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NEIGHBORHOOD COUNCIL
SUNSHINE ORDINANCE
(DRAFT)

Section 1: Purpose

The system of neighborhood councils exists to
promote stakeholder involvement and participation in
City governance, decision-making and problem-solving
processes that affect their neighborhoods.

Because neighborhood councils serve as Charter-
recognized voices for their communities, neighborhood
councils must operate as openly and transparently

as possible, and should maximize opportunities for
stakeholder participation in their own decision-making and
problem-solving processes.

However, because neighborhood councils have an advisory
role and are volunteer-based, neighborhood councils
should not be subject to unnecessary restrictions that
hinder, rather than enhance, the ability of neighborhood
councils to participate in City governance, decision-making
and problem-solving processes.

This ordinance balances the public interest in openness,
transparency and public participation with the equally
important public interest in having neighborhood councils’
that are effective voices for their community.

Section 2: Definitions

For purposes of this ordinance:

(@) “Neighborhood council” or “council” is defined
to include a certified neighborhood council
formed pursuant to Article IX of the Los Angeles
City Charter, the board of directors of a certified
neighborhood council, any of a neighborhood
councils’ standing committees which have a
continuing subject matter jurisdiction, or any
member of a neighborhood council’s standing
committees.

(b) “Meeting” is defined as any congregation of a
majority of the members of a neighborhood
council board or committee at the same time
and place to make a collective decision, or to
adopt or take any formal position, decision or
recommendation on any item within the subject

(©)

(d)

()

()

(2)

(b)

(©)

matter jurisdiction of the neighborhood council
board or committee.

"Records" includes any writing containing
information relating to the conduct of the
neighborhood council’s business prepared, owned,
used, or retained by any neighborhood council,
regardless of physical form or characteristics.

"Writing" means any handwriting, typewriting,
printing, photographing, photocopying,
transmitting by electronic mail or facsimile,

and every other means of recording upon any
tangible thing any form of communication or
representation, including letters, words, pictures,
sounds, or symbols, or combinations thereof, and
any record thereby created, regardless of the
manner in which the record has been stored.

“Department” means the Department of
Neighborhood Empowerment.

“Board” means the Board of Neighborhood
Commissioners.

Section 3: Public Meetings

Any formal position, decision or recommendation
of a neighborhood council must be made, taken
or adopted at a meeting.

Members of neighborhood councils may exchange
information, ideas and positions with each other
on matters within the subject matter jurisdiction
of the neighborhood council. However, such
exchanges shall not be used to develop a
collective concurrence on any such matter other
than at a meeting. To the greatest extent feasible,
members of neighborhood councils should
exchange information using methods, such as
Internet message boards or blogs, that make such
exchanges available to the public. The Board of
Neighborhood Commissioners shall promulgate
regulations to give effect to this subsection.

Any meeting of a neighborhood council shall be
subject to the following requirements:

(I) The meeting shall be open to the public;

(2) The meeting shall be held within the
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boundaries of the neighborhood council,
except that:

(@) a neighborhood council may meet in any
facility owned or operated by the City of
Los Angeles that is within three (3) miles
of the neighborhood council boundaries;

(b) if a neighborhood council does not have
access to a meeting facility within its
boundaries, it may meet in a meeting
facility within three (3) miles of the
neighborhood council’s boundaries;

(c) a neighborhood council may meet in
office space it maintains that is within 3
miles of its boundaries; and

(d) in the case of a joint meeting of more
than one neighborhood council, the
meeting shall be held at a location where
it would be permissible for one of the
participating neighborhood councils to
hold a meeting.

(3) At least 72 hours before the time set for the
meeting:
(a) Notice of the meeting shall be posted
at a regular, fixed location, appropriate
and accessible to the public within the
boundaries of the neighborhood council;

(b) Notice of the meeting shall be made
available on the neighborhood council’s
Internet site, if any; and

(c) Notice of the meeting shall be
distributed electronically by means of
the Early Notification System to persons
who have requested notification.

(4) The notice shall:
(a) specify the date, time, and location of the
meeting;

(b) include the name, address, and telephone
number of any person who can provide

further information prior to the meeting;

(c) include the address of the Internet site
where notices and other information
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(d)

(e

required by this section are available;

include an agenda containing a brief
description of the items of business to
be discussed or acted upon. A brief
general description of an item generally
need not exceed 20 words.

be made available in appropriate
alternative formats, as required by
Section 202 of the Americans with
Disabilities Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C.

Sec. 12132), and the federal rules and
regulations adopted in implementation
thereof, upon request by any person
with a disability. The notice shall include
information regarding how, to whom,
and by when a request for any disability-
related modification or accommodation,
including auxiliary aids or services may
be made by a person with a disability
who requires these aids or services

in order to participate in the public
meeting.

(5) Neighborhood councils should maximize
opportunities for stakeholder participation in
meetings. At a minimum:

@)

(b)

(©)

(d)

During the meeting, members of the
public shall be given an opportunity
to directly address the neighborhood
council on any agenda or non-agenda
item within the subject matter
jurisdiction of the council.

On agenda items, members of the public
shall be given an opportunity to directly
address the neighborhood council before
or during the council’s consideration of
each agenda item.

Neighborhood councils may adopt
reasonable policies to ensure that the
intent of subdivisions (a) and (b) are
carried out, including policies limiting the
total amount of time allocated to public
testimony on particular issues and for
each individual speaker.

No person shall be required, as a
condition to attendance at, participation



(d)

()

in, or speaking at a meeting of a
neighborhood council, to register

his or her name, to provide other
information, to complete a questionnaire,
or otherwise to fulfill any condition
precedent to his or her attendance.

(e) If an attendance list, register,
questionnaire, or other similar document
is posted at or near the entrance to the
room where the meeting is to be held, or
is circulated to persons present during
the meeting, it shall state clearly that
the signing, registering, or completion
of the document is voluntary, and that
all persons may attend the meeting
regardless of whether a person signs,
registers, or completes the document.

(6) The council may not take any action on any
item of business unless that item appeared
on the posted agenda or unless the council
members present, by two-thirds vote, make
specific findings stating why there is a need to
take immediate action and that the need for
action came to the attention of the council
subsequent to the posting of the agenda.

(7) Questions or brief statements made at a
meeting by members of the council or public
that can be resolved solely by the provision
of information need not be described on
an agenda as items of business, and may be
addressed by the neighborhood council at
that meeting.

All meetings of a neighborhood council that are
open and public shall meet the protections and
prohibitions contained in Section 202 of the
Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C.
Sec. 12132), and the federal rules and regulations
adopted in implementation thereof.

Records of Meetings:

(I Agendas of public meetings and other
writings, when distributed to all, or a majority
of all, of the members of a neighborhood
council by any person in connection with a
matter subject to discussion or consideration
at a public meeting of the body shall be made
available without undue delay to any member

()

€3]

(h)

of the public who requests the materials.

(2) Writings that must be made available to the
public under subdivision (1) and that are
distributed to all, or a majority of all, of the
members of a neighborhood council prior
to or during a meeting, pertaining to any
agenda item, shall be made available for public
inspection at the meeting if prepared by the
neighborhood council, or after the meeting if
prepared by some other person.

(3) At or within a reasonable time after a
meeting, the neighborhood council shall
prepare minutes that clearly indicate what
action was taken with respect to each agenda
item.

Any person attending an open and public meeting
of the neighborhood council shall have the right
to record the proceedings with an audio or
video tape recorder or a still or motion picture
camera in the absence of a reasonable finding

by the neighborhood council that the recording
cannot continue without noise, illumination,

or obstruction of view that constitutes, or

would constitute, a persistent disruption of the
proceedings.

No neighborhood council shall prohibit or
otherwise restrict the broadcast of its open and
public meetings in the absence of a reasonable
finding that the broadcast cannot be accomplished
without noise, illumination, or obstruction of view
that would constitute a persistent disruption of
the proceedings.

Neighborhood councils may impose requirements
on themselves which allow greater access to
their meetings than prescribed by the minimal
standards set forth in this section.

Enforcement of Requirements:

() If a council violates the procedural meeting
requirements of this ordinance, and upon
demand of any person, the council shall
reconsider the item at its next meeting, after
allowing for public input on the item.

(2) If a neighborhood council does not
comply with a demand made pursuant to
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paragraph (1), within 30 days following the
failure to comply, any person may file a
written complaint with the Department of
Neighborhood Empowerment, stating forth
the facts supporting the complaint.

(3) The Department shall have 30 days to
investigate the complaint and, if it is
determined that the complaint is valid,
to direct the neighborhood council to
reconsider the item at its next meeting,
after allowing for public input on the item.
The Department shall promptly notify
the complainant, in writing, of its decision
regarding the complaint.

(4) Any person or council who disagrees with
the result of the Department’s investigation
shall have 30 days from the date of the
Department’s decision to file a written
appeal to the Board of Neighborhood
Commissioners, on a form to be provided by
the Board.

(5) The Board shall have 60 days to investigate
and make a decision regarding the appeal.

(6) Decisions of the Board shall be final, except
as provided under Charter section 245.

Section 4: Neighborhood Council
Records

@)

(b)

(©

Each neighborhood council shall maintain
records in compliance with a records retention
schedule adopted by the Board of Neighborhood
Commissioners.

Every person has a right to inspect or obtain
copies of records maintained by a neighborhood
council. However, there is no right to inspect or
obtain copies of records that would be exempt
from release under the Public Records Act,
California Government Code sections 6250 et
seq.

Any reasonably segregable portion of a record
shall be available for inspection by any person
requesting the record after deletion of the
portions that are exempted by law.
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(d) When a person makes a written request to

(e)

()

(®

inspect a record or to obtain a a copy of a record
to a neighborhood council that reasonably
describes an identifiable record or records, the
neighborhood council shall make the records
available to that person within 30 days of the
request, except with respect to records exempt
from disclosure by express provisions of law,
upon payment of fees covering direct costs of
duplication. Upon request, an exact copy shall be
provided unless impracticable to do so.

When a member of the public makes a written
request to inspect a record or obtain a copy of
a record, the neighborhood council shall assist
the requester in making a focused and effective
request that reasonably describes an identifiable
record or records, by doing the following, to the
extent reasonable under the circumstances:

() Assisting the member of the public to identify
records and information that are responsive
to the request or to the purpose of the
request, if stated.

(2) Describing the information technology and
physical location in which the records exist.

(3) Providing suggestions for overcoming any
practical basis for denying access to the
records or information sought.

When a person makes a written request to
inspect a record or obtain a copy of a record, the
neighborhood council shall, within 21 calendar
days from receipt of the request, determine
whether the request, in whole or in part, seeks
copies of disclosable records in the possession
of the neighborhood council, and shall promptly
notify the person making the request of the
determination and the reasons therefor.

Upon a determination of good cause, the General
Manager of the Department of Neighborhood
Empowerment may extend the time periods

set forth in subsections (d) and (f). The
neighborhood council shall give written notice to
the requester setting forth the reasons for the
extension and the date on which a determination
is expected to be dispatched.



(h) Nothing in this chapter shall be construed

)

(k)

to permit an agency to delay or obstruct the
inspection or copying of public records.

Any inspection of an audio or video recording
shall be provided without charge on an audio or
video player made available by the neighborhood
council.

Unless otherwise prohibited by law, any agency
that has information that constitutes an
identifiable record, that is subject to disclosure
pursuant to this ordinance, which is in an
electronic format shall make that information
available in an electronic format when requested
by any person.

(I Nothing in this section shall be construed
to require a neighborhood council to
reconstruct a record in an electronic format
if the council no longer has the record
available in an electronic format.

(2) If the request is for information in other than
electronic format, and the information also is
in electronic format, the agency may inform
the requester that the information is available
in electronic format

The General Manager of the Department of
Neighborhood Empowerment may authorize a
neighborhood council to withhold a record if he
or she finds that, on the facts of the particular
case, the public interest served by not disclosing
the record clearly outweighs the public interest
served by disclosure of the record. Among the
factors the Department may consider are:

(I) whether the nature or scope of a request
for documents makes compliance unduly
burdensome for the neighborhood council.

(2) whether the request is duplicative or
harassing; and

(3) whether the request invades legitimate
privacy interests of a person participating
in a neighborhood councils with respect
to materials in that person’s personal
possession, including material stored on a

personal computer or a personal e-mail
account.

() If a neighborhood council withholds any record
or portion thereof requested by any person, or
determines that it does not possess any of the
requested documents, the neighborhood council
shall notify the requester in writing, setting forth
the reasons for not producing the document for
inspection or copying.

(m) Except as provided in section (k), this ordinance
does not allow limitations on access to a record
based upon the purpose for which the record is
being requested, if the record is otherwise subject
to disclosure.

(n) Enforcement of Requirements:

(1) If a neighborhood council fails to comply
with the time periods set forth in this
section, the person who requested that
record may submit a written complaint
to the Department of Neighborhood
Empowerment, on forms to be provided by
the Department, within 30 calendar days
after the time period has elapsed.

(2) Enforcement of violations of this act should
be consistent with the grievance procedure
established by the NCRC.

(o) Some neighborhood council board members
might represent, be an officer of, or belong to
other organizations, including but not limited to
homeowners or residents associations; public
or private schools; chambers of commerce; or
religious, cultural or social institutions. Nothing in
this ordinance gives any person any right of access
to records of any organization other than the
neighborhood council itself.

At a minimum, a new Sunshine Law in regard to neighborhood
councils should not prevent neighborhood councils from lobbying
a majority of members of the city council on an issue of
concern to the neighborhood council.
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Neighborhood Council Review Commission
/o Patrice Lattimore, Legislative Assistant
Room 395, City Hall

200 N. Spring Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

CITY CLERK CONDUCT OF NEIGHBORHOOD COUNCIL ELECTIONS

On April 17, 2007, the Neighborhood Council Review Commission (NCRC) voted to
recommend that the Los Angeles City Clerk assume responsibility for the conduct of
Neighborhood Council {NC) board member elections. As part of that action, the NCRC
requested that the City Clerk submit a report describing how the City Clerk’s office
would approach the administration of NC board member elections including the issue of
standardizing certain aspects of the NC board member elections process. This report
represents a preliminary analysis of the approach the City Clerk’s office would take in
administering NC board member elections. We¢ would anticipate that the actual
mnplementation would require additional fine-tuning of various aspects of the program.

As stated by the City Clerk during the April 17, 2007 NCRC meeting, the City Clerk has
not sought out this assignment nor does the City Clerk recommend that the assignment of
respensibility for NC board member elections be given to the City Clerk. Rather, the City
Clerk is willing 1o take on this responsibility if, and only if, certain pre-conditions are met
as follows:

+ The NC board member elections are conducted every other year (in the off vear
from the City of Los Angeles municipal elections).

« The City Clerk is provided staff resources to perform the function.

If these pre-conditions are met, we believe that a “win-win” situation can be created
whereby: 1) the NC board member clections are provided with a full range of
professional ¢lection administration services utilizing the suppert of the City Clerk’s
entire Election Division; and 2) the City Clerk gains additional, and sorely needed,
resources for the conduct of the City’s regular municipal elections. To ensure that these

pre-conditions are met {if the NCRC ultimately includes the assipnment of responsibility

for NC board member elections to the City Clerk in its final recommendations to the City
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Council) we strongly urge the NCRC to include in the actual “recommendaticn language™
these specific pre-conditions and a statement that without the approval of the pre-
conditions the NCRC withdraws the recommendation.

As discussed in the April 17, 2007 NCRC meeting, the administration of NC board
member elections will reflect other decisions made in regards to the overail System of
Neighborhood Coungils {e.g. definition of stakeholder, the amount ef standardization that
can be imposed under Charter Section 904(f), etc). Accordingly, the following
information represents our preliminary recommendations on the administration of NC
board member elections with the understanding that these recommendations do not
include an exhaustive list and they will have to be adjusted based on the final NCRC
recommendations and issues that arise during the implementation/transition phase.

Customization Versus Standardization of NC Board Member Elections

In general, the City Clerk will seck to standardize as many aspects of the NC board
member elections as possible while still respecting the basic autonomy of the
Neighborhood Councils and their inherent right to structure their Board to best meet the
needs of the particular Neighborhood Council. Standardization has several inherent
advantages in terms of cost efficiency, facilitating the administration of the elections, and
transparency of the overall election process.

A. Customization

We would rccommend that, at a minimum, the following aspects of the NC board
member elections remain customized based on the needs and decisions of each
Neighborhood Council.

¢ The number and type of seats/offices on the Board.

s  Whether the officers of the Board are elected directly or by the entire Board once
the members are seated after the election.

s  Whether elections are held at large, by district or by stakeholder category or some
combination of these methods.

s  What stakeholder verification method should be utilized for the election {aithough
the City Clerk strongly recommends self-affirmation as the preferred method).

+ Voter outreach will have to be customized to meet the umque demographics of
each Neighborhood Council but we believe we can take advantage of regional
elections and the City’s overall public relations and outreach capability (see
below).

¢ The City Clerk election administrators would offer the full range of voting options
for all NC beard member elections including at polls, vote by mail, or town hail



format. The City Clerk election administrators should remain open to innovative
election processes (e.g. on-line voting) that could be implemented on a pilot
project basis.

B. Standardization

We would recommend that the following aspects of the NC board member elections be
standardized or reviewed for pessible standardization.

»

All NC beard member elections should be held during an even numbered year
opposite from the City’s regular municipal elections, The City Clerk recommends
conducting the elections for all the Neighborhood Councils in one planning region
on the same day(s) and that the elections for the seven regions be spread out over
a two to three month periog in the spring of the even numbered years.

Candidate filing times and processes, including candidates’ stakehelder
verification and write-in candidate procedures, should be standardized.

Voter registration forms/processes should be teviewed for possible
standardizaticn.

The vote by mail process should be standardized and handled directly by the City
Clerk’s election administrators.

Every opportunity to standardize the various administrative forms and signs that
support the election operation should be analyzed and implemented where
pessible (e.g. ballots, voter sign in rosters, polling place signage, vote counting
forms, vote by mail packages, election challenge forms, etc.). This will reduce
costs in terms of production and translation and will aliow for re-use in
subsequent ¢lections.

Provisional Voting process should be standardized.
The time frame and process for certifying each election should be standardized.

The election challenge process should be standardized (perhaps by incorporating
it into the overall grievance process). The City Clerk election administrators
would act as a resource to the election challenge process by making available all
relevant information and documents and providing testimony as necessary to the
election challenge review bodies.

Resource Requirements

The City Clerk recommends that a budget for NC board member elections be established
within the City Clerk’s office so that the entire election expense can be handled by the
City as opposed to the individual Neighborhood Councils {some of whom have differing



needs in the areas of translation and cutreach that impact costs). Such a NC board
member elections budget, at a minimum, should include:

A NC board member elections unit in the City Clerk’s Llection Division
consisting of 1 Senior Project Coordinator and 4 Project Coordinators.

Materials, supplics and contractual services funds te cover forms, signage,
translation, etc. to support the basic election processes (amount to be determined).

Contractual services funds to obtain consulting services from the current
experienced I[ndependent Election Administrator(s) to assist the City Clerk in
desipning and implementing the standardized regional NC board member
clections system (amount to be determined).

Dedicated budget for voter outreach that should be housed within the Department
of Neighborhood Empowerment (DONE) consistent with DONE’s focus, as
recommended by the NCRC, on outreach {amount to be determined).

Coordination with DONE and the Neighborhood Councils

[f the responsibility for conducting NC board member elections is assigned to the City
Clerk, then the City Clerk will be ultimately accountable for the administration of these
elections. However, the City Clerk would still need to closely coordinate our work with
both DONE and the Neighborhood Councils as follows:

It 15 our understanding that the NCRC is considering recommending that DONE
have the primary responsibility for outreach to help expand overall participation
in the Meighborhood Council movement. Consistent with that focus, we would
expect to work ¢losely with DONE in the time period leading up to the regional
elections to take advantage of DONE’s ongoing outreach efforts to focus our
clection announcements, confirm voter mailing lists, and to undertake other
election outreach strategies targeted to the needs of specific Neighborhood
Councils. Regional elections could also facilitate leveraging the public relations
and outrsach capability of City offices to increase clection awareness {e.g.
Mayor's Office, Council Offices, City departments). The exact demarcation line
between DONE’s ongeing outreach efforts and the election specific
announcements/notifications would be worked cut with DONE and the City Clerk
election administrators.

We would expect the DONE field staff (Project Coordinators) to be available to
assist the City Clerk election administrators {under the direction of those
administrators), if necessary, on the regional election days.

[n line with the existing Neighborhood Council Election Procedures, the City
Cletk still believes that Neighborhood Councils can be empowered by
participating in the conduct of their NC board member elections. The City Clerk



anticipates drawing volunteers from the greater Neighborhood Coungil
community, providing training to those volunteers and then fully integrating the
volunteers into the administration of the NC board member elections. The
regional election structure should facilitate this participation, since the
Neighborhood Council volunteers could help administer the elections for regions
outside of where their own Neighborhood Council iz located.

s The ultimate design of the election challenge process will, if it is incorporated into
the overall grievance process, necessanly involve the partticipation of the
Neighborhood Councils, BONC and the greater Neighborhood Council
community. The City Clerk election administrators will be available to provide
training on election challenge review techniques and methodologies and will act
as a resource for specific election challenges by making available all relevant
information and documents and providing testimony as necessary to the election
challenge review bodies.

Transition Time Frame and Implementation Issues

Beyaond the pre-conditions set forth in the beginning of this report, there are several
factors that could complicate or delay the transition of responsibility to the City Clerk for
conducting NC board member elections. The first available window to implement the
standardized regional NC beard member elections as envisioned in this report is the
spring of 2008. After that pericd, the next available window will be the spring of 2010
(from July 1, 2008 through June 30, 2009 the City Clerk will be cngaped in conducting
the City’s municipal elections), It is likely that the final NCRC report on the System of
Neighborhood Councils will not be submitted to the City Council until late September or
early October 2007. Allowing for City Council consideration, it is likely that the City
Coungil will not take final action on the NCRC recommendations until late 2007,

Accordingly, if we are trying to implement this program in the spring of 2008, the NCRC
should take the following issues into account as it continues its review of this matter:

»  What steps can be taken by DONE and the Neighberhood Councils now, with the
assistance of the City Clerk, to set the stage for moving to a system of
standardized regional NC board member elections.

¢ The issue of whether Charter Section 904(f} will have to be amended to allow for
the more standardized election administration envisicned in this report, and the
timing of such a Charter amendment election if one is required, could impact the
implementation time frame, The NCRC should ¢onsider requesting the City
Attorney to review this issue now to see if the program can be implemented
without a Charter amendment.

» A more standardized election administration process will conflict with existing
bylaws of the Neighborhoed Councils. The process of amending these bylaws on
an individual basis would be very time consuming and cumbersome and ¢ould



delay implementation of the standardized regional NC board member elections.
The NCRC should consider asking the City Attorney for advice on a methed to
make a “macro™ change to the NC board member ¢lection process that could be
implemented without first amending the individual Neighborhood Council
bylaws. It should also be noted that once the standardized repional NC beard
member elections are implemented, the Neighborhood Councils might have to
address other bylaw amendments beyond just the conduct of the elections {e.g.
terms of office, staggered terms, etc.).

Conclusion

Having the City Clerk conduct the NC board member elections has the potential for
creating a win-win situation whereby the Neighborhood Councils are provided with
professional full range election services; the City Clerk gains additional resources for the
conduct of municipal elections; and DONE 15 able to focus on its outreach efforts to
improve overall participation in the Neighborhood Council program, As a side benefit,
closer interaction between the City Clerk and the Meighborhood Councils could facilitate
the recruitment of poll workers and polling places for the municipal elections. However,
to obtain these benefits the Neighborhood Councils will have to accept some level of
standardization in their elections.

If you have any questions regarding this report, please contact me directly at (213) $78-
1020.

Sincerely,

Aol B VA

Frank T. Martinez
City Clerk



That the City Council, subject to the approval of the Mayor:

1.

Autherize resolution authority for the period July 1, 2007 through June 30, 2008,
and eight months funding, and election expenses for one (1) Senior Project
Coordinator (Code 1538) and four {4) Project Coordinators {Code 1537) for the
Office of the City Clerk to conduct Neighberhood Council elections.

Authorize the transfer of 31,174,946 from the Reserve Fund to the
Unappropriated Balance and appropriate therefrom to Fund 100, City Clerk
Department 14 to the following accounts:

Account Agcount Title Amount

1010 Salanes General $343,727
1090 Salaries Overtime  $198,254
1070 Salanes, As-Needaed $287.462
4170 Election Expense $345,503

Authonize the City Clerk or designee(s) to prepare Controller instructions and any
necessary technical adjustments or clarifications that are consistent with the
Mayor and City Council actions on this matter.



Further Reading: Neighborhood Democracy
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This book is the “bible” of neighborhood council studies. It
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government and incorporated citizens in public
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authors find that neighborhood based participation is the
key to revitalizing American democracy.

Bickhart, Jim. “Taking It to the Streets: The Debate over
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Government and Public Policy Analysis, Occasional Paper
no. 002, August.
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were involved.
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Article X contains provisions regarding the neighborhood
council system. Further elements of the system are
detailed in the Administrative Code.
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Freyss, Siegrun Fox.“Learning Political Engagement from
the Experts: Advocacy Groups, Neighborhood Councils
and Constituency Service,” PS: Political Science and Politics,
Vol. 39, No. I, pp. 137-145,2006.
Outlines an approach to service learning where students
are placed with experts of the political advocacy process
rather than with charitable institutions.

Fulton,William and Paul Shigley. “Putting Los Angeles
Together” Governing Magazine (June 2000).
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