, you have announced that as a necessary condition of participating in the announced meeting of April 17, 2024
remotely, a member of the public must disclose their name to a private Corporation.

“Dear Santa Monica Basin Interested Parties and Stakeholders,

Please join us on Wednesday, April 17, 2024, at 8:00 am for the quarterly Board Meeting of the Santa Monica Basin
GSA.

This meeting will be a hybrid meeting. The Board materials with agenda is attached to this email.
... For Virtual Public Participation, please scan the link provided on the attached agenda. Follow all directions to register for
the zoom meeting.

Please review the detailed instructions located on the attached agenda for providing public comment. The public
comment instructions are different for those in-person versus those attending online.

Here is the link to register for those who wish to attend online. Right click on the blue link and select
"Open Link in New tab" option. A separate tab will allow you to register for the meeting.

Please contact GSA Secretary Dr. Gold for further information at 310-351-9465 or
at lisette.gold@santamonica.gov.

Best,

Lisette A. Gold, D. Env.

Environmental Remediation Coordinator

Santa Monica Basin Groundwater Sustainability Agency Secretary
City of Santa Monica, Public Works Department - Water Resources
2500 Michigan Ave., Building 1, Santa Monica, 90404

Work Cell: 310-351-9465

City of
5 Santa
Monica

The link to register page is owned by a private company, DUDEK. the registration page is below:




DUDEK ZOOM i gt

Santa Monica Basin Groundwater Sustainability Agency
Board Meeting

Date & Time Apr 17, 2024 08:00 AM in Pacific Time (US and Canada)

Description The Santa Monica Basin Groundwater Sustainability
Agency (SMBGSA) was formed in 2017 in accordance with
the California Sustainable Groundwater Management Act
(SGMA) of 2014. The five-member agencies of the
SMBGSA include the City of Santa Monica, the City of
Beverly Hills, the City of Los Angeles, by and through its
Department of Water and Power, the City of Culver City,
and the County of Los Angeles. The next quarterly Board
Meeting of the Santa Monica Basin GSA will be a hybrid
with the option of in-person or virtual attendance. Those
who wish to attend in person will meet at City Hall East in
Room 219 at address 1685 Main St., Santa Monica, CA,
90401. A Zoom link will be provided to those who register
for virtual attendance. The meeting will be recorded and
uploaded to the GSA website. Please contact GSA
Secretary Dr. Gold for further information at 310-351-9465
or at lisette.gold@santamonica.gov.

0689

Webinar Registration

First Name* Last Name*

First Name ) \ Last Name

Email Address*

join@company.com

Information you provide when registering will be shared with the account owner and host and can be
used and shared by them in accordance with their Terms and Privacy Policy.

Here, as a necessary condition of on-line attendance, a member of the public must provide their

name to the private company in clear violation of California Constitution Article I Declaration of Rights and
Section II. B I. OPEN MEETING PROCEEDURES of the ACT.

Furthermore, the registration page again fails compliance with Section II. B I. OPEN MEETING
PROCEEDURES of the ACT because there is no disclosure to the public that registering to speak at the
public meeting is voluntary:

the document must state that filling it out is voluntary.

Lisette A. Gold, your email announcement to the public demonstrates that is the intent of this group not
comply with the State of California Constitution and the Bagley-Keene Act.

It should also be noted that this group claims to have become a GSA in 2017, without uploading
documentation of its bylaws to form a GSA rendering its requirments to do so incomplete pursuant to the
provisions of the Sustainable Groundwater Management Act.

And, it should be particularly noted that City of Santa Monica Employee Sunny Wang did upload a
Memorandum of Understanding between the group to the state portal that states the intention to form a



GSA that is not a legal entity.

NOW, THEREFORE, incorporating the above recitals herein and exhibit attached, it is
mutually understood and agreed by the Parties as follows:

1. PURPOSE. This MOU is entered into by and among the Parties to
facilitate a cooperative and ongoing working relationship to comply with
SGMA in the Santa Monica Basin by, among other things, forming a GSA
and developing and implementing a single GSP. This MOU is not intended
to form a new legal entity.

2. SANTA MONICA BASIN GROUNDWATER SUSTAINABILITY AGENCY
2.1 The Parties hereby establish the Santa Monica Basin

Groundwater Sustainability Agency (SMBGSA) to sustainably and
cost-effectively manage groundwater in the Santa Monica Basin.

Page 1 of 11

From the GSA portal: https://sgma.water.ca.gov/portal/gsa/print/337

Here, the stated intention of the group is to form a GSA that is an illegal entity. This explains the failure of
the group to comply with the State of California Constitution and the Bagley-Keene Act.

This group has avoided compliance with the Rule of Law for the convivence of each of the group members.
The consequence of this illegal behavior is to exclude lawful participation of the public and its decision-
making process public meetings, which runs contrary to the preamble of the ACT. And the actions of this
group subject member of the public to potential reprisal by requiring them to provide their name to a private
company as a necessary condition to attend a meeting on-line.

Therefore, | hereby request that you, on behalf of the group, cancel the proposed meeting of April 17, 2024,
if and until a GSA that is a legal entity is formed and that its meetings are held in conformance with State of
California Constitution and the Bagley-Keene Act.

As a courtesy, | have attached a copy of the California Department of Justice BAGLEY-KEENE OPEN
MEETING GUIDE 2023.
Respectfully submitted,

John Davis



SMB GSA Board Meeting - Zoom Registration Link for April 17th Meeting © a &« ~

O Lisette A. Gold <Lisette.Gold@santamonica.gov> Friday, April 12, 2024 at 11:00 AM
To: Patricia McPherson; (O john johnanthonydavis.com; Dr. Margot Griswold; Jeanette Vosburg; Joe Young; Todd T. Cardiff Esq.; kathyknight66@gmail.com

0 This message is high priority.
Dear All,

Here is the link to register for those who wish to attend online. Right click on the blue link and select "Open Link in New tab"
option. A separate tab will allow you to register for the meeting.

Please contact GSA Secretary Dr. Gold for further information at 310-351-9465 or at lisette.gold@santamonica.gov.

Best,

Lisette A. Gold, D. Env.

Environmental Remediation Coordinator

Santa Monica Basin Groundwater Sustainability Agency Secretary
City of Santa Monica, Public Works Department — Water Resources
2500 Michigan Ave., Building 1, Santa Monica, 90404

Work Cell: 310-351-9465

City of
e Santa
Monica

Santa Monica Basin GSA April 17th Board Meeting Agenda and Materials © « &« /

O Lisette A. Gold <Lisette.Gold@santamonica.gov> Friday, April 12, 2024 at 10:00 Al
To: Lisette A. Gold

2024 April 17 SMBG...
59 MB

Download - Preview

¥ This message is high priority.

Dear Santa Monica Basin Interested Parties and Stakeholders,
Please join us on Wednesday, April 17, 2024, at 8:00 am for the quarterly Board Meeting of the Santa Monica Basin GSA.
This meeting will be a hybrid meeting. The Board materials with agenda is attached to this email.

e For In-Person Public Participation, the meeting will be held in Santa Monica City Hall East Room 219. Although the mailing address
is 1685 Main Street in Santa Monica, the actual meeting room entrance is located on Olympic Drive next to (west from) the Public Safety
Building at 333 Olympic Drive, Santa Monica, CA, 90401. Parking for City Hall East is located at Civic Center Parking Structure located
at 333 Civic Center Drive, Santa Monica, across Olympic Drive from City Hall East. Electric cars with visible decals can park for free at
Santa Monica meters on the public streets. We always encourage everyone to take public transportation. The LA Metro Downtown Santa

Monica Station is located near the intersection of 4th Street and Colorado Avenue, approx. 2 blocks from City Hall. It is the E Line's
western terminal station.

For Virtual Public Participation, please scan the link provided on the attached agenda. Follow all directions to register for the zoom
meeting.

Please review the detailed instructions located on the attached agenda for providing public comment. The public comment instructions
are different for those in-person versus those attending online. The meeting will be recorded and uploaded to the GSA website. For all

up-to-date meeting information and last-minute changes, please visit the GSA Website:

santamonica.gov - Santa Monica Basin Groundwater Sustainability Agency

Feel free to contact GSA Secretary Dr. Gold with any questions at 310-351-9465 and by email at Lisette.Gold@santamonica.gov.

Best,
Lisette A. Gold, D. Env.
Envir 1R diation Coordinat

Santa Monica Basin Groundwater Sustainability Agency Secretary
City of Santa Monica, Public Works Department — Water Resources
2500 Michigan Ave., Building 1, Santa Monica, 90404
Office Cell: 310-351-9465
City of
Santa
Monica
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